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EENETHEENEZETSCEEIKE (heterogeneous vancomycin-
intermediate Staphylococcus aureus; hVISA) 2 — &8t HE L EZE LIRAREHRZEN
ZMSRERHELBEYH R - sIRETo/BRSNEEETZNEEEEEIK
& BRZREREE RASMECERTRITES - BB EFEKREETIFA
SHEHMEMEBZER  SIEGE - Bl » hVISA BIER I LAE @ Etest
glycopeptide resistance detection (GRD) - Etest macromethod L)\ 5 Brain heart
infusion (BHI) screen agar plates 75 5ETEN R » & FE T modified
population analysis profile / area under the curve (PAP/AUC) E/THEE - “SH
&7 BURRRIEE (high-inoculum infection) DIR REMEAELERGEBEIEERX
HQETHIEI%E@ hVISA BESREIE - B hVISA BHE G ERBRSIIINET - 6 EE
IESIER - Baial{E AoEEEiE Linezolid ~ Daptomycin ~ Rifampin and
fusidic acid ~ AR # —f cephalosporins (Ceftobiprole - Ceftaroline) ; Efth
glycopeptide #@89314 3% (Dalbavancin ~ Oritavancin £ Telavancin) ¥t hVISA
ESBW - MEEE—THRER - #X hVISA BRI CIRKREEA R - B
ETHHIRA BB N ESDEROMETIZ - REENNEENRERBEES
MERZRESH - (RISHESS 2011:21:332-340)
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P 7T 1880 4F - R A% W 41 A B A
Alexander Ogston & X A& g% 4 B &
4 % © % % K HE (Staphylococcus
aureus) ; & t % % IR E 5w R A
R LREEWNBORE » CAERW
REEEEL L 03 H KA AR
e BHER MR - R - FHAK
TR ER - R ONEREE KL
EE%% - FT 1940 £4% > WRER
EMRENEZWNEY  2FEHHRK
HAAMBREENRTEEETHE
1961 FHHFAXFTBE (methicillin)
EHERZLEEEHETRE
(methicillin-resistant S aureus; MRSA)
HaEE  HEZBEKRERRAT
R P R PR R A R R R E E B
B EEE WMEALEEFRRENR
EEKNREEENARA (Tawan
Nosocomial Infection Surveillance
System; TNIS)ZE> » 7 T 7T 2009 4 >
B2 QB R R A R R S
7S aureus BB X F HE 77.4% A
MRSA -

WL 1958 £ 4% > BH @M%
(vancomycin) {E B % F| A 6 & Bk E W
MRSA R 4E » B > BAME RS
MRBUREEBERZERTHK
AROW L K 6 E B A1 (selection
pressure) » A& WA 7E 1997 4 0 H ARG H
TE—HHETRZHFRETEWE
HOWHKEAL > £ZE 2002 FH £
BEHTEAREEBEEANEN.
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4 % & % % % E &% (vancomycin-
resstant S aureus, VRSA) [2] ; T 2003
£ & SMART surveillance #F %
Fd 0 MRSA Bt # VISA fh
0.7% ¥ i K% 3 VRSA[3] °

B HETBEHRAETES
SHEEHERBCEEZHELHKR
175 FR > B ER ELERERRK
HE B £ 42 & & (Clinica and
Laboratory Standards Ingtitute; CLSI) #
AAEFET  HABFEAHBEE®E
B SR > {2 41F vancomycin
minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC)
R A WY 0 B TR “MIC creep”
ZH R[4 ) BRI A BB EHE K
Bl A REREREEBEN
Z % 4 % @R HE (heterogeneous
vancomycin-intermediate S. aureus;
hVISA) » B hVISA HE HBEHE
PR 0 FT DL E RO B RS G R
HUBRBRZHNER  AEEREE
El B9 3t T 7 5 o 12 A T AR E A B A
P o

AITIRE

HRERETEREFZER &
(CLSI) Hy#] = #L0| %8 8 DL K &8 & 3%
it R E B ZEEB T ET R > 145
2 &M VISA WBATET—
TEEMN - T EBET FE R hVISA B
TR £EH % > #% hVISA &
MRSA = iy B AT X F 358 4.3% (£
0% 3| 8.2%)[5] ; H &L MK AR
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# > hVISA WEBATER 1.8%; fi4F
K hVISA EFBEWBRATERGE
15.7% > 2003 £ G & hVISA 14T
RH07%; R > 2000 FEEHEEE
29,5 hVISA £ MRSA H i i B AT
F5HiE 8.1%[6] » #- i hVISA EZE
BOLEH H#RAT A

BREREAGE

E-—HRESBEIELHRAN
(vancomycin broth MIC <=2 ug per ml)
WeHeHWHaRENEKRY > KOF
tERQz BB Z—WREEH
— R hVISA EH[7] > RO R —#E
Br £ 77 % (1747 broth 5 ager dilution 77
%) AR hVISA & 1R R E Y -

— ~ hVISA BYEFtE 5%

T ] B 65 g T ik B o B e R
BHETEME > RUNE = FieT
7

1. Etest glycopeptide resistance detection
(GRD)

# 0.5 McFarland standard inoculum
B4 5% ¥ (5% sheep blood)
Mueler-Hinton agar (MHA) # ; ZE# K
3B FREEET SR THEN
+ N\ /N B £ #| 3F vancomycin &
teicoplanin strips (Etest GRD dtrips) #7311
H #& (zone of inhibition) > R E —#F
2 — WA I AR 8ug/ml B VT Ak
Z hVISA -

2. Etest macromethod

# 2.0 McFarland inoculum 200 ul
&7 brain heart infusion (BHI) agar
plates b > K 35 FBEERET
ol ey ity @ AN R LI
vancomycin & teicoplanin strips (Etest
GRD strips) ® 1 # #® - & £
vancomycin & teicoplanin strips B 31 &
# [ B K7 8 ug/ml 2 teicoplanin strip
BT3P B AR 12 ug/ml BUH ] AR &
hVISA -

3. Brain heart infusion (BHI) screen agar
plates

BEHGARETRER LN &
(CLSI) # Fr{# A # vancomycin screen
agar 77 % (# 0.5 McFarland-standard
suspension 10ul B \ & A 6 ug/ml
vancomycin #j brain heart infusion
(BHIAGV) #1T¥ % » 48 N » ]
B R DL B % B H E AR L)
F E & F & M vancomycin-resistant S
aureus (VRSA) LLK =] #¢ HY vancomycin-
intermediate S. aureus (VISA)[8] @ &
M > (BHIA6V) EME 7 & A & & #
hVISA HI&UR B RAK » BT DA 2R B R
$ 75 m T~ 5] B & vancomycin #7 BHI 3
EAT hVISA Hitg il > {82 HURM 4%
BEM4TZEH[9 T Howden & A
I FE 4t m N 20% horse serum 7 BHI
agar # 7] DL 3w hVISA {8 1 %
[10] -

Sarah W. Satola % A Lk #iiE =1
hVISA fite 77 i %3 > £ Brain
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heart infusion (BHI) screen agar plates (£
¥ 4 4 4 ug/ml B vancomycin &
casein) H B E R RS RN (£
F 0.5 McFarland inoculum & 90% # &%
TR 95% Hr £ %) [11] -

Z ~hVISA RYEE S X

A% iy 0 € 7 A& E modified
population analysis profile / area under the
curve (PAP/AUC) 7 X[12] » B2 H

BIRRESS 335
BT NS BEBEER S E
RE - 4 BET FIRE Vancomycin
(0,05,1, 2,25 and 4 mg/L) ¥ BHI agar
plate £ - 3 EL{# ¥4 DLE| B X34
%% EBKITEEEN /)N
B EEEE > &1 CFU per ml A
vancomycin J& & I AH ¥ B 3t B 31 5 1
areaunder curve (AUC) » S4Z £ i Mu3
drain (ATCC 700698) H#y AUC tt3% » —
# AUC Lb A7 09 3| 1.3 Z M Al =

KT : 2 NhVISA (B—) -
T Tryptic Soy Broth (TSB) agar 3%
Log 10 CFU per mi
9
I JKD6052(VSSA)

—

6 F UKD6009(VSSA)
_—

§ F Mu3 (hVISA)

. —a—

4 r UKDB051(hVISA

> -

30 UKD6008 (VISA)

_ —k—

2 = .

| ¢ | I 1 I = = I |

0

0 Vancomycin
ug/mi

7 8

B— HETHZFAHBMNESERFTEIRE (VSSA) UEETHEHERNEMEERIR
& (hVISA) B9 population analysis profile Bif§ + He Mu3 & hVISA BYIZEFE %
(reference strain) ; EIEAEF Rk AUC LEFI 52 0.9 ) 1.3 ZRIRIEZES hVISA ; JKD
6051 E#%A hVISA @ iESRENA[13] ©
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P

B A BB 224808 hVISA By 77 i
£ (methodology) T Al A > B % 09 ik ¥
RRBNRAEH T RAE - R
BEATE hVISA WEE R T3
—fkME > hVISA ¥ & H “SHE"
t & Fe4E. (high-inoculum infection) 7 Bl
Bt Pl R CHER - BHE
R~ R RE - EMNERREWATR
Z B % (prosthetic device infection) %
5 a0 RPEREERRERME
WEREABEL AR HEE hVISA
[13] -

WERETEE MIC £ 5t fo
hVISA ) % £ X M B - & #
Vancomycin MIC E# > hVISA F7fh 8y
b 7] e W B FH[24]

T — & metaandyss HH % 36
¥ [7]° hVISA RE % i VSSA
(Vancomycin susceptible S aureus.) Bk 4
% i 2.37 & glycopeptide i % % B
Hee BERNVISA WRET— T RE
B REABWEERE B EH
TRl B R LB AR -

B FAMEIE MLE (perdstent
bacteremia) & ¥ & % B — & HHEE
B2 VSSA LB > hVISA AP A
BEeWE S HRE (metastatic
complications) 5 %4t > hVISA J& 44,
HERERREABGE -

HAhVISA 2 “FHEE" WRESE
i~ FEBWE LE - & vancomycin
MIC EFH AR > £F hVISA B3

RERZEABREGHITER? 250
RGHF YW 43 FARE S B mea
andysis # % 3 hVISA fr VSSA R
=+ KM T X (30-day mortality
rate) & %K =W fEE R AT R
£ # hVISA W EF M (virulence) 55
REERME LW RERIEFTEK -

SRR

— » Vancomycin

# X glycopeptide &/ hVISA Rk
F K B M e WP VSSA
(vancomycin susceptible S aureus) & %
w7 B EREEL  FRES
BEEE NVISA BRERULEZNTE
# (=+ =1z hVISA & M 5 A1
EEBZFEE O AVHFEERT X
(Attributable mortality) 2 9.1%)[15] ; E
HEEBEREGTRAT R RIER
hVISA BRI H kdw > TEE—
FHHE

— ~ Linezolid

Linezolid #& oxazolidinone %2 Hy#1,
A% BAE inviro ¥ EHEEE
HEREZIWE %W (bacteriogtatic)
ERCKRAT LURE K E M MRSA 3%
F vancomeyin 6 & B hVISA & 3
[16] » {2 & FEE ERKH Linezolid 1
R EnamRalfERWELS A=
BHEATH

= ~ Daptomycin
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Daptomycin & 1% Streptomyces
roseosporus # #k H & > B 7 cyclic
lipopeptide #E B4 4 % & in vitro By
E B Daptomycin $#7 hVISA {15
ERET#WHKE /1 (bactericidal
activity)[17] 5 AT » SRR TR B
FLEHEBREELUNEKE MRSA
Ry WHE AL E 60 ERE WM
J 35 > T E 3 Daptomycin By 5 %
MR T £[16,18] 5 E M EEK EE
R B B B AR AR A% LI
& SLEwY] Lm % Daptomycin Y
MIC HI# -

» #i—fXAY cephalosporins

Ceftobiprole % # — £
cephalosporin WL EF » CREF —
B 7] LA 2R 6 % MRSA B -lactam #2
ML EZE > ETYWE BT
Ceftobiprole ¥ 74 & & 1) MRSA B 44
W0 B SRATI R dA R R B[ 19)

Ceftaroline #& % 4 —f& K & 3%
M 47 ¥ §6 % cephalosporin 2 B3 &
% U—H#H MRSA HitEME &
MRSA sk hVISA R g b8 P JE 3R B
WE B > H Vancomycin # Linezolid
At > Ceftaroline )% & 2 F 8
[20] -

+ ~ Rifampin and fusidic acid
Rifampin ## fusidic acid 5% i &
EH MRSA RO fREY @ B£ -
BEEBERANFERETELENENR
TE S IER AN - Bt —H LA
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BB A —EABNRERTEERA
H%% > 4w - Rifampin & Fusidic
acid =% Rifampin &-# quinolone f#
A R Vancomycin & % & By
hVISA B4 EREWMEREY TR
HE I8 7 Bk T e [21] -

7%~ Hith glycopeptide 3RV AR

Dalbavancin ~ Oritavancin ##
Telavancin # & lipoglycopeptide 48 #7347,
4% R E MRSA B 3 i BE K 3 B
AR TSR 0 e B B
s~ Dalbavancin f# Telavancin % #
VISA W2 R T8 fH2 ¥ VRSA T
% 5 Oritavancin ¥ VISA & VRSA ]
MEHTE[22] B AEEY
hVISA & & F 247 7 1 — 25 i ot % 3%
B o

+=A
=13

BENEEBENERSECH
HERHE (hVISA) Z R &I iE > #
REWMEHNERERTHE BT
Wy B RO R IR
AT AL ELFRTEARTHE
AEHERZ & HEHERE (MRSA)
Fralteny “SHE REEwW > FHE
BAMGERRIE > EEEBEN MIC
FER LB RENEEBENENS
HeHERE  KRERF—EEHRL
ZRAHEmEE-
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Heterogeneous Vancomycin-intermediate
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Heterogeneous vancomycin-intermediate Staphylococcus aureus (hVISA) is a
resistant subpopulation of vancomycin-sensitive S. aureus, according to the
definition of the Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute. Currently, hVISA has
been detected in many countries, including Taiwan. The screening methods of
hVISA include the glycopeptide resistance detection macro-method and brain heart
infusion screen agar plates. The confirmation method is a modified population
analysis profile/area under the curve. “High-inoculum” infection and vancomycin
treatment failure are commonly associated with hVISA infection. Because hVISA
is a resistant subpopulation of vancomycin-sensitive S. aureus, the therapeutic
options are limited. Vancomycin, linezolid, daptomycin, rifampin, fusidic acid, and
new cephal osporins (ceftobiprole, ceftaroline) are antibiotics currently available for
treating hVISA. The efficacy of other glycopeptides (dalbavancin, oritavancin, and
telavancin) requires further investigation. Although the clinical significance of
hVISA is yet to be determined, its existence often implicates a poor response to
vancomycin treatment. It is important to identify the strains for early modification
of antibiotic treatment.

Key words: Saphylococcus aureus, vancomycin, resistance
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