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7y —~ax kU7 A (pharmacometrics, PMx) &1E, HFH72 7 0 & WV CTEIE G O3y BhfE-
3E7)% (pharmacokinetics-pharmacodynamics, PK-PD) BE£% % & &AIZHEIRE & 5 WM XTI 2 HRlgrtgs L
WEMEEIR T dh 5, PMX SR 726 & U CTHE X 5 72 O 1, REEER SR B (population pharmacokinetic,
PPK) f##T. PK-PD fittr, 57V /& 2 = L—3 3 (modeling & simulation, M&S) . A akER >
I = b— 3 > (clinical trial simulation), &7 /WIZHS< A X 7 F VU A (model-based meta-analysis,
MBMA) 72 & DOF1E%Z G PRHGEHFRIZR T - 2Fl - TPHIS . PMX ONEICEE S5,

PMX (23T 5 FLy7e FikE & LT, REMBITEN T b b, REMMBTEORR & LT, BRRH
BB AR OT — 2 R LI R RETH D Z & FEHIECIRIE RS %7~ 5 AR 1

(L&) ZREWRETHDL Z N TEIZHTON, ZLOMANGELND Z RIS D, PMxITE
(CEFRMBEAEOBRG THREL TE ), WETIIEROBL TOERT = X—2D7 =22 Ex2
TEEGOBEMLHEZ BIET PMx ZER SN TETWD, ARSTIE 77y —~a X R 7 22N
TeEFESEDE EE AT o098 L, FHELET —ZIC LT PMx 232 2 & CEIEMS
OEBE EAE BT 2 1F M a4t L 9 202 oW Ciltam & B L 7=,

5 1 3T 1 BUHE R (type 1 diabetes mellitus, TADM) & 123651 5 ¥ 3% 2 O PPK Mt 21T - 7=,
VAX L PBEX X7 (P-glycoprotein, P-gp) DIETHDH Z ENHHINTWND2Y, TIDM A
VAU N L 5T P-gp ORBENEET L Z ESMIESCEY LV THAE SN TERY YY) TIDM BF
[ZBWT S P-gp ELEDEENIN LD ¥ A% OFMBIREN T 5 R 2 R~ L T\ 5, £ ZTE
FHEPEICERT L7 TDM 7 — 2 (ZxF LT PPKEAT 24TV TIDM A A U N2 K5 ¥ F % 2 v 3il)
RE~ DR T L 72,

52 B CIESCERE Vi L7277 — 212 LT MBMA Z1T\, A A7 T Y — L O IRy ENE % R
Al L7z, AT T —mE 7 e bR 7 HESE (proton pump inhibitor, PPI) (234 S D AL R
BIREIETH Y | AAENRZ N ENMHN TN D 39, ZOMEAZEICIZE2HEERE THDH CYP2CL9
DEAGFZHNELGT 52 L BMONTWDR, EOMOREFIZOWNTITEHRE DRV, D7D,
MBMA ZHWTH AT T —/VOEYEEETT VERE L, 4 AT 7Y — L o3EyshiEs L OZ OfF
ANZEITBT 2 R 12OV CERMICHHE L7,
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1. 1 BUBERIGEBA BT 5 Y I v v ORHENISRBhEhREfRAT

WHRESE AR T IIFFEIC Ty I X 04251, TDM % %Efii L 7= TIDM £33 L U'DM LSt o
BHEZFFD (non-DM) BEEZXIRLE L, BT —FX—ALV L haxAXT T 0 TIERIE LT,
BERMET—42 (overall), TIDM BHEDHDT —% (TIDM #f), IE DM BE DA DT —4 (non-DM
BE) O30T ey Tx v M PRE T — ZI1Z% L PPKAENT 24T\, 3% o o Ol R E 2 R85
DETNEWE L, £, VX OEYBRBICEELY 5 2 5 LERFICOWTHIBIT 217> 7,




2. Model-based meta-analysis Z VN2 A A 77 ) — /L Q3K B RE(H A\ 22 E R BF 4 5 bF 5%

SCHRT — & ~X— & L b Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) 7
HOZ7m—F ¥ — MR- T, AT 7Y =V ZHMTHREINERBN A AT T —
VORI HRE T — # B X OWRE T ot Uz, fitl L7277 — 2ot U Ti#r 211V, A7
V= VOB A KRBT DT VEAMEE LT, BT VA ORI R C MR R S L, A
AT T =)V ORI E L 52 DR & U CIREERRR AT 71,
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1. 1 FUBERIGEBH BT 5 Y I v v ORHENISRh B RE AR AT

HARNESE 57 4 (TIDM B 15 4 FEDM B 142 44) b ¥V I X 2 IR E T — & 236 4L (T1IDM
B 120 AL, FEDM EE 116 ) FNE L, YIAF T oEYEIREIT 1 RIRIGERE &2 5o 1-2 >
N— M A hETFTATCRB SN (Fig. 1), WEBRBEOME., overall |IZ31F Hf#ENT TlL TIDM O f
A A AR ERITIER L L TR SN2 - 72, TIDM BB T BT © b RIS ZE B3
E7ehoTz, non-DM BEIZE T DN CIEIEHREDIEIE Ch 5 eGFR AR L L TR SN, %
T—HXIZBIT D PPK T ORERG DN REMBRE ST A —2 %7 — NA N7 v T ORER L GbET
Table 1 IZ"d, W s+ 720888 THEEDT 2 72,

F*Dose
s Fig. 1 Structural model used to describe digoxin
pharmacokinetic profile. F, absolute bioavailability; V, volume
Depot E’ of distribution; CL, clearance; ka, absolute rate constant.
|«

Table 1 Parameter estimates from the final model and 1000 bootstrap validation.

Overall (n =57) T1DM patients (n = 15) Non-DM patients (n = 42)
Parameter Estimate Estimate Bootstrap median Estimate Bootstrap median
(RSE, %) (RSE, %) (95% CI) (RSE, %) (95% CI)
Fixed effect
ka (/h) 0.47 Fixed 0.47 Fixed 0.47 Fixed
CL/F (L/h) 5.12 (6.7) 4.76 (11.7) 4.76 (3.73-5.91) 5.47 (6.4) 5.46 (4.82-6.22)
VIF (L) 7.5/kg Fixed 7.5/kg Fixed 7.5/kg Fixed
Power of eGFR on CL/F - - 0.370 (17.7) 0.362 (0.229-0.513)
Inter-individual variability
CL/F (CV, %) 47.7 (12.6) 42.8 (25.2) 40.8 (18.6-60.0) 37.5(11.7) 36.0 (22.5-44.8)

Residual variability

Proportional error (%) 33.0(8.6) 38.2(10.8) 38.4 (30.5-47.8) 24.9 (7.7) 24.9 (20.6-28.9)




2. Model-based meta-analysis & i\ 724 X 7' 7 V' — )L DY EhRE(E A\ = KIZBH 3 S A58
HRRELVE A 72 95 102 &AB |
F*Dose Dose

DG L 720 . 3460 FlowkERE  (PO) (v)
MB 2123 5 DF AT 5 ) — L s s

BiffRET — 2 B G5 T

Peripheral
(% 11 45 5. 3150 il 7 5> 2380 42, Depot ] =~ (Vp)
RN 5301 Il 7 5 343 ) o
ARGETCIEF N 23t & L l oL

BRSO AE O

PR3 FE PR S LR o T2 T2 0. Fig._ 2 Structural model_use_zd_ to describe omepraque _pharmacokinetic
N profile. F, absolute bioavailability; V¢, volume of distribution of the central
B RECITHEREI XA BARITIC  compartment; Vp, volume of distribution of the peripheral compartment:;

VR 2R iﬂfmb) ~7-. # 27  CL clearance; Q, inter-compartmental clearance; ka, absolute rate constant;
_ PO, oral administration; IV, intravenous administration.
7Y =L OIM R REHERSIT 1 K

WGEFEZ D 2-a 2/ 8— h A v METIVTRI SN (Fig 2), HEBEROKER, AAT7V—1
7 )7 Z A CLIZ poor metabolizer DE|G L7 U7 NOEIG N, o /3— KA FDOSAEFE Ve
2T T NOENE D MRS A AT XA Z ¥V T ¢ FIZ poor metabolizer B L OBFOFENZNZEN
MAAENT, T A —ZHEEfE A Table 2 12T,

Table 2 Estimated population pharmacokinetic parameters of final model.

Parameter Mean RSE (%0)
Fixed effect

CL (L/n) 15.1 9.3

Ve (L) 19.2 6.1

Vp (L) 19.7 317
Q (L/h) 0.724 19.5

Ka (/h) 0.904 8.7

F (%) 48.1 38

Effect of meal for F (logit) -0.959 28.1
Exponential of Asian for CL -0.649 16.0
Exponential of Asian for V¢ -0.424 19.2
Exponential of PM for CL -0.766 10.0
Effect of PM for F (logit) 1.97 15.3

Inter-study variability

ISV CL (CV, %) 48.3 9.8

ISV V¢ (CV, %) 26.8 14.8

ISV Q (CV, %) 101.5 14.6

ISV ka (CV, %) 72.2 15.4

Inter-arm variability
IAV CL (CV, %) 85.6 11.6
IAV F (CV, %) 199 10.5
Residual variability

early proportional error (%) 212 6.3
later proportional error (%) 92.2 8.6

later additive error (ng/mL) 6.55 48.4
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1. 1 BUBERFEBE BT 5 I % v ORENISENREARAT

TDM 7 — X Z%f L C PPK M 21T 5 Z & T, TIDM BFHF B LN non-DM BFICBIFH YV IF v 3K
WENRER 1-a > /N— M AV NET NV TREITHZ LN T, TIDM BFIZBIT 5 V3% v ik
BT 25T <, FloRETH D, TIDMOFES A R Y V&l ﬁakbfﬁﬁ@in
T INODRFIZT XTI VT TR E B I hvoTm, T, A A L OEEC

TA VAV U RZIREDFERE SN0 B2 BN 5, ARRiTHIH wtm¢%gf~&i%77@_
ELTEY, KVEENMFRET e 7 A LE55Z EI2X 5> TTIDM & non-DM O ¥ % 3 3k
BREDENE RHT Z LN TE A EMIISH D EEZ D,
2. Model-based meta-analysis & /=4 X 77 ' — )L O 3 EhRE(E A\ ZE K2 BE9- D 9L

T—HR—=REE LT RT — 2 2T, AT 7Y — v ERNOEEH D W0IEFIRNE G- Sz
BDF AT T = NVOEYENER 2-2 L N— " AU NETLVEHWTERRTE L, BFICL>-THAY
T =NV OWINIME T L, AAT T Y —VOREENMET T o0 iettnmgshic, 797 Nee<l &
FRWVENICBWTEIT 7 AOZRDOEM & T CL A 2 5, Ve B 15 fEE o7, ZDi=®
T T NeGUEHITIIA AT T — /VOIERPIE 72 % rIREMENN /R S 7z, poor metabolizer DFEIHA
DHNINT 5 E CLBMET L, FAHKRTHH, ZHEIFEICK T 24277 — L oRENET L, i
BIZ 31T D HIEHEIEGR DT T 272072 B2 Hivd, MBMA W5 Z & THIOERSRITR LT
LB RED E BRI Z TS Z LN TX DA EEENRBR SN2 L O ARFIAER CTho T2
EBZD,

AR TITER LT —FITx LT PMx 2170, EIEG OB B4 EJRAICFHET 52 & T, &
MO EMRAICETO2HERERILL I D bDEEZIOND, 4%, PIXR I HITHER L, IREOED
M EICEBT 2 2 &2 5L L bIC, ARICEDRENRZO a5 Z L ZFE 5,
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