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Pesiome

Hamu 6biro npomecmupoBano 253 wmamma (13 Bu-
goB) Candida spp. Onpegerenue MUK ampomepuyuna B
BBINOAHSAU 2 Memogamu: 5NCUAOMempuiecKuUM MemogoMm
(E-mecm, Etest®, BioMerieux, France) u na npubope Vitek2
(BioMerieux, France). B uearom, pe3ucmenmHOCMb BbISIBAEHA
y 5 wmammos (2,1% ) (C. parapsilosis — 4, C. tropicalis — 1).
Cpegu wmammos C. albicans, C. glabrata u C.krusei pe3u-
CmeHMHKIX K am¢pomepuyury B wumammoB He 06HAPYXeEHO.
CoBnagenue pe3yAbmamoB OUEHKU MUHUMAAbHOU UHIubu-
pyrowell kKonyenmpayuu amgpomepuyuna B no xameropu-
M 4yBCMBUMEAbHOCMb/Pe3uCmMeHmHOCmb, Npu mecmu-
pPOBQHUU WMAMMOB 2 Memogamu UMEeAO MeCmo, B UEAOM,
B 98% cayuaes (248 uz 253): 100 % gas Bugos C. albicans,
C. glabrata u C. krusei, 92,2 % gaa C. parapsilosis u 95 % gaa
C. tropicalis. Pe3yAbmambl HQWeEro UCCA€goBAHUSA JEMOH-
Cmpupyom HU3Kyl0 CmeneHb pe3ucmeHMHOCMU KAHGUg K
amgpomepuyuHy B, umo pacwiupsiem BO3MOXHOCMU Ae4eHUs.
ungekyult, Bri3BanHbix Candida spp.

KaroueBble cAOBa: QHMUQYHIGAbHAA HyBCMBUMEAD-
Hocmb, Candida spp., am¢pomepuyuH B, peaucmenmnocms,
MUHUMQABHASL UHrubupyroujas Konuenmpauus, E-mecm,
Vitek2, norpanuuHble KOHUeHmpayuu.

BBepeHue

PocT TsoKeAbIX KAHAMAO3HBIX MHPEKIUMI B IIOCAEA-
HMe FOABI OTMEeYaeTCs BO BCeM MUpPe, IIPUYeM He TOABKO
Y UMMYHOKOMIIDOMETHUPOBAHHEIX OOABHBIX. YBEAWYe-
HUe NOAOOHBIX MH(MEKIMU COIPOBOKAAETCS BBICOKOM
AETAABHOCTBIO U 3HAUUTEABHBIM IIOBBIIIEHWEM CTOU-
MOCTH IIpeOBbIBaHMS MAallMeHTa B CTaluoHape. B apce-
Hare Bpauyell MMeeTcd LEeABIU PAA aHTU(YHIAABHBIX
IIpernapaToB CUCTeMHOTO AeUcTBUs (AD) Ard Tepanuu
U IPO(PUAGKTUKU MHUKO30B. LInpokoe IpuMeHeHUe
pAyKOHa30Aa M APYTUX TPUA30A0B IIPUBEAO K POCTY
pesucrenTHOCTH cpepu Candida spp. ¥ Apyrux rpudoB
He TOABKO K (DAYKOHA30AY, HO U K BOPUKOHA30AY, II0-
3aKOHA30Ay. B HacTosIIee BpeMst B pe3yAbTaTe MeKAY-
HApPOAHBIX IIPOIPaMM I10 M3yYEeHHUIO PEe3UCTEeHTHOCTH
IrpUOOB PETUCTPUPYETCS MTOSIBACHUE PE3UCTEeHTHOCTH 1
CpeAr 3XWHOKAHAWHOB. [ToAmeHOBBIEe aHTUMUKOTHKY,
B 4acTHOCTH, aMm¢oTepuiiud B (AmMB), wacto ocratoT-
Csl eAMHCTBEHHBIM IIpenapaToM AASL A€UeHHsT MHKO30B
Pa3AUYHOM 3THOAOTHY, B TOM YMCAE ¥ KAHAUAO30B, OCO-

Abstract

We have tested 253 strains (13 species) Candida spp.
Determination of the minimum inhibitory concentration of
amphotericin B was performed by 2 methods: epsilometric
method (Etest®, BioMerieux, France) and on the instrument
the Vitek2 (BioMerieux, France). In general, resistance was
detected in 5 strains (2.1% ) (C. parapsilosis — 4, C. tropica-
lis — 1). There were no resistance to amphotericin B among
strains of C. albicans, C. glabrata and C.krusei. Coincidence
evaluation results of the minimum inhibitory concentration
of amphotericin B for categories sensitivity/resistance when
tested strains 2 methods generally occurred in 98 % of cases
(248 of 253): 100 % for the species C. albicans, C. glabrata
and C.krusei, 92.2 % for C. parapsilosis and 95 % for C. tropi-
calis. The results of our study demonstrate a low degree of re-
sistance of Candida spp. to amphotericin B, which allows the
use of the drug in a variety of clinical situatious, connected
with Candida spp..

Key words: antifungal susceptibility, Candida spp., am-
photericin B, resistance, minimum inhibitory concentration,
E test, Vitek 2, breakpoints.

OeHHO y MMMYHOKOMIIPDOMETUPOBAHHBIX IAIJUEHTOB.
[TpumeneHne AMB OrpaHWYeHO €Tr0 BBICOKOM TOKCHY-
HOCTBIO. AMIOMAHBIM KOoMIOAeKC AMB comoctaBuM CO
cTaHpAapTHOM popMot AMB 110 5pPeKTUBHOCTH, HO Me-
Hee TOKCUYEH, Aydllle IePEHOCUTCST OOABHBIMH.

l'roGanbHas TporpaMma 3MHUAEMUOAOTHYECKOTO
HaA30pa, OMMPAIOIIAsics Ha MOAEKYASIPHYIO MASHTH-
dmKamuio m onpepeAeHre MeXaHW3MOB PEe3UCTEeHT-
HOCTH, TIPVBeAd K HAKOIAEHUIO AOCTAaTOYHOTO KOAW-
JecTBa AQHHBIX, KOTOPBIE AQIOT OOAee SICHOe IIPEeA-
CTaBA€HHEe 00 U3MEHEHUU CTPYKTyPHI BO3OYAUTEAEH
MHKO30B, O YaCTOTe PErucTpalinuy IITaMMOB CO CHU-
SKeHHOM YYBCTBUTEABHOCTBIO, O TIOSIBACHUU PEAKUX
BUAOB KaHAUA [ 1, 2]. Tak>ke cTaro ICHO, 4TO O€3 yueTa
BUAO-CIIeTU(PUUECKUX OCOOEHHOCTEN KaHAMA HEBO3-
MOJKHO BBIPAaOOTaTh KOPPEKTHBIE KPUTEPUU OIleH-
KM MHUHMMaAbHOU WHTHUOUPYIOUIEeN KOHIIEHTPAIlluU
(MUK) ompeperernoro AD, uToOBI pacCIieHUTh KOH-
erTHbeI IITaMM KAaHAHWA KaK HYBCTBHTGABHBIfI nAn
PEe3UCTEeHTHBIN [3, 4].
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MUKpPOOpPraHu3Mbl MHOAPA3AEASIIOT Ha YYBCTBU-
TeAbHBIE, YMEePEeHHO Pe3UCTEeHTHBIE U Pe3UCTEeHTHEIE,
MASI Uero UCTHOAB3YIOT TaK Ha3blBaeMble KAMHUUECKUe
norpaHuyHble 3HaueHus (clinical breakpoint) mu-
HUMaABHOMN MHrUOupyloei KoHieHTpannu (MUK)
aHTHOMOTHKA. [lorpaHNYHble KOHIIEHTpAIluu He gB-
AJIOTCS HEeW3MEeHHBIMU BeAnuyrHaMu. OHM MOTyT
nepecMaTpUBAaTbCI B 3aBUCHUMOCTH OT HU3MeHEeHUSI
YYBCTBUTEABHOCTH TMONYASIIUM MHUKPOOPTAaHM3MOB
[4, 5]. B HacTosiee BpeMsa ctaHpapThl CLSI (Clinical
and Laboratory Standards Institute, ilHcTUTyT KAK-
HUYECKUX U AabopaTopHbIX cTaHAapToB) 1 EUCAST
(European Committee on Antimicrobial Susceptibility
Testing, EBpomnerickuii KOMUTET IIO0 TECTHPOBAHUIO
QHTUMUKPOOHOUW UYYBCTBUTEABHOCTHM) NIPH3HAHBI BO
BCEM MUpPe U UCIHOAB3YIOTCI KaK MeKAYHapOAHBIE
MASI OIIEHKHU Pe3yAbTATOB OIIPEAEAEHUS UYBCTBUTEAD-
HOCTU MUKPOOPTaHU3MOB IIPY MHOTOI[€HTPOBLIX MU-
KPOOUOAOTHMYECKUX Y KAMHUUYECKUX UCCAEAOBAHUAX.
Muxkpobroaornueckasa MHTepIIpeTalus OCHOBaHa Ha
aHaAW3e pachpeAeAeHMd 3HaueHUN KOHIIeHTpaluu
QHTHOMOTHKAE, I[OAABAJIONINX >KM3HECIIOCOOHOCTH
MHKPOOPTaHMU3MOB. B HacTosIee BpeMs pa3paboTa-
HBI PeKOMEHAQITUY II0 TeCTUPOBAHNIO aHTU(PYHTAAB-
HOU YYBCTBUTEABHOCTU KAHAUWA B COUYETAHUU C IIIU-
pokol mapentTudukanmveit Bupa Candida, ocobeHHO
B CAyYasX, TPYAHO IIOAAQIOIINXCS Tepanuu [6, 7, 8].
B pekomeHpaQIuu BKAIOUEHBI KaK CTaHAAPTHBIE Me-
TOABI (MeToabl CLSI: ocHOBaHHBIM Ha pa3BeASHUSX B
OyaboHe M27-A3 U arapoBbIili MeTop — M44-A2; Me-
Top, EUCAST EDef 7.1), Tak 1 KOMMepUecKre TeCThl
(E-TecT, Sensititre YeastOne, Vitek 2).

B Hacrodiiee BpeMs CTaHAAPTHL OIIeHKY 3HaUeHU N
MUK AmB B oTHOIIIEHUN KaHAUA Pa3pabOTaHbl TOAb-
ko EUCAST, uo He CLSI, 1 TOABKO AAST 5 BUAOB KaH-
AVIA (Taba. 1).

IleAb nCccAepAOBaHUSI — BBISIBA€HUE PE3UCTEHTHO-
CTM Pa3AWYHBIX BUAOB KaHAUA K AMB y oHKOAOTHUE-
CKUX OOABHBIX.

3ajayy ICCAEAOBaHUS — OlIpeAeAeHVe 3HaUeHU N
MUK AmB ars Candida spp., BBIAGAEHHBIX U3 Pas-
AWYHBIX OMOMATEepHaAOB OHKOAOTHUYECKUX OOABLHBIX;
ornpeAeAeHre AOAW PEe3UCTEeHTHBIX IITaMMOB K AMB;
cpaBHenue 3HaueHutt MUK AmMB aasg Candida spp.,
TTOAYYEHHBIX Pa3HBIMM METOAAMU.

Ma’repnamﬂ " ME€TOABI

Bcero Ovino mpoTecTupoBaHo 253 mrtamMma (13
BupoB) Candida spp. (C. albicans 118 mrramMmoB,
C. parapsilosis 51 mramm, C. glabrata 36 mramMmMoB,
C. tropicalis 20 mrrammoB, C. krusei 9 mTaMMOB,
C. lusitaniae 6 mrammoB, C. guilliermondii u
C. kefyr — no 3 mrramma Kaxxabiy Bup, C. dubliniensis
u C. norvegensis — Mo 2 IITaMMa Ka’kKABIM BUA,
C. nivariensis, C. robusta u C. utilis — nmo 1 mramMmmy
Ka’kAOTr'o BUAQ). Bce IITaMMEBI BHIAGAEHBI U3 Pa3AUy-
HBIX OMOMAaTepPUaAOB, IOCTYIIUBIINX OT OHKOAOTHYe-
CKUX OOABHBIX, Haxopsmuxcs B OI'BY «POHLI uwm.
H.H. Baoxuna» Munsapasa Poccun B 2012 —2014 1.

AAST UACHTU(PUKALUKA YUCTOM KYABTYPBI APOJKIKe-
BBIX I'PHOOB IIPHMEHSIAM MacCC-CIIeKTPOMETPUYeCKUHI
aHaAn3 OeAKOBOM (ppakiuu MUKPOOHOM KAETKM Ha
npubope MALDI-TOF Microflex LT (Biotyper, Bruker
Daltonics, Germany) C MOCTOSHHO OOHOBASIOIIEMNCS
ob1ent 6a30¥ AQHHBIX, BKAIOUaronie boaee 5000 6ak-
Tepuit u rpubdoB. Onupeperenrie MK AMB BBITOAHIAN
2 MeTopaMM: 3ICHAOMETpHUYecKuM MeTopoM (E-Tecr,
Etest®, BioMerieux, France) na uamkax [Tetpu ¢ 140 MM
C TOTOBOM arapoBol cpepott RPMI (kaT. Ne AEB122182,
BioMerieux, France) 1 Ha aBTOMaTU3MPOBAaHHOM ITPUOO-
pe Vitek?2 (BioMerieux, France) c ucroab3oBaHueM 3KC-
nepTHOM cucteMbl «Global European-based + EUCAST-
based». B kauecTBe Kputepues oreHku MUK AMB arg

Tabauua 1
Kannnyeckue rorpaHnyHbie 3HaueHud (clinical breakpoints) MUK anrg amgoTepunuaa B u Candida spp. [9]
AHBTH(]YHTaABHBIN TTorpanuunble 3HaueHUsT MIUK! (MKT/MA)
penapar C. albicans C. glabrata C. krusei C. parapsilosis C. tropicalis TTorpanuynsie 3Hauenuss MUK,
He CBsI3aHHBIE C OIIPEACACHHBIMU BHAAMU?
KaHAUA,
u< P> y< P> u< P> U< P> 4< P> ys< P>
AmdoTepunus B 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 MA MA
! — MUHWMaAbHasi WHTHOWPYIONasi KOHI[EHTpAIUs; > — I[IOrpaHUYHbIE 3HAYEHUs OIPEAEAEHBI TAaBHBIM 00pa3oM Ha OCHOBAHUU

AQHHBIX PapMaKOKUHETHKH/(hapMaKOAMHAMUKN U HE CBSI3aHBI C BHAO-CHEIIM(PUIHOCTHIO KAHAUA, (MCIIOAB30BATh TOABKO B OTHOIIEHUH
MHKPOOPTaHU3MOB, A KOTOPBIX HE YCTaHOBAEHBI TOTPaHUYHBIE 3HaUeHus); U — 4yBCTBUTEABHBIE IITAMMEI KaHAUA; P — pesucTeHTHEBIE
IITaMMBI KaHAUA; MA, — MaAo A@HHBIX, HEeT AOCTaTOYHBIX AOKa3aTeABCTB. BUABI, O KOTOPBIX UAET Peub, SBASIIOTCS XOPOIIEH MUIIEHBIO AN
Tepanuy AAHHEIM npenaparoM. Coobimenns o MUK npenapara AAsl AAHHOTO BUAA KaHAMA COTIPOBOIKAQIOTCS KOMMEHTapUsIMU Ge3 OIleHKH
KaTeropuu (4yBCTBUTEABHOCTB/pe3ucreHTHOCTE). B pekomeHpanusax EUCAST Tabaulia COAEP’KUT KAMHMYECKHUE IOIPaHUYHBIE
3HaueHust MUK ars AMB, onipepeaennsble B Teuenue 2007 — 2015 rr. Aast Toro yTo6s! yipocTuThb TabAuiy EUCAST, mpoMeskyTouHast
KaTeropus He yKa3aHa.
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Candida spp. ¢ y4eTOM UX BHUAO-CHEIUPUIECKUX OCO-
OEeHHOCTEN HCIIOAB30BAHBI PEKOMEHAAQINH, YTBEepPiK-
peuHble EUCAST B mocaepnue roapb! [9]. B cooTBet-
CTBUU C AQHHBIMU PEKOMEHAAQIMSMHU IIITaMMbl KaHAUA,
¢ MUK amB < 1 MKI/MA CUMTaAd 9yBCTBUTEABHBIMY, a
npu MUK amB >1 MKr/MA — pe3ucTeHTHBIMH. VpeH-
TUPUKANMSI IIPOBOAUAACH B COOTBETCTBUU C UHCTPYK-
el IPON3BOAUTEAEN TPUOOPOB U TECT-CUCTEM. YUeT
Pe3yABTaTOB IIPOBOAUAY Uepe3 24 1 48 4.

Pe3yabTaThl 1 00CyKAEHUE

Kaxk BHAHO U3 TaOAUIIBL 2, B O CAydYasX 3HAUEHUS
MUK, noaydyeHHBIe MeTOAOM E-TecToB, ObIAM OoAee
1 MKr/Ma, T.e. B meaoMm pesucrteHTHocTh Candida
spp. K AMB oxazaracy meHee 2% (1,97%). Ara
C.parapsilosispe3ucTeHTHOCTbCOCTaBUAA 7,8% (4/51),
Arst C. tropicalis — 5% (1/20). B 18 cayuasax 3HaueHUs
MUK, moaydyeHHBIE MeTOAOM E-TecToB, COCTaBUAU
1 mrr/mMA. Cpeall OCTAAbBHBIX BHUAOB KaHAUA pe3u-
CTeHTHBIX K AMB IIITaMMOB He BLISIBACHO.

B Tabautie 3 mpeaCcTaBAEHBI AQHHBIE 10 3HAUEeHUSAM
MUK, noaryueHHBIe Ha Ipubope Vitek 2.

[Tpu TecTpoBaHUM KaHAMA Ha mpudope Vitek 2 re
BBISIBA€HO PE3UCTEHTHBIX K AMB 1mITaMMOB.

MUK <0,25 MKr/MA MeToAOM E-TecToB B I11eAoM
otrMedaeTcs B 50,9% (129/253) cayuaeB npoTus 56,9%
(144/253) npu TecTupoBaHMU Ha Ipudbope Vitek 2
(AocToBepHbIX pasanunuit HeT). MUK <0,50, HO Oonee
0,25 MKr/MA MeTopOM E-TecToB oTMeuaeTrcs B 36,8%
(93/253) cayuaes npotus 41,5% (105/253) npu TecTu-

poBanuu Ha npubope Vitek 2 (AOCTOBEPHBLIX pa3Au-
unit Het). MUK =1 Mmkr/mMA meTopoM E-TecToB oTme-
gaercs B 7,1% (18/253) cayuaeB mpotus 1,6% (4/253)
Ipu TecTUpoBaHUM Ha npubope Vitek 2 (p<0,01).
MUK >1 MKr/MA MeTOAOM E-TecToB oTMeuaeTcss Me-
Hee yeM B 2% (1,97%, 5/253) cayuaes npotus 0% mipu
TeCTUpPOBaHMU Ha npubope Vitek 2 (p<0,05). B To xxe
BpeMsI B OTHOIIIEHUU 2 HanmbOoAee 4aCTO BBIAEASTEMBIX
BUAOB KaHAUA, C. albicans u C. parapsilosis poocToBep-
HO Yallle perucTpupoBaruch 3HaueHusi MIMK<O0,50,
HO 60Aee 0,25 MKI/MA MeTOAOM E-TecToB, He>XKeAu Ha
npubope Vitek 2 (p<0,05), a prs C. glabrata, Hamnpo-
THB, AOCTOBEPHO Yallle PeruCTPUPOBAANCH 3HAUEHUSI
MIMK<0,50, Ho 60ree 0,25 MKr/MA Ha mpubope Vitek 2
o cpaBHeHUIO ¢ MeTopAOM E-TecToB (p<<0,0001).

Ans C. albicans B 3 caydagax 3HaueHusa MUK, moay-
yeHHBIE MeTOAOM E-TecToB, cocTaBmAmM 1 MKT/MA, @ Ha
npubope Vitek 2 Aast Tex jKe caMbIX IIITaMMOB 3Haye-
aus MUK cocraBuam <0,25 MKr/MA. Takoke B 3 cayda-
ax 3HaueHusa MUK, noayuenHsle Ha npudope Vitek 2,
COCTaBUAU | MKI/MA, a AASI TEX JKe CaMBIX IIITaMMOB
3HaueHuss MUK, noayueHHBIe MeTOAOM E-TecTOB,
coctaBuau <0,25 MKr/maA. Bcero, TakuM o6Gpaszom,
MHMK=1 MKr/MA OBbIAU OTMeYeHBl y 6 IITaMMOB
(E-Tect AmOO Vitek 2), mosTOMY TeCTUpPOBaHNE AQHHBIX
ITaMMOB OBIAO CAEAQHO ITOBTOPHO, HO PE3YALTAThI HE
usMeHuAUCh. B 100% cayuaeB 3HaueHus MUK, moay-
JeHHbIe OOOMMU METOAAMU, COCTaBUAM <1 MKI/MA.
TakuM o00OpazoM, pe3UCTeHTHBIX K AMB mITaMMoB
C. albicans He BBIIBAEHO.

Tabauua 2
3nauenust MUK (MKr/mMAa) Aast ampoTepuinaa B u Candida spp. (E-tecr)
Bup (koAmdecTBO HITaMMOB) MUK amdorepuninaa B (MKr/Ma)
0,047 0,064 0,094 0,19 0,125 0,23 0,25 0,38 0,50 0,75 1,0 1,5 2,0 3,0
C. albicans (118) 2 4 4 10 28 0 41 13 11 2 3 0 0 0
C. parapsilosis (51) 0 0 1 2 5 0 12 3 18 2 4 3 0 1
C. glabrata (36) 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 7 19 2 3 0 0 0
C. tropicalis (20) 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 8 1 4 0 1 0
C. krusei (9) 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 5 0 3 0 0 0
C. lusitaniae (6) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 2 1 0 0 0 0
C. guilliermondii (3) 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
C. kefyr (3) 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
C. dubliniensis(2) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
C. norvegensis (2) 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
C. nivariensis (1) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
C. robusta (1) 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C. utilis (1) 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bcero (253) 3 4 6 14 35 1 66 28 65 8 18 3 1 1
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Tabauua 3

3nauenust MUK (MKr/mMA) Aast ampoTepuinHa B
u Candida spp. (Vitek 2)

Bup, (koAmgecTBO HITaMMOB) MUK amdorepunuHa B (MKr/Ma)
<0,25 <0,50 =1
C. albicans (118) 74 41 3
C. parapsilosis (51) 10 41 0
C. glabrata (36) 22 14 0
C. tropicalis (20) 19 1 0
C. krusei (9) 4 4 1
C. lusitaniae (6) 6 0 0
C. guilliermondii (3) 3 0 0
C. kefyr (3) 1 2 0
C. dubliniensis(2) 2 0 0
C. norvegensis (2) 1 1 0
C. nivariensis (1) 0 1 0
C. robusta (1) 1 0 0
C. utilis (1) 1 0 0
Bcero (253) 144 105 4

W3 51 mramMma C. parapsilosis B 25 cayuasax 3Ha-
venusa MUK, noayueHHBIe MeTOAOM E-TecToB, mpe-
BeIIIaAU 3HaueHUa MUK, noayueHHEBIe Ha npubope
Vitek 2. B 4 cayuasax sHaueHus MUK, moaryueHHEBIe
meTopOoM E-TecToB, cocTaBuAM | MKI/MA, @ Ha IIpH-
Oope Vitek 2 ars Tex >Ke caMbIX HITAMMOB 3Haue-
augs MUK cocraBuau <0,25 MKr/Ma (3 mramma)
u <0,5 Mxr/Ma (1 mrramm). B 3 caydasix 3HaueHUs
MUK, noaydyeHHBIe MeTOAOM E-TecTOB, COCTaBU-
Am 1,5 MKT/MA ¥ B OAHOM — 3 MKI/MA, @ Ha IIpH-
Oope Vitek 2 aArs Tex J)Ke caMBbIX HITAMMOB 3HaQUEHU S
MUK coctaBuau <0,25 MKr/mMA. CAepyst peKOMeH-
panuaM EUCAST [9] u yuuTeiBasg 3HaueHus MUK,
MOAYYEeHHBIE METOAOM E-TecTOB, pe3UCTEHTHOCTD K
AMB anst C. parapsilosis cocraBuna 7,8% (4/51). B to
JKe BpeMmsd, yuuTelBag 3HaueHusa MUK, noayuen-
Hble Ha npubope Vitek 2, pe3UCTEeHTHBIX IIITAMMOB
C. parapsilosis He oTMeueHO.

W3 36 mrammos C. glabrata B 12 cayuasax (33,3%)
3HaueHus MUK, moayueHHBIe MeTOAOM E-TecToB,
npesbllllaan 3HaveHus MUK, nmoaydeHHBIE Ha OpU-
Oope Vitek 2. B 3 cayuasax 3Hauenus MUK, moaryuen-
Hble MeTopoM E-TecToB, cocTaBUAM 1 MKr/MA, a Ha
npubope Vitek 2 Arg TEX JKe CaMbIX IIITaMMOB 3Haue-
uusg MUK cocrasuan <0,25 MKkr/Ma. B 100% cayuaeB
3HauveHusa MUK, noryueHHBIE 0OOOUMU METOAAMU, CO-
ctaBuAM <1 MKr/MA. TakuM o6pa3oM, pe3uCTeHTHBIX
mraMmMmoB C. glabrata He BEIIBAEHO.

W3 9 mrammoB C. krusei B 3 caydadax 3HaueHUS
MUK, noayueHHEBEIE MeTOAOM E-TecTOB, IIpeBHIIaAU
3Hauenuss MUK, noaydyenHBle Ha npubope Vitek 2.
B 2 cayuasax 3Hauenusa MUK, norydyeHHBIE METOAOM
E-TecToB, coctaBuAu 1 MKT/MA, a Ha ipubope Vitek 2

AAS TEX JKe CaMbIX ITaMMoB 3HaueHuss MUK cocraBu-
an £0,25 Mmxr/MA. B 100% cayuaes 3nauennss MUK, mo-
AyYeHHBIE OO0MMU METOAAMHU, COCTAaBUAU <] MKI/MA.
Takum obpa3oM, pe3ucTeHTHBIX mrTamMmMoB C. krusei
He BBIIBAEHO.

M3 20 mrrammoB C. tropicalis B 16 caydaax 3Haue-
"ua MUK, noryyeHHBIe MeTOAOM E-TecTOB, IIpeBHI-
maam 3HaueHns MUK, noaydeHHble Ha ipubope Vitek
2. B 4 cayuagax 3Hauenusas MUK, moaydeHHBIE METOAOM
E-TecroB, coctaBuAu 1 MKT/MA, a Ha mpubope Vitek 2
AASL TeX JKe CaMbIX ITaMMOB 3HaueHusa MUK cocra-
BuAu <0,25 MKr/MA. B opHOM caydae 3Hauenune MUK,
TTIOAYYEeHHOE MeTOAOM E-TecToB, COCTaBHUAO 2 MKT/MA, a
Ha ipubope Vitek 2 — <0,25 Mrr/mMA. CAepys peKoMeH-
panmaMm EUCAST u yuutsiBas 3HaueHus MUK, moay-
yeHHble MeTOAOM E-TecToB, pe3ucTeHTHOCTh K AMB
anst C. tropicalis cocraBuaa 5,0% (1/20). B To ke Bpe-
Ms, YUYUTBIBag 3HaueHusa MUK, nmorydyeHHEBIe Ha IpU-
O6ope Vitek 2, peauctenTHbIx mraMmmoB C. parapsilosis
He OTMeuYeHO.

OcTanbHBIE, PEAKO BCTpedaroliyecs ITaMMbl KaH-
AUA TaK>Ke OBIAU IPOTECTUPOBAHBI 00OUMU METOAAMH,
KoTophle He BeitBUAU MUK 6oaee 1 MKT/MA. [TocKOAB-
Ky OTHOCHUTEABHO AQHHBIX BUAOB KaHAMA HET PEeKO-
Menparuit CLSI uau EUCAST 1o onjeHKe TOAYYeHHBIX
3unaveHut MWK AMB, MOKHO TOABKO MTPEATTOAOKUTD,
yTO Tepanusgd AMB npu Mukozax, 00yCAOBA€HHBIX IIO-
AOOHBIMM BUAAMU KaHAUA, OyAeT 3pPeKTUBHOU.

Takum o0OpazoM, B IIeAOM, PE3UCTEHTHOCTH BHI-
dBA€HA TOABKO MeTopOoM E-TecToB y O IITaMMOB
(C. parapsilosis — 4, C. tropicalis — 1), a TecTupoBa-
Hue Ha npubope Vitek 2 pe3ancTeHTHBIX IIITaMMOB He
BEIABUAO. Cpepu mtamMoB C. albicans, C. glabrata u
C. krusei pe3ucTeHTHBIX K AMB 111rTaMMoB He 0OHapy-
>KeHO IPU UCIIOAB30BaHUM 0O0UX METOAOB.

Omnpeperenne MUK ¢ momolibio aHaAM3aTopa
Vitek 2 umeeT pgp IpenMYyIeCTB: IOAHOCTBIO aBTOMa-
THU3UPOBAHHBIN IPOIECC C MUHUMAABHBIM U IPOCTHIM
IIPOIIeCCOM IIPOOOTIOATOTOBKY ¥ @BTOMATHUYECKUM CUU-
ThIB@HUEM KOHEUHBIX Pe3yAbTATOB, KOTOPBIM UCKAIO-
yaeT CyOBeKTHUBHYIO OlIeHKY, OU4eHb YAOOEH B IIPaKTH-
yecKo# paborte. Kpome Toro, cucremMa nmeeT UHTETPU-
POBaHHYIO IIPOTPAMMY AASI IPOBEPKU M UHTepIIpeTa-
umu pe3yabTaToB. [To paaHbIM Cuenca-Estrella M. [10],
pe3yAbTaTHl, ToAy4YaeMble Ha Vitek 2, COIIOCTaBUMEI C
pedepeHCHBIME MEeTOAAMU U Pe3yAbTaTaMy, IIoAydae-
MBIMU IIpU UCHOAB30BaHMU E-TecTa. CyllleCTBEHHBIM
HEeAOCTaTKOM TeCTHpOoBaHus Ha Vitek 2 aBAseTcs orpa-
HHUYeHHOe KOAMYECTBO aHTU(PYHTAABHBIX IIpellapaToB
Ha paboyel TaHeAN, IpUYeM yueT pe3yAbTaToB 1o AMB
BO3MO>KEH TOABKO IIPM HCIIOAB30BAHUU IPOTPaAMMEI
«Global European-based +EUCAST-based». Kpome
TOTO, TeCTMpOBaHUe Ha npudope Vitek 2 orpanmueHo
TOABKO OIIPEACAEHHBIMU BUAAMU KaHAUA (AAS KOTO-
PBIX OIIpeAeAeHbl KPUTEPUU OIIeHKH IIOAyYaeMbIX 3Ha-
vyenuit MUK). Buabl KaHAVA, AASI KOTOPBIX HE OTIpeae-
A€HBl KAMHWYeCKUe NOoTpaHuYHble 3HaUeHUs, MOKHO
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IIPOTECTUPOBATH Ha IPUOOPe, HO Pe3yALTAThI He OYAYT
yuTeHbl TpubopoM. Kaprta Vitek 2 mpeactraBageT co-
OOY MUHVMMM3WPOBAHHBIN aHAAOT METOAA ABYKPATHBIX
pasBepeHnlN B MUKpooOBeMax. B To ske Bpems E-TecTrl
TIO3BOASIOT NOAYyUMTH 3HaueHrHe MUK Aro6oro BHpa
Candida c mocaepyroIiell PeTPOCHeKTUBHOM HHTep-
npeTanyell HaKOINAEHHBIX AQHHBIX 0 KOHKPETHOMY
BUAY KaHAUA. Koppeasrus Mexay pe3yAbTaTaMM Te-
ctupoBanust MUK AmB ara kaHAMA MeToAOM E-TecToB
u pedepenc-meropoMm CLSI cocTaBasieT, O AQHHBIM
PasHBIX aBTOPOB, OT 75 A0 89% [11]. B mpoBepeHHOM
HaMH UCCAEAOBAHUM OTMEUAIOTCS PACXOKAEHUSI MesK-
Ay 3HaueHuaMu MUK, noanydeHHBIMU pPa3HBIMU METO-
pramm (E-tect u Vitek 2). Bo3aM0o>kHO, pe3uCTEeHTHOCTh
KaHAUA K AMB Aerdye oO6HapysKUTh MeToAOM E-TecToB,
He>XeA MeTopaMH MuKpopasBepeHutt (Vitek 2) [12,
13]. B To ke BpeMs B HallleM UCCAEAOBAHUM COBIAAE-
HUe pe3yAbTaToB onleHKU MUK AMB no kateropusm
YYBCTBUTEABHOCTh/ PE3UCTEHTHOCTh TIPU  TECTUPO-
BaHUM IITAaMMOB 2 METOAAMHU MMEAO MeCTO B IIEAOM B
97,6% caydaeB (247/253): 100% aast BupoB C. albicans,
C. glabrata u C. krusei, 92,2% aas C. parapsilosis, 95%
as C. tropicalis, a aast epamHcTBeHHOTO 1TamMMa C.
nivariensis — moaHoe HecoBnapeHme (MUK =1 mkr/
MA AAst E-TecTa 1 <0,50 Ha mpubope Vitek 2).

B HaleM nccaepOBaHUU Pe3UCTEHTHOCTH KAHAUA
K AMB npu ucnoabzoBanum E-TecToB cocTaBHAa Me-
Hee 2% (1,97%), uTo 3HAUUTEABHO HUKE TToKa3aTeAel
PE3UCTEeHTHOCTU KaHAUA K a3onraM ((pAyKoOHazon —
46,7%, BopuKoHa3oA — 25,8%, mozakoHa3on — 46%),
Kacno@yHruny (9,5%) [14]. B To >xe Bpemsa mo pe-
3yAbTaTaM TeCTUPOBAHHUS BCEX IIITaMMOB Ha Tpubope
Vitek 2 pesucteHTHOCTbL K AMB BBISIBA€HA He ObIAA.
Pe3yabTaThl Halllero MCCAEAOBAHUS COOTBETCTBYIOT
MAHHBIM 3apyOe’KHBIX aBTOPOB, TA€ YacTOTa pe3u-
CTEHTHOCTHU KaHAMA K AMB coctaBasieT oT 0% [15, 16]
A0 2,7—3% [17—19].

BriBOoABI

1. Pe3ucTeHTHOCTDL KaHAUA K AMB 1ipu ncnoab30-
Banuu E-TecToB cocTaBuAa MeHee 2% (1,97%)

2. Pe3nucTeHTHOCTH KaHAUA K AMB mipu TecTupoBa-
HUM Ha npubope Vitek 2 coctaBura 0%

3. CoBnapeHue pe3yabTaTos olleHKu MUK AMB 1o
KaTeropusiM 4yBCTBUTEABHOCTh/ PE3UCTEHTHOCTE IIPHU
TEeCTUPOBAHUU IIITaAMMOB 2 METOAAMU UMEAO MeCTO, B
1eaoM, B 97,6% cayuaes.

4. TecTupoBaHue YyBCTBUTEABHOCTH/PE3UCTEHT-
HOCTH KaHAUA K aHTUMUKOTHKAM Ha npubope Vitek 2
OoAee YAOOHO B PYTHHHOM IPaKTUKe B CPAaBHEHUM C
E-TecTom.
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