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Table 1. The clinical efficacy of cefluprenam treatment for burn wound infection

case Age Diagnosis BSA Predose Dose duration Isolated bacteria Clinical Side effect
no. Sex drug (g X times X day) (before/after) efficacy other
E. coli Ht
40 . . ABPC P. aeruginosa H
1 F Burn wound infection 14% PIPC 1x2x8 P mirabilis W good (—)
(=)
60 . . PIPC P. aeruginosa H
2 M Burn wound infection 33% CAZ 1x2x4 ——T)—— excellent (-)
a S. epidermidis it
3 M Burn wound infection 79% CZON 2X2X6 E. faecalis + good (—)
(-)
45 P a HOS
4 F Burn wound infection 58% OFLX 2X2x7 eruginos it fair (—)
P. aeruginosa H
25 P. aeruginosa
5 M Burn wound infection 38% CPR 1x2x7 amos i fair (=)
P. aeruginosa #
Ret 0—22
82 S. aureus -
6 F Burn wound infection 15% PIPC 1x2x7 ————H unevaluable Eos 121
S. aureus + Lym 2—12
ALP 170—494
22 o S. epidermidis  H GOT 37-52
7 M Septicemia 12% (=) 2x2x8 _— excellent GPT 52—88
=) ALP 222278

BSA: burn surface area
ABPC: ampicillin, PIPC: piperacillin, CAZ: ceftazidime, CZON: cefuzonam, OFLX: ofloxacin, CPR: cefpirome

Table 2. Laboratory findings before (B) and after (A) treatment

case RBC Hb Ht WBC Plt GOT | GPT | ALP | LDH | y-GTP BUN S-Cr
no. (X10*/mm?®) (g/dD) (%) (/mm?) (x10*/mm?) (1Y) (IU) (118} ) ) (mg/dl) (mg/dl)
1 B 388 11.6 34.3 5,900 26.8 38 148 356 197 129 10.7 0.4
A 322 9.9 29.9 4,700 36.5 66 175 661 237 114 76 0.3
9 B 391 12.4 35.9 10,700 39.2 42 53 274 368 75 11.3 0.7
A 368 11.8 34.8 7,800 41.3 25 38 222 334 59 14.0 0.7
3 B 374 11.3 34.6 11,600 35.9 27 30 385 517 155 0.5
A 363 10.8 33.4 6,300 32.8 22 26 286 334 13.0 0.5
s B 280 8.1 25.5 9,000 42.6 35 25 523 177 103 6.0 0.6
A 329 10.0 30.0 6,400 15 14 419 191 71 6.5 0.7
5 B 388 11.7 35.0 7,200 58.6 12 13 158 241 14 7.8 0.5
A 340 10.1 31.0 11,300 77.8 13 14 128 190 11 10.4 0.4
6 B 307 9.3 29.3 11,200 27.2 33 14 170 858 26.8 0.7
A 339 10.4 343 9,100 13.2 40 28 494 922 41 44.6 0.7
7 B 345 11.5 33.1 14,800 25.0 37 52 222 428 63 8.6 0.7
A 272 8.6 25.2 8,600 41.7 52 88 278 232 39 7.8 0.7

CRP15.0, BfBAIERORA, Mg, #o0m, BEnrogk  HER, #helr.

ERTRAWMBL, BIEEL ) P ceruginosa L7 n. % =

%2 T4 5B L # % piperacillin2g/ B #* & ceft- gL F—Is TARIEERT 5 &) L EER
azidime 1 g/HIZEE L 2hFaes, 8 AI13ALNA  BREOBRIER KM ) ¥ —HIEOWIE L RIEFEET
#ICFLP 1240 $e2 72, 2g/ BTG L2 E 2 A, BE 2L ) ZOREAP ¢ 2 LIZHEET, SETHINS CHIE
L THML, 3HEICIAERR AKELUHEL, £ RILDLNTHEY.

Belbhiion b i, S50 4 BE, 5@ 8g THRTL  ZORRE L TRMIZERRTS B RER £ Ok,
r2h¥, HeBAeT 16 MERE 7,800/mm?, CRP 6.4, fKif M7 & ) AIPASNE 325 2 EHTERT, AIFASEE [
EB, P. aeruginosa DK % W2 L, AFOBEHE  F TOM, BIHEAKEREML, 77 LBEED
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8/11 8/12 8/13  8/14 8/15

8/16  8/17  8/18

PIPC 2 g/day

Antibiotics

[ CAZ lg/dale CFLP 2g/day

Bacteria

P. aeruginosat++ — —

39.0

38.04—

Temp

BSA I degree 33%

WBC 7,700
CRP 13.1 15.0

PIPC: piperacillin, CAZ : ceftazidime, CFLP : cefluprenam

Fig. 1.
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4BRHPBREIN L -2 28HIZ 1 BT ZB%H 1 4 A,
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FHEMIZOWTIZLBITT L LX—BEfER % & B
RHEKIZESH LT, 2 F CHEKARMER, FEEBR,

1) o3

No. 2 60 y.o. Male Burn wound (infection).
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The clinical efficacy of cefluprenam treatment to burn wound infection

Hiroto Ikeda, Kunio Kobayashi

Trauma and critical care center, Teikyo university school of Medicine
2-11-1 Kaga, Itabashi-ku Tokyo Japan

Seven burn patients (6 patients with burn wound infection and 1 patient with septicemia) recieved
cefluprenam (1 or 2 g), b. i. d for 4—8 days. The clinical efficacy was excellent in 2 cases, good in 2, fair
in 2 and unevaluable in 1 (efficacy rate 67%). As for bacteriological response, Escherichia coli (1 strain),
Proteus mivabilis (1 strain), Staphylococcus epidermidis (2 strains), Enterococcus faecalis (1 strain) and
Pseudomonas aeruginosa (2 in 4 strains).
were eradicated, but, P. aeruginosa (2 strains) in severe burn wound infection were unchanged. The number
of colonies of Staphylococcus aureus isolated in 1 patient was decreased after treatment. No adverse drug
reaction was noted, but abnormal laboratory changes were observed in 2 patients.



