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1) 16 L, 60 U TOLF (EFIERL) BE
ThHbH

2)  AEEEBIAET OB R I BE R L USKERRTIT

HEMWEYRA LTV 5 BEIBRATS
3) EHTUAF—FRFOELEDOH D BEIERN

T5
4) FEE BEOBEEXLXLOMAEOHHEE

BT S

2. X #

REETHD CFT 131 » 7 arh 125mg (Hifff))
F i 250mg (H{fi) 2&HFL, WBED CEX 1215
ZFeah 250mg (i) X EHELi. WHION Fxn
DAEEZ, MR, HEFILIBINTEIRVE S FR
Lico

3. ®#E5HKHEK

1 B#5 81X CFT T3, 0.5g (UF, #EHYAH
L+B) Flax 1g (LT, #EREBRLTS) L,
CEX Tix 1g (LT, #E5HECHETH) &L, Th
FRFFED1IE1I I A1 B 4ERAE Lico 5
M3 EME L, HYER I VRN R LD ORIcE
HEIREAE, FlEHECTT7 BREOKRENMY &
BROFETOWTHRE L,

7o, EELBEERAYA2LDEHAIEDESF
5o i, FRORE R ULHERZ L DL X1
bR EE L, KEEHFEYUERNFRDLD LHLED
BT, WY b REETho L L

4. FHFEOYIE

WLk, REBBEE4HRA (FRXESHE) WX
V8 11 7% H (38 10 2\ LEE 13 7 H) kW
<, BMER, KRFTR, REZRERCOWVTHEEL, ©
I 3EDOHRM LA DR REOBEHER Lo
i, “hb3EFEOHBOYE X Table 1 DL TIT/n
o‘f:o

BEMERIE, SR, BERME(F BRI R), 7
REE, #ARBMIR, THETRE (FCIFRR) 05%HE
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Table 1 Evaluation of chemotherapy in acute cystitis. Standard for judging effects on
subjective symptoms and urinary findings

symptom pyuria bacteriuria
judgement judgement no. of leukocytes in urine judgement no. of bacteria in urine
disappeared normalized 0-4/h. p. f. eradicated negative culture
improved improved  5-29/h.p.f. decreased  <100/ml
not changed persisted =30/h. p. f. persisted  =10%2/ml

% check L, ZThZhOHEROHEIIHEYEOHRIT
ESLb0L L, ThOEBOHBLLAMBERORE
HIZRATIE, TE, B, HERO3IBRBCHET 2.
COBE, BHFRBCEAYBSWTHEL, fhoiERNS
DEo THTHPHRBEMIHEE TS L 2% THK] LHE
T %0

BRERE, AF, thE, EHELOIBECHET %, R
RRMBRED 4=2/EBFLUTXMERE(E] & L, WLE
ROBED 10~29=/HEFOHAE L [HE] OBELH
Witz & & T 5,

BRI, #iE, B, BiElo 3BRECHET 5.
HRYIEHOEEN VB L A—ThHHAT, WK
A 1022 /ml KO b O TR &350, BERNRD
BAE, 102=/ml PIEX MEfR] TH %A, 10°=/ml
Ko b0k MEtkk) L HET 5o

BEZFRL, ER, B, EDOIBBCHETS
(Fig. 1),

BHRERANEOT, F4RBHERED S LERE
HiE I NICEERT, & 11 FFECHEORENTbh
bDlThH, BROHEBIFE4HRALLLALHET
# 11 FACKRADROHELR TV, WHE K OH
BroEROFEYHETS (Fig 2), L, £ 11
FELBIER M check Xh, ZORSTHRLZHE
EhicbOIXERAE LTHEICINE %,

Fig. 1 Evaluation of chemotherapy in acute
cystitis, standard for judging clinical
effects
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Fig. 2 Evaluation of chemotherapy in acute
cystitis, standard for judging recurrence

Changes in clinical effects (from 4th to 11th day)
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xood\

= poor
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5. Bot & Bitk D¥IE
R & BTN TIED B LDHUTO X 5 Iadkb i
Edlo
&4t DHE)
1) BELRMGELEbIWES
2) FERHIARIM 2 BRI ER
3) ZRORRTHMmMBREMN 9=2/REFLIT DIESG
4) PLROREETHEERN 104 2/ml LLEXR LD
b WEER
(B D¥IE)
1) FIEOKRBEBRZZL Lish - ciES FIEORE
MWTisbhich - TiER b &is)
2) HEBEYRA Lk iERN B X &S
Ak TR ICHER b ETs)
3) PHRAENREGIhIES
EHINBIEART 335 FATH 5o £ D 5 LRI
1% 33 B, iGN 26 BITH Do Bt L BERER DO
B LB B EZE R L Db\ (Table 2),
6. & &
F—x -0, NInN ¥ (F X3l EME L
%), FISHER DEEFEMREE X 2FELD IR
EBTHD, ERRITRTERERE TR LI,

Table 2 Case composition

no. of cases|no. of cases|no. of cases
group analyzed |dropped out| unanalyzed total
A 89 10 13 112
B 95 9 9 113
C 92 7 11 110
total 276 26 33 335
X3=1.4365, P,=0.8378
HREER
1. fE B B B

KR SRR 276 Flico\\WT, 3EEOREMBIL,
SEROTE, TZETORBESM, FEEEROHB L
HERR, BROBE, REESME, MIC i
LTCO

SERDTTIX 20 RN DEERH % { (Table 3), ZL ¥
TORK ARSI 3 AR S DHE\ (Tabled), H
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Table 3 Distribution of age

16~21<BL<dl~Bi<
-group 2032130‘3140} 50 60‘ totall test result
A | 3|35]22/19]10] 89| x2=6.4258
B 3/36|21|21|14] 95 =8
c 8|28 22/25| 9| 92 P,=0.5997
total 14;99 65}65[33‘ 276

Table 4 Period from onset to consultation

group I 0~3 ‘ 4~6 }7~14’ total ‘ test result

A 7| 15| 3 89 J X3=4.8605
B 76| 16 | 3 9% | P=4

c 70| 13| 9 92 i P,=0.3019
total | 217 | 44 | 15 | 276 '

AR OME I HBRFE TR ERE OB % { (Table
5), 4HBRDOWTOEFRAIL3IED S DI\ (Ta-
ble 6), RROEEIIHIMNRE L 30=/HERMHEE Fh
UEE @i+ 2 Lthetrns (Table?), FRRES
1% E. coli OFBEFEL - (Table 8), LI DOR#T
NBEEDOHEN X RTEDOLEL bW B, ¥, 3FD
HETRWTFROERCOWTLZ00MIBELTHE
Z3iel, LA - T3HRYE LIS E B L%
zbhb,

ek, HEERD > BHFRIE, BRHUEOEMTHH
TR OPEREE A BRI F THFT 5 L o)
7, 20—F& UTHEBEHF O£ BOKSERIC X
DHBLELZOLNDN, SENIMITON G DR,
MEHEAIOFRERED 5 b 246 £ (246 1) iwoWTik
FREFLSHBC I CFT & CEX o MIC fExRlE
Lic (Table 9), 7=X1, BEEECOWTIFRES X
O 100 fEFH RO HE THE Lichd, BUTFHXT 100 %
FREC X 2R OWTiRR B, biskic, FHKER
X % BRBTIX 100 £5 75 B & Hole LT MIC 4445 © peak
MRYTHY, W1E MIC EXNEEATS %o

MIC fE%RIE LA BRI (R HER & BRI
{, ¥FL3HMTIFABERRLD LRI,

m#Hlo MIC 445k, CFT ik 1.56 #g/ml, CEX ¢

Table 6 Cumulation of appearance of
each symptom

l A } B l C total( test result
4 items 19 21 16 56 | x3=1.6145
3 items 33 32 38 103 | ¢=6
2 items 24 29 25 78 | Py=0.9515
1 item 13 13 13 39
no. of cases‘ 89 ( 95 l 92 ‘ 276
Table 7 Grade of pyuria
t A { B } C ‘ total‘ test result
2 —
10-29/hp.f.| 13 | 10 | 20 | 43| Ap=5.5%
=30/h.p.f.| 76 85 72 233 | Py=0.1042
total | 89 } 9% | 92 t 276

Table 8 Infecting organism

A | B ' C | total

E. coli 70 | 81|80 | 231
Klebsiella pneumoniae 21 1) 2 5
Proteus mirabilis 5| 4] 2 11
Proteus vulgaris 1 1
Citrobacter 1 1
Enterobacter 1 1
Hafnia 1 1

no. of Gram negative rods 79|88 84| 251

Staphylococcus aureus 1 1 2
Staphylococcus epidermidis 10/ 6| 5 21
Enterococcus 1 3 4
other Gram positive cocci 11 2

no. of Gram positive cocci i 13 I 7 } 9 l 29

% 6.25ug/ml iz peak 2i% b (Fig. 3), HBIKMH B
TR OREZHITIIA LN icEN R L b bh, CFT &%
S E (Fig. 4)o FRIRSHEHRIC O\ TIGHI Ot 43
MOLERHCIHE? ORENH DD, FHILHRA
LRI TH Y CFT BZHA CEX X hEh T\
LLDRMTH B,

Table 5 Frequency of appearance of each symptom

A B } C ‘ test result
pain or discomfort on urination 86 92 92 X2=4.9386 P,=0.0846
sense of residual urine 67 75 71 X3=0.3505 P,=0.8392
terminal hematuria 36 39 32 X%=0.9371 P,=0. 6259
lower abdominal pain or discomfort 47 45 46 X3=0.5443 P,=0.7617
no. of cases 89 95 92
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Table 9 Distribution of infecting organisms
tested MIC values

1 A ~ B l C | total
E. coli 67 | 74 | 74| 215
Klebsiella pneumoniae 2 1 3
Proteus mirabilis 3| 3 8
Proteus vulgaris 1 1
Hafnia 1 1
no. of Gram negative rods 73|78 |77 | 228
Staphylococcus aureus 1 1 2
Staphylococcus epider. 9| 3| 3 15
Enterococcus 1 1
no. of Gram positive cocci 10| 3| 5 18

A|B t C ftotal test result

E. coli 67 |74 | 74| 215 | x%=5.7294

Other :

Gram negative rods 6] 4] 3 13| ¢=4

Gram positive cocci| 10 | 3| 5 18 | Py=0.2203
total 83 |81 |82| 246

Fig. 3 Sensitivity distribution of infecting
organisms
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Fig. 4 Correlation of MIC values between
CFT and CEX
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X}

T 6.25ug/ml iz median 2p - C, HETHEEXIT
T\ Lot T, HH MIC HAcBI LTk 3 Bt%
BULTELENEVWE VL Do

2. WRAEKZE (Table 10)

HEFAEG) 335 Bl D\ THIR D X 5 kst & Btk e o
WOHIE LSRR, 3R%) o BREHESI 276 I TH
bo FOWFIL, CFT 0.5g/HirL5R: (AR) 89 4,
CFT lg/R#5% (BF) 95 #I, CEX lg/A#H58#(C
) 92 BITH %o

BEERSE, ARE2EL) 69 6, F%) 16 4, &
gHaBlThy, BEENER 72 6, BR) 22 Fl, EH1
Bichh, CENER 67 6, % 23 #l, EH2HT
Dbo EXRIXARE77.5%, B#75.8%, CHE72.8%
ThHY, HLHFITARE 95.5%, BREE99.0%, CH:97.8

Table 10 Clinical response

20 :‘\‘ excellent ’ good poor total
W
10- ‘\‘: A 69 16 4 89
\ B 72 22 1 95
U001 DZ0.9 07518 ST 65 125 B 5 10 >‘100MIC(‘4g/ml) C 67 23 2 92
c A 2|6 (45(25(4 |1 83|x§=0.1722 total 208 ‘ 61 7 276
B 1/8(39(26(1 |2 2|2 81| =2
i C 3|3 |45(23|5|1/1]1 82(p. ~0.0175 a) Ratio of excellent response
Total 6 (17(120{74(10 (4 [1[3]2| |[246
2 — 2 —
clAa 3|6(46]23)4 1 83[x5=0.7383 X§=0.3133 X3=0.0109 A
E B 214150(19] 2 212181 g=2 P°=0.5754 P0=0.9168
c 1]4(45/25/4 3| (82
X = =0. B
Total 6 |14)1a1l67]10| |62 a5 000 X§=0.0878
P,=0.7670
246 #Rexi3% MIC 445D median %, CFT R c
PETIX 1.56 ug/ml 12, %71 CEX RS2 T 6. 25 ug/ b) Ratio of poor response
ml i AH ZLIAREGERTWT, FidOXi1IC
bl . & . H'“n:\, o KH P,=0.3253 P,=0.1636 A
FIFICIX 2 B DENZ LD LR BN, Vol 5 FEHIFI
3R MIC 577D median % f#id5 &, &L b Po=0.4839 B
ww CFT Tt 1.56 #g/ml 1z, Ft CEX i C
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% ThhH, BHRIEThFh 4.5%, 1.1%, 2.2% T
H5o

Sttt 5 CFT oREREIR, A#Y2% 119
BN DONTHEFRN 97.8% LHELTV5HA, FEDL
OB EhRERT b0 EELbR %,

¥, 3HEOBRAHMIKGROLETIX, AFOED
ERRREHWHAN S Sz, WEOKERTIIEY
R, AHR, BHROVTHEOVTHIEFEIRLD
bhigve Lich o T, SbkEERPEoBRI
CFT 0.5g/H, CFT 1g/H, CEX 1g/HDO\Fho#
EBEC IS Th, BERELHEIMEIhDbDLE
zbhb,

7o, R OWT 0.5g/A D ERXHRTE LicH
fiX, CFT 23 CEX kB L TRINETRRE S &%
Wz, LWold S REMSANDELBE CFT OHED

NENEMIL>TheBRY DD EE LD TH 5o
ki, REEO MIC fE3IC X 5B AEKRDFE B
3% & (Table 11), AR CRERDRELHHLTERED
MIC {&ix 0.39~12.5ug/ml 2434, BETIIER
BT\ T 0.39~12.5ug/ml 1=, HEHINT 0.78~
100 4g/ml w5703 %o METH L, CFT DI 0.5
g/ AHETIERED CFT BRZHA 12.5ug/ml ¥
&%l <hv, 1g/HOHFEETIE 1004g/ml T [
Bl THDBTENPHETEBL VXL, WalT), &
DWW CORAEBED MIC 44k A BETIL 1.56~
6.254g/ml TH b, HEAE MICHIGAHT D E W
%, BEETIX 50ug/ml o MIC {125 1HITH %o
BLT, RERIHED(ERECHSCTULZOREED
MIC {EA e ) BIETH » THIEVERPBEC L 5T
BB LD EHEL, BETOE MIC HOMERF

Table 11 Clinical effects by MIC values of infecting organisms

clinical MIC* (#g[ml) total
response | g o5 0.1 | 0.2 | 0.39 | 0.78 | 1.56 | 3.13 6.25}12.5} 25 1 50 | 100 )>1oo
excellent 2 6 33 20 3 1 65
A good 10 14
poor 2 1 1 4
total 2 6 45 25 4 1 83
CFT
excellent 1 32 20 1 61
B good 1 7 6 1 1 2 19
poor 1
total 1 8 39 26 1 2 2 2 81
excellent 2 35 20 2 1 60
d 1 2 10 1 20
CEX |c| &%°
poor 1 2
total 1 4 45 25 4 3 82

* MIC values to CFT in A and B group or to CEX in C group

Table 12 Evaluation of effects on symptoms

disappeared l improved not charged total disar:)tpi:a:zfmce test result
A 81 7 1 89 91.0% X3=1.6772
B 83 12 0 95 87.4% $=2
C 78 14 0 92 84.8% Py=0.4323
total 242 1 33 1 276
ratio of disappearance
X3=1.1121 X%=0.3096 A
Py=0. 2916 Py=0.5779
X%=0.0897 B
Py=0.7646

C
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THBFLREDORIZ LD YREEL DR B, s
15, AR EBWTEY MIC EOREFICENFEINL &
DO ERBHLTHBRERCHERN DD LE LD
h, SEOBRNIDELEbh%,

3. NI R—X-—XTHHE

(1) BEIER (Table 12)

BREIEROWHAEZ, AR 91.0%, BE 87.4%, C
B 84.8% THhY, HEARZELTIRMCESTEIR
Edbhit\,

BEEROEBHOMARTIE, HHRME 84.1%, &
RE% 83.1%, #AKBRMIR 100%, THEIRE 87.0% TH
b, H#HB L DCHERRCEH LT 3IFRCEEEZILL
» Rty (Table 13),

(2) §& IR (Table 14)

BROFE#ELEY, AR 84.3%, BR 85.3%, CH
8L.5% THY, 3HHCAREERLLDLRIgV,

¥, BROBE LBAHBEKSEORETIE, BRO
BEN (+) UTOEMACEDRIBWEEANRLEDD

Table 13 Disappearance of each symptom

A B C total test result
g disappeared 77 76 74 227 | X%=3.1368
pain or discomfort on urination s
no. of cases with =
item present on Ist day 86 92 92 270 Py=0.2084
disappeared 56 61 60 177 X2=0. 2756
sense of residual urine no. of cases with
item present on Ist day 67 75 71 213 Py=0.8713
. disappeared 36 39 32 107
terminal hematuria .
no. of cases with
item present on Ist day 36 39 32 107
. bd disappeared 43 42 35 120 X3=6.8597
ower abdominal pain or discomfort .
no. of cases with —
item present on Ist day 47 45 46 138 Py=0.0324
Table 14 Evaluation of effects on pyuria
normalized | improved ‘ persisted total noﬁ;ﬁéi d im;?;i%ngent test result
A 75 10 4 89 84.3% 95.5% X3=1.3938
B 81 12 2 95 85.3% 97.9% P=4
C 75 13 4 92 81.5% 95.7% P,=0. 8453
total 231 35 { 10 276
ratio of normalization ratio of improvement
X%=0.0860 X2=0.0003 A Py=0. 6205 ' P,=0. 3086 A
P,=0.7693 Py=0. 9862 P,=0. 3230 ' B
X3=0.2412 B c
Py=0. 6233
C
Table 15 Relationship between clinical response and grade of pyuria
grade A B C
of total
pyuria | excellent | good | poor | total | excellent | good | poor | total | excellent | good | poor | total
10~29 12 1 0 13 10 0 0 10 13 7 0 20 43
+ 32 5 1 38 25 9 1 35 25 7 0 32 105
H 17 4 3 24 23 8 0 31 19 6 2 27 82
H# 8 6 0 14 14 5 0 19 10 3 0 13 46
total 69 16 4 89 72 22 1 95 67 23 2 92 276
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Table 16 Evaluation of effects on bacteriuria
eradicated decreased persisted total ‘ erl;la(itiiga?ifon test result
A 85 0 4 89 95.5% X2=2.2596
B 94 0 1 95 98.9% =2
C 90 0 2 92 97.8% P,=0.3231
total 269 0 7 276 \
P,=0. 3253 P,=0.1636 ‘ A
Py=0. 4839 B
C
Table 17 Persisted organisms isolated on 4th day Table 18 Side effects
() :MIC (ug/mi) no. of nc(;s eosf ratio of
cases . . appea- test result
A ’ B ‘ C ‘total studied wxetge:;de rance
E. coli Lo 2 3
(1~156) (12.5) (25) A 110 4 3.6% 2=0. 2370
Proteus mirabilis (3.13)| (50) 0 2 B 111 3 2.7% P=2
Enterobacter 1 0 0 1 C 106 4 3.8% P,=0. 8883
; 1 total | 327 1 )
Staphylococ. epider. (1.56) 0 0 1 ota &
total 4 1 2 7 age Og:;;t kinds of side effects
fufc (Table 15), 24 1 | epigastric discomfort, nausea
(3) MEIR (Table 16) 39 2 | itching
MR Ot LRIL, AFE 95.5%, BEf 98.9%, C A 21 2 | loss of appetite, itching
B 97.8% ThY, BMABNII . BRI LT3 37 1 | epigastralgia
HECHEZRA L DDA, . 27 3 | nausea, vomiting
B AFHHER OS5 M, E. coli 3%k, Proteus B | 52 1 | edema of lids
mirabilis 2 ¥k, Enterobacter 1%k, Staphylococcus 38 1 | epigastric discomfort
epidermidis 1 ¥ ThHY, D>, Enterobacter DI X :
. . 34 2 | epigastralgia, loss of appetite
Bl DOWLHE BB X Proteus mirabilis Tk % (Table 32 2 | nausea
- > EN .
o 1, ThOGEEOWBI MICHHRES( ) C | 50 | 1 | epigastralgia
R, &< HEV MIC fETH %, 1oi2L, BROIE 40% ? epigastric discomfort

BIds B Proteus mirabilis @ 1 #ko MIC {13 %5)28: 50
ug/ml THoted ONHERIL 1.56 2g/ml TH Y,
FOBHEIRHATH %,

4. EIfeF (Table 18)

B RBRRHERIE 327 BITH 5o HEBELFER 335 flo
5LATEDRENTT L, BIWEAICOWT check 47
bR E L, BEMMSaEEoRE S
HICTeDEIED FIE I M IERA N oo £ DRI,
FEIBEHER 276 B, BRAVBI 29 B, %S 22 BITH
%o TDSHLEENRE 10 Pl o WTIREETT vir —
FERFTIE, TR O W TRE R B O TREHER & L
oo

EIfEARBEESNL 1161 (3.4%) THBo EIfEFIEN
LFEERDET, DWCHRRER 2 0 & EEPED 1

* case followed up by mail

BITHY, T0d LEWEFARB O DL RIELIE
PRLEALBREER D 2 Bl L BHHETFEO 1 AITH 5. “hb
BIfER O 5 B LA ERIT B IR T & 7l 3 b
BEIGEBRE 2T, ERToWTh @4
BER TR CEWERREBR O LEIC &2 BTV 5,

BIfFRwBET 2 3FF D B TIX, AR 3.6%, Bt
2.7%, CH 3.8% OXRBRTHD, MWEICHEELEIR
Edbhitu,

BEH 325 Blic 1~3g/H O 5T 15 i (4.6%),
KN 641 B 0.5~2g/H, 3~14 B DO LT 35
B (5.5%) & CFT X BEIfFA%RH LD, WIERBHY
EBHERDZ V2 LR HE LT B,



VOL. 24 NO. 9

CHEMOTHERAPY

1887

Table 19 Recurrence

B o. of . ratio of
- ‘ rec?urr:nce ‘ suspected negative ‘ total recurrence test result
A 12 1 54 67 18.29 X3=4.7920
B 5 2 60 67 7.7% =4
c 5 0 63 68 7.4% Py=0.0911
total | 22 ( 3 177 202 ‘
P,=0.0514 | P,=0. 0625 ] A
Py=0.5990 ‘ B

C

LichioT, CFT oFIfEfix CEX tRKICEEL
THLBERTH D, ZORARIZOBED I ONT
HIhBH, BEECERCELENEVWT VAT K
R TBETHILNDELELEL DR D,

5 b

TERBRETEGNT AR 67 61 (75.3%), BEF 67 £l (70.5
%), CH# 68 i (73.9%) TH5 [( ) PIZFEIBFH
SEBC KT A EA& 2R T o

SO ERBRIHEFCOWT 3HORAMKKBIL, £
wofi, FLECTORBESN, ERESHERF LT
2%, WTFhEOWTAEELLL, BITHHESERL
%ﬁ. 6h‘f¢o

TFRITAR 18.2%, B 7.7%, CH# 7.4% TH
h, ABOFHRKIIMPE L LB L TR0/ B S 2
M, REDHEE,D SHHCEEEIRLDLA
7s\» (Table 19),

Li=hoT, SEFERED MIC EFESHRFDO X
Wiz 0.5g/ B ¥ 5B TIXE - MIC fERCEHSSND Y,
1EE U TEAOFRBEEBHNBENMBE L E L bR
A, BRIEBLTIZDI S EXAFRIZONSBT]
ErEbDD, ABOBEBRENFVC LI TFHIRL,
LEOREDERNOERERELTIMEL biIEARB
EThhHEV X %o

HREOREEL E. coli h3%\ 0 FIEREICIZY
ZROFRELA—EETH BT E0E L, TORFRK
ZHATHHYREA—THH L HAnD, ZhbDIEML
HRCIDDDONEENDZIDLEEZLNRDM, VLolF
5, FRENREBHIZ S\ TREEMD Proteus vulgaris—
E. coli(A%t), E. coli—Enterococcus (B%f), Staphy-
lococcus epidermidis—af Streptococcus(CHE) Az
LIfEGI A B (Table 20),

FR—EFADRHEE OV THL L BHERO MIC %
fUE L1 E. coli 10 BkD T i ®ttb35 &, % 1k MIC
ECEBIIARED ORI, ABED 1EEFTHANC
LT MIC fED EAMNZED BRI TS (Table 21),

Table 20 Infecting organisms from cases recurred

A B C total
E. coli 12 4 4 20
Enterococcus 1 1
Streptococcus . 1
no. of cases 12 5 5 22

Table 21 Changes of MIC values in cases recurred

before treatment ’ after treatment
sensitivity to (#g/ml)
CFT CEX ‘ CFT CEX
3.13 12.5 50 >100
3.13 12.5 3.13 12.5
A 3.13 6.25 1.56 6.25
1.56 6.25 3.13 6.25
12.5 12.5 6.25 6.25
1.56 12.5 1.56 6.25
0.78 6.25 1.56 6.25
B 1.56 6.25 1.56 6.25
3.13 6.25 3.13 12.5
¢ 1.56 6.25 3.13 12.5
# =

Sk B B s xi g & L, CFT 0.5g/H, CFT 1
g/H, CEX 1g/A 3 A5 O 3 WO\ T, —HEKR
BCHRRENER L BIfE & R Lo

EHBFHEANZ 276 BICTH Y, 3HORFMELE
BOHBROWTKRE LR, SHLE LTIRIETHE
TR EE L bR, RNHE 246 ko MIC {EHMRICD
WT, CFT @M:ci3 1.56 #g/ml iz, ¥7- CEX R
#Tix 6.254g/ml |2 median AipH b, CFT B
B, LidisT CFT AR EEFHEE L bRt

REEKHRTIE, FELHR X CFT 0.5g/F #55
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77.5%, CFT 1g/H #58 75.8%, CEX lg/A #5
B 72.8% THYH, EHR, APHE, EPHRLDICIFF
MEEEIZORE» T

BEIfEHRAESNL T vy — b X B T Hix Nz T 327
BIThHBo BWEADE QINMLBIERTH Y, RIERIX
CFT 0.5g/H #4535 3.6%, CFT 1g/H #5% 2.7%,
CEX 1g/H #5455 3.8% Thh 3HHCHEEI AL
Bdbhlshoice

BRENMEAT 202 flTh D, FRRX CFT 0.5¢g/
H #5% 18.2%, CFT 1g/H #58 7.7%, CEX 1
g/ BERET7.4% ThY, SHECEBEEILRLDD

i otco
BMLT, StsMibEitsest3s CFT ohBENE
FIOBIFRARBCBL, &AFk CEX LiziEA%ETH
b, ¥BEBEORILD 2HETHRIIAEOEEDE
i&hﬁ:o
X [
1) JEF R : Cefatrizine IFE£#4, 22 A K
(EEREFLHBRTTRBLERE, 1975
2) AEEEET : Cefatrizine PFEARE, H22HH
FLFEREFLWH KT MR &L, 1975
3) KBRIF#K : Cefatrizine Bf58 4, 5 22 B H &{L2¥
HE¥ LW B AL TRaME, 1975

COMPARATIVE DOUBLE BLIND TRIAL OF
CEFATRIZINE AND CEPHALEXIN IN THE
TREATMENT OF SIMPLE ACUTE CYSTITIS

Yoy Nisuimura, Hirorcur Kisai and Hisao Takavasu

Department of Urology, Faculty of Medicine, The University of Tokyo

Comparative double blind trial of cefatrizine (CFT) and cephalexin (CEX) was performed with 335
patients of simple acute cystitis. Patients were treated at a daily dose of 0.5g or 1g of CFT or 1g

of CEX for 3 days.

The results obtained were summarized as follow ;

The background characterisitics of the three groups were statistically analyzed and no significant

difference was found.

The clinical eficacy was evaluated on 89 cases of 0.5g CFT, in 95 cases of 1g CFT and in 92
cases of 1g CEX. The ratio of excellent response was 77.5% with 0.5g CFT, 75.8% with 1g CFT
and 72.8% with 1g CEX, showing no significant difference.

Side effects were observed in 3.6% of 110 cases with 0.5g CFT, 2.7% of 111 cases with 1g CFT
and 3.8% of 106 cases with 1g CEX, showing no significant difference.

Recurrence within one week after completion of the treatment was observed in 18.2% of 67 cases

with 0.5g CFT, in 7.7% of 67 cases with 1g CFT and in 7.4% of 68 cases with 1g CEX,

no significant difference.

showing

And these results demonstrate that the treatment either at a daily dose of 0.5g or 1g of CFT is
very effective in the field of the urinary tract infection.



