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ADR : adverse drug reaction

AIBW : adjusted ideal body weight

AKI : acute kidney injury

AMR : antimicrobial resistance

ANC : absolute neutrophil count

ARC : augmented renal clearance

ASP : antimicrobial stewardship programs
AST : antimicrobial stewardship team
AUC24 : 24-h area under the concentration-time curve
BC : blood culture

BE : bayesian estimation

BUN : blood urea nitrogen

BW : body weight

CCr : creatinine clearance

CI : confidence interval

CRBSI : catheter related blood stream infection
CRE : carbapenem-resistant Enterobacterales
CRP : c-reactive protein

CSI : cardiovascular system infection

Cirough : trough concentration

DAP : daptomycin

DDD : defined daily dose

DOT : days of therapy



eCCr : estimated creatinine clearance

eGFR : estimated glomerular filtration rate

FN : febrile neutropenia

GLM : generalized liner model

GSEF : glycopeptide-susceptible Enterococcus faecium
HR : hazard ratio

IAI : intraabdominal infection

ICU : intensive care unit

IDSA : Infectious Diseases Society of America

LZD : linezolid

MALDI-TOF MS : matrix-assisted laser desorption ionization-time of flight mass spectrometry
MDRA : multi-drug resistant Acinetobacter

MDRP : multi-drug resistant Pseudomonas aeruginosa
MIC : minimum inhibitory concentration

MRSA : methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus
NLR : negative likelihood ratio

NPV : negative predictive value

PAF : prospective audit and feedback

PCR : polymerase chain reaction

PD : patient-days

PIPC/TAZ : piperacillin/tazobactam

PK/PD : pharmacokinetics/pharmacodynamics

PLR : positive likelihood ratio

PPK : Population Pharmacokinetics



PPV : positive predictive value

PS : propensity score

RTI : respiratory tract infection

SCr : serum creatinine

SSI : surgical site infection

SSTI/BJI : skin and soft tissue infection/ bone and joint infection
UTI : urinary tract infection

VCM : vancomycin

VREF : vancomycin-resistant Enterococcus faecium

WBC : white blood cell

WHO : World Health Organization



Fr &

UTAE, SEAIMHE R A3 A IE I B 0 | AREE EOBIR E ST, R
BEHE  (World Health Organization : WHO) DO I1Z JAUIE, 2050 4 F CITEAMMER I X 5
FECEBUTHITH) 1000 T NIZET D LHERF S, EERRRRBELE ZRo TS Y, 4T
X, AF VU UEEEG T R ERE (methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus : MRSA) 721}
T, ZHIMET % b3y Z—@E  (multi-drug resistant Acinetobacter : MDRA) X2, 71
JURAR ARG PNATE B#lE  (carbapenem-resistant Enterobacterales : CRE) 72 & #7172
FERNMPEE OB E 72 0 | BERZZE(TT 5 L TEHERREH TH D 29, FEAIMM:FEE
MOERBERD 121, FLEERORNEURMEMN TH 5 9, KE T, BHEIEFRM RIS
DPEFELLTST DK 30% N ANEE T IIARNEEI Th D & OMENH Y | HrEE S EAEH 2 (e
T2 72O DR OMESLA KD BTN D 59, FIEFEIEMS T, BEY R PTEFEOER
B G- G- WM O b, E R R E % OIRGH 72 de-escalation 72 E3MEE L i, T b
DHEFEEGOIRAEMNRT 7 a—FNRD b, HUEKOMEIEREHOMREIZ XD | EYE
DIEFRZ ) L SH 25 & & HIZ, MRSA X° CRE, MDRA 72 & O#AIMMEREE MO Y 2 7 %
BRI A 5 Z LR AlREE 725 7,

PUEEDOHTH, HT MRSA L - BN & bICHEREYYE 4 5| S 2 3 EERMmE
P Td D MRSA 126 L CTHUETEMEZ & DBD WA TH Y | O IEME A3 R HE T
b5, Ll BIKBIGIZIBWTHERIZITOIL TV HH0 MRSA 3254 2 i E 48 FH 308
TEEHCHT MRSA 34 F W EYYEIRR O HIZIE, EEKR TOTET U AR+ ThRNnE O
PEEAFET D, LLFICHIMRSA BT 53 SORR LI T A& %015 5,

FT. BIYERROAM &AL 7 ¢+ — F/3» 7 (prospective audit and feedback : PAF) (Z
BOWTARRELTWALZET VA% %5, PAF IIHREKICRHL L7272 T — A2 kb
RIS 2 RN E =2 Y 7 L, ERHZIEY) 7R 35 2L 0o 57 DR E 21T

SH T D I, PAF OFERIC LY | O FIEERIRAEE S B &3, KR O



FERRA U, MHEREIC L 2 BGSER RO P EEDOHETRENTND Z ENnD,
PAF [3HIHEIEHEIESA AT A R4 oz LTRSS TS ™), LirL, PAF ©
i D —o & L TRaBE{AIR & L COFEIEDOIMIL, 372D de-escalation 7% H HHIZHEDE
EN TV DD, PAF OFENilZ LV de-escalation 2MIEHE X4 5 S0 E WREE L 7-BF5E1XZ L
N, & BIZ, de-escalation DR, Lo LA “REGEDHINC & 2 Ui s 5] OIER (27
Dol DHRELHDH T LG 19 de-escalation ZEHET 5 Z & NBEE TR OUEIZEN S
IR THSD, LI -T, PAF ODEMEIZ LY . de-escalation 2MEHE XD h. Z DfER
ELTHRETRICED XD BN D 0% 0 BEBCHRICRGET 2 2 L ANET
&5, & 512 PAF HAIZ XV Ht MRSA 3 de-escalation & TORFH] A < 224U, T MRSA
O EDOWY N RIAENDT2O, ZOMKNERZRILT 52 L DERITRENES
2 bivd,

RIT, HLMRSA O EREFRFHIBNWTAR L TWDHTET U A& % 5, HL MRSA 3
DR TH/AN T~ A 2 (vancomycin : VCM) (X MRSA 1T 25 1 PE & 41, BIR

INKFEH I TNWD D, FRIRNEEE 4072 VEM @D 80% LA BITARZ bk L L CTRHIZHE
Mxns720, BEOEHKEIZIS LT VOM O GELZFEINICRET 5 Z LB ETH D
12, ZHETIT, MEEERIET O BE % & BRI T EF IR T 5 VCM o5 EiR
DOIFEFRIILS T ENTRBY, 7 VT F =27 U T 7 A (creatinine clearance : CCr) T
@R LR 58 £ 277 LRI ARETH D 13, —F, CCr 7% 50 mL/min %%
% HBEICIE, VCM ORI SCE LOBEERETH D 2g/H (T72bb, RERIEIC1g 2
MWAHEE LTERIRSNDZ EDBZWN W, L, BEEBESCOLDAREFTERIRE LW
KOMOHFETIE, HEME QgR) &5 L THIRERICEREL 22 EBHE ST
BY, TOERKRE LT, BKEZ VT 7 A (augmented renal clearance : ARC) DIFFERAE
fin, BUIIEZe ERZET 55 1518, 26 ORFIE, EWERR TR0 8Lmn b IFEE LA

HOREREIZOEZ > TV D ATREMENR H 53, T A2EM T 2SI Ho TIEARw, L



Mo T, BIEEFICRE L2WBEHEEFICEWNT, b7 7HEZIEFE (10-20 pg/mL) (ZHE
a0l 2g/HEB HEMAED VM 208 L35 B8 % L0 BRI PRI 5 55
DTN TR KD BTV D,

B2, HUMRSA KD MRSA DIAANOEFEIZXTT 5 A MEICBE L TRE L TWbH =T v
Az ZF %5, HLMRSA #iL, MRSA LS DR 7T MGMEREIZK L THIEEEZA L T
%703, MRSA & LT 5 & 2 OIRIAMEZ R LTEFZEiEZ L, flziX, 77U axX7F
RS2 E. faecium (glycopeptide-susceptible Enterococcus faecium : GSEF) 1XfuE Rl E %
N EEREGIE L 5 S & T IBE OEIER TH D 9 invitro TORLE « FFETEIEN S |
HTMRSA FERRRERAYICH R & ST 2 2020, R REA 25T MRSA 3 TH 2 VCM 1,
GSEF [EYYE DG BT HEHEFIEI L B2 5N TV D0, mWBEENIE L 72> T
%2, —JF, FZRKEOTA 277 =" (teicoplanin : TEIC) X VCM LY HIGEKE XT3 5
in vitro TEMED E < 2, BBERE T K 2 M DN IERI k9 2 A0 S CEMLIED R i
TWND MY, SHIZVCM &0 HBHEENMENZ &L bHE SN TEBY 2, VCM 128 % GSEF
B MAEIC K L TRV L 702 2 EAMIRF S LTV D, Lo L7ed 5, GSEF HIMEIS
%9 % TEIC OFWEE ZEMEZ R LIZERIRII— EF o TR R LTV AH 728 29 BRiR DY
THEET 5 Z LIXEBEVPREVEEF 2D,

LLED X 512, $L MRSA SEOm EEHZ L #tET 57-01i%, B L7 REL TS
iR BT v AEHET 5 Z ENEETHDH, £ 2T, A TIE, 1) L MRSA KA
B Zxtg L U brE 3 B 388 7 — 4 (antimicrobial stewardship team : AST) (ZX %
PAF O 373 de-escalation DY) 72 AT~ KX THRDOMEE, 2) mHED VCM #5343
RIBELFFET D70 —F ¥ — FOBAFE & FRIKE ORGEE, 3) GSEF WIEIZI 1T 5 VCM
(\Zx3° % TEIC ORI A 27 & W FEL VI 2 Y C Tl T o7, T8 1 &
IR WTIE, SRR CHEAL S L7z AST 12 X D PAF D 3EfiiAY de-escalation DY) 72 34T~ &

ETZRITHONT, #AME aR— MIFEZIT o7z, HVTE 2 BBV TR, VCM D



HERGHIERZ S TRR RIS HED VOM SR EE R DBEZRFET S0 D7 1
—F ¥ — FOERRZATV, O TRREEORGEL ATz, & HITH 3 B TIX, GSEF HIiE
BE BRI, B A a7 2 Wi IESPE o — MIFJET, TEIC DA ZMER K O% etz

VCM & bbig LR L 7=,
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1 E PLMRSA EEHEHEE 2R L LHIFEEEEER SR T — A L DM E AL

74— RN 7 OFERiD de-escalation £ TORFENI KIT T B DREE

il

BET

FRPTFEE OB AMEWE I 5 D FEHIMME (antimicrobial resistance : AMR) [ E[EBR
B 7o ANRAEAE EOBERZPE L LRI TND 2, ZOWRWMAEZIT T, 201545 AD
WHO B2 HB V0T, AMR ICBIT A7 m2— L« 773 a v I ungiRan=», 7 a
—/L s T2 a T T T, AMR ORAEE RIRICH S T-0I, PLE SO % falb
THIEDBRBEO—DL L THITONTND, ZORITEWT, HridEmE Ef A7 v 7
7 2 (antimicrobial stewardship programs: ASP) 13, MRSA <°Z Al i %R 5 (multi-drug resistant
Pseudomonas aeruginosa : MDRP) 72 EOMEREIEHLDO U R 7 Z i/ MRIZINZ 203 B | Z 480
ONRAVRPIE ISR 2 F T 5 72012, FIEEORIR, k55, KE5HIH 2 &kELT 57
DOTEREIED 1 DL EZ BN TWD ), KERKIYETE (Infectious Diseases Society of
America : IDSA) & KEEREERIL, ASP A RTA U ERELTEY 5D, FaiERH
B LU PAF 73, ASP OHEZI M EER & L TS HERR S LT o,

ZHVETONFRIZ LY . PAF FEI X 0 RERAGTERR I 61T 5 HUEHE O ) 72 3 4R 2 i 1
L. IRIBPIEEOMEE &AL SE 5 2 EBHRESN TS 9, £z, PAF O Efi s $EH i
PERC K 2 EYYE DFIER Z D S 30, HUEHEIC X 28R MIB ORMEICH 530 2 &0
WESH TS 332, —J5 T, PAF EfOEE L BIEDO—2I2, BN R LRFIFHES
HL MRSA 372 & D JKIBHUEHIT L 2 BERATEHR I L THUSEIT de-escalation 24TV, HUE
WA RELT 5 Z ENHIT HILDH D3, PAF O i)Y de-escalation £ TIZE T 5 KEE~ KX T
S ST L 7= AR 2 ),

R KRZEZRHERPE (LT, %P Ti, 201544 A 1 LB, BT MRSA 34 (M

L7-HBE 2800, SRfEN SR SN 5D AST 12X % PAF # 3 L T\ 5, Tk, PAF



DN L B 22 PrEE A 2MEHE S 4, 75 RAIC de-escalation £ CTORFE] 2N EAMET D &
WO AN Cloe T O ZRREET 272012, HL MRSA A L7 EE 1242 HH

H)72 PAF i DOZh R % . de-escalation £ TOREMZ 7 7 b A& L TEHE LT,

B2 Tk

1. fWBERAYRLRE

ARFFEF R PR FBEE TR0 - P AR B 2 OFGER A = Fli L7 Ok
BAF 12529), F7o. ABFIEL 1964 EED~L L U FEFEB L OZFOBUWET S - ik

WIE> CTSEhE L7-,

2. WO L x4

WL 1,217 IR A 2 ZIRBEIEEEREE TH 5, B2V T, PAF OBAGETE 1
FEMOHL MRSA SO AR A i3 57212, Hlisk, &AM, HEEBRIONIG 2 L
L7z, HFETIE 2015454 3 1 HIZ PAF ZBAsa L7272, 201444 1 HH 5 2015 47 3 J
31 H&E T#% Pre-PAF, 20154-4 A 1 H225 2016 4% 3 A 31 H % T% Post-PAF & EF L7z,
201444 A 1 B2 5 2016 423 H 31 HE TOMIZ, Hil MRSA A& L= ABTRE %
WU LT, RIBRITEIRN S G S 40728510 MRSA 38 (VCM, TEIC, Y %> U K (linezolid :
LZD), # 7 h~A v (daptomycin : DAP), 7 /L XA ) THY ., #&OKGRANIRIS
L7z, E72. FHEAEYHE T O 7= 0125 MRSA A L7 i<, HAF RO
DI DITRBIRGLIRIZT 7 B A TE o T2 1T AWHIED B BRSO LT, 7RI F 2 4B
IZFFABE L. FEHT MRSA NG SNTZBEIZON T, ZRENDOIER 2 R ORER] &

L CHEMT L 7=,

10



3. PAF OFEfiiFNE

LPEClE, PUAEBEOBEEM N2 (2ET 20 A0 —E E LT, 2008 fELARE, T MRSA
KOBEGANT, EFA—FV TV AT 2B U TEBEN AST [ZEHE (¥ 1) & N
TOHAAMAZFEAL TV D,

201544 7 1 HLELFT, AST {351 MRSA 38583512565 LTl 1 [0 PAF 217> TV e,
Flo, WAT U CEIYEHME 1 423 M55 7% (blood culture : BC) [tEB&E 2 H 7 + 1 —
L. DERHTITE IR A% £l LTz, 2015454 A 1 B AR, T MRSA F&fl ]
\ZXF9" % PAF OS2 1 B> 58 5 [\ (L HRH ZBR<SER) ICAE L7z, AST i3,
JGYERME 1 40, FEAIAT 3 4 T/ERA NN | 4 TR S TR Y | PAF OB RH
% CTHMBFOLEE I Do 72, HHLTH MRSA IC L 16 a BMh Lo BE %2, mEBA
ZHHH L. HT MRSA 3EPHEAE A 3B L OVAST BNED TALEO MR M E 7o ¥ 1 I v 7 TH
Wz HesE Uiz, LU OWRPBUTI O TH MRSA SRR 5 ST D54 2 ITERICAR
W) &I U7z 1) S RARS T MRSA 2 H SR WA 2) A rPERIBE M
DHIZIHNREN 72 NGE . 3) BRRAICIE Y 228 i 72 < HERERR I 2 B 2 TV 556,
T MRSA FEOME AR &l ST 723G, AST (3ot £ 7213 ERE CHIGEICK LTt
BRI LD IFFTE O IEZ RS Uiz, £z, BREOFEFEZ MR R L TR Y | 5t

MRSA FD VLB & W S 72355 1E de-escalation & HELE L 77,

4. De-escalation D EF

ARFFEIZBN T, de-escalation] & IXLATFD 2 DOIRPLIZIBUVTH MRSA A H 145
TELEFELZ ) AEARHIMRSA HAEIET A2 BlziE, VEM EERT V) /K
VN7 B I (piperacillin/tazobactam : PIPC/TAZ) O#f LN PIPC/TAZ HARIEICAEE
T4, HOHVTEZHERERICESHWTVCEM 287 7 VY U CEFT 572 8), 2) BROPUHE

APV EHEZ AL BF2IE. VEM LRI DANLT 7 A RFH Y — )/~ U A R 7Y Ao~

11



IR R L) 3,

5. THWELT U ML

B OF R, MR, £ 75 (intensive care unit : ICU) AZEOH M, MRSA fRE (G5
9 SVIRIR 2 B B DOEBAL & D MRSA K & EFR) | BEIEHIEIC & 5 BYYEDZ B
RGP OINE LT, BYYEORZENL, UUTOh T TV =2 L7 o Ol RIEGYE

(cardiovascular system infection: CSI) , 7 7 — 7 /L B i i YLiE (catheter related blood stream

infection : CRBSI) | Z&Z\E LT Hh BRI/ E (febrile neutropenia : FN) | i[5 N @Y4SE (intraabdominal
infection : IAI) . JRIEEYYE (urinary tract infection : UTI), FEWLEREYSE (respiratory tract
infection : RTI) ., FHTEBALEYE (surgical site infection : SSI) . Bz &GRS IE/ E « BY
BiYiE  (skin and soft tissue infection/ bone and joint infection : SSTI/BJI) ., % DL DJEGIE,

FERHlIA H % de-escalation £ TORFA], RIVGEHAHE H 25T MRSA O E (defined
daily dose : DDD) | FENFET =, 30 HAETH, ABEHIE. T MRSA OIS, T MRSA
#Hep EFRE . BIYEA (adverse drug reaction : ADR) DF/EE|E . MRSA 7=, BXLO S
aureus 5y BERKH O MRSA OFEIG & L7, BC AL BacT/Alert > A7 L (bioMérieux, Lyon,
France) % MV NTH3EE L. MicroScan WalkAway 96 plus System (Beckman Coulter, Brea, CA)
¥ KL OYMALDI Biotyper 1.0 (Bruker Daltonics, Bremen, Germany) % FVClRIE L7z,

2014 4F 4 A5 2016 4E 3 A £ TOHLMRSA %D DDD X, WHO @ Anatomical Therapeutic
Chemical Classification System version 2017 % FV > CTHH L7z 3%, L MRSA O A H % (days
of therapy : DOT) (% H 5% DOT %#4£5F L 7=, DDD, DOT (2, 1,000 fEFEEE IEH (patient-

days : PD) THHIE L 72, MRSA 43Hf=:1%, 1,000PD &7- ¥ ® MRSA 43 Hfifc e L CHH LT,

«

o

AT

6. %

TN TOFEHIFENTIL, SPSS ver. 24.0 (IBM, Armonk, NY) 25/ L7-, 77 = U —Z&%1%,

12



BT YDA CHRREETNLT 4 v v — DO EMERERRE 2 AV Tl U7z, ik
IXHED 72N tRGE, FT2ld~v v - FRA »y b=—0D URREZE AW TR LT, B2,
JYYIE DO FZITE KON PAF mit&IZ31T 5 LB O W 239~ 5 72 DI FE i L7z, 33T
OFFEFHRHTIZFE AR E TITV, P<0.05 ZFaICHE S LT,

De-escalation £ TORf[EIL, V77 o ~A v—EEZHWTHEL, KbV 1 var v
BE % JAVTHE L 72, De-escalation £ CTORHHICH B A 5 2 5 K+ 2 FrET 2 72912, Cox
el N — R8T 2 -V TR L 72, 87 L 722803, PAF i, 4, MR, ICU AZED
A8, MRSA £, BC B, B L OBYUEDO M & LTz, BAERMNT T P<0.1 0K+ %
BRFRNTICE DT, £72, PAF BRMERIBS L OEZICGEONTT — X OB L W4k
B9 5 7-0I2, PAF BIAEATR L OEEZO 1| »HLNICE LN T — % B4 L T, De-
escalation & TR ZHEE L7z (BRIME O Pre-PAF 73 2014 4= 4 H 725 2015 4£ 2 J |
Post-PAF 73 2015 4 5 75 2016 /3 A),

PAF |2 & %#T MRSA 36 ] B~ D2 2 il 9™ 5 72012, Pre-PAF & Post-PAF O J f: D
DDD 3 KU DOT (22T, A BRS04 A4 VTRl L 72 39, £ 72, Pre-PAF & Post-
PAF @ DDD 5 X UDOT O k Lo FOZAL (F72b b, KK LT e v b &7z DDD
B LU DOT D) & DDD 46 LU DOT ORIFRFZE(L DR E S ZPRET D T2 OICHIBIEFE
TNEMM Uiz, 51T, $1MRSA SO & L PAF & ORI 5 72012 3 Ol

o BEN LT v 2 Vi,
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Check sheet for use of anti-MRSA agents

Date of submission:
Name of physician:

Phone number:

Patient ID

Clinical department Clinical ward Date of admission

Anti-MRSA agents
(select from list)

[0 Teicoplanin [0 Vancomycin O Arbekacin

O Linezolid [ Daptomycin
Initial dosage g every hours
TDM schedule
(if applicable)

Scheduled duration
days from

of treatment

O Submitted: O 2 sets 01 sets

Blood culture tests

O Not submitted

Culture result:

(Speculated)
Source of infection

O Source of infection:

O Unknown source

Reason(s) for use of
anti-MRSA agents
(select form list)

O Confirmed diagnosis of MRSA infection
O Suspect MRSA infection

O Infection with gram-positive bacteria other than MRSA

(e.g., methicillin resistant S. epidermidis, ampicillin resistant Enterococci)

O Other reason:

1. UBEIZR1T 5P MRSA D g HE

14




1. BRFEERLE ASTIC L HHEE

L MRSA 3|2 X D182 2T 7B 5 1,400 A (Pre-PAF : n=702, Post-PAF : n=698) D
B HANIEE A 72 U7z (1% 2), 5 L7251 MRSA 3EiX, VCM (63.0%) & TEIC (31.2%)
METHY, TN ATEHIE L b 1TV 7227235 72, Pre-PAF & Post-PAF [Z51T %
BEE AR 1ITRT, ICU AEROAEEZSUNT, Pre-PAF 7% Post-PAF & bt L CTHEIZA
7otz (9.1% vs 13.3%, P=0.013), MRSA {RE#H OEIG 1L, Pre-PAF 73 Post-PAF LKV A5
Blzmholz (23.1%vs 17.6%, P=0.011), BC £HUEIA 1 Pre-PAF £ ¥V ) Post-PAF TH &
IZEiro 7z (86.5% vs 91.8%. P =0.001), E7o. JEYEALIX Pre-PAF & Post-PAF DA
BN 7=, PL MRSA 3D de-escalation 737472 5L, Pre-PAF & Post-PAF TEZ
AL 407 i (58.0%) F5 LT 437 il (62.6%) T o7z, de-escalation 23T 41727 — A TIE,
Pre-PAF & Post-PAF O[] CH:Hn, LRI, ICU AZEDOEIA | MRSA REH OEIGITH B ZILR
D HNRMoT, —J, BRI m I CHEIC R 25 T,

AST 05 OHELEOME 2% 2 \T/R L=, AST 1% 698 1 337 £ (48.3%) THAZ{T-
2o ED 955 AST 1 49 14 C de-escalation %, 105 /4 CIREIAM D EHE 2 FIREEICHESE L |

HEBEDTAFITH) 94% T -T2,

15



Pre-PAF period

All hospitalized patients
n=27,944

¥

Patients who received
intravenous anti-MRSA
agents

n=

754

A

52 were excluded

*Medical chart was
inaccessible (7)

= Surgical
prophylaxis (45)

—>|

n=

Patients treated with
anti-MRSA agents

702

¥

4

y

Post-PAF period

All hospitalized patients
n = 26,687

v

Patients who received
intravenous anti-MRSA
agents

n=734

36 were excluded

*Medical chart was
inaccessible (1)

« Surgical
prophylaxis (35)

>

A

Patients treated with
anti-MRSA agents
n =698

v

!

!

Anti-MRSA agents
were de-escalated
n = 407

Anti-MRSA agents
were not de-escalated
n =295

Anti-MRSA agents
were de-escalated
n =437

Anti-MRSA agents
were not de-escalated
n =261

2. BEBIROE-DDO 70 —F ¥ — K

16




All De-escalation
Characteristics pre-PAF post-PAF P value pre-PAF post-PAF P value
(n=702) (n=698) (n=407) (n=437)
Age 64 (43-74) 64 (42-73) 0.96 64 (44-73)  65(43-73) 0.73
Male sex 451 (64.2) 442 (63.3) 0.72 263 (64.6) 258 (59.0) 0.096
ICU stay 64 (9.1) 93 (13.3) 0.013 42 (10.3) 58 (13.3) 0.19
MRSA carrier 162 (23.1) 123 (17.6) 0.011 66 (16.2) 80 (18.3) 0.42

BC collected? 607 (86.5) 641 (91.8) 0.001 362 (88.9) 405 (92.7) 0.060
De-escalation® 407 (58.0) 437 (62.6) 0.077 - - -

Diagnosis of infections <0.001 <0.001
CSI 51(7.3) 45 (6.4) 0.54 27 (6.6) 24 (5.5) 0.49
CRBSI 178 (25.4) 151 (21.6) 0.10 91 (22.4) 83 (19.0) 0.23
FN 121 (17.2) 88 (12.6) 0.015 82 (20.1) 64 (14.6) 0.035
IAI 108 (15.4) 93 (13.3) 0.27 63 (15.5) 65 (14.9) 0.81
UTI 21 (3.0) 38(5.4) 0.022 16 (3.9) 24 (5.5) 0.29
RTI 59 (8.4) 64 (9.2) 0.61 33 (8.1) 41 (9.4) 0.51
SSI 69 (9.8) 56 (8.0) 0.24 34 (8.4) 32(7.3) 0.58
SSTI/BII 70 (10.0) 64 (9.2) 0.61 50 (12.3) 46 (10.5) 0.42
Other 25 (3.6) 99 (14.2)  <0.001 11 (2.7) 58 (13.3) <0.001
infections

EHRERIPRE (UHG). h7a)—Z#H(En (%) TEEHLT=.
@ #1 MRSA E#R 5112 BC SRS =5,
b $1 MRSA ZEAY de-escalation == A%,
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%% 2. AST 7° 6 OHESE

Recommendation

Number of recommendations (%)

De-escalation

Shorten the duration of therapy
Discontinuation of antibiotic treatment because
of negative diagnosis of infection
Discontinuation of anti-MRSA agents because
of lack of clinical indications for their use
Other recommendations®

Total

49 (14.5)
105 (31.2)
23 (6.8)

132 (39.2)

28 (8.3)
337 (100)

CEDMDREE - BRREEFFEADBKOBRE (76, REEDOHEL (11 6.

escalation DHREH G H). hT—TILDIKRE (6 HD,
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2. ASTIZL %D PAF OFEKRT © k71 A

de-escalation £ TOHYLAE L, Post-PAF 7 Pre-PAF L0 L A EIE->72 (7 H vs 6 H,
P<0.001, —ffbv vz z Yy omE) (K¥3), 7z, ITAOHTE 1 728 & BRS L7z fiftir ©
# . de-escalation & TOHRAE | Post-PAF [ZB W CTHEIZEM L= (K4), ZEEMRITICE
W, PAFE A (~¥— RE (hazardratio : HR) : 1.18, 95%f{Z#EX[# (confidence interval :
CI) : 1.02-1.35), UTI (HR: 1.42, 95%CI : 1.00-2.00) , 3 & UEDOEYE (HR : 1.4,
95%CI : 1.08—-1.91) %, de-escalation F TORFEORLHE & A RICEE L TWD Z LaVRE
7z (3), —J T, MRSA f&E (HR : 0.70, 95%CI : 0.58—-0.85), CSI (HR :0.52, 95%CI :
0.38 —0.72). FN (HR : 0.59, 95%CI : 0.47 — 0.74). IAI (HR : 0.76, 95%CI : 0.60 — 0.96)
SSI (HR : 0.59, 95%CI : 0.44—-0.79) . ¥ LT SSTY/BJI (HR : 0.65, 95%CI : 0.50-0.84) %
de-escalation ¥ TORFEDLERE S AEIZEIEH L TV = (3£ 3), PAF B A% D de-escalation ¥
TORFE OZAIL, de-escalation DEFIZ LV Big-> Tz, T7bb, IHikE] O —AT
X, Post-PAF [ Pre-PAF & tb#z L C de-escalation F CTORERE] A 2o 7- (6 H vs S
H. P=0.002) (XI5A) —J5C, &AWV EZ) O —ATIL, de-escalation F TOREfHIX
2 SOMEITHERIBEWI D > 7223, PAF H AT de-escalation & TORF 3 < 72 HftH

.

A/

AWHHALZ (12 H vs10 H, P=0.082) (X 5B),

PAF A DEIRIIERK IR~ E LR 4 TR Lz, BRIERNZIBWT, Post-PAF THL
MRSA FEOIRFHIRINAREICELS (8 H vs7 H, P<0.001), ADR OFAEIG B3A B IZE)
o7z (12.5%vs 74%. P=0.002), F£7z, BT, 30 HELTR, B ICARHIHIC
721X 72D o 72, de-escalation SEBIDMEHNT Tid, PAF H AT OB TH MRSA HEDO IR 23

Bl o72 (TH vs6 A, P<0.001), —F5 T, OEKRT 7 M BEHNETER, 30

HAET R, BIOARSIR) 1, W THEZITRD oo T,
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3. T MRSA ¥ de-escalation £ CORFIZRIT S PAF OB L R LI T T o~ A Y
— il

RH#RIE Pre-PAF (n=407) . E#R(3 Post-PAF (n=437) %KY, De-escalation & TOEAML, Pre-PAF & HLER
L T Post-PAF THEIZEMN 7= (FRIE7H vs6 B, P<0.00l, —fILI4ILIV VY URE), 737D
BARIE. ALT—2#HMEBICHALZEDTH D, HAROHBRIIHREETT,
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4. 1L MRSA 3£ de-escalation = CORFICISIT D PAF OB AR L= T T~ A Y
—h#t (PAF BRI 1 7 A OWIM % ERot)

RHRIE Pre-PAF (2014 £ 4 A—2015 2 A, n=376). R#RIJ Post-PAF (2015 5 A—2016 %3 A, n=
403) %KY, De-escalation & TOHHAM (L. Pre-PAF & EbB L T Post-PAF THEIZEMN T (FRE6 B vs
58, P<0.00l. —fIEV 1LYV UKRE), 7 I7DBARIE, RLT—2 ZEBICHKRLI-3DOTH
%, BAROBRIEHPRIEEZRT,
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%% 3. De-escalation & CORFEIZ X1 5 L& BT OHE R

Variable No. in No. in Univariate analysis Multivariate analysis
pre-PAF  post-PAF HR P value HR P value
(n=407) (n=437) (95%CI) (95%CI)
PAF 0(0) 437 (100) 1.24 0.002 1.18 0.024
(1.08 -1.42) (1.02-1.35)
Age>65years 190 (46.7) 219(50.1) 1.04 0.54 - -
(0.91 - 1.20)
Sex (male) 263 (64.6) 258 (59.0) 1.02 0.78 - -
(0.89-1.17)
ICU stay 42 (10.3) 58 (13.3) 0.91 0.36 - -
(0.74 -1.12)
MRSA carrier 66 (16.2) 80 (18.3) 0.71 <0.001 0.70 <0.001
(0.59-10.85) (0.58-0.85)
BC collected? 362 (88.9) 405 (92.7) 1.36 0.010 1.20 0.14
(1.08 — 1.73) (0.94 —1.53)
Diagnosis of infections
CSI 27 (6.6) 24 (5.5) - 0.52 <0.001
(0.38-0.72)
CRBSI 91 (22.4) 83 (19.0) - reference -
FN 82 (20.1) 64 (14.6) - <0.001 0.59 <0.001
(0.47-0.74)
IAI 63 (15.5) 65 (14.9) - 0.76 0.021
(0.60 —0.96)
UTI 16 (3.9) 24 (5.5) - 1.42 0.049
(1.00 —2.00)
RTI 33 (8.1) 41 (9.4) - 0.86 0.27
(0.65—-1.13)
SSI 34 (8.4) 32(7.3) - 0.59 <0.001
(0.44-0.79)
SSTI/BJI 50 (12.3) 46 (10.5) - 0.65 <0.001
(0.50—-0.84)
Other 11 (2.7) 58 (13.3) - 1.44 0.013
infections (1.08 - 1.91)

21 MRSA ESRIICIRE Sz BC &K,
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5. HT MRSA # D de-escalation £ TORFEIZISIT D PAF DD 7 7 )V — T fRMT

TSR ANY—EFANT 2 DOY T Y IL—TIZEIT S de-escalation £ THEHZHTE Lz, /SR
AEBIEENER Tdhik) & TROYIYBZ] OHWTS oA VY—HiRTHD, (k] OFIL—FTIE
PAF BIETENZTH 309 Bl& 352 I EFEA. TROIVEZ] OYIIL—TITIE. PAF RIETENT A B
FlE 85 FIMEENT=, BERIL Pre-PAF, ERIL Post-PAF DH TS0 A Y —BiETH D, PAF DEAIZK
Y, pik)] DT I—TTIE, de-escalation FTHOHREMNFEICEMLI: (FRIE6H vs.5 B, P=0.002,
— ALV NI T Y UBTE), —F. TRAYIYEZ ] OYIL—TTIL, PAF DFE AL de-escalation F TDEF
MICEELEEERIFSAMN >z (hRIEI12H vs 10 B, P=0.082), /SR ADEARIE. RLT—4
EHBICIEALIZEDTH D, /S0IL A BAROBRIEHREEZTT,
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4, BIREIESIR T ™7 kB M2 5 PAF A D) R

All cases De-escalated cases

Pre-PAF Post-PAF P value Pre-PAF Post-PAF P value

(n=702) (n=698) (n=407) (n=437)
In-hospital 112 (16.0) 105 (15.0) 0.64 55 (13.5) 57 (13.0) 0.84
mortality
30-day mortality?® 53(7.5) 57 (8.2) 0.67 14 (3.4) 26 (5.9) 0.086
Length of stay 62(37-106) 56(32-102) 0.11 62 (37-107)  58(34-98) 0.25
[day]
DOT [day] 8(5-14) 74-11) <0.001 7 (4-14)1 6(3-10¢ <0.001
Reason of discontinuation 0.12 -
De-escalation 407 (58.0) 437 (62.6) 0.077 407 (100) 437 (100) -
Completion of 168 (23.9) 153 (21.9) 0.37 - - -
treatment
Switch to other 75 (10.7) 52 (7.4) 0.035 - - -
anti-MRSA agents
Death 29 (4.1) 23 (3.3) 0.41 - - -
Transfer to other 17 (2.4) 19 (2.7) 0.72 - - -
hospital
Other reasons® 6(0.9) 14 (2.0) 0.076 - - -
ADRs® 88 (12.5) 52 (7.4) 0.002 29 (7.1) 19 (4.3) 0.082

ERERTPRE (O5E)., ATT)—ZEHIEn (%) TERH#HLT.

21 MRSA E(Z &k BAEBEEMN S 30 HREIDIELE,

PZDMDERE LTIE, ERICIERFE L TLEA S TEFIA PAF BIETENTH 4 1 & 8 fil. FEBHA

BEOHPIEAN PAF R TENER 2HIE 6 HITH 2 T=,
CEBREMNRELLERNZNVY ML,
e T—2IFE3I2ERLT=,
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3. HTMRSA O & L MRSA 7BEROZEAL

HTUMRSA D H 0D DDD ¥ L O'DOT (%, £ 41£ 41 14.6+£2.7/1,000 PD 7> & 11.8 +2.4/1,000
PD CP¥HEYERZ, P=0.015) $ X 0V18.3+3.0/1,000 PD 7>5 15.7 +2.4/1,000 PD ¥+
FHERAZ, P=0.029) (29D LTz, BIRERFISHTCld, PAF AR OHIH T, DDD (
L Rk © =0.65, 95%CI : —1.20 — —0.11) 3 LT DOT (kL FZ&4K 1 =0.74, 95%CI :
-1.33--0.15) ® b L > RRFEIZRED LTz, —J T, DDD (6.26/1,000 PD, 95%CT :
—1.51-14.03/1,000PD) 3 LT DOT (7.58/1,000 PD, 95%CI : —0.88—16.03/1,000 PD) i J5
(2R3 LT, PAF FEfiitk ORIRFZALITAE TIIen o7 (X 6), MRSA O4y#EEs LT
TD 8. aureus 5yHERT D MRSA OFIG X, WHIF THEZAEIL/RM -7 (0.24/1,000 PD vs

0.29/1,000 PD, P=0.20 33 X T 20% vs 21%., P=0.51),
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B
. J Pre-PAF period \ Post-PAF period
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6. PAF O AP MRSA KO &I &IX 9 2

2014 & 4 AN 5 2016 F 3 AE TOH MRSA ZED 1,000PD Z7=Y D F&E® DDD (/3RJL A) & DOT (/8
RJLB) OELEHBISHLTTOY b Lz, F/8RILOMBIRIL. PAF RIEFHBERERT . 2RITEL
DAZEDDDD & DOT 2 RL TS, RBRFDEIRRINMFICLDEE LY FERL, RERIE 95%CI
DERETRTH S, PAF #EMET 5 & T, i MRSA ED DDD (—0.65. 95%CI : =120 — —0.11, P =
0.029) LU DOT (—0.74, 95%CI : —1.33 ——0.15, P = 0.024) OEAD kL > FAFEITHD L 1=,
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48 B

&

AAFFRNZ I T, HLMRSA 36 FHEF x5 PAF O FEia7) de-escalation & TDIRFH %
AEIZEM L. BRI D M 20 A 232 £ 722 <HL MRSA O &2 S
HZEEWELMMI LI, &DHIT, AHFFETIE PAF Efifkic ADR (BREE, K2, AR
DFERIENAEZIHD Liz, VCM OBFEEOHFFERIL 7 AREEHRE SN TS Z L
725 (PMID: 22411630) . de-escalation = CTOMEZ 1 B THHFD HiL72 2 & 2%, ADR DK
FZOBRNP ST BZZDND, Fox DHMDIRY | AWFIEITHT MRSA HD de-escalation £ T
DN xS % PAF ORI 2 5 L ZHkFE CRERL S 4172 AST IZ X 5 PAF Eli DA D
TEF U RER LIERONETH 5,

Fex Dagk— MIBWT, de-escalation £ TORERH]IL, PAF FEffitk, 7 H2vH 6 BICHHEN
L7z (K3), ¥£7=. PAF BRAARIED 1 7 A 2L T RIZFERTH -7 (K
4), —MRET, PUEHFE DR MERE RITRBRANEIR OB 3 -5 RIZHIT 5 Z L%
B, 3~5 H7Y de-escalation Z [T DR F A I 7 ThHhHEBEALNTND, FE
Liu b, JREHFEEDR KRG S22 < OBFE T 4 HUWICPIRFTE I de-escalation 7317
bivie 2 LA LT\ 5 39, REFSE L BEHICI 1T % de-escalation & TORFM D ME, LA
FTO2ODHBIZL L EZEALND, F 12, BC DRERPHEET 5 £ TORFFERRFRHIZIE
MHOTZENELTNDH EEZBND, YT, BCORELHETHETIZTHE
5720, BEAZH MRSA SO LEMERMT L bR ARWEBEZEO T 7 B B 54k
foe SALTZATREME N B B, B EOAFSETIL, BacT/Alert & A7 A& U7 BRRAICA B 72
EORMIZIE, 5 BFEOEETHI TH DL Z EDBRINTND 373, BC HH#% 5 H TR
HEREERAE R ME STV TS, de-escalation £ CORFF A S G IZHHME L 72 PIREMEITI S E
TEARW, FERICMED BT MAEMRERE R ORE I TRIRIEE O A B A b T2 &
WZORND RN H Y | EERICHMAEMBRARMIC L > THEicd~ M) v 7 Ak L

— W — LB A A ALTRATREREE &9 A% (matrix-assisted laser desorption ionization-time of
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flight mass spectrometry : MALDI-TOF MS) X OVKR Y A 7 —EBH##{)E (polymerase chain
reaction : PCR) {EIZHE-S< AST DIt AIX, K0 Z A LV —7ehiE 3O Fil{b & rERIC L,
ABEHIE OREREZ D728 5 Z & B ST 2 394, BifE, x4 13X MALDI-TOF MS 35 &
O PCR iEZ STl Wi s 20 L T, ARZEZ2H1 MRSA 4 S HIZHIE L., MO de-
escalation Z AT 5, H _OFH &L LT lde-escalation] DEFLITEVNH o722 &A%
T oD, AWFFETIX, Tde-escalation] DFEFEIZ, IRAFE~DEIV KR | BEEN TV,
W, ROIEA~OY) Y B ZILAH COH MRSA %+ e M B G L= %I T d 1),
L7273 > T, lde-escalation] DEFIC REOE~DYIDEZ | NEENTOTHE, de-
escalation ¥ CORFHITREL b &2 b5, FEE, lde-escalation] 225 TFEOFE~DH]Y
Bzl 280 —RA&BN LIS T 7 —TRITTIE, de-escalation F TOHJAFEIL, Pre-
PAF & [t L C Post-PAF TAHEIZHRE L= (1X5),

S5 BARMT TlE, PAF FEMi721F T/ < . MRSA ORE B L ONEYLIE D2 W23, de-escalation
ECORFMICEZ 52 DM LR Thole (£ 3), MEDKRAMEMIETIX, LAl
M O PREE DY de-escalation DFEIE L BIHE L TUWNV2 Z EAVRESNTED 4D, Zhudfx o
fERE =B LT D, FIRETRAERRICED ST MRSA OREYLYER JORERER & 5
BT BC AR RAMEET 2 £ TO 7 HEHL MRSA EAf T 72/ER, N b0EBHET
IZ de-escalation F CTORFFNIERIE L7 B2 HND, EYEDOZWIZES L Cik, FN, CSI,
IAIL, SSI ¥ X T SSTI/BJI % de-escalation & TOREHE 2 A EICIER L, UTI B8 X O 0o
JRYYIE DS de-escalation F COWRF] A A I HME L7z, REYWEDOFEH & de-escalation F TODI
I DBRIZ DN T, WL OO FERIRE STV 5, De Waele 513, TAI 73 de-escalation
FTCORMBPRSRDIFRD 1 >THH EMEL TS 4, —7F, Liu Hi&, UTLIZX LT
SSTI £ 0 %, 72 I LANICHLE 273 de-escalation X5 BE DEIENAREIZEN-T2Z L&
WELTWD 30, ZHLDOEITHIFEDORRIT, Fx ORERLE —FLTWD, FxDmDHIR

. FN, CSI B L OSSI & de-escalation F TOREE ORIEIZ DWW TERE S ILT-AFZEIL 72V,
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FN OB Tlid, A FRRAER LRI T, GHERESCRE O RIEIZIESW T, de-
escalation ZfRHIT 5 Z E NI TH S D, L7 - T, FN OBHE TIL, Mz Y iE
DBH T de-escalation £ TORMNEL D Z LN TFHREND,

PAF ZEfld, FENSELHE, 30 HIEELCE, BIOABEHIE & W o 7BKRET 7 1 AICH
BB a 5 2120072, de-escalation |, FRRHVLEEVEICZ LWIRBIUESE ZAE & 35
WAEMOD TN Z =0 N il To B EIRIC AT T 5174 TH Y | de-escalation 75 B IRHY
TU NI LR DEBIT/ NS WD, T DORRIFZYTH D EEZ LIS, FEEE, i
ED A ZEHT T, de-escalation B & IE de-escalation FEDIE RN FFRE Th o 7= 2 L 23
HINTND D, 51T, AST IHFENCEET 2 /ML B = —Tid, PAF ICXDETHROA
B 2RO T=DIX, 10 SCHT 1 STROATH D . ABEHIR OA B 228 % 7~ L7z 3CHk
TR SN h otz ¥, 2D OEITIFREORRIL, Fex OfERE—BLTWD, —F T,
FTex D=R— FTE, ADR (FREE, 52, EHIBY) ORARIG ) PAF BlAATRICA I
D UTe, HUMRSA SEOIEHFBIM & ADR @ U X7 & OBGR A A LIAFEIT D 70, n»<
DMOWFFETIZ, HT MRSA FEDOTERRHIM N REVIE L ADR O U A7 3L 8 d 2 & 2R
L TG 440, L7zh3-> T, $L MRSA HOIRREBIH OEHE (8 H vs7 H. P<0.001, # 4)
75 ADR OFAEEIG ORI a5 LToATREMED 8 2,

AN IN S ODDRADR DD, £, 7T M DMTEEE 5 2 5 & H 71220 T,
BEHR T O TV AR FZ ARERIR Y B 72, A E DML CTh o 7272
HANEASAGE F DAFAET D ATREMEIT A E T E 2RV RIS, AAFTRIE H AR O Bk O RFIRPE
TITOTZ oD | AWFEORE R 2O ME I EZE N T 5 ITEERLETH H, S HI
Sequential Organ Failure Assessment (SOFA) 2 =17 %> Acute Physiology and Chronic Health
Evaluation (APACHE) II & Vo 72 BSEE Z fFHTIZ & O TORWR B ABFZEDIRA & 5 2 %,
LinL, ARFFETIE ICU AEDOF L BHIEEOMNERE L L TE D THIT L7/ R, de-

escalation £ COIf[H & ICU AEOFMICHELRBEHEIIGRDO NN T b, 0%
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II/NENWEEZZ T D, F7o, de-escalation £ TORMICHEL 5 2 5 a[fetEN & 5 &0
SECOFHEE A AT ITHAAN TV RV RIC B IEERLETH D, b DERMBFERICE
DX BEGZLPEAWTHY , SORDMFEPLETH S, £7-. ADR DFEEIT,

HYEOZIFEROFLEIIE SV TEHME L7272, EORAEEIE 2 K LTV RV ATREMEDN
&%, PAF ZEfiAs ADR ARG DWW HFET 50 E 2 P BYNIFHMEid 572 012i%, &

B 5 BNFHENLETH D,

FSHT MG

ARFTIL, PAF Ol £ Y de-escalation F CTORFFNEMT 2 & 5 (G2 MREET 5 72
HIZ, L MRSA EMEABREITKT 5 PAF £l D%hF 4%, de-escalation £ TOREHEZ 7 7 k
7 LHEEE L TR L 72, ZOfEHE, BT MRSA 34 I EE 1254 % PAF M3, FREMIC
HERT 7 MO LB E 5252 £ 70< | de-escalation £ CORFMZ A EICHM L., 1
MRSA FEMEHBEBORDIT D775 Z &AW BT Ui, AUFERRIL. S TRk S L

72 ASTIZ X% PAF EliOF R EZ RTHT-ec BT v AZhb EEZBND,
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B2 EHEORN avA VU RENVELREBEREET S 7 e —F v — MO LT

IS BE D FRRE

il

BET

VCM [, MRSA IZ X D BEIYEDIEFRICIESHEH SN TWD 7Y a7 F FREEETH
% 0, MEOHE T, 24 FFH OZEY) i R R A HI# FEfE (area under the concentration-
time curve : AUC) & AEM DO i/ NEBFHIERRE  (minimum inhibitory concentration : MIC)
Dt (AUC/MIC) 73 VCM @ B IR 2 R 2 7 W % o o 7 38 &) fig / 3K )

(pharmacokinetics/pharmacodynamics : PK/PD) {8 CTdh 5 Z L ARSI TVN D 4148, 2D
W, wHOIDSA A RT A4 Tk, kD N7 7IRE (trough concentration : Cirough) # A
RGPV . AUC4/MIC 400 — 600 # HEE L L7172 AUC A ROREGEHELREL T D
O L., AUCu ZrtE T 51213, BHEEIOMEERB L OEHY 7 by =T 2EH LT
KBRS DL TH Y | 2L ORI EBRAEZET D52 815 Croun 7D AUC 4
ETHZEEBEME LT, Cuough & AUCy DEMRAZFRRIFIENZ < HE ST D, filx
1T, Clark 513, Ciougn 7 12 — 18 pg/mL DA, AUCx F 502 — 656 pug « h/mL [ZAHY 35 &
EERELTND O, X5, @EIEIZEBV T, Chouen> 10 ug/mL 73, AUC24>400 pg * h/mL
DOTHK T T D Z & DNEBDOMFETRIANTND 55, —J5 1 Cuough 1 VCM DOE D
FHIEFE L THHBILTVN D, Lodise D&, Cuougn 2% 20 pg/mL ZH % 5 & E @O Y 27
M33%EATHZLEWELTND P, EHIZ, AUC HA ROHEGOEBMEICE L Tn<
DIND A ZFRHT TV TN DS 5459 Tsutsuura 52 K DIITD A X FRHTTIE 3, 95%CI
MREWTZ, Al KON T, AUC A ROFEE-D Crougn A ROEEIZ
OB RSN TV, ZTNHOWMEELZET DL, AUC A ROFKENER L
DOBHDHBEICB VT H, Cuonn 10-20 pg/mL & HZ2 & L2 G FHI ~EOENE#E %

ForEzbND,
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HARA B G- S 3072 VEM @ 80% LA EAS . REBIR & L TR AICHRIE S dv, IRAIE W0
W A2 (T 72Tz D0 VEM OFRG-EITEBF ORI U TEMMET 2 0ER R & 5,
MHEFA LR IE 2 T T2 BB 2 B OBEEREEE BT 5. VCM Of 5 BiHEIATA
SHIFESNTEY (CCril Lo THES NG E ) 7 7 LRI ARETH L 1),
—7J5. CCr 7 50 mL/min & #8 % 5 B TlE, IMIXEOREERGETHDL 1 H2g (Thb
Ly REFHZ I 1 25, PIEHEGEE U CHEICRIRS NS W, LirL, EERBESC
DARBEFERGE LWL OO TiX, ARC, Ffin, BumfE?S, 2%¥EE (1 H2 g
OG54 BEERFRRER 2 R TE WY 27K ThHD EHEINTWD 5189, = h
DY AT RTIE, EYERETH S D VAP R b EHIE TRVWEFELALZD 7
WHEIZORAEL I D EEZDLNDN, TNEEMT 2HEIT 0TIy, — 5T, B
38 %8 (population pharmacokinetics : PPK) fEHT D F15 % FIVN T Crrougn (2 BE 35
DFFEMRTIE ST D, B2, LRSI PPK T L 0 . BHEREIEH B#E (CCr>100-
120 mL/min) D34, FEHER (120 ZL12 1g) DG TIE, Croun 28 10 pg/mL % FEIS
ZEERRUTEN O, RIS L Ip o T BE DI nTe D — AL ATREMEDRREEIZ A +43 T
HbH, IHIT, AHDIF, HEERERIRIEIEE (estimated glomerular filtration rate : eGFR) . 4F
i, BMI % TIK 7 & L CTHWT, eGFR A% 50 mL/min/1.73m? PA_F D FRFF Tk 2 S5 7o %
HREAZREST DD E 7 70 —F 28 L2 3, BGEREOMENT Tl 33.5% DK
FAZHBVUT Crough 25 10 pg/mL K& 725 Z E N TFRISNTEY . ZOREICITUE DR
NoHdHEEZBID, 12, Leu 1L, Crouen 2¥ 15-20 ug/mL Z LT H 720 OG- & / E
77 KEEZE L CCr 28 70 mL/min Z#8 2. 5 BEIZIZIVCM O 1 H 3 g Z#HELEL TW 5235,
TDOIETTEEANTVCM BHEZFFELIZBFED I B, 23.5% T Chouen 23 20 ug/mL %
BRIz ELTND, ZOXORERLHY | BIEREICRE SNRWEZEHT,
Curough & 1RIEHFIPHN (1020 pg/mL) ICHERF T 5729012, mAED VCM O ( >2¢/H)

ML 725 B8 % X0 IEREICTHIT 2 FIENRRD TV 5,
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AMFFETIE, CCr 7 50 mL/min VA LD #BE T, SHED VCM NLERBE L2 TFHIT 5
FTEBEL, TONy A TEERETDHZEEAME Lz, £/, Hy M7 HEICESH
ST 7 v —F ¥ — &R L, O 7 a—F v — FOF A E RO T — 4

Z VTR L 72,

2 Ik

1. fEAEE

AR TR R GRS RAT S - B AR AR AR OKR T Ei L7z UK
BT 1 2529), HRABRIIAT R 7 U P HFANTITV, HERENPLOERCLDAN V74—
AR arby MIEK LT, o, BFEIZ 1964 FO~L Y R EEE L NEORLET

S VI A BEELYEI e - TS L7z,

2. WHRTVA v LBE

ABFFEIL, UBE CTHEE SNt AR X B TH D, 2016424 A6 201743 AL T
DIZ VEM Z kN G- S W72 BF D 5 B VCM &5 E RO Cockeroft-Gault 2 THERE L
77 vrF=227 177 A (estimated creatinine clearance : eCCr) 7% 50 mL/min LA C&
D AR L 1 ENXEFIREEIZE T D VCM D Chouen BNHIE SNTZBEEZRIRE LT,
BRAMEHEILL F O TdH D ¢ 1) 18 Am DO BE, 2) VM #5B6E 5 2 B LANICHRPI O
Cirough 2NHITE S VT2 566060 3) FAlID Crrougn MIE RN VCM OG- wNE T I 78
H. 4) VCM TR IS B HRE N A S Lo B3, BHEOLTIE, MiEs L7 F =1 (serum
creatinine : SCr) 2% VCM #G-Bibath 7 HLAPIZIEYEED S 1.5 500 BHIN, E 7213 48 I
LA FEYENE 2> 5 0.3 mg/dL LLEHEIN & 2% L. Kidney Disease: Improving Global Outcomes

(KDIGO) HA RTA N7z 9,

KRBED I B, 2016 44 A5 2016 429 H £ TIZ VEM 25 SN HB&E1X, 77—
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F v — FOBFEOT- DD 7 N—T (FEMEE) 12, 2016 4E 10 A 225 2017 4E 3 A £ TIZ VCM
ARG INTZEAEL, 7 —F v — O THBERIEO OO 7 /V—7" (FRGERE) 22

nEY L THNTIZ,

3. T—HXINEE
s, MERI, AR KE (body weight : BW), BMI, SCr, VCM ¥:5- 8, B L' VCM
D Cuough & EBEHOBEGED G L7z, eCCr (X, Cockcroft-Gault 2 (1) 1ZHASWN T,

VCM OG- ERNIHIE Stz SCr il DWW TEHR L7 %),

eCCr [mL/min] = (140 — Age [years]) x BW [kg]/(72 x SCr [mg/dL]) - - -z 1

LAEBH OB, ST 0.85 AR LI,

7B, EREFIZBWT, 1 TR SIS eCCr 135EFED CCr i KT 2 2 £ 2VR S
NTWD 728 36 BMI A3 30 kg/m? LA E D R3S D eCCr ZFHE T HBI21E, LLFOH 2
THH SN2 P8 S - FAATE (adjusted ideal body weight : AIBW) ZEHI L 6, &1 D

BW % AIBW |[Zi& X#12 7= 64,

AIBW[kg] = IBW[kg] + 0.4 x (BW — IBW) - - - &2

ZZT, IBWITLLFORX (RU3A, 3B) TR EINI-HAEKETH D,

IBW (Male) [kg] = 50.0 + 0.9 x (height [cm] — 152.4) - - - Z(3A

IBW (Female) [kg] = 45.5 + 0.9 x (height [cm] — 152.4) - - - 3B
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4. EHEBLOEEHEROER

AMFFETIEL. Crrougn Z 10 pg/mL LA EICHERF T 5 72 DT EL 72 VCM O H- &I HADUN T
BELZ AR CEERERED 2 DIC LT, Thib, EFIREBIZE VT Croun % 10
pg/mL LA BICHERFT 5 72 DI B VEM OG-8 1 BdH72 0 2 g LN O EE 2 1R
B, 170 2g B2 58 BI2IE, 12 WM 15g £/ 8 I EIC 1g) DNSE
RBEEEAERE L TR L, AT, [ UREET 3 AU BT TR E SN 7&ICH
5 AVTZ Cuough & EFIRBEDAE & 2272 U, TEHFIKEE T D Curougn MHIE STV R WEECHIE
T2 Curougn A TIAREHLME (1020 pg/mL) Z LTS A IR, A AHEEVE (bayesian
estimation : BE) % JHWT, EHIRAE TP Crrougn Z TEFEHLHNITHERF T~ 5 T2 DI EE 2 VEM
BB A R Lz, BEIZX 2f#HTI21%, SHIONOGI-VCM-TDM E-edition ver. 2.04 ¥ 7 k7
= 7 (HEE RIS, AAR) 2@ H L 9, VCM ORHE W ENRE/XT A — % X Rodvold

5 O 2 F 7z 0,

5. RIERSHT
FIREI/N—T 4 > a = IS SREARGHTIL, IMP ver. 14.2.0 (SAS Institute Inc., NC,
USA) ZHHW T T Tz, BAEER VAT 4 v 7 RIRONT CHE & 72> TR 2 R EARGHTIZ

ST, Fl-. J— RINOBRFEEMN 20 R3EIC /0o 7 BRI 25 1k LT,

6. 7 m—F v — MO L HRFE

FRNTEED DAF DIV B 2R EARIC SO T, B R VCM B E R BE 2 e+ 57
HOTa—F % — FEWHE LT, TO%, BRARHC 7 v —F v — b A U, R, FRREE
BtERH =8 (positive predictive value : PPV) | [2MERIH 3 (negative predictive value : NPV)
BtEREEEL (positive likelihood ratio : PLR) . [P UL (negative likelihood ratio : NLR) %

R L,
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7. WREHENT

FRATRE & RRAIERE, o ) Bkds L OV UE ] SR ] o0 JB R ME & Ll 5 729010 e 84021
GOt REE LYY« BA vy h=—D U REEZAW, 73V =BT A =
Febp i & Tz,

HAERBIOZEER VAT 1 v 7 ElRatra <, mHEEE 2 T3 287Er 7
K Z2HE LTz, BEOHEITIBUNT VEM @ Cyough MEME (< 10 pg/mL) & 725 Z L2
W5 K& A RMATICE D, AR L 2o TE2REASH TOTRIKF & L THEH
L7z AR, BT TP <01 &R0t /F 2B ERER VAT 4 v 7 BESHT (X7
I A RE) A\ZE D, EOREREPIERIHT ORGSR & Lol LTz, BB OMSINE & fefk
T HOI, FMIAEKEMCBIT D ET Y o OMBEREE RS 2 & T, ZEIHRIEZ R
L7z,

TRCOFEMEREIIHEUBRETH Y. P<0.05 ZHFICAHE E Lz, IREARDSH 2

< AWFFE D EHENTIZ. SPSS ver. 24.0 (IBM, Armonk, NY) % F\C 50 L 7=,

1. BEOHERER
TR VEM D52 %20 kg EEZ 72 L7z 371 AOBED 5B 272 AHWF
ot LCHit Sz, 272 ADEED 5 B, 146 AMRMTRE (B ERE - n=49, 1EXEH
B 0 n=97), 126 AAMREERE (& R : n=50, EEHEAERE : n=76) IZHIV M THh/ (X
7o 35 ITHENTRES L OMRAEREICHI D M CHONTBE ORI Z R Uiz, MEERED SCr B X
W eCCr BRNTHEL U b A RIZE Mo 72h, MOHBIXFERORE R TH 72, Flis, BW
BMI, #J[E] TDM £ TO HE, HIEID Cuough. 2HEFL AE S5 EYHBALICA BT 2 )

572, BE [ZENTHED 59 N (40.4%) B L ORRGERED 62 N (492%) (=i A L,
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371 patients assessed for eligibility

99 Excluded
Age of patients was < 18 years old: 53
Serum creatinine fluctuated: 24
TDM was conducted within 2 days from initial dose: 21
VCM dose was changed before first TDM: 1

A 4

272 patients included in the study

Y A 4

146 patients assigned 126 patients assigned
to estimation set to validation set
A 4 y
High-dose Standard-dose High-dose Standard-dose
49 patients 97 patients 50 patients 76 patients

7. BEBERO 7o —Fy— |k

37



# 5. fRATHE & MGEREIC 31T S A R

Estimation set Validation set
Characteristics P value
(n=146) (n=126)
Male, n (%) 96 (65.8) 74 (58.7) 0.233
Age [years]? 60.7+15.0 57.8+17.8 0.146
BW [kg]* 58.3+12.9 56.6 + 14.1 0.615
BMI [kg/m?]? 21.9+3.9 21.5+438 0.459
SCr [mg/dL]? 0.69 £0.23 0.63 +0.24 0.025
eCCr [mL/min]? 95.9+43.8 109.6 =60.3 0.034
Initial VCM dose 0.049
n® 11 (10/1/0) 19 (17/2/0)
> 2 g/day
range [g/day] 2.5-4 2.25-3.75
n® 108 (0/107/1) 77 (0/77/0)
=2 g/day
range [g/day] NAd NAd
n® 27 (1/19/7) 30 (2/23/5)
<2 g/day
range [g/day] 1-1.6 0.5-1.5
Days until First TDM [days]° 4 (2-7) 3 (2-6) 0.334
First Cirougn [tg/mL]?
All patients 13.0+£6.0 12.1+54 0.185
> 2 g/day 13.2+3.5 13.6 4.1 0.821
=2 g/day 13.3+6.1 11.6+5.5 0.056
<2 g/day 11.8+6.6 123 +5.7 0.743
BE conducted, n (%) 59 (40.4) 62 (49.2) 0.146
Clinical department, n 0.890
Hematology 27 19
Gastroenterology 13 10
Cardiology 12 12
Orthopedics 11 9
Neurosurgery 12 15
Cardiac surgery 9 5
Other 62 56
Suspected infection sites, n 0.246
CRBSI 25 27
FN 25 16
SSI 24 20
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Pneumonia 12 10

Peritonitis 10 1
Cholangitis 9 6
UTI 6 4
Cellulitis 5 5
Others 30 37

LT EEEARERETTT

HEMRNORFE., BRERBIEN TN TN 8 K. 12 K. TOMDEERETRT,
CTF—AEHRRIE (FEEH) TRY.

4= g/day BN EEBEN—HIZ 2 g/day D VCM 2R EShi-f=-HZ LG L,
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2. HEBBIOZEER VAT v 7RG

61T, TEEICHIV Y CONTBEOREA £ L O, mMERLEENER L O T
s, BW, BMI, SCr. BX W eCCrIZAETAENRD bz, FRFRICRBITFHET VD
MR 2 RD7- L Z A, BW & BMI ORIHRWVIEOER (=0.842) 2Eigishiz, £&
HHRED YV R 7 BT D722, BW & BMI # Z N ENBI 4 ICEEER VAT 4 v 7 A
ST L7223, #RIZFE T TH Y | v & eCCr 23 M ERECK T 2L L 72K+ &

L CHit s,
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F 6. RITHEICIIT D AR « ZEE0 VAT ¢ v 7 [BURoHT
. All patients High-dose Standard-dose P value
Characteristics - _ _
(n=146) (n=49) (n=97) Univariate Multivariate
Male, n (%) 96 (65.8) 31 (63.3) 65 (67.0) 0.653
Age [years]? 60.7 £15.0 52.0+15.2 65.0+12.9 <0.001 0.020
BW [kg]? 583+12.9 63.1 +13.7 55.8+11.9 0.002 -
BMI [kg/m?]* 21.9+3.9 231443 213+35 0.011 ;
SCr [mg/dL]J* 0.69 +£0.23 0.62+0.19 0.73+£0.24 0.003 -
eCCr [mL/min]? 959 +43.8 123.0+40.4 82.2+38.9 <0.001 0.001
Initial VCM dose, n® <0.001
> 2 g/day 11 (10/1/0) 11 (10/1/0) 0 (0/0/0)
=2 g/day 108 (0/107/1) 34 (0/34/0) 74 (0/73/1)
<2 g/day 27 (1/19/7) 4 (1/2/1) 23 (0/17/6)
Day until first TDM [days]® 4 (2-7) 3(2-7) 4 (3-6) 0.213
First Ctrough [ug/mL]a
All patients 13.0£6.0 8.2+3.8 15.5+£5.5 <0.001
> 2 g/day 133435 133+3.5 - -
=2 g/day 13.3+6.1 6.8+2.1 16.3+4.9 <0.001
<2 g/day 11.8+6.7 58435 12.8+6.5 0.047
BE conducted, n (%) 59 (40.4) 33 (67.3) 26 (26.8) <0.001

AR EEERECRT .
¥4 (ShR{E (BE) TRY,

PIEIMROBFE., REMARNIEMSENEN S B, 12 K. TOMDEERZEZTT,
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3. REARSHT

WRIERDITC L D@ GEREOTHE N > A THEOHEE 2 X 8 1R LTz, #Hil S 417z 4
DOOER (s, BW, SCr, 3LV eCCr) O 96, ik eCCr 3AF R THINF & L TH
ESI, TNOOMRIIZERER VAT ¢ v 7 ERSHIT (F6) ORERL—H LIz, HEEH
ARl & eCCr 2 L= 4 DY T I N—F (77 N—TF 1,3, 5, BLU6) ITHHES
iz (K8), IMP V7 ko =T X, ¥ 77 —71, 3BLUS5, 6 DEEEZNZNIEYE
FERERS L O A &R S U CHBC T LT, MATRED RS, FR¥E . PPV, NPV, PLR,

BELOINLR 1T, Z1F1 69.4, 89.7, 773, 853%. 6.74, BLV034 TH-o7= (F£7),
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All patients
; B righdose
Standard-dose

Count a2 LogWorth
146 186.32081  13.476967

Subgroup 1 | | Subgroup 2
eCCr <81.3 mL/min eCCr 281.3 mL/min

Count G2 Count (e LogWorth
74 41647472 72 97.073553  2.8160594

[

Subgroup 3 [ | Subgroup 4

Age <58 years

Count G? LogWorth
44 47.16447 2.2675993

28 35.164729

Subgroup 5 | Subgroup 6
eCCr <133.3 mL/min eCCr 2133.3 mL/min

Count G2
26 34.646479 18 0

B 8. IRERDHTIC K DG EFEO TR & Ty M A 7 HOHEE

3DODBE 2 DDFARTF (F#iL eCCr) EHOREADMMOERETR LIz, 2BIOH Y A DEIL.
LogWorth R KIET B LICK>TRESN D, Q2EIFEY TV IL—TDZ U FLEETT (G2=0 [£5E
LERBEEEKRT D). READHOHER. cCCr A FREFD by TT, EWHNETNICHE L S EABASHIC

Hot=,

43



K 7. RTERGHTI IS  fRHTEED 73 EIFR

Decision flowchart

High-dose Standard-dose  Total
High-dose 34 15 49
Observed
Standard-dose 10 87 97
Total 44 102 146

LR - 69.4%. $HEME : 89.7%. PPV : 77.3%. NPV : 85.3%. PLR : 6.74. NLR : 0.34,
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4. 7wv—F v — O L BEE

REARZHT OREFRATIEDN T, eCCr & Filin 2 I LIEEM R 7o —F v — b 2 gi L
7= (X9), RERSHTOYT 7 /—74 (eCCr %3 81.3 mL/min LA = CTHHID 58 i AT D A
F)IWZBWTIMP Y7 by =27 O7 3 Y RAZHSE 1333 mL/min ZREE LTH 7
IN—T5BLO6ICIBIIHBILER (K8), 7u—F v — Tk, EMELEG LY
T I N—T 4 ThHEE DT,

WIT, 7 —F v — b EREERHICEN L7z, BEEREOBFEH RE, £5BLUKBITRL
2o MREEREIC I 1T 2 i H Bods K OMEME R B[] C. 4Ffis. BW. SCr. CCr, 3 X UWIH vCM
BHEBICAEENRBO LN (R 8), ZNOORRIL, MTEEN TR INIFR & FERT
bole, ZOT7H—F v —  ORGERFICT 2 8RE, K52 PPV, NPV, PLR, ¥ JU'NLR

X, ENEIT6.0, 85.5, 77.6, 844%, 524, BLTV 028 ThH-o7z (£9),
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START Patients need VCM administration
|

Check eCCr
I
eCCr <81.3 mL/min eCCr 281.3 mL/min
|
Check Age
|
Age 258 years Age <58 years
A 4 A 4
Standard-dose High-dose
DECISION <2 g/day 3 g/day (1.5 g twice daily)

9. MHE VCM BN BE BN T 720D 7 —F v — |

AT O—F ¥ — k&, eCCr HY 50 mL/min LA EDBEITFERT 51O ICVERL L f=. FHHY 58 MKl T eCCr
¥ 81.3~133.3 mL/min DEFE.3gHD VCM i 5 I N1-HE . FEHY 58 MK T eCCr A 133.3 mL/min
FHBADBEELVIBEREDIRINTL, LIzA>T. COLSLGEFICIE, BFEOKREIZIGL T2y
BO®BENEREEIND,
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* 8. MR O BH =

Characterisics All patients High-dose Standard-dose Pvalue
(n=126) (n=50) (n=76)
Male, n (%) 74 (58.7) 25 (50.0) 49 (64.5) 0.331
Age [years]? 57.8+£17.8 46.5+ 14.6 65.1 £15.5 <0.001
BW [kg]? 56.6 + 14.1 60.8 +15.1 539+ 12.7 0.009
BMI [kg/m?]? 21.5+48 22.5+£5.7 20.9+4.0 0.096
SCr [mg/dL]? 0.63+0.24 0.54+0.20 0.69 +0.25 < 0.001
eCCr [mL/min]? 109.6 £ 60.3 145.8 £56.4 85.9+50.3 <0.001
Initial VCM dose, n® <0.001
> 2 g/day 19 (17/2/0) 16 (14/2/0) 3 (3/0/0)
=2 g/day 77 (0/77/0) 29 (0/29/0) 48 (0/48/0)
<2 g/day 30 (2/23/5) 5(1/4/0) 25 (1/19/5)
Days until first TDM [days]® 3(2-6) 33-9) 3(2-6) 0.962
First Cirougn [ptg/mL]?
All patients 12.1+54 8.5+£42 144+438 < 0.001
> 2 g/day 13.6 +4.1 13.0+4.0 16.8 +4.0 0.140
=2 g/day 11.6+5.5 6.8+2.1 14.6 £4.38 <0.001
<2 g/day 12.3+£5.7 4.6+2.1 13.9+49 <0.001
BE conducted, n (%) 62 (49.2) 30 (60.0) 32 (42.1) 0.049

A G EAEERE TR,
toBERERT,
cF—AEthR{E (FEE) TRY.

CHEINOBFIE, BERRLEL, L ENEN 8 FFfE, 12 BfE, £D
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# 9. IREARHTITH < BRRERED 73 EIFR

Decision flowchart

High-dose Standard-dose Total
High-dose 38 12 50
Observed
Standard-dose 11 65 76
Total 49 77 126

R - 76.0%. FEE : 85.5%. PPV : 77.6%. NPV : 84.4%. PLR : 524, NLR : 0.28,
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FAH B

AWFIETIL, FHi L eCCr 25812, @mAE Bg/H) O VCM BHUELE S b a2 T3
LD T7n—F v — M LIz, Kyve—F v — M REEEICEA LZ & 2
AH. EWVKEETEHED VEM BEE SN LBHELZ THITE 5 2 & 2R Lz, RO
KRB TIE, 36.4% (99/272) DEEPEHERICHH I LI, ZOREED 5 eCCr50 mL/min
PLEORFED 364%0, EHERED VCM Qg/H) THHRFEIND L, AERE (T2bb,
Curough 10 pg/mL i) 1272 5 ATREMED B D

¥ H1x, eCCr 23 50 mL/min L EDEFE D 5 6 31%53, HH¥EHED VCEM 2g/H) 05
#. Curough 10 ug/mL (ZEE LR Do 72 EMIE LT 19, F£72, Rosini 5%, F#) BW (87 kg)
ZHNT 2.6 g HOBEREIZH Y2 15 mgkg O VCM % 12 Bl Z & 105 L, 36 Bl ¥
A I UTITBNT, 9 40%D BFE T Chouen 25 10 pg/mL [ZE Lo/ 2 E2HELTHD
6%, eGFR 7% 90 mL/min/1.73m? L EDOBEFE AR L LR TH, [FEROFRER B HE ST
W5 O, T HORERIE. AIFEORERE L TEY, £< DEE T Croun & 10 pg/mL
BT 57-DICmHED VEM B ETH L Z 2R LTV D,

AWFFEIZF T, AT eCCr A% 81.3 mL/min L EOBE TCOLEE R TRINTTH -7

(1 8), 4F#i & Cuougn IMED AR Z RTINS ODOHENH D, Revilla HIE, 65 AN T
eCCr 7% 60 mL/min Z 8 2 2 BIEERE I LT, 2g/HD VCM 2% 5. L7=546. BIEET5
PK/PD /37 A —% (AUCw/MIC >400) Z ik L72BFIL334% IR E-72Z L oA LT
WD 0, Fo, AHDBIE<50 5D Crough IKIED U A7 KFThHolo bmELTND 7D, L
23U, eCCr |ZIRMF L TR DO BN 2 5 Z L1, RSO TR LR TH 5,
eCCr [ ZRAF U TR DS BEN R I DIRIRIZH D A T = X NI AR TH DA, eCCr 23 @V V&
i OB HERE O KEHI S E AT BB G- L TV B ATHEMENN & 5, BEDIFFETIL, Mg T
IR EOHANC LY 7 LT F =V READRED L. £OREE, SCr BRI S D eCCr A

EEROEHERE 21 KEM 9 2 23 H 5 LRSI TV D 7, eCCr 23 81.3 mL/min UL LD &
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lnBEICBIT D SCr RMEIX, BHREOHM IV bR EOJD 2 Rk L T2 FTREMED &
D, TNHDOERED eCCr & EEOBFEEE & OTEMEL eCCr A% 81.3 mL/min A D HB3E L Y
bREVWEZZDBND,

FEATEE & BEERE CIXBBA TRV DD DEWRH o 7228 (5 5) . MAEEECE T 5 PPV
E NPV IZZENTILT7.6% & 84.4% T V) | FENTIEDIE (77.3%F LT 85.3%) & [AIFEEE D
RThoTz, ZORERIT, AFETHBEEINTZ 70 —F ¥ — bOTFRIPED & S & EfEE % 7R
LTS, SHLOMRE LK D LD, RO T m—F v — MI KRG DY 27
W< (22.7%vs 15.8%) . D FED U X7 MR (14.7% vs 33.5%) . & A 8 RFHT 2
IR TH L, 7 7 —7"5 (58 Alifi, eCCr81.3-133.3 mL/min DEF) 25—k
WCEHEREE LTSN ER—D2DEEMEE L TELbND, EBE, T 7 L—75

(45 < 58 %, CCr81-—133 mL/min) OEH ZAFHEM & LHIlr L7256, PPV & NPV 3%
NZEI 86.2% (WAFED Y X773 13.8%) & 742% (GEDEE DY X778 258%) T4 D
D, SIHLOWMETRINTHRITESN (£ 10), VCM O EZ i KEHET 5 2 L1
LY. APEBEEE (acute kidney injury : AKI) @V 27 3 LR 5 ATHEMEN & 5%, AHFZE
TRLIZZ7e—F ¥y — M HFBKRICEH L7 ED AKL DY RV IZAHTHL, DT
B, VCM #5-BEOH T, FHZ TRPEMRN YT 7 — 7 S ITH SN BE K2 D7

0 —F v — b & D BRI, W G- AT D T DI EERREI AL TH D, M8 1T
AT LI, T IA—T 5 OEHEBLOFEENEOEEZEOEGITENEN 61.5%&
385% T o7, Tbb, V77 N—7 5ITHBHINLBHFITK L T—HRIZ VEM3 g/H A
BIRSINTZGA. K 40%DEEDEEEG OV A7 ICE L INDAREERH D, Lizn-
T, 77 0—=75 0REIE, BEOER B PAER, Ly =a—Y AHER, 7
X/ 7Y ay R, PIPC/TAZ 72 E DB EHMED B 234 & OFFH) IS U T, 2g/HOHEE K
NTOMERH D, IHIZ, VCM ICBIE L7 AKT X, #IRE G5 4 H HURRICRAT S

BHIRAH D Z ERHRESNLTNDIZD 7, JREbAA 3~4 HBIC TDM 2% L, &%
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FETHZ LT, AKID Y A7 ZH/NNRIZIA D Z LRI TE 2,

AW T, BEOMIRIZEEDN T, JEEH Cuongn & 10 — 20 pg/mL & EFK L7250, L
DU, DO IDSA A RT7A Tk, BHED Y 27 Zi/NMRICIZ 5729, 15ug/mL %
2 72 Crougn ITHERE S 72 < 725 TN D 4, F72, Oda &35, eGFR > 60 mL/min/1.73 m?
DT AUC4 % 400 — 560 (ZHERFT 2 72 DI B2 HETE Crrough 13 9.3 — 14.8 ug/mL TH 5
EHELTWD D, ZhoDRIEOWEZZBRT D L. Crougn 10— 15 pug/mL 1E, AUC4/MIC
OFHHEEE & L COBKRMMIENRH D &5 2 D03, Cuough 15 — 20 pg/mL 1T AKI DU A7 %
WIS LR H Y | BT DHXETH D, —FH T, KRBT, mHERICHES
AT BB DY Crougn 13, HEERE & MRAEREDO M 7 C 2 g/ H DL &EIZ%F L T 6.8 png/mL Th
ST, LEEMR->T, HE5EEZ 3gHICHECLTYH, Choun 1EEA E LT 1015 pg/mL O#iPH
WICHIEICE L EHfEE SN D, IRIC3 g HTREL7EELTH, Cuoun 23 10 — 15 pg/mL 12
BEUZ AKIDOY 27 IHRNEEZZ DML, Fxr D7 —F ¥ — M TERAERLE LT
S SNIZBFITIE, VEM 3 g/ BRSNS (K 9), HEEKTIZ, VCM 1 g & 8 Il
ZE (AH3ME) £2F15gx REFMIE (1 H2F) 25, VCM OEHGORG S L 55
fr (0.5g//5A TIV) ZEELIEEFIETHL, L, RYBIEFORIIES L]
H2moOEE (15 g12 Rl ZE) X, 1 H3IBOEEG (1 g8IFHIITE) KU B Cuown 2ME
D7D, 15gR2FHI L ZBIRT LN L2TH D L Bbhsd,

AIFFRNNTIN L DD IRA DD D, 3, AWFFRITHMA D% AR S BRI THH 720
B LW A 7 ANFIET D AR & 0 | A F O 2 4P E LR PR CHER L T
WS ARETH D, BAT AU TR A RNERL L ENETRHE L Th7vy, Ll
EAERE (VCM>2g/H) DO Cuougn 23 15 ng/mL AR5 (FRHTRETIE 13.3+3.5 pg/mL, R
AFRECIE 13.044.0 pg/mL (£ 6,8)) TH oM Enh, BEMEO U 27 XFFR#EHENTH D
LEZDBND, F=AT BRER OUILEDOZM B NEETH - 7272 d | IREARZHTIZIB N T,

BEMIE % Cuougn @ THIE - & L CRHIi TE TWRWENZEIT b5, £D7D, ILIEDRE
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B AR LT BRSNS % OISR TREL L 72 5, I, @] =i & e & 23003
5729012, BEZBEOYHICK L CHEA L ER%Tond, Lol KFRICE EN
% B 13 eCCr 78 50 mL/min LA ETH Y | inRBEER D2 < &b 3 AEITHRAID Crougn 231
ESNTWZ &b, BEOFERITEEEDNH D B2 bd, HILIC, AFEICEENR
LEBEFEFO—T 4 R—=X &2 TN ERFF oS, RIFETIZERFIRED
Chough ZHFA L TWBHZ0, 0 —F 4 7 F—=XZZF-HREICH 2 HOFR G HART 0
—F ¥ — MW EB X DN, v—T 4 7 N—RX&ZF 7 BE T LzREo T3

PEREZ /R TIZIE S DR DN LETH D,

52



#10. Y77 N—7"5 ZFEREHERE L U CHIWT L 72RO REERE O 5 FIF

Decision flowchart

High-dose Standard-dose Total
High-dose 25 25 50
Observed
Standard-dose 4 72 76
Total 29 97 126

BRI 50.0%., $5EE : 94.7%. PPV : 86.2%. NPV : 742%. PLR : 9.43, NLR : 0.53,
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BSHEI /NG

AFETIE, eCCr 28 50 mL/min LA EOBEZ R, SHE (>2g/H) O VCM B4
BEEZTUTHRFEZREL, OO0y NATHEZRET HZ L2 BT Z2{To7-, &
Too By NAZEICESWEfiGH R 7 e —F ¥y — FEBBE L, 07 r—F v — FOFH
MAEBGEREO T — 2 %2 W TRl L7=, £ DOF5HR. eCCr EFlmx W7 —F v — LoD
BRI L=, A7 B —F v— FiE, eCCr 2% 50 mL/min L LD EBF 2BV T VEM O H

BENEOEBHIHEKT 2 B2 605,

54



H3E TV axXTTF NEEM Enterococcus faecium WIMIEIZISIT B3 a~A 2 Txt

HFA AT T = O A 2T & T IEL P LS

il

BET

Enterococcus |ZEN DO ELLE TH 205, ENERE 2 T OLICHEBRERGYEZ ] S 2
T ENDHDH Y, Enterococcus PMEIZ BT 2L THRIT, 20-40%ThH 5 & HE STV
% 7078), European Antimicrobial Resistance Surveillance System (EARSS) 7 —# X— & |21 5
& . Enterococcus faecium (E.faecium) T MUIE DIEFIEIL, 2002 42> 5 2008 4D M2 20H(IZ
WAL, FREIEINEIT 193% Th o722 L BWE SN TEY | E. faecium W IMAEIZ xS 2 i
DI IG RO BEBERFE > TND 7,

E. faecium |3 MEDIENT VCM IZTHMED E. faecium (vancomycin-resistant Enterococcus
faecium : VREF) & GSEF O (T 2 DI2431F Hav, F§IZ VREF OB IFEIC L > TRE 24
Wod CKE :>70%0, F—r /3 16.8%, HHE : 34.0%%, HA :1.4%%), ZHLET
(2. E. faecium BEMIEIZKT HHIEEOGINECBE L CTEL ORERH LB, TDIZEAL
TEKED S OHAET, VREF IZERZYTTND 3, ZHCx LT, 7¥7ed—n v/ T
E. faecium B IMLE DREF DK% 58 % GSEF FHMUAEIZI 1T 5, IR DA T DU
TOTET VU RIRT45 T D 8189,

BEOmWZET U ZIEARELTVWD DD, VCM IZERTORERS PK/PD g, X Win
vitro TOEMEIZHAWN T, GSEF WILERROFERER L S Tunvg 2020, LarL, VCM I

FIEDOBENEmN I LR BTG 2, REE, D A Z T Tk, VCM L7 Y =
~T7F FRHMRSA $EE DT, VCM IZB#S 5 AKI OFH%F U A 713245 Th-o72Z

EDRHE SN TS 2, LZD & DAP &, GSEF HIIUE DIARERGEAIIC /2 528 8680 Z b
OHIEREIL VREF HIMEIGOAZPEICBI L CTHX T 25 RSIME STl 868889

GSEF HME DRI & U TR CEBICEH TCE a0 EEmoastind o, £72. 2o
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OHIEEI TR A072 ADR 28 0 . LZD Tl MBIV IE, DAP TIEZ L7 F 2R AR
Fh—¥ EABHESNTND 0, L3> T, VCM I 2 2R TR e K
LTS,

TEIC 1 VCM X Y & Enterococcus \Zxt3 % in vitro IEVEDR E < . I BN E W20 1
H 1 BOBRENRARETHL Z b, 3—r vy "BIXOHARZETLT 7 KPEFEHIE TR
HAENTWD D), XN CIX, TEIC IX MRSA JEYYEDIRFIZEH T VCM & [F%D
AIMEZFOZT T2 <, VCM £ 0 8 BHEENMENZ ERHRESNTWD P, o, lE
D% AWM EWZETIL, Enterococcus (= X 2 G LNIEIR DIEFRIZF T, TEIC OA A%
DRINTND 2, LnL, ZOWERITY T YA XD/NS < Enterococcus faecalis &%
GUED R, B2 5D Tz, & BT FHEMRHT T i3 GSEF & MUE O R RERJR 2B L T TEIC
& VCM OMICH B ZATRD GBIz, MBI AR5 ThHY | ORI HONT
HEHE L TN E W) RENRH 72 20, Fxr OMBERY . GSEF HIMEDIEHRIZHB T,
TEIC OF M & B et % +5r it ) & R OIEHPE 2k — MIFJE T VCM & ik L7 #t
BITFFE LRV,

ARFFETIX, GSEF B IMAEDTEFRIZISWN T, TEIC 25 VCM IZKF L CTHZMED T TIEL M,

B TEMETH L EIEL, ZOEARGEST 22 &2 HE L7z,

H2E Tk

1. B E

ABFFEIT AR R PR E R IR - B ER AR B OB A =T Fhi L7z Ok
RET 1 2529), HWRABIZAT FT U ATV, FEENSLOFHICL DM T +—
LR arty MIE L., £700 AKIFEIZ 1964 O~V Y o FEFE L OZE ORKET

ST RBLLAE > THEME LT,
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2. WIRTYA

AMFZEIEL, 2009 44 H 1 HnS 2021 429 H 30 H £ COMIMIT, GSEF B MLAEDIAHIC
BT % TEIC OFRME L ZeMEZ VCM &R LT A& IES R — MIETH 5, 4
BEIZ I T, BFEHIf O BC BtEE U 2 Rt A7e< &% 18] GSEF BGtE L e o7
BEZHE Uz, ®F503 18 L 24>2 BC T GSEF 28 1 [BILLEEE 70 | Dl &b 48
i TEIC £721% VEM I X D16 &2 728 & L=, GSEF WLEX, 7 vV Ui
P73 TEIC 38 L OV VEM &S MED E. faecium H3 1 [HLA D BC TPk E 220 . 3% THF
FEITELD EAHE SN D YL KIS T 2 B O K OYER D & 556 L ER LTz %6
N, 7o, EEERIEATHEE LR L Lz, GSEF HIIEDEEKOBRENH 5 BET
T RHIDOTE Y — FOBAE R E LT, AWFFETIE, T Ok EE 222 &
TEFN RN B L 22 W B CHUA RO B2 e BF 2RI Ly 7 H D 2 S0

M &8 E L7,

3. T—HINE
LUF ORGRNE & BE G R A SR DIE L7z - i, YA, K. BW, EYEOXS)
(T HPRHE & 72 1 3BEPNIRYY) | PIPC/TAZ F 713 OB B IO, ICU AEDOFHE, A0F
JiE . Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCI). Pitt ILEA 27, BLOHMAET —4 (SCr, IiF7T
NT I, ~NETSRE Y, MEEE Y ALY, MiER#ZEZEFE (blood urea nitrogen : BUN)
C SUGHES > 737 '8 (c-reactive protein : CRP), 3 KX OVAIMLER (white blood cell : WBC) | 4f
HERfx 45 (absolute neutrophil count : ANC) 38 KON/ IMEED) . 2406 OERRE#® & BE Y
sulE, GSEF Btk & 72 o 72 fefl] 0 BC D3I S Ve B £ 72132 DERTO ISRk S e T —
ZEAH LTz, TR & BENEYRIX. GSEF [ & 72 5 72 BC NI #ICEE S 117z H i
RE LT, TRENARLE 48 BFHILA, 48 BFFILIFE & L TEFR L7 eGFR X, A AEE =

DHELEL TV B EHRAZHWCEE L2 92, i ERJEMEIZ. ANC 23 500 cells/mm? i &
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EF LTz 9, R4, GSEF BAMEDRAID BC 235 HALDHTO 30 HEIC, A AL
L RS, Iy =a— U VIERISH D WDIEa LT a R T a A REETaEmiE s
B ENBE L LTERLE ¥, HOEOREIRIL, MAEYFIE X OWR A HEE
SWTEEF L7, BRI TEIC £7213 VEM M G- S8 & LTEs L, B
Bo=ay hu— (B NEREREITYEREIE G RAERITILE R L —2 B3RO
ODFIRA 7 — 7 L OBRE) 12, BRI ER SN T2b DL UES RS —YEET 7Y
— Rv UL LTEHR LI, SHIZ,VCM B X TEIC OEFIRAED Chouen (VCM F 721X TEIC
DORtEH D72 < &b 3 BRRICHIE) %, AUC OB & L CIUE L=, VCM 3 X Y TEIC
D BEE Cuough (F. HA KT A L OHEREZHES T, ZHZ 4 10-20 pg/mL 35 K OV 1530 pg/mL
IZRRE L7z 1399, HEEOMEFEEERN T A 74 2 Tld, VEM 37 Y a7 F FEst
HIC LD BEIYEDS — P L L THERR S LT 523, TEIC & VCM OREEIE L L CHliliR
MSHEREINTWAD, LA - T, TEIC £721% VCM ORRIT, EREOKREICERONR
oo MPETIEL, BRREICIS Ul U3 G & A RE/ERR L TRV | BB EF BF I3 L
TROFBGENPHEREINTWD (VEM 1FHIEIe—TF ¢ > 7 & LT 20 - 25 mg/kg THE G- L,
Z D% 1000 mg/body DHEFFFH B A %5345, TEIC 1%, BHEREICRRRL . n—F 4 7L
L CHRYIO2 BRI 8 — 10 mgkg Z# 35 L, 3 HELKERIZ1 B 1B, 6 mgkg %59
5.)e 12720, EREORERIIEIREDOIKEIC L > TRE S/, TEIC 7213 VCM OH
(L. TDM % Efi UIEHFIRTHY B 5 5 O T A 1T o 7, PIEIEKIRROMEUIMEL, B
PED BC 23 ERER S 724 24 BRI, [RE ST R TOMEMITH L TEZMED H 5

PRSP FRIRNIE G- STIERI & L TERR LT 5%,

4. EMTFHIRA
BC &%, BACTEC FX A7 A (Becton Dickinson Microbiology Systems, Sparks, MD,

USA) ZAEH U CTALEE L7, BC 7 & 43 S 4172 Enterococcus J& %, MALDI Biotyper 1.0 (Bruker
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Daltonics, Bremen, Germany) % i f§ L C E. faecium & [FE L7-, 7> ¥ VU LZD, TEIC,

VCM (IZx T B PO M 1%, MicroScan Walkaway System (Beckman Coulter Japan, #
. HA) ZHWTHA L. Clinical & Laboratory Standards Institute  (CLSI) (M100-S26) @
TE 8O T EFL MR - THIBI L7z 97, BEEERGE, W U BC 225 E. faecium LN O
23 1 DL ESrBES AL, A Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) D JEFRIZIED X

24 LRy 3 COSER & A LT IBIE & i L1z .

5. AT Y NA A

ARWFFED EZAZNET ¥ b J1 2% GSEF BIMAEIZ X925 TEIC £72i3 VCM IaHEHE T Iy
DEFRAIRLTh & Uz, BRRAIRRIhIL, BB /A U 7o R el & 72 13Uk ot s L OYA
AL TRESEMOPIHEEN NI TN & EEF LT 308, BRMICIT, Gk £ 721
SEROBGEEITIE, B (IRIR <37.5°C) . B8 - BEOWA, MED EF. 3 JOYEmiEM
NEENT,

RIREGEZIET 7 b T 2k, Bk & 22 572 BCERILH 205 14 H B OBERIR L), #%EY
IS (EF% : GSEF B MLAE OB BHAA T2 I Z B S V72 etk o BC 28f2E S L <X BC 23
VR SR Do T A T XERIRAYAE)) (30 38 LTV 90 HH DO RSE T 3R (EF : A #]D GSEF
Btk D BC ERELH B EZ1 30 HB LU0 HUND & 6 5 JRKIC L A5 T) . FENE
TR (B ABRPICRAE LT DD RKIC X D5ET), R FT O ARL, XU
#0 GSEF Btk BC #RELH 25 90 AUINOFAPE L Liz, XTOT ¥ b AL, B

B ST TRV ERYYE 2 B2 & 97 2% AR 235 L 7=,

6. LEEMT U ML
FHLZAVET 7 N AL, KDIGO HEHEIZHESW TR S AKI OFAEEIS L EHRL

77o BARESIZIZ, TEIC £721% VCM 54 O B Ul 5 7 B LANIZ SCr 25 1.5 204 B0,
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F 71X 48 IFEILINIZ >0.3 mg/dL N E EF L7z %, BIRBYZLZAMET &~ A%, 1) TEIC
FLIZVOM BEGHFOT AN X BT I ) N7 A7 27 —BEN >90 UL £72137 7
=TT AT 2T =B > 126 UL ( >3 150 ERBMEICHY) & LTEHRLE
JFREEOFRIEEIS ), 2) GSEF W IMEIZR9 5 TEIC E 721X VCM O & BE#E A FE £ 7=

1355 ADR OFRIE & L 7= 86),

7. WERHENT

BT AV —EEBF RNk TP TRR L, WA ZFRREE LT 1 v ¥ — D IEHERE
FRUE 2 TR L7z, dfe A 50E, PfE (IQR) TERL, v - &A v b=—DU
FRE % VT HelE L7z, TEIC B L VCM BED BF Y T D IEM 72 3G IR - % %3
L7212, TEIC & L< 1T VCM OBFUCEIHE L TV D B DD 46 KT OMm A =T

(propensity score : PS) &% ZE&En VAT ¢ v 7 BRSHTCRIIL (K1), ZOHO—K
{L#RIEET /L (generalized liner model : GLM) (25 67 100,

FEFRNET T b A AF, RER & YT RHITTRAME L. toORIKEST 7 N AT T
DHFE LT FEANET 7 b A LOS3HT Tl IEHMEDEIRA 22 B 2 v Bl T D 72D
(2. S et SR e A MRS I A, Y 7 BT identity ZFE7E L7 GLM
e AW TCR U7z, SRR Attt B R ZEDHEE (V72 GLM 13, TEB A% L U TRIRAIAL
), SEEEICPIE SR (VCM $£721X TEIC) . PS, J&YR = b v —/b, FEEKIBE D
WM, 3 KOS IRYYE & Fi 0 LARIT L7o, EELRMET ¥ b b A (AKI OFIEEIA)
X, ZERR VAT v ZEIRGHT (T b MRS AR, U v 7 BRI logit &
fEE L7= GLM) Z W TRl L 7=, 280 P25 ¢ v 7 BIRSHTE. TERZAER & LT AKI
FEIE, ISR PUFHGEI (VCM £ 721X TEIC) . PS B L VVCM D Cyouen ( >15 £721%
<15ug/mL) ZH57E LT L7 5,

BEMET T N T FELS M EREGR T A 72 P=0.025 O FAlFRE TR L 7=, E. faecium
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B IMAE DTGB T 2 LR O T VAR RIE LT\ i=izd, Staphylococcus aureus

DEMAETRIRIZBE T 21 EDOIAMERRE S B2, AT~ — V0 ZHEHE 20%IZ5RE L

IRy

< 100, ARWFIETIE, ARMED D 95%CL O FRRIEAS 20%LAN Th o 7o a2 kST L L
7o ETFHRMNTE LT, BRMEDZED 95%CI O FRREA 10%E LIFHlibIT -7, Al
DY TN A RFEEHE LT, WREOERRIEIG & 75% & AUE L 19, Hedtiiiam it /A3
80% & 72 DT OITITBFET 74 A\DBETH D EHEE Lz, LRMET 7 b7 A OFFEHT I
BOETITV, P <0.05 ZfatiNCAE E Lz, TN TORMEHENTIZ. IMP ver. 14.2.0 (SAS

Institute Inc., NC, USA) Z{HEH L 7=,
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#F11.PS ODEHIZHWEZEET VAT v 7 BUERSHTIC & A4%5E 95%Cl

Variables Coefficients (95%CI) P value

Male sex 0.46 (-0.34-1.29) 0.27
Age (years) 0.03 (—0.01 - 0.08) 0.13
Height (cm) 0.03 (-0.05-0.11) 0.41
BW (kg) 0.01 (-0.05-0.06) 0.80
ICU stay 0.71 (-0.32-1.79) 0.18
Hospital acquired infection —0.15 (-0.86 — 0.53) 0.66
Charlson Comorbidity Index 0.11 (=0.09 - 0.32) 0.27
Pitt bacteremia score -0.23 (-0.57-0.1) 0.18
Hemodialysis 3.42(0.82 -6.37) 0.02
Hypertension —0.11 (—0.86 — 0.63) 0.78
Chemotherapy 0.69 (—0.13 - 1.61) 0.11
Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease —0.89 (—2.15-0.22) 0.13
WBC count (x103 cells/uL) 0.12 (-0.16 - 0.43) 0.42
Neutrophil count (x103 cells/pL) —0.12 (-0.48-0.2) 0.47
SCr (mg/dL) 1.04 (-0.07 — 2.38) 0.09
Serum albumin level (mg/dL) 1.67 (0.53 —2.95) 0.01
Hemoglobin (g/dL) —0.28 (-0.61 —0.03) 0.09
Total bilirubin (mg/dL) —0.07 (-0.2 - 0.04) 0.25
BUN (mg/dL) —0.01 (—0.04 - 0.03) 0.78
Neutropenia —1.68 (—3.91 ——0.03) 0.08
Immunosuppressed state —0.83 (-1.6 ——0.13) 0.02
Platelet count (x103/puL) —0.03 (—0.08 — 0.02) 0.24
CRP (mg/dL) 0(-0.11-0.1) 0.93
eGFR (mL/min/1.73 m?) 0(-0.02-0.02) 0.82
Angiotensin-converting enzyme 0.28 (-1.2-1.82) 0.71
inhibitors

Angiotensin II receptor blockers 0.14 (—0.72 - 1.04) 0.76
Non-Steroidal Anti-Inflammatory Drugs —1.08 (-1.87--0.4) 0.004
Piperacillin/tazobactam -0.73 (-1.31--0.2) 0.01
Sulfamethoxazole-trimethoprim —0.26 (—-1.33-0.9) 0.64
Aminoglycosides 1.56 (=0.26 — 3.52) 0.10
Liposomal amphotericin B 0.43 (—0.98 - 1.87) 0.56
Allopurinol 1.41 (0.19 - 2.82) 0.03
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Calcineurin inhibitors
Methotrexate®
Antiviral drugs
Chemotherapeutic agents
Vasopressor
Diuretics

Contrast media
Hepatobiliary
Intravascular catheter
Febrile neutropenia
Intra-abdominal
Surgical site
Unknown

Others®

~0.52 (~1.41 — 0.34)
10.46 (—14160.82 — 14181.73)

0.12 (-0.66 — 0.91)

~0.2 (~1.34 - 0.96)

~1.7 (-3.27 - —0.38)

0.19 (-0.37 - 0.78)

0.33 (-0.21 - 0.91)

~0.3 (-2.11 — 1.46)

0.43 (—1.51 - 2.33)

2.85 (0.47 — 5.52)

~0.8 (—2.68 — 1.04)

~0.52 (-2.52 — 1.42)

0.34 (-2.12 - 3.27)

reference

0.24

0.76
0.73
0.02
0.51
0.24
0.72
0.64
0.02
0.37
0.58
0.80

AFALATSIZUBTEH =0 DE=HFRE,
PRFIRERREEAE (2 A1) . PRERERZEAE (1),
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E. faecium W MJEBE 223 NEFIEL, 95 164 A (TEIC £ : 74 A, VCM &£ : 90 A) 23
SEMICE Y THNZ ((K10), 2EM»H, ADR (156 F72138E» DR O H~
DIV REZ (10 B) 2B CTHEEA LT L7 BEZRI L, 139 A (TEIC # : 64 A, VCM
75 0) BN THEEICEID Y Toh, LI T 58EFEE /AR 12 1R LT, TEIC
BED eGFR (X, VCM #£ LV S A EICIKA 572 (60.0 vs 81.8 mL/min/1.73 m?, P=0.006), *
7z, PIPC/TAZ R° WV ==a— U UHEAI O AIX, TEIC BT VCM B LV A EICHE -
7= (PIPC/TAZ : 54.1% vs 34.4%, P=0.017, /v =a—U VEHEIL : 43.2%vs 18.9%., P=
0.001)) . & MAE DGR IL, MR CHEETI ) o7, o, MEHFRICHE TRV H O
O BHERGE TEIC BT VEM BEL D 2B H > 72 (31.1%vs 17.8%. P=0.071),
VCM @O MIC fEIX, WD T _CD E. faecium £ T 2 pg/mL LLF ToH-7=, —J, TEIC O
MIC fiiiX, VCEM BED 1 # (MIC =8 pg/mL) % FRVNT 4 ug/mL LLFToh -7, TEIC FEDIR
RO T REIL, VEMBEL Y S AEICES (18vs14 H, P<0.001), EHJED = F 1

—/LiZ, TEICEETVCMEEL D %02 o7 (79.5% vs 61.6%. P=0.016),
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223 patients assessed for eligibility

59 patients were excluded
2: <18 years old
4: <48 h of VCM or TEIC
2: Did not receive treatment
51: Did not receive TEIC or VCM

h 4

L4
164 patients included in the study

i A4 A4
Full population TEI_C VCM
74 patients 90 patients
10 excluded 15 excluded
3. VCM 9: TEIC
6: LZD po « Excluded cases of switching therapy 4:LZD po
1: LZD v 1: LZD v
1: DAP
A4 Y
o TEIC VCM
Sub-population 64 patients 75 patients

€ 10. BEERO 70 —F v — |k

FEEHET U b HLIEEER (Full-population) &4 7R (Sub-population) @ 2 DM 7R— kT
Lizo ZOMOT D FHLIZEEROA TR L 7=,
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#z12. BEE R

Characteristic TEIC (n=74) VCM (n=90) P value

Male sex” 48 (64.9) 63 (70.0) 0.506
Age (years)” 61 (52-172) 69 (55-177) 0.054
Height (cm)”* 163 (156 — 171) 163 (155 -168) 0.445
BW (kg)* 60 (48 - 67) 53 (46 - 63) 0.045
BMI 21.8(19.5-24.7)  20.2(18.2-23.4) 0.071
ICU stay” 19 (25.7) 18 (20.0) 0.454
Hospital acquired infection®” 61(82.4) 76 (84.4) 0.833
Charlson Comorbidity Index” 4(3-6) 43-17) 0.738
Pitt bacteraemia score” 1(0-3) 1(0-3) 0.811
Haemodialysis” 3(4.1) 4 (4.9) 1.00
Hypertension® 21 (28.4) 31 (34.4) 0.500
Chemotherapy” 13 (17.8) 27 (30.0) 0.099
Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease * 4(5.4) 4(4.4) 1.00
WBC count (X103 cells/mm?)* 8.1(53-12.1) 8.0 (3.0-12.3) 0.572
Neutrophil count (x103 cells/mm?)* 6.2(3.6-10.9) 5.9(1.4-10.5) 0.584
SCr (mg/dL)" 0.96 (0.66 —1.42)  0.70 (0.56 — 0.96) 0.002
Serum albumin level (mg/dL)" 292.5-32) 24 (2.1-2.9) <0.001
Haemoglobin (g/dL)" 8.6(7.6-9.9) 8.9(7.7-10.2) 0.574
Total bilirubin (mg/dL)" 1.6 (0.9-3.1) 1.2 (0.6-2.9) 0.042
BUN" 20.4 (14.1 - 36.7) 15.4 (11.3-25.2) 0.014
Neutropenia®* 10 (13.5) 18 (20.0) 0.303
Immunosuppressed state®” 46 (62.2) 46 (51.1) 0.206
Platelet count (x103/mm?)* 10.9 (4.5-20.2) 14.9 (3.6 — 24.0) 0.538
CRP (mg/dL)" 6.0 (2.6-8.9) 6.8 (3.0-12.6) 0.080
eGFR (mL/min/1.73 m?)* 60.0 (41.6 —88.4) 81.8(59.0-101.6) 0.006
Nephrotoxins

Angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors” 2(2.7) 4(4.4) 0.691
Angiotensin II receptor blockers” 6 (8.1) 10 (11.1) 0.603
Non-Steroidal Anti-Inflammatory Drugs” 14 (18.9) 15 (16.7) 0.837
PIPC/TAZ" 40 (54.1) 31 (34.4) 0.017
Sulfamethoxazole-trimethoprim” 4(5.4) 10 (11.1) 0.264
Aminoglycosides” 2(2.7) 4(4.4) 0.691
Liposomal amphotericin B* 5(6.8) 6 (6.7) 1.00
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Allopurinol” 2(2.7) 7 (7.8) 0.187

Calcineurin inhibitors” 32 (43.2) 17 (18.9) 0.001
Methotrexate” 0(0.0) 2(2.2) 0.502
Antiviral drugs” 17 (23.0) 17 (18.9) 0.565
Chemotherapeutic agents” 6 (8.1) 6 (6.7) 0.77
Vasopressor” 11 (14.9) 8 (8.9) 0.327
Diuretics” 40 (54.1) 37 (41.6) 0.119
Contrast media® 35(47.3) 43 (47.8) 1.00
Source of infection

Hepatobiliary® 41 (55.4) 39 (43.3)

Intravascular catheter” 11 (14.9) 16 (17.8)

FN* 2(2.7) 16 (17.8)
Intra-abdominal” 12 (16.2) 9 (10.0) 0.056
Surgical site” 6(8.1) 5(5.6)

Unknown” 1(1.4) 3(3.3)

Others™ ¢ 1(1.4) 2(2.2)

Polymicrobial infections 23 (31.1) 16 (17.8) 0.071
Appropriateness of therapy 51 (68.9) 50 (55.6) 0.08
VCM MIC (pg/mL)

<2 74 (100) 90 (100) 1.00
TEIC MIC (pg/mL)

<4 74 (100) 89 (98.9)

>4 0 (0) 1(1.1) 100
Duration of therapy 18 (13.8-29.3) 14 (9-19.3) <0.001
Source control® 58 (79.5) 53 (61.6) 0.016
Length of hospital stay 63.5(33-101.3) 46.5 (25.8 —93.3) 0.165
VCM Crrough (ng/mL)

None - 3(3.3) -
<10 - 23 (25.6) -
10-20 - 50 (55.6) -
>20 - 14 (15.6) -
TEIC Cirough (ng/mL)

None 2(2.7) - -
<15 21 (28.4) - -
15-30 45 (60.8) - -
>30 6 (8.1) - -
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T—RIFEEOLELVRY . ERERTFRE IQR). ATITY—EHKIEn (%) TRLI,

@ AR 48 B LARE OO B M fE .

bHFFRERB A E ANC = 500/mm’ K & B .

CEMERT | » ALURITEREE (40) BLU/FEREMHE (QLFaXTACER (79, 9 AR
R 29800 LR (97)) 2ER,

IR AR (2). FPREEREE (1),

A, FLF—2, TIU—FIY (AREMBTHEEEEEE. BERFEE R LF—2, fibERR
AT—TILDREZED)

TINSOEBFMERRITORHICERAL T,
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2. AT T R A

K BIZEEROEIET U M baos Uic, EEAZNET U k7 L13, TEIC BT 64.9%

(48/74) . VCM #£T 48.9% (44/90) Td-o7= (P=0.057), TEIC # & VCM #ED 30 HIEL
TIL, ENEN9.5% (7/74). 20.0% (18/90) Toh 7= (P=0.081), —FH, thOFEHET ¥
b A, WEEE CTRIBBEORIR TH o7z,

11 12 GLM it TR L7 EZAMET 7 b b AOFHEE S DM R e Z R Lz, &
BRI T D, S ORI IR ZEL 9.9% (95%CI : —0.9-20.0%. P=0.07) T. 95%CI ©
TRRIZTORE SN ELEY—T L D-20%LNTH Y | TEIC 1L VCM IZxF L THLHET
HDHZENREINT, E6IC, FTENICEBWTE TEIC X VEM IZIELHETH - 7= Gt
% DN R E 8.0%, 95%CI : —4.3 -20.4%, P=0.21),

12 BLOM 13 12, £EENZBT 2REIREANIET T 71 L OGRS ORI ZhRAE L
VDRI F#EER LT, TXRTORIRIIT 7 N 5D 95%CL O FIRIE, TORE I NT-IELME
~ =V D20%LUNTH T,

FTo, BRI E LT, AMEDED 95%CT O FRREZE 10% Tk L7558, FEA D)
PET D b Ak X ORIKAIT 7 b7 2 (BIUJES 90 B AN O AREZ R <) 123\ T, TEIC

X VEM IZk L CIELHTH -7 (K 14-16),

3. EEMWT U RNIA

F 14 1R T X912, AKI OFAFIE TEIC BT VCM FEL Y A EICIK< (TEIC A :
8.1% (6/74). VCM #¥f : 24.4% (22/90), P= 0.006), TEIC OfEHIEX AKI UV A7 Z{KF =+
HMNL LR Ch o7z GFHESROA v X 0242, 95%CI: 0.068—-0.864, P=0.029) (F

15), — 5 AMOBIREYZENMET T b L OFEARIG X MEFR TRBROM R ThH -7 (K 14),
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F£13. HET U M A

Outcome TEIC VCM P value

Primary Effectiveness Outcome
Success at the end of treatment

Full population 48/74 (64.9) 44/90 (48.9) 0.057

Sub-population 46/64 (71.9) 43/75 (57.3) 0.08
Secondary Effectiveness Outcome

Success at 14 days after onset of bacteraemia  17/74 (23.0) 21/90 (23.3) 1.00

Microbiological success? 62/74 (83.8) 79/90 (87.8) 0.504

In-hospital mortality 16/74 (21.6) 23/90 (25.8) 0.583
30-day mortality 7/74 (9.5) 18/90 (20.0) 0.081
90-day mortality 23/74 (31.1) 31/90 (34.4) 0.739
Readmission 38/74 (51.4) 37/90 (41.1) 0.21
Readmission within 90 days after bacteraemia  26/74 (35.1) 19/90 (21.1) 0.054

MAEMFRIRT & (K.
I f-CEEEELT,
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20% margin of

non-inferiority VCM TEIC
<« > (%) (*0)  Pvalue
Clinical success at end of treatment (%)
Full population ‘ . ‘ 44/90 48/74 007
9.9 (95% CI, —0.9-20.0) \ | (48.9) (64.9)
Sub-population | | 43/75 46/64 0.21
8.0 (95% CI, 4.3-20.4) ! = ! (57.3) (71.9)
—30 —20 —10 0 10 20 30
VCM TEIC
better better

Adjusted absolute effectiveness differences (%)

1. EFEHIMET O NI LSBT 5 JHHERE Mkt R

FYDRLEEAEBRIIFNFNEHTEEE 95%CI 27T . RBEOMRIIELET - 20%%F T
-g-o
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20% margin of
non-inferiority VCM TEIC

(%) (%) Pvalue

<
<

v

Clinical successat 14 days
after onset of bacteremia (%)

1.6 (95% CI,-7.1-10.3) 71— 21/90 17/74 0.72
(23.3) (23.0)

Microbiological success (%) 79/90 62/74 0.52

3.2 (95% CI, —6.5-12.7) S B | (87.8) (83.8)
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
VCM TEIC
better better

Adjusted absolute effectiveness differences (%)
12. BIRISAZNET 7 b B DT ET 2 FREEE At h e 24

FYDRLEEAEBRIIFNFNEHTEEE 95%CI 27T . RBEOMRIIELET - 20%%F T
-g-o

72



20% margin of

non-inferiority VCM TEIC

(%) (%)  Pvalue

A
v

In-hospital mortality (%)
~1.4(95% CI,-10.2—7.4) — m
30-day mortality (%)
—4.7(95% CI,-13.8—4.4) ——&——
90-day mortality (%o)
-2.6(95% CI,—-12.0-7.4) +— =+

23/90  16/74 075
(258  (2L.6)

18/90 774 031
(200) (9.5

31/90  23/74  0.61
(G44) (@L1)

Readmission (%) 37/90 3874 0.70
2.0 (95% CI,-7.9-12.1) e @Ll) (L4
Readmission within 90 days after bacteremia (%)
5.9 (95% CI, —3.0 - 14.8) o 19/90 = 26/74 020

QL1 (350

—30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TEIC VCM
better better

Adjusted absolute risk differences (%0)

13. FECHR L FABRITIS T DB At U A 7 75

FBYDRLEEAEBRIIFNFNEHTEEE 95%CI 2T . RBEOMRIIELET - 20%%F T
-g-o
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10% margin of
non-inferiority VCM TEIC

< > (%) (%) Pvalue
Clinical success at end of treatment (%o)
Full population i 44/90 48/74 0.07
—0.9_ i &
9.9 (95"/0 CI, 0.9 20-0) i H (48.9) (64.9)
Sub-population 43/75 46/64 0.21
8.0 (95% CI, —4.3-20.4) | " ! (57.3) (719
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
VCM TEIC
better better

Adjusted absolute effectiveness differences (%)

14, EEHDET T N O LR 2 FEEE MR E GEAME~Y—T 0 10%)

FYDRLEEAEBRIIFNFNEHTEEE 95%CI 2FF . RBEOMRIIELET—Y 10%E T
?-o
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10% margin of .
non-inferiority VCM TEIC

(%) (%)  Pvalue

>
<

v

Clinical success at 14 days
after onset of bacteraemia (%) H
1.6 (95% CI, —7.1-10.3) [ e L | 21/90 17/74 0.72
: 23.3) (23.0)

Microbiological success (%) 79/90 62/74 0.52

3.2 (95% CI, —6.5-12.7) T (87.8) (83.8)
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
VCM TEIC
better better

Adjusted absolute effectiveness differences (%)

15. BIREVENIET & b DB D iHE G i i s GRS~ —2 0 10%)

FYDRLEEAEBRIIFNFNEHTEEE 95%CI 2FF . RBEOMRIIELET—Y 10%E T
?-o
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10% margin of
non-inferiority

VCM TEIC
(%) (%)  Pvalue

¥
v

In-hospital mortality (%)
—1.4(95% CI,—10.2-7.4) P
30-day mortality (%)
—4.7(95% CL,-13.8-44) —8——
90-day mortality (%)
—2.6(95% CI,—12.0-7.4) | |

23/90  16/74  0.75
(25.8)  (21.6)

18/90 774 031
(20.0) ©.5)

31/90  23/74  0.61
(344) (3L1)

Readmission (%) 37/9  38/74  0.70
2.0 (95% CI,—7.9-12.1) A @11  (51.4)
Readmission within 90 days after bacteraemia (%)
5.9 (95% CI,~3.0— 14.8) T I B 19/90 26/74 0.20

@e11)  (35.1)

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
TEIC VCM
better better

Adjusted absolute risk differences (%)
16. JELR EFFARERICEIT DB HE 2 Y 27 7% GEHME~—T 2 10%)

FYDRLEEAEBRIIFNFNEHTEEE 95%CI 277 . RBEOMRIIELET—Y 10%E T
-g-o
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K14 LEVET D B L

Outcomes TEIC VCM P value
Primary Safety Outcome
AKI, n (%) 6/74 (8.1) 22/90 (24.4) 0.006
Secondary Safety Outcomes
Liver injury, n (%) 4/74 (5.4) 7/90 (7.8) 0.756
Others adverse events, 1 (%) 3/74 (4.1) 6/90 (6.7)° 0.515

LES (2), M/MMRED (1,

PAKIDEREZHSHVMEY L7FZUER (), EHMUDER (). £25 (1), EHE ().

HIRRTZ7E2—ELRE (1),
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7% 15. AKIL IZxF 3 5 A sfifhr (24

Univariable Multivariable
Variables

Odds ratio (95%CI) Pvalue Odds ratio (95%CI) P value
TEIC 0.273 (0.104 — 0.715) 0.008 0.242 (0.068 — 0.864) 0.029
VCM

1.638 (0.589 — 4.167) 0.329 0.922 (0.329 — 2.583) 0.877

Ctrough >15 ].Lg/mL

PS 0.351 (0.096 — 1.274) 0.112 1.266 (0.225 - 7.14) 0.789
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HA B

AHFFETIL, GSEF B IME DIEFRIZI VT TEIC 28 VCM 126 L TN CTIHELTET
&Y. 5D TEIC O AKI OFAEEIGIL VCM L0 b FRICE» -7 Z 2 b Lz, &
B O EIX, TEIC 2% GSEF @ MUJE DIRIRIZI VT VCM 121t 5 %24 CTH A @ik T
bHZ LR L TN,

TEIC #f & VCM FEIZIB VT, IR 64.9%3 L1V 48.9%., 30 HAELZIE 9.5%F5 &
10 20.0%Cd 7=, Echeverria-Esnal 5 i%, GSEF @IMJEIZ%$ 25 7 ) a7 F NRFIEHED
TEHRIIFRIX 464% Th oz L HEL TS 8, £z, MEDOW L D OERKRFREIZI N
T, 30 HAEL T 18%0° D 35.0%DHiFH Tl - 72 269, Z b DML L i3 5 & | AF
ZE IR AN E < L 30 HIE LSRR o 7o, JeATHFSE & PRl U 72 IR R 0 21T
BEWFOBNTER LTV FTREMEN & 5, AFFROXIS & 7 o T2 BEF O, TRFRA
LD U A 7 3 LR IFIBE SRR T K D IME T o7 2499, Eo, AMFEOXRE
O Pitt [ ILAEA =27 OFRAEIFERIETH Y (FRAE 1. IQRO - 3) (K 12), SHIZ, 67.7%
(111/164) DSRIEIIIHRZ 5D DABHILE ZZ T T . T b MNERMESFR DM B2
DRMo T EBZ D, £z, FATHFIETIE TEIC B L OV VCM DI FFE I >\ T 77T
IR 72N D HHIE T E 720D ARBFFEIC BV TIERI N IR (TEIC Cuougn 15 pg/mL, VCM
Cuough 10 pg/mL) % LAl 5 72 F5 1% TEIC, VCM & 12 T0%FEE & m < . AR E O R
DPRICHB LT ATREtE S & 5,

PS & AW - R#E K OFFE% b . TEIC O VCM (2% 5 IEL MR STz, Laura Escola-
Vergé © 1%, TEIC DSIHERE I & 2 B ODNBERIGIFE ORBEIIT/e 5 L HE L T\ D 29,
Loyl ZOWFEE n B3P 720 B VOM & ORI Tix7e <. 72 E. faecalis 73145
P k% H$ Tz, ABFFEIL. GSEF B IMEDIRFICB W T2t ) & FE oLt ok
—MIIETHYD . ZNOEDORAITHAL LT, feilt, Ha HIE, ABFZERER & RISk, GSEF L

JEDIERIZIBUVN T, TEIC & VCM OFNEICHEZR 72V EZ2 WA LTV A28 29 Fx
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DWFFETITEE 22t ) 2 R DL a AR — Mgt E L TRGEL T2 AR ChH 5, =6
2, TERAR SRRV THHEZ UV A T BE LA LI T EH 2 E &

TEIC & VCM OANEZ L7 Z L1k D VCM O ADR IZ X D IR R~ D8 % HE
Brd 5 Z LN TE L, FTEMOTICE VTS, TEIC 1 VEM X L TIHELHETH 5 2
LR S (1D, A NTORIRET U M b VEM I LTIHAETH D Z £ DR
SHTe, AWFZERERIT. GSEF WHLEIEHIZ 1T 2 TEIC DA R SWTHiZ T 7 v~
2atEtT o6 D TH D LE R D, AT Z T T 5B, FRNSARMEOEIS & IF
I —V U ERET DI ENEBETH D, WMEOHRE ZEE 2 10109 KFZEICBN T
20%DIEHME~—T v & T5%DHEERTEE T 5 & & % 5, GSEF WHUJEICx 35 7Y
aAXTF RRHIEEOANRITFEMORMNH Y | FERIELVE~ — 2 VT S LT
RN, £, IS — DU 10%E LToH M & i L7, FHRMATICHW TS, FHil
JEF% 90 HLUNDO ARt & BR& . TEIC 1Z VCM 2% L CHELHETH 7228 (X 14-16), B
R0 TRV RICITEE 2 %9 %, GSEF HILEDTRFIZIH VT, TEIC OFMEE S
BIZHLNIT H720IiE, 4%, VoI n¥ A XL, HEHthE~— 2k LI
TPRETH D, HarANTHETIIRWA, RRZIRIE TEIC #E TEWEIIZH - 7o (R
13), ZAUE, LT OBEYEROBENZ LD RN H D 0 1) 1BFRRD U X 7 23 A
W& SN D IFARIE YL 999 TEIC BET X D £0vo 7= (55.4% vs43.3%, P=0.056) . 2) TEIC £
BV THNRHILE O FEa B &2 @ - 72 (79.5% vs 61.6%., P=0.016) . 3) 1) 2a R BRIT)H
B2 T T2 BFEOEIG A TEIC FET VEM FEL D mihro 72 (68.9% vs 55.6%. P=0.080), +

Tz AWPIE TITIRMERE TR OERIRAI BRI AN TG S v 7= 728D TR ] & A2 O RH I 2 5228

ﬁ

B H 2T AREVEN D B, F 12 1R LT L 912, TEIC BECIE VCM B L 0 L IBEHE N A =
WZE< (18 H vs14 H, P<0.001), TEIC #: DA hH: 23 KeHih < v 7= rlgEME2 & 5, TEIC
BB W TR B o 7o BRI, — WIS R IR & 229 2 MR NI YL O T

PBYSEDBRFEDEIENEL ZHO T\ EZD (162% vs 10%. P=0.056), EFE.
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PEEIAE PR YRIE O B C U A oD JEHE L2 FE~ TR 23 R v o 72 (23 H vs 15 H . P=0.017),
WA CIBIEIIRI O PIEIE 14 H 2B T2 End . ARFFERERIX, BEREIC XL 56 0F
JED72VN CRBSI (7~14 H) SCIRE R (14 H) 72 & IR 28 FLEAY R R GYIE D A (12
BEHGHEH CERWATREMEN & 2 RICTEE A B4 5 105100

F7o. AWFZETIL TEIC 6 KO VEM DI R E & 5 FAfi L 7245 R, D Crougn DIERE
XM CRBEDE TH 72 (60.8% vs 55.6%) (F12), LarL, VCM FEDBHE D 25.6%
PRI IR A TE D Crougn T 272, FATHIFETIL, VCM ® AUC/MIC >389 73 3E TR D
RFEBELTWD Z LGS TWD 19, FBFZETiE, AUC/MIC >389 3 L T* <389
DEBFRET, VCM D Cyrough NTINEI 12.0 B L84 pg/mL ThHo7z, T DIATHIZE
DFEREEET D L. VCM B TlE Cuouen < 10 pg/mL O BE K 25%(FAELTZZ L2k,
VCM FEDTEIE )5 22/ N L 72 FTREPEAY B 5, VEM b L < 1% TEIC & 2N R A D3
\Z5 2 2580 %, ®72 5 PK/PD MFFE T LT 2 BB 5,

t 9 —OOEERALIL, TEIC #ED AKI OFAEFEN, VEM BEL Y b HEICE» o722
ETHD (8.1% vs 24.4%) , FEATHFIEIZH VT H, TEIC 1L VCM & Bk LT AKT OFAEH
RN LR STV, BilxiE, TEIC & VCM O 4 il U7z A X figfir Clx
TEIC (I VCM £V 6 AKI DY 27 RN Z LRSS TS (FAxtY 27 044) 2, £
OB EMEE B OHAI L OOFHN, VEM BEONTEIC I L7 AKI DY A7 &b D 2
EDMBINTND, FFIZ PIPC/TAZ OOFIZ, VEMIZEE L7 AKI DU A7 R+ THDH Z
EDMHE I TND 199, ARAFFETIEL. TEIC BRIV T VEM #E L 0 A EIC PIPC/TAZ %
% < PP LTV a3, AKI OFERIE TEIC BEO 73 VEM BE L W A BRI o7 (R 12
BLOFK 14), ZORIRIT. TEIC Z#& 5 L7283 Tld. PIPC/TAZ HFH DB /NS hro iz
T EERBEL TS, EES JEITHFZETIE, TEIC & PIPC/TAZ OO, L OHEIEEE
PZ2F> B-7 7 # ARPIEIEK E OPFHIZHEAST, AKI O U 278N & BEN oo 7e 2 &

DR EF TN D 19 GSEF [ IATFIHE R FS K OVEENEG 2 5| 2 E Z T EERFEATH D |
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7T KEMAR I XL 5 72912, PIPC/TAZ SRR E 72 1TERIEHR E LCLIELIEZ Y
AT F RRPIFHE PP SN D, Lidd> T, PIPC/TAZ OOfF FIBEEE RS2\ IFIRIE R E &
OMEIEN G DIRFEIZF T, TEIC X AKI D U 27 KT 5 4T VCM £ 0 LML TH
HEHBEZDBND, —J7 T, PIPC/TAZ LIS OREH LB m A O & . PS ORHHITERY
AN, BTOBEFEEDH LA OMER%E PSIZE D HILTWR, D7D, RiFFEIC
BT, RUEOE RO H DA E OO AKI OV R 7 ZFd L alReEER H 5 119, &

o iR, 7T IR, BERRZR EDBEER G AKI DY A7 Zmsd 5 ARt & %
N0, 2=, Z b ORWE KK F DL 5B OMIETH LN L T LER D
Do Flo. AAFFEICIBWT, MBUESIGZE Z L72EZIX TEICHETO0 A, VEMBET L A
DHIZSTN, BEOHIETIIVEM B 2 X I VRHIC L D Ly Rx v ZiEEREZ 5] & i
RS TWS D, —J5C, TEIC i% VCM & bl U T 5RO BUE KOG D )
AT PR EHE STV D72 1D TEIC 13455 REOBBUER S D U A 7 2K 5
TH, VCM L0 BN H D EBZ HD,

AHFFROFERITEE LR BERELFFON, W ONORANRH D, 7. AR TIE
46 DHFZMEMLTPS ZFlH L. ZEBMITICED D 2 LT VCM B & TEIC BEOBHT
AT L0, T U F DM TH BT RIMERAEGR T OB 522 PR 5
LIITET. ZNH VCM & TEIC DA MWE L ZRMICHEL 52 -retEnd 2, -

R % EEANET 7 b AL UCRHIE L7, ZOERIZTEBHTH 5729
wAME, FERILOWFEICIE N TIHE BN T A5 S E TR H 5, L, Al
WHEIMET O N 0 5Tl 2R F AR EOFBIIFEICIS W TH . TEIC X VCM

W LCHELMETH -T2 &b, AR ROBEEMEIIE W EE X b D, =12, AU
(T HERR D RFIFRGE CITONTIE TH D72, Bie DR & RO BE I L C— (kT
&2 LITRB RV, BRI ABFTED BFE ONELLL L3S MR & - 7 UMb RS ©

HAT DBRICERTRETH D, FHMUIZ, AKI OFRERIL, ERICL > TRARDATREMELNH
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%o AW TIX, I BT LU AKI DEF T 5 KDIGO HHEZ HU 7273, Risk, Injury, Failure,
Loss, and End-stage renal failure (RIFLE) %35 JJTF Acute Kidney Injury Network  (AKIN)
KEPRHANSEATWDLIIE S H 5 13, LarL, KDIGO AL, RIFLE 43%HX° AKIN 4346 K
D HEENE RO FRIFBENE WV EHEIN TV DD, AKL OFHlICE W TR bLIEYITH
HEEZ LD M, FHIZ, MICEIZE U TSP TR L TV A IEE « FRANS: /S
L HENHIELEE CRE SN RERPA COMTH L7720, Efle MIC [ECIERV, TD7-
. GSEF (23 % 1M/ MIC i & BRRIIAT 0 & O BE I 62T < 4% D PK/PD
WRBLETH D, LLED LI 2 RFELH 2 H DD, KRF5EIEL. GSEF HIMAEDIGHIZIB
T, TEIC Of ML ZeME%E VCM & Wl U2 gl OIS TH D, ARUFFERERIT.

GSEF HIMJE DIBEHEIZIBWT TEIC OF A E X T 5T R IhbH EEZHND,
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BSHEI /NG

A#FTIE, GSEF HIMEDIEHIZI T, TEIC 28 VCM (ZxF L CHIWEDE THELE, &
FEOHE TENETH D LIEL., ZORMERIET D 2 & & BN IS VLRI 2 Fhi
L7z, ZOFEFE, TEIC (X VCM (%t L C GSEF WIMEDIRRIZIB W TIHLETH L Z & %
LML, &5 AKI OFEAERT TEIC fE HEHE THEIZIE > 72, L7z > T, GSEF

B MLE DIRRICEHB W T, TEIC X VEM OB L LTHAHATH D EEZ BN D,
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«

7
N

ARG TIX, FEEIROT —F 2T e BlUR 0 DEITT 5 Z & T, 5L MRSA 3K EAfE H
AHEET D ETARR L CWenm BT VAT 2 2 LI Lz, 9. H 1 HETHE, it
MRSA JE&{EHBE 2 %5 & L7z PAF AN de-escalation & TORFHIC K IT T A T L
7o ZOREF., HL MRSA G HBFTITKRIT % PAF OE AL, de-escalation F TORFH DR
45 L O MRSA SEDOEHEAR FIZ D25 Z L AR LTz, eV TH 2 mCiX, mAED
VCM DBEREEZ TRIT2EREZRE L, VOM EGANZ 26 DEEZRIRT 5720
D7 —F vy — bR LI, A7 —F v — FEEMNT L2 LT, Bl EREE T
% VCM O/ M- A BT 2 Z L AMRE L 72 0 . VCM I X D IR RE R EICERCT& 5
LEZOND, FikIZH 3 B TIE GSEF WIMEDIRRIZIITH. VCM (T3 % TEIC D%
A1) & IEHPEHIAFSE 21TV, TEIC 1% VCM (2% L CHIWED E THELME, LMo T
BETH D Z LA 52T Lz, GSEF W IMEDIEFIZI T, TEIC I VCM & i L T&
ETHABRRBEICZR D Z AW SN D, 20D 3 DORFRIE., EEHIKRIZIHB U TH MRSA
O EMHEHAEST D ETHIERZ T AT 250 THY | BITEOHT MRSA 3
WX DR DO W LICHERT 2 b0 L HIfF SN D,

—J7 T, % 1 ETRL PAF OZERIZANERICRE S REIND ZEnhEmESNTE
0D Y A PAF OEE RO TS, FxldEEIL, #OE3 ATy m
ARY RIEOBEEMH A HEET D72 010, SRR E I AT % “"Handshake

stewardship” & FEIX AL 2 FiEE WA AOF HMEZ #HE L T2 119, “Handshake

Z

o

stewardship”(Z, ST ERM~OHANT 4 — RNy ZIZ L VLT EE OEFEER AL,
FERIN R E oo THIFSEE EMERICIV e Z 2348 TH FIETH D ', ZOFiE%E
HTUMRSA (x4 5 PAF (DS 2 2 & T & W=7 PAF D% & H 72 % de-escalation
OHEEN IR S D, £72, T4 MALDI-TOF MS 3 X T8 PCR 4 & iUl s i A 7n &

DERARITEA S, BRI O WA RIE, BEMEHIE £ TORFRZA R E <HHE L T D,
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TR A TE M L7z PAF O3 & BRIRAIT ¥ N 71 A DOBIRIZ OV T b 5% DR
BTH 5,

F7=. % 3 B TIX GSEF WIMEIZxTT 5 TEIC OAFE & et % /R L3, TEIC O
PK/PD /37 A —% (AUCMIC) EIBFEZIROBRE LU0 BIEEIEI LI >TEL
F°. GSEF B IMAEIZxd % #6534 FHET MRSA (2T 2 #5iE424ME L TfThbh T\ b 0
DEURTH D, HFEN R/ D L HIEL 5 PK/PD/XT A =2 BRI DH 0N EHDH Lot 19,
GSEF HIMAEIZ I\ T b il & 9% PK/PD /37 A — %X MRSA & X525 [REMEDRH V|
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