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PCR #: % F 72 methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus B IiL%E @
ST & TR S w1 E A A~ O Rh 3

T ILGEY - AR - Rk Y - EEERY - Bl iR @
DR L PN R 8 — B AR AT AR
PR LA R v 5 — R R
YR LR B > 8 — gl RO R AR AR AR AR R

(A M24E6 H 23 Hfy, 4F249 A 7 HZH)

Methicillin-resistant  Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) (&, FePdB & OV A& GE 262 2 3 340 i
Thbo FFICWILAEIX, methicillin-susceptible S. aureus (MSSA) (2X 5 b D&KL THRLERIE V.
TN RPIW IR SN TH Y HRIL T 2605 C EHREOMAEZH < 720, MRSA o FIH I I1Z BRR
I DR IE I EE TDH 5, 4, QProbe-PCR 12 & 0 MR 2R LR I V2 S5 nuc B £ O mecA
BETOMMEZ 352 &A%, MRSA 2 BN LIS 5 %, PURSEEIERICH N TH %02 ME L7z nuc
BIZTORKE, FFREB X OB, B H =X 100%, 97.2%, 975%, 100%, mecA Bz TXZh
I 952%, 939%, 95.2%, 939% & BUFTH »72o MRSA ke &7z 12 Fd 6 B (50%) T vancomycin
(VCM) AR, 461 (333%) TVCM & B-F 27 & 2 RO MMBEELFTH I, MSSA 23K BT ik
BT - 7 & A RFEHFNE LI T DNz QProbe-PCR 12 & %5 MRSA WILIE O H# B W TR E A% <,

FINCHIRSEEIEALAT R & % o 720 AIED &9 il 2 HEERF OMITNIE, 4RO BIHEZHIHH T

bHEEZOLND.
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A F ) V7 K 7 EK B methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) 1, 1961 #I2A ¥V AT
WO THE S, EHSETD 1980 SEMRDIRE, BN &G0+
BN & 7o TWwbYs MRSA (X MAE R B JH - kbl
FRIEGE, N -0 B 28 55 % & Sl 98, AT AR IR YW 72
CHEHERBIFEL T X I T, S OITIE, AR R
B DOAFRER ED ) A7 WF- D AN TGS 5
oA & Y B MRSA (Community-acquired MRSA : CA-
MRSA) dEEL TE T\, KETIE, Panton-Valentine
Leucolysin (PVL) % pEA:4 % USA300 ¥4 <, FERDEE
P& MRSA L &b ) >0 H 57, —F, ENTIX
USA300 #kiZ & %5 CA-MRSA (3#i Td ) PVL FEARK D 7%
WZ EPHE SN TV STEEIEN TH Y, BEGH O
ZVBENTHEIET IR IR EZ R/ L &2 2 T
d MRSA |2 X % W il iE 1& methicillin-susceptible S. aureus
(MSSA) 1I2& 2D LKL THTHEIE LY, R #H
P)iBR e 4T SENEETH b IHROBNII L - TERE
OFBEALRLEENN B L O EROBOIER, 251232 h
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BICLBEFELEOEKZI LAY, FEERWNT MRSA &G
FRE LB AT & LW R RER % S EET 5. £
D7-% MRSA O IEMEP D R HE MM DS EE 2R E 75 T
Wb,

PER DA TR 22 btk 2, Bidh RICHAE 5
5021 H, [HE - FEREZEHRAIZZEHIC]T HRETH S
72, MERBEZRET20ICRETD 2HMZEL TV,
MRSA % gz k4% fi & LT, MRSA OEIE: %
HW/z A7) —= 0 FRAER MR SR A Hwi-a7 79—
CTRBB IO T T v 7 ABEISD D 505, KRE - FREEHD
Tnwzl, MEICEERO IO — 2 LEE T 572040
OYEDHEETH S &, FPLE S 0 S DY ME T B
%7 ERBEE AL WYY, 2 LT PCR 7 & O R 1
TERRAIE, MR L ) HEREEZIT) S LA MEETH S
& LI T MEE T O EEZRBT A EDTE b,

ZOLH)BEFROL L, 4NlFEK 4 1% QProbe & IV 72 PCR
PEREHE LT E Y, MR ER DS S aureus (24
B BT THD nuc BLOEAF ) Vit EE T
mecA ZHiH L, MRSA BB 2 IRES X ORI, By
PERHES, B ERICOW T 217> 72 £72, PCR
POEANZ X PR IE IO W TR 217> 72O TH
535,
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1. WEVZNIRE
2014 4F 1 H 20 5 2016 4F 12 F I 24 Bl i i =2 1242 0 &
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Table 1. Performance of detection for nuc gene directly from blood culture
S. aureus CNS Sensitivity (%)  Specificity (%) PPV (%) NPV (%)
(n=239) (n=36) (95%CI) (95%CT) (95%CI) (95%CI)
nuc gene positive 39% 1 100 97.2 975 100
g negative 0 35 (94.5-100) (91.3-97.2) (92.2-97.5) (93.9-100)
*Three of the patients were retested and positive results
Table 2. Performance of detection for mecA gene directly from blood culture
MR Staphylo- MS Staphylo-  Sensitivity (%)  Specificity (%) PPV (%) NPV (%)
coccus (n=42)  coccus (n=33) (95%CI) (95%CI) (95%CT) (95%CT)
mecA gene positive 40 2 95.2 939 95.2 939
& negative 2 31 (88.5-98.1) (85.3-97.6) (88.5-98.1) (85.3-97.6)

PPV, povitive predictive value; NPV, negative predictive value

NMEE R 2R & Lz M 2 M4 1E BacT/
ALERT 3D #\WT, ®AT7 HEEEELIT> 72 MEES
AR M Vix BacT/ALERT SA B £ 8 BacT/ALERT SN (2L
b A 2= Txosy) BAEH LA, HIHTIZS Z A
5 —IR7 T LBEERBE 2SR S 7z 75 B (EHBEE T ED
$) 1K LT, MicroScan POS Combo 1T (Ny <y -
=y —) ZHWTHE - FEREZUERA 2 FE L7z, 3
F &2 P45 $413 Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute
(CLSD \CH#eHIL L, S. aureus B & U S. lugdunensis 1% oxacil-
lin (MPIPC) @ MIC % 4 ug/ml YLk & 7213 cefoxitin (CFX)
DOMIC 288 ug/ml L E @ & @ % methicillin i % &,
S. lugdnensis % F < coagulase negative Staphylococcus
(CNS) 13 MPIPC ® MIC %% 05 ug/ml 2k 1= @ % @ % me-
thicillin TPk & HE L 720

2. nuc LU mecA BIzFNDIRE

2014 E 1 H2S 2016412 HICZ 9 A7 —IR7 T Atk
ERIEAERR SNz THIERI 2 b B & L7zo tf ki b P Al
BHEHII T T A tuh FERfL, Ok PCRMAEZE FHL
Too BBy MOSBEMEE e o 2EBNE, Bl & 7 o 2z s
FEDH)HO1ARITK L PCR ML % F2H L 720 MR MRS
BRERMVPSBEHAE y 122 ml &Y, 1500 rpm

T 5 M 09 % & & TMER D & MLk S ¥ 7ze w0k,

WARDSRME LT B 13 &2 BURNA R OREER) <40 547
ML, EDOWi% v T GENECUBE CR#E#5) (2 C nuc (Y —
YFa2—7FAbpp nuc) BLW mecA (V—rFa—7
mecA) BInF 2B L7z #46 Mzdbo B #ipiiN T
Ay ME 7D ETHhIUIRE, H v M TEDTTTHAIE
Rath e WE L, Beagihi 2 b L LT, I - SRR, B
R, BT EE 95%CL & Rz, F7z, 7T ARt
R XD S aureus 258 < SebN7ZER TIE, nuc EiZ A
WO A IBEEO R B % 720 PCR O FHAE % F2 M
L, Btke g S aureus, BEPEE 2 MIE CNS & #Hid L
72

3. FANMEESSUHAELTEE

40, PCR BAE OGRS % B4k L7z 2016 45 1 H ~12
R & 0 S aureus 2SI S NERI & L7z I
HHEE, B THRAHINGOEELE, ERIR AR
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FEHBEBOPEHEETICOWT, DEEGE BRI L
720 727501, 2014 4E 1 H~2015 4F 12 H 13 PCR ¥t % 3Bk
AT THB Y, WAERNHD LS F TOFMEIH— S
NCTVhholzizd, MARKRICRY 235 2 el %2 % 2 4
LEVBI L7 £72CNSIZOoWTIE, oI ¥ 3
A= a VREEINLWHEEYNH L 2 LS, FHiSHEET
BB EEZNEN LI 72,

R T LA R v 7 — M RE S (eETF
5 2020-16) OERBEML TS,

& R

1. MBEIEERE, FTEFRIHERE

WM S N-HHiZ S aureus 739 9, coagulase negative
Staphylococcus (CNS) %36 ] T& - 720 S. aureus ® 9
% MSSA A% 25 #, MRSA 2% 14 %1, CNS & MS-CNS 7% 8
], MR-CNS 2% 28 B CTdH - 726

2. nuc & mecA BIEFDIHKRE

nuc MR IEBEAT 40 FEF], FBEPEASBREFTH D, K
J£100% (95%CI  94.5-100%), 45540 97.2% (95%CI  91.3-
97.2%), BatERYEE975% (95%CI  92.2:975%), FEVERYHh
Z100% (95%CI 93.9-100%) T&H -7z (Table 1)o nuc b
HHID 40 JEFI D H B, 3IEFNIHIRT nuc BHEEL HE s
2%, HHRA TN E o720 mecA BT IXBTEAY 42 i
B, BEPEDS 33MEFITH D, JKEE 952% (95%CI 88.5-98.1%),
FFELEE 939% (95%CI 85.3-97.6%), Batkiyrh=e 952% (95%
CI 885-98.1%), Fa:myh=k 93.9% (95%CI 85.3-97.6%) T&H >
72 (Table 2)

3. FRANMEESLIUHEAELREE

2016 4F 1 H~12 JJIC 352 £ 0 S aureus 23 Hiih S
72 24 FEBI O W FE DO HFRIE, MSSA B X " MRSA & 31212
JEBITOTH Y, MR E LR O WG L D AR bt
WHEAPE L STV 22IE B, MSSA Tl 1161 (91.7%),
MRSA TIZ 361 (25%) TdH -7,

MRS FERFE & 72 ) PCR MAT A & MSSA & %€ S 72E
BICik 1261 (100%) 42 CTBR-F 7 & AR TOHEBDT
b, PLMRSA EOPHIZfTbN o7z, PIHEELTEO
AL, BT 7 & A RIET DWW 7212 BIE S N7 B
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Table 3. Antimicrobial changes based on the genotype and the susceptibility

Antimicrobial changes

PCR results Final

No. Empiric therapy Based on the Based on the (nuc/mecA)  report
genotype susceptibility
1 SBT/ABPC, CLDM no change no change +/ -
2 CTRX CEZ no change +/=
3 MEPM CTRX no change +/—
4 CMZ no change no change +/—=
5 none CEZ no change +/-
6 MEPM CEZ no change +/—
7 CMZ no change no change +/— LSS
8 SBT/ABPC no change no change +/—=
9 CTX, ABPC, VCM CEZ no change +/-=
10 CTRX no change no change +/—
11 TAZ/PIPC no change no change +/-
12 MEPM, VCM MEPM no change +/—=
13 CTRX, VCM no change no change +/+
14 none VCM no change +/+
15 none VCM no change +/+
16 CTRX, CLDM VCM no change +/+
17 CTRX CTRX, VCM no change +/+
18 CTRX, VCM VCM no change +/+
19 PIPC/TAZ, VCM VCM no change +/+ MRSA
20 CTRX VCM no change +/+
21 CAZ CAZ, VCM no change +/+
22 CFPM CFPM, VCM VCM +/+
23 MEPM CEZ VCM +/-
24 AMPC no change LVFX +/+

ABPC, ampicillin; AMPC, amoxicillin; SBT/ABPC, sulbactam-ampicillin; TAZ/PIPC, tazobactam-
piperacillin; CEZ, cefazolin; CMZ, cefmetazole; CTX, cefotaxime; CTRX, ceftriaxone; CAZ, ceftazi-
dime; CFPM, cefepime; MEPM, meropenem; VCM, vancomycine; CLDM, clindamycine; LVFX, levo-

floxacin.

1B (83%), MHNGHRL VG EINL P77 ¥ 2RFED
HEBEDS 6 B (50%), B-F 27 ¥ & %I D de-escalation 24T H
NHEBIDY 361 (33.3%) THo7ze Pp-F 7 ¥ 2553 E vanco-
mycin (VCM) OF:H CHIEHREDBILG S N ERI T, 2
Bl (167%) &b VCM i3 h, 955 161 (83%) 1 B
5 7 & LRIED de-escalation b % Ei7z,

M E e L % ) PCR BiAE 7 & MRSA & Sz
12 EBNZ DV TIE, VCM HAI T OEE AT DI IHEBI A 6
Bl (50%), p-F 7 7 LRI E VCM OHEH A4 61 (33.3%)
TdHho7zo PHIEEOFMIL, VCM HH O EHRA PG &
NEBIAS2 6] (167%), B=-7 7 % HRIEH S VCM HA
NOEBEN2H (167%), B~ 7 & L F%FEIZ VCM @81
PBIFDNIIEGA 3B (25%), p-7 27 ¥ 2 H# L VCM
PR OMGEAS 1B (83%), B-F 7 ¥ 2R L VCM OHFH
o BT 75 AR S NTIERIA2 B (167%), I
AEZVERBERIC -5 7 ¥ A REN S VEM ICETE S 7z
FEGIAS 1B (83%), FDMOIEHKTIHME S NAIERBIDS 1 )
(83%) TdH o7 (Table 3)o

% %=
MRSA it B AeE 2 SN G LB 2 2 o % 7:
DITIE, MIMEIREES X R VIEEDS L OTRREARD

bNb, SR AL, MR Z VT nuc B XU mecA
BETOMMBEIT-7:L6 2%, BREBXOYFREL D RIFR
WIRIE SN, ZOREIE, RESTo kR EMET
%of:lO)o

QProbe % JH\:72 PCR #£1d, S aureus \Z4FHLAY 72 3 i
5 (nuc BIET) BLO, A F 3V Viigth#EfE+ (mecA
BET) ZREIEL, Z0%, BRI
Bty % &2 nuc QProbe B & U mecA QProbe %, BIEE:
BIZNA T) T A4 ¥ = a v S THBEOLALZ T 5
CETHEETEMMT 5. BIRES 7z DNA FE06ER S h
72 QProbe E N A 7Y ¥4 X4 5, DNAICK &G 5 &,
QProbe DHBIZ 77 = VI X o TWHRT D05, ZDI%,
MEZ R4 I B 345 2 & T QProbe 28 DNA 7 SaE#HE L,
BHOHEsEHN D, COWELEREOELEINT 2 Z & T,
B EE T 2RI 5", 72, WEba v ba— )Lz HEiEs
X OO KGRI AR Z & T, BB kOB E
B X MR E 2R3 5 2 EATTREIC R D, A% B
CTENTE DL, PCREDHTERBIIREN 305 THD,
iR OF A2 RF AT 5 2 L ETH So

AMET Tl S, aureus 1B W T nuc Bin 2L %5
BIAS3 B d - 7278, MEFEFER D 7T 290 T, S aureus
WL BEDLNAFRIH Y, PCR #FHML72E 25 nuc #
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Vs otz BEME -7 E LT, S aureus
327 9 27— <, 1500rpm, 5 5 D #EE L TH -
Th, WAL TL I v PCR OBIEARDGE S » 720
MMEsEZONL, 7T 24T S aureus % 5EH 2 L1
BTHOV?, 7T AR TOHER & BIET RO FH
—HLAawgas, WMIERAROWRENL % 2, HEREZIT)
WVEDRH DB EEZ T MAT, ®lbT 5T EITX o THIED
L 22 &) 3 72 A 3 2 T 2 B D b

% 72 mecA MIZF 13 TdH % A%, methicillin K21 &
BB 2B H o572, UL, PBP2 DEARI Lo
7z Filshs, CLSI MI00-ED30 TlE, mecA #fnT
Btk © CFX M & o 728, miish/i-au=—X
0 SR PR B £ O PCR MO FMAZ R L TR Y,
NS OREREDEEL 72/, MRSA L 52Lk
LTwaY, 2z MSSA LHW L B-7 27 % A RFEE S
L7854, PBP2 O L Lkt % & & CTHHIC
KT AWML D 5 720", LB Tld mecA &= Tk
D Y54 methicillin 23&Z M L 7% > TH MRSA L LTHB
D, CNSIZOWT b RO RIE HEE LTwb, G
X 261E b PCR MAAE RN T methicillin TP &
HLAD, wIhd CNS TH 0 fERRERFICT 7 I 42—
Yay LB SN OPNEIERINSL Z Lid o7z,

— 5T, mecA #fnT M TH % % methicillin i & 7%
2B 20 ANz, ZONENE LT, PCR OHIFA RS
mecC BIZTOWREMEDE 2 it b, mecC EAZ T 1E 2007
A FYATY YOAPRED SHH S, 2011 4 DIREE
=0y /3T MO SN TV A, BRTIZIE mecC
BT OIS UETH 575, MBI RIEZHE Ny - &L
TId MPIPC 122 2 /R L, CFX \Ziif: % 7~ 3 2 & 2350
ENTWETY, INHDT END, mecA #EinTBEETH D
7% MPIPC Tif % & 72 o 72 B NIE mecC BIZ T2 X 5D TR
%<, PCR O¥IEA BRI TdH - 72T REEATE

F 72, PCR AT nuc BIZTFRETH - 7225, il
FERACNS & o 72BN PIA SNz, RIKHE LT, W
HO S aureus DYRAE L TW 25 BER; 78 T CNS OFEH A%
BHTHY, S aureus DFEEVHEETD - 72 TREMEDD 5.
$72, BAEREC S aureus DAY F I A —Ta v EREILLR
HEEDEZ 5N D,

PCR MAII A CTIRIEL L O RIEOH WVRETH 525,
MAEORRDHFLET Do B Z21E, M2 L ) MSSA B X
" MR-CNS 28 [AJ IRE 12 i & 723541218, PCR MiAE Tl
MRSA Lo CHESINAZ L e D, 72, #HEEY b
HElE & % o 72HEPI T 1 RO KR P VO A% T PCR Mt
ZEGLGEIC, MoR VTR ZHIEE LW,
TR TORREZRETE RVTREDL D L. L0720
PCR A L M ICHBELZ AW T a0 — R EIRERE
RSB X AL AR EZMRET L2 ERDLETH D,
PCR A L B BEOM G OFEF % b L TR E2 179 &
B b

S. aureus IMLFIEGIEIZIE TR <, FINIE Y 2 Puw
WORGDUETH S, WIMIESSIER, 44.75 Ky LN
YiiEa G L 2 hug, BYYEIC X 2ETROBINe A
BRI AR T 5 2 LS TwbY, Zd728, MRSA
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THLHDE)PHWHT S F T, PEGEEOENZ 20
WZREERITREE & LT VCM 7% & Dt MRSA 312 X % BEED
Bia SN 525, MSSA WILIETH BI12H Wb ST VCM %
W5 LB 723G, p-9 2 % %3 TH B cefazolin (CEZ)
7 EI X BRI 2 AT o 7oA & I U TR =AY
T3aE0w)IENH2BY, YPiTDH PCR A [ LMK
BENS 7 9 A5 —IRT T LBPEBRR 2 S L7 5E B O )
Wit E LT VCM I CEZ DB % 1T - T\wiz2s, #HH %
PR G- L 25 2 EDMETH - 720 BEHRTIEX, PCR %
ZHEATHIETVCM DS B-F 7 % A RFEARBNIC de-
escalation 28 RECTH o 72 WESINTEB Y, FEIZ MSSA
W MAERE 12132 < DREBIT VCM O H DS FE T d o 727
LT PCRBEOEAIZ L 5T, MSSA T I 5 T 13 461
TPB-F 7 % 2RIEHAIRE:AS, MRSA B MLAEH] Tl 50% T
VCM HAFEEATURE & 20 1), TR R B 2 0 8 S8 1E A3 L
FHTHo 70

ABEHC RO DDA D 5o H—I2, BEETHARE
EFED L OFEHNEZ MERE RDA—ILTH - 726>V T D,
FMARRM OB E B, PBP2 OREZIZEMRHE TV 2w
ZETHDo Hl, RRICRFAAR S NIERNIT4H] CNS
THYERMIZary I 5x—YarLHEn, HRiliEs
DIRNH TH o 72720, MAKEIA I E 7 o 7205 RS
RMDFEHRERNIIT D Do 720 T D704 IR RAA—E
Lo HRIEHL A E o Ty, 12, PCR ¥
AEDREFIO A E R G & LR TH Y, EAR DR &bt
WHEED Z 4 3 ¥ 7 RPREIEEIELIZ OV T HEIL AR
TWhRWI L TH b, AWFFETPCR % H\T MRSA %t
HICHET 5 2 & T, MICHA T 2 X ) 1 HE < MRSA
WFMHKS L9 12% 7255, PUREEBIELE TORER L
DR RETD - 7220, DU OMAIRIUI LA D -
72DV TIRFHIITE T vy,

S OMEIC LD, MEE B R bV Sl H: nuc B
LU mecA #ET 2 RHIHRHE T2 2 Lix, BHIChiRE
DOBIEALY W HE L 72 D Z EAURE ENTz0 RED X 9 it
BB T oML, SHROBRGESHIICENTHL L E
Z5N5b,

FIZEMER - T RS PR L
X (73
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Rapid nuc and mecA Gene Testing by Polymerase Chain Reaction is Useful to Choose
Appropriate Antibiotics in Staphylococcus aureus Bacteremia

Mami Ikemachi”, Hiroshi Takekawa", Takuya Ikenari”, Kaori Kokuho?, Kazuya Miyagawa?, Go Yamamoto®”
YDepartment of Clinical Laboratory, Kobe City Nishi-Kobe Medical Center
?General Internal Medicine, Kobe City Nishi-Kobe Medical Center
?Department of Clinical Laboratory, Kobe City Medical Center General Hospital

Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) is a multidrug-resistant pathogen. In particular, MRSA bacteremia has
a higher mortality than Methicillin-susceptible S. aureus (MSSA) bacteremia and is often troublesome to treat due to the
multiple antimicrobial resistance. Quick and accurate detection of MRSA is critical to improve the prognosis of S. aureus
bacteremia. Here we report the accuracy of nuc and mecA gene analysis, specific for S. aureus and MR Staphylococcus
spp., respectively, using a QProbe method directly from blood culture bottles and their efficacy on appropriate choice of anti-
biotics. We analyzed 75 cases in which Staphylococcus spp. was detected in blood culture. The sensitivity, specificity, posi-
tive and negative predictive value (PPV and NPV) of nuc testing to detect S. aureus based on conventional cultures were
very high (100%, 97.2%, 97.5%, 100% respectively). mecA testing also exhibited high sensitivity, specificity, PPV and NPV to
detect MRSA (95.2%, 93.9%, 95.2%, 93.9% respectively). In 24 cases with S. aureus bacteremia, we retrospectively examined
the ratio of antimicrobial changes based on the genotype. Of the 12 cases with MRSA, 6 cases (50.0%) were treated with van-
comycin (VCM) monotherapy and 4 cases (33.3%) were treated with B-lactam antibiotic on VCM. Of the 12 cases with MSSA,
all patients were treated with B-lactam antibiotic without adding VCM. Our study indicates that nuc and mecA genotyping
is quick and accurate to separate MRSA from MSSA, which could result in an appropriate choice of antibiotics and better
outcome against S. aureus bacteremia.
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