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Table 1. Clinical efficacy of cefepime
Case | Age Sex Diagnosis Dailyvdose Duration| Total Bacteriological Clipical Side -

no. (y) (gxtimes) | (days) |dose (g) effect efficacy effects
1 38 M phlegmon 1x2 45 9 excellent (=)
2 29 M phlegmon 1X2 55 11 decreased good (=)
3 48 F phlegmon 1%x2 7 14 eradicated good (=)
4 18 M phlegmon 1X2 8 16 good (=)
5 60 F erysipelas 1X2 3 6 excellent (=)
6 37 M erysipelas 1%x2 6 12 eradicated excellent (=)
7 52 M erysipelas 1X2 75 15 good (=)
8 68 M erysipelas Oéig g 13 good (=)
9 20 M secondary infection 1X2 5 10 eradicated good (=)
10 63 M | infectious atheroma 1x2 45 9 excellent (=)
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Table 2. Bacteriological effect of cefepime

Case Isolated Bacteriological
no. organism MIC(xg/ml) effect
2 Streptococcus group G decreased
Staphylococcus aureus 156 eradicated
6 Streptococcus milleri 0.025 eradicated
Streptococcus bovis 0.1 eradicated
Staphylococcus aureus 1.56 eradicated
9
Pseudomonas aeruginosa 0.78 eradicated
10 Bacillus subtilis

EEL 72,

FRRRZNR | 58T (BRDBEIZZOESE) O
EMBEEL L LITHH, R, ERE oMy
REBICANT, “FR, B, RRHRT, “EHT
D4R THEL 7,

HMHEFOHR  BRE L HEINIREBEIC OV T
THRT, BT, “ERMAT, “FETOLEBETHEL
720

CFPM #%#4#5-L 72 10 Bl ERIRE# % Table 1 127K
T Ex 4B (40 %), BHh6 B (60 %) THZIE 100
%T#H -1, CFPM DRk E5&lL 6~16 g THF# 115
g Th -1z, MBEFBMETIE, 45h 5 THROME H
&N (Table 2), Streptococcus group G (2B
LCiz 4z RIFEN T2 MIC IZABATH 5, Bacil-
lus subtilis 12 L CTIZIBAHEBROTHEMLGTETE
Wb HED LA L7z, IRVHETE DI 4
BT, kI, WOIBITH-72, b, EFEAIC
LTI BRI e BIVER 2 4 U 72 R % <, BRIR
BREMBTLARICE S EEZ LN RELHIEDH S
Nh-oiz,

BEREBUC BT 2 BE BB IR ODIMEWE T
BIRATRE L IEBI D BV b, BEBHEMARHEL V- K
B, WERR U ENEBRKBD D 2 BEDBYEEN
B, BEILLDLILDPHDLDOTARD ) ZMEF DA
RESVEE % 5, 40 10 fEFIIc CFPM 2/ L
TEBUCERUEEEBICL VBB TH - 72, MY
BUCIZABI L »HEIN T W T, BIENL = &
T2 e whs, BB & 17z Staphylococcus aureus 2 #&
&b MIC 1.56 ug/ml THIEk & %> 72, BIVER, B
R ETURICRIBIZ 2 <, AN K EREEIC B
T B REREIC N L CRRALER L E2 sz,

X 13

1) Kessler R E, Bies M, Buck R E, Chisholm D R,
Pursiano T A, Tsai Y H, Misiek M, Price K E,
Leitner F - Comparison of a new cephalosporin,
BMY 28142, with other broad-spectrum g-
lactam antibiotics. Antimicrob Agents Chemoth-
er 27 : 207~216, 1985

2) Steele, Jr ] C H, Edwards B H, Rissing J P :
In-vitro activity of BMY 28142, a new aminothi-

azolyl cephalosporin. J Antimicrob Chemother
16 © 463~468, 1985



540 CHEMOTHERAPY JUNE 1991

CLINICAL EVALUATION OF CEFEPIME
FOR INFECTIOUS SKIN DISEASES
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Shotaro Harada
Department of Dermatology, Kanto Teishin Hospital,
5-9-22 -Higashi-gotanda, Shinagawa-ku, Tokyo 141, Japan

The clinical efficacy of a new cephalosporin, cefepime (CFPM), was investigated in 10 patients ;
4 with phlegmon, 4 with erysipelas, 1 with secondary infection and 1 with infectious atheroma. CFPM
was administered intravenously at a dose of 0.5~1.0g two times a day for 3~8 days. Clinical response
to CFPM was excellent in 4 cases and good in 6 cases. Bacteriological response was “eradicated” in
3 cases and "decreased” in 1 case. There were no side effects nor abnormal laboratory findings.



