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WA EAER (DDI)X, EMFELOPFRIC X 23O, BEsE L O
ERZECSED Z LA L, RICEFIMEEIER & EWBiRerMHAEH
I TV D, FEIEHFAEERIL, EOORNBIBIZITZEEA 20 D
DZFRRLEER OVERIAL &2 LI AEAERIC L0, SEE) R O B0 <0055 23
HZHZETHD. —F, K FrmaEERIZ, EYoRNEREICEKIT 5
WL, 23R, ARETES J ORI AR |2 S8 2 J A Ui o R o0 S i i oD 28
ERAETLDHDTHS. DDl OF) 70%NIEMENREEMEAIEACTHY, 2o
THEMRBEN LIZHEERBREE S0 D 2 ARG shTnd (T,
1995).

W OMRFHBRIL, >~ 1 L P4S0 (#aFr4 P450, &> FHEi% CYP &g
PENTTDHDLINIRNGE LIRS ND. P450 1%, RN ORE < 720G
BB H~LZ NI EHETHY, EfiSHTODEEML DK 75% DRI B
HLTWDZ ERFEEINTWD (Williams et al., 2004). 7% D @ 25%% 58 5
P450 Z 41 S 72> non-P450 W REIEER & L CiE, 77 b RiEulER R Sl k&
LIBILS, =AT T —E7 LI X HIKRGEK)ES, UDP-7 V7 v o FEiifiE
F (UCT) MBI EE R I LD ALUL, TAT e REF T H—ERF T F
VAX U —BIZ L DR O TV D, T D non-P450 SEW R R
TR MR, EEHEZOoH L LO0, BRICEIT 5 WY EER OHE
IXIRERTH D (Oda et al., 2015; Williams et al., 2004). CETERALIZ I 1T B FEE D
S AN 2 (GHEEE RN L T2 e, £ D 90%LL 1T P450 23BH5- L T
L2 ENRESINTEY (FHE, 1995), P450 %41 L 7= DDI Tl o> 5 B [T i b
TrEbo.

P450 Z 41 L7 DDI (T, EEFEAFIC L > COFHAEREZ LA SE 546

3



RWEROTEHALB T OFHREIC L > THAAEREZBD S 256086 5. ¥
OPRTRCEMEH OBEROFREIZ L > TEIFHEZHIRES N DDA 5T
mibefradil, terfenadine, cisapride, cerivastatin, astemizole 72 & ® L 5 IZHidGn 6
RAEMET Z L1275 (Ajayi etal., 2000). fiE-> T, AIFEEREIZIS T P450 (2%
HEE, FHEB L ONEEIDO Y 27 BN SWEEWEBIRT 5 2 & 13D CTE
HTHD.

ZHETIT P450 DFEFICHSWNTE L @ DDl FHIFFIZARE STV D
(Bachmann and Lewis, 2005; Blanchard et al., 2004; Einolf, 2007; Ito et al., 2004). L
MU G, %< OBFFEEEE N SCHRD> 6 invitro 3UBROFLESE (ICs<° K) % 5| H
LCHY, IEHe DDI FHIZINEHZ L CTW5. £/, FHFERICKE S B8y
5.2 2 M4E 5 237 $EAZR0 in vitro BERIED SR O & L /87 (G 5 B
L7cht, EBRFODLTNRRRENTRIR RICKRE REEL 52 5. F s
W OTEMEZ BT 5 1D IREMEO S WEEZ LT D &, Z 37 a3
BN 2 AR H 0, mnZ o7 iEeREA T 56T E DDI O T RIHER
(28 T FEGINE D FERFREN R E 7288 % KT T REMER H 5.

R3S BAREIZ I 1T D PA50 12T 2 BHEIZ DU T, 2006 FITFE H S 417z KIE
BLIESJR (FDA)YD KT 7 N A X AR 2010 FATHE HY S 4072 BN L 7
EMAYD RZ 7 NTA R4 0%, X7 mv Y —2472 8 invitro BB DR S
M- BREE S & FRER O mAE R EE O L ([I/K) % AV C g B 1E A 3B 5 e
DA AW T2 LS EHEIN TS, EMA XX VI A THIET 2B/ S
RUREOFEAED[/K Z, FDA [THRIREEED)K OEHEZZRL TV, F
A AAEF FERE O FEHEN TR TR > TS, ZOEVWRED L HIZY R
FHMICEEEET 20T LR > TELT, TOEWEHLMNIT S Z LIEE
WA EZED D L TR CHERETHD. BATIE, BOMHAEEROTA FT



AN 10 ESVIZBE S, BTG 2014 4 7 AIZEWAE AR T A
NI A UnBEH SNz, [INCOWTTREEEEL AV, MNRIZE T 5E
RO ETURED DR K 0 B IEWG S, K (ZOWTIIIER SR
WZAND L REEINTWD. [IK B 01U EDEAIZDDI DU R 713 dH 5
W SNDT=D, FDAD FT T M A T A ANTEWFHfi LT L 72> T 5.

P450 DFFEIZHDOVWTIX DDI O FRIFERFI 23 % < G S T2 (Almond et
al., 2009; Einolf et al., 2014; Fahmi et al., 2008; Guo et al., 2013; Hewitt et al., 2007;
Kato et al., 2005; Shou et al., 2008). —J57, #HE L [6 U L 5 ICOF HEEERE %2 )
S D AREMEDN B DIEMEAIZ OW T 0 RERIRFHI A 70 <, DD BB Fr 2k
RFEAES LI LT/ T, LM LR D, in vitro iR TIEZ < DfbA
WHs PAS0 R 2 TEMET 5 Z & A S 41Tk D (Hutzler and Tracy, 2002; Kerr et
al., 1994; Maenpaa et al., 1998; Ngui et al., 2000; Schwab et al., 1988; Shou et al.,
1994; Wang et al., 2000; Wiebel et al., 1971), fllZ 7 & XizBW\W T ED L HIZ Y &
7 il 2B E 7o TN D,

ABFFETIE, P450 DFLE L{EMEALIZAER L, L bR AT T 4 THIZEIC
ST DDl DU A7 FHliD % Y2 EET 2 Z & T, AT 0w Tk % 1Em
OFEEEH) 7 DDI FHMEEA R T2 2 2 AL Lz, | JTIX, FEHllT5—
SIS WETIEED LA D, £ Lo DDl U X 7 5D 2 42> T
BEET 2 & L bIl, TNOOREPAFE e X THEATE 205 MLz, 5
I FETIL, FDA TA X AL EMA A KT A LV OIEEDFEVDJFK & 70> T
LML IO 70 Y =L 2RI FEEIZER L, NI RiG O 8% in
vitro FUBRICHA 2 A 7 i AN AT AlE 2 IV 72 PASO0 BB > DDI Y-l
REEEARGE L7z, 85 I ETIE, AR v 2B T HIGMHELD U X7 FHliD 72

BRRMER I OHEZEZH OGN L, BME vz in vivo 5RO 2R 72



FHIEIZOWTHE Lz, BB E > THRO U 27 5o %2 4 1EZH & 7>
235 L & BT, RIFEBMEIZIIT D P450 [HE I L ONEME L O IEMED D FEERRY 72
URA7FHIEZMEE LD T, DITIZHERT 5.



FIE Y[ RTA 0 BIXOTA X ZOFYEMEAET Y A 27 5Hlo b

L3

LA S

P450 Z 4 L 7= DDI {22\ T 2006 FZ FDA K 0 SEMRHEAEH O K7 7 K
HTA S A, 2010 FFIC EMA KV MBI O KT 7 M TA R7A 035
tHEaiz. &L, DDI U 27 OfatR & LT, EAIOMBETIRE (1) &AF
7 v Y=L invitro BB DR SN HEER (K)OlEH#HESELZ, L
LR 5, EMA IZIERE SRR OIS < KB L OB AMEERIME P EE ([
DO %, FDA ITHIREIEMED K L O [nx PDEHZZR L TR Y, ZDE
MED LIV A7 FMIET 2 00T BT 72 > T Ru,

[Nmax/Ki Z 1> 7= DDl FHIZOW TN DD L b1 AT T ¢ THFZEN
WA STV A A (Bachmann and Lewis, 2005; Blanchard et al., 2004; Einolf, 2007;
Ito et al., 2004), K F-OWFZERLERND KiZ5IH L TWaDZ EnZn. Ko
WE T, RN I 1Y — LA PAS0 FLERERIC IS 1T 2 IHERT
VU IVOHEEICRE B E 525 Z ERHLMNI/2-TED (Brown et al.,
2006; Grime and Riley, 2006; Margolis and Obach, 2003; Tran et al., 2002), #7253
B k1 C 92 HE & 7u7- fluconazole, ketoconazole 35 O itraconazole @ KX, 10 fi%
PLEE S Z ERHESIN TS (Brown et al., 2006). it~ T, #FZEEM D K DX
BOEN, L hrANRTT 4 THIFRIZB VW TIEMZ DDI Tl 2 [KEHIZ LT\ d
AREMEDN D D . AWFZEICIR N TH A1, FER GRS K ONRIREE A D K 2 32
L, EMA & FDA ® DDIZXf$ % U X7 G-l DiENZ ] 5702 L7z,

INBIZEBWTCYP3A LHEH T v AR —H—THDHPHEX /37 & (P-gp)



0, EHOWNUI KR E REBE 525 2 ERHRESNTND. FIZ CYP3A O
i, ML D HMBICB N THREDKE WD & PEE ORI TR
SN TERY, EERZL DDl Y X7V T/MMED DDl 2 B E T 5 Z &1
HETH D (Galetin et al, 2010; Galetin et al.,, 2007; Kato et al., 2003;
Rostami-Hodjegan and Tucker, 2004; Tachibana et al., 2009). 2006 4|2 H i 7-
FDA K77 N HA X2 ATII/NEO DD KT HRRilk 3720 - 7223, EMA 1 X
&A% LTI CYP3A4 BRE A L7=/ME®D DDl U R 7 § i & ki~ 5 &L 9
EHLTWD. ZhETOLE A, EMA O/NGIZHT S DDI D Y A 2 3D %%
BB 2 AFSEIE M S TR,

AHFFETIE, /MEODDIZ ZFLEMAD KT 7 ST A KT A4 L OR4HEI &
2T B E BT, FDADODDIY A 7 3HIIEIC L AR L OFEWNICHO VW TE R L.
Fio, WURNKDYZ ZA4T VT EREL, EODDIEHMIOAIFEY =¥ A2k

T oA HEZ AT

o280 RERPEL & EERTTE
[-2-i) 73

NFan ANV - ERMiadkoe b CYP 3R (thCYP)
Bz hr—n 37 v Y—2A0% BD Biosciences - (San Jose, CA, USA) 7>
W A L 7=. Ranitidine hydrochloride, ketoconazole, terbinafine, nifedipine,
roxithromycin, diltiazem hydrochloride, omeprazole, diphenhydramine hydrochloride,
sulphamethizole, amitriptyline hydrochloride, tolbutamide 35 & OF testosterone (& F1:
i T 2EREA 4 (Osaka, Japan)2» S A L 7=. Fluvoxamine, verapamil, labetalol
hydrochloride, mexiletine hydrochloride, fluoxetine, miconazole, sulphaphenazole

¥ JLOY benzbromarone (& Sigma Chemicals - (St. Louis, MO, USA) 7S HEEA L7=.



Felodipine, cyclosporine, sertraline 35 X O citalopram hydrobromide (% Toronto
Research Chemicals #1: (Toronto, Ontario, Canada) 7>5 M A L7=. Fluconazole (&
LKT Laboratories £t (St. Paul, MN, USA) />5[ A L7=. Itraconazole 3 L O
amiodarone % MP Biomedical £f (Irvine, CA, USA) 2>5 A L7=. Propafenone
hydrochloride 35 X O sulphinpyrazone (% ICN Biomedicals f1: (Aurora, Ohio, USA)
MHIEA L7z, Isradipine |2 USP The United States Pharmacopeial Convention £k
(Rockville, MD, USA) 75 A L 7=. Fluvastatin |% Calbiochem #1: (San Diego, CA,
USA) 75N L7=. Azithromycin i% Astatech 1 (Bristol, PA, USA) 7SN L
7=. Quinidine sulphate 3 & OY bufuralol hydrochloride |3 Ultrafine chemicals f1:
(Manchester, UK) 7> 5 A L 7z. B-nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate
(B-NADP+), glucose-6-phosphate (G-6-P)3s & U glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase
(G-6-PDH)IZ Oriental Yeast Co., Ltd. (Tokyo, Japan) 7SN L7z, Z Do il#k
I3 HPLC FIERZE, SERAR £ 72132 AU S 3 233K A 1 L 7.

I-2-ii)-a it & P EHFUR
Tolbutamide, bufuralol 35 X O} testosterone L% 141 CYP2C9, CYP2D6 ¥

L ONCYP3A4 DRFWFE & LT Lz, MOEREIL 100 pL T, FRED
BOSIEP OfE X, CYP 8% (100 nmol/L CYP2C9, 2 nmol/L CYP2D6, 10
nmol/L CYP3A4), U L FefEfEik (pH 7.4, 50 mmol/L), NADPH R E LT
MgCl; (5 mmol/L), B-NADP+ (0.5 mmol/L), G-6-P (5 mmol/L) 3 X O G-6-PDH
(L5unit/mL) & L7z, ME 7 EEIZ, avbo—AIrzoy—2%H0T
0.5 mg/mL (ZFFHL U 7= B 1%, tolbutamide (53, 107, 213 35 K 18427 umol/L),
bufuralol (2.2, 4.4, 8.8 33 X135 pumol/L), testosterone (20, 40, 120 ¥ 2 Tr 240

umol/L)IZERE L7z, Ki ZIRET HEROMRERPREIL 0, 1, 3, 10, 30, 100 pmol/L



ZEEICHEBEHERA Z I L. REB LB IZERZENAZ ) —L
BIXRIOAFILANLKRFY R (DMSONZIAEME L, TN OHEIAEBLEE X
0.5% (v/iv) & L7=. CYP2D6, CYP2C9 35 . O CYP3A4 D I HHERIZZ L Z 4 20,
I BLPZIEMINIZEEL, 3TCOKBTA FaX— a3 L%, 100 ul ©
T =MV VORI LY ROSEEIE L. SO 7L, 1,500g T

10 min .0 EEL, 0 BEEZEZOTICHE L=,

I-2-ii)-b R 3 17
ik o~ ~ 27 7 (UPLC; Waters, Milford, MA)Z% F v TR D4 FfE

5 Mt % AT W,  4-hydroxytolbutamide , 1’-hydroxybufuralol ¥ X O
6B-hydroxytestosterone D44 (UV) WL 27 hLZIE LTz, LC Do
HIZLLF DY Th 5.

717 In: Acquity BEH C18 column (100 x 2.1 mm, 1.7 um, Waters , Milford, MA)
BEfH A: 20 mmol/L phosphate buffer (pH 7)/acetonitrile (9 : 1, v/v)

BEhfH B: 20 mmol/L phosphate buffer (pH 7)/acetonitrile (3: 7, v/v)

it 0.5 mL/min.

77 BEE: 50°C

UV # H : 250 nm (6B-hydroxytestosterone) , 230 F* £ Y 250 nm
(4'-hydroxytolbutamide), 247 nm (1'-hydroxybufuralol).

7'F Y= MR EIE B D%): 4'-hydroxytolbutamide 8-24% (0-2.2 min), 95%
(2.21-3.9 min), 8% (3.91-4.1 min); 1'-hydroxybufuralol 12-24% (0-2.2 min), 95%
(2.21-3.9 min), 12% (3.91-4.1 min); 6B-hydroxytestosterone 35% (0-1 min), 95%

(1.01-2.48 min), 35% (2.49-2.5 min).
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I-2-ii)-c FLER I LK OFH H
FLEEH IS & OVK fii% GraphPad PRISM ver 5 (La Jolla, CA, USA) % F Tk
E L2, K3 R N 2 RIECTEAR IV ZHVWTTROKXI Y HH L.
FEABLE [V = Vimax SI(Kn [1+[1]/K{] + S)]
FEBABLE [V = Vinae SI((Km + S) [1+[11/Ki])]
FREAPLE [V = Vinae SI(Kn/(14[1)/aK)+S)-(1+[1)/aK))]
IREPRE [V = Vi SI((Km [1+[IT/KI] + S-[1+H{I}/aKi]))]
7233, testosterone ([ DV TIX FREZUSHEVY, hill frE A B fE L 7-.
BAPE [V = Ve ST(Kn " -[1+[1)/Ki]+ S")],
FEFBATLE [V = Vinae ST(Kn " + SM-[1+[1)/KD],
FRBEABLEV = Vinax' S" I(Ke/ (1+H[1)/aK)+ S™)-(1+[1])/aK;))]
EAPRE [V = Vinae S"(Km " [1+[11/Ki] + S™[1+[1)/aK]))]
WY 72T V&R ET 572912, Akaike’s Information Criterion (AIC) % L 7=.
Ranitidine @ K fElL, IEfiEED 7= O EREICR I CTE 2o 7=DTKij=1Cs/2 & L

7.

I-2-iii)-a X 7 ©7 Y — LARUSHR TR ORGSR S5 SR E

BEFEH D I 7 1 Y — N SHE T O FEEG R oy 3R 2 Ak (HTD96a;
HTDialysis, CT, USA)IZ & - CTHIE L 7=. NADPH FEA & D MgCl, & FEHUKIZZ 2
FZUANE, bR & RIER DO TEfE L7z, & 7L — oKD = v
FEE T2 TEY, Al (278 Y —2MINITISKE 150 ul %, & 9
FR) (FRERRAANIZ X 50 mmol/L U PR 150 uL 23 L7z, &% OLaY)
(TR L LT 10 pmol/L 12725 L5 X7 vy — Azl (272 L,
fluconazole, itraconazole, azithromycin, amiodarone, sulphaphenazole ¥ X O
sulphamethizole DF&PREEIL 1 umol/L & L7z). &M 7 L — b, 87 rpm (Type

11



NR-1; TAITEC, Tokyo, Japan)=£i FC 20h ¥k & 9 Liz. 7 b= h U L TkR¥ o~
/N7 %%, 1,500g T 10 min =.LAorEEL, EIEF @ fluconazole, cyclosporine,

itraconazole, azithromycin, amiodarone, sulphaphenazole 35 X TF sulphamethizole
DO, @Rk a~ N7 T 7-% 07 NEESHrEERE (LCIMSIMS) T,
DA DOPRFEANZ DU TIE UPLC-UV THIE L 7=. LCIMSIMS Z3HT iR D PN EIE )
B Z1% 100 ng/mL @ alprenolol % Fv 7= (7272 L, simvastatin 43 BT IZ 1%

cyclosporine z{# ] L 72).

I-2-iii)-b .75 7 B T
LC/MS/MS L, LC #BiZ Prominence UFLC system (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan)

RV, BiAdEE X DGU-20A, XA > 713 10AD-VP % 721% LC-20AD, 4 —

N7 Z —1L SIL-20ACHT, 7 7 A4 —7 2L CTO-20AC %M L7=. MS B

I API 3000 (Applied Biosystem, Foster City, CA, USA)Z i L7=. fEHrICIE

Analyst software ™ (version 1.4.2) Zfifl L7=. LC 3L MS O &MAHIZLLT
WY ThD.

777 I Shim-pack XR-ODS (2.0 mm i.d. x 30 mm, 2.2 um; Shimadzu, Tokyo, Japan)

FEFH A: 0.2% (v/v) formic acid in 0.01 mol/L ammonium formate (pH 3.0)

B EhfH B: 0.2% (v/v) formic acid in acetonitrile

P 0.5 mL/min.

717 BIREE: 50°C

77V v N EIFE B D%): 10% (0-0.2 min), 10- 99% (0.2-0.4 min), 99%

(0.4-2.5 min), 10% (2.6-3.7 min)

~VAANYZ ka Ak U—: Cyclosporine, m/z 1202.8—100.3; fluconazole, m/z

306.9—220.3; itraconazole, m/z 707.3—392.2; azithromycin, m/z 749.5—591.4;

12



amiodarone, m/z 646.0—100.1; sulphaphenazole, m/z 315.1—157.8; sulphamethizole,

m/z 271.0—155.9; simvastatin, m/z 419.2—199.2; alprenolol, m/z 250.3—116.3.

UPLC-UV D3 SFIZLL T DB Y TH 5.

717 I Acquity BEH C18 column (100 x 2.1 mm, 1.7 um, Waters , Milford, MA)

B E)FE A: 10 mmol/L ammonium acetate/water/acetonitrile (1:8:1, v/v/v)

FEhfH B: 10 mmol/L ammonium acetate/acetonitrile (1:9, V/v)

Jiti: 0.5 mL/min.

717 MIREE: 40°C

UV #tt: 220 nm (miconazole, mexileting), 222 nm (sertraline, roxithromycin,
diphenhydramine, fluoxetine), 250 nm (other drugs) .

Gradient (&) B D %): 25-95% (0-1.5 min), 95% (1.5-2.7 min), 25% (2.71-35

min) .

I-2-iii)-c X 7 17 YV — AR IERE SR B O A
7w Y — AR IEREE T 7 H (fumic) (X TR E W R L.

Cbuffer

D)

£y mic =
wmie Cmixture

Chixure ©: X 7 H Y — NMAIOAL B IR FE, Couffer : P& TEHEA
7ok, FEEATO Kl (Kig )X itk viHE L.

Kiv=Kifumic (2)

1-2-iv) ERREM IR AR 7 — & DI
FRIR O IEM M EAE IR T — # 1%, 2004 4EIT Ito B3 L7 b
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i L7z (Ito et al., 2004). — > DFHEHNZ SV THEED DDI HF41723 6 %5613
bt AUC OBENRENT =X 52T —RX Mr—AE LTHRMALE. 22 L,
cyclosporine (2B L TiX CYP3A4 DFHFEAIE LT T, AT =42 7
Y AR—4— (OATP) X° P-gp DFHFEAIEL L TEHHALTWA 728 (Shitara et al.,
2003; Terao et al., 1996), OATP <> P-gp DFE T/ felodipine & DAHAEH S
Bzt Uiz, PEBR MR i KIRIE ([ma) B X OF DIEREE TR ([Nmaxu) &
(/K th DB H A L7z,

/NBIZEBIT S DDl U A7 5L, MMEERENRE S K Ol TH 5 [1]0/K
L <IE[]g/Ki 12FESWTHENE L7z, [Ig (348 0 GRHICERT 5 K& (250
ML) DIRKEE LCHE L, Mg X FReXE v EH L.

M= —5— O

Fa IZTTHILE IR, Ky 1 FRIGHEER, Qqli/Mais L, £h£in 1, 01

min?, 248 mL/min & L7- (Obach et al., 2006; Rostami-Hodjegan and Tucker, 2004).

I-2-v) &R DDI 4338
FDA B L OEMA IZ3EWOFIC L D AUC OZE{EDY 80-125% AN T & AL IEHH

HAER 720 & Zx72 LT % (Tucker et al., 2001). Bjornsson et al. 5 O 5125
-3 % (Bjornsson et al., 2003), F'EH » AUC IO FEEE(Z)E U T “strong”
“moderate” , “weak”® 32D 7 L — KIZ43¥A L 7= (strong inhibition, AUC/AUC >
5; moderate inhibition, AUC//AUC < 5 to > 2; weak inhibition, AUC//AUC < 2 to >
1.25).

[IV/Ki ZfE~7= DDI U X7 O FRIEELIZOWTIL FREIZR L7 true-positive,

true-negative, false-negative 33 X O\ false-positive Z+481Z(Z L, [IJ/K; D@72 7 Z
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A7 U 7 false-negative 35 L O false-positive % &/ NRIZT 5 L H&E L7-.

>'IQII

[1)/K; > cutoff value [1)/K; < cutoff value
AUC ratio >R True Positive False Negative
AUC ratio <R False Positive True Negative

R=1.25,2,and 5.

Accuracy, false-negative 33 X T false-positive rate [ZLL T D L 9 IZEFKR L=,
Accuracy rate = (true positive + true negative)/(total studies)
False-negative rate = false negative/(true positive + false negative)

False-positive rate = false positive/(true negative + false positive)

93 HT AER
I-3-i) Ki % L fu.mic DEH
AR COYAE EAERFEHIN $H 5 35 DFLEAFNC-OVWT in vitro (28T 5 K;

BRLOMHEEAL Table 1-1 1278 L7z, CYPIZxIT 2 ABAREOREIIH TH
52 ENHESINTEY (Zhang and Wong, 2005), 4 [alEkER L 7= BLEFNZ BT
RBAE ISR SN R Do 7. JIE S fumic 1% amiodarone @ 0.004 7> 5
fluconazole ™ 1.00 & THE/AVMEZ 7~ L7=. Felodipine, terbinafine, itraconazole,
sertraline, amiodarone 3 J U% miconazole @ fymic (3<0.2 LA FTH Y, FROFEA N
BODITZ., Z o7 PR 0.5 mg/mL THIE L7z fumic 1%, WM IIEOIERE
By (f) & 0 EWMEIR Th > 7.
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Table I-1

In vitro and in vivo data for DDI prediction used in this study

[ AUC Ki
CYP Substrate Inhibitor (M) References fo References ratio References Inhibition mode (uM) fumic o/t mic

CYP3A4 Felodipine Cyclosporine 0.76 (Madsen et al., 1996) 0.07 (Obach et al., 2006) 1.58 (Madsen et al., 1996) Competitive 9.4 0.35 0.20
Midazolam Azithromycin 1.0 (Hardman et al., 2001) 0.69 (Kato et al., 2008) 127 = 025 (Zimmermann et al., 1996) ND 408 0.92 0.75

Midazolam Ranitidine 15 (Muirhead et al., 1988) 0.85 (Obach et al., 2006) 166 + 022 (Elwood et al., 1983) ND 500* 0.98 0.87

Midazolam Roxithromycin 13 (Kees et al., 2000) 0.14 (Obach et al., 2006) 147 = 025 (Backman et al., 1994) Competitive 98.7 0.93 0.15

Nifedipine Quinidine 4.1 (lto et al., 1998) 0.13 (Obach et al., 2006) 137 + 083 (Bowles et al., 1993) Mixed 38.8 0.91 0.14

Nisoldipine Ketoconazole 7.9 (Einolf, 2007) 0.01 (Obach et al., 2006) 244 = 45 (Heinig et al., 1999) Competitive 0.01 0.60 0.02

Quinidine Felodipine 0.0091 (Hardman et al., 2001) 0.004 (Obach et al., 2006) 107 = 012 (Bailey et al., 1993) Competitive 4.9 0.11 0.03

Quinidine Nifedipine 0.23 (lto et al., 2002) 0.044 (Kato et al., 2008) 115 = 015 (Bailey et al., 1993) Mixed 6.4 0.74 0.06

Triazolam Fluconazole 35 (Einolf, 2007) 0.89 (Obach et al., 2006) 442 + 097 (Varhe et al., 1996a) Competitive 9.6 1.00 0.89

Triazolam Isradipine 0.03 (Hardman et al., 2001) 0.04 (Obach et al., 2008a) 077 + 014 (Backman et al., 1999) Mixed 2.8 0.56 0.07

Triazolam Itraconazole 0.48 (Einolf, 2007) 0.002 (Obach et al., 2006) 271 = 12 (Varhe et al., 1994) Competitive 0.04 0.09 0.02

Triazolam Terbinafine 4.0 (Einolf, 2007) 0.004 Product Label 081 =+ 014 (Varhe et al., 1996b) Noncompetitive 204 0.17 0.02

CYP2D6 Desipramine Fluoxetine 0.46 (Einolf, 2007) 0.050 (Obach et al., 2006) 743 + 7.3 (Bergstrom et al., 1992) Competitive 1.02 0.34 0.15
Desipramine Sertraline 0.11 (Ito et al., 2002) 0.014 (DeVane et al., 2002) 154 + 105 (Kurtz et al., 1997) Competitive 2.45 0.10 0.15

Encainide Quinidine 1.23 (Ito et al., 1998) 0.13 (Obach et al., 2006) 114 = 17 (Turgeon et al., 1990) Competitive 0.0015 091 0.14

Flecainide Amiodarone 11 (Hardman et al., 2001) 0.0027 (McGinnity et al., 2005) 137 = 077 (Funck-Brentano et al., 1994) Mixed 201.9 0.004 0.62

Imipramine Citalopram 0.4 (Pelkonen et al., 1998) 0.20 (Obach et al., 2006) 1.15 (Gramet al., 1993) Competitive 8.01 0.87 0.23

Imipramine Fluvoxamine 0.43 (Hardman et al., 2001) 0.23 (Obach et al., 2006) 363 + 112 (Spina et al., 1993) Competitive 3.97 0.63 0.37

Imipramine Labetalol 0.70 (Da”eShmel"gdgj;‘d Roberts, 0.50 (Obach et al., 2006) 153+ 175 (Hermann et al., 1992) Competitive 0.49 084 059
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Metoprolol Amitriptyline 0.20 (Sennef et al., 2003) 0.01 (McGinnity et al., 2008) 144 + 038 (Kirch et al., 1984) Competitive 1.81 0.55 0.02
Metoprolol Diphenhydramine 0.26 (Einolf, 2007) 0.36 (McGinnity et al., 2008) 161 + 080 (Hamelin et al., 2000) Competitive 0.93 0.94 0.38
Metoprolol Mexiletine 1.83 (Kusumoto et al., 1998) 0.58 (McGinnity et al., 2008) 182 + 073 (Sakamoto and Ohashi, 1995) Competitive 11.2 0.89 0.65
Propranolol Diltiazem 0.13 (Einolf, 2007) 0.22 (Obach et al., 2006) 148 + 1.00 (Tateishi et al., 1989) Competitive 32.6 0.94 0.23
Propranolol Omeprazole 0.90 (Kang et al., 2002) 0.05 (Obach et al., 2006) 1.02 + 059 (Henry et al., 1987) Competitive 181.8 0.99 0.05
Propranolol Propafenone 2.6 (Kowey et al., 1989) 0.04 (Kato et al., 2008) 213 + 114 (Kowey et al., 1989) Mixed 0.014 0.72 0.06
Propranolol Verapamil 0.73 (Einolf, 2007) 0.10 (Obach et al., 2006) 1.42 (Hunt et al., 1990) Competitive 235 0.85 0.12
CYP2C9 Diclofenac Fluvastatin 45 (Transon et al., 1995) 0.006 (Kato et al., 2008) 125 + 091 (Transon et al., 1995) Competitive 1.08 0.74 0.01
Phenytoin Sertraline 0.14 (lto et al., 2002) 0.014 (DeVane et al., 2002) 112 + 055 (Rapeport et al., 1996) Noncompetitive 181.3 0.10 0.15
S-Warfarin Benzbromarone 4.7 (Takahashi et al., 1999) 0.0005 (McGinnity et al., 2005) 215 + 122 (Takahashi et al., 1999) Competitive 0.182 0.27 0.00
S-Warfarin Fluconazole 70 (Einolf, 2007) 0.89 (Obach et al., 2006) 284 + 137 (Black et al., 1996) Competitive 22.4 1.00 0.89
S-Warfarin Miconazole 0.56 (lto et al., 2002) 0.02 (lto et al., 2002) 472 + 070 (O'Reilly et al., 1992) Competitive 1.1 0.16 0.12
S-Warfarin Sulphinpyrazone 33 (lto et al., 2002) 0.007 (McGinnity et al., 2005) 193 + 035 (O'Reilly, 1982) Competitive 85.3 0.98 0.01
Tolbutamide Ketoconazole 7.9 (Einolf, 2007) 0.01 (Obach et al., 2006) 1.77 = 017 (Krishnaiah et al., 1994) Mixed 3.4 0.60 0.02
Tolbutamide Sulphamethizole 222 (Komatsu et al., 2000) 0.14 (Komatsu et al., 2000) 162 + 055 (Lumholtz et al., 1975) Competitive 70.4 1.00 0.14
Tolbutamide Sulphaphenazole 77.9 (Komatsu et al., 2000) 0.32 (Komatsu et al., 2000) 528 + 184 (Veronese et al., 1990) Mixed 0.22 1.00 0.32

ND: Not determined.
% As the ICsq value of ranitidine was > 1000 umol/L, the K; value was presumed to be 500 pmol/L.
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I-3-i) EMA O KZ 7 N A4 RZ 4 28T 5 DDI AT > v ¥ /L OFHE

FLEE D HL 72 5 DDI (weak, moderate-to-strong, strong) (Zxf L C false-negative
rate Z ic/NRIZT 5 X 9 ZR@UIR K D27 AT VT 277 [Nmaxe/Kiy DfE
Z 0.00006 7205 6 F CEAL X7z L Zd false-negative, false-positive 5 LY
accuracy rates % Fig. I-1 {Z/RL7=. EMARNEELTWH002%2 27 947V T &
L, B PR C moderate 35 JX Ut strong DDI Z 7~ 3G W) % Bl L 72354, false-positive
F L U false-negative rates (ZZ 414 25% B LN 0% TH -7 (Fig. I-1b). Z D
0.02 % iR T weak DDI Z =& &7l L7254, the false-negative rate /&
39% Td o7z (Fig. I-1a). Weak DDI #Z ¥l L 72351+, false-negatives rates % 0 (Z
+2 % 9 72 [maxu/Kin 1% 0.0006 TH 572, [maxu/Kiu 25 0.0006 it Td o 7=
P71 X terbinafine, felodipine, omeprazole 35 X T sertraline C#& - 7=. Strong DDI
R L75A, 006 227 747 U7 & L7cG false-negatives 28 0 & 72~ 7=
(Fig. I-1c).

EMA O RTZ 7 b HA RTA4 2B TEWLEEY > X7 fE 5 (>99.0%)
EHETHEYO DDl U A7, [Nnax/KinfEE LT 0.004 2325 & 5=
NTWa., AEER LT —4% Y MZBWTIE, 7 SFEA (terbinafine,
felodipine, itraconazole, fluvastatin, amiodarone, sulphinpyrazone, benzbromarone)
DIMIEX X7 FEEDR 9%, ETh 7=, 2D DDl VA7 ZFiLiz & 2 A,
[Nmaxo/Kiu fEAS 0.004 & 0.02 THREEDFER TH -7 (Table 1-2). &I EMA O R
77 "HA KT A U AZHE, /MO CYP3A4 IZxt3 % DDI U A7 Z 3l L 7=
(Table 1-3). [I]g1 36 L OV[M]g2 & W=l 7{E1E, A RIFHE L 724 T o CYP3A4 [H
HFH/% DDl U A7 23 %5 LHIE LTz, K2, ERKT CYP3A4 JLE D AUC HN
Z #5538 L7z terbinafine, nifedipine, felodipine, isradipine @ DDI U & 7 23K

Al S DR TH -T2,
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Figure 1-1. Results of accuracy, false-negative, and false-positive rates evaluated
using each cutoff value.

R =1.25, 2 and 5 represent that DDIs with AUCi/AUC > 1.25, 2, and 5 were considered

as “positive”. Open column: false-positive rate (%), solid column: false-negative rate
(%), open circle: accuracy (%).
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Table I-2 Comparison of risk assessment for inhibitors with high protein binding
AUC DDI potential

Substrate Inhibitor ratio [maxo/Ki 0.02° 0.004"
Diclofenac Fluvastatin 125 = 091 0.03 Positive Positive
Flecainide Amiodarone 1.37 + 0.77 0.003 Negative Negative
Quinidine Felodipine 1.07 £ 0.12 0.00006 Negative Negative
S-Warfarin ~ Benzbromarone 215 = 122 0.05 Positive Positive
S-Warfarin ~ Sulphinpyrazone 193 = 0.35 0.003 Negative Negative
Triazolam Itraconazole 271 = 12 0.28 Positive Positive
Triazolam Terbinafine 081 + 0.14 0.00046 Negative Negative

An in vivo interaction study with a sensitive probe substrate is recommended if K; <
50-fold the unbound Cp,ax Obtained during treatment with the highest dose, which means

that an [1]maxu/Kiu ratio greater than 0.02 would be considered as “positive.”

bAn in vivo interaction study is recommended if K; < 250-fold the unbound Cpax for
drugs with a plasma protein binding >99.0%, which means that an [I]maxu/Kiy ratio

greater than 0.004 would be considered as “positive.”
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Table 1-3 Comparison of risk assessment by different methods for CYP3A4 inhibitors

Inhibitor AUC [ max o/ Ki [1]g/K [1g/K

Substrate Inhibitor dose (mg) ratio value  potential value  potential value  potential
Lovastatin Cyclosporin 350 1.58 0.016  Negative 123 Positive 124 Positive
Midazolam  Azithromycin 500 127 + 0.25 0.0018 Negative 7 Positive 0.7 Positive
Midazolam Ranitidine 150 166 + 0.22 0.0026  Negative 4 Positive 0.4 Positive
Midazolam Roxithromycin 300 147 + 0.25 0.019  Negative 15 Positive 15 Positive
Nifedipine Quinidine 200 137 + 0.83 0.015 Negative 28 Positive 2.8 Positive
Nisoldipine  Ketoconazole 200 244 £ 45 9.4 Positive 107525 Positive 10839.2  Positive
Quinidine Felodipine 10 1.07 £ 0.12 0.00006 Negative 21 Positive 2.1 Positive
Quinidine Nifedipine 20 115 + 0.15 0.0021 Negative 36 Positive 3.6 Positive
Triazolam Fluconazole 200 442 += 097 3.2 Positive 271 Positive 27.3 Positive
Triazolam Isradipine 5 077 = 0.14 0.00076 Negative 19 Positive 1.9 Positive
Triazolam Itraconazole 200 271 = 12 0.28 Positive 31422  Positive 3167.6  Positive
Triazolam Terbinafine 250 081 + 014 0.00046 Negative 15 Positive 15 Positive

¥The [1]maxu/Kiu ratio greater than 0.02 would be considered as “positive.”

®An in vivo interaction study with a sensitive probe substrate is recommended if K; < 10-fold the maximum dose taken at one
occasion/250 mL, which means [I]41/K; ratio greater than 0.1 would be considered as “positive.”

°An in vivo interaction study with a sensitive probe substrate is recommended if 50-fold the maximum concentration predicted in
the enterocyte using equation 3, which means [1]42/K; ratio greater than 0.02 would be considered as “positive.”
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I-3-iii) FDA R 7 " HA H L AL EMA KT 7 M HA RT A4 v DFER
INEFTDOEZA, IBIZEBITD CYP3A 24 L7- DDI U A7 % IEMEZRF

92 DIFEE L. 2 2 C, /M TO DDI AT & 5 CYP2D6 35 L TN CYP2C9
DFALFEANZ DUV TFDA & EMA MEE L TV 5 JFIEIZHEVDDI U A 7 Z 3F4f L
7. wHl L7z 23 DMHAAEREFID 5 H 2 DOFEFIZIBWT FDA & EMA DOFF
ik TENFE D L iz (Table 1-4). FDA @ FFAffii% 1L sulphinpyrazone &
amitriptyline % DDI U A 7 23 5 &HIE L7223, EMA OFHMiiEIL DDI Y A 7 3
7R EHE LT

Table 1-4 Comparison of risk assessment for CYP2C9 and CYP2D6 inhibitors
with different results in the prediction based on the FDA draft guidance and EMA
draft guideline

AUC [imax/Ki [Nmexo/Kiu
Substrate Inhibitor ratio value  potential value potential
Metoprolol Amitriptyline 144 + 0.38 0.111  Positive 0.002 Negative
S-Warfarin ~ Sulphinpyrazone 193 + 035 0.383 Positive 0.003 Negative

The [max/Ki and [1]maxu/Kiu ratios greater than 0.1 and 0.02, respectively, would be

considered as “positive,” and a follow-up in vivo study is recommended by the FDA
and EMA.

DDl @V 2 7 FHIAE AT 5 [1)/K 1OV T, EMADRT 7 A R4
ANTEA O MAERREE ST T K iZoW T IR AR YE TR 2 &
IFRLTWDN, FDA KT 7 M A XA (2006 4F) TILHR IR E FLAET O
MERTEHINTND. ZHETIS, ONET OICE Y OIEF BATRE S DY 1Cso
R K EICRE BT DH 2 ENEEOMIERETIE S TEY (Brown et
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al., 2006; Grime and Riley, 2006; Margolis and Obach, 2003; Tran et al., 2002), &=
FE A DT3B TIRFEBRSEIC K o TRZR D IFR LG  wlRethEns @, EEE,
A E O RE TRl L 72 miconazole @ tolbutamide 1’-hydroxylation (29" 2% K; i
I3, STHRE & el U C 10 {5 2L FARVMEZ 7R L7z (Kumar et al., 2006). Miconazole
D fumic 1% 016 EIRVMEZ R L7=Z & n, BFFEEEEERT O K DI S > & DK
D 1oE LTRIGERT OIERFRIRFEENEEG L TnD 2 Evrmeanie. 1t
o C, BRI OFE WA BRI 5 ETIFIEREAIMEED K 2T & Th
D, EMA OFHIIED 7S FDA KV L ZE 2 bib.

INET, REEERIGTOMEARE ZERNET 5 Z L3# LD,
DDI U A7 ZgHifid 2 L TEZOMEAREZ 27— b & LTHEMAS~E»
Heam ST X 7= (Brown et al., 2006; Einolf, 2007; Ito et al., 2004; McGinnity et al.,
2005; Obach et al., 2006). L2>L 72236, FEOWMIRE, MMHHEOH %,
T UAR—=F—DFE, RBMOHREL W oFEx OEREEZE LRV E, M
B LB AR EE 2 V72 DD PRI EDE - TR 2 SRR » 5. £ 2 T,
ARETITHE 2 EFAREZRE T 5ROV, EERFMmE LTH LY
/K D2 545 V)T %EBETH L2 L. [IK Zfi>7- DDI FHIIZHNT,
mechanism-based P450 inactivation (MBI)% A 4 5 fHEHAIIL DDl U X 7 Z i/ N
g2 Z ERHEINTVWDH 7= (Obach et al., 2006), MBI 235 ST 5
FREANTT — %t > BRI LT,

EMA O RZ 7 M4 RTA T, BRRMEEFERRBROE 2 2R+ 5
Mmax/Kis D7 Z7 ATV 7 ELT002 28R LTWD., 2O T4 U7 %ff
F L7554, moderate 33 X OF strong DDI {22\ Tl false-negative % H & 372 RF
iTE5HDD, weak DDI I DWW TIHIE/NGHT 5 Z & 23RSz (Fig. I-1a

b). it~ T, AIFT v ¥ AIZ2F T moderate 35 X U strong DDI %/ 9 51L&
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DY A7 ZTHET 5 ETIE EMA OV 27 FHITRNTHD L EZXHBND.
PRERBEFEIC 3V T 1.25-2 iR D AUC 21k & & 672 5 weak DDI 2 & 89 2 &
FENH D ikam S B2, theophylline, cyclosporine, tacrolimus, tricyclic
antidepressants, warfarin 33X O\ 07 7 —BHEAZ: & O X 5 ITIEEIR AN
AN W T, B2 AUC ZIHICHOW T HIEENLETEH 5. False-negative
Z H & T o/ NR O false-positive T weak DDI Z5Hi 32 ETIE, [maxu/Kiu
D7 FA4F YT ELT 00006 BT THo7 (Fig 1-1). — 5, [maxa/Kin 23
0.06 LA EZ 7R3 FHEHIIX, strong DDI Z 5] & 2 THERENmW I LR Sk,
INHDITATIVTE#EBETHILET,EMAD KT 7 A RT A4 ITHES
< DDI #HiiiE, E&ARAH AR HFABR DA ML R 5 DA 72 59, DDl OFRE Al
HEMECTHETOIDICHIETHL LB BN,

EMA 1Z, IEX 37 F5E0880 (> 99.0%) ANk L CTid & /87 fEE
DIEHHEZEER/LT, WIKRMAEERRBRERD 7 747 U 71 ]naw & Kig
12 250 [ DOTERE ([maxo/Kin>0.004) 2 ZR LTV 5. KA LT —4 &
v T, MHES R T HEE D FROEANZ DU Tl maxo/Kiu>0.004 Z FHNT
[max/Kip>0.02 ZEH L7255 DY R V75 E B L RhoTc. 2O b,
KT =5y NCHE, 7 T47 U T RZLUNE 5 DI X 720 - 7= (Table 1-2).
B R EA~OREEREZ 0B L L2y DDI #-liE & LTl X O ig iz
JFife & EE R L, PASO BAE Y A 7 23 il 4 2 HIENHRE SN TEY (Luet
al., 2007; Mao et al., 2011a; Shibata et al., 2008), MAFCI 7 1 Y — A K /X7 B~

DA NFRVMEE P OFHIIITA MR REEN S 5. Z OfHMliiEO A HYEICS
WTIEBIETHRETD.
CYP3A OHEHNZDONT, EMA 2R LTV D 2 DO/NMEREE ([1]g 5 &

Wl]g2) ZHWTDDI YR 23Hli L7z & 2 A, ERKRICISIT 5D DDl 23388 Hi
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72Tz 4 SDOIEHFD DDl U A7 Zi KEHN L 7= (Table 1-3). EMA 23277 L
TWB[Mg B L O[N]y 2 AV 7= DDI U 27 OFFAfE, A% B e B AAR AR
BRAZRSEDAMEHENRH Y, WEORMNPH D Z EDRREBEINZ. 2D LD
7z false-negative Z #3511, BRI G &ICH T MO EEZZET
L7 E X VEERNR FAT VT HRUBELEZOLND.

JHligiz 317 5 DDI Y A 7 G0 L LT, EMA IE[|]mau/Kiy 7% 0.02 LA
F, FDA 1T [Nnad/Ki 78 0.1 UL EDOEAICERME/ERRBRZZERLTWD
EMA & FDA TDDI U 27§ lidi& 5 Bh, T it fy & fumc DEVCTHLA
ARETH Y, BLEFD fffumc DA 0.2 THIULHH D U A 7 FAH L[R5 725
Re7ed. HigOAD P4S0 FAEEZZE L-%E, M L 7-HEAIO 63% (35
D 95 5 25 DILEFNL flfymic DA 02U TFTH-o72. L1223 -> T, FDA M3
RLTWBD[maxdKi D7 T AT VT OHH, EMA DR L THOD [ ]maxo/Kiy P
IIATIVTRXOBLWEETH D Z LRIz, KREOEMD fy < fumic
ThDLZeaBETDHE, <02 2T I{LEMEIFDAD KT 7 MITA XA
DFM, EMA D RZ 7 NTA K74 X0 LWEHG & 720, false positive
results 34 LT < 25 B2 b 5. FEEE, sulphinpyrazone <° amitriptyline
I% FDA OFHIZHES & DDl U A7 B3d 5 LHIESNDDITH L, EMA TiX
DDI U A7 372 & OYETH -7 (Table I-4).

fliam & LT, EMA OFHIiEIZ/ME T DDI <> weak DDI 2% L Tl
RHIAD D DD, AUCIAUC 73 2 f5LL L2 mdbEam o U 2 7 GHlZwE LT
WHZ EDRENTZ. £7-, FDA & EMA @ DDI U 2 7 (24 % Al R e
IEEHDOMER IR 70 ) — X R FERITIRTEL, B RE2HEL
95T AR LI, SEFITICHWEZ T =2y MZEBWT, IO AIHEE

9% P450 iRk LTI, FDA O KT 7 N HA XL ADHN EMA O KZ 7
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RAA RTA 2 L0 LW 72 0, CYP3A FREHID & 9 1/ NB O E %%
BT _REHAEIE, EMADORTZ "OA RTAUNEDEELWEHMEIIC 2D Z &

IR S T,

5 HT /NE
L ha AT 4 THFEZE LT, EMA & FDA U R 7 3 D5\ % B
572U, £ 6O DDIFHIEICIIEEO /M H D Z & 2R L2, EMA R
R L TWD L) IR ALy R CTOMIEITAIE Y v 25 T & 2 AHedtE
DD, EDOHEIMEIZONTIT L D EEAZ2 DDI Tl THREES 5 SEMHENS
i,
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211 Z M FERMNERE R Z AV - DDI O EERTFHl

LA S

AR X 912, AIFET v 2ZB W T DDl AT v & ¥ LOFHIIIEZE TH
D, P450 PHERT vy L2 liT 2729, in vitro BER2NEf S TV D
(Bjornsson et al., 2003; Foti et al., 2010; McGinnity, 2005; Obach et al., 2005; Rioux
et al., 2013; Turpeinen et al., 2006). In vitro FER THIE S 472 1Cs0<° KifEIE, %
ST PFIRBE DR & 72 D ILERNREE ([1]) #2525 Z & T DDl OMET
BNZEE A ST 5 (Blanchard et al., 2004; Brown et al., 2006; Grime and Riley,
2006; Ito et al., 2004; Obach et al., 2006).

LN EA~OFEEE, HEAOIEYEIRE (PK)7' 12 7 7 A /L=< invitro 12
BUIFD K EICKE 2B E 5252 E0RHEINTWD (Brown et al., 2006;
Grime and Riley, 2006; Margolis and Obach, 2003; Sugita et al., 1981; Tran et al.,
2002). 7 U —MREUCHE D &, FERFRIC Y NI B E LT AN 2 — 7
v MERICEMT 2 2 TEY, HEREMALENDHRN L =7~ MERIZ
BEEEHATESEEZ 5TV 5 (Gillette and Pang, 1977). L2cL72n 5, B
Al 2RO LTz static &7 V& o 72iGa, JEBR M O R B & FERS
BRI THIE LT K OMAGOER R BRE L < DDI 2 THITE % &
I TW5S (Brown etal., 2006). %7z, FERE S R4 JE T 2 BRI R OE,
VAT, BRINAIEZR EMEA SN DD, 13O0 EHRET I I D 2584~
DOWAER SR P DTG W O MBER S D . Z 2”7 fEGEHEN 99.9%
& 99.8% TIFFERE AL T 2 5L T D720, R MBETCRUSHE T T
TG A EMCHHET 2 OIZIEFICE L. 6o T, X /7 fEAMIEIC L D
HHENES> DDI PRIOKEE 2 S5 5121%, A MIEZLEE L2y DDI #FAfi
ENAHTHS.
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AR, in vivo IZ361T DR OMRDLZ in vitro THEHL L 7ZFHER & LT,
TRl 2 b b g S L < IR RRE L P50 DREE MR 2 I T 5 ik
N X372 (Luetal., 2006; Mao et al., 2011b; Shibata et al., 2008). = ® 5%,
Mg 2 NI E, B2 NI E, MANA VT AT B 7n Y =L
NIE~OFREREFRFIZERT LI ENARBTH L. LLRDBL, @iESh
T2V R 2R E L7z static model 72 B[l] ZX4EE T 5720, [l]
DIFHHARZ LT AR BEFEIZ FBW\ TIE IR Tl . B s Tl o,
[NiZY el — k& UTRIAFEEIC R 573, EEONIFEREBIIC K 0 872 5[] &6
> 7- DDI FHIFEREAHE SN TEY (Lu et al., 2008; Lu et al., 2006; Mao et al.,
2012; Mao et al., 2011b; Shibata et al., 2008), t |k IiLIE F 7= (3 i 57 SRRV v i AT e
Z AW P450 PHEEZMEM Lca, EOMERIRE & OMAE O EY)
DI B 2N 72 o TRV,

ARETIE, BN, U — MEEmERRE ORIZEGIHIBRE D X 5 (IZ[I]o1F
IR E D DDl AR T % b Ze EPERNIC R 5 7280, felii 72 1Cso D27 T A
TUTERE LU, I, @R[Nz kd b Z &2k -> T, [IK 12H5< static
model %~ 7= E&EAY7Z DDI FRREOREILZRET L. 2D OEEND,
AIBERI I X ORI 381 23 B0 72 DDI O U A 7 FHliEIZ DWW THRET 5.

o528 FEERAIEL & EERITIE
I1-2-i) 3438
Midazolam 3 XY 1’-hydroxymidazolam (FFnYEHlE T3k 4L (Osaka,

Japan)72> 5 A L7=. Amodiaquine (% Sigma Chemicals Co. (St. Louis, MO, USA)
MHHEA L7z, N-desethylamodiaquine (% Synfine Research Inc. (Ontario, Canada)

MBIEN L2, NEEEYEIZEH L& ZERNAIL BD Bioscience
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(Bedford, MA) 7B L7=. wEEHAZ (Lot. CHA and JYT, pool of 10 to 20
individuals) ¥ X O InVitroGRO HT Medium (% Celsis In Vitro Technologies
(Baltimore, MD, USA) 72 LA L7-. FEIMIELESH (5100 i) 13 KAC Co.
(Kyoto, Japan) 25 A L7z, & RMmyEIX Biopredic International (Rennes, France)
MOIEA LTz, T OMOFREIT HPLC HEE, SRk £ 72T IS5
A L7z,

[1-2-ii)-a {5 R A o Rl i
b N EGEITA T 37 C DIRIR TIEN LT-#, 1EsH TEHW InVitroGRO HT

Medium [Z& & 4% L7=. 25°C, 40g T3 minE LBt L7-%, LiS&aREEL,
VLB U= & 5100 B5Hh TR L7z, b U S TL—Ye @I X 0 A &
Bz, HAFED T0%LL EOGEFERICEH Lz, FE 25°C, 40g T 3 min &L
OyBfEL721%, TRER L7 A HAOHEEE (3.5 x 10° viable cells per mL) 1295 72

LR L THBW-100% Ob - ImiFIc&EE L7-.

[1-2-ii)-b BRI 2 05 o 72 3 B R AT
Amodiaquine, tolbutamide, bufuralol 35 X O midazolam DL T D

Viax B L K lEZFH L7=.  Amodiaquine, tolbutamide, bufuralol 3 X O
midazolam O JEE R EIXZ 4 0.075~50, 5~900, 0.1~160 I3 L U8 0.5~100
umol/L ZfiH L7z, T _XRCTOMEITA Y/ —/VITIERSHE, 4 o FaX—T 3
VRO REATEIREE 1T 0.5% (VIV) & L7e. FEOWMENCA L2 37°COIRER
TE5min 7L A rFa—varLliz BEORMZEYKsEREL, 37C
DRI T 15 min S SE72. SBOT & b= F U VORI X 0 MG &5 1R X
i, T_RTOY 7 0% 13,0009 T 10 min im0 0EE L2, BT oREY
REZ®EEEIK v~ 7T 7-% 07 NEESHTEERE (LCIMSIMS) CTHIE L
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11-2-ii)-c RS MG 2 fF > 7= PR ER
FEE OUSHIANZFREA 230 U 7= /i 2 37°C oI T 5min 7' LA %

2_—3 g L. FARMIZ ICs X 0, 1, 3, 10, 30, 100 umol/L O 6 J2JE
THM L7223, 1Cs MBS U TE OREEITE TR Uiz, FHE I KO EA
IXENENA X /) —)LE IO DMSO (ZIEfFE S B, ARIABL O D 1% (Viv).
D LD RIGEIRIZTIIN Uz, FEOPIMC L0 RIS Z B L, 37°COIRR
T 15 min 5Ot SH 72, Amodiaquine, tolbutamide, bufuralol 35 X O midazolam @
FERETXZENEN 1,500, 4 BELO5 umol/L ZH\\W =, +_XTOH 7T
13,000g T 10 min LR L 72, EBEL & FERIC BEIER O RBIRE %=

LC/MS/MS TillliE L7-.

11-2-ii)-d IR FE ORI E
N-desethylamodiaquine, 1'-hydroxybufuralol, 4’-hydroxytolbutamide I3 & ¢

1’-hydroxymidazolam % LC/MS/MS TiE& L7z, mEEIk7 n~ ~27 77 (LC)
I% Shimadzu series 20AD-VP (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan)&ZfiH L7-. ¥ 7 LB &
IHTaEE (MS)IE PE-Sciex API 4000 instrument (Applied Biosystem, Foster City,
CA, USA)ZfEH L7-. 7 —#MHriciE Analyst software version 1.4.2 (Applied
Biosystem) Zf#ifH L7=. LC B X UMS OMERMEITLLTO@) THDH.

777 I Shim-pack XR-ODS (2.0 mm i.d. x 30 mm, 2.2 um; Shimadzu, Tokyo, Japan)
BEhH A: 0.2% (v/v) formic acid in 0.01 mol/L ammonium formate (pH 3.0)

FEfH B: Acetonitrile

P 0.5 mL/min.

717 LIREE: 50°C
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7'V x v MR (BENME B D%): N-desethylamodiaquine 5% (0-0.2 min), 5-20%
(0.2-1.0 min), 20-90% (1.0 -1.1 min), 90% (1.1 -1.4 min), 90-5% (1.4-1.5 min), 5%
(1.5-3.0 min); 1'-hydroxymidazolam 20% (0-2.6 min), 20-90% (2.6-2.7 min), 90%
(2.7-3.5 min), 20% (3.51-5.0 min); 1'-hydroxybufuralol ¥3 & OF 4’-hydroxytolbutamide;
15% (0-0.2 min), 15-60% (0.2-1.0 min), 60-90% (1.1-1.4 min), 90-15% (1.4-1.5 min),
15% (1.5-3.0 min).

v A AN 7 kwr A KU —: N-desethylamodiaquine, m/z 328.5 —283.1;
N-desethylamodiaquine-d; , m/z 331.1 —283.1; 1’-hydroxybufuralol , m/z
278.2—186.1; 1'-hydroxybufuralol-dg, m/z 287.0—186.0; 4’-hydroxytolbutamide, m/z
285.1—285.8; 4’-hydroxytolbutamide-dy, m/z 294.9—186.9; 1’-hydroxymidazolam,

m/z 341.9—287.2; 1’-hydroxymidazolam-*3C;, m/z 345.0—171.2.

11-2-ii)-e BEFR /ST A — & 3 L OPHEFEEHOH

H—T 7 4 T 4 721X GraphPad PRISM ver 5 (La Jolla, CA, USA)% H
Wzl Ko 8 £ O Vi i1, 80D 2 RIETEA 1/ S? 20T FRORED
B L.

Simple Michaelis-Menten [V = Vinax S/(Knt+ S)]

Biphasic Michaelis-Menten [V = Viax1'S/(Kmi+ S) + Vimaxe'S/(Kma+ S)]

Sigmoidal equation [V = Vi S™/(Kn™+ S
WE 72 e T NV AERET H72DIZ, Akaike’s Information Criterion (AIC) ZfEH L

7. HHL7=XT A—X%% Table lI-1 IZ/R L7=.
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Table 11-1 Kinetic parameters for amodiaquine, tolbutamide, bufuralol and
midazolam hydroxylation activities

P450 Substrate Km (umol/L) Vmax (Pmol/min/10°cells)

CYP2C8  amodiaquine N-desalkylation 58.8 + 30.6 3234 + 1604
CYP2C9 tolbutamide 4'-hydroxylation® -

CYP2D6  bufuralol 1-hydroxylation 252 = 50 22.5

I+

4.0

CYP3A4  midazolam 1'-hydroxylation 1375 += 287 146.4

I+

28.4

The data represent the mean + computer-calculated S.E.
®The formation of 4’-hydroxytolbutamide was not saturated over the drug
concentration range studied.

ICso (% GraphPad PRISM ver 5 @ sigmoidal dose-response ##E 21 Fi L 5 H
STz, MIEEINEAEIT A (HHSS)Z W72 RERRERIT, Ky K0 IRV EVE R
FE2RWTEBLTEBY, BE, FHEBIORAMEFOLA, 1CxH T KHIZ
VTPl 4% Z & A T& % (Cheng and Prusoff, 1973). it > T, HHSS % A 7-pHE

ABRTIT Ki=1Cs & L T2

11-2-iii) EERFEMRIE AMER T — & OIUE
CYP2C9, CYP2D6 i3 11X CYP3A4 =kt 5 BHEHX O R O Y R FH AAE

AR — 21X BN ECHEALEZLO LIRERBEOT —2 8y &R LT
CYP2C8 Tk 2 FLEAI DR DM EAF AR T — 213, Vv bR
FOERYBMEAERT — X X—20 55 L7 (Copyright University of
Washington 1999-2013. UW Metabolism and Transport Drug Interaction Database
accessed: April, 2013.). DDI ORI FHEAIFHRC I 1T 2 HERE D AUC |-
AR (AUCIAUC) TER D L7z, FEEOMHRIIZEE D P450 23359 255,

AUC/AUC 12301 TERDOTZ LN TE % (Brownetal., 2005; Ito et al., 2005; Ito et
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al., 1998).

AUC; 1 1)
AUC ~ fmeve + (1 - fncve)
[1]

1+~
I

= Z T fmeyp 1B ORI T 5 & PA50 47 5-2 % > L CH ¥, tolbutamide,
S-warfarin, phenytoin, midazolam, triazolam, nifedipine, nisoldipine, quinidine
¥ LUt felodipine @ fucye 14, £ 4141 0.80, 0.87, 0.75, 0.94, 0.92, 0.71, 0.99,
0.76 B XL 099 %A L7- (Brown et al., 2005). Desipramine, encainide,
metoprolol 3 X O flecainide @ fcyp 1%, £41LE410.88, 0.86, 0.83 3311 0.41
Z{H L7 (Ito etal., 2005). Diclofenac @ fncyp 14 0.95 % (Kusama et al., 2009),
pioglitazone 3 L OF rosiglitazone @ focye (£Z 4141 0.63 5LV 0.50 ZfHH L
7= (Hinton et al., 2008). &AM A/EHRERIC I T 5 g oBLEREE (DI
(3, TEBRMAE T A RIRIE ([Nmax), FRAMBE PR ([1]a) 36 & Ot R PR 4
RE ([Min)ZfEH Lz, o LOMin T PRk v B L.

(o= —oo @
[I]in= [I]av+ [)O%L:a'ka (3)

Dose (ZIHEH DK G5, © (3RGMHE, CLUF IO Z VT T A, Qpidt b
DOFFMHE, Fa lZTEALE W ER, Ka 1T FE 7 % A %5 4077, Quinidine, fluconazole,
nifedipine, itraconazole, diltiazem, omeprazole, sertraline, fluvoxamine ¥ X T°
fluoxetine @ k, 1%, £4<41 0.014, 0.061, 0.056, 0.02, 0.028, 0.1, 0.007, 0.008

F L 0.009 min™ Z 7= (Brown et al., 2005; McGinnity et al., 2008). Quinidine,
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cyclosporin, nifedipine, felodipine, diltiazem, omeprazole, sertraline, fluvoxamine
B I fluoxetine @ F, 1%, 0.9, 0.282, 0.78, 0.258, 0.9, 0.7, 1.0, 1.0 BIL W
1.0 # FH\ 7= (Galetin et al., 2007; McGinnity et al., 2008; Tachibana et al., 2009). &
DODOPLFEHID Fods X Oky fEI1E 138 L0001 min™ % V72, Qy 1% 1610 mL/min
ZMEFH L7= (Ito etal., 2004).

11-2-iv) €7 /LD TS B g
DDI THIFEEOfEIE & LT 4, 5IZ5# L7z AFE (average fold error) &

RMSE (root-mean-square error ) Zfif L7 (Brown et al., 2005; Obach et al.,

2006).

i Predicted
n )Y Iog Observed
AFE =10 4)
1 )
RMSE = \/ — & (Predicted — Observed)’ )

11-2-v) ICso fELZF5-5 < iR DDI D 5348

PR DDl Oy HRI3ER | 78 & MRS SE 0 L7z, 7272 L, 2{%LL o> AUC 0
% DDl Y A7 Bdod &RHIeL, ICIB LW K% fEo72 DDI U 27 O TIKEE
W DWW TIX LA N IZ R L 72 true-positive, true-negative, false-negative 5 & O°
false-positive Z #5422 L, false-negative 33 1 O\ false-positive % fx/NRIZT 2 X

2RI TAT UTERE L.
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I1Cs < cutoff value 1Cso > cutoff value

AUC ratio > 2 True Positive False Negative

AUC ratio <2 False Positive True Negative

72%3, false-negative 35 L U8 false-positive rates [ZLL T D X 9 ITER L=,
False-negative rate = false negative/(true positive + false negative)

False-positive rate = false positive/(true negative + false positive)

93T RER
11 -3-i) PRFEHDOHE

CYP2C8, CYP2C9, CYP2D6 L XCYP3A4 2%} % 32 DFHEHNIT-DU

T, MIE TS AT (HHSS) % FV T in vitro ICs il 2 5 H L 7= (Table 11-2).

P L 72t B D 44% (FEAN L 72 32 OFLEAIF 14 OFHEA)IE, 100 pmol/L LA

D ICsy AR LT, £, RFRIHER Li=2T7—% v b, mMEFIERES

53 # (f,) 2% 0.0005 (benzbromarone)7> % 0.89 (fluconazole) & g /AVME A A3 %

PLERZZATND Z RSN,
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Table I11-2  Invitro and in vivo data for DDI prediction used in this study

rhCYPs HHSS

[max’ [1av [1av [in Observed AUC Ki? ICso

CYP Substrate Inhibitor uM uM reference uM f? ratio® uM fumic: uM
CYP3A4  Midazolam Ranitidine 15 0.61 (Muirhead et al., 1988) 30 0.85 1.66 500 0.98 1177
Midazolam Azithromycin 1.0 0.29 (Hardman et al., 2001) 42 0.69 1.27 408 0.92 108

Midazolam Roxithromycin 13 43 (Kees et al., 2000) 27 0.14 1.47 98.7 0.93 54.0

Nifedipine Quinidine 41 3.7 (Bowles et al., 1993) 7 0.13 1.37 38.8 0.91 69.1

Triazolam Fluconazole 35 23 (Mao etal., 2012) 48 0.89 4.42 9.6 1.00 24.1

Felodipine Cyclosporin 0.76 0.2 (Madsen et al., 1996) 5 0.07 1.58 9.4 0.35 13.7

Quinidine Nifedipine 0.23 0.1 (Smith et al., 1987) 1.7 0.044 1.15 6.4 0.74 176

Quinidine Felodipine 0.0091 0.004 (Lundahl et al., 1995) 0.4 0.004 1.07 49 0.11 127

Triazolam Isradipine 0.03 0.002 (Sommers et al., 1993) 0.8 0.04 0.77 2.8 0.56 127

Triazolam Itraconazole 0.48 0.22 (Stass et al., 2004) 4 0.002 27.1 0.04 0.09 2.88

Nisoldipine Ketoconazole 7.9 1.16 (Huang et al., 1986) 25 0.01 24.4 0.01 0.60 1.12

CYP2D6  Metoprolol Diltiazem 0.13 0.11 (Hoglund and Nilsson, 1989) 1.2 0.22 1.33° 32.6 0.94 554
Metoprolol Omeprazole 1.80 0.12 (Kang et al., 2002) 5.2 0.05 1.01° 181.8 0.99 >300

Desipramine Sertraline 0.11 0.11 (Ueda et al., 2009) 2 0.014 1.54 2.45 0.10 9.40

Metoprolol Diphenhydramine 0.26 0.26 (Mao et al., 2012) 11 0.36 1.61 0.93 0.94 9.81

Desipramine Fluvoxamine 0.43 0.23 (Fleishaker and Hulst, 1994) 2 0.23 1.14° 3.97 0.63 5.28

Flecainide Amiodarone 11 2.7 (Shoaf et al., 2005) 22 0.0027 1.37 201.9 0.004 >300

Metoprolol Amitriptyline 0.2 0.1 (Sennef et al., 2003) 17 0.01 1.44 1.81 0.55 30.6
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Desipramine Fluoxetine 0.69° 0.6 (Gupta et al., 2004) 2 0.05 7.43 1.02 0.34 1.68

Encainide Quinidine 1.23 11 (Bowles et al., 1993) 2 0.13 114 0.0015 0.91 0.0718
Metoprolol Propafenone 1.7 0.11 (Wagpner et al., 1987) 25 0.04 1.71f 0.014 0.72 0.122
CYP2C9  Tolbutamide Sulphamethizole 222 0.09 (Ito et al., 2004) 230 0.14 1.62 70.4 1.00 >1000
Phenytoin Sertraline 0.14 0.15 (Ueda et al., 2009) 3 0.014 1.12 181.3 0.10 >1000
S-Warfarin Miconazole 0.56 0.27 (Ito et al., 2004) 19 0.02 472 11 0.16 5.48
Tolbutamide Ketoconazole 7.9 1.16 (Huang et al., 1986) 25 0.01 177 34 0.60 >100
Diclofenac Fluvastatin 45 0.12 (Transon et al., 1995) 6.2 0.006 1.25 1.08 0.74 24.2
S-Warfarin Fluconazole 70 46.5 (Mao etal., 2012) 96 0.89 2.84 224 1.00 26.0
Tolbutamide Sulphaphenazole 77.9 70 (Ito et al., 2004) 169 0.32 5.28 0.22 1.00 36.3
S-Warfarin Benzbromarone 47 47 (Takahashi et al., 1999) 12 0.0005 2.15 0.182 0.27 94.6
CYP2C8  Rosiglitazone Montelukast 0.89¢ 0.24 (Karonen et al., 2010) 1.3 0.0021 1.02' 0.081%  0.027¢ 159
Pioglitazone Zafirlukast 0.52" 0.26 (Karonen et al., 2012) 24 0.01¢ 1.03" 0.30* 0.12¢ >100
Rosiglitazone Trimethoprim 10.3' 7.29 (Tornio et al., 2008) 42 0.639 1.37" 39.5 0.96* 122

®Data were obtained from published literature (Kosugi et al., 2012). The fmic represents the unbound fraction in the incubation
mixture containing rhCYPs.

®Data were obtained from published literature (Gupta et al., 2004).

‘Data were obtained from published literature (Tateishi et al., 1989).

Data were obtained from published literature (Andersson et al., 1991).

®Data were obtained from published literature (Spina et al., 1993).

"Data were obtained from published literature (Wagner et al., 1987).

9Data were obtained from Goodman & Gilman 2001.
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"Data were obtained from published literature (Jaakkola et al., 2008).

'Data were obtained from published literature (Tornio et al., 2008).

IData were obtained from published literature (Obach et al., 2008a).

“Data were determined using previously described methods (Kosugi et al., 2012).
'Data were obtained from published literature (Kim et al., 2007).

MData were obtained from published literature (Niemi et al., 2004).
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Il -3-ii) In vitro IC50 33 X TV K 1235 < DDI AR T > o ¥ L DR
2f5LL EoDDI  (moderateds . Otstrong) (Zxf L Tfalse-negative rate (in vitroz»

5 O HIH R O DDI % 18/ NaFi 3~ 5 ) 38 & UMfalse-positive rate (in vitro» & O F
SRR ODDIZ it KREFAT 9~ %) &2 e/ NRIZT D & 9 1ICsoD 7 T A T U T 28R
SR L7Z. HHSSH HAR B ALTICsoD 7 v M A 7 fEZ 1725300 £ TELEH/-L &
Mfalse-negativeFs J UMalse-positive 2 Fig. 1I-1AIZ7s L7z, 1Cs0%3100 umol/L% 7 &
A7 V7T & LA, false-positiveds LT false-negative ratesiEZ 11 Z4139% 35
L 0% Td - 7. Roxithromycin, quinidine, cyclosporin, labetalol, sertraline,
diphenhydramine, amitriptyline, fluvastatin 35 & ¢ fluvoxamine 73false-positive T
H o727, fluvoxamine LIF OBHEANZAUCDHENIZR 3 2% LAN T & % weak DDI
ZH LT\,

FIEEIZ, CYP oy FHERHLRI 7 1 Y —2A (thCYP)HHEH L7z K &2 W
T2 7 FAT VT ERR L. KiOH > b A 7fE%A 03 725 100 F Tk
S W7z & & 0 false-negative 33 X O false-positive % Fig. 11-1B (27~ L 72, #5720
Hy hATZMEELTHLN TV 1 umol/L (Obach et al., 2005)% AW 7=54,
false-positive 35 J. O false-negative rates |31 Z41 17% B LN 44% Th o 7-.
Propafenone, diphenhydramine, montelukast 5 J Of zafirlukast 7> false-positive T
&V, fluconazole, fluoxetine 33 & UF miconazole 75 false-negative Th->7-. 7 v
N2 7% 30 pmol/L (29 % Z &2 L Y false-negative rate I 0% T - 72723,
false-positive rate | 57% Coh o7z, EFRFEAAEH RO 7z nifedipine,
felodipine, isradipine, fluvoxamine, montelukast 3 & U zafirlukast 7% false-positive

ThoT-.

39



100 1 100 -

80 1 80 1 e

60 1 60 A

X =S
40 1 40 A
20 1 H 20 1 I_h
0 A r r . (VA T T T r
1 3 10 30 100 300 03 1 3 10 30 100

ICsp Ki

Figure 11-1. Results of false-negative and false-positive rates evaluated using each
cut-off value of 1Csy in HHSS (A) and K in rhCYPs (B).

A greater than 2-fold increase in AUC is taken as a boundary between a positive and
negative finding. Open column: False-positive rate (%), Solid column:
False-negative rate (%).

11 -3-iii) Static model (2 X % & &7 DDI T
CYP2C8, CYP2C9, CYP2D6 ¥ L1} CYP3A4 [HEHKIDE &R DDI Tl

2179728, HHSS B3 X rhCYP 22 6H M L7- K % static model (ZiE A L 7=
(Table 11-3). HHSS "HHEH L2 Ki 2 HWE5G4A, [1n AR DED Z LIZ
Lo TiRbFEE R DDI & Tl L, 93.8%D LEHIZ STl L 72 AUC/AUC
MIERD 2 5N TH T, —7, o [ max & MG DE T2 55, AUCIAUC

/NG 2 AE A 2358 B AL (Fig. 11-2A 3 KON 2B), 75.0%DFLEAIZ DWW T
T L7z AUC/AUC 283210 2 5N TH - 7.

rhCYPs 2> b5 LT IEREATLD Ki & W56, FERE AT O[] #AE D
HLHZLICL->THROGIEERS DDI 2 FHIL, 93.8%DHEHIZOWTTHIL
7= AUC/AUC NZERID 2 ELINTH - 7= (Table 1-3). FEREATLO[1]ay [ max
BB DETIEA, 32 DLEAID 5 B 5 21220 T AUCIAUC i/ N4

AAEM RS H 7. thCYP & HHSS T DDI O FHlkEE I AR Th - 7-.
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Figure 11-2. Relationship between [I]/K; ratio vs. in vivo AUCi/AUC for
CYP2C8(e), CYP2C9( A ), CYP2D6(0) and CYP3A4(0).

[Nmax/Ki (A), [1a/Ki (B) and [1]i/Ki (C) were used for the prediction of DDIs using
HHSS. Solid line represents line of unity. The area between the dotted lines
represents an area within 2-fold error. The area between the dashed lines represents
an area within 3-fold error.

Table 11-3 Prediction accuracy for CYP2C8, CYP2C9, CYP2D6 and CYP3A4
using the static model

HHSS rhCYPs
(/K Mmax/Ki— [Hin/Ki Mav/Kin  Mmaxo/Kin  [Tinu/Kiu
Over-predict 0 0 0 0 0 0
Under-predict 8 8 2 5 5 2
2-fold limit 24 24 30 27 27 30
% within 2-fold limit ~ 75.0 75.0 93.8 84.4 84.4 93.8
AFE 1.8 1.6 1.4 1.7 1.5 1.3
RMSE 6.3 5.8 4.8 6.2 5.5 4.6
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AR B

In vitro B SHEH SN KifE & BLEREE, [1]%2F]H L7 static model
I%, DDI O FHNZILAH S T35 (Davit et al., 1999; Ito et al., 2002; Tucker et al.,
2001). LoxL7ends, ABEEREOWHIC I W CIOFHRITREN THY, 17
7Y — A& AW RERERT 1 pmol/L LT @ ICs flE Cdh4LiE DDI %5 X =
TRBEMER BV E WY RRERI72 7 T A4 7 U 7 R#AE S Cuvd (Obach et al.,
2005). =D XD R[INRAF LW 7 T4 T U TITERZREPED P4S0 [LEA 7 U
—=UZICARATH L0, MHEL 7 R DIROVEE IOV TIEBRE A O
DDI U 27 Z i Katfii+ 2 rIHEtENn & 5.

FER, thCYP 2O 0N 72 Kid Ay A ZfEE LT 1 pmol/L Zi%iE L7
%4, propafenone, diphenhydramine, montelukast 35 < Uf zafirlukast 7° false-positives
Toh 7= (Fig. 11-1B). Propafenone 35 2 U8 diphenhydramine [Z IR C weak DDI
Z k973, montelukast 35 & N zafirlukast 13 CYP2C8 12 & - CTIRE S v b iz
WA B 2z 720 (Jaakkola et al., 2006; Kim et al., 2007). Z OfERIZI 7 0 v — A
KR thCYPs % ffi > 7= P450 [ A 7 U — =1 7'|%, montelukast < zafirlukast 72 &
MAE L 8T FEG D EVY (299%)bE %) (Obach et al., 2008b; Walsky et al., 2005)
IZDW T false-positive 2705 Z L AR L TWA. - T, Hffi7Ze in vitro P450
PAEZ 7 V== 2713, (bEWOREICER > TG ®mE 52720, A LA
LB DB OMSIRRIZORN D ATREMEDR H 5.

rhCYP 7545 517z Kifi TiE, DDI AR T v ¥ v Vil O 7= o Dbl 7e 7 5
AT VT HFHETDH ENKEETH 7= (Fig. I-1B). —F, HHSS 264551
72 1Cso fEIE 100 umol/L % T[> 72454, false-negative % i =32 DDI U 2 7
MWD LIl Z ENRARETH - 7= (Fig. lI-1A). T 7205, BLEHID ICs EA
100 umol/L LI ETH AL, FEETO DDI 3850 LI Z 7202 & AVRIR
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S 117z, Montelukast 35 & O zafirlukast © CYP2C8 A& 12 %13~ 5 X FEF ITIR V3,
Mg % 2 X7 FEE DRV T2 D HHSS 12331 5 ICs ff 1% 100 umol/L LA E % 7R,
M2 2 X7 FEE~DFEB NIV & > T100 pmol/L VN9 B v b A 7l
TEmWE DICRA D08, MAES 37 FEE MRS (<50%)CYP3A4 ~D RV E
{EH %47 5 fluconazole @ 1Cs iz <100 umol/L &, CYP3A4 ~DHLELEH N
55V azithromycin, ranitidine, trimethoprim @ 1Csq fE % >100 umol/L & #FAffi L 7=.
T B ORERIE, HHSS 76 HH L7z ICs flED A TEEA7: DD TRIZHEEL W
0, REEYTH B ISIZ B T Db E W OERNENAT T ITIXERN D >AMEE 25
.

27 m Yy —2A8KOrhCYPsiE, [I1%5)E L 7-static model % ff~7-DDIT
BNZYLH & T 5 (Brown et al., 2006; Einolf, 2007; Grime and Riley, 2006; Ito et
al., 2004). [RIERIZ, HHSSIZ DWW T H W< 22238 223 (Lu etal., 2008; Lu et
al., 2006; Mao et al., 2012; Mao et al., 2011b), I 7 = ¥ —ALXrhCYPs & bl 4%
EXEDOTRREIZ LS o TV, 22 TARIFE T, RULT—%t v b
% FHVNTHHSS & rthCYPsIZ DU CDDID THIFSEE 2 bbii L 7= (Table 11-3). Z O
R, HHSS & rhCYPsD THIFEEEILFI%E ToH Y, rhCYPs & [FARIZHHSSA3DDID U
A7 FHIMZAERFRE CTH D Z LR Sz, —7, b MSEIZRRE L 72 i
R J775, MAFERMOHFEITIE X U & IEfERDDIFHMIiA AIRE T 5 Z & 25H
HINTWD (Maoetal, 2012). Z O JEIE, FTHlila~DIERE A 72556 2 2 8
LTCWDAEEMED & 5. Mao b OIS T, RSO mEFIREZ[11 & L Tl
AL TWD 2, MAEIERMOBGREAT ML X 0 B S 7z 1Cso IXFERFRBIFE G A
EZ LTV, —J7, ABFZETIX rhCYPs 75 O PN B W TKAR & [1]0
FIZOWTHREAMIEL L TW5. FEFFRARAE AL, in vitrosBREE o FHE A 12

REREEEH 2252 ERMEINTEY (Brown et al., 2006; Grime and Riley,
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2006; Margolis and Obach, 2003; Tran et al., 2002), EffE72DDIT AN IZFERF A 722
WAL DMERMNELEZ NS, thCYPRR 7 v Y — A& AWEGE, B
ZRDDIEHf S IXKAE DO PRETIN A, K & [in DA IOV TR R R 2R
T 202N H Y, DDITFHIE COBMBNIEFICEMETH S, —F, HHSSITIE
FEATL R 2 RET 2 MR 2N 728, DDITFRNC BV CIEF TR B Y —v
THDHIENTRBRINT-.

FREEH[NinE 27 v Y — LB D HEH SN TEKAEDA R DR, &
L EER ODDIOFRE Z G E THIT 5 Z &R ST\ b (ltoetal., 1998;
McGinnity et al., 2008; Obach, 2005; Obach et al., 2006). AHf9TH £ 7=, rhCYPs)»
LR SNTEKAEE, RSO L G HE D 2 & TR OREDE N TR
RN S (Table 11-3). [AIEEIZ, HHSSZE HW=5A B [Iin & fABHE S
Z TR UEER S BEFIPFHAEOAUCDH EHRETHI L (Table 11-3, Fig.
11-2C). EBF =4ty bR L T A MO TR S s STV 55
CEEHERT D Z ST LA, Mao S IR [aE o 72 TR VLT
warfarin-miconazole ®DDIZ i/l L TW D DIk L, [IlnzfE > Z & TED T
HIRERE DN T D 2 ERARMZEIC L D R &z, UL Eo#ER 5, static model
2SS HHSS % > 72DDIFHIICEB W T, [Iinld BV a7 — RMIR 5 2 & AR
Ry g Wi

WL ODOEYIZIB D T/NEOCYPIAYIEBIE N R EHT 5T 5 Z L IT R
SEHITNDA, AR TIIIMEOIREZBE L TRV b 3o 59DDI
Ik L CREWW TR E NS S 7= (Table 11-3, Fig. 11-2C). F£ 7=, /MG OPA50FHE
w8 LT256 C HDDIO TRIFEEEIZ R & 7 dB 338 b/ hr» 7o (data not
shown). /M D CYP3AFHE 2 DDITFHNZ AR A A A T2 A O EE A BT A2 X -

THZ>THY (Brown etal., 2006; Galetin et al., 2007; Kato et al., 2003; Obach et
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al., 2006), CYP3A4DHEAZIIT 5 /NNEDDID EF 52 DWW TIEFE 22 D50
ETHD. MAT, AL TITAISEEPE CTOHHSSOIE-EICE R A Y T TR,
FREAIOIMAEFREHER 2558 L7z X 9 7% dynamic model Z{EifH L7=7 71—
FIIBEL TR,

fiam & LT, HHSS (23T ICs fiEiA% 100 pmol/L X v {XiF4uiX, DDI DV
27 3@ <, [INTOWTDIFRB WA 31T Dttt e o2 7 ) —
=V ZICHEAFEETH D Z AR LD, AIBEOBRIIEM CIE, [1in/Ki 24
AU7- static model #3252 & TL Y EEIZ DDI 2 THIT 5 Z LN A[EET
b eI, E-HEMSROMIELLEEL LRV HHSS 1%, AIEERED
LA WRTEITEB T H4go” BLD “nogo” DHWHZAHLEZOND.

5 HT /NE

IME ARAINEGHE AL 2 V72 DDE RN IS W T 23 [0 B e 77— |
ThH Y, KRBRIIZ X7 G OB % invitro AR AfL7z DDI T
EELTHAMTHDL Z LR SN, Aufsezm LT, HHSS (X DDI U 2~
A & L TR Y — L THD Z EAREN, DDl U A7 OIRMERI{EE Y

BEDT-ODNRNR T — 7 7o —2RE L.
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= = CYP3A OIEMAL® in vitro 35 X OV in vivo 4

LA S

CYP3A (It L@ P40 BR TR O EELRTFIETH Y, P50 Z I/ L 73
WA ORI A 5T D  (Thummel and Wilkinson, 1998; Wienkers and Heath,
2005). CYP3A O A0 LI A OB REHEs Sz, Y%
N UTRIERZ RS E 25 2 L3 5. PAS0 OFEIL, EECHIER OHINE A
L CREREEZ NS 5720, —EDRE % %9 2% (Pelkonen et al., 1998).
—75, IEMAIZ X A GENETEOH ISR 5720, FE L XKl Tn
% (Tang and Stearns, 2001). P450 O{EMEALIZ > D #7022 FE N3, active 1A b
& effector f MIREATHZLICL TR I D EEZ BN TWS (Hutzler and
Tracy, 2002; Korzekwa et al., 1998; Niwa et al., 2008). CYP3A %/ L 7= DI%
PEALIE, in vitro BERICEB W THZ < HE SN TS OO (Hutzler and Tracy,
2002; Kerr et al., 1994; Maenpaa et al., 1998; Ngui et al., 2000; Schwab et al., 1988;
Shou et al., 1994; Wang et al., 2000; Wiebel et al., 1971), Z=®{EH A invivo THilZ
Z BN OWT OB IO TH7v. B MZEBWTIE, carbamazepine O & &
REEIZ BT 2 e S felbamate o CYP3A TEMEALZ A L Tl 375 2 &)
WA STV 5 (Egnell etal., 2003). &7z, efavirenz (2 & 5 midazolam & OTE
PAL DGR RER CH S ST 5 (Bayer et al., 2009).

Efavirenz (39X 7 LAY FRFERFREREAEFEEO—FTH Y, HIV-1 Y
~ORE L LT L hr oA L 23K E S5 (Adkins and Noble, 1998).
Efavirenz 1% CYP3A OFFEB X UFHEIK L L TEITF T2 < (Hariparsad et al.,
2004; von Moltke et al., 2001), {EME(LFLE LTHIEMT L2 &6 TEY
(Keubler et al., 2012), FEAEERIZIV T efavirenz D HEEIRE O 5% D30 —H
C midazolam o IR EE 2> X% (Bayer et al., 2009). Z @ in vivo T®
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BAL, B MFI7rY—24%8 N CYPARELI 7/ 7Y — A% Mz in vitro
ABRIC L > THEFES N TV DA (Keubler et al., 2012), Ehaklizs o FHITE 5
DNE D INTHOW T L N7 - TR,

U, FFR 7 vy—LaB L0 RICB VTR 5z CYP3A 24 LT
midazolam O /KERLDOIEMEALA, T~ o invivo IZHMEMENRSH 5 2 & A S
7 (Blobaum et al., 2013). F£7=, H =7 A%/ CYP3A O I / [RELSIE
FOBERETEME I B R W2 A S TH Y (lgarashi et al., 1997; Iwasaki
and Uno, 2009; Ogawa et al., 2013; Uno et al., 2007), 7 =2 A ¥ /L% DDI O ¥
WIZEEH ST b (Kanazu et al., 2004; Ogasawara et al., 2007; Ogasawara et al.,
2009; Ohtsuka et al., 2010; Prueksaritanont et al., 2006). Tang %, =7 A ¥/
IZFBVT CYP3A %41 L 7= diclofenac D 7 U 7 7 o A 25 qunidine D¢k A
WCEVIREEIND Z L2 HE LTS (Tang et al, 1999). ZHEFToEZ A
efavirenz OIEHAGIC OWTHZEIZHA NI 2> THWRWD, Ty M= A
Yoia EOBYIET VL, ERRRBR TR G 7 efavirenz 0 CYP3A DAL
Z RS D AIREVED B B

AHFIETIE, TN efavirez O CYP3A FEIZxIT 2 EEZH LT 57
OIZ, 3HHAD CYPIA FEHZHWT FFI 27 m Y — LB HiEM oAz
Al L7z, WIS, FEORREZRE 2, invivo FEBRIC X BIE T /LA invitro
AR Ol R FUBR Dl IR 2 SO T & D IS DWW TR L 72,

B2 Hi FEERAORL & FEBRG L
11-2-i) FX%E

Nifedipine, testosterone, midazolam I3 & O* diclofenac sodium (% Wako Pure

Chemical Industries, Ltd. (Osaka, Japan) 7>5 A L7-. Efavirenz |3 Waterstone

47



Technology. (Carmel, IN, USA)72> 5 A L 7-. Oxidized nifedipine % Oxford
Biomedical Research (Oxford, MI, USA) 7> & & A L 7= . Alprenolol ,
6pB-hydroxytestosterone, 1'-hydroxymidazolam 33 & OF 4-hydroxymidazolam /3 Sigma
Chemicals Co. (St. Louis, MO, USA) 2>GHEA L7z, WIEEEYEMEIZMHEH L&
FiZ2 EFINLARIE BD Biosciences™ (Bedford, MA)7> LA L7=. B-nicotinamide
adenine dinucleotide phosphate (B-NADP+) , glucose-6-phosphate ¥ X OF
glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase % Oriental Yeast Co., Ltd. (Tokyo, Japan) 7>5
AL, B MFIZ 82 Y—2 (n=200, mixed gender), H =7 A ¥ILIFI 7
7Y —2A (n=10, male), Sprague Dawley (SD) 7> h I 7 1 Y —2A (n=400,
male) B XY RN¥ =z v A L 2EHnzREBMlaEskor 8 CYP3A4 BEW
CYP3AS EH LA L= hr—/L I 7 1 YV — A3 BD Biosciences (Lenexa, KS,
USA) 72BN L7, oo % HPLC HRREE, REEEk £ 72132 1A
B9 oA L7z,

H1-2-ii) X7 7Y — 2438 LU CYP3A %8R % 7z in vitro 75k
FOSAS &L 100 pL T, SO S OFEEE, 1 pmol/mL CYP3A4,

CYP3A5 #H1A2 % 721 0.1 mg protein/mL fFX 7 v v — A, U U FEEREK (pH 7.4,
50 mmol/L), NADPH “Ef%:% & L T MgCl, (5 mmol/L), -NADP+ (0.5 mmol/L),

G-6-P (5 mmol/L) ¥ X O G-6-PDH (1.5 unit/mL) & L 7=. CYP3A4 33 L N CYP3A5
HIRZ MOTRBROKR S VN7 BREE, v ba—AIizn Y —Lhzffio
THIESE 0.5 mg/mL (23S L7-. CYP3A HE I L ¥ efavirenz 1T FHF A #
J—)V¥ LU DMSO (2R S8, #EIREED 1% (WIV) & 72 5 19 OSSR UsN
L7, £ rFa_X— 3% 37°C TEML7z. 10 pmol/L efavirenz @ CYP3A

FERHNC KT T HEE 5720, nifedipine, midazolam ¥ X 0" testosterone
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B LTIRIMLIEY 7 uideni 15, 10 8K 015 min A > F 23—
v a » L7z. Nifedipine, midazolam 5 J " testosterone DL 10, 2 B LW
40 pmol/L & L 7=. 10 umol/L efavirenz,/77E T ® midazolam 1'-hydroxylation ¢
[FHER 2 55 2 72, 30 min [FRRRFAYIZFHM L 7. Efavirenz O EE A%
57z, midazolam ZHEH & L TIHRM LY 7L % 10 min A > F 2~ —
3= v L7z, Efavirenz D #2E 1% 0.5~50 umol/L, midazolam D% 2 umol/L &
L7-. WIIEREYE % 5% 807 =k U/ (20 ng/mL alprenolol, 500
nmol/L 6B-hydroxytestosterone-d;, 100 nmol/L 1'-hydroxymidazolam-*C3) D @iz
XU R EAEIE S E 7%, 1,500 g T 10 min =.O008EL 7=, B OREE

F£% LC/IMS/MS CTHIlE LT-.

H1-2-iii)-a 7 =7 A YL & FH - iy Eh e bR
D=7 A F N~ ILOCMmHEOEIL Shin Nippon Biomedical

Laboratories, Ltd CHEfifi L7=. X ToO#EWFHHIX Institutional Animal Care and
Use Committee T/H&AZR S TH Y (Approval No. IACUC20130620TM), AAALAC
International 7&K % 52 1F 7= Shin Nippon Biomedical Laboratories, Ltd., Drug
Safety Research Laboratories D &E#fm BEALHNZE > TEMD FHEZBR 21T o 72, TEMED
J1=27 A%/ (6years, 5.6t06.1kg) IFFMEGRIO—MIERE L. 7272L, B
MoK & Lo, MR SRR efavirenz # 54 10 h #ERF L7, 3D =7 A F v
ZFEBRITHH L, N—R & 722 CYP3A {HMEOFEHT D72 %, 3 mg/kg C midazolam
R O#E L7z (dayl). 14 H H, 3 mg/kg @ midazolam #¢5-1 FF[EIETIZ 20 mg/kg
@ efavirenz =845 L7-. 28 HH, 3 mg/kg @ midazolam #5- 5 KFfE]FTIZ 20
mg/kg @ efavirenz % $ 5 L 7= . Efavirenz ¥ X ' midazolam (% 0.5%

methylcellulose solution [Z#&¥E L7-. MKIZH =2 A L OREREARE D HEL

49



[11-2-iii)-b 5 > 7 /L DR HLER

M 1,710 g T 15 min =09 % 2 & CifiE & Bt L, 5#rE T -80°C T
R Uiz, Mg 7 0% 30 ul), 90 uL ONEBIEEME 2 &ie 7 h= K U
JL (100 ng/mL diclofenac, 100 nmol/L 1'-hydroxymidazolam-'3C3) & &4 L, 4,000g
T5min = OO L2, B 10 uL % 90 pL OFERUK CTHARE, LC/MS/MS T

HE L.

1-2-iv) IR EE O RIE
Oxidized nifedipine, pB-hydroxytestosterone, 1'-hydroxymidazolam 3 X OY

4-hydroxymidazolam (%X LC/MS/IMS IZ L > CE&E LTz, @Rk a~ ~o7 o7
I% Shimadzu series 20AD-VP (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan)Z{£H L7=. %> 7 LE&E
M AEE (MS)IE PE-Sciex API 5000 instrument (Applied Biosystem, Foster City,
CA, USA)&ZMiH L7=. T —Zf#HTiZiT Analyst software version 1.6.2 (Applied
Biosystem) Z M L7=. LC B LU MS OOHEIEIZLLFOEY Th 5.

717 I Shim-pack XR-ODS (2.0 mm i.d. x 30 mm, 2.2 um; Shimadzu, Tokyo, Japan)
FEIH A: 0.2% (v/v) formic acid in 0.01 mol/L ammonium formate (pH 3.0)

FEfH B: Acetonitrile

P 0.5 mL/min

717 BIREE: 50°C

7V R (BEIMHE B D%): 6p-hydroxytestosterone 15% (0-0.2 min),
15-21% (0.2-3.6 min), 21-90% (3.6-3.61 min), 90% (3.61—4.5 min), 90-15%
(4.5-4.51 min), 15% (4.51-6.0 min); oxidized nifedipine ¥ L " efavirenz 20%
(0-2.6 min), 10% (0-0.2 min), 10-95% (0.2-0.4 min), 95% (0.4-2.0 min), 95-10%
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(2.0-2.01 min), 10% (2.01-2.7 min); 1-hydroxymidazolam ¥ X O
4-hydroxymidazolam 20-90% (2.6-2.7 min), 90% (2.7— 3.5 min), 20% (3.51-5.0 min).
v A A7 kv A kU —: 6B-hydroxytestosterone, m/z 305.0—187.2;
6p-hydroxytestosterone-d;, m/z  312.2—276.4;  1'-hydroxymidazolam, m/z
341.9—324.0; 4-hydroxymidazolam, m/z 341.9—325.1; 1’-hydroxymidazolam-3Cs,
m/z 345.0—171.2; oxidized nifedipine, m/z 345.3—283.9; alprenolol, m/z
250.3—116.3; efavirenz, m/z 314.1—244.0; alprenolol, m/z 250.3—116.3; diclofenac,

m/z 293.8—249.9.

11-2-v) JEWENRE T A — Z fifi#f
MmAEFREHS TrfE AUCHEARIIEIC L o TEM L, 5% REH

(MRT)IZE— A & MEHTIZ X D B L7z (Yamaoka et al., 1981).

H1-2-vi) HEFHEEAT
Midazolam 3 KX OMGEH# D AUC, midazolam/hydroxymidazolam @ AUC ft

DL, XEDH D t RE (paired t-test)iZ K > THREFAIZEEM S 7z,

B3 KR
1 -3-i) CYP3A Z It L7 ARUEHIZ & IX T efavirenz D52 %
10 umol/L @ efavirenz I%, & FBXOI =2/ A AL/ v Y —LITBT

% midazolam @ 1'-/KE(LIEMEZ 2N Zh 442 I K TF 348% NS HTZ23,

midazolam @ 4-/KEE{LIEMHEIZITEEE L 720 - 7= (Fig. 111-1). Midazolam @ 1'-7k
Fe{bds X OY midazolam @ 4- Kb &6 5 ORIGIZE N TS, 7y MFI /=
V= LIZBWT efavirenz |2 X HTEMHALITERO bR o7, WTHOFI 7 1

Y — KBV TG nifedipine 3 L O testosterone Dfgfli i, efavirenz (2 & - TiE
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Pib L7e o7z, Efavirenz 137 v MIFI 7 1 Y — AIZEB W T nifedipine 38 LT

testosterone DRl % PHE T HHA NFR O HLT-.
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Figure 111-1. The effect of efavirenz on the oxidation of nifedipine, testosterone
and midazolam in human (A), monkey (B) and rat (C) microsomes.
Data points represent the mean + SD (n = 3).

[11 -3-ii) Efavirenz |Z X % CYP3A %41 L 7= midazolam f#f D& AL
EFNBIOY I =S AL FIorsnr Y —2ITBIT 5 efavienz @

1'-hydroxymidazolam DA RGHEIZ G- % 5 8% J1~<7= (Fig. I11-2). Efavirenz |Z
& % midazolam @ 1-/KERLOIEME(LDS, A > F 22— 3 2 30 min E THREKF
RO L. £, e RBIXORI=I A FVIFI 70y —AITBNT,

efavirenz (%, midazolam @ 1’-/KE&{k % i FEAKAFHOIZIEMEAL L 7. Efavirenz JRJE

2% 10 umol/L MIFIZ midazolam @ 1°-/KEb T KIEZ 7~ L7= (Fig. 111-3).
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Figure 111-2. Time course of 1'-hydroxymidazolam formation in human (A) and
monkey (B) liver microsomes with (closed circle) or without (open circle) 10
pmol/L efavirenz. Data points represent the mean £ SD (n = 3).
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Figure 111-3. Effect of efavirenz on midazolam 1'-hydroxylation in human (A) and
monkey (B) liver microsomes.
Data points represent the mean + SD (n = 3).

111 -3-iii) CYP3A4 35 X TN CYP3AL R HLRIZH 1T B IEMHEAL
E MFI7 vy —LbTRDDONTEEIZONT, B F CYP3A4 BLW

CYP3A5 HLI 7 v YV —LZHWTEHE Lo, MRHR E b, efavirenz |1iE
JEARAFAIIC midazolam @ 1'-/kfefb 2 1&ME(L L= (Fig. 111-4A). CYP3AS5 ([ZH1F

% midazolam @ 1'-/KEb OIETELOFREDY, CYP3A4 LYV L EhoT=. —F,
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efavirenz |2 & % midazolam @ 4-/KER{LIZxt9 HIEMELIL, MREIAR E LIZED
53F (Fig. 111-4B), CYP3A4 IZ8\\T efavirenz |33 FE K EHIIZ midazolam o

4-KEfb &2 FHE LT-.
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Figure 111-4. Effect of efavirenz on midazolam 1'-hydroxylation (A) and

4-hydroxylation (B) in recombinant CYP3A4 (solid column) and CYP3A5 (open
column).
Data points represent the mean + SD (n = 3).

1 -3-iv) 7 =7 A P IZBIT % midazolam DIEWENREIZ 5 2 5 efavirenz D

SR

Efavirenz Z Rl L7 1 =7 A P2 EIT 5 midazolam 35 L O OREHY
DI ENEE A FFAME L 7=. 1'- hydroxymidazolam & ER ML B KIEEE (Cra) 3
XY AUC fii1T efavirenz ORTALEIZ LV BZFICHE M L. =02 R,
midazolam #4592 1 FFfERTL Y 5 FEMATO G N LV BEEFETH - 7.
1'-hydroxymidazolam @ Cpax 35 & Y AUC I3, efavirenz OALEIZ LV 2 500 E
BN L 72Dz %f L, 4-hydroxymidazolam @ Cpax 3 &Y AUC fEIZIEAD L 7=
(Table I11-1, Fig. 111-5). Midazolam H {£¢ AUC g1, efaivrenz DALEIZ LV 20%

FREE D L 7=. Midazolam/1'-hydroxymidazolam ¢ AUC ttid midazolam % %59
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% 5 Wp[ AT efavirenz ALE I LV, 085 75 030 ([Z#A L7223,
midazolam/4-hydroxymidazolam @® AUC FIZBAZE R Z(LITRED o7z,
Eavirenz @ Cpax 38 L N AUC fHIE, Z41E 41 8.40+0.31 umol/L 35 LN 174.1 +

22.4 umol-h/L TdH - 7= (Fig. I11-6).
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Figure 111-5. Plasma concentrations of midazolam (A), 1'-hydroxymidazolam (B),
and 4-hydroxymidazolam (C) after oral administration of midazolam and
efavirenz in monkeys.

(o) No treatment, (®) pretreatment with efavirenz. Efavirenz was administered orally 5
h before oral dosing of midazolam. Each point represents the mean = SD (n = 3).
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Figure 111-6. Plasma concentrations of efavirenz after oral administration of
midazolam and efavirenz in monkeys.

Efavirenz was administered orally 5 h before oral dosing of midazolam. Each point
represents the mean = SD (n = 3).
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Table I11-1. Pharmacokinetic parameters of midazolam, 1'-hydroxymidazolam, and 4-hydroxymidazolam in monkeys after
administration of midazolam

treatment ) 1'-hydroxy- MDZ? 4-hydroxy- MDZ°
midazolam ) 1-0H ] 4-OH
group midazolam } midazolam :
Crax (umol/L) 0.188 =+ 0.112 0.231 + 0.064 0.033 *= 0.012
. Trnax (h) 3.67 £ 252 400 = 2.00 350 £ 2.78
Given alone
AUC (umol-h/L) 0.909 + 0.425 1.071 £ 0.131 0.85 0.153 + 0.038 5.9
MRT (h) 424 + 0.87 444 + 0.78 427 = 0.76
Crmax (umol/L) 0.140 = 0.114 0.434 * 0.140 0.023 = 0.015
1hafteradose  Tmax (h) 6.00 £ 2.00 733 £ 115 533 £ 1.15
of efavirenz AUC (umol-h/L) 0.692 + 0.513 1691 + 0.688 0.41 0.107 * 0.082 6.5
MRT (h) 499 + 0.34 572 + 0.40 539 + 0.26
Crax (umol/L) 0.156 *+ 0.041 0.553 £ 0.156 0.029 £ 0.003
5hafteradose T (h) 533 + 3.06 533 + 3.06 533 £ 3.06
of efavirenz AUC (umol-h/L) 0.709 = 0.251 2,344 + 0.416* 0.30* 0.130 = 0.030* 55
MRT (h) 459 + 0.96 469 * 0.93 456 = 0.96

Mean = SD (n=3).
“the AUC ratio of midazolam/1'-hydroxymidazolam, "the AUC ratio of midazolam/4-hydroxymidazolam
“Statistically significant difference from treatment given alone (P < 0.05).
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AR B

Efavirenz {2 & % midazolam fRE OTEMALD HE STV 525 (Keubler et
al., 2012), fthio> CYP3A FE AT X9 2 BT 50T 72 > TV RV, RBFSE
IZF T efavirenz 3, nifedipine 35 X U testosterone D EE{LARHT 2 16 AL L 7220
ZERBH LM o7 (Fig. I1-1). F£7=, efavirenz |3t FMFI 7 v Y —AICE
VT midazolam @ 1-/KEg{b Z2 &AL % & DD, midazolam D 4-/K FE b7 4
fbL7Z2ho 7 (Fig. IN-1). T O#EHIX, 1'-hydroxymidazolam &
4-hydroxymidazolam 7% 2 DD B2 DAEEERALN B AERKT D & 9 F1 R 2 SR
HEHDTEHY (Cameron et al., 2005; Khan et al., 2002), efavirenz (Z X %5 CYP3A
OIEVEILIEm O E R A2 /R 2 & &2 L7-. Testosterone, nifedipine 35 &
O midazolam % & i KD CYP3A JE OFLAHHIT A A 8K & L CThn
ATV S rifampin IZ X > TIFE S 5728 (Niemietal., 2003), 3XTD
CYP3A JEE X9 % DDI 2@ d 2 M ER H 5. —J7, CYP3ATEMALIZ O
TIEZOEWEERIEE BB T 5 &, invitro TOIEMHAED invivo TFRD 5
hic& LTH CYP3A OIEMALIC L » THI S Z &5 DDI @ CYP3A AE 4
RICKIE TR EIIRER Th D A RetEn H 5.

CYP3A4 15 JL U CYP3AS ORVE R HMIIEME L CTH Y, midazolam DT
121X CYP3A4 B X TNCYP3AS & HICHG L TWAZ EAMEINTWVD
(Gorski et al., 1994). AHFZEIZF5 T efavirenz I, CYP3A4 1 1 O CYP3AS5 %5
R OMFE T midazolam ® 1Kk Z &AL L7=. o-naphthoflavone & & 7=
CYP3A4 33 L. N CYP3AS5 %8R IZ 350 T midazolam @ 1-/Kg{b 2 1GME(LT 5 23,
testosterone (% CYP3AS5 #Hi R 12381 T DA midazolam @ 1'-/KEE (L 2 TH AL 5
ZEMNHE S TWS (Emoto and Ilwasaki, 2006). M1z T, sorafenib 35 LK O

sunitinib 1X CYP3A5 ZH12 12T midazolam @ 1-/KE({b 2 &M L35 23,
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CYP3A4 RBLRIZHBWCIIBLET 5 (Sugiyama et al., 2011). L5 AR
EZ % &, midazolam O 1-/KEAb DIEVEILIZRIT 2 FEEIRNMIT CYP3A4 &
CYP3A5 & THEIAHIC BT 251X H LB DD, RipHbDLEZ LN,

BT, B RBXOT v MFI 7 8 Y — A28\ T VU0448187 75 midazolam
D U-KERLZIEEEL, T > FEHWTZ invivo ERIZ W TS [FERIC
midazolam @ 1'-/Kfg{b 2 1EMAL 325 Z & 23ekiE &7 (Blobaum et al., 2013). —
U7, AWFZEICR W T efavirenz 1X, 7 v MIFI 7 v Y — A TO midazolam @ 1*-
KA 2 G L 722 hr o 72 (Fig. IN-1). 76~ T, T v MIFEMALO in vivo FFAfh
EFFVELTAMANICER T Z I3 LW EZ 2 67, EBE, e e Ty
R ORI KR E RFEENDH D Z ENME SN TW5 (Ishigami et al.,
2001; Komura and Iwaki, 2008; Kuperman et al., 2001; Lu and Li, 2001; Nakamura et
al., 1999). Ishigamietal. 5%, CYP3A4 OFHEHITH 5 itraconazole & CYP3A4
BB Td % simvastatin [ZEEK CHAEHAZE Z 323, 7 v MZBWT
itraconazole |3 simvastatin O I PR EEHER ICEE A 52 72 & 2l L7z,
R OIEHEADOFEEIIONWTE KT 5 L, o-naphthoflavone F5 L T diazepam I
t MFI 7 v Y — A28 T quinine 3-/KERL 2 TEMHALT 228, T DORIGNET ¥

FORFI 78 Y —=ATIFTEGRNZ ENWE S TS (Zhao and Ishizaki,
1997).

BEROWIIEREI T, CYP3A I L7-[E R L UFHEIC L DKo DDI %
THITDEITZDA D = XL ZBES 5 ETHANMEH SN TS (Kanazu
et al., 2004; Ogasawara et al., 2007; Ogasawara et al., 2009; Ohtsuka et al., 2010;
Prueksaritanont et al., 2006). t k & VLD, R#27 V7 7 v 2B L OFHE
OB K OFEZEN A STV DA (Bogaards et al., 2000; Emoto et al.,

2013; Sharer et al., 1995), {EMHALDOFEZEIZOWTIIZNE TO L Z AP NI
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STVRY. RIFRIZBWNT, & MFI 7 v Y —LATRD LT efavirenz DR
FEMRAFRD 72 CYP3A DIEME(KIE, B =7 AP AJFI 7 1Y — AW T H Ak
ICBb L (Fig 1-3). =2 A F L CYP3A8 £ L NCYP3A5 j3k R
CYP3A4 BLTNCYP3AS &7 X /RD Y — 7 T2 AT 91-93%—E§ % 78
(Iwasaki and Uno, 2009; Uno et al., 2007), 7 v @ CYP3Al1 &t @ CYP3A4 T
[T cDNA DL —7 = AT 18%, 7 X /DY — 7 = AT I3%RED—HT
HDHZERFESINTWD (lgarashi etal., 1997). ZDF v k& b~ DKW FEIA
PERSHFR 7 v Y — DZ BT DIEMHALOREEITER L T E BRI, £z,
E b= A PNORmRIEEZET DL, V=7 A YL CYP3A JEHE

IMAE IR EHER T K IE T CYPSA IEMEAL DB A BT 5 ECTRWET /VE)
WNZ72 % TREME DNV R STz,

t [ Z 400 mg/man T efavirenz % #5- L 72 B, midazolam G O &ML 2358
D HILTUWS (Bayer et al., 2009). % DFED efavirenz @ Cpax 33 & Y AUC EIZ#
ALEAI 1.9 ~2.0 umol/L 3 LTV 52 ~83 umol-h/L & #HE 4T 5 (Oswald et
al., 2012; Schwab et al., 1988). AWFFEIZIVNT, =7 A ¥ /IZ 20 mg/kg TH G-
L 722D efavirenz @ Cpax 35 £ TV AUC fEIZZEAVE 41 8.4 pmol /L 35 LY 174
umol-h/L T& ¥V (Fig. I11-6), CYP3A DiEMA b % 51 & L Z 3 DI+ 7 efavirenz

RO b,

W=7 A Y ZE T midazolam/1'-hydroxymidazolam @ AUC i,
efavirenz ORTEE 512X 0 0.85 725 0.30 (25—,
midazolam/4-hydroxymidazolam @ AUC iz %% 5.2 727~ 7= (Table 111-1).
ZORERIE, invitro DT —F2 L —HLTEY, BRKTRO LN
midazolam/1'-hydroxymidazolam @ AUC Lt Db & ¢ [F1%Coh -~ 7= (Bayer et al.,

2009). L72L7Z2A 5, 1-/KER{KIE midazolam O EAGHRIEIC G b 54
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(Heizmann and Ziegler, 1981), midazolam & AUC ZLAHIFF L 7= L 0 H/h S
S 7=, MHEF @ 1'-hydroxymidazolam & DN DK O —im & LTl
1'-hydroxymidazolam @ efavirenz (2 & 2B ENRE 2 H vz,
1'-hydroxymidazolam @ M AEHRREE X, B DL EIHKDNT AT X - T
feA S5, 1-hydroxymidazolam (% CYP3A 12 &k » TAERL S iv7-t%, UDP-7 /L
7a USRS (UGTICk - T/ 7o v BiaE Sh5. B MoBWTIiT
UGT1A4, UGT2B4 15 X OV UGT2B7 73 1'-hydroxymidazolam o 7' /v 7 v L g
HFIZEG L TWa @S Tw5b (Seoetal., 2010; Zhu et al., 2008). —
efavirenz I3 UGT1A4 33 L TN UGT2B7 OB IZx L CHLEER 2/ T 5720
(Belanger et al., 2009; Ji et al., 2012), efavirenz (2 X % UGTs O FHED
1'-hydroxymidazolam ™ AUC ¥ D —HHUZEE R L TS A[REMED & 5 . fiE > T,
P450 (29 2 1E ML DDI U A 27 Z7Hlid % £, invitro EEROATY 27
% D Tid/e <, invitro EBR TR & 72 IEMALDS invivo & B3 2 73
ONWTHEERSHER L TS BERD .

=7 A FNIZET H midazolam O 27 U7 7 o A FF MG T T2 8
(Prueksaritanont et al., 2006), midazolam % #f kN2 5- L 72 B % efavirenz © CYP3A
EMAL DB ABIERT 5 2 LIXfE L. SEES, rifampicin & BIALE L 72 B,
midazolam O#%& M1 #% 5-Ci% midazolam & AUC N b3 2 DIzxt L, FARMNE S
L725E 13 AUC OEALITFR O H 725 - 7= (Prueksaritanont et al., 2006). % 7=,
midazolam % EFRN G- L 72454, CYP3A ORHERI OB LZ S /a2 & 3
HENTW5D (Kanazu et al., 2004; Ogasawara et al., 2007). fit > C, midazolam @
EH7em s VT 7 AMEAWIE, invivo IZEBT DIEM LD R E T 5 Y —
MEGH e LY TR WEERH Y, /N5 & T DDl O % 5% 431 T
EtT HBRICIL L V)2 CYP3A BE 2N T 2 NENH 5.
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ftiam & LC, AWFFEIE efavirenz 12 X % midazolam @ 1'-/KEE{b.O1EMEALIZER
EIRAENHDHZ EEPLMNC L. X T, efavirenz 125 % CYP3A Difk
ICEWEER RN S D Z E R LMNNTR Tz, =7 A FLORBRIZIB N
T midazolam/1'-hydroxymidazolam ¢ AUC HiEGIRRER & [ BEZE 22 B8NS
O BT, efavirenz 12 L 5 midazolam @ AUC B/ 1% 20%F2E TH D, in
vitro OFERIE EBF R BCITBO e o 7. - T, BRKRTORLA+47
T72uy PASO JEMEALICHKT9 % DDI U A 7 Z il 4 2 BRiZ, invitro O X1 RO 77>
5B 5 O TiEAe <, invitro BRI W T N EXIT S X 9 B REZ R
HL7=%%, BE AV CERO invivo TOERZMR L, RAEMIZY A7 5
THZENEETHDLEBEZ L.

F5HT MG

ARETIE, I 7 rY—2% W invitro BRERIC LY CYP3A DIEHE(kIC
TEAE LML L ORWIRERREEN L Z L 26N L. h=7A4P L
Z A7z invivo BRIZ &V | efavirenz |3 midazolam/1'-hydroxymidazolam @ AUC
A BEEICHINd 5 2 &, efavirenz |2 X % midazolam ¢ AUC J8i/0 1% 20%F2 i
ThHhoH I Lamlic. BROHMLND I PAS0 OIEMALZ S L7- DDI U 27
ZRHid 5 ETiE,  invitro BEROZETO U A7 FHEAEE L. > T, invitro
BT L IEMALD, invivo TEDRERD LN NEMHRL TV X
TR D LEZ BN

61



=i

B
K[y

P450 X, RN ORR A RN G T o~ 7 VX7 B TH Y, R
BT D HEW I BAER OFH:A5 PAS0 A4 L T4, Z 0 P450 %41 L 7= DDI
i, BRI EIC L > THFHEEREZ LA S 2565 CHFEOEELLB L O
IR o COFHIEEIREZ D ST 256038 5. FEhORTTRINEH O
FROFRENC L > TEOFH ZHIR & 405 O A7 53 mibefradil, terfenadine,
cisapride, cerivastatin, astemizole 72 XD L H IZHLENLEEZHET Z LI 5.
o T, AFRBPSIZIVNT P450 (ZxT HFHTE, ik L OVEHILD U 27 5
INSWEEZBINT 5 2 L IO TEETH L. AR TIE, FHREE LT
MALICER L, A3 0228175 DDl Y A7 23 lid 2 2 L 2 HA L LTz,
P450 Z 4T L e BERAFICOWCEFEWE SN FDA D RT 7 N A ¥
AREMA D RZ 7 b TA RTA4 0%, X7 vy —2A7 L invitro 3Bk 55
HEh7e K & BRERIO M AE R o b 2 I TR AR FE AR A #BR S5 hE o A 1
ZHIWT T2 Lo RSN TWD. L L s, MO Y v I fGE
DBEEELE V) HTRES E > TWVD., AFETIIMEEDLE NG, FE
DY A7 FMOZYBPEIZONTHF Lz, £, EEOEVWDORRK L 725 T
WAL I OIIFI 70 Yy —AF NI FEEIZEB L, ¥ U\ I REEDRER
in vitro FERIZAHA A AL 72 P450 PHE R O TR A Gk L7, BERIEMEAIZ
DWTIE, BRREN D7, TOEIEMEIZOWTIELEARHRENEZ V. £
2T, AET mv X285 PAS0 IEMEALD Y X 7RO 726, B R MR
FORZAEZI O T H T LI KD EMZ V7 in vivo 5k O 52 720 FHVE
IZOWTHRET L 7=,
1 T, 2010 FFIZAB S EMA DO A KT A ZH1TF % P40 %4
L7 BEAER(ODN)D U 2 7 FH i REEL, FDA O RT 7 NA X
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A L DOWERRREEN L7-. EMA X DDI 1295 U 27 5B, FEREAH
SEREEBTDHLHIER L TWAD. Z 2T 35 ORERMHENERRER ORI OV
T, BEHLZ KBXO fymic lCHES& L b 2~ 5 ¢ 72 EMA @ DDI #h
EaBGEELT. EMA O71 v A 7 ZER UTcd, S 0F IR o i i B2
THM (AUC)DEENN 2 55 0 KEWDDI #1E L §Hlid 5 2 L AVRE T,
—J5, FEWOFARED AUC 23 2 520N Th 25950 DDI Z i/ Nl 45 2 & 2B
57 L7=. EMA & FDA @ DDIZ % U X 7 G- OEE T fy & fymic DIE
WAERLTEY, flfymic DB 0.2 LSOILAHD Y 2 7 G Hiid 25 = &
Zox LTz, EBS, FDA OFEMIEICHE 9 & roxithromycin, quinidine, sertraline,
sulphinpyrazone 3 L TX fluvastatin [Z->WCiZ DDI U 227 &4 L, EaE THMR]
FEAEHRBRAER S5 EMA OFHBIE TIZZ 50 DDl U A 7 A/
fid 22 LEHLMNT L. CYP3A OFREANZXTT 2/ DDI #EJE L7
EMA O U 2 7 5L, Bibk T OB A0 BAEH 28 S 22 MG & 8 RKEHIE
52 EEmR LI L EORER DD, EMA & FDA O FEE e ENEZH 582 L,
Z 5O DDl fHIE I ITSEDO /M H D Z L 2R LT,

H N FETIE, FDATAZ L AL EMA T A RT7 A4 v OREEDE DDA &
BRoTWAMBEB LI 70y —LZ U U FERICERL, TOMELLE L
L 722 WO IS M B AE AR 2 AV C, DDI O U A7 §HliZ T > 7. &S, U
— MBI RRFORIEPIHBFED L 5 IZ[I]DIFWD 7255/ DDl AT v
LA EMERCE S D 720, B 7R ICso D7 T A T ) T &R L. M
NS TR 2 F O 7= BESRBRIZ 38U T ICse fEAY 100 pmol/L X 0 AKIFAuiE
DDI DU 27 535 <, [INS DV T OIFID 22 WEIEATINC I 1 2 =ik &4 D
A7 V==V ZICHARETH D Z &R L. KRIZ, @MEIR[I]ZRDDZE

12X - TC, [1/K;i 125 < static model % {# - 7= E & /)72 DDI T HITE D FeEilk &
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Rt Uz, ecRPIRIMAE IR ([1]in) % F555 & L 7= static model ZfEH3 25 Z &
TR L 72 FHLEHA D 93.8%(22>W\ T, Tl L7 AUC/AUC 235D 2 f5LIN T
Holz.  —757, MEERMPOFEMIETRE (o) ORRMIEPEE ([na) Z
EH L7258, AUCIAUC Z /el L7-. M ig Ansss FF#ia 4 v 72 DDI
THNZIBNTin BNOEWT S — R THY, KHERIIY R IFEEDE
27 invitro AERISEAANTZ DDl FlEEE LTAMTH 5 Z L AVRER S LTz,
UL EOFRERNG, MGG AL, RIS O & MR 72 3 2> & £ H] B
BB 2 EREMZ: DDl PHIE CTIRIASEH TE 2 Z &R ani.

B E T, BIR TORRR DR, pofELE R RN H LI
STV CYP3A OIEME(L® DDI U A7 % in vitro 38 X OVin vivo #klk 2 H
TR L7z, &2, CYP3A JLE T& % midazolam, testosterone, nifedipine Mz
LRI IIT D efavirenz DEEEZ T v b, W=7 A4A P LEBL P MFI 7 m Y
— L HWCEHMii L7z, h=27 A4 P LB L Ok MFI 7 r Y — LTI, efavirenz
ITIR AR AFEAYIZ midazolam @ - /KER{b 2 &AL L7228, T > b CIIIEMHITER
DONTHERTAEN DD Z LWL Loz, £, WFnoffirae Y
— AIZEB W T efavirenz 1%, midazolam @ 4-/KfE (k<> nifedipine 3 L O
testosterone DFR(LAEH & 1HMEL Lo 72 2 &0, CYP3A TR LIZRB W TE
WEERFRMENR D D Z LR D IR o7, KIT, invitro TR LB 7R
JEPE(EDS invivo (2 EDRREBS 2032 62T 272D, =74 ¥z
V7= DDIaBR 2 5266 L 7= & DGR, efavirenz 1 midazolam/1'-hydroxymidazolam
® AUC FLITBE T 25 2 &, efavirenz (2 X % midazolam & AUC J&/ 1%
20%FEETH D Z LA L7z, CYP3A DOIEMEALIZRIT 2 U R 7 FF-iIL, in
vitro Tt FZ B9 5 K0 @it 4 R L, 34 v Tinvivo TOERM %
MR LTV Z LT, MEICY ZAZFHET 20ERH D Z LN RBINT.
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PLE, AWFEIZE U EMA 3 X OV FDA O EEHEICEGEDO RN H D Z & A3
H2rE7e D, AUC NS 2 f5 X W KE v DDI 23§ 2% ECITAIEE T m& X
WEHFEETH D Z LR ande. £, MEEOEWICERT S % 137 i

DB A in vitro FRERICH A A2 DDI FllliEDS, ok PA R E o i fE % &
BT 52 L TRYERMNZDDI FTRICEHTE 2 Z L2 LNIC LIz, +547
FNRLD7euN PAS0 DIEMALIZOWTIE, I v Y —LAZ Wil RIic kY
CYP3A IEMALICEAE 7l AR L ONE W IRERERMER S D = L 2 B L. K
TS D72y CYP3A TEMAL D U 2 7 FHMIZ I3 in vitro BRER7Z1T TiX72e <, 8
Z N7z in vivo 123517 % DDI iR 2 i LR AR Y X 7 i 5 Z & T,
DDI U 27 DARVMEE RIS FTREIZ 2 D L BEZX bz, 2R b DHRIZ LY
AIBEBERSICH51T D P450 PRFEIS KL ONEMEA LD K 0 IEfE THRER L U A 27 33
ATRE & 720, IR ZRALA Y O Fi bSO B RS DD I 7 E S L O Al
HIcKRESE#BRT D2 & EA b,
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ARG ST DS i SR L TR S A3 BRI JE AT IS 3 T, A

HAEFICET 2 AR O EE L O b O TT. MEKZDIIHiZY, K
MXOFERE LT, THRAEWY F LBRERE KRB S AR RS
FEITEATERHOBZR LET. KX ORIEEL LT, THEARY £ LK
TSR R MR AT TR 28 B KB BEE S A 6 K O RIR A A FE =R Bd%
PRI OTE 2R L ET.
HE AR AR R 22 S B RR 2P 8 S BRI S AR, @S ERIC ST > T
REZWES L E BT, REEROBEZEX TWEZEE L. #ATER
WO AR LU ET. BAFER R I ERE 78 AN E K 0 fd - Je A DN
PSSR ATIE, GRS K OERERICH > THR R TS & T3
EWEEE, ZZICEHOBERLET.

MEDR % 52 THS L SRS R 2R EHBE2THE E L
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L, SBIE=E L, WOICEY L 2MEIE ) b —F v 32 vy — BHRY]
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R AR EBERTIeAT BRI ZE L, BRI E LW N < DRRRICIEL
BN LET.
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