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Table 1-1. Clinical summary of UTI patients treated with cefepime
A Treatment Bacteriuria® Evaluation**
ge .
Cna;e (y) | Diagnosis | poge Duration| Symptoms® Pyuria* MIC 10° Sf;det-
- . effects
Sex (gx/day) Route (days) Species Count (ug/ml) UTI | Dr
fever + \
o flank pain + H Streptococcus sp. 10 ND
1 AUP 1.0x2 d.i. 5 fair —
F 4
" + - 0

AUP : acute uncomplicated pyelonephritis

* Before treatment/after treatment

**UTI : criteria by the UTI Committee

Dr : Dr's evaluation

*T734 KKy X E 1-2-3
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Table 1-2. Clinical summary of UTI patients treated with cefepime
A Treatment Bacteriuria* Evaluation®*
Case | /'8¢ Diagnosis Catheter | UTI . MIC Side-
) | ——12BN0°1° . . .
no. S(y Underlying disease | (route) | group Dose Route Duration | Symptoms* | Pyuria Species Count 10 UTI Dr effects
ex (gx/day) (days)
(yeg/ml)
. _ S. epidermidis . 0.78
9 72 ccp _ G6 | 05x2 | di 5 | —- 4 E. faecalis 10 100 [moderate| fair -
M renal stone - + — 0
62 CCC . - + _ 0 -
_ x L P, —
3 M BPH 1.0X2 | di. 5 — — — 0 fair
86 CCC + . - + E. faecium 108 >400
[ A . X —_— —_— —
! M bladder tumor | (urethra) Gl | 10x2 | di. 5 — i E. faecium 10° > 400 poor poor
75 CCC + . = + P. retigeri 10° ND +
B —_— - 5X A —_— 1
5 M | prostatic carcinoma | (urethra) G-1 | 05x%2 d.i 5 — — — 0 excellent | good GOTI.GPT)
P. aeruginosa | 10° 12.5
- + | ———|—
6 7 L - G-4 | 05%2 | di. 5 — |—— | A. faecalis " 50 poor poor -
M | prostatic carcinoma - 4 10
YLO
38 CcCcp + . - + — 0 .
7 0x2 i 5 _ _
M renal stone (nephrostomy) 1o di — — — 0 fair
62 CcCcC . - + YLO 10°
— x L R —
8 M BPH 1.0x%2 di. 5 — YLO 0 good
78 CCC . - — _ 0 -
9 M BPH 1.0x2 | di. 5 — — — 0 fair -
S. marcescens 6.25
+ | * J
w | 7 ¢ — 1.0x2 | di. 5 pm —_ YLO 10 excellent -
M bladder tumor _ _ = 5
pm +
+ . epidermidi s .
11 ?\2 I(S:(PEEI - G-2 | 1.0X2 | di. 5 uf+ % S zpzdjrmzdzs 1((;! 039 moderate | excellent -
+
+ + ¢ .
| L - G4 | 10x2 | di 5 uf S. marcescens | _10° | 625 | cilent|excellent| —
M | urethral stricture - - - 0
64 ccc . uf + + — 0 .
13 M BPH 1.0x2 | di. 5 T T — 0 fair
CCC - + S. 10° 12.5
14 69 | CCC — G4 | 1.0x2 | di. 5 _— marcescens | | =22 | excellent | excellent -
F bladder tumor - - - 0
67 cce ] * " = 0
el 0x2 1. —_— _— -
15 M BPH 1.0 d.i 5 — T — 0 poor
pm +
67 CCC . uf + + YLO 104 .
16 - 1.0x2 d.i. 5 _— —_ | f: -
M BPH ' + +++ YLO 10° ar
+
50 cce pm ok YLO 10¢
1 _— — 1.0x2 di. 5 uf+ | — ] _— fai -
TlwMm neurogenic bladder ! — - — 0 ar
_ P. putida .| 625
18 ii gg; - 1.0x2 | di. 5 |— —-f_— A. wlciaceliazs 12 3.13 excellent -
50 ccc ] - " = 0 .
- e — 0x2 i, LA B —
19 F bladder tumor 10 di 5 + - 0 fair
56 CCC . - 4 S. marcescens | 10° 12.5
_— - G4 | 1.0x2 d.i. 5 _ —_— t llent -
2 F bladder tumor ! _ T — 0 moderate | excellen
68 ccc — . uf + + — 0 _
21 M BPH 1.0x2 d.i. 5 " -——_H_ — —0 _— poor
pm +
68 ccc . uf + + — 0
—_— - 0x i T _— k -
2 F bladder tumor Loxz | di 5 + ++ - 0 uninown
+
78 CCC . - + S. marcescens | 107 1.56
2 —_— - 1.0x2 d.i. 5 _— llent -
* | F | Dladder tamor ' - = - 0 excetlen
82 PPI . - + A. faecalis 108 200
— . 0x i _— _— d -
24 M BPH G-2 1.0%x2 d.i 5 — m — 0 moderate| goo

CCP ' chronic complicated pyelonephritis

CCC : chronic complicated cystitis
BPH : benign prostatic hypertrophy
. post prostatectomy infection

PPI

* Before treatment/after 5days treatment
**UTI : criteria by the UTI Committee

Dr

: Dr's evaluati

ion

pm : pain on micturition

uf . urinary frequency

YLO : yeast like organism
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MRTHB LEIG, Hxh4Bl, 826 CHRE  HELTII 6/8, BMBBRETIIL, #7—TVERE
137/9 TH-72 (Table 2), FEBITIE 1/2, AT —T NVIERERER TIL 6/7 DAER)
L ZERRRERAIC AR L RE T 2 L, Bk FTHo7 (Table 3),

Table 2. Overall clinical efficacy of cefepime in complicated UTI

Log ) )
X .
[ 1.0g 2/day, 5-day treatment
Pyuria Effect on
Bacterioria Cleared Decreased Unchanged bacteriuria
Eliminated 4 7
Decreased
Replaced 1 1
Unchanged 1 1
Effect on pyuria 3 6 patiengt total
lz] Excellent 3
:] Moderate 4 overall efficacy rate
7/9
l | Poor (including failure) 2
Bacteriological response
Total no. of strains Eradicated Persisted*
10 9 1

*Regardless of bacterial count

Table 3. Overall clinical efficacy of cefepime classified by the type of infection

Overall
Group No. of patients Excellent | Moderate | Poor efficacy
rate
group 1 (indwelling catheter) 2 1 1 1/2
group 2 (post-prostatectomy) 2 2 2/2
Monomicrobial
TI
infection group 3 (upper UTI)
group 4 (lower UTI) 4 2 1 1 3/4
sub-total 8 3 3 2 6/8
group 5 (indwelling catheter)
Polymicrobial . .
1
infection group 6 (no indwelling catheter) 1 1/1
sub-total 1 1 1/1
Total 9 3 4 2 7/9
Overall
Indwelling catheter No. of patients Excellent | Moderate | Poor efficacy
rate
Yes 2 1 1 1/2
No 7 2 4 1 6/7
Total 9 3 4 2 7/9
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Table 4. Relation between MIC and bacteriological response to cefepime treatment in complicated UTI

MIC (ug/ml) Inoculum size 10° bacteria/ml Not
Isolate Total
=0.39 0.78 1.56 3.13 6.25 125 25 50 100 >100 done
S. epidermidis 1/1 1/1 2/2
E. faecalis 1/1 1/1
E. faecium 0/1 0/1
S. marcescens 1/1 2/2 3/3
P. retigeri 1/1 1/1
P. aeruginosa 1/1 1/1
A. faecalis 1/1 1/1
Total 1/1 1/1 1/1 3/3 1/1 1/2 1/1 9/10

No. of strains eradicated/no. of strains isolated
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CEFEPIME IN PATIENTS WITH URINARY TRACT INFECTION
Kazushi Seo?, Seiji Fujiwara®, Akihiro Usui?”, Tsuguo Iwasa®, Tsuguru Usui", Taiji Kitano?

YDepartment of Urology, Hiroshima University School of Medicine,
1-2-3 Kasumi, Minami-ku, Hiroshima 734, Japan

»Department of Urology, Chuden Hospital

A clinical study of cefepime at daily dose of 0.5 or 1.0 g for 5 days was performed in 24 patients
with urinary tract infection. According to the criteria of the Japanese UTI Committee, nine patients
with complicated urinary tract infection could be evaluated. The following results were obtained.

1. The efficacy rates for pyuria and bacteriuria were 3/9 and 7/9 respectively. The results were
excellent in 3 cases, moderate in 4, and poor in 2. An overall clinical efficacy rate of 7/9 was obtained.

2. Bacteriologically, 9 organisms were eradicated and 1 persisted out of 10 strains.

3. A slight and transient abnormal laboratory finding was observed in 1 case.



