ADME  : Absorption, Distribution, Metabolism and Excretion

AFE : average-fold error

AUC : the area under the concentration-time curve

BA : bioavailability

BCRP : breast cancer resistance protein

BCS : Biopharmaceutics Classification System

BSA : body surface area

CL : clearance

Cvy : concentration of the drug in the vehicle

CYP : cytochrome P450

Dq : diffusivity of the drug within the skin

EMA : the European Medicines Agency

F : fraction dose percutaneous absorbed

F. : a fraction dose absorbed from the gastrointestinal tract
FDA : the U.S. Food and Drug Administration

fe : the urinary excretion ratios

F, : intestinal availability (a fraction not metabolized in the gut wall)
Fn : hepatic availability (a fraction not metabolized in the liver)
fup : unbound fraction in plasma

fut : unbound fraction in tissues

GER : gastric emptying rate

GI : gastrointestinal

GITT : gastrointestinal transit time

Jss : the steadystate flux

Ksv : the partition coefficient of the drug between the skin and the vehicle
L, : the skin thickness

MAT : mean absorption time

MLP : maximum lifespan potential

MRP2 : Multi-drug resistance protein 2

MRT : mean residence time

NSAIDs : Non-Steroidal Anti-Inflammatory Drugs

OATP : organic anion transporting polypeptide

OECD : the Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development

PB-PK  : physiologically-based pharmacokinetic



P-gp : P-glycoprotein

Qn : the hepatic blood flow

Rp : blood-to-plasma concentration ratio
ROE : the rule of exponent

UGT : UDP-glucuronosyltransferase

\ : steady-state volume of distribution

WHO : the World Health Organization
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FRERSOBITE TIlE, T FERENIIE L LTS, Wik, SEEhhE, Zathe EI2BT 5 invitro
Ay ) == TEHbE S L, B ER LA OB & BEE T, In vitro BifEA 7 U —=2 7 T,
FeH % OB ORNENREZ WL « 7947 « G - PRl (ADME) Ofife TZ Db AR & 72D
A D/RTA—=2 (R T A—2) 1ZHEIL, invitro IZBWTERENOFERAZBET 5 2
& LAY DEENE, BEFEPE O e S 2l 5, ARZ V—=0 7 OHANCEY | 3K
YIENRE DB TS BAFE 23 UKl 2 B ITB S VT D, LA LRA B BAF/R invitro BIfE
TuT7 7 ANEATEEMICEN TS, RREWE 2 T invivo 3R T4 70 i -PIREE 0315
SRV E VSRS < BR S, invitro A7 Y —=2 7 DR TR COREEffRT 25 Z &
FEEL VOB TH D,

Z DT, BEERIEITIS T D EEMBATE O FHIBRE Tl inviro TO—IKRAZ V) —=7IZBW0
TRV, BET T 7 A VERT DIEEMDE SNk, kA7 ) —=7L LT, T
> BEONRIEN), RO TA XEO R G LTZBROERNEIREN TH S D, ZORE, invivo
TORNBIREDS invitro 705 D FAITILANKRE S R -T2 B BT, TOHEREZWALMITDHE LS
2, & MIBT D IMFIREHERS 2 IEMICTIT 272D OFEOHENR RO b, HlziE, FEmIC
Lo TITESREY & b FOFEMABERICRE AN BE SN TEY(1]. 29 LIcELZE L
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Food and Drug Administration (FDA) <° the European Medicines Agency (EMA) 235\ CAGRHIGHE
B LTI ANRLNTWD, LLehb, =722V oRNEERERITIZE A EFE
fisnTE 5T, BEEFEICET2HE RT —Z13O TZ LVWORBURTH 2,
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F1ETIE, TREMEZRARE L, RARNORE L HEZ I =72 TiHiiL, & h X3z
BEE L T U AKRYT v RIS 52 LT =7 X ORI ORI HERHmIZ 35 DA T
[ZOWTHRT L7z, %2 BT, filEM 2 # RN G- L T2 U7 7 X (clearance, CL) K& UMy A
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PRI 23 AT L. S SNTZBRRR T — % I~ U AR T v b e L7z, B2, I=7%
&b MXIT~ U 2O BE 2 FIVN T2 in vitro BB E TR A i L, FONI =7 X D in
vivo X W invitro 7— 4 % VT, FHIZED O b MIBIT 2RI E THIL, I =7 & ORI
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HRRE L L THRBEDa LT IAT UV RATIRIFTH D, ZDOT-DEHMBAFOH —EIRE LT
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Tet%, NEE HEFE TR S L 1HLE BRI 2 %0 L CIIN A~ IV IAE N D, £D%, 1M
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%2 < OFEANTHK L TELL BAMENWZ ERHMEEINTHD[7], iz, BN pHIS,9,10]. HNAEHE
HHEE  (gastric emptying rate, GER) & ONH{LE (gastrointestinal, GI) JEEH[11, 12,13, 14, 15]IZB L T
LREZENHDH Z EBNWESNTEY, EREE b F O TRy O NWRILASERE L2 s R 25
T T ERIIZEICDTZ 5
V?X&U7yki\%@&@%ﬁﬁ%f&<%w%hfwétw\@%%%%@@%&%Tm
H—EICERA SN TV DLEREM CTH D, LoD > T~V AKDT v b Ttk 2B invivo
BIRERHEICRET 2 RT — 4 BEE SN TRBY . ZhbOTF =X 3R ORI OHEE I A A7 Bl &
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AETIE, Eor MIBT 5 ARNEREL THIT 5 LT, I=720EREHME L TOHH
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the first-pass effect in intestine and liver after oral administration with

drug.

1.1 =8 BA (extent of bioavailability) [ZB§9 % 5Ll
1.1.1 BETREMZAVZBA (Fa-Fy-Fu) OFEHT

B heI=T7XICBIT5D BA A HFHET 2720, R 28BREEZ AT 5 17 FEOET VY
(acetaminophen, amitriptyline, antipyrine, atenolol, felodipine, fexofenadine, furosemide, midazolam,
nicardipine, nifedipine, pitavastatin, pravastatin, propranolol, raloxifene, sulfasalazine, timolol X U} verapamil)
T X =T ZITHIRNE S R OREOEG L, BA ZHIE&, & FO BA (B9 5 3CHRIE R & FLEGEAf
Lz, F7o, WBRZEWE LT U ZAKT v M TH RIS Lk L7z,

17 TR D £ 7 VI DS OF BT~ D F5-8IZBI L T Table 1 12/ L7z,



Table 1. Physicochemical profiles and elimination pathways of tested drugs in mice, rats, minipigs and humans.

Dose Aqueous Dose number of
Ionization BCS
Drugs Mice, rats Elimination pathway Solubility”
Humans property class® Human® Animals¢
and minipigs (mg/mL)
Acetaminophen 5 mg/kg 20 mg/kg UGT, Sulfate conjugation, CYP2E Base I 15.3 <1 <1
Amitriptyline 3 mg/kg 1.2 mg/kg CYP2D Base | > 50 <1 <1
Antipyrine 1 mg/kg 10 mg/kg CYP Neutral I 51.9 <1 <1
Atenolol 1 mg/kg 100 mg urinary excretion Base I 20 <1 <1
Felodipine 1 mg/kg 27.5 mg CYP3A Neutral II 0.00058 190 345
Fexofenadine 1 mg/kg 120 mg P-gp, OATP1B3 Zwitterion I 1.43 <1 <1
Furosemide 0.5 mg/kg 40 mg urinary excretion by OATs Acid v 0.049 33 2.0
Midazolam 0.5 mg/kg 10 mg CYP3A Neutral I 0.0769 <1 1.3
Nicardipine 0.5 mg/kg 30 mg CYP3A Base III 6 <1 <1
Nifedipine 0.5 mg/kg 0.27 mg/kg CYP3A Neutral I 0.01 6.5 10.0
Pitavastatin 1 mg/kg 2 mg P-gp, MRP2, BCRP Acid I 0.1-1 <1 0.2-2.0
Pravastatin 1 mg/kg 19.2 mg MRP2 Acid I > 100 <1 <1
Propranolol 1 mg/kg 80 mg CYP2D, 1A, UGT Base I 33-100 <1 <1
Raloxifene 5 mg/kg 60 mg UGT Base III 0.392 <1 2.6
Sulfasalazine 1 mg/kg 2-3g intestinal flora Zwitterion v 0.016 750 12.5
Timolol 3 mg/kg 0.4 mg/kg CYP2D Base I 83.3 <1 <1
Verapamil 1 mg/kg 80 mg CYP3A, P-gp Base I 28.6 <1 <1




a; the Biopharmaceutics Classification System (BCS)
b; Data of solubility in water are cited from the each drug interview forms.
¢; Dose number (Do) = Dose / V / Cs, C; is solubility in water. V is oral dose volume at 250 mL.
d; Dose number (Do) = Dose / V / C;, Cs is solubility in water. V is oral dose volume as 5 mL/kg.
J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Table 1

Amidon &%, FEMOEMREME & IFEME 2 5, ¥ A 4 S0 7 T Z|Z57%H L 72 Biopharmaceutics
Classification System (BCS) Z#2"E L. WD in vivo |\Z331TF 2 LA WU B3 2 BHsAHT 247 -
72[16], SRR3R E 1372 205, A BRI OB TR U 72 31213, TGN & OV Ds RAF72
BCS 7 7 A LIZR&YS T 2573 8 F, BZIEMEIT BAFIZDVAMRIEAMEV Y BCS 7 7 X NIZRE4S T 5
My 2 Fl, BEEERMEI RO AREMEIX B AR 72 BCS 7 7 A MLIZEEY T 523703 5 fl, i &
OVESREDMEN BCS 7 7 A IV IZES T 2R 2 G EN T\ 5, £z, FH3E®mO e MiklT
5 ERERRRITZNZE . (1) cytochrome P450 (CYP) %41 L7-ft#f (antipyrine, amitriptyline,
felodipine, midazolam, nicardipine, nifedipine, propranolol, timolol X U} verapamil) . (2) non-CYP
X34} (acetaminophen /&% OF raloxifene) . (3) k7 > AR —% — %/ L7242k (fexofenadine, pitavastatin,
pravastatin } O sulfasalazine) . (4) BHEM (atenolol & OF furosemide) TV WULHE K OMARNELRE
FPED R D b D& @IR LT,

BA [IHEREN) 2§ G- R O A 45 L. S METREHER O 617237 X —2 2 v
Teq DX > THHEENS,
AUC, - Dose;y
AUC;y - Dosep,,

Z 2T, AUG, 1Ff% A 5-RF oD i vy B — IFfE] gt T i fs, AUCK 1 3FRARPY$ G570 4 i
J — s R R TRIFE . Dosepo (38 A ¢ G-p D $¢ 54, Dosey [3FHIRIN I G- D #5827~ 4,

F72. BAIX, Fa. Fo MOVFOFEE LT, eq. QT Lo TESNLD,

BA = eq.(1)

BA =F, Fy"Fy eq.(2)
HIZ, Fy X OVF, - Fy 1L Rowland OFEG[17IZHEV eq. B)~(6)IZ L » THII S5,

_
CLy = R eq.(3)
B

CLp=CL,-(1-f.)  eq.(4)

Fp =1 o (5)
=1-— eq.
h n q
BA
Fa . Fg = F_h eq. (6)



Z 2T, CLy XMz A L= 7 VT 7 A CL, (XM a B L2 g s VT T VA&,
Rp (ZMEMHERFE L, CLy 3T U7 T o A f 3R PR, QuidF iR 274, 2k, Quid
ZTNENCEMEZSIH L, ~ 7 AD Quik 90 mL/min/kg [18], 7 v b ® Qu (% 55.2 mL/min/kg [18], 2
=7 XD QulE 27.9 mL/min/kg [19], & N ® QniL 20.7 mL/min/kg [18]1& L7z, F7=, £IZBIL TiE
=78, RUAKOTy FEBICE PO LRBETHD LEL, b MTE f%)jifﬁﬁ‘fﬁili TS
ELUTDOLDITHE Lo, TNEND f. IE acetaminophen % 0% [20], antipyrine % 5% [21], atenolol
% 94% [20], fexofenadine % 11% [22]. furosemide % 65% [20]., pravastatin % 8% [23], propranolol %
0% [20], sulfasalazine % 5% [24], timolol % 17.4% [25]}% O} verapamil % 1% [26] L &% E L7z, F£7-.
amitriptyline [27]. felodipine [28]. midazolam [29]. nicardipine [30]. nifedipine [drug information],
pitavastatin [31] % U raloxifene [32[IZBI L CTix, B FTO £ 23 0.5%LL F & DHFETH 72720, 0% &
LT -7z,

Acetaminophen [33], amitriptyline [34]. antipyrine [35]. atenolol [36]. felodipine [37]. fexofenadine [38].
furosemide [39]. midazolam and propranolol [7]. nicardipine [40]. nifedipine and timolol [41], pitavastatin
[42]. pravastatin [43], raloxifene [44], sulfasalazine [24]} (" verapamil [45]IZB3" % & k O#E ORI D
FERAZOWTIE, ZTNENE W I LT,

Figure 2, Figure 3, Figure 4 XU\ Table 2 |2, &ET NVHEMZERNK G L O OBE LDt
FNEI=TH%, v TAKRT v MIBIT S BA, Fa KO'F,-F, 277 L7, LLTIZ, KETLEYORE
RICHE L T O EmiLd %,

Acetaminophen :
Acetaminophen [FJEZE MR OVSIEMEDRS BAFCTH Y . & MIEBIT D BA IE 88% & OME[33]113H

. & N TOROVINMNBIF23EMTH D, I =7#IZB L TlE, Henze ©HIZ X - T acetaminophen
DI=TZIZHBTH BA T 86.4% & DHE[46]13H Y | AEIG LI I =7 ZIZH1T % BA (76.4%)
I% Henze & O & EBEIX 72 >7-, 7 v MIBIL TH, Belanger (2 X - T acetaminophen @ 7
MZFBT D BA X 56%, MHIHFRIZ41%T 7205 Fuld 59% & OWELTINH Y . SEIGHLNTZT ¥

ZBIF5 BA (42.6%) K O'F, (50.4%) 1% Belanger & D#iit & TelfEiZ 727 - 72, A EIOFHMTIX
acetaminophen DA EWFEIZI51T 5 BA, Fy KU Fa-Fe i3k b EHIG L I =7 % TIIMAFRBRE TH
SN, vUAKRDOT v FTIHENKETH -T2,

Amitriptyline :

Amitriptyline |\ BB M & OVEfRM: 2 7~ L[4T7], EMGHEESR TH 5 CYP2D 12 K 0 I
SNDEEMFEY TH S, 7 > MBI LTI, Bae 512 X T amitriptyline ® 7 v MIEIT 25 BA X
6.3% & DWEM4ND BV | AEIFHNTZT v MTEIT D BA (44%) 13 Bae O & TefiL 20
7o 723, Bae Bl amitriptyline © 7 v MIII1T 21HLAE TORELEENRDIK 9% TH D Z & bk
491 LTV D, AEIOFHE TIEFHE L Fo 23 0% CThHh o722 &0 F-F, 2R IET25 2 L1k
T&RRroTe, AEIOETIE amitriptyline DA EFEIZISIT 5 BA XL b (47.7%) SHHGL I =



TH (19%) . ~ T A (1.6%) KT >~ (44%) WTFHHIKLS, TOFERER E LTF,-Fy 283
=7% (181%) . ¥~V A (25%) . vk (NC, £19%[49) Tk k (100%) V% L&A -7
ICHRT 5 LB 2 b,

Antipyrine :

Antipyrine (FEZEENE K OVSIRIERS RAFCTH Y . & MZBIT D BA X 97% L OWE[BS13HY . &
N CORORINN BRI THDH, ~TAKDT v MBI L TIE, Liu 54O Matsuda 512 8L -
C antipyrine D~ 7 A K NT v MIEIT D BA 1E 97% M O 89% & DIIE[50, 5112350 . S EIEHN
Tow U AKRONT v MZEITS BA (720%% N 74.6%) 1 Liu 5 & O Matsuda 5 D5 & Fig i e
X7 o7z, AEIOFHE Tl antipyrine O BIWFEIZISIT 5 BA, Fo KOVF, - Feldb F &R L I =
TH, vUAKNT v NTRBETH T,

Atenolol :

Atenolol ITEfRMEIZRAFCH 25, BOFEEMEILO0MEN BCS 7 7 A TTHZE% 4 72 BRI o 3E
WThHDH, T MIELTIE, Chiou 52X o T atenolol DT v MIIITF B F i 48~50% & D&
[SIR&HY ., AEfELNTET v MZEBIT D Fa-Fy (51.6%) (% Chiou b O & elEiX 720> 7=, 4]
O T atenolol (X BEHEIIL CAHAHNIZ T #7200, FEIMFICE T 5 R\ b mEEZ R
L7, ¥F72BAKOF,-Fldb FEHLI =74 ~UAKNT v N CRIERE TH-T-,

Felodipine :

Felodipine [Z¥fEMEITR DS BEZIEMEIZ RAF72 BCS 7 7 A M ITHFHS 4L, CYP3A AEIT#%Y
TLHHYTH D, 7~ MBI LTI, Bidrnhielm 52 XL > T felodipine @7 > MIII1T 5 BA 1% 20%
LOWE2BH Y, AERGHLNET v MIBIT D BA (5.1%) X Bidmhielm HOFER & 2204 L
Too TOEMETUREERNE LT, RAKRGIZEL TEEIOFETIEL 1 mgkg THRE L7cDITR L
C, Bédmhielm (% 5umol/kg (1.9 pgkg) TOEETHY | IWHREICER LI-bDEE X b,
72¥, Wang H1, [PHlfelodipine Z HWofMFHI LV, 7 v MIEIT 5 felodipine D F, - Fy 1% 0.09 7>
5 015 THDHIEERESIILTWDAR, SEIOFHETIXFHE L F 23 0%fHETho72Z L0 b
Fo Fy #HHT 52 L3 TE e oz, AEIOFHE T felodipine D& EMEIZISIT 5 BA IdE b

(16%) LWL I=T7% (24%) . v~V A (56%) K7 b (5.1%) WINHIKS, 20FExk
FRELTCFR -F,NI=7% (7.1%) . ¥~V A (63%) . 7 5 (NC, 9~15%[53]) Tt k (100%)
EVELED -T2 EITHRT D B2 bivle, 7272 L, B0V T, B hOITHEE[37]
ORI U7z By ldhimed TIRUVME & 72 0 | Fy- Fy I3RERAVNCER | 100% & RS-, & T
FUF % Fy- Fy OFERUEZ KL L TV L ENIRHTH o7,



Fexofenadine :

Fexofenadine |XIAfFMEIZRIFTH 253, BOEEMEIFIKVY BCS 7 7 X ML IZFA S AL, P-gp D K
T UAR—=LZ —HEITZAST M TH D, v U AKDNT » MBI L TIE, Tahara &2 Of Qiang 5
& o T fexofenadine D~ 7 A K TNT » MIEITH BA 11 2.38% K% VN 4.6% & DHAE[54, 5510380 |
B LN~ T AROT v MTBT 5D BA (09%M 8 1.0%) 1% Tahara &% O Qiang & DA & L)
TEBED 72 <. WTFNBIK BA Tholz, AHEIOFHMETIE fexofenadine DFEFEICISIT D BA 13t
b (30%) LHLI=7% (58%) . v~V A (09%) KO'Z v (1.0%) WIhbiEk<, £DE
BRERELTCR-F,R3I=7% (15%) . ~7A (10%) . 7 b 23%) Tt b+ (394%) L%
L EP o2 EiCHRT D B2 b,

Furosemide :

Furosemide |FMZE M & OVAFEMERCMK S BCS 7 7 A IV ICE S L, EICBHEIE S5 3y
Tdhb, 7 v ML TIE Kim 512X - T furosemide 7 v MMZEIT 5 BA 1% 28.9% & DHIE[56]
WdY ., SEELNTZT > MZBT D BA (149%) 1% Kim 5 OFEFR L 00ENE U722 Kim 51
SERVAME LT B G TR OB G2 L= 7o LB 2 bivl, A B0 T furosemide 04 Eh#)
FECHRIT D BAITE b (71%) LHBL I =74 (56.6%) MO~D X (58.9%) TIIHHIFERE
Tholem, 7y b (149%) TIHELS, ZOFERERELTER-F,237 v b (157%) TE»-72

WCHRT D &2 b,

Midazolam :
Midazolam |ZMEZEMED BT 72, CYP3A FEIZHYT LW ThH L, I=74%, ~UAKDT v
MZBI LTI, Lignet &, Kuze &% O Nishimura 512 & 5 T midazolam DI =7 %, ¥~ 7 AKDT
v MZEIT D BA X 12.0%, 23% % 1.1% & OME[5T, 58, 391713&H D . AEGLNEI=T7%, «
AL T v MZEIT D BA (8.7%., 1.2%K 1N 2.7%) (THEHORER & BT L2 0v o 72, 4]
DOFHClE midazolam OEEFEIZIS1T 5 BA 1Tt b (44%) Ll I=7% (87%) . v~ A
(12%) BOF > b 27%) WTFRHIELS . ZOERERE LTFR-FRI=7% (169%) . ~ 7
A (23%) . 7wk (60%) Tt R (65.6%) LYEHELIEN-7=Z LICHkTDEEZLNE,

Nicardipine :

Nicardipine (ZFRMEITELER) RAF Tl 575, BOZaMEITARV BCS 7 7 A 23S, CYP3A
HEICEYTHEY THD, 7 v MTEILTIX, Choi 512X > T nicardipine ® 7 v MIEIT 5 BA
13 11.0% & D601 H Y | ST BT v MIBT D BA (<0.1%) 1 Choi HOFER L 0 AKAH
Tholo, 7B, 7 v MIFIRNZEG%D CL, 1T Choi HOFER (59.4 mL/minkg) &4 EIDFES

(45.2 mL/min/kg) (ZTRBEIE72 < . FFREHITED -T2, 20720, 7 v RO Rl 0%fHi L #E S
Fo-Fo 2595 Z LI3TE R0 o728, CYP3A FEE TH 5 felodipine <° midazolam & [FFEIC F, - Fy
TZARWATREMEDN S 2 Hiviz, A EIOFHE Tl nicardipine DA EWFEICIS 1T 5 BA X b (7%) &b
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WLI=T% (08%) . ¥V A (K0.1%) KOT v b (<01%) WTILbIES, TOFERER L L
TFRFRI=7% (17%) . ¥~V A (=0%) . 7> (NC) Tt I (16.1%) £V3FELIKr-
22 EICHRT D LB A B,

Nifedipine :

Nifedipine /ZVAMRMEIIARAS, BOFEIRMEIX R 4772 BCS 7 7 A I IZHFEE L, CYP3A FEEIZH%Y
THHEMTHD, 7 MBI L TIL, Choi 51T & - T nifedipine D7 >~ MIF51F 5 BA 1L 158% & D
WEONBH Y, SESELNT-T v MBI S BA (37.8%) 1X Choi HOFER EENAE LT, ZD%E
WAEUTZERE LCX, ROBEIZE L TABRIOFETIE 0.5 mgkg THEE L7=0lZxf LT, Choi
51 10 mgkg TOHFRETHY | WHREICERK LZb 0L E 2 bz, A RIOFHE Tl nifedipine ¢
FTEWFEICISIT S BAITE F(41.2%) LHHEL T v |k (37.8%) TIXFAF TH o728, I =7 % (14.0%)
IO~ (117%) 1 HME»-7z, /o, Foldb b (464%) LHEELI=7% (7188%) . ¥V A

(89.3%) K7 v b (82.8%) TIXHHELINE D 2723 Fa - Fe TIEI =7 % (17.8%) .~ 7 A (13.1%) |
7w b (457%) Tk L (88.8%) XVIKEAEZRLT

Pitavastatin :

Pitavastatin |XOFE MDY B4F T, P-gp. MRP2 XU BCRP &\ o7z b T U AR —H4 —DFEIT#
VDM TH D, ~ 7 AR LTI, Karibe 512 X - T pitavastatin O~ 7 A 2315 % BA 1£ 9.29%
EOWEOD DY . AEFFLNI~ U AIZEIT S BA (3.7%) 13 Karibe b Ok R & HLl A TS
72 <k BA Th o7z, SEIOFHIITIX pitavastatin DFEIFEICIS 1T D BA 1T b (53%) LIl
=74 (B33%) . vV A 37%) KOT vk (229%) WITNHIEL . TOERERE LTF,-F,
MI=T7% (11%) . ~TA (43%) . 7k (339%) Tt bk (957%) LVFELIME»ro722 &
WCHRT 2 L Z A b,

Pravastatin :

WIRYEILRAFCH D0, BOBEEMIFIRV BCS 7 7 A MLICHFAI AL, MRP2 O kT AR—4 —
DOIEZFIHET2HMTH D, v~ AKDT v MBI L TIE, Higgins 5 & O Koitabashi 512k~ T
pravastatin D~ 7 A KT v MIEBIT 5 BA 1T 02% K% < 0.1% & OHE[63, 6411350 . AEIFEFS
N~ ARONT v MBI 5 BA (1.6%&% N 1.2%) 1ZEEHROMER & il /s < K BA TH
272, A EIOFHM Tl pravastatin O &EBHFEIZIS1T 5 BA 1T F(19.1%) L L I =7 % (1.5%) .
~U A (1.6%) KUO7 > (12%) WIFRLBREZR LIz, B, B PRI =7 X285 5 CLy
X Qu 720 Fy i 0% &GRS =729, Fa-Fg FRHTZ LI TE R, B,
Singhvi 51X, ["C]pravastatin Z W2 fEHZ L V. B MZIEIT S pravastatin D F, - F 13559 34% T H
HZEEREMIILTRBY, EhEV~T R 20%) . T7v b (20%) 1HEETHST,
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Propranolol] :

Propranolol |FMEZEME K ONEMEMEN BIFCTH Y | UG OEY TH 5, 7> ML T
Vercruysse 512 & T propranolol D Z > MIFIT % BA ITHKI 5% & DEE[65]238 D | AE?%E%?L
7w MZEITSH BA (1.8%) I Vercruysse O DfESR & HEAIARHEEIL 72 <K BA ThoTo, 723,
Letendre Hi%, 7 > MZI1T % propranolol D F, - Fy &4 24% & #ii5[66] L TV 525, A EIOFHEC
IXEHE L By Y 0%fECho/Z 2D Fo-F, ZHHT 52 L3 T&ieholz, ARIOFETIX
propranolol DAEMFEIZI51T 5 BA IZE b (26%) LG I=7% (123%) . ~V A (1.1%) &
U7 v b (1.8%) WINHIKS, TOERERE LTF-F N8I =74 (205%) . ¥~V A (5.6%) .
7 v b (NC, #124%[66]) Tt b (747%) L VFELEP-T2Z LITHKT D EE AL

Raloxifene :

Raloxifene [IFEFEEMENCRK LS, vy v UG REZ2Z T 2EYMTH D, 7 MZENT
b, MBI 7 v Y — LS EHWTZEHIIC L > T v VBBRA R E ST D 2 ER o T
V. Fa-FolX 16% EARfEZAZ T Z &% Kosaka HIZ L > THEINTWAH[67], £727 v MIBITS
raloxifene ® BA (3 4.8% & DHRE[67136HV . AEFHNT=T v MMIEIT 2 BA (4.4%) 13 Kosaka &
DFER & ML 7 <IKBA Th o 7o, 4 EIOFH Cld raloxifene DA BFEIZ IS 1T 5 BAILE k (2%)
EHIELI=7% (13%) . vV A (14%) KOT v & (44%) CTHRBETH-7c, £72, Fa-F &
ORICEALTE~ T 2 %REe b, =7 X KT v b CTRE 2RI T,

Sulfasalazine :

Sulfasalazine |ZIAMRME K OMELEIEME & H 12KV BCS 7 7 A IV IZ S 1L, KIGICNTET DI
MEBICLVRBZ2ZT2E M THD, 7 v ML TIX, Zamek-Gliszczynski H 12 K > T
sulfasalazine D7 > MIZFBIT D BA 1E 14% L DHRE[E8113HY . ARIELNZT v MIEIT 5 BA

(4.4%) 1% Zamek-Gliszczynski & O 5H & g el X7 < X BA TH o7z, A RIOFHM CTIX
sulfasalazine DK EMFEICISIT D BA 1T kN (6%) L LI =% (64%) . v~V A (1.6%) K&
W7 v b 44%) CRIRBE CH-T-, o, Fa- F KU R I L THEWT O TH KX 70 il X
7o,

Timolol :

Timolol | FZMZ I ME M OVSIRIEN BIF T D | FRETHHE TH 5 CYP2D IZ LV EIT# s D
HWEMEYTH D, T v ML TIX, Komura 51255 T timolol & #lRINEE 5% D Z v~ MIEIT
% CLp 1% 75.7 mL/min/kg & OME[ER3H Y . AEIFELNT-T » MIBIT D CL, (56.0 mL/mm/kg)
I% Komura & D5 & )RRk 7 < AHEHTE D > 72, A RIOFHE T timolol D& B IZ 35
5 BAlEE b (61%) LHELI=7% (13%) . ¥~V (04%) KO'T > 20%) WTiLbik
molo, ZTOERERE LT T ZATEFREHNEL Fud’ 0% TH 72708 Ry Fy # BT 5
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ZEMTERMDPSTEDN, Fa BgBI=7% 27%) . 7o b (62%) Ttk (962%) LV #HLIK
MmoleZ LITHRT D EER BN,

Verapamil :

Verapamil (FJEZENE & OVEEMED RAFCTH 0 | PR EBIEEFRE CTH H CYP3A IC LV EiT#@ s
HEFMEY CH D, T MBI L TIE. Choi HiZX > T verapamil ® 7 » MMIFIT 5 BA 1X3.9%
EOWE0IR B Y . AEESLNTZT v MIBT D BA (02%) 1% Choi b DFEEE & bl el X7
IEBA Th o7z, AEIOFHE Tl verapamil DFEMFEICIIT H BAITE b (18%) &KL I =
TH 22%) . vV A (55%) KOT vk (02%) WTHRBEL, TOERERE LTF,-F 283
=7% (85%) . vV A (13.0%) . 7> bk (03%) Tt L (54.7%) LV ELIEKNr -7 LITH
KT DEEZ BT,

Uk, SEHWETRTOETAEYOT =2 %I, B heI=T4 v UAKDT v MIE
T 2% AR G5 ORI B U CHRESRAVIIT 217 o 72, £, RAKRGH% D BA 2 HEk Lok
R B L7217 FEOE T VY DN, antipyrine, atenolol, raloxifene K U sulfasalazine (2B LTI,
MEH T BA BIFERETH o7, LOLARAS, ZOMOEY TIIE bEkL, =74, <vU
AROTZ v FOEHOT ) BAIFETH 72 (Figure2) . ¥, vV ARLT v PO BAIZBELT
E, ZHETHRE S TWDICEE & K& R el X220 o 72,

A. Minipig vs. human B. Mouse vs. human C. Rat vs. human
100 A 100 P 100 7
£ 80 | A 80 - o 80 - g
raul a | ET Y e A
(=2} . ’ —
2 60 1 A 3 60 1 A 2 60 1
g E g A
E 40 | o E 40 - L RV, £ a0 0 X
; ”,' g 1 /’ o) 1 ‘. A
o 20 1 "<> % 20 20 7 A
0 B2 Nm | 0 B¢ o &Y i
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
BA in humans (%) BA in humans (%) BA in humans (%)

Figure 2 Plots of the values of the oral bioavailability (BA) in each animal vs. actual values in humans
measured after oral administration of 17 drugs.

The following species were used: A, minipigs; B, mice; C, rats. Each point represents the mean value of three
animals. Dashed lines represent lines of unity. Each symbol represents x, acetaminophen; e, amitriptyline; A,
antipyrine; m, atenolol; ®, felodipine; O, fexofenadine; Z\, furosemide; [], midazolam; <>, nicardipine; o,
nifedipine; A, pitavastatin; o, pravastatin; <, propranolol; & , raloxifene; A\ |, sulfasalazine; [, timolol;
and €, verapamil.

J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Fig. 1

13



WIZE b EBEICBIT D By OFBEMEEZBREF LR, S =7 2D it hOF, & BIf 2B
ZARTEMICHY ., S =T XL MBI A COMEEESIRIIFRBE Cho- L HER Iz
(Figure3) ., —F4. B h&~U AT T v b EDOMIZET 5 Fy OMEEMEIIRHECH - 7=,

A. Minipig vs. human B. Mouse vs. human C.Rat vs. human
100 100 100
| X § i o Oy O ] . A
£ 80 o - 80 80 1
@ T s 1 o5 3 E A o
2 60 A & 3 60 - o X » 60 ] ®
S O’A@ : AN R < X
E 40 14 £ 40 1 ®. £ 40 7 7 B ©
<= 1 & N E 1 @
20 7 201 70 201 -
0 U' T T T T T T T T 0 z T T T T T @' T T 0 '%
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Fr in humans (%) Fr in humans (%) Fr in humans (%)

Figure 3 Plots of the values of the hepatic availability (Fy) in each animal vs. actual values in humans
measured after oral administration of 17 drugs.

The following species were used: A, minipigs; B, mice; C, rats. Each point represents the mean value of three
animals. Dashed lines represent lines of unity. Each symbol represents X, acetaminophen; ®, amitriptyline; A,
antipyrine; m, atenolol; #, felodipine; O, fexofenadine; A\, furosemide; [[], midazolam; <>, nicardipine; o,
nifedipine; A, pitavastatin; 0O, pravastatin; <, propranolol; @ , raloxifene; A\ | sulfasalazine; [5, timolol;
and €, verapamil.

J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Fig. 1

BRI ARG I K & <5295 Fa- F ICB LT b S 3T I 1T D AHEBINE 2 et L7 2R,
BA 73ZIZX[A% Cd > 7= antipyrine, atenolol, raloxifene & N sulfasalazine ZFR\NC, b k&R L X
=78, v TAKRDNT v NOEBIZEB VT, FJXRVMETH - 7= (Figured) , & D biF, CYP3A
HH L 72 % felodipine, midazolam, nicardipine, nifedipine M TN verapamil X°> CYP2D XE & 72 %
amitriptyline, propranolol &% (! timolol Tl t b &bl L I =7 % THIEFIZKA > 72, E7-. OATPIBs
<> P-gp (fexofenadine) }2 (¥ OATPIBI (pitavastatin) k7 > AR —F —DFEEIZBNTH 3 FEO IR
e b FLU F-FiXKETH -7 (Table2) .
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A. Minipig vs. human B. Mouse vs. human C.Rat vs. human
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3 ] ) _ ] P _
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LLO 1 .~ . ”’ L4 N
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'-L“ -é’ O @D Oé 4 7 @ <> O e ING

0 -%—Q T T T T T T 0 ‘&HO_V_PD'_I_@ 0 =1
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Figure 4 Plots of the values of the fraction absorbed from gastro-intestinal tract (F, * F;) in each animal
vs. actual values in humans measured after oral administration of 17 drugs.

The following species were used: A, minipigs; B, mice; C, rats. Each point represents the mean value of three
animals. Dashed lines represent lines of unity. Each symbol represents x, acetaminophen; ®, amitriptyline; A,
antipyrine; m, atenolol; @, felodipine; O, fexofenadine; A\, furosemide; [], midazolam; <, nicardipine; o,
nifedipine; A, pitavastatin; 0O, pravastatin; <, propranolol; € , raloxifene; A\ |, sulfasalazine; &, timolol;

and <, verapamil.

J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Fig. 1

KNXTGA—=HBE N EEYFETEORERSETHDLONEFMT HEED—>& LT Average-
fold error (AFE) 23ZF 5415, AFE (feq. (MIZL-> TR IS,

Predicted)”}

AFE = 1008 % [2oe( et eq. (7)

Z 2 C NIFFHI L A5, Predicted I X LB T 282 351T 5 /3T A — & OFUE T THIE, Actual
Tt MZBIT D37 A—2 O¥fEi%Z 3, AFE IXHEST 59X TO/RT A —2 OENFER T—% L
TBRIZIZ L e R TEIANDIZEE 1 KV RESRDIEEL D, TOTD, B LT
A—=Z O AFE N 1123 <IEE, O DOMOMBEIImWN I EA2KRT, bt heI=T% vV AX
X7 v FEDOMIZEIT D BA, Fa XOF, - F, OFRICEI LT AFE THER L72#ER, WFho T 2
—X2 L HIZI=THEE FEDRIZEBITH AFE RN —FB/NSL vV ART v MDD I =74 DF
NEe O BA, Fy KO'F - F (IR T 2 Z &R s e, 1 CHI=7 %t FO R g L7z
Y& ® AFE 13132 L7200, S=T7 XD TOEMRH# T 17 7 A it e b & THEIL TW
L2 EBRRBMNETRST-,  (Table2) .
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Table2 BA,FyandF,-

F, values of each drug calculated from the pharmacokinetic parameters after oral and intravenous administration.

Mice (%) Rats (%) Minipigs (%) Humans (%)
brugs BA Fn F.-F, BA Fn F.-F, BA Fn F.-F, BA Fn F.-F,
Acetaminophen 36.8 66.2 55.6 42.6 50.4 84.5 76.4 89.8 85.1 88 76.8 100.0
Amitriptyline 1.6 63.7 2.5 44 ~ NC 7.9 43.7 18.1 47.7 30.0 100.0
Antipyrine 72.0 73.3 98.2 74.6 89.7 83.2 88.5 87.1 100.0 97 96.2 100.0
Atenolol 43.0 97.8 44.0 50.4 97.6 51.6 64.9 99.3 65.4 58 99.3 584
Felodipine 5.6 88.7 6.3 5.1 ~ NC 2.4 337 7.1 16 5.3 100.0
Fexofenadine 0.9 91.7 1.0 1.0 42.8 23 5.8 77.8 7.5 30 76.2 394
Furosemide 58.9 96.6 61.0 14.9 94.7 15.7 56.6 89.0 63.6 71 95.1 74.7
Midazolam 1.2 52.0 23 2.7 45.3 6.0 8.7 51.6 16.9 44 67.1 65.6
Nicardipine <0.1 96.0 ~ <0.1 ~ NC 0.8 47.7 1.7 7 43.5 16.1
Nifedipine 11.7 89.3 13.1 37.8 82.8 45.7 14.0 78.8 17.8 412 46.4 88.8
Pitavastatin 3.7 86.7 43 229 67.6 339 33 46.2 7.1 53 55.4 95.7
Pravastatin 1.6 81.1 2.0 1.2 60.5 2.0 1.5 ~ NC 19.1 ~ NC
Propranolol 1.1 19.8 5.6 1.8 ~ NC 12.3 59.9 20.5 26 34.8 74.7
Raloxifene 14 88.8 1.6 44 28.6 15.4 1.3 25.8 5.0 2 25.6 7.8
Sulfasalazine 22 87.0 2.5 44 83.6 53 6.4 93.1 6.9 6 98.7 6.1
Timolol 0.4 ~ NC 2.0 324 6.2 1.3 473 2.7 61 63.4 96.2
Verapamil 5.5 422 13.0 0.2 62.9 0.3 22 25.8 8.5 18 329 54.7
AFE 7.65 3.58 7.99 6.58 6.52 4.39 3.94 1.32 3.85
N 17 17 15 17 17 12 17 17 16




The BA value in mice, rats, and minipigs represents the mean value of three animals.

Data in humans are cited from the literature.

NC, not calculated.

AFE; Average-fold error of humans vs animals. The values of < 0.1, = 0 were regarded as 0.1 in calculations.
NC was excluded in calculations.

J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Table 2

1.1.2 FRG/NNEGRBZBET B in vitro 1Z & 55l

BHETIREEY 2 A7z BA (Fa- Fy - F) OfHlICEWT, Fo Ff KOVF, Tk M I=7% =¥
ZKOT v MIFZEDNRD bivlc, ZOMZEDRK D—> & LT ABEDENNE 2 b,
PTG L7z 17 FEDE T VM) 2 RGU BB O T R OVIMG X 7 1 Y — 5% W2 in vitro {RHFER
EEML, SEWRICKSTLEAZ YT 7 A (Clin) ZaHiL7,

CLin 1T eq. @2 Lo THE SN S([T71],

V...
CLint ===  eq.(8)

Cinit
Z 2T, Vi TR OIS D AHHEE . Cid (IR E 2787,
Figure 5 & (R Table3 12, FET/NVHEYDOE b, I =T %, vTAKDT v MBI DIFLOVNE
CLin 7~ L7z, LAFIC, &ETNEYOFERIZE L TE DR AR T 5,

CYP3A JEE (felodipine, midazolam, nicardipine, nifedipine &% U* verapamil)

Felodipine |t h YT v hOFI 7 v Y — 24 CYP RHII T D CLin 1 0.08~0.15 }2O* 0.50~
0.63 mL/min/mg protein [72] & OE1R &V | A EIFF SRR (0.346 K& U 0.524 mL/min/mg protein)
ERE BT A o7z, AEIOFMTIIFLOVNMEI 7 7Y —24 CYP REHIBE L Tide F &3
=T ZIIERETHY . Clindd & bIZHERIIE D> T2,

Midazolam (¥t FDIFI 7 v v — 2 CYP NI 1T D CLin 1d 0.353 mL/min/mg protein [73] & D
HERHY | AEELTZAER (0.614 mL/min/mg protein) & [A4% CLi (X220~ 72, £72, B b, =¥
AZARKOT v MG 7 m Y — 25 CYP REHTIHIT D CLin 13 0.0939~0.157, 0.118~0.301 % U8 0.0134
~0.0311 mL/min/mg protein [74] & O #HE N H VY | S EGE LN/ FR (0151, 0589 KO
0.018 mL/min/mg protein) & LESHOTEREIL 220> 72, A EIOFHE CTIIAF ROV NS 7 v Y — 24 CYP
RENZEAL TEE e I =T FFRBETHY . Clinld & bIZHEHIE D> T,

Nicardipine It FOFI 7 v vV —2A CYP REHIZEIT D CLin 1% 1.719 mL/min/mg protein [75] & D
HERHY | AEELTAER (1.250 mL/min/mg protein) &[4 CLiy (@20 > 72, A RIOFHE TIX
FFROVIMER 7 vy —2 CYP fRE#HICBI L Tl b &R =7 ZIERRETH Y . Clin L& bITEN

77,
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Nifedipine I3 & N7 v hOFI 7 v Y —A CYP fRHIZCE T 5D CLin 1T 009 KO
0.243 mL/min/mg protein [75, 76] & DHRENRH VD . S EIGELNTFER (0260 KT 0.355 mL/min/mg
protein) & [Al4k CLin (TR S o T2, £72, 7y MMEI 7 v Y — A CYPARGEHTEIT D ClinX
0.00269 mL/min/mg protein [76] & DHED & ¥ | A 1IG S L2 R (0.003 mL/min/mg protein) & TEHfE
(X722 hotz, ARIOFHE T LOVNMES 71 Yy —24 CYP fREHICBA L Tk b & =7 X XA
ETHY, CLinld& biTmnolz,

Verapamil {3t FDF I 7 v Y — A CYP REHIZEIT %5 CLin (% 0.01256 mL/min/mg protein [77] & D
WERH Y, BSOS (0.035 mL/min/mg protein) & KX 7eTelfiL /20~ 72, AEIOFHALT
MBI 7 e Y — 2B L TR, WTFNORE S CLin /&< | TR E 2RI R0 o7, £
oo IR 7Y=L CYPRBICBELTYH, b heI=7 X TRBRETH- T,

CYP2D #E (amitriptyline, propranolol }% U} timolol)

Amitriptyline |3t FOIFI 7 1Y — 24 CYP R#HIF1T % CLin 13 0.017 mL/min/mg protein [73] & @
WENDH 0 AES DT AER (0.006 mL/min/mg protein) & K & 72T elfiX 722 < . & b TIIHE CLin
& o7, AEIORMCII/ME 7 v Y — A UGT it 2B, IFEROVIMER 7 1Y — A CYP R
FHCELCide hEHR L I =7 %, v~ AR OT v O Cling lX@VMEAICH - 72, & Vb, ITF
I/ Y—=ALCYPRHTIEZ v O CLn 2 —&Fm< Fo & ST 20 H o7, £z, MER
7 wa Y —5 CYPREHHIZEA L TH Fy - F, OFfiZE & AHRE DM H - 72,

Propranolol [£F(Z CYP2D, 1A, 2C 72 & CHRE@ISH, B FOFI 7 v Y —2A4 CYP fEHZERIT S
CLin 13 0.013 mL/min/mg protein [75] & O#FERH Y . AEIS LI #EE (0.012 mL/min/mg protein)
& B o Ty B0 TIINME S 7 1 Y — AREHCE L Tid, WO S Clig (&< .
R TR E RFEEIT RS0, FI 270 Y —LACYPRENCEAL TR, b b e LI =T %, <
UAKDT v NCEETH T, ED b, X7 vYy—2ACYPRE#TIET v F® CLn A —%&H
< Fo & BMHBET 2B mICH -T2,

Timolol [Tt FE T v FOFI 7 a Y —2A CYP I 5D CLln (3£ 0004 KO
0.380 mL/min/mg protein [78, 69]& DL A H Y | ARG HALZHR (0.010 LT 0.675 mL/min/mg
protein) & R 72l L7 o7, SEIOFN T A OWMEI 7 vy —2 CYP IR L T,
EhEHIRLI=T %, v~ UAKDT vy P THEETH -T2,

non-CYP {4 (acetaminophen }% (X raloxifene)

Acetaminophen |£t FDFI 7 1 Y — A CYP fGHHIIZH51T % CLin (3 0.0081 mL/min/mg protein [73]
EOHRENRDHY | ARG LR (0.021 mL/min/mg protein) & KX 72 elfld 72 <, & hClikbig
) CLin [XEM o7z, F2T >y bO/NEI 7 vy =L 707 o Uit (UGT) HR#HZHT 5 Clin
I 0.00025 mL/min/mg protein [79] & DHEN BV | AEIFFSZFER (0.002 mL/min/mg protein) &
A IERHIRF O & N FR (0.001 mL/min/mg protein) f1irC, Z<{ENTh o7z, 4 BEIOFHE TILIF
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7Y —25 CYP (R OVNER 7 7 Y — 2 UGT REHZBI L CIEaHm B FE R CHE AR C &
D, /MBI 7Y —ACYPEHCRBWTHE b I =T X IRBETH -T2,

Raloxifene (312 UGT TRE &4, & FROYT v /MG 7 1Y — A UGT AT EIT 5 CLin
% 3.284 K& T 0.992 mL/min/mg protein [67] & D ENH VY | S EIG LR (0521 KO
0.209 mL/min/mg protein) & Bl (X 72> 723, FEF TOR/PNBHRICK E 2 B X 72 o 72, FfED
ZECBI LT, UGT RO UGS 3 Ao 5 Z LICERT 2 B2 bz, 2¥, & MFI Y
1Y — 25 CYP RN E 1T D CLin 1 0.119 mL/min/mg protein [67] & OFENH U | A A5 5 A7k 5

(0.073 mL/min/mg protein) & TEHEIL72D o7z, SEIOFHTIIT L OV IMEGI 7 v Y — 2 CYP G
Tt M =T X CRIBETHY, UGTHRECEHLTbE M I=T X THRREBETH T,

b h, I=7%, xUVAKOT v FOFKONNEI 7 v Y — L% vz CYP X% UGT Rz
WCHRET L72RE R, CYP2D WEOHM Tl hEW I =7 % v~ U AKDTT v hOF DT CLlin X
EVMERNZH o7, Fz. AMHIZEWT S amitriptyline & O timolol Tidk R LV I =7 X DH A3/
5 CLin \ZEVMEIIZ 8 o 72, 7236, CYP2D SLELIAADOHEY)TIE, & b &I =T XITHIT D CLin D
B 7o TR Hve o7z (Table 3) &

InvitroCLin \IZBE3 2 & b EDMFEMIZOWTIE, I=74%, v TAKRDT v PWTFRofs, /)
A B TIIAHBEMEME < | Iz W Co BB MBI Em VBN & o 72 (FigureS) . 1 TH, E
k&I =T X281 DI CLin DBIFRIX AFE $ i H/hE < (Table3) | invivoF, & OBR (Figure 3
A) LB, b I<HBET /R TH o7,
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(A) Liver CLint, invitro (B) Intestinal CLint,in vitro

__ 10 1
o o mice
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Human CL;,; (mL/min/mg pro.) Human CL;,; (mL/min/mg pro.)

Figure 5 Plots of the values of the in vitro intrinsic clearance CLixnt, in vifro in hepatic (A) and intestinal
(B) microsomes in each animal vs. human evaluated of 17 drugs.

Each point represents the mean value of duplicated experiments. Dashed lines represent lines of unity.

J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Fig. 2
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Table 3 The intrinsic clearance of drugs calculated from in vifro metabolic study using liver and intestine microsomes.

CLint in liver microsomes (mL/min/mg protein)

CLiy in intestine microsomes (mL/min/mg protein)

brues Oxidation metabolism Oxidation metabolism Glucuronidation metabolism
Species Mice Rats Minipigs  Humans Mice Rats Minipigs  Humans Mice Rats Minipigs  Humans
Acetaminophen 0.011 0.023 0.017 0.021 0.028 0.012 <0.001 <0.001 0.003 0.002 <0.001 0.002
Amitriptyline 0.243 1.060 0.198 0.006 0.099 0.025 0.085 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
Antipyrine <0.001 <0.001 0.023 0.011 <0.001 <0.001 0.002 <0.001 0.008 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
Atenolol <0.001 0.018 <0.001 0.027 0.013 <0.001 <0.001 0.007 0.005 0.011 0.003 <0.001
Felodipine 0.085 0.524 0412 0.346 0.012 0.003 0.232 0.133 0.005 <0.001 0.006 0.002
Fexofenadine 0.009 0.007 0.009 0.003 <0.001 <0.001 0.004 <0.001 <0.001 0.002 <0.001 <0.001
Furosemide 0.060 <0.001 0.003 0.006 <0.001 <0.001 0.002 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.003 <0.001
Midazolam 0.866 1.350 0.591 0.614 0.589 0.018 0.101 0.151 0.008 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
Nicardipine 1.030 0.971 1.250 1.250 0.898 0.742 0.342 0.528 0.018 <0.001 0.002 <0.001
Nifedipine 0.135 0.355 0.355 0.260 0.102 0.003 0.050 0.070 0.011 <0.001 0.010 0.027
Pitavastatin 0.015 0.014 0.015 0.008 0.003 0.015 <0.001 0.002 0.007 0.009 <0.001 0.006
Pravastatin 0.018 <0.001 0.020 0.012 0.014 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.008 <0.001 0.008
Propranolol 0.100 0.651 0.098 0.012 <0.001 0.002 0.005 0.010 <0.001 <0.001 0.003 <0.001
Raloxifene <0.001 0.102 0.100 0.073 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.002 0.218 0.209 0.539 0.521
Sulfasalazine <0.001 0.087 0.009 <0.001 0.034 0.011 <0.001 0.010 NC NC NC NC
Timolol 0.101 0.675 0.121 0.010 0.047 0.101 0.038 <0.001 0.004 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
Verapamil 0.131 0.170 0.079 0.035 0.027 0.004 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
AFE 4.93 5.88 3.08 - 5.08 5.03 3.04 - - - - -




Each value represents the mean of duplicate determinations. NC, not calculated. AFE; Average-fold error of
humans vs animals. The values of < 0.001 were regarded as 0.001 in calculations.

J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Table S1 (supplementary material)

1.2 EERI BA (rate of bioavailability) [ZB89 4 EE{f
1.2.1 HALEBARRE (B89 5 FF(f

& H I TiE, GER <° GLIEEHME[11, 12,13, 14, I5]8FEAIC L W e 5 2 LT, EREM L + D
fH CHEDWI AR L2 WRERZ B S E Z T HRKDO—2 L 2 V1G5 Z L NFEFT LN TWD, £ 2T,
AHTIEE b &I =T 2B 2HMMPHE @i 3 2RISR U Cat Lc, E72, Heid4
L LTy AKOT v P THIERRFHE 21T > 7,

& BB (Gl transit time, GITT) X, sulfasalazine Z VN CEEAf L 7=, Sulfasalazine |Z/ME7>
SN SIEENA, KRIGIZNTET 2N AIE R (azoreductase) (2 &L W X% 5217 sulfapyridine (21X
B4 DH Z & T, osulfapyridine & U THRIEDRF L 2 538 TH L, £ D78, sulfasalazine %% 1
$e 5L, AT sulfapyridine 23 H Subted % £ TOREHE (Ta) #7% GITT & L CiHli 5 4
EDRHE STV 5[80], F72. GER (2B L CTld. acetaminophen (2331} % F-HIWULIRER] (mean
absorption time, MAT) & > CTHEE L7=, MAT ifeq. O)IZ L > THEHEEIND,

MAT = MRT,, — MRT; eq.(9)

Z 2T, MRTy XU MRTjy I, acetaminophen Z EIZ#% 1 #2-5- K OFRARP 45 5-1% 0 V- 15788 ]
(mean residence time) Z7~7, Acetaminophen L 7> & TR S AVEES | /NG Cldm oS M 4
R, MG T H MR S D, D78, acetaminophen @ MAT X GER [ZAHY T 2% &35
2 Hiv, TNETEZL OHET GER OFHIIZFHIH STV 5[14, 15, 81], Acetaminophen & T
sulfasalazine % %15 L72FED acetaminophen [ TN sulfasalazine @ ZAFEIEMHE WL & % FEl 75
72DIZ, ENENOFNRNEE 5 M O O #6550 SR FEHER 2> & Phoenix WinNonlin 6.4 fi# 4T >/
7 k% F\ T deconvolution 712 & V) SFESEM#E ORI E A B H LT,

=74 U AKDT v NI acetaminophen X |3 sulfasalazine % #% 1% 5- L 72F&D acetaminophen
i3 sulfapyridine o IfiL#E i B HERS I OX acetaminophen i sulfasalazine 0> 2 FE#Myi% O WL I B D HE
% Figure 6, Figure 7 |2/~ L7=, F7=. acetaminophen } U sulfasalazine 3|3 sulfapyridine ® & |
R=TH, Ty bR~ RIZEIT D MRTp. MAT M OMKRFEER H IS & EE DS R S Uik o0 72 5

(Trist) % Table 4 IR L72, 7236, B FORERITITERE W 5IH L7z,

2 =7 XZEIT % acetaminophen ® MAT (£ 3.82h TH V. & k (0.7~0.8 h[81]) X°~ 7 A (1.66 h)
KOZ v b (144h) L0 BBFCRWVERTH-7-, MAT IIWIGEEEE (k) O TH L Z
&1 acetaminophen D k, 1ZX =7 % T0262h', & FT1.25~143h', ~7 A T0.602h! L7
v FT0.694h! EHEM I, I =7 Tl k. 2/ E <, acetaminophen DY T HHEHIZ L - T
HWENHIREN D720, I =72 TlIk hP~v T A, 7y VD H GER 8B Z EVRIBE T,
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MMz T, I =7 X281 % acetaminophen D EAFERE AR &34 54 24 el £ TR %
—F, U AROT v b TIER 6 BTN T BT AR Th o, AR LY, 3 =7
ZTIEE MU A, Ty b EHERL, ARG SIZHY O GER 1TIEL | /MG BIRZ ITH DR
BRNTHLE N BRI END LB 2 b,

A: Plasma concentration profile B: Deconvolution
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Figure 6 Plasma concentration-time profiles of acetaminophen and cumulative amounts of
acetaminophen after oral acetaminophen administration at a dose of 5 mg/kg in fasted animals.

Each symbol represents [, mice; Z\, rats; and @, minipigs. Each point represents the mean + S.D. of three
animals.

J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Fig. 3

Sulfasalazine % & O#%5- L, IMAEHIZ sulfapyridine Z#iH L7 Tow i, 2 =7 X TlE2~4h, ~ 7
ATIH0S5S~1h KO'7 v F T 05~4h Thotz, 2D, I=T7XIZBIT 5 GITT (L 2~4h &
HeE S, & MZEBITD GITT (X 3~4h L OWRER2DBHY, I=7XLt b EFEREED GITT T
bHEEZ LNz, L LN D, sulfasalazine %% [ 5- L 72BE D sulfasalazine 0 SAFERE WK IN &
X, =7 X Tl 24 W E CTRAAICIEINT 5 2 & 23RBS 41, acetaminophen & [AIERIZFREAYIC
THALE I S 42 "R R S 7z,
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A: Plasma concentration profile B: Deconvolution of
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Figure 7 Plasma concentration-time profiles of sulfapyridine (A) and cumulative amounts of
sulfasalazine (B) after oral sulfasalazine administration at a dose of 1 mg/kg in fasted animals.

Each symbol represents [, mice; /\, rats; and 0, minipigs. Each point represents the mean + S.D. of three
animals.

J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Fig. 3

Table 4 Pharmacokinetic parameters after oral administration of acetaminophen and sulfasalazine in

mice, rats, minipigs and humans.

Acetaminophen Sulfasalazine Sulfapyridine
Species  MRT,, MAT  Tp MRT,e MAT  Tim
Trirst (h)
(h) (h) (h) (h) (h) (h)
Mice 222 1.66 0.0833 2.03 0.707 0.0833 05-1
Rats 2.64 1.44 0.0833 2.78 2.40 0.0833 05-4
Minipigs 6.33 3.82 0.0833 7.99 4.36 0.194 2-4
0.7 -
Humans 2.52 - - - - 3-4
0.8

Trirst, The first time point of sulfasalazine detected in the systemic circulation.
Each value in mice, rats, and minipigs represents the mean value of three animals.

Human PK parameters were cited from the reference literature [81, 82].
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J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Table 3

MCE BRI BT 23l CIE, S =74 Tk b~ T A, Ty FEBL, BOESSh
723D GER IS | /IMED IR Z X OFHGEICIHLE DRI E LD & 2 biviz, & 2T,
AETEI =T XICBT DARBED R AT 5720, fHli L7z 17 FOET VY A 1T 2
=74, v UAKRDT v MIRAKREG LERO, FEPHEICIIT D Toxe Cuax XY Coa/ AUC % L
HEREAM U 7= (Figure 8, Table 5) .

Pravastatin 2 (Y verapamil 2R, I =7 XX, ~UAKDRT v IV Y T 1T T2, FT2,
WTNOFEANZFBNTE Cra/AUC (I T AK DT v P LV I =T X CTIREEZR LT, ZLHD
FERND I =T F TIIR ARG SNIFED O BHEHRE R 2 2SRRI gt S D 72012,
=T X TIEEY AR EHERE MBI & R L T 2NE < RRERIFHG T 2 FEAE G252 &
DIERS S ALTZ,

(A). Trmax (B). Cmax/AUC
7 14
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Figure 8 Tmax and Ciuax/AUC of 14 dugs in mice, rats and minipigs.

Felodipine, pravastatin and raloxifene were excluded because of too long Tmax (> 10 h) in minipigs (felodipine
and raloxifene) and in mice (pravastatin). Each symbol represents X, acetaminophen; e, amitriptyline; A,
antipyrine; m, atenolol; Q, fexofenadine; /\, furosemide; [], midazolam; <, nicardipine; o, nifedipine; A,
pitavastatin; <, propranolol;&, sulfasalazine; B3, timolol; and <, verapamil.

J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Fig. 3
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Table 5 The values of Tiyax, Cmax and Cnax/AUC after oral administration of each drug in mice, rats and minipigs.

Species Mice Rats Minipigs
Tmax Crnax Tnax Crnax Tnax Crnax
Drugs Cmax/AUC Cmax/AUC Cnax/AUC

(h) (ng/mL) (h) (ng/mL) (h) (ng/mL)
Acetaminophen 0.139 998 0.90 0.333 730 0.50 4.00 2610 0.13
Anmitriptyline 1.33 333 0.15 1.00 6.51 0.20 2.00 34.6 0.21
Antipyrine 0417 348 0.50 1.00 375 0.16 2.67 584 0.15
Atenolol 1.67 50.6 0.22 333 48.8 0.13 4.67 309 0.10
Felodipine 0.500 17.5 0.19 1.17 3.88 0.15 24.0 2.06 0.08
Fexofenadine 1.00 4.90 0.21 1.67 1.53 0.17 6.00 10.1 0.05
Furosemide 0.250 224 0.31 0.250 49.8 0.22 333 113 0.14
Midazolam 0.194 1.64 0.55 0.250 6.95 0.72 0.750 242 0.38
Nicardipine 0.0833 0.159 1.24 0.333 0.401 1.11 1.33 1.76 0.28
Nifedipine 0.250 69.0 0.40 0.500 210 0.38 4.33 17.8 0.07
Pitavastatin 0.250 33.6 0.45 0417 156 0.51 1.00 14.4 041
Pravastatin 10.8 3.74 0.11 0.500 7.77 0.61 0.917 3.68 0.38
Propranolol 0.333 1.54 0.47 0.389 3.31 0.71 1.33 429 0.23
Raloxifene 4.67 9.94 0.08 4.67 13.2 0.11 24.0 3.75 0.08
Sulfasalazine 0.750 254 0.29 0.250 579 0.51 4.67 65.3 0.09
Timolol 0.139 1.54 1.05 0.250 9.66 0.55 1.00 6.92 0.29
Verapamil 0.333 10.2 0.38 0.583 0.950 0.40 0417 7.36 0.51

Each value represents the mean value of three animals.

J Drug Deliv Sci Technol., 58, 101743 (2020), Table S2 (supplementary material)



1.3 &

=T X KRR BLE D, B MCEA AR O RAEZ R CRE SOE R AR I L
X, BEHOBLE DR NEFFHEEY) & LCTHER SR TWA, L, ERMHBAFEICEBVL TR
AAlE U COFBULAEMOBRE X ITHdi b 24T 5 PR CIx, MM, Badmit, BB
T 5 in vitro BRI ETREHME L 72, ~ U AR T v N EO/NEWZ2 HW Tz in vivo 3R % 520 LFE
LTV A, A X, TR =T X Lol KB COFFMIE, LBRRENAMEL . =22 b b
B, BTEERRBROBHEE E CIEE A EER SN, HIZ, I=7XIERBME LT
HEREZEDOOHLEMTH L0, ROABIRBRICIT 5 I =7 % OF HIMELCEIRERHEIC B
DERT —ZIIMD TZ LWIRIIZH 5, £ 2T, RKETIIMIED R 5 17 O Ty & #7% A &
514 OIY O B K OSRE 72 BA ZHH L, b M XUIMLOEREY (w7 AKRRT v b)) L
T5ZET, =T XORAFFHNICI T DA AEIC OV TIRE LT,

B9 BA ZH M U2k, SR L OHEIE TV AR—2 —DE L R 2WTIE, I=7
2 OER) BA Xt M XU SIS R AHHANERD bz, T, HEOTEDICEHME LIz~ T AT
v MZBW TR CTh o727, ORI ZHEGRANIMENT L=, & b KBTI 5 F, O
BZRASTRER. vV AKOT v M TIIAERABMETRD bR o7eDZx L, B heI=7
XD Fo 13D CRAZREOMBEZ R LT, —F, Fu-F X, WTFho@sicksncbe L
TIEL o7z, YD F 2B LTk, Amidon 5287 v MNBIZEIT S in situ #EREIZ L > THS
NIZRNT OFEWZERME S & FTO F, &L ORI BAF2MBRRN H 5 2 L 2WME L TW\W5H[83], &
IZ. Chiou HiX, 7 b, A XKOH =7 A PEIGUINREA 2IEHO F, 2 Ft L, £hubide b
DF, ELLSHBELTWAZ LZ2HELTNA[5,6,40], J=7 XI5 RICHETLIT—XI3F s
Ao ERRE SILTORVIRI T ® 223, EWEEIC K> THHILERZ SR T 28 MTiE, b &3k
BREN) ORNCBHZE 72 Fa OMZEITIZ E A ERD NN VNS TelREDRH DL LD I =7 XITE
WTHE FOF EHBETAAMREMEZA L TWD EEXHND, TOMEANpH I L TIE, AT
WCBITA2HENpHIZI =7 % L b FTIEWEDOWRENRH 584, 85], AMFITIX, #pIcksG L3
)& X raloxifene ZFRE ., b N COKRFHIRHIE G S 7z & & IFIEFZE O dose number (Do) & 72
HEOFELRAEE LTz (Tablel) . £D72, At TITIMEE NI T 53y &H 72815 T
(TFHEEM R TR & BT R <L BRI R AR AR D3R A RN OFE 2 R 2 R AE 4 mTREME
(D7 NI CRII L7z, WRE ST 2B iZm 0 8 & b b O CTEE e Nl &
WET DL, BT D Fa- F \CHENRDHHEK L LTE, Pgp/lD b7 U AR—F—IZH1F
DIEMEDENRC, HEEGH Fe (2B 1T 2 W)@ RO ENBZ T bind, N7 AR—F—
DR BN A, ARTIEERIC OV T, o, 4 X, LR FTHERD D
ZEPREINTNDI86], Fiz, YL TITHLEIZI T 2 FWAREHHEICE L TR TEWIEMEZ
ﬁ#é:kﬁ%ﬁﬁiénfméw41ws& FDH, FEEEWNHOE MIBIT 5 H BA &
TR H7-0121E, SEPRICE T HMEE b7 v AR— 2 =R OTE O ZERIT OV TRt

WCHRGETT 20 B D,
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X 7 v Y — 2% H\ 7z nifedipine K O testosterone Z %5 & L7z invitro iRER CTlX, I =7 %128
72 CYP3A OiEPEIE e M ERIREH 7= ﬂLr‘mmmm%ﬁ%&LtcmnD@r =
7&@ﬁﬁtbiwgw:kﬁﬁ%én1méw%oﬁ@ﬁ:%wﬁ%\CHM)%gcﬁéﬁé
amitriptyline, propranolol, timolol DHfEA 27 V7 T Aldk NIV I =7 XD FnEELR L
(Table 3) , FFlyEESCMSE S R 7 G 7e EMOAEHFREROREL BE T & Tldb 575,

T D XD ISR DIEVEDIEND, #Rx 2B ORT 7 U 7 7 ZZBIT HMAD FERERN TH
HEZEZBND, ARFITIEI =T X L MZBT D ZNHOEYO Ry X B aMBEE2 R L2 &
MH, e MFZ U T ADTRICONWTUX, S =T X2 ERTHRMEH D LB O, £T2,

=TRIIBTLEE7 VT T A (Clw) 227 V770 (Cly) ZELSIEHRMBLEEZY
77 A (CLyp) ICBHLTHE FEMEET D EBZ LN,

Table 2 2779 K 912 CYP2D (amitriptyline, propranolol /&% (® timolol) K% TF CYP3A (felodipine,
midazolam, nicardipine, nifedipine & O} verapamil) EZH 28175 Fy-Feldb L I =74 +
AR T v DT MR T, CYP3A IZIHLE N D PA50 D) 8 Fl 4 58 5 FEIHERRE R ThH
%5, TD7=¥H, CYPIA EITHEE CORB B ZITH < 13 LA LB Tl CYP3A E D
F \HMREIZ 220 VM D B2 Bvd, —F . CYP3A WEZBR AN DWW TIE, Zhb D

AN KIS T D AREHIERE ORBLUTIEMEICFE 203 & 2856, CYP3A L & ik L C F, IO B /efl
ENRBENDHEEZ LD, Table3 IR T L 91T, invitro/NMEI 7 0 ) — AR TIZ, =74

ZEm e T T OEMMMICISUNT propranolol ZFRE . CYP2D FAE X L TaWWRENEMED RO Hil
73, B P TERO N7, —K, Bk hO/MGIZE T HRHi L7z CYP3A AEITKE
TLRINEEICHERETRD SN o7z, Xie HITTT A, T v b A XXV EOEYFE
Lt FO/G PASO IZBITDRFEDT A Y 7 4+ — LOMXIHFEE B, b b LERER TR D]
REMEA B V) (HIZA CYP V7 7 7 X U —NOD CYP BISF DT 2 /3 — 3B FER C LIX LIXERZRY |
LV DIF CYP2~4 77 IV —ZoWTE, AV 7 ETRETE D LIFRL RV EHE LT
51901, F7-. WHEEWIEEEBAHICE L IX, invitro EBRDND F, 2 T3 2 BIEE T VIR HE
M EFLTUVRVN91,92], D728, RO AT » 7 & LTI, invive & invitro DIELERHZ V7 5
> ADTEHED KN DWW TAEZRA BN U, AR CHERR S L7z Fy OFEZEIZ OV TFA L T < il
Hixd 5,

BO#E LI Yo fERIZBIT 57 1 7 7 A4 W2 O TIE, WIE (&/Y BA) 7217 T, %
NGEE (HERBA) b7'n > 7 A WK EE B 2 %, Figure 6 IZ/8T X912, S =74 ® GER [X
B RCYUARDGT v b LY QEFEICEN -T2, I=T7XICBT S GITT Tt hEFRBETH -T2

23, #RH4% 5.4 @D acetaminophen & sulfasalazine D RAFEIEY)WIN & DOHERS (Figure 6, Figure 7 B) 7>
b, =7 T 24 R E THEUPFHRAICBRIN SN D Z LR ENTZ, TNHI=7XITBITS
HHEHAE < M EE BN R CTH D Z LA, Figure 8 [T L 1T, TOMDITE A EDIEY)
IZBNWTH I =77 TIIMOE) & B L T T (3B <, Coa AUC /NS DHEREZBES L
B2 b,
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Hossain ©<° Oberle /%, Landrace 7 # |Z351F7 5 GER % e L7245, GER |3 24 FefEfHiT &
w:&%%%bfw@%ﬂﬂo*ﬁ\MMM£7&®GH{i6ﬁ%ﬁkk@ﬁ%%%éwﬂ1_
. Henze & MR K OMER FIZEIT % Gottingen X =7 ¥ @ GER Z & L7zfE 4, acetaminophen

THHii L7= X =7 % @ MAT 1% 1~3 R OFH CTH 0 . Rigitis R4 KRt 2 @961 Th - 72,
7% D GER TR LTI, #fkx 20 R, IR R OVEBRNIZ I 1T 2 EHMARE N LT ST
WD, WTHUZLTH I =7 XX GER DEVEMFETH D LB 2 b,

PLEORFHT L0, ORI L TR L OSEER BA O G OBENbI =72t

BT DA OWTH LN L, I=7 4% Tlidt b &g UER BA OBl TIE F, MR 2
& R BA OBLAUTIL GER 3B < | WL EREHE Thd 5 Z & 2N K O EERY BA OF#
EOERER THDH EEZ N, £0H, BROAFTRGHOE MBI 2 miE R EHS %

=7 2B TRT 55EI2E. HILE TOFEMRBREDOE NI RIEENLETH DL Z L 4R
L7, F70, BOfz&R5 Lot MBI 2T RERHSEZ I =7 200 THT 52 &
EBERBLE N O NEETH D LB X DIV, FRC, WBIERAIO X O IEER 7 BA NEEE D
BFICIX, HEEHOPBZBZIT TLEI LD, I=TXILHMiEMmE L TRAETHDHEEX
ST, B N TE AR X 7ok 0 ARG A X =7 X TEMET D721, B A RS 5 iES)
%@%f%émmm@mmh&ﬁmié%%ﬁ@&%ﬁwkﬁ%ﬁ@@@éﬁ%%*#%t%:
S E, BRI 2LERDH D EEZ LN, —J, B eI =T X0 R ICEmWHEBIES S
N2 EMD, FEMORTRE % & O T AR ENRERAM (<A 223 lR & 72 5 FIREME 2R L T2,
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B2E SZJ2(1IB1THEVOHEREE/NT A —2 BT 5 Fi

%lﬁfm\i:f&mﬁﬁéﬁ%®VD%W%TZ%LT%%#KL\‘:7§@QiE%i
DIRVMEENCH D Z LB R LTz, £, S =743k b XV GER EL | LE EBITRHENTH
HZEDNRBESI, I=T 0B MBI AROFOMBEFREHER 2 TR ABUIITE 2 DM
PRMEEEZ Oz, — =74 Lt MBI 2EEMO Fy S B HBEZ R LTz Z Lnb,
I=7 X Lt FTOFEYOIFRHRED R Th D rIREME RIS S vz, MRS IOV T,
JFCYP450 77 7 SV —IZBILTI =7 % L b b EORICHEBMERRE SN TEBY ., b MIBIT
HRHRE 2 PRS2 EBREM E LTI =7 X OGRS TV 5(84],

FHUTBHFE SN TR LB & BRIRIZHESD TV < 9 2 T, first in human 3BRIZIS 1T D HRFE ~D
URA7 %f/NRIZT 272972, B FOENEREZ THIT 52 LITEETH S, & MENEIREDE
B TROTZDIZN DT e —F BRI, EELBARBICEOTEHN SN TW5([97,98], —
Az, & FOENEIREE THIT 2 Tk e LT, EBREMWIO invivo RIERIKT — & % 512 L7785k
R (empirical) 7 70 —F XU in vitro 7 —# & #FAEH T2 mechanistic 77 2 —F B HN LI
%o 1 TH CL XE Vo 2 ZEWHE DR & ORIRD ORI THIT 5 allometric scaling 13, f#
D> —EOREZFF - 7= FHIEE L TALSFIH STV D empirical 7 7’2 —F D 1 D ThHhDH, —
F. &k CL O FRNCIZZELD mechanistic 7 7' 0 —F BB S, IEHEIN TS, ZOT7 7 a—

FIE— I, EFRFERYEE G (PB-PK) IZESWTEY ., b hofik, Ml szay—Aa
OGOV invitro 7 —# & & N OEBFET VISHE LT T2 6D TH D, LorL, THIE
M7zt b CLIZ in vivo DFEHICL & TS 2 2 & bRE STV 5, Kilford 513 CYP & UGT Mi#
A LIRS O%E. PB-PK 77 0 —F )b Tl NS & o 72 2 & 2 LT 5[99],
F 72 Miners 1%, —EOFEANZOWT, b b CL B THAED 10~30 5872~ 72 2 & 251001 L
THEY ., invitro 7T —Z OHG TIRERNZR TRIDKRERGERHH 2 L 2R L TWD,

RETIL, SRR DELFRREZE AT 5 14 FOIEY D CL KO Vg (BT 2 IRNENIE T A —
AEI=T7HXTRIiL, B NOCERER E B LTz, £, SR E#HY E LT~ AKLTRT v K
THRBRICTZ T o7z, FIZINHOHEYOE F CL K VLT, R =72 I~ 7 AR
7 v NOFT —%& % H|Z allometric scaling Z# HWTTHI L7z, =7 % DENENE T A —&% KL%
6O THELZ v FOERIE L g3 5 2 & T, mERRAENEIRERBR To I =7 ofF HMIC
DWW L7z,
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21 BRETFEREWZAL: VaRU CL IZB99 551

b heI=T% v UAKOT v MTBITD Ve KO CL & HlGEHIS 27260, B/ 2 BhRBRE %
HT 5 14 FEDET /L FH) (acetaminophen, antipyrine, atenolol, buprenorphine (lepetan injection 0.3 mg),
diclofenac sodium, felodipine, fentanyl. fexofenadine. flurbiprofen, furosemide, ketoprofen, lidocaine,
propranolol hydrochloride & U raloxifene hydrochloride) % X =74, 7 AK T v MIFIRNE G-
L. MSEPREHER DD Vo O CL, 2 F %, & b D Vo O CL, (B3 2 SCHRTE H & Ll Al L
2o Flo, FEDOFEIIRIC IS L MmHEF & 7 JEREER () KO Re 23l L7z,

b, I=TH, vURAKOT v O ZE A invitro FERIZ T 14 FEOET VEY O £, K

Z Rl L7/ 3R % Table 6 (TR L7z, £7o, FEMzifik s L & & omEHREN SR L
2B D Va e Y CL, K OSCERNB5IH L2 MTET 5737 A—X % Table 7 IZx L7z, LTI
HET NVEY ORI LT DRz iRk d 5,

Acetaminophen :
FHiAGS & VD acetaminophen D& ENFEIZF51T D Vo, fup MOV Rp Tl ValZBIL TiTk R XD 2

=7 H TR (12 fEREE) AN IEH 7223, b N ESEWRE CRE RFEITRO b ive o7z,
—J7. CLy I LTIk F &I =7 X TIIMIRFERE TChH 723, v~V AKRDT v M CTlEEEZ R
L7,

Antipyrine :
FEAMAE SR LV antipyrine DR EMIFEIZISIT D Voo fup XV Rp Tl & b & BB CRAE 7ol
TR LN oTe, —F, CL, I L TiIxe b, S =7 X KO7 v F &L~ T A TEV M
WZhH o7,

Atenolol :

FHmREF &LV atenolol DA BFEIZISIT B fip KO'Re Tl & & KB CTIRIZFRSETH 72,
—H. Vil LTI~ VAT CLICEAL TIE~ U A KT v F T b LY @WVMEAIZH o723, &
eI =TXD Ve LD CL, IXFFRETH -T2,

Buprenorphine :
Buprenorphine [ F(ZAFIE CREA S NI V7 v VISR L R DM OFEM TH D, T > MM

LTI, Gopal 5(Z X > T buprenorphine @7 » MIIIT % CL, IE 45 mL/minkg & OHE[101]1725 &
0. AEHELNTET v MZEIT 5 CL, (29.3 mL/min/kg) I% Gopal ©H D5 & KX 22Tl L/ h - 72,
PR SH &LV buprenorphine D& ENAFEIZISIT D Re, Va XK CL, Tid, b b & KB TR 7ofd
ZITRD BRIl —H, B L TIE M I =T X ERBETH SN, v UAKDT v
MIRREWMEMIZH - 72,
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Diclofenac :

Diclofenac [T FEIZ Tl TR S 4, CYP2C IZ X 2@/ V7 v gt G{K % 52 1T % nonsteroidal
anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs) (Z3B SN OBMEOE Y THSH, ~U A KDT v ML T,
Deguchi 5(Z &> T diclofenac D~ 7 A KT v MIEIF S CL, (X 533 X 6.67 mL/minkg & D
HN2In B, AEFELNT~Y T AKTDT v MIBIT D CL, (9.32 & 1) 8.36 mL/min/kg) |3 Deguchi
O OHE & RERTHEL 2D > T2, FHlFER K diclofenac DFEMTEIZISIT 5 R KT Va TIE,

b KPR TCITIRETH ST, —H, fp KO CLICEALTIE Fe I =7 X FARETH-
e, v U AKOT v MIRREVEFNIZ®H > 72,

Felodipine :

FEAGER L U felodipine DABREICISIT 5 fup L8 Rg Tlt, b R AP CIHIZRAS Th -
Teo —H, ValCBILTHEE FEI=T8 Ty MIFRRE TH B, ~ 7 AL EME I H
D CLICBIL Tkt FEI=T2 v U AFRABETH 7Y, 7y MERLORWBEICH -T2,

Fentanyl :

Fentanyl [T 2Pl CRET S 4, CYP3A IC K D232 MO TH 5, 7> ML
TliZ. Ohtsuka 52X~ T fentanyl DT v MMZEIF 5 CL, 1 41 mL/minkg & OIRE[103]03H 0 . 4
[EfF 5727 v MBI 5 CL, (42.9 mL/min/kg) 1% Ohtsuka & OFER L% TH Y . FFARHTITED
ST, PHEAEFR LY fentanyl OB EMWFEIZIIT D Rp LN Vg Tl & R EKEME TIRIZFEETH
o, —H, L TIEE Fe =74 vV RIRABE THTR, Ty MIOLEWEIZ
HY. CL L TEE eI =T HIFABRETH 72, U A, Ty hTIEROEmWEIAIC

277,

Fexofenadine :

PSS L U fexofenadine DEEWFEIZISIT 5 fp MOV Rp Tid, b b KB TIZEFETH
olze —H ValZBELTRE FeI=T7% Ty MIRBRETH 722, = 7 AT VE IS
B, CL I LTIt heI=T%, U RIFERETHo720, 7 v M TIEO0mMHEANS

2>77,

Flurbiprofen :

Flurbiprofen (XTI TR <AL, CYP2C IZ L ARECT V7 o VAR %2 521F % NSAIDs
W INDBEOEY TH 5, 7 MIBE L TIE, Jamali 512 & - T flurbiprofen ® 7~ MIEITF
% CLp (349 2.5 mL/min/kg & OHAE[104]23% 0 (A EFG 72T » MMIEIT 5 CL,(1.16 mL/min/kg)
1% Jamali © OFES: & Tl < JHFREHTFESCThH > 70, FHIiFER L Y flurbiprofen O EFEIC
BIFD Rp, VaLO'CL, Tid, b M KB CIZIERECTH T, — ., fp B L TEe F &
=T ZERERETH 2R, vV A 7y MIRREmWVERIZSH o 72,
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Furosemide :

MRS R L D furosemide DAEMIFEIZISIT D Re i, & F EBEFE CTIZEFE ThH T2, —H.
fop KON Vo ICEALTIAE FEI=T7 % Ty MIHBRWFRE TH 7208, v 7 ATIERRE L,
CLIZBLTidk FTIEI =74, v U AKDT v F XD RWMEMIZH > 72,

Ketoprofen :

Ketoprofen (3312 UGT2B IZ X 264 321F % NSAIDs IZHFHINLWBIEOEY TH D, ~
7 AR v MBI LTI, Deguchi 512 X - T ketoprofen D~ 7 A KT v MIEITH CL, 1% 4.28
S ) 0.749 mL/min/kg & OEE[102]123H 0 . SEG LN~ T AR TT v MTBIT D CL, (229 KDY
0.864 mL/min/kg) & Deguchi & D5 & K E RTEfElL o7, FHHFER K Y ketoprofen D4Eh4)
FEIZHIT D Re. Va MV CL, Tl & FEFEPHETIRERE ThH o7, —H, fpllBLTiEE B
EI=THERBETHS T2, v~ U A, Ty MEIEWERNIZH > T,

Lidocaine :
Lidocaine (T EIZATICHRE S CYP3A KU CYPIA (2 L 2 &%) D EMEOHEY TH 5,
7w MZB L TIE, Matsuda 512 X - T lidocaine @7 > MMIEIT % CL, 1% 69.3 mL/minkg & O

BURHY ., SREGELNZT > MIEITH CL, (85.1 mL/mm/kg) 1% Matsuda & DR & K & 70 Tepf
370 < REHTHD -T2, FMAER LV lidocaine D fip. Re. Va X ONCLy X, B FEI=7 X TiX
IFFETH TN, v~ VA, Ty MINTA—ZIZXoTiIk M RRLBRICH ST,

Propranolol :

MG S L 0 propranolol @ fup. R, Va LUNCLyIE, b b &I =7 X TIRIFIER%ETH 778,
~UA, 7w FTIE Ve, CLyIZBWTE FERRDMBAIZHY, EVDITCLITvYV A, Ty hE
Hick ML EWEIZH o 72,

Raloxifene :
FEAMAS S &LV raloxifene O fup. Re. Va X ONCLy1E, B hEI=T% v M CIERE el dre
<, FTRIZBWTH Vygabra, KERMEEEHI 20 o7,

DLk, B L7 14 FEOET VIEMITE LTI fp 23 0.11%~87.04%, Rp % 0.540~1.12, I =7%
\ZHF 2 Vadd 0.112~3.84 L/kg, CL, A3 0.790~21.5 mL/min/kg DHIFAIZF% 24T D T L ETUVRHE A
72 D5 AR LRI L7, B3EMICIT 28/3T A — 2 2 BhREH CERE L72BR, v v AR
Ty MLV LI =T XD MIEWEHRIZH T,
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Table 6 Summary of the unbound fraction of plasma protein binding and blood-to-plasma concentration ratios in the animal species and humans.

fup (%) Rs
Drug
Mice Rats Minipigs Humans Mice Rats Minipigs Humans
Acetaminophen 78.90 75.76 44.93 64.55 0.921 0.890 1.12 1.04
Antipyrine 72.70 76.21 62.97 56.51 0.712 0.868 1.04 0.767
Atenolol 87.04 86.81 82.03 80.69 0.982 0.994 1.07 1.07
Buprenorphine 3.28 3.51 1.52 1.32 0.585 0.684 0.752 0.596
Diclofenac 4.29 0.97 0.21 0.19 0.550 0.540 0.575 0.567
Felodipine 0.37 0.35 0.38 0.39 0.706 0.600 0.784 0.560
Fentanyl 25.02 53.42 24.51 23.55 0.815 0.822 0.833 0.733
Fexofenadine 57.04 44.79 43.51 42.22 0.550 0.561 0.682 0.560
Flurbiprofen 4.37 1.74 0.12 0.11 0.550 0.540 0.707 0.560
Furosemide 25.15 4.58 5.83 1.86 0.782 0.660 0.655 0.550
Ketoprofen 16.48 7.87 0.69 0.64 0.550 0.591 0.671 0.560
Lidocaine 77.58 85.52 60.45 52.31 1.04 0.775 0.633 0.643
Propranolol 29.44 28.12 18.32 16.73 0.872 0.816 0.989 0.890
Raloxifene 1.33 1.60 0.88 0.89 0.966 0.772 1.04 0.702

Each value represents the mean (n = 2-3).

Drug Metab Pharmacokinet., 31, 73-81 (2016), Table 1
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Table 7 Summary of in vivo PK parameters in the animal species and humans.

Va (L/kg) CL, (mL/min/kg)
Drug
Mice Rats Minipigs Human* Mice Rats Minipigs Human*

Acetaminophen 0.984 1.73 0.479 1 28.0 244 3.18 5
Antipyrine 0.889 0.790 0.648 0.77 18.0 5.20 3.94 0.64
Atenolol 4.58 2.33 1.38 0.95 327 22.0 3.52 2.5
Buprenorphine 2.14 4.82 3.43 4.95 30.7 29.3 17.1 18.9
Diclofenac 0.248 0.410 0.141 0.22 9.32 8.36 1.20 35

Felodipine 0.462 3.08 2.19 44 7.21 34.7 14.5 11
Fentanyl 222 2.84 2.95 3.78 33.0 429 20.5 19
Fexofenadine 0.148 0.750 0.625 0.771 4.64 19.9 4.74 3.1
Flurbiprofen 0.106 0.210 0.112 0.144 0.421 1.16 0.790 0.3
Furosemide 0.588 0.180 0.183 0.12 6.85 5.52 5.75 1.6
Ketoprofen 0.262 0.390 0.184 0.132 2.29 0.864 0.913 1.14
Lidocaine 2.15 3.87 1.94 1.3 383 85.1 12.8 13.6
Propranolol 6.86 3.57 1.93 3.1 63.0 63.7 11.1 12
Raloxifene 0.639 5.38 3.84 7.52 9.76 304 21.5 10.8

Values for mice, rats and minipigs represent the mean of 3 experiments.

a Both Vd and CL,, for humans were quoted from the literature: acetaminophen, antipyrine, atenolol, diclofenac, felodipine, furosemide and propranolol

(Obach et al., 2008); buprenorphine (Kuhlman et al., 1996); fentanyl (Christrup et al., 2008); fexofenadine (Lappin et al., 2010); flurbiprofenb (Tohno et al.,

1992); ketoprofen (Debruyne et al., 1987); lidocaine (Burm., 1989); and raloxifene (Jones CD, 1997).

b Flurbiprofen parameters were measured by administration of flurbiprofen axetil.

Drug Metab Pharmacokinet., 31, 73-81 (2016), Table 2



22 £ MAREWBREFACEITSI T2 OFRAEICEY 5
221  E b+ VaFHl

AETIZ, B FDO Va2 FHITHEED I =7 % OFMMEICHOWT 2.1 HO R/ 2@hiestt: 2645
14 FEOTT NI BIT DHE/XT A —X2 % AW T RO E TN UM L 7=,

) =TH . RUA Ty MTI L OB T — X b DO TRl Ve (Lkg)
1) [EREEE
%@]%%ﬁ&:%&j— ) Vd (anima])%ﬁ%t L Va ?'{EIJ (Vd (human)) L L«C'ﬁﬁ%o

Va (human) = Va (animal) eq.(9)

2) IMffEL Loy IERE SR IE
RRFEY O & BEWFRIZI T DIMEES X7 IEREEHE (fup uman X O fup @animany)  DFEAZIT &
HEBEMIE LTS HEE LT FRRORICEVEH L,

Vd (animal)

Va (human) = X fup (human) eq.(10)

fup (animal)
3) Mk X7 IEREEMIE (Oie-Tozer {5)

SEEH O b LSBT DML 2T EREA R (Fu tuman 2 Y fut animany) DT
w%%ﬁmb$@¢éﬁ%kLTOw%_iofﬁ%mméhtTﬁ®K(mﬂm)_iD%
L7z, 7286, fuIBEFEICET D Vo KO OFMME & AR (V) | Wi (v,) | fi
iR (Vo) KOMILEE 2 2R 7 TR 2 Ml (A R <) ofEE &2 o737 O (Rer)
(2B 2 Rk Z IV T eq. ADD K 9 IZRHRE S D,

Ve X fyp

(Va =V — fup X Vo) = {(1 — fup) X Reji XV, }
2T eq AT L7z T A — & O3CHRE[ 18, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110] % Table 8 |Z7R
T, Eio. BERREWIBT D 2T b ERBYFER CTRAITRV S DO LMRE L. Va tumn %
TROXIZIVEH L,

fur = eq.(11)

I:up (human)
Vd (human) — V + I:up (human) X V + {(1 up (human)) X Re/1 XV, } + V X————— eq. (12)

fut (animal)
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Table 8 Values used for physiological parameters in laboratory animals and humans.

Species
Parameters Units
Mouse Rat Monkey Dog Minipig Human
Body
kg 0.03 0.25 5 10 15-30 70
weight
MLP years 2.8 4.5 242 204 12.8 934
Brain
g 0.42 1.7 90 80 50 1530
weight
Vp L/kg 0.0500 0.0312 0.0448 0.0515 0.0364 0.0429
Ve L/kg 0.203 0.297 0.208 0.276 0.200 0.260
V: L/kg 0.378 0.371 0.485 0.328 0.300 0.340
Rei® 14 1.4 1.4 14 1.4 14
HCT % 45 46 41 42 44 44
Qn mL/min/kg 90 55 44 309 26.3 20.7

These values were obtained from the literatures by Mahmood et al. (2004), Davies B et al. (1993), Oie S et al.
(1979), Chapman ME et al. (2010), Diehl et al. (2001), Radin MJ et al. (1986) and Wyler F et al. (1979). The
V. and V; of minipigs were assumed to be approximately 20% and 30% of total body weight, respectively.
“R¢ /1 was assumed to be 1.4 for all species and all binding proteins.

Drug Metab Pharmacokinet., 31, 73-81 (2016), Supplementary Table 1

4 FEOFEHOI =T 4 ~TAKRT v MBI D Vi @imy@EIEE & MIBT D Vi guman D
SCHRIE 2 B2 R8s U 7 & 5 % Figure 9 A~C } U Table 9 (A)Z/R U720 Vi human) & FEHE L Vi (mice) THE
RAFENE2 (FLIN ORI ® - 723 ET 50%. AFE 1L 262 TH>7=DIZx LT, Vaminipigy X Y
Va rais) CIERRAZD 22 (5 LA O FEPHIZ & o 7o WU T 86% )% 1) 719% T, AFE 1% 1.51 )2 T¥ 1.56 T -
7= (Table 9 (A) o £-oT, ValZBILTE, =7 %%k & OMBEMERREW D & 3R S 7z,
2B, 7y bbb FEOHBIMITEL . v U A TIHRWMERIZ B 5 72,

14 FEOIEMI D Vi (umany & FEFEIZIS T D Va @animan 2> eq. (1OIZHEV fop THIE L PRI L 72 R
Z Table 9 (AR LT, fup THIIEED Vi tuman? THIZ, T 2A KT v R 6 O THITIXERLL
LB E 0 b FRIKEIMR TR CThote, —FH, I=T7 2D fyp ZEHAWIEHET —Z 150
Vd (human @D T TIX, FAZEDE2 [FLANOFIPHIC & > 72 W HT 93%. AFE 1L 1.54 TH Y | BRI
Rf & KRS PREIZ~ T AR OT v hEHWD L0 & PR ILE - 7,
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KEFICIIT D fu % eq.(11) (OieTozer %) ICHEU TR L7214, Voo Vi XXV D & 9 7281
FHINT A =L OFFEE B LTZ eq. (1212 LY . BFEAID Vi qumanZ TR LTZ, ZOHETIEI=
TEDOT—F %I LT PRITCIERIC TRIREE A SGE L, R332 (5 LN O I & - 7o Wi
100%. AFE /% 137 Thole, —FH, vUART v bOT7 —F I Lo FRITCIE PR E 2 4o
THITFEL -7 (Figure9D~F) , ZHHOFERI V| ViqumanZ THIT 2 ETI =7 X Offi
MIAHTHL LEZZ BT,

A. Mice C. Minipigs
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Figure 9 Plots of human V4 values predicted from single animal species directed or corrected for £ vs.
actual values measured after intravenous administration.
The following species were used: A and D, mice; B and E, rats; C and F, minipigs. Dashed lines represent lines

of unity, and the area between the solid lines represents values within 2-fold error.

Drug Metab Pharmacokinet., 31, 73-81 (2016), Fig. 1

(2)  Allometric scaling |Z X % T
1) Allometric scaling
21 HTHEOLNTEI =T, v~ UAKDT > MO VanimayZ H T allometric scaling (25 % Vg
(L/body) ZPBE4 2 PRIZ Fh L7z, Eq.(13) IZHEV, 45 Vi @nima) & SEOIRE (Table8) & D
BEHEMED BRI EEY) Z & @ allometric /X7 A —4 (eq.(13)D A L TNB) AR 7-, 7233, allometric
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RIA=LZF, 2278, VARG T y F3IHEOTF— A NFI=T IR~ TA, I=T XK
BT v FXE, ~TAKOT v hO 2T — 4 OfAG I X 2B EN D H Lz,

V4(L/body) = A x (body weight)® eq.(13)

Z Z°C. A% allometric scaling {23317 %34, B 1% allometric scaling (Z351F 2 $5%% (allometric /3
T A—H) wad, HFH LTz allometric /37 A —# & & FOKEZ eq. ANTRA L., Vi human® T
WL7z, 7236, & FOEREITGIH LI SCRICHEREDOREED H - 72356 TR #li 2. oS
TR 7oA 121X Table 8 IZ/R L7z 70kg & LEHHE L7,
2) IEH X7 JEREAEETHIIE L 72 allometric scaling
1) allometric scaling (Z5F U T fop DFEZEIC K DB EMIET 2 2 L 2 AR L LI Tl & 5k L
72198l E£9. eq. ADITHEV, XGHEMI B L CREBEMITE T D fup TH Va caniman & A IE L 72 58
WITELZ 1T % Va free animan 22 KD T2,

Vd (animal)

Vd free (animal) = €q. (14‘)

fup (animal)

Eq. (14) THEH L72 Vdiree @anima & FEWOIREZ eq. ANZIEN T2~ B L Vd fiee anima) FFIC IS 1T
% allometric /N7 A —X% ZR® . THIEZIT2 Vdtree uman?>H E B D Vi uman ( ZEHE L (eq. (15))
FE L,

Vd (human) = Vd free (human) X fup (human) €q. (15)

Eq. (I3)IZHEV Vi animay?> & allometric scaling %38 H L Va qumanyZ T L7, Allometric scaling {Z &
% Va@imayP7 — X035, TSI Vi guman & E b Va OSTEE & O T I OKEE 4 Table 9 (B)IZ
B % Figure 10 IR LTz, RFIETIE, =74, ~UAKWNT v F3FEOT — % OMAEHOED
OTPHL7EIT, BZENR2 (FLNOFIFIZ H - 7o WS 86%. AFE 1% 1.33 THY ., fid Tl
REEDRWRERAG O (Figure 10 A) o —J, I=7 ¥ 250G E0/R LKL, I=7
2 wBRAN UT2356 @ allometric scaling 12 &5 % Vd tumany® THRFEEIZEE L KT L7z,

Eq. (14, 15)IZ9E0 fup THIIE L 72 Vd free @niman?> © allometric scaling % 1 %Lvmmm%%MLto
Table 9 (B)/> 5>, fup DFEZEEEE LI-AIEICBW T, 3OT — X OfAEDLENL TR LI-5

WZEBWTHHRIE LR oo PHIRF L i L, PHIEOUEEIZITE L 20> 7- (Figure 10B) o L
DU E L Vi umany DIES K E WEEY) (>0.6 Likg, 14 i 10 FOZRY) OBAITIE, fy ORHIEIC
k0 2 =7 X B MBE DT T Vda uman D THFEE XN CSE S (Figure 10C)
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Table 9 Accuracy of the prediction of human V4

(A) Prediction from single animal species

Va (L/kg)
Direct comparison Corrected for fup Corrected for fy
Mice Rats Minipigs Mice Rats Minipigs Mice Rats Minipigs

% of drugs 2-fold 50 79 86 36 50 93 57 71 100

within 4 14 64 100 100 43 86 100 64 100 100

Average-fold error 2.62 1.56 1.51 4.84 2.21 1.54 247 1.60 1.37

(B) Prediction using allometric scaling
Va (L/kg)
Allometry corrected with fup (Vd free)
Simple allometry
14 drugs > 0.6 L/kg (Human V) 10 drugs®
m,r, p m, r m, p L, p m, 1, p m, r m, p r,p m,r, p m, p L, p
% of drugs 2-fold 86 14 86 71 86 7 86 79 90 90 90

within- 4 fold 100 21 100 100 100 29 100 100 100 100 100
Average-fold error 1.33 8.95 1.40 1.62 1.47 9.58 1.47 1.59 1.32 1.34 1.47

m, mice; 1, rats; p, minipigs.
“ Prediction of human V4 was achieved for 10 drugs that had larger Vq values than those of total body water (0.6 L/kg in humans). The following 4 drugs were

excluded from the 14 total: diclofenac, flurbiprofen, furosemide and ketoprofen.
Drug Metab Pharmacokinet., 31, 73-81 (2016), Table 3
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Figure 10 Plots of human V4 values predicted from allometric scaling using mice, rats and minipigs,

including interspecies protein binding differences vs. actual values measured after intravenous

administration.

The following parameters were used: A, not corrected; B and C, fup. Dashed lines represent lines of unity, and

the area between the solid lines represents values within 2-fold error.
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222 E FCLFH

ARIETIE, B FD CL ZTHIT 20 I =7 %O HAMEIZOWT 2.1 THO R 8245
514 FEDOTT IV BIT D537 A —2 % FHW T Rt D 1L TN LaHM L 7=,

) =74, %V, Ty T L OEYWT —2 2260 FH : CL (mL/min/kg)
1) CL, DEHELES
KENMFEIZ T D CLp @iman & EHZE b CLy, T (CLp (umany) & L TREA L 72,

CLp (human) = CLp (animal) eq.(16)

2) ik CL (CLy) DEHEHE
iﬁ%%% @%iﬁ%iﬁlj}o‘ cj— %) RB (animal) %)EH WT CLb (animal) }f% Hj l/ N CLb (animal) %E% | ]\ CLb ?’
{/E\IJ (CLb (human)) & L VC'T%)EH L/7LC_O

CLp (animal)

CLy (animal) = = CLy (human) eq.(17)

RB (animal)

CLp (human) = CLy (humna) X Rp (human) eq.(18)
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3) Single-species allometric scaling
b b EBBWHICI T D AE & OEER 22 m EAE R (0.75) THILE LSEWEICR T %
CLb animany?* 5 CLb (umany (VT30S HAZLIE mL/min/body) % T2 FIER WG S TEBY . TRl
ORUIZEVEH L,

body weight uman)

0.75
C]-'b (human) (mL/min/bOdY) = CLb (animal) X < > €q. (19)

body weight animar)
Z D%, eq. 18) &'t b DIRE A VYT CLp humany (AL : mL/min/kg) (ZE#H2 L, THIL7Z,
4y MHEH LR FEREG SR THIIE L 7= single-species allometric scaling
3)X single-species allometric scaling (25 L C fup DA L 5 B2 MET L2 LA HRE LT
TFRZFER LT, £ eq. QOITHEVY, XIEFEW OFMENIFE TD fup TH CLb animan 2 il LE L 72
BBWFLZI5T D CLb animal free & 3RO,
Lp (animaty (mL/min/body)

fup (animal) X RB (animal)

C
CLy (animal) free(mL/min/bOdY) = eq.(2 0)

- 0)?&\ eq. (19)L:{J€7\ L CL, (human) free (mL/mln/bOd}’) %%F% L. fup (human)~ €(. (18)&0\‘ Bk @MX
% VT CLp (umany (FEAZ - mL/min/kg) 122582 L TR AV,

4 FEOEYDI =74 ~TAKDT v MIBIT D CLpanimayPFENE L & MZIIT D CLp uman)
O SCHMIE % 8% Hefs U 7= 55 5 % Figure 11 A~C L O Table 10(A)ZR L7z, S =7 X, ~TAKNT
v b 3 FEOHF T, CLy minipig) & CLyp (umanm | XRR A2 (5 AN OHFHIZ & > 72 3 HUL 71%. AFE (X
175 CI=74% Lt hOCL, ITix bR W Z /R LT,

14 FEDOHEY D CLy tuman & B EMIFEICI T D CLp @nima 2> eq. (17, I8ZHEV R (animan % T
CLb @nima 2> 5 F 72 eq. (19, 20)IZ7EV £, THHIE L 72 single-species allometric scaling 7> & Tl L 7= #%
H.% Figure 11 D~F } U Table 10 (A28 L7z, Rp THIIEE D CL) humany® THIIE. 7 v FEFRE
=T RO~ T A THEEDRN LT Simnoiz, £72. fup THIER D CLp tuman @ FRIZIBWT
B, @l L7 3BT X T TP EOR LT o T, vV AKDYT v FrbLOTHITIRE
PR L72BR L 0 & PRI EITR T L7e,
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Table 10 Accuracy of the prediction of human CL

(A) Prediction from single animal species

CL (mL/min/kg)
Direct comparison of CL,;, Direct comparison of CLy, Direct comparison of CLyp free
Mice Rats Minipigs Mice Rats Minipigs Mice Rats Minipigs
% of 2-fold 43 14 71 14 79 57 7 43 71
drugs
4-fold 64 57 93 50 93 93 29 64 93
within
Average-fold error 3.08 3.72 1.75 3.52 1.79 1.80 10.35 3.45 1.75
(B) Prediction by allometric scaling
CL (mL/min/kg)
Allometry for CL, Allometry for CL, Allometry for CLy free
m,r, p m, r m, p rLp m, 1, p m, r m, p rLp m, 1, p
% of 2-fold 50 21 57 57 57 14 57 57 79
drugs
4-fold 93 43 86 86 93 36 93 93 93
within
Average-fold error 2.06 10.47 2.03 2.05 1.91 12.87 1.88 2.09 1.72

m, mice; 1, rats; p, minipigs

Drug Metab Pharmacokinet., 31, 73-81 (2016), Table 4
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Figure 11 Plots of observed animal CL;, or corrected for Rg values vs. human CL,, or corrected for Rg
values measured after intravenous administration.

The following species were used: A and D, mice; B and E, rats; and C and F, minipigs. Dashed lines represent
lines of unity, and the area between the solid lines represents values within 2-fold error.
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(2)  Allometric scaling (2 J % Tl
1) Allometric scaling

21 HTHEONTEI =T %, v UAKRDT v b CLyp @nimay X 1E RB @nimantZ & 0 A LEH L7
CLb animayZ FHVY T CL  (mL/min/body) (ZB59" % allometric scaling {Z X % Tl & 9kt L 7-[98], Eq.
QDIZHE, % CLyp animan X 1% CLb animay & F B OKE (Table8) & O BTEMEN HEHMSEY Z & D
allometric /X7 A —% (eq. Q1D A K TU'B) %Kiz, 72d, allometric /X7 A —F|II=T X,
~YUAKOT Y F3FEOT —H NII =T EZ RO~V T A, I=THKOT7 v FE, vTAKD
7y hO2FET —F OMAE ORI L DEEME N DR L,

CL,, or CLy(mL/min/body) = A x (body weight)® eq.(21)

ZZ T, A KU BIZ, allometric scaling (23T 24%% & 45250 (allometric /37 A —4) %IRRT,
2%, CL, CTHM LESEAIZIdNNEE, BT/ 72 B OfED 0.71~1.0 O Th - 7255121
CLy (25RO KFa (MLP) ([Z#MT 72 eq. (22) T, B OfED 1.0 B2 72551213 CLy 12
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MM 2 #7253 eq. (23)DBHHEMED & - allometric scaling (2351 24848 & fafia B LiE
TR L HEEEE LT,

CL, X MLP = A x (body weight)® eq.(22)

CL, X brain weight = A X (body weight)® eq.(23)

HH L7- allometric /X7 A—# & & FDOKEL eq. (21~23)¢Zﬁ)\ L. CLGumany & THIL7z, 7
B, b FOREZSIH LR FERMEO R & 556 1T Radi 2, il S TWhanga
{Z1% Table 8 IZ/R L7 70kg & LEtHR L7=,

2) mﬁ&yN7#%A$T@ELtMMmmmmMg
1) allometric scaling (Z%f LT fu, DFEFAEIC K DB AMET 52 L2 HAYE L7 THIZ T L
7oo £7°. eq. QHITHEV, XIGEEY) DOFHMENTE T D fup K ' R (animan CH CLp animan 2 # 1E L 724
FFEIZ I 1T D CLb animal) free 2 2RO 72,

CLp (animal)

CLb (animal) free = €eq. (24’)

RB(animat) X fup (animat)

Eq. 24) THEH L 72 CLb @nimal) free & S ENDOIKE % eq. R1~23)ZHEV T 7 > b L CLb (animal) free FF

ZEUF 5 allometric 737 A —# &R, T Z A7 CLb thuman) free 2> 5 E N D CLp uman{ CZEHL L, T
BN,

Eq. (21~24)|Z9EV > CL(animay7)> & allometric scaling % 3@ H L CLuman % 7| L 72, Allometric scaling
IZE % CLanimay®7 —Z 025, FHIE 72 CLp quman & N CL, O SCHERE & DO T OKEEE % Table 10
(B)IZ, FHBY% Figure 12 (27~ L7z, Allometric scaling {2 & ¥ CLquman % I 2551212, 2 =74
EvUARDNI=THETy b D2fEI=T% Ty b, v T AD 3 N5 O allometric scaling T
BN XD PRREEIZEITRDO ONT, I =T X OMEEMABANLT T RMAAE R NGEEXLY T
b e T I B

BT CLb (anima /S 25 H2 U T L 72358 D5 AY CLyp animany 2 FEH L7354 & BRl U C P HI0KS EE 135 )
W2 B U7z, E720 CLb nimal) free 12 C 3 F87> 5 @ allometric scaling Tl L7256 1%, REZED 2 5LIN
DHFPNZ & - 7= HWEIE 79%. AFE 13 1.72 Thed LWTFRIREER G 67z, 7Zed, MLP RINE &
IZ L DHHE (eq. (14, 15) %472 72 CLwman® THRIZEI L CIE, 3 Fi)> 5 O allometric scaling T L
T2 e, AREDR2 FELANOHEPHIC & - 723803 29%, AFE (3 3.12 L7020 TR IZH 525
IR Lz, 2% LT, ClpumanZ THIT 2124720, S =7 % 1 MO T — 21 b OTHI &
g LT, =74, ~U A, Ty hO3IFENLOTHIGE DT allometric scaling 7> 5 O TR
(ZH BB TGER O B e o T2,
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Figure 12 Plots of human plasma CL values predicted from allometric scaling considering physiological
parameters, f,;, vs. actual values measured after intravenous administration.
The following parameters were used: A, CL,; B, CLy; and C, CLy fee. Dashed lines represent lines of unity, and

the area between the solid lines represents values within 2-fold error.
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23 EE

ARETIE, & MENBIE T X —% O TMOBLE ORI 2RiRRBRCTI=7 4%
EHT 5 Z L OFRMEICBI LT, fkx A I RICFHE LG LTz, I=7 %, vUAKRDT »
MZET D 14 FEOZEY) D Vy }e O CL Z 5l L., allometric scaling % & #okk 4 72 THIFIEIC L U B B
DV O CL 2 FlIT % 2 & T, FREPHFECEIT L2 FHBEL I L, FEHOI =7 #(C
BUIHDO VLD CLIZEBIZ, vUART v b EHARTE b EOHEBIMEIZENTND Z & DR S
iz, F7-. allometric scaling {2 &2 FHITIL, S =7 X DfEREEDDHZ LT, B D CL LD Vy
DT RNEE D A LTz,

Hosea 5%, VatumanZ THITHHAIC, 7 v N I HOBHRE ST A — & 06T LB TR
MR ThHoT-Z &AL T DH[98], AFETIE, VioumanZ 1 FED Vi minipign 2> O THIT 25 Z & T
Vi FHIL 72556 L AFLL LD RAF2TFIREE 2R3 2 L3 6 E o7z, £7z, allometric
scaling THNZHBNTH I =T X ZEH D Z & T Vi uman @ THEE O ESHERE S L2, fp ZHW
THIETIEI =7 ZIZBIT D ViqumanD THRIEEIZIZIZE A ERE LR o), v T AT v b
IZBWCIRERER L0 b fp MiET 2 2 & TPHREEIIRT Lz, Vo i3RI PRSI
Kox, figmickAciikans,

Vy =Vp+Vt><iu—p eq.(25)

ut
T 2TV XIS AT D IMAERAE, VOIS 03 o346 3 2 MBS O RS FE 2 7”9~ AT,
Va SRR/ NS WDEEPNZOWTIE, Vg = V EIRET 2 Z LR TE, ZOHBITIEL fup DT Vy
DI B FF LHE W EAESND, — ., VS REWEYOLAE, # ValZ+ 2 vV, 0% 5
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TR TE . Vo3V = Vi X (fyp/fu) EIET D Z LN TE D, SEFHE LD PICEEND
NSAIDs @ fp lZFET o (B FEOI =7 %) LV T oW (vUVAKDT v k) T5~201%
mfEAR L7z (Table6) . 26 DHEYD V3K < (B F T 0.12~0.22 L/kg) (Table7) | Vq =V,
LRIRTZENTE, fop DY Vol L KITT A REMEIMELS R D L BEXBND T2, fip ITR W HHIE

(eq. 10)) LTLEH Z LT, FrZIw U AL T v MIZBWT Vihuman DI/ NI Z 725 L2 & #
Z Hive, RBIGIZE LTI, fup THIIE L T B2 Ve & H V72 allometric scaling O HAZ LV
BT 5 Z LD TE72 (Table 9 B)) . Ve IZ & D allometric scaling THIZISUVNT, 14 O LIEY)
EXRBIT LT 2 FEXIT 3 FEOBHIE ST N TOMEEIT LD FRITIE. Va uman D TR DU
XEL D o7, iRk E (B FTIX06Lkg) % ERID VefEZ R L7z 10 FOKY 2 %51 L
TR D FRITIE, TR 3SGE LT,

fur Z FHOTZAFIEIE, Ve, Vi XN Resi 72 E QBB DAL BB LI HIETH D, =
DIFEE, MBEZ R 7 G, ffE G R Okx 7g = 3= b A v MARFHICBIL T Oie HIZL» T
RSN HECHRT 20 THY | FEMRICIIT D fu 23R T 572010, HAEH L2
DTHDH[105], fuZHAWEHEZTDHZEICLY, =T 1FNPDD Vi human PENZBOTTHI
BEFEICH EL, —FH, vV A, 7y T MBI X0 PHBERUEGES 20 o7, 1=
THD fpld~ T ARLT v FEFRRY, B bO fyp EFRILTEFERTH 727200 fup (minipies & X =
T ZNZBIT DN OO AR BN 2 -V TEER L72 fur minipigo! . fut umany & K KIS L R
HIZ Vi puman® TR E OUGEIZE -T2 E B 2 bz, ValligEs 87 G4, s, b
T U AR—=Z —OFEL, FEYOMERDBLR SRk % 72K F D22 T Do AR Va TRIOR RS
=7 Lt N EOMICESEOERFHIELER &5 Z L APIRICRE S, I =7 X H—fRICkT
D URNENREMEHT 75 T H Vi (uman THICEI L THHZRIERIZK D 55 LB 2 b,

R 723X 28I % CLICBILTIE Va KW b e b & OMBIMAMEVW & E X 51T
WD, THET, Hx 2EWMEORNEIET —# 2 RICRBRAIK 227 7o —FI2 kb e o CL
TR TN S CT& 7=, HlZIE, Hosea HIZk b CL P42 ETT7y hBFHATHLZ L%
W LTVD[98], £7o, EICUGTs 2L v RE S h oMk W Tid, & ho CL 2 THIT 5 ER,
BLIRCUE in vitro 3B THIFT 5 K 0 § allometric scaling CTTIl L7 503 TR L& -722 &
PERE STV 5[102],

AREE TR L7233 I F ORI TIHAL S5, (1) CYP @ (antipyrine, buprenorphine,
diclofenac, felodipine, fentanyl, flurbiprofen, lidocaine % U} propranolol) | (2) non-CYP f{#f (acetaminophen,
furosemide, ketoprofen &% U raloxifene) . (3) REENAUNTHR Y iAZ~ (fexofenadine) . (4) ZENAVEHE
i (atenolol) , Z AU BRI L2 EY O 2L, CYP HEIZFE YT H < DD FEY) (buprenorphine,
fentanyl, lidocaine & X propranolol) T Qn & [ D HEZAYE VY CL 2R3 &N L7Z, 1 ET

HELE L7 L DI 7 v Y — A% Wz invitro 38R Tl nifedipine, testosterone (Z351F 5 I
& DT CYP3A OIEMEITE b &% TH %23, bufuralol (23515 CYP2D{EMEIZ I =7 D3 E b
VRN EDBHALNITESNTND[89], BERIEVEICR T 5 26 OREEIT, ke YD CLy 12
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BIOHADFERER L LTERADND, FTo. CLy [FAEHBERTENEZ T T <0 ITFIEO MR
JER fp DX D BN ONOEF TR I Lo THRELZITH LB LBND,
AETIE, B b CL FHIZHENT, I =7 X AW TRITIHE#EKRT L Z R RbEmNT
HREE AR L I =7 %3k FOCL & K<L, TRICHEA TH D Z & 3R S 7z (Table 10)
—J. fp lCEDMIETIE, I =7 %% M2 CLgwman PRI TR OBRE R UGEITRD 6
T, v RET Y FEAWETHIZEN T TR EOR MR SN, FITHGEHIZ L 0K
PEER DR SN DIEY DA, Clio 13 well-stirred model Z{RET 5 &

f X CLlntH X Qh
f X CLlntH + Qh

CLiot = eq.(26)

ELTREND, ZZTC, CLlin nlZEMORFEA 2 VT T A%, fup X Clingu?’ Qu &0 b
FFINS WG E . CLiolECLiot = fup X Clingy & L TGEBRIEN D, ZD X5 RFEMTIE, fop 2
TAHIEIZ £ Y | CLuman D TR EZ QE SED Z LN TE D, —J, fup X Clingn? Qu & W FEFIC
KEWGAITIE, Clio = QuEITRLEN D720 CLi 13X QuiC KV HIREIND Z &, 2ok
FRHEI T fop \HEZEN B 2B T, fp 1T K DMIEIC L o T TSRS 2D D FTREVED B B,
ZD7=, Vq DR L RIERIZ CL OFEE/R ECHEL TE2 D MNEIEH L EE 2 b,

VL I Table 10 (A) £ Y\ CL(uman @ THNZIX, #IEFEICED LTI =T X 2V 5 Z & TG
FERIA L35 Z AR S, b b Ve PRIICOW T, Table 9 (A)DFERND, I =7 %%
WD ZETTHRENSE 2D 2 ENFFESNTZ, LoT. I =7 X IIMOBWRIZIS T 2 BEfF
R RACHE D Z & 7e<  B—FECE D CL KON Vg IZB L CBER THIZ FREL T 28 CTH S
ZEWREENT, UEORREIY . v FOERNEIREL TRIT D 72O ORiEER RN EIRERERIZ 30

=T R EGRATHIEIFAATHDL EEX LN, B bE R =T X OB K O 2R
PEIZIE, WL ODOBEELERHE S TWD[84,111], bk &I =7 X (2RI 8P
BB 2 AT Dhk 2 23 Ik L C e FOERNEIEZEE L PHIT 2 ETEETH
LHEEZBND,

\ZB99° % allometric scaling THIOFER LY, =T X077 —2 5505 L OEEME L RIEX
htoit\ﬂﬁbt#«f@mmmm77m~%uﬁwf\%?@ELKCM#%®%wS\
bt RO CLZTHITADICEBRENEN-T-, —H. theruleofexponent (ROE) (ZHE> 7= MLP X
IMMEECHE L TRITIE3EWET X TOT =2 ZHWGEIcB W ThH, THIEIZETL
72 Mahmood H %, 72 < &b 3 MFEDOFIERIK T — & 25 AT AlRE/2 875 123\ T ROE D ] &
FEE L TV D 03[106], ROE OERIZOWTIIALHI 23S & 5[98], A EIOFERD 4735 ROE %

WH L72RILE Z 439 2 0@y CidZe it Lt/ ROE B oA AMEZFEH T 5729
X0 AFER RN METH D & B 2 b,

Lombardo 5%, ZAUE T V2B L RIS D& 2L & I A X Tk 242 {bEWER, v

T 127 (LB E R e b EOMBEZMT L7oRER, B N0 Ve OFEHIME & OTEBEN 2 5K
TohoTAbEWEITA X H—FETIE 69%., YIVE—FTIL 3% TH Y . ValZB L TA X K OH L
b b & BAFRMEE R LI WA LT D[112], F72 CLICBEIL TIE, A X Tl 249 bWk,
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VT 132 6B A G e b & OFBZ T L7-fE R, & h o> CL OFEAIE & OTERED 2 54
i T > T ALEWEITA R BT TIX 55%, YV TIL 61%2THY . CLICBHLTY/MIE k
& BAFRFAR 2R LTz S LTV A [113], AFETIE, wHl L7232 5728, Va KO CL I
DNTI=TZ L MR LR, EREO TR 2 f5AK0 Th > 7oL &MWL, Vo TIX 86%.
CL ClX71% ThH o722 D, B RO CL KN VEIZB LT, 2 =7 X3 XL L A% Eo
MBEZRTEEZ LN, MOIET>HEE B L ThH, =7 X132 B WIHT 5 B hOERN
ez THIT 2B, MW EA LSS LB R b,

PUEED | FEEZZBELZW L O 04 FRYREf CTHIE L7- allometric scaling Tld, I=7%
DTF—=ZaEZH5HZ LT, B D CL KU Vg OFRAREEOUGEIZIEN D Z LR SNz, 7272
L. BN CL ZTHFT 2B, I=TXH-FEOT =200 TR LR L i LT, allometric
scaling 2> 5 T L= R CTid, 3 W2 L7-GEIcB 0 Th, UL THKE OtE T e
LMo Te, THHDORSRNG, Ba RFEMIZx LT FOENEREL THIT2BRICI =7 2 &2ff
M3 D2 LIFAMATHD Z L3mmeEns, REORKRIZEY b MANEIREFHICHENTI =74
DT —H L THRAMERHR SN2, R =T X OF7 — X %M L7 PB-PK €T Y 7D
LD IR T AN & FEhE T A Z LT b MIRIT AEx I ORNEIE TFRIICEI L T, K
EORWTRINHIFRFTE 2 L E 2 b,
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ENTND, LER-T, T AKNT v b b ORI OHEE A A 7ekk 2 7R E O invivo £
W T — Z I ERE SN TN D08, 2 =7 X2 U IR R W ERBR 18 > L 2320 S AU TUN R,
Z 2T, ARETIE 6 MO IR ORI RN OW T, ZE» D DY (F) 23 =
Z TR L. i SRR R L i Uiz, F7o, Big®im e L Tx v AR TT v BT
ARSI 21T o 72, B2, B b, =72 RO~ 7 AORHERE % = invitro 39 K g5
R L L. SEO in vivo IR K N in vitro LGB BIEDOFERN D, FHEEY OB BT
5FZTHIL, REMAIOBERBICET 2 =72 0aAMERIE LT,
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31 In vivoBERIRINEIZRE 9 5 EE(h

ARETIL, TREHAITH D ketoprofen tape, flurbiprofen pap, diclofenac gel, buprenorphine tape.
fentanyl patch } OF lidocaine tape &M L7z, @R L7z L5E 6 FDOET LW D clogP 1% 1.95~4.58
&g < . ketoprofen, flurbiprofen }2 OF diclofenac If&14{t5 4. buprenorphine, fentanyl K& O
lidocaine |JHERNEAL ML LT HHWTH S (Table 11)

Table 11 Summary of molecular weight, pKa, clogP.

Compound MW pKa clogP
Ketoprofen 254.3 4.14 2.76
Flurbiprofen 244.3 4.15 3.75
Diclofenac 296.2 3.84 4.58
Buprenorphine 467.7 8.02 3.99
Fentanyl 336.5 8.99 3.62
Lidocaine 234.3 7.12 1.95

The pKa, and clogP values of drugs were calculated using the ChemDraw Professional version 15.1.0.144

software.

Int J Pharm, 534, 348-55 (2017), Table 1

FRETREANZ I =78, v T AR T v MCREEG Lz & & O3 o V-2 i 4 i g %
Figure 13 [ZR L7z, 728, BIRT — X X E OVEFEA > X B a—T +— L0 Db AT L, T3TDH
FHOMAETRE L, b N OBKRBRICK T 5 H &2 RIS BIWFE O A hiR E 2 2 h 2 s
{BAHIE L7245 R T/~ L7z, Flurbiprofen pap ZFR& | AfEEA O IR N CHG L7256, &
ML OEFE L 0 b @O MSEP IR 2R LTz, FHREMIOT TIE, ~ TV AET v heI =7
& L LT R TORANT IO TMAEPRE N FECHITHIM L, ~ 7 ZIZB T 53 ORI
TP TH -T2, —F., 6 MORAITRTITENT, I =7 FOMFETRET~TR, Ty M
Ot boMSERRE X0 b IEF IR AR L,
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A. Ketoprofen tape B. Flurbiprofen pap C. Diclofenac gel
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Figure 13 Plasma concentrations of drugs substances after single percutaneous administration to mice,
rats, minipigs, and humans.

Each symbol represents ®, mice; A, rats; o, minipigs; and A, humans. Plasma concentrations in mice, rats, and
minipigs were corrected by the dose in human clinical trials. Dashed lines represent the application time in
human clinical trials. In animal experiments, tested drugs were applied for 24 h (occluded application), and then
removed from the application site. Each point represents the mean value of three animals.
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=T, wUAKDNT v M6 FOMA| ARG Lt XO F 2LV ER L, BER
I EEAmIRE O $ - 3 FH IR 38 i fE M OMARSR A (BSA) 1237 A H i OEIG & & H1Z Table
12 1Zx LTz,

_ AUCO—t(percutaneous) X DOSe(iv)

= eq.(27)
AUCO—oo (iv) X Dose(percutaneous)

BT, #ET VRO L Tk 5.

Ketoprofen tape (Mohrus tape)

NSAIDs (25738 SV Dt DO3EY T, BIK 1 g HIT ketoprofen & 20mg ZHT 57 —7HITH 5,
7w MZBALTIE, Goi 51T - T ketoprofen tape D7 v MII1T 5 F IZAGRER] 234 [0 O FHAMGRE
DHGTHY T 2 12 BT 14.8% & OWE[12213H 0 . AEFGFSNTZT v MBS F (25.9%)
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EFEDRWER T -7, FHEAE R XK U ketoprofen tape DAEMFEIZIS 1T A FiX, B & (61.2%)
LU L~ R (62.0%) [XIFEFRBETHST2MB, 7 v ME 259% LK<, =7 XX 8.0%T—
FEN o T,

Flurbiprofen pap (Adofeed pap)

NSAIDs (25373 S DM OFEY) T, BIK 12 g H1IZ flurbiprofen % 40 mg & A3 2611 TH 5,
Z v MZBE L TiE, Goi 512 X > T flurbiprofen tape @ 7 v MZI31T D F 134 [BIORHMRE & FLAlIL R
720, AR OG- RI 2 (5T 43.0% L OWEN2218H Y . SEFLNZT v MIBTS
F (237%) & RERTEEEITRNhoToEZ v, FHEFER L Y flurbiprofen pap D& ENAFEIC IS 1T
HFEIE, B b B0%) &L~ T X (320%) KO7 > b (23.7%) 3@m<,. =74 (04%) &
—FHKD o T2,

Diclofenac gel (Voltaren gel)

NSAIDs (Z/33E SN D IIEDIY T, # L 1 g FIT diclofenac % 10 mg &3 2 7 /VIREE CTH
%o =7 X2 L CIX, Yamamoto %12 & - T diclofenac gel D X =7 #2451 5 F X 6.8% & D
HN2BIMH Y, AEEFONTEI =T XICBITDHF 32%) &R0 o7, 7o, B hO
FERICEE LTI, AREUHIZ BB A TREEC B G U 72 BE & BIRCR TREEC - L 7o B TR R &S
B0 EEAEED A AUC L TH 60 50 2 E BRI TS ([ v H B a—T 5 —2N),
KRI =7 ZREOFREMIIMERA TH Y | BEUTELNZ &b N ORRITEE L
OFERCHfE U=, FHBFESR L Y diclofenac gel DA EMIFEIZEIT S Fid, B b (23.3%) LLb#L
YA (354%) . T v b (196%) [ ZFFEFERETH-722, =74 32%) 1F—F Ko7,

Buprenorphine tape (Norspan tape)

WHMEDIY) T, T—7AITh 5, FHm#ES L Y buprenorphine tape D& EMFEIZISIT D Fid, b
b (G1%) LHEL~TZ (18%) &7 vk (1.8%) TREZRTEHHIRN-T205, I=74 (0.1%)
IT—F R T,

Fentanyl patch (Oneduro patch)
WIHMEOREY T, Ny TFHITHD, FHlFER LY fentanyl patch OFEWFEIZIS TS F ik, & b
(494%) LHBL~T A (979%) . 7>k (118%) . S=74% (23%) & bITKfEZ R L2,
=T R —FRN T,

Lidocaine tape (Penles tape)

A AR L 72 850 00 1 CL clogP 2MEWHEEEMED3RY T, B 30 mg H11C lidocaine % 18 mg &4
TH5T7T—7AITHD, I=7FIZBELTiE, Yamamoto ©|Z L& > T lidocaine tape @ I =7 Z |ZH51F
5 FI1305% L OWENB)RH Y AEGFOLN/I =7 ZIZBT D F (3.1%) LRI FR Y
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Tholz, TSR LY lidocaine tape DFENWFEIZIITLD F id, b (358%) Ll ~TU =
217%) . 7>k 42.0%) (XFEFRBRETHo7=20, S =7% 3.1%) 1T—FBK)I -7,

Table 12 Summary of the dose, application time, application site area, % of BSA, skin permeation rate,

and F after percutaneous administrations in mice, rats, minipigs, and humans.

Dose Application Area % of BSA F
Compound Species
(mgkg)  Time (h) (cm?) (%) (%)
Mice 4.00 24 0.355 04 62.0
Ketoprofen Rats 4.00 24 3.29 1.4 259
tape Minipigs 1.40 24 59.7 1.6 8.0
Humans 0.333 24 70.0 04 61.2
Mice 2.10 24 0.194 0.2 320
Flurbiprofen Rats 2.10 24 1.82 0.8 23.7
pap Minipigs 2.10 24 136 2.6 0.4
Humans 0.667 14 136 0.7 3.0
Mice 8.00 24 4.00 5.0 354
Diclofenac Rats 4.00 24 10.0 43 19.6
gel Minipigs 3.80 24 500 9.5 32
Humans? 1.25 8 750 4.1 23.3
Mice 10.0 24 0.350 04 1.8
Buprenorphine Rats 10.0 24 2.84 1.2 1.8
tape Minipigs 2.00 24 36.3 0.9 0.1
Humans 0.167 24 12.5 0.1 3.1
Mice 4.00 24 0.497 0.6 9.7
Fentanyl Rats 4.00 24 4.17 1.8 11.8
patch Minipigs 0.500 24 35.2 0.8 2.3
Humans 0.0567 24 16.0 0.1 494
Mice 10.0 24 0.240 03 21.7
Lidocaine Rats 10.0 24 2.00 0.9 42.0
tape Minipigs 10.0 24 103 2.7 3.1
Humans 0.573 4 30.5 0.2 35.8

Each value in mice, rats, and minipigs represents the mean value of three animals.
% of BSA, the ratio of application site area against total body surface area
a) Human values were quoted from the data obtained by occlusive dressing technique.

Int J Pharm, 534, 348-55 (2017), Table 2
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F OfEIZEE L CiE, FHl L7728 CRerE Cld~ T A>T v > I =T X DIETH - 7273, ik
MM TIZ, Ty =T 2SI =T HDOIETH-7-, £ D F OfEIZTRTORKTI =T L
DEDSTD, ARG v FOF L I3 BRI R TE o T,

b b BRI D F A EBLE LT Figure 14 [28BWCH, & b EEWO F OMBIZHIRETIX
Ienote, 1272 Uy R =7 ZIXaHl L7z o i T T oA LT F OE & bR - 72,
A 2 A B FE SRR G- LT & & OB H RS Y 72 D RE 0~ BRI S - A &
(pg/em?) % ERARPI% G- 1 OB R #5570 15 B AL T2 IAEH R 72> & Phoenix WinNonlin 6.4 fi## >~ 7
I % T deconvolution 512 £ W #% L | Figure 15 (27~ L7z, &K & LT, flurbiprofen pap Z R X |
~YURE Ty NOFEMREEWIE EHEEIZRE LTt hEB—E Lz, —HF T, I=7FTIL,
b MO OEMWRE & i U TR S VT D &3 L <Ko T,
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Figure 14 Plots of the values of the fraction of the dose absorbed (F) in each animal vs. actual values in
humans measured after percutaneous administration.
Each symbol represents @, mice; A, rats; and o, minipigs. Dashed lines represent lines of unity.
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A. Ketoprofen tape B. Flurbiprofen pap C. Diclofenac gel

§ E 150 , E 25 .

2 9 2 ’

g 200 4 = = !

o = - 20 i

8 @ '] i

S 150 1 £ £

@ 2 2 15

L0 K= L

@ ] []

E 100 1 'E -g' 10

[=] o o

5 : 5

50

2 2 2 °

© @ ©

g2 o T v : ] Z 2 o : T v ]

3 0 3 16 24 32 g4 a3 0 8 16 24 32
Time (h) Time (h)

. D. Buprenorphine tape _ E. Fentanyl patch _ F. Lidocaine tape

E . e 50 E

> S =y

2 2 2 600 4

o o 40 1 o

[:1] @ [:1]

2 2 2

2 2 30 2 400 |

@ (] [++]

5 S 20 - 5

g g g 200

(1] (]

@ @ 10 1 :

= = =

& s 8

= = T i 1 = T - 2

E E © E O

a3 0 8 16 24 2 3 0 8 16 24 32 a3 0 8 16 24 32
Time (h) Time (h) Time (h)

Figure 15 Cumulative amounts of drugs absorbed from the skin after single percutaneous
administration to mice, rats, minipigs, and humans.

Each symbol represents ®, mice; A, rats; o, minipigs; and /\, humans. Dashed lines represent the application
time in human clinical trials. In animal experiments, tested drugs were applied for 24 h (occluded application),
and then removed from the application site. Each point represents the mean + S.D. of three animals.
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32 In vitro 25 oYkt IV ERBW=EY K EE B

3.1 D in vivo FREZRMCTEHN L 7= iIREANCEI L€, I =7 #2310 D il EAI D & D3 o
IR RO T A, Ty MO BARIELS Ro/e 2 R ER STz, £ 2T, RERDLE
2B 2 OFEHMEICRR T2 & O ETT 572Dz b, I=T X KO~ T AREEHWT,
A L7 6 AN in vitro FA) R EF R A T L7z, 6 BAND in vitro FZJFEIBIMERHHIZ X 5%
IRFFY 70 SR B2 gt i % Figure 16 (07 LTe, KBRS % [ASEICHIZ o ERE L v Lz e
N =T X ORFGRON N Uiz~ U 2D & AV L7 /R, 6 BAITRTIcLTI=
THEDOEEIZE MRV T ADKRE LV b I T D EEMENMRN T &R S, ARERIT.
3 HEDOE b & FBWHEA~REE S LTEBEOIEY D in vivo RN A KT 2F5R Th -7z,
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A. Ketoprofen tape B. Flurbiprofen pap C. Diclofenac solution
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Figure 16 Time-course of the cumulative amounts of drug substances through the mice full thickness
skin without adipose tissue and minipigs and human dermatomed skin using Franz diffusion cells.
Each symbol represents ®, mice; o, minipigs; and A\, humans. Each point represents the mean + S.D. of three
skin samples.
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3.3 Triple pack approach [Z&k % b FERIRINEDFHIIZEHI S EEE

BAEK VB2 TH LN =T X &~ T AD invivo & WNinvitro DT — 4 7)» & triple pack approach
ZHWTE MZBIT DY ORRZWINEZE D Tl 277 7=, Triple pack & 1%, 1) FHlEM O FEIZEH
T H O in virro FEPE, 2) & MOBFFIZEIT DHY D in vitro Foidth, 3) FHREMICIIT HEE
WD in vivo &SI 3 FRIAD T — 2 DIAHEDHITEYE T D, ZH b D in vitro KT in vivo 7 —
Z A G, B MOBIT DRI A T3 5 FiE% triple pack approach & W VARFETTH
L72BE, PRREEEA M L L7 2 &3 EE ST B [124], AETIEL, & MIIBT 5P ORI

(B, Pruman) (FZFEMEN) (Fanima) O in vivo R RINT — % L & b R OREHHEMIZ 31T 5 B8
O in vitro BT — Z D HIRAUT LY FRIL 7,

in vitro human skin permeated fraction/24h)

Fhuman = Fanimal X < eq.(28)

in vitro animal skin permeated fraction/24h
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FHE L7z 6 AT T D8 b, =T X RO U RAREZ A 24 I £ TI2BT 5 in vitro 38
MBFEBRE L I =T X ROV T AT D invivo SRR (Faima) % eq. @IZAA L THI L
72 Fruman 2 Table 13 (2R LTz, I =7 X285 invitro KRG ERYE L invivo O Fayma PIEIZE b &
D HRIBIIKT L7ERERTH o723, Figure 17 TREND LI =T X7 —42 1o TFHILTE
Fhuman [ZFEHIE & & <HARIT 2 Z & D3R S 4720 Fouman O THIME & SEHIE & OFRAGRENL, I =7
EMHEDTRDOT R~ T ANLDOTRHED BAFCTHY | BRI TFHENCE L T =7 % OF MR
R Z Tz,

Table 13 Predictions of human percutaneous absorption using the triple pack approach from mice and

minipigs data.

In vitro permeation * In vivo absorption (F) Relative
error of
) Fraction of dose )
Compound Species Ratio Observed  Predicted | predicted
permeated/24 h
Human/animal F human F human F
(%)
(%)
Mice 57.9 0.93 62.0 57.7 -5.7
Ketoprofen
Minipigs 5.6 9.61 8.0 76.9 25.6
tape
Humans 53.8 - 61.2 - -
Mice 6.9 0.23 320 74 147
Flurbiprofen
Minipigs 0.3 5.33 04 2.1 -30.0
pap
Humans 1.6 - 3.0 - -
Mice 32.8 1.12 354 39.6 70.0
Diclofenac
, Minipigs 8.0 4.58 32 14.7 -36.9
ge
Humans 36.6 - 23.3 - -
Mice 0.49 1.41 1.8 2.5 -194
Buprenorphine
Minipigs 0.02 34.50 0.1 35 12.9
tape
Humans 0.69 - 3.1 - -
Mice 2.0 2.55 9.7 24.7 -50.0
Fentanyl
Minipigs 0.2 25.50 2.3 58.7 18.8
patch
Humans 5.1 - 494 - -
Mice 78.0 0.49 21.7 10.6 -70.4
Lidocaine
Minipigs 6.9 5.54 3.1 17.2 -51.9
tape
Humans 38.2 - 35.8 - -

* Permeation parameters of tested drugs through mice full thickness skin without adipose tissue and minipigs

and human dermatomed skin, using Franz diffusion cells.
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Each value represents the mean value of three skin samples.
** Calculated as (predicted F- observed F) / observed F x 100 (%)
Int J Pharm, 534, 348-55 (2017), Table 3
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Figure 17 Plots of the values of the predicted fraction of the dose absorbed (F) in humans from each
animal vs. actual values in humans calculated by the triple pack approach using in vitro and in vivo data
from mice and minipigs.

Each symbol represents ®, mice and o, minipigs. Each line represents the correlation coefficient of mice (solid

line) and minipigs (dashed line).

34 EE

6 MOTKEAAEZ I =74, b, vVAKDRT v MIRBREHEEG Lz EOmERREZ, W
NOBF L HIZI =7 % TROIMEZTR L (Figure 13) . £7-. =7 % TILF biligiED
FCRBIELS, B hOF EHBE L2072 (Figure 14) , ZHUHOFERIL, & b & T X DORIEMR
FIFHNTAEIL TS Z &R0, & MBI 2EMRBRIN FRIOET LV E LTI =7 X 2 HAR L T
WD ZNETOWE3, 120, 1211 LMK T DFERTH T,

FfE L. MBERIREE TS COMERTIX, b MERRERBRINHIZ 51T 2 B 2 B~ FH 3 2 IRef) & i
Fix, ARG L 7= 8~ AR & LR 5720, ZOFEBRGMEOENCE L T MK
BRI 1T 31T D Folh 2 VB I T (LA E A TW RIS 2 B B o 72, £ 2T, &% EmHEICE
T HIRERI S TS 0 BAEE A BT 272010, BB 5% O A FR RN 55 0 1f.
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HEFIRELIT deconvolution L7z, & LT, BERINEN-E Y &%, b M OMKRBRHZEH S
P 58K OVEFE O IE LEEYE L L7z (Figure 15) o AVEIZ XV | in vivo TORF| O HFEH FRIZE
(T 2% B R I FE & 72 V) DI DR Rz I A A5 EhAFER CIEHEEER U7e, B LAE L7-Ehi &
b MBI HRERINCEY) &2 g LT fE R, R =7 Z OREIEMRINEITE hO~v T A, Ty b
0 BIFFITRLS . BERINEROFER & [F Ui CTh - 7o,

RN S\ ZFEAED B> > T35, FEICIB T 23 oP)EERf G 4 EH TE 2 L ET 5 &
FHAMSEY) D B G~ DT M FEZED B D ATREME N — DB X Hivd, Fick OF 1 EBIEANC S x|
FEFAREED flux (I HHICRATER SN D,

Jss = Kgyv X Dg x% eq.(29)

T I T Ko 128 & AR O3 D 53 FfR 5L, D IR EN OFEM OIEHAREL, Cy IZ8HH 0 3-8
B, LTREOESERT, T XTOBPRIZE O TRE TR LR & 72 5 DITAERE TH
5720, LefMBEEOEI LIRETH I LN TED, AERBOEIOFYHEIE, & FT168um,
=7 X TI123um, ¥~V AT29um, 7> hT50um &#HE STV 5[125], Figure 15 TiE, 33
TORANZONT, EREMIZIIT DR G4 8 FEH £ TOWINEIX, v~V A>T v h>I =T X
DIETHY . ZOIEFITAEROESDIEF & —B L=, AEREOWER~T AT v FTiEE b
FOVHND, FLEAEDEMITBN T I ART v FORETIIE FEE XY bIEDOFZEMED
EIVMEIZ 3 % Z & 73 the World Health Organization (WHO) 12XV #iE ST, 207, «
TARLT v MBIV invivo T — X Z W T B MBI DRIV Z2 T L723aicid,
R & 72 B ATREMEIR VN EE X DTV D[126], TS O &R L7ZES, AEO~ T AR ONT
v NERWIERERITIZY LB o,

Figure 15 725, I =7 XXX CORAN 3 L TREWIDSFHMEM RO T Tl b K2 o 72,
=B TEEIE R LEERNE LT, S =7 OMERBII~ T ART v MHRTENE NS Z &
TEHMICIARIEE ChH -7z, L, S=7% Lt NIBUTA2AERODEIIFEE LWL Z &
MH, =T HRE MR TRERIN MK > 7o RIZ oW TIE, AEROE S TIE#cE 2
Nl

% 2T, invivo 7l L7284 (diclofenac gel 7 diclofenac 1K) % 5T, KER N H#H#T L
T2 =T 2RO FORRE & EDOEGIREDIES L [AED~ v AR % AW T in vitro JEHE
Wyids iR & S L EL# L 72, Diclofenac ¥k A G109 X COHEY T, ~ U AKEITIT S in vitro
FPEIXE MR EREL EThoTe, b DO~ Y RIZET D invitro f5HRIL. WHO O#HE K
Figure 15 |27~ L72 invivo fRREWIGRERD T — 42 & —EF HfER CThoT-, —FH, I=7 X ZEICE
F DM FEIET e PR XY BIEFITIRN D &R S LT,

TH L b N ORISR A TREE VL L TV D 2 LD, RS EEIERCZE DM ADME
DT DDETNVEM) E LTT X NEH I TND Z ERHE S TWA[127], £ D7=8, OECD
TiX, 720 b EARROIEMR LRI & 7~ T 581203, BRI OFZEIZ NS Z N TED L
bRt STV, LinL, 1) 7XORETCIIREREN K THLZ &, AEEVPIEEL TS
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T L[115], 2) =T X TIEBJERICIR T D ME R AN Z LWMEAICH D Z L[84], 3) I=7
ZCILRE PR AR IR ARIA N RS LT D Z & [117,128] 4) & ROEFOF-H) pH EIL S (2
LTI =7 X DREED pH EIX 6~7 72 LK/ K ERBDIRIEBIZ BT 2 A1 H D 2 L[129]72 &,
TH L b ORE TR, ARSI ORI ZMES S RIS TS, Zhbofd
ZENFEYORERIUHEL, AETIIE FLY I =7 ¥ TR IFEFITIRWEERZ L7126
L7CAIREME S B 2 BT,

AREOFERTIX, =7 F EZHWT invivo R GEREE N ORERINEE TR 2 2 & 1R
ThodrEBEZDLNTZ, ZTIZ T, I=7 XD invivo WIHEZE b & I =T XD in vitro DR G E RN
DIFEVNT L > THIIET 5 triple pack approach (Z X 0 FHIL72 & 2 A Foyman @ THKEE W E325 2
ENER S AL, FREWIIIZIC BT 2 EF LB E LTI =7 X O ML ERT 52 LN T
&7z, E72, Figure 17 £V 2 =7 207 =20 b PR L7 Fuman (3. ¥V ADT =206 THILT-
Fhuman & 0 b EHE & BT 28RBS DN, TALOREND, 2 =7 X (2B 5 R AR IGHEE
X, EEMRBETIEZE hE B LAAWAREIES 2 oo, EEMIZIZE b E—EORERIEZ R
LTRY ., invivo, invitro DRERZHHAELE D Z LI Ko T, EHYREWRINAFZEIZRBIT 5TV
e L TEHAThDL EEZ LN,
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Em

PLE3RICDIZY, =T X2 28 AL, RS ENRE f OV IICBE L TaT L, [
FRBRICRBIT 2 I =7 X OFEREY L L ORI OWTEHEY 5 Z & T UL T Ot 21572,

FI1E I=7ZIZBIT2EYORENRIIUIET 5 -

ARETIIYEORLRD 17 MOTIREYE I =7 X TR 055 O O B % SRR 72 BA
FREL, B PO EREY (v VAKOT v ) LHET 52 LT, =7 X OIYRIRE
FHEZ BT DA RAMEICOWTERE A T,

FEM O AR U TR ORHEER BA O OBLENG I =72 Lt MBI HHEAEICD
WTHIBNZ Lz, I=7 X Tidk b L LERN BA OBLE TIXF MEWZ & R BA O#
FTCIL GER 2%E<, L& @il bR CTh 5 2 & BEI L OHER BA OFEEDFERERXTH
HEEZ LN, LLEORERLY, BOFRGHOE MR 2 RERRZ I =7 2 »
5 THT 25 EICIE I EE COEDRBEHBOENC D REBEPLETH D Z L &R LIz, o,
IRBERGR D I 9\ IREER 72 BA NEELL 22 2 8UAICTIE, BHYRHORELRIZIT TLE S o,
=T XIFEHIE E L TCAME THDL EBZ DN, —H, B NI =T F O FRITHEWHEBMER
BoNeZ ent, EMONRH A S O o RNBNREFHN A 7251 % & 72 2 alRetE &R L,

W2E =T FICBTAEYOERNEIEE T A —F BT B

F1EICBWNT, I=72LE MNIBITLEEFEWD R DN RIFRMBEZ R L&D, S=T74
&b b TOEYORFAGHIENFRE Th 5 AREM S R S iz, £ 2 TAE T, S pHEY LS
HIFsE 2 A9 2 14 FEOSRY & § RN B 55 O I AE PR EHERSR 225 CL KON Ve Z2FH B L, Zh b E)
RERT A =X DOTFHNZEIT DI =T X OFRAMEIC OV THGEEZ R AT, BFIZZ L0y D + CL
EOVUZBE LT, =7 X I~ T AKRDRT v hOT —H % HIZ allometric scaling 2 FVN T T L
2o =T X DOERNEIRE T A —4 R OEEIN L OTHIEZ & hOFEJIE & gy 5 Z & T, Al
EERIANENERBR T 2 =7 % OF ATEIC oW T LT,

FHEYDOI =T ZIZBITDHCL KR VeI & biT, vUART v M EHATE b & OMEEAMEICEL
TWD Z & DR STz, F 72, allometric scaling |2 X 2 FHITIL, I =7 X DOfEREEHH Z LT,
B hD CL O Vy DFRIEENM E L, ZOF, 3 FOEMREOHE R 2 #7572 allometric
scaling IZL V& D CL ZTHIL7ZEE, =7 X HE—MMOMEENL PRI LR Lk LT, B
72 TG E OUGEITRD bR o e 2 b, I =7 X IR IS 2 BREMEHTHRE ST
D L7\ BTt b CL KON VTR L TBERTHIAZ AIRE L T 28 TH H 2 &R
MEic, ULEORERIY ., b FNOEBNEREL THIT 5 720 ORI ANTERBRIC ST =T
ZEMRATHZEITAHATHL EEZ DI,
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FIE =7 FITBIT DA ORBBIUT BT 5 P
F2HEICBWT, S=7 230 MENBIEEZ THIT 2 ETHAMTH L Z LviRsniz, —
Ji. INETI =7 X ITRERAIZ BT BB ERBIC LI LIRER S TR . IRk
ICBWTEERLOEBHFFEEL E LTZIT AL TS, 72, OECD RERIEN A RT A 12k
WT b RBRRIF O M A RBOETAFEE LTT X R =T 2 REF 5T 5,
LU, TiROBEZEAZ x5 & Lic 2 =7 22T 2EYEREICET 5 F#ITD v, £
ZC. KBTI, 6 FEOTTIROFRE @ FARBFNC ST, &S OEWIRIEE I =7 & TEHf
L. it SN EARRBRSER UIOE GHE L7~ VAR v b TORER &l Lz, 2, &
b, 2 =T X RO~ ZAOMHE G % T invitro 389 KRB & Kl L. FEM D invivo
IR K N invitro FEFEEEIEDFERN G | FHEREY O & NI 2RI Z TR L, AR

IR DI =7 FOF A EBREE LT,

RN &R G LTAER, I =7 2 0FEMORIEITE Fov U A, Ty PR b FEREICKLS 7
STz, HIZ, invitro YR IEFRRBROFER NS, I=TXOREITE bV AOKEE LD HIE
WK DFEREDNRNZ E BRI N, TRb5, I =7 X IRV TRERAIR -5 OURIE
DMED - =BT, O R FEFEME A ENMENZ LICER L TRY ., S =7 % Z MWz invivo 3R
BRoOEREE D ORI Z T 5 2 LIXREECH D EEZ Bz, —5 T, invitro X in
vivo 7 — & & RLAE T2 triple pack approach (280 FHIL7ZE Z A, HlkE L CRME L7z~ T A
IZHARTEWTHRENEOND Z LRI, LEORERLY . I=72ICBIT 5N
WFEIL, EEARBLETIEE M B LARWATREMEIZSH 5 b O, EMERIZITE b & —E DB
R LTTEY . invivo, invitro DFBREAEDE D Z EICX - T, EMREWINIFEIZ 1T 5E
TNLEME L TEHATHD LB T,

Ll b, BEIRSORRRAERICIK T 2 I =72 OFMMEICE L, & MIBT 2 EYORNEIEE L O
KA R OB O 85, B2 5-1% OWMUMEDE BT 2 3 2R RE 2 T o TR, S =7 X 03k
BREMW & L CORAMRFIMIEICE L T 0MREZ5, 4%, AIEEREEZO T, I=740
AP K OB RE A R R 2 o0 B S  Z & T IEERERICKIT D I =7 F oA FIA
EORMEENFIREICR D b0 LHIfFE LD,
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iR

AT HED DD D | #ah TARER D THRE - THIREZ B Y LB R 454
FHE UMD BARICEEROHEERLET,

o, Mx O ZHEETES T LER AR BHNEE AR IR, mA
B WEEdR, MR BEICEMOEZRLET.,

AWFFEEATOWR % 52 TS, HEHEOMTHEECH S L TO I3RZ WIS £ LITH
DGR B - Ll R BEIIEER EHECERLEHOBEZRLET,

ABFFEDERIZER L, 22, BAHY 72 TS 2 hailix £ LRSS S @hke -
LEMR AR RICERSEHE L £, ABEICBE L. T2 £ LRGSR
=t FEERE - Z eI OERICER EHBL£7,

BRI ABFFEO B P R 722 & R TOmEIZB W T, FHE 2 XA TS A,
FZLFHTHE L EHOBERLET,

2021 48 H

b Zf
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F1E REROF

(1] FEREE

Antipyrine, atenolol, furosemide, midazolam, nicardipine hydrochloride. propranolol hydrochloride.
sulfapyridine } U} verapamil hydrochloride |ZFYEHIZE T3 (B) [IHAMR, BIAMIIE L7 AL AF0
FeAlZFE (BK) 1 7>5 . fexofenadine, nifedipine, raloxifene hydrochloride } UN sulfasalazine {3 Sidma-Aldrich
#1725, amitriptyline hydrochloride /2 UF pravastatin [X R FLAK T3 (FK) 75, acetaminophen X7 7
FAT A7 (BK) 5. felodipine |3 AK Scientific 1:7>% | pitavastatin calcium |% AvaChem Scientific
25| timolol 1% Aronis A BIEA LT, B b, I=T4 ~UAKVT v FOFFRUVNMEI 7 7
¥ — 0% XenoTech, LLC [IH4 R, B4 FRiT Sekisui XenoTech, LLC] M HEEA L7z, £ DOMDFAEE
IO FERA A ED 7 L — RO b 0% iz,

2] B

B OEAR MBI L CTlE, BHFREE (B B ERZESOBRRICHEI L, Fh L7z, HEICR <
7 A (6 #lln) TAART R L — (BR) 22DEEA LTz, K Sprague-Dawley 7 > b~ (6 i) 1% H
KF¥—L A« Yi— (KK) BN LT, HENIBS S =74 (3 » H#h) 1ZHAEM () »SEEA
L7c, ZThooEd, BEMHNC~ Y AKRDRT v b Tix6 HIRLLE, I =74 TiX1 » AR
F IREE 20~26°C, L 30~70%. ARSI AREAD 15 B O 12 ReRRE (7~19 ) (IT3RGE
SNIEEENTHNL LTz, 7~9 BiisD~ T A, 7~9 HED T v SR 4~24 5 AlsDI =74
WZER RN G- K O e 5217572,

[3] i/ i B b O R A

~ A Ty M I=TH RO NENENAFE 3 FILL B BRI U 7B ik A A fE T — L
HRRIMIE & 53 % A 2 F 23— kL, invitro MR/ MAEREL (Re) 3 L7=, 7 —/L L7-%&Hl
Mg 1 mL % 37°C TH LA »FaX— |k L7ctk, 100 pug/mL OFFMEH A X ) — VIR & ZiE
AU 1 L N LERENREFNS 2 Z & C 100 ng/mL D& 3EW) 5 A MiRalrt 2 R U7z, SR U 7= &Rk
k2 37°C THIZ 10 A F 2X— h L7z, £DO%, HNZ 4°C, 14,000xg, 10 43 D51
Ty BEL ., MAEE 1R, PRIEL OMmHR, 2Bk O mAERUEHI R LT 3 {5 &0 ketoconazole [Fl1
JAITHE (KK 1 A A%/ —/b [FOGHEE T k0 ] Wiz EERE 1S) & LTl
%, mLBE (4°C, 14,000xg, 10 47f#) U BiEZE4S72, LiF% HPLC /A 7 /WIZ# L. LC-MS/MS
EREEE Lz,

[4] i 2 oSy ek & AR O R

YUA, Ty b =T 2RO FERENETE 3 FILLED HERIL UG- g A AR — L
KARMIE & 53 % THBHIC L 0 A 2% 2 | Uy invitro MR 2 230 JEDTR () 23T
fliL7z, 77—V L7 FEIMAE 990 pL (2 1 mg/mL OEIEYEH A 2 ) — VIR A2 Z R 10 uL I
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L., £FEW 10 pgml ZFie~ v A, Ty b, I=7 X KOt MR E R L7-, TORGIC
MWL, 0.lmol/L U U Bl U v MR (pH 7.4) (23R L TRWBEIEE . SP#EIrEEIcE v b
L7, BIET L, —HIC0.1 mol/L U ik U 7 MEEIE (pH7.4) 750 pL %, {7 iC7id L7-
MAEFESIHR 750 uL 2RI L7z, SPERENTEEE 2 BOERE 37°C OEIRRESR ISt v P L. IREFE
60 rpm T 24 WFfHlA > FaX— KLz, A FaX— METHR, BIRE I L7l ORI R
Y ara— MNERWET 2 — 2B LTz, FIR L 7230BHZ % LT 3 f5 8D ketoconazole 7 A3 A
X ) —)VIRIRE 1S & LTNA T2k, w0l (4°C, 14,000 xg, 10 43f) L Eiga57z, EiEx
HPLC /31 7 /UiZBE L, LC-MS/MS JllEaE & Lz,

[5] FWENERARR (EEREMW)~DF5 K OBkiL)

SR EHRERER Cld, acetaminophen, amitriptyline hydrochloride, antipyrine, atenolol, felodipine,
fexofenadine, furosemide, midazolam, nicardipine hydrochloride. nifedipine, pitavastatin calcium, pravastatin,
propranolol hydrochloride, raloxifene hydrochloride, sulfasalazine, timolol % U" verapamil hydrochloride
DEI1TFEOHEMEZNEN~Y T A, Ty PRI =T X E L, vUA, Ty PRI =74
& BT, FEYoOROKERTRIZHEBHOK T T8 (K 18 FjfH) R SE, ORGSR T
Beh LT,

[5-11 HFRA#E 5RO TR

PG R E 0 RSN 100 58 WSRO Y A F L Z LR F L R (DMSO) [FLHis (kk)
Wik AL L 7=, FRRL L 7= DMSO IRHRIC, =% /7 —/L [FGHiEE () ] /Kolliphor ELP [BASF ¥
N (BR) ] 01 1RKREZRINL, BZICEREERZIMZ T (ERENEEIREI 1%, 2.5%,
25% K N94%) | PR L, BE AR5 2 LIc k0, IR EHR AT L., TN TR
BRI ARHE L, RRZICERIC TR L TS Z b amB L, A L7,

[5-2] #AERGHEOFR

HHY) 2 T R RG, A VST L, A VHBTEVIE LN S 05w AFELm
—Z (MC) WIRZERAITINA T2, 0.5 wiv% MC IR TRV L2223 6 FTEOIREEICHT L7z,
Higix, BEEAE LY 2SS, TR TORGHEITHAMRN L, %I BRI T —IC
TBLTWD Z & xR L, M Lz, 7236, 17 OFEY DN, felodipine, furosemide, nifedipine,
sulfasalazine & UF raloxifene @ 5 F&#)13 0.5 wivde MC ¥ CIREBIIREE, = OO IR LiAfE LT
WIRIREE CTH o T,

[5-3] 5K ORI

AR ST BRI F ORI L 72, ~ 7 AKDT v MAIBEERTHEE L, ¥V >V R OVES S
Z T 0.5 mg/kg X1t 1 mgkg DHET, ~ 7 AL Sml/kg T, 7 v M 1 ml/keg T, BEIRN S
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WHRZFHIRNES Lz, I =7 X2 REsSTHRICEE L, U > P R OVERN$ZHWT
0.1 mg/0.1 mL/kg O JH & THIKERNRIA D & B 5 A FEIRN G- LTz,

OB BT FCHEIE L7, ~ U AKRORT v MIHFCTHREL, YV VRO Y VT
ZHWWT 5ml/kg THREGERE BN~REIREG Lz, =72 TlE, LEICTEZEEHOME D
D % LETHEIIME M E OTEICAIE U, € OAEFRSERITSERICITMIA S TOHRND, 2 DO%EH
DR O G TR % T T 2 E RS SN TV A[130], &0 Y 7 &AW THEN~HBES 95
RS, YU TR TIORYT v MURALEG SN %G. R ONE NEWE I B IE S 54
THAREMER B D, ZDX D G ZERET S 72010, ARG CIIERGREE T F 7L
WCHREL, I=7XcRkO#&E LT,

Pe 5% 00833, 0.25, 0.5, 1, 2, 4, 6, 8 KON 24 BRI MERREE T CRFADICERIN LT, ~ 7 A M
W7 v T, RESHFTEE L, BFIRICA N I Y U TEUINIARZ AL, By F &2 HWTER
MRS LT, =72 TIHEERTIMFICEE L. 2V v PR OEREE A TR EIRIF
MHERE L 72, BEMEITARS, ~ 723830, 7> MIF 100 puL, 2 =7 #3400l & L
77

B L 72 iR T o~ U o F B U O AR (1000 HEA7Z/mL) % iR &2k L TR 2 vol%3iE
LTRBWTF 2 —7ZHeNcB L, L <EENRM L72%k, K RIC—RHRE L, SERMER ©5
btk z i 0o (4°CL 14,000 xg, 10 3f) U, MAEZAG7-, £RERZR o0 M 3R B E iy &
THWRIE (-30°C &RE) THiAnfRlF Lo, MAEPEYIREIT LC-MS/MS Z W TER L7z,

[6-11 AT/ 7 v Y — A invitro CYP B

v ara— MNEEEET 2 —712 250 mmol/L U > U w AEMERK (pH 7.4) 20 uL, 7884/K
195 UL, FEWEFA Y J—NRIRO0S UL, ~ VA, 7 b, I =7 X XTIt N OKFE I3/
7Y — AR (OSSR TOMKIRE © 0.5 mg B H/mL) 5ul 23N, XERE 37°C OfEIRME T
S5HMT VA Fa—h LT (FEWKEE : 100ng/mL) , LA ¥ a— & OSBRI
NADPH 4R (BROG% TORIEEE - NADP* 5 mmol/L, glucose-6-phosphate 5 mmol/L, glucose-6-
phosphate dehydrogenase 1 unit/mL, MgCl,5 mmol/L) 5 uL Z%#NL ., ISZBta L7z, —J, =2 b
7 —/LEEIZ 1T NADPH FHAERGCRIZIRIIE T A o % =2 _X— M &filT 72, 10 597412 ketoconazole 7 A
X ) —NWRIR 150 uL & 1S & U T LIS &5 IR LTz, 7288, 22> b e — LREIZIE 2 Otk NADPH
BAERGR S uL 23N U7, OGS Z 451k U 7ok 2 Doy (4°CL 14,000xg, 10 50fH) LT R
HPLC /31 7/UZ# L, LC-MS/MS HIERELE LT,

[6-2] FAFXUT/IME 7 v Y — A invitro UGT B

v ava— MEEWAETF = — 712 125 mmol/L Tris—HC1 $£1&i% (pH7.5) 20 uL. 258 7K 19.0 uL,
2.5 mg/mL alamethicin (25 vol% A % / —/V) &K 05 uL, ¥~V A, 7> b, I=7 X NIt FOKF
FXU3NG R 7 v Y — B (BURR CORIRE : 0.5 mg FF/mL) SpL ZRML, 15 53Dk ki
i LTz, T0O%, SEWER AL /) —VIEIE 0.5 L ZIRINL, 5RERE 37°C OIEEM T 5 /5[
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TLAUFat—b L7 (FEDKIRE . 100ng/mL) , LA > Fa— M KOSEEZ X UDP-
GA IJGBALAA] (BUG R TORIRE « UDP-glucuronic acid (UDP-GA) 2 mmol/L, MgCl, 8 mmol/L)
SuL WL, RIS#EBE Lz, —J7, =22 br—LBEHZIE UDP-GA SUGBREGHIEASIE 31 >
FaX— Maefild 7, 10~20 0% GEMZ LA ¥ a— 3 V23R E) IZ ketoconazole 7
BAZ 7 —NEHR 1500l & 1S & LTIRIMULRISZEIE LTz, s, a2y br—ARRZIZZ 0%
UDP-GA SUGBRSAA] 5 uL Z 3N LTz, SOG4 1R U723k & Doy B (4°C, 14,000 xg, 10 43 fH)
L T k&% HPLC /A 7 /UZE L, LC-MS/MS BIERELE LTz,

[7] LC-MS/MS |Z & 2 HIEXRISAEW O P E R E

AROHTETITREIOFTLELE L TA X ) — WIEBEIZ X ABREA 21TV, £ D kil % LC-MS/MS
THW LTz, SRERIIREREOY—7 ) 7 L NEREYE O Y — 7 = U 7 O A EARET LT
YERY L7z,

[7-1] R AR
BHERNENSULAEWEZNENA S 7 — /L CTERBERR L, 0.1~500 ng/mL O#iH CHIRE O &
HRFIEEAIR 2 AL U T, SIEYEAIRII ) 7 ARSI CRFRRL L L=,

[7-2] QC (Quality control) Ak HAE HEYRIR
BRENENGULEMZENTNA L 7 —/VTERBEAR L, 1, 10 LT 100 ng/mL @ QC &k} HIE
YEPRIG A B U7z, BAEYEAIR T 7 AR SR TR & Uiz,

(7-3] WEEHERRE (1S)

Ketoconazole & A % / — )VIZIRfE S 1, 60 ng/mL OPWEEYEAIR 2 i LT, WARTERIRIZ T 7 A
AT CHRFRR & Uiz, Zrds. (3], [4]. [6] THEM L7z ketoconazole & A % / — VIR I
ketoconazole #2/E % 20 ng/mL (ZFAB L7z b D& L7z,

[7-4] FREORTLH
(1) it AR YRRt
RY 7Ly (BLF, PP EERL) Fa—TI1CAHX ) —)b, IS, FiREORERAEERK (R
FEOIFAZ ) =) ROBFET F 7~ U v A [vivo: &FE7 7 7 S, vitro : PBS & 1E K
(pH7.4) ] Z1:1:1: 1 OFELETHEIML, #HHEL, Thiam Lot (4°C. 14,000 xg, 10
45H) L. F0 k% HPLC /1 7UZR L. BERHEERE LT,
(2) QC &k}
PP F o —TI2 A% 7 —)b IS, FRED QC RAEHIIEMERIEIE T Z7 I/~ ) v A%
1:1:1:1 OFELTIHRML, TR L, I a Ef IEERE & I L, QC 3kt L
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L7z QC #EHIE T & — 7 = 2 2O TR AR ERE O 1% O AR ORI ICRLE L
2o SINTHAL Z & ORTLER B OFIRARUTISRE n=2 & LT,
(3) 77 rHRE
PP T a—TIlAZ )=V ROEFET T 7~ ) v 7 2% 3:1 OFRELTHRML T LT,
TN ERESRAEERE E FRRICEL L, 7T 2Bl e L, 7T v o iBHR T I B 1T
HN I TT R ) A REfERT DTk oy — 7 = APCEERE LT,
4) AHEEUEk
PP F 2 —7I(T A% /=)L IS BOBRE L72[S1DFER0k () A 2:1: 1 OFELTHRML,
B L, SNERERIEERE C R L, RAEREE L7z, 7ok, EREHILEIDE
CCHEET 77~ M) w7 ZATHRULIEbDOZIRM LIz, £72, [B]. [4]. [6] LC-MS/MS #H
EREHI T O E ERARELE LTHY T,

[7-5] TSQ QUANTUM Vantage LC-MS/MS 3 AT LD A

® HPLC : NANOSPACE SI-2 [IH4 5 : (BR) &A%, Bl: () KB/ —4#]

® MS :TSQQUANTUM Vantage [+ —F7 4 v > ¥ —H A =T 47 1 v 7 (1) ]
& F—xHEY 7 K :Xcalibur [P—F 74 v ¥—H AT 17097 () ]

® F—AfEHrY 7 b LCquan [V—F 74 v v—P AT 47427 (KR ]

(1) HPLC &/t

1) BT L : CAPCELL PAK Cis MGIII [2.0 mm LD. x 50 mm, ®if£%5 um, (BF) &A%]
(Amitriptyline, midazolam, nicardipine, nifedipine, timolol)
: Inertsil® ODS-3 [2.1 mm x 50 mm, ¥i{# 4 um, ¥—T AV A T2 (BF) ]
(Acetaminophen. antipyrine, felodipine, fexofenadine, furosemide, propranolol,
raloxifene)
: YMC-Triart C18 [2.0 mm x 50 mm, KiF£5um, (k) VA s 1]
(Atenolol, pitavastatin, pravastatin, sulfapyridine, sulfasalazine, verapamil)

2) BEH  BEIH A 5 0.1 vol% X IR/KIA R, BEIMHB ; A%/ —/b
(Acetaminophen, amitriptyline, antipyrine, felodipine, fexofenadine, furosemide,
midazolam, nicardipine, nifedipine, pitavastatin, pravastatin, propranolol, raloxifene,
sulfapyridine, sulfasalazine, timolol, verapamil)
: BEMH A 1 mmol/L BT > & =7 LK, BEMHB; 7 h=FUL
(Atenolol)
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3) 7Y b : Acetaminophen, antipyrine, felodipine, fexofenadine, furosemide, propranolol,

raloxifene
Her ] T BEME A BEIFR B
(min) (mL/min) (%) (%)
0 04 95.0 5.0
0.7 0.4 95.0 5.0
0.8 04 10.0 90.0
3.0 04 10.0 90.0
3.1 0.8 0.0 100.0
6.0 0.8 0.0 100.0
6.1 0.6 95.0 5.0
7.8 0.6 95.0 5.0
7.9 04 95.0 5.0
8.0 04 95.0 5.0

: Amitriptyline, atenolol, midazolam, nicardipine, nifedipine, pitavastatin, pravastatin,

sulfapyridine, sulfasalazine, timolol, verapamil

IRF [ it BEE A BEhE B
(min) (mL/min) (%) (%)
0 0.3 90.0 10.0
1.5 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.6 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.7 0.5 0.0 100.0
45 0.5 0.0 100.0
4.6 0.5 90.0 10.0
5.5 0.5 90.0 10.0
5.6 0.3 90.0 10.0
7.5 0.3 90.0 10.0

4) BT LR : 40°C

5) HEAE : 10 L

6) A—rV 7T —HE :5°C
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(2) MS &4t

1) Tonization Method : Electro spray ionization (ESI)
2) Spray Voltage : 3000 V
3) Q2 Gas Pressure : 1.5 mTorr
4) Sheath Gas flow rate : 20 Arb
5) Ion Sweep Gas Pressure  : 0 Arb
6) Aux Gas flow rate : 5 Arb
7) Capillary Temperature : 330°C
8) Vaporizer Temperature : 200°C
9) Scan Width : +0.500 amu
10) Scan Time :0.200 s
11) Q1 Peak Width : 0.70 FWHM
12) Q3 Peak Width : 0.70 FWHM
13) Scan Events : selective reaction monitoring (SRM) E— KN
R A Scan Precursor ion Product ion CE S-Lens
Events (m/z) (m/z) V)
Acetaminophen Positive 151.92 109.95 20 75
Amitriptyline Positive 278.24 202.12 57 82
Antipyrine Positive 189.10 77.03 40 64
Atenolol Positive 267.16 190.11 17 57
Felodipine Negative 382.08 154.08 16 74
Fexofenadine Positive 502.34 466.36 24 144
Furosemide Negative 328.89 204.94 23 81
Midazolam Positive 326.14 291.17 25 116
Nicardipine Positive 480.30 315.19 22 115
Nifedipine Positive 347.18 254.13 18 62
Pitavastatin Positive 422.23 290.15 27 122
Pravastatin Negative 423.25 303.25 18 139
Propranolol Positive 260.10 155.03 25 87
Raloxifene Positive 47421 112.17 28 153
Sulfapyridine Positive 250.05 156.04 16 86
Sulfasalazine Negative 397.08 197.02 27 100
Timolol Positive 317.22 244.11 22 80
Verapamil Positive 455.25 165.14 26 101
IS (ketoconazole) Positive 531.28 243.90 32 151

CE : Collison Energy
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[7-6]

TEREOREH

ra~ 7T MO OYR G R X LCquan TfT> 72, LCquan CTHERNIRFK Sz —
7 DY— 7 HEZ R, ST, PEEEREIKT 2 0 SR E o v — 7 mfk & iR E OB
PRk T HIEC K VO ES T 2 L, EREE (y=ax+b) LT L, 567k
Z AV QC #EH L OSREIEREHZ 31T 2 B HIE SAL B DIREE 2 E & LT,

(71 WSROI
SYUFIAE ORI - RER % BT ORI CHISE L=, 7285, SUE (%) = (ERE/BFaiH) x
100 & L7,

(1) Kb & LT B R R O A I D EUEIE, TIRIC 350 C 1B 0D

2)

3)

0%, EE FRUSMZBWTIBEERIEO£15% LN TR IUZ R 5720, 727l B8
TR OVE & ERREREE 2 BR < RS TR EE L i /- S W E . COREZ BRI L TR
RO, FHIEAEL T Lo Bl Lt OMBEMR AT 2, 2056, BEf HERERE O
T5%Lh L3 FRLEEE Rl 72 S 7215 E 72 B 7w,

B AR AESEL O E B IR EIEZ G- S o 125 AR, 2 OWRDIEE O BRI
B ZERETIRE LTH RV, 2086, BRE INICREROREGFIZ, 2722<Ltb 3
B (EERREE, PRELROERE) © QCMkZ 3 £ ude b7y,

QCRBIDEUT, FREDHI-Y 23 L 9%, QCAEHIE, /e & b IRt ORIE THIE S
NDEUENRSH D, QCEIOEEIIHFHEDO+ISBUNTHHHDE L, 4 QC kD 3 450
2L EDOFIRED 2 43D 1 LL LD QC 3B _EFLIHE A 7= Z 7217 U7 H 720,

KRB ClE EFL o REELE T CliE7= LT,

(8] FEWBHRE ST X — X kT
HENE/ T A —% AUC, MRT XU CL, D5 T Phoenix WinNonlin 6.4 (%% — 7 &H&4h)
ZRHWT, JrarN— A2 MEFTIZE Y Eia L7,
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F2E REROX

(1] FEREE

Antipyrine, atenolol, diclofenac sodium, furosemide, ketoprofen, lidocaine % O* propranolol hydrochloride
IEFYEMIBE T3 (BK)  [IHARR, BIAMITE L7 A L AF0EREE (BR) ] 7° 5. fexofenadine & TN
raloxifene hydrochloride /3 Sidma-Aldrich #1:7>& | flurbiprofe (X AL T3 (BF) 7> acetaminophen
T T7A47 A7 (BK) 226, felodipine 1% AK Scientific 112> G A L7z, Fentanyl injection -7 >
77—~ (#F) 7D, lepetan injection 0.3 mg IFREFERE (FF) 22OHEA L7z, ZOMOFEEIX
TR DOFERREL LA D 7 L — R D& Az,

2] B

B OBIHRNZE LTk, FHFRESE (k) B ERZESOBRICHEILL . FEhi L7z, MEICR <
U A (6 HiE) ITAART AT L — (BR) 2DEEA LTz, K Sprague-Dawley 7 > k(6 MHiis) (X H
KF =/ A« U= (BR) MOIEA LT, BENIBS S =7% (3 » Aln) 1ZHAEN BF) »HEEA
L7z TNHOEMWE, BEHEMARNc~ Y AR T v bTIE6 HELLE, S =72 Tk 1 » AL
b REE 20~26°C, MR 30~70%. AR ARRFEIKD 15 [\ K% OV 12 RERIRRET (7~19 ) IZRE
SNIEFENTHNL LIz, 7~9 B~ 7 A, 7~9 WD T v MR 4~24 5 DI =74
(ZERIRIN IR G- K OV A4 5- 21T o T2,

(3] i/ A Ee DA

~UA Ty b I=THEOE hERENATE 3 FILLED SRR L 22 F i 2 AR — v L
HFEIMIK & A% A % 22— b L, invitro MIR/MIEREE Rs) ZFHE L7z, 7 —/V LI-&H
% 1 mL % 37°C TT LA V¥ aX— |k L7k, 100 ug/mL OEFEMER A X /) —VIRKEZE
AU 1 uL 30 LEREIERI3 % Z & T 100 ng/mL O 4530 & A a0 2 58 U 7=, SRS U 7= & R g
Bt A 37°C THRIT 10 3 A o F 2_X— K Lo, ZDO%, LI 4°C, 14,000 xg, 10 53OS
TEOOBEL, IEAE S, AREZROMIR, 58t O MAEEHZ 5 L T 3 550 ketoconazole [Fn
JAIE T (B ] &a A%/ —/v RGBT KR ] Wik NEERE (IS) & LTzl
%, HLHEE (4°C. 14,000xg, 10 43fH) LU A4S/, RE% HPLC /31 7LICB L, LC-MS/MS
EREEE Lz,

[4] MHEp & o8 FEREG SR O FAT

YUA, Ty b I=THXROE hERENER 3 FILL L DRSS AR —L L,
FRRIMSE & 455 % PHEBHTIC K 0 A ¥ 2X— b L. invitro T 2 L% 7 JEREEER (fy) EFE
fli L7z, 7 —/b L= FRIAE 990 ul |2 1 mg/mL DOFHYEH A X ) — WIRIR & ZNEH 10 pl 7R
ML, FFEM 10 pg/mL 25T~ A, T b, I=7% kOt MSEHRERZFE L2, TORGIC
WL, 0.1mol/L U e U v AEEHR (pH 7.4) IZR L CRBWe@thiEz, FlrgiriiElct > b
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L7z, BITIRZ L. — 5201 mol/L U el VU 7 KRR (pH7.4) 750 L %, {5 a8 L7-
MR 750 uL 2N LTz, ST iE 25 ERE 37°C OfElRRERICE > b L, R
60 rpm T 24 HFHA > F 2 _X—F L7z, A4 o Fa— METH%, BIEEZ N LB ORISR
v ara— MNERWET = — 7B LT, [FI L 7230EHZ % LT 3 55D ketoconazole & A
X ) —)VIRRE 1S & L TMA =14, w00l (4°C, 14,000 xg, 10 43 L EiEaE7z, EiEx
HPLC /XA 7/UZBE L, LC-MS/MS JIlE e & Lz,

[5]1 FEWEhERR (FZREW~DH G K ORI

HpE)RERUSR Tld. acetaminophen, antipyrine, atenolol, lepetan injection 0.3 mg, diclofenac sodium,
felodipine. fentanylinjection, fexofenadine. flurbiprofen, furosemide. ketoprofen, lidocaine, propranolol
hydrochloride X X raloxifene hydrochloride D&t 14 DM % ZhZI~ T A, 7 REKI =74
ZERNEE G- LTz, v TR, Ty REOR =7 X & bic, 52 AR T TRE Lk,

[5-1]  FRARP G-k D FR

P R TREE 10 JEEE DS 100 (55 VSR O P A L Z LR F L R (DMSO) [Fdisk (1) ]
iR Z TR U 7=, 8 L7- DMSO ¥iikic, =% 7 —/b [Fieslidk (#%) ] /Kolliphor ELP [BASF v
¥R (BR) 1 01 HEBIREZRINL . RBICERREERZ A T (A ENEEREI 1%, 2.5%.
2.5% 1 N94%) | IR L, BEF AT 52 Lok, BIRNER SR EFR LZ, TXToH
IR L R ICBRIC T L T\ bD Z & 28 L, B L7z, 7235, lepetan injection
0.3 mg } O fentanyl injection (2B U CIZBICAEBEER 2N LATIRT 5 Z LI K 0 FTE DR E
IR L7,

[5-2] #&EH MO

BRI X BRI T CHEME L7z, ~ Y ARODYT v MUIMRERCTHEE L, vV ¥ VR OVERE
% FV>C buprenorphine (% 0.2 mg/kg, fentanyl % 25 pg/kg, Z DOIL 1 mgkg DHET, v~ 7 AL
5ml/kg T, 7 v NI 1 ml/kg T, BEIRD ORGSR A FIRNE G LTz, =7 ZIZIERESR TR
FICEEL, U Y K OERE % H W T buprenorphine (% 0.02 mg/0.1 mL/kg, fentanyl %
5 ug/0.1 mL/kg, DM 0.1 mg/0.1 mL/kg O & CRIAKFARIED & % 507 & §rlRN B G- LTz,

Fe 54 0.0833, 0.25. 0.5, 1, 2, 4. 6, 8 KON 24 WA MERREE T CREFFIICERINL L 72, ~ T A K
W7 v F T, RESRTEE L, BEIRICH A I VY TURIARZ AL, EXy &RV TR
WRONBERM L7-, =7 % ClIRES TIRIFICEE L. vV o> ¥ R OVEREHZ AV TR ERIRIE
DO LT, BMmEIFARR, ~ 7 A8 30 1L, 7> MIK 100 puL, =7 213K 400 ul & L
77

BREX L 72 i3 T oo~ U g B U 7 SRS (1000 BAZ/mL) 2 i #l 25k LTI 2 vol %5 1
LTBWTF 2 —ZHencB L, L <EENRM L2k, K RIS —RHRE L7, SRR T5
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STk & e DB (4°C, 14,000 xg, 10 23fE) U, Mm#EE 7=, BREE O A i Ens £
THHE (30°C 3% 7E) THAEIRAT L7z, MAERSEyIRE L LC-MS/MS Z W CER LT,

[6] LC-MS/MS IZ & % HIEGULE W DOIR R E

AROHTETITREIORTLELE LT A % /) — /WVIEEGEIZ L DBREA ZITV, £ O B % LC-MS/MS
THM LI, SEfRiImERBOr—7 2 7 L NEEYE O Y — 7 = U 7 O 2 B LT
YERY L7z,

[6-11 HREM AR AERIR
BHRER G EMEENZENAZ ) — /L TEBEAR L. 0.1~500 ng/mL OHiFH CHIRE DR E
FRAAEYEAIR 2 R LT, B IEVERIRIT T 7 AR CHIRERRL E LTz,

[6-2] QC (Quality control) Ak HAE HEYRIR
FHERERNGIEMEZNETNAZ ) — /L TEBEARL, 1, 10 X 100 ng/mL @ QC 7B HIE
YR A U, BAEMERIRITI T 7 AR e TR L L=,

[6-3] PIFEHERRHE (IS)

Ketoconazole & A % / — VIZVAfR S, 60 ng/mL O PNAEHEANR 2 S U7, PURRHEAIRIZ T T A
BN CHRETR L L7, 7Z2d. 3], [4]. [6]THEM L7 ketoconazole &7 A & / — /LESIRIL
ketoconazole &% % 20 ng/mL [ZFH L= b D&M L7,

[6-4] FUBtORTLEL

(1) o AR OBt
RYZ7arELY (LLTF, PP LKD) Ta—TIC A%/ —/L 1S, FiREOREMRIEERK (1
FEOIZAX ) —) ROKFET Z 7~ Y w7 A [vivo: KFL7 T 7 IE, vitro : PBS $ETEIK
(pH74) 1 Z1:1:1: 1 OFELTHRML, HEE L, Zhizm 0ot (4°C. 14,000 xg, 10
D) L. £ k%R HPLC A TUZE L, RERAEERE L LT,

(2) QC #ft
PP Fo2—TICA % ) —/L IS, HBIRED QC REHIEEREL OGS T 7 7~ N v 7 2%
1:1:1: 1 OFELTHRIML, H#E L, Zha e HEERR & FERICAEE L, QC 3k &
L7z, QC #UBHIERE T > — 7 = 0 A D CREH I ERE O O AR ARE ORI 1AL E L
2o HIHTHNL 2 & ORGSR OTIRASUI SR E n=2 & LT,

(3) 77 7Rk
PP T a—TIZAZ )=V ROEFET T 7~ ) v 7 2% 3:1 OFELTHRML T LT,
TN EBRERIEEE E FRRICEL L, 7T v 2Bl e L, 7T v o iBhR T ic B 1
BN I TR ) A REMHERT BB TS — 7 v A EAE LT,
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(4) AFnECR

PP F o2 —TI\Z A% J—)b IS N OMRER L 72510358 () 2 2:1:1 OFRILTHML,
PR Lz, Sz el & FRRICAABE L, RERELE Lz, 72k, FEEHIL IR
CCHRET T2~ ") v 7 ATHRUIZ b OEEM LT, £72, Bl [4]0 LC-MSMS JIiE
BHIZ O F FRMEEE LT W7,

[6-5] TSQ QUANTUM Vantage LC-MS/MS > 27 LD S

HPLC : NANOSPACE SI-2 [IH4 75 : (BR) &A%, Bl: (B KBV —4#]
MS :TSQQUANTUM Vantage [V —F 7 4 v ¥ —V AT 4 7 1 v 27 (KR) ]
T=RMPY 7 N Xealibur [P—FT7 4 v ¥ —H AT 4T 4 v () ]

T2 7 b LCquan [V —FT7 4 v v —Y AT 47197 (KR ]

(1) HPLC 4/t

1) BT L : CAPCELL PAK Cis MGIII [2.0 mm LD. x 50 mm, HKif£%5 um, (BF) &A%]
(Buprenorphine, diclofenac, fentanyl,, flurbiprofen, ketoprofen, lidocaine)
: Inertsil® ODS-3 [2.1 mm x 50 mm, ¥i{# 4 um, ¥—T AV A T2 (BF) ]
(Acetaminophen. antipyrine, felodipine, fexofenadine, furosemide, propranolol,
raloxifene)
: YMC-Triart C18 [2.0 mm x 50 mm, KiF£5um, (k) VA A 1]
(Atenolol)
2) BEhtH D BENH A 5 0.1 vol %X IR/KIRIR, BEHB ; A5/ —)L
(Acetaminophen, antipyrine, buprenorphine, felodipine, fentanyl, fexofenadine,
furosemide, propranolol, raloxifene)
: BEMH A 1 mmol/L BT > & =7 LK, BEMHB; 7 h=1FUL
(Atenolol)
 BENH A 5 0.01 volBlERKIAHE, BBEIH B 5 0.01 vol%HEiET & b= K U LIEIK
(Diclofenac, flurbiprofen, ketoprofen)
B A 5 1 mmol/L FEfET & =7 LKIEIR, BB B ; A% /) —L

(Lidocaine)

77



3) 7Y b : Acetaminophen, antipyrine, felodipine, fexofenadine, furosemide, propranolol,

raloxifene
Her ] T BEME A BEIFR B
(min) (mL/min) (%) (%)
0 04 95.0 5.0
0.7 04 95.0 5.0
0.8 04 10.0 90.0
3.0 04 10.0 90.0
3.1 0.8 0.0 100.0
6.0 0.8 0.0 100.0
6.1 0.6 95.0 5.0
7.8 0.6 95.0 5.0
7.9 04 95.0 5.0
8.0 04 95.0 5.0
: Atenolol
f ] HiBES BEMH A BEH B
(min) (mL/min) (%) (%)
0 0.3 90.0 10.0
1.5 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.6 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.7 0.5 0.0 100.0
4.5 0.5 0.0 100.0
4.6 0.5 90.0 10.0
55 0.5 90.0 10.0
5.6 0.3 90.0 10.0
7.5 0.3 90.0 10.0

: Buprenorphine, fentanyl, lidocaine

R[] ik BEhE A BEITH B
(min) (mL/min) (%) (%)

0 0.3 80.0 20.0
1.0 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.6 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.7 0.5 0.0 100.0
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4.5 0.5 0.0 100.0
4.6 0.5 80.0 20.0
55 0.5 80.0 20.0
5.6 0.3 80.0 20.0
1.5 0.3 80.0 20.0

: Diclofenac, flurbiprofen

e itk BEIH A BEH B
(min) (mL/min) (%) (%)
0 0.3 75.0 25.0
1.0 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.6 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.7 0.5 0.0 100.0
45 0.5 0.0 100.0
4.6 0.5 75.0 25.0
55 0.5 75.0 25.0
5.6 0.3 75.0 25.0
7.5 0.3 75.0 25.0
: Ketoprofen
e itk BEIH A BEH B
(min) (mL/min) (%) (%)
0 0.3 75.0 25.0
2.0 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.6 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.7 0.5 0.0 100.0
45 0.5 0.0 100.0
4.6 0.5 75.0 25.0
55 0.5 75.0 25.0
5.6 0.3 75.0 25.0
75 0.3 75.0 25.0
4) BT LEE : 40°C
5) FEAE 10 uL

6) A— V7T —iRE :5°C
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(2) MS &4t

1) Tonization Method : Electro spray ionization (ESI)
2) Spray Voltage : 3000 V

3) Q2 Gas Pressure : 1.5 mTorr

4) Sheath Gas flow rate : 20 Arb

5) Ion Sweep Gas Pressure  : 0 Arb

6) Aux Gas flow rate : 5 Arb
7) Capillary Temperature : 330°C
8) Vaporizer Temperature : 200°C
9) Scan Width : +0.500 amu
10) Scan Time :0.200 s
11) Q1 Peak Width : 0.70 FWHM
12) Q3 Peak Width : 0.70 FWHM
13) Scan Events : selective reaction monitoring (SRM) E— KN
R A Scan Precursor ion Product ion CE S-Lens
Events (m/z) (m/z) V)
Acetaminophen Positive 151.92 109.95 20 75
Antipyrine Positive 189.10 77.03 40 64
Atenolol Positive 267.16 190.11 17 57
Buprenorphine Positive 468.25 396.30 39 141
Diclofenac Negative 293.94 250.00 15 62
Felodipine Negative 382.08 154.08 16 74
Fentanyl Positive 337.21 188.17 22 110
Fexofenadine Positive 502.34 466.36 24 144
Flurbiprofen Negative 243.02 199.10 16 38
Furosemide Negative 328.89 204.94 23 81
Ketoprofen Positive 255.04 209.20 13 72
Lidocaine Positive 235.10 86.06 18 73
Propranolol Positive 260.10 155.03 25 87
Raloxifene Positive 47421 112.17 28 153
IS (ketoconazole) Positive 531.28 243.90 32 151

CE : Collison Energy

[6-6] ERHOFHH
7 v~ N7 AOPFAER K ONRE R LCquan TfT - 72, LCquan THBEIMIZFR# S - B —
7 DY — 7 EFEEZ ST, ML, PEEWEICKT 2 00k GE o v — 7 mfgt & IR E OB
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PR/ TRIBIC X DGR EST 2 L ERENE (y=ax+b) LT LT, S oo
V. QC B OARIGAEHT I 1T 2 F I ER S EIRE 2 E & LTz,

[6-71  IE R DRI HE

SINTHNL OB - AR AL T ORAIEETHW L, b, BE (%) = (E&REBEEHH) x

100 & L7z,

() [EIFXDHRD SN EREERE OFRE OB L, E& FRICBW CITHERME D
£20%LAN, TR FERUAMI BV THEFEREO£15% AN TRIT TR e, 7272 L, B
TR OVE & RRRIEEE A bR  JREEDFMEE AT S WG, £ OREZ RSN L Tt
R, FHIAEHEA G L7258 132 oM BER 2RI T 5, 2056, MERTEERLE O
T5% LA EDS FRCHAEA G- S 72 1T U B 7R,

Q)  FREMFMEAERE O E & FIRNEELN - S0 o T2EAITIE. 2 OROIRFE O S
B2 ERETIRE LTH RV, TO5E, ZEINTREROREFGFIT, Ddld 3
PR (IRIREE, hIRER OEIREE) @ QC ik E & £ 22 Te by,

(3) QCHEEIOBIL, FREHT=V 2B L T 5, QCaEHT, D72 < & b FEREORIHE THIE S
NHMENRS D, QC HREOE TR DO£I5%LUNTHHHD L L, 42 QC kD 343D
2L EDORIRED 2 570 1 LI B QC 3k FRCAEA T2 S 2R U2 57220y,

AR Tl BRR o AL HEZ 3~ Tz LTe,

(7] BRRT—#
BRI RINEIRE R T A — & 13 SCHR[38, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137]12>68H L 7=,

[8] FEWEHRE XT A — & fifhT

SWENRE /N T A — X CL,. Va DFLHIE Phoenix WinNonlin 6.3 (%% —Z &[H&th) 2T, /
VAN AL MRHTIZ XD i L7z,
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F3IE B0

(1] FRERAE

Mohrus tape 20 mg (ketoprofen tape) A U® norspan tape 10 mg (buprenorphine tape) (FAEHIEL (%)
726 adofeed pap 40 mg (flurbiprofen pap) (FEMIFRLEE (BK) 7°5. voltarengel (diclofenac gel) %/
INIVT 4 AT 7—~< (BF) 75, penles tape (lidocaine tape) (%~ /L7R (#8) 7> oneduro patch (fentanyl
patch) (¥t 77—~ (BK) MHHEALTL,

Diclofenac sodium, ketoprofen } X lidocaine (FFDEHMBE T2 (BK)  LIHAFR, BIAMRTE L7 11
LFOEHEE (BR) 1 225, flurbiprofen (X8R LA T2 (BK) 25, fentanylinjection (fentanyl) M TR
lepetan injection (buprenorphine) XVt 77—~ (BK) MOHEA LTz, ZOMORIEIIHTIROFF
AnLL D7 L — RO b O & W,

2] B

B OHARV MBI LT, B (R BB B S OMIFRICHEIL L | 920 L 7=, % Hos: HR-
I ~T VAT Z (6l MOMEHWY ~7 L ATy MIAART AT Ly — (BR) »bHEA LT,
HENIBS R =7 % (3 Hik) 1XAAMF () AL, Zhbo@it, £5EMFN~ D A
FOZy hTid6 BRI L, S =72 T3 1 » AHLLE, IR 20~26°C, @ 30~70%., #5[=14K
IAEERERETR 15 [EIR O 12 KRR (7~19 Kf) ICRE SN BE=ENTHIL L7z, 7~9 o~ v
AL T~ HERD T v N RN A~24 5 AlinD 2 =7 ZICEIRNE G- L OB 5 21T 72,

3] B

b RO R =7 % OREMM&IT. #nEgn 3 fdo ) r—z— - = blALAF L,
& hOREI, Biopredic International £ (77 > ) Thk 4 725587 T S 7o LARARBIFAT IS
FALHEDIEE S HERI L= B TH D, 3HIDE F RF—DFERNT 52 %, 62 5%, 48 THY .
ZOBMI A3 732N EH 28, 31, 29 Tholo, 3BIDOI =T ZTWFBHE, 6 » A, KREK
10kg Thotz, I =T X & BRALIIEER G DGR E BRI L, Zh b OEEEE BIZERR
0.4 mm |Z dermatomed L. {19 % F T-20°C THIfEIRAT LTz, BEA LTRSS 03 e
LCWADEEAMIRA (8% 6 » ALIN) (A L7z, ~ 7 AL TiE, BEK I IEO~ T AD
HHBEEN D TRV A S R 0E D10, REREEHRIL ., EHICEEERERICHEN LT,

4] 77 Vst

TV EEL (W 1.5em, AR 1.77cm?,. LEF 22— 10mL) 1T Bk 794
SUTMHBEEANLTE LD E W,
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(5] HAEhReaER (ERREMW)~DF G K OPRL)

AW ENREGER TlX, ketoprofen, flurbiprofen, diclofenac, buprenorphine, fentanyl X X lidocaine ™
FH6 FOIY T L ANz Z N LN~ T A, Ty PRI =T XG5 L, vV A, Ty MK
V=72 &bz, R T THRE L,

[5-1]1 #RP G O

PG R E 10 RSN 100 55V SR O Y A F L Z LR F L R (DMSO) [FtHis (kk)
ViR A R L7z, FRE L7 DMSO WIRIC, =% 7 —/b [FG#iZE (1K) 1 /Kolliphor ELP [BASF
Y3 (BR) 1 @1 HEEEZIIM L, RBRICAEBRRERZ A T (CNCIIREIREIE 1%, 2.5%.
25% K TN94%) | TREHAE L, BEFRAET S LIcky, BIRNBESHREZFAR L2, T Tok
BRI IR L R IC BRI T L T\ D Z L 2/l L, i L7z, 7235, lepetan injection
0.3 mg & O\ fentanyl injection (2B L CIZBGICABEERA RN LART 5 Z L I2 XV FTEDEE
(AL LT,

[5-2] #MREC#G-HUA
EAL-BLZFDOL0EHH LS L,

[5-3] 5RO

BIRN L G X BRI T CHEME L7z, ~ Y AROYT v MUIMRER CTEE L, vV v VR OVERE
% FIV>C buprenorphine (% 0.2 mg/kg, fentanyl % 25 pg/kg, Z DOfIL 1 mgkg DHET, v 7 AL
5ml/kg T, 7 v ME 1 ml/kg T, BEIRD OB GRAFIRNEE S LTz, I =7 Z 23R ER T
JICEEL, U Y K OERE % H W T buprenorphine (% 0.02 mg/0.1 mL/kg, fentanyl %
5 png/0.1 mL/kg, & DA% 0.1 mg/0.1 mL/kg O FH & TRIKENRIA D & # 5K & SRV G- LT,
TR AT A Y T VT R NRER N CEEE I LEM Lz, 728, I=7 % DIEHOKE
T, Feb RIS SN A IEERORE & it L <, MRS L&D Te FORKE &R
IEVMEANCSD D LB R BILTWDD, in vivo THEENZRREIK S LMl 5B D a2 I x
—2arDYATREEY in vivo FRERIGHE A EEE L 72 0 G\ o ARG CIET R I8
HLFHN L7z, R =7 X ~OfREEE- T, WAIOE S/ IS HOT B4 5 Lo, MREE I
. %%V %> [THRIVE® PET CLIPPER MODEL 501-P, 25 A 7 (¥%) . HAD¥ A X 0.1 mm]
EHOEHRARZ B L, PR Z W TSRO E 2 TER Lz, 352 BIZRREE N2 T
TE ORG-S RANZ WA SUTBAT L, 20k, R =F Lo v— MIliET —7 % O EE
L 7= 53007 & [ CififE O 4 —+¥ [BEMCOT®M-1, JBALER (8F) 1 % A—8 i HS AR AR h 2 H2
T2 LI, ZO D REEMEEY (=7 2 FRTE (B =F U] 2T, ®
Al 2 [ E L (PAZESAN - B66F) o JRthic x> b [ifEtEx > a2 U —rFky N7, A4
YXAT N (BK) ] Z2HERE LTz, 20K, F— U ~R UBEREE 2680 72, 51 24 IFH
(2. PAZESRAN - M IERIATOI TV D 2 & A fidth, MERREE T CHEBM ZTRE L, MRS % H
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WTEEENLZFER0NITER L, B — U ~RE UEE B 2kt T 72, ~ U AKRT » b~
BT, R =7 21K PK BRI O 5 B4 IR G BR OB G HEEZREL, J=74 L[
RIS G- 24T o 72 (EOTEBEBAETIR)

$e 54 0.0833, 025, 0.5, 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, 24, 26, 28 KON 32 RFfANIC MERRE: T CHRERFAICER . L
Teo ¥ UAKOT v FTIE RESMTEE L, BFIRICA N IV U TUHIARZ AfL, By b
ZHWTRFIR2 O8N L7, =7 TlidfrEds CHMFICEE L, v U ¥ RSS2 Fv
THIRFRIRAD GBI U7z, BRI A, ~ U 2138 30 L, 7 v MIAY 100 L, 2 =7 Z %
400 uL & L7z,

B L 72 iR T o~ )Y o F B U O AR (1000 HEAZ/mL) % iR &2k L TR 2 vol%3iE
LTRBWTF 2 —7ZHeNcB L, L <EENRM L2k, K BIC RS L, SERMER C5
bivo itk z i Doy (4°CL 14,000 xg, 10 3f) U, MAEZA57-, £RERZ o0 M 3= B E iy &
THWIE (-30°C &RE) THiAnfRAF L7z, MAEPEYIREIL LC-MS/MS Z W TER L7z,

(6] Invitro 7 T > HEEE V& T2 R T i R

77UV PEREL (N L5em, BRI : 1.77cm?) DL T X —HII~ T RT 4 v I AH—
T —%E L, 3%T=% /) —/VEH PBS IR (pH7.4) Tl 7% —f%H7- L7 (10mL) , 7238,
TH )= LT T IR VR B A DOFEY O E E B BRITIRIN LT, SIL7c~ U 2R fE K&
ORI L2 =7 2 KO NEEZ T T VLR VORI G D TERL 2.5cm DK
WM L2, 7T U VIEREALD Ry T E R =%y v I EREN T LNy F Yy ML, 2
DN RG24k T 7 7 o VI MG A 25 LT, L7 2 —HIZIRA LT-S0a % B0 bR
%, 32°C T2 WFHILL BA#FR Uiz, FE, L7 2 —MITIEET 2RIEEZ Y Rz, To%, R
—FEIZERE 1.5 cm OMPRIZERMr U 72 SRR A AT, U3 10 pg/mL diclofenac %% [10 mmol/L
MES/HBSS #&#if (pH6.0) 1 % 300 uL i L., EE8%E /8T 7 ¢ )V A CHZE L CHEIBRABR 2 Bith L
7= (F#En=3) . BAAATR 025, 0.5, 1. 2, 3, 4, 5. 6, 7. 8 MU 24 BflC L 7' X —ika Y T
Uy ZR—=br05 150 pL S L, BRI S ICEBICFEED 3% =% ) — V&4 PBS Kk a7
YR RN LT, BREUE OBUEH IR E R £ Tl (-30°C RE) THFIRIE LT,
BEIGUE P SR IR T 1T LC-MS/MS Z W TER L7z,

[7] LC-MS/MS (Z & B2 HIEXSALA W) DOPLERIE
AROHTETITREIOFTLELE L TA X ) —WIEBEIZ X DBRERZITV., £ O R % LC-MS/MS
THM LT, SHERIIHRERBOY—7 ) 7 L NEEYE O — 27 = U 7 O & BRI LT
YERL LT,

[7-1] IR EAEEAEYIR
KRR ER B EM T Z T A X 7 — )V TEBEAI L. 0.1~500 ng/mL OHiFH CKIRE O &
RS AERIR 2 L U T, SAEWERIRII Y 7 ARIRES CHRFRRLE LT,
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[7-2] QC (Quality control) Ak HAE HEYRIR
KREREN G LEMEETNZENA S 7 — /L TEBERR L, 1, 10 X 100 ng/mL @ QC FUEHIE
YR A U, BAEMERIRIT T 7 AR e TR L L=,

[7-3] PERYERSE (IS)
Ketoconazole & A % / — )VIZVAfR S, 60 ng/mL O PNAEHEANR &2 S U7, PUREHEAIRIZ T T A
PR SR CHFFEL L LT,

[7-4] FCBtORTLEL
(1) B AR ERR)
RY7aeLy (LAF, PP EER) Fa—TICAX ) —) 1S, FREOHREMRAEERT (B
FEOIZAL ) —) ROKFET Z 7~ MY v 7 R [vivo: KFL7 Z 7 IBE, vitro : PBS $&TEK
(pH7.4) ] Z1:1:1: 1 OFELTHEIML, #HHEL, Thiam Lot (4°C, 14,000 xg, 10
) L. 20 EiE% HPLC /A 7/UCK L, MRERAEERE S Lz,
(2) QC #ft
PP Fa—TIZA % ) —/L IS, &IRED QC BRI N OSET 7 07~ N v 7 2%
1:1:1:1 OFELTHRINL, L, ZhaRERHIRERE & FERICABE L, QC k&
L7z, QC #UBHIER T > — 7 = 0 A D TREH I ERE O O AR ARE ORI 1AL E L
2o SIBTHAAL 2 & ORMLEL B OPHRARUIARE n=2 & LT,
(3) 777 RE
PP T a—TIZAZ )=V ROEFET T 7~ ) v 7 2% 3:1 OFELTHRML T LT,
N AW B IAERERE & RERICALEE L, 7T 7 RE e LT, 7T v 7 RBHIER A TIC BT
BNy T TTU R A RERERT D oD TS — 7 = A AR E LT,
(4) ARHEEER
PP Fo—TZA K ) —)b IS L OBREL L 7Z[5]10 3k () 2 2:1:1 OFELTHEINL,
B L, SN ERERAEERE E RERICABE L, RAREE L7z, 7ok, EREHILEIDE
CCHEET 77~ M) w7 ATHRULIEbOZIRM LIz, £72, [3]. [4]. [6] LC-MS/MS #
ERBHIZ O F FARFFEE LTI o7,

[7-5] TSQ QUANTUM Vantage LC-MS/MS > A7 LD SA:

® HPLC : NANOSPACE SI-2 [IHA4#5 :  (BK) #/E%, 8 (Bk) KBy —#]

® MS :TSQQUANTUM Vantage[+—F7 4 v > ¥ —H A =T 47 1 v 7 (1§) ]
& F—HMHY T o Xealibur [W—F 74 v v—H AT 47407 (KR ]

& S—HfEHrY 7 b :LCquan [ —F 7 4 v v —HF AT 474 v (BR) ]
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(1) HPLC 4/t

1) 7L : CAPCELL PAK Cis MGIII [2.0 mm LD. x 50 mm, KiF£%5 um, (BF) &A%]
(Buprenorphine, diclofenac, fentanyl,, flurbiprofen, ketoprofen, lidocaine)

2) Bt  BEIH A 5 0.1 vol% X HR/KIA R, BEIMHB ; A%/ —/b
(Buprenorphine, fentanyl)
: BEIH A 5 0.01 volRlFER/KIAHE, FBEIH B 5 0.01 vol%lFiRT & k= kU VR
(Diclofenac, flurbiprofen, ketoprofen)
 BEVA A 1 mmol/L FEiET & = KIS, BEMHB ; A% ) —/V
(Lidocaine)

3) /7= I : Buprenorphine, fentanyl, lidocaine

IR ] Dtk BEIH A BEhH B
(min) (mL/min) (%) (%)
0 0.3 80.0 20.0
1.0 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.6 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.7 0.5 0.0 100.0
45 0.5 0.0 100.0
4.6 0.5 80.0 20.0
55 0.5 80.0 20.0
5.6 0.3 80.0 20.0
7.5 0.3 80.0 20.0

: Diclofenac, flurbiprofen

IRF [ it BEH A BEhE B
(min) (mL/min) (%) (%)
Init 0.3 75.0 25.0
1.0 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.6 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.7 0.5 0.0 100.0
45 0.5 0.0 100.0
4.6 0.5 75.0 25.0
5.5 0.5 75.0 25.0
5.6 0.3 75.0 25.0
7.5 0.3 75.0 25.0
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: Ketoprofen

Her ] T BEME A BEIFR B
(min) (mL/min) (%) (%)
0 0.3 75.0 25.0
2.0 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.6 0.3 0.0 100.0
3.7 0.5 0.0 100.0
4.5 0.5 0.0 100.0
4.6 0.5 75.0 25.0
55 0.5 75.0 25.0
5.6 0.3 75.0 25.0
7.5 0.3 75.0 25.0

4) T 7 DR 1 40°C

5) EAE : 10 uL

6) A— hY 7T —lE :5°C

(2) MS §:fF

1) Ionization Method : Electro spray ionization (ESI)

2) Spray Voltage : 3000 V

3) Q2 Gas Pressure : 1.5 mTorr

4) Sheath Gas flow rate : 20 Arb

5) Ion Sweep Gas Pressure  : 0 Arb

6) Aux Gas flow rate : 5 Arb

7) Capillary Temperature : 330°C

8) Vaporizer Temperature : 200°C

9) Scan Width : £0.500 amu

10) Scan Time :0.200 s

11) Q1 Peak Width : 0.70 FWHM

12) Q3 Peak Width : 0.70 FWHM

13) Scan Events : selective reaction monitoring (SRM) E— K
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S L 2 Scan Precursor ion Product ion CE S-Lens
Events (m/z) (m/z) V)

Buprenorphine Positive 468.25 396.30 39 141
Diclofenac Negative 293.94 250.00 15 62

Fentanyl Positive 337.21 188.17 22 110
Flurbiprofen Negative 243.02 199.10 16 38
Ketoprofen Positive 255.04 209.20 13 72
Lidocaine Positive 235.10 86.06 18 73

IS (ketoconazole) Positive 531.28 243.90 32 151

CE : Collison Energy

[7-6] & EAEDH H

< k7T AOWIGALE K O F181T LCquan TfT - 72, LCquan THBIWIZE S - —
7 DY —7 HFEE A 137, BREARIEL, PEEEM )T 5 0T B O B — 7 hifE b & R E OB
R /N B L 0 R BT 2 L, ERER (y=ax+b) UTIERL L7, 15 Hav7- it
. QC #EE K OFRAFEHZ 31T 2 B IEXI GG DI E 2 E & LT,

[7-71 WERE R OLRT L

SINTENL ORI - RERAZ LT OAFRIECHWT LT, 7B, HE (%) = (E&fHE

100 & L7z,

(1) EUFERD B3RO b B YRR O R OB IE, EE FRICB O TIEERED
£20%LAN, TR FERUAMIEB W THEFREO£15% LN TRIT TR e, 7272 L, B
TR OVE & RRRIEEE A bR < JREEDNGFEMEE AT 1 S WG, £ OIREZ RSN L TRt
R, FHMEEA T L2 B I3 OMBRERAT 5, 2054, RERAFEERE O
T5% LA EDS FREHAEA G- S 72 1T U B 7R,

Q)  FREMHMEAERE O E & FIRNIEELN - S o T2EAITIE. 2 OROIREE O S
AR ZER TIRE LTH KW, 20856, ZEINTCMREROREHAIL, 22<Ed 3
PR (IRIREE, hIRER OEIREE) @ QC#EHE & £ 22 ide by,

(3) QCHEEIOEIL, HFREHT=V 2B L T 5, QCaEHT, D 7a< & b EREORIE THIE S
NDHVERSH D, QCREIOEEIFHFHEDO+ISRUNTHHHDE L, 4 QC#ED 3 550D
2L EDOFIRED 2 570 1 LI B QC 3k FReAEA T2 S R U2 57220y,

AR Tl BRR o A HE 2 3~ Tz LTe,

mfE) x

p={111

(8] MDY T A — X iRkt
2D pKa, clogP ffii%, ChemDraw Professional version 15.1.0.144 ~ 7 s 7 =7 (PerkinElmer £1)
ZHWCTEI L,
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[9] FRWENRE T A — X fiR#T
HYEhRE /T A — % AUC ORI Phoenix WinNonlin 6.4 (V% —Z & R&tE) 2HWT, /o=
YN— N Ay MERTIZ D S LTz,

[10] B&R T — &
BRI PNENE T A — & [T CHR[131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136 O » Z B a— T +— A58 L
776

[11] RARER & Fm D H
B EHEBE (Q) X FRoEXE AW THEE L,

VRXCn+Zi5 (Vs XC)
Qy = TRXCothin (e eq. (30)

Z 2T Coln B H OB EE VRIZLE 7 ¥ —F O E (10mL) . Vo I3EEESE (0.15mL) |
A lTEEMEAE (1.77cm?) Z37,
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