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Table 1

for judging effect on subjective symptoms

Evaluation of chemotherapy in urinary infection, standard

Judgement Marks

Remarks

Recovered 0

discomfort.
Improved <0.49

Unchanged 0.5—1

initial examination.

1) Items studied for judgement of effect on subjective symptoms are

po]lakiuria,pain on urination,sensation of residual urine and posturination
2 ) Marks of 2 should be given to those items suggested by a patient upon

3) Marks of 2 should be given to those items where no change was found
after administration of the test drugs,mark of 1 to those items where a
remarkable improvement was found, and mark of 0 to those items
where recovery was found.

Effect on subjective symptoms =

Total marks following administration

Total marks upon initial examination

Table 2 Evaluation of chemotherapy in urinary infection,standard

for judging effect on urinary findings

AR 0T,
Controller |3 {5B&IR T DA%
ERHREL, T, AEREOE

Judgement No.of leukocytes in pyuria No.of bacteria in bacteriuria B L e ROBEIDAED &
— ] YN — Ldie, FIER DOREREHE O
ecovere —2/phf. egative culture - .

LR b OFEHAEMBKIETH D

Improved 3—9/phf. <10¥ml ~
fel L RERR Lico 7rds, cont-

Unchanged >10/p.hf. >10%ml L
roller |3 WFEKE RBEXHE TH

Table 3 Evaluation of chemotherapy in urinary infection,standard Z)‘_’

for judging clinical effect AERBEOER TR OLIICER

DT IE X2 e (YATES ©

Judgement Pyuria Bacteriuria
+ #
Effective 1+ +
+ 4
Slightly * *
effective ¥ -
- +
- +
Effectless + -

IE), *7-, FISHER DEEHER
HE®EXY, BRE5% Tho
THEMOBRELHE LI
(4) HRZHFOHEELE
Table 1,2,31i#8F5 X 51z,
PR B BRI R

4 : Recovered

i mproved T B M Lieptot,
— : Unchanged
R B R &
EIR L& LVM #ieo

WT 72 i, SM B Do\W\wT 78

ERHBILHEL, HooULDHLRCTIR OIS HE D
KHRZUREORE L BEETHERALREF L
¥, BEBBCEIL > TLo—HMEFER L TEAR
BTy, Lo TEDREBEMAIZ L BAATD
52, BEPLBECEERLAR LD DRIEMIED
e L, ZhbOEMIBREMAL L, FHER

BITHH, FRARRELIcokcd
Dix, LVM BT 67 I, SM BT 64 fl, &5t 13141
ThHbBo

SHratgBl, drop out FEG, KE R v I reow
CTOTEDHEBIL Table 4 © LB Y TH, FWEE
Rhixzrdbhisy, {BL, drop out O fE i DR
FRZERWT, BHERMERNLE LTH L LDED
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HELIZ, COBBE LTEEREEERSRSY, R
ReRPEmEREA 10 =2 /400X HEFLL L& &b SR,
REPAIE S 105 2/ml P L& &b bh, Wwoigd i

Table 4

Case composition (1)

EDBRARYBIESE S X5 nAHENRWZ & T
BHBo i, B X % drop out FEFICRRREH D
RALBR ST DD X5 ThHBH, FHMNRIVEEKE

[ I3 S RINAE NV VI

Test drug
‘Description

No.of cases analyzed

No.of cases dropped out *

No.of samples unanalyzed
Total

LVM SM
67 64
5 14
28 22
100 100

* Dropped-out cases

Description LVM SM
Cases not falling under the prearranged standard of
simple acute cystitis 3 2
Patients failing to visit the hospital 2 5
Cases accompanying side-effects 7
Table 5 Case composition (2)
‘Test drug
Items studied Test result
LVM | SM
Male 1 4
Sex Female 66 60 P=0.1687
Total 67 64
Not more than 29 yrs 27 21 2
3039 21 21 X0 =2.0155
40—49 6 10 Degrees of freedom= 4
Age
5059 11 11 0.75>p>0.70
Above 60 2 1
Total 67 64
Not more than 5 days 51 44
Period 610 12 9 Xo=4.0174
from onset,
to ilniggl ¢ 11-15 3 7 Degrees of freedom= 3
exam. Unknown 1 4 0.30>p>0.20
Total 67 64
Subjective 4 items 43 44 .
symptoms 3 items 11 8 Xo=0.4602
present 2 items 12 11 Degrees of freedom= 3
upon
initial 1 item 1 1 0.95>p>0.90
exam. Total 67 64
E. coli 54 44 X;=1.3271
Bacteria . . . . _
isolated Others 14 22 Degree of freedom=1
Total 68 66 0.2 >p>0.1

(1) fEGIRER

Table 5 X45HT AR AR 131
Bl onT, , F#, RBFE»
LEEESD B, PIZRAER
TER S X O S HERERE oW T
TR T B ERERLICh D
TH5bo

LT, #ilcriErs
<, ERRERIT 20~30 &RfRA%
%<, BEMOLEBEETOHEK
135 BRI S\ WA
ERIZ4HETRTIDOWTHR
ZMEDRIERANRE L, FHE
BEEIMRDOZ L THHMN
E. coli 338\ ~(L7cp’i2C, E.
coli Iz Aiel, oL
TUXFDOME LT—3EL)o
L ED&E B oW THEED
H—pc B LT 222 (YATES
DIEIE) ¥ 7213, FISHER DA
BERRHBEY TR ER W
FhoOHEBIOWT SRR
BEEIL, WHEANOESD
EF T TSH— i dhic s
EZxzbhb,

7rds, HBIR & WIEEIR OEEE
W THEHE O —HBT 5
BERTIsbimnoicdy, Th
HDOE B OWTIERIRD X 5
C—BOREIELRRT, Thicl
Te DTG R EBALZ LT X
D EEEXIZITE—THHO &
Exlo ¥, HAER LG L
LCHBEERYT 5%, iE
BlOK EFFREh 2 b0k
LETLH SO, ERASED
Mo LR35 MIC A8
HBo Lanl, hizzofED
ERTIIEUES LW L EE
2T, KX TR ZDEYERIL
THW RTINS, FIHEE T
5t T MIC Jle X 5 RiF
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Table 6 Bacteria isolated from patients Fig.1. ’(w7“|: :{rzﬁgti'fi“g':g:ia)ﬁ“d from Patients
No. of Strains
LVM SM 45
E.coli 54 44 o
Staphylococcus cpider. 4 6 35
Proteus 4 3 30l
Klebsiella pneum.. 1 2 sl
Pséudomonas aerug. 0 2
Citrobacter 0 1 or
Corynebacterium 0 1 15
Gram-negative rods 1 2 10
unknown 2 1 5k /
E.coli+ Staphyloc.cpider. 0 1 e~
E.coli+Klebsiclla pnewm. 1 0 ‘]L;,T: Lot
E.coli+ Enterococcus 0 1 SM | 2 9116/414]6130] 71
* 7 dropped-out cases are included.
Total 68 66

RoOER LEKRGBCOWTRA 21T,

(2) EFHDLOHHERE LD MIC 454

FEGI2 S DB LVM B (67 41) 1o\ T 68 £,
SM B (64 #l) wwo\T 66 Bke oM L1 (Table 6),
D5 bEAREDEML LVM #c14, SM T2
BITH %o

SEEEBIIFREL b E.coli DFENE L, LVM
FET 55 #k (80.9%), SM FT 46 ¥k (69.7%) TH
oo e

LR HEE 84 ¥R(83 fI) owT, LVM & SM
R A REZEUESMEFRBREC I >TRELE (&
PRI DIEGD B OFHEETH D 9L B0

Fig. 1,2 35 MEHEDE DTz E. coli T1 BRizou
T (MR RIHER 7 o b Db &), LVM & SM D
MIC 5% Hicd DTH B0

LVM o MIC &4 >100 mcg/ml » MIC TH %
1 #E&E BT 12.5meg/ml 235 50 meg/ml @ 45AA L,
% ® peak (¥ 25mcg/ml TH %o SM O F h it 1.6
mcg/ml A3 % >100 meg/ml ¥ TAL HAi L, 12.5mcg/
ml & peak 235 B\ oS R M BE &, >100 mcg/ml
D MIC # %Ot tERE (42.3%) © 2BHSHTH 5,
L7caioT, LVM oG fAfEL SM ozh & H# LT
<, A Fig 21xf@HF O MIC 0% Licd DT
» B, SM OREEIDIEM D Mk E L, MAMCTELLZE
TR LD bR, Zhik, LVM bk -
SM rRich, »5HEOMEECIILETSHS L \bh
TEY, LEioT, fhdo MIC F7mcBi32mmd
chedHT230THD, LVM O EEREFIMELR

Fig.2. MIC of E.coli Isolated from Patients
(71 strains)

meg ml —~
s00f .8

100

| L I P R
1.6 3.12 6.25 12.5 25 50 100 >100 mcg.'m!
LVM

W3 B5HDTHbDo

(3) BEcIzABEROHE (4 BHEHE)

LREGID 131 Bl 2T Z DIFTOFHTRRIESIE,
WL 4 B BCHEEERCETAMZEED D BEH
THbH, LVM B 66 4, SM #ix 64 FiTH5B (&
Wit &b Lic LVM B 16k 4 H B ORIZEEN
Wb DTHB)o Eie, HEERCOWTLHBANK
> TEREDH HEMT LVM BT 43 §, SM BT 44
FlThHY, zhbvihicshH LTRKRIW LTI
oo

o ST RGO T O B EIEROH#B O HE
(% Table 1 i) f-HEEEEC Lo TV, 4 HARR
BFHEFHEREHEREL S Ll (Table 7),

LVM #OEHIX 52 #l, KEIH, RESHTH
b, EFLRIL 78.8%, HERIX 92.4% THDo SM
FOERIL 47 #, HFE6H, 7K 11 fithy, IE
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Table 7 Changes in subjective symptoms due to administration
of test drug (judged on 4th day)

Description Changes LVM SM Test result Remarks
Cases Improved + 0 37
having Rate . 4 i )
all the of Recovered LVM:93.0%
items improve-| Unchanged 3 7 P=0.16624 SM: 84.1%
upon ment
initial Total 43 44
-2
exam. Recovered 33 31 X,=0.1781
Rate - VM : %
of Improved + 10 13 Degree of freedom= 1. LVM :76.7%
recovery Unchanged SM:  70.5%
Total 43 44 0.75>p>0.50
fmproved+ 61 53 Xo=1.9620
Rate of Recovered e LVM : 92.4%
1mp r('):ve- Unchanged 5 11 Degree of freedom=1 | SM: 82.8%
men
Total 66" | 64 0.2 >p>0.1
All cases| 2
Recovered 52 47 X;=0.2599
Improved+ LVM : 78.8%
Rate of 14 17 Degree of freedom= 1
Unchanged SM: 73.4%
recovery
Total 66 * 64 0.70>p>0.50
* A case with a record taken only on the 8th day is excluded.
Table 8 Changes in urinary findings due to administration
of test agents (judged on 4th day)
Description Changes LVM SM Test result Remarks
Improved+ i 45 X% =0.5963
Rate of Recovered o LVM : 88.9%
improve- ;
ment Unchanged 6 10 | Degree of freedom=1 | SM< 81.8%
) Total 54 55 0.50>p>0.30
Pyuria 2
Recovered 28 34 X,=0.7345
. Improved + LVM : 51.9%
the Of 26 21 Degree of freedom= 1
recovery Unchanged SM: 61.8%
Total 54 55 0.50>p>0.30
fmproved + 48 47 X;=0.0623
Rate of Recovered o LVM : 88.9%
improve-
ment Unchanged 6 8 Degree of freedom=1 | SM: 85.5%
o Total 54 55 0.90>p>0.80
Bacteriuria P
Recovered 47 45 X,=0.2370
Improved+ LVM :87.0%
Rate of 7 10 | Degree of freedom=1 °
recovery Unchanged SM: 81.8%
Total 54 55 0.70>p>0.50




1298

CHEMOTHERAPY

OCT. 1973

HALRIL 73.4%, HFERIL 82.8% Thbo

LT, S%ER, EFEREb, LVM Hoizd s
BCEEID S iz fedd, FETRCIXEE B L CER
R5% CHHEBCEREZEIARLDLRE, ¥, W2
HORARERT4HE N E DRI OEMCOWTHE
TERAIDB A L& BRI EAE & & DT,

(4) BRcIBRFROHEE (4 B EH®E)

ZDETOGHRREFNIHLE & 4 B BRI R
BIT2RBEODBIEATH Y, £IEFD 131 FlD 5B,
LVM %28 54 5, SM #2355 BITH B FHREM
BALIRESIR 4 H HORFIROEHERS b O TH
b, LVM B2 13 fil, SM B9 BIT H h FEIHER
CoWCHERER (8 HE) T check Li-fEE(QLVM #f:
84.6%, SM %¥ : 88.9%), #f &t M HEBERICIR v (X7
WhDEELZ bhie

th B OGRS FICoWT Table 2 D ¥|EiEc
IOTBREMEROHEBEZHEL, ThZhoEFHL
KrgERy D L (Table 8),

LVM #OBEFROERLIX 28 fl, 2k 20 #l, RE
6 GITH Y, IEELEIL51.9%, kERIL88.9% TH
Bo Eio, WMEROERIX 47 6, BE1H, TE6
BITHY, EHILRIXLT7.0%, hiERIL88.9% TH5bo

SM BHoEROEFELL 34 #, 3EE 11 4], TF 10
BTy, EHLEL 61.8%, HERIL 88.9% ThH
Bo ¥fe, WIEROERILIX 45 6l, HE26, TES
BT Hb, EELRIT 81.8%, kL 85.5% TH
%o

BLT, EFtRcoWTBRIAERY TS &
IBRDOE#LI S BEAMSHR DIl BRI
TR BEBNE e, BECHEROMEIVD
K58Bbh BN, KEEEILDOIR S XREELETIEREL
THETCRELRWC ERFRETHIDEELDRS,

Table 9 Clinical effect (judged on 4th day)

i, BROEFEYERWT, BRSIOMBERCEL
TEOHER, EFLRE DI LVM B0 5 H3EH
FH 5 bbbl Lo L, HERCImEEZECoOWTH
BRI EEERIRED LRI,

(5) ERKZFE (4 HBE¥I® (Table 9)

BB DE S TR B LB IR F DES IR R D ¥
Bk, HEEROHBIZEBMCEL S LR
By, BTFLIRFAMEOHR LIHELLVOT, EE
HIXEABEROHER 2B L Table 3 iBiF5 X 5
TR EMIBEIR OB ET VT, ToMERT L B
IR R FI eI S oo

SR RIEGNIRTH CIRAT ROHB O HHTC A I fE
BITH %o

FRER#h Rk, LVM B0 54 GlicoWTHL) 44 Fl
RREL 5 B, BHSHATHY, FHKIL 81.5% TH
%o SM BED 55 FlicoWTIiX, HE) 43 6, LAY
461, BHBHTHY, BHRIIL 78.2% TH5,

BELT, SM B#X b % LVM BE0ig 5 2K EFI
RIERBRAR LD BRI, HEHANTIXERK 5% T
B LTl AEREZIA LD BRI,

(6) BEKRTHOBRBIZLZHEERERFEOH
% (4 BHE¥®EL 8 HEB¥IE) (Table 10)

3% 8 HH F COWBITOWTUTD X 5 ielEs
Tt

aff: AHEL 8 HHOHEN L DRIEFIL, HB\
X8 HEHES 4 HE LB LTHBRHENLLDD
h BIEGIF .

bt : 4 HEL 8 HEDOHENL LETE, HBHWIX
SHEYEN4 HE L HELTHBCHE R LDLA
BIEAIF

LichioT, aBOEMISELERAZEDT, 3H
RIDBRIIC X O TEREBDOERBEIET L 5\ et
IRLFEGTHD, WoIE> Db

HOEAITTLERA L,

Description LVM SM Remarks TOBEIEN S 2 B UL
Effective 44 43 ) DIEABRH LN BIEGRTH %0
Effectiveness N
Slightly effective 5 4 LVM - 81.5% COX5ELND, FEA
Effectless 5 8 TERee - . _anoEMK
e . - SM: 78.2% Be oW TR (== gpy
ota
x100) L HIER (= ’zggg x100)
Comparison of effectiveness -
ZRDT, WIAIREO kst
Description LVM SM Test result {70k,
232 )
Effective 44 43 X2=0.0363 1 HEER
] 2
‘Slightly effective+Effectless 10 12 Degree of freedom=1 SRR DIEGUL IR, 4
P A s
Total 54 55 0.90>p>0.80 HE, 8HHRARERCHT

SHLERODHEMTH Y,
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Table10 Changes in subjective symptoms and urinary findings
after administration (judged on 4th and 8th day)

Description Changes LVM SM Test result Remarks
Improved+
28 27
Recovered
Rate of LVM :90.3%
improve- |Unchanged+ P=0.5000 .
ment 3 4 SM: 87.1%
Exacerbated
Subjective Total 31| 31
symptoms
Exacerbated 1 2
Improved + LVM: 3.2%
Rate of Recovered 30 29 P=0.5125
.exacer- +Exacerbated SM: 6.5%
bation Total 31 | 31
Improved+
R d 16 22
Rate of 5 e:“’e‘ed LVM : 84.2%
improve- nchanged+
meit 3 3 P=0.5254 SM: 88.0%
Exacerbated
. Total 19 25
Pyuria
Exacerbated 0 1
Rateof |ImProved LVM: 0%
exacer- Recovered 19 24 P=0.5681 M
e SM 0%
bation +Exacerbated ! 4.0%
Total 19, 25
Improved +
17 21
Recovered LVM : 89.5%
Rate of
improve- |Unchanged + SM: 84.0%
ment 2 4 P=0.4744
Exacerbated
o Total 19 25
Bacteriuria
Exacerbated: 2 3
Rate of Improved + LVM :10.5%
exacerba- | Recovered 17 22 P=0.6324 o
tion SM: 12.0%
+Exacerbated
Total 19 25
TEAFL D 31 fITHB. 2D05b, afFLilEl THERFODHIDOTHY, LVM #2819 4, SM

RI-FEGINY LVM 228 28 fl, SM #m 27 GICh b,
WEBZOHERIZ LVM B2 90.3%, SM FEH 87.1%
THbo WoIEH, BEMMN LVM 14, SM i
2PBH LD, KEBOHEHITFE T 3.2%, KET
6.5% THbo

BLT, RS oHER LHERIELTLVM o
135 BEEREIEFIMED 5 izt L L, HEHRIRIR
HECH L TAEARECERZIR LD,

2 B R

SRNRIEONE, M2k, 4 HE, 8 HHKRRH

225 BITHB, CD5baFOEMI LVM # 4 16
B, SM #2% 22 BITh Dy, KESROKERIX LVM B
2 84.2%, SM #EM 88.0% THY, BIR 0 hkE#o
HERE LT SM BRI WX 5rBbh i,
HEH B ARAFRCAREZIAR LD BRIV, WD
1£5, bHOEMIMEAFLICERERIATDS
2%, WELX SM B 1K ThH %,

3. MER

SRR FENIBROLh LRAETHY, TD5ba
FEOESNE LVM B4 17 #l, SM B2 21 flTh D,
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HEHEOBERITAE N 89.5%, % E » 84.0% TH
D, MECAEERIFMCEREL A LDV, WO
5, bBEOEGIT LVM #2126 (10.5%), SM A
461 (16.0%) THYH, = D 5 b HEGIFIET2H
(10.5%), #%ET3H (12.0%) Thbo

LT, RBEBOBERLCOWTHADE, BERCEL
Tix SM BEH, MIERBI LTk LVM #Ea B A
o mpvbh, WoiE), HERKOWTIRRRE IO
WERE e SM BS54 8L, Lo T LVM
DR 5 HRRHEIRAEFEAE Y EBbh by, #at
B TR 2o» T HEAFBCERZRA bR
Vo

(7)) BWERTHORBRK X BHEEKLEOHR (Table
11, 12)

HEEEFNTRIEORAT Ric 2\ THREROHER O 447
CRAWIERATH D, BRSEDOHREEROHER ORI
Table 11 @R T LBV THbo

aBFOEMT LVM B2 17 6, SM #2821 fITH

D, KEBROHERIINELEh 89.5% & 84.0% TH
bo bE DE GBI LVM BEM 24, SMER4HITDH
D, ZO5LHERERNALDLNRS S DOIX LVM T
2% (10.5%), SM T34 (12.0%) TH%o

BLT, HREHOHERLEBFARRIBELTLVM HoD
12 5 BAERANC 2R BT B 5 2bi 2 tedd, #athy
CREEABRCAERZIA LD bRt Dl,

(8) EIfeA

BEifpEE LTEXORBZ EX, LVM B 72 fleo
WT 14 (1.3%), SM £ 80 flicowT 20 # (25.0
%) AR Ldbh, £ 5 BEWEAOLDEHEELHIE
L3 Dix SM Hiek\WT 7 Hain & »dbh, SM B
R WTEERDORLRSIHEENO L X S5 E .

EfEROARIE, OOV VR 12 fl, BHEOY Y
VR4 Bl, FEZOVEURLE, FRO Y ¥ LK1
B, TEROYECVRE1G, £F30ov e vkl fl, B4
B, BL16l, E16, Bek16, BE1HTH 5,
ChbDBRIERAARLDRICEMNL LVM Bk 1t 528

Table 11 Changes in clinical effect after administration

(from 4th to 8th day)
Changes in clinical effect LVM SM
Effective ——— Effective 15 19
a Group Slightly effective——> Effective 1 1
Effectless—— Effective 0 1
Effectless—— Slightly effective 1 0
Total 17 21
Effective—— Effectless 1 1
b Group Effective——— Slightly effective 0 1
Slightly effective——— Effectless 1 1
Effectless—— Effectless 0 1
Total 2 4
Sum total 19 25
Table 12 Comparison of clinical effects after administration
~(judged on 4th and 8th day)
Chax}g.es aft.er LVM SM Test result Remarks
administration
Effective+ Recovered 17 21 LVM : 89.5%
Rate of y _ - 89.5%
improve- Unchanged +Exacerbated 2 4 P=0.4744 SM: 84.0%
ment Total 19 25
Exacerbated 2 3
Improved+Recovered LVM :10.5%
Rate of 17 | 22 P=0.6324
ralapse +Unchanged SM: 12.0%
Total 19 25
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D+REDO 1 FARBRNTTNT SM FETabhicd O
THY, WhPBEYEVEEFLDDDMNE . Fi,
FEEhiHbhic4 ITIRBEERFCREAL, TODdITE
Fathlk LEMZ1GTHY, o d ok THE
RTEBRALEDDNIEDTH B,
% %

(1) BEKTEHEOHEKHE L KEROLOHR

EU Lk 7cfiER 150 6l © 5 B, LVM B 54 fil&
SM # 55 fI, &5t 109 Bl RE LTEKRGE
B R Ea Lo A%h® 1T LVM 2% 81.5%, SM ¢
2% 78.2% THbh, ZORBIIMOHEEERCLDE
BREHE LT ThE DRRETH B0

Fic, TEAOBREROLE T, EASEEDMIC
DATHTHEHICH Y OBERD Y, MHEOSHRE
11:2 & SM BREENEWE AL, LVM Bo
HHEN SM HX DV T<hTHWBTHASEFHIZh
7oht, EEIKE AR L TRERCERZE
BREDILHDI, TDL S, THEREDSBEEE

IO CHEBHORHRCENE DRI WITERELE L DR
b0 It ARKREOLE, W CEH LB/ L HE
INFEF (FEEEO MIC #REIh-PEEATHD
28) o WT, LVM BCix s gld 4 41, SM B cix7
Bl 2 Blc\ o B B R AR LD b,

Lo T, FEELIIILRBEKRTHE 4 BEDK
M2 W CHUCRARB R EEECHERY R 2 H &
L, 4 HE L 8 HEOHERM L B Lico $ieb
b, 3 HEo®REHK 4 BEOBREHHEL W TEOH
EOREBRBIMEE IR DS, Fiut, BHYELES
Tl RIEFTEHRIE Z B0 L 5 HIROWTHR T
£ote &0 X5 IR R B RYE T D\ THRFIZ R
BT oW CESFERTH 5,

SREEGNL 8 HEHEE CbhIEATH D,
LVM % 19 4, SM 2% 25 ich b, LEHATDH
% Table 11 iRd X 5 REERHEOHEB X b h,
REHDOHERIZTZNEN 89.5% & 84.0% ThV,
BRRIIZALH 10.5% & 12.0% THofo Licht

75D DEDD DT REEHIED
(LR TR ABFORYRICEL Table 13 Case composition (2')
ZEDLRICWHERE

Z }'LI/IE?&EOFK'#‘%#JD%% Items studied LV SM Test result
X BERBROR L H5H,
BRI X BAEGIT b BRI MIC of isolated =10 # . -8
Fiedic, FABIRELSE bacteria > 10 o e
LhigWEER, SEORBREAD Total 21 | 2

Table 14 Changes of pyuria by MIC values (judged on {th day)

Test MIC
Change Test result Remarks
.agents =109 >100
Improved+
23 0
Recovered P =100 : 88.5%
LVM Unchanged 3 1 01481 >1000 0%
Rate of Total 26 1
improve- Improved+ 12 9
ment Recovered <100 : 85.7%
SM Unchanged 2 3 P=0.4217 >100 : 75.0%
Total 14 12
Recovered 15 0
Improved + =100 :57.7%
VM =
L Unchanged 1 ! P=0.4444 >100: 0%
. /0
Rate of Total 26 1
recovery Recovered 12 5
Improved & p=0.0254 =100 : 85.7%
SM
Unchanged 2 7 >100 : 41.7%
Total 14 12
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T, BREBOWMKPYRLELADESE, LWM B ZBTdh%,
Ok 5 REERBB RPN E W Do (2) ZHEED MIC FIERRBE

¥, BRARAIKRSWT, HIREEIEEO MIC 1&g IEEABR OKET T, EAPREOLBRE I LK
BEOLONRBZ WX SRBLe), PEATHSDTH FWHEYE2 B LEXONSFHEEDO MIC wouWnT
MR Ui, #E, EACXBEKALEL WAEANOB BT IRNIANELEZ: bhBH,
BTHERLSMEED MIC L OBRIOWTEERT ST Fig. 1 kX 5w 5 BB o MIC SmicHEAR

Table 15 ‘Changes of bacteriuria by MIC values (judged on 4th day)

MIC (mcg/ml
Test Changes ( ) Test result Remarks
agents <100 | >100
. Improved+Recovered 23 0
Rate of =100 :88.5%
LVM Unchanged 3 1 P=0.1481
Improvement >100: 0%
Total 26 1
Improved + Recovered 13 9
<100 : 92.9%
SM Unchanged 1 3 P=0.2391
>100 : 75.0%
Total 14 12
Recovered 23 0
<100 : 88.5%
LVM Improved+ Unchanged 3 1 P=0.1481
>100 : 0%
Rate of Total 26 1
recovery Recovered 13 8
=100 : 92.9%
SM Improved + Unchanged 1 4 P=0.1174
>100 : 66.7%
Total 14 12

Table 16 Clinical effect by MIC values (judged on 4th day)

Test MIC (mcg/ml)
. Clinical effect Test result Remarks
agents <100 | >100
Effective 22 0
Sliehtly effecti =100 : 84.6%
, 1ghtly effective > .
LVM +Effectless 4 ! P'=0.1852 >1000 0%
Total 26 1
Effectiveness
Effective 12 7
Slightly effective . . =100 : 85.6%
SM +Effectless 2 5 P=0.1305
) >100 : 58.3%
Total 14 12
Table 17 Comparison of changes of pyuria MIC values
between two test agents (judgedon 4th day)
Changes LVM SM Test result Remarks
(mcg/ml)
Recoveredh \ 15 -12 N LVM * 57.7%
= 1 d + Unchange 11 =0.
=100 mprove . SM: 85.7%
Rate of Total 26 14
recovery- Recovered ) 0 j . LVM : 0%
I ed + Unchange 1 =0.
>100 Mprov: g SM: 41.7%
Total 1 12
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ThHish DERDHOT, FHEEO MIC 1B L THE
KIBFDOE— L2 RDBZ LB LW ENTFRIND,
Table 13 1%, K b HEE D 3 # B 4 © LfE% 100
mcg/ml BT, HWEFFOWTHERE O MIC 4
<100 mcg/ml & >100 mcg/ml * o 2 BEc B}, 2Hk
B0 MIC kB L THERAF OB —EORF 2 Ticok
BETH B0

ZTOREE, HEt EBEEHTEEEN B Oh, Liho
T, SM B\ T MIC 28 >100 mcg/ml TH 5 ik
HRSWEEx, KABHROKN Erich OFERD S
PDEELBRS,

DT LB b BEFBC oW THEEE OMIC
CIOT2HB LEABDREERHN T MERD 5,
Fithb, FEFBEC OV T 48R © MIC 23 >100 mcg/
ml ¢ <100 mcg/ml & @ 2 BEEIDHBNMLEL e b,

FOkERIE, Table 14, 15, 16 ©RT X 51T, %R
DZETHHN, WTFhOEETH <100 mcg/ml OFf
CEWCHERKMEDEI BWERR A bh % (22T
SHEEZBR & MERCBE Lic DIXEERS RO HIE
CHEHZERBARLRDEHLTHB) LIk SM FEDERD
B LR 1% LT 2 BHoER{ERB L
THEEEN AR LD HR, <100 mcg/ml F © F % 1k 2%
>100 meg/ml B L DV FRIKEWZ LT 2 %0

L7cddoT, #ist X b, BROEHE{IERIZOWT,
KL 5 BB © MIC 28 <100 mcg/ml % >100
meg/ml W XOT2HCBIILT, FhEhEHPHRESY
HEREATHLEND B, TOREEIL Table 170 X 5 1,
MIC <100 mecg/ml B DIEH LKL LVM ¢ 57.7%,
SM BT 85.7% THYH, SM HCHENELDMIE -
X5 IERVBB ORI, MEHRRIXERE 5% TC
HEARMCERZ B bhirok,

HameE LT, MEHOPHROMBRHFNC EEDOI S I
MIC = X > TEA®IT b7 \ TEEA AWTT
DT ERDONWT, SEOERICE Y, HEt by
WhEIBLNRICEE LB,

HieAie MIC BIEEKREIC D\WTR B &, HHRIL
<100 mcg/ml B T X LVM #f 2% 84.6%, SM &t A%
85.7% THbH, >100mecg/ml FTIXFRZh 0% &
58.3% TH Y, MBI EFBECEEZE 11585
nighotc,

LaL, SEEED MIC 5%z 0 EKH DKL R %

KELELETHLOTHY, SOz LITHEEERLE L
THAERISDTH %0

LieiioT, EHIORILD B\ ixdkik O s HEE RS
Be T2 X 5 inawi, SEEO MIC 4fico
WIHEAF OB —ME2RDB & LIXBRTHBA, —
BT BT EEEA DR IR 2 R & W N T 2 B Az
LM BRILNET 2% LA, DX > RBAI
SR OMERIC X o TE LB TR ORI TR
CETWTHEL, BbhicREc otk s
CENEETH D,

= B

SRR A NR E LT 2EBERER Licpdio
T, LVM & SM 12 X 2 SRR % 1T 7o\, FOERKKR
iz oW CTHBERNZ T2,

REEGNL 1BLBITH D, %D > HLHEH OBEKRZE
B HWICEEGNL LVM B3 54 4, SM B8 55 4
ThY, G 109 FTHB.

HRRIL LVM FA8 81.5%, SM Ft 78.2% THh
b, LVM BCEBEROEDENLLHE L E 2 bh B
A, HETACIIEHEECERERR LD bR i ot,
L7chioT, MENZIEASOHBKNENELE TS
DEE x50

Lo L, 3 BHOBEBIC 4 HEOKEDEIRZ ST,
KRERDOHER L FRR L RICL 25, HEH 4 flo
5% LVM (19 fl) mowCaksERIT 89.5%, B
X 0.5% THD, WwouFsH, SM Bic o Ttk
B 84.0%, BRI 125% Th h, BEBEHCE
FAERSEEE2 A T LVM Bick\ T BKE
BEERLRLBNLOREL OIS,

BIfEFILFAESE 152 filo 5%, LVM # (72 #)
DNTHED 1B, SM B (80 B) 1=ouT 20 BlAiA &
Db, SM BB WCEIERAE R BEMNS W, £
DELDIDIXVEVETHY, RNTRETHOM,

3 ik
1) PEk¥T, fi : Chemotherapy 18 : 446~450,
1970
2) PR EET : Chemotherapy 20 : 287~290, 1972
3) EZAME, FERNEET : Chemotherapy 21 : 23~
32, 1972
4) THZ:EM, fi: HWRAEE 61633, 1970
5) HFEZERE, fh: 5 20 E B R EREFELBS,
KR, 1972
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COMPARATIVE DOUBLE BLIND TRIAL OF LIVIDOMYCIN
AND STREPTOMYCIN IN TREATMENT OF
SIMPLE ACUTE CYSTITIS

Yoj1 Nisuimura and Hisao Takavasu
Department of Urology, Faculty of Medicine, University of Tokyo
Yukimicar Kawapa

Department of Urology, Saitama Chuo Hospital of Social Insurance

Comparative double blind trial of lividomycin and streptomycin was conducted with 131 patients with
simple acute cystitis.

Each patient received 1g of either lividomycin or streptomycin for 3 days. The obtained results
were as follows :

1. The efficacy rate was 81.5% with lividomycin and 78.2% with streptomycin.

2. Relapse was observed in 10.5% of 19 cases with lividomycin and in 12. 5% of 25 cases with strepto-
mycin.

3. Side effects were observed in 1 of 72 cases with lividomycin and in 20 of 80 cases with strepto-
mycin and were mostly neurogenic (for example perioral paresthesia).



