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MRSA JEYx % £ 5 VR IEB MR E - ABRIBEDT-OHD
HHBENRIF OB & ORIFIFR) - EEPAEM

BefifE s 5 — IR
RANFRHEIE BT BT

1. IICHIT

MEPER HERORERRERE & U THEAT RUKE, SEEKE, 1 7 = PE, BLORIREZR
ERHLINTND., ZRHERED O S, HET7 FYKREOBEFRITK 50% T, FTH AF Y itk
07 K v EKEE (methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus : MRSA)D (5 & 2 & & XU 4EEE N3 DA 2 &
%. MRSA (TG Lo P H 2 TIERSMED & 2 TR S A& L9 2 & O D58 2ITITBRE T X 22V ViE
B2 <, HEETERE LToBEIR TS,

7' v — K& (Burow’s solution) & 13 19 HA 1% =12 K1 D& AfiKarl August Burow (1809 —1874)1Z L ¥
I - A E LTERESNTpH K30, FHRT LI =7 AFETHHY. BOkTIL, BEICELET
Mkt L CEA SNLTERY, 20 & HicinTh, 7 e —KiESeF OMOFET VI =7 AKIZET 5
AL SN D, FBEICRWTIE, FNIOE AR (1920 4)ICHET VI =7 Ak s LTI
I, BIECME, EEIE LCTER STV ER, 0%, FUEWE O RIZ XY 2o REE T
KT L, FHINKIE (1971 4£) THIBRESNDICE 72, &iIThorpHlE, USPHELD 7' o — Kk % HiRD
o DBV IRIE T B RERE 67 FllCAEHRE LTHERAL, EERAEMRNZ2< 2% RNRD bR,
I 81% THEME A= 1k L7- & W ) AR 28 L7722, ZHh a2, AFTH WL S ERERE <
7o —KiE (EICBPERY Z T HABEIMHEA L, ZOaHMERERE S TVEY. KRR E £
MEAHZ BT 2003 45 4 H LV, ZHIMHEREIC L DAL T H - SAHEREE 72 STk L TARK %
AL, BUFREREEEZFTND.

Ta—RIREIT R LI XD ICH T VI =T AR TH 2703, £ OMBLHRIEIIAEOFEF H T
#7255 T4 (Table 1). Table 2 |25 [E 3K/ 5 (BP)EHLD 7' — K DAL 27~ LTz, BPCIEMmiRE T /L
=T LIF10 KF & 22 o T D DI L, BUE B ARKDESIOFREE TR SN TV AT (Fai ==
bt BENEAS~ = 2 7OV TR AERA S LTS, F72, USPTIHAEE T L =7 A TR <R
MR T VX = U A2 HEERE LTHY, DoLERE L THAR TIERS A VEBE VTN D.
MartindalelZ, 7 —Kijg e LT BPYEMLORIA], USPULH; »Aluminum Acetate Topical Solution, 3 X
Aluminum Subacetate Topical Solution” & ZFL# L CF Y, 7o —KiK & ITHRD 72 HERT LI =
LSO T % LI L TWAY, 22 HiHE T L I =7 A (aluminum acetate) & V5 4D & L1126, 1k
FHEERNER2EEOILEY, T 72 H AI(CHCO,)s, AI(OH)(CH3CO,),, AlLO(CH3CO,)4,
Al(OH)3(CH3COy)s72 ENXNE E 5. %, BT LV =7 A LT D25 AITIERIERR T VI =7 5%
BTz enzL, &6l HRAERMST VI =7 LZB VT, EFo ALO(CH;CO,), X
AI(OH)(CH3CO2): 8 & £ 41 % . Al(CH3CO )T FMEFET VX =0 A TH DD, ZOEMITEEE LT
DHFIEL, DO LLOFHEBFRT VI =0 L —MPEH LR L TNDEBEZ LTV,

ZDOEINE, Te—KREOMTREIFEA B> THHONRBIRTH Y, ZORAIZA IR
FDFEETR LIZHOWTH AR RN Z V. RIFFETIE, BERARDOESHORPECTHH I TV 25 Fhi
BASRBEENRA~ = 27V (g7 VI =7 LERY) 2 HFEIREEE LT o)y & LIS
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T —RiEZME L, ZOMERLLEMER SWHTFHIME I T RGFORLE, B ILUMRSA~DH
EIEPEIC T RIFOEBICO VTR L. £/, ALK ICK D7 v —KiRoORBIZIE, 4~5 A% %
THEO LD RELRHBEORBENLEEND. T2 THREIN TN D 2HEOHFIEMEEET LI =7 4,
(DAILO(CH3CO,) * nH08 K TY @ AI(OH)(CHZCO,), % HIFE AL & L CTHVY, BPILS D7 v — ik & [Fl—

DWE BB GTHRET VI =05 (LT% TV =0 LER) WiROREFEIEIZ OV T HHE L
7.

Table 1. Preparations for various Burow’s solutions listed in pharmacopoeia

Preparation Main component
Aluminum Subacetate Topical Solution
(Aluminum subacetate) Al(OH)(CH3CO,),
USP
Aluminum Acetate Topical Solution Al(CH3COy)3
(Aluminum acetate: Burow’s solution)
BP Aluminium Acetate Ear Drop Al(OH)(CH3CO5),
(Aluminum subacetate: Burow’s solution) + Aly(C4H406)3
JP Aluminum Acetate Solution Al(OH)(CH3COy,).
(Aluminum subacetate) + Alx(C4H406)3
2. 7 &

[BEAZEY]  Ee7 L3 = A () (ALO(CHCO,) » NH0), ~FHAF Lo T RT3y, filie
B, AFL oy REEE (BHILZERR S, BFRT LS =7 & (M) (AI(OH)(CH3CO)) (7 /L K Y
F), BOKERT VI =0 A, Ak, KRRV T L, 0.1wiv% Xylenol Orangelaif (Rl T2 k
X&), 7= VBE - 1KY (Fh 747 27 BRAEH), BLOEE Gua B ASH) 2 iz,
F7o, BORFEMIZ, Mueller-Hinton Agar#s L U"Mueller-Hinton Broth (DIFCO#Y) Z{#ifH L 7=.

[7 e —KEOFR] ~ o —Kiki%, British Pharmacopoeia (BP ’88) [ZHEHL L 7= FAGIZA I Dbt
NI~ = = 7 WG, KBRS SR I TR L. S 7bt, SRR T L
= UL 225 QIR A — 8 T EICE A, WREREROK 650 mLCMRTE, 24 BFHIEHER, WL A
i# (Advanteckt:, EMEIEMENO. 2), AilZ WIEKSEIK T
650 mL & L7z, FLEKNTERER I /L2 7 2 100 gL IR ERTFE
K 100 mLAE I AFFO L, 2 O WM L2 fiig 7 v

Table 2. Prescription of Burow’s solution

Aluminum sulfate 225 g =T ARREVETOMZ, SOICEIREMNZ T
Acetic acid (33%) 250 mL H 35 L2225 3 HRIKE L, D% LA
Tartaric acid 45¢g wAHL, AWICEAREZNA, SHIZAELTHRL
Calcium carbonate 100 g 723,

Purified water 750 mL [7 2 — RO REITE] 7 & — i 08K 0 2

E LT, WD pH, RiEE, BIOT VI =0 ARE
ZHRIE L. BEEIL, KEETECTT ANV I 7 ad AF A—4— OSMOTRON—10 7 (RION)
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EROVTHIE L, AHEHKIIET 2RBELE LTELLLE (BBEL = RBHARKIEFH S kDR
FHIE). WEHRIKF OT VI =0 MR, BP RO FIEIZHEYY, Xylenol Orange fE7-3E & AEFEERIZ &
HWEEICE VEE L, WSS L D ERHEIIL T LI =7 A L LT 5~50 mg/100 mL f£E Th
B8, ABHAR ZREEK T 100 AR U CTHEA Lz, FRREHRIRO 7V I =0 A& EICH L TR
?® 0.05 M EDTA R K 2Nz, AF ALy FERFEZHEE L LT1 M NaOH THHRIL, WhigKind <
30 3N L 3% L— FEOULZ5ERE S 7. HIRIZKE L, 2 M iRl LUONEME A & L TAF I ATF LT
N7 v (fdh) &Mz, %o EDTA % 0.05 M AEEREMEHER CHiiE L=, REHRERTOT7 LI =
UL (Al) BREENL, INZ 7 EDTA FEHEIR IS KON E IR L - RN iR O &% 2 hZh AmL, B
mL&L, WREKVEMHLE :
Al (mg/100mL) = (A—B) Xx0.05X26.98

T —REO MBI RIETEYREORECOVWT L REICHRI L. Rl e —KikE, &
T ARSA TV (10 mL) Tt (4C) I2T5 » AL, TOHOEERD pH, &L, BIW
TN =0 LREZAE L.

[7 0 —RBROLREMRIZKIETTEABOEE] FRIECSIWEEOBRENRAI~ = = 7 /WZHE B AR %
Mx TR L7277 —KiK (@ &, EABEM2TICHM LK (b) %2, Tt 728,71
B (10 mL) OEZRIZALL, WAT 4C) I[ZTRAFL, RIFANCILEROFELZBIRZ L. £72, (@), (b)
DYRIR % T IEIRERK & 5 VN % pH O H7e 5 0.1 M BERE — FEfg T - U 7 A8EEK (pH 3.3,4.6,6.2) T
FIRL, EDERIZRETAROEEIZ O TRF L7

[(FEE TV I=0U L (1.7% TN =0 LN)EROBHEFAE] 4V O FVOBPLFIZHESE, T =
LAPREDRK) LT%IZ72 5 LG Lz, ZZTIETAI = AREE LT, HEMEFRT LI =T A
Al,O(CH3CO,), * nH,0% 10.24 g, & 5\ IAI(OH)(CH3CO,),% 10.33 g&xfH L, Wk 45 g, BLW
30-32%HEfE 25 ml, FERKK 70 mIZJRA - BR L, WESKIBTH CRa8lImgMT o2 THEB L. 0
%, IR ORE 2 RIRICRE L%, WRERBRK T 100 mLIZ A AT v 7 Uiz, s S U 7= ik o SE R
I7 1 — KK & RO ETIT - 7

[ in—vitro HTEETEME DI E ] Mueller-Hinton 22 K E2H#l1, 35 K OB E & L C Staphylococcus aureus FDA 209P
BR, &5 WA B RFFEEC TR S 72 MRSA ORRE BRIV, 70— ot us i i U 7= Feme
T = AEIROFEIE A S v 7 (GME 8 mm) THIE L7-. BMBRIE O & RITE UK, HDH W0
XEEER-FEER T N U U AR (pH 3.4, 4.8,6.1) TITW, v ST BRI 150 u L Z1EA LT, WAT
(4°C) T 24 B PIEIEE 24T~ 7=, HEOREIL 37°CT, 20 BEELL BTV, ZEEA OIEM (WA
BTGy DA% IE S % 5 bactericidal effect) & #1125 60 72 BHE I (OMA S Tl < 3B 5 2 5847
% & Te ; bacteriostatic effect) % Z 4L/ ¥ A T L 7=,

PUETETEIC RIET 7 0 — RO BIZOW T, T ue—KikE, 77 A8 7 (10 mL)
WA, W7 (4°C) I2T5 » AMRF LI D&V, ERLFEER, WEREIK T 10, 20 f5I2ARL,
T TECHIE M & JlE L.
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3. BRLEBE

A. 7 u—RKEDORAZOTM L REOKE 7 o —KiEORAZAFME LT, ROk EEIY R
(%), FWEROpH, REELLBIOT VI =7 ARE (Wh%) ([ZOWTHIZE L7 (Table 3). #K&iX, &
% 200 mL H25W\E 300 mL oS E L THELLZSA, Wihd 73%03EI S juiz. USPIZRR#EL &
NTNWLH 7 —KiEDOpHIZ 3.6~4.4 TH Y, USPHEILOFHRIZ 1T > 7= Thorp & idpH 3.1~3.2 L& L
T3, BPIZIZpHIZE L TORHEIT AR <, BPYELOFHRE 21T - TV B AIRO Mo ER MR I
BoRlE A, 2 TENEIPH 3.2~3.4 (FRE W) 8L UpH 31204 (A HEE IR+
FEbE) L DEEEET. Fx OB LZRIEOPHIZ, ZhbICH~b nEVWEA R L. £,
TR L 72RO T V2 =0 AEEL, BPTIE 1.7~1.9% & HE SN TV D DK L, AL Tk 3.09%
ERWEZ R Lz, 24U O F v OBPALS TIHREET /v X =7 LoKF a4l 5 olzxt L, RO T
IXRREE T L 2 =0 DK A W20, TOXIRERANECLZbOEEZLND.

Table 3. Physicochemical properties of Burow’s solution and effect of 5-month

storage
Fresh Stored ¥ Reported
Recovered volume (%) 73.2+4.0 - -
pH of solution 28+0.1 27+0.1 3.1-34
Osmolarity ratio ? 4.4+0.1 45+0.1 —
Aluminum concn. (w/v%) 3.1+0.1 3.2+0.1 1.7-1.9

Each value represents the mean + SE of 3 trials.
Y Burow’s solution was stored at 4°C for 5 months.
2 Osmolarity ratio = ratio of osmolarity between the solution and saline

Ta—KiK (bDWVIFEET VI =0 MR)RTFHORME LT, BP X USP, FHLERF, BIW
TR R RA CII KRB RN BE SN TWD. —J, RIFREIIM A B2oTRY, BT, 25°CLLT,
HDHWVIERBRG R E Lo TWVD., £, 7T —REROAENFAMCHERYRORH T/ <, FWE
WCRIETRFOZBIZET 228G L RS 72620, BTRETT r—RIKOAMIREZ 1 7 A £72133 »
AIZED TWDBIEEDH DD, (I HEEDRIIZNEDZ EThoT-. AT, 7 r—KKED
B BIETIRIFORBIZOW TR T2 BT, FARIEE T T A1 TV (KRERZR) TR
(4C) TL1 7 H~57 AMRAFL, AR U725 E 2 RIFRICHIE L7z, Table 312775 » A H OfER
AN

WTNORHIC BT HIRRPICIEEDIIBE ST, F7- pH RREE, TAI =0 AREICE
BIZIZE A ERBD BN Do 7o, WRORBEPEL LN E ) 2 &1E, BEEOHFIEEANRZE L
TWRWZ EERTHEDTHD.
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B.7 o —RRDEZEMEMTH)ICRIETTEABRDOE BER L7z & 912, 7 e — RIS o ik
WHY, WFHLERR->TWD. FlzIE, AR 7IEROFET L =0 AOWLIFITIXRENMBNLE T T
WRW, —J5, USPALCIE 0.6 %LL TR 7 EEDS, BPALL CIEEAMENEE(LA & LT STy
L. B/HREIZIE, 20T, B2 FICHRSAWH STV =R T —v (POIL) (EHF), T7ebbik
AT VI =0 LEERS LT HITE - BRI AN H 0, IR E Al & U TR 3 2 15
TWekH)ThD. $ElHAMRT V=T L EE, BTV =0 LOREE AL LTHRET VI =
U LMEARBE IESEIZbOTHY, FAYIEFHFICHBIE SN WL, BEMAEEERVARF 7
Wi OFERE 7 V2 =0 A OHA, RHRFICLVEECHTHEZAT 220800, HEEOE
(CH3CO,)sAILAIOH)s A3 43S % LRt STV D, - T, 7 R —RiRE ZEITRDITIIF TS 5\
XA EDOREAHIDLEL EZ SNDHM, ZORENIE L THRE L2 8E 1372 < RSN Z .
ABFIETIE, Table 2 1R L2 gHENEICHEWEAREZ N2 CIRSRL (LLF, A (+)) Limike, W
FEEEMZTICHRE (LU, WA (—)) LK OpHES JONEEO R B2 ki L. HAR (—)
T, WA (1) ICH_pHIEE <, EdRRCITEIIA Uo7y, WA (4C) TRFLE
iy, BN THAAOREEZ A U, KIZ, ERRKIZEDHMOZEONWTHREF LIzE 25,
£ (+) TEHARL CHIREDIZA LR volcxt L, EAE (—) T, ABKTS5HFEULEHRLE
RER TN ABILEZ AT, ZORBEIIARAR 50 f5E CTHMLZ (Tabled). Zh b kb, B
AT 7 0 —RIEORERE L TEREREE 2L TRY, TOREIEM, WAL 712

Table 4. Role of tartaric acid in preventing sedimentation in Burow’s solution

Dilution (x fold)

Tartaric acid

x2.5 x5 x10 x20 x25 x50

(+) pH 2.99 3.17 3.36 3.56 3.60 3.73
Sediment - - - - - -

) pH 3.73 3.83 3.92 4.01 4.02 4.10

Sediment - + +++ 4+ +++ +++

Burow’s solution was diluted with purified water, and the sedimentation was observed. -, no; +,
mild; +++, severe sedimentation

=7 LFL— |k (Aly(CqHaOg)s) DA, AR L DWIKDOBEHALBEEG L TWnWDH B2 b5,

7 u— i DL EEGRTHNIC RIET pH OB HSOWTE LITHRFT 572, pH OR72% 0.05 M FEf2
TR (pH 3.3, 4.6,6.2) ZHWTHEBIZAINL, WWEDOAEKRZBEZ LIz, pH33 B XY pH 4.6 O
Bz O CHIR LSS0V T N O A IRERICB O THILEIZAE U 7203, pH 6.2 OFEER T 50
EUL LA U7235G, pH 23 4512 A LEBIZIREDE U, BIRE 0 S A 7 v — KK CTlak
T55E, B LIELIRAGORBYNEESNLS. ZhE, Te—RKESBHIRICL Y AR,
BEABEDO X L— MERREMET L, 22 KO pH AP fiShb7eb B2 615,

C. 7u—KEOFEEM S. aureusiZxtd 2 BLEEH : BEERIZHM T L2 OME ICx L DFRE DL
EER %2779, 7o —RIRICIEERES LOEABR S ENTWDE 2 End, I FOREETHS 8.3%
FERRTRIR, 35 KON 4.5%H AR % & T 8.3%MEERTAIE (LAT, EEERNE AFRSIR) ZifiL, 7 r—IK
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Bacteriostatic activity Bactericidal activity

30 s .
40 r Burow’s solution BUTC_)W S_ZC;IUtIOrT y
acetic acid / tartaric acid | 2 acet!c ac! tartaric aci
€ [ acetic acid £ [] acetic acid
E 30 t 2
(]
S 52
- g
S : 5
g 20 £
E
10 10
5 10 20 5 10 20
Dilution Dilution

Fig. 1. Comparison of antibacterial activity of Burow-related solutions against
S. aureus FDA 209

Each value represents the mean ® SE of 3 trials.

e, MR X OB A TR IR ObE (FrE - )R 2 i U7z, BB & LT, B ER
BEOHFRHIZE BB ESN S EH AT RVEREOTT V&2 DIEHEIED S. aureus FDA 209P % FHV M7=,
HEER 2 i L7256, 288K T5 5 0IE 10 AR LIER Ik, 7 e — KK, FEBEEBS L
WERR TS O BRIAIRE DRI EIT 2L B SR -T2, LvL, 20 (570 L7255 13 WERE K X117 (0.415%
) OFHEERIT AR T Lz, —F, Z@EER CTHER L25EA, 10 5L EARR U 72 BRI IO HERR/
A FARIR CIIREERITh B S olcxt L, 7 e —RIKIEAR L TH BAF 2R EER 2R~
ZEn@b o (Fig 1).

MRSAsIZxt 3 2 PrEfEH - sBRE & U TR RFmBTE s iR CRER 0B S A7z 4 BROMRSAZ
AV, 7 e —Kik, BB & OWEREAE A BRI R O LR (F W - &) ERZ28E L7z, Fig. 2 12,
ZD1HIERLTND. 7 ua—KikT 4 ke TOMRSAICK L BIF2hiEiEEaa L, 20 5&H R L=
AICBNTHETOMRSAICKH LEAFERZ R L., —J7, WFRRIRIEE X OWERRAE G BRTRIE OB A1,
10 AR T, B RT o0, FEERIIRS o7, SHEMROBEICBWTYH, BT
OFEEERITIR ERO HLT, £z, BRRAEAEERER CHAEER OFIETIX 4 ROM T 12 mm 726
20mme Bie 570 &, BEIRICE T DRE LIIRE RISV b 0 L E 2 b,

35t

(mm)

30

25

20

15

Inhibitory zone

10 t

X5 x10 x20 x5x10 x20 x5 x10 %20

Burow’s aceticacid/  cetic acid
solution tararic acid

Fig. 2. Antibacterial activity of Burow-related solutions against MRSA
1 Bactericidal effect; L1 Bacteriostatic effect

Each value represents the mean * S.E. of 3 trials.
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PUETEMEIC RIET 7 0 — RIRRAF O R « B L 727 m — iR &, 40(57ﬂ%%fbt7m
— Rk Z VY, MRSA 3HRIZKTT D PtETEMEZ b Lo, iR OWERER, W M CREERICEIX
<ROLT, 7r—KKRIIDR EL 5y AMIILERTIEERZ R TR L. 20X D
2, Zua—KiEiE, AFU RS MEESCMHEE SR UIRIEFRRE O B PrlisE 2 R Uiz, IT4E,
Mt PE B O A FERE S 41, FUEIEOM TR 25558 LW 918, KV EE e dtE ORI KD
BN TN5D.

7 u—RIRIEMEZ 52 1< W2 b, DOIRFRTIE AN N7 L2352 L L0, 1RRENFIR
RO FRICH LA AERIIRE SN D

D. B 7 VI =D A(L7T%T VI =V AEH)RBROBEFMBEORRE  BPHERLO Y 7 —KiK & [F—
DEE N RE2 AT HEET LS =7 DRIE (LT%T L2 =7 WG H) DS 2R E O % %
AR WREFEEE LTI, 2RO MEEEE T VI =T A (ALO(CH;CO,)4 + NH0,
AI(OH)(CH3COy)) & HIV =, Wit FEMEREIE T L 2 =0 A & B EEKIENETH Y, pH 3 OREEIE I 138
B L2 E THZOBMMEIIEEL 2 2BREO LD TH S, AR TIX, WIME « WIREE Z s
LHHMT, FL— M (EAEE, 728, 01 ~ 04M), pH (pH3~6), BIOUNE (iE~1007C)
DEBIZONWTHRFI L2, Zhd X0, BEEMRICS L— NEIIREATH Y, »ollAalkE 7 =T
i U7, WHATEO TN EEERmWZ &, [AEOF L— Ml (0.20r 04 MYEZEMH L7254, %
PEDOPHDMEMZE E (pH 3) WM I & TS 5 Z LR bz, ¥ L— MEILEIR T 7
LG, WARRERINL S SITEE0~100C) L7z & & A, HILVEFE T L 2 = 7 K ORI E X
AR ORI EE 24T U CBRE ST LT, 7eds, —EEIMRIC K 0 AR L7202 2 LT Tt

RO BRI T

INHOTRBRICESX, Table 5 (R LGB L UOGHIIEZZR L. ZO/RE, »wWIhvd 2K
235 3 KT L7% 7 V2 =0 ARIRORN ATEE L 72 o 7. ﬂkﬁibtwwmwﬁéw@w@
Tua—KIROWE L LI2GE, @Wﬁ@pH%Tﬂ/i;‘?AY)ﬁf FIF—E L7 (Table 6). F7-
AlL,O(CH3CO,)s % AW = R Bk A 4°CC 4 ARIR(E L7255 iﬂvf%,WL@7E“fh&H%
WEAIERD BT, EpHOIREIEL, 7V =0 AREIC Wﬂz ZEAERD LN T.

Table 5 Development of rapid preparation method of aluminum acetate (1.7%
aluminum) solution

Prescription Procedure
Aluminum acetate ¥ 102 or103 g Mix aluminum acetate, acetic acid,
Acetic acid (33%) 250 mL tartaric acid in purified water (800 mL)
Tartaric acid 45 g |
Purified water appropriate  vol. Boil in hot water until dissolved
Total 1000 mL (about 2 hr)

1) ALO(CHsCO.): - nH,O :  102g l

Al(OH)(CH5CO,), : 103g Add purified water to 1000 mL
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Table 6 Pharmaceutical evaluation of rapidly prepared aluminum acetate
(1. 7% aluminum) solution

Ale(CH3C02)4 ° nH20 AI(OH)(CH3C02)2

pH of solution 3.1+£0.1 3.1+£0.1
Osmolarity ratio 59+0.1 6.0+£0.1
Aluminum concn. (w/v%) 1.7+0.1 16+0.1

Each value represents the mean + SE of 3 trials. Heating was carried out in boiling water.
Osmolarity ratio = ratio of osmolarity between the solution and saline.
A 1.7 % aluminum concn. is based on BP Burow’s solution.

g 30 S. aureus 30 MRSA # 1 30 MRSA # 2
L 25 25 o
2

o 20 20 20

N

>

5 15 15 15

8

€ 10L& . | 10 10

003 01 03051 003 01 03051 003 01 03051

Concentration of Aluminum (w/v%)

Fig. 3. Comparison of bactericidal activity as a function of aluminum concentration
O, Burow's soln.; A, Ale(CH3C02)4 * nH,0; [ ] Al(OH)(CH3COZ)2

Each value represents the mean of 3 trials.

E. REFHEE OHFTETEMERE PR & 7 o — R OPIEIEE 2 RRE L=, Wi e hth
5~20 5 IR RK TR L, %W - 5@ EHR 2 5 » 7 CHIE L=, Fig. 3 121, S. aureus FDA 209P
BEL MRSA2 R CORERZ R LTZ. AR L 7Rl FiiE 07 L I =7 AREIL LTWhN%TH D,
FRRC AR OBRENIA~ =2 7 VL L= 7 0 —REO T L 2 =7 AL 3.AwWN% Th 5 7210,
TV =0 AREITREEE CHE TR ->T0D. 22T, WRRTFOT VI =7 AREICHL, ZD
FEEEAZ 7oy FLE 24, MEETOT VI =0 L L HEEEOBRIZ —ADMTR SN,
HUHEFEGE & 7 o —RIROZFEER T 8925 2 LR &7z, (KIR (4°C) T 4 » AMRE L2k
FHELEIZ OV TH MRSA Ik 2 B ER 2@ L7223, Z OMEERITHREZO L O & 2L EiER
WZ &R b,

4. % @

BN LA 7 1 — B O UK A0 R A & Fr BRI EE OB R 2 ISR L, LT R E 57,

(1) FENTHRE L7 0 —RiEOSEITITHERENRD b, —EORME %A % 8K ORI 7T HE
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ThidEEZLNT.

(2 7r—RKED S. aureus (ZXIT DHETEMEIZIEER T OT VI =0 AREICIKF L, £, #EO
MRSA (Zxf L T%, S.aureus [Alkk, BAfF7ePrEintEs R L7z,

() 7 r—KiE%E 4°CT5 » AT LIESHAICB W T, JAIZ2 2 E PP EIC B I e <R
Lo Tz,

(4) TR FEMFERR 7 L 2 =7 & (ALO(CH3CO,)s + NH,0, AI(OH)(CH3CO,)) & N5 Z &2k v,
1L7%D7T VI =0 LFIK A, 2 KD 3R T ATRe Ch o 7-.

(5) HUHFHRL L 7= 1.7%7 /L 2 =7 AL, 7 v —KEIAEEE, MRSAs 1Z% L BAF e PLETE 2 /R L7z,

(6) MR L7 1.7%7 VI =7 LA 4CT 4 7 AMRE LIESBICB N TY, OB
TEHEICERIZ 2D bNRD 5T,

TR =0 LRRIR EDOEJEA A NTEHRIURAI & L THBHS R, T 63— RANICIEHEIR A~
N7 LzFh, POMELEZICSWREDREEZA LTS, 7 —Kik b ZAIMME R Z2 & o L #e
EEMNZ AL TERY, 2 oMRtEh ER - SN HERICHT DRI R ELIHEFICRLS, 61, HE
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