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1) Cefaclor (LLF, CCL) 1 H 750mg 34 iR & Cephalexin (Li'F, CEX) 1H 1g 44}
OERBRY —RERMIRIC X b LR Lice MREmiz, M M WRE TO%(=+ey

BR<D, SRR, Vv AR T

2) BER%E, MAILLT3H, 50, 7TERfTRV, ERECLIIHRYE, HABRUELR
7, Rk, EEMEYABILL, £OHBIC LS RYIMHEERKE L XTR 10

3) MEERAVMMN ORI &is - e 148 B (CCL 75 61, CEX 73 #%), Ex/iHUix CCL 444,
CEX 54, Bzl CCL 6 I, CEX 58ITH 1o EERMRUERN R E I »T=bDik CCL 65 4,
CEX 63 I, BlIfFfiMNOxtEotcbd CCL 70 #l, CEX 69 fITH » 7,

4) MBI LB RAHE : CCL 9 3k 35/65 (53.8%), EIA M~ 54/65 (83.1%),
CEX 9igi¥ 31/63 (49.2%), HAH W~k 52/63 (82.5%) CRRAIMICHER, ed 12,

5) WRKEDOHELAEEIA -,

6) MAHIVMMHIEEMC L DM AHKITE : CCL %%y 38/65 (58.5%), HAY~H%h 55/65 (84.6%),
CEX %% 34/63 (54.0%), F¥-HZh 54/63 (85.7%) T, MRAIMIC BRI ed - P
7 BARWEIFADILE : CCL 8/70 (11.4%), CEX 3/69 (4.3%) OHBART, TOREIzRL

AEHIERERTH -1

8) 4&fkk LT, CCL250mg 1H3@EAME CEX 250mg 1 H 4 BIAMRIE, SitBEE

exl, ASOBR, HAKELISLHEShI,

Cefaclor (LW F CCL) 1%, Cephalexin (LA F CEX)
D TEL LMY HTHMN, LEREEDO 3D
AFALERRH>THE, v —AFAFREA LTV ERN
RiEEoTWhHo HEHORBECHBEAONKREELB
DHRATVBEY,

4H, CCL1 H750mg 34 f& CEX 1 H 1,000 mg
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* %=
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EO
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Table 1 Distribution of characteristics (1)

Characteristics CCL CEX Statistical test
Total number of evaluable cases 65 63 1=0.206
Number of excluded cases 4 5 =2
Number of drop out cases 6 5 (p=0.902)
25 % :=0.3.807
Sex M 3 df=1 ‘
F 28 38 (©=0.051)
A 14~75 13~71 '
ge 36.7+17.0 384+16.7
1. Furuncle 38 39
2. Furunculosis 7 13 27=7.069
Diagnosis 3. Carbuncle 0 1 df=4
4. Folliculitis 18 10 ¢=0132)
5. Cellulitis 2 0
Total 65 63
222" test

Table 2 Distribution of characteristics (2)

Characteristics CCL CEX Statistical test
Absent 50 39 zf‘=l3.406
Associated Present 15 24 (0=0.065)
diseases Associated 2=
skin diseases 12 19 :10 004
Others 3 5 (p=0.950)
Done 7 8 =0.115
Incision 5{ =1
Not done 58 55 ©=0.734)
Severe 13 13 5;:0.019 ’
Severity Moderate 4 39 = a901)
Mild 11 11
< 2days 9 9 =1 278 -
la)f::r onset 3~5days 36 29 5‘=. —
= 6 days 20 25 @=0528
Inpatient 4 0 z 24002
df=1
Outpatient 61 63 (p=0.046)
x2:x7 test

Table 3  Excluded and drop out cases

Criteria CCL CEX
Used in disease not indicated - 4 5
No follow up 4 4
Combined use of analgesic 0 i
Discontinuation due to side effectg 1 [
Major protocel deviation in taking drug 1 9
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BARRHONR S 7o OIS 18 MTh oo M Ry BAMISNAE LT, & ¢ e RE MRS 218
FREEOUTE, TORATCHRATSIOLOH Vo LHR, ¥, ASEOTRABMOMN b 2EE-c
—HORERRL—IE LT Table 1~5 i,

REHT, BUOME XI=3.807, P=0.05), ¥  LOOB< i MRIAME b 10> HALIC P2+ 5 MR
CAREOH ('=3.406, P=0.065) 1o & FORS  Moab, wMLAOAGER CCL B 365, CEX g
BoORE BRRA, REATICKELMORED > 563 Tho THEMTHY, X RAMEDRE AL

Table 4 Duration of administration

&, Table 2 ;A X 5 i phe s LTEGShi:

boviied, &4 LTOABEDBEDR b IZ, [CE

AROMRUT MWL S LIE i\ 2 bhT, Ll

<3 4 5 6 7 | Total .
Days _ . TOREL #w12
CCL 7 3 16 7 32 65 2. THEWE
CEX| 9 8 9 4 3] 6 a) ¥ER (3, 5. 7 B) JIWR (Table 6)
x'test:df=4  x?=5286 p=0.259 Table @S5 X 5 ik, AYFEHI W\, E 2
Table 5 Age distribution
Years ~19 20~29 30~39 40~49 | '50~59 60~69 70~79 Total
CCL 8 21 13 8 4 6 5 65
CEX 5 19 16 5 8 9 1 63
x* test: df=6 x2=6.365 p=0.384
Table 6 Evaluation - by attending doctors
(classified by evaluation days)
Evaluation | No. of | Marked | Moderate | Slight No. Marked Marked-v.Moderate
days patients | improv. | improv. | improv. | improv. improv. improv.
” 13,52 41,52
CCL 52 13 28 7 4 25.0% 78.8%
3 days - v; - 3%
. 56
CEX| 56 19 19 12 6 33.9% 67.9%
‘ - 21/53 45,53
ceL | 5 1 18 8 0 50.9% 84.9%
5 days / 47,/55
29,/55
CEX| 55 29 18 3 5 52.7% 85.5%
42,/65 56,765
CCL| 65 42 14 8 1 64.69% 86.2%
Tdaye /6 56,763
40,63
CEX| 63 40 16 2 5 635% 88.9%
Marked improv. Marked~ Moderate
3 days 2z=-0.095 (p=0.462) : Others improv. : Others
5 days z= 0.041 (p=0.484) p=0.211 p=0.142
da: =:-0.106 (p=0.458 p=0.503 p=0.575
7 days o ® ) p—0521 p=0.421

" z; WILCOXON test

(one sided probability)

p : FISHER exact prob;biiity test
(one sided probability)
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Table 7 Evaluation by attending doctors
D No. of | Marked | Moderate | Slight No. Marked Marked ~ Moderate
patients | improv. | improv. | improv. | improv. improv. improv.
3 35,65 54,65
oL | 65 3 19 8 53.8% 83.19
5 31,63 52,63
CEX | 63 31 2 6 49.2% 82.5%
Marked improv. : Others
=-0.497 p=0.
(p= 0.310) Marked~Mod§|:5fséTprov. : Others
z : WILCOXON test p: PISHER exact probability test
(one sided probability) (one sided probability)
Table 8 Standardized  evaluation
(classified by evaluation days)
Evaluation No.. of Excellent | Good Fair | Failure | Excellent Excellent~Good
days patients
7,/52 33,52
CCL 52 7 26 13 6 135% 635%
3 days 6,56 30,56
CEX 56 6 24 18 8 10.7% 53.6%
23,53 41,/53
CCL 53 23 18 9 3 43.4% 77.4%
5 days 18,/55 43,/55
CEX 55 18 25 7 5 327% 78.29%
38,765 55,65
CCL 65 38 17 6 4 58.5% 84.6%
7 days
34,63 54,/63
CEX 63 34 20 4
> 54,09 85.71%
Excellent Excellent ~ Good
3 days z=-0.974 (p=0.165) : Others : Others
5 days z=-0.823 (p=0.205) p=0.443 p=0.199
7 days z=-0.403 (p=0.343) p=0.173 p=0.551
p=0.369 p=0.530
z: WILCOXON test p : FISHER exact probability test
(one sided proba’bxllty) (one sided probability)
Table 9  Standardized evaluation
No. of ‘ ;
Drug patients Excellent Good Fair | Failure | Excellent Excellent ~ Good
CCL 65 38 17 6 4 38,765 55,/65
58.5% 84.6%
CEX 63 34 20 4 5 34,63 54,/63
54.0% :‘“ T 85.7%
=-0403 (p=0.343) Excellent : Others  p=0.369
Excellent~Good : Others  p=0.530

z : WILCOXON test P : FISHER exact probability test
(one sided probability) (one sided prot?abl]lty) ad



CHEMOTHERAPY

voL. 20 NO. 3 273
Table 10  Evaluation by attending doctors
(classified by severity)
ity No. of | Marked | Moderate| Slight No. Marked Marked~Moderate
Severi patients | improv. | improv. | improv. | improv. improv. improv.
cCL| 13 6 5 1 1 6/13 11713
46.2% 84.6%
Severe
cEx| 13 6 6 0 1 6/13 12,13
46.2% 92.3%
25/41 35/41
CCL 41 25 10 4 2
61.0 85.49
Moderate % %
cEX| 3 | a 10 6 2 21739 31739
53.8% 79.5%
41 8/11
CCL 11 4 4 3 0
36.4% 72.99
Mild % %
CEX 11 4 5 0 2 4/11 9/11
36.4% 81.8%
Marked i .| Marked~
Severe z= 0.169 (p=0.433) ar. {mprov. 'ar ed~Moderate
Mod -0 _ : Others improv. : Others
¢ erate z=-0.703 (p=0.241) p=0.652 p=0.500
Mild z= 0.035 (p=0.486) p=0.338 p=0.346
p=0.670 p=0.500
z : WILCOXON test p : FISHER exact probability test
(one sided probability) (one sided progablhty)
Table 11  Standardized evaluation (classified by severity)
3 No. of . . .
Severity R Excellent | Good Fair | Failure | Excellent Excellent~Good
patients
7/13 11/13
cCcL | 13 7 ‘ 0 53.8% 84.6%
Moderate 7,13 12,/13
CEX| 13 7 5 1 53.8% 92.3%
‘ 26,741 35,741
CCL | 41 26 9 3 63.4% 85.4%
Moderate , 21,39 33/39
CEX | 39 21 12 2 53.8% 84.6%
5/11 9/11
ccL| 1 5 4 1 455% 81.8%
Mid 6,11 9/11
CEX| 11 6 3 2 54.5% 81.8%
Excellent | Excellent~Good,; ,;
Severe z= 0.114 (p=0.454) : Others : Others '
Moderate z=-0.704 (p=0.241) p=0.652 p=0.500
: = 0. =0.401 =0.261 p=0.586
Mild z= 0.250 (p ) 11';:0'500 0707

z': WILCOXON: tes!
(one sided probablllty)

p : FISHER exact probability test
(one sided probability)
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WE, RPAW~FEEEWEL bic, CCL #Hi5me
CEX #&-BicHMMEILED bhioh -1,
b) RAZRYE (Table 7)
CCL #y&mcHaIaids 35/65 (63,8%), WM~

g I 54/65 (83.1%) THH, CEX bR vy

BTN 31/63 (49.2%), XY HW~FHX HW¥ 52/63

(82.5%) T, FIRMMICHEEIRDLNM-T:,
3. WA EWC X B IE

Table 12 Standardized evaluation for moderate cases (classified by evaluation days)
e No-. of Excellent | Good Fair | Failure | Excellent | Excellent~Good
days patients
o ) 5/32 23,/32
e
CCL 32 5 18 4 5 15.6% 7199
3 days 2,37 17,737
1
CEX 37 2 15 3 7 54% 59%
18,/33 26,33
CCL 33 18 8 5 2 54.5% 7889
5 days 10,32 23/32
CEX 32 10 13 7 2 31.3% 719%
26,41 35/41
ccL 4 2% s 3 3 63.4% 85.4%
T days : 21,739 33,39
CEX 39 21 12 4 2 53.8% 846%
Excellent Excellent~Good
3 days z=-1.994 (p=0.023) : Others - Others
5 days z=-1.560 (p=0.059) P=0-159 p=0026
7 days z=-0.704 (p=0.241) p=0.050 p=0.360
p=0.261 p=0.586
z : WILCOXON test p : FISHER exact probability test
(one sided probability) ¢} (one sided probability)
Table 13  Evaluation by attending doctors (classified by sex)
X i . ) ~ te
Sex |Drug No. of Marked Moderate .Shght ) No. Marked improv. Markt?d Modera
patients | improv. | 1mprov. 1IMprov. improv. improv.
20,37 29,37
L 3
CC 7 20 9 6 2 54.19% 184%
15,/25 20,/25
EX 2
Male C 5 15 5 4 1 60.0% 80.0%
Statistical test 2=0.416 Marked improv. : Others  p=0.421-
(p=0.339) Marked~Moderate improv. : Others  p=0.570
15,28 25,28 i
CCL 28 15 10 2 1 53.6% 89.3%
. 16,38 32/38
Female |CEX 38 16 16 2 4 21% 8429
Statistical test z2=-0.912 Maurked improv. : Others  p=0.251
(p= 0.181) Marked~Moderate improv. : Others p=0415

z : WILCOXON test
(one sidgd probability)

p : FISHER exact probability test
(one sided probability)
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Table 14  Standardized evaluation (classified by sex)
No.of | prcellent | Good | Fair | Failure | Excellent | Excellent~G

Sex | Drug satients xcellen xcellent~Good

20,37 30,37

37 20 10 5 2
CcCL 54.1% 8L1%
. 13,/25 20,/25
5 13 7 4 :

Male |CEX| 2 1 520% | 800%
Statistical test z=-(.134 Excellent : Others p==0.539
(p= 0.447) Excellent~Good : Others  p=0.582

18,28 25,28

CCL 28 18 7 1 2 64.39% 89.3%

21,/38 34/38

13

Female | CEX 38 21 0 4 55.3% 89.5%
Statistical test =-0.660 Excellent : Others p=0.315
(p= 0.255) Excellent~Good : Others  p=0.641
z : WILCOXON test - p : FISHER exdct: probability test

(one sided probability) (one sided prog;bility)

Table 15  Standardized evaluation on cases in which S. aureus was isolated

Drug No'. of Excellent Good Fair | Failure | Excellent Excellent ~ Good
patients .
20,34 26,34
CCL 34 20 6 5 3 58.99% 76.59%
23,/39 32,/39
CEX 39 23 9 2 5 60.0% 82.19%
Excellent : Others  p=0.589
2=0081 (p=0.935) Excellent~Good : Others  p=0.382
z : WILCOXON test p : FISHER exact probability test
(one sided probability) (one sided probability)
Table 16 Standardized evaluation on cases of furuncle, furunclosis and carbuncle
No. of . .
Drug . Excellent Good Fair Failure | Excellent Excellent~Good
patients
25,45 38,/45
CCL 4
5 % 13 4 3 55.6% 84.4%
30,753 45,53
CEX 5
3 30 15 4 4 56.6% 84.9%
Excellent : Others p=0.540
2=0.088 (p=0.465) " Excellent~Good : Others  p=0.584

z : WILCOXON test p : FISHER exact probability test
(one sided probability) (one sided probability)
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Table 17  TUsefulness

No.of | _ o | 19| ~20 | ~39 | ~49 | ~50 | ~69 | ~79 | ~g9 | ~1%0
Drug patients 9 19 29 39 49 59 9 (mm)
CCL 68 0 1 3 6 3 10 6 20 7 12
CEX 67 0 1 0 4 2 8 10 24 7 11
2=~0.803 (p=0.211)
% 2 WILCOXON test (one sided probability)
Table 18  Side effects
Side effects CCL CEX
Heart burn 1
Heart burn and stomach trouble 1
Meteorism 1
Abdominal pain 1.
Stomach trouble and nausea 1
Diarrhea 1
Stomach discomfort 1 1
Stomach trouble and stomach pain 1
Paraesthesia, 1
Nausea 1
No. of cases 70 69
No. of cases of side effects 8 3
Rates 11.4% 43%
p=0.108 p: FISHER exact probability test
(one sided probability)
Table 19 MICs of CCL and CEX against S. aureus and S. epidermidis
MIC <01 02 04 08 15 313 625 125 25 50 100 100< ug/ml
10%+ 2 11 24 10 12 5 3 4 2
@ (9 (9 4 4 1Y}
coL (49 (9
10¢ 4 23 25 12 1 3 0 3 1 1
(0} @ @ (2 (3 M
10® 8 19 24 10 6 1 2 3
(2) (49 Q) (6 (2 ) Y]
CEX
10 1 6 23 28 8 1 1 1 1 3
(0)] n (e @) (7 (1)
(1979)

( ) : S. epidermidis
+ : Inoculum size
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a) MEH 3, 5 7 B) WHR (Table 8)

Table KRTERD, HHE, FPp~HREE LT,
AHECARKABNCHRRARD Hhicd -1

b). MARKE (Table 9)

CCL H 5T LY 38/65 (58.5%), WRH~WR
55/65 (84.6%) C, CEX ¥5BTiz%h 34/63 (54.0
%), F~4%h 54/63 (85.7%) TAH Y, FMAIFMIZ

 HEBLED LR 21,

4 REEIBHRO L

a) TREK L ZMATME (Table 10)

Table 10 IR &6 D, KE, FSE BiEOVTh
EsWTh, CCL, CEX 5B, KWK, XN
FE~PEEAFRE LR AEELRD LRI -,

b) ¥R(m¥IEAM (Table 11)

a) LR CCL, CEX 5 MMt HBE B LA
kot ko, FSE3 HBRETCCL bR Z=
-1,994, P=0,023) & CEX 1= h 5QE¥ RLx
(Table 12),

5 Bithleii-miidt (RAFHE) DK

a) ERECISBEAHE (Table 13)

BT, EYE CCL 20/37 (54.1%), CEX
15/25 (60.0%), 2% B 3k 3~rh % BE dk 3% CCL 29/37
(78.4%), CEX 20/25 (80.0%) T\ #h i HMEFIIC
FRER BHOhkh oo RREMTIE, EHHE
CCL 15/28 (53.6%), CEX 16/28 (42.1%), Wk~
hSEEFHE CCL 25/28 (89.3%), CEX 32/38 (84.2%)
T PR OWENMCHEEENBD bhieh -7,

b) EMFFMEYELNE L 5 5F{H (Table 14)

BiEM T, %% CCL 20/37 (54.1%), CEX 13/
25 (52.0%), ¥%~%% CCL 30/37 (8l.1%), CEX
20/25 (80.0%) THFEHAMIC HEEN b bhich -
ko HEEEST X, %% CCL 18/28 (64.3%), CEX
21/38 (55.3%), ¥ #h~4 % CCL 25/28 (89.3%),
CEX 3438 (89.5%)C, #i3 h MEAM HEEH D
bhf&b*ofco

C 6 RETENRDERAE I EMND HRED K
CRAPmHIELRT X 5 A%E) (Table 15)

2% CCL 53¢ 20/34 (58.8%), CEX #y5% 23/
39 (59.0%), ¥#~%% CCL #rL5 B 26/34 (76.5%),
CEX %53 32/39 (82.1%) T, MEABMICHI LM
REBEVTED B RiLd - Foo

T MIEE, MES O Bt CERImEER
¥) Dtk (Table 16)

%% CCL #® 25/45 (55.6%), CEX 30/53 (56.6%),
F%~%% CCL % 38/45 (84.4%), CEX 45/53 (84.9
%) Th ) MR AROEN T bh et -1

8. WHRtEDE (Table 17)

FRAIZ 8135 WA OAME Tablel7 DL h
T, FIRFRMICH B BD S ied - P

9. NIfFAD LK (Table 18)

CCL B SHCHIFAMNOMR L - 70i 70 4
T £D3b88 (11.4%) EHLBERAED &5 h
7o CEX #5BTi2 69 M 36 (4.8%) icil{LEBE
RAEBDB T, CCL P L REEL R » 1 (P=
0.108 p : Fisuer exact probability test,
probability),

KA Atk iz, Mk GOT, GPT, BUN, Al-
pase D ¥ =z y» 7 X h 7o fEG i CCL 52 26 4,
CEX 58822 fiTh »7crt, LW Fhb SRR NEY
IRLICL Dk -1,

10. CCL XU CEX ¥t /¥ L URK 7R
%435 MIC (Table 19)

Table 19 Z#RERT L, 108 10° & {1z CCL
A CEX X b 1 KREHE MIC AVh L 0%L, ¢
— 2 DIUNTFHhTVB, MIC 25 ug/ml Ll EDOEIZKE
78 10® T CCL 14/73 (19.1%), CEX 12/73 (16.4
%), 10° T CCL 5/73 (6.8%), CEX 6/73 (8.2%), %
K78 Tk 105 10° 13, CCL, CEX \»#¥hi 1/25
(4%) THBo 12.5pg/ml LI ETHB &, FKa7H 10°
¢ CCL 26/73 (35.6%), CEX 22/73 (30.1%), 10°® ¢
CCL 8/73 (11.0%), CEX 7/73 (9.6%) &ic%,

* #®

CEERARO MK L LTBANL DR, % WE
iE, ® TBOK, BEMLK Vv FXTHDIN th
LORREIELE LTRETETHEY, EQHpD M
DLORRETEN TWEII DY, BERE, Vv AF
KT - BVVENIBIRBE LN BD, 2hbD
HB o Wi L BI7ZER K CEX Aiffibh T\ 5, CCL ik
CEX iR»TELLIMELR-ON, 7HenTsi
BHb CEX X hHLBIRTWT, 707 » bickF 3
EMABTL CEX X hoo@h, HHEMIREVY,
%ZT, CCL 250mg 1 A3E& CEX 1A4E %=
EERARTCHE TS - L L ERNDA 5 LBbh3B,

FHREPRTATL, EPHFMHERETHRTS, H
EANME, BAFME bic CCL 58 L CEX 5
BCHHEHCERE R ALRILV, EREHEDOKE
HETIRERHE~FEEHRE CCL 54/65 (83.1%),
CEX 52/63 (82.5%), %Mkl EEREIC X 5 HE TIX
E#~4% CCL 55/65 (84.6%), CEX 54/63 (85.7%)
THbh, THEOEHENHE L EHFMEEOMIIZ &
A EENRED o1, T OBRBHRZSMFMBERIEC K
THHEL LTRRIEHRTRELDTH 2,

one sided
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BEFMCRLONA CHARAMCETFORNLSR
1=DT, BLHORLGRAMTLR LI, Bk
LML, WH~ABRHARERL DRI S &M
Mot

HREBY LIE-ThOhRERE LTSIy 4#HAS
C ERART RO TRE 7NORH Sh - EMTR - T
TR O RYIGHEXMIC X BRADROEHEK, ¥
H~WRHMEA LB L1z, CCL W2 20/34 (58.8%), #%
~HW%) 26/34 (76.5%), CEX #H%h 23/39 (59.0%), ¥
~R%h 32/39 (82.1%) THEMM ot X,
. Wl MOEHTRAWRY 1B & CCL ¥
25/45 (55.8%), Wah~MW2 38/45 (84.4%), CEX #%)
30/53 (56.6%), E~H% 45/53 (84.9%) TRIXH
TRFMICHEEN eh o oo 2ore, KEERE T
Nk Lo, Sh@SEEMND 3 B B¥EMF CCL A
BRECENRTVARME TS » oo Bk BUN— ALK MBS
ETIXEREBECEMNSP L LD >T, RYCIHRD
Bohl s Lixthiideohicibhi-fispRO
ThP LD LEERLTWT, PHEERNO 3 HEEY
IR AR X 5 HET, CCL AifRicT & hTun
B ERBPERDDOINEBbID, LrL, £O1
TRERENBDORIL\DT, £4cihd L, Sk
W—EAEBRIEC T 5 MEROYRIHEEELED
bhigwZ EA¥w P,

BlfeRo BB CCL 8/70 (11.4%), CEX 8/69
(4.3%) T CCL ic®®®\ A%, TOABFXTXTHE
BIERTCERL LD 51,

25MIc AR EREIC X 5HEAKOHE b HRFMIC
BFEENIL T

wne TNt s MIC ik 100 TA3 L 12.5 pg/mi
LLEix CCL 8/73 (11.0%), CEX 7/73 (0.6%) °h
%o RN CCL T 0.8~1,56 pg/ml, CEX ¢
1.56~3.13 ug/ml It B, THb®, CCL & CEX 0
e 7 M5 MWL CCL AP eEATLT,
EXITRFEMLLV D D ErRinD,

CCL 250mg 1 H 3[E1& CEX 1 H 4 BORKSRT
ARRHBEHOhieh - BB E LTI, 1) CCL ot
BD X 51T invitro MDA PL LT, £1-B¥HL
PLRWEMBIhTVWBT L, 2) KRABGY oo
Bh, HhORERMLD LE-C L, 3) RNENEDI
LT, LT LOBRECHASRORES MIC it
R, TL IS L EORENEL GRS LE
bhsb,

HEWEEUIK I 35 135 —HEWRBKRO M 1Ko T
i, TCHEM LIzt hTHS,

X [
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A DOUBLE-BLIND COMPARISON BETWEEN CEFACLOR AND
CEPHALEXIN IN THE TREATMENT OF ACUTE BACTERIAL
SKIN INFECTIONS

A Collaborative Study

Jiro ARrATA, Yasuo Yamamoro, Nozom: NoHARA,
SumnicHr Fujita, TsutoMu Masupa, Hiroxo HiramaTtsu,
TaxasHr Naxkakita, Hiromasa AsacosHi, SuiNyi ToxuMarv,
Kaoru Mivosur, Hipeniko Namsa, TosHixt Masuba,
Masajiro Nakacawa, Hiroax: Ueki, Masaniro Hacivama,
Masavosht NisuiMoto, Makoto Take, HirosHr TADa,
Masao Suwaxr and Taicur Kariva

Department of Dermatology, Okayama University Medical School
(Director : Prof. Nozour NoHARA)

A double-blind controlled study was done to compare clinically cefaclor (CCL) at the dosage of 250
mg t.i. d. and cephalexin (CEX) at the dosage of 250 mg q.i.d. in the treatment of acute bacterial skin
infections.

An excellent or good result was obtained in 55 of 65 cases (84.6%) of CCL group and 54 of 63 cases
(85.7%) of CEX group. The difference was not significant statistically. Usefulness was found not to
be significantly different between the two groups. }

Subjective side effects were seen in 8 of 70 cases (11.4%) of CCL group and in 3 of 69 cases (4.8
%) of CEX group, This difference was not significant statistically. The side effects were mostly
gastro-intestinal origin,



