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Team (AST) 133 2 SR _E O MR 3938 & 5 7 EHURSE EME A X EEH S h T
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Antifungal Stewardship 25T TV 3D iF 11%TH - 7= L Wi T\ 5, Antifungal
Stewardship 23Efiti iz WIEH D —D & LT, #IEMH & #EE S 2 72 0 I B RHERR
WDt ThRG EBEF LN D, BB T AR, AR O o #ERI s X 0%
AN PE B IC & 2 BESRE O R BRI 2 HEIR 3 2 (1A A & L CRNBERE S —~ 4 7 v =
(JANIS) #3® b . MiFIC2W % oMEVR R INMEEEOFE VT — 283/ L Tw»
%, —H. BEICBL CERARED R, SHICEEE CRE S LT IcREShTn
37 — 2 S 1E1ET 3 728, Antifungal Stewardship I 3 R EE B0 BR 2 RS 3 2 &
FHEL v, 2070, ENICET 2 HEFEEROBREZMOLICTE L I3HEETH S, I
PEFERIEANCERAR TG SN2 72235 Y o, HARENHGERICE T 2 & TIE
HHHB, IAT77VFVOESEED 10.6%, T Lk T ) vy B YR — LBF 0D

52542.9%TH o 7z L A TN T 5 7, —RICHERE RS B IIRIAWIRILICEL 5 v TROE &

l#

N5 A, HRARENIC BT 2 FLEFEEOKGHFNCBET 2 ME Iz L A L BHERE
30 HE pharmacokinetics/pharmacodynamics (PK/PD) 85 X — & i % iffi 7= 4 HE 4242 55
BICEFTaMaHE A I Ty, 2ok HRARENIC X 2 FLERZE O RHEMEEYH)
REfEhT I, BB A IS U it 5i%et 2 5 -0 ETH 5,

PLEX b, AKRFFETIE. Antifungal Stewardship ZH#iES 2 2 L 2 HI9E L <. BEAIC
27 v ZFEGSEDFEAEIRDL, 72 6 VICHE C & OFEFRZME T L 72, & SICHES
HANRZ I T 2 PIEHROME LRSI L2, 2o OME %28 U i i B
B AMBEEE TG IcEwT, BEML G 2 PG EE R T 2 408235 5
EFE 2T X T EMGEEEE O THiRE THeoNE 7 vad - exfRe LT,

ISR B E BT 3 HENRYBIEE T LORE, BLXUOETALICESW T YT 7
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(% 1%] 5 v ¥ XMRIEGE O K FE R & LR RIS 3 2 MIC 7346
1 H®-HB
REED v ¥ KIED B S L T &) i 2iE, TR & 7 B SR 2 DR
FREHIEE MIC) BT 2 WA EETH 2., HARENOEAHERE LT, EEHBE
DRI Y — =4 T v 2H¥ (JANIS) 22H 5, LaL, /v XBEECIIHERE
THEEINTICME SN TV T —2ABEFEET 5720, BEWH v O FREO TR % 5F
BT 2 2 L3 TEAv, KHERAECRAVD oo, ENOHiEE 72134 E%Tco
RS v Y FFEICBT 2 ¥ ME I H 2 810, L L ho ok, REEL Vv OX
SEDFIE L - BEWRIEWAEO N AW &, I 51 MIC BSAETH 2 2 L A L DORR
HiA®H 5, —77. BTl SENTRY Antifungal Surveillance program ! 45 CEBEME 7 v ¥ &
FEDFEST — 2 BNE S, FIHATRETH 5, LA L. /b oiRE X HAREN & EH R
MERHERRR 27204, ZOoFFIMFT L LIETE R, Thbb, BRrbHA VIR
BB O EEWITE O 2 28, FIA & 7 2 BFfES MIC B Y 2 15, BRENRE#RE %
Tz 21X, Lz2> T, 20 X 9 2RI Tl Antifungal Stewardship % i3
ZikTEE, REWS VKR EEREINEST 2 M ERD B L E T,
KRETIEH v Y FMFEIIEICE T 2 7 v Y XBER O RINFRE & SETER, Iz T

BHEHEICNT 22 (MIC) ZiREL 7.
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2.1 A RE

AIZE L, BRET L K EERBED N % R & 2 B2 R MR 8 & 0 A& % 15
EhE L 72 GKEEFS  B190600046., % 4 P HEOBHE B X K2 0 Z5(b 1c P e 38

235 2 % R O BURHE).

2.2 XREHE

Wi 2 R BT 2010 4E 1 A2 5 2018 4F 12 H ks (mENEiEH 7 —
TAKERED) b, AV XBERMREBINEEE L, 7L, F—HE& CH—
FEREAEEER X N5 A YRR E O 2% v, FHICE W T MIC 2387 - 7235

3 mEZ AL 72,

2.3 FHAEHA

M &Y 30 HiZ O REE, BEERE2MEL 2, BEERLE LT ABJE,
ABeghert, kB2 AT L 72,
ABEEFH BB~ BT 5 2 & mlil) 2729, 10,000 ABEEE HE D 72 b DR

R B 70ic, WNEME D ABEE B ZHEL 72,

2.4 WE[FEE B X RSB

71 v Y X EREER T BER D[R E 1. VITEK™2 (bioMérieux, Lyon, France) #fifiF] L
TIThb - ERIEHRZ R EMICHE L 72,
MIC #5€ 1% Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI) M27-A3 IZfi vy, FEERERR

B DPRIE 2 L CHIE & W7 BRIG 2 5T RIS FHE L 72, A CERR vk <



MIC 2387 2 5 A R E W EE A L7, MIC HllEofiiz 7ra+ Yy —n 0.12-64 ug/
mL., / FFaFY—ABI0EY)aF Yy — 0015-8 ug/mL, TL+7V v BB
HAKZ 7 ¥y 003-16 ug/mL, SH77 V¥ 0015-16 ug/mL & L7z, FH4 =3
F ' —n & anidulafungin (3R IIC W CTHAEMNKERTH O, HENRILE L=,
SFRIARIC BB 2 515 5 N7z 20 HEk D MIC 2K 752 5=, kD 50%F X O 90%

ICALiE S 5 MIC % MICso 35 £ O MICoo & L THEIHL 72,
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3.1 B vy ZIMGEGSE O JR K FERE L LT H

MAEEED b I iz h vV XREROEIA % Table 1 1083, MRIARMIC, F 153
MM & 7z, Candida albicans 5 59 ¥k & Ft b % < . C. parapsilosis © 42 ¥k, C. glabrata
D 21 ¥k, C. tropicalis ® 11 ¥k, C. famata ® 5 ¥k & fi\v 7z, 206 D 5 A TEERD 90%
UEz o7, ZofMo 128iE, h v Y XBERTH 2 Z LIZHOL 2 IR o 7228, Wi
[FIETE o7,

S EERRIC 3 % 30 HAETRIZ, 23.5% CTH V. C tropicalis, C.famata = C. krusei T

1% 30%LL FT&H -7 (Table 1),

Table 1. MEEEE» L NI NN v P FBEROKE S & 30 HIE L

[ B2 STHIERL (%) 30 HAE LK (%)
Candida albicans 59 (38.6) 23.7
Candida parapsilosis 42 (27.5) 19.0
Candida glabrata 21 (13.7) 23.8
Candida tropicalis 11 (7.2) 36.4
Candida famata 5(3.3) 60.0
Candida kruser 2 (1.3) 50.0
Candida lusitaniae 1(0.7) 0

Zofh T 12 (7.8) 8.3

et 153 (100) 235

T A vV XBERU LI WRFEOHE TN TE R o72d D
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3.2 BEERAID v Y X REE O

MRS 57 BEkk % 2RI 47 1 72 b D % Figure 2 1R 9, SRR b oBHbRIZ, 1M
WAEE 22 fF. ARE (MIEARFZBR ) 42 ., SR 71 . 2 ofth o2kt 18 - Tdh - 7z,

ZHEE 10,000 HEABEHE S 72 » OB HECCIE, MRNER 3.0 Lid KE L, 4R 14
. MFE0.8 . % ofth 0.3 #F & Five 7z (Figure 2),

MEAECIE. 77 v Y FBERE IR X =R 95.5% C TP S8 fThitT vz,

- 56%

MR PaF E ZDfth
(3.0 salabes 10,000 POs) {0.8 isolates/ 10,000 POs) (1.4 isolates/ 10,000 PDs) (0.2 isolates/ 10,000 POs)
B Cangida albicans B Camtica parapsiiasis B Canuida giabvata [ Cangida tropicalis
B Candida famata Candica krusel B Candidla lusitamae [ Gther Candvda spp.

Figure 2. Z#RHl0 7 v ¥ X @ BERERHEE

MoK E 213 10,000 ABeEH HEDH 72 b ORI Z RS

12



3.3 AV XBEBERICHT 5 FHERZED MICs & MICy

MG D oY EES N7z 7 v ¥ ZIRERICH F 5 FHLRIZE D MIC 574 % Table 2 ISR,
T = VRPTEREIE D C albicans (<3 % 7 v a7 —ndD MICso, MICop 12 % 112 21 0.25,
2pg/mL TH Y. C parapsilosis \IZxt L Tlx 0.5, 1 pg/mL THotz, 7aF =ikt
L CTIRIESZ D C glabrata, C. krusei ® MICso, MICo 13 ZNZNEHEZR LTz F¥ v T
4 VERTEREIED I A7 7 v F D MICso, MICo 1t C. albicans IZxf L CTldZ %241 =0.01,
0.03 pg/mL TH o 7223, C. parapsilosis \Zx LTl 0.5, 1 pg/mL, C. glabrata \Zxf L <
0.03, 1 pg/mL TH o7z, K ZVRPERIEDOT LT Y v v BldSHpHis s v

VX EEREOMEEICEAD 53, [A%FD MICs, MICo %7 L 72,
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Table 2. IME¥EEI LHEEEI N7 v P XBERICN T 2 & HEZE D MIC /04

o A MIC [ el h P M MICa
i | a0u% @41  a0d @2 @2s oS 1 T & E O W el i g mdd [ R]
£ alas (571
FAE R - L] 1] ' E 3 1 1 1 (k=] i
{fF¥Fadif—n B 14 El 11 1 b 1t LT 1]
HPEF = 15 10 - 1 z =01 (R F]
ThaFiewl i i A ] b ] ] 1 [E=] i
LES R T ‘] 12 ¥ 2] s
IHPr vy aw ] 1 =0l (T3]
. parapasoas (¥}
FAad - ] 5 m 2 1 05 1
f ot F=n 1 14 19 i 1 niz 01z
EPad - 3 15 ] [T [Tix]
ThaaFritwD L k] 15 ¥ 0.5 ns
AEETF W ] ] I I
thrrwifs 1 ] E] nom LY I
i it | HIT
PABF - 1 1 F ] 4 1t
frfmd—a ] 1 & t 1 [ |
LLEE S5t 3 ] i § & 1 A F] 1]
ThaFdewH i L] 1 3 0. I
AREFE e b } 1 1 L}
THPr vy B 1 ] ] 2 T 3 LT ] I
£ wempicalis {111
Faad - i ¥ ] 1 ] ] 05 il
fhPatF=i 1 L] 1 1 1 1 1t 0o 2
EFadf—a H i ] ] ] 1 [iTiE] 4
FheaFiewB 3 E 05 ns
ANEP e b 2 5 05 05
Lhrrwifs [ t iTiK] [iTiE]
i e (5
TRAE - ] i 3 2 2
{rPati—n ] ] =] 0.5
LA ER S o 1 ] 1 i 0l i
ToLafFdewH 1 rd [ LY
AREFE el 1 1 t 05 |
LaF e 1 1 1 =] D&
£ Bruand {23
Faad - 1 ] & B
f st Fai 2 (1] 1]
EFadl—a ] 2] 2]
ThaFiewl 1 1 0.5 1
AME Py | T 1 1
LaFrwie ] IR F] [N F]
Ciker Candidls spp {131
PhAF = 1 1 1 | I 0.5 4
fkFapi—n ] i ] i [iNF] 025
LLES S-St L] ] 1 ] ] nm [ B F]
ToLafFderH i & 3 1 [ 05
AREF e ] 13 1 1
thPr iy i 1 ] 1 z (k=] I
Al
FAad - l o] Hon B W o 4 ] T ¥ 05 a
{EPatf=i 5 L] i = 1 12 1 1 t n1z 13
EJad - i) b+ 7 ia 11 ¥ i 1 x [iTix] [[E2]
ThaaFriowl ] ] 1z B L= L | 0.5 &
ARETr iyt 1 L3 17 e 1 b5 L
ey vl [T ] (] b 12 b I [iTix] L]

T MICE8 pg/mL X b K&l
F caspofungin DIEZVERER L 55 1D &
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4 EBR

H vV XBEEHOBE A (Table 1) 1\ /725 C albicans. C. parapsilosis. C.
glabrata DIEH TH > 7z, C. albicans \31ZHEY: 7 v ¥ FREDQFKE & L Tl b BHE 255
WZ EBEREINTEY 3 SRIOFERIZFEROHIR L ko7ze XD C. parapsilosis, C.
glabrata DI X, HARDWEOHE SO LFPL Tz, LrL, 25 DHEGIXKRED

FERE IR > Tz, KEOWE TIE. C albicans ’E b HHERE N EZFRILTH B

. 2%BIx C glabrata, 3 %Bx C. parapsilosis L EINTw3 1, ZOHEERD—> L
L CHBEREOMHTHOEAE Z b5, Lorthaolary 513, 74 aF Y —L & Hpik
5L Cw3IERICIE C glabrata DREBEE RS LR L, W AE7 7 v ¥V 2HFiEE L Tw
2IEHITIX C parapsilosis DMIHHBEE D LR 5 2 L 2 REL T3 218, L LARLAR
BT, FIEREHHRIIE L Coknizo | FIERSEMGH & btk o 2 ic BfRE» &
DDV TE LR IMEBBETH DL LPFEY Lo,

SRS v Y XIBEREOBREIAIC I VT, MEARHI D ZIERE & e C albicans
DWHISERE AME < . non-albicans Candida species DHAME D@ 572, T OHH & LTI,
THit G OFENE 2 bd, Arendrup b, KRS FHIHRTOYTEREIE O % 5123 7
H LA b D354 non-albicans Candida species 23BH3 % 2 & 23 LT 2 1214, FHEKic S
FDFERTIE, MIEARID 95.5%IC BT TG AFEmME LTz, £, Tt C
glabrata DAAE DMESER & K L 2 o 72 C. glabrata XL EICHEEL T3 LE 26
NTEY HEEFMEY 2 7HF L& LTlE ST 2 L RADRER TIIEL 69 RN,
17 L EFfis T Th b . WLEFNOE D C glabrata DRE I E % 5 2 7=
R B %,

MAEMNENTIE 10,000 ABEERE HED 72 Y ORI oS0 3.0 FTdH b . 95.5%
DIEFNC BT PG Thbh Tz, LA LA, ZoMBEIZMOZER XY &

WET® o 7z, MIRANFHCIRRRE 21T 5 /G A 855 13, 507 Lk G et A5 e

15



R ETREEN VO FIED Y R 7 BECC ERWE IR TE Y, PHRGSHERE I T
4, Sl PG T T, PHRGEICEZMERD ) RREIFIEEZPIT 2133 THLH

ICX2h Y Y XMPEREZ FIE L 2 BESHFEL T 0. BEM LG U 2 TS %
R A LERD B EZ LN,

RIFFEAE R TIX, 30 HAELHK1X 23.5%TH . HARENOFENIMFHELSEICE T 5 H v
CXBER TOITR (39.3%) 15 & B L TERWIER L %2> 72, C parapsilosis 1< X %
MAEDIETEH 1L 19.0% LK EE R L 72, @EOMEICEWT D, C parapsilosis i X 5 H
MAETIRILTHEMENC EBHE I NTEY 107 AFFEREREIFE L 2 WERTH - 72,
% 72, C rropicalis, C.famata% X U° C. krusei 1< X 3 HIIE DL FZ 2 N F N 36.4, 50.0
BLU60.0%E FEH o7z, BEOHETY C tropicalis® C. krusei I X 5 HIMAETIZFEE
LA 43.1 BLUB58.7% & FE\ T & 3G X TV B 18,

H v Y ZBERICN T 2 HHEFEO FEAEZEOMRICE VT, C glabrataks XU C.
krusei iICH1F 5 7 v aF V=D MIC i@\ MEZ T L7z, C glabrata s X O C. krusei DR
BICE W T 7L aF V= VIZRBZEPME G20 L A nC LRI N TE Y 4 K%
FERIIATA N T4 volERE2EMNTIERE o7, T C krusei iCET2FY) aF )
—ADMIC E7NVaF =V EEEEZ RS kb oz, COMEELT, FY)afy—
NBXOT7NaF Y — A MERERGL L 32 HF O CYPS1 ICx 3 2 BRI OE W35 2 b
%, Fukuoka &% C. krusei ® CYP51 OFHFET I /BRI LTI vaFy =1k h bR
FAERIVS R aF V=0, BUKEHAERIC XV EERT 2 2 & 2
LTw3 Y, ZofEoE X 2EHOMEI 2. C krusel ICH 1T 3 EZME0E % b 7=
LbLTwseEEZLNT,

C. parapsilosis ICBF 3 357 7 v F v D MICs) 3 X O MICo I3 Mthibk & FLle L il %
AL, ZHEERADOHA FZ4 v TRINTVRE EHIC 2, Ih7rvFre C
parapsilosis D G % EHEL W L ER LTS, £ C glabrata® MICy (%, it

FEOHARDOHE TIE, 0.016-0.06 pg/mL TH - 7223810 SEIOFADFKERIT 1 ug/mL T

16



HYIEFICTEHMETH 572, C glabratalcB T A7 7 v F T IC MIC 2358\ E %
NI TUA 7 AN—ERBEZ 2L O MERH Y 2 PIEREOMHHIEZMEICE{LE
5220, 3o MEBBETH L LE X LN,

AWFEOFRL LY, HAROHMERICE T 2 WE TIEH 2208, vV XEER OB OH
BIIKRKEERARDZEBHL LR o72, 72 C glabratall B335 Ih 77 v F o MIC
X, HR2 S Ofth o & L CTRIWETH 2 Z LRz, TNH DR E L THE
EHEOHERIDOE NG L T 2[R E 2 bz, £ TH 2 BT, JIERSE

DRI E D2 % © MIC iIc 5 2 5708 2 Mat L 72,

17



[55 2 =] PEHEOFHAERNES X OCIMERERRSG A ) v X EEREHDH
e 2o MIC Hfiic 5 2 3 5B BiE
1 Hx-HW

AT 7 VFVIIA Y XMPUERSE DR THICHONS ¥ v v T 4 v RPIER
#CH 2%, Infectious Diseases Society of America 774 F 7 4 v Tld, FEHFHERIRD BE -
BRI BED &b bl L Th #FIHHEE S L TH AR 7 7 v F % anidulafungin &
I AT 7y F VAR XN TW3 2, European Society of Clinical Microbiology and
Infectious Diseases 74 F 7 4 v TIXIFHF BRI & LU ERIRA B EF O 7 v o Xl
EHSEDOWIIIGIEIC I 7 7 v F U3t i B, [AEE MM iE 8 oo 3 2 7
BEICHERIN TS %, HREERYS D 2021 4 8 Hict S - 2H %L v ¥ X fE

ICNT2=A YA Y P DRDDERIKRERANA P74 v 20 Cid, JEbrhBkisD B3 iR

WA EEICH T B REMED v Y EDYIIEREE & LTF v v T 4 vV RIHEE S X

N7z 48, F 7=, 2021 4F 9 HICH & 17z HAGEI - Sy O FEEEERLE O T
LIRS 2 kw47 7 v F v IidREGNSaSaEG o TG E L L s
IN®, Thbb, Fr VT4 VRPEREIZRR RO KT FHICE W TR EREE DL
BT TH Y, HEZBEICE W THBEICH LN T WS, ZOHEE L ChoPIEREKE L [t
L CREFREAAFREU EcHh Y 2 BWEASHEERS a7 2 b3 ons, H
AENTHRFEIN TV EF ¥ v 7 4 VRIUEFEZ 2 Flb b, ZoHSEEII A7 7V
FYORHBHART 7/ FV XY EG B,
FlRECBVWTHATOMEHOEIGITKRE L FR 2L, IAT77vF o MIC
DEMEDOHEMENTFET 52 & %m LTz, CORKE L CHEREEMS SR # I 2%
H 272 BEz2 bz, Forrest bidhAKR7 7 v ¥FvoiFERINCH > T C
parapsilosis DMHBAERF B A MELTWE Y, LaL, 3477 V¥ v OHEH

#5285 C. parapsilosis DV 2 7 AT 508 ) G L 2 m v, £, C
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glabratalCB\F7 % I Hh 7 7 v ¥ o MIC ZENOLAFTOHE 810 L ki L TR W ETH -
2o Fx v T 4 VERVIERIEOFRIF L. non-parapsilosis Candida species D IE3Z MK
TG LT R[EEHELRE Z O3, L LAars, I A7 7 vFrofifH»BE
eI h77 v FVORZWETOY RI7WTTHL2EIY o2 ICh>TwRy, IA7
7 V¥ VORI EIC X % C parapsilosis D 7V 4 7 ZA)v—_ non-parapsilosis Candida
species ICH T2 I A7 7 v F vV OREZMEETOBIRZH S 21c 3 2 Z & 1E. Antifungal
Stewardship #EHED BT & 72 5 T L R I N7z,
Z ZCARETIE, IEFHEOHHRN ZFE L. C parapsilosis D¥Hi%° non- parapsilosis

Candidaspecies ICE T 5 I A7 7 v FvD MIC EFICEID 2 ) 2R 7 KT EMBETL 72,
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2 JiiE
2.1 fHERAIECRE

AIZE IR, BRETL R EERBE A Z R E T 2 [EERFEMEEE SO A&KE % 45
EhE L 72 GKEEFS  B190600046., % 4 P HEOBHE B X K2 0 Z5(b 1c P e 38

035 2 2B OBIRHE).

2.2 XREHE

T K E BT 2010 48 1 A2 5 2018 4F 12 Aiciigiss (MEMNEEH 7 —
TAKEEERD) o, AV XBERMME I NZBEERRE L, - L, H—EBF
TR — R SR & N 725 A IR E O 2 2 v, [JHIC 30T MIC 23578 >

G R B EEZRAL 2.

2.3 FEHEH

Al ABE, ABE2HRL fircil, PR s L OCPIERERGE, EPHRE~D
ANEJE, FAHME, WA, EHE, POk (CV) F— MEROFE, CV A7 —7 A
DHEE, FEMTHERORG OFEZHE L 72,

2.4 WHEEE B X RS MEGER

PR SrBERE O [ 13 . VITEK™2 (bioMérieux, Lyon, France) #fdifil L 474 L7z Bk
B % BT HNICHE L 72,

MIC #I513 Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI) M27-A3 icfit v, FeRHE
B DP R ZfEH L CHE X Lz BRRTE R 2 %7 R ICiiE L 72, A CERIR ik <
MIC 73587 2 38 12 B & S L 72, MIC HIE DBz 7 L a5/ — 1 0.12-64 ug/

mL, 4 F73FY—ABIUOKRY)aF Y —n1 0.015-8 ug/mL, 7TLF-7 VY BEBIW
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NARZ7 7 ¥y 003-16 ug/mL, IA77vF¥v 0015-16 ug/mL & L7z, K¥ =2

7' = & anidulafungin (IR RYAMICE O CTHARENRERTH Y, HIENRITH 5,
AT 7 vFVORBRZEOIAEL LT, MIC > 0.06 ug/mL ZH\w7z, MIC > 0.06

wg/mL ¥ CLSI M60 1st Edition (Performance Standards for Antifungal Susceptibility

Testing of Yeasts) ' iC &1} % C. glabrata DIt PELIEHE A S F 1CEE L 72,

2.5  PUHSEMH EHRE

IR 2 MRNEL WEL AARs LU0 Z oo 4 2icpd, FTERZEOMHE 1T days of

therapy (DOT) / 1000 patient-days " CH&l %175 72,

days of therapy (DOT) / 1000 patient-days

= PEFEHEMEALEHE (H) x1000/ ABiEEHE (H)

2.6 BB

C. parapsilosis ;D YV X 7 [KF-, I X O non-parapsilosis Candidaspecies ICH1F 5,
H77VEVORZHEET (MIC > 0.06 pg/mL) ICB#ET 2 ) R 7T 2L 2T S

wic, BEERVMEONTHRENRIC, LRI 2 FEL 7,

27 7 } ﬁl‘ﬁ**ﬁ‘

717 3 Y —Z 8T 1 Fisher O IEMEMERRE Z H\Wieo v P27 4 v 7 EES 2RI L.
C. parapsilosis D 3 X U non- parapsilosis Candidaspecies IC351F % I /17 7 v ¥ v D&
ZHEETOIVRINT L2 BEETREFE L2, 2 ZEBEITICHE VT p<020 &7xo7

BEEER RS ERET VER~FHALZ, ETVERIIZAT Yy 774 XiE2HWE, E%
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3. o =0.05 ZRHEL L7, T o 1Z. IBM-SPSS statistics 26.0 (IBM, New York,

USA) ZHWTIT»> 7=,
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3.0 BREHIBIEEEEAR (DOT / 1000 patient-days)

LR o fTERE R oM E 1L, MEARL WEL R 2 ofttcz v Fh 673.0, 15.2,
20.2, 65.0 TH 7= (Table3), HAGNICHLEL L =856, 7V — A RMEREE, F¥ 74
VEVIEEHE, 7457V v B UERY —L28FIcB W, MENEISERED K WiEE R

L7,

Table 3. ZERIHIFIEFEZEMHE (DOT /1000 patient-days)

IR ER FANE Z Dt

IHhTFVF YV 181.9 4.3 10.7 9.2
NART 7 v/ F v 5.9 0.1 0.2 0.2
TNaF )= 104.1 5.1 7.1 42.7
FRTZLAF Y — 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0
A Zary—n 332.6 2.0 0.3 4.1
RY)ary—n 38.8 2.6 0.9 6.6

TLETYT VB

) 4 — LB 9.3 0.6 1.1 2.0
TLETY VB 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
VI 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.1
&t 673.0 15.2 20.2 65.0

3.2 C parapsilosis D V & 7 [KF

C. parapsilosis R D Y 2 7 RFIcowT, BEEROMG LN 147 fRickwT, HE
BB L UOLEBRITEZ{To7- (Tabled), I 7 7 v ¥ VvEHAESG1X C parapsilosis DI

BE# @D, 2EEMITOME. C parapsilosis D ) 2 7 ERKTF & 725 2 &L 2
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L7o7- (OR4.22, 95% CI 1.39—12.78, p=0.011), Intensive care unit ICU) A% (%
non-parapsilosis Candidaspecies DBIHSEME % R E 0 S L RN OFSF C. parapsilosis
BHO Y 2 7{ETRT L7225 2 LML L% >7 (OR 0.276, 95% CI 0.094—0.809, p
=0.019), 1EMH:BEHH D non-parapsilosis Candidaspecies DI HSERE # HEICE D 7225, %
LRI DR, AEEIIA LMD -7 (OR0.441, 95% C10.190—1.027, p=0.058),

Z Ofth, RIS 90 HIAN D ABEHE, BEFRIN. B, SmEsaifafsmE., arherer,
LB T, BERE, PUREERS. BIBRERT v A PG GEiEs s 7z & mf

M CEIRD bl h o7,
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Table 4. 71 v ¥ RN
B EAT)

YHEIC BT B C parapsilosis#EHE D Y 2 7 [R¥ 2 EES X UVEE

7

non-
parapsilosis

s C. parapsilosis Unadjusted OR Adjuster OR
=R Candida (n—=39) P (95% CI) P (95% CI) P
Species
(n=108)
B (%) 69 (64) 27 (69) 0.695
90 H LA D ABEHE 56 (52) 16 (55) 0.267
0.307 0.276
ICU A% 38 (35) 6 (15) 0.025 (0.102 - 0.036 (0.094 - 0.019
0.923) 0.809)
DEERE (%)
BEPR IR 23 (21) 6 (15) 0.490
0.443 0.441
T e 54 (50) 12 (31) 0.041 : 0.063 (0.190 - 0.058
(0.187 - 1.05) 1
.027)
HIV 0 (0) 0(0) -
gt hE 2(2) 0(0) 1.00
HHEFEhE 4(4) 4 (10) 0.209
IR ERIE T (<500/ pL) 9(8) 4 (10) 0.746
Wi (%)
HALE FAl 13 (12) 5(13) 1.00
BRI 17 (16) 3(8) 0.281
CV #— ¥ 3(3) 4 (10) 0.081 217 0.382
: (0.383-12.2)
T, 0.6
CV 77— 7 MifiA 84 (78) 26 (67) 0.198 (0.228-158) 0-302
BHIE (%)
FNEES 78 (72) 24 (62) 0.229
FnaFy—n 2(2) 0(0) 1.00
4 r7ary—n 2(2) 1(3) 1.00
RKYaFy—n 1(1) 0(0) 1.00
R e 4.97 4,22
IHhTTVFY 13 (12) 9 (23) 0.118 (156-15.5) 0.006 (139-12.8) 0.011
FokT ) vV B YEY — LHH 1(1) 0(0) 1.00
HIEREAT AR 29 (27) 11 (28) 1.00
pkegihiEs 11 (10) 6 (15) 0.391

CI, confidence interval; ICU, Intensive Care Unit; HIV, Human Immunodeficiency Virus
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33 I1AT77VFVRERMKETOY XKW

Non-parapsilosis Candida species (C5F % I n17 7 v F v OEZWEKT (MIC > 0.06
pg/mL) ZH| R TEFEWLLICT 2201, BHFEROHELNZ 108 FRicHWTH
LB XS EREMN %178 o7, HABMHTICE VTP EREA (MIC <0.06 1 g/mL:
3.8% vs MIC > 0.06 p g/mL: 21.4%. p=0.009), CV # 5 — 5 A4fA (MIC <0.06 xg/mL:
72.5% vs MIC > 0.06 pg/mL: 92.9%. p=0.033). I# 77 v ¥ HEais (MIC < 0.06
wg/mL: 3.8% vs MIC > 0.06 ug/mL: 35.7%., p< 0.001) I X Ul ofiH (MIC
<0.06 pg/mL: 6.3% vs MIC > 0.06 ug/mL: 21.4%. p=0.033) (% MIC > 0.06 ug/mL #k
DHRHSEE N EEICE L o7z (Table5), 2O DEERBH 2TV, IA77 v FvEH
#5528 MIC > 0.06 pg/mLROBISE FROEE RV A7ET L7225 Z L BHL DL
o 72 (OR 13.24, 95% CI 3.23—54.2, p<0.01), % oDfth, PHI% 90 HLLN D ABESE,
ICU A%, BEPRIN. MEEtEE, & mEpiifafmE, WILE T, BRBERE, CVA—F, #T

FHL G BIBRERAT v A PG MR CEIRD o s o 7z,
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Table 5. Non- parapsilosis Candidaspecies IC51J 5 I h 7 7 v FVEZEETO Y X7 KT
(2 8B X ULLEEMNT)

MIC=006  MIC>0.06 Unadjusted Adiuster OR
e EE ) ¥ g (ossc1) (95% CI) ’
(%) 51 (64) 18 (64) 1.00
90 HUAHN @ ABeE 38 (48) 16 (57) 0.511
ICU A% 26 (33) 12 (43) 0.362
DEERE (%)
PRI 15 (19) 8 (29) 0.292
A B 39 (49) 15 (54) 0.669
HIV 0(0) 0 (0)
Bk 1(1) 1(4) 0.453
HHEFEhE 2(3) 2(7) 0.276
SFFREREE T (<500 / uL) 3(0) 6 (21) 0.009 0.762 0.799
(0.094 - 6.18)
Wi (%)
BTl 11.(14) 2(7) 0.508
B 12 (15) 5(18) 0.766
OV #— F i 3(4) 00 0.567
CV 51 7 — 7 AHFA 58 (73) 26 (93) 0033 (o 007
B 5 JE (%)
PR 55 (69) 23 (82) 0.224
ShTrvEY 30 10 (36) <0.001 (1'9}1_'29'1) 0.008 (3'2:;3_'?5 42y <001
AEREATF 04 F 20 (25) 9.(32) 0.467
S 5(6) 6 (21) 0032 (o 2%e .y oo (S ooss

CI, confidence interval; ICU, Intensive Care Unit; HIV, Human Immunodeficiency Virus
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4 EE

MEFHFEOHHERTICBVT, IA77VyFrvBIUOARR7 7 ¥ olif &L,
PARD 251%% 5072, 2OF ¥ v T 4 VEAVIEREOMHEHARER L. KEOWIEICE T 2HHE
HSEEEF EIE 2 0 14% L L T%h 572, C parapsilosis (3% % v 7 4 v ZHEEE
DREZMEDEL, Fr v T 4 v RUSNOTERECOBRBAE TN TS, Forrest bt
HARTZ 7 v ¥V OFHENIEMNT 2 & C parapsilosis DBRHSEAER L7+ 2 2 & 2
LCw3 ¥, Kiffgt<lid. Kawabe b D& & [FERIC S, F ¥ v T 4 VRIIEREDOHFTDH
INT T VX VOMHAERL WS LRI N, DD, B 1 EIBWTHL2E o
7z C. parapsilosis DIRHBRAEAKE E B2 ) 2 FHICE o HRIZ, IA77 v F V0
FHAREOEVICEZbDEEZ LT,

MEANE O FLEFHEF AR X OZER L ) DL WHERE oz, COMBE LT, i
MARMEEEH CHRE I N TV 2 HIEFEO PHiRG2AH 5, EEIC, MEREHHARCTH 5
DOT / 1000 patient-days (X 673 TH > 7225, H v ¥ XMFEEE X 1 FEITH 1T 1000
ANGEFEHE D729 0.31FTH o7z, T OHEED O, MIRHNFIO HTE R M & D KER 7 1%
TG Thb LEL LN, FEOHA F T A v 426335 10 5T, EIMARIEEEH 15
TEVEERIEDRIEY R 7 %% {Fi b BRIEMEERIE D FIESE 2 & < 72 5 720, PIERFHED
TG BHREI LTV 2, EFHEOHHAEDHE I L 2 2 2 BiE, RO KD % b
© 5 G MRS EE ICE T 5 PG OZ YL BRI T 22 THL LER B,

C. parapsilosis D )V Z 7T E LT, IH#77 v ¥ ORFEEHEE SN,
Montero b &, 7V a+ V= VORI 51% C glabrata<e C. krusei D 7L 4 7 A —D Y
AT E DT EBMEL T3 %, C glabrata<e C. krusei 137 Va7 ) — VITKIKSZ
HTho, 7ratry—roEE5Ik) InONEREINZZ LB EEZLOLND, FEK
DHMHTIATZ 7V FVRhAET7 7 v FVYDMIHIC XY C parapsilosis OFISEH L

A2 2 e RTFHIN, Lorthaolary 5 13 AR 7 7 v F v 2FHAFHEEG L T aiEfl<ix C
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parapsilosis DML LA 2 Z L2 WEL T2 28, LarLl, IA77VvFvan C
parapsilosis DV 27 HTTH 205 pERFTIN T Aoz, FIHT77 v F
v DEFHLRGH C. parapsilosis R D YV 2 7 HTTH 5 L 2D THL 2T LT,

Non-parapsilosis Candida species \C31J % 57 7 V¥ VBZWETOY 2 7HT& L
TH IA77 v FVORFKRGREE I N, FEFRETIEH 208, KHEDI A7 7 v F
v TG HIC C glabrata 37V A4 7 AN —BEBEEE T L 2 RHIDHRE T LT3 2,
LAl fE 2 A 7 7 v ¥V OFERiHEEAS non-parapsilosis Candida species D ESZ KT D
VRAIHRFEBRDBI RO TRLIZ, b, IAT77 v ¥ v ORZHEHELEICE L <,
KEa v VI RADDHLIENRZ N L6, RKifFETld CLSI M60 1st Edition I 351F %
C. glabrata DL F#E %2 S# 12, MIC > 0.06 ug/mL ZEZMALT & L7 3, Andes &
X PK/PD <5 X —2%EET2L3Ih77 ¥y 100mg/day 58 90%LL F o iEEs)
FB2FHN S MIC 13 0.06 pg/mL £TTH2EHMEL THY ¥, MIC>0.06 ug/mL % &
ZUHETETE B3R YTHELEELD,

RETOWE I 22 DORFE2DH 5, 1 DHIC, RIFFEILHMEGE O %R
TH 2%, HARTHHEZRILFRBIEEMIE 13T T 325, PIERSEO M FIRI 0 H FfE
ZDREZWICHE R 5 2 2 0BEH I nTCnhdrolz, ZOBE» LT 25 EARMIEIZ I A
77 V¥V ORI GESHRHEE S %2 O MIC ICEEL 52 % 2 & 200 TR LB R0
RTH D, 5tk MUEREOMAIRIN R 2 Lk CRBOMN 2T XETH L LEZ 5,
2 OHIC AT TIE MIC>0.06 pg/mL ZEZMEET & L TEERL . WfEZ & ic PK/PD
NTR—Z PR AR D IRE X NTH Y B9, MIC > 0.06 pg/mL TH 2 & Lttt
TH 5T LHR—TlE7R\v, 3 2HIC, A% TIRITEEZK % DOT/1000 patient-days %
WCHHE L T\ 3 20, BEE L Of 5B ANEIETH 2 2013l T % T 7x v, Antifungal
Stewardship (C 3\ T, FLEEILER & & B ICRPERRLICIE D W 728 E R o3RRI

HETH 5.4 DHIC, HHiKG & PHRGIEFZE T 2w A IZETRFAETH Y .
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FHit%G & RER G A CXR T2 e B TER o7z, 2 D0, MR I N-REE T
NEFEE G IN TV Z L 2HARG L ERL TV 5,

AFEORER LY MERESHEO R ILEMSHRESEEE BT 2 TS5 Tth 5
ki, 1A 77X VOHFIRGE C parapsilosis e I h 7 7 v ¥ VIEZHE T O Y
A7 FARFTHZ LS DL o Te, FIERED PR GL, REWES v ¥ XRETH
DFE--FRFEL LTIV F Y —ARAL b TaF =L IAT77 VX VHH D, FERER
T ARNVFNLZFEFHOF BN L LRV aF V=L Iih7r7 v Xurdbdt, 374
77y FEFVIEH vV XMFUERIEDH—EIEETH Y 2, REMES v Y KED T RIGE,
(IR T ANV FARFED FIHICH W SN2 BERERTH 5, —F. THiSG T CHIE
HEREESRIE L 25613, THRGICH O b Tu 7235/ & B 2 3] © O iRE 3 ST
Izt NMHATRELRMERIEIIREN TH b, BFIREIC X Y FIERREZ PG PEHE
BETHENDT D EPEETH S, LLErs, TFRMHABEE S, PHRSICE T3
BRI D —2ich B 7rary —VIcEH L7z,

TaF Y —niF 200 mg/H TG EINDE A% 0 ERE 0% X, K TdH 2l
200mg/HTG STz, LA L, ZoOREREIBRHENZD OTH D, FHEARRRLICE
Db DTk, 2 2 CH 3 mECld, S EEsIc s 2 BE M~ Cl) & & 2

bbb 7naF =L FPifSEERERIT e L LT,
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(36 3 %] SRS EREICE T2 7va Ty — v oRHEMBEYE BT 5
(=)

K O EE RG5O HESL

1 A5 HE

MR O, FEEEERIEICEER L 254, BEEENE R220, 20T
FEEL 72 3 B304, BARCTOERGIOWE Tid, FIE E 72 1385 B RUERE © E e
HEAEZ AL T 3 BE DN, 76.9%IIEEM BRI EREN 2R & 72 o T % 2, K
E T o FEEEEREA oG MEpMaBHEEEE C BT 2 Mg b, FEEEREREER
HO 1 EAGERIT 3B3.6%THo - MEINTEHY B, FREEERIED T 3 EE 2
TH 5,

BEAEMEEEREZWT & REHT A K 94 v 2014 /NRFEISELGETIRIC 3\ T [ I 4
CHFREH, ACEREICHE S PRI D X 5 RRERIES v ¥ ZREN R E 7
X, FraF =, A+ 73 FV—ABIPIAT 7 v FVOHRGRHERINTHS 4
A b7 ad = FEHFIER LRI X o TR D < O HLE TN A UGS X 4172 53,
HibaREN: Yoot cE w3 H 2, IAT7 7 v FVIASERE VD P ER
HOKRTHZ0 ' RUIMTOPHEGRHERBICIER LIcC W L AREL & 5,
IBI, IATTVFVERENES VY IEOHE SERIECTH Y BERMHICKY C
parapsilosis D 7L A 7 Z )L —% Non-parapsilosis Candida species DIEZ MK T %5 EifL

CIREHESNIEFICRONTLE S, L EDBEM» G, 7 vad = pMREME S v Y ZE
THicB W TERS a2 v,

WESEEICE T2 7 var Y — o FHifkbG e <t 400 mg/H 5 3

%52 EHL K BB HARTIE 100-200mg/H TG S5 2 L 23% 0%, HARANICE
T 100 - 200 mg/H23+0 %582 TH 2 I DWW T REMEEE T b 4,

FHEFSEYENRE (PPK) M@ IX. % O BF 2> & 047 WIS o I P 3R 7 — &

. GBOEE»OEDL LI X ) EYEEANEREME ST S 2 L TH B, o T,
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Y O AR FERICIIAT O e W BEEFIC B 1T 2 YL E RO IC BT F
MEn3hiETH 2, 7raFy—riconCihEMmEEEEE 2 R L 1F L TuhRng,
BEIC W < D50 PPK RHTICRE 3 2 3ROSR S T 2 4701 —J7 Gl I RS FR 2 < g,
WRKEZVT7vA (ARC) WX VWEY 7 VT 7 VABREL DI EHRREINTED
5253 B o BE L EYBELRE S L AREIN TS, Thbb, EMiEEEE
LB 37 raFy — L OEYFRRENIER LS 2 7201k, EHEEEEICET 5
PPK Rt ST TH %,

P> TARIFZE TR, EIMBMEEEEICE T 2 7 vaF Y = VEIEHFA D 720 0% 5 )5 ik
FREET 27201, EIBEEEECE T2 713 )r YV —1D PPK T LOMEE L

FAEHWEEYTALB Y 2 I L— g Y ETO, REEEER BRI 72,

32



2 Kk
2.1 A RE

AWFFEIE. BEET R AR D N2 R &3 2 EE R MElZE B2 D&l (K
%5 1 B180906004, # A kv i 7 Y — LR GUE R O Rl L1 5% 7 & I BIFE %8
Ble—n—HFICHET 209) B L OBERBARAIEALO N2 R &3 30 MEE R
2= UKREFS 1 190704-1. 24t 7 — VR IERE O {1 535 7 & CICEl
TERFB~ — 2 —¥RICBIT 2 198) DR ZF CEM L 72, £SMEF b 13 FmZ T

Atz ATV, XFEIC X AEE 2,

2.2 XREHE

RIS SR MR B~ 2018 4F 11 H2>5 2020 4F 3 Hic ABe L. &g i< L <
Uik & 72 (RSS2 Z I 2 8&F 0N, 16 bl ETcrradry —ro Piiks

PITbh - B&EEZNRE LT,

23 7rary—rofbs X CBREER

TnaF = rofb5EEalc 1 H 1 E 200 mg OS5 TH - 72, MY v 7
E, 7 aF Y = Beb %, PNIRET 1 REUAO b 7 78, 54 2, 4, 12 K
DOHHHERMATREZR 2 4 I v 7 CHRILL 7z, SRIML 721K % . 4°C. 3000 rpm < 10 77 fHix
OB, MAEZERALL . BREf 2 RAERET I 35V CT-200CTRE L 72, MU ITBEIER
BRFICHE L, HIEE T-80°CTIRE Lz, MRT — 2B X UCBRETRT — &1k, 712
F V=R EBR H DR ZINE L 72, BSA (X Dubois X %, 2L 7F=v 27U T 7V R
(CLcr) 1% Cockeroft-Gault X %5, eGFR % Matsuo 5 iC X 3 HARAHESE D estimated GFR @

A FHOTEHEL 7,
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2.4 7 aF = uinhiEE oflE

M REOWE L, BEEAREEEZHICTEBL 2, 7raF Y — L
(FUJIFILM Wako Pure Chemical Corp., Osaka, Japan) % #ll L 7-EE#E0E (R 1.56. 3.12,
6.25. 12,5, 25.0, 50.0 pg/mL) -3+ v Iy run i xy LRAL. AHEMHE%ZMH
INLZAFR IR S 72 Db BEHICHRRE L 2 b 02y v e Lz, SR cREREF
L, v 7ADEEHE {TRo7z, 703 F Y — VDT high-performace liquid
chromatograpy (HPLC, Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) % F\»CHlliE L 7z, 7x¥. HPLC iX. 4
7% 7 4 Mightysil® RP-18 GP 250-4.6 (5 um). % 7 A 40°C. BEIE 10mM ) Vi
W (pH=5.70) : A % 7 —n =65 :35, UV Wi (SPD-20A) #%E 266 nm T

HIEEFEML 72, BETIRIZ 1.56 pg/mL, B ERIZ 50.0 ug/mL TH -7z,

2.5 RHENEEY)BERT

PPK fi##1%. Phoenix NLME™ (Certara, NJ, USA) % H\CiTo7z. 7z, ffi7 A=
VAnF, n (EEFZE 7 2 —2) & e (EERNEE ST 2 —2) OMAEZEEL -
AR —J0a ik (FOCE-D (M d 2 — AP & HEE - ik h—3ik (FOCE-ELS)
ZEH L 72,

a—54 v 23, PPKEF Y v 2IC X % phoenix €7 L% f\>7z (Table 6)

Table 6. AHFFEC{E L 72 Phoenix @ — F O3

ETFL a—F
Additive model GfErfizEE 5 1) Cobs=C+ ¢
Multiplicative model (FLflFE#E T L) Cobs=C X (1+¢)

Additive and multiplicative model GR&FRAEE T V) Cobs=C+ & X sqrt [1+C? X

(Cmultstdev/ ¢ )?]

Cobs, BHINREL; C, THIREL e, 3 0. 48X 02 OFZE; Cmultstdev, HHIFRED o; o, HERAE
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T LRMEENES 23V = AV FETFART —ZICYTIIH TEHIIL 72, PK
TV OEFUCIIMEIFEE H V72, £ T 4T [additive model (L€ T V) I,
[multiplicative model (FEi&E 7 V) | F X U [additive plus multiplicative model (filiZ:+3&
HETFN) | EWREIL, 2RFhOETAICET 24 D3 T 2 — 2 OHEEHICBET 25T
filfild. RHEMFEE T 2l4 D7 v Xm0y 2 ) vir—Y2FHHE L,

KITHAEET NV ORERIL, 7vady —IlFREICE T2 PK X7 A—2TH5 7Y
77 v A (CL/F) BXUHHER (V/F) o3t L COBENICEER 5 2 2 WiEtEo & 5 3
i a&w CaHliL 7, AR OWENL, Flin, AH, HR. BMI, (ALH#E,. eGFR, CLcr
Rz, HERIIRT v 77 4 KIEIC X 2 ZBOERED € T VEEFIECHET L 72, 4
BAMHAAALEREa Y N—F AV PETALEKET VL, MELE (OFV: -2 Log-
Likelihood, -2LL) & fRitifEER%E (AIC) 2T, MatWEEMEZ Ml L 72, HZH
FEER A BRICOWTHER L 72, X7 A — X OIS EUL, & 2 OHEIES BT
(block diagonal #iEICERE) ZFHWCFHliL 7z, X 6, AR OREN:%Z 53 % 72
i<, BARIRTTEIE n OBARR %R L 7.

ER L 72T rIiconT, 20 7uy ik h 2423l L 7=, %72, Visual
Predictive Check (VPC), # ¥ 7'V v 2’ [\ 1000 Bl® 7 — b 2 b 7 v FHKRICL DV ET LD

EREE 2 5FAH L 72,

26 FvIFAhruLall—avickdHEZRER (PTA) OO

PTA 2 RET 2701 PPK fBfTic B 2 EKETAZH ., TV TFAaLE Y 2 I L —
v a vE{To7, Cler X OMAEFNTEEEH 10,000 A0 DT — 2% 7 v X LFEX &,
area under curve (AUC) #BEH L 7=, 7" v 75 L.121Z. Phoenix® NLME™ (4 % — <

AE&t) & Phoenix® WinNonlin™ (4 % — 7 &F&tt) ZHwv7-, FAUC/MIC i3i%E o
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Wi 2% 1 FAUC/MIC = 50 % HFHE & 8%E 4757 L. |EAMEEEIE 12% & L7z, PTA =
90%% KT 2 HAD MIC % 7L 4 7K A4 v+ MIC & L7,

fREIZ 438 Y (40, 50, 60, 70kg). CLer 12 6@ b (40, 60, 80, 100, 120, 140 mL/min)
DHEFF24BY 0 BFEEREZIEL, 7raFr Y =% 1 H 1R 200 mg £ 721F 400 mg %

BOKESLE-EEDYIaL—Sav®{ThoT,

27 ZraFy— iRk E B oRE

THits 58 % HET 2 72010, CLSIM60 3 T C. albicans % C. parapsilosis. C. tropicalis
DKM D FLHEN I BER D A iz ot %8, BIE MIC % 2.0 pg/mL & L7z, 7&d,
CLSI IZ 517 2 EZ W EE T SR/ 5773, MHERICN 32 R, BRRZNE I3 2 %1
HICX W EX N T W, #5813 100 mg 2 & i< loading dose & maintenance dose % 2%
L. FAUC/MIC = 50 % PTA = 90% & 72 3 #% 5. t % . &< CLar flicE Y 7 AL >

2L —vavEEMBTLEILICXVREL 72,
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3.1 BEEE

AW 54 BIH BRI Nize ZDEFE R % Table 7 1IR3, HIE 31 HI. 2 23 4
TH Y, FlhUfEiE 53 (20-77) KTH o7z, RE, AFKEE (BSA), CLer, eGFR X
ZRER 57.6 (39.8-99.1) kg, 1.62 (1.31 - 2.23) m2, 87.1 (31.1 - 193.6) mL/min, 71.2
(25.9 - 148.5) mL/min T®H - 7z, FHEBIILIKICHE > Th D, B OIERG D AT ICE

Tz,
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Table 7. BEE =

il E 72 1% i
B
S (/N - FK)

BER (B / &) 31/23 -
HE (kg) 57.6 39.8-99.1
& (cm) 162.6 143.6 - 187.7
Fi (%) 53 20 - 77
BMI (kg/m?) 21.7 15.8-29.1
HREHE (m?) 1.62 1.31-2.23
CG-CLer (mL/min) 87.1 31.1-193.6
eGFRcre (mL/min) 71.2 25.9-148.5
eGFRcre (mL/min/1.73 m?2) 69.2 31.6-157.5
3

APEE BRI (AML) /B BRI RO R 0 B

(MDS)

2V v IR A I (ALL) 6 -

JEFYF Y Vo (NHL) 28 -

A% v ) Voo (HL) 2 -

% F M EtlE (MM) 3 -

Z Dfth 5 -
EYS

gk 38 -

H AR I A A A 9 -

(ER 2T 2 _

i 1 A Al 2 -

RS RE =2 1 -

Z Dfth 2 -

BM]I, body mass index; CG-CLcr, Cockeroft-Gault % {#i[f] LU 7z # 5 CLcr; eGFRcere, Matsuo Z 23 L 72 i X 2 ¥

5 GFR
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32 7raFV—nHEDONY)F—v gV

FEMROMBGREIL 1.0 TH Y, MEEL L 86.9-100.7% DHiHTH 72, HEL LU

HANZENT, FNFN <53%BL Y <7.5%Th -7,

3.3  BHENEEYEEE T L OIERK

B D o AEH 125 HMOMRY v 7 2 INE L, BREREES R G HICRIRICZE L 72 6 5%
BRALL 72 119 5% PPK HTICHE L 72, BRIBERSRGEG OIREE 13320 b d o 72,

R—RETNVEF1IVRN=F AV PETAL 23V = AV FET VORI EIT 5 2,
2av = F AV FETACTHNBEBOUGERRO bNah 072720, 1 avo¥—F XV}
EFNEERL 7 (Table8), AT T A OB CIE, HFlEEEE T L L CRE
HEEF AR D HIBEEME A - 72 (Table 9), L2 L. BEAMEE T AICE T BN
MR IE 0.839 & 7 vad Y — il RREENE RO IHRARm TH Y . T T
NERA L 7o rBEL S BUTA oEcid, H0HH Y o' 7 THEIC B BB A
L7228, N7 A =2 L Tz, B mnwe 7L 2R L 72 (Table 10),
Vd/F, WIGHEEER (ka) OEARZEB) IR IC/NE 2o 7720, VA/F, ka OKFZH)
BRI L 72,

PPK ffric VT, 27 v 774 XEfnimi&kEeET A oL BOHERER % Table
1112733, CL/F oA RIC Cler, VA/F ORERBICHREE A 72T T A25-2LL 72 b OIC
AIC 2O REBRET N TH 0T F7o MIEETARANTA =R LT PR Z v T ITL 2
MEEASE R % Table 12 10”3, 77— FA P v FIC X VR ONLMERIT, RkeT 107
A =R EAHEDRERER L2, ZW 70 v b oihics T, RHEMTFH 7 v aF ) — i
B XTI A= B TFHI 7 v 2 — B IR, 2 F R HFl L

7= (Fig.3), & 5IZ, Visual predictive check (VPC) DR % Fig. 4 1</nvd, FEHIE & FHl
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D I0%EHEXENIFELUL Tz, TNHLDRERL L, RKTETVIIZYTH S LWL
770
EXb, PPKEFARIZ. CL/F (L/hr) =1.03 X (CCR/5.2) 195 x 1.17. Vd/F (L)

=62.3 X ({&8E/58) 1% ka (/hr) =0.34 & 7z > 7=,

Table 8. X — ZEF LDt

T -2LL AIC p fE
lavX—F XV} 588.254 602.254
22 X—FAV T 588.256 610.256 1.00

-2LL, -2 Log-Likelihood; AIC, 7ith{&#t B

Table 9. JXFZ37EE 7 N DIRGT

T -2LL AIC p fE
el = 7 v 588.254 602.254
N RS £ T L 592.076 606.076 1.00
BAHET TV 575.159 591.159 <0.01

-2LL, -2 Log-Likelihood; AIC, 7ith{& #t B

Table 10. 5T

EFL -2LL AIC NT A= 2K p &
HorE L 588.254 602.254 6
HEH Y 583.093 597.093 7 0.02

-2LL, -2 Log-Likelihood; AIC, 7ith{& ¥t B
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Table 11. 27 v 77 4 XEHWI=&i&ET L TOHEEDBER
AR
EFN -2LL A—2LL AIC NT A= 2E e R
CL/F Vd/F
1 N 588.25 - 600.25 6 -
2 +ikE - 579.23 9.02 593.23 7 1
3 - +HAEH 580.22 8.03 594.22 7 1
4 +BSA - 578.46 9.79 592.46 7 1
5 +AE - 576.90 11.35 590.90 7 1
6 +eGFRcre - 549.93 38.32 563.93 7 1
7 +CLer - 541.24 47.01 555.24 7 1
8 +CLer +{k - 540.34 0.90 578.57 8 7
9 +CLcr +BSA - 540.92 0.32 579.16 8 7
10 +CLecr +4E - 540.03 1.21 556.03 8 7
11% +CLer +RE 536.63 4,61 552.63 8 7

CL/F, 7 V77 v A;Vd/F, HHisk; -2LL, -2 Lcj)é—Likelihood; AIC, R G HEHBINE; BSA, AR HifE; CLcr, Cockeroft-
Gault X% i/ L 72 #E5T CLcr; eGFRere, Matsuo 45 2385 L 7= Ui & % # 5 GFR
A CEIR L 2T v
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Table 12. & ETAB LN T -+ X+ T v 7k

T— b+ R T T
BA&E T v
RTRA— R n = 1000

Tl fiE SE  CV (%) 95% CI il 95% CI

CL/F (L/hr) = 01 X (ClLcr/5.2) 92 X 016
6, (L/hr) 1.03 0.08 7.38 0.88-1.18 1.03 0.86-1.19
6, (L/hr) 1.05 0.14 13.7 0.77-1.33 1.07 0.81-1.37

Vd/F (L) = 65 x (BW/57.6)°%

05 (L) 62.3 8.87 14.2 44.7-79.9 64.3 47.5-87.9
0.,(L) 1.06 0.36 344 0.34-1.78 1.08 0.08-2.24
ka (/hr) 0.34 0.12 35.1 0.10-0.58 0.41 0.15-0.77
SE 1@54@ AFE; CV, ZE)FRE; CL SHEXE; 6, CL/F ofREKfl; 0, CL/F E % % CLcr DI5¥G 05, VA/F ofR
FAl; 04, VAd/F 0L RTH 2 BW DIFE CL/F 2VT TVRA; Vd/F F a, MR JEE 5 4
(a) (b)
rd
- a0 + ‘_-l" &) !ll,
3 4 :
< E
a =Y
= 30+ X
" s
n n
E 0 + - L 128 i 0 + LITTTs - 059
= e o} RY = 1043
i =5 . ' ' » i B ¥ i
1] ] i 0 40 1] ([1] b 1] 30 40
SRAFH 7T —LRE (ggml) A A —F IR ERNFHZLAFY—ARE (ugml)

Figure 3. MW7 v v b

(a) &i%iﬁﬂ7zv:7‘ffzbi;%§&%%EM»:%/—MEF (b) FEATAMaF T —MREL ST A=
DOKERFH T V3= VREERL TV 5, FEfE 2 HORFER, sty =x 273
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Foml: 5% FB:50% = cecemeees Fe B Qe

48
g °
= B N
= \ I
E 30 o o tr tN [
L Y [y
? Lo L ; o

20 S ) o LI
™ SN e :
'Il;l\ 15 L=} a II'IIID ;"-," . H

o [ | §

2 ] @ p 1B e \ \ [
RO S aeA\eg R e \\/\;\ /
B Vg\?e R SN % o ? . .
m X SR ASRY ¢ RATAE BT :
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B0 (hr)

Figure 4. Visual Predictive Check (VPC)

O, FHIzrary—iBEERL, £ DE5%L I5%DFOENIHIEL T3

3.4 PTA ot

7N aF = 200 mg 721 400 mg/ HOEEHER G 2IREL 2Ty ThALrEY 2
IL—vavEitw, FAUC/MIC =50 @ PTA = 90%DHEEZWEFI L., 7L A4 7K v b
MIC % 3 Y AR L7 (Table 13-15), #IEHE5H (Dayl) ic3\>T 200 mg/HoD 7
LA 7% A4 Yk MIC 1 0.5-1pg/mL. 400 mg/HD 7L A 744 v} MIC % 1-2pg/mL
TH o7z, Day8 & Dayl5 iZ, 200 mg/HD 7L 4 7K A4 v b MIC iZ 1 -2 pg/mL, 400
mg/HDO T LA 7 #4 v} MIC 13 2—4pg/mL T o7, 7L A 2% 4 vk MIC i, #25
1 HECIxAE L CLer TZ{LL 7228, 835X UF 15 HEH Tl Cler D AT L, (KETIE
ZAL L 2> o 7z,

%3 F U AICEGT, 300 mg. 400 mg. 500 mg. 600 mg &5 L EHADE Y F AL
oo Il—ta v, BEEMIC = 2.0 ug/mL it L T FAUC/MIC = 50 % 3% il e

o, Y F IV ABOERGEEEH L 72, Dayl OfER X, Cler 23[E—THh i, (REDH
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s 2ize, BEZERICLE &G 208388 L 72 (Fig.5), Dayl5 OfER I, REDFE

—ThiF, Cler 2T 212, BEERKICHERBESGE2EML 72 (Fig. 6),

35 HHEEKHFED /) 7T A

#IH X loading dose % 1 [al# 5. L, 2 H HLAK# (% maintenancedose % 1 H 1 [l#%45. & L
T dosing simulations % %Efi L, fAHEE X O CLler ICHED WSS B2 E L 72, (KE
F X O CLer Hlic, loading dose %17 9 #8235 2 413 400 — 700 mg/H. maintenance
dose (% 200 — 400 mg/H A HEIE G548 & 7 o 7= (Table 16-17), ¥, mmIMTHIEES 80

ug/mLZHEZ 5T Lixhn o,
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Table 13. A8 3 X ¥ CLer 1@ 200mg 3 X OF 400mg @ PTA 73#7 (Dayl)

PTA by MIC (u g/mL) and FAUC/MIC of 50

Dayl1 (0 - 24 hr)

Dose BW CLecr

(mg/day) (kg) (mL/min) 0.125 0.25 0.5 1 2 4

200

40 40
60
80
100
120
140

50 40
60
80
100
120
140

60 40
60
80
100
120
140

70 40
60
80
100
120
140

+ o+ o+ o+

+ o+ + o+ + o+ A+ o+ o+ A+ o+ o+ A+ o+ A+ o+ A+ o+
+ o+ + o+ + o+ A+ o+ o+ A+ o+ o+ A+ o+ A+ o+ A+ o+
P T T S S R T R T S S e S S T S T -

400

40 40
60
80
100
120
140

50 40
60
80
100
120
140

60 40
60
80
100
120
140

70 40
60
80
100
120
140

+ o+ o+ o+

R T S T T T T T T S S S S S S S
R T S T T T T T T S S S S S S S
B T T T T S S S T i T T S S S AR
R T S T T T T T T S S S S S S S

CLer, Cockeroft-Gault 5% (1] L 7245 CLer (L/hr); BW, {6 (kg)
+ 13 PTA90%E/K M fE; - 1% PTA90%ER A [ fiE
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Table 14. A8 3 X ¥ CLer 1@ 200mg 3 X U* 400mg @ PTA 73#7 (Day8)

PTA by MIC (u g/mL) and FAUC/MIC of 50

Day8 (168 - 192 hr)

Dose BW CLecr

(mg/day) (kg) (mL/min) 0.125 0.25 0.5 1 2 4

200

40 40
60
80
100
120
140

50 40
60
80
100
120
140

60 40
60
80
100
120
140

70 40
60
80
100
120
140

+ o+ + o+ + o+ A+ o+ o+ A+ o+ o+ A+ o+ A+ o+ A+ o+
+ o+ + o+ + o+ A+ o+ o+ A+ o+ o+ A+ o+ A+ o+ A+ o+
P T T S S R T R T S S e S S T S T -
+ o+ + o+ + o+ A+ o+ o+ A+ o+ o+ A+ o+ A+ o+ A+ o+

400

40 40
60
80
100
120
140

50 40
60
80
100
120
140

60 40
60
80
100
120
140

70 40
60
80
100
120
140

e T
e T
e
e T
e T

CLer, Cockeroft-Gault 5% (1] L 7245 CLer (L/hr); BW, {6 (kg)
+ 13 PTA90%E/K M fE; - 1% PTA90%ER A [ fiE
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Table 15. k& & X U CLcr HD 200mg ¥ £ F 400mg @ PTA 4347 (Dayl5)

PTA by MIC (u g/mL) and FAUC/MIC of 50

Day15 (336 - 360 hr)

Dose BW CLer

(mg/day) (kg) (mL/min) 0.125 0.25 0.5 1 2 4

200

40 40
60
80
100
120
140

50 40
60
80
100
120
140

60 40
60
80
100
120
140

70 40
60
80
100
120
140

R T S T T T T T T T e S S S S S S R
R T S T T T T T T T e S S S S S S R
P T T T S S S S S S S T T T T T S
R T S T T T T T T T e S S S S S S R

400

40 40
60
80
100
120
140

50 40
60
80
100
120
140

60 40
60
80
100
120
140

70 40
60
80
100
120
140

e e
e e
e E s
e e
e e

CLer, Cockeroft-Gault 5% (1] L 72 #E 5 CLer (L/hr); BW, #63% (kg)
+ 13 PTA90%EK 1 fE; - 1% PTA9I0%E R A 1l fiE
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CLer = 40 mL/min BW = 40 kg

CLer = 40 mL/min BW = 50 kg
120 + o 00 mpday 120 + W 200 mgitay
o Ml mpiday o Ml mgday
100 fu—u—u—u—gy 00 mgley 100 +m—u—=—m—u 0b gty
80 I'. ------- 00 mglday w0t I'| cnnne 500 myidey
S i |00 mpiday S |I —— i 00 mday
£°7 £°7 h
40 4 | I'| 40 4 ||I
LI |
20 4 L 0 + | |
W | \
) . S 0 4g._L.._._._
Q::.;-.ub.}a P N Q{_.p“._\;-: A T R
MIC (pg/mL) MIC {ug/mL}
CLer = 40 mL/min BW = 60 kg CLer = 40 mL/min BW = 70 kg
120 H— 200 gty 120 ¢ " 0 gtey
o 10l mp'day e 30 ey
100 +m—u—u—u—n 00 mgday 100 1w—u—n—u—9 400 gy
%0 | A1 - 500 mdey %0 1 \I ------- 500 gy
§ lI —8— 400 mp/day g | i mpiday
z 60 - | Z 60+ '||
E E |
40 4 40 | |
|
20 1 '| 20 1t \
|
I ol % www-
Q‘:\ﬁ?ﬁ.}l’:‘ qﬁ R T T ) e Q‘;DQ-::'J 'Dﬁ T T ) b
MIC {pg/mL) MIC {pg/mL)
CLer = 60 mL/min BW = 40 kg CLer = 60 mL/min BW = 50 kg
120 + R 200 mpdey 120 o T iy
e 30 mgiday o N0 g iday
100 B—m———a 00 mgday 100 +m—u—u—g—4 4001 gy
P g e S mpay 80 4 Dol e o0ty
g (RN [ ———
< 60+ b < 60 1 (
E i E P
40 + 3 \ 40 | |I
. 1 \ 1
2“ T I-H III 20 T :: II
y 1 1
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120 =

o 200 mgiay
- 300 mpdey
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£ 0 i E
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MIC (pg/mL)
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MIC (ug/mL)

CLer = 60 mL/min BW = 70 kg

120 o 200 myilay
- 300 myidey
100 --I+.+T»\_ 0 gy
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—— o 00 iy
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40 +
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CLer = 80 mL/min BW = 60 kg

0 M0 mgday

100 - H—q—l-—_1 - 300y
_ 80 VL i
é 6 I", ‘\ """" 300 g day
E I'. \ i 00 gy

40 T Iu

20 4 5‘-., \

0 4I—L+I+

e Sy e S

MIC pg/ml

CLer = 100 mL/min BW = 40 kg

120 - . ety
..... e 308 gy
| x 400 gy
g0+ Ly T 00 gy
g L ) e ey
= 60 ”.
£ \
1 2 i
®
20 - '\
P N W N W
{‘:36}5} q‘." % R R e
MIC (pg/mL)

CLer = 100 mL/min BW = 60 kg

120 R
w0 iy
100 | m—n—n—u_n B
B0+ ‘J' """" 500 oy
< 60 | g
E
40
20
;i—L—I—I—E
[
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CLer = 80 mL/min BW = 50 kg

120 -
S 100 mg'day
u:nt:-.._...;.‘I R
3 1 [ 400 gy
= 60 4 '-II ....... ep—
E l|| e 00 gy
40 |
20 |
1
o L L e ws
e e S
MIC pg/mlL
CLer = 20 mL/min BW = 70 kg
120 R
100 1H—m gty somer
| \
— B0 T \ '...IlI e
< 60 + 1 "-.Ill """" 500 myg duy
E | I"II —a— 0 madyy
40 + | b
| 1
20+ | !|
1] L 4
Q.E?:)Q'f";} AR
MIC pg/ml

CLer = 100 mL/min BW =50 kg
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CLer = 100 mL/min BW = 70 kg
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CLer = 120 mL/min BW =40 kg

CLer= 120 mL/min BW = 50 kg

120 - 0 gy 120 ® MOmpdsy
o 200wy +  MOmply
100 - [reT—— 100 +m—m—a—y- 500 mp day
0 % -nee e 300 mpay s L -neees S mpdny
£ i 0 gy g = O mpy
w6 - ! o 60 "
£ 3 g
40 1 40
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20 Ly 0 |
b — % w om 0
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Figure 5. Dayl icBWT7Lva 5 —L 200, 300, 400, 500, 600 mg %5 L 72&5&

D PTA 447

50



CLer = 40 mL/min BW = 40 kg

CLer = 60 mLmin BW = 40 kg CLer = B0 mL/min BW = 40 kg
120 + 1200 - 120 +
L e e T | 100 I—-+-—g—q,\‘ e |
w . W
3 ol P ..,\. F R k! 3 hulk PR .E‘_\q
E L R '1,:'.' E BT e g X I'I.I E BT 0 mpiaey .;'1"-
40 - preg— II'.". 4 - 0 ey .'.IllI & + WD gy -'_.III
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Table 16. Loading dose DSt 58 7 €277 L

CLcr (mL/min)
40 - 60 60 — 80 80 — 100 100 - 120 120 — 140
40-50 | 400 mg/day 500 mg/day 500 mg/day 500 mg/day 600 mg/day
(LNEEN
50-60 | 500 mg/day 500 mg/day 500 mg/day 600 mg/day 600 mg/day
(kg)
60—70 | 500 mg/day 600 mg/day 600 mg/day 600 mg/day 700 mg/day

B ROBOE AP T 25 1EBMNIC PRI 256 LTRINL 72

Table 17. Maintenance dose #f3E{& 58/ €7 7 L

CLcr (mL/min)
40 - 60 60 — 80 80 — 100 100 - 120 120 — 140
40-50 | 200 mg/day 300 mg/day 300 mg/day 400 mg/day 400 mg/day
(LNEEN
50—60 | 200 mg/day 300 mg/day 300 mg/day 400 mg/day 400 mg/day
(kg)
60—70 | 200 mg/day 300 mg/day 300 mg/day 400 mg/day 400 mg/day
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4 EBR

P EMERESEEZ R Lz vaF ) — LD PPKET A 2D THEREL 72, 7L
aF =7 V)T 7 v AR L LT, Cockeroft-Gault RicHow7z Cler 23, 72
DARBEORER L LT, hEZHAAALLEETLICEWT, FHNEERRD @2 o72, 7
Nty — 3G EO 80%DRHICRZ LR L L CTHREE L BHRM B o3y Th 5
Ehb, 7Y 7T 7V AIC Cler AR ENTARFEREIZYUYTHEEEZ LNz, TLE
TOWETH 7 VT 7 v AOMERIC, Cler AR TN T Y, X HICIEMEE TIX
BMI 288013 2 & HICH AR AT 2 2 L WMGE SN T3 9, 2 A RE Tl
HFRE AR D 3812 £ - T expanded plasma and blood volume 238kE S 2 & & T, MM
PEFT 2 EDPWEINTDE YT, TLaF Yy —LONHERBIEILEHDKNE LA —TH
L2 EbEINTEY O PMAMOLERICHFEIERI NG LIFZYTH S,

AFEcORERIHRIYEIC X 2 7 v a5 Y — 3o VA/F 3 X CL/F iZxhzhn
623 L. 1.2 L/hr TH o7y 7 a2F YV — D PPKEHTICEIT 21581 2 L Tlcwnd D
PEEINTV D, BERAICET2HE T, SMAMIF554-594L Lt nTs
D ol SEOERDOF VRO THIICKE D572, Cojutt b IZFBMZEEZICEHIT 2 VA/F X
270L LG L, @HE X VW EZ R L2 EBRT VB2, ZoiEl A dicowTidi
L Thv, —J7, CL/FiZ2owTid, 0.55-0.79LL/hr LS TE Y 750, S DfER
DI DBENMEER R LTz, L7zh3> T, FAdiEMmeEEEFE c7va )y —ro CL/F 235 <
%5 LaYIDTHEIL L, ThE CEIRMIEY)CH L2 Ny av vy T IAhv v
70T 7 v AR, FEEMARESEF & i L GEIMSREEERE I, ARCICX Y K&K
B3 ERMEINT NG 26, Nva<wf L7 /Y vid therapeutic drug monitoring
(TDM) WHR#ETcH Y, MHIRELZANE L, @Y 2582 RETE 2, LrL, 7radt
V= iE TDM SWRFETiE a7z d, MPREEHE T 2 2 LT, s ksEZ ik

ET DT LITTE RN, « PHiERGTEE L) A n R GE TR I NS T — AN
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HY 62 CL/F AL T 2EMmeEEEE CRHARREL Ho Ty 2 REELNE 2 &
nz,

PTAZHT & . 735 =3 400 mg/H TlEFREICH VT MIC = 2 pg/mL &
T FAUC/MIC = 50 %3ERTHETH - 7228, 200 mg/H Tl CLer > 60 mL/min ® ## <
FERTERVIERL o7z, 73 F V=L@ PK/PD »$5 4 — &%, AUC/MIC TH 3
TEDBHEINTEY 4, Cojutti b 7% Pai b 7 OfiE 2 5% I1c, FAUC/MIC o HAEfH
% 50 LRUE L7c, EAMAEIL 12%TH 0 | PEECFRT IC X 0 TR PR 2 2B 3
2tiFhwiEZOND, ZDD, AR TIIRIBEZIE L. EOKEGEEL 12%L
FE L BRI R % B L 72, % 72, MIC I Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute
(CLSI) M60 1st Edition (Performance Standards for Antifungal Susceptibility Testing of
Yeasts) 31 i 5 % C albicans % C. parapsilosis, C. tropicalis DJ&ZWHAERE 1 ECHS
N7 % Itic 8, MIC = 2 pg/mL & 3&E L7, FAlZ. 2o HEEPK/PD X5 4 —% (f
AUC/MIC =50 & MIC =2 pg/mL) 1232\ C PTA = 90% % 3ER il fE R i 58 % o 2 3
L— a3 v LR, 400 mg/H O PRtk 513, il 2aiies S c E R YYE % i) & 4 3
TEDBTHARETH B & F x bz, Goodman O I HHEFSAHEEE ICH T 400 mg/H D%
HRERHBRMELZRD 20+t 5RTH LA ME L TE Y B, FADOMTH
Flix. %o R % PK/PD HERICEOSWTHGEEL 2 & FE 2 b b, —J7. HARTIX 100 -
200mg/H TG I N5 Z &AL 0H 0% ZDTHZIRICOWTIIMIEXT LT, PTA
SAHETIE. 200 mg/H DR 513 E # R EEIC 51> CT CLer > 60 mL/min ® #% < H{% PK/PD
NRIRA—=RBERTERDP o7, ZDT2D, 200mg/HOHKEGETIX, TohishErfEon
7 WATHEME DS RIE & 7z,

FAlX MIC = 2 pg/mL % BEEICfAE S X O CLer D 7 v 2+ V' — L O R 5.8 % WEE
L. loading dose % # &3 2 HE D 5 5413 400 — 700 mg/H. maintenance dose (3 200
- 400 mg/HARETH B LR LIz, BEGHHOT LA 27K A v+ MIC IZEHIRET

DTLAZFRL Y MIC X WKL Zeo/z, ZDBEE LT, 7raF Yy — Lo
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31 K & R < O MM REDEFIRIBICET 2 D ICH 2 EHT 2 L Fx bz, BEEN
7 naF ) = Ek %53 28411F loading dose 23S X LTl b 42, ENTMTCEIC
BWCTHG %217 5 5E PP ERIRAES TS W 2 8 AT S B 5 %53 5 2 LA
EFELwiIntwid, PH&EKEGICE W THAEERSE CFhERIRADBHT2: > 0% 5 23T
Z 750 28113, loading dose D AT AZ FEF RETH 2 L VIR L Aot M
TLEEMEICOWTHWET L7z, 7 aF Y — A3 ZetsE <. 400 mg/HoES5 Ik W»
TIHEHFEFRRBIZ LA EHKIL o\ 24085 Gl E oW ClamiRE» 80 pg/mL ZHZ
5 EREBEBFIIL 72 LIRE TN T B 0, SEl #ESE G £ 77 sicE O WG EIC X
BIMFEEA > 2 I L — a v L7=#EE, loading dose ¥ X OF maintenance dose @ &5 &
CEBEWTH, EIMFREF 80 ug/mL 2122 Li3hrotk, TLEFIREICE TS
I G RIX, 400mg/HEMA 2 2 L3 o7z, U EDKED S, AR L 7z 5%
HE 3 ZAEOmICE W T MEIT R W EE 2 bz, AT TR L - SR G R 1T, &
MEESEE B TP EENMEC 22 2 L2 E, #50H» O o PHisR %%
X 2 AMREMED D 2,

KFFRIC BN T DD DRARSEDH 5, 1 DHIC, iDL TH LI 03H 5, L
2Ly AFZILEMBREEEREDAZNRE LT3 720, ARC 25 & 72 5 i1 2R AEE
BEICBT 27 0vaF - LOEYEELE 2 RIS CTRELYIO COWETH 5,
¥ 72D PPK HT#E R & H LT b 751 AWIE CH W IERIEUIL RS £ 213 2 h Bl b
DEFE GIERA Y F) ZHWTEY, PPK T 2175 2013 FoTh v, LB
Wzl L Cwd, 2 o0HICSHERBONLHREREREIE Y T A ey a2 IL—vavickk
DWAERTH Y| R TOFHEIZE Z{TbIL T & THh 35, Maintenance dose D
ZUPEICOWTIE, BFERHER & FTm 2 BISNTIE O EHE I m 1 #EfE % L T\ %, Loading
dose ICBHL CTix, ENCTORB#EIEAE FET 5 & 20 FHRBISICICHT 2 C L 3L
. HRBMELALETDH B, ihEkid 1 BERT2 & PG %2175 C L ARG

iIClX. loading dose & ¥ & #FHRERIFA 1 H[E AT 2> & maintenance dose TR G- %179 Z & 23
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BlhanstEz 5, 3oHIC, AWFZE Tt FAUC/MIC = 50 % HEEfH & 3E L7245, 7
naFy =10 HEPK/PD <7 A — 2B 213D v, BIE, FAUC/MIC =50 28
RONHINTV 2 TH 228, KIEEOZ Y IIREERHETH 5,

EIMAREEEHE D2 WK e L HEREYEEE TV EflvizevyThitrya 1L
—va v Tk, 7raF V=200 mg/HDEERETIE Cler > 60 mL/min ® E# Tl
R AA5r & 752 2 ATREME R AR L 720 S RIRAAMER L 72 fAE 35 X UF CLer Bl O HESE R %
W3l T, I F YA TG E X VERLRDDICT ST L TE, Antifungal

Stewardship ICERBAAIAE L & 2 b L7,
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e

IFPIFEE L B nTRE R A DA R o T b | RRER 2R S 5

E S BlRh o b BHEANOMR 2 BRIRFER L. BRI 2 #1 2 2 @ IE6EH 13k

THETH 5, UERFHEICH T 2@ IEM# R T Antifungal Stewardship & /i, REEE

NV Y RIETOHRCRZET I 42 4, BFEEYERE O FRA LICHBNT 2 2 L 2°H

B 7%, Lo L7 b, Antifungal Stewardship IC A R BHAARILIZ R 72+ Tld 7r e,

2O Fi, RHFGETIEA ¥ ¥ FMPIEIAEOBHRE W5 510 Ly & & ISR AR L

TG EREEEF BT 2 7 v a )y — R S W7 R Gk 2 L L 72, 5l

fFonZMAZER L, UTICHERT %,

1.

v Y X MFERSE O BRIAE i, HRCOMEEORIE 1KRE & 1387
C. albicans 755 b BISEIE 2385 < . C. parapsilosis. C. glabrata & i§i\~7= £7-. C.
glabrata \BF 3 I A7 7 FYDOMIC IZEWETH 2 EBHL 2L 2o 72,

MEFROFHBEREICE VT, A7 7 VX Vi C parapsilosis HI%
non-parapsilosis Candida species 1B F 2 EZWE TV 27 ERATTH 2
ML LR 0T, E7. PUEREMENEO KIS EMEHRES BT 2 T
mETHEZLHHL DL ST,

EIMEREEEE DA EXNRE Lz 7 v aF ) — L ORMEMIEYEFE T 7 L DI

C XV, IREMAREE EE & LS EEEE iy raF Yy —r o CL/F #
WRT 2R EEYENR R L ERHL 2L o T,

BHEMSEYBEE T AL ZH VT Yy FTALE 2L —2a Yy TlE, 7AraFy
— 200 mg/ H @ [ & <l CLer > 60 mL/min @ 8E& TIIELSAL 0 & 72 5
AIREME A $R L 72 S EIRAAMERL L 724k B 35 X OF CLer JlOHE3E R 2 v 5 2 & T,

7 a3 — v DA EE B Gk 2 TS L 7.
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PLbE. AWEL Y, A v P XMRERIEOBRZHEL, I 777 v Frofifix C
parapsilosis i %° non-parapsilosis Candida species I3 J 5 EZ KT OERK & 74 5
DO P TR o e, F 72, EMEREE R IC BT 2 EFHEOTIRD T 5k 3Rk
IRILCEE DOV C Wi o 2 b, 7 ad Y — L OFlRECE G5EE L L 720 5
%, fE L7z 7 vad Yy — oG EoBEEeto 7V — v R IERE O REL S
FOMESL, THE(LICBES 2098 % . Antifungal Stewardship 1€ A5 72 RE2E AR L % Hkfe

FICBIHH L CWwWE/-nweEEZTWn5,

59



L FEEIC B3 2 G

Sakamoto Y, Kawabe K, Suzuki T, Sano K, Ide K, Nishigaki T, Enoki Y, Taguchi K, Koike H,
Kato H, Sahashi Y, Matsumoto K. Species Distribution of Candidemia and Their
Susceptibility in a Single Japanese University Hospital: Prior Micafungin Use Affects the

Appearance of Candida parapsilosis and Elevation of Micafungin MICs in Non- parapsilosis

Candida Species. Journal of Fungi. 2021; 7(8):596. https://doi.org/10.3390/jof7080596

Sakamoto Y, Isono H, Enoki Y, Taguchi K, Miyazaki T, Kunimoto H, Koike H, Hagihara M,
Matsumoto K, Nakajima H, Sahashi Y, Matsumoto K. Population Pharmacokinetic Analysis

and Dosing Optimization of Prophylactic Fluconazole in Japanese Patients with
Hematological Malignancy. Journal of Fungi. 2021; 7(11):975.

https://doi.org/10.3390/j0f7110975

NS}
o

FasC (WHEPEH TH 5. EasQ BT 2 JE RSSO0

=L

60



ZE X
The Review on Antimicrobial Resistance (Chaired by Jim O’Neill). Tackling Drug-
Resistant Infections Globally: Final Report and Recommendations. 2016;(May):1-80.
Johnson MD, Lewis RE, Dodds Ashley ES, et al. Core recommendations for antifungal
stewardship: a statement of the mycoses study group education and research consortium.
J Infect Dis. 2020;222:5175-S198. doi:10.1093/INFDIS/JIAA394
Valerio M, Mufioz P, Rodriguez CG, et al. Antifungal stewardship in a tertiary-care
institution: A bedside intervention. Clin Microbiol Infect. 2015;21(5):492.e1-492.€9.
doi:10.1016/;.cmi.2015.01.013
FAEEERIED A F 74 VIEERES . BRIEY + — 7 A, FEHERIEDZ
Wi - IR A K 74 2014 /NEFEIEGET K. 2016.
Maeda M, Muraki Y, Kosaka T, et al. The first nationwide survey of antimicrobial
stewardship programs conducted by the Japanese Society of Chemotherapy. J Infect
Chemother. 2019;25(2):83-88. doi:10.1016/j.jiac.2018.11.001
Imataki O, Kami M, Kim SW, et al. A nationwide survey of deep fungal infections and
fungal prophylaxis after hematopoietic stem cell transplantation in Japan. Bone Marrow
Transplant. 2004;33(12):1173-1179. doi:10.1038/sj.bmt.1704526
Samura M, Hirose N, Kurata T, et al. Support for fungal infection treatment mediated by
pharmacist-led antifungal stewardship activities. / Infect Chemother. 2020;26(3):272-
279. doi:10.1016/j.jiac.2019.09.016
Takakura S, Fujihara N, Saito T, Kudo T, linuma Y, Ichiyama S. National surveillance of
species distribution in blood isolates of Candida species in Japan and thier susceptibility

to six antifungal agents including voriconazole and micafungin. / Antimicrob Chemother.

2004;53(2):283-289. doi:10.1093/jac/dkh053

61



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Kakeya H, Yamada K, Kaneko Y, et al. National trends in the distribution of candida
species causing candidemia in Japan from 2003 to 2014: A report by the epidemiological
investigation committee for human mycoses in Japan. Med Mycol J. 2018;59(1):E19-E22.
d0i:10.3314/mmj.17-00014

Sakagami T, Kawano T, Yamashita K, et al. Antifungal susceptibility trend and analysis of
resistance mechanism for Candida species isolated from bloodstream at a Japanese
university hospital. / Infect Chemother. 2019;25(1):34-40. doi:10.1016/j.jiac.2018.10.007
Pfaller MA, Diekema D], Turnidge JD, Castanheira M, Jones RN. Twenty years of the
SENTRY Antifungal Surveillance Program: Results for Candida species from 1997-2016.
Open Forum Infect Dis. 2019;6(Suppl 1):579-S94. doi:10.1093/0fid/ofy358

Kullberg BJ, Arendrup MC. Invasive candidiasis. N Engl ] Med. 2015;373(15):1445-
1456. doi:10.1056/NEJMra1315399

Lortholary O, Desnos-Ollivier M, Sitbon K, et al. Recent exposure to caspofungin or
fluconazole influences the epidemiology of candidemia: A prospective multicenter study
involving 2,441 patients. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 2011;55(2):532-538.
doi:10.1128/AAC.01128-10

Arendrup MC, Sulim S, Holm A, et al. Diagnostic issues, clinical characteristics, and
outcomes for patients with fungemia. / Clin Microbiol. 2011;49(9):3300-3308.
doi:10.1128/JCM.00179-11

Nagao M. A multicentre analysis of epidemiology of the nosocomial bloodstream
infections in Japanese university hospitals. Clin Microbiol Infect. 2013;19(9):852-858.
doi:10.1111/1469-0691.12083

Almirante B, Rodriguez D, Cuenca-Estrella M, et al. Epidemiology, risk factors, and

prognosis of Candida parapsilosis bloodstream infections: Case-control population-based

62



17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

surveillance study of patients in Barcelona, Spain, from 2002 to 2003. / Clin Microbiol.
2006;44(5):1681-1685. doi:10.1128/JCM.44.5.1681-1685.2006

Kato H, Yoshimura Y, Suido Y, et al. Mortality and risk factor analysis for Candida blood
stream infection: A multicenter study. / Infect Chemother. 2019;25(5):341-345.
doi:10.1016/;.jiac.2019.01.002

Wisplinghoff H, Bischoff T, Tallent SM, Seifert H, Wenzel RP, Edmond MB. Nosocomial
Bloodstream Infections in US Hospitals: Analysis of 24,179 Cases from a Prospective
Nationwide Surveillance Study. Clin Infect Dis. 2004;39(3):309-317.
doi:10.1086/421946

Fukuoka T, Johnston DA, Winslow CA, et al. Genetic basis for differential activities of
fluconazole and voriconazole against Candida krusei. Antimicrob Agents Chemother.
2003;47(4):1213-1219. doi:10.1128/AAC.47.4.1213-1219.2003

—fAEEEAN BREEFEYS W REHED VO XIECHT2<A XY DD D
HRRFERR A A K 74 . 2021.

Bizerra FC, Jimenez-Ortigosa C, Souza ACR, et al. Breakthrough candidemia due to
multidrug-resistant Candida glabrata during prophylaxis with a low dose of micafungin.
Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 2014;58(4):2438-2440. doi:10.1128/AAC.02189-13
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. 2015:62(4):e1-e50. doi:10.1093/cid/civ933

Cornely OA, Bassetti M, Calandra T, et al. ESCMID guideline for the diagnosis and
management of Candida diseases 2012: Non-neutropenic adult patients. Clin Microbiol
Infect. 2012;18(SUPPL.7):19-37. doi:10.1111/1469-0691.12039

Ullmann AJ, Akova M, Herbrecht R, et al. ESCMID guideline for the diagnosis and

management of Candida diseases 2012: Adults with haematological malignancies and

63



25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

after haematopoietic stem cell transplantation (HCT). Clin Microbiol Infect.
2012;18(SUPPL.7):53-67. doi:10.1111/1469-0691.12041

Tashiro S, Osa S, Igarashi Y, et al. Echinocandins versus non-echinocandins for the
treatment of invasive candidiasis: A meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. / Infect
Chemother. 2020;26(11):1164-1176. doi:10.1016/j.jiac.2020.06.008

Japan Society for Hematopoietic Cell Transplantation (JSHCT) guideline for prophylaxis
and treatment of fungal infection. JSHCT monograph Vol 46. September, 2017.
Bellmann R, Smuszkiewicz P. Pharmacokinetics of antifungal drugs: practical
implications for optimized treatment of patients. Infection. 2017;45(6):737-779.
doi:10.1007/515010-017-1042-2

Kawabe A, Muraki Y, Inose R, et al. Trends of Antifungal Use Based on Sales Data in
Japan from 2006 to 2015. Bio/ Pharm Bull. 2020;43(8):1248-1252. doi:10.1248/bpb.b20-
00302

Forrest GN, Weekes E, Johnson JK. Increasing incidence of Candida parapsilosis
candidemia with caspofungin usage. / Infect. 2008;56(2):126-129.
doi:10.1016/5.jinf.2007.10.014

Perlin DS. Echinocandin Resistance in Candida. Clin Infect Dis. 2015;61(Suppl 6):5612-
S617. doi:10.1093/cid/civ791

Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute. M60: Performance Standards for Antifungal
Susceptibility Testing of Yeasts; Supplement—1st ed.; CLSI: Wayne, PA, USA, 2017.
Vallabhaneni S, Baggs ], Tsay S, Srinivasan AR, Jernigan JA, Jackson BR. Trends in
antifungal use in US hospitals, 2006-12. ] Antimicrob Chemother. 2018;73(10):2867-

2875. doi:10.1093/jac/dky270

64



33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

Taplitz RA, Kennedy EB, Flowers CR. Antimicrobial prophylaxis for adult patients with
cancer-related immunosuppression: ASCO and IDSA clinical practice guideline update
summary. / Oncol Pract. 2018;14(11):692-695. doi:10.1200/JOP.18.00366

Maertens JA, Girmenia C, Briiggemann R], et al. European guidelines for primary
antifungal prophylaxis in adult haematology patients: Summary of the updated
recommendations from the European Conference on Infections in Leukaemia. /
Antimicrob Chemother. 2018;73(12):3221-3230. doi:10.1093/jac/dky286

Fleming S, Yannakou CK, Haeusler GM, et al. Consensus guidelines for antifungal
prophylaxis in haematological malignancy and haemopoietic stem cell transplantation,
2014. Intern Med J. 2014;44(12):1283-1297. doi:10.1111/im;j.12595
Garnacho-Montero J, Diaz-Martin A, Garcia-Cabrera E, et al. Risk factors for
fluconazole-resistant candidemia. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 2010;54(8):3149-3154.
doi:10.1128/AAC.00479-10

Andes DR, Diekema D], Pfaller MA, Marchillo K, Bohrmueller J. In vivo
pharmacodynamic target investigation for micafungin against Candida albicans and C.
glabrata in a neutropenic murine candidiasis model. Antimicrob Agents Chemother.
2008;52(10):3497-3503. doi:10.1128/AAC.00478-08

Andes D, Ambrose PG, Hammel JP, et al. Use of pharmacokinetic-pharmacodynamic
analyses to optimize therapy with the systemic antifungal micafungin for invasive
candidiasis or candidemia. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 2011;55(5):2113-2121.
doi:10.1128/AAC.01430-10

Kapralos I, Mainas E, Neroutsos E, et al. Population pharmacokinetics of micafungin over

repeated doses in critically ill patients: a need for a loading dose? / Pharm Pharmacol.

2020;72(12):1750-1760. doi:10.1111/jphp.13353

65



40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

Mellinghoff SC, Panse ], Alakel N, et al. Primary prophylaxis of invasive fungal infections
in patients with haematological malignancies: 2017 update of the recommendations of the
Infectious Diseases Working Party (AGIHO) of the German Society for Haematology
and Medical Oncology (DGHO). Ann Hematol 2018;97(2):197-207.
doi:10.1007/500277-017-3196-2

Teng JC, Slavin MA, Teh BW, et al. Epidemiology of invasive fungal disease in
lymphoproliferative disorders. Haematologica. 2015;100(11):e462-6.
doi:10.3324/haematol.2015.126698

Togano T, Suzuki Y, Nakamura F, Tse W, Kume H. Epidemiology of visceral mycoses in
patients with acute leukemia and myelodysplastic syndrome: Analyzing the national
autopsy database in Japan. Med Mycol. 2021;59(1):50-57. doi:10.1093/mmy/myaa029
Kontoyiennis DP, Marr KA, Park B]J, et al. Prospective surveillance for invasive fungal
infections in hematopoietic stem cell transplant recipients, 2001-2006: Overview of the
transplant- associated infection surveillance network (TRANSNET) database. Clin Infect
Dis. 2010;50(8):1091-1100. doi:10.1086/651263

Zonios DI, Bennett JE. Update on azole antifungals. Semin Respir Crit Care Med.
2008;29(2):198-210. doi:10.1055/s-2008-1063858

Goodman JL, Winston D], Greenfield RA, et al. A controlled trial of fluconazole to
prevent fungal infections in patients undergoing bone marrow transplantation. NV Engl/ ]
Med. 1992;326(13):845-851. doi:10.1056/NEJM199203263261301

Cornely OA, Ullmann AJ, Karthaus M. Evidence-based assessment of primary antifungal
prophylaxis in patients with hematologic malignancies. Blood. 2003;101(9):3365-3372.
doi:10.1182/blood-2002-05-1356

Cojutti PG, Lugano M, Righi E, et al. Population pharmacokinetics of fluconazole in liver

transplantation: implications for target attainment for infections with Candida albicans

66



48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

and non-albicans spp. Eur J Clin Pharmacol. 2018;74(11):1449-1459.
doi:10.1007/500228-018-2526-1

Aoyama T, Hirata K, Hirata R, et al. Population pharmacokinetics of fluconazole after
administration of fosfluconazole and fluconazole in critically ill patients. / Clin Pharm
Ther. 2012;37(3):356-363. doi:10.1111/§.1365-2710.2011.01297 .x

Alobaid AS, Wallis SC, Jarrett P, et al. Effect of obesity on the population
pharmacokinetics of fluconazole in critically Ill patients. Antimicrob Agents Chemother.
2016;60(11):6550-6557. doi:10.1128/AAC.01088-16

Mclachlan AJ, Tett SE. Pharmacokinetics of fluconazole in people with HIV infection: A
population analysis. BrJ Clin Pharmacol. 1996;41(4):291-298. doi:10.1046/].1365-
2125.1996.03085.x

Han S, Kim J, Yim H, et al. Population pharmacokinetic analysis of fluconazole to predict
therapeutic outcome in burn patients with candida infection. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother. 2013;57(2):1006-1011. doi:10.1128/AAC.01372-12

Roberts JA, Joynt GM, Choi GYS, Gomersall CD, Lipman J. How to optimise
antimicrobial prescriptions in the Intensive Care Unit: Principles of individualised dosing
using pharmacokinetics and pharmacodynamics. Int J Antimicrob Agents.
2012;39(3):187-192. doi:10.1016/j.ijantimicag.2011.11.002

Udy AA, Roberts JA, Boots R], Paterson DL, Lipman J. Augmented renal clearance:
Implications for antibacterial dosing in the critically Ill. Clin Pharmacokinet.
2010;49(1):1-16. doi:10.2165/11318140-000000000-00000

Du Bois D, Du Bois EF. A formula to estimate the approximate surface area if height and
weight be known. 1916. Nutrition. 1989;5(5):303-311; discussion 312.

Cockcroft DW, Gault MH. Prediction of creatinine clearance from serum creatinine.

Nephron. 1976;16(1):31-41. doi:10.1159/000180580

67



56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

Matsuo S, Imai E, Horio M, et al. Revised Equations for Estimated GFR From Serum
Creatinine in Japan. Am J Kidney Dis. 2009;53(6):982-992.
doi:10.1053/;.ajkd.2008.12.034

Pai MP, Turpin RS, Garey KW. Association of fluconazole area under the concentration-
time curve/MIC and dose/MIC ratios with mortality in nonneutropenic patients with
candidemia. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 2007;51(1):35-39. doi:10.1128/AAC.00474-
06

Pfaller MA, Andes D, Diekema DJ, Espinel-Ingroff A, Sheehan D. Wild-type MIC
distributions, epidemiological cutoff values and species-specific clinical breakpoints for
fluconazole and Candida: Time for harmonization of CLSI and EUCAST broth
microdilution methods. Drug Resist Updat. 2010;13(6):180-195.
doi:10.1016/;.drup.2010.09.002

Brammer KW, Farrow PR, Faulkner JK. Pharmacokinetics and tissue penetration of
fluconazole in humans. Rev Infect Dis. 1990;12 Suppl 3(Supplement_3):S318-26.
d0i:10.1093/clinids/12.supplement_3.s318

Humphrey M]J, Jevons S, Tarbit MH. Pharmacokinetic evaluation of UK-49,858, a
metabolically stable triazole antifungal drug, in animals and humans. Antimicrob Agents
Chemother. 1985;28(5):648-653. doi:10.1128/AAC.28.5.648

Shiba K, Saito A, Miyahara T. [Pharmacokinetic evaluation of fluconazole in healthy
volunteers]. Jpn J Antibiot. 1989;42(1):17-30.
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2540363

[zumisawa T, Kaneko T, Soma M, et al. Augmented renal clearance of vancomycin in
hematologic malignancy patients. Bio/ Pharm Bull 2019;42(12):2089-2094.

doi:10.1248/bpb.b19-00652

68



63.

64.

65.

66.

Romano S, Fdez De Gatta M, Calvo M V., Caballero D, Dominguez-Gil A, Lanao JM.
Population pharmacokinetics of amikacin in patients with haematological malignancies. /
Antimicrob Chemother. 1999;44(2):235-242. doi:10.1093/jac/44.2.235

Louie A, Drusano GL, Banerjee P, et al. Pharmacodynamics of fluconazole in a murine
model of systemic candidiasis. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 1998;42(5):1105-1109.
doi:10.1128/aac.42.5.1105

Lewis RE. Current concepts in antifungal pharmacology. Mayo Clin Proc.
2011;86(8):805-817. doi:10.4065/mcp.2011.0247

Matsumoto K, Ueno K, Yoshimura H, et al. Fluconazole-induced convulsions at serum

trough concentrations of approximately 80 microg/mL. Ther Drug Monit.

2000;22(5):635-636. doi:10.1097/00007691-200010000-00022

69



A

KRR OETICH 7 YV HBRE R 2 IS 2B Y % LBl BERERSAR AR
Prefals ot —WBIRICRE#EEZRL £7,

RO L AR 2 TS 28 £ L BERBRFAIZMEMMEIAFHE HO
TIHESERZ. AR BICBIEIC AL £ 97

R ARFEFE L LT, &b ST A C A A ZZEN BERAL IR BFR
GRS L LT E3, £/, Iz iciTo 2l W R AR, & o2
B, IR B, &l BRI, BN THE, AN O BRI R L -
FEI,

CTHIE. SER Y L BRI D < BSF o TR & o 2B T L R AE R o
el seried. /it RSO, ERIRO AT ITLh b DEHOBEERL £7,

o, PREMRICH Y S Y £ L BT RFERERE EATERE il
ERIBEINRE O E  FHIBR, A B, B EACERAN, DEE  SCHARERD, I
MR Je AT ICER G L B £ 97

BRI FAD RFBE T OIS 2 i < BP0 SR LT TR I

L ETES,

70



