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2. BEH:

FEMEEIERBERE 32 4 (23~73 %) % xt4|ZLiposomal amphotericin
B(L-AMB)#% 1.0 mg/kg/H . 2.5 mg/kg/H £7-1% 5.0 mg/kg/B ® & CTJRAl 7 B
ME R R EL., EpBEE 222 R L, L-AMB# 5 1 H B O X Bk
TiXCmax (FHME FEHERFZZ) 1T 1.0 mg/kg/H . 2.5 mg/kg/H . 5.0 mg/kg/H ®
H#HETZNZN 5.96+3.02 pg/mL, 16.19+7.41 pg/mL, 45.71+£20.14 pg/mL,
F72. AUCo24 (CEHMEEEYER#=) Tk 55.5+39.0 pg-hr/mL, 138.5+56.5 ug-
hr/mL., 390.3+223.2 pg-hr/mL& A&/ E T ICoNBEM LN, &5 812x LIE
MIER2MBEEZ R Lz, BIERIZ, AEAETICONFEE., HESHMNT 5 M
WZdH -7, 1.0mg/kg/H & G5 H T 14 69 10 #] (71.4%) . 2.5mg/kg/H & 58 C
9l 8% (88.9%) . 5.0mg/kg/H&E G T 9HIF 9% (100%) ThHh-7, L
ML, AfloREGEEZHBT2EE2AMEHRZIED ST, 1.0mg/kg/ B ~

5.0mg/kg/HZ A LG L EOREMEE AEEDIHER N,



3. FX:

Amphotericin B (AMPH-B) [T EE O MR ICEZEEHN L. ZREMICHEZ R
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B) BEEOHLIHBH, (MFE~27 L7 F=rFiFmiE BUN (blood urea
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AT, L-AMBIES TR WA N4 7 v (184 7 VIZAMPH-B %
50mga A ) M L7, UTFTOL-AMBO i &%, ¥ X TAMPH-BO & & TR L
7

2) AEROESL ik

AEHEIX 1.0 mg/kg., 2.5 mg/kg, 5.0 mg/kg ® 3 &2 &% E L 7=, 1.0 mg/kg
NOHRBL, Rt EmB L%, 2.6 mgkg 5B L7, 2.5 mg/kg TH
AR LK, 5.0 mgkg # KM Lz, FHOKEGHFIEIFT 1 H LE, 1 FH
3T AR B L T2
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FEGRHOLGHMEITHEA, 7 BME LN, BEEICKERMER R A

e TE L LB LS AR RE2IAHOKREEZ T & L,

3. OF M AL Ik 38

fOBRBEROARAOFEMICEBEL KT T LHABENLIMOERI, G-CSF

(granulocyte-colony stimulating factor : JE ki Bk = v = — Hll % IA +) B A £ 72 1%
M-CSF (macrophage-colony stimulating factor : v 7 v 7 7 — Y a1 = —ji| ¥4
Kr) WHOPHILEEIEE L, 272 L, G-CSF 4|} O M-CSF # #11%, &R

WG FMAT b oMk 51T & Lz,
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HHETHHIZEFREBIZELTWDLIZ LEZRELTEGEK TELEIFRIEL
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PGB 4 SR E O SR %, G5 2HHUBIIES 2HO®GEAT, &5
3~5 HAHOWF AN 1 HoKGEA, KO&E5 7T HAOKRGEA L K GHG 1
e (G THERZ)ICELAZITo72, 8 HU EELH LEHAEFI BT, 5K
THORER (EEEGHKBEO 24 FFE%Z) | &5 8~14 HREOW T 1HE
Beh 156~21 BEOWT N 1 BOKGENICEN Z1T - 7=, @R i & 8§
ARl 2 mL Z ki U, Mg %2 R %-20C L0 FIZPRAF L 72,

2) I+ AMPH-BEE O & &

MmyE P AMPH-BIRE O HEIL, A =ZEBhFr—v—z PG I K7
FU—ZBWTHERK s n~ 7T 7 40—k (AIHEK) I TLUETORE D & H
BROFGETIToTe, RIBEZBWTIE, A2 = VABIZIYD URY =L
AMPH-B % /3 fff L. M i+ AMPH-B ORI E 2 M E Lz, RIEIC B 5 E &R
13 0.05u g/mLTH - 7=,
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AMLll, S6l2, EKR TR 1 A zEBRESHNE L LAKICAEFRzHA
L7, £/, d-AMPH THEZE L E 2 65 SAMEFIRNEK G PICEI L ZAEIER
(ERFEERIS ) Wi L7c, AFFROEEKE B L O IK R &AM O R L H
ZoWVWTIE, AARMEERIEFZROEEOCEASESHEL, BELEZLETOARESF
ZLIIL-AMBE ORI RBEBOHE LTV, KRBEBPAGTETCETRVWAFTER 2 AIME

HE LT,

5. ®R:

1. JEH O NR

B 328 FZ A2 TAANLXEFEICLI2RAEN S LI, 26112 L-AMB 2 &
Bz, 5B TIX 1.0mg/kg/H X 14 #l. 2.5mg/kg/H %X 9 . 5.0mg/kg/
ACIE 9B ThHhoz, 205, THRMU EH&E I NRESIZ 27 6], 7 A K
THEREEZKTLEEMITI S TCHTN, 5D LIEBICEIVEGEZKT L
JEFIE WAoo, £, 21 B G S AUZERNIX 17 #1T, 21 B MKW T 5
ZHIELERIT 160 Th oo, FHHEL AEITAM 1.0mg/kg/H 1T 13.4 H |
2.5kg/mg/day 1% 17.9 H., 5.0mg/kg/H X 15.6 H TH > 7=, FILEEONRIT,
AEFEZOED 10 6], FEME 2 6, WREOKRK S 1461, &5 K% KRS
FEVERACE B 1B, WB OB 1 THoe, LLAMB A& HE I Lz 32 B4, 1
B (1.0mg/kg/HHE) ZH GRS 2 DHBICHFRINEFERFEBE L, fTlkLzzd 1

Blabr< 1Bl z i MBI Mird g e L, 3206 aflzZe2tMiradg s Lz,

2. JEB D
RPN S 32 B DWW E S & A2 o~ L7 (Table 1) . EAEMEEEIE O NR
X, 7AX L Xo—<»N 14 Il TEEOLEHIL 25D, LTF., BEMERMT7T A2

XV ASE T, Y A ME 1B RS A LB M) T =y s



ZHEBH, 7V T hay s AREBRK 16, HEER WV 5B Th o7,

WBRF OVERIT F M 27 B, kM5B L B ENE L FiliL 23~T73 5% T
FH L 52.2+114.4 5% (P EAEHERE) ThH o7z, 32 FlH 31 il I E K &
XIEAMHE (AMFECF 8RR BRIEBER 2 L) Kb, 32 6% 21 F 23l O GEAE
PEEEBREBICEDAMBHREZZ T TR ATBRETIEA MY Y — 2 14 4,
CINTN 1L, TSN 4 T v RN T7r Y — RER 1

il <TdH o7,



3. EpmEk
1) #) | $ G- ¢ o> 1 i AMPH-B i £

HFHEHTOL-AMB# 5 1 HHOME T AMPH-B IR EHB K KB E T
A —X% %k L7 (Fig.1 8 X O Table 2)

SAAERE (Vdss) BXOE2HZ U7 5 2 (Cltot) OB E L., #% 5 8 o H N
> TR F L7 (Table2) , Cmax (CE¥E MR 2) X, 1.0 mg/kg/H # .
2.5 mg/kg/H B, 5.0 mg/kg/ HEECTZ N ZH 5.96+3.02 ug/mL, 16.19+7.41
pg/mL, 45.71+20.14 pg/mL, AUCo-24 (CF¥E FEHER &) Tk, £ £ 55.5
+39.0 pg-hr/mL., 138.5+56.5 ng-hr/mL. 390.3+223.2 ug-hr/mL & | J £ % 84
FTIZONWEMLEN, G EICH LIEREEZ R LE (Fig.2) . 72, M (t
) DEBE ERE R E T Z N E N 8.322.0 hr, 9.8£8.0 hr, 7.0£1.4 hr TH -

7z, (Table 2) .

2) k7 TR
FAERNC, A LD NI 7REOHBE Z Fig.d -7, VK LELIZ
FO NI 7REN 20ugmLU EEFRLTWBHIER 2, 2.5 mg/kg/ H&FE 5/, 5.0

mg/kg/l HEGEHTHE 20O LT,

4. et

A CTROONTZRIERZHEHMIZR L (Table 3) . EZ2EMEMIL, M
HHI7LVLT7F=vEER, MEFSY) U LAEEKT, MEF L2 I /0 ra T Y v
BT Cho7c, RIEHOMEBE, HETIHERH T IZONHEMIT H2ERITH V|
A2 ORMERNRD DIVTZIER 1X.1.0 mg/kg/B & 5 FET 14 6174 10 #1(71.4%) .
2.5 mg/kg/HH GHT 9 #lH 8% (88.9%) . 5.0 mg/kg/H & 5-# T 9 54 9

(100%)TdH - 7=,



AHBR T, L-AMB# M T RO L-AMB® 5#& T 15 A% £ TICHLE LIE
Fl1X.1.0 mg/kg/H & 58 14 6 241.2.5 mg/kg/ H &% 5B 9%+ 161.5.0 mg/kg/
A& GHE 9Bl 26105 5 6] (15.6%) Tholo, WTHLDELTH H L-AMB #
HRME» O EEREAMERSLAIEZA L., MYEMIIZAO N ERTRELTIC
FEo EHB LR L-AMB 288 5 STz 72 1.0 mg/kg/ H #% 51 T 1 41,
5.0 mg/kg/ H &K 58 T 241X L-AMB &t O R REBIIEETCE LW EHEINT,
BIERIIC XD Pk U2dER X, 1.0 mg/kg/H &5 8T 2 61, 2.5 mg/kg/H ¥ 5
FET 16, 5.0 mg/kg/ HEGERET 5B DOF 86l TH o7z, FILIZE - EREIME
AiFmigh 7 v 7 F=v 8. BUN#EMTH - 7=,

P 5 e B SO &2 H EAERIIZ 2R L 7= (Table 4) , # 5 B B 8 55 o 38 861 B0t |
1.0 mg/kg/B ¥ 58T 14 Bl 5 1 (35.7%) . 2.5 mg/kg/H & 5-FE T 9 5l 3
(33.3%) . 5.0 mg/kg/HE LT 9 flH 6 ] (66.7%)ThH V. . HEDOHK
BRHECRO LN R GRS T . BRI E 4 Bl PR E A 3
BB, B, WBEAE 268 TH oz,

AR AEMO > L, MEHR 27 L7 F=r, MiER S Y v A, AST(GOT) .
ALT(GPT)® T# 5 BtaaT) . THEEHM PR | THEE&K TR KO TR &%
) CoHREE A EEE ISR L7 (Figda)-b) & Of Tableba)-b)), 7k, [#5
WP ofEmEd 2 vy F =2, AST(GOT) % ' ALT(GPT) I3 4 JiE il & i K
., MEHR ATV T AEFEFRTORNMEN»L TN TP RMEFM L7, AST
(GOT) K O ALT(GPT)iZ [# 5 BHfami) 20 [RGB ER] $THEHAEETK
EREBI Lo, MEF 7 L7 F=0F THREHMF | HEXHTIZO
nNEMEmCH o7, —FH., MEF LY v AZAERE T IO OB EEICH -

7=,
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L-AMBO B3 y T H5AMPH-BO B HEZ2 L RIEARBRBEEORIEZZEL,
fEER AN CIEHERSBRENEFHERBEETZSRICHREDIRLIBGFCELIHEICLT
L-AMBO W B RER L O L2 2R+ 2l AKERRZ £ L 7=,

L-AMB% # 5 L 72 SE ] @ 5 & 3 b B B8 ff 4T <k S AE 1] 31 6] T o ) [1] & 5 K 0 3
WEhREIX ., WA CHEM SN EARRBRD & L CCmax CE¥MHE FEERFAE) 1T
[E N T 1.0mg/kg, 2.5mg/kgh " 5.0mg/kg CZNZE I 5.96+3.02 pg/mL, 16.19
+7.41 pg/mL, 45.71+20.14 pg/mLToH 5 Ok L, W4 CTiX 7.3+£3.8u g/mL,
17.2+7.1p g/mL, 57.6+21.0u g/mLTH o= Z B IFIERUBRISALL T,
AUCHEIZ AN REANTHERRCREWHABRD SN, BHEMOIES o X
WED2HbDOTHY  AUCHES KEZ2E WL o7, BN TOCmaxMk WAUC o-24
THEAMETICONE ML, Cmaxlt 1.0mg/kglZ % L 2.5mg/kgk O* 5.0mg/kg T
TNENK 2.7, 7.7, AUCo-24 TIEH 2.5/, 7.0 ChoTo, £, A0
HEIE, 1.0 mg/kg® 58 TI1% 0.30 L/Ikg TH > 7=, 2.5, 5.0 mg/kgs &5 &N
B RAHITHEV, 0.21, 0.18 L/ikgk WA BMmARDONTZ, 2H 27 V7 7 AT
X 31 Bl &f] ToOFEHMEFEAERAEIL 1.1220.88 L/IhTH - 7228, Z R IT T4,
Hopeb IZ X W #iE SN 7-L-AMB 10mg/kg: TR E SN2 7 V7 7 A0
HE L FEEHML TV, ®

AMPH-BiL., JHE | JRE» D OPEM KO HIHE A R IEEE ~ O BY A Z 2
IVBEBRANLBRESRDZ VDR TWS 910, —J  L-AMBA A &HE S iz
%, L+ T AMPH-BOBFAEEEILZ, K#EH2® VARY -2 G LEEEICk
S TW5 1, L-AMB®O K. 7-£1% 80-100 nm®D 7=, SKERKZ & e — & DK 28 T
DOEMIME S OB ITE 2 ST IS MR O B EE D & o & W B AL
TOMEREBBICIEONLD EEZEXL LN TED 12 L-AMBOEEE R 2 6 O H K 13
N R ~OB D ABRITERET D E Vb TV D101 — 2 U K Y — A

ofmHf 7 V7T AE, HFE~ORBERYALE (BEOKEGE) OBEMITHE-
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TIERTTL2E0n) “WMEET AL TXREINDLDI ENALIALTEY 15D, L-AMB
O CmaxX WAUC 24 D 5 & & OIEMIL ML, L-AMB @ T il <0 gk 722 £ o> Hil 18
W Rl ~OR VAL L, GHETORVAALOREMIZELD EEZEZLILD 16

M ZREDO BT, 1.0 mg/kg/BE G5 LV & 5.0 mg/kg/ AR GHED T T
T 7WENE WP NS (Fig.3), WS THEM S 72 ERIKE B T L-AMB

WELMEE (RSB OEYMIT 9.2 H), CLEXRE LS 1 HH &g L Th
FHTIE B0%UL FIZIE T L THRY ., @EEICHL-AMB® il # N B R g ~ D H
ViAAB L ZOMOMEENREINT10, L-AMBO # # (2 A8 PN B R ek g
TWMVIABEN R oY R Y — LKA L7 AMPH-BO MG E N EH L7z
R . L-AMBO F 7 7RENEFLELOEEZ LN,

F7. L-AMBE S 1 HHOMEH AMPH-BIREREOHK LIZ. 8 HEWVWT L
DHTH, IR TCREREIL2ETZRLED, ARICFN I Z7REDO LA b #
BMEMTENLNALN TR, MEARRBHR~OWMVALOFEANEIZLD DL
Exbhi,

BIERIZ., BRERDE P ERPLIBICERERREESICEEST LB 26
NHZBELRCEA, WMEREBAEFLZH TROEZ L7 F=v #@MemiEr U v L
WA, MG p2I 77 ) oA onlkt, $2, BRAREMD S b,
BEHRELOCTHEECREETHDL MFET 7 L7 F=0, MET I UL AST
(GOT) X% WALT (GPT) O FRfEOHEH &2 H ERAICK 5 L AST(GOT) LK W
ALT(GPT) CHAHEH CRKE LB T hhole, MFEH 27 L7 F = 1T & HH
AT HERETICON, #BINEmMICH 72, CFOMEBEF THLRGK THRIZ
FEEEMICHD oo, o MIET AV U AHES BEEKTRIZIE D U LS
DEYRNBEBIZLVEEERICO b0, HHEHMBETIX HESETIZoN
WAEMIZd 72, ZHiLCornely b 1D B3 T o 7o iEEH] & Ff (L-AMB 3 mg/kg)

EmMER (10 mg/kg) &L 2 LML CEREL IO ZHETH HEKF
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BICmER 27 L7 F=ERAEMEOCNED Y v AENET T 5EmMTH D L
PDEINLTWVWD, 2OZEbL-AMBEH&E&EGRIZIIME Y27 LT F =1l
LAOMEF AV VLA EOE=FY 7 2@EEATV., FFIZAZY 7 LAEDEICIEDY
VAR EATORE, HULRLEILETHDLEEZXZDLOND,

Zhbix, c-AMPH TR O LN DREIER TH L2, A O _EHEMRILEKEART
LA OB GBS R KRS Y v AMGE, L F T2 L7 F =28, BUN
WmzaEoRERBEREIX CAMPH R LAEBEICEL2s 2 @R EINLT W
%19,

AMPH-B%Z U ARY =2t T 52 IV EEFHFEAERICAMZE O EHE L L
THEAEDORERBABERINIL, HERS~ 270277 = U N0 OREEYT A NI A~
DM NBEHRL TR Y2020 Z DY A R~ A D FEAIC L Toll-like receptor

(TLR) 2B LTWD LI TW522, L-AMBIZ, 7 U —»AMPH-Bi# /£ 73
Mo TWbH 7z, TLRE OIS REGS L 22 RIEMEY A M T A DR b
WAHLTWdHEEZXZLND,

—JF . &-AMPH O RI{ER . $Flc BHEEREE . VA Y —2afic L &REls
NHAN=ALLELTKRD 3OBPIB I TS, 5 1%, L-AMBE 5 T,
MM Bz CAMPH-BIRE 2| FE 252, P CimdgReEs L~ TAMPH-B
BEIXELSMA bR T WA 10132 5 2 3 AMPH-BA K&K UKL v 7 H
(LDL) AT 20t LT, VAY — AT @EEEY R 7 EHDL)I# %
LTHRETIHNEDTH L, ZHAIEERMIE TOHDLY ¥ 7% —BIENE W20 |
L-AMBO Bl ~0OMW VO AHZ N WD L, EHEEPKRBIT LI EZELNLTWVND, 5 3
Z. AMPH-BAEE MBS L Ot Mo+ 2 HEHEEZHFT 205 L.
L-AMBTiZ, AMPH-B2Y U AR Y —ABICHRFINTWD oM Pt &n
T MR T OEFEITEB I, BEMRE~ORBRERSGE>TWVDH T

T B 29,
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F 7o ARRBR O L R E T 2012 I AT S T BOARAL R B S B B IR
IRFEME Z E S I A H L TV DD ARRBR O %4 MM R I B8 7
EEZTWVWD,

Db ARBOBRE ENOEYBEIZHEA L IZEFRCERRNG LN, £72,
ZRMECEAERAETIC o, BIERAEBEEIT LA L2, 5.0mg/kg/A ETOD
BEETL-AMB OB 52 HRT2E8ER TR RN &b ERATO

5.0mg/kg/ HE COLRZEELEAREETMBINTZLEEZLD,
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Table 1 Characteristics of patients

1.0 2.5 5.0

ﬁ\é?;satlon mg/kg/day mg/kg/day mg/kg/day (;Il‘(;%a;)
(n=14) (n=9) (n=9)
Sex male 12 8 7 27
female 2 1 2 5
20-29 2 2 4
30-39 1 1 2
40-49 3 2 5
Age (years) 50-59 3 L X )
60-69 4 4 1 9
70-74 1 1 1 3
Mean 50.3 52.0 55.3 52.2
S.D. 15.2 18.5 8.5 14.4
Height (cm) Mean 164.5 163.7 164.7 164.3
S.D. 5.7 10.0 8.3 7.6
. Mean 56.1 49.5 50.6 52.7
Weight (kg) S.D. 15.3 10.0 7.7 12.2
Diagnosis
Invasive
pulmonary aspergillosis 1 3 3 7
Pulmonary aspergilloma 7 4 3 14
Candidemia 1 1
Disseminated candidiasis 1 1
Pulmonary cryptococcosis 3 3
Cryptococcal meningitis 1 1
possible mycosis 2 1 2 5
Severity of mild D 3 ! )
infection moderate 3 4 3 10
severe 6 2 5 13
Underlying yes 13 9 9 31
disease no 1 1
Antifungl yes 9 5 7 21
pretreatment no 5 4 2 11
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Table 2 Pharmacokinetic parameters of L-AMB in patients after intravenous infusion on the first day.

AUCo-24 AUCo-

Dosage C max T 172 (ng - (ng - Cliot Vd(ss)

(mg/kg) (ng/mL) (hr) he/ral) hr/mL) (L/kg/hr) (L/kg)
1.0 Mean 5.96 8.3 55.5 64.8 0.026 0.30
(n=13) S.D. 3.02 2.0 39.0 45.8 0.018 0.25
2.5 Mean 16.19 9.8 138.5 175.2 0.019 0.21
(n=9) S.D. 7.41 8.0 56.5 84.2 0.013 0.13
5.0 Mean 45.71 7.0 390.3 442.5 0.018 0.18
(n=9) S.D. 20.14 1.4 223.2 269.7 0.017 0.16
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Table 3 Adverse drug reactions

MeDR.
Foet ! ASOC NAME [MedDRA PT NAME
= a n‘umbelr of patients — T REYE
astrointestinal disorders o '(m8g8 gg/day T
A X o 9 %
—— e T I 0/3339(100 % ) 9]27]( 84.4 %);2
T TR BEREN 11.1 —re 6] 667 % )]9l13](40.6 % )[32
e R AT 0/:)92(222 % )[9]5](15.6 % )|32
o 8 E 0 % )l14lofC 0 %)|9 g E Sg; 0 ; e
i i Abdominal pai e I
Infection and infestations B e ‘;; ) 13 (1) E 12’1 :f ; o TR gg ?j) ; 23
B 0
— 2| 143 % )|14]1]C 111 "Z ) g (ST Y N [P ST E
i 127.1%)141(111%)9828%)93(9'4%)32
_ i Herpes si AN ' onn
Hepatobiliary disorders Hplex o cy: ; ii g E 8 zf) O E g? zf‘ ; gz
A . 0
— 0]C 0 % )luafofC 0 "/z ; g g e e
___ Gt 8 E 0 % )|14fo]C 0 % )[9]1 E ??? . ; B (N b
R 1 %)[9[1](31 %)
. 7 X o 32
IEvehdoedema 1 E 71 % )[14[1](C 111 ‘%‘:; Z (1) E IBO S LIEAlEEIE)
n . 1 ' 0
— Visual acuity reduced 0 |( 761 zf ; ii : E TS sz ; Z ? E 2-3 mE
. . . 0 1 (.1 0/
connective tissue disorders [Arthralgia R (T AT A 12’1 2;0 ; g 0 E gy O/Z ; gg
| I e b 31333 % )|9l3 '
Vascular disorders 0]C 0 "/Z )| 14 g E 8 :0 B T FIE E gg Zf ; gg
- B 0
IFlushing 1]C 71 %)143(3330/0331211‘1 ) ) A (TR
| i ' 1 . 0 11.1 % 5
B ot 0 E 701 z;o ; ﬁ 3 E 333 o[ [CIl % ; g y E 126 -
T ‘ . 0 1 1 ) T
mediastinal disorders Dyspnoea AR IETIRA 411 zj} ; 3 BT 0/3 ; 22
Drspnoe 1(7.1%)141(11i1°/3)g}211'1%)96(18'8%)32
s 0]C 0 % )f14f1fC111 % )[9]0]( ltl 2/0) T
Upper respiratory tract inflammation i T BT E (R IEI f’ O
____ Ll g E 0 % )]14f1fC111 % )]9fof( 8 ﬂju ; P} [ AN
g 0 % )]14f1f(C11 ST
1 % )[9]0]( T
| Tachycardi s : oy
Nervous system disorders = - D/: ; ﬁ 1 E ﬂi :/o IEY Iy O E gi Zf ; gg
: . 0
— 21143 % )|14[3]( 33.3 "/«t ; g g e e
eyt s 1]C 71 % )]ua]1]C111 % )[9]2 O O
e B (AR E T (T EI (222 % )fofl4fC125 % )[32
gerebralinfarction g E T E 131 ;% ; R
| e n ‘ ¢ - 1 % % J){9]1
Gden?r?l dls?rder's — etotic hyperglycaemic-hyperosmolar comg 0 | ( 0 ‘“/Z ; 12 (1) E ] Z/O IO E gi Zﬁ) ; .
administration site conditionq Pyrexia LR RITIEn Ei ;) e 3'1 0/0 ) 22
: . 0
gﬁelstpain ?22144%)141(111%3332;34%)99(28'1%)32
= R — . 2 % )|9]6[(188 ¢
s 1(7.1%)14021313’;90(0%)92(6.5"2;22
R 820%)140(0"Z)gigﬂ'l%)g2(6'3%)32
. n, t 0 n O 2 1 (y
Memb()hsm — jection site anaesthesia 1(( 71 "f) T LI T U/O ; g oo
e T w10l C 0 % l9l0 A A (I
IAnorexia 820 %)141(111%)9222; I R (T 7
. : 1 ‘ L . 2 % )9 :
e T — ) ) 3 AN 1 R B BT IE
1 % )[{9]o0 ' A
l p— e 6 (0 %)l9]l1](31 ¢
iklngnd subcutaneous tissue . 2 O/Z ) li g E 8 Z/o IR (W 1R 3'1 Uf ; zg
is - n
Invo:sgrsf — e ey Lt nf; 9l1]C 111 % )]9f1]C 31 % )|32
. R 1 BrY ')o ) g 21222 % )|9l2]C63 % )[32
White blood cell count decreased TS mn o D/: e 3 E 212‘2 :/D I e
Neu_trophil percentage decreased i (T BTV ) (R R BA o f’ O
Eosmophil percentage decreased L ”0 eI 10 n/u N
Basophil percentage increased L e T . UA) IR
Basophil percentage decreased =TT T, 1? OA' B
Monocyte percentage increased T I ST ) (R XA dl 0/0 I T
Lymphocyte percentage decreased T (BT 7Y KA T X BN [T f I
Differential white blood cell count abnormal o 0 0/0 B
Platelet count decreased - i3 TS BTV RS (BRI EA TR
Blood sodium increased i T T E TR EI m ;% B
Blood potassium increased i [T ST RS (RTRERI I T O/U I
Blood potassium decreased R e 0 “/0 IR
Blood magnesium increased o 50 0/0 e
Blood magnesium decreased e BT Y e
Blood calcium increased TS BT C (R EA K T I T
Blood urea increased T e T T M TR
Blood uric acid increased O T 11‘1 :/D I
Blood uric acid decreased o (PR BTV D (MR R A , 0/" IO
Blood creatinine increased e TR OE
Blood bilirubin increased T ST T AN TR T
AspaAtate aminotransferase increased e ﬁB ;% D RS
Alanine aminotransferase increased TR T N (MR IEI 33‘1 O/U I
Gamma-glutamyltransferase increased I s (/0 I
o [ R 1 NG 222 % )] 9] 4[(125 % )[32
6 )19]12[(222 % )]9]2]C 67 ¢
T % )[30
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Table 4 Infusion related reactions (IRRs)

MedDRA SOC NAME MedDRA PT NAME b On(]iill(/gl)/day > Bm(gﬂ/:kgg/day " Om(gn/:kgg)/day gno:t;;)
Total number of patients 5 (37 % ) |3 (333 % ) |6 (667 % ) |14 ( 438 % )
Gastrointestinal disorders 1 (717 % ) |1 (111 % ) |3 (333 % ) 5 (156 % )
Nausea 0 (0 % )1 (111 % ) |3 (333 % ) 4 (125 % )
Vomiting 0 (0 % )Jo (0 % )J1 (111 % ) |1 (31 %)
Abdominal pain 1 (70 % )]0 (0 % )]Jo (0 % )|1 (31 %)
Eye disorders 1 (71T % )]0 ( 0 % )Jo ( O %) 1 (31 %)
Eyelid oedema 1 (70 % )]0 ( 0 % )]Jo ( 0 %) 1 (31 % )
Musculoskeletal and 0 (0 %) Jo (0 % )2 (222 %) |2 (63 %)
connective tissue disorders|Back pain 0o (0 % )0 ( 0 %) |1 (111 % )]1 (31 %)
Arthralgia 0 (0 % )]0 (0 %) |1 (111 % ) |1 (31 %)
Vascular disorders 0 (0 % )3 (33 % ) |1 (111 % ) |4 (125 % )
Flushing 0 (0 % ) |3 (383 %) |1 (111 %) |4 (125 % )
Hypertension 0o (0 %) |1 (121 % ) |0 C 0 % ) |1 (31 %)
Respiratory, thoracic and 1 (71 % ) |2 (222 % ) |1 (111 % ) 4 (125 % )
mediastinal disorders Dyspnoea 1 (71 % ) |1 (111 % ) |1 (111 % ) 3 (94 % )
Hypoxia 0 (0 %) |1 (111 %) Jo 0 % ) |1 ( 31 %)
Cardiac disorders 0 (0 % )1 (111 %)Jo (0o %) |1 (31 %)
Tachycardia o (0 %) Jl1 (11212 %)]o ( 0 %) 1 (31 %)
Nervous system disorders 1 (71 % )]0 (0 % ) |2 (222 %) 3 (94 % )
Burning sensation 1 (710 % )]o ( 0 % ) |1 (111 % ) |2 ( 63 % )
Headache 0o (0 % )J|o (0 %) J1 (111 % ) |1 (31 %)
General disorders and 4 (286 % ) |1 (111 % )Jo ( 0 % )]|5 (156 % )
administration site Pyrexia 2 (143 % )Jo ( 0 % )|o ( 0 %) 2 ( 63 % )
conditions Chest pain 1 (71 % ) |1 (1112 % )]0 ( 0 %) 2 (63 % )
Chills 1 (71 %9)jJjo C 0 %)]Jo (0 % )1 (31 %)
Injection site anaesthesiq1l ( 71 % ) |0 ( 0 % ) |o ( 0 % )1 ( 31 % )
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Table5a) AST(GOT) level in patients reseiving L-AMB at dose of

1.0mg/kg(n=13),2.5mg/kg(n=9)or5.0mg/kg(n=9)

Baseline Maximum End Follow-up
Median Min Max Median Min Max Median Min Max Median Min Max
1.0mg/kg 24.0 13.0 83.0 21.0 16.0 58.0 19.0 12.0 58.0 14.0 13.0 33.0
2.5mg/kg 16.0 10.0 34.0 23.0 17.0 42.0 20.0 12.0 42.0 22.5 13.0 44.0
5.0mg/kg 18.0 16.0 34.0 29.5 16.0 127.0 19.5 11.0 59.0 23.5 13.0 109.0
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Table5b) ALT(GPT) level in patients reseiving L-AMB at dose of

1.0mg/kg(n=13),2.5mg/kg(n=9)or5.0mg/kg(n=9)

Baseline Maximum End Follow-up
Median Min Max Median Min Max Median Min Max Median Min Max
1.0mg/kg 17.0 10.0 99.0 19.0 8.0 106.0 17.0 5.0 39.0 15.0 11.0 38.0
2.5mg/kg 14.0 5.0 68.0 20.0 15.0 86.0 15.0 11.0 86.0 39.0 12.0 493.0
5.0mg/kg 16.0 7.0 66.0 40.0 10.0 172.0 17.0 7.0 56.0 37.0 7.0 57.0
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Fig.1 Serum concentrations of a mphotericin B after intravenous infusion of

L-AMB at doses of 1.0 mg/kg (A), 2.5 mg/kg (B) or 5.0 mg/kg (C).
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Fig.2 Dose dependence of L-AMB

pharmockinetics (Cmax or AUC: Mean*+S.D.) .
N=13,9 and 9 at doses of 1.0 mg/kg, 2.5 mg/kg
and 5.0 mg/kg.
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Fig.3 Serum trough concentrations of a mphotericin B after intravenous
infusion of L-AMB at doses of 1.0 mg/kg (A), 2.5 mg/kg (B) or 5.0 mg/kg

(C).*:Patients with increased serum trough concentrations of a mphotericin B
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Fig4-a) Serum potassium level(median) in patients receiving L-AMB at doses
of 1.0 mg/kg (@), 2.5 mg/kg (M) or 5.0 mg/kg (A). N=13,9 and 9 at doses of 1.0

mg/kg, 2.5 mg/kg and 5.0 mg/kg. *:P<0.05 (Signed rank test)
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Fig4-b ) Serum creatinin level(median) in patients receiving L-AMB at doses
of 1.0 mg/kg (@), 2.5 mg/kg (M) or 5.0 mg/kg (A). N=13,9 and 9 at doses of 1.0
mg/kg, 2.5 mg/kg and 5.0 mg/kg. *:P<0.05 (Signed rank test)
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