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Cefamondole DHLEEN A IFQHERI® X CIMENEBIC SN TR L7z IFRULEITIZ ATCC Hik
B, IRSELE TR IR 35 & OBIRSH B A oo SFSULIETI2, P. vulgaris, E. cloacae, P.
aeruginosa ICx3LTiZ 100 pg/ml LI L, £0{boBkkicxtL Tid 12.5 ug/ml PITFo MIC HTH
- 70 K. pneumoniae, S. typhimurium, P. vulgaris @ MIC {i5i2 BB IC X > TEWL 72, Cefa-
mondole DIz CEZ kv EFENT . AN T LTI, B. fragilis group izi2 12.5
ug/ml Pl E, £hPIAD Bacteroides, Fusobacterium izi3 12.5 pg/ml LIFD MIC %KL 70
Clostridium, Eubacterium, Peptococcus, Peptostreptococcus 1Tx3U TIZBMWABHNAER Lo €D
#@ihiz CET, CEZ LR#2E T, CEX Xk bh @ TL /-, Cefamandole & EM :DHfficky B.
Sfragilis group I L BHAAZIR%A & & 070 KL B. fragilis icxt U TREERERL foo AFIC
%4 % B. fragilis ® @-lactamase {Etf:iz, CEZ LR% T, CET X 0IEWMEERL 1o F. necro-

Dbhorum EE= U R it 2 IBMERTIE, KBEZRSTHSORHREA LD,

19724E it BBR X /- Cephalosporin R4 HE TH 5 Cefa-
mandole (CMD) 3, #< OfF5tks 5 ARHREICKVHIE
ER%AaT 30 $51C, H. influenzae, Proteus, Enterobacter
Xt L, @3k Cephalosporin %3 & O & o THRILIHIRIIE
RAHH 30,

—%, SRKEREICHUTIE, %KD Cephalosporin Fit:
YELRAEEOHEERANS S,

FESRAEICOVTO M~ HIRFHRIIETR-12DT,
#/ET 5,

1. EBMEGLUAE

1. SEEH®

MR 74 ) A TREIN TS ATCC Dt
Btk TH 5 BACT-CHEK (ROCHE) @ik, E. coli,
K. pneumoniae, P. vulgaris, E. cloacae, S. sonnei, S.
typhimurium, P. aeruginosa, S. aureus, S. epidermidis,
S. pyogenes DE 10 ¥k, B XUHEKMED SAEE S hic
E. coli 32 ¥, K. pneumoniae 18 ¥k, S. marcescens 40
Bk, Proteus 45 ¥k% R 120

W& HEE © B. fragilis group 58 ¥k, Fusobacterium
9 ¥k, RS 7 ARGHARE 18 BB KUY T AMGHEER
B 20 RERAV . ThSDRSHEIZREREKRD &
UBGBERM D 500, REI N/ BKTH 2.

2. B

Cefamandole (CMD), Cephalothin (CET), Cephal-
exin (CEX), Cephaloridine (CER), Erythromycin
(EM) (WIFhbiEFH), Cefazolin (CEZ) (BRR)
Cefoxitin (CFX) ($—e %) flieERL T

3. (R

GAM TR (= v X4), TEP XK CE#),
Brain heart infusion agar (BBL) % & ¢¥ Brucella agar
(BBL) 0 4 fE¥i0 A #E A L 7z, 7%, Brain heart
infusion agar ¥ XU Brucella agar {2 5% ZRMK
EMA I dDERANT,

4. REEMZERE

B & D B S I FETITE - 1257

5. EM tOHRABR

B. fragilis group 26 #iC D\ T, in vitro Td CMD
& EM LoftR%E%E box HiIZ X DML 1<

6. EMERD MIC CHKIITHEE

ERMERICL 3 MIC 0X8% LD 4 oL
BOTRETL 1., EHERIZ, BREKE GAM 74
3 /T 24 RIS L 1o %, HBLFOFHRE'®
T, 1 ml - OEEHKH 107 @, 10° BEELU 108
T3 X HICABL 720

7. EpgibofEe MIC

LD 4 FEoHEic ks MIC 0EBEZ#RITL 72,

8. %ih pH @ MIC [CHKIZTHE

BEBR%KD pH » 5.7, 7.2 XU 8.6 ® GAM
FR 2 ROT MIC 2REL 720

9. BHEER

B. fragilis > 18 BN &E%, MIC @D 1 4L,
265 4f%5 8156 XLU 16 50 CMD 2444 % GAM
FA4avic, ¥ lml -0 107 i3 X S icER
L 7z Anaerobic chamber G, 6, 12, 24, 48 Rkt
BRIC, RBEOEFAFEMDOLRNEERILRE:
THEL. S5, ZBED RBRELHER D T

B. fragilis DR EREMICHERL 72,
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10, WELE .

HA S Itk D EINTO A LIC LT 1778
720 . ot

11, [-lactamase ;Et& ‘ } A

BER AR S 43k X 7 B, fragilis 15 ko CMD i
4% B-lactamase #T#:%, Benzylpenicillin (PCG),
Ampicillin (ABPC), Sulbenicillin (SBPC), CET, CEZ,
BEU CFX iC3 25 B-lactamase itk & H#EL 720
@-lactamase {EH:i3 PERRET 0 Macroiodometric ¥
TP WL 7.

12, F. necrophorum M%?'ﬁZ(-—NTé:#ﬂWJ!

ARk E U THBIRIED F. necrophorum (S-45) %
RN KEigkD GAM MBI MET D 24 K
MYESEEBA 0.2 ml =9 ROERNMBE FICEREL 7.
3 AHRMEIC X IBBRRETERL 72 5 & MRTE AL
2o 2V AIRMEKERM 20 g © dd-N ROREERIz0
CMD o5 % 1 5 1E 1mg5mg 10mg =¥
Z, WELLT, &8 6 EAV, 0k, KEHKRD
CMD icxtd 3 MIC 12 0.39 pg/ml CH - 120 5
27 BRAEL, 8 REICERHMRL, BHEmBAL, M,
i M?J&Ufgf’a?fﬁftbf:o ‘

I. iﬁiﬁﬁﬂ

1. MERRI IS4 :

CMD DiFZHEEICNT 5B 2 <2 + 7 4% Table
1iz, MEHREICHT 2HER %7 + 7 4% Table2,3
ITRU o

FRMERF T3, P. vulgaris, E. cloacae, P. aeruginosa
iciz 100 pg/ml Ll b, DD Bdk iz 12.5 pg/ml
UTo MIC Thotoo Eiz, K pnewnoniae, S. typhi-
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murium, P. pulgaris © MIC |2 5mBIEIC & » TE%
BP0
RS L Tid, B. fragilis group Tl 12.5 ug

/m] BlEo MIC, £hBAD Bacteroides ¥ & U Fuso-

bacterium T3 12.5 wg/ml LI Foo MIC TH» 7o
XL, MEWES 5 L BYERME L U RBICIZAVITE
HN%ERU T

Fig. 1, 2, 3, 4 it, E. coli 32 #, K. pneumoniae 18
Bk, S. marcescens 40 &, Proteus 45 #% it 3§44 % MIC
DN % RMTTAR TR U o E coli ik20 T, %
DI 48 26 pg/ml LIFo MIC T, CMD it CEZ
LOETRNIEMTH » 720 K preumaniae T b
¥Hs-25 ug/ml LIFD MIC 43p4i2RU 748, CEZ &
FEWEDILM - 720 S. marcescens Tit CMD, CEZ &
bic, 28kbs 100 wg/ml LIk 0 MIC A% TH - 120
Proteus it> T CEZ J:D%‘:Fﬁﬂ‘tb‘éb‘ Bt
BROSIDIE D 5 120

CMD o £ fRTViEicrd 2 MIC 215% Table 4,
5 IR U tzo B. fragilis group i3 58 #h 54 #% (93%)
7% 25 pg/ml Pl MIC H#H%ERUI, —F, Puso-
bacterium |3 2%k 25 ug/ml PITD MIC /4. Th-
fo WKHES 7 AIBHEIRES 18 ¥k, EBHEPKEN 20 #kict
LTid, BOHREHERL 7

% 7-, B. fragilis 58 ¥k, Fusobacterium 9 ¥, ¥&<
W77 AMBHERE 18 BB X UBHERE 20 KicHd 2
MIC % CET, CEX, CER, CEZ & i.#L 7- (Fig.5, 6,
7, 8), CMD off&ttgbicxd 24idAid CET, CEZ
LIZIZREET, CEX LoEhT 3, CER LHET
% &, Fusobacterium L TIRETH®E2, HEAES
7 ABHERE S X OB BREICY L Tid CER K43,

Table 1  Activity of cefamandole and cefazolin against
standard strains
MIC (ug/mD)
Organism CMD CEZ
: , 10%* 10¢ 10°* 10¢
E.colii = ATCC 25922 3.13 1.56 313 1.56
K. pneumoniae . ATCC 27736 12.5 1.56 12,5 1.56
P. vulgaris ATCC 6380 | >100 6.25 | >100 >100
E. cloacae ATCC 13047 | >100 >100 >100 | >100
" S. sonnei ATCC 11060 6.25 12.5 12,5 25

S. typhimurium ATCC 13311 3.13 0.19 1.56 1.56
P. aeruginosa ATCC 9721 | >100 >100. ' | >100 >100
S. aureus . ATCC 25923 0.78 0.19 6.25 0.19
S. epidermidis  ATCC 14990 0.39 0.19 0.39 0.39
S. pyogenes ATCC 10389 0.19 0.19. . 0.19 . 0.39

* : Inoculum size, 10* microbial cell units/ml
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Table 2 Activity of cefamandole and other cephalosporins against
anacrobic gram-negative bacteria
MIC (ug/ml)
Organism CMD CET CEX CER CEZ

B. fragilis ss

fragilis 12582 12.5 25 50 12.5 12.5

fragilis 2552 50 50 50 50 25

ovatus Ju-6-1 100 >100 100 100 100

thetaiotaomicron 2530 50 50 12,5 25 25

distasonis 1448 25 50 25 25 12.5

vulgatus 25158 25 25 25 12.5 12.5
B. praeaqutus ATCC 25539 | 019 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19
B. furcosus ATCC 25662 0.19 0.39 0.78 0.19 0.39
F. varium ATCC 8501 125 6.25 | >100 0 12.5 12.5
F. varium 1004 3.13 313 >100 12.5 3.13
F. necrophorum S45 0.39 1.56 3.13 6.25 1.56
V. alcalescens NH-5 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19
Inoculum size, 10 microbial cell units/ml

Table 3  Activity of cefamandole and other cei)halosporins against
I anaerobic gram-positive bacteria )
(s )
Organism MIC (ug/mi)
CMD CET CEX CER CEZ

C. perfringens JAM-3-1 0.78 1.56 0.78 0.78 0.19
C. botulinum S 0.19 ' 0.39 3.13 0.39 0.19
C. tetani ‘ 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19
Bif, adolescentis ATCC 15705 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.19 0.39
E. lentum E-13-14 25 12,5 0.78 3.13 25
E. limosum ATCC 8486 3.13 313 3.13 0.78 6.25
P. acnes ' 3960 019 | 0.9 10.39 0.19 0.19
P. anaerobius 1351 0.19 0.19 1.56 0.19 0.19
P. asaccharolyticus PL4-1 0.19 0.19 0.78 0.19 0.19
P, magnus . ATCC 14956 0.39 0.78 12,5 0.19 1.56
P. prevotii { ATCC 9321 0.39 0.19 "1.56 0.19 0.78
Pst. micros 1194 1.56 0.39 12.5 0.39 0.78
Pst. anaerobius B-38 3.13 0.39 100 0.39 0.39
Pst. productus ATCC 27340 3.13 - 3.13 25 0.19 3.13

Inoculum size, 10° microbial cell units/ml
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Fig. 1 Comparison of susceptibility of 32 strains of E, coli
to cefamandole and cefazolin
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Fig. 2 Comparison of susceptibility of 18 strains of K. pne-
umoniae to cefamandole and cefazolin
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Fig. 3 Comparison of susceptibility of 40 strains of S. ma-

rcescens to cefamandole and cefazolin
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75 ¥, B. fragilis group iz, Zh 5@ Cephalosporin
FECHLTOFNHENRZRETH - 10

2. EM &OHRAHR

B. fragilis 26 ¥kth 8 BRICHE « DIZEE D BHAZIR R
W10 B. fragilis ss. vulgatus (ES-26) {ZDW\ T Z DK
A Fig. 9 iIT;RL 72

3. EHERD MIC CHKIFTHE

RS EROTOEBERICL 3 MIC 0XEH*%,
Fig. 10, 11, 12, 13 it7;RU 70 GAM Htih - TEP #i1
DB4, F. varium XU P. anaerobius ® MIC ic#
TEEHEEIC XS MIC oE#hxam@»vohtz. —H,
5 % FRIM# N Brucella agar 35 LU Brain heart
infusion agar DA, F. varium, C. perfringens,
P. anaerobius itxi4 5 MIC 3 EEERIC L HEFHL,
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Fig. 4 Comparison of susceptibility of 45 strains of Profeus
to cefamandole and cefazolin
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MCU* : Microbial cell units

Table 4  Susceptibility of anaerobic gram-negative rods to cefamandole

Organism MIC (ug/ml) No. of
0.19 10.39 |0.78 | 1.56 | 3.13 | 6.25 | 12,5 | 2§ §0 | 100 | >100 | strains
B. fragilis ss

fragilis 1 6 8 15
ovatus 1 1
thetaiotaomicron 2 2
distasonis 1 1 1 1 4 13 21
vulgatus 1 15 1 1 18
B. fragilis ssp. 1 1
F. varium 2 1 2 1 6
F. necrophorum 1 1
Fusobacterium sp. 1 1 2

Inoculum size, 10¢ microbial cell units/ml

Table 5  Susceptibility of anaerobic gram-positive rods and cocci to cefamandole

Organism MIC (ug/ml) No. of
0.19 | 0.39 | 0.78 | 1.56 |3.13]| 6.25 | 12,5 | 25 | 50 | 100 | 100< | strains
Clostridium 6 1 1 8
Bifidobacterium 2 2
Eubacterium ] 1 1 1 3
P. acnes 2 1 2 S
Peptocogcus 7 4 3 1 15
Peptostreptococcus 1 1 3 N
Inoculum size, 10° microbial cell units/ml
Z0iEd GAM, TEP HEHIDBA LD K&, 5. i pH @ MIC (CHKIZTEE

4. E@gHOEFE MIC —WOBEKT, Hib pH ZMUMBIT 7oh ) H

5% ZF RN Brucella agar %A TRIEL 72 MIC fizB%d 5 L, MIC IC—Btf ¢ SV D% Tt
i2, GAM #tih, TEP $ithds LU 5% FRIMm#N Brain M, BEAEOEKTEN pH (282 MIC 0Z#%
heart infusion agar Zf\ 7z MIC ® Yo~ OfE %R B8 - 12 (Fig. 15),

L7- (Fig. 14),
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Fig. 5 Comparison of antibacterial activity of cefamandole
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Fig. 7 Comparison of antibacterial activity of cefamandole

and cephaloridine
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Fig. 8 Comparison of antibacterial activity of cefamandole
and “cefazolin
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Fig. 9 Combined effect of cefamandole with
erythromycin to B. fragilis ss. vulgatus

Erythromycin ~
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8. MMM 1

CMD %&MEIC A% T 2 Hiuh TOLERUDORDE
Fig. 16 iz, B. fragilis oiaegi{t% Fig. 17 IORL

24 RsMikic, MIC mmeafispomRia 107 @/
ml & 10 f8/ml ic, MIC o 2 {5mE A EPD
W42 10% fH/ml gL 7. MIC @ 415, B K
O 16 THRE A A D k12, 24 BERRICIE O (C
BAU, & ohicBEIERAMED 517,

X51C, ZREAFEMNTO B. fragilis DEREL
T2, CMD DMRENHGOIZY, BHOEBLE E bIC
iy damage £ FF T 5 ENBEINT,.

7. WEOLR

RBRE AR LA Ok~ Fig. 18 ILZRL 12, B. fra-
gilis ss. fragilis i3 17 #I\T 25 ug/ml 75 100 ug/
ml }lJ-ic step by step ® ER%L 7, P. variabilis
i3 step by step TizH2H8 20 T4 0.39 ug/ml

Fig. 10 Influence of inoculum size on MIC of cefamandole on

MIC (ug/ml)

Fig.
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Fig. 12 Influence of inoculum size on MIC of cefamandole on
BruceLLA agar medium with 5% rabbit blood
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Fig. 13 Influence of inoculum size on MIC of cefamandole on BHIA
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Fig. 14 MIC of cefamandole on various media
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Fig. 15 Influence of medium pH on MIC of cefamandole
lor B. thetailotaomicron
‘/A\‘~
Fi Y
Z SR, )
$esl 1 3
3 F. varium E. limosum
Q &,*"’"’ P. anaerobius
= 1.56F L o TS T
. , B. adolescentis P. i}
00k B Jragilia S S ’j:/
) F—m_:;omzr-u?u SC. perfringens L L
57 7.2 86 57 7.2 86 57 7.2 86
Medium pH
Fig. 16 Bactericidal effect of cefamandole aga- Fig. 18 Development of resistance to cefama-
inst B. fragilis ndole
10
100<p B. [ragilis ss [ragilis /
100 |
E 8 Control :; % _—/"’—"/
= > P. variabilis
€ 2625
S 6 %)
by g 156 |
s
3 0.39
= 4 L 1 I J
¢ 5 10 15 20
L3
2 Serial cultures
I
S 2
5 6.25 pg/mlic L RLAICEEZ S,

1
6 12 24 48
Incubation time (Hours)
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8. pB-lactamase ;Et%
B. fragilis OD&¥KHAICx$T 2 B-lactamase EHEE
(M/h/mol) % Table 6 i, PCG & B-lactamase &

M2 100 & Lo FEHD B-lactamase fEE & L

7-i%4k% Table 7 IT7RLU 726

CMD o B-lactamase {&tEii CEZ @ B-lactamase
EMELRRET, CET XEWETH > Ti, Ce-
phalosporin #¥icxd 5 B-lactamase 7E#i3, Peni-
cillin #¥Kicxdd 5 B-lactamase FFEH L DML HE
fEERLU 7,

CMD icx4d 5 B. fragilis @ B-lactamase i&t:&
MIC & B§h% Table 81 ;RL7:c CMD iz 3443
B-lactamasefEtEps 1.0 uM/h/ml Ll ED % & DEikk

iZxdd % CMD MIC i394 ~<T 100 pg/ml LIETH

-7 - : .
9. F. necrophorum 7 9 R (CXT DiEMHE
CMD 7 B E5®O~ Y REMAR (BFrEE, B
9, IREORT, AFUK ec) 12, k5RHICHL,
HEOOIHEBLRDI. T, RADEEOEE I
BRICELTHREESAI. LLL, CMD #5&T %D
ZIBBOERT, 1 mg BXU 5 mg/<v z/day #5
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Table 6 (-Lactamase activity of B. fragilis to f-lactam antiblotics
B-Lactamase activity (uM/h/ml)
Stralns PCG | ABPC | SBPC | CET | CEZ | CMD | CFX
B. fragilis V-284-3 1.18 | 0.44 | 0.28 66.97 | 1293 | 18.14 | 0.04
B. fragilis V-277 0.68 | 0.41 | 0.23 61.65 | 13.18 | 16.48 | 0.08
B. fragilis V-261-2 042 | 0.20 | 0.08 | 104.58 | 12.83 | 14.36 | 0
B. fragilis V-261-1 1.12 | 0.48 | 0.30 69.57 | 13.02 | 14.77 | 0.01
B. fragilis V-302-1 0.67 | 0.33 | 0.22 72.20 | 12.11 | 18.00 | 0.07
B. frag'iﬁ's V-302-2 2.81 | 0.38 | 0.10 68.60 | 1246 | 14.64 | 0.15
B. fragilis V-240-1 040 | 0.38 | 0.12 | 115.14 | 13.40 | 18.36 | 0.02
B. fragilis V-240-2 0.28 | 0.12 | 0.08 | 148.00 | 1242 | 11.62 | 0.01
B. fragilis V-224-1 0.86 | 0.60 | 0.18 89.24 [ 1291 | 18.62 | 0.10
B. fragilis V-176 0.52 | 0.52 | 0.02 55.89 | 13.14 744 | O
B. fragilis V-296 1.50 | 0.73 | 0.39 | 147.50 | 1144 | 1472 | O
B. fragilis V-271-1 0.59 | 0.32 | 0.13 66.45 | 12.80 | 14.54 | O
B. fragilis V-307-2 148 | 0.59 | 0.36 57.80 | 14.06 360 [ O
B. fragilis V-328-1 0.11 [ 002 | O 0.24 2.48 0.67 | 0.01
B. fragilis V-158-1-2-2 0.04 [ 005 | O 436 | 13.97 0.06 | O
Table 7  p-Lactamase activity of B. fragilis to cefamandole and other
cephalosporins
. p-Lactamase activity*
Strains
PCG | ABPC | SBPC | CET CEZ | CMD | CFX
B. fragilis V-284-3 100 37 24 5,675 1,095 | 1,537 3
B. fragilis V-271 100 60 34 9,066 1,938 ( 2,424 | 12
B. fragilis V-261-2 100 48 19 24,900 | 3,054 | 3419 0
B. fragilis V-261-1 100 43 27 6,212 1,163 | 1,319 1
B. fragilis V-302-1 100 49 33 10,776 1,807 | 2,687 | 10
B. fragilis V-302-2 100 14 4 2,441 443 521 5
B. fragilis V-240-1 100 95 30 28,785 3,350 | 4,590 5
B. fragilis V-240-2 100 43 29 52,857 | 4,436 4,150 4
B. fragilis V-224-1 100 70 21 20,753 1,501 ] 4,330 | 12
B. fragilis V-176 100 100 4 10,748 2,527 | 1,431 0
B. fragilis V-296 100 49 26 9,833 763 | 1,963 0
B. fragilis V-271-1 100 54 22 11,263 2,169 | 2,464 0
B. fragilis V-307-2 100 40 24 3,905 950 | 243 0
B. fragilis V-328-1 100 18 0 218 2,254 609 9
. B. fragilis V-158-1-2-2 | 100 125 0 10,900 | 34,925 150 0

* p-Lactamase activity of PCG = 100

BICE TR BB S F. necrophovum 38 E .,
REEOBEIT BDSNIIh» 570 10 mg/= v R/day
DAR HBED BE IR, X O »IEBRDIRE FD

7-(Table 9),

‘ m. % =
Cephalosporin F&#it:4H Cefamandole i DT,

RIS 5 AR L X RT3 MEEN

BETEFTIE - 120

CMD o E. coli, K. pneumoniae, Proteus \Cxd 341
Bl CEZ tEEEMLETBN T UL, ¢h
5 O ERHMSME SV RIEBRYWED &8 S N Bbk T
HB Db, ERRESNTOIRBIZL BN HBifE
MAERE 5T,
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Table 8  g-Lactamase activity and MIC of B. fragills to cefamandole
g-Lactamase activity (uM/h/ml)
0.1>(01~05|05~1.0]1.0~5.0]50~100]10.0~ 100
12.5
Mic |25
L]
(ug/ml) 50 1
100
>100 1 1 11
* No. of strains

Table 9  Chemotherapeutic effect of cefamandole
on subcutaneous abscess due to

F., necrophorum

Dose No. of | Recovery of organism from
(mg/mouse/day) | mouse LA[Lu| H|Li|Sp] K
1 6 6*1 0 0|1|1] 4

5 6 4 |0 1111110

10 6 110 0(0jo0]| O
Untreated 6 6 |1 0(2]0]1

LA; local abscess, Lix; lung, H ;heart,
Li; liver, Sp;spleen, K ;kidney
* No. of mouse from which organism was detected

—%, &MU T3, Fusobacterium, {5t
5 LIBHARE S L UBIERRBIC Y Lk hiEA 2 H L,
CET, CEZ L[ER2E T, CEX Xh@Eh T, LU,
RS BREGED O S EIC M X, —iiC Penicil-
lin %% LU Cephalosporin ZyfitE#IICHifttTH 5 B.
fragilis group iZxtL T3, AADEAH 25 ug/ml LL
+o MIC T&h -7,

GrirriTH 50 O HEI%, CMD L EM Lo
UFR%hE%E B. fragilis group IOV TRALLET 5,
26 grh 8 phicHiZx OREOHAMHRMSEDShiz, T
NoPFRBRDAY SNl 8k, BEAEDNEM i
IR A AT B HERTH - 70

BEEROERTIE, MIC @ 1~4 {SBESAHEN
T, AEEZABICHL L, & ohICRENERZ M
Wio 72, CMD OIERAZFFEKIZ, 7474
I {t%> Spheroplast #fHi&rs & DILRRELH B Sh
7o

B. fragilis @ Cephalospoin ##icxtd % G-lacta-
mase 7Et£(3, Penicillin Z¥icxdd 5 G-lactamase i&
MO OENEER U, Licds->T, B. fragilis
DEEET 2 B-lactamase |3 Cephalosporinase B Tdh
Z &%z 5h, WeinricH 0 OussoN &' ki & fE
BPLTWn3,

F. necrophorum |&gu= 9 2 DEWIIER T2, CMD o
IR OBGIC & O RN B SN 5, 1EG D IRK
D SN, RO 10 HIEREOKBFICE -
Tikg 2L L 1o
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THE IN VITRO AND IN VIVO ACTIVITY OF CEFAMANDOLE

HiroMu IMAMURA, Tovako KoBayasHl, IzuMi WATANABE, TAkAYUKI EzaAki,
SuuNro KoBaTA, KuNniToMO WATANABE, KEIu NiNnoMiva, Kazue Ueno and

SHOICHIRO SuzukIi

Department of Bacteriology, Gifu University School of Medicine

The in vitro and in vive activity of cefamandole was investigated. The activity of cefamandole was co-
mparable to those of other cephalosporins against aerobic and anaerobic bacteria. The activity of cefammand-
ole against aerobic bacteria was as well as cefazolin, while cefamandole was very active against anaerobic b-

acteria except B. fragilis group.

Combination of erythromyein and cefamandole have exhibited synergistic activity against B. fragilis group.
Development of resistance in vifro was quite remarkable against B. fragilis and rather slow against P.

variabilis.

And fifteen strains of B. fragilis were tested for their ability to produce beta-lactamase by microiodo-
metric method. Strains of B. fragilis produced higher titer of cephalosporinase than penicillinase.



