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Fig. 1 Monthly distribution of cases with cat scratch
disease.
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Fig. 2 Age distribution of the cases with cat scratch

disease.
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Table 1 Etiology of 63 patients
with cat scratch disease

Etiology n (%)
Cat contact 61 (96.8)
cat scratch 31 (49.2)
cat bite 2 (3.2)
cat flea bite 2 3.2
contact only 28 41.2)
Dog contact 2 (3.2

Table 2 Symptoms and signs of 63
patients with cat scratch disease

Symptoms and signs n (%)
Lymphadenopathy 60 (95.2)
Skin lesion at site of scratch 27 42.9)
Fever 23 (36.5)
Malaise 18 (28.6)
Headache 9 (14.3)
Rash 8 (3.2)
Splenomegaly 5 (7.9)
Loss of vision 1 (1.6)
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Table 3 Site of lymphadenopathy
of 60 cases with cat scratch disease

Site of lymphadenopathy n (%)

Axilla 31 (51.7)
Groin 19 (31.7)
Neck 13 21.7)
Elbow 10 (16.7)
Supraclavicular 3 (5.0)
Others 2 (3.3

8130+3629/uL T& 1), HEfHIE 20900/uL, R ALAH
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Table 4 Clinical features and latoratory data of cases
with cat scratch disease

n mean=*SD (range)

25 189+132 (4-50)

Incubation period

WBC (/ul) 63 8,130+3,629 (3,700—20,900)
CRP (mg/dL) 63 2.83+451 (0.1-232)
Duration of lymphadenopathy 50 44.2+34.3 (7-180)
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Clinical Analysis of Cat Scratch Disease

Hiroshi YOSHIDA", Nobuhide KUSABA? & Michio SATA?
"Department of Internal Medicine, Yame Municipal General Hospital, ?Kusaba Naika Clinic,
“Department of Gastroenterology, Kurume University School of Medicine

We analyzed the clinical background of 63 patients with serologically confirmed cat scratch disease
(CSD). Age range of the patients was 0 to 83 years old and mean age was 35.0 years old. Seasonal patterns
of cases was observed. A number of patients with CSD was increased during the summer and fall. The
peak incidence of CSD occurred in October. Infection followed direct cat or dog contact. Cat contact oc-
curred in 61 cases (96.8%) and dog contact in 2 cases (3.2%). A specific contact with kittens occurred in 39
cases (61.9%). About 49.2% of patients had a cat scratch, 3.2% had a cat bite, 3.2% had a cat flea bite, 41.2%
had no history of animal bite. The papule of inoculation site were seen in 27 cases (42.9%) of CSD. The up-
per extremities were the most likely locations for scratches. Sixty cases (95.2%) of CSD developed lympha-
denopathy, 51.7% of the involved nodes were in the axillary, 31.7% were in the inguinal, 21.7% were in the
cervical, 16.7% were in the elbow. The mean incubation period of patients with CSD was 189 days. The
mean duration of lymphadenopathy after the treatment of antibiotics was 44.2 days. The mean value of
white blood cell counts was 8130/uL. The mean value of C-reactive protein level was 2.83mg/dL.
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