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LRI HERE2E T2 HFROAL 7 = LRTIEMETH 2,
FHENSY 7 LBBEE» SEBEE E CREVCIAEARY b
WO EEY R L, ¥ Staphylococcus  aureus  (S.
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tococcus pyogenes (S.pyogenes) 2 X7 7 LABHE I T 3T
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Fig. 1. Chemical structure of CFDN.

I. %R FH &

1. WFRSMERR & A

19884 7 > 5198845108 & TO AR S HER% (234
R WX BLEEBREERL 2,

2, MNRESR

BARE, REOKBESB L UTEFIDERSRED & 28
ENDZRD 6 DORBHEOKRIEMBERBERNRE L
720

EIE. 2T (B) £ SEHER

SEIIEE /6, MEE, Lo, SNTEALEELSD)

BIEE  TRMEBAZ

EIVEE | F18, BHER BESKX), VT @) &

EVE  KTRE, LRETIRE, BEMEnHE

FVIEE: ZRBHE BMEDOLDIERS)

3. WREE

HMHERRE & L COERTROBAME 2 BF R E L
1z EEBIFISEALE, ML & UABE - AROFIZRD
nipoli, BB, FTROLThLIZHKLT 3 BEADRK
Lzl L,

1) ¥7 2R EBR=V) YRAEHEICHT 2

TVvLF—BEER2RETIH0

2) BERERLAELR Y TROFIC X 2 8B CRT+on
1Y0)

3) EEX L IETHEOERKRR - SO6HEXEL, R
BREXDOBELHY - BLUOHESEEL b D

4) FSBREARE, TCRRBESERRRTD LD

5) RBREFRSHICOMEFBE I & 0 ERSYK
ELDOD2HBHD, ERIEATHOH D

6) 7 FUBEEREES T ABRMKREE & 2BET,
REREROMESHFLEO LD

7) AABABIMAIE AT CFDN % 7213 CCL b5 5 h
Tzbo

8) OMBEFRIOHAELELTIHD

9) EELL - - BREEELET2008LU7
ot NN —TFIREIOHEELBELTZ2H0

10) 88, BRAPOWAB L UERRDICEREFEL
T3HEA

11) 20Of, THRESTEY LEDLZLOD

4, BEORE

FRBOEMICEEL T3, BECHERONES 2N
LEMOEEE B, 28, 0mRHOBRETIR, £E
EDORIELEL LD E LT,

5. BB

1) BREFOEEL ik

#ERIED CFDN 100mg (S1fff) # 7+ L HERED
CCL 250mg (S1ffi) # e VIZEROBR 512085 TV
5 —HRICL B EERETRET L,

i )CFDN 100mg # 7% : 1 % 7+ )15 CFDN 100
mg (Hff) EBOWKEH 7N

ii )JCFDN7> ¥ ®# 7+ : CFDN 100mg # 7tV
LRA—-NBEOBKREH TN

iii) CCL 250mg # 7N : 1% 7+ N CCL 250mg

(i) eBOEF /B 7LV

iv) CCL 75 & #% 7+ : CCL 250mg # 7k
FE—SNEDE /B 7TENV

2) EHOEUT

EBREAOSE 1, U, IV, VIR 4ERS, B, V
B 6EMSE 1EEL, v bu—F -tk VEET
¥ iz CFDNEt & CCL BpSRIMuC 72 5 & 5 CHRBBAIC
MIEREITI M S iz,

3) 1B8E5R L EHOTE (Fig. 2)

1 B#5 & CFDNE T CFDN 1 H300mg (#EY,
4£3), CCLEtTCCL 1HT750mg ($BY, #23) &L
7z CFDNE£iZ CFDN 100mg % 728 X UFCCL 77
v HH P& 1H 7N, CCLEEE CCL 250mg % 7
EVBEUVCFDNZ S v #3 Fe Vg 1 4 7 e VDbt



VOL. 37 S—2 B CBERBICTY 3 —EERIUEER 1019
Cefdinir group Cefaclor group
Morning Noon Evening Morning Noon Evening
D | | D

D,

D

b,

cefdinir 100mg capsule

G:) cefaclor placebo capsule

cefdinir placebo capsule

ap)

cefaclor 250mg capsule

Fig. 2. The test drug packages.
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Table 1. Evaluation items by observation day

Group I ~1V, Group VI

valuation day . .. Day 3 Day 5 Day 7
Item First visit (day 2-4) | (day 5,6) (day 7,8)
Severity
Disease state at first
visit
Confirmation of drug
taking O O O
Subjective and objective
symptoms O O O O
Overall clinical
evaluation o o O
Side effects @) O O @)
- O (-7~0day | O after end of treatment
Laboratory examination before treatment) | (0~7days after end of treatment)
Bacteriological o O after end of treatment
examination (-1~3days after end of treatment)
Group V
valuation day - - Day 3 Day 5 Day 7 Day 10
Item\\ First visit (day 2-4) | (day 5,6) | (day 7,8) | (day 9-12)
Severity
Disease state at first
visit
Confirmation of drug
taking O O o O
Subjective and objective
symptoms O @) O O O
Overall clinical
evaluation O O O O
Side effects @) O O @)
s O (-7~0day O after end of treatment
Laboratory examination before treatment) (0~7days after end of treatment)
Bacteriological 0O O after end of treatment
examination (-1~3days after end of treatment)

FHBK T 1% key code BAEATIC{ELZ DEFICDOWVTI
Yho—>—r/IBEESTHEL, BITTIREIZREL
Lo 28, BEFIBICERRELGERES LTV RVWES
OBHERLE S X UERAMREWEA 2R Y THA &
L7z,

12, INEES

FHmER, FEKER, AREE, BF As#ELL,
key code BT > hu—F — L BED > X LS
DIRE 21T 72,

13, avro—35—

EAR BEosEl L, RBREFOSHROERRYE, W

EHIONER EOBBITREN, REIEFOEELEITT,
key code DIRE 2 & I FH, BT REIORE, Rt
BOT—ITERE 2 EAFHORIEC H 2o 12,

14, AR

REBAICEIMT 2L Tw B DT FRBERIC T
Lz, DWT, BERHE L T2ETORITBTEIREN T H
ERET LI, FFEVHEIRETHNII LB TORT % R
WedsILE i, BATEHEIC D\ Tid key code B
HEicary ro—-7—/INEELOMTHBLREL 72,
EITIZ 7 — 5 OMHE, REICIEL T Wilcoxon 2 EARK
7 (Mann-Whitney U 8R5E) , 2815 x 2 5E, Fisherp &
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BRERHEEEAV, BOHE&DTE I Breslow-Day Hi27HE) OACREERT-> %, FBEOSMEER
REZAC TR Lz, BRIRIZ (B%) UL, #E DEEEDRY OHIEI i3 E5 Wilcoxon 2 EAMRE
e [Ze), ARMEE [BA) UL, 2fwEER BRI, REITRS %BAREL L, HEIIMHS%E
[ UL, MEFHRPREMHEE+ERR] CRY- BRMERV, 2 2 THREFRMEH0 283 2itn
THHL, 2ZEF#HMoZE (CFDNE-CCL ) Of5# FERES RAETHMICEEEZESHS LS 2k
XERD:, BET—2 Th 2 FHEHFISHRRER, %, %8B, 1IFIESFIRBOEE CRBES L UESH
FEEFEMEERICOLTIE, RbHREUTIELT ROFRIZERE LT,
VWBLEZONBIRAL LT, eMABEIIIHEE (B

VEHETEE), BRMEREEESU3EEGEY 1. & ®
Total patients enrolled
cefdinir 147
cefaclor 153
total 300
No. of patients evaluated No. of patients evaluated No. of patients evaluated
for efficacy for overall safety for clinical usefulness
cefdinir 131 cefdinir 98 cefdinir 93
cefaclor 134 cefaclor 112 cefaclor 105
total 265 total 210 total 198

Fig. 3. Breakdown of patients by evaluation.

Table 2. Patients excluded from evaluation of efficacy, overall safety and clinical usefulness

Efficacy Overall safety |Clinical usefulness
Reason
cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor
Diseases not involved in protocol 3 1 3 1
Infection by fungus 1 1
Infection by NF-GNR" 1 1
Overlapping use of drugs 1 1 1
Concurrent use of other antibiotics 1 1
Additional use of steroids 1 1
No revisit to hospital 6 7 2 5 6 7
Delayed visit to hospital 2 1 2 1
Period of treatment? (less than 3days) 2 3 3 2 2 3
Therapeutic noncompliance 1 1
Protocol deviation(observation day) 1 3 1 3
No laboratory data available 44 33 38 29
Total 16 19 49 41 54 48

1) NF-GNR : glucose non fermenting Gram-negative rods
2) Cured cases were not excluded
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1. EFIORR 9881, CCL B£1126), AR &E)1319861 (CFDN
Fig. SICEFRDOARE TR L 7z, RAEFI#300%] (CFDN ££93%1, CCL B$10561) TH o7z,
#1476, CCLE1536)) 0 > 5, FRRZR, MHEFAZ) FEAT RAMFIDO AER % Table 2127~ L 72,

21 ¥ BRI R B1122656] (CFDNE13161, 2. BRAF
CCL B21348Y), BHER 2 MR R B11321081 (CFDNE¥ 1) BHEOBERETF

Table 3. General characteristics of patients

Cefdinir Cefaclor Statistical
131 134 test
male 74 76
Sex female 57 58 NS
15~19 (yrs) 9 13
20~29 41 38
30~39 26 27
Age 40~49 19 16 NS
50~59 10 16
60~69 17 11
70~82 9 13
inpatient 2 3
In/out patient outpatient 129 130 NS
in — out 0 1
severe 8 13
Severity moderate 89 92 NS
mild 34 29
within 3 days 60 61
4~7 days 44 38
~2 weeks 13 13
Days after onset ~1 month 8 1 NS
~6 months 6 10
6 months~ 0 1
I 20 30
11 31 33
. 9 4
Disease group g} 19 19 NS
\% 34 32
VI 18 16
. 91 82
Complication 325 40 59 NS
no 131 130
Concurrent drug yes 0 4 NS
Surgical intervention ;(e)s gg gg NS
o I e avating 12 16 NS
isease state at first visit aggravating 108 109
stationary 11 9
Antibiotics prior to test ngs 12? 122 NS
drug administration K nknown 2 3
Duration of test drug 3days 7 9
- ; 4~T7days 103 106 NS
administration 8~10days 21 19
head - face 31 27
neck 10 9
trunk 37 42
Location of lesion hand 10 7 NS
foot 20 21
arm 5 9
leg 18 19
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M, @, ABT - Sk, EEE, BRHAM, KBH,
BHECHE, HAEROEE, ARNWLBOEE, 4
REAHIFRS, MEVEOEEOEE, REHHE, B
L URHEEALIC D &R D 2MET L7z, Table 3WRL:
LI BEOEREFICIEREDRY BED L1
720

2) RES

BHREBHPOKEBA % Table 4 1R LT, MSRFIRE
MBEERZREY IEDShibhol,

3) SR

5BER % Table 5 ICR L7z, BB L U'Z DO EEEE
CBLWIHAEAFECEERZRY 3IBdoshzhol,
CFDNE£768.7% (90/131), CCL#£7T68.7% (92/134)
CESRE SN/, 2D S5 b S.aureus BRRE S 1z D
IFZhZh44.4% (40/90), 55.4% (51/92), coagulase
negative staphylococci (CNS) 3B H & h - D i
37.8% (34/90), 34.8% (32/92) TH -7z,

3. ERRRZIRE
1) RBERIERKZIFE

BRIEIT T Ul R BBERIDERR 2R % Table 6 1Z7R
U7, B8 1 80D EZEIZCFDN #85.0%, CCLE
73.3%, EBNHETIIZTNLTNI3.5%, 78.8%, HBIIET

1ZCFDN $£100%, CCL & 4 i 3 BIssBE%L L, &y
HETRZhZTNn00%, 84.2%, EVETIRZheh
79.4%, 78.1%, VI TIIZhTh88.9%, 81.3%T
Hoiz,

SBIIE#IC BT CFDNEMRRIIR D24 T CCL &
CHLBERCEA T (URE : P<0.05), Z0H0)
BCRARAHECERDEIED shkh o1,

REBEZHE L TRB ORI TAEENE 5 % Bres.
low-Day BREIZ & DRRET L, 2 CORATHIEIEE & $jeg
Lo BRPIRICOWTRBRIDEAMT T HOREREE L
BUFIOREBRESIELA LR Tho 12 Es, B
TTREMANTOBRERTZ L LT,

2) EERZIR (Table 7)

CFDNE1316UHZERN795, B%13861, LLE%24,
B2 2 B CERNE60.3%, F21E89.3%, CCL Bix1348)
thERH596), BR466I, DLER208, R HTEY
R44.0%, BEIEI8.4%ThH o1z, BYMKRDEDSYE
FEXMIX1.5~20.5%TH D, CFDNEH CCL Bzl
FECEATH:, L URETHEROEZLEDON
7z (P<0.01),

4., BHERLE (Table 8)

CFDNE98HIF L 2816, i1Zi2%£146, et

Table 4. Distribution of disease

. .. Statistical
Disease Cefdinir Cefaclor test
Group I folliculitis 18 29
sycosis vulgaris 2 1 NS
Subtotal 20 30
Group II furuncle 18 17
furunculosis 2 2
carbuncle 2 2 NS
suppuative paronychia 9 12
Subtotal 31 33
Group III impetigo contagiosa 9 4
Group IV erysipelas 2 3
cellulitis 8 8
lymphangitis * lymphadentis 9 8 NS
Subtotal 19 19
Group V subcutaneous abscess 7 4
hidradenitis suppurativa 3 3 NS
infected atheroma 24 25
Subtotal 34 32
Group VI secondary infection 18 16
Total 131 134
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Table 5. Distribution of organisms isolated before treatment

Statistical

Organism Cefdinir Cefaclor test

Gram-positive cocci (GPC) 69 4
S.aureus 35 43
CNS» 29 30
S.pyogenes
E.faecalis
E.avium

NS?

Gram-negative rods (GNR)
E.aerogenes
E.cloacae
S.mayrcescens
P.mirabilis

N S3)

Anaerobes
Peptostreptococcus
P.magnus
P.asaccharolyticus
P.acnes
Gram-negative rods

Monomicrobial infection

Subtotal NS

S.aureus included(S)
S.aureus + S.pyogenes
S.aureus + S.agalactiae
S.aureus + S.sanguis
S.aureus + E.coli 1
S.aureus + E.agglomerans
S.aureus + S.marcescens
S.aureus + P.mirabilis

-

CNS included(C)
CNS+S.pyogenes
CNS+S.constellatus
CNS+ K.pneumoniae
CNS+ M.morganii
CNS+ Peptostreptococcus
CNS+S.pyogenes + E.coli
+ C.diversus

Others 3
E. faecalis + K. pneumoniae

S.bovis + P.tetradius 1

1

1

NSS)

b »—u—-u—a|cn

Polymicrobial infection

Bacteroides + P.tetradius
C.freundii + K.pneumoniae +
E.cloacae+ H.alvei

Subtotal 13 11

Total 90 92

1) .CNS : coagulase negative staphylococci

2) Distribution of organisms in monomicrobial infection

3) Distribution of GPC, GNR and anaerobes

4) Distribution of organisms in monomicrobial and polymicrobial infection
5) Distribution of S, C, and others
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Table 6. Efficacy in each disease group
. Efficac Efficacy*
Disease Drug Ng. o{s y rate 95("{} )CI U-test
group patien excellent | good | fair | poor (%) °
I cefdinir 20 8 9 3 0 85.0 —14.8 NS
cefaclor 30 15 7 4 4 73.3 ~38.1
I cefdinir 31 22 7 1 1 93.5 —4.8 CFDN>CCL
cefaclor 33 13 13 6 1 78.8 ~34.3 | (P,=0.011)
m cefdinir 9 7 2 0 0 100.0 _ _
cefaclor 4 2 1 1} 1 —
v cefdinir 19 14 5 0 0 100.0 —5.9 NS
cefaclor 19 10 6 3 0 84.2 ~37.5
v cefdinir 3 15 12 6 1 79.4 —21.5 NS
cefaclor 32 12 13 4 3 78.1 ~24.1
VI cefdinir 18 13 3 2 0 88.9 —22.3 NS
cefaclor 16 7 6 3 0 81.3 ~37.6
Breslow-Day test : NS
* : excellent+good, no. of patients, CI : confidence interval of difference (cefdinir-cefaclor)
Table 7. Overall efficacy
Efficac Efficacy*
Drug No. of Y - rate 95(‘{;)("’ ! U-test
patients | excellent | good | fair | poor (%) °
Cefdinir 131 79 38 12 2 89.3
1.5 CFDN>CCL
~20.5 | (P,=0.003)
Cefaclor 134 59 46 20 9 78.4

% . excellent+good/no. of patients, CI : confidence interval of difference

PEDHD 3HTERLFKIX2.7%, CCLETIX11264
L1015, 1ZI2EL 45, B PPMEDY 74T
FLFRIF0.2%Tho7o BREXDEDISREEXM
1Z—17.8~2.7%ThH VD, HEABM I EEDOEIIFTED 5
nihotz,

28, SEOMELRSEDRITTIX, BRREREH
DIEGIE, RHNELTBH, ZhdDES SR
Mz i ESED I » Table 8WZRLIz, BELEiX
CFDN#£88.0%, CCL ££92.4% T, MEAIFHICERD
EITd ooz,

5. BFRt (Table 9)

CFDN#£93%I5h, &) THASIH, BRRG, E
A8Hl, EATRw2HT, BAME BAXR) ik
89.2%, CCL B TIiX1056%, & THAE426l, FH33
B, LLEA, EATRVLIIFITCERARIZTL.A%T

Hotz, BAEDEDBUEERXMI36.1~29.5%TH
D, CFDNE4S CCL Biictb L AR ENRTH D, ¥U
BRETCHLEREOESBD S5hiz (P<0.01),

ERPRIRE R MG 72 OB RSB OSTERA & o 2fE
Bl ERUEORAFC BT ORI L 2> TREH, <
NoEFGBIFICMABEORBESEORLD
Table 9"WRL7z, MA%ix CFDNE#88.5%, CCL#
74.6% CEERMREREHES % TERA L LIBE L AR
REZRTHo 1

6. HEFIEKSIR (Table 10)

iz 31> T CFDNEOSEE B T\, 2OMOK
BTRHEFABMCERZRRED Shdro7,

7. HEEEFIEEKRZR (Table 11)

BB AL FIC 8\ T iz CFDN B8 CCLEB ML
ERICENLTOY,
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Table 8. Overall safety
N Overall safety 95% CI
o.of T N o ~
Drug patients (sia}e%y almost |safety slightly| = . (%) U-test
rate*%) safe suspicious
Cefdini 98 81 1 3 0
inir
82.7) (17.3) s
) - ) ~2.7 NS
101
Cefaclor i 112
(90.2) (9.8)
Table 8. Overall safety
(including patients excluded due to absence of laboratory data)
No.of Overall safety % C
. 95 1
Drug >0 safe almost |safety slightly o U-test
patients r(i‘?é?%) safe suspicious not safe (%)
. 125 14 3 0
Cefdinir 142
(88.0) (12.0) 1o
. ; ) ~3.2 NS
134
Cefaclor 145
(92.4) (7.6)
% :safe/no. of patients, CI : confidence interval of difference
Table 9. Clinical usefulness
No.of Clinical usefulness >4 95% CI :
Drug | patients 3 T % | = | — | x | % | % Urtest
Cefdinir 93 51 32 8 2 0 89.2
6.1 CFDN>CCL
~29.5 | (P,=0.004)
Cefaclor| 105 42 33 19 11 0 71.4
Table 9 Clinical usefulness
(including patients excluded due to absence of laboratory data)
No.of Clinical usefulness =>4 95% CI _
Drug patients | + + _ x (%) (%) U-test
Cefdinir 131 71 45 12 3 0 88.5
4.0 CFDN>CCL
~23.8 | (P,=0.004)
Cefaclor| 134 54 46 23 11 0 74.6

# : remarkably useful, # : useful, + : slightly useful, — : not useful,
X : undesirable,

Cl : confidence interval of difference
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S.aureus BB EH) 1 B 1T 3 5% =E 13 CFDN &
97.1%, CCLET9.1%LBEICEN, %7 CNSHHF
BT BERRDOA/HTYH CFDN BENEEICENT
Wiz,

8. HEMFIFFMEA I 2MKEZEE (Table 12)

BVIED 3 HE2KAEZE BV TCFDN#BEE
BN T WS, fIOKRBEBWTIIHEESFMCE
BEoERFHoSNL o/,

9. REMFBMEERORZR (Table 13~18)

1) 8B 1# (Table 13)

&, B8, BREOBEOMMEIX, &5H1, FMEH 3
HE L b AEFRHEBICEREOEZIRD sz o Tz,

2) 118 (Table 14)

BESHEEOBEDAHM CCLEICBWIEERR

CEEIRE- TS, ZOHMOERTIERDZRS
oI,

BEFOBEE B THEERESED Shi-i: DEH
DERRZIR % G Wilcoxon 2 BARE W X VBT S
ML 7243, CFDN#4s CCLBIC L ARICENS L1
SERIEDLS Mo T2,

3) ZIEE (Table 15)

EOBIS DR 035 T2 e OREBIZEREL v o 72,

4) ZIVE% (Table 16)

BERDOBEOHHIEER, FME3HE L bFK
I ICEEZ 3D st 5 72,

5) 88VE (Table 17)

BREMBERDOBEDOIGIC B\ CHEFIBEICEE
ERBw ooz, FHER 7 HE T3 BB

Table 10. Efficacy in each disease

Efficacy Efficacy* o
Disease Drug th’ Otf - rate 95({})0 I U-test
patients | excellent | good | fair | poor (%) °
C e cefdinir 18 6 9 3 0 83.3 —-20.3
| fottiealitis cefaclor | 29 15 7| 4| 3| 9 | ~2 N
sycosis cefdinir 2 2 0 0 0 - _ B
vulgaris cefaclor 1 0 0 0 1 -
furuncle cefdinir 18 15 3 0 0 100.0 —2.4 | CFDN>CCL
cefaclor 17 7 6 4 0 76.5 ~49.4 | (P,=0.007)
£ losi cefdinir 2 1 0 1 0 - _ _
T Uruncuiosts -\ cefaclor 2 0 2 0 0 -
carbuncle cefdinir 2 1 1 0 0 - . _
cefaclor 2 1 0 1 0 -
suppurative | cefdinir 9 5 3 0 1 88.9 —33.6 NS
paronychia | cefaclor 12 5 5 1 1 83.3 ~44.7
1 impetigo cefdinir 9 7 2 0 0 100.0 _ _
contagiosa | cefaclor 4 2 1 1 -
erysipelas cefdinir 2 2 0 0 0 - - _
Tysip cefaclor 3 1 1 1 0 -
- cefdinir 8 5 3 0 0 100.0 —17.5
IV cellulitis cefaclor | 8 3 3| 2] o 5.0 | ~67.5 N
lymphangitis. | cefdinir 9 7 2 0 0 100.0 —11.8 NS
lymphadentis | cefaclor 8 6 2 0 0 100.0 ~11.8
subcutaneous | cefdinir 7 2 4 1 0 85.7 _ _
abscess cefaclor 4 1 1 2 0 -
y | hidradenitis cefdinir 3 2 1 0 0 - _ —
suppurativa | cefaclor 3 1 2 0 0 -
infected cefdinir 24 11 7 5 1 75.0 —32.5 NS
atheroma cefaclor 25 10 10 2 3 80.0 ~22.5
VI secondary cefdinir 18 13 3 2 0 88.9 —-22.3 NS
infection cefaclor 16 7 6 3 0 81.3 ~37.6

% . excellent+good/no. of patients, Cl : confidence interval of difference



VOL. 37 S—2 BN LREERIC T 2 ZEERILEBRAR 1029
Table 11. Efficacy in each organism
Efficac Efficacy* o
Organism Drug Nq. of Y rate 95({; )C I U-test
patients | excellent | good | fair | poor (%) °
Total cefdinir 90 53 32 5 0 94.4 8.3 CFDN
oa cefaclor | 92 42 27 | 15 8 75.0 ~30.6| (P,=0.007)
S.aureus | cefdinir 35 20 14 1 0 97.1 2.1 NS
cefaclor 43 20 14 6 3 79.1 ~34.0
Mono- CNS cefdinir 29 22 4 3 0 89.7 —6.4 | CFDN>CCL
microbial cefaclor 30 13 9 4 4 73.3 ~39.0( (P,=0.010)
infection —
others | cefdinir 13 3 10 0 0 100.0 5.3 NS
cefaclor 8 2 2 4 0 50.0 ~94.7
Polymicrobial cefdinir 13 8 4 1 0 92.3 —24.9 NS
infection cefaclor 11 7 2 1 1 81.8 ~45.9
CNS : coagulase negative staphylococci, * : excellent+good/no. of patients,
CI: confidence interval of difference
Table 12-1. General improvement rate in each disease group
G li t
Disease | Evaluation Drug No. of| ~orr@ lig‘t’éoveme“ et 24| x |95% CI U-test
oy da tient: 2 9 9 9
group y petients|™ RN R R P (%) | (%) | (%) (%)
3 cefdinir 15 1] 3| 5| 5| 1| 0] 26.7| 60.0] 0.0 | —56.2 NS
cefaclor 20 71 6| 2] 1| 1| 50.0( 80.0| 5.0 ~16.2
5 cefdinir 10 5({ 1 2| 2| 0| 0| 60.0/ 8.0 0.0 | —40.3
cefaclor 15 5( 3| 4| 2| 0| 1| 53.3| 80.0| 6.7 ~40.3
I
. cefdinir 20 8| 6| 4| 2| 0| 0| 70.0| 90.0f 0.0 | —12.2
cefaclor 26 |12 6| 2| 3| 1| 2| 69.2| 76.9| 7.7 ~38.4
final cefdinir 20 8| 6| 4 2| 0| 0| 70.0( 90.0{ 0.0 | — 8.1
cefaclor 30 |12 7| 3| 4| 2| 2| 63.3| 73.3| 6.7 ~41.4
3 cefdinir 18 4| 5| 5| 3| 0| 1| 50.0( 77.8] 5.6 | —27.4 NS
cefaclor 23 4| 3|10| 4| 2| 0 30.4( 73.9] 0.0 ~35.1
5 cefdinir 16 (12| 4| 0| Of O 0100.0{100.0f 0.0 | —12.9
cefaclor 10 6 2| 0 2{ 0f 0| 80.0| 80.0| 0.0 ~52.9
II
cefdinir 29 |20 5| 2| 1| 0| 1| 86.2| 93.1| 3.4 | —16.5
7 cefaclor 28 |10 6110 1| 1| 0] 57.1] 92.9| 0.0 ~17.0
final cefdinir 31 |21 6| 2| 1| O0f 1| 87.1| 93.5| 3.2 | —15.4
tna cefaclor 33 [11] 9|11| 1| 1| 0| 60.6] 93.9] 0.0 | ~14.6
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Table 12-2. General improvement rate in each disease group

Gi 1i t
Disease | Evaluation Drug No. of enera 1rr;1%>erovemen HHedtH| 24| X |[95% CI U-test
d tient % % % % h
group ay petients = T T T T o [ = %) | D) | 8) | (%)
3 cefdinir 6 | 0| 4] 1] 0| 1| 0] 66.7]83.3| 0.0 - 3
cefaclor 3 1{ 110 1] 0| Of — - -
5 cefdinir 3 0] 20| 10| 0 — - - -
cefaclor 2 110 0[0] O 1| — - -
m :
; cefdinir 7 | 6| 1{ 0] 0| 0| 0/100.0[100.0( 0.0 -
cefaclor 4 310/ 0[f0[O0] 1| — - -
final cefdinir 9 71 2| 0f{ 0| 0| 0/100.0/100.0| 0.0 -
cefaclor 4 301 0] 0] 0] 1 - — -
3 cefdinir 12 1| 8| 1| 2] 0| o] 75.0| 83.3| 0.0 | —28.3 NS
cefaclor 15 1|1 41 6| 3| 1| 0] 33.3| 73.3] 0.0 ~48.3
5 cefdinir 8 | 4| 3| 1| 0| 0| 0| 87.5/100.0| 0.0 | —22.9
cefaclor 8 | 3| 2] 2| 1| 0| 0| 62.5| 87.5[ 0.0 | ~47.9
v
cefdinir 18 |11| 5| 2| 0| 0| 0|88.9100.0| 0.0 | — 5.4
7 cefaclor 19 (10| 4| 5| 0] of 0f73.7]100.0{ 0.0 ~5.4
final cefdinir 19 [12| 5| 2} 0| 0| 0]89.5{100.0| 0.0 | — 5.3
cefaclor 19 10| 4| 51 0] 0] 0] 73.7(100.0| 0.0 ~5.3
cefdinir 28 1| 6/10| 8] 2| 1| 25.0| 60.7| 3.6 | —34.0
3 cefaclor 22 1| 5| 8| 7| 1| o] 27.3| 63.6| 0.0 | ~28.2
cefdinir 13 | 2 7| 3| 1] 0| 0] 69.2] 92.3| 0.0 | —24.6
5 cefaclor 12 | 3| 5| 2| 1| 1| 0| 66.7| 83.3| 0.0 | ~42.6
\'
cefdinir 24 | 8| 6| 7| 2| 1] 0] 58.3| 87.5| 0.0 | —23.0 NS
7 cefaclor | 25 | 7|10] 5| 0| 2| 1] 68.0| 88.0| 4.0 | ~22.0
cefdinir 28 12| 9| 4| 2| 0| 1| 75.0| 89.3| 3.6 | —17.4
10 cefaclor | 29 |11|10] 4| 1| 2| 1| 72.4| 86.2| 3.4 | ~23.6
final cefdinir 3¢ |12|15| 4| 2| 0| 1| 79.4| 91.2| 2.9 | —14.3
cefaclor 32 12 (11| 5] 1| 2| 1| 71.9| 87.5| 3.1 ~21.6
3 cefdinir 12 | 5] 33| 1| 0| 0]66.7] 91.7| 0.0 | —27.6 | CFDN>CCL
cefaclor 8 | 0| 2| 4] 2| 0] 0] 25.0| 75.0| 0.0 | ~60.9| (P,=0.037)
5 cefdinir 12 | 6] 6l 0] 0| 0| 0]100.0/100.0] 0.0 | —19.1
cefaclor 9 21 3| 3] 1| 0| 0] 55.6| 88.9| 0.0 ~41.4
|
cefdinir 18 |12 4| 1| 1| o] o] 88.9| 94.4| 0.0 | —22.5
7 cefaclor 14 6| 5| 3| 0 0| 0| 78.6(100.0| 0.0 ~11.4
final cefdinir 18 |12 4| 1| 1| 0| o] 88.9| 94.4| 0.0 | —22.0
ina cefaclor | 16 | 6| 5| 5| o] o] 0/ 68.8/100.0| 0.0 | ~10.9

WH : cured, #t : remarkably improved, 4 :moderately improved, + : slightly improved,
0 : unchanged, X : aggravated, CI : confidence interval of difference
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EEELTD S, CFDNEEBER T,

6) FEVIE (Table 18)

BEHSEROBEDOSHIC BV CHERAHECEE
DERFBD LN STz, FHiiH 3 HE TBHEORE
REBRENED SN CFDNESEN TV /2,

10, SEEExtd 5 CFDN B & Uf CCL 0 R/NEBIH
H#E (MIC) ©o42%F (Fig. 4~6)

S BEE (Fig. 4), S.aureus (Fig.5), CNS (Fig. 6)
DWwTFhizxtL Td CFDN, CCL ®» MIC (IFEHE&10°
cells/ml) AHECHEFHBMCBEEORD 3BD sk
hote, EAEERE2058kCXF 3 % CFDN @ MIC 1 >100
ug/ml O 1EEZER & £0.025~12.50g/ml X3 F L, %
DE—7 H5B=0.025T MICso8 & U MICyix #F L F
0.054g/ml, 0.2ug/ml ToH o7z, CCL D MIC ix>100
pg/ml D 5 k%R & <0.025~50ug/ml 2L, 0
E—27130.78ug/ml T MICso8 & U MICgid Z L T 1L
0.78xg/ml, 1.56ug/ml THo7z,

S.aureus 87THRZ XF 3 % CFDN @ MIC 30.05.g/ml
E—7%FL, MIC;,B & U MICid # 1L # 10.05
xg/ml, 0.1xg/ml, CCL ® MIC 120.78ug/ml iz & — 7
2B L, MICs8 & U MICq i3 #F N #40.78ug/ml, 1.56
ug/mlTHY, CFDN» 3~ 4 EEN T MIC 2 RL T

o

% 7z S. aureus ZXt3 % methicillin (DMPPC) @ MIC
2512 .5ug/ml LLED MRSA 13 4 #k (4.6%) iZEBH S5
72

CNS 655 TidmZEA & & MIC i S.aureus 1ZLEL %
REMoTeDs, RIZDCFDNACCL ICHL 3~ 4 EE
niz: MIC 2RL 7,

11, ME¥H%R (Table 19)

HME# RN R 12 CFDN #8661 i £ 7561, ERA 3
B, —iRiEk 16], ~%& 74, CCLB#798I-hH%k6151,
BRA S5, —IHEE2H, TELFITHHELRRIIZL
Zh90.7%, 83.5% THHEBEEEZERZEDSNAh T,
BHERBREA 2 ED ETEFEOKFBEHERIZ Saur
eus TI3CFDN #£94.7% (36/38), CCL #%83.7% (36/
43), CNS Tz ZznZh81.3%(26/32), 85.7% (24/28)
TholtBL bEEEIRD O L » o7,

12, BIfEA (Table 20)

BIWER O %3R4AE 13 CFDNET6.3% (9/142), CCL
BET2.8% (4/145) ThHH, MEFIHMICEEEZEIRD
sk olz, BWERA ORI Table 20i/RL7z &L D i
HEBRERBERODOTHY, ZOMEEFFETE 14
WCERED S SN, 5 1EFIZCFDNE 141, CCL
H3fiThoeh, L IEIEROBEREELLLE

Table 13. Time course of each symptom in group I

At first visit Day 3 Day 5 Day 7
cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor
©)]
3 6 12 1 1 1
2 12 13 7 8 2 5
Redness 1 2 4 6 7 6 7 14 9
0 1 2 4 4 5 6 11
U-test NS NS
®
3 5 11 1 1 1
2 11 14 6 5 2 1 3
Papules 1 4 5 6 10 5 5 9 6
0 3 4 5 7 10 16
U-test NS NS
(©)
3 7 8 1
2 6 10 3 2 2 4
Pustules 1 6 11 5 4 2 1 2 1
0 1 1 7 14 8 12 18 20
U-test NS NS
@ : aggravated from severe, 3 :severe, 2 ! moderate, 1 :mild



1032 CHEMOTHERAPY

DEC. 1989
Table 14. Time course of each symptom in group II
At first visit Day 3 Day 5 Day 7
cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor
©)
3 16 20 3 4 1 1
2 13 13 4 9 2 4
Redness 1 2 7 6 7 2 13 11
0 4 4 9 6 15 12
U-test NS NS
®
3 11 16 1 1 1 1
2 16 14 4 10 1 3
Swelling 1 4 3 8 8 2 2 6 10
0 5 4 14 8 21 14
U-test NS NS
©)
3 5 9 1 1
2 8 13 2 5 2 1
Spontaneous 1 14 7 4 4 2 3
pain
0 4 4 12 13 16 8 26 24
U-test NS NS
®
3 11 19 1 1 1
2 17 12 5 10 1 1 2
Tenderness 1 2 2 5 5 2 4 11
0 1 8 7 14 8 23 15
U-test NS NS
®
3 3 12 1
2 13 12 1 7 2 2
Induration 1 10 4 9 10 4 3 7 12
0 5 5 7 6 12 7 20 14
U-test |P<0.05(P,=0.032) NS
®
3 2 4 1 1 1
2 12 6 2 3 1 1
Pus 1 8 12 1 4 1 1 2 4
0 9 11 14 15 15 26 22
U-test NS NS

(® : aggravated from severe, 3 :severe, 2 :moderate, 1 :mild
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Table 15. Time course of each symptom in group III

At first visit Day 3 Day 5 Day 7
cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir |cefaclor
©;
3 4 1 1 1 1 1
2 1 1
Redness 1 1 3 1 2 1
0 1 1 1 5 3
U-test E— —
©)
3 1 1 1
2 3 1
Blister 1 4 2
0 1 1 5 3 2 2 7 4
U-test —_— —_—
©
3 5 1 1 1 1
2 1 2 1 1
Erosion 1 3 1 3 1
0 2 2 1 1 7 3
U-test —_— —
®
3 2 2 1 1
New 2 1
lesions 1 3 2 1
0 3 6 2 3 1 7 3
U-test —_— —_—

@ : aggravated from severe, 3 :severe, 2 : moderate, 1 :mild
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Table 16. Time course of each symptom in group IV

At first visit Day 3 Day 5 Day 7
cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor
®
3 11 12 1 2 1
2 6 3 3 4 1 1 4
Redness 1 1 6 4 2 3 6 2
0 2 3 2 5 5 3 12 13
U-test NS NS
®
3 11 11 1 1
2 6 7 4 5 1 1 3
Swelling 1 2 1 5 6 2 3 4 7
0 3 3 5 3 14 9
U-test NS NS
®
3 5 5 1
Spontaneous 2 4 4 1 3 1 2 2
pain 1 7 7 2 3 1 1 1
0 3 3 9 8 7 5 17 16
U-test NS NS
©)
3 10 8 2
: 2 6 7 1 1 1 2 2
Tenderness 1 2 4 3 7 2 2 1 4
0 1 8 5 5 4 17 13
U-test NS NS
®
3 6 6 1 1
2 6 7 1 4 1 1 3
Induration 1 3 3 4 6 3 3 4 6
0 4 3 7 4 4 3 14 10
U-test NS NS

® : aggravated from severe, 3 :severe, 2 :moderate, 1 :mild
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Table 17. Time course of each symptom in group V
At first visit Day 3 Day 5 Day 7 Day 10
cefdinir|cefaclor|cefdinir |cefaclor{cefdinir|cefaclor|cefdinir|cefaclor|cefdinir |cefaclor
@ -
3 14 16 4 5 1 1 1 1 1
2 17 13 8 7 1 3 4 6 2 5
Redness 1 3 2 13 7 6 4 10 8 9 11
0 1 3 3 5 4 9 11 16 12
U-test NS NS
©)
3 17 15 4 4 1 2 2 1 1 4
2 12 14 7 4 3 5 1 3
Swelling 1 4 2 15 11 7 5 5 8 10 7
0 1 1 2 3 5 5 14 11 16 15
U-test NS NS
H
7 9 1
Sponta- | 3 | | 10 3 2 1 2 2 3
pain 1 11 7 10 7 1 2 3 4 1 1
0 5 6 14 13 12 9 19 19 27 25
U-test NS NS
©
3 13 15 2 1 1 1 1
Tender- 2 17 15 5 5 5 2 2 3
ness 1 4 1 11 10 4 4 5 9 3 5
0 1 10 6 9 7 14 13 23 20
U-test NS NS
©)
3 11 8 1 3 1 2 1
2 16 16 11 6 2 3 7 3 1 5
Induration| 1 6 6 14 10 7 5 9 11 15 11
0 1 2 2 3 4 3 8 9 12 12
U-test NS NS
©)]
3 2 3 1 1 1 1
2 4 7 1 2 3 2 2
Pus 1 10 5 8 8 3 3 4 1 1
0 18 17 18 11 10 9 24 18 24 25
U-test NS P<0.01(P,=0.006)
@ : aggravated from severe, 3 :severe, 2 @ moderate, 1 :mild
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Table 18. Time course of each symptom in group VI
At first visit Day 3 Day 5 Day 7
cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor | cefdinir | cefaclor
®
3 4 7 2
2 10 7 2 2 1 1
Redness 1 2 5 6 4 6 5
0 1 5 8 3 11 6
U-test NS NS
©)
3 3 6 2
2 8 5 1 1 1
Swelling 1 5 4 5 5 2 3 1
0 2 1 6 2 10 6 16 11
U-test NS NS
(©)
3 3
Spontaneous 2 6 3 L 1
por 1 8 4 2 1 2 1
pain 0 4 6 9 7 10 8 17 14
U-test NS NS
®
3 3 6 1
2 8 3 2 1
Tenderness 1 4 4 5 6 3 3 3 5
0 3 3 6 2 9 4 14 9
U-test NS NS
®
3 3 4
2 6 2 1 1 1
i‘;ra‘f;"t 1 5 3 1 4 4 2 2
€ 0 4 7 10 4 11 5 16 11
U-test NS NS
®
3 5 4
2 2 6 1 1 1
Exudate 1 8 4 6 1 4 1 4
0 3 2 11 2 11 4 16 10
U-test NS P<0.01(P,=0.007)

® : aggravated from severe, 3 :severe, 2 :moderate, 1 :mild
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100 -

Cumulative percent
o
g

—e cefdinir group} MIC
4= cefaclor group | of cefdinir
0—0 cefdinir group} MIC
&=A cefaclor group) of cefaclor
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Cefdinir Nf)lfC 39 28 18 8 4 2 1 2 2 1 105 Cefdinir NLI[C 20 6 3 11 1 133
Cefaclor | cefdinir {30 33 15 3 5 4 3 3 2 2 100 Cefaclor | cefdinir [ 17 6 3 1 2 2 1 32
Cefdinir | MIC 1 1 5 1527 27 13 3 3 4 3 1 2 |105 Cefdinir | MIC 10 14 4 2 1 1 1]33
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Fig. 4. Sensitivity distribution of all isolated
organisms (10°cells/ml).
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Fig. 5. Sensitivity distribution of Staphylococcus
aureus (10° cells/ml).

FETHo T2,
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Bz <, g7 Table 211R L7z & 5 i BRpk L RIRE
ERBHDIERd o7,

m, * =®

CFDN i3 et LAt BB S 3 2 RTHASE 11 ERAER 35
SURIAE AR BRFHBR ORE» SEKREAIC1 A

Fig. 6. Sensitivity distribution of coagulase negative
staphylococci (10°cells/ml).
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pyogenes) 1T & B REEMEDRRLAE TH 2 TRMERIZ %
HEE L, BASHESISEONRLIRZLAL ST,
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1038 CHEMOTHERAPY DEC. 1988

Table 19. Bacteriological efficacy

Bacteriological efficacy Eradica-
. No. of parti- tion |95% CI
Organism Drug patients | eradi- | repla- | ally |uncha-| rete * (g/,) U-test
cated | ced |eradi-| nged (%)
cated
cefdinir 86 75 3 1 7 90.7 —4.3
Total cefaclor | 79 | 61 | 5 | 2 | 11 | 85| ~186 NS
cefdinir 33 30 1 0 2 93.9 —-8.9
Saureus | Cetaclor | 35 | 28 | 2 0 5 | 8.7 | ~25.3] NS
Mono-
. . cefdinir 27 23 0 0 4 85.2 —25.2
mictoblal |CNS | cefaclor | 26 | 20 | 3 | o | 3 | 82| ~i7 NS
cefdinir 13 11 2 0 0 100.0 —15.9
Others | etaclor 7 5 | o | o 2 | 7.4 | ~730/ NS
S.aureus | cefdinir 5 5 0 0 0 100.0 —21.3 NS
included | cefaclor 8 6 0 10 1 75.0 ~T71.3
Poly. al |CNS cefdinir 5 3| o | 1? 1| e0.0 | _
m;;;gct‘;‘) | included | cefaclor 2 1 0 1 0 -
cefdinir 3 3 0 0 0 - _ _
Others cefaclor 1 1 0 0 0 -

CNS : coagulase negative staphylococci, # : eradicated+replaced/no. of cases, C I : confidence interval
of difference, V. S.aureus unchanged, #®: CNS unchanged

Table 20. Side effects

No. of Patients with side effects
Dru Total no.of pggie(r)lfts pga}%ernts g
g | patients with witharawn .. |occurrence | relation to| g
evaluated side effects Eiedceatésf(fe egtfs sex |age(yrs)| symptoms severity © day | test drug administration
F 37 | stomach discomfort | mild 1 possible | withdrawn
F 35 | stomach discomfort | moderate 3 possible | continued
M 18 | stomach discomfort | moderate 2 probable | continued
M 45 | stomach discomfort | mild 2 possible | continued
. abdominal paine | moderate i
Cefdinir| 142 9 (6.3%") 1 F 8 | asear stomatitis* | *mild 5 probable | continued
M 31 fiiel;{logn;);di:eavmess mild 1 possible | continued
F 53 diarrhea mild 0 possible | continued
M 38 loose stool mild 0 probable | continued
F 16 urticaria mild 2 possible | continued
F 45 :;‘g’:h discomfort:| |\ derate 3 possible | withdrawn
o/ F 75 diarrhea moderate 2 possible | withdrawn
Cefackor 145 ¢ (2.8%") 3 M 51 diarrhea moderate 1 probable | continued
F 46 urticaria mild 2 possible | withdrawn

# . incidence of side effects : NS, 95% confidence interval of difference:—1.9~9.1%
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Table 21. Abnormal laboratory findings
Cefdinir Cefaclor
Total no. of
patients evaluated % 11
Na of patients with abnormal 2 o/t
laboraﬁory findings 8 (8.4%") 8 (7.2%7)
RBC+Hb-Ht | RBC-Hb-Ht | 1
[307—276x 10*/mm?®]*—316 [419—382 X 10*/mm?]*
+ [10.4—9.5g/d1]*—10.0 - [13.6—12.9g/d1]*
* [29.7-26.7%]*—30.0 + [39.8—36.3%]*
WBC | RBC < Hb | 1
(3800—2300/mm?]* (416—342 X 10*/mm?3] **
GOT -GPT 1?1 + [13.3—11.0g/d1]**
Parameters [30—42U]—20 +[17-27U**>16 Eosino. 1 1
(17-52U] - [25—56U]* [3—18%]*
[before — after] [20—45U] - [22—74U]** Neutro. | 1
[73—31%]1*—60
GPT -Al-P1? PLT | 1
[61—97U]* [255—358U]* [22.3—10.8 X 10*/mm?]*
GPT 1 1| GOT-GPT 1 2
(73-132U]*—81 (40— 80U]* - [37—56U]"
T-Bil 1 1 (40—64U]* - [35—78U]*
[0.8—1.3mg/dl]* GOT 1? 1
[18—28U)* —>17

Relation to test drug : * possible, * * probable

*: incidence of abnormal laboratory findings: NS, 95% confidence interval of difference:—7.1~9.6%
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BEONIDIZ I DEBHOERBED KRS % 7 F VB
LD, RBrOEEELIZIZ—ETH Y NRERD
SESHIZONTVwEDEEZ SN, REMHLEY
B, I5ICEIL VBT S.aureus 21ZUDET BT 4
PEHEERE o6 L TR S TIEME O BRBREHERICE L
REBHTHS LBbh,

Lhl, BHEREAS L Saureus Ti3 CFDNE,
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A DOUBLE BLIND COMPARATIVE STUDY OF CEFDINIR AND CEFACLOR
IN SKIN AND SKIN STRUCTURE INFECTIONS
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We performed a multicenter double-blind clinical trial on cefdinir (CFDN), a new oral cephem antibiotic,
versus cefaclor (CCL) to compare their efficacy, safety and clinical usefulness in the treatment of skin and
skin structure infections.

CFDN was given orally in a dose of 100mg three times a day, and CCL in 250mg three times a day. Of a
total 300 patients enrolled (CFDN group, 147; CCL group : 153), 265 patients (CFDN group, 131; CCL group,
134) were analyzed for the efficacy and 210 patients (CFDN group, 98; CCL group, 112) for overall safety on
the basis of side effects and laboratory test values . Clinical usefulness was evaluated in 198 patients (CFDN
group, 93; CCL group, 105). The results obtained were as follows.

1. CFDN was evaluated as better than CCL in the efficacy rate against the disease group II, the difference
being statistically significant. There was no significant difference between the two drug groups in the other
disease groups.

The efficacy rates in general were 89.3% (117/131) for CFDN and 78.4% (105/134) for CCL. The difference
was statistically significant.

2. The safety rates were 82.7% (81/98) for CFDN and 90.2% (101/112) for CCL, with no significant
difference between the two drugs.

3. The clinical usefulness rates were 89.2% (83/93) for CFDN and 71.4% (75/105) for CCL. The difference
was statistically significant.

4. The bacteriological eradication (main causative organism) rates in general were 90.7% (78/86) for the
CFDN group and 83.5% (66/79) for the CCL group. The eradication rates against Staphylococcus aureus were
94.7% (36/38) for the CFDN group and 83.7% (36/43) for the CCL group, with no significant difference
between the two drug groups.

5. The MIC,, against all the clinical isolates was 0.2xg/ml for CFDN and 1.56 xg/ml for CCL.

6. The side-effect incidence rate was 6.3% (9/142) for the CFDN group and 2.8% (4/145) for the CCL
group, the difference being not statistically significant.

Abnormal laboratory values were seen in 8 patients each in both the CFDN and CCL groups.

We consider that CFDN was at least as useful as CCL in the treatment of skin and skin structure infections.



