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ACD Acridine

CIE Commission Internationale de 1’Eclairage
Clog P Calculated log P

Cinax Maximum concentration

Css Steady-state concentration

Cy Chemical concentration in applied solution
D Diffusion coefficient

DMSO Dimethyl sulfoxide

ENX Enoxacin

EU European Union

FLM Flumequine

FSM Furosemide

HCP Hexachlorophene

ICH International Council on Harmonization of Technical

Requirements for Registration of Pharmaceuticals for Human Use

K Partition coefficient

KorLwm Partition coefficient to one-layered membrane model



Ksc Partition coefficient to stratum corneum

LoLwm Mean thickness of one-layered membrane model
Lsc Mean thickness of stratum corneum

Ltim Mean thickness of two-layered membrane model
MEC Molar extinction coefficient

MFX Moxifloxacin

MOP 8-Methoxypsoralen

MRT Mean residence time

NaPB Sodium phosphate buffer

NBT Nitroblue tetrazolium

NFX Norfloxacin

NLA Nalidixic acid

OECD Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development
OFX Orbifloxacin

OXA Oxolinic acid

P Permeability coefficient

PBS Phosphate-buffered saline

PEG Polyethylene glycol

PMZ Promethazine

Porm Permeability coefficient through one-layered membrane model
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PSC

Prim

QN

QNLs

RNO

ROS

SB

SIR

SP

Tmax

tPSA

UPLC/ESI-MS

Uuv

VIS

Permeability coefficient through stratum corneum

Permeability coefficient through two-layered membrane model

Accumulated amount of test compounds

Quinine hydrochloride

Quinolone derivatives

p-Nitrosodimethylaniline

Reactive oxygen species

Sulisobenzone

Selected ion recording

Solubility parameter

Time to maximum skin concentration

Topological polar surface area

Ultra-performance liquid chromatography

electrospray ionization mass spectrometry

Ultraviolet light

Visible light
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AR BUE IR E DA & 25 - I1TRFHE 5%, KEBEHICE £
LD YRS (ultraviolet light; UV) 35 KX OVAIRYE (visible light; VIS) OIRFEZIZ L » TH#
EINDEEBLCIRICBIT D EFEKISTH D [1]. LB, 2, KE, HEBIWY
BFRILE R EA AL E &SR DGR, ARIE & IE L T2 BB 3R R E OB
Bk, IBIEHE, & BIZIE KGR EE 2 [k 2ATEI 2N EE & 72 V), quality of life (QOL)
DR T 20T HALZR V. SEFMESOSIZERM DA 63, Lo 7 U A R L
WNIRIK & 72 58 bEEZ < ME SN TE Y, FWE ORI 2+ 2 BT 20t w0
U A7 TRBLOZEDERNRD HATWND.

JeFERMERUSIIERIT S, KB NERIS IR KOET Vv —Os o 3 fEIC
KAlENTEY, S EAEw UVA/B B LW VIS fEi (UVB, 290-320 nm;
UVA, 320-400 nm; VIS, 400-700 nm) DJEZWINT 5 Z &R 5lEe b 2% (Fig. 1). 6
ikl SNIALE M= R F—ICRLZERRIETH 0, &k, ok, #ds Jovkik
FHISOGZ T L T F—D B AT ) [2]. KEH L <IZRIZHEET 2E00
HOUBRERIZ L VOt Sz & &, RN F LU RIS 2 51 &k 29 AT Re kA
b5, ZONAFHISOSIOSARUT LV 2 FIRICHE S, =3 v —iEBB X
W7V —F CHNABELEEN LIRS % ZEN type I BEO type I & FES [3]. Ok
AL ST EERNITAAET D52 237, JEEB LT DNA &b PRI 2 LT
BOG U, Ml - MRS 2ol &8 297, ERNIZIE O bEEICHFELTED, 0, H
Y73 acceptor & L CHALFMIMIGEZSI ISR ZTZE0dD. Kbt eE 0 2
S35 Z Lz kv EAET HIGMERSFEFE (reactive oxygen species; ROS) X iEA
Hiom<, (ALEMONEFEHURICHFET HEEZEZHNATND.

ILEM DI ZEMFHEiEE L TINE THEZ OFERFHEBEINTEY, &
FEEIZ IR B T ORBIRm LT L L X — MRS O R B I D < FHlR 23 & 5
(Table 1). JEMESISA AT — RO 95, i Bt & SF TV D O0EDE MR- 7] §E 72
& UVIVIS WIVEHEICE B LTiH %23 % [4]. 400-700 nm D K melik o
B LAY DT NWAREL (molar extinction coefficient; MEC) (233 < WmtE U =
7 Pz F, MEC 28 1,000 M'-cm™ LT O(LEPITEEMERBLY 27 BN Z &
ZRBRANAIIZ R LT 5. In vitro 3T3 neutral red uptake phototoxicity test (3T3 NRU PT)
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Flucrescence

v !

i Energy transfer Free radical generation

Energy transfer
to cellular membrane

! I

Singlet oxygen Superoxide

h 4
Oxidation - -
of cellular lipid/proteins Oxidation Photobinding
gCytotoxic
i reaction
| { ! { }
T Oxidation Oxidation Photobinding Photobinding
‘ Photoirritation of drug of DNA to DNA to proteins
D dai Immune
egracation DNA damage#Mutagenic damage iresponse
v v

| Photoinstability Photogenotoxicity ‘ Photoallergy

Fig. 1 Schematic representation of possible pathways for phototoxic reactions elicited by

photoreactive drugs. Reproduced, with kind permission of Springer Science and Business
Media, from Pharm. Res., 23 (1), 2006, 156-164, S. Onoue et al., Figure 5, Copy-right (2006)
by springer

RS S oAb B O Balb/e 3T3 MMARIC KT 2 MlatE, > F VD tmEME 4 7
FRETH D [5]. MVWEIE A AT D 3T3INRUPT 13k bIA< VSTV D atiR
BRIEDOEDTHLLOD, BEEHELZ 6T ERHRESNTEY, B
B D 27 ) == 75 E L COEBEMIIZRENH D [6]. ROS assay (THEELA
W N TILAMN HREEE SIS singlet oxygen 3 KTV superoxide anion % H|E 9%
Z T, SARTFREERH Y FTRE A RBRIE T H D . AR TR BN E 7o 1 XM 72
FACZERB R 2N LTRSS A7 — RPHEATHL ZEBmbTEY, BF
FRSETFAE TSR LA D ROS FEAREZFHMET 2 Z & T, AERNTOEENRL
BOSHEZFMT 5 Z E R TE 5. ROS assay (L] N7 K IR EEEAN 208 (18 -
KB REE 0 0r), HARBET¥EA B L OH ARSI ERERLEFME L ¥ —Ick - T
NYF— NS, EERYE OVERIEIIRED 72 WOBR 0 AR MEHE O 72 b F R 23



Table 1 Developed tools for phototoxic risk evaluation

In silico predictions

DEREK Barratt et al. [13,14]
HOMO-LUMO gap Lampi et al. [15]
Photochemical evaluations
UV spectral analysis Henry et al. [16]
ROS assay Onoue et al. [17]
D-ROM assay Onoue et al. [18]
aROS assay Onoue et al. [19]
fROS assay Seto et al. [20]
mROS assay Seto et al. [21]
eROS assay Kato et al. [22]
Phototoxicity/photoirritancy
Photo-patch test Epistein [23]
Photo-basophil-histamine-release test Przybilla et al. [24]
Photohemolysis model Selvaag et al. [25]
Photo hen’s egg test Freeman et al. [26]
Human reconstituted model Portes et al. [27]
3T3 NRU PT Spielmann ef al. [5]
Oxygen consumption in Bacillus subtilis Beani et al. [28]
Photogenotoxicity
Photo Ames test Brendler-Schwaab et al. [29]
Photo Comet test Brendler-Schwaab et al. [29]
CGE-based DNA-photocleaving assay Onoue et al. [30]
DNA-binding assay Onoue et al. [31]
Photoallergy
Pig skin model Sarabia et al. [32]
NCTC2544 IL-18 assay Galbiati et al. [33]
Photo-LLNA Ulrich et al. [34]
Photo h-CLAT Toyoda et al. [35]
Photo KeratinoSens Inoue et al. [36]
Photo ADRA Patel et al. [37]
Photo DPRA Patel et al. [37]




FIRE7e ROS assay (ZAISEPIMIB B30T 2 G HRIIE E LTHATH S [7].
2014 4, EISBHIFHFIERS 2 (International Council for Harmonisation of Technical
Requirement for Pharmaceutical Human Use; ICH) X ¥ [E3K /5 022 2VEFHmIZBET 5
A RZA > (ICHS10) 25E1T S 472, ICHS10 HA KT A T ERNLEMILAE YD
WL BVEFH DO ITER AT — LN S TE Y, ROSassay 1L LH & LT D
IOFHIR LR ST DL 2019 4E, ROS assay (3 ERGMERTAMME & U CRé%E )
BAZHEAE (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development; OECD) 4
A K741k (TG 495) IZFKEH LT\ 5.

EVOEROCMEZ A L TV HEEY T H KIGEICR S e T Dt s s &
FlEE T REMEIIERNZ E N E b TS [8]. 2F Y, RFMERIIIH 1D LA
FAHMEA DN IIEMETZ T T <, BFPIRZ: EBICE~D BN b mERBUII R &
b b, Seto BITELAEHDOKALFHIF LY invivo IEPBIRE I 72 ke 1235 B
L, W7 —% OFAEIRITIC L 0 GOSN, T8RRI Db Y 27
EORICTHTED Z L 2ME Lz [9]. LLAanh, EHRE BT O BRE
32 < DBEMLEMHRH 0, 2ALAEWIT3E L ClRBRO I Z 2R 2 i3 5 & K&
DEBREM D LIETH DA, 2 A B, 3Rs OJFH (reduction, replacement, refinement) 33
L ORI AL —7"> N OBLENLYENLEEND. £ 2T, #RD in vivo SKBIEE
RERD D 1 VO FEBREIK L THEEL G 2 FIRIC &G LG 7R o
B AW EE 2 [ E "I RE7: cassette-dosing {E & L7z in vivo WEhEERERIZ A
B L7 BMERIE 2 BT IR E L, EE(LEM DN ENE Y R 7 2 @2 DD
FECTHITE 72 [10-12]. 2O Z Enb, KHIGHER X O EEREMEO MR I
B L7 e e e i T E A L A 0 Y@t Y 2 7 Py — v & LRI
WH AR LTz, —J5 T, cassette-dosing %7 L72 invivo ZMEHRERER 2
FHBAETH ~EROERBYW AL TS Z LI onT, Z—7y FOBANG
BRLUENEEND. HEHEMISIHMEBEL TOHEREIND Z LnmbonTEY, k
BESLBAFEZ & 0 H rTREZ2 3R, D F 0 @i FERRIURE 2 W - BOE A LA 2t
T HNLZEVFHIEDOBRBERLEATH 5.

PR 2 fam LB 2T 2I2hH 720 2B L ORAHERIZ )b
St &4 O BE EIB R 23 A < FEfE S TR Y, Franz B (HEH) fLcz L,



ACER (B JERCE VB LSO T A UREECE Ve Rk 2 7R EABAGE ST
% . ¥FIZ Franz BYEHCE V& WS invitro RJEHEEMERERIX OECD 7 A A A K
F A Ak (TG428) b EN TV D [38]. EHT2BIIZIEICHIZY, BN, THEBX
WT vy " EAEKREEEAWLIGETET T, YU aVESRY v~ —THER I
e EANTEEZ WD Z & HTED [39,40]. — RIS RFIZEBAT LI-AL &ML Fick
DOILHANZAEN B 2 JEH - 3l U T2 B\ RUSAAAE S D B 72 &0 b 2 1
BRABATT 5 [41]. ZEWEHNC X 2 BB O 728, fEmc L 7 BB S RO e B L TR
JERBLNE T D . #RBCE ] U 7oA G D B Zs il B2 13 4% 527 b — E RF R % 1 2 8
HIRREE 2D Z & MBILTHY, EFIREZR > TS MIZEENICHET H1bH
MIOWREIZ—ETH D EMETE D [42]. Z ORI OWEE I 2 O SR T A —
2 — % BIZEEDRETH S, 2F 0, KREEEERRE L THHIN TS Franz
BIPREE VA2 W in vitro G ZERMERBRIC X VLAY O KR EERICET 57 —
B a4 2 &, SRR T T RISk 2 iR B A TE R d U 2 MR R
(steady-state concentration; Css) ZHIHTHZ ENTEDH. Lo Lans, & As
MONFEMEY 27 TN Co ZBGHEMEOTE S LTHW ORI SN TE S
7, TOWMFREMEIIAHTH 5. £ 2T, AIETIX invivo FEWEHRERERZ invitro
B E M RRERICAR L, ROSassay &AHAGHOED & TEHMERMNZEL LTO
A B AP ERHIE 2 BT U R L, ERMBAFEIT LTI 2L —7" o
e, ABBESBAFEI R LTI 72 (i AT RE 7R REAT SR DBARE 22 ik 7z, B 1 HTIE T
v MEH G Z BN in vitro g IEMERERFS L O ROS assay (2 X DEMEY A

7 Ml Z Rl —REE S 2 A 2 b aWRECR L CEM L, StmEtE Y 27 P27,

%2 BTIEHS bR DEWEALD EBL N I REAR L AR R 2 BRR <, ALK
WAL R MR R 2 1R R L, Wi - MRS SR bRt E M Y

JAxE9 2 AFHI R O PR 2 iREE LTz



51 E G H B &2 T & B 22 R T Afh

1-1. [

ILEW DS X OB~ DFEMEP BSOS 2T oV A7 7
7 74— & LML MM EERHFRTHLZ LML TWD [9]. Liehis
T, (LB ONALTFHI I K OB RE A RORA M A R 9 2 2 & 13O AR A FE ki
T2 ETHEMICEETHS. LIATOMNTIX, EBhEiHnc B ba®ms 1 Lo
EBREMICHK LTRSS L, BoNnV v 7 Ais RSN 23ATHEZR cassette-
dosing V& 2 Z & T, (LEMOKFEIEY R 7 Z@BFEMICTRT 5 e 2R
MARZRFELIZH DD [10], EEERIZIIT S 3Rs OJFRELD 5 5 “reduction” X
KTET-HOD, {KIRE LT invivo REROERBEIZILFEE L TR0,

BUE, BB U7 AbB W 0 B RE PERE X invivo BRICIKET 52 &
RN, —J, R BGE LG O B R 2 PR Franz BUAEECE L2 W2 invitro
R g BR N A < IV BTV D [43]. In vitro RBRE VIS DT R E R E &
PN T2 e 22 P RTAR R OSSR XY ML D HEME |2 H 55 5 TH A 9 2, in vitro L&
BPEIZ 3720 57— & DI MR 9 2 8 ATRE MR IR AR TH 5

AWFFETIX, in vivo SEDBNEEFHMN S 7 » MEHEZE %2 W2 in vitro 5§
FHEMERBR A~ L, ROS assay B LW invitro KB FBMERABRIC L 0 #ak Szt
LAMRHI R Z AR E L, BRI T3 20 rTRetE 2 kA& L7c. iR
W & U CORBIERBEL AN 2% ) 1 U RPUEFE (quinolone derivatives; QNLs)
® 9 5 enoxacin (ENX), flumequine (FLM), moxifloxacin (MFX), nalidixic acid (NLA),
orbifloxacin (OFX) ¥ X ' oxolinic acid (OXA) @ 6 FEZ IR L7, Z|IRL7- 6 Fi
QNLs (ZREEHENFE—TH Db DD, &R b NINREMEDOBLE )N b ) RN Y)
PAEDILN D 2479 5. QNLs (2%f L C ROS assay & Efid 5 = & THIGIEZEFE
iL, in vitro RFEHIBIERER X 0 15 N2 FRMET — ¥ & ICEFRREICB T DK
JETRETHD Cs ZHHT S LT inviro EIEHRETEZFEM L72. QNLs DY
JEMERS LN invitro GHRMEICESE, JemE) A7 2 THILE. BELILSE
PERHAE O FRIMEZBEET ~< 7 v M Z2 W invivo SeaEMEaliR 4 320 L7-.



1-2. EERM B L OB E

1-2-1. S2BRA B

ENX BELO NLA 1T 7 ~=T NV R vF Uy "UaRatt (R L0
A L72. FLM, MFX 3 XU sulisobenzone (SB) I3 B R bk LK SH CGRR) LV
JEA L7, OFX 137 F =2 Ukttt (R L Y EA L7-. OXA, quinine hydrochloride
(QN), imidazole, nitroblue tetrazolium (NBT), dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO), NaH>PO42H>O
B LW formic acid 1THE 7 1 v AFeMiEKRNSH (KBk) LOBEALKL.
Acetonitrile, trifluoperazine dihydrochloride, butorphanol tartrate, medetomidine, midazolam
& isoflurane (L Honeywell International (Morristown, NJ, USA), MP Biomedicals LLC
(Santa Ana, CA, USA), MeijiSeika 7 7 /L~ k&t GROR), A ARSI T KA SH
(&), T 7 FEAAR NS (B ) & Pfizer (New York, NY, USA) X WA L7=.

O O O o - o o
F F
S OH OH | OH
|, | | Ho~y \
K\N N7 N N HN )
HN\) k \A
H

Enoxacin (ENX) Flumequine (FLM) Moxifloxacin (MFX)
M.W.: 320 M.W.: 261 M.W.: 401
Clog P: -1.60 Clog P: 2.43 Clog P: -0.08
F
- o O o o
O o
\ oK i:@[ll\/ll)J\OH
OH
I NZ SN I H@ i L
Nalidixic acid (NLA) Orbifloxacin (OFX) Oxolinic acid (OXA)
M.W.: 232 M.W.: 395 M.W.: 261
Clog P: 1.02 Clog P: 0.54 Clog P: 1.65

Fig. 2 Chemical structures and physicochemical properties of QNLs. Thick line represents

common part of QNLSs.



1-2-2. FEERENY)

Sprague-Dawley RN T ~ b (10-15 #4, KEK 300420 g) 1XHA SLC
(Fri) L VBEA L. T v ME=IE 24°C+1°C, 1BJE 55+5% 72 O ONCHARE YA 7 L
12h THERF SN BA B HaaR |2 C B AT & HOKR ATREREBREE CRE Shiz. &2 T
OB FERIIFRI RN KR FEREI ML E R OHA R T A ACHEL THEME LT,

1-2-3. In vitro JZ &2 VEREAT

In vitro FRGEEMRER L VGO NTALEV O R EEEET —2 L0, Cs &
RHDHZENTED. L7z -T, QNLs O T v MaHEEIZE TS Cs 2RI
<me@%ﬂtwa@3,vv~ﬂ~ﬁ%1mmuﬁ@%ﬁ%17mﬁ;%ﬁ%
fhaxE A — K, @) MW7z invitro &7 EMERER %2 520 L 7=, Isoflurane WX
ANBMEETTZ > MNEEZHIE, KENRD O OPLiE L UVKGABEEEK 60 mL 1 &
Higits, MEBEROREZ B Lz, e T L& L OHifiefiib gz v, 7
—TAN) T 20 BT & THEEARE LB HERET VS LT,

A

Donor compartment

( J¢— Membrane

A

Receptor compartment

Sampling port —

A

Water jacket

Magnetic stirrer C )

Fig. 3 Schematic illustration of Franz type diffusion cell.
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pH7.4 \ZFHEE L7= U U FRAEMER (phosphate-buffered saline; PBS) 2 L& 7% —ik & L
T, BRI 32°C IZff->7-. & QNLs BEXNZNFH | mgmL L7325 X9
propylene glycol (Z¥sfif L 7iRA ik 2 4%, Franz BUARECE /VICHE L7cHE R X
O JERE 7 /124 QNLs 2 iRk z il L CikiatEaliRz bits L7z, R
BRLE S 0, 0.5, 8, 10, 12, 18 BLW 24 h g, L7 ¥ —AIR 100 L Z 4%
BTz, £DE, 8D PBS 2 L ¥ — —fllTNA S Z & THREZ —EICHERF LTz
BoN=Y v T IVICNEEREYE (internal standard; IS) & L CTHEH L 7= enrofloxacin
(500 ng/mL) % & Tr acetonitrile R ZHEIMZ, FOWKT DK QNL R % ultra-
performance liquid chromatography equipped with electrospray ionization mass spectrometry

(UPLC/ESI-MS) % FWCHIE L7=.

1-2-4. UPLC/ESI-MS 5347

UPLC/ESI-MS % FA\VNTH > 7L QNLs O EERIE 21T~ 7-. ABFSE Cff
M L7z UPLC/ESI-MS A7 AlX binary solvent manager, column compartment 33 JX T}
Micromass SQ detector connected with Waters Masslynx v 4.1. Z&¢¢ Acquity UPLC™
system (Waters, Milford, MA, USA) 7»OBAERK SN TED, U7 LIZIE Acquity UPLC™
BEH C18 (particle size: 1.7 um, column size: ¢2.1x50 mm; Waters) % 72, 517 AR
I% 40°C 12~ 7=. IS B LU QNL 1E 0.1% formic acid & A Milli-Q /K (A) &
acetonitrile (B) "Gk H 7 7 Vv NBEIMBIZ L > THBEL, KLEW OREFREHIX
1.30 min (ENX), 3.30 min (FLM), 2.19 min (MFX), 3.09 min (NLA), 2.02 min (OFX),
2.35 min (OXA) X' 1.91 min (enrofloxacin) ThH o7z, /I VT harT 4 a
S, 0-1.0 min, 15-30% (B); 1.0-4.0 min, 30-35% (B) & L, #ii% 0.25 mL/min & L
72. MS IZXamicB W CiHbEH o [M+H]T #EREY m/z(320.1, ENX; 261.3, FLM;
402.1, MFX; 232.2, NLA; 396.0, OFX; 262.1, OXA I LT 360.2, enrofloxacin) % HV 7z,



Table 2 Conditions of UPLC/ESI-MS analysis

Column

Acquity UPLC™ BEH C18 (Waters)
(particle size: 1.7 um, column size: ¢2.1x50 mm)

Column temperature

40°C

Mobile phase Solution A: Milli-Q containing 0.1% formic acid
Solution B: Acetonitrile
Construct a gradient program as follow:
Time (min) % Solution A % Solution B
Initial 85 15
1.0 70 30
4.0 65 35
Flow rate 0.25 mL/min
Cone voltage 15V

Detection

Selected ion recording (SIR) for specific m/z
ENX: 320.1 [M+H]"

FLM: 261.3 [M+H]"

MFX: 402.1 [M+H]"

NLA:232.2 [M+H]"

OFX: 396.0 [M+H]"

OXA:262.1 [M+H]"

Enrofloxacin: 360.2 [M+H] "

Injection volume

S5uL

Sample temperature

15°C

Retention time

ENX: 1.30 min
FLM: 3.30 min
MFX: 2.19 min
NLA: 3.09 min
OFX: 2.02 min
OXA: 2.35 min
Enrofloxacin: 1.91 min

10




1-2-5. SR8 PE T

I/~ T A — 2 —Z O CTEE W OB Z s — BRI 361 2 IR A %
FHTE % [43]. £9, QNLs O L& 7/ ¥ —imR P E (accumulated amount; Q) |
UTDOXITRTIENTES.

Q = KLC, (D 1)
L? 6
ZDOF, K, L, C, BELW D IZZIE U partition coefficient, thickness, chemical
concentration in applied solution 33 1 OV diffusion coefficient % /~9". Z3fid (K+L) B X
EHL (DILY (2 dbo 5837 A—4 —F i3 Hg/h 2R ELHWT I —
T4 T4 THIETHRHLE.
FiEfREL (permeation coefficient; P) (ZLL FORIZ L7z > THE L.
Ko
L
T, BEET KT D P OFRELUTIZRT. Prim, Pe 8L Powu
ILZ L4 permeability coefficient through two-layered membrane model, permeability
coefficient through stratum corneum 33 X UN permeability coefficient through one-layered
membrane model % BT 5.
1 1 1

Prv Pse  Powm

ORI Y, AERBICHTAEBEEERT Py ZRIETAZENTE S,
uimﬁﬁﬁ%%mfﬁmbtQmﬁ@ﬁéﬁﬁm%iéﬂﬁfH&H%

AWT, BIREEN—ERICB T A HETRETHSD Cs ZULFTOXEHNTHEREL
7o, Filz, TORICEZ VHL6EVOHERE % Fig. 4 (TR LT
_ Prim Prim
Css ZLTLM {KscLsc (1 + OLM) + KOLMLOLM POLM}

Z DEE, Ltim, Lse & Lowm 134141 mean thickness of one-layered membrane model,
mean thickness of stratum corneum & mean thickness of one-layered membrane model %
£7. Ke BELW Kowm 1ZZHE 4L partition coefficients to stratum corneum 35 X OV

partition coefficients to one-layered membrane model % 7~
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Donor  Stratum corneum Epidermis and dermis Receiver

R o S —

\\

X=-Lgc x=0 X=LoLm

Fig.4 Schematic diagram of skin concentration-distance profile in the in vitro skin permeation
test. Cy, applied concentration; K, diffusion coefficient to stratum corneum; Ls, mean
thickness of stratum corneum; and Lorm, mean thickness of one-layered membrane model.

1-2-6. UV-VIS WX A7 b VHIE

BHERDEIRED 20 uM £ 725 X 9 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (NaPB,
pH7.4) IR L, DWW ENIEEN 10 mm OAFKE/VICE L. SHEBWE D
UV-VIS W UL A~ k/Lix HITACHI U-2010 spectrophotometer (#f4k H T NA 7 7
Jay—X, FUR) I X VEiEk L. JEIREIEREE A 350nm & L, 290-350nm DFH
X Dy 77, 351-700nm DOFEEIE W1 7 7 2 HWTH o 7 W& RS LTz,

1-2-7. ROS assay

1-2-7-1. FEUR B E IR

ROS assay (23517 D HLURGERATIZIE 1,500 W @ Xenon arc lamp 3 XY
RO UV 27y N LEEO KBS 5720 D7 4 V2 —Z i 272 Atlas
Suntest CPS+ (Atlas Material Technology LCC, Chicago, IL, USA) % H\ 7. Atlas Suntest
CPS+ DOH#EEUKES 1L CIE85/1989 daylight simulation requirements (2 B 4712 5%ti& L C
WA Z ERBHLNEZRS TS [7]. BETHREEIX UVAdetector Té % Dr. Honle #0037
(Dr. Hénle, Munich, Germany) % 2% Z & T UVA 58E & LTH 2.0mW/em? TH D

12



Z L AR L, Atlas Suntest CPS+ WNOEE X 28°C 1[2ff -~ 7-.

1-2-7-2. FFAl 75 1%

ROS assay [ZJEHREHZ X - THBRME ) S FEAE S 72 singlet oxygen 8 XY
superoxide anion ZJET HHBIETH Y, WRHEOKSUSEZFMT 5 2 L3 T
X % [44]. Singlet oxygen (2P L T, imidazole % singlet oxygen  acceptor (ZHV 7=,
Singlet oxygen & [(Jis L7= imidazole 73 p-nitrosodimethylaniline (RNO) % [ig{k4 5.
RNO [IAK 440 nm (ZWIN Z 7R~ 03, BRAGIC L 0 Z DRI Kb D . LTIzii> T,
BB RSN X 0 B L7z 440 nm (2B DWOEIE 2 WM 7 5 @ singlet
oxygen PEAEDIEIEE L7z, £, #BWE (200 uM), RNO (50 uM) 3 L TF imidazole
(50 uM) % & Te 20 mM NaPB (pH7.4) 200 pL % 96-well microplate (IEAH ¥, HA(; code
number: 3881-096; clear, untreated, flat-bottom) Z537E L, #TH#) O M2 H L CHERRE,
440 nm @ W )¢ fif 2 SAFIRE microplate spectrophotometer (TECAN, Mannedorf,
Switzerland) ZHWTCHIE L7-. £ D%, 7L — k% reaction container {2 AFLAFED
THEHEE L, 12-7-1 ITHEWVREUREE A 1Th BE L. BE#%O 7 L— h2EE L,
440 nm DOWIEAE % M E L 7=. Superoxide anion (22T, NBT |4 superoxide anion &

D—EAFBENEIZ LY nitroblue diformazan ~IE5C X#1%. Nitroblue diformazan %
560 nm (ZHRINZRT 78, BHICKVEE D 560 nm CTOWILAE LA ZE=4%Y
VBT L THIERYE D superoxide anion PEEREZEFEM L7=. #XERME (200 uM)
LT NBT (50 uM) % & e 20 mM NaPB (pH 7.4) 200 uL % 96-well microplate (2%
&L, ST oA A HAE THERRE, 560nm OUWSEAE%Z SAFIRE % W CHIE L7-.
Z D%, 7L — M % reaction container [CAFVAKDHFE LA L, BB EZ 1h
L7z, BREEZO7 L— MIRERIZ 560 nm OBOLEZHIE L.

1-2-8. In vivo StEeME R

1-2-8-1. a7 E

f8.7%1% Commission International del’s Eclariage (CIE) (Z & Y HEZE X T\ %
L*a*b*system (2 &V 5oEk9 5o (NF333, AAEEGTE, W) 2HWTHIEL
7o, IR IO MiiEL L7eRICT v MEHZERmOAAELZHIE L.
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BERE (L% 1338 L*=0) 2B H (L*=100) £ TOMTHL ZE2EL, OM (a% I35R
BLORE (100 = a* = 100) FIOART o 2%2F L, ¥E b 1TEABIOH (-
100 = b* = 100) WONT U 2%RT. JWELE LY a* BLIO b* OfEZHEIZA
7= (AE) ZLULTFO XS IZH L.

AE = \J[(AL)? + (Aa*)? + (Ab*)?]

1-2-8-2. #FAl /7 4

fex Lotz et iR O T RPEZ REES ~< 7 v M E2 AW in vivo Jt5
PEGRBR 2 i L7=. RERBALSG 24 h il isoflurane (2 K AW AR F T v MNEE A
BIFEL/. % QNL % 100mg/mL & 725 K 9 dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) [Z¥&fE L 7-.
7 v M isoflurane W AREEL, $1E L7 EH~95 ' E > DMSO &k 100 uL %
YA FR TP (2.0 cmx2.0 cm) (2 TEAR L7=. DMSO EREAMA NS 3h ZRICE
ik ZzREL, KTHROE/TZ2 Y b TERATENL Z Peid L 72. Midazolam (200 pg/mL),
butorphanol tartrate (250 pg/mL) & medetomidine (15 pg/mL) 2> & B 5 = FE{E A R
(10mL/kg) #MEMENE L%, 7 v MEEIZZ T >~ 27 F A + (FL15BL-B, National, HUi)
ZMWT UV 24 L7z, UV BRSTIREE DO BIE X UVA detector T& % Dr. Honle
#0037 (Dr. Honle, Munich, Germany) % AVNTITVY, £ 2.7 mW/em? O FRETHRE CHAES
= 30)em? £ K5 UV B L7, BURRTE K T 6 24 h BORERRE
DEFHE 1-2-8-1 IZHEWHIE L, UV BEHAT#O AE HE Ym0 EE s L.

1-2-9. 7 — & fighr

In vivo JeFMERBRICEB VT, 4 QNLs @ UV JRE I L OGERRSBER O # 3t
SLERIE student’st MUE % FEhE L, fEfRE 5% LIF (P<0.05) Z2ff-> CHEE L= JF
TAMEDFEIECTEH 5 Clog P X ChemBioDraw 16.0 software (PerkinElmer, Waltham, MA,
USA) 1% QNL OfE&EXZ AT 52 & TR L.
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1-3. fEH

1-3-1. 7 v MG B IZ 31T 5 B E o fi i A

1-3-1-1. BZJE 2 it A

7T YRR V2 T in vitro FEJEEBMERERIL, A LSO
R &M 2 39 2 5BRIE S LT OECD T A A RI A AbEhTW5D [39].
E5IZ, invitro FREERMEABR O/ LN D BEERT — & OPLRAMEIRE <, Mg
EHRE B LORETREDO TIIC LEAN FEETH D [45,46). AN AMFHNET
%, 77 YRNEEE LV E R in vitro RIS MERER S5 5172 QNLs OffE

B A T HEN—TERHCBIT B REEZE T L, in vio IEIHEMEDFR
L LTHEFMEY A7 PHNCHW-. e 7 ¥ —I T D QNLs BEE 2RI

FT=H YT LTl A, REBREIE D 240 BB DA QNLs OEREIL @t
TL L CHEEE T VNS> 72 (Fig. 5). " BEET /L CTiX NLA B X
FLM OFE#ENO QNLs LV &<, HEREET LV TIEIMFX DNikbEViGiEEs
L7-. QNLs OBRBEE T 07 7 A VK-S &, fix OEGHEIR/ T A —F —&FH L
7z (Table3). _JEMEET VI LOHBEFET VKT 2 FBBMEORE L L TENEN
Priv BED Pom ZFH L7, Prv 1X NLA 23 bE< 1.1 x 10° ecm/s TH o 7.
o> 5 FEYLERME D Prim 1E 9.8 x 10 (ENX), 7.6 x 10° (FLM), 4.4 x 10° (MFX),

2.9% 10°(OFX) B XL 3.3x10°(0XA)em/s EFH L7z, Powm 1 3.4 x 107 (ENX),

8.7 x 107 (FLM), 1.9 x 10*(MFX), 1.2x10*(NLA), 1.2x10*(OFX) & 7.1 x 107 (0OXA)
cm/s Tholo. BHWARH S Vi 7% —8iiRP~0 R & L FEKIZ, 42 QNLs O
Poum 1& Priv EHEUEEZ R LTz, — RIS F8EDS 500 % FE B3 E %

Table 3 Parameters for skin permeation of QNLs
ENX FLM MFX NLA OFX OXA
Prom (< 107 cm/s) 0.98 0.76 0.44 1.1 0.29 0.33

Porm (x 107 cm/s) 34 8.7 19 12 12 7.1

Prim, permeability coefficient through two-layered membrane model and Porwm, permeability
coefficient through one-layered membrane model
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Fig. 5 Accumulated amount of QNLs permeating (A) intact skin and (B) stripped skin in the
receptor compartments. O, ENX; A, FLM; [, MFX; V, NLA; <>, OFX; and x, OXA.
Data represent mean for 4 experiments.
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, R L REHRMEICITAOHEEN S S [47]. ZEEE T VIR SRSy 1
gb)QNLs4%ﬁ%d\éb\NLAﬁuﬁ%rq< 400 g/mol FRJE & LAY 7y F @A K E W
MFX X OFX OFBEMITIK 72, L LR s, bRV EEEENEEZ R L
72 OXA 1343 F&M 261 g/mol & LGRS W, 1B L UL JE G MR Tk
WA R WSS Z L7e b O DOER TR - 7o, YRR 2 oL aW b B8 HR
PERENZ LIFBRICH STV D [48]. JREERIER IRV G A I3 AE R 2 BT 5
ZENHEETH Y, FREENE L @O E T D MR ~BIT T 2 EIA DML 72
%.6 & QNLs OfSEMEOFE L L CTHW= ClogP fili% -0.08-2.43 ToHh -7-. MFX
BILO OFX @ Clog P fEIZZ 24 -0.08 BL O 054 L QNLs L VK<,
Prim 13 QNLs I CHEBIEME TH 72, >0, ARFFTHOZ QNLs OBA, JE
FEMEDARVY QNLs 1T ME B KA - 72

1-3-1-2. B2 J& i o 171

B G~ ORI LAY O FERBUC LD IMETH L. —FHT, KE
RPN VX EBRE Y & FN T2 in vivo SEMBYREREAM AN EE & S, 3Rs OBLE)
LEMFEBRATFIEDORFE R RO LTV 5. BEEHRAIBRICB N T, 5F&, log
P, AR =AR0F M T (topological polar surface area; tPSA), VAfiFE/XT X —H —
(solubility parameter; SP) 35 J UVl 72 £ 402 < OFLIR 1 %2 F TR &S M 123 T
DTS [49]. L L s, (bEWO TRERREME] 2 atER B0 5K
FThY, TEEHRMNE HoXEh) A7 2P+ LIXRETHL. £2T, In
vitro S EZEIBMERBROFER L VB ONTALEMOREZE T A —F—& D Z
ECHRITEDRETIRE, 2%V Co ZREHEMEOIIE L L THW., AiF5ET
X, QNLs @ Cs #HH LEFEETRICH W, REHBIE T A —% —%2 I
QNLs ® 7 v Mt EEICRBIT D Cs ZHI L7 L 2 A, ENX, FLM, MFX, NLA,
OFX BLT OXA @ Cy ZZTNZEN 1.2, 5.0, 3.4, 82, 20 BLV 22ug/mL TH
D (Fig. 6), invitro FFHREMITILLTONRTEH - 7.

L

In vitro skin deposition: NLA>FLM >MFX >0OFX=0XA >ENX
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Css (ng/mL)
-

T 1

ENX FLM MFX NLA OFX OXA

Fig. 6 Calculated Cs values of QNLs in the rat skin. Data represent mean = S.E. for 4
experiments.

0

1-3-2. AL RO RE LR

LA DFFO AL FRIRE IR Y X7 2 PI935 ECROAERWEHR T
HY, UVA/B BLW VIS O— & =3 /F—& L TRIT 2N et o 5]
&b D. LIz > T, QNLs (Zxf LT UV-VIS A7 hUiEHT %2 320 L (Fig. 7A),
BOHNTART LT — 2026 E/VROIEARI (molar extinction coefficient; MEC) % %
H9 2% Z & T QNLs ONEhEMEA Ml L7=. 4 QNLs (& VIS fEEICB W THOK
PTBlZE S igino72b DD, UVA/B SEETIEE VRN Z R Lo, ARBR CllE
L 72 E L (290-700nm) @ 5 6, MK E TOH QNL @ MEC 1% 17,600 (ENX),
12,500 (FLM), 39,900 (MFX), 13,200 (NLA), 24,100 (OFX) & 12,500 (OXA) M'-cm’!
THo72. 290 775 700nm O FEIZFHBVT MEC 23 1,000M ' -em™ _E[R S 7220 bR
PIZDONWTIL, BN RN A 5 & 2 IE E OISR RN E BRI TEY
[6], MEC 7% 1,000 M"-cm™ LLF TlI7ZeW 4 QNLs OYUSPEITEEMERER Y 27
DHREMEZ B E TE DT EELS o Tz,
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Fig. 7 Photochemical properties of QNLs. (A) UV absorption spectra of QNLs (20 uM) in
20 mM NaPB (pH7.4). Thick solid line, ENX; thick dashed line, FLM; thick dotted line,
MFX; thin solid line, NLA; thin dashed line, OFX; and thick dotted line, OXA. (B)
Generation of ROS including singlet oxygen (filled bars) and superoxide anion (open bars)
from QNLs (200 uM) exposed to simulated sunlight (250 W/m?). N.D.; not detected. Data
represent mean+S.D. for 3 experiments.
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KIGHIZ L > T SN7TALERII LT LI RV — B E 701X 7 OV E
N LI AL SO 2B & 2. Z ORCAERNICIET DFE S T & 6 L CE
A X 72 ROS TR BUCE G- T 2 ATREMED /R STV 5 [17]. BRI G D
25, typel RUSET P HNVEIGZE, typell KNFTRAX—EB LI L TENEN
superoxide anion 33 KT singletoxygen ZEAET D [3]. L7cn-> T, Skl Shizik
B HEEAR S T2 singlet oxygen 35 U8 superoxide anion ZHIET 5 Z & Tl M
U A2 % T4 % ROS assay 2 QNLs (2@ L, YostE 23 L7- (Fig. 7B).
ROS assay X IES eIk 2 IR criteria (4A4a0nm % 103: 25 for singlet oxygen and/or
AAseonm x 10%: 20 for superoxide) 2AED HIL TR Y, KL TRIDH ROS OEAZRL
AL AT ROGIE I B9 2 BRIV LI T & D [50]. positive control 3 K Y
negative control & L CZINZ4 QN BLW SB MW, b 2 LA G D
ROS FEAEIZESE AR OZYMEE /R LT-. 2 QNLs [XFJEHRFIZHRVY ROS DpE
EEFRD, OO criteria Z KREHEZTWe., 77205, 4 QNLs IEmW K
JoMEZE A LTz, FRIZ, ENX B8 LN OFX OYESISMED MO QNLs L 0 @mn-oiz.

1-3-3. In vivo Y EREAM

ANz VR R O FRIVE A2 FEES <<, T v FEZHWT QNLs @ in vivo
MR A S L. ARBRIIHBRE £ BRI G35 2 LIS K0 SR S 2 )
WA R 2 FETH D, SANESOSIIRIRDABE 2 F & L TR, SRR
BLXOREOARHZIZEEENED 5 TS [51,52]. OF D, £ QNLs ZfR5
BHL, UVA T2 2L T v MERmEITE Z 2@REMOESWZFMT 5
T THRFBMEOBRS OFENFREL £ 2D, UVA FEMRSIFECH = 2 G2 (b 2 8153
T5 L THEBRYE B & O BJERIMME 2 M L, UVA RS OFEIC X 5 @2 LD
ZArERTHI LT, EERISC XV FEE I CaHE bz BRI TE 5. BIE
L7=7 v MERIZE QNL (10 mg/site) %%, UVA FREFRI% O R g 2w O o a4
t% invivo JEEMEDFERE L L7~ (Fig.8). MFX Z < 4 QNLs X UVA Wi & JER
ST AE OIEICHBERZZBD, TOEIT FLM BMgb KED o772, UVA B
FEAERUTEEMICIR 1T D AE IEDZEIZFE-S < invivo JEEMEIZLLT OIE & Hkr L 7.

Observed phototoxicity: FLM >NLA >ENX=0FX>O0XA >MFX
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Fig. 8 Colorimetrical changes in the rat skin caused by irradiated and non-irradiated QNLs.
Differences in skin color (AE) between before and after irradiation were estimated on the basis
of L*, a*, and b* values. Filled bars, irradiated group; open bars, non-irradiated group. Data
represent mean+S.E. for 4 experiments. *, p<<0.01 and **, p<<0.001 vs. corresponding non-
irradiated group.
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1-4. 552

ICH S10 WA FZ A > TIREREGEMLE Y O 6L VR O FEhi 2 H 7= v
tier approach 23 ELE X3 TUN D (Fig. 9). Initial assessment & L C UV-VIS WL A~
MVHIERS LY ROS assay Z 330 L, K tEIlxt3 28&08H 535551 experimental
evaluation & L"C 3T3NRUPT, invivo FZENENRETHM, invivo JeatEakiids L O
KRB 2 BIAICAT 5 2 & C, b AW O EIEICH T 2% T 7 a—F 2 kET
. X0 AEER L eMEHMEIE S LT, ROSassay % FU 7= SERUG PR 72 & TNC
invivo FEWENREGBRIC K 2 BE R PEREAT 2 FEhE L, MR DA bTe T — & ZHt
BHNIRNTT 5 2 & THEBMEONEEY A7 2RE L PRITE TWS [10]. Lo
L7235, FREHEYERHIIC BT 5 in vivo #RBR O LI IR R 2RO A L—7 k
DI T L OFERIY O RBEHE T 2RI N ®H L. £ 2T, invivo KRIENEHE

Initial Assessment of Phototoxic Potential

MEC >
UV-vis spectrum < 1000 L mol! cm-!
in methanol Chemical = -
(290-700 nm) |, _, S IOOOMEC L remmmenasenas photoreactivity negative
S optional AS5Y no
further
phototoxicity
otherwise * testing
no
. . - light
Experimental Evaluation of Phototoxicity protective
Options for collecting additional data in biological systems measures

in clinical

Distribution in vivo trials
ph;gozgtiﬁlt to light- preclinical evg:::ztcliln $
test exposed phototoxicity
tlssues§ test . s
negative

---------------------------------------------------------

L

clinical >in vivo > in vitro #

otherwise *

Determine adequate risk
minimization measures to prevent
adverse events in humans

Fig. 9 Outline of possible phototoxicity assessment strategies for pharmaceuticals in ICH S10
guideline.
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% invitro SRR Lo R MR 242 L, QNLs OYeME:
URAZ TR 252 8T, AL RO faEtE 2 K& Lz, In vitro &
ZRMERER TII4 QNLs 287 » MEHEZ2HZmT 5 Z L6 NIR o7, — K
M, BENREE AR Lo 512135 75 500 DL T 36 X OVl 7 IRVt & o
IbEMDREITH 2D [47]. ZD X 5 b EWITRECEH SR ICABERE B KO
F& - B RE O X ORIRN L — R % Fick OEBANZHEWVERT 5 Z & T2
FIGER~B1T9 5 [41]. & QNLs D4 -2 500 LLFTH Y, FLM, NLA, OFX &
LV OXA @ ClogP IZEDETH L7, Zih 4 F QNLs (FFEICT v~ Mg
JE DML RS X Ol L— R Z2FBR L L 7Y =R IR ~BITLIZb D L E X
5. —J7 T, ENX BLT MFX (X ClogP R ZH £ -1.60 BLTD -0.08 THY,
NEEAMEDMERU N 2 & 70 & 52 1 (i FET B o A PN L — b D FF G-I UR W RTREE DN 6 5
KBHALE DR m T LAY O G ZE I EEL IR E T Loy — O RS
PDHESNTEY [53], ZHOLMBEHRENDEZN LcEiE/L— N BIREMEDO K
ENX B L MFX OFEEZEICHTFELIZEERD.

42 QNLs (% UV SEUICBWTEVIERINAZ R L, £D MEC fEIFAEEEZ
RE <A TWE. Jthhie S b G0, Fotk KO Ers2 il k-
TZRAF—% T 5. L FRIRSZ I L CEA I ROS (LB O tEME
HBUCE G55 2 ERHEINTWD [54]. £, EERNTIZERIE S b&msy
F-H &% biradical & 72V EHEAKRNSFEOGT D 2 & ChRBHECE S EE T
AlREME D & 5. LI2h > T, ROSassay & H\W T QNLs OIERISHEZFHET 5 Z &1
£V, typel & L<IE type I HALFHIRILZI L TEEA L7- ROS 8LV QNL 43
F-H &3 biradical & 72 V) BERIK T OEFIEH & EHERIGT H 2 L TELK ROS D
W EEETDHZ LN TES. ROSassay DFEFEAD, £ QNLs 23\ VEsUitE 2 7R
L, #2272 2H+T52 ERHLNICR-T-. 6 i QNLs 9 H, ENX B X
O OFX OYERUSHEDE <, FLM, NLA 38 X OXA OIS PEIZHREE CTH - 7.
MFX X MEC ENIEFEIZEmD>T-2b DD, HRUSEIT4 QNLs Tl bIE - 7=,
X/ R URPLEED I G, ¥/ U VB 6 (Il 7 vyRIEFREAINTALEME 7L
FaXx /el RPEEEMES. 7 daX ) o RPEEIL 8 MOBEBILOE )
o free group, halogenated group 33 & T8 methoxylated group @ 3 FEFHIZpFEINTE
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D, ZNOOMHEELFEEICHBENS L Z EnHEINTWD. KRR TIX
halogenated group >free group >methoxylated group DJE TYEEM: S LA FRV =
ENHE SN TWD [55,56]. #BRME & L CHW= QNLs @5 5, ENX, MFX &
OFX "7 nAdux/ arRiiEiE THY, free group, methoxylated group &
halogenated group (ZZ NN I 5. ENX, MFX 15X OFX OYISHED
PRSI 8 MLEHULIIKTE L T Y, HRIOEKEE * BT R ThH o7,
LB DK USNER L OB & ~DO BRI AR BUED U 2 7 7
77 B =L LTHBNTWS., AN TIZ, ROS assay 3L 0 in vitro K
BWYERER L V1S O N R 2 AN+ 2 & T QNLs O YemtE U 227 &2 F
L7 (Table 4). Invitro FZJEHREMEOIREE L L THWZ Cs OB JEREMED &
ST MR 7 T A T U TITED BTV, KR T, #BRMENTO
Cos DREZZHAEL U TEELKEZ L. 6 FFHD QNLs O 5 B HREEE DS ME
ZHT 5 FLM B X NLA [ ZE in vitro FJGHREEEZ R LI Z EnBEMEY
Z7VEEEHE L7z, RS, Cs b @mfETh o7 NLA Ottt 2 713k
mWETHIL7Z. ENX BE Y OFX 1ZEWIEBOSMEZ R LI DD, invitro &
IR L~_LTHo7=. L7z -> T, ENX BELO OFX DYt Y A 71 QNLs
HFCHREETH D EHWT L7z, OFX BET OXA @ in vitro &M MEIXIRIFRE T
Bbole—FT, HBUGHIT OFX LIHiEL OXA OFBEW -, OXA X OFX (2
WKV A7 2HT 25 L FRILEZ. MEX I3ERIGHEEZ R LT DH 00, ROS
PEAEEDMBIO QNLs X WK<, invitro RJEWHEMELTRE CTH -7 Z &b JtEtE

Table 4 Decision matrix
ENX FLM MFX NLA OFX OXA

ROS assay @
QOACTMRIGY 445 | 192 | 68 | 166 | 579 ] 156
Oz (AAssom * 10°) 14

In vitro skin permeation test

Css (ng/mL) 12 3.4 2.0 22

The levels were divided into two grades. Black cells indicated ROS data over the criteria in
the ROS assay and higher Cs values in the in vitro skin permeation test. ® AA440 nmand AAseo
nm represent decrease in As4o nm and increase in Aseo nm, respectively.
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Table 5 Comparison between predicted phototoxic risk and observed phototoxicity
Predicted phototoxic risk
NLA > FLM > OFX > ENX > OXA > MFX
Observed phototoxicity
FLM > NLA > ENX = OFX > OXA > MFX

VA7 3R bR EH L7e. LLEX D, SERUSPER X OB R M O #E A T I
X% 6 i QNLs Oy 27 2 W L7 (Table5). & QNLs @ invivo Y%
HONCT 27D L2 7 v MBI 2 8RB OSSR, MFX ZFR< QNLs X
UV BHRHT% T v MEREOCHRPA RIS Uiz, 325 U3 R o 7RIk E
ERGET R, FRIL7EEY 27 B X OERICBIE SN in vivo JemIEDIEE
L L= & 2 A, g BAFIZRTE L= (Table 5). ENX (342 QNLs HCHEUGEA
wbE <, RSO HIZHES I SeHmME Y 27 PllE LIcGallidikbmnwy 27 %
FFOLHIWrTE 5. QNLs DO 5 invivo JEHEMEDIRS T ENX HRETH Y, b
FOGHED % gt TRNCH WG S E FENRAE LS. —J5, ROS assay & in vitro
B R Z BRI Z 0 Rk S o e 2 RISk 2 W T2 A, ENX OtEME U X
JITHRETH D L TRITE, ZOMRITBE SN NEBERIE DR S & RAFIZAHE
U7, RERIE, $2% U7iHl-R OB b & O e 2 TN 3 56 ik %
R UTz. BUBHHAYEIZDUWT, UV RETEMLIC I 1T 2668 D R F L OV I IR
MO AP NBEEREOY 27 L0155, SEIEH L. Cs MbaoLr v 72—
IR ~DORREEE N —ERBIE LI RECTORPIRELAZ R L TEY, Cs ZKE
MREMEORE L L O THNICH W ESAa I/ M 2 < BERH 5. NLA
BLO FLM I EFRRBREOSRIGHZH L TR, Cs EDOEWIZ LY NLA DX
PEY A 2703 FLM e Lm0 E BT Lz, —5C, ERRICBZEINT invivo St
X FLM % NLA LY@ o572, Invivo FEERIZEBWT, BEEE S ibEMmORE
F KOV RF [ O W 7 12 FE D W RGP I Z DRI 2 2 LR imE S
NTWD [48]. IRIRIMEDIRIE L L CTHW = ClogP 1L FLM 78 NLA & LEELEfE T
HY,FLM BLXO NLA O PR LY 27 & invive HEMEDNRIZIS T 5 FHiE
1 in vitro FREIRAMEE L CTHW T — 2 A RER 0O RANASEE IR L 7= ATREME DS &
H. L7eido T, BJEh ORI BT 27 @A fIRe & e, R0 EEMEO SN
HZEETHE LT THAD. Invivo (RNENEERHIFS LY ROS assay % v 7z
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MR Dz EVERAM R & Ml U, SRR R o) TR RIS B 3 2 1 s
RIS 26D D, BEERZ 2R WARRH R 13062 RN 2022 72 SEEREN L D
HIlEds K ORI A L —7" > DA EICFHF ST 5 LB 2 5. KRaHiiRiIC K Dot atEaT
fifitd photo-patch test % 422 & W9, QKD LA R VNBPS TRIEAFIRETH S, O F
D, HEOGMES KO invitro BREIFREVEIC IS < M T IIVE I TR ZEV I B pE 12 35
T LA ORFUCEAT 2R 7 ) —= 7L LTAERTHL L& X D.
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2 = N L2 T2 & B2 P EREAT

L&Y DAL TR L OB S SN RO ) 27 7 7 7 24— L
A H 1 ETIE, Ty MEHEEAE W in vitro FEHEM R & ROS assay
AW THA L RN R 2 3248 L, “reduction” DIEEAKIZEN L 7= 34l % 2 F U
TTPH L7 QNLs #RF2i HRFOSETME Y X 7137 v MEJEIZI T 2w S D if
SONEE BAFIZRHE LTz, D F 0, 188 Lo L aMERFHEE WD 2 & T invivo 38
A gt T & bAFE LS TRV A7 ZFHMETE DRt R LTz,

2013 FELIFEIX S —nr v HES (Buropean Union; EU) % A0 & L TIRBE B
TR 2 EREMOMHANHIRENTEY [57], % 1 & TRE L7 Z e
RAAUBESFEEHI S L CE 32 2 LIBEFICREECTH 5. £z, REZEM 42 ER
WD R RE & TRk L7354, B oo fii & BR 550 R TG 5 U R VB IS L 0 B fE A~ %
—VEGXDWEEMEND D, EE, S ORLIFHMIEANV—Ty FOm ERRAZE DK
fRm U 7o B g 2 i e R Al 2 FE i~ < FEBR D St & A D & L Mg i A 15
HILH N TN STV D [40]. LA L7e b, ANTLEZHW @it RBRE X
Y ROS assay (2 & D WZEEMRHMEITARTS /e T 720,

ARETIE, 7 v Mg E N TR Lz inviro BEEHEMERER & ROS
assay & HWTHBRE OJCEME Y X 7 TRIZITV, Bl R Lot sk %
] AT HEME A R4S L 7=, Acridine (ACD), furosemide (FSM), hexachlorophene (HCP),
8-methoxypsoralen (MOP), norfloxacin (NFX) 3 X% promethazine (PMZ) % #Bai'E &
LTHWEz. 6 W EIZENENE R L EKERD, S FEB LW ClogP H
MOIERCIEEEZ AT 5. b MEZE L 72 StratM® & Jgiiesr /v & LTH
Wiz, Strat-M® & W CHEIRE 7 AAERIE O Rk 217V, BERRS KO EEE
T IR DR E OBEHIR IS E Cs ZRM L. ANTIEZ W in vitro
BRI L0 PRI L7 invitro FERGHREMED 24P Z 7T =<, 7> M
R 2 F\NT in vitro SETGZBMERRER 72 & ONT in vivo FEAENREER 2 FhE L 7.
UV-VIS WIY A7 R VHIER L O ROS assay (2 & 0 BRI O YAk SRk % 5T
fliL7z. Cs 3LV ROS FEAEA HWZH AN IC X 0 BB E O YYD 27
TR LTz, Invivo JtEtEilBRa 60 L, ARG R O TP 2 MEE L7z,
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2-2. FEEMEHS LORERT 5

2-2-1. EER B

ACD (% Alfa Aesar (Haverhill, MA, USA) LYV iEAL7-. FSM, NFX BJL O
PMZ 138 7 1 v ARG S 1 KRB, BA) K0BEALZ. HCP BL W
MOP (FH s bk TEMK NS (R, BHA) LVA L. Strat-M® X Merck
Millipore (Billerica, MA, USA.) X WA L 7=,

2-2-2. FEEEY
Sprague-Dawley ZMEMEZ ~ b (9-14 4, (KEHK 300-450 g) L H A
SLC (B[, HA) LOEEAL. LTI 122 L[RBEOHFIETERLT-.

HoN //O o Cl Cl
‘ S ‘ C\{,S;Cf‘\w cicl
N cl N - cl cl
H
6/ OH OH
Acridine (ACD) Furosemide (FSM) Hexachlorophene (HCP)
M.W.: 179.2 M.W.: 330.7 M.W.: 406.9
Clog P: 1.91 Clog P: 1.90 Clog P: 7.03
‘\N/
O/ - 0] o) H?\-H
OH
N
'S (L
R
HN <
8-Methoxypsolaren (MOP) Norfloxacin (NFX) Promethazine (PMZ)
M.W.: 216.2 M.W.: 319.3 M.W.: 284.4
Clog P: 2.31 Clog P: -0.78 Clog P: 4.60

Fig. 10 Chemical structures and physicochemical properties of test compounds.
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2-2-3. In vitro W& 1B EEA

2-2-3-1. g7 LR

“EEET VL LCGEIR LTS Strat-M® O BB 2 R+ 2 HIEOK
WAL Z4T > 7=, Franz BUEECE VT Strat-M® 23855 U, SEAAB 1 mL 230
HBED BT HAREE Lz, BiEREFIC-OV T, butanol, ethanol, methanol ¥ X Y
isopropyl alcohol % F N7 A BT I i (L I BE - 2 BeE TiE 30 min, methanol L& RF
FIRGE LR IE 10, 20, 30, 40, 60 XN 120min OFFEE L=, 20K, HY 4
L 7o R O AR 2 S, RRERB LT 25°C BRBEL T CIROBE&EZ(LD 72 <
oD ETHIE L. ImgmL £725 K9 ACD %Z¥&f#E L7- propylene glycol V&K% Wz
B L72BET 100 uL i F L7z, 20k, RERIZ LB 72— T % propylene
glycol 400 % 40% & PBS (pH7.4) % 100 uL fRELLEBO L 7 X —ikE L o —
NNz 5 Z & THRREZ —EICHER L7z, 35072 ¥ 7 1id Oasis® HLB 3 cc
Extraction Cartridges (Waters, Milford, MA, USA) % FVCE g 2 3206 L7=. Milli-Q
2 mL B LW methanol 2 mL ZHWTAH— KU » D pre-conditioning 4T\ 7
R 100 ul % load L7=. £ D14, 0.1% formicacid ImL 3 X TY methanol2mL %
MWTHMMEZEERE» Ot L7z, ootz 50°C THEHFHIE L7,
iz IS Td 5 trifluoperazine (500 ng/mL) % & ¢ 50% methanol &R CIAME L,
UPLC/ESI-MS & 27 L& AWT 2-2-4 (ZHEWOT K OVER L. IR OIS
LI, Yoo N ERFEEET T EHEHLTT VI = AT ILR AL E —ICEEL,
VE-7800 (Fk Xt —= 2, KIR) I2& W A4 a—T 1 > 2 L7212 Miniscope®
TM3030 (JEA AL A NSNS T 7 A = A, W) Z#HW T THo 7.

2-2-3-2. In vitro JEEZIEVERRER

Franz BULEE /L (L — "—iE&: 12 mL, AZhEER: 1.77 cm?) Z V7=
invitro W% M RER %2 S0 L7=. Propylene glycol400 % 40% & e PBS (pH7.4) % L
7 —iRE LW, b7 H =BT 32°C ISR 7. BBRMEIRE N T
NEI 1 mg/mL &725 X 9 propylene glycol (ZiRfE L7-IRGWIR 2 ME%, 75 v
VRPEHE MRS LT BB S KO T BT T VISR E & 5 TR A IR 2
AL a2 L. SBRHG»G 7 v Mg EZ W858 0, 0.5,
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8, 12, 18 BLW 24 h ik, ALEZHWEHAIZ 0, 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 78
X O 8h B IC L7 ¥ —IEIR 100 uL ZHH L5 40% propylene glycol % &
0 PBS L v —A"—llZINZ % Z & THREZ —EICHEFRF L7z, LT o¥ 7
BLOERIL 2-3-3-1 L [AERDOFIETHEN L7z,

2-2-4. UPLC/ESI-MS /34T

UPLC/ESI-MS ¥ A7 Al 1-2-4 & RIEROIEE 2 iz, 1S B X OBy
B 1L 0.1% formic acid & A Milli-Q /K (A) & methanol (B) »Hikd 7 7= Mg
FHIZ L > THBEL, BALEORFFERIE 2.59 min (ACD), 3.43 min (FSM), 4.28 min
(HCP), 3.55 min (MOP), 2.51 min (NFX), 2.72 min (PMZ) ¥ KT} 4.08 min (trifluoperazine)
ThHolz. 77V hars v a ik, 0-1.0 min, 15% (B); 1.04.5 min, 15-95%
(B)& L, ¥itEiX 025 mL/min & L7z, MS (IZX2mHicsnTidb&Ewm o [M+H]"
Fr ) m/z (180.2, ACD; 353.1, FSM; 408.4, HCP; 217.2, MOP; 320.0, NFX; 285.4, PMZ
F LN 408.3, trifluoperazine) & H W 7z,
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Table 6 Conditions of UPLC/ESI-MS analysis

Column Acquity UPLC™ BEH C18 (Waters)
(particle size: 1.7 um, column size: ¢2.1x50 mm)

Column temperature 40°C

Mobile phase Solution A: Milli-Q containing 0.1% formic acid
Solution B: Methanol
Construct a gradient program as follow:

Time (min) % Solution A % Solution B
Initial 85 15
1.0 85 15
4.5 5 95
Flow rate 0.25 mL/min
Cone voltage 20V
Detection Selected ion recording (SIR) for specific m/z

ACD: 180.2 [M+H]"
FSM: 353.1 [M+H]"
HCP: 408.4 [M+H]"
MOP: 217.2 [M+H]"
NFX: 320.0 [M+H]"
PMZ: 285.4 [M+H]"
Trifluoperazine: 408.3 [M+H]"

Injection volume 5uL

Sample temperature 15°C

Retention time ACD: 2.59 min

FSM: 3.43min

HCP: 4.28 min

MOP: 3.55 min

NFX: 2.51 min

PMZ: 2.72 min
Trifluoperazine: 4.08 min
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2-2-5. JEy R e Y-
1-2-5 L [aIERD J7iECHEfE L.

2-2-6. In vivo FEW ) REFAER

BB E OPENZENEI I mg/mL L72% K9 propylene glycol (Z¥Af#E L
TIRBWRIE AR L=, 7 v MIT isoflurane W ARKREEL, & 52> UdHIE L= fgiH~
IRATAIR 100 pL 2 YA £H7-18HE (2.0 cmx2.0 cm) & AW TEA Lz, #R 2
N 2, 4, 6, 8, 12 BLV 24h #, isoflurane WL ARKEE T CTRENRD & O Rl Fs
FOKMARREEK 60 mL 2 X 2BRAITY, BEHLOKFEAHR L. B L
7= B RE RN TR AT LT B BRITRE UK 2 -V C A E Y, iR O R Tk B v
fr< 2 L CTHAERE, REBLOERAZRRLT-. SBLIZEFEY 7 ik
D I A%, acetonitrile 4 mL 9 Physcotron (Microtech, T4, HA) %M\ T
REVFIARX L. FEDFTA ALY 7034 10 min BIRE IS & OV & L8t
L7z, =008 (1,300g, 10min) L=V 70 biEEH T AF o — 7 |ZHE
L7z, AfHEEE 2 [TV, Bohiz BiEE 40°C CTZESEGE LR i s e
FCORRITE LTz, ERETH%EZ IS Th D trifluoperazine (500 ng/mL) % &
tr 50% methanol V&K CIRfE L, UPLC/ESI-MS AT A& FWT 2-2-4 [ZHEVEHY
BRIV Doy AT ds L OVE B % S L 7.

2-2-7. UV-VIS WL A7 K VHIE
1-2-6 EIRIBRD HiETHElE L.

2-2-8. ROS assay
1-2-7 L [RIBRD F1E TR L7z

2-2-9. In vivo JtEEMERAER

WY E % 100 mgmL & 725 K95 DMSO I L. 7 v M
isoflurane W AJBREE L, & 572> UHIE LIZIEE~5R W E D DMSO % 100 uL %
PeZA TP (2.0 cmx2.0 cm) (S CTEAR L7z, BATRERIL in vivo SR EIREFEAM
DFEFITIS &, BREEA L= SR E N k@ PR ICET 2 E T L, £
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DA L7z DMSO Wik zbrE L7z, LATFIE 1-2-8 LIAERD J71ETEM L 7-.

2-2-10. 5 — A it
1-2-9 L JRERD H1ETHEMm LT-.
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2-3. fEH

2-3-1. N LRI 2 gk o B A

2-3-1-1. HEEE 7 WV ERE O Rk

Invitro B2 Z5RMRRER 2 I T B IR EE THNEE, 5 & 72 DO K
BLOHRBEROWE T VKT 2IbEMOZBMEZ T 2 L8R H 5. v MNEEE
Rl L7z Strat-M® % “J@EET /1 & L GRIRLZ. Strat-M® & A HIAS CUEEd %
Z & THERBBMGT A RE LA HEEE T L L LTHWS 729, HERET v
VESLT D {247 - 7=. Butanol, ethanol, methanol 33X T\ isopropyl alcohol % %
NEINEH L7z Strat-M® [ZxF9 25 ACD OREFHEMEEZFHE L= & 2 A, AR
THE L7 #E A% O L 72— ACD ®ITELED Strat-M® & H o83
ALl LEETH -7 (Fig. 11A). HFlZ, methanol AL L7-BHIx4 2% ACD O
YRR b @Ehoeiod, HEERET WAERIZH W 2 FBEBIT methanol & L7z,
Strat-M® % 10, 20, 30, 40, 60 3L 120min O methanol THLE L 7= 5% L
T ACD ZH#MEO L v 7% =Wl TIRE Z RIS E=2 ) 7 L& 25, 30
min ZLiE L7233 2B MEN R b & o 72 (Fig. 11B). MEALE IS LTV methanol
Z 30 min A& L7z Strat-M® ZEFBMEEIC CTBIR L& 2 A, MAEBRMEEALN R
ET&E7ongetE LR Lz (Fig. 12).

Strat-M® |32 polyether sulfone 3L TN polyolefin »HAEK SN TEBY, H
PRSI CLUE S 2 Z & TR D DT 2 Z &0 mbn T [61].2 ORY =
—D 9L, AEEEMEAIL polyether sulfone 3B EIZ/FIEL TH Y, polyether
sulfone X7 1 b U MERBAILICHETHD. LIER o T, 7'a b VA BEEIEALE ]
£V Strat-M® D polyether sulfone DFREZAAT-. ZORKEE, methanol AL 5
(ZX9 % ACD Ot o7, WEROMEEZRIMEE LT SP 2HY, =
DOEEET D LR m W I TE S ARRETTHWARELE O SP EIX
14.5 (methanol), 12.7 (ethanol), 11.4 (butanol) 33 X T} 8.8 MPa'” (isopropyl alcohol) T &
v, polyether sulfone ¢ SP {fI% 17.4 MPa'? T ~7-. 5%, polyether sulfone &
it SP EAALL L7= methanol THLE L7=FFIZH® Strat-M® RS E L, ACD
D5 7S e b =i i & 72 o 72 RTREME 2 7R L 72, Methanol O HIIRFEIIZ DU T, 30
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min #EH L2 D ACD OFmENE -7, >FE D, 30 min L Y ERH T
polyether sulfone DIEFEA+3TH Y, —FHT 30min LL_EIZ 8RR 2 8% € L72FR
121 methanol 2NFHEHIZKAL L, IE DR DY polyether sulfone DHTHIZNE Z U 30
min [AIEHERE & B L ACD OZFBEMENMMELZ R LB XD, YL EX Y, methanol
% 30min [FALE L7z Strat-M® ZHERRET L& L THW .

AEER L7 B IR T 7 L O EZ PRI ek 3 5 YA AT~ <, 6
TR E ORI T 5 FBINEAZ TG L7z, 2HWBRWE D Poum 1% Prv & bk
LEflEZ r L7z (Fig. 13). ZORFOEBNRI (coefficient of variation; CV) 1% Prim 73
18.6%43.1% T&H YV, Pom A 23.5%38.1% Thoi=. 2V, SEER L 7= HERK
ET VA& invitro REFEEVERRZ AT LAY OBRGEIR M2 340 L7254, e
7V ELTHWE Strat-M® & RIFREOZEB AN E = 5 AlRetk &~ L.
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Fig. 11  Optimization of preparation method for one-layered membrane model. (A)
Accumulated amount of ACD permeating through @, Strat-M®; O, ethanol-treated Strat-M®;
A, methanol-treated Strat-M®; [, butanol-treated Strat-M®; and V/, isopropyl alcohol-
treated Strat-M®. (B) Accumulated amount of ACD permeating through methanol-treated
Strat-M®. Incubation time was set for @, 0 min; O,10 min; A, 20 min; [J, 30 min; and
V,40 min; <>, 60 min; and X, 120 min. Data represent mean+S.E. for 4-6 experiments.
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(A)

(B)

Fig. 12 SEM images of (A) Strat-M® and (B) methanol-treated Strat-®. White bars

represent 100 pm.
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Fig. 13 Reproducibility of membrane permeability of test compounds permeating (A) Strat-

M® and (B) methanol-treated Strat-M® for 30 min.

experiments.

Data represent mean value for 6-9
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2-3-1-1. JEgg i A
Strat-M® % " JEEET /L, 30 min Df#] methanol ZL{&E L7z Strat-M® % HiJgf5

EFEFNELTHWY, L7 7 —gIc B8 L=t &2 R HET 5 2 &l
X0 EWBRDE OF NN OB DA RN L7 (Fig. 14). ABR Tl
Strat-M® O X & 84 CEREBRBALE D 8 h THGEIRE L EFIRREICET 5 LB 2 7.
ERRE DB EICONWT, HBRET LOLFN BIRET /L LB L TEN-oT-.
TREEBIOCEEREETTLOLELLICBWTH LT X —EH PMZ BT EWHBRY
Bk bm<, #BRBAM 8h RICHBIT2EITZENZN 04 BLD 1.3 pug/em* Th o

. BB ORBEE T e T 7 A VIS E, Prv 1E 5.0 x 10° (ACD), 5.0 x 107
(FSM), 6.0 x 10 (HCP), 4.0 x 10 (MOP), 2.0 x 10° (NFX) 3L 1.0 x 10* (PMZ)
cm/s TH Y, Powm 1T 4.0 x 10* (ACD), 1.7 x 10* (FSM), 1.8 x 10* (HCP), 1.1 x 10
(MOP), 1.2x10*(NFX) L 3.9x10*(PMZ)cm/s T 7= (Table7). EHERH'E
? Powm 1% Prv EHEEL TEi<, £DEIT 29 b 74 5 Tho7z. ZEKEET

LIk B MElL Clog P EAY -0.78 &L #BRWE H CTHE—RADIEAZ FF> NFX 2%
Bk o7-. HCP BL W PMZ @ Clog P EIZZTNZEN 7.0 BL 46 THY,
Clog P Z A& UTCBEMEIL HCP bV —F T, PMZ @ Pruv 13 HCP XD
< EEBMETRbEE T o7, ZO/RIEL, BELIEEEEZFOMLAE W) R4
7Rl 2 AT D AREME A R LTz,

Table 7 Parameters for membrane permeation of test compounds
ACD FSM HCP MOP NFX PMZ
Prim (% 107 cm/s) 5.4 5.0 6.1 3.7 1.7 10

Porm (% 107 cm/s) 40 17 18 11 12 39

Prim, permeability coefficient through two-layered membrane model and Porwm, permeability
coefficient through one-layered membrane model
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Fig. 14 In vitro membrane permeability of test compounds. Accumulated amount of test
compounds that permeated through (A) two-layered membrane model and (B) one-layered
membrane model. O, ACD; A, FSM; [, HCP; V, MOP; <>, NFX; and x, PMZ. Data

represent mean+S.E. for 6-9 experiments.
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2-3-1-2. JIERFRA T

%1 BT, QNLs ®F v MEHEET D Cs ML LTz invitro B
FEME 2 L MR ER Y AN D Z & T, KORBEOESWEEMEY X7 THIZNAIEET
b Lhm Lo, KETIE, BERREIEC X DG SMEHE &2 Em L,
7 v MEHEETIZR S ALY Cs 2R U, RIGERMENRT X —2 — % K28
BREONTEZBIT 5D Cs #HIMLIZEZ A, ACD, FSM, HCP, MOP, NFX ¥
FONPMZ D Cy 13ENZEN 234, 19.6, 20.5, 9.4, 5.9 BLV 381 uygmL TH Y
(Fig. 15), ANTLIEZHW=35A 0 invitro FIEHEMEIILLTONETH - 7-.

In vitro skin deposition: PMZ > ACD >HCP >FSM >MOP >NFX

40

30

20

Css (ug/mL)

10+ -

0

ACD FSM HCP MOP NFX PMz

Fig. 15 C values of test compounds in the Strat-M®. Data represent the mean+S.E. of 6-9
experiments.
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2-3-2. 7 v MEHEE 3T 5 85 E O iR PR

2-3-2-1. JZ R 2 PR EAT
WBRE O F RGBT N — BRI BT D B IREZ R TR, HER

FOZBIRET TR D B BRI E O B E Rt 2 7 i L7z, e 1 e LT
EOT v MEHEEE R, 7—7 A M) vy B 7% 20 BIFEE LT v M
R & HEEET L& LT Lz, 2EBWE L 5 0R 5k A2 AR A%, R
PN L7 % —RRT OSEHRMEIREZE=4 Y 7 LiokR, MOP (X Jgk X
CHEREET L OW G5 CTbEWRBEELZ /R LT (Fig. 16). — 5T, NFX OFihsE:
IXFEE T AR TR E TR LIKE ThH o2, WRWEORBEE T2 7 7 A VT
HSE, Priv 13 1.6 x 10* (ACD), 2.3 x 107 (FSM), 9.3 x 107 (HCP), 1.0 x 10 (MOP),
4.6 x 10° (NFX) 8L 1.0 x 10* (PMZ) em/s TH Y, Powm 1 3.1 x 10* (ACD), 7.8
x 10 (FSM), 4.3 x 10* (HCP), 2.3 x 10* (MOP), 1.4 x 10° (NFX) B LT 4.5 x 10
(PMZ)cm/s Td o7 (Table8). Prm 1, 0 FEI KB/ ACD DB E H
Ebm<, BFH A XAORE EPEEEHIECEEL 52 DML R LIZH D0,

T L R EH RIS RIS L2 O TIE o7, Clog P BN bIKETH 5
NFX ® PTLM % 6 FEEBRME T TR LG, IREMEOR S & 58S
DAL SIS L7zl 2388 7=, —F T, ClogP ER 7.0 8L 4.6 TH5H
HCP & PMZ @ Priv 1 ZENZIL 93%x10° BL 10x10%em/s L[RETHY, HE
VN & Rz 8B M O RN EOFBIEER D 220 o 7.

Table 8 Parameters for skin permeation of test compounds
ACD FSM HCP MOP NFX PMZ
Prim (% 107 cm/s) 16 23 9.3 10 0.46 10

Porm (X 107 cm/s) 31 7.8 43 23 1.4 45

Prim, permeability coefficient through two-layered membrane model and Porm, permeability
coefficient through one-layered membrane model
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Fig. 16 In vitro skin permeability of test compounds. Accumulated amount of test
compounds that permeated through (A) TLM and (B) OLM. O, ACD; A, FSM; [], HCP;
V,MOP; <>, NFX; and x, PMZ. Data represent mean=S.E. for 4-6 experiments.
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2-3-2-2. BRI
ARRFITIX, ANTIEE AW in vitro FEZRERBRO LV o7 —4
ZILICHEH LT Cs ONERMETANICR T 2 T2 it T 5 2 L2 B & L
2. LU D, ANTHOAZEZHAWT Cs ZRHLEGNERL, Hbhie Cs D%
UHENAHATHD. Len-> T, BRICHROH ST v M EET O Cs ks L
THEH L., EEERE T A= —% IR E DT v MEHEEIZBIT 5 Cs
ZHH LI E Z A, ACD, FSM, HCP, MOP, NFX 5L PMZ O Cy IZENEN
69.1, 2.8, 57.3, 50.7, 3.2 LW 59.1 pg/mL ThH-o7= (Fig.17). L7=n->T, T v
N BT & W358 D invitro FEEEETEIZLL T DIETH - 7.

In vitro skin deposition: ACD >PMZ >HCP >MOP >NFX >FSM

FSM ZBR< BEBWE O 7 » Mgt ET Cs 1IZALREZ W86 L ik LT
EZRLIZb DD, invitro IEHEMEDIRITILERAIRIS LTz, L3> T, Strat-M®
BLOTy Ml EEO EH 62 HWHEIZB W TY in vitro JEHEEYEDFEAM
IIAEETH DL Z L&A R LT,

80

40

Css (Hg/ml—)

20

0 1 —
ACD FSM HCP  MOP NFX PMZ

Fig. 17 Cs values of test compounds in the intact rat skin. Data represent the mean+£S.E. of

4—6 experiments.
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2-3-3. In vivo J& ) NENRETAM

WERDE D invivo BIEHREMEZ AN, 7 v MEBICEHEBRmE 25T
propylene glycol V&K % % B2 M1 O BRI E ORRFRI 22 S NIREE A T =4 U
7 U7z (Fig. 18). F£7z, 13 BTz BB PR EE-RFE B2~ © S B BB i) X T A — & —
ZRMH L7z (Table9). 6 FOWBRWE LT v MEMICHE 51D 4 H LI 6h 4
\ZEx s FZ G PR (maximum concentration in the skin; Cmax) %7K L, 12 HCP @ Ciax
fEAS 23.8 ug/gskin & SR E T b EN->7. — T, FSM B LN NFX @ Crax
XZENEN 44 BELO 59 pg/g skin EIREToH o 72, BN T OS2 R ]
(mean residence time; MRT) ZE M L7-& 25, FSM 78 10.0h &> 5 FREgERME
L UBEZ R U, SeEtEREICIE, REGE LA O — R 722 SRR 721 T
KIS oMb EER 7 7 7 4 —Lb. DFD, —HNRRELRT
Crmax 3 XL O] Z 7R3 MRT OW/NT A —X2—%Z[E LT in vivo JEHHEME
AW invivo BEIRETEIZLL T OIETH - 72,

In vivo skin deposition: HCP >PMZ > ACD >MOP >FSM >NFX

Skin concentration (ug/g skin)

24

Time (h)

Fig. 18 Skin concentration-time profiles of test compounds after co-application (0.1 mg/site).
O, ACD; A, FSM; [, HCP; V, MOP; <>, NFX; and x, PMZ. Data represent the
mean£S.E. of 4 experiments.
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Table 9 Pharmacokinetic parameters after co-application of test compounds in rats

ACD FSM HCP MOP NFX PMZ
T(rﬁix 4 4 6 4 4 4
(“g/zm;’l‘dn) 159435  4.4+04 23.842.6 104+1.7 59404 19.0+2.0
N(I}If)T 6.4 10.0 8.5 8.8 5.6 9.5

Each value represents the mean+S.E. of 4 experiments.

2-3-4. JeAb SRR REA

UV/VIS WX A7k VHIER LT ROS assay % 6 FEGEBRME % L THE
i %5 Z & T, £ ONFRIRHEZ RN L7 (Fig. 19). 2R EIT UV fElkiz
BRI 2 FF D, & ORI T ARK & 72 & TD MEC fiiif 19,500 (ACD),
14,900 (FSM), 11,200 (HCP), 24,900 (MOP), 24,900 (NFX) & 6,600 (PMZ)M'-cm” T
bole. DED, 6 FEHOWRME T\ Z £ LIl T& 5. ROSassay 12
BT, HCP % B < BB D UK E RS I K 0 PEAE L 72 singletoxygen 35 &
Y superoxide anion [XE®H H A7z criteria ZH 2 TV 7. HCP X singletoxygen DFE
HEDI criteria R, € OEARITEWEHRME TR L L) o7, L2 >T, 6 f#
DHEERYE A TH criteria ZBX TEBY | SEUSMEEZR O Z E RPN o7, ¥
IZ, ACD [ singletoxygen 35 &% superoxideanion D EH 5 DFEARE S IEFIZEL,
PR TR @SOS E R A LTV, BEKIEMAL AW AR E ROS assay |%
FENMEAL B DOGYER =D 100% Toh D [58]. AMFHTHW =SB E 1T
MALEME LTORENDH Y, LINTOWE % E T R HE .
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Fig. 19 Photochemical properties of test compounds. (A) UV absorption spectra of test
compounds (20 uM) in 20 mM sodium phosphate buffer (pH7.4). Thick solid line, ACD;
thick dashed line, FSM; thick dotted line, HCP; thin solid line, MOP; thin dashed line, NFX;
and thick dotted line, PMZ. (B) Generation of ROS including singlet oxygen (filled bars) and
superoxide (open bars) from test compounds (200 uM) exposed to simulated sunlight (250
W/m?) for 1 h. Data represent the mean+S.D. of 3 experiments. N.D., not detected.
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2-3-5. In vivo JEEEMERTAM

PR U722 A MERTAI R O3 A rTREME O RRGGEIZIE, AFHMRICE 0 FHIL 72
bR & EERICARN TR 2 DB ERUR & OB EMEZ G 2 LB R H S, Lo
T, HWEBME D invivo SemtE 2l ~<, 7 v FEHW invivo JtatEik A
ITolz. —fRIZ, BCEIToAN LIRS L&MW b EEAE S 7z ROS 38 L USE
bkl SNk BB & O—T b L <G SRS 2 5 & 2 L, RO A
T E T DN E BT D [59]. ARBRTIEL, UVA BURRT#%O T v MNEEHO R
JERIENZ T 2 A L2 FBINZRHET 5 2 & TR, RO DR S 27
fili L7z (Fig. 20). &#ERYEIT UVA FIC LV A EICKERmOAFHNE L.
DF Y, 6 MOWRWEN OIS ZFHERE Lz, UVA RETHETIE, 2 6 HEkERY
B TEMOZENEZRT Aa EPIEOZE AR LT, ZORRIZBEMEORZD UVA
FRUHZ Z VL7 2 &R L THRY, HERGIZEI VAN EZFRE T 5 2 & 2R T,
OFD, BB IR AT S ZERHL Mo, FFIZ, ACD BXI O
HCP HEGHED AL ML D 4 FEGPERWE & i L TRE o7, ZHEBRWEICE
7% UVA BEHI% O AE EOXEZFEIZ, invive HEEORSIILLTOIETH -7,

Observed phototoxicity: ACD=HCP >PMZ>MOP >FSM >NFX

48



sk

*kokok

Change in skin color (AE)

0_

ACD FSM HCP MOP NFX PMZ

Fig. 20 Colorimetrical changes in the rat skin caused by irradiated and non-irradiated test
compounds. Filled bars, irradiated group; open bars, non-irradiated group. Data represent
the meantS.E. of 4 experiments. *, p<<0.05; ", p<0.01; and p<<0.001 vs. corresponding
non-irradiated group.
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2-4. HER

% 1 FETIE, ROSassay B XL invitro FJEEEMERBRIC I VRS
LEMFHMIEZIRE L. L LN D, inviro FIEEBMRBRICT v MiHIKE %
HAWTEBY, BRABMERNBIECIIE > TRV, KRFTIE, 7 v MRS
N Lo R Ml R 2 Fi7 iR L, ToMAMREMABE L. — 8
HET L E LT FEEEBE L7 Strat-M® 238K L, Strat-M® 2 RN
ARE LR AHERET LV E Lo, NLEZ AW TR LIEEBRWED Co 127 v
MM S 2 O 72358 L i LT FSM 2B & M2 7R Lz, ARIEH Lz A T
Thd Strat-M® |t MEEEZL TS [40]. —MIC, KEOES, MBIV
KOPBEIIZFEENDH Y, TNOEEAD EE NEEILT » NERE & el U TRENY
TRNFE L, TROLLREEH LI oREERIEITIRE S 725 [60]. DF D,

E%\E%\

b FREE AR L7 Strat-M® B X OYT v b REICE T D R E DO FE MO 7NN
THEZ MW HaIlBIT 5 Cs DIRSITEL G AT RN H 5. Strat-M® 125

7% FSM @ Ci 137 v MEHEEOLE L ik L TaEfEz /R L, thogEmE & R
7 DA B LTz, KIEHALEM TH D FSM O R fEE I IT R E T OIFIRCEZE &
STAHBEE Z N Lizb— hOFENRKE W [53]. Strat-M® (IR U ~—NHKIZER D
Z L TEZIER L TW D T DICHIALAFE L, T OMFLEZIT L7z FSM OFiRz 7 »
NZIEDITIRZ N T HZBE VRS ThHoT- BN S 5. o rRmOmEICET 5
FEIECH D tPSA DOfHEIX 26.3 (ACD), 118.7 (FSM), 40.5 (HCP), 44.8 (MOP), 72.9 (NFX)
BLO 6.5(PMZ) A2 THY, FSM Db EETH 7. LR ->T, FSM & Strat-
M® ZAERNT DR Y ~—DEFEMAAEN LS EEZ L, AT B LTV mreet:
WD, Invitro PIGFEIRMERRERIC X 2 BERAMETRIIKEMEM O Cs K
S DA H Y, FSM 2 S LRKEMHEILEM D C THNTRRENH 5.
WeBRIE D SUGTERS X O R ERENE 2 AT T2 2 & TRFEMEY 2
7 % W L7z (Table 10). AMFTIE, FHoIRE LR etk s L TALRK
RNz invitro FZREEmMEERERZ M L, A RIYELAMERHMmIC A HE R
ENTWDET v MEt &% A= in vitro FEEEMERBR & in vivo cassette-dosing
SR BN REFTAN A BT G 22 A MERFANE O H FTREME A RGET 2 B TITo 72, Lieddo
T, 3 BHOEBERMEICET 27 — 2 2 T ENHEET — % G352 L T,
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Table 10 Integrated date with photoreactivity and skin deposition
ACD FSM HCP MOP NEX PMZ

ROS assay ¥

'02 (AAssom 107) 127
02" (AAsgomm * 10°) N.D. 158 100

In vitro skin permeation test: Cys (ug/mlL)

Strat-M® 19.6 PAVRS) . 5.9 38.1

Rat skin 2.8 57.3 . 3.2 59.2
In vivo cassette-dosing pharmacokinetic study

Cimax (ng/g skin) 15.9 4.4 23.8 10.4 59 19.0

MRT (h) 6.4 10.0 8.5 8.8 5.6 9.5

The risk level was divided into two grades. Black cells indicate high risk for phototoxicity.
9 AA440 nm and AAseo nm represent a decrease in Asso nm and increase in Aseo nm, respectively.

3 OYEMEY A7 Pl A FN L7-. ROS assay 35 KON LA HW = invitro FZ
JE PR L0 AR S LT D A VEREH IR IS L SR E Dt ) A T
A>T, ACD B & T HCP I OBERME & Ll LS OLRUSEZ 7R LTz,
EDHIZACD X Cs DELEMTH Y, PMZ IZIRWT 2 FH TH o7, LT - T,
ACD [dmeb @V tmtE ) A7 2532 LW L7z, @VWRUSEZ R L7z HCP 1%
ACD TR Cs DES ThoT7oZ &b, ACD IR KT A7 &R &1
L7-. ROSassay DOFfEHE LV, FSM H L NFX [ ZHFE, MOP BXL O PMZ Ltk
HNRVOEROSMEZ R LTz, DF Y, SEROSED T EMN Y X7 2 TR L - 561
FSM 3L T NFX 728 MOP B LW PMZ &g L COhmEY A7 BNE< s, —F
T Cs ZBRET DL, inviro BEHREYER b &) ->72 PMZ 13X FSM XV &uot
FEU A7 2FO L THITE S, [AREIC, MOP @ Cx 1% NFX LHEL&ETH S
W, JeEMEY 271X MOP O Rnmnv e L7z, LLEX Y, ROSassay 38 LA L
B T in vitro B REBBTERER 2 F 7t VR o A IS X 0 R E o
YU A7 ONEAE TR L7z (Table 11). LAETICIRE L7727 v MEHEEZ H =X
ZRMRMIRIC L R E DNt A7 2 TRILT-85A12 FSM O Yt Y A
IR E TR BV E TRILZ S 00, ANTEZ WA RE R 2 X
DRI L7 FSM O Y A7 I ZHRRETH -7, 2k, NTEZ W invitro
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Table 11 Prediction capacity of the proposed photosafety screening system
Predicted phototoxic risk
Photoreactivity + in vitro skin deposition using artificial membrane
ACD > HCP > PMZ > FSM > MOP > NFX
Photoreactivity + in vitro skin deposition using rat skin
ACD > HCP > PMZ > MOP > NFX = FSM
Photoreactivity + in vivo skin deposition
ACD > HCP > PMZ > MOP > NFX > FSM
Observed in vivo phototoxicity
ACD = HCP > PMZ > MOP > FSM > NFX

s e R BRI & 0 BRI U 72 B RS R M ORI R 2 WA L i L TR
ZEICEKT D NLEORRAR T L OHIFLO K & S % feft U CREMELE Y~
OHEAEEEDDHZ LT, LOBEOEVEEREEHEARETHDLEEZD. 3
Y ONENE Y 27 FRIONRIZ R RAFIZHS L TEY, in vivo BERDS in vitro
BRI L CTH PHIFERICKRE S EBIT R o 7o, RRREHCH-ICiRE LI-8 s
BRAERIE 2 O D2 tEaHIIC X 0 Tl L7238 O e ) 2 71, invivo
HIEDNE L R R Wt A oR LTz, ©DFE D, EBREMW & WA O ARG R (X 52
RN TIE Z 20RO 2 RO LIS 56 Y A 7 PRI TE 2 RetE 4R L7z,
NTHEE A= in vitro BEEISTEREMIF O ROS assay (2453 < FllieZe & EREAfh
BRI LS T 27N IR SN H L b O D, BWFERAZMLEL LN &
LEWAL—T"y MEEZF LTS, 77205, BIEEYHNCE T LR T Y —
= JEELTHFICAMNTHLLEEZD. 3Rs DFEBIZED LA TVD
“replacement” D EERZIZ AN L 7- ASFHM R 1, 3 &[RRI F M O m B 72 REAT A3 24
FLAEHERBAFIC BN T L EA N AHETH 5.
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Sie

i

SRIVE SRR BE (X E DL G & 25 7213 RiE 5%, BRIk > TE
U2 RERIRORE RIS TH L. SmtEONTEIRS OB 72 53, b2 812 Xv
FBRIND T ENHEINTEY, EIHELI L OMBES BB M1 D Emib &
DY 72 mE Y 27 PRINLEEN TS, BRI A O g MR X
USEROSHEDB GRS TE Y, b OREEZIKNICHEEGT 52 8T, BER
SHFBMEV A7 Z2TRTHZENRARETH DL Z ERMESNTWD. AP TIE, B
W% OHEERS KX UG AL —7 > bW EEFRW L, in vitro FEEFERMERERIS K
Y ROS assay (& & 0 AERL U 72 B 22 vk livE o R A LA o Jemitk ) 2 7
TN % 28 TR E A R A L 7.

# o1 ETIX, 7 MEHEEE WA RIE R VRN R 2 7242 L, ENX,
FLM, MFX, NLA, OFX X" OXA @ QNLs (2% L CTHEMEY 27 FllEFT - 7=,
7 v MEHEEIZRT % QNLs OFwMEa ICEH L7z Cs X FLM B XU NLA
W<, MEX IHEETH-o7-2. —JFTENX, OFX 8L OXA @ Cs IHEMHET
o7z, 42 QNLs (TEELKEDEIE T THEIZ ROS ZEAL, mVOILMUGHEZ R L
72. FEIZ, ENX BELOY NLA OXFOGHEN R <, FLM, NLA B LT OXA [EHFEE
DIEOSMEZ A L TW e, MFX OYROGMEITZ4A QNLs F T b2 >72. %4 QNL
M L7 v NEEREmO UV BEFI#ZICET2EBHE1IZE SV QNLs @
in vivo JCEMEOR I 25+ 5 2 & T, KeHli-RO TRIMEARRGEE L7z, In vitro 1§
TRAMER L OYEROSE DA HIMATIC L0 QNLs DYeEME U 2 7 88 KL OVERSICBlE2
SNIEHFMETENENUTOIETH > 7.

Predicted phototoxic risk:  NLA>FLM>OFX >ENX >0XA >MFX
Observed phototoxicity: FLM >NLA >ENX=0FX >0XA >MFX

ﬁ%&ﬁxﬁﬂ%%ﬂi@%ﬂkaMﬁ@%%@Uxmimmm%%ﬁ®ﬁék
g BAFIC )G Lz, Lendo T, 7 v MR EZ Wiz invitro FEZEMER
BRE LY ROS assay %2 V% Z & T “reduction” % R L 72 AN 22 VLA R 134
B b ottt ) A7 2 dEE X PRI R TH 0, EEMLBEAFIICK T 5
WLZBER T ) —= TEE LTHEHATHA .

B2 ETIE, mAREMERNEE LS L TORLEMRM R 2T <<,
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7 v MEHEEZ N TSR Lz in vitro EHEIBYERERFS L O ROS assay (255
Sz AVERHmR 2R UTe. B2 ICRE LI e L VR L2 AV TR E Th 5
ACD, FSM, HCP, MOP, NFX X PMZ DY@ 27 2 TRIL, KReHiiRD
B FTREMEZ RS A L7z, Strat-M® (TXT 5 S4B E O Z M2 FET Cs R L
7k ZA, PMZ Db E <, RWT ACD, HCP BX O FSM DJETH ->7=. MOP
BEO NFX D Cos (IMMOBERYE & bk LK > 7-. ROS assay OfEFR LD, 24
BRYVE I ZEEERFIC A EIZ ROS ZPEAE L, JERUSHEZA LTV, 2 ACD BLD
HCP |3 OBERE & Lol U TE e pUstEZ R Lz, FSM B8 KUY NFX OJERUS
PEIZHPRRETH Y, MOP BLU PMZ OISUGTEIT 6 FEOHERYE TR - 7.
PERYE D in vitro KGR MER X OHBOGMED AR ZR2BEATIZ L 0 TR L 7267
YU R 7B LW invivo ORI LU FICRT.

Predicted phototoxic risk: ~ ACD >HCP >PMZ>FSM >MOP >NFX
Observed phototoxicity: ACD=HCP >PMZ>MOP >FSM >NFX

Thbb, TRLENEERY 27 & invive EBEEOIRIZRWRHEZ /R LT, L)
2T, NLIEZRWckt Gt e s IREE B < R E ettt U 2 7 Tl
INTE, EREWEZ NS & L EMFHIAFRETH DL Z L AR LT,

AFFEC L VLR LY, invitro 2 HEMERERE X O ROS assay (2
KV ARERL S O VR R T, SR E O Y A 7 AN I T E 72, 3Rs
DJFRBEIZIIT 5 “replacement” &Rk L 72 N T Z H\W D A HE 2RI R IE =
B L OMEHERBERE O IR T 20w Y X7 THlE L U OERICE WA I
AT ZENTE T, EBIT, invive BRZ DR WARFHIRIZEHE A L —7 >~ F DR
ME72m FIZbFHETDEEXD. Lo T, invitro FEEHRBTER L OYEGPEIZEE
3 < A AENEFAM R (3K AL s K OMEME S BE 8 W) BB 1 2 de 1 2 8 B H 2+ 17)
LTt B ONLZEMEA 7 )V == 7 LTEHTH A 5. fERMICALL 2
PERHIE 2O 22 BV ED S W HTRE ORI 'R T 5 2 &L 28 2.
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