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Table 1 Results of clinical trial with cephradine

p *
Case e C ti MIC N D Sid,
As Sex Diagnosis ausa- e Sensi- | ~0S28E Effect e Remarks
Mo |(year) ‘ organism | /) E:ﬁ’slg)y (DoseXday) effect
1 58 F Folliculitis 4Cap. X5 Good
2 | 40 | M W 4Cap. X5 "
3 30 | M ” Staph. epid. |3.12 + n X5 " CP(+)
4 32 F ”n Negat. X35| Poor
Anorexia,
5 35 M n Staph. epid |3.12 +# n X2 | Unkown |Nausea, Discontinued
Vomiting
6 16 M " Negat. ” X4 | Good
7 43 F Furuncle X5 |Excellent without
pustule
8 29 M " Stph. epid. 1.6 + no X7 "
Complicated with
9 43 F n Staph. epid. |3.12 + n X6 | Good infectious
molluscum
10 18 M L S taph. aureus | 3.12 + noX4 "
11 24 M " Staph. epid. |3.12 + o X15 "
KM(—=),TC(—),EM(—)
12 27 F [ 3. X "
! Staph. aureus|3.12 |+ roxe CP(+),ABPC(+),SM(+)
13 | a3 | g | Fruncle Staph.aureus |6.25| + » X5 " EM(—)
Carbuncle
14 33 F Carbuncle Staph.aureus | 3.12 + ” X8 " ABPC(+)
15 15 M Furunclosis  |Staph.aureus | 3.12 + X4 |Excellent
16 16 M " Staph.aureus | 3.12 +# n o X10| n
+
17 16 F Acne vulgaris | Staph. epid. | 1.6 +# n  X14| Good TCU+H),EM(+)
SM(+)
Fairly effective
. n X
18 25 F " Negat. 17|Excellent with DOTC
Ineffective
n X
19 47 F Negat. 7 Poor with CEX, DOTC
20 30 F " Staph.aureus | 12.5 + »  X28| Fair
Ineffective
. X
21 17 M " Negat " 14 " with CEX, JM
22 | 17 | M | Supeurative g, haureus (3.2 4+ | # x4 | Good EM(+), SM(+)
hydradenitis
EM(—),KM(—),SM(+)
1 X
23 27 M n Staph.aureus l 5 " ABPC(H), TC(+),
24 8 M Impetigo Staph.aureus + 3Cap.X 4 |Excellent ABPC(+)
25 8 F " Staph.aureus + 2Cap. X3 " EM(—)
26 | 25 | M | ‘mections Negat. 4Cap. X11| Good
27 | 26 | M |Acute inguinal n X5 |Excellent
lymphadenitis
28 3 M Furuncle 400mg X 4 "
29 2 M " Staph.aureus | 12.5 + 450mg X6 | Good TC(—), ABPC(+)
30 4 M Impetigo Staph. aureus| 6.25 + 500mg X8 | Fair TC(+)
31 7 M " Staph.aureus | 3.12 +* 7 X5 | Good EM(—), CP(+)
32 2 F " Staph.aureus | 3.12 + 450mgX 4 [ EM(-)
33 4 F " Staph.aureus | 3.12 + 400mgX 3 "
34 9 F " Staph.aureus {3.12| + 900mg X 6 " CP(+)
35 3 M " Staph.aureus | 3.12 + 400mgX 4 " MM (=), CP(+)
36 6 F " Staph.aureus | 3.12 + 500mgX 4 |[Excellent
g | 4 | g | Swesteland g haureus |12.5| +# | 200mgx5| Good TC(#)
months abscess
s TC(+), KM(+)
38 M " Staph.aureus|12.5 + 300mgX4 | unkown Stopped to visit
months X
hospital

¥ BBL disc was used.
Zone size was determined as : >14mm —--
14~18mm —+
>18mm -
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Table 2 Summary fo clinical effects of cephradine (classified by diagnosis)
—_— Efficacy .
T Excellent| Good Fair Poor 1?‘18':03‘ Unknown | Total
. . — inue
Diagnosis T
Folliculitis 4 1 1 6
Furuncle, Furunclosis 5 5 10
Carbuncle 2 2
Acne vulgaris 1 1 2 1 5
Impetigo 3 5 1 9
Hydra&enitis,
Sweat gland abscess 3 4
Infectious atheroma 1 1
Acute lymphadenitis 1 1
Total 10 21 3 2 1 38
Table 3 Laboratory findings before and after cephradine treatment
Case Dosage Before treatment After treatment
G | G| B | protein | RBC Platelet! G | G | B | Protein | RBC| i~ |Platelet
No. | (dose xdays) % ’? }\IJ urea | (109 WBC (109 (’I)‘ %" [I\JI urea | (109 WBC (109
1 | 4dcapX5 |35|27 (=) | 409 | 6,500 | 14.9
2 ” X5 =) 536 | 8,000 21| 23 =) 538 | 5,400 | 16.5
4 n o X10 25 | 24 =) 390 | 6,600 23| 21 =) 413 | 5,400 | 18.1
6 "o X4 19 | 22 =) 489 | 6,300 5.4
7 ” X5 (=) 471 | 6,600
8 n X7 2311312 (=) ¢ 556 | 4,400 | 10.6
9 " X6 -) 544 | 5,500
10 ” X5 33|26 &) 488 | 6,500 23120 =) 480 | 7,200
12 ” o X6 21|17 =) 398 9,100 16.5|23|22|11| (=) 435 | 4,300 | 16
13 " X5 483 | 11,900 | 17.1
15 "o X4 =) 600 | 10, 900 (=) 540 | 7,600
16 7 x10 |18(13|13| (+) | 601 | 7,900 23|15 (=) | 550 6,800
17 " X14 20|19 439 | 5,900
18 " X7 17 | 13 (- 516 | 5,700 | 10.6
19 " X7 23| 20 =) 484 | 7,800 | 13
22 "o X4 3112511 (=) 559 [ 9,400 | 13
23 n X5 24122117 (— 487 | 8,700 | 22.4
29 [450mgX 6 32|20 (=) 508 | 12,400 | 26.8
34 |900mgXx 6 31| 22 () 464 | 6,400 | 17.1 32|18 (-
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Table 4 Comparison of MIC of cephradine and cephalexin
against clinically isolated organisms

Organism
Staph. epid.

n
n

Staph. aureus

Case
17
11
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TREATMENT OF PYODERMA WITH CEPHRADINE

Munekazu NisHIwAKI and Haruko Hino

Department of Dermatology Kanto Chuo Hospital,
KazuHiko NIKAIDO

Laboratory of Clinical Tests, Kanto Chuo Hospital

Cephradine (CED) was applied to 38 cases of various pyodermas, and the results obtained were excellent

in 10 cases, good in 21 cases, fair in 3 cases, poor in 2 cases, interrupted in 1 case and unknown in 1 case.

Being classified by disease, many excellent and good cases were observed in furuncle and impetigo, while poor

cases in a part of folliculitis and acne vulgaris. No pathogenic Staphylococcus was isolated however in the

latter cases.

As a side effect with cephradine, 1 case complained of anorexia, nausea and vomiting. Hepatic function,

renal function and blood picture were determined after oral administration of cephradine, and these were nor-

mal in all 10 cases tested.

MIC of cephradine was measured against Staphylococci isolated from each case, and it was similar or rather

superior to that of cephalexin.

From the above findings, cephradine may be expected to be a superb antibiotic effective for various

pyodermas.



