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EELOBEEFERBOLDITIE, Be0BFITH L CEIREAZERL, BELHES
BETIMVNERDD, RELRAEZEDDICIE, RE5E L PRELOBRERELNZL,
BAZZF R ITHREESDHD, Fih - B3 - FERCOBFOERERIIMZ, B
BE « FSRE D (LR AR SCEETFE AL 2R BIZ DWW TRIET 2 LERDH B L Ebh
TWb, THOEZER LENT3FHEO—2 L L TRHEMEYEIEMRITNH 5, BEMAK
YEBENTIY, ERLPELE 2BEBEFICBTIEHNT A—2HE, ZThickE:
REREAERER, ERZENERLR EOBER - BENESI 2RO IFETHE, BE
MEDBREARNT O & LTI, B BrpEiE(standard two-stage method: STS #£)-NPD
Z(naive pooled data method), FEREEMIEASIRT TV (Non-linear Mixed Effects
Model : NONMEM)#3% %, ZOH, ZbIAAEINTHBHEE LTk NONMEM #3%
Tohd, ZOFEDL, HEREHOVLHEDHE T X —F LIRELTZN - BHZHE
H7p EOBBERZET NSRS, FRHCEEDEE T A —FELEAZLS X
BETHEEOLIEHNBERFLHETHHETH D, JOFEIL, Hx 0%EREOEYE)
BRI A—ZEOHRELRIRE L2 e, Hx08ENSEEOMLTRERNEELZES
TERBMEL LTV, ED7D), BEAPLEE 1 RA ¥ FOBEIERIE LI,
BITFIRETH Y, ZHOY U INeBD 2 L AEERBESNE, BHENRORRR Y
WELTWS, BEANT A —# %8B35 L CBayes  EESCILPEES I 21—V 0%
THOZ ALV EELOEEFERICHFSTI IR TEL LI TWVS,

TOEIREELDHY, 1999 FIZAM Iz FDA @ [Population Pharmacokinetics
HAF ALV, 2001 FIZAMENTARO TERLORREMENERRICEES 2 @507
Tl NI H EFEMEBETIC OWTHR I TWS, ZThbDEMZZITEN/REE
BEIBZELTCETEY, BERARIIBOTROELRWHEE R-oTWS, TERRIN
- BELIIBEARYBIEBFRTZITOLTERY, ANSERPELMNIERTWED, %
NZESWIERERFVPHATINTHE 7 —ZXHB, LhL, H<HLFEELTHEE
BN oW TIAITORL TRV ORERTH 5,

0D, GNFEBEZALNCL, BERGLBEEERICEETHZ 2B, HL»H
ERERTWIEFRDON, PEERARLZAZ I a Ry « DA%y « RUDANR=Y
VA Y U AZOWTBERRMBIERT 217V, BERHORNEZTo1,
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DAMERBEICRBITA AL a FroREARY S sEfElT

1. FF

FHTa RV, BDAMEREBEICERINDEATHSE, £ a Froxiihg
BiL, HETHY, F 7 2h P450 » CYP2D6 BL T CYP3A4 12k, /Fxia
Fr8IUFHFENTFVITRBEND 3, ZOH, IXVELT 4+ VIIEREED 14
FOEBEEEZFOL INTVEY, EARIT 1%RBTH Y ZOEEBIILRNLENT
Wa 9, X FURELALERASNTHWAERATIIH 52, BNSIEBICET 5845
BLRNORBERTH D, X FUrofie LT, BRFILEOEARD D, EHHA
WWELTHE, MALIIRRVE FuaX o v RE8Eh-EFsf L H5, E Ruain
=VORBERII2T A VICEL, EREMICEWTERE, RRmE, HEMERB XU
EITWhARBERZ2ETS, dVBHFCINIIXZ a FroERERLE®RT2EHY
THEMENERBESNTOER, ZIRIITHTH VBRI L R2HE TR0, 2D,
BBV T ER SN TWA A F v a FUBRIOERA L ROHH» LEH S h A HFR
FIAROBENBEETED LIERLR, FZC, 4%y a FUrERAIBICTXY
O RUBRBEZER LIEPAARBRE LR L LT, BEMARYERERENT21TVENEIE
BIXUOAEYRHRAREZAL ML, BEIMLRERFORMEIT T,



2. Kk

2-1 MHEE

2005 4E 8 H2>H 2009 4F 9 A ¥ TILALBRBRBEEM S 7 F — ARV TE A X v 2
FUEFEE ATV FORBEEZER LEBEON, EYMPRERNEZT oA
FE L, BEER, AT —FIZO0TE, BREROLGIBE LV Ea—F 10
EL, RBAFARITILEREZEESES - FGEEZESAE T CER L,

2-2 BmARA b

BHAXVa FUOBEREZBEBT RS, RRE LTHRERSE 4, 8, 12, 4 B
X 48~72 BEILIEH D 5 KAV b e Lz, £, XV a FUBRKEZRRLTHS
BAaX, RAlE LTS ZBMBE, HDWVITHER 36~48 BEERE L EFRREICBN T,
WERERT, NRE 1, 2, 8, 6 I SEERIBBI R I2BEHEDOE RS he L,

2-3 ¥EBimFRENE

mEEAERnE, 2008 E21T 0 (B000rp.m, 10min), MFESHECB L CHERE
T—30CTHMHRF LIz, MPAFa FURER, RxORELEFELAY, LEH
b H L 7~% HPLC-ECD(High-performance liquid chromatography with electron
capture detecton)iEIZ CTRIEL - 9,

2-4 XpHEBETNV

AR a RBFOERICHZY, HTIRDEIETNEERERICET 3 EBIBRED
EFHEIX, NONMEM 2% & » U A& &’z PREDPP(Prediction of Population
Pharmacokinetics) DRI T 7 % A4 AT 208 1-2 23— AV b EFL 1 RIKIX
=7 V(ADVAN2, TRANS2)DH I N—F &R Uiz, BHEHF & & ORI OS2 R
T35 7%, CMT(Compartment date item)Z 8 L 7=,

BEMEOBREES % 55 b HERETT NI, HBEETFVEERLE,
Cpij=Cpred; X (1+ey)
T Z T Cpredid, BEjOIFBIZBTIRBEM T A—F 2L s MiETREHTHE,
Cp; i3AE D i BEOMBTREANEME, o XBELHE2 R, THEO, SBEOER
PAZHES D LT B,

HYENRE T A —F OEFEESE H OO TIRAPRIL, BEREETAEZFERLE,
Pi=Pxexp(ny)
T, PREYEIRE T A —F OEHE, PiiiEE jBAOEKDEIE T A —F{E, n
EGHES 2L L, THELBEEEEEP L PHEOETHD, piIFHEO, S
3



@3 DERSHIZRE) bD LT3, §H, BRNHEOFT —Z B30 Rhotei-®, RINEEER
(Ka) & Tieg (2 OWCIHEBRIESI ORN 21T,

2-5 FEEBROBRH
2IYT IR, HHEEE, EMFAFIHAROBAELESHICEELRETLEZ LN

TR, FEl, P, 7 VT F =27 VY T 5 X(creatinine clearance :CLcr), ALT(alanine
aminotransferase), AST(aspartate aminotransferase), FF#E#, Child-Pugh 43,
CYP3A4 BHEHR - FEE, EH, FEICOWTHREE1T o7, 728 CLer iX Cockeroft-Gault
PHEH L,

ZFENOHE BE(covariance) DETF AR E LTI T O L O EEAEDERRE L,

TV(P)= 6p +0c Xcovariance

TV(P)= Opx@c covariance

ERBNICEF ML L BBRTFOBRNBIE T 2 — & ~DEBRESDHEZONT
13, Hx ORFZRERNREICEE L & 212 NONMEM #HFic k> TH L5 B BRI
& ; OBJ EOEENME(-2 1.1.d. ; -2 log Likelihood difference) & x 2fE & DE % BT 5 L E
EREC L > THE L, BAEBNICIE, x2HMICESXBEHE 1 Oz -21.1.4.08
6.63 LA EDOZEE<0.0DZEHm~- Lzb 02 FEE L,

2-6 Final model RO E

HEEDBRETCHEREDP<0.0DTH - HFIZTONWTHAEDLE T Fullmodel XEZFREL
72 D%, Full model 7> H &% B Y kR < BEBAEIZ X o T Reduced model % 3% &
L, MEERRETNZEIRIZ X - T Final model #3%E L 7=,
ETNENITETMLLIERERD, FERFSOFRIZOVTUL, x20MIcESSEhE
1 OELICHES -21.1.d 28 6.63 LLEDE(LPp<0.0DEWHZ L bDEFEL L,

2-7 Final model ROEHT
Hx DBEIZRITHAFa FUDEFREDOERECD L BEMALEH T A—FiK
3< FHHEPRED), 33X Cp & Bayes #E NZ X > THEH LFEEIPRED) % 71 v
L, ENREERE LA, %7, Cp & PRED OEH{f&EK#E(WRES)% PRED iZxf LT
7’u v kL, Final model \IZE-3< MEFREOHERE L, EEMZEZOEMZ2E L,
& Bz, 200 [E Bootstrapresampling®iz & > T 200 @DF—& v FEER L, FOEH
{&% Final model & lE L 7z,



.WER

MBREBHEIX, 334, BOAEA 2 MI 108 KA vk Tho7=(Tablel), BES-MmiEH
BEHBIZ OV T Figure 1@ITRT, XEBOBRNOBR, FRREF Lok bDL
LTi¥, Child-Pugh 7088, EEBEPEFBREF L2 o7 (Table 2), Zh b DRFEHAED
* Full model EVER L, BHEBDEORMEITo & TARKHIEORELR Y2 F
YDNFGA—FELLTIEUTORY o7,

CL(L/h)=10.7x[1+(2—Child-Pugh Classification)]

Vd(L)=193

Ka(h-=0.336

Tieg(h)=0.859

F(%)=63.9

7 V7 7 A(CL), HHBEEVD, EMEHFIBRE)ICKT 5 EERZESNT, 30.5 %,
44.6 %, 37.0% Thol=, BEENEHIL, 162%Thot,

Table 1 Patient characteristics

Number of patients 33
Gender(Male/Female)  24/9
Age(years) 60.8+10.4*
Weight 53.7+9.87*
SOC(ng/mL) 101+£153*
SOC observation 108

intravenous 44

oral 64
*Meantstandard deviation

SOC: serum oxycodone concentrations

Figure 1(a)

Figure 1(b)

@
A,

=2
= o

o

concentration{ng/mL)/Dose(mg)
concentration(ng/mL)/Dose(mg)

0 4 8 12
Time after dose{hr)

0 8 16 2 32 0 a8
Time after dosethr)

Figure 1 Indivisual(concentrations)/Dose-time curves of oral oxycodone during steady
state(a) and oxycodone via intravenous injection(b).
Blood line in Figure 1(b) represent continuous infusion.
Dashed line in Figure 1(b) represent intravenous after 1 hours infusion.
5



Table 2 Hypothesis testing for fixed effect model of oxycodone pharmacokinetics

Fixed effect model OBJ LLD p-value
CL=061 655.541 0
Meta

O1xf2™= | 650.675 4.866 <0.05
(Liver metastasis;positive= 1,negative= 0)
01;Cer2=60, 62;Cer<60 652.619 2.922 N.S.
01;Age2=65, 02;Age<6b 644.442 11.099 <0.001
61;AST==40, 62;AST<40 653.459 2.082 N.S.
0L ALT=2=40, 62;ALT<40 651.909 3.632 N.S.
01 X025~
(Male=1 Female=0) 655.354 0.187 N.S.

Drug
0162 655.401 0.14 N.S.

(Drug interaction; positive= 1, negative=0)

01+02x(1+(2-Child-pugh score))

(A Score=0,B=1.C=2) 643.263 12.278 <0.001
01+02xBW 653.828 1.718 N.S.
Vd=03

03+04xBW 654.187 1.354 N.S.
03xQ45dema 655.379 0.162 N.S.
F=05

05x06°rve 653.434 2.107 N.S.
05x06>° 652.923 2.618 N.S.

OBJ; the minimum value of objective function,LLD;-2 log-likelihood difference,N.S;not significant

FHa FrOomEPRECEIE L KPR ONIBERA T A—F OFHIE -
Bayes #EIZ X > TEH L 72 FHUE O BIHREIZ oW T Figure 2 @ISR L7z, Figure
2N BEM/NT A —ZDOFRE L EAfTEBREL OBREIC OV TRLE,

200 [E]® Bootstrap resampling DRIHHERIY, 199 B TEHOLNZ/8TF A —F DfE L Final
model DfE & 121X F% T - 7= (Table 3),

Figure 3 ICEH IN=BEMANTG A — ¥ %22B XL a FURHEQE 20 mg 18 2
B & EHF(26 mg 2D 2 BRE LB RES I 2 L — g VERLE,
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Figure 2(a) Figure 2(b)

600 800 |

400 400 |

200 } ¥ = 0.9909x - 0.2422

200

Observed oxycodone concentration (ng/mL)
Observed oxycodone concentration (ng/mL)

y =0.8945x + 10.815 R2=0.9849
R?=0.8138
0 . . ; ;
0 200 400 600 800 0 : : !
Population predicted oxycodone concentration(ng/mL) Y 200 400 600 . 800
Indivisual predicted oxycodone (ng/mL)
5 - p
. Figure 2(c)
3 .
2 ry * *
1 * * * [
g o LR * * - N .
= L 4
=z * ot 400 600 « 800 o
. ® 3
-2
-3 Population predicted oxycodone concentration {(ng/mlL)

Figure 2 (a) Population predicted concentrations from the final model (b) Individual
predicted concentrations from the final model. (¢) Scatter plot of weighted residuals
(WRES) versus predicted concentration

Table 3 Final population pharmacokinetic parameters of oxycodone

Parameter Final model Bootstrap method 95% CI(bootstarp method)
Estimate Estimate

Population Mean

CL(L/hr)=10.7+[1+(2—Child-Pugh Classification)]

01 10.7 10.69 8.65-12.72

Vd@)=02

02 193 189 62.19-315.81

Kathr ')

03 0.336 0.373 -0.484-0.794

Tlag(hr)

04 0.859 0.881 0.681-1.081

F

05 0.639 0.650 0.448-0.852

Interindivisual variability

nCL 0.093 0.090 0.077-0.102

nvd 0.199 0.223 0.192-0.254

nF 0.137 0.135 0.117-0.153

Residual variability

£ 0.026 0.035 0.030-0.0402

CI, confidence interval
1, random variable, which is normally distributed with mean 0 and variance 02

g, random error, which is normally distributed with mean 0 and variance 62

7
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Figure 3 Model-based simulations of oxycodone pharmacokinetic profiles after the

following 40 mg twice-daily oral or 26 mg intravenous with Child-Pugh classification
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RERMEMERBET I CE S I3 v oBEHEFEOKRS

1. ¢

TIAF VLR ER0LEMER EOBRICER SN ABLEREETHD, DIXTY
i, BEEAPN ENOEYMTRET=FY 7 (TDM) ESHERHB/LEL
ENTWB, EOIEEKIY, 2003 FEiTfTbhiz, KREBRKRRAER TH 5 DIG(Digitalis
Investigation Group) trial DV 7R T, RFASEFENTERA STV B3EETIX
BFIEZ 0.5~0.8 ng/mL 292 Z &L CHREURPLHARBLRBOTIENTELLHE
SINTNDHZLEhb, A4 FFAVETHRBETEETHIZ LBHEIATHE 0, ¥
IXFVOBEERZENICRA R ET 785N, BREYBELTREL L)
BTG AEIFEL THRONRERTH B 1013,

I OPRMERIIT, BRICBIT A ARGERE L PEERE RN T IRMAEE ST
X0iTbhd, £0d, PHEERELZEE LT X5 2FEA L OoREEARRMXEL
KESREBIN TS, LAL, EOBREEET MOV TIARICEE I THiaY,

DL, EYPHEERZEZE L -BEMEDEIRBHET 21T, Boh T A

—ZEZREICERELY BELPRE L L CEFREFEORNE2ITo 2,



2. Hik

2-1 XHRHBHE

2011 4F 11 A5 2013 4 1 B ¥ TICILBERERREIZBW T A—T7 D IX 2 % 0.125
mehH LTI U%E0.25 e ERALZREOAN, TDM 2 E L -BF L L, BEF
&, HEFT—FIZOonTIE, BEELLCREEIVEa—InbRE L, REBARB
FITLBRFEEFR - FRREZBSAR T CER L,

2-2 BIfiARA > b
VAU ORERE 12 HABBRE LAEEEREIZRBIT S, NIRERHMED 1 A1 > b
&L,

2-3 EpEEeT N

TAX VU OERBIZHTY, HTIID DET N EHERERICET 2 RMASREOERIT,
EFREBIZBIT 557 AR (Ces=Dose/CLxt) Z AV iz, T2 T, Css iIEEREIZBITS
MmFRE, © IRERRETT,

BEEOERELES % H b b THEREET ML, HEXREETAVEERLE,
Cpij=Cpred; X (1+¢5)

ZZTCpredijit, BEFjDIBBHIIBITAIBEANRT A —FICL2MBETREHREE,
CpsidBE D I FBOMBETRENEME, o lRELSEZTL, FHEO, HBEOER
RS bDLET D,

EMEE N7 A —2 OEFERES % H L b TREADRIL, BERETTVEERLE,
Pj=Pxexp(ny)

ZIZT, PIRIEWMEE NS A —FDOEHE, PIiiBE jBAAOEDEE T A —F{F, n
EERESEH O L, FHELBEBEFEEP L PHLOETH D, nildEHEO, S
0% DEHSHITEI LD LT B,

2-4 EEBOKRE

2T AOEERESHICHELRIETEEZIONLIEEERIX, ), JLT7F=
27 Y7 7 A(CLer), EEFEHRE(EF), FH, AR O TRNEZTo%k, RBHHHZK
X, TRV « T RANRREF L T AORDE Y «FIZFHFay s IARIDT— L -
AR TR MART R Y Taa—) s =27V IREIRE IR - IV
BEIZ DWW THRAET L7z, CLer i Cockeroft-Gault 2> HBEH L7z,
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FnFhnnE E(covariance) DEF AR E LTIXUTOH DEHAAEL BRI LT,
TV(P)= 0p +0¢ Xcovariance
TV(P): epxec covariance

ENENIZET VAL LTI-EEBRFOENERE T A —F ~DFBRLFEOFREIZONT
i, Bx ORFZ2FRERFIECEE Lz & %2 NONMEM #H1i X > TE LI 5 B RIS
& ; OBJ [EDOEHE(-2 1.1.d. ; -2 log Likelihood difference) & x 2{E & DEL BT 5 LE
HEREIZL>THE L, EEMICIE, x20MIcESEEHRE 1 OIS -21.1.4.28
6.63 LA EOE@<0.0DEWA LIcbDE2EEL L,

2-5 Final model R.DFHRE

£EBORE THE(<0.0)Th o =EHFIC N THEALEDE T Full model RAEBE L
72o D%, Full model 7> H 3 ES B Y bR < BEBAEIZ X - T Reduced model % 5% E
L, %R 7T A2BIRIZ L - T Final model & E L7,

FNEIICET ML LEERERD, FELFLSOFRIZOVTIE, x2HflESXBEHE
1 OEAITHES -21.1.d 25 6.63 ELEDOEP<0.0DZH- LI bDEFEL Lz,

2-6 Final model R DOZHF

He DBEICRBITHVIX T MERREOEAE(CD) L BERTEE AT A—FIZED
< FRUEPRED), 8L Cp & Bayes #E N X > TEH L =FAHEIPRED) %2 7' » |k
L, ERtEE®RIT L, $£7, Cp & PRED OEA( & EZE(WRES)% PRED (2t LT
7w b L, Final model IZES< METREOHEHEE L, BAMEOEmMEZBE L,
X 51, 200 [F Bootstrapresampling®iZ X > T 200 DT — & v FZER L, ZDEH
{E% Final model & HER L 72,

2-7 BEBEHFLEOBH

0.5~0.8 ng/mL # BEMFREL LT, EHENAZBEFA T A —F OWEM[ L 2 8IE
ERWCESTIAVRY I ab—varEfTol, BEUVTAARY I 2 b—T 3 Vi,
Microsoft Excel® 2013 % RV TITV 1000 SEF OFLE % R A X ¥ B EIBBIRNIZ A D ER
BEERPELEORESEEZEAGDE T/ T T L EER LT,
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3. iR

XHRBET, 1924, BMARA 2 Mk 287 KA 2 b ThoT(Tabled), BEINZME
hREHEZEIT OV T Figure 4 1ITT79, EEBOBRMOFER, FEREFLR-o7cbD L L
Tid, Cler, KB, 73IZ ¥y, TAuIYY, T RURREFY, Y Faa—L g
7272 (Table 5), i b ORFZEHAE DY Full model REER L, TEBAEDOKRS
Eol b I ARKBIIEDNEY IRV ONRGA—Z L LTIEUTO®EY L72oT,

CL/F(L/h)= (1.21+0.0532xCLecr(mL/min)) x(1+0.787xAMD)

(AMD = 0 for concomitant administration of amiodarone, otherwise 1)
7 V7 A(CLDOEERZESE & BAENEENL, 32.2%& 25.5% CTH o7z,

Table 4 Patient characteristics

Number of Patients 192
Gender (Male:Female) 121:71
EF(%) (>=40:<40) 156:36
Age(year) T1£12"
CLer(mL/min) 56.17+33.76"
Weight(kg) 55.47+11.94"
Observation 287
0.0625mg (every three days) 4
0.0625mg (every other days) 9
0.0625mg 8
0.125mg 234
0.25mg 32
Digoxin concentration (ng/mL) 0.90+0.56"
Combination medication

Amiodarone 15
Amlodipine 21
Atorvastatin 14
Azelnidipine 13
Bisoprolol 28
Carvedilol 53
Nifedipine 13
Spironolactone 35
Tolvaptan 8
Antiarrhythmic agent; Class I 12

(Aprindine,Cibenzoline, Flecainide,Pilsicainde,Procainamide)

Antiarrhythmic agent; Class IV
(Bepridil, Diltiazem,Verapamil)

31

*Mean +standerd deviation

EF;Ejection fraction, CLer;Creatine clearance
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Figure 4 Relationship between the dose of digoxin and serum concentration.

Table 5 Hypothesis testing for fixed effect model of digoxin pharmacokinetics

Fixed model OBJ LLD p-value

CL=01 -128.969

01+02xClLer -331.151 202.182 <0.001

01+02xBW -139.203 10.234 <0.002

01x0 2Ejection fraction

(EF>41=1 EF<40=0) 129.247 0.278 N.S.

B1xQ2"e°

(Age>65=0, Age<64=1) 131.508 2.539 N.S.

61x020™e

(0; Cocomitant adminstaraion, 1;otherwise)

Amiodarone -163.260 34.291 <0.001

Amlodipine -142.552 13.583 <0.001

Atorvastatin -135.985 7.016 <0.01

Azelnidipine -129.016 0.047 N.S.

Bisoprolol -145.971 17.002 <0.001

Carvedilol -134.190 5.221 <0.05

Nifedipine -129.355 0.386 N.S.

Spironolactone -132.177 3.208 N.S.

Tolvaptan -133.804 4.835 <0.05

Antiarrhythmic agent; Class I

(Aprindine, Cibenzoline, -131.664 2.695 N.S.
Flecainide.Pilsicainde, Procainamide)

Antiarrhythmic agent; Class IV -131.559 9,590 NS,

(Bepridil, Diltiazem, Verapamil)

0OBJ; the minimum value of objective function, LLD;-2 log-likelihood difference,N.S;not significant
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VAV ONBERREOEIE L BKMICBONTREM T A —4 OFHHE -
Bayes #EIZ & TEH L7 FEHEDBIEMEIZ SV T Figure 5 @OGIZR L7, Figure
BICBEE/ T A —F OFHIE L BEXA & B2 & ORI OV TRLE, 200 Elo
Bootstrap resampling OFRIIFERIL, 180 B THELNZE/YF A —% L Final model & 1ZiE
% ¢ - 7= (Table 6),

Figure 6 IZHBODNTRBEFMNRTA—FEEIL, T T Ial—y g 2To
HELFEREICNTIERERETT, FI VT F=0 I VTR TR ERERNE
WREBEZHEAESDET, TS F5 L EER L= (Figure 7),

E 50 - E 50 -
3 Figure 5 (2) o] 2 Figure 5 (b) o
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] .s:»
3 10 Yo 510 - y=10737x - 0097
& ¢ : : R*=08786
8 0.0 ¥ T T T T 1 é 0.0 : '

0.0 1.0 20 3.0 4.0 5.0
Population predicted digoxin concentration(ng/mL}

00 10 20 30 40 50
Individual predicted digoxin concentration (ng/mL)

40 - Figure 5 ()

3.0 - O@O o,
20 1 G

1.0

2]
E0.0»

-0 9P

-20 A
-3.0 -

RI2, 3.0 4.0 5.0
= @
U
o 08 Population predicted digoxin concentration (ng/mL)
o

-4.0 -

Figure 5 (a) Population predicted concentrations from the final model; (b) Individual
predicted concentrations from the final model.(c) Scatter plot of weighted residuals
(WRES) versus predicted concentration.
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Table 6 Final population pharmacokinetic parameters of digoxin

Parameter Final model ~ Bootstrap method 95% Cl(bootstarp method)
Estimate Estimate

Population Mean

CL(L/hr)=(01+062xCLer)x (1+63xAMD)

01 1.21 1.30 1.20-1.39
02 0.0532 0.0543 0.050-0.057
03 0.787 0.803 0.768-0.838
Interindivisual variability

nCL 0.104 0.324 0.312-:0.336
Residual variability

e 0.065 0.340 0.171-0.509

CI, confidence interval
1, random variable, which is normally distributed with mean 0 and varianc
&, random error, which is normally distributed with mean 0 and variance 02

100 - 100 -
oo | Figure 6 (@) =0 0.0625mg/day go .  Figure 6 (b) —@— 0.0625mg/2day
80 - @+« 0.125mg/day 80 - = O = 0,0625mg/day
S 70 =i = 0.1875mg/day = 70 - seofeee 0.125mg/day
§ ssefyee 0.25mg/day § :
o 60 - 2 60 A oy
2 z &
s 2w
£ £ 30-
20 -
10 -
' 0 —efAkhA ,
0 40 80 120 0 40 80 120
Creatinine clearance (mL/min) Creatinine clearance (mL/min)

Figure 6 Probability (%) of trough concentration of digoxin being within 0.5~0.8 ng/mL
at CLer ranging from 5 to 130 mL/min with amiodarone (a) or without amiodarone
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Target concentration

0.5~0.8 ng/mL
Amiodarone Amiodarone
(=) (+)
CLer (mL/min) CLer (mL/min)
~85 35~65 65~100 100~130 ~30 30~85 85~130
0.0625 mg 0.1875 0.0625 mg 0.125 mg
me (every 48hr)
0.125 mg 0.25 mg 0.0625 mg

Figure 7 Nomogram for target serum digoxin concentration. The proposed nomograms

are presented as a target serum digoxin concentration of 0.5-0.8 ng/mL.
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[% 3 =]
R DNER BEIZRB T 5 BEMERYEEAETICES<
NRVNR=V Y A U LAOEBERE FEOKRS

1. FF

RUPNR=v Y A Y T APCOE, VUVERESERECH RS LAELDE
—BREL LTHEASNTOWAEATH 5, B LNBERITIBIER S 16%~37.1%14 19
LIHEFBICRWD, MEROBEEERAPEEL RS, X=V ) VROMROEEL LTI,
Time above MIC(TAM%) & EbhTHY, ZDEN 0% LB2 AZ LREEL SIT
V03 10, BIMELABAOSE, PCG ORBBEMERENTHY SOEEBL ST LA
HESNTNG 19, TOkD, BIMELNELORE, B/IREHEEREMICICHT S
7 Z7HEDOERCHIn/MICOREE E ST 5, ZOMEIZE L TIXHERERBER R
DBFR T B, Z0Td, 41 PCG OMFRE LR L ORELRIM L, BEFRTE
TV, BHENL/ T A—F LHROREL ECBER S FEORMET 12,
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2. HiE

2-1 XBABE

1997 £ 1 A D 2013 £ 4 B ¥ CIZIEBRBHRBEICE O TR LNER L Bl sh
PCG &L IN=BEON, MPREAELZ LIBEL L, BEER, £FET—HIC
DT, BEFROLCICBR IV E 2 — 4 DLHFE L, RBRWEILIEERFESY -
PR EZESER T CER L,

2-2 |fuARA b
PCG ## 5% 2 RfED L X 3EEIE L BREERMED 2 KA b & Lz,

2-3 XSl hEERNE

MERREITER D%, RLO5BEZ1TV (3000 rp.m,10 min), MFSEEF B L CHIER X
T-30CTHBERT L=, ¥ PCG BEIL, BEFOHE #2%Z HPLC(High-performance
liquid chromatography)¥&iZ CHIE L7 19,

2-4 EHBHEET L

PCG OEIREIZHTZ D, HTIRDBEFTNEERERICE T 5 RBSIREDESRIZ,
NONMEM (25 & CHHEE 7= PREDPP(Prediction of Population
Pharmacokinetics)® 1-21 28— h 2 ¥ M5V EFHEET /V(ADVAN1, TRANS2)D
Y IN—F o 2RALE,

BEEOBRELES %2 H LT HRIEREET VL, HMEEBTSTAEZERALE,
Cps=Cpredy X (1+&y)
ZZTCprediid, BE jOIiFBICRITHIBEANT A—FIZ X A MFEFREHREM, Cps
HEE O IFEEOLBEPRERNEME, o XRELSERL, EBME 0, K8 2 OERSA
I bD LT 5B,

EWMEE/ T A — & OBEEMES L 5> b TRAYRE, BEEEeTARER LY,
Pi=Pxexp(1y)

ZIT, PIIEMEIE T A— X OEHE, PIiAE j BAOKNEE T A—FE, 7,
EGEESEZH Db L, FHELBEREEEP & P)EDETHD, nidFHEO, S
&% DERFFZEI bD LT 3B,
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2-5 HEBOKRF

7T I ADEREENCEEERETLEZ ONAHERI, £, 1R, mEY
V7 F=y, JvTF=r7 075 A(Cler), AE, ALT(alanine aminotransferase)
IZOWTHREE L, 7238 CLer iX Cockeroft-Gault »H5EH L7z,

FhZ2hoZdEE(covariance) DEF N E LTI TO b D EHALAESHOERE LT,
TV(P)= Bp +0¢ Xcovariance
TV(P)= OpxOceovariance

ETNENIZET VL L EEERFOERNEIRE T A —F ~DEBERFEDODFEIZONT
X, fx ORF%FERDEICEE L & %2 NONMEM @1z X > CH b5 B RIEEEL
& ; OBJ [EOEEE(-2 1.1.d. ; -2 log Likelihood difference) & x 2 & DEZ BT 5 LE
HREIC L > THIE Lz, BAERITIE, x20McEXBlBE 1 OZiIcfES-21.1.4.5
6.63 LA EOZE (p<0.0DZW- LI bDEFER L L,

2-6 Final model RO E

HEBOBRE CHEEE<0.0D)TH > =EFIZ OV THAE R T Full model RAEHRE
7zo £®%, Full model 7> 5 HZEE % E Y Bk < BEBWAEIZ X - T Reduced model % 3%
L, ®EEMNZREFIVERIZ X - T Final model Z8%E L7z,
ENEITET ML LR ERD, FERFEOFEIZOVWTI, x2HFICESEBEHE
1 DEAKIZHES -21.1.d 28 6.63 KL EDE/L(p<0.0DE = L bDERREL L,

L
E

2-7 Final model RDOZHF
Bz OBEZBTS PCG MiEFREDEAMECD) & BEMFH NS A —FITESLF
BEHEPRED), 88X Cp & Bayes #E Nz k> TEH L FEEIPRED): 72 » b L,
EYFEERRET L7, £/, Cp & PRED ODEA & EZEWRES)% PRED iz L Trry
F L, Final model {Z&-3< MiEPRECHERE L, BEEMECEHMEBE Lz, &6
IZ, 200 [E] Bootstrapresampling?iZ . - T 200 @DF—# ¥ v N &/ER L, ZOELES
Final model & (t8 L 72,

2-8 IMHERE LZF & OB

HMEBEFON, VOTRENERE L L ThREBSWEBEEZNRE Lz, SRHETNU
TOEBEIZIE> TTo T, BOMESEMS RIS PCG 2EF LIZEFS 30 BLHND
FRYUE & B L 72 SR RE B 2 EEER & LT, AMER L BUERICBIT 2R L BEL
OBEIREFFERTH7-DIC ROCHE L 2P RTF 4 v 7 i % VT Cmin/MIC D% v k
FT7EEEH L, HEEITY 7 biX, JIMP8.01J (SAS A VAT 4 Fa— b Pv /08
REMDANT, P<O.O5RBEEZEEL LT,
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2-9 ETEEEFEOBRN

2-8 THOLN Cmin/MIC DXy bATVEEZE2 2EZBEMEE LT, BEHsh=RBE
ARG A—ZDWEBE DEEZHANTEYT AN I ab—a i fTol, £s,
BUWER L LTHEODH A — 7 BEHN 100 pg/mL LA EZB 2 R WOAA D L Bl
PERbLEWREREZALEGDLEC /7T LBERLE,
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3./ R

MNEBEL, 254, BMAKRA 2 MX 46 KA 2 b THo7=(Table 7), HEEBDOBI O
R BFEREF Lo 0L LT, £, 43, M v 7F =", Cler, 5E, ALT
L 72 o7 (Table 8), ZhbDAERFZEHAA D Full model RZER L, EEBAEOR
FMEToTE I ARKMIZEBONEPCG DNRFA—F L LTIRUTO®EY &ixot,

CL (I/h) = 0.21 x CLer (mL/min)
vd (L) =28.9

7 V7 7 A(CLYDEEEEENL 28.8 %, HAABVIOMEERZEENL 32.4 % T, s
WEENL 174 % Tho T,

Table 7 Patient characteristics

Number of Patients 25

Gender (Male:Female) 16:9

Age(year) 54+ 17
Scr(mg/dL) 0.92 + 0.56
CLer (mL/min) 82.52 + 33.29"
AST(IU/L) 26.80 + 26.45
Weight(kg) 55.35+ 33.31"
Observation 46

PCG concentraion(pg/mL) 33.18 + 45.20
*Mean +standerd deviation
CLcr;Creatine clearance

Table 8 Hypothesis testing for fixed effect model of penicillin G pharmacokinetics

Fixed model OBJ LLD p-value
CL=01 356.307
01+02xCLcr 239.004 117.303 <0.001
01+62x1/sCr 280.388 75.919 <0.001
01+62xBW 323.407 32.9 <0.001
01x024LT
) 19.2 <0.001

(ALT>40=0,ALT<40=1) 337.037 9.27 0.00
01x02%°*

24.97 1.334 <0.001
(Male=1,Female=0) 3 3 31.33 00
01x02%e

347. 8.608 <0.
(Age>65=1,Age<64=O) 7.699 0.005
Vd=03
03+04xBW 356.307 0 N.S.

OBJ; the minimum value of objective function,LLD;-2 log-likelihood difference,N.S;not
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PCG DMiEFREDOERE L BEMOITELNTZRER T A —F OFHIE - Bayes #E
2 X o> TEH L FREDBRMEIZ SV T Figure 8 (@Q)0NZ7R L7z, Figure 8(izBEM
NIA—ZDFRELEAFTEREL OBFREIT DWW TR LEZ, 200 El?D Bootstrap
resampling DFRFIFERIT, 158 BITH LN/VTF A —# & Final model L iZIEF%ETH -
7z(Table 9),

g
&

Figure 8 (a) Figure 8 (b)

g
g

g
&

g

y=10645x- 1.7631

in
o
1

y=1.1986x% - 6.7259

Observed penicillin G concentration (ug/mlL)

Observed penicillin G concentration (ug
[N
8

50 | R?= 0.9955
? = (.8873
o ’ j ! ' § 0 T B T 1 i
0 % f0 10 200 20 0 £ 100 10 20 250
Population predicted penicillin G concentration (pg/mL) Individual predicted penicillin G concentration (ag/mL)
25 ? Figure 8 {0}
2.0 ) fe)
1
15 -
)
10 Ho O o ° ° o
Ecg 0.5 I
£ 00 {Poo—r—0 2 : ;
2 s 3@01 o 50 o 100 150 200
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2.0 - [0}
=25 -~

Figure 8 (a) Population predicted concentrations from the final model; (b) Individual
predicted concentrations from the final model. (c) Scatter plot of weighted residuals
(WRES) versus predicted concentration.
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Table 9 Final population pharmacokinetic parameters of penicillin G

Parameter Final model Bootstrap method ~ 95% CI(bootstarp method)
Estimate Estimate

Population Mean

CL(L/hr)=01xCLcr

01 0.21 0.21 0.17-0.249

Vd(L)=02

02 28.9 29.1 23.4-34.7

Interindivisual variability

nCL 0.0835 0.0786 0.0171-0.1397

nVvd 0.1040 0.0870 0.0087-0.1203

Residual variability

£ 0.0304 0.0310 0.0265-0.0342

Cl, confidence interval
1, random variable, which is normally distributed with mean 0 and varianc

¢, random error, which is normally distributed with mean 0 and variance 02

VP ERE SR SV ERIL 25 B 21 B ThHoTz, TDON, HIEFN 154 « ED
FEBIAS 6 4 T o 7= (Table 10), EIHES & HIEHF O Cmin/MIC % ROC Hi#g T /-
LZA, Ay "NATE60(RE 68%, FFEE 100 %) Th o7z (Figure 9), Figure 101
VAT 4 v VERSTOBRERLE,

Figurell [ZHH ENBEMNT A —F 2 EiZ, Cmin/MIC 28 60 Z#8 % 1= ERAER &R
o 728, MIC X PCG DL HEREIZT 2 MIC & L TR HEEDEY 0.06 pg/mL &
0.12pug/mL & L, I VT F=0 7 VTV ATRLERBERL ©°— 7 B 100 pg/mL
PEZBIBRWVEE A SR T, /E7 7 L%2/ERLEZFigure 12),

Table 10 Causative microorganisms

Total Penicillin success Penicillin failure

n=23 n=17 n=6
Size of Vegetation (mm) 11.6+5.8 12.3+6.2 9.8+4.5
PCG MIC 0.15+0.41 0.07+0.02 0.38+0.79
Viridans group streptococci
species level not determined 5 2 3
Streptococcl sanguis 5 2 3
streptococci gordonii 4 4 0
streptococci agalactiae 2 2 0
Streptococcl mutans 1 1 0
streptococci intermedius 2 2 0
streptococci mitis 1 1 0
streptococci oralis 1 1 0
streptococcl pepto 1 1 0
streptococci constellatus 1 1 0
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Figure 9 Receiver operating characteristic curve for predicting clinical efficacy using

penicillin G minimum serum concentration/MIC
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Figure 10 Penicillin G minimum serum concentrations/MIC and logistic regression

model for clinical outcomes (failure, 0; success, 1).
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Figure 11 Probability of attaining targets above a penicillin minimum serum

concentration/MIC ratio of 60 at CLcr ranging from 5 to 120 with MIC fixed at (a) 0.06
or (b) 0.12 pg/mL.
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Figure 12 Nomogram for the initial dosage of penicillin against viridans group

streptococci.
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Fxa R0z V75 AOEFIE, Child-Pugh 5D H & 72 o 7-, Child-Pugh 43
HiL, PN ZRDTRIES LTUFERICAVW O, HETIE, BT 5 sk
DFEL LTHAVSR TS, Kaiko RF & Tallgren M 612 L #UiS, FFESREREERCIL,
XA PV OEBHNERLZEESRENDD 202, 208, FEEDCEETHS
Child-Pugh GEAEF Lo/ T & 1IX%Y & Bb 3, AWENFIHRIZE L T, 63.9%
CEHEN, ZOER, BEAZHEL LERBRBEROMETH S 60 %2 &EEI LTV e,
e, SEHEHINEEBEANT A—F LEBEREREL ST EBRE L HRE L8 20
EHEB LW, SEAVWEERANL, BALRRVE Faadr=URER S-S
FRRITIXH BN, EWFRFIHRRLI VT T U RAEDNRT A —F BN EAOBRE L EEIL
TWBZEHD, E FraZiorRAdxva R ORBEICEES RIF LTV 5 AR
bien e Bbhi,

TIAX DT VT TUARAOETFE, TIAFard Cler lolr, D338
BT T0%L L3R XL, BEFEORE 500 TH Cler IMEF Lo T0NBE I ENnDRY L
Bbhd, 7IAFa /Y, BEORETHY IRV OMPEEL 2 HRELRTAE
ERBEINTNDZ DR F Lo LB, TIAF L & Pd% 2 0E
BEEBOAI =L, TIZFFa OEERED CHEITAFAT IA L arnyA
XUUDOPEERBEENTOIRMEESWEHET 720 E SR T3 27,

PCG D7 VT T ADEFIX, Cler D&H L7271, PCG I, BEFEOHE 29Ty Eig
oI s L ENTEY, BEEOHEIETHS Cler PEF LRSI LEIZYTH
% & Bbhi, FMBEREIZONTSH 289L LEHEN, BEORE DL HLELLTRYHE
& B,

SEEHEIN 3 BAOBEF T A—F L LEFOHE L LELH L TR Y @Ees
NThHolzbBbivd, ¥/, Bootstrap resampling tEDRER L SEHI L LREFTHOIN
HZUMERERCEELO L EbRS,

BMARA 2 ML, BE~OABLERL 3 EA L LBRIBOKRA L ML, FRICRA
BT NREER LI,

FXa RAL, EFRFIERAORL OBREL LENBRBLZHARICTIZL2ENE LE
7o, BIMARA L MIBSARA L e 2L RoBEERMICERAZEBENE LN,

VARV UNE, 2230 R— R AV MEFATORELDH DN, NI UVBRENHRELBIE
RAOHEIEL 2572, TDM OBENTROB INTNWE T 7D 1R, ¥ hOBZEDF—X
LY, ETARLEEREDZ VT  A0HEERT AR ERA VW,
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ETHDERbNE, 5%, £/F7 5 5% BVIETE X EZITVO ST Y 1% D FAE
BRLELBEbb,
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