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FE T CIERIISH Sz IREEOMEIZERED S, WEHEEROHY L, EOMmEMME % X5
THLENDHY, —EORPERNEMEICRET 5 EERMERE V) S, BAERIZIE 10° CEU/m,
AT EF ROV TEA SN, LA L, BHETIE 10° CFU/ml THRREOHEDD ) ) 500,
FEH7: 10* CFU/ml B 2BV SN TwW b, —75, BRRIIZIZEMRE % & KBIAS D0 was, RE:
ZEEMEORERIDS 20-40% FEE 12580 S5, Fi# PCR TR SN A EREEORGHZ ZNE T 5580 b
LM, FOFEEBIIAALTETH L, SO, TEOWMATLOESR, BERFOGR L, KA -7 0% —
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PRSI SRR IR & 7R T IREEE BV G O R A7 B L O
WAEY R ] & L CRERLEELIET 2155
oz, REEMROEE, BLOEEORRETIIN
HTERWREIZESET AMEY, urinary microbiome
(LUF, UMB) 1220Vl L72b D TH 5,

FRIEE DL EFRKRNDIGH

N SIET A S AR 21, BE2HE TR
% BT LMERIHED—DTh b Vo ZOMIKSE
(&, B e TEBIRIEREIR &, BRIROFFFEIC & - CTHHE
DraEhb, Lal, BRAEREERHIEE LT, R
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PG TS AR A SR L, 2 oW
IR EAR S BE T BRI ESHE OB T IC D IGH Sz &
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#2515 Y, Koch l&, #0 2EBICIEHRRAG % H
WIRSEREEARE S B L, 1941 4E121E Marple®” 2SR
RIZIBH LT3,

FECHEAROBE, BLREL
EEEOFHNORES

BEROBMAE U TRZRIT 2121, & ORIGER
WCHTET DB L D7HG e W) FEPT Z F &9 FF
WZIHEDAVETIIE D A REEDONA < A AT HHlE
HEHSHEEY L, PR TEHR ST, ICER L7285
EBThH, RPIREATAREMNIEH 5. J0E LEE»S
el E RS 2 A L TR Z BRI 5 & AE TR A &
DHGI T X 275, BENTHY), HEMIZFETI
BERDOTER V. L2, BMEICS 23K E MR
DB\ AR H DL, 20, RINE & HIEEO
HIGIRE ORI FHREE L THWONTE 72003,
b L7 BRI, b bIRFPEREIC & - TERH
EERER AT D HETH D FHEOHMARY, Th
1F Kass” 751956 fEI25E L 72 O RN TH 5o Kass
X740l 2B EERIZL 5 ARBEEORFAR B
R, FD95%HT10° CFU/ml L ETH 2 DI12x LT,
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SERE B VEM TR IR 337 Bl O/ REETIZ 6% IZHE 22
EERLT. SHUBE, 10°CFU/ml &\ o) Bifl, A%
T M TR &\ ) MRS DS R I G E 4k 2 5 RACIER L C
WIS Nz LrL, 20, THRBEIGETIE, Z
NUTORFPERBEE TH-> T, IR Z 2R
KTHLBDENSD 2 LG STz, 19824127 5
T, WO bRl R MR & R o lBkIC X b 102 CFU/
ml DEBEERENR KO Z R TH9THh S & Stamm S
043 E8E L 720 Kunin 5 W 13, EBEEEKEEEZD
32.5% #%10° CFU/ml B\ kT 10° %* & 10* CFU/ml #*
458% TH B DIZxt L, EEEFEOZYETIE, 10° CFU/ml
PLEAT3.1%, 10° 25 10' CFU/ml #510.2% T& 1,
FOF v R ERE L, FOEREZEMNIT, 512,
Hooton 5 2 13, Wi R CABE» 10?20 5 10 CFU/
ml DL~V THH X NAUSEIROWAIK & 30T %75,
FR R TR BRI X B B SHER I A5 L ~OLV TR S
T, BRFRE =T, FHEICL > THIE SN
PR EILMENS R L 2 L 2R LT,

LA L, PLEZEORR % IS 2 B O R IR GE S
D H AN K L L T 10°-10° CFU/ml B %
10° CFU/ml™® 2SS 7= 2 &%, 10°CFU/ml Tl
5% U 72 IR PRSI RV TR 2 e 3~ 2 T REME Y| 2 &
I 7RI O R I DA 10 R R = DT E
HOMEZ &0 5, 10°CFU/ml &\ ) 532 [tk 4] 5E
F#EZ HEZETEHOLRAL TRV, BELL, £
 DEFFEBAZE TIZ 10" CFU/ml 123 L 2 WKL, [1&
P EHELTWR Y b Bbhs, 20X %Ik
DT, JREFEEME ) BUANVIERR O RIRE & RIR %
BT AP BBAET L e MESINTVDL, 0
BEREIE, 10'CFU/ml ML k%A ANIE#EL L2b DT
4264 1) 1 25.4%'®, 10° CFU/ml bL b T 13 300 1 H
37.7% 19, European Society of Clinical Microbiology
and Infectious Diseases ® #:# 2 % Flvs 72 4 @ Tl
265 1 i 20.7%Y, 10% %> & 10* CFU/ml T (& 220 ] 1
19.1% %2 THh Y, 2040%RETH 2, = DAL,
urethral syndromezg) ¥ 7 & dysuria-pyuria
syndrome®” & L CikbNCTX7 ZOEKE LT
Chlamydia trachomatis®™ OB5-% KRBT 5 b 0%, &
TALIREEIER B & E N5 Gardnerella vaginalis 735
BT 2HED 23b 50 FHEICE>TWAW Y, &I,
Heytens 5 % 1%, BEBEZSHER 23 5 220 filrh 42 o
WREMEG T, TORP 2O RBHOEERTO—%
42 B 38 Bk L, BB O R ER 4312 130l o B 5%
FECEMETE R KIBEIAET 5 LG L7z, L
L, et et ssE ke B3 2 OREE L 5E

EIHHEI N LT 2T, REREEHE LR35
& 9 IR D microbiota & & L ICEHETH D, HEEEN
BT T, ZOWMHNE T 2 LEELNH 5.

PRERTR R MR O SR

PR L2k AR EMEROME, R 5, ) —
DD R E LT, PRERIH A & IR R A
O EFHEORIIF L TRVOR, ThbE—EHL
FoOAEREEREIE, FOMBIGERRT &A% LTI
Pe ) BN H D EROBKREER T, HEHow
TEANR #1283 2 AR A0 S uduid, G & LTk
B9 L 2 ENHENICTbNIN, FIUIE L OYERL2
EEbND, Lo L, Corynebacterium urealyticum™,
BRI 2D, Methylobacterium J&HME 22, Actinotignum
B AR 250 2 P ORI R EE AR (microbiome &
L CHhilk) O—HAREEEGGERRF & 20 55 2 &8
WEENTVD 720, HE FFIZEDOLNIL) DADTE
WO ENDPEREE TR LW EZMETCEhWwWI b EH
FETH b, WEROBEEMNERLTIIRASINTE
Aerococcus urinae™ 7z & DAL S ZFEIZ AN B LEH
HbHo 512, IREREEOREL, WX 2050
FIEICE EE 57, KBHE W) HEOPTLENHALS
N5, JREHEMELY B—CRETRZRTIE, 40&2
AEEINTES T, MESEOREMERTFZHEB S &
HED M, S E L TE OB * 28
B ED M, BEWDP ORI b DTHL P,

EZTRVRPEETELEVHEY

F 70, BRRGERPIRIROIIED S B 4% B> TIT o 72
JREFREDSIETE & 7% BIRREIX, 9, EREZEI LTS
JRRASEE TR UE Tld 22y, 5 WIIEIYETY
SRWITEEMEDH D, S5ICHATT S L, HERBLETHR
HENZMETH-> T, FIFERZERL TBHT,
BB ELEORKNTHLLELH ) ) Do DN
IZDOWTIE, CORFOTFEDL/NS 20 2L G
FLRVD, IREBREOHZ AMELED—DOTH 5,

] & D DREYIE T d 536, ARMAED DRI IEAF
ELZRWD, FEEXTADREICL > TUIMmHTE 20
RETHLIENEZONDL, R L 2 WA,
JRERE L7-MAEICE T SimoM LIciie 5 2 L i
T&%\Ve LAL, FHEETI20HEAROLAE, K
SRR THUMTTRE 2 M 25, BARDEY PR RO B
(LA 2 SRR A ) 16| B R 2 R BE 12 T o
TWaipa L, b2 b0 WEE 7 v LA RE 2 A
FIHREARTH LG M5 TE %, AIEEHED
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viable but nonculturable (VBNC) gL 8%, Kk
W % &t < OWMEHEE D ) 5 2 EHsENT
Wb, TOWFIIZERITITMHH SN TR WA, i<
KEARBEICHCONBEFEAOREN DA ML
ANFEREEZ 5N T 5D, VBNCIRREWX, 8% IR
BEOMNTEC & o CIEBIEI A TR 7 & OB EH 13K
PP 2RL, poEmEAEIc LY o= —TEkEEY
S8 EBHLNTVWD, 72, BEDZLZD
R DR v LA REZR M 1L & — IS ET 5
36), BRI BRSO B TIE, B A SRR T O B EE T
BISWRER SlE O 9 6, FERE M L CHEBREZ A
WIEEEA 0.1% 128 X975, B fe 2 ME 3 L A
BN E SN, ZOKFE LT, BUAEFERESRK,
EREE, SIS ER SO ERME, ot
/Y E DOIEBRESREZ S TWwB O, kIS
SERLV UREM R R MAEICZ0F FINFT L2 L
FCTEARWD, ST TERADVELATERBEO L
REERDE D e EWE, FEEIIIAETENITH S &
SN TED,

Microbiome DTEF & FEE

MR 2 RIS 5 FBA, BEFARTH oA, e b
DL EFE T M 1L normal flora (HEFEAME )
EIFEN Tz 4, BRICKARIEDR TR E 2L L,
microbiome X microbiota & XL 2 FAS— %K & 7 >
TSR Z 2T 5, MHOEWIIZER 255 H 5755,
JHF microbiota (&, ERERIIBT B X 72MAY O
DEEZEWRL [AEwHE] LRSNLE LB v, —
737, microbiome b AR [fiAWH ] RSN S5,
microbiota I8 3 %, TXTOHMLT, H2DWVILEEH
HHOEEL V) ERY 2L, Z27 v A0E WA
H5bo

NGS %16 & 3 2 AT 12 & 2 @B I eI
P4 L W EAE & BRI L 0, SRR R T R R
ICHRETE DL L) o7z 1A 2012 4 @ human
microbiome project = & %5832 % 12855 72, HEMIT
13, AMIZ12 500-1000 FE IS S B 3.8 x 108 fH o
WA EH S LT 56 B4 @ microbiota 7217 % & -
Th, ZTORERITL M LEGD2) 200 g™ 1EL,
TN OWMAENDET 5 BEET ORI M7/ 40
150 5 012 R O, B O WAL X B kg
OEEICEE RS R LTW2 P, Lal, 2012
FEOWMETIE, REIIIEIRICEEN TR o 7,
BELL, RIIERHTHZ L) ZNETOHBRY
WELIZbOEEbs,

Microbiome D E 7- 2T FEX

DN, BEODEFET - 7R ERHE 2 7 - 72,
EFGRIIEECTH L LB - R END 5, FEBIZE
MW < A5 & 5 EKN 7% dogma (%3%)Y Th D, o
WI0FIEEAIEFTEIFELONTE 2, LA L, &
OB XY, REEIIEFRIKETH [HE] Tldzw
ZERHE M ENS TN, ZOEERFH L W5
FHEE, 2200KNTHIENTE S, BEEOT RIS
Lo MB SRRz mo b RA L, RPICHEET M
Y RBET ORI TH b, Wi, Hit 5% 12k 2
expanded quantitative urine culture (EQUC) T& 1,
# %14 metagenomics sequencing (MAEMREE ZH8 T
5T e, MAEME»OEERT R LC, HERY %
RIET LD D, LT AY T LENT) Th b, EQUC
protocol™ &, WMk, BRREERE, B, HR /S
/ECO2HIER L, M4 REEMEZMAEDLE TR
FRETH)DDOT, ERO—RLTTETIEREETE R
VIR B R & B A 2 LR TREICT 2 b 0
Thb, —), A¥7 7 AFENTE, MEICHLET S 16S
ribosomal RNA (LT 16S rRNA) EE%, B £ Z 1500
HEH% PCRICE » CHAIEL, #® amplicon (HA7HEH
B X AMBERORELRITH) b0 &, Xk
97 shotgun metagenomic sequencing, 3 71 HH K
HOEEETESOWE Y, OZohH %, 165 rRNA
FLHIPE TIE, PCRIC & 2 MR %479 720 ko4
e\ AE ORI AV <, microbiota & RET 5 4
BEA 7O 774 Y 7ICHE LT ETHL—HT,
X RBR T DS OITERERD LD TELRVWREAD D
% Shotgun metagenomic sequencing (&, E&ERY 7%
¥ % 9 % microbiome % 73479 A BRI IIAT ROk
B 7, fEEHROBETRHREI B EER,
BRI & ORI S 5 719 R EGE DR
BEIEIZE LS X AW, 3 Il ERRBY R H T RE 72 B
I2H Y, 16S rRNA RLEFIMH &I TF O PCREIZEL S
Hith & shotgun metagenomic sequencing 12 & A A3
FbNTws Y, L, *5%7 7 A@ETIE, ME
DOEFEDOFJNARTEETH H Z &, ITiaHlEFE R A
WG ENH D L, WHEERTOEEIIT - TH
in vitro DFEHIHEIL T 05 W2 &, R EDOHIFTH
%o EQUC TlE, A% 7/ NRFT THHI T BE 22 M T
72% LA AE Y TE WA, MR Rk E AT T
ELHEND D, HIZEHL-FEETHVWL I L2 L
D, LVEELBEIPTERE RS,
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DFEPREH) F1 7 — 7 VP L0 RIS L2 @ 16S

Urinary microbiome (R H AR fRNA @ 251 % B3t L, 938 o Mt 7 fl 4 B 00

UMB 122, BEICSEOBN 72851 550 23 1, microbiota DB 5 FMEE % b L 12, Lactobacillus &,
FEAIIZOWTIE, ZNOE2BHENLT L BEDT 5, Gardnerella J&, Gardnerella J& /Prevotella J&,
R TIE, TEEBEET LTI L THAT 5, Enterobacteriaceae &, Staphylococcus &, Aerococcus
%3, UMB @ biomass * microbial density in relevant J& B L OV 5% K < Diverse #* 5 7 %, microbiota
units & LTET &, REBIEAIED 2 WA 10°/ml 25 profile TN Z3FH L 720 MED UMB 1L, BEOENIE
10°/ml #EE T, KBoHao 10 /micikL T, RE F—EBREE L LTV 5 b DD EARD profile 1357 % 75,
BEED@ENLH T, FEWITAZVY, Zoew, e b X BLE > T B 0OV, BT Escherichia coli,
EOTY T2 Z DA FHEICIEE 2 ET 27 2 & Streptococcus anginosus, Lactobacillus iners, B & O
ICHEEIN V. 202D, UMB OFEIZDWTOHR Lactobacillus crispatus |22\ TIE AR & IR
1513 2010 %> & 2012 4D Nelson & %8 3 X 1 Dong BB L OHEAIA L TWD, TOXHIZ, MBEIFMIE
592 X 2 B O WGBS LW & OEBICH Pe§ % #BAE. 0 microbiota & UMB &, 39 2 &4 A
HL72b 0D RMERDbNDL, Tk, FEMERE% v, RIBIROFRIMAEEIC L DEWIZOWTIE, 2012
60) ik RN OV, B RR 62 3 X Ovelaa kR 12 Wolfe & % 73, RGO R200 & RE
#0269 Lo T oWED Tz, FNS L, FAED WA 7 —7 b, PHEER, BATTHREIZONT, 16S
WF9e D%t Ba i % 61 88 o profile Z AT 5 &, 4 rRNA GEETES % VTS 2 &, R T
TOEFEMANIILET 28 L 7 5 B OREIE TS EHERCEOMESRAEL T2z x L, BIREND
+, UMB IZIZEMREAIRE W LA S TH S P00, F— TV ERE EERIGEM L Twb 2 ER L L
o> 3 72 W 7o 5 42 434549 5L.60.6273) 2z | € b, 723oC, WHEREWMAE LT H%EE, UMB &) X
UMB i3fid TR BmW E R L CIwkBEbh b, DL, X YJi < urogenital microbiome = A% & L Tw»
ZOHTh, b X ASNDMEEIE Lactobacillus 2 52 %,

J& & Streptococcus J& ® T H H, O w T

BAFEICH =E
Corynebacterium J& , Prevotella J& , Staphylococcus J&7D* IRESRERIE (- 5517 5 UMB D%

BIFH5N5 Y 20M, Gardnerella J&, Alloscardovia &, 2014 4F12, JREZIRGIE 23 #1100 WGS 12 X B REH3%)
Burkohorderia & |, Jonquetella J& , Mobiluncus & | DTHbN 2, ZoHCTIE, EET 2 EREOMIC,
Rhodanobacter |87 &% & HREFEDHEETHR NS P, AN O 20 AMAEWER TR L, HbLETEEDIRE

ZO &9 7%, UMB 2T 5 MIHE OEIRIZZET 5 A EETERZEL TWb, F 72, 2018 4 (12

BT L LT, RAEDHEIEREPIESE ™ 7% &0y Moustafa 5 ¥ 7% 16S rRNA 2 %] (116 ¥ 6 ) &
FERERIEZONL, T/ MRERNEIX shotgun metagenomics (49 #fk) % fEH L 725t 2 17

glycosaminoglycan #* 5 7% 2 B ICE b T 25 ™ 75, 720 B E, R G IE B E Bk o R Bz g,
UMB O B Td % Lactobacillus X Bifidobacterium Proteobacteria ( i O EEIM] o — o
J& B & U Streptococcus JBAMT X, glycosaminoglycan % Escherichia I&, Klebsiella & 7% & 0 F 35 7 JR 197 [ 14
KRBT MTE2MELEH™ LTsy, & ME % &) PEEICHILET A2 L 2R L0, JRES
FICRELGIANF —ERFREEDERE 2D, &5 BAEREOLK2S, BETIRELETEZ2VWIEATD
WCEZELRNT & LT, REOEEHFIEHRE, Mo Escherichia &, Klebsiella J&, Actinotignum &,

microbiota 7* b2 A HENE 2z 51t b, UMB IZx M Atopobium &, Gardnerella J&, Lactobacillus &,
7 926D 233, 1) BT I3 H @ microbiome |2 [ # 3 Prevotella /&7 & OFH DNA AAEE SN DL Z & &b

% Corynebacterium J&7%, CMETIXIED microbiome 2 L7ze T72,6 O A VA (B b —< 7 A VA,
MY 2 Lactobacillus BV, ZNENEME SHD,  BKIANVA, JCUAVARY) b RMBLTEY, &
Nelson & %8 (&, IR O microbiota & D Z 1 N5 UMB O—H & L CTRAFHEN OV THiZEd
& & M W L, Lactobacillus &, Veillonella &, TCThbH LML

Aerococcus }&, Ureaplasma J&, Gardnerella J& B £ O PREZIEGYIE CHRZC I & 70 2 S ORI O k14,
Mycoplasma JE \ZIFIFRDO BRI A SN2 L TW D, FIZ=ZoRo b EINTWE, BEOBRE, Rk LR,

Pearce 5 ™ 1%, REGIEHIE DR 2\ 182 Bl 1 ECONMERTHL 7, —DHOD, BEHREHIE
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YRS E (LLF, UPEC) @ reservoir Th % Z & 80 i3,
L CHIDNIHETH B, 168 HIOBEBIEZ OBE S
TlL, Escherichia &, Enterococcus )&% 1% Ll I OH
SRR THBNICRE T 5 BEH5TIE, TENoME
12 & BZHIERIBLOBBENE W Z AR SNz, F 72,
IR BRI RE /N R CUR B/ NB IS X Enterobacter
B L ) BEICBENCEET 2%, ZoHD, B
ki Rz fAE A2 1k, UPEC #° quiescent cell & LT
WETE S LR FE X 2 5%, ZAUREE OFIEAL
FFETEREIEREEL LI TE RV L ah
%o I O quiescent cell ® fF £ 3 % IR B F K12,
Gardnerella piotti ®# BT &5 2 L1250, KIB®W A
FEMALT 2 57, Sz kg, BERIR M B &
EZOLNTW AR ZME D, RELKE®
interleukin-1 % /i L 72312 X o C, F5RUIREIEG
EORIEDI EL L b L 2RBELTVSE Y, =5
HOAMOERIZOWTIE, BEEUTIEETEZORH
FERA R P RE 72 0 UPEC WS A ICAFEAE Ll T
LREGIE, B DERICEET2HETHY Y, ek
DIEFRB A ET A LIRS T v, 72771,
UPEC D ULigRMAT, Mgt s B cg 0 shsp
CEMRIEEINTBY, (152D L D RIENE 2
bbb, —HT, RBEGESSE L EERE LD
UMB % i L7222 Tk, Ao Esfe i #aE s 1%
DOZFVCTIREHREERTFONEICE L WERN R 72
W, F 72, UMB® — B T & % Corynebacterium

glucuronolyticum%), Streptococcus gallolyticus%>,

Aerococcus sanguinicold® \FHMBRRHIE 2 ET 5 2
EFHNTB Y, UMB XM D microbiome % i A
FTHMBENED L) R F CIRBBEIEY FIESE LD
», SHROBAPREINE T TH L.

UMB B EE OHEEIER

AR L o T, BEE O HES 2B, R
BREOMBE R L 2HG W L, MR o 2 R HH
BN ETFERDLIEDVRHDLEEDNT VS, LL,
Willner 5 ™ % Moustafa & 12 & 2 X ¥ 7 7 A f##T
T, BEEET ]I WHEOADREE I NIER T, #
BORIEGSE DO REMED S B Z EDMRI SN TV b, &6
12, B OO ®), kI UPEC & Bk
WORRIZOWTIIEIMER L NV TiEdH 575, MHFERD
B B S5 N DY Keogh 5 7 1%, Enterococcus
faecalis @ L-ornithine #E % /- L 72 UPEC O #KIL 1 5A
BRI L 5, WEEOHFEN R IEL TV d, 2D
&9 AR HBAGRAS, R RRMER A 20 TIE % £, HERY

i\ LRI & 0BT O T 2 TN S 2
EZED UMB (L5 2 2 %% & Probiotics

PR RS2 L0, B microbiome FAE, UMB b
WEE T 5, RIBEGSEDFHE 2 3% 5 % ZaEmk
WO UMB O F % 7% — H T& 5 Lactobacillus
crispatus 7%, metronidazole ¥ 512 L VR E N < &
BT ENHE S T2 Y, F#IZ, Mulder 5 1% 14,
LR SO IZ XV, genitourinary microbiome 1 T
Lactobacillus J& X° Finegoldia J& M HE 236 B 123 %
CEEBHL2ICL 2 F O, Gardnerella J& |
Atopobium &= Sneathia JEME 2NE AT 5 2 EHBHS
T2 0100 price & %) (3 BRI GLE TG % FRER
L 78 e R % LB L, Klebsiella pneumoniae,
Streptococcus agalactiae, Aerococcus urinae,
Eneterococcus faecalis, Escherichia colt,
Staphylococcus aureus B £ O Streptococcus anginosus
AUTIHIC L D BEIHFET HZ 2R L7

FEME UTTICH 9 2 iR HE IS, BTETH PR 3ED
FTH 5D, PEEOMHBAMAEAD, UMB OZF % il
CTHEOGHMHNT %22 L ICBET LLEND D,
LRED LA, L. crispatus D ATENT TSR B K GIE
OfElRN T & 7 %75, [FEHE 2 integrin @ modulation
=N LC, Chlamydia trachomatis O ¥ = FE D &Gk
ERET S22 19 ZLAWLRIZENRTVE, 20K
9 R ED S, probiotics 12 & 5 UMB @ modulation 2%
HEBEN TV 5, Stapleton & ™ 1E, T EUREEIE
x5 9 5 PUB FE ¥ G- 1212 Lactobacillus crispatus @
probiotics %595 Z &2 & ) FEISHHEE DI S B
Z & & R IR 2y A ER R L EGABR 1 C & o THREL 72,
Z DAh? probiotics & L T Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus
GR-1, Limosilactobacillus fermentum RC-12, B X O
Limosilactobacillus reuteri B-54 O FREGIEGIE & K G &
L7 G 0ORBD % STV S D18 UL
JEERE D FEhE T B5 T, L. GR-1, L. fermentum RC-14
D IR LB ERER TR AR i BATR EN e o 72 100,
¥ 72, » A M D Lactobacillus |& M W (Lactobacillus
delbrueckii £ Lactobacillus gasseri) %, JREGEGIESH
JEAR D, UEMERZEOFEIREE 2 BAL S 560
HHZ L™ PR EN TS Y, probiotics 12 & 5 FHj
RIHEICIE, FRENDHL L DFETH D,

RESBRIELISI DIRBERBICE 2 588

UMB OZ&ALIE, FREEEGE DI OWREFHERE & b

ME L CTWwb, CORJIOTEELEEELZDDELT,
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TEREBEIERE & 2 BRI OV T EFIRAL &, Hegg
Rex 14 oD 2 P4 1 g PR RE 15 20 1 @ microbiota D RET
T, SUMERICERIFESNIENEHT LI L
HMHNTWS O, WIFEIRENE T, Proteus AN A
looE &2 D& <, W28 E x| TIE,
Lactobacillus O R EHE DA - 72 & v 19 g)5aik
PRIGEE B CTUE Gardnerella J& O ¥EIN & Lactobacillus
J&DWAL D UMB SO 1 a s &
SN B MBS / EDEAIE R Bl © O AR, (&
WM LT UMB OZHMEDMET L, Lactobacillus
BRI 2T 5 O ZErmbnT b, F72, fikE
PR L1 B Tl Lactobacillus JEMITE O 5 S,
[ 5 14 B3 TS Staphylococcus haemolyticus D& 5 &
PT L, BT RKEGH MR, BEREZ &0
FR R EERT O 56D 2 EIE R L 72 & 9 iy 109
Wb, TOXHIT, FRIZLETIITEIREERDOFEI
& Lactobacillus J& 18 52 & UMB O £ k1 0 384 75
WL TWAIEEENEZ 5D,

AR IRE LS D W T, FRRIC BT D Escherichia
coli DTFAE L ORIE Y 2, ERBA T O 5 2 O M
MR & FERBEEER O EAERE & oA 1O iR s
TWwWh, 72, RETIE WA D microbiota 128
|7 % Oxalobacter formingens &, JREED T 2 7 EEH )V
Y LA ORBASIERN L CHSNTWD, oMK
XY 2 R & LCRIATTRE Y T, BN RS
U2 T, OB AT A2 & T0%E T &
BHEHEML TS,

RIS, REEMEEE OMEIZOWTH i Tl &7
Vi, ARERTOFRH UMB % #i v B EE L IR EETH
WL, Aerococcus lactolyticus, Varibaculum cambriense,
Propionimirobium lymphophilum 3% EBH TEH W2 &
D ST 2. B IC OV T, BT
Wb OO )V Y I R E (Schistosoma
haematobium) BT LFENE L E R DNLD, H
K14 N-nitrosoamine W& 7 ¥ 7V O A SFHE S
NBZEFMONTYS Y, bR R & o i e
DT, Wi Tl Fusobacterium nucleatum %% <,
% & T X Veillonella J&, Streptococcus & B L O
Corynebacterium JEBME 3%\ & D Hids 1Y 4 &4,
N BE NS BB T Streptococcus BRI 23% 72 > 72 & v
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THE SIGNIFICANCE OF BACTERIAL CULTURE FOR URINE IN
ACUTE CYSTITIS AND THE URINARY MICROBIOME
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Abstract :

In this review we present the background of a study of cases with negative cultures, where the pa-
tients had symptoms of lower urinary tract infections, by overviewing the significance of urine culture
results and the urinary microbiome. In the late 19th century, once a pure culture technique had been es-
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tablished, the method was applied to the diagnosis of urinary tract infections. The concept of significant
bacteriuria, with 10° CFU/ml as the diagnostic threshold for acute pyelonephritis, was then introduced to
provide a means of differentiating between contamination from the microbial community at the external
genitalia in the urine specimen and true infection. Later, 10> CFU/ml was considered to be diagnostic
for lower urinary tract infections, but around 10* CFU/ml was generally utilized as the threshold because
of practical applicability. On the other hand, 20-40% of the patients with typical acute-cystitis symp-
toms and pyuria have been reported to have negative cultures. Although previous studies suggested
that the phenomenon was mainly due to unculturable Escherichia coli detected by quantitative PCR, the
true etiology remains unclear. The application of enhanced urine culture and next-generation sequenc-
ing techniques has identified a resident microbial community within the urinary tract, known as the the
urinary microbiome, and has led to rejection of the dogma that “urine is normally sterile.” The contri-
bution of the urinary microbiome not only to urinary tract infections but also to urgent urinary inconti-
nence, painful bladder syndrome and genitourinary cancer has been investigated.

(Nishinihon J. Urol. 85: 7-18, 2022)
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