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WERSSEISEIBIC BT 5 cefetamet pivoxil #
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HLCEREINLEOBL7 = 2RHAH cefetamet pivoxil (CEMT-PI) n#ERERE L Uf
EEPRHIRRET 2 STV LU TR 2 /12,

1) HEH RRERESE T LR 2 EES L U077 LBMEE 8 BREICN Y 2 4HB
X 1r cefteram (CFTM), cefixime (CFIX), cefaclor (CCL) ¢ MIC 4346 % HBRET L 720
Proteus mirabilis, Klebsiella pneumoniae \=343 A%l MIC 12 CFTM k13T RI%E 0 BRiF%
HE 2R L7245 CFIX ICH L RR% - T2, Enterococcus faecalis, Pseudomonas aer-
uginosa \= Xt L TZ A ML RL 72,

2) RBiszhga (PF) 84T | BERABEF 6 &LICA# 500 mg 20 HEKRS L, PFREBES
WL 7z, PFNBE (F¥E) 32, 3, 4RM#% T2 £Nn<0.1~3.91 ug/ml, <0.1~
0.67 (0.38) wg/ml, <0.1~0.88 (0.41) pg/ml TH M, 3FMmiFkiZ 3 FefE%£ T 0.06, 4 KR
#%T0.07 TH-72,

3)  EREKHEGHKE © AMEHEAVERERE S 21 B, BMERE EARRK 1 HlB & UMM IR B RIE 28 B
2 1@ 250~500 mg, 1 H 2 [\#%5 LERMEERETL 72, EEEHE TIE BT BEMEREML T
HINEE 90% (19/21), ZBMEREHE FARK D 1 I TER, MR THRNE 64% (18/28)
Th - 12, UTI HEEhaHMEAEIC & 2 HE Tl BB R TEME 100% (10/10), i
PR B TR E T 67% (12/18) Th » 72, MHEFEHIZNR (REE) 13 B EEHMMEREDE % T 100%,
B R B8 RGE T 81% Th - 72, EMEBIRITER 134 50 Blh 1 Blic BB EH 6 1
AR TH ) MR IR G RIRETH - 12, BRIKRAEO REZLHIZ 16lic GOT & GPT kA
HRRH LTz,

Key words: Cefetamet pivoxil, CEMT-PI, it /1, BISLERMEMIT, RERE
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SO & NL7e v cefetamet (CEMT) o 2 A LR
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I. % *® U~ cefteram (CFTM), cefixime (CFIX), cefaclor
1. HEH (CCL) o MIC 5374 % B AL L L SR AR ITHE
REBPRERENRP L) FHI NI LHEERED v, R E 10%ells/ml 2 TRIEL 72,
7S5 LB ME2EE (Staphylococcus  epidermidis, 2. BB (PF) #47

Enterococcus faecalis) BX U7 7 LEMH 8 Bfd 6 ZOBBERABTFICNL 1 BEOMRBEL ES, &
(Klebsiella pneumoniae, Citrobacter freundii, Enter- #1500 mg # RO EEIKRS L, 2N FN 2 REfE1%, 3 FF
obacter cloacae, Serratia marcescens, Proteus mir- f1%, 4 BefS1g o 3 Bic 4T, &EBICERERI R~
abilis, Proteus vulgaris, Morganella wmorganii, wH—U iz L) EPS (expressed prostatic secre-
Pseudomonas aeruginosa) it 357 BRIC DWW TARB & tion : BISZAREHME) % HREL —20CIc CTEFEHEFL

Tablel. In vitro activity of cefetamet and other drugs (ug/ml)
Organism
(No. of strains) Compound Range of MICs MICs, MIC,,
Staphylococcus epidermidis cefetamet 3.12—>100 25 >100
(50) cefteram 0.39—>100 3.12 50
cefixime 1.56—>100 25 >100
cefaclor 0.39—>100 3.12 50
Enterococcus faecalis cefetamet >100 >100 >100
(54) cefteram 50 —>100 >100 >100
cefixime 100 —>100 >100 >100
cefaclor 12.5 —>100 100 100
Klebsiella pneumoniae cefetamet 0.05— 3.12 0.20 0.78
(45) cefteram 0.05— 1.56 0.20 0.78
cefixime <0.025— 0.78 0.10 0.20
cefaclor 0.39—>100 1.56 125
Citrobacter freundii cefetamet 0.39—>100 50 >100
(38) cefteram 0.10—>100 50 >100
cefixime 0.20—>100 25 >100
cefaclor 3.12—>100 >100 >100
Enterobacter cloacae cefetamet 0.78—>100 >100 >100
(11) cefteram 0.20— >100 25 >100
cefixime 0.78—>100 >100 >100
cefaclor 25 —>100 >100 >100
Serratia marcescens cefetamet 3.12—>100 100 >100
(27) cefteram 0.39—>100 50 >100
cefixime 0.39—>100 25 >100
cefaclor >100 >100 >100
Proteus mirabilis cefetamet <0.025—>100 0.10 0.78
(40) cefteram <0.025— 25 0.10 0.78
cefixime =0.025— 125 =0.025 0.20
cefaclor 0.20—>100 0.78 100
Proteus vulgaris cefetamet 0.10— 25 0.39 3.12
(30) cefteram 0.05— 0.78 0.10 0.78
cefixime =0.025— 0.78 0.39 0.39
cefaclor 12.5—>100 50 >100
Morganella morganii cefetamet 0.39—>100 3.12 >100
(27) cefteram 010— 25 0.78 12.5
cefixime 0.10— 25 1.56 6.25
cefaclor 25 —>100 >100 >100
Pseudomonas aeruginosa cefetamet >100 >100 >100
(30) cefteram >100 >100 >100
cefixime >100 >100 >100

cefaclor >100 >100 >100
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Table2. Serum and prostatic fluid level of cefetamet after oral administration at 0.5g (non-fasting) of cefetamet pivoxil

Case Age Time after Prostatic fluid Serum level PF/S
erum
No. (Year) Administration (h) (ug/ml) (ug/ml) Y

1 23 2 ND 7.43 —
2 23 2 ND 1.56 —
3 22 2 ND 5.89 —
4 23 2 ND 9.38 —
5 20 2 ND 8.60 —
6 21 2 391 5.69 0.69

(Average) — 6.43 —
1 23 3 ND 7.82 —
2 23 3 ND 8.99 —
3 22 3 0.27 6.65 0.04
4 23 3 ND 8.60 —
5 20 3 0.20 7.04 0.03
6 21 3 0.67 6.25 0.11

(Average) 0.38 7.56 0.06
1 23 4 0.33 6.25 0.05
2 23 4 0.25 8.60 0.03
3 22 4 0.39 5.48 0.07
4 23 4 0.20 7.82 0.03
5 20 4 ND 7.04 —
6 21 4 0.88 5.48 0.16

(Average) 0.41 6.78 0.07

ND : <0.1 ug/ml

2o F7z, EIRRICHRM | miESHEEE, BEbHIC—20CIC
THEERFL, LPBEAEICEL 2. ERBEOR
S\ Escherichia coli KP #%EH & ¥ 5 paper disk
&I & 5 bioassay (2 THIE L 72,

3. ERPREORRES

1) NRBIUHE

1987 £ 8 A» 5 1989 £ 1 A ¥ T MIC RECHEER W
REEL TR 2 ZT - BEEMERER R 21 5, 2HR
B EARR 168 & UK HENE PR B R AE 28 B DEt 50 B
(FF i3 18~87 5%, “FHI4E# 58 ik, YA B 20 41,
306 ENREL,

BYUHEMMEMSICNL T, 1E250mg F 7213
500mg1 H2[3 HREKRS L EBEIC L 2MRHUE
%4772, UTI &AL 3 B> (LUF UTI 3%
Tt HE) Ik AHEERATIRIZDIZ10BITH » 72,
B R EARR 1HICH L Tid, 1 [ 500 mg $4 2 [
5 HME, > 2w 1R 250 mg 884 2 @ 7 HE#%5- L £
BEICE 2MRHEERITH- 72,

B IR B RRYAE X L T3, 1250 mg F 7203
500mgl H 2[5 HEZS LEFBEEICE 2MBHE
EATo 72, 18BIT UTI Hahatliz #ic & 2 HE AT
HETH- 12,

Im. & . |

1. H#EH

LW T 24%B L CFTM, CFIX, CCL
MIC 575 % W MRET L 72 b » % Table 1 12RY, S
epidermidis |2 ¥4 % A& K| MIC iZ 3.12~>100 pg/
mlic#i L, CFIX LIZIZE%S T, o 2 FlicklL %
> Tz, E. faecalis Tix CFTM, CFIX & [RE#ficii
T & H>100 g/ ml & W% R L 2. K
pneumoniae Ti3AF| 7 MIC (2 0.05~3.12 ug/ml ic
GAi L, CFIX 2L %45 bnn, CFTM i3z
Rtk A %R L7z, C. freundii Ti2 CFIX, CFTM
LIRTERR e AR R L, 50 pg/ml LT ORSEHN Y
D& 100 pg/ml YU Lot  ohAERIE L, 2 8%
7 MIC 5375 # 7k L 72, E. cloacae Ti3 CFIX & RN
SAEIRL, @FEH100 ug/ml L EDmHEEZRL
72, S. marcescens Ti3AF D MIC i1 3.12~>100 g
/mlica3 A5 L, CFIX 2L > Tz, P. mir
abilis TRAFAHOMICHOE— 713 0.10 ug/mlic b
D, CFIX il L2425 b nn, CFTM tiiZHE%
LA kR L 12, P vulgaris Tl3A#| o MIC i% 0.10
~25 ug/ml a5 L, CCL & ) #h T\ i2h* CFIX,
CFTM kD455 T\, M. morganii TIZAEKID
MIC i3 0.39~>100 xg/ml 244 L, CFIX, CFTM
12 X% 5 T 72, P aeruginosa Tiifhod 3 # & Elkk
IZ2BEAH >100 pg/ml EiEEERL 72,

2. HMRE (PF) B4T



Cefetamet pivoxil NDERERI B & UERIKEIRRE

VOL. 38 S—1 243
Table 3. Clinical summary of uncomplicated UTI patients treated with cefetamet pivoxil
Patient Treatment s Bacteriuria® Evaluation®* Sid
atien! . . ymp- . ide
Age | Sex | Diagnosis dose duration Pyuria® Remarks
No. toms* i 4 effects
(g/day) route (days) species count [ MIC UTI Dr
H Ht Escherichia | 145 | o.78
1 39 F AUC 0.25x2 | p.o. 3 —_— coli ——|——| excellent | excellent —
+ + Escherichia | 106 | 939
2 64 F AUC 0.25%x2 p.o. 3 —_— coli ——|——| excellent | excellent —_
H H Escherichia | 17 | .78
3 65 | F AUC 0.25%2 | p.o. 3 —_— coli ——|——| excellent | excellent —
# H Escherichia | 15 | 939
4 25 F AUC 0.25x2 p.o. 3 —_— coli ——|——| excellent | excellent —
+# m Escherichia >10°
5 19| F AUC 0.25x2 | p.o. 3 —_— coli ——| excellent | excellent —
# m Esthgﬁchia 10¢ | 156
6 46 | F AUC 0.25x2 | p.o. 3 _— coli ——|——| excellent good —
+ + Escherichia 10° | 156
7 26 | F AUC 0.25x2 | po. 3 R coli ——|——| excellent good -
+ + Escherichia 10¢
8 30 F AUC 025%2 | p.o. 3 _ coli ——|——] excellent good —_
W i Eschgrichia 100 | 078
9 32| F AUC 0.25x2 | p.o 3(7) coli —— | moderate good —
+ + -
+ + Escherichia | g | 313
10 62 | F AUC 0.25%2 | p.o. (N | —— coli —— |——| moderate good —
— + —
# | Escherichia | o, | g3
11 61 F AUC 0.5%2 p.o. 5 —_— coli _ excellent —
Escherichia
# H . 107 | 0.
12 62 | F AUC 05%x2 | p.o. 5 _ coli 1o o078 excellent —
+ + Escherichia .
13 49 | F AUC 0.5x2 p.o. 5 —— coli 07 | 156 excellent —
+ H Escherichia | 10, | 78
14 67 | F AUC 0.5%x2 p.o. 5 _— coli —_— excellent —
+ m Escherichia 10 | 078
15 67 | F AUC 05%2 | po. 5 _ coli _— | excellent —
+ # | Staphylococcus || ¢ oo
16 26 F AUC 0.25%X2 | p.o. 5 —_— epidermidis | ——| —— excellent —
+ i Staphylococcus 10 | 125
17 45 F AUC 0.25%2 p.o. 4 E— epidermidis | —— | —— good —
+ # Escherichia | 155 | 156
18 44 F AUC 0.25x2 p.o. 5 _ coli _— good —
+ + Escherichia 100 | 078
19 60 F AUC 0.25%x2 p.o. 5 coli _— good —
YLO
+ H Staphylococcus 313
epidermidis | oo | 3 A
20 18 F AUC 0.25%2 | p.o. 3 — | 7| Staphylococcus >10°( 125 fair -
— % aureus
+ + a-Streptococcus 10° 0.78
21 40 | F AUC 0.25%2 | p.o. 5 E — Staphylococcus |05 m fair -
- 7 epidermidis
AUC : acute uncomplicated cystitis *before treatment **UTI : criteria proposed by the Japanese UTI Committee *MIC : ug/ml

YLO : yeast like organism

after treatment

Dr

: Dr’s evaluation
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Table 4. Overall clinical efficacy of cefetamet pivoxil in acute uncomplicated UTI
Symptoms Resolved Improved Persisted Effect on
Pyuria cleared |decreased| unchanged | cleared |decreased| unchanged | cleared |decreased | unchanged bacteriuria
o 10
eliminated 8 1 1 (100%)
Bacteriuria | decreased
(Replaced)
unchanged
Effect on pain
on micturition 9(90%) 1(10%) patient total
10
Effect on pyuria 8(80%) 1(10%) 1(10%)
@Excellent 8(80%)
[:IModerate 2 overall efficacy rate
- . 10/10(100%)
including
roor
failure

ARG 2 FelE, 3RME L UF4RM% D PF 8
EpLuomiEhiEE+# Table2 277 Y, PFhiBER
ENEN<0.1~3.91 ug/ml, <0.1~0.67 ug/ml &
FUr<0.1~0.88 ug/ml T&H -7z, RETEERFR (0.1
wpg/ml) L E%#RL 72003 2 B CTIIER 6 DA, 3
REfI#2 CI3EER 3, 5, 6, 4 BRI TIZER 1, 2, 3,
4, 6 THY, b 0.1ug/mlLlE%RL 72 PF il
BENFHEIL, 3B 0.38 ug/ml, 4 KR 0.41 ug/ml
TH, MmFLIZZENZFN0.06, 0.07 TH -7z,

3. BRKRHURRES

1) RMEBAEER 21 FloEEKK#E % Table 3
IR L7z, EWREHETIZIES 115, B% 84, =
Bz 2 Bl THZE 90% TH - 72, UTI FAhFRlE A1
& 2 RAERKRZF (Tabled) (2 10 BIHEX 8 HI, F
%h 2 B TRAFIEIZ 100%TH - 72, T b DEEH
2B BB GRINSHEIZILBIA E. coli T, 10 %7
NTHBESI NI,

2) RBYERE AR 1 BIORRKEREIZ, &K’ S 5
HILICHEAEB L VEEOHEEREZED, 2517 HED
RE5%ICERLVMEEL, FREHEIIESTH- 72,

3)  HEMEME R MSRsE 28 Bl BEK R % Table 5
IR L 72, EGEHE TIIER 86, A% 10 B, %

R 6B, T A BITHME 64% Th - 72, UTI #Esh
FHMiZE A & B RARRKEFR (Table6) (3 18 fldh¥
w6 Bl, X6 B, %6 H TRABIEIL 67%TH
> 72, UTI B BRMERS (Table 7) Tl BREREY N
BABS 2HIL I3 AL R ED, ZTOHEMEIZITY
TH -1z, MEFHIENE (Table 8) 134 21 #kth 17 £
(81%) »* %L THB Y, 12.5ug/ml LITFTD 13 #kiz4
THREIN TV %, ¥z Enterococcus faecium,

E. coli, S. marcescens B & UF P.aeruginosa % 1 ¥
FTONFHABRTH » 72, HE%EBEIT Table 9 icn
F & K Sepidermidis 28213 LD & L 5 HTE6#
TH-72,

4) &k

AFl 2L L7250 F, BMERMEVERE LTl
Blic BERAREEARED bz 0s, BITH ) ik s
WHETH -7z, F1EAREMEIC OV TRETEETS
SR 2TPIFREEBOEBT 1BICRD LN, BED
GOT B UGPT LA %8Bz,

m * -3

IEENROMEERRBICIZ 2 >Dfns b b, T4
B new quinolone & new oral cephem &\ bhid
LANOTH B, BiE Tid norfloxacin (NFLX), oflox-
acin (OFLX), enoxacin (ENX), ciprofloxacin
(CPFX) » ¢4 TIic i lR & 1, % & T I3 cefixime
(CFIX), cefteram pivoxil (CFTM-PI) »*ticE
> T3, MK, FNARI N TLDLET, HFHET
7 LR S NS 7T ABEREICN L CLENT
BhzHL, BREZNERMEIZH LN T B,
ING 2 RHOBROMEE L LKL 12354, &IRE &
BERE I X 2 MEESE Tk X / o > RoEN T
5, Lo LESEDE TII/NRRERICER TR 2
kb7 2 LRDVEMNENZ DB, £ LI2UHT
CEMT-Pl ¥t 7 = 2220 BHERE L THES
nr, AENI 77 2BHHEB L 07T ABEEICHL
THEHEWARZ P 7428610, 2 5ICRPEIRNE
LRE#H12BETH 0% L RIFTH B Z L0 b, W
REBFHBR COBRKIROBEFEI NS, S EDRBK
Qe it R WIS T 2RET D 5, K. pneumoniae, P.
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Table5. Clinical summary of complicated UTI patients treated with cefetamet pivoxil
Di i Treat: t Bacteriuria® Evaluation**®
Patient age| Sex U;:f:\lc;’s?:‘sg Catheter| UTI dos:ea r:ir:ation pyuriar acteriuria valuation , Side Remarke
i i & £f
No. condition (route) |group (g/day) | (days) species count|M1c?| UTI Dr effects
CCC m Esche_richia 104 039
1 54 | F Neurogenic - G4 | 0.25%2 5 _— coli ———| excellent |excellent —
bladder - —_
CccC + Klebsiella ) >10¢| 156
2 65 | M Prostatic - G-4 0.5%2 5 pneumoniae | ——|——/| excellent [excellent —
cancer - —
CccC + Escherxchta >10¢] 0.78
3 84 | M Prostatic - G4 | 05x2 5 _— coli ——| excellent |excellent —
cancer - —
CCC - + Enterobacter S10°] 125
4 51 | M Neurogenic - G4 | 05x%x2 5 aerogenes | ——|——| excellent |excellent —
bladder - —
CCP + Esche'nchxa 10¢] 156
5 54 | M Rt. ureter - G3 | 05x2 5 coli ——|——] excellent | good —
stone — —
Escherichia
cce + coli 6.25
6 72| M - G6 | 025%2 5 ———| Enterococcus 10*]| >100| excellent | good —
BPH _ Sfaecalis
cce # Serratia >10°
7 73| M - G-2 | 0.25%2 5 _— marcescens | ——|——| moderate| good —
BPH + —
Cccc + Serratia 10¢] 50
8 74| M BPH - G-4 0.5%X2 5 marcescens —— | moderate | good —
Urethral stricture + -
CCC 4 Marganell{{ 100] 02
9 52 | M | Neurogenic bladder - G4 | 05x2 5 _— morganii | ——|——| moderate| good -
Bladder stone 1 —
ccc " Escherichia
coli >10%| 0.78
1 F - -4 5% 2 —_— t fai —
0 % Bladder ¢ 03 5 _ Staphylococcus 10| 25 moderate air
tumor epidermidis
cce m Providencia 10°] 02
11 75| M - G-4 | 05x2 5 —_— retigeri ——|——| moderate| fair —
BPH H —
CccC " Escherichia >10°| 0.78
12 74| M Bladder - G4 | 05x%2 5 _— coli ———|——| moderate| poor —
tumor R -
Pseudomonas
13 80| M e - | G4 osxe 5 | cenginoa |10t >10 oor |excellent| —
A e Pseudomonas | 10'| >100| P
BPH — y
aeruginosa
Escherichia
4 |66 |F = G3 | 0sx2 5 | Sl I d —
Lt renal ) } _ Escherichia | >10°| 25 | P°° goo
stone coli
Acinetobacter
ccc H# calcoaceticus | >10°| 12.5
Staphylococcus 10¢| 12.5 . Stomach
15 76 F - G-4 05x%2 5 E— j T poor fair .
Bil hydronephrosis epidermidis discomfort
Neurogenic bladder his Enleraca_ccus >100
faecalis
Serratia 50
marcescens
cce + Pseudomonas
+ Sfluorescens 10% | >100 .
- .5 X — == f: —
16 55 | F (ureter) G-5 0.5%2 5 Serratia 10° 50 poor air
Uterus cancer marcescens
Ureterocutaneostomy + Enterobacter 2
aerogenes
Staphylococcus 6.25
CCP 4 epidermidis
Enterococcus
17 78 | M - G-6 05%x2 5 _— faecium >10%| >100 poor poor —
Rt. contracted — =
kidney + Enterococcus 10| >100
Jfaecium
CCC : chronic complicated cystitis before treatment « 5 UTL: criteria proposed by the JapaneseUTI Committee wMIC : ug/ml
CCP : chronic complicated pyelonephritis Dr : Dr’s evaluation

BPH : benign prostatic hypertrophy

after treatment
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Table5. Clinical summary of complicated UTI patients treated with cefetamet pivoxil

. Di i Bacteriuria* Evaluation** .
Patient Age| S _1_agn9£___ Catheter| UTI Treatment —Pyuria® Side Remarks
No. ge | Sex Undelr!ymg (route) |group dose duration | Pyunia species count MIC" UTI Dr effects
condition (g/day) | (days)
Klebstella
ccc +# pneumoniae 107 | 1.56
18 | 68| M — | G4 | o0sxz 5 |—— Citrobacter 10°1625 | poor | poor -
Neurogenic Sreundii
bladder H Pseudomonas >100
aeruginosa
CCC m Esche.richla >10¢| 0.39
19 n|F Neurogenic — 0.25x2 12 |——|__cli | —|— excellent —
bladder - —
ccc # | Staphylococcus | 4| g o5
20 63| M| — — 05%2 5 —_— epidermidis —_ excellent —
BPH — |
ccc + —
21 78| M Prostatic — 0.5x2 5 —_— || excellent —
tumor B —
___cecec # | Protews 107| 0.78
22 |43 | M Neurogenic - 0.25%2 6 mirabilis | ——|—— good -
bladder + —
Escherichia
23 |75 | M e 05x2 6 i colt 1001 02 00d —
Urethral stricti X _ Enterococcus 10° [ >100 g
rethral stricture faecalis
u |87 | F a 05x2 | 5 * | Unknown |10t good -
Bladder i + Unknown 10°
tumor -
CCC + -
— — — e | e | ——— d pu—
25 60 | M BPH 0.5x2 5 ¥ — goo
Enterococcus
CCC
% |5|F : — 05%2 5 T | et | w0 fair — |eort
Neurogenic : _ Enterococcus | >10° GPT?t
bladder faecalis
ccC W —
27 741 M BPH — 0.25x2 5 _— || fair —
Bladder tumor + -
CcCcP ¥ —
2 2| F Rt. megaloureter 05x2 5 + — poor
CCC : chronic complicated cystitis before treatment * *UTI : criteria proposed by the Japanese UTI Committee *MIC © ug/ml
CCP : chronic complicated pyelonephritis after treatment Dr : Dr’s evaluation
BPH : benign prostatic hypertrophy
Table 6. Overall clinical efficacy of cefetamet pivoxil in complicated UTI
0.25g X 2/day, 0.5gx2/day, 5-day treatment
Pyuria Effect on
- y Cleared Decreased Unchanged L.
Bacteriuria bacteriuria
Eliminated [l 6 ] 5 11(61%)
Decreased
Replaced 1 2 3
Unchanged 2 2 4
; 9 9 patient total
Effect on pyuria
Py (50%) (50%) 18
Excellent 6(33%)
overall efficacy rate
Moderate 6
I 12/18(67%)
E Poor (including failure) 6

mirabilis 1%t L Tz CFIX I k%% 3 L Do), N4%-T iz, 72, P.aeruginosa, E. faecalis \=x%
CFTM k2R BIF i % R L 72, P. vulgar- L T3 CFIX, CFTM ¢ B UL { mtExRL 72,
is, M. morganii \=%fL Tiz & 412 CFIX, CFTM X RIS RBEA~DOBATIZ, FMETRETH - 72 IEERB &



Cefetamet pivoxil NEBEHN B & UERKRBIRRET

VOL. 38 S—1 247
Table 7. Overall clinical efficacy of cefetamet pivoxil classified by the type of infection
. Overall
No. of patients X
Group (Percent of total) Excellent Moderate Poor efficacy
rate
group 1(Catheter indwelling)
group 2 (Post prostatectomy) 1( 6%)
Mono-
microbial group 3(Upper UTI) 2( 11%) 1
infection group 4 (Lower UTI) 12( 67%) 3 75%
sub total 15( 83%) 4 73%
Poly group 5(Catheter indwelling) 1( 6%) 1
microbial group 6(No catheter indwelling) 2( .11%) 1
infection sub total 3(17%) 2
Total 18(100%) 6 67%
Table 8. Relation between MIC and bacteriological response to cefetamet pivoxil treatment in complicated UTI
MIC (xg/ml) Inoculum size 10® bacteria/ml Not
Isolate Total
=0.1 0.2 0.39 0.78 1.56 3.13 6.25 125 25 50 100 | >100 done
Staphylococcus
epidermidis 11 11
Enteroa?ccus 1/1 1/1
faecalis
Enterqcoccus 0/1 0/1
Sfaecium
Escherichia 1 | 3/3 | 11 1/1 0/1 6/7
coli
Klebsiella ' 2/2 2/2
pneumoniae
Enterobacter 1/1 1/1
aerogenes
Servatia 1/2 1 | 23
marcescens
Provzden_cza /1 1/1
retigeri
Morganellg 11 1/1
morganii
Pseudomonas 0/1 0/1
aeruginosa
Pseudomonas 1/1 1/1
Sfluorescens
Acinetobac{er 1/1 1/1
calcoaceticus
. 17/21
Total 2/2 1/1 3/3 3/3 2/2 2/2 0/1 | 1/2 2/4 1/1 o
(81%)

No. of strains eradicated/No. of strains isolated
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Table9. Strains* appearing after cefetamet pivoxil treatment in complicated UTI

Isolate

No. of strains

Staphylococcus epidermidis

Enterococcus faecalis

Citrobacter freundii

Enterobacter aerogenes

Pseudomonas aeruginosa

Total

S| == ==

* | Regardless of bacterial count

V4R THOPFRBENDFELEIZZFNF10.38
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We basically and clinically evaluated cefetamet pivoxil, a new oral cephalosporin, in the urological
field.

1) The ix vitro antimicrobial activity of cefetamet (CEMT) was compared with those of cefaclor
(CCL), cefteram (CFTM) and cefixime (CFIX) against 2 Gram-positive cocci and 8 Gram-negative
bacilli of a total 357 clinical isolates. Its activity against Proteus mirabilis and Klebsiella pneumoniae
was similar to that of CFTM but slightly inferior to that of CFIX. It showed no activity against
Enterococcus faecalis and Pseudomonas aeruginosa.

2) The diffusion of CEMT into the prostatic fluid(PF) was studied in six healthy male
volunteers by means of expressed prostatic secretion 2,3 and 4 hours after oral administration of 0.5g
in a single dose. The drug concentrations in PF were<0.1~3.9 zg/ml, <0.1~0.67 xg/ml, <0.1~
0.88 ug/ml, respectively. and the PF serum ratio ranged from 0.06 to 0.07.

3) The clinical efficacy in 50 patients with various types of genito-urinary tract infection was
evaluated by oral administration of 0.25g or 0.5g two times daily for 3-14 days. The 50 cases
comprised 21 cases of with acute uncomplicated cystitis(AUC), 1 of acute epididymitis and 28 of
complicated urinary tract infection (UTI). According to the criteria of the Japanese UTI Committee,
the overall clinical efficacy rate was 100% (10/10) in AUC and 67% (12/18) in complicated UTI. The
bacteriological eradication rate was 100% (10/10) in AUC and 81% (17/21) in complicated UTI.
The side effect was stomach discomfort in one patient, and slight elevation of GOT and GPT in one
patient.



