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Al Fk 41X, Wickerhamomyces anomalus (Pichia anomala) A5 & 72 o 72 CV A — b BE I &g &
FRER U720 JEBNE 80 APk F8# I X OPEIRREE A B3R LABE L 4 5o RFBERFICIRILL 72 M 5 28 1
L OABBE SHHICHKE L7 CV B— b 7 — F VD S MR OB B E A X Nz, i/ SR
\2°C P.anomala & [A5E EN7225, Wik RO 720 ESHEHT X B [E b Fht L7z oW R W. anoma-
lus TH Y FEESINVORERE —F LTz Z7UET H—FH » YV FEHIC L 5 a0 =— &iZ Candida parapsi-
losis & FW. LB AT - 7278, BTB JMEERE IS CHE OO/ ao=—2 2, F%% Candida
BWERLRLZau=—FREE L7z o T, BTBIMERTICBIF 5 a0 =—riiE, RE&FE Can-

dida JEH & DER T & % B W REVED D B 72D T %o
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Wickerhamomyces anomalus (formerly : Pichia anomala)
ETEREMICE L, ML Candida pelliculosa Td 5,
THE miY, K, ok, R EEBRRILIAFEL, &
M LEDOGE TNyl EOREGEICEE LA R L
Twh, F72, killer protein % B4 LSRRI R CBERE AR
W, PR Z L Cod & 3 A SAEMw, & A4 v A% LIE
WAIRIR A AEWEYE 2 R 9797 S @729, KW probiot-
icseE LTORHLMHFEINTW B, 51, k41 W
anomalus (2 & % CV R — M MRERGELERL, M2 T
SrHERREE DV Candida J&TH & @ BTB FUHEEREFHLIZ BT
% a0 = —Fr i & G L 720 THET 5.

B
B 80 A, k. MRk ARTH,

FER FEB

BEARE © AT ZE, AERRE, BESSHERIAR A~V =7, 4 L
7 Ao

BRSE - WA wy) —dE o b EBRE - 7 I M- REY
7 3V - P e#EW 1500 mL/day, 720 Y E XYV
Weg, YruzaFrF b UTLBRA, 77TV U OB
WA Y R,

AR 1 ADL 24 Bhe R O 72 D AL B & OVHRAT X I
THbo 20XX 4 2 HIZHE T35 & ST LMe M A% Bla L7z,

E Rit

[

LH WG 0 (T451-8511) IR A RN VE X 5 2-26-11
S R B Ml PR SR A 4 s B v o i AR A A 45
= Bk
TEL: 052-551-6121 ({t.3%)

FAX: 052-551-6711
E—mail: ikedo-masahiro@outlook.jp

TULIVF— 7L,

B © 20XX 46 H, =26 Hui X D J3h, PEIRBEE,
PR AN B L 72 72 0B |2 T ceftriaxone (CTRX) 1 g/day
BIlG & 72 o 7o SEIRDOUWED A S T IR EHERASHEL L,
SpO, DAL T AR B N7z 72D M BENKINZ B & e o 720 Wi
BLUOERERENICTARE 2%,

Sk By SR R M 157/83 mmHg, MR 85 Il /45, I
e 25 a1 /%5, AR 37.0C, SpO. 97%, ME% 6 L5, JE
P, 2 L, WIREhE +, MPGETE, RV, T
FEZR L, BV ANV L GRS CV R — M SiE &
NTVBAR— MHESHLO R I E» 72, 20
CV R — & 20XX — 1 4F (A 30 4 4 1 TR e A e %
W Mg X OHE T REEAINBLL, FAE 12 JICERR L2
DThHb, Uk, HBESCIHMNEEICTERIN TV,

K BERE M AR AS & R AS AT L (Table 1) Z7”3. WBC
BLUOCRP © LA %30, MIEEGZRIZTIHERTH -
7o PRIGHE TIIAIT % 320 TR BRI G IX B e g & kT S h
7oo SRBEREB X VARSI S N - KRR AT I (Table
2) BRT

EER#EE (Figure 1) /R, # 19 H X Y piperacillin
(PIPC) 2 gx2/day, # 3%iH &V cefazolin (CEZ) 1 gx2/
day IS CHBEDSBIE S N7zs ARehy (35 19K H) (Cmyssze
2y MABRELCE N, ARERH 3 H (BrBah % 48 RfH)
WHLHEEEEE 2 £y MEZR bV O BRDETE & 7 1) BERERREL
DR S N7z, BEIREIE Candida B & HEE S5 BERE
FRERSHB SN -BE2 8L, 4% H XD micafungin
(MCFG) 50 mgx1/day 25¥¢ 5-Blls & 72 %o R B I\ EREX
L 7288 o —fedi 385 51, Methicillin-resistant ~ Staphylo-
coccus aureus (MRSA) Z#i L, % 5% H XY vancomy-
cin (VCM) 063 gx1/day #5-Flh & % % BB X UM%
FEPOREREEICSL B LT 525, MEsicksay ba—
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Table 1. KRR i

HAb A JIIIRTT IRAgA

TP 58 g/dL WBC 12.96 x 103 /uL SR PRI

ALB 2.3 g/dL RBC 361 x10* /uL PR % 1+

BUN 46 mg/dL  Hb 11 g/dL JRILTE 1.015

CRE 1.33 mg/dL  PIt 10.1 x10* /uL JK pH 5.0

CRP 12.45 mg/dL REHA 2+

AST 53 U/L Neut TR b -

ALT 74 U/L Lymph ViR S -

ALP 591 U/L PRI 3+

LDH 228 U/L PT 14.6 sec Roavy )y 2.0 mg/dL

CPK 12 U/L APTT 43 sec JREY Vv 1+

Na 138 mEq/L  Fib 370 mg/dL  JREIIMER 2+

K 46 mEq/L  FDP 14 ng/mL  JRE§MEIE -

CL 110 mEq/L  D-dimmer 9 ug/mL

GLU 170 mg/dL PRULTHE A -

Table 2. HPekidB X O AR I3 S /- AR 28T FL
FAARERIH FRIBAR FeArIE H Mot (=)
1R H I%95¢ — R AR Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) (2+)
CREER) PoREmRTE Ot Rtk
DU Ris A ONIR28) Btk
M (MERE#E2 2y b) FERERRETE  (2/4 ARt Wity MESCR M Vo &R

458 H CVEKR—=VbhT7—TN FARERRELIN  (IMLRRS 28 & WER)
#1499 H Wk — PR MRSA (1+)
H239H Wk — PR MRSA (2+)
H209H Wk — MR MRSA (1+)
5 30 9% 0 M (MEREE2 2 b) fe
5% 43 95 H 727 — MR A MRSA (%)
55 48 9 H FESE TANCV A — MR E
(A x¥H)
%5 61 9% H 7273 — ek MRSA (2+) ¥F8#7e L, JRERIMEAE O 72 o PRE & HI b
£ 65 9% 0 EY
ARV H)

AR L BTSN, S 8HTHIC CV R — b 23k LI EA
M ENTze CV AR — MEFFE X 0 M2 & FRR OB
W& D720 55 30 9% H ISR L 22 ML 2 3BT - 7.
WE T HERE I & S A 7o AR N EE T H o 72720, Wb
@ MRSA BHUIRDE & 782 ZE LoD 5 48 9 HIZ A8 T
A~NO CV R — b P M 2 HiAT L7z HBIRYGEL, %65
W HIBREEE 25,

MEDFHRE

Fik

SrBEREIEARAY SRR VI, ¥ A Y a— - Y ax
AEBLSA B AR PV (BFRAR ML) & SNEFER MV (B
AR TMIV) B L, BACT/ALERT 3D (E#+ A1) 22— -

TyNY) BHWTT HMEEREZAT - 700 MLBR IR,

Patis L 725528 K PV ORI E 7 < MRER B (R
rkalatt, DUFBOR), 33 b — MRS (BOR), F
VAV A F - B - R (DUT, BTB LEEE KRB #) (H
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AR A, LUT HK) o 3 HiE oS8R SRR i~k
L, 37C OIFEEREE T TR 2 Hiiti L 720 CV R— bR,
K= MREPOIT—TVEYVHEL, ZODT—TIVERK
Wi L7288, WIRF 4 277 o — VEgks i (DUF, TGC i) (H
) \ZHREL, 37C OIFABREE T ICT 7 HMB R E 21T 5
720 TGC ¥ MIZ THRBEDIER T & 2T T, TGC ¥ %
v MEFERRH, F3 3L — MEXRKH, BTBFMER
Ko 3 A O FE R PEAE A~ L, 37C DA BRET
TR R ML 720

AR« BRI O WA 42 1 MicroScan  RYID /%
A (Ryr=v - a—)¥—) %A AAbEPERE E
BXOruE7h—75 I yESm (WHRLERASH) 0B
Fhrau=—iilaBZ Il LCREZIT- 7,

S &2 VR © BERRRR R AN S 2 SRR M S e
NIZTEEL Twiwizo, FHERIEICTIT > 720 YHRERC
JoCiE, BERERRITH FP R CRIMES#HA &) 20
W, SRR KD e L7z,
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Figure 1.

PIPC : piperacillin, CEZ : cefazolin, MCFG : micafungin, VCM : vancomycin
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Figure 2-A. MGG ER VO XR MIVINE I 7 5 2 Yt
BT AL
& S

EEMR - AEH LOCESRSUHARER

BRI L ML R WG S S KER R IC 2 2 v b
SARBRIMNVOBRDEMEE o720 Bls L7z SABER
VOR MV IR % 77T D et U2k R, BRI AR
N7z (Figure 2-A) 728, gD 3 MO 5E R H
WCMAZ QT H—h v I FEHAEBINCTHM L 72, SN &
FEARPMVIZT HRELZD, 212y PEBICEETH - 72
CVAR— A7 =T VORERETIE, BERG>S 241
ST TGC By 8 L R o 7 — 7 VIE PRI

iRz, TGCRIEWZ 7T A L7458, ks s
FEED b O L SN EERARE W 25328 7z (Figure 2-
B)o TGC B Hy B33 % g O 3 Fi 0 S8 R PR 5 &
7 a7 H—h Y FEHICER L7z, K MVEERS
& O TGC B bR D FERTPAE b Fcooa o = —fr g,
37C DUFRBBET, K2 72 B T < ML R EE 5 &
O Faal— PEREMECTHG, S, ¥ 1mmBEEZEoD
o =—%JEHK L7 (Figure 3-A, B), BTB FLHESERRH | C
FHRE O~ T, o205 mm UL To/MEan
——%FH L7 (Figure 3C)o ZHETH—H v I FEH
TWRIHY Y 7 fa~fRE, Hoh w1l mm BEOEMNE
Ju=—%J L, Candida parapsilosis &3P L7220
——FiRZ2 L7 (Figure 3-D),

[A) ERATAEHE © MicroScan  RYID 7% 4 )V T O[] 4% % 1%
P. anomala (biotype : 277736662 [ M= 99.9%) & &if
HTho7zo LL, MIDEHESHZBNMKERTHY, K
WORMTH A AMEMRICB 2 FERT2BIZT I L
TERPolzlz0, WRMEICESLZ ENTETERMERK
Sl AR RGO A E AR E R L 7. -
E9HEF MALDI  Biotyper (Bruker) (2 CHllsE % 17 - 7244
$, W. anomalus (Score Value : 208) TH Y, HBFeTHH
ERER & —F L7z

A R Z PR AT G © fluconazole (FLCZ) @ MIC filins 8
pug/mL & RRE Wiz /R L7z (Table 3)

W. anomalus (7 Q€7 H—h ¥ Y FE: M2 T C. parap-
silosis EFM L7z a0 = —r i 2R3 72O FEH T o8l
NWEETH o720 L L, BTBILBZERE#1C T Candida
BWEIEER L Z au = —Fr A2 SN0, MINEEOR
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Figure 3-A. MiEHEEGER PV O R MV ZE O MBERE IS BT a3 a0 = -l (37C, HABHET, 553 72 RiH)

Figure 3-B. LSRR PV OKR PVAREROF 5 2 L — MEREIHICB T 258 au = — il (37C, IFRBEET, K 72 )

W Candida BH & D a0 = —Fi O E 1T 5 720 5,
BTB FLHESE R K 112 T Candida B ZAB~AL AT E 2T
LML, AFaw=—3/hs L, HFa~FRazEL,
F %7 Candida JEH & OEVDELITE 72 (Figure 4-A, B),

%z =
W. anomalus (Z HRRELIZILS AL TBY, & MIB
W PRI E, S, B EoWbEICRE T A L
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BB EESOWHEIZE B L b ADEYEIE H A
IS B\ CHILE BB 7 B, M5 7 7 — TV D A5 O 55 B
B 3B DE 10 BI23H 1 |, EAMZ BVTlE 35 BlOHEHH 57,
FERERR BT 0 G b R B B LA < s 7 B R AR B I IR e &
ENTWb, W. anomalus |2 & % e 13 B MAE < e LS
B X OIMENRRE S 7 — 7 VSRR 5 ML EGSE O WA
RbE W, ZOMOMEE U CIEEELEE, AIDS &
HY, BABOBEY, ANERWRHIC AT o BIRY, KA R
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Figure 3-C. MUfERF &R EAR bV R MV ARG O BTB JLHPER IC B 285 an = — il (37C, BT, Kis 72 Hef)

Figure 3-D. IMEREEERTER PV DR MVNEREO 7 OE 7 H—Fh v IV FREMICBIT A aa = —ii i (37T, IFRBIET, B 72

5 [H])

Table 3. W. anomalus 354 &2k

Tkt R
PLE R MIC (ug/mL)

amphotericin B 0.5
flucytosine =012
fluconazole 8
itraconazole 0.25
miconazole 0.5
micafungin 0.03
voriconazole 0.12
caspofungin 0.5

ERoOFERRIIE (NICU P B 5 EEFHBBH D,
BEETRE U CEEREEA LENPKETLTWwS Z LA
%<, HMREGIEEZZbN b, 72, IVHA T —F v
T EOHILENR S T — T V&N L2 WIE DS T, B
W TORPAEEDFED N B S HE STV B,
ARFEBNC BT 2 MR DR AP T IEFE LT 7245
WCVR=NTHb, BEILBEZBH O AT H IZFERH
DR GEF— A %22 TBY, RNEYE CVAE—T
FHIZ X DHIAFEB LR — A ERTHEG SN LS
Nho i H 7 — 7 VI L7 M EYYE OBFETIE, o
DRFEN T — T VOREDRBR L 520, UL, KiE

BHZB W TR — MRERELORIA - & ) &5,
B2 CV A= NEEP DN R o 722 LR BEVEIT
ADL &AlhB X OMETREEDH ), MRSA iz 5 L T
WS CV A= bEiRfr L, PRSEEFE LS/
O CVAR—=MOEEPELL>TLE ST

RS ¥ ¥V FREICBIT 2 FERSERHR T, MENICA
T—TIVENRGEINTVLEG) A7 ORVEER, %
PIHIREEC B 2 B EGLIRTE O B 12 B 1) 2 FARERREL A ILAE ©
DHE—EIPIEIE MCFG T 578, W EIEEHMELL 7V —
WRIEDFEHFED % WG ORI L L Tld FLCZ A34E3E
ENTwb", F/2, Candida glabrata % Candida krusei
% B < Candida J& % %°, C. parapsilosis @ & — & UL B
FLCZ TH» 5", La L, KWid FLCZ IS § % &K 2MK
{, FLCZ ¥ 5-HCEBRETEE LIER R, &5 PICARRE
TOWMIE % PE5E L 728523 27 PURIERIFIZ B W T
amphotericin B (AMPH-B) H.#& % 1 flucytosine (5-FC)
Lo HEREINTE Y, WA CTldn% ) ORI TUEEL
WGV H DY FOD, KEO X ) ITHMIBBELH TH
0, BEEIGAD R WEADOYA “Candida sp.” % “[FE
AREMREREIN" & LTSN AW GRS I,
PUH 38D mislead X escalation ZHR L BN DH B, D
72 C. parapsilosis % &t £ % 7% Candida J& W & O 85 %°
WO IEHE 2 F B IS ET 2 LENRD 5o RWIZEAF DR E
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Figure 4-A. 7 a7 H—7% v I ¥ e BTB JLIEEERE:
IFRBRIET, B2 72 W)
CA : Candida albicans, CT : Candida tropicalis, CK : Candida krusei, CG : Candida glabrata, CP : Candida parapsilosis,
WA @ Wickerhamomyces anomalus
T an=—pR (37°C - T215R) o= — R
JaET A DN BIBILEEE R U RET H—H DK BTBFLIEHE K Kt H
™) >
Ht
C. albicans (ONE) ST
P = = — 5 FH AN BRI
REE H~27 U —,f
C. tropicalis . SHI S~RMY
an=—ARIC TR |~ R
=) F
C krusei v} R7Y
K& RFTIRD D A THRIEDR B D
C. glabrata HEM~FEET
@ #2en® oo aintt™
™ s00pg,
¥ oo oo tte (SEERNEEPRT) M~y U — A
C. parapsilosis M ® Wi (R ST
© o0 SN0 SN—)LRkam =— N—)Ljkama =—
Wy s a~jgm A B~ TR
W. anomalus S VAVAN - (NAVANA
EMTE hawm=—
Figure 4-B. Z7 Q€7 H—7% V¥ E BTB FJUPESERE BT 5 3% Candida JBH & W. anomalus ® 2 1 =—IRo Il (37C,

IFERBET, 553 72 W)

Fv MREESHFIOWVFNRTH FEHD TR 7275, W
MEEICE LM E LTid, AT 2 4580 7 138
My E2BEs52LTHEY, LerL, ToTHT% Bl
T 5D TR TR TR T RS LETH Y, M
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AT AT B L 72K, AT S 2 ML
NOORPREOWNI L) S LRFHTELE V., 7,
TRATAHE L OWEE AR VIS0 T, Wiy b
ORROHHFRLWHAEHET 22 2 W Bb1 s,
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AW, 2BETH—H T ML BTB AR A~k
WCHREL, AW B X O EE%L Candida B O 30 = —pr i
ZIB L7722 81240, BTBFAMEEREHICCTHEER Can-
dida B & DEWHPEREETE 720 40l PR & i i
Bl 55 O U 72 5t s K2 a8 U) 20 U SE R INAK O & N2 JEH] T
DOFERMEOHE —W e LT [HEHEHBT 5 Candida JBTE &
FRZDENRER] © SUFET &%), FEx v Fof
REHE LS RO TE RN EELOND,

A 1P oADK TH Y, W. anomalus TH->Td
PP LD FAEEOREREIGONDL LIRS 2V, #oT, 4%
DE LR DIEBOERB X O BTB FLB RIS X 2 [k
MRS EEEZ b,

BEE  AERREICOZ FLC, FERKICSRIT w72
WBMER R B SIS TR L O
PR ORI LET,

AREGI O ZE R 1L5 31 I H ARERIRBEW FaRa - P
2 (2020 4F) I2BWTHREL:,

FIRAR : PETREFRMERL S L
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A case of central venous port-related bloodstream infection caused by Wickerhamomyces anomalus

Masahiro Ikedo, Toru Kago
Department of Central Clinical Laboratory, Meitetsu Hospital

We report a central venous (CV) port-related bloodstream infection caused by Wickerhamomyces anomalus, a rare yeast-
like fungus formerly known as Pichia anomala, in a male patient in his 80s. The patient was hospitalized when he did not re-
cover from fever and dysuria for 6 days. On the third day after hospitalization, we detected yeast-like fungi in his blood sam-
ple collected at the time of visit. The same yeast-like fungi were detected in a sample from the CV port, collected on the
eighth day after hospitalization, on the right side of the patient’s chest. Using a fungus identification panel (RYID; Beckman
Coulter), we initially identified the fungus as P. anomala. However, P. anomala is a yeast-like fungus whose detection fre-
quency is low. No characteristically shaped ascospores formed in the sexual generation required to determine P. anomala
could be observed either. Therefore, it was difficult to make a conclusion with RYID analysis alone. The identity of the fun-
gus in the patient was reanalyzed by mass spectrometry (MALDI-Biotyper) and determined to be W. anomalus. As the col-
ony characteristics of W. anomalus on CHROMagar Candida are similar to those of Candida parapsilosis, it is difficult to
identify the former using this differential medium. We therefore compared the growth and morphology of W. anomalus and
Candida spp. on BTB lactose agar medium. W. anomalus formed small moss-green colonies on BTB lactose agar, confirming
a clear developmental difference from Candida spp. Our findings may provide a novel means of distinguishing W. anomalus
from Candida spp.
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