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SBT & ABPC ? mutual prodrug T# % SBTPC (2B % EBEI R VRERATRRET 21T - 72,

BRARSBER TER 55 18RI DV T SBTPC @ MIC % #llzE L, ABPC & sz 72, #fEF =13 10° cel-
Is/ml Th b, 77 LbHEKEIZ3T L TS ABPC 250X % & » T\ 72, Shigella, Salmonella, Citro-
bacter, Enterobacter, Hemophilus, P.mirabilis, p. rettgeri 3 LU P. inconstans \2xtL T4

ABPC %% £ & » T\ 72, K. pneumoniae, K. oxytoca, P. vulgaris, P. morganii, Acinetobacter

’

V. parahemolyticus RV Plesiomonas \2¥tL T2, SBTPC 3 N 4i@E %R L 72 Servatia
B& U P.omaltophilia (=33 L TZMIEIZEI % Hh - 72, ABPCHtHE E. coli 23t T, SBTPC iz k

NEOHEN 2R,

MARERYAE 2 5, PREGRYSE 2 B & OABAZA 1 BliC D\ TERRN R 2T L 72, FRESERE 2
PU=Xt LT, ZOMUZKL TISBIZA S Neh - 72,
BWERE L CLIBNCTHIZ, S50 1 BICIFESRE 2515 F 52 AT I+ —+tllEn L HHA

oY (AN

Pfizer # TB % & 1.7z sultamicillin (SBTPC) -1,
sulbactam (SBT) & ampicillin (ABPC) #5145 7-3 2
ester #4 L 72 mutual prodrug T 0, D & IRIL X
fUTSBT & ABPC izfiks## % 159, SBT & ABPC
PRI, ABPC BHEDME 4t L <, ABPC Dt
FRRICHET 5 g 1722, # - T SBTPC 0#%
A58, ABPC BEBIC & B et l= 1 L TR R
Bras, 4mux 3ft5 3 n7: SBTPC # T, %
DRARENHM S £ ABPC & Wi & & 412, LE
TRHSDBERIMR BT L 72 DT, 2 DEERIZ DT
BTz,

L5 & 5
1. L s UIcHE

gﬁllﬁﬁéh’ﬂ‘6%%’7?%‘:’%"(. b
FOEMEI 5 TRAREHIEEE (MIC) %i#lEL
10 BT ( 27 Bt CRHE) 2 BEFIL, MR
BBl UFsaL— M FRIEHU 13 3 %D EAMEK %

mz 7z, HAEE&EIZ10%cells/ml TH5,

EH L 2B T ECod ) Th B,

77 LBTEE | S. aureus 368, S. epidermidis 30
¥k, a-Streptococcus 158k, Enterococcus 158k, 31968k,

77 LB | E. colidOFk, Shigella 158, S. typhi
200k, Salmonella 208k, K.pneumoniae 208k, K.
oxytoca 200k, Citrobacter 208k, Serratia 208k, Entero-
bacter 208k, P.mirabilis 208k, P.vulgaris 206k, P
morganii 208k, P. rettgeri 158K, P. inconstans 20k,
P. aeruginosa 208k, P.maltophilia 20k, P. cepacia
208k, Acinetobacter 208k, Flavobacterium 206k, V
parahemolyticus 208k, Aeromonas 208k, Plesiomonas
Sk, Haemophilus 206k, 514558k,

1. & 2

77 LMK 3T 251 /) % Table LZ/RL 72,
S. aureus \=xf L T SBTPC # MIC 120.39ug/ml »
550ug/ml F TR AL, peak33.13ug/ml TH
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Table 1 MICs of Sultamicillin and Ampicillin against Gram-positive cocci (108 cells/ml)
MIC (ug/ml)
Strain bru 0.025 0.05 0.1 0.2 039 0.78 1.56 3.13 6.25 12.5 25 50 2100
S. aureus Sultamicillin 2 1 9 12 9 2 1
36 strains Ampicillin 2 2 3 8 10 3 4 2 2
Ampicillin
(DMSO) 2 1 4 6 9 4 3 2 5
S. epidermidis Sultamicillin 4 4 2 6 3 6 3 1 1
30 strains Ampicillin 2 3 2 3 2 4 1 2 2 5 1 3
a-Streptococcus | Sultamicillin 4 5 2 1 1 1 1
15 strains Ampicillin 5 5 1 1 1 1 1
Enterococcus Sultamicillin 3 12
15 strains Ampicillin 7 8

=72, ABPC LIZIZRIBRIZH AR L 7285, 2%k MIC i3
0.1gg/mlizdh Y, SBTPCIZIbL TRXeF X B{fME)A*
A7z, S, epidermidis (2XF L T1 SBTPC ? MIC
120.2ug/ml A 5100 g/ml F TR 5A6 L, 1.56ug/
ml £12.54g / mliZ peak & & 11, 100xg / mliZ
ABPC T 3%kdb - 7-iiftErkAD™ 1 #RIZ A l, T2, AB
PC LIEHRIC 2 1410 pattern °A4 b 1724% 0.05ug/
mliZ 2805H D, S. aureus & FARENMERTH 72, a-
Streptococcus 1 & U Enterococcus (=% L T3, AB
PCH 1 ERRET ST,

Enterobacteriaceae \= 313 5 71 % Table2: &
¥ Table 3IZ/RL 72,

E.coli #ZMT 4 27125 ) ABPC RStk &
FERCEZIERRIC T, FEE20BRIZ DT MIC 2 BIEL 72,
R Tl SBTPC & ABPCOHE ORIz IZE
1356070 - 727, IERRERETIZME &2 SBTPC
B T2, Shigella & UF 7 2B % 9T Sal-
monella \(ZxtL TIL, ABPCA' 1 hE2EREST (N
T2, Citrobacter 12X L T4 ABPC #%0%¢ ¢ T
W7z, K. pneumoniae B £ K. oxytoca |24+ L T3,
ABPC ? MIC 7 peak (350ug/ml, —% SBTPC »
peak (312.5ug/ml & 25ug/mliz4 "), SBTPC %
XF T Tz, Servatia B U Enterobacter (253 T
12, MBDORIZZIZA LN 72,

P. mirabilis, P. rettgeri 8 £ U P. inconstans \= 5+
L T2 SBTPC, ABPC & 40.78ug/ml »*5 100ug/
ml & THRIZV: MIC 5% 7R L 724%, ABPC D Jih &

) EIBERIC ST AEMTH ~ 72, P.oulgaris b &
U P. morganii (= ¥ L TId SBTPC » MICI312.5
ug/ml 7 5100ug/mliz254 L, %9 peak 1350ug/
ml TH - 7255 ABPC Tix MIC 1350 g/ml & ) &g
32 TG i DY AN

P.aeruginosa B £ U P. cepacia =¥t L Tiz SBT
PC, ABPC & LICIZEA LB 2 RE eh 12, P.
maltophilia TI3—EREE MR D & 5 17205, mWAIRIC
3 > 72, Acinetobacter \ZxF L TIE, B SIS
SBTPC 73 ¢ LT 72Ah 2 fud SBT BERDOIEHIC
$B5LNDTHAY, Flavobacterium 8 & U Aeromo-
nas \2AF L TIMEHIE LI E A EHENIRA LN -
72, Plesiomonas 12Xt L T SBTPC ? MICI31.56ug
/ml % 56.25ug/mliz5 L, ABPC &0 2ERET
ST 72, Hemophilus 123 L TS, REEMHRT AB
PC A9 LT 2h, #RatL 72208k 2 k12 AB
PCIZBERTHERR TH > 72, SBTPC 24 L Tid &Rt
MRRIZA S Nch - 72 (Tabled),

. & K 3» 8

BIEREI R 26, BBt 16, @Rt 16,
AHEL 1, &F 560z SBTPCEE (144 Sultami-
cillin &£ L T375mg (J1ffi) &A) ##&K5L7.
Table 5% &£ ¥ Table 6127~

fEFI 1 © 228%, otk 1RMERESR

37.0°C %5 37. 3°C FREE ek, Wk, H kA2 4 A
ARVAYAL SR S ABYANEY 7 T L 1 QR QAd - S AR &)
a1z, VBB 5H13 H. parainfluenzae, Neisseria,
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Table 2 MICs of Sultamicillin and Ampicillin against Gram-negative Bacilli (108 cells/ml)

MIC (ug/ml)
Strain Drug
0.05 0.1 0.2 0.39 0.78 1.56 3.13 6.25 12,5 25 50 100 >100
E. coli Sultamicillin 2 1 16 1
S Ampicillin 2 9 9
E. coli Sultamicillin 2 2 6 3 7
;?isstt:;;;s Ampicillin 1 2 1 16
Shigella Sultamicillin 1 7 6 1
15 strains Ampicillin 1 5 5 2 1
S. typhi Sultamicillin 2 18
20 strains Ampicillin 1 11 6 2
Salmonella Sultamicillin 1 7 10 2
20 strains Ampicillin 9 9 2
K. pneumonige | Sultamicillin 2 12 3 1 2
20 strains Ampicillin 1 1 11 4 3
K. oxytoca Sultamicillin 1 3 9 2 1 4
20 strains Ampicillin 1 11 2 6
Citrobacter Sultamicillin 9 5 3 5
20 strains Ampicillin 5 5 1 3 1 5
Serratia Sultamicillin 1 7 8 4
20 strains Ampicillin 1 1 5 2 11
Enterobacter Sultamicillin 1 4 7 3 3 2
20 strains Ampicillin 1 1 6 3 9

Table 3 MICs of Sultamicillin and Ampicillin against Gram-negative Bacilli (108 cells/ml)

Strain Drug MIC (ug/mD
005 0.1 0.2 039 078 156 3.13 6.25 125 25 50 100 >100

P. mirabilis Sultamicillin 1 6 10 2 1
ﬂrains Ampicillin 1 11 S 1 2

P vulgaris Sultamicillin 1 5 11 2 1

20 strains Ampicillin 20

P. morganii Sultamicillin 2 8 9 1

20 strains Ampicillin 3 8 9

P rettgeri Sultamicillin 2 2 1 1 9

15 strains Ampicillin 1 1 1 2 1 3 1 S

P.inconstans | Sultamicillin 2 2 4 11 1
M Ampicillin 1 1 2 4 8 4
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Table 4 MICs of Sultamicillin and Ampicillin against Gram-negative Bacilli (108 cells/ml)

MIC (ug/ml)
Strain Drug
0.05 0.1 0.2 039 0.78 1.56 3.13 6.25 12.5 25 50 100 >100
P. aeruginosa Sultamicillin 1 4 15
20 strains Ampicillin 2 18
P. maltophilia | Sultamicillin 1 1 2 1 4 6 5
20 strains Ampicillin 2 1 3 4 2 8
P. cepacia Sultamicillin 1 19
20 strains Ampicillin 1 19
Acinetobacter | Sultamicillin 7 9 4
20 strains Ampicillin 2 9 9
Flavobacter- Sultamicillin 1 1 18
ium
20 strains Ampicillin 1 19
V. parahemoly- | Sultamicillin 1 15 4
ticus
20 strains Ampicillin 1 4 s 3 6 1
Aeromonas Sultamicillin 1 19
20 strains Ampicillin 2 18
Plesiomonas Sultamicillin 1 2 2
S strains Ampicillin 2 2 1
Haemophilus Sultamicillin 3 1 7 3 2 3 1
20 strains Ampicillin 2 3 5 5 1 1 2
Table 5 Clinical effects of sultamicillin
Body .
C;;f Name | Age | Sex | weight Diagnosis Isolate Doses gf:/(;:ccyt ;:;i;'teix;)s:
(kg)
1 Y.T 22 F 47 chronic H. parainfluenzae | 4 Tab. x 8 days -/? -
bronchitis
2 KXK. | 77 F 45 | chronic K. pneumoniae | 4 Tab. x 3 days /7 diarrhea
bronchitis
3 S.Y 55 M 50 | acute cystitis ? 4 Tab. x 8 days | +++/? | eosin.
GOT,GPT?
4 MK. | 61 M 43 chronic cystitis | Citrobacter 3 Tab. x 15 days| ++/rep. -
5 HN. [ 79 51 FUO ? 6 Tab. x 6 days -/? -
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Table 6 Laboratory findings before and after the administration of sultamicillin
Case RBC WBC Plat EOS GOT GPT ALP T. Bil BUN S-Cr CRP
No. x10* x10* % U U KAU mg/dl mg/dl mg/dl
1B 394 7500 19 0 11 4 4.5 0.7 145 0.7 3+
A 409 6700 28 0 10 4 4.6 0.8 13.8 0.7
2B 383 7300 15 2 11 6 3.9 0.3 20.2 0.9 0.5+
A
3B 479 17000 22 0 18 16 6.6 0.8 17.4 1.2 5+
A | 485 7200 21 7 38 60 9.0 0.3 16.9 1.0 0.5+
4B 482 10300 28 0 34 50 7.9 0.6 24.2 1.6 3.5+
A 433 7500 19 3 14 16 7.3 0.3 17.3 0.9 -
5B 313 11400 102 S 23 23 11.1 0.6 12.8 0.5 7+
A 339 10800 53 4 29 24 8.5 0.8 9.5 0.8 7+
B: before, A: after

a-Streptococcus HFEES NIzh5, FRE & IIHEETE
uhotz, SBTPC 11188, E&%E L OHIRRIZ 1%
L7, #54L4Ki8I337.0°C 7 537.5°C #7701, 1%
B, BRLFERL 20, ERRShRIZES S HEL, 7
B S#iE L7z, BWER B & UREER 132D
Ltttz
EH2 7T ot MBHMRE R
BURELROFSETIZ, WS & OTERE R L
12, BB b1 a-Streptococcus X VBN K. pneumo-
nige, Neisseria "8 X 72, MR X RO SEME
ELTSBTPC 10118, HA&i%H & UBIRETIC LS L
2o THEICKRBEL 724, ARABBISAT% 3 B Bz THIA
BL7:7200, SBTPC MBRANZ EI5EIZ 3 HRTHL L
Ttz REERHCIZTRISINE L T7ehy, I, Ve
VIBRAIR & K13 2o > 72, THIIE SBTPC D% 547 &
SEERIDTTREM A L v, BRACRHELZ DV Tl i &
HEL 7,
P13 C 55mE, Bk, ARt
39.0CnFEh L & iz HEBRYE, TSRSG5 & (REREI%
BB 72, MIR% A X sn7z 72052 B B HKBEL 72, FR
RAY, st 2o Rimsk e B MERE A & 7272
% SBTPC 1[ 1%, Haits k USRERATIC 3% 5L 72,
R D RREIRE T2 2o 72, BEBH ) {KiRIZ
EREAN, 7 ARSI IR R & (Il L Ture,
RO E MEkl, CRP L IFEILL, RitiEho Al
KL, GmBRY 148800 7 2000 L 8 X L 72
O FHEHTEL 12, L L ESEEIL 20 - 12 M
WPOYEERRAS00/mm? & L, GOT,GPT b2 h

FRBETIIHH LR L7, HEEKESIZOVWTOE
HRAZIZITON Ty, GOT, GPT DEH#i 18
BIZL A BRH LN, REERENHBUL, SBTPC
125 LBtEHH B LB b,

fEF 4 1 615 Btk SRR

IBEZEIC & 2 RREMERERL D 72D I B I IR E 54
1, BMEEC PRI L T8 ETHD, 38.1'CHE
#AA Lz, SBTPC 1[0 1 8% HA%KIZHE L
72, #5- 4 BE X VKBIZIER & % D, KEMoOEMER
B L CRP LIEFEILL, 15BE TG ##T L7
Rz RAH 5 7 X105/ml @ Citrobacter H B I
7275, #5118 BOR T3 Citrobacter 13iH%E L, Kleb-
siella \ 2B L 72, BICHRGHTREDRY 513 Klebsiel-
la \2 2T P. maltophoilia H B E iz, BRKEIZA
Lizhs, BEREICIZARh E HIEL 72, BWERIZA LN
o7z,

FE) 5 79k, Ik, TEHEA

BREE L - TRALENEIR ARS8 U, R
% & L7 o 7 NESRADEEREDHBLL 72, BERSIE 1,81
IZIZTEB L 7275, #5027 B & 38. 0°C FRENRED Tk
TH728, 12HHIZKEE L 72, MiPBSE, EE74 LR
AR 4 F TS BHUKMEDORIE 21T - 729% 2
Wiio T WIS NG D - 72, LA L Brucella ab-
ortus | 2XT HEHEMIIBFICEH > 72, KBtk 3 HR
K TEER % B L 720 REMEm s & b U 728,
SBTPC 1[E 2% HAKIIKRS L7, BREKICUE
HALNT, 6 BTG #dub L7z, Ehe L2
A BIWERIZ A SN h > 72, ZD1% cefoperazone 1
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H2.0g #4%5 L, 2:;B%I26EL 72, MiEFRosukids:
57N TEDEbNIY, REFL ML L,
BIGZ 7N TREBET S I ENTELD T

Iv. & &=

B-Lactamase FEAERKRIZFT LH L \» cephem FAITAE
O HHAFE OV TV 5 —F, B-lactamase BEH] &
B-lactam FRHAEFINHHHE I HAA SN TV B, B-Lacta-
mase 4, cefoperazone(CPZ)fifiEkkIZ L T, SBT
JCPZEARINTANIHBEN 2R T I L EHEEN
729, 2 L SBT/CPZ AR DV THHRERTT- 12
7%, CPZ BHEOIE AT CnTw7z7z6, SBT iEM
DRNRITHKRE L e h» 729, SBTPCIZ SBT & AB
PC 7% ester #4& L 72 mutual prodrug T, &L )R
INENT SBT & ABPCIZ/KEEN &R DIER % i
THEIN, EROICIIEIZA L -ERE N LI,

FTHzI3 SBTPC O in vitro DHE 1%, 28874,
5518k D\ T ABPC & We8RET L 72, MIC #IzEIZ &
721, SBTPC i3 KIZ8iEN 726, dimethyl sulfoxide
(DMSO) IZi&fET MBI H 712, ZND128> SBTPC
DOPE RIERAREMICIE, 1% DMSO & FENT
Wb, £D72H2 DMSO A5 ABPC Dt 11252 5
FBERETT 2 LENSH ), ABPC D MIC BIEREZH
121%2 DMSO #1012, S.aureus\=*t3 &%
ABPC Bh5A & kL 72,

Table LIR§ERIC, ABPC 8 1) — Xk DMSO
Mz ) —XEDENCEIZ %<, 1% DMSO D
HME ABPC DU BB 4 5-2 70\ 2 L hHERR
nr,

SEFER ALY, 7T LEEEREICNT 2
SBTPC 7 MIC %%51%, ABPCIck L T1EfREL &
2> T2, FUHIEIR 7T LIEMEEE D Shigella, Sal-
monella, Citrobacter, Enterobacter, Haemophilus
P.mirabilis, P. retigeri R U P. inconstans 1= L &5
N7z, K.pneumoniae, K.oxytoca, P.vulgaris, P
morganii, Acinetobacter, V.parahemolyticus BU*
Plesiomonas 123 L TizdH & 5512 SBTPCHE & »
T 7z, Serratia RUY P. maltophilia \=%+ L T3 /i
B3 4H > 72, P.aeruginosa, P. cepacia, Flave-
bacterium B Aeromonas \=xtL T, WiglE LAas
NEHE L Hh 72, SBTPC it SBT & ABPC »*
13 F32%4AL T 5728, SBTPCHFHo AB
PC & SBT DHi313131.5: 1 &% Y, SBTPCtho

»

ABPC #(3[E# ABPCIZ 3t L #160%Th 3 (AB
PC : MW350, SBT : MW233), SBT m#t4&lL 7
ABPC#*, ABPC &[&] UHIE ) 7R T & T4UL, SBT
PC & ABPC DB IOMIZIL, 1 BRENE) MY
BIRDZ L ThB, WA MIC A2 070
HE123, ABPCIZ SBT 246 T 52 2124y, 14
B MICH LK 22 k20, E. colilzmn
%, BT 27 %H\T ABPC TR & I
HERRIZ DU, ENZN20BRTDIC DN THRET L iR s
Table 2027”0 72, BEZMHRICKT L TSR 2pc7
<o JEREZERIZ I L TIZ 5202 SBTPC 5% ¢t
W72 BLED in vitro DFERA 5, mutual prodrug &
L TSBTPCi3, ABPCREZE»HBW\ELNT ¢hnr
MENETRTZEAHBL2, In vive Tl3iFE 7
SBT & ABPC#% L") AFEMIZ, L")EaNAEN
FROMEREH L DT LD EbNS,
BRARZh RN T FUB AR 2 5, PREGRGRAE 27, BER
BINFEBR 1 BN DTS L 72, SUEREREE 2 B 141
IITHRAREBL 727265, 3 HTHRA%HPEL 72, WER
ELRIRIZA LN~ 72, FREEBSFED 2 =5t L T
13 & LICERL LB AL N2 A5, 1 I (FEEk
%R EL7%9 P TUAT I —LENRE FRAALN
720 TRAEMI 7 L FHED ) 72t LB TH B 5% %
RiIA LN 72, BERMRICOWTER T BICIEH
FE NI LIEBID A7 0%, XREWER D SV % S 1T,
X 13
1) Bavrtzer B. et al.: Mutual prodrugs of 8-lactam
antibiotics and B-lactamase inhibitors. J. Anti-
biot. 33 : 1183-1192, 1980
2) Aswapokee N.and Neuv H. C.: A sulfone g-lac-
tam compound which acts as a B-lactamase
inhibitor. J. Antibiot. 31 : 1238-1244, 1978
3) BARLFREYS | B REMILBE MIC)WE
%, Chemotherapy 23: 1-2, 1975
4) _EHFM . Sulbactam/Cefoperazone. #30E B
AOEREE SRS, FEL KU 7L 1982
5 EHN K ErAREX, RERE, SHEI M
M, ERESEL MR B, FULEREN, A,
BE O, B)IEE HFEZ, BREAKX, TH
K+, #EFIF : Sulbactam/Cefoperazone %
B, EAKMIZROMET. Chemotherapy 32 © S-
4, 323-330, 1984
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LABORATORY AND CLINICAL STUDIES ON SULTAMICILLIN

OsaMU KURIMURA, TADASHI MASUDA, HIDEO SASAKI,
Eu1 KANETO and HIROFUMI FUKUHARA

Department of Internal Medicine, Kure National Hospital

TomovyA Mural and KiMITOsHI NOzAKi
Department of Radiology, Kure National Hospital

HirosHI UEDA, TAISUKE MARUYAMA and YUSUKE MORIOKA
Department of Pharmacy, Kure National Hospital

HipEvyuki Doi, MicHiko KoNO, AKIKO SHIMONAKA and KAZUKO YOKOTA
Department of Bacteriology, Kure National Hospital

Ikuo TAMURA

Institute of Clinical Research, Kure National Hospital

Clinical and laboratory studies were performed on SBTPC (mutual prodrug of SBT and ABPC).

MICs of SBTPC against 551 clinically isolated strains were measured, and compared with those of ABPC.
Against Gram positive cocci ABPC was superior by one grade to SBTPC. Against Shigella, Saimonella, Citrobacter,
Enterobacter, Hemophilus, P. mirabilis, P. rettgeri and P. inconstans the same results as to Gram-positive cocci
were obtained. Against K. pneumoniae, K. oxytoca, P. vulgaris, P. morganii, Acinetobacter, V. parahemolyticus
and Plesiomonas SBTPC was superior to ABPC. Against Serratia and P. maltophilia both drug showed the same
pattern in MIC distribution. Against ABPC resistant E. coli, SBTPC showed much stronger antimicrobial activity
than ABPC.

SBTPC was administered to two cases of respiratory tract infection, also two cases of urinary tract infection
and a case of FUO. Good clinical results were obtained in the cases of urinary tract infection.

As to adverse reaction, diarrhea in one case and the elevation of transaminase activity with eosinophilia in
another case were observed.



