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Bacteroides )& 3 X U Parabacteroides J& Wi fLE
— R EWRBEIC BT 5 7 FH 138 FEH O R —

BARKRAY - Bb SERY - MEASEEY - i A
FHEBIR? - RFENY -
VR AR B R SR A
P ARG e R R AR A 5

CPRE 28 4F 12 7 22 H2 A+, P29 48 3 1 17 H 3

BHEAREICBWT2007EIH4HAH»5 20144FE9H 3 HEFTO 7HEMICIERZED? S
Bacteroides J&3 & UF Parabacteroides J&A3HH & 17251 O BRIR 4R % 5 5 B ICRRGET L
720 138 JEBIA & 143 HRASH & 1, Bacteroides fragilis 7556 ¥k (39%) % 7z, HEE S
B G R IEIEP 109 51 (79%), #59EIEG 81 (6%), JEHH 6 B (4%), HHEMETF LT %6
Bl (4%) T, HWAREHE 1B (1%) D&, 1970~80 FE(GICE G SN TV 2z BT &g
RO oo BEE R IMEERNZ 52 B (38%) TH - 7248, D) B 18 #1(35%) T Escherichia
coli DM S 7z MERENIEGLIE CTlX M EE,  Enterococcus  spp., fmiEHES M 5 46
PR S, #RAIRY - JE¥H Tl Streptococcus spp., Staphylococcus spp., Peptostreptococ-
cus spp.As, IR SN BIERIANL S Wz, 7 HAETHIX 10%, 30 HIETFIZ 21%
THolzo BEMERICHR R PIEIE 11381 (82%) TG IN/z, HHMHOIETHIE, I
R AR TN E AL S 7285, BEHEN G E AR L h o 7. BENCBSERICH

MR 2GS 5 2 & TIRERPME T 2 W ReEAVRIR S 7.

Key words: Bacteroides, Parabacteroides, WE&M:W, WIMAE, MEs; 28

F X

Bacteroides J& 3 X UF Parabacteroides J& X Bac-
teroides FHIIE T 2 MWPEBES ML 7 5 2 AR 1
T, HLEOFAERTH Y, LWHARMGHITHAILT S
Zlbhbo &R - SBN, RERKTHEMEL
WG aitt 23, WIME 262 & L7235 I I3se TR
WL, 1643% MBI NTWBEYY,

1970~2000 4EfR12 1%, 4 E 2> 5 Bacteroides J& %
Bacteroides FHZ & % W HUE O KB 70 5 B R 78
PHE SN TV, LA LIEERTE - 20
37 <, BUFEDARIRIZ BT B Bacteroides J& B X O

FHHAEG 0 (T296-8602) MBI HRMT 929
i HH AR A0 Bt I G hE Bk
SRR
TEL: 04-7092-2211
FAX: 04-7099-1285
E—mail: dsuzukikameda@gmail.com
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Parabacteroides J&\Z & % W IfiLIE O R 4RO H 5
TRV,

Sk 41, BERAWRBEICB W T TAEMISRE L
72 Bacteroides J& ¥ & UF Parabacteroides &2 & %
MJE % 2 L7ERNC D W THGET L, 2 ORI %
HOMZ L0 THET 5,

MR EFE

PoEd

BB ERRER - BRIHMEIREHETH v, 917
WIKE A5 5 RHERAHEICBWT, 200749 H 4
H25 2014 4E9 H 3 H F T 7AERICERILS N7zl
WG 38 H & Bacteroides J& F 7213 Parabacteroides J&
D S N2 2 TORER % EYYE - BIETREZEO
F— 7 N— 25 HA A8 LTl U 7zo BRI
Fx BraHar S IUE L, BHBNICBIZENZEL
Tolze B, W2RICHAL- T, B IEHEIE R
ZHE&OKE (15109) %172,



Bacteroides J& + Parabacteroides J& B ILIE 169

BETRE LT, WH, Fi, JSESA, PR
B, MR EIREGH 1 o+ H DN OPUR SR 58 - JuE
FGE - FARE, MG 2RO avFazra
A FEROFMEZ AL 72 SERDIHBL L 220022
22 &3, Bacteroides J& ¥ 7213 Parabacteroides J&
A S N7 MRS A A BE 48 IRp [ DL IERIL S
AR ENISIE L B L, TNUIMIERBEZEOS
M2 O FTH RIS & B3 L7z, PR AR
Charlson Comorbidity Index ®IHEZi-> T, L
FHZE, AV, A MR, R O 70\ i A R 5,
B & 72 0o R, RRAHE, PRk RSEMERRE, H
s - BEYE, M PEEsy, MR, SEWmnE
T LR, M2 L7 = >3mg/dL OF
PR, A, ) v SIE - SIS RIE, B EEES,
HIV EGE O F M2 A L, FFRE % MR CHEE

EREOFHTHE L7,

HOWMIEA?T > ¥ I 40— a v 0@, U
DY T o720 BRI S 7z 2 2 v b LRI
R O W —WH2 M S N840, EORIME &
HE L T 1ty bOoARPSHRIBENZEER,
FIRFICHRIE N2y IS 0b 5, B &Y
IEEC LY, WREE, IR, FAATR, MR, A
Rl 70 &% FFA LT E L7z

Heow SN B EGeBL, MR & RIS
7ML DOEEFZHAR A & [ U AL S 2132
DOBAIRIGHAL D S HIBT L, Z NN I O G
EDOEEDT THIRMIZHE ShzbDZ R L7z,
JRGHE D EENIEIR E ZE 2 DNDD, FFETE R o
T AR ORI & L7z B2 & e T
Ehh ol EEAHE Lz,

FLTIZEY— FOROHICERI S N7z M5 5
[7] U AR AT AR & L7 354 % ot T IILOE & 2 2%
L7zo [AIRFICERIN S N2 MG 28200 & B 7 B O™
T N7 6 2 BEON W IAE & Ed8 L, WL
Y B o B4R % B AT L 720 Bacteroides J& ¥ 72 1%
Parabacteroides J&\ZJ& 3 % ¥ 7 5 AR A BIE R 1] &
N85 b BT T IAE & FI BT L 72

meropenem, tazobactam/piperacillin, sulbactam/
ampicillin, metronidazole, cefmetazole, ##{3H clinda-
mycin = BEA W ICA R R PIR S & E 3| L 7.
Nguyen & D EFNIFE SNV T, MER; RIS 2
H AP S T IS A 3 72 DL 3 054 5Bl i & 7z
B, WA L7z BeG-SHIG S NTER 23560, BdA
SN o THER & IR G0 & R L 7z

R, MR ZRIA 25 7 AN B L U830

ADHNOEE T2 5K, WHZE, BRI L, Im
WRETRI A & 2 H DN OBESNE R (A %) 2 PUi SR8
B of Mz X o TR,

MA&EE

M HE 481, MERE 2L 2 R v (92F, 93F)
(BD) I % FRICL, 2009 459 A ¥ Tid BACTEC
9240 (BD) #%, 2009 49 A LIREIZ BACTEC FX ¥
A7 4 (BD) 2T 35T Tk 7 IR L 72
ISR b VA 5 Bacteroides J& ¥ 72 1 Parabacteroi-
des JERRDILRED 777 KRN AL S 7 &,
TAHOaAa 7Y FMPEEREM (BD) BXO
BBE ¥t (f3) 12, 4 7THR Sy 7 - Vv —l
(LSI A7 4 =¥ R) ZHWTHC THRAIEREZIT-
7zo WX, 2007 4F9 H 25 20124F 12 H £ Tt
API20A (SYSMEX bioMerieux) %, 2013 4¢ 1 HLL
B 1% rapidID32A (SYSMEX bioMerieux) % Hv 7z,
AAIAEICES Zh o 72bkD 9 B, BBER T X
7 UK EZ RS 72 b DX B, fragilis group (24
B2 BBEXiH-ITTZ A7) VKGR Z D Do
72bDFEMEE CE 3 & Lzo B distasonis X B.
merdae 7 & Bacteroides J& 7 & Parabacteroides J&
WKCHSEHINZPS 0L, BIfEowAEH, IHE%
e L7z B HRRRUEIC X B YIRS A X
SERETE o7z,

IRETERIT

LI O ENTIZ X Fisher O IEFEM E = W72,
SCHRE TV, p HIEMEHENA BE% 5% 2L
TUZEEE L7z f#FTIZ1E R (The R Foundation for Sta-
tistical Computing, Viennam Austria, version 3.2.4)
LEDTTITANNI—Y—A =T ATH5b
EZR (HWGER KRR EER L > ¥ —, fiH, 2012)
W72,

& e

BHBEESREEICBWT 2007 4E9 H 4 HA2 5 2014 4E
9 H 3 HETo7HEMIC 13 O MR 25 5 143
¥R D Bacteroides J& 3 & UF Parabacteroides J& 3k
N, ETCHOEOWIME L WE Sz, 7THUNOE
FETIE 14 61(10%), 30 H LI OAFETIE 29 61 (21%)
ThHolz,

I3BIEBI DB FZ 2 R 1ITR T B A786 1
(62%), 4EHWE O YA L 745 7% (33~98 %) TH -
7oo DRAFEARIL, FUREVEIER 2952 @ 55 B (40%)
Zahioh, BERE 2361 (17%), FR%H05E 19 61 (14%),
DA 176 (12%), BHEE13H (9%) A7z,

143 R DN % £ 2 127" $. 2007 4F 9 A 7 5 2012
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#F 1 138 HlOEHEE

n=138 (%)
UiNEd 36 (62)
ARG (b fiE) 745
e N FERE 53 (38)
(iR ER I
Charson Comorbidity Index (F14&fili) 2
L 2E 4 (3)
PR N 17 (12)
R A 5 3 (6)
JI T 12 (9
Fy BRI+ S0 JRR A 11 (8)
FEHIIE 19 (14)
COPD 10 (7)
JB 55 3 (6)
WAL 5 (4)
i (&18) 12 (9
Jrpe s (MIREJUAEZ L) 3 (6)
W (MIRIETTHED ) 4 (3
BRI (G1h) 23 (17)
PRI (APEZR L) 21 (15)
BERIE (BPRED D) 2 (D
R 13 (9
SRR 2 (D
DINPAY g i) 3 (6)
BIERE (41K) 55 (40)
&R (iERR L) 23 (17)
(R (EdH ) 32 (23)
MRS ZEERICAT 1 o A DL 0PI 3% 55 51 (37)
MR FHRAGH 1 7 A AN oo #3558 17 (12)
MR R 1 o H AN o Tt 11 ®

MR IV F a3 27 a4 i 18 (13)

fE12 A F Tl S 7z 82 #RiE API20A (SYSMEX
bioMerieux) % MW, 2013451 HULREICHE S h
72 61 #kiZ rapidID32A (SYSMEX bioMerieux) % H
WTCAlE L72o B. fragilis group %133 % (93%) %
H® 72, W F CHETE 72 126 Bk W Tl B. fragilis
256 /% (39%) L#®ZTHY, K\WT B ovatus £
721% B. thetaiotaomicron DWW N & AE I N
DAI20 Bk (14%), X512 B vulgatus1l # (8%), B.
uniformis10 ¥k (7%) & Eva7z.

W L O EHREFK 3RS, B, fragilis ® 7 H
BLO30 HIETHRIEENZEN 11% (6 B1/56 B1), 23%
(13 #1/56 #81), B. fragilis VWAv® B. fragilis group T
Xz ZEh 9% (761/774), 18% (14 #1/77 ) T
o7

B SN B RG I 2 F 4 1R T BN A5 109 5
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(79%) % 158, #EIEge 8 61 (6%), LB 6 1 (4%),
HIHEVERF I 9% 6 B (4%) A3 720 ANBHIE 5 61 (4%)
Tholzo BENONERIZ, KEZdL e Ml EYeE T
PROEL B, KRIBEEES, (LA, Rk,
R TATERIE S A 7o B RS RO RN,
RESFVESIES oM 2B, REKA A#F), R
TR RS (1 B0) , Ja 0 Tk 5 40 74 [l 34 (1 90),
ARV (1 B1) T o 720 MR B IEGLE X
RO o7,

WESNLIEPRTLEDTHB I3 HETEK
i, BEENTERZENR11% (12 61/109 1), 22% (24
B1/109 Bl), #BAIEHTENRZ N 0%, 13% (161/8
Bl), JRBIHT 0%, 17% (1141/6 1), 4% E &
2T 0%, 0%, ABIT40% (261/561), 60% (341/5
Bl) THoilo
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% 2. Bacteroides J&3 X UF Parabacteroides J& 143 ¥k DGR

W n=143 (%)

Bacteroides fragilis group 133 (93)
Bacteroides fragilis 56 (39)
Bacteroides ovatus/thetaiotaomicron 20 (14)
Bacteroides ovatus 9 (6)
Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron 6 (4)
Bactericides vulgatus 11 (8)
Bacteroides uniformis 10 (7)
Parabacteroides distasonis (Bacteroides distasonis) 8 (6)
RN E T &3 13 (9)
Bacteroides caccae 2 (D
Bacteroides heparindyticus 1 ()
Parabacteroides merdae (Bacteroides merdae) 1 (1)
Parabacteroides goldsteinii 1 (1)
Parabacteroides johnsonii 1 (1)
FERETE Y 4 (3)

3 3. Bacteroides J& 3 X UF Parabacteroides & 143 FROWHE Z & OIETTHR

[LEZ

7 HIETH (%) 30 HIELTH (%)

Bacteroides fragilis group
Bacteroides fragilis
Bacteroides ovatus/thetaiotaomicron
Bacteroides ovatus
Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron
Bacteroides vulgatus
Bacteroides uniformis

Parabacteroides distasonis (Bacteroides distasonis)

R E T & §
Bacteroides caccae
Bacteroides heparindyticus

Parabacteroides merdae (Bacteroides merdae)

Parabacteroides goldsteinii
Parabacteroides johnsonii

AR T &5

13/133 (10) 27/133  (20)
6/56 (11) 13/56 (23)F
0/20 (0) 4/20 (20)

0/9 (0) 1/9 (11)
1/6 (17) 1/6 (17)
2/11 (18) 2/11 (18)
1/10 (10) 1710 (10)
1/8 (13) 2/8 (25)
2/13 (15) 3/13 (23)1
0/2 (0) 2/2 (100)
0/1 (0) 0/1  (0)
0/1 (0) 0/1  (0)
0/1 (0) 0/1  (0)
0/1 (0) 0/1  (0)
1/4 (25) 174 (25)

TR W IE D SE ) 1 1 H3E

Pt e, 26 (1%) Th-o 7. WL, B fra-
gilis \Z X B8 (141) & B. fragilis group (FEAE
ETET) ICXBHEE (1#) Tholz,

BRE R IME, 5261 (38%) TH o7z Wik,
2WHREMH S hzd od36 B (26%), 3 HifE9 Bl
(7%), 4 WHE5 B (4%), 5 WHE 26 (1%) TH -7z,
¥ W W I JE 12 B v T Bacteroides J& ¥ 72 1%
Parabacteroides & & [F]Rf (M S L7 0B & k52
ENDERHE KSR T, T3S, Es
cherichia coli 73 18 %R CIR% TH - 72 T DML E.

coli AV ORGNMBFF 9 #%, Enterococcus spp. 6 ¥,
Streptococcus spp. 6 ¥k, Peptpstreptococcus spp. 4
Measte7z. E. colil8 BIH 1351 (72%), E. coli LA
MO NHIE R 9 Bl 8 51 (89%), Enterococcus spp.
461, Clostridium spp.4= 3 #1(100%), Clostridium
spp. A O g i S 77 T 2 B PEAR T 11 1 HR 10 1
(91%) SEHENOFERITH Y, Streptococcus spp. 6
B 36 (50%), Staphylococcus spp. 3l 2 fl
(67%), Peptostreptococcus spp. 4 B 2 61 (50%)
HHEEIEG - EHOIER TH - 72
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AR

- b

BRI SA R) Z BUR SR O 5-6113 113 1 (82%)

Tholzo FKGHNL 25 HIT, BEEFAPB LV

F 4 HEEsh bRyl

J& Y n=138 (%)

T e Py 109 (79)
Kzl 26 (19)
N8 &GS hE (17)
K T i 355 10 ™)
RS (7
g% 6)
VRIBTFAT IR & Y 4)
JIL P 0 R D5 (2)
N 9% - Kb %% (2)
U BRI AN 2% 1)
/AL 1
AR 1)
JIE PN 2 Al ¥ (4)
BERER CARH) 6)
PR g (6)
JEHEH 4)
MMV F 2 (4)
i=3]0] 1)
T E N 1)
B e Ak g 1)
AR (4)

TEEE, VR, SRR g, PR
ENTRIE S, R,

\]
— = DN OO0 00N DNDNDWWOD 0O O

[$)]

5. BEW W IIAE 52 B BV TRIERIC

JEEN (R DIEFICHIEICE o7z (EhEh4
B/5 %)+ p<0.005, 451/8 %1 : p<0.05). ¥ 5 B &
HFEGBIDIECHRDILE Z K6 IR T 7HIELH
i, 5T 8% (9BI/11361), FEHe5-61T20% (5
B/2561) TdH o7z (p=0134), 30 HIE L F 1L, #
G40T 19% (22 #1/113 B1), IEF5-61T 28% (7 41/25
Bl) THorz (p=0416)

%z =

BHEEWRPEIIBWT 2007 4E9 H 4 HA 5 2014 4E
9 H 3 HFTH7TIEMIC, 138 FEFDIMLER DS 143
¥ Bacteroides J& 3 X OF Parabacteroides J& 3 #iH
XN, ZFOETHEOHILAE L HE SNz,

PR L, BIRESEE S5 6l &E T, 20
95428 (71%) TEORBRBEEES K, b L<
WX PHIER L &\ o 72 TS & B L 74 28
JEYHRIZ 70 > T o BTREMEIES % 49 26 Tl
WEAED D Bactermdes J& ¥ 721 Parabacteroides J&
DR S N7 BE i, o BREIEE 2B L 72
TR AN YL & 7;60 TWAH RN EWEE L SR
5o

oo SN B G AL, JEIENAT9% & 5o, HBIE
&Gy, S, B ST TN R A
LM7ze INSIIMEORE (R7) LHETH - 72
~ﬁt@%@%ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ@%t&é:tui
NITH DA, RERAORIREIO BTG % &1
BRI & O HMEEEE LTI, Eﬁx&lﬁfﬁ?ﬁ*

Bl S 7B A & g S B g

B, mn oo PEEE o) (S 00 gy o0 e

75 KRR

Staphylococcus spp. 2 (67) 1(33) 3

Streptococcus spp. 2 (33) 3 (50) 1(17) 6

Enterococcus spp. 6 (100) 6

Peptostreptococcus Spp. 1 (25) 2 (50) 1 (25) 4
7T KA

5% GPR 2 (50) 1 (25) 1 (25) 4

Clostridium spp. 3 (100) 3

Z OO RIEBEENE 7 T 2 AR 10 (91) 1 (9 11
7T KBV

Escherichia coli 13 (72) 3 (17) 2 (11) 18

Z DAL W AT R 8 (89) 1 (1D 9

Bacteroides spp. AN OB 27T 2 BB 2 (67) 1(33) 3

Z Do GNR 2 (50) 1(25) 1(25) 4

Candida spp. 1 (50) 1 (50) 2
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6. MR 5 2 H DIN O BGE R IS A R R PUim S 5- 0 4 I & 58 3
n=138 T7H®EL (%) 30 HAEL (%)
$z 50 113 9 ® 22 19
e 51 25 5 (20) P01 7 (29) P00
# 7. #F D Bacteroides J& ¥ 7213 Bacteroides FHZ X 2 # IMLE D i

E=4 Chow? Lawrence? Bryan? Brook® Nguyen” Zahar® Hashinaga?
AR/ 1974/ K 1976/ K [ 1984/ KE 1989/KE  2000/KE  2005/1AF 2012/ HA
SEBIEL 112 44 142 176 128 45 20
AE b g 36 N/A N/A N/A 61 48 67.5
G (%)

WAL - BEEN 48 (43) 21 (48) 66 (46) 105 (60) 53 (41) 22 (49) 16 (80)

W - RBH 12 (11) 3 (7) 15 (11) 18 (10) 10 (8) 0 (0) 3 (15)

PR % 3 (3) 0 (0 3 (2 5 (3) 9 (7 1 (2) 0 (0

ARG R 32 (29) 9 (20) 15 (11) 12 (7) 2 (2) 2 (4) 0 (0)

BT gy 8 (7) 0 (0) 0 (0) 7 (4) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0)

1T - il 6 (5) 2 (5 2 (D 5 (3) 4 (3) 2 (4) 0 (0)

Z DAl - A 3 (3 9 (20) 41 (29) 22 (13) 50 (39) 18 (40) 1 (5
BIECH B IE (%) 49 N/A 12 27 28 44 N/A
PO 3 CRH) 3 R a1 ) 25t oem 06 M) a2 e 35 (e

T42/170 FEB]

FRWE D HL L ICHETZLENDH S, 1970~
80 M DIREY 7 ClE, BT IEG R LM A il 2 HY I e
Bl bHE137~29% TH o 72, SEEDOHE
TIE2~7% 2P LTV 5, S OKETDH 5k
T EHNBERD 1 BIORTH > 720 FEFEL O KRG T Bkt
Komb L, WHEMEDOWIER TH 5 Prevotella
spp.X* Porphylomonas spp.”* Bacteroides %7 & 43
eSO Z L~ EHER S NS,

BOR A NAE 1 38% TR B Iens, ThETO
WD 12~49% L BT o 720 MEIENIEGLE
Tid, E. coli %13 U & LB R (Enterobacte-
riaceae), Clostridium spp.ZXL® & L2 RM:HER
275 ABEMERLE, Enterococcus spp.7z &, N ®
WAL DS AR S B AR Sz, $HIC E
coli \ZJEIPEPIEGLSE 12 B\ T Bacteroides J& & IR
WHFEY LY, MBS NS 2 ERL W e #is s
NCTwb, 4hgSN7zi%8IE, 2 @ Bacteroides J&
L E coli DM N EZ XL Tnb EEZ b
bo —7, PRIEEGLR R &\ o 72 B2 JH kAL AR Ik
YIiE TIUX, Streptococcus spp., Staphylococcus spp.,
Peptostreptococcus spp.& o 7275 L Bt ERE A%1H
BRIk X B i A8 & 7z, Peptostreptococ-

cus sppXAPENRHLEOFWARW L LTHHNTW
05 FFICHEELTEBY, KKK 5
MO bHM I NS B I T, FIREH
ENMEWICERT A LT, FITHRERICBWT
DGR D B O EGH 2 HEE T 2 BRSO B
23D %,

THBXU30 HUHNORLTEIZZNEN10% B X
P21% THY, RTICRLIZHEEDIZEAEDH
FE2IV I DA o7z BT L DILEHRZ BFEORE
LB L, RSIIKT, Chow 5”, Brook™ D&
IR, BEDE VDX B, fragilis TH o725, o
B. fragilis group {2 & > THIIZE L W IMAEDT| Xk
TENTWSZ EPER SN,

BRI AR 2 R SR G- OF # L L TEROMIZ
AR AN B R BILRRD 2 25 7228, 561
R CHEME A S 7z, 21, Nguyen”
R Zahar® O L MO TH O, WEMEWICH
B2 PRI DB G-AFE R DIT IO % A3 5 W fetkAs
R E N, BEEHAARHE X OBEEN (RH) O
BICIE, WA ICER ZPIREI &G SN e h o7
HEME L, POFREED B EASE Sz, i
W B A H55E L, Bacteroides B OS5 S h

H AFRIRB A 4R Vol. 27 No.3 2017. 35
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- b

# 8 MEDHE L B LR T L oK

W44 7HELE (%) 30 HAELE (%) Chow? ™ (%) Brook® T (%)
B. fragilis 6/56 (11 13/56 (23) 5/16 (31) 28/115 (24)
B. vulgatus 2/11 (18 2/11 (18) 3/8 (37) 2/5 (40)
B. ovatus 0/9 179 (11) 0/3  (0) 1/5 (20)
Parabacteroides distasonis (B. distasonis) 1/8 (13 2/8 (25) 1/2 (50) 1/2 (50)
B. thetaiotaomicron 1/6 (17 1/6 (17) 3/3 (100) 8/21 (38)

T OEFKITRY]

B YA IR D BEEE R R R IR SR 2 e 5§
5Z kﬁ‘ﬁ%c‘:%;ﬁ DY (V-3

F A4 OWMIEICIZ 4 DOHIRPHHLEZONL,
11, W% G 2 T & 2 2o 7o BRAT 17 # (12%)
\C %72, WS & OBER RN FEREANIERE CTlX
VI REVEDSDH B0 4EIZ BBER LTI Z 2 ) VK
DR RO Lol b DR, Ko Vayy—+¥
AERZ 1TV, B vulgatus B £ O° P. distasonis & Fuso-
bacterium varium/mortiferum &#W T HRETH
55, EWETE LD o7, BB Tl 2015 4 5 H LUK,
W E I MALDLTOF  MS 2 X 2 B &5 238 A
LTBY, AbFHHEIRRBRCIIRETE 2h oW
MiAFET 5 EDPMEEE o7z ZOH LW
Wk$ % T LT, Bacteroides J& B X U Parabacteroi-
des IBOFEM 2 MR 2, £ 0 IERE R BRI O
fRHASINFES N D,

85212, PURSEIRZMEZ -0 L Tv 72 v, Nguyen
5L, BEMODH L HREEHEG SN EORET
?M%aﬁbf 2D VIR E G s

WaEORLTRIL 4% EABITHVERELTHD,
Bacteroides J& 3 & U Parabacteroides J& @ W IiLAE |2
BU 5 ) 2 PR G O EEED 52 ko> Tw
%o — )T, IAE clindamycin % cephamycin & HT H#
T AMMUALAEATB Y, D Z%D55 carbap-
enem S&HTH 3 % metronidazole (2K} 5 i P & iy
ENTWDBYD, RO EALDEFFHT R, 3
HIRZM:, PIREORINE FHROBBREHS 22T
7oL, RIBBEOFEFNRZ IOV TORF AL
Thb,

831, FEIREMIEL 24 5 ERICE, EERED
FhEERE LR, BB R EE ThN ko572
FERIAREENTWD, 30 HULA DB 29 1 18
Bl (62%) EIEEMEE AL, €095 1361k
B R EEPITbN TV Dol TD72 30 H
ERDPWRICFHTE N T LW EMEDH 5, B
FOWEITE, TORICHETARERIIERTE R

36 HABRBAMEMEE Vol 27 No.3  2017.

o7z

85402, 4o B IE TR D L2 ERIR IR
X, BLAE O K I I B ) % Bacteroides J& 8 £ O
Parabacteroides J&\Z & % W IMIE D FEREZ S L C v
BRWWHEED D %o

SEOWEA S, U2 B Bacteroides & B &
U¥ Parabacteroides J& Wi IMUEE O BRI AT & 2212
o7z WEGLRIIIENENIEGYEDS KR HD, DT
BEPE D 15700 o 72 VR Al 3 IR GiE R R - IR G A D T
Airdroiz. WL B, fragilis % Tdh o 7275, il
® B. fragilis group b & XIFCICE D & 9 R EIIE %
FlEEI LTwie, BEEEME T, FRICHRES
NI LD BRGHZHEE T 5 2 L AVTE L] HE
WARBEN/ THB XU 30 HAECHRIZZENLEN
10%, 20% T > 720 BEEPERIZH R % PUH 3R I1E 113
Bl (82%) TG INize HHHETIE, MEtFENLH
BAIMON G Do 7278, IERGHICHRTRTEDR
AR B 7z,

PR - HET RS FIREMAR A L
X 23

1) Garrett, WS, AB. Onderdonk. 2015. Bacteroides,
Prevotella, Porphyromonas, and Fusobacterium
Species. p. 2773-2780, In: Mandell, Douglas, and Ben-
nett’s principles and practice of infectious diseases, 8
th edition. (J.E. Bennett, R. Dollin, M.]. Blaser, ed.),
Elsevier, Philadelphia.

2) Chow, A.W., LB. Guze. 1974. Bacteroidaceae bactere-
mia: clinical experience with 112 patients. Medicine
(Baltimore) 53: 93-126.

3) Lawrence, P.F. G.W. Tietjen, S. Gingrich, et al. 1977.
Bacteroides bacteremia. Annals of Surgery 186: 559-
563.

4) Bryan, CS. KL. Reynolds, B. Kirkhart, et al. 1984.
Bacteroides bacteremia. Analysis of 142 episodes



Bacteroides J& + Parabacteroides J& B ILIE

175

10

11

12

=

~

=

from one metropolitan area. Arch Surg 119: 894-898.
Brook, 1. 1989. Anaerobic bacterial bacteremia: 12-
year experience in two military hospitals. J Infect Dis
160: 1071-1075.

Goldstein, E.J.C. 1996. Anaerobic Bacteremia. Clin In-
fect Dis 23: S97-S101.

Nguyen, M.H., V.L. Yu, A.]J. Morris, et al. 2000. Antimi-
crobial resistance and clinical outcome of Bacteroides
bacteremia: findings of a multicenter prospective ob-
servational trial. Clin Infect Dis 30: 870-876.

Zahar, J-R., H. Farhat, E. Chachaty, et al. 2005. Inci-
dence and clinical significance of anaerobic bacterae-
mia in cancer patients: a 6-year retrospective study.
Clin Microbiol Infect 11: 724-729.

Wax—)Z, Ml %, k%5 2012. Bacteroides
fragilis W MUE O FERIRGT. S R R ASEITE 42:
61-66.

Charlson, MLE., P. Pompei, K.L. Ales, et al. 1987. A
new method of classifying prognostic comorbidity in
longitudinal studies: development and validation. ]
Chronic Dis 40: 373-383.

Paterson, D.L., W.-C. Ko, A. Von Gottberg, et al. 2004.
International prospective study of Klebsiella pneumo-
niae bacteremia: implications of extended-spectrum
beta-lactamase production in nosocomial Infections.
Ann Intern Med 140: 26-32.

Sakamoto, M, Y. Benno. 2005. Reclassification of Bac-
teroides distasonis, Bacteroides goldsteinii and Bac-
teroides merdae as Parabacteroides distasonis gen.
nov., comb. nov., Parabacteroides goldsteinii comb.

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

nov. and Parabacteroides merdae comb. nov. Int ]
Syst Evol Microbiol 56: 1599-1605.

Brook, I. 2004. Urinary tract and genito-urinary sup-
purative infections due to anaerobic bacteria. Int J
Urol 11: 133-141.

Shah, H.N., D.M. Collins. 1990. Prevotella, a new ge-
nus to include Bacteroides melaninogenicus and re-
lated species formerly classified in the genus Bacter-
oides. Int J Syst Bacteriol 40: 205-208.

Shah, H.N, M.D. Collins. 1988. Proposal for reclassifica-
tion of Bacteroides asaccharolyticus, Bacteroides gin-
givalis, and Bacteroides endodontalis in a new genus,
Porphyromonas. Int ] Syst Bacteriol 38: 128-131.
Brook, I. 1985. Enhancement of growth of aerobic and
facultative bacteria in mixed infections with Bacteroi-
des species. Infect Immun 50: 929-931.

Murdoch, D.A. 1998. Gram-Positive Anaerobic Cocci.
Clin Microbiol Infect 11: 81-120.

Brook, 1. 1990. The clinical importance of all members
of the Bacteroides fragilis group. J Antimicrob Che-
mother 25: 473-474.

Snydman, D.R., N.V. Jacobus, L.A. McDermott, et al.
2007. National survey on the susceptibility of Bacter-
oides fragilis group: report and analysis of trends in
the United States from 1997 to 2004. Antimicrob
Agents Chemother 51: 1649-1655.

Nagy, E., E. Urban, CE. Nord, et al. 2011. Antimicro-
bial susceptibility of Bacteroides fragilis group iso-
lates in Europe: 20 years of experience. Clin Microbiol
Infect 17: 371-379.

H AFRIRB AW 4ERE Vol. 27 No.3 2017, 37



176 AR - i

Bacteremia due to Bacteroides and Parabacteroides spp.:
Clinical Characteristics of 138 Patients
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The Clinical and microbiological data of 138 patients with bacteremia due to Bacteroides and Parabacteroides
spp. were reviewed at the Kameda Medical Center between September 4, 2007 and September 3, 2014. B. fragilis
accounted for 56 (39%) of 143 isolates. The sites of infection were intra-abdominal (79%), decubitus ulcer (6%), foot
gangrene (4%), urinary tract (4%), and female genital tract in one patient (1%). Mother-to-fetus transmission of in-
fection was not observed. Polymicrobial bacteremia was observed in 52 (38%) patients; with Escherichia coli — de-
tected in 18 of the 52 patients — being the most frequently detected species with Bacteroides or Parabacteroides
spp.. Enterococcus spp., obligate anaerobic gram-positive bacilli, and strains belonging to Enterobacteriaceae
were detected with Bacteroides or Parabacteroides spp. mainly in intra-abdominal infections, whereas Strepto-
coccus, Staphylococcus, and Peptostreptococcus spp. were detected in skin and soft-tissue infections. The 7- and
30-day mortality rates were 10% and 21%, respectively. Antibiotics effective against anaerobic bacteria were ad-
ministered to 113 patients (82%). Patients who received these antibiotics within 2 days of blood culture collection
showed a lower mortality rate than those who did not; however, the difference was not statistically significant.
Our results suggested that the mortality rate may be decreased by early-stage administration of antibiotics effec-
tive against anaerobic bacteria.
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