drEE 2G4k 2021 22 H 5 55 B2 1 Chinese Journal of Veterinary Drug - 67 -

doi:10. 11751/ISSN. 1002 - 1280.2021.2. 11

AJ
Y V/4 D\
g vb B 0 At oY o
% X5
(R 2 T ST, b T 100081 )
[KREHI] 2020 -04 -21 [ XERARIEEG]A [ XEHS]1002 - 1280 (2021) 02 -0067 -07 [ RESZKS]15859.796

[ ] BMRTIRPENEMER & KE
RERM T %, WD EEHME R R
T REER, AERE L REBRK

& AERH G EAREERE ZEEUREEHK
vE B R GUH 20, £ B A 8 AR b R A B B
X 25 D % e i HE B 8 s RO SURE A T 1y R

g
[REER] ZRDE; 6 RBE HAUHEE M, 2% B0 %
Research Progress of Marbofloxacin
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Abstract; In this paper, the research progress about physico — chemical properties, synthesis pathway,

mechanism, in vitro antibacterial activity, safety and detection methods of marbofloxacin were reviewed. As a new
type of fluoroquinolone antibacterial drug, marbofloxacin, with many advantages such as broad antimicrobial
spectrum, strong and fast antimicrobial effects, a few adverse reactions and non — cross — resistant, acts mainly by
inhibition of bacterial DNA - gyrase, which has a broad application prospect in the field of animal disease
prevention and control.
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Fig1 Chemical structural formula of marbofloxacin

2 BHER

B8 T 2L 2,3,4,5 - PO A R M 5k,
ZBEAL dia KR A5 9 BT R B AR
B, BERR 329% Y AR A T
2,452,3,4,5 - WRECRH BB ELE Y5 3 -
(N - L - HEEES ) — INIR TR S BRI IR 5
5 4 - HILIREAE & Kl A, 20K, 47
RN AR B L, MBOR Y 47, 7% , LT
ILLI2,3,4,5 - PURUEH BEE bR IR R, 5 3
— (4 - HEEORIE -1 - %) - INIRIR L BRI N, -5
N — FRE B ik AL, e AW 2230 6 AR L Bk
fift, B G IR A 1S 5] MBF, %7 k& A s, Kt
WA SR FH — IR B K SCHE RO D, Bl
AR B 51% , AR ) TR A A BR, Al =
99.9% , BA B Tl AL M A
3 ERNHE SEMEE S

MBF J23 i 41 40 5 DNA. [5] i i ( SRR 11 Y
N TARE) A S IETEE , B4 DNA B9-G RUfn
S RN PET S, By 11 B4R Fh S A S, MBF

TS AR A0 B P9 A TV AR I S A LA AR
RO X —fE MUK [ F H AP 259, )
MBF 7 A 52 ST 24 1) A] REMEAR /1N

MBF HUEE T, X 5 % [CBH M o BT 58 1 Bt
PRI M, X R 22 B0 22 TR AT TR R Bk o | B 28 IR
SE T L LA RURS, Josef Bolte 2510 5 3 B9 4R 51,
i 9 05 S A T i P A 28 0 BURPE & B, MBF 4111
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Tab 1 In vitro antibacterial activity of marbofloxacin

against pathogenic bacteria isolated from castles and swine

- %{&Tm%%%fﬁ:?ilfl MICs ]
/(pg-mL™")  /(pg-mL7")

4 [RAT T 0.016 ~0. 12 0.03
Z AN CH A 0.004 ~0.03 0.016
Kip¥s G 0.008 ~0.25 0.016
SRR 0.03 ~8.0 0.25
1L 5 5 T I 14 5 2 3K T 0.12~1.0 0.25
=LA ER R 0.5~1.0 1.0
SCRAE RIS 0.12~0.5 0.25
TEREERE 0.25~2.0 0.5

x2 DEEMNE RREENEIMIEENE
Tab 2 In vitro antibacterial activity of marbofloxacin

against anaerobic bacteria isolated from dogs and cats

TR R R e T MICs, MICy,

i /(mg- L") /(mg- L") /(mg-L7")
MR T 0.25~8 1 2
AT R 0.062 ~8 1 4
BT R 0.25 ~64 4 64
[T R 0.25~8 1 4
Wbk EAL I 1 T 0.5~8 0.5 Ko
AR 0.062 ~4 0.5 KI5
NIRRT JE 0.5~4 1 K
RAZ A 0.062 ~ 64 1 8
4 ZEH

T A AR Sk Wistar K BRURTES B 2 /N UG
MBF Hyigt % 8 M AT F 9, 100 45 R R W], MBF
X} Wistar K BT AR 2L AE i ( median lethal dose,
LDy, ) KF 5000 mg/kg, X R B /N T IR LDy, by
1000 mg/kg, %2 TEI R 7 a2 T X RAGTFEV ]
G TCERARNE R LUK 8 =450 4 (125,250
1500 mg/kg) HE B 25 2, /INEUE BEAT T80R% 22 G 2140
Jif A 2 T v ELAS 5 5 SR v /D B A B 40
Yo ey PR WA 7 3 A R IR R AE TS, 20 me/kg A
100 mg/kg 74 ) MBF X6 B A= FE HLBE AR B

(A T TC W S S, o i BROAS 7= A S 7
500 mg/kg #| & MBF X5 RAAK FIE# AT H —
TESAIR B FEAE R RN G R, X S 25 SR B
MBF JC W i iy B0 A8 PR BT

SIS IS 2T X [ P MBF BRSNS VEFEAT T B
58, At N AT Ak 2 0 iR IR | Sk bk
RIS AT BB | B B GO g0 T8 v 7
R, 45F R, P MBF 421 LD, "N887.8 mg/kg,
JRAREEY) T, K - W X 50 0 B B 1A i 0 2 2R
YA, 5B MBF JCER A VE . MR
178 .89 1 18 mg/ kg5l i i 2 H 30 d, /NERR
WHCT™, WEd 22550, I B K Az AL 48 A B 1 1R
4 A AR A (A AR IEE R N, B MBF
FEAREER R B ol R 28 4, TOEOmT R B2 AR I

BN AR A IR T MBF FESHRAE R S G
sk, MWIRIGEE AT LA B 1 ~5 f5 3
TR 10% MBF VESHR 32 3 B 5 K B
A AR IR IR B K AR e AR R R AR B S
AR SRR AU RS A B 4R B B T B
Wi, 7€ 2.5 ~50. 0 mg/kg A7 T F N, MBF % 4>
HRL,
5 SENHBWRNAE

N T E FL2E N MBF 76 3h 9 1k 3 (1 78
BRI i B BRI PR 45 245 5 48 LA AR IE B 4 V5
PG IR 2 4, BT WF 5T 3 B 57 7 1% MBF
(25 ekl gk B AT AN
5.1 BEEC Ak MIDE SRR AR S R R
FEw, AT 5 5 AR A, 10 T R R S Y
PR G vE, H AT, A& W MBF 5% 5 bR A8 0 38 551
&b, efEmmHh ™ 2L MAR - HRP R 57
BT S N7 Y B v A WK S e vk, v L TR B A
WA A TP B MBF 5P V) 5L = Flds 4 i 28
iR, A DA R B OB iE o S5 1R
b, BB B R 1 e/ mL, B BRI AR B L 151
1:50000,0. 5% FLFE g 33 PH W, 353 P41 0 56 4 G 1]
24 30,60 min, FE 7 AT SRUD B L HE T K A
FERTI J7 3, AT [R) Bsf Az 00 4 495 Hh 4 MBF 76 N 1)
NP 2 W AR B L B L A )
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F 1Y MBF 558 BEHUR 57 B () MBF 5 TR & 14
A 38 ) ()45 50 AR 245 ) 5% BR KT i) MBF ¥k
JE 98 LR 100 ~ 5000 pg/mL, %75 ¥ i 4 4 %
MBF f4 45 5 1 58 RN 2% R 8 10 A v B A4, o0
MBF B G e A6 I i () 4 ) S it 1 W o kAl
5.2 bk REE MBF B vk, B
AR L Pu S5 A8 FRIE , W] 77 AR 85 2 i 9,
AR ORI ATIE , Z T EEA
e Jm R ARSI D SRR SRR A, ] T
R E R )T 0 AT, I R B S
FATEHER 7S b ik = F SR Ak 3 i MBF R R
DS  FE pH 5.0 AYERAR — A5 B A % il
H1, LA 303 nm A KR I 506 nm Ay K& T
P AE Mg o MBF &, Rl P Fh 5.5
x107* ~3.0 x 10 *mol/L, Kz M FR K 4.6 x 10~*
mol/ L, FXF AR 2% 1.5%
5.3 KA REENBEA BRESREREITHA
JE AR G A Ry i b i ) 0 T B R b A i —
PR B ) S b ic R . B Bl O e e A
T JE AL 5 AR, N5 SRR I A AR 15
F s AN BT A VA B0 PR (0 T € RS ) B
YRR 2R A 38 F T 245 15 BE Y e s
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il 2 N TP, G /IN BRI 07 16 75 30 5 1 PR S
Pk, DLElA S (0 5 5 BE BT AR bR 10 I 1A 4 MUK A
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5.4 EEAEEIEE G EBORAH G R
R BAORURE  35 02% FE AR AH ], (R L A3 A | R A
JE K53 B B v T AR 3, ROR i T 43 A i
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FAENT Y e BOHROR £ A T A TR H MBE AR B
2T VR B NER, B 2 = A R e R U
T B IE CBERR AR, 52 AN TN A, Ty ki

LRPEVEFE N 10 ~ 1000 wg/kg(r =0.9994) A HiBR
H5 pe/kg, EEBRN 10 pe/kg, -2 AR Ky
85.80% ~103.20% , HAr Ak BE | R AT Je oy 15 E
a3 R e OB A 38R 1 9 .3 1. 7 %
5.5 T RURAE R | E R & 15 B Bk g
PR RO 8 15 1 2 G T 0 285 24 ) 5 B A T O 1k
H 5 S R A 9 512 VRS FH U B T it
REYAX TR 540G, STE=E™
FEE T e AR € i T S A A LA AU
G4 4140 MBF ROB% R i, BSEARAE DO ST 1Y
T3 ¥ ] LA RIS 7 7K 7 i A B MBF ZEN Y 9 Fil
TS AR A i, B /NSRS AR R S A
b BT, SR P R Ve B0 R R e K A ST T — g
B [ A A ) 8 o 95U s ) 285 22 % B 119 s RSOV £
T, XL Ty R T A ACE 1 L K i
G R P9y oaill o S A A T SV
P 19 RS TR 25 W) 0 IROME (3 — e IR T
25, AR R A T AR 28 B A I W T TR 2 2
Y., %52 TR AL G B BOK 7™ i v s 1 R 285 25
Yy, IECLEMiAR , 7555 L B YR IE 2 1 X
Tiz FHAMR g E A, 19 Fh 258y 5 hn v il £ 2%
PERNE R EITE 0. 99 DL b, RV R 2 ~ 200
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e/ kg, AT A2 SCH0 = LA S AT IR
6 & it
AR 250 L)L AE 3 6 8 ) ek i A
FAERAT LU, MBF HA 425 )78, 3% REE
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5 RIS R ST 4 N5 R R I, T T
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