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Cefaclor o g KHIFZE

BR - EESA - BAEM - BEABA - K #H— - EART
SR ERBE R

#HAMRA Cephalosporin ¥| Cefaclor #MEEIRERYYE 15 4,

PREGRRILAE 5 #ET 20 FHICHER

L, A% 11§, ©0B% 3 4, Mz 4 Bl HELHE 2 PlosRES .
BIER, 7 V¥ —JERD E OBERIIIEIERNILS 5 N0 - foo REELTIIRRIK TRICH
EeEk% 1 Pl BMRBAEE 2 G shtcns, IT - ERE~NOEEE LI SDIRIED 570
AEHNZ & ICITFIRBEGYEIC BT Cephalexin X0, TSARRESH/FTE 2 LOHNR%E

B,

Cefaclor (M FCCL) 3£ Eli Lilly 3 TBAR X h - FHRD
A Cephalosporin #|T, HEkDORARF KON Cephalexin (LA
T CEX), Cefradine (LI F CED) icitL, HBNOE THHE,
EAMNBED LN, BESHROMEMPREENZ,

bhbhid, FRBEGEETOIC 20 FEFNICKRZER L
12DTHET 5,

1. %t ®

M 53 £ 3 AnS 7T AETIELERBETE L
o 20 JEBIT, FBi& 10 §l, 443 11 55 80 F
ithlcoT3,

OEO% BRRguE A 15 BT, [RIEEEE Haemophilus
influenzae 3 4, Staphylococcus aureus 1 FIDMLIZAR
BTH 1o 758, Haemophilus influenzae D4YEX 11
7o 1R, #ic<4 275 X< {filikflids LR U 7o FRER
RRYE 5 WD EREZ, Escherichia coli 4], Proteus
vulgaris 1 I Tdh -1z (Tablel,2)

2. KR, K’E5E

#5812 CEX IC#EU 72, WIS RRGYE TIIIRIED Y
&, 1 8 750 mg 720U 1,000 mg, thaill iz 1
B 1,500 mg 70U 2,250 mg %45 Ut IREERYY
JETIE, 1 B 750 mg 72 L 1,000 mg A#5 L7,

FRlELT 1 A 3 @aRmAEL, 1,000 mg DL;
Ald, IB& 250 mg, ¥ &%l 2 Bilic 500 mg %
TRAE 2 &5 L 7,

3. PRyEHRE
FEREOHEL TH 2541208 mEmMKL, FEEK
FiBE REFRRD EBh S, %% (Excellent), HZ)
(Good), %A% (Fair), f%h (Poor) &E¥JEL 7,
AHEROBETRED > 1c EZZ 5NB bD, fOHE

A, HEKLED R Fabhic b, HELRE
(Undetermined) & U7z,

4. BERICEBY 2RE

IRAIC & 2 B, Ao, TH, F895, FEEIL EERIKHIIS
EERORBUCHEL 2o HMERHIRORARE D S F,
FF, BREEE~OEBL LT, BEMIC OV TIIMFER
#2E% (BUN) sxU7v7F=v (Cr), FiiEicE
LTRT7AY7+RT7 748 —% (AFP) 3XU M7V
27 3+ =+ (GOT, GPT), H#tgic >\ TIid Kl
fi~=t2Y v+ (H) BXUAmkm (WBCY zh
I AEBHEE D F =y 7 % FRT O FHKESL
(Eosin.) i &L L1,

5. #& R

(1) EEERHHR

FERBRRAGETIRBER 7 #, 20BER 3 Fl, w3
B, HEARLE 2 BIOKETH - oo MEIFIL 1 A 1,500
mg %5 L RRERVIMZS, 1 8 750 mg &£
L-SolgeER, 1 B 750 mg A{ERU 720533 Ahs
72¢, 1 A% 1,500 mg iR L7303 DR D A
SN h - HRERSEGzhZEh 1 §IT b2,
HERED 2 fio5 5 1 BUICRAEZER - 1%
1 A 2,250 mg Z@HL TH» I DUER[DS A St
A, 11 AEICOVHfEETRRETCLIcHDTHD, 1
B3R & H.nfluenzae %43 T CCL BT LD
WEL D, BRIC<A 377 X< #ilkES RIS MPCF
WERAUfcteDBRAL T

RERBRIEIT E.coli 1T X 5 MR BRIRYYE 1 #ilhs
IMZhTH - 120 2fRELTHR 11 i, 20FR 3 4,
Ry 4 4, HERE 2 HIT, BRHRIDHERR 18 §i
%y 11 flo 61.1% TH -1,

(2) &lfeH

BIER, 7TUMF—ERDEDHBREAHIC DI
ot

RERLED I S BIBRHR T %, &, HidsicRE%
e Ucboidra g, K§MmEAMmEREDS 3,300/mm3,
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Table 1  Clinical results of cefaclor
Dose
No.| Case |Sex| Age| Diagnosis Causative org. gzlslg %‘g:' ”I(‘ic:’tszl Effect Comments
(8) |(daysy (g)

. Hypertension
1|TS.| @ | 76 | Pneumonia Unknown 1.5 7 1105 Poor Chronic hepatitis
2 |M.G. & | 73 |Pneumonia | Unknown 1.0 12 |12.0 Good
3 |S.A.| ? | 62 |Pneumonia | Unknown 2.25 | 10 (22.5 |Undetermined ﬁ%har d. infarct,
4 ({TM.| 3| 66 Pl;l;lr;)ohr;;isrglm 2| Unknown 1.5 7 1105 Fair Hypertension

Asthma

S |KH.| S| 68 bronchiale | Unknown 0.75 7 | 5.25 Good

6 |TH.|Jd | 70|RTI Unknown 0.75 7 5.25 Good Apoplexy

78.0.| 3 | 65 P‘e’nlfl‘;;l“y";g’ma H. influenzae | 1.5 | 10 |15.0 Good

8 |FT.| | 29 |[RTI Unknown 1.5 7 |10.5 Fair

9 |KS. |9 |21 |RTI Unknown 1.5 5 7.5 Good

¢ |Pulmonary 0.75 7
10 |HT.| S | 75 emphysema Unknown 15 7 15.75 Poor
11 |Y.K.| ® | 11 |Pneumonia |H. influenzae | 0.75 7 | 5.25|Undetermined{ MPCF 4
12 |B.L | 8 | 65 |Bronchiectasis| 4. influenzae | 1.5 7 (10.5 Fair
13 |H.N.| @ | 37 |Bronchiectasis|S. aureus 0.75 7 5.25 Good
14 |HH.| @ |19 |RTI Unknown 0.75 7 | 5.25 Good
Iron deficiency

15 |K.E.| @ | 53 |RT]I Unknown 0.75 7 | 5.25 Poor anomis
16 |[MS.| @ |21 |UTI E. coli 0.75 7 5.25 Good
17 |ST.| 8 | S8 |UTI P, vulgaris 0.75 | 14 |10.5 Good Bronchial asthma
18 [KK.| @ |73 |UTI E. coli 0.75 7 | 5.25 Good Asthma br.
19 |TK.| 3 | 80 |UT I(compl) |E. coli 1.0 10 |10.0 Poor Apoplexy
20 |[YK.|S |70 |UTI E. coli 0.75 | 21 |15.75 Good Urethral stricture

3,100/mm® & IESEIRA D8 S WA Bz bOH 2
Bldb0, BEOIFERRIEE (2-10%) #5 1 4] (Case
No. 11) 51tz T DI, RTHRERZ — 4 ARG
Z 1 BUCERBL e 2Bt TH - 72 (Table 3, 4),

6. % %

CCL (3ptskm#Z 1 Cephalosporin #| CEX, CED ic
HU 777 aBil, 75 slgtkBics 2 HlEhs 1
2L 3 EiZEE S <, Cefatrizine (CFT) & 6%,
PPELHDEINTINEY, KL, HetomE < CEX
iU, BBOEEBREETHEEIZHZ 0D,
EHCBG 2BAMIIENEANN-LTRVBEHDE
EL RN

R 15 6, RERLE 5 plic AREER
U7k RI2 52 BREMILT R DT Hotee THD
5, CEX ICHEL 7B 5B TH 708, FRERBMET
RHEER 13 flh 7 pl, REBRETIR 5 A 4
7, AtkELT 18 b 11 4 61.1% &, CEX %kt
ThBHRE S BRETH - 720

Cefaclor BFAD MRHEMIRIE D EEHEHR b
REOBMEZELTILY, WIRMEL TRRYLL0
EER LD,

BIPER & U TIRIEBEBALHS S #H Mo B mERE
M) 2 PIEIFMERIES 1 fit 27 hiE epE, 15, 5
TR IR, HBELAREMLBE 3 AR TS
POICEFLL o FIRLEHTS, MILBERORE
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Table 2 Laboratory findings before and after cefaclor therapy

Total . Direct
No. | Case dose (8) BUN Cr Al-P | GOT | GPT Ht WBC Eosin Coombs
*| 29 . . .
NETRETY B 0.9 122 | 60 54 35.0 | 6,700 0
A 28 0.9 11.0 | 47 60 29.5 | 6,800 0
B 21 1.4 85| 15 9 43.0 | 6,700 0
G.| 120 ’
2 | M A 21 1.5 9.3 | 21 27 42.0 | 4,800 1
B 30 1.6 511 17 17 37.0 | 10,600 0
S.A. | 225 ’
3 A 20 1.2 44 | 30 14 38.5 | 6,600 2 -
B 45.0 | 3,500 3
TM. | 10.5 ’
4 A 22 1.2 9.9 | 29 20 44.5 3,000 3
B . . .
s |k | sas 26 1.2 6.2 1 15 10 47.0 | 17,600 3
A 18 1.0 6.7 | 16 9
B 17 1.1 9.6 | 22 17 45.0 | 9,700 1 -
TH.| 5.5 ’
6 A 16 1.2 9.4 | 21 21 45.2 | 6,600 1 -
B 44.5 | 11,000 3
0. 5. ’
7|80 150 A 19 1.2 7.7 16 6 45.0 | 5,000 7
B 41.0 | 6,100 11
T. 5
8 | F 10 A 18 1.2 9.5 | 13 10 43.0 | 6,000 10
B 11 1.0 59| 16 9 40.5 | 6,100 0
S. 7.
o | kS 5 A 12 0.8 6.3 | 11 11 38.5 7,800 1
B 24 1.8 44| 16 13 41.0 | 8,900 3
10 | HT. | 15.7 ’
15.75 A 30 1.8 42| 20 15 39.0 | 5,400 0 -
u | vk 525 B*| 14 1.0 145 | 12 7 43.1 | 6,700 2 -
o ) A 15 0.9 149 | 16 15 43.0 | 7,400 10 -
B 14 0.9 9.5 | 25 13 45.5 |12,000 2
12 | BL | 105 A 16 1.1 8.6 | 21 13 44.0 | 7,100 4 -
5 | HN 52 B 5.7 9 5 38.0 | 5,000 3
o ’ A 13 0.9 6.2 9 4 39.0 | 4,000 1
w | un 595 B 42.0 | 6,700
o ’ A 15 0.9 5.7 7 5 40.5 5,600
5 | ke 525 B 30.5 | 5,400 0
o ’ A 18 1.2 6.2 | 17 10 27.0 3,300 0
B | 18 | 1.1 37| 11 | 3 | 435 |11600| O
16 | MS. 5.25 A 16 1.0 4.0 | 16 3 43.0 6,800 1
B 20 1.2 6.0 | 20 11 51.0 | 6,100 3
171 8T | 105 A 13 1.4 6.4 | 21 14 50.0 7,200 6 -
B 15 1.2 104 | 11 7 46.0 | 8,800 2
18 | KK.| 525 A 12 1.3 8.0 | 11 8 42.0 | 6,100 3
B | 32 | 13 6.5 | 12 8 | 350 | 6,300 | 7
19 TK. | 10.0 A 32 1.5 5.8 9 S 35.0 | 3,100 6 -
B 16 1.1 7.1 8 7 45.5 | 17,500 0
20| YK 525 A 18 1.0 74| 17 10 44.0 | 6,300 1
* B . before

A : after
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CLINICAL STUDIES OF CEFACLOR

OsaMU SEKINE, YOosHIMARU Usupa, NoBukl Aoki, NOBUHITO WAKABAYASHI,
SenicHl HavasHl and KYoko WATANABE

Department of Internal Medicine
Shinrakuen Hospital

Cefaclor was administered orally to 15 patients with respiratory tract infection and to 5 patients with
urinary tract infection.
The clinical effectiveness was good in 11, fair in 3, and poor in 4 cases. In the remaining 2 cases, how-
ever, the clinical results were unable to be judged.
" No adverse clinical reactions occured. Either a minimal decrease of leucocytes within the normal
range in 2 and a mild eosinophylia in 1 was the only laboratory data changed.



