K4 (AE) R BE (RER)
oo FOE M & ()
0L R F OB IR 272 5
AL O R CFERK 284 3 H 18 H
ARG OB BRI 4 5% 1 HEY

AL e X E A DR B ORA L LRI T 2 B MW 58 oo 1E 6 1 %5 o

wf
X EAEZR (EHA) R LR LKE
#Hix Pl RE
B JELE R

N O

Fr i

BHEWTEEIL, T E TRHEM L HRITARRBMEEIMERE, BOE, SIRE SR
EL 5D WIERPTER % B ARk NRE, mAREAE 72 & OIRIEITHW B AL T & 7o, 4,
BT & 5 WIFBEFE D BRI LT, EEIR CT & A (Coronary Computed
Tomography Angiography: CCTA) ¢ B HHE O B PE@ O AR 2D IRR %+ B
Wz, - 72iIS 3 KGE 7z, CCTA IZBI L TIE 2011 4FI2 7 ot — s, o
RANTBI L TIX 2002 4RI A" m—)b 2011 AR 8 Y 7aa— L3 i & B L
7oo L2L. 2O OBAECIHIFICE LT, o BlEWEE &S/ CRERMEH S v s
28 WIEREAN R S THD S0y, F7o, EFRICxH L CEAXIZIRIC X
2 eHMFEEEAS B A S v, BHEWTERIZ BT 5 R AR A K O H TV D,

AT T, DR ORI L OVREICEB T 5 B RO AR R L OEHEH &
e e 20 R B U CE A D BRER BV 22 R 24T\ AR AE I DD TG &2 1T -
7o

FB1E HERCTERREICRIT S pENEOEIEM HIEIZET % KE
CCTA 12 & 0 15 50 2 el B R g1 X ., O 4aEs 65 B/ &2 2 5 L REBEE N K
X HEALT D20, BHEREFEN LB AN T IE2 HETHWO LS, BIFERRK TIL,
Zryvdue— L BIOEIMN T ATR—)V, ST a—) A Nar—LE
FOTT /70— PNHONLILTWDD, BRRRITEEMNICFHMES N T LT, £2
BIVEH OfERRIE S M STV eV, £ 2 C, 5O BHEMEE 2 x5z, & HE
BB OLIRICRIT 5 BB EFEA AR (OF) BLOWHCRIT 5 B, 2R A S
AR (OP) 2 H@igkE & L COEMY A SAHEREZZICEH L, 20T, of
BLX O s BHESHEE L CRGERMEZ LML L2 DK TS (AHR) B
FOMERERREER & LT 1 B HhpExE (1 &) K% (AFEV,)) %, Eq.l



BEW Eq2 O =nEAERET VTR LEEMICHEA L7z, W, @b/ AHR %
10~16.7%3 L O'AFEV, fE%Z 0%IZ5% & LT=,

AHR = 458081 + 102X\/21d3312 — 4580®P1 + 2.5x105 — 5%x10*

. . . Eq.l

AFEV, = 7690P2 + 102x+/59.1082% — 1.54x104PB2 + 1x106 — 1x105 - « - Eq.2

T T A I FEAE
& LSS LA THIE
DL HENRI T
(Figure 1), 774
—UiE, MR IGREIC
AHR 13.5%D+4372%)
RE2REL TRTEIC
IZIFIETEA L. AFEV,
t 2.5%LL T O & 7R
L7zZ &b B3k
MThDHIENREN
7z (Figure 2), F7ZE&R

Landiolol (0.125mg/Kg i.v.)

50

Metoprolol (20mg p.o.)
50

Tl R PTHEIRE D 4k

EEZHMIC. 7 V4w

—VOE &% 2~3 %

ICHEEHDHWEIA Mo —
NWEGFHT 278 Lok b kR
RALILTWNDTZO, ZiLhH
DL TN LTz, £ Ok
R B EFFICIIBRMREF O AHR
2N 2 58T 204%, 3 BET
24.5% & 72 0 W E DOIRNR%E 51
TEZFT L, AFEV, b HE
DN HENEEIR L, M2
FREWEH OEREN " E 5 Z
L& TR L7 (Figure 3), *
N7 e e — VORI, B
TEFIC AHR 2 18.7% & i i
DHRARE S ZEZ LK TRS
111% & EIEFT 5 2 &
AFEV, & 8.5%IZHE K LIFEIL
SRARBEWER OfEEIED 3.4 %
2D EN RIS
(Figure 4), LLE, CCTA (Z

% —40
2 30 < 30
- ['4
E H
<« 20
10 10
) 0
[ 05 1 15 2 25 0 05 [ 15 2 25
1 time (hr) time (hr)
Esmolol (1mg/kg 1.v.) Atenolol (25mg p.o.)
50 50
40 40
g ij 20
x 20
I 20
NRCT] 10
10 0
0 05 1 15 2 25 0 05 1 15 2 25
1 time (hr) 1 time (hr)
Propranolol (2mg i.v.)
50 Figure 1 Predicted lines for clinical efficacy (A:
_ AHR) and adverse effect (B: AFEV)) after single
£ intravenous or oral administration of five p-blocking
['4 . L) .
e agents used for CCTA. i.v. intravenous administration,
. p.o. oral administration, solid line predicted line. solid
. bar examination time period of CCTA, symbols actual
05 1. 2 25  data, upward arrow taking each drug at 0 hr
1 time (hr)
(A) AHR (B) AFEV,
30 50 -
25
Ommmmmmemmmnnn- < 40 JA
20 S A
4
T ) &,
< < 20
10 A
5 (Geeeensssssssss £S)
0 0 .%@—._@_
Start End Start End

Figure 2 AHR (A) and AFEV, (B) values of five B-blocking agents at start and end of
CCTA. Symbols predicted values: ® Landiolol, o Esmolol, A Propranolol, © Metoprolol,
<> Atenolol, arrows suitable values

(A) AHR (B) AFEV,
25 1 —_ 2%
20 20
P e w I g
154 stat Z15
z ¢ F
<10 510
5 5 g
o LEn — 0

0.125(mgka) 0.25(mgkg) 0.375(maka) 0.125(mgka) 025(mgkg) 0.375(maka)
Figure 3 The change of predicted values for clinical efficacy (A: AHR) and adverse
effect (B: AFEV)) after single administration of three amounts of Landiolol used for

CCTA. arrrows suitable value



WD BHEWEEELE LTI VA pam (B) AFEV,

— VBRGSO ] ;
EHESDIWEA N T rE— L g b S

ORI, ARG A FE S, F e, .
BHBIECZ LN baRRL, o

iﬁ IE 1% )EH c: ﬁ JEH fci 'IE% %& % *‘% /;;'é L/ ’ " Landiolol only with Metoprolol © Lar-\d-lo-k;l ;J"fy with Me“’pm""c}

7": Figure 4 The change of predicted values for clinical efficacy (A: AHR) and adverse
°© effect (B: AFEV,) after administration of Metoprolol (20mg) and Landiolol
(0.125mg/kg) or Landiolol (0.125mg/kg) used for CCTA. arrrows suitable value

EoE BUMOLARLICHT 2 pENROBEMSAEICET 2R

AL R OB T, BRI 5O DR 2% B &1 5 WHEMEDS b
B, BRHEFS RO 1/8 DR 870 B 5 2 BIbA L. 1~2 B LA LA A5 4
B LT, 4RI CHERFBSIOE S, BIERRCIE, AR —1%
LTy e — L ofils, KEKROA Mmoo —LbHERTEY, 2D B
HEMTSE DR A RS & OB B L C IR RIS REAIT S T B, BRI O fliR
PE B BIEIC SHUCORN, £ 2T, 3 RO B IEITA X G BRARAORRYT & 97,
EE B L CRA LTs, B K OBORHER BB 5RO R IRIEIC BT 5 B,
SREERES 5L (OssP) 13, Y e —»24.0~71.6%, A T ua—1
28 30.9~78.2% L IFIFR—DEE TR L=, IAxym—iE 10.4~48.1% & (KU VE
ZR LT, £ 2T, PIERIKIL B RAERENT HMHEAER LV 7 ) Vv 2 ZAKICH
THEHEAEAZA L, 200 DI BRI R A R 2 LUE L. &7 1 2 i
L CigHr L, Emax”, Emax™ L OEEY O K& 2R i,

V (0] B1
LVEF i te (%) = Epay®' ¥ ss?" + Epax Y X fss® =E,_. % s +E ., X Ka®'x q;S;O
ierease rate T = Bmax 100 max 100 max 100 ax K. Pssht Ry (1 — Pssht
d 100 d 100
+ +Eq3

AT OFER . Emax™ 723 51.0% 33 &2 O Emax®™ 28 20.5% & 72V . LVEF HBEhn/ER B
LT, B, ZBEDOELERN 71.3%.

VT )P 2 ZREOE RN 507
WI%THLZLERLMLE o ]

(Figure 5), £ KA ICBELT. 7 5 ]
ARYEAR008TM, EY Ty 7
H—/L73301.20M, A hFmE—L B | ¢ o
7 3833.90M L 7D s vE— f
NOFRERLO B OEEERE s 3]

THKI 3,500~44,000 fFE 2 & &R .

L, ZOfii, fi/Makn oy o m w e
.- - ssP (%
TV 2RFREN LT Cat T
= Figure S Fitted lines based on relationship between 3, receptor
| 2 g p 1 P
occupancy and clinical efficacy (LVEF increase rate) of [-
Wﬁ@%@l&ﬁ%&ﬁ@@%@ﬁ ey el eifincy ‘ oo
Tbhh N Zliﬁﬁi:ﬁ‘ @‘;‘é%‘l‘ﬁﬁlﬂ‘\‘ I]Z{‘ X gV blocking agents used for chronic heart failure. Symbols actual
values: @ Carvedilol, m Bisoprolol, a Metoprolol, black line
7

Carvedilol, gray line Bisoprolol, gray dotted line Metoprolol
RoNTNT A= 2T, &



=5 LVEF L2 T LR, MEHE0EME TII v~y a—us 265~
44.0%., BY 7rra—L3 203~38.8%B LA F 7 uu—/L)S 243~40.9% & [F5E
DEER LIz, —FH, IAXya—1Lo B %R IEREN L THEGLILD LVEF BINEIX
9.6~24.5%., V7 / Vv 2 2 RICEBER G L THELNAHEMNFEIL 16.9~19.5% THh
SN EYFaa—LBIOA e — LTIV 7 VOV 2 ZR/IRICELTED
A% LVEF M3 E L <K<, 0.6~23% B LN 03~1.0%TH-7=, HARHET
(EIN_Ta—DHRNY T )Ty 2 ZRRICEEEG LR 2 REL WD D
& AR BERIIIZHH 50z L7z (Figure 6),

Iz, BIWERH &
LT, powigese O L BB R e
HH A A e & | | N A
L 7= AHR ¥
L N AFEV,
(22T, Eq.l B
FN Eq2 ZHW n
THEI LTz, ¥ Y esetma v " Dose (mg) " “Doseimg

@

3

8
@
S

@

8
@
S

40

2
3

8
LVEF increase rate (%)

LVEF increase rate (%)
8 8 & 8

LVEF increase rate (%)
»
3

AHR 6:]:\ Eﬁﬁéﬁﬁ Figure 6 Simulated lines of cl.inical efﬁc.:acy (LV EF increase ratg) of Can’edilf)l (A). Bisoprolol (B) or
Metoprolol (C) used for chronic heart failure. /ight gray area acting on ryanodine 2 receptor, dark gray
% yoby [5 ﬁ% j( ;{fzﬁ «12]3 area acting on [, receotor.
ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ.ﬁ#&:%b\f (A) AHR (B) AFEV,
S . 10 7 30 -
T —)LN 0.2 9
« o _Maxi'num dose 25
~22%., BV Fan  _ e = <
X 74 <
. . & - 20 A
—ILD0.7~6.0%BE ¢ 6 >
> O N 4 w Maximum dose
OA R 7 rm—p 3 %] é "
@ ] i
1.0~81%&720, 51 & 3- - 07 &S
. A N © 2 i = :Z:'f'i Easaa
IR = e = TN 1 ; S EH | el dose 51 ==
I == |nitial d
EREEM OB o S br o EE T
Carvedilol Bisoprolol Metoprolol Carvedilol Bisoprolol Metoprolol

SMEUVW 2 H 3
A8 1& k % ﬂ E A Figure 7 The change of predicted values from initial dose to maximum dose for adverse effect
\z Lf:o i f:\ Fg‘ﬁﬁ‘é‘ Fﬁ (A: average AHR. B: average AFEV)) after administration of Carvedilol, Bisoprolol and

_ % | j‘ 5 E’Z i’;] AHR Metoprolol used for chronic heart failure.

1T RMERF & 1/8~1/11 L 720 . BB O DA REEA A2 B 1L 5 72 DI &0
DG THVNEMNZEENICR LT, —F., ‘FXJAFEV, (X, BAGH & 6 R KMERE
BRGEFICBONTHIARY T —/LRN 55~-258%, £V 7 —/n03~21%., A b
Faa—LHRN 21~14.0% TH O . F_Ta— LONEL 2R BIEF O fa it 23 m o
ZEEmR L (Figure 7), LA b. W8 LA RIEEDRE B ZBKB IOV
T2 RN T AEREINKR LT LTI CE S R LTz, & 51T,
HEFFH & TR DN A ERIR RIS EY CRI% TH 505 (EREFEO 5 OEIE 1 I
MBI TR D Z 2R T L EbIT, DIHEUR T XOFEV IR TIZES S BEH OfE
i 2 & EAICEEE U, @ eI A R R e fEE L,



EIE LEBICRITS pEMKICET S ERBEFHRE

B EEWRT K DO ERIARME I 31T 2 ERERR T AR BE LTI, B LA RIRRIT RT3
HARRFHIBEIZAT O T l@ETRRIC BT 2 0 2 7o 1R REDS B e 2 SR FE B I8
NDZEPHESNTWVDN, CCTA 1T DaHI TON TRy, TV Fr—
NOEHIZE D | CCTA BT D RO A AR S, fEEZWZ L L
Tl 7T — T VIRE OIS B E R Z WD S5 2 LR CE L0, FHERS
KD B kD 3 2 HIWT s & 7 A S\ T2 B e/ IME ATl K- TRl L 7= (Figure
8),

Z DRER R I
D fERRIE DS gV B
IZX LT, 7oA m
— /)L G5O W =
A NMIBE—-ANHT
v 78,945 [, &G
B 82,237 & 720
BE-ANHTD 3,292
M D 2 I S 7= 1
SNz, 2. T Ok
BATEH SN TIEPRE  Figure 8 Decision tree model for administering Landiolol to patients suspected of ischemic heart discase.

~ decision node, © chance node, < terminal node
AN Bz YHR AN = =
AR~ DB % R F

L7izE 2 A, #5400 THOEIEE 725 Z ENRBINTZ, IHIZ, ZNHDORERD
TR 2 R T DI E T 2 AT o TG R, TR TOr —RITBW T T ¥ d e —L
B EREN IR GHE & e U CE AR E 7o 72, LA b, CCTAICBIT ST P4 n—
NOFERIE, EREREHICTH S TEX5Z L2 EENICR LT,

IHD(+) with CAG

betablocker_efficacy
patients with tachycardia

1-(CCTA_positive)
bradycardia failure O CACG ﬂ
1-(betablocker_efficacy) 1

IHD(+) with CAG

ladiolol(+)

CCTA_positive
IHDX(-) with CAG

1-(patients_with_tachycardia)
1-(CCTA_positive)

patlents suspected of IHD

bradycardia success CCTA_positive

IHD(-) with CAG

placebo_effecacy
1-(CCTA_positive)
bradycardia failure CAG

patients_with_tcchycardia

<

Z=(placebo_effecacy) 1
IHD(+) With CAG
CCTA_positive
IHD(-) with CAG

1-(patients_with_tachycardia)
1-(CCTA_positive)

ot 25

yufsiuj

AT TIE, DIERBORAR L OVREICEIT 5 B ERTEE DR F S L ORIER &
R RCEE U TR 2R AT 24T\ D & E EAIZRIN C & 5 J7 ik & s
L7z, ZL T, BoNT/MRICEDNT, BHEBEEDGE FEAE L2 L T X 5 Alaetk:
LTz,

HREROBEEEE
1) Eur. J. Drug Metab. Pharmacokinet., 41(2), 157-167 (2016).
2)J. Med. Econ., 17, 142-147 (2014).



imXEAEORBROEE

Kimix, DEBOMREL L OREICHIT 5 BEKEDOR K2 R X ORIEN & &
MR FICE L T, BEERAY 2D E B R R 247V @ B B IC D W T 21T -
HbDOTH D,

FLIE T EBIR CTEERAROMKRIRE A THWD 5RO B W 3 2 5 512
HHEREFOBLBIUOB2ZARMELARLILBERE L L FKIRE L TOL
HMEBEERTRBIONBRHBZEMERE LT 1PERTRE2, ZcE@EEET L TTH
LTCEEMICHEMLUZ, ZOE, THHEOZYEEEZ RT L LI, DABIK TRE
FOIBEETROHB LY, Jo V4 u— oW HEBEMEE N MO Ak LUK
MEH_RTRECTHDL ZE2HHmAIC R L EEMTNICAHAREENEREZMEL -,

B2ETIE, BHELARICHWD 3B BHEEEKEZIIRIZ, BLZREEZNT D
MHEEEM & VT 7 v 22/ RIS 2 EEEMN D MBI A2 s B =R m/E N %
KT HE LEET VEBEL T L, ZOME MITOoZY 2 RmT &L b0,
FEEBRHFBMIET2HFEGRE LT, BLEZRED L% IR 7/ Vv 2 KK
D29% ThHhHZ xR LT, £, BKRME CIEAIEWILRE O L= H = MERH
ERBT LN, IR —LOBRNIT 7Py 2ZREBICEEG LIEREZREL T
WHZEEBHLMNILE, T LT, DAZOE(IEOZDIZIE, B EN»S &5
BT H2MEERNSDLZ Ex, DHEBEKRTEO TR ZEICEENICRLEZ, 512,
IKHEICBT20MBETHRBI® 1 PRETERLZFMIT 22 LIC2ED, ©Y TR
2= )L OLIHEARTIERRRE . BT a— b ORGSR EE R O fi B 25 &
TLEEEERMICRL, BEEMPBICAAREDMOLEBIEREZHEL I,

FIETIE, R CTEEREICK T L7 VA — OB AR L b
ET I %Ob\t%ﬁﬁﬁd\{t AT Z D EEAE L. DU TR AT o i 6 M A KB ) A T e
BLl, TORER, vy oFn— A EHEHITHFERGHICHET, BEFE - AH7D 3,292
Mo#EHAHEIESI RS 2 Z L2 EEMICHLNIT LT,

AWFFEDORREIT, DERBOREL X ORIEICK T 25 BB IEO KRB L ORIE
MEBEMGDRICEAL T, B> EENICHM TE 2 TiEmaMELIZZ L TH
D, ZRICEY BEMEDOH IEMMAELMYLTELARELRLEZAT, EEOHD
ERIEFID LM CTE 5, AEXY | Rimstixft (K% oFfrimc s U THAR

BT 260 &M+ 2,



	thesis2016_03_18_fujito02
	thesis2016_03_18_fujito02-shinsa

