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PLESE TDM FRIRFEER T A R 14 > 2022

. #&

il

Therapeutic drug monitoring (TDM) & 3#EWoMmAEEZMEL, HS5H%FZ2RETI LX), BETHER
GIGEEZAT) CE EERINE T, EVIHFROEY THEIGE 2D, PUEETIE ) axTFFRE, 7372
T RRE, PLEEETIIAR) 2F V=T TDM 2ThNFE ., #BYLPEEOEIR, HWREUE LT, oot
W2 BT 5 TDM FEfiild antimicrobial stewardship #4179 9 2 TO 3 ALV F7,

PUREE TDM 1A FF A 2% 2012 4512 H AR b a2 4y, HA TDM 4243 consensus  statement & L THEE &
M, 2016 fRICELET, ZLCC O HEUEIZIT) 2Ll £ L2, W&, TDM @ “FH#EfL” %2 HAIZ/ER L,
YETHUIRIIRT [ 5% 2 MEESRE] & L TWEZ L, L) "FEHN 204 P4 I¥5 282 HY
ELF L7 FLTZOBUETMIZIZRESHS "LEF Y AN %47\, FNEIEICHEIRLIT AR FE &z
L ¥ L7 BAKAIZIE, clinical question (2%} L T, systematic review & meta-analysis #4179 Z &3 iwd 2 &, W
ZCTHIIHRIIZE 2 TV amslfb L (18 1654), ZhxslHT 2 TS zIT g L7,

—7J7, WAMCHZ T IE, N a4 T BT S TDM A4 K54 V75, 2009 4R 12K EDR bR AIIT &, K BEDE
YelEF 4y, REIEIGEZER MRS & D 0 TER &L, 2020 F12 205 3 REVNBESGEFS D b b SET
AR ENT Lz, KRELEHEIL, B BEBRBELATEL NS 7BEIC X 2%5%5T (trough-based dosing)
725, area under the concentration time curve (AUC)-based dosing ~DFFTT L720 2019 4EIC 2D KT 7 PIRAYEE
RINTHEL, BYLOHKRTOTA NI Y HUGTOEMIPEE 72 2AHTHY, FiaEoORIEREH SRR
CENF L7

T3, P2 LI AUC & b T 7 HEMERED 720D systematic review & meta-analysis (Wit 1) TL7zo 2
MZE D kT 7T 15 pg/mL ML ECTEOGERGEIE SN L 2 EAUESIE LA, FEHC 15~20 pg/mL 135
BED)VAZ DI LLFHENE Lz, SO EPLAMMELZEME N HHRTZ2HEN 7 7IREORREIXT
SV EDOHTIZWD F L7z, — T, AUCIZBWTIE, FBRZIFETIE AUC/H/NSEIRREE (MIC) 400 PLE,
BREE) A7 % FTIF 47201213 AUC 600 KAWL ETH L Z LAVREN, HE AUC 1 400~600 ug - h/mL (MIC
=lug/mL) IRESNTE L7,

W2, HRDIT A KT A>T AUC-based dosing #H#EIET 20 5121%, HRAORERBNTZH/2v 7 o7
R CRERTDULENHLEEZ, V=% 77 V—T%b EIFHSSE MR T E L7z (U3, 4), /Nv O
YA TNIBIFTELE TDMIZBWT, FSZepoch EVZHEIDFAI V7L, BIZEDELIEINTEE L7,

MWOPHEIFEIZBWTIE, 7437 T2 TIEERNPLTA R4 2 ThivbaMESE L CT&72 M7 71l 15~30 ug/
mL OFEMEL ZEEEZ MO TA YR CREI L CCiikg), F20WE%, FREICBIT5HEN T 748 20 ug/mL

1. BUWIETDM A N7 4 Y RHE A YN =HBER L 725

ENEE S NE Vx—Fn
1. X ZEdT (A BMC Infectious Diseases 2021; 21: 153
2. X YIEHT (NE) J Infect Chemother 2021; 27: 781-5
3. WIRMIZE (AUuC, V7 b7 OKEE) Pharm Res 2021; 38: 637-46
NyawL vy 4. ZHMiF TOMIKRIZE (AUC guided TDM) Int J Antimicrob Agents 2020; 56: 106109
5. BRWIZE (B ongitk) J Clin Pharm Ther 2020; 45: 682-90
6. FRIRHIZE (AUC DERIRZIA, ZE&MD cut off H) Antibiotics 2022; 11: 96
7. Zlie (RS 27 KJ+) J Glob Antimicrob Resist 2021; 27: 12-9
8. AZNT (b T 7115 ~ 30 ug/mL DA & %4 M) ] Clin Pharm Ther 2021; 46: 622-32
FAATIT= 9. FRIRWIZE (T 71 20 ug/mL % 3EW T % i LEATH%S)  BMC Pharmacol Toxicol 2020; 21: 50
10, RREPRITZE (R r I i 8 BT B 2 e 57k J Infect Chemother 2022; 28: 232-7
11. %jitia L FBIZE (Antifungal stewardship) Mycoses 2020; 63: 779-86
R afFy— 12. A ZRFT ORA) J Fungi (Basel) 2021; 7: 306
13. A ZfENT (URIR) J Infect Chemother 2021; 27: 151-60
N e 14, RAFRNT (U ERATY, TIHTY) J Infect Chemother 2021; 27: 256-61
I 7Y aYv FRE . ’
7 7Y FRE 15. X ZIT (TR V) J Infect Chemother 2021; 27: 26-31
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7> antifungal stewardship DEZEEZIEHL T L2 CCRk 1), T2 b5 7 HIEEMICE L X ¥ @ gk 12, 13) %
T, BT A BT A v 87 ) HMEREERENTRRE 2D T Lz, 73/ 7)Y FRETIE, A FEHTICTT
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. HA K54 > DERBE

1. BH

RITA FT A 2L, HRMEERES S L HAR TDM 22X O consensus statement Td % 2012 45 8 A IZHUH ZE TDM
A RTAHFEEREIN, 2016 FOYUEIDRIZ, TORUBUGREITo720 RATA FI74 X OHMIZ, BRESR anti-
microbial stewardship (Z/EZF 3 2 BEfil, FEHIAZ & OLMAER & v 7 AERE A0 @E )T TDM 2 FD 7= PR S
G#ETZAT) 2 L2k, UTOHHEZERL, BHICIVEOBCERZIMET 22 Tho, Om\IKREY,
WA, @OBUREIC X Z2RIEHILL, OBIMEREDOTFROWE, DI MK, GOERAY v 7 NOHH,

2. 4 K51 HRREE
TDM IZRBEEH OB AIEHE Nva~xA vy, 5A4a75=y, 73 7)av R RE [Fry<xA /N7
TYAYY, TINYY, TAAAY Y], KU AF ) AT REEEHRET B, $72, ZS ORI

Mz, FEYEpRE/#Ij%: (PK/PD) T 5, TDM ER_AEL T LV E SN TWLHRERICBEH L TY, MHziro7,

3. BEXFE

PUHISE TDM (2B % BRIRIFZE Tld, ARMER LM & OBRZ R T MR IR R G- O R TH Y, prospec-
tive 17N % T ¥ 2LIEGREE (RCT) EMilz X bdOTHEETH 5, 20720, BRI L %Y 5 PK/PD O
EIEIZ B A REBIEFEITZE 72 & O systematic review (SR) & meta-analysis (MA) ZEfi L7720 T A KT 4 U585k
(2B, TEXZ72F, MA RERODLELGEIREL, TONEEZEIHL, 72, TARFIA VY RESALT
A NI THATAIET Y ARIMA B E LT, B F 7213 % Misk 3L F COREFI BB b 175 720 MhiREE
EBZF Y T TRL, BEE T 5 PK/PD f6fE 2 T 5 720 OHIR SR 53551 b IR TR 217 o 72,

4. BEEIF

HARTA EH L EFTHEENLIGEHTH Y, FEBEOBHFITLETZHMEITLLDTIE RV, 72, TET Y ADDH
WE, RBRESIOHEIRE LT 72720, H4OBEIREEZEER L, SR CREM T2 IRE L TV E 20,
ZO0, HA RITA VIZEDCIEE TOMPERTHRIIHT 5 ETE1E, EBRIHEL T ZEIIRET %,

5. %EFE

SR #4179 12 72> C, %¥EH T clinical question (CQ) % i%%E L, FOMKIEEIZISE, PICO (P : patients ;
I : interventions : C : controls : O : outcomes) %M ZEF L LT, key word Z W T A7~ 7 1 v 712 PubMed
B LUEFGE WEB T 2019 4 F TOCEMEKR AT o720 EEATA FT A 2L LTERIRIL EH L TwizE{ 7k
®, SR & MA BT 2 7% 7o 7 BEREI ST A 805 &, SCHGEEG & MR OB R A2 S5 1297 72,

6. #HROER (K7/FH)

HEEDHRSIE, QLT 20N S, @QBEOEN - HE, @s®H, @O X MV, ©4IHHEZFFHMEE & L
THERR L 2 e L 72 ERBIRORHRMED S, BHAIIRMO 2 WIHREZ 3T, THERLZW] L9522
, R1LIIRT HIA~C I LEIE 1o 720

21 HEROMmS

X 53155k %
I [BHERMRILASH Y, 179 X ) I iosh s ]
I [BHEBRIDH D, 179 £ IO 5NS |
I-A [BFHEIRIA 2 V25, 179 K)o 55 |
1II-B [RFERRILA 2 <, IR HESRDS T E v
11-C [BFHERRID 2 <, fTbRVwE ) ICEID LN ]
v [ERhPE R 2 R TRHEWRID D 0, frbawvk ) IcEivs5h 2 |
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7. FFEMER (COI)
AIARTA Y EREERIICOIOHCHEZ T A KT 4 Y HRIEL BT 72,

8. &
RITARTALIH S FERICEETTETH 20, BRITH T RE CEALS | MADPW S92 7% o 725812
X, SORERIL o TENLENIHER 2 EOUET 2179 o

SEXH
1) fEFkse, IIEE A B Minds 295 4 I 4 SMEROT51 % 2014, BEEEREE, $L, 2014
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1.

. FMERICE TDHE
(Clinical question ICX§ 23 XF~YT 1 v T « LE 12— & X 2FH, BERERMZR)

1. N>av14 >

cQtl. NravA4 > (VCM) ERERIICH VT TDM OEE(E ?

Executive summary

a.
b.

2.

FHi¥5- DA C VEM B 2179 612 TDM 2 Efi 3 5 (1D,

FAERGET Y, BREE (B E )", EiMaEEY, SSEEL P ERAEY, AR RS BKIK
Rz B fEAs I E S OSEF], MATENRE R B RREE AN LS E A SEF] S 20 G M AR R o Tl 2SR
HTh), SHICAWEREE (AKD %) AZRTE*ET 2EH E D2 TIE TDM Z%HETHL (D)o
SRR RLEIEFSEBIRE TDM 20 L, HAEME % S CICMFI~NOLEFE 25T 25 (LA

#1. AMEEE (AK) OV A7 KT

Y27 WS AKUIERIEL  AKI ZE3=R AKT Pl FE B
e B 113/1,826 6.2% 9.8%
FIPR 3 63/535 11.8% 14.4%
I IRIERT V) v 42/381 11.0% 14.5%
eGFR< 30 mL/min/1.73 m’ 34/368 9.2% 15.8%
WYAT A4y 7 EahE T AR FEBIEME (bF 7)) 18815 ATl
A A

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 ¥ 4 ¥ ZH&03%E i) "

CQ2. TDM ICHEWVWTHIEIPHEE N B /NNT X —2(3FH ?

Executive summary

»

/a0 T

k7 7M1 AUC OB L 1Z Vv 2 W2 (IV),

CQA TRT L HIZ NI 7 TIIEHRME, ZeMomE 2 ERT 5 HIEMEOZREITTE L2V (V).
GZEVEOE T AUC ZIBEL 3 5H&5%51%17) (K 1a)* 1D,

AUCH A FEREL, FT 7M15~20 ug/mL # 74 K& L35 EHIEEED ) 27 53 ) #10 S5k »e®
(ITI-C) -

FEREDOETH AUC #981E L T 2% 5 %5HE, P 7HZIBEL T 25 %G L VERL TV L WREEY D 5
A, ZOWRENIES S (K 1b)* (II1-B) .
REBSIERKRIIBWT I 7 TR AUCEHiZ4TH & & RIS 2959 (1D . REEIH B, MEEL
72 VCM |2 81T % practical AUC-guided TDM (PAT) 7% D HARNTOREMEN 2 HW/2v 7 Mo T 7 A
o s b (I-A) o

s, ANETH AUCFHIA L E Lve LOLHARTHEHEINTVRITZEAEDY 7 My TIZHWLENLTWS
Yasuhara 5 ORHER PK 737 A — Z 12 BT /R RIEBNIAE 255~750 kg TH Y, EiEIXIZEAEETNT
Wi\, F7METIE AUCEHMIBIICBWTHEEEI N2V 7 b7 2713450 L 2 ARSI Ty (IT1-B),

NS ZHEETIE, 1R A > MRILTY AUC 23k 5 2 EIXTRETH B4, OFESE/ BN MRSA &YeE, @Ekk
REAL T, OFIRIEDOMH R TAZ/PIPC JiH 7% E ORI TV A 7 3% 2 EFITIE 2 K4 » Mo (bF 7
ik ¥—2MH) 2L ) AUC FHIi %479 & & R ifed g 0o s o680y (1) o B2 VCM 24 B T 5-Tld 1
KAV MRIMTOREI»ZVIETT S (£2)Y,
R REILH B O IFEAE/IREMEERIE T, N T 7 H A P2 EET 2 HEIIP %W (1I1B), LA L, #E TDM
OERICL ) HEZFH T 2541, 2o NI 7 (1RA ¥ MR %FH L7z AUC 38 B iciro 2 &
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#1057 (II-A) o

Systematic review & X #8EM (71 N7 4 Y REESFEE)Y
P (##) : VCM iG#I2B1F 5 TDM EhiE#
I (JrA) : AUC T A FIZ &k a¥%58%5
C (XfHR) © b 7MHHA N2 & 2 ¥ 585
O (7Y bAL)  BEE HEME

a WEE
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] a

Neely 2018 2 177 6 75 12.0% 0.13 [0.03, 0.67] e

Meng 2019 11 117 20 179 30.2% 0.82 [0.38, 1.79] ——

0Oda 2020 2 22 15 52 12.6% 0.25 [0.05, 1.19] . E—

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% I

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test fi 1l effect: Z =1.92 (p = 0.05
estloroverall efiee (P ) Favours [AUC-guided] Favours [Trough-guided]

b. FRR#)A

AUC-guided Trough-guided 0Odds Ratio 0Odds 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 1 2 4 52 100.0% 0.57 [0.06, 5.42] P
Total (95% CI) 199 127 100.0% 0.57 [0.06, 5.42]
Total events 1 4

Heterogeneity: Not applicable k 1
g 4 PP 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: 7.=049 (p =0.63) Favours [AUC-guided] Favours [Trough-guided]

1 BEE L BRI EICHEBRT S AUC KA FE b TTA FIZKk b veM B 5%G o7+ LA M 7a v b
Tsutsuura M et al. BMC Infect Dis 2021 (74 K5 4 Y B A EE) ™

Fo2. AUC (1, 2 KA ¥ MRIM) OFHl : 8 R4 ¥ MRILICE 25
ik % 72 reference AUC & O FLEE

NA g TRD 72 AUC &

L = N Mo
B Mk KRR reference AUC [t 0.8 ~ 1.2 3R
284 b
rS57 ¥ez (1h) 82.3%
12h
LARA b 69.8%
- e
2 K4 b 68.2%
r57, ¥—% (1h) -
24 h
1A~} 49.4%
F5 7 o

OdaK et al. Pharm Res 2021 (74 NI 4 Y REXIENE)"

VCM 1 H 2 B 5 OEFNZB VT, 284 ¥ MR Tb 54, &
bEWHIETHY, E—2Ml, b T 7ENEIS M ERGE THESE, L
PL1IRA Y PTH 7HBEO—FENMMEON, JEFMEMEERIYE T l\
FIMHEDOATHHFEIND, BHREREENSH D 1 H 1 BH5 ORI
W, 184 ¥ M TIRKEEIL 50% BEIIKT 55720, 281~ ]\i‘?lﬂf[[
WLETH 5,

AKI 2 FBid 2701, P 7ETHS AUCHA RHAHBEINZBERR” (F1 NI 4 Y RESVFEM L =S Hisx
HEFSE)
1. I 7EICED WSR2 T o ZEMIC BT A E T, RIERBT 2 S EHEEET (eGFR<30 mL/
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2.

3.

3.

min/1.73 m*), TAZ/PIPC fiftH, FIRIEMH, ICU AKE, 7 7MH>20 ug/mL (& AKI OS2 L72) A7 HFT
Holzs

DX ) HIEFTIETH AKT 584E2 % & VEM ERHEFI L~V (98%) 12L& L7:DI121E, T 7y b+
% &Ko 193 ug/mL 5, BEHEEE T Tl 124 ug/mL, TAZ/PIPC B/ Tid 135 ug/mL, FIJRIEfH T
11.7 pg/mL F TFIF 5 LEDH 57 (ICU ARG TIIEFBOBR2E S BB R v b 7EZHETE L nro72),
CQ4 THEARL X ITHFERIID7-DI2I1E b T 7H=15 ug/mL 2SHEE L %2 5% 2 L5, BHEREIY, TAZ/PIPC
BEH, FIREMEHO VEM BEFICBNT, b T 774 FTREZEUPRESINT, AKI P> 5 AUC 774
FIC & B3 EREETP U E 2 B, ICU ABEFI L AKT ) A7 THY) AUC A FEERET 5.

CQ3. #Eh5¥IE TDM DEFHERIL ?

Executive summary

a.

S/ RIS 7 h v T 2 L 2w E, BRBLEE CTEFREBIEL VLI EERALNS
4~5 [ 5-EHT (3 HH) 28 TDM %479 =% (1D,

—75, FRE/AGEERRGITY 7 by LT 2 AT A% A, EMRTEHO PK A Z AT 72012, ERRERO
3 GHIH (FT 7fl, ¥—21ME) \2HE TDM OFE ik g 57 e swmmnuss (ILA), 1 H 2 Bi5-Tik
#FHH, IH1ERGTIZ3HHE RS,

N7 7 fEIEE G 30 S ISR Z FEM L, V7 8727 (PAT) fEHRCIIETR G- O IEME 2 K 2 A3
% (IDs

= 7 ISR 2358 T L 7R siC B 1 A IR EE & U Criiié 1 1~2 Bl TR 2 479 ¥ (ID o

e. BIM¥EGH T L RIMBOEHEZEBERASANENEDOTHIUL, N7, E—27I12 bbb, 50 ¥ AERT

4.

OFRIMD A FETH S (11-A),
®WE TDM 47 < &b 1AM 1B, PKEMEZFT ). 72721, #E TDM IZBW TSI 2 2 E L/ EF T
‘i%ﬂ J: V) %E‘/\ FEﬁ ]gl%‘ f?ﬁu%%fr} )) 14,15, 22, 23, 30~32, 54, 57~61) <III'A) 5

CQ4. TDM DREICHEINSIBEEREL?

Executive summary

a.

AUC

1. MRSA BYIEGBEOANEE SO 572012, AUC/MIC @ BEEHIZ=400 & 3 Z0780u-8e-(1) (] 2),
WARF R TR 72 MIC % vy, Etest 12 & A MIC % V72356 0 HIEEMEIZ =200 (CEFH 5%,

2. Enterococcus faecium, coagulase negative staphylococcus (CNS), Streptococcus pneumoniae |2 & A J&GIER
JETIX TDM 2B 2% BIEMEIZBI T 2 EIRIMMREI ANIZ L AL FEEN T Wi v, KA FTF4 2 TRTBEE
AUC/MIC 23 5EDTRIE L LT, S aureus DAMHI D EIETE 22 EAHTH 54" (1I1-B), VCM IBHEIZH
WC, BWER TR EBEO AUC 600 pg - h/mL IS5 XETH LS, HRIMEICE L Tld AUC/MIC<400 TH -
72L LCTh, MRSA DANDEGHEIC BT 58 G RFATEOLEEICE L Cid, BRZIELELL THITT 42
EDENO BN D,

3. T YY) v 7 iE#ER MIC HIZEREL, % < ® MRSA #27R"3 MIC=1 pug/mL & 4858 L C AUC=400 ug - h/mL
AL 357 (1A

4, MICSEFoN72AETYH, 1EE) 2T T2 (MIC=2ug/mL), F¥72131/2 MIC=05ug/mL) ® AUC %
HiZEE 525281205, MIC=2ug/mL OERTA FI74 TRy G5 ClLERRETH 2, HE) MIC
GATEE OIS EET 5 L, —HI12 AUCZ400 ug - h/mL % HIZ & 3 2 o0 EB T (1ILA), MIC<1 ug/
mL OETHOHIER GREZHET S 2 &2 BET T 5o

5. BREERI) A7 KT SH 572012 AUC IZ=600 ug - h/mL & § 58 12880-80(T) (1] 3),

6. FERKRTIZ, HEZE AUC & 400~600 ug - h/mL # #2325 559 (1),

Systematic review & X 2 (71 N7 4 Y REXHFENE) ™
A SYES

P VCM iG#IZ BT 5 TDM EhidE

12 ( ) TDM Executive Summary 2022
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[:AUC v M4 718 (400+15%) BLE
C:AUCH» M4 718 (400+15%) i
ORI SN

@B RE
P : VCM i&#IC 81 5 TDM EftE#
I1:AUC# > M4 7fE (600+15%) PAT
C:AUCH» b4 718 (600£15%) L hRKEWw

B
High AUC/MIC Low AUC/MIC 0Odds Ratio Odds 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] it
Ghosh 2014 18 77 27 50  34.7% 0.26 [0.12, 0.56] —a—
Song 2015 17 69 21 48 32.7% 0.420.19, 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] Rl
Total events 56 80
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi® = 3.86, df = 4 (p = 0.43); I* = 0% 0:01 0: ; T 1:0 ; (%0
Test for overall effect: Z = 5.46 (p<0.00001) Favours [High AUC/MIC] Favours [Low AUC/MIC]
2. HERME AUC/MIC 7y ME 74002 15% DT+ LA T Ty b
Tsutsuura M et al. BMC Infect Dis 2021 (54 K5 4 Y FB A EE) ™
High AUC Low AUC 0Odds Ratio 0Odds 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] ——

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] i

Total events 65 63

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

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test f 1l effect: Z =2.36 (p = 0.02
estioroverall etiec ® ) Favours [High AUC] Favours [Low AUC]

3 FREEEL AUCH Y M TE600£15% DT+ LA MTHY b
Tsutsuura M et al. BMC Infect Dis 2021 (74 K5 4 Y B A EE) ™

b. I 71K

1. FESE/HBEHEVE MRSA BRIYEIC BT AR EIES NS B b T 71X 15~20 ug/mL TH 5% (KM 4a) ),
FEFICBEEDY 27 £ o>TLE ) (X 5b)"H#H%5(T),

2. RTA NT A4 CTHERT LH5-%ZE TN TDM TO » 7 7148 15~20 ug/mL ZER X & b TIRETH 5%
(IIT-A) o

3. MRIEZHMEZ EIRT ) A7 T 57012134 7% L &b 10 ug/mL MRS 2 2 LA LS (111-A),
10ug/mL %5y N+ 7 & L72X Y IRNT CHRMSBRICHEERE RO o7z ([M4h)253%0 %72 10~15 ug/
mL Tz, <10ug/mL & #7258 B EED) X7 o7z (¥ 52)% (1II-C) o

4. PLE XV, BERZDE, LetomE ZHET s N THEBOREIITELZVET A R4 Y REETITHM L
72 (IV),

Systematic review & X 2t (A N7 4 » TZHEIHDFEH)™
ORFR RN F
P : VCM {GEIZBIT A TDM FEhtiHEH
I: N7 7Hhvy b+ 7fE (10, 15 ug/mL) LI
C:b77%hy b+ 748 (10, 15 ug/mL) i

13 ( ) TDM Executive Summary 2022
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O : BRIRADH
@ kE
P VCM {GEIZHB T 5 TDM Eji s
I: 7 7ffa<10, b10~15 ¢ 15~20 ug/mL
C: bk
O

7
:

a. N7 7H v bETH 15 ug/mL

71l a 10~15, b 15~20, ¢ =20 pg/mL

>15 pg/mL <15 ug/mL 0dds Ratio Odds 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] A —
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] =Ssaar P
Song 2015 14 42 24 75 13.6% 1.06 [0.48, 2.37] T
Fu 2018 15 26 12 16 4.7% 0.45[0.12, 1.79] eSS T
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] L
Total events 157 216
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi® = 5.45, df =7 (p = 0.61); I* = 0% f t 1 {
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.01 (p = 0.003) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours [ >15 ug/mL] Favours [<15 ug/mL]
b. T 7% v M Tl 10 ug/mL
>10 pg/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 58.1% 0.50 [0.29, 0.88] ——
Song 2015 4 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
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.29; Chi® = 2.92, df =1 (p = 0.09); I = 66% 0 :01 3 :1 f 110 ; 03 A

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.62 (p = 0.53)

1
Favours [ >10 ug/mL] Favours [<10 ug/mL]

4. BRBRE NF7Hy PATEOTF VAT TEY b
Tsutsuura M et al. BMC Infect Dis 2021 (54 N5 4 Y REHSHPEE) >

14 ( ) TDM Executive Summary 2022



a. <10 ug/mLvs. 10-15 ug/mL
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10-15 ug/mL <10 ug/mL 0Odds Ratio 0Odds 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] - —
Kullar 2011 13 76 10 65 15.6% 1.13[0.46, 2.79] S A
Cano 2012 3 42 4 57 5.2% 1.02 [0.22, 4.82] —_—t
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] S
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] Y —
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] |
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] i e
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% I t t i
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.03 (p = 0.002)

b. 10-15 ug/mL vs. 15-20 pg/mL

Favours [10-15 yg/mL] Favours [<10 yg/mL]

15-20 ug/mL  10-15 ug/mL 0Odds Ratio 0Odds 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] e
Kullar 2011 10 77 13 76 13.9% 0.72[0.30, 1.77] - I
Cano 2012 6 42 3 42 5.2% 2.17[0.50, 9.31] —
Horey 2012 7 66 3 97 5.7% 3.72[0.92, 14.94] S S
Fujii 2013 8 31 5 32 7.1% 1.88 [0.54, 6.54] e
Ley 2013 19 56 15 62 17.2% 1.61[0.72, 3.59] o =
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] e
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] e
Shime 2018 10 40 2 31 4.3% 4.8310.97,23.98]
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%

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.86 (p = 0.004)

c. 15-20 ug/mL vs. >20 ug/mL

0.01

0.1 10 100
Favours [15-20 ug/mL] Favours [10-15 ug/mL]

—

>20 ug/mL 15-20 ug/mL 0dds Ratio 0Odds 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] e
Horey 2012 22 66 7 66 9.7% 4.21[1.65,10.74] .
Fujii 2013 21 50 8 31 8.8% 2.08[0.78, 5.55] e
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] =——
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] e
Chuma 2018 5 16 2 14 2.6% 2.73[0.44, 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] —
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] L4

Total events 203 122

Heterogeneity: Tau” = 0.00; Chi® = 13.11, df = 13 (p = 0.44); I* = 1%

Test for overall effect: Z = 5.81 (p<0.00001)

X 5.

0.01

L 1
L T
0.1 10 100
Favours [ >20 ug/mL] Favours [15-20 xg/mL]

—

BhEEE K NS IHO T LA MOy b

Tsutsuura M et al. BMC Infect Dis 2021 (%4 N5 4 Y ZHADFE )™
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5.

CQ5. VCM e CHfR 5 IS FRAL ?

Executive summary

a.

6.

HEE AUC IZEED W MBS & Rt G- O A Mk B L Ot o BRI % {, B TR 5 OHESRIZ T
E 7 \WTO(IEB) o

CQ6. VCM BB TAMRE S L&, ?

Executive summary

a.

M H 2> 5 B, ERRIIR 2 &0 572012, BHREEIC» 2D 6 $HR 0 ARG 2179 (D. B
BHIZL ) EEENSRE LSRNV L %T‘éﬂflﬂé%% s
SEIRREIZ BT % HEREEOZRUIRI Bl O B4 57217 TIXREETH 2% (I1-C) o

c. AMEGTHMHTAE2HHEIZAUC=Z400 ug - h/mL 2 EWK T 2 REMEIZE £ 505, T ¥ 7Y AFRENTH

é 5~7,99) (III—A) 5

CQ? ﬁtﬂ E*ﬂﬁ?ﬁ%uln‘“i ?

Executive summary

a.

8.

M D 25~30 mg/kg (FEHMEE) ORMIEKG EITHIC (D, 727201, 3g LW ZVAMKGEIIBIT %4
MOBE AT TH S,

MeFfm L, BEHREIEE G (eGFR=90 mL/min/1.73 m*) <Ti¥ 1 M 20 mg/kg (FEHMAE) % 12 B &L 12855
51D

eGFR=130 mL/min/1.73 m® Tix 1 [A] 15~20 mg/kg (FEHMAE) O KM L5 0FET 5 (I-A),

YAy I I X ARG E RS & R A 7201, 1 g Tl AR 1 B2 B2 2 03RS ), Fhll
oI 500 mg é.f’ D 30 53L& B2 PGEM A ER T 5 (D),

V7 NI T R AVLIGE, EERGE (ARG, MRS 2 A1k, BRI AUC 400~600 g - h/mL
x B %RE%&%LE@;H 2479 @ (1), 7272 LR S LTl H4g 282555 3EEICATH ™ (I-
B)o
TDM FEEMED S F N W 5 3G O ADREFIFIY PK 12 X %5 AUC FHIEFEZEAREVW L2 FEL C,
PGR8BI A HEE AUC 1ZLeMHh 5 500 ug - h/mL 2882 W EHEFE LW (MTLA) o

WE, EEIREETO steady state AUC (AUC,) ZIRIEE L TS #%E0 b s, LA LI ) B PK &
R E OB EEPEE L OER-DEH S5, PAT Tld AUC. DIAMZ, fIHZ S22 HEH® AUC (AUCos 1,
AUCuusn) DEREND,

122 HH® AUC (AUCuusn) =515 ug - h/mL & B REEDHE D HE SN THE DY, AUCouus,=400~500 ug - h/
mL EH L, RO AUC.=400~600 ug - h/mL 12 TEE TS (II-A), EEL GOMPEG & coHE
AUCuusn 13 450 RIS EIO H 1D,

CQ8. TDM (CE DWW 55t DAL ?

Executive summary

a.

B TDM T 5 72 FRREEE D> 5 <A ZHEET, EHIKRETO AUC 400~600 pg - h/mL & EHS 55 5-7%F
WA 2 (D,
NA ZHerE 2 7z E LTH, Aﬂ‘ﬁ‘?%“(“ﬂ?&)é AUC £ D +20% DRAFEIIZIT AN LED B 5o

c. PG RENR & B ) TDM FEREF IR R RPHE SN T D 2 & b %\ MIC=2 ug/mL #7235 F D &

YeSE IR § 5 AUC/MIC L%’)\/‘tn‘ﬁ?ﬂi@&'—?—ﬂﬁff IFEEDY R 7 A, W53 2 A liFI 2L T
% DD EFRIGHIWT 2 47 5 1 (1) o MIC =4 ug/mL O34, hetero VISA TH 0, fHT MRSA JE % FER 5 51010
(I)s 7272 L TEIC TR>ZEMEOTEENMED D V), DAP IZHBWTH MIC 3Bl & 7% 5171, VCM 1A% % fk#e 3
LA, EBRKETIEIMIC=1ug/mL & L CHEHRAF 24T (CQ4 M),
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9. EBMHE

1) MR GR&ER, LR, 2E, FF)
MBIZBWT, HARAZRGE LHENPK €T VEMEH LY 7 b2 71d, PAT 2 &K SN TV AR,
FDORTA R4 TIETDMIZBWTHIET A /39 A= L LT, RBIBETH S T 7T TORIE 21T 72,

a. TDMDOEA 32T

Executive summary

a. A NT 7 4 EEHSERG BRI ThHhIUE2HE) ISHIET 02 (I1-A) o

b. FAEREB L OEREBET/NETE, 2HEICEFREBIEL TWRWI LB LH720, T 7HEE/NHEO T aEE
*ZET 5% (IIB).

b. TDM ¢ B&f@

Executive summary

a. BUE, MRICHEHTE 2 AUCFHioY 7 by 73S TB6 Y, ABHEHELLTHMI 7E=10 ug/mL %
325 % (l 6= (1),

b. FF7fH=15 ug/mL EEEEEY A7 LR DHESEL v (K 7)1 (TV)

c. kX, WNBIZBITAMNT 7 HIEMIZ10~15 ug/mL ICFRET S D)o

d. 4, /J\LEH%OD V7 M T HMERTTEEIC 2 AUE AUC 400~600 ug - h/mL % HIZEE L 72MGE &2 479 9 (1T
B)o

Systematic review & X 2t (A N7 1 » THEIDFER) ™
ORER T
P : VCM G2 BT % TDM FEhi/N L EE
ChNT T Ay M 7ME 10 ug/mL PLE
C: }*?77'1 v N A 7 10 ug/mL A

O : HE LN
@%’i‘%
P : VCM G2 B1T 5 TDM FEhi s
I:+5 77] v N+ 718 15 ug/mL K
C: b7 7%y M4+ 7115 ug/mL L L
O HhE
>10 ug/mL <10 ug/mL 0Odds 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] —i—
Yoo 2017 2 5 18 31 8.8% 0.48 [0.07, 3.30]
Hsu 2018 5 38 32 105  3L0% 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% b t . {

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

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

M6 /NEICBIFAHEBEME NI T7hy AT 10ug/mL DT+ VAT Hy 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. (%4 N7 4 > Z B 4035 i)
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>15 ug/mL <15 ug/mL 0dds Ratio 0Odds 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] p—
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] —r—
Le 2015 20 117 25 563 13.3% 4.44 [2.37, 8.30] R —
Bonazza 2016 8 38 54 227 10.2% 0.85[0.37,1.97] —
McNeil 2016 24 39 20 88 10.5% 5.44[2.41, 12.29] p——1
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] e
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% ; i

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. MNRIZBUEHREL NI T7H Y VAT 15ug/mL O T+ LA M7y 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. (%4 ’¥J 4 ¥ Z& B 4039 jiE)

c. MNRICHT B¥xEERET

Executive summary

a. 1115 mg/kg, 6B T &G (1 H 60 mg/kg/H) AL L, s - SE5IC X 2% 55%5H% & SIZ5HIIC 48
L% 3 b:% L f:lZﬁ, 133, 142~159) (II) 5

b. 100 mg/kg/H U EOFREALBEEEDIEH ) A 27 B35 7 HTREVED S 5 72058 F 5 (TI1-A) 6

c. WIEEATEGIZHESE S 2 MILAHS e WD (TV) 6

3. Wi EEICK B VeM 0 1 BHSRE (KREE SRR, 5%
D FRIR MR DS V2L
Ay PSR Y

P e PMA*< 35 38 119 15 mg/kg, 1 H 2 A (30 mg/kg/H)

RN PMA=35 3 117 15 mg/kg, 1 H 30l (45 mg/kg/H)

1A ~37H 1[0 15 mg/kg, 1 H 3~ 411 (45 ~ 60 mg/kg/ )
3 71 H~ 1kl 118 15mg/kg, 1 H 4181 (60 mg/ke/H)
1~ 6% 119 20 mg/kg, 1 H 4191 (80 mg/kg/H)
7~ 127% 118 15 mg/kg, 1 H 4 [l (60 mg/kg/H)
13 ~ 17 i 11715 ~ 20 mg/kg, 1 H 317l (45 ~ 60 mg/kg/H)

© o Hift4E% (postmenstrual age : PMA, FEMGEE + AR B FRT)
PUIEME 37 HoH~416 HET) TIMVELAMEGOAEBZERERL,
PMA Tl 44 BELRE T2

2) BBis, BE :TDMO %A IV LBEE RE5HRE

Executive summary

a. JEGGREGITIE, FERE TG EL RO L2568, EMMEETIT) LB/ HERI N WY, LaL, ElMKETIX
WEE L UHREEDMESNTVDLY, ZoZkddhh, BEEMI VCM FEHBOBREE) A7 & ko> Tn
6163.16@0

b, Wi EEIZBNT, FFTHA FTIZAUC A LY #EERG L 2L EPMEINTNLEY,
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c. VI IZTPATIEZ VLT F=v2 07T A (WA, Fihs, AE, miE~2s L7 F =i T Cockeroft-Gault %
WZCEMR) IR D W TG EDTR SN, KRERA TG ELZ RO L 2 Lidh v, ZO0BKE, EHEE I8
AEG G CRMIERELREE A2 LT F =0 20T 7 ADIE LWEHEAARI K & 75T A HiEAE=
PAEARTE + 04 x [FEHMAE - #ARAE])

d. BEEGICBITE Y 7 My 7 OEBROMHDEE, TP TFROBANIESWTERGEEZ AL, BENFEENS
AUC %3k, CQ7 IR L7 HIEE % SE Ik 53t ORE 2179 -

e. BAMPG1E3 g% ERIZ, 20~25 mg/kg (EHMAE) &35 (M1-A), MRFEX 158 2g % FRE L,
10~15 mg/kg (FZAMKIE) o 12 Bif Z & %52 Z 8 55 % (111-A) o

f. BRTHE SN TWE Y 7 M7 27 COREN PK 70V ClE, MBS I LG %NETcannizo, b
ROTEREITH & & HITEBRDERIBET VLETH 5™ (1I1-B) .

g EHERNCBITAHEGEFNCET AT Y AT LA LR,

h, BEFFIZE DS Wi G Et oM, EFEARERE LK LES L2 WHEES D ), EwIREmoRIH o
TDM ;2??\/),\»‘ /]1 X“:}E%-@@)}Hiaﬁﬁﬁ %fﬁi )) 16, 27, 28,57, 85, 162~164, 166, 169) (III-A) 5

LB B L O EES T AUC IZEDWTARAS XHEETHBE, E—2fEE N7 70 28 4 v MUEDEID S
Z) 166, 170) (IH—A) o

3) BREEEREE (TDMO% 41 324 /TDM O BE(E/#55%51)
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a. BEEERE TIEEREELD ) A7 PEV20, AUCIZED WK GG HELE S 50 28 =i (1)

b. eGFR<30 mL/min/1.73 m* D BH T EREEFBIRNEGRIC R 50 TREHELEZET L7 (IV),

c. BFERBECTEHEERIRABIE T D R TR AL 3 2900 000 - [ A e 2 Sl | DR B 2 OIS ETT RS B FE b
T 5, FAEDHA 25~30 mg/kg (FEEHAE) OEMES %479 (1D,

d. #HFEIIPAT 2 EOHRANTORERBIT L H /Y 7 V27 2 HWTHET 5V (1ILA) .

e. V7 MNYITEHOIMRGRETOMELZ TS TR W20, 269 TDM & HRI 3D X 2179 Y (ILB) .

f BFEECTLH L ERSPITOIAEEL, NI 7, ¥—27MED 2KR4 2 b TO AUC 4l 7 %9 541729 (T1]-
Ao

g. PATHPHHTE R \WEREEZ B LT, AUCuus, 500 ug - h/mL (AUC.=600 ug - h/mL) #H% & LT, PAT I
LB HHER PK P RG A= 5 )E7 T L EER LT (F£4),
1) ESRABRREHEOLWI LT F= 0 7Y 7T 2 AL A B0 720, My 5B EmEI R L -5 TH,

[F B L~V CIEREEHE & L7,
2) 12721, ARG, 25~30 mg/kg F H%ek L CTHREGNIR L 720
3) AR CHERH%X S 1 A8 20 mg/kg & R E B2 AHA BTS2 72
4) 7 E®T T AOBIKRIMGEDI: S5 T, ZeMOm»r S 2 2 TR LA AUCus, B2, 450 ug - h/mL
Bt HEL LGS BOTH 21T S EBEd 5N b,

h. 2~3 HE® TDM #& %55 N A ZH#EE 12T AUC, 500 ug - h/mL % HIEEIZHERE 2179 (N4 ZHEETIE 20%
Din#E [500+100 pug - h/mL] 32 AN LEDRH Y, Zetr EHTIUL500 ug - h/mL %88 2 & \Wi58%
BN FE L),
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4. ERRRER VeM G kE ) 7 T A (RREESMER, 4R OBRIEED L)

cL 80 kg 70 kg 60 kg 50 kg 40kg
er SN
(mL/min) 1 AR f;) ;ﬁlﬂi AUCssn ;)%EE AUCosn ET)J%E% AUCousn ;%Ei AUCousn ;J%IEE AUCosn
100 1.25gX2 2g 512 2g 512 175¢g 504 - -

90 1.0gx2 2g 465 2g 465 1.75g 456 15g 446 —
80 1.0gXx2 175¢g 496 175¢g 496 175¢g 496 15¢g 494 —
70 0.75g % 2 175g 449 175g 449 175g 449 15g 435 125g 420
60 0.75g %2 1.75g 511 175¢g 511 175¢g 511 15¢g 492 1.25¢g 474
50 0.5g%2 175g 446 175g 446 175g 446 15g 423 125¢ 400
40 0.5g%2 1.75g 528 15g 497 15g 497 15g 497 125¢ 467
30 0.75g%1 175g 512 15g 472 15g 472 15g 472 125g 432

AUCowis, - PE5-BHlG 24 ~ 48 FE[ o AUC
EHREIXY 7 by TS H DR ARERREMHIE 21T D%\ Cl. # W7z, RESR LR - TH 1 HMFRIXFEHE L Lz,

4) EFYMAEN (HD) : TDM D41 3> 7 L BiFE, #55%E
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e.

f.

g.

=

HD jifr B x L ¢, BEES WM REZR: VCEM ¥V 7 b 73R Tl e ve 72 AUC-H A iz L A4%55%
FFORERIENIZ & OE 2> 5 OMEHS T TH V), 8% HD MifTEEIZBIT 2 TOWEHILE 5 4 2D LET
Hbo

TDM @ (3 HD EMipi Ol & LT, 15~25 ug/mL &3 5% ¥ (IILA), 7277 L, BEHAED S4B L 7218
HEAEIZL 2 HD HfTEFEICBWT, BREDNOEEREREEL T 2 BEMPREIIR SN Tn v,
HD 13V N > RERD D ) LRI ISR SED IR 2 S L 72wz, HD R TEEOMAEEIZTRIEL Lk
VWIS (TTTA)

BITBRE BV CERIRBIET 2 BILEES 2%, TDM M B 2 IR 2RI 22 VWA, lE%5-5
A% 2 0 H o HD HIZ TDM % hid 5 (1I-A).

BHEOEEP WS, HDEFNIZBIT A 2 [ H LU TDM (ZH#E3E T 28237 v (IIT-A) o

WAL 25~30 mg/kg (KT A4 7 A b)) % 1 [EFG$ 5508800 (TLA),

HD T &N 5720, FIA LI HD HOMIZHD 12 75~10 mg/kg (R4 7 = 4 §) & #5320 860012190
(II-A) o

PGV — N OISR T HD o GEATHE T HE 1 EER]) 12853 2B, 58 % 125~15/E 352 L 2B ET 5™
(ITT-A) o

5) KA EEEN (CHDF) : TDM D% 1 X J L BiFE, #55%Et
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a.

FE, BMEME MRSA BEGUEIC BT 5 BAE b F 74613 15~20 ug/mL & § 5™, 72721, #ll b 5 713 10~15 ug/
mL Z HELE LT, TDM IZED W50 EOERE T, LELHIRT1UL 156~20 ug/mL = B & L= 5
Et a2 79 (IILA)

¥ 5-Bt6% 3 H HIZ TDM = %3 5 (IILA) o ERIRFEIZE L T WIlFel:, A5 1C X280 EE L,
2 [a] B LARE (I E] TDM £ 72 R HICHE R L, £k b A oMETo TDM £z #3232 (1I-A).
WAL 20~30 mg/kg (FEHMRE) %285 L, DREOMERREIL 11 75~10 mg/kg (FMMAE) % 24 Fi 2 & 123%
5L, #H TDM CTHHi§ 2% (1I-A)

RENT RN TV D X ) BB D D DREER - NIER T, KEWYA " HA VR EDAT -7 —
BRRAEHMICERSNDEAEE, VEM 2 ) 77 v A3EHEiEL CHDF ICE 227 ) 7 Y AORFIZHES N7
®, TDM 2 & D #EEBEDSLE L %2 52 (1I1-A)

AUC 400~600 ug - h/mL % HIZEE LT, 281 >~ bR (+ T 7l & %5 1 -2 H#EO ¥ — 7)) 1I2L 1) AUC
iR AT) Sk 2 EETH (ILA). 72720, AUCIZHED WA - REIIRZFMINTE ST, 55#0
AETH B
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6) IEREH (PD)
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a. R OFEHETREEENT (continuous ambulatory peritoneal dialysis, CAPD) B I21%, k5 ogsa, &
fiff & LC 30 mg/kg & IEHEPICHES- L, ZO%MERRE & LT 15 mg/kg/bag & JERENIZH 53 52529 (TII-A) o
W35 O%4, 15~30 mg/kg & 5~7 H Z & \ZJEFEANTS: (6 BeI DL F o JERENEFRE), MR Tld 2 WEE 12X
25% & L THG-§ 55 (II-A)

b. HBIEEEN (automated peritoneal dialysis, APD) #EFHI21, #IRNZRGISHE SN TW 508, FHS52I1CHT
LHIET Y AEIATHTHY), SHOMEHETDH S,

7) {NRICH (T B PD - CHDF B DR 53%E

Executive summary

a. PD E#&I121E, #IE 30 me/kg, LA, 3~5H & 12 156 me/kg & PD i1 A$ 520282020 (T[T A) . PD D%
o Z L AZENTEANEAT G- b 1Tb s (IA),

b. CHDF fTh§i%, 1108115 mg/kg T 1 H 2~3 A5 2 HELET 22 (ILA) o FREIAER L TWD 2 Ehs, 2
HH®O TDM TIEEFEREBIGEL TR W DB L7720, T 7ER/NHO W REE: % ZET 5,

10. EMEHEEER
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2. FA4aAFSS =
CQl. 714a75=> (TEIC) {ERERICHLT TDM OFEIEIE ?

Executive summary

a. TEICIE, %A% Z EHME LTTDM 2 ZET 57 (1D, 7272 L, mHEANES, FI2@{LAMH5 (enhanced
loading dose) %179 %6, AERFBHIMZ, ZE&WOMHSH TDM % Eitid 5.

b, EERYE, BREREE GEMD &), M0 72 MEE, NEY, SRS ZILT 205N E (B4 L),
77 I VIETY T, MHgEEOFMAREETSH ), Lf L) TDM 25H# 35 (Do

c. AEARBRCEIEHSEBFEIE TDM 2% L, HAEREOLEEZ T4 (I1A).

CQ2. TDM ICHEVWTAIEIHRENB/INT X — 23 AH ?

Executive summary

a. FERRNE & M3 45 PK/pharmacodynamics (PD) 785 4 —# & AUC/H/NMEERHIEEE (minimum  inhibitory
concentration, MIC) & SNTWw2%Y, LA L, HEMIZAUC #5Hlid 45 Z L IIWEETH D, RBIREE LT
b7 7 ES 501D,

CQ3. #IEXh3¥E TDM DBEFEAIL ?

Executive summary

a. Y, MPREIIERIRETITITRETH A2, TEIC XA IEFFICE L, EWIKERLZEICERM*E T
LW FDin, ERRTIRERRELGFOZE R, AHHO NI 7% b > CHEMFRELZET S (D),

b. fS2OHHT3IHHIIZTDM 2 EL 72851, 74 FI94 Y TORTHEN 7HEEHEFTHA4HHOMHETD
LI LEEET D, 72, 1H2R%5% 2 HRfT-o72%E&TH 3 HH® TDM &, w525 18 B L%
BLTHBITH,

c. I TDM E ¥l G- 5t OFHlTH ), 2 [0 B LEO TDM I ZHER 535 ORI O 72901247 9 o FEICEHEREIK
T, $GRET R AT L 2ER], FEAEEGGE TRV HEE b T 7 EOMERES IR RER 7 & T, follow-up @ TDM
Z#)E TDM 25 1 EBLINIZATH 2 (TI-A) o

CQ4. FEEHEMD MRSA BLEICHEVWTHBEINZBENS 7@EIE?

Executive summary
JEHEHEME D MRSA BEYEICRT LTk ~ 5 716 15~30 ug/mL #2242 (1),

Systematic review & X ZfE# (1 N T4 v REXHFENE) "
P (%) : TDM FEfEE CERMEICE L Tid MRSA &2 IR - CTHRE])
I (4rA) 0 bT 7R 15~30 pg/mL
C &) © b7 7 15 ug/mL LT
O (7w hAa)  AxhE (BRAE), BIMERIZEE (IFPRfeRE, BihEks)

b 74 15~30 pg/mL & <15 pug/mL TEERIIZIZOW T IHEL L 7233 D systematic review & LT 42D
BN E N0, MRSA BEAEZE R E L2 X ZAFTOREE (K1) <Ti&, bF 78 15~30 ug/mL 14 v X1t
(Odds ratio, OR) : 268, 95% CI:114~632 T, ;T 7Ml 15~30 ug/mL IZEERINCFGTLHEERKTTH-
729 Fi2, BHERIZOWTIZ 3 DO CRilln d 1), BEREREE X M 7 7l 15~30 ug/mL T 103%, <15 ug/
mL T86%THH, OR: 091, 95% CI : 049~169 CMHH CHELETRBDOR»o7 (M2), FHEREEIZONWT
LEBFRIIBOBD 33%, 55%TH Y, OR: 067, 95% Cl: 0.18~244 TEZROL,-72Y D EOKELIY, b
J 7 15~30 pg/mL &, BERIU A2 O LR M) S LK AR B0 2 2 EAUREN, TDM HEEfEE L Cif
"7,
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Ctrough 15 ~ 30 ug/mL  Ctrough <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
Arakawa 2006 4 5 3 8 9.2%  6.67[0.49,91.33]
Ueda 2014 dataset 26 31 24 39 293%  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] SN e—
Total (95% CI) 165 114 100.0% 2.68 [1.14, 6.32] -
Total events 135
Heterogeneity: Tau”= 0.31; Chi*=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 ug/mL Favour Ctrough 15 ~ 30 #g/mL

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

1. MRSA EYREICK LT+ T 71l 15 ~ 30 pg/mL ERREE L <15 ug/mL I F - 72 BH BT 2 HBHRIIHET 5 A
5 FBAT o
MRSA JEAHEZ R & L7z A N OFERTIE, M T 71l 15 ~ 30 ug/mL 1 OR 2.68 (95% CI 1.14 ~ 6.32) T, ¥
MINZ T2 HERRT TH o7z,

Ctrough 15 ~ 30 ug/mL  Ctrough <15 ug/mL 0Odds Ratio 0Odds 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; Ch12 =114,df=2(p= 0 56) 2=0%

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

100

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

2. T 7l 15~ 30 ug/mLEREH & <15 ug/mL I\ F 572 BB 2 BREERIUE T 5 2 5 fijT,
BRI b T 7l 15 ~ 30 ug/mL ® OR0.91 (95%CI : 049 ~ 1.69) THED Y X7 WT Tk o7z,

CQ5. BRER, BRMONERE EOEEEBRPEICSVTHRSIWZIERE N> 7@ ?

Executive summary
a. BUEPERIE (LPIIYS, B BT SIE 7 &) S EAKSG I, BHE b5 7H20~40 ug/mL % HRE4 5000
(IIT-A) 6

Systematic review & X 2tk (714 ¥4 Y BESDFNE)
P : TDM it %
I: N7 78E=20ug/mL
C : ]‘ 7 7 <20 ug/mL
GHERT), etk (BrEreRE, FiReEE)

A5 JERT DRER, >20ug/mL GEERI O REME & E0 A K- Tld 2o 72 (OR=1.23, 95% CI=056~2.70, p
=061, '=20%). 7272L, #IRL725 20> 0 ) b 3 DEIFEMIEERIEL TATEY, 722 200%ED
H7° MRSA JERIEZ iR & LT\ /2o D720, BN MRSA BAYEGH TORE N 7 7MEICB L Tid, 25645
MEPLETH L, BEETIEERESE (OR=124, 95% CI=072~215, p=044, '=31%), FE®E (OR=083,
95% CI=040~175, p=063, '=0%) & b#%ZEOT, HIE M T 7MH=20 ug/mL OZEVEDHER S 2o,

CQ6. BENS JEEENRT B -HICHR SN ZHREERETL?

Executive summary
a. RIA NI A CTlEHE5HG 3 HE oG e, 20RO GO T TS E21To72 (R 1o
b. NJ 7fH 15~30 ug/mL = EWK T 572 121E 3 HE < 1| 10 mg/kg (%ﬂiﬁ) % 5 % 59 % m s ami s
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(high dose loading dose) #4795 (ID,

c. 20~40 ug/mL % ER T A720121Z 3 HET 1A 12 mg/kg % 5 Al#%5-7 5 iffl B %5 (enhanced loading dose)
%179 (I,

d. 15~30 pg/mL % HEE & L 7-#EFi% 5513 6.7 mg/kg #3545 (1D 20 pg/mL & PROMERHE G2 HI B 3 4 )
HIERES N, 67 mg/kg Ll EOEHAELZEZE TS (ULA), HEFAGOFEII2 2D ST, B follow-up TDM
12T, M 7fE=20 ug/mL = RS 5o

e. DIEFAT CHiREYGeT i & LC TEIC 3 2%4, 12 mg/kg ORI R G- & $ 5% (111-A) o

F 1. BHEREIEEEE (eGFR =60 mL/min/1.73m*) (B4 HIE b5 7% ENT 5 200535

= WP G-ET WEFRRy 5 E]
HEE b5 7 - - A
HESEPE X 55 % W H 2 HH 3HH I [R =35k 4HH~
15 ~ 30 ug/mL Regimen 1. *’(I)  10mg/kgx2 [  10mg/kgX2 [l 10 mg/kgx 1 [a] . 67 mg/kgx 1

Regimen2. ™ (II)  12mg/kgx2 8  12mg/kgx1 [  12mg/kgx1 [A]
20 ~ 40 ug/mL  Regimen3. *(II)  12mg/kgX2 [  12mg/kgx2 8l 12 mg/kgx 1 [f] I-A 6.7 mg/kg X 1 [a]*
1 b7 7MHE>20 pg/mL ZAERFT HHERR G RICH L TORMEIIRON L, 20720, TTTRLHFRGEL ) EHEEZZEL
ThEwhrd Lhhv, AEREEoAEICr2b 5T, B follow-up TDM (eg 4 ~ 5 MR 5-81) 12C, +F 74>20 ug/mL
RS %

CQ7. BREETREICHTSBE1ZETDM 2EKRT 5 D DHREEETIL?

Executive summary

a. FHEAEIETRE D GFR (mL/min/173 ') 1205 UC, RAEHSE (ng/kg/H) 12X VRSRERET 2/ €75
LEFE2ITRT,

b, EEREIL T BEC BT b IS 3 BT — 74 ¥ 7 K X 5 Gt MU S 2 75 2200 (1), 7721,
FHBHELC & DI B OB X LE T 27,

C. FOBOMERIEG I BT, BREOBEII ARV, 1 RS E0RE, B5HEOLEE, 713 20WE %47
v, TDM THEEd 5o (IH—A)o %*ﬁ%ﬁ%{&TH#@fﬁE%‘?&’g_%‘:g M 7357]“53§T%¥g—j-50

2. TEIC \ZBF 2 EHRBE T RO HEL N T 72 W § % 720 O 5351

1 5 eGFR MG ReET MR 57
” " (mL/min/1.73 m*)  Hf3EEEX 53—45k #H 2HH 3HH B EIX 5% 4HH~
_ 10mg/kg  10mg/kg 10 mg/kg . 3.3 mg/kg
3060 Recimen 1. (11) X2 [H] X1 [ml X1 [al A x1[al/H
egimen 1. )
<30 8 10mg/kg  6.7mg/kg 6.7 mg/kg LA 5mg/ kgA
15 ~ 30 ga/m. X2 [a] X1 [ul X1 [a] X1, FEH
~ 30 ug/m
8 30 ~ 60 12mg/kg  10mg/kg 6.7 mg/kg A 3.3 mg/kg
Regimen 2. (I1) x2 [n] X1 [n] X1 [n] X 1]a]/ H
egimen Z.
<30 ¢ 12 mg/kg 5 mg/kg 5 mg/kg LA 5 mg/kg
X2 [a] X1 [nl X1 [ul X1, FaH
_ 12mg/kg  12mg/kg 12 mg/kg 5mg/kg
3000 ) x 2 [ X1 [l X1 [l Hi=A x 1Jal/ H
20 ~ 40 ug/mlL Regimen 3. * ()
<30 12mg/kg  12mg/kg 6.7 mg/kg LA 3.3 mg/kg
X2 [H] X1 [l X1 [ul X 11al/H
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cQs. MRICHKTB, TDMDEA 32T, BENS7E, #5HEHE?

Executive summary

a. TDMDO¥% 13> 7
N I:Jﬁ 4HHEO N 7MERMIET 57 (1),

b. TDM 28T 5% EFE]“?—]@I‘
HEE N7 7MEIZOWTIE, /NRIZBWT 15 ug/mL DLEZ BIEE LoETidd e {, ERkeEB Y 10 ug/mL Ll k&
3% (I-A),

c. B5EkE
NBIZBWTIE, =71 Y7 F=XE L T1MH10mg/kg % 12K Z & 12 3 K5 L, %@f?ﬁiﬂi 1 M 10 mg/kg
24 T & L, TDMIIZCHEET 249 (CLIID) . 72721, AUC 750 ug - h/mL #1585 720121, R Tzl
[l 18 mg/kg, /NETIE 1A 14 mg/kg, $$TiIEMmg@iZEkéﬂ1wy%#ﬁibbwfi,@@
1[0 16 mg/kg ##%5-L, ZDtkix 10 8 mg/kg # 24 B[] & & L, TDM |Z CIl#kEd 550,

CQ9. E7IT I MEEREICH TS TDM OFFilS ?

Executive summary

a. TEIC ZEEEEGENE L, KTV T I VIE TIEERE S EASEE L 2 b, TOM/R, SHERIRELRD
POHEN S IEE S, ElflhIREM T 529D,

b. L2L, EAMEEEA L CTHRRCENER & BRT 2 EMERE IIE DS v, 2007 V7 I VILE
T%?ﬂﬁﬂ?ﬁ’ﬁ-nx;ﬁ@i 347D W (TIL-C) 6

c. HFmMICIE, IEWIET VT I VEREEICBITS T 7R 20 ug/mL (A3 2 iEEE R 1L, hEEO
115%711/7 I VIMERHE TIEEMAPEE 15 ug/mL, BEOKT VT I VIMESRHZ TIE 10 ug/mL THLNE (F
3o XD AT NT I VIMFEBEBE TIEZOREICLY, HIEMN T 7IREORREL TIF5Z L 2ZET 5% (IL-A)
(S DEIR IR L) o

3. MET VT I VMEE MRS 5 A7 T HERER TEIC #REE

w7 V7 3 ZAUPIE (ug/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

(3CHk 50 & 0 5IHEZ)

CQ10. Hiam#&RE&EEHN (CHDF) TOTDMDEA XY, HENS 7@, #5HEIE?

Executive summary
a. TDMD¥ 43I
W TDM (& 4 HHIZAT 9 o MR G-BMER 4 HHIC2MH O TDM =% L, MRS RO E21T) (ILA),
b. TDM 2B A HENT 71
PEREIE B & AR HAZE b F 7MH1% 15~30 pg/mL ZHE3E 3 2 o BRI GYE < EAE B Tl 20~40 ug/mL &3
% (III-A) 6
c. ¥GRkE
IR 5% AL, 15~30 ug/mL % HAZIZ$ 28413 1 0 10 mg/kg 2@ H 211, 2, 3HHIC 1S5, 20~
40 pg/mL % BRI T A543 10 12 mg/kg # I H 210, 2, 3 HEIZ1EHRS3 259 I-A). MEEIL2 =i
BEORAIZ 1A 12 mg/kg # 3 A5 MG 55 (IA). 2D 11 33 mg/kg, 1 H 1 HOMERHES-
BERBT LD, Tk sy Alde v (ILB) . M LSS E O A SRR G2 OWMENLETH 5 (1-A) .
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EYEHEEIER

Executive summary

A (2B 2 WA EAEH O 13 e 72721, TEIC BELM AR EmWEHTH 5720, EHWE
HROBWLOIEF L OMELEH (EEKAEEOEER) IEEFSLETH LY EABEROBNTI VT 71) v (WF)
EOfFHICE Y Ta ba v Y EMEIBRIE#E . (prothrombin time-international normalized ratio, PT-INR) DIiEE
PIHRESINTVDEY, WEIZEWT IV T I VIEEELZ L OEFTH LA, ZOBMMEIRTEL, TV T I VEGEOR
WEEF LR L7235 A, WE OIS i BERLE 338N L, PrBtE/ER EmEns 22 05h %,

I Hh i B I RE i

Executive summary

SEIEFARE R X AN BHESRS & LT, 57 v 7 AGEREEZ FIE L2EREIMEB IR Tn D™,
SR, Rz ax 75 7 0 =B ESHE (liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry, LC-MS/MS)™ 7,
WBEHERA s O~ 75 7 0 —EESHE (utrahigh performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrom-
etry, UHPLC-MS/MS)™, #&E®ERMA s o~ 75 7 4 —En e &0 (dtrahigh performance liquid
chromatography-high resolution mass spectrometry, UHPLC-HRMS)™ |2 X Z2lE FELME SN TV 5,

ZE
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. J] Antimicrob Che-
mother 1991; 27 (Suppl B): 43-50
2) Barbot A, Venisse N, Rayeh F, Bouquet S, Debaene B, Mimoz O: Pharmacokinetics and pharmacodynamics of sequential
intravenous and subcutaneous teicoplanin in critically ill patients without vasopressors. Intensive Care Med 2003; 29:
1528-34
3) Ramos-Martin V, Paulus S, Siner S, Scott E, Padmore K, Newland P, et al: Population pharmacokinetics of teicoplanin in
children. Antimicrob Agents Chemother 2014; 58: 6920-7
4) Dufort G, Ventura C, Olivé T, Ortega J J: Teicoplanin pharmacokinetics in pediatric patients. Pediatr Infect Dis ] 1996;
15: 494-8
5) Sanchez A, Lopez-Herce ], Cueto E, Carrillo A, Moral R: Teicoplanin pharmacokinetics in critically ill paediatric patients.
J Antimicrob Chemother 1999; 44: 407-9
6) Roberts J A, Stove V, De Waele J J, Sipinkoski B, McWhinney B, Ungerer J P, et al: Variability in protein binding of tei-
coplanin and achievement of therapeutic drug monitoring targets in critically ill patients: lessons from the DALI Study.
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3. 7/ RRE
TIHIL, FLavA4o /NI A4r, PILRNAD Y

cQl. 73/ 7YY KREFRESITO TDM DEIEGE ?

Executive summary
a. 73IWv >y (AMK), #v¥~<A4v > (GM)/ 7543~ (TOB)
) 79 AEWRBEYERRICB VT, s (REEEEZRC) %21 HEEERS CERT 254, BEOIRZS
NICHERSTH 2B E LT TDM 2FEHid 5% (1),
2) 7T AEWRHIBIGEGEICBWC, BAEMH HEDRELFEL TL-T 7 & 2 RE L HRIREEY) 75
Yiex, TRCICBEY TDM %%+ 2 (II1-A).
THAEIC T B, BHEOH 2EH L OPH, BRAEEHL W2 EE, ming, BEERSE
3) Y CHIEREHICBWCT I/ 7)) a Y FREZ AT 2854, TDM 2 FEHT 252 (10),
b. 7%~ (ABK)
1) MRSA BHEHEREAT ) A, HFEE [ILA) 25 WNCHEERICTH () 2#HME LT TDM % Eigd
633»38)0

CQ2. TDM ICHEVWTAIEIHRENB/INT X — 23 AH ?

Executive summary

AMK, GM/TOB, ABK

a. BRAIEB L OHE R EIL, Cu/MIC & A L9 (]) | Choa/ MICZ8~10 DM F & ST W
B B30T LI 2L BB 840710 - Ayeg under the plasma concentration time curve (AUC)/MIC & {GEFIE & OREE AR
STV 0 SRR Tl GG 1 ke (30 43 s T 30 31%) @ Cow ZHIET 5 (Do

b, BEMEIE N T 7 E AT BT HE(]),

c. EaEMEIZMrhiERE L RS8R T 470G EMIC R 258320 EGICEET LT, /-8
ZIYZER S i ST 2 (ITA) o

CQ3. #IEIh3%E TDM DBEFHEAIL ?

Executive summary

AMK, GM/TOB, ABK

A Coen \IHRRDAAZE T LRI B DAL L, LG 1 BRI (30 55 L7285 E, #7730 451%)
WZRIMAATH > b7 7HOMEIEHG-81 30 5 LANICHRIN A FEiis 5. b T 7EOEFRITIGEA O T
DALY, EEEREZE L b7 7 EOFRIMIEIE 58T 30 45 LAPIZAT 9 % (ITT-A) o

b. #IE TDM (& 2 R H¥G-FEZEST 2 (I1-A). 1 RIEHEG 2564 7% L 16 FEHEHEL TWD 2 LD NETH S
(CL&=60 mL/min)™, 7272 L, ABK X 1M BHG» 547 & d 18KFfEME L T\wb Z & & L7z (CLe=50 mL/
min) o

c. WA TDM Efifi34 7 < & b 1AMIC 1 [Eo TDM #3535, 72721, TDM I X D #SEHEZHE, BHEEK
TEINLE, BHREREENA) X7, MATEIREARZE ZEMIC BT, L) HBEOHED LI % 50500
(III-A) o
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CQ4. #HEIX N3 TDM OBEEEE(Z?

Executive summary

1. GM/TOB

a. FERENF SN LEEIE, MIC=2ug/mL TiX Couwx=15~20 ug/mL (II), MIC=1 pug/mL TiZ Cpen=8~
10 ug/mL % HiEL 32 (1-A),

b. Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute (CLSD) 2 X AR 7L 4 7 R4 >~ bid GM/TOB 4 ug/mL T 5
7%, PK/PD OHA 5132 D MIC DREKRIZER) % Coere 155 2 LIZHEETH 5% (1I1C) o

c. 7T DRI $ D B HEHE (RG R GNIESE) 1I2GM 2§ 2358, Coea 123~5 pg/mL % HiZ & 5 295250
(III-A) 6

d. 77 ABMWREIE LT 1 HEEEGEHRS THEHT 525613 Cou D BEREIZITH 2\ (II1B),

e. BEEE) A 7ROz 01213 1 HEEER GO 1E<2ug/mL 255 7 BIEf L 2% (1D,

f. 7272 LARTA T4 o THESES 2 1 HERRG T, Z2at (BEETY) om»s, WELZIET A%k nd
OO T 7fE<] pg/mL % HIZ &3 559 (1I-A) o

2. AMK

a. BRRA RS SN B HEEIE, MIC=8 ug/mL Tld Couwe=50~60 ug/mL (II), MIC=4 ug/mL Tl Cpne=41~
49 ug/mL #HIEELET S (IIT-A)s

b. CLSIIC & BEFEII T L 4 7 R4~ Md AMK 16 ug/mL T& %75, PK/PD O 5 &% MIC ORI ER) 72
Coear 155 Z LIZHEETH 574 (111-C) -

c. 77 AR LT 1 HEENGEE 5 THERT 2581 Cua ® BEZREIXTHL 2V (II1-B),

d. AMK 1 HEERI5E% 51k, ettt (BEEFHH) Omps»s M7 7Mid<l0ug/mL # BiEZE 525 (1D,

e. KAA NI A THIET S AMK 1 HEFEHS TR, WHLZIEF Y 2350w 00 <4ug/mL % BEL § 559
(IIT-A) 6

3. ABK
a. BRIREIRDPE SN D HIE Co 13 =15 pg/mL AHESE S L 555009 (TILA)
b. HBEETFH 25 b T 7MEIZ<1~2 ug/mL &3 5% 7% (I-A),

Systematic review & X 2 (71 N T 14 v REXDEN)
1. GM/TOB®*

P (%) : GM 7213 TOB @ 1 H H[a#% 5 H%

I (rA) 0 NT 78 1 pg/mL K

C (XHE) : b9 7 1 ug/mL VL E

O (77 bA L) Bk EsRSER

Systematic review T, 1 HHE[EHH%G- TN 7i%E 1 ug/mL % 7 v b+ 7l & L7 EHERERE & % ik L 7283,
Raveh 5 DEIEESY OARTH Y, A FFENTIITD Do Toe MARERITNRE 2572187005 B, b T 7k
<1lug/mL T 106 4% 34, =1ug/mL T3 81 &4 24 ZHERAERELREL, bT 7EE<1ug/mL ITFE
B RERE ERAEFIMBL 25 2L 2HE L T b, COMRERFZERICTHRITL/ZEZ A, OR 007, 95% CI
0.02~024 TH - 7=,

2ug/mL #IRIE & L7z 5 MBS T ANRIR SNz A Y BRITOMERED (K1), N T 7EERMERE (<2ug/
mL) X~ T 7EEEMEEE (22 ug/mL) IZHXTERWEBRREEERSAEFE2/R L7z (OR 022, 95% CI012~040), L
el oTh 7 7i8E 2 <2ug/mLICT 52 L ITBREREDREELINZ LI LATREINT LM LED S, X5 E
W5 3O T7T— 51213 1 BFEERHZG I EINTEY, BEAEDT—INGCM THo72 LT, Hmx s
LEDEHNIE I RN L HAR XY ENTHERIIERHE T, ZHR D expert opinion & L CTRIT A N7 4 >~ L[EIFRIZ,

1 HENE G 2179 B OFEETFHO N v M4 7lid <1l pg/mL & L7z,
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trough <2 ug/mL trough >2 ug/mL Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Dabhlgren 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] |
Smith 1978 1 11 4 17 6.1% 0.33[0.03, 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

itv: 2= . Chi2= = = 2= I 1 } {
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.13; Chi* = 5.66, df = 4 (p = 0.23); I* = 29% LTl Kl i 1000

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.96 (p<0.00001) Favours [trough <2 ug/mL] Favours [trough >2 yg/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.

1. GMIZBUBIT 7IREL 2 ug/mL %7y M 74l L L7 EICB 372 A& AT (1 HEEBUR RS- OJERI b & )
(M7 71 ug/mL & 7 v MA 7ML L2 HEIEGOWE L 1 DDH TR S TIIATD R 5 72)

2. AMK
P: AMK o 1 HH.[nl#5 8%
I b5 7R 4 pg/mL K
C: M7 7R 4 ug/mL Lt
O : B HEHEREE 5k

RS OBIEZE™ ClE, 1 HEEES 22 b7 7R 4 ug/mL % {8 I B ERER % L L T\ b, 54 6
DAL, bT7EE<4ug/mL TIE42FH 26, =4 ug/mL TIZ 12 B 4 FIAEHEREREELZ KL, b 7EE
<4pug/mLIE NI 7#EZ4 ug/mL 12N, EEIEWEREREEE3SAEE LR L7 (OR 010, 95% CI0.02~064).
ARIOFRTIE R VA, HEEHRG T 10 ug/mL &5 v M 7 E L7z 2MOBEMFE 2 IR S, ~ T 7Lk
<10 pug/mL IRV E ek 584 2 7Rk L7z (OR 005, 95% CI 0.01~0.21, 2)o

BOEWRRIIZEO N o 722 L0 6, FRE® expert opinion & LT, BIH A FI A4 » &kEIZ AMK TO
BEEFHOH v M 7iEIZ<4 ug/mL & L7z,

trough <10 ug/mL trough >10 ug/mL 0dds Ratio 0dds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events  Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl 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 47 100.0% 0.05[0.01, 0.21] ——eaiiie—
Total events 2 14
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi? =0.08, df=1 (p = 0.77); I*= 0% f f t {
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.15 (p<0.0001) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours [trough<<10 #g/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.

X 2. AMK (2B 5 N T 7 10 ug/mL % 5 v b F 7l & U722 B RS RERE 2B $ 5 X & fRAT
(FT 7 4ug/mL % v bF 7flHE L2 BB G OMAEIE 1 DDART A ZNIIITD R Do 72)

3. ABKY

a. FRIRZDH
P : ABK @ 1 HH[ml¥5- 85
I Cpeax 156~16 ug/mL VL I
C @ Coear 15~16 ug/mL il
O : {H#E LN

Systematic review Tlt, GM/TOB & 38720, 1 HHEREZS %2 53¢ L 72 3 IOBIEWIIES O P 5E RS 17z, 156~
16 pug/mL %Ay b4 7fEE L72ERIBUCEIT 2 X & T O R (4 3), Coen B ERFIZFERTAYIZ A B R IR G L
WEZRE o7 [V A2 (RR) 061, 95% CI 0.30~124]c 25 OMAIZBEMIED L {13k AIMEWfZET
HY, WTFNLFEREO MIC 2R ENTB ST Coa/MIC TOMFHITE D 5720 FEBBRORELN, FHEO
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expert opinion & LC, 1 HHERE#HE5IZBI1T S5 HIE Cpea 13=15ug/mL Z HEL $52 L & L7

Treatmentfailure (1516 ug/mL Cpeak <15-16 11g/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% g 0.54 [0.05, 5.28]
Overall (Random-effects model) "'"" 0.61 [0.30, 1.24]
Heterogeneity: Q = 1.75 with df =2 I I 1
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. ABKIZBUF 5 Cpu 156 ~ 16 ug/mL % /1 v b 7L L7 B 6 OGRS 5 £ & fifhit

b. Zath
P ABK @ 1 HH a4 5- 8%
I: b7 7R 2 ug/mL Kiif
C: F7 7 2 ug/mL Pl L
O : BRI

Systematic review Tld 2 ug/mL Z# 18IZ & L 72 6 HOEIEFZES B0 S P0@IN KNz, A ¥ BT OREFY (K 4), k
7 7 e EARAERE (<2 ug/mL) (& T 7R (=2 ug/mL) (2 TRWE R S 5EE5 2] L 72 (RR 0.30,
95% CI1 015~061)0 L2*L%&7A55, 6% 5 L 3#L 1 H 2 m#&EGHEFNTHBY, 1 H 15 THILUL 1 ug/mL
R L X L OHEY S &b GM/TOB TE<1pug/mL 2 M3 L7722 E S ZEL, # v M+ 7% 2 ug/mL &
T5EVEE L7248, ABKOHEN I 7MEIZFITA FIA4 oL HET<A~2ug/mL 2z HiEETL52 b L7

Nephrotoxicity Trough < =2 ug/mL Trough >2 ug/mL
Exposure Comparator
Year Events  Total Events  Total Weight RR [95% CI]
Matsumoto 2013 0 25 2 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 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) o : 030 [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. ABKIZBIFA NI 7E 2ug/mL %5 v bt 7fliE L7256 OB EICE T 5 X & T
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CQ5. #EE IR EERETL ?

Executive summary

1. GM/TOB, AMK (¥1)
a. WRMNZZTET Y 23 00wboon, 77 ABREREBIYEGHRIZB VTR 1 HERERG 2 #5E5 2 (ILA),
b. BAREGOFHMEIRIN TR (IO,
c. HUEMEE (IBW) 25 =20%% 2 2RI TIEMEAE (adjusted body weight) % FH\w 2 (1),
HIEAE (kg) =IBW + [04 x (SZHATE - 1BW) ]
d. S =
1) 7 AEVER G R LHAEH 4 255618, EGWE R L5 K MIC 205, GM/TOB 13585 & 5 mg/kg
x1ml/H (I-A) F/23EHE 7 mg/kegx1E/H ID 2fEHT 5%, AMK CTid@# = 15 mg/kgx 1 b/
H (II-A) F723EMHE 20 mg/kgx 1 [E/HT* (D) % fHT %, PK/PD Bims 6 BRIF 2RI F %155 H
BTEWV Cou  BIE L 25813, SHERGVPLETH LD, ZEEOHREIZRESN L,
2) GM/TOB T7 mg/kgx1l/H, AMK T 20 mg/kgx1Rl/HOEHE%FH3 584135 HUANOMHIZE
EOLTENEFE LW (ILA)
3) DAMEMPWALY )T T ALTUHEL TV LERE (B, HiF4R L) TREOEHTG2EZE T 255 I-A),.
4) 77 NEEWIZ X ARBIEGEBRRICBWT, 73 /7)) 3y FREIIFRE? S ZIIREAEE L THRHES
NS R OERIZIMM AR 213 5 2212 BRI 255 200~ RERESE IV HE LG ETLE
UVIEERI R S5, AMK Tld M 10 mg/kgx 1 Bl/H, GM/TOB ZM&H % 3 mg/kgx 1 [Bl/H % fi
¥ 5 I-A),
2. ABK (%1)
a. ARME (D L&el (I-A) OBlE»S 1 HEREER G & ffdE§ 5% 0009,
b. BMEGOFHMEIRIN TR (1B,
c. BAEMAREZ#EWN T 5720121358 5~6 mg/kg BUETH L. L LEOLEMEICET 2 WEIIR S
TV A9 (ILA) .
d. IBW 205 =20% % 2 5 fEFI TIEHIE/KE (adjusted body weight) % x4 (III-A) o
#1. KT3I/ 3y FREICBT L0555 L BEE Ce, ML N T 7 31
o 77 NEVERC K % B G 77 LEW 7T AREVERICR
PUEIS Bel-aE/ 1.GM/TOB, MIC=2ug/mL 1.GM/TOB, MIC=1ug/mL RS BHEE L CHRL S B4
P TDM H it AMK, MIC=8ug/mL AMK, MIC=4ug/mL REsgge THE (GM O TR H 1 TILY
9. FhE 0 Wk, rpgE F ) w204
oM/ ;%Egﬁxg;; 7mg/kgx 1 I 5 mg/kg> 1 Il e s /aalig%w 3 mg/kg> 1 Kl
TOB  TpMm HEHE Y—7 =15~ 20 =8~ 10 — 3~5 —
(g/mL)  +57 <1
o meX1a
(1*;]];;;2: ; 20 mg/kg X 1 [H] 15 mg/kg X 1 [1] 10 Hllgl/ﬁl]( & (1%)26‘:“3; é%’éﬁ
AMK _ ST
DM HEfE ¥—7 50 ~ 60 41 ~ 49 — —
(ug/mL) 57 <4 <4
MRSA (Z%F 3 % BG4
1 BG4k e A 1 g
) 5~ 6mg/kgx 1l (LaMEICHETZHREIERONTVS)
A oM e €—2 15
(ug/mL) 57 <1~2
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Systematic review & X &t (71 N7 4 Y REEZHFENME)™
ABK (28175 1 HHH%S (F721 3% 5HBoEE) of At
P: ABK |2 & iR EE

[:1 HHEREES
C:1H2Im#%Y5

O IHHRHEER, B e 58k

5

_Jr

AAZBEHTTTIX ABK © 1 HHEHFEGIZH LT, G, BREEEREROBEL S, TNTh 2HOEE
BF7Ed L <Idte s a S e O AR S N7z A & T ORER, 1 H BB 530 ST A A B R W IR R IR
ZR L7z (RR 061, 95% CI0.39~097) (X45), A ERERTIIHBOELZED LA ->7 (RR 054, 95% CI
016~175) (46) A%, M7 I/ 7)) 3y FREIIBWT, 1 HERESGOZEEIEBOMETRINTNDE I L
BRI - FE () expert opinion & LT ABK 13 1 HHEHRG 2 HERT 52 L & 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 [ | |

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

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.

X5 ABK1 HH.[HFG-& 1 H 2 M$H5 28T 2 HHERICE T 5 2 & T

Nephrotoxicity

Once daily Twice daily
Exposure Comparator
Year Events  Total Events  Total = Weight RR [95% CI]
Kawano 2010 1 133 1 19 172% : 0.14 [0.01,2.19]
Kobayashi 2006 5 46 10 65  82.8% i 0.71 [0.26,1.93]
Overall (Random-effects model) —-*——— 0.54 [0.16, 1.75]
Heterogeneity: Q = 1.16 with df =1 I T ] B
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.

B 6. ABK1 HHiExE-& 1 H 2 M52 51F 2 EARRER 2RI 9™ 5 X & fif#T

CQ6. BRM ONBERPEREMERA HRIREHBFL TL-F7 72 LRELHA, RBER) CHVWTHREEINZE
BMFRE &R 5T ?

Executive summary

a. 77 LRSS B B AR (RSO EESR) 1I2GM 2§ 284, Cua 1E3~5ug/mL, » T 7fliid
<1ug/mL % HiEEL 42 (F1)*2(0-A).

b, REGEGIEICBIT 2 7T AR EEICH L T Cow ® B ZEIZfTD 2V (IIIC). T 7fEIX AMK Tl
<4 pug/mL, GM/TOB Tlx<1ug/mL % BEEL § 5%, 5= AMK 10 mg/kgx1[Fl/H, GM/TOB 3 mg/kg
x1ll/HEZMHHAT2 (1) AD,
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CcQ7. PMRICHVWTHREE N BEMFPIRE EIRERENE?

Executive summary
a. /NRIZBIT 5 1 HERS % 55885 & B LSRR CRE LA ESZIEH L 2 fHE RSN TWw 5§
WHTAERICR L TlE T 2R o T Zevy, L L 1 HEEFRGAZBWTHE Cow, M7 7fEIZ X D &I
FEWRE NS0, PK/PD O 51 1 HH A5 A5HESE S 5008 s 209 (1)
b. HEEMAHREE
1) Coear * Cooa/ MICZ=8~10 R & Heg & § 22371 2028700460 (TTLA )
GM/TOB, ABK :15~20 ug/mL, AMK : 50~60 ug/mL (III-A)-
2) b7 7fE  GM/TOB<1 ug/mL, ABK<1~2ug/mL, AMK<4ug/mL (III-A).
c. PehaxaEt
D ABENCBT 2RI —E TR\ & 2 FE LTRSS E1T) 7D,
2) FrAER CEHAERNICBWTI ) T T Y ARHAERIITEGEB R AR EIC L D EMD KR E V. ZD72OH R
BB LRGSR TR T A EIEHEY TRV EDHIBIT, KT A KT 4 v TREEROBHIIITH
RN kb L 7T 0
3) LR, e, HFE EIGEIZOWTER2IIRT (ILA), HFENETIRERR LB LOMEREIKE <,
HEE Coear B O72OI21E, SO % EHEMEHPLELDBER L H L0075,

o, ERRREDILE I, FEITB T L 0GR

PUHFE AR, AE 1 H¥ G
]| 4.5 ~ 7.5mg/kg X 1 [l
) 3 7 H~ 2k 9.5mg/kgx 1 [l
GM/TOB :
2 ~ 8 KA 8.5 mg/kg X 1 [nl
8 Il b 7 mg/kg X 1 |u]
AMK el 20 mg/kg X 1 [1]
ABK el 4 ~ 6mg/kgX 1 [1]

CQ8. fEili, 5\ %5 (BRHE) ICHF2REHETL?

Executive summary

IBW 225 =20% % #8 2 AR ClEmiiEAE* (adjusted body weight) #HWy, 279 (RMAE) OBEEFIZIZFH
HEIZEOWTESGHETZ1T) (D,

XHIERE (kg) =IBW + [0.4 x (FIAE - 1BW) ]

CQ9. HimIcH T BHEREL?

Executive summary

a. 73/ 703y FREOEIRKEFIZE L CIRNBRFES %2 B L 72 B BRIFZE T, 5 E L OB #IZ v &
WEINTVREY, L L, KIEOTEEMBENDZESLEMORZT L OBBEIZOWTIIRETE W b,
BHRE LTI %0

b, HEICBT AT I/ 7)) 3y FRERS L TDM O34 <, BBICBIT LMD L 7253813 % v,

c. 7370 ay FREOEGMER L, LEATR IR TSRS LI TH L (IITB),

CQ10. BEZEREICH T HRE5HEE?

Executive summary
a. BREICIS U Tl G EORHEB L ORGHBOIEELZITH . 72721, &SHBOILEIL 48 K% LR & $
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B0 (TILA )

. BRI RE T L SR A E L A I IEE E R RS THESE T 2 HAE Cou HIZER T E R WA, 4%

AUC/MIC RERTH LX) HRY lé%ﬁ%ﬂ%f X5, BHBEETESET] IEI&%LE%(U@ L7235 0 B Coeu
BRESNTBEST, V—F Y ORIERHER L 20 (II10), EHAEKTEEICBITS TDM IE T 7MHICHkD

WCHEET 5 (3, 1ILA),

. ERREETREICBWTeGFR (mL/min/1.73 m*) (26 UC, AREEE (mg/kg/H) @ 1 [H&E & B5 M@ %

T5/E7TL%HEIITRT TLA)

. BB T EREF 2B W T GM/TOB % 1 [#%5-58 5 mg/kg THG L7288 O B Cou ER 2 B2 L 725355

(Hartford Nomogram) %X 7 (Z/"$ (III-A) s GM/TOB #%5- 6~14 B & MAEREZHEL /7T 4056 1

#5558 5 mg/kg TOHG-[ME (24 B, 36 B, 48 BE[E) ZPEd 5, 7277 L 48 BRI MM I HE S Nz a

1348 BRI PRI (b7 7)) = HI%E L <1l ug/mL THIUIEG T 5D, =1 ug/mL OEEAKR €7 T 4

Do %E (£3) F3BGEREMET 5.

# 3. BHEREICIS U7z GM/TOB, AMK %51 Y X~

GM/TOB AMK
GFR* O MIC=2ug/mL, @ MIC=1ug/mL, (D MIC =8 ug/mL, @ MIC=4ug/mL,
< . T N e i N e
mL/min/1.73 m — — — —
TG ] g 1 [l [i] P 1 [\ ] g 1 [\l [i] B
(mg/kg) (RE ) (mg/kg) (5 ) (mg/kg) (RE ) (mg/kg) (IRE )
=380 7 5 20 15
70 ~ 79 5 4 15 12
60 ~ 69 5 24 4 15 24 75
_ 2 —_— 2
50 ~ 59 4 35 12 75
40 ~ 49 4 25 12
30 ~ 39 5 2.5 15 4
20 ~ 29 4 48 4 12 48 75
—_— 8 —— 48
10~ 19 3 3 10 4
o 2.5 et 2 s _ g _ g
ML EEAT (HE 1.7) ENT R (S 17) ENT R 5~75 ENTHR 5~75 ENT

T I AV FRED L) IEEIRE (mg/kg/H) THREAMHT 286, Cockeroft-Gault 212 X % % CL.
RIRIEAR KRR 5 BAARREAICLIR L 72 eGFR (mL/47) 13 E T, eGFR (mL/43/1.73m*) &M%,
OO ETCORBMEIL s HUNE T2 DT L,
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10 | | |
CLe40 mL/ 53 : -
CLa60 mL/ 55 : ===
8 | | |
S 48 h B % l5E L <1 ug/mL
2 o ThHIE, 5mg/kg4sh Mk
R 1.8
m h ~
5 \\\
=S \E%hf’nﬁﬁrﬁ S
22 s -
£ 4 | _
=i s | 1
’ - T== - S<
24 h il b \_\\ A
\\
0 %4
6 8 10 12 14 16

PR G A & — M 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 H ® Hartford Nomogram
PSR 5% 6 ~ 16 BER o R CHlihiBEZWE L, /€75 4
T IR & Pe
AR 0 5 mg/kg $£5-T CLa 40 mL/min DA BT 5 ML rp i Re
DYyIalb—varv,

FHER 0 60 mL/min DBAIZBITAIMHPEENY I 2L —Y gy,
HLFTHELETH A7, CL.>60 mL/min 7 5 24 R FETOH
LalfigdFill, 40 ~ 60 mL/min T&H 1L 36 BERHIFRE, <40 mL/
min TH UL 48 B H TD b 5 7 MEHIE O LB % il

Jaffe 2 L D #lE SN 7z Cre 12X DEW S N7z CL. TORHECTH
5T EwHE LT,

CQil. BEEkeMmi%&EI (HD) TOTDM DA« 3> 45, BiEME, 555552

Executive summary

a. TDM®% A 32>z (1II-A)
#IE TDM 1 2 [0 H O#EFFE4% 5-05F 5 & 72 BT RITIZA

b. TDM @ HIZfE (III-A)
HD # il i B2 541X GM/TOB<3~5 ug/mL, AMK<10ug/mL & L, ZHh%&&EHEIZHBIT S 2 [0 HOHER
wG-OEE LTS (TLA). HD O BE Coa THIFHEINTBHT, V—TF ¥ D Coea THHEIEITHESE L 72100

c. #HEE
B R G-O4, GM/TOB I3#a 0 —7 1 » % F— X 2 mg/kg, #FE 1.7 mg/kg, AMK Ti3#il, #HEFx%
5.y 5~75 mg/kg %59 A (I1-A) o

d. FENTEIFG
EHEZ HDANcHS LEw = 7 a0 O MAUIRWI R A R KICT 5 Z LD RETH 5, S HIZZDRHIATH
NAZHDICE Y EHIZT I/ 7)) a2y FREGBRE S, BREIEFEZ 2B 5 PK & FU L 72 iEE oHER
PIFES NS, T 7, AUC DEAREENHEG LRSE SN TnD, 72720, AR AERIG % EERM
WEtDSIR S ND Z s, T HIIFES LMD WUETH S (unresolved issue) o

.

110)
7o
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cQi2. HfMm#&E&EH (CHDF) TOTDM DA X7, BENSJE, #5HEHE?

Executive summary
a. TDM D& A 307
MEFEIR G- % 4T o 72 24 ERITRIC b 7 7fE 22 LIS EZ e+ 5 (1A,
b. TDM O HEZ b Z 7fi (III-A)
1) GM/TOB : 24 T b 5 7 <2 pg/mL (BEHEEERIE % IR 2RI TI1E <1 pg/mL)o
2) AMK : 24 I Co b 7 76 <8 ug/mL (B HERERIE % WIfE 5 2 ERTld <4 ug/mL),
c. HEE
1) CHDF 2L 287 ) 75 v A, TRt TRENL,
MR EILE X 55 WRE (WEDEL LB L TREIT 5H87))
2079, EAMESHOMH G =38 tE (EME L ESREO AR ICXVEET S (TLA). Bk
K TOBENSEM 2000 mL/h (2B DHERFE 2RI E L, EBROENTEM2» ST 2" (LC) (F4),
2) GM/TOB : 24 B To b 7 7 <2 ug/mL (BHEREIRE % WIfF 3 2 M Tl <1 ug/mL) O34, 24 R H
WG =2 ug/mL O¥EI 48 e (77T AR 3 2 BRI CLd 36 Wef) MIFRE 37225, FE b
7 7 a2 4T 9 o
3) AMK : 24 BT b7 7MH<8 pg/mL (BHEREINIE 2 IFE 3 2 ERI Tk <4 ug/mL) OHid 24 Kl FE T
5. =28 ug/mL O AL 48 Wl (77T AR PERIIR 3 2 PE LTI 36 i) ML 3228 FENT 7
EDFH 24T 9 o
d. BHRED D AREERI-NIER T, X714 T—F —REHNR ETER_S NS4 (blood purification therapy)
OMEFFHEGRIEINC L D RZ Y, KA K4 v CidEdidirbievy (1I1-B),

# 4. CHDF B 5-3%5

77 WETER e

37 MR G- AN i
Gy pma OEE BT HE + I 1 2 e
45 2,000 mL/h 800 mL/h (24 ~36h Z8)
CKIE) (HA, PREBH#EIS)
2.0 mg/kg 0.8 mg/kg ~ 0.4 mg/kg
GM/TOB 30me/kg 24 ~48h T 2%h Tk * (GM @D H T
AMK 100mg/ks ng}:kg . 3;;'}?%/% . W7 L

*LHEET S (GHROMEESLE) . H5EILE THARRIETE v,

EYEHREIER

Executive summary

AR B S 2 BRI OS5 ve 72750, T3/ 7 33 FRER G0OBENICEHEDS D
EAEGHT 2 L BBERO) AL DPEL AL EDPHON TS, RETIHAELTT7OLIF, FAT0( R
PURIESE (NSAID), 7 IV T v v VERBRINER, A TIF Y, Y ouxR) vy, 2)ry¥<wA4o v, BE
DN a~A v ryRFEFo L, F7-, MMEDEEIZB-TF 7 ¥ L7 TI /7)) ay FREXZHHTL 2
SRS NV, S, TRTORRKICEZEEEIIEDLT, IO O BRERERBO) 27 LD
BhHPHTHDLY,

I Hh i B I RE i

Executive summary
a. SIEFIEDE (HEIA, KIMS %74 &) 12X 20 MHERELPR I N T D, BIREREX2MEE 25
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ZEELnwEEZONLY, LTOETIIEEYET 5,

D) $UEHARROLREER G 2 FIH L2 STl iRictio 7 I 7 7)) a3 FREFEFELTVwD &, E
PO % RO ERMESBEEE 25 2 LW 5",

2) MK EIREDB-F 7 % LRBHPHFEL TV DE ET I/ 7)Yy RRENGMENL 20, BRINKEZEHIC
WE S 2 RT3 57,

b. Wifkra< 27571+ —EE5HE (liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry, LC-MS/MS)®, #8%5
Hikru~ 7 7 4 =250 (ultrahigh performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrome-
try, UHPLC-MS/MS)™* 12 X 2l FH: b fiE ST b,

SE Nk
1) Dahlgren J G, Anderson E T, Hewitt W L: Gentamicin blood levels: a guide to nephrotoxicity. Antimicrob Agents Che-
mother 1975; 8: 58-62
2) Moore R D, Smith C R, Lietman P S: The association of aminoglycoside plasma levels with mortality in patients with
gram-negative bacteremia. J Infect Dis 1984; 149: 443-8
3) Moore R D, Lietman P S, Smith C R: Clinical response to aminoglycoside therapy: importance of the ratio of peak concen-
tration to minimal inhibitory concentration. J Infect Dis 1987; 155: 93-9
4) Ferriols-Lisart R, Alés-Almifiana M: Effectiveness and safety of once-daily aminoglycosides: a meta-analysis. Am ] Health
Syst Pharm 1996; 53: 1141-50
5) Freeman C D, Strayer A H: Mega-analysis of meta-analysis: an examination of meta-analysis with an emphasis on once-
daily aminoglycoside comparative trials. Pharmacotherapy 1996; 16: 1093-102
6) Ali M Z, Goetz M B: A meta-analysis of the relative efficacy and toxicity of single daily dosing versus multiple daily dos-
ing of aminoglycosides. Clin Infect Dis 1997; 24: 796-809
7) Bailey T C, Little J R, Littenberg B, Reichley R M, Dunagan W C: A meta-analysis of extended-interval dosing versus
multiple daily dosing of aminoglycosides. Clin Infect Dis 1997; 24: 786-95
8) Freeman C D, Nicolau D P, Belliveau P P, Nightingale C H: Once-daily dosing of aminoglycosides: review and recommen-
dations for clinical practice. ] Antimicrob Chemother 1997; 39: 677-86
9) Carapetis J R, Jaquiery A L, Buttery ] P, Starr M, Cranswick N E, Kohn S, et al: Randomized, controlled trial comparing
once daily and three times daily gentamicin in children with urinary tract infections. Pediatr Infect Dis ] 2001; 20: 240-6
10) Smith P F, Ballow C H, Booker B M, Forrest A, Schentag J J: Pharmacokinetics and pharmacodynamics of aztreonam
and tobramycin in hospitalized patients. Clin Ther 2001; 23: 1231-44
11) Mouton J W, Jacobs N, Tiddens H, Horrevorts A M: Pharmacodynamics of tobramycin in patients with cystic fibrosis.
Diagn Microbiol Infect Dis 2005; 52: 123-7
12) Smyth A, Tan K H, Hyman-Taylor P, Mulheran M, Lewis S, Stableforth D, et al: Once versus three-times daily regimens
of tobramycin treatment for pulmonary exacerbations of cystic fibrosis--the TOPIC study: a randomised controlled trial.
Lancet 2005; 365: 573-8
13) Burton M E: Applied pharmacokinetics & pharmacodynamics: principles of therapeutic drug monitoring, 4th ed. Lippin-
cott Williams & Wilkins, Baltimore, 2006
14) Drusano G L, Ambrose P G, Bhavnani S M, Bertino J S, Nafziger A N, Louie A: Back to the future: using aminoglycosides
again and how to dose them optimally. Clin Infect Dis 2007; 45: 753-60
15) Craig W A: Optimizing aminoglycoside use. Crit Care Clin 2011; 27; 107-21
16) Mavros M N, Polyzos K A, Rafailidis P I, Falagas M E: Once versus multiple daily dosing of aminoglycosides for patients
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CQ4. ATHIEENZ TDM OHIZEEEIL?

Executive summary

a. VRCZ b 7i&E X, AxE0mE2 S 1 ug/mL U b, Z&Mom» s 4ug/mL Kz hy M 7EETHZ L%
W2 (Do 72720, HEEKSG L 7% > T\ 5 Child-Pugh C O EEEFHEEE T 8% Tld 3 ug/mL Kii % HAZEREE
ELTH v (IT-A) (CQS8. ¢ ZHA),
Limitation
1. WGEBRIIOMETTlE, RN E % 2 BEREEPSREME S > D FIEZ T T CRRBERELEEN TV D,

2. MEEETOREIL N,

VRCZ HEE T, REMPLAMMOmP S HEE T2 7 7IREIREDHPIZHRET LD ?
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Systematic review & X 2 (771 N7 4 » REXHFENE)
(%2414
P (B#%) : TDM Eiio i NEE
I (U A) - NT 78 1y ME 7148 (3, 4, 5, 6ug/mL) K
C (xfHd) : bT 78 » v b+ 74 (3, 4, 5, 6ug/mL) PLL
O (77 b a) @ FFikrelE s s, mkEds (HREE, JR)

Ctrough >4.0 ug/mL Cutrough <4.0 ug/mL 0Odds Ratio 0dds 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]

Hamada 2020 14 92 10 309  24.4% 5.37 [2.30, 12.54] E———

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] D e —

Ueda 2009 9 15 8 19 14.8% 2.06 [0.52, 8.17] .

Wang 2014 7 20 11 124 19.1% 5.53[1.83,16.75]

Total (95% CI) 183 552 100.0% 7.39[3.81, 14.36] R oadl

Total events 66 ( 38 )

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.28; Chi® = 10.45,df=7 (p=0.16);1>=33% [ : ¢ |

Test for overall effect: Z=5.91 (p<0.00001) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours Ctrough <4.0 ug/mL Favours Ctrough >4.0 £g/mL

L b7 7REE4 ug/mL & A v Mr 7L L7286 O RER EFBUCB$ 2 X & T

Ctrough >4.0 g/mL  Ctrough <4.0 1g/mL 0dds Ratio 0dds 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] —i—

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] i

Total events 35 21

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi*=1.61, df =4 (p =0.81); I*= 0% b + {

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 11g/mL

2. MT 7RI 4 ug/mL & v MA 7EE LG OMEREIBICE T 5 X ¥ T

FERHEERS & 7 5 TR ED X OB EICOWT, ZORB) A7 LIhEEICET NS 2 Eh
T&7, L2L, BHEL T P I 7REIBWTEIHREH TRE( EZ oz enrb, TNETHELZ T v M4
%G 5 2 L BWEETH - 72

L2°L, Hanai &I ZBEFE 2RI E D X ¥ T 2 £l L, ol ZeticBl3 2 BE N7 7BEXHGEL
T2 ZFORER, FFRRERL & O B2 2B | C1E, VRCZ @ b T 7B 3~6 ug/mL O#FHNTAH v b+ 7%
HELGE, WITNOREICBVWTOAELEBELAYRO, 72, B M7 7RE N dug/mLU LR D &
v Xt (OR) EFEBHIZEA L (OR=7.39 [95%EHEX M (CI) 381~14.361), 3~6 ug/mL OyEEEHFH O Tk
fEzRL7: (K1)e ZOMOA »y M 7AEIZB L CTIE, Z121 3 ug/mL LLETOR=566 [95% CI 3.21~9.99],
5ug/mL LT OR=554 [95% CI 3.07~9.99], 6 ug/mL LT OR=371 [95% CI 210~655] Td > 7,

F 7o, PREREE SO A O Z B DA D T o 7o AE R, VRCZ O N 7 7R 3~6 ug/mL O#PANIZBIT 5 \»
THhON Y b TEIZBNCOEERBHE LA ZRBD72, S50, FRERERSH LA, ZOO0RIENT 7
FEDS 4 ug/mL P L OWAIZERIC LA LikEEr R~ L7z (OR=576 [95% CI 314~1057]) (M 2), ZDfo# v b
F 7MEIZB L CiE, 3ug/mL L ETOR=264 [95% CI 1.43~4.86], 5 ug/mL LI ETOR=5.02 [95% CI 1.30~19.34],
6 ug/mL LT OR=367 [95% CI 1.87~7.18] TH o7,

L7z T, #ileh A BHCRoNMALY, ZeEolms s VRCZ O 7 7L 3 ug/mL F 7213 4 ug/
mL Kiilix HEHE T2 2 E0FEEND, 72720, FHEEEEL X OMEREEE SIS M7 7RE 4ug/mL %4 v b
T IMEE LG AIIROEVORZR LA &, B2 MARENEICLS NI 7REEHSTELHRE ST 2,
LMo HEMES 4 ug/mL RifE 5 2 LD ERIICE Y TH S L Bbhiz,
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SRR |
P : TDM ZFEhi DR N E#H
I: M7 7% 7y b4 74 (05 1, 2ug/mL) MLk
C: NT77#E »vy M+ 7M (05, 1, 2ug/mL) i
O : IR (BRIREIA or B

Ctrough >1.0 ug/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-Lépez 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] . E—

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

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); > = 16% k ¥ y !
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

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

X 3.

Favours Ctrough >1.0 #1g/mL

b7 7HREE L pg/mL & Ay M TS LB O TESICES 5 X & N

Favours Ctrough <1.0 #g/mL

Ctrough >1.0 z£g/mL Ctrough  <1.0 g/mL Odds Ratio 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 N
Gémez-Lépez 2012 5 5 2 3 3.5% 6.60 [0.19, 225.79
Hagiwara 2009 11 12 2 5 49%  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% 7.621[0.38,152.83
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% C1) 1,122 323 100.0% 3.35[1.52,7.38] e
Total events 808 182
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1.37; Chi? = 53.40, df = 13 (p<<0.00001); I* = 76% ; f ; {
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.00 (p = 0.003) < /
Favours Ctrough <1.0 1g/mL

b7 7REE L pug/mL & A1 v M 7AEE L7238 OWmRBIRI) I T 2 A & T

Favours Ctrough 1.0 #g/mL

[ 4.

MHEOYATYT Ay 7 L2 =" B 5ERELIBEL LBEORE N T 7IREEZE 1 IIRT ., Bk
HTFOHEEIZHEMTIES2EDBASNTEY (Lug/mL F721305ug/mL), AT, EELIY FEAL LK
ELRDEHFELZFMM L 725E 1213 WT O BEMEICB W T AERITRED T, M7 7IRELZ#YEH L 25E60F
HRUFED R I L CIAHETH - 72,

L7 L, Hanai 525E4E5EM L 72 X ¥ B2 Tld, VRCZ @ b T 7B BT 5IETRGEEN R MEE S iz,
ZORER, NTTREDS v 7R 1 ug/mL L E L72HEI1S, FNLLE O TIIFE R L | s
T5ZLERED7 (OR=034 [95% CI0.15~080]) (KM3)o LAL, ZOxIHRIL05png/mL P EFE 712 ug/mL L
EE7 Y M 7EE LA SN 72 (OR=0.35[95% CI 0.04~3.09] : OR=0.21 [95% CI 0.03~1.44]),
— 7, (GHEER D) R0 1516.18. 20, 45,5555~ 51, 6L 65-66) ) = B9 Z MR UL, N T 7R 05 ug/mL PLECTHEE L FA 2380 (OR=348
[95% CI 145~8341), 1 ug/mL PLEIZBWT L ZOxhFIFFEBIZR S 72 (OR=3.35 [95% CI 1.52~7.38]) (X4 4),
72720, N5 7% 2ug/mL L& L723A121d OR=207 [95% CI 0.96~446] & 7% ) EZIED Lo 72,

# 1. VRCZ bt T 7IMHiBEOHENEICET RGN AT T4 v 7 LEa— - XZHEHOT L0

Wi fEFTITFE R ATt H HEE 5 7 ikE PIES 95% CI
Hamada 5* (2012) 12 biEp PRI ES >1.0 pg/mL OR=7.23 2.84, 18.37
Jin 5% (2016) 21 TG >0.5 pg/mL RR=0.46 0.29, 0.74
Luong 5* (2016) 24 TR >1.0 Ug/mL OR=2.30 1.39, 3.81

OR, oddsratio ; RR, riskratio ; CI, confidence interval
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DbEX Y, $i7z A ZBATICCT L 7 ZIREEFICBIT 2ETRK TR EZD -2 E05, EIMOETIZN T 7
REZ lug/mL U EE$25 2 e HERINS,

CQ5. MATHRIh3IREHREL?

Executive summary

a. MR, WHIZ1 R 6mg/ke® 1 H 20, 2 HHUKZL M 3~4 mg/kg % 1 H 2 7 Si@#H535 (F2)"7
(D,

b. JEwEE CIIHEAREZ VW HERELZEET L% D),

c. MOFIZTA0kg 2B 2:E) OREEHETH LA, FIEBD2DGR[EDN LMARED 72 ) ORG 20 LE L HFs 1
¥, 50 mg %€, 200 mg $E % P72 rounding dose D % EE T 5™ (111-A) o

d. HEOEETIIMFREDLE < % 2D H 5™ (II-A) o

e. TDM V7 b7 = 712 L 2HG5HFHIGHROMETH 57" (II-B) .

# 2. VRCZ D¥5i%F

Ky aFy—n AR afFvy—n A 3F V=)V 2,800 mg
200 mg 50 mg * 200 mg ¢ FSs4vay 7
G VRCZ & LC i, VRCZ & LCHIHIZ 115 300 mg ’a’:’lmEl 2 [, 2;2[ E‘lel&%‘i; 1, H 1\‘@
WA KT 40ke B 1) 1015 1 11 6 me/k 150 mg FaES N 200mg1% 1 EIE2 lﬁlﬁf'a'ilih?xfm“éoaga‘o, FERIZIE U T
8 gke LM RATHOBRE IR TE 225 WHES RO LRI 400 mg 1
ErH20L 20 gy g g RO LB 1 300mgl H2FMECTET 5,

DIBEIL 1 181 3 mg/kg = T
it 4mg/kg % 1 H W, VRCZ ELTHIHIZ 1l 150mg %2 1 H 21, 2 HELKEZ 1 H 11l

ﬁEA('ﬁii 40kg *(ﬁ) 9 IEI ﬁ(ﬁﬁi‘ﬂ‘iﬂ—éo 100 mg ’gf 1 D 2 Iﬁlﬁ%ﬂbii’x“ﬁ-ﬂ'éo &3‘5, fﬂ?{kb:ﬁ:\ L“Clﬂii‘b%‘@ﬁﬂ‘ﬁj\
OWAEIIZ 2 HAMEOR 5% 18 150mg1 H 2 1 TR TX 5,

VRCZ O - Fl&

CQ6. VRCZ AERBREIIXd % TDM % AU\ /- antifungal stewardship (F A D ?

Executive summary

a. WA TDM 12 & 25 BEOHE17H 2 & T, BIEREZHPI~OERMEZR IR T 59 (D),

b. TDM % 7z antifungal stewardship 12 & 2 FFHERERE EF Bl H AT 5 LT\ 50779 (T])

c. TP reREE SR IC B W T TDM & V7o HERETIC & ) VRCZ fkfete 5251 BE & 7 5% (TI1-A) o

d. BREELLHLE EORBRERIZEERGTINCIES 5720, 5 HUFEIZATHN S TDM  HW 2/ AL L 57
A2 5 412 LW (TTTC) o

e. HREREHBZEOZ CIIHEREOFE Db 63 HREMR T 5720, TDM I & 2 H=iE) o LZEE T A
T®» 5" (UI-B)o

f. FEOH5-© bicavailability (XFE2™7 ) g™ L &y 8E & W55 7 PK Tld 22 \Wo® 9 (I1) . #&1 step down 1B\ T
G L e G 25 M EENK NS 4720, TDM ICTHERE 2179 % (TLA) o

g RELIFEG R, BE ORISR 22 2 MEFE L 729 2C, TDM OFHi 2179 % (1D

CcQ7. MNEICHITZTDM DA I T, BERE, ®R5HREHE?
1. MNRICHETBTDMDEA I T

Executive summary
a. NETIIRANCHAREIICEFIREIET 5720, 2 HHO TDM Ejtiz Z B 5% (1ILA) .
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2. MRICHITBHE

SRE

Executive summary

a. /NETIE, ARMEOmE»S BEE N T 7% 1 ug/mL LLE & 9 538592 (1))

b. ZEWOH DS, WNETIEHER T v M 7EIZR EN WA (TILB), 7Y 7 A Tid 3~4 pg/mL Aiiii % H
%45 (IILA).

Systematic review & X Zf&r (71 N7 4 v REXHFENE)
PICO
(A #h14])

P : TDM %t/ EH

I: M7 70 1 ug/mL Lk

C: M7 7 1 ug/mL &Kl

O : IR (BRIRAIE or ZE1CE)

(% 4x1k]
P : TDM EHio/MNag#E
LD NT 70 Ay M4 718 (3, 4, 5pg/mL) Kl
C: M7 7B # v M7l (3, 4, 5ug/mL) MLk

O : JFFbkrels S 3e T, Mhikld (REEE), S HFFRHEPE
Ctrough >1.0 ug/mL  Ctrough <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

Bruggemann 9 13 2 3 8.8% 1.13[0.08, 16.31]

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

Gémez-Lopez 2 2 1 2 44% 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] -

Total events 71 18

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi® = 5.10, df =7 (p = 0.65); I>= 0% f f t i
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.41 (p = 0.02)

Ctrough <1.0 ug/mL Ctrough >1.0 ,ug/mL

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

Japanese Association for Infectious Diseases.

M5 77U pg/mL & Ay b7 HE LA OWBHREIIERICBT 5 X 7 R
#£3. AEHROREIHET LA TN - VAT~ T 4 v 7 LE2—DFHY
Odds Ratio No. of No. of Event rate of experimental ~ Event rate of control I
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 19.4 54
<5.0 versus >5.0 1.84[0.05, 63.32] 2 39 333 23.3 68
Neurotoxicity
<3.0 versus >3.0 1.10[0.23, 5.32] 2 27 40.0 35.3 0
< 4.0 versus >4.0 1.00 [0.19, 5.17] 2 27 375 36.8 0
<5.0 versus >5.0 0.380.03, 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
<4.0 versus >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. THREBEDIAICHT LAV - VATFYTA v 2L 2—0%EH  TIT7TANET VT ALUSTORE

Sub Cut-off value Odds Ratio No. of No. of Event rate of exper- Event rate of r
ubgrou
group (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
. <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 &%, /NEFIIZBIT S VRCZ b T 7R &L AR F 7213 % eV & o B % 57 L 7-FF 98 2 Rt 45
L, WHIIIZ 9IMOFEL T A & BT % i L 72 AaEICBE T 2= ik, HIE NS 7iFZ L LT 1 ug/mL
PLEDIZ ) A1 pg/mL i & i U CHBEIIHRBRII RS EA L7z (OR=265 [95% CI 1.20~5.87]) (K5), F72,
EITHEIZOVTIE L ug/mL PLEDIZ ) 2ME T EM AR L7224, FEEERO N2> 72 (OR=035 [95% CI
007~1731)c # v MA 7fili% 2 ug/mL & L7238, EEMECHEEZIED L2 -7 (OR=225 [95% CI 033~
15.331)5

REMICHET ARSI BT, MREERHEEB L EAEERBHLIIBVTE, WTFhody b+ 7ET
DEEEIIFRDO o7 (K3), IHERERERTHECIE, HIENT 7BE L L C3ug/mL U LEDIT) A3 ug/mL K
i & B L O ERE SR B SR W N 2 7R L7278, FEEIERO %2> 72 (OR=309 [95% CI 0.27~34.66]),
E#RI2 4 ug/mL, Sug/mL =7y M4 7MHE L6, FEEZBOhho7, LL, 7V T7THIETOREIZHEE
L7297 7V — 7R cid, 3ug/mL B L 04pug/mL (OR=840 [95% CI 1.36~51.92] ; OR=6.79 [95% CI 1.13~
4068]) OH v bt THETHERERERHEIAREIC LA L (R, BeBrEHALLEE, Hy M 7HIEA
AWK EV S ug/mL AL FE LS, KSaE e MHEERIEREOMGRTH Y, FINETIRERICILZ )T T~
ADENPRECTZOTUPRETH L L0, ERKRTIE4ug/mL KD HFARTEDL EEZ T,

3. MRICHITB|EEHETE?
Executive summary
a. WMAHARZZ & MAEREIMKT 5 2R H 270705 REITRTHGHETTHRA LA AUCF 6N 5 2

EDHER SN TSP (1),
b. Bioavailability 1A & DR & 2 5720, ANETIEIREOEE LY SIEHHEDP S ORGPEE L WSO (IILA)

# 5 NRIZBT B RGRE

KY)arv—iv RKY)yarv—)v AR IF V=) 2,800 mg

200 mg #HEH 50 mg * 200 mg Fofvmy 7
JHH, VRCZ & LCHIHIE 1 M 9mg/kg  VRCZIESANC & 2 {h#f4:, #@%, VRCZ & L C1MH
Z1H2Mm, 2 HHDF:IZ 1B 8mg/kg 9 mg/kg & 1 H 2 MIAERISREIIRG-3 2, &b, 3%
% 1 H 20 REHET 20 2B, IR AT5oBE10E 1mg/keg 3oL, 2AMEIAT
AT HOBAEITIE mgkeg T OH®E  FOHAICIE Img/ke TOWET 2L (AFGREL
L, ZEUDPATHOBEICIEL mg/  T350mg E WAL 50mg $OWMET %), 7272
kg TOWMET S L, 10350mg1 H 2% FRET 5,
WH, VRCZ & LCHIHIZ 1M 6mg/kg  VRCZ AT & % iE#E%E, WA, VRCZ & LC1M
Z1H 21, 2 HHUMIZ 10 3mg/kg 200 mg % 1 H 2 BIERIIRORET 5, &8, 3%
i 4mg/kg 7 1 H 2 M5 EHET 5o AT 5OYEIIE1300mg1 H 2 F THETE %,

VRCZ O i - H=

AN (2 DL 112 0%
KB X 12l kR
TR 50 kg i)

AR (12 L R Tk
E50kg L L)
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CQ8. HiimiE (BMAEE TR, ATIEEETRE 1TER - KIUF) ICH T3 VRCZ OB L EREL TDM 3 ?

Executive summary

a. BRI TS ROSRITEEZ N3 AHRER I b TO R s HEfEoRnEIZ v, LA L, EHEE
TR LA E L CTRIMEN TV B AVK T F VI —F ) -7 a7F A ) ) b 2a (SBECD) 2"&ERMT 5 2
EMD, SRERRIEEERE 30 mL/min KGO EE TIE, VRCZ OFIRNZ G IZEERS & Sh72% (),

b. #EHT : VRCZ OHEFREZIIITH R T v, 3 TIE SBECD 0FEROHE L H ), Eikl ~v, MATHED
LV, BIFRGE & TR &2 G IRELZ BIE T 2 LEN S 577, BEERIIIREORG 2 H5E3
5b00, 4, SBECD 2 X 2B ED ) A 713w ENTn5" (1D,

c. FFHERER TR
1) B~PEEOFEREETES (Child-Pugh 7 9 A A BXOUB) T, %500 ILHEFOWHESE (A5

w) &L, 2HHBEUELEE MG EO e L T4 (D),
2) EEIHRERT O 5 8% (Child-Pugh 7 7 A C) TEILEMEDIHREINTE ST, MG PR CIIEEE
E B RENED & B o VRCZ UL DBIRF DS WAL, Bl o TDM Eii% b5 7 B 3 ug/mL i b
ZEL (ILA), MO % 475 =m0,
d. HEFE~OEGEMITERETH 2" (ULC), A NOFGEIFREDaMEE LR 25 E 120 B%5T 5,

CQ9. VRCZ ICH T 2EMEHEEIERII ?

Executive summary

a. CYP2C19, 2C9, BLU3A4 DHEEHZBELTWA I NS, TNODRBHEEZE TR S N HH L ofEHIC
T EENLETH LY (D), ERMEMEHZE6IIRT,

b. AV =a—Y YHERLEOPFHRIE, ANy 2= VIHEROMPEEN 2~3 /B AT LI L2 EET
AU
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#* 6-1.

VRCZ & OB X DI REN LA 2 (F21 3200 feE0d %) S8 CGCRR 113 ~ 116, 118 ~ 122, 127 ~ 140 B &

OEBRNLHEL D GIH, —HL)

[

B Z\T 5 CYP

MR & % DA 4 209

2C19

3A4

BN e
V725775

Pt HIV 3
T77ELY ™

PR 2L
YEYF

PUA IR 3
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