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Table 1. Clinical results of treatment with S-1108
Name Diagnosis , Dosage | Duration | Total | Clinical | Bacteriolo- | Side
No. Age Organisms ) .
Sex Underlying disease (mgxllme) (days) | (g) effect | gical effect |effects
KM Acute bronchitis N.F.
1 M ‘| 68 i 200%2 10 4.0 Good | Unknown | (=)
o =)
LH Secondary infection | H.influenzae
2 .F " | 82 | _of Bronchiectasis { 200%3 14 8.4 | Excellent | Eradicated| (~)
Bronchiectasis N.F.
H.T Chronic bronchitis | S.pneumoniae
3 F "l 69 i 100%x3 14 4.1 Good | Eradicated | (~)
(=) N.F.
LS Chronic bronchitis N.F. '
4 M 66 { 200x3 14 8.4 Poor | Unknown | (-)
Lung Cancer N.D. R
Chronic bronchitis N.D.
5 MM 7 } 200x3| 14 | 8.4 |, N | Unknown | (-)
Lung Cancer N.D. evaluable »
M.O Chronic bronchitis | Haemophilu sp.
6 M | 76 Lung Cancer i 200% 3 14 8.4 | Good |Eradicated| (-)
0ld pulmonary tuberculosis N.F.
Pneumonia N.D.
7|ME | } w0xg| 7 | 21| YO |Unknown| (-)
) N.D. evaluable
Y.K Pneumonia N.F.
8 M | 64 | 200% 3 14 8.0 Good | Unknown | (—)
Lung Cancer N.F.
0.J Pneumonia N.D.
9 M 33 i 200% 3 12 7.2 |Excellent| Unknown | (—)
(=) N.D.
T.Y Pneumonia N.F. )
10 F 42 i 200% 3 14 8.4 Good | Unknown | (=)
Bronchiectasis N.F.
HY Pneumonia N.D.
1177 3 ) 200X 3 14 8.4 | Good |Unknown| ()
) N.D.
Pneumonia N.F.
12 | Ml s ! 200x3| 14 | 84 | Not | Unknown | (=) ek
0ld pulmonary tuberculosis N.F. evaluable
M.M Pneumonia N.F.
13 Fo| % i 200% 3 6 3.4 |Excellent| Unknown| (—)
(=) (=) .

N.D, : not done

N.F. : normal flora
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2) Yoshida T, Hamashima Y, Komatsu Y,

Clinical study of S-1108 in respiratory infections

Masaru Nakagawa and Eiro Tsubura
Department of Internal Medicine, Toneyama National Hospital,
5-1 -1 Toneyama, Toyonaka 560, Japan

The new oral cephem antibiotic S-1108 was assessed to treat 13 patients with respiratory
tract infections. They included | case each of acute bronchitis and bronchiectasis, 4 cases
of chronic bronchitis and 7 cases of pneumonia. Three patients were unevaluable, and
thus the effectiveness of the antibiotic was assessed in the remaining 10 cases. Clinical
improvement, judged on the basis of symptoms, clinical findings and X-ray results, was
excellent in 3 cases, good in 6 cases and “no effect” in 1 case. Thus, 9 cases out of 10
were judged good or better. No side effects could be detected, and the 1 case of adverse
reaction consisted of a modest rise in CK value.



