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tb g Linezolid 1 Glycopeptides #+ B Methicilin 3t 2
M2 & F) 3 I K AR

A& EMBRT REE

W23 2 8 e AN R
P HAET AR EEE A
SEHBEAE FER FEF
BEFXE BEE BEFET APEEFEL P

4

Ty,

| =B

T AR FHE L F EH HIEKHA (Methicilin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus) 7% R B K F
ARZ M2 — 215K KRB —EEEKIBAILE E (glycopeptides) 7 ¥ methicilin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) Bt K 89 & KB EPTE % + Hb » 7 — KT #4w MRSA 894t %

(linezolid) £FT AR R AAFT TEE » ARERLLFAMELE —F T o LFR >
25 LA A ek B (linezolid) $2 % & # & (vancomycin) 3 Al 74 MRSA M X &R X8R » &
88 77 linezolid A9 BE KRG & ~ BB Al FH R F 00 -F 57 vancomycin : 12 £ KL R B L
A9 (meta-analysis) 47 LERAR A EBERERE - BERMOATREGRIARFTELZE
B o B3k o BATSE £ —F AR BB 435 (randomized controlled trial, RCT) 24 & % &
FVARE FATH # MRSA A K 69 B R 3 B 4% -

BA$259 : MRSA i (MRSA pneumonia)
FZ=MEZ (Linezolid)
B3 (Vancomycin)
FERKEBIAE SR (Glycopeptides)

SRR PRI R R 1R R RS AR KA 2 - 1F
rh e o B8 R GE AH B R 0 S 60% 11 S
aureus 7= MRSA® o 11 15 € B ¢ P T e B ¥ %

[

[T
1P 460K 7 R < 2 € 267 BRI (Meethi-

cilin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA) —&
Bl H LA B R I R AH R i A 2 — > T EL
£ 4= BR B e 38 i YRR » 1E 5 1 - K 80%
(1 8 ¢ U G FH R SR L S, aureus 5 MRSA' » ¥}

#f (National Nosocomial Infection Surveillance
System, NNIS) # 5 » HIE&HHE B FHBEA S. aureus
&Yy » MRSA (5 T 59.5% o 17 5% 8] B 2 4 1 11
At S. aureus B IAEH » MRSA thAF 42%" o [,

BEAREM HBAMR: HETZREA G 1005 HEHDL KL P B A AR
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Of o BN BAT AR E A 0 S aureus £ 5 B A i
% (nosocomial pneumonia) .Z 20% * HH MRSA
HIT 53 Al o5 88 B 9 3 ifi & (hospital-acquired
pneumonia, HAP) FIIFEIE 2% tHER A 22 (ventilator-
associated pneumonia, VAP) H H1 % 20% #lI
50% o LATE 355 MRSA JE 3% B fifl 5 12 5 % e
7 FHRR LR L > (HUR 2K th #E B MRSA &S
FE RN B BN LI 32 B AR B 00 » XTI » 8 2
{lE Z< #) MRSA ARG A Be B b X Fe 5l — 25
PEFEIE RS > BIFTEEEIE” A" B MRSA
(community-acquired methicilin-resistant Staphylo-
coccus aureus, CA-MRSA)° o #ff SR £ 18 [ P i g
A E LA MRSA » {H MRSA {558 it & £
R 2 LU IR Z e B 2 AT IR R S fE S
MBS FUE— DA 5E -
FlIZ=me R (linezolid) & & — {1 _L iy s g2
Wi #H (oxazolidinone) Z& 1 » EPH{E FHLERH 1EAZE
fe 708 FE2RK » AN I B 2 A 7 AR T 2
RAUR 7 R AR D BUE TR AP 2 25 -
Linezolid 7£ #8 9+ (in vitro) FI#E W (in vivo) HJ i
S o [EIZ TR S o i R 1 G A R O
8 B MRSA FIH /1 BE BSR4 SR & 3%
1 %) % BRI (glycopeptide-intermediate S. aureus,
GISA) th B HIE L H * : L4t > Linezolid 7% 5%
BEA 100% B CIARBIC) K@ HER AR AR 285
( LHAERGRY L B2 MR (epithelial lining fluid,
ELF) F U2 & FH B2 I3 #9535 100~450%)" < H
AT » Linezolid . % 58 B 1K B2 £% #E w] LLBE
T2 Be PR R I [t Rl ¢ ~ 67606 R K7 7 R B g
R, 5 LRl AF 2 BRI b8 ok 3R Hi g
T4 BR 15 BK ¥ (vancomycin-resistant Enterococcus
faecium) FII MRSA ) /%4 55 5 FE T - H AT A
PR Je) P R i oz 38 M L
1. vancomycin — $TZE 1% 1) PR 15 BK ] (Entero-
coccus faecium) JEGY » FLIE 38 F MAEAH
B -
2. BRI MR I 22 > B0 S, aureus BX
fifi % $EEKE (Streptococcus pneumonia) Fi 5|
itE o
3. BZRE A RZ RS AHAK /RS > S, aureus > b
IR 14§ BR [ (Streptococcus pyogenes) BY I

L %)

7L 8 Bk & (Streptococcus agalactiae) Fit 5|
O o JERERE TR R R A R R R AR - H S
aureus BX Streptococcus pyogenes | #E o

MRSA FisRYERAR TR IR

& o B E R EKE Staphylococcus aureus ifi %%
R AR SR FR SRR T e - & B DR 72 2 A AR
WRSEERIZ2 T R - i B v s (R 2 5
0 3 Rl T 955 LR g o A3 » MRSA FITH %
I SR B A < (0 8 %) BRI (methicillin-
susceptible S. aureus, MSSA) 1E Bt A fiifi 48 1) il PR
RIVE 7T 5 W AE 5 (G2 A I SR B HH A
B 72 B " o #H # 5> Hospital-acquired MRSA »
CA-MRSA A SR g B IO 2 a2k s
o W ARE £ A SE B — R Y B B e m
RIWFZEEI < UL 3 A > K 45% ) MRSA fili %
PR S BENS E 2 5 23 S R Es > DU
HERTREERMEAL T CA-MRSA i BRyZEAA T o

ffE 28 CA-MRSA a8 B 20 1 & - (Hid
R SR BRI AR © ISt > CA-MRSA S8
WA HIMEKE F (Panton-Valentine-Leukocidin,
PVL) MR - HRAVH BV R ik E
PVL Bl A2 AR 7 > ATl CA-MRSA
B BUR ) 2 B 1 5 % Z SRR o — i
PVL(+) MRSA [ 2% K #l 58 A 17 1 [ AU & g »
{H 55 30 B 7% Al 5% B Be 9 /% 4 MRSA H PVL(+)
LA T 2 # 3 > K] I A [ Y MRSA B PR
(CA-MRSA) H AT RE C SOGE A HE A B BB S
EBEsmR R 2 &Y o

EHAEZEN MRSA k2 EE T

% AT — TR 5B A M SCRR [B] B (systematic
review) ¢ & /\ A& I U 2% #H B ifi % (ventilator-
associated pneumonia, VAP) WfF52& K047 » $2H
MRSA [ FHFE T 28 5 5 MSSA » {H H i = {1# it
GUARRE — e BN - 2 1% R R IR T 2R
[z B #EE =R o 925888 MRSA £ VAP
R 2R 5y T RE 2K I e i 8 1) 2 9k i o T
e FL AR S AR R B M DL A R AA T RTE R
Bt 7 5 R0 IEfEST A BRI IR HITE - RE2
Bl MRSA ili 28 2 AL 20 © JRT » B4 NIFIR
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o S T 5 A T 2 D 2 B TR AR AL B
JRE 2R e ~ Bl sl s NES A FEE
FHE RIS o KT > 25 FH AR X e i B0 = 3
01 287D W TE R S R MO (0 ~ R~
MKk Z ) » o] IR @ a2l 2 BUEPE R 52
P2 o SRR IR BRI R E NS
HHGR T E B 2 i S B TR mazEis - H
& ELRE TEffE S #5 E tH MRSA A2 B
H A B A E B8 S (polymerase chain reaction,
PCR) 7> - #i 1€ /7 2B M a2 B A 2R > N adfay
56 5% i S R PRI e A e - 1 B =i e 2
M@ T EAEER IR E R -7 KR -

B8 MRSA ZY)HY52E$E (Treatment
options)

H A 1% & 7T LG B MRSA /) 41 24E & A
b FLE vancomycin 5 7% $i % (teicoplanin)
linezolid * ZEU | (quinupristin-dalfopristin) * 3
FE#3 (daptomycin) » K1 [R5 (tigecycline) ©
MR35 O G R e 75 » quinupristin-dalfopristion Fi
vancomycin F /> MRSA ifi & 36 B R P28 77 7l
% 19% #11 40% (CI, -46.2 to 4.9; n=51) » fift 7K 4
#EETEE FRAZE 225 > {H quinupristin-dalfopristion
(19 %80 R AL F- A K # 48 *' o Daptomycin 7E &) )
B e bR E ok i 5B 5 S ME A (pulmonary
surfactant) T {1 il *' » BH SR daptomycin 1 -~ i
& HF 7 MRSA Jiifi %2  Tigecycline fff J& 1 B 14
(bacteriostatic) HT4- 3 » {H & A A& LAY AH A% 22
J1 > B PR A5 38 & TS MRSA i 28 i 75 2 8
LIS ¢ SRS

Vancomycin ;A& MRSA AfisE R
Vancomycin —E# L EFTH MRSA &
Qe (RLER 2% ) ROREHE FHEE » thigh 35 B Mgl Sy
2 FnEE BE AT 26 TAE/ NV 2 B RS o SR AE
MRSA fiifi % BTG HE U R Al e 77 N RS (R iz
>40%) > B & O A PIA: FmiE (AL R
(rifampin) ~ F%FEME H 26 (aminoglycosides)) B #d
AR ABRE 7 o 1ot vancomycin BB &
L i R BE Rl AT 4Z 0 5 A vancomycin Pl 5gi ¥,
BB 17% » AR EOF P TA 3 (A

aminoglycosides) 5 =i 32%° °

Vancomycin {57 MRSA [lifi & 2% Bt [ K] o]
RE Bl H 8 27 3 U BE (M AV IR L » alveolar
epithelial lining fluid, ELF) i&{EAHRH (vancomycin
concentration in ELF/plasma <30%) » It —
fise A5 HE A B 7 ] EAE A VR AH AR R FE AN 2 LA
i 3t A K P 98 B (Miinimal Inhibitory Concen-
tration, MIC) » 1111 [l 1" 8% ¥ ) ) £2 b 52 th 3¢
R ISR ANE AT REBLAS T SV & A 2
(inadequate dosing) 5 [# > o & 9K 32 B8] g fre 22
IR MRSA Jifi 2 B4 = 7| & 1Y vancomycin
(trough concentration 15~20 mg/L)™ » A~ it th A
(e 1A AF 52 (50 FH 3% R HE 1Y) vancomycin U8 FE 2R IR
%102 il MRSA B Al 28 9 18 » F# i fH BLJE 77
S (32 A 0 JETEZ8 31%) B vancomycin 2 &
BAMET L2 R (trough concentration, 13.6£5.9
mg/L versus 13.9+6.7 mg/L)” 3 # 2 F 24 /)\ I
FH#E G T vancomycin 1 )7 X % A HARHE—K
W R4 77 ARBILF " o HAF > vancomyein HITA
FE SR T 8L MRSA Y vancomycin fx 15 4111 B %
& (MIC) & B » #17> MRSA B [MEH B S
vancomycin 1 {5 & MIC < 0.5 ug/mL 7% T 75 B2
B R IZR (56%) BHEEE > MIC 1~2 ug/mL & RE
(9.5%) ° K It » & vancomycin Z MIC £ 1~2
pg/mL I > & SR AR5 S22 i PR B == A YL
%% FfT (Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute,
CLSI) AT PRI HE G e 75 B2 - (HR R
B IR | vancomyein {5 5% A SR A AT FEIARE » TF K
75 K R DR I SR R L A W ) > o

HiE SR SR A v 8 S R A R A
MRSA fifi & WG BERF [E1 £ 10~14 K - (HAE IR
IRF IS K2 21 K e T Al B 28 E136 Ok B R 1)
340%™ o R E RIRE T 5 FE AR R V6 8 S
AEHEE (R EEARIE AR R R SCE R )
25 A TR ILRE 906 R0 M 2%/ [N A (e R 1 i
(metastatic infections) #3116 S IE » thEF T

ZH A HREHIR SR A >

Linezolid ;&8 MRSA Afis¢WE

i £ (8 R I R 00 AN () e 2 A
¥4 fifi & (ventilator-associated pneumonia, VAP) Jii
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FEH > linezolid TEMT IR SEY ) ) B2 R B AR 45 A\
R o 7E 16 (I A (Y IR 2% AH BRI 2%
(VAP) JREEHT > #5°F linezolid —/)\F 2 1% » 1E1MT
G5 ELF MR E IR C it ¥ S aureus HIEEY)
BUBMEIREE 5 JUNRE 2 1% » W& B SEPIR L)y
SR BUR IR > o K > /227 | linezolid
JEEZAR A B & /F MRSA ifi 2760 F R IR
18 o SRMAEM & 5717 (meta-analysis) 37755 B 4
ToR] 5 1 R SRR R 9 (B B R ~ T IMLAE
FIIAT 25 ) ARG PR EABS » linezolid W6 742 45 HH B >
vancomycin B B-lactam FEF PLAEFR » Bl %2
T R B LL s MRSA U BR 28 (eradication) Y
SyRT AR T
FH S 12 vancomyein 77 A 2 2 1) B & 1% -

linezolid Fr75 [ CHAT L/ | IRAE T i i A Ao 8

A5 2% (HELEENE UL T Al 30% ™ » 12
FETE DL 7 38 AEAE A (>14 K ) I IR
AZAIFE 2 o [IL > Linezolid & #IHIK AR S
B EEAR o EEE IR b AT S E AR
3B A7 58 LU B FLIR I 7 (lactic acidosis)®
HEIR K2 WA AEAREE R TR - (H A K AR
HHR R B o+ o

Linezolid #1 Vancomycin ;& MRSA
AmEHYELER

Wunderink F[I Rubinstein ¢ {F & ¥
i Linezolid B Vancomycin i # Bt W fili 2
(nosocomial pneumonia) Y [ {l& FiE 1% %F 07 £H 5
B (randomized control trial, RCT) H1 > 1 3& &
W& R 22 B e AN S (AT e B RR 2 1%
7 328 T L 8 R ALY B R B B B 5 OFF S e Y
fify 22 TG R 25 AH B A 2 W {18 2 J e 1 [ 399 12
7 M7 (n=1019) = #+ ¥ B Al & 1 5 > linezolid
Il vancomycin {5 % S. aureus fifi & 0 17 & 2
(Kaplan-Meier survival rates) 77 5l £ 78.0% I
70.8% (p = 0.13) » 5 % MRSA fiifi 48 i) 17 16 28
HI| linezolid & /> vancomycin * 43 %I £ 80% #lI
63.5% (p = 0.03) ; EEPRIAREZE (clinical cure rates)
JiIHl > {E S. aureus fifi & I F¥ » linezolid & 7K Lt
vancomycin 4 —%5 (51.5% v.s. 43.4%, p = 0.18) »

L %)

B EAAEEAEET B 7201 - (HAE MRSA RIGERFAIER
TR H BH BH 72 ¥ (linezolid v.s. vancomycin. 59.0%
v.s. 35.5%, p<0.01)" °

TENVER &5 FHERNG 2 (VAP) IRRE 4347 - AT
H VAP ~ 55 KI5 TR T/ VAP ~ S. aureus VAP #ll
MRSA VAP » PY{EEEFAI R R IGHEZR » linezolid
#EEP vancomycin AR » 3t > {E SR I
% Ik B VAP(p = 0.02) 1 MRSA VAP(p = 0.001)
38 Wl R A A E BIRET BRI s L
W HE M) B (Logistic regression analysis) 77 7 i IR
IGHZS > linezolid WY {5 FAE B8 VAP 157 £ 9%
N7 FE IR - (OR, 1.8; 95%C1, 1.2-2.7) » it H:
fth = {8 R peREth—F% > JLHE MRSA VAP fiff
(OR, 20.0; 95%CI, 4.3-92.0) ° {E{F1E %R (Kaplan-
Meier survival rates) [73 47 > SR linezolid 55
% vancomycin » {H /£ MRSA VAP JEREH HARE
BB (84.1% v.s. 61.7%; p = 0.02) 5 #7 LUk H 0]
3 o HITE PU{E HERE > linezolid 0 /& 18 32 #Y
TAMIK T o [FFRAUTE MRSA VAP JRRF B iR K
(OR, 4.6; 95%CI, 1.5-14.8)* ©

IR LA LRSI FERG R > linezolid ¥ MRSA
fifi 28 V6 4 s SR BHEE 172 vancomycin > 1A It 38
FDA %4 linezolid 21675 MRSA fifiZ » i
EEI Ml e g thidR e R gE.2 — 2 < AR
H1i® MRSA i RUCEEA ) » B2 bk i it
JEH) MRSA fifiz¢ NBh A E 200 A - A LERG IR
BB Sy el gEEE LL 2 B2 5L o At - BRI
B 72 B Al 2R 2 5 A BT HE PR 5% - (BT IERERE
ISR (RCT) » Sl amae s A o

SRS b U R 15 PR s SR AT RE o L At [
% (FE MRSA fifi & 51 #EHY 2 AT MERHE %
A O At R e B B A R ~ SEYRIE S ) B
78 > Wunderink =5 5 HAE DUSCRE Il Ve
(bronchoscopic bronchi alveolar lavage (BBAL))
Ak HHT R S U2 SRR R 1R (72~96 /NRF ) HY S
(microbiological response) © fi F#fE SR 1E A B 22 X
[f& (microbiological response) FG AR IGEAR /7 1H]
Linezolid #B#8/> Vancomycin » {HA[1ER K 52 BH 84
FEER (p=0.757)" o 3B S FA SR LIERY HEGR -
linezolid 1Ml I Er i E v] B B E R AU M RVE PR
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A5 o AT T RE RS AN B RE GRS IR NPARE - H
HAMKFE (40 Linezolid [ 52 F# £ 21 §E B il
RERRRH ) hFFEE EEA A o B
PR B E e AT 22 1 = A R R CA-MRSA
USA300 tRATREMEHEZ A -

32 A A EE YR R e P i 28 B AV S8 G T
5 o MRIETE B B2 E A 2 BE L MRSA Jili 15
& > linezolid Eil vancomycin Wi #H J5 % Fl 75 7 35
FEBEREL (length of stay) 73 AlIFS 11.2 #110.8 K »
hn =% @ £ 14 F 11.7 & (life-years gained per
treated patient, 65-year-old cohort) » %2 {[f] & & ¢
53 50 £ 12,829 1 12,409 WX T © {81 ] linezolid
PR A ] vacomycin » TEHE I\ 97 F B8 e e
F 420 [BXTT (3.4%) FITEI T » AT HTDIRGIEZS 8.7%
FIRIE 2R 13.2% o EARERIGE LG
B o 1l A B g )t 1 B L ) S 7S 2 AT R
HANA]

TR 45 b 3l (9 7 52 45 2R » linezolid {F A %
MRSA Jifi % B B IR S REALLST- 48 7% vancomycin ©
SR W & BB B, » 2010 R RS »
3Rl W EE T 8 FT 9 {lE EL#R Linezolid F1 glyco-
peptides FH 2 15 # 5E UL MRSA Hili 48 B #% 1 el
it B8 (RCT)™ 1E #5 & /9 T (meta-analysis) (£
Ha 7 (EESEET AE WA R AE )  E MHE
PRAGIIZS ~ SETZS I AEYNG B D) ZE (micro-
biological success) * linezolid ifi % 5 55 it& vanco-
mycin > BME A ITRGEm IS LS 236 E 5 MRSA
fifi R A RS2 38 B B MRSA ifi 2219 1HERF 70
BB AR AT LU - (DRI A 25 o

Bt 4t > linezolid AT LL{s A 1F #f vancomycin
HHE 1058 JE (D@ BB DIREA & ) BUR R N E
A EERY IR R b o 3 I S G 2K B RS $T 183 i J&k
Y S. aureus i & > {41 H linezolid {F £ 4% B {4 H
(compassionate use) iR o HH#f vancomycin
JHE 5 58 FE R AL 151 67 - Y6 5 2K e ru 44 40 7 -
RS O I M 1 BB e B D28 70 Bl R 70% A
68.4% » XM ¥} vancomyecin 7% 5 JE 1Y 7 F I
WESEAF » 53 i 15 87% FI1 68.4%™ = i3 {l&l i 53 fif
SR 1] §E B vancomycin Y5 & MRSA [ Ifll /i 4%
RERARINE R E (MIC) ZBUE R B 1~2 ug/
mL A B FHIEIE > £ E 45 linezolid i vanco-

mycin ¥f MRSA ] MIC 1~2 ug/mL H i 4 & #E
RGBSR - (I — DR IR BR T 5%
1 H e 7 75 Z 0 B vancomycin ¥T MRSA 1)
MIC 2K 851 /& 75 1 4 18 A linezolid » /2 B 15
HE— D HRETHUERE o AN fERCERREH —
LEBE e ¥ MRSA Jili % 15 #2 86 /] linezolid » K&
{5 F P R 58 AR s e AR i R RE > i FLSE R
RIS (outbreak)™ o (R IRFETE 9 AR IARAILAT -
11 7 AR B89 SEL A B DA IR 39 2 5 1B 150 FH 38 A AL T
43

+=o
m aff

¥ MRSA il R NG HEEEY) » TS HIERIRIG
5 W8 HIJ 1S i e 27 5] 971 R A T % - IR LA
TBFERFIRARI > linezolid HAE LM - 1. &
WRe A 4= 875 & Of (1 ] aminoglycosides ~ 2. {i
F vancomycin 167 SEANE ~ 3. ¥f vancomycin
HEEGENE o 5 9% 0 A B ¥ Niederman #§ K 1
(T MRSA VAP (G # a8 o] e 2% =«
HEDH 2 E Gk (EBR KB >5 K+
A HIAEFR ) sE P 2 —FRE MR A § 5
I PEER B - FERRIGET MRSA VAP £RFH#EEa M
TG o MR B CASE TR 2 8T & OF
aminoglycosides * 1EZ 27 & T > linezolid
JEAR e %5 [ i ] (2 AE A IR 5% 22 45 5 MRSA >
vancomycin H] LU H] 82 FS linezolid » {H 41 H
il IR I % vancomycin X & P #f > th ] DLk A
linezolid ° A/ 18 H linezolid th %L IR - H il
) $E SR A T (R AT 233 - BEF RT LA RN |
rifampin & HFIEHRE S

15 E BT R PR BT T2 8% - M A el —Ff
W] LL5E 2 B glycopeptide £ MRSA ifi %
I 9 .2 171 {1 © Linezolid £ I #& MRSA fili ¢ .2
HHELEEY) B R W A CA-MRSA J& 4 >
linezolid &7 41l il H toxin 43 Wb i& 75 & 7F i IR L
AR R BRSO AE 5 W15 > (B2 & R
I glycopeptide 75 % 5 2 W i PR & K S FF (H
AT 1 {18 E 58 BO(H fe A 58 2R A g PR A8 |, hiep:/
www.clinicaltrial.gov reference NCT000572559,
FI1{E IE £ & 17 0 B PR 3 B8 > reference
NCT000084266) °
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Methicilin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus is one of common pathogen in nosocomial pneumonia. Higher
failure rate of treatment in methicilin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) pneumonia has been a major
challenge for clinical physicians. Whether new antibiotics (linezolid) for MRSA could treat pneumonia is expected
greatly. Recent studies of comparing linezolid versus vancomycin in the treatment of MRSA pneumonia revealed
that the rates of clinical cure, survival and microbiological eradication seem to be higher in linezolid group. But
recent two meta-analysis disclose no significant difference of clinical cure, survival and bacterial response between
these two antibiotics. Further randomized, controlled trials (RCT) would be needed to provide more information on
clinical efficacy of these antibiotics for MRSA pneumonia. (J Intern Med Taiwan 2011; 22: 153-160)



