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A JEE R 2 (fungal infections)
i W e =0 H 2 8 fmwy i %
HEFWRAKwAKDL—A =R
BT8R W E B > AR ¥ Brendan R
Jackson # 4 7t B 58 B % 0 2019 4
X B W OE R G AT i R 1Y B TR
Bl &% Rk mPIB S fTE R
RNERERNERGE243 XL
[1] > A% E & (Candida species) & £
EBEREWRIE - & RAATREK
FRBERBWREURSHKEE L
JE (Candidemia) By R % > 36 H 2 5
%% 9% % (morbidity rate) DA K& BT &
(mortality rate) % VIAH B o H A L&
A% ® (Candida albicans) % 5% @
FRELNBOREARE - AT - BE R
LMD ESREBRAFTES
Pk 1] A%k B # (NCAC: non-Candida
albicans Candida species)- 21 : & &
¥ ¥ (Candida glabrata) ~ 31 F 17 5%k
® (Candida parapsilosis) ~ 33 &%

chHERE 112 4F 6 A=+ =& =1

W (Candida tropicalis) VA & 7 % Hf &
%W (Candida krusei) W] R % - B4
ABEWE  BTER EBHFRLW
R[RHREEMIEZF o o Bk - 4
HEAFHEAREREWDE - &
TREFRFH/EBEE -

4=E3IEEI BERE RS
SRR IMEE

A BB R % Kumar % A
Bk 2022 4 AR F 2011 F| 2021
M) % BB R A5 R E B
JE (NIH, PubMed) ' W& H M F &
FEESHRE REHME R K
¥ Candida kefyr Fit 1k 87 t ] %% &
(30.15%) * # F # Candida rugosa
(2291%) ~ Candida inconspicua
(7.84% )~ Candida lusitaniae
(7.49%) ~ Candida lipolytica (7.19%) ~
Candida famata (5.51%) ~ Candida
pararugosa (4.05%)>Candida
norvegensis (3.83%)~ Candida
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guilliermondii (3.23%) ~ Candida
africana (2.58%) ~ Candida nivariensis
237%)~Candida bracarensis
(1.51%) ~ Candida blankii (0.52%) ~
Candida intermedia (0.34%)~
Candida pelliculosa (0.3%) & Candida
pulcherrima (0.17%) % [2] * K E # %
StHECR LIRS S RERFLE
BREZRE ~ BREETREBIRN
W mMULHA > K ther TER
SHREREZBI (T )1 FIHH -
Ao BA—RERENETR
RERER 3] EAHERL &%
HERRE 7 AR B Fe o bl
MARA LB URLSHRE R E S
Bxo Bk ABMUSKERE S
#At - AT wF e g > RFER
FEREERTHERF -

— - Candida kefyr (1 & % :
Kluyveromyces marxianus 3§
Candida pseudotropicalis )
Candida kefyr & — 12 3 # H 7T~

FRANFHEIAREWAKREL

WERERBEREBEEORE &

REBEASKENEF AL B3

C. kefyr ] % & T o3& 7 09 7 06 &

BB - AR R RUBE

% 4B 4 R JE (PCR) #2 DNA £ F

BATHEE - HTRERRKRER

SHMRY - EREHE R L HE

il EAKRZEC kefir 2 BEMT

HEBEIEHRN BEEHFHAM

BHZEW : WHEM#E B (amphotericin
B). f# W B " (itraconazole)
fk 3L B " (voriconazole):
W B ™ (posaconazole) > # K
W (fluconazole) + # ¥ #
(caspofungin) ~ K F 3% (micafungin)
P K B 8 & (anidulafungin) By 37
BEHRBH  -EHA—RRAZT 2H
e E L & B B IT 4 # 2004-2010
[ Wi 7% = M E JE (hematologic
malignancies) & A 14T 87 — 38 [ # &
MAFEH  ERBLEEFTHS &
BH (9.6%) BEABANESKRE AR
(invasive candidiasis) > I 7 2009 4
Z % - candida kefyr & 3l (colonization)
Ao S TRE M E W B R R R B
MW ER (4] ot BEFHSEHEHAR
HEC kefir ERBLE KRR I E R
HPHENESZHN  EYREESF
ARAERTE  ERIAABBTEER
B o B e e kR E VT AR R R
C. kefyr E 0 B 2 — ° % 2018 F
MAMB AL BRHHLEYE
ERBERNE (WEBEB AW
% (echinocandins) ) ¥ C. kefyr #1348
M (planktonic cells) #7 4& 47 J& (biofilm)
BRBLE RIFWEN [5]c EAHH
C. kefyr W i 7 & ¥ K W 7€
HERAELFRSRERBKAE
R Bk BRI BY WG RN DLW
W E B WA HE % K" (azole)
By H/E -
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— - Candida rugosa (#i# & :

Diutina rugosa)

TE 1985 /] > ¥k H C. rugosa
RERENMHBMBER - AV HMF
it 87 ® % (nystatin) & &2 & f >
Candida rugosa Fit ¥ ik 09 A5 3k B RK, ¢
W w1994 F—BE£
WA B N B QW AR
5% (1984-1991 4 ) B2 15 1€ I
HMEFWERGERE  EAKREEML
JEJ W C. rugosa PTHE ik > T35 &R
BWARENK  HHWHE R ANE
B BEHREBE B FUR 04
R [6]°2003 £ F—BREE
Vi E WA R (1991-1992 4 ) B2
T 6oBIREE—MBEEZEF OHRA
BT C rugosa > HBRASHKEE M
6 BBREHBETHREANEIER
AT RBIREERE - FWURM
REN - MBERS BEFRT - &
FAPER R EXWEBEB B
W [T % BAEHET C. rugosa 7] i
MR ZRFENEERE - Bt
REBERITHEE RS - T -
BRI H C. rugosa V] e H £ 1% B
(polyenes) VA R R FE " B2 1t - &
T R SURR 24t - F B C. rugosa ]
MATREUREBEEY R ZEF
EM o AT AR IR o

= ~ Candida inconspicua ( ##s
Pichia cactophila )
Candida inconspicua 7+ 1952 4
W T W R & B Torulopsis
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inconspicua > TE 23 - BARAEBRE
EEFER  RT—F " 2RIBHEE
RS o B HRoE 4R R B R AR
1997-2000 4 #7 9 ] 5| 2001-2004 #F
276 Bl > MY 10 5L L [8] ° EE
kX > Candida inconspicua & F% ¥ R,
REBAELEBN BEEZTBRREZ
FHR - OEIFLZAKREEUR
o R E B R Z SR ML
B FEUREARTEEEAHE -
Candida inconspicua B. 7 15 % B X
HEHLNNEBENERNES B4
HitnyimE gy - v MAE R M
M@ E B ESRNE - FHikEHA
ERUMAE 2 E 4w E - Candida
inconspicua £ % & £ AT B K R F
% C. norvegensis » 1& & 1 Bl E T
% > Candida inconspicua {11545 B 41 °

@ « Candida lusitaniae (#ids % -

Clavispora lusitaniae )

e 2002 4 P % & W SURR S i
1R 02-9.4% ¢ £ & # Lo B F
WA E Z C. lusitaniae [9] o %
HAMEBMEBWRHELEHRBER
C. lusitanice M M R L Z M & E o
WEBNAMENERARTE &
(European Committee on Antimicrobial
Susceptibility Testing; EUCAST) 3§
W EMAKRERHAEBMEB W
& 3 # B & (Minimum Inhibitory
Concentration; MIC) KA 1 Z% /A
U &= <l N A
51 W0 98% 1K R A5 B Y C.
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lusitaniae 2 B ¥ A LB E B (R1K
H B EHE A 0.313-0.625 5/ A
) EHBRME > 96% H &2 E
BRI [10]

ARHAEH > EERHIEE
B 2 H AR & o ER R A REARE B
HEZHAEBEIBWILENR
MEAXERHAEBEB WILE
BREERFERANREBEB WA
R BRXEBETE C lusitaniae ¥
RV R B AR AP M 2 B
LB BIEH > TREHEEAEHE
4 M)A iR 18 (ergosterol biosynthetic
pathway) WX ZH B > AP EEH
RiE > HWER C lusitaniae & % ¥
BV DR SR BRI T 2 R oy
%11

F - Candida lipolytica ( % @

Yarrowia lipolytica )

Candida lipolytica J&Z TFTE R
Y wHERHAENADESY - 8§
HEERBERABEWERF - 0DEK
F KRB FRTFHH - 7
R B EEM AT FHERR
JERRE R RBERREREFH -
Candida lipolytica & B A& /7
TR AR 8 3R AR 2 S A A B
B b IR 1 o A2 #2 IK R (catheter-related
suppurative thrombophlebitis) X & &
K BERNEIEHRKRT F 2R &
B4 P& BUE B fLE (fungemia) H
B HMEOEESEAMME L
B~ A VIR B R G A 2k S E vy R

HEERFHERFIE

NLZ BB C. lipolytica R 3 W
B 5 #0 & B — % ) 3 & 2k 42 R
Bt %% > Trabelsi & A 2015 & 8 %k
WEREAE  KEEIFERXRER
52012 -2014 4 R fm 38 B 19 55
C. lipolytica ¥ WL IE FR Bl ¥ - BB R
A H. 4 % (Broad-spectrum antibiotic)
(100%) & & ~ & Jx (96%) F Jio 3% 4
FEREMEZR % 2EE AR
EHE - BRFNHEIRELHER
% B (58.2%) ~ #E " (45.4%) #1 / B
=B E A (69%) [12] ° & % Zhao %
AR 8T $2009-2012 £+ Bl &
B Wy 13 18 5 ) P 34T Wy SR AT R 22 A0
B R B E - BardamkHA
BHGNRBEMBRE - EHRT
B MUEBMEBURMAEE ZH
WA E R BN ol
WA TR AR AR B R T #
C. lipolytica WY R Z W - UHH
3R ER R UG [13] ©

7\ » Candida famata (i & % :
Debaryomyces hansenii)
Candida famata BHEREY ~

FAMEREREY > ZHEAF AR

SWRATERABSKERWEE

FE R R - 2018 £ 8 R WSUR I

W8 & E C famata Bk KW

EF - HEELEFBSHENE

BE (432Z5% /A7) BEHHAD

P RN BRI [14] 5
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WEREE  EEWNW C famata 5
AR ERREE R EEY W
RS %R EE R WS
FBIBR[15]° A—/AvlHREE Y
Candida famata & % —11 % 4ME1E %,
BEHREFTNEE TR EHHA R L
WA EEERARHERE B IER
B [16] 444 AECT % 01 B
B FRLC famata W FEFEE
BEAR DERRENILEE S
& o

+ * Candida pararugosa ( #i#p
Wickerhamiella pararugosa )
Candida pararugosa 7 1978 &£ 4

REANBEEZERLER - THEHAS

R ABBEEN G FELLEE 2017

FEBIFERMM—2Z 39 mL it

i EEXEIEFMRESG DR R %

BARBAIER > 3 5] BBt e - AR

HitREF48Y C pararugosa

DHBEEN R FHFFERZLTHR

ETHRENBERER  BERE

PR G B E W R B R AKE

FhERRERUFERRERET

F o 0B E KA R LR AR

¥ C. pararugosa W] LBk #HE [17]

M L& 0 SRR B Candida

pararugosa TR #EBENEBHE R

RZmBRE A—HEZFEALRR

H o
K B C. pararugosa R 3 € W &

T YIBE B RZ RN - BBRE

F VR R T 5 & 7 AR B STRR

chHERE 112 4F 6 A=+ =& =1

69

BREESMREZHE N BT C
pararugosa W B R EEE L F LS
Fo2021 FEEAMNB RN —KER
Bl & BT — el XELS M
BBEEERILENFEA  EREFQ
BIREEEZEERERE
o % 0 % % B (glucan) & & L9t i
H3%# W C pararugosa » 2 7 &
RZMHARER ZEHBR K E
RE QER/AF) BEMKE
T AR ERE (F— KO 800 Z
RoBFERAI0ZZLEHATA)
WAk G B R [18] °
—REAB—FRENLEH
B B oy BT A 70 (2008-2020 4F)
B 33EEZENEBE R
FERZ P REE S JEIE - RE - i
RN B B JE TR % AL AR 4T 14
RERLSHKE  BofEHR - 2 TU
K MALDI-TOF (matrix-assisted laser
desorption ionization-time of flight) &
RS T NELE Y C pararugosa
THREGRETFREFEW &
(Clinical and Laboratory Standards
Institutes, CLSI) J7 A€ 4T HL U H 24
RAZ WA o B 1ok B A A R IR AR
—MME —BEREZERERLE
AWFRABRREEF  HZEKX
M3 € N AR EFRERD [19]

]\ ~ Candida norvegensis ( $i#s
Pichia norvegensis )
Candida norvegensis 7 1954 4
TR =% Rowm & R R T
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S HE S W R o TR > 1990 & - A
F—LBROMEE  HAEERER
MEIBZEBER amRETAC
norvegensis R4 > HEHT TN
B % B LLR # B (flucytosine) HY 6
W BERERKTMUL T EHL
2% —15 C. norvegensis R 4% X,
BT AR YRR [20] MR R A
DBEREERTHEREE MR ER
Bl EEHRB R @K TF
M- L8 E W 5-10 Candida
norvegensis W4 MKE F - ©HE T
41% HE R BB - 92% H K
SLEEVE B o AT - SR B H]
MARBE QBB RILERLIE
B H - WHEXBRBEEERMEE
ZFHEYRBRMEN - B REBR
B % & %5 C. norvegensis R % W &
RIGRBEY  BEFHERAEHHENE
HH o HEFRABEREEYFRTX
R EEBRRITH N -
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1 T S — R o R PR e
BHRR  RAE @A REE (1]
—MEARANEREERRRERALE
o REFRMBT R KM ERmE
Wz E e B RRBE EE ML
% o

SHREECEEIIEBER L
EH KRS LT EUREL > B8
A—LFASAREEMRERIABE %
VIR B RSt H R Y - IR

Wzt BH S IEEAMEE R HE
ML BE VI Akt IE S B R - ik
A RLE RLASBRE P ak W BUE
ERTFNB o RXBLT 8 hFE R
FEEHEAHKHE C kefyr ~ C. rugosa ~
C. inconspicua ~ C. lusitaniae ~ C.
lipolytica ~ C. famata ~ C. pararugosa
VLK C. norvegensis TE 2B R % ~ &
BRETMBERZHI

WEBRFREEBENENLE
R EHET ERABSKE R
RUEELSKREHIRAT  HRE
REEHKRE AW IKRE KL H
JHREFFOESHKRE  HHw—
N LB B R FE RS RE R B
[21]° # F 47 1999 3] 2018 £ & &
BEAEBHENFEFTREEEEE
WG BT 6,227 MBUR SR E B M
ook 8 MR FE RAIKE B AR FT L 4L
B B 7 2 7 & C. lusitaniae
(0.37%) ~ C. norvegensis (0.13%) ~ C.
famata (0.08%) ~ C. rugosa (0.05%) ~
C. pararugosa (0.02%) ~ C. lipolytica
(0.02%) > MR ZEREHNMH - &
Fi B2 C kefyr & C. inconspicua °

P T B A TR T AR AT T B
Wl 3, EbE BT THRE A
MR mEMIR BRI R T E
LEW e FI > EBFERLZAEKRESL
A% - C. guilliermondii ~ C. africana ~
C. nivariensis ~ C. bracarensis ~ C.
blankii ~ C. intermedia ~ C. pelliculosa
& C. pulcherrima ¥ 7 T # 4 % s il
Z o
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