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Research progress on the mechanism of drug resistance of Staphylococcus

aureus biofilm

ZENG Jian-ye, CHEN Dan-dan , WANG Yu-qi , LYU Chun-li , WANG Xiao-min (Department
of Microbiology ., Zunyi Medical University, Zunyi 563000, China)

[Abstract] Staphylococcus aureus (S. aureus) is one of the common pathogens causing healthcare-associated infec-
tion (HAID) and community-associated infection (CAID). In recent years, there are more and more failure cases in the
anti-infection treatment of S. aureus in clinical practice, and the formation of biofilm is considered the main cause
for the failure of antimicrobial treatment. However. drug resistance mechanism of S. aureus biofilm has not been
fully elucidated. Evidence shows that S. aureus biofilm infection is difficult to cure and easy to reoccur, and repea-
ted treatment after infection greatly increases the pain and economic burden of patients. In this paper, research pro-
gress of drug resistance mechanism of S. aureus biofilm is reviewed, so as to provide reference for the development
of new antimicrobial agents.
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