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LIS

HEBGGERRIE. PP 2 BEOwTho
MTHZD20FEDOMICKEGEHESRLE L7z Th
WA 0bod, REWEDOS VIV FIERT ANV T
W ASEZR L U &3 5 B 7 FNIEYEADS, IR L
LTHWHETRHRAEL, ERICKRE S 2bo T
52 Lid, T — 5 OTRER 2 SH S TT
FRICOHREREREICB VW TRFERL PRE2E/LSE
LERBEHMTH Dl T F 3o B EYUER R
DEXFES>TVDEDIINH) TTHRPLHEFEETT
B CGERW - & R - 779208 &£bICE
REEITDEVZLEZAETIERTVERTA, 2
DKM Z IR L TV DDA, H ¥ TV FHE 40%.
T AN F N ZHE 60%, HEATHAE 40 ~ 90% &\ 9

SEOZEAIME EOBIRE ? ZLTSEEE?

Epidemiology of antifungal resistance : current status and future perspective

%3 b OoT X
AR R/ 1

Hideyo YAMAGUCHI

BWIELHETT Y,

K1IIRT LI BUEDDETHIKREA ST
WAPTHEHR L, e LTiEIar =V (MCZ).
FNVat = (FLCZ). 4 +F a3+ —)v (ITCZ).
AR aFV = (VRCZ), 7V b v (5-FC). 7 A
A7 (AMPH), BX U35 77 ¥ (MCFG)
DTHEFICLETFS>TVET, EHIXTITALELD
ETV—NVRAIF— LR+ DY T =R,
JHu) IV R RV VR Fr T %
DIzl 4% A BITHEFT A, TNIEITIT,
12T EZ R PRI I IEHN % o WA U7z
L7256, EHWIEGREDHHIZ ENUT LR 5
52 Z00%, PUREEICIE & 7 o 72/ 1S & 5 %
YIENEALFREEZVDXES L2 E 2 EHE
TYo ZTOMREMRHNL, AF TV ViigHEn 7 ¥
BRI (MRSA) 12X AWIMIETH Y, LY X7

F1 bOOETHEEREA I N TV AHERIED Candida spp. 7= E1IBITF 5T
FREHA AL B IR =X 4

VA PERIE (KoL L0 BER 5 FEREHAD =X L ELMEA =X 4
7= % 33+ V= (MCZ) JM/OAPASOATUO—L | TVTAFO— VAR |- K O/ AE A
A3IFV—VR) 140-7AF5—E (CYP51)© | R (—HI R ) (HEHARS T O oFERETTE)

= o S - CYP51 o811
VA 7N aFJ—)v (FLCZ) . CYP51 0)%%”&“:

(FI7Y=VR) [fy 5397 —n (11C2)
RJya+v'—n (VRCZ)

7aa¥)IVIR |7V YV (5-FC) FIVUERAEER DNA & i FH UGN RAKRYERYIN
FFUAT2T—E¥DRIE
FIEE R TICES
PEACTH Y DA A K,

K)o R 7 AR TYY Y BAMPH)Y Mg = v T A5 00— ST M i AT = VAR DEAL
I2& DR = MK F A
AFU— VDR

FyFAVFR |77V EY (MCFG) | (13) B-D- I VAV EMERE | (13) f-D-ZVAY G | (13) B-D-V VA A

REE (—HIBRE R ) | R OB 2L

a) FATNAF V=WV (FLCZO TR KT v ) k&,
b) 7 2 ¥V —24 (1) KV —24{L AMPH) % &t

)Y NZUALPI0TA VA LD1D, PA50upm & b EILE N5,

d) EELREAPEH AR Y 7 & LTl < 4 T1&. ATP-binding casette (ABC) IZJ&3 % CDR#., 4512 CDR1 & CDR2, & XiZhaHis v /87 H,

MR E IR
KRR R S8 >~ & —
192-0395 H LR /N LT KIF 359

Teikyo University Institute of Medical Mycology (TIMM)
(359 Otsuka, Hachioji, Tokyo)
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FEFEOEL T FYIREOLEIZ HXTHEH L2
EVIRATTFY YV ADRERIMESRTVuET Y,
CHUZFE L7 T A DIEFIHE T D3¢ i 14 o> [ 25
bhrEid, 2EI13d ) —BEBELTIT,

AN PEL, PURESCTERIEICHS 3, P A
VA, PUFIEE, X5ICE3PMPAFLEDTH S
WD T VO EEERICIEE L TALNL VD
I E D w2 iRl R Wb o
KEETY, 22 TRAEDOERIZH - T, EWNS
BT B PLE R OE AR Z. T E TR
KEINLEZFSFREZU—RL TV ADT—%F
WCHEOWTERLTWELWERBWE T, Zhizdk
3o T PLE N ST PE O R 2 B L CTH L 728012,
B4 2O DOFHIIZ OV TS & AR 2 B RD
ZrilwLlEd, EEL T2, ThET
PUER M0 FI N R R H ) T8
AHN ZDLPTRAPFFICBEIC L DEEDH
HIFTBETTO,

I. RHImE &3

— I X BEY O A (drug resis-
tance) &, ZOWAEWITHT % B 2 i EWIHE O K
AINEEILIREE (MIC) 25, Ttk & s b 71—
JRAL VbR ENoTwR I EEHRSNET, &
DM A ER ThIITERNOPUER KM% (anti-
fungal resistance) £\ Z &2 D 9L, ME %
ST oYU ST PE (antibacterial resistance) &
FHINTT,

S OICHEAIM AT, — R (X 721X BRI
EURIMNE (F 723 1206 hEd,
— R EOMAEW I & b Liib o 728 ix
205k 2 DT, WHLC & > TE A RIEHNT— K
HERTLPRT->TET, BREOBE LTI,
FLCZ \Zx3 % Aspergillus spp.%® MCFG IZ4}3 %
Cryptococcus neoformans 2 E3H T ONFEFT L., F
7o — AT — Rk EZ R Tk E €9 THRWR
¥esd %556 (B, 5-FC 23 % Candida albicans)
bHAMLNTVET, L7zdo> T, —KiFthkiZB L T
. RS OBEIU IR & LTl S Lz bk
OWHFEENE THEIC R D DIFTT,

—J. ZRAE. EnFCTRELE S (0F D
—RIET R h o 72) AEMHPIANCERE SN2k

(2)

IR LOTHELDMEOZETH Y. £ L DYhA.
WHNEZVE Db 2 B FOLER EFEBITER
L9, TOUEINLETIRRS C. albicans D FLCZ
fif 1t ¥ R Aspergillus fumigatus O ITCZ it "™ 7 &
THY. FBRMICHEE 2 2 LEREEREOZ {1
CDFATIRLE T @I OLERIZ X - Ttk
fbL7z7 u— 232 OEYHKROMIBERD % 5T
I ABIRICGEBEZEALS, HAOWRER S5 1F
FEHE L TREEOTETT. L LBER T
D72DITHG SN ERENOBREE & v ) #EIR
FEDME) < 2 212 & o THRHMANOBRIER 25PERR &
o e PER S Z & ANb bR, FEHEK
FTHbHLRWHERO L XV TEICEDLE DI T, D
F AR E BRI K VED IR 2 AL A &)
TEZHRD Ed, ZRMEDHKRKA > 87 M & &
BIZKEL LTV DR LD K T o B
%7V =V RIEDM TDOZELMEA Candida spp.X
Aspergillus spp.D% { O R EMRTHD SN TH
D, AHBEAA D N=FFEOLHELTVLEIDY
T ADOMEWEICE o TE, &) bIFEALRMET
T, — I, RIEEE 5-FC R 7 Y — IV RHEIC
ML TERIDRI L, —F. AMPH IZDWTii3s
AEEZILRWEENTEET L, L2LEINTIE
H Y FITA, 2D Candida spp. (C. glabrata, C.
krusei, 3 X U C. albicans) \Z X H3EHEMES © ¥ ¥ e
DIEFHFHIZ AMPH (23§ LA 2 5 72 & »
Y HEBWE I TET Y,
[EMNTZTFE RS 2 vDlE, RIS S
bLOW—XKIFMEAH 5 & T PLEB AR MV
D) ZTIREEE LTHRODN TV LIRHETYH ., ik
ERTWKREGOL AR Lo THENHTT,
22T Candida spp.FiR 5 BEVE D) 10%1% 5-FC 12
L T—REZEvwbhELZL, /2R V%
£ (AMPH 7 &) (K3 5 —KiEAS C. lusitaniae
TR LIE LI, C guilliermondii THWFIZEM S
LIEDHONTVET Y, L STV 5 R
DITHERTH > TH ., PIENFERZ A2 17> T
HANEKZU 2R T 2LENDHLDIED/HT
Fo SHICEEZ NI, PUEEEO PSR HH
AEPUE L LTI < 03, AT d KR0S &1
oz &TiER <, —RER F 721 A0RZ LR
WCHLTOREZESICL, 29 LW X 587
BRIEGe (T L= AN -l JidhEd) 200&



RIIHELDHHZETT, TOMBALHIE LT
X, FLCZ % W C PRt G-k Bmia# 217> T
WA, C. krusei X° C. glabrata 13D LT 5
FLCZ iif 14 % 72 13K & 32 1% @ non-albicans Candida
DREGAHEZ ) LTI &Y, VRCZ B X " MCFG
W EBWEHMB TN TN Y EPERH I L TR
ifPECdH %A H B L O Trichosporon spp.DJ&Gx %
BFESEHI L, REBPDITFOLNFT,
TZTHH 1o TBELVOIX, RN
(clinical resistance) &\ 9 #E& T3, ZHIHifssk
WARZ SR TRIFETRVEHR I NS
(L7225 THMMESIIRFTE %) PiEwIRIC &
LIEWEAT 72120 b 58, YAk 7213
HEITT 2. 2F DHEEPE LI 2w nE T,
ZOFEHRD 121k, V9 FTH & JERMAEY Ot
AL TR, 2NN TREH Y A, SFTEFR
WAEWAN T SEHHE . 2 U CTAARMRET S B
HULEd. ELEWNRET & L OXEGW O W=
HREVZ ERF DR &, FEHMH & LT
EEFR A LB A WIERIRR, ) e G-k
CHE. B BIED . i F L < 2V EEAREE G
BRE, KW, 2850% - 35 2E08H Y
T3, FAAEMIRTELTE BEOREALE,
FEEIRIE, B (B, 47— 7 v, AU o
RNEIE E N 7 4 VATER, 3AIAH)E L1 <
VIR HE (B BR5E Z2) OTER R EBIF S E T,
LA b 54 ORFI1E, BRI 2 RN R AR 5%
BT, BAHIM L Z & SIEHE S8 25 H RN <
HLENTIEZY $RA. 20X IZEAE & Bk
MR & ARBLCIEZR 2 & TT AN, B IZ%
BB L TV a2 LBV R WHFETT,

I. TEREMEOHE EHITO
REZ A ABREDRT

B OB TR L H 12, 758 S 72 WRAM & 2
DIEFNR U TEL B2 HIW % 720121k O
e AL X 7 SRR R I X A MIC ol
MR Z &, @F 57z MIC ofi A3t & itk
DELLERKRT 2002 HET L7200 T L —7
RA YV IPRELENT WL T E, BTy BEES
PR 9, L7zhto THAKRZMEREE, HE
MCEE WA & A ZMEL TWD 2 LT

(3)
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T, TEL72F%Z L oW —EROHMAEDLEIID
WTT L= RA VYV IDPRESINTNWD I EDVEFE
LWbIFTd, 222005041k, ERIIHIEICD
WTIRIFIZREBZZ ) TENTVE E Vs TIWVO
TIAS FE OB BERGE K R & PUEL i 3 oMl A
BRHIZOVTIZEILZDTL & 9 D%

LI OHUEL T S Bk OB AL X 22 ) B
L F L7225 CLSI (Clinical Laboratory Standards
Institute) FIAAEK I N L 7O — )L L X)L fEH#E
B3 1990 4EA8A 5 2000 AT T & 9 = T
WX F Lz, BEREZWSR E 2 M27-A (B
DYETHUE M27-A3") D)k & SRIRE 2 W5 &
% M38-A (FHCLETHUIE M38-A2") DT ENEN
T¥ o WTNDWAEABEZ X — 212 L 7zilBiik
TIA, ZOENICT 4 A7 PEEEEIHED L M44-
A (RHETHUE M44-A2™) O ELH Y T3 (GF
Mo WTIEaI o [HEREEN LB A" 25
BLTL2ZEW) . 20k ) B SR M B
EOBRHEALIZO VT REO S —IE Do 72b
FTEA, TL—2 KAV VREDOMEDITZ) TR
AT OBEREICH ) F 5o In vitro i1 (MIC)
& in vivo (JEIZE N TO) HIHRN A L OIS
MICEPK/PD 785 2 — ¥ iR Eh b, TL—2o K
AV D EDRESINT WS DL, Candida spp.
& by T —= %% (FLCZ, ITCZ, VRCZ). 5-FC,
ZICTRMI RS F ¥ ¥ F 1 ¥ RE(MCFG 72 &)
EOMAEDLERTTT Y (F2), Lo T,
INPANO S F 8 L HE - PEEEOM AL
DWTIE, DL IHFTRTOMBEENMET S &
VBT VL= R A Y MO F Y IEDH LD E D
LNTVRVDT, BEICWZIIHELE 9 Thw
PIFHEDHETE Ve VW) ZEIZRD T,

L2 L ZNTREREERZEICOWTOESY
IR ER O =L 5V AR IR E T
KT LI FET, FDOOIC, 728 2 in vitro/in
vivo FHIEIMEDSHRE T & b, —EDOWRIAH L,
MIC 253 % JEFELL FACHE L 72 Wk 2 Pk & AW e
T L) T EPEBICfTbL TV ET, R E
RadRie LTharo)Heoh bz, DK%
oWk MIC 53 Ai #EPH % _F [0l % &« MIC fifl &2 7R
L. L2 v &, 2 L CQBRE
Y GEBRAKT)) OBENSFHEINLZETT, &
DN J5 T BRI L TlX Cr. neoformans @ FLCZ
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%2 Candida spp. \Zxt

CLSIM27 %74 FZ A >~ (CLSI M27-S3*

B A FEHEE RO MIC 3R 5 7200

DRk E — )

WZMEAFT) - T L —2 KL ¥ b, MIC (ug/ml)
77 A UL | bk | HRKAEIORYE | RSIERME | EE | AR
(S) (S-DD) (I) (R) (NS)
FLCZ =8 16 ~ 32 - = 64 —
T =% ITCZ =0.125 0.25~0.5 - =1 -
VRCZ =1 - - =4 —
Jaut) I IR 5-FC =4 — 8~16 =32 —
TR A a IV MCFG =2 - - - >2
a) BEDHARIAUIZ WINPTV =V REEL T posaconazole. ¥y 74 %L T caspofungin &

amdulafungln?ﬁ“‘i?h“(lﬂé?b* WINLb D ETIERKBOMEEE RO THEL 2,

b) WIS %z /R 3 R T EERRIC DO W T OIRT D3 SN T Rn I EHS [ (S
RARE W) BIRT [AEME (NS) J ERBLER TV BT,

WL (7L — 27 KA v MIEREE) R Candida
spp.® AMPH fif 5 (MIC, > 1ug/ml) ™ »3EE S
T&F L7 —H. RKREITOWTIE, CLSI M38-
A2 A KI5 4 2k DT WRER LS, £
PR PLE RS9 % Aspergillus spp. Dt % 52
L7200 TL—rRL e LT, AMPH IZDoW T
&> 2ug/ml, ITCZ, VRCZ € DMD )RR ) 7 V' —
WRIEIZOWTIE = 4ug/ml BEAFEREN T FE
To L LEELTI—T Yy NOEMEOMTIE, A
fumigatus \=x9 % ITCZ ® MIC IZDW Tl Sug/ml
PEZEET20O0ZUHLEDERI DY *2,

I L7258 in vitro TiHE & in vivo b1 7% *ﬁﬁg?‘é
EWVnosTWnE G 7%

VLR RO CLSI D7 L —27 KA >~ M
DWTTYTAS, IF—1 v SOPE R M
#{bZ H 4 (Antifungal Susceptibility Testing Sub-
committee of EUCAST ; W&k EUCAST-AFST) &
INEFPNDTL—=2RAL VP ERELTVETY,
Z I E ORBED, BHE R, Kb, MICH
EEBEDORTI L2720 TTOT, RLTHE
ZREALZWE)ICEERTLILENDVE T, 20O

) ICHEREREOH EL#EL O Co T, £<
DOFEZ SRR L T L 008K T,

II. EREME & FLE M 4O L&

[ CEEANE & MFEN TidwTd, HE2LR T
HOTRCPURFEME & PLE R ML & OFIZIZ S
SERE VDY L5, TOEVEMDLZ LIZE -
T, PIEREEMTEORED—E L CHBTE S -
WEd,

(4)

S) | LIFH E TSR
HE Lo (R) ] b:*H%’u"“é%@k%i‘bh%o

(i) ENWEDOMAEE ™ MFRE & MR
B &R 38 U CTHAAE T A Ml R o gk T
TN ORI 2 E DD ) 5,
HEOMIED S E R BIE -7 VI v B X
CFFren) 2005 4 TOERETT, Zhisxt
LT, MIEOMBEETIZRTF F7Y B ¥ HEHk
DEFEEHoTWE T, MaEEL S &, BT
BERER S E LTIV ITATe— A aEh
TWETH, MECIZEARFEEO AT O — VLT
HELIERA TLUVRY—LIZOVTH, HETIX
80S # 4 7 (60S+40SH 7= ). MK TIZX70S
%47 (50S+30SH 7= b)), £H AL XLH %
%5, W T 5RNARY V87 MO & 4 R
%0 ES. MEAMEHEOMICALNSZH Lz
R DRI, KISHBR D X9 1I2hitb w3 o
BT L7208 TR A 1 = X A R0 2 5 =
ALDENIHRE S KBINFE T,

(i) ERABEN ST FR1IIRTEHIT, PLEEE
DELGENGTFIIRD LI IZESD Y F AL T
LFEIFTT TN, QTN TAT U — VAR
B EOVE#RTHAS Y DI T LPLS0 AT H—)V
Ho-FAFF—¥ (7= VR#E), O/ L
TAFa—V5F (AMPH), ®F 3 ¥V VBE KR
# (5-FC). @ (1—=3) B-D-Z v v HIER
(Fx 71 v %%¥), DNAGK % %S % 5-FC D
BAExEINCT UL Wb M F 72 I3 RE o
R - BEBICA Db 25T T, TR LT, &
BHRVHEOEREN ST LTIE, ORTF T
Uﬁy%mLﬁmﬁ%&%Tﬁé%ﬁﬁm%%ﬁﬁ
587 VARTFHT—X (-7 57258, QA
TV ¥—RNAD Y X7 E~OHR, ‘h’ﬁo%



ORI ERDYE B T0S) KR =L (T )T
Vay FRHE w7us4 FRE T hIH A2
VRE), QMRA VAT (Fru R, &
ERBHITFONFT ", TS ICHEEE L PIFHE
DMNZIE, Ml § 2 EREEN T (L7 THEH
ANZAN) BFE 72 ABNFEA, X7 LY

F7F+8 27 Thsb5FCOEHAT=ZALIZEST
. LA ANVAEDT V7 v ERHatAH
D5-7007F Y NVIZFESL D TT,

(iii) M4 DXL PIRHEICE C AL NI
A = A8, OFF G OBk QNSO
fili, QB ~DT 7 L ADKT, ZE&TT ¥,
G THDIX, -2 52T I /) r)ay
FREOMMALIZO DD LIRS EE R AN AL L
LTHBNTWET, SHIH LT, JLERIE T,
ODMYERX A=A MIZED Y T ADHEHIPTEE I
bAONT, QEOIKESN T T (F1) ™Y,

(iv) BfcF (MEEEFE2EL) BEV AT LA

MBEE, 79 AI R S VARV, E5I12IEN
27N F T =V hESF ST REETEE Mo T
=N TIE R, oRiEE O TLHES
I EE 2R 22 el TEE Y, £
DFEF, T H 1T 72 MRSA R 3L LR A B - 5
2 %< —¥ (ESBL) /£ 7 5 LM RICA LN D
I, BEOMBEICLBBINEL L D,
Pk L IS B S, LALEEHRSES
TLILRY FTY, TN ZIRERTEORKD
MEN T, — . BRiZE v & Mgk g
THE (ANAMIZTE T T A METH LAV
D) AkED DNA ZfilNICE DA 2 L 5T &
T A, FREHORIEER TG VEERED 2
v F2Z20m% b OHEE S ERN TR
LML FEA. Lo T, 72& 2 BRI
o Ttk -7z LTH, ZOMWHEIEIENH
AP ZNT L o THEEMEFES N HEEIRE L K
tEZLNTTY, E512C albicans #1Z LK
FORHFEERA 2 5K FIHIZS29 115K TH
LT EBMMELREOEROEREZG T CET, —
FOGORIZE ) LIERRI 572 LTH, b
IR HOIEE et L BE TS ENE BB S nw L
ICHI PO TT BARWREE LT, 2 B 4&KR
FiCTd b C. albicans ® CDREEH R v 7O iR E s
TOEERPAMOENTHETT, LobME &

(5)
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TEROWAEITE, EEEG D MRS I <k
RN T, LA EHROONETA, FNHS
PR TH > TH Uk Td, TH L7z Sb D
b2, BE T 3253 biftkohE b (&3
BEDLDTEI DI WHRMAIZZ - TEBY, FAiE
IZE o TEELEV)IEINIDH Y THA.

V. Candida spp.ic2?WTDEEHERZEIC
I HHRREORZIHUS—NIFXE
i DRI

HIEZDVPRGELS LD T LD ZHZAHEMIC
A7z E g, PIEREIIN 5 &2t %72
FEO—XA T v 2% BN E 3 5 MM -
WF7eid. FLCZ 23 LD L3567 V=V REITHT
% Candida spp.DMTEICEI L Tk L TN TE
F L7z, &9 L2y —xA 7 v A% % ] hg
ZL7201d, ) T 74  BUE RS2 MR
DI TT, SHIECENZHMLL 20,
FLCZ SEIREA S TR D 2\ 1990 AL
B, URENREE 7 >~ ¥ 74 % 569 L C FLCZ ##ki & %
\F 72 AIDS BEDIIFEN A 5. FLCZ 2L L 72
C. albicans D3EHES (B 2RI Y T3 Eko
1/312HDIELBHDPS) pEE SNz bwv ) sk
Tl INDBEofnFEioT, Z0H%. H Y
FIME 72 & DRERM: S T FRED O O 5 EERRIZ DWW
T, FLCZ Z DO PIEEH 0§ 2 =iz >
W T OEFBIZEANETIATDOND L)1k o 72D
T7,

PEREEMVECET 2 ROAH LT AL T VX
7’077 Aid. KE O SENTRY Antimicrobial Resis-
tance Surveillance Program (SENTRY Program) T
o ZAUE, HPRAY Z LB &R OB W T
ML S BIEN T2 E RIHEDIE A Yy T — 2
ZA LT BENIEGEE 20 © QNS ERGSRE O T2 7
JE s A & et Ay S i 8 7 — v 2 BT A 2
EERHME LT, 1997 ICRR SN/ 7B 7T AT
To BRI KE, A F 5. 7T A7,
G—uv N HHbET200 L EIZH ROE T, B
DX G & B EGE T B MAE & B I E
(objective A) . ALK & ABEEH O a7 B AE
(ZNZMN objective B, C). B L W ABEEZE DRI
JEGE (objective D) & JRIRIEGE (objective E)
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BEAGENTVET, HRRGEL LTi%4T 5

DIFEFIMAE, X vy IFMEEZIZLHET S
BEYES Y FIETT A, el 1342 B o0 SRR T
Yefie & AR EYE T AV FOV A HE b FRAK SN
ZAONB IR F L7, F31E. 1997 £ 5
2006 ~ 2007 4E ] % TRHRAERYIZIEE E 7z Candida
spp. iR - BERR ORI 2 O o AR ARAAR HHR)
DOEFEFELW SR T DL, FERE L
WCELDEDLDODOETYT, ZZICELEIHLT6OD
Wl > OFEREIRERTWET, ML 7o
7T RIFEDLL =R, F 2L T Vo TH, FElii
FEINC X o TRAENE IO ALONE T, BH O
S RMEREHIZFLCZ & ITCZIZBE ST LA
DN R CVRCZRF XYV TA VRDHART 7 F
~ (caspofungin ; CAS) &b MAbNA L HIThk
Dittoit1%7$#%2m0$if®4$%@
IRk E T & D FRAEZE " Tl 4 DDERE
;%Tt%ﬁ~ﬁﬁﬁ#&éﬂfwiﬁo

SENTRY Program & i A CTHELDO K E W7o —
2NV LRIV OPLEEERES -4 7 2070 s
FANL D 12HY T3, ARTEMIS Global Antifun-

gal Susceptibility Program (ARTEMIS Program) %%
%nf?oszuﬁﬁAi BBV B2 5] &
2 23 Candida spp.\281F % FLCZ & VRCZ 23
émﬁwﬁﬁ;%ﬁ%ﬁbﬁfﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ~N4
SUARITHZE, BOUICE T EF RS BE
BIUOTF 1 A7 N— 2 LT B PE R EZ
PERER > 2 7 24 OB%E & BRI 2 kB ICAT ) 2 &
ZHME LT2001 IS NE L7z, & O ERE
2y NI =27 OBt O L 39 H E & T 127
FEREICOIT Y, Mg e LTiddek, 970720 A,
a—nyﬂ®ﬁ#\770ﬁ?7V7%ﬁinfwi
3, F41X. ARTEMIS Program ® % & TEi s h
72 2001 4E31 | 2001 ~ 2002 4E /1 ' B X UV 1997 ~
2005 4 0 O KR L ICER LN F v
UTA VREEE LML Lo — NV LN
D3I DDEZW =L 5 27 DR
TRLZDBDTT,
RILKAIIT LD 199740 S 2007 4EF TD
10 4ERICEm I N7 V=V REERTLET S 11
HoOra—NvH—x_4 5 ZOMEDEAREEL
THEOTAHAE T &, [ URAM—HEREEOMAED

%3 SENTRY Program I2 & 5% —~X4 5 ¥ ZADBEMREIZASOND
Candida - FETE O L FEYUEL N 3 (3 5 ik A

. WA ORPBIE (%)
WARIDUEELE | AT AR | PUEL 38 =2 H =
Ca | ca | cp | ct |cr | cu
FLCZ | 06 | 87 0 0 100 Pfaller et al (1998)%
1997 306 ITCZ | 06 | 369 0 42 | 666
FLCZ | 11 5.2 0 0 100 Pfaller et al (2000)%
1998 328 ITcz | 22 | 328 0 3.6 0
1007 FLCZ 1 52 0 0 100 v Pfaller et al (2001) %0
77777777777777777 VRCZ | 2 9 0 0 0
1008 1,175 FLCZ 2 37 2 0 100
77777777777777777 BIERGE) | VRCZ 1 5 0 0 0
FLCZ 0 17 0 3 100
1999 VRCZ 0 4 0 3 0
5 047 FLCZ | 0~2 |27~30| 0 0 | 80~o1 »o Pfaller et al (2002) ©
1997 ~2000| (, Zl | TTCZ | 3~5 | 92~94 | 36~37 | 30~38 | 60~100
mE VRCZ | 0~2 | 5~10 0 0 0
FLCZ | 04 | 121 | 04 13 | 741 @ Messer et al (2006)
2003 1,397 Imcz | 03 | 77 | 17 | 33 | 593
5FC | 18 0 0 92 | 556
FLCZ 0 104 0 0 17.2 0 e Messer et al (2009) ¥
ITCZ | 03 | 698 | 21 38 | 207 | 7.1
2006 ~ 2007 | 1,448 5FC | 20 0 13 45 34 0
AMPH | 0 0 0.4 19 6.9 0
CAS 0 0 0.4 0 3.4 0

*C. a.=C. albicans ; C.gl.= C. glabrata ; C. p.= C. parapsilosis ; C.t.= C. tropicalis ; C.k.= C. krusei ; C..= C. lusitaniae

a) 3 7 WA (CLSI M27-A) (2 & B IERRICHET <

b) BB D 7 — & 0 IS 2 5 L2720, AR KRR THERE LTH Y v P ENTW LW DH %,
c) 4ODEMIE LT, 2~ 15/, 16 ~647%. 65mUL) ICF THEIFShTW5,
d) VRCZ, AMPH IZ2 W T 3 MICIED % SN TSP EFE IR EN TV,

e) AMPH |22\ Tid MIC > 1ug/ml Z it & H 52

(6)



BHRDIZ, —~EHOME TIXZ ORI T R
7eBAEDSRZ T ONFE T, LA LS 2 30k &
EEDbETERLET L, SFEPEBEIIHT S
DT — 21k, BEERD X ITHRT 2 2 &8
TELMPER VT T,

1. 7 — IV REmMME

FLCZ 72o0%—~AF Y ZAHEIZALNS C.
albicans, C. parapsilosis 3 & U° C. tropicalis ® 3 #Fifi
2B B &R RIS L. ThEh0~2%. 1
~3.6%. 0~44%EBENLXVIZHDFT, TN
AT, C. glabrata DT EHEIX 5.2 ~15.8% &
WAL, C krusei \2FE > TIiX17.2 ~100% & & b &
v LA IRDBIRIL SN T DV ESHEZ R LT
WE T, C krusei 3. FLCZIZx L CT—XKIif % 7~
THEKREZZHECRME (£0 72912 FLCZ i H
EARBEINTWVS) T, LodbINICFLCZOTF
Btz G- R0 6 &\ o 7o BIUEDIND o 783, itk
HOMBIBEN S HICE L oz LN SN E T,
C. glabrata % C. krusei |2 %\ T FLCZ &%t DK
WHETE A, —KERIZENEIEL D) &
Ao & 2 AHDHAMNC FLCZ O BPE NI S 7z ik 5.
SERIZIHPEL D HEATZZ L EZ OGNE T, C glabrata
@ FLCZ it 1x CDR & X i 2 AP AR >~ 745
FORBEHEMILLZZEXWSNIZENRTEYY,
COWMAHEERE LTIZBLL 1R THE S
EDVER L TBIETFORIEZESIIL TSRk
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2H Y F9 . C glabrata ® FLCZ i PEAk o [ 21,
ITCZ X VRCZ & \ro 72Mid 7 — VR IR ITH LT
b S FTIERAZRWIZ LTS, RT3
28Ty, —Jis C. krusei O—KiiPE#kiZ, ITCZ,
VRCZ % V2R L TR EZRTZ Lidd ) ¢
Ao TNHDHIZOWTIX, BIZEDIDPLFALL
WBAR7z N E B E T,

PEREOFRREDZEH O L2 RS —H. £
DOFEFEDVD 5T ETHESHELLTLE ) BHEDLD
HIEBHREDLH)TT W, Z0¥ AL TD—i#
PO BIE. FLCZ it C. albicans \Z X % 3Tk
71 vV YER S LB TSI ATy
F3,

WTFIZLTH =R TV ADTF =7 h i,
EDORWAIZDWT H FLCZ MRS B 25FEAE 112 L5
LTwa o HIIERFICIE 2 nwE ) TY, Lz
Mo T, C. glabrata R C. krusei |2 & &1L A Tif P4
ORI LROKRE SIE. BELLRRMIZBIT 5
IWHEBBEDORIE) A7 R ZNIIx T 5T - (G
LEOENLREIZXIDWREP RSV L 2lbE
7,

ITCZ 7 V—IVRIEOHTIZ., D MR EE 2
/8% — 2 R TRERDBBE SN T E T, C. albi-
cans, C. parapsilosis B & O C. tropicalis \Z B} %
YIS E S Z N €1 0.6 ~ 1%, 0~2.1%. 3.3
~4.2% LKL, FLCZ DA LT, L
L. C. glabrata \Z3\F BT PEHEE A% 32.8 ~ 69.8% &

% 4 ARTEMIS Program < ®Ofi1® SENTRY Program U4t ® 70 — N )L 4 — XA 5 2 2D
WEZA DN D Candida T-FEWFE D K BRI 0 3 5 i PEHTUE

o | e TSR * O A EE (%)
WIRRIEAE | T IR ARR L | DL SE = W
Ca | Cg | Cp. | Ct Ck |Cgu | Cl
2001 1,586 FLCZ | 1/1»| 7/14 | 0/0 | 1/0 |44/63 | — 4/4 | Pfaller et al (2003) +
VRCZ | 1/1 | 3/5 | 0/0 | 0/0 | 0/0 — 0/0 | [ARTEMIS Program]
2001 ~ 2002 3,932 FLCZ 1» 9 1 1 31 — 2 | Pfaller et al (2004) %
VRCZ 1 4 1 1 0 — 0 [ARTEMIS Program]
1997 ~ 2005| 205,329 FLCZ 1.5” | 158 | 3.6 44 | 778 | 107 | 4.7 | Pfaller et al (2007)%
VRCZ | 1.2 101 | 1.9 5.8 7.7 5.2 2.1 | [ARTEMIS Program]
R L 3,959 CAS? 1v 1 13 2 0 93 0 | Pfaller et al (2003) 4"
ITCZ 2 54 1 4 43 52 2
2001 ~ 2004 8,197 CAS® 19 1 1 1 0 4 1 | Pfaller et al (2006) ¢
2004 ~ 2005 2,656 MCFG® | 0V 0 0 0 0 0 0 | Pfaller et al (2006) %
CAS 0 <1 | <1 <1 0 7 0

*C. a.=C. albicans ; C.gl.= C. glabrata ; C. p.= C. parapsilosis ; C.t.= C. tropicalis ; C.k.= C. krusei ; C.gu.= C. guilliermondii ;

C.1.=C. lusitaniae
a) MIC > 2ug/ml % fif Pk & H %,

b) 51 L RO 2N 3 7 ok (CLSIM27-A) B X U Etest 12 X 2 @R RICES <,
¢) I 7 OARAIRE (CLSI M27-A) 12 & 2 MERE 1230 <,

(7)
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B C & 72 FLCZ O & 2 T PR3
EAME W& S5 C. krusei IZBWT, 0%& 3 51
DDH =L Ty ARBEWT, 20% E (£
40% L b)) DIFHHEI/RINTWE Z &, T
NHBFHB D X I WHERTT, ZOREICOWT
BREESH SO TN wE BT T,

VRCZ FLCZ R ITCZ & 1) & Afh) Z b ik AR EE 1 &
EHIZHEL L C. albicans, C. parapsilosis 3 £ O C.
tropicalis TIZZNEN1~1.2%. 0~1.9%. 0~
58% & VIHIRLNXLVTT L. C krusei T35 0~
TT7% I T A KSMEHEN S CEMEIL C.
glabrata TTH, TN TH 3~ 10%DHPAIZ & &
FoTwEd,

— A TR EE O AR R B 1] & 1 B 72121
DL bahR7z & 9 AR 08 7% 2 H—AE RO %4
DY —RA FVADT— I 2 REEEL LD b,
WA BE 2 B WIWFSE (longitudinal study) O 7 —
FI2HDNT ) I B IEBHTE 3, ARTEMIS
Program DJEZ Y — XA 5V A0 E9) Lz
HI TR 24T 72 b T oT, 20
OIS 25007 — 5 2R6I12F L
WOTAF L (BZDEIZIZDAED JAS Program
WCEAI—_RAL G2 oF—FbiFmIhTn
I NI OVTRRIZEFHIIL )0 Hinw
Mi2wnwE 3 &, Candida spp.® EDOWAEIZB T
 FLCZ B X ' VRCZ I3t AN PESHE 1A S

%5 ARTEMIS Program |2& 527 0 — V3 — X452 2% 5 L U JAS Program (2 &5 H A E P4 — XA 52 2559
AIRT 2000 EACHTIC BV B Candida FFRFEO K REHLELRH (09 2 TS EE O B)if)

— AT TRARIPUE AR B T RS EE (%)
Candida i | 75T | s ~ 0
u77 1997~20004F | 20014F | 20024F | 20034F | 20044F | 20054
C albicans ARTEMIS FLCZ 0.9 1.0 1.5 14 1.6 1.6
’ Program VRCZ 0.8 1.1 1.1 1.5 1.5
JAS Program FLCZ 0.6 0 0
ITCZ 0.6 0 0
VRCZ 0.6 0 0
C dabrata ARTEMIS FLCZ 19.2 18.3 14.7 16.9 14.3 15.2
-8 Program VRCZ 9.8 8.5 11.5 104 9.6
JAS Program FLCZ 3.8 2.2 7.5
ITCZ 2.3 1.1 9.3
VRCZ 3.1 1.1 1.9
C. parapsilosis ARTEMIS FLCZ 2.5 4.2 2.9 3.1 3.3 4.2
’ Program VRCZ 1.9 2.3 1.5 1.9 1.9
JAS Program FLCZ 0 0 0
ITCZ 0 0 0
VRCZ 0 0 0
C. tropicalis ARTEMIS FLCZ 3.6 3.0 6.6 5.0 3.5 3.8
: Program VRCZ 4.7 8.1 6.7 4.9 4.5
JAS Program FLCZ 1.8 0 4.3
ITCZ 3.5 3.5 2.2
VRCZ 1.8 0 2.2
C Erusei ARTEMIS FLCZ 65.8 70.4 78.9 80.2 78.1 79.2
’ Program VRCZ 8.0 6.1 8.1 8.3 7.9
JAS Program FLCZ 0 57 93
ITCZ 0 0 14
VRCZ 0 0 14
C cuilliermondii ARTEMIS FLCZ 12.5 11.7 10.5 8.0 10.1 14.5
-8 Program VRCZ 4.2 5.5 4.6 5.1 6.5
JAS Program FLCZ 0 0 0
ITCZ 0 0 0
VRCZ 0 0 0
C lusitaniae ARTEMIS FLCZ 2.9 6.6 4.6 2.4 4.8 6.2
’ Program VRCZ 2.8 1.6 1.9 14 3.1
JAS Program FLCZ 16.7 0 0
ITCZ 0 0 0
VRCZ 0 0 0

AT B MRS 4L © ARTEMIS Program. 205,441 # ; JAS Program. 1,486 £



721997 ~ 2005 DR 8.5 EDMICIT L A L E D5
T, 2F DIHEILIZEA TV, &S
nEJ,
FL7V—=VREL VST, PLEE AR ML
ARV FLCZ &, X 1) IR O ITCZ, VRCZ %
LTl RN ZRAES A2 ) R £9,
BENA YV TRERZ )T Ny 7 AER EOERE
(2 & B BGYEDRHE - PHHIIC LA I NVl
LTy BHEIZESITT AN FE N REZ DM %
KRB EGANS L BB END (ZD72DIZ)IRET
V= VRIELE HIFIND) 5T, LrLEWw)
MENE DL BRE V) RE D, WHERIIZEA LD
RIS B 2 e TWET ™, 7272
LZOBRIZHEIC X > T—RTId %<, KlFEd
fih 72 X912 C. glabrata ® FLCZ Tif Rk & 5 41 B
TVRCZIZHDRAIMMEERT I LD in vitro 721}
Tl %L EBROEMTHLHRINTE T,
ZHZHART, RPOSGTHERD FLCZTHETH 5 C.
krusei \2B W TCIlE, VRCZ & D in vitro & LNt i
B S22 7% {7, FEBRIC VRCZ A EH L 72 C.
krusei BEGE D FHIHHED b G ShCng 3%,
C. krusei ® FLCZ i #k 2 VRCZ & D28 it Ak
I WHEEIZ, 7V VREIEOMEHEN T
& % CYP51 2%} % VRCZ D4 BAEA FLCZ
DB RBEPITEH NI EIIHBEEZONT T,
INSOEEIE, VRCZ %2 EDIRIRT V' — VRIS
3 AHMPEE LTE. C krusei 12X ) & C. glabrata
TOMEDIZIDBRENV EZRIBTEHIDOTT,

2. 5-FCitt4

SENTRY Program ® 4% —~XA4 5 ¥ A 5D 7%
TH5FCEZMPHRICANIZ DE 2O L2dH ) T
A (FRB)o TOMETIE, MHTEMBEA LB
FilX C. krusei & C. tropicalis TH Y. 1 DODHF—X
A5 2 ATIRBIIMYIZ C. krusei 5 55.6% & 5\ il &
ARLTWETH, Ehrxllicynid, §XT10%
DT OMEETT o 5-FCIf k&2 LIS D & o T
AFETE, REPFOR THIREA S 7z 1970 4E L
DM 5. Candida spp. (§F12 C. albicans) R Cr.
neoformans \ZBVF B — Rtk B I OV K42 B
TOLMENLZEDE LAY, LErdIhsoHl
(213 C. albicans DTVERIEEDY 10 ~ 15% & m\n» 2 &
AL EINTW2DTT, LA L CLSIEEH#EDIC X 55

(9)
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BT b X% b L FEIZEFNIRY)TH D,
Candida spp.55 BERED — K PEDOBEE I 1~ 2%,
Cr. neoformans ®F 1L 2% T ® L gy v
Zl RO Z {1E 5-FC M plsgirp i A L
KIS L2 L LWL ICENFE L,
L7255 T, KlZERR72 C. krusei D 50%% 483
FEWWIESEEE X b L2v$ % & 5-FC DA M) 7 fili
BRI & 7 o TS HALATHEA 72 ik S FE T h
TVl ilironrdbinidhi, 2HLZL
26, HAETIESFCIIHEMTHHTXRETIEZW
EENTBY, B2z YT hay 7 AREBERISH L
TIZAMPH 7% EOHERHE E OPFHIAS o 1 X H4T
bNLEHITHRYFLAETY,

3. AMPH i t4

Candida spp.? AMPH fif P2 B 3 % - FH AL
H—xA T 2L LTiE, 2006 ~ 2007 4E 0 SENTRY
Program O+ ¥ 3% % 7213 T¥ (F£3), T
XL, C. albicans #1lELDIT L A ETRTD Can-
dida spp.\22W T AMPH i PERRIZ 70 BE ST E
Ao bok b, C krusei 7207 5Bl Rk O i P48 B2
236.9% &R ENNEL D) T TNE T Trichosporon
spp. & & H 12 AMPH —KIH#RAZ W E bl T &
720X C. lusitanige TL 7277, L LiEhike
2. 2O¥—=X_A 5 2 ATiE, C lusitaniae DTk
BT o mEhTnIEdA, 272L, b
D7 — % 1% AMPH &Yk & itk & ok Bl gAY ™
I 7 AR (CLSI M27 #i7: &) T
LN DTHLILICHETHLENDY £7,
AMPH it P ¥ O B 1 7 1 A 7 $E 3 (CLSI
M44 i, Etest 2 &) DIFHI VT INTWAEEEINT
WETOTT, 5113 2 ORI X 5 AMPH Tif 7%
P—=RA T AD, EFLD C. krusei X° C. lusitaniae.
SO R G EE 2 LIFLIR G ShTw b
C. glabrata™ (22T, JRICEHEEII R b0 L Mb
nEg,

4. ¥ v > 7 1 %% (MCFG, CAS) fittt

BUE, WRTlEF v v 714 Y RPERSEE LTI
CAS, MCFG B U'7 = K5 7 7 ¥~ (anidulafun-
gin) O 3HHPHKEASINTVE T, TNHD3
DODOF ¥ VT4 ¥ RIIHT B % Candida spp.D K
SHEAEH N RIS 2 2 L3, o b DK%
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PE—RA 5 2 RO G SR DGR, &

IR VAR & 72 (I PEAR DN &G L 729 B O AF
RV ROWLNTT, LA oT, 5100
Frx 74 VREIIOWTHONEZET— 71X
ZOEFZoK VO F v 74 Y RFEIZHTIED
HIENTELLEV)DIFTT, FFTRTORZN
P—RA T AOKERIE, Fv T4 VREITHT
% IEZVEMD C. albicans, C. glabrata, C. tropicalis, C.
krusei, C. lusitaniae 72 £ TIEE < C. parapsilosis
& C. guilliermondii THRWZ L Z/RLTWET, Z
WEF v ¥ 74 Y REWKREL RO Candida spp.\2xf
L CRERGENZ2BEER 2 RT b0 ™%, #%H
DIESZ D 2 WA TIIFHRMIC L@ nw2 E
CERYHD L TTY,

— RIS F v T CRBEMPERO ST & D
OTENE SN TVETD, TNFTTEBS A ikF
BB RZH — A 5V 2AOHE 7 (RS, 4)
T TIEEREZ 25 S MR L Z 2
bNEd, FWEOH THEN—HL 225 TYT
»5 C. guilliermondii DTS I b @2 & 72
FIXHEN TS . ZOWHEE C parapsilosis DiiFPEIX
BEOLL =Rk BbhE 325, TD—F., HE
HIUCT P 2 S L7z (T 7ab b Rtk e o 72)
Candida spp.& L Cix. SNSOWMEL D D C albi-
cans, C. glabrata, C. krusei 72 & DJEHBI DT ) A5Te
LAHML F§ H%®T0,

F v VTS RO RS 2008 4F IR
HEAL I NZEH YD TT L. in vitro/in vivo FHEIVED
L SN T ZIFiUE, 7L =284 ¥ b b A
TYo F720 207 7 ZADOFEANI T %KY Ofiif
PEALDIER & 7 o THBEDRBR L e olz v ) H
BloMmEd FELHICEETF>T0ETY, Fr v
TA Y REOMEHBENATEILRL TV BT
2. SHRINSDOTRTOEIIO W TR %
MDD Z EPUEETT,

5. MEREMMEHROBEEIHIFICL > TEEZH»?

SENTRY Program o 3 #t# * ' * & ARTEMIS
Program ® 1 #t#5 ¥ T, EEZHH -1 5 2
DOXGE L 7= VOB IO T oo T FE B i P
R OIS T L IZEE - i LT E 9, SENTRY
Program O X 71346k (£ KREE A F 5%
212), 77 AU A, BXra—avs, /2

(10)

ARTEMIS Program TIZZDIINNIT7 7V 7 - Akt
WET VT - KPEO 2z 5h g g,
DEDASOHREDHRE T LO/2DNPERETT,
FLCZ % ITCZ 22\ TEILKIZ BT 2 S EE 23
o (727 - RPFFEEE &) 2% kb
BUEA D Y T 3A, ZOMOFLERIEIIOWTIE
BELALEBALNER A

ARTEMIS Program IZZMLTW57 Y7 « KF
FEHIROMEZIE52H D £ 9, ERITIEEED 2
W A Y PR L—v 7, BENK LR T, RSk
BOHARPLOBNMEH ) TEA. TOHRNTY—
NA T 7 AEHTIRDBLZENIRBETH Y. [FE

TIE &L D 24 i i% A © 7 A Taiwan Surveillance of
Antimicrobial Resistance of Yeasts (TSARY) 2SHL#%
ENEEFE ORI A RIS LCnE T ™Y,
—H. TIVT  REFEHIEEZRETLETH Y 228
5. HAIZIEHUE R 3RS & #1912 B3 24
WX T 0T T ANRF ol KL BV DITWRITD
BTy, HEPR R EE2PLICZORBEEZEVE
ATHLWEH S TWET,

V. bHPEICH T B Candida spp.D
FENEREICHT 5MHEORKR

INFETHOPETHAREASNTEEMOIE
B3 (F1) 1K 5 Candida spp.FE 55 8RR O i
PN EDRE RO E2 MY 724 Ty i —x
A5 AT HENDPLOMEERELTATL
720 ZOBRNTHBHEOTLELED 5200, F72138H
WL 11 OMEORHBRE> "W 2T oD
MBRT7TTo TD% IENORF S N7z MbikizB
B Y, F 73 Bl It o H % TIUE S R e
VEBOERDEERICOVTOT =% TT A, 2EH
BECirbNzENED 22o0GFhTwET, 12
EEA R L A Tl L B RAE B R RE T — XA
J v ANf5E4 (Japan Invasive Mycosis Surveillance
[JIMS] study group) 2 & Zﬁﬂ‘-"‘% 5 v A" T,
CNUE A 156 DB I B VT, 2001 ~ 2002
ﬁ@l&ﬁéﬂ%éhtﬁzw&ﬂmm%$%m%
® Candida spp./3 B8Rk 535 M & x4t & L<C. EWNE
o6t EREHE (FLCZ, ITCZ, VRCZ, 5-FC,
AMPH, MCFG) 1239 2 &z —~_1 5 v 2
rHWE LCTirbhE L7z b9 1 D0 gEX



T L 72 > TIHENE L 72 Japan Antifungal Sur-
veillance (JAS) Program (2320 < T3>, =
H LD —XA T 2%, 2001 4E2 5 2005
4 F TORE 3 NI b7 o TR 4 11 i T
SN BEREDB X USRI O ERIR 75 BEFRAR R 1,561
BRIZOWT, 7V = VRELZ PG E 5 SHPTER
AR T 2 B R EHME T, €0k
P& TN T W72 Candida spp.BIRRE 1,486 k12D
WTONT 77— 2RT7TITIRLE L7,
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F92O00KBES—XALF X, JIMS & JAS
Program (2817 %, FLCZ 72 5 NIZ VRCZ IZ2OW T
ORREZWR LTS L. 7V = VRER KR
L EN5B C. albicans, C. parapsilosis B & O C. tropi-
calis \2BIFT 5 FLCZ WM E (21 1.8, 0.8,
3.2% vs. 0.2, 4.6, 0%) . VRCZ I3 (Zhzh
1.4, 0.8,4.8% vs. 02,0, 1.5%) &% D F§, Wi h
DEA, WFHROBEFIZOVTH I —XA T ¥
BT BMHEHEICRE ZENTRL, KT

£6 LONPDTO =NV =S 5V AIBT B Candida TERFED
4T 0 L TR S A o St 3 1) B

N Husg R DA (%)
&S e . o .
y o | PLELRYE | Candida WiFE ek FIUH | TIT - w &
(ORI A0 o | tis | TTUA S TIT
KE 795 FTvT A7 3 2 R | AP
1997 4 FLCZ |Candida spp. &=f&| 25 | 1.6 2.4 Pfaller et al (1998) 38
(306 #) [ARTEMIS Program]
ITCZ 113 | 33 2.4
1997 ~ 1999 4£ | FLCZ |Candida spp. &fk| <10 | < 4 <2 <10 Pfaller et al (2001) 4
(1,175 %) [ARTEMIS Program]
VRCZ <2 | <1 <1 <1
2006 ~ 2007 4£ | CAS Candida spp. 1K 0.3 04 0 Messer et al (2009) 45
(1,448 #&) C. albicans 0 0 0 [SENTRY Program]
C. glabrata 0 0 0
C. parapsilosis 0.8 0 0
C. tropicalis 0 0 0
AMPH | Candida spp. &=t 0.1 1 0.5
C. albicans 0.8 0 0
C. glabrata 0 0 0
C. parapsilosis 0 3.3 0
C. tropicalis 0 4.8 0
5FC Candida spp. &1k 43 2.9 4.7
C. albicans 3.2 0.8 1.2
C. glabrata 0 0 0
C. parapsilosis 0.8 3.3 0
C. tropicalis 3.8 4.8 8.3
FLCZ | Candida spp. &1k 8.7 2.9 5.6
C. albicans 0.5 0 0
C. glabrata 28.6 18.2 21.1
C. parapsilosis 4.1 5.0 0
C. tropicalis 0 0 2.8
ITCZ Candida spp. &K 351 314 27.7
C. albicans 2.7 24 1.9
C. glabrata 97.7 90.9 94.7
C. parapsilosis 56.6 70.0 56.6
C. tropicalis 37.7 33.9 27.8
VRCZ | Candida spp. &=fk 2.1 0.7 1.6
C. albicans 0 1 0
C. glabrata 11.3 9.1 7.0
C. parapsilosis 0 1.7 0
C. tropicalis 0 0 0
1997 ~ 2005 4 | FLCZ |C. albicans 2.4 2.4 1.2 0.6 0.9 |Pfaller et al (2007) 4
(205,329 k) C. glabrata 14.0 14.0 16.0 19.1 13.5 |[ARTEMIS Program]
C. tropicalis 3.0 3.0 2.6 2.9 8.1
VRCZ | C. albicans 1.9 1.9 1.1 0.3 0.9
C. glabrata 9.6 9.6 9.9 9.1 7.7
C. tropicalis 44 44 3.5 2.6 4.7

(11)
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£7 bYBEOY—RA 5V AMEICHSND Candida T 5 HME O % FEHTE AR 3 5 T k48 B

e Hdsk [ IR S — F WA O PESEEE (%)
WPRIORTE | szen | e | PRRRR TG dlcplce|crlcalcu oo

1991 ~ 1995 | BEH (2) 74 FLCZ 3.0 1.5

JH T2 (1997) 9

SO O O
SO OoO O

0 0
AMPH 0 0
0 0

1995 ~ 1996 | i (1) 285 FLCZ 0.4 I4E1EA (1998) %
ITCZ 1.3
AMPH 0
>FC 0.9

1998 B (D) 197 FLCZ

0 HAED (2000) %)
ITCZ 0
0

5FC 0.8

1994 ~ 2000 | BEH (1) #7100 | FLCZ 13.5
ITCZ 13.5
AMPH 0
5FC 0
MCFG 0

/NERIEA (2006) 7

coflocco|coococo

1996 ~ 2001 | i (1) 38 FLCZ | 56 100 W HLUZ4: (2003) %

._.
=
Q
N
)
J
~
w

2001 ~ 2002 | 4z (156) 535 FLCZ @ Takakura et al (2004) %

[Japan Invasive Mycosis
Surveillance (JIMS) ]

5FC
MCFG

2002 ~ 2003 | ¥t (1) 92 FLCZ
ITCZ
AMPH
5-FC
MCFG

AN IZA (2003) 100

-~ ) ~
SloccocoB|lojjoococo|oco

2003 ~ 2004 | H{Z (6) 665 FLCZ
ITCZ
AMPH
5FC
MCFG

P32 (2006) 1V

o

2002 ~ 2004 | dtJLIH (2) 41 FLCZ
ITCZ
AMPH
5FC
MCFG

JHutE2» (2005) 10

—
[=Releole el l=ReRele)

(=]

1999 ~ 2005 | bk (1) 57 FLCZ
ITCZ
VRCZ
AMPH
5FC
MCFG

JHE HH (2007) 10

© o [ = N o =
NooNNN|cococoo|ococofF|ocRhoRo|lcococo D ooy |cocoRo|coBo

2001 ~ 2005 | 4=k (11) 1,486 FLCZ 02 | 46
ITCZ 02 | 43
VRCZ 02 | 21
5FC 06 | 0.6

59 7.0 | DILIED (2004) 5

” (2006)

»  (2006)5%
[Japan Antifungal
Surveillance (JAS) Program]

6.9

[N = o 0 _ 00w -
w ¢ )]
e | D00 woww|ocoocoo|coco®Ro|lococo@o|lofoL il |co8d|occocoo

SO DO | oo o0

S OO

*C. a.=C. albicans ; C.gl.= C. glabrata ; C. p.= C. parapsilosis ; C.t.= C. tropicalis ; C.k.= C. krusei ; C.gu.= C. guilliermondii ;
C.1.=C. lusitaniae
a) FF I TR CTOFERIEIC OV T 24 R H & 48 R 2 MIC 25IEEE N TV 525, CLSIM27-A3 125t T 7 V' — VRIS
DWTI ML) ¥ I REBEROFEE ZRE LT 24 K. AMPH & 5FC 20Tl 48 REffifi, MCFG (22Tl 24 Ry i %
gt ADYAN
b) 3DODEM DT — 5 M0 L L2 DEFIL 72

(12)



5% LT E WAV LRVTY, $72, FhZho
P —XA T 2 A TOFLCZIKEZ R C. glabrata
(28T % FLCZ RS (5.2 vs. 4.6%) & VRCZ it
PEAHIE (4.2 vs. 2.1%) . b FLCZ &2k C.
krusei \Z31F 5 FLCZ iifPEMIEE (53.8 vs. 59%) &
VRCZ M ESHEE (0 vs. 6.9%). DWTNIZDOWTDH,
BIE-HLERMEONTwET, TO200H
W =L 5 2DF—F1d, BTl z7a—n
WA —_A 5 v A, $71Z ARTEMIS Program &%
WKBBOAFIBEL TS E s Tl s v
323, C. glabrata ® FLCZ MBI 7211, EINO
139 HMEwv X 9 TF (ARTEMIS Program Tid 15%
Hifk)o SN xFNCT UL FLCZ & VRCZ K ¥
% Candida spp.D &z 35 — I HFRIZIT T
BLTWAZLED) W bNET, FhFNERE
DHRVIER (72721 C. krusei \22 W CTIEHEMRE DD
WO E ) X IRTOENEZHEIC
bRrshTwEd, ME—opflsfix, FLCZ k2D
50% % 3 = W HHEE T C. albicans & C. tropicalis 1<
AN 3 HhE O 1 %D S 0L T Y,
FEDZRHEHIT DD FHAD 5 2 DFFZR 7R
(iR NAL OB - SRR - EIRE L v o
ToBAE R, BREYHED Y 1 7, TRk - H#
B EOBESIAT AL NikEG: &) SEE L0
EHER S MET,

FLCZ % VRCZ & 130 BRI, b AHUSE L T
RBH SN TV B DL, ITCZ xS 2 & WOt
A FE T, JIMS & JAS Program B 1) A ifif P40
BRI L, TY—VREREZED 3HHE, C
albicans (1.4 vs. 0.2%), C. parapsilosis (0.8 vs. 0%),
BLOC. tropicalis (4.8 vs. 1.5%) . IZDOWTIFEIIE
DIFENDRNDO TS, RIEZE 2 Wi, C. glabrata
(56.3 vs. 4.3%) & C. krusei (38.5 vs. 6.9%). (ZBIL
TiE, WIBEOY—XA TV ANEFMICEWEIE %
ALTWE T, MMOENHERE T D W RT3 5
PSR, BHE O JIMS ¥ 4 7 L ARHEE D JAS
Program ¥ £ 7L IZE > D2 h T (7)o
70— V=R T ADKERIE, B S
A7IIRIEFEHL T (R BERLo2H—N
49V ADBT, ZNET AR L HARENOGE
BT3 5. ITCZEZM Ny — 22T EDEN
BELTVEDOTL &) D RELREMTH S L [HK
2y TR OBINC /T DB IFITHIREICE 5 T

(13)
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FEYDIFRMETYT, 2H) LY —A 50 2]
L2 it 7% [ T AR 72 ITCZ &M kb & B¢
T, WLT7Y—=VRHEDFLCZ R VRCZ 253 % &
ZHIZE ) LIEWDE AN W L 2 EEICAN
THMLFET L, ZOHERIT LD RO EZHERBO
ERTFHIIHY €9 TT, RELREBLA-ZLTY
A ITCZIEF L KICEBE LG TIo T, iR
Ex FIFIUE RT3 EHFBITHII LT ERREE
PHHEOREEZTRHL EHICRYET, ZhiEH
REOBZMEMEH 7L — MRS T, HlOF v

FTHERIDHIBIETTOT, T LSRR
DR FIZERIEHEDD 5D TIE BV E > T
HLEZAHATT, WINIZLTYH C. glabrata X C.
krusei \Zxt 9 % ITCZ &= DR ERH IOV TIL,
PHEIHERT 2 LESH ) 9,

5-FC, AMPH B X 0" MCFG ® 3 7 5 A, 3HDOHT
BERFIZHLTE, BN EA EDRRIE, —3
L COWTNOWREIZE T &IHAN0 B i P
JEAMR N & 2R LT E T, JIMS Tl Kk 8%FE
JE D 5-FC M PEBEEAS C. tropicalis ([ B\ T H LT
WESH, M F 23 ROMEE TOY -, F ¥
AT T oMK BIBENTVEEA,
AMPH & MCFG I22W T, §XTOREH R
x Mb T AN BRI S e d o 72
ELTwET, 29 LENHEOMRIE, 7a—
PNV —RA T Y ADRER EFERITIE—FH L T
HEVZZEITT,

JAS Program (2 X 2 EHH—_A 5 ¥ 2D ™~
W2, FRBEICBIT 5307 VvV —VRE (FLCZ,
ITCZ, VRCZ) (25t 2 Tt 1 5 BE 0 fE AR 1 By 1) 12 B
FTET=INETENTE T, TNEHE D ARTEMIS
Program I2 X 2 70— N V¥ =L 5V ADF—%
LFRTRSICRLE LA, MEEEINTELT
V= VR 2 WAED 9 B, C. glabrata ®
FLCZ i P A EE 13 3.8% (2001/2002 4E) — 2.2% (2003
)= 7.5% (2005 4F) & LA L. C krusei I2B VT
&Y —JEEEEE % B (0%— 57%— 93%) & 7R
LTwEd, —FH, ZFa—=2\H =4 5V AT,
WIENORMHE D Mo SEnb oo, ik
DOLEHIZRI STV ARVWESITT, 2O ENH,
DAE TG EIEN TR LS EA TV BT
MR DHLEEZ LT T,
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V1. Aspergillus spp. DI EFZEM4ICEEY 5
JO—NIH—AXA45 > 2LV HE%E
ECHROPOEICEITHIEAT —N1
Z U ADER

AR, 7 ARNVFENRNE, &) DT FROARE
REEYET 2OV )V ZAE, DFEABBE D RIEA L E
BFhETEHIoTWET, LD, HRIH
5b AMPH R L7 V' — V%3 (ITCZ, VRCZ 7
E) xS % Aspergillus spp. DIt EIZ% { DEILA
FFToTwId, —RIKIRE DR = 2R 3E%Z
1% Candida spp.Z DAMDOEEEEIZ { & TN E ]
W2H Y 3, KRIRE DD TlX. Scedosporium apios-
permum (A7 FARY) 7 AGERKNE) &% 5AT
Aspergillus terreus ® AMPH J&ZVE DR 12w & v
BT EFT ™, F—Z M) 7B 582 10 £ [
(1996 ~ 2006 1) (24D S N7z A. terreus D IR
BERE (48 4%) B X OBRBETEEMR (31HR) IZoWwWT D
MR B O WA H1E. T OBERIERMIZIE
AMPH 128 L CT—XIFETH L Z EAVREINTVE
T —F. A. fumigatus XL A. flavus 7z &
AMPH B2 PER & Wb T X 72 Aspergillus spp.
BV THMMALPHZO X IR £ Lz, &
THHEHSNEZDIR, 7V - VR¥ELE ELLHN
%R A. fumigatus Dkk 4 REMTH V. LT
ROy —RI by ) T7OY M7 asb AR
FIHFBASA S L E 5 Rl o 5 1A W5
HISEAT DFER, Z D A. fumigatus ZEFE & S 72558
RO KL, Aspergillus J& DFWFEA. lentulus &
FMESNE L2 ZAlIE Aspergillus & L T4
BELIHEREZETLIERD1DOTY,

7V = VR LTI, in vitro TITCZ itk
ZIRY A, fumigatus FEIR 5 HERR D AEAE DS LIHT A2 & HI
SNTWE L7z ™ i Pk o 7 BESE B 1 2%
F 713 5%" LR s, — O ITCZ it Pk &
VRCZ 2 LM 7 — VRIIZH L THMMETDH 5
kRN ARERTwE§ ™Y, S5k
i, VRCZ LR3I L 22 iR iR 7
ANV F N ZHE - 3 B0 F ek k A 5 VRCZ &
ITCZ (2% 7R3 A. fumigatus H353EES L, Z D
KA in vitro/in vivo B S B SR ) F L2,
EHIZITCZR VRCZ DA B9, HELHETIX

(14)

F ZERIRE A S LT 2\ posaconazole,  Z ALIZIRK
K CHFEB 12 D % ravuconazole X isavuconazole
ZxF L CHIE L k%R T A, fumigatus VR 75 BERR
OWMEDWZTVETY,

L) ICHEFEMERENETETRELY
O—2X7 v 7ENTWBIRRIZH 5 DIFTTA Can-
dida spp. DA 2R D & Aspergillus spp.. 71
FHEEHED A. fumigatus, ZExXfHRE L2770 —N)y
LAV 22IEEN L ANV DI — XA 5 2 20
FRZOBOBBELRO N T F g By
INOEDOH—RA TV ADMR R8T LD F
L7z0 771 Rk &9 Aspergillus spp. & L Tldie KB
BORKEZNRE L7270 —NLF—_g 52"
TlE. —# D non-fumigatus Aspergillus spp.’5-Bfi ik
A3 ITCZ TS (A, niger 24%, A. versicolor 4%)
ZRL72HOD, A. fumigatus 553 HkH 2 ITCZ i %
HiZ1#kddHY TLATLA, 51T, VRCZIiE:
BHICES> T EDOWEICBWTHIFLEALHS2 S
T RAMEERTRERIE o7z vw) 2 LI
%) 9, F72SENTRY Program ®H%—~XA4 5
ADKERY TH, A. fumigatus 49 ¥k 2 ITCZ % 72
X VRCZ T PEMRIZFET L7 27T VAL 4%
) — o 3 Jitiak TINEE S 7z A fumigatus 200 FRH 2
b ITCZ % 7213 VRCZ IZiiPE &2 /R § Wbk IZ A b2z
Doz TEA, F 505021 ik 5o 170 #
HIZ 3RO ITCZ i (7272 L VRCZ 1213 &) oW
OB ENE Lz —F. DAE®D JAS Program
DEEY —XA 52 2" m5id, A fumigatus
26 RHIZ 1 RR72U T AT ITCZ itk - VRCZ BN
WSO o T E T,

DX )T A fumigatus ER 5 BERR Y O ITCZ it
PRSI X PRSI, Lo d VRCZ I BRI
7 IB M E 2 R WHRAS R ST nwZ & F
72 AMPH 156 LT —RIif 1k & S b A. terreus D
T OGRS EEREASITCZ R VRCZ 2%} L TREMET
HoleZ LIIVTNOFVRKERTT, L LEE
W E VST, DAENTH ITCZ D A. fumi-
gatus BETET 5 Z L DHEFC o 72bIF T, L7z
Ao Ty G ITCZ R VRCZ O, 2T HiHk 5
&2 ZRPERE O MBI INIE T S A2
5. Aspergillus spp.DEZVEY —RA4 T2 %72
Candida spp.®Z N & FAFRICEZEM T 2 LELDH 5
ZEWEHHATY . —H. A fumigatus ® AMPH i

-
—
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KR8 /=N H =L 5 ABLTHAZOMOEDENY—XA F > AI2BT5
Aspergillus spp. & < \Z A. fumigatus O K FEDLE R IEI59 5 IS E

TR SR Hudsg - WEER A TR AREL | PLEL A 3E i} b T PESEE (%) £ &
2000 ~ 2006 4F | 7 T —\)L 771 ITCZ | A. fumigatus 0 Pfaller et al (2008) 11
A. flavus 0
A. niger 24
A. terreus 0
A. versicolor 4
Aspergillus spp. 21K 2
VRCZ | A. fumigatus <1
A. flavus 0
A. niger 0
A. terreus 0
A. versicolor 0
Aspergillus spp. &k <1
2006 ~ 2007 4 | 7" 1 — 7NV [SENTRY Program] 49 ITCZ | A. fumigatus 0 Messer et al (2009) )
VRCZ ” 0
AMPH z 0
1945 ~ 1998 4F |+ 5 » F 4, 21 Jifii% 170 ITCZ |A. fumigatus 1.8 (3/170) |Verweij et al (2002) 11®
VRCZ ” 0
AMPH ” 0
? T VA 45— 3k 200 ITCZ | A. fumigatus 0 Dannaoui et al (2004) 117
VRCZ ” 0
2001 ~ 2005 4F | H AZE, 11 fEq7k 26 ITCZ | A. fumigatus 4 (1/26) 11132 (2004) 5
VRCZ ” 0 ” (2006) 5
” (2009) 5
[JAS Program]

BRI hIToIrplInTwIti,
AMPH 23t b o R W& -2 L %
Z2ET L, MWALISEZ 2.0RIEIh» 50k &
XZ9TT.

BbhUIC

TFEZEEDITETRVWHHICZoTLEVEL
725, =N LSOV O KRB 7 R — XA
T YADFNT— . ORI TIEH > TH
FEND S F EE RV — FRRiks» Sl S h
TWb7F—%%, MIEOWDLTRYFEL L THML
F L7z ZOMRRNS . HWIEGSERFE & <12
Candida spp. & Aspergillus spp.D AP DO W
T, TOBREBIDB DR Y AZTELZOTIERN
TLEI Do BOHY DX, PLER M D H)
ECEH LTI ERZHECOMEN RIS THWET
A, EOFPIZIANT T HRTOTHRET LI L %
WL T2 EZATT, MEMRIIHIzo T, &
OO R L I Lz E B nwE g,

113, DO EOPIE R TEOBIRZIEL <A
5721, M (F 23 120w T ok
Bt —_A T VAP RTHY) ., TNEFEMT
% 72 DF N MR Z ML T 5 LD D L

(15)

W) RTY,

B 2120%, A BE R S EBEOMHEY — X1 F
Y ADFERIE, FNENOFHN IR R B M) & K
MY 5b0TY, TNIENTRESEIILLER
BT =5 DOTYH, fxHDOENE DO TREN
TLHHETT, TNIEIKHENTOH—XA T~
APRPER N EERRIBLTWE T,

B3E, DIAMERRIIEEZMTHL AL S
NTVLRETH > T, MHHEILT b b Kk
WOWHBLTERI L L W) HTT, Lzd> T,
WHA» S IZEEEZEZONLLETH, lc 05
BERRICOWTHBEZ R ) MIC 2l L7z kT, &
T e itz ETRETY,

B4, TR EELZLTTI, WAl LT
WHEHOMBEMZ 20w ) ETT, ShET
DHE S WHER O MBUHE L, &G L 72 ED°
AR RBIM AL L, UEREOEREITEI R
BelF 2 &) BHECRED I ERGhoTE T,
CoZ lix, PHiHEG % &0 TRERGH & e PR
LYNZwv &) 2 RHEOPIERIEIC X 5 RUGH#
ZRET B LR, RO RGFHEELZIKT 25
X9 IR ORI F 72 1 B AL E O AT %
TEZ720HMT 5 LOEEEEZRLTVET,
HAART (high active antiretroviral therapy) @& A



134

& o> CTHIVEGEEHEOEBHREIUEL, dh
V3 T OB 72 EREE A > 2 5 E DS
L721E2 Y H FLCZ Yk C. albicans D5 HEMEE &
BWTFLAZE" W RrEZEORVWEARATY, —
Fy KA e U CREICH SR EE 5 2 Th
BHEERAHNE. MBI PR ERTETI. it
PERIE I X % K gens B DR B LR E 3 B A1
EEEHT, BEREOHAL Vo 21T FRER
WENBEERE LY FE2#bELNE, FHVH £
ThHY)FHAY, IhEMlofe LT, fER
SEMPE DO RO F ) 7 Y AL A A3 T D R HE
RTITbhD I L2 CTEEZBEX T,
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