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PIERSRIESMEHER O HIR & R

TNy
TR FERERN R v 8 —

PRk 16 4 10 A 5 H=ZA)

I, TBEREED 7 7 20 BBMRRAICHEZ 5—57T, FEEEERICH L RS /-
T2 R I B & 22 R E SRR EE IR 2 R EEIEORE R FRO—@ %
rE-TWb, TNOOEMN S, TIEREEZEREOTEMAE L, KE NCCLS % fu
12, BEEEE X OSRIRE O B BRI E L O BRI D SN T & 1o, T DFER, MR sEMER
ERicBI L TR EWEKENE SN, 5T Candida spp. & 7/ — VR E 1213 5-FC LA ED
HITBWV T, MIC EFERZE & oflic BifFsHBAESER s Tw b, £0—F, AMPH B
FUORRECEL TR, ThENLUrB2HEE X OHEREELHAGHLE TH SN in vi-
tro—in vivo B FAE STV WV, T Ric K& B, Elishcllbiunsizvi
TTICTFEREREEO o E L TEHINTVWAF v v 7 2 (DAEDI A7 7 v F Y,
Wk o caspofungin) oW THERE, SRIRE & bEEZMERBREPEEfLShTOEn T L TH
3, 9 L BEREEZHABOBIR &L 5% OFELRE Lo

Key words: fTIEE, BZmaER, WEER, NCCLS M27-A, in vitro—in vivo FHBAME

T L &I

HH B RYYE OIRIREE 4 1 b BHTIESRIC > LW T o3
AlEZ B & 2 S/ NREEIILRE (MIC) o #lE
1, 30 4FELI LRI O HEREE LA FEES
TE 7T, () BEEH B L OMHE (HE - HE) 0%
PR, () HHEEHBURE OB EHEE, (i) RO
77 (PK/PD) fil#fr, (iv) #r L WK O HR « bR
WIS, BEICKLERRIRENSTH B, —F7, TIEE
IOV TE, FEAEMERERREOSEEEENEN C
EORBIER 2 IEFNOFERHD S DRUCBRO 0B C
L1 E O S, BRI 2B IRV
FlcEEE T, LaL 1980 FRLIKE, L
BHEEORAERDO LR, #F L OITEREEOHIK < K
BA, UEEE Frcy v —uve3) mERoHIiE
Vo e LWIRIE DB EFTF NS & & b, BRENS
<, Lo bEERINC & EHD b 2 i EE RS2 IR

FEHHERES L (T192-0395) HEHER/\E T 359
HHARFEREL v 7 —
Ottt
TEL: 0426-76-3003
FAX: 0426-74-9190
E-mail: hyamaguc@main.teikyo-u.ac.jp

D SEMITH T B EIREPHRAE R 7 v 7 Dildk b
BrICEED OB S LHIEbN S,

JT4E, >KE National Committee for Clinical Lab-
oratory Standards (NCCLS) ZHula& L TR THIC
HED 5N T X FlEREB K ORIREE O sz el B vk 1< BY
4 BHHE, TNEN M27 8L U M38 LIEZN A 1E
BEE L L CEEAAK, WIhbHEBEEOSA VWS I
FEd, Candida spp. &7V — IWRIME W 5 FEED
FASDEITOWTIZ in vitro EEZEE in vivo FEIRK
A& DRI, PUMREZE DA & [ERE D B 75 HRAM:
BEONE T EMBEID SN, £ OREE, THER
HEREZ HEABR A~ DB & GBRFEHE D LT (E—BE & &
FVoO2H b, LrLLEEOHAEDEUADZ L D
HE-TEEEOM AL EITS VLTI invitro
—in vivo FEAMENE SN TV W &, v v F g v
FIEEEO B BRES O F I Ls T
W &, SRICESNICRBEROERSHED
2 AT

AfEcl, TFENECBVTEKREASN TV SR
MR RIEG T O PR & RIS W T DS
BZHN L, DOV THIE bW I NESTERERZ
PHEENER % K 2 BIFE DRI & SR OGRS IC > W T
B IREI
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I. BEOMERELREERICES TS EXMME

1. ENTERshTO 2 iERK

2004 £ 9 HBIfE, DAETR4 75 265bETT
TE O HLE R IEAMA © 2> DA PEERIE 16 Ui A&
Bah, BRICEASKTOVS (ED, 2T05B A
7 7 ¥ ¥ v (micafungin; MCFG) (JEHH) &+H 27
)V 3+ v — b (fosfluconazole) (FESHHID 13 ITIC
5o CEN Efi2 R L EEEs 0T, &F
s Z A %0

MCFG &, K 1 ioRgf#EERN, S 6005 L 51,
HEFEOMERE O WFNE BRI, VERXTF KT
b BBRIRTF P EBUKED 7 v VRIS
Mo LEMITH B, TDOL D HEREEE b OH
HE{LEYIE, —fRIC+ v ¥ F 1 Y& (candins) &8
FrRa, MCFG ) if)) I3 caspofungin (CAS; Wk
T¢Iz k) % anidulafungin (BK THEEHIEE EIII)
MNdb B, MCFG Bfho F v v 7 4 v RIEE[ERRIC, B
AL EE O TEEK 2 PRk & LTS 5 1,348-D-
T v AR A IR S EREN S L, e o
FrebAEE L, BEADEES 29, MCFG OiER X ~
7k lid AMPH 0 ITCZ £ 0 980 Candida
spp. B & U Aspergillus spp. &\ - 72 FEILREME
BEFS IR 10 U TR TR B & 72 3 EE I @)

H H /H SOaNa
NHH
/OH

Hac/
HO H.

L
NH HNI(CHJ
HO H

X 0" oH
HOOH Y Y,

G >0 0-N o
1 ¥4 75 ¥ (micafungin) Dbk
IATFVFVIEF Y VT 4 VRIEREED
HEOHHMELT, 6507 I /BETTE
BR T F RIS LBk O 7 o VRIS
ﬁfw 575 % 'J KT F FHEEEZ LD, KEfE
BOWHIT f@#mﬁ%(ﬁﬁﬁﬁ)éT
@“o %@1’*%, IH Ty vEVIZEEOME
JEIC DA E N TV B EES T 1->3-6-D-7
WAh v ERIBERICES CEE L CHEER %

FIET 5,

{AD, T OIETIE in vitro IETHIG LT, BELEMEA
VIUSTEB XU T ZARVFE I ZRFEDFYE FVITE WL
T o191 invivo TEMEZ R LY S S ICEEREERIC

& - THEEO SR 2 FHEE B D OB
Bz o PIcEm0LZetrsiEEzsng 20024 12 Aic

#1 BIGEENCHREHRERIEOHRFICHVW O N AIHEREE ERIEH A 1 =X 4
FBIEH A A =X 4
75 R HOA i
BRI T s R
Kz vR TARFYYUB 1962 4 | flilaEcz Va2 7o — v FHH R I b R P
(amphotericin B;
AMPH)
Joopbl)Ivri A AN 1979 4F | 7 3 ¥ VRO RIFR DNA &RkBHE
(e 3 vv7r7+o) | (flucytosine; 5-FC)
= % 1986 £
(miconazole; MCZ)
T aF S = 1989 4 INVTRTFa— G
(fluconazole; FLCZ) 5 -0 — = 5 =R,
L 7“/ZTD W lda-7 A F 5 Bk BH EE
AbTaFT—n 1993 4 | ¥ (P45014m) !
(itraconazole; ITCZ) AR RRERE
f27)aF V= | 2004 4F
(fosfluconazole)
Frvra vk IHh T vFY 2002 4F | 1,3-5-D-7 v h v AR 1,3BD-7wh v
(micafungin; MCFG) % RH
|
HH HeDBE g e P o

2
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H
HO—P=0
i o
AN N N G N
 NOHG—CHNTy sz 7 5y N~CHC—CH—N"
N= r \—E i E:/ ; \:3 o
> + Ho—p=0
o]

RA TN F S I

2 K& 273+ =) (fosfluconazole)

F
TS =

DILFfEE R 27 7> ¥ —HICkB 703+ — DL

RRTZNVAF S = VF TNV F S = VOKBEEY) VBT 2T LT e RSy S THY, ERNTEE

2777 —HITK > THPMIC

EWNTLfani CkKET ifﬁftﬁ
MCFG O in vitro i v ¥ 7L
f@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%i@ém,%@(%ucpm@m
losis % C. guilliermondii) 1= & - T3 REM < MCFG
BT I3 ) KREBAEENR SN S L 519, K
SZHRE D BEHEPEEN TV 5,

T2 7aF YV —viF, 2004 4F 1 I FEse Bt
SN0 DR LWIEEETH 5, M2 IR
Endkoic, FLCZA7 o K35 v /bl cdRITh
57, FLCZ &b bRKEMMSFE LGV En o, &
Ll h FLCZ @ 1/40 THEH, £ — 5 25 &A6E
&R, PG E < MifsE & &I FLCZ o6 %
LR 2 HEAER SN TV S O TEHERES AT
Mot lEBEDFEAE DT, F R KTEHE O BEE
MWh v IFEBLT 7 ) Fbay A REENRET S
HERHBICB VLT, BIFSREREN TN,
HHNEZ MO BIED» 513, FLCZIEENSELsh -
TR X BT O R R 7V F YV — LD E
HERGICRIET 2 agErnE s 5,

2. DEEEME FricT v — vt

RN & 0 b 2 I D R B & K = 72R
DFEL->TORHERER, 7/ - VRETH 3,
BITOERILFEEEIC B T 2 FUL BRI TH 5 C
LITAT, D7 7 2DHEHIRNIC LI LIZS Xtk
MRONEIEITEE, 21TV —VRHEZ DD
MEEEOE LM =X 2% % &0, T DO
IKOWTIE, REOMEFRHI L EEEBRENI L,

BRI OER#EICE, 207 V= IVRITEE
#  9173bE Candida albicans %3 U &9 % Can-
dida spp. # & U Cryptococcus neoformans * ¥ 1%
HuhEEE 45 7 L3+ v — b (fluconazole; FLCZ),
ORI INS DERED 1D Aspergillus fumigatus
Z DD Aspergillus spp. 175 E ORREICH LT big
a2 &>4 ~ 535/ =) (itraconazole; ITCZ) 1T &
AHUEE £ 72137 4% 7 ) ¥~ B (amphotericin
B; AMPH) DD bIL TN TWb, 7V —

ulEJ Ep)o
%%ui?ﬂ

L d RTINS T 7 vaFry —icEfiah s,

WERIITH LTI, C. krusei % C. glabrata OFEKRSY
Btk D% < IS (1 RIHE) 2R3 08, C albi-
cans 15 & DEMEEIC B O TIIMMEES (2 ki) |
—fBicEC DIt WEENTE L, L L 1980 &AL
KUEp 5, OPEHEEH ~ ¥ 55 (OPC) =R L T
FLCZ O i85 %5 t- HIV &4 > & FLCZ fit
eEfcidftho 7 v — v RIEIC bR X itk &R 9 C. al-
bicans P EHEEICHBES N E L5110 o
MRS IC DD ICER 2RV B IR - 121, 2Dk
NCCLS M27-A'® 74 F 54 v & L CHEBOIERE
IR RS E S ERR s s h, 7 - v REE
it OFEHENSIAREIC 18 - 72 2 & (%) bbb - ¢,
7 = VIR IS B B R A 1 & ISt o 4
A= XL OWENZHRICHER L >DH 5, L DE
NTOFEEIC L NE, FLCZ 8L (F7/413) ITCZ I
i1 2 7R 9 ER IR A Bk o0 R BUSERE 1, C. albicans T
0.6%, IbE\ C. tropicalis < C. glabrata T 3~4%
BETH B,

TS = WRIED IS Tld FLCZ 1Ioxt<d % 2 ik
D3 C. albicans 2RI bILS Ron, MiffEx 7 =X
LADHEGBAIITDODN T E ey 7V — VRIEDEER
DT, RV YL INTRATa—NVICESLT
TR T a — VESKEEEE Z KT 5 FEBERO—
D, 7/ A7 8 —J l4a-7 X F 7 —+ (cytochrome
P450 lanosterol 14a-demethylase; P45014pm), T &
5, fKB I OENER (2 - N4 28+ CYP
51AI1 $7213 ERGI1 LfFitans) BLU (F721d)
[ U A A RIS E o 13 O DAL T/ — Vil
WKEL bbb EELZONTOI, L LEalici -
T, 7V - vREICHd 5@k i & B HllEN
HHIRE O IAMMEA # =26 b LT REBE
e bHO I EMEBHLTWE, CoBE#EEOZE(IZ
FELT2o0H i v 7Y 274 TH 5B ABC + 5
v AKX —4%— (ATP-binding cassette transporters)
¥ £ ' MF (major fascilitators) ® W\ 11> % 72 13l
BORRETTHEIC X 5,
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x2 %7 7 APEREIEICNT 2 TERFEEREO 2 KBS+ 26 (6 -

&) BlosgTAHh =X A

PIERHE

BIRE (e -

&) BT A7 2 IRMMtED ST » =X &

752 B

C. albicans < D3 H» D
Candida spp.

A. fumigatus < DI 0D

Cr. .
. neoformans Aspergillus spp.

T =V

=AY

L4 P450]4Dyla) @ﬁﬁ’ﬂ/g
1ZA L (ERG11 D

HIFEBL /225
* ABCTY/MF? D#hE

Juitt (CDRsY/MDR1

DBFFER)

® P450,4pm DEMF I
FEMZIL (ERGII
DIATIFEHL/ 45 .

A r5ar—w

® P45014pm DR/ B

24t (ERG11 @i

FEH /225

e ABCT BX /%713

MF O#hErTitE
(CDRs o i&HIFBL)

® P45014pm @%E’]i 1
BrZt (ERG11
DR FEE /A5
o ABCT DFERETTHE
(CDRs D BH|FEE)

o

RY VR

TLARTYVVB

Al B2z VTR | e VTR Fo— VAL
Ta - VEROEKT/R

7 v — U DAL

iR DRE (ERG2
ZEIT K B 4% -sterol
isomerase MD/KIg/ A~ M
ERG3 EREic X% 4°
sterol desaturase @

RI8)
2 =1 =N <) BN B D 2 S Uracil phosphoribosyl | ¢ UMP-pyrophospho-
PZA transferase 7f1E DK rylase iDL T /R
T/KiE i}

e Uracil phospho-
ribosyl transferase —
DK /R AE

e Cytosine permease/
cytosine deaminase

kO /KR

FrvFavR|Ih T VFEY

e 1,3-5-D-glucan
synthase D% { L
(FKS1 O EZF)

¢ ABCT DF&H ﬁ)ﬁ
(CDRs D &F|FIH)

— £ m

@ Janosterol 14a-demethylase;
IZ CDR1 B LU CDR2;©

ATP-binding cassette transporters; ® major fascilitors;

2 IRI AT

7/ = Vit C. albicans FEIRDBERRICHB VLTI

Z < D5

, BEEOMHE * 71 = X L 23 [H] JEJJL\TL\

BEEZOND, KETO OPC FHIE AIDS & H kK
@ FLCZ SEMMEMR (MIC, =64 ug/ml) Of#fric &
% &, (i) YA v 78 {EF (CDR1/CDR2, MDRI) @
BREFEBATLEST S DN 85%, (i) P450upy DT

I BEW (ERGI1 OEAR) - 13ME

(ERG11

DBFFE) ARTLONENEN 66% BLUV 35%
THhbh, TOERDSEEMERD 75% TIIEHD

4 HARRERBAYFHES

Vol. 14 No. 3 2004.

9 CDR #{=TEHs

it * B = X AP AEGDINTVE DRSS
72 EEE X B = X A% b O SRRk O TR

&, ERNSEER O T bR STV 519,

Bt 2 1 = X 259 221 kid, FEHIOEIRE
ICE OSSN BEROBME E & b ICBEPEFNIcEATER -
THUDEZEZDLDODBENTH D, —BOREFNITD O
TEBWLER2» 5113, () MDRI @ BEFH, (i)
ERGII DA F I ikiu%fﬂ, (iii) CDRI @i
FH, ONEICHEA 7 = X LDk A EDF b -7 C



PUE R MR 133

EARENTWV AR,
5-FCIZo>W\WTIE, 7V — VRHELL it bhst
ZORFTOVIEBLURILSHIEN TV S, Candida
spp. * C. neoformans @ 5-FC itk o HEHEE (3,
HlgEARKE VWb DD, 5~40% OfiPHICH - T, B
FIMBEEEO K » TR bEWD, FHiT C. albicans 1T
BOTWE 2D THEIKSEERD 10% 25 1 KT %R
L, 30% #% 5-FC ja#irhic 2 IkfittAb 4 2 LHEES h
TWi®, Lo LI 5-FC OMHNRE L L H->Tw
Bicon, wlt OENBEROFE TId 5-FC it %
R BOIFEAERB SN TV,

1. BEBONERERZHHEE

1. NCCLS M27 #ZE:0 Fidkn & BRI S
USRI & 51T, BERO P SRR AR ©
FEHEfL I B 4 B M E) 13, 1880 ARk & K EH
NCCLS e W Tiw b, 2D HEE, MHEkE
< kifixh T AMPH, 5-FC, 7 b 24 vV — L (ke-
toconazole; KCZ), ITCZ, FLCZ @ 5 ##|% il B 5
HELTToRBERICEELEE5A et s 5
F X FAHER GUREEHID R - pH, PEIER &
BERRIRE < i, BAHERMER E) 2 —o—ok
L L CHIEOSVRIERM M AT, InEE
HEELED L EITH T, SBEUEDEHEN T T
2 Ot AER R, 1992 F£ 0 Proposed Stan-

dard (M27-P) 75 1995 F£dD Tentative Standard
(M27-T)19 A4%T, 1997 i Approved Standard
(M27-A)'2 (%£3) OFRFICE -7, M27-A 13, KEH
DH1E 5 FHRINC IR BHELEE LT ohTw
5o

PO BRI SR IS e B & L RZ 6 0 M27-A o
&b RS RIE, MICHRADHEREREICH 5, H
iz X 2582 M1E OHEEERHIIE TD IC-05100) %
e L 45 AMPH 2529 nid, LWIFnoPrEREE
IO WVWTHREE L NV HIEE&ERSGEL, L
b <y oEERERE (=7 0 &3 7 o EmR
(Y7 ek LcRBHTOBELRREED &G
SN B L AEEEERRE Tld T e h 80% BH
1E (ICs0), 50% FHIE (ICs0) &2 & 705, TDXDIC™
yvuikd 37 aikl Thllk ORKREHELEEL o C
EITIRENE S B 578, BRAHNCIZ BEHE DfER %
FHHT b T, TORMAMHEE - /20729, SEnis
&L, 7V =R¥ESP 5-FCITEL T o¥EHR
A (FFI2 3 7 n T D ICs) IThiE » TR 5172 MIC &
FEARSN S & D BIF S HBIPEDS L 0 31D T EAion
THIBHL, REEREO UM TSN AR LB -
foo COXIIMEREDOESICIE RIS EC
L) HHoMEHE. 7 9 21tk > T (AMPH vs. 7
V= VRHEF I d 5-FC), BT+ —~ v I
oTh (w27 oikvs. 370k, MIC &RSDH

# 3 RO EREFEESZMRER O NCCLS ik (M-27A) O F S

LR s & HiE (b s -5k
o i IR R Candida spp. %= O fth O FER}FTE
CHIET + =< v b <7 AT E 213 3 7 ok
o SR EE RPMI1640 (0.164 M MOPS &z < pH 7.0 (< F5%%)
o R E 0.5%X10°~2.5%X10° CFU/ml
o TR B D BHEAL ANIEEEEIC L D McFarland 0.5 1IC88% (1~5x10° fifa /ml 1< H24)
o FLFAEE 35°C
o IR 48 ] (Candida spp.), 72 [ (C. neoformans)
(3% 3= EficiEbv 72 L (AMPH)
%) 80% WL/ (B-FC BXL U TV — WRIEH|D = o 0 g (A&7
FEEEE DR (5-FC BLUT VvV — VREHID 3 7 o (kTR
o SXBORTRHRA AMPH, 5-FC, KCZ, ITCZ, FLCZ
o Hrh D ICBE S B HliE | OAMPH 12%d 3 Candida spp. DBSZMERIEICHE W TIE,  Antibiotic Medium3
(AMB3) B REEIZ W5 &, MERROMENESICE 5.
@F RTOHEKIZXT B C. neoformans D ESZMERFEICH W TIE, Yeast Nitrogen
Base (YNB) i@ {& &5 112 W 2 & BEGE R & 11, MIC (E O G R BE I 23 & 4
5.
@FT NTOEHH T 2T NTOREDEZEREICHB VT, Fiic s/ va—=z (20
g/L) ZMA 5 &, MREADHESRS IS,

A SPEEEEHIE O 50% EERED (509 FEHL; ICs) 1ZHHM.

HARGRMAEY) Mk Vol. 14 No. 3 2004. 5
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TEFRENE D > TL BT EEH > TEBLBEND B,

HEE X < ABRFE DO MIC 2 HIETE 5 T &0z
PR ERELE DA 2 NEHE 1 OMELMNTH S T
ERF@EFLBVWEIATH D, LLWVL S MIC
ZREST S EMTEILELTD, TDOF— 5 WHEK
PHNCERDH 5 b0, TROLEBICEZFICRE L
BEOREDREMET 2 b0, TRIEIEEAL
& X785 Ve T ORFREICS W TIE, NCCLS M27 #' A
N oA itk 3 REMHRO SRS R E - 72
BT, ST FHERHEBAERE (FE3ERB) O
A GO LRI, RILSEIRNRET T,
Z DR, MIC i &iamshR & OB Gn vitro—in
vivo fHEAM) OFMEF X EEE, KIEB X UL IE
TihN 3 k5, EH-EE (FHE - JB) fHaabeic
Lo TEFEIFTHD I EMHBHL TV B,

2. BEPIEEIE vs. Candida spp. T in vitro—in

vivo HHEAM:

FLCZ, ITCZ &\ tc7 v/ — IR 5T 5-FC
&, C. albicans %13 U &3 5 Candida spp. & Df]
I3 BIF7S in vitro—in vivo HBABSZRAS R o1
5T &EmBY, NCCLS M27-A #4 K54 vicizin
SORIENCO>VT T L —27 £ v M s NS &
T >t (F4)o &<ITFLCZ ® ITCZ iZ>W\WT
1, OPC*™27 I X OMREYE S v v 5 iE (EE 1SR
PeAh vV FEE)® T8 BERT — 5 OFrIcE oV
TENMBEEEINTW S, filt, B v Y FiEIc>0T
b [EBE DAHBEME DS 5 T 529,

TS =WRETOT L -7 KA v MBI LTHEES
N30, B (susceptible; S) &ifif 4 (resistant; R)
DN HEIRTEEE (susceptible-dose dependent;
S-DD) LW S L WEZMES 7 3 =T S TL
BETHB (F4), SDD a1, = MIC ZEErkIC
& o TN E 72 3 AHARN D ZEHH3A-43 735 SR L I 352
T2 LEDORBINEEEAEHL TVWE, TITHEER
L TR olvold, FL7 Yy —rRELOWVEG
MOLFLCZEITCZETWR T L= R4 v b el
RIBHTHB, RAIRSNTWAE XS, FLCZ

L ITCZ D&EZM A 7 T ) —D MIC = Hikd 3 &,
S @ FPRfE I 8 vs. 0.125 £g/ml, R O FR{#EIZ 64 vs.
lug/ml, EWdFnsd 60 I EOENH 2, 2D

L5213 T b HiflC MIC © A TEMMEDO THIRE
OB ZIT->CTRE LKW EMRSN B, HEBS
FCItoWTlE, SDDEWSHFTY —(31<, S &
R OHIciHY 35 b o & L CHhFEERYE (interme-
diate; 1) @4 7 3 =T SNTWV B,

TAHEFLCZ 213 U & L TATIEE K o Y Fhae
SRR B ZHITHEA T VWD, TORIrIEd &b &K
AloMAEE & MIC 284 L TIREZNRZ Filld %
T EEHME LTWAD, MIC &iEHENE & DB
ZHNB DA THHRICL D, A OMEIC X > TIRAD
FHRAME S S & N 2 HYBRE v 5 £ — & — IZ R 5 75,
FLCZ IZ2 W T D < RELEE F L TORED S 1,
B-5 7 % 1 & EERRIC, AUC/MIC 232 it
MF B EDRENTNWS?,

In vitro—in vivo FHEIVEICEE L €, FLCZ & St % 73
4 D3 AMPH T %, Candida spp. X4 5 AMPH
O MIC &4 v ¥ FREIRHEF & O I 73 /B
AROTHT RS L - CHREETH 5, AMPH i
PRI, 1970 R0 5 1990 FERRICE S £ T C. lusita-
niae, C. glabrata, C. parapsilosis, C. tropicalis 75 & D
non-albicans Candida N EEFRICH VT in vitro TbH
in vivo THHIENMITERD SN Z DT, in vitro—in
vivo FHBEIRIRASER D L -> THIR L THEML LB, £
NZERBE ORI BEEBDO—>1E, NCCLS M27-A
o AMPH i HEHEERIGET IR AN S 5 2 L TH
Bo D, wEaEHZ RPMI1640 > & Antibiotic
Medium 3 (2% 7' vz — M, 0.1 M-V v Bl
T pH 7.0 1T 1A T 24 BB D AFKKR S
EZTO LV HETHUENKNS & LT, M27-A
HARSA Y THHEINTOAY, TOMEGICEIL
TEERBDIE L0,

FEHN Bz PE R o FEPR P M 1C > W Tid, 30 LA
Lo ROREL % b O PUEIE O T [90-60 O
A WS SECHERDETUORBEEERT  EDH

#4 NCCLS M27-A # 14 F 54 VIR SN BEREEHED Candida spp. 1Zk4 2 MIC 7L — 7 4

vk
Bz A 5 3 —, MIC (ug/ml)
EN=AEE'S - -

J&HE (S) FEMERATEM: (S-DD) AR (1) it (R)
7)va+ = (FLCZ) =8 16~32 — 64=
A4 b33+ — (ITCZ) =0.125 0.25~0.5 — 1=
7N kv (5-FC) =4 — 8~16 32=

6 HAREERBAEYFHEZE Vol. 14 No. 3 2004.
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240, TOFTEWE, YEEHUMEREEA B S B O B
EDHK 90% 12, —J7, MPESBERR O BRYLIE <13 H
60% 1T, BAEMNT 2T EA2ERL TV S, fii A
DEEARNRAS, [100-0 O] TliF78 < [90-60 Dk
B> B & LT, BEHI o (F o 2y B e
(FRICR YR~ DakE, 7 ) 7 5 v R), fEEDRYE
Pifiige, mEDBONEZSNE, LFNICE X, T
V= IVRHE Candida spp. D& 5 SEEDHAEDH
IR LT3, RIS I PTHIEIRIC B 1 5 0 L
FEOFHIIERMEEZ > E VW TEMA I,

3. REHEEHK vs. C. neoformans TD in vitro—

in vivo fHEAM:

Candida spp. /b3 &, C. neoformans O &HiHE
BRI B MR O HBEE 3 0 Rn & ST
W3, L LIESEREE & 13 W 2, Coneoformans ® AMPH
it o0 Bl kAL 42 %5 & O FLCZ it 14 43 Bt k43~ 16 s s o5
INTVW3B,

M27-A %4 F o4 viciddnhTws ko1, C
neoformans OHLEEZE (AMPH %% <) Bzl
EITE, YNBHEHIZH WA 1Z 2 W& 0iF#HE ST
W3 (£3) 7V = WREDKHNTIIFLCZIKOWVT
D&, MIC EEFRNH & OBRZ#GET L fohlig /DL
BRLHEINTVWAEYM), ChooREEREed

% &, in vitro—in vivo tHEAVE (X RPMI1640 BT i3
Bonmuws, YNBIHTRRIFTHE &, %1
MIC 75 2~4 ug/ml I1T15 % EIREARIPINR S h
5&951Tt D, =16ug/ml TRIZIZEHHIEEICK
LA ENFEHOLND, L LEEDETA
MIC 7L —7 #4 v b IZFFICHREN TV,

5-FCic>W T C neoformans FFHE 7 v — 7
A v bEFERERINTVEWL, LA L Candida spp.
CBIEDEELUT V-7 FA Vb E2HEBELTREE
ITh 5,

AMPH D541, Candida spp. 128 5 D E[FH
keic, EBREEHIE L TI13 RPMI1640 & » & AMS3 &
HID I3 5 BIEZIERFFES O & LTHlEs T 3
bo®, REEBKIC S £ 122 < OIRPINEE SRR
BENTWS, MRENL T L—27 84 v b DIREIC
BE > TV,

37 BiEIc R T Etest 75 EDERFRED, &N
BHRREOWED B> HNEHETIER D2, 0T
N ZEZHRERICEE L Tld, ZEFE (reference
strain) ¥ X R % [ERFCIERCTHEK ST 2 2 &2
WETH 5,

Ri24h), R{28h)

}ash}

(£) BEEEE

A/J‘{Z-‘lh}

/gczm
e

100

100 bz e e
]
]
. 3
% S0
20
Uq&h:
a
FhaFT—RE (—)
5 AROEESS
T: kL—l) RS
R HitME

3 bL—1U Y7 RE (trailing growth) 2/R9 Candida albicans % 1213 C. tropicalis 5 BER DB LI [
X9 7 vaF v — v (FLCZ) DR & (ERIERE (iR o84 R 9 XX,
WH ORI (S) % 24 £ 703 48 RS E L cH & id, LR FLCZ RE T b REMILE

80% (ICso) VI LiciEd 5, —7A,

L= Y IHEEBEREE (T) ICB8WVWTE, K& 24 BREOSEORFHIE

13 50% (ICs0) Z#d & DD, 48 W4 T3 FLCZ SRS T4 1Cs0 ITE L 12 78 5,
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#5 NCCLS M27-A #14 F 54 vOWETTH B M27-A2 H A K54 vicHizicfidantzbv—1 v 7%

B4R 9 Candida spp. W4 253 £ v b

(1) $57% A8 KFfH]D & 78 5 ¢ 24 KefE] ORI T HIRAAHIEZ 7D T & (liFE D MIC 123 L WilELR H N 24

RefEPHIE D% & %),

(2) ThIT k- THIRZHE L OB D &V MIC 155N 5.
(3) K A8 K OYIERER I [T R)) OH 53U —1c A %0, 24 BEIETIE TR (S)] orF I

J—IitAB. (R4S

(4) Candida spp. FEIRYEEEDOHKI 5% 5~ L — 1) v I HERICE YT 5.

4. Candida spp. @~V —1 v 7'FE (trailing
growth) B & NCCLS M27-A 514 K54 v Dk

n

Candida spp. D RKREDEERD BRI W T, B
RS 24 B & 7013 48 filo W Th > Th,
MIC R EDEITKEE L, Lichi-TT L —7#K
A v rOEZWATT) — (R4 2EET L0483
FFALHV, L L 5% BEDHEE (BRI C. al-
bicans & C. tropicalis 1% ) IZBWTIE, 24 Hifiltk
& 48 Itz il MIC fEAEIIC (~128 %) L&
L, BIE TR, #ECERMEEERENS XS
155489, C ORI Sy - v ORET DL, IE
EHE DL WIEEHEIFHIC D 72 > THORNCHIE S 5 &
IRFERF L= v 7 IE (trailing growth) &I
N3z (X3), bMETIEIC C tropicalis D b L —
Vv IHESEIRDSE L Z2 L, RSBk k0
30~509% 1T & 331350, RFEMEH v VS E~w Y R E
FE R OICERIFE» 51, L —1) v IRESLS
BRI E R ciRE <, BEon 7 T) -t A3
NREEDWIRENLZHB, D& ZHIF, C albi-
cans O b L= v IREEHRITENT 5 AIDS EHEHEOD
OPC BEH&E D FLCZ #HEic BIFICKIGE L 72 & 0w D

FEIRFVHIASY 6 b s b, ML —1) v 7 HBIZ
HEpE D pHESF 2 I3 2 NLI NI T X2 5 &7
Fand®, —F, BZaBRo T RLRERNE S
5 BEARIF (24 vs. 48 I BLU Y 7 mikTDHt
SRR AHIEREE (50 vs. 80% [HiE; ICs vs.
ICs0) DFFHMmA L S NIHER, FRERICO W TIEA]
BOSME, E1BREEELTIRIC &2, & &L BN
X EMIREBENFOLE25405) N S DRFHER A
3¢, NCCLS IE M27T-A # A K54 D32 oiED
BREMER®SIC, [FL—Y Y77 REHKICOVLT
13 24 ISR OBSE T HHERTH ] BEDax v
AR LBEIEEZNAZ, e M27-A OF 2/
(M27-A2) 5 A K54 0& LTHELI (F5),

i, bL—1) v IREEE T — VR E ST
DO & ORI B 2 0 TEVIEIRT BT b 1
TV B599, C. albicans B, FLCZ FEF T
S-DD # Rk & RIBEDOMYE A 7 = X A 2 IS 5
S, ZORIEOHFHAIERIL S X5 TH B,

5. bAEE I —o v NTIRES N TV B MR

NCCLS M27-P 44 K54 vIsFELSNLERD
5, HREBEREPSOFENEZEESTRENTHIRS
NTVBPTEERE R & 5 R0 Bz vl

#6 NCCLS M27 #4 K54 vA~_—2c LChAEBLYI -0 v ¥ToL SNk ER O EEEEZ

FRBRAEE R D RF

FBRTE WEZ +—=< v b NCCLS M27-A ¥ 7 vikd @ E s flES
O AR E RS VAL o MR 24 BRI T &I REMICIEEANIE L, RERE
(HA, 1995 4F) DEED 20.2 ITE L BEEHTO [Cy (80% HBEWL) H
EUCAST? & NSNS o B LIRTE: FEEEMERERED AP

(2 —wv ¥, 2002 1)

o iRERKEHL: 0.165 M-MOPS #&ffr (pH 7.0) RPMI1640 i< 2%
7V a— 2N

o B R 0.5X10°~2.5%10° CFU/ml

o BEFWEM: 24 W]

o R Ty vy (BFC) BLUT V- VRIEITOVWTIH,
SIWIEEEHNTHIE L 72 1Cs (50% FHERD) fE.

¥ The European Committee on Antibiotic Susceptibility Testing D%
D JEEVEREEED 15T & C. neoformans, Trichosporon spp. 75 & DIFFMBHRFER IS E ALV &iciEy, L

72753 > T Candida spp. ICIZIEFESN 5.
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x7 ENTHRSNATO 2 BNOIERERSZEAER+ » b

B (X =5 —) AE7 +—=< v b

MUTERSZREEH

i %

o BERFERILE FP R

HARHEESRE | 74457 ) ¥~ B(AMPH) | e HARRHEFERHO A5 59

CRIHMEF) KHELL 723 7 | 70 v b v v (5-FC) NCCLS M27-A 3 7 k& 0—#
o BERFRREE DP KRBT | iR L34 v (MCZ) FbE
R L= 7 )3+ — v (FLCZ) o HIHHIEF -3 HE LY X 7 &1k
4+ a3+ = ITCZ) D SFESEFERNTHE  GEED)
3477 ¥ (MCFG) | eii< NCCLS M27-A2 #4 K34
VITHE U TR HE R DA &
R
B RPN+ » b | NCCLS M27-A | 7 487 ) ¥~ B (AMPH) |  NCCLS M27-A 7 mik& 0—%

ASTY 37 BiEIRERE | vy kv v (5-FC) o
(h BB DE 134V =L (MCZ) o R {liR iR = H W 7 LBl E T
7 Va4 = (FLCZ) o (0L LA BEHIE

A +35 a3+ = (ITCZ)
IHh 7 vFY (MCFG)

Etest [ 7 2 #
(7 R 1 i)

AR IR N ¢

74k 5 ) v B(AMPH) | ¢ NCCLS M27-A 3 7 ks ok
7 b v v (5-FC)
a4V = (MCZ)

7 )va+ = (FLCZ)
4 +5a+ = (ITCZ)

=

o FEHFMLIH 1 X %2 BRHE

o Aspergillus spp. 5 & DRIRE D
HERIC & E A ATRE

HOVERRIERE 2B U 7o BRIEHZ o fh D A 73
Zlh 13 M27-PICHEHL L 7248, M27-P Tld~ 2 oigfk
FHEDOLEIR L0 LT, HREEFEY S
37 oEERAL, 1995 FFIcRERS N5 (K 6),
NCCLS (& M27-T LI} 3 7 vk b & TR L,
HERCO7 =<y FPERICHE>TOEH, HA
FEEREYEE M27T-A 4 K54 vickfTLTizm
b2 E D -l T DERENFHis Nk 5, £ 31T
TT LI, M2T-A 3 7 0ElDld s AL H—0E
Wid, BESHTEERICH 5, REBOHEERIZS L
TREBBRICBEAEEZIR NGV, L Lok
NI b L= VB RRICOWTIE M27-A DRI
MiEEAE L2 EHIALTB Y, BARKGET VM
BETh b,

a—uo .y EETE, B8 NCCLS M27 #4 K35
A VITHE » THEEZMHERBR 21T > Ty, FEROM
AT, The Antifungal Susceptibility Testing
Subcommittee of the European Committee on An-
tibiotic Susceptibility Testing (AFST-EUCAST)
iE, 2002 FF I H o fFEETE 2 2% L 72 (EUCAST
#)60, o jikld, NCCLS M27-A 3 7wtz +&
LTV A, AEEOBEMLErfEIcd 2 LB &
OB B % 48 BR[E]» © 24 BfEic i 2 2 & &
HigE LT, MBI~ D 7V a — 2 OiRINE & O
FEEEOEINE VA AN EN TV B2 Kk

M27-AE &m0 —HE L RT LRGN TV 50260,
6. bAETHRSIN TV S MICHIEF v ~
BIfEEN T () BEER FP (E72id DP) “¥

Y, (i) BER BRI Z M+ » b ASTY, (iii) Etest

[7 2], PIL 3 & iRk bt 555 3z vk 1 E

F o FPOMEBEIGELT E L THIRE N TV S, &+ v
ORI AR TIORT, () RHAEEEY2EL %

DFEFy MLLEBIRTHY, Lichi-ThREBX

U M27-ABEEDO—HELE O, KR (ICs) DMEE

AR E R ROENC X 0 HEST B, AT,

OPC JEf» 5 @ C. albicans YR % FLCZ @

Rz LcalBic kv, A+ v v o MIC JIIE

i & BEIREGAE & o R i BAF S HBHESE Sh T

58, ZHICH LT, (1) ERL 3 7 vk s, HEk

BEHnoRins B bEr2E0aRk L ¥ ) v oRE

GRZE) ZFH L TRRSo BEHEEZ ARSI LTV

BEICHESS D, TOFy MTXBHET— 5 3,

M27-A Dz N & RIFICHBIT 2 2 EARan v

Z) 66)O
(), (i) &3 T &0, (i) & Etest LIFFEN 3%ER

ILHEICE S K MICTIEETH 5, JIEREIEO RE

NRAZSCHBEO D W R ) w7 EFEHIEE DS

Y4 2 H%E5A, ZOHEOMEE MIC &4 %, EOFE

BRAE—Th-70, b= VY IFHEERT LD

IBEITIE, BRSHIESREEICE 2, —EORKRE

HARGRMAEY Mk Vol. 14 No. 3 2004. 9
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LSt

AR IS T 2 A T g, 7Y - vRIEE LI
FLCZ & Candida spp. DA &HHICE L TIlZ
NCCLS 7 mifglkFmHIE EFBEOLB VT — 7 13155
Ns3&5Ths578, LinL FLCZ & C. tropicalis %
7213 C. glabrata DEED—HHRE 50% PN ET 3
WEOEH Y, F— 5 oI EEEILDIR TR
5150, AEOFEIZ, AMPH © MIC HlE BN
TW3ZEThHD, i RPMII640 2 ~x— R &5 5
EREHAZROVALZESGICEISEVEELEEZ 6 - T
AMPH itttk 2 ETE 3 L Wb b, B
A1 RIREICH L T HEATE 2 M8 T b AR
& A H b, AMPH % ITCZ 1B L TIEARIRE D
P SRRz A B ZHE L & S b NCCLS M38 ik
(RIEZIB) OFEREBIFICHBET 2 2 & RENT
[ 5 71, 72)O

. RREOMERERZHERBOEEE

1. NCCLS M38 &tk

SHIREE DB AR IC D W, PR
B & B O RIE o AL LR s © &, IR S
TR R SNV i S DB, &, fEEE(l
DIFZEFHM L 720 £ 52 < 1998 FITE » THKE
NCCLS 3, MR REZREREREE M27-A ¥ 7 0
hERARMCE U HkwmE O 3 7 ok gk

M38-P & L THREL ™, =Dk, Aspergillus spp.
15 EICE R 7 v — V%3 (voriconazole, ra-
vuconazole, posaconazole) DfAFE S N7z HIT,
N QMR EAETRIEY 2 MITMA S EEbiT, &
NS DK D IEH ITCZIT> W T bIRAKAEE ICs »
5 IC100 ICEFH T 5 & W) WMET 21T - 7o M38-A #'4
FIA VR 2002FIc RSN L™ (K8, LidT
V= W RIED KK ERE DL E L, Aspergillus
spp. MHEFEOMEREZ EW 5 o & ST 540,
M38-A k3, BlRFsi T O SRIRER D Bz i B v v
LLT—IBRBHEEINTVE DD, & OHH|-EEH
DfAEDLEEE > TH in vitro—in vivo FHBAM: %L
g 2t Y7259, Likh-Tor—2r#1 v
PRI TV, SEROKRSHRFHRETH
b0

2. bHETRESI N TV B EHEE

HARKBEREY2 1, M38PAAXRSNBED
1999 1T, L O AGHHEARAHIES L OCHISEE O
JERAZHKE LT M38-P 2#8& L HAEER Y2
HAERRELIL™ (F8), LA LAMEREDS /2 M38-
AEFUMBEEEZRA TV ZERBVWIETLHR

Wy

#£8 RIKEOPiEEIEEZMAERD NCCLS % (M38-A) & HARBEE SO F S
FAEEfL s &l
AE)HER 75 &
NCCLS M38-A # HARE BRI
o S B FE SHETE LT EERT 2 5%KE MOATERRIRE, HAH, KERIRE,
TIErEE, BROBERE
CHIET7 +—<vw M| 370 [G] 2
o XER L M27-A IZHEL % F8/R#E (Alamar Blue) 243 RPMI1640
o IlER B 0.5X103~2.5%x10% CFU/ml & /e
o Wi i DIE(L | /PR EH VS (I X - T &2 2R | [HA
B 2 E)
o HEIRIRIE 35°C 27°C
o BRI 24 W (Rhizopus spp.), 72 Wi (Pseudal- FKERBOEIEN Alamar Blue DR IC
lescheria boydii), 48 Wil (Fusarium spp., Ko THRZE T 5 = TOHM
Aspergillus spp., Sporothrix schenckii =& K
ZHDSRIRED
o KRR WR EHANTIHS a3t F D (=1Cs0): 5-FC, | /OB FHIRIEIC & 5 ICs
FLCZ
HHETE D 75 L (IC2g5): AMPH, ITCZ, #Hritfr
V) — VAR
o SBRH5AE A AMPH, 5-FC, FLCZ, #itt7 v — L5 AMPH, ITCZ
(voriconazole, ravuconazole, posaconazole)

10 HARERBAYFHES
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VI F+ V74 YREERZEC DD TORZMEEER
&

STk 90T, F v v a0 YREEOGT LWL
HE#ED s 5 2ThD, 2002 HITKER & T caspo-
fungin (CAS) 25, FhFEFEHARTEI N7 7 v F v
(micafungin; MCFG) 78 Eiis i, T D& 2 IClER
BAMPSELHENEOCEbH-T, F+v 7 vHi
FicowTlE, R, RREOREZEAREZ VWIS
FREELCE > TV, L LARKERY v Y5
SE, T RAOVE I RGE E W o F2 FIE AR EEIE O
HEICLCEREN TV S, ZDkedicd TIENL
D% D7 IV — 7 RFEBICEZ AR Z 7> Th
D, KENCB O TRk BEE L% His L 7okagt s
FELELTCASEUWRLLTHEDOLN TV B,

1. Caspofungin (CAS) 122\ T D&zl kR

Candida spp. @ CAS B 2GS L 7o RRIT7SH
13, Plalleretal™ oz nTdh 5, HFPD 99 fiik
I OINEE L7249 4,000 @ Candida spp. 7EEED in
vitro CAS #3214 NCCLS M27-A2 JEICHELL T
(&AM IC100) MIE L, C. albicans, C. dubliniensis,
C. tropicalis BX U C. glabrata 35 b5 \WVIESZE
(MICgo:0.25~0.5 ug/ml) %2, —7F C. guilliermondii
Bk b ROV (MICq : >8 ug/ml) 2% %4 /Rd C
&, ¥/ C albicnas D7/ — V%I (FLCZ,ITCZ) 5
FEM AR T & CAS B E W (MICq: =1 1g/ml)
lErMELTVE, CoOWMEICRS T, Candida
Spp. IKDWTIE M27-A EEHER T AR 0, WS
W= ZRTRIE-BLIRENE SN TV, F7h]
H o EUCAST #:8 & U Etest %\ T Candida spp.
D CAS BZHEAMIE L, M27-A & Hlsdhist L 7o
b5 2™, Thick B &, EUCAST ik GRAMS: K
24 B LU A8 K D IC=95) TOHREHIZ M27-A
ETEW (94%) —BHEEZRL, ThiboPH 5 b
DD Etest T b BIFB—HERNEF SN, ThoDH
&5, CAS & Candida spp. DflAEHLHICEEL T
1%, NCCLS M27-A 78 LU EUCAST 7 (Wdh b
R E A2 24 %7213 48 W3REHE D IC295100 & L 12
B&) 3, () Wik s s icFEkom W ERERE T
bBHTE, (i) MEORKEFHEANIC—ET 5 &,
(iii) Etest & F eI 5 52 &, BHIS
Nt

L0 EAN SRS Aspergillus spp. X4 % MIC
DOHEIFEHETDH 5, 8] L NCCLS M38 #: (72 Wi &
BITHRSHE) 2HW0Td, Bohic CAS D&Y
SEAE MIC W58 70— 712 & - T 0.06~12 ug/ml™
5 >16pg/ml™ & TGS EWERYT, TOKE

BHEKEZEZ 5N 5 D IFERSHERETHD, To
BHIE ICro0) F 72 (2B I (ICg0 F 7213 IC50) D W
ITNELELEZREDOAHOF FICH > TS, ZOR
HEICBEE# LT, CAS @ in vitro iEMED SHIR 7S5 &

LTEFONTEon, [HR/NEEE (minimal
effective concentration; MEC)] T& %3, THIIREH
EXRORERE % b/ o ¢ R/ NEFERE 2B L, ft
KD MIC L0 bHEFEQHKRSADIBEICKZ I LEE
ET A E &/ w8 L LERRIC MEC
RAEST S &5 L, HMETOELVERE T 20
1, BRI EFHERBRAELELE L, LhrbEon s
REIFEN T 5, COMBEERRT 5 7HIC, Im-
hof et al.®¥ (¥ RPMI1640 (+2% 7V 2 — ) FERE:
M D Aspergillus spp. DFHE 2 0 = — ORI
BED#EW CHIRIGEICB T 3 ERDIMEHREE 2R
Jo=— I LC, ERlowEEsz I CREEIES
NIEEEREAIRO/NES a0 =—425 3) 1Tk
WTMIC 2¥TET 2 EBARFNEELZR LI, TO)
hTHE LN MIC 1@, MEC &E0wW—8#K (95%) %
RL, 57 b= vF PR EREE S —F L
7%, NCCLSM38 3 7 o il {AAHEE & 3HHBI L 15 -
7oo RFFFFICREZEROBRBICER T LWL
Do

CAS sz ikl & LT3, 130T Etest 7 «
2 7 EEE OB E TV B89 L L Etest Taf
73 MIC IE 21T 5 O EFME 0 M e s h T
W3B kD TH B,

MIC K HDIEfE L WA THEEBSNA TV S b H —
SOEHBERIL, REIEHTH 5, WO OWIFES
V—TICk B INF TOMREHERTIE, Candida spp.,
Aspergillus spp. & H1Z RPMI1640 £ & AM3 @
132 IS < KW MIC 25 278687 HI b R
HTdh 589, 295 LcHl» S, AM3 2@l iRk
& LTS 2amEbd 5,

CAS Eziilr o icBd 2+ avey
FZBBOLNTVEWI EbdH - T, RIED in vitro—
in vivo FHBEME DRGSR O WA FNHI MR D TDHE 0,
Mora-Duate et al®V (3 C. albicans EZ &V b in
vitro CAS BZ MKW E SN 5 C. parapsilosis*® @
BArIWCRNT 27 v Y FMEICE T 5 CAS OF)R~E
WL, METOFMRICENT VI E (13/20 vs.
14/20) 75, FLCZIZH SN2 XS 75 Bif 7 tHESRS
FREHFonLr o EMEL TV S, ThiTHL T
Hernandez et al.®? 13, 7V — VRIEAIRENED OPC
D] —HBED S, CASTHENED) L 1ty DiRE D
BitAH (Day-1) & ¥ Day-511 8L 722 >D C

HARRERMAEY) Mk Vol 14 No. 3 2004. 11
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albicans JE&HERE (MIC: M27 TV N b 0.25 ug/
ml), 12 CAS BN AR - 72 Day-
553 1Z40HE L 2o fittik (MIC: >64 ng/ml), LILE 3 #k
THOWT= I RELEETIVEDL D, CAS DR %
WUtz 2 OFER, Fil 2 MRICHA~TE 3 ofkic 3
BIRERD R EIH S T KL, in vitro—in vivo FHEAM: A
Bshic, ZoffEmEEEEN DD, RSOz
NEBHRT2EDTHY, 512 DIERIIE S
CNCEBRIIMGT & 7 — 7 OB EEEZ 6N b,
2. 3H 77 vFY (MCFG) 122 W TDESZ M
5
MCFG &zt 2= 0 & O O#Ft i, CAS O
BEEFELLBEIhTWEYL, —f&Icid, Candida
spp. DIEEZIEZ NCCLS M27-A i (BEORA: IC=95),
Aspergillus spp. T DD RIKE T l1d NCCLS M38-P
&iLiE$E§%%A$(%X5 ICso) MHVS
1, in vitro iEME (MIC) 1I2Bd BRGNSV D & D
XICHESNTW3 GHlIWE S8 X 0EE O
mESBEEINZW),, BL+Fyr v Ty vRIIBT S E
3Wx, MCFG & CAS ITHAT in vitro 1EMEDS TR W
(MIC PMEWV) X5 Th b, %7 MCFG ICH 75 5
% (zone phenomenon)—7EHIFEEK X D & 5
WWEWVIBETETIRFHIEN R S 2 285 —
b CAS THHEShTWIL, TOT &ld, CASIC
Omf®ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%§%%®iiM®G'ﬁﬁT%
LICERE BTN LD TH D, MCFGITH L
tﬁEEE DRz HAERE O % His L TG 2 X 5 X
XTHH9,

EbHU I

FAEMERIEOREE, BETERVFELLTE?2
RO Z->07 v — VRITERSE, FLCZ & ITCZ, 3
5CICAMPHZH W TiTb T &, &2 AN
2002 FEDENICF ¥ ¥ F 4 VR EMEIN B BER S
B TEBAFAAN=RLEE2H LWV 520
PLEEIE MCFG 2845 L, PiHEpE LFgEic K& s
EHELIOLD2D2d 5, T AL (2004 ) ITA-
TFLCZDO7ua R 3y FOEKREACE->T, HFEL
D FLCZ mHEBRENAIREE 13 5 7o 2 LT & BRI
Los vy b ERBIEEV, 5 LEHEEED
R OEIMTNA <, EREEO 2 LB L O FAn
PERRO HBLE, PiEEREZERRE CnE ik
FEELLDIIL TV 3,

A, RO ER RS MR IR E AL
2o NCCLS M27-A 7 (Candida spp. ® b L —1) ¥ &
FERIT OO TIE M27-A2 ) ITHERLL T MIC AlE

12 HARBERBAYFHEZE Vol. 14 No. 3 2004.

ZITOBRY, 22o0F STV - VRIEFLCZ BT
ITCZ @ Candida spp. X9 % in vitro i&1E (MIC) &
in vivo TEME (EIRZNED) & ORNC 13 B 75 HH B A3 32
OO, BEEANDINE, AEEEZThTnTHlsE2
BYE, Mo MIC 7 v — 27 B4 v b b9 CTIIERE
NTWVW3, TOLHICT YV — VRITEREHK E Candida
spp. DFlA B DEHIT>VTIE, BZPERER ORI
BRPEORENVEVWINETED, £/ 5FC & Can-
dida spp. £ DA LEDLEHICOVT S, [EIEED invitro—
in vivo FHBAMEDSERST 4 3 £ BEZ SNB E T AMD, T
HOEZUHERBRIAEHE V- TEIn A9,

Rt D &Z A ER ICBE L €, Bl KRS SREE 75 -
=D&, C. albicans % C. tropicalis DGR EERED 15
MDICT S = VREOFEAE R T L= v I REERT
bOMEHEENTVWAEIETH B, TN oDk
3, RO ORZHRABROEELRLE S
NCCLS M27-A #EEHWT 7V — VR MIC %
TE L 72BN M & HIE S N3 8, in vivo TIENE
g (7 = WRIGEEIC NG T )0 T OF G %M
JHL T MIC &EFRZIHR & OB EE® 5 <,
M27-A T B 1F B MIC # K & 0 ] & K 4 53 3T hie
M27-A2 TEIES N2 & I3YEELbDTH S, L
»LbETE, CofRoEZHEUESF Yy b b
M27-A ICHERLL TH D, b L —1 v I FEFRNOR
EARLEN TV, TOREIC>WTIFRAICRE
B EEBIT, bL—Y v IREERIOET 5RO
B E =D BB D B,

C. neoformans & 7/ — WEHF 7213 5-FC & Ol
AHEDHICHE VT & YNB B2 3Bk & L TRV
SR, HEERIT 7S in vitro—in vivo tHBEMEDE & 1
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The Current Status and Challenges for Antifungal Susceptibility Testing

Hideyo Yamaguchi
Teikyo University Institute of Medical Mycology

Although new antifungal drugs of both preexisting and new classes are steadily introduced, the
incidence of deep-seated fungal infections caused by Candida spp., Aspergillus spp. and other pathogenic
fungi including those species or strains low-susceptible or resistant to currently available antifungal drugs
is still increasing. With these situations comes a growing need for clinically relevant susceptibility testing
methodologies that can be used in choosing the best treatment strategy for a given patient. Actually,
antifungal susceptibility testing has evolved rapidly during the last decades and has now become a
relevant clinical tool, so that routine susceptibility testing with azoles and flucytosine is appropriate for
Candida isolates and, to a lesser degree, C. neoformans isolates. However, this is not the case at present for
amphotericin B or mold fungi. A more problematic issue is the lack of reference method for testing the
susceptibility to candins, a recently introduced major class of antifungal drugs, that warrants further
investigation and development.
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