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Table 1. Clinical summary of complicated UTI patients treated with cefepime
Treatment Bacteriuria® Evaluation®*
Patient| Age Diagnosis Catheter | UTI Symp- - Side-
no. | (y) |5 Underlying condition | (route) | group | Dose o~ Duration| toms® Pywia Species N MIC UTl effects
(g x/day) oute (days) Species Count C Dr
CCC + . - H P. acruginosa 10¢ 125
1 % | M|————— G-1 05%x2 | i.wv. 4 — —
prostatic cancer | (urethra) +H P. aeruginosa 10 12.5 moderate|  good
cce _ H S. epidermidis 10° 1.56 hot flushes
2 (69| M |——————— - G4 | 05x2 [iv. | LS S. epidermidis 10° | 1.56 unknown | abdominal
prostatic cancer - +H N .
Candida sp. 10° pain

*F910-11 #H IR EHIIRMNT FAR 23
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Table 1. Continued
Treatment Bacteriuria* Evaluation**
Patient| Age Sex Diagnosis Catheter | UTI Symp- Pyuria* Side-
no. | (y) Underlying condition | (route) | group | Dose Duration| toms* . effects
(g/day) Route (days) Species Count | MIC UTI Dr
S. aureus 10* 200
CCC — H P. aeruginosa 10* | 313
3 72| M prostatic cancer G-6 05%X2 | i.v. 5 — — E. Jaecium 0+ | 400 moderate| good —
Candida sp. 104
E. coli 10® 0.05
CCp + H E. faecalis 10% 50 .
4 79| F NBD G-6 0.5%2 | i v. 5 - m E. faecium 0| 400 poor fair —
Candida sp. 10°
CCC + . - H P. aeruginosa 10° | 3.13
2! M - 5 -— -
5 5 injury of urethra | (cystostomy) Gl Ix2 | di 5 _ — A. olosorydans 0° | >400 moderate| good
CCC + . + + P. aeruginosa 10° | 6.25
6. 8| M BPH (urethra) G-1 1x2 | d.i 5 — TN P aeruginosa 0 625 moderate | excellent -
; 7
7 67 | M C,CC — G-4 1x2 | i v 5 H i £ coli 107 | 005 moderate| good —
prostatic cancer - + _
CCC _ - 7
8 77 | M BPH — G-4 1x2 |iv. 5 — H g /;:ndxx :gz 156 moderate| poor —
NBD H# andida sp.
+ . coli S 0!
9 |75|F ECB% - Ga | 1x2 |iv.| 5 |—= T £ coli 10° | 0025 | oderate| good -
_ P. aeruginosa 10° | 0.39
10 [ 78| M - cec wremnra) | G5 | 1x2 |dil| s S E. cloacae | 10° | 0.1 excellent|  —
prostatic cancer Candida sp. |
CCP . coli 10° .
11 16 | F VUR - G-3 1x2 iv. 5 ﬁ{’ T E_wh 0 ﬂ moderate| good -
P. aeruginosa 10" | 6.25
CCP + +H H# P. rettgeri 107 | 0.025 .
12 |61 [ M BPH (cystostomy) G-5 1x2 iv. 5 — Y P, aeraginosa o | poor fair
P. pseudoalcaligenes | 10* | >400
_ S. epidermidis 10° 200
13 |65 | M CC? — G-6 1X2 | di| 5 H Candida sp. 10° good -
renal pelvic tumor - - — e
CCC : chronic complicated cystitis *Before treatment **UTI : criteria proposed by the UTI Committee
CCP : chronic complicated pyelonephritis After treatment Dr : Dr’s evaluation
NBD : neurogenic bladder dysfunction
BPH : benign prostatic hypertrophy
VUR ! vesicoureteral reflux
Table 2. Clinical summary of prostatitis and epididymitis cases treated with cefepime
i i Treatment Bacteriuria* Evaluation** |
Patient | Age Sex Diagnosis | Catheter ! Symptoms’ | Pyuria* Side-
no. | (y) Underlying condition | (route) | Dose g . |Duration Species | Count| MIC Dr | effects
(gx/day) (days)
acute prostatitis +H S P— _
1 64 M —‘W — 1x2 1. V. 5  — S epidermidis 10?2 > 400 gOOd -
Candida sp. | 107
epididymitis + H# | P. aeruginosa | 10° 12.5
2 61| M p—B};yH—— — | 1x2 [di| s o hd =22 excellent| —
E. cloacae 108 1.56
g . + ;
3 73| M M ( -:h ) 1x2 | d.i 5 | — A E. faecium 10 | >400 |excellent| —
urethra — + -, -
BPH Candida sp. 10

*Before treatment

After treatment

**Dr : Dr’s evaluation
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Table 3. Overall clinical efficacy of cefepime in complicated UTI
0.5g X2 or 1.0gx2/day, 4~5day treatment

Bacteriuria Pyuria Cleared Decreased Unchanged bzif;itiu(:-?a
Eliminated :: 3 1 4
Decreased 2 2
Replaced 2 1 3
Unchanged 1 1
Effect on pyuria 2 3 5 patier;; total

@ Excellent 0
overall efficacy rate
l: Moderate 8 8/10

: Poor (including failure) 2

Bacteriological response

Total no. of Eradicated Persisted*
strains
13 10 3

*Regardless of bacterial count

Table 4. Bacteriological response to cefepime in complicated UTI
(0.5g %2 or 1.0g x2/day)

Isolate No. of strains Eradicated Persisted*
S. aureus 1 1
E. faecalis 1 1
E. coli 4 4
P.aeruginosa 5 2 3
C. freundii 1 1
P. rettgeri 1 1
Total 13 10 3

*Regardless of bacterial count

Table5. Overall clinical efficacy of cefepime classified by the type of infection (0.5g X2 or 1.0gx2/day)

Group No. of patients || Excellent | Moderate Poor Qverall
efficacy rate
group 1 (indwelling catheter) 3 3 3/3
. ) group 2 (post-prostatectomy) 0
Monomlcrobla] group 3 (upper UTI) 1 1 1/1
infection group 4 (lower UTI) 3 3 3/3
sub-total 7 7 7/7
) ) group 5 (indwelling catheter) 1 1 0/1
.POIYmICTObla] group 6 (no indwelling catheter) 2 1 1 1/2
infection
sub-total 3 1 2 1/3
Total 10 0 8 2 8/10
Indwelling No. of patients || Excellent | Moderate Poor Qverall
catheter efficacy rate
Yes 4 3 1 3/4
No 6 5 1 5/6
Total 10 0 8 2 8/10
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CLINICAL USEFULNESS OF CEFEPIME FOR UROGENITAL
TRACT INFECTION

Osamu Wada", Yukishige Isomatsu®, Kenichiro Okada®,
Masaru Gobara?, Yasuo Shimizu?

YDepartment of Urology, Fukui Medical School,
23 Shimoaizuki, Matsuoka-cho, Yoshida-gun, Fukui 910-11, Japan
?Department of Urology, Kenwakai Ohtemachi Hospital

The usefulness of cefepime for urogenital tract infection was clinically evaluated according to the
criteria proposed by the Japanese UTI Committee. The overall efficacy in 10 cases were moderate
in 8 and poor in 2. Side effects were observed in 1 patient (hot flushes and abdominal pain), but were
mild in degree.



