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Table 1 MIC of CEC (pg/ml)
Microorganism Mo.of 1 0.19 | 0.39 | 0.78 | 156 | 3.12 | 6.25 | 125 | 25 | 50 | =100
E. coli 50 31 15 3 1
Proteus mirabilis 15 5 2 1
Proteus vulgalis 19 9 1 1 8
Staph. aureus 13 1 1 1 2 6 1
Klebsiella 3 3
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Table 2 Clinical effect of Cephacetrile
Patient Pathogenic microorganisms Administration Fever
Diagnosis Before After Daily [Frequ-| No. of
No.|Name|Sex|Age treatment treatment dose(g) lency | days Before| After
Pyelonephritis Enterobacter
1.|F.K.| m | 74 | after Proteus Enterobacter 1iv, 2 7 + -
prostatectomy morganii
Cystitis Strept. faecalis | Pseud. .
2./S.8. | m |79 prostatomegaly E. coli aeruginosa lim. 2 5
Pyelonephritis Klebsiella
3./K.Y.| m | 66 | after E.coli Pseud. 1im, 2 5 + -
prostatectomy aeruginosa
Pyelonephritis Klebsiella
4.1S.Y.| m | 78 | after Klebsiella Pseud. 1iv. 2 5 + +
prostatectomy aeruginosa
51Y.T.| m | 69 (p;g:sttl:';ltse :tf:;ry Flavobacterium -) 1i.v. 2 5
6.|H. T.| m | 75 ffylzlror’l[gg}llgis Klebsiella Klebsiella 1iv. 2 5 + -
Pyelonephritis ’
7.|C.M.| f | 64 | after E.coli (CD) 1iv. 2 7 + -
lithonephrotomy
Pyelonephritis .
8.|T. I.| m | 63 | after Klebsiella Serratia 1im, 2 5
) lithonephrotomy Serratia
Pyelonephritis
9.M. K.| m | 43 | after (D) =) 1iv. 2 5 + -
lithonephrotomy
Cystitis after
10. M. M.| m | 59 ntepltlroureterocy- D) D) 1i.m. 2 5
stectomy
Pyelonephritis Pseud Pseud
11.|S. F.| f | 74 | after nephroure- .. : . 1iwv. 2 5 + +
terocystectomy aeruginosa aeruginosa
Pyelonephritis
12.|S.K.| m | 70 | after Klebsiella Proteus . |1im. | 2 5 | + | -
prostatectomy rgant
Pyelonephritis .
13.|J.A.| m | 46 afaer cystotlomy gé::i;i 2 Serratia 1iv. 2 7 + -
) and cystocolotomy
Pyelonephritis . | Pseud. .
14.|Y.K.| m | 66 prostatomegaly Strept. faecalis aeruginosa 1iwv. 2 5 + -
15.{C. A.| f | 53 | Cystitis cystalgia | E.coli (=) 1iwv. 2 1
Pyelonephritis Klebsi .
ebsiella Serratia .
16./G. Y.| m | 67 2§rtsi£1cosis Citrobacter Citrobacter 1d.i 2 5
- Pyelonephritis
17. M. K.| f | 43 | after Klebsiella Klebsiella 1d.i 2 5 + +
. lithonephrotomy
18.|E. K.| m | 28 81};5%%511;;;“:?:::? Serratia Serratia 1d.i 2 5
Cystitis after Flavobacterium | Pseud. .
19./S.N.| m | 65 cystelcosis Pseud.aeruginosa| aeruginosa 1di. 2 4
- . s Pseud
Cystitis after Pseud. : .
ﬁ S.T. | m)72 prostatectomy aeruginosa ge;};ﬁz};sa 1d.i 2 2
Pyelonephritis .
21.|T.K.| f |48 | after left Strept. faecalis | gopgiell 1di | 2 5 | + | -
. lithonephrotomy Klebsiella
22.[K. HL| m | 67 | SYSUS  aly | Becoli E. coli 1di | 2 5
s Strept. faecalis
23.|K.H.| m | 67 fosttl:tse cif)trir Enterobacter Klebsiella 1d.1. 2 5
p y Proteus rettgeri
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in complicated urinary tract infections
Subjective symptoms Urinary findings Sensitivity Sid Effec-
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Fig.2 Pyelonephritis after prostatectomy
Case No.1(%,74y.)
CEC 2g/day
T
39
38
37 / /\VA /J\A‘/\\/
———y
36| N
Operation 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Day —
Fig.3 Pyelonephritis after prostatectomy
Case No.3 (2,66y.)
CEC 2g/day
T
39
38
TR
Operation 1 o 10 1 12 13 14 15  Day—
Table 3 Clinical results in treatment of urological infections
No. of cases Marked effect Effect No effect Effecg%s rate
Cystitis 9 2 1 6 33.3
Pyelonephritis 13 1 8 4 69. 2
Total 22 3 9 10 54.5
Table 4 Clinical results against various pathogenic organisms
- Effective rate | Disappearance
No. of cases | Marked effect Effect No effect 2% of bacteria (%)
E. coli 3 1 1 1 66.7 33.3
Klebsiella 4 2 50 0
Pseud. aeruginosa 2 2 0 0
Serratia 1 1 0 0
Strept. faecalis 1 1 100 0
Flavobacterium 1 1 100 100
Superinfection 8 4 50 0
Unknown 2 1 1 100
Total 22 3 9 10 54.5 10.0
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CLINICAL EXPERIENCE WITH CEPHACETRILE
IN THE UROLOGICAL FIELD

Joit IsHicamMi, TosHIHIKO Mita, NoBuo KATAOKA,
Koy Hikosaka, HirosH1 SUEMITSU and AkIlo Fujn
Urological Department, Kobe University School of Medicine

1. Antibacterial activity.

Excellent bacteriological results were obtained against gram positive and negative bacteria, and the drug’s

potency was observed to be similar to CER.
2. Clinical results.

22 patients with complicated urinary tract infections, including 15 patients of inlying catether, were
administered CEC. Marked therapeutic results were observed in 3 patients, good results in 9 and no effect
in 10, overall effectiveness being 54.5%.

3. Side effect.

Of 23 cases, only one case was observed to produce skin eruption, but no other abnormalities were

noticed in the laboratory data.



