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BHEEYNRE £ =% ) > 7 (therapeutic drug monitoring : TDM) 13, FEYOERINEER B O & LTI
BELZHEL, ZOMBICESIBRERPIET LI EICED, BHREBIENELEWEROER2HM L LTw
%, TDM OEZLESMTIE, 1) HAREOMEERZENKE v, 2) MHHRE & BRZIRICEEES H 5,
3) WERIMFREEI Y, 4) FEHROBREFEN L, RERDHIT N5,

SR TR BRI 36 V> T b SIEHIHIFIO TDM 1F, 2 2 20 FOMICE L WAL 2R LIz, 1970 FRO 7L K =
vuy(PD) £ 7Y F A7) V(AZ) 2 FR & LB BAESE IR EIC 8 W T, TDM ZRE & S nkeh o
7zo LrL, 1980 FARDOWIHHIC B U 7e BIAE DI B AERAE D[] OSBRI & 72572 7 m 2K )~ (CS) DE
AL bz, REMEFIO TDM BihE 57, D% CSO~Y A4 7 r T~y a YHF|(CS-ME), ¥ 70
LA(Tac), 2L T3 a7 =/ —NVIEET =)V (MMF) 7% & O 7z 2 S iifiF o BB, EREFORZL 5
FHIOMAE DRI & 2 RSB IETIRCEEA OB 2 B & L SHIHHEE 2L L, & 512 TDM
DEZHEDEL T E 72,

Bz, CSTac kR EDANY =2 ) YHEHR(CND X, ZORIHFERES & fEMO A% 59, ffENT
D LEY)HIF] I BE (bioavailability) DK & % NT Y ¥ 5, Wb % #5558 E R #ESE A (critical-dose drug) &
L C TDM OABEMEDIRIE XN T 5, RIORY54 0 bioavailability OZ5#E) 1%, FFlED 475 o T FEICH1E
9% CYP3A 74 V¥ A LFR(CYA3A4, CYPIAS) Ol #fR#lic k2D Th2, ho2EH LT 53
VIR COEYMEERBZ B 5N T W5, 512, HERBEICHEET 2 PHEEAR, EWE ANk
HL, EYOWINZHIE L bioavailability A5G L Tw3, £z, 6K AZ 7% ¥ OREHEDIFNIE TDM % L5
ELBRWESNTED, TEHICHB U REETAL B MMFE icBwW i, EERRE O bioavailability @
BEINRE W EPHAERTH 5 ONI L OFEAMHAIEANIRE SN TE Y, TDM OLEESREIES LTS,

KiGTIE, REH R GIEMEFEHF L L TCNI» S CS & Tacd TDM 2N L, L CTREEHF» S &
MMF & TDM IZ DWW T OHF L WHIR 2N T %,

2 n AR 2 (CS)

SaEHNEF O TDM 1Z CS D b 5 7 (Cy) B85 A —F L LTI E 5770 L L, C, LEKDOBREER LS
B9 % AUC,_,y, (area under the curve g T : AUC) & OMHBAMERZ L L, FHERELTO C 13 CSEBEH
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2 WIXEERZIFICG T 2 RO T R0 o Too ROBNORZERIERD CSBFI(F > T4 2 0® ) 2 WA
L, ¥4 70z~ ya bl CSEFI(A 4 —F L0 ) BRI Nz 24 —FA® OHBLIC LY, AR DIE
VB ZE L, ZORE L U CEER, EERFZEBID4 %0 absorption profile 23§ 5415 L 5 127 o 72,
ZO XYV LEEMLT: CS OBRNBEIER T RIS, C XV FEHEOEVWEYBIE Z X =5 2K TRE™MTbh
Tzo Z DFER, CSIREOMEHENS X CMEAMZE X NARE 2~3 KB N K& <, 7, ZORHHO MHEE
DERZRE LV HERH 2 2 L9, %/, CSOTHlEA VY =2 YHEERIXNRE D 2~3 Ko CS
MHPBREIC L KM 2 2 &9 82 kD, AIRE 2~3RHO 1507 CSIRESHRIICKR S EHETH S J &
MR ENTz,

AUC, X CSIEBREZIEMICIEZ, T A—F LTIV R« X5 F—FTRH 55, 12KFHEIC ks
BRIMAEFR, 6~9 BOFIME L 3 A bR EE2FRIZANS EEBW T2V, 207, NIRE 4R TOR
BRERT AUC,_,, R GRRAN TEEB PR O RKE WD) BE 2 D/87 A —F £ LTRIBE 72, L
L, SEIORMEE S L&, BIMY > 7 V8 2~3 B2 S U725 AUC,_, bfFN S i3, Z Ol
OIS L EAOHE D S, HAMICIZIASFIASRTWRNnY,

5, IVFEFESEROVWDLOSL C, =% 7 (C,) b bWk 2 R E 720 O HE O CS EEE
Mz 2830 =8) v IR I, ClE Cy EHRNAUC_E RV EERMEREANDD, DWT
1 AUC, 0 & b RO s lze L L, C BZMPEENR AT 2RMHFEORS » b THY, AR
% 2 BRI O BRI 2 B AT O BN H 2, BRI O b TR O Tk & R EEZOEVEZET 280
NHY, BELELICERMASY v 7 OFHIGENERE %5, £z, —#IZ1E CS D C, iX Cmax O 30~60 43
BTHBH, WIRE 3I~4 BN THUADIER 20 %0 6 TR T 5, 2070, BIZC,T=% ) ¥ 7 OFER
WIEFEEEZLOIRETH S,

R _E T I i R (R K C, BB o M BE 7% &) D586, AUC_ . OHIEZHBI N7 2 —2 £ LT
BRTH 2, Bz, CSWRIPGELE (CSEREIXIEYR Th 275, Cmax 258 \») & CS RN R (CS K1) D85
BEChs, CSHIGRIEDEE, C, E=F ) ¥ 7 IEE D LFHH L CS &G ITMEE & 5, BkE
e RS20 OEFIEOD b BREICBWTIE, C,E'E=YD) 7 X0 D, ULrLEHES[ED
P TNVE R 2~3 BN S LTS AUC_ E=25 ) > 7 93% {{Tbh T3,

M ERIMEERE 722 Tk e <, BiEERHcEbE - EEMFREOREL b H TR S Tw %,
MO2ART (Monitoring Of 2-hour Absorption in Renal Transplantation) & B3 2 ZEFE D L jiERE, B ST
BRfTbM T3, HEC, BE2BHEFHIIE L, ZTORIBEZHXKI T 2R ETH D (~itkl 2 H ;
1,600~2,000 ng/ml, ~ffitt 2 & H ; 1,400~1,600 ng/m/, ~fii#& 3 # A ; 1,200~1,400 ng/ml, ~ffite 6 » H ;
1,000~1,200 ng/m/ & 800~1,000 ng/m/ o 2 #, ~H#fi % 12 % A ; 800~1,000 ng/m/ ¥ 600~800 ng/m! @ 2
o RS I L AL, 296 BB A 3 7 H OB AR CHER & 117 AMETEME S IE 11.5 % (188 1] o AIRFE
FEREFEBUEI T 10.4 %, 108 ] D FEAE B BEREFIAGI 13.3%) ThH o7z, Mite 3 W HD CSHEEHIZ C, FEG.1£1.3
mg/d) 12k L T C BE(4.0+1.3mg/dl) & C, HOBREENE oz icb b o, IE, BHEAE &IEME

HEDHERERZ C, Zhholc EMEL Tn 52,

4o 0!1) LX(Tac)

Tac & CS OFEEIXIEFICE L 208, TEAEFPIZ L SITWw b, MIENO FKBPI2 LiES LAV Y =2 ) U3
MEREET 2, UL, Tac DFEHIEIREILX CS D 10~100 £ 1, WHHEIEE TO Tac O C, & IMILEE X CS O
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Co &IMPEED 20 fHIZHE %, Tac |d CS L[FEIFRIC bioavailability I3~ R, » DMEEN - EARZE K, 2L
T, REEER LG, FHIMKRNES THLanTWws, LirL, ZhidkicEAsh: CSD TDM
DEBRICE D ZEBKTHLH LR,

Cy®=%Y > 7 Tac BE# (AUC,_ ) DI L L TGHEDE=Y ) T DINT A= L LTH0kDn», b
VIR ERE LREITEROIBIE L 2D 9 22DV TIE W R PEHERB LV, %72, CS & EIBRICHIH O B 7e 2 $71M
KA ¥ M (C~Cy) B 20I1F AUC,_, 12 £ 5 AUC,_ 1y, & O BIF 2 AHBEBIR 2RO 7o b b 522,

KEZ fizk FKS06 BRAH 2 NV — 712 & 2 Z sk EMaABR T3, #IEEBAE 120 fint U Tac 4200l C, AL
% 3RS URRET U7 (K S~14 ng/ml, i 15~25ng/m/, [ ;26~40ng/ml), MG BEERD
FETMEREE I, & EEERCBWLWT, FAFN 212, 100, 10.3%(p=0.29) & 33.3, 50.0, 62.1%(p=0.03)T
HY, KRERFCAEEMRNKGOFKBTREIE L OOMETNCEREZ T e »r o720, BEHRIICVPEVIEE
BRECEBCHE Lz, £, uY AT 4 v 7 EURGHNIC L D IEMRIGHIL T AN O &R/ Co 1 L BERERFE
BT HURNORS Co E% @t L, B C, 1 5~15ng/m/ OHFIC B W T, AMEHEMKILE Wz, »
OHHFEHRRERDICTE S L L™, 7z, PK/PDHIFELEED 36 Bl A&, &, BEBMEED HE G
% HEE 3 2 HAN O FHHIE 10~15 ng/m/, HERHRIEX S~10ng/m/ &9 2 X 5 cHEEL T»w 5?7,

Tac 2B % C, & AUC £ OFHEHIX CS £ D BIFTH %55, TaclZBWTd CS & [FEfFKIC absorption profile
EE=YVUITHIEICED, S5ICHHELR TDM 2152 A0 H 5,

237 x/—IEEET7 = FI)L (MMF)

WO NSRS C O BB EE OMEHER D 515 5 (L BN B L CMEERZE 232 720 (%CV 5 10%
£25%) EDBRICEOWT, BE, FEALDOHETCREEAEORG L Y X 2BRALTWS, LirL, BfE
HIREINTWwE MMF #5135 Th 2BEARED 2 g/HOZLMEX, MMF O 3 D OREN 2L KRR IC B
WTHFFHS M TWRWE0, 3 2by, 3g/HEGHIE 2 o/ HERSHICHAREMIERKIC O FEER S L OEE
KD 5 7208, BFEDETYE > Tolz, fX OFEFNHE U B RBREED L Y A BT 5 2 12X DiEE
gD A LT A TREE IR B D EFZ S5 D,

B COREM BRI E T 5 MMF TDM OWF5eRkes 251259 %,

Pillans &V 1%, 27 0 ERAEEE (PD, CS#:H, MMF 1 g PO bid) D% | M 4 R4 > » MPA(S 0
7 x /) — Vi) AUC (fifitk 3~5 H, HPLC &) L1tk | 7 AN O AMIERKIE EBERZ LY b o2 v A RIcE
fliL7zoe MPA AUC %, A IEBERED 27.641.98 pg-h/ml (20t U T A SRR 35.142.18
ugh/ml L HEENTED S5 N7z (p=0.02), MPA AUC %330 gg-h/m/ LLE® 11§ 3 41 (27 %) 1 Al HEk 5
375 <, FRY @ 16 FldD 30 pg-h/ml KD BFH O ARG DOHE L 6 % ThH -7z —77, 4010 FEE
Eflo MPA AUC 1% 23.74243 yg-h/m/ ThH Y, FEFKBEHFID 33.2+1.73 yg-h/ml L EENFEEIE DL -7z (p=
0.04) ,

Krumme 5°2 1%, 48 flOEBMEESH (PD, CSHH, MMF 1g PO bid) ® MPA + 7 ZfE (it 2 4 H LA IC
S5 1345 [mIEIE/ B, EMIT i8) &tk 2 7 B AN O 2RO (18 41 38 %), EYUEDFHKIMEZ L b s
VA RIZEHI L 720 SRR SIS ERED MPA 5 7113 1.55+0.48 yg/ml TH Y, BMEIEH S G EERED
2.114+0.62 yg/ml IZEENFREIED» > 72 (p<0.005), —F, HEN T 7EPIBZE SN TS CS T 7EICIEH
HOEEZEI R 57, MPA M 7 L BPUE L ICIFAREZBERIRD s T, FHSIF, AMEHK
JEDTFRGE LT MPA +J 7fEDIREL 1~3 ug/ml ZHEIEL T 5,
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van Gelder 5 1%, ZfiafElEA " HEMRMEBRE 2 > b o —n 2z 150 flO BERBREBE 1TV, SRR
JIEFRAD 72D MMF 2 O#850RFF MBS L A2 e L7z, MPA AUC HEEE% 16.1, 322 8 X U 60.6
pugeh/ml O IFCEREL, Witk 6 7 H 2 9 BIOENENREHIE 217 - 72, MRS SIGOFBEE T AUC
DI « 1« BEEEOZNZEN275%, 149%B L 5%THY, HEBERIC L 2 BEBEIRITZhZhFEREC
78%, 234%B LU 442%TH->72, AUC BX U b 7 7HIZERERAMIERKIE L AESHBEE2RL, —4,
MMF #5828 3HERRORBFLARLMEBEZR LIz L#HEL T» 5,

Smak Gregoor 5° |, CS, PD #5027 FIOERMEEE %, Mfite 1 FI2B W T, CS % MMF 2¢g/HIZAE
L, ZOth4 7 HEIZMMF % 1.5g/H, 1g/HEHET 2 70 A7 7 4 7illE%ETo72, MPA 7 73,
ZNFNFH 43 pg/ml(0.95~15.5), 3.0 pg/ml(0.73~7.8), % L T 2.3 ug/ml (0.6~6.63) & 5 & I
DY UTze AMEMRKISIE, MMF 15g/HE TOREIIFRBL o728, 1g/HOBWEEK IFITHI Lz, L
L, AMEEHEIGEI O MPA 2 7E13¥%) 2.3 pg/ml(1.26~3.38) 12t L, AMEHEMESOGARFEBHNE - 3.8
pug/ml(1.48~6.52) TH WV HFEZE I 57z (p=0.25),

Weber 539 1%, /NEBEBHHIZHE VLT, MPA AUC & MPA + 5 Z{EH & 12 A GO FRHICEIE L <
W7z, AUCDIZ S B> Tl EEL Twb, £72, MPA AUC>30mg-h/m/ 2L C b 7{H>1mg/!
THIE, AMIEREISIEFENEN45%0 5 20%, 50%0 5 13 %I LTze £72, MPA @ + 5 7fEix AUC
LHBENARRE TH -7 (r=0.64) 53, i AUC 13 AUC Liie T 2B %2R L, BRICHORWIEETH 3 &
il TWwa,

Hubner 539 |3, BAHEE 0F0D 234[E 0 MMF + 7 7fliic B\, MMF#58, 7 7 BEHS
ELUINAORART T 4 T LTwb, MMF #581%, 7 7EdH 2 WIZERAT RV 2,000, 1,500 & X O°
1,000 mg/ HIZJkE S 11T % GEFREECE X 1TH) . AEBERIT IB3FNCHIBIL 72 (CMV & 5 3, Jifizk 5 3, IREE
B 3, B X ORRRIEE < RS MAE - BER - AMBKIED & 1) BEERFAINE & EHXBHEDO MMF + 2 7 fH
W& 2.134+1.35 pg/ml xf 1.53+0.67 ug/ml EEEZIZH > 7203 (p<0.001), FEEICIIEEEIZ L1 -2 (1,770+
300 mg/ H *f 1,890+200 mg/H, p>0.05),

Mourad 537 1%, 31 {5l B Al EE [ ATG (antithymocyte globulin), PD, CS ¥ X ! MMF 2 g/ H ##f Fi#e1: ]
DOtz 3 7 HMOBEER E MMF BEOBGREHRE L T2, 21 Flic 25 BRIOEERERNFAE L 7z (HMERE
D15, &7, R, BEA L, MMEIERD D, I MMFE AUC If, BEHSRN 62.14+21.07 yg-
h/ml 2 U CIEFEIRRE 30.815.29 ugeh/m/ (p=0.0005) L EEED D705, b7 7HIZIFTEEZEF %< (229
X 1.63 pg/ml), PIHRER 30 53R (Cy) ITBEREIWCHEETH - 72 (32.99 xf 7.45 pg/ml),

NS DEERRER D 0 & A C, BMIEHKIGD U X 7 i 1d MPA AUC 6% TH 555, MPA 5 7
i AUC OMBIIZARRTH 2 Z e N—ICEB O SN E LS55, UL, AUC(I2 Kl =£5 /) #lE &
LCINTOIMPEY > 7NV EFIRT 2 2 L HEBKOBZBOTEARAETHD, I~5KS >V DY > 7
5 AUC ZHEHIT 2 B30 it s T 3 (1 0, 30(60), 12043),

—75, MPA & s HEERICB T 2 HRNRBERMEIC OV TEE#RN %V, Pillans 53 ORETIR, BEE
EHD MPA AUC 13, RFEBHLLEREBECBENELTWS, Zhik, MMFIRINATRETH %1E £ (MMF
7 7EBMME), RO MMF RO BEEEEZEL T 2 2 EB8FEZ 5N b, van Gelder 53 O L 5% "8
BERABRICB L TORRREICEVWEREGR2E), AEERE MMFESEES IV EEZEZ > THEAL Tw
ZEH»b Lk, LaL, Hubner 5°° 0L 28E S BHKE YV, WELEHHERERZE Z S 2VIFE (FHE)
Beh&, AUCHZWIE N7 7HIZOWTOTSRBERNINTE ST, ZOHRTOE L 250zt s,

MMF & i il (CNI) & OFEFIHAEANHE SN T2, Tac KD MPA AUC i, CS ffFRKE
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LHABERTRTIE, H2W0IE, CSEEHIFBIC MPABEEN R T2 E08HEINTVD, FOKFE
LT, CSiEfF»oHi~d MPAG OFEHHE % 2 33 Tac IZfHEFEEF, #HH L LT MPAG — MPA DOIGAT
PEERIC LD MPABENH LR T/ EFz0N5, £/, Tacig UDP-Zv7u /Y )V NIV A 727 —%
(UDPGT) #fHEL MPARED PR ZR I T I HFZ 6N T,

ER s

bbbk, 3 TICHREHNEIK] TDM OB & LEE 2 S E % CSORBREZBL TEBEL Twb, i, #
L WIEHIHIFI DO MMF I2 8V T b, BIfEHER S Cw 2 FEEHRE L MPA EE IcEO S BE5R L 0EBHO%
MaRHTA & HURASE DT Ch % L2 ORIEREICIE UTe 7 — 7 — A A4 R OSuEidEE 2 Hig i, ek
DOz DFEHFIZ & D TDM T3z <, fhFl & OfFH % ZBICE W2 #iE TDM OFEISNEE RS2 THS 5,
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