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Absidia corymbifera
Cunninghameilla elegans
Saksenaea vasiformis
Cokeromyces recurvatus
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Candida auris
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— Candida musae
Candida lusitaniae
Candida intermedia
Candida akabanensis

Candida rugosa
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Candida ethanolica
Candida krusei

£ & FPichiaceae

0 4
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Candida freyschussii

—

_L‘— Candida glabrata

03+ A F}Saccharomycetaceae J

Candida palmioleophila
Candida saitoana

Candida schatawii

Candida parapsilosis
Candida viswanathii
Candida tropicalis

Candida albicans

Candida dubliniensis

T 13 <112 A BtDebaryomycetaceae

Scnrzosaccnaromyces pom be
Knuc

sajel@dAwoleyddes 5 ¥ 21

T 2 28SrDNA(D1/D2)IZ k5 E E CandidaD 9 F %5k

#1

F1 AR FEREEEDHAFE

YohnvAvAH EEIRIFEERE DS

TH & A

Bl family BE (L& correct name) EFROELEERE
Candida albicans IcCREC
Candida dubliniensis EICEU
7 /AT AR = > oo =
i e ol M Candida tropicalis P =11}
Candida parapsilosis P =114
Meyerozyma guilliermondii Candida guilliermondii, Pichia guilliermondii
HunOv{ A% Nakaseomyces glabrata Candida glabrata
Saccharomycetaceae Kiuyveromyces marxianus Candida kefyr
FF P TR Clavispora lusitaniae Candida lusitaniae
Metschnikowiaceae Candida auris HIcEG
v 7HY o . " . . L .
R Pichia kudriavzevii Candida krusei, Issatchenkia orientalis
Pichiaceae
J7IARA AR Wickerhamomyces anomalus Candida pelliculosa, Pichia anomala, Hansenula anomala
Phaffomycetaceae
gl{p Tdyijgéj:ae Geotrichurm candidum P =114

EERAEATVWAHFIFELTORREFRETTLE.




IV. SRR

b MERA IR, FER E L TAREREZ AT 500 L REREORA
WZEVRBIETDHORHLH, ML THIRONTZEHEDO A DHREMEEZ O
DTHIUL, TOHBEENRHINDITTTH S, RIS, BEFESE MIEEL
THRMEZ 7R 9720113, R 37°CI I L EDIRE TRENAIETH L Z & &
b MEEB L O MENERE CTHONOIEEDOAZFH L TREARETH D Z
EMERIRSEME L EZAOND, B MRERERE (R 1 OEbEL) ([TOWTIE, &£
BRI XD 0888 VI (fF 7 2 b—Jb, e, B U= R Y h—)L %
FATET, 40°CTHEFTED) WWRFBTLZ LIRS T0nD 11D, FIiZE
o U 7= HEERE S.cerevisiae 70 FARE VI IZIRE L, EBRICE < O2H YB3 H
HINTWVD B, 2T TORSNEEFRELSOFHFRFIZONWTIEIES =
FEED A S 3TN =3 1319 T4 C.albicans DR IA - & L C Candidalysin
MR S E O s S oo b 5 19,

MEHIMME & £ O#Fr

FFE OB EDFEEOPLEEANC R U RS 2R3 (BRI Filik
krusei (P. kudriavzevii) @ 7 /L2t — LitE 19 Sl LTHbNTE Y, W
(CE AR, NS OEMENFEE TE UL MR O R 2 5723 L TRt
DHEE DN & DREPETTRE & 72 5, PLEBELFRIERAT L R EREOREN EE T
HHPZATHD,

Lor L &3NS, ARGEIIEE RIS L TR S 2 WA
(B D MM E R S BRRAICRIE & 7o T D, 7 Y — LR FTEBE RIS
DT & L Cidm 32T 1 — VA SRR OFEREE SR (2 BEH L 7 s 1

(ERG11, ERG3) ZENERTHY, £/2. v T 4 VU REFEKICKHTS
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Wic, ZDXITHERE 2 LI D 5 T FE b S h>2H 5,

— 7. MR ORYE pH ZH#ERF+ 25 2 & THIBINA A4 OlaH M2 R 5 72
ELVBEHEOMI T v ARG LT DRI T e~ gk ATPase (V-ATPase)
IFEFEOE MEEM & OBENE S TWA A, IT4E C. glabrata (28T V-
ATPase [HEI L FTEFEDOHFIRDBOONIH Y H 5, ThbbH, e
PSR SZ I - TRHEIS AR 2 M7 (TR RE IR O — KRB T b & 2 mUTHEE A K
oL o,
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BNZ AT 4 Ty — 1 X LSS D OPHEFIRATER D IR E 23 2
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PR 72 QNGB8 AL 5 D et B 3 3R < SRD B LD, BRFUTE T DA
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&2 %, FETIT, MERIRFHC X 2680 HE Sz, BN EE RIEG] 0%
PRRBEIIARCTH D, REIE IXMIKOEFERT RIS TRIERSE SN T5E1T,
Al e HERL/MZ MALDI-TOF MS £ 721350 FAW P TIEIC TRIEZ1T/R 5 Z
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C. glabrata, C. tropicalis 72 & DO/BEFEENRU N TR E W OGRS AL, W5
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INILETH D,

—%je
WF2ext 2 HIRIE 2010 4F 1 H~2016 4FE 12 A TH YV . 015 sk, ZEEFR

R, EMERKT, BWIT SR, R, sk, e RSP sl

BV R, AR R, PO T SE P ile . RIREERIRT:, RIRTTSLRTE, Kl
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r>>

R, WEBSIER RS, ERS BRI ERE o ¥ — EHEHRE TH -
Iz HEMRNAMEFEZES TR (ZAET 2599 %) &, FRFELMEL

FEELZBS TR SNTWRNIETH %,

1. A PVFME (BT 5 EEERIRE ORAEEE

71 > ZIE 1089 FilH 781 il CRRBIAUKG A& 23 T4, 152/781 il (19.5%) THR
RS2 S 7o, FIEIIRERORE & CR2Wr S EfNIE 133 FiCTh v . FlElET
RERBDIRIN-T2580 O 648 5l 5 B, 279 #iT follow-up DIRFEHKEA 2N T
AUy 19 BIDHT 722 & 417z, Follow-up MREMEE TH Y Rk L OFHENED &
DN, A VA MIEIT K L THEREEBRIIATOA TV S 720, IRYRE B LY
THRBLEZZ B2 0N 5,

ZWHNE 3 7= LT, BEERZIEIO proven (X ARMRES M AR ES
BTH U VEDBFEH S5 & L, probable [ ZHRAN 2 Er (RS T AN=THE), £
T I ARSI 28 CHERF AN Z DJRIN & 72 5 25 A (DM, miflER &) &
HFD 72056 possible IFNRAEHEZ FERF EAYIRIR A 2 23 2 " RetE D & 5 25
RIEDOHDGEE LT,

ARSI ZE Dy B IRAE FRORERA 23 72 Z 7 proven fili%72 < | FERFEMIIRIHZAE & D
SERIFS I D L FENE DA BN 5 43%8 L 7= probable 1% 33.8%. possible (% 66.2%, T
bole, ZOTDKRRICHBIT HIRBHEDOZEEE DAL BE L, I P X IfE

BT DHABEIL 12.8-19.5% & L7 (K1), EEE, TEEEREIC K DR
I possible TR T (4 v XLk 0.325,95% 54X [E  0.141-0.887), £ D

(IR RAOIIRAIEG & & EN TR S & 5,
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19.5%

20
16.2%
15 . 54
Possible
10 i
10.8
5 Probable
Proven 0 0
0
Oude Lashof et al.! Ueda T et al.!?
(n=370) (n=781)

1. Large sample size DEFIRWFFEIZISIT 5 1 ¥ A IfSE CTOEEPEIRIFHZ O

FE MR

2. HEITHIRAD 5D HEIE
152 fFIFR 151 B CREM 72 IR BB R3S & 7z, i T IRIRIEIE 32 6] (21.2 %),
WRAG EHANE (2 B8 £ 5 S EEBER S 2 RO T-SERNT 33 BT, PR CTHITHIRZ 1

43.0% & ERITED bz,

3. VX HEIRRZ BT B T D HREER

Eilk LUK T L DB RTEECRREZe 32 filZFR< 120 #ICRRET L, 37 fi
(30.8%) THRAEIRANGRD B iLTz, HEBERZA & A S 72 W IRKSIEHEE R Tl 4.8%I1C
HWE ST, W FRRIETIE 67.7%., BEEBHNA 2 A9 5 ISR 2 Tl 46.2%
EEETHolz, LinL, MITHEIRFABE THAl#E Tl 1/3, %E T
THREREZ 2SN & SO AN TR GRS e SRR OB RE 7
BELDRDOTHEAET D L 2BET D5 & SRR O H TIRFHRE A 0O 1
JEEBET D2 Lid, IRIRED KL OfElRMEN o 5 L HEZZ ST,
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4. N1V HVEIRF A BRE COTEREIEORR (1K 2.)

2D A VEIRIR A BE TOERHIEDRINA X 2127 T, 7Y — /LR 49.3%,
liposomal amphotericin B (L-AMB)IZ 29.6% & &% CT& - 7=, L-AMB i {51 TId#
PH0C flucytosine (SFO)NHEH SN TV e, W FIE~ORBITHERREZ2 S v T
S UREIT, BV FMSEZETRICIE 120 B (78.9%)EH ST\ 28, IRSE
Z52Wr#% fluconazole/voriconazole (58 f5l), L-AMB (33 f3if) (CAEH iz, AR
NI el & UL, MR AE 2 A S R WIRKS SRR ZE 16 i, Mk
725 C.glabrata it 5 72 & CTh o 7o, 7eds, mAMEBITT Y — /L R A FE oral
switch % 32 L 7= iEBIIT 59/152 Bl (38.8%)CTd o 7o, AiRFEEHA M L ARAS B i
KB GEBEFRZ 72 L 41.5£22.8 H, HBEHHZAH D 50.6£33.4 H) LML, 41
RIZEEITIE 62.6£37.7 H & RENRIE A L7-,

100

g N IS MEE m RS 2 2 NbF
B éaﬁﬁﬁ 85
6o
40
20.6
, 19.1 17.1 154
3.9

AR R - .l

FoVTaoY 7N —)U L-AMB 5 FCH A

2.7 Y A PEIRIR SR W IS 36 1T 2 SR B AR D3R

5. WFAENES (7LAERT Y B, VRCZ)., W ARFiT

B IR PR B A SE BNk L, KEGMEF SO A R T A 2 5 TIEHEM#
O DO EFE W FAENES ZHERE L TV A2, SEIORETIE 2 floRTH
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o7z, Ly LRIIZINE N E P 2B mH A~ DOLREIZ X0 TR IR 2 40 2
EUTIEBNE AR o Tz, — 5, B o DX MIENHER ST, B R 72 & THIH
TEEMEIRPNZE NI S 7= 854 (intravenous drug user 72 & . B TR TFAH
I TR, TORBEATT D0 DX MIEZEIE & DEITR D,

MRS 2R (2 %9~ 2 1REBR 4614 2 I REILL Lo follow-up 24T 7= 136 B, ARJRZA
D EG D ITIEBNT 110 6] (80.1%)TH V. ARG T 24/29
(82.8%) L IRIRITRIHULT 2 b DD BIFREAEN G O N T, RN LS
AOHED BB LR S| BEICH TR AN )7 0 A TV DIERSC, PLERFHEKE
BT b B 2580 D RER 72 & P, IRFHE % H.0(T antifungal stewardship
F— 2 Wik L O E et 5,

AEE

AMTFEIE ESLOTFE T IE N A AR ERITICBAFERERE (AMED), Rk 29 4R it
B« P BB YIEE | ek 2 SROBT A I8 5 A S5 B R I S8 S 3 TR BRI R BB R YE D
SR IRVEMREB & 55 - IS - IEENE OBFE (WHEREE  ENLEGYENT St &
Mk | XD HFEETHD,
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Clinical question 2. R U = F Y — VL IEHIZ B\ T, therapeutic drug
monitoring(TDM) (Z X 5 antifungal stewardship CRWEA DO P2y bu—

IXFTRED>?

R Y 3 —)b (VRCZ)ERFEIZBW T, CYP2C19 DEIFEMIZ XD poor
metabolizer [ LI HHEERF EEELZ 2T 25 2 ENMESN TS | BEBEITT
T ANTEL 2, AARTTDM ZEfid 5B WL o> Tno, 22T, EEME
FHES3 % VRCZ M REDOHSE 37 X% A, TDM %5 H L 7= antifungal
stewardship (2 X D EITER TRICRWEH = > b o — L O RAZEI 3 2 ERIRBF TS
172, Clinical question [ VRCZ J## 1235 C, TDM (Z L % antifungal stewardship

BIER ORI = b r— LIZATHENN? ) IZE 2 H~< . AMED [ZHEPERER)
JERYLIE DI IR MERER & 3525 - BWTIE - BIENEOISE (IREE) ] OFHEL LT,

U

SRR IR LT OWE LD TS, ZOMk % Z 2 T 5.
T~ —

1. 4[H 5 fiz% T, VRCZ IBHRICE VT TDM % HEfii L 7= 401 Fl a2 %f5: & LT,

2. BGEOETRIL, AMEL 66%., ML T15%Th o7

3. MFEEZSEFNC W THERI R G I3 B m e 3720 2 E RS TW 5208, 3/13 f
23.1%) TOHRFEREINTEY , ZORIFEENLETH D,

4. JVTF=r 7 VT T A <30 mL/Gy DG 26 fiH 2 7T VRCZ FEHHIH
FEH &N TW e, BRI TS CIXENAIOWINAITH 5 AN KT F L=
—T ) p—7uFFA Y (SBECD)ERMNAE LD AREMENRH Y, O
S RERGERINT REThoT,
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10.

11.

12.

13.

. VRCZ EIZ X Y SBECD #FED AJREVEDS & 5 R MM EHNT (HD)HBE 26 1

B B CORERFPEH STV, —FH, 4372 SBECD 7 U T 7 A
IR C & 2 Bt i IS EENT (CHDF) Tl 9 il 5 il (55.6%) & Hlehy
ERITTERAIME T STV,

WH) 722 A4 I 7 TO TDM EfiilE 89% Th -7 (HHfE6 HH),
Wb, # 4 I 7T TDM Z1To7fEfflo 56, HIEM K VKK Z
T AR LTCREENE D e o 7oy, @& b 7 713 3 FIOREFI TR bz
= L7» 5. poor metabolizer DTFEMHERR S 117=

AREEZEHEE TG L — N2 EE LEFICBO T, BAO#RL TIaRIcK
N7 7{E% 7R L. bioavailability | 84% T o7z, Z DT & KV oral switch IKf
(ZIZFE TDM IZ &L 5 N T 7 IREMER O LENEDN R S L7

IE] TDM AEFIC K0 & b7 7% 2 L7z 108 BiH 103 1] 13T & 7>
OxHEA T (P 32 Fl, WE 71 B, LUK BT 7fE 44 Bl B
TUTH IR 4 6, HEE 19 6] & XS IE 52 %I £ 0 . TDM OiE HIZEI Lah s
BLEVEBWER T T & 72 o T AN A BT

HIEL 7 783 BEES ) DAVTIEBI D 5 B VRCZ 1GHEAkAE L 7 JiE FillZ xf
LAEREIZITV, ZTOHO T 7EIEK 90% T B A ik <7

TDM (235 < HEFAE. k72 £ 0 antifungal stewardship (2 & ¥ . JFFEERE
AT 6.0% & FERDHE & Ll LIRRIZM A 5 Z L TE T,

—J7. BRI GEIEMEE 9.5%) 1XIAMBHM R (P 4 B) ICBEICRIE
LTHEY, TDM IZZo%ictrbiizd (FRig6 ), FHOREIHFHTE
720N,
RITESEAERHCIE L7 b7 7EIZRIEN E AR OMBEEZRD, Iy M 47

fEIIATRETE 3.5 pg/mL, FRIER 4.2 pg/mL TH o7z,
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14, FBEEFNZI T 1524 B (62.5%) T VRCZ 1TH Ik S u7=23, fRIERIE
VRCZ IBFARRE I D b T WEE TR T 5 2 LR fE SN TEH Y,
1E1E 10738 f5il (26.3%) & A EICIKE TH - 7=,

15. BIVERIZ&IER.  VRCZ 1R Z ki L 7B ClE, BWER B O b7 7%
ZEBI\CHBEEZMEH T2 LITED,90%L, ETIREA EXE R Th o7z, 7272
U E 21T 5 2 & 2 <RIk T H AR 13 bz,

16. VRCZ B TD ~ T 7 EED < TRHE P Ik /Aikioe o]0 i i, milE
7B O BIE R Btk O 18RRI A TH Y . TDM & iz

antifungal stewardship DZh R38R 7z (I-A),

FextGIx 2015454 A 1 H~20184E3 A 31 HTH Y, ZMMkskiL,
REBRT. FERT, B FERRY., LEERRY, RERFEThoT, T
EERRAMAFEERZES TR (XMAFES 2996 5) %, HFRFHMEAFASE
B2 TRRSNIZIERMIETH 5, VRCZ IHFRICE W TRRYLIE OB S )N B HE
1R, F721% antimicrobial stewardship F— 24723/ A L. TDM % Ffii L 7= EF] %
xtgrd L. TDM fERIC K 2 F S Sk vl CRIER TR R IZ DWW THRET L
oo BB TIIHEGHIIERI LT,

1. VRCZ \ZEBIF 5&G&Gt. RERER

a. SR

W) 22 P GBI E i OHERE | B 58 °£0.5mg/ke & EFE L, AMKREIT 4.5-
6.5 mg/kg 1 H 2 [A], #ERK51T 2.5-45 mgkg 1 H 2 [H & L=, Babed8is 401

B C, HEEOBESFRIL, AN 65.8%., HEFF75.1% Th o1,
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b. JIFREZBE

JFREZIEBNZ IS 1T D IENT 3/13 B (23.1%) TOHRITHOITEY . Z DMtk
ENVETH 5, WAL TIE Child Pugh 2536727 7 2 A, B OAFEZ AN T 5
HFREREFE BT 6 L Tl B G-I REE D22 ER] & A& &3 2 23, MRk
BRI ET 2 Z B0 6 TW5h, 7272 L Child Pugh C O X 5 7o &
FFEERERE EH COEVEIZI TOIL TV W ITEZ O X 9 2EIC L » TH VRCZ
DEEPHEINTEY, Wang 5 1013, A& 513 U, #ERFR 503 Child
Pugh 7 7 A A, B TIZ1/3, C TIX 14 ICHET D Z L 28D T 5,
c. BHRERERE

VRCZ BRI TlE e, BROFRG ThILXBEHEREREZICBIT S
MEFEOLEIT RV, L L, ERFITERINFIANLVRTFLoz—FT1 B —
vru7 %ALY Y (SBECD) IEEHEMA TH 0, BkaEREE B CEENAEL
5 ATREMED & %, SBECD HMEIC K 2B MHEITAHTHL b DD, 7 LT F=7
U7 7 A<30 mL/4y TIFRAZEER & ST b, AEIOMFTIE<30 mL/4r %
S L7226 Bl 2 FICHEHNFIDFER S TEY . 20X REF IR0 &S F
TIIRE RGBT RETh o7,
d. BREFIERE

MR BTN D IMEENT (HD) TiL, VRCZ 71X 26 B 1 41 (3.8%) TD I
fEFH STV, Rtk i AT (CHDF) Tl 9 filH 5 651 (55.6%) & b
FIm I STz, HD 12X % VRCZ OFRETHT 1 ThH 573, SBECD
D7 VT T2 A3 KMENT T 4.5 Lh & +aRBREDRNFBOLND P, L
L IR B MABGE AT IZ 38 W) TR LIRS E 24T > TOW DA CTOHR T VT T A
SNDTD, VRCZ G #1T o 12556 . BHEREIER # & i L SBECD Dif
BRI+ 2 1, ULavL. HD #FIZH 1T % SBECD HfE 4 B & L 72 VRCZ &
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1%, VRCZ BHMRERET LS CEITHERT 2720FB B ebinTLE S, £
D7z HD IZBWTHHEHEOR ARG NP I N2, BRAKEDPRETH)H
DM OHFEEED RN L WGEIL, VRCZ T X 5 REWER £ 1E B < Bl42
LN EGEITH) 2 bR a2 2720 %, L LA[EETHIVUI HD T < HH

5 C SBECD O #EFED 72\ CHDF %8R4 5 12

2. #JE] TDM IZ X % antifungal stewardship: VRCZ H 1k 3 DN #Ee 5] CO &

TDM [ ZEHFIRAEIZ 72 2R BAAA 5 H HLARRIZAT ) Z E MR I N TV DA
PR REICEFRIRBICET 2 LOWME Y HY ., EIRAOTED 1 BR
SHIETSHZ L HEEL, W7 TDM OX A 27 13 410 HE L THFZ
1To7l=, £ b7 71X, AMMEOH NS = 12ug/mL | 2RO 5 <4
Sug/mL BHER SN TERY . BEEEZIA< &Y 1-5pg/mL & L7z 216,

TDM [ 88. 5%ICHBW TG ¥ A I v 7 TIThiL e (RIRE, 15 6 H
H), #HELER: 5B M S du, #ELE XN 2 B TDM M T O ERNIZ BV T
N T 7 HEER 2R LTIERNT 63.7%IC8 £ - 72, <lpg/mL OBEMIEFIE 6.6%
IR T, Z5ugmL &R & e o TEBIE 29.6% & EERIZEER D B,
poor metabolizer DIFAENHEL X7,

HIEl TDM #5HRIZ L W VRCZ FIECH &MY, & b7 7fEFITlX 95.4% (F
1B 32 6], i 71 ) AR B T 7T 52.2%(FH Ik 4 41, HEE 19 B e S 2.
=A% O follow-up TDM &, 8 L72AERFITIX 89.5%, & L7-JERI Tk

100%(Z4T4L, 87.3%DIEF THAE b7 7MEMNERR S L7z (FF 1),
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#Z 1. WE T 7EICESS HERELZ0%O T 7E

BERBENED S8 (ug/mL)

RBITDM
JE=NE
<1
FA&@BE0 (n=120) | 3 (2.7%) 96 (87.3%) | 11 (10.0%) | 110 (100%) 10
188 (n=95) 1(1.2%) | 74 (87.0%) | 10 (11.8%) | 85 (100%) 10
& (n=25) 2(8.0%) | 22 (88.0%) 1(4.0%) | 25 (100%) 0
@& (n=220) 18 (11.6%) | 128 (82.6%) | 9 (5.8%) | 155 (100%) 65

3. VRCZIZHI} % bioavailability

VRCZ I3 bioavailability 23 < . #4517 5 1, ARIFFE TIXERN B #%
H, FERANOERICHEEZERT T 5 2 &< KEREEZLT LIESNZ
BUID N7 7REZL LTz (2., 1512 BRE 80 TR 2R L, g
HCixdfE 3.0ug/mL, #&O0EE T RfE 2.30ugmL THYH (P = 0.005),
bioavailability 1% 83.9% Cd > 7=, Veringa & '7 & [RIAR 72425 217\, bioavailability
1374 83.0% Th o7& LTINS, EHEROTORBEEITEHIZREWVEDOH
HH Y 18, oral switch L7358 13 % TDM TOMGERLETH D Z L H/RES

niz,
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b7 71{& (ng/mL)
I~

3
2
1 — =
\
0
EERS ZO®’S

2. VRCZ 28T % bioavailability

4. 7 7L BIEHORfR
BIVERNIATIEE 6.0%E . fEROME D 16.9%51%7 & i LIKERTH - 7=,

PFIEIRIL 9.5% Tod V ZEHD 173 2 H 723 2),

7% 2. HIRIEIR O FEH

=0 14 (36.8%)
#Z8 5 (13.2%)
=R 3 (7.9%)
K17 5 (13.2%)
NE 2 (5.3%)
BREES 3 (7.9%)
REERB 3 (7.9%)
REERE 4 (10.5%)

BHHEHRE 3(7.9%)
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RIVER 7 BL% FHI4 5 ~ Z 7P Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) A
2K 12T, PIE ST ZEICB W UIFEERBL CIIAEOHMEBEIZR < A
REETIEPHRITRN S ODOFBEOENRBD bivle, ZOEWIZE L, IFfES
OIEFERHIIL, 1RHBAATE 10 H (W) THY TDM FERT 7 7&EETH
S THIMEIC K0 FEET T S o, —F, SURAERITTARBR MG 4 A (o
i) &, TDM 1otz 6 HHE (i) DIRNCBEICHIE L Tz, &
FENZ L 2 FRHIIARRE T, WIENZIIT D~ T 7E & SRR & 2 F2E OB
NI BT EHEZR LT,

—75 . BIERRBIRHCEB T 5 7 7EITPEEO PHEEZ R L, Iy AT
JFREE S CId 3.5ug/mL, FLRAEIR Cld 4.2ug/mL CT&H - 7=, Systematic review (23
W, By b4 7 Z4pg/mL WO =5pg/mL CTHFESE & OB B OMHBENERD 5
NTEY P, PiEHE TDM H A R4 v ° Tld=4-Sug/mL #HEEY A7 L L
72 LU, 7UVT7ATHEZ3ugmL L OWELH Y 20, ARIOFERSL I, &
VEF T2 B L B AN TIE=3-4pg/mL NEEDIEIEIC 25 & & 212,
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1. BIEHIEELZ THI9% 7 7{E® Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC)

R

78 SOl BIFARRIEDO RS DB
AUC 0.56 AUCo0.73
fFEE
3 OR 1.67 A OR 5.89
p=0.292 P < 0.001
cut-off : 3.5 pg/mL
1 i spccifi;:it}'
AUC 0.60 A AUC 0.68
e E o o
REAEIR
3 OR’359 3 OR 5.20
p=0.037 p < 0.001
cut-off : 4.2 pg/mL
1-specificity ) ‘ - 1-specificity

FFRRE =51 Gl 15/24 1] (62.5%) T 3 HLANIZ VRCZ (9 1 S 7= m3, R AEIR
FITOHIEIE 10/38 B (26.3%) & AEICIKETH 72, ZHUIHTIERSCL R
TEFHERE IS 220 o B 3% < OFERI CHEE 1 ITIBE T2 2 LA WME S TR Y
21-23 - antifungal stewardship F— AN Z D Z & & B[ Lkt 245/~ L7= 2 & 03

HINbd,

5. BIYEFIZBL L. VRCZ MSHkieE F AL/ FEFIIC K3 % antifungal stewardship

VRCZ #5735k S AT REBI DO, FFFEZERFITIX 8/9 B (88.9%) TlHi&E S 1.
TREER S NIz, —J7 . BRERG T EEEIX 11/28 1 (39.3%)IZE E -7
IZH R 592728 FITIERITKE L (A4 A REAL Tz 1 filiddkEE
EDE
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6. fEEm
VRCZ fEABITO b7 7 EIZFES < FHEFAE-OTEH P L Akiee o T 1 @l
TER PRI N BIVE 3684 O 1eREfkRe .2 A H T, TDM % iV /- antifungal
stewardship (2 KX 2 EITERXIR ORI RSN (I-A), 72720, HEE, H
FAEIRIT I\ THEAE R R0 [ SR T % oD T REME TR IS RICHEN 2 S 1
77

A

ABFFEIE ESZAFZEBRFEE N A AREIRITFEBHIFEHAE (AMED), ¥k 29 4FFE
B+ P BURRWIE (o6 2 GoBTAY R 48 5L B T AT 70 3 R BRI R L R G O
T RIEARIR & E 7« L - RIENEORFSE (BFEANEE ERLEYYEF T H
G | L DHEETH D,
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V. Y3 TDM 74 F7 4 v ZRE (AAMCEREFER/AAR TDM %2) &
Sl

\|

Clinical question 3: R Y =) —/)L iz} 5 TDM TO HIEfEIL ?
a. RAICBITAEARY aFYy—LVDBEIENT 7{H: systematic review & meta-

analysis

1. Z2MEIZBET 5 systematic review, A & g4

P (J%) : TDM FEh Dk N\ BE

LT NI 7RE 1y bAT (3,4,5,6 pg/mL) A
CR): N7 7BE v b47 (3,4,5,6 pgmL) DL

O (T hA L) fFFEHFREIR, MEE (RREEES, 25)

a. FFEERIBUCET 5 A ¥ @i

WTIDOT >y A TETHOABEDEZBDTN, N7 7IRE 4 pg/mL T b
WAy XA E B ALTZ (OR =7.39 [95% (54 X [E] 3.81-14.36]). XKV T 3 pg/mL
(OR = 5.66 [95%CI 3.21-9.99]), 5 pg/mL (OR = 5.54 [95%CI 3.07-9.99)) T&H ¥, 6

pug/mL T KV OR Th o7z,

1 IFREFEICET S, NI 7RE dpg/ml 20 v AT & LT6E O A Z T

Corough 240HG/ML €0, <4.0pg/mlL 0dds Ratio 0Odds Ratio

Study or g Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Hagiwara E 2009 3 4 0 14 3.5% 67.67 [2.24, 2041.43)

Hamada Y 2020 14 92 10 309 24.4% 5.37 [2.30, 12.54) S fre—
Hirata 4 2019 4 15 3 27 12.3% 12.00 [2.46, 58.47]

Matsumoto K 2009 9 12 1 17 6.4% 4B8.00[4.33, 532.30]

Okuda T 2008 8 11 1 17 6.4% 4267 [3.81, 478.42)

Suzuki Y 2013 7 14 4 25 13.2% 5.25[1.18, 23.46]

Ueda K 2009 9 15 8 19 1l4.8% 2.06[0.52, 8.17] SR T T——
Wang T 2014 7 20 11 124 19.1% 5.53[1.83, 16.75] ———
Total (95% CI) 183 552 100.0% 7.39 [3.81, 14.36) B sl
Total events 66 38

Heterogeneity Tau' = 0.28; Chi' = 10.45, df = 7 (P = 0.16), I* = 33% =001

01 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: 2 = 5,91 (P < 0.00001) Favours c"ough <4.0pg/mLFavours c'mh 24.0pg/mL
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b. MREERBLCET 5 X ¥ ENT
Ny bATEEZ BT 7E 4 pg/mL ([ZERE LTEHEIC, kbmWA v XS
5L (OR =5.76 [95%CI 3.14-10.57]), &KV T 5 pg/mL T OR = 5.02 [95%CI 1.30—

19.34] Cdr o 77,

2. MRREEICET S, M VIRE dpgmL AN v AT & LIEGED X X R
Hr

C“mﬂh z4.0pg/mL Cmmuh <4.0pg/mL Odds Ratio Odds Ratie

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, d 95% CI M-H, d 95% CI
Hagiwara E 2009 ] 4 3 14 55% 11.00[082, 147.86)
Hamada Y 2020 23 100 15 301 75.9%  5.70(2.84, 11.44] —i—
Imhof A 2006 4 7 2 19 8.4% 11.33 [1.40, 92.06]
Okuda T 2008 1 11 0 17 3.4% 5.00[0.19, 134.32)
Wang T 2018 4 24 1 10 6.8% 1.80[0.18, 18.47]
Total (95% CI) 146 361 100.0% 5.76 [3.14, 10.57] e
Total events 35 21

t] t ! i
Heterogeneity. Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 1.61, df = 4 (P = 0.81), ¥ = 0% 0.01 100

- 0.1 10
Test for overall effect: 2 = 5.65 (P < 0.00001) Favours cmmh <4.0pg/mL Favours c“,m"i,,| z4.0pg/mL

2. IEHRAARIZEI T B systematic review, A & fi#HT

P (/%) : TDM FEh DOk N\ BE

LM : T 78E By 47 (05,1,2 pg/mL) LLE
C(:HHR) : NI 7IRE Iy FAT (05,1,2 pg/mL) AKiifi

O(7 v b L) : IBEKRD, L

a. TRIERINCBET 2 X Z T
N7 71 0.5ug/mL & 1 pg/mL TIXIXFE% D OR 235 54172 (OR=3.48 [95%CI
1.45-8.34] ; OR = 3.35 [95%CI 1.52-7.38]), L2>L 2 pg/mL TIIHABEZEZRO

2> 72 (OR=2.07 [95%CI 0.96-4.46])

3V TS, FIZIRE L ugmL & h >y A7 L LTEHED A 2k
Hr
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Cmm,‘ 21.0pg/mL Etrw:h <1.0pg/mL 0dds Ratio 0dds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI

Gomez-Lopez A 2012 0 H 1 3 S5.6% 0.15 [0.00, 5.18]

Hashemizadeh 2017 6 70 12 34 425% 0,17 [0.06, 0.51] —_—

Sebaaly JC 2016 17 63 4 13 328% 0.83 [0.23, 3.06] —_—

Smith | 2006 5 20 3 7 19.1% 0.44 [0.07, 2.71] ———

Total (95% CI) 158 57 100.0% 0.34 [0.15, 0.80] =

Total events 28 20

Heterogeneity, Tau® = 0.13; Chi? = 359, df = 3 (P = 0.31); ¥ = 16% [ ; i {
Test for overall effect: 2 = 2.47 (P = 0.01) ool 0.1 : 10 102

Favours Gy, =1.0ug/mL Favours G, oy, <1.0ug/mL

b. FETITRET % A Z YT
LETORAZENTTIIAEEON v A TZEITTRENTW oo, SO
A BT CTHID T, T ZHED 1 pg/mL (23T OR = 0.34 [95%CI 0.15-0.80]
EHABREETCRDOK T ZBDT,

X 4. FETICEET S, NI 7RE LugmL 25 v AT L LTEGA O A X T

Cyrough Z1OHG/ML  Cpp oy <1.0pg/mlL Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or g Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, 95% CI M-H, 95% CI

Gémez-Lopez A 2012 Q 5 1 3 56% 0.15 [0.00, 5.18]

Hashemizadeh 2017 & 7o 12 34 425% 0.17 [0.06, 0.51] ——

Sebaaly JC 2016 17 63 4 13 32.8% 0.83 [0.23, 3.06] e i [

Smith | 2006 5 20 3 7 19.1% 0.44 [0.07, 2.71] T

Total (95% CI) 158 57 100.0% 0.34 [0.15, 0.80] i

Total events 28 20

Heterogeneity Tau® = 0.13; Chi* = 259, df = 3 (P = 0.31); F = 16% :0 o1 100:
Test for overall effect: 2 = 2.47 (P = 0.01)

01 1 10
Favours Ctmh =1.0ug/mL Favours Qmwh <1.0pg/mL

Y
=]

34

JFfeE, #RREEICB W T NI 7 Z4ug/ml B A7 Lipotl-, NI T7RE=]
pg/mL I3, IRHERRT), EEREHEOR T THY . 1-4pg/ml % b7 7 AEHEICH

E L7 (D).
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b. /NRIZBITZHRY 2y — VD BLE T 7fH: systematic review & meta-

analysis

Fi N TIX VRCZ O BAE b7 71X, £ < OGS 72 &4, systematic review,
meta-anlysis (23N T, JEERE) Tl =1-2 pg/mL, Z2MED 5 13<4-5 pg/mL (7
U7 NTHE<3pg/mL) 3EE STV D 19, Lo L, /N TO systematic review,
meta-anlysis |3 E TITHOINL TR oT2, ZO7, HANS Hanai H 9 3

WELZOT, ZOMEEHEINTT D,

1. BZhHEIE 8 s, ZaMkid 3 G CREt s T,

2. JRERTIDO A v M A ZEIZEFIREED b7 74 1.0 pg/mL (4~ Xtk [OR]
2.65,95% [ZHEIXME [CI] 1.20-5.87) CORrG EXEEF L O (X). 2.0 uyg/mL T
IIE=ZRBD R T,

3. ATCORIWERIZBWT, E0y NATHELAEE TR -7z, LirL, 7
Rt <. 7 V7 NZEB T D AFFREE L, =3.0 ug/mL (OR 8.40, 95% CI 1.36-51.92).
A TNT =4.0 pg/mL (OR 6.79, 95%CI 1.13-40.68) TR & 72~ 7=,

EEER LZGEAE. Dy A TEIRA Y KA K E W 3.0 ug/mL BNEFE
LW, BE&EEMPRERIFREOREBZRTH Y, & IT/NNETITFERIZ X
27 V7T ADENPRENZOTRNNETHD Z &0 D, FEEIKTIE
<4.0 pg/mL NEY LB Z T

4. [EURHEFRAATTIL, N7 7S CHE OB 23 SHRER &
DOFEBEIE 2o T2,

5. LEXY, /NEIZEIT D VRCZ 1R TR, BE NI 7ML L T=1.0 pg/mL

(I). <4pg/mL (II-A) % HELES 25,
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Cuough Z10MG/L  Cppqp <1OMg/L Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or group Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, 95% CI M-H, 95% Cl

Bruggemann R) B 13 2 3 8.8% 1.13 [0.08, 16.31]

Choi SH 9 14 2 & 15.4% 3.60[0.48, 27.11)

Comez-Lopez A 2 P 1 2 4.4% 5.00[0.11, 220.62)

hos 4 5 1 1 46% 1.00 [0.02, 40.28)

Kang HM 10 11 2 7 9.1% 25.00([1.80, 346.69]

Pieper 5 24 39 7 13 39.2% 1.37 [0.39, 4.87] — T

Soler-Palac in P 6 8 3 7 13.1% 4.00 [0.45, 35.79)

Tucker L 7 10 0 1  S3% 643021, 201.07]

Total (95% CI) 102 40 100.0% 2.65 [1.20, 5.87] ool

Total events 71 18

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi® = 5.10, df = 7 (P = 0.65); 1! = 0% ot 0‘-1 1 5 To0
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.41 (P = 0.02) Favours Cyyq,gh <1.0Mg/L Favours Gy, g 1.0mg/L

. VRCZ 28T DIEEEINCET D F 7 7RE >1 pyg/mL &<1 pg/mL %R L

TZREBI T D A S fEHT

SCHR

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

Xing Y, Yuanming Xing, Lu Chen, et al: Meta-analysis of the safety of voriconazole
in definitive, empirical, and prophylactic therapies for invasive fungal infections.
BMC Infect Dis 2017; 17: 798.

Hamada Y, Seto Y, Yago K, Kuroyama M: Investigation and threshold of optimum
blood concentration of voriconazole: a descriptive statistical meta-analysis. J Infect
Chemother 2012; 18: 501-7.

Jin H, Wang T, Falcione BA, et al: Trough concentration of voriconazole and its
relationship with efficacy and safety: a systematic review and meta-analysis. J
Antimicrob Chemother 2016; 71: 1772-85.

Luong ML, Al-Dabbagh M, Groll AH, et al: Utility of voriconazole therapeutic drug
monitoring: a meta-analysis. J Antimicrob Chemother. 2016; 71: 1786-99.
Rosanova MT, Bes D, Serrano Aguilar P, et al: Efficacy and safety of voriconazole in
immunocompromised patients: systematic review and meta-analysis. Infect Dis

(Lond) 2018; 50: 489-94.
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6) Hanai Y, Hamada Y, Kimura T, et al: Optimal trough -concentration
of voriconazole with therapeutic drug monitoring in children: A systematic review

and meta-analysis. J Infect Chemother 2020; 27: 151-60.
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V. 169%

1. REMHD PO HIEICKT HI18K

a. FEGFHERBAD BE

Clinical question 4 (systematic review & meta-analysis): FE4FHERED BEIZE T

HIRBMED VU FFEIIF XY T 4 VREPERN?

P: FEAF BRI BT IS
L F¥x 7 ¢ %3
C: ¥ 7 4 RHELS
O: FRRZNE. RITEM

Y=l —
1. FEgF BRI B ISR

B B U A

FAREMN D U AIEICHT DXy T 4 U RE L

Z OO EFEID T o & LM EiAER (RCT) 2552 A Z M 217> 7=,

BIERINCBWT, v o7 4 RITF DO E

A& LY X7t

(RR) 1.12 . 95%{E#EIX ] (CI) (1.03-1.21) & BAF2pfintssnsz (K1),

—Ji. HFRERED A T

Echinocandins  Non-echinocandins
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total

Risk Ratio

Weight  M-H. Random, 95% CI Yea

b BN 57 (RR 1.24,95% CI0.88-1.76)

Risk Ratio

M-H, Random, 95% CI|

Non-newtropenia

Maora-Duarte 2002 73 jeia) &7 108
Kuse 2007 164 24 1458 142
Kullherg 204 128 177 12 178
Subtotal (95% CIj 487 502 1

Total events 266 37
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 1.26, df = 2 (F = 0.53), IF= 0%
Test for averall effect: Z=2.72 {P = 0.008)

Newtropenia
MoraDuarte 2002 T 14 4 10
Kuse 2007 19 32 14 25
Kullherg 2018 14 24 g 24 .
Subtotal (95% Cly T0 59 100.0%
Total events 40 26

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 1.55 df = 2 (P = 0.4E); *=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.24 (P = 0.21)

1.20[1.00,1.44 2002
1.07 [0.96,1.20 2007
114[0.99,1.21] 2018
1.12[1.03, 1.21]

1.25[0.50, 314 2002
1.06 [0.68, 168 2007
1.75[0.91, 3.39 2018
1.24[0.88, 1.76]

=u iy

b<a

10

1
Favours Morrechinocanding  Favours Echinocanding



1. FEaf P ERIBD B3I NS A T BRI B (2 38 1 D IR D A X T

Xy T 4 R vs. EOMOITEREIE

2. VUMM E LT, RE R DB EED 7 T AJtik 21T o7, 7Y —v
FRH L DHETTH v 7 ¢ R HIT RR 1.20 (95%CI 1.08-1.34) & HEIZIRIE
RIIRNE N AR ENTZ, RY =R E O R TIE RR 1.10 (95%CI
1.00-1.21) EAEETRLSDROBETIEF v T 4 VREERY = U RIKIT
[F) % & ST,

Echinocandins  Non-echinocandins Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events  Tota Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Yeal M-H, Random, 95% CI
vs. Azoles

Reboli 2007 96 127 n 118 38.8% 1.26 [1.05, 1.500 2007 L
Pfizer 2015 3 9 5 g 1.9% 0.89[0.40,1.97] 2015 —
Kullbery 2019 143 20 120 199 59.3% 1.181[1.03 1.36 2018 ||
Subtotal (95% CIj 337 325 100.0% 1.20 [1.08, 1.34] 4
Total events 244 196

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 0.86, df =2 (P=065);1*=0%
Test for overall effect: £= 3.28 (F = 0.001)

vs. Polyenes
MoraDuarte 2002 a0 109 71 118 27.68% 1.191[0.99, 1.43 2002 Il
Kuse 2007 183 247 172 247 T2.4% 1.06[0.95 119 2007 [ ]
Subtotal (95% Cly 356 362 100.0% 1.10 [1.00, 1.21] ¥
Total events 263 243
Heterogensity: Tau== 0.00; Chi= 1.04, df =1 (F=0.31) 1= 4%
Test for overall effect: £=1.86 {F = 0.06)

0.01 0.1 10 100

Favours Nnnlechinncandins Favours Echinocanding
%] 2. VRPERREN D A ZIRHT - v T 4 VREE vs. T VRIEE IR Y =

S

3. RBEME D U FFEE S VA MIEICIRE LTS ETH, Fr T 0 URHEIT
T — VR T 0 EVIEER S A~ X (OR 1.16, 95% CI 1.03-1.30) 7R L
72, RU = RIEEIAEEZRBD D> 7= (OR 1.05,95% CI 0.90-1.22),

4. BIERIZEBLICIR W T, Frv o7 4 URIEE ZOMOHIEFE TEITED b
727> 72 (RR0.84,95% C10.66-1.06) (X1 3.), x> 7 4 RIELT V) — /LR

A LB U2V TR Tl 22 R 2> 7258 (RR0.97,95% CI10.81-1.18),
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RY T RIE DT, ¥ o7 ¢ UREITEMERT (RR 0.50, 95%CI
0.33-0.76). &E[EE (RR 0.19, 95%CI 0.09-0.40), JE#E\ (RR 0.46, 95% CI 0.23-

0.93) DEIWEMREIUIKY 27 ThH -7z (X 4.),

Echinocandins  Non-echinocandins Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI Yea M-H, Random, 95% CI1
All adverse event vs. non-echinocandins
MoraDuarte 2002 48 114 94 125 223% 0.56 [0.44, 0.71] 2002 -
Kuse 2007 114 264 136 267 347% 0.851[0.71, 1.0 2007
Reholi 2007 32 13 33 125 15.0% 0.93 [0.61, 1.41 2007
Pfizer 2015 3 g8 B T 16.8% 1.16[0.80, 1.68) 2015
Kullberg 2019 T 220 78 220 31.3% 0.91[070, 118 2018
Subtotal {95% CI) 737 T4 100.0% 0.84 [0.66, 1.06]
Total events 273 347

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.05, Chi®= 14.39, df= 4 (P = 0.006), F=72%
Test for wverall effect Z=148F =014

0.002 01 1 10 500
Favours Echinocanding  Favours Mon-echinocanding

X 3. BIWEH D A ZRHT : v T 4 LV RH vs. T DOMMOPLE R

Echinocandins Polyenes Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Tota Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 9% C1
Electrolyte disorder vs. polyenes
MoraDuarte 2002 1 114 29 125 423% 0.42[0.22 0,79 2002 ——
Kuse 2007 18 264 32 267 AT.8% 0.587 [0.33, 0.99) 2007 -
Subtotal {95% CI) 378 392 100.0% 0.50 [0.33, 0.76] L 3
Total events 29 &1

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi®= 052, df =1 {P=0473 1= 0%
Test for overall effect Z=3.25 (F =0.001)

Renal disorder vs. polyenes

MoraDuarte 2002 G 114 47 125 AT.0% 0.14 [0.06, 0.31] 2002 ——
Kuse 2007 ] 264 17 267 43.0% 0.30[0.11, 0.79) 2007 ——
Subtotal (95% CIp 5 TEH 392 100.0% 0.19 [0.09, 0.40] -
Total events 1 64

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.08, Chi®= 1.36, df =1 (P =0.24); 7= 26%
Test for overall effect £=4.38 (F = 0.0001)

Fever vs. polyenes

MoraDuarte 2002 g 114 29 125 431% 0.30 [0.14, 0.63] 2002 ——
Kuse 2007 | 264 3 26T 56.9% 0.62 [0.37,1.05] 2007 —H
Subtotal (95% CIp 5 TEH 392 100.0% 0.46 [0.23, 0.93] -l
Total events 29 63

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 016, Chi®= 249 df =1 {P=0.113 1= 60%
Test for overall effect £=217 F =0.03)

| ' '
n.002 0.1 10 500
Favours Echinocandins  Favours Polyenes

4. BITER (BRRPESLE. BIREE. ) ORXZENT © Fv o7 ¢ 2RI s,

AU T RIK

5. ULbEXY | FEaFHERED BE I T DRIEME D o O X E TITAME - Ak
DENOF ¥ T 4 VREDRHELREIND ), RV U RETF v T 1~
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RIE L FFEORARREZAT 50, BWEMZZE L THEMT S (1), FLCZ,
VRCZ, ITCZ 72 EDT >V — VR HITMERIR TH Y | MATEENLZE LT Y
—VRIEFTHE G- DR WIGHEORIFIE L L TOMEDIT THLHH, JRKE D ¥
SN EZ V&2 R EIERR O step down FFIZTEH 9% (I1-A), Conventional

amphotericin B [ZENWEH O THEM LW Z & 2HERET 2 (1IV),

Limitation
1. FEEFHPERBD BB DR E XS E Lz RCT 13722 > 7203, BEARSIRICE LT
(X, FEAFRERIR A BE OB E K BEN BRI L, A X RIT 21T o 72,

2. ¥®x T g4 REEMOTERIES T ARIOERKNI O g i N 224k
DORFFCIE, FEAF BRI 8 O 2 il U7z A 2 fRAT IZ R A2 5 o 7233,

88.0%-97.1% & FEAFH BRI BE T L A EZ HD TV,

ZIE CENIORIENE D P FREOIREIZEET 5 A K7 A4 X RCT 4E
BRI ZE 72 SISV THERR SN TE 72, A CQ TIEZET VAL~ b L
T bIEFEMED R RCT & Ve 2 X fifhit & F2hie Uiz, FE4F ek B I2k
TOREMS U FREICKIT DX X T o VR L Z OMOBIE IO AR S
BB L OEWERREBIZ OV TSz b SRR 2 dk L2/ R, RCT 5 &
RO S 47z D, 5 B BEE R L LT, FEarh ek A DY 88.0-97.1%,
vV A IIEBE D 67.4-100% & T, D72, M hERD B &g
BB BEZ 5D 2 LR FRETH o7 3 B 2V & DI LT, PR
B BEICB T Dx vy T 4 VRE L ZOMOPEEEDRBRIFICONT

A 2R FE R LT (K1),
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ZORER, Fx T 4 VREEZOMOPIEREIK & A EIRR RN
Enolz (RR=1.12,95% CI=1.03-1.21, p=0.006), —J5. FHERRDEE TIE
BRI o 7= (RR=1.24, 95% C1=0.88-1.76, p=0.21) Y, Wiz, Y 7fif
Hre& LT, R ERDBEPIEFEIKED 7 T ARIE 21T > 7o, 7 b TIdokt R3E
BT NVRIEE R U RIKIT 2y LizTed, B SIERE D e
HxTT7—V A7 &HER L, GFPER, FFFHPERBAD I O BE E DY T, T72b
LRI L7z RCT 5 A W CTRg217-o 72 (K2),
Xy T 4 VREILT VR E ANRIEEIENAEICE L (RR=1.20,
95% C1=1.08-1.34,p=0.001) , R U = RIL L (THEREIT2R D> 72 (RR=1.10,
95% CI=1.00-1.21, p=0.06) ",

RIZ RCT 5 BRI o DX MIED B A U TRt 2 E i L7z, v o7
A VRIEITE OMOFIEBEIE & IR IR ICH B R AT o7 (RR=
1.10, 95% C1=0.98-1.23, p=0.12), ¥ ¥ T 4 U RI;EITT >V —/VRIKITK LT
TR RIIAREICE L RR=1.16, 95%CI=1.03-1.30, p=0.01), AU =%
I L CUIAEREIT R o772 (RR=1.05, 95% CI=0.90-1.22, p=0.57), &
HIT, REMED oV F RIS VRN R 2 R MET L7 & 2 A, Candida
albicans 1ZBI L TIEF ¥ o7 ¢ RN 148 i, 7V — /LRI 145 BlEE
WXy T 4 VRIEILT Y LRI E EARIERER A EISE N D LR
7= (RR=1.25, 95% CI=1.07-145, p=0.005) Y, —H T, ¥¥> 7 1%
3 (125 f) LAY = RIE (146 F) POIRFERIIRICTHERZIT R -T2,
Z OO EFE (C. tropicalis, C. glabrata, C. krusei) (22> TIZFIEN D72 < B
BREEOMHAG ORI L DA EREZT o7 Y,

WIT, FEUF P BRI BB DRI D HFEIH T DR Y = RFE L
T = VRIEDEEIR R I L ORIWEHR B Z T 272012, BHiizlZimliz s
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R R 2 e U, i S3u72 RCT 3 B a F\C A & fhir 2 520 L
729, 3 RBRILICAR Y = R¥ L LT Conventional amphotericin B (AMPH-B) 73
STV, AMPH-B 137 V' — /LRI LV IBERR NG BEICE -1
(RR=0.90, 95% CI=0.82-1.00, p=0.04) 9,

ANMECBIT 2 A Z AT OFER LV . M R ERED BE IS DR TR
UHIEICRI L TR v T 4 VSRIEILT V= R AEICIHEERIENE L
R T REETRETHDLZENHALNERST, XY T 4 VREEIT
A B LT, invitro 72 5 TNT invivo TEREWEREEZ L 112 713
TV = VEFRBE R IR 2 R T2 B T T 0 URIEDIREERER) IZ
RREN R A I Lo v ety E 2 b D, Kumar B 9% Gafter-Gvili & ', %
Y UT A URERCRY 2 U REII A VU F B L TCRESREARL, T —
WWERIITFREIR A TRT oD, ¥ 0T 0 VRIEPRY = U RIKD R AL
WENFEL 2D EEE LTS, Andes 5% RCT OFERAHED CTREMED ¥
HREDTRIRBN I 2 SRR 2 FEhi L7z 19, ZORER, IR EIIX
X ¥ T 4 RIEOMH (OR=2.33, 95%CI=1.27-4.35, p=0.01), H.OEARD
T —T7 VDHFE (OR=1.69, 95% CI=1.23-2.33. p=0.001). APACHEII % =2 7 {&
i (OR=0.94, 95% CI=0.93-0.96, p=0.0001) NREIL, Frv T 14 RED
DRI R 2 A RICET 5 2 L 2 8ss Lz, Pieralli Hid7/1a) >y —
VI K DHHINEREN 90 HAE U REZ A EICEBICTHZ L 2m LY, 72, #)
RSN T T NV aF Yy —MTEZER H 2581 v T 4 VRENLD
step down FIE THWHILTWE 9, Lo T, FELFHERED BF DR D
VUMIEILK L THxR ¥ T 4 URIERCARY = RIEIFTT Y — LRI LA H
ThdI PR InT,

WA, BWERZEBUCEE U CIEIEAFh BRI BB O 2 ZBRE LTz A & ffAT 3 HY
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ABENT R Lz, ) 3 IR T X, Fx T 4 U REIZZOMOHIEE
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p=0.14) Y, YT C, EHFEEE ORBRIIF v T 1 L RED T E OM
DOIEREI & LG E K-> 7288 (RR=0.56, 95% CI1=0.37-0.85, p=0.006) .
BIBEE . ITEE, BEE, BEATIAEREITR»roD, £, Frv 74
CYRIEET Y NV RIEDO A TIRRNENRBIRICAERZET R o7 (RR=
0.97. 95% CI=0.81-1.18, p=0.79), F ¥ > 7 4 VRIEIIRY = RIKITH~F|
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RN EIE N7 (RR=0.26, 95% CI=0.10-1.68, p=0.006) ©,

LRV T 2 A Z T ORI . v o7 4 VREIRY = RIELY
BT | BEE, BAORBENFREITELS, 7Y — AR L ORIEHIEE

ﬂﬂi

FICHERENILNWZ EDBH LN E o7z, BT, 7Y —/RHEL AMPH-B
DB N T, 7Y = L RIEIRIERFBERDABIENZ LR Sz,
Cochrane Library D@5 IZEHNT 20 VAR Y —< L7 LK 7T U B (L-AMB)
IZ AMPH X 0 SVEREEEORBRN/AEITERNZ L2RES (RR=0.49, 95%
CI=0.40-0.59) . = DOFRBIAEE X AMPH-B 23 0.9-50% (°F-¥ : 23.8%). L-AMB
2 0-30.4% (FH:9.9%) ThH-o729, Zd L H I AMPH-B O REIVERFE BUSE
FE A LN RSN D, L-AMB &I 7 7 ¥ (MCFG) D]
TERZBLOLEIZ BV TIX, MCFG O 5 ABFEEDORIRNABEITENZ LA
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PIXFRSE TH -7 2 ENFE SN TN D 2,
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Clinical question 5 (systematic review & meta-analysis): Candida parapsilosis {Z &

HIREEME Y VO FIEILFR ¥ T 4 VRIITEEIS &R B IRVDH?

P: FEAF BRI
| I A GV
C: ¥y r74V%
O: IR0

Y=l —

1. C. parapsilosis 7235 [K D125
VRIE L EDOMOPIEEK T
L2r L. WEHEGIEIE

1.20).

2. ¥y T g RHEIZ invitro TORSZMENEKY Y C. parapsilosis

FEAT T OPLEEH & [F/5 ORI DG S LT3,

Th D (I-B),

.35 ¢ Candida parapsilosis

¥ SYes

Py o HIEN

LR AIREMN T U HNE

XTI DRI TIX, ST
D BN o 7= (OR 1.03,95% CI0.89-

K297 5, 89 LR EIL TV,

(X LT, A
SRSYANY R AT S

Echinocandins  Non-echinocandins Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
vs. Azoles
Kullbery 2015 20 27 15 B 1358% 1.28[0.86, 1.91] T
Rehali 2007 T 11 10 12 8.1% 0.76 [0.46, 1.24 T
Subtotal (95% CI) is 3B 21.6% 1.02 [0.61, 1.69] e
Total events 7 4
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.08; Chi*= 248, df=1 (P = 0.12); 1*= 60%
Test for averall effect: Z=0.06 {P = 0.95)
vs. Polyens
Kuse 2007 x| v 26 30 BE1% 1.0310.86,1.23
MaraDuarte 2002 15 22 14 No123% 1.02 [0.67, 154
Subtotal (95% CI) 59 51 784% 1.03 [0.87, 1.21]
Total events 43 40
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0,00, df = 1 (P = 0.98); I*= 0%
Test for averall effect Z=033F =074
Total {95% CI) 97 89 100.0% 1.03 [0.89, 1.20]
Total events 74 4]
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 000, Chi*= 251, df =3 (P =047, F= 0% 051 7 150

Test for overall effect: 2= 0.45 P = 0.65)
Test for subaroup differences: Chi*= 0.00,df=1 {P=087),F=0%
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MEF DK NE
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Limitation
FEUFPERIAD BE DB wtGe & L= RCT 1372 < . FEAF BRI B & Xt 5
& L7z A ZMTIIH SR 22 o 72,

i

C. parapsilosis 3SR OARBEM: 77 o 2 ZREIZ RS D B IR 0 R CIE IR R BRI
BEDOHERG L Lz RCT (372~ 7272%, Kullberg & D GE4FFHERED B3
88.0% & r) & Reboli ©H 2 FEaFHEKEA & 97.1% 3 Te) O RCT Z VT A X
FENT 2l L7z Y, v T 4 RN 97 6, ZOMOPTEFEIEA 89 HilfiiH =
UIRHT UTo it SR, MR CIER I =RICAH B2 213780 - 72 (RR=1.03, 95% CI
=0.89-1.20, p=0.97), F¥ 7 1 RHE 384l &7V —/LRIE 384 MIC
BWTH (RR=1.02, 95%CI=0.61-1.69, p=0.95), F¥ T 1 LRI (59 )
EARY =R (5141 Mz TH (RR=1.03, 95% CI=0.87-1.21, p=0.74)
BERET -T2,

X ¥ T 4 RIIM O P H B, C. parapsilosis (2% L TR A
VA #9) C. parapsilosis 1 & 2 M GYIE 269~ D IR RHCRIZ T Y — LR 3K
T 32% (20/62), F x> T 4 LRI T 35% (13/37) LIFFERBETH-7=Z &
DG SN TW5 9, [FERIC, C.parapsilosis (2 K50 v P X HEIME (307 #) 12
BIFD 30 HETHRITIF Y 7 4 RFET99%, 7/1at Yy —LTI5%THY
BB X/ o7= 7, £7=. C.albicans, C.tropicalis {2 & 2{28EM: D ¥ ZJE
(2%t L C anidulafungin X7 /L2 —)L L _NE BRI N H - 7228, C
parapsilosis (Zxt L CiX anidulafungin TIREARIIH 64% (7/11), 723 F > —)b
T83% (10/12) &7 aF Y — /L TEVWMEHANIZH - 7= P, C. parapsilosis |2 L 5

(RERME D o FIEICKTT B A %R 1T Isavuconazole T 58% (15/26). X7 7
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FL T 74% (2027) THY I B 7 7 XU THWEAIZH 72 Y, WK
BRIV T O A EREITHE STV,

C. parapsilosis % C. albicans L V) JEJFUEAFH =D ¥ C. parapsilosis LA D 71
VUL BT L DRI U ZHE & i U TESER, APACHEIA 27 & HITf
BIERWZ ERHE STV D 219 F 7= C.parapsilosis @ B M AENT /A
ADOEREBEL O A F T 4 VABRER RN L6 TS D, L
7o~ T, C. parapsilosis (2 X 2 MREGLE CTIZHOEIRD 7 —7 L OHREIZ X
DIBREMBIIABEICLEINDI Z LR RESR TS 9, 20X HiC C
parapsilosis OFFEME, FOFIRD 7T —FT VOB ERIZEY, ST 0%
FE & MO E KM TR RICA B R ENH RN Te BN Z 2 B D,

(REEVE D oV ZEIZE 1T D C. parapsilosis DERGEERIZY R Y —< /LT Ak
7 U B (L-AMB) T10% (329), I AW 77 ¥ T 14% (535) ThHoT-
S 19, C. parapsilosis 12 & DIREM D D FIEICKT LTI ART 7 X037
LART U v B T AF T a— ) VERHE 1V FgER MUE OSE B Z Vil D,
Y UT 4RI K DREN S U HIEDIRIFEIZISV T C. parapsilosis D FFER
PERIIM DN P FBL Y @ TeERH L 19, Thbb, v 74 5%k
X C. parapsilosis ¥} L ClIfo 7 > P X )@ & RO E DR %2 77 LTV U]
RIERHY ., v T 4 VREODRERPIARF 06 LIRRD X EFED C.
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Dupont BF, Horn DL, Ostrosky-Zeichner L, Reboli AC, Suh B, Digumarti R, Wu C,
Kovanda LL, Arnold LJ, Buell DN. Micafungin versus caspofungin for treatment of
candidemia and other forms of invasive candidiasis. Clin Infect Dis. 2007; 45: 883-

93.
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b. 4FHERBA BE
Clinical question 6 (systematic review & meta-analysis): - ERJED BE 21T 5

BBV OFIEICxF Y T 4 VRERIIE SBINE 2 B0

Y=l —

P: G HRERSD B ORI D o A E
I ¥ o7 1R

C: £ DOLDIRHE

O: 1R KK

1. AZEATICTA > Xt (OR) 0.59 [95%f5#E XM (95% CI) 0.32-1.07] &
YT 4 CRENMURFETEREIE LD BRI O U 2 7 ARV ME R 23R
BINTEPAEERRFTIEZRL IR T U RTESBEITTE U,

2. WFHERID BE TOREMED U AIEIRRIC Y v T 4 VR, e T

VXN DDE BRI —o L LTEET S (II-A),

Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI Year IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Mora-Duarte 7 14 6 10 13.3% 0.67[0.13, 3.45] 2002 ]
Walsh 4 12 7 12 131% 0.36[0.07, 1.88] 2004 —
Reboli 1 3 2 4 3.7% 0.50[0.02, 11.09] 2007
Kuse 13 32 11 25 32.1% 0.87[0.30, 2.51] 2007 —
Queiroz-Telles 1 6 3 13 5.7% 0.67[0.05, 8.16] 2008 I
Jeong 2 5 2 6 5.9% 1.33[0.11, 15.70] 2016 N
Kullberg 10 24 16 24 261% 0.36[0.11,1.16] 2019 i
Total (95% Cl) 96 94 100.0% 0.59[0.32, 1.07] S 4
Total events 38 a7 . .

Heterogeneity: Chiz = 2.03, df =6 (P = 0.92); 12 = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.74 (P = 0.08) 0.01 o4 ! 1o 100

Echinocandin  Others
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3.

IR BRI B3 Tl Lioposomal amphotericin B (L-AMB) & = E'7 > A (%72
WH OO L LTHERES D (-A), 7272 L. FEAFRERB BE T
XX T g RIS D & L-AMB & 5-RFICI X B RERE E S O BIIVE A A
EREBEINTVWDIREBET D,
Tz CHEREEE G TR T 5 H v P F MIED breakthrough YA Ti.
2D 7 AOMEEE~DOEELEZITH (-A),

(Fos-) Flconazole[ (F-) FLCZ]. Voriconazole (VRCZ) . Itraconazole (ITCZ)
I, =T RCZ LS B2 B 1N EE T 5 23, aF P ERIBD RO WG
FRICIIHERE S U (II1-C) ., oral-switch & L CO@EIRALZ & 72 5,

Limitation

1.

2.

A B FEATIC AW T RERIEI LA 720,
KB RCT MEHE S AUX, A XTI TR v T 1 VRIEOIRERRY A
TARBD RN FERA SN D rTREME N B 5,

3. A"V = & Tl Conventional amphotericin B (cAMPH) #Z %}fE3E & L7 RCT b
aEND
PR,

(REEVE D o U IERE IR WD TR ERBAII T RE(L DR & L THBILD

1-3)

LU, P ERIBAD BEICR T DRIV D HFEDH R R L LI2T

Z 2GRS (RCT) 13T TV RV, Kanji 53R Y =2 R 3RICEET 5 4

FERIE D BRI DREMED P FER L ORBRIEIR R & LT ¥

DAV LCHGRER D A 2 fifphir 2 Fh U (n=225) 7R U = RFD J778 BRI 72 outcome

Zo A EEME (OR 0.73. 95%CI1 0.42-129) Z R L7=HDD, HELRZETRD
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o T, F T DA XN TIE cAMPH VWL RCT b E EH TR,
L-AMB (Z[R7E U 72 BRIRZN IR OFHIIIA T Ty,

RY = REIZBTHEWERART YV — AV RICB T D H o P H BT H A
I RTARARF 5 THD Z L ~DB&E, PR EE LR L Lok v
T A VROBERDROE S 2 E S | KA BEFICB T RN O x
JEIZXH LT, X o7 4 VREMMEA SN DB N LV, PR T v AL
RN, FZTHR Y T 4 U RHED clinical question [ P ERIBAD B 1238 1T B (R
PEdy o D ZREIS, X T 4 R AE R RIS LTHWD Z L idHEE s s
ATKT 2 BT AT ES Wi &2 B < 2Ol A vV ME R OV O
DB U FIE %R patient, ¥ v 2T « L R¥Z% intervention, D PHTIEE
% control, outcome % JHE I & L systematic review, A X AT Z24T -7, 1R
YTy o OB IEZ SR & LT FSE CTIRERIR B 72 B ds L OMMAE TR 72 B0 D U
THHPHE LI TORWVEGNTIER I E B S, RBRIIERE RS S Lz
W CIIRENERIE DK E,. T LA 7 A—DRW\WZ & RFEKETH 1 #EM
% DOAAE, BN, BIWEZEIC X 21 h WA 7 2 & OV EZR S 4T
BRWEE BRI ERSh T, (R D) BWERIZEL T 2htho
WFFENZ 31T 2 FEM 70 ST AN R 8 C & 0 FEAF R ERBD B 1281 2 0 v ¥ I dE
TD A X RN & BB 21T 729,

1. HHERBDBETOI VX MIEICB T 2EEEDRER . KTA K74V
TEEfE L7z systematic review, X & fig#fy
Pubmed Z 2019 4+ 9 H 25 HE THE L7z, MBHFEIL candidemia,
candidaemia, candida bloodstream infection & L, 3L TO I » P X MIEIZIIT D

%oy T URIE MO FEER O I B B RCT O, 4 Pakisd
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BF DM IE RIS DD SCHERE SR L7z (K1), Primary outcome A %N
R GARER) & LT,
a. ¥¥ T4 URELMOMERERL HE L7z RCT

750 RCT AR (K 1, X 2), b DOHFTED B 4F P ERED BE O iR
NSRBI 27 — % Z i UGt L7o, 5 DIXRME D v O HEE 58 & LTz
T v F PEEEER C1OC 2 DX IS B P ERIBE I R LT S A
Empiric {8#® RCT D¢ ZEEM: S o 2 FIEDIER O WA T S iz b
DEHH LT, ERMEE L TENENOREDOKILED Micafungin (MCFG) :
41% (13/32) . Liposomal amphotericin B (L-AMB) : 44% (11/25) &\ 9 #i5<0®),
Caspofungin (CPFG) : 42% (10/24). Isavuconazole (ISVZ) : 67% (16/24) £\ o
THE 98 5,

720D RCT 7 =& DA ZEN (n=190) ZFEhiL7=& ZAF v Xt (OR) 0.59

[95% (5 #EIX[H (95%CID) 0.32-1.07] & F x> TF ¢ U REDIMAFIEFEIKL Y
HIBFRILD U A 7 DMRWEF A RIE SN2 3 B2 /1 Cldieino7z (K3,
4), L2LmfEE S 100 FIIH7ZT . KD KRB ZRBFEIC X DGR HNE Th
2o
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1. &L MAAND £ TOHRN

'SR
PubMediRZEH 5 Cochrane Library#& 3
HEL-REHRY M4 E L8R4
gg # (n=311) # (n=172)
| L
BEGERBRNAERD
— SCERIGH (n=467)
A ) BRI LT iR 8R4
III RO == 5 LT #(n=457) : RCT
= ALk 143 (n=467) TRWED , KB
(rz REEBRLTED
—
' ‘ Bﬁﬁgfzéiéﬁi
- - D (n=5)
BB ST A E - ‘o
2 | [ren9s | [Lrexsxon [ EBRERITE
| |emnar | | #0=10 55 EUERIA AR
MDRCTTHY WLEEDED
SH MFED —
pu— - T
SN=HR
e | |o#% ABTFYSRIC
< (n=2) MA-FHRDOH
E!E #H (n=7)
=
—

M4 5E « candidemia, candidaemia, candida bloodstream infection
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FH1IFRRESEEICHIIZ2 A AME~NDTF v T4 Y 2REREBEICET 25 4 L{LE &R

Duration Successful
Study of study  Population randomised Intervention Comparison Outcome
bkl patients with clinical . AmB NN: 0.6-
al 2002 evidence of infection and a Caspofungin 0.7mg/kg IV daily Global
el REEPELiIL ositive blood or sterile site 70mg followed by N.' 0 f lgOmg!k ) response
2002;347:2020- Eulture S0mg IV daily I\-“I d.ail . ) i
2029, ¥
e o Patients who received CTx or
alsn et a HSCT and had neutrophil ] Liposomal AmB
2oy <500/mm3 and received Cr T T 3mg/kg IV daily  composit
M Engl) Med  2000-2002 70mg followed by ~ v P :
2004:351:1391- parenteral 50mg IV daily titrated to endpoint
1402‘ : ABx for at least 96 hours and 3mg/kg IV daily
) fever
Reboli et al Anidulsfungin =~ o o e
M Engl ) Med Patients with confirmed 200mg IV Global
2007;356:2472- R lia and IC followed by iﬂllnt;g;ollg:itled response
2482 100mg IV daily  F “oomeaaty
Kuse et al. Clinical si £ systemic of
Lancet fnical SIgns ot systemic o Micafungin Liposomal AmB  Global
30031519, 200 2003 Gandida infection or 100mg IV daily  3mg/kg IV daily response
T confirmed Candidemia and IC g ¥ ¥ P
1527 R I i
Queiroz-Telles . . .
L ) Micafungin Liposomal AmB
et al Pediatric patients (<16 years )
Pediatr Inf Dis | 2003-2005 old) with clinical signs of and 2mg/kg IV daily E‘:_mg,(kg e
. B (=40kg) or 100mg titrated to 3- response
2008; 27:820- confirmed Candidemia and IC ) :
826 IV daily (=40kg) 6&mg/kg IV daily
Patients who received CTx for
hametological malignancy Itraconazole 200
Jeong et al and had neutrophil U mg twice daily for T
Ann Hematol  2012-2014 <500/mm3 and received 100m Iﬁ dail 2 days and 200 end point
2016;95:337 parenteral g v mg once daily for P
ABx for at least 72 hours and 12 days
fever
kullbere st al Isavuconazole
1Thers €1 8l patients 18= years of age ~ 600mg IV daily on Caspofungin
Clin Infect Dis. o Global
2007-2015 with clinical signs of and days 1and 2 70mg followed by
2019 30;68 . . R response
(12):1981 confirmed Candidemia and IC followed by 50mg IV daily

200mg IV daily

Successful
Outcome of Successful
Neon-Neutropenic Candidemia and Outcome of

Neutropenic
Patients with

documented  patients with ICin Non- Candidemia and IC

Candidemia and Candidemia and Meutropenic in Neutropenic
Antifungal drug IC Per Arm IC per arm Patients (%) Patients (%)
Caspofungin  14/109 95/109 80(84.2) 7(50.0)
AmB 10/115 105/115 71(67.6) 4(40.0)
Caspofungin 8/12
L-amB 5/12
Fluconazole 4/118 114/118 67 (58.8) 2(50.0)
Anidulafungin  3/127 124/127 94 (75.8) 2 (66.7)
Micafungin 32/247 215/247 164 (76.3) 19/32 (59.4)
L-AmB 25/247 223/247 158 (71.2) 14/25 (56.0)
Micafungin 6/48 42/48 30(71.4) 5(83.3)
L-AmB 13/50 37/50 28(75.7) 10 (76.9)
Micafungin 3/5
Itraconazole 4/6
Isavuconazole  24/139 175/199 E-E]fgj]:?s 8/24(33.3)
Caspofungin 24201 177/201 {1?,2 29 ’;1}?? 14/24(58.3)
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R L IFPERD BE (CH T DN SHMEANDFv > T+« REBR(CEAT DS A MELLEGER ()

Study

Definition of successful treatment

Mora-Duarte et Favorable:

al 2002
N EnglJ Med

« theresolution of all symptoms and signs of candida infection and culture-confirmed eradication (or presumptive eradication for certain nonblood infections)
Unfavorable:

2002;347:2020-+ theinfection was clinically or microbiologically unresponsive

2029.

Walsh et al
2004
N EnglJ Med

2004;351:1391-

1402.

Reboliet al
N EnglJ Med

2007;356:2472-

2482
Kuse et al.
Lancet

2007;369:1519-

1527

Queiroz-Telles
etal

Pediatr Inf Dis J
2008; 27:820-
826

Jeonget al
Ann Hematol
2016;95:337

Kullberget al.,
Clin Infect Dis.
2019 30;68
(12):1981

¢ ifthe study drug was withdrawn before there was documented improvement, or if toxic effects necessitated a change in antifungal therapy

If all five of the following criteria were met

successful treatment of any baseline fungal infection

absence of any breakthrough fungal infection during therapy or within seven days after the completion of therapy

survival for seven days after the completion of therapy

no premature discontinuation of study therapy because of drug related toxicity or lack of efficacy

resolution of fever (defined as a temperature below 38° Cfor at least 48 hours) during neutropenia

If there was both

clinical success: defined as the resolution of signs and symptoms of invasive candidiasis and no need for additional systemic antifungal therapy

microbiologic success :defined as the eradication of candida species present at baseline, as determined on follow-up culture, or the presumed eradication, if culture data were not
available for a patient with a successful clinical response

If there was both a clinical and mycological response at the end of therapy

Clinical response: a complete or partial resolution of symptoms

mycological response: eradication or presumed eradication. (Eradication was presumed to have occurred when the patient had a complete clinical response but a repeated biopsy
for culture was contraindicated)

If there was both clinical and mycologic response at the end of therapy

Clinical response: a complete or partial resolution of signs and symptoms

mycologic response: as eradication or presumed eradication. (An outcome of presumed eradication required complete resolution of all attributable signs and symptoms, and repeat
culture or biopsy was contraindicated (cases of noncandidemia))

If the patient met all of the following criteria

(1) did not have a breakthrough invasive fungal infection (IFI)

(2) survived for 7 days after therapy ended

(3) no premature discontinuation because of adverse events or lack of effects

(4) defervescence during granulocytic nadir

(5) successfultreatment of any baseline fungal infection

If there was both mycological eradication and clinical cure or improvement

Clinical

Success /Resolution of all attributable clinical symptoms and physical findings/Partial resolution of attributable clinical symptoms and physical findings
Failure /No resolution of any attributable clinical symptoms and physical findings and/or worsening/ Not done or missing

Not applicable/No attributable signs and symptoms present at baseline and no symptoms attributable to IFD developed post-baseline
Mycological

Success Eradication/ Presumed eradication

Failure /Persistence/ Presumed persistence/ Not done or missing

Not applicable /No mycological evidence available at baseline
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2. AT ADOEM

Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup ABCDETFG

Mora-Duarte . .

Walsh o+ *
Reboli + + o+
Kuse + o+
Queiroz-Telles + o+ ..
Jeong .... + o+
Kullberg I S

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(
(
(

E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
G) Other bias
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3. BRI BEICRBT Do vV A IMEIC KT DRI Y R 7 D A H fET
Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI Year IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Mora-Duarte 7 14 6 10 13.3% 0.67[0.13, 3.45] 2002 L
Walsh 4 12 7 12 13.1% 0.36 [0.07, 1.88] 2004 —
Reboli 1 3 2 4 3.7% 0.50[0.02, 11.09] 2007
Kuse 13 32 11 25 32.1% 0.87[0.30, 2.51] 2007 .
Queiroz-Telles 1 6 3 13 5.7% 0.67 [0.05, 8.16] 2008 —
Jeong 2 5 2 6 5.9% 1.33[0.11,15.70] 2016 ]
Kullberg 10 24 16 24 26.1% 0.36[0.11, 1.16] 2019 — &
Total (95% CI) 96 94 100.0% 0.59[0.32, 1.07] S 4
Total events 38 47
iy P2 = = = <12 = Y | t 1 |
?etfrfogenenyl.l C;I t220_31 c;'f4 g(_PD 0(;.92), 12=0% 001 oA 1 10 100
est for overall effect: Z = 1.74 (P = 0.08) Echinocandin  Others
5 s N - =4
X 4. JREROLE: (Fv T 1 2% vs. TOMOIEA]) (THAANT 7R R
D777 ay b
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2. PHIHEREFEFEONEREFER LS T OHEREIEDIER

UG SN VSl IR a4

ke 2!

HOTH AR SLTNS B 19,

Bl DHILE

B RRAEAE
‘2L, MEOHPEBD DTSN DS

31T 5 R

ENJRR 150 [ 1 1 e

ESARENE]

PLEHEI O TR 5 T C breakthrough L7-7%
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VUK MIE DI TG SN T EEREE~ORZEEBA L TS &
WOHOHELH LN B0 Xy T ¢ RIEEE T O Trichosporon sp. ®
breakthrough ® X 912, THHLEEIKIZ ) DO EFEDS breakthrough 75 2 & & &
5B, F7=, (F-) FLCZ PBi#5 T ClX VRCZ 72 BTV — LR PIE 3~
DRZEMME L HE I TND 118, Z o7, FLEFEHEEK 5 T O breakthrough 73
bR DBICIIMERED 7 7 AAL v FRHEREN D,
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Clinical question 7: i ERIEA B T C. parapsilosis (2 & 228 H 2 FiE
IZF Y T 4 CRETHEIE E R LRV

Pl —

C. parapsilosis |2 & 2 MG T2 % ¥ U7 1 R IEDOIRIRAGE O R IR
Brhid, AEERIA BB A R R L s b DI, Ui LRI IR T
T P 2w & 0 HERKEmW D, FEETIC B Y v 7T LIZF v
YT 4RI R DIIRFUGEE BB IMAI~DEE 2 a5 (-0),

fin

C. parapsilosis 1 Z4F 1 ERIED & ORISR E OMERH 570 & 19, 1K
(B8 LA BRIV N IRE L7213 72 <. B 7 U AT ED W HERR T A
#ECdH 5, C.parapsilosis 1L ¥ > T 4 LR IITxT D F/ N B B EE (MIC)
MEDTHDZ ENRMBIL OB Xy T ¢ VRIE~DEFE L C. parapsilosis Ifi
FEREIN & OREZRET 285 H 5 229, Z D70 Invitro 1231 B IREIKHT
PERRERE SN TE Y, BB 2 Db & Fluconazole |2 X 2R HESE ST
X7, L L, ¥ T 4 U REE RO EREERFETIE, v o7 1 R
X DI S PHREBIGITHE SN TN 2739 B L, 2D OHAE TN
NG 7 X AMMEHERRICE S bDOTEHRWVWRIZEENLETH D, C.
parapsilosis ®#J 1/3 3 Fluconazole it TH -7 —F, =X/ F ¥ 7T 4 ~D
MPEITRD 22> T L WD IRITOWE 206 H Y (RWFFETIE CLSI M27-S3 %]
ELTAEHD) | MRS R OMEBITEE TH D,

BIfECLSI OH A FZ A > (M60EDI) Tl 2ug/mL LA T % &M, Sug/mL LA

Zmt & C. parapsilosis D7 LA 7 ARA > b MIC I OBERE L Y @D E
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ENTND, TOT VLA TRA Y FTIEEL DEREDSERZEERESND 3
33, EUCAST 1% Micafungin ® 7' L 7 /KA > ks MIC & LT 0.002mg/L LL T % J
ML L TU2ds 2020 4 2 H OEKET (Versionl0.0) TZ LA ZRA > k MIC %
2mg/L LF%E L CLSI &A% DHENE L 72 572, 7035, EUCAST iX Caspofungin @
TLAZRA L MIC ZRE L TWRWAS, Micafungin D7 LA 7 KA > b

MIC (ZHE U 72 O & #ELE L T 5,
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Clinical question 8: #FHERIRD BEFIZRBW T, b v PF MENFHET 2B A 121X
MEREKLS OFMBIERIT ?

P~ —
TP ERID DR TR SN D BEIZBWT, B VX MIEN RS D56
(ZIFHERLER = v = — R K] f~(G-CSF) D TR it Y1l FH e R B . & i8R & 7

% (I-A),

fiFR

AR ERE O BRI L PR 0E & BT D FREME A R T AR b H o Y B b
xtgrd UT-ERIER o v = — %I 1~ (G-CSF) ORI G DA% R
HIFFEIEZ Ly, Ls L G Hr BRI IR 00 GRAE ML B 1R S YE | T Y B & O 41
DY A7 D@ & 5 ERIRAHIET~O%c & LT, G-CSF DOVERRIfHEH %25 &
TOHEOMRELTWDL A FIA b5 3P, JaREkiEIcBAL T, £0f
hMEZ FRFT D822 LU 39, LavL 29 4D ¥ & MEIZ 35 1T 5 FEkr B i
EDOHEEZ Et U7 R A ZE ik, BEREOEIEE DN ®mN -T2 b D 5
TH U HMIEIC K D FF5FE LRI 48%. IEIERE45% & [F% T 0 37,
SEORL BRI T 23 S i v] e 22 Sl i |2 36 1 D R W D i BRI 23 T 1 S 40 D E B TR
ERIE L2 D,
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Clinical question 9: #FHERJA BE CTO X o P X MIE ORI Mk &=
MALD D72 < &Y 2 AR DOIER N ILED

P~ —

FERVENAE D72 2 B ME OTRRE RN Mhs e bt 4 Merd 1% B {2 i
IR U, AR ERSEIE L, 2o v P F MAEIC £ DIER S LT D £ TH
fertsha (1M-A),

fi

TEFR IR & U 2 ORER] Z &\ BRSO AE 2 1O 6 % 314 L
THET 2 0ERD D, BEICE SR ERBA BF 2 Pl & Le KB
BT o DB EBGEABR D % < PN MIEEG R VAL & 14 H [ % SRR O THE
& LTy 6810384 RIT A NT A o TIRMEIGE RS &K 14 HEORRZ
HeET 5, 14 AEOIBRMTONTZGE. BBIOIREGIHER R > T L 5
Hbdd PN, O L TERBAOBE ARG E LD TIEIRY, Fi2,
—IRAZAF P ERES 500/uL LA EICEHE 5 £ TIFEEE Akt 95 2 & b
WENTNWD R, ZhzEMNTL2 07 o R3320, iR EREE I
RPN AENBENT 22 LRHVEET L 9, ks, MEANT—T LR
RFECEENESEOR R =y —2ar ba— AR TE TWRVWES
DIREHR L U THIRTE 50T v A2, RGO IR S o LB I B A
R EOFHENMINE 2 & 0F L7256 OWMBEHRIT TN ENOEHB 22RO Z L,
IR B C 3T 2 ORI 2 R E T 2 7201 iE, MRk R L OfER O
72O H S L < I3k B CoMmigiRRRnHER SN 5,
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Clinical question 10: #FFERRD BE TOH v VX MEEIZBWTHOLERIRD 7 —
TNDRETHRES DD

< —

1. BRI BB ISR B 0 v P IR IR TS R R ke S A 7 & T — T
WUSNIMRAMF L7202 Z LD <dan, 7272 L. AT —7 Vi IRy
BB L 720 5 2720, AIRETHIUTREZHEITXETH D (I-A),

2. FRIRAICHREINEE &Rl L= 86, 4F PERRD 38 12361 2 RIFBAL & D42
WA SET HHUIR SN S  (111-B)

3. AT =T NRREESICR N T, A AT 4 NV ABRO RN S v

T 4 %FR liposomal amphotericin B D5 fgtd 25 (I1-A),

fi

G ERBAD W O T T —T MAREORBEMIZE L T +aRo e 7 o AR,
HRND D, DA MIEIXEIC AT =T ABNMRAME L 2B b TiERl, E
B DA ERIED & & 72 9EBITIE, BAF O RE CIHALE RS MR A T & 72 0
DT ENMBATND 478 QIEBHHEO R G & L I3 IR L
B R o Th O BHENITEET D, @PUH AHIRLHEBIERIZ L - TH
(L R DREHE & & 7297, @UF HERIBAN T 5 BB REIIZ 3517 2 B ARG DX
T TRIERE D MAENIC P PMRAT D,

—RENIE D A MIE TIE A T —T VDR EN TR ERESE DL Z LN
HNTWDENR P BT =T VS ERAF LT 558007 —7 v
R & TRICEEMER RN Te L T 2WmERH L 0, 800 4L ETiTbnZ
> F DAL LGEAER SV U EE T ORI P &0 RN T —T vk
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NEFRIIAREREEBERIZS oz 0o d®mELH V| e BEIC
BT =T NAREOENMEIAATH D, £z, MM S H i
mEEANEDOY R BT 25EG DRy, o), TRTOLf
FERIAD BB IC BN THULEIR D T — T L Dk E « ANRIHERE S, fH % OSEH]
CBT DHEORE, FFEEBE L L THREOTEZ M 5 2 & 2 #E:iE
T5, UL, MENDT—T 72 EDRY)ITH P 278 biofilm Z TR 5 72
E TR B L R D fEREDN H Y P TEDLRITHREEZBET L LY
E LV,

AT =T IVERGFT DG 72 L biofilm OB NEEINDHAICIE, Hoy
A D biofilm IZX L TEYVBWEEREZAT HF ¥ 7T 4 L FKRIEX liposomal
amphotericin B D 5- % fiist 92 357,

77— T VRINES D B G\ RAERT RO 72\ F1 7 — 7 /b B i e YL B U R
FIZBWT, A RUAYEHWTHEEa—T 1 7SN T—T v A
W Z 256, BTGB~ ANWEZ 2546 & o 7 — 7 VBB i G IE O

BAPEIZ BN W L RTHERNHAEDOD B A RUA ¥ &N ZHLDA]

/

IR D HEHRITZ LUy,

ik
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5-FC 1.5¢ 10~35 - 222 103
FLCZ 200mgx2 17.4 12.8 12.1 105
VRCZ 400mgx2 2.13 1.13 0.81 106
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Clinical question 12: % > ¥ #HIRHE I3 L THEBEEORAKR 5OH KT
W OBRRIT?

Y=l —

1.

4,

IR 28 D RS HE 28 T, R0, @2 RAFAIERIC L K2

IEFT 252 ENARETH D, Lo LHLEH D WITZE OIFF O RO R

AR L7170 (IR TIEE LWEREREEE Z TR n’ d 0 |

(R 72 IB9RE OIS & T 5.

HIEDIRNK (W E O TIRIEE) FEFAICKEWNTEMOT L4R7 U B

AN G TR FI D AR & S Tn D,

B VA MENGEF ST, RRRE CRM s nzdyaid, ETHRED

ZENENTRL T EFMBNEL & 25 2 &N RIEETH D0,

HARCOSH;iEE CORFITIXN > P F MEIC BT 2 IRFA )T L TR M

TRENRIREND Z LI CThH o7 1),

FLEE KRN &G

a. BHELHINEEFOM T IERN~OBATIL, KRBT O 1F1ED 7= i
WARRT, M ENEEMTDIL, 2HFMRIERIZIZE A LRV, T
RFIE]TIXFHAE TRAIZHFE TITDON D,

b, fREGEA ORI S &V | Bk & e~ o D F MIEIC R T D IR
LIHBEFEIRNE GIHRETH D0, TOEHEDS B E L OOBL 4 K
T ERBEIOLND,

c. TG,

@ B B D\ EE OB AFET DIER]

@ BHIRHER B T ERFINRGED 2 WITFT 2 6 L7 iEH]

@ MEREESHGEGOMERR, FIIXRIERIC Tk o3 K 2 22 i B
@ TRl I B
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5. HTFARFIN
a. BRY JWHBORE, FIEEEOIRNBITIEOTUE, MK X 2 RKA
HEOFRE (HeEzhn) RdiFbind,
b. Wi
O WY REFEEORF RS IZH 0 0b b TIRNE DS E - BIET 5
TEG] (5% 48~72 efH)
@ MR A HL I < A2 & D MR IHE Rl R BEC BB AL A 4= U
% flgett i3 & 2 JiE
@ HLAPREFLER & HEFE I E WA A U 7S B
FLEAZ & MM 2k & A OF LITE BESRIIRETT 2 SE
® HLEICKE ARWE 2450 1 RN E) 236 0 frEEENEL L
7R NEB
©® W TITm E O RIEE & 5 3R RIBE 2 A9 2 5E B

@

Limitation

B P HIRZBICIBN T, FLEEEORNE L CIIFEAER, S TR X
O DOREEM, 725 VI TR FIN CIE TR, KB ERTEMOFH., PiEE
RN G2 E 2502 OFMMEZFER L7238 L RCT 13720,

fiz
WERMEEMEIRNRITERE QRS EIMED S ATHICEE 2RISR L
MEARAR N e LRIET D, RO mE L L & B2 1980 (R E BN L 72
RIET, 1T & A EVTPLEFIREE-SCHIRE E D 7 — 7 AV THTH 5, NIRME
BEEMEIRNROERER (MLiEhi% Tl - [[AE) (3 Candida J&25 9 Fl4 5
. Aspergillus J&. Cryptococcus J&, Fusarium J&72 &3 Z 1Lk <, Candida J& D
95, C. albicans IZX2bDMHEHZE <, KWT C. tropicalis, C. glabrata, C.
parapsilosis, C.krusei 72 E23M@H S5 Y, ERREGE T M AN £ 72 138 IS T
WHE IR T, TR, EREZEZOH O L EHE TRIEST 5, &
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VU HMIEIC BT HIRFAE OFIEMEE 1L 2.9~26.5%Th b5, o I XIMIEDZ
Wit B HICHIE FE SRR 2 BME L7358 OFEME 13, IREHEER Tl 2~9%
CIRRE BF AR ETEENRBELEZLD) TIE 1~2%TH D 2,

1. iEFERBAREH 5V IET-EFHRF OIS

IDSA A K74 > VB LWWESCMID A KT A 2 9TiE, EIEORNE (&
FE O IRIER) JEFNZ BV TRIIOM AT & ERN~DT LR T U &
v BT RNEBRENERNE SN TnD, b, FIEEEORTREIL, HIEH
DM FRNE G & 2 WIS IR FINATR TRT kT 2, SEAIOBIR, &
Gk X OBGHIRITATEICHE L 2,

(1) NEEERAKRE

a. BEYEFIR

LB DS NBE U 2 20 U RN & CHEIE L 7B B ik, PLEE RO
TRNIREZ ZOEDERETHICEIBEETRDDLILENAETHD, L
I LG #E SN TERB O F RN ~OBITIL, MIEIREM OEED -0
RETHDH, WMFERNEGEORSIE, = OBEMOEE LTI L7355
REZHGLZENAEET, Lrb2GREROLENZEA RN LITH
Do

b. s

PUE SO RN G0 S0 R EER| 29 & LT,

ORI EE % KT fERIED B 296 B O E 8 D WIXE O HICAFET DI
il

QPEFEEDO 2 H 5 TR AN LB T2 HREAR R Tl R AR
AHE & 2 WML FT & A L 72 SE B

OPIEFEIRIC L D B OHEIC TR 5 Ofkise 13 N #7051

@R TR TR T B B 5 IR T 114 3561

RETERIND,

c. BHHE
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T ERNEGOEPHEE LT, KEBEEG, MEEEAsR LRI, MERIEE,
G DT EIRIER E03 D 5,

(2) WTFEFIH

a. B

M RFINIL, W ARTIREDSER L, MIEEEODRPI AR+ GE
BIREND, HTFEFRO BRI, ORERORE, OMEREIEOIRNBITHE
JLER LUOQRKEERE DRI TH 5,

b. it
R T O@IS 208 LT,

O e fiERHEO R F G2 H b O TIRNR S E(L - BIET DIER (
P 544 48~72 WR§fHE])
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@BLARFEFLEA > & HEFE M B AN A U T FE 5]

@FLIARK & IS 2% 2 & 0F LU B SRICHHTS 2 e B

@HLEICRE 2E 2 50 1 FLEEREL L) 236 W EEIENREZED L
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. FER

WL AR5 (T & 2 B AN 1) C AR ES JE) D O BRERME DM T - 2 72 8D JE I8 R D
MR b E R LT 2R 20 TCHEEAET D ), WIRICHERA LN D

2k, FIRZTCTHLHENERZ BE L T, B T ERFIN 2175 2 &M
%, FHEITEEMERANER (PEE~EEOMT-ER) Wk 1 BHELNE
SND Y, 2L, BEOERSRELZE L FINEISZRET D, £, il
FIESR 72 B NTRBEIABEZ RV D Z L1250 T, BEBIUOFEEOERNH
HETHD 2,
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ABEBITHKT D IRFIT TIR, 8 AR BRI R IRIE B 23 72 o0 TR
T DR TR Z IR R ET 5 2 L1370 < Bl TAREIRIT CHie 2 &30
Ny LA L7R7N & 25| M I ] BiE -0 G Sl Al 1 R IBTE 72 & & £ © ERERI T,
VY A= A A NEEALEZY  BEOFHEE LY THZENnH D2,
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O FFH TR KA E P Z P U LS| 2 fkRT 5 D, —J7 . ikt
ARA (RAETFEFLUT) 20O T, MEHEEZ A C DN F k2175 2 &
NEE LW Y, ETEER T ERZE D 72 < IREBLE S IR #EZ20RRE Tl
MIEAKBRITETFT 5 7,

d. Z0fth

B FINCER L. PLEEEONFIRNEETTIE ~ DU & 2 WM IS T P
FHENEGDIFH SN Z D5 (FEHSR) |

2. BRI AREHEFEKIL?

IR G-I BTz - ik, IRMERE (& IS/l (oxt L CEEAIOEIE 23
CRWgEGENHWLNL (1) 2, FRRERE DL S 7B T
MRS R B D S R A BN D,

a. "YU HR

Bk ClE, 2 RIVER OB S 5 OITHEIT L2 IR R ICHIEE R O 25 %
H.L & (12 AMPH-B 74 F > 2 — /L g (d-AMPH) #§ F-ANE 523 Thivs 4)
o BhH &L LT5~10pg/0.1mL AHEEIN TS, AMPH-B U AR Y — A8HF] (
L-AMB) O RWN&KEEGE E LT 5~10pg/0.1mL 25 E ST 5 28R 12 H
WA T R,

b. 7Y —/V%&

TV —/VRHD FLCZ X° VRCZ DIRNBEATIZRAF Th 2 DM F RN G- 23T
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100pg/0.1mL AW S TW5, —J5, ITCZ 1% FLCZ X° VRCZ |2tk LIRINAAT
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. ¥¥ o4 v%
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PIE 3K H&+= AN G2 | IRNEERIR R
TLERTU VB AMPH-B 5~10 5~10
TAKRT UL B YK Y — LK L-AMB 5 -
NEDEY MCZ 30~50 10
TafS— L FLCZ 100 20
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d. Breakthrough = B LiE
Clinical question 13: R U FIETGEFIZIIT 5 breakthrough JERYLFE A

FRF DRI IX?

Y=l —

1. HiR— 5 2 A 1372\ DD, breakthrough EYEIFIZIL, D7 Z XD
BHEEA~LEFTT L 8B LND (T-A),

2. EARAYIZIZ, breakthrough YD v v 7 1RIRICIL, FLCZ &5 L T
e, F ¥ T 4 R BRSSP Candida B R RIRETEEZ AT D
PLEEIE~, VRCZ & 5- L TWeiaa . L-AMB 72 £ @ Aspergillus LIAR 0 5%
WEIIEEZ AT 2HEEE S, Yo7 4 v RELZEELE L TGS,
VRCZ 7 £ @ Trichosporon (Z{& 4 A9 2 HLEEHE~, L-AMB Z#&5 L T\
ea. WY = REEZ DI WEE Z I N—F 25 AT, VRCZ ~D
EERO LD (-A),

3. breakthrough J&YL DK & 72 2 EHELRE MRV L7256, Ehulsxt LiE
DI EREREICER T 5,

Limitation

L AR TR, REMED O FE L iERZ K A, 7 CETEIC K 2 R e itin
B, B, PRI LT,

2. Breakthrough &Y (1%, (REEMED » ¥ ZIED HWIRE 1210 Tle | RIEEE
BEE D T B4 G0 BRI R BRI E  (FN) REOHIE IR P ORAEH L
Weh, RATA RTA4 2 TlIxtgee Lic, 2078, BTIEEOFRKEE N, i
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Ehd,
3. Breakthrough J&YIEAEZL DA N T 7 VU — % RET 5 720 ORI X A A LER
IREBRIL 720,

i

]

4 REVEERIED S Y A ZIEBNC BT DIRIEVED > P 2EZ HY & LTCHiER
HOTFHEGOBEEIL, REESKREBESCHRBERIRERICL S
breakthrough JEGLD U 2 7 BRI TEY , 202 Txa REMED 2 XiER

N

BAA RTA ) THEITIERADRH 5,

fin

AKHA RZ A TO clinical question 13 THEEHEHRGHOT LA 7 Z)L—
(breakthrough) JEYLIFIZIZ, L7 7 A ~OPLEL I~ DL T ITHELE X 412 7
Td 5, Breakthrough EF YD ER TR~ TH 0 Hii— SN2 REAEIT 2, &)
DT — R &R UK L T S b ol Rt Cingl, it
FHEOMK THEAIZFE CEEARE SN bOIEHEHREEX LD, RHET
EBRA LTz, R U T PRGOS EIT BT Y L WA 528, Zih & kIS
EXBITE R, LIeR>T, RITA K74 Tlik, fiEREIEMEHFICBIT 55
DOEFRIC L 5% BT Y& L, ZOXISIZ DWW TGS L7, Breakthrough J&%
Qeik, TRAE G- RRBROOTAIE ., FRATAHR I BIfR e S B IR 5 IR AET 5,
ZDH, ZNHDOHEDHEHTZ, S BIT, GFHEBDEE B TREEM D >
CHIEDHETEE LTI GRT B v 7B E VNI EZTIINTED, 2
B O HEEDN R E LI PHESLZ B Y v ZIRER O
breakthrough /&% & & 7=,

Breakthrough &Y D K & 72 % EL# 1T Candida J&721F Tix72 <. Candida J&.

Cryptococcus J& LIS DOF 22 BERHREL R 1 <> Aspergillus J& % & 1% R B 72 LR
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JRWN, ZDTeth, KA RTA L TCINHEMEET D EIXRARH D, RKET
XN VB ERE LRIRE 2 Z O BT RO T ) v 7 iR e ®=
SRR B3, JRRE A L= Db ORISE, tOEERH A RF A >, B
LI TR L W aE & 20,

1. HHEkBEEE . ELBMRBEREICR T 5 BT B

15 I A AR AR & 1 e ik B T, FEIMER SR T B~ T breakthrough J&4%
AL BIEY A7 L LR, AR >, FOEIRD 7 — 7 L OFiE
SR R E AT v A RRIORg L ) qpdgkiEb S0 R R
SEAOANE D K5 10 IRHTEIK O 128 b~ D EE 12,
RENL DL DORTOEEGREE SN TNWD, 70, MiRERE S TeEMEREE O
BE DO ROLLETlX, FE breakthrough JEYHBE 50%. 42.9% 2%t L T,
breakthrough % > ¥ i fiE B3 DFETHITK 4 76%, 85.7%' L | breakthrough
T TPHRBBENEHE STV D,

WEORERAIFFIC L 0 B P HEIEDO T & L THRAMHENT LTV 5 HA1x
TNaS Y —)v (FLCZ) T 27322, SME st A iy oHin A bk
DIRTEMET A~V X)L A JE  (Invasive aspergillosis: 1A) O TBAzhH % W5 L 7=
FLCZ &4 +T =) —)v (ITCZ) % Ihik L7= A Z it Ot Tid, ITCZ WA
HS FLCZ (2 TA OFAEN Do 7- 202D Fi- | e o1
Bh$% 5 Cid, ITCZ #E1X FLCZ BECRR 0 AR U = 3126 L CA RIS TA @ BT Jgijs
MWL 2D AR Y 3 —)b (VRCZ) #ElE FLCZ BEIZEERT IA ORAN D
L 2, FLCZ400mg &£ I 7 7 ¥ (MCFG) 1 H 18] 50mg &5 DT 4
PALHESABR TlX, B v P FIEDRIEIZZE T2 E DD, MCFG £ T Aspergillus

12X % BT EYEDIEED 02% & FLCZ D 1.5% & H_XThenoT- &S
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TWd 2, ZOX T, GFHERED B0 i I % O FLCZ O T
H-TIx, W2, Aspergillus % E KRB L 5 BT EEDSERIRIIICHETH 5,

— )i, BERHERETRIZ X % breakthrough &YX, RV = U RFE 7TV — /LR 3K,
F¥ T4 UREONTND Y T RTBNTHZDORENBRE S, FEE 2
HEEITHEG SN TOWIHERHKICL > TRRS, TART IV BTAFY
L — h#I(AMPH-B) 3 Fi 1 @ breakthrough /&Y% Tl Candida glabrata 5.
Candida lusitaniae 525, Candida parapsilosis®®’, Trichosporon J& ¥ @ BT Jg&Zx 3
W STV, ZOBRBEH L2V ARV —< AT LR 7T YV B (L-AMB)
& DIEBNVELFHERBUE B2 31T £ e TlX, L-AMB X AMPH-B |2}t
X breakthrough # o ¥ Z &3/ 072572 2, —J, L-AMB &R ) =%
WZxF LTI, SRR Tldd % 23, Aspergillus terreus,  Aspergillus flavus, Scedsporium
80) 7o IR AR THE & D,

7 — VR EDOH T FLCZ X° ITCZ Ti, breakthrough % > 3 & i O JiU K| # Fl
RT Y = VRIIHR T DEEME T EOBANE A S TN LT 580
2>5 ., nonalbicans Candida 73\ M &35 O F THix Th 5D, LirL, T
SOEFNHEEREENTWD L DOICHEH LIZBaTi%, C. parapsilosis 2%,
Candidakrusei 72, C.glabrata 73, Candida tropicalis3’, Candida guilliermondii
8233) Jp & 7 — LRI TEAE MDY B non-albicans Candida |2 & % breakthrough
YRR 2 G STV D, S HIZ, 2000 FRFIZETIL S %A%, FLCZ #
H.th o> HIV J&Ye 34 @ Candida albicans @ breakthrough &% 3| FLCZ & L < I
ITCZ #%5-rh o i B LS > C. albicans @ breakthrough &Yx ¥ 2N G ST
WS, ZHHIEWTIL T Y = VIRICRT D EME T L T2 & LD,
FLCZ X° VRCZ & D #FEIZ X H1iE(L S breakthrough J&Y: D TR & L CHERI X

TW5, FLCZ 5T v & ME 2 3JE L 7= B3 ) 5 ElIY & fu7z Candida 28
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D FLCZ DHFANEZNEIT FLCZ @ 1 ARBLIORBEELHABEAL T L o
HbdH D P,

VRCZ Tl L-AMB & Lb# L C, breakthrough 7 > ¥V X JEMEE CTH - 72 & #H
HEENTWVWD O, LarL7e2y 6, C.glabrata?’*%3%_ C. krusei 2012 X % breakthrough
YDA D Y . FLCZ X0 ITCZ [RIFRIZ VRCZ (T DARRSZ M ZER & LT
HH S TWD, £72. FLCZ R ITCZ I[ZHIHR G- SV TWISER] T, VRCZ ik
C. albicans 1T X AL b ME SN TERY P 7Y — LRI D22 Xl & HEH
ENTWD, RIRETH DA, VRCZ TiEL—a VHHIZ L D 203949 |2 ¢ 1%
BERMETH D, £7, VRCZ Tl DMK & breakthrough &Y % < 72
D& DHWEDND D W,

MCFG X°F ¥ AR 7 7 U F (CPFG)/2 EDF v T 4V RIEBHIZRB VT,
C. parapsilosis *+*14?_ C. glabrata ¥ . C. tropicalis ¥, Candida fermentati *¥,
Trichosporon J& 4434 Cryptococcus J& *. Rhodotorula J& '#7 <>, FKS mutation
2 & D% % T 1 Uit Candida J&IZ X 2 BT B0 @E b b5 84800 | Ik
PE S ITMRREE AT 5 BB T 5 MCFG 5 H OERIMAE 39 HilDk
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F ¥ T 4 RERE DO BT O RKE T, 8RS 5 VRS O b

DDHREDRZZUN )

2. FEMIBEBIZKIT 5 BT BYE

FELF AP ERIBD BB IC D Z 35 B LT breakthrough 77 o 3 #JRYs & Wit L 72
T2 U RZRT-E LT, Ffpiigig@dE s oD, FOEiRy 7 —7
JUERTE D FLEHIE 255 HEHBIRBE~OREIIARL, KGR~ H Y FE
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5D BN SN TU 5, breakthrough % > ¥ X RGO Ay T #% 2 Wat L7z iy
Tl FAERTIRIERARO/NR & TR 5 4 XA 2,99 (95%CI
1.04-8.6 7P=0.043) L #HE N TS Y, /NI IT 5 13 FM Ok — Mt
Tl 45 B breakthrough 7 > ¥ X MAEDEFE 79.1% IFPTEEIZEZEDO H 5
Candida 23F K T, PLEEEMEZRTH DX FLCZ 25 SN TWAHEED
S5HNZ DRI BTz L X T 5 39, JRIKE & L T, non-albicans Candida.,
¥ElZ, C. parapsilosis D Z & 3% 1552,

F7-. TEETIZZANCME % 7”73 Candida auris (2 X 5 L breakthrough J#4x

DEENRH Y D FEMPERBITIBNT S L DORAENRE STV D 7,

3. BT EBLICHT DA T T V—

a. FLEEHE

T — VRS 5T D breakthrough JYLRRIC, 7Y — LR AW R
RELTDHELLEFRLIAONO R o7z, T T 0 RIETIE, [FFEHSCT
(& B L72FZETidd 278, MCFG 25 Lo+ 2 RO EHEZ T T\ T
H. MCFG & DOREPEIZ BRI 72 < | breakthrough JEYITHIET D L OHE DL H
% B, IR ARTZ L DT, TV VRERLF ¥ T 1 RIEITH T D breakthrough
SR IR Z ML BARHE SRR DO Z & b 5 D728, TNZ IO IEHF| O £l
HELETE 20,

—J7. breakthrough &% B> 7= F D= BV o 7B L LT, BIRHEOHIE
FIRICET T REZDOEOREVRFHIR O, ZNETOREDZ 1T, AV
TURGEDBYPFAERICHEH SN TWEPEEEEORFTEO LD~ 5
(2, BEFECHEANS MV IE, A SNOMERFEE~NEERFR I N TND Z

& M2\, Breakthrough J&HL D B » 7 IR COPF LI DWW TIX, AH
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ETHWEIT /RN, T — L RIITARESZ ME A 7R T AL fumigatus  BEsEfE )3 R
DIA DLGE, X T A UV REANDEERF ¥ 7 4 VRFEEM 7 T AL Dff
ANERE 72 T 2EMMENRH 2 9, BEEICK LE Y 27 R+ Tk
Candida 7217 Tix7e <. ZOMOFmLBERRER V. RIREZHEEL
breakthrough &YX AT & 70 %, MIKIEFRIZ IS 1T % breakthrough &R A kL
oGO 7 r—F v — FRAR S Y ZOFTIE, BIfERARILIE 2
P27 7 AOHAEBEEOHA BRI TND

LLEX Y {8 x ORISR BIAE LT OB FEECSEA A2 Xl 0 %58 4 %
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e. 7] > A [MJiE  management bundle

ACTIONSs (appropriate candidal treatment implementation of non-neutropenic strategies) bundle
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HEOTREEEREEE LR O GEIC. v T 4 UREEE BIRE LTH
WL Z RSN S )y & L. PICO @ P(population) X [FN Tl 38
AN & 23 b TR Bt 5 12 BEME L BB M) ITERE LT,

1. FNIZH T 2REREBRRA 7T V—

BB OMEZW N2 SIVTORWEFNIKT T 5168 A N 77— LT,
RIABFFRe I 2 R & L7l EEE o v ) v 7 15%  (symptom driven) &,
] & 2 DA & AR PLUIZIEIRE & B bR 3 2 el B/ 72 preemptive HTE B 15
(diagnosis driven) N E ST D (4, £1) 4

INBHANTTU—OMEIGERDD ET, FN OV AN EETH S,
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Lehnbecher & 103, Mk BEAMEREIEE I 6k 3- 2 A 0 1 & 7ol 0d e A Al 2 2
FI/NRBE ISR T 2 REEERIERIED R Y X7 & LT, [REEmSMEE
R, M E REPE A R 2 PR NN 2 R e Om B AT
oA MERAZZET TS, £72 Ko b MIREEHEFEERED Y A7 K1 & LT
PR E L LTS, ETHEAMBERE LT, JFRBTITEEY N E, 556
. NRGEPEY MR IE R ERR-P ) A7 E LTS DI L, SEE
PEFIIH 2 U A ZISALEAHT TV %, £ 7B EHRER], BRI (7
Y74 M), EERBE (TLA)IEEY AT E Le, RICIRIFEERE LT, 4F
HERID OFEFE, A7 1A Rl AR, SR CITRTLE e R —,
FEHE P15 AR IS (graft versus host disease, GVHD)RIEA ZE L T\ 5, &
DICEWODanF A B—a oM FRGHIER T DRE, T8 & OB
KIZHER LTS, 2O XD IRIEERIERIED U 2 713, ME SN HEREE
RRBUZ IS TR D720, BV ATOERE L TEEZ T2 DOIIFELR,
ARG CIIfEA OHREICHBETHHEE LT, [RFEEMEMEEHE X O&rE A
i UNERMEY o MER A T UV X7 R0 6 556) BNESE L,
2T, N ICLDAMED Y X7 EHIL 2 27 & LT, Multinational
Association for Supportive Care in Cancer (MASCC)'2 = Clinical Index of Stable Febrile
Neutropenia (CISNE)" 238t &1, KV A 7 Ll & uiviX, ROFEIZ LS FN
DI FIRIENATRE & LTV D, MASCC OFHliME E 1%, SERORE, M FK T 72
L. BPEPASEMERGZR R, FEREEMIRIEDR CEERE OB T2 L, SokEE. B
K7L, 60 LL T T ARY 27 THIUXEIHERERITZS% AT E LTS, K
TA RTA L THRTWDE Y A7 1E B P ERI B 72 £ FN H IR D
D27 Ztad, TROLARTOY X7 538IE, =80 » 7 IREOEICICE T
5D THY ., PIEHFE T OLEMEIZET 20K TH D, MASCC <
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CISNE ® U A7 Gl S 1 X BN 72 2 RICIEB VR MLETH D,

1. T>E) w2 (fever driven)
BFChIRAD -5 R
{ mEymEz  ARELR

2, Sl IS8 (preemptive) 5% (diagnosisdriven)
BEREPZE (Proven/probable)’s<, ¥ —N—, Bi%, BRRFIRZH > TEE0G

BETEERREERZEV) (possible)

RS L ] >
‘D‘ NEESH
2
EHNEEV — N — —_—
(EMERHBATSIE) M) A -

HADBEICEHST
FPpaVEED, v -N—Fr v

Girmenia C 5 (3Cfk 2) & WE
4. WHERDVEBEEICB T A2MEFEE - vV v 7 IRE & ol =D

(preemptive)]H7E
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K 1. BRI B EEERA T 7T V—

— ERERAEIR 5#2 (N1 AV — _
T [
S _

Preemptive

Empiric (') 22) 3-5EDREEE I E LIS -

(= ACQTODXIR)
Empiric ({&') 227) =7 BORBIFH =1 =
ez 0be = -+ KB E LIS +

a. MEEET VY v 7 ERK

JEISHUE FIRIRIT B 220D & 3RS 2 FURARB OFE B A 24 2 4 1 BRI
DEBEICH T OMERIRR L ERSND L B E Y A7 BT 96 kel (F7z
13 3-5 H) LA ERFt T 2 FENE 72 1TFENFT R RF ISR B AR5 56, & <IZ 10 H
I ZDAFREREAD D TR SN DG A ITRIRE YD V) X7 2B 8 LT E K
ZIEIRT D 7,

Z OO Y 2 27 Mg ENEEGCE R 1 1 DA% O FN 26 LT
FN FHi O 2R & LIcEEE D v v 7 IBRO= T v A 372 <,
HELE I 720, BRIRADICRFEIRHIR AR Z 7 A E TELE 27, B-D-7
WIIAE T 7 S~ o VR, B2 SRR R & 5 O T R A AT
&L THIEREIRR OIS 2 W35 (3 1), ZOEWTFNIKY 2 7 fEfIC
2B )T B H MR P A LAAR O S C F212 4 O FRAr P ERIRD . LB RIS
FEDGEITRB T D IEFEEMIGEAE L RE S LD SR 1316 BT TRk~ 5 JE
GFRERED BE BT 2= B v ZIRE L iR B E BT 5 =Y
Y VRO A TP RE 2D Z LICHEBEPLETHD (F 1),

b. Preemptive {53
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REDOA D b THAEYFORE 72 IXEGRE CEEEEN DD
LoD, BHEEROBW Y T4 T )T &l S 720 P ERBUD BN T D P
BRI 2, MRAHE S C possible THALIE, FN Fafcif 96 R 25> 2 & 72 <,
SeBRANCIBRE 21T O (K4, & 1),

Preemptive {69 Clx, #7727 b~ F ik, TiRMEE. &R OFFE 7
EHVHEBLOTLAT A ULE L AR, zygomycetes 72 E DRI A AEE L
TEBY., KA T4 OFlEN BN D T & preemptive therapy Tx 'Y
v JIERE D PR AEWE LTEERITRIN TV RWNT & 7] preemptive IR 23
T APLEEFKD head-to-head D LLEGRERITITHON TR L7225 preemptive
BRICEAT 2HRIITD R0 o T2,

1) MiE /A A4~ —H— : occultinfection D B2 Wi~ — 1 — & LT, #FHER
WABETIEIT T 7 b~ F UHUREZRIE L, Bt CThIITZ BN 2L
IR A BN RS D, 7 v b A 7B 2 [F1E#EE index = 0.5, Hi[A] T index
=07 HRINTND 3,

2) Surveillance-driven antifungal strategy : 1& ML AR R R A 1] CIIFE B D A (2

B & F 4 h Bk 2 EMICE R~ — 5 —, #ig2Ec X 59—
NA T AR L, B & RIRIC S BB RIS HIE R A% 2 BAa 9
% %

3) FEMEBEEALDN O ORI EE OB : KIEBEND T AL F L R ER

ZEWAMH SNTCGEIL, HEZW TIIR WA TEEERR 2 fnT 5 %

2. FNIZBITAHEEE VY v 7 IGROE)G

Goldberg & ° X, systematic review (Z & ¥ | FN IZKT A HiEEIE- Y v 7

BT, R [(PLEEIEIER G (6 3Bk) . preemptive {69% (1 #BR)] & bk LIE
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TIHZEEZRD R D, BEEEREREIIRD LI E2@)E LTV D,
ZORERICLVEY AZEFI TOFERE= Y v 7 IRRITHE SN D 23,
Caselli & (%, XY XA ZFEFNZIB VT, FLEEEIEHR G2 & L., caspofungin
(CPFG). liposomal amphotericin B (L-AMB) & FEIEZh ALt L= & 2 A, %78
DRI T(K % 87.5%,94.1%, 80.0%, p=0.41), 1KV A7 FlZF1F % FN (2%}
TOHPEREEZ Y v VIBROAMEIZ K 5 Z Do RCT OEILA B AL/ D
ST b RY R BITIREIN E Lawve Lz,

3. FNIZBITSHEET VY v 7IHRICEB T 2HIEREEDOER

Walsh & 1%, F#eFN 6871 & %4212, conventional amphotericin B (cCAMPH) & L-
AMBZ% LU U 72RCT (WUE B FITFEEN, 47 ERIBAD O I3k L D7 < & B 5 H
i) % 3kt L, A7 fREAC 222388 7, breakthrough HEEJEGY | 15 5-RF B AL S |
FIEENL-AMBTHRICIKE TH 722 L2 HE L., ZORCTE % - TL-AMB
IIFNTOHEERROIRER L e o7,

Z D%, CPFG IZBWTL-AMBZ X & LT, FNIZIIT HRCTA10956%1 TIT
b 7e?, BRI EREL LT, FTROS2ORFHRINTND
)baselinel /2 BEMEE BB YL MFET IUX, 2 OIREIZAF), 2)Breakthrough B
YLD T L 3 EFEE 7 B UL AR AR RN R E T TENE R TR T
YU BRI BTHT Hh I Z 48 RFIRT DA LR ER, 2 OFE R, BRIRZNRITA % 33.9%. 33.7%
& & RO T CPFGOIELMENFEH S 41, IRE T W IICPFGTHEICIRE TH -
72

Voriconazole (VRCZ) & 5t fEFE DL-AMBORCT?! (FN, 837#1)IZ45V T, primary
endpoint T & 5 RN R ITVRCZEE26.0%, L-AMB 30.6% (95% CI-10.6-1.6) T R
D-10% FE>72Z & D, VRCZIZIESMHZ 74TV 7 ZZER TE R0l T2

72 LVRCZ C. breakthroughF B &I A BICIEKETH Y . BIMEAR (& 5-HpREE
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Bt BEE) bPiani, $RAAL v FARETHLI LW IFEL D D,

INHLOEDOENWZET VAR, L DHA KT A4 TIXL-AMB &
CPFGZ % 1 ®INIE L L THESE L6922 VRCZERIEFHEK & L7z (F2), MCFGIX
BEIRAFIE D3 e < HESEFE |V CTCPRG & 2R ST\ b, — 5, KIEKYYE
HENA RIA VEERT. WA ET U AT NE0D, 2 TOX v 7 4
VRIBITBT DIRFENRILAI % & 270 L, CPFGIZIRER T X ¥ T 4 v R¥A
F1EIRE LZ, F/2VRCZIZZET UV ADEIIE DL OO, gk DET & & &
L 1 IBIRIED— D THEE L TN 5725,

Chen & 2 |[IHiEEHF + 1 %f 1 (head-to-head)?® RCT [ZF51F 5 systematic
review & Efi L, L TIEWVT 40D RCT TH X722 < BEKZIE Tl itraconazole
(ITCZ) 1% cAMPH X Vi1 CW =y, hOPTEFE KR L TIEZEEFEO TV,
ERIRAKAE & 7 > 7 W2 (1 i ML, 10: e BAD) TORHMM (network meta-analysis)
TIE, BT T CPFG 728, BB BIHAE P AR B2 Tk MCFG AME L 7= {8 1)
Tholcb LTWND,

Seko & Y7 FIMLiEEMERESE R BEF THOT B Y v ZIFERIZB W T, MCFG &
CPFG @ RCT ZAT\, fRENR L BB H IR AN 200 2 & 28t LT
%o, F7- Kubiak & (%, %I RANTBIZEMIEZITV, BIROL BN Tl
MR E LTz, & HICHEGR TIERWE DD, MCFG @ FN 1T 5 BAF7RTE
PR b E ShTng 273

UbEDZ &6 clinical question [#FFIEKEA B T P FIES & O TR
MHEEREEZE YL, $¥ T 4 U REEFH BINE LTHWS Z &3
BEINDN) T DT v RSV 2 E < 72912, CPFG |2 MCFG
EINZ =% % T 4 %3 % intervention (1), L OHTEE # % control(C). outcome

(O) & FRIRZN R, T4, BIMEA & L. systematic review, A Z T 217 ->7= 2, F7=
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VI E LT, Fv T 4 URELEETA RT A2 22 TH1TRPEELL L

THERE SN TUVWA L-AMB & O HIT 77,

F2. KA RTA4 BT DET 5 FN IZKT 2P ERE IO EER

Strong Moderate Marginally Against use
/Insufficient evidence
IDSA, aspergillosis 20167 LF-AMPH. candin. _
VRCZ
IDSA. candidiasis 2009% LF-AMPH. CPFG.
VRCZ FLCZ. ITCZ
IDSA. candidiasis 2016 No recommendation
ESCMID-ECMN-ERS L-AMB. VRCZ.
20178 CPFG MCEG ITCZ. ABCD. AMCD cAMPH. FLCZ
34 ECIL, 2009° ABCD. AMCD
L-AMB. CPFG ITCZ. VRCZ FLCZ cAMPH
DGHO. 2017* ABCD. AMCD,
L-AMB. CPFG VRCZ ITCZ. MCFG cAMPH
Taiwan. 2016 CAMPH. L-AMB. CPFG VRCZ. ITCZ. MCFG =
Pediatric patients. 2017 L-AMB. CPFG =
4% ECIL. pediatric patients.
i L-AMB. CPFG
ESCMID-ECMM 2019% L-AMB. CPFG ABCD. cAMPH
S pyem s o L-AMB (2-1), ) CAMPH (4-II).
EHAESA4 Candin (1-I) VRCZ (2.11) ITCZ (3A-III) FLCZ (3C-1II)

IDSA: Infectious diseases Society of America; ESCMID: European Society for Clinical Microbiology
and Infectious disease; ECMM: the European Confederation of Medical Mycology; ERS: the
European Respiratory Society; ECIL: European conference on infections in leukemia; DGHO:
German Society of Hematology and medical oncology

LF-AMB: Lipid formation amphotericin B; VRCZ: voriconazole; CPFG: caspofungin; L-AMB:
liposomal amphotericin B; cAMPH: conventional amphotericin B; FLCZ: fluconazole; ITCZ:
itraconazole; MCFG: micafungin; AMCD: amphotericin B colloidal dispersion; AMLC: amphotericin
B lipid complex

4. KTA R7 4 EELTIHEM LT systematic review, A & 4T 3
Pubmed % 2019 429 A 3 H ¥ THisk L 7=, sk H 553 echinocandin, caspofungin,

micafungin, anidulafungin, neutropenia, fever & L., &3 T@® empiric antifungal
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therapy (2B % randomized control trial Z %% L 72, empiric antifungal therapy @
ERITHEHEEROMEZWA 72 ST, FN JEFN KT 5 IRBEUHIEEEE 72~96
P LA EOTERE T H RN R OYE OFIER SR & Lz, Primary outcome (%
R L L, BRI, 4 RCT TRWIEMEN —E TR 2 ® secondary outcome
E L7, RWEA L L CHEREIC K IR b 3l L7z,

a. ¥¥ T 4 URIEEMOPIEFEIA L#E L7z RCT (X 3. [45)

6 DD RCT HIBIN S fufz 18203336 e op 57 ¢ U RIKIZ K HVREITSE LT U R
JIETRATH-72[V A7 (RR)0.70,95% EHEX [ (95% CI) 0.49-0.99], /1A
Bld> RCT THEDFHEDH 2 & DIX L FDOH T, W7 —2h & bIETHIITFED 7R
MoTeTeD AN ZEXRE LT A X CHLREOFME LR U R TH- 72 (X
1), ERARZDFIIMOPIEFEIE L OZEITRD /2h > 72 (RR 1.05, 95% CI 0.95-1.17)
(X 2), Breakthrough EFEEI L v T 4 VREEMOPIEREHIK TEELBOHR
/o7 (RR0.90, 95% CI 0.55-1.46),

RIEA CiX. Grade VIV ORIEAIC K 21PN TH ¥ 7 1 R 3K
XY A7 K FIRTTH-o7= (RRO0.53,95% C10.37-0.74) , FRAIZIRE L7Z M C
b [ARER A B Tdh o 72 (RR0.54,95% CI10.37-0.74) (X 3), &EE (MiE27 L7 F
= EA) ICE LU TUINRTEEZRBD RN ST ENEEL T, RARTIIAEE
BRI -T2 (RR 0.54, 95% CI0.19-1.58), A TIEF ¥ 7 ¢ »RIITY
A7 FIRFTH-7= (RR0.24,95% C10.15-0.40), AFHREREE (U LY |

H) TIEEITE DD > 72 (RR 0.96, 95% CI 0.64-1.45),

53, ARG ERBAEICBITAF Yy o T 4 VRO Y » 7 IREICET
% 7 B MRS
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LA o2

F# S

—mEx m<om)  oRPlk
Walsh, et al.2 CPFG 556 6.5% 33.0% 5.2% 7.4% 5.0%
2164 296h L-AMB 539 7.2% 33.7% 4.5% 10.8%" 8.0%
Jeong, et al. 32 MCFG 73 o 64.4% 4.1% 8.2% 31.5%
218 €72h ITCZ 75 o 57.2% 6.7% 6.7% 34.7%
Groll, et al .24 CPFG 18 100% 77.8% 16.7% 0% 5.6%
218 236-48h L-AMB 20 100% 75.0% 10.0% 5.0% 10.0%
Ovyake, et al.35 Z06h MCFG 50 4% 65.3% 41% 2.0% 24.0%
2167 (Eég.ﬁmgﬁ VRCZ 50 o 62.2% 13.3% 0% 56.0%"
=72h)
iU
Caselli, et al.»® CPFG 48 o 83.0% 2.0% 0% BIEA:
S18% 296h L-AMB 40 o 88.0% 5.0% o% Grade {111V
Mae;;e;s, et >06h CPFG 56 26.8% 46.6% 0% 0% 8.0%
2_1;’_& L-AMB 25 28.0% 32.2% 4.0% 0% 16.0%
*: <0.05

CPFG: caspofungin; L-AMB: liposomal amphotericin B; MCFG: micafungin; ITCZ: itraconazole;

VRCZ: voriconazole

5. "ATRAYZRTZDOH~Y—: Xy T 4 %K vs. ZOMOHL

Walsh, et al. 2°, 2004

Jeong, et al. 23, 2016

Groll, et al. 24, 2010

Oyake, et al. 35 | 2015

Caselli, et al. 8 , 2012

Maertens, et al. 3¢ , 2010
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+: Low risk of bias; ?: unclear of bias; -: high risk of bias
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b. ¥¥ T 4 HRIL L-AMB % il L7= RCT (3% 3. X 6)

Xy T 4 RHEIL L-AMB LG LAET U A 7K KR (RR 0.68, 95% CI

0.46-0.99)Toh o728 (K 7). KRR TILEE

O 72> 72 (RR 1.04, 95% CI

0.93-1.16) (IX1 8), BHWEMIC L DIRFEHFWNCBEAL T, F¥ o7 4 U RIETY A 7K

TR¥TH-7- (RR0.59.95% CI 0.38-0.91)(IX] 9)

Walsh, et al. *°, 2004

Groll, et al. 34, 2010

Caselli, et al. 8 | 2012

Maertens, et al. 3¢ , 2010
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+: Low risk of bias; ?: unclear of bias; -: high risk of bias

6. NATAYRT DY~V —:Fx T 4 FRHK vs. liposomal amphotericin B

Echinocandin L-AMB Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup _ Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
Walsh 2004 41 556 58 539 985% 0.69 [0.47,1.00] 2004
Maertens 2010 ] 56 0 25 Mot estimable 2010
Groll 2010 0 18 1 20 15% 0.37 [0.02,8.51) 2010
Total (95% Cl) 630 584 100.0% 0.68 [0.46, 0.99] <
Total events 41 59
Heterogeneity. Tau®= 0.00, Chi*=0.15,df=1 (P=0.70), F= 0% 0.01 01 10 100

Test for overall effect Z= 2.00 (P = 0.05)

Favours [Echinocandin] Favours [L-AMB]

7. LU A7 @ Forestplot : ¥ ¥ 7 1 > %3 vs. liposomal amphotericin B
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Echinocandin L-AMB Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 895% CI
Walsh 2004 1490 556 181 538 44.4% 1.02[0.86,1.20] 2004
Grall 2010 14 18 15 20 97% 1.04[0.73,1.48] 2010
Maertens 2010 26 1 g 25 30% 145077 2.74] 2010
Cagelli 2012 42 48 34 40 42.9% 1.03[0.87 1.22] 2012
Total (95% Cl) 678 624 100.0% 1.04 [0.93, 1.16]
Total events 272 238
ity: == S Chif= = = CR= I t T } |
?et?;ogenemtl.lT?ru t_-zufglgghlp_jgj;i df=3(FP=077) F=0% 001 01 1 10 100
estfor overall effect 7= 0.62 (F = 0.54) Favours [Echinocandin] Favours [L-AMB]

4] 8. EEIRAIZHED Forest plot : % ¥ > 7 1 > 5&¥E vs. liposomal amphotericin B

Echinocandin L-AMB Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI

Walsh 2004 28 564 44 547 901% 0.62[0.39,0.98] 2004

Maertens 2010 2 56 3 26 64% 0.31[0.06,1.74] 2010 T

Groll 2010 1 18 2 20 35% 0.56 [0.05,5.62] 2010

Caselli 2012 0 48 0 40 Not estimable 2012

Total (95% CI) 686 633 100.0% 0.59 [0.38, 0.91] <

Total events 3 49

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.58, df= 2 (P = 0.75), F= 0% I + t i

Tost oroverst sibct 2= 239 (P = 0.02) ! : L e .
Favours [Echinocandin] Favours [L-AMB]

9. BIEHIZ X BIBHEF W D Forest plot: ¥ 7 1 >R # vs. liposomal

amphotericin B

c. AXNTOELDEFNIZEBITLT U EY v 7 iBROHERE

) AZIEFO FN IZBIT 2 EEET B v 7IHREL T Ty o7 4~
FRIEFTTHELEL, BHEALIKRETHY . m<HEEEND (). L-AMB (X
RCTPX TOZET U ATHD DD, A ZFTTH v 7 1 R L Hlg LI

T, AERITEEThH 72720, FH21®IRIEKE L7=(1), VRCZ IX L-AMB & D
RCT?' TIELHMEDNGER SR> Te S AR REWEAOR A A A v F e EORRT
EEEBL, TETUALVVISDHE DO L-AMB & RISOHEEE L L7-(1D).
ITCZ I3 MCFG & ® RCT? 238 2 EGIE N D72 NAT AV X7 2B fE L
marginal OHELEZBE ¥ 7= (III-A), Fluconazole 1%, SRIRE IR BIEMEN 2N 2
EMBEm Y AT TOZ Y v ZIHEOEISIT 72 B &l L7-(11-C), 7
CAMPH & L-AMB & @ RCT" T =RARENWEMA RSN O LN Z L 28
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c. MEEIK= V'Y v 7 3% D management bundle

ACTIONSs (appropriate candidal treatment implementation of non-neutropenic strategies) bundle

R MEENNEERES

EhEiFEA AWANIINEIS ES)iEE=F
1. REEMN Y IS FEICXTT D RO R F* 251 OYES ONO
2. NEBBENDMKRIESE2Z Y OYES CONO
3. NV ITBEOERBE (B, R, FU—VHIR, E15&E) CYES OONO
saEspsiags | 4- MUSE2WI, B-D-DJ LA VEIRE YES ONO
PESAC]S! COYES ONO
5. BEZWIBEE or DY IS BIRIBE 220 P C/oERR10 MS2kket COYES LCINO
NVISE 2P OYES [ONO
6. BUEMBEZEDIHLER CJYES ONO
7. BERIMBREREDERSS CJYES ONO
8. 65358 BICERARRRFD, ANERXDeZE M/ P L2 1R5T OYES ONO O3 L
BRERINE \ o
DEREIER | 9 - BUISHBREDER OYES ONO
10. RO Dstep-down OYES [ONO  O%EL
| | : Keyl&E

L BHAENER, DIVEIRNDT —TILBE, REFRIRRE, 2707 R, REiltIA5E, BIbFEE, SHILESF M, > 65m%, BARE /1B,
BMIER, ERE, REIICUAZR, ATWIRESES, H2JO OvH—/TJ0O VIR TRESR, SU\EAEE 2377 (APCHE 11 >15), [ZE1EER
15, ERERMEN, SBHICLEZFLMIEIEN, ¥EIRR, BEsioiE, BN Y ISGE, HY IS BDRE, WFPEKED)
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3. BRERRBICRIT HREMD U FIEITKT HTEK
a. Clinical question 16: EEIRIRBMELAE BT 2BEML U XEICKT 515
%2

Y~ —

1. FEi eI O B e s AR R B ) 2 ZRE DI RIEF v T «
VRIEPHERE SN D, (IT-A)

2. [EREESRBHEICHNOND DLy =2 — U VERICRE SN D e
X, PLEREIE R Yy — L REK) LOMAEERRS L7720, EERVE
=2V TRETHD, (1)

Limitation

E e AR DIREEMED o P FIE R MR & LT HIEE RO NR & i 2
IRFRBRSC 2 AR — RIFFEIT 72N, LT2s o T, BTN AR R 2t R & T KB
R ife R FBR D i R O REIZ I 1T DIRIEMED » P ATEDIRIEIT A R T A %
BEIIBRNE 2 i %,

fERL

REEME D P HNEI, ERES AL O R 2B L RIS, THRARR
WHETH D, LLRN D, ERESBES 255 & UIERRIIEIL 72 <
DB G E DI BIT DRERAESBICEZ D Z LI D, WL, Ik
IREEDIELF P ERIA B3 & RIS e 3703, IR S A O RFH L LTI
HWHAAERRH T BN D,

RISV P AEDIRIBICH W OND T — L RESOx v T 4 U RIEIT,
FGAEMHF & OMEAFERAPNMONTEY, MFREDE=41 V7 BLETH
B L3O BT Y L RET, Ay = a— ) VIEKE OMBEERRS ST
. PFHT 25E IR ORE R RETH D,

Xr T AVREDIL, STy XTI IR ARY v r Y AAD
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MPREZBRERNIELZENHLH7D, MPREE=FY 7 ZHEH
VERDD, SBIZ, HART 7 X NI 7 v ARY U EOFMBEERRS Y |
WO L DHEED VA7 R D1-, HEEOE=XY 7 RLET
D, FT. TP A THLN D ART 7 o FATL 7 v ) DAO I %
DIFLHZENDD,

E RSB R IE, Dy =a— U UHLERIC L D BHEER T AR 5
HZEMEL, TLET74T7T Vv BREBZAVOIGEIITERNLETH D,
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b. Clinical question 17 : JFFSMEAEARSIEICIST AREEM o P FFEICRH DRI 2

PICO

PRI N30T DRI U A

L%y T ¢ 53K

C:Z Dt

O:FFARZIA, T2, BIEA

Pl —

1.

A P H BT K D AR IR A DTRREHR 1. conventional amphotericin B
IRV, BIWEFIZDSEER LR HER L7220y (IV), BUETIL, B R— 7 A8
W H DO liposomal amphotericin B &[4 % (I-A), Z DfMOREEMT o P & iE A
TRET AAIEx Y T 4 VR A EET H-A),

TR U Tl RS N IE LN DIBE I DR D FEL D |
TERA RSV EN OB 2= BT 2 213720, LA L, Humanimmunodeficiency virus
HIV)EFIIR + FETIREAREE A CHE U iR s & 5 2 B, 2EikRE
AR LIS U ROk -

iy

=

T OHIHDLEETH 5,

Limitation
1. JFRMESRIEADIEL, ZORENBUERED 7> THOD 72T TS 300 FEEENL BT

D120 EOFRREITRE A THY . — oA TH D, DoV Z WNZZED
MEEE %32 S8 Gu I I 2 TH Y . —HRGHT D Z S IIREECTH B,

2. JRFMESEARIEI IS DIREE T 2 A RE ORI AR TE S 5 2 0RiI & (R

ZAVERARERI X720
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3. JFFEMESEE A LW SIVIZRERUT, (s L B PRI TN TnD Z &%
<. TOWEITS CTEEPED>TL D ZENEZBND,
4. (REEEERERGYED B CRIEMEE N IED R STV ATREMD B D,

fiRER

KITA RZA T clinical question (T [JFFEMAaE N RIEBF IS DIRTMED
FRETRE L CH ¥ T o VRPTESE A 5K L LTV ThDHD3, FHMEs
PEARAAEIT 300 LA EDOBE B S TRY . ZORENZIRICIED | BT
THLEEE I THD D, ARBTHY . Rl bR BLIIN T
Miax CORMMANEE L 722 |, WEECH D, LUA N AT A (RHCIIEER Ok
JiE « SHERPIEFRN L VA N AR TH D) (TFROFIC, HIGRIEICRT 2
WIFENRTTH Y | BYYEIH 5 =22 b —/Lod RCT [FHMRIFE LRV, Fhuie, JF%E
PESOIERAEI SISV T DAZRIE D o SRR D IR IR SR B LT L A L
FHELZ2WN Y, 282 b0 “IRIESRIEADIE & Hg U T RIS AN IE DRI
WDIRNT & TRIENZIRICIED 2 & £ b USSR AE OB B AR L
ZENFRNEZE X BILD,

1. EEHS 2 SR 2 R RS S N IE D4R

JFSEMESOEEANAENT 2019 FEAED TUIS 43%H Tl 300 LA DB RS FAED KGR S AL,
10 FREAICPES LTV D Y, A RRIE, O R Ra D R ERRE, i
(RPEAEARIE, SOPEEHEET, At - BaED /e RIEE, BRI, B OREN
BB, AHARHE, BRI E, [RRMESEREREORIRE & 250D 10 FETH
D, £DH L, HEICE L TITHEEERDIE, SUARPEAENIE, S - BREDER
PR, ARG R OREREO—E CHRYMEZ LD &L SO, ZOHSHEDOTTHE
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YOI, BRERANV LD, IS T HITROIHC, AHIIEROIFIZ L0 HEK
SR EHT 5, PUREARSEICBEI L Th, FEAMNIZ B RO R 721) ThiuRiRa
PERYSE AL 32 L1372 s, T MIISROEF 21E 5 b OITFEE AR L, FEA
FIZIT B MRS L ST X BEHIEY L~ 7m 7 ) EIZRU T B IEIICEE
JEADVHRE SH1LD, LI GG 2 s RS S NI CAFODIE ¥ B2 < b
HERIL, X EHEEEAROE R RIER (X U & LIEAAEE R IECR) IgE i
BE, IBMERZEIEIE, Wiskott-Aldrich JEBERE, R IgM IEERE 2 & Th 5 9,

HRAITHR 2 B

BRI 21 EBHRUS & LT, FpEk, HEk, ~ 77y —2 Bkl Zi
HAFEFIL, Thl7 Mifuz 3L U7z P> IL-12 & Thl AIFUC & 5 IFN-y FEA= Z-dih
& LI=ARREICBD S pathway N EIZHIT B D,

FANH vV RGN & 7 DI E R AE L LTI, 8RR o
IR IL-17 A M A L OfEE, 7T UUREOREES Th17 Milao s L
BEEDEN HIVTND, WTIVHRIERIECON U4 L DRI #H< K- Th 5 0
Flo, TR U H TR BT D AN K DU EMEEEIEI IR CARDY BHETRIS
TS 19, CARDY [ IFRAEMERERGLU B TIID > P XD OFIFIERICED 557
F T, ZHOREFIZEY Th17 MO EENEZ Y | GG R [ & 24, £/,
BEHEFEBGUIIBWTL, 7Y = AL o DX ORI DRIEH< 7
T2 —KFTHY, CARDY BHIETILZ ORI X ARRFE IS SND 70, Fik
YRz g™ I, IS o O A iEIE CDA0L KERSER NEMO SL5YiE, KBA SRR
FLR° DOCKS JARE R & Dhfx TR ERSE AR IE T b 7 A /L ASEGOMMPAIEG & it
LTRbILD 2,
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A CHBAE D i O RIS PE S0 R AE T & 2 18 MR ZEERE (CGD) 1%, & fifa o
NADPHoxidase & FHIH 2 1EMEAFRPEAFEREARORK « BEREREIZ LV BREEiEE 4
g, BRI L CH B2 L, ATl Aspergillus (& 2 2 FEGSAEDS 10-20% T
51, Candida (2B L CiZ Calbicans T 3% & REd SV TI Y |, Aspergillus & bz L Chit
[N, UL, T AU D368 ADLY A kU TIIBEREAOFERAY & LTx
20% & T b %< A5, R L S EYSEDFER D 4% % 5 5 19,

BFHEROAERI 7L ER DN % 5 | L Z S RMEAFPERIBAESS,  AFHERODBEEREE
Y EMEREESE NIE, 2D X 9 R EAMGROIHIZINTET AL/ R RYHES
OIS L DBGYEBRIEE 725 61121

PBVER GRS » o FE L 270 O iiite Bk & 9% STATI FEREfERAL SR
R0, HABRKIBZ EIR & 975 GATA2 BEHE T b REABRYLIEI I B D, STAT3 ARIC

K D15 IgE SEBRE IR, MOMSEGHEN D EERYSED U A7 L7225 611D

3. RFEMAE A IEI BT S EETAHR
BRI T BGdEas - EMI B L OIRZAT O OEE LN ER bID,

FIENERE & U USRI o O A IYE A BT 25813 ) ARY —~< L7 b7k
TV VB &, TDEDDRENT) P FREE BT D5 a3 Y T 4 VRF—
BPSEKIT /00 EZ 2 BID, T2, WEMDFEE SNT-HIE, HPRD IR Y Al
IZB L CThRR & T 5, Candidaglabrata(C.glabrata)?> FKS & 2RI L D3+
T VSRR 190, #3454 Tl Candidaauris OOZAIM AL 1923 & 7e > T
%, Candida lusitaniae |7 L5747 U o B IZHINIWEER ELD 4, 1EESMETH D,
F7o, FRMSIEAABIE B TIN o PH TR TR, ZOIINOEREIELTY
BT RETH D%, YHNERBIH I FIRE R L TEZETH VAL L
EVFHITE TV ODEHYES 2 Z ENEHEETH D,
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TERRIIRTCBE L TR M R AEICBE L Cldona OFEE S QW A IyRE 2 [aliE &
BDTENRONTND, b LIIIFE LIRS, BEGEDTETT 5, T4, I
18R, ROFRTREOADENERNLELEZE X bbb T — U X D EHARE,
“IRTBIHERTE %73, voriconazole (ZBE L CIAHRECR i 7 & RMIFIAICH: D
BWERIZIEEDMETH D 12,

CGD (2B L TiE IFNyy #HFelZ L D O0ERIRIC & 0 BYYEI U RIS DL
DAREMED D D78, ZAUTEE OBGT-RFH0E OMOSERREE, BYYEIZ J > THR/R

7 12,14
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c. Clinical question 18: EEZUERE IR T HREED - UV HEICH T HIEHK
X2

Summary

. EEBMERFICB T 2 EEOREL, FEFERTEE GECE %), BEES
(colonization) &f (26%), HEHEEY: (infection) #f (76%) DIEIZIET HIL
EfEE 725,

2. ELDHRBREEIIN L TVXBTHDLN, TAILELRBER EDORIRE b EL
SRR Z R Z RO ®H 5 2 & &Ik <.

3. REED U HIEICR ST, BMEANCER T 2 BuilfE (burn wound sepsis) T
BHicix, R#IoT 7 ) v L BEBHAIC L 2BVGRIERLETH D
@.

4. HEBMERFITIEFHBREONA VAIHETHY, BUGAIKRGZ T TRl T
— T VELEME D U F MY 8, EOEDOREME S U A E B S
NTna.

5. BMERID A KT EREIZ 5 5 E|E (% total body surface area, TBSA) 73 =20%,
SOERYE, BVMEAIT 7V R~ v ORI, &k, L, B I OmE ok
Tl EnboGEE, REMED A REOHEZR 21> L2 <, BMEA
HEETERNEERICE D P Z RO colonization DFEESC B-D-7 /L7 Al
DFHMI 24TV, R OREIRN 2 EHIEO 2 & 52175 (1.

6. TR T U AIIFE LRV, EEGEITRET YV — LV REELEE S
NTERFICHLTCEI I 77X MCFGQ)ERIT TN ART 7o F
(CPFG)2 EDX ¥ T 4 V RIAEIRINT 5 (II-A) . EHEEE T3y BhiE

H 2T 55, MCFG 200-300 mgx1 [al/H 512 L0 Ao iR EIZET 5
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ZENRESINLTND.,

7. BUMESPERMIEYE S 2 » 7 B3 Tl liposomal amphotericin B (L-AMB) & % &
T2 (-A). T 5 DOIESFHIZ X2 WHTERA RS 2561, o7y
— /LRI [7vaS Y —)v (FLCZ), ARV 2) > —/L (VRCZ) ]~ step-down
therapy &M A 2E(21T75 (LI-A) .

8. HEAVEEEIZRKNT, PIEFEETPU&RGIIHIEL v 1V).

Limitation
HEBERF IR T 2RI o U FIE &2 )BT U T I E A b bl ik Bk 1 31T o
T\ W2, JEFIRREIEFIERERGTZ b & I2/BE 21T 72,

fin

1. BEEBMGEFICR T DY

BUEANCER+ 2 HUAE  (burn wound sepsis) DFEER DiZ, RIEVEAIGIR
DRI LD 6%D>5 1% LizAs, JR&iPH] TBSA (total body surface area,
BHARRERE) OBEEETIE, ZFORAFGIHETL TV W2, flix DR
173 burn wound sepsis DFEIE U A 7 Z @D DY, 20%TBSA % 2 5 EVEBHE 1L
FRIZU 27 D@ 29

Z OO fERE F121%, BYGAITIBROIRIE, fm/cFln (s, o),
BLOGRENDOK T2 ERSH 5. AR, BECHEEOEA, EiER
EOWAMR T b EGT 547, BVERIEZGT L BEIL, BT — T VY
EDOMDZ A 7 DIEGEDFER S mW Y, mEBERE 175 NOEGIER~RTT
T, EIMENBE D 83% THMEZRRERE T (ZB1TL, JEC LIZEBED 36%T

EHEDER EEZ BTV,

185



2. BVGITIRT 2 HRERYYE Y A 7

BMEA & B RIE R 2 MG L 7o @S O, SECRITERE OIEEER (5%),
E#4 (colonization) #f (26%), &Y (infection) #f (76%) DINEIZE L 720, kF
(CEBEGHEDO T b BGE A DN AR EFE RO 30% %88 2 5 JAFiFHEME THE
UEPPFICEH LS RoTHE Y, LFFAREG CIIERERO S0 PRI ES
HZENREINTND Y,

T T UARPAILT T DEME T 2 —10 Jiakh D D T2 i 5% 5
RISV T Y, EHEBMERE (8503 4, “FHIEMEHFE 42.5%TBSA) 128
T 2 AR B B Y 1T ABERE D 1% (94 4, 110 F) (ZHIEL, FKER &
U CRERMERELTE 79 6] (72%), RAIRBRE 3161 (28%) Th-o7z. 90 AL
X, TRTOEREGEGIT 37%, SRIRFEER 52%, BERARER 32%Th Y, 2 FHH
ULOBEERZ AT 288, 1 HEOAHAOEBELID S 90 HIETRREN-
72 (62% vs 34%, p=0.006) . %75 E=f#EHTCIX, Simplified Acute Physiology Score II
(SAPSTI) [ » XEL(OR) =1.05 (95%fE#H XA (CI) : 1.02~1.09) ,p=0.003], AHEE

YLD HAE (OR=3.85 (95%CI : 1.23~12.01) ,p=0.014), I L OVZ BEM: B g s

A

T

oo

JEZWIRED BB Ot (OR=3.87 (95%CI : 1.31~11.42) , p=0.021) @
SS90 HAETREBNEL Tz,

HEAERE IR O HEONA Y ATFETHY 10D AFIZBIT D
MRS o O HREOBWT - IR TA R7 A4 v (HARERETSR)) DI 0T
1%, EEEAMEEE BumnIndex 10 BL E)XEREYED O HE (B2 P X MGE) D
AVARITHETHDLZ EOAHANPFLEH I N TS, HEAMEEE TIXIZIEEFICH
OFRIRA 7 —7 v, BULAMEE T A >, IRIEFEN T —T V72 EEE DO T —
TANEBINTEY, 2 EY v 72H D05 DO EYERE D 72012
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PEHEE GRS TV DA %L, \ERD v VX RYIEICRET 55
HrZhHdEEZBNLD .

15 Jigk DEYEIRIRD L B 2 —TlL, 6918 ADERED 5 H 6.3% 0517 &
| ENIEEADBES TR Y, BHRERIIAEE» R0 R H%<, K
WTRER SR, IR, MIRRAEOIEIS BEEORWVIEID) FonTng W, F7z, #
ERIRIC I 1T D HE/ 7 > P X JREOBIHROHMARINTND Z & HiE S
NTND W 2 o TITON T EERVE (20%TBSA LA L) D% 75 i
BUEGIERIIE T, W VA MIERK &R0 5 56D & LTiE, TOLFRIRD T
—7 L (CVC) 7% 36%, WWTEMGAITH 2R FHETR (22%), REE (8%)
DIAET, BETHRIFT 4T%ERESNTND D, 7T U 2 Tirbh - EEAER
FH (D 2y 1 EOBIE £ 721 3iEMEy 2 v 7 22 L) 130 4 0% 5
(2 s REBIEERERFFEIZ 3T, 14 30 o U A IGE L W& i, ICU BT
%, B VA MIERE TR 72 (T1% vs 35%, p=0.02) . B[RO OFE R, JefT
T HPUE B G MR O AN T o ¥ FIME OFEA EMSL U TR L T Z &0
IRSLTUVN D 19,

3. EEAMERE L SHES D HEF

BVGAIL v rBE SN 5 EE I EIC Candida B TH D0, BVBAIGIRYL AT
X 4 FHICSWREMAEDTH S Y. Candida JBIZBVMEAIE ) D 0B S i
H— MR ERE TH D0, MOER L L Cld Aspergillus J&, Fusarium J&, Mucor
B2 ENNAIZ & 1T b, BVESG% DR RIIFNIT BT R0 E <, JUREY
(CATIRAHTE L DO KO E TR AR D% IZR AT 5 2V, Candida &
WARIZ, 1T C.albicans Toh 5723, 249X non-albicans Candida bk S 5. A
A TATONTZEERME (20%TBSA LU L) Ok J7 B it s AR RERFJE
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%, C. albicans 62%(Z#tV>C, non-albicans Candida & L T C. parapsilosis 28%,

C. krusei 6%, C. glabrata 3%, C. tropicalis 3%, 2ENmHINTWE D, 75
YATITONEHEEAMMERE (D e b 1 EIOBUIIE F 721 IIAEE S = >
7 % UT) O®%ITRINZSHsgEFIERETFE T, C.albicans 73%Z#t\ > T, non-
albicans Candida & L T C. parapsilosis 30%, C. glabrata 25%, C. tropicalis 19%,

C. krusei 14%72 E3H ST 5 19,

4. FEEBMERE KT DI G YE

MR RA L 0 BEARH S UL, BBV o P HERHE T D0, O
BEPESRITR 50% & @i ST D 1. EEBVEITE RS 0B S D GRS &
LTCHFRICHETHY, TOZRIZBNDTUIFICEN T NESHWETH 5. EHFIEK
YSEIXZ ORIEEZ TR D ZEBEBETHDH0, ZOHOITITdR LK
TOFEEEZBELT, FBINA VAT BEORBBETHI>ZETHD. Tk
T, MUEEOF G- 217> THRMEDFEEL (38°CLL L) 253 L LRk 556
(1%, TEREBYYEREV) CHl L CHEREEOR G AT 2 2 Licd 2.
MIEEE IR CEENRIE SN AT EEENMET 25, T OMOR:
FERETEEZ R LI25A1E, B Tid7 < £ (colonization) DA H .
LML, EETHH-TH 3 DT EOBEEBRETHE R S TO LA
%, fBRATFTHDHEBZLRETHLEREINTND O Fl2ZOHED
HFCIE, (1,3) -B-D 7l vk OMAE DOEPHIEFEEORRAIEHR (empiric
therapy) BREADHIWIEMEL L THHATHD Z L bl SN TV,
BUEARFTHEH SN TV D IMIEZWIETH 5 (1,3)-B-D 7V T U I3IEREE 90%,
FrELEE 100% & & HICE <, BEREQOMEZWHEE LTUIAMEBE2ONS. L
L, FirO T — B O, BIBREAR SICEDBHELRE SN TEBY,
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AMEALEMELE L CREDO N —E A AT 2 HEMMGEEICB VT, @H X
DRBGERPE LS D Z R T RETH L L MESNTND Y.

£z, (1,3) B-D Z X PEF Y OB K DEEDOZESREICR D7
D, AREIZORMELZEMG L CTHEMAT20ERDH L. =612, (1,3) p-D 7
71 B E D ARBEVESE O W T EREIGYIE OFIE DS HEE LT2EFIE 13X S9%ICHE £ 5
EDOHWELH LN, BURTIIMEZKIESE LTO (1,3) -B-D 7/ o H3kER
H1E%  (empiric therapy) BHAEO~— D — & L TEEH I ATV D 20,

Rd - EPREEICB W TR SN EE O KES % 5 5 Candida J&IZ
X3 HEEEOREBRANRIEIL, ZOWRERBNEND Z LIZX D ETERN L
AT L LoWmELL Y 2D, HEBMEREIIXT 5 TS iE R K b1%
WERICHEZRIZT, THREZUGELRWV. 51T, MPEEO M AZ 0T 72
b, AT RE TRV, ZhE, 2013 4512 Cochrane Systematic Review (2 K Y

RENTWD2 M, FEEEOPIRR GG S TR,

5. REMED U HEIRIE

PEERATERE & L TIEEEZ ML 5256 OFERYIZ C. albicans LISt o C.
glabrata, C. parapsilosis, C.tropicalis, C.krusei 7 £ ® non-albicans Candida %
BT DT TERY. SIEHEELZ LWL TNOHIAEY R 2@ IRT 5B
FHAEAIBAED T 2 AR M2 0 BB T D 2 L ITEATH D 229,
BHHTA RTA AR TEH 122D, BEREF TIEF v o7 4 U RIEEBFS &
ELTWD. HEMMETIIEYEE LT 50, >30%TBSA DO/EEITH L
MCFG 200-300 mg # 512 X 0 A2 FIREICET 2 Z L nlE STl 0, 2
SRR (AL ~D MCFG OBAT b i S 17z 2.

WG, step-down therapy & L CT#&H FLCZ <X° VRCZ ~DE1 Y # 2 1
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WP L L, WONTURY =<7 587U B (L-AMB) 2M# 4
HEDERLHD. DI, F¥ T 0 UFRHIL, Aspergillus JBX> Fusarium J&
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d. Clinical question 19: FARIZ3 T HFEMED O FREICK T HIEFIL?

Y=l —

l.

TART YT B EDEERER T ART 7 %, A& D2 WEIE
RAPRRENT VD, 3 MHERRRTT 287 )V BIZHRTIA T 7 v
F AL, AL EWERICB W TOESMIREN TV D, BIENTTERCR T
HIRREHZ L B A ZMECEWER OB IZRB N T, ZAa Yy — AT LAKRT Y
VB BAILHBLTCIN T 7 XA ART 7 U F R EDF Y T
1 CFREOIELMEIT RSN TN D

TART VL BIREWERRERTHY . 7 LHRT VB URY —LHH
(3, BTERBI T ORGEEIL 7 TR,
FAERICBTD2REED U XEORRNE DD VA EIE, £< 0
C.albicans & C.parapsilosis T& ¥ i A & i U C.glabrata (3{£2 T, C.krusei
I Th D,

In vitro TiX C.parapsilosis (x5 2 FiEEIEER RSN F ¥ 7 1 V%K
HKTHDN, WRZIRITS D & ORI R,

7L — X Cglabrata & C.krusei [ZMHPETH V| fiakll L - Tidfho
P BOME L RESNTND, Zraty — Lz PRk E LT
WOEEETORBENED VU FEICR LT, ¥ 0T 4 VREDEREENLD,
LLEX D | BIR R COFAIRIZI T DREMD P ZREITKT 5 5 — 2P
ELTHRy o T 4 U REEEBET D D), WERBEITIEN BA CHrAENMER T

#

HRPEVEDFENT VS —u (FlIARA T vaF Y —)u) &, fiERE A
N7 T HIR SN SN, Cglabrata ORHAHAR TIERA XL VIKERTH
0. PR Z1T > TORVERNZ B W T BN L L CEET 2 (M1-A) ,

194



R R TORY aF Y —uid ik LTERENS (-B) . 7 AR
TV B BCKROTA RT A TIEE - BPEELE SN TWDHER, Ty
T4 VREEVENT RPN REINTE LT, BEES~ORLIIRE N (1-
A) . LA, BEICHT DIRIMANRT 8T AICZEDT UA T A —fEGe~
DOFRGFE L U TR S5, ANRFER CITHEE DN ST AR T VB Y
AN Y — LEGENT WE IR RS T oMEHT A 2y (TH-B),

7. IHT7 7 X ATPNEREMNCHARTHMBERESC7 VT 7 A IREL,
BTN, REHTEVOHEN IV ZMLETHL LN TWVD, @
WX 3~6mg kg 0% 1 H 1 B CTOREETHD,

8. FAENIZI T DRI D ¥ HRE D BRI RN % ] & S E < BN B
Do ZNAFTY = VIIRERBATHEDN IR S D03, v o7 4 VREITIARR
Th D, MEMRBNIKTHIA T 7 F 03, 10~15mg kg 7. 1 A 1

momHE Y WD
fiE
BFAEWRICK T 2R 2 FIEICKRTT D IR EO R IT b3 ThH v |

HELTIE A R E T DR FHIRIUCZ LWBR A H D D, ZOBUREZHE 2 T, Bk
BRSO HIEICK T HIREEE LTxR v T ¢ VRENE—

PR L R DB ONT JERNDIFFEE LTER ST AR T Y B

RTNaAF =) LR THEIHT LW S ¥ T 4 VRBOGINE L LR

FOONETOEF G E 2 THRIET 5,

FREEAEEX 4 VAL neonate/infant | (Z351F 5 [HIEE 3K antifungal drugs |

[T AR T 7 % caspofungin] [ X 7 7 7 > ¥ micafungin] [ 7 ALK T U v

B amphotericin B] [ 7 /L =} Y — L fluconazole ] [ A 7 v a3 v — b
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fosfluconazole| [RY =2} —/L voriconazole| [ k< =2} > —/L itraconazole]
& LT, ERRHBR clinical trial, 7 > & A{bEEEAER randomized controlled trial
A K7 A practice guideline, ¥ AT ~7 4 v 7 L & 2 —systematic reviews ¥
721 A 2 AT meta-analysis Z £ H L 7=,

HERT DA EE L RINT 5 LT, HAERICK T 2RBEMED ¥ XD FHY
LEETHIMLEND D, AR E LT Candida albicans 723 45-55%% (5, D\
C C. parapsilosis 7% 20-35%, Candida tropicalis 7% 1-6%, Candida krusei & Candida
glabrata 7% 5%Ajili & SN TWD 2, L7eR-T, ZOA T XE S WRIZT
DREMAZAT DHEEENBIRS N D, 7 MIEME D RO T H D720,
BEREATHE 2 Bk L R E R OFECR G'E b BRI N D,

1. FERICBITHEEMY P FEICHT DIEEED L

a. Xx U7 4 URE vs. ZOMOHTERER

BrAEROREYED ORI T AR E LT, BART 7 ¥
(2mg/kg/day) JRIFERE 154 LT AR 7 Vv B (Imgkg/day) 1617408
BETHR LY 14 HEIRG SRR, 7 L8R T U v B DA 41.7%IC
KLTHART 7 XL OBFIEN 86.7% L BEIE STV, £z, T ALK
TUTY BICHRTHART 7 ¥t AEEGOREMME LCIRFREOH
Wb ARSI o T2 Y,

SEGI RS Sk D B 2> & T & 7 o 725 3 MHERRERICEWTI 7 7 o
(10mg/kg/day) X, 7 ALHRT Vv B (TAF v a— Vi) IZH~_THAER

DREEVED P BRI T 259 L BHERIC B W OES MR RSN TN D 9,
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b. F¥ T 4RI HBIEE

2 AT OFEN - FLIRICB T DRBEMUED VO FREICI N T 7 X UKL S
NEREDVAT~T 47 LEa—RH5 9 1Ef 37 BARMO RETICRIT
HINT 7 X U OIEFREEFEIT 73% T, 168 37 WL EOIERFER D 67% L [F]
HThotz, ERREESCE VL E AN LR EORBICERT 26 FEHR1L
23% T, HEFZIZLDBEFEOTWHL 8% (FFEW 4%, IEFRFER 12%) Th-o
77

PRECKIT AR X IEE B OEREEICT I 7 7 ¥ v
OHIRERA NPT, AMEOFIA FTHE T o - 7o B AE T 10 Bl OTEEH %)
FIT90%TH Y, AT & 7284 18 Bl 6 EWER O IZ o 7z,
TART YTy B UARY—ABBNSTHIREICER: L W BRER R
P P HE 8 BT LT, HART 7 F AL DREFTRIEDN R Lo
Wb Y,

C. parapsilosis (254 2 F/NMEBLILIRE MIC AEWF vy o7 1 RETH
B, BRI R RTHANE N, 2L, ZO/MAMINC L% 7 LA

I AN —[EYe~DIEREITNLE L 12 D,

c. MOPMEEKIZET IMESCH A KT A ik HHELE

T ASINVFE LR B T Va3 — Vit ED U X BRI b B - LR EAEH
ERTLTLARTIV VY BRTART Y B UARY —ABANL, KERYE
2% (IDSA)'O & BN BRI A= 0 R iE 722> (ESCMID)!'MIZ 36 W T AE W AEs o
REMED D HIEICKT T D8 IR L L THERE S LTV D, ki vaty
—URHELE R LTS R D U RO E L TEA Tk
HGECEOERITHIRE S D, 240 O ZAINHELE S LTV DRI, Higak
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BRICEDBELICE DD TIERL . DRVRB L b BIEMEICB W TR
HEHESG EYBEPRIESN TSI LICkD, —FH, SV T 7o X280
TF X T 4 VREOHREMRNEB L, BREMEORGEN+/H TRNZ EICE
%, ESCMID OH A KT A4 > Wiz TIL, BERICB TSI 77 ¥
OEIE I X 2 I O 23 E i S Tuiz, Manzoni P H1% 19, Z 0E4)
ERICL DI D77 o Fo0f58% e MOHE T2 & 32mg/kg/H % 8-17 -/
BHETHZ LI EBFIENTHDL LML TS, ZORMBOBE, I AT
TR EIUEE LTHERR L TV D,

FEROBEEME D o P FREICKT 2 KB OBIAER S & THIREIGHEEK &
L COWBRBERDRIT, 7TLET Y2 B D 100%ICHLTTLART Y B Y
Y — LB 92.8% Th o To, £z, BHEMIZREWTHMANZAERITRD b
inol B, —F ZEBMHTORER, 7 AKRT Vv B UAKRY —ABAN K
DI EZ TR TERIT, TLART Y B LA TAH Y X 1.96 (95%
fEHEIXH 1.16-3.33) . 7/v =2 — )L & _TA v X 2.39 (95% 5 #E X [H] 1.18-
4.83) LHEIZENoT W, TAKRTY v Bl THRA/NE K CTHE
WENEL o727 LART V> B VR Y —LBAITH L, HrAaVHEE
FEIRRRBR S D 72 < BEAZME B EEA S TR, HRARRERO R IR 72 &~ D AT
HNEEE LTHETF LTS 19,

2014 4 10 AI/NEBEICH RBUEH SR Y a Yy — I T ART U v
VB VIR Y — NHIDNE R PR SUS TH o T HE R v D F T ME 17 il %
HERT 12 B Lz LA ST 5 19, BEAFICR T 2 B ke 7 A
ULV A JBICKT T DRI L L CHrAERER CHif s b, Lo, Bl
2B 272G EICOWTORGEL 5 &£ 1EE 2T, 2 ki OISR O

MERMEREIITHATH D, AR TRIREN DA T a2 )Y —id,

198



BrAER TOREMNCREGENRFT, AOMEBBGEES LTV,

d. FAERIZB T 520 EERIEROME - AR

BAERTOEYHEIRFT INTEHER, DART 7 oG EIT
25mg/m*/[Bl% 1 H 1 BLEHHEETH Y . AR A (59 HIZ 70mg/m?/[H],
B2 H H LT 5S0mg/m?/[a]) (T 17,

AT 77X ACELT, BV FRBICK L CIRMASGE RICRENH D
Img/kg/[AlZ 1 H 1 BOHEGETHIRMIRINTZHRHETHH D, L., fiilr
DUFHR N E DHREIZ L D /PR THOAERLY VT 7 REKRE
VHERHITE WD  REHTEVOHEN IV ZMLETHL LN TED ¥
0 3~6mg/kg/lalE 1 H 1 B CTORGEEZHEET D, BIRBITIENRRREZR720
BN 2% 2 & 0F L QO DO BEES R EFIC A L CiE, # 5 8% 10~15mg/kg &
THME D MENH 2 2D,

AR AR E IR0 2 YERB ORI R 20 CFEICRRE S THD 7L
o — L OFEIFEX, 3 F7201% 6mg/kg/lal & A% 2 8 £ Tk 72 BRI, 4
% 2 BRI 48 HFfilf: &L ST\ D, LinL., B VX RBICAR /N AUC
(i, H 8 P - ] R TR RE) 400pg*hr/ml (Fe/ 365 BHLIE 2 MIC = 8pg/ml O
YV HBIIKIT D AUCMIC>50) %4525 72I2id, EIE 30 A ORI L
T 12m/kg/[F], AEIE 30 LD VR IZ% LT 20mg/kg/BIMNLETH 5 & Helt O
e PWTHEMEINTNWD, Lih, BHICADRIREZSGD 2DII3gE &L
25mg/kg/[Al & 45 Z L AHERE S T D 22,

FAENIRIC B T 258D e W IEYEEDOHE D067 ART IV BY KR Y
— LEN OB EIX, 2.5~5mgkg/H GRFCEICFRL) BRI TWS, B
WERBATIEISI A R, F AR ORI G 5 Bk G- &IIRHTH 5, 7 4
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ATV v B O#EREIT Img/kg/H2Y ESCMID O H A RZ7 A > WiZTHESES R
TWb, LML, RAICHRTZ U 7T AR SR S &0 O RHILE 72 B 05
DORGUIFIR L EO/NENTE A ETH Y | BHEEN S D FIER 25 A T- 3K
MBNREDWFIE B NI DO T TH D, EAESLETOEFEEREEZBET DS & IRA
FZH D 025mg/kg/ A OENR ERWEM Z MR L2 & T 2 R GIENL SR
EHITE NS,

RN a3 F = oA 2 Bk G &IIREE S TR0,

* HAERICET 2PIEFEEO ML - &

IENEP 'S A VISR 5 L - e

B

AR T 7 ¥ | 25mgmYlEl 1A 1A RN R ERE R IR 0 S B RERABR T S

CPFG M #HHE ><

I W77 F 2 MCFG | 3~6mg/kg/[FIE 72 1XmH & 10mg (~15mg £ T | BN E I L i@ &

AR R HEATRE) /kg /Bl 1 B 1R BREEISL BT T | &SRR

AR
7)Y —)v FLCZ | #lEl&E : 25mg/kg/[El 1 H 1 FEFFE L O BRERBRIC TS
B - R0 MERFIR EIE 30 AT 12mg/kg/lR] EIE 3008 | < Ak - HE

LI 20mg/kg/lEl 1 B 1 [BIEE MIEERRD
RATZNaAF =)L F- | ThaF ) — T 5 BrAERICBI DGR L

FLCZ 1% - #2100

7 AT U Y B | HE0.25mg/kg, Wit iZ XD 0.5~ 1mg/kg/lH] 1 A

AMPH-B /i #8E 1 [B] 3~6 FEH] LA B2 C i saE

T AERT VB UK | 25meke/al (Smg/kg £ THIER) 1 H 1A 1~ | BEEMK IS 5 E@EK S

Y — LA L-AMB s | 2 BREREI AL 230 TRl i L E Nl
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AYaF Y —) VRCZ | FIHIX1E Imgkg & 1 H 2 [8, 2 HELRRZ | 2 2L Eo/hNRICkd 2 4
B - o 1 [6] Smg/kg % 1 A 2 [B] i EHE EAEE R

P SUVE St SR B NCE

2. HEAE

FA VSRS B BRI D o U AIEIC R DRI L L CIEkREA ST
Xl af =)L T ART Y U UBICHART, B LWy T ¢ v
REIRPAORIUCEE SO THER A 155 Z L3 Lov o7z, LavL, iEd—
DO THART 7 X ANLT LAKRT IV UBEY BHEHTHY . — DO
FETCINT 7 X UET LA T UV UBEDIELENREN TS, 7ba)
Vb & DERITRBRIC CEEH SN TRV, 7 b3 — Uit O 7E7E
ETNaAFT =P OWERIZ L DT VA 7 AV E RO & TV
AT =N E IR E T IR ARBRN H S, Flo, Reflan T
BAERERICBTA2I N7 7 VXV ENART 7 VXL OBRGRBOBRESCK S
PEIX, ST OMZEIZ LD T TICHREES TV D Ll c& 5, Lei- T, +
Oy IR BRI AT DR TRV, BIRRRICRB VT v T 1 v
RIE T RPTE L LCTHERES S (D)

v T 4 REEREIRT D BT, BERBITE T LA 7 ANV— YT ET
HWVHE N D, BEEMRFICXT LT, I 77 o F U mHE10~15mg/kg/ H
PHEREND (WART 7 o X ORGEMEIIAY) . DRETEII T 7
YR ETHEGICHWORR S H Y . v T 4 2 RIEMMEE O H B A
BT 0ERD D,
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4.

I BEBYE D oD FEICR B IR

a. Clinical question 20: BMHEEME D U FE (FF, ) T3 5168 IZ?

1.

BREED U FE (. ) OZWICLERREILX?

Y=l —

fi#

RAH I — R A (CBC). M ALP. MikhE5&E M A, B-D-glucan, &5 CT M,
AREFICIXAERZIT O,

MEMEREREME D o O IR 1T 8 A E DN ERE 500/uL AR 10 H PR
T oM A MIEICEOF L, A PEREE NSO FR DR 72 & 2 BRMA LT
5 ENZ, LIXUIEME ALP O EFZ24E5,

R W & L CGER CT, @& MRI, PET-CT,, RRCHESRRENZE & 7 +
a—7 v FICHEATH D, SHMEEIITINTEO/MBGIC X DA H &
NGB IIAEREDN D, 12720, PR IR S 2 L1372
7 AFHRERIED BN T RS AL WA P EREEE L T B B3
fid 2 DHEFE LUy,

AT AN 2 CTlEESE = D 7V VA THIULX, 2B o AHE
ML LV @E< 2%,

MeEDWINCIL, B o VX ORFFMRAR E 7213858 COMM A2 ET 503, JRHE

HEDNHH SN WiGa N7,

—%%
TBVERRFRENE A o ¥ FIEIIR 7RI TH D08, D 5 BTSN i & #E5E D
EVIREITH D,

F & A ENEFREREL S00/ul R AS 10 B LA _EEHE 9 2 Ak A gl (Eddk: )
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YoSPER MR, AR EBEME A ) D TRIET 24, SRIK(EERIE O ML
TR 21T 5 B Y Vo N[E, BEIERESS, 18 P ERBE COADF )b &
Do

TRAPTE R HER 56 T OFRIE TR D THi Th 5, A E B fmEicsiT 5
PRI TS 2 KB T v & AMEABR(n=602) Y CiX REMHED P&
JEDT LA 7 AN—DHEIX 0.8% ThH-o7-, TOEFIMNH > VX IMfEER
PEREFENE D O D A IE) T o 7oy, 1SMEREFENME I ¥ FIE 2 e L7 fillE 1
Bl & o 7,

AF H BRI IR LB C A TP ER IR NS B L 3 2 B F B L L CRIE T
D2 EMEN, T O RUTIE T OFEBELF TR E DN aF R ER D [ & 2RI
BT o0 LB THD

ZOMOEEIR & UTHBIER, TR, IR - i, RRICEHZR EA2 kS 2
LB 5,

UNE U D 3 5 LL BICET 2 MET A VAR AT 7 X —E(ALP)D L
FERBDODLN, FFRT AT 27 —EL yGTP O L FITHEEME N 9,
JRIKEHE X C. albicans 23xH % <. ZDfth C. tropicalis, C. parapsilosis, C.
glabrata , C. famata, C. krusei 72 & 2385 ST 5 29,

E{RZW & L Qi3 CT. & MRI, PET-CT B X OWHCHEEEMRENZ
Wil 7 rm—7 >y ANCHEMATH D, fFHEREIERTCIERE S D 2 &3/ T
7% D, MRIX PET-CT XX VEENBIFTH D B, 23, a3 X MNEIHIER
CTHAE, 7+v—7 v ATHEFTEBRES —KOIER IR D,

ZRMEE T ITISIE O/ MBIFIC K 2 | 1R CT A OBIRFAIZ IS 1T 5 &k
100 FUL AR U 2 £ 9 AT L (bull’s eye sign) <CPIARFET® lem LLF D%
AR I, B IR AR A AR RIS D FRC @ WU & 1 5 . (bull’s eye
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2.

sign) Ml H S VTG BITIAIEN BRI D,

M S HPE THIVTZWNET L D HER & 22 5725, 70-80% LA LD TRt
ThHnH 310, JFRE LT, MATHRHFERE EICPIRCRIEER DA TR Z > T
LA REMER R STV D D,

AFEDE U A7 FUZIBNT BD Z VB A & 72 0 T Ei{&FT R C BD
TNVTI TR DG & 72 D5ET L ARIE OB B IR RIEE & L TOAR)
PEDR R ST g 12,

MeEZWIZIL, I DX DI £ TR E I 3EE COREAZET 5,
LD, AIREZRR Y AR ZAT O Z LB E LW, BRIREE2 I S v
WIS E DD IR T, AR OB TH o D F w TRE S D FE RO
FARZRODL ZEIFFEHEUTTHY ( HBETHREIND Z &I THTH
% 10, ARHAkIE Gomori Yeta, SEMRLFIRA, Bl FREICMEND
TENEE LYY,

MRS B T ORBEMHR A Z X - T HEIXIE & A EN Candida TH D
23, iz Aspergillus, Rhodotorula spp, , Trichosporon spp., Geotrichum capitatum,
Cryptococcus neoformans, Mucormycosis & #i5 i Cns B, £72, LIZLIX

RSN EE 72 R & U TR Y Nl B ip, BB PEIES ORI 5 %

7)

[e]

BUERBRENE D o ¥ FIEICH T DIRRICB WV TRBIR T NS REE T ?

P~ —

o HIRELELTYRY —< /LT LKRT Y v B(L-AMB) 3-5 mg/kg/ H £ 721X

¥ 7 1 (MCFG100mg 1 H 1 [ #EE, CPFG70mg1 H 1 B
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=2 HHLARE S0mg 1 A 1 ELETEEE) 5—6 #FH  2HELE S 5 111-A),
conventional amphotericin B [ZEIEH O TITEH LW & IO 6N
Iv)o

T = RIEDOFREG TCORIEFNTK L TIXL-AMB Z #4595 (111-A) .
Z DA Smg/kg/ B OEAER S %2179,

FIIERZ I IER N L E L FLCZ MHRRRE OV 2 7 MRV & Bbi 2 6

TII 0 FLCZ 400mg (6mg/kg/ H)~D A A~ F % E[ET H(11I-A),

FRRL

® IEFUALABIMITEL LT L-AMB1D Fy o5 ¢ LRI 1619

FLCZICET+ 26D ThH D,

PIAR—=VIEEE L TRIRANRY N T LT Y —/L(VRCZ 29X PSCZ?VIZ K %
BRI OE S & D,

TART Y BBNLT SV RmRRF X T 1 VSR KD b RS LR Rk
~MiDNEER &V RAF 72tk 2 m 3l RetE S R S Tn D 22,

cAMPH (ZEWEITEHSL TR ARBIO U X7 3@ < 3 71 HUNIZ 1/3 3BT
L. BFFETEN 74% L mFELZR LIRS DbV ER LRV & 28
35 (IV),

L-AMB T Smg/kg/ H O &2 3mg/kg/ H £ 0 IRRAGES B &3 B iGN
bb, AH VT ZHak DMLIEIEE 20 Bl (5 BREDHBT Y =T K DT
BHHV) IR LRIGEMITTIE, Smygkg/ ARG 6 BIEFINWREDEE
7RG HAVLSFRIEOTENT 1 BlOARTH>T=OIZxt L, 3mg/kg/ H &
B3 Blapipsiaim ki Lz D, ARE T, v o7 4 R TIESEREER
2/5. —HEIRH Y 2/5, IWERB1FITH ST,
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® FLCZ ¥ cAMPH Hil# 512 K 2 16 KBBIoIR ARG D P /v~ — iR &
LCHEMMEEZ RS

® AEIIRIEICE A AL 2 BT 5, 2072 FIITEER & L CHI X 1E L-AMB
ML, 7Y — A RPUEEE O G E 72 & FLCZ MR ERE O U
AT PMEWGEIZIE, FERDZ IZ#% 11 FLCZ 400mg(6mg/kg/ H )72 & ~D

EHELEESND,

3. BHEBREEL CUSEICBWTHERERER b RENFRT 256108
R RE BRI 2

Y=l —

® PUEHIEE 14 GBS 5B LV IEFEER D A b 56Tk, Rl RE
AT HA RRWLIERAT v A FRARIEAOKGZEET 5 (I-A),

® RIBREART vA FOf#ELMHECIAT D02 4 v 7 FEHRHIC

DWTIZHME T2,

fiERt
® JFARIEAR LTH Y VHBHERI PR SN D NERTH DA RNEET
VX, HEEZKE 250, MARICFTREZRBORNI EBE,

® T DI, A EREIE IS 5 IBAE S 5 R AR & DIEIR O — TS0 i
MEIEBEHEICL 2D THDL Z LRI TN D

® AEBUICKITLRIBREAT oA FEOKENIMKIRE U THLI N TV
WA, HICE D BRIV EN SO D LT AEBORE R H D IO
28 IEEEARIEREAT v A FEICOFHT 2 BB 2 i & 5
BROT BT v AN, FRAEIHED AT 1A FEGIZX D 0E 0 FTo
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A CEW CHEREAWERHERT 20 @ET 5 E TIEIFHRTS
ZEMERETHD,

® JERT uA FRUKIEANIRIERLE AT 1A FEPED LRI L
HHTH- T2 DREND D D),

® RIBREATaA NEORMELAEIIRATHLIN, —RICKRO T L R=
7 0.5-1mg/kg/ H (MR TIE 2mgkg/ B) THWOH LD, BIBRKEEAT A R
BROBRGHMIE, MBI Ve TH DB, 3-6 MENTLT, EHED
R 2 a5 229, IDSA DA R7 A4 Tl 12 B OEHE G DEE
EHEREL T D O

4. BMRRREML U FIEICB T DRI 2

Y=l —

® HUEEFIAW LG A O B TIRAE N 2 EE(L T % E Thikke 9
BRI TIER B IAE, 3, 6 WHITITH ZENEFE LW, Dl L 8

B OBGNHE T, 2-6 7 AL EEET H(-A),

® (L RE O MM N LB 2R IGE . IR ET IR, B MR
T2 P HFED T DITIRIE 2 B S 5~ & TRV (-A),

fiERR

O HEHIMNICESL TIEBfEs— 7 v R X2 LD, JREDERT 25 0 EEL
TAHETHAERE S, 2-3 AU EOHBNNIZESON R THD 10,
Drp< &b 8B ORGP LET, W 5-6 W H A%+ 5

® 61 FIDEMREFENED o ¥ FREIZ I8 1T D IR B AR TR O BIHR PT 7 O Mt T

RN LB 1T 3 T HB T 30.0%., 6 7 A% TIE 543% IR X70h o

211



Tzo LTehio T, 1BRBIGTE, 3. 6 I AIZITEBHRELZIT) ZENEELL

29)

o

PLEEFIERIE, IR 2B < Te DI EG g LIRENEET 2R T 5
FTEREIANETHD, BHICHIET 2 EHIEOY X7 24D 12D, EEN
VETHD,

PEYERRFRME D o O A TED M TR ELEAT 501, ERZDO L DODOIEEIMED
FHEOA ML Y & | BMEMIRIE B OHI AALTFHIEOBEIEIZ L 5 JFRE B Ok
TICE DD THDZ ENEN Y,

M IR & B IR 2R TR BRI T Tl BIE S 5 2 & 722 < Hf T T HE
T2 303,

L7ei3oC, BYERRRENED o O ZEDIRIRIC L 0 | iR L E T, b5
PEERCTE ML IR DA T 2 SEH 9~~~ & TldAe, (HL, FIEEEIGRIT
BREGT2OIEm Y A7 L7 5k ag A e < IR ke~ & T
0%,
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b. Clinical question 21: % > ¥ & 14 F BIEIRGLE 126§ 2 TR 1T 2

Y=l —

l.

BV HPEERIT. FHEE . REE. WEIZHIET D, AN TIZFHES .
INETIXREBICMATHEIC RN R S b, BB YT O T 12 Tl
ALY e UCRIET D

BV VR SIT, R KB AR L. MATHEDK 80% % (50 D,
BRER TIIH U FIMSE L g L, C. albicans & TH 5,

T D E BT T T R~/ R — U0 IR b g L &
DIZEHZE LD (-A). ME YL TITHERIR IR BT, KiFEZR &0
FENERIR RN ETH D, BHIRTIEIT 7 U R~/ KL —URMETHY
N LRIEIE G I A TR Y DR E 2R HERT 5,

1> VBRI KT D IH®RINGE X, 7 v 3y —)L (FLCZ) (I1I-A), ¥
YT 4 R (-A) &2 BET D, & U A7 5] Tlid Liposomal-amphotericin B
(L-AMB) bii)& & 72 5705, BHREFRE IZH BT 5 (-A), L-AMB Z i 4%
BE. 7y by (5-FC) AL TH RV, C. glabrata 72 & FLCZ K&
SO T P HBBIRROEEX, ¥ v T 4 U RHEE 2L L-AMB % 3R
T 5, AU a3t — (VRCZ) D@WEITROIL, ZDOEIIAHTH D (11I-
B).

J1 v A B Tl FLCZ (I1I-A), L-AMB (III-A), v > 7 « VR#EK (-
MIZEDIRREZRT D, 1275 L. F v o7 4 VREOHREIT D20, L-AMB
AT %546, 5-FC Z0fH L CH BV, C.glabrata 72 & FLCZ IRgsz o
P BBRROLAIL, L-AMB 7203 % v o7 1 VREEZBINT 5,

VRCZ OHEIIR L. EOEIFIRHATH S (II-B), & L A LEHiIEYT
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AFRIR R 25813, HsA 37 4 v DIEPEDOIRW FLCZ 13#E)& & 72 5
AN

7. VA WEBERICET HIRFEMIMIT 6-12 » A L AHBERYE & i LA D
WL (-A), ¥ 7 4 VRIS L-AMB Tl 2-6 HF A%, FLCZ
PEHIZAA v F 3%, C. glabrata 235K DO5E I3RS MRS R 2 2512 VRCZ
BOxEZET 5,

8. By UAMEREiIL T, DR LY 6 EMAENLETH D (BHRIESOF
B) (II-A), Fv T 4 2 FRHEL L-AMB T 2 #EME A%, &0 FLCZ IZ A
A v F 3%, C.glabrata 23R [K OLGA TSRS R A2 5512 VRCZ R0 %%

};%E(‘a‘éo

Limitation
H v D RBIT XA E B RLIEE I O W T O EEE AL LR ER I I T LT
T, SEHE IR RIR R b &S T o

i )
1. AV HABIZLDEHR
— R, EBEIT AT & FATAMENE (primary YR E T IZBEREEAL O &

D FOIKB SN D, MATHEE, DR TIERE TR (RIRE., BERE) 2
EERT, & ATHLHEAN B & A BB IS RIE T 5o BN TIZFHE ((RIRMEATFHESR)
PEHRT, REBOLE THHEBIMCORIEL 25 9, FilisMEMEHKDZ
SHEREANIZTEIE U DT O Mg AR IE B o R E 72 & FIRICRIET 5
A%\, Gamaletsou 1%, A TIXHEHE. IiE. WEOIEIZEZ L, MET

RS, EBiE. BHEE/MEDIETH 72 LTS (A &/NRD T
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(X FHEB RGN T 7 S, KERE . EBE Y NE T 217 5, 46 5D
BETH-oT-E LTWD) 2, F£7=. Slenker H1E. HERH 17 #il &2 & Te 211 D
T2 P HINT KD ERER O ST R ATV, BYSEALIX, FHEE 134 6] (64%). g
B 52 Bl (25%). Tk 26 il (12%). EEIEE 6 il B3%)Tho7obHEL T 5

3)

o

2

YO & U IR ATEORERED 710%% S TR0 I VA MEN O F
B FIE £ TOMMNT 0~3 FE LEFNC L 0 RE B2 0, BREEEICHEE
T5
DHAICB S BEDRH D, McLeod B, FHEFEYD Y XA 7 K7 & L TR L

o BHERBITH P HXMIEDBAED & 5613, JRRE E LT Vg%

® intravenous drug user & FHEFITOBEE 22817 T 5 7,

Arikan D%, DEFTEO D P XRIZ L D E G 77 IO SRR B 22217
V., TEEERIT 53%. FFEIE 32%., BT 14%E AREREETH -2 & EHE
LTCW5 Y, AR Z G0 5728, JEFEXIRNEZECTH V| JLFPHO B K
TIERMEFTEN D D, FHAFRITERICHRE LT,

Slenker B3 2010 FEETOH L VX ICL D BHAOLER L Ea—% F L DT
WA T, FRBIIZ A D & 2000 4ELLRTTX C. albicans 23FRIKEEH D 73%% 58 T
VN2 73,2000-2004 413 67%.2005-2010 13 63% L IR 2 A L TWD H DD,
2{KTi C.albicans 73 69% & %< & &, 1 > ¥ & fLJE Tld non-albicans 7 > ¥
EDNHUL Fa DT D Z & Ll L #7257 Toh > 7=, F£ 72, non-albicans
71> X )@ ClE C. tropicalis 28 65 ¥k 31 MR E Ik bER TH 72, 7T R
BT B L% I [FIMFSE TIX,2000-2010 40> 28 il D F1 > ¥ Z HEFHERIZ BN T,
C. albicans 13 75% & i@ Td > 7= 9, McLeod & O Bz 2> b D Beilt DA T,
C. albicans 23 RIK DAEFIE 67% T, ¥R C. tropicalis TH-72& L T35 7,

Gamaletsou & 1T S SITEERIC 207 Bl D v P F I X HEBER OB R 21T
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W, ORERLE BT 2 0MFRBEZA T DIEANT D 722 < | AFE O BT
30k & HFETHDH I L QMATHERY CIITEEET OB RENEH S D Z &,
ORI EYL & DIRGEAED R%BICRDOND ZEE2HWE LTS 2, FFTOE
i RLBE, VEIEIXERICRO G DD, FE L LD IEENTA 3 EIT, RIE~
—A—D LR GBENPOPEREICHED , MEELERRDIFHME AL TV
ZEHIBRTW D, BERORFTIE, BT FUEKE e ST L 2 MO LR
FHER TITAFHEE > O HERI A~ R (B9 2 2 HEfR & HERIBR) LTwa 2 &
MPIEE A EDREGITIEHSND N, B oD ZPEFFHES TIIHERISURZE 03 72V E
BIHS 20% TR HLlc, HEBEMHEFHEIER CIIHMRMAMRIND Z LITENLTH
DD B DR OB OB T IR HERE S & ORI A E
Th D,

PLEEEKOBIIZHOWTIL, #< 2>5 conventional amphotericin B (AMPH-B) 3
SN TE=N, 7vat Y — (FLCOIZBE~DOMMBBITNEHTHDH Z L&,
RITERMERTH D Z LB 2000 FEBATIZES 1 @K E L TE SN D X9
12725 T & 72, 2004 FFOKFEKYYEF S (IDSA)HA K74 CTlik, £9 231
W AMPH-B Z il L. Z D% FLCZICAA v FFTHL AL ZHIEL TS 10,
Xv o7 4 REICEHLTX, ZOREETITHEHRBRAIE SN D 7o DHERE L T
WU 100 ZDRITIEFR S IV BN BRIR T E M EYYE 2 (ESCMID) W A R
A > TlX AMPH-B |2 X 2 1RHRARER 2 I KR L, liposomal amphotericin B (L-
AMB)?> 5 FLCZ IZAA v F$ 5 LU A % FLCZ BFIRIE & Hicsi < HESE L 7=
I, —75 . Caspofungin (CPFG)7> 5 FLCZ ~D A A » F=LR Y 1) — )L (VRCZ)
HOMAREIT 5 B O HELHIZ B 72 1Y,

Cornely & IXHEMY N RBEMED o P FIEICKTT D CPFG DGR KEE £ &
B, EBERACIRERE IR CIXEmMAE (100mg /)M T, 4/4 (100%)DJEFZ
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KRB B NI Z L ZHEL, ZOBLF ¥ T 1 VRIEIC K DHIRFERRO
WENEAEQ DIV, 2016 HIZWET &7z IDSA #A KT 4 CTid FLCZ HAh
B, WNCF v T 1 VRN D FLCZ ~DAA v FRIEZH 13RI L L
THERR L7219, L L IDSA OZF BRI AMPH-B OISR % L KRS 2% =
CITHET, £72 L-AMB OIRREHME IR N2/, ZDOHA RT A TiX L-
AMB [IRBEIZE DT, LoL¥y o7 1 LRI L IEL L L-AMB TIRFER
AR EDOHRETRLHBRT D LI ITRIFTIE L-AMB i EROHE bR SN D
Lo TE Tz, ABHNER D M T R REZIEF] 72 EHE R K DR R B
BTHDV A7 Z2GT DIEH T, MOBERIK TR RWEEIE L-AMB O §
BETRELEEZ D,

AMPH-B DIA O HTEE S DI D A3 1173 72 5> 72 2000 4 LLRT O dy U VEBI 2 BR
W2 AFZE & L CIE. Neofytos © 28 2004-2008 =128 T, £k T prospective
RBLERZATVN, 75 2—ZADIRIITIBV T, FANSED 36 =2 — A | hiFl~0
102 - MR 30 T — A BFIGRS 9 2 — A ThH VY | A I 7o 3EA
& LTI, FLCZ 23 56%., ¥ v > 7 4 RN 29%, L-AMB 72 E DR Y =%
N 11%, VRCZ 4% TH 7= LT\ 5, JFIKEERRIER CIX, C.albicans
D HANRFE Tl 90% T FLCZ 23MEH 41, C. glabrata TiX 80% CTX¥ v > 7 1
RENER STz, 7T o RZB T D S EFEFFETIE, 2000-2010 FZF60
T28BID T oV A VEFHERIZ IS T HANRIRDS 75%. PFHITEHR DY 25% TH Y |
FIHIRIEIX FLCZ 23 54%., R U =2 R3EN 39% (L-AMB 6/11 i), CPFG, VRCZ
P 4% ThoToL LTS, £z, #IHIAHRE LT FLCZ Z M L72EESI D 1
FEEFRIT 67%, R TR TIE82% ThH o729,

Fhlf & TEEIEE 52 M AE DT IRRICET 2 @G X, UFOX572b0
Nd 5, £9°, Kaldau SIFSCHRAT L B 2 — 21T, 2002-2010 D E TIHEN
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FLEL S T2 36 BlIZ I T 66% THIEHE IR OGN TFMntThi, w1
PFREEDOWNFRIL FLCZ 20 5], AV =% 11 ] (L-AMB 5 ), CPFG 3 4], VRCZ
1 flChole bl LTWD B, ERIREIL 80% T H AL, M L-HiEREIK
[ CITEZRDARN o721, McLeod H1F, 20092018 4FIZ#%ER L 7= (LI FeHE

RS B, TN IIMERS Sz 14 B 11 1 & @ RIC = S dv, PrE@ CIEEI
CPFG &R =41 (8 filH 7 51T CPFG # 542 FLCZ IZAA v F I T o),
FLCZ HAIIX 4 ], AMPH-B 7°5 FLCZ fFEO~DAA v FIL 1 il THo72 7,
Gagliano 5. 1% & OIERI %&b 7- C. glabrata (2 X 2 FHESR 15 HlOSCHEI L B
2 —EATU FATE 60% 2 FEM S v, 1B HERR S VT IEBNT 73% T 2 Bilidxt
EEZ 2 L7 EHEL TS, 2D 156]0 C.glabrata (2 X 5 FHER TIX, AV
T USRI HANE T IIPF T 80%DIEFNT IV TR S, ik 2 ] (2014
. 2018 ) TOHF v 7 4 URENMMEH I LTV 9,

TR RS Ui, M MR B B IR A RN R S8, oo H 1T
LD BRRDOLGEILS HIZRYIB OTERSA VLI L 72 %, Gamaletsou & 13, STHRHY
BT, BRI T DIERBIF O T RGN 3 o AIZEE D, K 30%DIERIT
BREKL TN D, IDSAFA RT A4 2 DRHEET 5 6-12 » HOHiE
B G- IR B &R T 5 D, F72, Richaud i, 77 U RIZHBT D
10 M OIERFNT 69 2 [ERA R TR (R follow-up) &7V, 1 4E5ET
DY RAZRFE LT, BHTEEREEZZT D (FRIE3 7 A vs.6 7 H,p
=0.02), EHIZ1FAEFFIZXRE LIt Cid, BRE (R EIE £)72
L OIREHNC T DIREHMIX 7.5 » B (interquartile range, 6-11.3 A) & | FeFIE
AT DHIEFOS » H (IQR,3.1-6 7+ A) Ll LAEICEHTH - 72 (p=0.04)

9)

o
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2. B UV EHEBEIR

Gamaletsou H &, 112 6 [AA 72 i, /N 40 1] (1Z & A EDHETER, S1IR) ]
DLEAI L B 2 —%ATo 72 19, YA, BB 75%. MBI 15%. J5 BN
7% T o Tz, WEIRBEIZEE L CiE, 65%DREBITEFHERDCAT a1 R, 5%
AR 72 E O ANE R < RAFREERIE Td o 72, 63%DAER] TRAHI K2 Wl
(2T D MAE e E ORI T D FREAFIE LTIV | 1% DS TRIEREIC
T o B MIEDRRD BTz, SMEITHE D EHEGR T 9% Th o 7o, AP D%
JuiL 31%IZE8 D b ivTc, FURBRAIRE L LT, BT 2B OFMEOMEDY 42%
IR b7, JRIKERIL C. albicans 78 63% &Rk H %<, RUWT C. tropicalis
14%72 E Tholz, PIERFEIKT, BAITIEAR Y = RN 37 6], RNTT Y —
NRIEN 21 BN S, F v o7 0 CRIEOBMIGREBI T2 hr o 7 (BFHEE
ELTOBITHMAINTN), 38%DIEF CHEREIKOIFHATTIL, PR L
TIEBI G B DD & 66%DIERFI TR Y = RIEMNFH SN T, PLEERIGE
WMz T 7V R~/ R —U 7 EOFMaIT - TIERIE 36%I8 £ - 7203,
PRSI TR COE RN D o A REDO RN EE TH o T2, TREIRIX
TRAE 64 HTH Y| 5BEIGHIL 78%. FROTAMIL 19%ICFF bh, FIEIE 16%.
FLHFIT 13% ThH o1,

MK~ FLCZ X° AMPH-B OBATIEIZ RAF & S4L, T HIZ X DIREOHE
BN 19, Miller S IZABNZFEMMAZ2FHER 21TV, & HIZ AMPH-B IZ X%
JRETHES & 35%DIERI TITVN, Z D% FLCZ % b & LIz B FE 3R 5 % 75
45 BAT9 Z LTk » T, BAFepifa s LT 19,

ESCMID #A KT 4 v WTIXL-AMB % 2 #fi] (5-FC Off b rl) #5112
FLCZ % 4 @MLL b, F721X FLCZ OF4 6 WML b5 25 Z L 2 LT L

TWb, —F., VRCZIIHEEDOHELE v 7 4 L RITFHHELEL LTV D,
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IDSA 1A RZ A DTiX, FLCZ A % 6 ML, £7213F v o7 1 v RIE

2B HIC e B FLCZ # 4R+ 52 L2 MR LTV D,
—J5 . L-AMB2 # B8 5% 12 4 B LL L FLCZ %% 59 2@ PURIE, URIRE &
L CHWHESEHZE D T B,

3. ATRA&imRY,

TV EPEDO N TG TIE, Bt RallT 7Y Ry U BATH D, B
YIUXBICE DR TIE, ALYOREIZ L DIREPESHERI AL, A TYO
REDRARE &I L2 5B 3 E OB 5 L DIRFEREEIT O B 20D
BRIZPL biofilm JEMEDIRNT Y — L RIEDMEH A #E T 5, Lee ©HIE systematic
review (ZC, 1741 (BEAET 10 B, WxBIET 6 B, B 160 oAb PHJEIC
O NTREIREG ST D % v 7 0 R K DR (CPFG 11 fi,
anidulafungin 4 i, micafungin 1 ) Z#H%&E L T 5 1, N LHDOHKEIL 14 T
1T, BEHILS PN E -7, 77U R~ EhE IZ X DIRAFRIRIT 3
BNZATONTZ N, 1 FNTE DRI AN T DR EZVE L Uiz, JRIK T P X EIE
C.glabrata 7% 41.2% & B HOI< 2 O TRV, 2O EBF v T 4 2 RILFTIR
OIRYL L 72> 7=, BRI, 2 FIOLTFIZERE IR L Tz,

Cobo © 1% 72 i (RBAE 36, M&BAEN 35) DA v &P N TRIEIEYL O SCHkk
REBMRRD 1 Hl2fEr U, RIHERESEIEE & SAEHEE O EHi T 56 #5765
U723, 1 BNTEGSENRE CTHRE LI E LTWD B E 724 5138 o@®E Tht
BEER M L, BANERED 61%., 2 FIPFADN 21%., 3 FILLEGFHD 17% T,
HAJEH TIL FLCZ 28 63%., WU T RN 30% TH-o7mL LTWnD 19,
Koutserimpas © (% C. glabrata (2 X % A TBISEROMEE £ &, 1983~2001

HFFETO 5 FIIZ AMPH-B, ZFHLLFEIT CPEG HA/GER 4 5], 7 — LR IKEFH]
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/DER 9 B, RV =R 4 B TIRERTOR T L L TWd 29, Non-
albicans Candida /%, C. parapsilosis 7% 54 %, C. glabrata 7% 22 %% 5o, AT
Wtk £ 0 IR FHE S — IR B ER X D IRRE RN S o T LA S
TV 2, FLEEZIL, FLCZ 28 71%, &V = RHH)R 49 % THEM Sz 2,
RFEBIANE, AN TWikiER 12 AR B, BERE 6 @RI LSRRI TV D
2, 2B, NIMORENTET T 7Y Ry v EEEREOMAGDE, AL
i 2R 256 13— EFIEERRALE L ST D 12,

%\
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c. Clinical question 22: 7 > VX HELANERICRHT B16% L ?

Y=l —

1.

HOFD VA ELHER T ANA 47 4V ATEMZ AT 5 Liposomal
amphotericin B (L-AMP)+flucytosine (5-FC), WNZF v T 1 VRFEIZ KD
BRI AT % (II-A), (Fos)fluconazole [(F-)FLCZ]. voriconazole (VRCZ)IZ
WIHIERRIE & U CITHESE L (I1-0)

HELERY 5803, L-AMP (% 2.5-3.0 mg/kgx1 [B]/H . 5-FC I% 25 mg/kgx4 [Al/H
CPFG |I#]H 70mg, #d%% 50 mgx1[al/H, MCFG I 100 mgx1 [Fl/H T&
Do IelZL, @EOA L PHAMIEL Y SHELELDOERGH Y | L-AMP (X
5 mg/kgx1 [Fl/H £ TOHE, ¥+ 7 4 LRI TIL CPFG 150 mgx1 [Bl/H |
MCFG 150 mgx1 [s/HMEH SN2 &b dH 5,

Mk N EM L L, RN o ba— L SN AIEZ 2 MR L.

FLCZ ~DfR AT > 7 X 7 (400-800 mgx1 [B]/H)%1T 5 (IlI-A), FLCZ
MR REOEE . VRCZ (W1H 6 mg/kgx2 [A], Z D 3-4 mg/kgx2 [m]/H)
HLEETH (-A),

B o VA PEDNIERIINFHOIER O TIE TR AR TH Y | ATREZRR 0 A K
AV APEONIES TIX VBRI, ALFRD o DA HRODAEER TIL
SIZRIIC BRHLUWN) P& 75 Z & 24592 (D, Fiitkid 6 @ErMLL
FORERER G 21TV, ARG OSIHEEZ AT 5581 HICRE
W& G ZERET S (II-A),

BEEREEZERB LT, 74 L (R 72 EFHoM L 72 b ngEaIEn
BHNER bITHON D, T O%REIE0FIRIE L EINK E 2D, Y= b
— L ST M A HERR L. #& 10 FLCZ ~® step down % 1T\ VR HITAHE A
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VETHDH (I-A),

6. NLIpH 2 IHHEOLNBERICEBNTS B R L FRICEFEE RCRERZ
ZE LI LT, RV RHEEEL T LY F TR AEEE Y T A
VRME R A RSS2 (-A), A TRIBGFCEEN 2 ha—
SN EIT. R TR O T DI ME A fEdd L FLCZ Of% 1 R W%
B B A»S LVE, SBEICEY 4 21795 (1A,

Limitation
1. DoV ZMRLAER BB L TV AP, Z OFEIIZ RCT ITFE L72 W,
FRRBEORE IR LA N EDOBENFICL Y | BROITZ B8 LR 7
— T NAVFM AR LIZBEICET 5T o ATz Ly,

fin

12 VAP ORI RCT X7 T, AATERBFEROTA KT
A > (2017 £F) DRESOKERYGIETFE (2016 ) CHOTA T A 2 294
BLEFZE0SCIR L B o — 2R MLUCER S T & 7o, Zokis S halim & o
Zhtiax LR O AR — MR ELSRUARTA RTA4 VEER LT, hooF
JRYIE H AR ORI, BWHEDHES T —T LV FHRCETAN T T A A A B
REEIMLTWD Z &2 ED T o VA HLNIER TN L, £ ORESEST S
L TWbHEEZOLND,

1. v P EHLAIRE DZEF

JERGEPELDANIERIIAD 10 TAHTZD ., 5~10 NEFTENRBIET D L EHELRE

BCH D, B MO RYGEE DTSR TG DR D 1.2~4%F2 2128 & 720
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PEOEHEIMEMIZH D & SMEDZ < 1F(50~80%) 1 v VX BIZ LD b D TH
% 16 Candida albicans 7325\ /% Candida parapsilosis 7 & @ 3E albicans Candida
DHEEIML TS Z LI ET D Y, 7272 L Foong & 91X C. glabrata (2 X 2 &Y
NP EMELAERD Y A K TRFTholoZ & Z2HE LTS, 51, K
PEEESR1EH ¥ # D neutrophil extracellular traps (NETs)PEAE Z Rl L. PEEETERL
ZRHET B ATREMED B U | C. glabrata /2R MR SR EEREDSN 22N 2 & DS RIA & HELS
L TV %, Giuliano & | systematic review T C. albicans 43%. C. parapsilosis 27%.
C. glabrata 8%, C. tropicalis 5% CH 7=t L T5 7

B 2 D PRI RIIRG IS AN TS IAET 520 b 9O EREEKYE T H
DB R, IR DNIER OB 2 A3 2 8E . N LBz,
MAENT T —7 )VEE. FIREYE M. HIV G, aEmsilEE, ~—2A—%
— M R IAB TR EN 2R 72 EDONTLT S ZFRA, KA~ T LOFiEHK
fEEE, 27 0o RRIEEHZ EERA T C BROfERKF 26T 55665
< 30 ICU NEEN S 5 BEN LN, FAERDD 2 ZHLPIRSR OB

ﬁ

IF

E< ., HLDENERBECHD = EREN 1),

2. T VEHELNIRE D2

Sunder & ' % 6235 FIOME M OLAIEKRIZE T 2 MET 21TV B DAL
WIRR 23 b THRAR TH Y [FIBIAFERSEL : 4~ XL (OR) 3.0, 95%f5 X [#]
(CI)1.62-5.61, 14F5E1C : OR1.9(95% C12.16-2.86)]. RN TEEAL T R o EREME T
bHoleZ LEWELTND, B IV HMELAEK D TH%ARRKTO— 202 M
DENTHY  LDHEFOHBLZE D LICEE T RETH D, LS HIERS
WG D LIXUIEARARE LTRIET 7200 o DX HELNIRR % &
HDZEMMEETHD 1P, IRt (U LI WREBVO RIE SN A B D
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ZEHZ0, FIEHERGANCMEGEEZITV (Dl tb 2y b ZREN
R - R RR) . B v Y X E O B CIE AR CRIEE D o — R % S a9
Do

N DVEMELARR DN DD | BB LT a—ENRBETH D56
AN LF BB TIERRE LT a—REZIT )., LT a—RENEMET L ZER
SER DAFAEe & RIR & U TR LD NER DRV TRWG S 1T LT 2 —
IR ULAT O Y, ZWrZIE Duke ODRZWHEHEL W5 725 KR OB HERIT
50~75%Hit2 & 4T L bm< 2< . 4T L Duke DEHEZTHIZ S R20GE L H
% LA, B-D-Z VT ARIEIIABIRRZ L E L TERTH D Y, R LR
RCITHIEEMEOMNZERZ LIX LA L. IMZEROADFRFER S22 i
DRNY | FITHEINIC S RET D720 MRI O EfiZ2HEET 25 119, YLk
PSR & eV BRI 7285513 FDG-PET i 0 M & 35 119,

3. AV EFMLHIRR IR 2 IE A FEHRIT 2

BT o X HLNER S N T o X HEODAIRR & A F 7 4 L L5
Td %, Amold HIFIAR Y = ZPLEEHEL 7 L2 b A L HTRE (11 61) vs &
Y UT 4 UREREEIC L DR (14 #) OHBEITV., v T 4 URIE

HARIC KD WIEBE CIE PRER T L S D | E DA EICE 2728 b e

OO R D RPIEREMEET LY Nl X BIEE (B 45%. 1 1% 64%)
XY T 4 URITEREEIZ L DIEE (BEN 29%. 1 #1% 69%) O T£IZFEIT 7R

W EEE LTS 19, Rivoisy HIZATFHFO T > P ZPELABERIZE W T L-AMB
HMEEITIS Yy 7T 4 VRIERHEHEMIBEICIS LA BIC T% N B
(aOR,13.52; 95%CI, 1.03-838.10) ToHho7=ELEL TV 5 17,

Giuliano © O systematic review TlE, HUEFHEIAE L7z 135 BIONFRIZ, HLA
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F 7213 flucytosine(5-FC) BFHIZARY =>5% 43 ], 7Y — LR 18 fl, v 7
1% 2BITHY | 5-FC LS OHIEREZEZ HFH L7z 39 51 (2 A 30 41, 3 9
B) TIE, RV FR 234, 7Y —% 341, v 57 00% 30 4ET,
Fil & OREBHRFIL 23 Bl TH o7 ¥, Z o AR 368 ATRE Ze HrE i S DO ReX
BROLBETLOILERH LN, SiNA T T 4 VLR OH DR = RHEH
HETNY NN L DIEIRD D VT X T 4 URIEERIBRIL TR E
DA % 7~ L7 (p=0.051), L7z -> T, B¥EEZZE L7 LT, 1 oI X LN
JEDFIRRICEBNTRY 2 RIEEEL 7 VY b ETF v T 4
R A HEE S 5 21830,

ARETHNTFH 2TV PR ONEEEOFHIE 513 6 MLl LG5~
ETHY., FAEAARGSCHOGIHEL AT 25 81L S bICEMMKR 2B ES
% 32 MRS BT L L, B 2 v b u— L ST A IR A R
L(F-)FLCZ ~Z2H L, (F-)FLCZ Ok 0 R MIFHMERHFRIE 280 A 726 1 L0 BT
5 2728 Steinbach & IZHTELEIOPFHIISEHOFRE & MR TH D & L
TWng B, BEFZU AT 25 2 FINBEIGIZR S R WSS ITNEIIEEO
HHATDI, EOHEIITIAA T 7 4 VRO B L FEH OV HEZET D
19, Rivoisy HITiBH OPIEFEEIRFICMZAR D T ) — /L OMERFRIE A HETE L 17,
Giuliano & X2 M: O PTEF SEHERFRIE D T 12 =K 1-(p<0.001) Th - 7= &
HLTWD2RE Y HERPRIEZ 3R 2 85132V, VRCZ 1Z(F-)FLCZ (2Tt T
B DA HEFFRIE ORI & 72 523, ITCZ ZBIRT HHBITZ L 219, &
P IANE D » P F OBENEM L TR EEE2ET 5,

4. T vV EHLNERIZEBIT B BHER
B ZPELNIER DT RKIT 30~60%& m< . BRELEV, TERARRK
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T & LTARRTIIELROTRITES . ALFOT P HHONIER, £12m
b TERARKTTH D,

G DAIER DA BT A TIRERELDANBERIC K DR, vav 7,
HERIEEEAR S, FREREG 2 EOGHE, PUEEEKR S T ORBULE DR, 10
mm LA EOTEE OIF{ERLTARIEIR 2 780 DA TN RIRIREIT ) R& L &h
TV D, I PHPELAIER O FREG & LT, ERAER, 2o b — LR
7RRRYe . SRR 72 EIn% < L DRI D e, RO T Y AR
WIEK Tl Z NS DOEHHEN D2 < TR S RO O AR RGO 7 6 2R
Lies,

N TIORGOS O T OISOV T, Lalani HIXBENELT & 1 4%
DN LI OGN DR O T4 2 53 2 72 D aim & ok — FRBRZIT U,
SVRHIRRR IR IE 72 L CIENERHOIBIR LV A RIS TH 2 8B L7223, TR
FOFHICBEET 534 7 A &ML Lic & Z ANBHIRRICH LT E DA E
X7 T EHE LTS 3D, Mihos BIET N TO AN THREGELNEER Z
KFET, 32 AFSE 2626 JEFI D A X T F U ¥ A ZATWAEHITERE & WRHOTRIE DT
BT OV T Rl L) 22 1 B OB BV TRINIE 30 HE O T4,
PBBLEES O T LWL DR A FREICWE Lz, Filinitbhica
B LIRS L 20 61 (8%) . WRHADIAHIE 16 B (6%) TEREMLANIELE DY
TR T O T2 3D, Z 0 XL 9 I N TH OGNS O FHF O A %h
PETIZPAMRTET AT,

12 AVEDIESRICEI L CIE, Steinbach & I3AMEHTEHE N T# 2 WET D
fEIIEH 5 B AE TiE7e < (aOR,0.56;95% C1,0.16-1.99) . HLEEEHK DG H 1T
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PERINX M 15 B, 2t 3 B, 4FEiniE 67.5 (38-87) i, JIKIEFEDONFERIT
albicans 7 f41. C.glabrata?2 fil, C.parapsilosis4 {5, C.tropicalis2 i, “~Bq 1 fi,
B 2 BT o 7o, A 2 BIlONERIX C. albicans & C. glabrata 75 1 3], C
albicans & S epidermididis 23 1 5l Toh - 7=, #IHIAFIEIZ AMPH-B8 ffl, & v
T UREAR, FNLAN3 B 2L 1B R 2 THoTe, AMPH-B #5-
8 fllE 1986 4F0~ 5 2010 T SAVTAERI T, 5-FC & OOFHBILA B av7eh
ST ¥ T 4 URFERE 4 HlITT T 2009 FELAREICHRE S TERT
AMPH-B #HHEEIIE L, K VIEFETHEO LN, ¥ T 4V REONRIT
MCFG2 #l, CPFG2 #l Td >7-, CPFG 235 #1721 il 4] AMPH-B D
HERRB BN NEEEIC LV EGRE RSN TEBY . CPFG IZ 5-FC 2 &
NTWe, JETHRITZNEN AMPH-B &5 8 il 3 5] (37.5%). ¥ o7 1~
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BRI 4 B 16 (25.0%) Thoto, IHREHHIZSESEThH- 72,
ANTLMEIZDONWT, 7 & MMEHEGERERIT 72\, B O R WIFEIE 22 W 7o O BE#R
ZlbEa—L7, [ ATIM ; artificial blood vessel | D% > ¥ & JEYHEIZBE ¥ 2
#1122V T lartificial blood vessel ), [graft] & [candida) %% —U— RIZHZE L
7o AT 1975 05 2018 4R T, 19 Bl 72 1939, 4T 64 (49-79) 7.
PERNEIEVE 130 2otk 30 R 3 B, SRAGDAZIE. M REIUR 5. B REIIR 3.
EEBINR 1, BERIR AN A SR 7 Bl Ch o 7o, FRIKEBIXERERE STV D HE
Tl C. albicans7 i, C. glabratal #i, C. tropicalis2 1, %% 3 %1 (C. albiacns
+ C. tropicalis1 5], C. parapsilosis+ Penicillium 1 41, C. albicans+ E. faecalis1 1) .
FEFE SN TWRWE DX R 6 il T o 7o, FrE R 3K 1T 8 451 Tffi F & 41 AMPH-
B6 fil. ¥ 7 120 Tholz, BIRDTHITIGHED) 8 B, THFELN9
GET 8 f], FH 14, R 2B TH-7-, IWEHMMIISEIETHoTZ,
2009 £ IDSA DA KF A »Tid, CIED 0I5 IE DGR L P A
> & L T amphotericin B (LFAmB 3-5mg/kg % 72 1% AmB-d 0.6-1mg/kg)+5-FC
25mg/kg/H ., E7203F¥ ¥ o7 4 VRIETHBZHERE L TV D, S HITOLmE
RIBGUE DG EITIEF v o7 « U EHEEILE M & (CPFG 50-150mg/ H . MCFG 100-
150mg/H . anidulafungin 100-200mg/H) ZH#E5E L T\ 5, & 512 IDSA TIFREA
AP H BT D FLCZ DRSAMEDNEME TRE OIRENZE L THB Y, MK
BrR DM R SN 7255 1X, FLCZ (6-12mg/kg) ~O step-down ZHEHE L T
WD, TGNV AFEAEZRR T v MIRR SN D56 1 I33EE A £ LIzt
4 B OTEHHEFE LRI L | X— 2 A — N —fH

ZAFHRXERMENZR D Y — K
BOWBEROEESIT. U — FHO%ER 6 B O EH

HRVENHETE S LT
WA 35)0

2016 fRIZET & 72 IDSA HA KT A4 Tld, D Z IABTLL T S A R Y
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5. RELUS ORIEMEE T RRYWE
a. Clinical question 25 : O (WHER) UV VFEICBWTHEREEO /&5
AR

Summary

® [ (WHEH) v VAL, BRIRAICHRIEMED TAREM: ) DRLBEME/ZEHEM:
&L REMETH D TIRENE ) ICh S, RIEEO OPES ¥ FIEICK LT
MEFHEORFESIIARTHD, Lo, BEENEED O FEE | RIE
PETH L BTEIEHCIE. A b7 a3ty — Lk EOR &5 0565
LD,

® NPEHVVHIEERIET DV AZEFITIE, 1) PLEKIC K DR,
2) B ORGSR T CBrA= T - silina . AR . HIV Y BEIRAS
IR 48, PUBS S MBIE O, 72 8) . 3) JRPTOREYBH R T
(MR 3 WD) [BHSHER A~ D I BIERS v = — 7 L HEBREZ T T <
MEIZ Db DTH ] AT aA FOJRATEH (A - @41, ABEDO R,
KIRDOO S A« {6, 72E. 4) BEREONEIEEOMHEM, RENDH 2,

o LRETRITEL TEAPHERFERE LT, —MEIIED I 2) > —)1 (MCZ)
7 (D MCZAHESE (D, 7a h U~y —L hr—F () (bAETILHIV
JRYERE O O P FFED ZIRBUE M) & ZIFEERIIED T KA T
U (AMPH-B) vmy 7 (I) CUhNERIZHT 2 TR TORBIER) . 2
b, BKTHERIITND T A AHXTF %2017 FTAFRCIEIRFEF 1

® EFGICRHNTIE, SIERHEORE, &, #ilkMORELZET D,

® [l VHIEIC R EEG TE HMEEEKIIL, WIMETHLA FTa) Y

—L (ITCZ) WHWE (). ITCZ 7+ -8 (). 7/+a+ > —, (FLCZ)

256



ATV s RIAvmy 7 - R D) (TARED P FE] & L TORR
RV, T DX BIC K DEEEREE] OBISITH D) RERH
5 JITCZHAIK L FLCZ R 7 A vu v FIZEBW T, &1 (swish and swallow)
BIZ L DRI COBEEER S —#db D, RBRIMETHHEA b=t —
JVIIFREE 72 823 H 0 . 2013 I3 EH Ik,

BeHHRIz oWk, JFRIE LT 14 BRIE 35, RIS TARRME] <X
PIRRBOIC AR AN LT 5 % C GBS 7 BRILAN) TRWLAS, TRLEEE/ZE6E M
TITALBE S8 U C b ER DK AE T D 7o ALBE DT KRB & I k3
5 EHIELRLT,

PEFEEICE DT - 0EIREZED L7202, Lo U 27 K+ 0dGE
WEFE LW (] HIV &G 28500 b oA L AEE, AERARRED
o, |EOEH, 2L,

MCZ 135 7 v — b PAS0 BER R SUG 2 i3 5 72, Rt GTh->Th
N7 7 ) EHREIC L OMAECEET S (METE s LT
H PT-INR MER T 25603 H D),
EHEGTEHRERRNE R VX BOPIHEEREZEE B ITRINT 5 2
EMNEFE LW, TG Tl N S BRI E & R I C LR
T LI, BIRANICRIE L 725 Z L1372,

MfEE s 2 ZRECRTT DR RIL, MCZ 7 C, BEEZE (EEH
KH) 80.2% (89/111), FRIRZNE (A2h=) 84.4%(103/122), & DRFHDFFH
NTWD, HREMET 1 B 1RGO MCZ fHEEOIBERIE, MCZ 7v (1
H4E#E) RS THhoT,

MCZ 7 /v AMPH-B ¥ v ZORIWEM & LTI, Hol, EHZe SRR 6

DHZVN, MCZ XWX D 7=, EAMAERICERET 5, RETTO
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RIZOERR A T, MREEE R 256035 5,

® HLEIM/ZEMEIED o VX IETIE MCZ SNV K DR EF 2D 2 ENdH D03,
% ITEDNBN D LT D, AMPH-B 1 v 7K (10%) Tk LA
DIEREZFZDGEN DV | TOLEIIHRE S5 2570008, ATRE72
TRBEOHTPAEH TH 5,

fiFR
1. AREMEEE D > ¥ FEDRRE, 2l

B PHITe FORKRIREEEERE (72NN 30~35%, mAD 30~
55%) TV, AMAEYYEDIRIN & 725, AR U FREIR, BRRWRES L TR
YELBIED TARENE) & TRLBEME/ZEHMENE) . 1B THEME) 2T 5, &
VUL DGRV EEZ HNDIRE L LT, #EMEONK, DA%k GEE
M) EPERERPMON TR @ DB 2255, Al
& TRIBEME/ZE Mt ) 1 X —MRICRIEME T, THREME ] IJRIEMRAE TH 5,

D o D HIERFIET DV A7 K& LT, 1) FiIC L 2 E B8,
2) B ORRYBERRIRT CorAN - mlmd, MRS, HIV EGE. BERE, (X
A, PUBBSECREMHIEOM M, 728), 3) RprE RGPk~ (
WP DI [~ DB RRIES Y = — 7 U EBERETZ 1T T2 < In iz
X5b0TH], AT A ROR/KFMER WA - &4, DEOREE, FEOW
DA B, L) 4) BRARLEOOPEEBEOHEH, 2ENH D,

I PED BAF R BRIRHERFIC AR AT R 70 MR IZ 1, oW IgA, 727 h7 =V Y
ST, T NN F XX =B EOFIEWEN G ENTE Y MBI G
FER O T &30 T, MR W ORI ANED P FIEDOEE R U X 7 K
D1OThbH, IHIT, BHEGIZE > TOBEOREWHEI/ERT 572011,
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KR T O ML 7200 T <0 PLEEIEHERR BT L TRAICEIET D4
TR 0 | MR WO AR B 5 ORI S 55,

JRYSENHIEVE L 72D K& LTARA AT 4V ADEEI OB TV D, £
W (FoFrv—) OFEMTHDL LY UBIIEOREITIE, —RERICAZ THEE
DWNLDR DY | D DVEPBIE LT T Fry—F T =7 LTINS A
FT7 4NV DB L, BREEARNZRZAEL D 2,

BEIRFFICARE R BE N EE SN EFICRoTND Z LiE, BHEICHE L
INAF T 4 v DD FHGERNRIRIC 2 & & IS, REREWRIC I S—SH
5L CHERIZ L D B ER IR T 570, FLBEM/ZEMMED DX RETH D
HEMEONRZAE LT,

Bl 5 L FBERTRE R OB 2R & 95 TARME) (Wb 25 HIE [ Thrush))
TIIRZ TOBMMNES Th 573, VRLBEM/ZEMENE) CIERRICHZ2 Cid# L Vv
EWD D, WHRLHEER EDOIERN BB R b D, IEEME] Tid.
H B ABESCIEIG IR A & OERINHE L WIGELH Y | AREZET D,

AR D HREIE, REOBBIR IR DREEIRAIC L > CHEAFRIET 2, M
I, ABIEPE TIIRIC K 280 TR ICERIUT X 525, FLEEME/ZEMENE Tl E L
TROT VAN TR EERT LA R—D X I ITHOTERIUT 5 &R m
¥ 5,

e o ZIEIC IV TIE C. albicans DO4BESEREE AN E < . 80%LL B2 5d D
D, S ARREBE T, Coalbicans OBMUEGLIZ T Tl VX )E L DR
BREEOLE DRy, BHEREEOT F ¥y —7 7 =761k, C
albicans 7217 CT72< C.glabrata 2’ H S0 D Z E 3% 9,

B PHFABEFSENERE THY . SN THL4 T LHRENE L I35 AR

WS, BHEEENZ UL, ZOREEMENE VY, C.albicans IZFRIE & EERE O
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2ODFKEIEE LD IMERFE I THY ., WEHEOEFEII MR EER~T Z
EWNE, REEIND 7T LY PAS Yeth, X LPYsfa e K TORMERE A &
BHTENIERETE D, B-D-Z VB, BV X~ rF UHRIR, AEOBZE
IZHERTIEZR,

FPENHEE 77 o & A 0E & £ O B3 03 B R RO e T IR 4 5F 2 556121
(BT U HNE] BB D (NHEE TICHE b oIk Ok 6 L OB R M aic
F o THE), ERREETIT, AEEE O EE~ERT 2 2 L ITEN T
72 < RS ITHER U CHEE MUESCRERENE D o ¥ e 2 42 U Afn O fat ¥
T 67,

2. FIEWHIRKIZ & 2 RFHER

DRETRAEEG TEAHEREL LT, 8l Ci o795 =
T = (MCZ) 7V, MCZAtA&ESE, 7u b~y —L hr—F & (ZTIHFR
DT LAT Vv (AMPH-B) v 2y 7 Hdb 5, RFiEGIZE N T, B
PSR OPLEE | B, PR OXELBETLILERSH D, Thbb, ARICLD
Grer 0. AT Te oy mS il L7 LD IRANES T 2 FTREME DS & V) | BRI oD
REBIERICHEL KT, BHOMEREZ SEWMo THOIERSES, &) X
IRLIRBRUTHA I, 1ZE A LTINS NN, APETEM S E 7% 120
TEFICHEH L TH, APEREICKT 22RO BTN W T3 AT
FHCRE~OEA LI CTE 5, BIEDORIEMIHRZA TIE, SFHEKICIED 2
X, MCZ 7v (1) OB XUVMCZ 358 (1) 812038 B Th 5,
AMPH-B v a1 v FIXZMliC. 7V —LHE B0 BEOHERT 7= 0H%)
ToH L0, LHBET/HNRIZKT 2 THR] T HERE ISR 20 2 & B T |
~ORBEHATH L (D) B, vmy T RR R & Sl T 5 LERH 5,
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ZDOIZ TARERIZTE 2R TERSET] EWOHRRPED X 5 2E8F TIIA
HTh D, 2B, BENDIFEAERIRE WD, IFAEOHIRITHE Sh
TUNRUy,

sua N~y —)b ha—Fk, OBETIE HIV EYYERE O OPED v X hE

RBEATH D AD O, —EIRINETH D b —F RS TR
e L HITHET SN THPDWRILE AL, T b7 17— L P450 [E3E 5SS 2 i) L
JVT T UARIKRTES®ES720, Z7 1) KRR EOFEA| O i A
FRILZERHESNTND,

PLE I DOWE T, AMPH-B [I7 L E DV AB L OET LV E D ADI/INEERL
1B (MIC) BV OIZx L, MCZ Tl C.glabrata X 9 72FET7 L EH > A
D MIC NV, EEERGTIHEK E 2D 0 P BOFIEEEBRZEE S5
BIRT 2 Z EBNEE LW, BFTREG TIEMIC 22 5 EiRE CEREERT S
T2, BRIRINCHEZN TH D Z Liddbiau,

BB OWTIE, WFOEA G JFAIE LT 14 B &I 5, BRI T2
Btk ) CIXAIRAIC ISR T 2 £ T GEF 7 HFEIBIN) . DRLBEME 2=

TITALBE S L CHRERDRAFT D720, ALBEOHKREZICH T2 & i
L7, MCZ 7V OSEANGA CEIZX, 17 BRES L THIEROEEN A5
NRWGEEIIEPIE L, OB Z2FRECYIVEZ L) LR TWng, 71
U= —b hr—F QIR CEIL, BRERGEH% TR EZE LTHEID
ME e G- S B A HIE L, IR ST L 0 8 e AN O © B 2 B R & D RET
ZIT9) Lt hTnb

R L RPRE TR Z IR L2 0E L, 47 LIt TiEZe <, W
BE~ORFEME (JRFTE G- TIEANA T 7 4 L ANOTREE 2 2 <) R EFD
VA RFDOEENRA RS THDLZ ENEXLND,
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HERHKIZE DT - REIEEEDDH-OIIE, VAT HRTOEENLEE L
W, PIEFEEOFNER L OHRICIT, 285 X OJRFTORYHRES L 0%
OEMA R BT D,

a. HIV BYx+ 55 ha A /L R¥E (antiretroviral therapy ; ART)

HIV EYBE BT 5 Al o P HREDIRE R L OHR TIZIE. ART Off
MPERTHL P, LinLans, 17 L7z AIDS #HIZHWTIX, ART O
TTHIKKRE LTER, M OEENRETH 5 20,

b. DEfAERBOLE

OB ARRBEOIR NI OED O HIED Y AV R+ D Z 1T L<mbinT
WD A, BRI T 2L D 2 E NS AHERIE L L CaFEORIE 2 LT
Do

WHIZIX BEREA AT 2R Fra— Mo, BEEAR K EH S LD,
71wV H 1 pH 4 FRE OFRMEBREE CHN T 572, pH8 BREDT T L4 UHETH

HEEKITIZRAEBEZ LN TWD, RIBZIIFF L7z APEs 7 HaIcia S 4
TWAHE ) XFA4— L2020 7 v 72 B30, HERERLVETD
(II-A) ,

c. BEROEH

CERT D HED A RETH 2 IO NRIZIEL, SIEEREEOR SO
At L L CHUREZEROEENLETHDL, 7o T v —7 T —27 LEINHA
A F 7 4V BITKE LT, RO FHRBEGH (TEIT P ~DHZMEZE IR

U728 280 ~OIRER L OV 7 I K D3 O WL - (L HTER AL BT
H5 (M-A), A FT7 4V AOBREIITBET RIS AR T, 15 M OMEE R
Pt OB LT DX DOKRE D 2 RETE S 2,

BHWAKPIZRIELTEF LY THBEEW ) HiEbEAD7T 0 F 22— T
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AL TND 290, @JF (7 7 AT =) BT 5H3IREFERITITIGH TE
220N, BT & % et DAETER BRI D&t Tl L ¥ &8I L7245y
DEIET D FTREME MBI S D To D HERE L2y (ITT-C),

HFLIE R E DI S D 0.1%IREEHERET U 7 A TOLHEIT, &)
DGRV Y OEM (i) T2 AREMNRH D720, EM MR T 5, WK
DX L BT DI MCZ 7V 2847 L7 V) | MEHRIC L 2 B k2 WFF LTI
(CHEBWEEEETIORET L2 LT, BREANKREET 5606 2,

*MCZ 7V (i 7a Y — Rz ) (A H2% ;57 = — 7 H1Z 100mg)
1L, MCZ & LT 1[F 50~100mg. 1 H 4 [\ (HERE%ZB I OBERD 1250500 TH
59 %, SAIGASCEICE TREENICE A A7 < B AT, RIS EEPHIC/AES
L%aE. AERNICTE AR TRSGAIER, BT L Tnd,

*MCZ 1588 (Paih4 : A7) (HIEM Somg §8) 1%, 1 B 1A 1 88 (MCZ &
LT 50mg), BN (KM ICMHELTHWD (ZOFEMAALED | 72
D20 AN EFTIERT ),

MCZ 7V EfPESEE Tk, 1 HETA~8EDE (Frre 1 B 4RIEH LS
A 50mg vs 200~400mg) M dH D50, BRITIZFERETH D 0 FADXEOX
SREBE ) BRENB Y RS 57720 1 H 1RO MCZ AHEEOTNT Ke 77
YADETRIEFTHL WOTEILET D, 72720, RERREOHB TREED
TZOICHS LSS WEERH Y | BEDR (L) OEDICET SREEAN
% GRLBEME/ZEMGME D P X 2 BT D58 08%0) T, BROER L & b,
RIZO TNV EZBMT DA THD (&S TIL, BRIRTH A= TV HHES
—

ITZEAFNERZE LI W), o, OEROMK, Bt NRITITEEICERE
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B TX 5 MCZ 7O EFRMER LT,

*AMPH-B 1> 7 10% (B4 : 77 F Y vrvmy 7 Ny rimyr
mE)

OAE NRIZR L 1 [\ 50~100mg ()i ; 0.5~1mL)., 1 H 2~4 [FI&%FE N
5] TORKREMT, ETERBICAS WEDELYE, TELIRTRSGATL
%, WENSHD] LHDH, WK (OEKRER) TiX, 1 [\ 500mg (JIffi ; SmL)
1A 5mL, 1 A 3~4 B THEHA SN TS, 1 HEERDRVE OREEEKRIZEL ¥ &
DlzoFIZ< Wiz, TRPVBETH D,

INETOOLREDTA KT A Tk, FEPHEOICEATEHEET |, T8 K
T 50~100 fEICANL CTEBK & OFTEMNH Y | BRI AERE S TEZ,
FLCZ MHEDIERNZ AMPH-B > 1 v 7 R—EE N Th o 7= & OFE DT N~
SEIICEAIEREET] LoV, RFREGTOMRPARLEGEICIE, 1 B
ZHEL (TEEARREFIEM, IR TLALSEIITEEAR) . 1 4
MU ERIZEZL X I RETHA D,

*x7a hY=y—)bhr—F10mg PG4 : =< RN he—F ; bRETIX
HIV RYE B O Qe ¥ 2 FE D IR AR )

Fr—F 1FE10mg Z 1 H 5 FIAOENES (ER)»OEE CTORIZ, 3~4
P & & ATEEM) . AEN THERRIC K VIR 2 IR LR B WD b DT, 17
NI 0 BARIAATED | R Lo So2 D ETI2, ERICEMT 5 £ TAKERN
ICHD TR 5, MCZ 7 iE TRIED U HIE] ICHAENTHDHA, 71 b
U~y =/ b —FTRED Y HEB L OREMEOREMEERE I IR %
HfFcE o,
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3. WIRCARHEDOEHFKRE

FAENE & BN B2 T b HEELL_E O 4 0 39 #E VA B TR AE M 1 e
U VHRETIE, BF#E L L TITCZ NABMNE —RIRE2D (1) 7739, 1
BHOHETROREIRNH Y (TAKEeh o PFRE] & L TORBERIZRV,
BEEHIEDBE NI S 5720, TRAEMELERENITME A ATRE & b D) . DA
ETIE— A TIZA WA, FLCZ R4 vy 7 HRBRICHEZITH S (1D, ITCZ
& FLCZ 1T, WINbPFHIERENRZ L EEZET D,

ITCZ WA L FLCZ K74 v a vy Fixndnt, &8 (BAnA) & (swish
and swallow) ([CX > TRFICOEHEEM b H D720 P, TEHRETR AR
BOTHOWETNT 20N HGHMNIITAEN TH L JRFT COBEREIER LD 523, JF
FTOEHRE LTI R & TiEAeu ;) IO S OWRINIC K 2 E/EH O
YR %EBETDHEMCZS AMPH-B O 3MED),

FLCZ D R4 v vy 7 W CIREKZRE L, 1 H 1[E 5mL (50mg) %5
BHECTHATHZ ENTE D (FLCZ 1Ih > P AIEICIE 50~100mg #% 0 5%
7213 EE) . 350mg BUAI 13RI 24mL DK E M Z TS 5 & 10mg/mL & 725
(TR 1L 5~30°CTIRAE L, 2 BRI T %),

ITCZ /1 7&/v « g () 3432 FLCZ h 7 &/v - §EiR (D) 339, G2
HERINTHDED, ERONAKRSC KT vr v 7085 72 /T CoEEEEM
AW CE T, FRICMERR WA (AR R LT D IEFICTIXZD R A 53 7 Al
REMEDH 5, ITCZ WHIER DTN X 5 T ETHERPREERGE 2 RE
DRETIXITCZ AR H IR E 72D (D,

KG L 72D AWET D HIENRIEMETH 20 REMETH D0, EEHEE B
Rrp B2, R G & 2y E L OBRKRDRICE T 2 Bl XN < H
Do —MITIE, BYE, RIEMHAIITRATS HEELL ETHEIS. HatEO%
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EMRAEICH L CEeg &b, LW HBWsidchd, 7272 L, R c6E
TOMEREEN BT REGTHEMATLIRERELY 55 L0 9 b Tk,
7o & 2R, BESH O BARER & = J T BF ~0 AMPH-B v 2 v 7 O JRFT#5-
X FLCZ & bl LTI NMEW 3 LW o ENH H—77 T, FLCZ M DIE
Bz AMPH-B = v 7RERGELHY Y ZHITIDSADIA FF 43
THIM RIS LTV D,

RAEMED AWED o 2 ZIENRTRE A~ T D & LT, BPERERIC L 2T
A G AT LTCE 0 b ~MRAT 5 2 L ITABICHE < 2200, A
PEECBHSR I~ D BOR SRR . & e A & 52 1) 2 BE 1Tk LT IRAE
Meds o P ZIED TR H I TRINEDFIEEE 2 2 B 5 L TV 2548 TH, A
Weds o P BIERFERICTHI T2 2 LIIR#ETH Y . AR 0 0 BE I
RGO &2 HmEd 5 (-A),

MCZ 7 /v AMPH-B > & v ZOREIEA & L CTiE, Bl TEE7Ze SEie & o
PE\N, MCZ 13U TR D BRI S L 5 72 KA AERICER
T 5, RFTTONZOERWRZ M- T, fNEEE R 55808 H 5, ALHENE/ZE
Mt D MEd o ¥ FRETIE MCZ N X 2 BATEHOREEF A D5 LR H 5
B, % <AFFNBIND LT 5, AMPH-B > 1 v 7 HFE (10%) CTlix LA
DIEREFRZDGENDH 0 | T OHEIIAIRE E 5 2870003, AE7R#PH CF
BREOCHPAETEH D,
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b. Clinical question 26: &E 7 > ¥ ¥ fEDIEHIL ?

P: BIE U HYE

I:

O or BEIR 7 L3 — LB

C: il OPLE E K
O: WRBA, T& (F3%) , ’IfEH

P~ —

1.

5.

201949 HETIZ, #&O 7/ aF Y —/L(FLCZ) Lok 07 Y — /L RIEDIE
BN L U727 o & AMELEGRBRRCT) 2 4 1, #& 0 FLCZ L0 7 vy
NV (5-FC) & bhi L7 RCT 23 1 1, BEIRE G CFLCZ X v o7 1 V5%
AL L7z RCT 28 6 fHiE STz, W o RCT HRIGEE DL
P3(74-100%) D3 1% RYESRIE RN BIEGEREHIV)ES Th o 72,

. #1 FLCZ 100-200mg/ H . 2~3 X EE D > U XREICK L, b EEND

BHRNRIEHRI T H 5 (D),

. A N7 3= VATCZ)WN AR 200 mg/H 1342 0 FLCZ & [RIZEDiGEshHE N

HFFCTE 5, CYP3A4 20 LI A ERICIER A LE TH S (1), ITCZ
WHIE OWICRIZEZENIRCTIR T %, ITCZ B 7 E/VIE#E 0 FLCZ & kg L
THINENE DT DHELE S 720\ 1V),

. EEAR Y =2 —/(VRCZ) 200 mg/ HIE#% 1 FLCZ & [R5 OIR RN W FE

T&E 5, LML, VRCZ IR T 72 EORIEMNA &Y FLCZ & Hlk
LTI E, £727 Y — /RO H The b WM BAEH D23 K
AN

SHT 7 R UMCEG)RA ART 7 X (CPEG) 2 EDT Y — /L RID .
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X, BFIR FLCZ & RIEDAENENHFTZ DD, BRABREN TR0
AR ATRERIGHRIETH D,

fin

KITA RTA NE, BNV IEDIEROFH RN E L TRH FLCZ %
159 %, FLCZ I3 O3 & ST D 2 SDFIUNH D08, "A T XA FE Y F
A BEWTo | RAAITH IS FE L REOKRNEREZ RT3, 7272 L. FLCZ D%
M3 & SR SEOTRFN R & B L U 72 dhid 2 v, TR 12 DWW Tk FLCZ
DAZMEZ R LT22% < D RCT T2 @MLLEOTRIEPITHOIL TV DA, FEEROR
KRB BT, EROEENPHER TE UL 1| HMEE CHREEKTL TR
WEEZBND, ZNETORFHT LV | WHEERY 2R S8 RIREITIE 2-3 MR E
DEMBEGEET DL LRG> TWVDER, B VAL MYEEOHIER T
B D120, AFEDOIEEAEIZAEN DD I VX DRE TIEH Y 2720, AEH
(RNERSER & 72 5 2 L137a < FERK & 72> TV D HIV BEIYEZR £ D5

BOWEPFGONLIETIIMETHHEELBILID I L, FLAMERE
AR TR 512 X0 FLCZ Mt C.albicans X°, 7 Y — /L4 non-
albicans Candida | XD EIEH P X FIED Y A7 BN ERTHZ Lnb, BED
ATREME & RIS E W BT SRR R 2 HALIZIRIRZ /T L, BRNS A b

IR ZITVOD, [BEOREAEORBEL XL ENEE LU,

ITCZ IZ#E A FE L FHEIRDOAIT 3 H v | AL S HIZH 7 BAH & NFIRD
2 OOFFUNFIHAIFETH D, FLCZ LT 5 O G TORIERIMEL .
&N H T ENANT S 2 iR EEICRE LR W ATREMER B D, WRIRIZ A 7
BAFNZHEARTRILD L TERTW A T2, BIED V¥ FIEDOTEHE T, FroH
HAEWRY (NERITEIMME LT RFedxy 7o LB 7 a5F 2 b
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AT KD TH W, BERERERH Y 95 5) NRIREFHT & TH D, ITCZ
1% CYP3A4 B L OV P WEE LEHEMEM 2T L7 EWEAEAEM 2 FLCZ & Holged
DEHHETHY | FRICASEZ FIE Lo ) HIV ABE 2B W TEHT HIV & o
HERCEEZET 5, ITCZ NAFHE(100-200mg/day, n=53) & #% 1 FLCZ(100-
200mg/day, n=57)DEIE S > ¥ ZIECI T D F A L= RCTY (Wit s HIE
PRI 2 W Mk L7265 3-8 I 5) Tik. BRSI RGN 2
94%., 91%TH D IRFEFIIFE ThH o7, NHEBIMIREE T 92% vs 78%
& ITCZ WEIR TRVWMER 238 > Te WA E R AT Rro 1o, ITCZ 1 7 kv
(200mg/day)Z DV TIE#E 1 FLCZ(200mg/day) & D RCT 732 223 H 5, Tl
H NREERITERIZB W THEIZ FLCZ 23 - T 5 (74-75% vs 38-47.2%) & W
IERTHHT,

VRCZ 1% C. glabrata <° C. krusei 72 £ @ non-albicans Candida (2 & 1 7= HLEETE
PYEZ AT %, FLCZ Mt & 72 - 7= C. albicans 1Z%f LT & 2 FEEE O A 2h 23 175
TELHEERLND, 2L, REFNOMEH EoFEEE LTH U IHEICHNS
G lZld, MbOPIEFEENEDOLAICRD ) LS TR, H—®IRE LT
FHAWDRETIERW, BOAEFEEOFLN D 5, KROF ORI R TH
D0, BFIZEVRIPME T T 5720 (M AERED 34%IKT) . ZZERFC AR
HEND D, FICBHEREECIIRGREZMET OLEND D RICHIER
INELTH D, RHO KIS T CYP2C19 AAB5E- LTV A28, HAAIZ 20%FEE
DOFAFE T CYP2C19 @ poor metabolizer N/FEL TWAH Z ERFHNTEY, =
DEEINIARFEAN O M AIRED 3 f52L I ERT 2 RICHIEENLETH D,
&1 VRCZ(200mg x2 /day, n=200) & % 1 FLCZ(400mg(#] H )—200mg/day, n=191)
Z bl U7z RCTY (MifE & HAERTE RS 7 ARG 2 L. ERK 6 i £ T)
T, BRI O REIX VRCZ 14 H, FLCZ 15 H TZEE 20~ 7=, NS
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B (VRCZ 94.8% vs FLCZ 90.1%). ERIRIIIRTE#E(VRCZ 82.0% vs FLCZ 83.2%)

HICHEEZ TR O HILRD o T2, 7272 L, VRCZ IZEWERIC X 2169 il
DB 72(2.5% vs 0.5%),

Xy T 4 URIEH & FE FLCZ O R A LIZ RCT & H Y, RIFEOE
R L TW5D, MCFG (%2 >® RCT> O THE FLCZ(200mg/day) & bbig L. Ei&K
FIEHR, NREERTEIR L bICFESOREINTREN TS, MCFG DA%
KRITABIKAENE OTHY . BED P FREITK L TARER 2T 55812
150mg/day Z iR T 51E 5 N E LV, CPFG(50mg/day, n=81) & #fi¥ FLCZ
(200mg/day, n=94) % Lz L 7= RCTClL, ERIRIIRE 2RI L ONHEERTHER &
HIZRETH -7z, 7272 L, NHRERIREHRIL C. glabrata IZBR 5 & 93%(CPFG)
vs 67%(FLCZ) TH v . FLCZ 1K M non-albicans Candida (Z351F 22 RI2H 0

TIZ CPFG DT 9 TENTWARREMNRIZEN T WS,
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c. Clinical question 27: #M& - &0 U AEDIBFE L L CTHEERO2FERE (RN)
(RS NDH>2

P(EE) SN2 - B0 U SERE

LT BRAPTEREZEC L DTE5

C (xIHR) « 5, N~ OHE ARG

O(T7 b L)« IR

Pl —

—

N

P EROBEN R G- £ 721380 7 — U X B IR ER S LTV 5,
HASCHEC& 2 RFHARERKIEA 4 — L REDORTH 5,

TR CIERA T Y — NV ORIIIEER T, RFNaREM TS
FERTMEME L MM NI o D FTE TR S TR L U A L A BIRT %
HAEHEMECITRPNAR (D& FLCZ HEE AL MRS D, JRpnaReEt
IR, BRI IR i

BMEMEX, EER], PRI, FLCZ {262 non-albicans Candida (2 & Dy, s
AEBFCEFR SN, FLCZ HEERAIINRARR T, R EAVETH D)
FEBCIL FLCZ 150mg % 72 FFREIRIREC 2 [MlF 7213 3 MR G- A HE5E 2 () (i
FH4)

FIEMINEED P A EE AR C 4 B BB LT2rE L iER SN TS,
FEfEE A L LT FLCZ 150mg % 72 IRl C 3 [EH G- E 7 i3mpma 4 10-14 BAT
W, SERAYGE FLCZ %38 1 1] 6 » AT 2HERRBRAMER g (1) (IR
ESTIRPA)
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9. C. glabrata 7 £ FLCZ {/#5%1": non-albicans Candida (= X % FLCZ {&FIIHEE S
20N (IIIC), ARV 2V —b (IB)YRF ¥ 7 « LRI (MI-B)bENIEE AL
W, BRERFHAREEOA AV RSN TODA, BATHERARRE A 2 4 —L%
HCOHREIFR SIS (-A), C. glabrata (2 X D9MEEED PV ZRECHT D770
PEHIRFSEOBRRN L END,

fiRER

PARRRT ORI IEIZ 20% 7 o P X IR DTEE 2 i), ITRG I R
TS BICEFER LD D, PHRE, EEIMREL RN - B o O AEB & 72> T
< %o SNEET P HRED Y AV RFHTIHR, ZOMOTA ha 7Ol Fif %
IRRE GREAEHE, =X b 7 ARER L) 2 BERN, Suremsiiag, PUEmE S5 E)
T HiLd 39, C.albicans 73 85-90%% 5 203 D, BEFRIFEE Y, T2 R0 IK9RER,
7 —)VRRITEEE ClE C. glabrata DA L 0 @R L 72 5,

1. 2

SN - B U ATET, JEE, R R, B, PERIEE. 3 L OSSR
72 EORERZ R L, W02 GERIR, 22— 270 MIRZR E) | SNEEIOTHIE, FER,
#als, REHLHED 9 L LINGIBERFRITHY . MEtE, A 2R JUJE
JEYER E OEERDVEL L 705, M CIIV—T C OBERERZITOT . BETR
(2 X DR E T ITER DI EA AT 5, 2 O%A 10%KE LA U ¥ DLED TTHVER

(2K DAE L0 D BAF & S5,

X BIZEND pH OB HITHOND, 1 TIL4.0-45 THY , MFEMEER, Y aE
T RIE, ARG CIEAT 22T 205, I VX DBRROSETTES pH IZE E 5,
ZNHDT A N TR STV VEBIRCTFIE 24 V) I HEFNZ IV VT DALY
S E 705, BD-Z VT 7 EOMIGEZKT S, L 22 O T2 - TIER,
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2. 16

SNKIRES P IR LT, PUEEEEDEN R G- £ 7 TR A 3R L o a8 b3

1T, HRHENE & HEME CIRR T3 5872 2,
a. FHAEHEMESNRIED o VA

NP G- £ 72137 v —)u (FLCZ)HaHE A HER S Tuna,
1) B RATAR

BENRFMEE CIL, TARZTF U, A IF Y~ v ruavny 24T I 7 L
HOMER SILTODN, BRTIIAIZY—L (Zu bM<=y —b, 72E) OHHIMER
ARECh D, A XY —/ VNG L BEROIRAZ I LT 3 DD T & MG
B (RCTYDOHN 2 DT 1 HDIERFIIA XY — IV THRBIEETH-72 ™), K1 2
B =) (FatS—i, ra b= =)L I atV—L) ZHi#E L= 22 DRCT T,
WL HERARZIR (2 <136 30 HFDIERER) CTAEZZRD TN 10,

FA AT AR L SRR e L7z RCTIDCIX 14 H B OIBREHIRARIZ, T
ARZTF L 8%, R 40%EFEDEZFTOT- [4 >~ Xt (OR) 0.18, 95% (EHEX[H
(CD) 0.05-0.65], ENZ v U ~>V—/L 14 HEENTA AZF 2 7 HEZR LT
RCTCI3 4 #8[# B OITRPRIFRITAS % 3% CREZFROIRD -T2,

2) PIERR NG

RO TILFLCZ, A b oy —v ATC)MER &b, ENERD ¥ #hE%
WL L, ITCZ & *ITREEEER) 2tk L= RCTPCIE 1 8 H ORFEARIERIT 1TCZ
73%. R 45% (p<0.05)C, ITCZ DA FAMEAIVRENTZ, Sobel & L, FiLE TOEYE
B Choler v U~y —/UERE 7 Affl & FLCZ BiRlke G- b L 7= RCT 298 L,
14 H H ORI SERFINREI IR % 72%, 6% & 724787, FLCZ B HOA
AR L7,

TMEANE - B U ANEE R E LToRR A FLCZ EENA I 2 Y — L& g LT
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RCTWC, FHEASIAEIL FLCZ B 5T 74%, BN 1 )~V —/LCT59% L HE
DFEEZRDTZ (p=0.001)25, F&A b U TV —/LRHK L BN A 2 2 —/LZ i 7= RCT
O systematic review'® Tl ERRATENE ZFZHIH follow-up (5-15 H). R=H#] follow-up (2—
12 )& {727 T (12 RCT): OR 0.94,95% CI10.75-1.17, p=0.57; £H(O RCT): OR
1.07,95%C10.82-1.41,p=0.61]. BWER 1454 7%. 4% CTH -7 (p=04), FEEHEEDOINE
s L HIEICK$ % ITCZ & FLCZ % ki L7z RCT O systematic review' ) C, BERANE
% 1-4 B B OFHE T OR 0.94 (95% CI10.6-1.48), 4-8 [k B DT OR 1.09 (95% CI
0.68-1.75) & [FIFEDIRFAIRDVR ST D, AARIZISIT % FLCZ HEHEFHOAAES #
BENTNG 1820,
FEF N U T =) UMM A 5 O SEBITERE 038 5728, i £ 72l RO rlReM:o

2 BEIIEA L722V, s TOIREET, Young & 2ViE, 7 HEOEFTARTA I 4
VT T K0 BEFRREGEEDMG B2 & LT D,

b. eSS DS E
BEMET, FEG], M. non-albicans Candida (2 & 28y, SoE RS CER
A, FLCZ HEEIIIZMRAR CTh 2 Z Ldlis shTng 2,
1) EESMEREED P E
Sobel % X FLCZ 150mg HRIfEEH & 72 FEHi#kEC 2 B 592 RCT %L, &
SEB (FEREEA 27 7 L) CIEARICEVERINEEZ R Lz, ZORERD D, KERK
YUEFDT A BT A 2 DCTITEIERMD o U2 MM R Tl FLCZ 150mg % 72 K
A C 2 [ R 7243 3 [ G- HER L T,
2) C.glabrata 7 £ FLCZ {E#é52 1 non-albicans Candida 735UR DA MEfE A o A E
ZIZEARHTIZ T, non-albicans Candida (& & 2 %1% FLCZ £ 5RO & 3 9IHIE
P ZIUT DERRD), BEFIREA T S8 2 L3 S Tnd P, Goswami & 29
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| ZBEPRIFIEA Tl C. glabrata 13 54% & FEMERIFIEE K U AEISES T, FLCZ HiENHE
T, C.glabrata 2VFEXEEOSE, 14 H HOBEREBEL 81% & &=, C. albicans 23
KDYE1E45% Th -T2 L LTS,

FLCZ {8 C. glabrata (& L BAMEED > ZREICx U RFNEEA UL & 72
% %, Ray b &, HERWEEC L DM « D o U FfEA R E L TR TERRAEE (H
ARTIHEATEZY) 14 B E FLCZ 150mg BAERR (#5-% bei L7~ RCT % % L,
C.glabrata | % 61%. C.albicans |%29%C. C.glabrata \Z33\} 2 EWFr0GRIE. & Uk
AR 64%, FLCZ 29% & A EDFEFRDT= (p=0.01), Fan & PNIEFRMINERED 47
TEORENERR L LT A AXF A3 14 A, FLCZ 1% 72 Wit 3 B 521700,
C. glabrata 2NFIRDOGA D EFHFHNERmRILT A AX T 64%, FLCZ 13% LA HEDE
RO TND, fUZT7 VY h I AZ KD RFTERBHER SN TOD 8, WIS EAT
I TE 7220, AARTHER SN RINRIESELT Y — L %DATHY | C. glabrata |2
BT T EEIREEN R END, b, R aF ) —0F v o7 ¢ URIETK
DIBHRARITIT & A A2,

3) FIEMEANERED LU A

FROEFRT, 1 FHT 4 BILLERRE R LIEGE E ST D, IaiEr O
FEWCX DI ETAR T - P Z @t b UTERID 20-25%13:30 H BIZITFFOWME
(2725 Z L DVHIBILTN D 20, TRBHE TIEARI TR @M LT 2 BTt tdh
ST THY ., [Bl—D0 » PXRBBFHHIES L TWD EBX BILTND, £
FIDSEIE R & D IRGS R FANRROBA. TOUEIIHFTE 22, SMafE
A D HFECIIFRBEE LD . PRRE T 58%DHE TR 5 L ShTW\b, 3
O global prevalence 1% 10 75 A ctdhi= v 3871 il & STV | 2534 ik Tl bREN R
HTHD (9%)s

BAMIO BTG TILRATE 721 TR A FRIC L 2 R OMERHBRIMEL L ST,
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Sobel & PN FLCZ 150mg HiRIE & 72 AT 2 [E#% 5% RCT 2% L, $%
SETH > THIFRBITIL 1 BIFEEOIBIE G L DEENIREOHZOH ARSI
TRV, Z DT DFFBNKRIT DHERHRRDO A IIMEZFER T 5 720D RCTM A EN i <
Nz, £, FEEA L LCFLCZ 150mg % 72 FFREIHEINEC 3 [ 5L, JER) ks
FLCZ %3 1[5 6 4 AT 2HERHRERE & SRR LRI (), AR T
FATOWTHRT SN TS, 6, 9, 12 7 HIZBWT, HEFHERTIE91%, 73%. 43%7D
FEBI CRISEFRBDILD ST, BEERFETIIA 2| 36%., 28%, 2% TH Y, FIHETD
HIMIIHERRBRE T 10 7» H, BIRRT 4 » H LAEREDELEROT, ZDZ LN OIERRE
PP & COYMIERIIER SN b oo, MR IEBORENIAIIE ST
NN

Fan & P IFEFGN 95 RFTRIR & FLCZ 1690 RCT 21T 7, FRfEEAIGHRE L
THARZF A4 B, FLCZ 13 72 Wi 3 B G-21TV, HERFARE LTHA A
ZFUATARRNE 7 B, FLCZ 13 1 [ 6 » A5 Uiz, HERRRRHE THREOERE IR
3% 81%. 73% TH Y, FFEINTI 2 MEHERAAROA M bR S vz,
SN O TEIRR E U OIS 2 [BHE T 272007 a3 A7 ¢ 7 ADHE
bW D, Xie & PNTHUME 721 IHTELETER & OO SAREER 2 i L 7= RCT @
systematic review % JZfiti L, 2GR (RR 1.14,95% Ci 1.05-1.24). EEA1 (RR 1.02,95%
Ci 1.02-1.10) IBEREAETIEH 20O TN BT, 1| DABOERE BTS2 (RR
0.34,95% CI1 0.17-0.68) Z & &R LTz, Lo LEMOBRBAREOUGE IS BTN,
Russo & *NIFFEMAMERED o P MEA ISR E L, 78 N < — /UL L DFEfRE N
DT NA FT 4 7 AN K DHERRRROA AP AHERER 2 LIEE B L7 RCT %47
STc, FRITT 0 A AT 4 7 ABHZENT 3 DA T333%, 6 2°H T292%TH Y | #E

FRERI URED T K% 92%. 100% & it U BAF72 TR R ENT=,
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VL. ZMlr., BRE
a. Clinical question28: =T ¥V v 7 BRI T 2 EEREMBEEL LT
B-D-Z V7 X D ?

P=U—

1. B-D-Z /v > OF A% CT-N 0% < O CEKE O Fungitell % §FAf
LicbDTHD, BERNOEKEL THSNATWL 77 %7 v 7 G T A
FMKII =y RAA | 770 F%7v 7 GTANES =y A1), BLUB-
TN T AR a—d, TNENERR L EEEIRESNTND B 2
5D F v k& Fungitell TIEE 4 REMERIGEVNVNH LD THEELET D,

2. B-D-ZNH o OREE, FFREITHEICIVERDZ OO, BB RQRIFRAK
EREOLNTND, 272 LE L Of L TIERREF BT RS O F
JE D H IR RIMMEN =8 | positive predictive value (PPVIZIE L #1254,
negative predictive value (NPV)23 S fE 27~ L TV 5,

3. REEMED D HIERIED A Y A7 BEIZBWTIL, B-D-7 V7 o % &I
WZHEST D Z &L BRI O HIEDRKZK 2155 Z &N T
ELHENRH D,

4. B-INHUEEOIRE N H—E LT v 7 IREZRGT 5 Z L3,
AL ERPIEFEIGRORMBIZ OB LR H 5, VAZRF, Ao
colonization MRS, FIME L FEILEORKE, T X~ Ui, 7 nm
AN b= g AR ERNTHIET LR 5 Z LN EHETH D,

5. B-D-Z /Wi vpEMAERIL, BRI U XTEOGRES, PUE AR ISIER B
iz vl v 7 IO TEiERBRO T IEDO HZIEH TE 5 0]
REMEDR® 5,
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fRER

(1-3)-B-D-Z V71 (B-D-Z /v F1 ) E L — a2 )V PN OIFR EE I 3@ T 5 £
TR MANIBERE Ry D 1 D ThH D, WAEMRBEIEDO R 7 ) —= Ji&iE L L
T, 1995 EEDLNE TR D B-D-Z v h VHIES v SRR SN, 2Dk, B
Bed B-D-Z VA AREF > S HERRBISIEA S, BUE, BN TR
FATEEZR B-D-Z NV B EF > NI, 77 X727 GTAFMKI = =&
A1 (2012 4, HAKBEE B : MKINE), 77> X7 v 27 G 7 Ak ES (2016
. HAKESE ), BIOB-IAD T A RT 3—(1996 £, HL 7 4L
FOGMZE, KR : U a—H@iE) o 3 v MRS, 2021 FHIZIEFREAE
AR 2 O] UL BIE CIE S 28T B-D-7 v IESx v~y B-Z VT
VTN MI0T A R a—(B L7 4 VAR KK - U o — i) E
WNOERKRBLIGIE AT E Th 5, KI[ETiX Fungitell(2004 4, Associates of Cape
Cod, Inc, K[E : 7 7 X7 /W) BFE S, K< CTHEHA S TWD, T4,
PETS B-D-Z VT AEF v FBFHEINTED AR SNTHREIIRON D,
RIEVEEFIEZIWNC BT 5 B-D-Z L VE DR EHR A EZE 42D L TEHE
IRIRA Y ME, ¥y BT EICRRE STV D REESC, BRE - FRRER POl
RARICERPZRBO 5N R TH D, 2 ORI A AT LM &, 2
HE L THWDB-D-Z Vv OREEN RS> TWDH I EICHEKTHEEZD
N5, BEEDIILAIL, 77 X7 v 27 G 7 A MKQ005 47, AT, K
I MK V5, BUIEIX MKINEIZRAT), U a—Eik, B-Z A T A R b=
Non=Fafih, K < nNiE BUEIZEETIE), BT 7 X7 L0
REOVEREZ LR L7z Dy 2 ORKEE CTIlT U o — vk &~ b R TR
BEZRLIELODBEIIL LR TH -T2, — . MK {ETCIIENTZRE %
T BN REE LD o0 — B IER~ L NEICE DRE Ch o2, £, T 72

288



XTATREEE, FPREE & HICHIR) AT U 2D E N RERRO b, 20
FRAE D FCTHF > b ORFIRMERBICHES 2 D1 5 Z I3 TE 20, A UMIET
B-D-ZNT1 o HBE LTESGAETH, £y MHTH LN D EIED 270 & E R
RICHDBRNETIELOZEZELDZENOLOTHEELET L, END B--7
N AREF y M EKREDOT 7 X T NAOHEEER LITR LT,
IEMEEEE O EFIRZ NI 5 B-D-7 /v 1 RIE DA AMEZE /G L 726
X2\, Held & 230 > P X MIEDOBZKIZBWT, B-D-Z v b~ T Ui
JF. Hi~ > F PR, Cand-Tec FUR DA AMEZ i L, B-D-7 /v H o DS
87.5%. HiFLHE 85.5%. FHMETHIG 6.4%, &M THIME 99.8% & i LT\ 5,
BT M MR 72 DI, U > X MUIEFI DTG DS 1.09% & Al 23 727>
722 ENRRE E B b, [FIFEZ ROC fi#AT Tl B-D-27 /v 71 > D AUC A3 0.925
EMMDOBMELVENZHRBE TH - LR TWD, —J7. Levesque H NINF#%
fEtE DBE S2BNCBIT D 4616 =8V — ROREMED o P X REDOBRITEHE N T
B-D-Z 71 RIEDA AMEZFEHEG L, 3 1 [BloEin Tl 2 [ E o FAEE
146pg/mL % LAl - 7R & HE L7256, BT 83%., FFRE 87%. Btk
THME 45%, FEMETHNE 97.6% L MG L, ZRHONA JAZEEICBWTR
BV OB REERBRINT D DICHERATH D Lim LT\ D, MMA T Murri b Y%
FEICU IZ ABEHF O MKNFL LIS D 1 v ¥ Z fUE D BB F 1T B IR C 97.8% D
BWNPV 2R LUAIEDOE Y A7 BFIC= oY v 7 iRFEE LTHMA LI-HIE
FIOHFIRFHEL LT B-D-Z VI o ZEHTE LA REMEIC OV TER E TV 5,
F72. Koo B NI B-D-Z /v H S HE STV 871 Bl &1 AR E IS8T L,
FEYEfE % 80pg/mL & L 7oA 1T 64%, RrELEE 84%., BHMELE L 3.93, &k
TFEL 043 EHE L, S HICBBEER 1263 IEH & BRI AUIZRERE &
PERELAET ER LA U TV D, 72 Pini & 0% 29 BlOREMED P4
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JERFE & 28 BlOXRREE 2 AW, B-D-7 /v VHIE & C. albicans germ tube
PUR(CAGTA) DR AEMERE R Ll LT D, B-D-Z /v IE DR - R
PPV NPV [ZZ 1 E 1 89.7%*75.0%* 78.8%87.5% CTd ¥ . CAGTA DJEE 51.7%
ZREL EElS Tz, —H TREEIX CAGTA 28 89.3% L RWERTH -7
EHE LTS, £, WEZMAS DY TIMET 5 2 & CRENR ET5 2
ERN VAR L TV D RIRBE CIIRFREN TR Z b AbE T L
TWb, B-D-Z /v v OEFIRVERE Z 7l L 72 WK DR LD % < I X Fungitell DA%
M TdH D, BHRD X (T Fungitell & EANDF > MIMEEPNRLR D203 5D
C, Fungitell DFAEZEANOF v MZbHZOE FIGH L TEHMET 5 2 & I2i3E
HTRITNER LR,

WA, BN TU o —EBE O Rl 21T - 72 S 23 HR VTV 5, Friedrich &
M v Z MERE 120 5 & e oM MUE S ] O 524 o0 55 200 4111
BWT, U a—Lillk L Fungitell OMEREFHMZ1T > TV 5, IMICEICHES T2
FEYEM CRIM L 72354 IR « BF R XU o — b s C 42.5% « 98.0%. Fungitell
TIE 86.7% + 85.0% & S4v, U = — ik TIERF R I3 TN D & O DK
FEMEVAE R TH o 72, ROC AT A 55 U 7= feill L (U = — il ik
3.8pg/mL UL _E. Fungitell 70pg/mL LA bB) TRl 5 &, U a2 —H¥EHE T 72.5% -
91.0%. Fungitell TIX 90.8% * 83.5% & UV a—iEDOKE XM ELCL &
UCW%, —J, Dicht & X 120 D H v ¥ X MAEMEZE] & 44 5] O B ME
BEERF L.V 2 —BIEOEE 67%  FFREE 93% & @ L REE A Tpg/mL
ZTFT 78 A, BEIIRREZEBL Y 2878 BRIZER L EBRRTNS,
70, ZORILTIEBD-I AT VBIERITN DI BICHEELZ I RN LD
FE LT %, Theel B IO T B-D-7 /v > DB WIMERE 2 J&E 38-100%.

Fr BT 45-99%., [ THIME 30-89%. F&M:THIE 73-97% EHEM LT, X6
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DENKEV, THIFTFRIC L0 BB ORE, MREF L Fr—LOF
B, RIEEEEIEOBZW R ER R > TV D T OICRERICERNZE T
DEZEZBND,

B-D-ZNH L DY AT AL T a—=0 A X RHT b ZEHmE 3% 5, Lamoth & 19
(T MRS R E 2 R e LI AR L, BORW 6 IOV THRE L
TW5, ZOm3X Tl 1 BEloOfA TN L7256 & 2 Bk AEE A EE o7z
G e\ &l L7235 800 0 THERE 25l L T\ 5, (RERMED O HIED
BT DRI T, 1 RIOKRAE TG L7256, BRE 73%. FFRE 97%, 2

HE I A A5 725 Gt &HIE LT 6. R 75%., FrSE 97%T
HolztWEINTWD, TAULEILZIEL GO IREMEFEEDOZK L L
T, 10%DFEHRRETHE 1 BORETHAM L 725G, BETHIE 46.1%.
Pt HIME 97.1%., 2 Bl EE 2 LAl - 72355 1B &flE L7256 T
Bo T I 83.5%, F2ETHIMKE 94.6% & FH L T\ 5, MLIKFEEKD BH T, 2 [
HEEDB-D-7 NV MEEFHMNT 5 Z LI K mVWBZEiER s BExEE 5L LT
WD, BEMEFREIIENL TV D SO0, BENMEW - DR R, @, =
HEET 72 EX AR T 5 2 LB MELFIDO I < 2 TWD, ETo,
Karageorgopoulos & D% 16 % 5} L. proven & probable DR BRI EFHE 594
1] & FER TBMEELBESE 2385 5l D A X fiRAT TREEE 76.8%. ¥ 85.3%. ot L
teo52, BEMEREL 027 EHE L, B-D-Z 0V VHIE OR BN B EE IR

BUAHEREEZRL TS 12T Lu & DX 37 HMOGRILD A X RN 21T\,
SR 83%. FEFLFE 81%, BhM L EEbE 513, BB bE 0.23, W4~ XL 29.68,
7"—/L ROC f##T D AUC 0.91 & #&E L CH Y | Bt alfkk D BAaf 72 g2 =
INTWD, ZTOmMILTIEBD-ZH APEF Y ORI L TWD, £

NENDRKE, FrEE . ROC fi#HT D AUC 1%, Fungitell T 76%. 76%. 0.86.
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MK 7£ 7T 87%. 83%. 0.95, U 22—k T 83%., 90%., 0.93 L #E =i, [EWN
DX v NTETENTZRENELNTWAN, BAEEITI o35,
J7. Haydour & % 10 ¥ ICU AZEEEF ORI D D FhE & 1 ¥ X i

W

DWW D B-D-7 /v U RIE DA R IMEFungitel) 2 #5F L. BE 81%., #F
B 61%. FHPEREELE 2,10, FEYEREELE 032, W4 v Xtk 7.00 L #HE LT
WD,

B-D-Z N1 v DB~ — T —Z Ao TR L b H v . Bk
R, Li b "3 O X MIE A S TR O FRERE 71 6 & 222 D%t
MEBEZH T, B-D-Z /v H HIEF ~ b (Dynamiker Fungus (1,3)-B-D-glucan
assay, Dynamiker Biotechnology Co., Ltd, FE)ZFHi L, ~ > F PR & fAE
b5 ZETBR-D-Z I U PIEDKSE 64,8%0°5 85.9%I2 EH L, FrEE DK
T 90.8%7 5 81.1% & TN TH oIz LR _XTW5D, —JF . Giacobbe H Vi
1 v A IE &I IUE ORI BT B-D-7 v I E (Fungitell) & "1 7
Ny b= (PCTYOOFHOA AMEZ BRFT L, B-D-7 /7 i 80pg/mL LA ETH»
- PCT 2ng/mL Riifi DA, H v P FMIED PPV 1L 96% T ¥ | 45 % FIhEH
TOH > P HMIED PPV 79%., 1L 66%% ERl> Tz L s LD, 4
%, LV ZL DEFTORPNLETHDH & EBbiLs 0, ME: CRERRERE N
B 2 AN RT3 2 BRAG 3 2L & T X D ATREMEDY B 5,

UTAE | & i YEs- i (BALF) T @ B-D-27 L & BIET 5 AH b O
WA CNH D, Su b INIANLTIFREGEH SO ICU AEBEFIZRBNT, B>
CHEMIEZLEDRNT D ER L TV F R D IRNERE TORBEITU.
BALF & XUENWHIED B-D-7 N T1 ARIGED T T H ik OZ2Erc A H Th -
el TN B, L, —f&ICIE BALF H1 B-D-Z /v VHIEX, B FD

antAB—va OO BRENMES, BHREENEONWETDHHD
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NN, FRCHICREZIERT 2 2 &0 e b v VA REE SR D 35412 BALF H
B-D-Z NV L HIEE WD Z ST chRnE Bbh b,

B-D-Z N PEE TR TR & L THEMATLIH A BITONL TN D
Jaijakul & 2R D D FRED B 203 Fil 2 x5 & L THRERR O THIC
B-D-Z V71 A Mt L. 1R TIL B-D-7 /v 70 AMEDME T L. R
BITITEAE S B 5 L IE L TWD, RFHIIRERTO B-D-7 V71 AMED 416
pg/mL K THIVITIGEL D DFEEE & 72 2 W RgtE 27~ LT 2 (B 7 JIE
89%), E£7-. Giacobbe & 2Di% 104 A DA ¥ FIIE D B THLEL S MERTH 96
R LA IR I S U 72 # /R C Fungitell (& X 2 #)E] B-D-Z7 /L h A ZMET L,
287pg/mL % L[EIS5GA 28 ARTICEET IR0l ta@mELTWVD
(OR 4.40), —J5, Pini & 2IIIEEIZ L D B-D-F NI MEOE L EIZHEH LTV
Do (EHZF > MIAEN30 H LA EOWIRIZ 2 BILL L B-D-7 /v 7 2 JE 28 Fe ki S
LTV 253 =Y — FORIEPEEEE (proven, probable) T B-D-7 /L1 A ME

DEALED ROC fEHT 24T o Izt iR, TR THNKE 2D v M A 7fEE LT—
0.6263 pg/mL/HZHH L T\W5, FRIFFICELE+2 pgmL/HEZ#Z 5 & THAR
R%, —2pg/mL/H RO BETHNLTFREFZRT I E2HmE L TVD,
fth 5. Sims 5 2L 67 BIOREEME: D > U X FED BE ORFHT, BN & B-D-
TINT AEORBIIHEEE TE RN E LTW5, B-D-Z A AMlEE T TR
FRTREDNS M BT 2 AR FHRFHI E 2+ L IEE 2 70,

fh )7, BARESE T B-D-Z vl VREICHE SN TRV o P FESSH Y A 1L
JEOBWIZITO T ENBEDOTRICED L 5 8% RT3 0, ([T 53R
RBEHE R, Bloos & VX KA d 19 @ ICU T, B-D-Z /v Hh v % VT2l
LB L TERDIEERIC L 22 21T o ToBE T s A — 7" HEAE 25 B 4 51l
L. BRBOMBEEERGZROE 250, AFLEOMN EE2 R TE 507 E0R
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Bra B Th D, B RNAR ST B-D-7 /v 71 ITE O R IR ) E 303
FOWMEIZR D b0 LB, IR RE,

B-D-2 LA AR HEE S L DS PET R L, —E Of VA R M NS,
B-D-Z v v W T RN EFIRZ | 21TV RERIRISR o) 5 TRITH
HTHDLN, RREIIWEZ G2 OEEFHIMRA, W AR A
DRIFEL 2D b OTIE AR, A, FRRE L I HZITHiE TE 5 E Tl
<, —EOBEGME, BREENSTFET S Z LR L 2T T 5720, B-D-
TNT)  DIED H TEHERBRAEIWT 21T 5 N& TER< B ER, TOft
OFFRMRA, BGRITR, AL CERERLR ELEDREGMICHIET5Z &
NEETH D,
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b. Clinical question 29: SER2HIZx3 20 v VF BInTFHREDR AHEIX?

Summary

® U AT —VHKE (PCR: polymerase chain reaction) (2 & B2 D
B IE DB T 2WHIZ £ TORMITEERAE L 0 7 < | R ORBRITEER
DHRE L 72 D,

® KEICBWTHGRZ I FTME— DRI FAEE, T2 BRI LZEbsEs
LTV 2WrE1T 5 T2Candida 3% Y | £ OF|EIL, REMED VX RED
NPV @2 & AP RBORIESRETH L Z LhETFoND (H
AR TIEREN)

® multiplex PCR [T EICHEEOHBEORIEN TE LR GETH Y, MR
FERRA LR U C, R, FFEREITRETH L, BELELRIIRE T
%,

® L/L,PCRZN—RIZLTCEETFRZWFNER, BURENTRUEICHFS L
LT DMEITIEEAERNT & BRI ROME, WEZITIRAER 2 J7

FRHENL S IV TWRWNW T & DDETHREEH O & 5 BIn AR VWD

LR EMBN—F L OEROAREITBER CTIEIAHTH S (I-B),

fig

RU AT —BHEE (PCR: polymerase chain reaction) (255 4 ¥ ZED &
GF2WL, BEBRENS, RE L D VX BERIT D HENLIEEY | £
DI - FEREMEO M b RGEME & EEEONRBEAK LN TE -, BFEX, oy
AR [FE ., IO ESCEE ORI 2 SIS SN TETBY, E61
&, FEANMME DO~ —h —ORBICbIEH SN TE TV 5,
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U4AETY, EEO ITS2 fElk 2 1269 & L 7= High-Resolution Melting PCRY, L
V) multiplex real-time PCR?, > Y% ®D tRNA ZHEHE L7 LA Wiz
AMPED £ 3, PCR-reverse blot hybridization assay?, PCR & mass spectrometry %
#H A P72 Broad-range PCR/ESI-MS £ ) PCR & FRET(Fluorescence Resonance
Energy Transfer)ik % fL & o 72 51k 972 &0 #i LW IFIES R 2 ICBI ST
2o

ZALH D PCR Z_X— A2 LIk, W IR ERY 72 15RO HESL S 4
THEOLT | KRB L L RERE RO TWD D, A3 E CIRERE H D

HIATRAEIT R . KEIZB W TS FDA O&RZ H I -REIX, %ilkd 5
T2Candida DA T %, PCR D RKOMpiIL, Blaw L. 1 OB Ot %
RIABIZ T 2723, Mifk7> 5 D DNA fliH 715, PCR Gefth 7 & fk~ 7 BRI CHefatt &
R AR H Y, FDO—F T, 2 Ix— 3 Xk F DNA L O
Sl TR Z R TAlEEE L H D Z LICHEET D Y,

1. B=T2WNCBEd 2 BARPFZE O

BAR T2 W2 BT 2 BRI ZE 2 il 5 5 a1 id. Bin 2B o %rrEl
T, UTORICEEZE L THRZMERT 5,

Oxtg & § oMz, i, Mg, miE K. fikelEcThbirz e, ©
DNA i HEDEVRH D Z & @PCR THIIET HIEAEE 11X, 7o P X5
B 728517 (ERG1L, HSP90, SAP1-6, CHS1, ACT1 72 &) oA HH IZFFRAY

IZPRAF S U2 BAE TALS1 (fRNA {5 7PN @ Internal Transcribed Spacer 1 & %\
32) RERHLZ L, OQMHETHA SN TN DA ra~v—T v LX—ZADJ
ERDHHZ L, RETHY — UK RAL T 22 LW & 2B fiE L T
BLIENEETHD ),
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PCRIEIZDOUWNT, 54 F5E, 4694 NZxtB & L TA X fETMTH, LFDZ
EAVHIBIL 9,

I (REMED O HIED Proven JERI &, VAV AT HEBEREE ZXIGIT LT 49
WFFEIZ 1T D PCRIED 7 —)L RE2IMIEE T 95% (95% CI, 0.88-0.98) . 7 —/L
ZWHRFE 1T 92% (95% CI, 0.88-0.95) T -7z,

L AREMES 2 ZHED Proven & 5 ML, Probable iEf &, U X7 2 H 3 5 HBHE
BEL 22 RIT L7z 17 WFZEIC 1T D PCRIED 7 — /b RRZWH& L1 93% (95% CI,
0.82-0.98), 7" —/L RZWiFF R EIL 95% (95% CI, 0.87-0.98) THh -7z,

1. {REENEA > ¥ ZJiED Proven, Probable, & %\ X Possible fiEFI &, U A7 %
BT HBERZXRIC LIz 20 HFFRIZEB1T D PCR EDO 7 —)L 2K L 73%
(95% CI, 0.58-0.83) . 7" —/L NZWrHF 5L A1 91% (95% C1,0.82-0.96) Toh 7=,
5z, OXBMmARE LTiig L v 2fmiE, @SEEO rRNA H 25V,
P450 A5 7 #FEA9IZ L7z PCR 3%, @multiplex £ L 0 HE H 2 WM 3 v ¥ R
)72 PCR {5, & 521, @in vitro DRI =10 CFU/ml, & W o 72K 773
PCR EDWEEZ LIF AR ThHDH Z ENFEH SN, Fiz, REMWED P X E
O probable JEFIZHL - 7-fi#HT TlL, PCR IEDKREIT 85% T, IMiEEEZE OHMER
1% 38% & % L<AKMETH Y, PCR IENMEEFEIRA L0 H L MICEVIERE 24

LTW5bZ &bt sz ?,

Nguyen O (%, REME D o ¥ X B 2 X RIC, real-time PCR, B-D-27 /L1 2|
MEFEERAE OMEREE 21T o 7o, IE % AV 72 PCRIED R 1T 80%, Fr it
70% T, B-D-7 /v 71 U FRAE DKL 56%., R 73% & . PCRIEDE N A EIZ S
Mole, Elo, VK MIEZBRWTIRIENE D o ¥ ZE B Z X R LTe A,
PCR £ (88%). B-D-Z /L (62%)NTWV T b, MIKEEMRE (17%) % W HEIC

BWEEZ R LIz, SHIC, REVED U XREOZWIRRE X, MRk EmA+
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PCR EZDFHT 2 & 98% %2 R L, MKESEMRA+B-D-7 L VIREDH O 79%
FOEWEEZ R L, ZNHOZ L XY, PCR IEITHEBREIEMNT 5 Z &
D, REMSED U FIEOBKIEE BT D ENR S 10,

2. multiplex PCR

HHEE & B O multiplex PCR  (The LightCycler SeptiFast Test®) (242 £ 4 fif
BrodsfTioii= 12, ARiEX, 16 FEOMIE &, HEE TiX C.albicans, C.glabrata, C.
krusei, C. tropicalis, C. parapsilosis, Aspergillus fumigatus /3 Hi A BE 72 M AL T
5, RNEOEREOEES X, 18S & 5.8S O U A¥—~</L RNA IZHeE -
ITS 2 fEHIKCTH Y, BFEMIEICED D 19 ORFZEDFERICIE SO T Ci, A
EOZWIRE T 61%., FFEEIEL 99%. ML (positive likelihood ratio) 1% 66.8
(95%CI; 39.8-112), [&tk b L (negative likelihood ratio) 13 0.40 (95%CI; 0.29-0.54)
. HEEZBNITAERTH L0, BABZENIIIRIATE v LG shic 12,

Bloos HIXEIE sepsis - 7= v UHIMIEREIZE T 5 EHEE & multiplex
PCR (VYOO?®, SIRS-Lab GmbH, Jena)DZWi D& HAZ O T T L U I U —72kk
FEAT o7, VYOORIEh v ZFFEDIEE T2 <. JBO[FEED AIEE7R multiplex
PCR ToH D, 32 OH > VX MIERF L H o ¥ ZME % (F 72\ WO EAE sepsis BH
32 NaWBLT2L 2A, BV MIEZE-ToE. €7713.79 OEFE O¥EN

(19.4% D) HF8 Biviz, EFEEKIGR & MK G VER R0s DARD 1255
Bl WBEBMA E TICET HEE2Y 67.5 FE(range, 52.4-90 K§[E) TH - 7= DI
%t L. multiplex PCR F5iHIC TR % BRAA L 72 BEIL, TRIRBAAE & CITE L /- RefH]
1% 31.0 BB (range, 28.0-37.5 KifE], P<0.01) & A B IR IBENBB SN TV,
ZDOZ EMB PCRIC K VIBERMGA F E T, ICU AR AN M, TRk
EBNHZEI, EREFENRNRT 4 MRH L RS R SN/, Lo Lgn
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5. ABFZETIE, FETARIC K 2 PRRUGED R ST 7R D HHIED LB & iam o
FTnd 13,

Taira 5 1%, #7 L < multiplex nested PCR L& B L. #HiAER 2 & T/ NEOEIE
BE 54 L EMRICHE S L, REFLKRE Vv, 7 >Oh o VX ER (C.
albicans, C. glabrata, C. krusei, C. tropicalis, C. parapsilosis, C. lusitaniae, C.
pelliculosa) Z[FIRFICIFIECTE 5 HETH Y . MHEETX 10CFU/ml Th o7z,
14.8% D BHE N MK TH >V FBEE S, AIEDRER L O—EFEIT 100%
T o Tz, RIEORMITHET D HIERIL 24.0% & MIREF L L D b ETh 0
FEREW AR R STz, Ei2, 3 AOBE T, RO O K & FRF I T
THZELEBHRTHT Y,

Fortun 52 X ¥ ICU B3 % %}4:Z, multiplex quantitative real-time PCR % D3
BBYED o SIEDRHURE (IZ OV TR DM Tz, AIEIE, 6 DON P H
f# (C. albicans, C. glabrata, C. krusei. C. tropicalis, C. parapsilosis, C. guilliermondii)
Z &) & L C multiplex PCR C. WARIXIME., KO 52 Hui=, 28D
AN 27 PINSERD S, AIEOBWIRRE 96.3%, FriE 97.3%, Btk
(PPV) 92.8%. FEMERIHER (NPV) 98.7% & m\W R A/ R LTz, £7=, B-D-Z v H
v EDBEIT T E 2 A, B-D-Z IV UREDRF R 82.9%, PPV 1T 62.8%
C. multiplex quantitative real-time PCR {EN A E A% b > TENL TV D Z L AFE
HENT, £, ABFFETIE, MEDOZEIZOWTHRE L, 2k & iiFic>
WTHE L7e R EZ GO IR o T2 P,

Nieto 1%, HifME, 27 DLNuak3LFEFSE (The MICAFEM Study) %1772,
PCR (£ multiplex PCR (C. albicans. C. glabrata. C. krusei. C. tropicalis, C. parapsilosis.
C. guilliermondii Z#it)) T, V77 Lo 2k 2 —T—HE L THRELIT- 7,
RN ICU S A5t s MikEs&EmA & Mg 4 FVWz PCRIEO B2 iz b
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Z A, MiREEEEESRIT 8.0%, IfliE PCR BHME=RIT 9.1% ZIFFFRE OFER T
oo, MiE%E AV PCRIEDEE T 21.4%, FFHRE 91.9%, PPV 18.8%, NPV
93.1% T o7z, BEIL, (RO ICHE L TE <, PCR DAL LCLILT
F2 < MEZE AW Z ERFRRD—2 L BLEINTND 19,

3. T2Candida

T OBR 7R A & LT T2Candida [ 3oK [E TR S 41TV %, T2Candida Panel
and T2Dx Instrument (T2Candida, T2 Biosystems, Lexington, Massachusetts) (%, 4=
g4 > 7755 C.albicans, C.tropicalis, C. parapsilosis, C.glabrata, C.krusei
EERET 2 BERISR CTH D, MM D DNA Offitt | ITS sl 77 A
~—% MWz PCR Z{Tv, PCR PEM & T /R FCTEMisNT=Tn—T7 &%
hybridize &4, T2 BIKILR A2 2L SETEOEEZFHLED Z L1k V2%
T LWEIRN T, [AERRHI 2~5 e CTh 5 17,

Mylonakis 52 &V gk 3LFEMSE (DIRECT study)23{ 7417z, T2MR 1£D
JEEEIL 91.1% TH > P Z > S [AIE £ T O RIS 4.4+1.0 Bffi] CTd -
oo FT2FFELEEIT 99.4% T BRMEHIE £ TONLIRR IR IE 4.2 FEH CTdo - 72,
VTR L D0 P 5 OB IR L 88.1-94.2% T FFF 1T 99.3-99.9%
Tholo, &HIT, wfEm O L, C.albicans & C.glabrata % 2 CFU/ml,
C. tropicalis & C. krusei /& 1 CFU/ml, C. parapsilosis |% 3 CFU/mi THh -7z, (RiE
P o ¥ ZE D FIE F (prevalence of disease)?¥ 5-10%TH D &35 &, PPV (&
71.6-84.2%., NPV X, 99.5-99.0%IZiE 3 D ki Ch -7 19,

Clancy 512 K& 2 Hijlh) & 2 fifi 5% H [RAFZE(DIRECT2 study) 23 T o0 7=, AHFFEIL,
MEEEERA T LR OIREMED D Z DN Dy I 72 > ToRF T
T2Candida i, & HIZ, FHE, MEEEMRE 21T > 7o, RO MITHERA D
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BT 72 o 72 B S C D T2Candida RAE OYERE, & DX, 7 4 v — O Mk #E R
AL L72BR0D, T2Candida DR5HE=R % A7z, 152 NDBE T, H ) O Mis
BRATATRD O, MIRETERAGIEIC /2 Y T2Candida 23T 412 £ TO
SEHRERTIE, 55.5 BRI T o 72, & DOFF T T2Candida D BHMEFRIL 45% (69/152),
[FRFIZAT I 7 4+ 0 — O MR R R A G RIL 24% (36/152) T, AEZEEZ L -
C T2Candida DR > T2,

72 74 v —OMIRREERARMEERE 36 AP, T2Candida 13 32 ATk &
720 EEIL 89% Th T, M DAL T 5 & T2Candida B PE+i ik Es
FEEMEIT 21% (32/152), T2Candida B+ i 5528 Fa 13 24% (37/152). T2Candida
Fas b+ I I 5% 2 BRI 3% (4/152), T2Candida &P+ EE 2 a1 52% (79/152)
Thole, O7 41 —OMEGERERTOMEEEMER, O Pkl . @cC.
albicans |2 & 2 0 o U H MUIEAS, MikkE 2 2 T T2Candida 23[5MEIC 722 2 0NE L
ZRFCTHoTm, THHORFERE XY, T2Candida (X, 7 > ¥ & IMAEIZ T E; 2
BEPEIC 72 o 72 (CFH) 55 BERIHE) CTRAZITo-ThbRWRELZ A L TEY,
IR 55 2R A 03 HIBA 3 2 LLRTIC AR BRIAIC FLEL (3 e B SV JEBINC BN T
BV BEMDIRER FRETd o 7o VAR o O ZREDFEIESLE D3 im N ICU
D XD RBEETIX, KRIED PPV 23 IR Z HRICHED 5 Z LA HRETH
DN FIEBEEDS 5% LA R D X 5 IRWEREIZEB W TR, PPV MELS 225720,
VT U B IR OB IIEH CE RV AEEERH S Y, £, h U X
SE A D WRIEME D D FIEIZEB T DRl bR D 20,

Walker 5(Z & ¥ | T2Candida, MLHZEFEE MR A DOBAER RISV TRIRIED
THREDIREBAAGEE & | Wb D IRBRANIAREE L IZBIT 5 IBPERFOE TR, K
B, PIEFHEOEN, ERE 00D a2 M ERG U, MRk SRy

FIZHKESE, 7raF Y — (FLCZ) DF v > T 1 U REEEE L= #EORE:
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RFIFECHRIL31.6% e bm <. —AHTZVITHNLFE 3R M, $1,448 Th o
7co —Ji T, T2Candida DFEFIZEE SV TIRIE 2 BRIG L7 HE TlE, IBBERFAE T
1 172% L8, — ADHTZV 0D a X b $1,348 & MEEEEREL D %
i CTHolz, LML, F¥ 7 4 RIELMM L 7oRRBRAER LRI OV TI, 3

v

BERFAE T 31T 15.2% & e bK< . — ABH T2 0T D 3 2 M, $1,450 &5
bRV L 7572, T2Candida O E KO UL, RIS 2 ZRED NPV 23
NI e WTHhHY | REMIBERIICBIT S, VA7 ORVEE~OHEREIED
ARERER 2S5 2L TH D 2,
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c. Clinical question 30: W > V¥ B DEFE[FEE & FHIBRZ HREIZLED ?

Y=l —

1. B P X EEOGER KIS 5 AT, WIS C T, »5RET
HIFTRECTH V. H o P HHMIEICE W T, EANRSZ MR A O MLEICE ERY
BRERbHoT, UL, EFE, —HoOh VX ERBIZE W THERIKICKR
FTOMPELSRE L 72> TRV | HAPRZPEMAOHEMENE L TWD, £
DI, EEFEEIIN A SRS PR O F2fiIE, W8] e PrE SR 2 5
ITTHTDITHETHDH (II-A),

2. B U VHEMAEDE/RFINER L C. albicans Td %723, non-albicans Candida
sp. 3% % (5D D, non-albicans Candida sp.?>727>Cld C. glabrata % 7= 1%
C. parapsilosis 282\t DO, Hilik, Mk LY EZ08H D,

3. AW UVHBITEEIC L EANRZ ORISR D, WREIC Lo T, 3R
PELIESMEDN B 5, C. krusei L7/ — 1 (FLCZ) (2 BRI TH
%, C. albicans ®FEAIMMEILENTH 5725, C. glabrata ® FLCZ fitt4:, FKS
BIEFRBIZE DT Y 7 4 CRPEEEMEOHR MBI RE SN TS, £
7z, C.auris [ZBWT, M TIEZAIMMMERIC L 57 7 7 LA 7 OEED
oD,

figaH.

12 Y HZEIMAEE 20-30% & LT RO FWEGE TH Y | ) e PrE Ko
RO, V—Ray ha— UL X HIEEPMETH D Y, IREMEEREEOIREIZE
VT % empiric therapy 7> definitive therapy (28] 0 55 2 2 BRI IR B O f H &

MR RN LB TH D, £7-. CandidasplZBT 5T o F A 47T AMERL
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FHAICE SN TE LT, gk 2 & DM A EET 572010 b ERAE D
it & 7 — 2 OEMPLETH 5, LML FREFE & AR PR RIE, #1722
MEREOBINZ TA FL, & OICRERBRREOY IR R O 1B 2 #i 4

ZEITHEND P,

QN

1. VX RO yBEHEN

Pfaller MA & Y 1997-2016 4F% x5t & L 7= SENTRY Program (2 & % ¥—~A
7 > A5 TIX, C.albicans O 7yBESEEE 23 e B =1 < (46.9%) | C. glabrata(18.7%).
C. parapsilosis(15.9%). C.tropicalis(9.3%). C.krusei(2.8%)T& V. ®ARFMIIZ C
albicans (3J84> L. C. glabrata & C. parapsilosis 23H8 i A 27~ LT 2, EWN
BTV HBBDOY—A T ZHEITD IR Kakeya © Y 2003-2014
EZERIBRE Lo KRB 10 fiigx OS5 Tid, C. albicans O /BB A3 5 b & <
(39.5%) . C. parapsilosis(23.3%). C. glabrata(13.2%). C. tropicalis(7.1%). C.
krusei(3.2%) Cd - 7=, #EHEMIIC C. albicans (X8> L. C. glabrata (X8 hn{Em %
AL TWz, HERAIC R T B o P F R IE O 72 JR I X C. albicans T b |
Non-albican @ 9 % C. glabrata @43 BfESEE 23 &V MEMIZ & % 25, C. parapsilosis <°

C. tropicalis A3\ Mg & & ) 9, 2 04y BEGII I S B 15573 0 5

2. W VHBICBT SHEEEICHT DM

B VA IBITEMEIC LY PIEEEORZIEN R0 D, T2 5 )8 0 HAM
(21X B AR & SRR EDN 5 U | & ORHEIIIE R K OEIU B 2 M T, 1R
FWo72 HARMME L LC, C. krusei @ FLCZ ffit?%:. C. lusitaniae <> C. guilliermondii
IR Y = REITKET DMHEREOIFER I BT 5, C.glabrata (2B W Tld=

X)X T 4 UMMEREEIL TRV &7, Castanheira M H YOG TIX, 1.7-
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23%DIMMMEZ L L5, F72. C.auris IZZHIMMARRFEL, TV T L
A7 DWELH D,

Alexander BD & © 3, C.glabrata Mjfi/&%e o 233 =Y — K (313 oHfERk) %
SHT L. 2001 225 2010 FEOMNT, =F /7 F ¥ T A UMHEIE 4.9%00 5 12.3%
(2, FLCZ 1Zx3 DI 18%m 5 30%ICHEM L7z L L Cnd, 51T,
FLCZ Mt 78 kD 5 © | 14.1%73 1| QLA EDOTF ) F ¥ T A VZETH - 72
EHE L TW5D, Plaller MA & %, REED v ZYE 4 5] & Z 3 Candida sp.
IZBWTH—_A T 2% T o 7R, C. albicans O FEHFIMAEITA 72 <. C.
glabrata 12815 5% / ¥ v 7 ¢ VIHE(L O Mg ZE & BRI e A Hd L
TW5, F7-. FLCZ itk C. albicans LA U =) > — /L(VRCZ)IZ 35.0%J%5
FLCZ ifit?: C. parapsilosis (£ VRCZ (T 32.7%J&= 1. FLCZ ffit?: C. glabrata (Z
VRCZ Bz MtkiZ722 < . FLCZ itk C. tropicalis I% VRCZ 1T 3.6%&ZMETH Y |
FLCZ & VRCZ DA XIMES #45 L Cuv5, Chen PY 5 '91%, C. tropicalis (2 K&
LV MIEDERED H B, ITCZ, VRCZ, BLUWKRY 3V — k4 54
ZEME % FF2 7 FLCZ FERESZMEDY 16.9% (58/344) 2R BV, I HITHEFED
55.2% (32/58) 137 YV — N AKELETHoTEMELTWD,

F X T 4 URMEREESOMEIL, F ¥ 2T 1 VRPEEEOER 5
Za— 95 FKS Bz FOZERICE D W, UEEEROMEMICL Y FKS BIZTO
BREEHLX v T 4 VRIEEEKO MIC S ERT2 2 & b@EIh T

;Z) 10, 12)0

3. U HBOEAIMNE & IBRSER

C.glabrata IC LB H o X MIEIZIBNT, T v 7 1 VRIEE FLCZ IREDIG

BERGE DO TlX, v T 4 VRIETIHEROMN. L2+ THH (OR
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2.305) FLCZ {RIFRECREG- &, MIC F>12.5 23<12.5 LR L, BRI A E
IR TH -T2 EME SN TVD (20% vs. 49%, P=0.025)!, % 7= C. glabrata ™
B IMAEIZ 35U T FKS B8 FARIC X DML F v o7 ¢  RIETRERRRIZE
XD AHEMEDN G ST 5 219, Alexander BD & 9%, C. glabrata O fLfE (2
BT, FKS B FERKITHT D% v 7 ¢ RIEHEANERB] D 89% TIHHE
KR, FRITERE K LZZ 25 LT D, C. tropicalis OB > ¥ X B IfLIE
ITFPHRARRTHD LI WENDH D D, Chen & 'iF, 2 HLL LOFIEEHEOME
FIZ &V C.tropicalis (2B W T FLCZIMfMHEZ ST 2V A7 @m0 b 2 & a2
HLTWD,

— 7. AR L RREGRICBIE IT A0 & T DA L&D, Puig-Asensio
5 191%, C. glabrata EILEDIRIEIZI\WNT FLCZ ZHIEIGRICHER L7-5B 4.
HE O FLCZ @ MIC B & VER PHRICITBEN 20 o 7 L LT 5, C.
tropicalis B MLJEIZFUNT FLCZ SRR & MPERR THET 2 bl L2 /5 R, 5
CRICABEEITRVWEWVWSHELH D 19, C. parapsilosis (2 & 25 o ¥ & METR
BRICBWT, ¥ T 4 %3 L FLCZ DG AAE 2 Propensity scores % U ik
FALIEL A Ty o T4 VREITRARRKRFTRNSTZZENBE ST

V% (OR 0.82,95% CI 0.33-2.07)'7.
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&, FE. BREMmARE

1. BERIEE R E AV 186 5 FEE

Z< OMAETIT, Vo VX RBOREICHRLER A MW @S REE L
BHL TS, BEEAERI CII oL O & 3~6 BfEZ MR, ar=
—DETHGFEEEZITH, Lo L, BERIEEE T D v P X RSN ORERIERE
HLRBETHD, av=—0@7R 0 THV VX BOERBRIEZITH 2 LI2iX
BRAN D D Z & AHE ST 192,

2. WUV HERBOERERE

EfE72 ) VA BOREITIIFES v b SEHBMERELEE, EEOITILE
ENEHTES, FEFT Yy MAIEELLar=—2HW\ API (EF AU 2—
U SRR AL 13X 24-72 R AR BRI I A REE T 4 IR & (R E W RE
Th o P, BESIEEIL 10 SRECRERRETH V. MKEEEBER L

EHERATEEZEET S TE D, o, BROVTIEEIXFE FTREEEN S
<. VITEK MS:Ver.3.0 (B4 2V 22—« V¥ RUBRSth) Tk 43 B,
Biotyper:Ver.7311 (7 V71— % R URAEH) T 68 WREN T A 7T U —
BENTWS, SE5IC, B A= 2 v 7 v A2 X0 | [REATHEREFE T80
LTWD,

v

M27-S4 DX REE T D 6 WRIXFES v M, REHEMERALE, ER5
WriE@E CRIERRETH D, WRFEED T —/L RAX 2 — K& LT APl 2MiE A
SNTEZD, APL b EOTAERDREF » N OREREIX, HBEEE O &V
VA BORE—BERITEWVR, ENREROREREIZ S TERNI &R
WESINTWD 22D, F/=, VITEK2 (B4 AU 22—« Py _SUskiath) ik
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C. guilliermondii 7% C. famata IZFR[FIE I DH Z LN dH D EME I T D 2829,
— 75, BEOITEEE AW FEEIIEROREE LV BEN SN 2 & RHE S
TV 539, Cauris [FTEROFEEF » b0 H#EER CIIMSEFEIATH Y |
DIV HJEERIFIE SN D AN & D720, B ESHTEEE 2 AW 72 [FE R
HFRTHZ 3,

3. WU THBOERRZ RIS
SRFRSZ PERR AT 1T, ASTY (MRBURUSE T ¥R Et) . o4 71— FERF (G
Wb FRR A 4t) | VITEK2, B-test (B4 A U 20—« Uy XU kU&34h) . RAISUS
(A KRB A ) AW BND, JEX v I EITHRERENH Y 32| i
RMAZEN DD Z L bESNTND P,
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Agents (EUCAST) TH72 > T\ 2%, CLSI M27-S4 Tl 6 H#E (C. albicans, C.
tropicalis, C. parapsilosis, C. glabrata, C. krusei, C. guilliermondii) % %527 LA
JRA B EHERT A —BRESILTWS Y, EUCAST Tl 7 #ff (C.
albicans, C. dubliniensis, C. glabrata, C. krusei, C. parapsilosis, C. tropicalis, C.
guilliermondii) & Non-species related breakpoint 235% & S 41TV % A3, Caspofungin

(CPFG) D7 LA 7 RA v MERRE S TR ),

CLSI DT LA 7 RA ¥ MiE 2012 FEIT M27-S3 FEHED & M27-S4 FHEIZ KR 72
BEN & o 72 3PN M2T-S4 ICEBWTHZ L DON T T —PNRES N &

DD, EMEREHBERENEE CTHY, BT, T4 7KL hMIC BKREL
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d. Clinical question 31: {RFEEM T > P FFERVIZXTT 5 U 27 X a2 7iHEiIT=
BV v 7 IRRBRREEE L THEHN?

Summary
o IRV U FIERRWINTH T O EEE T B v 7 IR EEL L

T, 2 OV A7 FHMIENRE SN TW5S, TOFMERFL LT, hrIF
ERDREE, B-D-Z NI 72 EONA A~ —T— ICU ANBRMIEENT 72 &
DR T v D H Y ) A7 R385 0 Zh b EME 72 13 A e
KDV ART ZAa7BERERINTND,

B VB TEREDORRE DT X HFHmIL, BRI R NPV)23E < | REEMED
>V ZIEDFRIVZINCA I TdH 205, MR & IEREHEIN R A b B E S
NLRETH D,

T DR EREDFEEIT, B-D-7 IV v & AT MIEF AR AR 2 k4 5
LT, EBIT, NPV I L, B-D-Z v Ut ch i, RS I A
ZET 5,

— kB 72 T oV HIEGE Y R T [RA-D B T DD prediction rule 1, NPV 23
mWe, D LARSNZEICE I TH D,

INBHDYU A7 ZaTd, HwENIZHER TR (PPV)MELS | BEORIEMD
U HTEDBKNIXRA N B 2

Y A7 BFITBW T, FUME TR A ST Y 27 2 a7 &
T )y 2 BRI IEE A RIS T 5 2 L, BIEEEORE 2 T
HEDICHLMETHD, Lo T, ZET VR I+ TRV DD, ZEEMED
YIORIERWFICIBNTIZY A7 2a T iz vz v ) v 7 1%
WEERET D (-A),
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Limitation
VR Z2AaT7 OZWROFMEIT) LT, TOHREL R MEEERICZLDD

>V A MIERZWNE S0%FEETH Y . #H/NHID ) 27 2B @I 5 0ENH D,

fig

REMD D EZ RINITE AL, WIRBRMOZ A I 72 d 52 L&l
SHMT, MR RE TR T & 2SS = vl v ZIRERRE S
T&7e, TOFMER & LT, B VX EEDRE, B-D-Z VI 7 EDA 7
~—J— ICU ASEREIEE X a7 | MRENT 72 & OIFF R T ¥ FEGL Y
Z7WFRHY, FNOEMEZITMAGOEICL DY A7 2 a7 REEIN
T,

1. AV EEDERBRICESS IR RaT

1994 412 Pittet HIZ X0 | SAEHEBR. BRI BRIC ABE T 0 B 2 62U,
W, EHRC 2 25 3 EETOBEREEE 2TV VX O OFREE 234l L
712V BIEFEIE D TRIR A Z 5t L7=, colonization index 1%, [ ¥ DiEHE
INFRD BT ERAL D E/ 53 LI B Ok L EF L7=, F7-. corrected
colonization index & L C. colonization index |27 > ¥ & D Y78 1538 DA% R % X
ML, ZOEFRE HREZREREDGRD LIVICEN BUEEE LTS A oRE) &L
72, ZDOFER, corrected colonization index = 0.4 A3 77 1 ¥ FJEFAE DA B 72 T HIIK
FLWE LD, ZOMRITEEN D O FIEOREREZ W) A7 2aT
WEFEDFEERIT & e > TV 5,

Z D%, colonization index % VN7 IGHEBH AR DA FMEIZ DU THER A IZFFATE 23
{Thiviz, AR ICU 12 5 BUL EAE LB 2RI LIofME ik, s BREET
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(REEVE D o DA E R RIE LT BE L 3.8% TH o= DITKt L, *BEHL 7% T, =
DA RNTTV—OHMMNR RIS,

Ny KA R CTHOAa7{ké LT, Leon 5ld Candida score Z#&"8 L7z, ICU
NEBE % 0BT R RE, BIROV—_A T AR L BEIDST
TINHLSOEFTOREEBAE LT, EEEFTICBIT2EEE 1| KE L,
oz, ARFEE (1R), BREKILE 2 /8). ERFIREE (1 R)IZ DWW TEE
fliL, 246 OE% Candidascore & EF L. cutoff & 2.5 & LG, REEME
712D HIEZ W DR 81%., FFRFE 74% & BAF el 2 a Lz 3, 0%
513 Candida score (ZOVNTHIAIE , Zhiax = A — MIFZEA L TP ERIA . ICU
WIE 7 BLLEDORE 23RN L= & 2 A, Candida score<3 DBHFIZEIT S
(REEPED o O HFEDORIERIL 23% THY . Aa TR 3, 4, 5 5L EHTDICo
oo FEIERPEIM L, MBS RSz Y,

Pittet 5%, H H23% % L7 colonization index ¢ 22 512 DWW CRHfi 24T - 7=
RN 2 S VAT AN AN N e YA S DAL e Y e E R VRV AN & 555 & < b STANEGAR
SNTNDZEEWALMNI LT, —FH T, &TO ICU BFITEEE T OE &R
BIIMATMAOAH, RFHAHEEZET L L AHRRETIEIS 5 b 0D EE
7RI 22 0 EE & 9 RS R LT 59,

2. WV HEEEHER A T — I —DHA

(REEME D o O ATEDORIEITILFE TH D Z L 525 , candida colonization index X°
candida score %, FEMERIF R (NPV) (E& <, BIERIHSE (PPV) MRV Z & 2351
HBILTWD, 37206, 2D OFHMIEIXRIEME D ¥ XIEO RN ZENZ A T,
PEERORBRIEES TG 2 I 5@ LTAATHL S, — 5T, 2
NWOIAAS F~—T—% AT D2 HEN, ZEHELZ LT2050 e HfFsnT
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W5 0, Takesue %, SMEHIT#IC A v ¥ & E K DSFER S 7o HUBE SEAR TR ME T
BEERNBIC, Do VX OERREFEE B-D-Z NV h VB LD 0 P HREDF
E TN D W IR E ORISR O AR OWTHREF Lz, ooy
EHT 3 FEITLLEOEBEN S D5A013A4 v XN 7.57 T, B-D-Z V7 VD
Ty AWIE 129 THY, ZnbElAGOE TR L, BBRIIEZRGT 5
ZEIZEY, ZOWBEROEMENARICER T ALY,

Charles & I3AMEHICU AEBE Z XG4 L, A% 7 H HLABEIZ candida score &
M7y b= 0E Lz, SEEEFTOREDIFEH S N ZEIZIBW T,
RIS o O HREEFIE LT a . MG e vy b= AlIE, IERIEREL 0

BlIZEEZRL, MG7a Ly h=r%20tH3 25 Z 1289 candida score
DIRERYET > P B IEBIE O PPV 28 45%0° 5 59 %2 BH- L 72 9,

BT, FERFH BRI . ICU g Z x4 & L ., candidascore &, Candidaalbicans
germ tube antibody (CAGTA), B-D-Z /L7 <~ F U HUE, fi~v T o hiikz
WAR R D o ARE DR ORI M T bz, B-D-7 IV TR 76.7%.
FR¥LRE 57.2%, PPV 21.7%., NPV 94.1% & i~ —H —|ZHig LT, b B AL
BEINDT-, 51T, CAGTA & B-D-Z /L7 v DMBE DRI L DBMERN, &
VB TERERREGEIN IR E, D D FTERE DREEDN D IR, D A TEA DR
FEMNZNEE AREEME D O D XIERIEREDIAF TN Lz, 2O Z L, ho T F
& &N~ — I —DOHEDERBEEON LA THHZ L ERLT
W5, ZHORERIZE-S X | Pitarch H1E, colonization index X° candida score
& v Y v 7iRFEABRB L, fREC. BB, B-D-Z VD HIE, HD
WL B-D-Z v v LD NS Fv— T — A G DRI RAE TV, T ORER
IS LT, BRI EORRICESEHMG L= v ) v 7 iRk O eI 4 ik
ET DI LEMRLTND O
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Tissot &%, JEMEN A > P X IED R U A 7 B3 % %512, B-D-7 /v 71 > | candida
colonization index, candida score DZWIEREZ LI L2 & 2 A, EEITIZIEF v
XL TH-72H DD, candida colonization index, candida score O FFFEA [H{K < |
B-D-Z /v h v DM MEN R E T 1Y, LivL, IDSADHA K7 A > TlE, I—
v RRH B — RTh D MIREE MR DREE DK 50% D& FEERMRAE O Fif
PEZ RIS 2 DITA B ORI REFH-EE LT D 12,

3. BV HABEREEENEL LRV R prediction rule

Al L7z & 912, B5HE53812 % candida score X° colonization index (Z & % &F
i, EERFNLRBRFHI ThIL TV ARNZ E b E IN TS 9 20 X9
7RPEH T, BEEMRA LS LI L L2 WERIRM prediction rule OF FAMEIZ DWW TE S
<IN TWD, REM D P HREOIERERI e U 2 7 [R11%, IRk E A
M. ERRIREE. AT aA R - SEMHEEEE . Tl GHkER) . Sl AT
RER e . AP, B4 - BT, MR, IR, v U HEE, B
ICUA=E, o7 ryh—, BEREE, MENIT—TAERZRERDH D 9, 2013
#£|Z., Fungal Infection Risk Evaluation (FIRE) 7' 11 ¥ = 7 F 3T, (REEMEEE
JEDFAE Y A7 KF & LT, OFr, @eflirg,. OEFES, @Ffr. ®
HuffiE, © N TRFREGER . OFERE, @FEREE X 27 T 5 APACHE (Acute
Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation) -1, & % \\ME, -III @ 8 DDRK 2378 &
N2 W, Yang H1%. ICU 28T 5 HE MTRYYE IZ- DUV TG L. APACHE-II
A a7 | FERFIRRE, IESMSZ L7V A7 EFThHZ ExiE L2 Y,
IRODORFZEBITEINE L T, REMED P HIEZWORBEZ H T 5 ~< |
R IRAY prediction score 72 & DRRFI DTN T E T2,

(ZEEME T D AIEICBIT D Y A7 RFD% < OMFTTIEL ICU MEN 4 HEL |
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DIFEFIZ x5 & LT %, Paphitou 5%, ICU4 H LA BEG]Z 51T LTt AW
EWREAT T2, ORI, OQFBLOENBLE, @FERHIREE, @A
EHOWT N A2 T EE IR ICU BED 52%Th Y | (REED O FIED
T DR 78%. PPV X 17% & 72072, —F ., 205 LOHEIEM H DR
RN 3 N CHRENT S & REMED P HFEOB OREIL 39%, PPV X
26% L 72 o T2, BEREODT ) 16% IR I 727215 T 19 prediction rule %
BT 256, RUERTICEENLETHD ELTND,

[FERIZ ICU4 H L FIER 2 6 G2 L7c ik A E W98 CTlid. OB S HrE &R G-
b D WVITHLFIREE D 7 — 7 VB, 230, @ a)EBRlRE . b)FiT, o) I
%K. d) AT A NEM o) REMHEMEM, H Bo 6 HED S H 2 HAE 4
7o LIet ARBENE D o P F RIS 6T 5 2 W 1 34%, FFELEE 90%., PPV 1%.
NPV 97% Td 7= 17,

Hermsen 1%, ICU 4 HUL BEE Z 5t RITHIFE 24TV, $ERD prediction rule
& . #7272 Nebraska Medical Center Rule % iz L 7=, O2HHIHEHER S, @0
HRRE D 7T —7 VREE, @ BEMIRE., @ X7 nA MM, @EHINEF
fii., ®ICU AZEFE TO AR A A AW TR HE SV TRENT L7 5
Nebraska Medical Center Rule DERPEA R Sh7z 19,

Z D%, Ostrosky-Zeichner & IXLARTOM & O TH>Y — /L%, ICU BEF O 1 Hifz
I E-7-Z b FEENMEN 722 &N D Fi- R BEN L — L B R R
L7z, ICU4 ALL EBRF A5 L L, 48 KEMLL Lo N TIERgR O, ICU A%
% 3 BUNO [FIEEER, FORIREE D 77— 7 VB2 WESEE L, £
Tz, OICU A% 3 ALINOERFIREE, ICU AEF 7 HUND [@F
fhr, @R, @WAT rA F, OREHAHIE], @ICU A= 3 HUNDEITD 6

HHAD S B 1 HBZz LIZGe ., REMD P FIEOBW ORRIE 50%., Frik
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J¥ 83%. PPV 10%, NPV97% & 7eolz, ZOHFEIL, AEL D b, S EH OF|
BN, RIEMED U HIEDOZEIEE D 50%ZHMm L7z ),

Nucci 5 (3. Ostrosky-Zeichner 5 @ predictionrule @ 9 5, ICU ARt D H K
DOHIRZFRA L, RiIb L7 6 HE D S5 H 2 HHE Zfilz LI EIl, S HIZUT
DRIEFTREZ DR & 1 D&M TA— LV AER LT, a 3B b, R,
c. (KifE (UHEHI M E<70mmHg) . d. 73+ K—3 A, e.CRP L&, f HifEk L
F- (>10,000/ul) , Z DFER, 2148 BID 5 5 2063 il & 1F & A DS, Z DSA: %
e &7 ole Dy, 17 B0 ¥ FISEREFI DS ZER &7z (0.5%), — . D5
HERT Lz TN 85 Bl H B 7O N T ZMAEFNFRD Hil, & OZWrE
13 82% T, FAXIY 2713169 & R&E < KIEDOREM D O FIEDFRNIRE
AW Z EIFFER &7z, Lo L @I SAUTIEBNIRIR D 4% E 7205 72 20,

FIRE 7’0 ¥ = 7 MZ X2 KHBMHTClE, ICU AZERF, AZL 24 FFH, A=
%3 HBICRTAREMED O HIED Y A7 7IRT-EHRH Lz, 3 H B ORI
BT, BEE, ICU A= 1-3 BNOHODEIRREDO I 7 — 7 VA%, 1ICU A=
13 HNO KL —UF 2 — 7 AR ICU AEE 24 REFILLAN O U5 KAE = 100/
53 ICU A= 1-3 HND T P HEE DGHEEFTEROKR FREETH D Z L AVR
Stz 42D Z 5 @ prediction rule % LLig L7 & Z A Ostrosky-Zeichner & D J7
WEMS, RRE, BRRE. PPV, NPV, E5(Ca A METEEICWNIZHRE T b #E
NTWDZENRBOLNTMN, FIRE 70V =7 FOFEBIZITHAIRI 2N LR
VT T2 142,

B PR 22 YR fE IR R T EE DWW Y — b BRI R B RA IS
TeRarT Vs S5, B-D-7 IV v & VW T MLTE R RO A RS Ak L 72
TR — L, UT, NPV BEWZ ERRETHY . OB ETED LI

HAZEITHIRETH D, WIZ PPV OEWTHIY — /L OB3EIL. DW= OfEIE
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e. Clinical question 32: 7 > P& TEF] COBMMKRERBRAEI A H 2

P<l—

® U UHMAERNT LT, IBRRIREHIOmE AR 2 ked 5 _ECIBnmiss
EEIIVNETHD WI-A),

® L VX IMSEBRE CIREBIAAAIC b IS e 2RI & LT, Aibl7z
AP E Y2 AR, MHERREGE, ORI 7 —7 AR T B
BT A AT 4 VDG B DNIRR 72 E DG DFEDFEN SN D, W
NHIREFHORE LPNETHY | THIZEET 5,

® U UHMIE (BRHENRVGE) 15 IEROUSE) ORI D 2 BFE DR
B HEE STV D, ZAUTINZ., #REAHEA~D step-down AT 2BHT S, 1L
E M 2S5 2 VD b,

® WIEIMIRAEIE DTFRAED X A I 2 71E, MIERAED DRREREIN L., Bk
DHERSNDETHR LS 2 HEOT 40 —7 v 7 OIMKEFRIREDMEND Hil s,

Limitations
71 2 A MEGN 3T 51BN OA T & FERZNE., T4, ISR & OEEEN:
RERBIRZ 54 U 7= RIS E1 3720 > 7=, Lo LA L7= Z & < | under-treatment <° over-

treatment 25X, WU)RTEEETT O ECEINDIMKESRAIIVNIETH 5,

figan

AL DV NTTDEIIRY 7 —7 VI T o P X @R ST E. U P41
SEDOWEEBEr & 720 | e h > OiEtinif sk b, @E, 5 BIDEEITFEEV
& DIERZ SRR MBI ZAT 2 25, W DX MIEZRRICIL, BRRPT RoodeED
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HEZESH O FIBINOMIRESER AL CTH D, B P MIEFI T L GEINCILIR
FRA1TO BEOX, (1) Fieeh o DX IMAEDOZWT, (2) Bt bomERTh D,

(1) e v P F e

Fifeth v DX MIEDEFNIHEIC L > TR D0, PrEESRRA B L T 3-5

AULERESE L%, 74 n—7 y T OMikEs#E T8 o DXt S o %56 &

FSINDZENZND), FERT-OMIT, WIEREREEOBERC L B OREN N
UITH ST 00 AT 1 )V DG A ARG EAVRIR & LTER bD,
Kang 59D L k1 A7 7 ¢ THFEClE. Feel o ¥4 i Cldk Candidatropicalis >4y
BIEREIE DS 292% L b <. FOLERY 7 — 7 L O E(OR 1.99, 95% CI 1.05-3.78,
p=0.034)CEHAABFOR 1.01,95% CI 1.01-1.02, p=0.025), ESERIMIAE(OR 2.25,95% CI 1.11-
4.56, p=0.024)HNZ L 72 ) A7 [T -7z,

Agnelli 5 YD ha AT T ¢ ZHFETIL, FRNCTARIIVTOZRD > Todgeis (]
ZIE, MAEMEEIRISDDPIIRR O L 9 728Gy 23 586, Frgid v VX ME & 72
% U AT H3ED->T2(OR 4.28,95% CI 1.77-10.34, p=0.001), F7=. FHgih > T X MIEIx
RGP DN IR A DFOfERRIR - Chho Tzt W O S b &Y 29, 2oL 5 2 E0f
SEDIHEIE, 1BFTEE (FIRMBSCHE AR DR, IR T %R SITET 2

GHEHIIISESR) .

ZOXHNT, FHgE VA MR TIBER Y U FREOE DA RS T, FHI AR LR
REATOMENS DD, ZORHGEA > 2 A MIEOZWH I BN MR R Al K
Th s,
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() MiEFEERM LORER

BOHEDRZRN T P HISEGIE, TEROBGEE) DR I2ME S 2 BROTEREIH S
HERS AU CUND 57, FEEGS 2N o D FTIE SAFET 5720 Y, SEROUGED A 1R

(IRIFEHIR A3 LTI e, 1 o DX MERICIE, RIS 03K~ step-
down Z T DERIC MR b OMEGR 2 BT 2720, BRRPTR S SE L TV Th
BN MR B TH 2,

ESCMID 7 A R7A » I T2t 2 el 3 2 £ ClH, BEEIEY +—7 L0 A R
A2 OTIID7< &b 2 BT 4 v —7 v 7 OMRBEERELZHIE L T\ D, £,
MEEEERIE M LOMERRI L, RBIE D » 2 FREDOBMT - 172331 5 ACTIONS (Appropriate
Candidal Treatment Implementation of Non-neutropenic strategies) Bundle {Z 2 £A1 TV 5 9,

2B, MBEEERIA OB LI LR AEOFAN L, 1 R 7 A 22 sh

F- 0 10-13)
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f. Clinical question 33: ZFHFEKEDRED N > DV FX MIEDEE, IREREIIVDOTT S
REMN?

P~ —
BRI IR, I D AR AT I Z LW 28, i EREIEEZ S 1
BN OBREIREMENHERE NS (11-A)

PR

B v S MIECRE R G TIRIRER AR SN D, ZoHERITT 7
DAL EEGARR 72 SIS < b O TIH e < ERKRAVHIETIC RS b D TH 5, ¥
72 BRI R OB Y I8R5 S L) TR IR B A KT ATRE

&

PERH DR VBEIO W DA MIEDH 1 BRI TH 5 v 7 1 L SRIRITIRER

WASDOBATIEIZRIEDR SV | IRNRDGET Y — VRN U o SR HERE S

Y0 IRARLEZEH SN S S IR ONEBEEEER 2 ZETOLENH 5
D Th D, GFHERBDOFEILD P ZVEIRINZE DRI BB % 5 2
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VIL. 27, 18R E21T5 L TEET 5 HH
a. Clinical question 34: ICU AZBF BT 2REM L X EOZMWIZY X7
FHEEA 232

Summary

1. ARBEMET D HEDY AT KA D Z 4 a5l § % J577£E L T, intervention Tk
BREGIRIEC T 4% 52470, outcome &L C, BiIE TIXAEMFRO L, #55 TlX
(RIS D HTEDIE AR AR EE T D ERN DD, FIAREME VX IE
FEA:% outcome LU T, VAZ K FIZ D2 W2 R -+ 28555,

2. —RAVZRR BT VA FED VAT K TF-EHIE LT, ICUALE= S 72 Bl & 2 %
Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Disease Classification System (APACHE) II
AT RIS A EIEE NS VB ZRISREL, T EVEEB LT,
TEER O LFNRT A AR RIS UE R G-, N TR E BRI 2, 0
L DE LU THEAFHNRAE (TPN), MIRENT . AT 0 AR/ i S, F1fr,
SRS BUIES Z B L T R L D HIEY A7 AR5

3. L., 20O BEMNSIETOVAZFAT TO Yy 715 # R AIZEEL Tl
ZOH AMERTZE T URIZRITDTEOHERS T (1-0), B #1255 D
VOREHEDRRER B-D-I NI T E DR F = LD M T A
AHiliE A IR E 3 S D,

FERR

RENED P HIET, AF PRI IEZE D72y ICU BHIEREZ TRV TIHAETD
FREMEMN B D, ARBEMED DX TEZ W OT — VR AZ X —RE, MRS AT O
HEMRIKIZBIT DI VF ORERE CThHDN, L0 Tlde fERHIAET
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(ZRFREI D332 FIRR CIRERME D D2 IE D3 E LT E B 09 B A RIS i ik 55 28 3
B Tl o T E BT EAR B TR E 720 Y,

PEHIGROMICE B 25 LT RN DHIEDFRAREZOMINICLHZ
Wi A2 B 8T DM ENH D, ICU AEHOEEBF TV TIAE LT AP AR
JETEDIEEMNI R T, AN 7 Va3 — VR BB L Ch | B3RS LT

B OB R RAEME L EIE DR AR TRRERO R -T2 THWMEN D
% D, ARETCIL, x5 L7072 270 Bil0H 6 EBRIZEFERYYEL A LTZDI 7%,
B MAEIE 1% 7220 o7, FrELEE Fm R I L= AME KM R
fERIEZ IS ToDIZ ARTRME D DX FEZ R LT W IAZBEZ L . HOFEES
R 2 =0 CTT bW ITRBRATE R G LT 52 LT, RSN TELET
s 3,

T2, BITEIZ CQ, MREEMED U HERR NI KL CUARZ R T 13 ) 035
D IRZAATIZED | B D F MIERE DRI DX TER Ao TS D%
colonization DFEE | B-D-7 /LA 728 DA A~ —T72 8 OFARENR R RS0 T
%o ZDIZOARFGTIL ICU ANEBEIZBITDIE EOVAZE IR RDZEET D,

BV L R MEBNT LT U AT D4 #1210 BE 5 BT I8
BN RCRIME M Z Ll L 72T 2 & MU LEGABR(RCT) I ZIFE A EFFAELZR Y, FEAF
BRI BBE ARG L LTZ ICU AN BFFITKIT 5 RCT T, B VX DES ., ZlFgs
2 PIEEBRBRREOR IZEIVRBEED DX FENAVAT BE L, B 77
R ANCIDRREI I 5 OF AR L7228 9, R E LU TRRERAVIRIFIZLD 28 H
FECRITEFE LR T, DFED VAV R FIZIVR IS o P FREDFE L 2 R 9
DT EIZAIR IR EZ RN RIEL T D,

BUEMTZETIZ, AFER ICU THIEE TR G OIS Z m ) AV BETIT o To i & 08
D, Faiz & MNL, VAZ|ZFES&7 )V a)>' —)L (FLCZ)D TP E-CFE 8 HIH)
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ZATOMME A L | Bilf2 COBREAT o7, MAERDFEKF-L LT, )72 FFfil%
2% ICU M1E, b) ICU AZEHZ OO LG 3% 5 E 213 DR T A L AF
ANz IR LT, N TR (=48 Ief]), Migde b, FER . A7 AR EH (A=
7 HIEIPAN) | FE iR EE | seg &I A (A2 7 HELIN) . @96 2 DL %
729 &I FLCZ O FPRIEGE21ToIr AN boTe, PRI G- F ki EE T L s
ARTE LIS 2 I DX ME O AR NG EICK T LA (1000 BE M0
3.4—0.9),

YRGS DR BEME D > P X FEZ W 957 7' o —F &L T, Ostrosky-
ZeichnerH®1%, KED6-DDICU, 597HBE DT — %W M NTHRFTLTZ, SESE 2
fEBRIA -2 2B o CTRRER R R L 7o R ZHIE H &L T, AN TR (48H:#[#H] LA
B R G (ICUASE3 B LA ( 3)HDEAIRT A AR (3 H EAN) 2380, 72>
FA7 (70 LAAN), TPN (3 H BAN) | Mg HT (3 H LAN), d)AT wA R (7 5 L) |
DHIBIOBHLHEGE ARIE L U FIEDRES0%, FFRES3%E ., i B VEIEIZ
eHELT,

Hermsen®”(%, Nebraska Medical Center (NMC)/L— /L& &R, % % DA AEa4
H UL EICUIZIEIEL 723524 DIRE T — 2% W Tl R I IR T L 72, 2 O

R DR HURE R G (ICUAZE3 H L) | )L ERIRT A B & (3 H L) 1T,
3) TPN(BHLA) , A7 AR EH (AETHRINOAEIHEZET), e) ICUAEET
DABEHIR O RS ICEDVAZRN T RIEMED P HIED BN I T D& X
84%, FEREIT60% ThHDHELTZ,
Harrison &/ Fungal Infection Risk Evaluation (FIRE) Study O722>C, (KA E =
—IZdD 13 WrgEEREL. ERA 2L ¥, falRE 7 oRHEiL, 1DICU A%
IRF, 2) 24 IFfEI#%  3)3 A% 10 CRHIL . YAZ IR - LU CTFAl, TPN, HEE A&

FEHT . BCIME . AN TR a5 B2, BEJRJ% . Acute Physiology and Chronic Health
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Evaluation (APACHE)II F£ 721X Il 227 @ 8 A1 % 217 T\ 5, HIBIRE(c-index)
X Z 0.705, 0.823, 0.835 ThHh o7z, A F U XD 96 HIERF L=, 60,778
HDNET — 2% T, ZOFERRE 7Rl 2 MRREL 72 ), 383 44(0,6%)ZFB VTR
BEME D O HER GRS L. 1000 AZE2YS720 4. 7CHTRRIE I 3.2) Th 7=, BlkiTieL,
AR RITY A7 5 A% 1-2%E AR -T2 356 . 3 ROl b RAFTHY,
YR FEAEDMERUN0.5%)E RFEL DL, B TOIR R TY RV Gl Z T D ED M ELV,
BBEE 30%DBEICTHEGTOILLIELEERD, LML Tk b-L725,
BLRE AU CIXZ O FIRE AFFE0Mb B O i O MAT FiE 2 IV CTRET eSS TRD, i3k
F7AZEENE D L D HIEDY AR F-LHE X THEL X eWEE 2 Hid,

3CHER

1) Hart PD, Russell E Jr, Remington JS. The compromised host and infection. II. Deep
fungal infection. J Infect Dis 120:169-91, 1969.

2) Schuster MG, Edwards JE Jr, Sobel JD, et al. Empirical fluconazole versus placebo for
intensive care unit patients: a randomized trial. Ann Intern Med. 2008 Jul15;149(2):83-
90.

3) Piarroux R, Grenouillet F, Balvay P, et al. Assessment of preemptive treatment to
prevent severe candidiasis in critically ill surgical patients. Crit Care Med 32:2443-9,
2004.

4) Timsit JF, Azoulay E, Schwebel C, et al. Empirical micafungin treatment and survival
without invasive fungal infection in adults with icu-acquired sepsis, candida
colonization, and multiple organ failure the empiricus randomized clinical trial. JAMA

- J Am Med Assoc. 2016;316(15):1555-64.
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5) Faiz S, Neale B, Rios E, et al. Risk-based fluconazole prophylaxis of Candida
bloodstream infection in a medical intensive care unit. Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis
28:689-92, 2009.

6) Ostrosky-Zeichner L, Pappas PG, Shoham S, et al. Improvement of a clinical prediction
rule for clinical trials on prophylaxis for invasive candidiasis in the intensive care unit.
Mycoses 54:46-51, 2011

7) Hermsen ED, Zapapas MK, Maiefski M, et al: Validation and comparison of clinical
prediction rules for invasive candidiasis in intensive care unit patients: a matched case-
control study. Crit Care 15:R198, 2011.

8) Harrison D, Muskett H, Harvey S, et al. Development and validation of a risk model
for identification of non-neutropenic, critically ill adult patients at high risk of invasive
Candida infection: the Fungal Infection Risk Evaluation (FIRE) Study. Health Technol
Assess. 2013 Feb;17(3):1-156.

9) Shahin J, Allen EJ, Patel K, et al; FIRE Study Investigators. Predicting invasive fungal
disease due to Candida species in non-neutropenic, critically ill, adult patients in United

Kingdom critical care units. BMC Infect Dis. 2016 Sep 9;16:480.
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b. Clinical question 35: BRNH 0 VX BRI SN2 BE ORIRIE

P~ —

I P HIKAEDFEALRE T 2 7o OFFREFRAEN S LIX LIEH I S D 23,
SR 4 2 L3O TR TH 5,

2. WU VAT X AMBYEIX. IS H Y F MSESAE D RRILE P it A FE
(septic pulmonary embolism) & L CFD HAL, HHEE CT CILmili: o 254
HiEE 2T ENnE0,

3. BRI O DT VX BRI OB A ARAUCTHEREIEZ W2 & 2
T35 (D

fin
1. BELZE WD S DX BHRSEES NI & & DX

B PHEBITREICHESE LT D20, FUEE S G5 o WP 2R E B
DVEHRRLEE MR 72 & ORTERKOREN DT P H @B LiIZ LR
BHEND, —F, RSN h oD ZIC KB IEREREYE 2 R4 5 2 & 13
THiTh b,

JiE R C U3 O RPN IE SR 53 WA D RAMELC L o THIE L 72RO o Z Rk
RIS OREG S BUR S D M0, —MRITH o ¥ &8 D3RR UE F T PR e g
EARFIET D2 IO THTH Y . I VHRRITEEROICITIT L A ETFE
L7gv, TR0 bR EOKERRGWI D 7 T DGO R T v Y
FREAmEHESN TS, RICITESE (Fr=F—ay) Lar ¥ Ix—

Y THY RS U HRER B D BRME RIS TRV, 20, KUEH
KRR S DT v T F BRI O T IRPUCHTE B IR A 55 R & TIE e\ 37,
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FEIVEEMEEIE CHAT ANV NLZAR7 Y S hay 7 A, A—a)E

PGB IR YT 2D 03, 0 o D AE b HIE S TR EIES o T3

=

b2 < ROTEIR, D - IRE ONEIZZ ), — 07T B P F IO
QuB 2 ok U T2 B A D ERAEMEE BEE I e~ TG IZ A e < ZlsERid e s
2O, BTV HBIC K DMBYYED S IE. RITH P FMIEICAE O BULEME
Jiif# ZE5E (septic pulmonary embolism) & L TR LD, Thb b I I X Offfi
JEGL T MA TR L - T Z DM DS IZIRENAE LD X2, W UF
MFEDERAIAE L LTHREND 8, o P F MRS AL 5 B e P i ZE5E Tl
IR RS-0k . e S O PR gtk 2 T 5

Z OZWHIIGRZ OO MR - LA THEFE 2 ~e 3 2 R 2558 0 b, MLikE:
BTH VPR SNESAICAKRIEDO RN 2B E T 5, TOMEZIICIE
IR PR ENLECTH D, BWEPLORBOARTEan -1 a v
& DEERIDTE 72 O,

K[E MD Anderson Cancer Center 0 20 ] OFIEHIOfMEFET T B o ¥ F ik
T 1%UFEHMESNTND Y, ZOMOHE L LT, ~F—DICU TD 24
OB TR NT, B P BPR[E WIS L < IXRE SR g
X0 SN Tk BE OFRE] (N=77) OfENTCIZ, B P FRiRiL 1 4
LT 9, [EERICKEOEIEIME ICU I TiThbiv: 3 4RO % RIS
Tix, ALFEREERAITOITIER (N=555) 26485 bl 58 MR ve ik
iR (N=1077) (ZI3h o DX RD 8% (N=85) (fifik 64 =&Y — ) LS
NI, ZDHH NWITEE (an=t—3r) LHFrsi, H— 2 EFO
FRINT) D H R EHEE SNITEEEOR G Thivz 19, Dok oic, &

Yu

VAT K D REKIE RS IR D TR Td D,
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2. A vV H BRRYRIE O EHR T R,

MAREHIAFERE D Ty o ¥ 2 WEYE O fE 2 Wi (N=17 : BEE KR4
8 i, BHMgMiAERR 6 1], 5k 3 f511) (231 5 thin-section CT D HE{EHT RO T
X, MR ET R S L TEREEIR S 88% (N=15) L& b E<. TOfhIES
OPERE R Tree-in-bud appearance 41% (N=7) b b TS, F 7o mHIPERS
HISE T1%(N=12), FRIMERSEIRE S 18% (N=3) L MmHMENRZ WV, X HIZJEPHIC
halo %19 ground-glass opacity I% 33% (N=5). Air space consolidation % 65%

(N=11) , 5EI(Z )73 % ground-glass opacity 1 35% (N=6) T& - 7273, g7k (N=3)

SUESCEEIEIE. (N=2) . 229l (N=1) %23 DEENT D eholc D, BLED LS
2 D E MR XS R 2T 50, &b 2V EGRET R IT WD %
RAEEETHY . ZOFREND B DX DOMIEEOKF T IATHRERE TH S
ZEDTRBEND,

3. BIERLRE WD DA v DX BRI SN EOES

WEIRSOKOE T O T o P BISRIE S D Z 23, FOEFKE LT,
JRIRE AR O N TIER BT 2% (ventilator-associated pneumonia: VAP) Tk
OISR RE KPR S oV X RIS S BE (N=68) Tix, &SN
oo fE (N=206) & LT, 14 HEIHOIET R (P=0.02) <°, 28 HLIAD
FETEH (P=0.007), ICU TOI LT (P=0.005). PN TOILTHE (P<0.001) 23
AECmroTlz, £l NTFFREEMERE (13.0 H vs8.7 H. P=0.01). ICU ¥
FEMI (17.3 H vs 13.0 B, P=0.02) CARZHIf (90.0 B vs 36.0 H. P=0.0005)
LABICEWZ ER@MEINTND 12,

ZDOMOEME T, 2 AHL EOXERNFEZZ T IZEET, AP FROR
EA~DEED, FIREIC K D VAP OFERE - A ¥ S 5 AR R~ 41T

345



W5 B, FE 72, ICU T 48 FFLL EAUAE NI S V7 ER] (N=102) OfE Tl
35% (N=36) MHIHEEDOE LG LT, 18% (N=19) MHIEHIC LD VAP K
EANDEEZRBDIN, PEHEEGRZO U A7 BBICHTS L2 &3l
SNTWD YW, ZOXITH P BORIEERS DHIFERGLCIR O T2
BE L2 5 RIS TND

ICU A= OfiliREE (N=385) O FXRUEMIEL Y U P EN i S -
FRE (N=82, 21%) &M S7enso 7o BERE (N=303, 79%) O EiRE Ik
T E D HES BT, MRFIERFICEIEE D = < | BafEE 2 < A0
T\, 72, AR CILBEOFHE (p=0.018). HRKE (p=0.013) <
ICU AHEFOESERE A 27 (ASPS-II: simplified acute physiology score II) 73\

(p<0.001) Z &3, B PH BB TEESNDEREK T Th oo, WL %
OO FFFAR O BB LR PO RIESG . ICU HAEHIZ I 3A B2 72
Nol-, 5228 HEDIT (HR 1.08,95%CI0.57-2.05,p=0.80) . F L0190 H
#%IETE (HR 1.38, 95%CI 0.81-2.35, p=024) I[ZHLHEEEZRBDRN-T=, —F
T, IEEEI D OB TSN T BRI (32% vs 20%,
p=0.018) HL DD, ZTDEMEITITHEEL 222 ENMEIN TS ),

ZIS OMFRIZE TR RBIEME TH Y JEFIELIROND Z LD 5%
D KB 2 B R RBRCZ OMFF DA - 5, BLREA T, KW 5 O

WAoo =Y —a o1l yFre LTRY S 7,

SCHR
1) Haron E, Vartivarian S, Annaisse E, et al. Primary Candida pneumonia. Experience
at a large cancer center and review of literature. Medicine (Baltimore). 72: 137-142,

1993
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2)

3)

4)

S)

6)

7)

8)

9)

Tamai K, Tachikawa R, Tomii K, et al. Community-Acquired primary Candida
pneumonia in alcoholic patient. Intern Med 51: 3159-3161, 2012

Kobayashi T, Miyazaki Y, Yanagihara K, et al. Probable Case of Aspiration
Pneumonia Caused by Candida glabrata in a Non-neutoropenic patient with
Candidemia. Intern Med 44:1191-1194, 2005

Dermawan JKT, Ghosh S, Keating MK, et al. Candida pneumonia with severe clinical
course, recovery with antifungal therapy and unusual pathologic findings. Medicine
97:2:1-5, 2018

AARERREYS REMED O XEOBW - IGET A R 74 AMEREES. =
WYL o O FIEDBWT - IR AT A B 74 > 2013, FMEA. B 2013
AEMEERIED A A R T A MNERER R, AEVEEREIEDBW - 1R T A R
74 2014, HhFAdei. HUR. 2014

Pappas PG, Kauffman CA, Andes D, et al. Clinical Practice Guidelines for
Management of Candidiasis: 2009 Update by the Infectious Diseases Society of
America. Clin Infect Dis 48:503-535, 2009

Shimodaira K, Okubo Y, Nakayama H, et al. Trends in the prevalence of invasive
fungal infections from an analysis of annual records of autopsy cases of Toho
University. Mycoses 55:435-443, 2012

Meersseman W, Lagrou K, Spriet I, et al. Significance of the isolation of Candida
species from airway samples in critically ill patients: a prospective, autopsy study.

Intensive Care med 35: 1526-1531, 2009

10) Wood GC, Mueller EW, Croce MA, et al. Candida sp. Isolated from bronchoalvelar

lavage: clinical significance in critically ill trauma patients. Intensive Care med

32:599-603, 2006
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11) Franquet T, Muller NL, Lee KS, et al. Pulmonary candidiasis after hematopoietic stem
cell transplantation: Thin-section CT findings. Radiology 236:332-337, 2005

12) Delisle MS, Williamson DR, Albert M, et al. Impact of Candida species on clinical
outcomes in patients with suspected ventilator-associated pneumonia. Can Respir J
18:131-136. 2011

13) Azoulay E, Timsit JF, Tafflet M, et al. Candida colonization of the respiratory tract
and subsequent Pseudomonas ventilator-associated pneumonia. Chest 129:110-117,
2006

14) Nseir S, Jozefowicz E, Cavestri B, et al. Impact of antifungal treatment on Candida-
Pseudomonas interaction: a preliminary retrospective case-control study. Intensive
Care Med 33:137-142, 2007

15) Terrano S, Ferrer M, Esperatti MM, et al. Impact of Candida spp. Isolation in the
respiratory tract in patients with intensive care unit-acquired pneumonia. Mycology.
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c. Clinical question 36: EFENEREE DO > V¥ BRI S WIEFIZ BT 5
MEEBROEL

P : JEERNN S T v K @R HE
[: FIEEREDH Y

C: PiEEBE L

O : IRER, Ti&
Summary
1. PubMed, Cochrane 7 — % ~— Z f# 5% (2 C [Candida] & lintraperitoneal infection

[intra-abdominal infection] [peritonitis] DV NTFUNDFRER Z 1TV 743 f: DL
BR2MHH 7=, F7-TCandida) & Tperitonitis [intraperitoneal infection] >
F4h, B I OMMempiric therapy | [pre empiric therapy | DN T 32> Tl 14 4D
SCHERZS S dvTe, 0 P F BN 02, 169 O BIE 9~ 5 SCik & 3R L 72,
Z D) LRSI ICARIE H O PICO D% 4 % MAE A L biakih, £ & fig
Hrixs o vz inoiz,

i g

HALE DZEFLIR ED3 0 1 IRMENEIR R Th D . FFREZIZ 1 © K3 e g
f5i%  (spontaneous bacterial peritonitis, SBP) . JEREGENTIZ A o ¥ FMERE B D
MU AT ThD, 2 WK TH 2 IHE 2R FLIHEIEFE R M2 DS A4
T VX RITHEBERICRE SN, ar=t—ra DI ERE
VY, EMEEESEMEE S Tl fungal translocation (2 L 2 &G & BET 5, 2 IRVEME
I DVR LI FAET D 3 IRMENENRR TH I ¥ H TR OIRRE~D B 523 i
STV 5D,
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ii.

T

B2 D EEERR D FRIIARTH Y | EIEENTEG] T 5-53%., JTEZIPE
5 SBP T 33.3-100%., =MEEEIEMERESE T 26.3%38.8% T D & i STV
%o 2 IMEREIREAK TIE 25-60%Th 5,

2

ZEFLYENE IS DI B IK . MEEN O EEIEARGE . R RSN S V&
B SN AT A EER R L ER SN TN\ D, Ll Ly
A BITHILE OB EBEDHEDO —2OTHY, an=¥—rar (EF) &0
ERNDPMNETH D,

| MEMERE DS - X R CHEERZ I E + 5 (D, EEENTEE TIx. HE
RO MERI AR S = 100/ul (2 BERTLL EORTFREEE) | 4R ER=50%, FFAEZEIC
5 SBP TITMEAK DI HERA Z250/uL TIEMEMER DAFAEZ TR < BEV . BEK
s & FEhid 5,

2 URME 3 RMERENER - v VX BRI TIZEEZ L L, B-D-Z N g LD
A A~ —J1— (114 3-5 B LA TIXAA BT B ) BRI & M3 5 (1),
7272 LIRS ASh oD REIAE N R IGS 2R RSP IEESE BT 7 7 U R~ ARk &
VAR SN A T HEERZE &35 (D),

+ ZFRHRIG SR AL A 7 & T O EREUR N b O J1 P X R DRI,
PUE AR OA B TIRRAEITED S0 (K 1)

itz 3-4 HLARRIZHERE R L— v DR bR S e h o P X BlTan =+

—>arydD1 oL L THRERT,
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1. EVENIEYYERE CO D o P X B IEFIC XT3 DI8EN R, TH#
PUE K PUE R 3E B’
PR 7NN P fi
i WD S TR L ™
30 HAETS 4/40(10%) 6/40(15%) 0.45
BB X A4 4L | 14 BLIND 16
- | 1/40(2.5%) 5/40(12.5%) 0.20
R RIE AR
2 IRPERE 2% FELCH 21/97(21.6%) | 9/56(16.1%) 0.40 9
5. 1B
BHRMEOEEZLITIN A, BLTFRER SO HRER . RIEMBZER, A

PrRE BT 2B R CIX RO ERIBR Z B ET 2 (1-A), [EEENT
BETITENEN D T —T VL DkEEITS (D, BE

LEBSHIE R T, Frv T 4 U REEF 1

6. PLEE TRI#RE
B v R OE RO T PGB L TOHEME ZEALICB W T 2 /0
HEAE 2 bbbl akiR . IEISENTICEA L C 3 o BIER (L B EHR 7 7 A xR

REERE N D D, BEIEMER
CILH B IRYE DR A I T GEE 9%,
TW5, E7HREEOHME ZILEIIME SRR
NDTR G DG L 2T o P F IS IR 5RETIE 4%,
L. WFILHEOEWERIR
(xS 2 PRI GITHESE L 22y (II-B),

TIEL35%E LTWDS, L
NZ A Tl ¥ PG R

i
1. JREE

JEREARIE 1 IRIEDN D 3 RIS

SPFRS AL 1 IRE
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Z!% Candida glabrata 73

B/ E T2 (1I-A),

ERTIET7 Vv aty — PG L IR G DO
FHEHRETIT 30% THBRICENE L
%t BHTNaF Y —
77 B RRE

AR TR < ATA

T EE LA DR O ERR S




THY ., HHZEIZLE S  (spontaneous bacterial peritonitis, SBP) <z 51 72U iE I
7T (continuous ambulatory peritoneal dialysis, CAPD)(Z B389~ 2 IE AR A3 AH4 L |
ZNBIT U EMHERR DOEm ) A7 LT D, 2 IRVEIEIRER I TVHLE 2R ALk

S, HESERER ORI O LI X 0 AU S EER Th 5705, FrICTE{L
ERIVEERR CRA N2 TII VA BITBRNERICRE S D8, a8
== a D ENE, 3 RMEMERRIT 1 RME, 2 IREIEIERIZTT 5 Fil
FEOMEEIRRZICE LI HRMEERR THY . A PR OEET 5, HEM
NI R AT DIERIT 2 N2 ORI MERE IS SE & OHIBNIXREECH 5, P IKIC
KT DIGEN DA+ BRI o ¥ AR N b, MEEREGT IR < IE
Ky BRI, IREEREOMAED FRREN M TOI S, £70, MKEEITHE
T o MNETHLN, BETHLZEEZWND

2. Ft&

CAPD (28T D EREMEMEIER BT 2L 5-53%IC k5 & Shd 29, JiF
BEZR LM O BEEMENERER b PHRITRR TH Y |, BN THEIT 33.3-100%, — 4 A
DINDFET I 50%-73.3%I12 &% 5 9, & <IZ, ChildPugh 7 7 A C OIFEZABE R
& TX The Model of End-stage Liver Disease 2 =17 >30 Z A% % & 5 2B TI3E
EMEREIEAR N L 0 e S5 D, & BICH IR PRI S T, FRse v
PR & bhi LT, EERUIE/AUENES 5 v 712K 5 ICU AZED U 27 A3
3.6 fFm ¥,

2 WHERERSSE O TR IR & o P & 8 A H L7z 153 6 (187K B4 69.9%.
R8T 22.9%, MK 4.6%. IR 2.6%) & IEMHB] 254 B g TIE, FETHRITH
BE19%, FEMHBE 9% TH o7& LT D 9, 7o, 481 Bl H v ¥ FEREN I

YD B2 (C. albicans 64%. C.glabrata 16%) Tl septic shock % 40.5%Z
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RV, 30 BIRBENAET3RIT 27% & LT\ 5, s L5H. APACHEI A 27 O
e 2 RMEREREEZ | septic shock, 8 U722 EFDEEYL B = > b o — L RANISE L D
EREBEL TR | P ORBRIIIE FRIE 2 3 T BE L R AT 720
ST BF L U CHULEME Y 3 v 7 2R T AlREERN A BEISE W 10,

3.2

a. EZ

i 1 RMERE RS

JEKMND DA P H RO v A EEFR & LTl S i, PLERES
WOWNG & 72 % (1), CAPD (231 5 MRS T, PHE O B BRI = 100/uL
(2 WL EOIrEEE) | I ER=50% THIVUTEER OFEEZ R G S D, F
7o TFRRZE AL O KRR E B MEIERE A Tl KK B OB E O & JEKD4F
HIERAY 250/mL X Db DL EFRIN D, BAKOEEEZIT,
ii. 2 M, 3 IRMERE R 2%

FA ORI AR, BRI DRI M OEERN~D N L— ¥
B % 24 B LAN O R b OBFRIRE I 230 H S 0 D BRICITE EMEER R &2
Wrand (D, LA VX BITHEILE OFEMEDHED —H>THY, an=
B—rar (EE) LOEMNDPLETH D,

b. &2

it 3-4 ALARRICHERE FL—r ok bt SN o U RITan =t
—ar D1 DL LTHREN, &2&T D, BD-ZNA LI EDONAF~—T
—ROHE G ZW A E T DI L VBT AN ER S L), £io. B-D-Z IV UiE
RERESE T 6 L OB TN B O BFE D 54%-61%03 5P & OWES, iit: 3 H
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VIRIE B-D-Z7 V0 5 HEIE 25% MBI T o 7o & DWMED O D RN LET
H2 1314

i U HIERERDOIRY R R
RV RZHETIEIO PRI SN THEBICHERBEEZITH 2 & 13H#t
HEEKOB SN RES

N5, .+ HEBZAMEIERR TOW TN OO0 P Z RO O A T

TS BRI TOFUIERIC L DIGF ISR

MeEZW L1372 53, Kwan & WIXH . +ZfRGHAEEZ D 8.6%ICEE R
HEN T8, HE ORI CRLBEITY ORE R BT RN L HE LT
WDIED, 48 WA O T 38 A= DTEALHEIRIG SRR O JEE R (2 I T Al
SRS T1 o 2 203G S T B~ PIEE RO GI33ER G- L ik L, 30 HFH
DEIELEHE, FFRROLENE, BIGRRICHBEETRW 19, I 512, HbEESE
I X2 Fii a2 T BB W TRINCHE R E O K 52 2 T 1o BF OME T
b, TEFE %, 30 HEOMmAREE, NERENIREIZ A £ 72 13 E B MUE OS2 AX
2 1, TR AEDH + BRI B T 20 U X ORI Tl
YUFIEIRR DY) A IR, Eo, itk 3-4 B LARRICIERE B L — O8RS
B EhEh P RITan=F—a D 1 DL LTHREN, BEHIZHEHE

AT ORIG LT BN,

il AR ) A B

) A7 BECIEBRER TS T o DX BRI S BRI v Y F E R
ROFIED U 27 H &< 720 | FEE#EIS & LT, B-D-Z NV 7 EDAA F~
— I —RHEE B BN R D 2 LIS K D I EROMIS B BT D 1Y,
B-D-Z NI L Nx T T X DERE & REREN Y & e L CAEYEE(= 80pg/ml) LAk
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TOREIL 65%., FrEE 78% & @ LT a9,

2 HEREIE A B W TIL B REIC L 2 22 4L, (b FRES O 22 FLIEIEE . AR E
BNZBT 2B AL, TRIEBR AR, SIEVERGIR B CIiT ol o P X IR D Y
AT IR, BENFEIE D JEES T > P X B S RED SR T HRIL 48%I %t
L. FERHEET 28% Cdh 0 BENFEA D ZEAMEREIRIR TS v P H IR D U 2 o
EHESNTND 2, L ICUICEBIT DU VX IERAK TIX, APACHEIL A =
T =17, ABEREORER AR A EESHALE RO RERRESE . I8 EIE PR R o B BE
WZX D X OEBEI RN YV X EERICE A TEDO Y A7 LT
HIED> 2D, 24 FEF LAPNIZIRIE DS AR S AV TW R WEEFLMEIEIR R & 1 o O HIEIR
ROV AT L7pH L LTND P,

3 RPEREIE S CITEAEHSEMEIER | RO E ZALSIBERES RN 21L& Y A
7 Th D, DMEBEIEMRER ORI CTIIIEIEAN T ¥ F G T 35%I2A B, 4B
UL 263% THho7o L LTWD, ZOHFT, SHEFD 1/7 I E IR T
b, AT 56 FITCIIREEORHEZEDICHEREOIERZZ T TEY .

BT U HEEREOY AT OA v Xid A U A EYET 12,5 (2.0-
52.9), HIEHEIEHRLL 29.2 (4.0-118.9) Tholzb LTy 2, HEFMMERIC
BOTIEMTRICEETLIEKNRY A7 L b2, RERMGIEEFIEZ KR
RERE

3. 5%

CAPD TOEBREMMEIER OIRERANI D T —T VDkETH D, BT —T L
A F T AN EDERRT DD RBHORERMLETHD (D, BT—T LD
KEZATOTHEREEORGOH TRIBEBE LI HE., LT OA y XHid 137
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A RITA U THEEPHRMNSNZBBIZIZE HIZ CAPD 77 — 7 )V O ER A
ThHdHERLTND D),

RIFHKE LTV ar Yy —, x0T R R afby—L, TLAKRT
Ui v BIRERAL 70y P UBMERFBETH L8, 70y by dEREN
BATS BRI T D3, LA R Lo <0 BAEE T8 2 MR B 5, i
FEOFEIZ X DI R R L i Lo iE 132 <, 7 a Yy — A~
M:Td % C.glabrata <° C. krusei DR HFFICIZF v o F 4 VREST AT U
v B IRERAIOEE it 5,

CAPD TR CITIAFEMMIT Ve &b 2 HEOPEFEKIGR 2 HER S
NDH 00 LY RIICKRENLETH H55603% <. CAPD IZH1T 5 162 #ilD
BEMEMEFER OWME TIEH 7 —7 LV OHRET 88%ITATHiv, FLEEHIC K D155
IR 15 B (6P 5-26 H) ThH D, UL, fEAR R MBOENT ~DBATIL
TA%IZ Y, FEEHRIL 9% ThHh o7& LTND 1D, Fio, io#RETH, 70 Filod
MR ORETCTIL 70%3 0 > X B TH Y | FrEREIKOE 513 4~6 HE[H

BT BTV AN, FELEHRIT 44%I2 KN, CAPD ik T 72D 37%I2 & &

I

FoTND 127,

2 ME, 3IRMEREIERICIB W CIERBR D X 912, BREEOBREZAITMZ .,
b5 RIER b & T BRER], RAEVERGIR R BE BT DB ZRIL TN
CHNEERE Y AT HETHH IO RO EREHBRAE ZET 2 0LEN D 5 (-
A), PIEFEIKOBIIIGENICIE C. glabrata N LI ERTH D Z &b, F

YT CREEE VRIS D (A,

4. FE5
a. 1 IR R
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JEMEEHTICRE L C 3 R0 EAEA L —EER Y 7 £ A BB RGN & 5 273,
CAPD (2B T 2 EREMEMIER O PRI L CE 7 v a )ty — AR A A2 F
BAEGRRESNTND, 7 ¥ SRR W THE R G R
AEFrOFREGEZ A UTEBRIZ LR OEE & el U o O F GRS 2 38 0E L
RWEBEEICBWTAERNEWE LTWS 2, =, FERkic7Lraty—Lro
BHOMFTYH ., MEMEERS, 17 —T VOO, b RV E RO D
BEIZBONTI, fiEEoHRGHMToRA TV a Yy — g EICE Y | BEEN
REREAR DFEAENTFER GRETIL 6.45%I2%F LT, PRIRGIETIZ 0.92% & A EIK
TL2ELTWD O, L, FLCZ DEMMNT V) — VI D72 53 2 AT REME 3
o5 32,

b. 2 ik, 3 RIEMEIER

HILE ZFLIZIB N T 2 O EIEA L il 3339 il O BTkt O %6
PEHALE ZRAL E I3 A TR 2 1 O Ba Tl 737y — o TG o
HENE LAV HLESRBR Clx, 7 a Y — A BEOBED 15%, 7T REEOBRED
62%\ T AWM &, BREIC T )VaF Y — BN Dot £ B
PEDELE ZRILE T I I E RS A2t o 7 v a Y — G T 4%, 75
TARBEL 35% CHRICTZ NV a S — VR R T —T VR E G
BV HMIEIXT TR VMR & &g P, BERERAMERE TIET LS
V=PRI E L IR G O i TIX B ERGUIE DR AR ITIGHE 9%, xR GHE
TIE 30% THEIZIERWE LTV, IEFEEO TG OAHEORE S
TWg DT, SEEAMRER I L OURYE U7 cxt L, FHiES &
DNEA DA B E TR RO 7 a Sy — B SR B IR Y 0 R AR 1
IR L7223, FETRICETRVERESNTND 9 LirL, WIhbBEDOE
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d. Clinical question 37: RD 0V VX BHIBRE ENTZHEORIGIL?

Summary

1.

E#IR 7T —7 VHEERBE CTIII o UXIRIE, BMEERTHDLIN, By
BT & D IR ESREGFEIE I R LR D 720,

BN D o VA @it S Bh . £ < O%EEH (colonization) TH
D=, BYE o2 A8E, R T —T NV Bk A E i, AREX
BTV, BERER R 5,

JREFEFBMR T X BRI S, BEKELILCTICT, BERE,
KERE, IR, [EMEE LEX. BLOEREEKSGEH S, REMED
UHIELZWT S

BEREMRMED > VA IRIT, BEREEIGROBEIS & 72 57V (IV),

SEEME D o DX IR TH B v D H ME e EORFREMEY DV R 7 L7 b | R
FEA~ORIEH)FH, ek 8 IRHARE IR T, fiEEEIC L 50
WAERT 5 (I-A),

PRSI TR EME Tl B v VX RITIRBEIEGR E L CTIE RS U X R
12X % colonization D 1 73 fT& LTE B x, MEMALO N ¥ X & colonization
ROMLIE B-D-Z NV H MEESEICT YY) v 7IRIEAB 2 ) (II-A),
HEKIL, RICERICTFEL, WEEEL B LEREFIEEZT, B
HERIZD X BBIRK & 70D T EMBVR, T ALV RER E B R
L%, EWEERITHE LICRE LRMaE o MO SN D, REER
OHEER), FEREN) B PR RN EEEROJRIA & 72 v | gk oK HERE R
RNt 72 E ORERIKTRE L U A7 LD,

AR DAY 27 BFENTIS T 2 BIEGNME D o ¥ FIROBRE Tld, Bz R

2/
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X7 v aF Y —)v (FLCZ) &5 5 %475 (1), conventional amphotericin
B (cAMPH) D@ O JREFE H 7 — 7 Vi b OB HeE X PR E TIFHESE L 720
V).

9. SEMEMES Y HIRIE TITIREROAENHIVUX R LT —U %179 (D

10, JRECHNITBIEF 2 — 7 LA T MEEW TIIKESRANEZ 21T 9
(I1I-A)

VL SEGME D o P X RIED RN T o ¥ Z @ikt mEiX, 7rvaty —u
(FLCZ)IZ & 5 2 MRENHLE N D (1), FLCZ K& THNIT
conventional amphotericin B (¢(AMPH) 0.3-0.6 mg/kg (£ 7 /L3 k<> [5-FC)) %
R L LTEET D (1-A), cAMPH (AR & CTH RPICRIKER
(6 D AR EEER T RE T 5, Liposomal amphotericin B (L-AMB)IZ & 1
BATHMERCTHEA T RE TR (I1-C), 5-FC (XIHEMHER DR H 12 i BEt
SNDHAN, B I L LS SHERE L 722wy (II-C), v 7 ¢ U R3HEIZ
PREATH D72, ARMEZ R LICHE BROA D (I-B),

12, BEERIER T, FR-CHESEE AVt (), sidoREFHEKEE &S
(I, BEF 2 — 75 ORI cAMPH (7K 200-500mL (Z 25-50mg)iZ & %
JRETHEE (-A)Z1T 9,

13. JREE R D EATHREG LM ik MR O 4 R ERIB B3 2 BV T,
1 Y HMIEFNZ 1T D MATHEORFEEBTRE A LD, 2D X 5 IiEf]
TIE, BHIREROFT RERIZZR S IRPBITHEOR W R v 7 1 R HK

R L-AMB (+5-FC) HfEHFIEETH 5 (11-A),

o
RIS T 2V ZIRBBHH SR Z 0 v DV FIRIE L W5, 0 D FIRIED
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VR 757X —X@n, ik, BERP. IR T —7 VRE, P,
ITOANBRILEZR E T 5 Y, FHCRMIREED 7 —7 /WEG CII R &R T
b, LINLA Y VHRIEDS L OYAILERE (colonization) (2 K 2 MESEMM: 7
YUMIENZE A ETH VIRINED U F IR HIRAI D 720,

1.0 JR S EHAIE RIRR IZ R A 1T, S Y & colonization 0 (KB ReJEGYHRAL D RFAE
ERHBRZR N 10, G > TRICH LB ROIAZW & L UIBER E 7213 CT 230
W HAL, BRSO OKEE, IR, RUEMEE R R, B X OEREEKRORHIC
D2 o Y,

2 DB RIEDZ < I colonization T 572, ETIIREN T —T N7 8%
WET 27 LCHREZRE LFHRELT) Y. BREIC T X BBRKRITES
NTGE TR, REEYYE IR 3 20RO A S Rk O B2 W 12 TR
T ER, WWRAFH R E OFE L MR L, T2 OB E IR B U8
SE & ZWIT 5, 16> TRNO I X BB SN2 TR D P&
JiE & OBWHIHIR T RO A LB WS DA L RERICZET
DMENRD D,

BESEfENE D o A PRIED S 1ZH VA MIEEFI &R S22 2R mbh
TN GE S5 TE L A EDGEIIERME T 2 ZRIEIZ L TIRTRR D2
FUIHEND, Uy Ue s BRI AR E N CIIEBEN R IREFTE A AT 2 F01%
< FEMGA 22 1B DHEDE & 5222, I BRI E BB 128\ T B R 22 TR R 03
HELE S U2 25 BBIERME D o O ZIRIE & TR D T BB DHI25% 03 J1 v ¥ Z IEIZ
Biehotz &V WE S & D2, BIEWGEME T o ¥ X IRIEBRFE O IR BRI v
VHMIEDFEAEFINFENZ &R REINTE D220 [REBAEDOEMFTHIZI
TIIFEBARIGRE P HERE SN D, ETPIRIERIMER BB BT 50 o VIR

JEIZIRIEIEGL & L CTIER L v P X BIZ X DeolonizationD I & LTE S
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A MEBALD F7 - Z @ colonization CILIER-D- 7 )V AMEEBEIZT Y v T
BREBZ72HD,

FEBMET P ZIRIE & LTI BB RNDIZE AL THLR, $NICHE
JiE B YL C & D KUEME R o B R 13 D00 MR, A B AR RS B BR SR PRI Y iE
ERIER T2 ENH D23, BRI O R B EYYE & FERIC EpEmgec
&2 N3, MRS B A h BRI B 1T W T, 7 U X IUERIC d51)
HIMATHEORFEEMEE IR L LD L 2 nbdb v W ITRE RO MR 2R
DY, EEEKIIEMIC RO 6 5 N EICE RIT/FE L, R EBEE % B
UGB X 2973, HREERII I A RBSRRE 2D T ENRZV, T A
SNNFNVABIRESRK E 0D, BEFEEKITHE UZRE MRS P F D
SR S5, IR R ORGSR, HERER I OREIRIF S EEERO IR & 722 0 | /i

WO ARE R RGBSR S ORERIKTEE L Y R 7 Db,

AR D/ NA Y R 7 FEBNC 35 D BIERENE o & PRAE O BRI LS 1 & 7R
X7 va) Y —)v (FLCZ) &% 5%175, BEDOREEEN T —T Vb D
conventional amphotericin B (cAMPH) % F W\ 7= LTI 122 < D& — R 72 %)
FLDPRBD RN DHELE L 7203,

FEMGEME ) 2 Z PRIE DRI & BARRICHIEE R Z AN 223, FTRE CTh TR
Wy Cd DR T —T MdkET 5, 7va) = (FLCZ) TGRSR I
SLEICHEE SN 728 3D SEGEME D o X RIE ORI E T 5 39,
@ C. albicans, C. parapsilosis, C. tropicalis 72 & T&H#UiX FLCZ (212 & 5 2 MR
BENHERRE SN D, cAMPH IXIFE A EDH P Z TR L TIERMER D VD | 2ol
IRTBERR D MIC %8 2 2 JRHPIRIEICEEST 5700, (RAETHL I VX IRIED
BRIZAEI THDL Z PRI NTWS 3, 7Ly by (5-FC) bERFIC

EHARDPRE SN D7D L < OB U HFEITK L TR RIEMEZ RT3,
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M R IXE L L5 < #E35E L 72\, Liposomal amphotericin B (L-AMB) (3R H 1T
PMERTHEHAT RE TRV, Fx 7 ¢ URIBTRFBATH D2 P F2)
PE R LT EDR o2 — N ThH o ToiE b RERICH D 7o DB 5Tl
[CHENEDR B D LT 2 72\ 340 55T FLCZ ARIESME S 2 WO 7 v
U HJBITH L CTIX cAMPH 0.3-0.6 mg/kg (£5-FC) Z UKL L CEET 5, T4
C.auris NIRE D SN/ L WO JERRENR RSN TV D, DL ITEMIE
EEOTND Z ENEL THARDZ ENZ 04D, cAMPH 12 X 2 BB
—WFHINT T o ZRIE % i 3 2 S EUE AN TR S 2 2972 FLCZ itk
T % C.glabrata <> C. krusei 72 £12 1 2 BEIR B TRV R 0 HELE X G 345,46
RINEARZE G BRR . B L ORERE O AIIHIEEKICMZ R L — U040
FHOEIER b ZET 5 2D, HERIIMISED b2 BRI LB R OIGRIC
W5 PN, SR E T IINESENREOPH RSN S 349, F -
F 22— 05 DAIR cAMPH (B 7K 200-500mL (2 25-50mg)(Z & 5 JRpTieE (111-
A)bBRET D 0, MATHEOREFEMEERA TIIRTBATHORWF v 7 ¢
FHER° L-AMB (£5-FC) HEMAFRETH 5 37,
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P~ —

1. BRI ORI D ¥ FIE DRGSR U 2 7 3B &
VR D0, PRIRIEORIE, EIRGUESRE, MBS = &1
EBEZDMENDD (R,

2. WFBHEOREG S Y 2 7 IEF O PRI W TIEE —Ic 7 ra )ty —n
RSN TNDD, Fx 7 4 VREBRRICHND Z B TE S, (D,

3. IBMEICERT 2 PHitEREIEO R G- WIH X 2~4 WW@%&LWﬂHM

4. NEBHETIZ, VAZRFOFEIZLSTA2<E S 4 BEIZTPUHE
ki %, (-A),

5. BElEBALCIX, REMD D HIEDO ) AT RN D DA ICTITERET O
(II-A),

6. UMiE. B, BIRRR TIE, REMD L O FREDO TR A SERICIT O 2 &
ITHELE X ey, (ITT-C),

376



* Blilgds Z L OB P ZIED Y A7 RF- & TG

Brtilgds o | mY A7 KT TP #5511

A

JiT ik MR, AT 7 v 3 Y — )L | 2-4 8
MR FENT 2 B3 5 B HERE | 100~400mg /day U 2 7 RFH3e < R
i X )XY T 4V v fikise
KM (40 HALLE) | L-AMB Img/kg/day
NEAE 22 RV
MELD Z =7 30 LA E
R A

/NG 777 MERAE, i | raty—n ARG 458
JE T D P Tl
g DA

el E KL —v T ar S —)u N
AR E
PR

N RIS A 5 A A

Jiti HOLERIR D 7 — T VR B
BAVRIRE

Limitation

1. EEE&GSBEE ISR 2 PHHIERESO RCT (3472 < EXBEE ¥
—Z LIV VA REBERATG N R > TS, RKEBWMFEZOTA T A
Th, REMFEOHEAN OB Z b 7o ETiER & 2> TV D,

2. AARENTEEl B OB WKL T OBIGIEZ A L T2 AT
VY,

i
1. BERBASRBHEED D U ZITXT 5 FPHEREDE 2 5

(REEPE D U FIEIL, BRI B W) T b AR 0 B O E E R YYE T
b5, MEEEKO TPH&RGIL., BHEBEE 26 255 L35 51k (universal

377



prophylaxis) & . /™A U A7 BEICKHRERET 5 J71E (targeted prophylaxis) 723
b, LNLRNG PRIRIED T GLHEA OG5 B L TE £ » 72 RARIE
L EHIEHDLIWEBHE L X — D IR RS LU A VRSN TV D,
F 7o IR OFEECBE O SERERBIC L o TR Y RV 382 5720 i %
(2T B $ G- D BV A HIWTT D B B D

R, KRERIUEF S22 6 CICKEBES20MRE T 2l Z & OREND
VOIED Y AT RS- & FPHEEO L VA VR LIRS E R LT, B
BEMED D ED Y A7 REmWETEIESREAR & LT, AP, B, /M2 &
NTEY, TOMOE MG TIE Y A7 DS HERR, 25 TR HESRE X
NTWD/NBBHEZ RO T, BRI U A 7 EF] O B 3 B 3K D %6t 52
R
a. fFtE

JFRAE Tl REEMED P FIED U R 7 I3 EWIEFNT 6 LT PR3 G- 3 HESE
SNTnD M, VAZKEFELTE, RICHTOND2HALMOHIN TS A,
MEIZ Lo THETOERN DD, o, PURIEOHIH S 5 ARG 10 HE &
gAY D . KEBE TR Tl 2~4 BB ZY TIE W EDRMEEHL TS

4)

o

PLEEEKDOBIRIZHOW T, WL D2/ & RCT T /L2 Y —/L 100 mg
~400mg/ A & 52 LV | HEBPIEDO THIRRMHZONI L SN TND 3, F
= B RTBFICBIT LT Y —AREOTHEE] 72500 K 27 B3
ICBW T PHMEREEAEH L2 LW EROARAMEL RSN TN 310,
ABTFVVATIE, ZNVatry = TLATF+T VB, Fv 7 4V RE
O TR GIT DT b IR EEEYYE 2 A RIS S5 L ofER#RE S
TV W, KEBMWFEEZDOTA RT74 2 Tl, 7Z/vaty— i, RS 5
e EMTHLZ L, RARKEFRTHLHZ LY, MU ATBEIZBTLHT
P& L CTHIDZELWVEIRE LTS, £, T X 0T 4 VRIEST L7 +
T U vy BIREMAGERBKICE ) A7 BEOTHEEE LTHWS Z LR T
LEEINTWD, —hT, FTARXZF L Jua b~y =L TLhT7xT I

378



B O - RIGHE G L DWLEREIX, ARAERRE T Y HERR SR 9,
b. /NEBE

INGEARIZ 31T 2 TREBTE B K 6h 3 2 BRI 72 Vs | (T IR M
VU ATEDE RN R WO LT TS, Tvaty —
ABHNGND Z ENLL AIEOIBIAHR TELE LTHHRIERTS 4 MR
ITRE LB & TV 5, HILEFRE OA AMEITRER S LTy b2,
c. fE- BB

PERRAE Tl 1B R L —o, MARE, BRERBRERN D O FTED Y X7
ThoreEINTWD, ZNHD U AZRHFNHL5EITE, PHHREN RSN
Tnp L2989, — 5T, BBIICE T D H P HIEDKY Y A7 1TRW 2D T
PG HERE S 129,
d. Dl - e

RENED) D FRED V) 27 K13, BAE% 30 ALIN, IREHTEE O, o+
OFIRD 7 — 7 NV ORE, BREFEIEL SN TS, LLRRs, Bt ¥
—WZ Lo TUL A REEHMIISEISETH D, V—T 1 DO TRIFEIEITHE
I 29,

3CHR

1) Pappas PG, Kauffman CA, Andes DR, et al: Clinical Practice Guideline for the
Management of Candidiasis: 2016 Update by the Infectious Diseases Society of
America. Clin Infect Dis. 2016 15;62:e1-50.

2) Giannella M, Husain S, Saliba F, Viale P. Use of echinocandin prophylaxis in solid
organ transplantation. J Antimicrob Chemother. 2018 Jan 73(suppl 1):151-159.

3) Gavalda J, Meije Y, Fortin J, et al; ESCMID Study Group for Infections in
Compromised Hosts. Invasive fungal infections in solid organ transplant recipients.
Clin Microbiol Infect. 2014 Sep;20 Suppl 7:27-48.

4) Aslam S, Rotstein C. Candida infections in solid organ transplantation: Guidelines
from the American Society of Transplantation Infectious Diseases Community of

Practive. Clin Trans. 2019; 33:¢13623

379



S)

6)

7)

8)

9)

Lumbreras C, Cuervas-Mons V, Jara P, et al. Randomized trial of fluconazole versus
nystatin for the prophylaxis of Candida infection following liver transplantation. J
Infect Dis. 1996; 174(3): 583-588.

Sharpe MD, Ghent C, Grant D, Horbay GL, McDougal J, David CW. Efficacy and
safety of itraconazole prophylaxis for fungal infections after orthotopic liver
transplantation: a prospective, randomized, double-blind study. Transplantation.
2003; 76(6): 977-983.

Winston DJ, Pakrasi A, Busuttil RW. Prophylactic fluconazole in liver transplant
recipients. A randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial. Ann Intern Med.
1999; 131(10): 729-737.

Lavezzo B, Stratta C, Ballaris MA, et al. Invasive Candida infections in low risk liver
transplant patients given no antifungal prophylaxis in the post-operative period.
Transplant Proc. 2014; 46(7): 2312-2313.

Saliba F, Delvart V, Ichai P, et al. Outcomes associated with amphotericin B lipid
complex (ABLC) prophylaxis in high-risk liver transplant patients. Med Mycol.
2013; 51(2): 155-163.

10) Pappas PG, Andes D, Schuster M, et al. Invasive fungal infections in low-risk liver

transplant recipients: a multi-center prospective observational study. Am J Transplant.

2006; 6(2): 386-391.

11) Evans JD, Morris PJ, Knight SR. Antifungal prophylaxis in liver transplantation: a

systematic review and network meta-analysis. Am J Transplant. 2014; 14(12): 2765-
2776.

380



¢. Clinical question 40 : JRRMSEAPIEIZIT AHIEEE TR SIIE AN 2

PICO

PRSI N ASEI I T DRI >V FE
RSO TR G4
CHIEEHD TR 54

O, T, EIEH

Pl —

1.

oV E YA DO E L LR, b P F RO R Bt
Zon BRI RERIE T o IEDTRREMAEIAN G IL-17 YA M A 7 7 I U —D5
R0 Th17 FEO S HEFEREE 2 ST 5,

JRFEMESIE AN RIE I A PR R B EE YW IR & < B o728, HIEE T
5L, 1BMEREEEE s & CRIED YV D d 5 DT, RCT IFFE L2V,
EEEA S R Wiskott-Aldrich JEFERE e EXEMAMIIBAED M T TV DA D
bV, Bl E CICHIEEIEO TINIRDM ThoiL s Z ERZ0 (1T1-A),

PO SEGETT T ML hEk: & &\ o Tl S S b
PRI BT, X BPHEEN o~ 7 0 7 U AEXLA) 2 RFH & 4 B HUApE R4
FEIZHRWT, —RRICIIEREE T TOR T (I1-0), Lo LR EREEG,
FIDHE SV TRV IEEDUETH D,

JFRMERIERDIEICIBN T O X BIC L DG Y 27 Do HFREIE, [FIRFC
ULV A RO EFHIZB L CTOHIBER Y AT 35D 2 ENEL, W%/ 3—7
HEWTA h Tty — e 2 — U LD TRERNIRIM T TN B DHEL
WThs W-A),

381



6. BMERZFNERE Cl3A N7 2> — VO TEHNIRDS, 18P ERIESD o ¥ FYETIT T
LA = VDO TFEENIRNEIA Tt T 5, (1T-A?)

Limitation

1 FEEMEEARIENY, £ OREDEERRK D 273> THLH 720 T 300 FEELL EIC
DIV | ZOREITEAY THY | — o= HDRETH D, P&, WNZZED
BRI D W3Rk~ Th Y . —HTRT 5 Z L ITREECH D,

2. JFREMSOEARAIEIC IR DIREE A o S0 D YR 52 3l 4 B Rifl)
TR LREARERI 720

fiRan
JRFEPESIE N AENT 2019 AEEED TUIS 4338 Tl 300 LA DA F-RETEA VIR S,

10 FREAIZ STV D D, EAETIEARDIE, EATERRE D FHEZIEGRE, T
(RPEAEANASIE, SOPEEiles, et - BEREDSERIEE, BRI, H ORIENE
PR, AARKHRIE, BRIRAE, [RRMESEREREORBRE & 250D 10 FETH
Do £D 9B, HEICRH L TITEEFERDIE, SUAPEENE, S - #REDER
PR, BRI R OO CHRBM AL D L ShD ), ZONEDOTTHS
JEGMEDOFHE, 585503375, EIT T AIROIFC, SR ORFIT X 0 FRER
M BT, FUAEAARSIEICEA L T, FEAMIC B AR 721 Thiu R
PERYSE AL =32 L3720 s, T MR OEF 21E D b OIS AR L, FEAR
HICIE B MO & SO TnD X D~ 7 m 7 ) EICRO T HRIER

G S 2,

nf

TNV RGES IE L 72 DTSN AE L LTI, ABMERRRE D o S

|, IL-17 VA A L OFEE, o 7T IUREOREESS Th17 fla0s VHEbE

g

382



BEEDEN HIVTND, WTIVSRIERIECON U4 L DRI # < K- Th 5 9,
Fio, RS U g 8T D N K DG EMEEEIEI IR CARDY BLHERECHID
NTUND I, CARDY [IFAEME RGBT P Db OFUFIE R b 555+
T, ZHOREIZLY Thl7 MlAO/MUBEFNRLZ 0 | FEGuta s i d, Fio, &
HHHEFEBGUCIW L, BT Y = AL LTl o X ORI B DRI < 7 4
TH KT THY, CARD9 BHIETILZ ORI L DN EE SN D720, St
MR 9, M, EEAOSIEE A RIS AR OEF 2L A bnD
FRERE, X HGHEIEE AT R DIE A1 X U & LT AR R IR IgE SRR,
TEPEPIFIEE, Wiskott-Aldrich JEBEHE, & IgM SEBERE2 & CThH D,

JFSEM SR IEI T TRIBIRIED S L L QR REBNE < | Afr PRI RN
BRGYEDRE < BD-TL D, E-BEEASE AN IES Wiskott-Aldrich SERER
SHYAIREL L GEMEBREA THhI TODEREICB L T, BRERTOR BB
YUEITEDOTRIRE L BboTL B, E0%, PIEREEO TR GHZ < OFa#%
BRAOICHESE SN CTER 0 2, 1B IEAIZEIEE 2 & CRIESIZEAV D d 5 DA T, RCT I3AF(E
L7220,

TSPEREFIEEI I 2 PRAINIR ThH DR STV D DIEA 7 Y —L DT
7F L ADAR— M T PBINARIC & 0 RE B RGYE OERPIERD 0 LU I 72
%2 EMEIBIUTE D (0.027 vs 0.053 F8iE/patient-years;P<0.01)¥, KIEENTEAMIEHTO
aR— N CIEEIZ T0%DEETA 72— UL 5 FBNIRM T g 9, R
U 22>/ —/L=> posaconazole (2B L CIIE 72T —F H3E 0D T a9,

PSR RERIE o P SHEIZ B U Cid, ZEARIC T L DX LISNDORBYSEIIFG Ch 5, 1
REMERTR] STATI1 ZEFUC X DIBMERERIEE o O HRED—_A T L A TIE I 7 V=

F U L BT ORI T T B RN B 5 1D,

383



SR GRS L ZRELIAND T o D RN A R R ClL, T ALV RS
SOMOEFEICE L CHLHREM A~ 2 L3, WHITH L TA hTa)b ) —L=oR
U a2 — U XD TINIRDM T TV B DONBMR TH 5,

ik

1) Tangye SG, Al-Herz W, Bousfiha A, et al. Human Inborn Errors of Immunity: 2019 Update on
the Classification from the International Union of Immunological Societies Expert Committee.
J Clin Immunol. 2020;40:24-64.

2) McCusker C, Upton J, Warrington R. Primary immunodeficiency. Allergy Asthma Clin
Immunol. 2018;14(Suppl 2):61.

3) Nishi K, Kawai T, Kubota M, Ishiguro A, Onodera M. X-linked agammaglobulinemia
complicated with pulmonary aspergillosis. Pediatr Int. 2018;60:90-2.

4) Peck A, Mellins ED. Precarious balance: Th17 cells in host defense. Infect Immun. 2010
Jan;78(1):32-8.

5) Glocker EO, Hennigs A, Nabavi M, et al. A homozygous CARD9 mutation in a family with
susceptibility to fungal infections. N Engl J Med. 2009;361(18):1727-35.

6) Gazendam RP, van Hamme JL, Tool AT, et al. Two independent killing mechanisms of Candida
albicans by human neutrophils: evidence from innate immunity defects. Blood. 2014;124:590-
7.

7) Gallin JI, Alling DW, Malech HL, et al. Itraconazole to prevent fungal infections in chronic
granulomatous disease. N Engl J Med. 2003 Jun 12;348(24):2416-22.

8) Beauté J, Obenga G, Le Mignot L, et al; French PID Study Group CEREDIH. Epidemiology
and outcome of invasive fungal diseases in patients with chronic granulomatous disease: a

multicenter study in France. Pediatr Infect Dis J. 2011 Jan;30(1):57-62

384



9) Marciano BE, Spalding C, Fitzgerald A, et al. Common severe infections in chronic
granulomatous disease. Clin Infect Dis. 2015 Apr 15;60(8):1176-83.

10) Slack MA, Thomsen IP. Prevention of Infectious Complications in Patients With Chronic
Granulomatous Disease. J Pediatric Infect Dis Soc. 2018;7(suppl_1):S25-S30.

11) Toubiana J, Okada S, Hiller Jet al; International STAT1 Gain-of-Function Study Group.
Heterozygous STAT1 gain-of-function mutations underlie an unexpectedly broad clinical

phenotype. Blood. 2016;127:3154-64.

385



d. Clinical question 41: [EHAKERSCRERICEWNT, IEEETFH®REIZE
Rde2

P~ —

1.

AR E RS EETICB W TR D VO, BIET DER1H 0 |
FETC MR FEFERIED RN & 72 0 5 D,

FRARHVE R E I CIMRENED D AEIZS bIcmRE R D,

MR H AR R E VTR 32 AR O R IERICE T 2R U HRED Y R
JRF & LT, BEETON X EE, HEROEERESI. £< Dt
FERTAR, RERIRGEEE . POERIRY 7 — T VREE, AT D BEEGSE. Ha
SREETERRES TN D

B VA MIELAINT, BRI, B, JRISEE, IRNK
WIS, FRIEEENRET 228, ZNHOBKHITENRS Z &M
MR H AR E TR 32 AR O FERICK T 5, RIENE
FET 1T 25%LL EC, M IC K AIREEMERGE L i L s CTh

=
]

C

%

N

o]

W

VY,
LRI K D
5, &<IZHE
PRPERAI A | TR FE B AL DJFIK & 72 D
PIEEEO TR EOMFICET 5 7 o Z 2MLLEGERER (RCT)D A Z AT
R AERERIZB T 20 0 V¥ % G TR BB EYYE 2 ) S D
ZEDURENTEY [FExFY R 7 (RR)0.43, 95%(E f#EH X [H(CI) 0.31-0.59], HF
CAHBZIZENZ2VWEDODOETICEAL T U A7 EREEm AR ST
A[RR 0.79, 95% C1 0.61-1.02], 7272 L. fHfRFEIEERIE/ e & OEMAFEIL 2 ©
DEFRBFIED 2 THE SiL, THRG ORI EN R o7z,
A RN CHUERE TP X 2 oG FFS (F#RERECIRT - -
W72 L) 1, IETHEREG LDOERITIROONR) T, £, WV FED

386



10.

11

12.

13.

14.

ML OHEANTFE D HIL TR,

R AR E RS AERE 750g RGO ARG L Lo A Zffr THHHEE
PG, REEEREEARIEICTT 2P EDIRZ R LT
VWB[RR 0.30, 95% CI 0.14-0.63],

HUSRO M AR & DARIRIE ) o O FRE DB =, FEHI~ DT PE O, TR
IS 22\ T EDBRE DS TR I @R O R MRS T\ D, ZDT
OIS ARERIC IR ET 50 TIRRL, BEED VO HIEDOY 27
DKV EWET A (B 2 0E, HAERE 750~ 1000 g A FEAR 26~28 I A
ATRD Y A7 RF2HTHIEH) 2xtfe LT, FIEERICK D TH&HGE
feExns (1D,
THHRGIZHWLHEREZEE LT, £< D RCT THRIESNTWNDH 73T
VRSN D (D, 72720, 1 BIORBHEEEEZ B S T 7201203 11
Blicxt LT a = O TG 51T O ERH D,

ARBEELE LTy T 0 URENHEEI NS (TT-A),

Amphotericin B |2 & 5 PRI GITLIATHRE S 7203, BIEHANGHESEL 220
(IV), liposomal amphotericin B O TP G-I LTI T —Z 81T & A L7220
(IlI-B),

FERIEFTE IO N TR G (FA AL T L ary —n)id, 28
Bl & i URTERME D o O FERIECIE LI EZ B TV RN E DD, b
[ECOEFITZ L (II-B),

FREEGICHWD 7V 3F Y —)L 3mg/kg &A% 2 B E T 72 BKifElElc, A%
3~4 1% 48 Wil FEIT, A2 S~6 WMIX 24 RIS E S L <ITRR D5
T 5, TPHHRGO/KTERINL, A% 6 M E 7213 N TR D E IR T 7
—T VB EOEPIRENR T T5ETET 5, REMD VX IEDORIE
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PRI DD MERITB W TIEL, PR S OK TR EH 4
UNET D EAIERRTONLWGERH L, MEICESNWTINT 7%
Y OFEFEE X1 F7203 3m/kg/[E % 1 H 1A 1 EERILL BT TIT 9 3, &5
RGN D EEIE R+ Th D,

fERL

A VARSI 1T DR B U FE DR IE, L0 EWTEREE (B R
PEVE) . WMICH AR VT, BRIEMIC K D A A TSR, HOEIRY 7 —7
IVRRTE, BTG ROHLE 2L, BRI REDOENL., RYOmI v U —ik, &
HIOFEEM T (Bl 7 =0 R), o7 0y h— - 7n bRy FRRERK
RAT aA REOMHH, BERERICET 2EEEFNLOh v P F ORI
YUBKRBEROFAEL SHTWD ), ZD720 2 b OfERRIR T % HEA T
% HIEIRTE 1,500g R ORI AERER 255 L Lo EEKIC LD PG
23, 2000 AR 72 o TRICK & O HERAY 2 < FREE S 41TV D,

1. UEHFEIC X D P2 EOFRFERRIL

AR AR L & 2 WIXHA IR 1,000g AT O MK H AR E VT 2 3t B his
WD TN RH B GIC X DAL AR, HNZ < 0T v 7 stk
RER (RCOICHEAS S AFIRYT « VAT ~VT 4 v 7 L E 2 —ICTRGES LTV,
WISEDA T TV AT<T 4 w7 LE 2—YLIRBICRCT DG N2 F77,
DBETO RCT T TV, Lzio T, #Hiicie A XTI E e &
Hr <7,

a. REMD VX (EH) ERER

ek« BRI - FEE A > R DD 10 DT X MMEbEGAER (9 B 7 v 2
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TV = 1 BRBRRT LFKT Vv B URY—L8H L-AmB) (2S5 A 2 fiF
Hrocks e, TEEEO PHHEGHRGICIVREERED X (BH) EIXA
B2 L= (RR0.43,95% C10.31-0.59) ., & < [TEBIKHAREIECHARE 750

g R DIRZ% 5 L U=V 7 7 — 7 O Tl

 PLEREE TG IR EMEE
B RIE ISR 2 L 0 A7z B2 R LT\ 5 (RR 0.30, 95% CI 0.14-0.63)

Systemic antifungal  Placebo.control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study o1 Subgroup Fyvents Total Puents Total Weight M.H, Fixed, 95% C1 Year M.H, Fixed, 95% 1
Kicklighter 2001 2 53 2 00 20% 0.94[0.14, 644] 2007
Kaufman 001 1 50 13 80 125% 0.08[0.01, 057 2007
Cabrera 2002 0 6 1 5 15% 0.29[001,579] 2002
Parikh 2007 16 60 15 60 144% 1.07[058, 1961 2007 ]
Manzoni 20073 T 218 14 106 181% 0.25[010,059] 2007 ——
Arrieta 2010 Q 20 1 0 14% 0.332[0.01,772] 2010
Kim 2010 2 0 £ 7 49% 0.39[0.06,1082] 2010 —=— 1
Mycemir 2011a 3 43 15 91 146% 0.20[0.06, 0DBS] 2017 e
Benjamn 2014 8 188 15 173 150% 049[021,113] 2014 — T
Kirpal 2015 g 18 16 7 156% 04900241000 2015 ————
Total (95% CI) 752 619 1000% 0.43 [0.31, 059] L 3
Total events 47 97
Heierogenaity. Ch*=15.99,dr=9 (F=008), F=41% .01 o1 o 100

Test for overall effect Z= 516 (P < 0.00001)

X 1. HiERFE

) JEFEAERD

Favours antifungal Favours placeboleantrol

BETPIES vs. 77 2R/ TS L AREM T U X (H

KEDOIRDOWSD T o Z IEHEGRERIZH D < A Z fifHT dNzB W TH, 73

T =L OF G HRE I VIREME D O A REIYEE

95% CI10.08-0.51)

b. TR - SOHER - RHIT#
BIKHAERER 2RISR E L7 a3 — 02y PG ORI% CHEIC

NP EIC K DIETRBEA LTe—

W2 L7 (RR0.20,

DDOWE VR H Y | A 2N TIT DT NICH

BEIZEN2WVWHODETICE L TH U A ZIREER 25~ 472 (RR0.79, 95%

C10.61-1.02),
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Systemic antifungal  Placebo/control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl
KicKighter 2001 5 53 10 50 92% 047[017,1.28) 2001 o
Kaufman 2001 4 50 10 50 90% 040(0131.19] 2001

Marnzori 2007a 18 216 10 106 120%  0.88[042 185 Z007 ——

Parikh 2007 17 &0 17 60 153% 1.00(057,1.77] 2007 E———

Arrigta 2010 1 0 1 20 09% 1.00(0.07,1490] 2010

Kim 2010 2 8 2 27 18% 0.96 (015, 6.37] 2010 - . I . =
Aydemir 2011a 8 43 1 91 100% 0.71[030,169] 201 —
Eenjamin 201 4 34 188 33 173 309% 095062, 1.46] 2014 i T

Kirpal 2015 7 10 12 37 109%  0.57(0251.28] 2015 —_—

Total (95% Cl) 746 614 100.0% 0.79[061, 1.02] &

Totsl events 6 106

Heterogeneity Chif= 470, f=8 (P=079); F= 0% oo I]'.I 1rU I[IJ'

Testfor oversll effect: 7=1.82 (7 = 0.07) Favours aniifungal Favows placebofconiol

(2. GEEERS TV v 7 TR TR L R

BEACHERG A . FEFRMETEALAE 2 AL, NN L, REVEREEE, &Ml 7 &
DEPER & ABHIRIC BV T O EEER G X DM@ ool +9,
BT %BMEES L oD 7 v 2 MMERER 10TV TR B T #1022
IO Lo T,
. AEESR - ML
TN AFY =B BN LA D OIS RERE 21X L & LIt A EFRE
ROMAERE I ERIA DN T 4, Eo, HRMERICE T2 U F
J& D HEHITPE(LIZ DN T B AL TUV R,
d. FPRIEE &S ik
BHLE 72 5 %< DWFFRIZIHWT, Zat ) — L x4E% 6 B E I LI
R LER S T — T VBB EOEFIRENKE T T2 E CTH&E5T25)
ERERA SN Tz, BEMICITRERICEIT 2 7 v 3 — Lo KpyEie)
HEE ST 3 £721% 6 mg/kg/El &A% 2 £ T 72 RIS, A% 3~4 @I
48 HFE AR AR S~6 AL 24 Bpf g (S b L IERE G S Tun,
I RH R TR GICHWLHERE LTT ART U B VAR Y — LHA|
L-AmB 5 mg/kg/[FlZ i | FE5-9 5 7 &7 2MEiRER DX, BEM%ED v U XE
WO ITRITA LD LN oo, DRETIEZ Vva Tty — Vit E 2 B &
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LCINT7 7 ¥ &d PRG3R & U TRIT 2 sk Z iy 203 1210,
RCT 12 X 2 HMERCLZEMIIMEES L TiXn ey, L L, @IEHAEREIRIC
BOTEREBEZAUF Lo EGN, 7 vaty — i THikh Lz
D18 FIH 7 (38%) MBI BT 7 X ETHEG LI O 21 Fld 15 41

(71%) 12§D Uiz b Sz 1, 2014 42005 0 2 ISR 2 AETO
TUr— MREICL D &L EENE G 128 fiaXH 55 ik (43%) 2B\ T
AR T 2HEEEO P& G MTbTWe, 7ra)ry—is LT
T AT NS = E AW N 35 E LT IRWTI DT 7 KN 16
ThHol= 1,

Tty — o 1 SR 3, 4, 6mg/kg/lal & HFZERI TR LD, FOH
BPEIZBWTHRGRICK D EZRTA LT RN W, FLEEICERENRITH
X, ZeMEZET DL 3 mgkg BTPUHRGICHWEGEE LTRSS,
TGV 2=/ ZHOWTE, 1ERDOIEYENEIZ)S U 7o G-RIFE 5 2 [
HAZEHE L THBIEHAREIRORIEME D o O FREOFRAFRIZEbIT R, T
LAREH 9 STERNDIRVHIENCH - T T2 HERH D 510, T7raty—u
6 mg/kg/[01 &3 2 [0 T 6 WM& 59 5 L2 B LI llgaod L7 & bkt
kR 10ThH, REMD O XIEORD DI SN TWD, —F, &I
BEHLEAZT ICL DL, 28 B QM) & 42 B (6 #H) OTREIZX
DARBENES 2 & (BEHE) SED RR 1T 0.80 (95% CI0.48-1.35,p=0.4048) & 0.30

(95% CI0.15-0.58,p=0.0004) T. KV ENFRI&EGIM CIXAIMEERDRD
ST, 4 ETITHEIERGE N> TZEEIZHOW T, BEWARBRE R Cch v
VARERENOIIET DRI 4 BB H V15D Z EREIT 6TV,
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2. FHERINEMEERIC &L 5 TFhikE

MEEEO LB G L 2 A FEMICHEE LT, FFRIEREREEOK O T
Bk G5 LB E T s, o0 T v & MUkl (3 RERN A AL F 2,
1R X 2T — ) ([ZHES S A2t WIC K% & FLEEHREO TR A #&
HIZ X RINED 2 & (BE) fEITAEICHED L7z (RR0.20,95% C1[0.14,0.27],
U A7 7-0.18,95% CI[-0.21, -0.15]) . T DZRITF A 2 & F o & A= RO #
RIEKFLTEBY, aF Yy — L 2REHD U (BE) E~ORFRITR
DHNRINoT, —F, BEEREIHE~DOREITRD b ol

REEMED V& () EICHT 2EEEORAKRE L 2FK5IZL 5T
e 57 b U725 B D A & AT Tl RR 1.89 (95% C10.66-5.36) 12 CHEFHFAY
RAERIIH LN o7 B DRETIIHERIIHT DA 242 F O 5%k
BT, 2 aF Y =V OFEGESCEEIEIC DN TRE STV ZRNWELRA &
Do
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IX. FIEEEK

1. ¥x o7 4 UV REK

1. 1B

X T 4 REIT, BEICRR RN MaEE D EERE R Y TH D 1,3-B-D-7
NI DEREET S Z L ThREREEZ RS, £07D, NIx L TE4e
MENEEDNTND, BV HE, TAVLTE L AROLFEMIZE LTI
MIC CTHIEEEM: % 77928, C. parapsilosis <> C. guilliermondii {25 L Tl Hif
B MIC 233 9, B PHRICK L CIIRBEICER L, 7 AL E LR E
WX LTI EIIICERL, RV axRey g, 7V 7 hay s xg g, 7400
LR, BEATEIR U CIIMEREMEZ R S 7209,

HAIZH T 5 MCFG DL, OO P HEBEIZT AL L ARBICL D
FUAILE ., PR SR FLADE . (LA FAE . @& M oA 12381 2 7 A
VRN AFERB L O O HIED TR T 5D, CSFG 1IZOA VX BET LT A
NFENVRJBIZ L DR D HNE, BRI VHNE, T ALF L AE (R
T ALV AGE, BIEEBESEMENT T ALV RGE, il T AL Fr—<) |
@EF RGN B AL 2 FEEELF P ERIBAME T H D,

(REWVE T P ZREICEd 5D MCEG (100 or 150 mg/day) & B ART 7 F
(W1 H 70 mg/day, 2 H HLAK 50 mg/day) @ RCT Tik., HahE - LML
TholoZ ENWE I TND 9,

Fx T 4 URIEITREKFEN R IEEIEEEZ R L, 2R EMEET 5 PK/PD
/XT A —H T Cmax/MIC F£721% AUCMIC TH 25 ™, o BIEEIX., EhimEsk
XXy 7 ¢ %3 C.albicans (2%} L T fAUC/MIC >20. C. parapsilosis * C.

glabrata 2%} L C fAUC/MIC >7 LRENTWS Y, E LIZERKRMEIZI VT,
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17 7 % & Candida species (Zxf LT AUC/MIC >3000, C. parapsilosis (Z
% LT AUC/MIC>285 LTk v 19 C. parapsilosis (Zxf9" % PK/PD H
EEIIMtON L PHAEBEL VRN ARSI THS D, Lol, x>T4
CRITEAMERPIFEFICTES . MM AT IV LOFET MIC bRRY 12,
PK/PD (ZEASW G ERGHIRTEWARICHICE > TE LT, & bR L HEN
VETH D,

2. X7 —VREORK

a. MCFG

MCFG 1Z7EFAITH D, EICHFT CYP Lo TR s D, EAMKARIX
99%. FHHIE 10-17 eI TH 2 P, Bt ClIrES T, BHEEICL UERE
BENEYL ZAAN
FEMMMAAEAERZOWTIE, v r ) AR EDOHHTYr Y AZAD AUC 28 21%
FRLEEOREDRDH D,

b. CPFG

CPFG [XVEHAITH 5, MK N-T & FALIZ L > TIERER IR S
b, BAMBARIL 7%, FHIE 9-11 R TH 2 1D, FFEREICIE Uiz B 5%
FHAMEECTH D, Child-Pugh Class B D EBFIZIZHIHIZ 70 mg, 2 H B LK 35 mg
IEEARNE G Lz & x| B D AUC ERIfEECTH 7272 9, CPFG
I% Child-Pugh Class B OB TIIHEFFE% 35 mg ([ZE L TRE5T 5, @it
PrES T, BRERRIZS o GG HInE R,

YR EERICONWTIE, V77 v BV TR I ALY v Tx= b A,
HNNRwEBE Y 277 LY RETE UL CPFG 7 U 7T T U AN K

THH, b EDOPFHRFIZCPFG & 1 H 1 [F 70 mg #5975, 7 1 AR
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V> & OFFH T CPFG @ AUC 23N L, —iat: O REREE LA 1N D 5
TW5, BIEMENERMEE EES S S 558000 L, o =4
Vo7 %% T 5, #7800 AAEOHFARRTIZ 7 2 ) AADIMFPREEET =X

U7 %47,

3. KWEIS & 722 DRYEE, A & DZERUL - Vi

¥y T ORI, BEVED U FIEICKH LT Y LRI LV IR IR
N, ZRMEOH TR = U RELVERLTWAHTD D RIS O X iE
EFX v T 4 VREORWEIGTH D, LLaenn, Bk, RN, JRE~DF
FIEDMENZ &0 190 215 OEL O REYIE DI O E IR O e 5-%
E[E9 5, C. parapsilosis, C. guilliermondii (Zxf L Tl > ¥ &g L 0 sz
PEITAR VDY, LD FTERFHEZ 5 L7 FRBIRIE BN TV D & ) I
N, L, XX T g SRIEFE AT C.oparapsilosis, C. guilliermondii 737
L—J AN—LT#ERHY 1D, v T 4 UREOHEDAR+45H L RK
J >V XD C. parapsilosis & 7213 C. guilliermondii & ¥|BH L CWiUZioHt

HEEOFEMN ZZ 2 2 0ERH D 1Y,

4. BEELRAERACER

MCFG. CPFG LIZAANIHBIEDBEEE DO & 5 BE IR TH D, F v~
T CRIET B Z BN EVIIEERE B2 5T L8 B9 TG
BAED LR OFBILIL 5% LT, ERREWEHE LT, Yavr, 7774
7 X — MIKREE, MHRERETE, SMERIRE . Rt R M AE, B ERG
BERRIEERE, SRR B 5, IS 725 Tl MCFG 1L EHI 22 TSR
A, EHRERA. BMEREL - A EREL - i MRER - B iR, CPFG 1ZE I
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2. 7Y — LR

1. gEmg

TV VR T, BEMAEO L T AT — VAR ALET S LT
MEREEEZ RS, 7Y = VRIEITHBNA FT XA T YT 4 —RNE N
D% AAITHTE DFEDN & 503, FEHBENREOBLE G | EEAN - H {4 ZH)
Y B/ ERICERNLETH D,

7 )vaF Y — L (FLCZ) % Candida J&%5 O RMRE R IZHIEETEEZ A L.
FIREED O FREE 7 VT hay W AEICER IS, FATLaf Y —
)L (F-FLCZ) X AARTOR EHENTWS FLCZ D7 a RT v 7/ Th o, Hik
FIETEIL FLCZ L A% TH D, R 2F Y —L (VRCZ) BLOA T )/ —
Vv (ITCZ), =Y —)b (MCZ) IFBERREREICINZ T AL L A4 5
PIEEEE A LTV D,

R FLCZ (35 o VA MAEIT 6 LT BRI L S T&E e, L LAanb,
Candida albicans %1% U & 3% Candida J&Zx9 5 7 ' — /L REO T EFHIE M
ITEREIC LV EWAAL I, FFIZ FLCZ 1X C. glabrata <° C. krusei 72 £ @ non-
albicans J& | IR £ 72 I TdH 5, B o P MSEIZXE L anidulafungin(4
FIARTGR) A FLCZ 5N R RIGFRZ R LT Z e BOROTA K
T4 TlX FLCZ Z#EIRNT D5 Z L ICHENRAM b H 5, £7= FLCZ 13
APACHE 2 a7 @& ebb, EIERE DOV T 7/ — 7T THBIREIRN S
HIRERDHESIN TS Y, —J T, FLCZ L C. albicans <° C. parapsilosis (Z5%}
L CHMNRIEFI L 720 5 DAlRetEd & 5, ZiHT anidulafungin & O FLigEER T
HEPHEN B 2B M Z2 R L2 L2 X D0, BRMDRTIIZEERD T

[AYASA 1)O
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AV aFy—/ (VRCZ) 1, KEEEGEIRERBRIZFV T FLCZ TOIRREIRR
FBNCKRE LT AAT VU B TAF 2 — VEERAI L OIEL DR ST
% 2, VRCZ I%, #IIEIREOA 7> a VB L OV AR—UFEE L TEST D
a3, U MEIC L TR, A FFat Y — (ITCZ), JaFY—u
(MCZ) R°ARH =2F > —/(PSCZ) DA RMEICET 5= 7 o AT & A E7R 0,
DD NF ¥ T ¢ REED Efi Sdv, BANZ T Y — L R IO H]
B 1TV 72 < 725 T D, —J5 C antifungal stewardship” D BLS 2 5 | BRI A
PSRRI T Y — NV RIEEEHTH 2 LT, T LA 7 ANV BYERF v
VT U FRITH URIRSZ R Candida B DI Y R 7 ORI & AN
TX 52 L, step-down CHAENLRORKICT S LT, ME Ob— k) Rl
DLBEMENRI2 L 720 | AAKREB G AIRRICR D TZDIREDOEFILNTE L LB X
Lbivd,

2. X7 —IVREORK
a. FLCZ B X ' F-FLCZ
FLCZ \ZI3f% DAl & FEH AN 8 553, #E A AID Bioavailability 1% 90%LL T
D, FIEUC L HAENEEOEBNIT/ NSV, o, BN pH, AR EOFEITD
720, F-FLCZ IZERAN DA ThH 0 M i 2 BN R 6D 2 7o b D A 573 4
T D, FLCZ & F-FLCZ & bIZEIHMM OKAN S S, BREREIDIS U7
TG EORE NI L 12D,
b. ITCZ
P AAl & ERAN R D D, BEAFNIERRAIE LT 7B AA &R B D1F
WA DY . IR 2 A X > 7R EIEAID TRER] THDLDITHL,
WAL T22MERE) L7 TRY | RIS L > THIERRZR L Z L ICHEER L
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HWTHD, TOHME L THTRARRCEANTL pH IR THAEERS £ 572
. BN pH MEL R 2 BEZRDPRIREZ SO D IZDICHE LR DN, THTH
WHOIRIE TG-S 2 WA O%E 13, BN pH OB 2204, e L ARE
(C X DWIMGEIE M Et SN D Z LB ZEERFOR G2 5, EHRANIWIA -2 H
HiZaf&ET 25 2 & T R E R KA
DRI OZRPGFTE D,

Iy

DI PREEICITVIRRE L 7R 5729 K

&

¢. VRCZ

PEAAl (BEH - RTAvmy ) LEFAIRS D WAL b iR 2 RN
0 5 B TORMKGNBETH S, #HAI T ITCZ DETERA DL & 1%
B2 HROZBIZTI RN bO0, BRI > TRIUK TR Z 5729, 228
BRI %, RROAITIXEREREN 40kg LLEOHA X, F1HIZ 1 1] 300mg %
1 B2, 2 HELEEE 1 [E 150mg £7213 200mg &2 1 H 2 [E & L, BFEREN
40kg R OHATIE, HIBIZ 18] 150mg 2 1 H 2108, 2 H HLAEIE 1 [[] 100mg
F721X150mg &2 1 H 2 [m#% 592, LovL., 40kg UL EDOHETHEEHE T
<, TEHSEEFBRICRERE T2 2 LB b D, ERFITIIHHEIC 1 [E 6
mgkeg Z 1 B 21[E, 2 B HLAEIL 1 [H 3mg/kg £7-1% 4mg/kg 2 1 H 2 [F#% 59
%,

BUE, AITUCE W THIEEE O TIEIME— therapeutic drug monitoring (TDM)
INFERFTRE7R AN Th 5, W@F IR G 5 H BIZ TDM 170 18R
5 N7 7fE=1 pg/mL, BIERABGIES< 4pg/mL 2 HIE L L7z &R 2179,
Bioavailability [ZEVNH DD, 20%F2 S A HFE O AI~ZEE L 723551 A
RT3 25709 FHETDMICLD2MRBENLETH D, EMMHAEERIZT Y —/1
ROPTHRGEENRKE | EARIZIZFHEOHERNBLETH D,
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d. PSCZ

2020 FICAFR T L SN FHHPIEREIED PSCZ TR O AI L ERAINH Y |
L—aVHEETRRE B L OBERARE R ISR L TENEEREEEZ AT 2,
A & BRI H I 1[0 300mg 2 1 H 2=, 2 HHLREIX 300mg % 1 H 1 [Bl#E
T %, KEBLORMES (EU) OFA FT74 0 Tld, BIIFEEFIZEIT 58
MEZERR LR X ORI 5 AR R B O T kb 1 293 1 7 & oD BB K
Ju) 27 PEWEFE T, PSCZ O FPRIRGBHELRES L TWD ™), 2020 459 HEL
B, AR C I ol A R Rl A8 2 ST AT Hh BRI D 23 711 & 4L 2 i ik S R 5 A
FIZBIT HEEMERIEO T L OERE (73U U AJE, A—2/VE, a7
VIOFATAIE, 7 uETTA I a—v A, WE) ORRISHELERT D,
e. MCZ

NHFZBRS & BAZNAEIE ERFID S D, FAANIONED ¥ ZHER L O
BIEH P HIEICHEIGAH Y . 1 [ 200~400mg & 1 B 1~3 mEfEHAT5, /-
FERFNIEISIEC & 0 ARZREN D Z CICHEESLERIE), FE s
EREGL L URT N Y AMIENEZ S ER3d ) BREMIEEZITV ) b
52 0ERS 5, REMEEREBRICET 2= 07 v A 355 E R0 O BLR
Th D,

3. KWV & 7R DIBGUE, A & DZERHUL - T

FLCZ |IBEHCIRNBATIE ML O EEE L0 BN T\ D Z Lnh . B
IRAECIRN 28 (IRIRZE) DIRIFICHE LT\ 5 Z X0, ik L7z C. parapsilosis (2
TRWEINTH D, 7236, BINEIC KLY HEREN LR 5 72O B A & D/
BT R_RETHDH, VRCZITZHMET 2L X)L RIEICE T 55 1 BIRETH 5,

AR U 72 X 9 I FLCZ I2AREAz M % 7~ §- C.glabrata <° C.krusei 72 £ @ non-albicans
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Candida |Zxf L CHHIEREIEEAZRD D Z LR d 5H, PSCZ 1A% 1 TIrme—,
L= VEIZHENE A L TR, WESRMET 2L bR RVWAREET
T EVEIS &7 D, 7T, OFENHERE D > VA REE T U & T DR o ¥ HE
121X, FLCZ R ITCZ ODREROFINETH 5,

4. BEELRAERACER
T VREOEETAREERAEFRIIOERERETHY . 2TOT Y
— VR TRERH D5, REMRLO L LTI, AR (QT R ; L=

(Torsades de Pointes)) 72 & TH Y, T b ORI, B, Frbo.0 = ME)IC
KV GRIRFENZ DT D ATREME S & 5,

FREREREEIC OV T AR TOT YV — AR TN H 5, VRCZ (L)
ERBMEDFBEMED & 5 — 7T, MHIREN G < 70 51% ENTHEREREE O BT
w72 10, REED AST, ALT O LR EIERYGE. #E, RS, s
M7 &3 0 sk TITETHIOHRE S H Y | MBS U THEERERMR A 2 & 1Y
(2479 . BEEOBZAEIITE G2 HILT D5 2 & b BET 20, FRERBRECES
W TDM % AW F&EFAEIC XV VRCZ fifse e 53 e & 72 % O,

VRCZ IZB W TR 2 A ESRR L U CTHRER GEl, ZH, HRmEE, o
T DD, MTRE LS LOBEEMRH L0010 | —iEEo#WER%
W, BEFRINTRIE L, 2 < IIHEREIOFEIZ)ND LT BREMRT S 9,
ITCZ 35 XY VRCZ EHANZFIRMLA & LTIHRIMENTND B-v 7 BT F A K
U, ERERERE S RE CIIERIC L 2 B EELLORNE H D Z L b
VT F=r 7 VT T AN 30mL/min A DB ITE S LD, — 7 PSCZ
HIRFRICIINS N TWD b DD, HEICBZETL2Z L TREMETHDL Z LN
M CEC RS TN D,
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3. TARTY VB URY—LEH

1. gEmg

R R THDHT LAT UL B (AMPH-B) I1ZEE OMIAIKR Y TH 5~
NFRAT ) VICEBER G L, S E 52 CllRICESE 2 E 2 S8
HZ LI R BERNICEE M A BRI E L, L > T, EFOISTEH, #
b 59, B2 WIXREHEEO & OB R e T, REHEED
KWIR T CHO R EEIEH #3935, —J T, conventional amphotericin B
(cAMPH) I HEfEREE, BAERW B L OGRS ZERICERI ST 2 &
MRIE L & TV, liposomal amphotericin B (L-AMB) 1% c-AMPH O #% B {E
MR L ERMEM 28T 2 B CTAIR S 7= DDS (Drug Delivery
System) 72 FIH L7 JEE KA TdH 5, DDS AN L 247 & LT, OL-AMB
FHE D 2 5T 6 72 0,2 2 I AMPH-B 2358 EICRFF S LTV 5D,
DT, RIFEERZ O MLH T O L-AMB AL 10%LL FIZ¥ £ 0, 7D AMPH-
B OHBIIZ BT D DZ LIC kY, BHEREE, BME R L OG0
BUGR72 EORIWERAER ST 5 D, @L-AMB ORLF-£81% 100nm EL F D726
A N BRI A I S AU < < MR LR ZIEER T 2, YL TIERIE
2 L0 IEFEEMENTLE LTV D720, L-AMB I REFSAL T & /MR L
R <, I U7 BB A 2MFAE T 4UT, L-AMB (3 BRI A& - BRI L
THERAT2EEZ26NTND D, —F CHETHEENPEE LRV EHEE SR
OO T, BFOMHIZRES EEX b TS, ZILHOREE, L-AMB (3 HE # &G

BTN LR 2 T 5,
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2.

L-AMB 130 v U X BIZT TR, TAXRFAVRARE, 7 VT hay s g, #
BHEEGOIBEVEEANY VT LE2HT 5, WUV XEICEL T,
C.lusitaniae (ZIFMRESZ MEZ R T2, LGN O BEREICK L Cid, BAF7pszmt
R, ZDD, Fx T 4 UVRBIOT VL RBHEARE R C.krusei, C.
guillermondii (2 & 2 JE&YYEIZ K L CTiX, L-AMB Ol & 725, B P HED /A
F 7 4V AERIZKET S in vitto DIEMEIZOWT, 7Y — L RIS EIE 9
D0, L-AMB R°F ¥ 7 ¢ U, 1FEAEMIC S R LW Z R @E I T
WBT28 9, NAFT 4V BEYE (R — MEG 2 EROLERIRY T — T vk
ThEAR MBTEGE) Tl Hi3A 47 4 LV AEHEOEN D L-AMB O#)E TH 5,
F 7=, septic shock FEFNZRBWTIEF ¥ T 4 ROM AT AR IZE#E T 5
MSE L TeRF TR < 9, gasfE® 2 604 % & 9 72 severe sepsis/septic shock @
FEGICTIE, BHEEER EORFEELZNRERITLD DD, L-AMB OREREZE
BT 2D, T, FEFEMRZA (IRSE, BB, B OAIRR R &) 12 LT

t L-AMB Ol & 725 (£H B S HR),

3. PK/PD, #5-5%35t

L-AMB OHEE/EHITIRERFME T, A0 L & BT 5 PK/PD /X7 A —
Z— T iRE (Cmax) //NEFLIERE (MIC) TH V. post-antifungal
effect (PAFE) BNEWVRHAZ AL THEY D1 H 1 BITORENH#HEIND, TDM
IIARETH 575, AMPH-B (251 5 Cmax/MIC ® HIEfE L LT, B VX BITxt
L Tl Cmax/MIC=4 DA NN HRE S TWD 7,

J v TR L T, 2.5mg/kg & 1 H 1 [E], 1~2 B2 CRififsE7 5, L-
AMB DIEND B OTERBEFIC OV IR FHRERITELS 9, BREET LT v
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MZBWTHERNEIRRIIZL LW Z ERREINTWND ), 2072w, BHk6E
K TFEHEIZBWTS L-AMB OERNEEL(LIT/NS VNI ERHERI S, BHEEE
RFHNCBWTHERBIIARETH D, 72721, BHERE O & 5 BF ITITBH
REOHRICIERE LN HHEEICK G T 5, L-AMB (XY R Y — 2 8FI D755+
ERKREL, T2 RIREEER 5% E L@ s, ik bk Tk
BrESNARNEEZEZLNTEY, L-AMB #5OIME AMPH-B #EICxT 5
MIEEAIEDBITRBD RN T2 MENH D 10, £, HRDWG 7 —ZI|Z
L DBRIIEIZRIT D L-AMB DL skt An < BLEHFFE TIE, A0 900
Ir—ADOW, BKHEFEENT (HD) 1X24 7 — A, FHgBB UL (CRRT) 1319
F—ATHY, L-AMB @ 1 H# 5 &(X HD #£ T 2.50£0.77 mg/kg, CRRT #£T
2.56+0.64 mg/kg & IEBATHE & G- RITEIT R, RWERHORELS 20837 o 7
TLrERELTWS D, NRICKT D L-AMB OF 8, ZaetEicBAL T, BA
N 2 FHERIR SR (SHiak, FELLBGRER) TiL, L-AMB OZ 4 & AP/
BEEHRANBETIZEZR L TH -2,

4. BIEH L TR ERFDOER R

4-a BHREREE

AMPH-B NEHREREE A SR 3 A=A L LTE, Bl OIUEIZ &
D, BMROKT, & L CGREREIRIB RN T 5 2 L1280 B E R
TERZIINDHEEZONTEBY, L-AMB 3V R Y —2fbT5H5ZLI2L-T, &
PRAAE MR~ DB A 8809~ 5 = & TEMREEEE LT 5 9, LavL, £i
TH L-AMB OEHEREREEIZOW I T Y XD DL HDD  17.4%~
56.5%m O BT Y W1 BEREEEEICITEE S LE TH D,

BRBEIEF DO U 27 & L, cAMPH TIXHEKTFIICEHREZIKTEE5 L0
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WMENH D 18 L-AMB (2B L Ci3#& 58 <3.0mg/kg/day & =3.0mg/kg/day % i
Lz A, BEE (=3.0mgkg/day) IXBHEREREEDHER Y A TRF L7725
RVHRE 3H 5 b0, EERERE (3mgkg/day) & mHER (10mg/kg/day)
& A R U7 5E Tl B ORI REREE N S E Th o722 & 19, L-AMB #
5. 8:=3.52 mg/kg/day IXEHEEEREE DA~ XLk 2.648 (95% CI: 1.302-5.386) Tb
HZEbHESNTWDS D B, GHERGRFICITEEDNLETHSH, L-AMB
B AR | B REAR T 8] (eGFR< 60 mL/min) T& % Z & 1%, L-AMB O hemEE
EBEIE R o T2 E O DIIH 50, BREREEO U X 7 K+ (HR: 2.331,
95%CI: 1.161-4.679) T 5 L OGS H VD 17, BHEREIK T HIIZx% L T L-AMB %
BET DBITBEHERERE ICEE T 5, L-AMB &R OBEREEREED U 27
FL LT, BEEEATLHED Y, GEImEE (7 n AR o Frm ) AR)
15 ACE BLESK/ARBY, 17 27 I, HANRXIXLAOHH ORHESNTE
0, SFHEICHEEDRMLETH S, £7-, Feci 2K K MiE (3.5mEq/L &) 1%
AKI DU R ThHI ENPHREIINTED 29, L-AMB £ HH[O K fi <3.5mEqg/L
I3 AKI stage 2/3 DL DEEREREFE DY 2 7 KF (4 v Xtb: 1.828, 95% CL.
1.007-3.319) TH D Z EnHEINTND 9,
4-b BRERE

AMPH-B WEMERFE A SR I T AT =& LTUE, RME MBS
WYL, Z L CRF~DOD D T A, ~ 73R MEOBMERRKICEIVIE K
MAE, K Mg MIENSIEE I INDH T ENRFEZLLNTEY,L-AMB T Y R Y — A
b3 % 2 &IC & - T, RME DO OEMEHRRITBH S 1TV D 9, SCHERIC & -
THRIBMEEICEITH D H DD, L-AMB 12 X A& K MEIE 6.7%~76.6%! 16 17. 21,
2K Mg MAE I 20.1%~28.1%4 22D L fiiE STk v, EMERFIZOVWTDH

BREREREE & [AARICIEE N LETH S, KT, Yoshida B D HARD L fiiax il lH] <
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BRI TIRIT L A EOEMAED LR EAZHE L2 0b b7, K K MiE
13 453% CRDIN, ZD 5B 65.6%I% 1 HFLANIZHIE L7 Z &5, L-AMB &
WBAMBEZR N7 LBl 2 BIXMEL Vv AREZRAEL, (KT LN
T EITERCINC I U U AR EFT ) 2 AR LTV D 19, /-, K K fSE
D 50% CTIK Mg MAEE SO L, ~ 7 327 A&MF L2 TS K MEIXE%
BEMETH L BDEOHRELHY, WY U LZMHAE L THIK K IS SE L 720
BA, ~ 72U AERIEL, K Mg MUE ThILZ~ 7 312> T LOMF & et
D, BHERERETE L RIARIC, L-AMB M EEAFAZILIEN U U MENMEF 52 &
UG, mAERLG SN TV LIEFNZITBHERE S Th<EMERTEIZH
HEEPVETH D,
4-c B 5-REREE G

B GBS IC DWW T E, L-AMB (XY A Y —LMbT5 2 LIk - T, %E
BEZERTSELZENRESNTHLA W, FLEEEERSE LT, O,

R0 IR, IR 3R e, OREHES, WHIE, T, ORLE, S22 O 3 FEO & G-Iy
BSOS DFEAERIT 20% T, 86% DN kBT 5 MEAPNICHIELTZZ & B, H
ARDOLHX AT & BEMTRIZ BN T H GRS 6.8% (29/424) TREOHHNT
W5 19,

B GBIk 565 & LT, L-AMB Ok 7 e BT
IV (Imgkg) #ETRHIZEET S Z L, £72 L-AMB O F#5:1% 93% T Al6E
Th Y, WEILIEIIEGRBERIGDOEREDIZHIC, Y7 =k FT I A
H.CL-AMB O SEIRENAIRE ThH o7 Z LA ME SN TWD P, £, IR
IRERBRIZ W T, L-AMB OF GG 2 LR T 5 2 & C, &G5IBEE S O T B
BMETLEZEbImESNTEY, WENIAHEREZES 325 2 Lid&kbE
B E T T 2T DICAE AR FEDO—DEEZ HND,
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4-d FARBLIOREIZEL TOERA

L-AMB (34 EEKCEME NS EN LMWK CIEME TINS5 L, VR
V= ADOGEMEME T L CTHEY BNECH720,1 231 70 (50mg) 122 &
K 12mL CHEMFEICIRMOFER 7 4 V2 —2 O TLEEZREE L, 47 5%7
R BRI CTAR L, 6 REMILINIC# G- 2 ta 3 5, AN 7 2 Vg -2-—
F~F )L (DEHP) Z & RV ERE v a2 AW, A I T7 4 V2 —%
WD GEITEEE Y 24 C 272D LR 1.2um Riilio 7 4 v 2 — %M
LTiEAeb2ny, £, BML— R b OFEGNREE L, Ltz REICH
BEEINTWDEET A U EHAOCDEET, 5% 7 KUK CRGRI%ZIZT 7 v v
2T HITENEELY,

HRARBWERICY 2 v 7 « TFH 747X —0880, FRCIRMIC KT HEK
A DEEND T, RKET LAX—0H5BHEICITEELLG L0, 5%
T LT —FERORBUCERE S LETH 5, A IMERETTEF 5 X OE%IZ cAMPH
ERG S N BEIIIEGF B, AR REREE S A IS RBL LT ¥
&G, HIMEREE & IR & 70 D, BB LS Tt 215 Bk ek ifn.
T 55 E61E, L-AMB 1% 72 < &b 4 FEHILL EOFIRRAHELE S 112 29,
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AREFNTEAFEARMEL , TS NIZIAI D 90%LL EAREAARD F F IR
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