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B-Lactamase inhibitor T& % Sulbactam & Cefoperazone o
BEEIC & B in vitro, in vivo FUEVER

HEBEA - AN IER - &F RT
it BIR - HE E— - RE EY

HOH T A S o

Blactamase inhibitor & L TH{EH % &Fifl#I-ovT, sulbactam & cefoperazone & o fif
RizE )Rt 7z,

Sulbactam H&| T, HERDMFIZXTL, I, BT, FEAE L CERTL 22
13 TEA VA, Blactamase |ZIHERH* HT 5,

Sulbactam & cefoperazone % 1L #111 : 12 L 72384, E. coli, K. pneumoniae, Pro-
teus, B. fragilis\Zxt Ui BshRAEED S L7z,

Sulbactam (3 g-lactamase ? Ricumonp type 11249<, 2~ 5 (8@ BEERA A b2,

7 ZAEBRIEYTIE, E. coli, P.vulgris, B. fragilis ¥ E. coli Dita&yd =5, sulbactam,

cefoperazone HAH NI LA b s T, HHEIZLY), BIABEHED A STz,

Sulbactam i3 Pfizer # TBi% & #17: 8-lactamase in-
hibitor? ¢, 1t2:4 % sodium (2S, 5R)-3,3 dimethyl-7-
oxo-4-thia-1-azabicyclo (3. 2. 0) heptane-2-carboxylate
4, 4-dioxide X L, W& % FTEISTT,

H HYP

H " S CHs
O]—N\,>(’Cl‘h

“COONa

Sulbactam B &I TI3, FHFEIZHT 2HH 255D
A-lactamase |= 3t L 5% B E R £ 7% L, BEfFo B-lactam
B EBEAT 2 LIRS LT N 4 RIES 5 L1105 2~

A% 13 sulbactam & cefoperazone # 4 #4111 : 1
DHFETHEL 2B BIT2HEN* TN FHLEE) &
WL 2BRix L DHMETH B,

I. BBHHEELUHE

1. fEFAdKk

HERTRE L UERERM D S GBS N 7- 75 Lietk
[E1RF 2 ¢ X2 IRVAN

2. ¥ A

1) Penicillin 3K

Benzylpenicillin (PCG, 1621.9unit/mg, #4%13%)

Ampicillin (ABPC, 911 ug/mg, iR#KS)

Carbenicillin (CBPC, 790 ug/mg, MiR#&KS)

Sulbactam (SBT, 914 ug/mg, &¥E7 7 4 H—)

2) Cephem % #5#|

Cephaloridin (CER, 910ug/mg, 3E873%5usK)
Cephalexin (CEX, 900.g/mg, ##5%)
Cefatridine (CFT, 843ug/mg, BABIK)
Cefaclor (CCL, 960.6 ug/mg, ya#Fsssusk)
Cefroxadine (CXD, 881 ug/mg, BARF/<# 4 ¥—)
Cefazolin (CEZ, 944g/mg, #iR3EKR)
Cefamandole (CMD, 960.g/mg, IaBFaEiisx)
Cefuroxime (CXM, 971ug/mg, ¥FHEAEYE)
Cefotiam (CTM, 820ug/mg, ML)
Cefsulodin (CFS, 904 ug/mg, #mHEKS)
Cefoxitin (CFX, 938ug/mg, $£—&iK)
Cefmetazole (CMZ, 953u.g/mg, =it)
Cefoperazone (CPZ, 947 ug/mg, &L{t)
Cefotaxime (CTX, 925ug/mg, ~% Z } & v /%)
Ceftizoxime (CZX, 857 ug/mg, FER¥ES)
Latamoxef (LMOX, 922.g/mg, ta@i3mK)
Cefmenoxime (CMX, 945.g/mg, FHAIK5)
3. RREMREESY
HA LA RRES AT s 1 CRIE L 720%, BIEH
¥&3u2 (3 Mueller Hinton agar (Difco) # v 7z,
MERA~7 b 7 L0REHZ IS sulbactam & cefope-
razone RAINIEL ZNZFN1 1BL 12T, B
IR B TR F 0 F 1 . 1 TRl
FEL, ZNZHER L7,
4. FRHEVEH
E. coli91% F\v>, Mueller Hinton broth (Dif-
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co) IHEFEL, H#AH105cells/ml iz - f2Bkic, &4
n$ERIN1/2MIC, MIC, 2MIC &% iRkhiL, 37CT
IREFEEL 72, 0L, 2, 4, 6, 9, 24B¥REIC

ERBEREL,
5. ANEUBERICHNTY D4EM
1) BERMBOFR

E. coli35, E. coliML 1410 RGN 238, E. coli ML
1410 RGN 823, E. coli121, K. pneumoniae GN 69,
C. freundiiGN 346, E. cloacae No.91, P. mirabilis
GN 79, P. vulgarisGN 79, P. vulgalis No.9, P, rett-
geri GN 624, P. inconstans GN 627, S. marcescens
No. 78, P. aeruginosa No.47, P. aeruginosaNo.11,
B. fragilis No. 19, B. fragilis No. 32, B. fragilis
No. 48, B. fragilis No. 69, B. fragilis GM 7000, B.
fragilis GM 7002, B. fragilis GM 7004 7/ i122%k % H
v», Nutrient broth & %3 GAM broth T37C, 20
BRI L oA BERBEEL, ZoRLEHFE )
KT 7 405 —I2 & ) i@ L7z e R & L7,

2) EERIZ L BAANEILEORE

##&i2 PCG, ABPC, CBPC, CER, CEX, CFT,
CXD, CCL, CEZ, CMD, CFX, CMZ, CXM, CT
M, CFS, CTX, CPZ, CZX, CMX, LMOX, SBT
Rz,

it DB B3RS S0ug/ml 27 5 & 912
L, 37°CT4RERS2%, 100C 1 50k
WA L) EBER R RIGE S nh, RO T
{ A 782 & 5 Bioassay #iz L Dl L 72, MER &
L T PCG, ABPC, CBPC, CER, CEX, CFT,CCL,
CXD, CEZ, CMD, CXM, CFX, CMZ, CEZizisB.
subtilis ATCC 6633, CPZ, CTX (213 M. luteus AT
CC9341 #, CTM, CMX mgaicily, P. mirabilis
ATCC 21100 #, CFSizi3 P. aeruginosa NCTC 104
90, LMOX T3 E. coli7437, SBT (213 E. coli603%
):: AV AN

6. =7 REBREGICBIT B BPHEIRhR

<7 213 ICR &, #, {kE19+ 18 # 1 8£6 ILHEH L 72,

Table 1 Antibacterial spectrum

MIC (ug/ml)
Organisms Sulbactam Cefoperazone SuIb:a ctam 1 Sulb;actam 1
Cefoperazone 1 Cefoperazone 2

S. aureus 209-P >100 0.78 0.78 1.56
B. subtilis ATCC 6633 25 1.56 1.56 3.12
E. coli NIH]J JC-2 100 0.39 0.78 1.56
K. pneumoniae IFO 3512 12.5 =<0.19 0.78 0.78
K. oxytoca 1004 >100 >100 >100 100

S. flexneri 103R 25 100 100 50

S. typhi S60 25 0.78 1.56 1.56
S. paratyphi B 50 3.12 12.5 6.25
P. mirabilis 1287 100 100 >100 50

P. vulgaris IFO 3851 >100 6.25 25 12.5
P. morganii IFO 3848 >100 3.12 3.12 1.56
P. rettgeri IFO 13501 >100 12.5 6.25 3.12
P. inconstans IFO 12930 >100 >100 >100 >100

S. marcescens IFO 12648 >100 >100 >100 >100

P. aeruginosa 1IFO 3445 >100 25 25 12.5
P. fluorescens IFO 3081 >100 3.12 6.25 3.12
P. putida TMS 180 >100 25 50 50

P. maltophilia TMS 227 >100 >100 100 >100

P. cepacia TMS 201 50 50 50 50

A. calcoaceticus NCTC 7844 3.12 >100 6.25 50

A. faecalis NCTC 655 100 3.12 25 100

A. xylosoxidans TMS 73 >100 >100 >100 >100

F. meningosepticumm TMS 462 12.5 12.5 6.25 6.25

inoculum size 108cells/ml
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1) HifbRKGeERR

E. coliCl11, E. coli ML 1410RGN823, P.wulgaris
No.2 % r L, FNENOMBE =7 AEERIC
X, 1874 sulbactam, cefoperazone 15 &
U1 1O R TS L7z, BEEIERE5 BN
Tv, =7 2043z L) EDso 2 8L 72,

2) IRARRER

E. coliCl11 & B. fragilis GM 7004 # Z 11 £ 115 X
10 CFU/mouse (MLD 3x 108 CFU/mouse), 3 X
107 CFU/mouse (MLD 5x10° CFU/mouse) % =77
Z BRI R ARG X 72, R4 1 B sulbactam,
cefoperazone 1 L Uf1 | 1 DHREELETIREL, <
TANEFUZ LY EDso # EHL 72, E72ET2T7AD
M BEEOHELFFAND 720, FECEED=7 A0
o 1Ea2HEE2ED, 2ml 0EBEEKICKES S,
INTNOEEHLZREL, RBAEE L ¢, E
coliizi3 BTB ERFARsEH % v, HRIZEZ TV,
B. fragilis T3 CEZ 20 ug/ml &4/ GAM X4 H

W, REUEEEIT -1

7. =7 RMEFIRENEE

EBRBC AV RGN 2 1 BE8ILE AV, sul-
bactam 3 K (Fcefoperazone % ##L## 1mg/mou-
se, 0.5mg/mouse K T35 L, 54, 154, 309, 1
B, 2 BRfIfIC 2N Eiie7 2 1 A7z ) 0.4mlfxifm,
188~y 2% 77—/, MEHBEEZT (27
ETE L 72, #ERIL sulbactam T3 E. coli 603,
cefoperazone Tiz M. luteus ATCC 9341 # v 72,

1. B B &

1. HERAR7 74

HERTD 77 LIGEH, BAMES L U7 F i
BT LR DR & sulbactam & cefope-
razone NHFBIUZNEFNL 1, 1 2 DHFHRHC
DWW L 72 #i % Table 1 ~ 212/RL 72,

Sulbactam B#|Ti3, 10%cells/ml ek T & @HfhIC
M AHENIIH. L LEOFTY, A. calcoace-
ticus, F. meningosepticum |Z\35#H %R~ L, MICi3

Table 2 Antibacterial spectrum

MIC (ng/ml)
Organisms Sulbactam Cefoperazone Sulb;actam 1 Su]b:actam 1
Cefoperazone 1 | Cefoperazone 2

S. aureus 209-P 100 0.78 0.78 0.78
B. subtilis ATCC 6633 25 0.78 1.56 0.78
E. coli NIH]J JC-2 25 <0.19 0.39 0.78
K. pneumoniae 1IFO 3512 12.5 <0.19 <0.19 =0.19
K. oxytoca 1004 12.5 0.78 0.78 0.78
S. flexneri 103R 25 0.39 =0.19 0.39
S. typhi S60 25 <0.19 =0.19 0.39
S. paratyphi B 12.5 <0.19 0.39 0.39
P. mirabilis 1287 50 <0.19 =0.19 =0.19
P. vulgaric IFO 3851 25 =0.19 <0.19 =0.19
P. morganii IFO 3848 50 =0.19 =0.19 =0.19
P. rettgeri IFO 13501 >100 <0.19 <0.19 =0.19
P. inconstans 1IFO 12930 >100 <0.19 0.39 <0.19
S. marcescens IFO 12648 100 0.39 0.39 0.78
P. aeruginosa IFO 3445 >100 6.25 12.5 6.25
P. fluorescens IFO 3081 >100 3.12 3.12 3.12
P. putida TMS 180 >100 25 50 25

P. maltophilia TMS 227 >100 6.25 12.5 12.5
P. cepacia TMS 201 25 12.5 6.25 12.5
A. calcoaceticus NCTC 7844 0.78 >100 1.56 3.12
A. faecalis NCTC 655 25 1.56 1.56 1.56
A. xylosoxidans TMS 73 100 1.56 1.56 3.12
F. meningosepticum TMS 462 3.12 1.56 0.78 0.78

inoculum size 106cells/ml
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0.78 ug/ml, 3.12ug/ml T# - 72, cefoperazone (1 7
7 LR B & OB NI LoD &I A B4 ¢
<, 0.78ug/ml LIFTHE ML L 72, 7 F7HE3ER
B27'7 LBSMHREICK L T, 13 A Lo MIC i3
1.56~12.5ug/ml Th -~ 72, %Ni:zssulbactam,ce-
foperazone Z1L £ 1 : 1 BL U1 : 2B TE
LA NOEMIIA SN Gh » 72,

2. p-lactamase FE4EHIZHY 5 sulbactam & ce-

foperazone N FAMNE

A-lactamase % EE4T 51320 #ki= D> T sul-
bactam & cefoperazone M F#h R % F~7- B *
Table3 ~ 4 (Z/RL 72,

108cells/ml 3§35\ ~C, sulbactam & cefopera-
zone OffAIZ &Y, Ricumonp type 1lc o P. vulgaris
GN 76, 2 » P. mirabilisGN 79, E. coli121, 37 E.
coli ML 1410 RGN14, E. coli ML 1410RGN823, E.
coli18, 4 7 K. pneumoniae GN 69, 5 ) P. vulgaris
9 IZ B TENIAFHRRA A S 1L,

108cells/ml #4E i3, cefoperazone A 4Tc¢
12O HFFNRIS EB T {, 299 % Ricumonp type 2
o P. mirabilisGN 79, 3 # E. coli ML 1410RGN823,

E. coli 18 TI3HRAMEH D L2,

Sulbactam & cefoperazone »Fn ##1 . 18k
U1 20BfRICBVWTKRELEZALN L h T2,

3. BRSO BERRORSEE

Bapkk kLD & 578 L 72 E. coli20 ¥k, K. pneumoniae
20 ¥k, P. mirabilis20 ¥k, P. vulgaris15 %k, P mor-
ganii 20 #k, P. retigeri20 tk, P. inconstans?20 %,
B. fragilis 2T#k )@ % sulbactam, cefoperazone
HEB L1 1 1 ofRIc oW T L 72 si % Fig.
1~8IZmRL7,

AT E. coli 20 #kh 168k, K. pneumoniae 20
PRep 178k, P, mirabilis 20 #kb 16 kkiC 58\ 3RRNRAS
Abt, MICIHEELZRL 72,

P. vulgaris 3158k % T H*sulbactam 3 L ¥ cefope-
razone (ST tE 2R T A%, BERIC & 1) 158kH @ TRSHE
Rl

P. morganii 20 ¥krh164%, P. rettgeri 20 ¥k 128kIC
HERhRA A Sz hY, P. inconstans T3 204k 8 #k
IZHAMRD D SNI=NBTH 12,

B. fragilis \2xt | T sulbactam & cefoperazone
DN RA D H Tz,

Table 3 In wvitro activity of g-lactamase producing strains

Antibiotics | p o Sulbactam 1 | Sulbactam 1
Sulbactam Cefoperazone : : : .
Organisms type Cefoperazone 1 Cefoperazone 2
S. aureus 35 200 6.25 6.25 6.25
S. marcescens 78 la >400 >400 400 400
P. morganii GN 125 la 400 6.25 3.12 3.12
P. rettgeri GN 624 la 400 50 50 50
P. inconstans GN 627 la 400 200 100 200
E. cloacae 91 la 200 200 50 50
C. freundii GN 346 la 100 >400 100 50
E. coli 35 1b 25 0.39 0.39 0.39
P. vulgaris GN 76 1c 200 200" 1.56 1.56
P. aeruginosa 11 1d >400 >400 200 200
P. mirabilis GN 79 2b 400 >400 12.5 25
E. coli 121 2 100 >400 6.25 12.5
E. coli ML 1410 RGN 14 3 50 200 6.25 6.25
E. coli ML 1410 RGN 823 3 200 >400 50 50
E. coli 18 3 200 >400 12.5 12.5
K. pneumoniae 134 4 200 100 50 25
K. pneumoniae GN 69 4 100 >400 12.5 12.5
E. coli ML 1410 RGN 238 5a 100 6.25 6.25 6.25
P. vulgaris 9 5 400 >400 25 25
P. aeruginosa 47 5 > 400 50 50 50

inoculum size 10®cells/ml
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Table 4 In vitro activity of g-lactamase producing strains

Antibiotics RicHMOND Sulbactam Cefoperazone Sulb:actam l Sulb:actam 1
Organisms type Cefoperazone 1 Cefoperazone 2
S. aureus 35 200 3.12 3.12 3.12
S. marcescens 78 la 400 400 200 200
P. morganii GN 125 la 50 0.78 1.56 0.78
P. rettgeri GN 624 la 200 0.78 0.78 0.78
P. inconstans GN 627 la 200 12.5 12.5 12.5
E. cloacae 91 la 100 12.5 12.5 12.5
C. freundii GN 346 la 50 25 12.5 12.5
E. coli 35 1b 25 0.09 0.19 0.09
P. vuigaris GN 76 1lc 100 0.78 0.78 0.78
P. aeruginosa 11 1d >400 50 100 50
P. mirabilis GN 79 2b 100 12.5 3.12 3.12
E. coli 121 2 50 0.78 0.78 1.56
E. coli ML 1410 RGN 14 3 50 0.78 0.78 0.39
E. coli ML 1410 RGN 823 3 100 12.5 6.25 6.25
E. coli 18 3 50 3.12 1.56 1.56
K. pneumoniae 134 4 25 0.09 0.09 0.09
K. pneumoniae GN 69 4 50 12.5 6.25 12.5
E. coli ML 1410 RGN 238 S5a 25 0.19 0.19 0.19
P. vulgaris 9 5 50 1.56 1.56 0.78
P. aeruginosa 47 5 >400 25 25 25
inoculum size 10°cells/ml
Fig. 1 Fig. 2

Synergistic activity of Sulbactam and Cefoperazone
inoculum size 108cells/ml

<200 L
200+

E. coli 20 strains

501

T wug/ml

Sulbactam (MIC)

0.78 3.1z 12.5 50 200 200 <
Cefoperazone (MIC) : , g/ml

° { Sulbactam : Cefoperazone i Sulbactam alone
| 1

0.19

I Cefoperazone alone

Synergistic activity of Sulbactam and Cefoperazone
inoculum size 108cells/ml K. preumoniae 20 strains
>200} .

200

D ug/ml
w —
. \)
— w
[\ [3,] (=]
T T T

Sulbactam (MIC)

o

Py

=
T

0.19+

1 1 1

0.78

3.12 12.5 50 200 200<
Cefoperazone (MIC) : u g/ml

{ Sulbactam : Cefoperazone { Sulbactam alone
[ 1 '

1 Cefoperazone alone
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noculum size 10%cells/ml

inoculum size 10%cells/ml
>200

: pg/ml

Sulbactam (MIC)

:pg/ml

Sulbactam (MIC)

:pg/ml

Sulbactam (MIC)

Fig. 3 Synergistic activity of
Sulbactam and Cefoperazone
P. mirabilis 20 strains

>200 L 2

200

12.

0.78

inoculum size 108cells/ml
>200}

200+

0.78f

0.19F

200

$0

12.5

3.12

0.78

0.19]

SOF

S0r

12.

5+

0.78 3.12 12.5 50
Cefoperazone (MIC): » g/ml
Sulb . Sulb

[

0.19 200 200<

alone
8}
| Cefoperazone alone

Fig. 4 Synergistic activity of
Sulbactam and Cefoperazone
P. vilgans 15 strains

3

0.19 0.78 3.12 12.5 50 200 200<
Cefoperazone (MIC) : x g/ml
Sulbactam  Celoperazone
1 1

| Sulbactam alone

a
| Cefoperazone alone

Fig. 5 Synergistic activity of
Sulbactam and Cefoperazone
P. morganii 20 strains

L.
0.19

0.78 3.12 125 50 200 200<
Cefoperazone (MIC) : » g/ml

°! Sulbactam  Cefoperazone 1 Sulbactam alone
1

| Cefoperazone alone

inoculum size 10%cells/ml

inoculum size 10%cells/ml

inoculum size 10%ells/ml
> 200

ug/ml

Sulbactam (MIC) :

:ug/ml

Sulbactam (MIC)

: ug/ml

Sulbactam (MIC)

0.19

Fig. 6 Synergistic activity of

Sulbactam and Cefoperazone

P. rettgeni 20 strains

> 200}
2004

S0t

0.19

n

0.19

0.78 3.0z 125 50 200 200<
Cefoperazone (MIC) : x g/ml

Sulbactam : Cefoperazone o { Sulbactam alone
1

o!
i ~ | Cefoperazone alone

Fig. 7 Synergistic activity of

Sulbactam and Cefoperazone

P. incanstans 20 strains

> 200}
200+ /

S0

0.78}
0419—A
0.19

0.78

L PR

3.12 125 50 200 200<
Cefoperazone (MIC):x g/ml

| Sulbactam alone
= | Cefoperazone alone

1 Sulbactam - Cefoperazone

Fig. 8 Synergistic activity of
Sulbactam and Cefoperazone
B. fragilis 27 strains

200+

SOr

0.78 3.12 12.5 50 200 200<
Cefoperazone (MIC) : x g/ml

| Sulbactam  Cefoperazone
0 [

0.19

| Sulbactam alone

L] B
Cefoperazone alone
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Fig. 9 Bactericidal activity of Sulbactam and Cefoperazone against E. coli 91

Sulbactam

Viable cells/m] (log)

012 4 6 9 24
time (hr.)

4. FHEA

E. coli91 |=xf9 % sulbactam, cefoperazone o)ii
BB LUEnEN] ¢ 1 OHERIZ B 2 5RE1EH # Fat
L 728 Fig. 9~10 (2R L 72,

Sulbactam & cefoperazone fif B = 351+ 3 total
MIC 3 50 ug/ml( sulbactam : cefoperazone=25:25
ug/ml) ThH2HY, MICRINEE T3 24850 £ CHIFHHD
HER A EBIZ 326 5 1L B DI, cefoperazone
1600 g/ ml Mz 5T 9 BER %4 FERIGIA 2 05 41,
% 7z sulbactam 50ug/ml DRMN T, 6 W5 LIFEE
B AR YoY SWAN

5. MECEBELIC N 240

1IBH22B R DB T 5 TNE(LBERIC 4T 2 sulbac-
tam DLSEME % &8 A-lactam il & sk L 72 ikt # Fig.
11t U Fig 12 12R L 72,

Sulbactam (3] L 72 & MHROMEE ¥ 2 b LB
IS LERETH -T2,

B. fragilis GM 7004 mpEE 2 B¢#%- 513 2 sulba-
ctam, cefoperazone H#5 & UFRIC & BRE %~
72Ek % Fig. 13 127k 72, cefoperazone Hi|T(3 2
BE CIELIC NG & 417247, sulbactam + T2 =
L&Y, cefoperazone NNl 4 WeH £ T2
Do -7z,

6. =7 ZEBRIEY 11T B GRS

1) Hipdudgr

(1) E. colifgi:

B-lactamase JEEH TH B E. coli9l, E. coliML
1410RGN823 %1%y it & L, sulbactam, cefoperazo-
ne O F%NR % 7Bk % Table 5~6 (255 L7z,

E. coli91 mi&iyeT3 sulbactam, cefoperazone i

Cefoperazone

105

012 4 6 9 724
time (hr.)
Fig. 10 Bactericidal activity of Sulbactam
: Cefoperazone (1:1) against E. coli 91

101
#—Control

Viable cells/ml (10g)

24
<14 Ay,
\h- —————— S{Q
012 4 6 9 " 24

BITIZIG RO B Th 72, L LEREFRL © 1
12HtH L 7285442 EDso fitin 12.58mg/mouse % 7L,
GINRD AL LI,

E. coli ML 1410 RGN 823 R&ifrnifh4y, sulbactam,
cefoperazone Hiffl| TIEitBENRA A & 4L DS, i
THIEICEY, GBI ED LN, FHEFENL 1
Dt H T EDso 13 1.98mg/mouse #7551 72,

(2) P. vulgaris i

P. vulgaris No. 2 %8st & L 7254t% Table 7 |2
a7z,

P. vulgarisNo.2 i3 sulbactam ¢ EDso (1 0.0047
mg/mouse %713¢ 7%, cefoperazone T{320mg/mouse
LA E#aL 7z, LA L sulbactam & cefoperazone
%1 1 DOFTHAL 7249 EDso 13 0.0029mg/
mouse THARNRAGZED S 47z,
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Fig. 11 Enzymatic stability of Sulbactam, Penicillins, and Cephalosporins
incubation time : 4hrs.

of Enzyme

N

aeruginosa
{

No .4

E. coli ML 1410
GN-69

K. pneumoniae
P inconstans

S, marcescens
P acruginosa

? E. cloacae

-

potency -

(. g/ml) [ 350 M J:s50—3sHl ) 35—20 ) 20— : <2

e

__LMOX]| A (N NN A AN N N
Sulbactam ]

Fig. 13 Stability of Sulbactam : Cefoperazone (1:1)
Fig. 12 Enzymatic stability of Sulbactam, Penicillins, to B-lactamase. B fragilis GM7004
Cephalosporins

50
incubation time : 4hrs.
88l o lalw|lo|o ||| Potency
:5131515|%|8|E|E | wermi
slzlzlz|z|sS|=|=S - 50 0
slelelaele|@PloOf© E:SO %5 i o——o Sulbactam alone
0 | 2| D7 ’§° % . e—— Cefoperazone alone
NN NI R -
prue\| S | B ||| = ||| @ 202 = a——a'Sulbactam
o BB % i m: <2 E i 1
: | = 30 &—a Cefoperazone
2l K}
by
£
k3]
« 20-
10+
1 J
% 1 2 3 4
Sulbactam| B 1 incubation time (hr.)
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Table 5 Protecting effect of Sulbactam and Cefoperazone against experimental mice infection

E. coli 91
administration MIC pg/ml
S Chall 4 5% EDso
Antibiotic allenge dose | - " fter the ] N mg/mouse
route number | fection 10 1
Cefoperazone 2 X108 + S.C. 1 1 >200 >200 >20
Sulbactam 2 X108 + S.C 1 1 200 100 >20
Sulbactalm : (.)efoferazone 2 X106 + S.C. 1 1 50 12.5 12.58

MLD : 4.6x10° (5% mucin)
mouse : ICR, 4W, 3 19+ 1g 6 animals/group
EDso : Van der Waerden method

Table 6 Protecting effect of Sulbactam and Cefoperazone against experimental mice infection
E. coli ML 1410 RGN 823

” administration MIC ng/ml ED
Antibiotic Challenge dose 5% 50
mucin ‘ be after the . 05 mg/mouse
route number | . on 10 1
Cefoperazone 6 X107 + S.C. 1 1 >400 12.5 >40
Sulbactam 6 X107 + S.C. 1 1 200 100 >40
Sulbactam : Cefoperzone 7 1.98

1 1 6 X10 + S.C. 1 1 50 6.25 (1.48-2.65)

MLD : 6x107 (5% mucin)

mouse : ICR, 4W, ¢ 19+ 1g 6 animals/group
EDso : Van der Waerden method

Table 7 Protecting effect of Sulbactam and Cefoperazone against experimental mice infection

P. vulgaris No. 2

) administration MIC pg/ml
Antibiotic Challenge dose msufin EDSO
after the " ; | ms/mouse
route number infection 10 10
Cefoperazone 6.7x10° + S.C. 0.0047
1 ! 800 0-3% 1 (0.003-0.0072)
Sulbactam 6.7 X108 + S.C. 1 1 200 100 >20
Sulbactam : (}efoperazone 6.7x10° 4 S.C 1 1 6.25 0.1 0.0029
1 : 1 (0.0022-0.0039)

MLD : 1x10% (5% mucin)
mouse : ICR, 4W, 3 194+ 1g 6animals/group
EDsy  Van der Waerden method
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2) RARYG

(1) B. fragilis GM 7004 & E. coli C11 iz &k 3iE&

B. fragilis GM 7004 & E. coli C11 miR g~y
742%+ L sulbactam, cefoperazone H#|# L1 @ 1
DHBDEFBNESL L URE =7 20 M h 5 % Ta-
ble 8, Fig. 14~16 I27RL 72,

B. fragilis GM 7004 & E. coli C11 miR ARy it
L. sulbactam ¢ EDso i3 0.0988mg/mouse, cefo-
perazone T3 0.1953mg/mouse, ZN 11 . 11}#H
THEDso i 0.078mg/mouse #/RL, HHARIEHD AL
nr,

Fig. 14 |25k 7> sulbactam $£52 BlF BFET=7 X
5wl 3 control &[G B. fragilis, E. coliThiEif&
RN,

Cefoperazone ##|#%5 Ti3, cefoperazone nik5

BHYMBET B0 E. coli DAL L T B2 Ehs
bn -7z (Fig. 15),

Sulbactam, cefoperazone O f#Fi- L 1), controle
L LT, E. coli migbhiBsH btz (Fig. 16),

7. =7 2MiEFIBRE

Sulbactam & cefoperazone # #1141 mg/mou-
se, 0.5mg/mouse *E F#E | 72 20 miE B
N Fig. 17 1R 72,

Sulbactam (3 5 4t— 7 T 1mg/mouse %574
A 63ug/ml NfE%# <L, cefoperazone Ti31573H°E
— 7 T46ug/ml THo12,

Sulbactam & cefoperazone % 0.5mg/mouse f}#
H#5 (total 1mg/mouse) 12 & 3 &R0 MEFIBE
|3, sulbactam #* cefoperazone L !) Mg iBENL
—7h @<, HEINGE LR A S, 1547, 3047,
1 RO MEPBEICED A LN h 72,

Table 8 Protecting effect of Sulbactam and Cefoperazone alone and combined in a fixed 1:1 ratio against

experimental mouse infection with a mixture of B. fragilis and E. coli

Challenge dose c. f. u./mouse MIC g/ml *EDso
Antibiotics g Iénf]gg([;: E coli Cl1 B. /;'zfilis (1301\6/1 7004 ]%Bcoli Cllts mg/mouse
Cefoperazone >100 >100 0.78 = 0.19 (0'1202.31?05,3312)
Sulbactam 5 x107 5 X107 50 12.5 50 25 (0.0603'90_908.81528)
5“1b3°‘1m5cef°‘;e'az°“e 50 3.12 0.3 =08 | (5 057"y 1052)

: Van der Waerden method
ICR, 4W male, 19+1g, 6 animals/group

B. fragilis GM 7004 5x10%c. f. u./mouse
E. coli C-11 3x108c. f. u./mouse

mouse :
MLD

administration : s.c. l1hr after infection

Fig. 14 Microbial flora and fatality of Sulbactam treated mice experimentally
infected with a mixture of B. fragilis and E. coli

- I bacteria detected from blood of
Organism administration| fatality dead mice (cells/mouse)
(challenge dose) |(mg/mouse) (70) R B[‘mgigs o
0 100
0.005 100
B.fmgilis GM7004 0.02 90
(5 X107 cells/mouse)
+ 0.078 40 E E
E.coli C11
(3 x107cells/mouse) 0.3 20
1.25 20
5 0
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Fig. 15 Microbial flora and fatality of Cefoperazone treated mice experimentally
infected with a mixture of B. fragilis and E. coli
o bacteria detected from blood of
Organism :tag;umstra- fatality diﬁde%"’icge_(iiéxm?.ﬁe) O(') ’
(challenge dose) (mg/mouse) (%) 23";"’5"6'5 s 2 E‘C"[’e
0 100
0.005 100
B fragilis GM7004 0.02 0 %
(5X107cells/mouse) i 8
+ 0.078 60 %
E.coli C11
(3 X107cells/mouse) 0.3 40 §
1.25 20
5 0
Fig. 16 Microbial flora and fatality of Sulbactam : Cefoperazone (1:1) treated mice
experimentally infected with a mixture of B. fragilis and E. coli
ini . b ia detected f blood of
Organism ?i%rrr]umstra fatality dggée;%gsﬁ!e%eells/::&se)oo ©
(challenge dose) (mg/mouse)| (%) zB-/Zagxéu s
e 0 100
B. fragilis GM7004
(5x107cell/mouse) 0.02 100
+
E.coli C11 0.078 50
(3X107cells/mouse)
0.3 0
Fig. 17 Serum level after subcutaneous administration of Cefoperazone
and Sulbactam in mice
Sulbactam : Cefoperazone
Sulbactam Cefoperazone (1:1)
651 651 651
604 o——o ]mg/mouse 60 &——= ] mg/mouse 60 o----o Sulbactam 0.5mg/mouse
=~ o---s (.5mg/mouse & --= (.5mg/mouse a-- Cefoperazone 0.5mg/mouse
E 504 50
0o
2
= 40 40
>
2
€ 30+ 301
o .
) 20- 201 %
A
4 ‘\\
101 104 W
. : ) — r— . T -
o4 Y 1 2 AR 1 2 A % 1 2

time after administration (hours)
mouse : ICR, 4W, ¢, 19+1g 8 animals/group method : bioassay method
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m. % =

A#fA 3 B-lactamase inhibitor & | TR X #1172
sulbactam & cefoperazone & NHFEIZ & Bin vitro,
in vivo TUHTERDOFHE KA & HEc L 72 Th 5,

B-lactamase inhibitor & L T, fEk L) MCIPC,
MFIPC 7% &6, 77 LIEMHRROEE T 5 4-
lactamase (=% L BHEERA 2155, ABPC s fitlT
PRI LA N 2 R ARID RSN T 5, 2%
B-lactamase 7k ABYANE{LAN X L T clavulanic acid
ARSI NI,

Clavulanic acid | &I 59 2 HH A5V 27
F iz amoxicillin £ 21 &1 [ 20EF & L TH
XN T3, L L cephalosporinase type (2L
inhibitor {EFI355\V 2 A BESIN T 5,9

Sulbactam (22 T3, § T2 EncLisu?, Fu? 513
sulbactam ¢ ampicillin, sulbactam & cephalothin
DO HMR % BETLIFRMRY D L b L HEL T
%, HHETIL sulbactam & cefoperazone MfHA*
1 1DRTHEHD L ENT S,

% = T# 213 sulbactam ¢ B-lactamase inhibitor
& L TofER % cefoperazone & O THBENNC in
vitro, in vivo DML LREFEMZ 72,

Sulbactam |1 cefoperazone *{#HT 52 &2k,
B-lactamase EEA # 9 B Richvonn type 1 o %
FIHT BERH I, 2 ~ 5125\ F-lactamase in-
hibitor {EM» 2 & 17z, 5 penicillinase type (2
1358\ EEA 4T A%, cephalosporinase (23554
ZEhRESH LN,

SR ER T3 E. coli, K. pneumoniae, P. mira-
biliss, P. vulgaris, P. morganii, P. retigeri \Zx+1L,
BRI RO HERR I 72,

E. coli9l iz k =7 2 FEBREGUIxtL, sulbactam,
cefoperazone ili#| & { &I TIXiHiHNRA BN TH D
AT B Z LIS &) it Ry ALz, ZOBHEL
T, in vitro {EHIC BT 5 MIC DT & URETE
RicBiIF a5 RIC LD, 4RI L B s HE
TrIEnFEZ LN,

B-lactamase FEA KD E. coliML 1410 RGN 823

KEBEGUZ BT O HATIIENTH 52, AT AL
riz kY, sulbactam A+ g-lactamase inhibitor * L
T cefoperazone MifEREIC LHA N 2R § 2 & 2D
L,

B. fragilis (B-lactamase EH ) & E. coli DA
MY BT, MRS A SNS Z LIS, B fragilis
DPEET B ANE(LBERIC AT L &TE T, cefoperazone T
13 2B TANE{L & LB A5, sulbactam & T 5 =
L2k, 4BsREE TANELE NG VW2 EAEHREL T
EZ 65,

Sulbactam (1 B-lactamase (Z %9 5 inhibitor & L
T cefoperazone LT A Z 124, BNz in vi-
Vo RE LI HT Z LHRDH LI,

X [
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IN VITRO AND IN VIVO ANTIBACTERIAL ACTIVITY OF
SULBACTAM, A B-LACTAMASE INHIBITOR, IN
COMBINATION WITH CEFOPERAZONE

SACHIKO GOTO, MASATOSHI OGAWA, YASUKO KANEKO,
AKIYOSHI Tsull, SyuicHI MryAzaki, and SHOGO KUWAHARA
Department of Microbiology, Toho University School of Medicine

The activity of sulbactam as a g-lactamase inhibitor, when combined with cefoperazone, was studied in a
variety of bacteria.

Sulbactam by itself has little antibacterial activity against most bacteria, and thus cannot be used alone as
a therapeutic agent. However, it has strong activity to inhibit g-lactamases.

When sulbactam and cefoperazone were combined in a ratio of 1:1, marked synergistic activity was obtained
against E. coli, K. pneumoniae, Proteus, and B. fragilis.

Sulbactam exhibited strong inhibitory activity against -lactamases of types 2 to 5 by Richmond’s classifi-
cation, and weak activity against type 1 g-lactamase.

In experimental infections in mice, excellent protective effects were obtained against E. coli, P. vulgaris, and
a mixed infection of B. fragilis and E. coli with the combination of sulbactam and cefoperazone, even though
neither sulbactam nor cefoperazone was effective by itself.



