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WA, LA SR O E4# F 0 7= %12 Pharmacokinetics-Pharmacodynanics (PK-PD) EEF& (23550
o - HEORFHDPHEE SN TNDR, 60T e A SR N 5% 0 msE R EHRE
([CEESWTET D HNNL TV D, £D7®, MRS S IRERR T RISV T, Ak
OHEGRPEHA TEZ 20ENEHA LTI, £z, EEMAHEAHAARETH > T, ka7l
BN O RIRFOINE - HEOEFIR#ETH L, 22T, RIRAIORELZSET 57201
FERHCHE B LR 21T 5 &3, RIS 1T 2 LB OHEE 2 "RE & 9% PK-PD /37 X
—F OREF AR T, MBHREL LTE, ARERZIRNE 2R L. TSR ER LD
Mesrz Hfs L7z,

%7, Enterococcus faecalis (E. faecalis : ARBIERIR /3 BERK) 2 W T o FRGERE RN KT T
NEAERLL ., TF 7 a9 2 ilRE O $-5- Bl Ak IR M O G- RIS 30 2R KA E 3 5 B 4 5
i L7z, 51X 03%ATF 7t mlilikAa 1IRYS720 1| 50uL & Lc, AF7mxH
ORI GRE T, B 24 R D 3 BLRARB G REA TR 2T ORET, FEAIRBERE L
ol U CHE R RIESER OISR R S el S vz, — 77, AR MO FERRNAEREEIT, W
NOHFF7ax¥ o GiIREEFIZ BT HBAMEA AR TE . BRI R VT E
BRI SN D AERBN DN EAVRENTZ, TNHD I LMD, B LB GG E TOR
I & RN O RIE S ORI 2 2 R BICHIHI T E 2 Z &AVRahic, &6IT, #
FEEE LY 3 ERIREGT 52 LIk, BEREROHRBLAIRKGHLY bEmWh R e R+
ZEDHERTE, ARG 20 F 7 ax v SRR OPIED R, IREAKF AT
TuaXY U URED AUCMIC (2 & V2210560 LRSI,

Z T TKIZ, X0 EWIRR RIS O D D IR EIEOHE L A, &5 B EE L
TzBR D BEFREA TR KT TR L O OZRIZBE ST %5 AUC/MIC LISo PK-PD
NI A—=FORFIEITH> 2L, £7. UK 03% T T 7 a x40 il % 50 ul
HRLAARE G U722 OIRBE K TIREHERS 2 HIE L £ OREHER % invitro (2 TIHEET 2E7
JL (in vitro aqueous humor pharmacokinetic model, LA in vitro AHPK model) DH#§5L % 3747,
FT U, BRI ZRGIRT 580 LIREAKPIREZ B L2220 OMEZ R 2 L& EET
(RS L, AR TR R A — E OBE CEK T 5 Z LI K0 KR ORE KR EHE
BOBBZRE L, TORR, HimE ) CIREKTREHBLZBITE 22 LML E
720 3 PIMERIREE 5% OIRE K PREHZOHFE G AETH L Z LR TE 7,

Z @ invitro AHPK model % F\»C, E. faecalis \Zx3 2 HF 7 1 X4 v OHEHRIC LI



TAIRE G MEOREL KA LT, E. faecalis Z ik, VF7ux4 v 2HE XL 0—8
IRFFHIAIRR C 3 [ G- L. $Fd 24 Rf1L £ CORBEIMARAER Lic, &bz, HF7e*
Y U R ERE RO G RE O AR A EIRE (ABBC; area between control growth curve and
bacterial killing and re-growth curve) ZZh RO L L TR LT,

AUC/MIC 735 L 3 B G- O&FICBW T, ABBC 1%, & 5-[HIE 0—3 FEf Tl 5
RODIER N L TN L7223, 4 RFRLL Lo G-RIFRE CIIEd T o Mm a2 s L, 988 o &
BB 2R~ T 2 RN E o, ZOREMES ABBC OBRIZOWT, —it
FLE BT AT o T R, BERMBAMERICABERZEL LT L TWVDL Z LIVRSh
2o BlH. AUCMIC 135 LWIZ b D b8 BERIEAEIT 52 LICd v FLERR
Bip b Z ERBA BN E 75T, ABBC X Cmax/MIC & B DOFBZ /R LT-72H, T>MIC (2% B
L7z, T>MIC & ABBC ORIZIZIEOFHBENGRD Hivizb DD FERFIFE 3 KLl EogA
(2, T>MIC /39 %5 —7 T, ABBC (I b 2B Em A2~ L1z, % Z TRIZ, T>MIC

EfEEICE B Uiz, #5008 2 Wi & Tl T>MIC 258K L TV D DIk L, bl Eo#
HHMRETIE T>MIC Ak & 72 %, € 2T, T>MIC 25385 L T 54 5-MkR 0—2 Ko
T>MIC & ABBC OBMRZMfTr LIz 2 A, MHFIITABEREOHE MR TEZ, £ T,
INODOMAENRT A —=52{tL, ABBC O EGRIMREIC L D2Z(LOMr 2k 2 & & Lz,
s, 2 ToHRGHBIZENT, RANCEREN MIC % EFRl> T b E%ZIC MIC % FE5 &
TOWHE % intermitted T>MIC (iT>MIC) . Z @ iT>MIC OFFRINICIB VT, IREK 3K s
23 MIC % T 5] OfREH & LT T<MIC #EFK L7=, KW\T, iT>MIC & ABBC OBf%%
Hle& ZA, HBERRERH & ABBC ORMR & FERIC, $98 2R3 Z E R L E o7z,
T>MIC 2338 L TV S8 5-fIE 0—2 FEfIZ 350 Tik, ABBC & iT>MIC (= T>MIC) (ZIEDHH
ERRDON L7720, 2D ORIFEMRD b5 MIRE 3—8 RF## 5-#E D ABBC &M L7z,
SMREILIERE 2 K& < RREIZMEE 720 (2 D#% JABBC & Lz & Z A, /ABBC & T<MIC

ZITAE R EOMBIBR MR S, £ 2T, ABBC & & 5[E & OBIfRIZ OV T, ABBC
 HIZES, IT>MIC & T<MIC @& %E L, HEFOIT 21T o7, ZOREFR., ABBC
DEMIT, TS 2 DONRTA—ZEZHRALE LT L THRECHHATELZ L, £
iT>MIC, T<MIC & &, #FHFHNCHBRMAZETH L Z LWL ML o7, 2D &
5. IBANEOTH, BIH, BIENIEYRICH L TRl /2 iR i 5RRE ED 5720 OEEE L
TIiT>MIC & T<MIC OWj/3T A —Z OF FAMHR R ENT,

RIZ, E. faecalis {Z-DWNTHT o 7o fENTIE ML O B FRIZ & 38 H T & 5 7»# 2> % Staphyrococcus
aureus (S. aureus) & AWV 1T o7z, HF 7 a4 20 0 MR 5-RIBEIL 0.25—8 K &



L. E.faecalis ®4 L [FEEIZ, invitro AHPK model (2 KV . PUEZN AT M3 G MkE O &
BhmEt Uiz, TORR, ABBC 13, H5MkR 4 RHZ v —2 & LT, 98 ERL, 0
ZAbiL, E. faecalis DA & [FERIZ, iIT>MIC & T<MIC Z@ilAZ S35 2 gk v, Fak#
PINCHBEICHIATE 2 Z EnH LM E R o T,

Lk, FriloAESE L7z in vitro AHPK model & % Z & C, RIBENHERIZXHT L2 H0F 71
XU IR O SRR 512 T, AUC/MIC 23 [EE S = lic s\, #5-ME2%h
RICREREBE LG 2WBMNI LIz, £, —RICHF / o U RPEFEOTIE R
AUCMIC & O Cmax/MIC (IZHKAFT 5 & B2 b T 203, RERE G % OIRFEKIZI T 2% E
R OHEEITIL, FTITESRR L2 iT>MIC KON T<MIC BHH/ ST A—2 L L THHATH S Z
LERARD 2MOMMICBWTIEAT S Z LN TE 2, AR THEO MR, 54T
PIHIBR &30 2 ASHIRIC X 2 IYETRIR O Fclfbic, AHZREREZRIET b0 B2 b5,
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UTHE, HUEFE O (E 5 FH O 72 ® 12 Pharmacokinetics-Pharmacodynanics (PK-PD) EEF (2 S0
T - HEOBRHPHES L TWD, Z2<OMRICEY ., TEEITZOEMBKEA L v RE
(RAFH) ST MR AN R 2~ T DI KA S 3, ENENRNRICERE# T 5 PK-PD /3T A
—HANRIRD R LNE o TS, PK-PD /37 A —% Lk, MR 2 RWIRE X
DRSNS EDBRREN (PK) /8T A —F Lxlg L 22 5B ICxT 2 3 0K F%#0
(PD) T A—=Z Z A DRI ROIBIETH Y, PK NT A —F L& LT, EYRIREE
(AUC) KUM@ HEWIRE (Cmax), PD /X7 A —% L LT, R/NEEHILRE (MIC) KUY
IINRBEIREE (MBC) N ENENERINTND, ZRHDMAGOEIZLY | PK-PD /37 X
— X%, AUC X% Cmax ® MIC (Z%}3 % (AUC/MIC, Cmax/MIC) K UM EE 73 MIC
UL bEZ#ERF9 2 HER (T>MIC) @ 3 FEREF/R T A—X & L THEMA I TS (Figure 1),
FUEGEZEGTIHAICEBNTH, 20 PK-PD NI A—X 2B E5 2 LiIck-> T,
NRERRBICHRESE, S OICMERA MBS ERVWAL - HEEZRET L2 L3 AHE
EzonTnd Y,

Cmax/MIC

AUC/MIC

T>MIC

Concentration

MIC

Time

Figure 1 PK-PD parameters
MIC, minimum inhibitory concentration; AUC, area under the concentration-time curve; Cmax,

maximum concentration; T>MIC, time when the concentration exceeds the MIC



Bl Z 02, BEEMRERNC R Z2 T B 77 X LA RPEAIC T U a7 F RRIUFEANCB VT
IX, Cmax % EH &85 2 L3R OBEIMTIZ o728 Bz R EE 5 2 5 T>MIC
RIER S L7201, 2L O E L TRET L2 EnfRIATWD D, —h, BE
KPR 2R T 7 2/ 7 ) ay FREERRF / v U RPEANZ BV TIE, T>MIC O
FE XY & AUCMIC KT Cmax/MIC @ _EFAB RO EET 570 Y, &HED 1 H 1
A GEPHERI N TV D, EBIZ, LARZ7aX Y roRO0&5ICBWT, ZOBmICHED
VT 100 mg/lEld 1 B 3 [ElfE-22 6, 500 mg/l[ElD 1 B 1 Bl G-~HE - HEOZE BT,
ZOEFIZEY | WHEEENBA L, SOEAG LN Z ERHE SN TWD Y, UL,
ZAU5H PK-PD BGRDIE & A 1A% 0 #5045 O MR EEHER AZFE S W T fifr > 38 v T
%o —H. RIBEEO X5 IZEY ORI A BHIER 2T S e WIGE . I RIREIIZR O
ELIF b, 612, RIFZ < O ORI TR Y | SR X > TRIBER 5%
DIRERERE I~ TH D (Figure 2), TV 5 OIEFEIIC IS 2 B EEHER 136 1 B 514 o> i it
HREHER L IIRE SRR D720, RO EH TE 20EHA LA TRY, £, AR
IO A W REECRE IR E ORI & | W O SRR EE O EIRAHIR S5, & 61T,
— [ O EHREEZ IS & T HREEO R KL ORmEOHIRIZIMNZ T, FEIELNAR
MCHE SN D Z e b IR RYEEIXIEE A EBL LAWY, Zokn, EAaAlc
BWTIRHIE S Th o HE - HIEOEEN, 2O X5 2EE 2 Fo mIRAIZ B W TIEA
HTHDHEEZLND, T I T, invivo KW invitro 7 /L% FW CHRIRAIO kD sk E %3
HrHZEE LI

\_/' o

IKEB I MepEzLEE

®E

Figure 2 Anatomy of the eye
XRPEHE LT, BNEINZIRN R ZBIR Lo, 2 OB, FIEERD 0.04%0 5 0.36% &



VA, BIET D L RIICEDL Z L35 'Y, FFIC Enterococcus faecalis (E. faecalis) <°
Staphylococcus aureus (S. aureus) (%, SHICH AR T &, IRNRIBIES ORI FHEIEN
ZEBRMLITND PO AINEERTRRIRIN R OTRERTE & L CL I TR A~OBIERI O EASRR,
BAOMFEFMAITON TNDR, 2 DIFRNE & B ) OFBIITR D Hiv T
W2 EnD PIRNRE TEHT 52BN RBEETHD EEZOND, ANBEIREZIRNAIE

EICHBE R IRFEAKTICREAT D Z LICX W RIET D BN THEY Y, BRI ZOFifie
PHEDFHIHEE LT, IRRTOHEEICIA TFE S K 0 SiE < IRAIZ 1 B 3—5E, 108 1#
BHINTWDLR, Ak - AEOR#ELIZIThI TRy, 22T, BoizAik - ARl
BWTIRROMRZRmTEETE, SF 0 PHICKEREOHLZ HFF L2, In vivo E7

[ZFRWTIE, BEBGDZ A I v 7 R OKEREEL, in vitro 7 /LTI EMBICER LT
Bat 21T o 72, &I, IRMERRICEH T 2B OHEE 2 W HE L 975 PK-PD /3T A — X O %
[N

IREGE RIS BV TR, I AR MVOIR S, BB TIE R VR 2N D X%/
DV%Hﬁmﬁﬁ%énfwéo#/my%ﬁﬁﬂm\mMgmw%ﬂmmmmmuV@%
PEZPRET D Z LI XV EABEOICER L, ZTOERITRERFNTODL Z &, 2, ZFEN
CAEHT 52 Linh. Bl PD RT A =2 TH 2D MIC & MBC i, 1 ZIFHFELWI & HHD
NTND, RFFZEICEW T, 0% o REEAIO O b, FRHTxE /v 8RO 8 (LT A b
FURPEASNTZZLIZLY, LW ITEER & mOWREERER SN TV LT F 7 e
XY VERIRLT,

LUF (Rt oYARIES AoV s Wb ST e BuI R



F1E OYTHBEENKRBAXRETILZANERER

EERIRANREZSISEZTZER/MBNTWD E. faecalis Z 2K E & L7z ¥ FHGEKE IR
WNRET V&2 HWT, MEMEIRNZZ TR 5 L TR O T F 7 1 42 0 S iRIK
DFEAITIEICON T, BEBIRIFH L O SR E G5 2 & & Lie, KET /MT, &Y
W — WM ORI ML, R SR & Sk < BIEREEA E L LTGRO biv, AIROIRHE,
SOITIIHFREBOGBESND Z LD, BREZH LICMEMRNRET VE SN TWD
0, WRRNEORKE L, BEOIMBEICHFET 2EEEDMIEEAETHY . 2D D
BIZIRNAMEAT D LD BIETHEBEZ LN TS Z END 2 Bl AW #
BRI, BYYERRTIEe<, E¥ b MERX D ISz iz,

1.1 #HE5RaEEORE

U ERFERFEIRN R T T BN T 03% A F 7 a4 0 GiREZE 1IR%S 729 1 [A] 50 uL
& LC, E.faecalis #FiENICHEFEE R LV 1 [BISUX 3 A, & D W ITHERE 6 IEfEIf: L 0 3 AR
IR G- L7 (Figure 3) . S BT, #£FY HOALMAE (DF V| H65E 24 Refilt: L 0 AR) B
HERE LTz, WIS, HFE 24 et 6 1%, #2696 IFfft2 £ T 1 H 3 EIRRK S L
Too FTo. RGRHEE LT, 4 HE & BATHALE LW ELEREAFE Lz, HE 24 e 0
AIENO 7 ¢ 7 U T H M OB IR O R R 2 MR KT B 4 W TRERFAICBLES L
Figure 4 (2R 3B HEIZID » TIRN O RIEFEIR A B A LTz, IRWNT, HERE 96 IRFfEI 1% D |
P2 R O TR O A B & I LT,

Day 1 Day2 — 4
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) 2 4 6 8 10 0 4 8h
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Fié;ure 3 E.xperi.meni design.
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Figure 4 Criteria of anterior chamber inflammation (Inflamation score)

1.1.1 #IEICHT HR

PefE 6 W2 CIEI R TOREIZHB W T, BIBENICOT N7 4 7 U URBIE SN2 b DD,
AaTIE T TFTHY, 1ZE A ERIEERITIRD 72> 72 (Figure 5), MEALERETIEL, #
il 24 WG CHH A a TN 2 2z, ZD®% 2L EEHER Lz, 2EICHTEDO 7 1 7V K&
OERPRBO B, HODNRIRNERORIENHR TE I, AF7rdx GG OrERE 1
[FRARAECIE, 24 BERC A 227 @ BRI S 28R 28580 Hiv, £ Otk RREFRYIC

TUXED U, 48 BRI LIRS Cld, MEALERE L i L CABEICIRE 2R L2 (p<0.05), Ef% 3
[ ARAE Cld, 24 BER CTORIER 27 2% 6 BEfH] & FRREICIIZ B TR D . 1EE A LDk
TR ETAITIX I LR TH -T2 (p<0.05), 6 FEfHL 3 [BAAREEICRWCIE, Hi% 1 H
FIREE & AR DHERS 227 L, Heffif% 48 R LARE CIRBEALEE & HLi L CTH BRI &2 7= LT
(p<0.05), —J7, £&fl 0 BEALETE Cld, BEALERE & i U TRIEAR 2 7 DMENTIREZ R L7
DHToHol, TOZEND, —EBALZRANRIEZMH T2 2 Lix, REETHL Z &0
RSN,
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Figure 5 Progress of anterior chamber inflammation over time

The data represent the individual values. Group A, single; B, 3 times (immediately); C,
3 times (after 6 h); D, 3 times (after 24 h). **, p< 0.01; *, p< 0.05, compared with

control by each time point postinoculation (Steel’s test, 1-sided)

1.1.2 £EBUHT IR (3&1E 96 FrRER)

BEFE 96 WE[HIT% O MEALIEREIZ 35 1T D RTEHNAICIB W TIL, R/IflZIW T E. faecalis 235 H S
AL (Figure 6), HTAERNEIZBNTS 1 FlZRWTETOMEEKT E. faecalis 23 H &7z
(Figure 7), FIEN. T AENOWTICBW T Y, MBALERE, $5FEH MR, B 1S
HRAE. 6 FffE]#% 3 [BLRIRFE DAL E. faecalis DR HIFER £ DAEREE L bITmWMEM A H -7z,
ELf% 3 ELRARFEIC BV T, Wb i R ARG T d o 7,
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Figure 6 Viable bacteria in anterior chamber at 96 h postinoculation

The data represent the individual values.

** p< 0.01; *, p< 0.05, compared with control (Steel’s test, 1-sided).
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Figure 7 Viable bacteria in vitreous humor at 96 h postinoculation

The data represent the individual values
** p<0.01; *, p< 0.05, compared with control (Steel’s test, 1-sided).
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1.2 #wER#HOEE

121 #E#% 24 BREICETIHNE~ADEE

L1 ORFHIBNT, LEBIARA R | B BN ZVNEE | SIERER K O R #I %t
TLIMBEDRP N LIRS, LavL, 1.1 Tk, SR OREEHIZRRD DD,
BEFE 2 H BB ATOR 5% 1 B 3 BIEHIZ T\, £2C, HEEEOEEZ X0
a2 72012, BB ORI 03% T F 7 x4 bRk E 1IR%S7-0 1[E50uL & LT
Hi[A] & 2\ g 2 Ref IR C 3 BLRAREE G- L7z & & o, B 24 RERIZ ISR D RIEA 27 KON
AR RCE RN L 72 (Figure 8), xHRHES L C, MELERZRT L,

Day 1
BEiE
0) 2 4 6 8 24 h
— 1
A ER1EE 6 2SSO SRRUONS ORI SRR SOOI S
B: BE1.3[@EE RN SN~ SN AR S S
C: EME£¥ ......................................................................

Figure 8 Experiment design

1.2.1.1 REITHIT SR (3EFE 24 FER)

HEALERE ClE, 26T B RIBNROIIENRO i, #FE 24 FE#ZICB W T, Wi
NOEGEEIZB N TS, BALERE & g U CHBICRIEARA 2 7 2ME T L7, 3 Bl iREE
DFFH 1 ELRIREE L Y B K2 > 7= (Figure 9),

11
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Control Single* 3 times

Figure 9 Anterior chamber inflammation at 24 h postinoculation.

The data represent the individual values.
** p< 0.01; *, p< 0.05, compared with control (Steel’s test, 1-sided).

1.2.1.2 £EHICHT IR (EE 24 BFREE)

PEefd 24 WFE% O EALEREIC BT 2 HTENE L O FENFIZIE, Wity Efaecalis 735
H & 7= (Figures 10 and 11), 0.3%%4 F 7 v 43 U G HRIE 1 [ELAREE K OV 3 [FLSAREEZFS 1)
HHEIENAFROAREEIE 1 BRAREE, 3 BURFEO Wb | BEALERE L i L CR R
fEZR L7 (p<0.05 XU p<0.01), —JF7. T EAFOAEFEEIZB VT, 3 FLRARRETO A
TEALERE L L THBICRIE TH - 72 (9<0.05), BITENER I ANEOWFHRIZE N
Th. 3EAREEO AN 1 ELSIREEL Y b E. faecalis O e R K OVERE B AMEL ME I & -
77

12
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Figure 10 Viable bacteria in anterior chamber at 24 h postinoculation

The data represent the individual values.
** p<0.01; *, p< 0.05, compared with control (Steel’s test, 1-sided).
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Figure 11 Viable bacteria in vitreous humor at 24 h postinoculation

The data represent the individual values.
*, p< 0.05, compared with control (Steel’s test, 1-sided).
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122 5% 4 B (96 B [CHTEMR~DEE

WIZ, BEREY H&RG O A%EERET 572012, BEEHORIZ 03% T F 7 a4 0GR
WA 1IRYS720 1\ 50 pL & U CHRBEIRSD 5N 2 R T3 FRRERG LIz &0,
JEREIEIR D FRIFHY 72 251 R OVHFE 96 HEREI#% D 42 1 80 % 3141 L 7= (Figure 12), SHAREEL LT,
HEALERE 23X E LTz,

Day 1 Day2 — 4
ETi
0) 2 4 6 8 10 0 4 8 h
| | | | [/ 1 | | .
! | | | v 7 | | g
A: BE& 1B R NN VOIS NN SN SO VOO O S S
B: BE&3[EE S SURNR SUNNENE) . JUNUUON SOOURTUNNN-SOURRUOE HOPUSURNPPUONS SOPORPRPURPSONN JOSRRRSRRROOR: SOSO
L1 o SO N NN SN SO S SR U S

Figure 12 Experiment design

1.2.2.1 REITHT HER (HEFE 96 FRR)

BEALIERETIE, 1.1 ERBRORIEA 27 OHEB 278 L, 261 TH S 7RIRN R DFIENFE D
Si7- (Figure 13), 1 [BASHREECIX, 24 FEICIR W CTEALERE L LB L CHERRIEA 2T
DOIHFZHIRD A NI b DD (p<0.05), ZD%, DT AT IT B L, $fiHEm 2374 5
NIDHTHoTz, 1.1 TIE, 48 BRILIES Ho Ml S HEE S TWeZ &b, B 2
HELEZRSD 1 A 3 RRGOZENRE <, #EAORBEREDOHRTIE, A2 TdHdZ
ENRR I Tz, —J5, 3 ELAHREECIE, B 24 BERI LA O 2 T ORI B W CTHEALERE &
LG U CHBERRIE A 27 OIEIEI R HER Sz (p<0.05), ZOZ &b, #ERA I+
G ZTo TR 2 LT, RIERDOEAMALIHTE 5 2 LRSS NT,

14
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Figure 13 Progress of anterior chamber inflammation over time

The data represent the individual value. Group A, single; B, 3 times.
** p< 0.01; *, p< 0.05, compared with control (Steel’s test, 1-sided).

1.2.2.2 EEBIZHT SR (BEEE 96 FrRER)

MEALEREIZ 35 1T A BERE 96 RE O RTEMNE TIiX 7 il 5 61, i AN W TIE 7 FilH 4
%1 C E. faecalis 23 & 7= (Figures 14 and 15), FIENFICB W TiE, HELSIREET 7 #i$
3 A, 3 [RLARREE T 7 B 1 kD71 C E. faecalis 235 S 4u, 3 [AIREEIC RV T,
MEALERE & i L CHBEICIRMEZ R L2 (p< 0.05), T FARNAICB W TIE, HEEIREE, 3
EAREEO W E E. faecalis 2SH S 7EEIX 1 floATHY , EFEHEITTRY
0.20 Log CFU/tissue Th o7z, ZNHDZ L, Y HIZ3FARIBERGT52 LT, 20
% 3 HEOMEOHIE, T7bb, RNRRIEY A7 Ml C& 52 LAVURSh, #EYA
BH-OBEEMED R TE 1,
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Viable bacteria

Figure 14

Viable bacteria (LogCFU/tissue)

(LogCFUltissue)
(@)]

Control

Single

3 times *

The data represent the individual values.

Detection
limit
(1.2)

Viable bacteria in anterior chamber at 96 h postinoculation

*, p< 0.05, compared with control (Steel’s test, 1-sided).

|
1 " - Detection
- - —— - - W -~ — — B - - - = limit
(1.4)
] | ] | EEEERNE EEEEER
Control Single 3 times

Figure 15 Viable bacteria in vitreous humor at 96 h postinoculation

The data represent the individual values.
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1.3 B

U Y LIGEREIRNRET L2 O T, 03%0 T 7 1 0 o 2 sSiRIE O £ 5-BRIARE R M OV %
Hla . IRNRIEN NS BT ENE KOS RN DTG 2 5 825 L. #5-51
PEIERETIE. K0 BT ASARINARE K OYIES O BRI RS i 2 & BB EiE 1 kv
HIEDOFNENTHL Z LRI NI,

Pl 0 EALE OGS, DF B 24 IR O T F 7 a0 o v RIRKR A 3 BLRIREEE- L

B\ HETE 96 WA 1% D RITFE A K O NI B 1T 2 L E OB BEIEEE D 7z
(Figures 6 and 7)., RIELEAR OIHIZNRITIT & A ERBD Hiv7en -7 (Figure 5), M IXEF O
FIEFOGZ FHE L R 7R RIESG TR 2308 L7t b1 EOMBRA EE S 2 2 L 3w

ENTWDE P, 2%, HF7aFhr i, IRNOEBBAHN L% TH PR RITHR
Y200, —ERMELZRIEEREZBD ST ERNETH L Z LRE SN, #i
FHESA . MEMERN R OSIEIER Z M T 2 2 ENME SN TEY P, JlEKE L b
PRIERZ T D2 L b B2 0NN, BYYE T OBRE T, ARORERIG 2 Mm%

CRALTIE, EEAMTVERDA S, ARFHIBW T, B5HHORIRE LicgE
Th, BHYIHOBH2GF, 8 96 W #% £ CTIIEREIR O K OV B 5 D 1 500 573 e
TETWDHZ EMND (Figures 13—15) . FLEEDOAH TH BHICERE L T Z & T, RNK
JEZIHIST 2 Z SIXARETH Y . FLERIRF O BRSO RENT L F R D,

HNBE R B W THIENA~SERAT 200, fiifd LIFNE®Z EZEZ DN TR,
WA & OHESIRA OH G2, R R 3 — RIC X 2 HERER T Tna R 2 240
CHBD BT EZICRTENISHESFIET DRI, 5% —75%EHE ST D 2,
ZOZENL, INERICHL AR EFH LA ENEETHY, TOHEDO—D2L LT,
TEZ D D OFUE RHIRA O IR G- D LEERE X Hivd,

AFRBRIZEB N T, BALEREZI W T HEERE 24 REE U 96 R O RTE N X HEFE K &
RIFEEECo > 7= (Figures 6, 10 and 14), — /7. - FIRPICHIE 2 B2FE L 72354 B3 96 FEfH
DINICETIES E CE LML, 2 DI E A ENHFIR (RIRE) ICFEET D ZERNabN
TW5 ¥, ZoEWE, BIEN THEBESIHE ST D00, IREKOPEH & I E IR
~HEH SO D O STV, BTENIER AN & el U<, M2 PR Lo
WEREE CTH D LRSS, S5, 03% “C-HF T a Xt U SIREE A AT IR
BehH L&, WP AT 7eXd 0O Cmax FIRFEKF & LT 100 53D 1 LLFT
D EnD Y EIRE G X TR CORBEMNREEET D 2 LITERICREETH D,
—H. WTNOFFICEN TS, BIENAEREE S i F RN AERBUTRBR OB 23580 b i,
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BlabRE . AIENICEARE S R WEERT, M ERNICBSW T EITRE S oz
(Figures 6, 7, 10, 11, 14 and 15), LA EDOZ &6, HiIEPIEROBEB CHMEZ LR S TS Z &
T, HFERSHIENBITT 22 2MEITELLEZXLND T &0 0, FHIEWNIGROERT
DIENEETHDH B2 LN, KET VT, ERO®@Y | b MU D ERHRIER 2

L7ZET A THDLN, KBEEREL TORWAKBIRIETH 2 S8R 13802, fil
TiE, AWNBETN L AREIC, Vo XE M BRS FITZ M L. AKBIRZENICHE 2 B 5 E
FTATOFES EESNTND >, KBEOFEEIL, §iFE» LM T-EN~OHEOBITICH
BYHLEBEZLNLM, ATBENIGRICKT DHEZ R A TGS 5 BAICI W TIE, AKEE
IROIRHN K ET /LT3l ATRE T d D &Il LT 2,

PEREES DO | [BAREE 3 EAUREEZ e Lz & & BEfE 2 B H LA SR O A 1,
FHIFRIZ R D B9, B 5 3 BRIREEOIE 2R A =5 > 7 (Figures 6, 7, 10, 11, 14 and
15), 0.3% “C-HF7uxH v miRigzaa U121 B30, KESRKES L&, K
WG L D IRFEAK P REOERSUIBAMEIITR D AL TH RN Ennd Y0 1 [BLRIREE
&g UC 3 [mLRIREED AUC, S F D AUCMIC (FH 3 fETH D LHERSINLD, DT,
RIENTGRICKET 20 F 7 1 43 o ORI GIC X 2R RIE, &0 R5% o mEdjR
FEHER L IE RO L 0 S e, /v U REBORICBEET 5 L WESh T
W5 AUCMIC V ITIRAFT 5 2 & AR E Tz,
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g 2 E In vitro Agueous Humor Pharmacokinetic (AHPK) model

DIEE

Y FIGERERANKET VIL, AR & B0 | FRRICI T DI IRN K ORER 4 i L 7o
EFTNTHY | BIENHRICHT DHERONREZTMT 27-DIZH@H L THD EERXBND,
LU, HIERNTERICH LT, 03% 4 F 7 a x4 v iRk siR 595 & &0 RIcxt
T D8RG WIR O A TG T 2 72 012E, IREZK T OB A RFHNTIE T 2 LR & D,
U YR HEREIRN LT T BN TIEL AR L0 —RE R0 Uil ke
72, WL OBINLEL D, Flo, H 1 BIBWT, EEBOZE(L & RIEMERD
AT HE O BBRN RN Z E BRI NTZ L L0 FIEEONREZFHE T 512H720 |
FAEIER OFAMIT L CTIXe WV E Il L7, # 2T, AREBORIE 22 2L ORI 23 /I HE T
bV, B EENT D MEOR KRR IRE Z FBLATRE & 32 in vitro model 28 TH %
CHIWr LTz, THNETIZ, TORRET VIZZEERIATOL OO, 1TLAEBREOEK
%O MBETREZEEET 20 THY . BiENHEROERERE & 78 5 IREK IR EHER %
BT % model TR STV, Fio, RIREGHZOIREKPREL, ROK5%OMm
BERREEHERS & i L CL HRHEDNE N2, BEFOET VSt EZ 0L FHATLI L
IREECTH D, £ T, 03% AT 7 axh v SiREE IR Lz & & OIRFEKTREZ
W9 2 B in vitro model DAEEEE B L7,

2.1 REEHREZOBEKFPRERRE

g 2EHE & L Cid, RIREGE%ZOE NMEEKFPEENKE THHN, & MIBIT
DIRFEARTIREOREIZINETH 5, ANEFIATOREKTIRENRHRE ST HDD,
B ESCRBR AR BN TND 2 Enn 2 AL T A REHB L LT L T
W, BRI IS 2 v & b b O FH R OV e 21T, MIEOE A K O HFE,
Wt B EE M ORI D Z — o = "= ERET N 60D, YA IPHEITHELTWD
Z eSO UV X RRE GBI 2 EYERERR & O L 2RI IS TV 5,
ZZ T, FH1ECUYFEEKEIRNRET VICHER LA ARG Y Y XI2, 03%TF 7R
FH U mIRIR A 50 pL HELRIRE G Lo, RFICIREKF T F7 a0 v VRE%
WE L, 55N IREK PR EHERS OFHZ invitromodel IC X W BES4 2 & & L7,
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Figure 16 Concentration of gatifloxacin after a single topical administration of 0.3%

gatifloxacin ophthalmic solution.

Symbols represent the mean * S.E.M. for 4 eyes at each time point. Solid line

represent fitting curve by 1-compartment model.

U YIRS ZOIREKE T F 7 a0 o U RER, &5% 1 R T Cmax 720, %
D% LT (Figure 16), Z DOIEEHERLIT. b M2 03%A4F 7 11 %4 o IR 2 A IR
B % OIRFEAKFREHR ) ITEEl Lz b DO Th o7,

BoNTZREHREZ | KRNOHD 1-a2 8= KA MET LY MBI L,
pharmacokinetic (PK) /X7 A — % &% L7= (Figure 16 and Table 1), %5720 (Tin) 13X
K 1LAR & 7220 L S ST 2o s HRA S EIERERCTd o 72 . STIRE 5% DAL,
PRIC X DR EZ T 7218, —IXREE DS SN DA, 780 1T ABROREIES Ok 2
Rl L CIREANSEITT 5 2, MiREN LIBITOBREGLE 25050, AR EE2 Lz
BATIOH L CHFITMETH D720, 1-3 08— F AV FETFIRITIEIZ Y TH D EEZD
no,
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Table 1 Estimated pharmacokinetic parameters of gatifloxacin in aqueous humor

after a single instillation

Tmax Cmax Vd/F ka kel Ty AUCos
(h) (ng/mL) (mL) (h™) (h™) (h) (ng - h/mL)
1.0 0.70 78 0.99 1.0 1.4 1.91

BHSNTEBATREDABREDONA T Y v R8T A =2 Th D VAF ZFIH LT, miR#
H#%DOIREA~ORINREZ R Lz, EEOTYFIREKE (19 0.25—0.3 mL) ® % /0 4m 55
(Vd) L LCTHEIT D&, 03%TF 7 axd o0 iRz 50 uL HaSIRE 5% O IREK~D
WU ER1E 0.32%—0.38% & 72 D . AU S 40T 2 iR 55 DR B K ~ D HEM) DRI
CEIEBETHELOTH-T Y,

a8 E N TF 7 ax Vo ORMEZHERT D72 OICH%E R AUC/MIC 23
ENTBY, v 7 ARBUIMEYLE T IZB W THiZAERE (Streptococcus pneumoniae: S
pneumoniae) (2 L Ci% 52 LA L. S, aureus (2% L CIE 37 LERMETH S LHESHL TN D
B —F . T FBEREIRN T T BTV E. faecalis I2xf T 2 HF 7 a4 00
MIC (% 0.39 pg/mL TH Y O ZEDOFED ST 0.3% 0 F 7 1 FH 2 0 S HRIK % AR
B D AUCMIC (T, ©T75249 ThH o7z, 3G TIXAUC 233512720 LUEL TH 14.7
BETHY, gil L2 E L D KV, L, U FBEKEIRNEET LIZB VT, 0.3%
HF7mxH v fiRigERREG U< L3 BERRES T 52 LIk RIER 27 OMiilzh R
K OVEBEBOBD BB HER TEX IV |, E. faecalis (26T D EIENTEYRICK L TiX, AF 71
FH D AUCMIC 2349 LLET, ZIRPHIFTE Db D LFZ 2 BT,

22 BERVEEDERTE
-2 X—= R A METIVIENTOFREE., ka & kel MIFIEE Lo 72Z 0256, ka=kel D&
HICB T DIREHR 2~ XA E T,
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F+D

Xa

ka

\4

kel

Figure 17 Schematic of 1-compartment model

F: absorption rate, D: dose, X: amount of drug,

ka: absorption rate constant, kel: elimination rate constant

Figure 17 £V, W& Xa KOX) OZT HEEEZLLF O TE L,

Equation 1: % =—ka- Xa

Equation 2: c:j_)t( =ka- Xa—kel- X

INLOEKE, FNENT T AL LI,

Equation 1 £ ¥ |
L(%J =-Xa(0)+S-Xa
dt
=—ka-Xa
Xa(0)=F-D Th o=,

F-D
S+ka

Xa=

LWV BRARE LT,

S B2, Equation2 XV,
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dX o
L(Ej_—X(OHS - X

=ka-Xa—-kel-X

X(0)=0 . Xa= F-D 1y
S +ka
- ka _
X = -Xa
S + kel
F-D-ka

(S +kel)-(S +ka)

EWV I EIMRENGE SN, 22T, ka=kel THHZ EH, ka=kel=K B X,

. F-D-K
X=——
(S +K)?
BRBI, 777 AEEROLK +A o AL ICED . e X DEIEiE R
(94

VIR OFA A BN,

Equation3: X =F-D-K-t-e™™*

I B D ka=kel DERMEMOBAFET NV EBEBI, MRS LET 0T, N7 EhaRt
b (D) MONE#ET L (C) ZEERE CEANCE S Z & & Lz (Figure 18), Bk Licix, 2
FRIDORBHY | 2 EEEEL RSO TWVWHTEOIREL —EILHROZ LN TE HAKREZEELE
sz bl
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Dilution chamber  Culture chamber

(D) (C)
fs f2 f3
Pump > Xd > Xc —>
Vd Ve

Figure 18 Schematic of in vitro model
X: amount of drug, f: flow rate, V: volume

ETNVOMRELY . R T oIdHE B oREZR L, TNETNERNLDIEE T —ETH
HELT, fi=h=K=Fft L, SHIZ, HNDEALDY A X026, Vd KT Ve Z 3.5mL (=V)
L7,

Equation 1 Dl % V THIV | K=i (=L=L)\ Coo :Q‘ C. _X e et
\% vd Ve A" A"

BEEAVNOLTF 7axV o VREIL, UTFToTtEdotncx s,

f
.t

f
Equation 4 : Cc:V-CDO-t-e Y

T, ETMENTED KIZ1THY, BELOV A XL VEISML E LMD, f
Z35mLhE L7, ZORTEMEELY EEELVOEEHBIZIU TOBRXTRT I ENTX S,

-t

Equation 5 : Cc=C,-t-e

BT, YYFIT03%HF 7 uFx4 o QiREZ RIRRG Lo & S OREHR LV R L
72 Tmax (1.0 h) & TF Cmax (0.701 pg/mL) % . Equation 5 {24 TIZHHZ EIT LV, Cp T
1.91 pg/mL &R E L7,
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23 BREREHBRORH

ARG LFRFRIZ, 0, 025, 1. 2, 3, 4, 6 KOS WM C 3 [ G LI L EDHTF 7
0L R ORI SRS A B L2 (Figure 19), EEGICBIT 2 REHBIL, &5
flf@% © & LT, Equation 5 (2 [F] H # 5-F T). Equation 6 (3 [f] H $¢45-% T), Equation 7 (3 [A] H
B Tk EH L,

Equation 6 : Cc=Cp,-t-e”'+Cp,-(t—7)-
Equation 7 : Cc= CDO.t.e‘u. Cpy (t=17)- e 4 Cpy- (t-27)- e (20

T: Dosing interval

2.5
— Oh
0.25h
- 1h
£
o)) 2h
=
5 - 3h
£ 4h
C
8 6h
3
o)) 8h
o
a
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24

Time (h)
Figure 19 In vitro simulation of concentration-time profiles of gatifloxacin in rabbit

aqueous humor after three-times-daily dosing at various intervals.
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LREDOREHERE L UL O A HV T Tmax & O Cmax % L7 (Table 2),

Tmax (2D TlE, Equations 5—7 ZZ L ZMM L, GO OMED 0 & 725 & & DR
fflZ Tmax & L C. LA F DY Tmax 28 < HElE B Lz, 7236, BRI 5FF D Tmax (Tmax1)
X, 1R Th o7,

Equation 8 : Tmax2=(1+e"+txe")/(1+¢€)
QB H 5% 3 I HE G £ T)

Equation 9 : Tmax3 =(1 +e*+e+1x e +1x2xe™) /(1 +e"+¢e%)
(3 [E1 B £ 5-LLF%)

T: Dosing interval

Cmax (%, Equations 5—7 {24 Tmax Z XA L CHKIRELZFH L, KbEVMEE Lz,

Table 2 PK parameters

Dose frequency Dosing interval Cmax AUC
(times) (h) (ng/mL) (ngxh/mL)
1 - 0.70 1.91
0 2.11
0.25 2.07
1 1.62
2 1.10
3 5.73
3 0.87
4 0.77
6 0.72
8 0.70

2.4 EHDFRER

IRFEAKICE D ITVERERICT B 7012, AT 25 I ANTIREK TS 40— K MA"%
WIR L7228, N RIS/ D & IREED T, pH BT D2 E BB E o7 (pH
6.66 — pH 8.71), = Z T, pH Z —EIROT-DOIKBERIINLIZE A, BETLHZ &N
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ALY AT — R MAOFIABNKEEEE 7 o7z, £o, MEOEEICEIAVbND
Brain Heart Infusion (BHI) broth |%, 5iHICE DR OFEMN AR TH D Z & Bk
DIHE — 7 8%\ N2 D2 HPLC TOHEYERLNEEL 702 Z Enb NEd &l L7z, £
2T, MRS A ST\ 5 DMEM/F-12 Z 5 E U CRIR Uiz, MIEICxd 2 A5
HIDZEPET DN TIE, 3.1.1 HIZTERET S,

25 ETILOEHR
BETEDOET ML, RICEHD D OMEDOWHREZE LRWET LV T L MEOMEE; <
TDILT 4 N — R LB T AMPEET D D, Eikoi@y | IREKPREHBITER
PIES, IZEAVEDHENRIM L TLE D AIREMEN B A O NIZZ Lnh, T4V F—aRE
THETVERIRLT-,

251 ETIL1

Figure 20 IZE7 /L 1 ZRAKINTR Lz, FEWARE T, HF7ux o 0 2Rk,
IR YV NOREHB MR LI 2 A, ZOEF A TIRERRE L L XOTF
TuxH L OMGREERER & ik LT, LR MEE 2R L7 (Figure 21), T AL,
BEERY VOEMICHE L TWAEA~TF 7o X292 U Ei L, BN oSy
KT Loz s s n,

|_ i

Syringe pump

F

Figure 20 Schematic diagram of the in vitro AHPK model (1% ver.).
(A) drug port, (B) dilution chamber, (C) sample port, (D) culture chamber,

(E) membrane filter and (F) magnetic stirrer.
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Concentration (ug/mL)

Figure 21 Concentration of gatifloxacin following a single application in an in vitro

AHPK model (1% ver.).

The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3). The solid line represents the predicted
concentration of gatifloxacin in culture chamber.
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252 ETIL2

EF V1 ORI S A2 RIRT 5 72 DI 5 VT 2 AR 0| U IC TR 2T 72 ST
TANE =% L TEEELVNLERIOEVICEE LIciRE R 7 TREIL, s E5 2
&L L7- (Figure 22), = DfER, RV AVNONF 7 a4 BT, BEiRREHERE LY
bEfEA R L7 (Figure 23), ZO# B E LT, HOWZBALDOIRPEMTH D720, TR
MEEEIC L > T BB ANICT v RAR—=2ANAE L TW D ARELE B 2 72,

D

|_ ||

Syringe pump

Peristalic
pump v

F

Figure 22 Schematic diagram of the in vitro AHPK model (2" ver.).

(A) drug port, (B) dilution chamber, (C) sample port, (D) culture chamber, (E) membrane
filters and (F) magnetic stirrer.

Concentration (ug/mL)

O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Time (h)

Figure 23 Concentration of gatifloxacin following a single application in an in vitro
AHPK model (2" ver.).

The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3). The solid line represents the predicted

concentration of gatifloxacin in culture chamber.
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253 ETIL3

ERkE

EFETN2IZBWT, FRMIREHE LY bEELZ R LCEB S LT, AWz L oRR13#E
HETH D720, WIROMMEEICL > T, BB EANILT v RAR=ZARE LTS ATREME A
EBxle, 22T Ty RAR=ZADOEEZWOTT2OIZ, BAVNOBEETEZ 2 DITHLT 2
&L, £, 74 NE—(HEICTF v 7HRET D720, F7 /1 2 THEERELOLMIC
Bz L T2V ZID BROWe, S 61T, JRENEW D, MEZRIN LTS8 7 4 v ¥
— DHECHEEVAZEZ L, BEEAVNER LA THZERHLNERST=DT, 741
B—DRNZT VT 4 VH —5RET L2 LT, BV 2MEL, ZRLTHEONZET
JV 3 ORER[X % Figure 24 |k LTz, RETF BN THF 70 F 4 U 2HMULT-HBICES
NIEERE AN T 7 a4 o U REE, FRREICEIE B L, fEHPIC b A B2 MR
HDHZENHELMNE Ao 7= (Figure 25, P =0.9922, p< 0.001),

|_ i

Syringe pump

F

Figure 24 Schematic diagram of the in vitro AHPK model (3™ ver.).

(A) drug port, (B) dilution chamber, (C) sample port, (D) culture chamber, (E) membrane
filter (F) magnetic stirrer and (G) Pre filter.
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Concentration (ug/mL)

O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Time (h)

Figure 25 Concentration of gatifloxacin following a single application in an in vitro
AHPK model (3" ver.).

The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3). The solid line represents the predicted

concentration of gatifloxacin in culture chamber.

REEE

FTNIEMNT AT 7 uxH v 28 YRt /r (B) (Z0.25 K] ERE & O 2 By R
T3EFEMLIEZD, §5#EL (D) NOTF 7oV VBEHBEZNE Lz, DT
EfEZ R L2 00, 1ZITBRGmIE D OREHER 23S D iL7e (Figures 26 and 27), HL[A[}E 5 & [F]
FRIC. PEGRME & ERME OB 2 MR Lo R, HEHFIICHERMEMERAHRTE
(0.25 IR ETRR: 1° = 0.9888, p< 0.001, 2 M [IFRE: 1* = 0.9870, p< 0.001), LA EDZ Lind, v
FIZ03%HF 7 v ¥ v mlRikZ 50 pL ARG L7z & & DIRFEK T IREHERS 2 584 2
model (in vitro AHPK model) 23585 C & 7= & H[lr L7z,
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Figure 26 Concentration of gatifloxacin in an in vitro AHPK model (3 ver.).

gatifloxacin was applied three times at intervals of 15 min.

The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3). The solid line represents the predicted
concentration of gatifloxacin in culture chamber after three times addiction every

15 min.
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Figure 27 Concentration of gatifloxacin in an in viro AHPK model (3™ ver.).

gatifloxacin was applied three times at intervals of 2 h.

The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3). The solid line represents the predicted

concentration of gatifloxacin in culture chamber after three times addiction every 2 h.
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26 EE

0.3% A F 7 vV SR E 72 50 L Ha SRS L & DIREKFITF 7 0
Yo R FE &2 B HL 5 in vitro aqueous humor pharmacokinetic model (in vitro AHPK model) %
TER L7z,

PUEA OB RIE, SEH L ME OEHREN RS Th 5 2 &0 b, BRYSHIkIZ I 2 iR E
DEETHY, BmEAVWEEEET VEERT 256, v b EBMOMBRTIRERDE OE
WEEE L2 5720, —J5, in vitro AHPK model CIIitE-CHIIRE 2+ 2L S8 5
PITC, EOXORBEHBE THLHBIAETHY . PIEAOADEOFMICIE W THIRRE
FILTHDHEEZLND, MEEPIEL invitro THILL, M & A ORBRZ T 55
MIZNE TS AFE LT, IR KW R EHER 2 f-81 L 72 & 7 /113 in vitro AHPK
model 3H]H T TH D,

IRFEAR~DIEBOBATV— ML, ARL— bk EEEEL— E 2B Y P W Phor— K

T B0, FloZOFBBPEITIT, IR 7 A Xp EDILEW O W B LRI E 23 5
B0 O REAKRASBAT LY OHE R, o L AE R EEN LIIRFE AP 0%
MREVWEZZOLNTWD, ZDD, AEITF 7t 0 Gk E SIREK S L% OIR

BARKPREHE CHALNZ X D10, BIGHEEH & HREREEHMZFFELL, hox /o
RO RIRA 2 SR G LR OIREAKPIREHER L, TF7nxd v oz bils L
HBOMRFARFREHRS L IZFE LW Y, o T, SEIEELIZET AV, oF ) vk
PUE s IRA 2 SR B L7 & & DIRBE KT REHBAHHT 5L ARETHLIEEZALN
D, o ¥ REE AR O 72 59 o SERAN 30T b [RIER 0 R BEHERS 23 e iR
TELIZEND P KRBT MTME KT 2PEMRTZT Tl <o MR 2 HEL)
RROZEMOFMHICbAMTH L EEALND,
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% 3 FE |Invitro AHPK model Z AU =5

T2 T, E. faecalis K E & U CTIRNERZRIES U HFIZ 03% T F 7 rxH
VORI 2 ARG LTS, BRI OB > TRRAEEINT 5 2 L AVR S, SR
LI AF7axd v ORiENIZET 5208 6. — RIS, v REEHI ORI 5
THLEEXLNTND AUCMIC ITKIFTHZ ENMALNERoTz, —J5, ABROEY | A
IRANC W TIIHIE - HEOEENNETH 5720, AUCMIC ZHINSE5 Z LITA S T
N, T, #HEHL, DFE Y AUCMIC B—E LD 5B N T, HIMESICET
AHEZ R G REIRE AN RN RINET B L . 03% 0 F 7 v 53 0 SR 2 IR 5% DO IRE K
HAF 7 a ko R 2 FHELT % invitro AHPK model 2 FHWCL JEid 52 & & L7z,

3.1 E.faecalis [Z%3 d#REt
Y FIGEREIENRET L THONTMEREESEDETELET L7201, R U E. faecalis
A-2-7T % VT, Beat & 35 L7,

3.1.1 ZEHFIFERMEFDIEFERER

7Y FAGERFE RN T T B W TIRNR OFRIE DS RS ST\ % 1x10° CFU/eye (FBAKE
B4 300 uL & L7z & & 3x10* CFUmL) X V. #¥IHE &% 3x10* CFU/mML (4 Log CFU/mL) (2
BRIE LT,

WIHME D & DR ORI 72 25 % Figure 28 127”75, H5RBAATE 3 REH 2 & I O BEFH
F A0, 24 K CIX 9.3 £ 0.6 Log CFU/mL (22 L7z, U FIGEREIRN R ET LIZB W T
Pefd 24 WERI®H L <X 96 RFMZICHWT S, MR L RBREOEREB L R LI (K
4 Log CFUftissue (mL), i FAAERE%Z I mL 2 & L THHE), — 5 BRITER 5 H DD E. faecalis
ZFARN~2 Log CFUTEA LTz & & D AEEOZALIL K 6 IKfH] T 1 Log CFU/eye (mL) L
H L. 24 FFff]C 8.98 Log CFU/eye (mL) ([ZEIZET D Z LRI TS (IR
1 mL P& LTHE), gLzt B0., vIFBERERNEET L TIE, ZTORIEICBIT5
FEE OHEFE DY, Y RN & Hl U CHIBBEMIC 25 & B 2 b s 03, EEOBFIZB W TT
ZD XD MEHEM 238 2 B EN T <L BIRENICRT 5 HIEOMEFEA . RN TO
HFEIZHERI L 72 b DI D A[ReERN H D, RET VL, TOBERITEZ VES, AEHEED
KT UL-EE SRR EZ R L QWD B oD, THICBWT, R 2 EKGHET 2
ZEF BIEY AT EBINSEL L L RDIED, AT LEROCTYHHEORMNZIT O
ZEIFFHThHEEEZLND,
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Figure 28 Growth kinetics of E. faecalis A-2-7.

The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3).

312 EREIX[FEFERSRERT 3 EAMOREIEHEHER

A ST G R 3 [FICEE L TOo, 025, 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 KU RFMRTHF 7 =%
P ERINUR & & OAEEBOEZ7HE Lz, #IHIEICR3 5 AR O & bt % Figure
29 (TR LTz, #IEMIE T 4.5 £ 0.3 Log CFU/mL (CF¥ME + fEHERRE) Th - 7=, a5 T,
3 W E TIHAEREN D Lizb oD, 0%, BHIHISEZ D . 10 REH&ICIESEAITERM
L ABREOARERICE L, 3 BRERHICEBNTYH, 2 TORGEE CRERICAERE KON
D LIRS DAL, WTT O SRR T S 24 R4 CIEEERBERINEE & 12X R
FEDAREE L 22 o7,

35



control
single

Change in viable count (Log CFU/mL)

Time (h)

Figure 29 Killing and regrowth kinetics of E. faecalis A-2-7 exposed to gatifloxacin
once or three times at various intervals.

The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3-5).

L U EREE D HIE D & Dl KB & (Amax) (280 TR R GRIFRED 0 B 22 6 3 IF
£ TIE, BEHBOERIZMH > THOFNITHEMER 2R L2 b o0, RERES 4 RFHEIC
2% LWAITER L, 6 P, 8 I L R GMRAIER T 5 & S I T 203580 b iz
(Figures 29 and 30), F£7z. HABA®ICEZET LM (Tmax) b, [AEEOEMEZ/RL, #&
HkR2Y 0 Befi] 2 6 3 BRI E TR G-FIR ORI E > THER L7278, 4 WA M OF 6 B
I bR Tl 2o~ U, 8 IR T S B I/ N L7z (Figures 29 and 31),
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Figure 30 The relationship between dosing interval and maximum reduction in viable
count (Amax) (E. faecalis A-2-7).
The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3-5).
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Figure 31 The relationship between dosing interval and time to reach maximum
reduction of viable count (T Amax) (E. faecalis A-2-7).

The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3-5).
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3.1.3 #BEEREMBEMROBAR

AR (Figure 29) L0 #5-MMRIC X » T, AR ORI MR N ENT D Z &
DRENTZ, £ 2T, 2024 BRICRIT 5 EHEBOZAERAE NN T X 2R OFREE &
L C. FEAIFEUINKRE & SEARNRE O # B 5l h #R[E i FH (the area between control growth and
the bacterial killing and regrowth curve for 24 h, L~ ABBC ®) Z%i{H{ L 7= (Table 3), Hi[Elf 5
IKF D ABBC (% 5.98 5.7 Log CFU/mLxh Th -7z, ZiUlxf LT, 3 EFEGHITNTHhoO®ES
MFEIZEBV T 15.00 Log CFU/mLxh LA ETH Y | HEHEE & ik LT 3 [ 5O E N B
RSN, ZOREREMPRICEZ DEECOVWTII, F 1 BEOU Y FIHERKEIRN
RET NV EANTERFTHLNBREEZKBL TN EEZ LD,

3 [ I D 25 % 5-[HE & ABBC DOREf% % Figure 32 (/8 L7z, &EMFE2S 0 BEfH L 0 3 BF
M TIx, BERROIERIZME-> T ABBC (3N L7223, 4 KL Eoofe 5-fkaE Cidisid 4
DM AR L, $ 5RO L TR oM 2R Lz, 20 3 BRSICBT 55
f@ & ABBC DOPBIfRIZHOWT, — Bl BT 21T o 7o R, &G HIE 2 R
WA B R BEE KT L TND Z EDNRENT (p<0.001), ZAuiE, &5 015 % [EE L 7= 50
Tebb, AUCMIC N—EERDEMETHHIC LD LT, HHEMEBNELTHZ LIk
DPIEN R e D Z L APIfRIC TR T LD Th oz, S HIT, 3 EEEIZIIT D ABBC (2D
WTC, REFIRIER Tl L7z & 2 A, 0 IR & O 8 IRFFIFEIRR AL e L C 2 Ip e R S OF
3 REEIFIRRAE N A RIS M 2 & AR C & 72 (p< 0.05, Figure 32),
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Figure 32 The relationship between the dosing interval and antimicrobial effect

(ABBC) of gatifloxacin against E. faecalis A-2-7.
The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3-5). **, p<0.01; *, p< 0.05, compared with
0-h dosing interval (Dunnett’s test, 2-sided). +t, p< 0.01; 1, p< 0.05, compared with 8-h

dosing interval (Dunnett’s test, 2-sided).

3.1.4 Cmax/MIC BRU T>MIC &LREHMRDE R

Z 2T, BRI S ABBC OZICEE T 25 PK-PD N T A =2 ZH L0 ET 57
¥»IZ, PK-PD /3T % —4 & ABBC & OBfRAMENTT 5 2 & & Lz, &G R¥%E 3 BIZEE L
TWA72H AUCMICIT—E L 720 BIERE 2 b5 BEAFD PK-PD /37 A —# % Cmax/MIC
ET>MIC L7205, 2T, BEmREHER L0 B L7=&8ED PK-PD /X7 A —# (Cmax/MIC
K& OYT>MIC) & ABBC & DEAfR % 54 L 7= (Table 3),
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Table 3 PK-PD indices and antibacterial efficacy against E. faecalis A-2-7 at various
dosing regimens and intervals

Dosing PK-PD indices

ABBC
Regimen interval
(h) T>MIC (h) Cmax/MIC (Log CFU/mLxh)
QD - 2.24 1.80 5.98 (5.70)
TID 0 4.02 5.40 15.00 (6.94)
0.25 4.11 5.30 21.70 (3.15)
1 5.05 4.14 34.66 (7.68)
2 6.62 2.80 47.49 (3.24) **T
3 7.49 2.22 55.72 (2.82) =1
4 7.08 1.98 38.95 (8.62) *
6 6.80 1.83 40.31 (3.50) *
8 6.74 1.81 16.52 (10.93)

QD, once a day; TID, three times a day. Calculated AUC/MIC values are 4.9 and 14.7 for QD and TID,
respectively. ABBC values are expressed as mean (S.E.M.) in parentheses of 3 — 5 experiments.
** p<0.01; *, p< 0.05, compared with 0-h dosing interval (Dunnett’s test, 2-sided). 1, p< 0.01;
T, p< 0.05, compared with 8-h dosing interval (Dunnett’s test, 2-sided).

%79, ABBC & Cmax/MIC DBRZ 5 L 72, ABBC (T Cmax/MIC 725 2 LL IRV T,
Cmax/MIC DN~ CTHME A Z 7~ L7228, 2 LLEIZ 72 % & Cmax/MIC OB £ - T
b L7z (Figure 33), HLEUFAT ORGSR, WE IZITAOMHEINERD Hiuizh (p<0.01), FHEEFR
¥ (%) 1302314 K<, F72. Cmax/MIC MR GEIR CIEEA 5 272 BEMME A 23588 Hu T
5 L b HAHRBI T Cmax/MIC & ABBC ORI EHIE 25 Z LIdHIReNWEEZ X b,
EHIZ, Cmax/MIC FHIER L EOMBENHfGFEN LT A =2 THHIZHLEDLL T,
Cmax/MIC 78 2 LA EOfE TlE, # O _EFIZHEV ABBC 230 & 287 lB Ml 2 oR Lz Z &
5. ABBC ¥ Cmax/MIC OV EENT FIKTFT LT D b 00, FEERICEEL THhD0
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X Cmax/MIC =D H DO TiERL . TOHRIZHDIBORTTHD EHLE LT,
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Figure 33 The relationship between Cmax/MIC and antimicrobial effect (ABBC) of

gatifloxacin against E. faecalis A-2-7.
The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3-5)

% ZTIRIZ, ABBC & T>MIC OBIRIZHOWTHENT L72 & Z A, T>MIC DIERIZfE: S ABBC

DOEENUE R 23588 D7z (Figure 34), HIAIFIHTIZ LV . MBIFREL (%) 1303492 L Ko7z
2. AERIEDOEMEZRNRD SN (p<0.001), Cmax/MIC & 15720 | EDOFENHEZE T
T2 &b ABBC OZ1kIE, Cmax/MIC £V & T>MIC (T8 AZ 1T TV 5 ATREMED B 5
EEZ BT, L L, 7 BERITUE Tl ABBC DK 2287 Y S 03RS S 72723 Cmax/MIC
ERIBRIC T E OBMRA A CHIE T 5 Z L IXTE RV e B2 b,
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Figure 34 The relationship between T>MIC and antimicrobial effect (ABBC) of

gatifloxacin against E. faecalis A-2-7.

The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3-5).

£ ZTIKRIZ, T>MIC Ol E R Lic, &SRB 2 B £ TIZIREK R REITE IS
MIC % E[a]-> T\ 7=, T>MIC 23 LTV D DIk L, bl o5 [k Tl T>MIC
WAL 72D, £ 2T, T>MIC 23 L TV 2 5.8 0 KEf22 5 2 i E T T>MIC
& ABBC OBIRZEMRIAIF LI E 2 A, WFIITAERIEOHBENHER TE 2 (¢ =0.5962,
p=0.0002, Figure 35), ZDZ &b, 3RFH IV EVWRERRBIZEN T, BE5MBOERIZ
5T ABBC 2 LD, T>MIC BAAREEEI /25 Z &I L D EHERE Tz,

a o
o O
T

Log CFU/mL x h)
w b
o o

(
- N
o o
1 1

ABBC

o

T>MIC (h)

Figure 35 The relationship between continuous T>MIC and antimicrobial effect

(ABBC) of gatifloxacin against E. faecalis A-2-7.

The data represent the mean £ S.E.M. (n =4-5). Solid line shows the regression line.
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3.1.5 FHBPK-PD/RFTA—4LDEH

T>MIC 2338 L TV iuE, ABBC (X T>MIC IZIKTE L THIINT 5 2 L AR CTE -2 &
b5, TNOOMEEZNRT A =2, EE5MRBICE D ABBC DZLOfifr 25 Z & & L
7o Tbb, RTORLGHBICIEW T, BRYITREDN MIC Z LRl TH b %I MIC %
Al 5 % TORfE % intermission of T>MIC (iT>MIC) & 7EF% L7= (Figure 36 and Table 4), 5
12, 2O IT>MIC ORFREINIZEBW T, IREKP AT 7 a4 2 U REN MIC % F[El 5 KO
#EFE LT T<MIC % €7 L 7= (Figure 36 and Table 4),

Table 4 PK-PD indices and antibacterial efficacy of gatifloxacin against E. faecalis
A-2-7 at various dosing regimens and intervals

Dosing PK-PD indices ABBC

Regimen interval
(h) T>MIC (h) IT>MIC (h) T<MIC (h) Cmax/MIC (Log CFU/mLxh)

QD - 2.24 2.24 0.00 1.80 5.98 (5.70)
TID 0 4.02 4.02 0.00 5.40 15.00 (6.94)
0.25 4.11 4.11 0.00 5.30 21.70 (3.15)
1 5.05 5.05 0.00 4.14 34.66 (7.68)
2 6.62 6.62 0.00 2.80 47.49 (3.24) **T
3 7.49 8.42 0.93 2.22 55.72 (2.82) ** T
4 7.08 10.32 3.24 1.98 38.95 (8.62) *
6 6.80 14.26 7.46 1.83 40.31 (3.50) *
8 6.74 18.24 11.50 1.81 16.52 (10.93)

QD, once a day; TID, three times a day. Calculated AUC/MIC values are 4.9 and 14.7 for QD and TID,
respectively. ABBC values are expressed as the mean (S.E.M.) in parentheses of 3 — 5 experiments.
** p<0.01; * p<0.05, compared with 0-h dosing interval (Dunnett’s test, 2-sided). 7, p<0.01;
T, p<0.05, compared with 8-h dosing interval (Dunnett’s test, 2-sided).
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T>MIC» T>MIC3
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Figure 36 Schematic representation of the pharmacokinetic indices defined in this
study.

T>MIC, cumulative time when drug concentrations exceed MIC over 24 h (T>MIC =
T>MIC, + T>MIC;, + T>MIC;; T<MIC, cumulative time of T>MIC intermission when drug
concentrations were below MIC (T<MIC = T<MIC, + T<MIC,); iT>MIC, sum of T>MIC
and T<MIC.

KUNT, IT>MIC & ABBC ORIfRAZFHE L= L Z A, & 5RFEE ABBC OBIR L& FRILKIC,
IR AR T LR BN E 7 o 72 (Figure 37), T>MIC 23385 L CUN 5 0 RERE A5 2 IR
fEIZ BV Tik, ABBC & iT>MIC (= T>MIC) I[ZIEQOMENRD b=, b DOREFR X
DR U2RYRERZ VT, RERES 3 K25 8 RffEIZI 1T % iT>MIC 725 ABBC %
SR L7z, MR ENIE A RE < ERIZEE 20, 2D%EE JABBC & LCHRILZE Z
% (Figure 37), JABBC & T<MIC |[ZI3A B A2 IEOF BEIBIR MR S i (1 = 0.9442, p< 0.001,
Figure 38), Z D Z &6 BEHIRA 3 FEILL LA H 535 ABBC OATIE, T<MIC
WG LTWH D EEZ LI,
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Figure 37 The relationship between ABBC and iT>MIC.

The relationship between ABBC and iT>MIC (circles) was extrapolated

to yield the differences of the regression function (dotted lines) from the

actual values (triangles). The difference was termed AABBC.

0O 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
T<MIC (h)
Figure 38 The relationship between AABBC and T<MIC.

PLEDZ &35, ABBCIXIEOHHBEZRT IT>MIC & ADFEIZ 7 T<MIC Z W T 5
TELOTIE VB 2 b7 (Equation 10),

Equation 10 : ABBC=a x iT>MIC +b x T<MIC + ¢
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% ZC. ABBC & B 5-REIBRDOBIFRIZ OV T, ABBC % HRYZ %L, iT>MIC & T<MIC % i
Bl LT, BERUFOIT 21T o7, TORER, ABBC OELIZZNG 2 DD/8T7 XA —F &
AL 3252 L THREFFICAEIZHATE S22 L (p< 0.001), iT>MIC LT T<MIC O\
TN, FHRFFOICEERHHAZKR TH DL Z EBNHL N E 5T (p<0.001), & 52, Z DR
f% %3 LT, Equation 11 BN&E5N7-,

Equation 11 : ABBC =10.92 x iT>MIC—13.23 x T<MIC—24.47

Equation 11 (T & ¥ i S 4172 ABBC OHRRIEITERE 2 BAHCHIG L TR Y | B5HREIC
#-3< ABBC OZLA iT>MIC & T<MIC (2L - T, #HFAEETH D Z L /RS- (Figure
39 ZOZENL, IRAXDOTH. BIG. BIERTERII L Tl e & G- Z ED 5 72
OFFEEL L TIT>MIC & T<MIC DO i/ 8T A —% OF RN R ST,

~
o

A O O
o O O

= N
o

ABBC (Log CFU/mL x h)
w
o

N
o © o

Interval (h)

Figure 39 The relationship between the dosing interval and antimicrobial effect
(ABBC) of gatifloxacin against E. faecalis A-2-7.

Individual results of ABBC (open circles) were plotted against dosing interval. The
solid line represents the theoretical line obtained by multiple regression analysis
described by Eq. 9: ABBC = 10.92 x iT>MIC - 13.23 x T<MIC - 24.47 (p< 0.001).
Dotted lines represent its 95% confidence limits.
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ARFHI BT T<MIC ORI PLE IR (ABBC) OEHIIZD/RN > TND I EAVRS L,
ZiuE, IREAKRHIRED MIC BA FIZ72 % Z & T, MIC OFHgtE, DF 0 R OFHgtE 872
bz B2 oD, —F TEOBBEOFEMII R TH S, T<MIC H4E U 5 5 HE
DH 5, IREEEREZRNCX, AF7eXt o 2 3RIRMLZE E O, 2EIE KO3 EE
W% DA OWAD OFLEN . FIEIRINE LV /NS WEIIZ S - 72 (Figure 29), [RIERD
BN, hox /v ZHREAICBONTHHERINTEY . ZORKE LT, ME»HEHAIZ
%t U CHittEZ R o 72 2 EAVRB STV D 9 o2 &nd, FfkIC, TMIC 24 U 58
BRI W TIL, E. faecalis 234 F 7 v 4 o NZMiEE FF o 72 AREME N B 2 bz, £ 2
T, in vitro AHPK model (23T, AR DORIFHIZE 250l L7z & & & FEROSMT, E
faecalis (I F 7 v 4 % 2 [ % 8 REEAIRR C 3 FIUSII L 7= & & o E. faecalis (257
HHFT7rFH D MIC ZRERFIICHIE L2, W ORERIZE W TH MIC OZ(kiE
MRS NipinoTz, ARBREIMFICEIT D AUCMIC 1, MRS Z Ve vt ShTns
AUC/MIC £V AR T= 79 il Tlidze < . MO MO 23 Z - T - AlEe
PEREZ BINDN, FEMIZOWVWTIE, 4%, EROIBAPMNETHA I,

3.2 S.aureus @9 Bt

KIZ, in vitro AHPK model O AP N iT>MIC K& TN T<MIC @ PK-PD /X7 A —4 & LT
DA MMEZRFET 572012, E. faecalis A-2-7 BRIZ-DUNTIT o 7o fifATIE A O EHEILZ & 185 T
& 5%, E. faecalis (IZIRWTHFZIRNR OB PEPENZ LML TR Y | IREYYE
DFEERNETH S S. aureus W THETZ1T o7z, BFRIL, E. faecalis & FIERIZIER & K
TR TH D Gl1449 BRABRIR LTz, HF7uxH 0 S, aureus G1449 FRICH4 % MIC
12 0.1 pg/mL TH -~ 7=,

3.2.1 ZEFIIEFIMNEFDIBFERL IR

WM E I E. faecalis & [7] U 3x10* CFU/mL (4 Log CFU/mL) (ZR%E L7z, #IHMED D 0 4g
B DRI 72 28{b % Figure 40 (2”7, BB D72, NIV FRRE DT, EMHER
HEBEBR LA I X MERR T & 72 o 7243, 24 B CIX 7.4 Log CFU/ML (295 2 & DN R TE 1=,
- AANIZH 2 Log CFU @ S. aureus Z{F A L7- & X, S, aureu OAEFEIX, 24 FEfT
6.14 Log CFU/eye (mL) ([CEET 5 Z L2RENTEY ¥, Mo R®EZIH 50D, E
faecalis & FIERIC, RET NV ZHWTIRANRICRT 52 POIHEA BT 522 L I3Z Y THDH &
EZ bz,
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Figure 40 Growth kinetics of S. aureus G1449.

The data represent the mean (n = 2).

322 ZFEREGERT 3 EFMEFOREEELR
3221 MEAEH : 4 Log CFU/ML
A 3 G- Fl A 3 [ENCEE LT G-bE 2 KX 4 R T F 7m0 o o 200

L7- & & OEEEDOEZFHE L7z (Figure 41), ZEE £ O#IHIEIX 5.1 Log CFU/mL T - 7=,
HEHR G W T, ARBUTHK 5 BT E TR Lkt 722y, £ OBEHEENEZ | 5%
A% 14 BRI CIEa Y e — LV EIRIERRRE L 2r oz, —F, HGRIE 2 RER &R O 4 RERIZE
WCIIRF BB S Refi D & 14 e & CF BEBR B A O 2 £t L 7o, BRRBIGIZ B0 T
IRFEAKFIZIRALTZAIEA IR L, HERBOZENTRNRNZ LIFRE TR WA, Z0%k
£ Ci&. E. faecalis TH b L2 G-MMEATUE DRI RIT T B R NEOFRER LV BN RF
A — X DG FTREME 2 BRI 2 2 L SEEE L 22 D720, #IMIEEZ 3x10" CFU/mL (2
HWNSET, HRatziT-o7,
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Figure 41 Killing and regrowth kinetics of S.aureus G1449 exposed to gatifloxacin

once or three times at various intervals.

The data represent the mean. (n = 2).

3.2.2.2 #HAEH : 7 Log CFU/ML

WM E %% 3x107 CFU/mL (7 Log CFU/mL) (ZHINN &4, # 5[4 025, 2. 4. 6 KT8
LT, #Frvaxt oz 3 BIMNLE & XOAREBROZELZRHE L, PIHEED
FEHMEIZ 7.37 + 0.05 Log CFU/mML Tdh o7z, FEFIFEAINEETIL, FIHMED b DB OO
DIREENNNER®D B 0.5 BT 8.0 Log CFU/mL (252 L, Z D #%ITIFIER U AR & R L7,
ETOERGMWE CAEREE ORI & FHEREO bz (Figure 42), 0.25 FEF G & 2 FEE
FIBRIC IV TIR, AERHUE 24 REE CEEFIFEIRINEE & RRREEIZE L7z oot L, 4 RERIZL B o
P 5B IR SEANIERINEE X 0 bARE 2R LTz,
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Figure 42 Killing and regrowth kinetics of S. aureus G1449 exposed to gatifloxacin

once or three times at various intervals.
The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3—4).

P 5-M0EHS 4 B & Tl AR OPIHED b DR KBV & (max) 1XIFIEE Lo 7208,
6 Rl IR & O 8 IRff b CUAE I & 7= L2 (Figure 43), BRI EICEET S
RFE (T Amax) (3% 5RO IERAZE - TEIET DM 23R S 7z (Figure 44), & &R FUHE
K ORERMBFIE L7272, Amax KON TAmax DWW b BRI A & 52 5Tz
WHTREMED N & 5 & DD, E. faecalis & [AIARICH G-HRIC & > TEIT 2 Z L3R TE 72,
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Figure 43 The relationship between dosing interval and maximum reduction in viable
count (Amax) (S. aureus G1449).
The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3—4).
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Figure 44 The relationship between dosing interval and time to reach maximum

reduction of viable count (Amax) (S. aureus G1449).

The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3—4).

51



323 EERREMEDROBER

5O F AR (Figure 42) 705, E. faecalis & [RAEIC, HGMEIC L > TERFEKD
BB HERE N LT D Z LR &SN, £ 2T, ABBC 2% L, #5 M@ & ABBC OB
%% Figure 45 (TR L7z, #5RIE2Y 025 R LY 6 Rl E T, BEMRBOIER > T
ABBC [I72 726 0MTH N L7223, 8 WM bR Tl 285 U7z, E. faecalis & i3~ % & B0
N TIEdH DA, S. aureus D ABBC & E. faecalis & [AEIC, #E-BIE O LE - THEER D
B Z T Z NP LMNE Tz, ZOREMEE ABBC ORRIZHOWT, —ThlENH#y
T a7 o 7o R, BEGHRROBE O BPIE DRI L TR FZNIICABREEBZ KEL TV D
ZEMNREN (p<0.05), S.aureus ([T HAF T XL U DOMRIZEBNTH, &5 EE[E
ERICBNT, REMBPNRICAEREEL RITT LR TE L, S6IT, Bk
G-I AER T ABBC O 21T 272 & T4 #5- IR 0.25 BFfE D ABBC (25 L, #5-[HIR
4 KFfE e OY 6 RFfH] O ABBC 23t FHICAE (p<0.05) IZEEZ R L TNDH T ENB LN E
ol

—~ 140
e
> - *
‘_E|120 {* é
S 100 o +
S 80T
g 60 @@
=
040'
m 20
<
O L 1 r r 1 11
0123456 7 8

Interval (h)

Figure 45 The relationship between the dosing interval and antimicrobial effect

(ABBC) of gatifloxacin against S. aureus G1449.
The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3-4). *, p<0.05, compared with 0.25-h

dosing interval (Dunnett’s test, 2-sided).
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3.2.4 Cmax/MIC BT T>MIC LIREZROER

WIZ, BREZEIT D PK-PD /37 A —4% (Cmax/MIC };, O* T>MIC) & ABBC O B4R % 2FAH L
7z (Table 5), ABBC & Cmax/MIC O REfRZ fET L72#5 K. ABBC I% Cmax/MIC 73 7.1 Tt —
7 L7 ZF D% Cmax/MIC O Y- TR T 5 Z LR B2 72 572 (Figure 46), H
[E 35T OFE R, E. faecalis & [AIFRIC A DFHBINTRD H7=28 (P =0.4519, p<0.01), Ak L7z
FRIZ, ARk Cmax/MIC IZHIEZNE & IEOHBENHIFRF SN LT A—2ThH Y | Bz AD
FHREBIR 2R3 % = L IZWEECTH 5 = £ 05, Saureus DA IZBWTH, Z OAOFHEIR
RiX, REHT Lot oThh, BICEEL TCWHERIT, ZOHRICHLIBORTTHS L
HEIn7,

Table 5 PK-PD indices and antibacterial efficacy of gatifloxacin against S. aureus
G1449 at various dosing regimens

Dosing interval PK-PD indices ABBC
(h T>MIC (h) Cmax/MIC (Log CFU/mLxh)
0.25 5.91 20.70 58.94 (2.44)
2 8.65 10.90 93.17 (2.39)
4 12.43 7.70 103.16 (9.20)*
6 13.21 7.10 112.33  (5.77)*
8 13.17 7.00 90.50 (15.94)

Calculated AUC/MIC values are 57.3. ABBC values are expressed as the mean with (S.E.M.) in
parentheses of 3 — 4 experiments. *, p< 0.05, compared with 0.25-h dosing interval (Dunnett’s test,

2-sided).
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Figure 46 The relationship between Cmax/MIC and antimicrobial effect (ABBC) of

gatifloxacin against S. aureus G1449.
The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3—4).

RUNT, ABBC & T>MIC D BARRICOWTH BRI 21T o 7o i R, MM FIICH BERIED
FRBERIR 3T BTz (° = 0.3798, p< 0.05, Figure 47), L7>L., T>MIC 28 12 BL R4
OB R E <DL TS Z & b RIFFIR S Lz, 2L, Efaecalis DFEICHBNT
HERO LIV Th > 72,
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Figure 47 The relationship between T>MIC and antimicrobial effect (ABBC) of

gatifloxacin against S. aureus G1449.
The data represent the mean + S.E.M. (n = 3—4).
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3.25 iT>MIC RU T<MIC L iERDOBEF

I, T>MIC A e LT 2 B 5-f0@ 0.25 225 4 Rl & TO T>MIC & ABBC O BfR % fif
Hrifzd 2 A, WEICIEEWHEBRBGARD 57z (7 =0.7210, p<0.01), HBEREIL, i
R LA TO®RERETHE S 7- T>MIC & ABBC OB (Figure 47) LV HEWHDOTH Y |
Z OfF[E t Figure 34, Figure 35 Tk L7 E.faecalis THEOLNZFERICLSHELZLDTH-
7o T, IT>MIC KON T<MIC Z#HH L (Table 6), ki, #5-Fka 0.25 REEA & 4 REfHE E
T (iIT>MIC = T>MIC) DOAHBIBIMRMANT L 0 15 5 7= BlRERRZ VT, 6 R RIRE & O 8
[HfERE > ABBC Z 44 i L 72 (Figure 48), 2 DR GRIEDHTH L7, IEMEZRFABIBILRIZT
P C & 72 o 7oAy, B L7 AMEME & EHMED 2 (JABBC) 1%, T<MIC OIERAZffV,
N3 B % 7~ L7z (Figure 49),

Table 6 PK-PD indices and antibacterial efficacy of gatifloxacin against S. aureus

G1449 at various dosing regimens

Dosing PK-PD indices ABBC
interval
(h) T>MIC (h)  iT>MIC (h)  T<MIC (h) Cmax/MIC ~ (Log CFU/mLxh)
0.25 5.91 5.91 0.00 20.70 58.94 (2.44)
2 8.65 8.65 0.00 10.90 93.17 (2.39)
4 12.43 12.43 0.00 7.70 103.16  (9.20)*
6 13.21 16.39 3.18 7.10 11233 (5.77)*
8 13.17 20.39 7.22 7.00 90.50 (15.94)

Calculated AUC/MIC values are 57.3. ABBC values are expressed as the mean with (S.E.M.) in parentheses
of 3 — 4 experiments. *, p< 0.05, compared with 0.25-h dosing interval (Dunnett’s test, 2-sided).
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Figure 48 The relationship between ABBC and iT>MIC.
The relationship between ABBC and iT>MIC (circles) was extrapolated
to yield the differences of the regression function (dotted lines) from

the actual values (triangles). The difference was termed AABBC.
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Figure 49 The relationship between AABBC and T<MIC.

% Z T, ABBC & #5MREOBRIZ OV T, ABBC % HINZE, iT>MIC & T<MIC % @i
BH L U CERBUG DN 21T - 7245 %R. ABBC OZ{LIX IT>MIC & T<MIC @A L35 =
ETHEICHATE 52 L (P =0.4863, p<0.05), iT>MIC L T<MIC (X, #atEmicaE7
ALK CTH D Z ENHERTE T (p< 0.01, p< 0.05), 62, ZoRKERTAE LT,
Equation 12 2345 5417z,
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Equation 12 : ABBC =7.21 x iIT>MIC—10.51 x T<MIC + 21.35

¥ 7=, Equation 12 1 X 0 B L7- ABBC DHFEITENEE BIFICHITET 25D THY .
B 5IBRIC -3 < ABBC OZLAY iT>MIC & T<MIC (2 X » T #EHIFRETH D Z EAVREN
. ZOZ LiX, E. faecalis TR H 417z in vitro AHPK model O F HE, KOV PK-PD /37 A
—# & LTOIT>MIC KON T<MIC DA HME2 S. aureus ICBWTHRBO HNTZZ L 2R LTEH
O AREEATIEOZ S, ISR S (Figure 50),

O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Interval (h)

Figure 50 The relationship between the dosing interval and antimicrobial effect
(ABBC) of gatifloxacin against S. aureus G1449.

Individual results of ABBC (open circles) were plotted against dosing interval. The
solid line represents the theoretical line obtained by multiple regression analysis
described by eq. 10: ABBC = 7.21 x iT>MIC - 10.51 x T<MIC + 21.35 (p< 0.05).
Dotted lines represent the 95% confidence limits.

33 ER

U A ORI O 72 DTk % 228 2 W T B E T AP R STV D2, BIET LD
Bitr. FAk P ERERBORERIE S e b E R D AREM N D D, FRIC, EFEE
2B T NVTHE, BB L DREDRNIND D720, SR ZIBKEMT 2 ATREMER S 2 &
No, 2k, 1 ETITo7z invivo 7 FIGEKEIRN K T 7 /1T TIE, #5E 24 e %
ORI, PIHE & FRRRE Th > 7-DI%f L, invitro AHPK model (23317 % E. faecalis Dt
TIE, WTFNOEEHIEICB VT 24 BB OAEBSOIHE L 0 BN LZZ b HE
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1 Hivd (Figure 29), F7o, ELIT T2, H1ETHRAZEY, fiEICBWN L, R
FKDPEH & & B IR IRINAHEHN SN D TR B 2 B LD 2, FERIZIT 26 D4R
PR IER ICHERE L CTWZRWATREME DY B D, 6> T, BB OWREBIZ LD | EE L E D
AERESREDS IEFICEME L TOVRWIRILATEE L CIMEd 2 2 &3, K0 EMT. SRS
WICORNDLEEZBND, TOT=, invitro AHPK model # 5 Z & T, =D X974k
RESREIC/E A S D 2 L7, MR IERI D REOPTEN R O B & FEM L. A %07 FEORE
ZAREE T HEEZBND,

E. faecalis X O S. aureus (232 HF 7 a4 D8R (ABBC) %, &5z LT
3L 4 R CE— 2 212, 20RO T L LW SN AR LT, —RIZ, ¥/ 1
VRPUE IO E AL Cmax/MIC ITIKAFT 2 2 & Ml ST OO0 UL A
THWZWTFNOEIZB W TS, ABBC 1F Cmax/MIC & IFEDHBEZ R L, AR OHED
& Cmax/MIC ORIZ, FmPREY 72 FHBREFRILMERE T X 720 > 7= (Figures 33 and 46), Cmax/MIC
AT UATFIZEWTIE, Cmax/MIC &2 ROBEMEL R LEWZ 3G STk >, E
faecalis (2330 Tid, Cmax/MIC OHIPHAS 1.81—5.40 & | Z DEMFITY TIiTE 5728, Cmax/MIC
E MR OBURMEN AR Tl o o RBMENRE 2 Bivd, LA LA B, S aureus (28T,
Cmax/MIC DO#ifH7A 7.0—20.7 TH Y . +431Z Cmax/MIC & RO EDOFEANHIFFTE 5
LD TH 72, MacGowan 5 "V 1, invitro model % F\ YT Cmax/MIC 23 E#EEE, T>MIC 73
FHEHOBRMRFICE B2 2 L 2R L TR Y . M E Z 5E7 /L TlL ABBC IZx9 %
T>MIC DN RKE 72D B LTS, Invitro AHPK model (IZ8WTH, FFHIGEAAE U
%7912 ABBC (213 Cmax/MIC £V & T>MIC 2N EE L= 0 LB 2 biviz, —J7, Coyle
5 I, AFTuxF U EEDH AT ) v URPEEICE VT, AUC/MIC 28 31.7,
Cmax/MIC 78 3.1 Z# 2 % & &2, S. pneumoniae DI Z M TEX 52 L 2R LTV D, &
7=, Lister & ™ X, AUC/MIC 7% 44, Cmax/MIC 28 5 D& &, HDx 7 0 L RPUEIEN S.
pneumoniae ZFERICHIRIEDH Z L EWE L TWD, I 5T, S. aureus (ZxF L CiX, Blaser
52k o T, Cmax/MIC 78 2 PLED & %12 (AUC/MIC 1348, FHHGEAIH Tx 52 &
N STV, In vitro AHPK model (ZBWC, AF 7 x4+ D S, aureus (2% 5
PK-PD /X7 X —Z X, ZHHDOFRMEICHETEE->TWVHICHED LT (AUC/MIC: 57.3,
Cmax/MIC: 7.0—20.7) . 4T O G[HIR THMEIADFED biviz, ZOFEIENGRD b7 A
E LT B0, ZHVHBER PP OREEHER & in vitro AHPK model THFHL L 72 8 FEHE
BaE L= & Z A, invitro AHPK model (23517 2185 (T, @ £ 1 KEf#) 13, 2 b oHE
IZBIT DR (T - 49 3-8 Befl) ™Dk LT, HLNTENZ LN ERTE -, 72,
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in vitro AHPK model TH3 L7 BEHRBOME LT, ROBSZOMEEF NS OER (T H
5-8 BifE]) LR L THLHEWZ EAHLNTH D, ZNHDZ D, SIRES%OIRE
KA F 7 7 x4 o PR EOTHRDE N $ 515 O M PR EDOTEE & i LTl 2 &A%,
IREAKFTOATF7rXH 2 OFEZE L Cmax/MIC A FaBay 721 2 R S W RIE TH
D LRSIz, DFE Y HENEN S FWIREED MIC AT IZR RN ERD L L b
RIED MIC % TR S EE (T<MIC) BNEL 72572012, MEOFEMABAE L, ROKT
\ZORMND, ZD7H, X, Cmax/MIC Tlid/e<, HHEICEELZE2HEE2 LD
T>MIC |[ZRHE# L7213 T A =% Th 5 iT>MIC LU T<MIC D¥ELZZ T b D EE 2 LTz,
FENBATZIEY . o F v RHUHE RIRA & IR B LT & & OIRFEK TR EHER T,
HF7axHh ooz mililREL Lz L EOREAPREHE L ZTELNZ EMD Y 4
5 DAL= B G & IR OBIR R OZNRIC R 595 PK-PD /X7 X —Z BiGid, D 7a< & b
DOF /v RHERIRANCHEISTED D MR IND, LOLARR L, AFZEIZHBNT
BH L7 BmROMBER L LT, Cmax/MIC DMAAAEN TWRWZ ERZETF bR, AR
BRCIE, R IRN R AT 2 72 DICIREKPIRE A BT 5 €7 V& O THRET L7223,
HRALARI L Z OFNLIC Ko THREHB AR E < Bip 2 W59, B 213, BRI L& oRiiRES
MR O RIL, IRFK L i U CIERIESATH D 2%, M2 T, Zhboffkicki 5
AUC X° Cmax [FFEFITHE < . AL AUC T Cmax O WAL B IRFEKR DK 20—30 15 & 72 %
B0 X ) REERB A TR THMRCEOTIE, POL ) RBEERB TR LESEAICH,
MIC YA EDJREAHMEFFTE, T<MIC FELRNWEBZHLND Z &0 b, —IICHE S
TWDE2IZ, HF7rFH T obE#hRIE, T>MIC LY Cmax/MIC IZ5R< 2B x5
EHEREND, 20X 9T, AEFGRATARIRE G SN HEA ORIEN (IRFEAK) (2800 550
FRNROHEEICHATEETH D723, ZOMOEALICIH T 2 ROMEICHEAWREL T 57
DI, 5% Cmax/MIC FEOJREIZET 5 /37 A —=F Z AL MERNH DL LB X B,
AR THWZME T T NS 7 7 AGMHEOIER & MEREBREKE TH 223, in vitro
AHPK model T 6 V7o R B Al Hh#R L 0 FH L7z 22 o fRRRIX, S, aureus 2349
3543, E. faecalis 349 47 3 &, DT TIEH L2 E. faecalis DM En-o7Tz, X512, FiE
BRIATE 24 BERIC BT Dicm EE £, S. aureus 2349 8.0 Log CFU/mL T& Y .| E. faecalis ®J7
2893 Log CFU/mML &£ o7c, WTFNLOEBENTIEH L3, ZO XD BRERNRHDHITH
BHbobd, HF7rxd o OFEMNRIT. WTIOMEICK LT85 L T8
WZRL, EHIEFELT PK-PD NT A—Z Lo THAFRE ThH Tz, ZDOZ b, Ok
PR O B o 2 EE DEME, ARSI BERICRE L LR Sz, D FE D,
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B OFERIZD N B OKELLS D ME I LT AR ITEIG AR S B2 b,
7T DGR LTI E DR % 7T ARMEEICE W T, BIIRSSLETH L & E
ZTCWBD, 7T AEME Th 5 5EE (Pseudomonas aeruginosa: P. aeruginosa) (245 7 1
XV Uk —ERERE L & X OB FEEGEdh#RIL S, aureus (2 [RIRO L% L 7= 555 12580

LTWDZEmE Y FERICIT>MIC & O T<MIC 12 & Y 2hE %57, HEE T& 5 algetEnd
HEZEZTND,

BHEROREICE LT, it PSS 0O%E, RN LT REED MIC A RHTH S
ZEN, AEERAEIRICEIST 2720 OB E 25, IRNROERBEIZREZEITFEET 5 F
TEH & OFBIBMRDGED BTN D Z & n B2 fil 2 0E, AT Z O BE A IRE R I RRE
LTWAEEREDO MIC #BIE L, EEGRBARETHZENERTHS S, WTHETHIVLHE
HHREE L, RANRFIEZ OBINE T U R 7 O @B 2 BRI MIC ISRRET D 2 &
TENL, KA TE - IRIRICORnDEEZE2 605, LrLl, MERICE> TIEZEDO L
DIRPENKETH 2 HENEZ DIV, ZD KD RGEITIE, MICs X MICo D £ 9 72251y
W EEAVDLERDHA S, Ll EBRICENE % MIC XV &V MIC Z 151 &
L CaMii L7236, iT>MIC (35 < . T<MIC TR AL bD Z LItk d, Leh- T,
bR S D BE R GHERIE, EERICE L-REMREL D bEVEZRRT S
L lhen, MIC IZRHELEM AT 5728, MICo \ZHTL L 72 MIC Z7R- 3 REDS S BlE S U 5 i
T, MICso (TEBI LTz MIC Z/R TR DEE SN DHER LD B, £D720, RIZ MICy,
AREIEL L. BERETELTD L, ERRICEE L TWDHE 2§ - & TE RUWVATREMED &
RBEEZBND, ZDI-D, RRFFEFERD L HITNR LT A—& (FERE) OGN
S8 OG5 R EZ RO D12 Hloo TE, HAOFLTHY | HHEFHENREL 725
MICs, PEHTH D LB Z biD, KRB THWERICH T2 F 74 0 MIC X,
& HEAE D MICso D SCHRME & IFIESE Ly 9788 X 5|2, E. faecalis }2O'S. aureus 139706 67
NTHDOBNMEZIBNZORKE CTHH Z ENRMOHNTNDZ LD, MIC ORE K OVHE
DIFRENPR ARG AT IRIRNRIC X 2EIHE T2 TBT 2 51k E LT, SEOKEHE
FRITEEAROCHAMEOH 2 b D EEZ bND, 722l S%OBEE UL, SEAW:
MIC LIS D MIC IZFBW T H RO IR N E TE 2 ENE R T2 0ENDH L LB R D,

HF7uxH o o flRKc B VTR, RIS % OIREK T IREHBE LI 6 E 2o T
L7z, iT>MIC X T<MIC #E < Z LiE, BRDi@EY MIC EXRECTEIUIES THDH, —
J5C. WAIE LIS, T<MIC R ZHEAD SE25 2 &L iT>MIC 23T 5 2 & TR H R
SNDHIENRENTEY, KEMELHROBEGRIT, HEKEREO T>MIC (LLT,
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T>MICquaque die : T>MICqd) & I1FF% LW RHRA A S LT8R 2 R L7 (Figures 30
and 39), DF Y, &EMFEN T>MICqd £V 5E#ET 2 2 LIZ XV #EfkE L T\ 5 iT>MIC (35
s Sdv, Eo, BERIFR T>MICqd £V BIERT 22 LI LY T<MIC 34T, WThod
AIZBWTH ABBC XK T4 5, ZNbHDZ Enh, ABBCIE FRiOfRIC &2 & AVl fE
Thd,

Equation 13 : ABBC o — [interval — T>MICqd|

ZOfS eBEUT. BRBSGICB WD TGRSR 5-RIE 2R ET 5 72D, Equation 10 )&
U\ Equation 12 & [AIERICAE HERESWEEZ X HLD,

Bk, TR, ITRIRNE ORI THIC, HOFETIER EOELET D HERENHEL
TWAHAREMEAVE STV A ), Invitro AHPK moel % JVN% = & T, B ORI 22250k &
FIFFHC Z N B HBEOME L ATEEL 2D Z LD, SRITR G L HEFROBRICHLER L,
EOHBEMTTHZENERETHDLEEZILND,
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&

PLE, FFHIZZZITH20 . ANEIRZIENRICET D 0T 7 a0 o SiRE O 15 A
HEORE LR ORIENBERICRHT A HF 7 a3 o SIRIE O HEIZE 54 5 PK-PD 785 2
— X OfFMT &2 HEY & U BRI e 2170 . LA R OfEim &2 157-,

=

U Y FIHFERE RN T BN T, #EFED & RIRE GBI 4G £ CORFMAEVZ E, T
7w Y R O R M O TR Ol 269~ 2 HUE 20 2R S ONRAESE IR O i 20 13
E< ., MERAZ, B X0 SIRES21T) 2 L oBEEWINRESNZ, 51T, AENTEY
(CXT AT 7 u XY GIRIRORRIT., &EEE, $70b5, AUCMIC (IZHEBZZT 5
ZEBRENT,

i

I

UHFXIZ 03% AT 7 m XY U RIRIE A 50 L IR LIt DIRFEAKF AT F 7 m ¥4+
VYR IE 25459 5 in vitro aqueous humor pharmacokintiec model DREEEIZ K TH LTz, AET /I
K0, HEEGORRGT, KERGHORFEKTREHB 2 HmE Y ICHBRTE 2L
BHonEirot,

In vitro aqueous humor pahramacokinetic model Z T, HF 7 v x4 D E. faecalis X O
S. aureus (Zx1 3 5 2h F 2 B L 7245 8. BEEEIE (AUC) 2 —E & L&MW T, TF7
2 &Y OHENE (ABBC) 1E, BGMEOZELZ T TE L, K5I L TR
BAzRLT, £, #5RRIC L S ABBC OZ1LiX, Cmax/MIC TIEEHH TE 4, T>MIC 2
BE 3 28/ 3T A —% ThH 5 iT>MIC KR T<MIC IZ L W HERIFTRETH 5 Z /RS T,

LI b ARIFZERER L0 | BIENTERICHT 2 4T 7 v %4 2 v GIRIR O SR 512380\ T
AUCMIC BA—ED & & FKEGHMRPRICKEREEEZ 525 2 & HZIZER L2 iT>MIC
K OT<MIC BHTHNT A =2 L THHTHDL Z & 2B 5 2 MOEMICB W CRET 5 2
ENTE, KR TELNZMEERIZ, IF7 x4 0 SIRKIC X 5 APNBEREZ IR0
FIET PG, S HITIE, eGSR HIBR S 2 SR 512 K 2 oo BEAYIE TR I O Bl (b3 VT
ARRIEREZREET b0 EEZZ N5,
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AWIEDBATICH T2 Y | HEARTHZRTE 70 2 HFEE L OV E 2 15V £ U 72 1R ZA RS -
fE N2 BURICIRIER DB R LET,

AFHLDOERRICER LT, A2 2B S LRI 2 05 0 £ U7 LR - By % &
2, A W HEHER. WONCHET B MHEERIGEA TR EHOBEE R LE T,

Flo, ARRLMBEROEIEELG Y £ LI RFIFE - KR B— HEHRICK
DX EHELET,

AMIEDOH= 25 A TLIZED, L OMBEREIFEEZIE Y £ L THRREERAST
BgHGRR IR SCHE R ARZEAED AR R Dot b BIAHIER KRR Rl wa
PEWFSEEE R M Fz MLIOREHOEEZRLET,

AWFIEDOFEATIZH T2V | AR DB S KO 2150 £ Lo B RFPE - K 0
— Hfx WNT R 5 BhBICIR BB L 9,

KR DOZEATIZHT= Y | ZRIDHFEE R O 250 £ Uc THREERA S BHRITSE
T PR EE SR L. EH AE K. 28 il IR EEHE L £,

Fio. B/ DB E KO 1250 £ U THRRERASHE LA F K, Bt
ok RICTER EHE L £,

AW FE DT R OAGR L DVERRIZ 72 V) | MEAARZS T 870 HF R L UL Ziim 4 LT <
EEWE L THMIEMR S il B MR BB L £,

TR ) < T2 S W E L TSRS BUR Rl 7 K, #BF % K, 2R
fif LDV ) 2 < T2 &V U THRESERASH: By v — 7 IRAE OB, I
WZa—_J VAT 4 T2 —OERIC, LDEVEHBLET,

BRI, FIRERICREE L, i < S - TSI FEIBRITEGH R L £,
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SEERDER

B1E ZRBROM
1.1 &
HF 7 1®03% SR (0.3%H F 7 1 W o SR (THRUEE (k) )

1.2 HEk
Enterococcus faecalis (B M EFFERER A-2-78) 2 L7z, #F7rFH 0 MIC 1T
0.39 pg/mL (FERFARIE) TH o712,

1.3 BHI #&{kEih

Brein Heart Infusion (BHI, Becton Dickinson and Company) % 37 g/L & 725 X O ICFEE L., ¥
BUKLIRAE LIZth, A — h 7 L—7 (120°C, 20 min) (2 THE L7, IRERK T 1H%IZEEARIE L
7o

14 BELERERORRE
WAk T NV OLN (FHTA4T A7 (BR) ) & 09%I2725 IZREE L, MUK CHE L7z
%, A— K27 L—7 (120°C, 20 min) (& CPEE L7z, IREK THRITEBRRT LT,

1.5 EEEROIHAS

BHI {&{AEFHL 10 mL 12, MR %E REF M CHE 8 L7 PR A 1-uL loop A L 7=, HEEE L 72K
Bl 37°C TF 18 FEfIES#E L7=%. =0 (3000 rpm, 10 min) L7z, EiEZFRELZE. B
WA AR TR L, ZOBEERIEL 2 BV L7z, WEARSERCHARL T, &
2x10° CFU/mL % HAZ & U CHME L, BRI A TR U7, BaMis i8R & kK PIciR
17 L7, BEMEENL 0.1 mL % BHI %EREFHIC AT L, 1HIESR (35°C) T 24 RyfR5# L%
AR IE LTz,

1.6 B
s~ (#) CHEESHEZAAAGREY X (M) %2807,
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1.7 BEERAXRETILOER

FICH S U 5% Z 2 v (XX 7 —"50, =3 (BR) ) KON 2%HEfr TP
(BT 7 Z— V2% EHE., AT RAT ¢ v (KR ) OHEBIRAIEEZHANES (1 mLkg)
L. REBEZ L2, 7Y FOHRARE LY IREAKZK 0.1 mL W5IkRE Lk, ki CH#
50 pL (%9 2x10* CFU) ZE:fE L7=, 7ed. ARFEAKOWESIBRE K OBIROBEFREIZIX, 30G O
T A4 AR—FTNERNGEZEE L2 ImL 7 4 AR—F T LU o PxHni,

1.8 &5
~A 7y b EAVD TR S0 pL Z SR L7z,

1.9 BRE
ABAT BEAREE (SL-14, BURD (BR) ) Z VT, HEFE 6, 24, 48, 72 K096 MEfH % IC@IZ2 L,
B L2 (12,1 HICBW T, #0824 B O A,

1.10 £EHOAIE

HERE 24 31T 96 BERIA I, BRIOL FALE X —L (R T X —L0 KHARIE () )
EEARNICE G L CERSE S, 7 ) — 0 R_RUOFNTHIRORIENEY (BFEAK LD HY)
KOS ERNED I LTz, SNEDIRE AR BRI A2 T, AiENEDIT 3.0 mL,
T ANEWIT 5.0 mL & L7, ##%. 1000 rpm (2T 5 ofiEO LT, BiEE2RKE Lz,
KRR 2 BEREART R . IR O Rk e =7 a2y a2 /VERESMICEA (0.1 mL) L,
37°C OfEiR#s THiE#%, BE Llcan=—%2" v hLT,

1.11 T—2OEHEUEY KL

J— A %, Microsoft Excel 2000 (Z CHH L 7=,

1.12 #REHERHT
SAS Hil§R /N 77— (Version 5.0, Release 8.2, SAS Institute Japan)Z {#H L7, #EfIDOLL
113 Steel BE (AL A EAKE 5%) 21757,
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F2F ZBRoOM
21 RIRBRESEOBEKFAFIOFHS VRERE

2.1.1 ®&
HF 7 1%0.3%5 0K (0.3%HF 7 v 293 o pIRIK) (THREE (FR) )

212 Z#£EYE
AF7u WK (@EHREEE (BR) )

213 RERAFERROFAR
HF7uaxH % 100 pg/mL 12785 K HICBEHE 2.1.8 ) ICHEMEL., 512 09—
5000 ng/mL & 72 % K O \ZBEIH CTAR L7,

214 ERY
T ~2 () THESNTAARAGEREY X (JEE) 2 Hviz,

215 #&E5
~A 7y b BAWTHIE S0 uL 2 SR L7,

2.1.6 ERBE/KERER

A G4 15 3, 30 53, 1, 2, 4 B O 8 Iefii& 1T, 0.4%MEIe A% > 7 7 m A o iRl (-~
J xR, SR (K ) & 1 WARES L CRPTREE i Lo, 0%, 27G
DT 4 AR—=F T NVERFEZERO 172 1 mL OF 4 AR—F T2 oD% VTR R
RO AR K 2 BB L 7=,

2.1.7 HPLC BIEHMDIAR

BREL L 72 IR FEKIT 7 4 /LA — (0.45 um, Millex-HV, Millipore) Tlia L HPLC Ak E L7z,
722U, 5530 05 2 e RNCER I L 72 ARBEAKIC O W TII AR B RIRHE ( (BR) KERIET
%) T5—10 5 L7z,
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2.1.8 HPLC /s
HPLC > A7 AZWT Lt (BF) BESfEprlz=HEH Lz,
A H—Tx—A: CBM-10A

Ko7 LC-10AD
F—r ¥ 77—  SIL-10A
> 7nr—7—:  SAMPLE COOLER S
BT b =T CTO-10AC
B RF-10AXL
TH Y DGU-14A
LR OGCRIE LT,
77 A Shim-pack CLC-ODS, 4.6 mm L.D. x 250 mm
7T LNIEE 50°C
P 1.0 mL/min
HBEhtH T r=HFUL 004M VU UERKIEIR  (20:80, V/V)
Iy —F—  4°C

Jhid i & (Bx) MOV & (Em) : Ex 280 nm, Em 495 nm

2.2 In vitro AHPK model M{ELE R URERIE
2.2.1 In vitro AHPK model M £

BT OMEHIMERE IR, 70%T % 7 — /2R Lo, 12 KL E UV IS LT
JR# L. Figure 24 OV | #ANL Tz, HiHIX DMEM/F-12 (Invitrogen) % U 7=,

222 HMFEHROFHR
HF7axH 03 191 pgmL 12725 KO ICABERIZIEME L, 0.22 pm O 7 4 L H—
(Millipore®*GV, Millpore) (Z TIEIEBIKE L 7=,

223 ERFMBRUVHYLTYLT

IRAENA— - (Figure 24, A) WHAT T U #&2EF L7 100 uL ~A 781 VT
191 pg/mL OEANFEGE 2 LA 3L 3 [\ (15 43 fEIRR M OF 2 IR fEIfERR) C 35 pL Wsin L 7=, 3E) 4y
ReL B) LE#EEL (D) ME2ES T 22— OREIZL Y FEMAIRE /ISR L =393,
B VICRATT 5 £ TSR 1T o o7 KA 17 2 2 3B AAIRER & L7,
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R EAREHI Y 7Y /AR — b (Figure 24, C) KV, 770 #&¥EEL7- 1 mL
T A AR—=PF TN Y o D TREFCH 50 pL BRE L 7=, BREEG AT, BRI 5Tk 0.5, 1,
2. 3, 4, 5 ON6h, 15 RIEKERETIX 0.5, 125, 2, 3. 5 KON 8h, 2 WiRifEIFE 18 &
HCiX05, 1, 275, 42, 475, 6, 8 XDV 12h & L7z,

224 BERIE
2241 BRERAEETROAR

WINERE (2.2.2) Z DMEM/F-12 (Invitrogen) C 5—1000 ng/mL & 722 X 5 IZ&HR L7,
2.2.4.2 HPLC ©r#rdit

2.1.8 HH & [AIERIC FEhE L 7=,

23 T—ERUNFTA—FDOFEH., BYHEL
T—=H KORT A—=H L, FILE 4 Microsoft Excel 2000 X 1% 2003 (Z THH L7=, PK /37
A —Z OF X Winnonlin (version. 2.1, Pharsight) & f# /] L 7=,

2.4 #EEHEEMT
JMP 9.0 software (SAS Institute) % FH L, FEHRIE & BRERME O FHBEIRFAM I 1, ERR AR 2 v
776
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FIE ZEBROE
3.1 In vitro AHPK model M{E&L
2.2.1 T ERIERICHANL T,

3.2 Bk

Enterococcus faecalis (& R IE&#E R H >k A-2-7 #K) & OF Staphyrococcus aureus (& b 1E 5 5
Bk G1449 ) A L7z, ZNOHEKICKHT 2T 7aXH o0 MIC IT2ZEh
0.39 pg/mL } X 0.10 pg/mL (FEREARE) Th o724,

3.3 BHI EXIiEH#DFHR
Brein Heart Infusion (BHI, Becton Dickinson and Company) % 37 g/L. &R (Fnytflisk T3¢
(BR) ) Z15g/L LD O ICfREE L, BRUKERA L%, A— F 7 L—7 (120°C, 20 min)
(T Lo, BRERE THIE, K9 50°C ITHME L7z KR CERA7E L, 24 IEREIDANICEE A L7

3.4 HR&RDIAR

v~ MR FE K EG HCHs 2% L 7= E. faecalis 3 BHI %€ KEF I CH5#8 L 7= S. aureus 17 =—
% 1-pL loop TEREX L. 10 mL @ BHI JEAEEM (1.3 ) 1CHEE L7, TEIRIE & 98I T 37°C,
150 rpm T—Wpl5E U7 EIROWOLEE 2 JE L, BRIRE 2 B Uiz, R AR PR BRI TR
3x10° CFU/mL (E. faecalis &% O'S. aureus) X 13#J3x10° CFU/mL (S. aureus) % HAZ & L CHARL
e b DERMEK & Lz,

3.5 H&HM
YTV TR = (Figure 24, C) XV A7 7 U852 HEELIZ100uL O~ A 7 mv ) v
‘/C‘\ 35 HL @?&%%&j}n L/f:o

3.6 HRMEBRDFAR
222 LRIERICEHENM LT,

3.7 FERFHMM
WIGTINAR — b+ (Figure 24, A) O T T U #2EEZF LTZ 100 L ~A 702 ) 2T
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191 pg/mL OFMFEHE 35 pL Z 1 [\IE 3 BRI L7z, 3 BRI O G-FIRIX, E. faecalis
TIL 025, 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 X8 IKf[Hl, S.aureus TIX0.25, 2, 4, 6 KO8l & L7z, &5
(2 E. faecalis TiZ 3 EIRMNKED 0 KefEIERRAE & LT 573 pg/mL OBINZEIRE A 1 [BIRINL 72,

38 oSy y
AEHI Y 7Y v AR — b (Figure 24, C) KV, 7T 8%&#ELTE 1 mLT  AKR—
PFTNA VP TO, 3,5, 7, 10, 14, 18 KUY 24 RERICEREL L 7=,

3.9 EEEAE
3.9.1 E.faecalis

FRE 2 PR AR R AR CIEE AR L, AR L7230 1 mL & BHI 22 X854 10 mL 218K L
72o 37°C T—HRLI LR Lztkican=—2 v L, AWEEERH LT, EEEKOEAL
elE, PR B E ORERICE T AR A I WTHE LT,

3.9.2 S. aureus

AR IR AR PRI T B AR L, AR L7250 20 uL %2 BHI ZEREGHL BICH F L7z,
37°C T—WpLl B La%ican=—%2 07 b LARERZE Lz, AREEROZ(LRIT,
E. faecalis & [FfRICH M L7z,

3.10 MIC DAEIRE

3.8 LRERICOGIET, = hr—/LREL D 0, 8, 16 KU 24 efiliT, 2 Il fm$e G- X
D16 KON 24 WiRE, 8 BRI R GREL D 8, 16 MO 24 BElICY > 7Y VP &ATo T, R
O A BRI CHEIR R ORI Z P L. B A BRIE PSR EL OB IR IR AR IE I T
U CHIEKROHEE T2 72 Y,

311 T—ARRUNSA—2DOEHEURIY KLY
T —H JRORT A —HZ %, ZIE I Microsoft Excel 2000 X (% 2003 (2 CTHH L7-,

3.11.1 T>MIC D&EH
Microsoft Excel 2003 @ >/ /L N—#§HEIZ K U | Equations 5—7 & AW TR SN2 R E K
RO MIC & 72 DIFE 2B L MIC 2L DR 2 4R 5 e 2 T>MIC & L7z,
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3.11.2 ABBC OEH
S OEEBOEALE S BIREEZAWCT24RMICB T A4AEBOBE/LEL2EH L.
o b — LR L EANRINEE DAL EDFE% ABBC & LT-,

3.12 #REHRMT

JMP 9.0 software (SAS Institute) Z i/ L. & 5-MkED ABBC IZx7 % 5 8L — ol & /0
538, ABBC OREMH]EL#RIZIE Dunnett & (M, A5 /K% 0.05%), /3T A —& D24 HFHN
ZIXE BT &2 VT2,
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