Cinoxacin {3, %@ Eli Lilly 4 TBRINEOF /o
HwE v RERABEAT, tF¥413, 1-ethyl-1, 4-dihydro
-4-0x0 (1, 3) dioxolo-(4, 5-g) cinnoline-3-carboxylic

HlLnx/ornaRrBaiiE#A Cinoxacin
D in vitro, in vivo HLELEN & M B0 A

HRBEY-HFH H-MNEH-2 BHR-Z2HREE
HARZREAMED FBE

HlwF/ orarvRyBREEA Cinoxacin (CINX) @ in vitro, in vivo HEER
% Nalidixic acid (NA), Pipemidic acid (PPA), Piromidic acid (PA) & H##&at L
ROFERE BT,

1. CINX i NA, PPA, PAZH&L T, 75 BB CRIEHIMBEL, 75 2
HHE TR, NA, PPA LRI%ET PAX Y ENTKHT,

2. E.coli, K. pneumoniae, P. mirabilis, P. vulgaris, P. morganii, P.rettgeri,
P. inconstans, E. cloacae, S. marcescens |Zxt3+ 24 @112, NA, PPALR%THh,
PA X Y ifnas, P. aeruginosa |Zxt LTt NA, PPA L Y35,

3. CINX o MIC filiTid, &R 5 b EBEKESK—-BHBRIETHY, K
MR HR AR, N~ 4 T2 -V s VEBOIETH- o,

4. MIC JsgRroiEH pH Oz, CINX & NA, PA I3, BEHMTHE
%5 DITH~, PPA d#iZ7 s VI TENL TV,

5. #EMEED MIC Bl RIZ+#% ik, CINX, NA, PPA, PA iz, E. coli,
P. vulgaris TEMEILIZ, 107~108 cells/ml L ETA#IC MIC finskE 2 hHiEN
BIET L7,

6. E. coli [Zxt+»5EEEMIE, CINX 12 MIC B CHREIZIER LT,

7. E.coli ZJEPHE LTc~ 7 ROBREHERRITE TR, BHRIZI D EHD 55,
CINX & NA, PPA LHA%THH, PA X h#ERTWT,

8. ~vARNKLERKOMPBEEDORERML, NA, PPA [THEL T, CINX de~—
7 05E L, NA ©2~31{%, PPA 04l LoMmpELRL .,

79 AERRPTE T, 20 MIC izl TF XY
" E BRHRD RO ESNTNE9,
A#ggiz CINX ofilfeH %, Nalidixic acid, Pipemidic
acid, Piromidic acid EH# L, #iC in vivo FBEYER S
NEWD D KK DEEBIC DV THRET LRSI TH 5,

acid T, 9FRBLUFFRE, Ci.H1oN:0s, 262.22 TH

%0

REMHESURBE®

BERIRDOELHITH 2,

1. [ERBEHk

v e (R 7tk P & U5, BRI L b SEEI NI BRI
o COOH N
< j@\[] SWBEH T,
0 N,N 2. ¥ A
|

Cinoxacin (CINX) Eli Lilly—HfF s

Celt. Nalidixic acid (NA) #—Bi %

KFZ 77 LEEHAREICH U TIRBAH L, Hic Ecoli, Pipemidic acid (PPA) KHABEK
Proteus, Serratia, Enterobacter 15 & ICHWNHHLI™D, Piromidic acid (PA) K H AR %K
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3. EAIRRHEAEE

H AL & MIC g 4E s pk10. 102 88 | TfT %
V», ERRHICI B RES R 2/ L7,

4. EMOEARSECRIIITCE

AT 871 3> (NB, %8P, V7
Fv 4743 (TSB, %#f), PV F v 4 743>
(TSB, HK) ZHAw, ThFN 1 KEEHEME & 10045
FREEEH L

BEMEH - EBEREEH (NA, ), BZH:
EREH (STA, X8, "—+r4 v 72—V v EK
¥4 (HIA, Bsk) 2k Y, MIC Z#IE L 7.

ERERIL, BB D E. coli, P.vulgaris #n ¥
10 BkFOoF R L,

5. D pH @ MIC (CRIZTEE

i@ E KiEo pH * 6.0, 6.5, 7.0, 7.5, 8.0 &
L, E.coli 10 ¢k, P.vulgaris 10 £k D 3K &2 % §l
E LT

6. EEERO MIC CRIZTHE

T8 3 T B K A L, AURE BB,
FLUEOR/REK L 104 cells/ml F THERL, Th
EnrHEEL, MIC £ & LT,

7. RHEEA

E.coli C-11 %k, E. coli HI-54 #k% (A L, WEBk
DYEF7 4 3 VEREH Y N~ b1 72—-YarT4
3 T1,000 fFHIZHRL, 1R EEER, FALH
ml7co AWK, 74 3 HFRECEHT S 108 cells
/ml BWkHEICETS MIC © 1/2, 1, 2{&4 %20

EFREA Y, BROICERRELRRL, SERTNE
L7

8. TUXRERRECHITIBpEHEHR

~v Rt ICR % CD-1 =v x, f#f, (AE19t1lg %,
B\, E.coli C-11 ¥, E.coli HI-54 #k, E. coli 94
BRERREE L, BBAIICERExe, 1M, CINX,
NA, PPA, PA oROHBE T4 - 7o

RYROEFITL VIR EHEL, BRE%S5BEOL
%), VAN DER WAERDEN method (ZX b EDso
FEM L.

9. TOURMFBHBREREER

ICR % CD-1 =v =, i, 4K 19+1 g %* Awn,
CINX, NA, PPA % 50 mg/kg, 25 mg/kg N0
5 7%, 5 15, 304, 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, 12, 24k
BITRILL, ThZNoOMBERBRELHE disk i
DHIE Lco RERE, EE~V RONBETEALER
L, LEEERBEOFEIZTENL, /L.,

R B B &

1. MEARI PSS A

77 nGHE, 77 AEHEEICT 5 CINX ofig
#H% NA, PPA, PA »HB | /ckigi%x, Table 1, 2
IR Lo

CINX 377 2BHE I 2 HEHR Bve 75
LEHEIZEBWTIR, NA, PPA LR%THY, PA L
D HLEE 12858,

2. BEERSBEHROBREST

Table 1 Antibacterial spectrum (Gram positive)

MIC (108 cells/ml)

CINX| NA ‘PPAi PA

MIC (108 cells/ml)

CINX| NA | PPA| PA

. aureus 209 P 50 [6.25|12.5 0.78-

S. aureus 20;3 P 100 [>100 | 50 50 S

S. aureus ATCC—25.£-);3_ 100 |>100 517)0 100 S. aureus AT CC—ZSQZ; 100 | 25 50 | 1.56

S. aureus NEUMANN  [>100 [>100 [>>100 | 50 S. aureus NEUMANN 100 | 12.5| 50 | 1.56

S. aureus SMITH >100 [>100 | 50 [>100 S. aureus SMITH 50 | 12.5|12.51.56
~TS‘V._-aureus;1;;;\AJTN;A N _105 ~>100 I 100 | 50 S. aureus TERAJIMA 100¥ 25 25 >3.12

S. epidermidis 00| 50 | 100 | 50 S. epidermidis 12.5 | 6.25 | 12.5 | 3.12

. ATCC-12228 | T T T
B. subtilis ATCC-6633 50 | 0.78 12.5| 25

- ATCC-12228
B. subtilis ATCC-6633 | 3.12 | 0.78 | 3.12 |<C0.19

B. anthracis I 50 13.12|12.5]12.5

B. anthracis 3.12 | 3.12 | 6.25 0.78

I |
M. luteus ATCC-9341 i>100 i:>100 100 | 100

 (ug/ml)

M. luteus ATCC-9341 [>100 >100 | 50 25

(ng/ml) ”
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Table 2 Antibacterial spectrum (Gram negative)

MIC (108 cells/ml)
[

CINX| NA PPA | PA

MIC (108 cells/ml)

CINX, NA |PPA PA

E. coli NIHJ JC-2 50 |3.12| 50 50

E. coli NIIHJ JC-2 6.25 | 1.56 | 3.12 | 3.12

E. coli NIHJ 25 |6.25 12.5| 50

E. coli ATCC-25922 12.5|3.12 1 6.25 | 50

K. pneumoniae ARAKI | 50 50 50 [>100

E. coli NIHJ 6.25|1.56 | 3.12 | 0.78

E. coli ATCC-25922 6.25|3.12 | 3.12 | 12.5

K. pneumoniae ARAKI | 12.5 | 6.25 | 12.5 100

Shigella 103 R 0.78 | 1.56 | 1.56 | 6.25

Shigella 103 R 12.5 | 3.12 | 12.5 | 25
Shigella MZ 3a 6.25| 0.78 | 6.25 | 6.25 Shigella MZ 3a 0.78 | 0.39 | 0.78 | 0.39
Salmonella S-60 50 50 100 | 100 7 Salmonel-l;ig—GO 1.56- 3.12 3.12 12.5
Salmonella P. B. 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 7 Salmonella P. B. 3.12 3.12” 6.25 25
S. enteritidis M-11 7”750 100 | 100 ;106 :S enteritidis M-11 1.56 | 1.56 | 3.12 —égi
" P. mirabilis 1287 50 | 100| 100! 100 P mivabilis 1287 | 3.12 | 0.78 | 3.12 | 3.12
P ’7’”’1@%2_21100 150 | 50 | 100 50 P ’”"’“’Zléscc_élioo 6.25 | 0.78 | 3.12 | 3.12
S. marcescens GN-629 | 50 | 50 = 100 |>100 S. marcescens GN-629 | 25 | 3.12 | 6.25 | 50
S. marcescens 16 “57>100 100 100 S. marcescens 16 |6.2516.25 | 12.5 | 100
P. aeruginosa 100 [>100 [>>100 |>100 P. aeruginosa 100 >100 | 100 |>100
P aeruginosa  esa | >100 [>100 [>100 >100 F. aeruginosa  osa i>100 >100| 100 ~100
P a2 A0 o0 oo o TR, o] s s o
(pg/ml) (png/ml)

BEpR ARl H b8 XN T, E. coli 47 Bk, K. pneu-
moniae 66 gk, P.mirabilis 32 ¥k, P.vulgaris 38 tk,
P.morganii 43 Bk, P.rettgeri 41 bk, P.inconstans
110 #k, E. cloacae 53 #, S. marcescens 47 #, P
aeruginosa 48 BRDEZM: 5 # % CINX, NA, PPA,
PA D4 KANZDOWT REIC L L7z MIC 43 fi%
Fig. 1~10 {Z;R L 720

E.coli T, CINX Ofighdsid-> &bk, 10°
cells/ml fE#EIZ31F 5 MIC ©— 7 (& 1.56 pg/ml
¢, NA, PPA ¢ 3.13 pg/ml, PA @ 12.5 pg/ml
X D BEHEAIZH M L Tnico

K. pneumoniae T, 108 cells/ml R0 MIC
X E.coli X b K%, 108 cells/ml OBET 3.13
~6.25 pg/ml {Z MIC v—72i%bH NA, PPA i3
1ZR%, PA XU EEMIZHE L 7.

P. mirabilis, P.morganii Tli,
CINX /& NA, PPA o 2{ZffE MIC 4154kl
ZH Y, P.rettgeri Tix, PPA LRA%TH 50¢NA,
PA X bz MIC 2/h&

P.vulgaris,

P.inconstans, E. cloacae Tz, CINX i NA,
PPA L@t ALRALHBENTHY, PA L4 fER
B8\,

S. marcescens TiL, 4 Hl& dRELEHKEHTHY,
P.aeruginosa |ZinTld, CINX oz NA,
PPA X h %Y, 13EA LD 100 #g/ml Ll Lo MIC
R LT

3. D MIC RIE(EICRITI R

E. coli 10 kx M\, #E#ITL 5 MIC OX % H~T
Bt % Fig. 11 (TR LT,

CINX (4 NB-NA (s — @ Htkth) Db
EhHED L EH—F MIC 20/hEL, Zokio MIC
AR A 5, CINX>PPA=NA>PA DIETH
%o

TSB-STA QA EbED L 2L, ZONANA %£-
T, PPASCINX>NA>SPA L% 5%,

TSB-HIA o#liA&beD L xd, TSB-STA O#l
Ko b b EMEIZ PPASCINX >NASPAOIREE % -
720
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Fig. 1 Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates

E. coli 47 strains

. o
1?:'1 10* cells/ml l(f(,) 10 cells/ml a
o—eo CINX 7
o==0 NA
O—-8 PPA
A A PA
50 1 501
(] !
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o P
Drug (& ©0.190.39 0.78 1.5 313 625 125 % %0 100 100 D""u/ml %0.190.39 0.78 1.5 313 6.25 125 25 50 100 100
CINX R} 1 1 10 5 1 3 5 CINX ) 2 n 1 4 1
NA 2 2 3 2 3 15 NA 1 5 2 n 4 5
PPA 1 1 4 4 9 18 10 PPA 1 1 2 15 3 5
PA 7 6 18 6 10 PA 1 1 6 3 5
Fig. 2 Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates
K. pneumoniae 66 strains
% 10*cells/ml % 10°cells ml
100 CINX lmw
0-=90 NA
Or-B PPA
A--A py
504 501
o/ ml 5 ] <
g 019039 0.78 155 313 625 125 25 % 1w . w o~ Ml 19039 0.7 LS 113 625 125 5 %0 1w W
CINX 3 9 “ CINX 5 k-1 19 3 1 3 1 2
NA Lor % NA [ S N S S B S
PPA 6 & PPA 3 M o3 12 5 5 31
PA : 2 & PA 2 0o o 2
Fig. 3 Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates
P. mirabilis 32 strains
% 10*cells/ml %  10%cells/ml
100 4 ) 1001 ,A A
—& CINX r
©---0 NA !
LA PPA I'
A&—-A PA ’I
]
!
A
504 50 ’I
!
(e
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Fig. 4 Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates

P. vulgaris 38 strains
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9
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1 1001
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P. morganii 43 strains

Fig. 5 Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates

P
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Fig. 6 Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates
P. rettgeri 41 strains
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|
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1
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Fig. 7 Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates
P. inconstans 110 strains
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Fig. 8 Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates
E. cloacae 53 strains .
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Fig. 9 Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates

S. marcescens 47 strains
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Fig. 10 Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates
P. aeruginosa 48 strains
%  10%cells/ml % 10%cells/ml
100 100
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CINX 8 CINK 5 s
NA 6 42 NA ! [ER U v
PPA 18 10 oo PPA T ®o5 1
Fig. 11 Effect of media on antibacterial activity of CINX, NA, PPA and PA
E. coli 10 strains
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Fig. 12 Effect of media on antibacterial activity of CINX, NA, PPA and PA
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Fig. 13 Effect of medium pH on antibacterial
activity of CINX, NA, PPA and PA

. coli 10 strains, 10¢ cells/ml
a--r.\pgeo
.- 6.5
100, CINX H:H75
o——e pH 7.5
A=A pH 8.0
50
[ R T
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Sensitivity distribution (%)
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. .
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MIC (pg/ml)

P. vulgaris 10 tkx HARTCD E. coli L@k, 1
MO BT T Fig. 12 TR Lz

ZDB4EY, CINX 7 NB-NA 0ofisaEghedi—F
MEEMAHRS, o0& MIC MG, &k
>, CINX=PPA.-NA>PA DJETH - 7z,

TSB-STA oAb EbHE® OL &3 PPA >NA=
CINX>PA Tax1b, TSB-HIA O{HEbHED & X
I4, PPA >NASCINX>PA FIAFI AL LS 5 2 & ¢
W b7,

4. =4 pH O MIC AB@EICKIZTRE

Heith pH O%%, #jic® E. coli 10 g, P
vulgaris 10 BRIZOWTHX72 D% Fig. 13, 14 |2k
L7z

E. coli 044, CINX O4ig§hiz pH 6.0, 6.5,
7.0, 7.5 DFAREDL LT WA, pH 8.0 T2 5k
MIC iz K& % 5,

NA, PA 3T CHiE hasm
BT ah Y HUTCHE 2 E N,

P vulgaris O4, CINX oMIC | pH 12X -
TRESLHL, WHITEEMTREDWEL, T

AVHEMTIRHSL B> Tnb, Zd NA, PA L[d
BEOMTH 2%, PPA |3 E. coli ODBELRIBET v
A PR TIE 1 AE N E BRI N TN 5,

5. EEERDO MIC AEBICRIZTES

RO M W7ot Fig. 15~20 TR L
72s

E. coli 4 ko354, CINX, NA, PPA, PA 04
fil & 4 107~10% cells/ml #MiIZA 5 L MIC filfid K

Wiz PPA

Fig. 14 Effect of medium pH on antibacterial
activity of CINX, NA, PPA and PA
P. vulgaris 10 strains, 108 cells/ml
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6. RAKEHR

E. coli C-11 ¥k iZxt+ 5 CINX DOXEEH LMD
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E. coli HI-54 BRIt 2 BB1EM % Fig. 22 (TR
L7co CINX i MICOREXER I THET S &,
AT, B ORMAE L, ZOkRIIHT S
CINX ofilg iz, BRErEM, MIC &3I4 5HHT
HoTe

7. TORRBRERECHITIBEHRYE

E. coli C-11 Bk, E. coli HI-54 ¥k, E. coli 94 ¥k
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X o THEW L 7cftt Table 3T/RL 7,
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EDso i TH - 720



VOL. 28 s74

CHEMOTHERAPY 9

Fig. 15 Effect of inoculum size on antibacte-
rial activity of CINX, NA, PPA and PA
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Fig. 17 Effect of inoculum size on antibacte-
rial activity of CINX, NA, PPA and PA
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Fig. 19 Effect of inoculum size on antibacte-
rial activity of CINX, NA, PPA and PA
P. vulgaris 1
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Fig. 16

Effect of inoculum size on antibacte-

rial activity of CINX, NA, PPA and PA
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Fig. 21 Bactericidal activity of CINX, NA, PPA and PA
against E. coli C-11
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Fig. 22 Bactericidal activity of CINX, NA, PPA and PA
against E. coli HI-54
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Table 3 Protecting effect of CINX, NA, PPA and PA against E. coli infection in mice

' Challenge MLD MIC (pg/ml) EDso
Organisms Drug dose | — 0 )
; (cells/mouse) } (cells/mouse) 108 } 108 ‘ (mg/mouse)
CINX | | 25 | 0.78 |0.3125 (0.268~0.365)
E. coli . NA | ‘ 50 | 0.78 |0.625
" 1.95x10% | 1.0x10°
C-11 PPA | | 100 1.56 0.156
———] | .
PA \ 50 | 3.12 |0.992 (0.818~1.203)
CINX ; ‘ 12.5 | 1.56 | 1.986 (1.648~2.393)
E.coli ~ NA | | 3.12 | 0.78 | 0.992 (0.797~1.235)
‘*——— 1.8x108 | 2x107
HI-54 | PPA | 12.5 0.78 | 0.625
‘ PA | i 25 | 1.56 | 0.787 (0.653~0.948)
! I I ~ —
‘ CINX ‘ 12.5 0.78 | 0.0621 (0.0477~0.0808)
E. coli NA ‘ 6.25 0.78 | 0.625
————  1.2X10% : 3.2x10 —
94 | PPA ‘ i 25 1.56 | 0.248 (0.204~0.301)
PA | i 100 | 3.12 | 0.497 (0.412~0.598)
Mouse : ICR(CD-1), 4W, 3 (19+1g), 6 animals/group Administration : p.o. 1 hr after infection
Mucin : 5 % Mucin MIC : By the agar dilution method
Challenge : i. p. EDso : VAN DER WAERDEN method

Fig. 23 Serum levels of CINX, NA and PPA after oral administration in mice
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Mouse : ICR(CD—1),4W, §(19+1g) 9 mice/group
Disk method
Drug Medium Test strain
CINX Nutrient agar E. coli X—161
(agar 1.2%, Eiken)
NA,PPA  Sensitivity test agar  E.coli KP
(Eiken)
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CINOXACIN : ANTIBACTERIAL ACTIVITY IN VITRO AND IN VIVO

SacHIkO Gorto, Isamu YosHIDA, MasaTosHI Ocawa, AxivosHr TsuJi
and SHoGco KuwAHARA

Department of Microbiology, School of Medicine, Toho University

Antibacterial activity on cinoxacin, a new synthetic antibacterial agent, was examined in vitro

and in vivo.

1. Cinoxacin had higher antimicrobial activity against gram negative bacilli than piromidic acid
and had similar activity to nalidixic acid and pipemidic acid.

2. Cinoxacin showed higher antimicrobial activity in nutrient agar and in acid medium than in
other media and in alkaline environment.

3. Therapeutic effects of cinoxacin were equal to those of nalidixic acid and pipemidic acid in
treatment of experimental mice infection with E.coli.

4. The serum concentrations of cinoxacin in mice were higher than those of nalidixic acid and
pipemidic acid.



