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Table 1 Criteria of clinical efficacy

(by Committee)

Excellent : Disappearance of (n—1)/n (however, n=3) symp-
toms and signs (excluding induration) within 3
days after onset of treatment

Good : Disappearance of (n—1)/n (however, n=3) symp-
toms and signs (excluding induration) within 5
days after onset of treatment

Poor : All others

(by Doctors)

Excellent : Disappearance of almost symptoms and signs
(excluding induration) within 3 days after onset
of treatment

Good : Disappearance of almost symptoms and signs
(excluding induration) within 5 days after onset
of treatment

Fair : Disappearance of any one of symptoms and signs
within 7 days after onset of treatment

Poor : Disappearance of none of symptoms and signs or
observation of their aggravation after medication

Unknown : All others

b, TEO3BRETHE L.

Bl : RERTREORIMH L W ERE RD LR
WBE, FRREERTRERY ERICHEL, RE
MR ORI & T - 1B &

TE : RERTROKRMK X h ERE, RS I

BE
REF : B ERTRATHERI B B AREM R D BREAT
fehhTuhWikWEE

iv) BRAEHE

X BRENE 2 DEGNTOWT, BRRGEEEIEFRE
MEL, RELCEFHOFAKEYEDTHERALSDY, &
AEpb, FERMESY, ARMS LD 4B
ThHELDE, PEASKBEWTLERELRED 4B
FEWHIE Lo

11) avir—5—

avbr—7 -t LTUIME B (WRRLZPRHTR
BT« NRBD B LOEEERE UIBERKE - Ef
ABHEHE) O K CKBEL, FEFAOEFEDIERE
M, WEAMONR oMY, BEIRFOEES
b, key code DREL L IHE, HBHRDOT
— 2 OB ORI b OV BT/ £ BV L,

12) F— 2 OFHRk\-

KRR TH, avie—S—¥x/ERELSZEHE
L, 2EGOAERTRARYHAEL, THREDKER



234 CHEMOTHERAPY FEB. 1983

Table 2 Case distribution (Evaluated by committee members)

Total No. of patients

MOM 105 cases
MDM 110  cases
Total 215 cases
f I
No. of patients included in No. of patients droped out No. of patients excluded
statistical analysis MOM 5  cases MOM 11 cases
—— Effectiveness and
usefulness — MDM 9  cases MDM 4  cases
MOM 89 cases Total 14 cases Total 15  cases
MDM 97 cases I L
Total 186  cases No evaluation of effectiveness Age not included in protocol
by committee MOM 6 cases
MOM 1 case ] MDM 1 case i
MDM 2 cases Total 7  cases
Total 3 cases

Diseases not included in protocol

Deficient administration
MOM 4 cases

.-—
MOM 1 case - MDM 3  cases
MDM 0 case Total 7  cases
Total 1 case
No. of patients evaluated Combined medication with
side effects Not followed up other antibiotics
MOM 91  cases MOM 3  cases MOM 1 case .
MDM 99  cases MDM 7  cases ~MDM 0 case
Total 190 cases Total 10 cases Total 1 case
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Table 3 Background of patients adopted by committee

Item MOM MDM Statistical test
Male 53 52 x3(Y)=0.4469
Sex Female 36 45 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
~ 20 8 11
Age 21~ 30 17 19 X3(Y)=0.4685
(yrs.) 31 ~ 40 18 23 Z,=0.7976
: 41 — 50 46 44 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
31 ~ 40 0 3
41 ~ 50 10 11
. 51 ~ 60 20 12 X5(Y)=3.0999
Body w
ody \\e(ui;; 61 ~ 70 7 10 Z,=0.1814
71 ~ 1 2 (N.S.)
Unknown 51 59
Total 89 97
Underlying diseases No 74 81 X5(Y) =0.'0172
and complications Yes 15 16 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
1~ 3 41 47
No. of days from 4 ~ 6 16 16 151_\)=0.3517
onset to initial 7~ 9 10 14 Zo *0'296,8
administration 10 ~ 10 8 (N.S.)
Unknown 12 12
Total 89 97
Furuncl, Furunculosis 9 11
Carbuncle 2 1
Subcutaneous abscess 21 21
Folliculitis 0 1
Cellulitis 9 7 X3(Y)=3.4368
: . Infectious atheroma 17 29 Z,=0.2439
Diag: °
fanosis Panaritium 16 12 (N.S.)
Mastitis 3 6
Wound infection 2 2
Lymphadenitis 3 1
Others 7 6
Total 89 97
Severe 3 2 X3(Y)=0.2699
Severity Moderate 53 54 Zo,=0.7935
(Doctor) Mild 33 41 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
Severe 19 17 X5(Y)=1.1872
Severity Moderate 26 37 Z,=0.2644
(Committee) Mild 44 43 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
Without 21 23 x3(Y)=0.0238
Surgical treatment With 68 74 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
Pretreatment ?‘.U 78 85 Xo(Y) :0’;«'0488(1)
with antibiotics Yes 11 12 (N.S.
Total 89 97
No 51 90 X5tY)=0.0302
Combined drugs Yes 8 7 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
No 5 9
Isolation of Single 55 55 X3(Y)=0.5513
organisms Mixed 15 18 Z,=0.2164
Unknown 14 15 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
S. aureus 29 31
S. epidermidis 13 21
Micrococcus sp. 1 4
pB-Streptococcus 3 2
Streptococcus sp. 3 1
Corynebacterium 0 3 X35(Y)=8.7905
Organisms isolated Propionibacterium acnes 4 3 (N.S.)
Peptococcus 9 4
Peptostreptococcus 6 1
Bacteroides 3 0
GNR (Aerobic) 26 23
Others 0 1
Total 97 94
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Table 4 Initial severity of symptoms and signs adopted by committee

Item MOM MDM Statistical test
<37 20 16
37— 9 13
x4 (Y) =1.6660
Body temperature 38— 2 Z,=1.8695
=39 0 2
(P<0.10)
Unknown 60 64
Total 89 97
- 0 2
+ 22 21 X5 (Y)=1.2856
Pain ++ 33 43 Z,=0.5751
+++ 34 31 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
- 2 0
+ 21 17 xi(Y)=2.7067
Redness ++ 32 47 Z,=0.3058
+++ 34 33 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
- 6 5
+ 24 18 x; (Y) =4.1663
Local heat ++ 27 45 Z,=0.2781
+++ 32 29 (N.S.)
' Total 89 97
- 0 1
. + 22 19 23 (Y)=1.0212
Swelling ++ 34 45 Z,=0.0935
+++ 33 32 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
- 25 23
+ 24 21 X5 (Y) =4.2051
Induration ++ 21 38 0=0.5681
+++ 19 15 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
- 3 28
+ 15 19 X3 (Y)=1.2695
Discharge ++ 21 30 Z,=0.2926
+++ 22 20 (N.S.)
Total 89 97
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Fig.3 Susceptibility of clinical isolates from skin and soft tissue infections
S. epidermidis
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2 MDM | MDM o--
e
£
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0 1 1 1 1 1 1 L L 1 ) I
0.10 0.20 0.39 0.78 1.56 3.136.25 12.5 25 50 =100
Group [ Drug MIC(xg/ml) Total
MOM 4 8 1 13
MOM |spm 15 7 13 | NS
MOM 1 4 10 4 1] 20
MDM MM 16 11 1 1] 20 | NS
S. epidermidis
100 - immeszzzzzzenIIIISTRS
108 cells p-- LrenaReIEEEE
S
o
£
v Group | Drug
S 50t MoM | Mo
2 MOM &--«
E MDM | MpM o--0
3 | M om0
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0.10 0.20 0.39 0.78 1.56 3.13 6.25 12.5 25 50 2100
Group | Drug MIC(ug/ml) Total
MOM 4 8 13
MOM | vpm ] & 4 13 | NS
MOM 1 8 9 1 11 20
MDM | o 2 8 & 1| 20 | N.S.
Table 5 Overall clinical effectiveness
Judged by committee
No. of Efficacy rate (%)
Drug o0 Excellent Good | Poor Excellent Statistical test
cases Excellent
+ Good
MOM 89 37 30 22 41.6 75.3 N.S
MDM 97 38 26 33 39.2 66.0 o
Judged by doctors
No. of Efficacy rate (%)
Drug o o Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor | Unknown Excellent | Statistical test
cases Excellent B
+ Good
MOM 89 25 48 9 3 29.4 85.9 NS
MDM 97 31 42 8 12 33.3 78.5 -

Statistical test : X (Y)-, Fisuer-, WiLcoxon-test

**P <0.01, *P <0.05,

*P <0.10
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Table 6 Clinical effectiveness classified by initial severity

Judged by committee

N . Efficacy rate (%)
Severity | Drug 0 0 Excellent | Good | Poor Excellent | Statistical test
cases Excellent
+ Good
MOM 19 7 6 6 36.8 68.4
Severe N.S.
MDM 17 4 5 8 23.5 52.9
MOM 26 9 13 4 34.6 81.6
Moderate N.S.
MDM 37 15 12 10 40.5 73.0
MOM 44 21 11 12 47.7 72.7
Mild N.S.
MDM 43 19 9 15 44.2 65.1
Judged by doctors
N ¢ Efficac_v rate (%) }
Severity | Drug | ° % 9V 1 Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor | Unknown Excellent | Statistical test
cases Excellent
+ Good
MOM 3 0 2 1 0 0 0 66.7
Severe N.S.
MDM 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
MOM 53 11 33 5 2 2 21.6 86.3
Moderate N.S.
MDM 54 19 21 4 9 1 35.8 75.5
MOM 33 14 13 3 1 2 45.2 87.1
Mild N.S.
MDM 41 12 21 3 2 3 31.6 86.8

Statistical test . Y2 (Y)-, Fisuer-, WiLCOXON-test
*P <0.01, *P<0.05, *P<0.10

MOM % X0t MDM izxf LT MIC 6.25 ug/ml LITF
D WRZH R R Lic(Fig 1), 51, S.aureus, S.
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%5 &, MOM % 89 fcha&%h 25 B, A%h 48 B, °F
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% 12 Bl, REB4GICTHEZIE 78.5% Lith, MOM B
DEENRLEN T HEFICHET SN EEE L
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INEREHIER X HEEFIT %R (Table 6) 1
MOM BETHIR 68.4%, MDM £ T BH%E 52.9%
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B 65.1% Thoie Tinbb, ZEEEEKDRC
KWW, MDM BT MOM EEOA»R0HEVE
HENBED LRI DD, WTFhik\\ T EERIRT
HHFHEEZIR LN -1,

THREHEC X ZEEENERLE (Table 6) 12k
TH KB COMBERIE THTENEEZEIRD LN
Lot
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SEHME 2 BT LIS & AR E % /1T L7sa
> TR >V THEZEAF OfERSR % Table 7 /R L
foo SRIERER O/NEB LSHRFIEL MOM 21
BlFER) 6 Fl, H%h 10 Fl, Exhs FlE s v AZHEK76.2
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Table 7 Clinical effectiveness classified by surgical treatment

Judged by committee

] Efficacy rate (%)
Surgical Drug No. of Excellent | Good | Poor Excellent | Statistical test
treatment cases Excellent
+ Good
MOM | 21 6 10 5 28.6 76.2 | Zo=1.9247"
Without P,=0.0358*(G)$
MDM 23 4 [3 13 17.4 43.5 (MOM >MDM)
MOM 68 31 20 17 45.6 75.0
With N.S.
MDM 74 34 20 20 45.9 73.0
Judged by doctors
— N ¢ Efficacy rate (%)
‘r::f:::m Drug ca(:e: Excellent | Good | Fair | Poor | Unknown Excellent Excellent | Statistical test
+ Good
Without MOM 21 4 13 3 0 1 20.0 85.0 P, =0.0229* (F)*
MDM | 23 6 9 2 6 0 26.1 65.2 (MOM >MDM)
MOM 68 21 35 6 3 3 32.3 86.2
With N.S.
MDM 74 25 33 6 6 4 35.7 82.9
Surgical No. of | Efficacy ..
Judgement Drug treatment | cases rate (%) Statistical test
Without 21 76.2
MOM N.S.
With 68 75.0
C itt S
ommittee Without | 23 43.5 | Z.=2.8234*  P,=0.0155*(E)S
MDM B X5(Y) =6.6450* P,=0.0124"(G)*
B With " 73.0 (With>Without)
Without 21 85.0
MOM N.S.
With 68 86.2
Doctors - ————————
MDM Without 23 65.2 P,=0.0861* (G)® P,=0.0656" (F)$
With 74 82.9 (With>Without)

Statistical test : X§(Y)-, Fisuer-, WiLcoxon-test

*P<0.01, *P<0.05,

P <0.10

S(E) : Excellent, (G) : From excellent to good, (F) : From excellent to fair
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Table 8 D &<, FofoEEYBEIFARET
HEHFANT D TREAIRIC A EEX RO Ieh 210
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Table 8 Clinical effectiveness classified by infectious disease
Judged by committee
Efficacy rate (%
Diagnosi Drug | N o | Ercellent | Good | P ey rate 10 Statistical
iagnosis g cases 00 oor Excellent Excellent test
+ Good
Furuncle and MOM 9 5 4 0 55.6 100 NS
furunculosis MDM 11 6 3 2 54.5 81.8 o
Carbune] MOM 2 1 0 1 50.0 50.0 NS
cle D
arbun MDM 1 0 1 0 0 100
Subeutaneous MOM 21 9 8 4 42.9 80.6 NS
abscess MDM 21 9 6 6 42.9 71.4 o
MOM 0 0 0 0 z
Folliculitis
MDM 1 1 0 0 100 100
MOM 9 0 5 | 4 | 0 | 55.6
Cellulitis ! | | | N.S.
MDA | 7 1 2 4 14.3 | 42.9
Infectious MOM |17 7 3 | 7 | a2 | sss s
atheroma MDM 29 11 7 n | 37.9 .‘ 62.1 o
MOM 16 9 5 2 56.3 87.5
Panaritium | N.S
MDM 12 8 1 3 66.7 75.0
MOM 3 1 0 2 | 333 33.3
Mastitis [ N.S
MDAM 6 2 1 3| 33.3 50.0
Wound MOM 2 1 1 0 | 50.0 100 NS
a . | ANL
infection MDM 2 0 1 1| 0 50.0
MOM 3 1 1 1 33.3 66.7
Lymphadenitis N.S.
MDM 1 0 1 0 0 100
MOM 7 3 3 1 42.9 85.7 Zo=1.7660"*
Others
MDM 6 0 3 3 0 50.0 (MOM >MDM)

Others : Infectious fistula, Ulcer, Bursitis, Omphalitis etc.

Statistical test : X2(Y)-, Fisuer-, WiLcoxon-test
*P<0.01, *P<0.05 *P<0.10

V) MIBEFHRR

NEEEOE R Table 9 wiRT X 51, MOM B 97
BRePiH& 76 Bk, K 13 #F, THISERTIE LR 85.4
%, MDM B 94 HRehilisk 67 B, L 9%k 7R85 18
BTHAR 88.2% T, MEAMICAESZRRD LK
hole, ZEBEEICER LB b EEARCEEZRR
BHBRT, S.aureus, S.epidermidis, Peptococcus,
Peptostreptococcus 1o ¥ 12 1 LU BRIF B2y
ALic, Table 10 1z i3 BRI OEKIRE (NERESD
R BRI, BEMREGETIE MOM B 55 fihZ
% 22 61, B3 18 4, EH 15 HIITHYE 72.7%,
MDM %t 55 Gichsh 24 4, H%) 17 B, &% 14§
THRBE 74.5% &ig b MEFCHTSHLEEER
oYY (073 R o

—7%, BAREFETIZ MOM B 15 HIFRE%) 10 4,

E%h 36, &2 HITHREK 86.7%, MDM % 18 4
hERh6 B, BRh4 0l EXh8BITHEER 55.6% L
h MOM #» MDM BiHNTEEREER TV o,

3) ERUEE

&R, % BRI CEEEROAEARECIIE
{t% Table 11 iRLl, DR, 5HE, 7THE®D
RARDEFHH MOM Fiotk~CT MDM B TH LA
%<, ¥7-7 B BOEME, REHA&O & F» MDM
BETRR%D 7, Table 11-2 i3/ BHOAE Y i 1T
Lighs»7ofER, Table 11-3 o ik A BIALB X T L
TEGITOERBEE SRR L, sk, ARELBE
CRFAERBFIAEABCEEZIRD bR TG
Vo TORER, ABNEABHECTXISHEE O Rk BE
B, 7RHB0ERHE Xk B ST MOM ok
E%EN MDM B LTIt KN THERER TV 223,
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Table 9 Bacteriological effectiveness
Organisms Group :Jt(:-.ai?nfs Eradicated | Unchanged | Unknown g_aat;;fﬁon (%) Z‘;ﬁmcal
s MOM 29 21 6 2 77.8 NS
. aureus .S.
MDM 31 24 4 3 85.7
S id idi MOM 13 10 1 2 90.9 NS
. epidermidis .S.
P ' MDM | 21 13 4 4 76.5
. MOM 1 1 0 0 100
Micrococcus sp. N.S.
MDM 4 3 1 0 75.0
MOM 3 3 0 0 100
B-Streptococcus N.S.
MDM 2 2 0 0 100
Other MOM 3 1 2 0 33.3 N
Streptococcus sp. MDM 1 1 0 0 100 -S.
Corynebacterium MOM 0
Sp. MDM 3 2 0 1 100
Propionibacterium MOM 4 4 0 0 100 N.S
acnes MDM 3 3 0 0 100 e
MOM 9 8 0 1 100
Peptococcus N.S.
MDM 4 3 0 1 100
Peptostrepto- MOM 6 5 0 1 100 NS
coccus MDM 1 1 0 0 100 '
MOM 3 2 1 0 6.
Bacteroides ) 66.7
MDM 0
MOM 26 21 2 87.
GNR (Aerobic) 5 N.S.
MDM 23 14 9 100
MOM 0
Others
MDM 1 1 0 0 100
MOM 97 76 13 .
Total 8 8.4 N.S.
MDM 94 67 9 18 88.2

Statistical test : X3 (Y)-, Fisuer-, WiLcoxon-test
“*P<0.01, *P<0.05, *P<0.10

—7, AHABEHE CIIEEADOLEEROAEDRT
HEREZIRD ORI -1,

ek, MIZACEDLRIIER - FTRA3, 5 7HE
DLFEEY B UTHEETEEMCOWT, KERDOK
% Table 12 iwR L, MERF L KM, Rk
R, ER, TR, BB CAERI3IEERIZT TR
HEEAZRL, LORERIFEARCHERZIT L
BIFTHoT%

7t3s, Table 12-2 XA BIULE R BT L /it 2 nic
fEG), Table 12-3 WX A B E % HfT LIciER &
WTABDOBREBEY R Lic, Ticbd, AfEnE
HTIX3B8H, 5HB, 7THBLLER Rk B
B SHEORAERCH LM EEEZRILLh

st otch, MOM BEOK#ERH) MDM FicH~#H
oo Eto, HEGAEBRE I MOM B, MDM i
bIRIERASOBVHERNS T » b h, AHHELER
i, WEARCEEZIRR bRk ottt £ERE
X35 RERILFEH & b A BHOLBER OF AR
BB B REHE S hic,

4 HREHE

Table 13 K/ hEELT: LU ERER L5H A Y
R Lo INEBL¥E T3 MOM B 89 fish “BHT
HRMDYD” 37 §l, “HAKHY” 28 fl, “LPEAE
H0” 28I, “FRAKE K L” 22 6l CHAR 13.0%
MDM B o7 Gtk “BisbTHMAtED n” 37 f, “HAt
Hn” 26 B, “PLEAKESL"1H, “HREKL B
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Table 10 Clinical effectiveness classified by causative organisms isolated from infectious lesions
- -f N N 7{ T T Ifficacy rmt:?(f%ﬁ)ﬁ-qi;st . ‘];
Type o 5 . . No. o cennlla atistica
infection Organisms Group cases Excellent | Good | Poor Excellent Excellent test
-+ Good
B MOM | 26 9 9 8 34.6 69.2 ,
S. aureus N.S.
MDM 27 13 8 6 48.1 77.8
- MOM |9 7 1 1 71.8 88.9 | o
S. epidermidis N\.S.
MDM 14 7 5 2 50.0 85.7
Mz'crococcus MOM 1 0 1 0 0 \ NS
sp. MDM 1 0 0 1 0 0 i o
g-Streplo- MOM |2 1 1 0 50.0 100
coccus MDM 0
Sinal Corynebact- MOM 0
"1 | erium sp. MDM 2 0 1 1 0 50.0
' MOM | 12 5 4 25.0 66.7 '
Anaerobic N.S
MDM 3 1 0 2 33.3 33.3
GNR MOM 5 2 2 1 40.0 80.0 NS
(Aerobic) MDAM 7 3 3 1 2.9 85.7 -
MOM 0
Others
MDM 1 0 0 1 0 0
B v ss 22 18 | 15 10.0 72.7 ,
Total N.S.
MDM 55 24 17 14 43.6 74.5
MONM 4 2 1 1 50.0 75.0 .
GPB N.S.
MDM 8 4 2 | 2 50.0 75.0
MOM 8 5 2 | 1 62.5 87.5
GPPB+GNB | | Z,=1.7211"
MDM 6 1 2 { 3 16.7 50.0 |
Mixed : — — —
MOM 3 3 0 0 00 | 100 )
GNB i N.S.
MDM 4 1 0 3 25.0 | 25.0
MOM | 15 10 3 2 66.7 86.7 | Z0=2.0595"
Total P,=0.0844*(E)
MDM 18 6 4 8 33.3 55.6 P,=0.0696*(G)
Statistical test : X3(Y)-, Fisuer-, WiLcoxon-test
*P<0.01, *P<0.05, *P<0.10
PICHRAR 64.9% Lich, MRAMCHISMHAEE  —207), S-GPT(20-154), Al-P(9-23), LDH(400—

BRDHLNY, FERBEOFRAMERLI, ¥, £
BEHBEC LA FARLTEN L L IRERABE T, #it
FRTHETZ SR h - T,

5 ElfeR

Elfef MOM Bz 2 ) (RBI=X 2.2%), MDM ¢
T30 (38.0%) BDdbhic, MOM BDOEIfERIL
R - BE LG, Bm16l, MDM Box h it 2
28l, HSL55R1IATH-T 5 5SS RITER,
BERIZ LY 7 ra—AhBBETHEZ LAHBEL,
MDM X 2EIfFR L MFE LIt W EE X 5 R,
BRAREMBRH 22 §) (MOM 2, MDM B& 141«
@HBRt: (Table 14), MOM H o 1 iz S-GOT(9

550) i kH A AbhicboTHY, MDM FED1HD
FTHsBE R % T S-GOT(31-75), S-GPT(20—62), Al-P
(9—15), LDH(850—550) iz LR Abh/cbDTHD
2, WIhh EA L BRI TH D,
III. #ELLUER

EE, HLOHMEREISESE LK Sh, FER
PIEDBEFC K EREREY LTW5B2, —F TAKREH
HTHE DFREME ORI/ S 7ahs » e HIEIC X % RE
FEAEMLTVBZ ERHETHY, LnrdioZ bk
BRI O RYIET B\ T FISTid/ev, LrL, B
WERCE W THEBT 5 8 KA R Y EE D % {13,
S£BTY 7k S.aureus, S.epidermidis, Streptococ-
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Table 11 Distribution of symptoms and signs on day 3,5 and 7

Day 3 Day 5 Day 7
It
o MOM MDM MOM MDM MOM MDM
<37 27 26 27 27 27 27
37~ 2 6 3 5 3 5
38~ 0 1 0 1 0 1
Body >39 0 0 (1] 0 0 0
temp(e.éa;ture Unknown 60 64 59 64 59 64
Total 89 97 89 97 89 97
Statistical N.S N.S N.S
test T s e
- 57 57 76 79 83 83
+ 20 29 9 12 4 10
++ 8 8 2 4 0 3
Pain +++ 4 3 2 2 2 1
Total 89 97 89 97 89 97
Statistical N.S N.S Zo=1.6592*
test t o )
- 47 42 71 63 80 74
+ 29 38 14 27 8 19
++ 11 11 3 5 0 3
Redness +++ 2 6 1 2 1 1
Total 89 97 89 97 89 97
Statistical _ _
test N.S. Z,=2.2088* Z,=2.4632*
- 61 61 77 76 83 83
+ 18 21 7 14 4 10
++ 7 13 3 5 0 3
Local heat +++ 3 2 2 2 2 1
Total 89 97 89 97 89 97
Statistical .
test N.S. N.S. Z,=1.6592
- 40 52 64 69 78 81
+ 37 29 19 20 8 10
++ 7 10 4 4 1 3
Swelling +++ 5 6 2 4 2 3
Total 89 97 89 97 89 97
Statistical
test N.S. N.S. N.S.
- 46 41 58 59 62 66
+ 34 37 25 25 25 22
++ 5 14 5 12 1 9
Induration +++ 4 5 1 1 1 0
Total 89 97 89 97 89 97
Statistical
test N.S. N.S. N.S.
- 43 41 54 54 65 72
+ 34 42 27 38 21 22
++ 11 12 7 5 2 3
Discharge +++ 1 2 1 0 1 0
Total 89 97 89 97 89 97
Statistical
test N.S. N.S. N.S.

Statistical test . WiLcoxon-test
** P<0.01, * P<0.05 *P<0.10
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Table 11-2 Distribution of symptoms and signs on day 3, 5 and 7 (without surgical treatment)

Day 3 Day 5 Day 7
Item
MOM MDM MOM MDM MOM MDM
<37 3 7 3 7 3 7
37~ 0 1 0 1 0 1
38~ 0 1 0 1 0 1
Body =39 0 0 0 0 0 0
‘em"(‘.’é‘;t“re Unknown 18 14 18 14 18 14
Total 21 23 21 23 21 23
Statistical .
test N.S N. N.S
- 9 13 16 15 20 16
+ 6 3 4 4 1 4
++ 6 5 1 2 0 2
Pain +++ 0 2 0 2 0 1
Total 21 23 21 23 21 23
Statistical _ *
test N.S N. Z0=2.2044
- 6 4 16 11 18 14
+ 9 10 4 8 3 5
++ 5 7 1 2 0 3
Redness +++ 1 2 0 2 0 1
Total 21 23 21 23 21 23
Statistical N.S —1.9824* =1.97117"
test . L] . 0 .
- 11 10 17 15 19 16
+ 7 5 3 4 2 4
+-+ 2 7 1 3 0 2
Local heat +++ 1 1 0 1 0 1
Total 21 23 21 23 21 23
Statistical N.S N. Zo=1.7713"
test
- 7 8 14 12 19 17
+ 12 8 6 7 2 3
++ 1 4 1 1 0 1
Swelling +++ 1 3 0 3 0 2
Total 21 23 21 23 21 23
Statistical N.S N N.S
test : ! :
- 10 6 11 10 12 12
+ 8 10 9 6 9 6
++ 2 5 1 6 0 5
Induration +++ 1 2 0 1 0 0
Total 21 23 21 23 21 23
Statistical N.S N N.S
test T : .
- 11 8 16 10 18 17
+ 7 9 4 10 3 3
++ 3 6 1 3 0 3
Discharge +++ 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 21 23 21 23 21 23
Statistical — -
e N.S. Z0,=2.1412 N.S

Statistical test . WiLcoxon-test
** P<0.01, * P<0.05, *P<0.10
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Table 11-3 Distribution of symptoms and signs on day 3, 5 and 7 (with surgical treatment)

Day 3 Day 5 Day 7
Item
MOM MDM MOM MDM MOM MDM
<37 24 19 24 20 24 20
37~ 2 5 3 4 3 4
38~ 0 0 0 0 0 0
Body =39 0 0 0 0 0 0
temperature Unknown 42 50 41 50 41 50
Total 68 74 68 74 68 74
Statistical
test N.S N.S N.S.
- 48 44 60 64 63 67
+ 14 26 5 8 3 6
4+ 2 3 1 2 0 1
Pain +++ 4 1 2 0 2 0
Total 68 74 68 74 68 74
Statistical N.S N.S N.S.
est
- 41 38 55 7 52 62 60
+ 20 28 10 19 5 14
++ 6 4 2 3 0 0
Redness +++ 1 4 1 0 1 0
Total 68 74 68 74 68 74
Statistical -
test N.S N.S Z,=1.6698"*
- 50 51 60 61 64 67
+ 11 16 4 10 2 6
++ 5 6 2 2 0 1
Local heat +++ 2 1 2 1 2 0
Total 68 74 68 74 68 74
Statistical
test N.S N.S N.S
- 33 44 50 57 59 64
+ 25 21 13 13 6 7
++ 6 6 3 3 1 2
Swelling +++ 4 3 2 1 2 1
Total 68 74 68 74 68 74
Statistical i
test N.S N.S N.S
- 36 35 47 49 50 54
+ 26 27 16 19 16 16
++ 3 9 4 6 1 4
Induration +++ 3 3 1 0 1 0
Total 68 74 68 74 68 74
Statistical
test N.S N.S N.S
- 32 33 38 44 47 55
+ 27 33 23 28 18 19
++ 8 6 6 2 2 0
Discharge +++ 1 2 1 0 1 0
Total 68 74 68 74 68 74
Statistical
test N.S. N.S. N.S
Statistical test . WiLcoxon-test
** P<0.01, * P<0.05, "P<0.10
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Table 12 Degree of improvement of symptoms and signs

b Time | Improvement Aggravation Improve- | Aggrava- Statistical test
It ru;
o ¢ (day) | +3 +2 +1 —1 —2 —3 | ment(%) | tion (%) | (day)
0 0 o o1l o o o0 0 0
3 0 o 10/ 0 0 o0 100 0
MOM | ¢ 0 0 1|0l 0o o o0 100 0
Body 7 0 0o 1]0] 0o o o 100 0
temperature 0 o 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
() 3 0 0 1|0l 0o 0o o0 100 0
MDM | g 0 o 1|0l o o o 100 0
7 0 0 10/ 0 0 0 100 0
0 0 0 o0 |8| o o o0 0 0 3 Z,=0.5762
vou | 3 19 30 27 [12] 1 0 0 85.4 1.1 (N.S.)
! 5 29 32 24 3] 0 1 0 95.5 1.1 7 0.9775
Pai 7 32 33 22 | 1] 0 1 0 97.8 1.1 5 NS
an 0 0 0 019%] 0 0 o0 0 0 1368t
3 17 32 33 [12] 2 0 0 85.4 2.1 7 Z0=1.36
MDM - g 24 39 2 |5/ 2 0 0 92.7 2.1 (N.S.)
7 25 40 27 | 4] 0 0 0 95.8 0
0 0 o0 o (8] 0o o o 0 0 3 Z,=1.0207
voy |3 18 25 28 |[14] 2 0 0 81.6 2.3 (N.S.)
i 5 27 32 21 |6/ 0 1 0 92.0 1.1 7.1 3043
Redness 7 31 33 19 [ 3] 0 1 0 95.4 1.1 5 RE)
n N .
0 0 0 o097 0o o o0 0 0 1 3605
3 9 38 27 (23] 0 0 0 76.3 0 7 Zo= 1.
MD) e
DM g 21 40 24 |12 0 0 0 87.6 0 (N.S.)
7 24 43 24 | 6/ 0 0 0 93.8 0
0 0 0o o0 (8] 0o o o 0 0 5 Z,=0.6632
voy |3 21 25 24 |12] 1 0 0O 84.3 1.2 (N.S.)
: 5 27 28 23 | 4/ 0 1 0 94.0 1.2 7 0833
Local heat 7 30 29 21 |2/ 0 1 0 9.4 1.2 5 s é°) '
0 0 0 092 0 0 o0 0 0 o
upy |3 15 3¢ 30 [12] 1 0 0 85.9 1.1 7 70 —0.8917
: 5 21 41 21 | 8] 1 0 o0 90.2 1.1 (N.S.)
7 23 44 20 | 4l 1 0 o0 94.6 1.1
0 0 0o o0 (8] 0 0 o0 0 0 3 7,=0.0534
vow | 3 12 30 32 [13) 2 0 0 83.1 2.2 (N.S.)
s 22 3¢ 29 | 3] 0 1 0 95.5 1.1 7 —0.583%
Swelling 7 30 3 22 |2/ 0 1 0 9.6 1.1 5 R S '
0 0 0 0 |9%]| 0 0 o0 0 0 o
wpM | 3 11 31 38 13 1 0 0 85.4 1.0 7 Z0=1.054¢
HH 5 18 44 24 | 9] 1 0 0 89.6 1.0 N.S.)
7 22 45 22 |5/ 1 0 0 93.8 1.0
0 0 0 o0 |64 0O 0 0 0 0 3 Zo=1.395%
MO 3 4 12 31 |17 0 o o0 73.4 0 (N.S.)
5 7 19 27 {10 1 0 o0 82.8 1.6 7. 0 7657
Induration 7 9 22 2319, 1 0 o0 84.4 1.6 5 ‘j(. S ) '
0 0 0 0 |74] 0 0 0 0 0 , ‘ 0 5.0
3 1 14 31 |2 0 0 0 62.2 0 20 =0.5612
MDA 7 ]
b 5 6 21 30 [17] 0 0 0 77.0 0 (N.S.)
7 7 27 27 |13] 0 o0 o0 82.4 0
0 0 0 o0 |72] 0 0 0 0 0 3 Z,=0.3163
vom | 3 4 22 22 [11] 12 1 0 66.7 18.1 (N.S.)
5 9 21 20 [14] 6 2 0 69.4 11.1 7 - 0.0565
47 7 .
Discharge 7 12 22 21 |12] 4 1 0 76.4 6.9 5 NS
0 0 0 o0 (8] 0 0 0 0 0 7 09110
3 6 22 22 [16] 13 2 0 61.7 18.5 0=0.21
M 7 .
bM 5 10 24 23 |[14] 10 0 o0 70.4 12.3 (N.S.)
7 17 21 24 |13 6 0 0 76.5 7.4

Statistical test : WiLcoxon- test
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Table 12-2 Degree of improvement of symptoms and signs
(without surgical treatment) : :
Time | Improvement Aggravation Improve- | Aggrava- Statistical test
Item Drug 0 . "
(day) | +3 +2 +1 —1 —2 —3 | ment(%) | tion (%) | (day)
0 0 0 oo o 0 o0 0 0
3 0 0 ool 0o 0 o0 0 0
MOM | g 0 0o o]0 o 0 o 0 0
Body 7 o 0 ool o o o 0 0
temperature 0 0o 0 o0 1 0o 0 o0 0 g
3 o o 1|0l o o o 100
() MDM | ¢ 0 o 1]/0/ 0 o o] 100 0
7 0o o 1/0l o o o 100 0
0 0 0 o 21] 0 0 o 0 0 3 Zo=0.2575
vou | 3 1 5 10 |5/ 0 0 o 76.2 0 (N.S.)
e 5 4 8 7|2/ 0 0 0 90.5 0 Z,=0.6503
. 7 6 7 8|0l 0o 0o o 100 0 5 0 =0.
Pain (N.S.)
0 0 0 o0 23] 0 0 o 0 0 et ot
3 4 5 715 2 0 o 69.6 8.7 7 o=L.
MDM | ¢ 5 6 703 2 0 0 78.3 8.7 (N.s.)
7 5 6 8|4/ 0 0 0 82.6 0
0 0o o ol2a1] o o o 0 0 3 Z,=05417
oM | 3 2 4 9|5 1 0 o 71.4 4.8 (N.S.)
5 7 7 3|4/ 0 0o o 81.0 0 2= 1,068
2 .5 o
Redness U 8 6 S 0 0 0 % 0 5 (N.S.)
0 0 o0 o 23] 0 o0 o 0 0 210wt
o3 1 7 411 0 0 o 52.2 0 7 o=1.
MDM | g 6 4 7|6/ 0 0 o0 73.9 0 (N.S.)
7 7 4 8|4l 0 0 o 82.6 0
0 0o o o |18] 0 0 o 0 0 3 Z,=0.5410
vou | 3 2 5 6|5 0 0 o0 72.2 0 (N.S.)
MO 5 4 7 5|2/ 0 0 o 88.9 0 Zo—0.5604
1 ) o=0.
Local heat 7 5 7 5 0 0 0 94.4 0 5 N5
0 0 o0 o |21] 0 o0 o 0 0
voym | 3 3 4 6|7 1 0 0 61.9 4.8 7 | Zes0.761
5 5 6 5|4/ 1 0 0 76.2 4.8 (N.S.)
7 6 5 63/ 1 0 o 81.0 4.8
0 0 o o l21] 0 o o 0 0 3 Zo=0.3143
vox | 3 1 5 9|6/ 0 0o o 71.4 0 (N.S.)
! 5 2 8 9|2/ 0 0o o 90.5 0 7 — 0648
7 ) 0=0.
Swelling s 7 8|1/ 0 0o o 95.2 0 5 N5
0 0 0 o 2] o o0 o 0 0
voM | 3 2 3 106/ 1 0 o0 68.2 45 7 | Ze0.3065
5 4 5 705/ 1 0 o0 72.7 45 (N.S.)
7 5 8 53 1 0 o 81.8 4.5
0 0 0 0115] 0o 0 o0 0 0 s Z,=0.7851
MOM 3 1 2 6|6/ 0 0 0 60.0 0 (N.S.)
5 1 5 4|5 0 0o o 66.7 0 Z0=0.8637
; )
Induration o (2) (5) i 2? g g g 6:‘7 g 5 (N.S.)
voM | 3 0 3 7 (1| 0 o o0 17.6 0 7 | 2RO
5 1 4 7019/ 0o o o 57.1 0 (N.S.)
7 1 7 6|7 0 o o 66.7 0
0 0 0 o |13] 0 0 o 0 0 Z,=0.0657
vor | 3 0 2 5|3/ 2 0 o 61.5 15.4 3 (N.S.)
MO 5 1 4 5|3/ 0 0o o 76.9 0 7. —0.6549
0o —V.
Discharge 7 2 3 701 0 o o 92.3 0 5 N.5)
0 0 0 o |17] 0 0 o 0 0 7 o134
3 0 4 570 1 0 o 52.9 5.9 7 0=0.
MDM | ¢ 2 3 6|5 1 0 o0 64.7 5.9 (N.S.)
7 5 2 63/ 1 0 o 76.5 5.9

Statistical test . WiLcoxon- test
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Table 12-3 Degree of improvement of symptoms and signs
(with surgical treatment)

Time Improvement Aggravation Improve- Aggrava- Statistical test
Item Drug i
(day) | +3 +2 41 —1 —2 —3 | ment(%) | tion (%) | (day)
0 0 0 0 ]1] 0 0 o 0 0
3 0 0 1 ]0] 0 0 0 100 0
MOMH g 0 0 1 ]0| 0o 0 o0 100 0
Body 7 0 0 1 ]0/ 0 0 0 100 0
temperature 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0
\ 3 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0
(
() MDM | g 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0
7 0 0 o0 lol 0 0 o0 0 0
0 0 0 o0 [68] 0 0 o0 0 0 5 Z,—=1.0468
wou | 3 1825 17 | 7] 1 0 o0 88.2 1.5 (N.S.)
o 5 2 2 17 | 1| 0 1 0 97.1 1.5 7.=0.8850
7 % 2 14 | 1| 0 1 o0 97.1 1.5 5 0 580
Pain (N.S.)
0 0 0 0 [73] 0 0 o 0 0
NESYRENE: 13 27 26 7] 0 0 0 90.4 0 7 20 =0.9922
: 5 19 33 19 | 2] 0o 0 0 97.3 0 (N.S.)
7 20 3¢ 19 | o] 0o o0 o0 100 0
0 0 0 0 |66] 0 0 0 0 0 s Z,=1.0439
vor |3 6 20 19 | 9] 1 0 0 81.8 1.5 (N.S.)
MO 5 20 25 18 | 2] 0 1 0 95.5 1.5 70 —0.2368
7 23 27 14 1 0 1 0 97.0 1.5 5 AN
Redness (N.S.)
0 0 0 0 |74] 0 0 0 0 0 S 00501
3 8 31 23 [12] 0 0 0 83.8 0 7 2o =0.
MDM | 5 15 3 17 | 6] 0 0 0 91.9 0 (N.S.)
7 17 3 16 [ 2] 0o 0 o0 97.3 0
0 0 0 0 |65/ 0 0 O 0 0 2 Zo=0.5988
vou |3 19 20 18 | 7] 1 0 0 87.7 1.5 (N.S.)
: 5 23 21 18 | 2] 0 1 0 95.4 1.5 70,6877
7 25 22 16 1 0 1 0 96.9 1.5 5 e
Local heat (N.S.)
0 0 0 o |71] o o o 0 0 o 6657
3 12 30 24 | 5] 0 0 0 93.0 0 7 0= 0.
MDY i
DM 5 16 35 16 | 4] 0 0 0 94.4 0 (N.S.)
7 17 39 14 | 1] 0 0 o0 98.6 0
0 0 0 0 [68] 0 0 0 0 0 3 Z,=0.1294
vou | 3 1M 2 23 | 7] 2 0 0 86.8 2.9 (N.S.)
: 5 20 2 20 | 1] 0 1 o0 97.1 1.5 7. =0.563
25 1 1. RN
Swelling 7 ar 14 ! 0 1 0 o 5 5 (N.S.)
0 0 0 0 |74] 0 0 o0 0 0 7 —1 1797
. 3 1 28 28 | 7] 0 0 0 90.5 0 7 o =1
MDM |5 | 94 39 17 | 4] o o o 9% .6 0 (N.S.)
7 18 37 17 | 2] 0 0 0 97.3 0
0 0 0 0 [49] 0 0 o0 0 0 3 Z,=1.0294
voum | 3 3 10 25 [11] 0 0 0 77.6 0 (N.S.)
: 5 6 14 23 |5 1 0 0 87.8 2.0 7. —0.1860
1 . 2. N
— A A O 0
b}
oM | 3 1 11 24 [17] 0 o0 o 67.9 0 7 zaioéleoz
AR 5 5 17 23 | 8] 0 0 0 84.9 0 (N.S.)
7 6 20 21 | 6] 0 0 0 88.7 0
0 0 0 0 [59] 0 0 o0 0 0 3 Zo=0.2685
MoM | 3 4 19 17 | 8] 10 1 0 67.8 18.6 (N.S.)
5 8 17 15 |11| 6 2 0 67.8 13.6 7. —0.3203
0o~ V.
Discharge 7 10 19 14 |11| 4 1 0 72.9 8.5 5 (N.5.)
0 0 0 0 |64] 0 0 0 0 0
oM |3 6 18 17 | 9| 12 2 0 64.1 21.9 7 Z,=0.2321
5 g 21 17 | 9] 9 0 0O 71.9 14.1 (N.S.)
7 12 19 18 |10] 5 0 0 76.6 7.8

Statistical test : WiLcoxon- test
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Table 13 Usefulness
Judged by committee
No. of | V Slightl Usefulness (%) Statistical
. tly atistica
Drug o ° ery Useful '€ Useless | Very useful | Very useful test
cases useful useful —Usefal —Slightly useful es
MOM 89 37 28 2 73.0 75.3 N.S
MDM 97 37 26 1 64.9 66.0 o
Judged by doctors
No. of | v Slicht] Usefulness (%) Statistical
Drug cac:e: usee‘z:l Useful uselfgult Y | Useless | Unknown Very useful Vel‘.\" useful tesi retten
—Useful —Slightly useful
MOM 89 23 47 12 4 81.4 95.3 NS
MDM 97 25 49 9 10 79.6 89.2 o

Statistical test : X2(Y)-, Fisuer-, WiLcoxon-test
*P<0.01, *P<0.05, "P<0.10

Table 14 Side effects of patients adopted by committee

Drug MOM | MDM Statistical test

No 89 96

Side effects | Yes 2 3 N.S.
(%) | @.2) | (3.0

Eruption 0 2

Dizziness 0 1

Abdominal fullness 1 0

and soft stool

Stomachache 1 0

Statistical test : X2 (Y)-, Fisuer-test

cus i & D75 s B IRE L Peptococcus, Pepto-
streptococcus 15 X DEFESHRE L M EHhE i LT
Bo TOZ LXSEbbhMER LicARBOSBE
L@ DOND (Table 3), 4[E, bhbiuizh
LOMBECENIERERE I OH L7 e 54 KRR
EHE MOM oW CRBERTEBRRECT5 A
AR T b, REH4ESR MDM Lo B
BREBRABRYFE L1, 3, MOM 0 in vivo TOH
EIEHED v e FMBFRERERY 7t Eh HABE MDM
D1 BEKRBAE 1,200 mg xtL, MOM o 1 HEEKHE
B 600 mg #FH/E LT, MEARFARMNENLS (MOM
12828, MDMix» 7t %) OCHENRSEREBS
TebIAER TN ERDRERZIER LI, Tbh, 1
BRCER2@ELEH 7 rF2@BRRD LR, Ebbh
PRBIELILD X OEHE LI, Lichi-T, MOMit1
6 200mg, MDM 318 400mg #HET2 = & 1

b THLDOEFL 2V b v —F — T X - TEFEARD
Evfroh, 1EASTSBCDLR, EVEES
LEECEE IR,

DX NBREDEREED LR 215 EEFA D5 D,
Bi% 14 B, B4 15 SIRER\ 1 186 Bt oW HY
BB Ehic, 20 5% 89 fiat MOM # &4, 97
fi MDM #E4C, ThEFhoFERFRIXEER
RBOIRED LRI doTe ZhbDERROWTHES
DEZHRYRDCTHS L, HMERLHE T MOM 5
¥ 89 BIRERy 37 6, A% 30 4, &% 22 ATHEY
R 75.3%, MDM 5.8 97 fi-h2sh 38 4, A%
B, 4% 33 BITHEPR 66.0% Th-T, HEAHKC
HHFENCERENL, AREOHRIEDLAL,
T/, MOM 1 H 600 mg #45ix MDM 1 H 1,200
mg HEEEHTHERSESB NS LHEAER
o

BB EKMARRIE T AR LB AL BHEDNED
BEHBRCFEEYRITT LRBROEETHS, &
AR HVTLXBED MDM oAghE ARAE
DEET L > TE L BB T cn, MOM s
WER & BABE & E R D T T
ebhd, AREABRT I\ CHESOEREEEY
%2%&, s HEORK BB, 7HEOEE & A
Bz i\ T MOM g»t MDM B ~THE I B
REEPRYR L. —F, ARHAERECRERAD
ERBEECELTD b Tt ARENEROKE
Riest 3 2 HEROF 1B EABR O Thic L E
VEENB ORI LY, REOREL—HTHIOE
ExbRD, LitiaT, MOM it hi-BRysmsnS
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FLEWEBEFROS L LAENZIh, ZOX5E
FBENRELABOh L DEELZ DN S,

E, =7 w4 FRIEMEIEWEFRAO VW Re
HOBWEFITHS EVbRTWaBh, —HD<rsrF
1 FRIEDB TREH 7 v ¥ — I L 2FEEORE
"hb, MOMIHIEKRABRICE\T= 7 r 51 FRIT
AHET UL LEREL 25 BREREE O e 2 &
2, WEAEBATORBHORRME IZEA LT &
AEDLR TS, KRB TIZ MOM 58 2 FIl(F
W= 2.2%), MDM #5513 4l (3.0%) DEIfFAH
i, MOM B 2 (Il PRI I A iRk « BR(E 1
G, BRL1GITH->7co MDM B3 FIOHNRIFEE 2
FlE7ra—nhBLIdLBbhb56b50K1HIT
Hoteo MOM BETORIERIZWTFRLBEET MDM
RABERELEOEVERTHS - LRI hie, BT
BEEHOFREIC OV TUX NERSYIET MOM B
HHA% 75.3%, MDM B 66.0% %7~ L, WEMHETHE

SHEHNTITEL eh 5 o d DD MOM £ Tk MDM F¥
CHARTHERELED - T2

UEDHERMS, HrLLBEEIhic=7r 514 FRI
4£%E MOM (3 MDM r@E#n»d Lk Eh ki
B SRYYE X LTHER T, MDMO¥ETE
NEBEFRBREDERZENBOND Z EXPE LT
D, HOREUMDEVEFTHB Z Lnibh o1,

X Bk

1) MOM ¥kt : BBIARIK(BR)RE, 1978

2) BA—K, ER@F, RSERT, HNEEH,
Wikt ER BB, S¥EHE—EP ¢ 9, 3"-diacetylmideca-
mycin(MOM) o e hiz %1% BRI, f£3#, St
Chemotherapy 29(4) : 448~457, 1981

3) WEHZE (7R ABERCsTS 9,3~
diacetyl-midecamycin (MOM) o g 5k 2R A BT
LUK EDEHEEREDOHE, Chemotherapy
30(1) : 75~85, 1982
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CLINICAL EVALUATION OF MOM IN THE TREATMENT
OF SKIN AND SOFT TISSUE INFECTIONS A DOUBLE
BLIND COMPARISON OF MOM AND MIDECAMYCIN

Katsusr Sakar, Mikio Funmorto and Takami Uepa
The Second Department of Surgery, Osaka City University, Medical School

Jiro Yura and Suu IsHikawa
The First Department of Surgery, Nagoya City University, Medical School

AxirA Sawapa
Department of Surgery, Osaka City Momoyama Hospital
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Department of Surgery, Osaka City Kita Hospital

Norivuki KAwAaBATA
Department of Surgery, Osaka City Sumiyoshi Hospital
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Department of Surgery, Morimoto Hospital

Tapao Iton, Kazuaki Matsumoto and Axira Mizuno
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Department of Surgery, Inabe Kohsei Hospital

Taxkasur Dor
Department of Surgery, Chita Kohsei Hospital

Suoj1 Kimura, IcHiya Suzuki and Minoru Surezawa
Department of Surgery, Kohseiren Bisai Hospital

Takumasa Hanar
Department of Surgery, Hanai Hospital

Takemr Kato
Department of Surgery, Kato Hospital

Micuiteru Fuju
Department of Surgery, Fujii Hospital

A double-blind comparative study of 9,3"-diacetyl-midecamycin (MOM) and midecamycin (MDM)
was conducted to evaluate the therapeutic efficacy and safety in the treatment of skin and soft tissue
infections. Either 600 mg of MOM or 1,200 mg of MDM per day was administered orally to patients
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in three devided doses for a period of 7 consecutive days.

Of the 215 cases(105 cases of MOM group and 110 cases of MDM group) recruited in this trial, 186
cases(89 cases of MOM group and 97 cases of MDM group) were adopted by the committee members
for the evaluation of therapeutic efficacy and usefulness and 190 cases(91 cases of MOM group and
99 cases of MDM group) were adopted for the evaluation of side effects. The backgrounds of both
patient group were almost similar. The results obtained were as follows:

1. Overall clinical effectiveness: Of the 89 patients treated with MOM, excellent clinical responses
were obtained in 37 cases, good in 30, poor in 22(efficacy rate was 75.3%), and of the 97 patients
treated with MDM, excellent were in 38, good in 26, poor in 33 (efficacy rate 66.0%). There was
no statistically significant difference between the two groups.

2. Clinical effectiveness classified by initial severity and bacteriological efficacy: There was no
significant difference between the two groups in the clinical effectiveness classified by initial severity
and in the bacteriological efficacy.

3. There was no significant difference between the two groups in the usefulness of the drugs.

4. In patients without combined surgical treatment, therapeutic efficacy of MOM was found to be
significantly superior to that of MDM. However, in patients received surgical treatment, no stati-
stically significant difference was noticed between the two groups. We suggest MOM is more bacteri-
ocydal than MDM.

5. Side effects were noticed in 2 patients of 89 treated with MOM(2.2%) and in 3 patients of 97
treated with MDM(8.0%), and other two patients developed some abnormal laboratory findings.
But these undesirable reactions were mild, and developed no significant difference between the two
groups in the incidence of side effects. There was also no clear causal relationship between these
laboratory findings and the drugs.

Conclusively, 600 mg of MOM per day is anticipative of the same or a better clinical efficacy and
usefulness as compared with that of 1,200 mg of MDM per day in the treatment of skin and soft
tissue infections. MOM is also considered a drug with low incidence of side effects and a safe and
useful one.



