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1. (FUBHIC

T IR YSIE DR I IPINSE DM S 5 28, PuiiS&idy
RETIE 7% <, YN L 7w & IBE O SR 3 o B
EYRTLGEVH D0 19290 T VLI Y 7IZLERZY
Y SRR, ABIC XD B4 PIREEDTA, s
THY, BAETIEIYERRICB W TIR IR 2 % Wif
EEHRoTWh, LPLERDES, FIZETOPRIEIIH LT
M2 R LR RR IR TWEIDORBETH L, -,
WAE T 72 PR SE DO SL L T b 720, RIS
B OPUR S OB IR & 5 IR iR R 92 L T <
VDD 5o YL IR IEMEE 2 M3 2 10 72 ) IR EH
D—DTH 5 DDVWEWHAERRETH Y, FRITHEAEZ MR
TAER IR P VWY =V E LR oTWD, LY LGaDS, 3
AIWPER QMBI & 5 TE, BH OHANEZ A DA TIE
Tzt SR 3 7 T PR B 2 35 5 bR TV B WHAFET 5o
IS DR % B 522 L, YU SGE IR I3RS 5 2
TEWND LD, ENOICHALMERMRATEICE, FHK
B% (phenotyping test) &z T-#ikE% (genotyping test)
WD 5o

2. RYIBHER & B TR

KEBUGHER &3, BERAGRER T 1 A 7 ki e L%
JSH L7z Hvwb 2 & T, EBRICHPIETH S 2 &
DITREGHAMBMETH o FFr e LTE, HEDHENA
HNIL K ORIk THEMMZ IR P TEEITRTHS Z &,
FEBRICHETH L L2 BBUICTIHERTE 22, BIUK

FHEHEAENG ¢ (T649-6414) AL ) THHTH 1282
TR 99 e B AR R AR
IR —
TEL: 0736-77-2019
FAX: 0736-77-7171
E—mail: tk_kensa@nagahp.jp

MO 7= MRS B W TS, FEHNE %2 RS T R
ThHhHI L EVETONL, WETeE LT, WSt
BT T WAS, b3 Rl kL O iR O mER
TIEAEROMBROWE & 22 260 H DL TH D, BEIZT
BB L, PCREFO#EMGTMAEZH VS Z & T, MRS
R AMEEE T 2RSS LT, R TH A L FIE
WY 2 HETHDH, EArE LTk, BfFomtbEzTchh
X794 < —RIEOHf T EIUTHIERETH S 2 &, it
HEEFAERL T HEEISHT 2774 v —ildE%
BB L Z & CTHER HRMTRER 2 L Th b FRITEE
FIH 2 Twb Whole genome sequence # W iul, BEAFE
DM BIE T IR IR DT RETH 50 REELT
i, MWHEEETERH L CTHIMEA 2 = X205 L b 5H)
LTWHRWEERH DI L, BInFRERGEZETLIL,
MAERICL > TEEIA MR DGEVDH L L, KAl
PBETRA D= ZALDEIRBTELRVZ EDEITONE, K
fai<Tix, ICT (Infection Control Team) (2 & % i1 ok
4effllf%>, AST (Antimicrobial Stewardship Team) 2 &
Z M T TR IR 80T B TR S 1Al I A3 a7 D FEBIRI ERER |2
DWTHMNT %o

3. I LBHMEREICE T 2RI[EIHER
(1) Staphylococcus spp.\C&t 3 p-7 7 Z LR (X
F U UiE)

1) BRI & AT

DHENIBT 27 B ERREAYE N 2 PIRFE L LT3,
cefazolin (CEZ) 23— #EIFE L LT SN2 F0L v,
CEZ &7 -5 7 % L RPUHW I, Staphylococcus J& 12
FHLTR=YY Y#EA&HEE (penicillin-binding protein :
PBP) 1~4 IZEHILTRTF K27 U 7 VA EHET 525
AF T Uikt 7 F Y EKE (methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus : MRSA) 7% £ Cl¥ mecA #InT-D
ALY PBP2ZOSEA SN, B-F 7 ¥ LIEOREEIRM OH
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# 1. Staphylococcus spp. \2 BT 5 mecA 1A ¥ EH#E (CLSI M100-S32)

Zone diameter (mm)

MIC (ug/mL)

Oxacilin Cefoxitin Oxacilin Cefoxitin

S R S R S R S R
S. aureus — — =22 =21 =2 =4 =4 =8
S. lugdunensis — — =22 =21 =2 =4 =4 =8
S. pesudointermedius =18 =17 — — =05 =1 — —
S. schleiferi =18 =17 — — =05 =1 — —
S. epidermidis =18 =17 =25 =24 =05 =1 — —

Other Staphylococcus spp. i13) — —

=25 =24 =05 =1 — —

i) S. epidermidis YW+ Other Staphylococcus spp. Tl mecA FEVERKT 3 Oxacilin @ MIC fiids 1 ~ 2

pg/mL 278§ HRADH 5 O T

AEDERS L LI2E ) BT 7 & 2 RIEEM A WAL S
%o WA, WA TIE mecA PAMZ D mecC IR TFIZ & Bt
VX = XL HE I N TWBEY?, L MRSA 3 TH % van-
comycin (VCM) &, 2 F ¥ ) Y&k @ 7 F 7 Bk E
(methicillin-susceptible Staphylococcus aureus : MSSA)
LT CEZ X D RIRDPE D HPMEEN T D720, Fi
DB=-7 7 ¥ AEREIHEEE O LT EEE L
5o

2) WA LRI

WAAOLAEPIRES L LTI, oxacillin (MPIPC) & cefoxitin
(CFX) 233 T 5%, BIFE Clinical and Laboratory
Standards Institute (CLSI) (& CEZ D 3gH&z M1z

Wi, CEZ ®BLIEMEZER MICEASHETHDTIE R L,

MPIPC & CFX O#RICHEDWTHET 2 H A2 ML T
%%, 32112 Staphylococcus spp.l2BlF 5 CLSI D¥) & Jie
RS W SRS I L WV R 5720, IE
LW ESEETH Y, FRHIIE L2IE LWREED
FREALTEE 72 5o ILAE TS  OIEHIEZEO HE R T
MPIPC & CEX 2"l S T 5 728, 128 Ek s 2
Bl — A% s, WMER ORI —HL 2VIGE
WM OMBELS THAT A EDETE L, AF T Vit
M S, ceftaroline (EIPIARMHZE) 2R £&T
D P77 7 ARFEORRZERERNL, T4 A7 EAER MIC fH
WD ST L L TGS 2 08 XD LY B-F 7 7 1%
OB Z TEMA & L Tld, MRSA SEIRE: H & H W 7255
HBLHMTH Do Gram P2 TT KU ERH 2 59 GPC %
RO 7AIT1E, MRSA SR 2 BNER 2 L TB IR, #
Hit R 2 B85 e T 2 ik 2 %0 MAT, HEHD
AV L 72 MRSA GEIRFE M 2 6 BEMBI ClEEEMR T 5
Micro colony detection method (MCD) #:% HwitiZ, I
WD SR 3BT AF U Vi EEE T 5 2 L8
WHECTH 5V 728, FIEMBUIE 2 &2 B 1) 2 PUR S BRI 12
BHHATH % MR HMEE»SEEL L7 70
MEIZE ) PBPZZ MRS 2 Q 7 A > 4K PBP2" (i s L 3
T3) 1, W05 THREZHONL BHEBWICAER %% v
MNAETH D,

(2) Staphylococcus spp.lcHFBN=ZI Y F—EEE

1) BRIRIYEZE & R

7 K ERRIZ B % penicillin G (PCG) i M:FEHE 13,
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mecA BIRTICL B AF ) Vi, 721379 A3 N
\Z blaZ BIEF 2 HEHRTHHICL BV ) F—YHEETDH
b0 7 N7 BRGS0 T A2 K113 PCG AEN TV 5
e, R=V) RS LMEEEEZRLEDbE TR Y
MSSA BEGIE IR L CIERBHEFEOMEIE & 2 b, FFIE
W CEHEONEEER Y LE L 3 2 B LNIESR (In-
fectious endocarditis : IE) 2BV Cid, ARG 7Z @R
38T % Nafcillin 2V ASE CTIIAEKRTH YV MHEHMFTET
CEZ H3E—#IRFE L L THRE SN TV 2 0H0BURTH 57,
L2 L2, CEZOFWIIEZPCGIZ% 528, CEZIEE
Rz V) F—BMREFEAICTH M SRR E 5 Y
A7 WH BT &b, PCG O TE % 0% H 13 MSSA
DHFFEBGSEIZ B THRNEROBWIEHRE 2 b, €072
®, MSSAIZX 2 EE% IEERTIX, EMELRX=Y) F—
AL B DY PCG $25- O HIWiA KL & 7 B M) CEHE R R
b,

2) WAk & R

A RS2 VB A 12 B W T PCG @ MIC i 25=<0.12 ug/ml
B B WIE IR EAEA =29 mm TIEME & %2 & L7z Staphy-
lococcus  spp.td, HEHTICHERREE L CHEMER-F 27 4
~—EillETET S 2 LR ENSY, blaZ BInT = RA
LCWTHIEANEZEMETIET LA 7R A ¥ b & T D i
HEREROBEEDPHFELEL, O L) 2B TIX PCG THF
LTHNR= ) F—EEANFE S IVERIRE %5, £D
72®, Induced Cefinase test X Penicillin disk zone edge test
% %3 5", Induced Cefinase test i¥, €7 1 F—¥ 751
AZ (HABD) 2ZAHAKTESLYE, R=Y) Rk Txh
RIERN T 4 A7 B OEE 2 &AL T 60 5 EIREOEA
DE#EENET Ho zone edge testid, PCG 71 A7 %/
WTT A A7 Pk g2k L, Bk o3 s Wi C IR (&
V7R EARL7SE BN A SAHEETH D ik
(BE—=FIK) 2R L2 a 3Bt L ki3 % (K 1), Staphy-
lococcus aureus O B-7 7 ¥ < —EHEEDOKHIZIE Cefinase
test THMANHETDH H A%, zone edge test DN DS EIKET
HHLZENPMOENT WD, B, Staphylococcus lugdunensis
ZOWTHER= VY F— VR & SR A R & o —3
N2, RRAEZBIMNENET 2 LEE anE SR TWDEY,
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(38) Staphylococcus spp.lcHBTB TV <A Ui
o

1) R ESE & T

Staphylococcus sppZ B\ T clindamycin (CLDM) %= H
WPTHEEREZIT) F— A FE 3w Bbh b ds, p-
T 75 ARPEIEDT LIV — T L WA R s kG
PRI IERIE D —D & 7 %, CLDM DIt b1, ermA
B L ermB #5123 — F &7z 23SrRNA @O 2 F VLI
& B EEHIER IR OB X B b o &, FEH O R EE A
HWLEH%Z 32— F3 % mefA EIETICXA2HEHBEHEIC X 2
LOD2OPMLENTEY, v~ 7 u T4 FREDMIERER &
BHICHRLTWS, sigld~r a4 K% & CLDM iz
B 53 525, #%EE, 14, I5HERI 054 FOA
WPEE 7% %

2) WA LR

CLDM T BI5-§ 5 erm BIZFORAHROHIZIE, 8
HOIEHNEZ A TR & W SN DEDPTFIET b0 Z
NoHIE~ 7054 FROGETOARTHEEZ RS 7z 0FER
CLDM it & I T b, 20720, ~7 a7 4 Fiigtk
T CLDM \Z&M:F 7213 M 2 /R 3R I2B W TIiE, CLDM it
PEF R % EIET 2 LEDND Do M ARA B Tl
Erythromycin (EM) 1 ug+CLDMO5 pg i2 THEBERH I
Bt B L ThHhNIBEEHET 5%, 74 A7 ILHE
EHVWLELAETEM BI O CLDM 7 14 A7 % 15~26 mm
OMHECHHCEE L CERT 5. AMAiL D-zone test &
LIFIZH, CLDM ORLIE A0 EM (25 257 BRI B %
WX/ RY, HIEFED D" oFo ks nkkieh
Rtk L 3%, BEMEREICTEREZRLTH, o0k
AR TR EE R L7241, CLDM R I Az
B TE b oL LTt L #iti 35, CLSLIZMN LK
L LTS aureus BLUS Iugdunensis 2B\ Tl D-
zone test DEEEHEIEL TV 25,

(4) Enterococcus spp.B\-H 373/ KEE

B

1) BRI & IR

Enterococcus  spp.l&% < OPLHEFII3T L T H IR R 58
B EREE AT AR TH S WEMIZSIEER LS BVE
FiCTH L0, R TR SN TS IEGHED F N H T
BB BREOAREHMENL DR Bv, L2LaD
5, Il 7 & QMR ED SR S NLAIE, HEITN
SEOBIRE DD 7 CHBEPHE L WILEEDLD 5. FFICIEICE
WClZ, ampicillin (ABPC) % VCM & 3£12 gentamicin (GM)
% Streptomycin (SM) %z BJH L CHIZER A % 14 5 PUR S8
GElasiE s hcB 0™, HAGEH 2 TIEFE, FHIE5E
Z D RFTWnEENTWD, Enterococcus spp.DHICIE, Hix
BT 3703y FRBMIEREOERR ) KV — A ORIET
ERIZEBDEHEOREIMET R EICEY, 732 7)ay
e R 3R B [ (high-level aminoglycoside-resistant :
HLAR) Enterococcus spp.] WFEFET 5% TN O IZEH
RER 2R =3 Y REDIHREMEH L 20, R/
F &% (Minimum bactericidal concentration : MBC) & MIC
DEMNKE L 5 torelance EIFIEN DI H 0, HHEL
Mok EH SN Tw b, IEEMICBVTIE, HLAR

Enterococcus spp. > 2> OFHN AN LD TEEL 25,

2) WA L MR

HLAR Enterococcus spp.DRiAtikiE, CLSI 3L Tl
T4 A 7 P T GMI120 ug % 7213 SM300 ug & H 7 4
A7 B HWTHERL, HIEM 10 mm Y ETEY:, 7~9 mm
THIE, 6 mm LT TS HIRTL, TR oA IZETo
TR 2 ZRET 5% E i ARA IR % v 2354613, GM500
ug/ml, SM1000 ug/ml TOREOF L THET 5% —
'} ¢ The European Committee on Antimicrobial Suscepti-
bility Testing (EUCAST) OffEdEdichwTid, ¥4 27
PRI O WL GM TREBLIEM 8 mm B ECEME, 8 mm
KTl PE & HE L, SM TR BLIEM 14 mm DL Tk, 14
mm il T & FW3 2" A AL IC > w Tk
GM128 pg/ml, SM512 pug/ml TOMAEHI R SN TEH Y,
CLSI & HESESANI LA R % 2 M EDSLETH b0 K
AT TR & HIB S 723 h, MR 2 w7z g
ETIERERSHIRECE 2w el En b 720, oA 2 H
WL BIR T 2 LD D,

(5) Streptococcus agalactiae \ZHTBN= 1) ik

1) BRI G & kR

Streptococcus agalactiae (Group B Streptococci : GBS)
BB EICEAT L2WMD 1 D TH B0, HEIRE LTz
BRI AERHCHAERANO BRI D 2 e D H 5o FIC
A REE R DJEINE & 7 - 72858020, #5870 U SR iG5
WLEEE 72 ), PCG % ABPC 2545 — @I & 2 290, Th
PR VIR GBS IEFFAE L v & v ) B
W=D THo7lz0%, WERZY 2 3ILDETEHBRT7
5 LRI B IR ZERR (GBS isolates with reduced
penicillin  susceptibility : PRGBS) 25#tiF S hTw5b, AH
DREHE R DO FINE & 7 - 72pfy, PUREEIUIZE R AL
E %o WHPEREREIE PBP OARIZE 5 b DTH S0, PBP2
X, PBP2B, PBPIAIZBIJ A7 I /Ef % 1fE 5 EROM
BEEMICLZ25DTH NP, FHIZPBP2XIZBIF 5 7 3
J g V405A and/or Q557E 3% — & Lt & L CHt
HINTW5D,

2) MeAk & R

WA A R 212 € PCG @ MIC A$=0.25 ug/ml, ABPC
=05 pug/ml ZRIHEERG E L, ceftibuten 30 pg &4 7 4
A7 R HVTT 4 A7 ik x ElT 5, HIEMHOEK %
RO EIE, PRGBS EHIES 5. PRGBS LHEE D
FROHFIZIZ PCCIREMEMD BTN LGB H D05, TOE
F—#ot7 7o 2R VARBIREZIEEZ RS PRGBS
DOHIZiX, PCG % ABPC D1ilIZ cefotaxime (CTX) X ceftri-
axone (CTRX) ZbIEMEZRTHEDD % 72 DFEH L
YTH b, PRGBS IC X B HESEFNIBVWTIE, =2
YRE 77 a AR VREEHOERIE TSRS S0
Db

4, 77 LEMREICE T 2RBRHER

(1) ESBL E4H

1) BRI &

Ambler DFHHICTZ SAALIBTHP-F 27 ¥~—ED
Vb, RV YROBGEGETH - 7RI LT 70 A

HARRRBA AR Vol 32 No.4 2022, 9
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RY VRRE/ NI FARITE CTHEIILEL D O % Ex-
tended spectrum PB-lactamase (ESBL) &5, ESBL (&3
IZSHV #, TEM#, CTX-MBIZHHHEh, S5 c4fe
HICHAEEELL Lo 3 — F ¥ 2 8IZ T AT %5, ESBL #
ABETIHIBENO 75 A 3 N EICHAET 5720, WL
TIREL TV T EDRETH 5720, BB GeRt o 1
DEFEHEE LTHED TSN TW5S, H4E Tl ESBL #
AR PRI HAE  (Enterobacterales) 2 & % J&YIE A3HE N
fEcd by, Mz TREAMREERLED DS O3 HEL RO 5
NTWB 720, PURSEEB X RS R EoEESLE R
fif P & %o ESBL ME A 1 O P iR # & L Tl mero-
penem (MEPM) <X tazobactam/piperacillin (TAZ/PIPC)
BET 5N 525, ESBL HMEATN T IUIEGNE R X -
Tl cefmetazole (CMZ) 7 &ED+t 7 7= 4 ¥ ¥ %% flomoxef
(FMOX) ZEDFFH 7« ARPIHEL HHTREE 25
728, IEHE 2 FBIMRERC X % ESBL LW i M #E o
WAPEHTH 5.

2) WA L M

ESBLIZZ FAAWRT A P77 93 —ETHb7-0, 7
575 Y (clavulanic acid : CVA) 12X o THEMEATHHE S
NBWEDDH 5. 3 ML T 70 2R ¥ RIEHISIH L
T CVA L X B HERS2FO 5N, ESBL A % iR
95 EWTE %, CLSI Tid Escherichia coli, Klebsiella
spp.. Proteus mirabilis 2HEFERRER O G pifE & L CHERE S
NCTwd, INHUSORIE TS ESBL AR IS 5
72, MBIZIN U CTMRAS RN LRG3 2 LENH 5, 3
A HMA IS T 3 7 7 0 AR Y ¥ R TIRRAE
ZR L7346 =, ESBL YT HIICHT L 2% 121%, ESBL
PEAE TR OB O TENEAHEIE S NS .

(DESBL #fEa28% (CLSI HE323:)

CLSIICH#HLL 72 CVA A HE =R 7 7w ARY V&
T4 X7 R Etest # W CRHERBR 2 FEMi$ 57, B
Wl EORKZ SR VICHE R Sz CVA 1T X 5 BHERE R
BROAHTH Do 74 A7 PLHEETIE 5 mm DLEOILK,
EARRETIE MICHD 38U EOKT 22D 728412
FEROGRsYE & L, ESBL REAEMREHET 5, L2 L, 75
ABR7IACOMDB-5 7 &< —VREFEAKICB VT
BERERTHEDREH 5720, WEIIIEEILETH S,

(2Double Disk Synergy Test (DDST)

CLSI #ToHEFEIHAIZ, cefepime (CFPM) 7 & D54
At 7 7 XKRY) LV RERE ) NY ¥ AR aztreonam
(AZT) BEZMATT 4 A7 ki L, KEAMoO I
CVAZRELTCTA AZILMELFERT 5 HETH %,
ESBL AR THIE, FHEAL CVA L ORI S NS
FLIET 2SR T & % (X2), ESBL &t 7 72 AR F—
YOMEARSL, ESBL & H VNN R~ — YA 1 o i 4R
BRIZBWTYH, AZT X CFPM 7% E O MEEA & oA E D
W& 0 IR 2 M S A Fs e & 72 5, Disk o Hiff
1 20~25 cm MM CEE L, 37°C, 1618 KeIR 24, W
N2 DA N BHIET K % D 7235512 ESBL BEEA#R &
HES 5o AmpCR-F 7 ¥ ~— ¥ % j4: 9 % Enterobacter
spp.Ze ECTHMIBTWRETH 5. P. mirabilis 1258\ T2
) LI OBESSHEE R A, I2—F—b ¥y b UEX

10 HAREERMAEMFSHEE Vol 32 No. 4 2022.

ety (DUF MH Kidth) o8 ) 124 % fHLik 3% MacConkey
FEREHL R ANV AF R A T2 EBIELPL
5o

(®ESBL NDP test

ESBL AR ORED:E LTHESINZHETH S,
CTX3mg/mL L7272/ — WLy FigilEREL L,
10 uL V—7—M O W % b ) ABEEEREE T 150 ul 12 CEf7
L, 30 iiE s L ChiEEmike 355, 1330 ul
BRI IOuL Mz, 37C, 30404 v Fa2xX— 1L, 3k
DAL T IR & L, ESBL ARV & %45,
CTX ~® tazobactam DRI R, CTX/CVA 74 X7 & il
MU7EEDEbEeTHREEL 52 LT, HERLOMRIC
&0 ESBL EAMEOMED TREE 25, b ASRERREAE )
ORDOYIZH T A=A Z MO HHETHETLRIBiEE O
Wb DY, RENEIFHTIED 2P, BREFREDLS
K1 CHENTRETH 5720, HEMEICENF
P C IR FE R R 7 & OEIEMA D A HITH 297,

DF DA ORRA:

MER I B W CIESBL EAWONHEA 7 ) —= v 7
AHE SN TWb, EUCAST Tl hs 72 B M i 2 152 H
WC T4 A7 ik % FE i3 % RAST (Rapid Antimicrobial
Suceptibility Testing) HEXRFEINTEY, A7) —=V
T Tl 7% { 4~8 Wi ] CHEH s P 3R 0 1) 22 25T RE &
% %%, E-GSIHM (B S T3) (3=t 7 7 a2
RY VIR GA L7 HREEIMTH D, 6 KT ESBL #E
WORAZ ) —= Y 7P TH DY, /2, 7UET H—
ESBL# (€4 2 2—Y v 8) 2w/ MCD#&bH
3 W[ C ESBL EEAERWEDOMERA 7 1) —= ¥ 7AW i TH
BV MERARIZB W TIL, Ao Rahr 1 25P i 383G
WICHHTH 5720, TREHIZ EVEIIN UTERBTX 51K
HllZ M L CTHBHEIFEETH S,

(2) 72X KNtk AmpC FE4EH

1) BRI E S & T

Ambler DGFHIZTIZ FACIUBET L B9 277 ~—¥ (&
Ty HARY)F—¥) THY, AmpCp-7 7 ¥ ~—tE L HIf
I¥NTWw 5, Enterobacter spp.X* Citrobacter spp.7 &%
1 AmpC EABIEZ T ZRA L T2 HEFH SN TV D75,
DHARBIR CIT# D75 X3 N AmpCp-9 7 ¥ ¥ —
Y (pABL) OfFESMSNTWS, AmpC 1341, 2, 3t
770 AR Y REEI N FARITMA, €7 7<A
VIURRAFH LT 2 AREETTHHT BN, HA4AHAL
77 HAKRY VIEHF ) 5ETELRVEEE b D, Klebsiella
spp.. Proteus spp.B & U Salmonella spp.iZ B\ Tl Fefafk
P AmpC BIET-2RE L TWARWD, 7 7<4 ¥ Vit
MR E2R L2 AICIE pABL 2 BtV 2 #D 2 D5 &
Vo JAEESBL EAROHEICE T 74 ¥ Y RZHABEH &
NAHTr— AL Twb25, pABL EARIZE 7 7~ 1 ¥
VREGIET A7, IEREIC ESBL FEAR & O 8RB 250
TdH b, 72, ESBL & pABL ORI FEAEMK L FHEL, 2
NODHOT I P T LA 7 OHRETSHB T LHH, RN
(2D D LRI ISR RS S & 20 B 6

2) WA L R

CLSI I1Z1Z pABL #t I B At dild 2 <, B
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1. Staphylococcus aureus (23T % Penicillin disk zone edge test
e Btk (LR o@gasig cEik (29 710 2R$)
Aot BHIEM @& A B ek (¥—F1K) 25R9)

A:CTX-MEESBLJE & Escherichia coli

2. Double Disk Synergy Test (DDST) @ 1 i
(2R W be Tid ESBL BeH & FIERIC FRPM IC X B A VSR A<w—F, CFX 12X 5 AmpC DA ) —= v 7 H FEEHCHEL TW5D)
a : ceftazidime (CAZ), b : cefepime (CFPM), c : faropenem (FRPM), d : cefoxitin (CFX), e : aztreonam (AZT), f: cefotaxime

(CTX), g : amoxicilin/clavulanic acid (AMPC/CVA)
A 1 CTX-M  ESBL p#£4: Escherichia coli

L7 7 UK YRFLEI NI I LR ThHDa, b, e [&, MEERTHL g OMICHILG OB %R 5720, ESBL Btk L S %,

B : CIT # AmpC 4 Escherichia coli

7 7 UARY) VRIELEI NI F LR THDa, b, e, f&, HAERTHS gOMICHIEFORRZRDT, d (774 VR) it
P, Ao b EUEL 7 7 B AR V) WM EZ RS 720, ESBL TldZ { AmpC A% 5ES

FfE. ST\, Klebsiella spp., Proteus spp.3 & UF Sal-
monella  sppAZ BT AmpC #EEDEEbNLiuX, pABL T
& HHRETED E V. _ERE AL @ Enterobacterales 13 #e ik
M AmpC Bz T2 RA L TWwAhA 7z, REPAHERZ 1T Tl
pABL L DERNIHNEETH ), BIZTFREILEL %5, E
coli 3Gtk AmpC BIZTFZ2HRA L TW5BA, #EEIFE
AERBL TV, BERBUCHSGT570E—5 —D%
FCTMFIREE L 20 B 0%, Gtk & pABL & o851 K
ThHY, #IETRESLEEL SN TS, 72721, E coli
2BV TIE pABL 5 3Gt it & ) MIC il < 2 % 6

MAH 570, €774 ¥ Viidtkh o ESBL i id il Bk
PERRIZBWT CTX 26 ug/mL @ MIC fili % 77§ #k1& pABL
DU W E OWELDH VP, 75 A I NGkt
WERMEMTELR, Y ek b,

(Dmodified hodge test

MOT CLSLICTH NN AT — Bl & LCHEdExh
TWTETH BN, 7734 YV REEF 4 A7 2HWT
FEMid 5L TAmpC # MM T 52 LD TE& %, E coli
ATCC 25922 #k% McF05 IZF L, 10 #7H L T MH &%
HIC®AT L, E#b g2 cefmetazole ® CFX 2 &t 7 7

HAREE R A M2 25455 Vol 32 No. 4 2022, 11



216 [B)/N

AT URETA AT RFRBET b WIREE HEH Mg
TRILL, T4 X705 % —LOIMINIERYICEA 2T
%o RS, PREORE L HIEM O &5, E
coli ATCC 25922 ¥k DI FHERA A LGt L 22 %o [H]
HoOFE#HE HWiEo—28 LT, X EEORWIEE
LCEReiiiik b EHTH 5%, 7272, v77~A4 v
IR B A NSRA T —BREAEKRICB W TBEMEZ R 2
LD DHTOREBENLETH S,

@BHSESE % H v 7o a2 el

PABLIZZ JACIKIRTAHBT7 279 ~—EETHAH7-0,
m-7 3/ 7x=)VARa Y (m-aminophenylboronic acid ;
APBA) &2 u¥x# 39 ¥ (cloxacillin : MCIPC) 2 & Vi
WD E SN A WEDR D 577, TD7-0, H3MWALT 7
OARY Y RFERLLT 794 ¥ VRFEEIH LTINS DI
FNZCHE IR AT 5 i, AmpC TH A 2 & & iR
T5HIENTE D, APBA HEER Tl 50 mg/mL, 6 ul

N, MCIPC R #ERTld 75 mg/mL, 10 uL 23 2%

W LERKEL TS5 mm P EoHIEHOIEK 2o
Bk & HIE T 5o 7272 L, APBA Tl KPC B A WA~ —
YREARIS T Z R MICERT 5. 72, fill APBA
MRS EAET B0, T 7574 A7 Wb
Filk oA b A HTH 5. AmpC/ESBL #5174 2 7 (B
#Ab) 13, ESBL jE4:, AmpC pEZE3R X OFESBL & AmpC
FIREREAERR D HETTRECH WV HHTH %,

(3) DIVNARZ LT - DIVARZY—EEEHR

1) BRIRIYEZE & IR

HNNRA L RENE, 7T A BRI 2 BYSRE R
WCBWTHEFICERELRPNIETH 255, T OiFHEL K
L SH DM YER A AFET 5o Enterobacterales (23815 % 7
NN AT EERERE X L ClE, A VSN R —BIEEE N
M A (non-Carbapenemase Producing Enterobacter-
ales : non-CPE) &, &1V SR~ — Y REA NG PRI H M
(Carbapenemase Producing Enterobacterales : CPE) &1C
SFEEN D, WiFHIEFIC AmpC % ESBL O # i j# A 12 AR
BEIZE K1) YALOWAIIND 2 H T L EE LD
DTHbo BEIHNVNAREIALE LGRS B P52 5 ~<—
ETHDHHINNRAY—CEAZEE LK TH L, Zhb
& Enterobacterales 7213 Tlx 7% {, Pseudomonas spp.X
Acinetobacter spp.7z &D 7 R HEIERBERBEIC B WTHH
EOMEREE o Tnb, ANV NAREAT =L, Ambler
DRI Tr7 FABREET A A U527 5 ~v—%
(Metallo-B-lactamase : MBL) &, 7 5 A A £721EDIC)E
THE) BRI NNRAT—BIZGHEIND . HRIICES
BT IAI NI NVAIRERT—XE L TIE, MBL Tldbhh
ETRHL CMENDH S IMP AL Lo, VIM < NDM
W EOBIETRPGHEN, ) YRV ANRET =T
1377 AADKPCHIRL GESHE, 77 A D ®OXA48 R 7%
ElpEIN S,

CPE ®H1IZid, HHEZEEBAIZ BV TH VS L3
WL LOMHEE RS2, wbwd “AF7 VAR LR
MDD L, TSI O RN RZ A 7T T
WMAHETH B, AFVAMCPED M N HL# L LT
EUCAST Ti&E#M A v 4+ 7fiik LT MEPM o MIC f#i

12 HAREERMAEFSHEE Vol 32 No. 4 2022.

A3>012 pg/mL % 7R L 7235801 7 U 23~k M BB & 92 it
FTHLIEPHRINTVE, ZD2, BIFETAT VAR
CPE OB E R A7) —= v 7 )EE LTid, OMEPM
IZBWT012ug/mLfEEF cHEL v YOI RHlE @
FRPM 22 ) —= > 7% GLMOX & &E&H VWi A7) —
=¥, @CPE BIRFEHZ T WA 2 ) —= 0 7% &
EFoNb, LitD 458, Shitbnihpr—o
DOFELFER_L T wIGEid, A7V A8 CPE oM iX
WHECTHLrbDEFHEINS,

HIVINRA LR (X, AT VAT CPE b &9 TH VN
Nk A HATOPH IS HEEC 72 % 720, BYSERI Tl
MHFRIRICEE T 2HE 2 b MAT, A5 VAR CPE
T, in vitro TORANRZHMAEIC TRE L HE SN TD,
FERED in vivo O RERYHERH TIXIRPIF OB ENL WG
WAZRRR RN R BGEDE { R WITREEA S 27, 2 didwb
W % inoculum effect EMHENLBHRTH L7290, AT IV A
%l CPE OB M IZ PR SEEEMEH LB W T EELRRA L
%bo MEITIZ CPEOKBBL LT b7 LA 7 b Hids
ENTED?, CPE %D H VISR A~ — VEA 1 b sy
xFfe BT DD CIHERMER & % 5. MR OKIEFTO
PRE IS B 7201213, iHEH ORI R IR I EE
B 720, EY R RREDFERAK & B L 2 55
EHHTHS 9o

2) MRA: & R

HIVNRA T —EORIMABROMAT B L LTI, AN
NAT— V4oL, MBL 0 #HaBIC K SN
%o MBL MEFRRBEDADERTIEEY) Y EIH VISR A< —
YA CTEFICHF L TR 5720, TV
INARA = BRI O FEi S 5 2 L AHER SIS MBL
) YHEIA VNN AT — EEAR D L) ORI,
PSR BYHIH OB NS D, TEXLMYERLTH
T EDREFE Ly

OH BB L% 72 CPE Ml

a. BD7x=v 27 A0 [7F AEEEH CPO 7S 4L

HEhE R 2 VW 7oA Z R A IR R < S T 5 25,
AT I AT % G TR O RO AT CPE M 2 fEE 3 %
CEEEEL V. L LA S, A HERESC TRE O 3EH]
EZ SRV E S — FEMHT A L TCPE#HEEDTRE L
%oTETWA, BD 722y 7 A0 [ 75 AR CPO
24 )Vv] (HZA BD) Tix, MEPM % doripenem, temocillin
R MCIPCIZMZ, Bx%mp-9275~—¥DFL — AL
FLEH QW ERROMAGHLEDOT VT X HI2X ) CPO
DM ZWEEE LTW5 ESNTWDEYH, ZogHiliz s
ST, SRR MR L FFFIC CPE Ml 251 fg
ThbHOREEICSENTEY, %< OmtiE T2tk
REAYHGE S LTV 5%

b. VITEK2 &% — K AST-XN17

VITEK2 &5 4 — F AST-XN17 (¥ F A1) 22— Y % /8
V), V—F T SN B FEHEZ S — FiZEimL T
HWETHZET, MUERORZ ) —= v FREFRICAH S
%A O K Z WM ESBL#ERRB* BINERTE 5
H—FTHb, bLONIIIOH— FOEMBEIZ LD,
MEPM 2Nz CPE 22 Y — = F##|Td 5 FRPM, lata-
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| FRPM =2pg/mL |
YES NO
AVICAZ =8yg/ml, |
TES | juin]
| MEPM ~0.2%ugiml |
YES M
| AVICAZ =2yginl | [ Lmox =1608/mL |
YES | ol YES MO
| |
! ! 1 |
CPE(MBLEETH) CPE@ T CPEM T L b AL i — P IEREER
1 R PE R TR TELERT {nou-CFE)
ABLTY ol R (=)
(R

3. VITEK2AST-XN17 /1 — R & W 7238 FEZ AN L A CPE A2 ) == 7O 7 VT Y A4 (LK 38 & ) I ZE)
CPE : Carbapenemase producing Enterobacterales, FRPM : faropenem, MEPM : meropenem, LMOX : latamoxef, AVI/CAZ : avibactam/

ceftazidime

moxef, 3 & NMavibactam /ceftazidime (AVI/CAZ) ®ifll
EAEREZH W CPERIBO7TLVITY X2 (M3) &AL
7%, ZoOTINTY X AEDDETHRINEOE W MBL % 5
MR TR RETH ), HEHELR O T liAE A M s 5
MTELHEHALHETHLEER D,

@B WIS A< — B R

a. modified Carbapenem

(mCIM)

van der Zwaluw 572545 L 72 Carbapenem Inactivaion
Method test™” & 5k & L7z RIETH Y, 2017 4512 CLSI
M100-S27 |2 THO TERH SN2 A VSR A~ — C Rk H kg
WBRTH 5. BIAED CLSI Ti&, W4 Hffid Enterobacter-
ales & Pseudomonas aeruginosa T®» V), FEigfi: IPM
& MEPM 283Ei&ME (MIC=2 pg/mL) T - 7244 1
ENTWVDEY, LAaLAads, BIEMIZIEA VNS L ENE
ERTATIVABIDPAET 7280, FHHTRRIZAZY) —=
VR L A AR R E i SN T L F
L, MAEFIHE LT, F92ml M) 7Fr—2av A7
O A\ FER T—E# 548 L 72 2 ° = — % Enterobacter-
ales Tl& 1 uL W—"7, P. aeruginosa Tix 10 uL v —7"T1
MR L, BT 5. 2210 ug MEPM 71 2 7 % AM,
35C £2C T4 W £15 0 THFET 5. T D% McF05 (27
L7z E coli ATCC 25922 OFAE % MH 5 Hb b HAd
L, SEE72MEPM 74 A7) L CTREL, 35T+
2C, 1824 WelHIRi#E % s 5. MEPM 7 14 A7 O FIEM
EEZMEL, 6~15mm Tkt 16~18 mm TH &R,
19 mm P ECBEENET 5, 72721, HIEMATORE

Inactivaion Method test

(satellite colony) »SHBLL 72841, 6~18 mm THE, 19
mm Pl ETHERE L35 (52). HIEMEMAORE (Nar-
row ring of growth) ZMEH T %, mCIM E2EOEE I,
ETOHNINRAELFFMHEE LTS T 208 H 27D
NbNAFEN L7z IMP % £ &3 % CPE 7Btk % w7z
mCIM O YRS OGS T, JEF ICEN 2 RERRE D
WA Z R LTBY, FEFICAHEHETHLEEZZ DY i
BHE LT, #HROELDIC—BREORR %% LR#EIC
RiFpHZ L, —HoEMLTRTBERORE S L, B
L7 P IR CIE R RIREDS D, $EIC Acineto-
bacter sppllBWTIIMIBEEAME L, BAERHERINT
WRWHTH b,

b. carba NP test

2012 4F1Z Dortet 12 & ) Hifs SN2 A W NR AT — LR
WETH LY, BB O ANV ARRT—EDOEIES, IPM @
IR X D EESINTKREA L V2 PHIERE (72—
Ly F) OZEALZ K o TRINT 571 Tdh 5. BiAEo CLSI
WAL DO —D>TH 525, CLSIHEIEFII L L 1T R RL D
FEPP LR SN TS, T3 IPMREE 6 mg/mL ©7 =«
J =)V - ZnSO4 Z I L LTt (HRARENLEE L) §
%o 1uL V=7 D% Lysis buffer100 uL (2 L TRl
L3 %, IPM % ¥ 100 uL 42 1 % 100 uL % m z, 37C, 2
R A~ F 2 X— M, #a~OMFROZ L2 S Ik &
HET 5V, AHEEICENTEBY, RERFRE D & RHNE
WENTHETH LA, ERIE DO IAG D H 7280 i dE
WEFLWI L, OXA48#IX GES #I 2 & —# i fn 1 H
R, AaAf FRIEERICBWCIIBEEL 225605 57

HAREERIM A M- 5455 Vol 32 No. 4 2022, 13
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R —

#¢2. mCIM, CIM-tris, sCIM OMATFNHD M

mCIM CIM-tris sCIM
e E#E (mm)
[72dH 6-15 6-15 6-20
Btk (SC & Y D3fy) 16-18 16-18 21-22
HEARE 16-18 16-18 23-25
[E3H >19 >19 >26
71 22 MEPM MEPM IPM
FAATAL U FaR—Y 3 VI 4 TRz ] 2 IR L
[EeRiE ks N TF— R b U AR L

VA TaA2mL Ny 77— 400 UL  (GEEE T4 A7 ICHEERAT)

R — B — g 1~3H

SC : satellite colonies

CEIEET A0 %AH S, RAPIDEC CARBA NP (B
A1) 2—Yx8) 2 CARBA PACE (BIH{L) D v
FRIELHWENTEBY, HIHURTDH S,

c. CIM-Tris i

CIM J5:% 3 & LC, W2 05M Tris-HCl buffer
(pH7.6) ZMEMHT 52 & T, BERIMEE RO TR IKE % 1
FEEHEETH LY, MPEERT B EL2a0=—
ZH\T, 400 uL @ 05M Tris-HCL buffer (pH7.6) 12 10 pL
V=T 1HOW % HEFL TRMT 5. i MEPMIO pg
FA AT EZMATIC, 2L v Fax—bT5, HEIF
mCIM & AR E. coli ATCC 25922 Hiifi % MH 5412 S A4
L, 4 ¥Fa~x—1L7%2MEPM F1 A7 %iki&, 35C, 18
W3R %0 Wi, FIEFIEE 6~15 mm (2 TRt 16~
18 mm TIXHZERE, 19 mm ML ETERHEEHET S (F2),
Pseudomonas spp.=%° Acinetobacter spp. TIHIEE X i
THIEDURETH AW, M E LT3, Tris-HCI buffer
HRAS MEPM OPUREE R KT 857720, £ ¥ F 2 _—
IR 2 ST L Ze o E BB EED TR & 72 B TTREMED S B0 X
5 AZE 2R ] R A 2 SRR A% L 72 CIM-Tris 1T ) #it
HENTEYY, ZREFMH L7 KBM CIM-Tris II % v b
(T=Y N4 %) ¥y MREE L THR I TWb,

d. Zofo CIM £k

CIM DY RBEZE K O MG SN TS, KK
RTAAR T VF2N— N REET, T4 AT EE
WKHEEHERIT=—% [~3 2 BT 20w, ¥
7V CHiE 22 257575 simple-CIM  test (sCIM) T®» 5, fii
74 A 2713 MEPM Tld7% < IPM 54 A 27 21§ % 2
WAREORE BRI TH 5 (32 2). sCIM 1E Enterobactelaes
WZ2oWTIid mCIM L Ao RLTBY, +4@HT
e HETHBE-RDLNEY, 1~3 ARE L EHTLHIB
TEXLHEND D05, 24 KEHDNOEE TIIBEEE 25
ISR SN T2 OEBEILETH 5,

HHCHEZ M RE L Lo i LT, rapid CIM (xCIM)
1349 25 BEH CHIEAT M BE L ST Wb, HE I RHIE P it
TG HEDOBEXEZ VD Z & THRMESBMZTHRE LT
Whe ALK T mLIC 10 uL v — 7 2 M5 D5 2 I L,
FZIWCMEPM 74 A7 2B &ZIMAT3054 v F 2=}
$ %, 10000 rpm, 5min s L % @ F % 500 uL &, McF1.0

14 HAREERMAEYFSHEE Vol 32 No. 4 2022.

\ZHEE L7z E coli ATCC 25922 Hiifi 2500 pL \2hnz, 28
IR R R 2 IV CRELIE T 5. Bi2enr & ik L
THEZ 05 U TOERTHNTEYE >050EE A ZR
DIUSEE HE T 57,

fi1izd, CIM B2 03 mM & 7% 5 X 9 Bl iligh (ZnSO
4) ZIMZ T, MBL OFEFRIGMEZ BN &S & TR R % i -
72 zCIM EY i S Twb, Acinetobacter  spp.ll
WA M E LT, CLSI Tid k3D mCIM Z B L,
TUZAEPEHEETG LT TRINEEL I Lg% R
P9% 0 20 mM MOPS #&#53 12 20% Triton X-100 (v/v)
EMZ 7B CHMIREL, BE2M LS/ LCIM % &
PG IR TVWDEY,

(OMBL fif i ik b

AIWNREAT —F X Ambler ¥ D 7 5 ABIWZIET 5
MBLY, 7?5 AAZ7-EDICET ALY VA NN E
< —BIZGEHENLD, TROOGEIEEEEETHY,
RGO D 5 b LERRA L 7 Do MBL XS 2 35 7%
L9570, HOFL— MEITHSB EDTA, ANVA T |
FElE, Yoy Y8 (DPA) % &2 X A HERISE 5
LT, MBLTH»5Z L 2lllE LCiE$5 2 L8
THETH 5,

a. BHEH]Z 72 mCIM 12 & iRk

JHH o mCIM (2hN 2 T MBL FLER 2 %00 L TS %
Z e T, FHIEMEOZEALD S MBL OFETE & M 2 R
B Cdh Ho CLSI TIdilH @ mCIM 12/ 2 T 05M EDTA 20
uL @IS 5 EHN EDTA CIM (eCIM) A%& L CHEdE &
NTw5BY, AMFIZEF mCIMBETH 5 2 LAt L 7%
A%, lEPE KL T5 mm L EoHIEME KIS T MBL,
ZRUSTIZEY) YA VAR GFT— B EHET HYEDTA
ORDBYIZANG T MEEEF M) 7 A% S5 H T 5 SMA 7 4
A7 (RWHLE) 2L CEi$ 25 SMA-mCIM b 5 X
T2, HiEld eCIM & FEELIC 5 mm LLEoBHIE Y 9EK
2T MBL, ZRUMTIEEY) YA VNN R T — B L 5
T 5o HEANIBEETRICE ) KISISEVDSH Y, eCIM 1F
IMP BT @ & JE A3 < 2%, SMA-mCIM (& NDM %I T o &
JEDMR AN D 50 720, [T 2 HEANC & > THIERE
WCIZEESLETH 5,
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A:IMP-1EMBLE 4 Pseudomonas putida

B: IMP-6MBLEE: Escherichia coli

4. SMA 74 A %7 % w7z Double Disk Synergy Test (DDST)

250 161

a : meropenem (MEPM), b : cefepime (CFPM), c :imipenem (IPM), d : ceftazidime (CAZ), e : sodium mercaptoacetic acid (SMA)

A : IMP-1 % MBL # £ Pseudomonas putida

. b, dEBEETHD e DMITTT 4 A7 55 AR TRE NS ~ORLIEN OWKEZED 5,

a
B : IMP-6 ) MBL #4: Escherichia coli
a

, dEHHEETH D e DMIZTT 4 A7 M2 5 A TERE S T~ORIET OWKREZED 5,

b. BLEH % V727 1 A 7 JoEC X 5 iR

74 A 7 P 2 H v 72 MBL fERRBRIZ 2 By ST
W2k, EDTARANVH 7 VEFBRZ RIS 246, 2hoo
FHBRICTET 2 3 256038 5720, 53Rl OBk

WCRELZ2T IV 774 AZICHERZRMLT, HIETF®
W&@ﬁﬂ%%ﬁ?éz%#%é SMA 74 27 (AL
) BIHVAEES, IPM % CAZ #3435 X LT 20 mm
DOWiEE 5 THICKTE L, BERICHIEFOREOA R
MRS 5o HILW ORI EROEESE LT, T4 A2 B
L CHEEHHA~OMIEW O % B2 UERD %o FATHR
AN (F4 A7 oSN BHR) 720058613
HEREE LTS TRER LA L e 72, SMA %
HULMC 4 3% % 3% 4 5 DDST %
B O ER T 2573 5 bR%, IPM 12 % 7R3 IMP-6
PFEAME R EOBMIICBWTARBIIEHATH 5, 72721, SMA
T4 A 271X NDM BN BW TR HER S A4 A B 5 72
B, FA A7 MOWMEE RO TEBL 2w AL 258
DB DHDTEET Do HIUNRET—BENT 1 22 Plus
(M5Mb%:) Tl FRPM ¥« X 7 & DPA M FRPM 7 4
27 EOIEHEZ KL, 5 mm 2L EOHIEMIER DD
S MBL Btk & HET 5.

c. MIC i 2 H o 72Tl sl sk

FEHIOTRIMZ LD, MICHAMRT T 5 2 & T MBL OFF
TEERTAHIEVHETH D, ZOBE 13 ESBL 72
B & AR 3L ED MICEOK FICTHMEE HET 5. K
4 7L — b DPEl (W{L%) Tlx, DPA #JH\w7:-[E
RERAFESETHETDH b0 Etest (EF A 22—V y8Y) T
12, IPM & MEPM 2T EDTA & @Bﬂ%‘?ﬁt%ﬁﬁfﬁfﬁm%&
AHRE N TV BY, Etest Tld, MIC DT LIAHZ 2
Uy TORIIT7 7 vk ABIS EIEN S IR % 3 &)Z)iﬁ

29 (K4) bHEMTH B

BB LA, TOWE D MBL EMEL HIEiETH S,
@) VISR R — VR

) YREIHUNRAT—BIZB VT, REHBRERIC X B0
PABEA R CTH DL DIE KPCHOARTH S, KPCIE7 T A
ACETL2L00, FFRIIZ APBA X ) HI%E S h 5 5
WLz, IhEHWHERBEER L % %5, MEPM
D F VN L FREFNS, pABL FEFEEER & FERIC APBA
50 mg/mL, 6 uL &ML CTT 4 X 7 iifkikA M L, 5 mm
P EoHIEMy R TRt EHET 5, 72721, AmpC #
FFEAE L BZE R & 0 AU SR AT A AR L BRI,
REIBEEE RTLAEDVH LD TEEITRETH DL, T0O
729121%, 3 mCIM % Carba NP test (T H VNN AT —
YHELZMR L LTER/T AL, F7213 MCIPC FHER
B g L C AmpC 2R T2 2 L DEHTH L. &
WS AT —EER 7 1+ A 7 Plus Tli, KPC &% AmpC
MR PEA L EER L P THRNT S LM TH L, 20
XY YEH VANRET—=FIZOWTIE, ERRBEE T T
FERA WA T A5 E W] 682 RBAGABRDS D % .
Uechi 5% mCIM 12 CVAl mg # iR L CHEfE$ 5 Z & T,
GES BIBEAMRIC CHEISATERTE L HELTB D™,
COHPFWEN 25 A AINMNARRAT—FYTHDH I EHE
ENHETH b, 7ITADINUNARAT—VICHL T, B
TERRRERIIER SN TR vz, RBIRERIC L 3
Mo 3. LT, HIUNRAT — VR R fER L
MBL &7 52 A #15%E L7 LT temocillin 714 A 712X 5
T4 AP A FERK L, 10 mm LT ORI TH UL,
795 ADTHHOXARANNREIT—EOWREEEAHE 2
HisY,

(4) ZHIMET S LBEHARR
KN BT B LA 2 5 AR # & 13, CRE % CPE

HARBERM A 2545 Vol 32 No. 4 2022, 15
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DX % B-5 7% 2REMECME 7I /) av Rk
Roa—F0 %k, TEIVA 7 VR EDIREVRR
W2 R L, BAYEDEINR & % o 7234 PR S IUC
R 2 ZHIMMER %R T, AW ERERERE (MDRP) <,
LZHIMYET ¥ & h32 #— (MDRA), % LT RMIEH
WMa B L7 2CRE R ETH D, RIBICBIT LI D DKY:
FERE IR B TIED 5205, WO LT THRETZH,EbH
57\ 4TI D A E T b tazobactam/ceftolozane <2,
relebactam/imipenem 7 & O Fr 3L ASTGHESE & L THl A ] 1E
EoTETWVDDS, IS DMTEREICH L CHEICAR &
W2 LPIHIEIID R, FIROEREZERE L EETE S
RUD TS TVDLLIIEZRVONIIRTHAH, Z0D
72, HE AR L IIRE R RS 57200120, ERMAED
MeAssE & L ClREZ2 PR 0 oM % F2 bl L C v Al HE A AS
Bk,

D PRERRASRRA 7 ) —= 7

SRS OV BRI BV TIE, AT OHE A
BWEDL Ve LALAEAS, 1HTRIFEZRLTY, 2
LU LEOBHIZE>TT VA 2 RAL b2 FREDY, FBEROR)
B CE RN D H B TLAZEAL Y - F vy
H—F— P2 HWBC 7L — 1 CGEBMLEE) &, 2357
DU R MR TEX B HETH S, MDRP % IR
ENTL— MRETIEH S, MDRA R CREIZX LT
EHTRETH b0 AMAIZ 2020 SEDZHEMBMSE XL Y [H
WP RA 7 ) —= > 7] & LT 150 M e ] fig &
o THBY, HRMERNE Q LERICIEERT X EHMAET
H5bo

2) BET I Z) a Yy Nt

7 X/ 7 3y FRBIZRIKIRYE DAL C O HANERE T
BAR L WIEFI 1D 205, ZATE R BRI B TR %
RTHAICIIBEAIEE LGRIRENL 2 LB D, T3/
a3y FROTERMEEMEZ 73279 33 FREEH
BEEFEAEIC L BANEHILTH 5o 4712 AAC (6) 2T 5
& amikacin (AMK) 20 E 454073/ 7)ay F
R MEL 25, LT, HOMEL 22D ArmA #
fEFHEDOMEHIZ L B 16STRNA A F 5 —¥EAETHY, 7
I 7 3y FREETHRERME L % 2 )i 2t ©
HhH, ZOEMAEE LT, arbekacin (ABK) O 3K &z
PR HTEETH 5o ABK IZARH MRSAH E LT
MESITENTWE72D, 75 ABEMARRIC L CHRA&Z
PMAZIFIERIN TV RVWEEbNS2S, ABK 2w
7o 4 A7 PR X 0 BLIE M 2SR 5 N i i 16S
rRNA X F 5 —E¥OWEEIELRY, 7I/77)av Fi
DOPEMFEFNIEE L 2 AMEITREE 22 %0 IR % 3872
Y413 16S rRNA A F 5 — B A o ul etk i3k v & Hl i &
N, EIEYTIEH 5795 ABK I A HHHERERTH 5 1]
BEMEATR ST B, FEESIC ABK 2 72 MDRP ~ o fif
HRED AR & b L8523 2%, 16S rRNA A F 5 —
YA L FEIME Tl EEd S 2% {, 4RI NDM BEAER C
BEMERTHEIET I )7 3y Pt S L T b L
ENTWDE, BRI TOIRARE ISRV E DD 16S rRNA

A FF —¥ L Acinetobacter J& D 7B ESE R TH Y,

FEEIMG R THRAEDEMZ L TBL I EBHETH S,

16 HAREERMAEYFSHEE Vol 32 No. 4 2022.

3) Y AF Vit

Colistin (CL) ZZHIiE 2 2 BEYERE R GE IS B W TR
BOELESTOBECTREVEELERTH L, LrLy
Mo, WETTAI FUED mer @ETHOPLBICE Y CL
i PEB ORI A S E TV B mer BB AT E
TOMEDL WD, RIETHRE R ETORAREI THE
ENTBY, KIBICBWTLKET TOMER QLA RS
ENTW5S, — T CL OEFEZHEREIS PErDH S &
ENTWD, HEYHTEEE S T ORANRZ VM L W
EN% L, TOREOMED 5L 3ELRVIRNTD 5,
T4 A7 PRk &7 0 A % F o 7 R AR B S DAL T
AR Z R L, RESMEOREEIRIE S N Tn %Y,
Z®D7-%, CLSI Tit Enterobacterales & P. aeruginosa %
X & L7z CL O EMAT & L <, Colistin Broth Disk Elu-
tion (CBDE) #&2#3ELTwaY, I0mLDI2—F—b
v by 7oA (CAMHB) 4 R%Z#f L, %470 A2 CLI0
ug 74 A7 % 1TARBIC1IM (1pg/mL), 2ARHFIZ2H (2
ng/mL), 3AHIZ4H (4pg/mL), 4 KXHIEZRMZL (0
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Phenotyping tests for detection of antimicrobial-resistant bacteria useful for infection control
and antimicrobial stewardship

Tomokazu Kuchibiro
Department of Clinical Laboratory, Naga Municipal Hospital

Detection of antimicrobial-resistant bacteria is one of the important missions in clinical microbiological laboratories. Such in-
formation is important for antimicrobial stewardship and infection control in the treatment of infectious diseases. In many
cases, the results of antimicrobial susceptibility testing alone may be sufficient. However, it may be difficult to detect the re-
sistance mechanism of some microorganisms only by performing an antimicrobial susceptibility testing. Phenotyping tests
and genotyping tests are useful testing methods to elucidate such resistance mechanisms. This article introduces phenotypic
tests that should be prepared as a clinical microbiological laboratory so that they can be performed when needed.
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