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BRIK 58 Aspergillus fumigatus, Candida albicans 35 X O Tyichosporon beigelii
? amphotericin B 2 X9 3 in vitro &2, 512 IC T flucytosine,
miconazole 35 & U fluconazole & 9 bk
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Bz iZBREKRADRL L D) 97 Mt X 1L 7 Aspergillus fumigatus 20 ¥, Candida albicans 50 ¥ & £ U
Trichosporon beigelii 13 #:1Z %9 2 amphotericin B (AMPH) o in vitro iM%, ICsofi (50
% Inhibitory concentration of growth) # v B BEIEIGA & #7172 fluconazole (FCZ) #
FUREMHEREEDERICH VSTV 3 miconazole (MCZ) 15 & U flucytosine (5-FC) o
WM E DB 2T 72, TR, LK HE T, A, fumigatus, C. albicans, T.
beigelii DWFIUCBWT L, 5~10 %BFEEIZ 5 FC Mt R L 5 = &, MIC (Minimum
inhibitory concentration) fili Ce# U 728561213, A. fumigatus I8 L Ti2, WO T
L AMPH A LW iGM 2 3 h, C albicans TIZEMIZ & > TR, SR T 2 78
W TAMPHA K WMICH % /-4 2 &, T beigeliti= xt L T2 7/ — L FRNHMCZTiz AMPH
L NECIENL, L FCZ TLIVMICEAZBEE NS 2 &, 72 IC,fE & MIC f# »°
AMPH TIHZRE LEHRT A, TV = WROEK T3 ICsofiins MIC ffiz l#k L T, #HiciK
CBEIN L I2HBZ L, L2 T, FCZX MCZ T3, BEEFhFz, MICHEL D L ICs,
fElc & ) MEBEEY D B Z L RSN, T, AEYHBINMERIT. AT L AW T,
BHERCIC 2 RETELZ L b THET S,
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Immunocompromised B#&i- 11T 2 HEKRIZHT 3
BREOMES Y, EEILERENER T 5 &L ER LW
REETH D, Hrldon gz T, BEMEREEICHL T, B
REJIZ & L F%h & & 1% amphotericin B (AMPH) 7 #f
HIZOWT, B L WRED SR L T, NS Tok
RembBENBERELEL T, AMPH I2BIT 2 NH
FEDOHR L D T E 12, FOkER, AMPH 3808542
BT, HPLC To#ilE T MIC f# (Minimum inhibitory
concentration value) (Zif\V I BEITFLND Z & X
YHE2L, AMPH o052 & 2 BRIREHIIIE £ SCH
T5T—7 LB TCER, 85i2F7:, AMPH®Y) KV — L4
CEaELCOHLVHRPLELNS L) LD, 5T
FLOERMEEN TS AMPHIZL E72HLRELR
bNb LIt TE, —HERICBWT, Bft, REN
NHBIENEREE LT, LW IATOT/—LFRDOH

H 1, fluconazole(FCZ)“Yh BERAN- AV LS £ 9
%, REMEEELFRERIC L BRO KA TE
72, & Z TR, NHRIEMEDHBIENGHEN & L TA
B TH WS LT Vv 3 flucytosine (5-FC), miconazole
(MCZ) XU FCZ D in vitro &M%, AMPH & D H#g
T, Bz lZBEK 5B S 17z Candida  albicans (50 %),
Aspergillus fumigatus (20 ¥), Trichosporon beigelii (13
) % VT, 200 DRRIKOEEL) 7 B % BB IC JIlE T &
LIEME BN MM S 2T 290 & 5 1Cs 0l (50 %
Inhibitory concentration of growth) # #%E L T, MIC 1
EDOBEIZOWTRE LD THET S, 72205 in
vitro &Y EBRIKZHR L DBLEIZOWT L ERL 12,
I. 8 ¢ F &
1. FERBEK
T HE AR IR b RRAETD S & FILB K¥

CTERLS 1-8-1
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o Ja 9% Bse de 8 S T4 ME S d 2o Bk T Mo AL
Sumigatus 208k, C. albicans 5083 L O T, beqgelii 13
BRAENINL 72,

2. PEIHEK

AMPH (2 74 7), FCZ (774 %—), 5FC (H
Aol a), MCZUFHIRE) D K& v 2., AMPH,
FCZ & & r MCZ i3 dimethylsulfoxide (DMSO) (= i%
Wik, F@to ethanol # M2 MM L, £ ik DMSO &
-3 1 AN WV YAE /o S SUE NI IBLIY 97"V, Qe i3 AL |
&L THHIL 7205 FCIzHOwWTIE, A MR A ik
&, A>77:740F— (=41 7AGV,022 um,
HA D) RT 13 TRBEAENIIL 72,

3. In vitro IEMORE

(1) MIC g

MIC fli3 F TI @S L 7o B2 e L 7o KA
12 &) 11 » 7:, 3% Hi3 Sabouraud dextrose agar
(SDA, %), ZHT 2 7 g (KDA, »v—/L 3
T, 8 3+ L U Yeast morphology agar (YMA,
Difco) #H\vy, RIS & » THER L 28— it
wE=LFEAL A /%L — 2% (Multipoint
Inoculator A 400, Denley, England) T#H#"L, 37
CTHEE%, 2~4 BHICHEL 72,

(2) ICso (50 % Inhibitory concentration of
growth) {EDHIE

ICsofi13 C. albicans 5 & U° T. beigelii TI2RE %
WET DI EICL-T, £72 A, fumigatus T2 HEH

KEZBET LI LICE>TIT- %, T bbb C oal

bicans £ U T. beigelii 12D\ Ti3, M EHE BN
GEfEAT L 2 7 L (BioscreenC, 7K AT L, ¥ x/¥
)RR TUT - 72, B MIE 37°C T 3 HIH SDA =
TP THERLLZLD L) B TIREH 1< 108/
mlc% b L) ICEBRAEKTHAEL, TND50ul 2%
XNz 7z, 8EE L Tid, Yeast nitrogen base
(YNB, Difco) 1% 7 na—2%ixmL T, E&6I2
A BEH1/15 M2k b L 912 MOPS /Xy 7 7 —
TpH# 701 2388% L, WBRBELZLD% B-YNG
L L CAV S, &7 TLI2i3 100 pl #45HEL 72,
EHZATAD L CHERLZLD %, &7 212 50 pl
WAELT, ZOBEDEAREIL, BMORZIRE
100 pg/ml iz % B &k 512 L, LA 5 ENHRRY
PHEBIL THriEL 72, ICs Ml C. albicans TI3HFEH*
FEERICEL 2B ST GEEEEEK 24 ReHLIRE 48 BF
BLURTo), BEIMNRBOERERMICLL, 1/2 %
M2 WBNOEKBEL L > T, £72 T beigelii T
13 48 BRI 0 & T2 BERILIN TOWRBEE L 1) [EERIC H
L7
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A. tumigatus 34 B IC O MWE 4, B YNG %
M)y THy o 7, kR MR % SDA S5 T 27°C 71
ML, #0727 F i, 0.1 % Tween 80 #5m
DM PR K 2 S Tork (AR, B — v
Tk, 1 10/ ml (= % L 7:, B3 B /e
100 gg/ml 70, 0 245 RSN £ R L, AL RO K
% 1/100 % b, 37°C TS5 HNEEE, HAKH
L. GC 50 (Glass fiber filter, Advantec) 1-iZ #itk
LW, LR, L TEORBEMEL, H
ML, /212 » 1 B/ g% IC e L 7:.
(RN - & S ILAVAN

1. M |

1. BWAMEH. MIC 545

BRIK S MERK L - D TSDA, YMAL £ KDA 3 H
DN A T in vitro 2T AT S A7 Coalbi.
cans O 50 BRIz DOV TR L 7c#5% % Fig. 1 a~ciz
AL 72 AMPH 2B L TS, 3 HnsEe T L1316
£ MICHED By 45 % /L 72 9%, SDA #5238 73 #&
v MIC % L 7z, KDA 58Tz AMPH (2 &
LIBWMICHE ., i L7c. —HT7 /—nFDMCZ B4
* FCZ Ti3 KDA szt T MIC {liA“E < % 2 M » R
L7z, SDA $Z# 712, MCZ 2 AMPH t B&9
MIC % /R 7255, FCZ Tz NnoosgTy 50%
L ED¥EH 50 pg/ml LU ED MICEZ/RL 72, 4 %A
Il Tt s B2 L b8k, YMAE T2
INEBBEINTIK B8%) NDS5-FCHERTH-
JAR

20 %D A. fumigatus O MIC O #i k¥ + Fig. 2
a~cizmlL7z, Zol» L8 L% L 512 AMPHC
X4 5 A. fumigatus » MIC {fii3 5 HH THREHIC
DT DB EEFRMET B, 5-FC Ti2 20 kb 1 5
12100 wg/ml LA Loy MIC % RT BRI BEEIN
72 (Fig.2a), YMA 3t Ci3aitEsk £ 8~ T 5-FC &
AMPH 3Bk MIC %=L 72, 72 FCZ iz ¥
NOEHTL 100 gg/ml LLED MIC{ETH - 72,

BRIK 58D T. beigelii 13 ¥k MIC o) B Al
W% Fig.3a~cizmL 7z, T beigelii (37 /—IWLFRD
FCZR MCZ iz L THEERSTEIE L 4 5[
WA LI, ¥i2 MCZ 12 SDA 8 £ U YMA o #Eisic
$WT, AMPH L D& MIC % /~L 72, ¥ 72 FCZ
T 25 ug/ml LLF T T. beigelii MR % +~ THIH
L7z, 5-FCICBEL Tix 13 kb 3 kA'EHETH » 720

2. ICsfE Tt

SEHEMMEBIT . AT LIk > TRIEL N &
EH C. albicans B L U T. beigelii # N F 1L 4 iz
MY 5 ICMH, BLUHKEROKBE TRDH2 A
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(%) (52) (26)[(10)] (4) (8) (%) 4) (2)[(4)|(2)|(88)
number 21717132]1]1 number 17 6[5]6([5]10f1
MCZ  --eeeeee MCZ  oeeeees R B B R e e e B
(%) (4) [(14))(14){(64)] (2) | (2) (%) (34) (12)|(10)[(12)(10){(20] (2)
number 111741 number 214 |3(7]5(2]27
FCZ  --------- o [ N Y () (i E M FCZ  --------- e i I e e H
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/ 14
s £
e I
e e oL £
; §
’ £
P ~
_F
A . |l
.78 156 33 625 125 L 50 00 >100
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Antimycotic Distribution of strains (KDA)
number | 1 | 1|5 |11]|18]14
AMPH --------- B
(%) [(2)](2)[(10))(22)[(36)|(28)
number 1 1 48
5-FC  --e-ne-eo
(%) (2) (2) (96)
number 3 1128610153} 2
MCZ  --eee---
(%) (6) (2)](4)1(16)](12){(20)(30)| (6) | (4)
number 2 1121 44
FCZ = --------- -—-{-
(%) (4) (2)](4)](2) (88)

Sfumigatus 4 #% D 1C; fEN 5% % Table 1 IR L 72,
C. albicans »MIC{&E I3 AMPH Ti2025» 504 ug
/mlic 345 L T B 2%, ICsfli Tid 0.16 & MIC fili &
ICsoflEASEBLL 728 F %R L 72, 5-FC T4 MIC{& &
ICsoflEiA R L 72 F 2R L 72, —H MCZ it ICs,
45 0.16~0.006 & MCZ »F# MICIETH % 6 ug/

Fig. 1. Susceptibility distribution of clinical iso-
lates of Candida albicans (50 strains) against
amphotericin B, flucytosine, miconazole and
fluconazole.

Amphotericin B ( ), flucytosine (++++ssee ),
miconazole (----- ),and fluconazole (= -—-— ).
Media:

a. Yeast morphology agar (YMA)

b. Sabouraud dextrose agar (SDA)

c. Sensitivity desk agar (KDA)

ml # 1/60 7 &5 1/1,000 D{EVfE% R L 72, 72 FCZ
T ICsofE i3 F ) MIC fE 1/100 LLTF D&l % 7R
L7z, CofEmiz#gaZEizsEoosnsdbon, T
beigelii THREBRICBEIN, BHEKEETHEL 2
A. fumigatus |22\ TRETL 72#% (Table 1), MIC
iz e~ ICsfiEld MCZ T3 1/10~1/200 & & HeH T
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number 3|17 number 20
AMPH - -4 RER S N AMPH AR TR
(%) (15)|(85) % ()
number 11513 1 number 112(12]10]4 1
G5 FC  ceeeeenes [ T A RS B P [T B O 5% CERE B S
(%) (5) |25)(65) (5) (%) (5,110,100} 501| 20/ )
number 3116] 1 number |6
MCZ  --oeoee D MCZ e [N P PR EEN
(%) (15)| 801 (5) (%) (70){(30)
number 20 number 20
FCZ oeeeeeee - FCZ  -omeeeee
(%) jCy (%) (M)
100
KDA ’,-"' {
i
JJ
[-70) [ S '».’ ........................... J--
/ H
/ !
/
ol DI . . i
<005 605 O' 02 078 "% 313 8% p5 B g5 10,00
MIC (pg/ml)
Antimycotic Distribution of strains (KDA)
amber % Fig. 2. Susceptibility distribution of clinical iso-
AMPH --------+ -1 lates of Aspergilius fumigatus (20 strains)
(%) (1) . .. . .
° against amphotericin B, flucytosine, micon-
- number 20 azole and fluconazole.
(%) () Amphotericin B ( ), flucytosine (s ).
number 28361 mlCO.nazole (== === ), and fluconazole (—-—-).
MCZ  -----e--- B R L SO AT SR B Media:
(%) (10)](40){(15)|(30)] (5)
% a. Yeast morphology agar (YMA)
ez number NS b. Sabouraud dextrose agar (SDA)
(%) (1w c. Sensitivity desk agar (KDA)
# Fig. 4a~c /R 72, Fig. 4ai2iz AMPH
B~ DR EE R L 72 5%, AMPH 5% 0.032 ug/ml

KNET, 2Nk 5 2% MIC I ~{E W [Cfl )

Biz, T/ NV REHCKENHRTHHZ LS
Pt - 72, —F, AMPH % 5-FC Tlz 2 nZ&1biz
STLIERETH > 72, Lo LFCZTITA.
Sumigatus ~ 1Cs f#i3 100 pg/ml LI ETH - 72, K
12 C. albicans THEBIZ [CsoDRIE I AV 72 BTN AR

LT TREMBREMON R & [ U MAEahER =25

0.8 ug/ml LA ENBETIZ, ELICFOMAEMZ T
B, T2t RTIBEIEZbDHTH LN LY
LIl h -7z, ZHBRIZS-FC (Fig.4b) THR
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Antimycotic Distribution of strains (YMA) Antimycotic Distribution of strains (SDA)
number 12 1 number 2163 1 1
AMPH --------4 AMPH  --------- L N N
(%) 9| |® (%) (15)|(46){(23) w| oo
number 10 3 number 6143
5-FC  -emeeee 5FC  ooeeeeee
(%) ) (23) (%) 46)((31){(23)
number 1[7]5 number 31812
MCZ  -----eeo MCZ  ---e-o oo
(%) ®) |(50)](38) (%) (23)|(62)[(15)
number 103 number 112
FCZ  --------o FCZ  ----ee-- N e
(%) (77)[(23) (%) (85)[(15)
*e
109 KDA
0|-----=----m--mm Jmmmmmm TR PR A
L — e
005 02 078 33 125 50 >100
MIC (pg/ml)
Antimycotic Distribution of strains (KDA)
amber AN Fig. 3. Susceptlbl.lxty dlstrlbutlfm f’f clinical .1soA
AMPH --------4 R L AT R IRE L by AR Pk ot R lates of Trichosporon beigelii (13 strains)
(%) (3D)|(15)|(31)|(23) . .. . .
against amphotericin B, flucytosine, micon-
e number 13 azole and fluconazole.
5-FC  --e-me-ee .. .
(%) (m Amphotericin B ( ), flucytosine (++-s+-s+- )
miconazole (----- ), and fluconazole (—-—-— ).
number 1171(5 A
MCZ  --e-eeeee Media:
(%) (8)](54)(38) a. YMA (yeast morphology agar)
re number 103 b. SDA (sabouraud dextrose agar)
z e R o S St d KL S i B B e
(%) anl23) c. KDA (sensitivity desk agar)

Doz, 5-FC Tld, S HICHEEMLIERT S L,
08 ug/ml Nk 5 IcWEGBUEDLNDL L) HRER
LEEICEBE R N, 5-FC o MIC &Iz RIERRIC & »
THhENEBTLEVIBELXRLTWRLNEED
na,

— BT/ —LFEO%ERIE AMPH si3h %) B -

- HER ERMR 2 R L 72, MCZ (Fig. 4¢) T3 4.0 ug
/ml % & 0.032 pg/ml DIV IBE T, e
RHOBEEIN, ZOHEIENICfliE %> TEND
rEzZ LN, F2Fig.4dicbmL2k iz, FCZ
THIRLEVIRE TORTHHERRIBEI N,

X LIS Z £i3100 ug/ml & v iBEN FCZ
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Table 1. Antifungal activity of amphotericin B, Hucytosine, Huconazole and miconazole against Candida albicans, Trichospor-
on bewelit and Aspergillus frumigatus as determined by 1€, values
[Cyo ranges (ug/ml) of 4 strains
Organism - e — , i
AMPHI 5 ke MCZ ez
Coalhicans (1) » 016 0.16 0.006 0,16 0.8
T. beigelii (4) 016 08 4.0 0.16 0.8 40
A fumigatus (4) 0 0h 04 612 000 0.8- 3.1 ~100.0
a)  Strains numbers used in this study.
b)  See materials and methods for the determination of 1C,, values
a b
[o]0] oD
100 ampH 1001 5_pc
0-0032 pgimi 0-0.006 ug/mi
0sor 050}
016 pg/ml
08 ug/mi
08 - 100 pg/mi 40-100 pg/mi
0.00 - 0.00 A— -
0 2% 48 h 0 % 8 h
c aq
oD 00
1 r
1001 ez 0recz
- 0-0.16 pg/mi
0-0.006p9/m! 0.032 pg/ml 08 poimi
| &0 pg/mi
050 050 200 pgimt
40 pg/mt 100 pg/ml
20.0,100 pg/ml
0.00 000 <
0 2 48 h 0 2% 48 n

Fig. 4. Effect of various concentrations of antimycotics on the growth of Candida albicans 3532 strain.

a.
b.
c.
d.

AMPH (amphotericin B)
5-FC (flucytosine)
MCZ (miconazole)
FCZ (fluconazole)

Ty, WFREN TV B LML RLNE, wb
W2AEeMIEER 2R = Eh R & Lz, FCZ
E MCZ Ti3, MCZ T3 & iBE TE MM EH R 5
1 5h, FCZ TIREIRE TLELMMEIR L L
WA T, FCZ A% & N BEEMEM 4 /R Z L AL
o7z,
. =# =

BRIz 5 Tid AMPH, MCZ, FCZ £ UF 5-
FC #»BaRBYIC R EMEBENBRICAN LN TV 5,
TR, AHICBYWTHRERERENFREBEE L T

BHEY C. albicans L F A. fumigatus, & 5i213%
BIETIHFCREROREF R Z & TRIEER"
ENT 3 T beigelii DRy BEM: 7, HRIBRTHL
BTl 72 —RICHBE NS, BRI BHRIZOVT,
BRI BOMICANBEI L, ZnET
DT —FERBTDLILI3LTLLES TR,
4ED MICENT— % THEMLBERIE, C  albic
ans T3 50 ¥kF 4 ¥k4%, A. fumigatus Ti3 20 B 1
A, F 72 T. beigelit T3 13 ¥k 3 ¥k#°, 4 T 5-
FCIRMMIc k> TwdZ 2 Thd, ZoOMcBELT,
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SERDBYFRIFEINDE EZAHTH B,

RO T. beigelii 12 & 2 4 5 RBP < $ C Wiy & n
TW5519 N 6DEMD %< T, AMPH & 5-
FC D A ITH LT\ 3 A FCZ % MCZ »* %
RV MICHZRT &b, SHHHEL VKRS
DV TLERRBIRGFI Y HFE B, T beigelii > MIC i
DRWEIZRT 5 WEII 2000, R bliAT SDA 3%
WTIREF»E L, RRMIC MIC i £73 §E 1 AR
ELBNT, YMASZHO & 5 2 e EHF O R 7%
EMTOREIHEND,

HEOEFORTH AR T2, £ SDA #
FLIC YMASSI B L O F L5 pH 2 7.0~74 12
f81E L 7z buffered-SDA < buffered- YMA Bt ¢
W hH LT v b, ¥ 72 Hoeprich and Finn'?% (3
SAAMF A & A 5-FC (2 of 2 BTl 12 18
NTWaZE2WEL, £, FCZ L rniaiz
SAAMF £ZirEHE LTV BB R LN B, —F
FITE R % 7 saperconazole Tl Brain heart infu-
sion agar »* MIC DR IZ BN, Bt Rd 2 &
PERESN TV 5, S0, AHEMTH S YMA
ERLICHEBORIMARBRICH 5T w5 SDA
HE, 251220 F THAH, AMPH R 7V — L%
EHDFBEHDOREIZENTHE I EE2HREPLTE
KDA i %# W TRETL 72, T O&ER, thEnnE
B THEP IERV»BONS, T Uh b, A fumigatus
X C. albicans 1= ¥t L Tix KDA $2#T AMPH 7%, %
72 YMA $#5#Ti3 5-FC 2K\ MICE% "3 2 &,
—H T. beigelit Tix KDA $%#i= 35> T MCZ #* &\
MIC{E#RL 72, L72dioT, HE TR FNFNDLE
o, BT, BENRL -7 MICIEZ 7§ 2 & Hebkal
SNzt 5-FC #7234, $TiciEmLl 2 & o
I2, KDA $5#thh* AMPH O A4 7% & F 7V — L RDOEA
DRREHRAEMOLEE LT, BLAEWTHEZ
DR AN,

SRz EA E L TS5-FCORAWII &b, 4
BHOER D in vitro &% 1 O TRET T 572
®1i2, pH # MOPS buffer T 7.0 iIcF% L 72 B-YMA
T IC 2 AT L TAa T, TR, 3SHOW L 4
K & DA T, ICHZRE L 7255, T LKA
Th in vivo IGEEE RT3 L Bbh b ELRL N,
B-YMA #Z#iz, SAAMF & i3iZ RN MIC fE» 1%
LNAZELBEENTEN, TXTOMEREHDIE
HRIZICHBATE, $2TTICZ0EAREZHM(YMA B
LU YNB#E#) 3HIRENTWbZ245F2 5L,
pH nZE@#hz & 2 EBERO 2D IZRFI»BTHL W
SRR, HEBERD in vitro BREEDRIZED 126

VLB O FE A 2

OMNUERLE L TRL - b kbt s,

FCZ I3 RO X - L b7/ — &
NDEMTH Y, T TI2FD MIC itz -7 in vitro i
MeAT in vivo WA SO L 2o &M 4 K/ & L T,
LT (- AN

R, FCZ OIS A BT Tl L ¢ 5 M
1350 mg £ 100 mg DWW T, FHF10.92 ug/
ml 5 & OF 188 ug/ml TH ), 0440013 31 KeM <
BHBHEHNL TWD, vz, C albicans TH1: 0 X
N, vitro WG, T bbb MICHIZ®EC, FOET
A7 BRIR R WAL B T & Je v e, 1C,fti T2 0.8
ug/ml EVCIEATTEY, F9012 in vivo HE% B
HTE 5, F7I1CMEE & U ICHli%FIZ, T/— 1%
FHOMICHORE TR OLUMBE L L2 BEHEERICH
BB T LW LT TICH]EYEIN TS -
ER, MHPDOWEE, X LITI3ERMAELYEZ 2B,
MICHti & D &, ICso i P THEK D, ERRIC K
NT, AELEEY L TDEHEZ LI EHNEBNT
bb, L12h- T, in vitro TR EF0 XML H T
ELETOYRGORMIL, TV —LROERCHT A
N, ICE5X IC EFNRIEN L E N D, Lo LS ED
KB TY, FCZ D A. fumigatus (123t BiEMHTIL, %
D ICso A9 100 ug/ml LA LT, Z0flin L 8L X N
Twb FCZOENTBRRMALHBT L2 Lici3E
Bihbd, £ZT, BAREENLAERTH FCZ nE
BOBEKRMBEEREL THlz, F0FEE, FCZo0 A.
Sumigatus OEGHEIZ 5T 280812, C. albicans i
TECHT2H/ALRLY, VOB TEME V)
ROLBEZINTWEZ Ehbhr -1z, ERICLE
FOIT AL XL ZFEIC KT B FCZ B & 1 kh 2
I22WT, F#nEROMAERE, FLOBEIY
HEThDI L2l T d, s EMBIA#EH%D
BEHNEIZLDLDNE ) IBEDEZAATHTH
B H%, 5%, FCZ 7 A. fumigatus 12343 5 B 1C,fl
H A EERT 200, EBE, BEKED S DMK
FAHEEN S,

BEBET LT, 06 4 BEDILEHRNED T
897 et % aftsd Ty 55, AMPH # [T, &> MIC
EA2RTERL, 72& 2B ICMELRL TH, M
P EDBRPENOPERA L VW ESOBRLELNTSE
N, BHEEROECERD, Yok elET, &
HWREE L RTHIE, EbDTHRESLZMRREETH
5,

ICso® ICo IHHFNRIEIZIZIBER, BB L UERD
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IN VITRO ACTIVITY OF AMPHOTERICIN B, FLUCYTOSINE, FLUCONAZOLE
AND MICONAZOLE AGAINST CLINICALLY ISOLATED CANDIDA ALBICANS,
ASPERGILLUS FUMIGATUS AND TRICHOSI’PORON BEIGISLIT

Yuzuru Mikami?, Katsukiyo Yazawa", Jun Uno"
and Akihiro Matsumae?

. Research Center for Pathogenic Fungi and Microbial Toxicoses, Chiba University, 1-8-1, Inohana, Chiba, Japan

: Kitasato University

We compared the in vitro antifungal activity of amphotericin B (AMPH) with those of flucytosine
(5-FC), miconazole (MCZ) and fluconazole (FCZ) against recent clinical isolates, including 50
strains of Candida albicans, 20 strains of Aspergillus fumigatus and 13 strains of Trichosporon beigelii.
Of these, 5% to 10% were resistant to 5-FC, but no strains resistant to other antimycotics were
observed. Although AMPH still showed the highest activity against A. fumigatus and C. albicans, T.
beigelii was more sensitive to MCZ than AMPH. In the drug sensitivity test for AMPH, sensitivity
test medium (KDA) was superior to other media. Although MIC values of 5-FC and AMPH
correlated with the in vivo efficacy, a 50% turbidimetric endpoint (50% inhibitory concentration of
growth; IC;, values determined by broth microdilution assay) was found to much correlate closely
with the /n vivo efficacy of FCZ. Problems in standardizing a susceptibility test for antimycotics
including standard strain and media are discussed.



