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B BF-HA B PEEXR-FE F
Al F-HEXME R B RIIK—
RIBRFEE 2 IR X CBIRERL
WABER - $tK B - FERK - TEAR
R KEAFEFFERAH

(* MXBRES)

(F%n 53 % 7 A 25 BHZA)

1. # EH

Cefoxitin (LA F CFX & Bg-3) i, 1972 ££XE Merck
\arp & Dohme Research Laboratories iz 3 \» T B
X hi- Cephamycin RoHEHHETH LY, B-lacta-
ase XL THWERMK Y TL, MFmE E. coli ©
HE xR L, Serratia, Indol [E#: Profeus ¥
A7 b7 AOBHEMCIND TW B 2 &2, BED
:phalosporin RFAEMWEC L TF<hicmE IR T
52)3)0

e OBRPIIRE L RBA O X EI0S
HE&MEL, EChCRPHH IR,
AKFCHALTHECEZ L OWEL THh, 5 25 BEAH
(LB EEABAT SV TR FE@ATbh Y,
SE, MAYRREBRELT, THOKRBRHRR
fazolin (IAF CEZ LBE¥) Lt HBETHEE bR, T
FoslfeEA» kT szt B LT, Tablel
L7 37 fEEic s\~ C, FRFISL4E 12 A1 LB 52 4
Beblo THBERBEERL 0T, TOREXR
T %0

II. ARHRBOVCHRF®R

1) HEMEKER
WMEEMAT, LSRPEEUEDEAY SR EL
o ABRBEXFAE L, #HHXTRE L, E41X
TUERRBELK, 7, ELDTEHEOEREKE -
PHEXBETHL 0, EEFEH XY ECEROHE
oo5h5b0, BEECMLT CEZ 5z CFX
BEreEIhicb D, LbUWERBOTHD S Okxt
OB LI, Ehite7 > v AR vRALHER
THET7VAF BRIV OBREREYE T2 EEINE
Bk L, CFX, CEZ MEAIHT 3 ERARE % X
L, WFhd 1o THEHIHIBE S bRt
B rkli,
ok, WEEBRIEREO LB HEMMALBELL
FEFRMIEERMHL (AT PAP L857) IV <A
75 X=ffige (LT MP Bizemd) oRAR LY
BIENEDTEO TR RT >0
2) BEEH

BEERELVRR 1 BREBITED 2H TH %,

RKeazy CFX 1RH 4g

xHBEK# CEZ 1R 4g

TFIERR X BMR LI5S, CEZ BRBALYERNAD L
hhvworxdLT, CFX 3B Ea L, L iEH
YHALK vial #BBHE L TERTEOREZL TS,
BB THEREL, Ebik, TiED X5 ABHEDE
THRETHEACE VT, EROEFERXRHETH Lk
TARETH Y, AEFOHMATEELERT S LIR
AHETHD LEM S hic, #- T, AHBABRI_ET
BELIDOTRER LI, Tibb, RRBRER, MBE
KIFRF N KA 56 vial (£ 4 vial 5F 60 vial %
15 EEL, BELThEWThoXEFTthS
DEREBITH LIRARERCREBE L, ERTERCT
Hav -5 -—RIVEFACEAESONE* X
W, ZOBBTH - TEERTOBEXZIRCRERTT
5rlElLi, 85T, LolABETHE WTho
EHTHEIXELRHEILEBSZ LiTikbdDT, B
BOBFEF BTV X 51, FHHEARR,
3) zviv—5-—

avie—35 -, FRAY¥E BEFRMBEELERDBX
¥ BREREBZRCKEL, BEFOSHFEOERM,
BEEHOBIITEEE, BRIEFOEFAZIMT, RE
FhLBREEHR IVOFRER X 2HRHETRE T O
YD L ZoRE, BEEFRLDRHELRES 2T
BORICHAEE~NOBESOEEAMS L ZD Key Code
DFEROOREH, BHED T — X TEEES X Ut
MEOANFHER EDRERKEL o

4) EFIBEE

WEF LS FhEh 2g % 300 ml DR X ER
B CHEML, 1H2E, 128 L, 2T
HEBEL .

5) FEHFIE5HMH
WERBOL»OEAHEIX 14 AMEL, RIETAH
B ERT O T L L LT, ok, BEEAVEDLH
FL, OEFEFETHEE, EHOYEILMLER
BeERBRE LT &S 72 BREREB LRI L
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Table1 Collaborating clinics

The Second Department of Internal Medicine, Hokkaido University, Faculty of Medicine and Relate
Hospitals

The Third Department of Internal Medicine, Sapporo Medical College

Department of Internal Medicine, Sapporo National Hospital

The Third Department of Internal Medicine, Hirosaki University, Faculty of Medicine and Relaty

Hospitals
The Second Department of Internal Medicine, Iwate Medical University, School of Medicine ay

Related Hospitals

The First Department of Internal Medicine, Tohoku University, School of Medicine

Department of Internal Medicine, Research Institute for Tuberculosis, Leprosy and Cancer, Tohok
University

Department of Internal Medicine, Suibarago Hospital

Department of Internal Medicine, Shinrakuen Hospital

Department of Internal Medicine, Toyama Prefectural Central Hospital

Department of Internal Medicine, Kasumigaura National Hospital

Department of Internal Medicine, Tokyo Women’s Medical College

Department of Internal Medicine, Tokyo Kyosai Hospital

The Second Department of Internal Medicine, The Jikei University, School of Medicine

Department of Internal Medicine, Institute of Medical Science, The University of Tokyo

Department of Internal Medicine, Kyorin University, School of Medicine

Department of Internal Medicine, National Medical Center Hospital

Department of Internal Medicine, Tokyo Metropolitan Geriatric Hospital

Department of Chest Clinic, Toranomon Hospital

The Third Department of Internal Medicine, Juntendo University, School of Medicine

Department of Internal Medicine, Kawasaki City Hospital

The First Department of Internal Medicine, Yokohama City University, School of Medicine

Department of Internal Medicine, Tokai Teishin Hospital

The First Department of Internal Medicine, Nagoya City University, School of Medicine

Department of Internal Medicine, Chest Disease Research Institute, Kyoto University

The First Department of Internal Medicine, Kansai Medical School

The First Department of Internal Medicine, Osaka City University Medical School

Department of Internal Medicine, Senboku National Hospital

Department of Internal Medicine, Hoshigaoka Welfare Pension Hospital

Department of Internal Medicine, Kawasaki Medical College

Department of Internal Medicine, Kure National Hospital

Department of Internal Medicine, Hiroshima Red Cross Hospital

The First Department of Internal Medicine, Faculty of Medicine, Kyushu University

The Third Department of Internal Medicine, Faculty of Medicine, Tokushima University

The First Department of Internal Medicine, Faculty of Medicine, Kumamoto University

The Second Department of Internal Medicine, Faculty of Medicine, Nagasaki University and Related
Hospitals

Department of Internal Medicine, Institute for Tropical Medicine, Nagasaki University

Elico ¥fc, EEALEFALBROBAR, BEbiclE —RHILE Ie b O KB ERC AT AABEREHT,
HHRIETHIEE LT, 1L, ThOBRERIEOBSE NTOERABILTHRETHZ L E L,
b, BREFERCHEOREXTV, HIEOEHE IV 7 fER, FROBE, #BREOERK

PRIcERRERCEMTHE & & L a) HER, FROBE

6) BrRZEH hE, B, R (B, R, RRES Ko
HEEBRERR S P, OoRENYE, BIBKEA W&, F77—%, BKER, REFotho7 v
TRA VALV &, FEAT oA VB AR —fERE DWW, RRIEL TERBZE, H50ikl

A, FBFILFAIE LTERAL W LR LART, L, ZBETHLELEN, &, #Ey, #5H
A, WA, SCEILER|, MSIERARL i\ g 3%, S5HE, 7H®K MA®OBIZE, mggsd
DRIMFIOERIBER E L, i, #ilE BOFRED 5z iielico T, BIZHEER, FED>D, §
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1H4EHEL, EHCOWTE, HWEORERYHT
EEDLOEMHD), ThEETH VWL OR(+), &
DIEVbDE(—)E LT, BHRKiL1 BoEHES ml
BEL, YECRNIBERTERL, HEtk(M),
4 (MP), BHME(P)DXG% Uiz, HFREEHIZERT
¥ TBREOLOYUD, ThIVBEDL DR (+),
ST RREEDO RS DR (=), El@HTERCD
Th, XORER I Y 3B AT, ek, Thb
Bk, FTROBEILHL, BECHELFRIEELL
F ol BEDHEBEABYDGEE L sl H—D &
CrXhEITitolos
b) BRBEDOENE
By Yy rF VR, BnERKETOS5E, RmkK
BFEE, ~~ b7y ME KL (1F5RE), CRP,
% GOT «GPT, 7AHhV 7+ A7 5 X—% (Alk. P-
), REA, KRk, mARERZFRIIFAE L TEL
SR XOREMAT B E, 14 B (B5EHKTH)
BETHZ LE LT, b, RAmMF 7 V7 F =
, 7 — AABHERIE, FEXR5HE 3 BRO M VR
%, BmERE, Kk, chO&BHOBRM Y A
'a0,, PaCO,, pH) 2T AR b EHT A
Elt, ¥, BHBRERIL, ~1 275 A<Hitk
, PRI X OAHEEA 2 B %o 2ERIET BT &
L, BEMOMBEESFREREIER TR LEL
c) BAHEKRER
ZHRC BT HENRICHET, TEBRIELLESE
YETHLRBHL, BEILOFHE Y TT
BTarLidre, TDIHLOBREELEELZOND LD
DL, CFX %X CEZ i3 % RZHAB Y
b@?%\:&&b‘ﬁb
8) TEIEE, ROV EIERLE
a) VY b ¥V BOTY
HERBR TR, SECIORREN, BED, BEED
NTOMBUER 7 4 L 2% 1 AFTCED, BERSE,
PEBYRRIEFARE L L, 6 HREOEMM LR B/
E& (MRER HETES, BEe—K ZHE &
*—, WHIE=EF, B EF, HHE—F EEE=S
AXHE) MREBFC IR 1D 7 4 v ARFEEL, B
K LICHBRBROBE L E o1 A—DE#ic X
y BEDLELWD LEEOMRN2D, EER20, RLE
FiR%Y 10 LHEL, 27 1V 20BREKRTH, Th
FREBAZ LR ABOIHCEBELEEORBML
LT,
b) FEE 7t BB SRR E

i) NERET X BHIE

FEGDOFEER 1 IANCED, BEE»HLEREC
X A RME, ARAMHEORKE s k2 tr—F —
WO E o TR e L%, LRI ERELET, £
FEFNCDONT, BHTOXMERELTEAL 3 205,10 M
HEF T fol, HRAEMCOWT, MZEESEEEL
TEE, F%E BED ST, W vRgosk%
&, kiR, F7 /—¥, FRAHE, AREREILE oS
DERELHEDOEIYERRL, FofER, BERR
DHBLZBIAK, ILREBEOES, EBEEDEH
B|ILLOEIMNERIBERLT, BROEXEY, A
%, OB, EHO4BBTHELI, ¥k, TOB
RBECTELRLGEBAM YLD, NNEEL2DOE
RoO—H% &ML L THRHUTEER L ok, T0D
FREEHES X OCDRHABZI T, BEREIO B
ARBROPE L A —EETERL oo

£k, £NEBZ, BCOMEBTABROEGITDOU
TE, EBOLOEANT I hEERLICAZEEL T3]
MDD, HEEOFET AR TOEDHEC
BL T3 NEARSERBLESERCHT2EH, £A
BIrHECEEYEZ B LRI LREOEBIEO R
HieHd e,

i) Ak BfHE

LEANFEBSCIBHUELTFITLT, T TRHEELL
fhfs o S X »EREEHIE I b O EESDRHIEED
wHESWT, BHMUVHRTRSK, #HE, W %Rk
%, WREE, Mom, BREIE FT7 -, BKIE
W, AmERK, #KikfE, CRP o 12HA, MR LVERR
S, CRP, ki, WA FD4HEE, bV FT /7
— xRz S HEBY KL L TEEEY SK X b ¥E
L, oI5, B VAT R A%, CRP, {kiEoD 31F
B, WMVt ek, {48, CRP, mmEkE, #it
BafEo 6 HEL OV LT h bR RR X Nz 727 HH
DERFCHEIRFRE —vERIEE LT, SR DHEE
ZhRHEEIT - Ko

iii) FHREW X DHE

FREAREBLLTRER Y - Th, HEERLLOR
BRRBREOHEY, ThThEHDEEZ I DEH L
2, ALBRBRIIAGAD LR ) —EEFREC I STRE
BLictd, THREQHER, T8, EABORMAD
FILXE LRIz icd, ThbhOREITEERAB L LT
DR O RN HERIA LT,

c) BxofER, TR, BMERBOSEEDOHE

BEBRED, FAERCHLRL @< DEFO FEER,
R, BERFCOWT, FiE (1 BdoRkEsEkE, L
TRE#) 1£39°C LA, 38°C £, 37°C A, 36°C 5T
D 4 EERE, MRS 1 A 50ml L, 49~10ml, 10 ml
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Fils, Oml o> 4 ByFs, &M P, PM, M 0 38
P, PR H, 4, — 0 3ERRE, K+, —o 2B
B, M@E T FH, +, — 0 3B, F7 2 —Eik+, —0
2 BB, BUKEERIZ4, — 2 BRE, Mg VAT R
EELHAD0~10D 11 EP, BBk 20, 000 L E,
19, 900~12, 000, 11,900~8, 000, 8,000/mm?® KD 4
BEME, FRybfEL 60 mm LA, 59~40 mm, 39~20 mm,
19mm LI F o 48k, CRP 34+LIE, 3+~%, —
D 3BECFREFRFTT, ThODEEIOMBEIIEE
PRtG3 B, 7THHERIV 14 BB LD X 5 kEB%

RTDERE LI,
d) MEFEHRHE
ERATRORBRE Y B L BIEACOVT, Bl
HoBAEDOHEDEECL D, MEFMPROH:
To%o
e) BifEABEDHIE
LENEESR T, BEEHE, BRDHEH:
175 LA, FAELRLHERYECLT, EHRS
5 EIfFR, REREBHEROBRECOWTHRIHALL,
9) Key Code mBf%f

Table 2 Case distribution

Pneumonia
CFX 42
CEZ 44
Total 86
Patients included
in statistical
analysis
— -Effectiveness-
CFX 63
CEZ 57
Total 120 Mycoplasmal
pneumonia
CFX 9
CEZ 2
Tatal 11
Patients excluded
Total number of from statistical
patients analysis .
CFX 78 -Effectiveness- Primary
CEZ 76 CFX 15 atypical
Total 154 CEZ 19 pneumonia
Total 34 CFX 12
CEZ 11
Total 23

Patients followed
for side effects
— CFX
CEZ
Total

76
74
150
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Table 8 Reasons for exclusion from the study

Cases excluded by committee members CFX (CEZ |Total
Diseases other than pneumonia 11 11 22
Questionable presence of pneumonia 3 3
Pre~-treatment with antibiotics 2 4 6
Misuse 2 2
Non-effective at pre-treatment with CEZ 1 1
Total 15 19 34

Table 4 Backgrounds of patients:

— Sex and age groups—

brug | sovee. |~19 e 2050 50" %0 |° %0 "7g |80~ |Total
Male 0o | 2 s | 5 | 7 8 | 7 |2 | 34
CFX |Female | 1 | 3 8 | 5 | 2 5| 5 [0 | 29
Total | 1 | 5 [11 10 | 9 |13 |12 |2 | 63
Male 3 | s s | 4 | s 7] 7 | o | se
CEZ |Female | 1 | 3 5 | 3 | 1 7| o0 |1 | 21
Total | 4 | 8 o | 7 | 7 |14 ]| 7 |1 | 59
e,

Table 5 Backgrounds of patients:

—— Complication and underlying diseases——

Yes
Number No

D

TU8lor cases (Group A+|Group|Group

Group B A B

CFX 63 0 4 20 39
CEZ 57 0 2 16 39
Statigtical N.S.
| difforence

Group A . Malignant tumors, Collagen disease, Congestive heart
failure, Central nervous system disturbance

Group B ! Chronic respiratory tract disease , Diabetes mellitus,
Cardiovascular disease , Renal disease , Hepatic disease ,
Haemological disease , Others
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FRNEELT X AEEEHE, BHRHUE, LUK
BIfERHIERZ R L 1ok, EHRERONREENEF
b, avie—5-—0FEDOY LT, NMERLT IV
%L INIIEG L XOBH, EEEHE DERHE,
LUOREFREEDHERX TALILEL, avivn—3
—izX b Key code MEHI N1,

10) F— XDfENTLE

HREBMBERIDED O FBEOAERCHE
H, BIVNERLR I BHERFS LT, CFX
#E, CEZ #50 2Bk 28E 0 ¥2ATF, &

EE, REE, BRYE WEFOHRE LR
EDOHBRYERL 7,
£, = hboH#iT MANN-WHITNEY © U-fgs
X:-8E (YATES o#fE)®, FISHER OEHERKIH
EOR L DBRE LT, BREX 5% DERKETT 1,
III. R i
AHBRBITI\T, CFX H Bk CEZ o 5y
hic£EFR, Table2 wwRLickish 1544 (Cn
#5786, CEZ 576 5)) TH5b,
PNERERBVT, ThbI54H0 5, ikt

Table 6 Backgrounds of patients:

Pro-treatment With chemotherapeutic agents and past history
interfering with present illness

Pre-treatment with Past history interfering
Number chemotherapeutic agents with present illness
of cases
Yes No Unknown Yes No Unknown
CFX 63 13 45 5 7. 15 41
CEZ 517 13 42 2 9 18 30
Statistical N.S.
difference N.S.
Table 7 Backgrounds of patients:
Diagnosgis
Drug CFX CEZ
Pneumonia 42 44
Mycoplasmal pneumonia 9 2
PAP 12 11
Total 63 517
Statistical
difference N.Ss.
Table 8 Backgrounds of patients:
Initial symptoms and signs
Farameter Body temperature (C) Cough
Degree
Number o ° o o |Un- Un-
Drug \_ of casa~_ |20 =(38 |37 |<B7° |} own| T[T |~ |knom
CFX 63 9 13 22 19 0 321|217 3 1
CEzZ 517 12 17 18 10 0 28126 3 0
Statistical N.S8
difference N.S. sEe
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P
arameter | vojume of sputum (mf) |Property of sputum
Degree
Number' - -
of so<(10~49|1~0 | o |V | P |Pu| x|
Drug cases known own
CPFX 63 5 17 23 5 1318|1921 5
CEZ 57 8 23 14 5 12 |12|25(12 8
Statistical
difference N.S. N.S.
Parameter Dyspnoea Chest pain Rales
Degree
Number er wl+ Un- + Un- wl o+ Un-
of - - -
Drug cases known known known
CFX 63 4 {20189 0 217 36 0 10| 32|21 0
CEZ 57 4 (13|38 2 25131 1 7129|120 1
Statistical
difference N. 8 N.S. N.S
Cyanosis Dehydration WBC
Un- Un- 12000~(8.000~ Un-
+ v xmow {20000 19900 (11.900 [=7-90 0| xnown
5158 0 4159 0 7 11 23 20 2
CEZ 57 3153 1 12|43 2 4 17 13 23 0
Statistical
difference N.8 P<<005 N.S.
Parameter ESR(M/hr) CRP
Number™_Degree Un "
of - _ n-
cases 60=} 40~59|20~89 |<<20 ~{t [ £~ Known
CFX 63 38 11 6 4 4 42 |14 2 5
CEZ 517 217 10 13 4 3 35|17 3 2
Statistical
difference N.S. N.S.
rameter Pa0, (mHg) PaCo, (mHg) pH
Number' e eo 799~|599 U T 749~ 730~ U
of go< |79 9~ D" a9< " lrso<| ™ : o
Drug cases = 60| 40 [S*xmown | * =49 inom | 9=] 140{ 730<"%%|xnom
CFX 63 3 7 5 0 48 1 14 48 3. 10 1 1 48
CEZ 57 1 8 4 0 44 1 12 44 3 8 2 0 44
Statistical
f difference N.s. N.S. N.S.
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Table 9 Backgrounds of patients:
Initial chest X-ray findings
Degree Un-
Drug 10| 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0 |xnown Total
CFX 1 0 1 5112 8 [10(14| 4 2 0 6 (63
CEZ 0 0 2 4 31 911419 5 1 0 0 |57
Statistical N.S
difference :
LL, fhoHBEEADHE (group B) & KFILH
Table 10 Backgrounds of patients e gyt - RETIR . 5 "
Severity of illness BT -7cn, ThbuTFhie 2w T mEAMCEY
) N -
Drug Severe |Moderate [Mild [Total REDHIILD -0
: " o iii) <4 275 X< HlERS X CRBRER
cerx BB
CEZ 1 30 26 | 57 X5 120 Flh~ 4 =2 7 7 X<HEMO LG5 5 M
Statistical NS KLU E NI FEFIA Table 7 ie/Rm+E+b 114 (.
difference o %), Et~4 277 X<HiEHOERITRD S Rk

FE (MR, W5 -, B BEKiE) w5
hic 22 B, MROHEELVTHARER 37, ALEARRE
AR E S hicho FE%EAC L b 3 T R A
BHRL o055 L HM S hic6 B, ALLBEABRBALE
CEZ B E I hEDTH -7 10, BANEL &5
Thishotc 26, 5134 FlEkst L7120 4 (CFX £
5630, CEZ #4557 ) woWTHEKHE L b UK
UEED B T 1o BIfFAO BT, ELLIE
FloErfThhith -2 f, BEIfEBLUStORHEI X
- T 72 B RGCREOFM S hic 2 6, 514 01%K
W12 150 ) (CFX #1576 B, CEZ # 5 74 ) w=o\»
T%mb'ﬁ:o

LA, BrIHE GO M 3EFIBER T O Lh#gis Table
BRARLICEEYTHS,

LIF, Zhb/)hZRALSHBEACOWCTOMRITERY
T,

A BEHREOHBEHH

1) FREFeHATHHE

i) BEOKT, E5FIRR

AR BEOMT, FAFEBIL Table 4 R LIcE B

DT, MEARMCEEZIRD ORI T,
i) EPHE - GOHE, BTRIE, BEARE

HBHEE & OHE 4 @0 BERHNIC 317 B AR L 1
SR X UBMSH ABAED A &L Table 5 35 X ¢f Table
6 IR TLEBDTHD, KBESR -G HHECOVTUL, &
RO T, FEBCRIFTHENKEIVEEL DR
LEBIES O %, FRMERE, BEF% group A

A, BEBRERICHERRL, FFMEMIERD b
FEGIH 23 B (19-2%) FEL I, LT, FHREH
T, EABERICHBHEERTH, <4 275X+
tifio LR 2RI I EFI%R, EE EPAP LRBT
Zhb MP ffi%s X U PAP 0B AIDOWT, ks
B EEZIRD bR T,

iv) WBEHER

ERAREAOGER, W, BRE BwRER, T
%, Mofs, WIS E, 77—+, BKIERE, Fi#si
Bk¥, FRitfE, CRP, BjfRif A (PaO,, PaCO,, pH)i
IUOMBVHER (NEBECRTHEE) % Tl
KIVU Tablediwmlico ThHDEERED YL, M
ERIDOWTE, CEZ 5B BikERY 23 51
NELBEEVED DI, ¥, HBRIZOVTH
CEZ #5801 39°C LY Lo fEMA S, —F CFX#
Bz 37°C RiipFEMAN S L, B VT R AR
T, CFX #1580 6 AL LoiER A CEZ # 571!
BOEHED ORI, &L REREREEEIEY
e, TofoLgEHBIOWTH HEFRICEEEL
Dohighoic,

VZREREEC LT, PEELSEWTHELLE
fElE 2 Table 10 o3& % b |EAEMIL CEZ #5H!
Blicxt LT CFX 58 8 (L S ATt L7-nt, Wk
MizBEErRZ» b3, ¥l S¥ick b HEL
EREE Y2 Th, Figl, Fig 2, Fig 3 oz L1}
w2, 12 HEIZ OV ThA 106 ] (CFX 545, CEZ§
), S5HEICDWTAHI109 /] (CFX 55 g, CEZS
), 4TBIDOWTHI 109 fi] (CFX 55 4, CELS



VOL. 27 NO. 1

CHEMOTHERAPY

11

Fig.1 Severity by numerical judgement (12 items)
.
10.0 1
. .
severe
N .
9.21 hd
90 A . .
: y
il moderate
8.0 3
797 .
T d
70 - s R
. mild
>
60 <+
(]
50 T
1 i
T T
CFX CEZ
Severity
CFX CFEZ
Number of cases 54 52
Mean 8101 7868
S.E. 0129 0112

Statistical
difference
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Fig.2

90 ~

8.0 4
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Severity by numerical judgement (5 items)
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JAN. 1973
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.
.
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X3

mild

CFX CEZ
Severity
CFX CEZ
Number of cases 55 5 4
Mean 6.350 6122
S.E. 0116 0099
Statistical

difference
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Fig.3 Severity by numerical judgement (4 items)
100 -
90 -
¢ < . severe
bR .
8.02 . .
8.0 A .
! .
L : moderate
i :
7.0 - r >
680 : =
607 . * mild
5.0 7
1 i
! T
CKFX CEZ
Severity
CFX CEZ
Number of cases 55 54
Mean 7029 6.820
S.E. 0117 0101
Statistical
difference N.
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Table 11

Backgrounds of patients(Pneumonia excluding

mycoplasmal pneumonia and PAP) :

——1Initial chest X-ray findings

Degree Un-
8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0 Total
Drug 1019 known
CFX 1 0 1 5110 7 5 71 2 1 0 3 42
CEZ 0 0 2 4 1| 6 (1116} 3 1 0 0 44
Statistical
difference P<<005,

Table 12 Backgrounds of patients
(Pneumonia excluding
mycoplasmal pneumonia and PAP) :

Severity of pneumonia

Drug Severe |Moderate (Mild |Total
CFX 7 24 11 42
CEZ 1 21 22 44
Statistical
difference P<<0.01
) oEHE, WThd CFX 5RO TRV EY

FRTEGANPREERD bhicht, WTh b EEARRE
CHEBEZIRDLNRIL 5T,
MP ffiZ3s X 08 PAP %4 L7 86 #l (CFX 42 6,

CEZ 44 %) =

DWW, BWHVERR (MNERERTS

3 AEA) BIVNERASTHE L CEEE ORMEARH

Table 13

Causative bacteria

D H#NE Table11 $sX 08 Table12 D L 3sbh, Mgy
BT R AT, CFX #E53’s AL EDEFATY
L%, —7# CEZ & 5B kT %6 UL, 1
Flck X¥bh, MHMCAREIRD O, HEER
WwTh, CFX #5RcEEAL, CEZ 5B
NELEBREENRD LRI,
v) %S
HNBEEEN OB S NIEKEIL, Table13 i

Table 14 Backgrounds of patients:
Duration of treatment

tion
~T7days|8~13days|l4days|Total
Drug y Y y
CFX 11 12 40 63
CEZ 4 14 39 517
Statistical
difference N.s.

Backgrounds of patients (Total cases) :

Causative bacteria Drue CFX CEZ
Staph. aureus 1 3
Strept. pneumoniae 3 4
A e D ongae ) 1
H. influengzae 3 2
E.coli 1 0
Kleb. pneumoniae 2 2
Prot. vulgaris 1 0
Unknown 51 45
Total 63 517
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Table 15 Reasons for discontinuation of treatment

Drug CFX CEZ

Number of caces 63 57

Cured 9 8

« | Some symptom improvement 1 3
% Poor effect 3 2
E No effect 7 2
S |side effect 2 2
£ Diccharge 1 0
Death 0 1
Total 23 18
Continued for 14 days 40 39

KO T, MEFAMCAEEZIRDDORIED ST,
D B IERKST AR
SE LY 14 BREEEDMEELTIob I FE,
bleld &b 120 IR T79BITH Y, 7 BURCHE
PIEXRCERD 15 §l, 8~13 BTHRENFIEEh
EFIN 26 GIFET 5P, ARFMCEEZIRDDL
e olce
AEN EBET SR ole b 41 flic o T
Wgkeh L% Table 16 iR LT,
3) BRHR

i) MERSHE
NERLOHEYIER R, Table16, Fig 4 wRL
Lish, L5EH 120 flicouTiz, CFX #1563 flH
w46 (6.3%), HX290) (46.0%), °LHER106]
5.9%), &%20% (31.7%) Thh, CEZ #5576
Z9 5§ (8.8%), AX35H (61.4%), °EZ)10
(17,5%), &%5 6 (8.8%), BHEHETHE 26l (3.5
) Thb, E%, BHR, LLE HHVIIERHLH
TREEARO SR TR TS, ELAHEHELE
RTHTH, MEHBHMCEEREEVAEDLRT,
MP [ids X U8 PAP #[\ 7o 86 BT -2\ T D UK
, CFX #5 42 BlchZ 45 (9.5%), B% 22 Bl
2.4%), X H%6 F (14.3%), #&%h 10 B (23.8
), CEZ %5 44 BishE%H 5 6 (11.4%), H% 27 B
1.4%), ©HH5 6 (11.4%), #&%5H (11.4%),
REETE 2B (4.5%) T, CFX H:5B&\pHin
R LEELLSY, MHECEEZIEDbRILh -
—7, MPHi% 11 fleowWTh 3k, CFX #5914
B2 B (22.2%), RXEH2H (22.2%), &5
) (55.6%), CEZ 5B 20X b CEHTH Y,
AP 23 flico\CTh B &, CFX #4512 flFHE%5 F

(41.7%), =EH 26 (16.7%), %56 (41.7%),
CEZ %5 11 BIF A %) 6 F1(54.5%), ®K %5 B (45.5
%) L, LLYHEEABMCAERERIRD bR,
2o L L, MP JfiZcl PAP &8 34 fIiT2OWT,
TEFB OB XT > &, CFX &5210FH%7 6l
(33.3%), =RE%46 (19.0%), %% 10 B (47-6
%), CEZ 513 6ichE %8 B (61.5%), ®XHLHS
) (38.5%), EH0THYH, CFX 5 &HFINL
Q, ZhE B HERIBEDR TIIHEBEEICEEELR
BDHRILWA, ERH~EBDIERR D HFAAE, TIEFRE
THEE RO LRI,

o¥i, 120 FloMEYEEEC X Y BHIL TRER
OMBEX B LT &R, Tablel? wiinTikh, EIE
R, BEVWThoBCRWTH CFX 53 &%
B, CEZ BBt L TERAEELEDY, WThid
HEABBTEEEIRDbhizhoTo

¥, EWES  AHECEEC I VERLT, BRK
MEDHEYER LI, Tablel8 wiRT LB, &
BLIMEFAFMTAEEIRD bhigh o7

BENOBENEERFO O, FEEDORDDLIIC
BKEROEEC LY, BEXBALT, BRHROL
Bod T o fopgiy Table 19 wwiRLick %9, BKEER
OEETHEAOSWTRERGRCEEEIZDLA
feudt, BIKEROBEELRWERI 3\ T, CFX
BEBCEDAN S, HEARMTERENRADLL
oo

¥z, MP [z PAP #Bs L IcHEBEHERGZ 86
e onT, BT, HAHVTEEERIIERL
TEERRR R B Uit i: Table20 i Lic e B
D, TRTCOEFTOWTIHBELHEHTETH, %
fo, EIE, %, BEVWThoBREVTHMEHET
BFEEEXEITID ORI o1
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Table 16 Clinical effectiveness:
Total cases
Drug [Excellent Good Fair Poor Evaluapion Total
impossible
CFX | 4(63) 29(460)| 10(159)| 20(317) 0 63
CEZ | 5(88) 35(614)| 10(175) 5( 88) 2(35) 57
P<005
Pneumonia (excluding mycoplasma pneumonialand PAP)
. Evaluation
Drug |Excellent Good Fair Poor impossible Total
CFX 4( 95) | 22(524)| 6(143) 10(238) 0 42
CEZ 5(114) 27(614)| 5(114) 5(114) 2(45) 44
N.S.
Mycoplasmalpneumonia
. Evaluation
Drug |Excellent Good Fair Poor impossible Total
CFX 0 2( 222)| 2(222) 5(556) 0 9
CEZ ] 2(1000)]| o 0 0 2
N.S
PAP
Drug |Excellent Good Fair Poor Evalua?ion Total
impossible
CFX 0 5(417) 2(167) 5(41.7) 0 12
CEZ 0 6(545) 5(455) 0 0 11
N.S.
Mycoplasmalpneumonia + PAP
. Evaluation
D E
rug|Excellent Good Fair Poor impossible Total
CFX 0 7(333) | 4(190) 10(478) 0 21
CEZ 0 8(615) 5(385) 0 0 13

P<o005
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Fig. 4

Total caces

Pneumonia
excluding
mycoplasmal
pneumonia
and PAP

Mycoplasmal
pneumonia

PAP

Mycoplasmal
Pneumonia
+
PAP

Clinical effectiveness Jjudged by committee members

0 50 100%
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CEZ

CFX

IR

CEZ
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crx | | . | %///

[ sxcersons  BEE roor

Evaluation impossible
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Table 17 Clinical effectiveness claggified by severity
(Total cases)
Severity . Severe
: Evaluation
tal
Drug |[Excellent | Good Fair Poor impossible To
CFX 0 1 5 0 8
CEZ 0 1 0 0 1
N, S
Severity . Moderate
R Evaluation
Drug |Excellent | Good Fair Poor impossible Total
CFX 4 15 8 0 30
CEZ 4 17 4 1 30
N, 8
Severity . Mild
Drug | Excellent | Good Fair Poor Evalua§1on Total
impossible
CFX 0 13 7 0 25
CEZ 1 17 1 1 26
N, 8,

Fie, Thb 86 flick\ T, BERTO L VT
REBCOWT, BEEVRDOIIDOT, EKH6 K
DEDEGE 5 RUTOEMBIHL T, BRDHED M
BR{To R, Table2l 1oR3 X 51, MEFRT
FEZIZDONchH -7,

i) s¥HE

M Vg R A%, &8, CRP » 3IHH, MBHLvE
FIREH, 4R, CRP, mmik, #it, Mmo6mEE
BLOEhOREREE S N 77 HEORFHEHSD
WENX - VvEEC L THEBR LU EBEDE S RO TR
Bk, Fig.5, Fig.6 X0 Fig.7 Rl &
b, 3REHE, 6HBHUE, THEEHEOWTRICE
WTh, BEESROBVEAD, CEZ Hhfr o=
ZRERD DN, 5% OFERETHEEZIEDbh
febr oo

4) ER, FiR, BERSONEE

iR, BH, ERE, R, EREE K K
WEF, F7 /¥, BUKER, BmERE HiE
CRP, MEVIRITRE (MERLR KT BHA) oW,

FRERBRAMEC X D BIIL, 05 BHEEA
BAfAB AT, 7 HHIW IO 14 B0 X 5 iiEe
PR R U fe v £5E 5120 Bl o\ Tk, Fig. 8~Figl
DT8R3 X 0° Table 22 iz, MP Jfi% + PAP %41t
MBI 2D Tix, Fig 20~Fig. 31 o T % LU
Table 23 WK TR LI, ThbORELZ DOV ¥
BRETMECBAtR e, WRBIMA3 B, 7 BHH X0
BB IERBIE R R L fc BE KT O\ TR FREo
AR LTz, —F, RFED ¥ X vt Table 24, ¥
ik, ThbofER, BTR, RERMEN, BECHY
RAMEC L L CER LR RO BB 2 T3 2 ¥ B
Too Tods, WBERVCHES EERT Ko EBORE T, T
SR\ E U CRFEY TS b o EARBRALY
BEBRHLI-RETH B,

Y, 2IEF 120 AR DOWT & 3 &, LBkl
®, 7 B%, 4RROEEREMEDERR O HELER
HBETiy, 14 BEOBMT, CFX #ripe (+), (¢
DENEL, 14 BROE S T T CFX 5t (4
(M ofin%L, 14 AROKRILMET CFX wuped
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Table 18 Clinical effectiveness classified by underlying diseases
(Total cases)

Underlying diseases . Group A

Drug | Excellent Good Fair Poor Total
CFX 0 3 0 1 4
CEZ 0 2 0 0 2
N. S,
Underlying diseases . Group B
Drug | Excellent Good Fair Poor Total
CFX 0 9 3 8 20
CEZ 3 6 1 6 16
N, 8.
No underlying diseages
Drug| Excellent Good Fair Poor Total
CFX 4 17 7 11 39
CEZ 2 217 9 1 39
N, S,

troup A ! Malignant tumors, Collagen disease , Congestive heart failure,

Central nervous system disturbance

troup B . Chronic respiratory tract disease, Diabetes mellitus,
cardiovascular disease, Renal disease, Hepatic disease,
Hematological diseae, Others

Table 19 Clinical effectiveness with regard to initial dehydration findings
(Total caces)

Initial
dehydration
findings + -
Effe
. Evaluation . Evaluation
c 2
Drug t | Excellent |Good| Fair|Poor impossible Excellent|Good|Fair|Poor impossible
CFX 0 2 1 1 0 4 217 9 19 0
i CEZ 3 4 2 2 1 2 31 8 3 1
Statisti
atistical N.S. P<005

difference
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Table 20 Clinical effectiveness classified by severity
(Pneumonia cases)

All cases
. Evaluation Statistical
Drug |Excellent|Good|Fair |Poor impossible Total|gifference
CFX 4 22 6 10 0 49
CEZ 5 217 5 5 2 44 N.S.
Total 9 49 11 15 2 86
Severity . Severe
. Evaluation Statistical
Drug |Excellent|Good [Fair |Poor impossible Total|4ifference
CFX 0 1 2 4 0 7
CEZ 0 1 0 0 0 1 N.S.
Total 0 2 2 4 0 8
Severity . Moderate
X Evaluation Statistical
Drug |Excellent |Good |Fair|Poor impossible Total difference
CFX 4 13 2 5 0 24
CEZ 4 10 2 4 1 21 N.S.
Total 8 23 4 9 1 45
Severity . Mild
Drug |Excellent|Good |Fair|Poor EvaluaFlon Total SFatistical
impossible difference
CFX 0 8 2 1 0 11
CEZ 1 16 3 1 1 22 N,.Ss.
Total 1 24 5 2 1 33
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Pig. 5 Clinical effectiveness by numerical judgement (3items)

0.7 1
06 1
05 .
o ve .o
04' o ‘0:7"
03 e e
. :; :
02 - e b
..t [P
01 * .
1 T
CFX CEZ
Severity
CFX CEZ
Number of cases 48 50
Mean 0.258 0.299
S.E. 0018 0017
Statistical
difference N.S8.
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Fig. 6
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0.5 1

0.4 71

0.3 1
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Clinical effectiveness by numerical judgement (6 items)

?‘ .:b
i :
e
o
i T
CF CEZ
Severity -
CFX CEZ
;thber of cases 45 48
‘Mean 0416 0462
S.E. 0022 0021
Statistical s
difference -2

183
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Fig. 7 Clinical effectiveness by numerical judgement (7 items)
H
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[ 4
*
1.2 7 :
.
L]
. L]
»
:
1.0 1 b l:»
vsu 'Yy
> :.
b .
. :
0.8 4 it
. .
. o
.
L 1) Ll
0.6 4 *
(1]
- - Y
.
0.4
L]
T L4
CFX CEZ
Severity
CFX CEZ
Number of cases 45 48
Mean 0.890 0940
S.E. 0.029 0032
Statistical

‘difference




124 CHEMOTHERAPY JAN. 1973
Table 21 Clinical effectiveness with regard to initial chest ¥ ray findings
(Pneumonia cases)
——
Initial ches
X-ray =6 5>
. Evaluation s Evaluatiop
. X r| Poor|
Excellent|Good|Fair| Poor impossible Excellent| Good|Fai impossible
0 8 4 5 0 4 14 2 5 0
CEZ 0 4 1 2 0 5 23 4 3 2
Statistical
; .S. N.s.
difference N
Fig. 8 Degree of improvement of body temperature (Total cages)
(‘) a5 50 cases
\ 1 ! L L : L
v =48
crx V%4 =
3rd day 005
. ’/ =
ch: 0 =
Crx % n=43
Tth day P<<005
CEZ n—46
CFX n=34
14th day N.S
CEZ n=38
PO N\ unchange compared with
3 do
Fre improvoment \\\\\\ the initial findinge
Z . comp-
//4 - ' mp1r§d‘thh mmmmﬂ 1 proaac aggravation compared
the initial wx%h the initial
[: | prode | findirgs tgrade | findings
Drug Initial 3days later 7dayn later 14days later
389 -
(t/) 3vs | 298| W80 | <87 |Vnown| Totar] sox [ 38 1378 T 5y [Un Toroean ses 2838 | 279, | <87 |PnGen|Tow!
39z 1 4 2 0 9 1 1 1 4 2 9 0 ° 2 4 3 '
189~88 [ o0 1 1 5 [) 13 [) [) 3 ) 1 13 ° ° 1 1 s |
CFX | 319~37| 2 1 12 7 0 22 ° 1 s 13 k) 22 ° 1 . 12 5 i
<31 ° 1 ) 15 ° 19 0 0 5 14 ° 19 ° ° 3 14 2 | 1
Unknown| o [ 0 ° 0 0 0 ° ° ° 0 ° 0 ° 0 ] 0 L
Total 3 7 24 29 | [\ 63 1 2 14 40 6 63 o 1 10 37 15 63
395 1 3 3 5 0 12 0 0 1 1 0 12 [ °o | o ] 3 13
389~38| o0 1 ) 10 0 17 0 0 . 13 ° 117 (] ° 2 1 . 1"
Cez|319~37| o 1 8 8 1 18 [) ) 7 10 ) 18 0 0 3 1 o | 08
<317 0 0 3 1 [) 10 [) ) [) ) 1 10 0 ) 2 P s | w0
Unknown| o ] 0 [) [} ] 0 0 [) 0 0 0 0 0 [) ° ° 0
Total 1 s 20 30 1 57 [ 0 12 .3 2 57 0 0 ? 37 13 )
Statistical :
difference k.8, N.8. N.8.
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Fig. 9 Degree of improvement Of cough

(Total cases)

O
o
o

20 cases

o7 [N\ ALIIIIIHTTHTITITIBONY

-2z [ s B
CEZ W n=41

3 . N unchange compared with

dgrade improvement &\\\\ the initial findings

2z compared with

/% 2 grade the initial [ﬂ]mm]]]] 1 grade }aggravation compared with

findings N s :
1grade =] 2grade j the initial findings

3days later 7days later l4days later
Drug | Initial T
H#]+] = YR onl Total {4 | +| = |URso N rotal| # | + | —| U0o | Total
+ 15(16| 1 0 32 4 |17| 7 4 32 1| 8|15 8 32
+ 1/122| 4 0 27 0|13 (12 2 217 0 7115 5 217
CFX
- o 0| 3 0 3 0 0 2 1 3 0 0| 1 2 3
Unknown| O0f 0| O 1 1 0 0| 0 1 1 0 0| 0 1 1
Total |16(38( 8 1 63 4 (30121 8 63 1 (15|31 16 63
H 8{19| 0 1 28 1|18 8 1 28 0 4(17 7 28
+ 0f{21} 4 1 26 1 8(16 1 26 0 119 6 26
CEZ
- ol of 3 0 3 0 ol 2 1 3 0 01 2 3
Unknown| 0| 0] O 0 0 0 0| 0 0 (1} 0 0y o0 0 0
Total 8[40( 7 2 57 2 |26 |26 3 57 0 5(37 15 517
Statistical
difference N.S. N.S P<0.05
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Fig, 10 Degree of improvement of sputum volume

(Total cases)

A [ i

CFX
3rd day

CFX
7th day
CEZ

NN\

erx I e
) -

-m N unchange compared with
: 28729 | improvement DI the initiel findinge
V] 2grades iggpiggii:ith ”Immmu aggravation compared

with the initial

findings
1 grade ing findinge

3days later 7days later l14days later
i Tl I R Un- drowar| 4 | + | — [Unc Jrotar| w | + [ = Unc Trota
++ 6 4 0 0 10 2 5 2 1 10 1 5 2 2 10
+ 0o | 24 8 0 32 0 7|21 4 32 0 3 | 21 8 32
CFX - 1 019 1 21 0 0| 20 1 21 0 0| 18 5 21
Unknown | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 7 28 | 27 1 63 2 | 12 | 43 6 63 1 8 | 39| 15 63
+# 3 3 0 1 7 1 3 2 1 7 0 1 4 2 1
+ o | 17 ] 10 2 29 0 5|24 0 29 0 1 23 5 29
cEZ - 0 119 0 20 0 0|20 0 20 0 0 15 5 20
Unknown| 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1
Total 3 21| 30 3 57 1 8 | 46 2 57 0 2 42 13 51
Statistical | N.S. N.S. T P<005 -
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Fig. 11 Degree of improvement of sputum property

(Total cases)

CFX
3rd day

CEZ

CFX
7th day

CEZ

CFX

14th day
CEZ

2 -
/% 2 grade } 22:;:‘;22322‘:}1 [[ﬂﬂmﬂm 1l grade aggravation comparod
e with the initial
:] 1grade the initial % 2 grade .
findings findings
m unchange compared with

the initial findings

3dayo later 7days later l4dayc later
Drug |Initial U= Ons TP
Py PM M |ynown |Total by PM M |ynown |Total P PM M hown | Total
P 8 9 0 1 18 3 6 4 5 18 1 2 6 4 18
PM 0 15 3 1 190 0 7 5 7 19 0 4 5 10 14
CFX M 0 1 16 4 21 0 1 12 8 21 ] 1 6 14 21
Unkn own 0 0 1 4 5 0 [} 1 4 5 0 0 0 5 5
Total 8 25 20 10 63 3 14 22 24 63 1 1 17 as 63
P 5 [} 0 1 12 0 4 4 4 12 0 2 3 7 12
PM 0 15 9 1 25 0 8 9 8 25 0 1 4 20 25
CEZ M 1 1 8 2 12 0 0 4 8 12 ] 0 2 10 12
Unknown 1 1 0 3} 8 0 1 1 6 8 0 0 0 8 8
Total 1 23 17 10 57 0 13 18 26 517 0 3 9 45 57
Sm“git(i'?;rl'onco tot N5, N.S.
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Fig. 12 Degree of improvement of dyspnoea

(Total cases)

| 10

JAN. 1979

Y : . ) i ) 2|0 215 cases
CFX N . : é,::;,ifﬁ n=22
L &y cBz % n=16 N.S.
CFX n=19

Z 9 i improvement

2 ad
/% prado compared with
1’:] 1 grado the initial
Q unchange compared with
N  the initial findings

findings

3days later 7dayc later 14dayes lator
brug [Initial T T On-

[+ | = |known |Torted [ b |+ [ — [PRT ITotal| # | + [ — |FRoC |Total

+H 2 2 0 0 + 0 1 2 1 4 0 0 3 1 4

+ [} 11 9 0 20 0 3 |16 1 20 0 3 |13 4 20

CFX - ] 0 |39 2 39 0 0 35 4 39 0 0 20 | 10 49
Unknown| 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 2 13 | +6 2 63 0 4 53 6 63 0 3 45 15 6

4+ 0 2 1 1 4 0 1 2 1 4 0 0 2 2 4

0 8 5 0 13 0 2 |11 0 13 0 1 8 4 |18

CEZ - 0 o | 38 2 38 0 o |38 0 38 0 o |33 5 38
Unknown| 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 2
Total 0 |10 | 43 4 57 0 3 |51 3 57 ] 1 |48 13 51
Stativdal e N, i, NS, N.S. -
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Pig, 13 Degree of. improvement of chest pain

(Total cases)

CFX
3rd day
CEZ
7th day
CEZ
CFX
14th day
CEZ
1 grade improvement cowmrared
with the initial findinge
unchange compared with
|m the initial fTindings
3days later 7days later l4days later
Drug |Initial 3 on on
n- . - —_ - .
+ — |xnown Total + — | xnown Total + Known Total
+ 18 9 0 217 3 20 4 27 2 19 6 217
- 0 34 2 36 0 34 2 36 0 217 9 36
CFX
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 18 43 2 63 3 54 6 63 2 46 15 63
+ 12 13 0 25 3 22 0 25 1 21 3 25
- 0 28 3 31 0 30 1 31 0 22 9 31
CEZ
Unknown 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1
Total 12 42 3 517 3 52 2 57 1 43 13 517
Statistical
difference N.S. N.S. N, S,
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Fig. 14 Degree of improvement of rales

(Total cases)

| . 40 cases

' Y CEZ i % n=29

iz improvement
/% 2 grade compared with
the initial
1 grade findinge
N unchange compared with
the .initial findings

1 grade} aggravation compared With

e

2 grade | the initial findings

3days later 7days later l4days later
Drug|Initial
#+ |+ | = gg;wn Total| + + | - E:;wn Total | H# + | - g:;wn Total
T+ 6 4 0 0 10 2 5 2 1 10 1 5 2 2 10
+ (1] 24 8 0 32 0 7 21 4 32 0 3 21 8 32
CFX - 1 0 19 1 21 0 0 20 1 21 0 0 16 5 21
Unknown | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 7 28 217 1 63 2 12 43 6 63 1 8 39 15 63
H 3 3 0 1 7 1 3 2 1 1 0 1 4 2 7
+ 0 17 10 2 29 0 5 24 0 29 0 1 23 5 20 .
CEZ - 0 1 19 0 20 0 0 20 0 20 0 0 15 5 20
Unknown| 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1
Total 3 21 30 3 57 1 8 46 2 57 0 2 42 18 57
Statl el e s, N5, P<00s
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Fig 15 Degree of improvement of cyanosis
(Total cases)
(|) 1‘ 2 f ‘}‘ -? cases
3rd da 8.
CEES MMM ] e
7th day N.S.
cEzZ " T », i nes
¢ AN | n-s
.4th day N.S.
SEEAZ A IIMNMNMMNMNIMNN n-2
IR I v i
NN e e s
. 3days later 7days later l4days later
prue| Initisd + | = |Une lTotar| + | — [PPc iTotal| + | — |URr. ITotal
+ 3 2 0 5 2 3 0 5 2 3 0 5
— 0 56 2 58 0 52 6 58 0 42 16 58
CFX
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 3 58 2 63 2 55 6 63 2 45 16 63
+ 0 2 1 3 0 2 1 3 0 2 1 3
- 0 50 3 53 0 52 1 53 0 42 11 53
cBz Unknown 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1
Total 0 53 4 517 0 54 3 517 0 44 13 57
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Fig, 16 Degree of improvement of dehydration

(Total cases)

JAN. 193

2 4 6 8 10 cases
? ] 1 1 1 ]
C FX n=4
3rd d N.S.
r ay
CEZ n=10
CFX i l
7th day
CEX
CF X ki n=3
l14th day N.S.

]: 1 grade improvement compared
with the initial findings

lm unchange compared with
the initial findings

3days later 7days later 14days later
Drug |Initial T Uns Une
+ = |known Total | + = | known Total| + ~ | xnown Total
+ 1 3 0 4 0 3 1 4 0 3 1 4
- 0 517 2 59 0 54 5 59 0 44 15 59
CFX
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 1 60 2 63 0 57 6 63 0 417 16 63
+ 1 9 2 12 0 11 1 12 0 7 5 12
- 0 42 1 43 0 42 1 43 0 36 7 43
CEZ
Unknown 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 2
Total 1 52 4 57 0 53 4 517 0 43 14 517
Statistical
difference N.S, N.S. N. 8.
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Fig. 117 Degree of improvement of WBC counts
(Total cases)
|
0 25 50 cases
1 ' 3 1 1 i 1 1 1 1 L) 1
CFX
rd day
CEZ

" daZEZ - N,s.
th dajFX //////////%% n=36

unchange compared with

m 3 grade improvement m the initial findings

with the initial

ZZ compared with
4¢i22 2 grade the initial ﬂﬂmumﬂ 1 grade ] aggravation compared

:i 1 grade f\indings 2 grade

findings
! 3daye later 7daye later l4dayes later
o ":‘“‘0‘0.)1 2005 |"2050["Ze0 | <80 |Vnowm |Total{200< |28050 [ 250 | <80 |inown [Totel |zo0x [M20,0 (11250 | <80 [{R5um [Toral
zoos | 0 4 0 0 3 7 1 2 z 1 1 7 0 1 1 3 2 7
190~120| o 1 3 1 7 11 ) 1 s s o | 11 ) ) 1 o 1 11
119~ 80| o 1 3 5 14 | 23 0 0 4 15 4 | 23 [) 3 3 17 s | 23
A s [) [3 3 3 1z | 20 o 0 1 14 s | 20 o ) 2 11 7 20
Unknown | 0 ) 2 3 [ 2 0 1 0 0 1 2 [) 1 1 0 0 2
Total o 6 9 12 36 63 1 4 12 35 11 63 [ 2 7 40 14 63
200 0 0 0 0 4 4+ 0 1 1 2 0 4 o [ 2 2 0 4
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Fig.18 Degree of improvement of ESR
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Fig. 19 Degree of improvement of CRP (Total cases)
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Fig.20 Degree of improvement of body temperature (Pneumonia casecs)
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Fig. 21 Degree of improvement of cough (Pneu
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Fig 22 Degree of improvement of sputum volume (Pneumonia cases)
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Fig. 28 Degree of improvement of sputum property (Pneumonia cases)
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Fig. 24 Degree of improvement of dyspnoea (Pneumonia casges)
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Fig. 25 Degree of improvement of cliest pain (Pneumonia cases)
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tig. 26 Degree of improvement of rales (Pneumonia cases)
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Fig.27 Degree of improvement of cyanosis (Pneumonia cases)
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Tig.28 Degree of improvement of dehydration (Pneumonia cases)
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Fig.29 Degree of improvement of WBC counts (Pneumonia cases)
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Fig.30 Degree of improvement of ESR (Pneumonia cases)
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Fig.31 Degree of improvement of CRP (Pneumonia cases)
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Table 28 Degreé of improvement of chest ¥X—ray findings (Pneumonia cases)
Drug m 8 days later Drug WM 7 days later Drug m l4days later
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c I3 ' 2| €I K 2 1] s °Is 1|2 11 1]s
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Table 24 Degree of improvement of chest X-ray findings (Total cases)
A avated s s ]
Observat- |p.o Improved ger Statistica
ion time 410 +9 +8 +7 +6 +5 +4 +3 +2 +1(0 (-1 -2 -3 -4 -5 differencs
cFX/ 0 0 0 0 0 O 1 2 4 11j10/8 0 1 1 O N
.S.
drd day |.ool o 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 410| 8/3 0 1 0 o0
CFX| 0 0 0o O 1 1 2 8 6 14132 2 o0 0 1 N
h da .S.
T v CEZ| O o 0 0 0 0 2 7 13 17 512 1 0 0 O
CFX| 0 0o 0 0 1 2 4 11 913}5(1 1 1 0 O N
d .S
l4th day CEZ| 0 0 0 O o0 1 8 816 9/ 1({0 1 0 0 0
Table 25 Degree of improvement of chest X-ray findings(Pneumonia cases)
Ovservat-|p o Improved Aggravated |statistical
ion time +10 +9 +8 +7 +6 +5 +4 +3 +2 +1|0|-1 -2 -3 -4 -5 |difference
CFX| 0 0 0 O 0 o0 1 2 3 6(7/2 0 0 0 O
3rd day N.S.
CEZ| 0 0 0 0 O o0 1 O 4 8(6/2 0 1 o0 O
CFX{ 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 6 4 9(9(1 1 0 0 O
7th day N.S
CEZ| 0 0 0 o O O 1 6 10 13{3(2 1 0 0 0
CFXf 0O 0 0 O 0 2 4 5 8 9|21 0 1 0 O
14th day N.S
CEZ| 0 0 0 0 0 1 5 7 12 6({1/]0 1 o0 0 0
Table 26 Comparison of bacteriological effectiveness after 7days

Drug

Causative bacteria

Eradicated [Changed

Persisted

Total

CFX 2 4

3 9

CEZ 6 1

3 10

Statistical
difference

mm LIEA, CEZ 58 20mm RiEH%<, 14 A
%o CRP T CFX 5 BHA»NEL, ThEhE
BENZEDORT,

—77, RS BRHOmMEHBMILE T, RO
SAEBIVT AROER O B E VT, WTFhd
CFX XY CEZ iz 5 e HEEMNS, HEENA
HbHRILS, MOBRCOWTIRAERENED bhi
Motze MP fifigel PAP % B\ MIEAE M 41c o\ T
Aok, BEFM3 AR, 7HE, UBHROREIRER
DIEFIB DM IEFBER DO i Tik, 14 B oWk T CFX
REHZ(+), (H)of» CEZ #E5RI V%<, 7H
BORILIET, CFX RERE 60 mm Lo (27 M »S
%<, TERB LU U4 BROKT Vg R A5 CFX
BEHT 5 ML EDERNRRE L, FhERETEMN
BDbIT, BRI S R, FTE, BREREOLE

ot Tit, #BEo 3 B0 Tk T, CFX!
b CEZ i35 CHERANEL, HEEHNED OIS
ZDMOERE DV TR ABEERRD bhithokse

5) MIEFHEE

TREBRAATERE L HEE LB ERD 5 b EHk
®, BAEOHRLEHLBLEMLT B, 190t
5T Te¥, 14 BEDBEEI YT\ B EERIL 10 AL
DO TIRTH-7=DT, 7 HEORE Ll
FMPHRO B R EM L oo B Table 26 RLE
L¥b, CFX #5 9fIhBNL2 B, BEXR40, F
B30I, CEZ 5 10 flhEinssk e ¢, @R 1A
B&RF3IHAT, MEARMCAEELIE D bhlhs
oo

6) FEWREI X DHEIRRYFEHIE RS

FHRER X D HES W RS RIL Fig. 32 wrlh
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Fig.32 Clinical effectiveness assecsed by doctors in charge
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BhThs, Motk h, ALBERABRI_EEHRE

L DEE LI OTRIEVDT, BHOKNEN DR
B, BOICHIT o ILRE TIRABERAD Dhigh.

Fn
-0

B EIffA
PEALTORWFRREH R 150 ik, FALIOH
RHOEIEAR X CERRERBOREORD bhi
%, Table27 RlLiztkh, CFX #4576 it
B (25.0%), CEZ # & 74 fih 20 #l (27.0%) T
B ThbmD5Y, EfFEOdDRELPIELE
"i, l_ﬁﬁ% 2 %EﬁLfCo

WERERD 5B, R#h, RBLEOEHT7 v -
ERTH0x CFX #EHTIX 1 AIeEdbhiki
¥, CEZ BT 4D bhic, ¥,
X BB 14, #EBKG 13 HACRERD, &%
P, FREHYELTC, BELFIELEANEE
oo 1035, TOEMNL, 5 - M OTENERERE L
T#H7ZEL Digitoxin, Bumetamid & X b R % i34
TWiBETHY, LI, FFOEIFREV2%
!E“ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬂ’c’bbo

BREREMBLLTR VSR 2SS ok miF GOT,
GPT DWW Fhh—H» RO EATH Y, CFX
BEBTIR114 (14.5%), CEZ #5H T2 154 (20.3
%) kmWLio T, REMmO FHIRESH CFX &
Lt 56 (6.6%), CEZ #h58fic 26l (2.7%) #»
bt ek, MARKREROEFYIZOW, CFX
BED 1HAETTH T

CHHEEARBRIEOWT, MEABHTHERER
ABbbhleh ot

fo3s, SEOHERBRCE T, BIEYT - ko Cep-
hradine % Amoxycillin © BBV DBE & RIFRIT,
wEEBF g GOT, GPT o LRFAN IR BRI
FADOLIIDT, FERAK FPFYATIF—¥OLER
NEFBRECEEBERN D BIES, MRBG L OBE
UNEELRVWIAEYRATHEMNT, PSS VAT IF—
¥ L RSFEY MP flifsis X 08 PAP 25 L A Fh R EEH,
MP Fh5E6], 7o b PAP i), SHRFDE &
P EEEICHT TR LR, Table28 iRl e
kb, SENL, MP HROFEFIA L, MP fligks b
SYAT IF—¥EREOBBEILARBD DRI,
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Table 27 Side effects

Drug CFX CEZ
Number of cases 76 74
Number of cases 54(730
without side effects 57(750) ( )
Tr'eatment] Treatment ) [Treamentj [T;eatmer;t )
Number of cases l:concinued discontimed ‘continued discontinued
with side effect 17(224) 2 (26) 18 (243) 2 (21)
Fever 2*(27) 1 (14)
Rash 1 (13) 1™ (14)
@ Headache 1(13)
3
5. | Vomitting 1 (14)
f=1
> | Degree of .
@ ur%ne volume 1°(13)
edema 1°(13)
Dyspnoea 1°(13)
»| Elevation ors-oor| 2 (26) 1°(13) 3 (41) 1" (14)
7| Elevation of s-aPT| 1 (13) 1 (14)
g X
i‘é Elevgfgg,? g_fGPT 74 (92) 10*(135)
5 S | Elevation of AL-P| 14(13)
19
3 Elevation of BUN 1 (13)
[s]
a Eosinophilia 5 (6.6) 2 (27)
Statistical difference N.S.
The same mark indicates the same case. Numbers in
parenthesis indicate percentage.

oy, BEEGICILL T, %E BEEQCEMTES v A
7 IF—¥DERNRPLERIZED bhi,
BERLUICER

£H 37 BREF T, MrrdREs L LT, CFX
& CEZ oiBRE e b0 BIfEA % well controlled
study 12 X b lEBRE L 720

CFX 1% B-lactamase ixf L TV EHME X R 3 =
EDBEF D Cephalosporin ZHAEWEIZHL L TF & h
TREREIRTEDY, BROCZOBEYRB I ¥ 3
fodiid f-lactamase g4 E. coli, Serratia, Indol
Bt Proteus 7p X \e X DRBYSEX B EN BB L T L
MLEEEZ bhb, LichisT, HRERBFEIT D
TBEfF D Cephalosporin R M % % & L T kil

RBEEKL, CFX 04O LE 0 BREYEETHY
iy, B-lactamase FEit B R EEEH D LT
W, 1BYED SERRSERY R E ST & S BRI
ThwhtEx bhic, LAL, —Hrkw, bt

BHREOMR L DFRBREPEEL L TE, —&Bbls:
PESGERBI X 0 W0 X 5 fe Bk RgaE 0 5 i)
PEGT L, ki, EEEDDZHRHEN L
WT e Y ERMNCHEEL L TERLB ST Lk
EZBIANT, AHERBRCETiE, fpiielt
PR EAT BT L E L, ks, Z0E, HLTH
CFX o R¥BERMHCEBELBRTEDELObLN
B-lactamase E4E 75 ARSHARE 0 $EE AP LTHH
BT LERMELT, BEH D izhEmosti
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Table 28 Elevation of S-GO0T and S-QGPT in various severities of
pneumonia , Mycoplasmalpneumonia , PAP and Others
Diagnosis Elevation of S-GOT and S-GPT

Severit\Drug Pneumonia %ﬁ%%%%%ﬁlgal PAP Others Total

CFX |27 (288) 01 2/8 (250)
Severe

CEZ |01 01

CFX || 6,24(167) 0/4 02 6,30(200)
Moderate

CEZ | 6,20(300) | 0/2 1/7 7,29(241)

CFX || 011 1,/5(200) | L9 2,/25(80)
Mild ;

CEZ | 522(227) 14 6,26(231)

CFX | 02 1711 1/13(79)
Others

CEZ | 2/5 (400) 013 2,18(111)

CFX | 8/44(182) 1,9(111) | 1,12(83) 1,11(91) || 11,/76(145)
Total

CEZ || 8/48(167) | 02 2,/11(182) 013 15/74(203)

(Number of patients with elevated

S-GOT and S-GPT/Total number of>

patients. Numbers in parenthesis indicate percentage,

Ef}_\' L‘f\’_o

FX 3> bRRACEEINIERTH D, L
>, & MToOmAFEENE 30 75 &, »ichESLH
SR BERHTHDY LichiT, £BRTOA
LEFEREMNALEL L BREVLSLEL1H3~
1B ENEEDRYET B LB LB, e
5—-»1"?&*?& TRATI T\ 7o open trial k>
LB 2EHRETHR VAU FEBIh Tz &,
SI1H3~4EOHEN, LLCHEARE 4
SRHTERT A LoBREEND, 18 2EOHIK
YETARBARYERT A L L L, BRARSY
- shot fTh¥, ABHEDOHTITS ST LR XD,
LTARHMPBEOFHKLIINDZ L L,
SFX ORtBEL LU, ERDX 5 SRERY 7
ARHMRER LY SUFEEL oMK L Lics &b
. B D Cephalosporin RHEMWE O F T/ 7 A&
BRI TN 0K b CEZ 2 FY, *o
&b, BEREER LI CEZ & Ceftezole o LL# R
PDOEErhd4y, 1H 4g LT, CFX ©1H 4
REOHBEHE, BWFRELET A LELT,
ABRBRIC B\, WThoER 2 BB TS
DIRTE, BHREHE, BIFRHED D VILEALoHE
BT, EHERETIRBERESE, EFxE5ESh
BEDFORABNNANIATHZ LRBIEL, Bbhic
RAEsY bicR Do, “EERECIVITSC

EMNEMTHD, ZDldi, HEBERRBV2H
EHYBANRTELTH EANEL e 52, CFX i1
BB RECER TR, K EXEHEHA L vial
YHEBEL, NEOEREXRAECLTY, SAB%EON
THERSETHEBCREWT, HEFABROEEDEYIEBRK
TH5Z ERFEBOBEKERAETHD, WThoE#
BECEEL 20012, ELCHEHN LB OT, &
AR, —EFRECILTRE, BT rits
EHROBIRCEL ToFBEOEEEBRET A0,

EIEACEFT ORI REIEF R - T CFX, CEZ o
A2 BEETH L EL, EROBE, 2HLBER
FEE R Lichige st 35 EHHEAR OB 4 L R
z, —EDOEEFZT T, BEEHTE, DEHESR
IVEIEREECHIE R, BERSL BEAYReLK
BUBRZ7IVARHLT, —EORMERC XY 52 -l
VEFTRARE, avie—5—ixlb, REMACEYL
ShEABS R IVEREOHRHEZRBS L LD
Bk, WThoEHREGIRLHHLLWEEEY
el T, MNERETERLL,

OB, ZNERIXACONBT SRR TORERDH
Fwirsined, ERABRRACEREY 2515
BLRE L oo

AIERBICI\T, CFX 5\t CEZ ik 5 X
RICEEGNL 154 BITH 503, H O UHED BRI &M
WM LT 34 BIRERIF L7 120 B o\WC, M3EKIR
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T, BEOERRT, EEE, BRYHR HMEFEND
B SER  BRREEOHZE VB EERL 10
AHBEARBROMBEBL LT, LPEEUEOM
B YBATWEY, ERCHREShIBEIE
FEIH 51 FlL e b HPE D AER LT, ol
L E D LBERBITIST MP ik L B# & hiclE §ik
11 # % §i@ o Cephradine ¢ Amoxycillin D HER

B DB THE ) PRI L & E oheht, RERE

RIGEB RSN 23 fleh h BRTFEL, $ED
B Th, BECER L HBERAROBE L RAK
7, Wb 51‘*\10)%5&7_0\4\13%%’2%&?6 ke
tk,MPm&%lUI%Pk,uhb%%vtﬁﬁﬁ
Blico\WTh, AECEBOHBRERL, &ER B
RoOREECOWTE, HRELEAL—ELTRFATS

b, MPjhgks: PAP %R IRk COL\“C{)&V

aj'l/ 7‘\_0

Eﬁﬁﬂih;uﬁ%%&oﬂﬁmgbfu ﬁfk

Tkl N REE L L HERRYO D B4 LA
w, MNERREBWTHERRET S L L b, Mixo
EEEGS ERFEFESLVEERL, ﬁ&u: 6§
EERDUCHROHUELRRE L 1o

- AMERETERALK 12000 (CFX #5634, CEZ #
£ 57 f) koW, ;ﬁ%@%‘%%&ﬂ:wﬁﬁbt
£, £4, #5, EWEE, S0HE RE HEECT
3, TRUARAMCERZRRD bhith ot WL
BOERCOWTHD L, BAERDEET 5 EAMN
CEZ &—f‘r?ﬂ'&( HEENRDONI, %1, 4l
39°C LA EofERIA CEZ # 58, 37°C R iEHN
CFX #58es<, BvEFTRAK T, 6 ALE
HRTESN, CEZ H#ERHX Y CFX #EH S KF
LIS, LHRmEAMCARRRELL, Loy
ZRHERE WX TFh HRARCEEEYRo
Dol MERRTHELKEEEROWTLSE, B
FEGIH CEZ B ERETIZ IAIFEL 11T 8 ¥ 7o\ 2%,
CFX B 5L 8 PIDEEMNNELE Lo L LFE
A THEZERRBD ORIt ot BEESKTE T
b, MEARCEEEIRE Db 51, MP ik s
PAP % BRA LICHIBEHERRE £x bh b 86 4] (CFX
#5426, CEZ 546 oW ThBL, MWHLEg
FRABIEEWTY, EEERKSW T, CFX 55
CEEMNEL, CEZ REHBERANSL, Th¥E
NEBENRZED bR,

FEIRZDRHERBRE, LER 120 flicovThB L,
CFX &5 630Ih %) 4 0, HEH296I, ©H% 104,
&% 20 6] (E%, AHEHeiEYHR 52.4%), CEZ
Be5-57 BIFELH 5B, B350, 22EHI06, &%

YEFBFF DRI O MIFREER B T B 5 Cephalosporin

‘%, PAP i3 BBEREIY, $ESAHLLE

501, HERE2 M (B, BHEHEE Ry,
%) &, CFX B5Hc®Hons<, MMMy
EZREDbhico =D CFX RETRHD 20603
10 #lix MP Jfi%d B\ ix PAP OEHTH Y, <
CEZ #5cshm 5 Flik 3~ CREMERI% © 5 x5,
12235 C MP [fi%, PAP %4 Li-Msikliky
BT, TRADERHRD LB %75, CR
FapihE 40, B2 6, PLELH6H, &y
Bl (B, EREHEEYK 61.9%), CEL g
PIEL 5 B, A% 27 B, ©EB5 O, K5y
METEE 2 01 (B, RO BHR 12.7%) )
EHRICOBEKDROEIPL LY, BELRE,

L Te\we —, MP jfi%e PAP % ff@ic34ficont

5L, ERPTARL bHEET, CFX 5y
BT O, PR 4G, K100 (HRE 524

CEZ #5 13GIFHR 8 0, XRS5 B Chal
%) LAEAMCERESRD bl A%, *of]

HAWED MP [ifi R PAP W iRREIR % RET 5
RERMCRTETSH Y, SEE B hicFRFO M

Bc s+ 2HREE R Dh, FEADERORSH
MERROBEDEM, ﬁ%ﬁﬂf"ifokﬁ%@%ﬁb
—RCRI D EEL DR B, Tk, 4EOHHRR
@bhic CEZ ORZR 70.2% i3, BECEKLL
S¥ x5 L L CEZ L Ceftezole Obt&ﬁ&“’&g
% CEZ 18 2g BET X HHLHE 82% & AT
THBN, il %@omammmum
RN B BBAAE LI T & 2R 5 b0 LA
hse 4

120 weﬁw&iﬁﬁ’éiéﬂbt mm%mm
Toteh’, BE FSE BE VIhicswii
FRCHEZRRDOhih o leo ¥he, HRERD
BHEDERIZ X Y BAIL, rtﬁzuag%mmm
FEIRED LRI T, LFEH Oﬁiﬂﬁﬁlﬂ?d
BEORD bhRBAERDOHETHILT ufﬁ
REHE LN, BKERDEELLVEBEDBH
T, CFX BEREHMNS MM HRES
Dbt

—7%, MP fifigs, PAP %4t Ui KUEEHEH% %0
DT, %ﬁﬁljoﬁa%féoabhtiﬁﬁﬂ“
BT VT AR AL B A, ERmEoRN
MIOHB T, WFhd BEELRED bhghok |

s, RIEFICOWT, HEEAKO AR
Totefs®, CEZ REBsEEARo®WEMM
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HER, TR, BRERSO BRI HEELTEA
SHEE LAY, £Ef 2T, MP ffi%k, PAP
LB IR OV Th, R o3EE M CFX
) CEZ T Ch TR Y AEEENRBD LRI
foHE DHEEOWTIL, AEARCTHEEEY
bY/9: P o
ko Ekh, 4EEH L CFX &L CEZ nffkic
S B IRER R O BT s\~ T, CFX o {a iR »: CEZ
R X VEEER D - THBIREN B ORI, L
EECHAER L L CoPpREYERTHEMNT MP
¢35 X O PAP #BR4F L c MM RS Hiesi 2 L
SR, TAOKFBRCIBEENRDLR
notie LA, TOBARETSHEEN EOE
BT CFX REHANPLREL, HHEL CFX
) CEZ 0z 5 BEVRENE LN, EROKEER
T CFX X v CEZ oiz 5 M3 ShicBHENED
2o TD CFX ¥R CEZ ORI VH DM
dSEBLAEEFERD 1L LT, Bido X 5k, CFX
TR CEZ Rt sm @, 1826
FEWIBERRTIET S CFX 0 el R RiE
Bh oD TR VLh EHER IR 5,
HEFBRC OV, BRI REREYHETE
BIIERAMN 24 Al XD THETHD, Lk, £
5 HEBREOERY B LB IEMI7 HE 19 4,
A% 12 Blce EE s, ThODEMARDWT,
E¥MHRO L TCEBEZITDbhich ol Itk,
EEARETEERL, R0 X 515 ARMEE, &
i B-lactamase EA BT X BHHAD FEMNL LT
(B X 5 Uicht, Haemophilus USNo 75
AURENAL L ICRAE L E X DRI f1X CFX
FHEA0, CEZ 52 2bh AR E L ¥
G OWTRB L, R, Ry, ER7 v
FREBEEZONBERDO BB Y, CEZ 58
FlRB i, CFX #5H TR 1AKRTTH -
ML, FEERHEE L CEZ 5 2ficxf LT CFX
EHTILS ARED bR, BIfFF DR SR
EUREMY, BEAZREHEED 2T TH 10
NOOEIEH, REREMBEOHBHEE I, MERR
CHEBELTRDILh 5o
¥, SEQLERKIZ T3 GOT, GPT ok
BB IFEGIA 150 Firb 26 B (17.3%) LhichE
LRDLRIN, HEARMICEEEZ XL, BER
BRTHEE, BEACHRCRADbRI Ehb,
S5O EUMN, fikBAKE OBRRERBET DK

BLEXOBRh 3,

LiE, CFX 1M 2g, 1 A 2E#EE X BHMAcxt
DB EE, CEZ 16 2¢g, 1R 2EHE5ICX K
X DL B E LB 1o CFX DN TOEMEEH
LEZT, REEUEDMKEY CFX X hhET 5%
B, BELR RS OEHTLE S DO TR EE
X:F)hf\:o

% ]

MEE S35 CFX & CEZ 0¥EsHE L EIfF
ARHERNTIZ L B & L T 154 floBER,
CFX »%\M% CEZ %, WwThd 1@ 2¢g ¥, 1H
2 EEEMBERT, BRDE, MEXNOE, ER,
TR, REXEOHREE OV EIEAC2WT, HE
FIf T k% well controlled study X b EfEL,
UTFoREEBT

1. £Tofiik 120 A bTetD 5 b D MP fifi%k
L PAP sd4filicxi3+5 CFX oEkaEix CEZ niEkk
SRX bSO EEENZDONR BN, MP fiis & PAP
A Lo AIE A2 86 BIiest T BEERB R oW T
RHEEFBCEREZIRD bR,

2. HBEoHEEOWTUL CEZ 58 X b CFX
BEHNE DN, MofER, TR, REREOKEE
LUV HEYHNHECHA LT, BEAMCEEZTR
»hhice
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5 15% (B

(FHXOES I 25 AR LY RELLFEART S
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The present paper compares the clinical effectiveness and safety of cefoxitin and cefazolin against
bacterial pneumonia in 154 in-patients in a well controlled, comparative study using 2g b.1i.d. of each
drug via intravenous drip infusions.

The following results were obtained on clinical and bacteriological responses, degrees of improve
ment of clinical symptoms, clinical and laboratory findings, and side effects :

1. No statistically significant difference was obtained between the clinical effectiveness of cefoxitin
and cefazolin in 86 cases of bacterial pneumonia. The clinical effectiveness of cefoxitin was found
to be inferior to that of cefazolin with statistical significance, however, when comparison was made
on the basis of both mycoplasmal and primary atypical pneumonia as a single group (34 pts.) and on
the basis of all the pneumonia cases (120 pts.).

2. Also, no statistically significant differences were observed between the two drugs on the de
grees of improvement of clinical symptoms, clinical findings, laboratory and bacteriological findings
with the exception that cefoxitin was found to be inferior to cefazolin in terms of the degree of
improvement of fever.

3. With regard to the frequency of side effects, there was no statistically significant difference
between the two drugs.



