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EIMBAFEIC N T, FEH O M R AR EM 2 Tl 2 L CTRRed TEHEEZR
FHIEE Th D, BIMEERET 5 72 O3B X OWGRRER % F5E 3 2 341 (B
FEEE A 1 TEIERMERRECHDMNERH Y, MR IMET IUIAMEZ 5
HTET, HIRTELLANEHZBELCLED. 207, EFELFARIZBNT, M
Rt e o MUERRETHAZ PRT20E RS 5. v MR E I IERIR
BN O FE S LS. 2 < OB LRBEMEEW AR AT R TIE, it
I A A V72 in vitro BRI 22 R ITE I Z 5 1 2 R 2 EME I B3 2 7l 217 © .
BAF AL B 2 IR 2 B TR, BEOBAILE T OV T X D EEM72 invitro 3 XY
invivo FHli 21TV, TN HDOT —X ZHWTE MIAEFREELZ THIL, (LAY ORERE LW
BRI E T B OB BIREEIT . ZOBRIZAE O D v M IR BT I R,
B FHER R BRI BT D H bl L OHE DR ES, Beh Bk 7 7e 2 2% ik 5
BEPRBRICBWTE ZETRGEZEYE L <Dy, FE2NICE R EMEEY
DFHEAAEFE 7 &, BRRRBGHE RIS KRB 52 5. £ L TE —HERRRIC
BWTHEHOE MsEREN TR & B2 VRS S HE I3 AErs g3, i
MAFFRENET X G ITEEREERNAECTLE R EICL Y, BREABR I L
RAOLAREMEN DD, LTehi-> T, BAREMEEW O MEFRE FHSE 2 m L3825
ZEE, EFELRBICBITLIEERETHDS.

EELERDZ AT D DIEERE Th 5. [EATEE O 2014 FEEFHEOHNIC X
% L 65 ik L Lo ml R E BN IR 52% TH Y, 2015 4 9 H A DO FEHIEHE 65 #% LA
ENEED 6L %i D, £z, @i ITEEOFERZ RIS 5 2 8% <, R
BRI B W TRl s CRRE LA O M PREN TR LY OSEICE, EYEAA
ERICEVEWERDARELL CLES ARG H D, LI -> T, B baEmor b

RETHOHR T, FRZmind M RED THIXERMBRAEICENTHETH D,



LA OEEYENEEZ S 2 5 ECHEIERNFITWHLE BRI, KR, RIS TH
2 Tligids X OB A~DHL D A7, B IO TH 5. OGS NTALEWTIEANT
B 278, ZOBICHN pHEICHEZZ T 5. B L-ERIXE NS D23, 13
EEN BRI EZND ETITNDRERNIT Z OB PIHEE I L2 2T 5. HEE D SR
SNTALBEWITMHPIZBAT L RFIZOMMT 5 2 L1 b, IREMED SV &I LA RE%
2% <A L, W IRERMEAME < AKIEMED BV MEANTIRIRIC EIC DT 5720, (LEW
D HNIEIRI R R EELZ T 5. IEENORIRSNHEE, £l sh4a
HZoMm LTctk S, ALEWITkee A ARG PRIIRDS T & 2 iTlEds L OB Ra 18R L, 1AW
MOHKT D120, TOHKITATIES L OBRBOMRGEHPERE (7 V7 F X, CL) (TR
2T 5. miE TIIEEE AN S Off 2 EHFR) N T A =2 NWET 5 2 L3
51 TH Y (Corsonello et al., 2010; Klotz 2009; McLachlan & Pont 2012), & D284 % & L 7=
b MIREPRETRSLA L RS, b Mg ERE T RIEEY S L0 FHMkE V7 in
vitro Al K U@ & FV 7= invivo #FEfZ X Y FE6E S 715 (Ring et al., 2011). 2002 4= k[
(21T D BT IE EAL 200 DEIEFIZ OV, 73% 23l CRE S AN BIHR T 5
7 ¥ (Wienkers & Heath 2005), in vitro 5l THRAICEZE & 72 5 DIFNTF CL O FRITH L. [Tl
TOWMKEE 2D L CHEERK X, 0HE» OB ~OLEWOBAT (FEYIiAR) &,
FFHRAN ORISR L 2IbA ORI TH 5. MEH D IFIR~OBATICIE, LEH O il
BHEOR-EGENEEL G2 5. TA7 IR ol BBMHERAZR EOMFEAISHES LT
HALEWIIHTIRICATT 2 Z L3 TE T, #ELTWan T U —K7ZT BIFIRICBIT %
ZENTED (UK. L72d> T, iFCL FRIO7Z®® invitro #Hfi & LT, k&
YW OIS~ DY JAZHE OFHF L O E AR S ROMENEL THDH. —F, @
Wx Rz invivo i LT, T b, A XBROYVEIILEW AL L, RRFICE
i LIAE R E 2 HES 5, Wi 2 i ERERRS ThN s, TOREEZHNTT 1A

hU w7 24— v 7R in vitro—in vivo extrapolation (IVIVE) 72 & O TF-5(Ring et al., 2011)



&V, b MTRTDHLERIN, KNS, R JOPREZ B Lz bR
YRI5, 250X 9 invitro B X Winvivo O 25 b~ MR E 2 T 503,
T MR 2 T 2 BIIE TN TN R X RN S 5. FFELY JAZ CL I KIEn
BOFBZONWTILINETICHER 2L, TOEEL TR 2 L Cammmd Oz A
W FER Y A BEEAT & S 5 MBS 545, invitro FFER D AR ICE W T, RRA
PR L OEEARBAEOMAWIE, BB LOFMR~OWRAEFIZ LY, FEEOEOFER
0 AT E OFHATF L NI R ARG A RENRETH D Z EARETH S, Invivo (2B
LTI, EwEai e MBI 28 MAETFR T X —F O X 228 2 K5 )
EDMOFERPIRNT ENPFETH S

Z ZTAMRETIL, LB ORI JAZI FAE TN O 58 % 3HAl 3 5 7= 8 0 Kl 4%
B, EIRAE - EEAFEARIEAMICOVTHIBEDE O E FIFEY AL CL FHIA
FIRE & 72 28K invitro JITH D IAZFHER A RSS2 2 &, £z, @il MR e
TNEE L COERMD =7 A FLEBIOE =7V ROFAMEERIET <L, sz k2
Hix RPN T A — R OB EHRT 5L A B E Lz, 18T, HRcomER
JIFER D SAABSE T do 2 HZ DN T, PR ECHEBA S~ OIER RIGRE & X, B
WAL ARG R 27T 2 LEED 2RV, fyE TRYE L 7 TR 2 T2 BTERCD JA 23
2TV, B MIFCL PHIBEZMIE L=, & I =TIL, HRBLIOERMOI =7 4L &
V=7 NV REMNT, T VT I RE, ol BRMEREEARE, BN pH, BHEHEE,
RAksyER, (RAENIEE, RFMGE, FFRHHER L OB PRIt & Off 2 A FEN) ST A —4
ONERIZ £ B2 EBZBE, b L <IXHEERY o mhEiEsERIc L e L, sz k5%
NOOEEZE FEHEE L. B INETE, BRI OBHRON =27 A FLizHnT, 3
Y ORNEIREIZ 35\ Tlie & B2 ITFIRIC 61T 2 FW DI LAHTEEIC DWW T, AU R
DIFERY O L HENRERER, 5 L O D> & Z D 55 SHOY /L) B IR L 7 B KB DT 2

71— N FIOTHEESE O invitro R EMERBRZATV, Y uick U 2 AT



DN L DEBN e MIRITDEBZ KRS 20 EMEE LTz, AEIC L - T, SRR
P - mEAKGRIEEWIT OV TR R AT 1AZ CL THIASATRE & 72 % HT4 in
vitro AR A HEEE L, i (ISR 2B OENERETFRICERR L2, 612, &
EPRETRIET LB E L TCOERI =27 A PLOFREZH SN LIZDT, LTI

GBI RLN
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LA DI C O IATIE,  MAET OGP ORFHIfE~DBAT IS L OWFMIAR 2~ &
HA~OPE, T TORFE, &L UIREMEDOEZHRt SN D70 L, BHERE
K& E D . T OLEDIZONTIE, 7 vy —2ab L ISHEEIRICRE S &
7o R 2 D 72 AR 22 PRI L 0 invivo iFZ U 7 v & (CL) FIAM T4 5 (Chiba
etal.,, 2009). —J5, pravastatin 72 EDEE D A F F L RIRFEND L OIS, EHc k- T
(TR~ DI AT =4 2 RMEE W 238 5 OATP 72 EDIRY AL kT L AR—4
—2E5 L TEY, RETIER AR~ DE Y AT 3 ML 75> 6 DIHRORIEIEFE TH 5
{LEWDAFEAET D . KBTI S B 7 PRI ek & [RIF2EE @ OATP1B1, OATP1B3
B L OVOATP2B1 ZEE H 1 HL L TE YV (Badee et al., 2015), U2 @M AR, FEETIZER
S H AT 2 O TIE B O IFHIBEN ~D HR 0 3A L34l 2 524G L THY A CL &5
Hi L, invitro—in vivo extrapolation (IVIVE)IZ X U invivo if CL 2 Tl TE % Z L3 &5 S
TV 5 (Watanabe et al., 2010; Watanabe et al., 2011). L2>L72223 6, JEAEMEOEWEEMIZH
WU, invitro BRERFEO X ZCFIA R i~ O IR AN AE I KV, FED ABHE & K
JE RIS 5 ONNEER A H D (Figure 1-1) . £72, IVIVE KB (F7-213Mm
H) BAMERIIONTS, HEMEO®SWEEMIHOWTITED NEE, £ 723 EMED
FBHEEMRNGERH 2. BEAMERAEITE, RIANEEE, Bl JOEEEITE
BHWSND . RIMNEIEEIZ IS TIILE AN 2 [RAME#ES 7 /L2 —I2 X 0
L, IO IREZRE L, IR TRE S METREDOHNGIFFESE (7 U —1K)
SRBIOMREARAERELRENT 225, WKTITEAENFELRWD, (LEWHR
FROMIEI 7 4 /L2 —RO/ IR AE LT LEY, BRAMKAGREZWKEHET 5. &iE0E T

feaYanmiEz M4 5 2 &L ThREARE 2R S8, RiETOEWREZAET



B0, [RANEESIERIEE, EEENMEE LW BIEFH OGN EINET 5. T
ETIHMEEIRININSE & BRI 2 BT TXEIY ,, BT 21TV, BRER T oE iR
Bz RET D0, ALEWBRREITRAE L THFHERRRR SISV TSR ET RN & iR o
HRED LWz, EAMAGRICGEXDHEBI/NES V. L Lans, RIMEEES X
OV B b3l LCBRE TH 57208, mIlRETE « mERM S REEmICT oV TS, WaE
DR LOWERBRFOMENSME TXRWEERH 5. £, FHndk Tia
¥ aN— g VIFR RS, LB &Ko T FERRBIZIET 5 £ T 24 FFELL B0 %
2@, MFER TRLEMEEMOREIZITE L TV, £2T, \lREME - ;EEHE
FALEWDORTEY IAZ CL TR IS 2 2 RIS 2 720, MiFREITHIIE 2 V7B
AAEHiiz #E % LTz (Figure 1-1) . i {E8ETE T, EER OO D MG THFHI 2 R
LT iAZ el 21T 5 72, mlRETHESMIC OV T O A Clla R i ~0OWas 2P 1k
T2 & TIEMRIRYIAZRRENF I TE DR H 5. 7z, MiE T S B 7RE
TOWY AL TH D720, TTIHLEHO MR ARG R LM LIKETH Y, i
RIMTEER A G RE2HET D LERR. S 5IT, FERREIEICB O TIRAAIZ LD &
T OIEEDIREDRE ARTFT L TWDEENH L7120, EERTOLEM T U — 1Kk
FEORENRLIETHLHD, MIFREIEICSWTUIREB NS Z LI X0 iEhots
Wi EEIIE & A EZALD 72 <, BRI H L 2 E 3 2 L2320, 2O XD ITHEER
RRIBTE TIIAT I Y 1A,  MAEE ARG SR L OMRER T OLEW 7 U — KR D 3 1
FOFHE A LEETEH D DIk L, MG B TIIATEY 1A ZGFAf D 20 2 JE 30T L.

UEXY, MiEBEIEIHETAL—Ty b2vE<, TREEOmmOEHER & 72 % TRENE

N 5.
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Figure I-1. iZERARBATAIIZ AW BV ALFHE (REREE) 12317 5 3RE & MIFRBAT

[ﬁmmaﬂz<z»—7whﬁﬁm]

MR 2 VN2 ER 0 IAZEHAINC & 2 BREEAFIR D R HE!

Z 2 CAME T, MIERREBIL A O 7o B SARFE M O ARG, i
DpHT74 TIE~A T RATHELTEY, MEEEAREHEDN 9%LL E L& Rt
diflunisal, cerivastatin, fluvastatin, ¥ X OME#MED E VY montelukast 35 & T telmisartan % % iF
ML UCEIR L7-. Cerivastatin, fluvastatin, montelukast 33 & O telmisartan 1%, W9 1u 1
FFELD AT b T 2 AR—H —T&H 5 OATP DIE TH 5 Z & i &35 (Ishiguro et
al., 2006; Kameyama et al., 2005; Kopplow et al., 2005; Matsushima et al., 2005; Noe et al., 2007;
Varmaetal., 2017). & FAFAIAZ W2 ED JAZGBRIZ IV T, cerivastatin, fluvastatin 5 &
O telmisartan iFEL Y JAZ[E A CL 1% 37°C TE 4241 89.2, 101 35 L 1Y 268 pl/min/10° cells, 4°C
TIEZENZEH 752, 9.76 3 L O 12.4 pL/min/108 cells T& Y (Izumi et al., 2018), montelukast

DACIZH T DI IAAEA CLIXI7TCIZEHBIT DD 25% DAEIZAL T L CTu 5 (Varma et



al., 2017). TNHDOZ LD, ZNHDOEYOIFI D ARIZBNTIE M TV AR—F—IT &
LEEBENEML TH L EEZDND. AUZETIE, Zh LI O MIE BT D 1A
Halli ATV, AR 2 O 7o R e PRIl S L ORI IRTA IS & 2 B Y 1A Z 3T &
invivo CL O PRIKSEEZ el L7z, £/, Bt vy =7 MIBWT, IREMERE < EAR
AN 99.97% LA TEHREAA I ~DOWAE I L ONIERE OB b E ARG R HEN TE 2
WEAEENR D 0, 25 TR e & & DT REEERBRIC L 5 & MF CL THRIZA
HCThotlo. —J, TNLDILEMTINVR U EBEERT DERMEEAEH TH D Z LD, OATP
28 E ORI AT b T AR —F —OILE Th 0TI IAZBFEN CL & BLET 5 "TREME
WEZ LN, £ 2T, MIEREIFIR Y AZFmIC LV & MIFCL Z PHITE 2 TREMED &
5HEEZ, KFEETInVivoCL 2 Tl LGS N EREET 572, SD 7~ b (7 1), Hartley
ENLEy b (BELEY N BEOI=7 4P (F) OmEREFMREAOCZED A

LAl 24TV, invivo CL & OFEESM:Z ezl L7-.

2 f R B JUTiE

1-2-i)

lﬂt—‘

Diflunisal, montelukast sodium, cerivastatin sodium salt hydrate ¥ J TF telmisartan i3
Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, USA) LV i#AL7=. ONO{LE# (ONO-A, B, C, D, EH
L OVF) 13/ T 3612 CA R S 7= (Osaka, Japan) . Fluvastatin sodium (& Sequoia Research
Products (Pangbourne, UK) X WEEAL7=. SD 7 v MfEATMAL (HerE 8 ILIRE),
Dunkin-Hartley € /L€ v s BFEFFMAE (single donor), 7 =7 A W VEAERFHIAL (M 3 58
RE) BIOE MIGRATHIIE (22~74 3R DML 5 filds L Ot 5 FliRA) 13 Celsis IVT
(Baltimore, MD, USA) L WA L7=. T v MIJER X OE/VE y MIJE (Z40E FURENE 10 PT
BE) XTI L. vyl (ErE 10 SERA) 13 24 U — (Ibaraki, Japan) X vl

AL7Z. & Mg (18~62 5% D B 5 filds L OVt 5 fldiR4) 1 Biopredic International



(Rennes, France) & v i A L 7=. Hepatocyte Isolation kit (K2000) | XenoTech (Kansas City, KS,
USA) X Y £ A L7=. HBSS (Hanks’ Balanced Salt Solution, with Calcium Chloride and Magnesium
Chloride) 3 & U1 mol/L HEPES (pH 7.55) !X Thermo Fisher Scientific (Waltham, MA, USA)
L VA L7, KHEM5100 F5ttidtkNattr— « =— « & — (Kyoto, Japan) L VAL 7.
Silicone oil (high temperature. Density 1.05 g/mL) 35 J OY mineral oil (heavy. Density 0.862 g/mL)
I% Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, USA) X v Il A L7z. Sucrose L7 7% 7 1 7 A 7 (kyoto, Japan)
L W EEA L7=. Microcentrifuge Tube (0.4 mL Microcentrifuge Tube & Cap Low Density
Polyethylene, Natural) |3 & —= A8%2%% (Tokyo, Japan) L VA L7=. WellSolve (X 1L A7

(Tokyo, Japan) K VE§EAL7-. ZOMORIKE LT HPLC H, LC-MS/MS A L <

(T HFRR 2 BEA L T2

I-2-ii) LogD (pH 7.4) &5
LogD (pH 7.4) % ACD/LogD (version: 12.01, ACD/Labs. Toronto, Canada) (Z & ¥ &% L

7.

I-2-iii) SD 7 v &, Hartley E/LE > IO =7 A HL%& H 7z i HEhRERRER

i PEYRERER (RN ELS-) (X, ONO-A, ONO-B, ONO-C, ONO-D, ONO-E # L UF ONO-F
&, Al—7uYc s NNOEEUEAEMICOWT, B OMAE DEORAE 5% AV T
FEiL7=. SD T v b (Fv ), HartleyE/LEy F (BAEY M) ~OFIMLI LMD
BB/ N5 T3ERRS4E (Osaka, Japan) CZEhE L7, 3 COE FBRGH E1E/ N7 38
i LEMRASHOBMERZB R CRARIN. W=7 ¥ (1) ~OFME KO
EOBEUT N LY —#E St (Tsukuba, Japan) T3EHE L7-. X TOENFERETEIL N A
UV —E RSt o ER ML B S TRREN. SD 7 v ~ (Crl:.CD (SD) IGS &, I#, 8

W) (FAARF v —L A« UAR—=ZDHEA L7, Hartley €/ b (I, 6~7#E) XA



A SLC (Shizuoka, Japan) L VHEA L=, H=7 1YL (M, 3kl 130 —HXaH
TN TSN R E L T DLV L7e. bW ERTH D4 J5
bR L, BOKIZEBHOKE Lz, ®E5KRIE, BEERTICRIT 256G DOIRENZ
AEHL 0.1 mg/mL (10%Wellsolve 35 X TMEAITKT L 2 % &0 NaOH 2 5 F) L7225 K9
TR U, AR L7 5%, 7 hBXOY IOV T I mukg, E/AE Y MIONT
% 2 ml/kg DR ETEIRNIEE L L=, 7 v McoWCiE& 54 0.033, 0.083, 0.25, 0.5, 1,
2, 4, 6, 8 BLV 24 iR, EAEy MBIV T HONTIER G4 0.083, 0.25, 05, 1,
2, 4, 6, 8 BL U 24 BHRICT~NY T R UL Y P DT L7z, ik 4

O L CiEE B L, HEICHET 5 £ T-80°C TIRAT LT,

11-2-iii) 5% p 284 35 B DR E

S RINEEHT, 77 7 i 25 uL I, HIERSME DRGSR 5 pL 2T %
Z L TR L7, HIERCE 25 pL K O EMUHESINGUEHT, WIE (Bbe®) 2807
c=hrU /=X ) —v (713) IBRBWE 200 L ML, &% 7 4NV E—F L —MNZT 7
FTA L, Wl L7z, AHRZZAFEKICT 254K L, LC-MSIMS & (Agilent 1100 HPLC

System, AB SCIEX API4000) ~C3Wi e 2 HE L7-.

[-2-iv) & NI A2 i R

(LAY, diflunisal, montelukast, cerivastatin, telmisartan 5 & OF fluvastatin % Z 412
NTE =Y LVTHEMR L CHEREIRML, $ELEWHT=0 10 pmol/L & 722 K HFRHEL L 7.
RS AT AR A Hepatocyte isolation kit - FH N TRlfiE & OFFEE L, KHEM5100 £5Hi 2 Nz T4
MIEL 1.0x10° cells/mL & 72 % & 9 ICAIIARBIR 2R L=, ~A 7 0 F = — 71 SHlnliE
% 500 pL & 53 iEt%, (LAWK EZ 5 uL I HFE L, 100 uL TR0~ A 7 1 F 2 —710%

5L, 37°CDO 5% COs1{ > FaX—FTA L FaX— g2 L. RIGHEERS, Kt 0.5,

10



136 L OV 2 RefI#4 12 400 L O NEEYEWE (B L&) &/ 7 & b=k U V280 L T vortex
L, BUSZEIES . BmEfREHI LG 2 30 L T2 W ITH IR SRmi A & Wi
AL, NEEEME (Afe®) A7t F=F U L3Nl vortex L Caifd L7z,
R ZEMERE B LR ERAEZE O L TEEZNOAEHICHB L, LC-MS/IMS
(Prominence UFLCXR, Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan, and AP15000, AB SCIEX, Framingham, MA) T

HE L=,

1-2-v) HTFHR D 1A AR

b EWERX, diflunisal, montelukast, cerivastatin, telmisartan 33 & O fluvastatin % %42
U DMSO Tiafit L CEREIRFI L, £bEWH 7= 200 35 L O 10 umol/L (IR E#E T/t
BWIRE, FREREREE BV TCIE LAY HT2 0 0.1 pmol/L, MLIFREEIZ U TIEAS
EEMHT=Y 2 pmol/L. (L EWIREITRE DHHRAZ B L TRE L) L72d X9
L7-. F7z, diflunisal, montelukast, cerivastatin, ONO-A, ONO-B, ONO-C, ONO-D, ONO-E
B L UVONO-F #Z 124 DMSO CTiafiE L CEHEIRM L, SbEaW&H 7= v 200 umol/L (ifiif
BRI T AT SO IR LA IR S I3 LB &7V 2 umol/L. {bE- Wi FE 1 3IE O e HH RS &
EELUTCRELR) L5 X oFB L7, Hanks’ #&f{% (20 mmol/L HEPES, pH 7.4) %
500mL @ HBSS {2, 1 mol/L HEPES % 10 mL A1z, 2 mol/L NaOH % fv T pH 7.4 |ZFi%&3
HZETHB L, Y YarbAv—F=2—71% 0.4 mlMicrocentrifuge Tube (Z 1 mol/L A
7 v —A% 50 uL Adv, D kb 3 LA ¥ —A44 L (Silicone oil (high temperature) /
Mineral oil (heavy) = 81.7/18.3, viv) 100 uL # &8 L CiHd L7=. K bk CulikE MR % bz
L T Hepatocyte isolation kit Z VTR L, FEEHEARETHIIL A2 W72 B0 A B3R IZ 35
VWTIE Hanks” #REHR, MG REITMAD 4 F W 2 B0 SAZGRBRIC S Wil 2 Iz <, 4
MIE 1.0x108 cells/mL & 72 % & 5 (ZHIiafsEik 2L L=, 37°CTE M7 LA v 2

—3 a3 ¥ L7 T Hadng 0.5 mL I AL S WaiE 5 uL Z 3 (DMSO &I 1%) L, &
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MU vortex U THUGHIAR LTz, BOSBRAATR, FEEHIGREATHIIG 2 FIV 72 B0D JA R BRI
BT 05, 1B XLV 345%IC, MiERETMIEZ HWZERY IAZRERIZBSWTIT L, 38
K10 3% 100 L 7Y 7L, v arib Y —F o= EEICIRMLZ. 7272
LIy XU RV T I =AY 7T A% VT 14500 rpm © 1 i@l L, RIA4 T A AT
B L7z, REf e & LT, (bAIERM ORI 100 uL 22U 2> LA
Y—Fa—TIEEICHEML, Ty RV 7 I =27 2% T 14500 rpm T 1%y
MELL, RIA4T7AATHRE L. BIARRBRIKL X077 o 7 BHZ2n T,
PIZHNTAANEGTTFa—T%2 0y ML, TE, HEEhWEhETFa2—T7Hk &3k
(2200puL (FJE) & L<iTimL (B8 OWNEEWE (BfbEY) &8 A% / —VIEK
ZINZ 72 15 mL AZRCEM L7Z. REMRHT 7 v 7 BN b Gk A imim Uiz, e
VT 4TI X DMLy AR L, vortex L7z, BB /COFET 13000 rpm T 3 43D
%, L3 % 96 well plate (Z# L, LC-MS/MS (Prominence UFLCXR, Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan, and

API5000, AB SCIEX, Framingham, MA) CH#l|E L 7=.

I-2-vi) 7 — & fifthT
I-2-vi-a) I HEhRERER T — & fi#hT
HEHRE /X T A — % X Phoenix™ WinNonlin® 6.1 (Pharsight, Mountain View, CA) % T

J Ay oR— KA MEFTIZZVEH L.

I-2-vi-a) THIT CL D& HY
fRE#E A CL (CLintmetinvito. mL/min/kg) 1A FORUT L 0 B L7-.
CLintmet,invitro = Ke,/” FFAI AR (cells/mL) - AP 1g 24 7= W D RFHIiu L (cells/g liver) « {A T 1 kg
7= Y DT E £ (g/kg body weight),/ fuinc hep

ZORITBNT kelZIHREEE K (Umin) TH Y, AFHIIE TG Z ENERER I 1T 2 G
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BOSIREH] 0~120 53 DIEY OFRAFHE L FH U7e. Fujine hep I AR HRIRE AR (1x108
cells/mL) (Z31F DFEMEHR 7 U — (KR ThH v, FEERIEE ML 2 72 ED JA SR
IZBIT IEMIIM O DY av LA Y —F 2 —7mLHED FEFOLEWRE 4k
BWEINBERIE TR L7 EZ2 W2, & MiFlE 1g 2472 0 Ol & LT 1.2x108 cells/g
(Iwatsubo et al., 1997), b hAHE 1kg 247-9 OfFEE & LT 25.7 g/kg body weight (Davies &
Morris 1993) % H\ 7=
FFE Y IAZ2[E A CL (CLintuptakeinvito. ML/mMin/kg) (XA F ORI L 0 FH L7,

CLint,uptake,in vitro = Uptake CL (mL/min/10° cells), /T fa %5k (108 cells) - i 1g 247= 0 DT
Al (cells/g liver) - & 1 kg 247V D E & (g/kg body weight)
ZoOHUTIHBVT, Uptake CL (mL/min/108 cells) 1%, FFAlAREREIK ~ LA EINE D &R AR
(2R D HIRRAIE B %, FRER IR ISR W b AT 30 o v Y a v b g Y —F
2 — 70k FETOCEWIRE, MIEBREE CIHME SRR ERRE CRT 52 & T
uptake volume (mL/108cells) ZFH L, X HITA »Fa— 3 U (min) T4 252
& CHH L7z, Uptake CL IXHIHIEL W IAZH FERIAMGIZ 06 L7z 2 FER 2 W THEI L. T v
K, B ILOE FOREK 1g 24720 OFFIIEE & L TE 24 1.25x108 (Watanabe et al.,
2009b), 1.20x102 (de Bruyn et al., 2018)35 J T* 1.20x108 (lwatsubo et al., 1997; Watanabe et al.,
2011) cells/g liver Z vy, E/LEy MET v FERIUCEZHWCZ. 7§, LB CE b
DR 1 kg 24720 OfFER & LT 40.0, 30.0 35 X8 25.7 g/kg body weight % i\ (Davies &
Morris 1993), E/LE > MET v kLR UEZE HV 2. Invivo E CL (CLnpredicea. 1575 CL
(22U TUE Clhmetpredicteds  HX Y 3AZ: CL (22U TIE Cln,uptake,predicted) 1 Naritomi 5 D512
#€v>, dispersion model % T HHY L 7= (Naritomi et al., 2001).

CLhpredicted = Qn (1 = Fn) - Rp

_ 4a
s (1+a)*exp{(a-1)/2D}- (1-a)’exp{-(a+1)/2D}
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a=(1+4Rn-Dn)2

Rn = (fu,p /Rb) : CLint,vitro /Qh

Dn=0.17

ZoORIZEBNT, QuiEffLitETHY, T v b, PABIUE FO Qnlid55.2, 43.6 BLV
20.7 mL/min/kg % F\ > (Davies & Morris 1993), E/LE v MET v b R UEE AV, Frlt
JFmE =, R efficiency number, Dy i dispersion number % 3% L72. CLingvito | ZTHIARAK
22 EMEREBRIZ IV TUE CLlingmetin vitro, JTEX Y 3A B3R 12 35 N TIE CLing, uptake,in vitro 2 F VN 72
Diflunisal, montelukast, cerivastatin, telmisartan ¥ & O* fluvastatin ® & b~ IfiEH 7 U — {4553
(fup) BEOEHZ VT 7 A (Clw) 1X3CHKEL Y 51 H L 7=(Obach et al., 2008).  1fiL.{F i)
B 2 W72 B D A S 380N TEE CLinguptake,in vito /2 7 U — IR 3 3 CITIBR ST

WA 7, dispersion model (Z X HEHFIZENT fupld 1 & L7, RbiL0.6 LELT-.

B3 AER

Diflunisal, montelukast, cerivastatin, telmisartan 33 & O* fluvastatin @ ACD/LogD (Z & ¥ &F
B X 7= LogD (ph 7.4)1% montelukast 35 X OF telmisartan TZ4LE41 3.2 8L W35 TH Y,
diflunisal, cerivastatin 35 & O fluvastatin O£ #1241 0.51, 0.071 B8 XN 1.5 IZHAEWETH
o7 (Table I-1). FEFEAFARE & MITHIILZ FIW 2B AR GBRIZ B W TRIE S vz, fbd
W % R RSB R L 2 TR L C 30 A2 IZ 31T DRI R 7 U — 1K 533 (fuinc nep) 13 montelukast
F LU telmisartan TZ 11241 0.603 35 L 11 0.565 T ¥, diflunisal, cerivastatin 35 LT
fluvastatin ™ % 712741 0.798, 0.718 35 L 1Y 0.778 (2t ~{K\ M5 T & - 7= (Table I-1) . Montelukast,
cerivastatin, telmisartan 35 & 0" fluvastatin @ t b FHIE 2 O 72 a2 e tEakBr L v il L
7= & RMFCLIZZHZ410.00276, 0.00802, 0.00987, 5 & 11 0.358 mL/min/kg T& ¥ (Table I-1),

t ~ CLit® 0.10, 0.68, 2.9, 8.4 3 X TF 16 mL/min/kg (Obach et al., 2008)(Z kk.~ 1/45~1/851
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& RKIEIZ/NEUVWMETH > 7= (Figure 1-2 A) . Diflunisal (22 CTIEA B O RBREGAE: TIIH LA
BOLNTE MFCLAEZRIITEZ2ho7z. — 0, MRERSRE e TR Z BV 720 AA
bR L0 FHIL7Z e MIF CLIZZE4 0.369, 0.0642, 3.18, 4.92 33 L 11 2.16 mL/min/kg C
HV (TableI-1), REFZEMERBR LV RDT-TFHINT CLIZHAS, WTFNOEY B E | Clo
\EWEZ 7R L72hs, BB MED &V montelukast O T I CL 1 Clw® 1/11 DETH Y, K
SRE L TRE IB/NFHI L CTW/= (Figure 1-2B). = Z CTARIEBR L - MmiEE#E e N Fmia
MW IAZRR AT L7-L 25, FHlE MTFCLIZZN L4 0287, 0.172, 1.66,

7.56 35 L U* 1.26 mL/min/kg T& ¥ (Table I-1), FRIAMEDE VY montelukast 35 L T telmisartan
O TR CL 1L CLit D Z 241 1/4.0 38 LY 1/1.1 & AR R AR AL 2 F V2 B SAZ R

BRIZHE S CltlZ K D iV AR L7z (Figure 1-2C).

Table I-1  Chemical properties and values of in vivo total clearance (CL ) reported and in
vitro hepatic clearance (CLn,metpredicted) and uptake (CLuptake,predicted) determined using human

hepatocytes in the absence and presence of human sera of the 5 drugs.

M0|ECU Iar fua LOgD fu,inc,hepb C I—tota C I—h,met,predit:'[eﬁlb C Lh,uptake,predicted (mIJmin/kg)b
. . . . Serum
weight (pH 7.4) (mL/min/kg) (mL/min/kg) Conventional suspension

Diflunisal 250 0.0016 0.51 0.798 0.10 not calculated 0.369 0.287
Montelukast 585 0.0020 3.2 0.603 0.68 0.00276 0.0642 0.172
Cerivastatin 460 0.010 0.071 0.718 2.9 0.00802 3.18 1.66
Telmisartan 515 0.0040 3.5 0.565 8.4 0.00987 4,92 7.56
Fluvastatin 411 0.0079 15 0.778 16 0.358 2.16 1.26

2 Plasma unbound fraction (fup) and total clearance (CLt) values were taken from literature (Obach
et al., 2008).
® Human hepatocyte unbound fraction (fu,inchep), CLnmetpredicted, aNd CLh uptake predicted SUspended in

buffer (conventional) or human sera (serum suspension) values were determined in duplicate.
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Figure I-2  Comparison of observed human CL . values with hepatic clearance values
predicted from in vitro hepatic clearance with human hepatocytes (A) and uptake using
hepatocytes in the absence (B) and presence of human sera (C).

Plots indicate results for diflunisal (circles), montelukast (triangles), cericastatin (squares),
telmisartan (diamonds), and fluvastatin (asterisks). Data represent mean values in duplicate. Solid

line, dotted line, and dashed line represent unity, two-times and three-times differences, respectively.
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WIZ, pH 7.4 1I2381F 5 LogD #HEREMEN 3.4~47 LIEEMNEL BEAEASERTH 2B LS
WNZHONT, MIEEITMILZ W2 IAZFEIC L0 FRIFCLZH L, £hZhno
invivo A EEERBR LIV EONT-T v b, ELEY FBIOY LD Clg & il L7- (Table
-2 35 Z OF Figure 1-3) . il PENRERRBRIC & 0 B Sz BHALSH O Clwld, 7~ kT 0.294
~1.01, €/LE v K T0580~3.90, H /LT 1.18~6.77 mL/min/kg Tdh ~7= (Table1-2). 7 >
F, EAEY B IOV LD MLIER X ONF#IE 2 72 S s AT 2 72 B 1A 7
R X 0 B L2 B EA O FRIFF CL IZZ 24 0.499~0.96, 1.09~3.39 35 L () 1.08
~6.70 mL/min/kg T& v, [RIFRFIZEEAR L 7= diflunisal, montelukast 33 X Of cerivastatin % & &,
P ZI T % montelukast 73 1/5.8 TH H LA, WD Cln® 3 fELNO TR CTH -

7 (Table 1-2 35 X U Figure 1-3) .
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Table I-2 Chemical properties and values of in vivo total clearance (CLt) and in vitro hepatic

uptake (CLh,uptake,predicted) determined using hepatocytes of rats, guinea pigs, and monkeys in

the presence of sera of the nine drugs.

Compound Molecular  LogD CLy (ML/min/kg) a CLuptake predicted (mL/min/kg)b
weight  (pH 7.4) Rat  Guinea pig Monkey Rat  Guinea pig Monkey
ONO-A 584 3.9 0.294 0.580 1.28 0.547 1.09 1.08
ONO-B 618 4.6 0.308 2.52 1.47 0.499 3.39 1.52
ONO-C 624 35 0.425 0.706 2.17 0.667 1.29 1.78
ONO-D 600 4.7 0.484 1.04 1.18 0.96 1.68 1.16
ONO-E 642 3.4 1.01 1.60 3.10 0.705 2.09 2.54
not
ONO-F 668 35 NT 3.90 6.77 3.32 6.70
tested
Diflunisal 250 0.51 not not 0.762 not not
available available tested tested
Montelukast 585 3.2 15.0 1.00 2.30 6.59 0.473 0.399
Cerivastatin 460 0071 27.0 not not 25.6 not not
available available tested tested

2 Each data represents mean value in triplicate, except for rat CL: values of diflunisal and

cerivastatin taken from literature (Lin et al., 1985; Watanabe et al., 2009a).

® Data represent mean values in duplicate for rats and monkeys and in triplicate for guinea pigs.
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Figure I-3  Comparison of observed CL «: values with hepatic clearance values predicted
from hepatic uptake using hepatocytes of rats (A), guinea pigs (B) and monkeys (C) in the
presence of corresponding sera.

Plots indicate diflunisal (asterisks), montelukas (triangles), cericastatin (squares), and five (rats) or
six (guinea pigs and monkeys) ONO compounds (circles). Data represent mean values in duplicate
for rats and monkeys and in triplicate for guinea pigs. Solid, dotted, and dashed lines represent unity,

two-times, and three-times differences, respectively.
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FAH B

Bl

R « mE AR SR EMIT OV TERNENEZ T 5 OISHRER R AT 2
WY IAZFHIE 21T 5 BT, 1) LS OMBARELEZE~DOWAE T L0 EMERILY A
SR OB AR, i) BlARMAE (E72i3iE) BERGRNENLETH 508, RERE
A O R BE oD TR B JIE A3 IR B, i) BRI AT R 2 O T ATV SA BRI 35 1
D RER P OALEY 7 U —RRE ZET 2 LENH 5728, 1) ~iii) © 3 MO A
MBI AN =T PIMENZ LR EOBER D L. FREREBATAINE 2 2 FEY
IAHFHIIZ BV T, MR E-CRBRA SR ~OWAER LD DI, FEEEHIC e Mg T
VT X VI E TN L CTHLY JAARGHEI 23 72 S 41T 5 (Ishiguro et al., 2006). 72, EEMELA
Y CIAEE QSRR @GS, (LEYOITHI~DIRY AL 7 U —(KBEERIZED T,
MF7 VT AT K VLB ORI IAZMEE S, iET 7 U — KR I LEY
DI~V A F 45 ATREME A3 RIE X 41TV 5 (Baker & Parton 2007; Burczynski et al., 2001;
Miyauchi et al., 2018). JFFEL YV iAAFRERIZ 351 2 @R P I it & R CIRE O Mg 7 V7 2
YEEINT S 2L TRISHET 7 ) — oy MmiEh 7 ) — Ry RpELI DD THT
B MAER AR A R I X ORI ARE AT 2 T ITEL D JA B R TR (36 1 2 AR fTiE b
W7 ) —RREZREST MBIV, BRI, (kAW E oA T 2EA
HELT, MiF7 V7 I LUSMNT ol BRIEFEE ALY RZ "I H, a7 Y i R
HFHET S, B EEWIIEICIIET VT I KA T 508, BlREd - BEABSEOmR
AL AT, (LA K> TIE T V7 2 LISMT bifEA 3 % (Colussi et al., 1999). F 7=,
MyE 7 V7 I PSMT K DB DORFEY IATT BAE TR OV TITHE 2 72 <, AR
PEIZEETERWD. LB T, 77 IV PANOEANEGF L TV DR, 7725 invivo
% R U T2 RBLUC B DAL AW ORTI Y ALK E 2 F 3 5120F, g7 v 7 2 2 Tidn
<, MEXDOEDERMND ZENRETHD LB Z, MIGREITHILE FV 2D AR

Al A2 E R L7c, AMIERETE TIE, Mg T Z B8 S & TV % 72 O BIR IMAE R [ i
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BREWET D2HENRL, Fo, BERIRELE L R0 SIEEIE LA O Mlas R
BRI~ DOWAEDRBIRND Z LI LY, FHICERBRERIEEWIT OV TIATIY IAZR
BRIC BN TIIEF OB WIRE DA TIZE A ERO LN W OREHENARETHS.
TOEDIT, MBI Z W2 ER D JAZFHEE, MRELER~DOWAEZ X,
TR IR L ~FHIEIE B 2D 720 20 Z b —T B ANE <, invivo ORI A Bk UK EE
BTV iAAZ CL Z TRILSD WTREMEDN H D LB A b,

Z ZCARGRITIE, MR ARG RN 9% L L & & < IEatE O diflunisal, cerivastatin
¥ L O fluvastatin &, AE¥AMED =V montelukast 5 X O telmisartan % fRAESE) & LC, My
RV TR 22 PN T2 B D) A B3 A L2 D W TR R R & O LRI 44T - 7. Cerivastatin
T MCBWTRPICRE MK L UTHEIE S, TARHRRRIIFRETH D 2 L 03
& TV 5 (Muck 2000). Fluvastatin X b MMZBWTRET S, ISR X O R Iz PR
&b (Tseetal, 1992). [“Clmontelukast Z & MIFEH &G LIz5A, BEEMED Ky 133
Iz HRE S AL, FREIZIE 0.2% L0 F Lt < 4u7e v (Balani et al., 1997). [MCltelmisartan %
Mwnize ad PET SRBRIZIW T, FRIRPIHR 552 0 KR 53 O BURTE I FIE 0 2 AT B

IAER, RPICHEM S D EIG 1 1.5% T % (Shimizu et al., 2012).  Diflunisal 1 —3 %

o

sy —ATHREcNLD DD, FEize MFBETZ V7 v o fgaa a2 52 17 (Brunelle &
Verbeeck 1996; Cappiello etal., 1991), t MIREOFEEH%, HHE SN 8% N ERBWTH D
7N v AR E UTRHICHE S 415 (Addison et al., 2000).  Z @ & 912, diflunisal,
cerivastatin, fluvastatin, montelukast 3 & O} telmisartan O E AR ITRFIR CH D LB 2 bz
Z D, ABFZETIE Clod 3T CLICZE LW EE L, FFHREEERS L OWTHER 0 A A3 ER
LR L7z invivoCL % CLu & B L, Z O T 2 ol U7e. ARSI i &
T2 3A BRGNS F5 1T 2 SR R EIRIE 2 JIE LT2 & 25, IRETED R
montelukast & telmisartan |ZFEETHE T 7 U — (K3 R OZY) L VRN L, ki

LB ~ORENPKENEZ Z b (Table 1-1). MBI AEZE MG L FHIS U
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T2RT CL U, AR AR AT AN 36 & ONMIERRE AT A 2 72 B SAZEIATR & 2 T HIAT
CLITHAT Cluo & K& <W/NHAli L 72 2 &2 6, 2D OFEMOFFERITITE Y 1A A0
ThodLBEZONZ. —F, BEEBRERBITHE Z O EE T 2 7210 JAZ G
iz SEhE L7z & 2 A, WiJiEm S FHIS 72 CL X montelukast DAAR AT 4L S 2 f5 A D
Z2TohoT2h3, FREEMED &V montelukast 35 K OF telmisartan O fiiE & &AL X 5 Tl CL IX
FRETR IR IR Clotl STV ME A 7R Le. IEREEIC XV CL TR ER M L L —
DOOHEREE LT, MIaLRBRARR~OBRAE DA 2 LI K0 IEMEZRITER Y AT EE
RHTEARENE AL, ih, IREMEREWIELE T U —(KBEEIIE DRV AlRe
PERR, FBRAAR~OWAEIZ & 0 MR B & R OREREE MRV ATEEME 2 E O R H 5 %
i, ZNHDOWNTRA, b LITEENRERSMEREE TIdESNE I LiTdy
CL THIFSEEA M) L7z AlRetEn B 2 bivie. LLEX Y, myFEE Tz 72 B0 JA S
FHIEEE T AL —T y bAE L, FREMEORWEEIC IS TE, IREMEO WY
DUWTIEAF CL PHIMEZ 1A E S5 RO H 2FHIIR TH 5 Z AR INTZ. 70k, #E
BRI A s X ONIL S I A 22 F O 72 B Y A3 L2 2 W LY U 7= fluvastatin @
TR CLIE, WTHLD Clot® U7 LU FDETd o 7o, FEERRE ML 2 A2 0 AT GE
fifitZ & % fluvastatin > T RIFTH D iAZx CL it/ NaFAHi IS Watanabe 512 &> TH A STk
D, Z v MZEIT B invivo fFELY iAZ CL % invitro fFEY SAZFHIEIZ & 0 R U2 RFEY
ABCLTHRT 2L TRy =V 77772 — (SF) ZHML, SFAt b invitro IFELY
IAFCLIZHET S Z & Tinvivo IFHLY iAZ CL & K5 B < T L T\ % (Watanabe et al., 2010).
SFIMbEM T LIC R 2MEA R L TEHEY, & MBI DIFERY AL CL & THIT D BRI,
A EIOHNLEDIZEB T 2BF O X O ICEICE T 5 IVIVE 2% L, TR CL & =3
T CL ORI Z i34 2 2 L NHETH Y, TRINF CL & EMRINT CL ICTRBENFED HiLD
LAy, SFEEMLE MFCLZTHTLZENEHEETHD LEZ LN,

KREHR DA Z S BITRT T2, IV E THERETED 7o O Bde ~ DA E R
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O SMER AR ERLZNETE T (EEFREY 99.97%LL EEFH), invitro (2 X

HE b CL TR TERNSTAENT 7Y = 7 NOALEHREZ DWW T, I iE AT 2 H
WIZBD IARFHEIZ LY B FCLZ TRILZ. Zhb(bEPoF—7r =7 MNOELEHL
BMZHONT, SD T v BRI =7 A PIUTEIRNE S LT L 25, RIPICRZ(BIRIE
R SN2 NoT2 2 END, KAFEICENTE, 7y b, EAEY FBIXOHLIZBWT,

FNHHNIEEYD CLatl T CLIZHELWERE L. Ty b, EALEy FBIUHALO
197 35 & OWFHAE 2 O C i SRR B M 22 F N 72 B0 GA 3 i 4 5266 L, invivo CL O T
WS 2 MGE L 725 R, W ol T H ARMFRREIEIZ XY invivo CL ZFFE E <
FHFTHZ LN TE7 (Table -3 B XUV Figure 1-3). Z D X H 12, AIiEE#EZEIIE R0
TR Ty b, ATy PBXOHUZEN TS invivoCL PHIO ETHEHTH S Z EAVR
ENtz. ZRHDZ END, AMEAWRAI W THLIE GBI Z I 720 A B G

LV hCLTHMAARETH S LHIEr L, MiFEEE MM Z HWIZER Y IAZFHRIZ LY,

A E MRS SN OILEMEBIRT 5 Z L TE L.

FSHT M

fAE TR ="y b2 <, TREEOBRWMEEMIC LIS TE, @iEaE - mEARS
FAEEWZOWTIE, TERIETH D REHRIGEATAING 2 I 72 D JA BRI FE~TFELY
AZ CL PG R S 2 L AVRIER S D, MLIERREITMI 2 VT2 D A 2R34T R 2 148
Lic. U bDZ &nh, il b RIS EmE TR Y AR RAE T im0 8 %
BET T 21O DM AMES 5 2 LA TE 2. A%, Hind B LU EE OGRS L ONT
MR 22 FAVNTZFERC D SA 3 Al 2 FEfi S 2 2 & T, FFECY JATAT KAE 3Nl D 52288 4 a4

DLEMARBIZI D EEZBNA.
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FHNE VIBIOA BT DI KX DA RT A — X DIEH)

=i

il

CRNCI
%< OETEBE NOLRTHAGT THY, ke 2RROREBEL LR LTS, &
132 < ORI R T 203, MENSEWVAERTZI ST 2 —2 BT, FEH O M
TRFEHERS & 2889~ 5 (Corsonello et al., 2010; Klotz 2009; McLachlan & Pont 2012). —f&f91Z
IESIZENE N pH X B U, 7z, WIEERSENT 2 2 &1 & 0 B IESEY O /34 554
TR 5. MIFEFOT AT IR L, W2 ol BYERERSERE NS, i
I 351 2 S ARBTEEONT M I L, FH 0 CLITRA T 5. B Lk & & R ERIKIE

RS THZ LT, B SNDHAID CL b T 5. 26 ONEs I D MmAE ik

5

FEDOZEARLE, EOBRLCEWERZBI SR Z T EMELRH L. 2D Y A7 KT+
5=z, BREMEEYH O EmE T REZ THIT 2 2 S IZEEMBAFE O L THRD T
HETH L. YBIOA X7 LICHREMLEY 2 55 L TRRFRYICERIL U A% iR
ZWET 5 invivo M HBIEERBR S & ST PIRETIIZAT ) L TEETH LA, EiEYy
RN MBI DN DR a T 2 D tFH®R s 72 <, BB & 72 in vivo FP i
BB L 2 i MR R TN TE RN LR RERMETH D, £ 2 THRIFSE
T, B =7 A FLBLOE—2Z KA, b MBS L D4 AFEER RS
A= BB E KBS 20, ThbbEmnE EhRETIET 18 E L THEHTH L)
RS D72, AT NT XA —Z OIEE L 2 58 W2 VT, ik L OO
PR LOA XITEBT DM FENERERZ Fh L7z, Hilnl KO XL LTEAL 2
it s KOV 1L ki 2 . B — 7V R o #RIR FEan A3 12.9 42 (Horiuchi 2003) Th 5 Z &,
HARNB VD)5 A% 80.98 k. ((Fhk 28 Rl 5 LR Ol [EAETWE) THoHZ &
Db, FMICH LHFIFHE T 2 &, Hlink L0k A XiTe b TidzhEies L2 13~19

BB L ONI~TS RIS T D L EZ DN, BB IOEBY L E L TENEN IR
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FO 1~ 18 Tl 2 W e, =7 A P DFamIL 15~30 F£ L T TV DA TZ
72, b O L ORI, Hood DA IZHIT 2 HEMICIK T 5B LU F OF i
DEIFRIEN B FfFHR L 7= (Hood 2006). Z OfER, A= Filnds L O /LiTe b
TREENTNBLL 12~16 B LU E6~T6 mAHY T2 & BEAOND . falEEM & LT,
acetaminophen, antipyrine, diazepam, diphenhydramine 5 J O ofloxacin 23R L7=. & KZ
FBUNT, acetaminophen [£H 22 BTN E T, /MG HIELITRIN S LD 720, BEEH
HWEDO~—H—& LTHEH STV 5 (Heading et al., 1973; Petring & Flachs 1990). b k & [d
BRI, Hbd KO X2\ T acetaminophen (X6 U H CTHIESEY & L CEH ST
% (Ikegami et al., 2003; Mizuta et al., 1990a; Mizuta et al., 1990b). Antipyrine ® & M ZEI1F D%
BT D 6 FEFEHOIF P450 (CYPIA2, 2B6, 2C8, 2C9, 2C19 5 X U3A4) 5
LTHY, b hORFERERE 1T 2 BRALAIAT RS PEOREARIZ AL S 4Ty % (Engel et al.,
1996). WL LU XIZEUT D antipyrine D48 CL AT CL % KBt L CH Y (Vickers et al.,
1989), MIENFE(Z I T AFHTE 2 7l 2 iR & L TR St Tur % (Balani et al,
2002; Branch et al., 1974). & 512, antipyrine (X & h<°% < OEBMFEIZ I TR =R & [FIFE
(CHERNGAT D72, &b, FABIOA XIZBWNTEKGEO—I—L LTREAS
AU TV % (Soberman et al., 1949; Soberman 1950). Diphenhydramine (X4 /L35 X O XI2H1T 5
REH T LR ADE T 2 3 & L CE#IR L 7-. Diphenhydramine 1Z CYP2D6, 1A2, 2C9
L O2C19 5T < 2D b MIF P450 1 L 0 G S 415 (Akutsu et al., 2007). &, Hb
B L X2E &7z diphenhydramine 135 K T 85% Ui T 5
diphenylmethoxyacetic acid 35 & O diphenhydramine N-oxide (ZZ8#& X 41 % (Chang et al., 1974;
Drach & Howell 1968; Drach et al., 1970). HEVET 1 7 vl K OE— 27 LRIz
diphenhydramine % RPN ¢ 5- L 72 K5 oD 1A% H i 22 (Drach et al., 1970)46 X OVBEME ) = 27 A
VB IO =7V ROME, MAETIREL (Ry) (2R 2 1.06 36 X0 1.46. N TGt

FES) KV EM LZmK CLIZZEH 24 39 38 L OV53 mL/min/kg TH V), JFlji &Iz b~
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VMETd % . Diazepam I mEENESEY) Tod v, (RREN#E (Kumana et al., 1987)35 JL OV fiin(Klotz
etal.,, 1975) DN Uz Vs DEIN & MAEH t1, DIERNS B MIBWTHOH LT WD, F
7, B b EHARL L7 diazepam @ “HHMEO MAEFREHERE VLS O XIZB W THR

5TV 5 (Curry etal., 1977; Klotz et al., 1976). Ofloxacin IXEHHAIOEY) TH Y, b M
BWCONENZ LYW CL 2ME FJ 5 (Molinaro et al., 1992). [FkEIZ, B b & FEE, VLB L0
KNZBWTHREIR & U TR PR S 5 (Okazaki 1984; Sudo et al., 1984). Z i & O fRFEHE
YOI X O L LU X2 T 2 ML TERE N T X — & 24l & Eln CH L,

EFEYOFEN pH, MIEHT VT I RERS LOEYOERMKERZAE L, fHe 48]

FHINT A =2 KIET MmO L e SO LTz,

28 FEBMER LUTE
11-2-i) K

Acetaminophen, antipyrine %5 J: OF diphenhydramine hydrochloride (& Sigma-Aldrich (St. Louis,
MO, USA) X YA L7=. Diazepam, ofloxacin, acetaminophen (13C2, 15N), antipyrined3,
diphenhydramine-dé hydrochloride, ofloxacin-d8 3 & TU* desalkylflurazepam were purchased from
FEHiZE T3 (Osaka, Japan) XV B#A L7=. WellSolve iZ L2 (Tokyo, Japan) X ¥

AL7-. FOfoREE X OVEEIX HPLC I, LC-MS/IMS % L < IXHpkiL 2 A L7-.

1-2-ii)) =7 A P LB LN — 7 LR Z i B ReRER

N=T A FNVLBIOE =TIV RAOEE, $Rilk I OMmEOLREUT NAS #F7EFT (Chiba,
Japan) TEEfE L7z, T X COBEMWFEERETEIT NAS #FZEFTD Institutional Animal Care and Use
Committee TGRS AL7z. 12 SHOREME T =27 A YL (3 5kl 6 535 L 0% 14 - 18 5% iin 6 5)
BLO6 DM E— VK (2 5% 3 883 L OV 11 i%#n 3 88) 1% GMJ (Hyogo, Japan) KLY

BEA U7z, i 17 BpIRT O 20 L7z, BOKITA mEok e Uiz, &E5#I% 5 ftE
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DIEBORAKE LTHBM L. (Y MEE) . ROE5H & LT Wellsolve, /A B &
KR, TR G-H & LT DMSO, 5% 7 /L 3 — AVIRIZ S % B R S TR 5 & i
L7z, 5 I2F1F % acetaminophen, antipyrine, diphenhydramine, diazepam 35 & O ofloxacin
DEENZNEN02, 02, 0.2, 0.04BL002mg/mL &725 K oFHR L. JHRL-&%E
WaE5mikg DHETRAOKREG LZ. 0% 7T HEU EO T+ v a7 v MR, JHRL
7o e 5 & 1 mUkg O HECTEHARNE S L=, #51% 0.083, 0.25, 05, 1, 2, 4, 6, 85

FO 24 BFEIRRIS, ~ U T FUDLARMY Y 22 W TR I mL 37 o8I L7z, i

Zwm D L CIEE B L, @t % & T-80°C THRTE L 7-.

[1-2-iii) 135 i B2 O I E

BEHRAEHIZENENOEY 27 T 7 MEIZIRINT 5 2 & TS L 72, 50 pL OERHGA
Bt U < IIBEHRGURHT 20 pL ONEREME 23N L TR L2%, 2mLo7 2 b=
JV I L CIRFN L7=. Acetaminophen, antipyrine, diphenhydramine 35 J O ofloxacin @R
WEWE L L CENTNOEKFERR, diazepam OPAEHEY'E & L T desalkylflurazepam %
Mz, @0, EEEZRIOR LOAGICE L ORFERE SE72%, 01% ¥/ 7k b=
~ UL (80:20, viv) TSR S 7. PR IX LC-MS/MS (Prominence FLCXR (Shimadzu,

Kyoto, Japan) 3 X Tt AP14000 (AB SCIEX Framingham, MA)) Z HWTHIE L7-.

1-2-iv) BN pH, M7 /L7 I A f L OIS B ks & R E

HWpHIZ~ A 27 v pH AT ZA&EMmAE HHNICHA LT ¥ 2 L pHEIER 2 AW THIE L7-.
MmAE7 V7 I PR LT Albumin H-HA kit (FIDGHIBET2E) & Hvy, BCG EIC & 0 HIE L7z,
5mL DI BCG IR 2 N L7z 1 431% S OERE 2 JIE L, MBS oW e 2 VW C 7L
T UREAERE L. mIEE AR A RIT Rapid Equilibrium Dialysis Device (Thermo Fisher

Scientific, Tokyo, Japan) % M\ CH#ERENTIEIC LV I L7-. Acetaminophen, antipyrine,
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diphenhydramine, diazepam 33 X O ofloxacin DIRATRIZ 2 WS L 7= B o i (%3 H
72 V) A& EE 300 nmol/L.  ff& DMSO IR 1%) Z @l v o/ —IZiRinL, U o meke
E/ER AR (PBS) AR T ¥ > /3 —IZIRIN L 7=, 37°C, 80 rpm T 24 BFRE L 2 4,
MAE R TNPBS ZE:HL L, PNEEHEY)E & L T candesartan % & 3¢ acetonitrile,”ethanol (80:20,
VIV) IZHINL TR L. @O0k, BEEFLWTF2—7128 L, EWRE % LC-MS/MS
(Prominence UFLCXR (Shimadzu) # X UYAPI5000 (ABSCIEX)) #HWCTERE L. EH
FARIUTORICL Y EH L.

HEMEHR (%) = (1-PBS THMEAEE /MmfEHEY L) %100

11-2-v) FEWEhRET — & fiRhfT
Y EhIE T A — 2 LA R E T — & % HVY, Phoenix™ WinNonlin® 6.1 (Pharsight,
Mountain View, CA) (X0 J a3 — kA v MENTEIC LV E L2, #EHHAEEMIX

t-test |2 & W FEAHG L 7=.

3T KR
11-3-i) B/ pH, MmHET /LT I A L OMLEE ARG RHE

6 SH T DO L MO LB L3 BT SO &M L kDA X DEWN pH Z #lE
L7z (Table lI-1). Fiinds L O /L OFEN pH (X £ 1124 2.11~2.51 35 L O 1.28~4.12

ThY, ik LOE#RA XDOHW pH IZZ£HE4 250~3.10 3 L 1.50~4.70 THh - 7-.
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Table 11-1. Gastric pH of young and aged monkeys and dogs.

Animal Age Animal No. pH Mean SD  RSD (%)
Monkey  Young 1 2.21 2.24 0.15 6.9
2 2.51
3 2.14
4 2.13
5 2.11
6 2.32
Aged 1 1.87 234 096 41.2

2 2.02
3 1.28
4 4.12
5 2.31
6 241
Dog Young 1 2.70 2.77 0.31 11.0
2 3.10
3 2.50
Aged 1 1.50  3.27 1.63 49.8
2 3.60
3 4.70

11-3-ii) MAET7 L7 I PR RIE
MAFETNT I VBREZAE LA R, YLBIOS X EHImIET VT S B EOFER

WX DA BEREWVITRO L ->7= (Table 11-2).

Table 11-2. Concentrations of plasma albumin in young and aged monkeys

and dogs.
Animal n Age Plasma albumin conc. (g/L)
Monkey 6 Young 303+12
6 Aged 388+29
Dog 3 Young 20.3+0.6
3 Aged 293+1.2

Each value represents the mean +S.D.

11-3-iii) 1M AEER AR5 SR E

Acetaminophen, antipyrine, diphenhydramine, diazepam 35 & OF ofloxacin @ IEEE H &%
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ZHE LTZRER, A XITBW TN L 2882 EARKEGROLBITRD biehroi.
—7J7, YL TIL, antipyrine THiinds X OO E AR S RILENLI 9.3%FB LN 17.0% T
& 7. Ofloxacin I8 L T b [AERICH s L ORI CEALZEA 16.7%3 L1V 29.9% L 72 0,
I L DB REO DO H 7 (Table 11-3) . Diphenhydramine D& HfE &R Ix VLB &
O XITINENC LD HE TR o728, A XUTB W TUTER O 95%EH XM 4 EE %

EHEARRFRD H vz (Figure 11-1) .
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Table 11-3. Protein binding of acetaminophen, antipyrine, diazepam, diphenhydramine and ofloxacin in plasma of young and aged monkeys and

dogs.
Protein binding (%)
Animal Age n AAP AP DZpP DPH OFX
Monkey Young 6 18.0+ 8.6 93+6.1 91.6+1.1 87.7+2.7 16.7+6.0
Aged 6 18.0+3.0 17.0+4.9% 922+1.0 89.8+2.0 29.9 + 6.4+
Dog Young 3 27.8+6.1 45+25 93.8+0.8 784+ 1.1 354+53
Aged 3 23.8+0.3 33+79 945404 80.5+2.6 275+11.6
Monkey Young 6 0.820+0.086 0.907 +0.061 0.0843+0.0111 0.123+0.027 0.833 +0.060
Aged 6 0.820 +0.030 0.830 = 0.049* 0.0780+0.0103 0.102+0.020 0.701 + 0.064**
Dog Young 3 0.722 +0.061 0.955+0.025 0.0620+0.0078 0216 +0.011 0.646 +0.053
Aged 3 0.762 +0.003 0.967 +0.079 0.0550 + 0.0040 0.195+0.026 0.725+0.116

Each value represents the mean+S.D. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 versus young group. AAP, acetaminophen; AP, antipyrine; DPH, diphenhydramine; DZP,

diazepam; and OFX, ofloxacin; f,, fraction unbound in plasma.
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Figure 11-1. Individual protein binding data of diphenhydramine of monkeys (A) and dogs (B)

Each circle represents individual protein binding. Top bar, middle bar and bottom bar represent upper limit of 95% confidence interval, mean, and lower

limit of 95% confidence interval, respectively.
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11-3-iv) Ifn P EhREGER

Filinds L OO YL (n=6) 3 L U X (n=3) |Z acetaminophen, antipyrine, diphenhydramine,
diazepam 3 X QY ofloxacin # =241, 1, 1, 02 B L N1 mglkg T >HEI D&~ FREO#&
5., %7z, 02, 0.2, 02, 004K 0.2mg/kg TOHEIL & MRS L72RER, B
PEHHEE D~ — B —Td 5 acetaminophen DI FENEE /X T A —HZ ([ZHOWTIE, T BITD
t1e B L O XUTE T D Crax IS, Tmax & 8 OIMERIZ £ 2 TR /ey~ 7= (Figure
[1-2A, Tablel1-4).

FFCHIERE D~ — 1 — T & 5 antipyrine (2 OWCI, RPN L2 CL 1 E kL
TIEABEICHED LTz CElid X OE#R T2 24 9.17 35 L 1V4.72 mL/min/kg) (Figure 11-2 B,
Table [1-4). F7z, PR OEL LIREO AUC A EICHML (Bl L OB TZ
23290 33 L 005990 ng-himl) , tup 3 EAREE R bz ik Lok cEhE
1238 LV33h) (Figure 11-22B, Tablel1-4). —J5, A XIZHBWTILIEYERE T A —X
ONEHIZ & 2 HEREETFED Hie s o723, CL OEER 7 1 v MIBWTHERD 95%
EHEXE A a2 EEEERA 361+ 1 FIFRD b7 (Figure 114 A) . ARNKS BEORRIETYH
& 5 antipyrine DV AZE T D Vs [ IMERIZ X 56 E 21372 < (Figure 11-2 B, Table 11-4), f#
R 7y MZIBWTHER D 95%(E XM A TE S EfmER b biv/en -7 (Figure
-4B). —J7, 4 XZEBNTHIIRIZ L2 ABZITBO SN2 b0 0, fEFR]7 vy
MZBWTH D 95% [ HE X[ 2 T8l 5 & fnfi (& & L8] % iR 3 Fd 1 614 ShEas
7= (Figure 1-4C).

R MR ALE T 5 diphenhydramine O /L3 XU X2 1T 2 ERNEE5-1E D
CLIZE <L (EnFh 518 BLVN70.1 mL/min/kg), OGO Fid/hEhotz (FE
N 33FBELV7.3%) (Figure 1-22C B LN I-3C, Table l1-4 35 LT I-5). End L L O
KANZERIRN R 5- L7250 CL X241 30.9 B LU 33.8 mL/min/kg T v, FrknEhid it

REBIBEVEZ R L2, VB TINEIZ L WV AER it DIERNEO b= GF
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B IO TENENLIBLVLTIN), A XTEEOEITAETIERN-T-.

NEVAEMEDS i < A BAE DK & W diazepam (22T, Ve D NEHEITE Hin VL3 L OV i
JLTEIEFL 909 5 L TN 1280 mL/kg, A1 X35 L OVE | A X TZ L2741 3830 35 & 108 8690
mL/kg T& Y (Figure 112D B3 X O 1I-3 D, Table l1-4 B X ON-5), AEZETRD 728, Ve
OEARI 7 7 MW T, Hillin D 95% (5 FH X ] A 1[5 2 1423 E i /LTl 6 51171 2 41,
EhinA XTI 3% 1 HIERD Sz (Figure 11-4 D 38 X OVE). Diazepam @ CL (X # 4L
BLOEEY» L TENEN 245 B LN 17.5 mLmin/kg, FifiiA X B L OEA X TENRE
A1 53.7 3 LUV 35.7 mL/min/kg TH Y, WEFEIZIS VN TINERZ X 5 A E 72 CL O 2538
o7z (Figure 112D B X ON-3D, Table 11-4 B L NI5) . BRI 5B D typ 1911
BOTMERIZ L W ARICIER L)y (il LOEm TE £ 080 8L 14h), 1 X
TIFHEZEEIRD bNZn-oTz.

B PR SEY) T S ofloxacin D EIRINEE 5-RED CL 1L, YLZBWTRIZ LY FEIC
Wb U7z (Eilnk L OEE 224 10.9 3 X 18 5.96 mL/min/kg) (Figure 11-2 E 35 X Of Table
1-4). FIRAFEGEE DA E R Vs DI GHlinds KOl TEh L h 1880 35 L UF 1480
mL/Kg) BEL N tpitR (BB L OEMTENRETN 228X 0N29h0), BIURAOEGRO
AUC OF R M S P /UICB W TRD v/ (1900 35 L U8 2640 ng-h/imL). —J5, A XIZ
BT D CLITH R L O TENLh 1.54 3 X O 1.07 mL/min/kg T&» Y (Figure II-3E 1
LU Table 11-5), HEETR o708, KT 7y MW THEA X D 95%(EHH XM %

TE D E A X 3B 1 HIERD Haviz (Figure 11-4 F).
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Figure 11-2. Plasma concentrations of acetaminophen (A), antipyrine (B), diphenhydramine
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(C), diazepam (D) and ofloxacin (E) in young (open triangles and circles) and aged (filled
triangles and circles) monkeys after single simultaneous administration intravenously (0.2, 0.2,
0.2, 0.04 and 0.2 mg kg!, respectively; open and filled triangles) or orally (1, 1, 1, 0.2 and 1mg
kg, respectively; open and filled circles). Symbols and bars show the mean+SD, n=6 for each
dosing. AAP, acetaminophen; AP, antipyrine; DPH, diphenhydramine; DZP, diazepam; and OFX,

ofloxacin.
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Table 11-4. Pharmacokinetic parameters of acetaminophen, antipyrine, diphenhydramine, diazepam and ofloxacin in young and aged monkeys
after single simultaneous administration intravenously (0.2, 0.2, 0.2, 0.04 and 0.2 mg kg!, respectively) or orally (1, 1, 1, 0.2 and 1mg kg™,

respectively).

Route Dose (mg/kg) Cihax (ng/mlL) Tmax (h) ty2 (h) AUC (ng-h/mL) CL (mL/min/kg) Vg (mlL/kg) F (%)
AAP
Young  i.wv. 0.2 0.87 +0.15 170 + 60 21.1+49 1200 + 120
p.o. 1 147+ 65 2.0 (0.25-4.0)  1.1+02 499 + 301 55.7+114
Aged i.v. 0.2 1.0+0.2 220+43 15.7+3.5 1200+ 170
p.o. 1 126 £ 58 2.0 (0.50-4.0) 1.9 +0.6% 570+ 166 513+£7.7
AP
Young  i.wv. 0.2 1.7+0.9 456 + 266 9.17+4.28 1200 + 450
p.o. | 615+275 2.0 (2.04.0) 23+0.6 3290+ 2010 152.6+46.7
Aged i.v. 0.2 24+0.8 798 +£253% 472 42.12% 916+288
p.o. 1 748 +248 3.0 (1.04.0) 3.3+0.8% 5990 + 1790% 152.9+248
DPH
Young  i.v. 0.2 1.3+0.1 67.9+15.9 51.8+146 4780 + 1930
p.o. 1 3.14+3.78 3.0 (2.04.0) NC 11.3+12.1 33+37
Aged i.v. 0.2 1.7 £0.2%% L1114+ 18%%* 30.9+6.1%* 3830+ 1690
p.o. 1 4.79+6.49 4.0 (1.04.0) NC 20.6 +26.6 34+4.1
DZp
Young  i.v. 0.04 0.80+0.46 274424 245423 909+379
p.o. 0.2 5.36+5.55 1.5(0.25-4.0) 1.6+0.7 13.5+69 10.1+55
Aged i.v. 0.04 1.4 +0.4% 39.1 £ 6.5%* 17.5 +3.0%* 1280 +470
p.o. 0.2 6.98+6.56 0.75 (0.50-2.0) 2.7+09 23.8+21.1 11.3+84
OFX
Young  i.v. 0.2 22+04 313+56 10.9+2.0 1880 +260
p.o. 1 320+74 3.0 (0.25-4.0) 37+x14 1900+ 410 121.6 £ 15.7
Aged i.v. 0.2 29+0.2%%* 574 + 96%* 5.96 + 1.12%% 1480 +290*
p.o. 1 293 +£80 4.0 (0.25-8.0) 4.8+0.3 2640 4+ 350%%* 028 £8.1%*

Each value represents the mean+S.D. of 6 monkeys. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 versus young group. AAP, acetaminophen; AP, antipyrine; DPH,
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diphenhydramine; DZP, diazepam; and OFX, ofloxacin; Cmax, maximal observed concentration; Tmax, time of maximal observed concentration; ty,
terminal half-life; AUC, area under the plasma concentration-time curve; CL, clearance; Vs, steady state volume of distribution; F, oral bioavailability; NC,

not calculated.
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Figure 11-3. Plasma concentrations of acetaminophen, (A), antipyrine (B), diphenhydramine
(C), diazepam (D) and ofloxacin (E) in young (open triangles and circles) and aged (filled
triangles and circles) dogs after single simultaneous administration intravenously (0.2, 0.2, 0.2,
0.04 and 0.2 mg kg%, respectively; open and filled triangles) or orally (1, 1, 1, 0.2 and 1mg kg™,
respectively; open and filled circles). Symbols and bars show the mean+SD, n=3 for each dosing.

AAP, acetaminophen; AP, antipyrine; DPH, diphenhydramine; DZP, diazepam; and OFX, ofloxacin.
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Table 11-5. Pharmacokinetic parameters of acetaminophen, antipyrine, diphenhydramine, diazepam and ofloxacin in young and aged dogs after

single simultaneous administration intravenously (0.2, 0.2, 0.2, 0.04 and 0.2 mg kg%, respectively) or orally (1, 1, 1, 0.2 and 1mg kg, respectively).

Route Dose (mg/kg) Chax (ng/mL) Tmax (h) tin2 (h) AUC (ng-h/mL) CL (mL/min/kg) V (mL/kg) F (%)
AAP
Young  i.v. 0.2 094+0.17 260+ 57 132429 900+ 24
p.o. 1 429+65 0.5 (0.50-1.0) 23+ 1.1 1500 = 1070 108.3 +54.9
Aged i.v. 0.2 1.7+ 0.6 300+ 16 11.1+0.6 1040+ 350
p.o. 1 681 +£49%% (.25 (0.25-0.50) 1.7+0.2 1170+ 200 779+ 103
AP
Young i 0.2 1.3+0.1 540+ 62 6.23+0.71 704+ 19
p.o. 1 699 +77 1.0 (0.50-2.0) 28+25 3150+ 1670 121.8+77.3
Aged i.v. 0.2 23+15 613+ 143 5.62x1.17 924 + 447
p.o. 1 686 + 89 0.50 (0.25-0.50) 1.4+02 2010 + 600 6724238
DPH
Young  i.v. 0.2 2.1+0.1 47.5+0.6 70.1 +0.9 10500 + 1000
p.o. 1 334+1.62 2.0 (1.0-2.0) 0.6+44 17.4+9.8 7.3+4.1
Aged i.v. 0.2 5.9+53 106 + 38 33.8+103% 12100+ 6700
p.o. 1 2.66 +£0.90 1.0 (1.0-2.0) 42+29 127+57 28+ 1.8
DZP
Young  i.v. 0.04 25+1.2 125+ 1.5 53.7+6.6 3830+ 1220
p.o. 0.2 3.08+1.49 1.0 (0.50-2.0) 23+25 7.57+6.62 13.6+134
Aged i.v. 0.04 7.5+6.7 19.4+5.1 357+ 8.1% 8690+ 7320
p.o. 0.2 2724120 0.25(0.25-0.50) 1.0+£0.6 293+ 1.78 38+25
OFX
Young  i.v. 0.2 6.4+0.7 2210+ 360 1.54+0.28 841+ 146
p.o. 1 1690 +910 2.0 (0.50-8.0) 8.7+48 27000+ 16000 2343+ 121.9
Aged i.v. 0.2 8.2+4.1 3530+ 1600 1.07 £0.44 687+ 127
p.o. 1 8100 +7520 1.0 (1.04.0) 6.1+1.0 26100+ 5400 175.3+90.2

Each value represents the mean +S.D. of 3 dogs. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 versus young group. AAP, acetaminophen; AP, antipyrine; DPH,

diphenhydramine; DZP, diazepam; and OFX, ofloxacin.
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Figure 11-4. Individual plots of antipyrine CL of dogs (A), antipyrine Vs of dogs (B) and monkeys (C), diazepam Vs of dogs (D) and monkeys (E),

and ofloxacine CL of dogs (F).

Each circle represents individual pharmacokinetic parameters. Top bar, middle bar and bottom bar represent upper limit of 95% confidence interval, mean

and lower limit of 95% confidence interval, respectively.
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Bl

HAf &

FERE B W TIEBOAEB TR NT A—2 P23 5. deKIZB W T, 40 LA T
BT LERE (BN pH 8@ <72 5) OBEEEN 1% A0 Thd 5 DITKt LEinE Tldisil L%
11% & mi< 72 % (Russell et al., 1993). —77, HARANZBW TIEBIEOFEIGITMNEGE & b1
L, 60 mLl BTl 70%LL E & @ (Morihara et al., 2001). Z D X 9 I AFEZEILH D3,
WAV H IR IS L 0 BEERE OEIS I L T\ 5. SRIORERTIE, it L L O kD
A XOEN pH IZZENEI 2.11~251 B LU 250~3.10 ThoTz. —J7, EI LKA X
ICBWTIEE Y LB LA XOEN pH D 95%(EHE XM LR A28 2 5 EENTFE L, v
TIL6HIH 1417 4.12, 4 X TIE 36 2 41T 3.60 3 L 184.70 D pHAE T dH - 7= (Table 11-1) .
IO XD, BB XOERA XIZBWTHE b ERBRZE D pH OfEENFEL, 2
OB E T D EN pH OIS LD IO 8T e b EFELOMRATED bz,

b hCEEEB LI OEmEICBIT 2MER 7 VT I VREITENEI 495 35 K10 36.3
g/l E#iE S TR Y, (Vianietal., 1992), MERIZ LV BEIZHD T2 Z LRI TS,
XERRAIT, M ol BRMERE R BRI RS B L OminE TEh £ 0622 B XL 10 0.731
g/L THY, MEZEVBFEEICENT S Z & AVRI LTV 5 (Paxton & Briant 1984). 4 [A] D
RERICHBWTE, B MERARD, FABLUOS XUTBWTMEIZ L 2 M7 V7 I R E
DEETRD B o7z (Table 1-2). & MIIWT al BEMEREE AERE OB
diphenhydramine ® & A& RIZIL T L TV 5 (Zhou et al., 1990) = & AHE STV 5. AA]
DRBRIZEBNT, PB IO XI2EIT 5 diphenhydramine O 7E A #E &= O SEIEIINER I
L DHEEZ R -7208 (Table 11-3), A X TITAEn D 95%(SHHIX ] A 151 2 E il (A3 3
B 2 FIFRD v/ (Figure 11-1) Z &225, JNERIZ &5 ol FRMERE R BB IR B OIS R
I

BHHEHIIRE 05 S 5 A OWIIZ B W CEE R EEBRE TH D, Acetaminophen 1

H 2 DITI ST/ INED BRI SN 572, BEEHOET VY & L TEH &
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AU T % (Heading et al., 1973; Petring & Flachs 1990). t K235\ T acetaminophen @ Tmax i3
IERIZ X0 2 b L2 & s S4uCu % (Divoll et al., 1982; Gainshorough et al., 1993). 4
MIOFEBRTIE, b b EREBE, B IO X2V T acetaminophen @ Tmax (IS IZ X B4
BREBIEED bR oTc (Table 114 BETIE). ZhLDOFRRND, PAEBLTA X
B BHHEEL, b b L FERICIEIC X Y 2B eZ TRV LAVRR S T,
Antipyrine (3t kDT 31T DR LAENEEOFREE & LT S 41 TF Y (Engel et al.,
1996), NNHHIC LV antipyrine ™ CL 723547 29~40% A E K T4 2 Z LA IE SN TV 5
(Greenblatt et al., 1982; Sotaniemi et al., 1997). 4 [nl, F#inds L O EiimH /21T 2§k 5
D CLIZZFZH 917 B L WN4.72mUmin/kg T&H 0 (Table 11-4), Mz & 0 # 49% F &
(R LTS ZEMD, VADIFIRICIT 2 BLRENEMEIC T TNk O8I, £ 0
ETFRLED, b PEEULTWD Z LRSI, —J5, Hilmk &l XZB0%
LIZZ £ 6.23 33 L1 5.62 mL/minkkg TH Y (Table 11-5), A EEIXeNn-72. CL O
HHI7 7y TRV THRRD 95%(F X 2 TRl 25 ZnfE (k2 3 fit 1 flFED bz b
@ (Figure lI-4 A), A X2 D8RI L D CL FHMEORDFITH 10% TH Y & MMk~
AINE L N K DR e b &R D aREMEDSRE ST T CL DR WEMIZ OV T,
JFEA CL (CLint) 3 XTNILIEH 7 U — K553 (fup) ORI L > TEEZZIT 5. 4,
Hi i e Ol Y2381 5 antipyrine @ fupfEiEZ£41 0.907 35 L 10 0.830 TH Y (Table
11-3), MEHIC LD fupfEDIR T 10% K CTh o7z, Lizni>T, EM¥iisiFs CL o
KT, fupfEDIR T2 Tid7e< Clin/2 EOELE - T-BAMZR b OICERT S Z L2
ANy (W
E MZBW TR L0 IFImEIK T L, 22 mlcb~ 82 ClX 49% A EICIE T35
Z &R STV D (Wynne et al., 1990). A EIOERERIZISVWN T, diphenhydramine s 4
B L O 2R 5 ME CLIZZE N2 51.8 35 X (10 70.1 mL/min/kg T& - 7= (Table 11-4

BELON-5). g CL iZME CL 2 ik, /imiE Rl (Ry) THILZ ETREHEINS. T
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BN REA L 7= 5l YL 3 K OV X281 5 diphenhydramine @ Ry lXZ 241 1.06 38 L
146 ThH 5. B SNIHET LB X O XUTHIT 2 MK CL IZZ 24 48.9 3 L 1UN47.9
mL/min/kg TH Y, HABILOA XIZBIT DM RTH 5 43.6 35 L 0030.9
mL/min/kg(Davies & Morris 1993) X ¥ @WMEZ /R L=, B L0 XI2BiF 5
diphenhydramine o RZ LA IR R4k A3V Z & (Chang et al., 1974; Drach & Howell 1968;
Drachetal., 1970), B X UONAFT XA T U T 4 —REET LB LOA X TENLEI 3.3
BROT73%LIRNZ &5 (Tables 11-4 38 L OVI-5), Hrds LU XIZH1F % CLIEAF CL
ERMLTWAHEEZ LD, i /LE LU XIZEB1T % diphenhydramine O i CL 1
ZNF1 309 B L1 33.8mL/minkkg TH Y (Tables I1-4 35 L OV 11-5), FE Il ~EE
IR T L7z, kEx 2@ DHF5EC, diazepam O E72 HEREIIHTH 5 2 L 0VR
ST 5% (De Silva et al., 1966; Marcucci et al., 1970; Marcucci et al., 1968; Schwartz et al.,
1965; Schwartz & Postma 1968). /1, A XisL Ot MFHilaz Ao REtLE iR s
WC, fREf & L temazepam 35 K Of nordiazepam 23 ERET A Z E D, b 3FEICE N
TR EEIL T 5 &35 2 B 5 (Seddon et al., 1989). Tz i L 72 Re % VT
B L 7= diazepam O YL E L O X DIfiLiig CL 1ZE 4 37.0 3 L T8 93.0 mL/min/kg
LEVWMETH 5. Diazepam DA X 2T 5 @WK CL (35 mL/min/kg) 13Ahod 7' )L— 7|2
Lo THHE SN TV D (Klotzetal., 1976). SEIOERIZIHWNT, LB LU XITEIT S
diazepam @ CL IFMN#IZ L 0 AEIZHEAD Lz (Table -4 B LTVI5). Ziubn D
diphenhydramine 35 & O diazepam OFER LV, P L O XIZEBWT, & b &[RRI
L0 IR E B Le 2 &M Rg & iz,

IR X 2 AR AR OBEINE X OEK Y ROWA L, IR O A ARFITIE T L,
NETAMES ) O 4540 2578 1 38019~ 5 (Klotz 2009). x24T d» % antipyrine D348 (V)
1%, 23~43 KO A5 Tl 660 mL/kg TH D DI L, 60~76 1% D miing Tl 550 mL/kg

EEBIZRD TS Z L N & Cu S (Greenblatt et al., 1982). A [EORBR TIX LB IO
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A XOWTFIUZEBW T HIIERIZ L 5 A E 72 antipyrine D Ve DK FIZFR® 5407 (Table 11-4
BLONB), fERT vy b THMEENIFRD bRpoTe (f XTHEHD 95% HAEX F 2 T
B DA S o7, W EELEEbH-72) 2 b, SROBREBREFETIE, v he
20, YBIOA XIZET DMERC X DEKDROBDITTRE SR ho T,

bt MZBWT, MR L0 diazepam O VI L, tiNER SND 2 ENREEN T
W% (Klotz et al., 1976). A RIORERTIE, VLB IS XIZHBWT, b b E[EERIZ, diazepam
AR O Mg R EHES AR U (Figure HI-1 B8 X ON-2), NSRS K 0 Vs 2SEEIN4 2 18 7)
DRIl Z & D (Figure K4 D B X VE), YAVBLOA XITBIFHKEN&IX, B hE
[FRRIZ, NS &0 B4 2 wTREMEDS /RIE S U7z,

Ofloxacin IZEHH DY) TH v, EFFAFESR, WF g L OBHKEICHEES D20
R IR 280 CLIXZENE4 233, 169 B LU 83.3mL/min THY, & MIEBWT
IR £V CL 23A EIZAK N9 % (Molinaro et al., 1992; Rademaker et al., 1989). Ofloxacin
DIEFEIZB T DA T T ATV T 4 —1X95% L ETHDH Z &5 (Lode et al., 1987),
b NMCBITD CLOMEIC L AETIIE CLOEFICL D B2 b5, 25~T5RIHBIT 5
7 L7 F = CLIZMERC L VB LTE Y (Elseviers et al., 1987), {4 Sl 2B\ T
ofloxacin O CL & 7 L' 7 F = CL ORIIITMHBEERAH L. Zo X9, b MIBITD
ofloxacin @ CL DAIEHIC L 2B TIZZ VT F = CLOKTEZXMLTND LEZHNS.
AEIORBUZ I T, Filkpds L OEEY/LIZE1T 5 ofloxacin © CL IZZ 21 10.9 B8 LW
5.96 mL/min/kg T&H v, MEsIZ L D2 F B 2R LTz (Table l1-4). A XIZERWT 0
IZE D CLABME T 2EmAED L7z (Figure ll-F4F). DI v, FILBLUA
ZIZRWT, b b EFEERICEIC LY 7 LT F =2 CLOMET LB CLAMET L7z Z &R

2.
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O /NG

PABLOA XIZBT DI E 28N pH 02 kTt b EFEEIL TV 23, miEHh T L
T IV ONMEC X DEbITE P ERR STV, A XTIHEE R ERBRICIEICZ LY al B
PR AVE DN 5 AIREMEDS R ST 3, LV TIRZEDOEBETR O binienroTz. Hv
BLOAS XTBIT 2 FHHEEL, & b EFERITMEBIZL D 2L 220 o7-. it e
FEIER, PABIOA XIZBWTIERIC K VIR T L2 Z LR E T, (KK FRIZON
TE, PBIOA X EBIZE M ERRYIMEIC LD TARD SR >7208, KIEN
RIZOWTIIMEMRE L HITE b EEERITMESIZ L VN 5 rletersme <. v
BT D FRENEMEE, b D ERRRICIERIC L WV AERICETL, ZORTELE F EE
LTWehd, A XTEWTEIITRENEEO A B RLIHTB D b o7z, BHhftEgIlc o
WTIE, vide b ERBRICIERIC KV ARBITIET L, 1 XITBW MR F M 2R Lz,
Loz &b, BV LBIOERA Xt MBI DB OEEFN T A —X D
NS LD BB E T 2 Z E B L LR oo, FRCEMEIREIZ B\ THied CERERAT
IRERE DN X 2 A8 % KWt 2 &l WX, b MBI 5 R8I KIE 3 o5

BT+ 5 ECARAREBMET L THL EEX BN,

47



HINE PSR AN X D P4AS0 NS M S )

=<

il

B KK
FNETIEL, $vb b b ERERITIME o T AEBEH) ST A —F OEE DGR BT,
AWFZEZ BN T, FEYOENBEITRIZ I W T b HEZRATIBIC 31T 2R TH D
P450 D&y FHEICE R L, ZOMEMEDE MBI 2 INEI & 2 288 4 YL 3 Sk~ 2 7
DNWTHERT D2 Z & A E Lz, EIRGONRFHC TG T2 01%, FICAFIRO/Maik
I\ZAFET 2 P450 & REXN 2 RHIEEHE TH Y, P450 1L CYP1A2, 2C9, 2C19, 2D6, 3A ¥
FOZE DMy FREA G TP T 5. 2002 FEOKENT IS T D S AL 3 A7 200 DEHE A,
[ZDWT, T3%AMHNC K VIR BIHL L, £ T T P450 O % 5-313K) 75% Th
0, Z @ P450 oy THEZ L DR ERONRIZ, E\ S5 CYP3A (46%), CYP2CY (16%),
CYP2C19 (12%), CYP2D6 (12%), CYP1A (9%) Toh 5 Z L Mt &4 Tuv % (Wienkers
& Heath 2005). Z? X 912, P450 (ZFEWENRE FIFHICHERRH D FRETH L3, i
BT % PA50 (Z & 2% EWIRABESRTE PEDO NS I X 5T SV TIIMFIE S TR0,
Caffeine, S-warfarin, omeprazole, metoprolol 33 JX T8 midazolam i, & s CYP1A2, 2C9, 2C19,
2D6 35 LUV 3A DFRIFEFEM E LT, B MIBWTURAKR (WEy b)) EETHOLATHS
(Turpault et al., 2009). —J5, P450 OIEFRFNMEIZITFEENHH Z LB TEY, Hb
IZER W T, caffeine [ X CYP2C9 (Utoh et al., 2013), S-warfarin (£ CYP2C19, 3A4, 3 X T*3A5
72 P D SyFFE (Hosoi et al., 2012), omeprazole (3t bk & [AE4£iZ CYP2C19 (Uno et al.,
2014b), midazolam (%t bk & [FIEEIZ CYP3A (Kanazu et al., 2004)iZ & » T & 5.
Metoprolol ® & I35 5 ERGH T-HEIX CYP2D6 Th 503, YLz BT D5y 7-FE 1L
ST ZFTWRV. ARIFFE T, metoprolol D THREZH LT D E L HIZ, Th
b DIER DIR AWK % 3BT SOl (37kiln) o LUl (16 mln) P/ FIRIN
BLORAKE LR o MBI RE 2 fEsE L7-. 16 5%#nlE Hood O 12351T 2 I

DY IO OFEEOBERMEN S HFFHE TS &, b Tl L% 64~68 I FHY T
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% (Hood 2006). & 512, 3~16 kit 55 SHO Y /L HFHHL L2 ERBIDAF S 7 v Y — 4% [
W BRI OG22 EVERBR 21TV, & MIIIT 5 P450 DIz X 2 & 8h & YL 3 [k

THMEMERR LTz

H 26 FEERMEHS L OTE
[1-2-i) 5K
Caffeine, warfarin (R &, S{A&N YT & 2{K), metoprolol, paraxanthine 35 X (¢
1,3,7-trimethyluric acid (% Sigma-Aldrich Ultrafine (St. Louis, MO, USA) X VAL 7.
Midazolam, theophylline 3 X UF theobromine (3 Fny i T 2% (Osaka, Japan) X V&AL 7-.
Omeprazole I[FH U LK T2 (Tokyo, Japan) L Vi A L7-. Caffeine-d9 35 L OF candesartan
I% Toronto Research Chemicals (North York, ON Canada) L V li A L7=. WellSolve iZ& L 27
(Tokyo, Japan) X VEEAL7=. b MIFI 7 v Y — Al Xenotech (Kansas, KA) 7B HEA
Liz. =7 AF NI 7 v — A Xenotech (Kansas, KA) 72>BEA S L < 1% Uehara &
D FIEICHEVFHRL L 7= (Uehara et al., 2011). ¥V L OVt kD P450 fHLA 4 % & 1T,
Iwasaki %33 X TVUno o ® Tk (Iwasaki et al., 2010; Uno et al., 2010)(Z9EVy, KIGHE %215 £ &
L CRESERBRICHER LI b0 EMH Lz, T OMMmoids X OV HPLC H,

LC-MS/MS H & L < I35t it 2 A L7-.

H1-2-i) 7 =27 A Y% Hv 7= L P B RE R

S OF G, B XL OUSEOEEUT NAS #1527 (Chiba, Japan) T L7=. 3-XToO
iy EBREHEIX NAS #FZEFT O Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee THAGR S 417, 3
FHD 3Rl ErE D = 7 A4 v (Hilmd /L) 3B KO3 BAD 16 skl =27 A v (i
JV) 13X GMJ (Hyogo, Japan) L VA L7z, #iind L OB AT OWTIEY G- 17 IR

A O R 2 e L, oKX B Bk & L7z, #&5-#%1X caffeine, warfarin (7 & X &) , omeprazole,
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metoprolol 33 & Of midazolam @ 5 FE¥HDO Y OIRAK E LR L (B> MEE). &
AR 5-F & LT 35% hydroxypropyl-b-cyclodextrin K, #% 14 5-F & L T 10%Wellsolve
IKVEIN W % TR S & TR IR 2 R Uiz, BGRB8 3R OFRFE 1345 3K &
720 02mg/mL &7 X ORI L7, RS L 7o B 5% 1 mUkg O ECTEIRNE S L 7.
ZOHTHME EDO T 4+ v 27 v M, 5 mLkg O ETRAKSE L7z, %54 0.25,
05, 1, 2, 4, 6, 8 BL W24 FFfi#2IT, ~ XU F MU T ARSI Y % W T 0.5 mL

FTOORM L7z, miEE O L CliEE oL, JEICHd 5 E C-80°C TR LT-.

[11-2-iii) 1% oS B2 oo I E

A EHIENENOHEMZ T T 7 MR 2 2 & THE L7z, 50 uL OFLEGK
BHE U< 13 AR UBHC NAEYEY) T & L C candesartan Z & 307 & b=k UL 200 pL Z %S0
L TR L%, ZomEb EEEORZRICE L, LC-MS/MS (Prominence UFLCXR,
Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan, and AP15000, AB SCIEX, Framingham, MA) CHIiE L7=. HIE 7L
Mogi & D JFIEIZHE - 7= (Mogi et al., 2012). 772 L R- warfarin 33 & O S-warfarin |& Chiralcel

OD-RH analytical 7 & 2 (Daicel, Tokyo, Japan) % FV T4y BfEHIE L 7=.

-2-iv) 71 =27 A oM,/ mEhER (Ry) HIE

T =7 A P EOFME X OUMSEORIUT N4 U — (Ibaraki, Japan) TIfE L7=. 93
T OB EBRGFHE 1L~ 2 U —O Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee THGE S 4172,
LU —#fTH O 3FAD 5 i =27 A4 v (N2 U —. Ibaraki, Japan) (DWW T, 17 B
Mo th (FRKIZE REoK) 1ICBRM L, —#%& w0 L s 572, caffeine, warfarin (7
t 1K), omeprazole, metoprolol 35 X 0" midazolam DIREIAK % ik L O RIN (%
S D Fe AR X R -warfarin 35 X O S-warfarin (% 410240 0.15 pmol/L, ZALLAS O 5413

0.3umol/L. 7& F=h U LORMEIEE 1%) L TRFfL, 37°CT10 oA v F 2=k L
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7o, MEEEHT DWW TR O LTl 2 0 e L, mAERCE S & 612, 1H-2-iii) BEICHE W3

JEREA LC-MS/MS IZ X W HllE L7-.

-2-v) =7 A FNFI 7 m Y — AP LENE

3~9 ik n D HENE 26 BHIs L OMEEM: 23 87 CBT H AR}, Kainan, Japan), 35 & QN R EhRER
B W KO A DR S T 7 vy — A B e e R BRI A L
7=. Caffeine 3 X QN warfarin (7 & &) (X2 HIMOFIRLE, omeprazole, metoprolol
5 X O midazolam 1% 3 FEIRARIR 2 L=, VIVIFR 7 v Y — A0, X 7a Yy —
2 (caffeine 35 X O warfarin Ji SO R1E 1 mg protein/mL, 3 FEIRAVANH KOG 1E 0.1 mg
protein/mL), NADPH “£j%:% (1.3 mmol/L NADP*, 3.3mM glucose 6-phosphate, 0.4 unit/mL
glucose 6-phosphate dehydrogenase 5 & TF 3.3mM magnesium chloride), 34 (ZAbE¥ D SOt
R SRR 1L, caffeine 13 100 umol/L, R-warfarin 5 & OF S-warfarin (% 0.05 umol/L, omeprazole,
metoprolol 35 & OF midazolam 1% 0.1 pmol/L) 33 & TY 100 mmol/L U > & &R (pH 7.4) DR
B AR Uiz, ARETIEE 37°C TN L, midazolam (22 Tid 547, LSO HY|IZ
DUVWTIT 2 RFf#A o F 2 — ME, NEEWE & L T caffeine (2D Tl caffeine-d9, £
PIS D M2 STl candesartan % 7 ¢ ¢ acetonitrile/ethanol (70:30 viv) V&R & OGR4
HBERINNT 2 2 & TRMUGER T S8, Bl TELL, 20 REEH LWERICE

L, FEWPREE % 11-2-iii) BIZHEV LC-MS/MS THIE L 7-.

-2-vi) 7 =27 A4 PVIEB IO 7 v Y — AEARBERIE

E H#EA3 % Rapid Equilibrium Dialysis Device (Thermo Scientific, Tokyo, Japan) % A 7=
THEHTIEC LV RE Le, MR AR A RHIEICS TR, Hilnk KO L O5@E
R 545 Bz i caffeine, warfarin (7 & X ), omeprazole, metoprolol 35 & OF midazolam

RATRIR 2 TR0 (45 388 O B #8213 R -warfarin 38 1 OY S-warfarin |32 11241 0.15 umol/L,
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ENLSOEY)IL 03 umol/L. 7 b=k UL ORKEIEE 1%) L CRMLT-.

27 vay—AfEARAEICBVTIE, Xenotech (Kansas, KA) mHEALFI 7 1
Y — L& AE M LTz, S RO I DIR-B VIR 2 45 T O e A& B 705 R -warfarin 36 & O S-warfarin
X N2 0.05 umol/L, LA DML 0.1 umol/L (7 F= b U /L OHRFKEE 1%) &
7% X9, NADPH AR E & ERWIFI 7 v Y — ARUSRICIRI L TR L7z, & 3EWIR
Nk 2 BT T % > N—IZIRIN L, SRR T v o N =123 Y CEERRE R 2 N L 7. 37°C,
80 rpm C 24 WfEIR & 5 %, WINEUELES L OV ERRR @GR 2, WIEERE L LT
candesartan % ¥ ¢ acetonitrile/ethanol (70:30 viv) ¥RICIRINL7=. L CELL, Z0 k

2 LWARICB L, WA (11-2-ii) HEIZHEV LC-MS/MS THIE L7-.

1-2-vii) T — & fighir
S ERE /T A — & X Phoenix™ WinNonlin® 6.1 (Pharsight, Mountain View, CA) % T

J v Ay o= Ay MEHIZE D EH L. R-warfarin 3 £ O S-warfarin O 3Py @hig < 2
— 2B OO S5-8IX, warfarin 7 A0 G5 E% 2 TEI- 72 FRIRNE L OO #
HTENEN 01 EBLU05mgkg) %MW -.
RplIL FORUZ L W HH L 7=,

Ro = L% o P Rm = I i A2
MmEF 7 U — KR (fup) BEOWFI 70 Y —ASHEH 7 V=KD fumc) 1ZLLTD
Kk REHLE

fu= U UEERRENR IR RS L<IIFI 7 v Y — ARNR IR
717 =AU OEYDIFEFA CL (CLlintviro. mML/min/mg microsomal protein) (LA T DU
LVEHLE.

CLintyitro = Ke””[MSprot] fumic

ZORIZBNT KelFNF I 7 v Y — LRISE TN I1T 2 REACIRDIERIEEELL, [MSprat] i
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ORI 70 Yy —2EARETHS.
H 7 =24 > ® Clintio [ TEA FORIT LV EH L 7=,
[Metabolites],” [S].” [MSprot] /'t fumic

ZDORUTIWT, [Metabolites]|ZAT I 7 v YV — LS 2 BefBIC BT 50 7 =4 OB

(1,3,7-trimethyluric acid, paraxanthine, theobromine 35 X U theophylline) 2 O#aFn, [SIiE
W caffeine I, £ L CHIIFI /7 vy —AKRIERHTH 5.
Invivo ik CL (CLgpredicted) 13 Naritomi o O#HAEIZHEVY, dispersion model z W THIH L
7z (Naritomi et al., 2001).

CLB,predicted = Qn (1 — Fn)

B 4a
Fn= (1+a)’exp{(a-1)/2D}- (1-a)’exp{-(a +1)/2D}

a=(1+4Ry- D)2

RN = (fu,p /Rb) . CLint,vitro MALW/Qh

Dn=0.17

ZoORITENT, QuiIMMjEETH Y, Hilmt /L OfE & LT 43.6 mL/min/kg Z{EH L7-
(Davies & Morris 1993). Fpl3fiT@iE=E, MA 13K 1g H7-V DI 7 vy — LNEAEH R (45
mg/g (Houston 1994)), LW (XA 1kg & 7=V OAFiEE & (30 g/kg (Davies & Morris 1993)),
Rn /< efficiency number, % L T Dyl dispersion number 239", EZnt /L izE1F 5 i &

(Qnaged) 1E, LLTFOXD L 5 IZHEHid L OEEY/LIZF1) 5 diphenhydramine @ CL
(Koyanagi et al., 2014) & vy T L 7= 26.0 mL/min/kg Z 5] L 7=.

Qhaged = 43.6 x [Ellin ¥ /112 1F 5 diphenhydramine & CL/ F5ilin /LB 5

diphenhydramine @ CL]

7 my—Ak L UNH# 2 CYP2D 35 L UV 3A (2 & % metoprolol O-demethylation {3 Johnson
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& Burlew 5 D FEIZHEWIE L 7= (Johnson & Burlew 1996). & /8T X — X (3 IEFIE AR

YA7 097 07X 0B U7 (mean £SE) . #EEHAIA EMEIT ttest 12 K 0 241 L 7-.

B3 RR
11-3-i) ifn B REG R

3 HHT O DOF S X OB E O P11 Caffeine, warfarin (7 & X {K), omeprazole, metoprolol
5 £ O midazolam %45 0.20 mg/kg (R-warfarin 35 & OF S-warfarin & L T #1241 0.10 mg/kg
T0) HE Aty MEIRNEEE, % 1.0 mg/kg (R-warfarin 33 X OF S-warfarin & L T 24
0.50 mg/kg T OHEID & v MEALKSG L, MmiETREHERE ZHE L (Figure 111-1), #E4H)
RE/RT A—& ZHH L= (Table I1I-1). Caffeine %1% M35 K OFFARPI % G- L 72 IKp o 1 55
FEIXHFAMED 2~ Lz (Figure 1-1A B X TUYB) . #56 M OV Y /U238 1T 2 5 RN %
5.0 caffeine @ AUC (ZF 41124 2690 35 KX 1OV 1250 ng-h/mL  (Table 111-1) TH o 7=, Fffin
K O AR 5% 0 &% 5150 caffeine O Crax I X V24297 35 L (N 422ug/mL TH 1,
AUC [ZZ 2 4380 33 X 1F 3960 ng-h/imL Td - 7=. Caffeine OF v L ORIV /LIZ BT
HNNAFTT XA ZEYT 41— (BA) I ZENENILTBLV66.2% Tholo. [FERIZ,
R-warfarin 35 & O S-warfarin (3% 11 35 J USRNG5 oD iU v i 2 T X BLAR I D FRS0 7 70 TH
Jezr U7 (Figure 11-1C~F). Warfarin §# kPN #25-k > AUC 1%, R-warfarin Tl & O
Eilin CTEILZ 4 9980 5 &L TF 21900 ng-h/mL, S-warfarin 3% #1741 19100 35 & Tf 21300
ng-h/mL Toh ~7= (Table IlI-1). R-warfarin ®Ein /1123515 % CL (0.0854 mL/min/kg) 1%
it /W ICEB T 5 %1 CL (0.228 mU/min/kg) & A EZEIT R >T2703, Ehnt /Lo CL ¥t
BT o AT 62% KV ME T > 72, Warfarin #2 1 12 507 D R-warfarin @ Cmax [ 345
KO L CTZ 24 3290 35 &1 4580 ng/mL, S-warfarin @ CraxlLZ 41241 2650 35 L O
3700 ng/mL, R-warfarin > AUC |45 iin J OV it /L "C & #1241 40200 35 L T 74800 ng-h/mL,

S-warfarin @ AUC 3£ #1E 741 65200 35 L T 87300 ng-h/mL T - 7-. Rz, Efmdicisis

54



% R-warfarin 35 & O S-warfarin £ 0 £ 5-05 D Crax 1 IE W L 0 A REIZE D> - 7=, R-warfarin
D BA 3 M Ol YL TENEN 90.8 B LUV 78.0% TH ¥, S-warfarin ® BA 13 71.9 5
FN99.1% TH-7-. XFHAIIZ, omeprazole Z EARNFE G- L 7-BFo Mg i X, BARMED
R R Z s LTz (Figure H1-1G) . il & OV i ¥ /L 123517 5 omeprazole #HRMN# 5-
BED AUC 1ZZNE 4 322 B L OV 377 ng-h/mL T&H > 7= (Table I11-1). Omeprazole #% 0 #5-
IRF O K O im0 5 Cmax (3241121 11.8 38 L U 41.3 ng/mL, AUC [ZZ N
37.5 8LV 120 ng-h/mL, BA (£21 B LV7.0% Th - 7=, Fillinds L O /L 12 metoprolol
ZE RN G LT AR I, BARMEOEC) 72l k%~ L7 (Figure 1I-11).
Metoprolol #RN % 5-E D AUC 1385 L O LB W TEN L 73.7 3 X 10 86.3
ng-h/mL T& - 7= (Table 111-1) . Metoprolol #% 1 & 5B O ds L OE#H /VIZE 1T 5 Cmax
ITZNE1 0.643 33 X 10 0.751 ng/mL, AUC IZZ i E41 3.77 B LTV 4.05 ng-h/mL TH Y, BA
XZENZEN LLBLV09% Th-o 7=, [FERIZ, midazolam FRARPN 500 A 5 B 13 B
PO TE K %R L7z (Figure 111-1K) . Midazolam ## RPN #¢5-1F D s Y- 2 BT 5
AUC % 357 ng-himL T& v, ##inH- /L 251 ng-himL (2 HE~EE IS E Ml 277 L (Table 111-1),
midazolam O ZiEH /2 EBIT 5 CL (9.47 mU/min/kg) (X541 (13.3 mL/min/kg) 2k~
HEINSWETH 7. Midazolam % 1 5% D Cmax (%, i L OE# 1 Zis\T
ZTNEN 587 BLV7.58ng/mL, AUC (ZZE4 485 3 K1 58.6 ng-h/mL TH Y, BA X
TNZEN39BLV3E% ThoTz. ARIDEERS M T TlE, caffeine, omeprazole 35 L
metoprolol D% M 35 X OFARN ¢ G-Ik D llin ks L OVl LT 2 R EhRg /T A — 4|2

METHIABEEITRBD bNRh o7,
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Figure 111-1. Plasma concentrations of caffeine (A and B), R-warfarin (C and D), S-warfarin (E and F), omeprazole (G and H), metoprolol (I and J)
and midazolam (K and L) in young (open circles, triangles and squares for each animal and dotted line for mean of three animals) and aged (filled
circles, triangles and squares for each animal and long dashed line for mean of three animals) monkeys after single simultaneous administration of

five-probes intravenously (A, C, E, G, I and K, 0.20 mg kg™?) or orally (B, D, F, H, J and L, 1.0 mg kg). Symbols and bars show the mean+SD, n=3

for each dosing.
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Table 111-1. Pharmacokinetic parameters of caffeine, R-/S-warfarin, omeprazole, metoprolol and midazolam in young and aged monkeys after

single simultaneous administration of five-probes intravenously (0.20 mg kg?) or orally (1.0 mg kg).

Young Aged
iv. p.o. iv. p.o.
Animal  AUC CL V.  Cuame AUC  BA Animal AUC CL V.. Cume AUC  BA
Compound  No. (ngh/mL) (mL/min/kg) (mL/kg) (ng/mL) (ngh/mL) (%) No. (ngh/mL) (mL/min/kg) (mL/kg) (ng/mL) (ngh/mL) (%)
Caffeine 1 2700 1.24 765 324 4220  31.3 4 1370 243 1060 232 1940  28.2
2 4240 0.786 906 343 7230 34.1 5 1210 2.74 1030 160 1640  27.0
3 1140 293 1250 223 1690  29.7 6 1160 2.88 1110 874 8300 144.0
Mean 2690 1.65 974 297 4380  31.7 Mean 1250 2.68 1070 422 3960  66.2
SD 1550 1.13 250 65 2770 22 SD 110 0.23 40 393 3760 669
R-Warfarin 1 18600 0.0896 84.7 3960 63700 68.5 4 31300 0.0533 106 4780 58200 37.2
2 6220 0.268 114 3130 25900 83.3 5 20600 0.0811 96.8 4110 94000 91.5
3 5120 0.325 175 2780 30900 1210 6 13700 0.122 72.3 4840 72100 105
Mean 9980 0.228 125 3290 40200 90.8 Mean 21900 0.0854 1.6 4580 74800 78.0
SD 7490 0.123 46 610 20500 26.8  SD 8900 0.0344 17.3 410 18000  36.0
S-Warfarin 1 26900 0.0620 89.6 2980 81300  60.5 4 33600 0.0497 118 4150 71900 429
2 20100 0.0829 113 2720 69500 69.1 5 16500 0.101 128 3220 83000 101.0
3 10400 0.160 172 2240 44800 86.1 6 13900 0.120 101 3740 107000 154.0
Mean 19100 0.102 125 2650 65200 71.9 Mean 21300 0.0902 115 3700 87300 99.1
SD 8300 0.052 42 380 18600 13.0 SD 10700 0.0363 14 470 17900 555
Omeprazole 1 407 8.18 259 243 8.4 4.0 4 426 7.83 444 38.3 75.5 3.5
2 300 11.1 423 7.36 223 1.5 5 388 8.58 501 6.55 32.6 1.7
3 259 12.9 547 3.6l 8.86 0.7 6 318 10.5 478 79.1 251 15.8
Mean 322 10.7 410 11.8 37.5 2.1 Mean 377 8.96 474 41.3 120 7.0
SD 76 24 145 11.0 38.6 1.7 SD 55 1.37 29 36.4 116 7.7
Metoprolol 1 85.1 39.2 3960  0.252 0.938 0.2 4 83.8 39.8 6130 0475 1.64 0.4
2 70.5 47.3 5200 1.12 5.57 1.6 5 92.3 36.1 5780 1.21 8.07 1.7
3 65.6 50.9 5190 0.557 4.80 L5 6 82.7 40.3 5400 0.569 2.44 0.6
Mean 73.7 458 4780  0.643 3.77 1.1 Mean 86.3 38.7 3770 0.751 4.05 0.9
SD 10.1 6.0 710 0.440 2.48 0.8 SD 5.3 23 370 0.400 3.51 0.7
Midazolam 1 256 13.0 1120 3.80 47.6 3.7 4 357 9.33 1070 9.15 49.6 2.8
2 252 13.2 1420 5.63 38.4 3.0 5 410 8.14 1480 3.00 36.7 1.8
3 245 13.6 2550 8.12 59.6 4.9 6 304 11.0 2220 10.6 89.4 5.9
Mean 251 133 1700 5.87 48.5 3.9 Mean 357¢ 9.47° 1590 7.58 58.6 3.5
SD 6 0.3 750 2.14 10.6 0.9 SD 53 1.41 580 4.03 27.5 2.1
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8p < 0.05 versus young group (t-test). AUC, area under the plasma concentration-time curve; CL, clearance; Vs, steady state volume of distribution; Cmax,
maximal observed concentration; BA, oral bioavailability. The warfarin doses divided by two (0.1 and 0.5 mg/kg for intravenous and oral administration,

respectively) were used for the calculations of the pharmacokinetic parameters of R- and S-warfarin.
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111-3-ii) Ro, fumic, TEARBI fup 35 £ O Clintvito 12253 < Tl CL & I CL D bk

Caffeine, R-warfarin, S-warfarin, omeprazole, metoprolol ¥ X Of midazolam @ Ry, fu,mic,
Pt L OEY BT D ERBIIIEE T fup % Table -2 128 L7z, 2R HEY DYV R,
1% 0.692~1.44, fymiclX 0.457~1.00 Tho7-. Hiink LEREN D fuplZOWT, IR
X DEERBIITRD e - 7. Metoprolol 3 L U caffeine DA AT EBIT 5 fupld
0.767 33 L1 0.761 TH Y, omeprazole, R-warfarin, S-warfarin, 5 J O midazolam @ %%
#10.0532, 0.0122, 0.0137, X T00.0372 (T~ EWMEZ R L7, L EhRERER I IV 72 3
MOE RS LOZERF AL LUTFI 7 v Y — 2% HoOTREFLEMERBR 2 FEhE L,
CLintviro 25 L 7= (Table 111-3) . B XL OEWHE ORI T, KM E D Clinvino (CH &
IRIEVTERD BV o 1o, B U2 BV T, Midazolam @ CLingvito (X EEA L 7234 o>
The b K& 72fE % 7~ L (1.97 mL/min/mg protein) , #ALIZ ¥\ C omeprazole (0.0970 mL/min/mg
protein) 35 X O metoprolol (0.0555 mL/min/mg protein) A3 @&\ M 2= L 7=, xFBRAYIZ, R-warfarin

(0.00684 mL/min/mg protein), S-warfarin (0.00263 mL/min/mg protein) I3 & UX caffeine

(0.000315 mL/min/mg protein) @ CLintvitro XKV MEZ 7R L 72,
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Table I11-2. Blood to plasma ratios, plasma and microsomal protein bindings of caffeine, R-/S-warfarin, omeprazole, metoprolol and midazolam.

Young Aged
Ry, = =

Compound Mean 1 2 3 Mean SD 4 5 6 Mean SD
Caffeine 1.09 0.755 0.735 0.794 0.761 0.030 0.729 0.760 0.671 0.720 0.045
R-Warfarin 0.692  0.00763  0.00847  0.0206  0.0122  0.0073  0.00575  0.00567  0.00646  0.00596  0.00044
S-Warfarin 0.694  0.0103 0.0107 0.0199  0.0137  0.0054 0.00736  0.00765  0.00844  0.00782  0.00056
Omeprazole  0.776  0.0502 0.0494 0.0599  0.0532  0.0058  0.0469 0.0525 0.0526 0.0507 0.0033
Metoprolol 1.44 0.766 0.753 0.781 0.767 0.014 0.753 0.852 0.794 0.800 0.050
Midazolam 0.838  0.0361 0.0311 0.0444  0.0372  0.0067  0.0291 0.0345 0.0349 0.0328 0.0033

Ry, blood to plasma ratio (n=3); f., free fraction in plasma; fumic, free fraction in microsomal incubation (n=2). There were no significant differences

between young and aged groups in terms of fyp (t-test).
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Table I11-3. CLin of caffeine, R- and S-warfarin, omeprazole, metoprolol and midazolam in the liver microsomes prepared from young and aged

monkeys used in in vivo pharmacokinetics study.

CL mL/min/mg protein)
nt, vitro =

Young Aged
Compound | 2 3 Mean SD 4 5 6 Mean SD
Caffeine 0.000288 0.000216 0.000442 0.000315 0.000116 0.000424 0.000261 0.000310 0.000332 0.000084
R-Warfarin 0.00248 0.0104 0.00761 0.00684 0.00403 0.00536 0.000814 0.00350 0.00323 0.00229
S-Warfarin 0.00172 0.00314 0.00302 0.00263 0.00079 0.00393 0.00176 0.00406 0.00325 0.00129
Omeprazole 0.0918 0.0989 0.100 0.0970 0.0046 0.104 0.0848 0.0834 0.0907 0.0113
Metoprolol 0.0571 0.0453 0.0642 0.0555 0.0095 0.0587 0.0384 0.0401 0.0457 0.0112
Midazolam 2.60 1.53 1.77 1.97 0.56 2.11 1.70 2.34 2.05 0.32

There were no significant differences between young and aged groups (t-test).
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RIZ, CLe predicted & CLp observed O FHEARI % Figure 11-2 {275 L7z, CLag observed | L F AR 5-IF D
Mm% CL % Ry THISH Z & THH L7=. R-warfarin OFHBEIFREIE, CLg predicted D 5 HHZ T HiR T
VD MAER ARG SO BE 2 IV ToRpIT -, Fllinds J Ol L (E RS o AR P&

KEHWDZ LT EfEER LT (Fugure 2B, r=0.94, p=0.0051, n=6). * 7=, midazolam
OFEIREII RV OF L EEZ AT D Z & Tk L= (Figure 2F, r=0.89, p=0.018,
n=6). Fiifnds L O /LMD O MAER Fs G ROE T L O Z 12 AL O T ML &

% W TR L7- midazolam & L < 1d R-warfarin @ CLg predicted (%, £ fin /LT L~ i1

T/INE otz
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Figure 111-2. Comparison plot of caffeine (A), R-warfarin (B), S-warfarin (C), omeprazole (D),

metoprolol (E) and midazolam (F) between blood CL predicted using microsomal stability
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(CLg predicted) @and observed in vivo blood CL (CLg gbserved) O young (open) and aged (closed)
monkeys. CLg predicted Was calculated by dispersion model using individual CLix estimated by
microsomal stability. (a) Squares, average plasma protein binding of young monkeys and the same
hepatic blood (43.6 mL/min/kg) flow both in young and aged monkeys were used for calculation. (b)
Triangle, individual plasma protein binding and the same hepatic blood (43.6 mL/min/kg) flow both
in young and aged monkeys were used for calculation. (c) Circle, individual plasma protein binding
and as the hepatic blood flow (43.6 mL/min/kg in young monkeys and 26.0 mL/min/kg in aged
monkeys) were used. Dashed and solid lines represent regression lines of (b) and (c), respectively. *p

< 0.05 and **p < 0.01, statistically significant.

[11-3-iii) JNEHIZ K 2 CLingiro D2 H)
55 BHOO /L L 0 FEL L - EABI DT 2 7 v v — 5% FW T caffeine, R-warfarin, S-warfarin,
omeprazole, metoprolol 35 J TY midazolam @ CLintvito & 2FAM L, s & OFE B2 fERE L7
(Figure 111-3). Z D&%,  omeprazole ® CLinviro (r=0.29, p=0.034, Figure I11-3D) 5 L}
metoprolol (r=0.30, p=0.026, Figure I1I-3E) @ CLintyitro \ LA & ORI B AR AHBI 2 TR
STz, MDFEYD Clintyino 2 OWTIE, A EIORERSAFIT I TIT R & DA E 7R AHBINE

a8

v

D bR T,
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Figure 111-3. Relationship between hepatic CLintvitro Values [of caffeine (A), R-warfarin (B),
S-warfarin (C), omeprazole (D), metoprolol (E) and midazolam (F)] and their age in monkeys.

Solid line represents linear regression. *p < 0.05, statistically significant.
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111-3-iv) Metoprolol O-demethylation fREHEE DO FEZE D FET

bk CYP2D6 B ELET T 5 metoprolol (2T, BREAEZ DU T DR & i
L 7-#& 8% Table 11-4 (2% L7=. Metoprolol O-demethylation JEM#E /ST A — X%, b k&
PADIFI 7 vy —hn, £z, fHaz b b CYP2D6 & /L CYP2D17 5 L 18 3D44 THIEI L
TWe. —J7, &k CYP3A4 B L ON3A5 L 72, /L CYP3A4 35 L O 3A5 [% CYP2D17
BB LV 2D44 L [FIEE D metoprolol O-demethylation {GE#EE % 7k L7223, CYP3A4 33 L TN 3A5

KnfElX CYP2D17 35 L X CYP2D44 e ~EVME T - 7-.

Table 111-4. Kinetic parameters for metoprolol O-demethylation by liver microsomes and

recombinant CYP2D and 3A enzymes.

min ' Monkey K,.uM V

Human K. pM V... max> TN
Liver 49+ 15 0.8+0.1 Liver 59 +28 1.2+0.2
2D6 I11+6 1.0+0.1 2D17 6+3 1.5+0.1
2D44 12+7 1.3+0.2
3A4 - <0.01 3A4 223453 0.7+0.1
3AS5 - <0.01 3AS  303+115 0.9+0.2

Pt

FAH B

ARFZETIE, b b P450 OFEHEE-Y)(Turpault et al., 2009) % i ks L OVEE YL Ic &~ b
FelG Uiz & & o EREZ G L7z, $LicEWC caffeine, R-warfarin 35 & O S-warfarin @
o R IME T s B DTS, omeprazole, metoprolol 3 X O midazolam D072 5 2338
oA (Figure H1-1), ZAuEe MIBITH8E L —E L TV /=(Obachetal.,, 2008). L
7235 T, ZALD PAS0 FRIEFEM OV I T BN K B IR ERE oL BL e b &b
WTExH LB LN,

bt MIBWT, EilE 281 5 midazolam & CL I H 1T~ 43% B35 = & Nl &
AT 5 (Greenblatt et al., 1984). 4-[E], midazolam D& /W2 5 CLIZHE R L LD

HABIEVMEZ R L= (Table 11-1) Z &6, B uid b bk EJREE, CYP3A (2 X % midazolam
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D CLAMERIZ K VD L TnD Z EAvRshiz,

Metoprolol DACH > T FEDOMFT ORGSR, B M TIXCYP2D6 I L W RT3, itk
WTTIE, CYP2D IZiN%, CYP3AIZK > THEH 7z (Table 111-4). CYP3A [ZH /L DfF
2 A b B AR D A% #E (Uehara et al., 2011) Td 5 Z & 725, metoprolol (X4 /L1238
WTC CYP2D TEVEDFEEE & 1372 & 72 2%, midazolam [AIEE CYP3ATEPEDIEIE L 70 5 &5 %
SN2 85 EADOY VI 7 v v — A& W CEH L 72 metoprolol @ CLintviro IX4FH & DF E
7pwWikAEE A 2~k L7~ (Figure 111-3E). midazolam @ CL 28II#RIC K WK TF L= Z & & bt
£95L, v b ERKRICY L CYP3A TREf S D WD CLIL sl X 0925 2 L
RS

R-warfarin [Z /L CYP2C19 (2 J ¥ B & 52T 5 Z & 3 STy % (Hosoi et al., 2012).
A RIOFRBRIZIB N T, R-warfarin O EZ§lZ31T 5 CLITHEERD 38% DIETH 7=, Z Ok
\Z &% CL OZ#EMERIE, R-warfarin Z % 1 54 O E ¥ W2 1T D Cra 3 Fi i /LT
RCHEICEHWNZ EE—FL T\ (Tablelll-1). E ~ CYP2C19 o #iR ) FVE (Klotz et al.,
2004) T % omeprazole ¢ CL (3 NfwIZ & 0 AEIZHA (homozygous extensive metabolizer
EnE R L OERE TENTN 206 BL 541N 452 &RHE S T3 (Ishizawa et
al., 2005). Omeprazole [V /L2 TH CYP2C19 (2 X - TR S 415 23(Uno et al., 2014b),
55 BHOfERIV L DORF I 7 1 Y — L% W CTHEH L7 omeprazole @ CLinvivo IX4F 1R & OHE
7pWikARE 2~ L7z (Figure 111-3D). LA ED Z &, ¥/ CYP3A L [AIER, CYP2C19 T
SNDHEYO CL TS L V425 Z LRk Sz,

—J5, $VIF CYP2CO OFLE THh % caffeine (Utoh et al., 2013) D4 /L2 51F 5 CL I3 RIC
LA Z T a7, B FTEIZ CYP2C (2 & v &5 1T % S-warfarin (Takahashi et
al,, 1998)1%, & MIBWTHEIZ LY CL AR EICHED LEHTZD 03%) T2 &0
W TV D 23(Jensen et al., 2012), 4 RIOFRERSE T CIE, $/L CYP2C9 (2 L5 CL o

I LI TIERD b7, ZORFIR & LTH T S CYP2CI D5 1-% % (Uno
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etal., 2014a) DT H 5 AIHEMED R X7z,

B IFLIRNC, P AZBWT, MIET7 LT I REIIE LR o723, b b ERERIC
R X0 i &M 95 2 & A L 7= (Koyanagi et al., 2014).  Acetaminophen (T HE
HIEE O~ — %4 —), antipyrine (JFREHENMERS L OMEKGEO~—H—), diazepam (FHRE
PETH D AR EVEY), diphenhydramine (FUEASAFILIRAR. THEASEAD al B2
PEFEE FE) 3 KLU ofloxacin (B HEMALERY) O (RNENRE NG & 2 ZE B2 72 288 70
=7 A FTEBNTRD B, ZHT ol BRMEREE AEF K OEIRIR O, T it &,
JF CL, B CLEBIUMEKRDEDIKT, I2X5 b D & HEEZ X7 (Koyanagi et al., 2014). 4 [A]
DFRBRIZIBNT, Fox i3l PERERER I W L Ol v IcH>n T, 5N
CLinviro B L DM fupZdHli L7z, B MZIBWTT AT I oA EITNE I L 0 3
% 73 (Viani et al., 1992), R-warfarin 3 & O S-warfarin (22 CIIINERC & 5 fup DA B 72258
MR BN T & D STV % (Jensen et al., 2012). 4BV 7= PA50 FEEEEY) (2o
T, R-warfarin 3 JOY S-warfarin (2 DWW TIIEE /U~ El L T/ hS W fyp 2 m LT
DAHETIEH 2L, MOEMZONTHYIUIZIBT DMEIZ LD fu, OZENIFRD b eno
7z

Invivo CL DINRIC & DL & OBERBEEE G 2 - OnZH T 57280, 3HTHOD
Filinks XL OREY /UIZ R 5 P450 FEFESEY) O 1f R EhRERRER 2 5266 L, CLg predicted 33 KX O
CLa.observea & FEIE L7 (Figure 111-2) . JIF CL 23MEVy (FRE#FFEA CL HEESEY) M OF CL
1% CL=fupxCLimiC X W HH &, fupB X O CLin®Z IZ LY CLAREIN DA, Al
BEORBIIZ T2, —J5, JFCL23mvy (IFffEfs) #¥o CLIZCL=Qnt 722V, CL
TR EOEB DB L T 503, fupd T CLinDZEALDFEZZ T 7o, FRRE DT
CL DM DY, CLIL fup, CLin® XTI EDOKELZZIT5H. ARIORBRICIHNT
caffeine, R-warfarin, S-warfarin, omeprazole, metoprolol 35 X OF midazolam O & i /L1238

A MR CL & E4 1.52, 0329, 0.147, 13.8, 31.7 3L *15.8 mL/min/kg T -7z,
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ZDOZ LMD, T WT, caffeine, R-warfarin 35 X O S-warfarin (X[E A CL HiEIEY,
metoprolol | 3T ML EALEE Y, % L T omeprazole 35 X OY midazolam (X HF 2 D CL D3y
Th D LEZ BT, R-warfarin, S-warfarin 33 J TF omeprazole @ CLag predicted 33 &= U8 CLg observed
OFHEAVE I AT MR & Tld7e < fuplZ £ 0 2k L, metoprolol OFAREVEI fup Cld /s < A i &
W2k vk L7 (Figure I1I-2E). Midazolam OFHBEIME X AT EIZ LV, F7o—8 fup
(2 X ek L7z (Figure I1-2F) . Caffeine (22U TIXMERS fupd K OVEEHICI T D AT T &
% M X T 8 CLg predicted 33 & U8 CLg observed D AHBEIMEITFR D B 417272 7273, invivo CL 25/
S PR DB A Z 1T 72 2 & 3 JOMIER BfE & =R AME 72 D M F iR AL O Z8H)
DBEEZTIRNIEEBETHLEHENTHL. ZNEDORRNG, YLITET 2 invivo
CL ORI X 2 E B &% T 5 1T, CLin/2F T2 < fupB LOMFMKEDOFER = & ofE
H LM L2 LB EZBET L5 ENEETHH LB X bk, 7272 L, midazolam (2
DWW Y U E 1T D Clpovserved S 15.8 mL/min/kg T& 25 DIZ%F L, CLgpredicted 25 37.5
mL/min/kg & &<, EE L ORFILE T 5 43.6 mL/min/kg (23T, Midazolam @

CLg predicted 23 E Wi ¥ /L DIF MLITE & A4 Kk SH 2 Z & T Cla,observed & DFABIMED S L 72 DI,
Fn YL D CLp predicted DS ATFILIRAEMIRIEL 72 > TND Z LIZ X DBEBERRKEI N EEZZI LN
%. — 5 TV LD Clpobserved (L 15.8 mL/min/kg T ¥, /L DT HE & 1/3 FLE
Th 57, FFMFEHEFIRIE T, 4R, A BEiERERIC 31T 2 midazolam D2 s /v
O CL I Y /AT HE~K) 29% MK F L7z, 55 BHD Y VF I 7 1 Y — & FO T AR I
BT, MEBIZ L H5HER CLnDE FIERBD b7, B MIBWT S RERISNE
WCEDHEEREFEROLNATELT, & MBI 5 CLE T MKEICINZ FREREOK
TIZX 2 Z & DREE LTV % (Marchesini et al., 1988; Parkinson et al., 2004; Wynne et al.,
1989). ElnV /BT D IF M & IXEH T T~ 0% IR T L TR Y, Eimt ik
% midazolam @ CLAKX T O —#Z AT Mt &K FIC X VA TE 525, £hlSCh, ITE

BIRTREOEEL G DB ANNZZ LI, b FERERIZ, ENOREAHICEE LT
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RCLMETF Lo L HEE I,

GO i

FERHA~DOTFHH R E CYP2CL19 BLNCYP3A IZOWNWT, IhbickRitansd
Fo CLITE b EFBRICEIZ LD D T2 Z LAVRSNTZ. ZhbDREERND,
CYP2C19 5 L UF CYP3A THEH S 2 BRI LA O & M) 2w & 5 i Ehig

DE®Z TR 5 ET, PUWIAHNREBYETHL LB LN
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&

A
BAF AL B DRRRRER I Z W T, PRI MBEFRENMEW EARMEZRET, &

TELLRWEHAZALCTLE 720, b MIUETIREO TRIKEZ M L35 Z &1%, IR
R A ZRED ORI ELEED D ETHOTHEETHD. I, FAlxEkLEZ R
M 201k @mmE Th D70, EELERBIZIBOCILERE O MEHRE TN EETH
5. b bMSEPRE 2 TS BRI, B LA OFWEIRE, b BN, ST,
R L OPRINC B 5 F 2 BT A —Z MR 2 0E N H HH, mlE TIEZ
NOEDNTA—=ZPET D, 207, EEnd ETREZ FRT 5720120%, ks
K DHE 2 BB ST A — 2 OEEZ IR Lo TRISKE L 20 2. FfiaZ A 7R
MR- 2 2B Y ARG ER 72 812 X B 1F CL TR, B RO X%
MW7z i B RERRERIC K0 b MIERIRE TR ZAT O 2, Sk g RE T AT S b
T OORERMEN D DH. —2iF, FFEViAZ CLIZKIZTMEOEEIZ SN TIEZh
FTICHEN 2L, TORELE THIT 5 L CHlnd o A2 F 72 IFEY JA B3 2 5
Mis BN B 273, Invitro JFE Y IALFEHIRICIB W T, @EEMER KOS E ARG RO
LEMIE, Hand KON ~DOBRAEFIC LD, FEOEIFEY AL HE Ol L Ot
MAEE AR EGLRMERNRETHL EVWIHMETH L. b 2L, Bt Mkl
NI X D2 AZBRP) RT A — 2 OB & S LT D NSOV CREMZR IR DM T 0
MTWRNTZ, invivo Il FENRERRERIC X 2 Sl A iR E T HI~OIE AN L v )
WETHD. £ TR T, (LB DOITIRY JATZ RIE TNl O R84 T+ 5 728
DI, @IFEE - EAKESREEWIT OV THEEOE W E MR A
IR LRI AN FTRE & 72 2 T8 in vitro JTER 0 IAZ TR 28T 2 2 L, F7o, Sl g
FIREFRIET VB E L COEMD =7 4 PLBLOE— 7V ROAFRMEEZRIET <<,
Il & Dl 2 RPN T A — 2 OEE ZfERT 25 2 L AR E LIREE21T -7,

FHIETIE, ®IFEME - SEAMGRIEEMORTE Y A ZHE23 /T RE & 72 2 L in vitro
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AR O A B LIRS 24T o 7o, @ OFFIY IAZFEMIC 30 T, AR BRI L
T MR & F W THE A ORI~ OB IALGHE & 332 28, @IREME - mE RS
FALE W TR LA g~ D R RAOWE 1T X0 ATEL Y 1A B E ORI A INE#ETH 5 .
£72, IF CL TPRIOTZOICI3HIRIIEE A SR 2 WET 2 HEND D0, HasFE~OWHE
RMEREOMBEIZLIVRAETERNWI ERH L. IHIT, BaBFE~OWHFIT IV FEMHIK
7 ) —(MEAPRENKE UK TT 5720, EMEARFEY AZE R H O 72 I KR EIT
17 ) —(RMEAEPIREORIE LB TH Y, FFEY IALIHEF L OISR (A5 G RE &
BOEARE IEELOFMEMLE LT 5720, A—T"y FBMEV. S EFEE L 72
R AING 2 O T2 PR D A B IS B WV T, (LA ORI E~DIEFRF RIS ZBE < 2
ENTE, BB O M FREITSEARSROEEMIZONTITIT L A ERDB 20
72, WENAETHY, LT TICEBME 2N S AL RAE TORFELY AL HE A
BHitsh 279, JIRMIEEARESREZRET 20ERRL, A=y FRENEEZ
DTz, & 2T R IREME (pH 7.4 12881 2 55 LogD i 0.071~3.5) T 99% LA LD @
EAMAERTHY, TRV IAZBESITEEOFEEBRETH DL LB LN TV L TTIRIES
M OIFEL Y IAFT DN THLIE B AR 2 W TRRAE L7 & 2 5, FRERRE T 2
W2 B AR R, BETAME O E LV Montelukast 33 O Telmisartan (25U C T CL &
FH CL ORI A B LTz, 202 & 25, i SREB TR 2 F 72T Y SA e AT X
ERENE - MEARSRMAMICBE L CHOEHMRETH Y, 1> TR O ET#
invitro JHFEL D IABFHIAR TH D EE X L. £ 2 C, mIEEH L&Y CE B S 299.97%
ULETHY, mOPCEEIC IV EAEReMETE T b CLTHIRNETH > BILE
M OWTLH BT 2 W2 IR ARGl 2 i L7, 2o B EEmITNT
N ANVRCBEAL, HIRVIALR T VAR =2 —OE Th VI IAZEEE D FE
KOBREIETH D RN EZ X ONTALEY TH 5. MIEEBITHIEZ V2R A

HEHMIZ X 0 invivo CL 2 PRl LIS 2 a2 /iEd 5720, v b, Ly hBIXUY LD
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13 36 K OWFMIAE 2 UV CHFER Y IAB Gl &2 1T o 72 & 2 A, Tl CL & F2ll CL 1T B 477244
FAtEZ R L7z, @R - SERAMEETHL IO DGOt ~ CL Tl 1T/
ORI SABFEINC £ 0 TS FIRE L 720, B MR MSEPIRE 2R & Hifs S
NolbEWa2BINT 2 2 L TE .

FENETIE, W= APFLBIOE—=7VRBE MIBITDAEBFHNT A—=ZITRIT
TR O B KB 2 03 E BN T DIz, Flink L OOV L0 X & A
TR EITo 7. BROYNLVEBLOA XOBEWNpH X, B b EFEERC, SIS EmOEZ
ARTEER S o7, b R ERRYMIEFOT VT I R VB XU X & HITNEIC
KOEB Lo, ol BBHEHEEAERE X N TEZ XL Y BT 523, Tkt b
LR ERITRO LR, A XTIEABZEITRVE OO EF LT 5 ATREMEN
AR ENTZ. B IO XOFYHEEOMEIZ LI TFIEL, b N EFERICRD b
odz. B TIEIMEIC LD BAKRGRMETT 505, PABIOA XL BITIEIZ &S
KABEOFERIKTIX o7, & M OIMEIC X 0 #n3 2EIERICOWTIE, ik
FOA X EBITHETIERW S OO M0 b, Pk XU XIZBNT
DNk & 2 AP B O T AT B3, Ml X 58/ B2 CL R FiE¥ s nT
DHBD BT, FTBWTEE CLOAERETARO LN, 1 XTEBWTIAE TR
BROLOOETFEME R L. LLEXD, LB IOY XiE, b MBI Ec X 58

BOAEFI T A =2 DR Z KRS D Z LARENTZD, T, Ty EEIC

il

FR O CEBEZRNFRBHEIC KT T MEOF R e N EFEBIL TR Y, b MR 5 3EyiEhRE
IZRIET M OB % TR 2 ECTHHARERIBMET L Th L ATRMERFE W EE X B
7-.

BINETIE, PLONHGEREIC KT T IO EL L0 FEMICH~. B MW TE
AL ORBUIT A GO E\ CYP3A, 2C19, 2C9 5 LU 2D6 (2 DWW CTHRIESY % v

BLOS XTEHIRNB L O A& G- L, Y1045 P40 ) Tl O Al s M2 M E 9Nt
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DR LTz, & b TRABIGE S 2 R ORI RO MREHI G-+ CYP3A T
S5 midazolam OV UZI T D ERIRNEL G-ReD CLIE, B b E[EERIC, AEICIET L7
bt R TCYP2D6 (T & v 3 & 115 metoprolol 1%, A Bl DRFHZ L - TH/LIZE W TIE CYP2D
WCINZAFBIC BV TR B EE IC CYPSA THR# SN D Z LB 62 L 720, midazolam [F]
B CYP3A TR DRI & 725 LB 2 b=, S5 DRIV A 7 7 Y — A& AW THEI L
7z metoprolol @ CLingvitro /L4 R & DA E 72 0B 47~ L72. midazolam @ CL 23 N2 X 0
BFLEZLLEDEBLET DL, b b LRIV CYP3A TREfS LD HE WD CLIT
BICE VKT T2 EE2 0N B MIB W T CYP2C19 DIEE TH %5 omeprazole d CL 1%
IR E 0 A EIZIE T 58, BT CYP2CL9 IHMEDFEIE T & % R-warfarin DOFRR
W GRFO CLIZAETIERWEDDIET L, #AKGRO Crax IATITIET L.
R-warfarin [FlI£EH /L CYP2C19 D HE TH 5 omeprazole 7 CLintvito [ XEE M & DA E 7210 FH BY
ERLIZZENB Y, CYP3A LIAEE, CYP2C19 TREI S 2o CL I /vizisv T
kBT e RSz, LLEXY, b R TEDRHA~OTFEENE CYPIA
5 L TN2C19 DS X H REHEE~DOREE THT 5 LT, YUHIAMTHD Z LS
Mmeiroic

Lk, KRB XY, SisEt - @EARSEEAMIC OV THEEICRBER & M
Y AZ CL Z THIC & 2 MG SR 0 AL TR 25T 5 2 & T, TRV IAARIZ

FAZT Nl OB A Tl 2720 OISR AL S 5 Z LN TE. E£, h=7 A4 YT
BT DMERZ L AR 2 AHPH) N T A =2 OEENE MIBITHENEHUT 52 &%
AL, @EnEMERRETHET LS E L TOERI=7 A FLOFREZH LT L
7o, A% %< OIALEMITHOWTRENME T L& HW = Eli R R E RN afRe L 72 D
ZOXoIT, EFELFFICHBW TR TEETH 2 Sl g REFRICE LT, Tl
FEEEM LI DR DRI 2 FIEB LA Z R L2 L s, RIFEORRITISHOE

ALPAFE DR IER LICRE < FET b D LB SN 5.
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ARSI ER 2SN SN T3S B RBITIER M IS CIE RS & N A
L EEWET NV ATER Lo mim a2 360 2 EWIANERE I BT 2ROk 2 £ &
WIEbDOTYT. MEKZIDICHIED, KmXoEdke LT, THEEBY F LIZBfER K
TR AR B KRB AEICE A THEHOBEZ R LET. KX oRIE L LT,
THAEN Y F LT ERR R R B A KO AL A R E R A
IR OB ZRLET.

R R MBI JEE R LR S AEITIE, BRSCERIC & 72 0 K Aa 2 K %

THREZWEES L LB, REROMEEHATWZEEE L. MATHEHOE L

RKLET.
SEbFgE AT ARSI, RRSUERRIC T2 0 A a7 &

s
E

EPIE SEPNE S 71
IIEHOBERLET. £, ZLOTHE L ZHhE R

—

WE L CREERVERE,
SRR WK TTALF SR AL L ki &

s
E

VIOV EEIE SE PN S BYL )
SRS SERHIE SYE IS SISt co SR Tei s i iact o W | RIEp =30 )i ) R At i 8

ABFHIAFFEIZ BV THRAGZ K2 5 THRBEZ WL E £ L7, #HATHEROEEZRLET.

WD 2 b A TS L30T, SRR LMHIE 2 THE £ U7o/Np 3RS TEK
Xtk CMC - ApEAES  @iF 1+, WF7ERAZEIREER RIS L, Y EREH L
WA Z LI LN BEHOEEZRLET. 2L T, HHOIEHTERRLIMWIRATHEE
£ U7/ NP TR A A R B REITJE RS B HICREHOBEZ R LET.
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