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Conax
CWRES
DDC
DSA
DSM

DSS

EBE
Edrug
ECeso
EFF
EMA
Emax
Epico
ER
FDA
FGA
FOCE-
INTER
GOF

IAV
ICD
ISV
IPRED
iWRES

adverse event

Akaike’s information criterion

area under the concentration-time curve
effect compartment concentration
case-deletion diagnostics

confidence interval

maximum concentration

conditional weighted residual

dopa decarboxylase

dopamine system stabilizer
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of
Mental Disorders

dopamine serotonin antagonist

empirical Bayesian estimate

drug effect

C. resulting in 50% of Emax

effect

European Medicines Agency
maximum effect

placebo effect

exposure-response

Food and Drug Administration

First generation antipsycotics
first-order conditional estimation with 7-
€ interaction

goodness-of-fit

Hill coefficient

inter arm variability

International Classification of Diseases
inter study variability

individual prediction

individual weighted residual

rate constant of PANSS reduction effect
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LC-MS/MS

LLCI
LOCF
LOE
MAPE
MARTA

MBMA
MgO
MMRM
NONMEM
oC

OFV
PANSS
pcVPC

PE
PMDA

PBPK

PD

PK

PPK
PPK-PD

PRED
RCT
RSE
RUV
SDA

SDAM

SGA

Liquid Chromatograph-tandem Mass
Spectrometer

lower limit of confidence interval
last observation carried forward

lack of efficacy

mean absolute prediction error

multi acting receptor targeting
antipsychotics

model-based meta-analysis
magnesium oxide

mixed-model repeated-measures
non-linear mixed effect model
observed case

objective function value

Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale
prediction-corrected visual predictive
check

prediction error

Pharmaceuticals and Medical Devices
Agency

physiologically based pharmacokinetic
analysis

pharmacodynamics
pharmacokinetics

population pharmacokinetic analysis
population pharmacokinetic-
pharmacodynamic analysis
population prediction

randomized controlled trial

relative standard error

residual unexplained variability

serotonin dopamine antagonist

serotonin dopamine activity modulator

second generation antipsychotics
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tin

tmax

ULCI
UMIN

UPDRS III

VPC

half-life

time at maximum concentration

upper limit of confidence interval
University Hospital Medical Information
Network

unified Parkinson’s disease rating scale
part IIT

visual predictive check

shape parameter

scale parameter
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= B AL B S OVEFE AL B R IZ 3V C, HEMRR-FUCRIRZIET 2 2 &, k5%
Th 5 BEEMOAMFHRE, 0P, B EREOLBENL ERLT L2 LT, E
B OFRMER M2 TRIL, YR HE - HRERET 2 L THEETH L. ITFETI,
INHORFHC 7 7—~a A M) 7 2&EMAT2HFIPMHEATEY, bITORHADY —1
LR OOHD. Tyr—~aARA YT AL, BFENRET VEHWTERS, RKE, R
REBOBEHRE CTEATIHINCHBO Z 2B L, BEFEKYEEMIT (population
pharmacokinetic analysis, PPK), REEEMIZEMENAE-3E )7 fif#T (population pharmacokinetic-
pharmacodynamic analysis, PPK-PD), WR#EE-SUGHENT (exposure-response analysis, ER) AP
LR R R T S AT (physiologically based pharmacokinetic analysis, PBPK) , model-based meta-
analysis (MBMA) & Wo7lzFEREGEND 1.

Ty—~aA Y7 RZBITLHLHRTFIETH D RERITE L1, v gTr —4
AN D OTiEAe <, A E LTIV D Z & T, MREFICET 5 KD EECIRR )
BOVHR %), 150, WERFICOWTREN T A —& LT 5 BEEICEN
THFETHD . RBEANT A =22 R TEERR L, ZHORE I LR
TEBENED 2FEED /T A—Z NS, 2 &2 IERIRIRG EET /L (non-linear
mixed effect model, NONMEM) MEHTIE THEE T 5 D3 I TH 5. REERIBEITIE ORI
& LT, EYBREOIGFRIRICKT T 2 WBR T ORE L, TOERINARETHDL Z &, #
RLTEETMIESSHERNY I 2 —v a URERAGETHDL Z ENFRTFoND.

AFNZIBNTIE, 2019 4 5 AT [RESERISEMB RS EMNT T A KT A ) & TESRR
DWEBR-FUSIRIT A R4 2 ()] BRBESh DL, EXRMBEREOSH A .07 7 —
~3AA M) T ADERPHEATND &7 RERIZT 7 —< a3 A b 7 A FEELFFEICT
D2 IR A R T D 72 DITIER STV 4. il 2 1%, PBPK &7 /LI first-in-human #R5%
D B REC M A BAEFH OFfl, PPK-PD <€ 7 /L X AHFRER O F B iR AR EE IS B

5 HEFHEICHV O TWD 10 Z 1 61355 O ZEWAR BAE R O LB O



A, BT YA Rl bICRL T H A, ERRMBREOMEN - BEREICEBRKL TV S,

F72, TRFEENRVEBR first-in-class DFEHITIRVERY, BIRILEWIITREF O FRNF -
HOEDIET D720, BB TEND LT 5 2 & T, e 0EER S Z &
HAREL 2D, LA, BARBBE TR TOBGHE L OEELERRZ i 5 2 LI3EA -
BREHIE ORI 2> BRI TIX RV, £ 2 Tl4E, MBMA 23ER S TW5. MBMA (3436
SNTET =V —=ANDHELNLERT —FakG L L, FRBROENT—%% 1 HAD

HITHER B\, RHEFBT OMGRZ AW TET A EET 5 FiETHSH. MBMA OFA

E LT, BEMBIT— 2 B™MF O 0EAICB W T, BARABOT Y RBA > kO
AR BSBEREET LT 5 Z L BARETH D 2 &, BEEMORIECERRART
WA WS TR F 2T MIHAAL Z ERAIRBETH DL Z ENZB T oD, Hlx i
MBMA % W TEEFOBEE 3K « FREREOA M a2 E Rl + 2 2 & T, E#El

FEEBR & FEhE L T e W EEA & BRI LA & DR FEE L 72 % (Fig. 0-1).

RR{LAMOE I HEEER (E37—5)

| PPK/PD model
. . 1IEH$F'§J §)h
!i!h foagessiot go ategs ° §§% EJJ
i

RE-RE-RICE&%

Endpoint

Model-based simulation

Time
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Endpoint
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- HERRIZH Time
Wy Rz
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RE8-RIGER

Endpoint

Time

Fig. 0-1 Overview of model-based meta-analysis based quantitative decision-making.
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Fig. 0-2 I KEEN EFZREREOT — X X—2Th % PubMed % F|FH LT [population
pharmacokinetic (PPK) | [physiologically based pharmacokinetic model (PBPK) | [exposure-
response analysis (ER) | [model-based meta-analysis (MBMA) | #Z £ ¥ —TU— K& L7
SRR O &y MEORIHER 2R L2 b DO THDH. MBMA X7 7 —~a A KU 7 AD
HFCH HEAH LWTFETH Y, PPK, PBPK & HlRT 5 &S0 2208, 2010 4EE M)
LIRAICHINLCTEHY, ITETIETEM 10 MERENARINTNDZENDND. IHI,
2018 4F 5 H, 2019 4F 1 HIZT MBMA (IZB7 5 review b AR SN TEY, MBMA (37 7 —~
ANV TADFED 1 DE L TERLODOHLEEZXLND M2 F72, MBMA D%<
(XIS OEEARBATEBERE IR ST 203, AIBKBRSIZ 31T 2 ML A OIS, FKHA
RS - WEMERICBET 2RIGH SN2 E, TOIEHOIRIZER > TETng B4
—7J7 T, MBMA O J5iEamIiseidd7e <, EERIZ MBMA 217 9 ETOEERS, £LES

NATABIZELT, FodmshTns LIxE0E.

1007

PPK
—PBPK
—ER
MBMA
101
/\\/

2010 2012 2014 2016 2018
Publish year

The number of search results

Fig. 0-2 Hit number of search results in PubMed using a keyword "population pharmacokinetic (PPK)",
"physiologically based pharmacokinetic model (PBPK)", "exposure-response analysis (ER)", and

"model-based meta-analysis (MBMA)".
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ATl “PEIALBAFE - EI A EMEH ~DTEH % H5 L 72 Model-based meta-analysis

B 24898” LEL, LT D 3 DORGETEITV, AT — % Y — AL o N7 KT —

ZIZk9 5D MBMA O & = DEFR, £72 MBMA %217 9 ETOEERIC OV Chiam & 5
B L7z, % 1 B CUE, PORAREOG 20 - SRERBLIERICBIT 216, #RBRAE RO LB EK
[ZOWT, MBMA ICXVIREST 5 2 & T, HUlMpRoERMBAFRICE L TH ARG #E
T2 LA BIE L. 2w TIE, MBMA 2BV CRERM CHIT FIEN R 5T — 4
EWHOGEOWEYRETT N EY I ab—Ya V AXT AL OBEELTE. ST, 1 ED
FREZDTTEBLIZSDTHY, FEERICENT —Z 2T MBMA %175 5610 4E UG
DA T AEWPR L, ZORBEICKTT DR GIEEZRET S22 s 2 A L7z, 3 =TI,
levodopa/carbidopa Bl & A O M ENEEIZ X3 DR~ 27 % 2 7 2 (magnesium oxide, MgO)
DORBEZFMT 5 BT, BHERAZGR e LI WA ERRBRE FEE L. @5, K9
FHEAEHRBRITE TR AL R E T 5700, MFREOB AN OIEMMEEEH ZRFT %
& EFE - TS, — T, BERNGOFEYHAENRRZT > HE1E, e, kil
2=/ )VEORBRT VA v EOHIFINE <, FEfON— Fid@Emn. £ 2T, AL X5
E LT A ERRBR L 0 RO L, SCikT — & 225 MBMA OFiE% U TS
L 7= levodopa @ PPK-PD &7 /L2 %, MgO 7 levodopa DI KT T EZ THIT 5

LT, EHEMEIEMETICET ARG MERMT D 2 L ARSI
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A RIVET, 13 A EDHE 15~40 ik £ TITRIET 2RERIZRKHIEBTH O, FJER
BRI 1%L WDTWD B ZOMEROFEIT, AR - B35 - KIE - Bk & ol
RESEIROMEE & U CHN, DR, EEER COBMER &, BB, BREMRGR, S
5l 26 0 R EoRMIER, RO, R, FEITHER & ORIERERE 2 E bR D5H
DIEGREZ R 5. FIEREFIXARBATEDS, Ja A O I8 E R E 2 5 & 2 AR e RIK e
BRI TR S EAMEIC B G- U, IO I OB AR S HIMELC 72 2 BRBILIRRIS, R/ AR
BERETTHE, 7 L2 I MR R OMRBIR T2k L, FrA ORMIERNEE LT 5 &bl T
W5 16,

PURBAHIR BT G RIVETR R OEYFIEO T O L R DFEHTH Y, 5 —HARGUE R
(first generation antipsychotics, FGA) , &5 _ HARFUE#%E (second generation antipsychotics,
SGA) IZRBI&END. SGA 1E, Tru h=r+ FXI T Zd=A | (serotonin dopamine
antagonist, SDA), Z It A MIERIEHUR R EE (multi acting receptor targeting antipsychotics,
MARTA), R/ UV RAT LAHXET A Y — (dopamine system stabilizer, DSS), R/3I -
*u h=r7>#T=Zh (dopamine serotonin antagonist, DSA), w1 h=1 + F/<3 >
77T 4 BT 4EY 2 L—4F— (serotonin dopamine activity modulator, SDAM) 72 &, Z®
SRR Z R T I NV—T RSN 2 b H 5.

SGA IX FGA & i LT, $EMRIMNEIER 2 EorRIER A Z Lic< <, ZetEoim TEN
TWNDHZ LR, —#dD SGA TiE, AZMEDEHIZE N TS FGA LVENTWD Z &1
DIMFETRINTWD T 207, KROTA RIA 2 E0REBOTA R4 T,
SGA 1T ERIMEDE —BIFK L SN TND 02, F7, HuimmdEs L < IEfho mkss
FEOPIFEDHAAMEIIAHEFETH Y, BITEA R 2 v RetE S R SN 57280, SGA D
HARED R S N TV D 2022,

AFNT I TIL, 1996 £E(Z risperidone (V) A/ XF—/L® Yo ¥ 77 —=<) NSGA & L

THIOTER SN TLUR S, Z< OFEMRENAR SN TVDEN, IKIRE L TRARIE

14



ITTRHR T, SR B & b ICMB R & b LTRSS, BB O ¥ —5 > b &7 D5k
Th 2 2. AT HHUEMHREOBFRE & L TIE, 2018 4 1 H (T brexpiprazole (L%
TT 4 ® REEREE) D3GR S 2, WOKGEE Tl TR P 4+ O lurasidone, ziprasidone,
cariprazine (22T & SBIHRER N T ST\ 5. £72, H LWERERF 2 R o34 &
TR o7 = 2 F U2 BRE M EBI3E T % encenicline (EVP-6124, MT-4666), 7'V /v
HEY AL PREFEIER % A7 % bitopertin 23BHFE X572 L, HUlHF O B%E B IRIZTEH T
D ENDND T L L, HUBHRIEA & 1o R IR O TR R O )
ITMPE R L i L TRV Z BTN D 89, Z203EERE LT, A >A %M
LAVEZIB T DRHELSMNC G, BRIREERT A o, BBRER 51, iR ORI 72 & o
B I BRSO IR BT 5 2 LT b 5. EEE, 2014~2018 0 5 4R TKE
RAEHND (Food and Drug Administration, FDA) 23&G8 L 72 HBESRG 213 S D 5 b,
FEAPR BRI CARR I N BIX 4 BIDOHTH 2 3034, 207w, PUBHHRIEO IR BRI
B DANER L ENEICE T D16, RBRGRICEET 2 EHRAERLT D 2 L1, fukstd
I DERRPAF TN THH RG] E 720, BRSBTS D Z EnifF S S.
MBMA [ZAH SNTeT —% Y —2Anb /(o587 — 2 2 kf5 L L, REREIr o
Fa HWTET VEARET D FIETH L. RO RS L, Mt FiEL v
THENTS 2 51k & LT, €D 5 meta-analysis 73 VN H AV T & 7223, [EEERELIEER Ot
LG CTERW®D, T ATRER T — Z ITMRER Th 5. EHR IR S TR B
REfE L, FR O A "THE & 35 J71k & LT network meta-analysis 73BA%E S 4172723,
SN ORMFHERL-CHBSUGEMRZ BB T 5 2 LB TER. —J5, MBMA [FE B R &
NTWIRRWIERI O B, R — 2 « HERISEROET VL, S bICITEEE -
BT A LV o WK T (ER) OEBENARL RS, Z0O7), #HEHD meta-
analysis & 0l U CRBMEDR S <, FIHFTRER T — X LB LN HANIEZ 5 2 LIRS
D AR TRIGE L LTEPUBMIRIRICIB N TS, ZHRRIRRBRT VA v 2G5 2 &0

HEIND7=D, LY IREeT —ZZIEHTE 5 MBMA OAFHMEIEEWEEZEZ HILD.
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AKFIETIE, BEfFOHUREHREO P TH—@IREK L D SGA (ZB9 5 MBMA % FEfii
L, BZWE & RBRMERICE T D, RS ROLEER 2 E &I+ 5 2 & T, #t
FEAIR ORI ICE L CHRRERE2RET 52 L2 E L.
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2 ik
MBMA [Z (I) 7 —# ~_X— 2% F W= SCEEIR, (1) STHRD S ARAT G O FR R & A8 BT

B4 S monhit, (D) =7 AMEOFIATT . UTICZOFFMZRT.

2-1 SCHERER

SCHkARSR1X, PubMed, Cochrane Library (cochrane central register of controlled trials), &K
BB 4 N Toh S ClinicalTrials.gov (https://clinicaltrials.gov/) @ 3 DDFT —H N— R %
AL, 2017 48 4 AR RICSEM L7z, STERERSRICAE M L7 385AI o —fiedh, podnds, BHIE=
— % Table1-1 (TR L7z, CHBSROF—U— & LT, [—i4 or FaA or BI¥E=—

K] and schizophrenia and PANSS and [randomized or double blind] % %7€ L 7-.

Table 1-1 The words used in the literature search.

Generic name Brand name Code name

Aripiprazole Abilify OPC-14597, OPC-31, BMS-337039
Asenapine Saphris ME2136, ORG5222

Blonanserin Vraylar AD-5423, DSP-5423

Brexpiprazole Rexulti OPC-3471, OPC-331, Lu AF41156
Cariprazine Vraylar MP-214, RGH-188

Clozapine Clozaril LX100-129, HF-1854

Iloperidone Fanapt ILO522-NXA, VY V-683
Lurasidone Latuda

Olanzapine Zyprexa LY170053

Paiperidone Invega JNSO007ER, R076477

Perospirone Lullan SM-9018

Quetiapine Seroquel FK949, IC1204636

Risperidone Risperdal R64766

Ziprasidone Geodon

17



TN 2 LD E LSRRI ET (1) EEA ZEERRAER, Q) ek
ARE E 7T A R EE O BE 2 xtg & LIcilBr, 3) ARMEDRRIE L L CTHMEELX -
e iER T R (Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale, PANSS) Z W /-ikBr e L7-. =
7o, EHIEOFIME - REMEZ T 2720, (4) 1BHRHIES S6 B (8 M) LINORER
L L7, MAKRMEOZWAREL LT, KEKBHEFSESNEDIEMEKBOZBEETH D
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM), = 7= 13 i AR R RE o [ B
438 Cd% % International Classification of Diseases (ICD) # H\W 7ol kig & L. &R
T S 472 PANSS OfEffr 5 (KRIBIEOHR Y o J51E) 3878 -> TWeiew, rFik
& L C last observation carried forward (LOCF) 7%, mixed-model repeated-measures (MMRM)
1%, observedcase (OC) EDWT DA I iBR A IR L7-. LOCF I KIBE % FHfz 1
B SN THIZET 2515, MMRM EIRBEZMHEET, BEIRET LVE AWK

BRET — 2 BT, OC LI XBEIEZ M, HoNBIRED A THITT 2 HIETH 5.

LOCFi&lc & 3 R fEHhseDHiEEE

STy

ﬁOCFif’aEﬁﬁb\ti%é, \
HRERE DRRE (C KD RIE
BERO T R4, &%
(CEURAISNTZAE (K5sR3)
THTI D

OCiE, MMRMIEZ ALY
mer, KIBBOWE(

"
ku;m /

SUMIEIE (e.g., PANSS)

EERAR

SCRROBRSMEHET (1) ERAIZ W ZslER (2) SGA HAIFIELIAAOMEBR (3) 1R
PE - RO BEEXGE LB (4) 7 e 24— =R BROE 1 o7 — 2 NHGcE
mORER (5) EARHEOHRPIS TG LIRS LT,

KRR L NS T — 4 X=X TOXF—TU — RR, 7 —F X— A OEEHIFER,

BHULYE - BRAOVELIEZ W R 7 ) — =0 7« PR O NELZ S L 7.
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2.2 FT—FHhH

IR L7 SRR AL, table, figure, supplement OV 57— & Hlit 217 - 7-.

BENMEOFEAMFEIE & LT PANSS Z U /=, PANSS I Table 1-2 (/=3 F5PE R 7 THE,
PRVEREE 7 THE, BAFHRERANEE 16 HE OF 30 AN IS, FHiE 1A
R (GERZRL) ~7 (REE) OAaT &5 5 2 L THHREZFIHIT 2 RETH 5
35, PANSS [THEHIRE DR A Y22 R AT A3 7T RE 223 EAM RUEE & LU Ty MEREM: X OV 2 M 75 e
BINTEY, ENOREGRIVELZ IR E LTEBRKRBR TR EH I TWD. RIFFFET
1%, PANSS D& A 27 (PANSS total) , B5E R EE (PANSS positive subscale) , & R (PANSS
negative subscale) ZUEL, ZNENDET /L AAESL L7-. PANSS total (X 30 75 210 D
[/, PANSS positive subscale, PANSS negative subscale (X 7 7°5 49 O#iFHD A 27 ZHL Y 15,

A 2T O ITIER O UEZ KT

Table 1-2 The structure of the 30 Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale items.

(AN S NS Ao B
1 Z48 1 TEB O TR, 1 DRUE 9 RAKRLEENE
2HEEOFART 2 EBIEIXFEY 2 Rz 10 2 24 5%
3LRIC L DITEY 3 BREMEOREE 3 FREK 11 EEOEE
4 BiE 4 ZEYE - BAIK TS 4 8RR 12 HIr 41 & ek oo Kk an
By s SEIR-3 )
PN SHERMEEOIRE S EESARH 13 BEOREE
IRIRLLB
6 JigE > 6 XEED AFEME LT 615 14 B O R
S ORAN
7 WE 7 W R EE 7 EEEOR 15 M
8 FE e 16 [ =R 7 tE2 a8
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BEE ISFRAE % & T ks R SEIR O ERR BB T i, AR & ik U CRER D b ORI A
BT, REBRBEENERRBR O KRS E LTHWLND Z ERZ. RERILTE
UL, R OZRME, AEES, Aok, RET7 Re7 7 A% RKmLT\D EE
ZBND. AT, BEOEBBNG, SEORBRIER, AEFRICE HBER (adverse
event, AE), AZWMEDKINT X 5 Piv%% (lack of efficacy, LOE) ZUUEL, T ENDET
VRS LT

A aBR - TRIRREO BT e CRSW IR, i, M, 1A, body massindex), #XERT VA
v (BENE, 77 B REORE, £35 o &, BT o HERE ORISR, i FiE)
DI @A ST 2 BINEE LT,

fENTT — % & >~ b OFERKIL R ver. 3.5.0, Microsoft Excel 2016 % /=, Sk @ figure 7>
5 DT — 4 HhiH 1 Getdata Graph Digitizer® version 2.26 (http://getdata-graph-digitizer.com) %

AV
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2-3 ETIVIBE

T IAEGIIIERIPIR AN IT T VENTIE  (non-linear mixed effect model, NONMEM) %
HWTITo 7. Y 7 b7 = 71X NONMEM® 7.3.0 (ICON development solutions) % F\>
7o, HEETNTY XNX, AhMEORHMmFEIEIZR L T first-order conditional estimation method

with n-¢ interaction (FOCE-INTER) %, #BRIL%=IC% L T laplacian {5 %28 L 7=,

2-3-1 PANSS

PANSS total, PANSS positive subscale, PANSS negative subscale DFXIRFHER & Gk 35 €T
JL & L C exponential model Z£:H L7z (Eq. 1-1, 1-2). PANSS total |d 30 225 210 O#ipH,
PANSS positive subscale, PANSS negative subscale | 7 705 49 OFIHO A a7 20155 2
Enn, vy MEE (logit!) ZHW= (Eq. 1-3, 1-4). vy FMBEEIZ 0 205 1 OFPH
FWMABMTHY, vIal—va VLA T OFMAOENREE LWL IICT S HE

FC A=,
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PANSS total

PANSS(t) = 180 X BSL x {1 — EFF x (1 — e ¥*t)} + 30 (Eq. 1-1)

PANSS positive/negative subscale

PANSS(t) = 42 x BSL x {1 — EFF x (1 — e ¥*t)} 4+ 7 (Eq. 1-2)
BSL = logit_l (Bbaseline + nstudy + \/%) (Eq 1'3)
EFF = logit_l(Eplcb + Edrug + eanalysis + 7')study) (Eq' 1'4)

BSL, PANSS A =17 @ baseline fED v ¥ ~BI%KL

EFF, 1pFh RO w2 R

Epier, 77 B ARZNHE

Edrug, F5)

K, PANSS A 27 O/ E#L

Opaseiines PANSS A =7 O baseline fii (727> NI H OHEE(E)

[

eanalysis; @$$ﬁ${£ D ?'_2

L

Hstudys %it Eﬁ FIEﬁ /E iﬁ
Harm, ﬁ Fﬁﬁ % %b
n, FEEOWRE LKL

FERME &0, SCRR O FENT TIEDE T X 5 PANSS RREFHERS ~ D ENZRD SNz 720
ARG S EFHUE  (Akaike’s information criterion, AIC) (2D X, fEHT FIEDOZE (Ounalysis)
EHBOIAER L UTHEE L. BFEAOFEL) (Bang) (£, FEIZKTE L7220 constant model,

A EARTFAI 7 Emax model & 5 & L7=.
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BRI Z5E) (inter study variability, I1SV), HEMIZ®E) (inter arm variability, 1AV), FkA=Z @)
(residual unexplained variability, RUV) @ 3 BEEDOEBERR2UE Lz, ISV (TFRERHE T
P BROMEREIR EN R D Z LICERT 5720, HREROEEEZ T TIHFET S, 1AV
IE—REBNTT o F DAL DEEE ROMRY, RUV IZT o FACAELLAaTOES
DEREVERT 5720, HREROEEL T, AN KRE VERIESSE &<
%36, ZD7w, 1AV, RUV IFFEOPREA MOV IR TR 5 Z & TEAST L. #ER
BN XIRM A (EFF), baseline i CHEE L7z, 1AV (T baseline il THEE L7z, FREAH)

BAEETNVE LT, Eq 15 ICRTIRREET VERE L.

Vi, XFSRER j RE k OFFS t 1281 5 FHIME
Vi, XFEERER jRE k O IZBIT 2 THIME
ks Yike (ORI DA BN R

i, SHEEAER | RE k OHLBRE KL
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2-3-2  EERORBRBIER

TR 72 3R D & OBLFEIZ X LC, 23T A U w7 7R AR FRE T O Rk &2 Wz, AAF
REFMRHTIEZ, A2 FEE 5 F TORR & A X2 DM OBERZ TR+ 5 FiEThH
L. AW TIE, BB ORBRN O OB EZ A N e Lz, & HRERICHEIT DBRH DA~
v N REAEREFT Y — RESHUTE exponential model (Eq.1-6), Weibull model (Eq.1-7),

Gompertz model (Eq.1-8) Z#iFf L7z, BRNL%=RIT Eq. 1-9 [ZRTAFRRECTHEE L 7-.

ho(t) = A (Eq. 1-6)
ho(t) = AytY~1 (Eq. 1-7)
ho(t) = AeYt (Eq. 1-8)

h(t) = ho(t) X exp (ﬁm + Nstuay + J%)

Patient remaining(t) = exp (— fot h(t)dt) (Eq. 1-9)

ho(t), Y — FEE%L

Ay RIENT A—24

y, Weibull 204fi % 7213 Gompertz 534 DGR /X T A —H
B, FEF m OHETEAE

Nstudy, TR (] 22 B)

Narm, BETRIZEH)

n, BEEOWBRELKL

Patient remaining(t), “£17E8%L
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AL TREDCIEERATHEASIT L. (Eq.1-10) Y.

(Eq. 1-10)

Yiew RTGERER j BE k O IZ31T 2 FEHIE
Y, RGERER jBE k ORFA 1230 5 THIME

nie, XTRAER j B k OHERE I

2-3-3 HEBRL%EE (AE,LOE)

R TRRICB T D ERRICEL DMER, HMEORKINZ XD BERICH L Tr VA

T4 TR O (Eq. 1-11). FRERTRRAEE T VT Eq.1-10 (27 A Huz.

Dropout (AE,LOE) = logit™*(Bm + Nstuay) (Eq. 1-11)

B, 7T AR F TS FEFIRE OHEE E

Hstudys %it‘%ﬁ FIEﬁ /E iﬁ
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2-3-4 HEEERER

T VA v, BEERERE A - R R T o AR L LT, AEED
BN DO BIERET WKAIA AT (forward inclusion {5) . & D, BEkD 28 B
INENTSGE, xR EEOFEMEICE L TYSELEELZET VN3 EH T &L TH
Ak L7z (backward exclusion V£) . &[KFD/RT7 A =2 Tx4 2B REET DI2HT20, fif
st GEE O R IE TR OB A R L e _REFET L (Eq.1-12) K OEEET L (Eq.

1-13), KN TORBEHZHEME L1271V (Eq.1-14) & /-,

6
covy;

Piji = Pipop X <—covmye]:y) (Eq. 1-12)

Pijx = Pipop X (COVyyji = COVyppoq ) X 6 (Eq. 1-13)

Pijk = Pipop + Bx (Eq. 1-14)

Py, RGRERjHEKICRBIT D87 A= i
Pipopy 73T A —H% 1 ORENI T

COVyy XIGRER jREK ISR D LR y OfE
COVmedy, &y O RAE

0, SR FORBEERTHIEM

x, FRT-OREZFRIRE (ex. 77 BARLMEER =0, FHGHAR =1)

Forward inclusion 7%, backward exclusion ¥£1281F 2 &ML, NONMEM (2 LW HHEh
2 RIBOL LRI -2 5l T o 5 HHIBISUE  (objective function value, OFV) Dz WA
FEHRUEIC L VHIBT L, ZNENAEBKRER 5%, 1%& LTIT-o72. 7ok, Ei&eTr gk
B8 MR LeINENIHETE N T A —Z DEFIRIIERSONT A —FHE DL EZBRE L

DT
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2-3-5 T DY MR

TTNAELREE, TORYPEIC OV T goodness-of-fit (GOF) 7’1 v b, prediction-corrected

visual predictive check (pcVPC) 7' & = I, observed vs. predicted 7' |, case-deletion diagnosis
(CDD) 1%, bootstrap i5(Z X Y #RGE L 7=

GOF 71 v hCiX, ZEHIME & F4EMFHIE (population prediction, PRED) M UNRERAY~
A AHEEE (empirical Bayesian estimate, EBE) 7> & O 51 T-#IE (individual prediction, IPRED)
DOFEBENE, SbAF & EAAF& 757 (conditional weighted residual, CWRES) & iR & OY
PRED OFHEAVE, {EBIE () X 7% (individual weighted residual, iWRES) #fixHiE & IPRED
DOFABEINEZ G-I L7 3839, 1), PANSS 22 72 DWW CILFEME, PRED, IPRED (X2 E4L
R=2T A MEPHOELREE LTRIL, ThEiofHBIrEA 3l L 7.

pcVPCIETIE, BMETNVOHEEMEIZESE, v Ialb—a 7 —F% 1000 [A154 S
Bl vab—va 7 =228 5T HHE, 595 S—k i F AR E EMEZ kT 5
& T, BT NOZREVERFHE L7z 404,

CDD ETIE, AV U FATr—2tEy b 1 BT O LT —F 8y FEHNT,
REET WD N T A =2 WEMBEST-. Thbo AV AT —Fty hbEL
NIHEEEZ T 5 2 & T, FRBRO/ST A —Z HEEEIC R 5 8T 2 51 L7z 4.

Bootstrap V£ TlX, AU P F T =2ty FrbOE LI 21TV, 1000 {E D bootstrap 7
— Xy NEAER LTz, 2N HICKT 2 REET VST D37 A — 2 HEER, ©OHRE
& 25975 N ZANEINGRDT 95%EHHIXH (confidence interval, CI) ZHH L,
JCOHEEE & 5 2 & THEE /N T A —F O 4 PEZFEm L7z 4.

Observed vs. predicted 7' v b TlE, HEKETNVOHEEICHESHNTRESEZV I 2L
—vary7r—% (n=1000) (235 T RAE, 90% FHIKHE FREA KT 22 LT, £
TV DZEVE G L 7.

pcVPC, CDD, bootstrap D FZ1TIZ 1% prel-speaks-NONMEM ver. 4.8.1 & i\ 7= 445, £ 7'

> N OVERIZIE R ver. 3.5.0 Z 7.
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2-4 BHETFTNMIESL VI al—vay

FERETFNICESX, UTICRT 2003 I a2l —Yard{To7-.

2-4-1 BET VA VAR - BBRBEERICRIETEEORKRR

W LT T VO REMESEICE S X, LR L L TR ENTZRT, @7
(LOCF, MMRM, OC) 7% PANSStotal, sBRILEROBRIFNHERIC G 2 B2 I 2

— g X VRl L.

2-4-2 FEAN OB - RBRBE RO LK

HHAFNOIRHRBALE 42 B RS2 81T 5 baseline fEN> S D PANSS 21L& (B2 a7, btk
REE FaPEREE), BRSO OMERE (SIEOMEE, AE 12X AM%®E, LOE Ik A%
) Il —ra il L. BAEEO P RE L 95%EFEXF I, bootstrap 41T

X0 ES7= 1000 fHORER SEEHE HHEH LT,
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3 R
3-1 SCERER

2017 4E 4 AW SIZHV T, Pubmed, Cochrane Library, ClinicalTrials.gov 0 3 207 — %
R=2EHWT B AT, BEEZRZ 944 HOSCERIZ DWW CRIUEHED R 217 -
7o, ZD 95 BEFT9RER (9 FH)) NEREEEL - L, BTG s Lz, o7 3Ckic
B4 % 1F#H% Appendix table 1 [Z/R L7z, UM M VA 7 U — = 7 O F2&1 L Fig. 1-1

IZRLTz.

Records identified through Pubmed,
Cochrane, ClinicalTrials.gov websites from
inception to April 20, 2017
(n=1795)

Records after duplicates removed
(n = 944) Records excluded
(n=597)
\l, Not double-blind RCT (386)
Not SGA monotherapy arm (101)
Not reported PANSS score (25)
Review, meta-analysis (29)
Conference abstract (29)
Not English (27)

A\ 4

Records screened (n = 944)

Records excluded
(n=268)
Duplicated (12)
Not double-blind RCT (31)
Full-text articles assessed for eligibility 5| Reference unavailable to obtain (30)
(n=347) Not reported PANSS score (41)

Not relevant population (45)

Not orally SGA monotherapy arm (70)
Study design issues (31)
Other reasons (8)

\ 4

Studies included in MBMA
(n=179)

Fig. 1-1 Flow chart demonstrating the inclusion and exclusion of studies into the analysis.
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32 F—FHH

FEMT B D Lk > > PANSS total 1160 A% (79 #-#), PANSS positive subscale 476 & (56 3%
1), PANSS negative subscale 463 s (57 #liR) 2373 Hiiz. UKD/ 13 346 £ (76
AR, AEFRICLDNHEFEIT 174 530 (72 388, ARMEDORANT X 5Bk =1% 168 45 (68
WBR) 1354107, PANSS O baseline 7> H O &L, 77 B ARHE & ol U CHEAIRA#ECHY
N3 220358 Hivlz (Fig. 1-2A-C) . BEOFRBRMLIER, AMEO KA X 2 B R1%
7T AR L R U CERAIRAEE IR T 2RO Hbiv/e (Fig. 12D, F). AEFR

\Z X DBIERITT T 2R RE L HAIRARE CRE 2B WITRD b2 - 72 (Fig. 1-2E).

A B C
[0) o 8 g8 °
© .o ° © R
07 8 0ol® ° ° 8 01" g 8 g .
Qo e g o ©
_ o B e 8 8 o =] b g o
> < ‘ 3 B 2
2 ® § & 2 ‘
2 o S g g
» = 5 8 8 % = o 8 8
-20 = 8 & o & 5 o @
) 2 8 ) o S
Z o] ° B ) . o
E Q . o g o c
1) o ; 8 o
< ) 10 g %)
-40 3 <Z( g : <z( -10
o o © o
< <
: -15
0 0 0 20 40 0 20 40
Treatment duration (day) Treatment duration (day) Treatment duration (day)
&0 g F
100 ;25 =
< -5 g
= ¢ >20 360
=) 8 o =
£ 75 g 9 o
[ Y—
£ g 515 S
3 x
£ S 3 G40
o °® )
— o
o 50 o o1 L
E O (0] [0))
o =] 520
© .25 °
o 5 5 5
25 [} 8_ )
© 90 So
o <
0 20 40 a] Placebo Drug o Placebo Drug

Treatment duration (day)
Sample size (V100) o ; 8 i 8 g
Fig. 1-2 The time profiles and boxplots for (A) PANSS total, (B) PANSS positive subscale, (C) PANSS
negative subscale, (D) Patient remaining, (E) Dropout rate due to adverse events, (F) Dropout rate due
to lack of efficacy. Delta (A) is a difference between the baseline values and the observed values. Red

and blue circles represent placebo and drug arm. The size of the points represents the sample size.
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KB T A ST T35 (LOCF, MMRM, OC) & PANSS iRHHERE O BIf% % Fig.
1-3 |[Z7R L7=. PANSS @ baseline 7> & D ZEALE IR FIEDO BB D b, R FIEN

OC > MMRM > LOCF D #ER DNEIZ b B3 K& WME A 2355880 H 7=,

A, PANSS total B, PANSS positive subscale C, PANSS negative subscale
0 O 0 0 da
g = B B B I B & ¢ ¢ &
) : ) 2 | g & § ¢ ¢
9] E é i g & 9 8 Y
< EF 0 f 8 f ;
g F 8 =
< §
-10 g
-40 -10
-15
0 20 40 0 20 40 0 20 40

Treatment duration (day)

Sample size (n/100) g ; 8 3 8 g Analytical method LOCF © MMRM ocC

Fig. 1-3 Effects of analytical methods on (A) PANSS total score, (B) PANSS positive subscale, (C)
PANSS negative subscale. Delta (A) is defined as a difference between the baseline values and the
observed values. Red, green and blue circles represent the PANSS score using the LOCF, MMRM,

and OC method. The size of the points represents the sample size.

FHEH (9 HA) oL BB TIRERIZISIT D PANSS total D_X—Z 7 A U inb DAL
% Fig. 1-4 (R L=, F—HEWNICBWTHRE 2RBREEAEHNZRD S, W RN
JSBIRITHEGE CE R oTe. Z D72, BT UVIBEIZIIAFAI OBAHE TR ST —
ZDHZE A, FEHTHEIEKTT L7240 constant model % FV 2. & 3K OB BI13 =
AL IR IR O RS  (Pharmaceuticals and Medical Devices Agency, PMDA) % 7-(% FDA @

ARAEL L, Table1-3 2R L7-.
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APANSS total
N

o

A
o

Dose (mg/day)

Aripiprazole Asenapine Brexpiprazole
01 01
a2 -201A A 208 A
-401 -401
Analytical method
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . LOCF
10 15 20 25 30 10.012.515.017.520.0 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 40 + MMRM
Cariprazine Lurasidone Olanzapine oC
01 01
Comparator
14 A A o0 |4 A 201 Active-controlled
A A-20 4 4, 12 A 20 E f ° Placebo-controlled
-401 -401 Sample size (n/100)
e 1
2 3 4 5 6 40 80 120 160 10.012.515.017.520.0 : g
Paliperidone Quetiapine Risperidone @ 4
01 01 @5
@5
i -201 201 ~ &
' A
-401 -401
6 8 10 12 300 400 500 600 700 25 5.0 7.5 10.012.5

Fig. 1-4 Dose-response relationships for each drug. Delta (A) is defined as a difference between the

baseline values and the observed values.

Table 1-3 Therapeutic dose range for each drug.

Therapeutic dose (mg/day)

Dose included in the analysis

Aripiprazole
Asenapine
Brexpiprazole
Cariprazine
Lurasidone
Olanzapine
Paiperidone
Quetiapine

Risperidone

6-30
10-20
2-4
1.5-6
40-160
10-20
6-12
150-750
2-12

10-30
10-20
2-4
1.5-6
40-160
10-20
6-12
300-691
2-12
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fEtrstge & L= 79 3B (190 B) OREBRT VYA >, BFH
TRIEMIF O RAGIX 42 B, SIREEEOWERE O FIEIT 106 ATH 7.

L, TR 53 BR, EHKERERDS 26

AT FIEIZ LOCF i Th - 7-.

Table 1-4 Summary of study characteristics.

RERTH - 7=,

1S5 A Table 1-4 [Z= L7-.

Ea

79

RERD

BHEH STV

Median (min-max) or number

Number of trials / arms

Sample size per arm

Treatment duration (days)

Comparator (placebo controlled / active controlled)
Method of administration (titration / non titration)
Dosing design (fixed dose / flexible dose)
Analytical method (LOCF / MMRM / OC)
Baseline PANSS total

Age (year)

Gender (male%)

Publish year (year)

79 /190

106 (16-600)

42 (14-56)
53/26

29/50

49 /30

137 /64 /31

94.4 (77.3-124.4)
37.9 (13.6-71.4)
67 (32-94)

2009 (1993-2017)

LOCEF, last observation carried forward; MMRM, mixed-model repeated-measures; OC, observed

case.
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3-3 ETIVEE

3-3-1 PANSS

PANSS ORERFHERIC, ARUR Tl S Vot FIEO BB b ez (Fig. 1-3),

T DFIBE D

% (eanalysis) k L/‘/C*EH/:E_’ L/f: & Z %, AIC 7,1)\) =8

(2K F L7= (Table 1-

5). 72, CWRES & PRED, JERHIFULAFRIRNA T ANRKELLGE L (Fig. 1-5).

Table 1-5 AIC before and after considering the analytical method.

Model 1 Model 2
ZAIC
(Not estimated Banalysis)  (Estimated Banatysis)
PANSS total 4511.446 3362.078 1149.37
PANSS positive subscale ~ 766.362 530.743 235.62
PANSS negative subscale 516.996 416.546 100.45
Model 1 Model 2

LOCF

LOCF

LOCF

LOCF

~

Y

%

Conditional weighted residuals

70 80 90
Population predictions

0 20 40
Treatment duration (days)

70 80 90
Population predictions

0 20 40
Treatment duration (days)

Fig. 1-5 Goodness-of-fit plots before and after considering the analytical method. Red, green and blue

plots represent LOCF, MMRM, and OC method. Dashed lines represent the spline curves. The size of

the points represents the sample size.
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PANSS total, positive subscale, negative subscale DI F&E T /WZEIT H /3T A — X HEE(E
& bootstrap 1EDFER %G T Table 1-6 (Z/R L7z, —#D /3T A — X THIXHMEAHERR 2=

(relative estimation error, RSE) 3 30% % B2 7-H DD, WIibh 50%% FEl> TV 2729

PRSI & LTz,
I BIRR DRGSR, PANSS total, PANSS positive subscale, PANSS negative subscale DV 3"

AUZBNWTY, 7 BRBHOREORENGERLEEREL L TETVICHAIAENTZ (Eq.

1-15) . IR TlX, 77 B AR KT IREER & L U CRhRS NS5 2 & S HEE S .
EFF = logit ™ (Epiep + Eqrug + Oanatysis + 8acX) (Eq. 1-15)
Ouey FEHSHGRBROEE (v, 7TV RAHAER =0, FZHGMHBR =1)
Bootstrap £ X 0 15 BN RHEER ST A —Z HEEE O P IAEIE, coHEEE & FEEIL T

BV, EEETVOERMEDNTHEZRTX 7~ (Table 1-6). £7-, FLEEDORETID 95% CI

20 ;5_’ = EXAd AN 75)[5, 7f‘/bn+aﬁﬁin %ﬁ)ﬁﬁmuémﬁ_
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Table 1-6 Population parameter estimates for PANSS analysis.

PANSS total Bootstrap results PANSS positive ~ Bootstrap results PANSS negative  Bootstrap results
subscale subscale
Parameter Estimate Median 95%LLCI  95%ULCI  Estimate Median 95%LLCI  95%ULCI  Estimate Median 95%LLCI  95%ULCI
(RSE%) (RSE%) (RSE%)

Baseline (91)"‘ 0.355(0.9) 0.355 0.349 0.362 0.415 (1.8) 0.415 0.399 0.430 0.393 (1.8) 0.393 0.379 0.406
E o -2.57 (4.6) -2.59 -2.82 -2.34 -2.44 (5.5) -2.49 -2.84 -2.22 -2.72(7.1) -2.75 -3.16 -1.79
K (/week) 0.360 (6.8) 0.359 0.315 0.411 0.327 (9.6) 0.330 0.274 0.424 0.256 (15.5) 0.257 0.0826 0.351
E e (Aripiprazole) 0.727 (11.6) 0.748 0.568 1.01 0.805 (10.5) 0.819 0.639 1.07 0.802 (13.8) 0.833 0.619 1.65
E e (Asenapine) 0.873 (26.7) 0.872 0.451 1.41 0.717 (30.5) 0.692 0.396 1.46 0.756 (27.5) 0.748 0.483 1.80
E e (Brexpiprazole)  0.509 (20.8) 0.508 0.317 0.719 0.446 (23.3) 0.446 0.318 0.664 0.610 (17.5) 0.610 0.461 0.842
E e (Cariprazine) 0.630 (9.1) 0.635 0.455 0.780 0.652 (7.7) 0.656 0.498 0.762 0.881 (9.3) 0.890 0.555 1.52
E e (Lurasidone) 0.692 (9.8) 0.695 0.535 0.882 0.735 (18.4) 0.735 0.525 1.18 0.465 (31.6) 0.469 0.248 0.919
E,, (Olanzapine) 0.994 (9.7) 1.00 0.822 1.28 1.10(13.4) 1.10 0.811 1.49 0.835 (22.9) 0.868 0.488 1.70
E,, (Paliperidone) 0.918 (12.0) 0.933 0.734 1.20 0.975 (12.7) 0.984 0.741 1.28 0.734 (20.4) 0.767 0.421 1.49
E,, (Quetiapinc) 0.738 (14.4) 0.715 0.414 0.954 0.726 (25.3) 0.738 0.183 1.05 0.457 (40.5) 0.426 -0.448 1.05
E,, (Risperidone) 0.842 (12.0) 0.864 0.624 1.09 1.25(94) 1.28 1.01 1.49 0.912 (12.1) 0.946 0.630 1.43
- 1.15 (4.8) 1.15 1.06 1.30 1.23 (44) 1.23 1.17 1.91 1.19 (2.0) 1.19 0.883 1.63
0,c 1.44 (3.9) 1.44 1.32 1.63 1.33 (14.1) 1.33 0.633 1.78 0.953 (29.1) 0.960 0.515 3.47

e 0.377 (36.6) 0.367 0.107 0.667 0.543 (33.1) 0.569 0.171 0.958 0.471 (39.1) 0.468 0.102 0.910
ISV Baseline (wz)" 0.0153 (32.9) 0.0157 0.00778 0.0286 0.0498 (23.7) 0.0489 0.0286 0.0755 0.0474 (21.5) 0.0468 0.0289 0.0681
ISV EFF (wz)" 0.296 (23.8) 0.295 0.184 0.473 0.303 (22.4) 0.293 0.154 0.461 0.361 (35.5) 0.348 0.149 1.38

IAV Baseline (wz)b 0.0024 (16.9)  0.00218 0.00152 0.00300 0.00320 (22.8) 0.00296 0.00154 0.00444 0.00340 (26.2) 0.00322 0.00162 0.00508

Additive error 1.79 (5.3) 1.74 1.57 1.93 0.563 (6.9) 0.541 0.466 0.626 0.478 (14.6) 0.459 0.339 0.596

*Baseline = 0; * 180 + 30 (PANSS total), 0, * 42 + 7 (PANSS positive and negative subscale). ® Values are in the logit scale. PANSS, positive and negative syndrome scale; 95%LLCI, lower limit of 95%
confidence interval; 95%ULCI, upper limit of 95% confidence interval; RSE, relative standard error; Epi, placebo effect; Eqnug (X), drug X effect; K, rate constant of PANSS reduction effect; MMRM, mixed-

model repeated-measures; OC, observed case; AC, active-controlled study; ISV, inter-study variability; IAV, inter-arm variability.
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PANSS total, positive subscale, negative subscale DIF&ET /LIZE1T 5 GOF 7' & v k% Fig.
1-6, 1-7, 1-8 (TR L7=. 723, ZEHME, PRED, IPRED |, Z#LEh O baseline fE7> & D%
b Cax L7z, F2fE & PRED, IPRED |ZBA4F72fHBEA ifEsE C& 7=, [iIWRES| & IPRED D
FRICANA T 2 TFRH H /e 7-. CWRES & PRED, JE#HIRIOBIMR L D, PANSS 227

KPR, TBRBIRIKAFRY 231 7 A b FR#RIHN TH > 7.

w S (&,

Observations
N

Observations

-

|Individual weighted residuals|

o

-30 -20 -10 0 -40 -30 -20 -10 0 -40 -30 -20 -10 0
Population predictions Individual predictions Individual predictions

Drug
° Placebo
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Fig. 1-6 Goodness-of-fit plots of the final model for PANSS total. The dashed lines represent spline

curves. The size of the points represents the sample size.
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Fig. 1-9 Prediction-corrected visual predictive check plots for (A) PANSS total, (B) PANSS positive
subscale, and (C) PANSS negative subscale. The circles represent prediction-corrected observations.
Red solid and dashed lines represent the observed median and 90 percentiles, respectively. Blue solid
and dashed lines represent the predicted median and 90% prediction intervals, respectively. The size

of the points represents the sample size.
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Fig. 1-10 Percent change in the estimated parameter of the covariate effect (0.c) in case-deletion
diagnosis analysis. Red bars represent the estimated parameter with the original data. Blue bars
represent those with each placebo-controlled study excluded. Green bars represent those with each

active-controlled study excluded.
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Fig. 1-11 Observed and predicted PANSS total score in placebo-controlled trials using the LOCF
method. The blue solid and dashed lines represent the predicted median and 90% prediction intervals.

The size of the points represents the sample size.
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Fig. 1-12 Observed and predicted PANSS positive subscale in placebo-controlled trials using the
LOCF method, except for brexpiprazole and quetiapine (using the MMRM method). The blue solid
and dashed lines represent the predicted median and 90% prediction intervals. The size of the points

represents the sample size.
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Fig. 1-13 Observed and predicted PANSS negative subscale in placebo-controlled trials using the
LOCF method, except for brexpiprazole and quetiapine (using the MMRM method). The blue solid
and dashed lines represent the predicted median and 90% prediction intervals. The size of the points

represents the sample size.
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3-3-2 RBBER
TR 72 s BRI R DM TlX, 9 — FBEI% & LT weibull model 238 4R S 4172 (Eq. 1-

7). WEET MBI D /3T A —ZHEEfE & bootstrap Dt H% Table 1-7 ([ L7z, A&
WROFER, Flne 77 RO EROEENGERILERL L TET MIHAIAE N
(Eq. 1-16). H4H Q0 LLT) Zxlge s Lizillr, ROFEHSERAR T, B0

BIERMET 5 2 &N HEE Sz,
h(t) = ho(t) X exp(Bm + Oagexs + OacXy) (Eq. 1-16)
By FHI m OHEE A
aée’ ﬁzjliﬁj\@ﬂ;;iﬂ (XI, Ekj\ =0, %Eﬁi/ﬂ;q :1)
Oue, FIETTHRRBR OB (v, 7T B AR%RERER =0, FEIIIERER =1)
Bootstrap £ & 0 5 SN T-RHEM ST A —Z HEEEO P RAEIL, TTOHETME &P LT

BY, BEETIVOERM SR TE - (Table 1-7). £7-, KL EDOEETID 95% CI

WO EEERNI LD, WA EMES R S,
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A TR T 2 A FEFES, AMEOKRINC X DMEROMENTIIIa AT ¢ v 7 fif
WraHuwie, B&ETMZEBIT D37 A —2HEEE & bootstrap D% Table 1-7 |[Z/R L

C WEBRROMER, AFFRICELOMERICEHL T, AERLEREIRE S0

N

To. AAMED KN X2 BERICE LT, BB & 77 RO B TOFEINE B
& L TETMCAAENT (Bq.1-17). TEFEARIAE BB, J OS5 faER T I,

ANMED KANZ L DM RMET T 5 Z LR HEE S L.

Dropout(LOE) = logit Y{B, + Otime X (Trial duration —42) + 0,.x;} (Eq.1-17)

By FH m DOHEEAE

etime, ?ﬁﬁﬁ,ﬂ;ﬁ ﬁ;ﬁ 0)?—2%

Oue, FEHSHGABRD . (x), 777 BARXHGERER =0, FEHHMEAER =1)

Bootstrap 14(Z & W £ bV RHER] /N T A — ZHEEEO PREE, StoHEEE &P LT

BY, BEETIVOERM SR TE - (Table 1-7). £7-, KL EDOEETID 95% CI

PO EGERN LD, MEABMENHER ST,
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Table 1-7 Population parameter estimates for dropout rate analysis.

Patient remaining ~ Bootstrap results Dropout (AE) Bootstrap results Dropout (LOE) Bootstrap results

Parameter Estimate (RSE%) Median  95%LLCI  95%ULCI  Estimate (RSE%) Median = 95%LLCI ~ 95%ULCI  Estimate (RSE%) Median 95%LLCI ~ 95%ULCI
A 0.0271 (18.2) 0.0262 0.0158 0.0378 -2.43 (4.1) -2.47 -2.70 -2.27 -1.15(10.4) -1.20 -1.43 -0.970
ﬁdmg (Aripiprazole) -0.290 (27.8) -0.283 -0.459 -0.136 -2.82 (4.3) -2.84 -3.18 -2.59 -1.78 (9.7) -1.82 -2.19 -1.47
Bdmg (Asenapine) -0.340 (33.5) -0.335 -0.505 -0.024 -2.48 (11.5) -2.43 -2.99 -1.90 -2.18(94) -2.21 -2.59 -1.58
Bdmg (Brexpiprazole)  -0.313 (6.1) -0.313 -0.361 -0.272 -2.90 (8.4) -2.90 -3.33 -2.08 -1.72.(9.2) -1.76 -2.20 -1.45
ﬁdmg (Cariprazine) -0.166 (46.9) -0.166 -0.336 -0.0161 -2.67 (5.7) -2.69 -3.03 -2.40 -1.58 (15.5) -1.63 -2.03 -1.04
ﬁdmg (Lurasidone) -0.319 (24.5) -0.321 -0.487 -0.150 -2.57(6.4) -2.59 -3.11 -2.27 -1.97 (7.1) -2.01 -2.40 -1.76
Bdmg (Olanzapine) -0.492 (19.7) -0.483 -0.693 -0.296 -2.81 (4.7) -2.83 -3.11 -2.55 -2.25(8.3) -2.29 -2.73 -1.96
Bdmg (Paliperidone) -0.439 (22.0) -0.437 -0.641 -0.253 -2.92(3.3) -2.94 -3.20 -2.77 -2.12(6.7) -2.15 -2.48 -1.90
ﬁdmg (Quetiapine) -0.285 (24.2) -0.280 -0.471 -0.153 -2.87(3.7) -2.88 -3.16 -2.67 -1.69 (10.8) -1.77 -2.30 -1.39
ﬁdmg (Risperidone) -0.443 (14.6) -0.442 -0.624 -0.315 -2.65 (3.8) -2.68 -2.90 -2.48 -2.20(9.2) -2.23 -2.73 -1.85
Y 0.896 (5.6) 0.901 0.795 1.05 - - - - - - - -

e -0.381 (41.5) -0.377 -0.694 -0.0579 - - - - -0.653 (41.7) -0.620 -1.18 -0.0211

e -0.700 (26.6) -0.698 -1.10 -0.300 - - - - - - - -

e - - - - - - - - 0.0399 (26.1) 0.0387 0.0121 0.0588
ISV (0)2) b 0.209 (22.7) 0.194 0.114 0.300 0.195 (26.7) 0.196 0.107 0.324 0.466 (28.5) 0.438 0.236 0.724
1AV (mz)b 0.0167 (27.5) 0.0144 0.00501 0.0238 - - - - - - - -

sestimated as Bpio in the dropout (AE, LOE) analysis. ®Values are in the logit scale. 95%LLCI, lower limit of 95% confidence interval; 95%ULCI, upper limit of 95% confidence interval; RSE, relative

standard error; Bpie, coefficient of placebo arm; Barg (X), coefficient of drug X arm; AC, active-controlled study; ISV, inter-study variability; IAV, inter-arm variability.
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Fig. 1-14 Goodness-of-fit plots of the final model for dropout. The dashed lines represent spline curves.

The size of the points represents the sample size.
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Fig. 1-15 Goodness-of-fit plots of the final model for dropout due to adverse events. The dashed lines

represent spline curves. The size of the points represents the sample size.
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Fig. 1-16 Goodness-of-fit plots of the final model for dropout due to lack of efficacy. The dashed lines

represent spline curves. The size of the points represents the sample size.
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Fig. 1-17 Prediction-corrected visual predictive check plots for (A) dropout, and (B) dropout due to
lack of efficacy. The circles represent prediction-corrected observations. Red solid and dashed lines
represent the observed median and 90 percentiles, respectively. Blue solid and dashed lines represent
the predicted median and 90% prediction intervals, respectively. The size of the points represents the

sample size.
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deletion diagnosis analysis. Red bars represent the estimated parameter with the original data. Blue
bars represent those with each placebo-controlled study (A, C) or adolescent (B) excluded. Green bars

represent those with each active-controlled study (A, C) or adult (B) excluded.
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Fig. 1-19 Observed and predicted patient remaining in placebo-controlled trials. The blue solid and

dashed lines represent the predicted median and 90% prediction intervals. The size of the points

represents the sample size.
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Fig. 1-21 Observed and predicted dropout due to lack of efficacy. The blue solid and dashed lines

represent the predicted median and 90% prediction intervals. The size of the plots represents the

sample size. PC, placebo-controlled design; AC, active-controlled design.
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3-4 BEREFAMICESL VI 2L —Yay

3-4-1 BTV A L IEYM - RBRBERICKIETHE OB

W LT T VOREMEEICESE, 77 v RS T DT FiERI D PANSS
total DFERFHER & Fig. 1-22 A 1278 L7c. VRMEBRAG 42 AIRFRIZIS1T 5 PANSS total DA L&
I% LOCF 7£T-4.0 /&, MMRM 7£7C-11.0 /&, OC{LT-13.8 i TH Y, LOCF {EZMHTIZH W
72855512 PANSS total DL EDN R B/NS W R Sz, F2, KIZIIR LTy
7%, PANSS positive subscale, PANSS negative subscale DFRIRFHER IV T E,  [RIAROMEH]TH 23
RO BT,

7T B REEOA )Y PANSS total DRRFFHERIZ S 2 5 IOV C, olanzapine % 1] & L
T Fig. 1-22 B (278 L7c. 1R¥EBA%A 42 HRFAUZIS 1T D PANSS total DZEALEIT 7T & A%
AR L LT L72555-9.7 A, EHHHREBRE LT L7256-13.1 JThH Y, FEIEKS

MEakER & L CFENE L7- 7477 PANSS total DZA L EN R X W L AURB I 7-.

A, Placebo B, Olanzapine
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Fig. 1-22 Typical time courses of PANSS total for placebo (A) and olanzapine (B). Red, green and
blue lines represent PANSS total score using the LOCF, MMRM, and OC method. The solid and

dashed lines represent placebo- and active-controlled design.
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FERAR BRI D DK RICE 2 DRBIZHONWT, 7T v REELZH & LT Fig. 1-23 A IOR
L7z, 16KBALG 42 ARSI T DB RITAA T 53.7%, HFHEHT318%THY, WAL
WGl LI RBRICE W TSRS INT 5 Z EARBE SN, 77 2 REEOR AR
D DO FIZ G 2 558 Z-DU T, olanzapine % il & L C Fig. 1-23B 1278 L72. 1R¥EBALA 42
BRI DBERIT T 7 2R < ERER & UM L7254 37.6%, KRR L LT

Tt L7256 27.6%CTH Y, 77 BRx B & LU C3E L7252 ER) 5 ORBLE RN

T5H T ENRBINT.
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Fig. 1-23 Typical time courses of patients remaining for placebo (A) and olanzapine (B). Red and blue
lines represent patients remaining in adults and adolescents. The solid and dashed lines represent

placebo- and active-controlled design.
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3-4-2 FEAOFZME - RERBIE RO Lk

1R 42 BIRFRIZEH T 5 X—A T A4 )25 D PANSS Z{b &% Fig. 124 (TRx L7, &
Rab—Ya iy, TR AR, BT A MMRM (A2 A L7282 (0 L
72. PANSS total TiE, WTIDIEANZDOUW TS, placebo # (-10.9 &, median) & ik LT
BWEANMEN TR SN2, O EDED SV olanzapine T-22.4 &, b A ZMEDK W
brexpiprazole C-16.0 i C& > 7=. PANSS positive subscale Ti%, placebo FET-3.6 4%, &bHH
D i risperidone T-7.9 AL, i b A ZIMEDIR Y brexpiprazole T-5.0 5L CTh o 7. FAM
DHEIMEDALE-S1F1E, PANSS total DFEF & FAELL T 7. PANSS negative subscale Tl
WD IEFNZ DUV T 4 baseline fE2> 5 DAL EIT/N S 2572, placebo #T-2.3 4, kb A
D E risperidone T-4.5 i, b A NMEDIK quetiapine T-3.3 A Th-o7T2. F7o,
cariprazine [Z 57 A 27, FGMEAER TIZHERAYR WA ZIPED RIZ SN2 b OO, FaMEIEIRIC

S CIEmWAEZME (4.4 558) DRI,

A B C
Placebo| H&— Placebo —— Placebo ——
Brexpiprazole —e— Brexpiprazole —e— Quetiapine| FH——¢—
Cariprazine —— Cariprazine —— Lurasidone ——
Lurasidone —e— Asenapine A Brexpiprazole —e—
Quetiapine —e— Quetiapine e Asenapine ——
Aripiprazole —e—i Lurasidone —— Paliperidone —e—
Risperidone —— Aripiprazole —— Aripiprazole ——
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Olanzapine —eo—i Risperidone —— Risperidone —e—i
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APANSS total APANSS positive subscale APANSS negative subscale

Fig. 1-24 Comparison of model-predicted (A) PANSS total, (B) PANSS positive subscale, and (C)
PANSS negative subscale for each drug. Squares and bars represent point estimates and 95% CI for
parameter uncertainty. The simulation assumed placebo-controlled design and the MMRM analysis.

Delta (A) is defined as a difference between the baseline values and the observed values.
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TRIRBALA 42 ARESIC BT 2B ILE £ % Fig. 125 (2R L7z, v alb—va L, 77

T A EAER DD, BRABERE 2R & LTCRBRZUE LTc. &FORBRLE=RIL, Wih

DHEFNZFB TS placebo FEDBLTEHE (53.3%, median) & FLfe L TIEA - 72, e b BN

K\ olanzapine T 37.2%, I HMLTEEIE W cariprazine T 47.3% Cho72. HEHRIZLD

FEZEIX, WTIOIEFNTIB T placebo #f & A RERZITRD bR o 7. HRMEDK

Wz XD WE=RIE, W ORFNTBN TS placebo #f (23.2%) Lk L TR -7, F

72, REROFERMIER & HIMEO R AN X 2 TR PNMEWOEA]T, PANSS total D2 &N

REVWHADFED BT,
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Fig. 1-25 Comparison of model-predicted (A) dropout due to any reasons, (B) dropout due to adverse

event, and (C) dropout due to lack of efficacy for each drug. Squares and bars represent point estimates

and 95% CI for parameter uncertainty. The simulation assumed placebo-controlled design and adult

patients.
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4 EBE

AWFZETIE, BEFOTURFHRTHED T T I L S D SGA Z X RIC MBMA % i

L7z, SRBRCliH SN 7T L L 77 B R EEOH S PANSS ORRRHER BT 5 =
L, T BARBMORE L Filn Nl RICEET LI L2EENIIRLE. £,
olanzapine, paliperidone, risperidone Cfl D HEA & LLig U CREWAE R - LMD R S 7.

PANSS OFREEHER & 507k 95 €5 /L & LT exponential model % E&4R L7=. PANSS & {U#
& LIS B OFHIEIE D % < 1L, BERAS B ORSHRIE 2 1k L CREEiY 2 872
RETH Y, EHPNRA N =R 0 EEEB LEET VERIIRETHS. ZO70, KB
727 /L CTd % exponential model X°, Z DYLIERLITdH 5 weibul model 23 ST 4
48, Exponential model =X°> weibull model TiZ, 1REBRLAFIHIO R Z 72EKk O UGE (PANSS A =
T OWY) MEBESND. BEOHIT, FUSHFHIEOIERBATE 4 BRILIN FH2RO
2 M) TRERIERUGENEZ 2 Z EA/RINTEY, exponential model Z 3N L7= 2 &
TZETHDHEBZHND 0. F72, KBFIRICEKIT 5 PANSS 2 27 O ER (K)
MBHEE SN D N—R T A NS DIRRENED 50%CEET HIF#IX, PANSS total,
PANSS posituve subscale, PANSS negative subscale TZ 41 13.5 H, 14.8 H, 19.0 H T&

EERHEEIF LN EBEZBND.

PAROTERVLIE R OFFHTIZIZ NT A MY » 7 AP 2 H L, ~%— FBSIC
weibull model 23R X 3172, Weibull model DR/ NT 2 —% (y) OHEEAEA 0.896 & 1 %
Tl &, WREABMOBERNEL, TO®RBATLZ ENRBIRT.
PANSS Z 21 7 3@ KEBRE 0, TRRBHAATR IR B L 7o gkBiad <, SRR &
W2 ERHE S TEY S, IR PANSS R 27 OUEN L LA/ ) 5 72 non-
responder D&z KL TV D EE X LD, REBRILTERIZITH RSO PANSS A 27 35
By 5 B2 B, BEMEYT —F &AW CIE, & H5E O PANSS 2 2 7IZIKAF L
TRBRLIE R DT T VN HE ST 9258 L, AFRITENT —Z ZHNTn5

72, PANSS R a7 LiBRIIVER 2 AG DOE T fTIE CE o7z,
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A BEPRB ORGSR, PANSS total, PANSS positive subscale, PANSS negative subscale DV "
NOFEIRIZRB N TS, 7T v RHFOFEDOZEPMAIAENT. 7T A BRIk L
T, FEEXPRREER & U CRBR A S0 L 7207723, PANSS R 7 MR35 Z LAVRS LT,
FEFRE R BRI DS IREABR Cl1X, 77 B RO RER T AR A MIRET 5 2 LK
WA STV D 56, F7-, B9 DI fluoxetine x5 & LT N2V b2 9 DFFaEAlRE O
RRHER 2 E7 b L7z MBMA TiE, 77 B RBEOFENGERIVER L L TGRS T
W5 T FEHHEABRTIEL, —HERICE > TRV Y TONIHEEIAHATHL DD, W
NWINDOFEDFIENZ T DD T & A HRE IR TE 5. 20720, FERBEITRT 2405
FEOMRENEEY, EDIPRKRE SBEISNIZARENREZ NS,

EROREBRBIVER, AAEDKINZ X DBEROMITIZEBNT, 77 RO FED LR

m

DREIRAE NI, 7T B AR EBR TIIME RS LRI 5 Z RSz, Kemmler &0
meta-analysis % 1 U & L7 EEORIZEIC L - T, 77 B RREOA N HABR S RIS
LT EDPIRENTNG 389, 7T 2R BEABR T, 77 BARBHZHEID 4 THN D ATREMEDN
% Z L BEM L OBBRE ITGR# L TV A 720, BEIEROE(CICHE AR Z 1R 5 A
BRUENEELZENBLOND.

HEMZARE LR TIE, AZ5 & Lok & ik U GRS E MR T 5
T eI NT. Kalaria HIX, T ERBEORERG L LIZWFSET, 1HREALE 42 B IR
DOFERILIEHRITRLN T 48%, FHHEWT 26%L, MADORERIIFFEMOM 2 FETHLZ L
R LT OO0 KIFFRDORAEET G TRl S D T6HBHLE 42 B R OB ZRITMA T
53.7%, HHEHIT31.8% TH Y, Kalaria & OBFFEFER L BEa—H L7, Kalaria 51215 &,
iV RER] 2 B TRERT L7235 6, AN & HEIBEICI1T 57 7 £ ARED PANSS A= 7 0
REHERILAR CH L Z LR HRE SN TEY, WEICT T BRISMEDZET RN T & AR
BENTND. F£72, ABFFRICEVTPANSS A7, HMEO KM X BH%ER, AEFF
RIZ L DBHERDOWTHOFITIZIB N TS, Fls A ERIER L RERpoT. ZDI2D)

FHEW & AN THIMESLPH EFROBHNPELRDTREMIIERVWE B ON L0, FHEML
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N TR R 72 D BRI DWW TSN TE o 7.

B T L i ST TIEOE DY PANSS ORRFHER IS BT D Z LR E T,

PRERBR CIIBBRE OIVEIC K 2 RIT — & ORAITRNT Dz, 207, BT &I
KRIBT — 2Tk U Tk x 72T FIEDEH TR Y, STER T & 2> O ffHr F1%4 % 16 H
L 7% O ERMEME STV D, Jorgensen O, HUABTHIEOERRRERT — & (12872 5 fif
WFRELEAL, F—7—2Z MW E CTOITFEIC L 0 RABRERPRE LTS
T & aoR LT O AT FES RS SR B 2 D 5B, BRIREER D O OB ENE <, KB
T2 DEE MEERE LD, AT S & Lo BRI I 1T 2 ik ==iE ik
fli T 36% & VT2, fRITTIEDE )Y PANSS ORRRHERBIC K E B LI LD EEZ D
n5s.

Table 1-6 £V, Owmrm, Ooc DHEEEITWFNHIEDETH L Z &2 5, LOCFIETHRD
PANSS 2 a7 DD EI/NS W EPRE ISz, £z, FEHIED S 6 LOCF Ex e
RBR T PANSS A a7 OZEAL&EN/NSWZ LR TE 72 (Fig. 1-3). ZOER & L TR
BivE DEM MR BRT 5 L B2 D . REIE OF MR ITHRE 1T L > Thkx TH D P, A%
PEDRINT L 5 Bk R O IAEIE 10.9% &, BARDILEE DK 30%% 15D 5. LOCF £ TIEX
B Z R ZICBR SN THITET 2720, +oRIBEDEDG LN THEN O LT
PR TIE, @V PANSS 2 3 7 W RIBMEICH L THIZES LD 2 L1270 b. T b D8I
£V, LOCF iEZ W= Ha DIEFNRI NS SHEESNTZLEZBND.

KM ZEETT — X OB PN OWVTIE, 2010 FIZEKFIEFES N HE Lz [The
prevention and treatment of missing data in clinical trials] (NAS L7R— ) &, BRINEZES TS
7% L7= [Guideline on Missing Data in Confirmatory Clinical Trial | {233\ T, LOCF j£% W
T AT ORI RATER ST E 72 28 b & %I1T T, L4 Tk LOCF LSt OflT Fik %
W ERRFRBRSC, IO FIEIC L - TRERORZEME A a2 BRI L T\ 5.
AT TS, LOCF L% W72 TR O AFRFE O AL 2008 4T 5 DIZREL,

MMRM % W2 SCERODAFEIL 2014 F=TH Y, HFUOEHIR O EERRER (2 A 2 74T F
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15723 LOCF 225 MMRM EIZ Y 7 B LTWAD Z E3bnd. £z, 20185 AlcARS
7z MBMA @ review (2B W TH, T FIEORBEIZOWTHER I TWD L #iziT,
MBMA % W THAIR O RARA o F & i 2581, A 2 STt FEN R 55
&, T FIEOECNHLAE L D4 T AL Vo effima B Atk d 5. £,
FRER I SR O @R B EECT MBMA 217 9 56, it FIEOREZBRET 20BN H 5
LEZOND. RWIETIE, T FIEORELFNOIEREL T2 LT, AICHKRE K
TL (JAIC=10045~1149.37), /3T A =R HEEONA T ANLETHZ &R LI (Fig.
1-5). [FA Ut Rz WO B A2 515 & LTMBMA 2175 2 &%, A 7 A&
THHEE LTEZLNDN, ITICED D 2 &N TE HRBRECC, T Tk R 7 5 $KA
M CTOHBAHIRSNTLE Y. AEO LS IZ, T FEORE L LERLTDH LT,
FEIZAF TE TORWIEAI L T FIEOMAS DRI LT, Y Ial—ra itk
DIMEREEL 72 5.

RHEET IS I ab—va kb, BHEFO—2F A )25 D PANSS 21k
B L RBRIE R & Tl L7453, olanzapine, paliperidone, risperidone TV VA0 « 224
DRI E 7o, PUSHR S % %15 & U 7= meta-analysis & O network meta-analysis | #4%(71E
L, £D%< T olanzapine, paliperidone, risperidone 73\ VAR « ZaMEZRT 2 & 03
HEITUN D 186400 MBMA (X, % O meta-analysis & [ifig LC, BEE R - BT 1
VNI DRSO T — X AR FRE CTh D KK, FRITICHW 2T VRORES, fiftrd
IZZERONDEbRE 2D, EHIM OB LTl & — B Lo /%, AUFERRO
MR LFFTHLBEZIDND.

W LD FEHI T E PANSS positive subscale & ELigE L C PANSS negative subscale D25 L& 73
INE o T2 AU, BEHRO meta-analysis O & —B L Tz ¢ BEFOBUSHFRIL, HE
FFRIE D BGMEIERIIZ—E DR Z T H O D, BEMERICK U CIEA R 21RO B3
DB L X TWD 7 KAFFEL Y, cariprazine & PANSS total, positive subscale (2513 5 1F

/& W00, PANSS negative subscale (2572 EAITLERAFEV 2 & 23 RIB S U7z,
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Cariprazine | ZFEPEIEIRDMBEEA 2 HE A FHE B 255 & Lz 26 BORBRIZIS VT, T3t
FRRECTdH 5 risperidone & ¥ PANSS negative subscale ¢ baseline 7> 5 DAL ENAEIZKE
Mot (8.9 A vs-7.4 %) 8. ARBFJEIZIUNT, cariprazine & risperidone @ PANSS negative
subscale (2%t T DEHIXFRIRRE TH - 7228, TIVdfifbrxtge & U7-iBRifiif 23 <, 1R
bh 42 ARFRIZISIT % baseline 206 OZALE THEG L7272 72 8 B2 s, IR Z it
G b LRI LT, 3 AR Ol 12 08, BB IFRRUER ClIs ik 6 7 A ORI
MHELES TV D 70 BRHERIT S L CARIRFEANCE L T, REIMOMBZ 8L Lz
MBMA #%Efid 2 Z & T, IVEEEOEWERNMELND EEZEZDND.

BRI % = & PANSS total DZAbEIZAHBIE A 235580 B/ 2 & D, BB RITAD
PEZ L TN D 2 E DRI S 7. AEFRICR DM LTI, ST O FE/ 70 5
ORI T ), AEREOERN 3 LI TIE T E 20> 7283, W o SEH
IZHBW T placebo #f & R L THEICEWIEANTFE O b o 7.

ABFIEIT RO BT —Z Z5%f5: & LT- MBMA TH 5720, 5N D IERICIRANR S 5.
PRI L T, RIEBT —Z OFER, BREZHWZZ LICX W BREAPMET 3% 6
MRS D, B SN HERIZONWTY, EREL VLV TOREFHITH Y, BEMEH] L~
NDOFBEE L TORWATREMER S 5720, EROMRIITFEEDSLETHDH 9. Fi-,
B IHN O B SUSBEIR DS FR O SR o 127280, RT3 E A OREAEOT — 5 O
A e LT, AT EICKIE L7220 constant model CHEE L 7=, FUBRR] Tl S L7 fifhr F
OB, W = L A RTEEI %47 9 flexible-dose design DRBANE TN TND Z L T,
HEISERBRO NN RBHENRE X bivs.

AWFFEIT K- T, SGA DEHIM DA - RERBERIZET 20 < O DOH B3 F B
LB ZTWDN, HARFIEIRRICI T 25 RRIIL, BWERICET EHmbHERE L
%. B ZIE, SDA IZ/ME S 42 FEANTHEASMRAENR, MARTA (25048 S 412 FEAN AR EHIE N
RMHFEEN AT NI ERHE I TN D 187071 54%0%, REIMORERZ 2RI, SGA

ORIERIZET 2 MBMA 21795 Z & C, WIEfEHICBE L THRLON D MANE 2 5 Z &2 ]
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fEns.

BT, AT G RFVEIBRICB W TH —RIRE ST D SGA x5 e L7z
MBMA ETVEBEL, KEBIOHNELRBIEE, KOO OFERTIZOWTE
L L7, BNz EUOREE LiZE 7 U, FillitEamE ORI ICBIT 2T
~—27 L LTHIHARETH D B ZTWD. Fio, AHFEIE MBMA 217 9 BRICRER Z & 12

B SN FiEE2BEE T 2HBERZ R LIZEVWI R THLAERTHDL LEZTND.
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1 Fx - BN
Ty—~aA LY AOEETIE, FEROMEICT I a2l —rarAXT 4 BRELH
WHND, V2 al—YarAET 4T, ETADNLHERNT I 2 b— 3 X0 RAE
SRIT =Tkt L, EEOMTIEEZ R, TORREELKRT 52 LN —RNTHD. £T
—ANOERLEETMCHESS Y I ab—va vV LERARY, BHTET AT —4
(IREHTE B B CROET D728, YIRS ERRE L TIT I MENR B 203, AT OB CAEL
ToRERREEMIC R L, ED XD RMNTENE T 20 ERETT 5 Z LN TE L. EFIIEZL D
Vialb—varAE T4 PRREINTEY, EF—ZITBT DMITEEROBM L 72 -
TWa. Blx1E, NONMEM WNIZEIT 5 /37 A —ZHEEESS, HERBRROFILICET
Ra b=V a Y AXT A RRE STV D 275 MBMA ICBI L CiE, ZEZVROME (B
BIZEEh) k=DM E T MCHAIAT Z & T, #HEENA T ABKEEND L2V 2
L=y a Y AXT AR OR LGRS B .
(E & A E DR TIIHERE ONEEFEDORBETRIBT BN EEND. Z Ok, R
i S S RNTFE (RIMEOTR Y #J51%) 1213 LOCF ¥, MMRM %, OC &
STkRA RFENHIE LTHET oD, T —ZIZT 7 B ARRETRWRY, BT —#
ZRNOFFNT FIEICEE S5 2 LIZTE 220 2d, MBMA CTUUE L7 BT — & Ofiftt Tk
AT LIXFEEARARELE S 45, Jorgensen DX, BRI KRBT — & IR
DFRITFIEZ BN L, T FIEOBO R RICKRE BT L5 2 L 2R L oL fijir F
EDSRBRE R 5 2 D8N, IRRRBR DO OBEENE L, KIEBT —F OFIAERENIEE
REL2D. B 1EOPRITHENT Y, KB Tl SAVZfFNT T4 PANSS ORRRHER
BT DL aR LI, 202D, T FEORELEY L/ EE MBMA 2179 &, 14
SN O T RSN DN ANA T A2 AU D AlRetEd & 5. Z OREIZKT LT, Boucher
DITFENT FIEZ R —T 50, T FELIER L L TETVICHAATL Z L HREL T

D RN FEEHE— L TCTMBMA 217954, 7—4% &y MZETeZ & O T R BN
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FIRENTLE . =T, T FELIERE L TG5O TR ANA T RTS8,
g b U CHAIAT U] 72 /3T A — ZIIMET S TV720.

ARETTCIE, BB DL ICE M S VR FER R R 556 0, #Y7 MBMA OET V%
WA 52 L2 AME LT, ¥ al—var AXF 1 &5 Ui, R F1ES B3 2 355K
T—HEYIalb—rva R RESYE, (1) ITFEOEVEBELRNET L, (2)
FENT FAEBNCINT L7270, (3) T FHEDE N2 WT DT A — 2 |28 R L LT

FLIRIA AU T2 T VI T HIME A bl U7z,

67



2

Iz

EiE (1) ~ (4) OFNEE 200 FElEY

Jitk

UTIZyIab—ya 227 4 OFIEEZR Uiz, BT Fig. 2-1 (TR L7

2-1. Simulation model (2R T E 7 /L « BRBRT VA & T, 20 By OB 7T — % %
T ST

LOCF IEE 7213 OC1EZ W TR R T —# 2T L, EHT —F 2Fk L.
)T — X 2%t L C 2-3. Estimation model (Z/R T DOET LT, ZEi MBMA %
FEIT L=

2-4. Performance index (27~ THIFA7E (prediction error, PE) K OVF#Jffakt A7 (mean

absolute prediction error, MAPE) % T, &7 VO T2 FHE L7-.

L, PE X IONMAPE % i35 Z & C, R L

I
WH SN FIEN R 2 28560, #Y)72 MBMA OFT VERGEELTZ. fffry 7 o

= 7 /X NONMEM® 7.3.0, R ver.3.5.0 Z ff\ 7z.

Simulation model

Simulation with each scenario
and parameter

A

Individual dataset

Calculation of mean value using
LOCF and OC method

Summary dataset

Estimation with each MBMA model

A

PE and MAPE

This procedure is repeated 200 times

Fig. 2-1 Overview of this simulation study.
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2-1 Simulation model

VIalb—ya AKX T =2 RERET NV ELLTIOR L., EEEORHES

I% Eq.2-1 [Z7”F exponential model & U 7-. iRBR I E D FEAEIZ1T Eq. 2-2, 2-3 12777 Dropout

model Z A7z, I 21— g W PD /XT XA —HF % Table 2-1 |2/ xR L7-.

Score(t) = Baseline X {1 — Ej g, X (1 — e K*0)} (Eq. 2-1)
S(t) = exp (— fot h(t)dt) (Eq. 2-2)
h(t) = hy X exp(h, X Score(t)) (Eq. 2-3)

Baseline, 16%%BAAGRTOfE
Emaxs IENF:

K, A7 O EK
Sw), HEAFRERL

h(t), ~P— R

ho, N—AF A NP —R

he, RERLICHIT DA AT Y — FORGRZRTIRE

Table 2-1 Pharmacodynamic parameter values used in the simulation.

Parameter Mean IV (CV%) ISV (CV%)
Baseline 100 20 10
Emax 0.3 30 20
K 0.3 30 20

Additive error (SD) 5 -

SD, standard deviation; IIV, inter-individual variability; ISV, inter-study variability; CV,

coefficient of variation; Emax, maximum effect; K, rate constant of score reduction effect.
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v 2 bL—3 3 UZHW T Dropout model /37 A — 4 % Table 2-2 (278 L7-. ERARRER
BT HRBOWEEFEROT — X NORGEET 2 Z LIIRATRETH D2, & 1 ETxgL
Lo RIIEZ T U o, 2 < BB CHEMA 7212 L 2R OE T L3l S
NWTND 7678 ZD728, ARt CTIEEN A0 K 2B & (0E LT, W t 138l
HAT NEVEE, BRENDBE LT VWERE S L, BRlticBIT 5227 g — Ko
BIfR A2 KT 1RE he 2 0.02, 0.03, 0.04, 0.05 L5 LT, RBBEEDOELRD 4D
DYF VA (S1, S2, S3, $4) TV Izl — g T —HeRESE. HlBROLERE K

I% 50 4, sampling time X 0, 7, 14, 21, 28, 35, 42 H& L7-.

Table 2-2 Parameters for dropout model used in the simulation.

Scenario ho he Dropout (%)
S1 0.0005 0.02 11.9
S2 0.0005 0.03 26.1
S3 0.0005 0.04 473
S4 0.0005 0.05 68.7

ho, baseline hazard; he, relationship between the hazard and the score at time ¢. Dropout rates

were calculated from simulation (n = 200000).

2-2 Individual data analysis

2-1 Simulation model T/R L7 ET ANDLREAEI TR T —ZIZx LT, RBRI &I
LOCF{EE 7213 OCEZEM L. %5 1 D MBMA TH 4172 MMRM {%(%, NONMEM T
DEITNTE RN Lo 7. LOCF ik Lo BT, KHBIEZ & o
BBl S BTz L, Misek oz VW COREZ R Lz, OC kA A Lk
BRCIE, KRB A7 ETH OB OH CEMEE T Lz, 155 7 P HE ORI
#B4 MBMA 7 —% &> b & L. MBMA HI7—#% & » MZIE LOCF k4w L7zt

BrRos 10 3R, OCEZ#H L7 10 e Ens7—4ty M EE L.
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2-3 Estimation model

MBMA 7 —%t > MZX LT, ATIZRT 4 DDFT /LT MBMA %237 L7-.

M3 : RN FIEDE N Enex DILER L LIZET L

M4 : fENT FIEOE WS K OB E L LTV

MBMA ([ZHW = EEAKET Vi3 Eq. 2-4 [Z777 exponential model & L7z.

Score(t) = Baseline X {1 — Ej g, X (1 — e K*0)} (Eq. 2-4)

Baseline, 15 BHAGRTDAE

Emax) Hai‘j(;(ﬁ]%

K, A=37 ORADEEER

BRI ABRAEET L E LT, Eq.2-5 IO HREEREE T VA2 Ve, BRBREAST

Baseline, Enax, K THEE L7-.

Pij = Pipop X exp(1;;) (Eq. 2-5)

Pj, RRjONRTA—4]

Pipop: /\05 A—AHq @%qzi@’fﬁ

Ny, 73T A= HTHT D651 OERNR



FEFEENRAFEE T V1T Bq. 2-6 (R TAIIREEE T L 2 -,

Yie =Y+ e (Eq. 2-6)

Y, XEERER j O t Rellzds T 2 FERIE
Y, RSB Ot RERITH T D THE
g Y lZlxd DA &R

nj, XIRERER j OBERE

2-4 Performance index
Eq. 2-7, 2-8 |2/~ PE &N MAPE % FV C, 2-3 Estimation model |Z/RL72 4 DDET

JLTENFEN MBMA %175 123834 O T I 2 38 L 7-.

PE(%) = (F2222) x 100 (Eq. 2-8)
t
MAPE(%) = [F2522] o 22 (Eq. 2-9)
t

Pred,, tWSIZ31F 5 THIE
Obs;, t M SIZ31F A FRME

n, PERHEEK

2-5 VPC & W71 RHIFEM

VPC 5% AT, % MBMA 7 /L2036 O THNEIC K 2 F2RME O FF B 2 R A 3T L
fo. ¥ alb—va T —XORAET Table2-2 12317 5 V) U 4 S2 GRS : 26.1%)
DT A —2 Z iz, MBMA f17—#4 &~ hE LOCF k%5 M L 7-3kBRA% 100 #8k, OC

ErwH LR 100 G Ens7—4 8y he LT
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3 R
3-1 PE KXY MAPE (2 X % T304

BRI RN R DT U 4 (S1~84) T MBMA % %17 L7=K:®D PE }x () MAPE % Fig.
22 IR L7c. T FIEOENEZE LZ2VET L (ML), K ORZEREL LIZET L (M4)
TiE, RBERSEVIEE, FRIAA T ARKEL 2otz £, BBUIERSEIEE
MAPE 23N 223 R TE T2, En DIERE L LI2ET L (M3), T FIERNTMSL

L7270 (M2) TliE, BRILERNEHWGE TYH, BHERNA T RAIRD LR o T,

A
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gso
s
225
[0]
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Mean absolute prediction error (%)

Fig. 2-2 PE (A, LOCF analysis; B, OC analysis) and MAPE (C) plots for each scenario (S1~S4) and

MBMA analysis (M1~M4).
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32 VPC &\ =R HFEME

VA S2 DEMT, 4 MBMA E7 /L% FET LK VPC 71 v k% Fig. 2-3 12" L
7= RETRFIEOENEBE LR2WET L ML), KO E L L7zE7 /L (M4) TiX, LOCF
G LT BROHERS 208 KT, OC A4 L7 BROHER 28/ Tl L 72 (Fig. 2-
3A,D,E,H). Enmx DR L L7ZET/V (M3), BT FENNTMSLL7ZET L (M2) 13,

THRMEL FEREOHER 2 L < BB T& Tz (Fig.2-3B,C, F,G).

A, M1 B, M2 C, M3 D, M4
— | — | — | - |
() H ) H ) H () H
I LA I
2110 i i 2 2110 H i 3 2110 H M e 2110 H s
< : s . + 8 i 3 ‘ s ¢ g | 3 s . + 8 i : s .
s | ! i P R I i i Pkl . 0® i | % R E | i oo .
w i ™ i i : W i H S H
[ 1 | b | - [ i
gl i | I 18wl i | b1 8wl i | 08wl S
2 | L 2 i g2 . T - -
S R I i = A S T A R e A R A I e A S O I
I R | ! S Pl g | 5 ot ! 5 R | !
o 70 H : O 70 H O 70 H o 70 < i 1
n { R re-j- i @ [ ST R ] : 1
0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
Time (day) Time (day) Time (day) Time (day)
E, M1 F, M2 G, M3 H, M4
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i i i i
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3110 i ¢ gmo I < . 2110 I S . 2110 i ¢ .
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5 | i S | R o i R RRE : | R s
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A e kd 1 37187 S I -l I s R
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4 i I e : | | 4 i = ] 4 H 1
o i I Q H 1 H Q i I i Q { I
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] . : ! 7] . : ! ] - : i ] . : !
° t . B i : : g ° : i !
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Fig. 2-3 Visual predictive check plots for each MBMA analysis. The circles represent observation.
The red and blue lines represent the 10th, 50th, and 90th percentiles of observation and simulation

data, respectively.
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4 EBE

AREITIEE 1 BEORRZ 9T T, BRI LI ST FIEN 72 256 O )
7RMBMA OEFTILEY I 2 b—a VY AET IZ LD RRGEE LT,

FENT FIEOENEBE LRNET L (M1), KR L LizE7 /0 (M4) TiE, 3B
ERNENEETHAL T ANKEL o7, —F, Emx DIHERE LIZET LV (M3), f#
PrRERNTMNL L7z ' 70 (M2) TiE, BBRRERDE WISV T HEE R A T X

TR e otz VPC OFEEND S, M2, M3 OFT /MTEWCTHHIEA FEHIfE % X
CHBTETWD Z EMNER SN, ARFHIHWZ VI 2 b—va Y OESETIE, M2 &
72 E M3 OFTATTRAAL T ARNNEL, MBMA #1795 ECTlibl7e €7V CThoH Z &
RENTZ. R LT VICEWTH S HOD, 51 3D MBMA THENT Fik 0 88 % 3K%)
DOIEEL LI Z LS MENRI NI,

AT FIE OB Z LB & LT 556, K TlidZe < Em \IHAIATe T 23 TR XG> 2.
ARRF CTIEED AR+ XD BRME A E LT272®, A a7 BRE WA 1F ERE L
FV. LOCF ik L 723kBRCiL, Bivhk L7 O 7 — Z BB R O 2 ffi5e L
CTEHEEZRE T 5. OCEZEH L7ciBr T, BEICE 2 KIBEAZMELRWZ), &
AT PMET LIBRE OFT — 2 OH THEMEERINT 5 2 L1/ b. £D7=), LOCF %

WA L723BRClY, OCIEZ A L7ciBR & i L C R a7 o2 kw3 M <720, fiRe
U CRT FIE DR B % Buax DILER L T2 2 L CTRMERSEINZEEZXOBND.

ARETTlE MBMA T &1 CV % exponential model 2 L, HAH « 7 — & O HH|
LT T ERBEOT =2 EBE L. L LR n, EEEZ MBMA 2175 54, 3
HoofEH, HERICER, COMOLEERZIZEI T —2 DR EICEIML SN D560
2 bivd. £72, MBMA #4179 B, —Mi72 PPK-PD fffT & kR /3= b A hET
NWEER LIl b STV D P80, Z D X527 =208 T AR ML LT25E, A
AT DAY TEE SRV L. 207, sk 2 &2 S vz it

BRI DT — 2123 LT MBMA 2179856, TOREBOREZEIEL, LETHILILMHE



BRI O R BT VAT 2 XETHD B2 LD, 1272 L, EEOSEHFIRM TR FIE
WD T — 4y Maextg s LT MBMA 175 %A 1%, BT FIEINCINL LIz e T V&
WETE RV, ZOWE, I FIEORBELINOMERE LT HET /LTINS T A%
HFTEDWREMEN DD . AL TIRE LIZRFIFIREN TIEH 2 b DD, T FIEN R D
T —Z1Z% LT MBMA ZAT 5 A OiEblee 7 v &R LTI RiE, 4% MBMA #2179 £ T

BIRERE D EEZ T WD,
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FE3IE
Levodopa EWEIREIZ I T b~ 7 1r v U ADEE
& model-based meta-analysis (2353 < FZhZ BT
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1 Fx - BN

FEEN BT AR &1, WO - 4347 - ARG - HRt ST 2 EERIC L Y
DI PEEE E T NTMRE D NN T 2 2 L 2T, BRRBUG IR W UIER O D)7
ENDZENEL, EYMEERIC L VEWERRRBL LY, TRFRDRBEI L2 T 535
BRHDTD, MM AR OMWE &2 OREZFHMIT 2 2 & 1%, EIELOEIEMHH 21T 9
ETHETHD.

N=F Y PFITHIREBEE OMRRNEME L, RN URZ EHERHI 2 U o EE R
DEREINAZRKTRETH Y, TAVNA~—IHITIRWT, 2 F B ITITAEBLE O &\ O e
PERETH D 8. PEFELIRICAFE L, 65~69 i1 2 AIWHRITHY 0.5~1.0% & e ST
WD B2 JEBMER & LC, R, MEN, B, SHRNEER AL TL. F
Tz, BERAREEE, RS, SRAEAEREE, MEARMEE 2 & OIEEBER b @ TR
B4 5 8. S=F% Y OB TIE, MAEREFREEICB O TERT L R3S 24l
T D720, BN OFBRYE T Y MK-HEAM 2895 levodopa 7355 — @ HUHE & L
THWHLS 8. LAL, levodopa @ FEMRFFREE 1T R/ Bl REAR%ESE (dopa decarboxylase,
DDC) Toh D78, levodopa HMORE A& 5-Tix, /Mg, IF, mEN EIZFEET S DDC
IZED R TRBIS T, levodopa DIMANBATRITE IR T35 485, F7z, KMIZk
7% levodopa DL, KRNIV KZEWEHO Y 27 LBH L TWS . BUETI,
levodopa DIXANFEATHROEENN & BIVERERJK D BT, KD DDC OFA % AT 25 carbidopa
& levodopa DELAFIDIA HOHIL TN S.

N— 0 RBE DS Y, BEMREEEIC L D WA EEERE IR TS0, s X 24
PEAUBEREIR T SRR TR Z R L TRV, & FAITh Sk~ 27 % 7 A (magnesium
oxide, MgO) MG I D Z L RZ\ ¥, Levodopa (XM IEMESMET CTHBILIEA R L 3,
MgO DIREIZ LV fEIMEET 5 Z LA SN TVD ¥ L LR35, levodopa 571
D AT = A LR, levodopa & HEIEDFALL L 72 carbidopa (ZXx7" % MgO D223 5 & 72

S TRV, F7z, MgO I levodopa D3EMENRECIEL 2 A8 <&, BRR FEZE M A/EH

78



AT L AR & 575, BEIREABRIZ X 2 BGEEIESE S Tuau.,

ARFFETlE, levodopa/carbidopa & MgO DA HEAEFH D A /1 = X L HfRIAT 5 7=, HEEME
S TD in vitro IZBITF AREWOKREIE, T v N E AW AERRER A FiE LT
£7-, BARANER A Z %S & LT levodopa/carbidopa BL& A & MgO D #WkA H.AE R ER
EEMLUT. EMMRAERZE %25 BT, ZOMAEERANERKR EFELE 7201550 GERhic
T DD LWolmNEE LR 5D, AEIREERTIE, MgO 73 levodopa/carbidopa D %4
FIREIZ 5 2 5 W2 LG T&E 72V, Levodopa IRFAFF D/ S—F% 0V IR BE AR5 E LTz
BRI BR 2 2695 = & T, MgO 28 levodopa DHINT 52 2 W BEKRFTHZ ENTED
723, levodopa OIMITE & HINO IR AR T 2 DI L EARMBRE R, WBRE A 47 0 0
Rl ZEZET 5 L, BEMNZORBIIHEIEN TRV, £2 T, A TIEI MBMA OF
EERAWT, BEFEOERT — % 725 levodopa @ PPK-PD EF L ZHESL, a2l —3

2 XY MgO 73 levodopa DN KAE T ELE THIT 5 Z & 2l A T,
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2 G
2-1 In vitro (231} B & EM:

MgO $#&¥%iZ (pH 8.3-9.2), IRIAKEMER (pH 9.3-9.4), pH FA%E MO ik (pH 6.5-6.9,
U UERER 2 ), RERK (pH 5.8-6.8) HIZ351F % levodopa K UF carbidopa D E M %
#Ffi L7=. Levodopa (30mg), carbidopa (3mg) % MgO R¥EIK, IRIEEMZMEK, pH % MgO
WRETR, EIITRBRUKITIES L, 30 MRSt Lctk, =R T 3 R E Chus S 7z, ik
ra~< NTT 7 4 —% 7 NEESHTE (Liquid Chromatograph-tandem Mass Spectrometer,
LC-MS/MS) & 0 JIiE L 7= FAxt & — 7 mfg (PR o v — 7 Ik & AR O E— 7 O )
ZHWT, BIEKIZE T 5 levodopa M Of carbidopa 022 EM: & Ehi L 7.

VI FIZK IR OFREE %773, MgO (100mg) ZAEHEIKk (25mL) EiRA L, MgO K
WE L=, BT RY A (530mg) & REEKFET MU DA (420mg) /K (25mL) (IR
fiig U, IREERRMEIE 2 ERR LTz, U BB L, /K Q5mL) 12V U EkFE T~ U w4 (1.21
g) VAR CHRIL7-. MgO (100mg) & U VEREEIR ARG L, pH F0%& Sz MgO %

L L.

2-2  Invivo (231} 2 EWHH E1EFRER
B TR TIUIN R B R AN HERL U S U 7=, {KEE 130-180 g DHEM: Wister & 7
v & (LB %W T, levodopa/carbidopa & MgO OHEMFHAIEH ZFMEI L7z, 22> hr—
JVEEIZRE LTI, levodopa/carbidopa % #% A #¢ 5 (22.5/2.25 mg) £ 71Xk G- (2.25/0.225
mg) L7-. MgO fFHEEZx L CiE, levodopa/carbidopa % 5-EAIZ MgO (300 mg) %%
G- L. 7y MG 16 R GAERRREE Lz, = b e —uBE, MgO HFHIEE
(28T levodopa M U carbidopa O A& 2 JIE L7z, SRR G-AT, 54 0.083
(FEIRNZEEG-DZ), 05, 1, 2, 3, 4, 8 (ROKLGDOAH) FHOFH 7 A CHFEM L7z, AT
HEM I E 1 LC-MS/MS 15 T1T - 7-. Levodopa M O carbidopa D E & FIRIZZFNZH 25

ng/mL, 5ng/mL Toh o7,
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2-3 AR

KABRO 710 k2 Vidili% s U =y 7 RRBEEZER TRV TR S, A
BUNEBEER RIS o # — 2 THE S iz, RRBROGERITRFIREERIG R Y b U —
2 (University Hospital Medical Information Network, UMIN) 723i&E 5~ 2 iR RER B &k A7
LT % UMIN Clinical Trias Registory = % & L 7= ( www.umin.ac jp/ctr/index.htm ,

UMIN000025222) .

2-3-1 X - BHEHE - EYRENE

RN B WIRBZIC C, AR O STt EE e B AR AR 10 4 &2 58102, 20k a—/u 4,
MgO #IDFE 2 Wi B 722 D HREA— 7 0 T~ L& Ffi L 7=, #BR3EE L T levodopa/carbidopa
BLAAl (A 12y FOBLGEE 100, MSD BUK) Lk~ 71 U A (w27 2w F®E 500 mg,
HRRFETE) 2l 22 b o — L2 Tt levodopa 100 mg/carbidopa 10 mg % 7K
L bicROFE L-. MgO Il W\ Tidk MgO 1000 mg ZBEERNCRR A& G- L, 5,
levodopa 100 mg/carbidopa 10 mg % MgO 1000 mg & & HIZfE &5 Lz, 2> ha—L i L
MgO BIORITIE 1 #H] D washout [ 2 5% (S 7=, = kv — L], MgO #2351 T levodopa
KON carbidopa O A A 0IE U 7=, BRIML AR 580, #5% 025, 0.5, 0.75, 1, 1.25,
1.5, 1.75, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 10, 12 FF[HDFF 16 s THEME L7z, MAE Y ERIE T LC-
MS/MS {£TC1T - 7-. Levodopa }2 O} carbidopa D & & FFFRIZZ 41241 25ng/mL, Sng/mL TH

STz,

2-3-2 J vas— bk Ay MENT - BREHENT
J Ay N— N A2 METIC KD 3B RE T A — X 2R Uiz, iR R T
[if# (areaunder the concentration-time curve, AUC) (ZHEEIZ L0 B Uiz, e i i
(Crmax) M OV ML R FE BN RIS (tna) 137 — 2 DD EESR DT, HISHEES (ke) 1T
THRA O M HPRE 2 F/h “REICE VAR L, ZOME & Uiz, EYEI T () 1384
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TOXRELVEH L (1,=0.693/ke). 2> hr—/LH L MgO HlDHYEHE/ NT A — X DL
B2 1L paired ttest Z W72, AEAKUET 5% E Lz, /rrar o N— A2 MEHTIZIE

PhoenixTM WinNonlin® ver. 6.4, #Eatfi#HTIZ13 Microsoft Excel 2016 % fu 7.

2-4 Model-based meta-analysis
2-4-1 STHERER
SCHRARSRIE, 2017 42 7 HIREAUZHUN T, Pubmed Z ] L7z, SR OF—TU— R & L
C, clinical trial [article types] and UPDRS and levodopa % 3 i L 7-.
— A R—=2 L 0GS-SO IAE UL (1) levodopa/DDC BHEHAI (carbidopa,
benserazide) O HUMPRIEREZ 3 KSR, (2) levodopa MAEHREE & /X —F 0 Y L hufE—
A —/L @D 73— |k 3 (unified Parkinson’s disease rating scale part III, UPDRSIII) 23#&E S 4172

Ak & L7-. Levodopa #RAHESLA] 2 F 7 3R I3RS L 7e.

2-4-2 T —H¥HhH

IR L7 3RO figure 225, levodopa MR & UPDRSIIIZRH L CF —Z fliHi 217 -
7-. UPDRS (Ifgftkre (S— K 1), BHEFEEE (ON—h2), E#hge Hkd (OS—h 3,
UPDRSIID), GO ADHE (/X— K 4) O 43— bbbl S b — 7 S—F%
VIR DR A r—/VTh 5. ABFETHEG & L7 UPDRS I i% 14 THH (§F 108 &%) 7»
DS, FHMEE N EEEICA 2T 221 5 2 & THEIBEEZFHET 2 T RETh 5.
A2 a7 OFITIEROSEE KT, £, FRBROEE AN, HE, Wk, Hoehn-yahr
FEE M, S, MERNCOWT, STBROASCH E 7215 table 7> HINEE L7z,

fENTT — % & >~ b OFERKIL R ver. 3.5.0, Microsoft Excel 2016 % /=, Sk @ figure 7>
5 DT — 4 HhiH 1 Getdata Graph Digitizer® version 2.26 (http://getdata-graph-digitizer.com) %

A5
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2-4-3 T I)VIEHE

Levodopa IMAEHRE & UPDRS I OFREHER 12DV T NONMEM 1412 & % PPK-PD f##fT
%{T-7=. PPK-PD TF /UHEEDELIL, PPK TF /L & PPD &7 /L% [FHFHCHEEE T 5 [FIHHiR
Wrikz H\ Wiz, f#HTY 7 b 7 =7 13X NONMEM® 7.3.0 (ICON development solutions) % Fu>
7=. HEE T V2 U X AT FOCE-INTER £ % B L 7=,

Levodopa DIRNENEZ TR 2ET /L L LT, AIC IZHSE, —RIIGETEZ ST 1 =
YX—=RMAY NETVERHA L. UPDRSII OB Z R+ 25 €T /1L LT, FEgha
— hAV NEAE LT PD BTV Z W (Fig.3-1) . #uha o — h X2 MNBE &%)
EOMRIT Eq. 3-1 IORTYZEA K Emax EFVEFREMALE. ey =2—1 & LT

NONMEM PREDPP 7 A 77 U H1> ADVANG6 % Fu 7=,

UPDRS 11l = Baseline X {1 — Epq, X CH/(ECEL, + CH)} (Eq. 3-1)

Baseline, UPDRS IIl A =t 7 @ baseline {E
Enmax, TRZNE

Ce, HRNT L /R— R A FNIRIE

ECeso, T RINED 50%03%5F HALHRFD Ce

H, bVRE

&3



Dose

Central

Depot — | compartment | —»
compartment Ka CL/F

Effect-site
compartment

(Ce)

UPDRS Il = Baseline X{1 - E ., X C,"/ (ECg5M + C.")}
Fig. 3-1 The structural model used to describe levodopa pharmacokinetics and the UPDRS III profile.
Ka, absorption rate constant; V/F, apparent volume of distribution; CL/F, apparent clearance; Ce,
effect-site compartment concentration; keo, effect-site equilibration rate constant; Emax, maximum
effect for UPDRS III; ECeso, effect-site compartment concentration resulting in 50% of Emax; H, Hill

coefficient.
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BRI AEREEET LV E LT, Eq.32 1R THREGAEET VA2 E LT-.

Pij = Pypop X exp(1;) (Eq. 3-2)

Pij, XGLj D/NT A —H i
Pipop, /\05% ‘_‘& 1 ®$qzi/}j1§

N, /3T A—=F UTHT /R 1 OLBRHR

FRAERERRZZT T MT AIC IZEESZ3IR L, levodopa MAFHIREIZR L Tl Eq. 3-3 1C
RYHBIFAZET T L, UPDRS ILIZK L Cit Eq. 3-4 [ R IREEET VARE LTZ. £

o, FRAEEBIATEOWRE L TEHEAST L.

! Ej
Ve =Y, x (1 + fni]) (Eq. 3-3)
Ve =Y+ £ (Eq. 3-4)

Yii, ®5j Otz 2 FERIE
Y, KR O tREAIZIB T D PRI
g, Yl 24K (RUV)

nj, X4 j OYERE L

&5



2-4-4 ET )LD MFE

BEETIVOZEMEIZOWVWT, GOF 72 v b, pcVPC 7’1~ b, bootstrap {512 X U FRFE
L7=. GOF 7’1 v hTiE, EHIfi L PRED, IPRED OFHEIM:, CWRES & Wifil, PRED O
BN, iWRES Ot & IPRED OAHBIMEZ 5 L 7= 3%, pcVPC L TIE, H&EET /L OHE
EMHICESE, ZHEEOY I 2L —1a T —4#% 1000 EIRASE, vIalb—va v
TR HHPIAE, 10/90 RX—t 1 H A VR EEREE T HZ LT, ETLDORY
P2 3 L 7z 4041,

Bootstrap £ T, A4V YT —%t v v b OETTH 217, 1000 {# O bootstrap 7
— Xty NEAERR LTz, 2N 6ICxT 2 REETVICEIT 537 A — 2 HE#R, £OHRHE
& 2.5/97.5 X— U H ANV EINERDTE95% CLEFH L, JTOHEEE & k425 Z & CHff
TE/NT A— S O Z T L7z .

pcVPC, bootstrap D FZITIZ 1% prel-speaks-NONMEM ver. 4.8.1 & U 7= 4445, &7 v kD

VERRIZIE R ver. 3.5.0 Z FHU /-,

2-4-5 ERRETNICE S VIzlb—vay

HRAKE T IVICHS X, MgO 78 levodopa DEGNNZ KT T BEZ L I 2L —a kT
M7=, BERARERORERICHS X, MgO JFHFFIC levodopa DIRFE &S 35%(K T3 25 L {RE
L7272, levodopa #5513 100 mg & 65 mg (ZF%E L7=. UPDRS Il O_X— 27 A EHN
39.7 (RHEMVE¥MHE) OBEEEMICK LT, levodopa 100mg & 65 mg % Hila|ft 5. L 7z FED 4

H£HIZI 1T 5 levodopa IMLAEHF L & UPDRS I O FFHERE 2 1000 B2 2 = L— h L7=.
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3 R
3-1 Invitro (28T &L EM

MgO & (pH 8.3-9.2), RIEEFEMIK (pH 9.3-9.4), pH Fi%& MgO &k (pH 6.5-6.9),
FEEIK (pH 5.8-6.8) 12351 % levodopa & carbidopa D AH®H ' — 7 [HFE D REEFHER % Fig.3-2
\Z7~ L7z, Levodopa (2B L Tld, MgO REWK, RIEFEMEHE, pH i MgO BB DOWI
IZBWTHHEX E— 7 mfEIE —EICR 7N TE Y, SfIIMRE s> 7 (Fig. 3-2A).
Carbidopa (T L T, MgO &K, IREEREEIRIZ 3\ THEXH & — 7 AR I LRI L,
BASHE R E TITIZ L A ETHS LT (Fig. 3-2B). —J7, pH % MgO JBlIRIZ 35\ TIHAH

R E— 7 RO IR SN2 o722 D, carbidopa DRI pH MBS LT\ 5

ZEDTRENT.
. A . B
% 0BT s s Qo 8 g QIO B O mmmmmm °
S901 S 901 8
S 8
2 8
5 Carbonate buffer — Carbonate buffer
« 60 -0-MgO o601 : ©-MgO
i< -o pH adjusted MgO @ - pH adjusted MgO
@© ®©
~ Purified water v Purified water
[P © 20 |
830 g30
2 2z
3 0 S of ;
[0
m T T T T T T T T
50 100 150 200 - 50 100 150 200
Time (h) Time (h)

Fig. 3-2 Temporal changes in remaining levodopa (A) and carbidopa (B) in the MgO suspension (pH

8.3-9.2), carbonated buffer (pH 9.3-9.4), pH-adjusted MgO suspension (pH 6.5-6.9), and purified

water (pH 5.8-6.8).
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3-2 Invivo (231} 5 KWHH B VEARER
= b a—/LRE, MgO JFHBEIZE T 5 levodopa & carbidopa O V-2Jif 4 HhiR FEHERS % Fig.
3-3 127~k L7=. Levodopa, carbidopa OO 5RO A, MgO JFHIC L 2 I iE R DT

s btz (Fig. 3-3A,B).

A B
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2 Control arm 2 Control arm
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Fig. 3-3 Mean plasma concentration-time profiles of levodopa and carbidopa after the oral (A, B) or
intravenous (C, D) administration of levodopa/carbidopa with or without the oral administration of

MgO to rats. Bars represent the standard deviation.
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J A N= AL METIC K VG ORISR/ ST A —F % Table 3-1 (TR LT,
Levodopa, carbidopa O A% 5128 T, MgO HFHIZ XV levodopa D AUCqs & Coax 127
ALEH 0.62, 0.66 [FIZIK T L72 (p < 0.05). Carbidopa @ AUCos & Ciax [ZZ4LE 4L 0.29,
032 fFIZIE T L7= (p<0.05). Levodopa, carbidopa D FHRINA 5128\ CTik, MgO ff Iz

K DHWERE N T A —Z OEENIR bR Tz.

Table 3-1 Pharmacokinetic parameters of levodopa and carbidopa in rats after the administration

of levodopa/carbidopa or levodopa/carbidopa with MgO.

Mean = SD Mean + SD Mean + SD Mean + SD
Pharmacokinetic
oral administration iv administration
parameter
Control arm MgO arm Control arm MgO arm
Levodopa
AUC (pg x h/mL) 57.7+18.7 358+ 13.7" 8.65+2.43 8.99 +3.05
C, . (ng/mL) 13.1+0.5 8.70 1.0 145+391 16.5+5.77
Carbidopa
AUC (pg x h/mL) 1.31+043 0.38+0.27" 2.06 £0.31 2.19+£0.33
C_ .. (ug/mL) 0.47 £0.07 0.15+£0.09" 2.61+£0.44 2.78 £0.29

Pharmacokinetic parameters are presented as mean =+ standard deviation, except for tmax, which is
given as median (range). CI, confidence interval, MgO, magnesium oxide; AUC, area under the
plasma concentration-time curve; Cpax, maximum plasma concentration; “p < 0.05, compared

with the control arm.
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3-3  FRPRRBR

3-3-1 X5 - ERERE
TRCOWREPBE ST D Z L 72 <,

EEIRRER 2 44 T L7z, #XBRE 75 =% Table 3-2 |27

L7=. 10 4 O#ERE D, 227 D levodopa MAEFHREE, 210 430D carbidopa MMM

Hsonr.

Table 3-2 Summary of subject characteristics.

Median (min-max) or number

Number of subjects
Male / Female

Age (year)

Body weight (kg)

Body mass index (kg/m?)

10

5/5

24 (22-27)

55.0 (43.2-73.6)
19.6 (17.6-21.3)
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3-3-2 ) vaus— b AL NMENT - SREHRT
2> b e—/L i, MgO #2357 % levodopa & TN carbidopa @ ¥ ifi#E FhiR FEHERS % Fig. 3-
4 |Z/RL72. MgO HIZEU T levodopa, carbidopa & & (2 MBE I EE AME T 5 2[R 23589

bz,

>
w

d g
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Fig. 3-4 Mean plasma concentration-time profiles of levodopa (A) and carbidopa (B) after the
administration of levodopa/carbidopa (100:10) with or without MgO to healthy adult subjects. Bars

represent the standard deviation.
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J A= R A MEITIZ L VIS DI E BN RN T A —F & Table 3-3 (IR L7,
MgO fFHIZ & Y levodopa ™ AUCo.12 1X 35%IK T L7= (p<0.01). MgO ffFFHIZ X ¥ carbidopa

® AUCo.12 1% 81%, Cmax 1T 69%IK T L72 (p<0.01).

Table 3-3 Pharmacokinetic parameters of levodopa and carbidopa in healthy subjects after the

administration of levodopa/carbidopa or levodopa/carbidopa with MgO.

Pharmacokinetic Mean + SD Mean + SD Ratio (90%CI)
parameter Control phase MgO phase MgO/control phase
Levodopa
AUC, ,, (ng x h/mL) 1942 + 495 1223 £ 237" 0.65 (0.57,0.72)
C, . (ng/mL) 1192 + 583 987 + 599 0.92 (0.54, 1.31)
t .. (h) 0.5(0.25, 1.75) 0.5 (0.25, 1.75)
t,, (h) 1.23+0.18 1.07 £ 0.18 0.89 (0.76, 1.03)
Carbidopa
AUC, , (ngxh/mL) 288 +64.3 50.8 £27.4™ 0.19 (0.11, 0.27)
C, . (ng/mL) 78.7+30.0 21.2+8.0" 0.31(0.19, 0.42)
t . (h) 1.63 (1.5,4) 1.25 (0.5, 2)
t,, (h) 1.50 £ 0.40 1.98 +0.78" 1.18 (0.82, 1.55)

Pharmacokinetic parameters are presented as mean + standard deviation, except for tmax, which is
given as median (range). CI, confidence interval, MgO, magnesium oxide; AUC, area under the
plasma concentration-time curve; Cpax, maximum plasma concentration; tmax, time to maximum

plasma concentration; t, , elimination half-life. # < 0.05, compared with the control phase. “p <

0.001, compared with the control phase
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3-4  Model-based meta-analysis
3-4-1 SCRRERIR

2017 4 7 HBfRIZHBW T, Pubmed &2 HWEBERAATVY, 472 H OO SCHRIZ DWW TEIRUIEHE
DR ZAT o7z, £ D 5 BEF 6 MR RIULEA w2 L, radg & Lz, 15572 3THRIC
B4 % 1f#i3 Table 3-4 2 (% Appendix table 2 (27K L7=. UPDRS III X— R T A D
1% 35.6 T o7z, /N—F 2V RO FENEE 53T & 5 Hoehn and Yahr stage 0 1Ll 1X 2.7

ThHh, BENLPEEORAE LGSR E LIRBRNEG E0.

Table 3-4 Summary of study characteristics.

Median (min-max) or number

Number of trials 6

Sample size per arm 12 (4-19)
Baseline UPDRS III 35.6 (31-60)
Age (year) 65 (59.4-71.3)
Gender (male%) 54 (50-100)
Disease duration (year) 11.6 (5.5-17)
Hoehn and Yahr stage 2.7 (2-3)
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3-4-2 F—ZHhH

FIRAT I G2 D SCHR A S, levodopa IMAEFFIEE 65 %, UPDRS I 77 A235% 57~ (Fig. 3-5).
WTNORBRICIB VTS, levodopa MLAEHIRE D _EF IV, UPDRS I DX T 238D H 4L
7=. Fig.3-5 C |3BEHIIT levodopa MRS, #EdhlZ UPDRS I Z R FH9IC 7w v b L7Z[X
Td%. Levodopa M & UPDRS LI OFRBFAHERS ORI KIFERIY O 25 U 2 %

NEONTZZ LD, PK & PD ORICKREI TN NS D Z LRS-,
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Fig. 3-5 Spaghetti plots of levodopa concentrations (A) and UPDRS III (B) versus time, and the

levodopa concentration/UPDRS III relationship (C).

3-4-3 ETVEE

Levodopa DI EHER I —KRIGEREZ 5ie | 20 /3— h A MET LV TRAFICH
W CTE7- (Fig.3-1). %72, Fig.3-5C LY Levodopa I & UPDRS III O BIFRIZ S
FHEID D ATV ANRRBO LI, Fgha s S—F A FEEL, PK & PD O
OFHEN A KB LTz PPK-PD BT VEME L. IREET MBI 537 XA — 2 #HEEE
& bootstrap IEDFE R A G T Table 3-5 (2R L=, /X7 A—ZHEEMD RSE 1TVt

30%UA T TH Y, FoefEERENGLNT.
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Table 3-5 Population pharmacokinetic/pharmacodynamic parameter estimates of levodopa pharmacokinetics and UPDRS 111

Parameter Final model Bootstrap results

Estimate RSE (%) Median 95%LLCI 95%ULCI
Population mean
Ka (/h) 4.51 27.5 4.64 2.84 7.02
V/F (L) 52.3 11.2 49.5 40.2 59.3
CL/F (L/h) 30.2 10.8 323 26.6 39.5
Baseline 39.7 10.5 39.1 343 44.7
keo (/h) 1.29 8.6 1.30 1.14 1.56
Emax 0.780 4.6 0.780 0.480 0.930
ECeso (ng/mL) 1250 13.8 1060 820 1400
H 2.74 9.5 2.79 2.13 3.85
Inter-study variability
ISV V/F (CV, %) 214 29.1 20.2 5.80 29.9
ISV CL/F (CV, %) 25.0 20.7 24.5 24.5 33.0
ISV Baseline (CV, %) 27.5 13.5 22.7 11.2 29.3
ISV ECes0 (CV, %) 37.1 23.6 39.0 19.3 51.6
Residual variavility
Proportional error (levodopa)? 0.676 13.9 0.600 0.394 0.733
Additive error (UPDRS III)* 5.65 8.9 5.69 4.77 6.56

2Residual variabilities were divided by square root of the number of patients in each study.

RSE, relative standard error; Ka, absorption rate constant; V/F, apparent volume of distribution; CL/F, apparent clearance; keo, effect-site
equilibration rate constant; Emax, maximum effect for UPDRS III; EC.so, effect-site compartment concentration resulting in 50% of Emax; H,
Hill coefficient; ISV, inter-study variability; CV, coefficient of variation; 95%LLCI, lower limit of 95% confidence interval; 95%ULCI,
upper limit of 95% confidence interval;
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RAKET IVICEBIT S GOF 7’12~ b % Fig. 3-6 |27~k L7=. I & PRED, IPRED (X R 4F

7R FHBED HERS T & 7=, |iWRES| & IPRED DBIRIZASA 7 A58 Hiv/en->72. CWRES &

PRED, WifH]OBAfRL Y, PRED KAFRY, KRR S A 7 A b FFAERHN TH - 72,
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Fig. 3-6 Goodness-of-fit of levodopa concentrations (A-E) and UPDRS III (F-J). The solid lines

represent lines of identity (A, B, F, G) and y = 0 (D, E, I, J). The red dashed lines represent smoothing

curves. The size of the points represents the sample size.
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pcVPC O#EF % Fig. 3-7 \Z/R L7z, ET /W05 Tl L7 levodopa I#EEE & UPDRS
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Fig. 3-7 Prediction-corrected visual predictive check plots for (A) levodopa concentrations and (B)
UPDRS III. The open circles represent prediction-corrected observed levodopa concentrations and
UPDRS 1II. The red and blue lines represent the 10th, 50th, and 90th percentiles of observed and

simulated data, respectively. The size of the plots represents the sample size.
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3-4-4 HRERETNCEILVIzb—Var

HAEET WATHD &, MgO 73 levodopa DN KIFTHEL L I 2L —T g /2R T
U7 BRRARERORERIZEESE, MgO FHIFFIZ levodopa DIERFEF 7S 35%IK T 2% & RE
L7278, levodopa $¢ 5-81d 100mg & 65mg IZERE L7z, v = L— a3 > OfESE, UPDRS
1T OZEAL &) 5 FH L 72 maximum response @ H 9l 1% 100 mg $65-T-9.8 41, 65mg % 5T

38 M THY, MgO fFHIZ XL Y maximum response 73 6 HUK T35 Z LN THIESN7 (Fig.

3-8).
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Fig. 3-8 Simulated profiles of (A) levodopa concentrations and (B) UPDRS III after the administration
of 100 and 65 mg levodopa to patients with a baseline UPDRS 1III of 39.7. The blue and red lines
represent medians (solid lines) and 80% prediction intervals (dashed lines) after the administration of

100 and 65 mg levodopa, respectively.
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4 EBE

AWFZ21%, MgO BEFIZ X ¥ levodopa/carbidopa D MILAEHFIEEAME T+ 5 Z L AW 5 e L
D TORETH D, F1=, MgO EHIZ L Y levodopa DF%hix UPDRSIII & L T 6 sl
T34 2%Z &M, PPK-PD EF7 VLY PRISZ. S—F 2V RBE T, EHdED BN
T MgO DMLG ED Z ENLN D, KL TH 5228 L7z levodopa/carbidopa Bl A7l &
MgO DM AMER IR FEZERMETH L LB LS.

In vitro (235 C, MgO &K (pH 8.3-9.2), RFEFEMEE (pH 9.3-9.4), pH % MgO ¥
#iR (pH 6.5-6.9), KifKk (pHS5.8-6.8) HIZH51) 2 levodopa & U carbidopa 072 &M & ZFff
L7-. MgO BRIEE, PREEREMEHZICISU T carbidopa OFH%H & — 7 HREIZREIFAICIL L, &
HIERETIZIZE A EEA LT (Fig. 3-2B). —J7, pH Fi% MgO BR¥EHR I 35\ CIIAE %}
B — 7 HREOBD IR SN o722 £ D, carbidopa D3 fiRIZIE pH B ET 5 Z &
PA7RE S A7z Carbidopa O FHNE B — 7 HFE B L7=BIOBRH & LT, /mofifedETirize <,
pH ZENZ L HEMEIR T OREESEZE X 6ND. v MR THEAIEOEN pH %
A ZIELEAOPRIC LY, F9EEMEIEY OEMEMET L, MEFRENMETLZE WD
WERDHD 2 LvLARn D, pHT, 9, 12 DEMEIZIWT carbidopa DV D28V 13 e
AN o7 (datanot shown). Z D728, pH EENZ LV carbidopa DIEMELENET Lz
AREMEIEWNEEB BN S,

—7J7, levodopa X MgO REIK, IRIEREENETIZIBWTLETZ > 7 (Fig. 3-2A). Omotani
513 levodopa & MgO DIRAIZE Y, levodopa Wi 25 Z L 2HE LTS . £ 2T,
MgO MEIR, REEREMENRE Y b pH D@ Y VERREMENR (pH 12.5) HICI1T 5 levodopa
REMZFME L= = 5, levodopa FHXf & — 7 HAEDRA AR H47- (data not shown).
Omotani © D EERIZI T 5 pH OFMIIRHTH 523, ABFFERESR & OERIT, pH % O KR
FHZ LD ATREMEN B 2 B D.

v N T W AR RERICIV) T, levodopalcarbidopa % M #5513 MgO ffHIC

KV MBEFREMET L— T, RN G Tid MgO BFAIC X 252803380 biv/an»
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7= (Fig.3-3). ZHH DR LY, Levodopa/carbidopa & MgO DA HAEHFALAMLE TH
v, MgO L levodopa/carbidopa D/NA 4T XA TV T 4 ZLF S5 2 EAUREB I LTz,
MgO BFHIZ & Y Levodopa & carbidopa @ AUC I1ZZ 4 0.62 2, 029 fFIZIKF Lz, =
NITERRBR CEEszay bu—Li e MgO HllckiT 5 AUC Dtk & RBREDETH
STz,

AWFFEIL, B NTEIT D levodopalcarbidopa & MgO OFHAAIEMICEET 28D TOMWE T
HD. BERBRIZBWT, 2> be—/LHIZE1F 5 levodopa & carbidopa DIRMEHRE LT 2
— X TR EORE L RIEOENE ST %39, MgO lZEiT 5 carbidopa O Ifi 5 FHE 1,
ay hbo—V L L CE LK T L. Maekawa 5125 % &, MgO 300 mg Hi[al#% 4%
FIZEDVEANpH 8 ETEAT A Z ENHE SN TS %, KRBERIZKENTYH, B pH
D _F5-72 carbidopa D fiE R L, MAFEHREDIKTEZBIESEHILIZEEZEILND.

MgO PFHIZ & D levodopa @ AUC.12 1% 0.65 51T T L7z, L2xL7eA b, invitro s BROD
fR LD, pH8 DFAF T levodopa (357 722 & 28R S 4172, Carbidopa I3/ D
DDC # P59 2% Z & T, levodopa DA FTR_AZEY T ¢ ZHINS 25 7. Kaakkola 5
I% Levodopa/carbidopa Bl &#I D H &% 100:10 225 100:25 (2S5 Z & T, levodopa
DORBENAEIIINT D Z L E2R L% ZofEFR LY, carbidopa 10mg %5 Tlx, /Mg
@ DDC ITFERITHF AL TWRNI ERRB I . £, MO I X 0 {H{EEN
O carbidopa 2353 4172 2 & T, DDC OFHLFREAME T L, levodopa O MAEFIREEAME T L
Te&BEZLND. AR T, HEEFICET 5 levodopa & MgO O % L— MERIZ L 0
INAMET L2 ATREMEIZ A E CE RV, EHOEBRA 4 & levodopa O ¥ L — MERA L
B L72AF2E T, levodopa & Mg2DFEE N R IV E0HEINTND . E£72, MgO
(I OFIEEA] OKBRLT VI =0 A, KB~ T R UL, REEIAS T L, EREET Y
UL LHERLT, BN pH EFERNMO T ERRE SN TS 10 207, Mgo L
SO lEAI D levodopa M FFIREEICKT T 2 BT ZNIE ERESBRWVATREENR B Z b D.

MgO 7% levodopa DHNT K IE T 5B % Tl 272, MBMA OFEZ HUW T levodopa
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@ PPK-PD ET/VZEHEHE L7=. PPK-PD E7 /L L 0 HEE I L7z levodopa @ PK /37 A —X
1%, BERD PPK /3T A — % L[AZEDE T o 7= 107108, KAFFE TR ST ST — X 1280
C, levodopa IMAFEHRE & UPDRS I OFRRFHIHERE ORI KIFHREID O v 27 U ARG
Miz7=®, PK & PD ORORHI R ThE KRB TE 2L a0 /— F A FET L ZER
L7z bi3RUThorEERDLND. o, ERhaL "= A FPETVIVHEES N
PD /NTA=ZZHONThH, B EFAFEDETH -7 1.

T v M ARG & LB AR AR & ERRRRER O RIS =, MgO 13 levodopa /3
AFTRATEVT 4 KT S, BTEEL 35%E T I EE LZ7-9, levodopa #%5-
% 100mg & 65mg [Z3%E L T levodopa IfiLHEE & UPDRSII DT I 2L —a v &
FhE L=, 22—y a rOfEE, UPDRS I (Z%f9 % maximum response ¢ 1 JEIL 100
mg %5 T-9.8 i, 65mg 5 T-3.8 A THY, MgO fFHIZ L Y maximumresponse 73 6 s
TFaZ ERTHIs (Fig. 3-8). Schrag & OWFFETlX, Hoehn and Yahr stage 73 1 725 3
D LEHGEREIR A3 R FE 72 S84 C U, UPDRSII @ 5 8K F OGRS B/ N bETH D
EEEENTVWD M E2, PO =% Y UIRRE Z RS L LTAFSE T, UPDRSIII
NS RETIL 3 AR L72GaI, BRMICHERBEL ER L TWD 109106 20Tz,
MgO ffHIE, levodopa DEMBIFED A T/  ELZW BT S E L RN H Y, BRIKAVEZR
DBLED B H, levodopa & MgO DFMIHENERITEE THL LEZXOND.

AWFFEClE, FERERBROFE RICEESE, MgO 73 levodopa DILAEH R % 35% K T &€ 5
LIREL TR 2 b—3 g &2 i L. BRI TIEE 5T 2000 mg (1000 mg/day X 2 days)
D MgO Z 5 L72hy, FEERRIZB W TITIEAWHE T MgO WL S TWo. ZD70,
MgO D FH EARIEHIIT levodopa JEWENRE~D BN EH T 2 vEEMEN H D . F 72, MBMA T
ILIBIREE 2 72 L 72 SCEREL S IR 40 T W72 729, levodopa/benserazide AL & Al <0
levodopa/carbidopa DELA ELS B 7 2 8K 2 W BRI I 0 R T — 2 1B 5 2 &
& L72. Iwaki & DAFFEIZ X 5 &, levodopa/carbidopa Bl &7l & Hik L C, levodopa/benserazide

Bl A2 35 L7256 O levodopa MAEHIRENAEICE N7 Z ERHEIN TN D %
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L7275, MBMA |2 X 2HEEME 1T levodopa 100 mg/carbiopa 10 mg #¢5-FF 7 levodopa ™
PK-PD /N7 A —Z Z L TWRWATEEME R & 5.

AAFZEC &> T, MgO BFHIZ & ¥ levodopa/carbidopa DI HEENME T 45 2 & 2 5
M L7z, F72, MgO O 513 levodopa DHsh & FRRMNC A EITE T & & 5 Al GEMED /RIZ
S 7z. Levodopa DFZNMNMET L7ima, &5 &E - K EGEBEZHNISEL0ENH D120,
BIEHZBLY 27 OIRAEEDOEOIR T2 E L HAIREN 5. 4%, BE LG L L
TR ER 2 FE0 L, MgO PFHIZ X 5 levodopa D3Nk 5B %23+ 2 LER H 5

LEZDBND.
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(/t%
AWFFETIT “EFSBHTE - ERLEEMLH~D7E M Z B8 L 72 Model-based meta-analysis
(R 298" L L, EFMBETE - ERME RS IS5 MBMA Ol & £ DOER,

F72- MBMA %179 ECOEERIZOW Ciama B L7-.

#1ETIE, SGA x5 L L7z MBMA % i L, HIEHIOA M &K R, KO%
ALH DFERFIZOWTERL LT, 5072 A R OMEEE U727 U1, Frlliokey 3
DERFHFICB T DX Fv—27 L LTHRHTH L EEZX TN D, £z, MBMA 1T 9 B
R OFENT FEDBE VWA BRE T OEEMLZ R LI LVWI R THLAERTHL EEZT

AR

%2 T TIEL, MBMA IZB W CRERE CRNT RIEN R 2550 e eT &2 I 2 b
—Va Y AXT AICEVBEE LT, ZHIEE 1 BEORKREAEHI T TEBLIZLOTH DN,
Mr PIERNZHNL LT2E TV, E13NT F1E% Bn DA E L L72ET /LT MBMA % i

THZLET, PRI T AREEENDZ &R

%5 3 FClE, levodopa & MgO D IEMENREFHIMH AAEH % in vivo S ORI TR L7z,
ERRRBROFE R % 917 T, MBMA OF{EZHWT levodopa @ PPK-PD E7 /L AHEEEL,
MgO 73 levodopa DFNZ T T HEAL THIL72. MBMA IZESL FRIIISAMETH 5729

— & L bl USRI IR VN S O 0, BREERER & it U TR o A b CE A
Thb.

ZUJL‘

MBMA ORI 5%, T XTORIZNHZ EELE L FRRBRNA 2 & h, AT —4%%2H
WTHEIMESLZ BB EZ EEL L, HAREE WIS TH D, i, ERLBIICE

J 5 EEMRERIES, WIKBLGICHE W CHEEIRIGREL BT 5 Ecooer v 24
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RICAEHTH D LB NS, FERMOHLSMNZONT S, HIHETRLEL DI, Y
FAVERRER L0 557255 & MBMA O FiE% VW THESE L 72 PPK-PD £ 7 V& #iA
5 LT, EYBEOET NN G 2 DB EERMICTIT 22 ENAREL 25, W@
SR FR AR R C I P R OB O A EAER A it 5108 EF o T B,
MBMA Z W% Z & T, I REDETA N & ORELES D D0 Lo 72K 2
BRIZOWTS, BERNGOEMHAFNRRZE T 52 LR FRITE 2.

MBMA TIXEEXHHEGBR A AT DA X T T U R & LT, ZAk7elBT 1 -
BEYEREATHT —HEMETHIENTE LD, FTRAMANE LD FTREMED &
L. 12720, H1IETRLEL I, RBRIEICHM SNMTFIEOEW R E, 57—
B EfRIT T D5AIITR 2 0 2725 72 MBMA 72 5 TlEO /A T ABRFET D SIS EEN
VETHDH.

MBMA (37 7 —~ 2 A b U 7 ZOFIHICB N THHEERH LWFETH Y, wmsld
IR NONRBURTH 5. G RV WK & L TE, R L E 2 —IZES3< 7 — 2
BTG R 2R &AM 2 BT HER D 550, FEmINIFEREA TN LIk
MBMA OEZHRT L ENHELVRICH D EEX LS. EHRLBAFEOE G &R
ROBETAUHIN TOLIESIZIBNT, AT —2 2RI TE 5 MBMA OFREIIET £
FESTWD. BT, 40 LLEOFBHEII K L TR O KB T — & % b7 flRE72
R THM L7=5 — & ~X—2 (CODEx, https:/jp.certara.com/solutions/clinical-trial-outcome-
databases/clinical-databases-for-specific-therapeutic-areas/) & BH¥ &4, AT —XIZx4 57
72T 4 b EL TS, MBMA BT 25 b HEINT 2 Z E B RIAEND.
4%, MBMA ICBET DRI BEANC /e D Z & T, K0 EORMER A P35 PR B
OB ILTED RO RD I EEMFT 2. AMFRICE DN ZDO—liaHH 2 & &)

(ZHE D .
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Appendix
Appendix 1 Summary of design and demographics of studies in the MBMA for schizophrenia.

Author NCT Study design Duration  Analysis method Drug Daily dose (mg)  Sample size Age Baseline Year

Shen JH et al. NCT00265551 Placebo-controlled 6 week LOCF Placebo 0 77 39.6 94.7 2014
Shen JH et al. NCT00265551 Placebo-controlled 6 week LOCF Olanzapine 15 77 40.1 94.5 2014
Haas M et al. - Placebo-controlled 6 week LOCF Placebo 0 54 15.5 93.2 2009
Haas M et al. - Placebo-controlled 6 week LOCF Risperidone 2.8 55 15.7 95.4 2009
Haas M et al. - Placebo-controlled 6 week LOCF Risperidone 5.6 50 15.7 93.0 2009
Potkin SG et al. - Placebo-controlled 2 week oC Placebo 0 71 36.1 94.3 2006
Potkin SG et al. - Placebo-controlled 2 week oC Risperidone 43 152 34.7 95.0 2006
Potkin SG et al. - Placebo-controlled 2 week oC Quetiapine 523.8 156 342 973 2006
Downing AM et al. NCT01086748 Placebo-controlled 6 week MMRM Placebo 0 295 39.8 84.3 2014
Downing AM et al. NCT01086748 Placebo-controlled 6 week MMRM Risperidone 4 142 40.3 84.0 2014
Schmidt ME et al. - Placebo-controlled 6 week MMRM Placebo 0 101 38.0 90.2 2012
Schmidt ME et al. - Placebo-controlled 6 week MMRM Olanzapine 15 93 38.6 91.0 2012
Cutler AJ et al. - Placebo-controlled 6 week LOCF Placebo 0 117 42.5 90.8 2010
Cutler AJ et al. - Placebo-controlled 6 week LOCF Quetiapine 400 114 42.1 91.1 2010
Cutler AJ et al. - Placebo-controlled 6 week LOCF Quetiapine 600 105 41.2 93.1 2010
Kane JM et al. NCT01393613 Placebo-controlled 6 week MMRM Placebo 0 184 39.3 94.7 2014
Kane JM et al. NCT01393613 Placebo-controlled 6 week MMRM Brexpiprazole 2 186 36.9 96.3 2014
Kane JM et al. NCT01393613 Placebo-controlled 6 week MMRM Brexpiprazole 4 184 38.6 95.0 2014
Copolov DL et al. - Active-controlled 6 week LOCF Quetiapine 496 221 37.0 97.5 2000
Singh J et al. NCT00518323 Placebo-controlled 6 week LOCF Placebo 0 51 15.7 90.6 2011
Singh J et al. NCT00518323 Placebo-controlled 6 week LOCF Paliperidone 10.3 48 15.5 91.5 2011
Lin CH et al. NCT02704962 Active-controlled 6 week LOCF Olanzapine 10 44 39.1 94.9 2017
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Appendix 2 Summary of design and demographics of studies in the MBMA for levodopa.

Author Patients (n) Baseline UPDRS III  Hoehn and Yahr stage Disease duration (year)  Age (year) Male (%)
Adamiak U et al. 10 31 2.0 11.6 59.4 1.0
Adamiak U et al. 4 48 3.0 16.5 71.3 0.50
Devos D et al. 19 36 22 10.0 62.0 0.79
Lyytinen J et al. 13 31 2.5 5.50 65.3 0.54
Yamamoto M etal. 12 35 2.8 9.10 65.3 0.50
Ruottinen H et al. 12 60 29 17.0 65.0 0.67
Ruottinen H et al. 23 57 2.7 14.0 61.3 0.50
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