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1 THARE I 36T 2 AR s fe 0 BRI TR IR U 72 BRI S B e

8 PR EIE, R FHEE S A E ORI G HIETH Y | EWFRE BV TR BILH S

NTW5, L, ARG SN A EHIERICEIET 2 £ TIZIIWo < b OEEENFET

Do ZHL D OIEEETRIEMIZE OB EBA L &M 2 W 5 2 TRy AN ARS8 2 LT 5, #%

A5 S -3 W%, FI/MG BRI A ST LTI S 2v, TS C o0 Ehdis G & feil Tad

TBERICEIET 5, & FOIMEEIC 7 +—H AT D& M AIRT &9 ICERYPEERIERE & LT3

WA 3R M OV EIIEE DB b T o AR — 2 — 338 BL L ) OB RIN OIHNC Fr 5 L

TW5B, ZDD, 26 OFEYRBEER K OPE 7 0 AR —F — I BAFICERE S 5 i

THALE IR DPME S ABAAL FT A T Y T 0 L7220 R0F 0, Fio, BARG%OHEE R

N TR E DRI LRI 2720 FEWAH LD b T 0 AR —2 =12 X 2 Petifns o fafns

AT D D, MRS A e G-I ] U CHEZ 7R 3R E O BN RE (5 L | T RE 1R

HIER M O b T o AR — 2 — 2300 U725 81213, A i B s e 5B e DL B B3

% HRIEAE DI RE 2 R T IR B D,

/NS FE BT 2 AR EEESE & LT, cytochrome P450 (CYP)'?. UDP-glucuronosyltransferase

(UGT)*® K T sulfotransferase (SULT) 72 E A S TE Y | IHLEEIED S WU S 10 7- 58 25

FaN TR#T 5 2 &2 &k 0 RiEMEET D, —T5. P-glycoprotein (P-gp)'®*2. breast cancer resistance

protein (BCRP)*** }2 T} multidrug resistance-associated protein 2 (MRP2)™ ' 3/Mi5 - Bz 4l e o> 42 frefal
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WCHRBL L RN S K 9 & 23 W% ERHifa) b BRI LR T 2 &2 X o TRIRO Iiic
B < RER R R 7 o AR—=2—ThH 5, /PMHIZHBLT 5 cytochrome P450 @ 5 HH) 80%i%
CYP3A 77 2 U =55 Y, CYP3AIXIEFICILH 2R WA E & LRIk L. BRE o &
NBEREEERDOK 4 51T CYP3A DIEE L7025 Z LAVRENTND B, £7-. P-gp i& CYP3A
AL U T ISR AR 2 R g Bho i NIBIC BT D MBI N T U AR —F —D
T8 CYP3A KTF P-gp Doy FEIFIHLAE WG (Z F W TR PEER O L2 A2 &l 2 H - T
WhHEEFZ D, CYP3AP-gp IIAEMRIZ & > TXEMPEBROZF A2 5 —J5 T, CYP3A/P-gp DX
I, MEEWRIE MR EA 23 85 D 2 LTI, THUCEE D SKBIRE O K & 7 E A=A
LD R, EYHEOIERIIER RO T VAR ET b5, EEEIC CYP3A £EHD
felodipine?®, midazolam®, sildenafil??, P-gp J:Z @ celiprolol®, talinolol**. CYP3A/P-gp @ dual
FE O indinavir®, UK-393,664%° 13 A1 5- B ORI IC B\ ORI BE 2 R 2 & 23 is
ENTWD, EYBEOIRIEIET, b bl PSR E O T2 F#H U, AIZEBER CARITR
WHEDR T S 22030 6 THIRPENMRWERY) | & T DR T HIWT I~ 720, RGEIZ K - T
TR AARE LANT S SNEEREERZH —RIZR2720 32 TMERD S
%o L7eh o T, CYP3A/P-gp IGTEDHALEWIN =R A~DEE L FEINC T2 Z L%, EIRL

B LICBWTHEHERRETH 5,



2. Bt 7 & OIS EERIGETR (238 1 2 E BR T HE O RO L2 & BRE

T E CRIBKGRERICE T D3 OEILE RN RO FHIZIE, Caco-2 HllfiuH & 2 F v 7= %

WPE T RY 3 ek CYP3A & W AREITENE 2 #F L %, {0 in vitro 7Hli % T 5

N7 = 2D & RO Z 06 RS b DWINER, T AR —Z— R ORISR O

WU 2 B A TN ENSE BRIV IAATTRT L7 7 e —FRnebhTEk, —J7, in

Vivo (2351 B A DR AL, WA FiEE - B ORMEO%I, HLE LA L

SEWLENC & D BOEEICIN A, AIEERZ T L2, b T U AR =2 — 2 LIZERY JAZ1HE

HlanE 2 i TR TS ENET 2 2 b 26 DR FREE 2 M A AN THALE RINER &

L CEEMICTIT 2 TiEmALATH D, L, T 2ol fERIZFHE fIEE R in vitro F2ER

RITAFEE T, in vivo BIWFEER CIIRBMEER/ L T AR —F —OFAENME L 25, T8, &

FREAR 720 FEAR & LU A SO U 72 YA L BRI % feik 4~ 5 £ 5 /L ¢ 5 Advanced compartmental

absorption and transit (ACAT) model Z 3@ H L. {HLEWRIUZI T D CYP3AIP-gp D4 iE i)

\ZIREHT T A RN STV A 2 ACAT model it N DOIE(LENTOIY OBNEEA EH D =

IR—= R A N EFESTEBR L, 5T, M, WU, (3, FEEhNE OK B2 Y Z L o in vitro

TS EEHE L, P2 Toe MEEERINRZRIHT2E7 1V THL(X B), HL,

In vitro FZErT— % & 7 )UITHAGA T, in vivo T LB WM 2 Tl 5 72 DIZIZLL F IR T &

O REROBENREZ BN D, 1o, AEHTEECEEEME R L in vito FZR» 5RO LD

ﬂ‘
X

w7 WCREREBRBOENROOLNDZETH D, ZOFRDOE S E L TERS
7
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HOENRE 2 HiLD, Bl 21X, CYP3A OREHENMEDFHMIZ IS Tix, W 5 FZERMELOE W (B
MFIZuYy—Ah B arbedr M URTEREBI 70 Y —L05%), JOGRTOT 7 &4
V=B Ry ERa T 7 7 B —DFER % Ny Ty —ZE PNERICEBE 525, £,
P-gp |2 £ 2 HaiE ORI I W T b lAERIZ, W2 M@ 0#E  (Caco-2 Mlifid, & kNG i
a3 0% P-gp SRR BLOMIE) O EERAE R 6 8T A — X B G 2 BEOF R ITEDEW (K %
BT 5 & & ORIENR AT ¢ 7 S - B SR N FERE & T 3K I | flux ratio (& & DB H
# L < IZ basal-to-apical J5 [ Ok o 7 % - 7= R ) S E G /8T A — X T E KT, 2
SHIE XU EO e MERRIZ T D AR 22 5 T Ot FE BB ORI AN EE R 7o o0 | B
\Z in vitro ZBR-R & in vivo TORBLEOE WA A7 — Y 7 L= X 9 72 bottom-up approach (2 &
DTPHBEELNZ ETHD, CYP3A IZONTIEE MINBEORENIZ I T 5 Maxh s B EA WS S
NTHDEHR 2 Pgp Ot MMETORSEEEICET 2 HHRIIE O TV, L, Hi—
L 7o RGN THEB OOV THER /T A —2 TG L, HEOIEMIZIHT 5 in vitro &
in vivo OFE RO TR Z SFEIZERBA L H 5,37 A —%& & LT scaling factor(SF) Z 5% & L. #HEEE
MOT — 23T DEIET 4 T 4 > 7 ChailiZs SF #RET 5 Z LI L0 | WHEE IR X1
BET AT VT 1 (FaFg) & EREINC THIRTREZR T LR OGN ATRE TH D LB 2 72(X C),
THIZRY | BEEITERAE LEE RN, 720 B I 2 7= T 1H LA W B RE 4 T /6

2T D2k, EnITE, BRLEETAVEZAWT, AIEEOBIE TERERTHEZ: P-gp/CYP3A4 AR

LD ORINROFHRIEDRE L HIFEL T, LTOMREZED D Z L & LT,
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Advanced compartmental absorption and transit (ACAT) model

Stomach Duodenum Jejunum 1 Jejunum 2 lleum1 lleumn? lleum3 Caecum Colon
Unreleased
compartment B —> —>| —> —> —> —» —> >
e dmﬂ v v v v v v v v
ggmlsggt\rlr?ent g g > - - - —» —» T
BHE v v v v v v v v
Dissolved
compartment B —» - g - - —> — —>
R S O S O S S O S O S N
Enterocyte
compartment
L T T L A T T T
Portal vein
compartment

B ACAT model O

E>)LDInput parameter BEPREERDEYBHEEST — &
+ Solubility (in vitro) * AUC,, (literature)
* pKa (literature) * AUC,, (literature)
* LogD (literature) + Blood-to-plasma conc. ratio
*+ Permeability (in vitro) (literature)
« P-gp kinetic parameters (in vitro) NET)UBER(CIIFEH T —
+ CYP3AKkinetic parameters (in vitro) S DHER
I
Bottom-up
L
ACAT model
(GastroPlus®)
[0
\
SFDERIE1L
\L ~
Predicted FaFg }= — =} Observed FaFg

Predicted — observed FaFgD el Z
Scaling factor(SF)DE@EILIC KD TE/IMET D
* CYP3ADVmax (X9 BSF
* P-gpDVmax(C X} I BSF

C HILBERNTHET UEDA N T TV —
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THALE WU I8 1T 2 A i 5 O gaFn 2 R L -
FERRTE B 8 & FERES 2 72 80 DERIRBTSE

11 B8
THALE RIGE R I F B TRNEZEST 27201, 277 BRIZB W THLE O CYP3A
I LTGRO P-gp 241 L7clisiB R O fafii iR L, EMEBOIERIEHEELE LD L&
BRARRRBRIC LV EGET 2 2 & & Lz, 7 VEY OBPUTIHLE T CYP3AP-gp Z41T L 723
FIHAER Y 27 O L L CilRICHIRZE Sy drug interaction number® (DIN) &7l L7z, DIN
3. FebEZ in vitro EBRO O HNLHEEH(K)TH L Z LIk RIS, DIN AEHE
TR EHLE COEMBF AR Y 2 7R3 mE 5 &l S i, P-gp 2 Tid 27.9L, CYP3A
RETIFAL ZHR DL, A VA7 LYW TED ZERREINTND, AIFJETIEDIN &
BHT 50RO Kz KnllESHZ, WSRO COIBIEHEORRE L LTIV, P-gp
FE T 5 fexofenadine Dl & 217 % & | Caco-2 Hl i B B oD Ml i os S2 5 0> O 34T L 72 Ki;
150pmol/L ** & | PR #¢5-5: 60 mg 7> 5 % H L 72 DIN 1% 0.734L & A % 7% L 7=, 2%, fexofenadine
T MERRBRIZBWT, v 7 8 F—X(100ug) & K £ 5-5:(60mg) o [ CHEhHE D B

NERDHHITND B, WIT, CYP3A T P-gp i /7 DIEE & 72 % quinidine } TF verapamil (250>
11



TIAEEIC DIN & % H L 72, Quinidine X O% verapamil @ P-gp 8t D Ky, i% 1.69 & T8 1.01 pmol/L &

WEENTEY B, 2N ZFNORKRE S 8% 200 % 1080mg & L7-& =, DIN (303 X1*161L

ERME L i LT IcEVMEA R LT, [RIBRIZ, quinidine 2 O verapamil @ CYP3A {REHIC &

% Kl in vitro FZBROFER NS 7.48 J2 (0 0.726 umol/L & 5FAli 41, DIN (X685 KTN224 L & &

2R LTz, AEOHBIE, HE CYP3A/P-gp DEIFIIZIER 2 FEHIE 70 LA RN EY B8 4 7R

9~ & HEE L7z quinidine }2 OF verapamil O $¢ 5 &K 7 72 B IE 2 ReSIF 5 2 & & LTz,

1.2 5k

1.2.1 M EEE

Quinidine X% O* verapamil, 2 FE DRI IZ SV TRERRBR 2 £ L7-, (XL, FHRGHET,

8 4 D HRNBEEMNIMER T T ¢ T HRBG SNz, @RI THE VB G, S U= R D

I% 20~35 7. BMI (% 18.5~28.5 kg/m* T - 7=, FFaA, LEMBRAE., MIEFZOBRE, Rk

A A TP - OYERF A . ERIRRERBHIARTD 1 2 Al 7 22 IS L=, Quinidine

D BRI BRIk STV R D 5 B 1 A3 GRBRANZARHE AR T 7 4 7 OFEMEZ 72 S 70 <

oD BRI STz, T DT DRI, quinidine 5B TIX 7 4. verapamil £ 5-

HETIL 84 DOWRE x5 L LT,

12



122 BTV A v

RERT 8 b a—Wd, RORZER BRI R L O LR AR AR o & —

MR DI Z B RIZ L VAR SN TV D, T RTOSMEITEFE®mIC X DR E 2 ISz IFEER,

20E, 4 W, JHEWEORERE QR GHRBRICSI LT, #RoR %, RO 5MEANTIT

LTHEMO T+ a7 v M2 T 72, #5RFE 1 quinidine & L < 13 verapamil % 5-FE~HE(E%

ZEID AT BT, BRI, RS T L oREATRICERERIC AR Lz, #iREHE L, —

M A A o % . #EBR & IC quinidine sulfate(82.9% @ quinidine % & #¢) £ 72 1% verapamil

hydrochloride(92.6% verapamil % & &) % AfiE Lo ES K Z K 200mL & & HIicRO#& 5 LT,

Quinidine sulfate ®#¢5-§:% 100 pg. 1 mg. 10 mg. 100 mg & L. verapamil hydrochloride ®#%5-

13100 pg, 3mg, 16 mg, 80 mg & L7z, BRMEFAIL, #5801, &5% 05, 1, 1.5, 2, 3. 4,

6. 8 HONI2HFE L, 1ANZ D& 5 mL OFIRIMZFR1MM U7z, FRMmF%, 4°C T 10 /[, @05y

HEL ., MR 21572, TN ToMmEREHT, /2T 5E i £ T-80°C THASIRAF LIz, ABEd 7 H

HINDERGEMBETT2ET. ZL—TT70 =Y FL oY VAZEZGL Y a— A B b -

Va—r X U—bzgey 7Y Ay ME EERWEOEBREEIE Ls, £ AT o7

i

NA—VETIN T oA 22 E RO, WM b AR U7, SRBRIIR T R

\

~

DEFIFRCA=a2—L L, &2 UORE LI ER 2524k Ulc, #RE 02l

BOTH, FHREMOK TRNIIE, Hikd, DENBE, Mg, Rtz L7z, OE

KAlL., &G HoRE% 1, 2, 4 KO8 HRI%ZIC G FEi L 7-,
13



1.2.3 Quinidine & U verapamil #5483 o i 4 3K Wi BRI E

I 3EY) IR B O P E 1L LC-MSIMS & H W THREK A 7 ¢ I VBRI THEME L 72,

Quinidine £ 5-F£ DI E % 521X quinidine X O 3 7 o> =2 72 X344 (3-hydroxy quinidine, O-desmethyl

quinidine }2 O quinidine N-oxide) & L 7=, Verapamil £ 5-7 DI E xF 521X verapamil M OV EZAH

(norverapamil) & L7z, LC-MS/MS ® 2 A7 213 4000 Q trap(AB SCIEX) equipped with a ACQUITY

UPLC System(Waters), #7772 1% ACQUITY UPLC HSS T3(2.1x 50 mm, 1.8um, Waters) %1 i

L7z, MS/MS 4341 electrospray ionization 727 « 7 & — K TA A > {t L. multiple-reaction

monitoring (MRM)IZ CA A4 &R L7,

1.2.4 Quinidine & O O O i + 2K 18 BRI E

500 pL O IMAEFEHZ 50 pL o PN EBIE HEA T (quinidine-d3), 200 pL @ 10%7 > E=7, 2mL ®

FEfe—F V2RI LR & O L7z, IREIE 1,800X g, 4°C T 5 srfilim Lol L, Blg a2 ERE L7z,

Sl 2mL OFFTF A EZRMUIEE 5 Lic, MU T CELOMEL EEaRm Lz, LE

DR A 40°C T NY&IE K ARIEHLE L72,50% A & / — /L Z2EAN L (0.1 K OY Img $% 5-8%:100 pL.

10 % 0% 100mg $-5-0¢ : 500 pL), FHEME L7, WIEEHE L7-0b, 1,800Xg, 4°C T 5 4y

ODOHEL . EEEZSRIR LTz, EEAIERE L LT LC-MSIMS ~EA L7z, HEAEE, 01 LY

1mg #5-#£C 10 uL, 10 & T* 100mg $¢5-HET 2 uL & L7z, Qunidine K OV ORI 0.1%(VIv)
14



XEE(BENH A) L O 0.1%(VIV) X2 Gic A %/ — L (BEMMEBIC L D 77V M3HTic L v 4y

BEL 7=, WidIZ 0.60 mL/min & L., 77 Yo FEFITBENE B %4 % 0~0.5min DOBIZ 5%,

0.5~1.2min O[T 25%. 1.2~2.0min T 95% % T & &4, 2.0~2.5min DO EIZ 95% THER: L 7-,

D%, BEIFE B & 5% FIF T 2 0. EE Lok, IROZHTIZEIT LTZ, MRM Of &M

1% quinidine, O-desmethyl quinidine, 3-hydroxy quinidine, quinidine N-oxide } T quinidine-d3 (2%}

LTENZEA, miz 325.20 — 184.23, 311.20 — 146.18, 341.20 — 198.22, 341.22 — 186.23

J 1832830 — 187.24 L L7, MEMOIREHFHIL 0.1 KT Img # 5-#£ T 0.005~10 ng/mL, 10

K ) 100mg #% 5-# T 1~1000 ng/mL & L 7=,

1.2.5 Verapamil & OV O R34 O i 4+ 3Ky B 2

M4 D verapamil K& OV EZ 72 43T (norverapamil) D 5 EE I E 1 X LC-MS/MS % FIWCTHEK A 7

o4 AVEER ST CTERE L7z, 500 pL O FEFEHZ 50 pL o PN B FE 4E ¥4 ik (verapamil-d6

hydrochloride), 2mL @7 & b= KU LZHEMLIEE 5 Lz, IREWIT 1,800Xg, 4°C T 10 43#

EOATEEL . BRI L 72, B34 40°C T N&U 1, Z838R2IE L7, A%/ —/VZ23RINL(0.1

SO 3mg #5258 0 100 uL, 16 }2 O* 80mg #% 5-#f : 500 pL), MR 7o, WIRERIE LD b,

20,400X g, 4°C T 10 pfflim O BEL . RIEEZBI L7z, EIEZHEREE LT LC-MSIMS ~7E

A L7, AR, 0.1 LT 3mg 58T 10 L, 16 }2 1*80mg #% 5-#£C 2 uL & L7, Verapamil

& OY norverapamil (% 0.1%(VIV) X FE(BEIFH A) KON 7 & h= MU W(BEME BIC LD 7T V=2 b
15



I X0 B LT, FiEIZ 080 mL/min & L., 77 Y v FREIIBEIE B OEIE % 0~0.5min

DT 5%, 0.5~1.2min O[T 33%., 1.2~2.0min T 85% % T L&/ X+, 2.0~2.5min D[z 85%

THEEF L2, 20% . BEIE B % 5%IC FIF T 240, FH ko, kOSHTIZEIT L2, MRM

DO SF1E verapamil, norverapamil &% OY verapamil-d6 (Zxf L CTZ L€ 41, m/z455.5 — 165.1,

4411 — 165.2 }x 1N 461.4 — 165.1 & L7o, MEMOWREFFHIL 0.1 XU 3mg # 5-#£ T 0.001~1

ng/mL. 16 &% U 80mg $¢5-#£ T 0.5~300 ng/mL & L7z,

1.2.6 EYENRZHFAT

Quinidine % O~ verapamil O 3EMEhRE2) X5 X — 4T, WinNonlin 5.0.1 (Certara, Princeton, NJ)

ZREALTHREH L, FHOMEIE, Cray tmae AUCo1on AUCIH K TN ty & LTz, RIERZEHL

T IAR DERAMLIR 7 & RS2y 2 B BRI HBI U BRI 284 U 7o SR BB 2> O ELRR ] LH

KR ER () HFH LTz, tipl UL FOFREANSHEL LT,

AUC1p (THIEBTHEIZ LY | AUC 1 IIMIE BIRIE & BB ik 2t b, ER TRk

HERF AR D AT R EE 22 K CFID Z &I K 0 EERRRFR E CHMEF L TR LTz,

16



1.2.7 CYP3A4 24T LIeRERIEZ ERALT 5729 D in vitro RAEHEER

Quinidine X U verapamil ® CYP3A4 %4t L 7o (R DIRFE R /N 7 A — X Z i BT ST

V"% substrate depletion 75 ¥ A fE-> CRlffiL 7z, B hY =)k CYP3A4 BHII 7 1Y —4

(Corning Inc., Corning, NY) & /8 @ quinidine sulfate dehydrate (Sigma Chemical, St Louis, MO) & 7=

1% verapamil hydrochloride (FUJIFILM Wako Pure Chemical, Osaka, Japan)% 3.3 mmol/L MgCl, % &

e 100 mmol/L U e H U 7 KMEER@PEH 7.4 TA v F=2X— kL7, B hYareF b

CYP3A4 F 8l I 7 v ¥V — A X %2 72 2 B © quinidine(5-500 umol/L) ¥ 7= IX

verapamil(0.5-100 umol/L) & 37°C, 547 LA v Fa—T gL, 1.3 mmol/lL L7325 K9

nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate (NADPH) % {325 = & CThUGZ Btk L7z, SSBR%h

%, ROSBIAATE 2, 5. 10, 20, 40 0 RICSUSIEO—EB(0.05 mL)Z £k L, WEREEEME & L

C 300 umol/L dextromethorphan # & de 7 & b=k U /L LKW FCIRA L, Kb EEIEEE72, 7

HIRIL, 20,400xg, 4°C T5 4., =OmEEL, HIEZBRIL7Z, iS5 mmol/lL 2T &

= A(PH3.L)/T & R =k U L(70/30, viv). E721E. 0.1%E/ 7 k= b U L(60/40, viv) TAR

L. LC-MS/MS (Z T quinidine } O% verapamil & % % & & L7,

1.2.8 CYP3A4 241 L= RIS DOEERR /T A — & OfEMT

BULEY TH 2 quinidine 2 TF vepapamil O 5EER 7> 5 O depletion 13 E H(Kgep) Z w925 72

DI, B RBULE MO RNEFROT — 2 & —RIEERIZT7 4 v T 4 7 SER B L2, )
17



JEBARTEL T2 O @ IF R (T OE - 7o BB e TH R S HERF S 2 REIUE TEMMT OISR & L7z, In vitro

FEEBRTOMNBIEA 2 U T 7 > A(CLiy; mL/min/pmol CYP3A4) XL FORUZHE» THIH L7z,

Kgep X medium volume(0.5mL) )
CLiye = 2
int 10 pmol CYP3A4 &

CYP3A4 %41 L 7= fR# i D Michaelis £ (Kn)iE. FEERERFENZ Clin® T —#12, LLF
OREFHA LI 7 4 T 4 712K TEI LTz, 1 HMEOREHSE %7~ L7z quinidine (32X 3,

2 FAMEDH S & 7 L7 verapamil (3320 4 28 H L7,

V,
Chm=sf? A3
m

Vmax,l Vmax,z :Et 4

CLi . =
TS+ Ky S+ Ko

Z 2T, SUEMUNER T OIEE IR DYIIEE . Ve [T K depletion #E & L7z, MULTI 7’1

TAEBEHE ST, Kn kO Ve & /N ZFIEIC L B LT,

1.3 5%

131 BBREOE R

B quinidine B G-BEIZIX 7 44, verapamil £ G-BEICIL 8 4 ORBRE B FR S T, BBEZ
18



NI T, R DEENT 27 + 4 7%} O 26 + 3 f(mean = SD)., BMI |3 21.8 + 2.5 kg/m* & 1* 20.7 +

1.4 kg/m? (mean + SD) T - 7=,

1.3.2 B 5B 1FH) 72 quinidine D3P EhER

K GEIZBIT 5 quinidine % O 3 FEORF DKM BHRELAY /8T A — X % Table 1 12”7, i

/N D 100pg & B HFE, ) CTH 5 O-desmethyl quinidine o I 4E R EE 1T, E & FIRIEAR

ifi(<0.01 ng/mL) & 72 - 7= (Figure 1), % Ofth, quinidine & O 3 fi > =B 22 A o e oh K i fE

T ETORERE T, RERILAE R O8RS 12 FF#Z E THRIEATRETH ~ 7o, REETHEILL

72 Corax (. 100 pg % 5-BFCx LC 1, 10 2OV 100 mg #5-FEC, £ 1.34, 1.97 KT 2.99

%12 EH- L7=(Table 1), # 5 8 CTHAIL L7= AUCq.1o1%, 100 pg #5-HFIZ L 1, 10 K& O 100 mg

PEHRFC, 224 1.29,1.82 LN 256 5L 720 | G5 &KFAIIZ LA L7=(Table 1, Figure 3A),

ISV T, 3-hydroxy quinidine A O quinidine N-oxide D58 THRAIL L7z AUCq1 13,

100 pg # 5-HHT5F L 100 mg # 5-C, 21241 3.80 KON 3.24 {10 L5 L7z, —J7. O-desmethyl

quinidine D% 5 & T L7z AUCon it HTEERFMIIK T LT,

1.3.3 B EB&KFEH 72 verapamil DIRYERE

K H-BIZ BT % verapamil K& OV O norverapamil O 3K EIREFAY /8T X — % % Table 2

(\Z7~”¥, Verapamil & O norverapamil O MAEF AL 1L, 2T OMEE T, RAEERIMLE RO
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5 12 K[l £ TR RTRE T db o 7o (Figure 2), % 5- & THIMS L L7 ChraxlE. 100 pg #5-FRFITXF L

T3, 16 & Tr80 mg & GHRFT, £ L 1.02, 1.92 L 234 512 LA Lz, &GETHKILL

72 AUCq1o 0%, 100 pg #% 5-Bfi2xt L 3, 16 &80 mg &% 585 C, T 1.19, 1.83 X 2.30

fFLe v BEEKFRIC LS L7 (Table 2, Figure 3B), fE##(Z->v TiX, norverapamil ®

H & THIEAL L72 AUCop I3, 5 ERAFAIIC E5- L., 100 pug #5-FHlZ %t L 80 mg #¢ 57T 1.89

BoOERTH-TZ,

1.3.4 CYP3A4 24T LIeRERIEZ ERALT 5729 D in vitro RAEHEER

Quinidine & O* verapamil DARHEA 7 U T T > Ald, AT 4 U AR ICEKE L CRIRMME 2R

L 7= (Figure 4)., Quinidine O fX#HL 1 AL O T Z R L., Ko M Vo i, THh EF N

7.48 £ 1.03 pmol/L % TX 0.0344 + 0.0019 nmol/min/pmol CYP (mean = computer-calculated SD) T & -

72o —J5C. verapamil OfRHNT 2 FMEOREFAELE I, BBFMEY A SO Ko O Vi T,

0.726 + 0.274 umol/L & (*0.0208 + 0.0050 nmol/min/pmol CYP B FIPES A4 b D K X OV max VS

16.3 + 4.8 umol/L } TF 0.0483 + 0.0042 nmol/ min/pmol CYP T&h - 7=,

1.4 8

ARETIE, BIRIZIBWTHLE D CYP3A Z I L7 & O P-gp Z I L 7=l i o g fnil

R L, EOEEOIFEENBIE SN D Z & 2 ERET ~ < BARREBRZ EfE L7-, CYP3A Kk
20



O P-gp D5 DEE & 72 5 3@ quinidine & Y verapamil &, fEEEEL A B % b G B R 1
5L, HEKRFOZREDEE T A —2 OE& %2 Ff L7z, ZOf55%. quinidine & UF verapamil
DG ETHAE L7 AUCop1E, Wb G EEFMIC LA L, SEYERE O IERIEMED GO

LT,

1.4.1 FFigo CYP3A REfAFI A EEHY O i HiRE LRI RIETRHE

CYP3A [Z/NIBIZFEBL LS IN Z 4i 9~ 2 % B 2 e L RIRHS . AFIRPIC IER 102 < 38
BLL. IFRIELEEE I3 1 5 FE RS RIS & L ChERET 2., ZD7®, REFARER TR
D BT SR B RE O FERLEE S B8 1T B T CYP3A R o fafn oo 2 2 He%2 L 7=, £ 97, quinidine
B X O verapamil D ty, (ZFEEEDOHEINI b 59, —EDfEZ R~ L, Iigo CYP3AIZ X 514
FHERIZAM L TV W2 ERB X b, S5, MEMORKOELGETOIERIICSE X D
% A 0 O KIERE B TESDIEEE (Cuinmax) & LA FORDN B E L, invitro B 5HRHM L 72

CYP3A @ K fE & Hied 25 = & T, AFIEICE T 5 CYP3A U EUs o fafntEic W THEE L7z,

k, X F,F, x f, /Ry, X dose
Cu,in max — Cmax,u + 2 GaL Qi 2V

T, Coraxo (ZFEREETE DB R MBE PR IRIE | Ko I TRIGEETE R, FoF g 13 IH AL IR

HILE T ~A 7 DT ¢ f T EP R B IR S TERM 535 Ry (3 M — i 4% h A i E | dose
21



G, QuINTMITHEE %2 KT Crauld. AR TER L Crax & . ESNLTND f,DOfHE
[Quinidine:0.23*, Verapamil:0.1*]2> S5 H L7z, kuix, MHEIEA Y A7 Kb L CREd 5 2
EEBRLT, Bin EORKETH 2 HNAHELZZE L 6 i & UE LTz, F.Fgld., A
ZEDOR ARG R OEMENE AT A —F LHE SN TV D FHIRNE G RO ERE T A —
& 28 e B L7= (Quinidine: 0.404, Verapamil: 0.529), Qnid 20.7 mL/min/kg & L . (K& 134
B 5RO ¥R E & L 7=(Quinidine: 62.9 kg, Verapamil: 64.3 kg), RyiZ 1 ERELTZ, ZHbHOD
INT A =B Fffi o TR L7 Cyinmax!E. quinidine & O verapamil {Z-21>"C,2.00 A 00 0.661 umol/L
Tholz, ZNHIE, W in vitro EBRNSRD Bz CYP3A4 O K, THDH 748 K
0.726 umol/L X V&< | ATl CYP3A4 %4 L7-REHIZIFIFffI L CWenw b HEE S vz, 77
b, KEERRER CBLE SN EYEREOIERUEIEIT, BITTHEERIIGETR TD CYP3A 27T L

T AR L OV P-gp 2 L 7Bk OEIFZEIR T 5 Z & AR T,

1.5 /&

RETORBIT LY . CYPAP-gp JEE M5 LEWRIGE L O A AL K 9~ 5 R 3R
WyEhREMEE S AU7- quinidine & OY verapamil #887E L, b NERARFRBRIC CHEBRICIEYEIEN G
BARFANCIERIEME 2 R T 2 L 2 EAE LT, WML b Cuinmld. in vitro EERICE VG50
72 CYP3A D Kn L VIKETH D Z L0 b EMBEEO IR, EITHLE D CYPSA 2 L

TR R O P-gp 241 LBt ofafnc iR+ 5 & &2 bz,
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Figure 1 Dose-dependent pharmacokinetics of quinidine and its metabolites.

Plasma concentrations of (A) quinidine and its metabolites (B) 3-OH quinidine, (C) O-desmethyl
quinidine, and (D) quinidine N-oxide were measured after the oral administration of several doses of
quinidine (100 pg (squares), 1 mg (triangles), 10 mg (inverted triangles), 100 mg (diamonds); n = 7).

Each point represents a mean value £ SD.
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Figure 2 Dose-dependent pharmacokinetics of verapamil and its metabolite.
Plasma concentrations of (A) verapamil and (B) its metabolite (norverapamil) were measured after

the oral administration of several doses of verapamil (100 pg (squares), 3 mg (triangles), 16 mg
(inverted triangles), 80 mg (diamonds); n = 8). Each point represents a mean value = SD.
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Figure 3 Dose-normalized AUC,.ins for quinidine and verapamil.

The AUC.is for (a) quinidine and (b) verapamil, normalized by dose, were plotted. The filled circles
represent the dose-normalized AUC values for individual subjects, and the plots relating to a given
subject are connected with dotted lines. The horizontal lines at each column indicate the mean value

of the dose-normalized AUC for each dose.
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Figure 4 Saturation kinetics of the metabolic clearance of quinidine and verapamil by recombinant
human CYP3A4.

The concentration- dependence of the CYP3A4-mediated metabolism of (A) quinidine (5-500
pumol/L) and (B) verapamil (0.5-100 pumol/L) were determined using recombinant human CYP3A4
enzyme and are shown as Eadie—Hofstee plots. The solid lines represent the fitted lines based on Eqg.

3 (A) or Eqg. 4 (B). Each data point and bar represent a mean value = SD (n = 3).
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Table 1 Pharmacokinetic parameters of quinidine and its metabolites

(A) Quinidine

100 ng 1mg 10 mg 100 mg
C max (ng/mL) 0.0816 + 0.0138 1.09 + 0.33 16.1 + 5.0 244 + 46
e (hr) 3.4 + 05 2.5 + 1.0 2.0 + 05 1.3 + 0.5
AUC.1, (ng*hr/mL) 0614 + 0.074 7.73 + 1.81 113 + 26 1590 + 240
AUC (ng*hr/mL) 0.813 + 0.096 10.5 + 20 148 + 37 2080 + 360
tu (hr) 5.07 + 0.87 5.73 + 123 5.24 + 0.64 5.59 + 0.57
Cmax/DoSe (mL™*107°) 0.816 + 0.138 1.09 + 0.33 1.61 + 0.50 2.44 + 0.46
AUC, 1,/Dose (hr/mL*lO'G) 6.14 + 074 7.73 + 181 11.3 + 26 15.9 +24
AUC,«/Dose (hr/mL*10") 8.13 + 0.96 10.5 + 2.0 14.8 + 3.7 20.8 + 36
(B) 3-OH Quinidine

100 ng 1mg 10 mg 100 mg
Cmax (ng/mL) 0.0132 + 0.0089 0.172 + 0.036 2.58 + 074 63.9 + 193
tmax (hr) 6.4 + 21 3.9 + 11 1.9 + 11 1.0 + 07
AUC.1» (ng*hr/mL) 0.116 + 0.087 1.57 + 035 21.2 + 56 441 + 82
Cmax/DoSe (mL'*10°) 0.132 + 0.089 0.172 + 0.036 0.258 + 0.074 0.639 + 0.193
AUC, 1,/Dose (hr/mL*lO'G) 1.16 + 0.87 1.57 + 035 212 + 0.56 4.41 + 082




8¢

(C) O-desmethyl Quinidine

Table 1 (Continued)

100 ng 1mg 10 mg 100 mg
C max (ng/mL) ND 0.0976 + 0.0276 0.290 + 0.068 2.58 + 159
tmax (hr) ND 1.9 + 0.8 2.2 + 1.7 1.3 + 06
AUC,.1, (ng*hr/mL) ND 0.650 + 0.181 2.44 + 0.58 13.0 + 11.0
Cmax/Dose (mL**10°) ND 0.0976 + 0.0276 0.0290 + 0.0068 0.0258 + 0.0159
AUC, 1,/Dose (hr/mL*lO'e) ND 0.650 + 0.181 0.244 + 0.058 0.130 + 0.110
(D) Quinidine N-oxide

100 ug 1mg 10mg 100mg
Cmax (ng/mL) 0.116 + 0.034 3.68 + 1.29 30.3 * 125 394 + 97
tmax (hr) 2.3 + 1.1 2.1 + 0.6 1.7 + 04 1.2 + 0.5
AUC.1» (ng*hr/mL) 0.701 + 0.149 22.7 + 7.9 188 * 79 2270 + 500
Cmax/Dose (mL'l*lo'e) 1.16 + 034 3.68 + 1.29 3.03 * 1.25 3.94 + 0.97
AUC,,/Dose  (hr/mL*10®) 7.01 + 1.49 22.7 + 7.9 18.8 + 79 22.7 + 50
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(A) verapamil

Table 2 Pharmacokinetic parameters of verapamil and its metabolite

100 ng 3 mg 16 mg 80 mg
C max (ng/mL) 0.0338 + 0.0292 1.03 + 0.64 104 + 126 63.3 + 342
tmax (hr) 1.7 + 04 1.4 + 04 1.3 + 03 1.0 + 03
AUC.1» (ng*hr/mL) 0.132 + 0.087 4.54 + 248 38.1 + 413 236 + 131
AUC (ng*hr/mL) 0.139 + 0.090 4.95 + 2.68 40.8 + 439 256 + 143
t (hr) 248 + 0.35 3.29 + 0.38 3.04 + 022 3.21 + 031
Cmax/Dose (mL**10) 0.338 + 0.292 0.344 + 0.213 0.649 + 0.788 0.791 + 0428
AUC, 1,/Dose (hr/mL*lO'e) 1.32 + 0.87 1.51 + 0.83 2.38 + 258 2.95 + 164
AUC;/Dose  (hr/mL*10°) 1.39 + 0.90 1.65 + 0.89 2.55 + 274 3.20 + 1.79
(B) norverapamil

100 pg 3mg 16mg 80mg
Cmax (ng/mL) 0.0342 + 0.0162 1.29 + 0.39 9.96 + 4.70 67.2 + 174
tmax (hr) 2.9 + 1.3 3.4 + 07 1.9 + 1 1.3 + 07
AUC.1» (ng-hr/mL) 0.285 + 0.135 10.5 + 31 70.6 + 354 430 + 124
Cmax/Dose (mL'*10°) 0.342 + 0.162 0.430 + 0.130 0.622 + 0.294 0.840 + 0.218
AUC, 1,/Dose (hr/mL*lO'G) 2.85 + 1.35 351 + 103 4.42 + 221 5.38 + 155




2%

ACAT 5 /L% /= CYP3A/P-gp JLE i D

LB W R D IERIE M B3 2 & & T INE DO HEEE

21 HIY

Invivo TORHEESR/ N 7 AR — 2 —ORRIL, BRERAVICIL, invitro DIEMEZ in vivo DREA
FCTOFRBLE L in vitro EBRAR CTORBEDLEZHANWTAT—LT v 79252 & THIERRETH
Do LnLZadib, FEBITIE, CYP 2 LIFRH 2 V7 70X ®URF b T AR —2—(T
L HHE D AL W% ®4 ZE L7 in vitro-in vivo extrapolation D FRIICEHBWTIE, LITL
iE empirical scaling factor’ Z g% &4 5 Z L IC L > TI U O CTHHNEENSE SN D LT 5 AN
REZToN5, ZORRICE, AR08 1 FREHEDHER T A — % OFHEIC L
Bz 528 2. Mk oMt B B ATHET 5 Z L OR#EI RN E T b D, £ TRETIE,
INHOEE R L, BELET L EHWT, HILE TO CYP3A 240 L7723, P-gp 24 L7z
SRR A L T LB WIR & BRI PRI ATRE R ISR A ST 5 Z L A S LT, &

BHIT, FERIENE &2 7m 9 38 O LA WU BN RE o0 T IIME & BT L7,
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2.2 7k

2.2.1 HEHH

Felodipine, midazolam, triazolam, verapamil hydrochloride /3 FUJIFILM Wako Pure Chemical(Osaka.

Japan) & U i A L7z, Digoxin, quinidine sulfate dehydrate salt /% Sigma-Aldrich(St. Louis, MO)d& ¥

i A L 7=, Sildenafil citrate, talinolol, fexofenadine hydrochloride i3 Toronto Research Chemicals(North

York, Canada) & Y i A\ L7=, Celiprolol hydrochloride /& AvaChem Scientific(San Antonio, TX)d& ¥

A L7z, Indinavir, saquinavir mesylate {% U.S. Pharmacopeial Convention (Rockville, MD) & v [l

A L7, Recombinant human CYP3A4 } T} CYP3A5 supersomes (& Corning & Yl A L7, Human

intestine homogenate (& Biopredic International (Rennes, France) & ¥ i A L7z, Dulbecco’s modified

Eagle’s medium with 4500 mg/L glucose, nonessential amino acids. penicillin-streptomycin solution i

Thermo Fisher Scientific(Waltham, MA)X D BEA L7z,

/o

2.22 CYP3A T LT R EUG DR EFR /N T A —ZBAED 72D D in vitro RS EER

CYP3A4 % LTRSS DT85 A — &%, substrate depletion 7 ¥ % ff ~ TEFEH L 7=,
b hUzar b b CYP3A4 BEII 7 a vy —AaLKEHEY% 3.3 mmol/lL MgCl, & & ¢
100 mmol/L VU > & U 7 2EE R (pH 7.4)F1 T 37°C, 501 v F 2_X— k L7z, EEY DR

FEIX, £ 41, 0.03-10 mmol/L; felodipine, 0.05-5 mmol/L; midazolam, 0.03-30 mmol/L; sildenafil,

0.5-100 mmol/L; triazolam, 0.03-10 mmol/L; indinavir, 2-100 mmol/L; quinidine, 0.03-10 mmol/L;
31



saquinavir } % 0.5-50 mmol/L; verapamil & L7z, #&JREEAY 1.3 mmol/L & 72 %5 X 512 NADPH % %

(SIS 5 2 & TRISZBIA LTz, BOSBRARIER . RUGBIAAEE 05, 1. 2, 5. 10, 20 73RIC/X

JSED—EB(0.05 mL)ZEREL L, WEREME A~ G078 b= M) VLKW T TRA L, ]bE

S W7, NEREEHEY)E 1L, triazolam (felodipine & OF midazolam JIJ%E F). diazepam (sildenafil

H7E ). saquinavir (indinavir % f). dextromethorphan (verapamil X O quinidine 1l & H). indinavir

(saquinavir JfIE) & L7z, AW A, 20,400xg, 4°C T 5 43, @008 L., EiEZEE LT,

LC-MS/MS (2T EiETOLEEMEE 2 ER Lz, M2 T, 70 Y—A~DOIFRI S

DEBIZONWTHIE DEIC L VBRF Lz, SREEMIT, e MY a3 eF > b CYP3A4 B

s 1y — & 3.3 mmolil MgCl, % 272 100 mmol/L U » e U 7 2 4B @i(pH 7.4)+ T 37°C, 5

IYIA V% 2 — | L7, BSHE% 105,000xg, 4°C T 60 4Fis 40 LT, R &R L,

LC-MS/MS I C EiEF OB DEE 2 E&E L=, CYP3A4 %I L7=E D Michaelis &

BK)E. WEEEKRF CLgD T — 22N, UFORICKH LTI 4 v T 47952

IRV REH L, Clinld, 2271 Y—LHfOERETEHED 5 RIT L > THIIE LI A TEEE

WIPREE & FEIC U CREI LTz, 2 fRPE o fafn 238142 <7z verapamil 132 4, 2 Lish o 1 AHPEO

AR SN WE Y Ic OV I 3 2w L7,

v,
CLipe = S:“;‘(" X3
m

Vmax,l Vmax,z :Et 4
S+Kni1 S+Kpp,
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Z 2T, SUEIMUNER T OIEE IR DYIIEEE . Vmax [T K depletion #E & L7z, MULTI 71

TAEBEMHEST, KO Ve & /N ZFIEIC L 0 HH LT,

2.2.3 MRz

Caco-2 AlfiElE, IR KFERFEFREIKEZRIFICR I8y EhiE s E)HFED 51T 7=, Caco-2

Jiix, 10% fetal bovine serum, 1% nonessential amino acids, 100 U/mL penicillin 2 T} 100 mg/mL

streptomycin % & ¢ Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium % F T 5% COLIRED A > F =2 _X— X —

G 37°C IZTHE#E L7z, MIBIE. 80%FEEE ® confluency (233 5 ELAITIC 0.25% trypsin-EDTA (2

THIBEL ., 1:5 DR THINEZIT72 57, Caco-2 MBI A2 FHE - 5B 1%, %% L7- Caco-2

% 4x10%cells/insert T Corning 24-well Transwell plate (F¢ % 0.33 cm?, [EL£% 6.5 mm. Corning)iZ#%

FELU7z, Bl 2 ARNC 1\ OSERE THHIAHA L7z, Caco-2 AISITES & Zfikive 4% 2 & THIE

RIZHA v v 7 a2k L, apical {fl/basal 23 X5l X 7=t & 5 BB % % d

%, 21~25 HM¥E#E % O Caco-2 i Hi 15 2 i 15 FEBR (T L 72,

2.2.4 Caco-2 MIfR B EIEIZ & 5 P-gp 2N LIcEik DBER /ST A —F BEDT=H O in vitro

LpeSed A

Transwell F1 O£ 1% 10 mM HEPES % & #¢ Hanks’ balanced salt solution (HBSS. apical fl; pH6.5.
33



basal fil; pH7.4)IZ2#2 L, Caco-2 fifld HifgEi4 30 /7, 37°C TH LA v Fax—T 3 L,
Z D%, Millicell-ERS system (Millipore Co., Bedford, MA)z fii F L T, #% bR SHRHUE 2 & L
7z Caco-2 i @M D #% b & BAHRHUEAS 300 Qem’ & # 2 5 b D & Hik R L7z,
B K OV BE D I uE . celiprolol; 10-1000 pmol/L. digoxin; 0.3-30 pmol/L. fexofenadine;
1-300 pmol/L, talinolol; 3-1000 pmol/L. indinavir; 1-30 pmol/L. quinidine; 0.3-100 umol/L, saquinavir;
1-30 pmol/L & X verapamil; 0.3-100 pmol/L & L7z, FEEHM % & e HBSS(pH 6.5)% apical fill-~
025 mLiIN L., RISZEBRAA L7z, [FIRFIZ, P-gp PEFEHITd 5 verapamil Z 100 pmol/L DR T
apical AZERIN U 7= 560k &0 2 T Bkl X 2 ik & L7, 37°C T 30, 60 35 X TV 90 4r[H
A ¥ a—a %, basal I 5 0.1 mL O HIZERI L, EHIREERIE A OME L L, &
BHEELD B %12 HBSS(pH7.4) 0.1 mL % basal fl~¥sIN L Tl L7z ia 4 - 72, 3 e o 3Ky

JEEEIX LC-MSIMS Z 4 il L CHIE L7z, 50 D BEEE I EREL (P app cV/S) IR U L 0 B Lz,

dQ 1

P, =—X . 6
PP T 4t T A X C, &

Z 2T, dQ/dt (ZEEEEE (mol/min). A 1L TF ¥ —A ¥ — R DEEME(0.33 cm?). Col
apical MDY (umol/L) & K7™, P-gp &/ L7k OE R /ST A — 2 1%, RERIFINZR Papp
ORI L7z, FERE AT IRMIREERAED Ko i, BEHOLL P ISR T N O Tk ® % ff -

CTHEM L7z, Apical f12>% basal il ~DEGEE 27 V7 Z 2 APSpp)ld 7 K N8 TRIND, 1
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ST, RI~DT 4 v T 4 TI2EY, Pogp 2 LTk D Kz B L7z,

PS, X PS,

57
PS, + PS5 + PSp_g, A

PSpp =

PSAB = Papp,AB X A -':—E 8

PS3 |PS;1xCo-(PSy+PS2)XKy-Vimax 4/ {PS1XCo (P87 HPS) XK -V P +4PS X (PS5 +PS3) XK XCo |
PSae= 2(PS,+PS3)xCy

A9

Z Z°C, PSyiE apical I HHIIEAN~OZ LRI K A BEEIR 2 U T 7 v A PS,IEMAEN A
5 apical il ~DZEYERIC L DEFERZ VT 7 A PSIMIIEAN S basal {fl~D 3 BhikElz
L DMER 7 VT T v A PSpgp i LMIKAN A~ 5 apical Mll~? P-gp &40 L7 #iikic X 2 MgiE 7 Y
TIUATHY, ENEROEEITENT PS1=PS,=PS; L {7 L7z, B 5 O IR AT
IR PSpAp DT —HICHSE | Ky Vi BEOPS,O3FDNRTA—=H %7 4 v T 4 v I K0 E
tH L7z, Celiprolol., digoxin % O saquinavir I, & EEIKAFRI 72 PSap D EAFIMENBIZE K72 0> 72,

7 ITBUNT PSpgy=0 & L7z & & | PSpa Ll FORICHIELT % = L A TX B,

1
PSpp =5 X PS; 5 10

KITHED &, 100 pmol/L verapamil /F7E F D P-gp Z FHE L7254 F D PSpgld. ZEHLHLIC
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LEFHE® 7 VT T ADESTHD, TORDH, AMERBEINRro T bEW T

PSl:ZXPSABL:EL\ PSp_gp (Vmax/Km)%—:7/r ‘)5:4 VﬁL:iOT%m L/7L:O 7/]’ 75:/]’ \/?%I‘

H1X SAAMII version 1.2 (The Epsilon Group, Charlottesville, VA)? numerical mode % f# /i L C 31T

L7,

2.2.5 ZEWMLENT X B BT OEE AR S O R

Caco-2 Milia HiJE M5 2 I T Py Z2 Al L 72, S2BRU714IT [2.2.4 Caco-2 Al HLJE I & % P-gp

ZAT LTk DML RN T A — 2 TGO 7= O in vitro Sk J25R | (ZF0H L 72 HIEICHE -T2, In

vitro SEER TREAM L 72 Pap & & R/ TOD effective permeability (Pegr)~Z5#2 L "C ACAT model (Z i

FA L7z, GastroPlus (ZiZH 5Lt N TEREINTZ P T —F _X—Z{bEN7{LEW

(reference compounds) 73 %6k S 41TV %, Reference compounds @ H17> 5 R Z 4 atenolol,

cimetidine % OV ranitidine, HF£ @ metoprolol & TF propranolol, =i ketoprofen Jz OY

verapamil Z 3R L P & 3l L 72, Papp 36 Peg~AHT 5 J7141% [2.2.10 ACAT model (2 K 2 i

Mr 1 W29, 3 K ORI FE 1T felodipine; 1 pmol/L., midazolam; 1 umol/L, sildenafil; 1 pmol/L.

triazolam; 1 umol/L, atenolol; 100 umol/L. cimetidine; 100 umol/L, ketoprofen; 1 umol/L, metoprolol;

1 umol/L, propranolol; 1 pmol/L } OF ranitidine; 100 umol/L & L7z, P-gp ZEEHEMIZ OV TIL,

celiprolol; 10 umol/L, digoxin; 30 umol/L, fexofenadine; 1 umol/L, talinolol; 3 umol/L, indinavir; 1

pumol/L, quinidine; 1 umol/L &% OF saquinavir; 1 pmol/L & L. P-gp %#BH5E9 572912 100 pmol/L
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verapamil % apical llZIRIN L 72, 2 E O3 % 5T HBSS(pH6.5) % apical Ml AN L SO %

BEAE L7=, 37°C T 30, 60 BLN90 /flA v ¥ 2_X— g %, basal 2545 0.1 mL

FTOORMZ TR L, iR ERIE M OREE Uiz, 0B oW E 1T LC-MSIMS ] L

THIE L7z,

2.2.6 /N LRI IS B Z T FEB RO

/NG BRI B D & X #E4 21E Rapid Equilibrium Dialysis device (Thermo Fisher

Scientific Inc., Waltham, MA) & 7= 1% Equilibrium DIALYZER plate (Harvard Apparatus, Holliston, MA)

ZAEH U BT X 0 JE U7z, 3 K OSSR EE 13, & uZ 1, felodipine; 3 pmol/L,

midazolam; 50 umol/L. sildenafil; 10 umol/L. triazolam; 50 umol/L. celiprolol; 100 umol/L. digoxin;

100 pumol/L, fexofenadine; 100 pmol/L. talinolol; 100 pmol/L, indinavir; 10 umol/L. quinidine;

100 pmol/L. saquinavir; 10 pmol/L & O* verapamil; 100 pmol/L & L7=, ##¥% & T PBS(pH7.4) CHt

WL, 7. 4 RU21%DE MNEREY R — F 2RI L=, EWE2Eice MMBERET Y 32— A

W% OV PBS(pH7.4) % Z NVE VBT 7 L — MZE > b L, BB nIZIRFn L7223 5 37°C T4

A FaX—=F LT, A1 FaX—va s &T#H, B MNMEREYR— FRIRNE O PBS O

U725 30 uL OFEZ BRI L, NIRERKZZ 7 & b= MU/ 50 pL LRE L7z, BAEHIT,

20,400%g, 4°C T5 4yl OB L. FIEZ BRI L7, LC-MS/MS (2T LifH O 3EMIR I % & &

Uzo /MG ERHIRIC 31T 5 FERE BT W/ R (fe)lT Langmuir s HE NI TF O R 110025
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W, B AR R TOIEDPRIE T — & 2 ]I TESK B/ Kg 2 Excel 2007 TR L, FRAERZ 1

WM LT & & D CplCyDED DR LT,

Cb Bmax S
— = x dil 11
C. =K, il X

Z I T CFEAMATIEWIRE., CiTEAEMATEMIRE. Bl THEMARHZ Y OEA

~OIMOFEETA MR, K LRI, dil 1 EE b MBERE Sk — F ORRIEEE 2T,

2.2.7 YRR EE D FAM

Felodipine, midazolam, sildenafil citrate, digoxin, fexofenadine hydrochloride, indinavir, quinidine

sulfate, saquinavir } O* verapamil hydrochloride DOEMFEEEIZ 351 5 pH A7 % #F4f L 72, 0.1 mol/L

BEREE AT (PHA K T8 5), 0.1 mol/L U > kR (pHE, 7 K& U*8). glycine-NaOH #ZTEfif(pH9 Ko 1F

10) 2 FHEL L 72, pH DR 72 DIEERICED N2 BIIER L < 72 D ETOEEZRM L., 24 BER,

25°C TA v FaX—h Lz, £ rFaX—rg KTk, BEIKIE 20,400xg, 25°C T 5 4z

DEEL, BRI, 512, Lif% Millipore Millex-HA filter 0.45 ym T8 L7244,

LC-MSIMS IZ TAHIRT OHMIRIEZ ER LTz, FTo, A FaX—Ta UK THROIRERRD pH

% . pH meter (Shindengen, Tokyo, Japan) % L CHIE L7, 57225 pH OERET — 2 v |

GastroPlus (Simulations Plus, Inc., Lancaster, CA)IZ#HA3A 4172 “Solubility vs. pH Model version 6.1”

Zfifi 5 T pKa K U solubility factor (FERfERY ¥R FEIFERERER O DI L ER S ND)E 7

w7 4 7 L0 B Lz, Triazolam, celiprolol } O* talinolol & 412 41? pKa & U solubility factor
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. BE STV DR TS B L,

2.2.8 LC-MS/MS IZ & A iR E

SR EE OJIE 21, Quattro micro API tandem mass spectrometer equipped with an alliance 2695

separation module (Waters, Milford, MA), AB SCIEX QTRAP 5500 mass spectrometer (AB SCIEX,

Foster City, CA) equipped with a prominence liquid chromatograph (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan), AB

SCIEX API-4000 mass spectrometer (AB SCIEX) equipped with a Agilent 1100 series liquid

chromatograph (Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, CA)? 3 f£ LC-MS/MS v A7 A &{FH L 7=,

MS/MS Z3#7 13 electrospray ionization ;827 4 75— R TA A 4L L, MRMIZTA A & BHE L

72 LC K T* MRM D213 Table 3 127~ L7z, BRIUL 72iUBHE, S ESRMFOBEMHE CHEE., A

R L7, Atlantis T3 &7 7 A (2.1x50 mm, 5 pm; Waters) % #f¢ L 72 LC-MS/MS |2 10 pL Ok & 1

AU HIE Uiz, 4380 o3 B R E #6 PR 1%, 0.01~10 pmol/L (felodipine). 0.1~10 umol/L (sildenafil).

1~1000 nmol/L (celiprolol), 0.1~100 nmol/L (digoxin), 0.3~300 nmol/L (fexofenadine). 1~~300

nmol/L (talinolol), 0.003~10 umol/L (indinavir), 1~3000 nmol/L (quinidine, verapamil) & T 1~100

nmol/L (midazolam, triazolam, atenolol, cimetidine, ranitidine, metoprolol, propranolol, ketoprofen) & L

7=, BMEBROMBEZEIL, £TOHHT099 LY EVWVETH -7,
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229 BRIZBITHHLET A T ) 74 DHEH

2H 7 VT 7 A(CLlig). BZ V7T 7 2 A(CL) K OMMIK — M o 3835 B H (Rp) 1w SO s &
NTWAHERICHESEFHE LT, 228, Cl. IFZ7 V7T 7 A(CLp)I KV CL LM T3 I
ERED T VT U AER LMY RoTee N"AFTXATEV T 4 T XA Z7E)T 4 1H
BRI X HALE T XA T BV T 1 (FFg)ld. ENENLLTFORITHE-> THIM L, FHEMERE

Table4 |2 R L 7=,

_ AUCy, X Doseyy

= G 12
AUC;, X Dosep, A
Dose;y .

CL 13
Ot AUG;, X Ry, &

CLh = CLtOt - CLr :Et 14

CL
Fo=1-——2 315
Qn

Z 2T AUC 1T A h. L7z & & oo lfifEh AUC, AUC, I FFIRINER - L 7= & & o ifufE s AUC,
Dosey, I FiE H#¢ 5 L7z & & OFe b5, Dosey, (WIS LT & 0GR, CLy 32 VT 7
VAL FRVEFTRATEY T o, QuiFMmEE AR T, Quit. Y= VE YV ERE
255 mL/min/kg™ & L7z, — ., BEOWKEICLD L, 72 VRO EHEIC Qe 17 14

CERSHERZ LR TEBY ¥, 720y ro FaBEH+ 2KBIC1E Qi
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43.4 (=25.5x1.7) mL/min/kg & L7z, i ST D R RBR O K5 R h 5 FH L 7= FoF 413 observed

FaFg" L EFR L, Tabled 2k &7z, —J7, invitro HEFw/NT A —F Z#7+A A 72 ACAT model

MHEH L7 FoFgldpredicted FFy” & iE# Lz, ERIKBBROME TN T, HBRE OIRENG

HINTWARWGEE, (KEIX 70 kg E0E L CEE L7, Table 12 (Z/r L 7= celiprolol & T®

saquinavir @ dose-escalation #BR, I N triazolam O i PR FRBR 13 IR B D S 10 CTERANA FE O 4%

HERTuz 2983 F 7= celiprolol J X fexofenadine DERKRBRICIH VT, BHELMHFIIRHT

o7 % Table 4 O Table 12 127 L 72 D9~ T D ERKFRBR I TAE RS 1E T THHF 2R 0 % 5

STV,

2.2.10 ACAT model iz X 24T

MDD ENEZ B [E LT F.FfE % EEAICRHI§ 272012, ACAT E7/VIRHTIH Y 7

ko =7 ® GastroPlus version 9 z#{# H L 7=, ACAT model ™% & & L T, human physiologic fasted

model % T* Opt logD model % &R L 7=, F 7=, physiologic parameters (intestinal length, radius, pH,

transit time % UX regional distribution factors for CYP3A4 & Tf P-gp)i GastroPlus version 6.1 TEH &

ATV DR EAE & L 7= (Table 5), Table 4 & U* Table 12 (27~ L7z FFAREER Tl &0kl & L

THEHI. B 7 'AH, SERIMEH S TEH Y . controlled-release HFHIIEH TV 7=,

ZOTD, TRTOFANTEGEE L LTRG-Sz 2 & LUE L. ACAT model TOFHE T 2B

Zi%. #AI % immediate-release HUH| & FRE L7z, T X COREIHANZHOWT, & 5% 48 IFE £
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TOWMLENIEYENHE 2 3 L7-, GastroPlus 1235\ T, LSRN D& ZBBRIZLL FTORTE

EINTW3,

2nRL .
ka = Peff X ’n:R—ZL it 17

dM (j)absorbed
dt

Viax X SFymax X ESF;; X CL_ X f
Gut metabolism rate = Z Z max 7 7 Vmax ;'] et ™ HK19
— 5 Kl X SFgm X Cgpp X fue

Vi X SFil  x ESF,. X C
Gut influx rate = Z Z max 7 =~ Vmax W 7 Mlumen o 9
—~ & Ki, x SFi_+Cl

lumen

= Kag) X Vg) X (Ctumen = fu X Cjyent) 2 18

Kin X SFEE 4+ € X fue

ent

Vi X SFEf X ESF,. xC. xf
Gut efflux rate = Z Z Tex Vmax J - emt’ B K21
j i

Z 2T KT EE TR, Pepld & R/ T effective permeability, R IZ/MEOFIR % F
EE LT=RED A 73— b A v PO, LITNMEoRS, (131 FHORBMHEREE-
TR AR=Z =% RTINS, |12 ] FEONGa A=A PRI T,
AM apsorpea/dt 1EBIHEE . VTN 78— R A2 S DOFFE, Cymen (FIHLEEPET /8= F A
N OSEDPRSE . Congl T/ BRI = 2/ 8— |k X 2 b P OIRDIRLE | SFymax i Vinax (S HKF T2 2
=007 7 7 B —WIHME=1), SFnld KnllXd 2 27— v 77 7 7 & —(¥I#iiE=1), ESF
1% regional distribution factor (FFI DGIEEE £ 721X b T v AR —F —REBEOKTAMICE T D
FRXHFEBLIL), foeld/ MG BRI = o/ — b X > MCBIT D IERE AT 4 £, SF L

KOV influx & 721 efflux OBt fE RO FIHAIAENLTI Y | observed F,Fq & predicted F,F
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DRBEZAIEST 27207 4 v T 4 VI X o Tl T 2720 L2, B SO Pyl 15
BRETRIER I L0 (EFIREBICEIT DI EEENENS DY O IEELZRTETHZ EICLY
FEMEINTEY ., GastroPlus (I2H 5N UHFDENT —Z X— 2L X TW5E, KL TIT

GastroPlus (ZFLAAEN TVDLLF DR O %5 T Py 2B PegrlT A L T2,

P = 10[A+Bxlog(Papp)] 3 22

T 2T, PelIx10emis, Py iIx10%cmis OHAL THRILES D, A KB IXMRETH Y | Ak
L 7= reference compounds O P, lZxf LTT o v 7 o« &7 LTcHER, £ £4-0.162 KT 0.6447
BHENTZ, 74T 47 LImAROBORELZEA LR 21 2~ T, REEYD Papp

75_’ Peﬁb\:w*ﬁ L/7L:o

2.2.11 CYP3A5 At L 7= REF DR

GastroPlus D ¥R E CTid, /M5 ERILD CYP3AS ORBINEZE SN TR, £Z T, i
LOFERICHSE, CYP3AS ORBIZFRE LIz, Lin bOWE M kb L, EtEYF— i
@ CYP3A4 KO 3A5 #Hl&E (X, CYP3AS*1/*1 #ifr# T 17.2 XU 14.0 pmol/mg protein,
CYP3A5*1/*3 4B # C 2.4 K% X 3.6 pmol/mg protein, CYP3A5*3/*3 #i ik # < 18.2 & T¥ 0.5 pmol/mg

protein T - 7=, CYP3A5 O 7 L /LHiE% Caucasian OEBAEEE S0 EH 42 &,
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CYP3A5*1/*1, CYP3A5*1/*3 } () CYP3AS*3/*3 DHEEE L, TN Eh, 1, 14 KN 8% Th - 7=,
% genotype @ CYP3A4 JTr 3A5 SEBI &8 & 7 LVBEEEN S | LU F DR A - T CYP3A4 K 1) 3A5

DB EL R LT,

Mean enzyme expression level = Z(enzyme expression level! x frequency!) = 23

1

Z 2T, iiXiFEHD genotype R TEAFL T A KT, A HFE L7z CYP3A4 K TN 3A5 D
Y5 BL 81T 16.0 & O 1.07 pmol/mg protein T -7z, HH L7 PRI EITZERARE Y R — T
FSETH D03, CYP3AS (IZDOWWTIL, FBEDOWMNZEICBET D2HERDFEL RN &b,
CYP3A4 JTf CYP3AS DFETLLLRNETO/NMGINL THE LW EE, TROBLRILLRR I
TOHNLT CYP3A4: CYP3A5=16.0:1.07 & LT, GastroPlus (Z CYP3A5 ODRBlIEAZHE LT-, £
72, CYP3AIZBbD DA —V v 777 7 #—%, CYP3A4 KN 3A5 Ol 2@ T HfEE L LT

FE Lz,

2.2.12 SFcypaa B O SFp.gp DB
fiEHT D A - T 7 ¥ —% Figure 5 (278 L 7=, GastroPlus (2 7A £ 1172 ACAT model % {3 1 L T,
X 19 KON 21 12T CYP3A Z4 Lo R O P-gp 41 L7clmk B3 2 /w07 V7 7

VAEBEM LT, 728, fexofenadine <° celiprolol X O talinolol % & de— R B HEWTH X /NI5 D HR
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ViAFx b T 2 AR—H —IZ K 0 IELEE D SN R ~REEN R S D 2 L AR I

TN D 0N B IRERBR D F BAEAFIE DO RMFHI B W TH Y AR b T > RN — Z — D FPE 2w

D53 IR TERANT B AR DN > T T 8O R TR Y JAT: b T AR —H — 24 LTz fikim e

WERRE L2 o7z, £72, invivo I2381F 5 CYP3A KT P-gp @ Ky, in vitro SE6k (2 CTFEAM L 7=

Kn&Z L WERE LT, GastroPlus T CYP3A4 @ ESF i3, /MR TOMIFEEDIFRICE S X

BEINTWD, —J7, P-gp D ESF 1%, /METOMIRIEEDFE R 72\ T2, /IS EBALH

DFTEI 2 R BB ITR B R Z TSR E SN TN D 0 M BB B IEOMARES N TN,

ZZT, THREORWET VEEET S LT, @7 CYP3A @ SFyma (SFcyesa) % OF P-gp @

SFvmax (SFpgp) & X ET D Z ENEETH D L& X7, SF I invitro DFEBRT — ¥ Z#AALTEE

TN EDSFOEN ST OIEM L in vivo THEEET 200 D HEALH 7= 0 OIEM: % i E3 2485

LEZDHILNTED, OO0, SFeypsal Y SFpglEZHLZHL CYP3A K T8 P-gp JEHA) =

LICEAT B /3T A= TiE <, TXTD CYP3A KU P-gp HEIZIHET H/T A—2 L L

TREINDRETHD, £ T, EHD CYP3A KT P-gp EIEMOFRIZESE, H—0

SFevpaa XY SFpgp & [ARE 7 o v 7 4 I KD Il b d 2 Z & & Lz, S i v 2 B3

Y)ix, CYP3A OERAIE'E & L C felodipine, midazolam, sildenafil & O triazolam, P-gp iR

HIEE & L T celiprolol. digoxin, fexofenadine % Ut talinolol, CYP3A/P-gp @ dual 2% & L T indinavir,

quinidine, saquinavir X% O" verapamil D &5t 12 FE A RIN L 72, T X TORLEIEY DT A —H

BT IVTHLASAT, T O predicted F g% 5 L7z, BRRFBR. 13 54172 observed FaFg
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& predicted F.FqDERED R &/ S <725 K D1T. SFeypsa U SFpgp % 97T D IEE M2 S
EFET 4 v T 4 71K Faiifh LTz, Fai{bikA 13 GastroPlus @ optimization module % {5

L7z, fifbo BRIBIE(OR)IZLL F o TER SN D,

OF = W x Z [(predicted F,F; — observed FaFg)Z] = 24

ZZ T WITHEAZ R L, Uobserved F,Fy & i% i L 7o, feii{bEt FIZILATRE 72 FR ¥ observed F,F,
DRI E T & B R DN LG EHHO T — % D% L7-(Table 4), Predicted F,Fq® T
AT ARKONEE X, LLUFIZ7R L7z average fold error (afe) & OF root mean squared error (rmse)iZ &

> TR L7z %%,

le logpredicted FaFg
afe = 10" observed FyFg ft 25

1
rmse = \]H X Z [(predicted F,Fg — observed FaFg)z] A 26

T nET A HEERLTCEY, I TIEEBELFREICHW =2 To observed FoFqDHL,

Thhbb 14 & LT,
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2.2.13 CYP3A KU P-gp DFEBIN FF Il 52 5EEBDY I 2l —Va v

CYP3A KT P-gp DEEIN FFgll 52 2582 K81 572012, fdft L7z SFeypaa X}

SFp.g &l L7 GastroPlus DET N ZEZM- Ty Ialb—varaF iill, ¥YIalb—av

DX, quinidine D /3T A — X & FEHEICFRTE LT, WELSEM /T A — 4 ] O enterocyte T

JEAG AT S 5 31X quinidine & [AIfE & L7z, Pagptd 1~30x10°° cmis O#Gi[H TR & L7z, CYP3A4

A LTEREH D Ky KOV pax b 100 pmol/L( [ &) K O 100~100000 pL/min/pmol P450 D #i[H &

L77o P-gp AT L7205 D K KO Va1, 100 pmol/L([E &) K& OF 100~10000 pL/min/10° cells @

WL Lim, P-gp ZEEAT P RORH 2 U T T o A (VoK) 2 AL S W72 & % | O

CYP3AIXEER T Popp LML Y U T T 2 AVl Kin) & 2L S 72 & & o predicted F,F, % 5 H

L7,

23FER

2.3.1 FaFg [ED EEMTFHNCHW S /37 2 —Z DINE

PH 1K A7 HY 7R Vs A BE D I E % F U Figure 6 (2, S ARE M OB b 7R /N T A — % X Table 6 (2

=¥, Reference compound 0 Py lE Table 7 125, Pap S OV LR th 0 JERE S5y 1%

Table 8 (27", K EEFM D Peyld Caco-2 ML CTREAM L 72 Pap 2 DEHI L72, CYP3A SEHEY

@ Eadie-Hofstee plots | Figure 7 12 P-gp J/E 4 DY FEAKAFAY 7R Py 2 IE L 7278 K13 Figure 8

(T, TRHDOERT—Z SR L2 CYP3A4 4t L7- U KO P-gp &1 L 7= ifidk 03
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N T A —F T Table 91T, T_XTD CYP3A LG IM I AT S E R L, AREE

H7 VT 7 AT bIEV quinidine @ 4.23 uL/min/pmol P450 & i b &\ felodipine @

211 uL/min/pmol P450 & D THJ 50 5 DZEM & - 7=, Tachibana % Caco-2 i TREAM L 7=

IRAFIZR Poy7 — 4 (IS % | MIRIPNIERE AT SEHED P-gp 24 LIZBRRED MR/ < T A —

BT HHEEZRELTWD P, ZOHEEZHWT Pgp 20 LT2E@ED Kok Vi &2 &

i L7-, Efflux clearance I%#x & &\ > verapamil @ 1.18 uL/min/10° cells & #% & &\ saquinavir @

63.6 uL/min/10° cells & DFITHI 50 (EDFEN I - 7=, fiE- T, ABFZE TR L7~ CYP3A X% P-gp

OFARAFEE . I ONZ CYP3A/P-gp @ dual FE DR K OBEH S OEA 27 V7 7 v A%, A

w72 R L7z, CYP3A4 & CYP3AS C O CTREIEAZ V) T T v A&k L7=#E R % Table

0 {27~ 7, Midazolam @ CYP3A5/CYP3A4 metabolic clearance ratio 135 & & < 1.86,—J7. quinidine

THHw B 0.299 THh o7, /MMBIZEIT 5 ) CYP3A4 &%, ) CYP3AS FHm L v

108 fFEWEEZ BN Z EnD., /NMEICEBIT S CYP3AS 41 LD % 513 CYP3A4 (2t

~hEnwE PRI,

2.3.2 Observed & U predicted FoF DTEHEZ FHBH T 5 SFcyvpaa X O SFp.gp DEIEAL

Observed % O predicted F,F, D B4R % Figure 9 12759, /M TD CYP3A Z 41 L 7 & OY P-gp

%j[\bj‘; UL%%FE'L/;IIJ\&%(SFCYWA 0. SFpgp )\ ik/\/}:@% ;iq:bjo) prEdlctEd F Fgéi

observed F,Fq& —E89, RGN & 72 572, SFeypaa X Y SFpg & ficilifb L7z & &, 12 JLETIE
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WD HH 8 O predicted F,Fgi%, observed F,Fq® 1.5 f5O#FANICHIE V. BAFIZ THIATEE

SFARET HZ LM TE, ZDLE, SFoypaal U SFpgld, EALE4 0.0740 K TF 0.00651 &

B Iz, /I TO CYP3A KUNP-gp DEEZ VI o2 L— a UKD LIRS % Table

112779, CYP3A 2/ L7 KON P-gp 241 LTk D Z N E s>\ T i l L 72 SFeypsa

))—I(U SFp.gp %fﬁﬁﬁ‘j_ 5 (SFCYPSA:O-O74O &U\ SFp_gp:0.00651)\ X!j: SF %%E L fcfl/ \(SFCYPSA:O ))—Il

WY SFp.gp=0) 5 1 % #HL 7 & & 7= simulation |~1V O A 4 Ff4 & L7z, Simulation I

(SFCYP3A=OO740, SFp_gp=0)&U simulation 111 (SFcypgA:O, SFpgp:00065l)Tai\ EFNEN P-gp %g

J Y CYP3A JEE o predicted F,Fq i KEFAT < 4172, Simulation | (SFcyp3a=0.0740, SFp.4,=0.00651)

Tl afe K rmse DIEA R /NS < 12 FOIEE M 2RIV T, predicted FoFgld RAF72 T

PPtz LTz,

2.3.3 CYP3A/P-gp ZE FM DIHE RIGRRE TOIEHRMED T

BEL-TETNAVEAWT 12 BOEEERY OBELE RT3 Rt 2Rt Lz, TV

M HEH L7 predicted FoFg® ratio(Fe i G- 8125t 3 5 5K G- & TO )R UL T % observed

AUC/dose DLt % Table 12 (2779, Triazolam, celiprolol, digoxin, fexofenadine % UF indinavir @

predicted FoF o (XK $ 5- R DOHiPHCT—E Th V) HRIE R IHLE WINENRE 2 7~ L 72, — /7, felodipine,

midazolam, sildenafil, talinolol. quinidine X% O verapamil @ predicted F,Fqi3#% G- &K FRIIZHIN

L. FERIE T LB I BN iE 2 /R L7z, F 72, saquinavir @ predicted FoFgld, 5 EO ML
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WK T L7,

24 E%

AREETIL, B D CYP3AIP-gp FEE HWIZ ST, invitro EBRNSE O N - EFEEE R/ ST A

— TS E L in vivo EERIGEFETO CYP3A 2/ L7 K O P-gp 241 L 7=l il e &

FLIRIA A TE FoFofED FRIE 7 L OREEE AR, 12 FED CYP3AP-gp FAEHM BMKIZ OV T, B

BFICTRIATREZR SFs Z X ET 5 Z & ITAEh LT,

2.4.1 LB TD CYP3AS A L= ARE B8

WAL TD CYP3AS %41 L7 OB LTI 5 7-9I2, CYP3AS 4 L7t # %8 L7

WET L& HWT, [FREDHIET SFoypaa X Y SFp.g DIRIHAL 21T 5 72, CYP3A4 K Ut CYP3A5

W7 OIRHHE TR 2 % 8 L CRGB{L L7z SFeypsa & OY SFp.gpld 0.0740 F U 0.00651 Cdb o 7= DI

LT, CYP3A5 ZJr L7=RHNEfEZ ZJE L7 & &, SFeypsa X TY SFpgpld 0.0811 KT 0.00643

Tholr, o T KLLMD SFIZKEXARBWVTRD N2 006 HLE ToD CYP3A5

2 LI OFS SN BB N, T2, BIKHZEZEET 5L CYP3AS*1/*1

DERAE TIETFIEIZIEAS FFME T2 2 L 8B 2 515, CYP3AS*L/*L OIREED F,F,

I ab— b5 LM, kb CYP3AS/CYP3A4 EHEM: LR D&V midazolam T

BRDOK 18%{K T L7z, CYP3A5/CYP3A4 NG LD @V MEA W DA, BRI ZEN K E <
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AT EIWITEENRELRD,

2.4.2 ACAT model IZ & B F,Fy FPHIET L DOEE

IR LD BEIB OB BB L FFg B Lo L &, 13L& A EOIEEIEY O predicted

Fold. observed F,Fq & —Brtd" 100%ICHTV M & 72 o 7= (Figure 9A), = OfERIL, EIEM O

SEWERIC X ABESERILRF CTHDH 2 &, F7o, in vivo DIELEWIGEFRIZIBWT P-gp 240 L

T2 Wk B O CYP3A %A LIRS AREIZ % 5 LT D Z & &R T 5, SFeypaa & Y SFp.gp % [l

RRlZ il Lo & & 138 A EDIESEY O predicted F,Fqid observed FoFglZiTV Ml A H i,

12FEDHH 8 HE T 15 RELUNOMEE L 2vR &3 T x O T 7o —F 1 THLE IR % Lhiry B

U E B 72 il FIRE 2R I TH D L F 2 iz, 7272 L. indinavir ® predicted F,F4(11.3%)

I3 observed F,Fq(100%) & Fri L Catsi/ Nl 9~ 5 5 5% & 72 - 7= (Figure 9B), Simulation IV, 3724

HZEIEHIC & D EEFEEMED 72 8 L TR L7 & & indinavir @ predicted F,Fyi% 30.7% CT&

Y (Table 11), CYP3A Z 4 L 7oA K O P-gp A1 L /- ik 2 B 3" & & observed F,Fgll kb~

BVMEZ R L=, ZORKZERT L ACAT model IZBWTHLEE L= S— KA

TR L= 0EI4 % Table 13 (27797, Indinavir & O saquinavir % [ < &£ COREE ML, #&

1% 48 BFEIPNIC 2 TR EEN TR L Cuz, 272, indinavir O predicted FoFg 73/ aF

i SN mEDOOE D E LT, IMEEEREANTO indinavir OFEEEDFHIARE LT Z &35

A Dbl b b OELEBRE 2B L 72 N LB 361T 2E M O IRE 2@ L 7= PBPK €7
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IV EAE S T Foe TR 5 HIES A STV D ™ Ml k- JE A 0 H - Ik & 81 L 7= fasted
state—simulated intestinal fluid (FaSSIF, pH6.5) % U\ fed state—simulated intestinal fluid (FeSSIF, pH5.0)
F1o> indinavir OFFREE Y, ZEH 0.048 KO 14 mg/mL LS TWD T AR T, R
72 % pH OFEEHE T OFMEZHE L TE Y . S ANLIBKD pH S&AFIZIT W E R T O indinavir
DO IL, pH6.1 X TN5.1 T, £ £+ 0.035 LT 0.18 mg/mL T - 7=, FaSSIF H ORI 1L
FEEHE T L AR T o 7= —TJ7, FeSSIF H1 DR L I TREEHE P~k 8 5@ Ar> 7, Indinavir
7 observed F,Fqd 5 HIZHH L7 ERKRRER P13 &G CTREIN TR Y | KET VT
FaSSIF "1 OV iR 238 1 L T predicted FoF 25 L7z & LT Hi/NHliiZdE S v &2
DAV RIS TR DS pH I C 8 5 R & W ERRE L7z & & | indinavir @ predicted F,F4i3 53.0%
LR EN T, Indinavir & [FERICAREERENED saquinavir (2-DUNT, FeSSIF(pH6.5) 1 DFEfiEE 1X
0.456 mg/mL L &5 S TH Y . pHE.9 OFEMTK T OVRREE 0.239 mg/mL (2t~ 2 {5 & 2>
7z. Indinavir & [RI4RIZ saquinavir DR S pH 2T 2 5 R & W EE L7z & & | saquinavir O
predicted FoFyiX 6.31% & Hif 417z, L7223 > T, N LAGIR T OV 2 )GE L 7= & & | indinavir
o predicted F,FqiZ observed F,Fglii-5< K9 IZm <A 4L, saquinavir @ predicted FoFglid
observed F,FglZit< . IKED E F ThH o7z, GastroPlus (Z IZIHLEE I CTOBMEIZ 5 % 2 B
BRIV DORELY I 2 b— M OMERDPHAENTVD  AETHELZET L TIEIO
MERIIERA L0720 7228 IR R B L 0% % 58 L 7= & & o indinavir @ predicted F,F,

1E3B 1%L FHM I, Lo T AR IE M OV TR I B L ORE B &
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T5HZELICRY F Ry PRIOSCERHIRF S 10225, TELE N O Iy BRiR EECRRHER I & 5 K

AMEREZRIT DNTA—H 2 EDLIICHRET DI LR LV EYTH DI S bR LT

INWEEEE 2 %, Indinavir & FR< 11 O EEHEY) T SFeypaa & O SFpgp & eIl {L L 72 & & SFeypaa

B O SFpgp I Z 41241 00781 K O 0.00682 & HfH &4, & CoREEIY Theiifb L7z

SF(SFcypsa=0.0778 } UF SFp.g,=0.00651) & K & 7p 7L 72 o7z, L7223 T, indinavir @ predicted

FaF oI/ NI & AL72 28 R SR SM & N =B 7 1 5 4 > 712 X B SFoypan R U8 SFp.gp

DIEEACFHEICRBW T, indinavir NEIM TR EREEBL 52 52 L3 noiz,

2.4.3 CYP3A/P-gp EEE Y DIELERIPLERIZEIT B CYP3A RV P-gp DHHXIH %5

Bl L7z SFeypaa X QY SFpgp A LI ET L &S T, I 2 b—ra VKD EELD

HALEWIGEFRR 31T D CYP3A J OY P-gp DA 72 BEIZ DWW CTRFT L 7= (Table 11), CYP3A

DI E & L CEERE L7242 F(Simulation 1)l 351 T, verapamil @ predicted F,Fqi%. Simulation

| LRI%OEAR LI, —J7. P-gp DA% ERE L CEHE L7544 T (Simulation 11)IZ3\ T,

verapamil O predicted F.Fgi%, observed F,Fq X V) mifii~> 7 h L7z, ZOfRIE, verapamil DH

LB I OMHFNZIE, P-gp £V & EIZ CYPSA BaAFH- LT\ 5 Z & AR S 7z, —J7, quinidine

@ predicted F,Fqi%. Simulation Il & O Il D24 T observed F,Fg & 0 S~ 7 L7z, 2D

FER S quinidine OTELE WL OINHN 1L, CYP3A O P-gp Ol N5 25 Z L AURE S

N7z, % 1% TR L7z verapamil & O quinidine D& ER T, M3 D AUC/dose [T ¥ 5
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RTFRIZHEIN L, B RE O IERIEMEN TR vz, A Chamib L7z SF %> T quinidine

Je O verapamil D 5 B A7) 72 F,Fg O AT 2 2 X 2 L— a3 v LTz % Figure 101278 L7z,

ZOFER, Bt L7 SF 2 W2 Z & T, quinidine & O verapamil O# 5 &IZIKIF LTz FoFg %

M BAFIC TS5 Z 8 T& 7=, A L < CYP3A/P-gp @ dual J&E @ saquinavir (%, Simulation

111 & & & predicted FoFg i3 Simulation | & [R5 O 2 7~ L 72 —J5 ¢, Simulation 11 ® & = {3 observed

FaFg &0 b PRI 2 0 EfiE~ & 7 b Lz, ZoORERIE, saquinavir OFFLE RIMHIZ IS

WTEIZ Pgp WEET D2 EERIEBLTWD, Saquinavir @ CYP3A 1% 9 % Ky lXEEAY/ N &

VN 0.395 pmol/L) = & B BFRER 5 EIZH W TiE, CYP3A 24 LB fafn L T\ 5 & & %

BTz, —77. indinavir @ observed F,Fyl% 100%CH v, WHLEWRIROMEHNIZF T CYP3A K&

O P-gp DHEHITRVWEHEESINEZN, I 2b—2 g T Pgp DEERHLTNITHBIL,

CYP3A # N LTAREHTIZ L A EFHE L TWAWEEZE 2 Bivl-, A0 k% F THEER

72T MZE Y L ERIGETE TO CYP3A XU P-gp ORI HS 2 EEMIZRT Z &N

"EEL e o7,

2.4.4 CYP3A/IP-gp ZE I DIHE RIGERE TOIEHRMED T

Bl L7 SFovpsa R SFp.gy &l L7270 20 5 T LB RIGETR TOIRIE 2 1R

& L7-(Table 12), Felodipine, midazolam, sildenafil, celiprolol, talinolol, indinavir, quinidine & T*

verapamil I XEFR#E G- &2V C, &5 &IKTFAUIZ AUC/Dose 2T 5 IR E R 2 &2
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Wi ST G DRAM 2 =T RIFRIC B W T RIS S o 72 ik S 47 P-gp, CYP3A @ SF

w AT LTz ACAT ETMIZ LY, BEEIKGFAR FFDOEHZ Y I 2 L—a TR RDT7

& = A, felodipine, midazolam, sildenafil, talinolol, quinidine X O verapamil 122>\ ClE, #5-&iK

17175 predicted FoF DHIINAEIZE S 4u, BIK TEIZE S 4172 AUC/dose ratio (23T MBS B A7z,

—7J77C, indinavir @ predicted F,Fql3. &5 &KARRIEMNAZ RS 2772, Table 6 IR L7

Simulation | & 111 & O I#EETIE, predicted F,Fg DZLATRD B2 o8, LA O CYP3A IX

400 mg ¥ GHFIZEAFI L TV D EHEZRR SN2, 20 Z LI, indinavir @ Cy g max (X 400 mg 4% 55

(2 17.5 pmol/L & B H &4, CYP3A4 @ K, (0.0761 pmol/L) L W W2 & L HAE L TW5D, o

T, INETOFRICHE L RERIZ P, BERRBR CTHZ S 72 indinavir D RNEIRE D FERR I

(PR o faFIC K45 & & 2 Bz, Celiprolol (XFEE #5823\ CHEYEIRE N IERE

PEZRTITHE 0D BT predicted FFgldf& G- &IC K 6T —EDfEL R L7z, Celiprolol i%, /)

BT DHEH T VAR —F —P-gp DA 5T, WY IAH b T AR —H —0ATP2B1 D

BLu75 ", Caco-2 Al HLE I 2 IV - R AR R 25 SE BRI\ T celiprolol @ apical 2> 5

basal I~ S 415 & & 0 Py (KL ITAR P72 T 0 SR OBIEET 27 S 22 72,

Caco-2 Ml IX OATP2BL W HEHL L TWA Z ENHE SN TR Y 7, B AL} OHEH o i J7 17)

W2 < b7 AR —2 =4I celiprolol ORHIIZEIEIZTFE L TW D AR B 2 bhvd, L

L. T VT ORER, HALE RN OIS 03, KNEIREOIERIEIE 2Bl T & 7

mole, ZOFMBREBIZOWTIIRHTHY | SRR DIEMIBIEZ LA L 5 5 EERE < D
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FENT S 72 B B Z T D, ROEE Liz& & D AUC(AUC,)IE, F KT Cligll &> Tik

ET D, Lizd-> T, CYP3A/P-gp DEIFINC L > THIEE Z ID FFgDZE®EIT AUC,

(IR END, €T, Wi S TODRAKRRER) 15 54172 AUC,/Dose DEEIL L | 3 =

L= a UipbGbhic FFgOEBI 2 i 2 2 & THLE RILEEE TOIEFIZEIRE D T

Pz B LT, 72720, AUCLI3/NEIZHELd % CYP3A D472 63T CYP3A Dfiafnt X

ML D7, KO CYP3A D2 fTHE L Lz, Saquinavir IXERREE G- 2O T, #

5 BARAFAIIC AUC o/Dose 233 2 5 10 OIERIE B RE 2 /R LTz, & X = L—3 3 OfR,

saquinavir @ predicted F,Fq i3 &K FAITHT L, EHKD AUC/dose ratio |20V MEZF B L7z,

Saquinavir ® # 5-5 400~600 mg (235N T Cyin max X UK CyenttE K cypsas £ D & < (Table 6A K&

O Table 12), [l OVIMED CYP3A Z 4 L7I-REHIfafn L TWiz &2 b, Mx T, €7

JUTTEH UMb S N OERIE 1X 0.44 mg/mL & AR 728 T LS R IGEFR (2 30\ C IR

HWERD T ENRBEND, LA - T, saquinavir O FERRIE S BRI X CHhEFE O, Mk

BENICB T DIAMREFI O 5 O ERNEE S 2 EHER AN = AL E->TEL DD EE X

b5, Triazolam, digoxin K& OY fexofenadine 1%, KRG EIZBW CRIE DR EIEL R LT

(Table 12), Z 415 DIE D predicted FaFlZITHIEMED R B4, EEKO AUC/dose ratio |23V MVl
g

BHFHITZ, 165 T, %< O CYP3AIP-gp FEE HMIZ ST, LB WIIGETE O FERIAE O F

Z BAFICTRIRTRE/R 2 VR ST,
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2.45 CYP3A K UP-gp DEFIN F Rl 5 X HEEBEHOLNTTHOHDYIab—va vy

Quinidine # E7 M LB L L. Pap. FRE#Z VT 7 0 A (Vo Ki) XK OHiIE 7 V7 T 2 A

(Vmax/Km) % 3% E#PA CE(L S W72 & X1 predicted F.Fy % B H L7/ R % Figure 11 (2”7,

Quinidine (X, CYP3A KX P-gp Wi DB CTHHZ &, @7 VT 7 AR OET VT T

APKREZEDOHBFT TRV 12 FE IR o F Tl B 72 E ThHhHZEND, B Ia—

arTCHELTLET EEMITEIR L., v Iab—va UIZBWTUL, Py, 27 VT

FUAKROEE S VT 7 A%, BETCHWE 12 BEHRY o ERE 2 N —F 2 fEE2RE L

Too Pap MO 7 V7 7 o ZAOBGNS, Rt VT 7 0 AR KRE KR DITOI FFgDIER T

P BT (Figure 11A), —J57, fREf27 U 7 Z > A3 10 uL/min/pmol P450 A DK & X (280

AL Th FFgl3 B b L oie, L7zid o T.CYP3AZ N L7227 U 7 7 v AD KNI F,F,

(R DHBIRE N LR ghole, — T, BEEBIEDN FFlH 2 2HBIIRENTH D

EEZ LN, 7, Pgp DEBEBET U I alb—Ya v ETole b 2 A, Pay L DiIRE

7 UT;VXODB'Q{/%L:%l/\T\ P'gp %—fjl\bfu. ULﬂ)ﬁ*ﬁf%é i&’]‘él/\ {t{:T“C‘&i\ Papp7j§

1x10° cm/s UL - OREE @M E R L & FoFgld 80%LL | & 72 o 7= (Figure 11B), £7-, #ik7 V

T T UVANRKE LR DITON FFgd KT L, PapWKRE 7251224 FFgldd < 72 5 BILR 3R

Doz, LER-T, Pgp ALt s V7 72 R LFEFGRIEIC OV TR, ZOMFE DN

TUAR R B REST B EEZ BN,
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2.5 /NG

#BED CYP3A/P-gp FEE 2O\ TC, in vitro EBRD/XT X —Z (253X in vivo THILE I

FETD CYP3A %I L7 X O P-gp %I L 7zl fe A /L Z0A A TETE L BRI R O T T T

N DEIEAGIZHEY L. CYP3A/P-gp D EIFNIELIR L 7= HA BN RE O IR THAL A WL D FERIE

PEIZX9 % CYP3AIP-gp DAHX R R TGO EEIFHEA AIRETH H Z L 2R T T ENTE T,
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Selective CYP3A substrates

Felodipine, midazolam, sildenafil, triazolam
Selective P-gp substrates

Celiprolol, digoxin, fexofenadine, talinolol
Dual substrates

Indinavir, quinidine, saquinavir, verapamil

Input parameters
-Physicochemical parameters

Solubility, LogD, pK,

-Kinetic parameters

CYP3A, P-gp
v Clinical pharmacokinetic study
-AUC;, AUC,,, Ry, fe
ACAT model
v v

Predicted F.F, | Observed FF,

J
N Gut metabotism rate =y Vmex X Tcxpsa X Com X Jue
Optimization of SFcypsa and SFp.gp r K, +Cl,xf,

Ve XSFp_ g x Cy x
i Gutqﬂhtxraiezz max P-gp ent fue
i

Ky +Céim' X fue
Output parameters
Scaling factor for CYP3A(SFcypsa) and P-gp (SFe.gp)

Figure 5 The schematic diagram of our strategy for the prediction of intestinal absorption.
The predicted F,F4 was calculated from physicochemical and in vitro Kinetic parameters of drugs

with the ACAT model. SFcypsa and SFp_g, were simultaneously estimated from the relationship

between predicted and observed F,Fg.
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Figure 6 pH-dependent solubility profile of felodipine (A), midazolam (B), sildenafil (C),
triazolam (D), digoxin (E), fexofenadine (F), indinavir (G), quinidine (H), saquinavir (I), and
verapamil (J). Experimental solubilities at different pH values were fit using the built-in pKa-based
solubility model in GastroPlus. The solubility factor, which is a ratio of the solubility of the
completely ionized drug to the completely unionized drug, and pKa were adjusted. Open circles
represent the experimental solubility and the solid line represents the calculated solubility based on

fitted the pKa and solubility factor in GastroPlus.
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Figure 7 Saturation kinetics of the metabolic clearance of felodipine (A), midazolam (B) sildenafil

(C), triazolam (D), indinavir (E), quinidine (F), saquinavir (G), and verapamil (H) in recombinant
human CYP3A4. The concentration-dependence of the CYP3A4-mediated metabolism was

determined using the recombinant human CYP3A4 enzyme and is shown as Eadie-Hofstee plots.

Each plot and bar represent the mean £ S.D. (n = 6).
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Figure 8  Saturation kinetics of P-gp-mediated transport of celiprolol (A), digoxin (B),
fexofenadine (C), talinolol (D), indinavir (E), quinidine (F), saquinavir (G), and verapamil (H).

The concentration-dependence of the P-gp-mediated transport was determined using Caco-2 cell
monolayers. Open squares represent the P, with the substrate alone. Filled squares represent the
Papp in the presence of 100 pmol/L verapamil as a P-gp inhibitor. The kinetic parameter for
P-gp-mediated transport was calculated based on modeling analysis. Each plot and bar represent the
mean + S.D. (n = 3).
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Figure 9 Comparison of the predicted and observed intestinal availabilities of CYP3A and P-gp

substrates.

(A) Before optimization F,F4 was predicted only considering the membrane permeation by passive
diffusion. CYP3A-mediated metabolism and P-gp-mediated efflux were not considered.

(B) After optimization Predicted F.F; was calculated with optimized SFcypsa and SFp.g,. The
broken line represents a 1.5-fold deviation from the unity. CYP3A substrates are felodipine (1),
midazolam (2), sildenafil (3), and triazolam (4). P-gp substrates are celiprolol (5), digoxin (6),
fexofenadine (7), and talinolol (8). Dual substrates are indinavir (9), quinidine 0.1 mg (10-1),

quinidine 1 mg (10-2), saquinavir (11), verapamil 0.1 mg (12-1), and verapamil 3 mg (12-2).
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Figure 10 Role of CYP3A and P-gp in the non-linear intestinal absorption of verapamil and quinidine.
Intestinal availability after oral administration of verapamil at a dose range of 0.1 to 80 mg (A) and that of
quinidine at a dose range of 0.1 to 100 mg (B) were simulated. Simulation was performed using
optimized SFcypza and SFp.gy (— — —), optimized SFcypsa and SFpg = 0 (= * —), SFcypsa = 0 and
optimized SFp.g, (* * ¢), and SFcypsa and SFpg, = 0 (—). Square symbols represent the mean F.F4 value

observed in vivo. Each point represents the mean + S.D. (n = 8[verapamil] and 7[quinidine]).
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Figure 11  Changes in F,F4 of model compound as a function of CYP3A-mediated metabolism and
P-gp-mediated efflux in gut.

(A) Simulated F,F in drugs with different P,,/metabolic clearance without considering P-gp-mediated
efflux.

(B) Simulated F,F in drugs with different P ,,,/efflux clearance without considering CYP3A-mediated

metabolism. CYP3A/P-gp substrates were plotted based on experimental data.
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Table 3  Analytical conditions for LC-MS/MS

Compound m/z Mobile phase Gradient condition

A B (B concentration %)
Felodipine 384/338 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 1 min, 40%—2 min, 80%—35 min, 80%—5.01 min, 40%—8 min, 40%
Midazolam 326/291 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 1 min, 20%—2 min, 60%—3 min, 60%—3.01 min, 20%—>5 min, 20%
Sildenafil 475/283 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 0.5 min, 25%—1.5 min, 80%—4 min, 80%—4.01 min, 25%—6 min, 25%
Triazolam 343/308 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 1 min, 20%—2 min, 60%—3 min, 60%—3.01 min, 20%—5 min, 20%
Celiprolol 380/251 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 1 min, 5%—3 min, 45%—3.5 min, 45%—3.55 min, 5%—6 min, 5%
Digoxin 798/651 10 mM ammonium formate Acetonitrile 0.5 min, 60%—1 min, 95%—3 min, 95%—3.05 min, 60%—35 min, 60%
Fexofenadine 502/466 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 0.5 min, 18%—1.5 min, 60%—4 min, 60%—4.05 min, 60%—6 min, 18%
Talinolol 364/308 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 1 min, 5%—3 min, 45%—3.5 min, 45%—3.55 min, 5%—6.5 min, 5%
Indinavir 614/421 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 0.5 min, 25%—1.5 min, 80%—4 min, 80%—4.01 min, 25%—6 min, 25%
Quinidine 325/160 16 mM ammonium formate Acetonitrile 1 min, 15%—2 min, 45%—4 min, 45%—4.1 min, 15%—6 min, 15%
Saquinavir 671/570 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 0.5 min, 25%—1.5 min, 80%—4 min, 80%—4.01 min, 25%—6 min, 25%
Verapamil 455/165 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 0 min, 18%—1 min, 38%—3 min, 38%—3.1 min, 18%—6 min, 18%
Atenolol 267/145 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 0 min, 5%—2 min, 10%—3 min, 40%—3.5 min, 40%—3.55 min, 5%—8 min, 5%
Cimetidine 253/159 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 2 min, 7%—5.5 min, 80%—5.55 min, 7%—10 min, 7%
Ranitidine 315/176 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 2 min, 5%—3 min, 40%—3.5 min, 40%—3.55 min, 5%—6 min, 5%
Metoprolol 268/159 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 1 min, 5%—3 min, 45%—3.5 min, 45%—3.55 min, 5%—6.5 min, 5%
Propranolol 260/183 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 2 min, 10%—3.5 min, 60%—4 min, 60%—4.05 min, 10%—6.5 min, 10%
Ketoprofen 255/209 0.1% Formic acid Acetonitrile 1 min, 30%—3 min, 60%—3.5 min, 60%—3.55 min, 30%—6.5 min, 30%
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Table 4 Bioavailability and intestinal absorption for CYP3A and P-gp substrates

Compound Dosei DoSero Rb F Fi? Observed F4F, Reference
(mg) (mg)
Felodipine 2.5 2.5 0.7 0.152 0.377 0.240° 819 o
Midazolam 2 6 0.824  0.253 0.638 0.396 8081
Sildenafil 50 50 0.64 0.41 0.548 0.748 2282
Triazolam 0.25 0.25 0.760  0.44 0.866 0.508 83,84
Celiprolol 20 100 0.870°  0.296 0.851 0.348 %8
Digoxin 0.01 (mg/kg) 0.75 0.96 0.553 0.899 0.615 7885
Fexofenadine 0.1 0.1 0.74 0.410 0.890 0.461 *
Talinolol 30 100 0.941°  0.453 0.924 0.490 24
Indinavir 16" 400 0.84 0.6 0.521 1.15 Rl
Quinidine 233 (as free 0.1 0919  0.160 0.848 0.189 42.74,86
quinidine) 1 0.207 0.245
Saquinavir 12 600 0.74 0.007 0.317 0.0221 8287 ¢
Verapamil 10 0.1 0.885  0.0677 0.482 0.140 488
3 0.0802 0.166

a Fy, was calculated using a hepatic blood flow rate of 25.5 mL/min/kg>, except for felodipine

b Fy, for felodipine was calculated using a hepatic blood flow rate of 43.4 mL/min/kg>

¢ Calculated based on an in silico prediction method"®

d Co-administration with 400 mg p.o.

e Interview form of Splendil®, AstraZeneca K.K.

f Interview form of Invirase®, Chugai Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd.
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Table 5 Physiological parameters for human fasted state ACAT model

ESF for P-gp °

Length Radius Transit time ESF for CYP3A4 ?
Compartment pH [relative expression level of each

(cm) (cm) (h) [relative to whole liver]

compartment]

Stomach 27.39 9.50 1.3 0.25 0 0
Duodenum 13.68 1.50 6.0 0.25 2.02 x10° 0.538
Jejunum 1 56.55 1.42 6.2 0.92 3.16 x 107 0.645
Jejunum 2 56.55 1.27 6.4 0.73 3.16 x 107 0.723
lleum 1 56.55 111 6.6 0.57 9.98 x 10™ 0.770
lleum 2 56.55 0.96 6.9 0.41 9.98 x 10™ 0.838
lleum 3 56.55 0.81 7.4 0.29 9.98 x 10™ 0.908
Caecum 12.84 3.33 6.4 4.01 3.00 x 10™ 1.000
Colon 26.87 2.37 6.8 12.04 3.00 x 10™ 1.000

a Regional distribution factor for CYP3A4 in GastroPlus is expressed as intestinal CYP3A4 expression level relative to hepatic expression level. Intestinal
CYP3A4 expression are derived from expression level in intestinal homogenate . CYP3A4 expression level in whole liver is calculated with the following
assumptions; 111 pmol/mg microsomal protein, 38 mg microsomal protein/g liver, 1800 g of liver weight/human body™.

b Regional distribution factor for P-gp in GastroPlus is expressed as relative expression level of each compartment, which is derived from P-gp protein level in

human intestine®’.
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Table 6 Physicochemical and kinetic parameters for predicting the intestinal absorption of drugs with GastroPlus

Reference - Diffusion
. Solubility . a . p
Compound Mo_lecular LogD or LogP solubility factor @ Fitted pKa coef‘f!;:lent2
weight (mg/mL) (x10~ cm‘/s)

Reported Reference In vitro data Calculated Calculated Calculated
Felodipine 384.3 464 (pH7.4) ™ 00143 (pH7.1) - - 0.673
Midazolam 325.8 268(pH75) P 0.0147 (pH 7.7) 133 6.38 0.735
Sildenafil 474.6 2.7 (pH 7.4) ¢ 0.0250 (pH7.1) 50,50 6.91,9.17 0.601
Triazolam 343.2 2.42 o 0.037 (pH 6.8) 50 2.66 0.715
Celiprolol 381.5 0.160 (pH 6.8) ¢ 15.2 (pH 7.4) 50 9.60 0.675
Digoxin 780.9 411 (pH7.4) ™ 0.0397 (pH6.8) - - 0.460
Fexofenadine ~ 501.7 2.0 e 0.297 (pH 7.6) 50, 50 3.15,7.94 0.583
Talinolol 363.5 1.08 (pH 7.4) ** 1.24 (pH 7.0) 50 9.20 0.693
Indinavir 613.8 266 (pH7.0) ' 0.0300 (pH7.6) 206 5.79 0.523
Quinidine 324.4 1.10(pH6.5) %2 1.24 (pH 7.4) 190, 500 4.20, 8.77 0.737
Saquinavir 670.8 2.12 o 0.124 (pH 7.8) 7.92 6.99 0.499
Verapamil 454.6 2.7 (pH 7.4) % 4.40 (pH 6.8) 7805 9.35 0.615

a The pKa and solubility factors were calculated from various solubilities at different pH.

b The diffusion coefficient was calculated based on molecular weight using the Hayduk-Laudie formula installed in GastroPlus.

¢ Interview form of Viagra®, Pfizer Japan Inc.

d Interview form of Seloctol®, Nippon Shinyaku Co., Ltd.

e Interview form of Allegra®, Sanofi K.K.
f Interview form of Crixivan®, MSD K.K.

g Interview form of Invirase®, Chugai Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd.



Table 7 Apparent permeability of reference compounds

Compound o "
(x10 " cm/s)

Atenolol 0.0958
Cimetidine 0.190
Ranitidine 0.364
Metoprolol 9.89
Propranolol 14.3
Ketoprofen 20.6
Verapamil 25.2
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Table 8 Passive permeability and unbound fraction in enterocyte for predicting the intestinal absorption

of drugs with GastroPlus

Papp Perr * L
% 4 Unbound fraction in enterocyte

Compound (%10~ cm/s) (x10" cm/s)

In vitro data Calculated In vitro data
Felodipine 7.37 2.45 0.00204
Midazolam 26.4 5.67 0.0995
Sildenafil 24.9 5.45 0.113
Triazolam 16.5 4.16 0.255
Celiprolol 1.31 0.786 0.348
Digoxin 3.00 1.36 0.080
Fexofenadine 1.11 0.704 0.465
Talinolol 1.48 0.851 0.724
Indinavir 2.49 1.36 0.789
Quinidine 25.0 5.47 0.215
Saquinavir 461 1.80 0.0250
Verapamil 25.2 5.50 0.126

a P was calculated from Py, estimated from Caco-2 cells.
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Table 9 Kinetic parameters for CYP3A4-mediated metabolism (A) and P-gp-mediated transport (B) of
tested drugs

(A)
Compound Viex n Vel K
(pmol/min/pmol CYP) (umol/L) (uL/min/pmol CYP)
Felodipine 137 +33.0 0.648 £ 0.196 211
Midazolam 65.3+11.3 2.06 +0.45 317
Sildenafil 78.6 £9.00 4.34 £ 0.67 18.1
Triazolam 96.8+11.8 229+38 4.23
Indinavir 1.84 £0.180 0.0761 + 0.0149 24.2
Quinidine 34.1+3.30 6.15+1.31 5.55
Saquinavir 33.0+£3.20 0.395 £ 0.059 83.5
Verapamil 39.0 £ 15.9 (V max1) 1.27£0.77 (Kny) 31.8
53.0£31.0 (Vmax2) 46.8 £ 26.5 (Kip)

Kinetic parameter for CYP3A4 was estimated from the elimination of the parent compound using

recombinant human CYP3A4. Each parameter represents the mean + computer-calculated S.D. (n = 6).

(B)

V max Kn? V max/Km
Compound s s

(pmol/min/10° cells) (nwmol/L) (LL/min/10" cells)
Celiprolol - - 1.51
Digoxin - - 6.83
Fexofenadine 38.7+£13.1 25.9%59 1.49
Talinolol 575+17.8 11.2+33 4.68
Indinavir 32.0+2838 594 +4.35 5.39
Quinidine 757123 1.26 £0.23 60.1
Saquinavir - - 63.6
Verapamil - - 1.18

Each parameter represents the mean + computer-calculated S.D. (n = 3).
a The V. and K, values with regard to unbound concentration in the cells were calculated based on the
previous report*®. V.., is converted by the use of 40x10* cells/0.33 cm?.

-: Saturable kinetics was not observed.
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Table 10 Relative metabolic clearance of CYP3A4 and CYP3AD5 used in the current ACAT model

Compound CL imet, cypaas CL met, cypaas Ratio
(uL/min/pmol CYP) (uL/min/pmol CYP) CYP3A5/CYP3A4

Felodipine 28.0 18.9 0.675
Midazolam  14.1 26.2 1.86

Sildenafil 16.6 13.9 0.837
Triazolam 3.18 3.72 1.17

Indinavir 14.3 23.6 1.65

Quinidine 5.05 151 0.299
Saquinavir 333 31.3 0.940
Verapamil 11.8 8.66 0.734
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Table 11 Role of CYP3A and P-gp in the intestinal absorption of CYP3A and P-gp substrates

Predicted F,F4 (%)

Compound Observed F,F;  Simulation | Simulation 11 Simulation I Simulation IV
(%) SFcyp3a=0.0740 SFcyp3a=0.0740  SFcypsa=0 SFcvp3a=0
SFp.4,=0.00651 SFp.g,=0 SFp.g,=0.00651 SFp.g=0

Felodipine 24.0 10.8 10.8 76.2 76.2
Midazolam 39.6 30.2 30.2 100 100
Sildenafil 74.8 60.0 60.0 99.9 99.9
Triazolam 50.8 57.5 57.5 99.9 99.9
Celiprolol 34.8 31.2 78.4 31.2 78.4
Digoxin 61.5 63.5 97.9 63.5 97.9
Fexofenadine 46.1 33.2 88.3 33.2 88.3
Talinolol 49.0 39.0 82.6 39.0 82.6
Indinavir 100 11.3 29.8 11.6 30.7
Quinidine (0.1mg) 18.9 28.7 53.1 34.0 99.9
Quinidine (1mg) 245 29.6 55.7 35.3 99.9
Saquinavir 2.21 3.76 71.0 4.13 94.5
Verapamil (0.1mg) 14.0 16.8 16.6 90.7 100
Verapamil (3mg) 16.6 241 25.8 95.9 100

afe - 0.849 1.536 1.476 2.900
rmse - 25.2 36.4 46.3 62.9
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Table 12  Prediction of the dose-dependent intestinal absorption of CYP3A and P-gp substrates

b

Compound Dose  Observed Reference Predicted Predicted Maximum Cin max K cypsaal
(mg) AUC./dose F.Fyq FaFg Cuent (umol/L) K p-gp
ratio ratio (umol/L) (umol/L)
Felodipine 25  1.00 2 0.108 1.00 0.173 0.00368 0.648/
5 0.92 0.122 1.13 0.390 0.00741 N.A.
10 1.58 0.153 1.42 0.937 0.0148
Midazolam 75  1.00 2 0.334 1.00 14.5 0.0358 2.06/
15 1.02 0.441 1.32 29.1 0.0715 N.A.
30 1.37 0.552 1.65 57.3 0.148
Sildenafil 25 1.00 2 0.503 1.00 34.4 0.191 4.34/
50 1.02 0.600 1.19 62.7 0.383 N.A.
100  1.17 0.687 1.37 114 0.768
200  1.30 0.743 1.48 211 1.54
Triazolam 0.125 1.00 %657 0.574 1.00 0.466 0.00385 22.9/
0.25 0.96 0.575 1.00 0.962 0.00719 N.A.
Celiprolol 100  1.00 2 0.312 1.00 81.7 N.A/
200  1.49 0.312 1.00 164 -
400  2.08 0.313 1.00 332
600  2.68 0.314 1.01 503
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Table 12 (Continued)

b

Compound Dose Observed Reference Predicted Predicted Maximum Cuin max Km cypsaal
(mg) AUC,./dose FaFg el Cuent® (umol/L) Km p-gp
ratio ratio (umol/L) (umol/L)
Digoxin 025 1.00 c 0.635 1.00 0.0453 N.A/
05 099 0.635 1.00 0.0909 -
Fexofenadine 0.1  1.00 » 0.332 1.00 0.0632 N.A/
60 0.75 0.388 1.17 51.8 1.49
Talinolol 25 1.00 24 0.236 1.00 25.2 N.A./
50 1.24 0.301 1.28 925 11.2
100 1.64 0.390 1.65 264
400 1.84 0.552 2.34 821
Indinavir 400  1.00 » 0.113 1.00 553 20.5 0.0761/
700  1.49 0.106 0.938 997 36.7 5.94
1000 1.95 0.103 0.912 1440 53.3
Quinidine? 0.1  1.00 74.94.95 0.287 1.00 0.0193 0.00392 6.15/
1 1.28 0.296 1.03 0.216 0.0394 1.26
10 1.80 0.416 1.45 10.3 0.397
100 257 0.795 2.77 305 4.03
200 4.25 0.866 3.02 639 8.17
600  6.40 0.934 3.25 1980 25.3
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Table 11 (Continued)

b

Compound Dose Observed Reference Predicted Predicted Maximum Cuin max Km cypsaal
(mg) AUC,./dose FaFg el Cuent® (umol/L) Km p-gp
ratio ratio (umol/L) (umol/L)
Saquinavir 200  1.00 % 0.0600 1.00 8.90 0.487 0.395/
400  0.367 0.0481 0.802 11.6 0.974 -
0.400
600  0.489 0.0376 0.627 12.4 1.46
0.411
Verapamil® 0.1  1.00 “ 0.168 1.00 0.0358 0.00140 1.27 (Km)/
3 1.17 0.241 1.43 3.08 0.0418 N.A.
16 1.77 0.473 2.82 30.9 0.224
80 2.44 0.734 4.37 213 1.12

a Maximum unbound concentration in intestinal compartment was calculated by ACAT model.

b Maximum unbound concentration at the inlet to the liver (C,i, max) Was calculated using the following equation: Cyinmax = fus ® [Crmaxp + ( Ka ® Dose ¢ FiF 4/ Qn)]
where fiy, Cmaxp, Ka, FaFg, and Qy, are respectively the unbound fraction in blood, maximum drug concentration in blood observed in the clinical study, absorption
rate constant, intestinal availability, and hepatic blood flow rate. k,, F.F4, and Q, were assumed to be 0.1 min™, 1, and 99.5 L/h, respectively.

¢ Interview form of digoxin (Digosin®), Chugai Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd.

d Dose of quinidine sulfate, including 82.9% of quinidine e Dose of verapamil hydrochloride, including 92.6 % of verapamil

N.A. Not applicable -: Saturation was not observed in in vitro experiment
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Table 13 Dissolved fraction in intestinal lumen calculated by ACAT model at tested dose-range

Dose Dissolved fraction in intestinal lumen at 48h ~ Maximum dissolved fraction in intestinal lumen within 0-48h
Compound (mg) o) o)
Felodipine 25/10 94.8/93.8 94.8/93.8
Midazolam 6/30 100.0/100.0 100.0/100.0
Sildenafil 25/200 100.0/98.7 100.0/98.7
Triazolam 0.125/0.25 100.0/100.0 100.0/100.0
Celiprolol 100/ 600 100.0/100.0 100.0/100.0
Digoxin 0.25/0.75 100.0/99.5 100.0/99.5
Fexofenadine  0.1/60 100.0/83.4 100.0/100.0
Talinolol 25/400 100.0/91.6 100.0/100.0
Indinavir 400/ 1000 145/11.6 91.0/89.6
Quinidine 0.1/600 100.0/100.0 100.0/10 0.0
Saquinavir 200/ 600 51.4/22.9 10.0/56.7
Verapamil 0.1/80 100.0/100.0 100.0/100.0
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