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FriE O+ 7 x L cefetamet pivoxil (CEMT-PI) »iEf4k cefetamet (CEMT) DHEIEA
% cefaclor (CCL) & cefixime (CFIX) #% H#s%| s L ¢, 287 30 BkNSEHHkE L UK
I DBRIRSIBERR 274 BROE 5 304 BROBRENHE (—HBMESHE 2 ST) 2HVTRETL
ERFARFREIC & ) Red72 MIC THE L 72 & = 5, CEMT i3 Bacteroides fragilis 2 ¥k 9
b B -lactamase 4 B8 ) % \» B. fragilis GAI 0558, Bacteroides ovatus, Bacteroides
thetaiotaomicron % ¥ —%BO Bacteroides & Eubacterium lentum 3 X U Clostridium perfrin-
gens, Clostridium septicum, Clostridium difficile o Clostridium 3 ¥& 4 B#RiC Xt L MIC 5% 50
ug/ml LUk EHE N DS > 12 d%, FOMOBAME LI I BT LABENEZRL, TNDARY
b 7403 CFIX, CCL XML 72, LA L CEMT i1 B. fragilis DT 5 f-lactamase i %t
LTCCL & N2V RETH 72, CEMT DEREKSBED B. fragilis 12 %43 5 Bz CCL &
DEN, CFIX LT 2 D Th - 72, %72 CEMT I3EEFRSBED Peptostreptococcus magnus
X0 Peptostreptococcus asaccharolyticus 123+ T4 CFIX, CCL k W BN /- HBEERZTRL 72,
CEMT 9 Gardnerella vaginalis i2¥+3 2 MIC i2 0.78 5 & 200 pg/mlizsA L, CCL &3
FIZNDH Th > 72, F 72 Mobiluncus spp.icxt3 5 MIC i 0.39 & 6.25 ug/ml i2 5345 L
7zo CEMT-Pl ®=7 2£&0#5 (100 mg/keg, 1 H 1[E5 HREES) hitEZIC=7 X BEN
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7 C. difficile 0 BEBFEH D LN T2,
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Cefetamet pivoxil (CEMT-PI) 2, HAw> 2T
B INTROAL7 702K > EHTHBY, £
HIIFER D IEMAR TH b cefetamet (CEMT) Nk
SMHEICHT 2 HMEERS L O CEMT-Plo = 2
ERAMERCRIZTEELRITL 2, 2 RERA
W TH b Mobiluncus spp.8 & U bacterial
vaginosis DIFIEMES & E 2 LN Ty 5 @MBER M
W TdH b Gardnerella vaginalis 12343 285 L 02
72,

I 8 EF &

1. gk

Table 1ICRIHAZERFORE/MAR /RS LU
American Type Culture Collection (ATCC) ikt
& BIFRE TR R A L8 L R AR A
IZHAW 2, REBRFEE TR L whEE &G T L
CEBET 5 Capnocytophaga spp. = Streptococcus spp.
B LU G. vaginalis L FEBRIZHA 72, BEEMEE OERK
SriErki2 R A & L € PRAS Il media (Scott Labora-
tories, Inc.) AW/ AL MR E Y X 7a= 7

77 4 =i & 5RHEYFDEBRIEHBRO ST &
Manual of clinical microbiology % 4 Mg % Z#i= L T
[FE & NL72?, % 72—ERi3 Rap ID ANA system (In-
novative Diagnostic Systems, Inc.) #% F\>72#{ER]
BEHRI02 L7774 —IC & 5RBEWHOIER
Ne B DS HTRER H L RIE L 72, G. vaginalis i3, API
Strepto (7 2 7 #i% k) 2HWTRELRZ, b
DHEKITI0 %X X L I L7 2 R#H L T—80CT
REIN,

2. HEREA

CEMT-PI &£ 0 CEMT # B2 7z, 3HREEHI & L
T cefixime (CFIX) & cefaclor (CCL) & ceftibuten
(CETB) ¥ B\v:7z, Wb ZDNHINBHEL 2% LD
Rz,

3. EEOB/IFHBEMHILBE (MIC) nflz

FRFRBC & - THIE L 70, BRABET B AL
FMEFSOWRT L HEICHEL TIT- 129, Higz
NI ;T LERET B OIS E F B |
T 5 %74 X i LM A AN Brucella HK %5 (5 sy g

*T 500 I g1 ST 40



Cefetamet NS HIC 3T 2 HEIEA

VOL. 38 S—1

33

Table 1. Antibacterial spectrum of cefetamet, cefixime and cefaclor against anaerobes

Inoculum size : 10° cfu/ml

Organism Cefetamet Cefixime Cefaclor
Bacteroides fragilis  GMT7000 6.25 12.5 100
Bacteroides fragilis  GAI0558 >200 >200 >200
Bacteroides distasonis  ATCC8503 12.5 0.39 3.13
Bacteroides ovatus  ATCC8483 200 50 >200
Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron ~ ATCC29741 50 100 200
Bacteroides uniformis  GAI5456 12.5 313 6.25
Bacteroides oris ATCC33573 6.25 0.39 0.78
Bacteroides oralis  ATCC33269 12.5 0.39 1.56
Bacteroides bivius ATCC29303 0.78 1.56 1.56
Bacteroides intermedius  ATCC25611 0.78 0.20 0.20
Bacteroides gracilis  GAI10428 3.13 0.20 0.39
Bacteroides ureolyticus NCTC10941 0.78 =0.025 0.39
Fusobacterium nucleatum  ATCC25586 1.56 1.56 1.56
Fusobacterium varium  ATCC8501 3.13 3.13 50
Fusobacterium mortiferum  GAI5576 0.39 0.78 12.5
Veillonella parvula  ATCC10790 0.39 0.78 0.20
Capnocytophaga ochracea Losche 12.5 0.05 1.56
Peptostreptococcus anaerobius  ATCC27337 12,5 3.13 0.39
Peptostreptococcus magnus  ATCC29328 6.25 6.25 1.56
Peptostreptococcus asaccharolyticus WAL3218 0.78 0.78 1.56
Peptostreptococcus prevotii  ATCC9321 0.10 0.78 0.39
Streptococcus intermedius  ATCC27335 3.13 313 1.56
Staphylococcus saccharolyticus  ATCC13953 6.25 3.13 0.10
Propionibacterium acnes ATCC11828 0.78 1.56 313
Bifidobacterium adolescentis ATCC15703 313 6.25 3.13
Eubacterium lentum  ATCC25559 >200 >200 50
Clostridium perfringens ATCC14124 50 6.25 1.56
Clostridium septicum  ATCC12464 >200 >200 0.05
Clostridium difficile  GAI10029 >200 25 50
Clostridium difficile  GAI10038 >200 >200 50

) 27, BRRSEERRICHT 5 MIC BIEIXEREIC
INRERLEMEZZLEETRHELL, T4bb
Bacteroides intermedius, Bacteroides corporis, Bacter-
oides asaccharolyticus, Mobiluncus spp.Tl%, Brucella
HK #XR#ZMic B % wmML T, G. wvaginalis Tl
Columbia X ¥ZH#11Z Proteose Peptone & Il # #* 7%
mLT, ZOMOBEEETIIEE GAM XL (=
ZA4) % B\, 72 Mobiluncus spp.8 & U Pigment-
ed Bacteroides Tl3 3 B¥EHEE, Z M3 2 BIZEE AT
> 72, BEEMEEE3EIT anaerobic glove box (Forma #t)
(N, 80 %, CO, 10%, H, 10%) T, FxRERA X
BRI kB 2 583 (Forma #t) TIT- 72,

4. ERIRRSEERRICXTT 2 LB ER

BOREMIC, LHFFRE CTRk- 72 ROEH/RZ EBRIC
fit | 72, Bacteroides fragilis 38 ¥k, Bacteroides vul-
gatus 2 ¥k, Bacteroides distasonis 2 ¥k, Bacteroides
thetaiotaomicron 9 ¥k, Bacteroides ovatus 5 %, Bacter-
otdes uniformis 12 ¥k, B. intermedius 11 ¥, B. cor-

poris TRk, Porphyromonas asaccharolyticus 3 ¥, Bacter-
bivius 26 ¥k, Mobiluncus spp.9 %, G.
vaginalis 22 ¥k, Peptostreptococcus magnus 39 ¥k,
Peptostreptococcus anaerobius 19 ¥k, Peptostreptococ-
cus asaccharolyticus 30 ¥k, Clostridium difficile 26 ¥k,
Clostridium perfringens 14 % % FH\~ 72,

5. B. fragilis DYEFEMARIC FUT T8

B. fragilis GAI 5562 % FiV> T, B. fragilis H¥EFHEIZ
EiZT CEMT %8 % CETBND % h & kst L
72o GAM broth # F\v», W&, FABEKRICHT 2
172, 1, 2 B U AMIC HBENEF M2, BRI
EEfTo7, 2%, BEICT7T 4 3> ot E
RRFREHREEREIC THIZEL 72,

6. B. fragilis | BE? f-lactamase |2 5F 9 % ZE
e

B. fragilis GAI0558 ¥k, GAI7955% & & *
GAT10150 Bk D 38k % F v, AEKKI DL EM % cef-
azolin (CEZ), CCL, CFIX #% HB# & | TS L

oides
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Table 2. Antibacterial spectrum of cefetamet, cefixime and cefaclor against anaerobes

Inoculum size : 10® cfu/ml

Organism Cefetamet Cefixime Cefaclor
Bacteroides fragilis  GM7000 25 100 >200
Bacteroides fragilis GAI0558 >200 >200 >200
Bacteroides distasonis  ATCC8503 12.5 1.56 6.25
Bacteroides ovatus  ATCC8483 >200 200 >200
Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron ~ ATCC29741 200 200 >200
Bacteroides uniformis  GAI5456 25 50 100
Bacteroides oris  ATCC33573 12.5 1.56 1.56
Bacteroides oralis  ATCC33269 25 313 6.25
Bacteroides bivius  ATCC29303 1.56 1.56 6.25
Becteroides intermedius  ATCC25611 6.25 0.78 0.39
Bacteroides gracilis  GAI10428 >200 >200 200
Bacteroides ureolyticus NCTC10941 1.56 0.39 0.78
Fusobacterium nucleatum ATCC25586 3.13 3.13 6.25
Fusobacterium varium  ATCC8501 — — —
Fusobacterium mortiferum  GAI5576 — — -
Veillonella parvula  ATCC10790 0.78 1.56 0.78
Capnocytophaga ochracea Losche: 12.5 1.56 1.56
Peptostreptococcus anaerobius ~ ATCC27337 12.5 3.13 0.78
Peptostreptococcus magnus ~ ATCC29328 50 25 6.25
Peptostreptococcus asaccharolyticus 'WAL3218 6.25 3.13 6.25
Peptostreptococcus prevotii  ATCC9321 0.78 3.13 0.39
Streptococcus intermedius  ATCC27335 6.25 3.13 6.25
Staphylococcus saccharolyticus  ATCC13953 6.25 6.25 0.39
Propionibacterium acnes ATCC11828 0.78 313 12.5
Bifidobacterium adolescentis ATCC15703 6.25 25 6.25
Eubacterium lentum  ATCC25559 >200 >200 50
Clostridium perfringens ATCC14124 200 6.25 3.13
Clostridium septicum  ATCC12464 >200 >200 0.39
Clostridium difficile  GAI10029 >200 100 100
Clostridium difficile  GAI10038 >200 >200 200

72, WEBREHKE GAM 74 3 12T 37C, 4 BRHEA
MESERE L 2214, 4°CIC TEL5HE (5000 rpm, 20 43) L
THEE, BETHAEIC THEZHEEL, BU4CicT
& (12,000 rpm, 60 43) L7z, Z o LiE*HEBERMA
& L THA w7, B-lactamase i& # (2, photometric
assay |2 CHIE L 72, CEZ D f#iEtE%* 100 & 3 548
xFETERL 12,

7. RE{E-7T2EBRNEWPRICEIT S C. dif
ficile HHH

ICR=w 2, 20+1g, 1ES5EC%*Hw, 1810
CEMT-PI # 5 HEigEN&{E L2, #5911 BBL
C7TH#BIZ7Z2EBRL, EBAETYWHOKRERL
C. difficile DEB & ERIEFE L 12, L BIMNBERE L
THEOFEK D CCL, #ik 1 BB fo—n &
L THS K| 0 cefotaxime (CTX), & HIcHE7H
BBz b o—n & L THESHER D cefotetan
(CTT) 2 Fwv 7z, REHRIERICI3ZEE GAM X
(= 24) %, C.difficile 7:EF &Iz 13 CCMA

EBEH (= 24) 2RV, 2T R0OBRE, BB
Y0 ML, anaerobic glove box PICH#EAL 72,
Chamber N THEW#IHFLHL, RBRHFICNHER S
RSE L 7244, 10 5 BOBMAMARE LM FTHEAL
RLoRFEE L2, 7F VT LR% L, chamber #+
ICHH L 7o, RIARMIC T 10 AR R 2 /B L
72, EH ) 1 EEFS5RIZ 100 mg/kg & L 72,
II. m® %

1. CEMT oA ~R7 } 54

CEMT & ATCC BRDEME /K *» ST E A
HH IS % 10°%cfu/ml B & U 10%cfu/ml £ T
MIC fE% Table 1 & Table2 iZ5R L 72, 10°cfu/ml &
ERERZERAORE TAHZBES, CEMT i1, B.
Sfragilis GM 7000 i= %+ L T 6.25 #g/ml o MIC # 5=
L, CFIX ?12.5 ug/ml & & %z CCL % 100 pg/ml
L NENT, Lo L B. fragilis GAI 0558 WXt LT,
CEMT i3 CFIX % CCL & [&] % 200 pg/mlLl o
MIC 2" ¥ & ¥ % 572, CEMT i3 B. Sfragilis LI
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Table 3. Sensitivity of clinical isolates to cefetamet, cefixime and cefaclor.
Inoculum size : 10° cfu/ml

Organism

MIC (ug/ml)

Drug

0.1

0.2

0.39

0.78

1.56 | 3.13

6.25

25 50

Bacteroides fragilis
(38)

cefetamet

cefaclor

13 2

Bacteroides vulgatus
(2)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Bacteroides distasonis
(2)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Bacteroides
thetaiotaomicron
)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Bacteroides ovatus
5)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Bacteroides uniformis
(12)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Bacteroides intermedius
(11)
Bacteroides corporis (7)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Porphyromonas
asaccharolyticus
(3)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Bacteroides bivius
(26)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Peptostreptococcus magnus
(39)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Peptostreptococcus
anaerobius

(19)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Peptostreptococcus
asaccharolyticus
(30)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Clostridium difficile
(26)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Clostridium
perfringens
(14)

cefetamet

cefaclor

non test
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Table 4. Sensitivity of clinical isolates to cefetamet, cefixime and cefaclor

Inoculum size : 10® cfu/ml

Organism

Drug

MIC (ug/ml)

1.56 | 3.13

6.25

50

200

Bacteroides fragilis
(38)

cefetamet

cefaclor

4

4

5

6

Bacteroides vulgatus
(2)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Bacteroides distasonis
2)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Bacteroides
thetaiotaomicron
9)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Bacteroides ovatus
(5)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Bacteroides uniformis
(12)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Bacteroides bivius
(26)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Peptostreptococcus
magnus
(39)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Peptostreptococcus
anaerobius
(19)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Peptostreptococcus
asaccharolyticus
(30)

cefetamet

cefaclor

Clostridium difficile

cefetamet

) |etixme | T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
cefaclor %
Clostridium cefetamet 1 3 1 1 >

perfringens
(14)

cetaclor

non test

7 B. fragilis group NEFEIC X L TIZCFIX X W%
- 12, F 72 & | (3 Bacteroides
oralis, B. intermedius, Bacteroides ureolyticus 7x &
Bile sensitive Bacteroides (=t LAhod 2 FH| & 1) =
B LBIETH - 72, Fusobacterium, Veillonella =33 L
Ti3, CEMT (2 CFIX XIIZRIZFDORE 2R L 7255,
Capnocytophaga spp.i=3xfL Tiz CFIX & CCL £9 %

ovis R Bacteroides

45 - 72, Peptostreptococcus, BEXRIED Streptococcus,
KM D Staphylococcus 12 7t L Tix CFIX & F% n#
B/ %R 72, Eubacterium lentum, C. perfringens,
Clostridium septicum 7% Ei1Zx L TIE CCL L h4n,
CFIX tiZIZRIEETH » 12,

2. FaRRorEERRIC AT 2 UEER

B % % 10°cfu/ml & 10°%cfu/ ml £ & 5 =
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Table 5. Sensitivity of bacterial vaginosis associated bacteria to cefetamet, cefixime and cefaclor
Inocalum size : 10% cfu/ml
] MIC (ug/ml)
Organism Drug
<0.025) 0.05 { 0.1 02 | 039 078|156 |313|625 (125 | 25 50 100 | 200 j200<
Mobiluncus spp. cefetamet 3 6 S I R S
® cefixime 3 6 N
cefaclor 2 1 4 2
Gardnerella vaginalis cefetamet 2 2110 4 1 2 i _l N
@) | cefixime 3] 9] 6 1] 2 1|
cefaclor 2 5 7 5 2 1
log log
~ 160
R 140- Bacteroides m} Cefetamet 10 Ceftbaten
é Jragilis
:O: 1204 GAI0558 8 Control 81 Control
E‘ 100 1/zmc / 1/2 MIC
5 8 : A / e
% 60 % " / (6.25u4g/ml)
o 404 o 4 4
g 201 d -
E 0o = : 2 \2 Mic 24 ‘\- 2 MIC
cefetamet  cefaclor cefixime cefazolin 4 MIC \ AMIC
100 — ) »

904

Bacteroides fragilis GA17955

24h

2

B

T (s

80
704
60
50
404
304
204
104

04

Relative rate of hydrolysis(%)

' : :
cefetamet  cefaclor cefixime cefazolin

100
90
80
70+
60
50
40
304
20+
104

Bacteroides fragilis GAI10150

Relative rate of hydrolysis(%)

cefaclor cefixime cefazolin

cefetamet

Fig. 1. Stability of cefetamet to various S-lactamases
from Bacteroides fragilis

Table 3,4,5 IZ/R L 72, 10%cfu/ml B:fE CHBET 2 &,

B. fragilis 38 %ic ¥ 5 CEMT, CFIX 3 X 1vrCCL
D MICsolx #0£F1 25, 12.5 8 £ 18200 xg/ml LI E
T#Y), CEMT (3 CFIX tiZIZRIEnHmE N #RL
720 Z DMIA BRIV 12 ERR MR 5 £, CEMT 1% B.
thetaiotaomicron, B. bivius, P. magnus, P. asacchar-

Fig. 2. Killing kinetics of cefetamet against Bacteroides
Sfragilis GAI 5562

olyticus =3t L THLZRH] & 0 1&V> MIC,, 2R L 72, B.
uniformis, B. intermedius, B. corporis, B. asacchar-
olyticus, P. anaerobius 23t Tix, CFIX ®Fht
CEMT & D&V MICso 2 R L 72, £ 72, BREH
Mobiluncus spp.i=x+¥ 25 E 113 CFIX, CCL X 0 &
FH 7255, G vaginalis \(23+¥ 5 H5E 1112 CCL,
CFIX tiZIZREETH - 1z,

3. B-lactamase 239 %3 CEMT NZ&EH

CEMT 3, B. fragilis > 3 % (GAI 0558, GAI 7955
B LU GAI10150) NEET LIERICOTHICHRES
iz, L LNRERTHSCFIX, CCL L) 2%
N&EETH-7% (Fig. 1),

4. B. fragilis DRFERIC RITT B

B. fragilis GAI5562 NRFERIBRIC RITTHE Y,
CETB % xfR3EH & L TRETL 72 (Fig. 2), B. fragilis
GAIL5562 icxt§ 5 CEMT 3 & ' CETB O XK EH#HK
HRETHOMICIZVTFNY 6.25ug/ml Th - 72,
CEMT 7 6.25 ug/ml i 6 B¢l & T B. fragilis 0 14
FEH RS 2 72hY, 4 BERBOBFMMEEF L. Lo L
12.5 ug/ml Ll LD WX B. fragilis 123t L Hoiyie
R TIRSH HURENCERL, 24 Bl coBERES
I uhole, B E L7 CETB LIIZELORE
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Table 6. Appearance of Clostridium difficile in murine caecum contents after 5 days’ dosing with cefetamet pivoxil, cefaclor,

cefotaxime or cefotetan

Days after finishing

No. of Clostriduim difficile in caecum contents

Antimicrobial”* Route . . (colony forming units/g)
h
the administration 2107 102 0° 10° 10° 106 107
cefetamet pivoxil p.o. 1 day 2% 2 1
7 days 5
cefaclor p.o. 1 day 5
7 days 5
cefotaxime s.C. 1 day 2 1 1 1
7 days 3 2
cefotetan s.C. 1 day 5
7 days 2 1 2

* . All mice (20 £ 1g) received antimicrobials at 100 mg/kg once a day for 5 days

** : Number of mice

Hotz,

5. 7w FEBARD C. difficile BE 8

CEMT-PI&DO#51H87%%, 5t 3CLn~72EH
BREYIC C. difficile & N7z, 5K T7HH
TIE 5 SIEE 4 C. difficile I3BRHEE N LD - 72,
B3R EL722CCL TREGFIEBHETHHEOW
FThoBsd C. difficle IREEN L 72, 72
CTX# 572 Tl3#%5HPEBHICS5LASEL,
CTTHES~7RATi3&%E5HPIE7THBIC5 LA 3 LI
C. difficile bt 3 7z (Table6),

m. =% -3

CEMT-PI i3, L < Bd% & 1L/:4£& 0 A iminometh-

oxy aminothiazoyl cephalosporin T4 %,

CEMT DA MEICNT 2 HE X7 | 7 4l3,
B. fragilis » B-lactamase k & i 4 #, B.
thetaiotaomicron R° B. ovatus @ indole f % B.
fragilis group, E. lentum, Clostridium o 3 Bf&I1 %t
L Tid 50 pg/mi LA Lo ety v MIC #7R L 7225,
oMo EREICIE, 12.5 ug/m]l LT MIC 2R L 72,

BRME > RO THEOEHAMKE T B.
fragilis group T&H 5, B. fragilis groupiZi3d B.
fragilis, B. thetaiotaomicron, B. distasonis, B. ovatus,
B. vulgatus, B. uniformis %k X EIN5EH, b
DACFERERNC N T 5 REHIIEREIC L > TRE - T
WBZEHRMLNT Y, FERERMED &l S
L5 B. fragilis |3 3T oxyimino cephalosporinase
PEET HH, FO—HNEZENE MO KIRSIC H
LIEFCHENZ XML TW B>, £Z TB.
fragilis \ZXt T AMBE N % A5 &, RENBENT > F £
) —TULEBEEROBRBH U EEY B. fragilis GAI 0558
# % & ¥ % high producer i3, JEEICEH W MIC L
WPRE LD 572NN, T FAM)—TIIRETE

%\ B. fragilis GALI 7000 # 8% & ¥ % B-lactamase
low producer i2xtL Tix, CCL X N ixa»icEN,
CFIX L ZIZRIFENHEER T~ L 2. AERKED
Lbmmbnd kHic CEMT i3 B. fragilis DEXET 3
B-lactamase i25f L, CCL X N2 2D ICKETH B Z
ENCCL L NENLHENEZRLLEVEDNDERE
EZbib,

B. fragilis USo B. fragilis group I22WTlE, B
PR 7 (AR Z L Id T 2 v Y, CEMT i3, vwb
W % Indole positive ? B. fragilis group IZ ¥ L Ti3,
B. uniformis D—EBx BN THHEH LR 2H
> 72, ¥ 72 B. fragilis group LIS\? Bacteroides spp.
D7 Tix, Pigmented Bacteroides, B. oris, B.
ureolyticus, Bacteroides gracilis, B. bivius, Bacter-
oides disiens NDREEHE ", CEMT i3, CFIX iz
YU SEE¥D B. oris, B. oralis, B. intermedius \=
MULMBER L)Y RLEHMIC 25 L 7245 B
bivius 1213 RR{E v MIC %/~ L 72, % 72, CEMT i35t
BRIEK| - [A%, B. ureolyticus 12 1338\ B H A RLT
A%, B. gracilis 1213 10%cfu/ml #:8& T 200 xg/ml LA E
EBFABENLGRE a2, CNLDEREIZWT
N TROBRRAE & BEL RV EE 2 L N 2 BANE
BTHb, 2N 5Hi2id CEMT 1,000 mg 1 @#5- T
BonsEEMPBE 10 xg/mlicEv MIC 2R3
BROUZEN, SHREBOEKRLINE L CRET2LE
HHb, TOMOBmIMERE IS L T CFIX = CCL
EBBDMBIRN AT b T L% Fo12ht, BREO—I
Y% bb P. anaerobius, C. perfringens, C. septicum
WXL TIECCL L N RRHBHEH LR E 24 -
7z, BCMAGERED LOMEND I L hHmLNT VS
Clostridium 2 BREICIHE N DT/ 2 L ic i3 kg4
BETH5BY,
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STEELIL, 1L¥ERERL -7 AICEKRE L2
B, EBRNEWRIC C. difficile " REMET 52 L %
#HEL TE&2Y, CEMT o C. difficile i2349 5 MIC
13200 pg/ml LA ETH 72, EH 1~2mg # 1B 1 [
27 RCET 3O E 6~7H) LLER
CEBERNBTYORFE L2 EML 2%, CEMT-PLi3s
WLE#IC C. difficile DREMBEZ51E8Z 3 CTX
FATDOERTHDZ LNz,

Bacterial vagionosis DERIZEHNOBAME (4
I2 Mobiluncus spp.) % G. vaginalis O BEBEFETH 5
EEZLNTWw AR, 4m, EHLIZ, CEMT D
bacterial vaginosis BE&EH» 5 W IIHET LD SBEL 72
Mobiluncus spp. & G. vaginalis (=33 2HEHICD
WTLRE EMZ 2, CEMTI26.254g/ ml T
Mobiluncus spp.DFEE #FHIEL 72, F72 25 ug/ml T
1% %8B < G. vaginalis &% %1t L 72, CEMT i
200 zg/ml o MIC #7R L 72 G. vaginalis 7 1 ¥kl 8-
lactamase # AL LW TH - 72,

ULk, CEMT 3R emIc L Wit h 2 F oK
#Ta» 0, CFIX E# B. fragilis i=3f L CCL & 1 58
KREFZHEN %R L 72, CEMT i35 REHIEHE C.
difficile I2X LTI LA EMEER 2RI v, =7
AERGI2EE L DERIIEARKIRSHH 5w izks
®iz C. difficile " REPEFET DUHEMDI H B Z L %
AL 72,

X 13
1) Wise R, Anorew J M, Pivock L J V : In wvitro
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ANTIMICROBIAL ACTIVITY OF CEFETAMET
AGAINST ANAEROBIC BACTERIA

Kunrtomo Watanase, Naoki Katon, Yosaivor: Muto, Kaort Banpos, Kazue UENo
Institute of Anaerobic Bacteriology, School of Medicine, Gifu University,

40 Tsukasa-cho, Gifu-shi 500, Japan

Cefetamet (CEMT), the active form of a newly developed cephalosporin, cefetamet pivoxil
(CEMT-PI), was microbiologically evaluated using 304 strains including an array of obligate and
some facultative anaerobic bacterial species, such as Gardnerella vaginalis and Caprocytophaga spp.,
and was compared with cefaclor (CCL) and cefixime (CFIX). Judging from the MICs obtained by
agar dilution technique, CEMT was uniformly active against a wide range of anaerobic bacterial
species, with MICs of 12.5 ug/ml or less, except against six species, Bacteroides fragilis, Bacteroides
thetaiotaomicron, Eubacterium lentum, Clostridium perfringens, Clostridium septicum and Clostridium
difficile. The antibacterial spectrum of CEMT against anaerobic bacteria was similar to those of CCL
and CFIX. CEMT was, however, as stable as CFIX and more so than CCL to 8- lactamases from
three representative strains of B. fragilis GAI0558, GAI10150 and GAI7955. The activity of CEMT
against 38 clinical isolates of B. fragilis was comparable to that of CFIX and stronger than that of
CCL. Against clinical isolates of Peptostreptococcus magnus and Peptostreptococcus asaccharolyticus it
was stronger than those of either CFIX or CCL. The MICs of CEMT against G. vaginalis and
Mobiluncus spp. were from 0.78 ~200xg/ml and 0.39~6.25ug/ml, respectively. The effect of CEMT
-PI on the cecal flora of mice was also investigated. When mice were given 100 mg/kg of CEMT-PI
for 5 days, C. difficile was isolated from three of five cecal specimens at a concentration of 102~10°
cfu/g.



