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Epidemiology and Attributed Etiology of Onychomycosis

( FUsHIC )

JNER®SE (onychomycosis) & 1%, JFN®E DOV
A b BT, RO H 5 W 213 B H R EYYE %
IR LERIN TS, REREIX, TXCT
DINEBD 18 ~40% % F 723X T D B2 FL I &
PIED 30 ~39% %, %4 5DLMNOBREEBRTH
%%, L NEREDE ALY ) OFFRIX, 20
A% oE T EREmZ /R L Y, Sk
FHORCKFEE T 10%HIEICHELZ" EHITT70
Ll O FEE IRV ARHRHEIL 50% 12D DIED ¥,
ANODE AL 2 2 NE RS I, 5%
REGEEIOBEE L >TWE, bREL E/-Z
N EABEDIRINC B B & EIZIEAE DA™ H 5
LHLENTH S,

JNEREHBRIZEWRETEI2VW o0, —HiE
Beae, SEIERHEMMBLY/ 3R
ZAMPEEL BHICHZ 5. WINOAPIK, T\ A
WX B HEAGEEOZRE - Hl# B X OO
HIRzA B (B, BIE, BE. 2. iELREY)
I2X% QOLDETFRENRENTH S, 7MWK
DIEGLIR & 72 o THEE T B IR D A 70 5§ 35 [
A G e - WK I E2D, S HICIERRE
K7 EORIATEE OB TR EHEZ T ZE 2§
CEHLIELEHD Y TDH 2. BRIEHICL -
THESHAL F 72133 L 72 id, MRS X 2 k&g
DY)AZ ZHmDDL ",

MEHME O R KB & L Tid, [ 8K
(dermatophyte) & 7% ¥ ¥ )& (Candida spp.) @
TNV—=TOERPIEL LML NTE L, ZhEh

s < 0T

1N B > ﬁ
Hideyo YAMAGUCHI

DHRBED X N=5| &R T NDIEGHE. 74
bHIMERAE L, NEEE (tinea unguium ¥ 721
dermatophyte onychomycosis) B X W'\H » ¥ ¥
(nail candidiasis ¥ 7213 Candida onychomycosis)
EXiENns, Zo2o0h73) —=12NMA T, 1980
A A 5 nondermatophyte mold (NDM) & #&
P& N5 AR DAL O SRR TR K 9 5 INE R E
(NDM onychomycosis) b#7z%h 73 —DJNE
HE L LCHAET 5 2 LD 62 o 72 2,
L2 UNEEE. T > P FHER X UK NDM i & W
) 300H T I —ONERE. SR Z T Ko
LI E A EXBIAOD R (BE1~3),

— 7 INERE xS 2 BT OREE O A/
INERHEDERE R A 7 ) —, $hbbEKEE
O, TRECEBEEINDLEEZOND, BILK
REINTVLPERIEINT 2B R R (7F)
DHTEEFSFICERLLZNOLTHS, L7zh-> T,
JNELHAE DY 22 iR - <AV A Y F2ATH 7201
i TENUIFEMRAIIED SR FE oW, D72
CELREDOREER R A 7T —, ZIEL IFE
THIENEDOOTEEL RS,

29 LR AT RIS, VTS R R RER A
7 I — OJNEWIE DS LR RRICE LT &b
THE#LT 5o 7238 NDM onychomycosis (X3 %
HARFEOHE P EFZELN TV RO T, LT[R
NDM JiE | &S %

( 1. NEEENERE )

JNEEE NG~ D FE. U NDM JEZ &b
B 72 NERE 2RO FRHRITO W TIE, 1960 FA8

T KEEBEWITE 5 —
&192-0395 HHTHR /N ET T KIK359
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(359 Otska, Hachioji-shi, Tokyo 192-0395, Japan)
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FE1 REH#OBRE

FEJREE 1,3,4 HEO IR ERIENS RO SN 5, EIKH E LT Trichophyton rubrum %355 8 S 7z,

BE2 N\ v FIEDRKS

FATHE 1,34 50N (& EMER) CHBREE? ZROON S,

EE 3 J\NNDM JE DR

FRE 1 BEOIROAMBEHE RO SN, MEEZESTWDS, BREEE LT Fusarium proliferatum H357 8 <7z,
(BEA1~3 BRI IT—THWUL TV ET)



PR, & <12 1990 4482 5 2010 4RI AT T, it
R s F & F 7% ER BT 780558 £ &
NTWo, ZODPTRD LLHMONTWDEDIE,
Achilles Foot Screening Project & L T 1997 4E &
1998 EIcZhZNI —a v XD 16 PEERT V7
D 3NE (Fi GE. BE) 2B 5EFAET
HHUY, RSO TIR. BHioEREEME
Zp L2 BE R, BRHAHEIC X 2 NEEED
A7) ==Y THENER I NIz, ZOWRIZ LD
-0y ST VT B NERIE DA K%
E. FhEh23% L 22% TH -7 ",

— I INERAE DAL, S, BB,
ATEEME BEAWNEAE, SEENIEE 2 S A SR
W LA LZERUEISROEREL RIZTTO.
iy PRI, ZEEEEEE. BEHRWEREE LR ETHY. L
3o TEFEEHZZH OLEFEEIL. —KEROZ
NERDPHRVREESTL Do TONLTAEEEL
7z Sigurgeirsson & Baran ¥ . JRERHE DA k=
W MG 2 KD 200 7 T) — 12501,
KR E 2 — %475 72

(i) EFFo Achilles 70y = 7 b EABEIC, EHE
BB, & CIEER =B EEE R L LR
(hospital-based studies; PL'F [%#H X — 26 7¢
LWE) . (i) FFE IO —BERZ NG L LW%E
(population-based studies; LL'F [ AT — ZTf%¢ |
L) o

CDONFEHNTHED T, P51 2013 4E F TITHRIE
ENT2ZB BN — AWNGE 21 1 (BB # %k 137,477
A) &A= ZRFSE 11 i (Beed #6540 51,111 A)
DET =5 &R LTze ZORERNHIE, BIFIZE
F B HIERA2 ~ 48% (F3510.9%) & A #iPH
AT B 2 EDRENT Y ZOHEREE My
WS A&, a—avX, dek, 7708, 7Y
7 CTRMR10%UTTHLDIx LT, FHEKRT
220% 2B LT —7, =3 (62H),
ek @ 2E) BIOT 7Y A (2 2E) TOALONR—
AWFFRATR L7 A 0~83% (F3543%)
Thh), ZZEHEN—AEOLNEID S 1/2~1/3
BERL 2%,

DOENZBIT 2 MEREOA R, siHO®KR
MWL E2—" O%PT, ZHEER—AED 1D
WZHIF SN T 5 Watanabe 5 7 OHED S 9 298
WA Z LAY TE& %, JAPAN Foot Week W28 & #
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Db &, BEEREDIOIE TR EREZ %%
L7z HANERE 21,820 4 % W RIAT- 72 2 D 4H
BB OWFZEIC AU, RNERRE (FEBENEHE [ ]
HZM | DA) OFRFIXI2% TH-72 " Tz
Z D% £ 1IN, [Foot Check 2007 71 275 4
Db LI, S HITKHB R - TN E R0
# (n=34,730) bfrbh7zYs ZOHES IR
FIEA R 10% & WO RERPGONTE Y, b2s
ENZBT 2 MEREA RS IE - iRz kRO
REBOEELEFMBETH L Z LN SN S,

I. NEREDFEIDFERERFAHTTY—:
JANDMYE

DHETI, T F CINERIEDE R FIR I
T HHZER SRR NABICIZIZRONTE
IO 5. 1990 AEARLARE, WOKEEE 213 U oo it
ZED S NEEETH NG ¥ Y FRETH 20 REHE
FEDH 3 DT T —EH W) XE)NNDM FEIZ DV
THEFMEBHR S THE SN L L) IR o7
BN Z2OWFIHHDIE, UTIZHFohsb L
REBELTONMNDMIIEZ 23 EKNRK L L TO
NDM 2 MEHIER A Y AL FD) ZTHHPZTWAS
SFEIFRMENTH S,

1. 2

NDM ®% < i&, & MFEEOmRCHBRE R H ~
VHLEST, b EEERE IR ER &
LCERERILCERLTWS, €070, 2 b
BRI A L7z, BENEBREE (& IS8,
AR L) PHRN SN IR Z BT 52 &8
B v, L7z2do Ty 728 2 NERERE O
JR2 5 NDM 235 diERE 2 S 5 0 72 138
DNAZ M E Nz LT, R TRV L %
MERE L 2 0 MERE LR ET A 2 LIETE R,
COHHNL, ThF THEDOD DOJNNDM JEZ ik
PRI NTE 2,

2. FREORE

BB A ABOBBRBEES L0 > V5 g
WL Z NN SN2 INEHES X A > 2 5
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XA, INNDM JERNE OJE (genus) X
WX Z DO TRHRIC LS, ZD2HI2, EY:
HFEBUARAT 3 2 TER OB FIMADC X 5 [H)
WA Thholze LML, VAR &L, HEF
LA L2200 FAEDEmAS (PCRERLY)
DFAZ L > TCZoOMEIRREINODOH 5,

3. Ak

BUE, EINCINERIEDSS 1 BINFE L LT &
NTWAHEERIZ, 7V Y F 7 4 ~ (Terbinafine ;
TBF). 4 + 5 27 v —) (Itraconazole ;: ITCZ).
BXOFK XS5 7 a3+ v — ) (Fosravconazole;
F-RVCZ) O 3#EHEEHETH % * 2 DI 0I1T1,
2 OO KIS TS, WTho
B L EHAKREN TV LD, A vV FHE
O % b > TBF & ITCZ % B &N ## 12 BR
BNTWD, &L ZAH, NEEHICHR)E S5
By 7 I - 28 TN NDM JE S LT+ A%
PARIRE VI LRI BT 2% OB RERIC
Lo THER SN T2 ®*, JRNDM JiE @ 1 311,
JNEL R RE TG HE DT 72 2 iR & 72 5 726

4. BRERE

NDM 2SR 72 & & IS EGg 25l &2 L
T MEWEDERE, PahrbTAabNDb, 9L
7oA EGNE, MEREO B & EHFE LY X 0 Kk
L. R OB %MEE o Tnb, TORED
FEHIC OV TR, BT THERS,

(I &H7IV—OMEBENEZHES )

INELWIED 3 D DJEHERER 7 7 2) — O,
INA YV F%E, JNNDM JE) 253k b S F &%
HIBPLECBNWTED L) RBEETHRIELTWVWAD
M. NELRE D= O R B ) % 1 % HE R T
W0 Lnsd, 22C HNEHOBE - FEzHRK
BREEH U 722 LIS, DAEEZ &
5 24 2 E % 5 HE X7z 34 DI Z A L
72 ZTOTF—=FIHEKDWTHEA T T — )NERIED
MR 2 SE S OEEE) 2. EICE L o7z
DR TH D>, UTFZDRESBHEL AN

(4)

Ltz kD % o

1. ME@EMA 2 Y FE—mEDLEE HHIC—

N & IR > D FREDPEF 70 BRI DWW T,
PRidSFEELTCa—uay ozt -T, 2
EDL) BIBWI R EINTE, () HFUSIZINE#E
DFRESEDSINA ¥ ¥ FHRED N % LAl 5 N
MBMOEE, KRS ¥ ¥ FREOREFEDITS
LD EWING v Y FIEBEMIIOE & 258 5, (i) R
FIE A7 R o N IR s, — 05, A ¥ VS E
BRI ENE T - AT, K4 % AbND,

HE R1xHL L, NABE NG ¥V FIED
FERE LR D ZE DK & W WA 72 TR 7 o J] (f51]
W, Fr~—2) RNH VY FREEMEIOE (F],
IVFM ATY) BHEIEN G D, L L,
ZOEDPICH A T T —OFRJELFEDITITHITL T
WahwbiXHBEoE (Fl, bra, T7IL) b
BRPOTHETALIENHONS, TNHDFER
Mok, N v Y TIEDFRIESE N BI L BHnwZ &
VIR bNb, TN Hrhrb6T, HEAZEE
% OENIB VT, [IRERIED K3 R #E T
bb] LN LEEZTINEGTHD 6§ 3H
ENTWD, T, FERMFFEDE TH B O
BRIEHE 7 20 F (G7) o9 b, NEREICHET 5
WEFET—=IPREON TR T T v A %KL 6 HE
WEH o THRY 2 INBEN R OETH L (FR1)
CELEBETIEAVENICEbNS,

2 1213, Ebihara & ¥ Of7EI2 & 5 HARENO 7 —
FHRENT VD, P51, HEABD KRB §
BTt & 2\ 72 INEL i 2 50 B % KR 12 PCR/
DAl S S N 2R e G2 Y/ KA U] o AN
JEIR % [ L7zo BEW DNA 25 S 7z 47 o
I H, RAEG (Fak) Bl% R < 36 Bl CTET
AT o 72 RERE, 3061 (83%) ASNEIMEE WIS b
=i I\ v VT REDIEFNIFETH -7 (FR1),

CHEHST AR, ErOMENSLELN
Tw5, Shimoyama 5 * (&, EWN 9 fizkicB VT
JNERIE & 20 S 7z E 496 BlA RIS L7z i
BMAZHWTY 7V % 4 4 PCR#E ONEHEE A
YV FREOEEFRNEOMR) 12X 285720
#iTo 720 T ORED DX, FHH DNA Bk o 481
Bk 456 1 (94.8%) 2SINFHE. 8 B (1.7%) »YIN
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AL K75 T —BEOHEK (%) " ‘

IR . HE gﬁg? JRETHE A VF%E | L NDM i it

S| 1992 669 81 17 2 [25]

4 1994 300 89 5 7 [2]

FUR—7 2003 8,546 71 23 6 [26]

A 2000 10,339 82 8 6 [27]

A5)T 2000 1,012 68 23 9 [19]

I—a N ” 2015 8,331 77 17 6 [28]

ANRA ¥ 1997 20,004 19 64 17 [29]

FTx 2002 13,957 12 83 6 [30]

4 2006 19,556 35 56 9 [31]

” 2016 3,317 29 64 8 [32]

[\ 2= 2005 1,146 49 42 9 [33]

Fa=I7T 2001 255 43 46 1 [34]

” 2013 7,151 50 47 3 [35]

779 7 b 2017 81 4 31 46 [36]

TV )T 2006 1,300 55 45 0 [37]

AN —> 2012 590 58 21 21 [38]

Vit a 2000 15,000 90 3 8 [3]

ek KE 1997 1,038 82 7 11 [39]

” 2000 1,832 60 19 21 [40]

7TV 2009 588 41 52 7 [41]
ik

” 2009 2,273 46 54 0.2 [42]

A AT I 2015 27,093 83 11 6 [43]

YT TIET 2014 170 17 46 37 [44]

Kl 2013 2,402 19 79 3 [45]

4 2014 1,100 20 61 18 [46]

4 2016 9,785 27 51 22 [47]

INFARE 1999 100 43 46 11 [48]

. AUF 2007 88 60 12 28 [49]
TIT

4 2009 34 64 0 36 [50]

4 2015 150 29 16 55 [51]

ATV H 2012 128 20 34 46 [52]

54 2004 2,000 36 6 52 [53]

LY RARTT 2005 557 33 63 4 [54]

T ] 2014 629 77 14 9 [55]

HA 2009 50 83 0 17 [56]

R A BRI B R B TR
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H Y IVTRETHD I EDPHALz, ZOMED 72
DAE DI 2 N ENV R OETH 5 2 & %21
FITRLTWwA,

JNELHEE D AR, FRINW B A 7 T
J—, & NEEEE NS Y ¥ HEDFSIERE D
WCTHER S (B vs M) RO LE (TR
DN [H8IR] vs EW DN [BER]) 3% EhTw
DNV 9 LIEERIT O T — 7 13F 1
IR L72WIRD L LICHHE SN TV BN, 207
RTOWMEIHITEL T E—F L #HmaEoiT
Who ZIEINEREOFEREMBEAS, X ) & Bk
Ty BRE D FINT, HARBNZ ETH S,

JNEEASH E ORI 3 2 F i & LCid,
KEDOENEY O RHNONE DL T & DD
FoNTwb, —hH, FHELToORLE GEIR,
bz &) 25, ik ERCER) 2B 53RN
HYVTHEOEBELRFZNIILLEEZLNT WA,

2. K NDM fE

R1ITRENTWV S SR 24 HE D )NNDM fE D
FREFZEPICHET L L, 52% (¥ 14) 7,
46% (Y7 ) ¥ v AR, A Y Y5
FEXESEWERS 0% (7Y T) VICED
T T BN RO NL, TORREHERT S
72012, JN NDM JED A DFIELL R 2GR S T
LWMBEMEDO LN ORICEETN TRV 92
B (747 F¥ 22b=7", VET Y €
oy a®™ xFyva® awreEr® Ly
VYRRV FEBY) POOMRET—-5 %
A THBE L7z TR 20% %3 &g
RRONZEZ, EREoF L VT 0lEh, &
A=, KEO—HM, avrer, Y I7
FJET A7 yO—HHIg, 4 ¥ Fo—HiR, B
TR T U hTHolze TNEDNNDM FEMFE
E % <id, B - AT ICME L TWwb, TH L
7o IS B B RS IR OBEEA NDM OFH - #
FHICH# L CTWAB Z EMPFIEME L RO L ERE LT
i T VL REEAEZ 5D 7,

ARz X 912, NDM 0% L 34K F 7213
R A e LCHEcBEIcAERT 5, 20l
72 )N NDM JiE D FEFESARE RN L D BRI 5
HELLEWET LA ENHAEAZZLL  DOHE

LI S ST 0T Nz TARSE I,
BERE, RZER, BE TR AR LR T
TEDIRENTVG PO, wend i ki
DAY A7 Wb L2 RBE LTS, &
72 VER D FERERE NS VS B % B Ji] 2 9900850
ZOHHE LT, DT ) IO LIzH§ 5 M
DENRE WO RINCZET 5 2 L& HIF B0
ER RV

i % I\ NDM JE D FEREL IR T FO DD AE
238 2 BT IE. K BOE RIS BT 5 RIEL
RIS FSERMHEERTLOD, §XT20%LTF
DLRLVTHY ., BHhTHZDOMEATE%H 55 %
DFEPAIZH HEDE DV DIFE L ASND, 728 25
FELLR DN NS IV FEL DI E LTH,
ZOHRBRIAV AV POWEX2E 2 5% 513,
DIFRL M NDM EIFEH T L 2W2 SN WE
BRIEBLRETRETH 5,

L2 Lads, brETIhITTITbRIN
NDM JE DFEHIE L X DD TH R L. 0RO
1 22 i@ Ebihara & ™ O TH 5, FOWE
WX, HARGEBIC R - 7258 OARFED L IX
7% Thotz (1), ) 12FEHSINLDIE,
Noguchi 5 ™ %% 2015 4E 7> &5 2019 4E £ T 5 4E [
(ZREAT O R ak B R RV R 2 2% L 7o N R
BEEZNRELTOARY T4 TRIFFETH D,
2,591 B 13 51 (0.5%) 23K NDM JiE & 5l S L7z
L), WINHEELNETEIHL 0D, 55
NETF=FOREVEPVHRREME, RIEDEFN
FRIIFRSLVOAMEL T ETH L. 5HIHIC
% DI ERSND 2 & 2L 720,

V. & ER&EFHANHTIV-MERED
FEREOERER R

1. ME@EEREE

AR, FBE T O 5 F Rk O BF g 28 A A
Trichophyton mentagrophytes ® t © H 3k ¥ &
Trichophyton interdigitale & 75& b TlLixTH %
CERHLNITHRoTWE M, ZoHEEPS, A
i CTlE T mentagrophytes B £ O T, interdigitale & Hiis
S NIRRT BV % 5 XC T interdigitale DWW HE
—LTHKiLx7hHZ L L LT



TS D O el S T B )5 1R o T A
Aok B R 2 W % &y Torubrum & T
interdigitale SZNZNE 1M LE2ME 5D S
BRLEL AONDL, TONENINY — ¥ ZRTEIC
3 BEAETNTOME@EMEL ORI R T,
—HDOINA v DV FEEMBOE (1) 2 x ) T
TIN ALY RRAYT Y RE) bEENL,
NEFRRY, ZLONY v Y FEENROEICE
WTIE RO LD B2 FSE BT = DRD
N%o. (i) Trubrum & T. interdigitale ONELT A8 i
LTw2 (4557 Lo v e), (i)
Trichophyton violaceum H3 &% ENE (V€T ™)
P E720E Trubrum \IRWTHE 20 THAH (F2=
VT AAN=Y I o ITTET Y 8F R
7 W &), (iii) Trichophyton tonsurans H i
FEIRN®ETH O, NI T interdigitale. T.rubrum 73
MEicHES (£~ Fo—HJ5 ™),

29 L2ZRM R NEAL S 7 — 7 & R ENS 3l L
THIMDF#IX. Tviolaceum. T. tonsurans. 3B &
O/ ¥ 7213 Epidermophyton floccosum \ZH2H$ % )R
FHRRE SIS W2 & ThH L. ZDITh. H
WO FNLRIERR & LCTRD X 9 % Trichophyton )&
B X O Microsporum )& O WP HME I N T b,
T.soudanense. T.krajdenii. T. verrucosum.
T.gourvilli. T.megnini. T.raubitschekii.
T.schoenleinii. M.canis. M.gypseum 7 &

HAENZ BT B R A R 0 22 B IR P D
WCIE, 1991 4EH S 2021 4EF T O MNIZ D7z o THE
s N TELHAREERAXEFRHERZREZOM
BEWMENPOHEL I LN TE L, TRIZEINIE R
R E DS Trubrum & T. interdigitale 3% N E
N80 ~8%BLU14 ~27T%DILFETHEESINT
W5 ZoEE2 FEDAORREIC X SR
FBERESZ1Z & A LR Y725 T, Toiolaceum &
E.floccosum \Z X BIEF R FEF NI DO NI |E
%\, Shimoyama & ™ &, 2011 4FIZEHN 9 fli% o
JNEER 496 Bl SRS M7z TRk %2 v T
TV A L PCRVEIC XY Bl - [WEAE 217 5 720
ZHUT X IE 382 61 (77.0%) 2251 Trubrum 25,
7461 (15.0%) H 51 T interdigitale 755 % Bh &
. FLoEFHEZB S OHE & 12T —3
T AHRERE o720 F722019 4E121E. T.tonsurans
12X 2 HAR N EETF o N BB 258 ST
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wn P ThSOMREHE,N LWL IR X H I,
DAENZ A S A2 TR RS, T 8 18 o 7
DEE L TOMBZRNNY =Y Z/R LTV,

2. A2 Y 4 ERRE

I\ ¥ ¥ & HE G T O BAE 12D T b P E 7
5% { ORI HE SN TV Do NS 7
YU TREDCT BN & T BRI, RSB
WEICA LN LIRS KN R ORI Candida
albicans TH V. 7EES N JFEKE O 36 ~ 100% %
B, 2 17 ~ 30% D Candida parapsilosis 75t < o
—Jiy TLHELNE (FY v P, RKEY, £ 2
ST VT ) Tid. C.parapsilosis DLt
# (40 ~70%) #% C.albicans DZN% Elnl> TH 1
a2 HDTND, TDIEH, WH 10% LT DO
HCH KWW C A& b Candida & T fE L L T,
C.guilliermondii. C.tropicalis. C.glabrata. C.krusei. C.
lusitaniae. C.rugosa. C.ciferii 2 EHHE SN TV 5,

—Jiv BHEEDIRIIZOWTIE, F—=7 2D hwn
b oo, fiik® Ebihara 5 * #XPCR/ ¥ =4 v ¥
YR HGTRE LR TIE. A ¥ V5 4
FEB 3 RCOE KW ORI C.albicans TdH - 72,
% 72, Shimoyama 5 * H ENEH 8 B 55 HEkk %
MGIAT 572 TV 5 4 A PCREOKHAETH &bk
% C.albicans L RIE SN TV 5,

3. I NDM EERE

Gupta 5 DOWFFE 7 NV — T HY 2012 4E 12 F8 K L 72K
NDMED Y AT T4 v 7 L¥a—"TId, KFED
JEARB ISR 2 EEIRE D R ENT0DE ™ 155
SEBEESE NI E LT 4 KBED I 2E (f51)
VARNEE S B SN D 2= RN A A A 0
BRAL VN == 27 - NI S
> ) . 1997 4~ 2006 4E DO WIS H S oz
Woex EO, ZO4%H 0N DMIERHE ZREGHIC
fENT L72o Z ORI X, FHREE LTt s
NAHHENPRDED > 72 DIZ Scopulariopsis
brevicaulis T. Z N\ Aspergillus spp.. Acremonium
spp. Fusarium spp. HIMEIZHENN 726

—75. Morales-Cardona & ™ &, HEau> €7
2817 % )N NDM JE O IR IEA I ZE A 5. kb
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% A ONDRNE A N.dimidiatum TH Y. Zh
\Z Fusarium spp. B T &R L7z Fho2hd
P CTHRSENCOWTHTAE L 2L 2 A, Fusarium
spp. & 7 % [E T. Aspergillus spp. \& 5 7 [E T,
S.brevicaulis % 4 7 E T, F 7= Alternaria spp.
Acremonium spp. B £ O N.dimidiatum |3 1 2°F] T,
HAFRKREOEMZ 5Oz wvw), FEHELMAITHK
KL 72 23 DED S D 40 FOWFFEHE 1D W T
OGS AT o 7245 W, Aspergillus spp. % i 2% J5 K
WETHE» KDL (12 2H),
7). Fusarium spp. (5 %), Acremonium spp.
& N.dimidiatum (% 2 ) OMHE 7572,

D200, 1L, Aspergillus spp. (T VT
Wi o [E T, S.brevicaulis 13 3 — 1 v 73FE E T,
Fusarium spp. (TR KDE %2 T, K48 1D
HR 2% 2 AR L) IC/AZT b b, T2
N.dimidiatum % &ZJFHRK E T HHEE LT, KK
BHELEHAETLIADVETONLDIFBRZL
LT, #lhz-au s 7 ThREELDIZTFHE
WNTHolzo BZH L Ndimidiatum 13, BRI
TEREXAHA L THRASHILEHR SN b 0L
2,

Aspergillus spp. )N NDM JE J& K B D 7 5T
WPICEELRMALZ 5D TV S, Bongomln
512 & % 1974 4E~ 2019 AE OB IZHEFE 19 205 T
EMES N7z 42 OEZEHFEOL E 2= TR EN
T2IROETGP S SNTH D, (1) Aspergillus spp.
& PR EOZE (23/42) 1235 TR NDM i
R D 50 ~ 100% % 5 & TR % Td - 720 (ii)
Aspergillus spp. \ZHEK 3 % INNDM JiE O S E 1E
A7) CTINEHIESRD 1~ 35%. BRI
BERLEHBETIE T1%ICDE L7z (i) Aspergillus
spp. 2 & % INELIRAE DS N NDM E 2RI 5 @ 2 S8
HHET7~100%THho720 TOLY2—TII, JKEH
W& LT &7z Aspergillu J& D BFEIZDWTD
BT AT TV b, ZRUIZE UL §XTo
Moez @ L CRZGAEDOKRZ WL, Aniger &
Aflavus TH Y. RIZZ VR L LT, A.terreus.
A fumigatus. A.nidulans 7z EHRD LNz, LI
Vi 2 LAV B ERAE (otomycosis) O 3= %5 K
ELTHONTVWAREIIE2 ) Z203EATH A
I e TDIENE K OWRME KNS A D
N 2% Aspergillus J& HFEIZ

S.brevicaulis (6

1% A.sydowii. A.versicolor,

(8)

A.restrictus 72 D33 B B3,
WIS ST b,

—Jiv Fusarium J&\Z X % AN D MAE DKL 7%
KR BAE L W2 IE, Foxysporum & Esolani H3Z8F
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