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ABSTRACT
Background: Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) associated infections are a cause of
morbidity/mortality in the Intensive Care Unit (ICU). Vancomycin is an option for treatment but is not

without its own risks.

Purpose: To institute a testing change to decrease time between ordering of MRSA tests and availability

of results in patients admitted to the adult ICU.

Procedures: A MRSA testing change was implemented at two adult (i.e., tertiary and community) ICUs
located in a U.S. Midwestern health system. The change was implemented in 2018 and included the
switch from culture to polymerase chain reaction (PCR) in ICU admitted patients. Study data were
collected from 2016-2020 and a Bayesian quantile regression model was fit to examine median level

change in time to results and to calculate a counterfactual estimate.

Main Findings: During the 58-month period, 71% of 19,975 patients seen at the two ICUs received
MRSA testing. In the pre-change period, 91% and 99% of patients at the tertiary and community hospitals
received testing via culture, respectively. Culture was used 1% and ~0% of the time at the hospitals in the
post-change period. The counterfactual estimated 36 (95% Crl: 35, 37) and 32 fewer hours (95% Crl: 31,

33) until results were available at the tertiary and community hospital, respectively.

Conclusions: Study revealed MRSA results were available in less time at both facilities after testing
change. This information can aid anti-microbial stewardship via possibly delaying initiation and/or

quicker de-escalation of therapy when results are known.
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INTRODUCTION

Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus infection (MRSA) is a leading cause of severe
morbidity, mortality, and economic burden on patients and healthcare systems [Klein]. MRSA colonized
patients are commonly present in the Intensive Care Unit (ICU). Between 1992 to 2004, greater than 60%
of ICU S. aureus infections were attributed to MRSA in the United States (U.S.) and Canada [NNIS].
Between 1995 and 2005, MRSA related hospitalizations nearly doubled, resulting in increasing awareness
and need for preventative measures and effective treatment [Klein]. During 2011, the Centers for Disease

Control and Prevention estimated 80,461 invasive MRSA infections occurred within the U.S. [Dantes]

Methicillin resistance among S. aureus isolates was first identified in the early 1960’s with
concomitant, infectious complications arising throughout the decade into the present day [Barber]. MRSA
is a common pathogen that is not only part of our own microbiota but also can cause skin/soft tissue,
blood stream, bone, heart, and respiratory infections [Lowry, Lakhundi]. It is imperative to initiate
empiric antibiotics if clinical suspicion is high for MRSA infection to reduce critical illness as

recommended by the Infectious Disease Society of America (IDSA).

Vancomycin is often reflexively utilized as a first choice for empiric antibiotic therapy due to its
coverage of MRSA; however, vancomycin therapy comes with its own risks that can disrupt patient care.
Acute kidney injury (AKI) is one of the most significant adverse effects of vancomycin. Often, patients in
the ICU are susceptible to AKI given numerous potential nephrotoxic agents utilized (i.e., vasopressors,
intravenous contrast dye exposure, diuretics, certain beta-lactam antibiotics and aminoglycosides) or
comorbidities [Carreno, Rybak, Luther]. In addition, duration of vancomycin exposure, higher doses, and
specific patient vulnerability (e.g., previous chronic kidney disease, elevated body mass index, severity of
illness, or hemodynamic support) can contribute to nephrotoxicity. Nephrotoxicity has its own multitude
of consequences including but not limited to prolonged hospital stay, potential need for dialysis, and

increased mortality. [Carreno, Lodise].
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It is important to tailor antibiotic regimens to not only deter antibiotic resistance but also limit
potential patient harm from unnecessary antibiotic exposure. Antimicrobial stewardship towards MRSA
pharmacotherapy is a rapidly developing practice. Early detection of MRSA can help guide and treat
acute infection. MRSA polymerase chain reaction (PCR) nasopharyngeal swab testing is one form of
rapid detection that has shown excellent performance characteristics especially when detecting
pneumonia [Parente DM]. Not only is MRSA-PCR nares screening an effective method for rapid
detection but also a potential means for reduction in vancomycin use. [Mergenhagen, Baby N, Woolever]
The study objective was to decrease the time between the ordering of a MRSA test and the time when test

results are made available in patients being admitted to the adult ICU.

METHODS
Study Design and Variables

A multi-site intervention was implemented to change the testing method for MRSA in patients
admitted to two adult ICUs within the same health system. The sites included a tertiary hospital (level 1
trauma center; 37 ICU beds) and a community hospital (level IV trauma center; 15 ICU beds) located
within 3 miles (Manhattan distance) of each other in the same United States Midwestern city. On
February 1, 2018, the laboratories for these facilities changed the MRSA testing default from culture to
PCR for patients being admitted to the ICU. Of note, the tertiary hospital used an in-house laboratory and
the community hospital used an off-site laboratory. In particular, the community hospital used the tertiary
hospital’s laboratory for the first 3.5 years of the study period and then switched to a new off-site
laboratory within the health system for the remainder of the reviewed period. Study data was collected for
January 1%, 2016 through October 31%, 2020. This time range included 25 months of pre-change data and

33 months of post-change data.

Test sample collection included a nasopharyngeal swab with cultural test (Becton, Dickinson and
Company, Franklin Lakes, New Jersey) based on agar medium to grow Staph or PCR test using swab

solution based on GeneXpert system (Cepheid, Sunnyvale, California). Test results were added into the
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labs tab in the electronic health record with no automated notification sent to the ordering provider when
results were uploaded into the record. Both tests were available during the two periods, but as noted PCR

was deemed the default/preferred method in the post-change period.

Collected data included a hospital indicator (tertiary or community), date and time of admission,
date and time of ordered test, test type (culture or PCR), test result (positive or negative), test result date
and time, and whether the patient was prescribed vancomycin prior to the posting of the MRSA test result
in the medical record (yes or no). An intervention period indicator was constructed (pre-change or post-
change period). Collected patient demographic information included age (years) and gender (male or

female).

Data Analysis

Continuous data are reported as medians with interquartile ranges (IQR) and categorical data as
counts with percentages. A Bayesian quantile regression model was fit to data to examine the level
change in time to lab results at each hospital. Model details are available in the Supplemental File. Results
are presented as estimated median times until lab result for pre- and post-change periods and the median
difference between these estimates. A counterfactual estimate of change in time to the lab results at the
mid-point of the post-change period was constructed ((E(Y*™?)), Y: time until results, X: laboratory
change [0: represents no laboratory change and 1: represents laboratory change; assuming weak
ignorability: X || Y* and X || Y*™! and a well-defined intervention) and contrasted with the model
estimate for that time point (E(Y=y | do(X=x). This process controlled for changes in time until results
were uploaded (i.e., model slopes) within and across study periods. All model-based estimates are
reported with 95% credible intervals (Crl) and additional details are available in the Supplemental File. A
Monte Carlo (MC) simulation model was fit to quantify the percentage of patients in the post-change
period at the tertiary hospital that may probabilistically test positive for MRSA. This estimate represents
the hypothetical percentage of positive patients that could have delayed treatment if vancomycin was not

initiated until after MRSA results were known. This calculation was based on the empiric number of
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positive tests in patients receiving vancomycin before MRSA results were known in the post-change
period at the tertiary hospital using the beta distribution with 50,000 MC samples. This study received

institutional review board approval (IM2017-100).

RESULTS

Study sample

Within the 58-month study period, 71% of the 19,975 adult ICU patients received MRSA testing.
These patients were distributed with 4,347 and 1,607 in the pre-intervention period and 6,156 and 2,042
in the post-intervention period at the tertiary and community hospitals, respectively. Patients at the
tertiary center were 78% male with a median age of 64 (IQR: 52, 74) years, while the community hospital

patients were 70% male with a median age of 62 (IQR: 48, 75) years.

MRSA Testing

In the pre-intervention period 91% and 99% of patients at the tertiary and community hospitals
received MRSA testing via culture, respectively. Use of culture testing was 1% and 0% at the tertiary and
community hospitals in the post-change period. Across the study periods the MRSA positivity rate was
9.9%, represented by 8.9% and 9.8% in the pre-intervention period and 10.2% and 11.1% in the post-
intervention period at the tertiary and community hospitals, respectively. The median time between ICU
admitted patient MRSA tests at the tertiary hospital was 2.5 hours and at the community hospital was 8.0

hours across both study periods.

Time to Test Results

Four (0.002%) MRSA tests were considered outliers and removed from the analytic models since
the time until receiving these results were greater than 4 days. Estimated median times to results for the
pre- and post-intervention periods by hospital are reported in Table 1 and visualized in Figure 1. Model

results revealed an estimated median difference in testing time at the start of the post-intervention period
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compared to the pre-intervention period to be 38.2 fewer hours (95% Crl: 37.9, 38.5) at the tertiary
hospital and 28.8 fewer hours (95% Crl: 28.0, 29.6) at the community hospital. The overall interquartile
range value (dispersion) for results in pre-change period at the tertiary and community hospitals were 13-
and 12-hours, while these ranges were 1- and 7-hours in the post-change period, respectively. The
counterfactual median estimate of difference in time to receiving results at the mid-point in the post-
change period was 36.0 fewer hours (95% Crl: 35.4, 36.6) and 31.6 fewer hours (95% Crl: 30.5, 32.8) at
the tertiary and community hospitals, respectively. Posterior density plots for model estimates are
available in the Supplemental file. Lastly, patients in the pre- versus post-change periods at the tertiary
and community hospitals with a vancomycin dose initiated prior to receiving a negative MRSA test were
18% (n=765) versus 17% (n=1,062) and 11% (n=175) versus 14% (n=290), respectively. Based on
patient data from the tertiary hospital in the post-change period, if vancomycin was not initiated until the
results were known, approximately 16% (95% CI 14%, 18%) of these patients may end up testing

positive and having delayed initiation of vancomycin given the drug.

DISCUSSION

The focus of this study was to evaluate time to receiving MRSA results in admitted adult ICU
patients after instituting a testing change. At the tertiary hospital the median time to results decreased by
over 30 hours. In the community hospital, which used an oftf-site laboratory, the time decreased by almost
30 hours. Secondary to this change, the number of positive tests went up in the post-change period;
however, it is outside the scope of this project to speculate whether this change was related to the testing
modality or endemic changes in the population. The variability in time to results decreased in the post-

change period at both hospitals compared to the time ranges in the pre-change period.

The presented study reported the number of patients with vancomycin initiated prior to receiving
MRSA test results. This group represented patients that could benefit from not having any delays in
MRSA testing information. Given a patient’s presentation and pretest probability for MRSA infection, the

use of empiric vancomycin may be necessitated in some patients, but potentially delayed until test results
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are known in other patients given results are known more quickly given PCR. The study revealed results
were made available sooner in both hospitals, which can also impact an earlier de-escalation/

discontinuation of antibiotic use in patients testing negative.

Vancomycin therapy has potential detrimental adverse effects that can be both harmful to patients
and increase health care costs. Multiple studies have indicated that a MRSA PCR nasopharyngeal swab
has a relatively high negative predictive value and is an effective approach to deescalating or
discontinuing MRSA antibiotic therapy most notably in patients treated empirically for MRSA
pneumonia [Baby N., Woolever, Parente DM]. Moreover, it has been shown that early de-escalation of
MRSA antimicrobial therapy did not lead to worse outcomes in such a study sample [Baby N.]. It can be
inferred that in situations where MRSA prevalence or overall suspicion for infection is low, avoiding

empiric anti-MRSA therapy is plausible until MRSA nasal screening results are verified.

In addition, the post-change study period could have been impacted by COVID-19. The
respiratory pandemic led to an increase in mechanical ventilation use which places patients at increased
risk for a superimposed infection like MRSA pneumonia. The increase in respiratory illness could have
affected data in ways that we are unable to quantify. Additionally, not all ICU patients in the post-change
period received a MRSA PCR screen per protocol. Based on study results it can be reasonably inferred
that PCR nasal pharyngeal swab is a valuable screening tool to identify MRSA respiratory infection and
decrease vancomycin use. It is suspected that the intervention changes made at the study institutions can

have lasting implications for each hospital going forward.

Limitations

In this study the vancomycin courses for patients were not reviewed. The reason for this omission
was because initially prescribed vancomycin dosages can vary between patients based on provider
preferences and patient presentation. For example, different dosages may have varying coverage and can

be titrated to patient based on various factors (e.g., kidney function). Additionally, MRSA test result
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notifications were not automatically sent to the ordering providers. This communication gap likely slows
the process to discontinuation of antibiotics and may vary between providers. This means that MRSA
results can be posted in the medical record, but if the provider was not notified of the results, the patient
may have remained on the initially prescribed course until it was completed, or the results were realized
and acted upon by the provider. Given these issues, it was felt these data may not be completely

generalizable to other institutions.

Within the present study there were some patients in the pre-change period that received MRSA
testing via PCR while some patients in the post-change period received culture-based testing. The
possibility of non-compliance to the preferred testing method per study period could underestimate the
optimal theoretical improvement in time to receiving test results that can be realized. This was due to
analyses based on an intent-to-treat style design. Though, with the use of the 50™ percentile in the quantile
regression, the results should not have been overly influenced by a smaller or larger lag in accessibility of
results to providers for a minority of patients (i.e., patients getting PCR in the pre-change period or
patients getting culture in the post-change period). In the Supplemental file, a deep artificial neural
network model was fit to data to show readers what results from an adaptive non-linear model could look

like given the increased non-compliance in use of the default testing method.

Patients were not randomized to the testing method given the retrospective sequence design of the
study. This could result in making the exchangeability of patient characteristics between periods possibly
unbalanced. Though, theoretically a study of a testing and laboratory change would occur in a
standardized fashion and negate any most concerns about patient differences associated with the testing
method used. Lastly, the study did not have a staggered roll-out across the hospitals or include a negative
control group to help understand the potential for an unknown historical bias occurring at the time of the
testing change. This concern was indirectly addressed by providing an extended pre- and post-change
time series, which revealed no apparent occurrences of exogenous shocks or slope changes in the series

beyond the study intervention point.
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CONCLUSIONS
The study revealed a decrease in time to MRSA test results and a decrease in the variability of
these times in the post-change period. The study design replicated the intervention at two different types

of facilities in order to show the potential generalizability of the change and to corroborate findings.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.12.22273807
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.12.22273807; this version posted April 13, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC 4.0 International license .

REFERENCES

Klein E, Smith DL, Laxminarayan R. 2007. Hospitalizations and deaths caused by methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus, United States, 1999-2005. Emerg Infect Dis 13:1840—1846.
doi:10.3201/eid1312.070629.

National Nosocomial Infections Surveillance System. National Nosocomial Infections Surveillance
(NNIS) System Report, data summary from January 1992 through June 2004, issued October 2004. Am J
Infect Control. 2004 Dec;32(8):470-85. doi: 10.1016/S0196655304005425. PMID: 15573054.

Dantes R, Mu Y, Belflower R, Aragon D, Dumyati G, Harrison LH, Lessa FC, Lynfield R, Nadle J, Petit
S, Ray SM, Schaffner W, Townes J, Fridkin S; Emerging Infections Program—Active Bacterial Core
Surveillance MRSA Surveillance Investigators. National burden of invasive methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus infections, United States, 2011. JAMA Intern Med. 2013 Nov 25;173(21):1970-8.
doi: 10.1001/jamainternmed.2013.10423. PMID: 24043270.

Barber M. Methicillin-resistant staphylococci. J Clin Pathol. 1961 Jul;14(4):385-93. doi:
10.1136/jcp.14.4.385. PMID: 13686776; PMCID: PMC4802309.

Lowy FD. 1998. Staphylococcus aureus infections. N Engl J Med 339:520-532.
doi:10.1056/NEJM199808203390806.

Lakhundi S, Zhang K. Methicillin-Resistant Staphylococcus aureus: Molecular Characterization,
Evolution, and Epidemiology. Clin Microbiol Rev. 2018 Sep 12;31(4):¢00020-18. doi:
10.1128/CMR.00020-18. PMID: 30209034; PMCID: PMC6148192.

Carreno JJ, Kenney RM, Lomaestro B. Vancomycin-associated renal dysfunction: where are we now?
Pharmacotherapy. 2014 Dec;34(12):1259-68. doi: 10.1002/phar.1488. Epub 2014 Sep 15. PMID:
25220436.

Rybak M, Lomaestro B, Rotschafer JC et al. Therapeutic monitoring of vancomycin in adult patients: a
consensus review of the American Society of Health-System Pharmacists, the Infectious Diseases Society
of America, and the Society of Infectious Diseases Pharmacists. Am J Health Syst Pharm 2009;

Luther MK, Timbrook TT, Caffrey AR, Dosa D, Lodise TP, LaPlante KL. Vancomycin plus piperacillin-
tazobactam and acute kidney injury in adults: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Crit Care Med.
2018;46(1):12-20. doi:10.1097/CCM.0000000000002769

Lodise TP, Lomaestro B, Graves J, Drusano GL. Larger vancomycin doses (at least four grams per day)
are associated with an increased incidence of nephrotoxicity. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 2008
Apr;52(4):1330-6. doi: 10.1128/AAC.01602-07. Epub 2008 Jan 28. PMID: 18227177; PMCID:
PM(C2292536.

Parente DM, Cunha CB, Mylonakis E, Timbrook TT. The Clinical Utility of Methicillin-Resistant
Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) Nasal Screening to Rule Out MRSA Pneumonia: A Diagnostic Meta-
analysis With Antimicrobial Stewardship Implications. Clin Infect Dis. 2018 Jun 18;67(1):1-7. doi:
10.1093/cid/ciy024. PMID: 29340593.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.12.22273807
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.12.22273807; this version posted April 13, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC 4.0 International license .

Mergenhagen KA, Starr KE, Wattengel BA, Lesse AJ, Sumon Z, Sellick JA. Determining the Utility of
Methicillin-Resistant Staphylococcus aureus Nares Screening in Antimicrobial Stewardship. Clin Infect
Dis. 2020 Aug 22;71(5):1142-1148. doi: 10.1093/cid/ciz974. PMID: 31573026.

Baby N, Faust AC, Smith T, Sheperd LA, Knoll L, Goodman EL. Nasal Methicillin-Resistant
Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) PCR Testing Reduces the Duration of MRSA-Targeted Therapy in
Patients with Suspected MRSA Pneumonia. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 2017 Mar 24;61(4):¢02432-
16. doi: 10.1128/AAC.02432-16. PMID: 28137813; PMCID: PMC5365699.

Woolever NL, Schomberg RJ, Cai S, Dierkhising RA, Dababneh AS, Kujak RC. Pharmacist-Driven
MRSA Nasal PCR Screening and the Duration of Empirical Vancomycin Therapy for Suspected MRSA
Respiratory Tract Infections. Mayo Clin Proc Innov Qual Outcomes. 2020 Aug 15;4(5):550-556. doi:
10.1016/j.mayocpiqo.2020.05.002. PMID: 33083704; PMCID: PMC7557184.

Dunaway S., Orwig K.W., Arbogast Z.Q., Myers Z.L., Sizemore J.A., Giancola S.E. Evaluation of a
pharmacy-driven methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus surveillance protocol in pneumonia. Int J
Clin Pharm. 2018;40(3):526-532.

Willis C., Allen B., Tucker C., Rottman K., Epps K. Impact of a pharmacist-driven methicillin-resistant
Staphylococcus aureus surveillance protocol. Am J Health Syst Pharm. 2017;74(21):1765-1773.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.12.22273807
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.12.22273807; this version posted April 13, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC 4.0 International license .

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

David J. Aman, Chanteau M. Ayers, Austin J. Boeckman, Frank J. Caligiuri, Brook N. Delpierre, Laura
C. Elliott, Julie A. Gibbons, Vali P. Potter, Rossana M. Rosa.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.12.22273807
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.12.22273807; this version posted April 13, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC 4.0 International license .

Table 1. Median time to receiving methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) test

results in patients being admitted to an Adult Intensive Care Unit, n=14,148*

Median Time to MRSA Results in Hours

Hospital Pre-Change Post-Change
Tertiary (Interquartile range) 41.2 (95% Crl: 41.0, 41.5) 3.0 (95% Crl: 2.8, 3.1)
Community (Interquartile range) 41.7 (95% Crl: 41.2,42.2) 12.9 (95% Crl: 12.2, 13.5)

Crl: credible interval
*4 (0.002%) patients dropped from analyses since MRSA test results took longer than 4 days to receive.
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Figure 1: Plotted time (hours) until receiving methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) test
results in patients admitted to the adult Intensive Care Unit by study period day. Top panel presents
tertiary hospital and bottom panel presents community hospital data. Solid black vertical line represents
where the test change occurred; two solid white lines are the estimated time to results per period; dashed
black horizontal and vertical lines represents the counterfactual estimate at the midpoint of the post-
change period with diamond located at the estimate. Symbols: “x” = culture tests; “+” = polymerase chain

reaction tests.
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