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1. &

i

Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) |3 [ B8 YL % i

ZITRENZETHY . BN THMES D ZAIMIMER & L Tied /o BB 78

:[H

WL HMPER T o 2 [1], MRSA ITMlaBEG KLER TH L= U D FEMML

S E DRI OPEEME N L AR SN ZAIMEE TH Y . £ DRE

XV, 1940 FERICEER CR=v U UM LD &L S, aureus 17 <IZ

RV ) UNMREEFE A a— RT A5 75 A3 REOR=2 ) F—FPEELET (bla)

EERL, N=U ) MR R T X O I o, BIE. BRIZE W ToEES

L5 MRSA Z & de KERSy D S. aureus BX=>1 ZiitEEZ R LTV A[1], &

512, 1960 FRITIT_=2 U it k. L7z S. aureus DIRHRIE & L TR X

NI_R=v U F—BIHENRIED BT 7 & ARIEE TH D A F ) A0l

AENEN, = U UMRBFED =) VsS4 %27 (PBP2) #a— K

9% mecA i&fs 1% & Te SCCmec (Staphylococcal cassette chromosome mec)

ARG L. #1961 FITA F Y ATHDTAF U T bIMMEZ 7R3 MRSA 73

HELL72[2], AR THIO T MRSA 2 S0 TH B EEIC 50 L0 B LTy

HHDOD, IR E L THAKEIC M, EIEL TRV, 2013 #|Z Centers for



Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) 345 S 4 14 12 B3 % il 35 4 A B
L. NOEREIZT 21845 D& % Urgent Threats, Serious Threats,
Concerning Threats ® 3 2D H7 =V —IZ533H L, MRSA % Serious Threats
EL7z[8l, 51T, 2017 4E121% World Health Organization (WHO) & AFE®D
RIS R b REREEL 525 & LT, FrlbiaE 3 BT LB A Hid SEm T
& LT MRSA 2 P8 4156 LT\ 5[4l

BT, HAREWNIZEW T MRSA BYYEIREICHEH T& 251 MRSA 38377V
aXRTF RARPIFEE TH H /N a2~ A 2 (vancomycin ; VCM) B LT A =
77 = (teicoplanin; TEIC) . 73 /7 U ay RAPIHEETH DT L~
> (arbekacin; ABK) | Ax% %V VY VREKETHLY VU R
(Linezolid ; LZD) | BRIRV AR_XTF RRHEE THHLE T b~ A
(daptomycin ; DAP) @ 5 #&ITH 5[5], Zi HH MRSA i34 R TR &4 72
TERBEF 2R D, MRSA RYYEIT T HiafRE s LTS TV D8, BRIC
[EINAMZ I TH % OF MRSA FEIZTiPE 2 779" MRSA 78 H#L L T\ 5 [6-8],
MRSA JEGEIZ X T DR ThH > 72 VEM IZE W T, 1996 I HARIZE W

T VCM (2 H & E i % 7k 3 vancomycin-intermediate S. aureus (VISA) H3#:



HEN9], YKL, B E T 2SN D ES L2 b O TR o 7203,
2002 121X VCM (it Enterococcus sp. 3MEH T A MiHEEIR T vanA % 77 A
2 FOETHA T % vancomycin-resistant S. aureus (VRSA) 23 & T
%[10], £7-. S. aureus 13O HT MRSA FEIZxF LT b £k & 72 515 Ttk 2 #1415
LTW5%, ABKIZHIMEND VAR Y — JHEHT 528, M E IS RiETE bz
ZHBLSE S Z LI MR IAENT ABK Z R EEL, Uy —L4k
OFEEEAET 2 Z & TlHE(ET 2 Z & LN E RS> TV A[11], LZD TiX
UARY—LNT 708 BAEA RO & HET 5 2 & THIE 1 &2 R8T 503,
708 BIAE AR OIERIZBI 54 % 23S rRNA s -0 KA A V SEIRIC A7)
ALDZEICEVIMMEbT 2 Z ERmESN T D12, ZitH MRSA ot
MRSA FIZxF T HMHAGIZ L0 | SiZEEICB W THo 2RI 2R G S 7w
TS IRFRICERE T S 2 L odi STl v (18] BRER B CHRAI e R E
Lo TWD,
DAP |Z Streptomyces roseosporas DIEEEFEYH & 438l S HL7- RRFLHEWE
TH v 14]l, 7T ABMEREITK L CHROETEE FEo[15], AREEFNTHE L < B S

Nica=—7 REAEF 28T 280K Y RATF FREEETH Y . EFHHNTH



MTELHHMRSAFE L LTI b LWEAITH 5, 1FHEF IO

EHER D CaRERMFANCHIRBICH S LTI WAz L, MldEz &

WYLk Tl Al L, MIEEEEEHTLLEEZLNATND

(Figure 1) [16], AVEMKET 2> DAP IZMMIRE 2 B EEH9° T/ 2 ZE0% S

L2 E0b, BEWETHL XA apo~T7F N7 U 0 PP K 5%

(AEFERNICREICHEE SN D Z &3 <. MRSA HMUE B ICXT D158 ICIE

REBAR LR D, SHIT, BRI D MR O BB IBEF OPTRE 5L &

el U ChiReD TR W Z & s S Tn A (171,

DAP 1E 2003 B2 KE T T AGVERIT X 2 BEHEVE B R kAR REYYIE % i

JiE & U CHKER A2 B L, 2006 45121 MRSA Z# &7 S. aureus 12 L A HEIMIER

FONDHNIER O TH AR INZ[18], HARIZBWTIE, 2011 4512 MRSA 12

K DHUMIE, RGO . TRAENE B REGIE S O G TAGRR 2 B Ly

ZHETHMATRETd - 7251 MRSA #d 3 Rt 4 A O 4 Rt 5 Al & 72 o

77. 2009 LA S 23S U7z H ARR[E O BB CE IS 7= Mk 3 KO

T

FHAH > & 47 HE S A7 MRSA 300 #RIZ31T 5 DAP 6 L UMtooHit MRSA H(Z 5t

TR MERGRIC IV T, HIE LIZEREERI O 5 5 50% DR T 2 1L S



1% DAP ® minimum inhibitory concentration ; MICso 13 0.5 pg/ml %7~ L#Hl]

ELTEHEERERICB W TR B, WE LZZERER D 5 H 90%DEMKNFREE &

BHIE £41% MICgolE 1 pg/ml TVCM #FREMOPEIE LV LKA TH - 72[19],

F7z, TRTOKIT CLSI 23E ) TV 2 E K HE[20] ThH 2 MIC =1 pg/ml

(Susceptible : 8) %7~ L. MIC >1 pug/ml (non-Susceptible : NS) [d#H 7

molz, LU, BUEVCM & [RIERICEE « W AR ARG E <0 B UAE O 55— 138 4R

L L THERINTWDAB], Yakiox 3 2RI ARAEE, S 5ICiEE

NTOMEDPHERSNTND Z L6, BRKIZKIT S5 MRSA @ DAP i:AkIC

EENLETHS[21-23],

DAP 3 MRSA (UL F. DAP-NS MRSA) 128WTH. fhoHt MRSA

I MRSA &[RRI ZRE 7R MRS 2 15 L T\ D, MRSA % &3¢ S. aureus

® DAP (253 D MR 132 < DI FRHRE D & D & DD FrE DERIC

MPERFIZARBATH Y . B-lactam ZRPLEEDO L H ITHEEB N AT LEIND

S DOMMERER TS STy, BIFE. S, aureus @ DAP MRS 2B 59

5HERBLFOFT T, mprF (multiple peptide resistance factor) i&fs D22

CELUE. DAP ML E B L TV D 2 ERHE STV 5 ([24-26], mprFi&



fEFIE, BRI B W CTEREICHE L TWDRA T 7y F L7 e —L (PG)
IZ LysyltRNA Z i L U > b L, PGIZ Y YU BN AT )ViER LBt
ROV NIRRTy FONLT ) wa—L (L-PG) ZpEE, EHICL-PG A7
Uy =R L0 RN E D & IS E ~ Bk D THREMERE R A o —
LTWD, KB FIZERENECD & BHEICHTE L7 L-PG 238300 U e ik
N~BikIhd, ZORE, M EORmEMBARDEMED D GIEERIC
AT %5 2 LT, DAP AHIaEICH A& DEHZEL TV & EZX 6T
%[27], 2 E T2 DAP-NS S. aureus \Z 8} 5 mprF s OERIL, D
< &H 10 TR ANE THESHTW5D (Figure 2) [28], L2*L., Zh
5EEFD DAP MHE(LIZBE T 2 &EIIA 52 & 22> T/evy,  Ernst 5%
MprF 7% 14 ([H O E R R A A > EMIE R A A bl s TnDd 2 &
EZRLTEY, BAIO 8O N K RAAL w7 Ay MILPGDOT Y »/3i—
ViEtE, C K N A A 1% Lysyl-tRNA OiFHALICE S L, Z > 87 ZD i
IBIFLDES R IIVRAAL X INOWM G ORI ZRI-TZLa2HELTND
[29], Z L F TITHER S 7= DAP-NS S. aureus (23 %5 mprF OZ75 BE L.

FIZ hot spot EFEIEILD B R TV RAAL VIZRIEL TR ARZ D DAP 12



XD MRS & BAR L TV D EE 2 BT 5[30],

F72. WL OMOWIZEIZ LV S. aureus (281 %5 DAP [itE{k & VCM itk

& DORENRIR ST A[31, 32], CLSI X S. aureus (2% % VCM @ MIC

2N =2 nug/ml % Susceptible (S) . 4-8 pg/ml % Intermediate (I) . =16 pg/ml

% Resistant (R) & ¥E L THE Y . Patel 51X, S. aureus \Zx7 % VCM & MIC

M=2 ug/ml (S) ZRTHD 55, DAP ® MIC #5>1 pg/ml (NS) %75 L7-KklZ

3% (30/812) TH-o7=DIZxf L. VCM MIC : 4 pg/ml (Intermediate : I) %7~3"

Tl 80% (43/54) . VCM MIC : 8-16 pg/ml (I 35 L U8 Resistant : R) # /7~ 3£k

TI% 93% (15/16) @ DAP MIC 73>1 pg/ml (NS) TH V. X it biHE A 2 R~

T2 EAWE L CWAI33], 2 Z &9 5| vancomycin-intermediate S. aureus

(VISA) LHIE SN DKL DAP 12X LT NS 2o alREMED E < . AREKIC

DUWT Cul Hld, VISA [ZHHEHI 22 M BE D IEJE 25 DAP @ MIC & & FHREE9

5L EHELTWAI31], DAP BX O VCM OIERMFEIZ R 72 5725, DAP X

NrENRKEL (1,620.67) . VCM (1,485.7) LLElg L THREDY A X Th b

Z L6 VISA (2RI L itk & [AARICILE L7oMijasE s 7 v 7shd 2

SR MRRBECREETE THREEANBETE A<D EEA 6N TN,



—J7. DAP MBI 2 0F7E R 3 2 T, DAP IC—EMmiE(k L7z

MRSA 73, FEE I L O in vitro \[Z B W TRIZRICEZ ML (RZMEERR) 3 2610

e INTWBD, In vitro (2B T AHFFE Tl Pl H 25 F 72y Mueller-Hinton

broth (MHB) C 10 H Rk 5 Z & TDAPIZK L= M b 35 Z L 2

HLTEYI[34], & 512 Capone HIFEHKRIZEBW T, DAP#HIC LW AT

DAP-NS MRSA M [RIHE# G TRIEZMI L7 Z L2 ME L TWSI35], =

DAERNTAE Uz DAP MG RRIE. mprF Bic F-IZERIIHRE S o

7=H DD, DAP FEFIE FIZEBWT mprF OB FRE L~ LB 5

autoregulated phenomenon %79 Z & BN STV 5 [35], DAP-NS MRSA

DIESZMEAIZ DWW T Twata H1%, DAP-NS MRSA [ZAKNIZEVT DAP #5-

PUEIC KV B MEICR DN 2 H T D ARt 2465 L Tk V. DAP 512XV

vraSR, yycG. graS7: & O _prliEFR (TCS) 6 L OHIuEEA: A Rk B ER

FTRT v 7 bFXalb—rard52LT MEBEDHEF X OE S ICE (b4

C DAP (it b4 5 Z & £ DAP &GRS Z L TINHEEETD

FH L ~ULEF L. DAP-NS 725 DAP-S MRSA ~ Al 910 Sz Mk 3 5 B

HaEEE LT\ b (Figure 3) [36], £7-. BEZEWZ &2 DAP-NS MRSA T



Wi &7z mprF &+ SNP (L826F) 1T, s MiEiRtkich T bt sh
T\, BIRER T, mprF 51 O RITEZ ML L7- DAP-S MRSA 128\ T
LIl L= L, DAP-NS 725 DAP-S ~O sz R IR 12 B 1T 5
mprF 851 O&EENIRHTH 5 [36],

ABFFEIL, B & 0 438 & 7= DAP-NS MRSA, DAP-S MRSA 5 L (N in vitro
IZRW TR ML S8 7 B M IR RIS 9- 2 ME 2MT Ic L v . BRIcEk

7 % DAP-NS MRSA 0 FISEAZ ML 1= B 1o 2 sk ORI % 3 7



2. MEBLUT5E

2.1 RBER Bk

2013 5 2014 FICHIR R ER o ¥ — BRI BV T, MRSA J#&:

JEDIEEHAID T DAP MERH S 7= 27 Bld 5 6 4 B DAP 1253 A itk

LD N8, b 4B L Y Bt Sz, DAP IBEBHAARTR I 0Bt =

17z DAP-S MRSA 4 # (A1, B1, C1, D1) 35 X O DAP JR#E% B S vz

DAP-NS MRSA 4 ¥k (A2, B2, C4, D2) ##BREkE L THWZ (Figure 4),

IO OEERIZ, v~ 7 e r (Iwak) ZH L T-75CIC THRAF LT,

k% Mueller-Hinton agar (BD) (Z#ifE L, 35°C, 18~20 I¢fi], AR FIZT

AR LB st te. WALEENOMETR LI b0 LT,

HRAI sz M EBR 1T CLSI M7-A9[38 1 fiE WV E IR IR A TR 1512 T FE S L 72, DAP

[Z2OW T CaZHi i 50 pg/ml & 72 % K 9 % L 7= Mueller-Hinton broth (BD)

ZHvy, 0.12,0.19, 0.25, 0.38, 0.5, 0.75, 1, 1.5, 2, 3, 4 33 X O 8 ng/ml ORI

PO ERAERIRES LOEEERA 25 L) ICKE LRI A4 7 L— R g

10



W CEBHMEE) T%Mi L7z, CLSI M100-S26[20] 0¥ E HEAEC itV Y, DAP @

MIC 78 1 pg/ml LA F % Susceptible (S). >1 ug/ml % Non-Susceptible (NS) &

L7z, VCM IZEWTIE, MIC 2 ug/ml LR % S, 4-8 ug/ml 28 I, 16 pg/ml LA

%R & L7 (Table 1),

2.3 In vitro \Z 3817 2 B MR IR IR O /F Y

PUESRIES A5 (MHA) 12 DAP-NS MRSA 4 £ (A2, B2, C4, D2) % @A
L. 35°C. 18~20 I, 4F5 FIZ TR LI T st e, MR b RIS
T MHA ~O#kE53 % 20 A %M L 72[34] MHA Z AW 7R A #R 0 L,
DAP BLUNVCM @ MIC % 5 HEIZHIE LTz, #REEERICE>TH LA
S OEERR X, In vitro DAP-S MRSA : A2-S revertant, B2-S revertant,
C4-S revertant 35 L U D2-S revertant & L CHEA L7z, 728, DAP @ MIC iX

ERIAAIRIEIZ LD HEZ 3 BUTWIRIE L7z,

2.4 Pulsed-field gel electrophoresis (PFGE) f#4T

DAP-NS B8 KX O In vitro DAP-SMRSA © 7 v —F U 7 4 —ZfifEg 4 2720,

11



Pulsed-field gel electrophoresis (PFGE) % 3Zfii L7=[39], #{BREGIE DYk

DNAZ7 Hu—27 vy 7 Tl L, Smal (Takara Bio) TUl#rL7-, 6V/

cm, 7YV ARER 1.0-40 T 18 ], CHEF-DRII (Bio-Rad) (& CEXIKENZ

17V, DNA Wi %438 L7-, Tenover & D43 ¥EIEUE[39]ICHEV Y, PFGE /34 —

CBRE LAY R LUK E SOHA, RREKRIIF—Th 5 & HE L,

2.5 mprF & 1Nt

BRR &L 0 3B S A7 MRSA 8 %% (DAP-S : 4 £k, DAP-NS : 4 #%) B X In

vitro DAP-S MRSA 4 #£IZ 2>\ C, mprFBin 1D v —72 o AT 2 Fhe L 7=,

DNA Ot i% InstaGene matrix (BioRad) # fHV 7=, mprF{Ei%% Quinn

54010 %2 25%12 PCRIEIC L Y HE6E L 7= (Table 2), PCR /X TaKaRa

Taq (TaKaRa) % f\>. Applied Biosystems 2720 Thermal cycler (Thermo

Fisher Scientific) b CHIMREGZ1T o 720 BUSSMIL . BVIEVEN 94°C T 5 45,

FDH%, 94CT30H. 7T=—U 7 55CT 308, MENRILT2CT14% 35

YA 7TV, IR ERIGE T2CT 7 a2 iAK L L, 2% agarose BEXIKE

T PCR EM DR #1772 > 72, PCR¥IE L7 PCR EH D > —7r o AfigHTIX

12



VI T IR v TF VxR (SA) IZEKFE LT, HEEERLSIX Molecular

Evolutionary Genetics Analysis Version 7.0 MEGAT7)[41] % Fv Tz L .

HoNT-HA % GenBank ICB SN TNWAHT —H RX—Z LRER V—H—F

ATV LTz,

R BRI K D IR EE O E

\)
[op)
S
(Em
I

DAP (2519 %5 MRSA O AR M2 & MIRBED R & ORISR Z I & N4

L=, HRHE IS (TEM) % H T, DAP-S, DAP-NS £ L O In vitro

DAP-S MRSA DOiffifafEDE X 2 I5E L7=, TEM JHOREHERIT Seto ©[42]D

JiEESEIZLLTFO LI L TEmM L=, 0.06 M & =2 LEE buffer (EM H-A

T R) 5 ml IZEEE B LY — |20 S, 3,000 rpm, 10 43 Cim Doy B2 1T

o>r, FEZBET 3% 72 —LT7 L7t K (EM ¥ A4 = 2%) 5mliZ AL,

4CTICT—&#E L7z, 3,000 rpm, 10 532 T Loy Bt L% 0.1 M 1 =

UNEE buffer 5ml IZTHEHF L., ZNZ2 3RV IR LT, £DH%, 1%F A7

LE (HH EM) 5ml T EEE L7-, BAKIEEL LT50%=% /—/L 5mliZ

PSR L. IRICC 156 A ERriE 4. 3,000 rpm, 10 43 Cim /oy L7z, A1E

13



EAKEE (50, 70, 90, 95, 100%) 2B WTE 2 [BIFEE L7~ KX ) —)L

QY1 (B #r EM) 0iE&ik% (4:1, 1:1, 1:4) O TR L 3 ml IZE% ., =1

Bm

IZT 15 5FRE L=, F D%, 2,000 rpm, 10 53 TEODEEL . BIEEICBV

T 1[m%E0 L7z, QY1 : Agar low viscosity resin (Agar Scientific Ltd.) DES

e (41, 1:1, 1:4, 0:5) OMBTER L, 3 ml IZIE#EH%, BIE T T 30 2 &k

(JF#E 160 4y) ¥, D% 2,000 rpm,10 2> T O HEL7-, A TFRA KL

IZBWT 1A% L7z, BRICEE L-EKE YT 87+ (Lilly Co.)

WAL, JE T T 15 ofiiE Lz, BIIEDOA-T=¥ 7 F 0 72V HEIREG T

60°C. 24 FrfH#HE L T, #ilFZeallEb Lz, [E{k L72#E1E RMC MT-X

ultramicrotome (RMC Products) % v, 15~25 {H D i#B# Y] 1 (60~80 nm)

ZVERLL . Y % TI-blue (H#H EM) 3 X O¥A% AR (Sigma-Aldrich) T

BEYh L7, #UEHI BN HT7700 B M EE (HND) 2 HW TnEEELE 80

kV CHUBE ARl 2 8152 UT-, HfEAE% 12,000 1% T L7z i &2 H T

N BED R 24T o 7o, FHANZASRBRE RO 1 MIfIZ-> & 16 & Hr oM 2 1l E

L. ZOHEZ 1 fileOfMRBEDE X & Lz, Z1uhH 10 Mo FEEE + SEM

ZRBRBEROMINEEDE X L L=, A EZEIL t E (two-sided Student's

14



t-Test) Z 7=,

2.7 Population Analysis

(Al — MR AR P & F AL D RS2 M 0D B 70 2 {1 %< DA ML O 53 41 & f#AT 97 %

728, DAP (%3 5 & BRE KD Population Analysis (PA) [43]% %56 L 7-,

DAP &4 MHA (% Ca2tRE 50 ug/ ml 725 X oL, %%0.5,1,1.5,2,3

B L4 pg/ ml O DAP #EEHPH CIERL U 7=, SRBR A 2 KA L 72 BB SR

Pl S AREREEER c ~ 7 77— 7 R 0.5 IR LM R’ & LT,

A 102, 104, 106 f5IZH N L. K H iR %Z DAP & MHA 53 E)(Z 50 pl i T

a7 —UBET@RAME., 35°C. 24 R, MR FICTHEZITo7., BB L=

HE—EEAT Y MR S HIT 24 FHEFSRMETHEEZITRV, FEEFT LA

n=—HE v L, 3EIDOERNGE SN log CFU/mI Z & HAME &

L7,

2.8 DAP (Z%}9 2 ML AE EE ORI E

BRIR X 0 7r@fE < 772 DAP-S MRSA & In vitro DAP-S MRSA (23517 % DAP

15



X3 DA LSRR [44] &2 JIE U7z, *HHEFEE LC S, aureus ATCC25923 % H

W=, DAP &FH MHA 1% Ca2t2fE 50 ug/ ml L7225 Lol L, £40.5,1,2

F &0V 4 pug/ ml O DAP JREEHEPH CUERL U 7=, SRR A 2 IR L 7 BRI

Pl S AREREEER c ~ 7 77— 7 2 R 0.5 1[I LM ER & LT,

% 102, 104, 106512 AR L. & &% DAP &8 MHA /7 EiiZ 100 ul i T

L. a7 —UBTEA%E, 35°C, 48 BFff]l. 5 FIZTH:# L7=, First step

TH5 0.5 ug/ml ® DAP 54 MHA IZ%E Lizon=—42MIEAICHE L. [

FEDO#AEL 2nd @ 1 pg/ml, 3rd : 2 pg/ml, 4th : 2 pg/ml 5 XV 5th : 4 pg/ml O

DAP &4 MHA |2 BFERYICHERES R 21TV SIS E Lca n =—Hr b

MACSREE 2R D7z, o, FREERFICBWTE bR D MIC 3 ERIEA

FBRIEIZ TIIE L7c, ARERRIT 3 RIDER) B 15 b7z ) log CFU/ml % 5+

e Lz, ok, REBROHE —an=—ORMHERIL 10 CFU/ml &t Th 5,

16



DAP #:5-F12 53 <4172 DAP-S MRSA 4 £k, DAP-NS MRSA 4 #k. In vitro

DAP-S MRSA 4 #RIlZxt9 % DAP 3 XU VCM @ MIC % Table 3 (278 L7z,

DAP-NS MRSA (A2, B2, C4. D2) 12x%}7 % DAP ® MIC |3+ X TOT 2

ng/ml %7~ L7z, In vitro DAP-S MRSA (A2-S revertant, B2-S revertant, C4-S

revertant. D2-S revertant) (2% 9% DAP & MIC (X9 X TDO#T 0.5 pg/ml

L7z, DAP-NS MRSA (A2, B2, C4, D2) 1Zxf9 % VCM & MIC iZ%h

Zi 1 pug/ml, 2 pg/ml, 2 pg/ml 35 KON 1.5 ug/ml %27~ L., In vitro DAP-S MRSA

(A2-S revertant, B2-S revertant. C4-S revertant. D2-S revertant) (Zx} L T

I, FNFI 1 pg/ml, 0.75 pg/ml, 1.5 pg/ml 3 L 0.75 pg/ml /R L7z,

3.2 Pulsed-field gel electrophoresis fi#4T

DAP-NS MRSA ¥ X O In vitro DAP-S MRSA &t 8 #k® PFGE /X% — %

Figure 5 (Z/~k L72, 2 C® In vitro DAP-S ¥k (A2-S revertant, B2-S revertant,

17



C4-S revertant, D2-S revertant) (%, ZH23HKT 5 &3 588k (A2, B2, C4,

D2) AL L7- PFGE X% — > %R L1717,

3.3 mprF &8s 124 %

DAP-S MRSA 4 . DAP-NS MRSA 4 #35 X O In vitro DAP-S MRSA 4 &

\ZXF9 D mprF&fs T OfE SR % Table 4 (Tx L7, BRI D oBES iz

DAP-S MRSA 4 #2388\ T mprF #1is 112 IO LR o T2 D5,

DAP-NSMRSA 4 ¥k D5 H 3RRICBWTT 2 /BREH: (A2 : T3451, B2 :

L776S, D2 : L826F) DJFIA & 72 ZHIE BN MR I, 720 1 FRIZB W TT 3

JRRIH G| X 29 mprF s N ORI (deletion) 23380 b7z, In

vitro DAP-S MRSA 4 #RIZEBW T, £ 6203588k & 4% DAP-NS MRSA (127

D HNIZBAR R & RO EH S L ORERKITTOE FHFL T,

3.4 DAP (254 2 sz MR kIZ & % MRSA il BE = S o ELgs:

BRIR X 0 7r@fE < 772 DAP-S MRSA, DAP-NS MRSA 35 X O In vitro DAP-S

MRSA @ 3 ¥k 4 sets & XTSI HIfaEE DR X %2 il U 7=, DAP #5144 120 BE <11

18



72 DAP-NS MRSA 4 #k® 9 6 3 BRI\ T, DAP-S MRSA & bl UfifaaE 7S

JEE L Tz (p<0.01;Al1vs A2, Blvs B2, D1vs D2), £7-. Zi#u5 DAP-NS

MRSA 3 ¥kiZ in vitro (23T 5 B Abi% . MIEEE O E S I3 IBERTO DAP-S

MRSA LFEIUL~ULE TR L7-, LAL . 1set (C1vs C4F X ONC4 vs In vitro

C4-S revertant) [ZRB W CHIIIEEDE SICABEREITRD DR o7

(Figure 6),

3.5 Population Analysis (2 & 2 it fagE ] o Z281L,

BRIR X 0 7r@fE < 772 DAP-S MRSA, DAP-NS MRSA ¥ X O In vitro DAP-S

MRSA @ 3 ¥k 4 sets & %412 PA Z % i L 7=, DAP-S MRSA 4 #ki%, C1 Z kR

<TRTORIZBWTDAP : 1.5 ng/ml & H I CRHBARB ChH-o7-, — .

DAP-NS MRSA 4 #ki%, T _XTORRICEWT DAP : 1.5 pg/ml &AM CTRE

R, C4 2B W TIX DAP @ 3 pg/ml A EHIZ TFEY 47 CFU/ml O%E %

7=, DAP-NS MRSA & In vitro DAP-S MRSA @ population % b U 7=

B, 24 h HIEBIZEB W TIT 4 ¥9 3 BRIZEBWT DAP : 1.5 ng/ ml &F I ToE

EEIZZEZDTBD LT (p<0.05 5 A2 vs A2-S revertant, C4 vs C4-S revertant
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BLOD2 vs D2-S revertant). 7V @ 1 KRIZE VTt population (ZF E 727

IR B> 72,48 h HIEIZEB W T 4 Bk 2 BRIZEHB VW T DAP £ 1.5 pg/ ml

G TOAEEBICZENRD BTz (p<0.05 ; C4 vs C4-S revertant, D2 vs

D2-S revertant) (Figure 7).

3.6 DAP (Z2x]9 % In vitro &= 18 T EE DAL 48

DAP (285 M A 7~ 8 ¥k D DAP-S 3 L O In vitro DAP-S MRSA % %1412

DAP (ZxE7 2 PV BEEE 2 SR b 7=, BRIR & 0 438 < v 7z DAP-S MRSA (A1, B1,

C1 B LUDD (%, DAP: 1 pug/ml EAFEM T 1.3X108~2.5X 107 DFEE T

MHPEAL2NE U 7223, 8rd step T 2 DAP : 2 pg/ml & A FH LIz W TIET X

TORRIZBWTHEE 2O T ki Crono7-, —J. In vitro DAP-S

MRSA (A2-S revertant, B2-S revertant, C4-S revertant 3 & ' D2-S

revertant) % 3rd step T 5 DAP : 2 ug/ml & A E:H# FI23B T 8.0X108~2.0

X105 OB THHEL2 R S, T TOREIZIUW T 5th step Téh 5 DAP : 4

ng/ml ZHEEHIE CREZBOT, £7o. DAP SHEHIZ IS T D EfkRIC X

Y IR 5B DAP-S MRSA (2% % DAP @ MIC (%, T X TORKIZE VT =0.38
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pug/ml 775 1 pg/ml £ T EFH L72DIZ% L, In vitro DAP-S MRSA (28Tl

0.5 pg/ml 7% =3 pg/ml £ T LH L7 (Table 5).
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55

S. aureus \[ZF1F % DAP (ZxF3 M EHERE X, Mo X OSREE D2k

B9 25 Z L VRE STV 5145, 46], TSI, mprF En+1C

WAL D Z &I &0 il B 28 e SBEMEIC R T2 Z &Ik,

DAP-Caz AR DS i 2 0 2B <HgkE L #HEH S T 5 [45] £72,

mprF B2 FIZ X DM LM ABELE OB 503 & ST,

VISA BRIZFH A 72 i BE D JEJE X DAP @ MIC EH EHHBET & T b

[47], ¥T45. DAP (Z%9 % S. aureus OifE{kIE multiple genetic mechanisms

BRGS0 OBEN LS TERY . [ —HkKZFRE . DAP-NS S.

aureus \ZBW T — DB EEEZBOT-KRIZT Db\ 722 L mE I

TWA[48], AAE1E S, aureus NWBEHEZ RSy T 281L (the complex changes) |Z

DAL L. BHEDIETDAP ICIHMEZ R L TWD 2 E 2R LT D, 3740

H, ZILH D S. aureus (21T 5 DAP MM X A CIER ICTEMETH Y . K

TEIZSE I STV,

2013 4F 11 A5 2014 4E 5 A E TOHMIcEHE W T, DAP¥HH D 4 4 D HE

H &0 RFICmMA L L7 MRSA 2t sz, ZhbETOFITDAPIX T H

22



AL ke L TG-S TR Y | AER G 2220 L LT MRSA 23t b L7z b

DEZEZ LN, 2 4FD 55 2 4] GERF B I LOYER C) 128 T, DAP

FHAZ L0 RIFEICHMEL L7z MRSA 23, DAP 5 H & IS M b L7 BiG:

A UT-[87], AAFZE i, BRRIZEH VT DAP I —ET b L 72 MRSA 73

RIS (R MEEIR) T 28182 6T 5720, in vitro [T T

JRZ AL SRR 2 P RICHIE 0B L OB DWW THNT 247720,

F72. NS ORI D DAP & 52 L AT IERIC OW TR 21T - 7=,

DAP # 512 L 0 #5472 DAP-NS MRSA % | in vitro {3\ TS ML LT

4 ¥k (A2-S revertant, B2-S revertant, C4-S revertant, D2-S revertant) (Z1%

mprF ZEDPFEAF L T, 2D Z &%, DAP-NS MRSA |32 MR IFmFR I

BWTC, mprF ER 2 Ul £ FRSEMHRICE DR8N 2 RO rlie e g S vz,

AR, BRIR XV @S v/ DAP-S MRSA 128 WT mprF A # 3 B S

TmHEEZEFT LD TH-72(36, 49], Bayer 51X mprF ER AR LT-F F

DAP (282 M 2 m T RRIC BV Tk, = OZERIEFT)Y hot spot 4+ (1498N ¥ LY

Q692E) I/ L CTH Y., 25D SNP 1T mprF OREREICEER /R B % 5. 2

TWRWAREMENH D Z L 285 LT\ A[49], L2 LA AL, A2-S revertant
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THEAFL T2 mprF s+ o & FTIE. mprF ORETH 5 L-PG FEAR

F ORI E 2> 6 S ~ DX DHITRIZ BS54 % hot spot IZAZE L TV /e

(T345D[50], X > T. mprFW® Bi-functional domain T % hot spot (225

DERFFSINTWT S, M E R T ZERH LN E o7, ZOFFEND mprF

SR TARAE LW ML D ER 2 B0 & 224 5728 DAP itk & o BE

WEIN TWAHIEEDE X ZHE L=, ZOfi%E., 1set (C1, C4, C4-S

revertant) ZBR< 3 sets (A, B, D) (2B T, MRS LE 5 MiaEE IR 3 K OUK

SMEARITHE O AIABE D LD HERR S 7z, DAP MMEABIC AR IR EE DS JEIE L 72

BRI, Bz M b3 2 i fe THIILEE DS @ k5 Z LI & D DAP IZRS M2 7"d 2

EMHBMNE IR o T, Lo T BEMALIZ I W TITHBREE O Ty 72 283 K

ELRBL WD EEALNT, LinL, C O set O X9 it LI L OME= M

EIFEREICIRB W T, MIBEDZALDGE O bRV bR S vz, C4 B LD

C4-S revertant |£ mprF NIZ 24 53D deletion N E Z > TRV . ok & i

70D mprFERZRA L Tz, MIEEDE X & mprF R OBRIZ DN T

WZEZH LN > TRV, mprF @ L826F SNP [ LHifaEE D B/ (2 B 59

% AREME HAE STV A [51], LU, mprF N ® deletion (29 % 4 1356
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EMEL . mprFIN® deletion |THIfEEEAEE & 13 MEESLR TH 5 v /RIZ S U

7’9
—o

Z D& IRICHT D B ML DR 2 A4 5 72012 PA & VTRl

RIER NS I 1T DI&Z D R 72 5l 2 Dl Z 95 2 & T, el o

AL RRE L 7o, BRIRIREL & LT3 S 2 AR ME L WO BEE 6, [F—

MISE I USSR TOBDIMPERIR AN E £ TV T REED RS ML A

EBWEIE 2 ED TV AEAITRIEREN A K74 T b CLSI LB

TDAP-S: =1pg/ml & L THIE S5, hetero-VISA BRDGE | MHPERIIL D

Hix 10812 1 ERE L S TR [52]. MICHIEIZH WA ERERETH D 104

CFUl/spot or well |25 FAL72WATREMED @IV, ZAUld, MEIRIAAIRIEE &t

MIC MIEE TR, FA—MRERINICE T2 DB oMM Z 32 2 &2

TER2WNWZ AR LTW5, DAP-NS MRSA 4 #£13 DAP-NS & L CHE S5

>1 pg/ml OPREBIZIBVT S AEF T D MM RS S 2, (ZRNTIE 3

ng/ml 2B W T HH A AIRER MM RO Hiv7c, ZiuH O DAP-NS MRSA

& In vitro DAP-S MRSA % bk L7245 R, 24 h HEIZIBUVT 4 sets ' 3 sets

(A2-S revertant, C4-S revertant, D2-S revertant). 48 h i€ T 4sets §' 2sets
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(C4-S revertant, D2-S revertant) ¢ DAP-NS : >1 pg/mliZ /53 SN 5 DAP: 1.5
pg/ml (IZFE T D MM OFIG 23T 5 BIHERR S L7z, ARRERD S

vitro \ 23T 2 S MEARIT RO IRPERIRR O FIE 238 U, RS2 MEA R DM BRI 72
5HZEICL Y MIC BMETF (&M L) Lz&Bx b, IERIUE FIZI T Hik
REEZR VLM MG 2 38D £ 72 1 TVH R S 5 wTRetE DS RE S 7z, Roch 61
DAP-NS 8. aureus 2MEZ AL T 2 BERIZOWT, mprFERIZ X D@07 1 >
R 2+ =2 bk (high biological fitness cost) 735 L TWHHEAHE L THY
(53], mprFZE 8% {%4 7% DAP-NS MRSA (35#E)5E MK < . FrEEHRIC L %%
FIENELS 25> T2 GBI EZMHENEZ 0155 & LTW5D, JLEBRICxd 5t
AL, EFEOT-OIZIIARMLEORNER T ERELECDILERH Y, FL
EHRIERINE T CIIAE CThH oo Rm VX —%HET D, TD7D, JEZVER
& LRl UIMRHERR 135 S0 O I 55 SO AR L DX RN 2 5 2 & s ST
%54, 55], AAFZEIZ AV Z DAP-NS MRSA (34 TORRICE W T mprFZE R %
BRAELTHEY., IHIC—MOKAE RS MR IEE LTz, Ml RE IR (2
FABERERS AR T AT F R U v il L0 KEICAKRT A 2 & THES X
NTEY, 2089 RMRBEFERORE RERIZITENT 4y FPRA « 3 X |
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VBT L, FDi-%,. DAP-NS MRSA L HESH-ERICBWT Y, KriclE—

TN

S

MR NI RS2 M D Je 72 D PRI 23 28 < & 2R T, MM o

74w FRAR 2R MIEDHEBOLOMEENRZETHY . HrEIEIEER
FETICBWTRBEICESZ L LGV D EE X b,

¥72 Roch &%, DAP B A IRIRIZ 6 L FFEE DAP IZ K D1 M T oLz
F OMHEETS

DOAEREMEIZ R Th 5 L #iE5 LT\ 4([53], # = . DAP-S MRSA

& In vitro DAP-S MRSA @ 4 sets (A1 vs A2-S revertant, B2 vs B2-S

revertant, C1 vs C4-S revertant, D1 vs D2-S revertant) % %42, in vitro |Z

B HMMHALBEE 2 KD T, ZORE., mprFERZ2REF$ % In vitro DAP-S

MRSA (%, mprF 72 %% 772> DAP-S MRSA & ko LML 138 <
0.5 705 4 pg/ml £ TOEMER7Z: DAP A M COMARETERIZL Y, ¥ XTD
BEAMIC : =3 pg/ml (NS) ~D EFZ/RLIZZ LD, DAP OFEEIZ LD
Ko MM T 2 alRetE R S iz, Alal, AERNIZIS T HttE ko "TEerE
E BT 5 TR R W O D | BFIRIZIS 1T 5 DAP-NS MRSA O sk %
ROTBE TS 5 DAP fH& G- Tid, AFGL & RRRICIHEE N FFHIBLT 2 ATee
P& ATEIC, RIFROMBAICE L UIMLOEESLETH 5,
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S BIZ, FH 5L DAP-NS MRSA O RIFEZMEITB T 2 B L Z ]

T 572812, Whole genome sequencing (WGS) % V7= i 4T & Fiti L

7-AE 8, 3°_XTCo? In vitro DAP-NS MRSA (23 C mprF Bz WNIZ D35%

fFLTEY ., Bk (DAP-NS MRSA) (Z/F7E L2 WMBLOBAR T3 L OB T[H]

TEIR I BN THIT= 7R 28R A8 5+ A2-S revertant (ppnK, prfC, moaB, lipA,

kdpB2) , B2-S revertant (atl, sodA, argC, ahpF) , C4-S revertant (aadD ¥ X

OB ME I B 17 % 1 point mutation) , D2-S revertant GE{=[HfEKIZ

BT % 1 point mutation) 2NMFET D Z L 25 L7~ (Table 6) [56], A2-S

revertant |23V TR S 372 kdpB2 I3 HaE GRS R DIREE X X7 TH D

potassium-transporting ATPase D § %+ 72 =v h& a2 — F$T 5B THY

DAP #BIC LV BEICHEEINS Z L RESNTWAIT], 72, B2-S

revertant (23 CTHH & 4172 atl iB{x 7% Bi-functional autolysin THh Y, X

TF R 7Y T3 KRG FREME A R & TR EE O REHRIHESE (cell wall

turnover, cell separation, cell division and antibiotic-induced autolysis) (2[4

59 %[58], atli&fs - ORBEEICTIX, MiaEEE CIAfEEE (autolysins) %

HEEDH T LD, VISA OAINEEEILEIC X D i EIZ I THRE & 2 R
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T LENRESINTWABIB9], AFRIZBWT, 2D DBEEFEFN DAP K

S E 2 D EBITI ST o TWRW A DAP (29 2 s 2 kIC B &

LTWAHBEMHIIEETCERWVWHDEEX LN, L, ZNHEHOEKR

&5 & DAP itk & ORI IC B D Feh & 1356 EHE L 5% kdpB2 X atl

B3t

\

Lh O - Bin 1A% & DAP-NS MRSA @ DAP &= 41k & OBIFRIZ DWW T,

LS OIRDIMFENLETH D,
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In vitro (23T 5 DAP B biE mprF AR IZV/F L HIKGET . MgEED
AL DN ERZ LD —ER TH L AlietE i s S ivlc, LavL, —Hiokk
TIHMPE LI X OVEZMAIC R 535 — B L7 AP E OMEFRIER 23380 b
inoTleZ b Stk FOM O K OV MR In g O iR B 23 2
TWCThDH, £io, BRIZBWTIE DAP HEHIC X HMHE(LO Y 27 2B L,
DAP (Z & % MRSA BEHUEIT T DIEMICEE L, BEZMEIC L 2E5=21 &~

xR, MEICKRGTOILERD D,
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AT ED DIZHTY | WIBRZFZRZZHEE L TER W o+ FH A5

R B HIITO L Do DRETRE - HEHEL Y £ L, | FARZ

BT, W K SERIC R R TN S E L, BRI

RGP TR IR EE BRI R DD 7 ERR DT A, ERFE O

WG, 77— 2 O ELIICIED MR EIRE 2 THE £ L, FEE B

WHRA FRRAN X BT, ERFH OIS E LI 556 2 e g 4 TH &

£ L7, BIBEMRZEFIEY: - s EMmE 2 ERikadR. mEE

NVEEZR . AR BN BUC I WGS (2 X 2B n AT 2 560 L T2 & | ik

DR % & O CHRERB LI E 2 THE £ Lo, HFRRTE & Ge il 7

WFIEE =M 30E @ B E & W E oD T FEBRITIA.

FRFHOIIG2 EL P D MRS 2 THE £ Lz, FFEE Rk

HEDTF 2 W ITEROMB 2 L CIHE £ Uiz, BB E R R R AL 7

Gk B A ITIE 2 K DB, EiFELATHE E Lz, Z ZICERRHE

%‘_)il% Li‘a—o
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Figure 5 DAP-NS MRSA¥ X O’ n vitro DAP-S MRSADPFGE/ £
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Table 1 Staphylococcus aureus (2%} % daptomycind & 'vancomycin® 7 LA 7 KA > K

Susceptibility (pg/ml)

Antibiotic
Susceptible NS* Intermediate Resistant
Daptomycin =1 >1
Vancomycin =2 4-8 =16

*non-susceptible

#¢ Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI) M100-S264&Y 5| F
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Table 2 AAFFEIZTHEHA LT T A ~—

Target gene

Usage

Sequence (5-3)

Amplicon size (bp)

mprF

PCR / sequencing

sequencing

forward

reverse

forward

reverse

forward

F2

R2

S1

F2-R

S2

GTGGTTCTTGGAGATCCGTTAGGTGATGA

CCAAGCGCATCAGGCATAACTGTATACC

GCTTTATTCCTGGTGGTTTCGGCGCT

TCATCACCTAACGGATCTCCAAGAACCAC

CGACTTGCAGGCCGTGTCTTTGAAC

867

1003
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Table 3 FABREIAIS S UL HIRAZ MERUIRRAS R

MIC (ug/mL)

Isolate source Strain Source
DAP VCM
Patient A2 Al 0.38 0.75 Post-DAP treatment clinical strain, Toho University Sakura medical center, 2013
A2 2 1 Clinical DAP-NS strain, Toho University Sakura medical center, 2013
............................................................ A2-Sryevertant 05 Lo dnvitrovevertant DAP-S
Patient B B1 0.38 1 Pre-DAP treatment clinical strain, Toho University Sakura medical center, 2013
B2 2 2 Clinical DAP-NS strain, Toho University Sakura medical center, 2013
............................................................ B2-Srevertant 05 . ....075  Anvitrorvevertant DAP-S
Patient Ce C1 0.38 0.75 Pre-DAP treatment clinical strain, Toho University Sakura medical center, 2014
C4 2 2 Clinical DAP-NS strain, Toho University Sakura medical center, 2014
e G4 S revertant 0.5 L5 In vitrorevertant DAP-S
Patient D¢ D1 0.25 1 Pre-DAP treatment clinical strain, Toho University Sakura medical center, 2014
D2 2 1.5 Clinical DAP-NS strain, Toho University Sakura medical center, 2014
D2-S revertant 0.5 0.75 In vitrorevertant DAP-S

a7days.daptomycin treatment, 13days.daptomycin treatment, c<16days.daptomycin treatment, 121days.daptomycin treatment

2%¢J Infect Chemother 2019;25:1-5.&Y 5| AHNZE
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Table 4 mprF B2 5 > — 70 o A fEMTHE R

Gene mutation

Tsolates Nucleotide Codon Amino acid Deletion
change* change change
Al — — - -
A2 C1034T ACA—ATA Thr34511e —
A2-S revertant C1034T ACA—ATA Thr34511e —
B1 — — - -
B2 T2327C TTG-TCG Leu776Ser -
B2-S revertant T2327C TTG-TCG Leu776Ser —
C1 — - — —
C4 1375_1398del - — 459-466del
C4-S revertant 1375_1398del — — 459-466del
D1 — - — —
D2 C2476T CTT-TTT Leu826Phe —
D2-S revertant C2476T CTT-TTT Leu826Phe —

*Position of nucleotide change within the mprF ORF.



Table 5 Daptomycin|Z %9 2 i b AE =

Al B1 C1 D1 ATCC25923
Concn of
Step daptomycin
(ng/mL) MIC Frequency MIC Frequency MIC Frequency MIC Frequency MIC Frequency
(ug/mL) of mutation (ug/mL) of mutation (ug/mL) of mutation (ug/mL) of mutation (ug/mL) of mutation
First 0.5 0.19 1.1x10° 0.38 4.2%10° 0.5 6.6x10° 0.38 1.7%10° 0.5 1.2x10°
2nd 1 1 1.3x10°® 1 6.7x10° 1 2.5%x107 1 2.9%x10° 0.5 1.3x107
3rd 2 ND* ND ND ND ND
4th 2 ND ND ND ND ND
5th 4 ND ND ND ND ND
A2-S (T'3451) B2-S (L776S) C4-S (459-466del) D2-S (L.826F)
Concn of
Step daptomycin
(ng/mL) MIC Frequency MIC Frequency MIC Frequency MIC Frequency
(ug/mL) of mutation (ug/mL) of mutation (ug/mL) of mutation (ug/mL) of mutation
First 0.5 0.75 1.0x10° 0.5 1.5%107 1 5.6x107 1 1.9%107
2nd 1 2 6.6x10° 1.5 2.0x10™ 2 1.1x10* 1.5 5.6x10°
3rd 2 1 8.0x10® 1.5 2.0%10° 2 1.7x10° 1 1.5x10°
4th 2 1.5 4.3%107 2 4.7%10° 2 1.3%10° 2 5.7%10™*
5th 4 4 1.8x10°® 4.5%10° 3 5.6x10° 2.4%x107

ND*:not detected
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Table 6 Whole genome sequencing|Z & % & (&1 5

Strain numbe.r of gene mutation
mutation mprF ppnK  prfC moaB IipA  kdpB2 atl sodA argC  ahpF  aadD intergenic
Al Reference - - - - - . - N B . ) j
A2 1 T3451 - - - - . . } ; . . .
A2-S revertant 6 T3451 1183T I349T C121R  M92I G481R - - - : . :
B1 Reference - - - - - - - - ) . B )
B2 3 L776S - - - - - - - - - - 1 point mutation, 1 insertion
B2-S revertant 7 L776S - - - - - G876S K154E Ti161S L188F - Same as B2
C1 Reference - - - - - . - . N . ) )
C4 1 459-466del - - - - - - - - - _ :
C4-S revertant 3 459-466del - - - - - - - - - L179L* 1 point mutation
D1 Reference - - - - - - - . ) . B )
D2 3 L826F - - - - - - - - - - 2 point mutations
D2-S revertant 4 L826F - - - - - - - - - - Same as D2 + 1 point mutation

*synonymous mutation

3¢J Infect Chemother 2019;25:1-5.&YU5|FH
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