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Cefetamet pivoxil D PR3 ERGLRE IC 51 3 5 BRIRIIA FITEDRRET

A

“H-ElBs ME-ZAK FAN-HBHF

B - &l #'/A

IS RA R IR 0 23 PO+

FrLEOL 7 z 2RMEWE cefetamet pivoxil (CEMT-PI) 2>\ T, HEE2ME LU
IR 2 R BURE (X 3 B BRIRRIRRET 24TV, LT ORE %1572,

1) Cefetamet (CEMT) @ Escherichia coli, Klebsiella sp., Enterobacter cloacae, Serratia
marcescens, Proteus mirabilis 3 & U Proteus vulgaris \=x4$ 2 MIC {2 0.025~3.13 xg/ml 2
Ao, WIND cefaclor (CCL) B2 KM TH - 72, LD L Staphylococcus  aureus,
Pseudomonas aeruginosa \=3t3 % MIC I3&MEZR L 72,

2) WRIRARRALEE 17 Fl % R, CEMT-PI 2 H L72&R, BRKRMEIIZS 16, H59
B, RREF 4B, BHIFTHRIZISS.8BTH 72, BIEAIL 1 FUCIBRS A bNT2D,
BRIRRAEICE AL BE 2 RO RERII L2 - 72,
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Cefetamet pivoxil (CEMT-PI) (3o 24 TH L
CHRINBEOREL 770K UHTH B, &H)
I3Z AL 2 L7 cefetamet (CEMT) o 2frh
REVNVEIZEROA NI A F L EZIT LS
THI LA VEABIE TEEIC LAERTH), £
A5, BE» SRR N, BEBEZIX TS5 —XC
&> Tk I NIEEE 2 F 3 5 CEMT i3
35 prodrug TH 5, EHEECEMT 375 kgt
BBLU7 7 2BEMHEICH L TRBELX R~ F54%
BL, Hio77 2B ICENTIBEEEZRT. %
R, EEL-F 79— RELRD, -7 F~—
CEERICH L COMBEEEL2 A TI2EATH S, &
#l 500 mg (388 mg Jffi) #EERANICEOHRSG L2
ENMmApEREIIZERE L ) REREHFTE, T
1705, Trmex 2.7 B, Crax 6.4 ug/ml TH Y, %
5% 12 BeRl & ToORPHEMRIIF 60 B TH BV,

4Am, Fxi13Z D CEMT 2D\ T &FE B R Bibk
x4 5 MIC 2 RIE L, e THRlesBRyeE 17 Fic
CEMT-PI 2#EHL T, 20fAMELsIckets
Bt LD THRET 5,

1. | R F &

1. $iEhH

ERER B ERFEDBEKR>BE Escherichia  coli,
Klebsiella sp., Acinetobacter calcoaceticus,
Pseudomonas aeruginosa %& 50 ¥k, Staphylococcus
aureus 34 ¥k, Serratia marcescens, Proteus mir-
abilis 30 #k, Enterobacter cloacae 28 ¥k, Proteus vul-

garis 20 Bk, methicillin resistant S. aureus (MRSA)
16 ¥k, Morganella morganii 1% T&H 5, MIC DBIE
13 B AR LR ATRER I fe VW, FAREFREE TIT VW,
HREHE(310°cells/ml & L 72, [@ B2 cefteram
(CFTM), cefixime (CFIX), cefaclor (CCL) ?» MIC
ZREL, BB L7Z,

2. BRIREIRRET

X BRAT) N BEFF R PR 25 EL & 2 22 L 72 PRIR 35 %
PFERE 1THT, BHE6H, i 116, £ 25%
P TBETH 72, BENNFRIIEHETERZR DB
BE 6B, [E W BIC T ROERE# R L 72 6 B,
Bz ) [EZIRIE 3B, BHEIETHZRIM, B
[BEmERIC TREREZHELLIFTHSE, 2N
Hicxt L, CEMT-PI % 18] 250 mg~500mg # 1 B
2@, 2~14 BREIBEA L, BRERKIABMEZRET L7

BRRSIFRIIFE, BB, FRMERK, WE>ELLo
EROREEAK, MoEE X #RPT R, #ikLfE, CRP &, AmIk#K
DEFEZL W LEHEOREL 5 ICFERFOERRED
HEDHEIC L DES (excellent), HZh (good), =
RE % (fair) B & CEEXD (poor) D 4 BRREICHE L 722,
2 LICARRE 5P BbFEAER, &5 RI%OBKRRE
BARICOW T ORETL, K2t aRE L 22,

. & |

1. #iéAh

KFEERIR 5> B o MIC 4345 % Table1 IR L 72,
E. coli, Klebsiella sp., E. cloacae, S. marcescens, P.
mirabilis, P. vulgaris 3 CFIX ® CFTM 12%%% 3
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LOD, 13X A Y DRSS 0.025~3.13 pg/ml TRE A S. aureus \=x LT3 12.5~100 pg/ml i< 575 % %
BHit3f, wFhd CCL L NERT W72, L, CCL, CFTM, CFIX ic$2BMTH > 72

M. morganii 1=t $ 2 AHK| 0 MIC i3 0.1~200 ug/ MRSA, P. aeruginosa l=xt3 5 MICHE— 7 (3
ml, A. calcoaceticus \=%F L T3 0.78~100 wg/ml & 200 ug/ml LI Eici2&H sz,

BEVwSmERL, 2. EREREVRRET
Table 1. Sensitivity distribution of clinical isolates
Organisms MIC (ug/ml)
No. of
strains Drugs
tested <0025 0.05 01 0.8 0.39 078 156 3.13 625 125 25 50 100 200 200<
1 1 1 1 1 1 L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
cefetamet 1 4 27 2
Staphylococcus aureus cefteram 1 25 8
(34) cefixime 2 4 17 10 1
cefaclor 2 1 15 15 1
Methicillin resistant cefetamet 2 3 u
cefteram 2 1 1 8 1 1
Staphylococcus aureus . 1 1 1 13
(16) cefixime
cefaclor 1 1 1 1 6 4 1 1
cefetamet 4 4 15 22 4 1
Escherichia coli cefteram 1 3 5 16 23 2
(50) cefixime 3 1 7 14 17 7 1
cefaclor 6 10 26 5 2 1
cefetamet | 1 1 15 24 6 1 2
Klebsiella sp. cefteram 1 4 22 15 6 2
(50) cefixime | 23 19 5 1 2
cefaclor 1 28 14 4 1 2
. cefetamet 1 2 4 8 24 5 4 2
A‘C’a";ﬁ;”;‘tfi; cefteram 1 2 7 1 8 8 138 6 3 1
(50) cefixime 2 2 3 4 10 22 6 1
cefaclor 1 2 2 3 6 11 15 10
Pocudomonas cefetamet 1 2 2 5 1 39
deruginosa cefteram 1 1 2 1 45
e (50) cefixime 2 5 2 7 12 3 19
cefaclor 50
cefetamet 2 6 3 5 12
Enterobacter cloacae cefteram 1 3 3 5 1 1 1 3 10
(28) cefixime 7 2 1 3 1 3 11
cefaclor 2 4 5 1 16
cefetamet 5 7 7 3 4 3 1
Serratia marcescens cefteram 4 5 2 12 2 3 2
(30) cefixime 1 7 5 7 2 4 3 1
cefaclor 30
cefetamet 16 14
Proteus mirabilis cefteram 1 16 12 1
(30) cefixime | 30
cefaclor 4 1 10 5
cefetamet 2 5 7 6
Proteus vulgaris cefteram 1 7 10 2
(20) cefixime 20
cefaclor 2 1 10 1 6
cefetamet 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Morganella morganii cefteram 2 2 2 1
(7) cefixime 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
cefaclor 3 4
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CEMT-Pl # 53R 0F0p, t, 2UFE, FRIBE
B, %58, R5E% MEEAHR, BROHRE
Table 2 2R L 72,

EFLI~6DEHRBEIRNBLEMECH TII
CEMT-PI1[H250mg # 1 H 2, 7~14 HREEHAL
720 BRIRIICIIF 4B, EEN2BITH -7, EHS
B NIDIZSER 8BRT, 5 B 58k (Streptococcus
prneumoniae 2 ¥k, Haemophilus influenzae 1 ¥k, Kleb-

siella pneumoniae 1 ¥k, Streptococcus pyogenes 1 k)
IZBRE I N2, S aureus D 3HERIZWTHROBREE N
ehotz,

RER) 7T~12 DRE X BIC T RUERYEZ HFF L 72
6 BT Ii3AA 1| 250~500mg # 1 H 2@, 5~14 B
RIBER L7c. 2 DEER, BERAICIZE R 1 51, A% 3 6,
RREM2HTH o7, BHrTBEINIDIL2HER 3
¥ T, Branhamella catarrhalis 1 ¥k, S. pneumoniae 1

Table 2. Clinical efficacy of cefetamet pivoxil

Underlying disease Daily dose Evaluation
Age . . Isolated and .
Case Diagnosis or . . Side effects
Sex Complication organisms Duration b ological | clinical
(mg X times X days) acteriological | clinica
78 . . BPH Streplacoccus pneumoniae .
X2 X —
1 M Chronic bronchitis Gastric ulcer | Haemaphils i 250mg X2 X7 eradicated good
62 . . Staphylococcus aureus g .
2 M Chronic bronchitis none Streplococus pneumoniae 250mg X2 X7 Staphylococcus aureus good
3 7[? Chronic bronchitis | Chronic sinusitis | Streplococcus pyogenes | 250mg X 2 X 7 eradicated good -
71 . - . .
4 F Chronic bronchitis | Hypertention | Staphylococcus aureus | 250mg X2 X7 persisted poor —
59 . . Polyarteritis | Staphylococcus aureus g
X2 X -
5 M Chronic bronchitis nodosa Klebsella pneumoniae 250mg X2 X 14 | Staphylococcus aureus good
6 ﬁ Chronic bronchitis none normal flora 250mg X2 X 14 not tested poor —
7 49 Bx_'onc_hlal z}sthma none normal flora 500mg X2 X5 unknown good EOS 1
F | with infection
8 42 Bx.'onc.:hlal gsthma none normal flora 500mg X2 X7 unknown fair -
F | with infection
65 | Bronchial asthma Staphylococcus aureus - . .
9 | M | with infection none Bronhamell cataralis | 200> 2 X7 | Sphylococcus aures | fair
10 66 BYom?hnal z}sthma none normal flora 500mg X 2 X 14 unknown good GOT 1t
M | with infection
11 49 Bfom.:hlal z.isthma none Streplococcus pneumonize | 250mg X 2 X 10 eradicated excellent —
F | with infection
12 66 Bfonc.hial :'iSthma Rib fracture | normal flora 250mg X2 X 14 unknown good -
F | with infection
13 34 Bronchiectasis none Pseudomonas ceruginosa | 500mg X2 X 10 | Staphylococcus aureus fair —
F lomonas aerugingsa
14 3;? Bronchiectasis none Klebsiella sp. 250mg X2 X6 persisted fair —
15 5F9 Bronchiectasis Diabetes mellitus | normal flora 250mg x2x 10 unknown good —
16 i,s Acute bronchitis none Streplococcus preumonige | 500mg X 2 X 2 not tested good Nausea
17 70 OI.d tgbercgloms Liver cirrhosis | Peudomonas aeruginosa | 250mg X 2 X 14 persisted poor —
F | with infection

BPH : benign prostatic hypertrophy
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BRIZBREE L7297, S. aureus D 1 BRIIARBIE 5% L 17
sL

RER 13~15 D&Y % ff ) TUE XYLFREE 3 Bl T34
# 1M 250~500mg % 1 H 2[ml,6~10 BREIGEA L,
ZORER, BRIICIIAED1H), LA IHTH-
72 B BEININIT 2 HER 2 Bk (P. aeruginosa 1
¥k, Klebsiella sp.1#k) ThH -2, WTFnLBREI
N, R 13 TIIARRIRG1%IC P. aeruginosa 122
S. aureus b TEES N7z,

EF 16 D EMAEXRFIIAAS00mg 218 2

E, 2BREMEALZLIATREAEZHKIS 72odk L
F2ht, W, RMEROKER RS, BEROICIIANT
Ho712,

FE6) 17 DBE IR RIS T ROEEL 2 R L 226
I2A4# 250 mg % 1 A 2 [6], 14 HREER L7225, [747]:0]
CIERTH -7, HEFMICLSHEI NI P ger
uginosa |34 5% b A L7,

LLE 17 Bl CoBAERBEIZER L Fl, A3 96,
PB4 B, BHIFTEHESB.8BTH7,

BRI RIZ EBRIEF 16 DIBR 1BFINATH

Table 3. Laboratory findings of patients treated with cefetamet pivoxil

Case Ht Hb RBC WBC |Eosinophil| S-GPT S-GOT AL-P BUN |Creatinine
No. (%) (g/d) | (x104/mm*) [ (/mm®) (%) (1) (1) (1u) (mg/dl) | (mg/dl)
1 B 449 14.7 467 5,300 3 9 14 44 16 0.9

A 427 14.2 451 5,700 3 10 18 40 15 0.8
2 B 43.1 13.4 455 6,200 1 0 12 46 19 0.8
A 42.4 143 466 5,500 0 2 13 49 23 0.8
3 B 36.1 114 350 5,300 2 13 14 52 20 0.8
A — — — — — 10 15 53 23 0.9
4 B 41.1 133 449 6,800 7 22 23 71 21 0.7
A 39.3 129 433 6,100 8 17 21 68 20 0.7
5 B 40.1 13.6 426 8,300 29 24 19 46 11 1.0
A 42.9 14.7 455 7,200 25 27 20 60 11 11
6 B 44.1 15.7 451 4,600 3 20 22 34 15 1.2
A 45.5 15.2 449 4,900 1 20 30 32 15 12
7 B 40.7 135 453 11,200 7 25 24 45 12 0.7
A 419 135 452 6,500 17 9 15 38 10 0.7
8 B 48.2 16.9 521 8,200 27 7 10 63 9 0.8
A 429 14.6 477 11,100 19 5 8 50 11 0.8
9 B 46.5 14.8 485 4,400 1 21 22 44 19 1.0
A 45.8 15.7 499 6,100 1 17 18 42 17 1.1
10 B 42.0 14.3 433 6,400 4 12 16 45 15 1.1
A 43.8 14.9 456 5,400 4 22 26 44 16 1.0
1 B 39.1 133 425 11,400 0 30 30 47 9 0.8
A 41.8 12.8 445 5,100 5 18 21 47 16 0.9
12 B 39.0 12.8 424 6,900 0 14 13 94 11 0.6
A 36.2 11.6 383 5,100 1 14 11 109 8 0.6
13 B 36.5 11.1 471 6,800 1 6 11 55 9 0.7
A 374 115 479 7,500 0 5 10 51 10 0.8
14 B 35.0 11.0 430 12,200 0 16 16 39 11 0.7
A 36.8 11.4 449 11,100 3 15 16 37 13 0.7
15 B 39.2 12.7 418 5,200 0 13 18 71 12 0.6
A 39.9 12.8 425 4,800 0 10 17 60 14 0.6
B 41.8 13.9 430 9,200 2 47 27 48 10 0.7
16
A — p— — J— J— —_ —_ —_ R —
17 B 43.0 13.2 362 5,100 3 39 53 92 13 0.8
A 42.5 14.0 384 6,500 1 45 69 91 14 0.8
B : before A after
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n, %45 1k#% Metoclopramide #4512 & ) $TARH»
IR L7z, FAIRSHI O BRRZER S Z Table 3
WCRL72. ARANCE 3 L B b 2 IFEEER £ % 5EM 7
Rz, /EPIEICE )RR ICKEL, 2
BEN GOT LR #HER) 10 I 72,
m. # =
CEMT (2 S. aureus, P. aeruginosa % & < S.
pneumoniae, S. pyogenes, Streptococcus agalactiae 7s
En7 S5 LB, E. coli, K. pneumoniae, Klebsiella
oxytoca, P. mirabilis, B. catarrhalis s ¥ 7 5 L4
BHCENE A Z2RTIZL, kOO 770X

R CBITIIILE N 5\ H. influenzae, Providen-

cia rettgeri, P. vulgaris, Pseudomonas cepacia \Zxt

LTLBWMEN2RTEEINTWEY, BADIHE
HERSLEERICBWTY, S aweus izt 3
MIC (212 L A EH*50 ug/ml LI LT, MEEE»S S
tEZ LN, e, BOERNBROBREBN—D L
LTEHIN TV 5 MRSAY R, B IMRE R
FILHETIRUERERRENEEREETH 2
P. aeruginosa \=x§ 5 MIC (213 & A ¥ %200 ug/ml
UET, iEAETwbnEEZ LN, LL, P
aeruginosa * <D 7 5 LAEHBREICH L T
CFTM R CFIX [Zi3RRE 2 b0 BN TE N %
RL, CCLZE22ICiESDLNDTH -T2,

BRI DR RIIAZIESB. 8B LT L LIME
TRELDTI Lo, LLARE L CREFLT
AB L, RRAR 47, & 3FIDE T HII, S. aureus
» P. aeruginosa \Z & B5BYHETH D, MICHOKER%

BEERRIIC & < RBEL T\ 72, S. preumoniae H5#E R HE
THIERIIREOHEETH ), 2FFHTH - 72,
S. pneumoniae IINKREFICB W TR OLBEDEH W
ERETH), COBHCHDL I ErFRBDFHEN—
DT, NRIEHED first choice 12 N B HNDEE R
Lhiz, 7, EFBUAEBRPENERBE L LTHE
B XN T3 B. catarrhalis® 12, SRIDOKRFFICEWT
1Bl AICBES N, ARARNC & ) BRE Sz, 2EER
BV 12 & » T b B. catarrhalis DBE £ 100 % T
9, ARNBHEOVEDEEZL L),

51, FARE L N BEDBKREBICEE 2
K72 L7213, BEAKDEERTH B LHR
®IN,

LIk XD, A#IL S aureus R P. aeruginosa % B <
BB LU RERERERIC, K% HAEHIARF
LBsEFEZLNS,

X (3

1) KBER, MKET . & 36 B BARLFRERLE
BAXEES, XY KR v 2L, Rols-
8075 (cefetamet pivoxil), ¥7i&, 1989

2) BIBME ARBICBITE N DKM »
D FH—HICERBELIEIC OV T —. BEFEF
44 7 2481~2489, 1989

3) & 1, FLFH, 3NBME I MRSA, BEKE
15 : 80~83, 1989

4) BIBHE, FIIER ERHIB T2 H Lg%

IR S B fEGE— AR - SRR S RIER—,

Prog Med 7 : 1763~1767, 1987

CEFETAMET PIVOXIL IN RESPIRATORY
TRACT INFECTIONS

Niro Okimoto, Rinzo Soeyma, Yosuniro Niki, Jiro Hino, Masaru Sumi, Yosuinisa Nakacawa
Division of Respiratory Diseases, Department of Medicine, Kawasaki Medical School

577 Matsushima, Kurashiki-shi 701-01, Japan

We performed bacteriological and clinical studies on cefetamet pivoxil (CEMT-PI) , a new oral
cephem antibiotic, in respiratory tract infections and obtained the following results.

1) The MICs of cefetamet (CEMT) against Escherichia coli, Klebsiella sp., Enterobacter cloacae,
Serratia marcescens, Proteus mirabilis and Proteus vulgaris were 0.025~3.13 ug/ml, which were
superior to those of cefaclor. They were, however, weak against Staphylococcus aureus and

Pseudomonas aeruginosa.

2) Seventeen patients with respiratory infection were treated with CEMT-PI. The overall effi-
cacy rate was 58.8 % (excellent1, good9, fair 4, poor 3). One patient experienced nausea. No
remarkable abnormal laboratory findings were observed in any of the patients after treatment.



