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CHEMOTHERAPY

Cefamandole @ in vitro H,E 1B

E-xT N W He-m B W i
#H E 1 OA-H B OR X
BT SRR AL TR

5 H

AWk Cephalosporin 2% Cefamandole O in vitro {iM{EFIE MM L 12o AKiZ, 7 5 LIBHEMIC
BMOABEAEEL, BRIRRERL 75 2 BHERICEBAOINMERA RS bV ERLI, KHTh, 41V
K — ittt Proteus 1, Enterobacter MHiciimdsimm<, H. influenzae iC Ampicillin &% DiEH:
ARUIcCERARFDOKE KU TH . BKIMKOBREUI DS, AFI2 0.78 pg/ml LITFT
S. aureus, H. influenzae OAMAMIEL, 3.1 ug/ml Tid P. mirabilis, Klebsiella sp. @ 90% LI
t, E. coli, C. freundii @ 80%, Enterobacter ® 70%, 4 v ¥ — WiRtt Proteus o 60% 1582t
CH-1o Proteus othTid, P. vulgaris OBFHD, ZDMOMMIZ 5~XT{E. Cefazolin,
Cefoxitin ic3d 2 KM LRSS, Serratia marcescens, P. vulgaris ic2\ Tiz Cefoxitin
LVE sttt Mos 5 oatRIici3 Cefamandole DFICIEZHDH O B E B LI, 75
LGYEBIIC XS T 2 L B (LD S B RBETERIL, X D ELICIEVRERTIBY Sh/z. fEA
EOWBE» 55T, BREHRIZEDPHICREL, BEHOHBNT LE2THRL .

75 LA EICh®R T 2 B-lactamase DS b, Penicillinase KB IC PP REE DM H >
7z, Cephalosporinase B CIZHMKSMBEEINIZL W EXBASHICL e DT &id, Enterobacter,
Proteus QAT 3 BORZFHIC X < KB L 720

JUNE 1979

# =

Cefamandole {32, 1972¢EX[H Eli Lilly #OW%EICENT
BER & /- Cephalosporin Bk TH b, Enterobacter sp.,
4 Y F—BH: Proteus iICbHiBEH%ERL, tXkD€7 70
ZRY) 7XDSLEAOHBE R R P VvEBT I ENRAHE
hTW3Y, Eli Lily # CREBRYUMZEL, MBEIESER
HizfeHic Na i (CMD) ToBAR%EMTS LIcds, £0 For-
myl ester {k, 3 7ibHH Nafate (CMD-Nafate) TRIF% &
U, RKTOBREABLENATOE Y, &, WEXR
MEDHEREICLD, Na HOREL OB EhBRICED,
OPBETRCOETHAEMRBEDONSC LI -T2,
CMD i KUF CMD-Nafate Dt I3 Fig.1 iIKRLE
BYHTH3,

A#iI3FELT Na Bik>0 T, RBRENHREERICHET 2
i % DRRETATTILV, #OBEs Cephalosporin Rt HE &
DOHBETIL-1-DT, ZORMKERET S,

I. EBRMHEIUERE %

1) [ERE

Cefamandole (CMD, Eli Lilly), Cefazolin (CEZ,
Fujisawa), Cefoxitin (CFX, Merck-Sharp & Dohme),
Cephaloridine (CER, Shionogi), Cephalothin (CET,
Shionogi), Ampicillin (ABPC, Banyu) % f{ligE<T
FERL. LiEo%EHiz, CER Ak Na 4EH
U7cds, —EBicikSEZERD B #JT Cefamandole Nafate

Fig. 1 Structural formulas of cefamandole
sodium () and cefamandole nafate
(m
Q—-CH-CON
AH Hz)-@
(1) OONa Hs
IH-CONH
OCH
I
0
()

(CMD-Nafate, Eli Lilly) &8 L7-0

2) HREHK

EREKRI, MYHRREEKREZERL 2. BERHARE
ROBKID, EFENERISHERREZ CHRRE
TNt bDERVI,

3) HmEHAEE

AAR(CFEREZDIC I DED Sh - B/ NRE Rk 1
BFE B 1K > T MIC EAERIEL 72,

HEmAEiciZ, Trypto-Soy Broth (TSB, %8¥) %
R/, streptococei iICiZc NicBMES 1% BE
IKmA 7B 5 U sz Haemophilus influenzae ¢
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iz Brain Heart Infusion Broth (BHIB, %) iz 5%
Bacto-FiLpes enrichment (Difco) £ ¥inL foisi%
FRLA. BEHRAEAEME LT, Sensitivity Test
Agar (STA, S®t) Z4ER L A8, streptococei iCid
hicEMM% 5% nx 7o H. influenzae izi3 STA ic
3% Bacto-FiLpEs enrichment AWMU THAL 20
WM T 37°C, 20 RERAEEMRL iM% TSB CK
D& IMRLT 10° cells/ml & XU 10° cells/ml ©
ZBHHCARL 7, TR, 25 BB NS &
U 100 fRIRECE, 277 ARPEBIZ 10 A5k £ T 1,000
ERRBE TN TR L. 120, H. influenzae i3
100 fERR¥BE 10° cells/ml OB E L, WiNE,
EEEBickh, —AE&E (#1ul) AMEREL, 37°C,
20~22 FsRIKIHR MIC MEZREL Ao

4) NEHCRIITERRFOEE

ERFERRIEL, L ) iKiotco BUARHE
12, EMAFERICHE (3) THMLERE 1/100
BEBTACZLICE-T, #hZhOEEERELALE
720 37°C, 20~22 BERGKCES, WRHEICLHEDH
RMIC & 5B D ABDEORIERES MIC & U7, Kt
iz, FWso Tzfvypto—Soy Agar XU Broth,

MueLLBr-HiNTON Agar, Heart Infusion Agar XU ’

Broth, Nutrient Agar # % ¢ Broth, Sensitivity Test
Agar & Difco 8§ MueiLer-HintoN Broth %4/
Utzo %7, pH OX%%E B4 3 i5Hicid, Difeo
o Antibiotic Medium No. 3 # K,HPO, XU
KH,PO, #EBALT, Bi&lE 0.3 Micis3E51c
EMLT, pH 6, 7 BXU 8 ORMARBL 7o M
OSB3, BN (FEikm#E KK.) XU 56°C, 305
THEMILL - AMIEE 10~50% 2B &€/ TSB i
THE LT

5) BREfERONTE v

(a) HEBOEIL: Htid TSB (35D M0,
HEEREBERRL T, 2 BIHELEEL T 10°~10°
cells/ml OxFIFREREIIL, BKREBED 10 LB
DEMTERE 1/10 BMAT 31°C CTHEERE HT
o EHITMES b SEBEHIC—BARKL, TSB T#
HEFRL 705 HI Agar IciBRIL T, 37°C, 20~22 k%
RO, 70=—HEICX DEBMERIEL 7

(b) MBC Q#EBSHZEAL : 96 @ well &> Micro-
titer f§ U-plate (Cooke #81) ic, #{kd TSB F#
OMREF) (£ 50 ul) 21ERT 3, RiC, TSB TH#E
U7 SR O Bl 24 1X107 cells/ml ic 8L T
50 ul WINT 3 C Lick DML, 37°C THERERY
3o FERWIZ, ¥ 0.1 pl ZEEMICE well SRR
TaBrSTRLBBICE-T, &8 (, 2, 3,

4, 5, 24 B5M) iR L, Nutrient Agar (NA, Nis-
sui) ORI LicHMiEMT 5. HEEHIF, 37°C
20 K5I L, SEARICERINIMEKE HRL
T, JEMH 10 ALITIC 5 RIS E BN
B (MBC) L LTHEL)k. COKETD MBC i£®
BRIz kb 98% TN T B, RHIEGHD
HMITE DT THAEMG, FRA% 24 BMIC, M
Ric & 5 REVE WIRIICHIEL T, MIC £3Reb7c

6) LIiRMBMMMIC &S ERMORRME

SHBR O MHE# 5X107 cells/ml icIg®L, €
o-H&E%, 2 EMROEYSHRRFAME (STA) i
ML, 37°C CHERT 5, FiRiT 1 BHEEIC D B
L, cover glass D& TAMHEEFAMKE (BANEY,
fss x1,000) TEAEOEBERYEL 20

7)  B-lactamase G OWMPE

(a) HENFEIORM : FRAEO EXCiZ, RS
43> (Nissu) 2R 37°C, 24 MEERE,
3,000xg, 20 HRIDMLTERL, 0.1 M Potassium
phosphate buffer (pH 7.0) T—[El2:#%, [ buffer
I3, KA, sonicater (KEMIERT 20 kHz) T
2 HIABE B 720 BMBEELBICONTIE, 37
°C T—RHiEEEL cEkEET 10 {ERRL, 37
°C, 2 BsRSliRMIE# L, Penicillin G AF&iEE 100
ug/ml iTimZ 7= (P. aeruginosa Oi4A 1 mg/ml 28
Wi)e E5IT 2 BeiRBERK, HEL, Lo bu-
ffer © 1 Ekipk, BBELT, FARCBERLEL
118 1co WREL 2o BiR%, 33,000xg, 30 LU,
ZOLHAHBERER L LTRW .

(b) EWLIMWIMZ DMWY : E. coli 6, E. cloacae 214
DOEBERIES3 CM-Sephadex C-50 # 5 a %R\, E.
coli W-3110 RTEM, Klebsiella sp. 363 DRSS
|3 DEAE-Sephadex A-25 # 5 L%2FVC, Zo=t
7774 —% 1 @7V, FEiEESZ$, Eid buf-
fer IcxdL T & L b0 % MRS L UTERL
70

8) B-lactamase ;EitlIEkR

(a) Bioassay j% : Microtiter f§ U-plate ic, g
FHEAE 2 ERRL, EXEZRKBE 250 pg/ml finx
2 (CEX @& 500 ug/ml & U7c)o 37°C, 2 BeRIBUE
%, BELE%, E coli B 2 EH& TS Agar well
ETREL 2. BERREEKCHREC, BHRER
e T 577 74EXL, EED 50% =ARENT
LB A kT, CER £#XE#L LT, XMoo
HokS FREEE %R L 7o

(b) SESMBIRINE : B-7 7 4 AREBOBRICHS %
MORNERRNOBOEFAL T, BEEHEREL
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150 BIKNTHATS B-5 2 2 A BUR WRicEk
BEEEEMBLDIC, HS5H L LEHD KW
Klebsiella sp. 363 OMR TRAMREI S DL HR
HID#ER RS b vnd, HMESHARKE & AOD Lo
HRBRBREREL 2 DRMICE - TERL 7o KIS,

30°C DKEBE L BN LT = LKL BN
200~20 @ Cell holder g B e+ 2 Xy b DOHPT

vt - JUNE 1979
F5 o fco MERIRINE XUMRMBEMD AOD DXL
%, BIL 200 M FREHTRREL, IMKHRERE
MHIL 7o Lineweaver-Burk plot X0 I H =z Y ZE&
Kn BLY Voo 2RB72,

I.XMER
1) #MRARY pPSL

Table 1  Antibacterlal spectra of cefamandole and other g-lactam antibiotics
Inoculum size: One loopful of 10# cells/mi
Oreant MIC (ug/ml)

ganisms CMD. CFX CEZ CER
B. subtilis ATCC 6633 0.025 0.39 0.1 0.0125
B. anthracis 0.2 12.5 0.39 0.1
B. cereus 1FO 3001 6.25 12.5 3.13 0.78
S. aureus FDA 209P JC-1 0.1 0.78 0.1 0.0125
S. aureus Smith 0.78 1.56 0.78 0.0
S. aureus ATCC 12600 0.1 0.78 0.2 0.012$
S. aureus ATCC 9144 0.2 1.56 0.2 0.025
S. aureus ATCC 25923 0.2 1.56 0.2 0.0128
S. aureus C—-14 (ABPC-R) 0.39 3.13 0.39 0.1
S. epidermidis ATCC 14490 0.2 1.56 0.39 0.08
S. pyogenes C-203 0.05 1.56 0.2 0.0128
S. pyogenes ATCC 10389 0.05 1.56 0.1 0.0125
S. faecalis i 50 >100 50 12.5
S. pneumoniae 1 0.1 1.56 0.1 0.025
S. pneumoniae 11 0.1 1.56 0.1 0.025
S. pneumoniae 111 0.2 3.13 0.2 0.025
C. diphtheriae  Tront < 0.0125 0.025 0.025 < 0.006
E. coli NIHJ JC-2 0.78 k - 1.56 1.56 313
Ecoli ATCC 1175 0.78 3.13 1.56 3.13
E. coli ATCC 25922 0.78 3.13 1.56 3.13
K. pneumoniae SRL~1 0.39 1.56 1.56 1.56
K. pneumoniae ATCC 27736 0.39 3.13 1.56 3.13
K. pneumoniae IFO 3512 0.2 0.78 0.78 3.13
S. typhimurium 0.1 0.78 1.56 1.56
S. typhimurium ATCC 13311 0.2 0.78 0.78 1.56
S. typht 0.1 0.78 1.56 1.56
8. paratyphi A 0.2 0.78 1.56 3.13
S. sonnei  Ohara 0.1 0.78 1.56 - 3.13
S. sonnei ATCC 11060 6.25 25 6.25 6.25
S. flexineri var Y 0.2 3.13 1.56 1.56
S. dysenteriae 0.2 3.13 1.56 3.13
P, mirabilis PR-4 0.78 1.56 3.13 6.25
P, mirabilis IFO 3849 3.13 6.25 12.5 125
P. vulgaris CN-329 1.56 3.13 100 >100
P, vulgaris ATCC 6380 0.78 1.56 100 100
P, vulgaris IFO 3851 0.39 1.56 12,5 12.5
P. morganii IFO 3848 0.2 1.56 25 50
P. inconstans IFO 12930 0.1 1.56 0.39 3.13
E. cloacae ATCC 13047 >100 >100 >100 >100 '
E. cloacae 233 3.13 >100 >100 >100
C. freundii IFO 12681 3.13 12,5 25 25
S. marcescens ATCC 13880 12.5 12.5 >100 >100
P. aeruginosa D >100 >100 >100 >100
P, aeruginosa ATCC 25619 >100 > 100 >100 >100
P. aeruginosa ATCC 9721 >100 >100 >100 >100

Agar dilution method
Medium: Sensitivity test agar (STA) i
(Streptococcus, Corynebacterium: STA + 5% Horse sem)
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7T NRBHEBY 17 Bk, 775 APRHEE 28 BTy B4k
®if% CET, CEZ, CER, CFX &l T, Table 1,
2 IKiRL 12

CMD 37" 7 @Y ict U CET &k b4 304,
CEZ *RBEDOWEN%2R U, B. cereus, S. faecalis %
BLBET 1ug/ml DLITD MIC THoto 77 LMK
HETIR, BREPEGEN MIC ERL, {EHK

BOEOHICE  ICEENNSHhTH B, Ete, WK
@ Cephalosporin iz BBt D&\ Proteus M, Entero-
bacter (CHIIMN ETRT C LM KMMNTH S, Pro-
teus MDBRTIZ, 4 ¥ F = VBHRITTEM: BN,
MR A& T2 EHMNDOETHHEICHED SH,

Serratia, Enterobacter T &EMDMEH%ERL 720 CMD
i3, Hb3E & RBjic Psoudomonas aerugimosa 1ZxtL Tl

Table 2  Antibacterial spectra of cefamandole and other g-lactam antibiotics
Inoculum size: One loopful of 10° cells/ml
MIC (ug/ml)
anisms

Org CMD CFX CEZ CER
B. subtilis ATCC 6633 0.025 0.78 0.2, 0.025
B. anthracis 0.2 12.5 0.39 0.1
B. cereus IFO 3001 6.25 25 6.25 1.56
S. aureus FDA 209P JC-1 0.2 1.56 0.2 0.025
S. aureus Smith 1.56 3.13 1.56 0.1
S. aureus ATCC 12600 0.2 3.13 0.2 0,025
S. aureus ATCC 9144 0.39 3.13 0.39 0.05
S. aureus ATCC 25923 0.39 3.13 0.39 0.05
S. aureus C—14 (ABPC-R) 1.56 3.13 156 3.13
S. epidermidis ATCC 14490 0.78 3.13 © 078 1.56
S. pyogenes  C-203 0.05 1.56 0.2 0.0125
S. pyogenes ATCC 10389 0.05 1.56 L. 0.2 0.0125
S. faecalis 50 > 100 50 12,5
S. pneumoniae 1 0.1 1.56 0.1 0.025
S. pneumoniage 11 0.1 1.56 0.1 0.025
S. pneumoniae 111 0.2 3.13 . 0.2 0.025
C. diphtherige Tront < 0.0125 0.025 0.025 < 0.006
E. coli NIHJ JC-2 1.56 6.25 3.13 3.13
Ecoli ATCC 1175 1.56 6.25 3.13 6.25
E. coli ATCC 25922 1.56 6.25 3.13 6.25
K. pneumoniae SRL-1 0.78 3.13 1.56 3.13
K. pneumoniae ATCC 27736 1.56 3.13 1.56 3.13
K. pneumoniae IFO 3512 0.2 0.78 1.56 3.13
S. typhimurium 0.2 1.56 1.56 3.13
S. typhimurium ATCC 13311 0.39 1.56 1.56 1.56
S. typhi 0.1 0.78 1.56 1.56
S. paratyphi A 0.2 0.78 3.13 3.13
S. sonnei Ohara 0.2 1.56 1.56 3.13
S. sonnei ATCC 11060 6.25 50 6.25 6.25
S. flexineri var Y 0.39 3.13 1.56 3.13
S. dysenteriae 0.2 3.13 3.13 3.13
P. mirabilis PR-4 1.56 3.13 6.25 6.25
P. mirabilis IFO 3849 3.13 6.25 12.5 12.5
P. vulgaris  CN-329 >100 3.13 >100 >100
P. vulgaris  ATCC 6380 >100 3.13 >100 >100
P. vulgaris  IFO 3851 25 3.13 >100 >100
P. morganii  1IFO 3848 0.78 3.13 .>100 >100
P. inconstans IFO 12930 0.1 3.13 25 100
E. cloacae ATCC 13047 >100 >100 >100 >100
E. cloacae 233 >100 >100 >100 >100
C. freundii IFO 12681 6.25 50 >100 100
S. marcescens ATCC 13880 100 25 >100 >100
P. aeruginosa D >100 >100 >100 >100
P. aeruginosa ATCC 25619 © >100 >100 >100 >100
P. aeruginosa ATCC 9721 >100 >100 >100 >100
Agar dilution method

Medium: Sensitivity test agar (STA)

(Streptococcus, Corynebacterium: STA + 5% Horse serum)



74 CHEMOTHERAPY JUNE 1979

RO ZRE IS -0 & %7z, CMD, CEZ, CFX 3 #lico\ Tid, WHAHTR
2) HMEIMBROBMBMESHETBMRIE WA & 2230 ARt % Hepl Ml s DA T B L 7
B sk S. aureus 24 Bk, E. coli 112 #%, Klebsiel- (Fig. 2~47),

la sp. 111 #, Citrobacter 18 Bk, Enterobacter 114 ¥k, (a) S. aureus 24 ¥k (Fig. 2~4)

P. mirabilis 39 ¥k, 4 v ¥ —vigtk Proteus 149 #k, CMD o 10¢ cells/m] i@ MIC 2 0.1~0.39

Servatia 41 B, H. influenzae 20 BR&Bt 628 Bizs L wg/ml T L, ¥— 27802 0.39,g/ml B b, CET
T, CMD %2 CFX, CEZ, CET, CER, ABPC @ oo, CEZ LiziZ2 A%D RIUAHERL
MIC ffi% Rz L, Afidikikx Table 3 (a~e) iCE 120 10% cells/ml {EAER§Ti2, CMD o —7i2 0.39

Teble 3-a  Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates

Organisms lno:::leum Antiblotics MIC Gug/mb
(strains) (cells/ml) S0.1 02 04 08 1.6 31 63 125 25 SO 100 >100
CMD 4 8 4 1 1
CFX 23 1
108 CEZ 1 12 9 1 1
CER 11 6 4 2 1
Staphylococcus CET 10 13 1
aureus ABPC 1 7 3 , 1 7 3 2
(24) CMD 1 8 15
CFX 22 2
CEZ 10 14
lo¢ CER 23 1
CET 3 2
ABPC 6 5 s s 2 1
CMD 1 4 21 26 13 10 10 8 3 3 13
CFX 3 21 50 31 S 2
100 CEZ 5 39 26 18 9 4 6 3 2
CER 3 32 31 11 17 5 2 1
Escherichia CET 1 9 8 20 44 14 7 9
coli ABPC 03 16 35 71 1 2 48
(112) CMD 1 15 36 29 12 9 4 4 1 1
CFX 2 19 s3 30 3 3 2
108 CEZ 1 20 60 15 8 § 1 2
CER 1 19 48 19 9 9 § 2
CET 1 12 12 50 21 9 § 2
ABPC 12 26 24 2 1 47
CMD 2 8 37 33 4 8 6 2
CFX 2 34 48 21 5 1
109 CEZ 1 3 31 7 12 S 13 4 2
CER 1 21 60 14 4 1 S5 5
CET 1 12 47 21 13 9 5§ 3
Klebsiella sp. ABPC 1 1 7 2 82
(111)
CMD 5 16 50 20 8 5 4 1 2
CFX 3 28 63 11 3 2 1
108 CEZ 8 65 14 16 3 4 1. .
CER 12 79 9 1. 5§ .2. 3 .8
CET 4 33 46 16 4 4 3 1
ABPC 1 2 10 30 46 6 13
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~1.56 ug/ml RIES AT H LS, SEHMEIC
&b MIC 5 4 {EX EDBERT B 8 Bl S h,
CEZ @ 3 #, CET @ 1 iCH~NTODOERID A X
2%, CER (13 #) kb dArs, ikikicid, Penicil-
lin Titdkdk 13 M T T2 05, CMD & Penicillin
LOREMBERBH 0T, LA CEZ & DIEMELD
ﬁ‘l‘o
(b) E. coli 112 ¥k (Fig. 5~7)

10* cells/ml i BiF 5 CMD o MIC iz, 0.2~
>100 ug/ml (B ¢ 7 L 72hs, 0,39~1.56 ug/ml
e HT 2 6ot 8l kkpbo, CEZ o 2 1, CFX O
4 (EEREENT IV, —7, HWRkiEET, CMD o
MIC fi»s 4 5 Lic R332 4kid 47 #kd b, CEZ ©
29 ¥k, CFX o 20 #kicl~T, HHIEMOKEEZS
DFINT ENWH SN, CEZ LOMTREMSE %
W3 &, BHETIE 43% 8 CMD 2 S22 R

Table 3-b Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates
Organisms Inoculum MIC 'ml
) dze | Antibiotics (ug/ml)
(strains) (cells/ml) 01 02 04 08 1.6 3.1 63 125 25 50 100 >100
CMD 3 2 2 4 8 7 4 3 15 33 68
CFX 1 S 28° S5 20 26 9 1 4
108 CEZ 1 2 1 4 141
CER 1 1 146
CET 1 1 2 145
+
I";f::ﬂf" ABPC 1 1 1 6 13 9 117
(149) CMD 6 3 27 23 18 9 5 4 11 16 18
CFX 4 1§ 50 31 39 S 1 4
10¢ CEZ 3 1 1 2 4 10 4 16 102
CER . 3 3 13 127
CET 1 1 i 6 5 18 117
ABPC 1 2 4 4 8 6 8 15 37 64
CMD 56
CFX 18 3§ 3
CEZ 56
8
10 CER 56
Proteus CET 56
vulgaris ABPC 56
(56) CMD 1 10 3 3 3 S 16 15
CFX s 29 22
108 CEZ 11 45
CER 2 54
CET 1 4 51
ABPC 2 2 "3 10 39
CMD 2 2 1 2 30 12
CFX 4 8 25 7 4
CEZ 1 45
1 (]
0 CER 1 48
CET 49
Proteus
morganit ABPC ; 1 1 1 46
“49) i CMD o 1 16 14 5 1 1 S 3
CFX ' ' 3 5 32 4 1 4
10" CEZ 1 2 1 2 43
CER a1 2 46
CET 1 345
ABPC 1 1 1 8 19 19
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Lboon, Bhp il T3, ¥iXNETE, CMD
IR AR Mot 3% Hb, Wiz CEZ oJf
KHROBSEE b2 dD b 3% Hb, MIC bt
TARMDUTIZRBANG LT, HRMESRB SN
%, CMD T3 100 ug/ml Ll MIC % &DEA13
KB»oh, chookkizd~T ABPC M TH0,
CFX ICi3BEETH » 1o
(c) Klebsiella sp. 111 # (Fig. 8~10)

CMD o MIC iz 0:2~50 wg/ml icfL, €—=2
12 0.78 ug/ml (50 #k) icH b, MEEDOENLD @
NIHIMAERL 120 FoMMiEHIGICRT 5 MICOE
4%, CMD Hthd Cephalosporin (Cjt~T K& (&
oMl ERTHUE, WOl IiMIEHEL TS
v, E coli DBERII-T, CEZ LT MIC K
HYNET B BBk S She, L ABZHOKEMT S
bOME, T/, HMET CMD xbé CFX kf

Table 3-c  Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates
b mrey o™ | Antiblotics M Galmb
(cells/ml) $0.1° 02 04 08 16 31 63 125 25 50 100 >100
CMD | 3 1 1 2 8 2
CFX 1 2 2 8 2 1 2
108 CEZ 1 2 15
CER 1 1 16
CET 1 1 1 15
P’::;i ’ ABPC 11 2 7
1s) CMD | S 3 4 2 2
CFX 32 1 2 1
10¢ CEZ 3 1 1 1 4 8
CER 3 12
CET 1 1 11
ABPC 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 5 1
CMD 1 2 2 425 4 2 5 1
CFX 3 8’8 1
10% CEZ 4 1 25
CER 2
CET 1 25
Proteus ABPC 1 3 8 6 8
inconstans
(26) CMD 1 2 4 1 1 1 1
CFX 1 8 9 3 §
108 CEZ 1 1 1 4 2 4 3 3 6
CER 2 3 6 15
CET ‘ 5 4 7 10
ABPC 1 2 4 2 1 2 3 5
CMD 4 22 13
CFX 11 23 5
10° CEZ 3 20 14 2
CER 11 28
CET 2 22 14 1
Proteus ABPC 2 18 19
mirabilis :
(39) CMD 17 19 2
CFX 1 28 9 1
10¢ CEZ 19 17 3
CER 2,34 3
CET 12 23 4
ABPC 8 22 9 ;
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BICRIEUOW L 20K 16% 1cT ¥, Ecoi®
Ba (22%) Jnddiih ot
(d) Proteus mirabilis 39 ¥ (Fig. 11~183)
CMD % 0.78~1.56 ug/ml ICfE—~ 2 THAIL T
£, ABPC Ol L &k {HBIL 768, x4/ Cepha-
losporin EH~T 2~8 fEVARAZRL 2 2O
A, EEERick 2 MIC ozE®Z, {hF & RBICTRA

LB SIS - 1o

(&) 4~ k=it Proteus sp. 149 # (Fig. 14
~28) B

CMD Rtz 2 Wtk figacl, 100 cells/ml
T3 25 pg/ml ZHicLT, 0.78 ug/ml & =100 ug/
ml e =2 %5k Uize MIC A5 12,5 4g/ml LUF O Mibk
ONERDOHHMAX L 67% icitl, CEZ, CET, CER

Table 3-d  Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates
o:f;:;:;’ Ino:;ium Antibiotics MI'C G/e)

(cells/ml) <0.1 02 04 ‘08 16 3.1 63 125 25 50 100 >100
CMD 1 7 16 15 15 5§ 16 39
CFX 1 1 1 9 102
108 CEZ 1 1 112
‘ CER 1 1 112
CET 1 113
E"'::b““" ABPC 1.2 3 5 12 9
(114) CMD 5 36 39 .6 13 1 1 3 10
CFX 1 1 2 17 93
108 CEZ 1 7 3 1 3 9 4 87
CER 2 2 4 2 3 101
CET 1 4 8 71 9
_ ABPC 2,4 7 18 14 22 47
CMD 1. 413 10 10 5 14 32
CFX 1 1 1 8 18
108 CEZ 1 1 87
CER 1 1 87
) CET 1 88
Enterobacter ABPC 1 2 2 4 11 6

‘cloacae e
(89) CMD 4 28 31 4 11 1 1 9
CFX 1 1 1 15 71
108 CEZ 1 4 2 2 5 3 M
CER 2 1 4 1 81
CET 1 3 2 401
ABPC 2 3 7 17 13 20 27
CMD 3 3 5 5 2 7
_ CFX, 1 24
100 CEZ 25
CER 25
Enterobacter CET 2
aerogenes - :\BPC - 1 1 1 22
25) CMD 1 8 8 2 2 3 1
CFX, 1 2 22
00+ | £ CEZ 301 1 4 1 15
. CER, 1 1 3 20
CET 1 6 3 15
ABPC 1 1 1 2 2
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X LU ABPC it pkict L T S i M 2R L 7o
b b, CEZ kU ABPC EMBRBO/NMIN, £
heh 11% & 17% ey 3, CET, CER 38 5iTi&
CWThe 2% THO, FRALENTHS. CFX i
3.13~12.5 pg/ml iIC KIBADEE (B1%) GL, 4
FOWHEUL ST & THMH Y, CMD LR
FRZHICABRIZIRD SN h ol HRBE ML -

4, CEZ, CET, CER LY hORYICbIRALLZTD
BROSTHAEER L 2 Dic 3 &, CMD (HIERBEBIC/H
O =22 TEM, 12.5 ug/ml LIFOXHHK
Wiz 20% ITETF U 7. CFX iz huicnL THEkICE
ARMERGICC S, ENRORS EAMDOIHHARE
RU7zo Clli2z @D Proteus Biicazn s 4 Mt %
Lt ik T® A, Fig. 17~28 ic P. vulgaris 56 ik,

Table 3-¢  Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates
O Inoculum MIC (ug/ml)
rgt:ii;ms size Antibiotics
(strains) (cells/ml) ¢0.1 02 04 08 16 3.1 63 125 25 50 100 >100
CMD 6 3 4 2 3
CFX 1 7 10
CEZ 1 17
10*
CER 1 17
Citrobacter Ci:C . 1 s ’ 17
freundii A $
as) CMD 1 10 3 1 1 2
CFX 1 1 2 7 7
10¢ CEZ 1 1 2 1 s 3 s
CER 1 s 12
CET 2 1 3 6 6
ABPC 1 S5 4 2 1 3
CMD 1 40
CFX 4 12 16 9
10° CEZ 41
CER 41
Serratia CET 41
marcescens ABPC 2 5 8 2
“1n CMD 1 210 9 9 10
: CFX 11 14 8 5 3
108 CEZ 4
' CER 41
CET 41
ABPC 2 7 4 9 19
CMD 1 2 7 7 3
CFX 4 3 12 1
100 CEZ 1 5 4 6 3.1
CER 5 4 ‘7 4
Haemophilus ii:c 3 8 3 6
influenzae 3 11 6
(20) CMD 1 2 9 8
CFX 5 5 10’
108 CEZ 1 8 473 4
CER 1 7 6 ‘4 2
CET 1 4 8 27s
ABPC 6 9 5 :
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Fig. 2 Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates —S. aureus 24 strains
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Fig. 3 Cross susceptibility of S. gureus (24 strains)
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Fig. 4 Cross susceptibility of S. aureus (24 strains)
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Fig. 5 Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates—————E. co/s 112 strains
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Fig. 6 Cross susceptibility of E. coli (112 strains)
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Fig. 7 Cross susceptibility of E. coli (112 strains)
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Fig. 8 Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates

———Klgbsiella sp. 111 strains
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Fig. 9 Cross susceptibility of Klebsie/la sp. (111 strains)
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Fig. 10 Cross susceptibility of Klebssella sp. (111 strains)
CMD vs. CFX 10° cells/ml CMD vs. CFX 10* cells/ml
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Iig. 11 Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates ~—+/’ mirabilis 39 strains
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Fig. 12 Cross susceptibility of P. mirabilis (39 strains)
CMD vs. CEZ 10° cells/ml CMD vs. CEZ 10* cells/ml
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Fig. 13 Cross susceptibility of P. mirabilis (39 strains)
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Fig. 14 Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates—-- - Indole (+) Proteus 149 atrains
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Fig. 15 Cross susceptibility of indole (+) Proteus (149 strains)
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Fig. 16 Cross susceptibility of indole (+) Proteus (149 strains)
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Fig. 17 Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates P. vulgaris 56 strains
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Fig. 18 Cross susceptibility of P. vulgaris (56 strains)
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Fig. 19 Cross susceptibility of P. vulgarss (56 strains)
CMD vs. CFX 10% cells/ml CMD vs. CFX 10* cells/ml
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Fig. 20 Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates—--~——P. morganii 49 strains
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Fig. 21 Cross susceptibility of P. morganss (49 strains)
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Fig. 22 Cross susceptibility of P. morganis (49 strains)
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Fig. 23 'Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates~—-~—P. rettgeri 18 strains
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Fig. 24 Cross susceptibility of P. rettgeri (18 strains)
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Fig. 25 Cross susceptibility of P. reftgeri (18 strains)
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Fig. 26 Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates———— —P. §nconstans (26 strains)
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Fig. 27 Cross susceptibility of P. snconstans (26 strains)
CMD vs. CEZ 10° cells/ml CMD vs. CEZ 10* cells/ml
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Fig. 28 Cross susceptibility of P. smconstans (26 strains)
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Fig. 29 Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates
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Fig. 30 Crosss susceptibility of Enterobacter sp. (114 strains)
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Fig. 31 Cross susceptibility of Enterobacter sp. (114 atrains)
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Fig. 32 Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates: E. cloacae B9 strains
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Fig. 33 Cross susceptibility of E. cloacae (89 strains) °
-~ CMD vs. CEZ "10* cells/ml - CMD vs. CEZ SO - 108 cells/ml
>100 1 3100
100 1 100 . h
~ 50 1 ~ 50 5
£ E
25 -1 - w 25 AN 10’{
E§ 4 5 . . A
A 125 1 5110 4 a 125 AN 10 |
= B = b
o 6.3 #af O 63 1137
% : s
o 31 r]2(1|1}127]24, v 31 13
= L 1] 2 3 [ vz = s 1
0.8 1 1 (8.0 2 0.8
0.4 o 0.4 N

S04 0.8 1.6 3.4 6.3 125 25 50.-100 >100

ad

MIC o CEZ (pg/ml)

=0.4 0.8 1.6 3.1 6.3 125 25 50 100 >100

MIC of CEZ (ug/ml)



90 CHEMOTHERAPY JUNE 1976
Fig. 34 Cross susceptibility of E. cloacae (89 strains)
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Fig. 35 Susceptibility distribution of clinical isolates-—————E. aerogenes 25 strains
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Fig. 36 Cross susceptibility of E. aerogenes (25 strains)
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Fig. 37 Cross susceptibility of E. aerogenes (25 strains)
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Fig. 39 Crosse susceptibility of C. freundis (18 strains)
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Fig. 40 Cross susceptibility of C. freundsi (18 strains)
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Fig. 41 Susceptibility distribution ‘of clinical isolates———S. marcescens 41 strains
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Fig. 42 Cross susceptibility of S. marcescens (41 strains)
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Fig. 45 Cross susceptibility of: H. influensae (20 strains)
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Fig. 46 Cross susceptibility of
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Fig. 47 Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates to cefamandole
Sensitivity test agar “Eiken”, one loopful of 108 cells/ml
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NENT, COBEANL, § TICHRRL BRI BERDOR
FUMRICEOTRDOhERE—BELTHE. €D

MIC (u#g/ml)

fEDERRIC DWW TIREBNME B, 100 FoEE
£T 2~4 5D MIC OEEHMED Shico

(d) MmEFMOKE (Table 7)

AR & XU EME% 7 U7 T, Broth di-
lution ik b MIC fE%RIEL, CEZ XU CER &
H#L7:. CMD (% S.aureus ictL T, 2~4 {0
MIC tEA2BHBH T LB - s, E. coli 2 ¥Rizo
Ti, RIMEE% LTS MIC oZBzEDShT,
CEZ L0 bEBAEFTFIKWENTH - 720

5 BEER '

TS broth (T35 L foxt HOhiI (10°~107 cells/ml)
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moniae SRL-1, E. cloacae 233 0 4 Bkkictd 2 &%
ER%, EEBOBRELERET S LICLDR~N,
Fig. 50~54 (TR L 7o LEEMORISEIR 5 BRI E TIT1X
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Fig. 48 Cross susceptibility of E. co/f against
CMD and CMD-Nafate
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Fig. 49 Time course of MBC against clinical isolates of E. co/s (6 strains)
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Broth dilution method : Trypto-Soy Broth
Inoculum size : 4.3x 108 cells/ml
Killing rate : 97.7%
Table 4 Effect of media on antibacterial activity of cefamandole
Agar dilution MIC Broth dilution MIC
1) 0 n
\Method (ug/ml) (ug/mi)
Organism Medium?) TS MH HI NT ST TS MH* HI NT
S. aureus 209P JC-1 0.1 0.05 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
E. coli NIHJ JC-2 0.78 1.56 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.39 0.2 0.2 0.2
K. pneumoniae SRL-1 | 0.39 0.2 0.39 0.2 0.2 0.39 0.2 0.2 0.39
P. morganii 9 0.78 0.78 1.56 0.78 1.56 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.78
P. vulgaris CN-329 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2
P. mirabilis PR-4 1.56 0.78 1.56 0.78 0.78 0.39 0.39 | 0.2 0.39

1) Inoculum size:

Agar dilution ; one loopful of approximate 10 cells/ml

Broth dilution ; approximate 10* cells/ml

2) Abbreviations of media: TS ; trypto soy,
ST ; sensitivity test

MH ; MUuELLER-HINTON, HI; heart infusion, NT ; nutrient,

Media were distributed from Eiken Chemicals except MH* from Difco Lab.

2 BRI MDA (L2, Fig. 55 IR L fRkicis
b, IERETHEEL: filament cell DHRIBITITEEL
Lt b 3 bulge form MEE S h, EREICKSIC
BT, MIERAZD bulge H5H ShatiL 7 ghost fi-
Jament £ 15D, X SICBELEL T 5L, filame-
nt HEHED ShTIC, BTERKBEINERED &%
WA BRI D0 T SDEEALICONT, ERBEOK
R E T~ B &, Fig. 57 IGRLARENS, fila-
ment ZIUBR LK% 3 B2, CEZ @ 0.78 ug/ml icst

LT, CMD i% 0.1~0.05 pg/ml G, 1/8 DIFDi&iE
BETH-71o HRBROEDONZBEID, 1 BEERT
i2, WEESIT 6.25 pg/ml LESTHBH, 2 KRN
B oicHA L, CEZ 1,56 pg/ml izt T, CMD i3
0.1~0.2 ug/ml T, 8~16 fZ0ENFDHSH CMD
BVERAMBEOHLTH B, —F, filament K 7z LI
BHESEAHEER, MATRHRALEDLST, 1 KBTS
pg/ml, 2 BT 12.5 pg/ml, 3 BRI T 6.25 pg/
ml THR LT, 24 Biigkicit MIC {g (CEZ:3.13
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Table §  Effect of medium pH on antibacterial activity of cefamandole

wthod‘) Agar dilution MIC Broth dilution MIC
 (ug/ml) (ug/ml)
Organism ~\\__ pH?) 6.0 7.0 8.0 6.0 1.0 8.0
S. aureus 209P JC-1 0.05 0.1 0.1 0.025 0.1 0.1
S. aureus C-14 0.2 0.39 0.78 0.39 0.78 1.56
E. coli NIHJ JC-2 0.78 0.2 0.2 0.78 078 | 0.8
K. pneumonice SRL-1 0.78 0.2 0.2 0.78 0.2 0.2
E. cloacae 233 6.25 1.56 1.56 25 1.56 1.56
P. vulgaris CN-329 0.78 0.78 0.39 12.5 0.39 0.2
P. mirabilis PR-4 1.56 1.56 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.78

1) Inoculum size: Agar dilution ; one loopful of approximate 10¢ celis/mi
Broth dilution ; approximate 10°* cells/ml
2) Medium: Antibiotic medium No. 3 (Difco) for both of agar and broth medium
Medium pH was adjusted with potassium phosphate buffer (0.03 M, final).

Table 6 Effect of inoculum size on antibacterial activity of cefamandole

\Methodl) Agar dilution MIC (ug/ml) Broth dilution MIC (ug/ml)
Organianoculum” 10°* 107 10°¢ 10* 10* 10° 104 10°
S. aureus 209P JC-1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.05 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.05
S. aureus C-14 1.56 0.78 0.39 0.39 3.13 0.78 0.39 0.39
E. coli NIHJ JC-2 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.2 1.56 0.78 0.2 0.1
E. coli 377 (CET-resist) 25 1.56 1.56 1.56 50 3.13 1.56 1.56
K. pneumoniae SRL-1 0.78 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.78 039] 0.39 0.2
E. cloacae 233 >100 6.25 313 1.56 | >100 3.13 3.13 1.56
P. morganii 9 . 1.56 0.78 0.78 0.78 1.56 3.13 0.78 0.78
P. vulgaris CN-329 >100 - 50 0.39 0.39 |>100 50 0.39 0.2
P. mirabills PR-4 3.13 0.78 0.78 0.78 1.56 1.56 0.78 0.39
a) Medium: Sensitivity test agar (Eiken) for agar dilution method and trypto soy broth (Eiken) for broth

dilution method
2) Inoculum size (¢ells/ml): One loopful for agar dilution method and final population for broth dilution
method

: Tabl,e‘ 7  Effect of human plasma and horse serum on antibacterial activity of
cefamandole (CMD), cefazolin (CEZ) and cephaloridine (CER) in

broth dilution method?)
MIC (ug/ml)
Antibiotic Organism . Human plasma (%) Horse serum (%)
0 10 30 50 0 10 50
| S aureus 209P JC-1 0.05 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.05 0.05 0.1
CMD . E. coli NIHJ JC-2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.78 0.78 0.39
E. coli 11 1.56 1.56 1.56 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.39
S. aureus 209P JC-1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.05 0.1 0.1
CEZ E. coli NIHJ JC-2 1.56 3.13 3.13 6.25 3.13 3.13 6.25
E. coli 11 1.56 313 '| 313 6.25 1.56 1.56 313 7
S. aureus 209P JC-1 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
CER E. coli NIHJ JC-2 3.13 3.13 3.13 3.13 6.25 6.25 6.25
E. coli 11 6.25 6.25 | 3.13 3.13 6.25. 6.25 1.56

1) Medium: Trypto soy broth (Eiken), Inoculum size: Approximate 10° cells/mi
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Fig. 50' .Bactericidal ‘activity on S. aureus FDA
209P JC-1
Medium : Trypto-Soy Broth
Bacteria : Exponential growth
Regrowth : Visible after 24 hours (+)
cMD CFX

Viable cells per m} (Log)

Viable cells per ml (Log)

Time (Hr.)

Viable cells per ml (Log)

Time (Hr.)

#g/ml, CMD :1.56 pg/ml) FTETULA. MIC Kl L
DEETIE, CMD Xbd CEZ o bulge 3 kx<,
filament HS5E VX FICIAEL 120

(b) K. pneumoniae SRL-1

TEREIL, AEOIEBMERML T, filament (3
Bl 7: S FERAEIL, bulge DFkiz, KBED
BALEN-T, HHECED oS- (Fig. 56)
TERRE OHERBIE, Fig. 58 ICORL febficizh, CMD
DIERAREIZ 1 Feig#ic 0.2 pg/ml T filament &75 0,
25 pg/ml THEELBY 505, 200 pg/ml fEATHTL
KIBHE Y3 L L3 -Tee 2 RIS TIL, HER
Bt 0.39 pg/ml T TETFL, 4 BET 0.2 pg/ml &
ROBKICGEL 12 ZABRBES, 2 FKi%ko 50 ug
/ml 2 SAEFRRRIRA S TIET L, 4 BT 12.5 pg
/ml L1750, 24 BsR#kiciz 0.78 pg/ml (MIC) % T
{BF ULt —%, CEZ fEFIEIL filament JERK BEEH
0.39~0.78 pg/ml ©G, CMD k& 2~4 {(EEBE~%
B 7o MAMIBEEER, 1 BEEA%K 12.5 pg/ml
T CMD k0 $PlEL, 2 BRIVEBREICBETLT,

Fig. 51'' Bactericidal activity on E. col§ NIH] JC-2

Medium : Trypto-Soy Btoth
Bacteria : Exponential growth
Regrowth ; Visible after 24 hours (+)

CMD ‘ CFX
Cont.

Viable cells per ml (Log)

Viable cells per ml (Log)

Time (Hr.)

CEZ

Viable cells per ml (Log)

Time (Hr.)

5

4 BT 0.78 pg/ml 15 - 7255, CMD X0 diicis
BEAELf, LUK, ZAWNKIZ 5 MMET
DEEE Tz CEZ (Djji)i CMD &b HEREICEDOO
LIAMICH Y, BHEETOEEHRIE, CEZ 0BFnP
PO BD o

7) PB-lactamase (Cx3T BREY

XA kD HD 5, CER, CET, PCG, ABPC o5
t 2 LA LicHitt: (MIC: >100 pg/ml) o 115 Bk
Z3C, B-lactamase DELF & LTHMALI. €£DA
#uz, E. coli 15 gk, Klebsiella sp. 6 £k, P. vulgaris
7 ¥k, P. morganii T g, P. retigeri 9 £k, P.inconstans
9 k, P. mirabilis 1 ¥, E. cloacae 13 #k, E. aeroge-
nes 9 ¥k, S. marcescens 11 ¥k, C. freuﬁdii 9 ¥, H.
alvei 1 Bk, P. aeruginosa 10 #k, S. aureus 8 4kCH 2,
' 7 LEYEEOEL T 5 B-lactamase |, BEOHE
DN S BOPDORIBIICHMTE I MM TH
2, Tk 107 ke EhoMBERESID T,
BREEK| OEX KL % Bioassay 3 THRp T,
BEERMO M 5 GB-lactamase. % Cephalospo-
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Fig. 52 Bactericidal activity on E. co/s NIH] JC-2
after different exposure time |
Initial viability : 1.0x107 cells/m] -
Con¢entration (#g/ml)
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Fig. 53 Bactericidal activity on K pneumoniae
SRL-1
Medium : Trypto-Soy Broth
Bacteria : Exponential growth
Regrowth : Visible after 24 hours (+)
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Fig. 54 Bactericidal activity of cefamandole on
E. cloacae 233

Medium : Trypto-Soy Broth
Bacteria : Exponential growth
Regrowth : Visible after 24 hours (+)
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Dico%, HIA%kH Etic £ RIEE Table 8
17 U A

CMD i3, PC-ase icxtL Tiz CEZ, CEX iKl~T
REETH DM, —F CS-ase el Tid, choDE
AL HEPICEETH 10 1120, P. vulgaris ©
EEAET 3 CS-ase icxt LT3, AAMEHEmAS
WesdigE AR L. CDkkic, CMD o B-lactamase iC
st 2 &Etti3, RO, 47ibb CS-ase » PC
-ase MICk > TAE < ZALL, i Cephalosporin &
D &L A Penicillin ICHIBIL 1- ¥®%ERL e CS-
ase EeEtkEdk (E. coli 6, E. cloacae 214) &, PC-ase i
te#k (E. coli W 3110 RTEM, Klebsiella sp. 363) it
fiskd % B-lactamase ZFWHAREL T, UV &kicky
Vimas, Km fi%K7:o Table 9 15, CMD it CS-
ase IKHWBMERTCEDLS, ZOERABTHLD
BRICRAT 205, MASREhI{ T EEARLTY
%, —F%, PC-ase icxtd4 3 H T2, CEZ, CER %¢&
REWEEZROHEEL 21

H. ¥ "

TE, B-7 7 4 & iEYEH BRIERBIK BOTR
7oK E L Lo TNE Y, RFRICERED Penicil-
lin, Cephalosporin #liZK/5ZLLboICEL, HHE
OUBMBBETH TIN5, CMD 3FLLT, 1V K-V
lig#: Proteus, Enterobacter, H. influenzae %, 1D
Cephalosporin H5§55 & T2 HREIC B R <~ P v
y: &3 2 Cephalosporin & U CEARR X 11:2%,

#SNEB i3, BKTIZ CMD-Nafate s xh?
¥, AETiI Na LU TRALI - bON KR ETX
NTVBEDT, MEOHBENZHEL 2, MIC REiH
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Fig. 55 Phase contrast micrographs of E. co/i morphology

Control

Escherichia coli NIH) JC-2
Treatment © 2 Hours on sensitivity test agar
MIC T CMD  1.56 pg/ml

CEZ 3.13 pg/ml

(ug/ml) CMD (ug/ml) Cl7,

12.5 12: &
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Fig. 56 Phase conlrasl micrographs of K. pneumoniae morphology

Control

Klebsiella pneumoniae SRI1.-1
Treatment . 3 Hours on sensitivity test agar
MIC D CMD 0.78 pg/ml

CK7 1.56 gg/ml

(g/ml) LA 1Y (ug/ml) CIY.
25 12.5
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Fig. 57 Morphology of E. coli treated with cefa-
mandole and cefazolin
Inoculum size : One loopful of 10® cells/ml
Mediun : Sensitivity Test Agar
MIC : CMD 1.56 pg/ml
CEZ 3.13 pg/ml

]

Normal cells  Filaments

Filaments Lysed
and debris
lysed cells
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1 hr.
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3 br.
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S hr.

L T T T T T T T T T T 1
.03 .05 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.8 1.6 3.1 6.312.525 50 100
Concentration (#g/ml)

Fig. 58 Morphology of K. pneumoniae treated
with cefamandole and cefazolin

Inoculum size : One loopful of 108 cells/ml
Medium : Sensitivity test agar
MIC : CMD 0.78 pg/ml

CEZ 1.56 pg/ml

) @ 2 Em

Normal cells  Filaments Filaments Lysed
debris

an
Iysed cells
Klebsiella pneumoniae SRL-1
1 hr.

2 hr.
3 hr.
4 hr.

5 hr.

L — % T T T T T T T T T 1
.03 .05 01 0.2 04 08 1.6 3.1 6.312.525 50 100
Concentration(#g/ml)
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Fg. 59 Relative sensitivity against 8-lactamases
from gram-negative bacteria (107 strains)

l.og (Relative hydrolysis rate)
13 25 50 100 200 400 800
1

3 6
. ﬂﬂ!]‘*.‘*{**‘:':j ~.¢J§{ﬁ“

CKz nmggn
T e .

ABPC

* Predominantly active against cephalosporins.
° Predominantly active against penicillins.
+ [qually active against cephalosporins and penicillins.

ICDONWTRAELEZED D - 138, MBC OR:IEE
ICEBH LN, EFHOREIEA T, CMD-Nafate @
FME B T EHERD St o BtE pH TRHCEAE 1L
MBHONE T LD, GUEIGTER B Formyl (Lo fnksy
JRCARIEL T3 T EARL T 5, MIC HlEDLLIZ,
TERRRALS B thE L O 557 v 4 ) HEIC - 7o 5T
13, Na KRS N TERRET 20 TEBED SN
1 EZZ 50, TuUurNer'® % WoLp'® TR &—
Flto UL S, CMD-Nafate o fHk A 5#2
#5A0C Na,COy Thiki#L T CMD ezt s € 1c
OLEASNIZOTHEICE S EENTNEYY ¢
ORIEEHR» S, HAEICENTS CMD DOHEFN
FHMEICiE Nafate ©72<, F&LT Na # F743 Li
B2 MO SRTO S,

AL, 77 sBMEIIE CEZ LE%DHENIER
L, 75 nfattgiciz CEZ X Mo hic@nriiE
HERL, BEOREEREL S0 0 2 HiH
2Ry b idA v K=t Proteus #, Enterobacter
ICHILAS D, H. influenzae 1T HHOEHEA%E Bl C
L, KEOKRSIHHMEEZZ Shb, RS MEK 628
ORSZ V12, Fig. 47 IGRT RIS, S. aureus, H.
influenzae |34#kH 0.78 pg/ml LI TF D MIC £35 U 7z,
2%, H. influenzae 13, ABPC fitttkic bAEDHL
YEDSHRE SN TWB®,  E. coli, Klebsiella sp. C. fre-
undii 13, WBkko 70% LIEds 1.56 wg/ml PIF0
MIC %7RU 7z, Enterobacter sp. iz, €0 T0% DHEikk
% 6.25 pg/ml PIFD MIC Z2/RU7e 4 v F— vk
Proteus B T2, P. inconstans, P. retigeri, P. morganii
iZid, CFX X0 bBII-EEMAEERL, FRAED
BRHRIL 3.13 pg/ml LIF D MIC 257 7242 P. vul-
garis DIFZMEATIL WS ICH%, CFX X0d4-
Thize

CMD i3 PC-ase ICREETH » 1218, CS-ase izik
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Table 8  Relative sensitivity of cefamandole against lactamases

Source of Enzygse Relative hydrolysis ratc '/
Blactamase type CER | CMD CEZ | CEX PCG | ABPC CBPC
E. coli 6 c 100 19 81 | -2 123 5 <3
E. coli 16 P 100 47 23 - 429 400 400
Klebsiella sp. 110 P 100 27 29 5 214 264 123
P. vulgaris 31 C 100 66 115 71 27 53 8
P. morganii 69 C 100 12 81 53 100 5 <1
P. morganii  § P 100 47 53 - 174 214 $3
P. rettgeri 5 C 100 3 81 - 12 0.2 <0.2
P. rettgeri 10 P 100 50 57 - 303 230 76
P. inconstans 27 C 100 <2 141 4 8 <2 <2
P.inconstans 23 P 100 <4 57 9 566 566 373
P. mirabilis 16 CcP 100 87 76 - 66 35 18
E. aerogenes 10 C 100 3 62 44 31 1 <0.8
E. aerogenes 3 P 100 38 23 5 325 214 66
E. cloacae 69 C 100 3 53 41 25 1 <0.7
E. cloacae 44 P 100 53 33 6 214 303 100
S. marcescens 46 C 100 8 152 41 23 8 2
S. marcescens 61 P 100 71 35 4 200 283 132
C. freundii 19 C 100 2 57 35 25 1 <1
P. geruginosa 217 C 100 4 115 35 76 9 <3
P. aeruginosa 18SRP1 P 100 47 19 <2 283 303 93

1) The rate of hydrolysis was determined by the microbiological assay.
Initial substrate concentration was 500 ug/ml for cephalexin and 250 ug/ml for the other antibiotics.

2) Not determined.

3) C: Cephalosporinase, P: Penicillinase

CP: Intermediate

Table 9 Relative sensitivity and affinity against Blactamases
E CMD CER CEZ CEX
. nzyme
Organism Km Km Km Km

type!) | Vmax (uM) Vmax (uM) | Vmax (uM) Vmax M)
E coli 6 C 3.2 64 100 750 134 1430 6.3 17
E. cloacae 214 C 0.21 38 100 650 170 2080 9.0 115
E. coli W3110 RTEM P 33 412 100 787 14 498 0.61 1032
Klebsiella sp. 363 P 109 132 100 180 60 29 5.8 588

The hydrolysis rate was determined by the spectrophotometric assay at 30°C. Enzymes were partially purified.

1) C: Cephalosporinase, P: Penicillinase
hicZETHY CER, CEZ LR, PC-ase & CS-
ase & TREMHIC K& EMNBHONI, 2L,
P. vulgaris @ B-lactamase 4% CS-ase TH 3ICHi
57, pistigic CMD Rzh b BRI REETH
Neu'® £ Fu'® %4 CMD oZgEikssskic
Lo TAEREEZ S DT EZBTB L, B-lactama-
se OFEMEDBLEZESHIT LTS, OCaLLac-
HAN®® (3 CMD ¢ B-lactamase IC&5ETHBEL,
—7 SELWYN? (FRLETH S EFHRL TS, CMD
@ B-lactamase IZBHiL T h o BHOBEROD

- 7%

-

Eoizit, kiR PC-ase icxtd 3 &EH: & CS-aseic
W3 EhEDOMIckERENS S EARBIETICR
RINTVNBCEMEZ SNB, 22T, BREENMED
5, *OEBERICXIEBICERT AL, E coi ©
I BED MIC HEFE SHERICREIC X 2 Z 850,
C OB PC-ase EAKDENC EHS?2, KED
PC-ase ICHBMIARZERHEICHRLTHEEEZLS
hzo ULinL7his, CS-ase FELHID Enterobacter i
Xt A AFIOBEN I ERZIEL, CS-ase 12225815 dEkhs
RKx{ BB LTWE #RTHY, b1 v F—-igi
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Proteus BEDHT, 4&ic P. vulgaris ®RIMMEN T HUE
WO ZNEOWBE IS KMLTNZLE ¥ % & 1
%o

WREEAIC B 1T B EEROES S, ARz E. coli,
K. pneumonice iz MIC JMBF CTHEMCBBMICYEAIL
tzo CEZ L[bkIC 2 MIC TIIEMRIT 2 C &izish
- 1o YERIEDLIER (L ARG IIE L 2k T
b, CMD DIEBIfERA CEZ Iclh~Ti&hICiE
THE 5 EARL, AROBRREL:DMHROC &2 WA
Pt FRbbE, BERECIRBERIMMICED fi-
lament %{ED, KRIZE & i, bulge o S BET 2
H, HLWEENZ 2 & filament DHE NI Sh 3
1eHICEDFETOLTHERT 3. KHick b C oML
BEORIE-THD, CMD TREhMBEH DL TH

%, E. cloacae TRIEBHDORALIL E. coli DEALD

BOTRBT 20, Vo RABFL BN MIC ML
OBETS 5 WK HUEIL, b2 FERR

DRERAH o FIRINICIARE % DEEAEL 5h 552,

COBHEDERA, i ARTRIEEO MRS &
BHESNTE DY, NENES{TEEEENOET
BEISHENTEhEEIF TS,
HEos#ssin s, CMD 13 CS-ase ic LRIt E%
RKMLT, 75 sREEICHT 2 HER <2 b v RILI
Bicsii KU 7z Cephalosporin & L T HiBETH
BT LEEDL,
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IN VITRO ANTIBACTERIAL ACTIVITY OF CEFAMANDOLE

TapaAsH! YosHIDA, K1YosHI MOTOKAWA, YASUO KAMEDA,
Kazunisa MurakaMm! and Masao NAKANO
Shionogi Research Laboratory, Shionogi & Co., Ltd.

Cefamandole is a semisynthetic cephalosporin for parenteral use. It is highly active against gram-positive
and gram-negative bacteria except Pseudomonas aeruginosa. It has expanded antibacterial spectra which in-
cludes Enterobacter and indole-positive Proteus and activity equivalent to ampicillin against Haemophilus in-
JSluenzae.

Susceptibility of clinical isolates of pathogenic bacteria to cefamandole was measured by agar dilution
method. All of the tested strains of Staphylococcus aureus and H. in fluenzae were inhibited at below 0.78 »g/
ml. At a concentration of 3.13 ug/ml, over 90% of the isolates of Kiebsiella pneumoniae and Proteus mirabilis,
80% of Escherichia coli and Citrobacter freundii, T0% of Enterobacter sp. and 60% of indole-positive Profeus
were susceptible to cefamandole. Most isolates of Proteus vulgaris and Serratia marcescens were resistant to
100 pg/ml. The cross susceptibility of cefamandole to either cefazolin or cefoxitin revealed predominancy
of the above-mentioned gram-negative pathogens which were more susceptible to cefamandole than to the
others with exception of S. marcescens and P. vulgaris, to which cefoxitin is most active. A 100-fold increase
in the inoculum resulted in decreased susceptibility of some organisms.

Cefamandole was markedly bactericidal even at a concentration less than the agar dilution MIC; this
was supported by its rapid lysis of the bacterial cells treated with this antibiotic.

Cefamandole is stable to some of the @-lactamases derived from gram-negative bacteria and tends to be
more resistant to hydrolysis by cephalosporinase-type than by penicillinase-type. This appears well reflec-
ted to its activity against Enterobacter and indole-positive Proteus.




