VOL. 30 NO. 1

CHEMOTHERAPY 75

A BHERIC 31T % 9, 3-diacetyl-midecamycin(MOM) »
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1. ABERC T 5 M - BETEARYEE 92 flick LT MOM 1 B 600 mg ¥ 7z 900
mg ¥FOHEL, KOBRLXE, AELALTI2 Gk 77 §] 83.7%) wEBHH B ILIRITFD
HBERHENB LR, 600mg #ERH 45 FIhER 240, FHR1ISH, LEH30, EH3H (5
2 86.7%), 900 mg HERE AT FIFER 15 B, B 236, CCHEHSH, ELER4H (B R

80.9%) T, WHRBICHEEEXRDRE» -1

2. AEILABELEABELEOMTIL, MOM X BBREDED LIZENBDHLRIch -1,
3. FESOEBEORESDEL, 600mg HEHROHEI L LAER TV,

4. BIWFRZREZ 106, ER16, RARIAT BEXPIELLDERED 1RETTH -1
U EDR#A, H, MOM (3/EIEE « ETEBSRRECH LTHRALHRENNIERT, o
18858, B% 600mg THROTHHLEXLIR D,

9, 3"-diacetyl-midecamycin (A F MOM X ®B&Z2)
BHBNEFRAER CHREALEAA~ 72714 F
R EWHE ¢, midecamycin D FEHEH4LTH > T, Fig.
1 O#ERY 20 AFIE 77 ABHRE L { © Sta-
phylococcus aureus, Streptococcus pneumoniae Ig &
CRLTHCHEERYRL, % O invitro FLEN
feo=27m 54 FREEHBECERT S Evbhb, b
hbhit MOM % ABHEIRICE T 5 K E - RHRE
REACKRAL CEORBEHRLYRAL, L TEAR
SRCOVTHEREMA

I. MRKRBEOVICHREHZ

SRR A B - BTHBORPE X /& &
L, /DR (e LthE 40 kg LITF) PEELAHHEY D
DL DB LI, B5E L LTk, MOM 1H 600
mg B ERH (LWTAR) & 900mg #58 (UUTFTBE)
D2HEREFANCREL, 1BEX3@cHE, B4
#BcEORE L, 5L 7 BREIZEA & Lchs,
FRRBE A IE CTREOFIES B \VTER Y ED I, ¥
1o, SHEEVABEINZ B HE D DT EREDHIETIC E H
i,
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et Chemiee sicture of MOM Table 2 Age distribution of patients
(number of patients)

0"COCH' CHO HsC CH
) ’\N ol Age Group A B
oy, 0COCH, ~20 years 5 >
0COC:lls 0 0 {ococ,H, ~30 5 7
HCN ¢ ~40 14 16
0 ~50 6 9
CHs CH, ~60 5 | 2
. ® n ~70 10 5
92 BIoD ) - IKTBALARAS 44 hisio ) LT MOM #4% ) 71~ | 3
Lio SO5 1, ANL45 I, BIHZ 47 (I Cd - 1o Total 45 i 47
Btz AN 27:18, BRE22:25THbH, AT
P2 EM ot (Table 1), ERSY it 13~76 4> /-
D, A, BEEE & 30 RfAh S ote (Table 2), #51 Table 3 Duraton of nadication
MU 3 H, B 20 BTHotans, 7 ALMNAR o
41 B (91.1%), BRt 41 §l (87.2%) &ic»Tkh, I Group A B
WRfIC 4 97 » 7o (Table 3), KB 5 EITART
iy 3.52g, BEEEH 5.49g Th -7 (Table 4), ¥ ~ 3 days / 4
RO EBAEAAR, ARO 45 GIFTH - X5 e ” 1;
9B, IR 1361, RBYIMHM7 O, KE - BMKE 130, 10 3 | s
Z0M3FTHD, BEDATHHRTIIFM X5 144, 14 3 '
BE 1206, BEHE7 6, BE- - BRLI0H, ~off 15~ | 1
ABlETe > TWT, ERBJHEADHIZhicX hREDH
nishote,
R RERBHROHEX, Table 5 1R Thhbho¥ Table 4 Total amount of medication
AN TR = R i (number of patients)
|
Table 1  Sexual distribution of patients ;rmomt Group A l B
(number of patients)
~2.0 g 7 i
Group A B ~4.0 19 ! 9
Sex ~6.0 19 ﬁ 8
Male 27 22 ~8.0 i 04
Female 18 25 ~10.0 ‘ 6
11~ 1 !

Table 5 _Criter‘ia evaluating the effects of an agent in the treatment of
infectious diseases iri the field of surgery

1. Excellent : The principal symptoms and signs disappear completely within 3 days after onset
of the treatment

2. Good : More than half of the symptoms and signs disappear within 5 days after onset of
the treatment

3. Fair I Any of the symptoms and signs disappear within 7 days after onset of the
treatment

4. Poor : None of the symptoms and signs disappear or their aggravation is observed
after 7 days
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Table 6  Furuncle and carbuncle
- Dosagee schedule o -
Case | e | Sex o o ™ g ol S| B e
sg/mb) (mg) (day) (®) | e
1] 40 | M [R knee |Swph awews |200x3| 4 | 24 i;;fff;j;fgf Eradicated | Execllont | None
2| 55 | M |[Neck 200x3| 3 1.8 - 1«;;;1:1,1 W\int N
3 54 F |R. auricle S’”{):l;l‘lg)"m‘s 20023 5 3.0 ;1'(;:1();—“ T;:;l:c]lt-d AI;I’:\A(:‘IMH I Eruption
5| 58 | F [Head - I»‘; 4 2.4 o WV“;;;'HW[ ‘ \7
6 | 30 | M |R cheek iffﬂ’7{15~,,15111’\» 200-3] 5 3.0 Er:ulicatcd‘(;und N \1
7 63 M |L. buttock ?;:;-’("2/',',)”[-“,!-‘\(3‘]2) 200 -3 7 1.2 | Incision Good N T_\T (: B
8 28 F |Face Sm/()lﬁ 1’6‘;;;"““' 200 ~ 3 7 4.2 o al-;rzrndlc‘alc(] | Good ‘ f\'«?nc
9 14 F |R. cheek Sm‘:él_‘w“;”““ 200 %3 7 4.2 | Incision - 1;1’\';1u\\'n :;:d B :‘ig A
10 13 M |Nose Staph. awrens | 300 X3 4 3.6 Eradicated | Excellent | None
11 21 F |L. knee 300 ~3 3 2.7 | Incision Excellent | None
12| 16 | M |[Nose Suph, aorews | 3003 3| 27 é?f;iﬂ;:e& Eradicated | Excellent ; None
1340 | F [Rleg [Pl0o |300.3) 7 | 63 |lncision | Eradicated Excellent | None
14 | 63 | F [Chest  [SUlaons f3g0 3| 7 | 63 Unchanged | Good None
15 39 M |Forehead ?;:;5{2'171[di43.12) 3003 4 3.6 g;i‘;;;’&& Eradicated | Good None —
16 | 30 | F |L buttock 5""”;’_-12“)“"“"5 300<3| 7 6.3 Eradicated | Good None
17 | 65 | F [Back R4 fg00.3| 7 | 63 Unchanged| Good Nowe
18 | 31 | F |[Lknee MR fagg.3) 7 | 63 Eradicated | Good None
19 | 42 | B[R buttock [0h L0 30043 7| 63 | fieen & |Eradicated Fair None
20 33 F E.elgir:)bnar SM{)&]((’J[(;)’M 300x3 10 9.0 |Incision | Unchanged|Fair None
21 | 48 | F |L1eg |Sehawes |300.30 7 | 63 |Incision |Unknown |Fair None
22 71 F |Buttock  |Pseudomonas | 3003 7 6.3 |Incision | Unchanged| Poor None
23 | 76 | M |[Head  |[S4h0s 1300x3| 7 | 63 |Incision [ty Sl poor None
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Table 7 Abscess
| : Dosage schedule
! . | Location of | Organisms Surgical | Biological i m-J i
Cot o ARe 1N an :iﬁl’l‘ged | Daily dose| Duration |Tutal dose| treatments | response Effectivencs Side effect
i M (mg) (day) ®
24 o M | L palm ’/"”;lf;“m 200 3 7 4.2 |Incision |Eradicated| Excellent None
i K I !I‘I );‘“I" Staph. awens 200 73 6 16 [Incision | Eradicated| Excellent None
% | a6 IR foot ‘\'"’{;/i"zr"’)"""" 200 -3 4 2.4 L':g':";’ge& Eradicated| Excellent | None
e | M ".:‘_;:,"','l'l“" Staph. axvens | 200+ 3 5 30 L’;f";l‘;’;c& Eradicated| Excellent | None
28 | 2% I’ Qf’ﬁ““”“"‘ S’”{'l/i’;,.:’,”“"‘ 200 %3 3 18 Eradicated| Excellent | None
oy | ay ap | Peranal Shaph awrens g oy 4 RN Eradicated| Excellent | None
region (KA
0 | v | F i‘l_m‘f,rl?“a' 200 %3 3 18 Excellent | None
31 19 M | R. knee Steph amens 200% 3 7 42 g;_;i;‘i:ge& Eradicated| Good None
X Perianal | Staph. cpidermidis B Incision & . :
32 66 M region E ol 200~ 3 4 2.4 drainage Eradicated| Good None
. Perianal | G(+) cocci q . :
33 37 F region E. coli. Citrobacler 200 -3 10 6.0 Incision Eradicated| Good None
34 34 F | Buttock Serratia 200%3 7 4.2 Unknown | Farr None
35 | sz | M | Abdominal| gy 200x3 | 7 | 42 |Mncision & tnchanged; Poor None
. Penianal .
36 40 M region 200%3 4 24 Poor None
37|33 | M |Roscroum | 300 L 0 300x3 | 4 | 36 Eradicated| Excellent | None
38 | 50 | M |Lsoe 300x3| 6 5.4 Excellent | None
39 | 25 | B | Auemeal| Sk s | 30x3| s 15 |Incision |Eradicated| Excellent | None
4 | 6 | M |Roankle |Emerobackr 3003 7 | 63 |Incision |Unchanged Good None
41 77 F R. breast 3003 7 6.3 Good None
Staph. anreus Incision &
42 14 M | L. buttock (>100 300x3 7 6.3 drainage Unchanged| Good None
43 | 23 | M |R buttock [Soh mums ) 3903 | 7 6.3 Eradicated| Good None
- h. i .
44 | 27 | F |L. breast g’gf;ba‘;;‘e’;’“‘ 300 <3 7 6.3 f;;;‘;:gge& Eradicated| Good None
45| 39 | M |L buttock Sk awws | 3003 | 3 2.7 Unknown | Good None
46 39 M [ R. buttock | Staph. aurens | 300x%3 7 6.3 |Incision |Eradicated| Good None
Staph. auerus Incision &
47 29 F | R. breast (>100) 3003 7 6.3 drainage Unchanged| Poor None
48 36 F R. breast 3003 7 6.3 Poor None ~
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1. RRIEEKHR

it X5 (Table 6) (XABOBIH X R5H, %4
fl, BE 14 BUIhER 40, ARSH, LCHY3IH,
BRH2HTH T CPHYHLHEIRAIHAFD 16
(case No.20) L@hE¥IBI N2 h D 16 (case
No. 23) ¥, THhEINBETI LVFEROMT, NS
Tl Staphylococcus aureus DRI X TV 72
n, COWEKE MOM WHETH -7, F7o, RO 1
) (case No. 22) (2D M T, £ORKIE L Pseu-
domonas BTH -1

ZFHIRAS (Table 7) TXABFIS B 7 6, A%
3F, BRI, ERH2H, BIE12 01 D3,
BR7H, BT LOHEYLEHEEI A
HO1MEA BRHZAUTEDTH -4 BDLAIT,
HAEN Serratia TH 1% D (case No. 34), Pro-

79

teus [@TH 124 D (case No. 35), MOM (i{|: Sta-
phylococcus aureus TH - 24 D (case No.47) 7'\ %
RER LB 2D - oo 58D DAERY 2 AEMICKILM ) DRIE
%5 (case No. 36) & 15PLINNLS (case No. 48) T, %
RO KL THES R T 0 FAWTh - 1o

MR (Table 8) TIXATET QI W Zh 2, 45%)
3O R 1O MR 1B, BRY 7 ¥ 34,
T AB L e»Tash, A K BOVIT LA, B2 D
a2 14 v 12 Bkt LT oRBHY A & LT UIpaAtn
ZHNTULEY, LWFHIZLTLHES L h T
726

BT - wRUL % (Table 9) Tix AR 13 (1 ¥ %h 9 1,
1% 40, BEE 10 BIrh ¥ 2h 4 01, A7%h5 0, A%
1PlE7e->Txh, MELHEIhIL DD T

T O ALEER 5 B, L FLIRTE S it Al 1 61, B

Table 8 Infected atheroma cyst
: D schedul
Case| Age | Sex ll.egicgrgion of %’%r:;n:s Daily d:ssealiexr;icone'l“tt:l dosg tsrlérzﬁﬁihts ?ei:;gﬁisial Effectiveness) Side effects
/ml | img) | day)
49 | 38 | M |Lthigh [Flh e o00x3| 7 42 | Incision |Eradicated| Excellent | None
50 61 M | Head Staph. epidermidis| 200 X 3 7 4.2 Eradicated | Excellent | None
51 | 44 | M |R. buttock %ﬁg’,’v““"‘”"‘ 200x3 7 4.2 | Incision |Eradicated| Good None
52 | 30 | M |R auricle |30 mhmil 5003 | 7 42 | Incision |Eradicated| Good None
53 47 M |Back E. coli 200x3 5 3.0 Incision | Eradicated| Good None
54 63 M |Back Staph. aureus 2003 8 4.8 Eradicated | Fair None
55 | 36 | M |L. auricle |Saph epidermids| 2003 | 20 120 | Incision *}fﬁ}f’bfﬁi 21 poor None
56 37 M | L. foot Slafézl.zsa’urem 300x3 7 6.3 Incision | Eradicated| Excellent |Constipation
57 18 M L. orbit |Saph epidermidis) 300 < 3 5 4.5 Incision | Eradicated| Excellent | None
58 34 M | R. auricle |Staph. epidermidis| 300 X 3 6 5.4 Incision | Eradicated| Excellent | None
59 | 48 | M |R cheek [SLAS 1300x3| 7 6.3 | Incision |Eradicated| Good | None
60 | 42 | M |Abdominaligy pes | 300x3| 7 6.3 | Incision 'S‘;F;';Cffﬁ;};midb Good None
61 38 M | L. auricle |Staph. epidermidis| 300 % 3 5 4.5 Incision | Eradicated| Good None
62 | 47 F | R. shoulder Micrococcus 300x3 7 6.3 Incision | Eradicated| Good None
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Table 9 Felon and Cellulitis
. D hed
Case | Age | Sex llzgic;xrt)ion o :(%l%mms Daily d:l:r;:r:i:one’l‘:lt:l duss %ruc;%ir;aelms ch:mﬂ Effectiveness) Side effects
a/mh) ing | ) | w |
63 [ 19 | FlListroe 200x3| 1 | 3o |Exraction Excellent | None
e SESEENSEN S 4

64 42 F R thumb | Saph, awrens | 200X 3 3 1.8 llncmrm Eradicated | Excellent | Nune

65 | 42 | 1© |L. thumb é“."h‘;';i’j”;;ju‘:;’U();:i 3 | -1 H_ - ilél(l"lull Eradicated | Excellent Nu-:«:

R ERTIN N %;‘L‘,i_'lf“ o zun:n— ) 3 14 ncision Excellent l ij———
_IST 20) _—I; WL, thumb - i.s'/l;/»h‘ u;n‘rm' ’_'nu;:'. 6 _ 3.6 | lIncision Eradicated| Excellent FNeme

68 [ 20 | F [S1% [Suph awrns|20043| | 38 <lnmm Eradicated Excellem#Nonc

69 | 65 | Il ndex IS"’/(';',’__:_);;;‘;"““ 200x3| 5 | 20 lincision | Eradicated] Excellnt | None

70| 66 | F R thumb 200x3| 8 | 48 |Extracuon Excellent | None

7| 39 | M Listwe [SOPROOUSIo00x3) 4 | 24 Eradicated| Excellent é.\'one

72 | 36 | M Risttoe SOk aoxs| 7| 4z Extraction| pragicated| Good ~  X-ve

73 | 70 | F [R thumb 200x3| 5 | 30 Good - None

7 | 36 | M [FT | Sphe awens | 200x3| 3| 18 Eradicated| Good None

75 | 37 | A Rosole 200x3| 7 | 42 |Incision Good | None

7% | 55 | F Rtumb |P%ES)300.3) 5 | 45 |Incision |Eradicated| Excellent | None

7 |45 F ORI 300x3| 7 | 63 |Incision Excellent | None

78 | 14| M [Lebow (SO awessiaggl 4 | 56 Eradiceted | Excellent | Nore

79 | 37 | m [packof 300x3| 4 | 36 Excellent | None

80 | 68 | F [Lthamb 300x3| 5 | 45 Good | None

gl | 31 | F [packo 300x3| 3 | 27 Good | None

82 | 51 | F Qswnach 300x3| 7 | 63 Good | None

83 | 31 | M Rleg |3%F %% 300x3| 10 | 90 |Incision |Unchanged| Good | Stomatits

a4 | 23 | M RUBRIsuph qwens| 300x3| 10 | 90 Eradicated| Good | None

g5 |70 | F R mdde 300x3| 7 | 63 |Extraction Fair | None
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Table 10 Infected wounds in various parts of body
: Organisms Dosage schedule Surgical Binlogical | .
Case| Age | Sex | Disease :?vcillz(\:ted /ml) Daily dosg Duration [Total dose treatments | response Fiteutiveness) Side effects
LE (mg) (day) ®
Infected stab
g6 | 62 | M |[voudof \Saph qwesigpong| 5| g0 Eradicated | Excellent | None
region
Infected stab \
87 65 M |wound of 200 <3 7 42 Good ‘ None
r. wrist
Infected §
g8 | 43 | M |ncied 2003 7 | 42 Fair | None
1. neck {
G(+) cocci, |
L’gf;}g ad Enterobacter, !
89 45 F e Citrobacter, 300x3 5 4.5 Eradicated | Excellent | None
contused wound X |
of | lower leg Klebsiella i
acrogenes 1
Infected Pond
contused seudomonas ' - .
90 46 F wound of | aeruginosa 3003 10 9.0 bnchan,.,kd[ Good None
1. knee
Infected
postoperative
91 36 F |wound after ex- | Staph. aureus | 300 X 3 9 8.1 Eradicated| Good None
cislion of r.mam
mary tumor
Infected Staph. aureus ) .
92 31 M Julcer of (>100) 300x3 9 8.1 Fair None
r.lower leg | Enterococcus
Table 11  Overall clinical effectiveness of MOM
[
Number of A B Statistical
Disease patients Total [Excellen] Good | Fair | Poor | Total [Excellen] Good | Fair | Poor | 'St
Curuncle & 23 o | 5| a4l o o] 4| 5| 3| 2 NS,
Abscess 25 13 7 3 1 2 12 3 7 0 2 N.S.
Infected | 14 70 2| 3] 1| 1| 7] 3| 4] ol o NS.
Cellulitis 23 Bl o| 4| o oflw]| 4| 5| 1] o0 NS.
infected 7 sl 1| v oo af 1] 2] 1] o0 NS,
24 15 15 23 .
Total 92 45 86.7%) 3 3 47 (80.9%) 5 4 N.S.

WILCOXON test : P<0.05
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TFEMEE Y 1 5 (Table 10) 75 & &, &K A 8 4 X
R, ARESOUD RN 1ML EOL1B, RLH16, B
BAGURERD LB, (2o, LR IMAOLRIE
bhitc,

L EDRIKILM#81%+72 L Table 110 X 577 h,
AR 45 AU &y 21 Bl (215 B PN fi e 3B A
3T, {ithsir 86.7%, FrBIt 47 U1 ¥ 15
B, %l 23 A, N5l A A T, (TR
80.9% LicT, iRt E AR Y BR TR
b, M BEM R i G s B, b (WIL-
COXON Fisi' : P<0.05, ) FoyM@Ed [beer)jiTiile
21)e E, BB ANTWT L A BT {y
BEYRDILh o1

2. SRR & BRI

MOM # G£EGID te s THIPA L & D AP At 2 i
bhtcbol, AROLTHBRERIL D EDEKRLR
B LT At (Table 12), 4 EHABEE Tix 53 Bk
44 B, 83.0% HEZ LI Ehice —7. JHFHHEL
BRTIZ390Id 330, 846% M {iZHIEEh, I
HZRENDS ORI T LBBHA, ThbAKY
MBORE X Teh » IEFD Ien 1L, BIERREGR,
FTTIcHE - HBOABRT Wb DL EE L TV 3
B, A BIDIELEY BT AROHEDOLTE
BHEEHEYORERNBONIIEAN Sh » 122 &
T, FFOFERFRAEEXRTIOE VL L S,

A6, SEEVARBES3 Gl A, BB ZbhiF TERIKY
BawrLick oA, AB276F 25 7l (92.6%), B
FE26 01 190 (73.1%) 2L ch, WHEHEZFE
ENRDORIghotc, TIABNEAER 39 FlTi2
AZE186Uh 1461 (77.8%), BEE 21 Bk 19 £ (90.5
%) MEBELD, AR -AREICEEELZDLAK
Mats

3. ME¥MNDE

MOM nifrEhic 92 fid 71 GIDKREEL S 84 tk

D M5 ME X hte (Table 13), £DRIRIL Staphy.
lococcus aureus 44 ¥k, Staphylococcus epidermidis 15
B, k07 AR AR 7T LRIEAN 21 &
T, 79 LML MO 75.0% ZED T,

HMEMTi- MOM DR R R T5 L, Table
DX 5", 75 LIBHERBEOKRS D\ 2R RN
54 DT B4 25 A, AT%h 21 B, RPHAH5H,
WA 3MT, {i%hHix 85.2% THot. hifhg
Wi TR 2t 5 L, ABF24 AT 224,
BIE30 (A 24 An kL e, BBERYZIZ 5 %DM
BTl ErrBobh, ANV L T H o fo (Table
15),

¥tz DREHOMILAGORT X 7T BRiZ B0 T,
MOM 1 || 5 BNOMEAFOHRY Itk T5 L,
ARD 75 LR 27 Bieh 26 8 2 T & L (BREE
96.3%), 77 LY EHT L 38 tkb 36 BHH
4 ULt:o —F, BRO /7 LIBRKKE 0 b 22K B
R 73.3%), 75 L. REY L5 2 9KP2TK
(Frifien 69.2%) &1eh, BEETOMEFHIZHRHEL
toTxh, HHM_GERRLIZTHEZEA AL
(Table 16),

n. ® # A

MOM & &, BIfER L E 2 & nIfERZ 3 BB

bht:o D5 HD 16 (case No. 3, %18

s
e

Table 13  Clinical isolates from the patients
treated with MOM
Organisms Number of strains
Staphylococcus aureus 44
Staphylococcus epidermidis 15} 75.0%
Other gram positive cocci 4
Gram negative rods 21

Table 12 Clinical effectiveness of MOM combined with and/or without surgical treatment
Group of patients with surgical treatment Group of patients without surgical treatment
Number of | Exce- : Statisticall Number of | Exce- . tistical
Group | 1 tients llent | Good | Fair | Poor |ioy patients ° llgrfte Good | Fair | Poor ts:sat
A 27 15 10 0 2 18 9 5 3 1
N.S. NS.
B 26 9 10 4 3 21 6 13 1 1
24 20 15 18

WILCOXON test : P<0.05
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Table 14  Clinical effectiveness on clinical isolates
. : Number of <~ N *, o Rate of effec-
Clinical isolates patients Excellent Good Fair Poor liveness (")
Staph. aurcus 40 20 15 3 2 35/40
Staph. epidermidis 12 5 5 1 1 10/12
1654
] (8H.21)
Micrococcus 1 1 1/1
Staph. aureus+ 1 1 - 0/1
gram positive coccus
Staph. aureus+ 3 3 I | ;5
gram negative bacillus © e
Staph. epidermidis+ 3 1 N - 2 B
gram negative bacillus < /3
Combined infection of o
gram positive and 2 1 1 272
gram negative bacillus
Gram negative bacillus 8 2 3 1 2 5%
Combined infection of 1 1 11
gram negative bacilli /
Total 71 30 30 6 5 60/71 (84.5%))
Table 15 Clinical effectiveness of MOM on clinical isolates
A B
g:;a?ntii:ris [Ija%{gr?fsr of [Excellent| Good | Fair | Poor g;‘:?;gg of [Excellent| Good | Fair | Poor
Staph. aureus 19 14 4 1 0 21 6 11 2 2
Staph. epidermidis 5 1 3 0 1 7 4 2 1 0
Micrococcus 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
Staph. aureus+gram
positive coccus 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
. 15 7 10 14
Total 24 (91.7%) 1 1 30 (80.0%) 4 2
*Statistical test : WILCOXON test To=2.0972 (P<0.05)
Table 16 Bacteriological response
A B
Number of] . Number of] .
Clinical isolated | Eradicated|Unchanged| Replaced E);a(?;fet(.“/ isolated  |Eradicated|Unchanged| Replaced Fgﬁdr’gfet(,
isolates strains lstrains 0
Staph. aureus 19 19 100 21 13 7 1 61.9
Staph. epidermidlis 7 6 1 85.7 7 100
Gram positive cocci 1 100 2 2 100
Gram negative bacilli 11 10 1 90.9 5 4 55.6
Total* 38 36 1 1 94.7 39 27 11 1 69.2

*Statistical test : WILCOXON test To=2.7917 (P<0.01)
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Laboratory findings before and after MOM treatment

Table 17
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¥ hteo fls> 14l (case No.56) i3 4A#I1 H 900mg
WY@k Rt X oizich, ¥ D1H (case
No.83) Tit&# 1 @ 900mg R MK 7 A AKAK
shHtoLico LnL, BPIDERATERIO X St
% BLo2fLREFOELIZL > T, ThZhER
AN LT

¥ 7:, MOM#&L.Ofkich - hFRmBRE, ~€s/e
Cofll, ~=r2Y o, M, MTOBRE M/ EE
GOT,GPT, Al-P,BUN, M2 v7 ¥ =vickrou
TOHNKEE Y KIE = vt An 9 A (Table 17) 3%
A MR TR BN LD 2 ek,
1o

1Iv. % =

1. 4 AUPITame sy - LW - BT ALERRE 92 fic
%zt LT MOM 600 mg/day, # 7\ 900 mg/day %@
ofyE Lo h, Bt L3 92 (k77 $4783.7%)
CEE AV St (Table 1), 522, —hbOg
Gl 92 fih 71 Bl T 84 BROENEHEHTE
h (Table 13), *D 5 H 51 (58.7%) I2HE\VTI7
LBMEE,S OB I KT L 72 (Table 15), =5iTzh
LOXERF T, 92 fidh 53 B (57.6%) i—YIBALLD
ABLBL N bR T b, ThHDOEFRYEE
L Ta&icx+5 MOM o ERHRZEKACR
600mg 5\ it 900mg WEFEL L EDLLEN
ThHoto EHIZINLOARFL 75 LBRBREKCL
DIERIEN K EH THD = Ex onb;hb, KANKE
DEBZIBL L, KL 77 LBEREC LM
BB - ARSI LT ¥ THAKEA
THHRUXRBEL A2 EEL Do

2. BERIZOWT: 1BEELT600mg HA5\i
900 mg *#FEXIhioh, FEEICXBEEHREOER
2 BdLhlkh ot LichiaT, ZhEToObhb
ROREHSEET T, — BV > T 1 HE600mg
TEITHS 50 PEESHH VL HIZEERTIE 90
mg 55 I ThUEDHENLELBELHHTH
3%, SEObhbhOER LI, FOFEHLFRY
TRETEDRELTY, EMCE L THRYRDLAD
NETHH 5,

3. EIfER : BIfFRORBIIH (3.26%) Thok
P, D5 bHRENFEIhADRRESO 16 (.15
T EV s ZHIEBAID midecamycin i ULHHD
7 e 74 FRAERICHRTLEELRDIRL, 0k
THEWTH, FROFRAKIIELEXBRBY,

' 3
D JIEESE, o (9 EHRKROBE &) : A4, L



VOL. 30 NO. 1 CHEMOTHERAPY 85

MEHEIRIT 310 5 WA AR MR R b R RdE I %+ 5 1972
SF-8370 _EERRR WAL 5 1349~1366

A CLINICAL TRIAL OF 9, 3"-DIACETYL-MIDECAMYCIN
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MOM, a new oral synthetic macrolide antibiotic, was given to 92 patients with skin or soft tissue
infections in a daily dose of 600 mg (group A) and/or 900 mg (group B) of the drug, and the fol-
lowing results were obtained.

1. The excellent and/or good therapeutic effects were obtained in 77 of all 92 cases (83. 7 percent).
In the group A of 45 cases clinical response was excellent on 24 cases, good 15, fair 3 and poor 3,
respectively, revealing the effective rate of 86.7 percent, and in the group B of 47 cases excellent
15, good 23, fair 5 and poor 4, respectively, revealing the effective rate of 80.9 percent, and there
was no statistically significant differences in both group.

2. No significant difference was noticed in the therapeutic effects of MOM in both group of pa-
tients with or without surgical treatments.

3. The bacteriological response shown as a effect of eradicating clinical isolates was rather superior
in group A to that in group B.

4. Side effects were noticed in three patients, each showing eruption, constipation and stomatitis
respectively, but in only the first case the medication was discontinued.

Conclusively, MOM is evaluated as an useful agent for the treatment of skin or soft tissue infecti-
ons in the field of surgery, and a daily dose of 600 mg of the drug is expectable for satisfactory clini-

cal effect.



