THEEREC XD IRERRREIC 3 S (LA ) O R R B R AT

——Cefatrizine ¢ Cephalexin D\ vT

T 1S HESHEEIR B REGYE

ARER-R B —RRXARE
FORREE R W IRBBEE (1 BEAREEER)

(FFn 52 4 7 B 20 BZA)

REE R IE W 5T 5 Cefatrizine (AT, CET &Bg3)
DOBFBHE L BB L ZBACHE T 5 B TR
Cephalexin (JA T, CEX &B%) W CEEFRTH
BRHET oo

WAL, TR REBRYE O BRICAS BV
N, BRHBRCOWT—EDFMAE 2 b T 5 HH
ThHHRZEDNHEFEL LV, ¥h, HRETHEBILOR
GRE—Th), EHPERCKBR T 50N EEL
o COXRBERTIIEHMMRE A RE L £ 2
bhdo LaL, BAD X5 CREBERIEDOS Q1L HM
HRBETH D, KECOWTORYFMMEAN D,
—%, BEHERRE TSR LRBEEZ I LD ELEAD
FRATFE2VTHEY RAKEVL DKL O HLBKRE
NERERBEN SV, LT, SE0X 5 EHERY
BMERREL T A TRBYRET S 2 L AMNE
LEZDR, THREREED > bHRBRO X 5 kKB
REL %20

B R F ZE

1. % %
HEFEFNIAT OSBRI XL BETH %, 1,
BB E (IR B
ERRKF¥FEER BEARE, B
= # ] Be &R

IRVANE S - I A R

WL k| H K MRS

BOR O E R OB HEE

’oo M3k % KB S —

! B F WL OH B SHIE=

B OE R RO B ERE=

B W ¥ % W B LA

R & B MR BE PR

= R & W B FERTER]
Controller

FA RS SR S Rl He{ES

(ERE, HFres)

BB TR RS R IR R CIL M E TR S
TxfFio ko

SHEEBIL, HMEN TIHRBRYYEE U, O
BIXECHREEE 2 M7 5 EG & B fo XAz iR
#® (2L, M1 3 AURO L DIRERNT D) DES
RE Lo

BELM, EMEETRRRRLEYH TS 16 T
L 80 FETORALL, UTOHEEZEIRINT S0
(1) IERFRXEHROBIOD BIRA, B IO
oA

(2) FEF7VAF—FRFOEEDOD B EE
(3) HEEATFIIHEELETHES

(4) ABEBATOEALTRALEE, HOVTE
M EFAOR S22 B

(5) HF—FARBEPEICREBENREERDBE
2. ¥ # '
RER¥ED CFT 1, 147 i 125mg(Jiffi), Fic
13 250mg (Hffi) 2 &HF L, xEED CEXix, 17 %
Ak 250mg (Nfif) 2 &H 3T 5o kLD 3FIXSE, &
ELHRELHBITERVIIRERL, 1v—1+8F
Fen, Tv—1 (56 37 wA) & LEMNSE LTOLE
T %o It¥s, 3HIDEAMER L NERECOWTE, BH
SEFB RIS X O BB AFEFEH R BT
fIisw, BERFTH %o

3. EHoO®LEHE

A DEIERE D 17 & key coden {REFWBIL Ti,
$~XT controller IZ X » 7o

BEHEL, BEOZZHECEAFZFZOLH L OND
JERBERL, £FFLIc1@E2H 7L, 1H4EE
AHE IOBIRA L L, CFTTi1 AREE 12
T, 5 HEARLTD) ¥ix2g(WUTF, #EHLB
BrT%) Ligh, CEX Tit 2g (UTF, BHEBYCRE
ET5B) B LI,

BEMMENE, THMEL, FHEKRTHRITEYEL
B L RDIEICOWTIL 7 BROKRENRE 2 s 2F
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FOBELHE LI,
frds, EELEWER 2R LD L EREDCEELT
kL, Fh@EPTLEROMENRLLISEN, HDW
VR ARSE P MR R & KT U 23 A il B A
FERTIROI L E LT
4. FEHoFIE
WLH, BEEBREESHAE (FRXE7T~95KA)
CRBRE L IRERRTI, XL IENSENFR L HE
LAREGIe oW TS 1558 A (F I8 14~18 % H)
L RSB EERTE 0
HBR ORI, KD 5BEMCSET %,
2 R B mERARE (400X) @ 1/3 Y EOER % &
5
H: RAREmERA 30cells/h. p. f. L ETHFO 1/3
Kk 5
+ : RepE ik 29~10cells/h. p. f.
+ : R AP MmEREAS 9~5cells/h. p. f.
— : R MER A 4cells/h.p. f. LATF
[BRO¥E, Fig.l o#c L e wIEH L, %
3%, TED 3BEECHET %0
HER O HEE, UTOEEC Uichi > T,
b, B, RO 4BRECHET 50
pathdl  HAEAEM, ¥FREENRETHY I
KRBT S Fhnt 102 cells/ml i
W JRAE 102 cells/ml Richh, TRE
PN THFhat 102 cells/ml ki
B REEN R TH D, ZERE AL 102cells/ml
e
okt LRt oBs
L, BERYHEDOHA I, FRREOKBAEKT
DONWTEEROEBEES DO LEL, TRERTOWTLHAE
el BHohde
BEERDREOHIET, IRREMER O #HBE LT
x, Fig.2 oM LIchiWERD, Bxh, &0 3 BRE
HET %o
BROBFE, NREMIE 8% H ORBEFRIRLR
B TEG I WLEDHTH D, & 15 HARHTEDRE
DT b IERNTH o
Fig. 1 Criteria for clinical evaluation of anti-

microbial agent on complicated urinary
tract infection (efficacy on pyuria)

After medication tH 1 + —
i

Before % “
medication ) /
+ § 50
EZZZ773unchanged, il decreased, [_lcleared

Fig.2 Criteria for clinical evaluation of anti-
microbial agents on complicated urinary
tract infection (clinical effect)

efficacy on

T
Dvuriz N h i
Pyuria | cleared |decreasedjunchanged| /(o5 o0

eliminated \?“,\\{“ $
L suppressed
bacteriuria —
changed strain 7

- 777

efficacy on pyuria |

{ unchanged

12z excellent, [ good, EZZZApoor

HROHEE, 5 15 BCHE 8HH LAk R BAE
REDROHE R TIoN, EHEHEIRILLDEEED
D&T5,

5. BRob &% O HE

TREDEMNIERA F 3 BHEA L U, ELHE LT
bt L, BB OW IR RIS A iE L In
Zho

(1) BHBERHEEERLIRCES

(2) #WZROBREIEMERRA 9cells/h.p.f. LT
DIES

(3) #IZBEOMEIRI A EHA 104 cells/ml LITF D
FES

(4) FREDORERBRE L7 - T iEF

(5) FrEomEITIbRIL - IiER]

(6) FIEEBHIRAUich - IfES

(7) EWER D r dik U iES)

(8) WEFAARMOHEFI S SHIER

(9) xoft, HRMWEREASTERMN EIIBE LR
DIHER
6. fpTE

F— & — 0 @M ¥, Median test, NInN k¥ X O
FISHER DHEERERIETH S,

HREER

1. fE Bl 8 &

EUBIERIBE, 239 BITHB. £D O, HRIAGIR
344, BREGNZ 8BITH Y, FRHRFIEONL 197 §T
Bbdo Eilo, RANKEADONRK, AR 70, BIEF 66
Bl, CREGLBITD Ho ThbHIFHILOWTHRAR IV
Be% Bl LR A 2 T 70 » e b Fhie oL ThH AR
DL (Table 1),

BRI RO 197 BT, F4, MR, FE,
HmER, BROBE, FRE O EME KEE. MIC
oS, 3TOLERN TR o

EADTIE, A0FBUTOREMIPL, BLTESE
Lz, BEASBOEMNS (Table 2),

PERILEE, BMEsi% < 136:61 ThDH (Table 3),
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HBEAE, THMRECTHEN D 5\ IS BERE
EEETHEAMN 13461 %<, T RIZBIEKE
DBE Fh, THREOFMEFEAL 37 GlTh b,
D5 LHIZRFEMA 31 BITH D, EEREFMR TN
BEEwwxiT5 3 Dai% s (Table 5),

MZHRIRROBEY, SO B Licris &, +3
2% L, RNTHEETHS (Table 6),

FHREOHEBEHSAIE, FOFHEETIE E. coli Ht

Table 1 Case composition

bobbEL, BEEERLEFD 181 FlicouT 66 Flicik
EDdbh (BARYEGILE D TOENEERK TR 217 &
DWW TTSHETHB), 2T Klebsiella, Pseudomonas
ThHbHo BERRELNZ16 6 (8.1%) LK TH - i,
SEIDHENS S T — T AV BEIEARBRN Uiz L X
230LELDRD, ik, BERLRONRIZ2EES
B L, 4FEU ED L Dk (Table7),
R D MIC 4%, 161 # (¢ O 7 5761

Table 3 Distribution of sex

no. of no. of no. of
group cases cases cases total group M F ‘ total
analyzed |dropped out |unanalyzed
A 70 2 10 82 A 51 19 70
B 66 3 13 82 B 4 22 66
c 61 3 11 75 c 41 20 61
total | 197 { 8 34 239 total 136 61 | 197
Xo2=0. 8770, ¢=4, P,=0.9278 XO2=0- 7548, ¢=2, Po=0. 6856
Table 2 Distribution of age Table 4 Distribution of body weight (kg)
group | ~40 !41~50 51~€0{61~70|71~80| total group ~50 | 51~60 | 61~70 | 71~80 | total
A 1 9 10 19 31 70 A 7 20 8 3 38
B 9 10 11 18 18 66 B 12 16 8 1 37
C 5 6 8 21 21 61 C 14 15 6 1 36
total ’ 15 ‘ 25 | 29 | s8 | 70 | 197 total | 33 | 51 22 5 | 111

Xo?=12.4090, ¢$=8, P,=0.1339

Xo?=5.1246, =6, P,=0.5279

Table 5 Basic disease
A B C \ total ’ test results

prostatic hypertrophy 23 14 12 49 Xo2=2. 0440
prostatic cancer 3 3 4 10 $=2
bladder neck sclerosis 1 1 2 P,=0. 3599
urethral stricture 4 16

total 32 25 20 I 77
neurogenic bladder { 17 21 19 ‘ 57

total ' 49 46 39 | 134
chronic cystitis? 9 3 16 Xo2=0. 3056
miscellaneous 2 4 4 10 _

. p=2

total 11 ‘ 8 7 26 P,=0. 8583

total | 60 \ 54 46 160
after prostatectomy 9 10 13 32 Xo2=2. 2660
after bladder surgery 1 2 2 5 $=2 '

total } 10 12 15 37 Py=0.3221

total 1 70 66 61 197
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Table 6 Distribution of grade of pyuria Table7ixT X 51 E.coli p\ETHA)ICDOWTHAE
group |10*%~29 + H W total {bEgEkE ek Liehvy, CFT 8 X CEX oW T
MIC % #i% Ut=o CFT 1 0.39~>2001g/ml w534 L,

A ; gg 1: ii Zg 2 THY, BREMWEED peak 113.13 ug/ml TH 5%,

g el w2 I £ hickt LT, CEX Tl 1. 56~>200 g/ml 5345 L,

2 TH D, BZMEED peak X 12.5 ug/ml TH S,

total | 16 89 59 33 197 Liehin T, THD MIC 5#inbaEEER S » T CEX
Xo?=4.1409, ¢=6, P,=0.6576 LU T CFT IR T A REZMDOIEIBNEET L Do

* *cells/h. p. f. BN OCFTRZ ML, E.coli 54 #T ik >200 1g/ml

D 1 ¥R Tk 3.13 ug/ml i@ peak (22 #R) & % -
Table 7 Infecting organism T 0.39~50 ug/ml \5345 L, Klebsiella 33 T3 >200"

A|B|C |total| test results ug/ml OFHERE 7 B & &, Fofiud 3.13 ug/ml(9
z 0. 39~200 I , E.coli’

E. coli 22|27|17| 66 |, 2 g 546 79N} Peak‘&i)'): : /\ﬂg/m Pdﬁa‘ﬁb 15001
Klebsiella 20| 9|12 41| g g L HBIL CFT MSHEA 0055, Peeudomonas 15 fe
Proteus spp. 5|11 7| 23| p _ 0 2054 & Serratia 6 #Ri3 3T CFT 1c>200 ug/ml D HET
Pseudomonas 5|5/ 4| 14| ° By, CEX i AETHSo BRI MERRD CFT it
other rods 5| 2| 5| 12 DWW, EE VD& T E. coli L Klebsiella (.
Gram positive cocci |10 5/10| 25| x,2=4.8613 1.56 pg/mlic peak #H¥% ik L, >100 ag/ml
mixed type 3| 7| 6| 16 b=4 DI ERRIE R & DT Wi ¥, Pseudomonas 50 ¥k
T CEX & DREZ D B TI% 2 ~ 38R CFT k%

EHEL T, £Ofl, MEHG, BFLVOHE

Fig.3 Sensitivity distribution of infecting organisms

20 t— Sensitivity to CFT
o0 A
A— 4B
15— Y——x C
Sensitivity to CEX
10 O=mnmnn oA
Beeeeccen, 2B
X=semeees) % C
5_.
X,
9 9 1
0.39 1.56 6.25 . 25 100 >200 MIC(ug/ml)
<0.39 0.78  3.13  12.5 50 200 total
A 1 5 6 12 6 5 6 2 14| 57 | X2=2.4178
B 2 2 8 17 3 4 4 2 1 1 8| 52 $=2
C 3 10 9 2 2 7 2 3 3 11| 52| Po=0.2985
total 3 10 24 38 11 11 17 6 4 4 33| 161
A 1 6 14 7 5 1 7 2 14| 57| X2=1.9409
B 9 21 7 1 3 11| 52| ¢=2
C 2 14 7 3 2 4 3 17| 52| Po=0.3789
total 3 6 37 35 15 3 12 8 42| 161
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ABEBN, WThoBRELEELOLTh L IERAERK
HFHTHh, HHOEEETIE CFT 0135 A HBE oW
TixHEnbs L Ex25 (Fig.3),

Dk, F£4, 45, #F, XKL BROBE, K
HE0ERE, FEEO MIC 2045Mco0nT, Tih
LIEAFOTRYBR TS LELbRDERTOSMIC
DWT 3HDOHERFA 2T o e, WwFhieonwTy
BEZIZ LD oTco LiedinoT, 3FIRIFHE
THEMEE LTI, Eos X OEIERO BRI
2HbDEEZBR,

2. BEHR

EUARSE RIS 239 Blic DT, B4t & BRI
TEDORAMVTTRETH o FENT 197 FITH B £D
WFUL CFT 1g/A#H58E (A% 2170 #l, CFT 2g/H
F 53 (BH) 66 4, CEX 2g/H#58 (CH) 7861
BThbo

(1) BRex$2%% (Table 8)

BROERLEIL, AR 38.6%, BEE 31.8%, CH
42.6% THbDo ¥, EWILEAZ ML cHkERIT, A
7£60.0%, BF50.0%, CH57.4% THB, Lichis
T, FEMERCBELTICHE, IBEBRTITARN
BIFTHHH, WTFRROWTHHEEDOETIERE .

(2) MERCxT5%E (Table 9)

MER ORI, AR 62.9%, BH#f 65.2%, C
B 70.5% THY, BHELRICHVBIFTHAENEE
DETIZI o ¥, BN & FEHEOIE, AR 16 6]
(34.3%), BE£22%) (33.3%), CE 1641 (26.2%) T
HY, SHHTHEOEXAZLDLIIV, BRI
AT 4%I(5.6%), BHE104 (15.2%), CHE8Hl (18.1
%) THHH, TREOCHEDOHFE Table 10 iwh
LB HTHY, Pseudomonas iz k AR E N, iz,
Tt L HE INTFERAD I T H bl BB L %
ERPANEFCOVWTE LIFANEER TV 5,

(3) HBEMmKZE (Table11)

Table 8 Evaluation of effects on pyuria

clearing rate |decreasing rate

group cleared decreased I unchanged total (%) %
A 27 15 28 70 38.6 60.0
B 21 12 33 66 31.8 50.0
C 26 9 26 61 42.6 57.4
total 74 36 \ 87 197
clearing rate clearing and decreasing rate
Xo2=0.0857 | X,2=0.4155 X,2=0.0160 | X,2=0.9998
Py=0.7697 | P,=0.5192 | A P,=0.8995 | P,=0.3174 | A
Xo2=1.1586 B Xo2=0. 4290 B
P,=0.2818 P,=0.5125
C C
Table 9 Evaluation of effects on bacteriuria
group eliminated ’ suppressed | changed strain | unchanged 1 total eliminaoting rate
(]
A 44 2 4 20 70 62.9
B 43 1 10 12 66 65.2
C 43 2 8 8 61 70.5
total 130 ’ 5 22 40 } 179

eliminating rate

Xo2=0.5456 | X,2=0.0100
P,=0.4601 | P,=0.9205 | &
Xo?=0. 2056 B
P,=0. 6502

C

eliminated and suppressing rate

Xo2=0.6565 | Xo2=0.0041
P,=0.4178 | P,=0.9490
Xo2=0. 4629 B
P,=0. 4963
c

A
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BOEEREE, Tablell wh s L B8HTHD, A
BET0 BlieonTER) 24 B, Hxh25 6, EZ21HATH
H, BEE 66 IicoWTER) 18 6, Hxh29H, #£%H19
FIThHh, T CE 61 Flico\ -~ TER) 23 4, HZ 25

Table 10 Cross infection

B, &%) 13 BITH B, LichisT, FERIL, ARMN
34.3%, BEEMN 27.3%, CEEMN3T.7% ThH, ¥icHE
BRIz B HRE ERFh 70.0%, 71.2%, 78.7%
Lich, BEHRIVEHRCELTLE LR CHMRBHFT
BB, BEDOETILIE V.

CFT R XV CEX kB H T —TAIERBEOHEMNET

group| before treatment \ after treatment Iclg'sgi R B RRGE D RS B DLW TUI T TIRE OGN
Staphylococ_ 1 % ) ﬁ;y CFT @ﬁﬁgﬂizfﬂ 68)% X U‘ﬁaiﬁ 66)75; 50.0
Ecols { epiderm. %, FLLIHT7.8%, DI 85.7% LBEL T
A _ Mina polymorph. | 1 Bo ¥t CEX OAMELKIMOI 37.5%, MEEDH
Kicbsietla | Strebtococ.Jecalls L g1 50.0%, Tt 00 58.9%, WROVH TLA% LH
yoteus mivabilis seudomonas BLT B BEAREHTEHLEEDHWETO
E. coli {Pse“domonas 3 B X SR BORE L DIEADTRCHIL ) OENRDD
 |\Enterobacter 1 EFHEEh, ERAMTHDnCEN LV, Th
Proteuf mirabilis Erfterobacter 1 @%%?%%?Z} &' Fﬁﬁ'”:l 6@%&7‘—%&%%%&
B | oS morgan. | Aine polomorpll | 1 B BAMRCOUT, k) OFIREL R
roteus fneonsy. | - seudomonas LEZDRDo Toks, T ORBUL A RAEC X
Proteus rettgell. Pseudomonas 1 . . _
Staphylovoc ] THHRL VLB, WHILERECEY T —7 A HE
epiderm. | B-coli 1 FOERED LB DLEEL bR,
Streptococ. fecalis | Pseudomonas 1 * 1o, WENCOWTHES, BRI e LT
E. coli Corynebacterieum| 1 CFT THEHEERL, 1ARGELFERLIH(A
) E. coli 1 B ik, SHTRAHMRKHRER LB LY, Eds
Kiebsiella {Enterobacter 1 IVEPDRCEEEL R EDbRiehoto Lo
Proteus mirabitis | Staphvlocoe. |y T SHEMTERMERE O @iici, CIT 1g/A,
C d chiderm. CFT 2g/H, CEX 2g/BDW Th o HHFEKCTL-Th
Toeudomonas Servatia L ERSEMEAIETESLOLEL bR,
errvaiia Seuaomonas
I . (4) FREED MIC Bl X 5 & & Bk 7
Streptococ. fecalis | Proteus vulgaris | 1 . )
» RIRE® MIC %5 LIEpIc o\ TRAKRIIE
seudomonas, Sta- E. coli
phylococ. epiderm., | 400 o 1 Bunich DX 137 FITH D, ARES44, BE 4241, C
Streptococ. fecalis BE AL ITHBo T RBIEMICO TRAHERAE LK
Table 11 Clinical response
clinical response rate
group excellent good poor total excellent Zood Tesponse
response (%) . %
A 24 25 21 70 34.3 70.0
B 18 29 19 66 27.3 71.2
C 23 25 13 61 37.7 78.7
total . 65 79 53 ( 197 } \

clinical response rate
(excellent response)

Xo*=0.0503 | Xo2=0. 4896
P,=0.8225 | P,=0.4841 | &
x2=1.1376 B
P,=0. 2862

C

clinical response rate
(excellent and good response)

Xo2=0.8740 | X,2=0.0011
P,=0.3499 | P,=0.9735
Xo?=0. 5876 B
P,=0. 4434

Cc
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HE D MIC i oW THIB %R R 7z (Table 12),

B EDFHIEA 5 2 b IcERA D RRED MIC i1,
A, BE L 41 MIC 0.39~>200 ug/ml 5345 L, miRE
L 3.13 ug/ml TR EFDEFAD BRI A X & D,
CHRETIL 1.56~>200 ug/ml 124346 L, 12.5 ug/ml &L
TT 17 IETHRBZENTES, —F, 3BLLIC
FERELETH - 7 d 2dv b T HE R L SRfi X
RIGEGAD AR LD bR, REBRIYETIIEREDOMIC

fEA e D B < T RpBREE O B 3RH O )R TH BB
BHBDHZENBVH, ThIZORBEWLZS, T,
P DL TFEREA >200 pg/ml OftHETH - %o
7%, HEHEL MIC (HOERIC & EEAL D 5o
Tiehbb, A, BEFT 3.183~25 ug/ml w4pfid5 12
Fl& CHET 6.25 ug/ml & 50 ug/ml @5 2 TH %o
2D X5 g MIC o FHEEOER TES E X h
DT SN IR R E R N B & Lo KR S\

Table 12 Clinical effects by MIC values of infecting organisms

clinical MIC*  (u#g/ml)
group fect total
effect | o 39] 0.39 ‘ 0.78 1 1.56 ‘ 3.13|6.25|12.5| 25 | 50 | 100 | 200 |>2oo
excellent 2 4 3 2 2 2 1 18
good 1 2 2 6 4 2 1 1 19
A poor 2 2 2 11 17
total } 1] 4] 6 1| 6| 4| 6| 2 | 14 | 54
excellent 2 4 2 2 1 1 12
good 2 3 10 2 1 1 19
B poor 2 2 2 1 4 11
total 2 | 2 | 7 | 2| 4| 4] 1 2 | 5| 4
excellent 1 5 1 1 1 3 2 17
good 7 1 2 3 15
C poor 1 1 7 9
total } ] 1 1B 4] 3| 2| 3| 3|12] a
* MIC values to CFT in A and B group or to CEX in C group
Table 13 Infecting organisms from 14 cases judged for “poor” ( ) :MIC ug/ml
orgainsms isolated
group
on 1st day on 8th day
E.coli (12.5) E. coli (200)
E. coli (12.5) E. coli*
A E. coli (3.13) E. coli*
Klebsiella (3.13) Klebsiella (3.13)
Klebsiella (25) Streptococ. fecalis (1. 56)
Streptococ. fecalis (25) Streptococ. fecalis (25)
E. coli (3.13) Pseudomonas (25)
E.coli (6. 25) Pseudomonas*
B Proteus vulgaris (25) Proteus vulgaris (25)
Proteus mirabilis (6. 25) Enterobacter (>200)
Proteus vulgaris (3.13) Proteus vulgaris (25)
Streptococ. fecalis (25) Streptococ. fecalis (25)
c Klebsiella (6.25) Klebsiella*
Staphylococ. epiderm. (50) Staphylococ. epiderm. (100)

* not evaluated
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TLELERDLhBEZATHY, WREBORER
IsdorELbhD, LIt 14 HloFME Table 131
HBLEHTHY, FEHENBEOWMETR—EETH
BHDONEL, FOIhHT CFT BRZHI B OMTET
Lid oA, BRHCOWT2HLLDdLRE, ¥
4 IO WTIRER DD Do

(5) ElEA

IR REGIC RS - BB EFO— R ik, BIfEA
REEGIE 239 AITH D, ABES24l, BE 824, CHf
T5BTH Do EWFBRBESNL, AF46 4.9%), B
FE1H (1.2%), CEE16l (1.3%) TH5o BEfFAFRER
R LU TABRNEWHEREDOETIX I,

ElfpfI oAU Tableld Dtk bhTHDH, EIHIL
B RTH Y, 1PICEEEREREDD, ¥, EIfF
ARBBOFEE, BE5HIEG 26, AXRELEL

Table 14 Side effects

no. of I;O'Sgsf ratio of
group| cases witi sidel appea- test results
studied effects | rance
0,
A | & 4 4.9% |A . B, P,=0.1950
B 82 1 L2 |A:C, Py=0.2246
c 75 1 L3 |g.c, P,=0.7291
total | 239 6
group |case no. o(r;;;t‘ kinds of side effects
49 3 erythema, itching
A 102 4 diarrhea
215 2 epigastralgia
255 2 diarrhea
152 3 nausea, vomiting
C 157 2 epigastric discomfort
Table 15 Recurrence
no. of s ratio of
8TOUD | recurrence negatlve\ total recurrence
A 12 31 43 27.9%
B 13 30 43 30.2
C 12 33 45 26.7
total 37 | 94 | BI‘
Xo2=0.0118 | X,2=0.0000004
P,=0.9133 | P,=0.9995 A
Xo2=0.0180 B
P,=0. 8931
C

THEY, WThLEBRERCEDL T IHERE DL
%i) I ( éy&L‘fCo

(6) FHEOKE (Table 15)

BRBT5 A SIER D Kl s X OCHIERIEZ O HE
DETRRIFEERC LI WERE W TRFE 2Tt -
oo

FRERHET 131 BITH D, AR 436, BHF436I,
CHE 45 ITH B, HRRIX, AR 27.9%, BH 30.2
%, CH 26.7% ThY, 3SHOFRRCHEEEIARL
Do

BFRECFREL, MZHROLThEFA—HEETH-
FEFID KR % % 26 FITH 5o

Fte, A—EETHBIH O LLHBRER b R
ARPDIEFNL 6 FITH D, WLRLEENRLD b0
X5 F &I,

# B3

1. 35— 7 AIERE O MW T IR RYYE 197 5
x5 L L, CFT 1g/B (A®), CFT 2g/H (B#f),
CEX 2g/H (C®) %7 HMH 5L, BKHRER X OEl
YERC DT HBHRE Lo

2. BEEKDRE, AFET0 FIeoWTERRK 34.3
%, BEHE 70.0% THbh, BE 66 FliconTEHR
27.3%, H#KT1.2% ThDH, CH 61HIONTER
R 31.7%, BHRT8.7% Tholo EHRE IVEL
RILSHMTEREOZLLL, Lo T Thois
BrXsTh, BERELERSGENPEINDI DL
EZxbhio

3. RIS L R RERBE 161 B oW TR
D MIC 2RE LI, MIC SHhhbEEDEYL - T
CFT RRZMEDIZ I B &V i,

¥, MBRYGED 5 b 137 flic o TREBE O MIC
L BEERMR L DAEBEZ R D Ao pt, MIC HDOEL
BEREOEMCERD D I BEHANEESD Z LXK
THoHH, M TEDAL 14 flrLdbh, WHRKHE
DB IBIDEEZ DRI,

4. BUWERXMBLEERNRET, KEEREARLO
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COMPARATIVE DOUBLE BLIND TRIAL OF CEFATRIZINE AND
CEPHALEXIN IN THE TREATMENT OF COMPLICATED
URINARY TRACT INFECTION

Yoy Nisummura, Hiroicur Kisur and Hisao TAkayasu
Department of Urology, Faculty of Medicine, The University of Tokyo

Comparative double blind trial of cefatrizine(CFT) and cephalexin (CEX) was performed with 197
patients of complicated urinary tract infection. Patients were treated for a week at a daily dose of
1g (A group)or Zg (B group) of CFT or 2g of CEX (C group).

The results obtained were summarized as follows ;

The background characteristics of the three groups were statistically analyzed and no significant
difference was found.

The clinical response was evaluated on 70 cases of 1g CFT, on 66 cases of 2g CFT and on 61 cases
of 2g CEX. The clinical response rate was 70.0% with A group, 71.2% with B group and 78.7%
with C group, showing no sighificant difference.

Side effects were observed in 4.9% of 82cases with A group,in 1.2% of 82 cases with B group and
in 1.3% of 75 cases with C group, showing no significant difference.

Recurrence within a week after completion of the treatment was observed in 27. 9% of 43 cases with
A group, in 30.2% of 43 cases with B group and 26.7% of 45 cases with C group, showing no signi-
ficant difference.

And these results demonstrated that the treatment either at a daily dose of 1g or 2g of CFT or 2g
of CEX was effective in the field of the complicated urinary tract infection.



