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V. % &

1. EYFEE
1. ZEMBYRESEAER - AMAISE, FHEEH, RE W
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2. THEMHEYWEIRE (population pharmacokinetics) /3T A — % & N ZHE5E - thHE ., 4)IIFIEA

3. EE (critically ill) EFEIZBIT 2 EWBRE © RAFISE, RE
4. BRIRBGEE & MBS 3 2 3 BhRE /3 )% (PK/PD) 789 X —% @ RASFIZE, SFHEH
2. TDM DIt &R GHETOEERN LEZ T
1. TDM Ot @ AFFIZE, SFHEH
2. PHEGE  RMFIZE, SEHE
3. SmE, MR
1. @i o R
2. /NE FraEREET) i il
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3. ¥ 7 <ALy ik FEL OMERIE
8. TDMIZHE TV I bz 7DEA
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PUEEE TDM BRRFEER T A N A > 2022

o
il

Therapeutic drug monitoring (TDM) & I(ZFEWOMAEZAE L, HGRETERET I LX), ZaTHY
IR AAT) S L EEREIN T T VG OEY TEIGE 20, PRIETIE ) axTFFRE, 7 /790
TRRE, PIEEECTER) 35— VT TDM MWrbhE . BEYRIIREIEORN, BRI &L, b ol
HWHIZB1T 5 TDM FEhild antimicrobial stewardship #4779 ) 2 TO 3 &KL W2 9,

PUAEE TDM A BT A 2% 2012 412 H AL E A4, HA TDM %24 @ consensus - statement & L THFR S
M, 2016 fFICHET, ZLCIORUHWEIZIT) 282k F Lz, Wik, TDM o “fEi#fl” 2 HAIZIER L,
YETHUIHIIRT [ & B2 AGEEDLEE] & LT/ e ik L, k0 "ERAW A4 FIA4 2123522 HD
ELFELA. ZLTCZOWHUGEIRIZRESEHS "TEF Y AR 17w, ZNE ISR 4T EARTE L vz
LF L7z EARMIZIE, clinical question (2% L C, systematic review & meta-analysis #4179 Z &3 iwD = &,
ETHIUIEIRMIE 2T imsefb L (1 88 158, TnxilH3 2 TiE TV E L7,

—J7, #EAMCH Z T IUEL, N a4 VBT A TDM A A K54 VA%, 2009 K ERBESEAIRT 2, K E K
YIEFS, KREBGYESEFI A L DD TER S, 2020 F12 25 3 AR IKREVNBIBRGYESS B b ) G
s3I N T Lzo RELEHTIE, EE, ENBELATEXZ M7 7IEEICX 555 (trough-based dosing)
725, area under the concentration time curve (AUC)-based dosing ~DFATT L7z, 2019422 D KT 7 FRAYEE
N, BY LOIHARTOTA FIA4 VHUETIOEMPHEE 72 2HTH Y, Fako KR ZEI 5474
CENF L7

T3, FANF/2Z X AUC & b T 7 BIEEEERE D72 O systematic review & meta-analysis (CHk1) TL 720 2
M2 ) b7 7METIE 15 pg/mL D ETEHVERDESHESNDL T EDVRENT L7225, FEFIZ 15~20 ug/mL (X5
BEDVAZ LB I EbHHASNT L, SOZ LA L L& R T 2 HE N 7 7IREOKEIZT
ERVEDORERICWAD T L7z —F, AUCIZBWTIE, BREIRTIZ AUC/f/NEBE HILERE (MIC) 400 Lk,
BRiE) 27 & TIPS 72001213 AUC 600 RS Tdh b 2 LavRraE, HIE AUC 1 400~600 pg - h/mL (MIC
=1pg/mL) IZREESINE L7,

W2, HRDH A ¥F 4 T AUC-based dosing #H#EFET A0 5121, HARANOREMFN 2 W2V 7 by 7
ZEBHIRET IDENH DL EEZ, T—F 0 77 V—T%3b EIFRSEEMGER TV E L7z GRS, 4), /N>
YA BITS TDMIZBWT, $8Zepoch WV AZDYAI V7, MIZEDELIENTEE LT

MOPHEIZBWTIE, 74T T T2V TRERPSTA FI 4  Thitb DS L T&7/2 b7 718 15~30 ug/
mL OFREEREEZ WO TA YT TIEAL k), F/.0ME%E, BEHRICBIT5HENZ 71E 20 ug/mL

# 1. PURIETDOM A4 BT 4 Y RBEA A VN—03583 L 72 JHE3E 7L

ENEE S N7 Ty —F
1. A ZIRNT (A) BMC Infectious Diseases 2021; 21: 153
2. A ZEHT URR) J Infect Chemother 2021; 27: 781-5
3. WRERFZE (AUC, vV 7 b7 7 OMELE) Pharm Res 2021; 38: 637-46
Nyawf vy 4. ZHM TORMIKRNIZE (AUC guided TDM) Int ] Antimicrob Agents 2020; 56: 106109
5. BRIRHIZE (AR5 O LEM) J Clin Pharm Ther 2020; 45: 682-90
6. FRIRHIZE (AUC DRERIRFIR, L4ATED cut off ) Antibiotics 2022; 11: 96
7. Zhakise (BFREsy 2 7 W) J Glob Antimicrob Resist 2021; 27: 12-9
8. X RNt (bF 715 ~ 30 ug/mL OF R E %4PE) ] Clin Pharm Ther 2021; 46: 622-32
FAaATI= 9. BRIRWIZE (b7 71l 20 ug/mL % EW S 5 {LEMHS)  BMC Pharmacol Toxicol 2020; 21: 50
10.  FRIRHIFZE GRRft i MLIIEE EAT 12 B 1 5 $55-7%5T) J Infect Chemother 2022; 28: 232-7
11. Z ik FFsE (Antifungal stewardship) Mycoses 2020; 63: 779-86
Ry aFV—) 12. A Z RN O%AN) J Fungi (Basel) 2021; 7: 306
13. X M (NIR) J Infect Chemother 2021; 27: 151-60
. e 14 AT (U IRATY, TIATVY) J Infect Chemother 2021; 27: 256-61
I 7 ay FREE NN ' :
7 7V 3y FRE 15. A ZHT (TIARH T V) J Infect Chemother 2021; 27: 26-31
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ZERNCT B LR G OME b BRIIZE TITWE L L 9). KV 3+ V= TiE, FICHARAZELT VT A
T poor metabolizer 2SEFHIAFHET 5720, HARTOL sk LFEMF7E IS CRIEA T, 2> bo—)viZ TDM % Hw
7> antifungal stewardship O EEM AL F L7 k1), 7205 7 HEMIZE L A ¥4 CC#k 12, 13) %
T, BIEIH A oA v LR ) PR IEEZRENTREE 2D T Lz 73727033 FRETIE, XFBITICTHT
YERAT Y, TIAY O HBREORE 21T O 14), £2HATOAR MRSA G239 2 BIG AL T W
HTNANH T IZBWTE, AN TLH LS COY -2, bI 7 HEMEOMET T E L7z (OCHk15).

A2 G025 L RERE LT3 OOMEE TDM 14 K74 2 & 104E/R) F05, ZOERRKKELTIHAF
T4 2022] RFERTHIENTEE Lz, BE-MICR o TELARRMELAM, £ oMl bomEikEy Ic &
D, HROHBL LTWATETERTA FIA4 U 2IERTEZZ L2 AL IZHEFICRNT T,

WIS, A FIA 3L DEEFIEHENTHO TEORWNIEREINT T, SIS onTERD, #Hiz
7 PUE S TDM % JH\ 72 antimicrobial stewardship 25 [ £ &7 & 205, HREAKZEZALKER [HRD | 4o
T EerliffL T3,
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. #HA RS54 >DIERAE

1. B®

KA KT 4 13, HE LSS L HAR TDM 243 @ consensus statement T& %, 2012 4F 8 A IZHLH 3E TDM
HARTA VPRSI N, 2016 FEOWETDORIZ, TOUHUE21To720 BTA FF74 oML, FRESR anti-
microbial stewardship (ZHEF 9 4 EHl, HHFIH R EOLZMEA 5 v 7 %R 208U 12 TDM 1230 W 7P E %
HBEFI T 212X, UToFELZERL, BFICIVEOEVEREZIRMT 22 L THh b, OmviERm, M
WA RNE, QPRSI L 2EIERRIE, @BIGERZEDOTFHOUE, @O A MR, GOEEAY v 7 ORE,

2. HARIA CHRIEE

TDM IZRBEH O & 29HE Nva~xA vy, 5A4a75=y, TI/7)av FRE [(Foo9<A4L /b7
TRAY Y, TIhTy, TWRAD V], K)ary—)V) 2EHT2EEZENRET D, $72, ZNEOPRIEIC
Iz, SEYEhRE/3ET)1% (PK/PD) f#HTH 5, TDM EMALE L\vE SNTWAPEHEICELTH, Bixir-7.

3. EXxHEt

PURI3E TDM (2B 2 BERIFZE T, AhitkeZe et & OBFR 2 R M i i 3T % 5 OF5 - TH ), prospec-
tive 1217 N5 T v ¥ afblbiatii (RCT) EfiiddboTHREETH S, D720, FFEH L B%R T2 PK/PD ®
T2 B B REBIAERENTZE 2 & O systematic review (SR) & meta-analysis (MA) ZFEL 720 74 NI A4 V5%
W2 h, TEBLZ, MAREROD HIELGEICHEL, TONEEXTI Lz, 72 T4 K54 VRESZHOY
ARIAVTRHITLIET Y AAIMA B E LT, Bk F 72132 fiak 3k M C o BIEEITZE D 1T - 720 I i
EBZF ) TPETTRL, BEELE TS PK/PD R A ERT 5 720 OFUREE G- b i TS 217 o 72

4. BEEE

HARTA 3D ETTHURENLIRHTH Y, EROBETHZRHITL2I0TER Y, 72, TETYADD
TR, REEICIEOIERE S 1T o 727200, A OBERELEER L, KM CREMRTEZRE L T 272 & 720,
ZDI2D, A KT A VNSO IHFETOMRPL TRIIN T A EEE, EBRICERZIT ZEMICERET 5.0

5 ®EHE

SR #4792 72> T, %IHH T clinical question (CQ) Z¥EL, ZTOMRMEIZFE DS, PICO (P : patients ;
I : interventions : C : controls : O : outcomes) ZHiEZ & LT, key word # W T A7 <7 1 v 712 PubMed
BLUEFEE WEB T 2019 FF TOXHMERZ1T o720 FEEAA FTA4 2 & LTEBIRICAIEHLTWAZL 7
B, SR & MA 2T 2 7o 72 BRREEEIC § 2 88 S, SCREET & EMR OB R ZE 12970 72,

6. #HROER (X%/FR)

HREDORS1E, QLT A0S, OFFOEN - HE, OfLE @A MNFl, ©4HEZFEEE & L
THREE 2 e L7 BREBEIRORHRED S, BRI 22 WIRFEZ §XC, [HERL 2] £ 552 &2l
I, LIRS ULA~CIZHHELEIE 21T 72,

#1. fEROmS

[X 53/ 45k 7
I [BHEMRIMA D D, 179 L) I Fho o5 5]
i [RHAIARIDSH Y, 4179 K5 o shs ]
II-A [BHARARILS 2 s, 479 K)o shs ]
III-B [RFFIMRIA 7 <, HiERIERITE R
II-C [RHERILDS 7, ITbRvwE )y I s s ]
v MMERYE R E 2 R TR D 0, TRV I ) IHo s s ]
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7. F#FMR (COI)
AAARTA Y ZRRRZRIECOIOHCHEZ T A NI 1 X BERILBILHIT- 72,

8. HET
RHARTA I SERICUETTFETH LD, BRITRHZRE SENLSE DI MBS 7% - 261
X, CORBRIZL o TENLIBNIHHIZ EOUET 2179 o

SE Xk
D) @R, INHEA B - Minds S804 N7 4 VRO F51 & 2014, FEEEEE, #2014
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1.

N, FMEEICH T DHE
(Clinical question IC3 T 5 Y X525 1w 7 + LE 1 — & X 28T, BRERHZ)

1. N>avx(4 >

cQil. nravA4 > (VCM) EREHICHWT TDM O&FiSid ?

Executive summary

a.
b.

2.

TR G- LA T VEM i 2179 %612 TDM 2 %565 5 (1D,

HIERAGESY, BEE GEES)T, SMmEEEY, SRR R EREAEY, A, R, BACIR
RERE B REE T, A OAER],  MATEYRE BB DAL E 2 FE B0 TR R EE O T I 78 A
HThHy, SHICRMEERE (AKD B A7 RF2ET 2EH (D™ TIE TDM ZLHTH L (Do

. R RRENWERI SR TDM 2 %ML, MEHEZ 5 FIHFI~NOLHE 2T 2 (1I-A).

#1. SNEFEE (AKD OV X7 HT-

Y227 HT AKTREBIEL  AKIFEBIE AKL Pl BIRT
AHE 113/1,826 6.2% 9.8%
Fl PR3 63/535 11.8% 14.4%
I LRGN v 42/381 11.0% 14.5%
eGFR< 30 mL/min/1.73 m* 34/368 9.2% 15.8%
AV RAT Ay 7 MRS R T T AKL R (T 74H) 12815 AKL Tl

Adapted from J Glob Antimicrob Resist., 27, Hashimoto N, et al., 12-19, Copyright (2021),
published by Elsevier Ltd on behalf of International Society for Antimicrobial Chemo-
therapy, with permission from Elsevier. (%4 NJ 4 » ZH&HFE )"

CQ2. TDM ICBWVWTEENHRENB/NT A —F(IAH ?

Executive summary

d.
b. CQ4 TRT LI M7 7HETIIIHRA R, LEMOME ZER S 25 HEHEOREIXTE 20w (V).

C.

d. AUCH A REMHEL, M7 7MH15~20 ug/mL % 774 F& L7 GEFHIBREED ) 2793 ) #H 5™

b7 713 AUC ORBIRE L 1ZV 2 =W (IV),
ZAEWOE T AUC 2B & ¥ 2355862 17) (M 1a)* 20D,

(I1I-C)

FRZN R OETH AUC 18I L 72 G3%5HE, M 72 HEL TA2HFGEFT L VEN TV LT RETDH 5
7, ZORRIBENIZES S (X 1b)* (II1-B),

AREESIIERIRICBNT I 7ET%  AUCFHi%Z4TH & & 2323 275D, KEBSDHE, MEEL
72 VCM 12 B1F % practical AUC-guided TDM (PAT) 7 & HA N TOREFANT % 72V 7 b 2 7 fERD
o515 (1A,

R, NETH AUCEHIAZYE FE Lvye LOLHARTHEEINTWRIZEAEO Y 7 7T ICHBENRTWS

Yasuhara 5 OFHEF] PK 735 X — 7 12 BT 5 W RIEFNIMAE 255~750 kg TH Y, Bz AL&EENT
Wiy, F2/NETIE AUC Bl BWTHRIEE N2V 7 by 73450 & 2 ARBEEI Ty (IILB),

o NS XHESETIE, 1R 2 MRILT D AUC 23k 5 2 LIXWRETH 575, OFSE/ MM MRSA E4iE, @B

R T B, QOFIRIED MR TAZ/PIPC il 72 EOBHEEIKT V) A 7 03B HIEF Tl 2 KA > bRl (857
flEX E—27f) 12X Y AUC FHli %479 2 & & HfEdgg 2020 ms0o-e000 (1) | M2 VCM 24 B & & 5 5-Cld 1
RA Y ML TOREE IR VIETT 5 (F2)7Y,

B IEE B OIEFRE MR GE T, P T 7 AA FEREST AMEIZD W (TI1B), Lo L, #E TDM
DRFUN L) AR T 2% 41, SO 7 (1A > MR & FIF L7 AUC &P BEII2FT ) &

BARLFREAFRMEE Vol 70 No. 1



FEE TDM BRIREE A RS> 2022

1o A0 (1-A) o

Systematic review & X 2t (774 N7 A4 Y REIVFER)Y
P (%) : VCM {12 81T 5 TDM Efti B H
I (S A)  AUC A FIZ & B 455k
C (WH) © N 7MEF A NI X B¥F%55%5T
O (7T M) BEE KRR

a. B
AUC-guided Trough-guided 0Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Finch 2017 54 734 54 546 45.3% 0.72[0.49, 1.07] =
Neely 2018 2 177 6 75 12.0% 0.13[0.03, 0.67] -
Meng 2019 1 117 20 179 30.2% 0.82[0.38,1.79] ——
Oda 2020 2 22 15 52 12.6% 0.25[0.05, 1.19] I
Total (95% CI) 1,050 852 100.0% 0.54 [0.28, 1.01] -
Total events 69 95
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.19; Chi* = 5.84, df = 3 (p = 0.12); I = 49% k + + {
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.92 (p = 0.05) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours [AUC-guided] Favours [Trough-guided]

[ SVE S

AUC-guided Trough-guided 0Odds Ratio 0dds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Neely 2018 0 177 0 75 Not estimable
0da 2020 12 4 52 100.0% 0.57 [0.06, 5.42] B

Total (95% CI) 199 127 100.0% 0.57 [0.06, 5.42]
Total events 1 4

Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Z - 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Test fc 1l effect: Z = 0. =0.
est for overall effect: 2= 049 (p = 0.63) Favours [AUC-guided] Favours [Trough-guided]

1. EEEE EERAIRICERT S AUC A A K& b 7R A NIk b veM B 5%Gto 7+ LA M7y b
Tsutsuura M et al. BMC Infect Dis 2021 (%4 K5 4 ¥ BEXH»ER) ™

#2. AUC (1, 284 » MEIM) OFHE -8 K4 ¥ MR X 2H
T % s 72 reference AUC & O FLHZ

A ZHfEE TRz AUC &

J—— < 1]~
He'5 Wk KA A REd reference AUC [t 0.8 ~ 1.2 ZEEH
2RA b 82.3%
57, ¥=2 (1h) =
12h
1K1 b 60.8%
g7 o
2HKRA b 68.2%
57, ¥—% (1h) o
24h
1KA4 b 49.4%
N e

OdaK et al. Pharm Res 2021 (%14 K J 4 Y TEEMFEi)”

VCM 1 H 2 MG OFEFICB VT, 284 ¥ MRILASTTbN 724, &
LREWIEETH Y, E—21Ml, b T 7MHEEESBHENE R YE CTHESE, L
PL1KRA Y MTH 7HBREO—FEIME O N, IFRMEEERYGE T b
TIHOATHHESIN L, BFHEEETD D 1 H 1 BRSO E
W, 1R ¥ MTIZREEIL 500 BEICK T T 5720, 284 ~ MR
VETH b,

AKI ZFB9570IC, P 7ETES AUCHA FPHRSNBEBEMRR” (WA N7 A4 Y REXHFE L 722 ik
HLFAFAE)
L. 7 7EICED VRS RET 2 T o 7ENIC BT 2 RE T, WGHEABE 25 FHERET (eGFR<30 mL/

BAARMLFEEAFRMES Vol 70 No. 1 11
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min/1.73 m?), TAZ/PIPC BtH, FURIEME, ICU AR, b F 7fi>20 ug/mL & AKI O L7z A7 /TT
Hotz,

2. 2O &) BRIEBITIE T AKT Z8E% % 4 VCM HEFI L~V (98%) 1I2& &0 5720121, bFT7Hy ME T
fli % 4R 193 ug/mL A5, BT Tl 124 ug/mL, TAZ/PIPC B T 135 ug/mL, FIRFEMEH Tl
11.7 ug/mL F THIF 20D B 57 (ICU ARSI TIHEB OB R S EEL N v b+ 7EEZRETE R o72),

3. CQ4 THNRD L IEBEEIDO7201213 N5 7E=15 ug/mL 7SHIE & 2 5% 2 L5 s, BHERIET, TAZ/PIPC
BERI, FURZEMEH O VEM BEEFIZB VT, T 7854 FTIRLEMEAMERE S, AKI FHiomH» 5 AUC 74

2 & PRSI HE T o ICU ARERBID AKTI Y A7 TH Y AUC A REEET 5,

3. CQ3. #E{Eh2%E TDM DEFHAIL 2

Executive summary

a. BHREE/IFEMERESC Y 7 P T AL A VWGE, BEBEEE CERIRBIELTWLEEZ LN
A~5 A5 0EE (3 HHA) 2#E TDM 2475 %% (1),

b. —F, BEE/MHEEREEITY 7 by 7 2T 586, HERGFEYO PK FHliZ 179 72012, ERIRER O
3G (b7 74, ¥—2MH) 12f)E TDM O%Efi % Z g3 50 sas0ussi(ILA ), 1 H 2 [l%5 Tlk
FH, 1H1E#EEGTIZ3HE R 5,

c. NI EIEFRGET 30 A LANICRRMEER L, v 7 by (PAT) 3R IZH RS- O 1E6E 2 B %2 A4
% (IDs

d. Y= 7T ASE T L22RE BB A IR & L COmiiit T 1~2 B TR % 179 Y (1D o

e. AIAMZGH T & IO IEMER RS AT ENLZDTHIUE, +57, =212 bbb, 50574 5ERT
OFIM B HETH 5 (ITT-A) o

f. #EA TDM %4 7% < &b 1HEEIC 1R, PKiHMEiZAT)o 72721, #IE TDM 2B\ CHebatm 2 28 L 72 ERI T
FZEN LD R CRlE & 47 ) e s R (T A )

4. CQ4. TDM DRRICHR N 2 BIZEE(IL?

Executive summary
a. AUC

1. MRSA BEYERBROA M %E EO 572912, AUC/MIC @ BAEEIZ =400 & 3 50780 0-we-(1) (1 2),
WARF L TR Bz MIC {H% vy, Etest 1245 % MICHZ AV 72360 HAEHIZ =200 12 E T 5%,

2. Enterococcus faecium, coagulase negative staphylococcus (CNS), Streptococcus pneumoniae (2 & 5 JEGEETG
JETIE TDM (2B 5 HEEMEICET 2R DIZE ALEHBEIN TR\, KA FF4 2V TRY Q’Fﬂf
AUC/MIC 25ERhEDIRIE L LT, S aureus PAMZ b #IRTE 2 23R HTH 29" (1-B) s VCM G
W, RIVERTFBhE RO AUC 600 pg - h/mL 13575 X & Th 528, AprEICE L Tld AUC/MIC <400 “Ca?) =
72 LT, MRSA DS DRGSEIC BT B3I EAHOLEMEIZE LT, BRRZIRZEL L THIBS % 2
ENEIDEN D,

3. T v 7 iEEe MIC HIERTE, £ < O MRSA #A7R$ MIC=1 ug/mL &% LT AUC=400 ug - h/mL
AHBEET 2T LA).

4 MIC HEBLNZHETE, 15585 73T 24 (MIC=2pg/mL), F7:1% 1/2 (MIC=05 ug/mL) ® AUC %
L5285, MIC=2 ug/mL OGERTA FT 4 2 TRTIEGEFCILERRETH 5, HE MIC
DHTEEEDO LM EZET 5 &, —H#IZ AUC=400 ug - h/mL % BIZE & § 2 OPERH T (II-A), MIC<1 ug/
mL OBETHISE G E 2 WMET S 2 &2 CHRE MRS 50

5. BEELRHE) X7 2T &8 572012 AUCIE=600 ug - h/mL & § 280 188080() (] 3)

6. FEEKTIE, HAEE AUC 1 400~600 ug - h/mL % #3ET 255 (D),

Systematic review & * #8gi (1 ¥ 74 RESIE) Y
O SIES
P: VCM {BEIZBIT 5 TDM E i B E

BARLFREAFRMEE Vol 70 No. 1



[:AUC 71 v M4 71 (400+15%) AL

C:AUC > b4 7fl (400+15%) il

O : {afM
@R

P : VCM {Hf#EIC

BT % TDM Ei &

I:AUCH v b4+ 7 (600£15%) LI
C:AUCH v FA7M (600£15%) X K&Ww

FEE TDM BRIREE A RS> 2022

O : BhEE
High AUC/MIC Low AUC/MIC 0Odds Ratio 0dds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Zelenitsky 2013 6 20 12 15 8.1% 0.11 [0.02, 0.52]
Jung 2014 11 54 9 22 17.6% 0.37 [0.13, 1.09] e —
Ghosh 2014 18 77 27 50 34.7% 0.26 [0.12, 0.56] —
Song 2015 17 69 21 48 32.7% 0.42[0.19, 0.93] —
Makmor-bakry 2019 4 14 11 14 6.9% 0.11 [0.02,0.61]
Total (95% CI) 234 149 100.0% 0.28 [0.18, 0.45] -
Total events 56 80
Heterogeneity: Tau” = 0.00; Chi® = 3.86, df = 4 (p = 0.43); I = 0% 0:01 0: T 1:0 : 60
Test for overall effect: Z = 5.46 (p<<0.00001) Favours [High AUC/MIC] Favours [Low AUC/MIC]
2. TRHRME AUC/MIC /1 v b+ 7f 4002 15% D7+ LA M7 a Yy b
Tsutsuura M et al. BMC Infect Dis 2021 (%' 4 K5 4 ¥ ZE & 03FE i) *
High AUC Low AUC Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI

Chavada 2017 8 20 12 107 17.4% 5.28 [1.80, 15.50] —_—

Zasowski 2018 12 104 8 219 20.2% 3.44 [1.36, 8.70] —_—

Meng 2019 4 118 7 117 14.6% 0.55[0.16, 1.94] —

Brunetti 2020 8 90 14 318 20.7% 2.12 [0.86, 5.22] T

Lodise 2020 33 108 22 104 27.0% 1.64[0.88, 3.06] T

Total (95% CI) 440 865 100.0% 2.10 [1.13, 3.89] B

Total events 65 63

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.26; Chi* = 8.90, df = 4 (p = 0.06); I* = 55% I t t 1

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.36 (p = 0.02)

b. b7 71l

1. EE/BHENE MRSA EAYE IS

[

[] R 12

(IIL-A) .

3. RIEZ MR BINT ) A7 2T 572012
10 ug/mL %51 v bF 7 & L7z A 7 T CRERRD A

X 3.

Favours [High AUC] Favours [Low AUC]

BhEEE AUC Y bF 71H600£15% D7+ LA NTE Y b

Tsutsuura M et al. BMC Infect Dis 2021 (%4 K5 4 ¥ BE XM FEN) ™

DYAY Ex>TLES) (45b)7#H*¥ (D),
2. RAA NI A4 ¥ CTHFES 28535 TIRME TDM TD b F 71 15~20 ug/mL ER L & b TRFETH 2™

B DR R SN S BEE N7 713 15~20 ug/mL TH 5 0° (M 4a) (D),

137 b 10 ug/mL ZHEFFT 2 2 LD F LW ¥ (111-A),
BLhETROL o7 (K4h) #5590, F7-10~15 ug/

mL T&x, <10ug/mL &I L2GEFEED ) X7 L% -7 (K 5a)" (I1-C)o
4, DLEX Y, BRRE, Letomizr M5 8T 7 HEEOREIITELRVWE T A FI 14 Y RESTIRHWL
72 (IV).

Systematic review & X 2 & (77

17 SVES

P : VCM iB#EIC

IRIA4>

BIF 5 TDM FEhti B

LRES

ﬁ>

ZRE

I: 8279y b4+ 74l (10, 15ug/mL) PLE
C:b+77%» bA74E (10, 15ug/mL) Kiili

HACEFREAFLRMES Vol 70 No. 1 13
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O : ERIRZIH

QOFEE
P : VCM B#HEIZ BT 5H TDM FEhi B
I: bJ7ffa <10, b10~15, c15~20 ug/mL
C: b7 7ffal0~15 b15~20, ¢ =20 ug/mL
O : Bl

NF 7% v b 71 15 ug/mL

>15 ug/mL <15 ug/mL 0dds Ratio 0dds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Hermsen 2010 1 2 3 6 0.9% 1.00 [0.04, 24.55]
Clemens 2011 18 68 6 26 7.8% 1.20 [0.42, 3.46] —
Kullar 2011 65 148 98 160  42.5% 0.50 [0.31,0.78] ——
Casapao 2013 19 34 45 75 13.1% 0.84[0.37,1.92] —_—
Ghosh 2014 24 80 21 47 15.7% 0.53[0.25, 1.12] —_—
Song 2015 14 42 24 75 13.6% 1.06 [0.48, 2.37] i —
Fu 2018 15 26 12 16 4.7% 0.45[0.12, 1.79] —_— 1
Mogle 2018 1 12 7 32 1.8% 0.32 [0.04,2.97]
Total (95% CI) 412 437 100.0% 0.63 [0.47, 0.85] <
Total events 157 216
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 5.45, df =7 (p = 0.61); I* = 0% | } + |

0.01 0.1 10 100
Favours [ >15 ug/mL] Favours [<15 ug/mL]

—

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.01 (p = 0.003)

b. b7 774y M4 71H 10 pg/mL
>10 ug/mL <10 ug/mL Odds Ratio 0dds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Kullar 2011 117 238 46 70 581% 0.50 [0.29, 0.88] ——
Song 2015 14 42 12 43 41.9% 1.29[0.51, 3.26]
Total (95% CI) 280 113 100.0% 0.75[0.30, 1.86]
Total events 131 58
= = = . 2 = } I } |
Hete;ogenelt);lT?fu =0.29; Chi*=2.92, df =1 (p = 0.09); I = 66% 001 ol 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.62 (p = 0.53) Favours [ >10 ug/mL] Favours [< 10 ug/mL]

4. ERARE DT T7Hy bATHEOTH LA M TH Y B
Tsutsuura M et al. BMC Infect Dis 2021 (%4 K5 4 ¥ BEXH»FEN) ™

BAR EFEEFRMES Vol. 70 No. 1



a. <10 ug/mLvs. 10-15 yg/mL

FEE TDM BRIREE A RS> 2022

10-15 ug/mL <10 ug/mL Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Lodise 2009 9 44 5 95 9.4% 4.63 [1.45,14.78] e —
Kullar 2011 13 76 10 65 15.6% 1.13 [0.46, 2.79] -
Cano 2012 3 42 4 57 5.2% 1.02[0.22, 4.82] —
Horey 2012 3 97 2 41 3.8% 0.62[0.10, 3.87]
Prabaker 2012 15 145 9 149 17.1% 1.79 [0.76, 4.24] -
Fujii 2013 5 32 1 26 2.6% 4.63[0.51,42.41]
Ley 2013 15 62 12 54 16.9% 1.12[0.47, 2.65] .
Barriere 2014 0 15 0 17 Not estimable
Hammoud 2016 22 212 6 120 14.5% 2.20 [0.87, 5.59] T
Hirano 2016 5 38 0 19 1.5% 6.40 [0.34, 122.14] >
Chuma 2018 2 16 4 63 3.9% 2.11[0.35, 12.68] N
Huang 2018 6 30 0 5 1.4% 2.92[0.14, 59.89]
Shime 2018 2 31 0 11 1.3% 1.95[0.09, 43.78]
de Almeida 2019 6 33 4 42 6.9% 2.11[0.54, 8.21] -
Total (95% CI) 873 764 100.0% 1.73 [1.22, 2.47] <>
Total events 106 57

Heterogeneity: Tau” = 0.00; Chi® = 8.28, df = 12 (p = 0.76); I = 0%

— — .01 .1 1 1 1
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.03 (p = 0.002) 0.0 Favourg [10-15 ug/mL] Favours [< 10 Zg /mL] 00
b. 10-15 ug/mL vs. 15-20 ug/mL
15-20 ug/mL  10-15 ug/mL Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Lodise 2009 3 15 9 44 5.2% 0.97 [0.23,4.19] ———
Kullar 2011 10 77 13 76 13.9% 0.72[0.30, 1.77] R
Cano 2012 6 42 3 42 5.2% 2.17 [0.50,9.31] I
Horey 2012 7 66 3 97 5.7% 3.7210.92, 14.94] T
Fujii 2013 8 31 5 32 7.1% 1.88 [0.54, 6.54] I E—
Ley 2013 19 56 15 62 17.2% 1.61 [0.72, 3.59] -
Hammoud 2016 23 121 22 212 27.7% 2.03 [1.08, 3.82] —
Hirano 2016 3 16 5 38 4.5% 1.52[0.32,7.31] D —
Chuma 2018 2 14 2 16 2.5% 1.17[0.14,9.59]
Huang 2018 3 12 6 30 4.4% 1.33[0.27, 6.50] —
Shime 2018 10 40 2 31 4.3% 4.83[0.97,23.98]
de Almeida 2019 1 8 6 33 2.1% 0.64 [0.07, 6.25]
Total (95% CI) 498 713 100.0% 1.63 [1.16,2.27] <>
Total events 95 91
Heterogeneity: Tau” = 0.00; Chi* = 8.24, df = 11 (p = 0.69); I* = 0% | + 1 {
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.86 (p = 0.004) 0.01 0.1 10 100
Favours [15-20 ug/mL] Favours [10-15 xg/mL]
c. 15-20 ug/mLvs. >20 ug/mL
>20 ug/mL  15-20 ug/mL 0Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Lodise 2009 4 12 3 15 2.8% 2.00 [0.35, 11.44]
Kullar 2011 17 62 10 77 11.3% 2.53 [1.06, 6.03]
Cano 2012 16 47 6 42 7.7% 3.10 [1.08, 8.89] —
Horey 2012 22 66 7 66 9.7% 4.21 [1.65, 10.74] e —
Fujii 2013 21 50 8 31 8.8% 2.08 [0.78, 5.55] e EE—
Ley 2013 51 91 19 56 17.7% 2.48 [1.24,4.95] —
Hammoud 2016 11 43 23 121 12.6% 1.46 [0.64, 3.33] R
Hirano 2016 5 6 3 16 1.4% 21.67 [1.80, 260.57] +
Obara 2016 18 30 5 18 5.4% 3.90[1.10, 13.80] ————
Chuma 2018 5 16 2 14 2.6% 2.730.44, 17.05] —
Huang 2018 3 3 3 12 0.8% 19.00 [0.77, 469.21] +
Park 2018 7 19 22 91 7.8% 1.83[0.64, 5.22] —_—
Shime 2018 15 60 10 40 10.0% 1.00 [0.40, 2.52] . S—
de Almeida 2019 8 15 1 8 1.6% 8.00 [0.78, 82.05]
Total (95% CI) 520 607 100.0% 2.39[1.78, 3.20] <>
Total events 203 122
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 13.11, df = 13 (p = 0.44); I* = 1% 0:01 0:1 ] ; (:) : (:) o
Test for overall effect: Z = 5.81 (p<<0.00001) Favours [ >20 ug/mL] Favours [15-20 ug/m]
M5 EREELZEFTTIHEOTFLVANTEY B
Tsutsuura M et al. BMC Infect Dis 2021 (4 K5 4 ¥ TEH&AFHiE) ™
BACFREFRMEE Vol 70 No.
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5. CQ5. VCM iaE Tz 53 HERAH» ?

Executive summary
a. HEEAUCIZEEDW MR G- & FHid%k G- OB/ L &0 it id 7 <, BB TR 5- oz ¢
WY (TI-B) 6

6. CQ6. VCM i CAfRE I DEDL ?

Executive summary

a. FH» 5 AR ERMEE, WERRDELZED L7012, BEEC22L O TWROAAMES 2179 (D). A
BHICE )V BFRENERL LN EHREIN TN LHEW

b. EEIREEICBIT 5 BIEREOZRIIWRI OGRS 721 TIXRETH 57 (111-C) .

c. AW G-CTHHFE/1E2HEIZAUCZ400 ug - h/mL Z#K T A2 WREMIZE E 425, TET 2 AIXREMNTH
A O(IILA) o

7. CQ7. #EY)FHARS5ERENS?

Executive summary

a. MIAO M 25~30 mg/kg (FEHMAE) ORMHEGEZTHIN D), 72721, 3g LV EVAEAMETEIIBI %4
HOWMEFIA T TH 2™,

b, MEFFEIE, BREEEIER B (eGFR=90 mL/min/1.73 m*) Ti& 1 [ 20 mg/kg (FEHMAE) % 120 L1857
%" (D)o

c. eGFR=130 mL/min/1.73 m* TiZ 1 [ 15~20 mg/kg (FHAEE) O ST L5 HEET 2 (I-A),

D BAY I UMHIC X ARG ERRERUG B A 2 2012, 1 g TR AERERNE 1 B 2 A 2 LESH Y, FnLL
FOMHKIZIE 500 mg 4720 30 5Ll EE B2 GRE 2 IR 50 (TD) o

e. V7 My IT RIS, HIGE (AWEKS, RS 2 Ak, BRI AUC 400~600 ug - h/mL
% BRI S5 EmORE 2479 (Do 7272 LR L LCT1H 4 g %8B 585 XEEICATH ™™ (1IT-
B

f. TDM ZFEHMED & £ e WliFe 5385t O A DO RHER T PK 12 & 5 AUC SFfiIEERENRKEVWI L2 ZE L T,
AP G- REHC B B HEE AUC 1342425 500 ug - h/mL 28R 2 W2 2T LW (IIT-A) .

g. W, EHIREETO steady state AUC (AUC.) ZIIE L L TG %F0 b b, LA L L) RO PK &
FRRAS R & OBEMDSEE L OB RDH 5, PAT TIZ AUC. PISHZ, WIHZ SN2 HH® AUC (AUCu
AUCus1) dFREN5,

h. 122 HH® AUC (AUCuusn) =515 pg - h/mL & BEEDHELHE SN TB DY, AUCousn=400~500 ug - h/
mL ZERK S, Hiko AUC.=400~600 ug - h/mL 2 & TEET 2 (TILA). 2L SomfikgRitcoHE
AUCuussn 1d 450 HIFEAYENO H L5

8. CQ8. TDM ([CE D\ 5EEtDEAIL ?

Executive summary

a. I TDM TH SNz EBIEEE D S N A g T, EHFIRETO AUC 400~600 ug - h/mL % &R T % % 5-3%5
WCHRETY 52 (1D,

b, NA ZHeEE AL LTH, BIEETKRD S AUC £ D +20%DREIZZITANLLEDNH 5,

c. MG AR B ) TDM EMEH L& R RIE SN T D Z L b %, MIC=2 pg/mL BRAYE K 0 &
YELZ0F S 5 AUC/MIC 12D W 2R R O G EFT CIIBERED Y A7 0w, kS35 h liF~ZEE
B DODEEREPEIWT % 1T 9 1 (11) o MIC =4 pg/mL D54, hetero VISA T 1), T MRSA 3% FEIR 4 51010
(I)o 7277 L TEIC TIIXEMIEOTTHEMEA D ), DAP IZBWTH MIC Il & 7 571, VCM iG# % fkf+
LA, EFRETIEIMIC=1ug/mL & L THERAHZ1T) (CQ4ZSH),

BARLFREAFRMEE Vol 70 No. 1
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9. EBHIRE

1) MR FER, IR, 22, FF)
NRIZBWT, HRANEZRGE LZREFIPK ETVEEH L2V 7 by 2 71d, PAT 28O SN TWhiwn,
FDIZORTARITA TR TDMIZBWTHIET AT A= L LT, fBRIBETH L b T 7THETOEE %17 - 720

a. TIDMDOEA13I>J

Executive summary

a. #E ST 7EIZ4 B EESER GRS THIUE2 HE) IZHEIET 5552 (T1A) o

b. #AERE LUK /NETIE, 2HBIZEFREBIGEL TRV EXH L7720, T 7HE/NGHTO ] RelE:
*ZBT 5% (111-B)o

b. TDM O HI#E(E

Executive summary

a. BUE, NEICHHTES AUCEHIiOY 7 by 27 3B SNTB 5T, ABREEL LTF7 7ME=10 ug/mL %
He2E5 5 (B16) (Do

b. M7 7fE=15ug/mL IZFFEEY) 27 L2 DHESEL v (7)1 (1V),

c. Yk, ANRIZBETZ T 7 BEEIX 10~15 ug/mL IZ&ET 2 (Do

d. &tk ANEHOYV 7 v 27 2MERTREZ 27X AUC 400~600 ug - h/mL & BEL & L 728R5E % 47 5 1081 (T11-
B).

Systematic review & X 2f&tr (71 N7 A4 Y TEHIFER) ™
O RRHF

P : VCM A% 12 351) % TDM FEfti/hEEE

I: 8774y M4+ 7410 pg/mL Dk

C: bo 74y b4 71810 ug/mL Hiiii

O © iHH R
Q@ REE

P : VCM BHFEIZBIT S TDM FEhiEE

I: v5 75y b4 7 15 pug/mL Kl

C: 775y M4 7115 ug/mL Dk

O : BhE
>10 ug/mL <10 ug/mL 0dds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Hamdy 2017 13 45 47 127 60.1% 0.69 [0.33, 1.45] ——
Yoo 2017 2 5 18 31 8.8% 0.48[0.07, 3.30]
Hsu 2018 5 38 32 105 31.0% 0.35[0.12,0.97] —
Total (95% CI) 88 263 100.0% 0.54 [0.30, 0.96] -
Total events 20 97
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 1.17, df = 2 (p = 0.56); I* = 0% | t f {

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.11 (p = 0.04) Favours [>>10 4g/mL] Favours [< 10 g/mL]

e /MNRICBIFLEHRIMENTTH Y M TfE10ug/mL DT+ LA M7 H Y b

Reprinted from J Infect Chemother., 27(5), Moriyama H, et al., 781-785, Copyright (2021), with permission from Japanese Society of
Chemotherapy and The Japanese Association for Infectious Diseases. (74 N J 4 ¥ & B &9 )E) ™

HACEFREAFLRMES Vol 70 No. 1
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>15 ug/mL <15 pg/mL 0dds Ratio 0dds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
McKamy 2011 16 57 8 110 9.2% 4.98 [1.98, 12.52]
Cies 2013 5 57 3 56 4.8% 1.70[0.39, 7.47] —
Knoderer 2014 21 63 146 796 14.4% 2.23[1.28,3.87] —_—
Sinclair 2014 10 37 14 132 9.3% 3.12[1.25,7.78] E—
Knoderer 2015 2 12 16 128 4.3% 1.40[0.28, 6.98] . B —
Le 2015 20 117 25 563 13.3% 4.44[2.37,8.30] —_—
Bonazza 2016 8 38 54 227 10.2% 0.85[0.37,1.97] e
McNeil 2016 24 39 20 88 10.5% 5.44[2.41,12.29] —_—
Wei 2016 1 12 3 153 2.2% 4.55[0.44, 47.40]
Bhargava 2017 2 11 1 99 2.0% 21.78 [1.80, 264.15] +
Holsen 2017 7 20 11 70 7.2% 2.89[0.94, 8.87]
McNeil 2017 7 15 2 29 3.7% 11.81 [2.04, 68.55]
Yoo 2017 0 4 1 42 1.2% 3.07[0.11, 87.20]
Woldu 2018 5 43 14 248 7.6% 2.20 [0.75, 6.46] -/
Total (95% CI) 525 2,741 100.0% 3.02 [2.08, 4.38] ’
Total events 128 318
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.17; Chi® = 21.12, df = 13 (p = 0.07); I* = 38% t ; {

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 5.84 (p<<0.00001) Favours [ >15 ug/mL] Favours [< 15 ug/mL]

7. MNRICBIZEEEL N T T7A Y AT 15ug/mL DT+ LA T Y b
Reprinted from J Infect Chemother., 27(5), Moriyama H, et al., 781-785, Copyright (2021), with permission from Japanese Society of
Chemotherapy and The Japanese Association for Infectious Diseases. (774 N F A ¥ ZH&H3 i)

c. MNRICH T 255G

Executive summary

a. 115 mg/kg, 6 WM T &85 (1 H 60 mg/kg/H) AL L, Ml - FH512 L 2353502 S 5 IR0
L i% 3 b:% L 71«:126, 133, 142~159) <II> o

b. 100 mg/kg/ H UL L OF G BREED ) A 7 255 & LW RN S 5 72 08T 2 (TI-A) 6

c. MBS (T HESET 2 ARPLAT VIO (V) o

3. GG - FEIC XS veM @ 1 HESGE (AREKVMER, 5

O R 1 A %)
i 5 R

PEWR PMA'<35H 118 15mg/kg, 1 H 28 (30 mg/kg/H)
LR PMA=35 H 118 15mg/kg, 1 H 38l (45 mg/kg/H)

1HH " ~37H 18] 15 mg/kg, 1 H 3~ 48] (45 ~ 60 mg/kg/H)
371 A~ 1Ak 117 15mg/kg, 1 H 4 Al (60 mg/kg/H)
1~ 6% 18] 20 mg/kg, 1 H 48] (80 mg/kg/H)
7~ 127% 119 15mg/kg, 1 H 4 [ (60 mg/kg/H)
13 ~ 17 & 118015 ~ 20 mg/kg, 1 H 319 (45 ~ 60 mg/kg/H)

© o HEEAHEEL (postmenstrual age : PMA, fEMGEE+ AR A £ 5)
PLIEMIEE 37 Mo H~416 HET) THAELZEAEOEZREKEZRL,
PMA Tl 44 DFEE T 5,

2) BB, Et€ :TDM O %A I J EBEE R5HRE

Executive summary

a. NEWHERITIX, ARERE CRGEL IO L6, FAMKETIT) 2R INTWEY, LaL, FHEETIE
W EBRLZTREMEDIE SN TVLY, 202 Lbdh, AHEF I VEM EHREOFEEY X7 &% > T
%163‘164)0

b, HEEEICBNT, I T7HA FTIEZAUCHA FLVBEHRG L5252 EDHREIN T LY,

18 BARLFREAFRMEE Vol 70 No. 1
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VI NIIZTPATEZZ LT F= 275 A (R, F#, AE, mE2 L7 F = 2T Cockeroft-Gault X

IZCEHER) 1DV TG EIVREN, FERETHIELRKOL 2 LIV, 207208 MAE, IEHEEICBIT
AEGHEICRWERE LR EEZ W LT FZ 0 275 0 ADIE LWEHESATT K & 7 - T L 5 (EAE =
PRARMREE + 04 x [SEMAE - JAEAE]),

JEFHEBNC BT 2 Y 7 by =7 OEBROMHEE, FTTROFEINIESWTERSEY AL, BERAFE»S
AUC #3k®, CQT7 IR L7z HEAE 2 S # |2 5%t oOMET £ 179 o

B 513 3 g% FBRIZ, 20~25 mg/kg (GEMMAE) L9329 WAILA), MiF=X 1 %G E2g% RRE L
10~15 mg/kg (FEHMAE) 0 12 K Z L He5- 2 ZET 25 (1I1-A) .

HATHEEIN TS Y 7 by 27 TORER PK 7V T, BRI I L L 2x5%eHIT&E 2wz, b
HROTREZT) & & D IZEHHOBRRIMET S LETH 5% (1-B) .

JHRFEBIZ BT ARG HREHCET 2T 2T E A SR,

FHEREG D W7 IR G- AT OB, EEAEEE LK LS WRESS ), EERETNOFHO
TDM {(_’/ﬁ:\/\/\\‘ /( X“?ﬁ%w@@ﬁﬁ%%}ﬁﬁﬁ %ﬁi‘, )) 16, 27, 28,57, 85, 162~164, 166, 169) (III-A> 5

Al B & O EERI T AUC IZEDWTARAS ZHEET LML, E— 2L MT 7D 2 R4 » MIE IO S
B (TITA)

3) BEEEREE (TDM D44 3% /TDM O BiE@E/#B55%ET)

Executive summary

a.
b.
c.

B E B TILEREEL D) 27 258720, AUC 12D W73 535 ATESE X 2 017285 1m0 (T7)
eGFR<30 mL/min/1.73 m* OB H I EEERHEPERIC R 2O TREELZERET L7 (IV),

PSRRI T R B HIRTE I E T 4 BEIGRB AL 3 2 905010070 2 e 2 il R0 2 (SRR T A 72 D IS BT G- % FEH
5o MOIH 25~30 mg/kg (FEMFEE) OGS %2175 (1D,

. HMEFRRHI PAT 7 EO HARNTORMENENT 2 72y 7 v 27 2 AW TS 59 (TI-A) 6

e. V7 M7 IT EHCIZOIEGEETOBREE T TIE R vz, 469 TDM #RICED S 2479 Y (I1B).

BEET ] H ST ONLEAIE, FF 7l Y= 2D 284 2 T AUC 2 2 #3E5 541729 (111-

Ao

PAT HMEHTE VB % Z B LT, AUCuus, 500 ug - h/mL (AUCL=600 ug - h/mL) # H% & LT, PAT I

X BHEER PK P98 T A= 06 ) E 7T L% L7 (F4),

1) EHEEETEHEO R VI LT FZ o 7Y 75 2 AN X B BRI 720, RS ESEL->TH,
M UEBREL NV TIREEHE & L7,

2) 72721, AmSEE, 25~30 mg/kg # HZek L CTHREINIRL 720

3) RAAE THEFHES 1 M&EAHT20 mg/kg # K& CBRAHE IS 2R 72,

4) VXTI LADOBERMBEESE SN S FTIE, BEWOmD S TR L7 AUCus, #2512, 450 ug - h/mL
Tife% HEL L CHEIRES-EOREI 21T S EREIO 55,

. 2~3 HEH® TDM #4206 N A ZHE5EICT AUC, 500 ug - h/mL % BAE|ZHEHRE 2179 (N4 ZHEETIZ 20%

D [500+100 ug - h/mL] EEF AN BEAD Y, Fathh THF UL 500 ug - h/mL %82 7% 5 %
REATEE L)

BAARMLFEEAFRMES Vol 70 No. 1

19



TEE TDM BRREE A4 RS54 > 2022

20

Fa. BRRER VCM e 5kEH ) €7 7 & (RZRHEDMER, 4RO IR IBREED L2

cL 80 kg 70 kg 60 kg 50 kg 40kg

er EE-N=N

(mL/min) HiER R g}%ﬁ% AUCs11 ;%@% AUCo11 ;%E% AUCisn ;%E% AUCo1s1 ;%IE% AUCous1

100 1.25gX2 2g 512 2g 512 175g 504 — —

90 1.0gx2 2g 465 2g 465 175¢ 456 15g 446 —
80 10gXx2 175g 496 175g 496 175g 496 15g 494 —
70 0.75gX2 175g 449 175g 449 175g 449 15g 435 125¢g 420
60 0.75 g% 2 1758 511 1758 511 1.75g 511 15g 492 1.25g 474
50 05gX2 175g 446 175g 446 175g 446 15g 423 1.25g 400
40 058X2 175g 528 15g 497 15g 497 15g 497 125g 467
30 075g%1 175¢ 512 15g 472 15g 472 15g 472 1.25g 432

AUGCu, - B25-BH 24 ~ 48 KE[] > AUC
ERAEIZY 7 Y 7 Il DR RFERRMIEZ1TD RV CL, 272720, REDSEZ - TH 1 BRI S Lz,

4) BERMA&AENR (HD) : TDM D41 X2 J L BiEfE, #5:8%E

Executive summary

a.

HD it g 120k LT, BEES A EEZR VCM V' 7 b T 7 IEBURTId v, 72 AUC-H A FIZ X AF%5-3%
FIOBRIMETIZEEOT 2 b OMED T TH V), 184 HD fifTBE B 2 ZOMHILE 5 % 2ME B LET
%o
TDM @ HZx HD FEMRTO#EE L LT, 15~25 ug/mL & 27 ¥ (IILA) . 7272 L, BHEREDSEICTBE L7218
HEEAREIZL S HD MfTEF BT, BHREDNOEERERIEL T 2 BEMARE RSN TW iR,
HD %13V Ny ¥ FERDH ) IEREIZARNSEY R 2 KL L 2720, HD #TEBO MM EEIIFE S Lk
WIS (TITA ) o
BEREIC BV CERIRIEIZET 5 BIRIES 5, TDM SRR B $ 5 PR 2RI 22 s, w55
Mt 2B @ HD HIZ TDM % %595 (IIL-A).
BGEOEAD WA, HDEFICEBT S 2 A H DO TDM (3R 2RI % (TT-A) o
AN 25~30 mg/kg (KT A4 7 x4 b) % 1 [EH%EG-3 5908800 (TILA)
HD T &b 728, FIELIEIZHD HOAIZHD 12 75~10 mg/kg (R T 4 7 = A §) Z$%5-4 2 0 w6 10.102-190
(ITI-A) o
o5V — b OBIFRTHD 1 GEATHE T 1T LB 10853 A B3, #5585 1.26~15/E 3452 LA ZET 29
(ITT-A) o

5) FrigrI&RE:BEN (CHDF) : TDM D41 I > 7 L HIEE, #®E5HRE

Executive summary

a.

A, HMEVE MRSA BYSEIC BT 5 HEE 5 74813 15~20 ug/mL &4 5%, 72721, #lAl b J 74l 10~15 ug/
mL % HifEE LT, TDM IZEDS W25 m0F OB T, SE L3 15~20 ug/mL = BiEE L7725
a1 (UL-A),

Pe5-5G% 3 HHIC TDM 2 %3 2 (I1-A) o ERIRFEIE L TRl iEr:, Aok 288 EEL,
2 [0 H DAFI3 90 TDM £ 72 BFRTHICEB L, ZoH b S oMETco TDM £z #2E 32 (I1-A).
AN 20~30 mg/kg (FEHMAE) 285 L, DFEOHEFREIL 1 M 75~10 mg/kg (EAMAE) % 24 BR T & 104%
5L, #H TDM CTHi¥ 2% (I-A) .

RED TR T DB &) R BHREN D B RREMR N IER T, KEWETA P HA VB EDAT 4 T— 5 —
BAHMICERSNLD5E1E, VEM 27 v AEBEEEL CHDF IC L 22707 9 Y ADOMHICHEINL 7
®, TDMIZ X ) @ EEI L L 7 57 (1T-A) o

AUC 400~600 g - h/mL % HIZEE LT, 284 » MR (T 7l &5 1~ 2KEEO ¥ — 7 fE) 12X b AUC
FMix4T) 2 EEET S (ILA). 2721, AUCIZHEDSW AN - eI RZFEMESNTE ST, 5H%HD
E%?%E’Ci) %212. 213)O
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6) fEREH (PD)

Executive summary

a. MR OFFHETIEFEN (continuous ambulatory peritoneal dialysis, CAPD) HB# 2%, Fiiik5-0%4, &
fift & L C 30 mg/kg & BERERICH S L, ZF oM L LT 15 mg/kg/bag & BEREPICH -3 24529 (TIT-A) »
MG O%4, 156~30 mg/kg & 5~7 H Z & ICJEIENT G- (6 R DL L OBERENIEF), MR T3 wEE T
25% ¥ E LTS3 A% (1I1-A) o

b. BHEIEEENT (automated peritoneal dialysis, APD) B#&I21E, FIRIKGDPHRET SN T 5, KS5EICET
BLET Y ARATHTHY), SHROMFAHRETD 5,

7) /MRICH T B PD - CHDF B¥ D% 5555t

Executive summary

a. PD BEIZIE, #E 30 mg/kg, LM%, 3~5 H Z & 1215 mg/kg = PD i ~E AT 2028220 (TLA) o PD DR
o L IZEATEANEAT B R G- b iTbh s (TTHA),

b. CHDF HifTH§E, 118115 mg/kg T 1 H 2~3 #5224 27 (ILA) . FWHPLERL TWwH I E2b, 2
HH®O TDM TIREFIREBIEL TRV EXH 5720, bT 7HE/NEHIO Wt E ZEET 5,

10. EYEHRE(ERA

Executive summary
A ANl b s VA

1. mAREAEE

Executive summary
PETINIA #, EMIT %, HEIA i, CLIA #FEI2BWT, HIEICHE 25 2 ARFOHE X v,
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2. 47
CcQl. 7475 => (TEIC) {#REHICHL\T TDM DT ?

Executive summary

a. TEICZ, #R3HLZTHME LTTDM 2 EE T 57 (D, 7272 L, mHBEAm S, FI2i LA 5 (enhanced
loading dose) %179 ¥pdr, ARFEBIIMZ, LE&MOHA5 S TDM & FEfid %,

b, EEKYUE, BHGEREE B &), MW E 72 REE, NEY, SHAEREIEILT 2455 E Be L),
773 VIESTY T, RREOFHSHETH ), LML) TDM 2532 (Do

c. MEARBLENEMSIIE TDM 2 E£it L, HEMEoLEZE2 M35 (I1A),

CQ2. TDM ICEWTHIESH#IE I N B/NT X —Z(IaH ?

Executive summary

a. FERREDE & M4 5 PK/pharmacodynamics (PD) 785 X — % 13 AUC/#/NEERIIEE (minimum  inhibitory
concentration, MIC) & &NTWw2*Y, LAaL, HEMIZAUC #5Hlid 4 Z LIZEEETH Y, ABHEE LT
b7 7 RlET 501D,

CQ3. #I{Xh34E TDM OEFHAIL ?

Executive summary

a. W, MHREIEFIRECTHMTNETH LA, TEICIT R IEFICE L, EwiRBELE IR 2 5T
T, FDl0, EFRTIIEFRKEEZFOILLL, AHHDO N7 7% b > CHEMPRELZEET S (1D,

b. ME2OEHTI3HHEIZTDM 2 L7261k, 4 FI4 yCRIBEMN 7EEIHEFTLL4HEDMETD
L LuEBETDH, £72, 1H2MHHEG % 2HET-72HAETHO3IHED TDM &, FilE#5 25 18 ket DL Bk
HLTHBITI 7,

c. fIE TDM (TWi# 535t OFEMCTH Y, 2 M H LDIFED TDM ISR G- X ET ORI O 72012479 o I BRI
T, G EkEt AL LR, EERGYE TEV BIE b T 7 EOMER N EE R ES] 2 & T, follow-up @ TDM
¥ TDM A5 1 BB LAAIZATH ™ (T-A) o

CQ4. FEHEMMED MRSA BRREICHFVWTHREIQSBEN T 7EIR?

Executive summary
JEEMEMED MRSA JEASEICXT L Cld b7 7 15~30 ug/mL = #E55 (D,

Systematic review & X #8th (71 NI A4 v ZEEHFENE) Y
P (%) : TDM FEfiBE (xhPEICE L Tld MRSA IR - CTRET)
I UrA) 0 N 7R 15~30 ug/mL
C (xJHR) © N7 7P 15 ug/mL LUF
O (7w bHa) AxhE (BRHER), BITEHZEBER (RS, EHEREE)

b F 71l 15~30 ug/mL & <15 pg/mL THEERINEIT DV THE L 723C D systematic review & L T4 DD
AR S N7, MRSA EGHEAZ MR E L7z X YT o R (K1) Tk, b7 7fE15~30 pg/mL 134 v X1
(Odds ratio, OR) : 268, 95% CI : 1.14~6.32C, b 7{H 15~30 ug/mL (ZHEKINICHFGTLHELRRTTH -
729 Fiz BMERIC DO W TIE 3 D0 #Crtdisd O, BHERERESEIE b 5 78 15~30 ug/mL T10.3%, <15 ug/
mL T86%THY, OR: 091, 95% CI: 049~169 CHiFEH CHE LR EXROLh o7z (M 2)o HHEREREIZDWT
LEBRIIBOBD 33%, 55%THY, OR: 067, 95% CL: 018~244 THEZFOLN -7 IEOKRL Y,
F 7 15~30 pg/mL (&, BWEH ) A7 O LHEZE) 2R ARMEEZED L 2 LR EN, TDM HEEf & L T
"L 72
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Ctrough 15 ~ 30 ug/mL  Ctrough <15 ug/mL 0Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total  Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Arakawa 2006 4 5 3 8 9.2% 6.67[0.49,91.33]
Ueda 2014 dataset 26 31 24 39 29.3% 3.25[1.02,10.31] ———————
Ueda 2016 43 53 23 46 37.1% 4.30[1.75, 10.56] —_—
Ueda 2020 dataset 62 76 18 21 24.5% 0.74[0.19, 2.86] —_—r
Total (95% CI) 165 114 100.0% 2.68 [1.14, 6.32] el
Total events 68
Heterogeneity: Tau” = 0.31; Chl =5.10,df=3 (p=0.16); = 41%

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.25 (p = 0.02) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favour Ctrough <15 #g/mL Favour Ctrough 15 ~ 30 g/mL

Hanai, et al., ] Clin Pharm Ther. 2021; 46 (3): 622-632, John Wiley and Sons.
(c) 2021 John Wiley & Sons Ltd

1. MRSA JEHSEICH LT~ T 74 15 ~ 30 ug/mL EREH & <15 ug/mL 128 £ o 72 BFIT B 2 BP0 2 A
5 AT
MRSA JEGEZ X G & L7z A T O#ERTIE, T 7148 15 ~ 30 ug/mL 1 OR 2.68 (95% CI 1.14 ~ 6.32) T, {hH¥f
WIZHGT 2 6B EHRTCTh o7z,

Ctrough 15 ~ 30 #g/mL  Crrough <15 1g/mL 0Odds Ratio 0dds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total _ Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Ueda 2014 dataset 2 62 1 86 6.6% 2.83[0.25, 31.96] 1
Ueda 2016 25 191 13 91 74.8% 0.90 [0.44, 1.86]
Ueda 2020 dataset 7 76 3 21 18.6% 0.61 [0.14, 2.59]
Total (95% CI) 329 198 100.0%  0.91[0.49, 1.69]

Total events
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chl =114, df=2(p= 0 56) >=0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.31 (p = 0.76) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favour Ctrough 15 ~ 30 1g/mL Favour Ctrough <15 ug/mL

Hanai, et al., ] Clin Pharm Ther. 2021; 46 (3): 622-632, John Wiley and Sons.
(c) 2021 John Wiley & Sons Ltd

2. NI 7MH 15 ~ 30 ug/mL EREHE & <15 ug/mL I F - 72 BFICBT 2 FRERIUET 5 2 & 1EHT,
FEHEBERE (L M T 7 15 ~ 30 ug/mL @ OR0.91 (95% CI : 049 ~ 1.69) THMED Y A7 KT Tld%e > 7z,

CQ5. BRER, BEMONEREEOERMBRPEICSVTHREINZIBEENT 7@EIE?

Executive summary
a. BEVERIE CLPIIBLYS, B BRI 7 &) 2 TIRORBITIE, BN T 74l 20~40 pg/mL % H 5 100
(III-A) o

Systematic review & X ZfFi (71 N7 14 » ZHEDFENE)
P : TDM EtiH#
I: M7 718FE=20 ug/mL
C: 1\ T 7R <20 ug/mL
BT, etk (BRReREE, FrikpEREE)

A 5 ERT DGR, ;20/.Lg/mL ZEREB O R %2 &0 5 WFTid s o7z (OR=1.23, 95% CI=056~270, p
=061, '=20%). 7272L, B#RL7Z5 20850 ) 5 3 DILIBMMEIIEL ZATBEY, £722 00050
A7 MRSA BIEZ W HR & LT 7ze £D720, HHENE MRSA BGGEHE CTOHE P 7 7HEICEHL TId, E6%5%
WD LEETH L. BEETIEEREE (OR=124, 95% CI=0.72~215 p=044, '=31%), IFkE (OR=083,
95% CI=040~1.75, p=063, F=0%) &b%EZDHT, HELT 7ME=20 ug/mL OLEMEDHERL S 725590,

CQ6. BEMN T 7MEZENRT B -DICHRS N ZIRERENL?

Executive summary
a. RAA NTA TIPS 3 HER OG5, ZOBROMIHL G RFNIG T ToIGE 7o 72 (F 1),
b. M7 7ME15~30 ug/mL ZEK T H720O121X 3 HET1 M 10 mg/kg (FEE) = 5 RHKS5 T 55 HERAmM%S
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(high dose loading dose) %479 (ID.
20~40 ug/mL ZEHK T A 720121E 3 BT 11 12 mg/kg % 5 Bl#%5-9 5 s &% 5- (enhanced loading dose)

C.
#1795 (Do
d. 15~30ug/mL % HIZ L L7245 5213 6.7 mg/kg #HESE S5 (1) o 20 ug/mL % R OHMERRE G- i% 5T B3 4 3
FIERON, 67 mg/kg D LoEHEsEET 5 (I1-A). HERBOAEIZ22H 5T, B follow-up TDM
2T, NI 7MlE=20 ug/mL EHERT 5o
e. UHETHT CHTREGe TR & LC TEIC 23 584, 12 mg/kg OMTRTHE A% G- & 359 (TI1-A) o
1. FREEIEEEE (eGFR 260 mL/min/1.73m*) (ZBF 2 HEE b T 7% KT 5 720 OF -5t
SprEp—— EIE R ES R HEFFP G- s
R ) PIE 2 HH 5HH TR 5 4HH~
15 ~ 30 yg/mL. Regimenl. *’(I)  10mg/kgx2 [l  10mg/kgx2 o  10mg/kgX 1 [1] - 6.7 me/kg X 1 [

Regimen2. “(II)  12mg/kgx2 12 mg/kg X 1 12 mg/kg X 1

20 ~ 40 ug/mL  Regimen3. * (1)  12mg/kgx2 [0l  12mg/kgx2 1 12 mg/kgx 1 [l II-A 6.7 mg/kg % 1 [u]*

N T7>20 ug/mL & MERET ARG RICH L COMFEIROND, 20720, T TORLAMENHESREL ) SHE2ZEL
ThIurd Lk, HEFSOHAEII»2D ST, T O follow-up TDM (e.g. 4 ~ 5 FMEFFH 581) 12T, +F 7fl>20 ug/mL
ERERT 5

CQ7. BHREEERTEEICHIT2BETOM 2EM T 5 -DDIXS5ERETL ?

Executive summary

EEREMR T HS © eGFR (mL/min/1.73 m*) 125 LT, EARERE (mg/keg/H) ICEX W RGEXHET L/ €7 T

a.
LHEF2ITRT,
b, BHEEETEZ I BT OHGHE 3 AMIZO—7 1 » 7 F—= X2 &Lk Gat 217 ) 2259 (1), 72721,
BHERIC & 0 R G RRET ORETII LI TH B,
c. TOBROHFHGIIBWT, BREBOEEIINE V. 1 MG EROHE, HSHEOLE, $7/2320WE %217
vy, TDM TH#$ 2" (II1-A) o BRI TR OMFH GRENIEE 2 2 M2 ET %,
2. TEIC IIBIT 2 EMBIKTROBEE b T 7 Z EKT 5 7-0 OF 535t
B L 5 7 ff eGFR W G- MeRpi 5aEt
7O umin/lzam) g% ol oHH  3HH  fE8EKG-%  4HH~
_ 10mg/kg  10mg/kg 10 mg/kg 3.3 mg/kg
80700 Regimen 1. ® (1) x2 [ x1 [ x1 [ A x 1/ H
<30 cemmen 10mg/kg  6.7mg/kg 6.7 mg/kg LA 5 mg/kgA
. . x 2 [H] X1 [H] X1 [A] x 11\, FEH
15~ 30
Hem 30 ~ 60 12mg/kg  10mg/kg 6.7 mg/kg LA 3.3 mg/kg
Regimen 2. (I1) X2 [m] X1 [l X1 [ X 1ml/H
egimen .
<30 ¢ 12 mg/kg 5 mg/kg 5 mg/kg T 5mg/ k§
x 2 [H] X1 [H] X1 [H] x 11\, FEH
. 12mg/kg  12mg/kg  12mg/kg 5 mg/kg
10 e/ 30 ~60 . 3 () x 2 [l x1[al x1[a] A x1[al/H
20 ~ . . 23)
Hem <30 egimen 12mg/kg  12mg/kg 6.7 mg/kg 1A 3.3 mg/kg
x 2 [H] X1 [H] X1 [d] x 18]/ H

HACEFREAFLRMES Vol 70 No. 1 35



TEE TDM BRREE A4 RS54 > 2022

36

CQ8. MNRICHITB, TDMD A>T, BENS7E, BEHRETL?

Executive summary

a. TDM D% A V7
N I’J’f% 4HHD N 7EERNET YD),

b. TDM IZB7 5 HEN T 71H
HEE N7 7fEIZOWTIE, ANEIZBWT 15 ug/mL D% BEE LI 7% <, EkEBY 10 ug/mL D&
T2 (II-A),

c. GG
MBIZBWTIE, =71 Y7 F=X& L T1MH 10 mg/kg % 12 K Z & 12 3R S-L, %@?*ﬁci 1 IEI 10 mg/kg
24T & &L, TDM IS CTHEET 2% (C1I), 72721, AUC 750 ug - h/mL # &5 720121, HETIE1
Bl 18 mg/kg, /NETIE 1A 14 mg/kg, HHAETIE 1 H 12 mg/kg [$0E L éf(tf\/‘%e‘”o A »b\/\“ﬂi, Pl
11816 mg/kg # ¥ 5L, 2Dk 11 8 mg/kg % 24 W & & L, TDM I T4 599,

CQ9. E7IT7 I VIMEREICHTS TDM OFFMHIE ?

Executive summary

a. TEIC 3&EMMAENE L, K7V T I VMHETIZBEMR B EE L 7 b, TORE, HHEREPIRKEL LD,
OB R S, EMhEEAME T 529 (1),

b. L2L, EEEEMINEA L CHRIRRBIER & BIRT 2 AR IIE D S v, ZD72OKT VT I VILE
T b WG et O & I3AT D 2 W (T1-C),

c. HFRMIZIE, EFIMET VT I MEREICBIT S b5 7 &MA iR 20 ug/mL (K3 2 iEERIE 1L, hEEE o
7 V7 3 VIESRE TR P EE 15 ng/mL, SEET V7 3 VESHE TIE 10 ug/mL THSNE (R
3T DD MTNT I VMPERETIIZOREICLY, BEN 7IBEORELY T 52 L2 ZET 57 (11-A)
(G DERRIIET ST o

F3 MFET VT I A& AR EE 7 b A 7T JEEEER TEIC i1

MiE7 V73 Ul AR </1g/mL)

(g/dL) 10 15 20 30 40
34~ 36 0.6 08~09 12~13 18~19 24~26
24~ 26 08~09 12~13 16~17 25~26 33~36
14~ 16 12~14 19~21 25~28 38~43 52~59

(i 50 & 0 5% Z)

CQ10. #FERVMAER:EEHR (CHDF) TOTDMDAA 3>, BENS 7@, #E5HREHI?

Executive summary
a. TDM®D¥ A 327

WA TDM (& 4 H BIZAT) o R G-BMG% 4 HBIC 2 HO TDM % %0 L, MRG0 fFlEZ1T5 ILA).
b. TDM BT HE N7 71

BREIEH B & [FARIC B N F 7M1 15~30 ug/mL ZHESE T % o BUHEME IR GE R FAE ) T ld 20~40 pg/mL &3
% (III-A),
c. BeGEkET

WP G-, 15~30 ug/mL % HAZIC ¢ 23403 118 10 mg/kg 2 ¥ H 20, 2, 3HBEIZ1EHEST 5. 20~
40 pg/mL % HIEEIZ T 28413 10 12 mg/kg 28 H 20, 2, 3 HHIZ1 RS2 9 (-A) . MEELH R
BOHAIE 1112 mg/kg 7 3 AR5 BRG2Eo 51 s (I1A). 0% 1 33 mg/kg, 1 H 1 M OMERHRS-
EEBTAHD, T T v Rd % (T1B) o MEE L2 E i OB A 3R 52 OMEPSLETH 5 (1I1-A) o
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EYEHEEER

Executive summary

BFAC SR (ORI E S 2 Y A BRI oS 132 v 72721, TEIC IZEABAENBVERITH 5720, EHKE
EEROBMLOIEHF L OMBNEH (BEKAFEOLE) |EEPLETH LY BEHEEFEOB VI LT 71) v (WF)
EOPEHIZE ) Ta ha v UM EBZ¥EL (prothrombin time-international normalized ratio, PT-INR) ®Dit{
PG SN TWEY, WEIZEWT VT X VEEEL L OHAITH L, TOPMEIETHL, 7TVT I VHEGEOR
WIEEK] &G L723e, WE OIS h iR i3 L, PustEER M E NG 2 &b b,

I iR B B E i

Executive summary

FIEFAINERIC X AR HHESRES E LT, 97 v 7 ZAGEEEZ EHE L L2IEREIIE S Tn 5™,
IR, Wk~ 7T 7 4 =@ (liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry, LC-MS/MS)™ ™,
R ARy 0~ 757 4 —Zwir: (ultra-high performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrom-
etry, UHPLC-MS/MS)™, #@E#iiik s a~ b7 5 7 4 — &5 lae w54 (ultrahigh performance liquid
chromatography-high resolution mass spectrometry, UHPLC-HRMS)™Z X AHl%EFEDIME I N TV 5,

SENM
1) Davey P G, Williams A H: Teicoplanin monotherapy of serious infections caused by gram-positive bacteria: a re-evaluation
of patients with endocarditis or Staphylococcus aureus bacteraemia from a European open trial. ] Antimicrob Che-
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CcQl. 73/ 7Y FREFRESITO TDM DEILIE ?

Executive summary
a. 73Ihvy (AMK), ¥v¥<4v > (GM)/~75<4 >~ (TOB)
D) 77 ABRWRBGERRICB W T, ifts (REEGER) 2 1 HENES CHET 2546, BFEIRZ S
CICHEERGTFHi# B E LT TDM & %Eki$ 2729 (D),
2) 77 LAEMRBEAGERRICB VT, BRHEMH (MEEDREZHFL LT 7 ¥ 2 RE L IHPIREEG) §2
ek, TEUCERYD TDM % %35 (IILA),
BB T O, BHEEOH IR L OBH, EEAIEEHL T BE, mind, RURS60-
3) B LHBERBIRICBWTT I/ 7)) 3y FREZHHT 254, TDM 24 2" (1),
b. 7V~AY Y (ABK)
1) MRSA BYIEGHE 21T Ba, HESE (LA) 25 NICHFERISTFH D e L<C TDM % Ejiti 5
633\3&10

CQ2. TDM ICEWTHIESHIE I N B/NT 4 —Z(I{aH ?

Executive summary

AMK, GM/TOB, ABK

a BRRMRB L OMEFRRIE, Cu/MIC &M B L¥» (1), Coa/MICZ8~10 L HE & T T W
B 23T R 2B 55840706 - Aveg under the plasma concentration time curve (AUC)/MIC & {G#AIE & O #E AR
ST 0 SRR CIE I G- BAG 1 R (30 43 milE#¢ T 30 431%) D Coer ZMIET 2 (Do

b. B N T T EE MBS BB BT,

c. HHEMIEIMAIRE L) BTG EEBERT 208 GHMHPARMNICZ 2563208 ENCEET Y, $7-#
RRIZR S s ST B (ITHA) o

CQ3. #EZh3#)E TDM OEFEAIL ?

Executive summary

AMK, GM/TOB, ABK

A Cou [T ET LR TICBIT 2 MARE S L, SUEBG 1 RERZ (30 5 TG LzEa, &7 3045#%)
WZRIMAEATH s b7 7HOMEIZF G/ 30 5 LINICHRI A Eii$ 5. b7 7HOERIIFEGEBOMAEET
HDHD, EEREEZEL M7 7HEOBRMIIELG-51 30 4 LIIZAT 9 * Y (A ) o

b. #IE TDM {3 2 M B G-REICEMT 2 (TA). LAIHHE G254 7% < &b 16 FEFEHE L TWab 2 EPRETH 5
(CL&=60 mL/min)™s 7272 L, ABK X 1 HFZ G254 7% < &b 18 RMfE#H L Twb 2 & & L7z (CL.=50 mL/
min) o

c. Il TDM el 7 < &b 1HEMIZ 1 B0 TDM 2 #2345, 72721, TDM I & D55 mZs, Bikngik
TE I E, BRREEEANA Y A7 MATEIEANLE R ERNII BT, X DRI OMEDS LI 7 5000
(III-A) o
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CQ4. #E2h3 TDM ODEHEREIL?

Executive summary

1. GM/TOB

a. RRZN R SN AL, MIC=2 ug/mL Tid Coew=15~20 ug/mL (II), MIC=1 ug/mL TI¥ Cpon =8~
10 ug/mL % HEEE$5 (II-A)

b. Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSI) (2 X Z#KRA 7L A 7 R4 > NI GM/TOB 4 ug/mL T %
7%, PK/PD @OHi2513Z D MIC DRARIZAHIN % Coeax 155 Z EIZHEETH 2% (111-C) o

c. 7T ABVERIIHET B R (RGP OAIES) 12 GM 2 3 5354, Coen (£ 3~5 png/mL % HIZ L § 25250
(III-A) o

d. 77 ABMERICH LT 1 HEEKRGER S TR 258 1% Ce @ BEZEZITHL 2 (T1B),

e. HREE)AZKKOZOI11E 1 HEERHRS OB IE<2ug/mL 27 7 BEME %25 (D).

£ 72 LARTA RT A4 TSRS 2 1 HHEEES- L, et (BFEEFH) omrs, HiERIET Y Aldhvnd
OO KT 7HE<] ug/mL % HIZEE 3 259 (1I1-A) o

2. AMK

a. FRZDEAMIE SN EEIR, MIC=8 ug/mL Tld Cous=50~60 ug/mL (II), MIC=4 ug/mL TIF Cpue =41~
49 pg/mL #HEEE 35 (ILA),

b. CLSLIC X BRI T L A 7 KA ~ ME AMK 16 ug/mL T& %%, PK/PD Oifid: 532D MIC OBMICH R %%
Coear 155 Z LIZHEETH 57 (111-C) 6

c. 77 ABEWREICKH LT 1 HEKRGEES CTHEHT 25613 Cou @ BEZREIZI T2V (II1B),

d. AMK 1 HE#m5E 5 cix, 2t (FEETH) oms»s M7 7HiE<l0upug/mL # BEE 52 (1D,

e. KA RI A4 CTHIESTZ AMK 1 AEEFRS-TIE, H#LZZEFT Y 2320w o0 <4pg/mL % BEE § 559
(II-A) 6

3. ABK
a. ERIREIRAE S5 HEE Con 13 =15 pug/mL 23HEFE S N P08 (TI1A)
b. BEEFHH,S b7 7HIZ<I~2ug/mL &3 57O (ILA),

Systematic review & X 2 (1 NI 1 » REHEDEN)
1. GM/TOB*

P (%) : GM 721X TOB ® 1 H E a5 5 &

I (FA) 0 &7 7EE 1 ug/mL il

C (xfHB) © ~ T 7R 1 ug/mL ML L

O (77 b o) : Bk EISAR

Systematic review Tl, 1 HEFHKS T T 7iEE lug/mL &5 v b+ 78 L L 72 BHERERE % i L 7285 13,
Raveh &5 DBEIEY DA TH Y, X FIRIIIITDRP o T2e MAEREFITRE R -72187THID ) 6, T 7R
<1ug/mL TlX106 4 344, =1 ug/mL Tl 81 % 24 B HRBER EZFIEL, b T 7iE <1 ug/mL I3HF =
ICERREREEREEPKL 2L 2L FMIELTWDH, COBEEAZEXICTHENIILZEZ A, OR 007, 95% CI
002~024 TH o726

2ug/mL ZHEAE L 72 5 MOBIEHZE T RIN S Nze A BT ORED (K 1), ~ T 7 RmER (<2ug/
mL) & N7 7RESMEE (=2 pg/mL) IZHARTRW B RREREEAF 4R L7z (OR 022, 95% CI0.12~040), L
P20 T T TIREY <2pug/mL ST 5 Z L IEEREREORELIMZ L I EDRBENT. L2 LEDD, A5 E
FHZCHW 58O 7F— 2123 1 HEEEHS I EINTBY, FEALDT—FHBCM Tholze Lo TC, %l
LEDOEREII R W E PSR BRI, ZH O expert opinion & LTHEIA A KJ 4 » EREFEIZ,
1 HENP 5247 ) A OFEETFHON v b+ 71 <1 pg/mL & L7z
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trough <2 ug/mL trough >2 ug/mL 0Odds Ratio 0dds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Dahlgren 1975 0 65 8 21 4.0% 0.01 [0.00, 0.22]
Lau 1977 4 84 4 13 12.5% 0.11 [0.02, 0.53] e —
Smith 1978 1 11 4 17 6.1% 0.3310.03, 3.38] —
Selby 2009 27 151 24 58 38.2% 0.31[0.16, 0.60] —=—
Paquette 2015 32 136 33 59 39.2% 0.24[0.13, 0.46] ——
Total (95% Cl) 447 168 100.0% 0.22 [0.12, 0.40] -
Total events 64 73
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.13; Chi*> = 5.66, df = 4 (p = 0.23); I* = 29% I + 4 |
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.96 (p<0.00001) 0.001 0.1 10 1,000

Favours [trough <2 yg/mL] Favours [trough >2 zg/mL]

Adapted from J Infect Chemother., 27(2), Yamada T, et al., 256-261, Copyright (2020), with permission from Japanese Society of Chemotherapy and The
Japanese Association for Infectious Diseases.

L GMIZBUIAMTZIREE 2 ug/mL %7y M7 & L7 B HEREREE B2 A S AT (1 HBEURR G- OHERID & )
(M7 7R 1 ug/mL &7 vt 7 & L7z KRG O 1 DD KT R §FNTIATD b0 72)

2. AMK
P: AMK @ 1 H [ 5 85
I: N7 795 4 ug/mL i
C: M7 71E 4pug/mL DI
O : EFhkReRE EFE A=

RS OBIEMZE Tk, 1 HHEEG 2D T 718 4 ug/mL % fBiE I B REM EISER = L L T\ b, 54 4l
DL, NI TEE<4ug/mL TIE4260% 2 6], =4 ug/mL TIX 12 Bl 4 BIDSEHEREREZ IS L, b T 7iEE
<4ug/mL it b7 7HE=4 ug/mL 2N, FEIERWEERERE ESAFEEZ /R L7z (OR 010, 95% CI 0.02~0.64)
SRR TRV, G TIiZ 10 ug/mL %5 v b4 7MEE L7z 2MOBIEME 2 BINS L, bT 7EE
<10 pg/mL (B RERE =554 % 2 /R L7z (OR 0.05, 95% CI 0.01~0.21, 2)o

BoOEmwERRIIZEE SN o722 L0 b, ZE D expert opinion & LC, BiHA K54 ¥ LRI AMK TO
HEEEFHOH v b+ 7EIE<4 pg/mL & L7z,

trough <10 #g/mL trough >10 ug/mL Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Laul977 2 94 10 31 782%  0.05[0.01,0.22] ——
Smith 1978 0 18 4 16 21.8% 0.08 [0.00, 1.52] +
Total (95% Cl) 112 47 1000%  0.05[0.01,0.21] el
Total events 2 14
Heterogeneity: Tau” = 0.00; Chi*=0.08, df=1 (p =0.77); I*= 0% I } } |
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.15 (p<0.0001) 0.01 0.1 10 100

1
Favours [trough<<10 xg/mL] Favours [trough >10 xg/mL]

Adapted from J Infect Chemother., 27(2), Yamada T, et al., 256-261, Copyright (2020), with permission from Japanese Society of Chemotherapy and The
Japanese Association for Infectious Diseases.

2. AMK B2 bT 7HE 10 ug/mL % 5 v b F 7ML U2 BRERERE SIS % 2 & AT
(N7 7B 4 ug/mL % 71 v b A 7 E L2 HRR G- OMEIL 1 DDA T X ¥ NI TR 72)

3. ABK™

a. FRRAH
P: ABK @ 1 HHnl#% 5 5%
I: Coear 15~16 ug/mL LIk
C : Coeux 15~16 ug/mL Fiifi
O © iGH LM

Systematic review Tli&, GM/TOB & (3570, 1 HHNE G- % 5¥-4f L 72 3 MOBEHFZES P9 EIN S Nz 16~
16 pg/mL % 71 v b 7 & L72GHRIICBE S 2 2 & BT ORE R (1 3), Coea mEREIZFERTIN A B 2R IR E
MHEREZIRE o7 [V A7 (RR) 061, 95% CI 030~124], 2o DOHSIZEEM DL L IZBAMEIET
HY, WTFNLERED MIC AR ENTE ST Coa/ MIC TOMEHITE L0720 F/IERBOESN, FHD
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expert opinion & LC, 1 HEMFHKGIZBIT S HEE Con & =15 ug/mL # HiEE T 528 & L7z,

Treatment failure

Cpeak >15-16 ug/mL Cpeak <15-16 1£g/mL
Exposure Comparator

Year Events  Total Events  Total ~ Weight RR [95% CI]
Kimura 2012 8 15 5 7 78.9% —-—— 0.75 [0.38, 1.45]
Miura 2016 1 19 10 35 12.0% - - 0.18 [0.03, 1.33]
Matsumoto 2013 1 14 2 15 9.1% 0.54 [0.05, 5.28]
Overall (Random-effects model) ‘*" 0.61 [0.30, 1.24]
Heterogeneity: Q = 1.75 with df =2 [ T ]
p =0.42,I-squared = 6.61% 0.1 1 6 p=0.17

Reprinted from J Infect Chemother., 27(1), Oda K, et al., 26-31, Copyright (2021), with permission from Japanese Society of Chemotherapy and The

Japanese Association for Infectious Diseases.

3. ABKIZBIF D Cpua 15 ~ 16 ug/mL & 1 v bt 7 & L7235 ORI T % 2 & AT

w4t
P ABK @ 1 HH[ml$ 5 5%
I b7 7 2 pg/mL il
C: b7 7#H 2 ug/mL ML
O ¢ BB S

Systematic review Tl 2 ug/mL =81 & | 72 6 HOERERFES 0 0SS Nz0 A T T OREFT (K 4), b
T TIEEERE (<2ug/mL) 13 b T 7iEEEMER (22 ug/mL) 12 TERWERRRER 3842 2R L7z (RR 0.30,
95% CI 0.15~061)s LALZ&DS, 63D B3I 1IH 2508 EFNTEBY, 1 H 1S THIUL 1 pg/mL
FIREETRELEOHE" L H D, GM/TOB Tld<lug/mL #HFEL -2 EEL, 7y M 7fE%R 2ug/mL &
TAHEINEZ D/, ABK OB NI 7MEIZHIHA K T4 U h AT <A~2ug/mL #AfEET52 L& L7

Nephrotoxicity Trough < =2 ug/mL Trough >2 xg/mL
Exposure Comparator
Year Events  Total Events  Total  Weight RR[95% CI]
Matsumoto 2013 0 25 2 4 5.8% : 0.04 [0.00, 0.69]
Kimura 2011 5 33 1 5 12.9% - — 0.76 [0.11, 5.22]
Tanikaze 2004 7 37 2 3 44.4% - 0.28 [0.10, 0.80]
Kawano 2010 8 139 0 17 6.1% - 2.19[0.13, 36.29]
Aikawa 2008 0 13 1 4 5.2% 0.12 [0.01, 2.47]
Yamamoto 2012 2 12 1 1 25.6% [ - ) 0.26 [0.07,1.01]
Overall (Random-effects model) *‘ 0.30[0.15,0.61]

Heterogeneity: Q = 5.17 with df =5 I | ]

p=0.4, I-squared = 0% p<0.01

0.1 1 6
Reprinted from J Infect Chemother., 27(1), Oda K, et al., 26-31, Copyright (2021), with permission from Japanese Society of Chemotherapy and The

Japanese Association for Infectious Diseases.

4. ABKIZBIFS T 72 ug/mL % v b4 7L LG OB E T 5 2 ¥ i
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CQ5. #EXh 2R EERENL ?

Executive summary

1. GM/TOB, AMK (¥ 1)
a. BRI TETFT Y 232000, 77 ABRERBIYEGRICBW T 1 HERRS 2% 5 (MT-A).
b. BfEGOHFHEIREN T2 (TT1C),
c. BAMRTE (IBW) 7056 =20%%#8 2 26T IEAE (adjusted body weight) Z w2 (1D,
WIEAE (kg) =IBW + [04 x (SEAE -1BW)]
d. W5
1) 77 2R EGA LRAER T 235613, EAREERE R R 5 R MIC 2>5, GM/TOB (3:#7% % 5 mg/kg
x1 /B (IIIA) ¥7-138HE 7 mg/kgx1H/H 1) %A 2%, AMK Cii% & 15 mg/kgx 1 [0/
H (IIL-A) F7- 3@ AR 20 mg/kgx 1 ml/H™* (1) %#H3 %, PK/PD B o Bif 2RI EZ 42 B
B TE G & HEEE 72561, BAEKTGIPLETH LD, BEMOHMEIIRS N5,
2) GM/TOB T 7 mg/kgx1ll/H, AMK T 20 mg/kgx1Rl/HOEHExHHTA25E6125 HUHNOMHERHIZ &
EDLTENEFE LWHEI(ILA),
3) GHERPWARL VT Ty ALILHEL TV LHRE BUE, Mk L) TldadHxs2ZE 3 259 (1I1-A).
4) 77 AEHEIZ L B IREEEIEGFEICBWT, T3/ 7)) 3y FREEFED S I1IFREAE LTS
NS R ORI R 21X 5 I B 595 20— RS e L ) EE L2 BETLE
WIRBESI RS SN 5. AMK TR E 10 mg/kgx 1 [H/H, GM/TOB I ZGH & 3 mg/kgx 1 [al/H % fifi
3% (II-A).
2. ABK (1)
a. Azt ) &Z2at (MLA) Ok 6 1 HEBE S % 4 50050709
b. BfEGOHFAEIREN T2 (TT1B),
c. HAEMAREZEKT 5 72D ZW S8 5~6 mg/kg WL ETH S, L LEZOLREMEIZHETLHGERIIR S
TWA®(TILA),
d. IBW 205 =20% % #8 2 A ERI CTIIHIEIRE (adjusted body weight) % M5 (III-A).
K1 &7/ 790 3y FRECBT MGG B C. MP b7 7
- 77 KBRS 3 2 BEHE TR ¢ 77 NbEtEW 7T A EERICK
PERIGS el / 1.GM/TOB, MIC=24g/mL 1.GM/TOB, MIC=1{ig/mL XS B0 LTS & A
o TDM H i AMK, MIC =8g/mL AMK, MIC=4pg/mL IREgIEGe T (GM O FERDA H I T
o FhE o Wk, rhlsg: F IS w6
o gk X1 U T
TOB  TpMm HifEifli €—7 =15~ 20 =8~ 10 — 3~5 —
(ug/mL) 57 <1
! H%ﬁfi 20 mg/kg X 1 [l 15 mg/kg X 1 [l 10 mg/kg (égfzg;;%ﬁﬁ
. (o) 1l B P
TDM HiEfl ¥—7 50 ~ 60 41 ~ 49 — _
(ug/mL)  p5 7 <4 <4
MRSA (24§ 2 FRHERR I
o 5~ 6mg/kg 1 Bl (ZAFEIT 2 RAIKBLS LT 2)
ABK oM B €7 15
(ug/mL) 177 <1~2

HACEFREAFLRMES Vol 70 No. 1 45



TEE TDM BRREE A4 RS54 > 2022

Systematic review & X 2t (V1 N4 > BEAHFEH)™
ABK 1285 1 HHEEHG (F23%5MBOEE) ofF ik
P : ABK |2 X %A EH
[:1 HHES
C:1H2IH#&%5
O @ IBHRRIR, BkaEkE &35 4

%

+

RAZEHTTCld ABK O 1 HHEEFGICB LT, BRI, BREREREROBL,NS, ZRZN 2HOEE
Wed L I3 Am S HZe Y 0SB IR S ize A & AT ORSE, 1 HHE RS- 33 A0 O/ IR G R I
%7 L7z (RR 061, 95% CI 039~097) (05), B EFAECTIIAEDOEZ RO -7 (RR 054, 95% CI
016~175) (X6) A%, o7 /7)) a3y FRIEIZBWT, 1| HEREHRSOZEMEIIEHROMETRENTWE 2k
7 BB B @) expert opinion & LT ABK 13 1 HHE[EHKG- 2% 252 & & L7z,

Treatment failure

Once daily Twice daily

Exposure Comparator
Year Events  Total Events  Total Weight RR [95% CI]
Kawano 2010 17 97 3 9 19.7% 0.53[0.19, 1.46]
Kobayashi 2006 14 46 31 65 80.3% _— 0.64 [0.38, 1.06]
Overall (Random-effects model) -‘- 0.61[0.39,0.97]

Heterogeneity: Q = 0.11 with df =1 I | ]

p =0.74,1-squared = 0% p=0.03

0.1 1 6

Reprinted from ] Infect Chemother., 27(1), Oda K, et al., 26-31, Copyright (2021), with permission from Japanese Society of Chemotherapy and The
Japanese Association for Infectious Diseases.

5. ABK1 HHLI¥x5-& 1 H 2 M4 51281 2 iGHRBUI T 5 £ & f@fr

Nephrotoxicity Once daily Twice daily
Exposure Comparator
Year Events  Total Events Total  Weight RR [95% CI]
Kawano 2010 1 133 1 19 17.2% 0.14 [0.01, 2.19]
Kobayashi 2006 5 46 10 65 82.8% - 0.71[0.26, 1.93]
Overall (Random-effects model) ——TT T T 0.54[0.16, 1.75]

Heterogeneity: Q= 1.16 with df=1 | T ]

p =0.28, I-squared = 13.8% p=0.30

0.1 1 6

Reprinted from J Infect Chemother., 27(1), Oda K, et al., 26-31, Copyright (2021), with permission from Japanese Society of Chemotherapy and The
Japanese Association for Infectious Diseases.

6. ABK1 HHRFzS-& 1 H 2 MBE5I2B1F 2 EHEEREICE T 2 X 7 fifhT

CQ6. BRMLRRRPCEAEFER MRMIREHFLTL-F7 72 LRELHA, RBREL) CHVWTHEINSE
BRIMARE &5 85T ?

Executive summary

a. 77 AEMEEICR T AP E (B OHNEREE) I2GM 23 254, Cuw ld3~5ug/mL, b 71fHIL
<lpg/mL ZHIEE 45 (ED»20LA),

b, REEEGSEIZ BT 5 7 7 ABEERER I LTI Coar @ BEEREZITD W (IIC)s M 7 7fEIX AMK Tl
<4 pg/mL, GM/TOB TiZ<1lug/mL * BfEL 2%, 5 =X AMK 10 mg/kgx 1 [H/H, GM/TOB 3 mg/kg
X1E/HEZ#HT2 (£1D 1D,

46 BARLFREAFRMEE Vol 70 No. 1



FEE TDM BRIREE A RS> 2022

CQ7. MRICHEWTHE NS EEMFIRE ER55EHI 7

Executive summary
a. /NEIZET S 1 HEERS % 0E¥S & L &SRR CRR 2/ E UG 2 5 L 728G IER s Tn b . I
WZHTAERICBE L T3 Fa 2R3 oncunv, L2 L 1 HEEESIZBWTHE Cow, M7 7T L) B
ER END 720, PK/PD OIHi2 513 1 HHEEFGHHESE S N 500525209 (1))
b. B R R
1) Coar * Coaa/ MICZ8~10 3EK & H % & § 523071 120220 545.90 (TILA )
GM/TOB, ABK :15~20 ug/mL, AMK : 50~60 pg/mL (III-A),
2) b 78 : GM/TOB<1 pug/mL, ABK<1~2ug/mL, AMK<4 ug/mL (III-A),
c. #&5RGET

1) ANEIICBT B LEE—E TRV L2 EE L CHRS#H 24T 90D,

2) FrER FHAERNIIBW T YT I ARG MR IR B RCAEIC L 2 ZPKE V., D703 A R
BLEBLA—ELEGHRF TR T A EITEY TRV EOHTT, KV A K4 Tl IRosixird
fdfk/\: k & L :2.20,61,77‘87‘99,10@0

3) FLE, HR, FEESEICOWTIIZE2ITRT (ILA), HENATIIERRBE B LaAERIKE
HIE Coea D 720121E, S5 2EHARMEHPLELOER L H 500255,

o, EARRREAILE 2L, FEIIB T 208G R

HUH 5 AN, 1 H¥5-5
PR 4.5 ~ 7.5 mg/kg X 1 [i]
) 3 4~ 2 iR 9.5mg/kg X 1 [
GM/TOB -
2 ~ 8 AN 8.5mg/kg X 1
8 il 7 mg/kg X 1 [H]
AMK PRz 20 mg/kg X 1 [f]
ABK il 4~ 6mg/kgx 1 [u]

CQ8. fEifi, 3L\ Z 5> (KHE) X3R5

Executive summary

IBW 225 =20% % #8 2. A JEB TI3MiEAE™ (adjusted body weight) # HVvy, 2WZ 9 (RfEAE) o BEIZITFEH
HEIZEDS TSGR 21TH D,

XHIEMAE (kg) =1BW + [0.4 x (FZIAE - IBW) ]

CQ9. #HRICH T BHREERETE?

Executive summary

a. 73/ 703y FREOMIREEEHIZE L CIRNMEESR % W L 7RG BRITZE T, B34 L OB#IE v &
HESNTWEY, LaL, BEOBEEMENDOZELEROLE L OBEIZOVWTEIRETE 2N Ehb,
B a4 %,

b, HEICBITET I/ 7)) ay FARERS £ TDM Ot 3% <, BRICBIT 2 LEMWDHETL L 7245313 % v,

c. 73/ 7)) ay FREOKGHIEHE L, LEAT R SR REERSLETH S (T1B),

CQ10. BEREBEICH T HREHEE?

Executive summary
a. BRSO LTSGR0 ER L R GHBOLEELIT ). 72720, 5 MBOEREIL 48 K %2 LR & 3

HACEFREAFLRMES Vol 70 No. 1
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Z) 7,96,106~108) (III_A) °

. BB T T 1 R GE 2R L 2 e IR B AR THESRE Y 4 HAR Coa MEIXER T E 275, H407%

AUC/MIC #FW T A5 Z LI L VAR AR TE 5. BHREKTERE T HIESELHELZHEO HIE Ch
BRESNTBELY, V—F rOMEIEHERE L 22 W (1), EHREMETHEEICHBITS TDM I M T 71D
WTHET S (%3, ILA),

. BRRIT EEICB W T eGFR (mL/min/173 m*) (26 UC, HEMRE (mg/kg/H) @ 1 A& & %5k % R

T5H)ET T A EIIRT (IIIA),

. BRI BEICB W T GM/TOB % 1 [H#5-% 5 mg/kg TG L7256 O BEE Co M & B L 7245 5755

(Hartford Nomogram) %X 7 (2773 (III-A) o GM/TOB #%5- 6~14 Bt 1M AEE 2 HEL /£ T 20 5 1
H$% 55 5 mg/kg COFG-HIME (24 K5, 36 FE, 48 BilH]) ZPET 5. 7272 L 48 W HIFEIH %2 S N7z A
1F 48 B A MR (T 7Ml) ZME L <1l ug/mL THIUZHERG- T 5D, =1 ug/mL OGEEAR ) £7 5 A
DA oFe 53850 (8 3) F 721 3MERGEEZ MR 4o

#3. FHERICIE L7 GM/TOB, AMK Q%51 Y % ¥

GM/TOB AMK
GFR" O MIC =2 ug/mL, @MIC=1pug/mL, DO MIC =8 ug/ml, @MIC=4pug/mL,
» , i B~ HHE B~
mL/min/1.73 m — — — —
1 [ Gl a 1 [ i)z 1 [aj* il a 1 [ Hil=a
(mg/kg) (5[ (mg/kg) (HREH) (mg/kg) (WRg) (mg/kg) ()
=80 7 5 20 15
70 ~ 79 5 4 15 12
60 ~ 69 5 24 4 15 24 7.5
_ % —_— 24
50 ~ 59 4 3.5 12 75
40 ~ 49 4 2.5 12 4
30 ~ 39 5 25 15 4
20 ~ 29 4 48 4 12 48 75
_— 48 —_— I 48
10 ~ 19 3 3 10 4
. 2.5 rar g 2 g N Y N Y
LA (HEFF 1.7) EHT % (HEFE 1.7) ENTR 5~75 ENT 5~75 EHT %

L7703y FRED X IHFEHRE (ng/kg/H) TREIEZ MY 554, Cockeroft-Gault 312 & % 35 CL.
RERER R D 5 AR KA AR L 72 eGFR (mL/57) F#EE T, eGFR (mL/%/1.73m?) &2,
o OOHEGRECOBRRMIMIE s HUNE§T6 2 EHHE L,

BARLFREAFRMEE Vol 70 No. 1
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10 T T T
CLe40 mL/ 43 ===
CLa60 mL/ 43 : ===
. 1
S 48 h HIZHi s 2 e L <1 ug/mL
= e T UL, 5mg/kg48h [HFF
SR
o0 h ~
= S~o
il C \E 36 h [ I@ ~ <
e SV | I
5 4 SsT S<o
g SSSl ~1e
2 s T
24 h [ PSsL 7
\~
R
6 8 10 12 14 16

PR G- A 7 — M2 SR E TORER (hours)
Adapted with permission of American Society for Microbiology, from Antimi-
crob Agents Chemother., Nicolau DP, et al., 39(3):650-655, 1995; permission
conveyed through Copyright Clearance Center, Inc.

7. GM/TOB 5 mg/kg Fl ® Hartford Nomogram
MW G 6 ~ 1o oM cCmhREZNEL, /€754
T b & YL
B © 5 mg/kg #% 5T CL. 40 mL/min O¥FA12B) 5 i e
DYyIalb—varv,

FHHEHR © 60 mL/min DY EIIBIAMAEEN Y I 2L —T a3 v,
HLEFTHHLTH AP, CL.>60 mL/min 7 5 24 R EIFECTOH
HWTiEDFi#Ml, 40 ~ 60 mL/min TH 1L 36 BERIMIFE, <40 mL/
min THAUL 48 KEFTH T b 5 7EHE O LEM:Z Tl

Jaffe B2 X DB E N7z Cre 12X DEH X N7 CL. TORHMEITH
52 LB LT,

CQll. HEMMmAEHR (HD) TOTDOMDAA XY, HEEME BEHEIE?

Executive summary

a. TDM D% 1 27 (1II-A)
WAl TDM (& 2 [0l H DR 553 F 58 S 7z BAT i 75

b. TDM @ HiZfl (I11-A)
HD #i i A7 B A4l 1 GM/TOB<3~5 ug/mL, AMK<10ug/mL & L, ThEENEICBITS 2 [0 H oM
EBRGORELT L (MLA). HD O HEE Coew BIXRESNTBH T, V=T 2D Cou THMEIZHESE L 22120

c. x5 EkET
BN G- OM4E, GM/TOB I3fE T —5 1 » 7 F—X 2 mg/kg, #EFrm 1.7 mg/kg, AMK TIEE, #Eeg
H.¥ 3 5~75 mg/kg #5535 (1I-A) o

d. EWraiEE"”
EHEY HD RIS LEmw E— 7\ S MNEE R R Z R KICT 2 2 LR TH 5. S HIZZDORIATH
NAHZHDICE WERIZT I 7 7)) 3y FRIEFRE SN, BHEERREICBIT S PK B L 721 i g o HER
PHIFEE NG, T 71, AUC QIEAHEENEEG LFREL SN TWE, 72721, BREREEG R LR
WBEABBEON L Z 20, HIETAICIZE S R AMIPLETH S (unresolved issue) o
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CQi2. #ErMmAR:EEHR (CHDF) TOTDMDAA 3>, BENS 7@, #E5HREHIE?

Executive summary
a. TDMDO¥ 43I
MEFEP G- 2 AT o 72 24 BRI F21C b 7 72 1 L% S-ME = g3 % (T-A)
b. TDM ® HIZ +F 74t (II1-A)
1) GM/TOB : 24 BffI T b 7l <2 ug/mL (EHEREINIE % B3 2 EH T3 <1 ug/mL)o
2) AMK : 24 Bl T M T 7 <8 ug/mL (B HEFERIE % AR 2 FERI Tld <4 ug/mL) .
c. #5ikE
1) CHDF I2X 2327 )7 5 v Ak, TroTHEINL,
MEEH LR X 52 W5 (WE L & B L TBEIT A5)
Z07:%, WA EGHOMRH G &R e EME S IESRREOAE) ICXDEET L (M1-A). KK
KTOBENSM 2000 mL/h 128U BHEFFEZIREE L, EROBI &2 5+ 2% JI1C) (£4),
2) GM/TOB : 24 I ToD b7 7fE<2 pg/mL (BEHERERIE % WIFET 2 EFITIE <1 pg/mL) O, 24 iR
M TS50 =2 ug/mL O A8 R (7T A MERIR 3 2 B TIE 36 FEfM) ML 34725, FE R
7 7MEDOFHI %179 o
3) AMK : 24 Bffi T b 7 7 <8 ug/mL (BHEAERIE 2 MIFF 3 2 AEFI Cld <4 pg/mL) OH5E 1% 24 BrRRE T
e =8 ug/mL OWA 1L A W (777 ARpIERIC A4 2 B FFREETIL 36 M) MRE 3275, HENT 7
BRI AT o
d. BRERED D AARRE R NIEB T, AT 14 =% —BFEHWR ETEBENSH4E (blood purification therapy)
DO GRITFEGNC L W B2, KAH AR5 4 v Tihisirbay JLB),

# 4. CHDF W ¥ 57

7T 2 BEVER &
sy AR5 77 A BRI gC
A Y BT+ AR 35 B L
Bl 2,000 mL/h 800 mL/h (24~ 36h Z&)
CR ) (HA, PRB#IS)
2.0 mg/kg 0.8 mg/kg ~ 0.4 mg/kg
GM/TOB S0mglkg oy ugh e 24h Zk * (GM D & TR
7.5 mg/kg 3.0 mg/kg ~ -
AMK 100mg/kg ) 4gh 24h T s L

*THEET D (GROBGRENSLE) . S RIIELETHAEIE T E 2w,

EYEHEEER

Executive summary

BEACHTEER B 2 Y A B EH oG IZ e v, 72720, 73770 3y FREX EODBENICEFEEOH 5
HH T HEFHFEO) AT DPEL LI ENHOENT WS, KETAEAELT7OEIF, FE2A7TS FR
PIESRE (NSAID), 7> V4 7 ¥ ¥ YERBHERER, Y A77F2, Y ouxk)y, r)ry<4vy, B
O a4 23T oL £72, WMIMEDHEIZB-F 7 8 2RELT I/ 7)) ay FREZHHTLZ
IER SNV, UL, TRNTORRICL ZERIIEDL LT, NS OFHIBRRERERHEO) A7 22D
BoPLTHL,

I iR B B E i

Executive summary
a. SESFIERE: (HEIA 3, KIMS #:748) 2L 20 NHAEESPIE SN Tw L, BRERS2MEE 2D

BARLFREAFRMEE Vol 70 No. 1
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ZEEMHVEEZLNLD, LTOATIIEEYET 5.

D PUEPUAROGREER O 2 R L7220 T, BEhicio 7 3 2 7)) a3 FRENEFE L TnwD &, 38
DS % RO E RS BEE L %25 2 ED3H B,

2) WIEHRICTEIRIED B~ 7 4 LREFHIEL TV B LT I/ 7)) 3y FRENGH SN D 720, FIMEZ7EH1C
WET 2 DG HARAET 57,

b. WAz a< b 757 4 —EESHEE (liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry, LC-MS/MS)*®, &5
Witk a~ 75 7 4 —Ee&5HE (ultrahigh performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrome-
try, UHPLC-MS/MS)* ™2 L ZIETFE I WG SN T b,
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g APRBIEICBWTH RIIEAFICIE TDM 2#F 835 (1ILA),

RAEMERIEO T & LT VRCZ &5 %213 7-%ML > ¥ Tk TDM % FEHid 229 (1),

L NRTIE—RICERICE 2270 T 7 Y ADEDIKE L, TDM IZ XL 25l LEETH 5 (1D,

=3

CQ2. TDM ICHBWVWTHEIHREINB/NFT X —2(3FH ?

Executive summary

a. EESREZRT PK/3ESS (PD) /89 A — %13 AUC/S/NEEHLIREE (MIC) #2565 TWwaAT9(IILA),

b, BEARA N OWREERIED LT AUC SHM 13 EHETR CHREEZ: 720, 1HERZ S CICEWERORBIRZE L L
Th T RBES 270 (1)

c. ¥ UNUFEEFIL0~60%TH D, il TIZBEHERE CoOHE b 228, FEHERR Tl il Carilid 2
(IIT-A) o

CQ3. #FExh34E TDM OREHAIL ?

Executive summary

a. WEHRGTIES~T7T HHIZEFREBIOET 47-0, HIMEZZOEETTHI* (0D,
WAL TIE L ) BN EEIREIET S L OHiE b 40w,

CQ4. FAATHEENS TDM OBEEE(L?

Executive summary

a. VRCZ b7 7i8EEX, ARMEOWE2S 1 ug/mL UL, Z2EoEn»s 4ug/mLKix 7y M 7EETHZ L%
T Do 72721, MERKRG & 7% > Twb Child-Pugh C O ETHEEIL T B H Tld 3 ug/mL FKim 2 HAZREE
ELTL v (II-A) (CQ8. c &),
Limitation
1. D OME T, A E % 5 BEEGEAMRZEMEY © DV TR CRIRFERDEEN TV S,

2. MEEE TOWMENL N,

VRCZ fEHEET, ZE&EMPLAMEOT A S HIRE S5 T 7iIREIX EOHPIZEET L D% ?
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Systematic review & * 2t (71 N T 1 v REHSHENE)
[ 24 1]
P (B#%) : TDM ERiD N\ EH
I v A) 0 VT 78 7y M7 (3, 4, 5, 6 ug/mL) #iiii
C (XJHR) - N7 7y A+ 748 (3, 4, 5, 6ug/mL) LLE
O (7% bh ) @ IR ERIER, MEEE HERE, %K)

Ctrough  >4.0 #tg/mL Ctrough <4.0 ug/mL 0Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total  Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Hagiwara 2009 3 4 0 14 3.5% 67.67 [2.24, 2,041.43] 1
Hamada 2020 14 92 10 309  24.4% 5.37 [2.30, 12.54] . —
Hirata 2019 9 15 3 27 12.3% 12.00 [2.46, 58.47]
Matsumoto 2009 9 12 1 17 6.4% 48.00 [4.33, 532.30] —
Okuda 2008 8 11 1 17 6.4% 42.67 [3.81, 478.42] —
Suzuki 2013 7 14 4 25  13.2% 5.25[1.18, 23.46] T —
Ueda 2009 9 15 8 19 14.8% 2.06 [0.52,8.17] R
Wang 2014 7 20 11 124 19.1% 5.53[1.83,16.75] S L B
Total (95% CI) 183 552 100.0% 7.39[3.81, 14.36] =S
Total events 66 38
Heterogeneity: Tau” = 0.28; Chi> = 10.45,df=7 (p=0.16);1>=33% : 4 : 4
Test for overall effect: Z =5.91 (p<0.00001) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours Ctrough <4.0 4g/mL Favours Ctrough >4.0 #g/mL

1. M7 74 ug/mL & v MF 7S L72E OIFERREERBUC T % X & ™

Ctrough >4.0 fg/mL  Curough <4.0 ug/mL 0Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup ~ Events Total  Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Hagiwara 2009 3 4 3 14 5.5% 11.00 [0.82, 147.86]
Hamada 2020 23 100 15 301 75.9% 5.70 [2.84, 11.44] —l—
Imhof 2006 4 7 2 19 8.4% 11.33 [1.40, 92.06]
Okuda 2008 1 11 0 17 3.4% 5.00 [0.19, 134.32]
Wang 2018 4 24 1 10 6.8% 1.80[0.18, 18.47]
Total (95% CI) 146 361 100.0% 5.76 [3.14,10.57] -
Total events 35 21
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi*= 1.61, df =4 (p = 0.81); I*= 0% [ . 4 1
Test for overall effect: Z = 5.65 (p<<0.00001) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours Ctrough <4.0 ug/mL Favours Ctrough >4.0 1g/mL

B2 N7 74 ug/mL %Ay bFTEE LA OMRREERINCE T 5 A 7 R

TELEERCE 72 5 R E B L OMREEIZOWT, ZO5H) A7 L MAEEICETAENEL L adh
T&7e LAL, HEETD I 7IREICBWTIIMEM TREL RL T2 ens, ThECTHERT v b
T % T 5 2 EDWEETH - 72,

L2 L, Hanai SI3BEFHRE 2 MBI E T A YN 25 L, #7202 eEIclI2HE N 7iRE 2 MEEL
720 ZORER, I RERE F g s 2059 2 BR Tk, VRCZ @ b T 7% 3~6 ug/mL OFFANTH v b+ 7%
RELTE A, WTNOREICBW IO FELZEHR LA LRBD, 2, BN 7BE N dug/mL L EER D L
F v XM (OR) 1&EMICEH L (OR=7.39 [95%EHEX M (CI) 381~14.36]), 3~6 ug/mL OEEEHIFADH T
iR L7z (M1)e O v M+ 7MHICE L Tid, 212N 3 ug/mL L TOR=566 [95% CI 3.21~9.99],
5 ug/mL P ET OR=554 [95% CI 3.07~9.99], 6 ug/mL P\ ET OR=371 [95% CI 210~655] T& 72

F 7z, L S B 22 200060 - B 2 Mt B AT o 2AE R, VRCZ @ T 7 3~6 ug/mL O#PAKIZB T 5\
ITNOH Y N A TEIZBWTOAELRBEUELA 2RO, S50, FFRREEREESSINE I, TOO0RIENT 7%
FEAS 4 pug/mL D EDBAIZEHIC A UikE %R L7z (OR=576 [95% CI 314~1057]1) (X 2), 2Dt 7 v b
F 7EICE L Tid, 3ug/mL LT OR=264 [95% CI 1.43~4.86], 5ug/mL LT OR=502 [95% CI 1.30~19.34],
6 ug/mL Ll bT OR=367 [95% CI 1.87~7.18] T&H -7z,

L7285 T, 7z AT CHEONZMALY, Z&olms s VRCZ O b T 7iEE X 3ug/mL 7213 4 ug/
mL Kimix BEMEE T2 2 ENEREIND, 72720, FEREEEBS LOMEEEL DI 7iE 4ug/mL 7 v b
FIEE LG EICROEVORER L2 &, EMH 2 MAPAEEIEICL S NI 7REEHENTE2HIRE ST 2,
ZEMOHEME 4 ug/mL K& 35 2 EDIRMICZ L TH S L Ebitiz,
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(k]
P : TDM #EHD BN EH

I: 779 &> b4 74 (05, 1, 2pug/mL) PLE

C:bMZ7 7 1y M4 7 (05, 1, 2ug/mL) i

wRRIE (R

F or FET-ER)

Curough >1.0 #g/mL  Crrough <1.0 ug/mL 0dds Ratio 0Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI

Go6mez-Lopez 2012 0 5 1 3 5.6% 0.15[0.00, 5.18] *

Hashemizadeh 2017 6 70 12 34 42.5% 0.17 [0.06, 0.51] —

Sebaaly 2016 17 63 4 13 32.8% 0.83[0.23, 3.06] e

Smith 2006 5 20 3 7 19.1% 0.44[0.07,2.71]

Total (95% CI) 158 57 100.0% 0.34 [0.15, 0.80] i

Total events 28 20

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.13; Chi® =3.59, df=3 (p =0.31); I>= 16% L + + !
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.47 (p<0.01)

%] 3.

Ctrough >1.0 #£g/mL

Crrough  <1.0 ¢g/mL

No7EE 1 ug/mL & A v MFTHE L72BE O THEIC

Odds Ratio

Favours Cirough >1.0 ¢g/mL

Favours Ctrough <1.0 4g/mL

92 X & fpr

0Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total  Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI

Cabral-Galeano 2015 24 25 4 6 51%  12.00[0.87, 165.40] *

Chu 2013 13 33 9 13 8.7% 0.29[0.07, 1.14] I

Go6mez-Lopez 2012 5 5 2 3 3.5% 6.60 [0.19, 225.79] *

Hagiwara 2009 11 12 2 5 4.9% 16.50 [1.09, 250.18] *

Hashemizadeh 2017 60 70 10 34 10.0% 14.40 [5.32, 38.99]

Lee 2013 25 46 2 6 7.3% 2.38[0.40, 14.31]

Okuda 2008 6 20 0 8 4.4% 7.6210.38, 152.83] *

Pascual 2008 34 39 7 13 8.5% 5.83[1.38,24.57]

Racil 2012 22 36 15 17 7.9% 0.21 [0.04, 1.06]

Ruiz 2018 14 20 1 4 5.5% 7.00 [0.60, 81.68]

Smith 2006 12 20 2 7 7.1% 3.75[0.58, 24.28]

Troke 2011 466 663 103 162 11.5% 1.35[0.94, 1.94] T

Ueda 2009 22 31 1 3 5.4% 4.89{0.39, 60.92]

Wang 2014 94 102 24 42 10.1% 8.81[3.42,22.69]

Total (95% Cl) 1,122 323 100.0% 3.35[1.52,7.38] —~il——

Total events 808 182

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1.37; Chi* = 53.40, df = 13 (p<<0.00001); I> = 76% 1 1 1 1
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.00 (p = 0.003)

[X 4.

BEDVATIT Ay 7 L Ea—"2

b7 7 pg/mL &y MATEE LG

Favours Ctrough <1.0 1g/mL

Favours Ctrough 1.0 ug/mL

DIBEFORI BT B X 5 fRHE

B LGB R IE L LG E0EE NI 7iREZ £ 1 IR, Bl

ﬁf%@ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ%%fﬁ%c%ﬁ&%h(ﬁh<u@mmi%@0m@mm mz <, E%ﬁlxbffxb
&&é%t* SN L 725 A 12 T o BEMIZBW T O HEZIIRDT, b7 7RELZ#EYICER L6
B FEN I L TIAHETH - 72,

LaL,

tEH Y

—_‘ﬁ iérm%i\_{l(] 15, 16, 18, 21, 45, 53, 55~57, 61, 63~66)
[95% CI 1.45~8.341), 1 ug/mL Ll EiZ
bT 7EESY 2ug/mL Dl LA

72720,

Hanai 5 725t

METEE LA

TLAEFENE L 72 X & @M C
FORER, NI TBEOS Yy M T7MEE 1 ug/mL U EE LA
952 %D (OR=034 [95% CI0.15~080]) (X3), LA L,

1%, VRCZ O+ J 7iEEBI BT 5B =R
12, FILLE O PEEE TIIFE TR 702 35 25
ZORFIE 05 ug/mL Ll F 7213 2 ug/mL L
ZFD 5N h > 72 (OR=0.35[95% CI 0.04~3.09] : OR=0.21[95% CI 0.03~1.44])
BT AHETIE, 5 705 ug/mL ML THEE R A 270
BWTHZOMPIRFERICR SN (OR=335 [95% CI 1.52~7.381) (X 4),
1213 OR=207 [95% CI 0.96~446] & 7% )W HHEEZED LD >0

RARIE X 7
S

(OR=348

#1. VRCZ b7 7MHREDHIECH T GOV AT YT 4 v 7 L a— - AVFHIOT LD
s THEMTIF 8 5L FHE H HEE 5 7k S 95% CI
Hamada 5* (2012) 12 bE D RIS >1.0 pg/ml, OR=7.23 2.84, 18.37
Jin 5* (2016) 21 EER % >0.5 Ug/ml RR=0.46 029, 0.74
Luong 5* (2016) 24 TR A >1.0 dg/mL OR=2.30 1.39, 3.81

OR, oddsratio ; RR,

risk ratio : CI,

confidence interval
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PLEX Y, Bz X BT C T 7IREEHIZBI 2R TRE TR EEO 2 L5, AEOHTIZNT 7
EE lug/mL U EEST D2 EpHERESI NS,

CQ5. MATHRIhIHRE5RETL?

Executive summary

a. BHEMTIE, WHIZ1MH6mg/ke % 1 H2M0, 2HHLEE L 3~4 mg/kg % 1 H 2 [lAGEKRSG$5 (£2)47
Do

b. MR EFE CIIHIEARELZ HW - HEREEZEE T 550D,

c. FEOHIT40kg #BEZ 28 ) OFEEHETH DA, HIESO2D200GHED SEED 72 ) OFG-2 LT L HIW§
£, 50 mg $%, 200 mg $t % fif ¥ 72 rounding dose D % 3 5™ (III-A) -

d. EEOBETIIMAPREENE 2L HEMEL S 2™ (1T-A) o

e. TDM V7 b7 =712 X 2G5 HFHISHOBETH 5™ (1I1B) .

# 2. VRCZ D55

KYarv—n AV aFv—iv R T F V=) 2,800 mg

200 mg #HEM 50 mg * 200 mg $E Fofvuay 7
W% VRCZ kLT JE, VRCZ & LCHIHIE 1101 300mg % 1 H 2[6l, 2 HHUREE 1 H 1l
JH - Pu > R~ B
' . ' 150mg 3LI3 1181 200mg & 1 H 2 MIEMIZES S 5. %8, ERIELT
WA (FE 40kg BLE)  #IH1E 1 1] 6 mg/ke IR EAT ORI HEETE 575, WHES O BRI 400 mg 1
T1H2 20H gy GO SRO ERIE 1 300mgl H 2 MECTET 5.

PIBELZ 1191 3 mg/kg —— R
Lig 4mg/ke & 1 0 JHE, VRCZ & LCHHIZ 1M 150mg 2 1 H 21|, 2 HELIKEIZ 1 H 110

BN (KT 40 kg KT8 o [ osssiii+ 2. 100 mg % 1 H 2 MEMICEE3 2, 28, RIS CCOUIRERT 5
DOHAIIE 2 HHUFEOR 55 % 10l 150mg1 H 2 10l F THETE 2,

VRCZ O - A

CQ6. VRCZ AEBEIIXY 2 TDM & F\ /- antifungal stewardship [ HH b ?

Executive summary

a. #A TDM I L A G520MEZ1TH) 2 & C, HIEZEEHFANOZERMERIZM E3 590D,

b. TDM % fi\v>7 antifungal stewardship |2 & % JFHEREREE T Bish R ATEED STV 55779 (1)

c. JHERER EFHIIFIZHB VT TDM # V7 HmFAEIC & ) VRCZ #kfed 5231k & 72 5% (I11-A) o

d. RS EOREIERIZEERAGRINIISE T 5729, 5 HLUEIZITHILE TDM 2 W7/ AL L 5 F
Bigh 1345 5 11z < WO (ITI-C) 6

e. MEIEREHEEDL CIIHERBIOFEIC, b O T HRERT 2720, TDM 2 L 5 HEE O LZ %A H
T& 5 (1IL-B),

f. #0050 bioavailability & &V 27 23" L O {EG3E & M55 7% PK TlE 2 W (I1), # step down 128 W T
G L RER ST 2583 REMET 5 479, TDM I THEHRAE 4799 (HL-A) .

g ROFGEE, BEOREETIRURLIRAE 22 2R L 729 2T, TDM iM% 1795 ** (1D o

cQ7. MNRICBE TR TDMDEA I F, BEERE, 5% ?
1. INRIZBETFBZTDMDOAAIYT

Executive summary
a. NETIIRANCIE_REIICEFIREISET L7290, 2HHO TDM Effiz &3 5% (1ILA) .

BARLFREAFRMEE Vol 70 No. 1
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Executive summary

FEE TDM BRIREE A RS> 2022

E

a. MRTIEE, BAREOHE?S BIE N 7 7i#EL 1 ug/mL LR &3 2%952(10),

b. Z&EMEDHE DS, NETIEWMHEZR S v b 7HEIZR EN WA (ILB), 7Y 7 AT 3~4 ug/mL Al % #E

"9 5 (1I-A)s

Systematic review & X 2 (T A NJ 4 »FEHEDEN)

PICO
(k]

P : TDM #Ejtio/NBEH
I: 5 7i#FE 1 ug/mL ML E
C: b 78 1 ug/mL Fiif

O IR (IR

(% 4x1%]

B or FETHK)

P : TDM i /NEEE

I: NT7E v b

F 7f (3, 4, 5ug/mL) i

C: V771 1y M+ 71ME (3, 4, 5ug/mL) Pk

O : JFirErE H2 B, Mithad (BRERE), S HFFRIEBR
Ctrough >1.0 ug/mL  Cirough <1.0 1g/mL 0Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI

Bruggemann 9 13 2 3 8.8% 1.1310.08, 16.31]

Choi 9 14 2 6 15.4% 3.60[0.48,27.11] e

Gémez-Lépez 2 2 1 2 4.4% 5.00 [0.11, 220.62] +

Ito 4 5 1 1 4.6% 1.00 [0.02, 40.28]

Kang 10 11 2 7 9.1% 25.00 [1.80, 346.69] _—

Pieper 24 39 7 13 39.2% 1.37[0.39, 4.87] —

Soler-Palacin 6 8 3 7 13.1% 4,00 [0.45, 35.79]

Tucker 7 10 0 1 5.3% 6.43[0.21, 201.07] +

Total (95% CI) 102 40 100.0% 2.65 [1.20, 5.87] B

Total events 71 18

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi> = 5.10, df =7 (p = 0.65); > = 0% ' t t |
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z =2.41 (p

Reprinted from J Infect Chemother., 27(2), Hanai Y, et al., 151-160, Copyright (2020), with permission from Japanese Society of Chemotherapy and The

=0.02)

Ctrough <1.0 sg/mL

Japanese Association for Infectious Diseases.

Ctrough >1.0 £g/mL

5. NTTZUREE L ug/mL & A v MA7MEE L72YE OGBS B X 5 AT
£ AEHGORBECHTHAIEN - YATT 4 v 7 LEa— DR
0Odds Ratio No. of No. of Event rate of experimental ~ Event rate of control P
Cut-off value (mg/L) . .
(M-H, Random, 95% CI)  studies patients group (%) group (%) (%)
Hepatotoxicity
<3.0 versus >3.0 3.09 [0.27, 34.66] 3 45 35.0 16.0 55
<4.0 versus >4.0 2.72[0.21, 35.48] 3 45 35.7 194 54
<5.0 versus >5.0 1.84 [0.05, 63.32] 2 39 33.3 23.3 68
Neurotoxicity
<3.0 versus >3.0 1.10 [0.23, 5.32] 2 27 40.0 353 0
<4.0 versus >4.0 1.00 [0.19, 5.17] 2 27 375 36.8 0
<5.0 versus >5.0 0.38 [0.03, 4.37] 1 21 25.0 47.1 -
All-cause adverse events
<3.0 versus >3.0 1.42[0.20, 10.20] 3 45 45.0 40.0 52
<4.0versus >4.0 1.70 [0.25, 11.63] 3 45 50.0 38.7 41
<5.0 versus >5.0 1.16 [0.14,9.41] 2 39 44.4 43.3 31
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4 R EOREICETAASEN - VATITA v 7 LE2—DEH : TITANET V7 AU TOME

Sub Cut-off value 0Odds Ratio No. of No. of Event rate of exper- Event rate of I
ubgrou
sroup (mg/L) (M-H, Random, 95% CI)  studies  patients imental group (%) control group (%) (%)
. <3.0versus >3.0 8.40[1.36, 51.92] 2 27 60.0 11.8 0
Asian
. <4.0 versus >4.0 6.79 [1.13, 40.68] 2 27 62.5 15.8 0
location
<5.0 versus >5.0 9.75[0.78, 121.84] 1 21 75.0 23.5
. <3.0versus >3.0 0.33[0.02, 4.55] 1 18 10.0 25.0
non-Asian
R <4.0 versus >4.0 0.21[0.01, 4.76] 1 18 0.0 25.0
location
<5.0 versus >5.0 0.27 [0.01, 6.29] 1 18 0.0 23.1

Reprinted from J Infect Chemother., 27(2), Hanai Y, et al., 151-160, Copyright (2020), with permission from Japanese Society of Chemo-
therapy and The Japanese Association for Infectious Diseases.

Hanai 513, /NE#HIEIZEIT S VRCZ b T 7iRE &AM T 7213 %4k & OB 2 57 L 72058 2 Rmr 18R
L, WM 9RO LT A & T 2 Fhta L 72" BRI 25Tk, BIEMZ 7L LT 1 ug/mL
PLEDIT ) 28 1 ug/mL Kl & e U TR BIm R A EA- L7z (OR=265 [95% CI 1.20~5.87]) (M5). 7z,
SR THIZOWTIE L ug/mL Dbl ) MR T 278 L720%, AEAEHD SN Zh-72 (OR=035 [95% CI
007~1731)c 71 b4 7% 2ug/mL & L72¥iE, GHFERTHEEIED Zp» o7 (OR=225 [95% CI 033~
15.331)

LRI T 2HETTS DI BT, MR EEBERS LA EFLHEHRIIBVTL, wWihodhy b+ 7T
bABRIBD Lo (£3). IHREREREIRTIE, BENT7 7iREZEL LT3 ug/mL PLEDIT) A3 ug/mL K
fif & O U O R BB S WM 208 L7220, AEEERO -7 (OR=3.09 [95% CI 0.27~34.661) -
FIFEIC 4 pug/mL, Sug/mL &7 v M4 7L L72a, AEEZBORPo72. LML, 7V T7THIRTOHREIZHRE
L7z 7 70— 7 Tid, 3ug/mL B L 04 ug/mL (OR=840 [95% CI 1.36~51.92] : OR=6.79 [95% CI 1.13~
40681) D1 v A TETHRREERBSRPERIC LA L (R4, REfeER LSS, 7y M 7lITE
ARHBREV 3 ug/mLVEE L\, 58 & MR IR OB TH ), FINETRERmICL22 )77 Y
ADEPRECTZOTUHPRNETH L Z LN E, EFKRTIE4ug/mL KidbHFAFTEDEE R,

3. MNRICHTBHZEERETL?
Executive summary
a. AHEZ L MAEESE T T2 e D 257299 L5 IR THRGEFITRA L FEHED AUCHELNL Z

EDHERR SN T2 (D),
b. Bioavailability (ZHA & DRE L 2 57260, ANETIIEOE LD QEFEHEDP S O GPE L L WSO (LA o

F 5 NRIZBT GG

R)atry—u R aty—u A1) TF V=)l 2,800 mg

200 mg FHEH 50 mg * 200 mg H Fo4vmay S
W, VRCZ & LCHHIE 110 9mg/kg  VRCZ IESHNC X A iGHH%, %, VRCZ & LT 1
Z1H2m, 2 HHPREE 10 8$mg/kg 9 mg/kg & 1 H 2 MEMISKORGT 5, &b, 2%
1 H 2B RMIHHET 2. 28, R A THOEEICE 1mg/kg TO8E L, DEEIAT
A+5oYEITIE1 mg/kg TOHE  FOWAICIE 1mg/kg ToWET S (ARG REL
L, ZEUIARTHOHEICIE1 mg/ T 350mg W HE1E 50mg $OWET %), 7272
kg $OWET o L, 10350mg1 H 2% ERET 2,
W, VRCZ & LCHHIE 110 6mg/kg  VRCZ VESHINC X 266, %, VRCZ L LC1H
Z1H2M, 2 HHDFEE 10 3mg/kg 200 mg % 1 H 2 MIEBICROES T4, B, %
JiE 4mg/kg & 1 H 2 I EHHHES %0 A5 OYA1IZ13 1101300 mg1 H 210 F THRETE %,

VRCZ O - i

AR QDL 12 5
KB Lo 12l b
TR 50 kg A

AN (2D BTk
# 50 kg DL 1)

BARLFREAFRMEE Vol 70 No. 1
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CQ8. HikmiE (BWEEE TR, FRREETE, IER - BIW) (SB35 VRCZ DEYILERAEL TDM X ?

Executive summary

a. BT ROIITRENT AR XX DO TL RV 2O HERBOLEIZ 2V Lo L, E53HIE
WHEAHIE LTRIMENTWA ALK T F VI —F IV B-7a5FF A M) »F b A (SBECD) BSERT 5=
EMD, HRERMARIEEAY 30 mL/min RO HEHE TIE, VRCZ OFIRWIESFEERS- & S h72" D),

b. &N : VRCZ OHEFZIIFTH % L TH L, [EFEETIZISBECD OFBBOHLE L H ), EilkL ~v, IMATEIED
LV, KRS & ORI A 2 e G IREE B 3 2 LB H 5177, BREERIITREORG 2 #H3ES
5500, I, SBECD I & 2 BEHEEREED ) A 713k wnwe SnTwn3" (1),

c. JTHEREMR TS
1) B~ R T 5% (Child-Pugh 7 9 A A BXO'B) Tid, HE5WHILEFEOMHKSE (BRks

&®) &L, 2 HHDBGETOHFESEO R LT 50D,

2) EENTHREE T 0dH 5 HEH (Child-Pugh 7 7 A C) TIREEMWAFER SN TE ST, MRS L8 TIdEmReE
ERAHENED BB VRCZ DAL OFEIRE D 2 WAL, Bl TDM £ b 7 7 HAERE 3 ug/mL A
EREL (-A), SHEOFREREMRAE % 47 H 1m0,
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