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RN GT28FE 7 7 IV —ThoHT F 7 1L P450 (CYP) XERIRAIICHER &
WD %< OISR EY OF T S T H 2 BILARE O RO EE 2 5 ~ L Z X3y
DEMTH D, CYP IZMEHEDIEMEGICLE 5 W OFRALIE0KER L, 7%k, &t B
BEGR EICEDD 2 EBnMbEN TS Y, £72 CYP ITITERO Y FRNFEL, 72 /8
BB DT K0 S S AHEIVED 40% KD b DA 257 7 I Y —& L, CYPL1, CYP2,
CYP3 D L /S, FICHEMNAHICBE G925 DX CYPL, 2, 3 THDH Y, LT,
%n%n@7 7 XU — DR CTHIFEMED 55% AR D HDIX A, B, CREDRI DV T 7 7 3

WIS D,

b M 7 v Y — 2 AH01213 Table 1 IR 3HIG T CYP 28R L, fRER7: CYP oy FHEi L
LT CYP1A2, 2C9, 2C19, 2D6, 3A 23 % 3, CYP TR#ENDHEHD H bk b %< D
=KL CYPSA 23BEH- L, 2D6 OB H b &2 & A@E ShTns M%) £7- CYP3A
I R E BB LTWD CYP3A4 & 3A5 30, Z D 2 DOEES O FE R348
4%, Z D7 CYP3A TR S 15 M3 CYP3AL KL TIR3AS DB L 725 Z L A58,

ZDO XD CYP ITIFEE Do FFENFFAE L. 4 CYP DOl T DAH s IR B0 ARG
~EEFTAEIRITR AR DY, FRTENAO CYP IR H 5, SHIZZH 50 CYP iEMIE
BRSSP kxR BRIC K D BB L, EYOERNBREICKE 2B (LE 20T
Z LT, KBRS EEH BB E 52 5 N DD Y, o CYP IR
B OfFEHT I = IE L BASE K O U 22 B R FERE D T DI A iGlaE 52 5 B2 6 b,

CYPIEMAENAEL L Z L TEMMAFEMANSIEEH I SND Z NN TS, HEYHE)
RESFHOFA BEAE RN O, 54, K&, PEOBRICBS W TAET, b 50 ITEMER
B OENERENZLT A ZLICLVBIESREIENSGIHLDOTH S B, Y AEEMICE LT
A Lo i kB &, SEEREEAIR EAEF O 3T% MM TR E TR0 . = oHhA
FRICH T D EIEM DK 96%I2 CYP 8BG- LT\ D EHERIS T\ B £72, 2R ETIC
1% < D CYP 24 LI EERHAEETHRE ShTwad S 6213 warfarin &
miconazole O HEFHIZ X warfarin O EN#R, o ho B (PTIINR) OIEERA L
7o HIZIE PT-INR 728 10 BA ESOIRIEARREIS 72 DIERICEE 2o M 2 5] 2 42 2 L725ER] &
BmEhTWg ¥, Z o warfarin ®Zh5H#51Z. miconazole ® CYP2C9 FHEMEHI R & %
ZHNTHEY ., EASEE T 2016 4F 10 H . miconazole & warfarin ZFHZEE & 45 Xk 9 iR
M XEOUGFT IR LE D, £/ 3-8 FaFo3-AF L7 LE U LAEES A (HMG-CoA)
T FE L EI TH 5 lovastatin, simvastatin, atorvastatin |5 CYP3A4 [H5EIK L O AAEFIC
L0, BRGRMERIE Y 27 EREPED S ¥ 2o X 5 MBI X - THE
NPT T 57210 T, BEEREWERANBET 2800 H 0 | 1RO & KEEHC 3
HTEDRDHDH, ZOEHEELEABIZBNTY, WA OERE CHAEEREHRZINE L.
FHIEIEMLOERE L TERERGICRIET 2 2 LITEETH D, AL, FHAERE
WA GO - SANE R, BE W, JFH R & OIBRRICET 2 IR AR EICEHET 5 2 & T,
LA THN L EYIERO FERICEHERT 5 2 ENEERFGO—>Th 5, WALORYEEIE



Table 1 The relative levels (percent of total cytochrome P450(CYP)) of individual forms of CYP in
human liver microsome and the percentage of CYP involved in drug metabolism.*"

Relative levels in liver Percentage involved in
microsome drug metabolism

CYP1A2 12.7 % 4.3 %
CYP2B6 0.2% —

CYP2C 222 % 212 %
CYP2D6 1.5% 33.0%
CYP2E 6.6 % —

CYP3A 28.8 % 37.2%
Others 28.0 % 4.3 %

FEHRA - ThiuE, BRBIG COMBIERZE Z TR Y A7 1R T L, EERE
ERFBZERTE B2 6N, FmiEORY 77—~ —biHFER SN TEY,
FEFASEAN OB, SRAIRT A E HGORBUAE NS 5 L OWE L H D 2 (Table 2),

S HITWRK 26 4 (2014 4F) M OIX—MAERLOA 2 —x > MRFEHBISEmMS L, A
VHE =%y FTIRFEETO - RAERLNBAFTREIC R 72 2, £ EORESROS
FOIPEPNMERZR ORI HEML T\ D, RAHEIOFHAE TIEL 66.4%0 A2 i 2 ]
LTt diEahz @, 2ok 212 OB RHAEEKR, @ERALEZRG AT
LRBE T CHDHZ L 2ZET D&, BFEHEERELEOHAEFEHOA TR, VT AT ¢
r—va BT AEYMEAEHLER TCE VWM E RS TWD, Z OO AEEHFEMN
OEBEMHITETETEE-STWVD, EELBARBICHEL CRERMLESRLF (FDA) MM E
LT (European Medicines Agency) X014 Z > A (2017 &) RH A KT 4 > (2015 4) %
FEHELTEY, BRIZBWTY TEERMLBE & ERERIEIEO - DO E/ERN AT A K
T4 ] (2018 4F) BEHENTND D, ZNZNOHA R A TR AIERIC LY
BEICAFENAE TN K S| EELBAR OB CA U 5 AliEtE0 & 5 WM AAEH OMWE
EFOREEBEYNGGFHMI T2 ENEETHDL I ENBRIENTWD, A4 X RITE
WTITHER E M EERZE Z Tt 0 b 2 PR A AT 2 BF I3 L, s &k555
AW B 2 3l 2 720 ORBRE1T ) Z L 2 HEE L T 5 2, 2 X 51 CYP iEME
OIEAEN 22 M EAE A 2 BERBRIC L - G+ 2 Z SIFEETH 5,

W, CYPIRMEIMM EAEH 25042 ik L LT, TEHOe hOFI s/ m Y —4
72 E &Mz in vitro BRSO EBREMW & H O TIRNENE &2 it 2 BBy T 5 2%,
L2xL7223 5 in vitro SERSCENBER Cld, (KB EOER K MLFEZEIC LY, Zhd
DFERZHERBISCESEESTE D LR AN P, FREIETET L&Y I 2L —Ta v
LWIOEBZNEHINTEY invitro 7 —Z 128 &S T & vz CYP IEMEFE MoK Y
MEERO Y 27 BHEE O TFRBESATNS ¥*9, REOTA FIA 12BN THET
L&V 2 b— g VRERMBIRICHESL S Z L ARE LTV 5 )



Table 2 Impact of polypharmacy; relationship between number of prescription drug and adverse drug
22)

event ratio.
Number of prescription drug Adverse drug event rates (%)
1-3 drugs 6.5
4-5 drugs 8.9
6-7 drugs 13.1*
8-9 drugs 11.9*
>10 drugs 13.9*

*p < 0.05 versus one to three drugs.

b haxtg e LTEERARRBRIZ LD CYP IEMECIEMFE BAEH OF ML, @% ., H—o CYP
FEE R A F T, CYP AR o i % i S FE R b 1 i fE (AUC) 22 U 7 7 > A (CL)
R EDIMBNEE T A — X OEBEFMET 5 Z & TirhbiuTng ¥ - R AER O
BEZNET 56, FEOTA K74 > Tik CYP FEEHK DO AUC Xk CL BHEDRRE % H
VT, strong, moderate, weak ¢ 3 BEBEIZAVE L TV 5 2B Z o7 CYP HE KD AUC %°
CL #3HMlid 5 Z LITEETH D, #HEHD CYP HFHED I B, & b% < ORYAHIBS
LT\ 5 CYP3A4 DiFME W%JJ ITERMBRDRICKRE W BEEX D EEZ LN, L LA
N CYP IEMEFEAR O 72 1 CYP BB 3 2 W TR EBR 21T 5 B4, FE# o AUC < CL
70 E DI ERE %ﬁﬁﬁﬁ“é 728 ié‘iﬁlﬁl%ﬁﬁmw EThHY, RESCBFICKRE AL
%o I BITHEED CYP IE aﬂﬂﬁ@f: ZiE, A& CYP HEH %2 7= iR FE Y Eh B ER 23 )
ETHY ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@i&%ﬁm@i&%tﬁ%# LRy HRE~OBAHENPRELIRD,

Z 2T, D CYP TGRS A EH R HIEE LCTHER SN TWADOR I 7 7
NREBRTH D, 17 7Bk & IXEELGEH~DEE G D E W CYP o RO IE & 70 585D
Hine 7 T AL LT EICHBRE RS L, CYP IHMRHE-CRM R A ER MR 2175 T
ETHY , —EORIRHER T4 72 CYP 3 FTEDTEMEREAN X O BB 23 FTRETdH
% B0 - ERMERBICET DA RIA R0 X RTB VT H I 7 T ILVRBRIC L
S EAEABRHIC OV TORENBINESNTEY . RO RERRREE L TEREZED
TW5 BB FEDA O A X2 A%, @YNCHEM S - 7 7 VikBR ) 545 5 172 negative
TRRERIE, BFED CYP XL h TV AR—Z— L OMEEHZEE TX, positive 7ot Rix%
DORO YN I/ S - SR AR OFE R L REE L ZE 2 Th VW2 ERRHEshTng 9,
UL, B 7 TRBRIIESR D CYP KD FEAMN O 72 60 |2 i R SR B RE AR ER 0 [k 2980 U
PSR 2072 5 2 ENTE DM, H—IEIKE W3R & R ORI/ R B
LB, BROIWEORMPE S L EEZ2D, SHIT, TNETOIZ T LAHBRIZIZ D
N CYP EIEORMR b & 7 7 VEE L (CYP REHEDFRRE) L T, &%
CYP E I O EAEM A3 L T\ % 34994 = d7- . CYP B LM 0 SMka B AR IS
B3 2RI T TWaR, B 7 7ARBRICE T 5 CYP FHEIE K O EIROF AR O FEE



O ENREZ (LS, CYP B HBEME 53881 2 E /L L FAZENIRHTHY . BT
JVERBRIC K D E B 72 B A AR R D 2 HVEDS H 3 ICHGES VTV D L IEE A 780,

TS OERARIEWERERBRIE OB RN G | PBRE OB Z B L7z CYP IGME K& UE#EH
PRI AR & 5Tl C & HRBRIE S NI L ST\ D, %5 CYP MBI Y FhRE T A —
ZENO T D ORIMEEL Z S T2 & N TEIUIERE ~OAHIIRE B b, £
Bl % D 72 < LT RSO IR AR 1R & B O T2 54 & SR ~ DR IR S 72 3%, ZHET
(B ~ DB HCREAZBIH T 5 72 DI BRI B 2 36 5 U 722 B8 D D 72 G 7 O B3
PRI DT & 72 849,

FERRIT CYP3AL IEMERHIiIE & LT, £ ORENRILEIK TH 5 midazolam 5% OE (i [A]
Bz o Lz 5% (limited-point sampling 75) 12 & D3RI RA S CE 7228, 1 aifkim
\Z & %5 CYP3A4 TEMEFIAMTEIZ AR ITHES. ST U220 %99 F 7= midazolam % V7= CYP3A4
TEMEREM O 2 < 1T E ISP E A AV 5 TR Y . midazolam O JR FHENINC X 2 §FILH T
UDTOI TRV, FRIBIRIC X DIEMHEFMIL, iz 0 ZRN0NER < BHITH
IR T % 5 To OYERF ~ DRI, L L, ThE TOHRE DS TR X
% CYP IEMERHIAMT 2 5 2 EN Tl e < L JRE W2 IGTEREAMEE XML L Tur ey 209059,
EBIZH I TARBIZB N T HREE DT 5720 CYP I Z & T il 72 R M RE <0
BRARIZOWTEHM 24T > TW D23, 2 TOREEIKD AUC X° CL & 1 AER I CRHMIliC© & 5 Fik
(ZBET B M ITD 22 2999 F - 7 T L E VT CYP B E R O EDEEL G- 1
RERMIZ KD AUC KON CL TIEEIEIZ DWW TR L 72 12720,

Z 2 TR TR, KB EER O MFRR 72 CYP IEME R OSSR HAE R Z B & L., BRR
S RERBRIE OWESL L NS PEDRZEZ T o 72, 5 1 =TI b % < OEE GBS
4% CYP3A4 OB TH % midazolam % AV 7= 1 AL TR BARIC L DR AUC
KX CL FME DR 21T - 72, %5 2 3 TIE CYP B8k R O EROEIC L D A 7 T /L34
Hig L CYP H/EH (CYP1A2, 2C9, 2C19, 2D6, 3A4) Hihf HiE L 0 AUC ZBEhDFLE %
T U, B 7 7 VaRBRAY CYP FRE BB B - & [FIER I S8 AE B % T B L G4 AT
BETHDLIMNE IR Uiz, WBICE 3T TIE, CYPIEMIHEED 1 > TH D H 7 7 /L ik
DIKRELEHNE L, A7 T ARBRTO 188N X5 CYP IEMFHEOBE 217 - 7=,



1T Y AITBIT 2midazolamD 1R A » kg PR E Kk OR Bkt &% AW -AUCK Y
7975 ATFH

BIE

CYP3A4 JEMEITMERSCHHn, e M ORI 372 E D BRI K0 B R OMEARN TR E <
BENT 5, BUEE TIZ CYP3A4 DIFMEIIMERICER TRESZEML, SHITHEREIZEY
EAERNTHEET 5 Z EDHMLNTWD, Flx X, B CORBLEIZIE 10-100 %, /MG TIX
30 fEDEN D D Z &R0 in vivo HERIC K B IEMERHIE T 5-20 fF OB ENH D P00, mEIC
CYP3A4 DILEIETH % midazolam DEH 7 U 7 T v ATHBIEIZIEA, 2otk J5 723 20-40% 5
D E WD FERCHFEZE A Tl CYP3AATEEAS 30-50%080 L 7= & 1 9 55 & ity S 7z %899,
%72 CYP3A4 %414~ 2 SRAH HAE T BRRAICRIRE & 72 5 = & 238 % 119, 38 21 astemizole,
terfenadine. cisapride. pimozide % fix H H @ 8357 ketoconazole <> erythromycin 72 &> CYP3A4
SLEEH AT 28 YA RFICIRAT 2 2 L T QT IEENE U WG S 19, BiRMIC
I%. pimozide ik H D BFE 23 clarithromycin ZF 3% Z & T, pimozide ™ i i HR R EE &
CAUC D EH L, RAZ VT 7RI A6NAEICIKRT LI, L QTHEENEZ LY A7 1%
7R RBEL L, clarithromycin IR AR CHEIC EH L2,

DX DT CYP3AL IEMEZEENIF DIRANENRE 2 2 b S B, IR R0A EE TG
\CHEBL 52 5720, CYPIEMAZFHI+ 5 2 L IT#EUI 2 EWIER 217> L TEHETHDL EE
oD,

ZHVETIZ CYP3A4 {2 R AT 2 7o DTk 2 2o HE DM T TR Y . {EMERHl D72 D
F'E & LT alprazolam, cortisol, erythromycin, lidocaine, midazolam, nifedipine, triazolam,
verapamil 72 E NS NTE 290 H 4 KT 4 2BV TH CYP3A F/E & L T, midazolam,
triazolam Z3EE &35 Z & AHERE L T D 2%, Midazolam OENENREIL 2 28—k 2 v
FEFILTHY, BEOERMEREZ RS Z ERMON TS 9, & 512 midazolam [X##IRM
K ORGP ATRETH D . CYP3A4IZ L ST L UDP-7 V7 1 U iRiinfBlgss (UGT) (X
LN a AR 91D, £7- CYP3AL (2L 0 HERAYICHH & . 1-hydroxymidaozlam
J% O 4-hydroxymidazolam ([ZZE# XD Z EROPHEX X7 OIE TR LD ERRER
IZBWT CYPSA4 TGO 7 0 —7 R » 7 LTHEA STV % (Fig. 1), LaL
72736 midazolam & MW TREREABR 21T 2 6. AUC X° CL 72 & OFEMENRE 2 fifth 95 72
DIZHER A LETH Y, HRFCEFICRESRAHE X5, FCmEimaEC/NNL-RE,
FIEE E IITEERE BV CHRER 2RO FEN RSN D, £2C, Z0AHEZE
S % 72 12 midazolam # 5-% OF ML A & L 72 J577% (limited-point sampling i) 12X %
TETERFAm A5 A H AL C & 72, Z v E TlZ midazoalm % 5-%% 3 [FlOF-1MLIZ L ¥ midaozlam @ AUC
TN ZAT > TAFFERLHEIERMIZ KD AUC Tl 24T > 72iF9RIEH 2 & D O e 72 B i R R 2
EWRH DL BEHRMIZ X D CYP3AL TEMERFMIVEIZARIZICHESL STy 99, F7e
midazolam % FH\ 7z CYP3A4 IEMFHEIE & L CRIRIRIZ X 2FHIIIT 92 LA T T
U SOSED PRIRIRIC £ B CYP IEMERHI 2N AT AE THAUT, Bl L HREO LT/ | Hk



# 75 midazolam 5% DRI Z D 5720 C CYPIEMRHMI 24T 9 Z & CT&x b, ZDOF
EITBRERTUC X D REN 20T, NG 72 ERk 2 2 RE ~ISHARETH D &5
25

Z 2T, % 1 FTIE midazolam & & O O EF R EE 220 LR HEE & midazolam
? AUC KT CL & DBIRIZHOWTH H 2N L, 1 AERMLSLIRBIAIC & % AUC SUE CL o Tl
MARETH D00 E 2 DREH 1T - 12,

1 -hydroxymldqzolam Mi dazolam—N-glucuroni de 4-hydr0xym1da.zolarn
N-glucuronide N-glucuronide

1 UGTI1A4 UGT 1A4 1 UGT1A4

HO—H,C N

)

O CYP3A4 \i CYP3A4 O N
cl _—=N _—N ' cl _——N

1" -hydroxymidazolam Midazolam 4-hydroxymidazolam
UGT2B4 UGT2B4
UGT2B7 UGT2B7
1" -hydroxymidazolam 4-hydroxymidazolam
O-glucuronide O-glucuronide

Fig. 1 Metabolic pathway of midazolam.



F2HE HiE

1-2-1 REBFE

BEIZ Misaka B KO Yan B2 & - THRE SN TV D 2 DR OFERE b &R 21T
o7z T RN 19 £ 2 RGE L, B 29 BOHE %25 2 S0 BR BRI B O &
FEhi L 7=,

FNENORBR TITBHERE LA S A7 LR A 144 (B84, Lt 64) x5
& U7z, miak & e L7c 2 HIE TRz 920E L7, 1 H HIZ midazolam RN 5- 2470,
BT, # 5% 0.08, 0.25, 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10 KON 24 FFfijicR MM =TT -7, 2 H
H 21X midazolam Z# O # 5L, &G0, 51 05, 1. 1.5, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 10 LN 24 Ik
MHZERIM 21T > 72, & S IZEERM B (2472 Y midazolam #% 5-% 24 B £ THIR 217 - 7= (Fig.
2) ., A midazolam &z MR L 72 & ONZ IR midazolam K& OMUEHHEHE &1X LC-MS/IMS
% O CHIE L 72, 7233 Misaka © OBk T g midazolam # 5-8 % 311243 1F T HMi L 72 *7,
1H#H & LT1H HIZ midazolam 5 pgikg Z ##kMN G-, 2 B BIZ 15 pglkg ##% 0 & 5- L7,
RIR LEF oW Z B &, 2 M H TIEFIRN G- 8% 15 pug/kg. & A#5-8% 50 pg/kg.
S HIZ3WAE & U THIIRN I G- &4 30 pglkg. % H #5584 100 pg/kg & L T midazolam £ 5-
EiTol=, Fl-Yan LORBRIL 2B 2 WO T T v R a5 L LA —7 0 T~k 7 v 24
— =R k0 FEE L7z %, 2 B ORSEBIR A 1% & 7, ursodeoxycholic acid (300 mg/day)
F7213 7 TR AR 9 BRI L=, AR 8 A B IC midazolam #RAHE 5 (5 pgkg) . 9 H
HloR ks (15 pglkg) %% L7z, 2BESRIOMITICIZT 7B R HEOT —Z OAFEH L,
ursodeoxycholic acid fFFAEED T — X (I Lo 7,

A R BE & RN 7 iR HT TUd midazolam #¢5-4% 10 e £ TOMAEFTREZ AW TR D | 7
RN CTIE 42285 A o b R OGS TIEAR 250 KA > hOT — X % b LT 21T -7,
FIRPIREENL 29 By OF 57 — & & W CRENT 2 320 L 72, 7o MiaBRIZ IS 1T D HkBRE o
AR MRAEMIZ R IO b nehoTo,

1-2-2 M
1-2-2-1 FEMBRBFRI T X — Z AT

Midazolam } OV DY) O FEMBNREFH) /ST A —F 1T ) 33— b A 2 MEFHEIZ X
NiT-> 72, AUCu IZLL TR THE LT:

(24) (48)
Time (hr) 0 1 2 4 6 8 10 01 2 3 4 6 8 10 24
1 | | | | L1 1 | | L
I T ] ] | I T T T I I
Administration Intravenous administration Oral administration
of midazolam (5, 15,30 pg/kg) (15,50, 100 pg/kg)

Boodsmpling JITITT T T T 1T (et 1 1 1 1

Urine collection )

Fig. 2 Study design for administration of midazolam, blood sampling and collection of urine
after intravenous or oral administration.
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C : MmAEHEE
t o BRI E RE

AUC I3 &HIEREE () FTIBREICIVEE L,
Midazolam ¥R 5% D2H 7 V7 5 A (Clga) 1. WALV EH L -

MAE R ISR A > MMz T 2 18EH midazolam JRE &K OVZ OREIREE &
WL FOXTHERE LT :

Metabolic ratio in plasma = Plasma concentration of 1'-hydroxymidaozlam

Plasma concentration of midaozlam

PR AP R I3 R T midazolam HEi & K OVR ARG IR B LU F O TRIB LT ¢

Amount of urinary excretion of 1'-hydroxymidaozlam and 4-hydroxymidazolam

Metabolic ratio in urine = : : :
Amount of urinary excretion of midaozlam

2B CTIE, 4-hydroxymidazolami X EKAE CTd - 7= 7= O RS LT,

1-2-2-2 7B ANRY F— a VK X B PRI

AUCSUICL T D2 ad i 2 72012, 7 n AN F—va U EafTolz, £7929
O ET —2 b BITICERAT 5720018057 —4% (T ey M) #BA LIz
%, R 028EOFE LT —4% (FL—=27%y ’) ZHOCTEREBRZITV, TGRS
AR U, TRIEBRRIZIESW T, AUCKTCLO THIE (AUChed. Clyed) ZERAML7-1
B3 DT A ey hEFEAL TR Lz, 2 ToRET—4%% Eit FIETHIT L. AUCeaX
IFCLlprea & LI L 72,

TR A & EICHH L2 AUCpeds Clpred & FEHME (AUCqpen Clopse) &V TELTF D
Ko 5 FHIGAEZE (mean predict error, MPE) . SE#J#EFE7% (mean absolute error, MAE) .
) TGRS (root mean squared error, RMSE) A% L7- %9, 723 predicted value |21
AUC e 1% Clyeg Z 1A L, observed value (213 AUChse X1 Clse Z XA LFH LT,



n
1
MPE = EZ(predicted value — observed value)
i=1

n
1
MAE = ;leredicted value — observed value|
i=1

n
1
RMSE = - (Z(Ipredicted value — observed value|)2>
i=1

1-2-2-3  HEEHEHT

WEHRMTIZ GraphPad Prism software (version 5.0; GraphPad, San Diego, CA, USA) % FVNTAT
o7z, AUC &BERIMARA » MZIT 2 M+ midazolam 2 K& OVR H midazolam Bt & D[]
T, b FRIEE AW TEMBREIFEZIT 572, Clya X1 CLIF & i & PR RARE Iz D W
THFAERDIRNT 24T > 7o, FHREMEOA BEMHEMREIXE T Y » OMBRERR EEICIE -T2, =T
DFEEHFHIFENTIC I WD TRERE 5% A2 A EAH U & HE L,



I MR

1-3-1 EARMNEE-% D midazolam MEFRE & AUC 22 b NZIEFRERBIL L £H 7 Y
7 Z v ADRER

Midazolam## Ik PN % 5-#% 0.08—1085 ] > midazolam ML AEJE & & AUC D BAR 2 kit L 7-, 1
midazolam& £ 134 C OFRIMLA A > TAUC E ORICAE R EDOMBENRD 5= (Fig. 3.
Table 3), VLEFREUL, SRARNE 55205/ Che b @fE & 72 o 72 (rP=0.966), & B2, Bk
#5145 1R 20 & 28 OMPE, MAEX O'RMSEfE X, Z 1 EH4-5%, 12-16% K (N15-21%D
#FHTH 7= (Table 3),

A5 A BE A G & midazolam 00 CLlg D BRI DWW TR ST L 7= #5535, midazolam# 5-74 20
[f7° 5 8IRF ] DER LR A > MTIRBW T, W& ORICH ERIEOFBENFE® Sl (Fig. 4, Table
3), Midazolam# RN 5-1% DK ERIMAA > MEIT DI EERHIT & Cla® I ERRER
(X, midazolam# 5-#4 6/ Tl il & 72 > 7= (P = 0.473), MPE, MAEX O'RMSE DI,
FRIRAN 2 512 4-8FF I B\ T, 2 N2 H3-5%., 18-20% K N24-27% D% T - 7= (Table 3),
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Fig. 3 The relationship between the plasma concentrations of midazolam at 0.08-10 h and the area

under the curve (AUC) after the intravenous administration of midazolam. Each point represents

the value of each volunteer. MDZ: midazolam.
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Table 3 Coefficients of determination (r’) and predictions of area under the curve (AUC) and total
clearance (CLyy) after intravenous administration from plasma concentration of midazolam and
metabolic ratio in plasma, respectively, at each sampling point.

Correlation Prediction
Time (hr) r’ p MPE (%) MAE (%) RMSE (%)
Plasma concentration vs. AUC
0.08 0.867 <0.001 10.36 35.74 44.00
0.25 0.930 <0.001 9.09 22.71 28.08
0.5 0.948 <0.001 6.51 19.31 25.38
1 0.964 < 0.001 5.27 16.20 20.67
15 0.964 <0.001 4.41 12.20 14.50
2 0.966 <0.001 4.81 13.81 16.48
4 0.786 <0.001 18.93 25.62 18.93
6 0.943 <0.001 18.23 24.19 18.23
8 0.862 <0.001 23.69 30.08 23.69
10 0.522 <0.001 43.48 63.56 43.48
Metabolic ratio in plasma vs. CLio
0.08 0.075 0.158 7.14 19.48 27.34
0.25 0.084 0.126 6.55 18.52 26.35
0.5 0.009 0.640 7.72 20.98 30.88
1 0.060 0.201 7.07 18.94 28.05
15 0.044 0.277 7.25 19.59 28.57
2 0.146 0.041 6.41 19.17 26.65
4 0.318 0.001 4.63 19.05 23.58
6 0.473 <0.001 3.80 19.56 24.42
8 0.389 0.001 2.66 17.91 26.52
10 0.020 0.488 4.63 16.82 25.58

The p value was calculated using Pearson correlation coefficients.
MPE: mean prediction error, MAE: mean absolute error, RMSE: root mean squared error.
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1-3-2 & O#EHDOmidazolamM g e L AUCKR S NI EERBLE RO 2 U T 5
v 2 DEMR
Midazolam#% 0 ¢ 5- DA 2BV T H | i midazolamiE £ & midazolam® AUCD fiji2 4T
DERIMARA > MZEBWTHEZRMENRD b/ (Fig. 5, X DT 5% 2- 4R MIZH 1T 2
FHOPEFREIT0.94 L 0 BETH Y | midazolami® O & 544 215 58 1) I ERE S I b @ -
7= (r*=0.956), *7-RMSE/%, midazolam% 0 #5-1% 24l (2 33\ T35-38% D &iPH T - 7=
(Table 4),

i A5 R FE AR L & CLIFD BAFR A AT L 7= #5535, midazolam 3 5-#% 2R 7> & 6REfIZ F5 1
T ORICAZE /R IEOMBEBERAE® bz (Fig. 6), Midazolamf 0% 514, #E¢1MLR
A v b TOMIEPRERBI & CLFOREREIL, G5 %eMNM TRbEME o7 (F =
0.527), MPE, MAEX (*RMSE(Z., midazolami A% 5. 3-61 [l T N Z N 7-10%, 28-29%.
34-36% D HiPH T~ 7= (Table 4),
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Fig. 5 The relationship between the plasma concentrations of midazolam at 0.5-10 h and the area

under the curve (AUC) after the oral administration of midazolam. Each point represents the value

of each volunteer. MDZ: midazolam.

15



Table 4 Coefficients of determination (r?) and predictions of area under the curve (AUC) and oral
clearance (CL/F) after oral administration from plasma concentration of midazolam and metabolic
ratio in plasma, respectively, at each sampling point.

Correlation Prediction
Time (hr) r? p MPE (%) MAE (%) RMSE (%)
Plasma concentration vs. AUC
0.5 0.901 <0.001 5.73 35.17 43.57
1 0.902 <0.001 —0.52 21.56 27.23
15 0.920 <0.001 20.42 32.94 48.38
2 0.956 <0.001 12.14 23.28 38.31
3 0.945 <0.001 13.83 22.50 35.90
4 0.948 <0.001 7.79 21.99 34.70
6 0.760 <0.001 40.52 56.78 77.26
8 0.887 <0.001 8.34 25.05 43.36
10 0.712 <0.001 34.83 58.96 67.35
Metabolic ratio in plasma vs. CL/F
0.5 0.020 0.460 17.55 36.26 48.88
1 0.032 0.357 16.95 36.03 47.60
15 0.067 0.174 16.00 34.92 4421
2 0.235 0.008 11.79 30.81 36.37
3 0.278 0.003 10.37 27.87 33.72
4 0.465 <0.001 8.07 29.29 36.44
6 0.527 <0.001 7.00 29.12 34.54
8 0.079 0.156 9.40 27.55 39.59
10 0.063 0.286 5.17 24.65 37.01

The p value was calculated using Pearson correlation coefficients.
MPE: mean prediction error, MAE: mean absolute error, RMSE: root mean squared error.
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volunteer. MDZ: midazolam, 1'-OHMDZ: 1'-hydroxymidazolam.
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1-3-3  JR¥midazolam$kitt & & AUCT: & NTIRFR#LE 7V 7 5 2D BIfR
PREEAE 2 AW TR R OWTRRGET LTe & 2 A BRI 5-CIEIR F midazolam Bt £ X AUC
ERBARMBE RS T ROBSICEBWCOARNE OMICABERFHBENGED bz (P =0.727)
(Table 5),
S BIZFRF O & midazolamD (LT 4 RHFAREHEL L CLE OB EZ TR 2 A T
NOEGIZBNTHME ORICAHBRHBITRED bh o7z, £7ZMPE, MAEXK U'RMSE
X, BRI G RO EIZB VT, Z2NENT7-31% K% 1V18-51% & {Kfi %~ L7= (Table 5),

Table 5 Coefficients of determination (r?) and predictions of area under the curve (AUC) and total
clearance for intravenous administration or oral clearance for oral administration (CL) from urinary
excretion of midazolam and metabolic ratio [(1'-hydroxymidazolam + 4-hydroxymidazolam)

/midazolam] in urine, respectively, after intravenous and oral administration of midazolam.

Correlation Prediction

r? p MPE (%) MAE (%) RMSE (%)
Intravenous administration
Urinary excretion of midazolam 0101  0.093 6551 9519 138.70
and AUC of midazolam ' ' ' ' '
Meta_bollc ratio in urine and CL 0.027 0391 6.61 21.24 30.62
of midazolam
Oral administration
Urinary excretion of midazolam 0727 <0.001 59 57 8047 13737
and AUC of midazolam ' ' ' ' '
Metabolic ratio in urine and CL <0.001 0925 17.60 3591 50.95

of midazolam

The p value was calculated using Pearson correlation coefficients.
MPE: mean prediction error, MAE: mean absolute error, RMSE: root mean squared error.
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FAf BE

#il% midazolam o MAEH R BE 7o vy LR PR & & midazolam @ AUC & @ BIFRIZ-DUNTH
ST L, S B CHEIEE & T midazolam @ CL % FHIT 2 IEICOW T HHETT 5 =
& T, REMEOIRY S midazolam ¢ AUC i CL #FAfiiE DO REST 2 HIE LT-,

1 i midazolam O R ENRE 2 fEbr 4 2 72 DI ITEER L 2 LB L L, #iRE ~DAHEN K E
W, F 2T OAEZ 8T 5 72 91 limited-point samplingiE i K A IEH R R A H i
TE 2080 RN RO O 54 . 2 CORIMA A >~ Tl pmidazolami 13 AUC &
RAF7 B Z R L, £70mMEF OWREREIL. R TORMAA > MZBWTHIRNE G LK,
ROEEG%, ZREN1-2050 K U4k CaEfEE R L, 2 Zin’ > 0.96% 0 >0.94TH
ST, RN GIZB W IR G#% RN ERED EIE & 2o lc, ETRAFEIZBNT
% midazolam ? f i i H i B B R ) 1305 & a2 & 3 iE ST b RIBLEFRIZ £ 2
X5 & NLE L B LA o M th midazolam i & & AUCO IR ERRE N EE L 72 D & & %
SN, RETRONT Y FLFRORE % £ T MPE, MAERX ORMSE S, BRI 5 &
A 512 £ N E AVLEIRFR] & ARFRH] Tl BRI & 7e o 72, L7228 5T, midazolam®AUCIZ,
A RN $ G- D 15[ #% [ VR 1 45 D AR§ 1% oD L midazolamii BEIZ LV Rl T & 5 2 &
RE STz,

hn % T midazolam FRARPIEE 5% 2 T & 8 REIIZ 31T 2 M Rl B AT LI X Cliow & A
B EOMBEZR L, §IRNE G514 6 FER COREREIT P >04 ThoT-, BOESICE
VNI midazolam % 1 s 5-4% 46 R[] oD i A% iR EE AR EE & CLIF O EREUT & IE 4R LT

(r*>0.4), Midazolam DO T&H % s 1'-hydroxymidazolam & 13K Tdh > 7223, 1L
S IR R E O E EIRAE 0.1 ng/mL TH Y . WG ICB W CTHOIClE N i T,
IfE PR EE R L ORI 21T 5 2 & A3 T & 7=, Midazolam F#IRPN M ON% 1 B¢ 5-% 0> midazolam
P 2-3 B TH Y . HE TH S 1-hydroxymidazolam O =381 2 B E CTH D &
WESNTBY . BEGICBOTREIICRE RENIT R0 o 72 O, BIRN KO M 5.1
2 RE 25 6 RERNIC IS 1T 2 M PR BRI EE & CL O EFREUIRERI ORI & & b ihkx [THER
L. #&51% 8 Rl DARE CTIRT L7, R IR AR EIC K 25l 217 9 729121 midazolam
PR S AL, FICREMI R AER S VT LI 2T O MERH Y | £/ CL ZFHlid 572
¥ midazolam & 1’-hydroxymidazolam O/ o Z 83 gl & 72 DR NFIET H L E 2 D
iz, Al FRIMA A > F CoOMmBERRERBI L CL OB OREREIT, HkNE S &
RAKREELHIZBWTHHERGH% 6 R TRbEMEERo7, TNHO/RENSL, 5% 6
B oD 4 i 2 AR EE 13 midazolam @ CL DFRIE L a0 B D B2 biiz, L LR b,
D OWREREBITIMEFRE & AUC ORI LY HIRfETH -T2,

Chaobal & (3. midazolamift kN M ONEE 1 $¢ 5-1% 5IRF ] & 6/ i o 1 1 midazolamifs £ 23 AUC
THNCEETH D EME L TWEY, —F5, Lindx, #51%40 T o Mg midazolami 5
IZAUC TN Bl T db 5 &y L72™, ARER TIN5 %oz 7 v 7RI
[FAECH -T2y, FRNIE GRS ORE R > 7 ) U ZRERIIZ 2 E TOHSE & g L, ik
BRI ThH-7-, LinL, AEIETORMAKAA > N THEERMAERRDLNTEY, 4FT
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DG L RXRFERIZRNEEZDND, E-MBETEEABL L CLOREREIL, Mg
L AUCOLRE L © B TH o 72, CYPIETERFARIZ 1345 FLE S oD S b i 2 <o i A 4K
#b & O TAUCRCLORHIE M T T D, A RT7 4 U TH A IEEILDAUC IICLEF
MNEETHLZ BB NTWD, R Z2 HWZFHETlL, CYPRERDO LAWY MK
2R OmLEW 2 i+ 5 2 & TRICPHRIC DL 2 222t L, Bk o5
AT D2 ENARETH D, L L0 D REIC X W EEOCYPR#MINTFET D5HA
b0 BRI 72 OIIE R TORBWEG N LI L 72 0 | AREHEL 2 FH VO 72 5T A 1 IR 5
HEEbLH 5,

KTl m AN F—2 g UiEE AT MPE. MAE KO RMSE #5H L, THINA T
A LOKEE &R L 7=, Midazolam S AR G- 1.5 BEREC I 1T 531 7 A L K5 1T 15% A0 TH
. LARTORFZE CHE SN HMiEOFREHEAN TH - 72 B0, LavL, BO#5% 4 B
BT D TR AL T A (MPE) ITHIREFE TH - 7248, FHIEEOEE CH D MAE, RMSE
%, SCHERERA & bl 5 L A2 R L2, Midazolam #2 11# 512351 5 CYP3A4 O
REHIFRRNIR 5 OEA L B0 | HFEER 5% O CYP3AL DEEZZ T 5 ™, Z0-bik
A 512 £ % CYP3A4 IEVEFEARILNTNE X OGE D CYPIEMEZ T2 2 & & 72 5, # RN
K% 1.5 FEICH 1T 5 midazolam #EFE % V72 AUC TR ISR D& 5% 4 BRefICRIT 5
midazolam JE £ % 7= AUC TRl bl LT, B TH-o7-, KO 512381F 5 midazolam
T & 2 AUC FEATECiE, WIROEBO 72 59, & O CYP3A4 OB L G- T
BRSNS ERIRNEE G- DG A L VK ol B X bND, I nE T, BT 7Y
7 (3 EIXIE 4 BIORFM) X2 FRET X, 1 SR EER LGS L i LT,
midazolam @ AUC FID /A 7 A LAEE DR/ NS W ERWE SN TN D 00 L
UG, BRRBRICB W CTEENSEERER M EZ1T 5 2 SIXREER G AN 202D, 1
BRI X 5 FEIE CYP3A4 @ in vivo phenotyping 2175 L CEETH S, BIRENZ L2,
Misaka © % midazolam DKM &4 G-I LEEAR D RSCRIEH OFBUZ DN B2 L Z2HE L
TW5 N Lis-> T, & midazolam # 5% 0 1 fifkiiid, mlsEo/hLBE, £7203
B, FEEDE L EEY R 5O MEEICHI RO & 5 B IR L THERITITH Z &0
FRETE E B X B ND, BRIMEEEZW ST 2 & CRHIBIECHRMEEZ WO T2 &N T, KA
EORAEGIC LD ZRBLSETICRRAZIT ) 2N TE 5 1AM L DFHEILA
MR HETHD Z EDRRBIND,

Z AU E TmidazolamZ VN 72 CYP3AAE MR (2 BE 3~ 2 5 IR IR EE 2 © & 12T T
B, RBEERHONTBATIXIEE A STt T e, CYPIEMREME & U TR R % A
THZENTENR, BMANEEET, HREOAHLEINTE 5, 4E. KR midazolam
PR B A AUCIICLE THITZ 208 9 0 &2 M2 T 572912, midazolam® [k Fr 4kt
3R A L & midazolamD AUC X CL & D BIFRIC OV TREET 21T > 72, R midazolam#E it
B2 HOWZHETIE, a5 oA midazolam®DAUC & ORICAH B 7R IEOFBENERD bz,
Z O 7= midazolam/R FHEME 2SR 0 & 5% OAUCTHIDIRIE L 72 V15D WREMEN B 5, F 7=
FRN IR G TIIE G EN D W=D R P midaozlamPt B B ERAE & 722 0 . HICEME T 2
Mo T2 REMEDNE 2 BT,
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Streetman & 1% JRHPAREHLIZCYPIAABREDIEIE L L THM TH 5 Z L 2atE L2y, A
TIEIR AR FE i midazolam D CL & FHBIEALR 358 & B AL o 7=, Streetman & O 5 Tl
AR HAE RN L Y midazolam D CLA ZE (L & BTV 5%, L LA Tlimidazolam#% 5- 8 %
EHES 5 Z & CMBEFREZ 2 S 7203, CLEGBITO TN Tholz, Db RHPHILT
& CLORNZAHBEBAMR AT B AL 72 o T Al REME DB 2 BTz,

PLEOFREE S midazolam® AUCIE#H RN #¢ 5-1% 1.51F [ K& OV 11 # 5- 1% 41¢[R] o ifn 5 vh
midazolamiEE 2 FHli§ 2 2 & TTFRT D ENAMRETH 5 EE 2 Bz, & 512, midazolam
% 1% 5-1% O bR midazolam i & X AUCRE O FRAE & 72 5 AIREME SRS Dz, Zhvb D)7
%1%, midazolam® AUCTIIZf# T & . CYP3A4Din vivo phenotypinglZ i il T & 2 mREMEN
b5, FIoZOIFEIREENMELS . FHEEHSCRINEEOME A ZE TR LIS ATRE T H
HEBZHND,
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F2E  EERAEMREARRFEDOTDDI 7 T VAR DRIE
BIE

717 T NEREREAT 5 T & T EIZED CYPIEMECIEMFE AAEH 2532 2 & 28 A[gE T
& % 3% Pittsburgh cocktail”, “Karolinska cocktail”, “Cooperstown cocktail”, “Inje cocktail”
IR EDREx 2T 7 T VBRI TR TV S AT nje cocktail X CYP1IA2 OREE L LT
caffeine, CYP2C9 D& & L C losartan, CYP2C19 M AE & L T omeprazple, CYP2D6 D FLE
& L C dextromethorphan, CYP3A4 J£&E & L T midazolam 28 W\ H TR . &2 TOHRE T
ROBERETH D P, SHICLEMELEVERITHDL Z L, R CIERROILE K Z
HWNTH 7 7 aklra 350 LT,

A7 TV RBRIT— B ORI LV R OEWH BN AZRHMECTE 2 Z LIRS TVD
M. %< DA T RBRITA CYP EIKFE O AR 237200 2 & 23l LTy 2 94047,
Z D7z CYP FHEH I EIRIARED A 7 7 VA I 7o 45 I K O W B RE 2L 3
CYP AR BN PIFIZ I 1T 2 B RE 2L & A IR TH O . B 7 TVl CHEWHE A
YEH O E SRR 23 7T EE Tdb 5 2MI H 3T,

55 2 W CIEL, CYP FFEIE I HERIHRF IR BEAER % 1 7 7 Vil o OB K H
B EREBRORE R 2 T 5 Z 1KY . WA &R OE &R EE LToR s
TIVRBROZEI ML REET 5 2 LA R E LTz,

CYP PHER L I L LT, T CIPHEMEN SUIFHEMEH 35 53 T % SRR 22 3K5
T % cimetidine, fluvoxamine, rifampicin % F\ 7=, Cimetidine (Z7HLPEIEBIRFRIECTH O |
HEEMALICFIET 5 Hy ZARE LS L CHBR WA KT 2 ™, Cimetidine (1% CYP
Ly FREAPRET 5, HFlZ CYP2D6 & CYP3A4 Z3RICIHET % ™, F7- CYP2C19 PHEE
HbmbohTng 0, 2okt AEoR# 2 mE L, miEhREL2%E L < ERSE, §
B2 EOMBLOFREMEZ R D Z L3 BTW 5 ™, Fluvoxamine IZ3#RAE v b=/
VAR EERZ o2 23 TH Y, CYPLA2 & CYP2C19 #IZMET S, Lo,
THRHDORE LR EY AT S L EomiEhiEE L2 FE S5 9, Rifampicin (3515
WIHTH Y, ME D DNAKFEERNARY AT —BIZEH L, RNAGRARET 52 & Tht
AR 274 8, Rifampicin (21398 /172 CYP 3BEMEMA R H 0 . BF SO 212 L i d
TR T S8, BRI EAET S 2 28, Rifampicin 122 < @ CYP FBE/EH N & 5 8,
FT 8 CYP3A4 B /ERIZIE S BTN D B8,

B TIVRBROFYMH EAEROEBNRBRIEES LTORSMERGEET 522 &4 BvE L
T A7 T VBRI X 5 CYPIR RN & H— D CYPAYE S (CYP 1A2, 2C9, 2C19, 2D6, 3A4)
Z FO T BB 530k 12 L 5 CYPIEMEREAM O #5 5 2 Lk et L7,
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F2HE HiE

2-2-1 RE

Caffeine, losartan, omeprazole, dextromethorphan, midazolam, dextrorphan, 1'-hydroxymidazolam
KON nitrazepam {3 Sigma-Aldrich Co.LLC  (St. Louis, MO, USA) 7»& . paraxanthine, E-3174,
5-hydroxyomeprazole [3FEHEAE TNt ORMR) K OB A L7, BRARRBRICHE T L7
TxA v IRTA] 1T~A T 88 ), =a2—n X VEEEMSD (RR), AT T —b
BEIZT A R TER S (KWK, A¥a @A FRIE (K. RAVI D LEET AT Z
ABEE (), V77 U nEE =38 G . 2 7 A M EEIER B AR AR
K&t (KB . 7 7' v A —/LEET Meiji Seika 7 7 L~ RSt R »HEA L, 20
il DOFRIEN T2 THIR DRk H A S 2 L L7z,

2-2-2 7 TNVEER
2-2-2-1 X

PEBRAE (AR AN P 19 44 B & L E%zm+2mﬁ/WE&9¢1m@f&oto
PRFIIARBR O BHRY, HiE, FRHESNL0%R, B HERIC X 28~ S I & O R E#HE
DAEEMZR ElZ oW THaIZ@ 252, 3CGEI ﬁ%«@ﬁm ZEE Ule, E72lR 18
MATL Y caffeine Z G5 AT B L —F 7 )L —r P 2 — 273 KON RECE OB B A &%
1B U7, AERIERE 1 T IRAR 2 B K7 M OV i VRS2 K P OWF R B B 22123 W) TRGRTA
ANV URES AT L CEM LTz, ARBRIT UMIN R RERS SRS 2 T S8 L < FEh
L7~ (UMIN000016113) ,

2-2-2-2 BRI
2-2-2-2-1 I TNEESE
BeBR# 1 caffeine 100 mg(h 7 = A > 7R =1 |) . losartan 25 mg (= = — 2 ¥ > §E) . omeprazole

Time (hr)

| | T
L

-) 1

0

|

|

Blood sampling I
]

Administration of cocktail drug

* Caffeine 100mg
-Losartan 25mg
*Omeprazole 20mg

*Dextromethorphan 30 mg
*Midazolam 15 ug/kg

Fig. 7 Time schedule of administration of cocktail drug (caffeine, losartan, omeprazole,
dextromethorphan and midazolam) and blood sampling. The black arrow shows the timing of
blood sampling. The cocktail drug was administered at the start of the cocktail study.
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20mg (A A 77— L$E) . dextromethorphan 30 mg (A = §€). midazolam 15 pg/kg ( K/L
SHLNE) A TARE UCRFICRH L, 3851, %5% 05, 1, 15, 2, 3. 4,
6 KON 8 I ERIM 21T > 7= (Fig. 7)., 1 [BERIMEIT 7 mL & U, Mg & 0 AR % 0Bt L.
—80°C TIRAE L 72, MfAZ FU T HLHE Wi B K OV ARG IR BE 2 I L7, R 13—t
ML, b7 TV O 4 RS ICEER 28R LT,

2-2-2-2-2 BRIV a—) (CYP FHEER O ERER 5L

Control #j], rifampicin . cimetidine #1. fluvoxamine D7t 4 2> TH 7 7 LVRER 21T
ST, Ik, FHORMIZIL, CYP X7 545755 M OPRFE @ wash out I & LT 2 B L L
DIRFEHAE A 7% T 72,

WeBRFE X rifampicin # TiX, #RBARATH £ T rifampicin450mg (V 7 7 P 7 EL) 1 H
1A, AN 6 AMRAL, MBS Bl 7 T AEERM L, 2-2-2-2-1 OFETH I T
ARBR AT > 7=, Cimetidine #1TiZ. cimetidine 400 mg (¥ H A v bEE) ZRABRETH OF Lt iE
Ai. ABRY H oA 1 EIARA L7=%. control ¥ RIEED HFETH 7 T VRBREZIT -T2,
Fluvoxamine #] & [FI£kIZ. fluvoxamine 25 mg (7 7' = A —/L§E) A 3BRATH O8] & ghEat, &
Br B ool 1 EIARM L7z, control i & [ARR D 7L TH 7 7 Vikli 217> 7 (Fig. 8).

2-2-3 HEEFEEMFERBR

2-2-3-1 X%

PEBRE I IARFR RN I 24 4 2 kPG & L, 4Fln 234 £ 3.2 5%, {AH 65.2+81kg ThoTo,
ARERICBAT 2 A B BGCRBRAT O I I X, 2-2-2-1 LAk TH D, £ 7oARBRIL UMIN
PRFRBROBR GRS AT LB Gk L C i L= (UMIN000020286) .

Cocktail study Cocktail study Cocktail study Cocktail study
(Control period) (Rifampicin period) (Cimetidine period) (Fluvoxamine period)

|

RAAAAANINNTEos SRR At
Rifampicin Cimetidine Fluvoxamine -
450 mg 400 mg 25 mg
s.i.d 6 days b.id 2 days b.i.d 2 days

Fig. 8 Time schedule of cytochrome P450 (CYP) inducer (rifampicin) and inhibitor (cimetidine
or fluvoxamin) administration in cocktail study. The black arrow shows the timing of
administration of CYP inducer or inhibitor.
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2-2-3-2 REBRFIE
2-2-3-2-1 EEERMKRE

PEREIL AL B, C. D7 NV—TDETN—TI26 AT OHD RS, A 7 /V— 71X caffeine
100mg (W7 =A> [FRx=A)]), BZ/V—F L losartan25mg (==—wm ¥ &), C 7/ L—7
I% omeprazole 20 mg (A A 7 Z —/L§E), D 7 /L — 7| dextromethorphan 30 mg (A ¥ = > §E)
ZRRA U7z, S 5aT, B 5% 05, 1, 15, 2, 3, 4. 6 KO 8 BEICHIL %47 - 7= (Fig. 9),
Bl 8 L ORI R 1B LT, 2-2-2-2-1 & [ARRIC 3 0E L 7=,

2-2-3-2-2 BERTVa—) (CYP FHEEK O EREREHIE)

AR I SCER R D72y CYP BYH & CYP 83 SUIAEFEROMA G DI L Gl g
Sl L7=, A 7 /v— 71 control . rifampicin #1. fluvoxamine #1® & 3 #1. B 7 /L — 7' control
#. fluvoxamine #1DFt 2 #], C 7 /v —71% control 1], rifampicin #1, cimetidine ¥ D7t 3 1],
D 7 /—=7Z control #, rifampicin #]. cimetidine #. fluvoxamine #1DF 4 BAIZIE - T HAH
HRBRAEITo 72, 7ok, SHORIZIE, CYPIZXT 5% #58 K OFHE O wash out #ifi] & LT
2 LA L ORFHM 2507 72,

Rifampicin #, cimetidine #], fluvoxamine #i% 2-2-2-2-2 L [FED A 7 ¥ = — )L Cilllk % 52
i L7 (Fig. 10),

0.5

Time (hr) 1.5

0 1 2 3 4 6
| I | |
| | | | | | |
rr11t 1t 1 1
T

|7Silgle administration of CYP substrate

-1

|
|
Blood sampling ‘l'

Group A: Caffeine 100 mg
Group B : Losartan 25mg
Group C: Omeprazole 20mg
Group D : Dextromethorphan 30 mg

Fig. 9 Time schedule of administration of single cytochrome P450 (CYP) substrate (caffeine,
losartan, omeprazole or dextromethorphan) and blood sampling. The black arrow shows the
timing of blood sampling. The CYP substrate was administered at the start of the single
administraion study.
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Group A (Caffeine)

Single administration study
(Control period)

{ U
RASAAAE

Rifampicin
450 mg
s.i.d 6 days

Single administration study
(Rifampicin period)

Group B (Losartan)

Single administration study Single administration study
(Control period) (Fluvoxamine period)

o4
o 1Y

25 mg
b.i.d 2 days

Group C (Omeprazole)

Single administration study
(Rifampicin period)

{

Single administration study
(Control period)

Rifampicin
450 mg
s.i.d 6 days

Group D (Dextromethorphan)

Single administration study

(Control period) (Rifampicin period)

U

Single administration study

(Fluvoxamine period)

U

Fluvoxamine
25 mg
b.i.d 2 days

Cd

Single administration study
(Cimetidine period)

i

v

Cimetidine
400 mg
b.i.d 2 days

Single administration study Single administration study
(Cimetidine period)

pt

Single administration study
(Fluvoxamine period)

st

Rifampicin
450 mg
s.id 6 days

Cimetidine
400 mg
b.id 2 days

Fluvoxamine
25 mg
b.i.d 2 days

Fig. 10 Time schedule of cytochrome P450 (CYP) inducer (rifampicin) and inhibitor (cimetidine
or fluvoxamine) administration in single administration study. The black arrow shows the timing
of administration of CYP inducer or inhibitor. In group A were administered caffeine. In group B
were administered losartan. In group C were administered omeprazole. In group D were

administered dextromethorphan.
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2-2-4 1M OIY) K ORGP BRI E
2-2-4-1  MFRRARDO RIS T

MAERRR 0.3 mL (Z N AEHEY) ' & L C nitrazepam (100 ng/mL) % 100 uL ¥#$J0 L . acetonitrile
900 pL Zhnz.. [EFEHH (OstroTM 96-Well Plate, Waters, Milford, MA, USA) %177z, i
i 10 uL & LC-MS/MS Hakkl & L7=,

2-2-4-2 LC-MS/MS 44

HPLC i 1100LC system (Agilent Technologies, Wilmington, DE, USA) &5/ L7-, 8D 7
2% CAPCELL PAK C18 MGIIT (150 mm x 2 mm; id, 5 pum, &/E%., HR) ZEHL, Lo
Z X CAPCELL PAK C18 MGIII S-5 (10 mmx2 mm; id, 5 um, &A%, #HR) ZfH L7,
T MEEIX 40°CE L=, BEIAIL 10 mM ammonium acetate (A) & N acetonitorile (B) %
A BIE 0-6 431 AB (77.5:225), 6-12 431X AB (1:9) & L7z, il 0.2 mL/min, &
Rrffi & 12 3 & L=,

BBy HT#% 1% API3000 system (Applied Biosystems, Forester City, CA, USA) %/ L7-, 1=
A A1 Electro Spray lonization {51C KV A A b S W, FLEW O transition (m/z) K}
TG A =2 %FE LT (Table 6) . & COHEMER T — Z fi##T13 Analyst software (versionl.4.1,
AB SCIEX, Framingham, MA, USA) % W CiTo 7, MEfRIE Table 7 TR L7242 W C
TRk L. U CEA T ZFIH Lz %,
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Table 6 Analytical parameters for LC-MS/MS.

CYP probe drugs Polarity Precursor Product DP CE CXP
/metabolite (m/z) (m/z) (V) (eV) (V)
CYP1A2

Caffeine + 195 138 60 30

Paraxanthine + 181 124 60 30 8
CYP2C9

Losartan + 423 207 60 22

E-3174 + 437 235 60 16 8
CYP2C19

Omeprazole + 346 198 60 10

5-hydroxyomeprazole + 362 214 60 12 8
CYP2D6

Dextromethorphan + 272 171 60 38

Dextrorphan + 258 199 60 26 8
CYP3A4

Midazolam + 326 291 60 24

1’-hydroxymidazolam + 342 324 60 20 8
Internal standard

Nitrazepam + 282 236 60 52 8

DP: Declustering potential, CE: Collision energy, CXP: Collision cell exit potential.

Table 7 Calibration curves and sensitivity of the assay of human plasma and urine.

CYP probe drugs Retention time Plasma calibration range

/metabolite (min) (ng/mL)
Caffeine 55 10-10000
Paraxanthine 4.4 10-10000
Losartan 10.6 1-1000
E-3174 10.3 1-1000
Omeprazole 10.8 1-1000
5-hydroxyomeprazole 104 1-1000
Dextromethorphan 11.2 0.1-100
Dextrorphan 95 0.1-100
Midazolam 11.7 0.1-100
1’-hydroxymidazolam 11.2 0.1-100
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2-25 XV E2—IZXB Vv baRXRTT 0 ToHr
2-2-5-1 SCERIRSE

AT — & X— A PubMed % VT, B~ CYP B 3K (CYP1A2, 2C9, 2C19, 2D6, 3A4)
72 HNE CYP BN OPHEHE A OFH L 72RO W AAERIC BT 23S OMBEEIT o7,
KR EFERITHGEE L, M REmCE 2019 4F 3 A 3L HE TIZARSINZ@L L Lic, FmEK
\ZAE % key words (ZLL Fooi@E Y & L7,

Key words : caffeine, losartan, omeprazole, dextromethorphan, midazolam, rifampicin, cimetidine,

fluvoxamine

fi 220 ¢ (caffeine OR losartan OR omeprazole OR dextromethorphan OR midazolam) AND
(rifampicin OR cimetidine OR fluvoxamine)

2-2-5-2 CEROBIR & 7 — Z OHAH
IWAE U7 XD s B T IS LB 2056 S0 B R T 5 72012, LA FO&ME 27236 O & fif
Mretg s U CBEIR LT,

1) Bk (A Zxt8E LTS,

2) WA OHEG LD,

3) CYPEHAHMEL LT\ 5,

4) BHIOIEYFE LOMAERZHRE L TWD,

5) CYP ik & OPE =G I JEGRHIIR D CYP B H D AUC & L < IZCL O #H N H 5,

IR U Tz SR Ot am SIS DWW T, ENEN DR ICB T 25 XM E S L, #Hie
IREM L DR AT o1z, Flo~vA 7 v F—XR BRIIRIN LT,

2-2-6  CYP2C19 D#f=T L RIFHME

77 2 DNA IZ, FIAEEIZHE-> T QlAamp DNA Blood Mini kit (Qiagen, Hiden, Germany)
ZHWTERE Y voREk oAl L7z, CYP2C19* 1, CYP2C19*2, CYP2C19 *3 %, 9 TIiZ
&SN TV % TagMan-based assay TAE L 7= ¥,

2-2-7 FEDENREFERIRT A — Z fEHT
BIRW) R O DI ENRE LN T A — T ) v a L — h A v MEFTEIC L VBT L
77o AUCq 1% 1-2-2-1 L [EIRED FETHEI L,

2-2-8 T —XFENT

T ZIXEME + R TR Lo, #atfEHTIX GraphPad Prism software  (version 5.0,
GraphPad, San Diego, CA, USA) # W TiTo 70, MEIEE G OIEMBNREFN) T X — X
DFEFHFHIA B ZDOHIEIL. Wilcoxon OFFZNENARE & U 1T-72, Control #a KL L,
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rifampicin #1, cimetidine ] & O fluvoxamine 1% tbi L7272, 71 7 7 /L5l Tl rifampicin
1. cimetidine #], fluvoxamine HDFt 3 [B]l, BHME GBI T 5 A 71— rifampicin
1, fluvoxamine W15t 2 [B], B 77 /L— 713 fluvoxamine #1o 1 [7], C 7 /L— 713 rifampicin ],
cimetidine #1DEt 2 [B], D 7 /L— 713 rifampicin ], cimetidine #. fluvoxamine ¥ &t 3 ElD
BMEEIT> T2, LI THRFHFIIFENTIZ W T, Bonferoni #iEI1Z X 0 4 7 7 VikBRClifa
BRER 1.7%A00 . B 5RBRICB T 5 A 70— 3fERER 25% K. B 7 — I fERER
5%A . C 7 —7I3fERE 2.5% A, D 7 /L— 7 IXfERE L1% RG22 AR LD D & HE
L7z,

SCERBRSRIZ LV CYP FHEHE K O ERE R 5%, & CYP IEHEA BME 5 L, CYP &%
M LTV DS AR BN LT, B 7 7 VakBR, JEESRE M 5308, B L7=fmsto AUC 4
a2 R, AUC ZERiE, IFTOX TR L -

B R I E R 4% o0 CYP FE R AUC (ng « hr/mL)
Control ™ CYP JE 3o AUC (ng - hr/mL)

AUC Z#R =

CYP JEE K L sk N O HEK DM A G HEICB W T, BE ORI ERINTZHA.
NEND AUC ZENROSHE 2 v i,

2-2-9 XEBMEROCEEEBMEBEERRE V7 T NLVRBRO LR

B U7 STk L VB B 53k O AUC ZEh=R & 1 7 7 VakBk O AUC Z8h=R % i L7,
SCHRER A e VB 53R D AUC B & 1 7 7 ViRl D AUC ZEEROR] T, /b ik
AW CTHERER 2TV, MHERERE R Lz, B EEREIIE T Y o O ERE
FRIEVEIZE - T, fERER 5% A2 AR AAH D L HE LT,

X BT, RS R OB SR B 5B & o 7 7 VB D AUC BRI 2R, liF O
FRRI 72 22 B A fes8 L7, AUC BEhEIE, IFOXTHRILE

H 7T VERER D CYP E D AUC Z &)=
SCHRER S K QMBS H M 3 53 BR 0 CYP W #K o AUC £ &R

AUC ZERE =
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I MR

2-3-1 BT NVRBRIZ LD CYP EEEE M
Caffeine ™ AUC % control #f & tbf L C, cimetidine #f & fluvoxamine #£ CZ 24 38% &

71%A B2 HIN L 7=, Caffeine ¢ AUC 1 rifampicin £ Tl3A B 22 ZLIXER0 b7 H- 7= (Fig.
11 A), Losartan @ AUC % control #f & bbif L T, rifampicin £ T 42%J8/0 L 7=, LI L7203 5
cimetidine #f & fluvoxamine #£™ AUC IZ control #E & b 12 & A EBILDRO Hivie o7z

(Fig. 11 B), Omeprazole ™ AUC % control #f & Fbiz L C. cimetidine #£ & O fluvoxamine # C
ZIEIL 139% K TN 184%H4 i1 L 7=, Rifampicin £ i, omeprazole @ AUC (% 18% 23 L 7=

(Fig. 11 C), Dextromethorphan @ AUC % cimetidine #£ CH B 72 #4147~ L. control #f & Lhiik
LT 147%E 00 L 7=, Fluvoxamine 7 i dextromethorphan @ AUC (ZZALITFED HiLig o7z
723, rifampicin B Tl 34% DA E 2B 0378 9 B ivTe, (Fig. 11 D), Midazolam @ AUC < control
B & b3 cimetidine #f T 55% 7 & (C BN L 7=, —J57. rifampicin #£i3 control £ & Fifz L C 5%
F CRIEZHEAD Lz (Fig. 11E),
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Fig. 11 AUC results for caffeine, losartan, omeprazole, dextromethorphan, or midazolam in
combination with control, cimetidine, fluvoxamine or rifampicin in the cocktail study.

(A) AUC of caffeine, (B) AUC of losartan, (C) AUC of omeprazole, (D) AUC of dextromethorphan
and (E) AUC of midazolam in combination with control, cimetidine, fluvoxamine or rifampicin.
Values are presented as the mean £ SD. *p<0.017 compared with the AUC of the control using the
Wilcoxon signed-rank tests, and using a Bonferroni correction for multiple comparisons.

AUC: area under the curve, cont: control, CIM: cimetidine, FLV: fluvoxamine, RFP: rifampicin.
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2-3-2 CYP EEIEBMFB ERBRICT L 5 CYP {EHEEEHE

CYP J/EIK L CYP I IPAEIE D 15 MMOMAED 5 BT CTHE ST 8l
[ZDWT CYP SR HMEE 53kBk 2 9406 L 7=, Z O#ER:, caffeine © AUC I, fluvoxamine
A% 512 0 control # & Fhie L C 76%3#4 0 L 7=, Rifampicin fif¢5-CliX. caffeine ™ AUC %
6% L7=28 A EZEITRO b - 7= (Fig. 12 A), £ 7= fluvoxamine i 512 & 1V losartan
® AUC IZH B R BAITFE S e~ 7= (Fig. 12 B), Omeprazole @ AUC i, control & & [t
2 LC, cimetidine A 5128V 8% L7, & 5IZ, rifampicin Aij#% 512 X 5 omeprazole
® AUC I, control & e L T 88% DD 338 B T- 3 AEZEITFR D b vz h- 7= (Fig.
12 C), Dextromethorphan @ AUC %, cimetidine gij#¢5-12 & ¥ control #f & Lhifgz L T 155%HE 0
L7z, &S5, rifampicin A 51231 % dextromethorphan @ AUC 1%, control £ & Lbifgs L C
77%DY %~ L7- (Fig. 12D),
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Fig. 12 Results of AUC for caffeine, losartan, omeprazole or dextromethorphan in combination with
control, cimetidine, fluvoxamine or rifampicin in single administration studies.

(A) AUC of caffeine in combination with control, fluvoxamine or rifampicin, (B) AUC of losartan in
combination with control or fluvoxamine, (C) AUC of omeprazole in combination with control,
cimetidine or rifampicin, (D) AUC of dextromethorphan in combination with control, cimetidine,
fluvoxamine or rifampicin. Values are presented as the mean + SD. Significance was determined
using the Wilcoxon signed-rank tests, using a Bonferroni correction for multiple comparisons. The
caffeine and omeprazole groups were significantly different at p<0.025, the losartan group was
significantly different at p<0.05, and the dextromethorphan group was significantly different at
p<0.017.

AUC: area under the curve, cont: control, RFP: rifampicin, CIM: cimetidine, and FLV: fluvoxamine.
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2-3-3 CERRERHE R

PubMed |Z & SCHRAR SR 24T o 7o R, BAIOF—TU — FFRERIZ L D 1060 10 23
ST, I, title & abstract DINEE T D IAFZAT S T kR | 183 HEDMFE 2 EH L 7=,
BT 183 RO D H B, 18 fEDHFFE &38R L 7= #8919 (Fig, 13),

CYP JEIK L CYP FE 3 I EFEIKD 15 OfAGDLED 5 5 7 SO A I 2 Sk
NHEOMMoT-, LU, dextromethorphan (21, E DA TH EEEL - T HE ITMER
TERNoT,

Potentially relevant publications screened for retrieval: 1060

J

’ ‘( Excluded reports
L 717
(" Publications retrieved for assessment of the title: 343 )
Caffeine Losartan Omeprazole Dextromethorphan Midazolam

RFP 18 RFP 6 RFP 52 RFP 3 RFP 87
CIM 37 CIM 3 CIM 65 CIM 2 CIM 12
\ FLV 32 FLV 1 FLV 7 FLV 12 FLV 6 y

>

Excluded reports
> 160

J

Publications retrieved for assessment of the abstract: 183
Caffeine Losartan Omeprazole Dextromethorphan Midazolam

RFP 7 RFP 4 RFP 26 RFP 0 RFP 72
CIM 15 CIM 3 CIM 16 CIM 0 CIM 12
FLV 17 FLV 0 FLV 4 FLV 1 FLV 6

Excluded reports

L 165

>

J

Reports included in the current study: 18
Caffeine Losartan Omeprazole Dextromethorphan Midazolam

RFP 0 RFP 1 RFP 0 RFP 0 RFP 8
CIM 1 CIM 1 CIM 0 CIM 0 CIM 5
FLV 0 FLV 0 FLV 1 FLV 0 FLV 1

Fig. 13 Number of studies selected from the literature for drug interactions when using a single

cytochrome P450 (CYP) probe drug and a CYP inhibitor or inducer. The numbers represent the
number of studies selected from the literature.
RFP: rifampicin, CIM: cimetidine and FLV: fluvoxamine.
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2-3-4 CBREE KR O CYP EEIKBEMBERBR L B 7 7 VAR ik

717 T ViRER KON CYP S B B 53k & SCRIR SR A5 S 4 Table 8 (2% &, control # &
interaction 1> AUC K& TN AUC E &)= % 7R L 7=, Table 8 (273 CYP ZEE S BB 5 Dk FLi%,
SCHRIR SR G R M NS BT - 72 CYP FE S BUMIR 5B OFE R A S Lo Th 5, STk
B MO CYP B FERMPL 53BR D> AUC BEIR & 1 7 7 Lk AUC ZE)R(IZHES VTR
a2 3206 L 7= (Fig. 14),

CYP2C19 1T HOW TITE MBI RME ST s 19 5 SCECld. omeprazole &
fluvoxamine DALAGOHEIZE L T, HEEHRE/ NT A —Z )3, extensive metabolizers (EM) .
intermediate metabolizers (IM) ., poor metabolizers (PM) @ 3 >D 7 /L— 12551 bV T|RE &
T2 9, Zofew, AEIOH S TARB L FEEOFIETHEL, BEOREORTL T
L7z %,

PSR SRS S J OF CYP SR SR B H53kBR & 1 7 7 VIR OFE R L WS AR
DIAEITL & 725720, EHRAEN LISESIEE EE&EFHMENE LI RDEE2 b5,
el | 2 BB SR P HABR 1T 3 1T D AUC ZR8h=R & Bl 7 7 ViR IC 3 1T 5 AUC &)
E7ay hL, BEEREIT TR R, BEROME1X1.231 Tho7o, F-HBIHREIE 0.959
&L MEORNZRWIEOMEANZE O biviz (Fig. 14),

WIZ CYP EE I L CYP FE L OFHEIKD 17 O AEDHEIZ OV T, I 5RBR L O
B 7T IVERER T O AUC ZEIER DX ) 728 2 554 L 7= (Fig. 15), CYP PHEHK & & HE D
FLI A o K OF rifampicin BT 512351 5 cafffeine & losartan (235 7 2 v ~id AUC £H)
SElh=1 % 5K L LT50%LLN T -7 (Fig. 15).,
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Table 8 AUC and AUC change rate results of probe drugs in the cocktail study, single administration studies and studies selected from the literature.

Literature or

Cocktail study single administration study

CYP inducer  Genotype of AUC : AUC- AUC AUC : AUC- AUC
Number CYP probe drug orinhibitor  CYP2C19 & control interaction  change control interaction change Reference
(ng-hr/mL)  (ng-hr/mL) rate (ng-hr/mL) (ng-hr/mL) rate

1 Caffeine Rifampicin 10700 0.91 9290 8630 0.94 This study
2 (CYP1A2) Cimetidine 12000 15800 1.38 18900 31100 1.65 [90]
3 Fluvoxamine 18200 1.71 9290 16300 1.76 This study
4 Losartan Rifampicin 128 0.58 349 225 0.64 [91]
5 (CYP2C9) Cimetidine 224 217 1.00 791 931 1.18 [92]
6 Fluvoxamine 198 0.92 170 181 1.08 This study
7 Omeprazole Rifampicin 195 0.18 325 0.12 This study
8 (CYP2C19) Cimetidine 1380 2010 2.39 2130 2980 1.82 This study
9 Fluvoxamine EM 582 1700 3.93 1480 7910 5.34 [93]
10 IM 1030 1880 1.92 4230 9570 2.26 [93]
11 PM 3920 4330 1.12 11500 13900 1.21 [93]
12 Dextromethorphan Rifampicin 511 0.66 1.74 0.23 This study
13 (CYP2D6) Cimetidine 111 22.6 2.47 6.36 15.3 2.55 This study
14 Fluvoxamine 10.1 1.11 10.5 1.33 This study
15 Midazolam Rifampicin 0.577 0.05 214 353 0.10 [82’81%5?]""98’
16 (CYP3A4) Cimetidine 13.3 18.9 1.55 769 1120 1.42 [99-103]
17 Fluvoxamine 14.4 1.15 203 283 1.39 [104]

CYP: cytochrome P450, AUC: area under the curve.
# Genetic polymorphisms of CYP2C19 divided into three groups of extensive metabolizers (EM), intermediate metabolizers (IM), and poor metabolizers (PM).
Each group of CYP2C19 gene polymorphism was n = 10 in the EM group, n =5 in the IM group, and n = 4 in the PM group.
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Change rate of AUC in the cocktail study

Fig. 14 Comparison of the change rate of the AUC in studies selected from the literature and
single administration studies with that in the cocktail study.

Each point represents the value of each AUC change rate of a probe drug. The solid line shows the
linear relationship between the ratio of the AUC from studies selected from the literature and
single administration studies and that from the cocktail study, and the correlation coefficient (r) is
0.959 (p<0.001). The points fit the liner equation, y = 1.231x—0.1963, where y is the change rate
of the AUC in the single administration study and x is the change rate of the AUC in the cocktail
study. The dashed line shows the 95 percent confidence interval.

Each number indicates the following combination. 1: caffeine and rifampicin, 2: caffeine and
cimetidine, 3: caffeine and fluvoxamine, 4: losartan and rifampicin, 5: losartan and cimetidine, 6:
losartan and fluvoxamine, 7: omeprazole and rifampicin, 8: omeprazole and cimetidine, 9:
omeprazole and fluvoxamine (extensive metabolizers for CYP2C19), 10: omeprazole and
fluvoxamine (intermediate metabolizers for CYP2C19), 11: omeprazole and fluvoxamine (poor
metabolizers for CYP2C19), 12: dextromethorphan and rifampicin, 13: dextromethorphan and
cimetidine, 14: dextromethorphan and fluvoxamine, 15: midazolam and rifampicin, 16:
midazolam and cimetidine, 17: midazolam and fluvoxamine.

CYP: cytochrome P450, AUC: area under the curve.
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Fig. 15 Ratio of the AUC change rate of the cocktail study to that of single administration study in
each cytochrome P450 (CYP) probe drug when combined with a CYP inducer or inhibitor.

Each point represents the value of each ratio of the AUC change rate of the probe drug.

AUC: area under the curve, RFP: rifampicin, CIM: cimetidine, FLV: fluvoxamine, EM: extensive
metabolizers for CYP2C19, IM: intermediate metabolizers for CYP2C19, and PM: poor
metabolizers for CYP2C19.
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FAf BE

717 T IOVRRERIL, D CYP iEME 2 HREAICFME CE 2 FETH Y . KW EMER OB
HEDOL1OE L TETFOLND, LML, ZNETIZCYPHEED D WIHAEIRKIZ KL D CYPIE
PR OFRRE 2 REIROBEMB GRE & B 7 7OV BRI Tl L2 #is 13, =
DT 7 T AFRERIC X 0 EYRR EAEH O E BN FTRETH D008 9 MIAHTH 5,
T 7 TOVRBRO E BB EERARIEEL LCORYMERIET 52 L2 HWE L, B2
TOVEE L CYP EHE (CYPLA2, 2C9, 2C19, 2D6, 3A4) HUMP: HiE & OIEMELE D
FRIE 2 b U7z,

SCHERER G & PR GRRBR RS R 1T CYP IR MR B R & L TREA L. 17 T ViBRO
FER L U7, CYP WEIRBMEL 5B L O 7 7 VilBRIC L 5 AUC BB %2 b L ICH
BRIANG 2 i L7 AEH, Ao E1E 1231 TH Y, MO IEOMBENED bz (Fig.
14), Karolinska cocktail” % V7= CiZ. control #ED A 7 7 V3B B o if 4 v S 4
L& CYP SV FEHUMEL B0 0D MAEEMIR L OHERB TP L ClRl— 4B x5 & LT L
7= %0, Z Ok R FBIREAY 0.82-0.93 TH 0 | m\WHBIBIMR TR bz EHE LTV D23,
T T VR & BB 5RO CYPIEMEA BN X 2 3MFE AVERICB L QI 217
STV,

AR TlE, #1T CYP {EMZEENC L 0 A4 U= Wi HAER %2 5 7 7 ViR BRIC & % 57 &
CYP J/E KB 538k 1 & 2 3l O sk BR OfE A AV TR+ T, BTV
ARBRIZ & %0 'R 22 KA BAE R O 2 S PEIZOW T BT LT,

AE %N U 72 CYP BB B B 5-3UBRE AL & HECUIROFE R & i h L. CYP AE FE M
HRBROMBRLE LT D20 &ERBICKB T 2T 1IHx Th b, BB ETHLICH
B o3, EEREEME SRR E B 7 7380 AUC £ 8= o M OFBIFRHIE 0.959 & Fuv
ERAEONTZ, ZOENS, WBR (77 7Vl OSSR E M 55880 oIy
FEBERAR RO b D B2 bivle, S HIT, CYP WHEHIKHIMEL 5O/ E L 1 7 7 il o
RN AUC ZEHERIZOW T H A L7z, Rifampicin & 3 S CYP HEIE

(omeprazole, dextromethorphan, midazolam) OFLAAEHHEEERVT, AUC A #)3R 3 +50%
UNTH -7 (Fig. 15),

A TIPSR & L T cimetidine, fluvoxamine X (3 rifampicin 25 L7-, Z 5 13 #AE
72 CYP PHEUTFHEEHZ b OERTH D, TOFEE. 7 7 ARBRIZE T 5 AUC £Hj=R
%, CYP JEIHME 5RO AUC BER L IZIEFAETHDL EEx D, 4%, 672
LIRS L LT CYP PRESRLHF LI TO CYP JEMLENC W THEET D LENDH 5 L&
bbb,

CYP JEIRHME B & LT 24 NORE N % RSB R R Z 520 L, cimetidine,
fluvoxamine X1 rifampicin fii#5-1C X 2 %5 EE KD CYP IHHLE) 2 5844 L7z, Z OB 5
AR CORLEEKOEYIMEFIRE T 7 7 7 A L & AUC 21k, 7 7 TV GRBR ORGSR &[R4k
O 2R LT,

Cimetidine AT 51 & % CYP2C19 K& (r2D6 FREVEH IOV T, T TITiA ShTn g 778,
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71 7 T VR K OB 53R ICB W TH RRROBERBZ GO, ZALORENG, B
T VRBRIZHE T, cimetidine |2 & 5 CYP2C19 J& UF 2D6 A 2h 5L % FE BT SEHUM B 555800 O i
REFRRICKE L TV D Z 0 RET- (Table 8),

% 7= fluvoxamine |2 & % CYPIA2 PEFEHICOWWTH, T TICHERH S 1, B 7 Tk
B OB 53R & D b ORBRICBWTEH CYPLA2 IZ oW TIERIBROFE RSBl T

(Table 8) ,

Omeprazole & fluvoxamine DFAAEHEIZE L THRA L7 XkT — Z 13@E a2/ L -
THEINTEY ., B 7 7RG FRRICE 2TV, X7 — 2 L ik L7z, CYP2C19 O
WIEF SR E T 7 T VR OWERE THE L7 L 25, PM OFEIAIT 21% THh - 72 ), LI
DOIFZET. BHAAD CYP2C19 Ein LRI ST, EM XU PM I3 72 B8 PM OEI& 1
KI20% T 7= L DHENRH 5 B 57 F LR TIE, PM OEAITLIETO @S & RRE
Thol-, B +ZAIC LY E S N7 omeprazole D45 AUC ZEhR1T, B 7 7 /LRBR
FER & SOV CHEEIL TR Y, MaB TR E REITRRD bNero72 % (Table 8),

Rifampicin (21% CYP2C19 FEMEH 23 5 Z LT TicmbhTng 10 5 7 5 L ik &
BB 53R BR O )5 ¢, rifampicin fEHIZ X VW omeprazole @ AUC X L7z, T b OfER
MDY T IVERER & CYP BB SR HUM B 53R 0O i 3R 2 35U T rifampicin @ CYP2C19 754
NREMERTH LN TE I, LLRA G, rifampicin AT 512K 55 7 7 i ko AUC
ZENR L B 5B AUC ZBEIROZE L LT 5T%DEWNRO bivie, 207 7 7L
B Tl rifampicin GFHIZ X 5 CYP IGMEA B OFLE & JLE SR B £ 55880k & [FIREICETHM 42
T T LW ATREVEDY B 2 B LT,

ZAVE TIZ rifampicin (21X CYP2D6 S E/EH T W o ENH 08, maRizks T
rifampicin ff 1 12 X ¥ dextromethorphan @ AUC D& F 23z ® b= M, Z i
dextromethorphan 7% CYP3A4 (2L ¥ N-fii X F ALK S Nd 720, TORBIZLDH0
FLEZOND M, ZD-), dextromethorphan (2 L % CYP2D6 i&: & #E4f 9~ % 7= 0121,
dextromethorphan DR O MAEHIRE Z I 2 LER H D & B 2 BT,

& BT rifampicin 12X % CYP3A4 FHEMEMIZILS bR TN D MO, STHRIR R D5 R,
rifampicin & midazolam OFAAA DT 5T — & % 8 DO IR Sl L 7z 82809498109
SCk & 0 R L 7= rifampicin GF o midazolam @ AUC ZE)Ri3H 7 7 iR AUC £ 8)
RIVLEMHECTHoTZ, TIVUIERA L2 OERE OEWREE 7 1 b2 — L O@EWIZ X
LB AREERD D, 8 DLOLMAEE L DT —X LI L, EDENK 50%T
OHZEEFBETDHE, 7 TR E B HERIC L D rifampicin 5580 R OFHIIZ K &
IRFETIR WA REMED B B o

ABlDF 7 TV ERER K OSEE S 5B CIIgBRE D 872 5, S HICBEfFoREELS
B LT —ZICBLTIE, 2078 ha— Lok ERE, ANELREOEVWVRHLZ LA
BRERTODVLENRDD, LL, ZNHOHIKINH D R, 7 7 AREBRORE R & Bl 5
ABR ORGSR & O BAFRFHBARER RO bz,

VI EOFERNG, Al 7 7 V3BT, CYP B HEME 5050 X 912, CYPLEIC
£ % AUC Zh =Rz 5l T& 7, —E8OIEEEE (CYP2C19, 2D6. 3A4) Tid. rifampicin (2 X
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5 CYPFENRICOWTII S HRDPENBETH D EEZ LN, 7 Tkl & HE
HM P HRABR ORI ITAERMERFED iz, B 7 7 RBRIE, ORREIZ S AR
DO K OVE RN Z2FHEG1E L L TEEITH D L B2 b,
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BIE W TNARBRTOLIRA v MRILIZE T 5 MEEFIRE & AUC K OISR iR B A
L&A VT I ZADBMK

BIE

CYP FLEHED AUC X° CL & W o 73 MENE X T A — & Z R T 5 72 D121, MEHER M0
R o2 SHERE IR E R AHEE T BREROEDE R LTS 20BN D L, F
TR D CYP B A RIRFICEE G- L, MR CYP IGMFEI A FIRETH D B 7 7 VB %
HAWTH, B T NVEOEYEhRE & ffT 3 2 7o DIZHERER N MLETH 5,

DT DR A BT 2 72 OICERIMEER 2 5 U, #3RE ~ DA A2 8 U 72 3HihE D
RHELNTERE B9 HE, W7 TAVRBROT—4 %L ha A7 7 ¢ 712 L,
limited-point sampling V£ DWW CRREEN T4, 3 [RIOER I Z W CIREHEOFM N7 25 2
ENBESNET, B2 T ARBRICB O T HERMEELZ S L7 REMEO RO RAERBUE O
FANFRETHE, D7 T AVEBROEMAMER I LITHTEEBZLXLND, TNETON I T
JVRER CIIR 2 /D 70 < §7 5 72 DI CYP HE K T & 1T it 70 B i RE TSP A LS D W TR
ZIToTODHHR, £ TOMREIED AUC X° CL % 1 SiERIM TRl © % 2 HiEICBET 5 8E5 130
2\ 4249999 7= nje cocktail & FIVC CYP L OFHEDOREL &7 1 Ak L % AUC
Fo O CLIF FHIEEM I DUV TR L 723 1372800,

HTEIZIR W T 7 7 VERBRIZ L 240 BAE RN O 28D B R 7208 FEMENRE X T 2
— X ORI IR AL E ThH 72, £725 1 B TlL CYP3A4 FLEF D midazolam D &
ZHWT 1 RRIIC X 2ROV CYPIEMRHIEDRF 21T o7, £ 2 THIETIES
DO CYP FEHK AR B G Liz 7 7 VERBRIZ X 2 IRMZ BE 72 CYP %1% & OVH ALVE R
D72 DEFIRFBRIE ORESL % HAIIZ CYP FHE K OPHEHE DFE S 5 72 AUC KO CLIF T3
1 AERIMICEZ Y FTEETH D 0RET L7,
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F2HE HiE

3-2-1 BBRFIE

FTTICHMEINTWD Inui 5OH 7 7V EF 2 D 7 T VREBRORER % H & AT
I o7 O, EERA BN 324 (i 27.3+59 5. (KHE 66.8+0.7kg) ZX%L L, 25o0
R RSB A S A fdT Lo, makBR & b 13 8 B EEIC L 2B~ 200 & ONEEHME o
EEMEZ: EIZ oW THaIitl 252, CECTRB~OZMCFEE Lz, RABRITRRER
RFEDMILEERIIBW KRS, ~ Y U R ES A8 L TEMLUT,

Inui & DFRBR T, MEHRABME 13 42 %5: & L ), Caffeine, losartan, omeprazole,
dextromethorphan, midazolam % 4 CYP J&&E 3K & U CHEMA L 7=, #5R3 1% rifampicin (450 mg)
Z 50 1[5 1 AR L 7=, rifampicin #%5-71 (control) . 1 A% 5% (Day0). ¥ T 4 H A (Day
4), %78 HH (Day8) \Ch 7 TIViRBREAT o7z, J1 7 TIVRBRIZEB W T, BRI caffeine
100 mg. losartan 50 mg, omeprazole 20 mg, dextromethorphan 30 mg, midazolam 15 pg/kg % [
RRCHRA L7, i G, #5905, 1, 15, 2, 3, 4, 6 KO8 MEfjICERIM & T o7, 1
EIERfL T 7mL & Uiz, iR & 0 AR AR % 53 L—70°C THIE % ThRAF L7,

2OHDORBRIIFE 2HDO A 7 T VR THY | 2-2-2 LRBETH 5,

T AL, FEE KR OGP B O TR EE 1024 A1 > R E W,

3-2-2  MiEF OREY K CREWIRERIE

MmAE @ caffeine, losartan, omeprazole, dextromethorphan, midazolam X O\ CTH 5
paraxanthine, E-3174, 5-hydroxyomeprazole, dextrophan, 1'-hydroxymidazolam &£ 1% LC-MS/MS
VI E D IE LT, 2-2-4 LRk 71 TEME L7z %9,

3-2-3 EYENREFER T X — ZfEHT
B I I O ORI O EHREFZH) X T A —H L) v aX— b A v MEFEICLD
1To72, BHFEHD AUC,, CLIF L ONMAE R EEREIEIX 1-2-2-1 LR FIETHEI LT,

3-2-4 ZuRNYF— g VB XD TR
128[E| DO 57— & % T, 1-2-2-2 L [AlEED F 1 TMPE, MAE & O'RMSE % & i L 7259,

3-2-5  WEEHAEAT

HERHIENTIZ GraphPad Prism software (version 5.0; GraphPad, San Diego, CA, USA) % FH\C1T
o7z, AUCo L BERIMAA > MZIIT 2 M IEEREZ DM T, /" RiEZ AV TER
[Bl)f 24T > 72, CLIF & & BB A iR LA LIS D W T b [AIEE DM 247 - 7=, FHBAME
DOHEBMEREIZET Y OHBERERR EEITIE - T2, BT ORMEHFHIFENTIC I W TR 5%
KixHEAD D LHE LT,
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I MR

3-3-1 HEEEOMBPHRE L AUC DB

Caffeine (2B L TIZ&TOERIMA A > MW THHES caffeine J2E & AUC DRICHE 2
FHEADNIRD b iz, & 5% 1 K26 8 eI OREMREIT> 08 L ®IETH VD | & 5% 4 KffH]
BT HERED RS EETH - 7= (rP=0.965) (Fig. 16, Table 9), L5 losartan & losartan
? AUC DBHRIZOWTIRET LTZ & 2 A & TORIMAA > MIEBWTHHE ORIZAE 72 FH B
DR BN, F5% 2-4 B oORERENT 05 LLETH -7 (Fig. 17, Table 9), iiEH
omeprazole 2 1L H: 54 1 FE 5 8 BEfElIZ VT AUC & AR IEOFBE 2R Lz, #&51%
4 BE DT E DOPEREN 0.773 L K & 72 - 7= (Fig. 18, Table 9), Dextromethorphan o> ifi 5
FREE L AUCIZB L TH R TORMAA > N THERMENRD b/, &54% 4RH & 6
B O EREEX 093 L E L EfECTH -7 (Fig. 19, Table 9), Midazolam oD Ifi#fE Fh i 13 4
TORIMAA > FTAUC & HEREDOHMZR L, &5% 1.5 K6 6 RFfH DR ELRIL
X 08 L. EThH-7 (Fig. 20, Table9),
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Fig. 16 The relationship between the plasma concentrations of caffeine at 0.5-8 h and the area under
the curve (AUC) of caffeine after the oral administration of cocktail drug. Each point represents the

value of each volunteer.
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Fig. 17 The relationship between the plasma concentrations of losartan at 0.5-8 h and the area under
the curve (AUC) of losartan after the oral administration of cocktail drug. Each point represents the

value of each volunteer.
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under the curve (AUC) of omeprazole after the oral administration of cocktail drug. Each point
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48



lh 1.5h

1504 1501 1501
S~ P P
= 100 = 1004 = 100
— — —
= 4 4
& & &
£ B XSS
. R S50
o @] o
- — -
<€ <€ <
1 0 T 1
10 0 5 10 15 20
Plasma concentration Plasma concentration Plasma concentration
(ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL)
1504 1501 1501
P! P e
— — —
= . = . =
= 1004 = 100+ =
— — —
= = =
& &n &
£ RS RS
R | S50
o @] o
- — . -
<€ <€ <<
1 0 T 1 1
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
Plasma concentration Plasma concentration Plasma concentration
(ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL)
1501 1501
P ~~
j . j .
= 100 = 100
- -
= =
& &
e 50+ d 504
= =
T T,
0 T T 1 0 T 1
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15
Plasma concentration Plasma concentration
(ng/mL) (ng/mL)
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area under the curve (AUC) of dextromethorphan after the oral administration of cocktail drug.

Each point represents the value of each volunteer.
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Table 9 Coefficient of determination (r?) of each cytochrome P450 substrate (caffeine, losartan,
omeprazole, dextromethorphan, midazolam) in the relationship between plasma concentrations vs.
area under the curve (AUC) and metabolic ratio in plasma vs. oral clearance (CL/F) at each sampling
point after the oral administration of a cocktail drug.

Time () 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 30 40 6.0 8.0

Plasma concentration vs. AUC

r’ 0.665 0.836 0866 0847 0923 0965 0936 0.841

Caffeine
p <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
r? 0.269 0308 0.384 0543 0531 0512 0468 0.416
Losartan
p <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
r’ 0.000 0.2056 0275 0702 0.703 0.773 0.657 0.614
Omeprazole
p 0.972 0.005 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
r? 0424 039 0.827 0.897 0.843 0936 0.936 0.897
Dextromethorphan
p <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
r? 0605 0.742 0942 0923 0.833 0.811 0.813 0.669
Midazolam

p <0001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

Mean of r? in the

substrates 0392 0497 0659 0.782 0.767 0.799 0.762 0.687

Metabolic ratio in plasma vs. CL/F

r’ 0.000 0.024 0.091 0143 0135 0.182 0.202 0.111

Caffeine
p 0.985 0.085 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
r’ 0.132 0.000 0.008 0.010 0.033 0.021 0.005 0.000
Losartan
p <0.001 0983 0302 0256 0.041 0.105 0426 0.854
r? 0.794 0896 0.793 0.641 0476 0472 0.073 0.165
Omeprazole
p 0.003 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.010 <0.001
r? 0.683 0.232 0190 0.122 0517 0287 0.370 0.280
Dextromethorphan
p <0001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
r? 0.007 0.013 0235 0.341 0567 0403 0.004 0.114
Midazolam

p 0.368 0.211 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.707 0.589

Mean of r? in the

substrates 0323 0233 0.264 0252 0346 0.273 0.131 0.292

The p value was calculated using Pearson correlation coefficients.
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3-3-2 BEEEOMBPHPRERBMLLEODZ VT T ZDOREMK

Table 9 (24T DOFRIMEFFNZ I 5 &I Ko MAE ARGt & CLIF O EFREZ R L
77

MmAEF caffeine fUEIELITEE 5% 1.5 B2 5 8 BEFIICH VT CLIF L IEOMBIZ /R Lz, i
FHORERBITEE G5 6 Rl TRk & 72 o 72 (rP=0.202) (Table 9, Fig.21), Losartan o Ifi#
R FE AR HL 1T 3 574 0.5 R[] e OY 3 IRffi] 0 A CLIF & A 72 fEBE % 7~ L 7= (Table 9. Fig. 22)
Omeprazole (2P L Ty Rt & CLIF OBMRZBF L7-fE %, £ TOERMmA A > k
TiliE OMICABEZ2MBENTE D Hiv, 5% 05-2 ReEIC BT 2 EREIZ 0.6 LLETH - 7=

(Table 9. Fig. 23), I dextromethorphan {43 biE CLIF & & ToORIMAA > h THER
FHBAZ 7R LTz, #5594 0.5 RE K& OY 3 e O EFR ST 0.5 LL ETH - 7= (Table 9, Fig. 24),
Midazolam # 5-#% 1.5 BF[E 5 4 B[ midazolam o Ifiu i rh i EE L & CLIF ORICAH E 7R
FRBEZSFED B, Fe 5% 3 REHORERBN K E /e~ 7- (rP=0567) (Table 9, Fig.25),
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Fig. 21 The relationship between the metabolic ratio in plasma at 0.5-8 h and the oral clearance

of caffeine after the oral administration of cocktail drug. Each point represents the value of each

volunteer. The metabolic
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Fig. 25 The relationship between the metabolic ratio in plasma at 0.5-8 h and the oral clearance
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3-3-3 1ARA ¥ MRILOBERA > b DEFE

IR O i R O3 & AUC XL CLF & O ERIR A ROK & 72 2 B RE IS
WD BTz, FRERO MAEFEE & AUC OPERRE & b E At & CLUF o
PR A el 9 5 & | AR SRR & AUC OREFRELD 7 Al 2 R~ A 3580 5
iz & HIZHRMFFRIC 1T 2 A E LD MAEFIRE & AUC DIRERE D) &5 ~T- &
A, BeE% 4RO EHENARKE o7 (rP=0.799) (Table9),

Fig. 26 137 7 7 )V IR 514 4 FER O 45 FZ IR O A IR L % O 7= AUC & & 5E 3RO
FEH AUC & DBIRZ R Lo, 5% 4 REIC 31T D iR EE 2 V72 AUC FRISA 77 A&
FEEEIZBS L Cli, caffeine. losartan, dextromethorphan, midazolam ® MPE., MAE. RMSE i,
ZhZEh 0.8-26.1%, 6.0-40.3%, 8.8-98.7%D#ilH T - 7=, Omeprazole ¥ 5-1% 4 W] o> i 4%
FREE D AUC THISA 7 A BEIIMLORE L X TEMTH -7 (Table 10),

A7 TV HE B AWFE O BB R O i R B L 2 AW e I CLF & B VB IO E
] CLIF & DBf%% Fig. 27 IR L7z, CLIF O FHIIZBE9 %5 MPE, MAE, RMSE | Omeprazole
&, AUC THICBI4 25 MPE. MAE, RMSE LV & TdH-~7- (Table 10),
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midazolam (E) at 4 h after the administration of the cocktail drug. Each point represents the value for
each volunteer. The dashed line shows, y = X, where y is the predicted AUC from the plasma
concentration at 4 h after the administration, and x is the observed AUC.
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Table 10 Predictions of area under the curve (AUC) and oral clearance (CL/F) of each cytochrome
P450 substrate from plasma concentration and metabolic ratio in plasma, respectively, at a sampling
point of 4 h after oral administration.

Cytochrome P450 substrates MPE (%) MAE (%) RMSE (%)

AUC prediction from plasma concentration

Caffeine 0.8 6.0 8.8
Losartan 17.5 35.8 49.7
Omeprazole 457.2 484.0 1987.3
Dextromethorphan 17.1 31.7 55.2
Midazolam 26.1 40.3 98.7

CL/F prediction from metabolic ratio

Caffeine 54.4 75.8 130.9
Losartan 22.3 44.8 59.2
Omeprazole 49.1 157.6 224.7
Dextromethorphan 113.9 140.9 252.8
Midazolam 4342.0 4363.7 6437.0

MPE: mean prediction error, MAE: mean absolute error, RMSE: root mean squared error.
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FAf BE

717 TIVRERIZE T 54 CYP FEI L 21 6 ORI O 1 iRz &L 5 i 5 A B8 73 45 2%
B D AUC UL CLIF 2 FHITE 20 E 5 il fi L7-, CYP1A2, 2C9, 2C19. 2D6. 3A4 O
5 DDOFEH (caffeine. losartan, omeprazole, dextromethorphan., midazolam) % FH\ 7=
KA T TIVRBRIZEBNT, 7 T IVIEE 5% 1-8 FEM O MSEH R E & 4 AUC ORICHE 2 IE
OAENRD bz, FIEEEOMERREE L AUC ORIFRZ A L7-fE R, caffeine [ 3% 5
% 4 WERE, losartan 1386 5-#% 2 i), omeprazole 134 5-#% 4 5[], dextromethorphan (X4 5-% 6
IRFf#]. midazolam | ¥ 5% 1.5 R ORTEREB D I b miE & 72 o7z, Fo& 5% 24 KR O
HOWRERBITETOEET 05 LLETh o7z, BEITHE I T 5K IRE O fi i
FEBIEERF N I B EEIEO PR ERBD R & 72 DREMNITEE < | B if 5 FE 2 = ] LA
e DER MR IV TR MBETHE & AUC OIRTERED IR & Te o7z 80— 50
R B FEHNRIN DIE 5D & PEZET DRFRLARRIC , B IMAE IR & AUC OIREFREN
Bl & 7 A AREMENE 2 b vT-, £7- midazolam DPELREDGRK & 7p B3R G54% 1.5
IRefE] & e b 2o 7o, T AU midazolam O s s H i BE B IREFH] 23 B <L RIS T2 b #
1% RENCIEREN IR L oo T- B2 605 ), ZhIck L. omeprazole |3 IARLAIT
B, BEORE & RRRICRIIZEER 2005 72, REREN IR & 72 DR ITEL 2o
eBEZHRD P, FEEIEOMIEPRE L AUC OFBIBIMRICONTE, TRIND RN
FNTFERN P 512 RN IR ERB DN mE & 72 0 | BRINOEEWFERN T 5% . RER 23888 L T
SR TECRED B & 72 HE 2SR BTz,

— 7, BEEIHKO MIFEPRERELL & CLF OBfRTIiL, caffeine 1X4% 5% 6 K], losartan
I3 5% 0.5 B, omeprazole 134% 5% 1 I#RE] . dextromethorphan 134 5-%% 0.5 IRt midazolam
(38 5% 3 RE OMBIRBR A I b BIF CTh o7, L Ledd IR FEE R & CLIF ok
EARBUE, MAETHRE & AUC DOIRERE L ARE 2 R I 2358 0 H a7z,

ETOEEFICTIBWT, [ UEHMA (1 EOHMm) T AUC X CLF 2 FHlIT 254, 550
ECOREEDORERE D TENR R E -T2 LD, 7 TVEREES 4 FEf#% O
R 2 VT AUC Tl ZAT O HIEERRIE CTH DH LB 2 bl

T 7 T IVIEEBE 5% AR ORI A A > MZE T D FE O M A E & v 7= AUC T &
M AE IR LA W e CLIF TRIO NS A 7 AR OREE ATl 572 D27 m AN F—v
a2 % T MPE, MAE, RMSE % & H L7z, = Ok 4L, caffeine, losartan, dextromethorphan,
midazolam I 4D AUC FHIl-S1A 7 2 (MPE) & FHIKEE (MAE) 121 2H 26.1% K
W A03%LL FERLTZ, 2D X h 7 TV EKES 4 B o caffeine. losartan .
dextromethorphan, midazolam o ifi. 8% Hri i 2 B9~ % Z & T CYP #F 83 S IPAFHHFHFF O
AUC & THIFTRE CTH D L E 2 biTe, E MR R 2 07z CLF FHIFSE X AUC
TS EE &t 2RI 72 DA 23388 H iz, Mz T, omeprazole ™ AUC FlliZBH
9% MPE., MAE & T RMSE (Zftho> CYP AV & b L T4 /R L7z, ISR L. Ryu &
D TIL Inje cocktail & VT CYP #5E3E K OBHE HLIE O IRF D CYP2C19 {5 14 3 A D FE A%
& L TH 5% 4 1R omeprazole fAETEL AN LTV 5 LS LT 5 9, KTl CYP i
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LA FER ARG L, #HfiA1T -7, Rifampicin | omeprazole OAEHHIZEEE# 3% CYP2C19
3 BEAR T ENMBNTEY ., rifampicin DRI LV £ < OBRTIEH
omeplazole N ERBFRLLT & 72 o 7= S8289U8) -~ 57 ¥ omeprazole ™ AUC % 14312 #Aih
T& 4", omeprazole ® MPE, MAE, RMSE 23Mth D JE 1 0 @il & 72 o 7= Al REMEN E 2 BTz,
%72 CYP2C9 OF5HE TH % losartan (2B L Tl CL/IF O THIFEEE CTd 5 MPE, MAE } () RMSE
MR TH - 7228, MSEh ARt & CL/F OFBIRRITITIFRD 572 h - 72, Losartan
[ZOWTIE 1 AR X 25X R EES &5 2 BTz, FEBRIC losartan % FV 7= CYP2CY %
PEDOFEIE L LC, losartan #5174 0 705 8 MEMIOEIRIC K B RMRADMEH S Tnp 092
Losartan {XE## T & % E-3174 D figrs i W FE B ] 5-6 W] & oD SR R & He~
PRSI0 5 2 E PG S TR Y 1 s X 2 i iR G T o CLF
ARG I8 LV ATREMEAY B 5 19 Losartan & W EHETIER. T E TOHED X 5 Ic 47
BEORBW LD DLVNENHDH EEZ BT,

AR TIEH 7 TIOVIHOFLE & LT Inje cocktail #5E&|(Z LT\ 572, caffeine, losartan,
omeprazole, dextromethorphan, midazolam % iV 7z, Inje cocktail O JLE FK|TILYERE T A
— X Ml T 5 72 OICEBEI OB M A VE & 72 D5 TH Y | single-point sampling %
3 L7722 7 T NVEOIE R gt d 52 LT, w7 7 AVRBRICE S 1 SBRMEHEED
FEEED M LT 2R & 5,

Inje cocktail % & de ZALE TITHE S 7 7 VB TlX single-point sampling X I
limited-point sampling {EA3ak & L T & 7z 3942434913100 | oy U 2278 5. 21D ORBR TIE4%
FEHIC X 0 LR A R > T, SHIZINH0RBROZL < I1X CYP FEIECMH
EEAZOFHETICFG 217> Tz, T4, Coelho BT A7 TVRBROT —# %2 L b A
77 4 ZIZEE L. limited-point sampling 112 >WCHEEEA1T - 72 9, 451, 5 5D CYP
G (caffeine, losartan, omeprazole, metoprolol, midazolam) & 1 >® F T AKR—H —
DO ILEHK (fexofenading) Z#H 7 7 NHEE LT uR) A®ALOH L7z, £ORE,
limited-point sampling 7£ & L C 3 [El 6 oM. (F5-1% 90 53, 120 43, 240 43) BLETZ & #is
LCW5%, AGald rifampicin, cimetidine, 1% fluvoxamine Z#¢5- L, CYP #5E X FMHEN A
Ll 5a OFEERO MAEPRE & AUC ORRAFHN L7z, ZHIEHAEERICE Y CYP #
I IHENAE C2HA T, sinple-point sampling T JE #K D AUC % 31l © & 2 AlREMEN
&Y. CYPLA2, CYP2C9, CYP2D6, CYP3A4 |ZRHiH L 7= ER) 72 5WAH ALVEH<° CYP i1
T 2 DICHERZRTIELE EEZBND,

PLEDOFER NG D 7 T VIR 5. 4 BFRE] T O caffeine, losartan, dextromethorphan, midazolam
O MR 2R 2 2 & T, FEREIDO AUC 2 THILIGS Z EB R Shiz, 177V
ARBRIC X DD CYP BEHEZ MW IRFEDEN B A Eh+ 5 2 & T—EICEED
CYPIEMZFHIT 5 Z & T, MR AB LD Z LN TE D, HLETEHETZLD
(ZHRERE DA 2B L T RR IR B A 1T, BRILOFEAIR GIZHIR O & 2 B FriCminE <
NS UEE - FRBOH D EE BV THLERICHEET DN TED, IHICERK
SHBHRECK BE AL MREEO DO FELE LTHAEEEZONS, 07D
AR OB ELA RO LN TEY , ZOFEE UCTRMEE A S U7z 750 RS 3%
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HRZMO L2k, SRIMEZD L7k Efx R FEDRHVONTWD, Kiwidh 7
TVRBRIZE T 5 1 RERILIC & D ARMR B2 R B RERBR O FE LIRS LS £ B 2 B,
BB GEZMO Lo GG, RIMEZEO L2 HiER EbAGDE L Z LT L0 #
FHOAH 2B LI ERRBRE O BRSNS,
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CYPIEMEIZIZMEANZERH V| Bix BRI LD ZOIEHIIEH T 5, SHIZCYP AL
HEMEEERIIEZ < HE SN TEY, R ERERBEE 2D NG5, W@H., CYPIE
PESP CYP %I L3 AE 25 i3 2 56, H—0 CYP FREHE L MW THREEDERN
BREDEAL AT 2 2 & T CYP {HMHECIEMM AEH O A AR ES 5, L LRt 5 CYP
FEEROEMENFE T A — X BT 2 72 DII3HERR I N ERFH O AS M L 720 |
BB R T HRERRE N, FFRHETITEATIAT 4 — a VICOIERNEE Y, E
WHEELOLTIER L, —RPEERLERERE MR E L DB OWTHIEET S5
EHRHDH, LLAERL, ZhOMBEDEICHONT 2D, ZHEFND CYP 4FHEIC
KU TCRERAZIT O 2 SIXBEN TRV, £ 2 THEA SN ONHEBRE OAM AR T 5 /-
D OFR MBI E S U7z fE OIS CYP FREEORNEIREZ M C&E 520 7 7Lk
BChob,

LU 6, BRILEEZ S L 72fHliEIIRE S TWn D b DD, RIZITHESL L TV
VN, 7o CYP FEIE L OMLERG AR O B 7 7 VBRI L 0 3l S vz CYP IGTEZEE A,
CYP JEE BB 512 & 2 B RBR TRl SN 7= L8 & FRENIARHTHY . B 7 TR
BROZEERHJICHRIAES NN TV D EIEE 272V, S5 h 7 Tz ARz 87
CYP IHMHFHIEIZ DWW T H MG XTI TH D, £ TR TIL, £7 midazolam % H 7=
AR R 72 CYP3AL IEMFHIEDRFT ATV, iV Tl 7 7 Vil & W72 3K R BAFH o
FRARAT D 2 24P O FEAM Ko OV 1 A ERIMC & 5 CYP IEMEREAT EE OFESL AN FIRETH D MRt L7z,

%1 EICBW T, CYP3A4 HEIKCTH 5 midazolam & FV 7= 1 BRI SUTRBIRIC X DK
{72 AUC K O* CL i 2N FTHE CTdo D DT 24T o 7o AMRS CIEFR RN K& OV A #¢ 5-4%
ETORIMAA > b THHEF midazolam R IX AUC & BAF/RFERE 278 Lz, E7-WH OWRE
FREIL, BTORMAA > MTBWTEHAIRNER G LR D& 5%, 2 1-2 R LU 2-
AR CEMAT L, THLENE >096 RO’ > 094 ThoTo, E£7-THIAA 7 20T HIKE
FEIX, FRIRNEE G- LR D& G% 22 1.6 Rl & 4 BTk & oz, —0F, iR
FECHIE & CL O ERREIL, MR L AUC O LV HIKETH 72, L7z -> T,
midazolam ™ AUC %, #kNF5-D 1.5 FFfE 2 &k O A i 5-0> 4 IEfil#% O Mg o midazolam
BECIVIMETE 52 EAVRBRENTZ, £72/RF midazolam HEitEZ W 2MEhcid, #%
A2 5-0 % midazolam @ AUC & ORIZAH B2 IEOFERENTES bit/c, Z D72 midazolam R
o P R 23 1 B 595 O AUC FRIDFRIE & 72 0 155 ATREMEAZR® DTz,

F2ETIICYPHER L O ERNMICH T D07 7 VIR R & CYP AE I (CYPLA2,
2C9, 2C19, 2D6, 3A4) HuMEz IR & 0O CYP {HEMHAB)OFRIE 2 LG L, B 7 7 L allRas
CYP FE LML H5.Rf & [RARIC W BAEA % & &RICFE FTRE T d 2 st L7z, CYP %%
RO 53R K O 7 TV BRIC L D AUC ZEIER O RICIROIE ORI ER D b, A
A ClE, #1OT CYP JEMZENC LV AE UMM A 2 0 7 7 VBRI L 25Hl & CYP
FEECRE BB 53R & 2 R O M ERER O A5 R A W THEE 45 2 & T, 77 7Lk
2 L5 EE YR BAE AR O 2 SIS\ THE 21T > 72, £, ERRIZIT->7- CYP
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R R G5B T & SCER SR L 0 BRI L 72RO R A2 L, CYP AR SR HM
BeHERBROFRLE LT DT, FRBRICEBIT 2B IHc ThDH, BREHRETHD
WG 5, BB 538 L b 7 T LR BR D AUC ZEE)ER o R O FH BRI T 0.959 &
EERGF O, I HIC, CYP REEREMBGORE LD 7 T VEHBROBRN LGN
AUC ZEIRICHOWTHAE LS, rifampicin & 3 ©>® CYP FEE# (omeprazole,
dextromethorphan, midazolam) OfHAEHOEZERVT, AUC ZE)ZHIF50% N TH - 72,
B 7 T VEREBRIC T 4 CYP EIKD AUC ZBh1%, CYP MEIEHME 5B AUC &
BRLIZEFRFETHD EB LN,

53T TIX, CYPIEMRHEED 1 > Th D7 TLAVRBROKEFEE{LEZHBIE L, BT T
AR TO 1 RRIMICIT D CYP IEMEFHIIEDMESL AT O T OIT 21T o 1o, T ORER. B
7 TV 5% 4 RO CYP B IR O A F SRR 134 AUC & WV S 5
EMRBD BTz, KT Inje cocktail & VT CYP #FEHE K ONHERO AR D2 G0 T
AT 21T> TR Y, CYPFHEIMENE X 55 TH % 4 KOS RGO Mg
JEZFHT 52 TAUC ZiHli CX 5 B2 b, £/ mANY F—ra L EE AW T
MPE, MAE }; (8 RMSE Z# 8 H L, Tl A 7 & EHEHE A 314M L 72, % Dk 5, caffeine, losartan,
dextromethorphan, midazolam IAEH#EEED AUC Tl A 7 A (MPE) & FIKEE (MAE)
TN ZH26.1% K% N40.3%LL T E R S ivle, 2D K 918k 7 T VERK % 4 O caffeine,
losartan, dextromethorphan, midazolam o i #E H1i BE 2 3§~ 2 Z & C CYP #5353 K OFHE 3L
DEEES E 0 AUC & THIITE 2 ATREMED R ST,

UL EDORRDS . midazolam® AUCIE EFAIR N #% 5-4% 1.50RF [ M OFE A ¢ G- 7% ARRE [ oD I 5E vh
midazolam#& £ Z 5Hli9 % = & TTHIT 5 2 & 23 TX | midazolam#g O £ 5-% o Jk F'midazolam
i Bl XAUCTHM O FEAE & 70 2 FIREMESRD Diiz, b7 7 VR ©, CYPRAE IO H
M HRBRO L 912, CYPIHFIZ X DAUCEB R LTI C&E 7z, —MOIEEIE (CYP2C19,
2D6, 3A4) TiX, rifampiciniZ X HCYPFEENRIZOVWTIIE LR LFAEDNETHDH LB X
ST, B 7 TIVERER & UM 5RO MIIZTAE B RMBENE O b, B 7 T IuiBRILE
B CEEN2EDMHAERFMAFETH D Z ERHAL N otz EDICH T TIVEE
H.#% AR 3817 % caffeine, losartan, dextromethorphan, midazolam o> I FR 5 4 SFAf 42 =
ETHIEIROAUCE THITEZ 2 AMREMENRD b, 2 b0 HEIX, RN EEN
S B AE R FHI-CCYPIENEYEOE A Z= TN K LS HATRE CTH b | FEMEMK S, fRx
IR B OWYRIGRIREICA A TH LD L L b, PRI RB I 2EMMAEER A2 U —=
> IVEMCONCYPIEMERH ML & U CEHEMBATIC RS Z LRI SN D,
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