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Impact of Proton Pump Inhibitor Involving Drug Interaction on Intra-Patient Variability of

Tacrolimus Trough Concentration to Dose Ratios in Thai Kidney Transplant Recipients

Almas Nuchjumroon, Somratai Vadcharavivad

Department of Pharmacy Practice, Faculty of Pharmaceutical Sciences, Chulalongkorn University

Abstract

Objective: To compare intra- patient variability of tacrolimus trough concentration to dose ratios (IPV% of
C,/dose) during 6-12 months after kidney transplantation (KT) between patients whose PPI therapy was changed and
those with either did not receive PPI or received the same PPI regimen during the follow-up period. Methods: The study
retrospectively collected the data of Thai patients who had their KT at King Chulalongkorn Memorial Hospital from
January 2011 to June 2017 and received tacrolimus in immunosuppressive drugs regimen. The researchers calculated
IPV% of Cy/dose of individual patients from routine therapeutic drug monitoring data at month 6, 9, and 12 after KT.
Results: Of 201 stable KT patients, median (IQR) IPV% of Cy/dose during 6-12 months after KT was 12.19 (7.61-
18.45). Thirty-two patients (15.92%) whose PPI therapy was changed had significantly higher IPV% of Cy/dose than
those did not receive PPI or receive same PPI regimen during 6- 12 month post-KT (15.96 (10.89-20.82) and 11.16
(7.41-17.88), respectively; P = 0.005). Conclusion: During 6 to 12 months post KT, IPV% of tacrolimus C,/dose was
significantly higher among patients whose PPI therapy was changed comparing with those who did not receive PPI or
had been receiving same PPl regimen for the entire study period. Tacrolimus blood concentration monitoring and
appropriate dosage adjustment should be provided to patients after alteration of PPI therapy.

Keywords: intra-patient variability, kidney transplantation, pharmacokinetics, proton pump inhibitor, tacrolimus
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Flulnadin iaud 6 (n3w/aa.)? 12.56+1.59 13.01£1.90 0.210
Slalnain aud 9 (nSw/aa.)° 12.4241.78 13.3241.77 0.009"
Salnain Waud 12 (n3w/aa.)° 12.95+2.01 13.44+1.76 0.160"
aaydu \oud 6 (N3w/ma.)? 4.20 (4.00-4.50) (n=29) 4.40 (4.10-4.60) (n=123) 0.1052
aaydu \oudl 9 (nSu/aa.)? 4.20 (4.08-4.42) (n=26) 4.40 (4.20-4.70) (n=111) 0.0412
Jafin Woudl 12 (nsw/ma.)? 4.40 (3.98-4.60) (n=24) 4.40 (4.20-4.60) (n=107) 0.4732

1: Student t-test 2: Mann-Whitney U test 3: 'Fi’lmatlimmﬁmmum@lig’m 4: N”ﬁslg’m (ﬁﬁﬂmﬂ%ﬁ)
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a151971 3. Tayamaldsuengy PP luzag 6-12 (iiau nasugndiela
M3 AsUeN PPI ;fﬁmnﬂﬁmuﬂmm Qévl,aiﬁmnﬂﬁml,mmm
PPI (n=32) PPI (n=169)
THALAZIUNALING PP 7lé5u, an (n=55)
Omeprazole 20-40 4N./2% 27 21
Pantoprazole 20 NN 0 2
Esomeprazole 40 N./A% 2 0
Omeprazole 20-40 N/ + Pantoprazole 20 UN./A% 1 0
Omeprazole 20-40 4N./2% + Rabeprazole 20 4N./% 2 0
iwzl,amﬁvléﬁ'umimlumju PPI, A%
laildsuiae - 146
V199291 U3eRI9 6-12 Lian 32 -
A80A 6-12 LADW - 23

Lﬁauﬂé’aﬂgndmvlm Winnusasas 22.62 (17.38-30.08)
Tasd1uiauunan Cydose 7-8 @N (VD83 W) wazld
Co/dose lut14 3-6 1iauusn nasdgndslaniiiulu
MIFWIH IPV% @28 (19)

81 PPI Qmﬂﬁlﬂuuﬂmi@maﬂsﬁﬁ cytochrome
P450 & CYP2C19 uaz CYP3A4 (21, 22) Taudiaiduans
AIRULAZEUSIN I8 P-glycoprotein (23) tilals
SUNUNITINARDLNFTINUAEASVEILN tacrolimus b6
Tae Takahashi uazAme (18) TIBMUNTHANHTANL
C,/dose 1898 tacrolimus 1wl 19-21 waddgninla

X Aa A & B A9 o A
lugihondaauiidngsiulugenlEen omeprazole Liio

W3R URUT97LE ranitidine wia rabeprazole lagil
N Cy/dose LN 1.75, 0.75 ez 1.00 /U868 Un./
1% ANNRIAY UasITEINWITWURNANTZNUDDIOUAT
ﬁ%mﬂfmﬁﬂaﬂu@:ﬂa gNSn1TuEAIa0NTBIDN
CYP2C19, CYP3A5 waz ABCBT a@ad (24, 25)
Lﬁaomnwu CYP2C19 genetic polymorphism Tua7
Asian léu1nni1117 Caucasian (26, 27) 17 Asian 34
o9l lamaanifnaziinsuasiss13ewing tacrolimus
iy PPl g9nin ﬁﬁmm’jwnvl‘ﬂﬂﬁmmﬁw“qﬁ‘mgm
2848% CYP2C19 THa poor metabolizer Uszanmuiasas
9.2 (28)

A13199 4. PUABIUAZIZTAVEN tacrolimus luLﬁa@maGQﬂ’; EH]Q']LL%ﬂ@]’]llﬂ']iL‘]JgEI%LLﬂﬂdﬂ’]iVLﬁ{‘]JEI'mﬁj&l PPI

ioya’ ;‘Tﬂaﬂﬂ%%u@ Qdﬁmsmﬁ'ymmm Qﬁ”laiﬁmsmﬁ'mu p2
(n=201) 81 PPl (n=32) uladen PPI (n=169)
YUNALGB I (NN./IW) 4.67 (3.00-6.33) 4.42 (3.04-6.12) 4.67 (3.00-6.42) 0.523
C, LAY (WN/N8.) 6.50 (5.75-7.27) 6.53 (6.00-7.72) 6.50 (5.70-7.20)  0.205
Cy/dose Lady (Wn./ua. da un./3u) 1.41 (0.99-2.14) 1.50 (1.14-2.13) 1.40 (0.97-2.14) 0.382
S.D. U89 C, (WN./UA.) 1.14 (0.77-1.80) 1.81 (0.91-2.30) 1.06 (0.76-1.62) 0.004
S.D. 289 Cy/dose (WN./UA. fa UN./IU)  0.22 (0.13-0.42) 0.35 (0.21-0.58) 0.20 (0.12-041)  0.002
IPV% 284 C, (Sat/az) 13.33 (8.39-19.20)  17.31 (11.22-23.09)  12.50 (7.98-18.38)  0.009
IPV% 284 Cy/dose (3atiaz) 12.19 (7.61-18.45)  15.96 (10.89-20.82)  11.16 (7.41-17.88)  0.005

1: Co, ANULTNTUANGAVDIEN tacrolimus luiiaanaunlienlait; Cydose, AU TUEIATBIEN tacrolimus luiRaa
dauldendiaithdavmanfladsuluinnaunth; 1PV, Sasazvasdanuiuudsnmaluyana daaluande dsogm
GERGRRINE),

2: Mann-Whitney U test L3ouifinuszningidniafouudasuas lddnmsiwfouudasm ppI
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prlungy PPI LL@ia$°ﬁﬁ@QﬂLﬂ§'UMLLﬂa\‘lI@U
awloaidng 9 wandr9nuly nd1adia omeprazole gn
wasuudaslagiawlasd cyp2cto ilunan wazgn
wWasuulaslas cyP3as ludSunmfitasnings
Uszunos 10 470 luinuadt@oan% pantoprazole an
wWagnulaslagianlod CYP2C19 snnin CYP3A4
&% lansoprazole azgmﬂﬁﬂuuﬂaﬂm CYP2C19 az
cyp3a4 ludSurmilndifnanin ue rabeprazole an
wWasnudaslaslaldiawladidunan wazgn
wWasnudaslasiowlas’ cYP2C19 uaz cYP3A4 1ilu
U8 (21, 22) INNANVLANAIIVBINTZLIWAIT
Wasnulssstrsduenagonalwon PPl udazofiiadl
lonmalinduasn3eIny tacrolimus laLANATINY
aginslsAannluns@nillailasouiiounavasen
PPl u6iazaiha ¢ia IPV U84 Cy/dose Uadu tacrolimus
Lﬁﬂd%ﬁﬂ@ﬂ’sﬂdaulwryfl,umiﬁnmf:vlﬁ{u T
omeprazole

Tugil ﬂﬂ@ﬂmﬂmw:mﬁ (>6 1@an) nndn
WHudasltorann1smasnsasiunue tacrolimus 819
Aarswndenldolungn PPl lasuuziinn
rabeprazole tJuaLRanwIN Lﬁaamﬂgmﬂﬁﬂuuﬂad
Taiaw el CYP3A4 374NU tacrolimus ﬁamﬁqmﬁa
Winuifisuiuenan 9 lundu PPI (22) adnalsfiany
AITAAAINTLAVYN tacrolimus wazUsuvuw1Ias A
mm:awLﬁagﬂaﬂﬁmsmﬁﬁmmmmi"lﬁ%‘umﬂa;wf:

ANHhuIN8d IPV AN18HI n1HULYIV 09
32aUe1 tacrolimus lutRaanoluyaaaidalugas
sepzamitadalidmadouudsswiesn asan
lusuadiind judddaedgndielalaldiven
tacrolimus luamafinsfiaaoan1ssnms nsdaany IPV
98932AU8N tacrolimus 3981ABNNTLABLALYRIALT
(Co/dose) (13) atnilafianugidnaulac IPV% 283 C,
Fougasfisanuinulsasmslasuen (exposure) 189
et Taglumsdnmiiwuing IPVes 2as C, fen
9091 IPV% 183 Cy/dose ﬂgaflumwsammzsl,usjﬂamwi
aznguLay MiRenatfiiasunanmsfiaanuszauiuas
USuamwIaen tacrolimus I@Uﬁu@uagjﬂamﬁai:ﬁumag
UBNTI AU NI RN

A3AnEN lwadaI189 %30 IPV 289 Cy/dose

2898 tacrolimus 14529 6-12 Lﬁau%ﬁi‘iﬂgﬂmﬂm 3
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WanIznudanaansnansnslugiodgndiele
lan Whalen uazamniz (10) dnsluduandiela 432 au
Tuszinasnaauaud lasldenaisagu IPV% Sauviiy
Joauaz 15 1uﬂ15LLﬂan§juQﬂmaamﬂumjm IPV g9 uaz
PV s wuingihoddl 1PV gefumliiufianisufiasla
luﬁaaﬂLL‘;ﬂ‘ﬂadmsﬂgﬂmﬂ"l,@]mnﬂhmjuﬁ PV ¢n
(fou8z 18.4 LAz 8.6 AMNR1AL; P=0.006) LaZN1T
Ufjiaslanasan 11 (Fouaz 11.1 uay 4.8 awdau;
P=0.035) 15189 1 UWROANRBIALTIEITUNANTAN BNV D
Shuker uazaniz (11) ludlandiola 808 auluilszine
wisasuaud laglddraisagin IPV% FovinnuYouss
16.2 luﬂ’]iLLﬂdﬂéj&lgﬂ’JﬂaaﬂLﬂuﬂ@:N IPV g9 uaz IPV
1 HanSANEINL Lﬁamuqmﬂaﬁ’ﬂﬁmﬁa a1 IPV%
ﬁga (INNIRIernAUToua: 16.2) ANANNLEDS
lunsiianasnisavvasnisinenlad taun n1s
gmuLﬁﬁai‘m:ﬁﬂQndm msdfiarla milFensasle
wasmTiuduuas serum creatinine 1% 2 1Y o898
wudan (HR=1.42, P=0.019) msénwasafiwuing
Hilwszanm 1 T 3 61 IPV% wnninnseirinniy
Jawaz 16.2 ihodawaz 36.8 dldn IPV% anniniasay
15 UazA1TH3 U IPV% maamjuﬁﬁmnﬂﬁlﬂuuﬂm
PPI .YinNuUYasaz 15.96 gan’hmjuﬁ"l,&iﬁmimﬁﬂmmm
PPI Sauaz 11.16 agidnudan ;‘Jl”ﬂwsl,unﬁjwfrﬁaawﬁ
AL ELINAzIAANaNENINTINE A N6 Aiusne
mIaserindonansznuvesmsasuudasmslesusn
Iuﬂaju PPI Lﬁiaa@mu@:ﬂuﬂashammzamiavlﬂ
mMsfnnitdTasinaunedszns Usznoudan
1y msfnwidunsansidsdanauuuseunasenad
238N 1ue19INaNTENUABLN FTIARANEATID I8N
tacrolimus ﬁmuquvl&ivl,éf VB NITLTNRIaNAaN Wl
La%ummsﬁ;gﬂ'sﬂvl,ﬁ%’umnuaﬂiiawmma a1
e anwldinfielunisliianaungens 9 vas
;\TL“LT’]i"mmiﬁnm mswasnutasasszaudlulnain
wazszaudayfiuluifea 2) mydnsiililddaaia
HAANENIIARAN 1% nazUiasla nsiinaanislyl
WIUTTRIANGT BATINNTIONTAIAVDI LA LAZBATIANT
sa@%%maagﬁl’ﬂﬁﬂmﬂm g lsfianunInifvananan
%W%Wammmzﬁuﬂﬂul,ﬁama:ﬂ%’umm@miﬁagj
lugrathwung ¥ild C, V84 tacrolimus “Ilad"/i‘] 2 ﬂ’e}:&l

lduandranu 3918wz wuaINLaNGIIaE198



T ageinaansmadinld waz 3) madnnluads
i{LLﬂaﬂaquﬂ'sUI@ﬁﬁmstmLawwz‘*ﬁ'ml,amﬁvl@i”{um
PPl laslildiofiauazauiasi PPl unRasansu
el YfﬂﬁLﬁa\‘i&l’]ﬁnﬂE&l‘ﬁﬁ‘huﬂ’]iﬁﬂﬁ’]ﬁﬁul%@ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬂ
LlaW1z8n omeprazole SLRe9EIwtas N lasUsTRA DN
LLa:mummﬁﬁnﬁiwmsﬁﬂmﬁ%ﬁudaul%zgl,ﬂu

PYUALNAIN

aylnauaziatanaune
;&”ﬂaU'ﬁ'ﬁmnﬂﬁlﬂmmaamﬂﬁ%ﬂmhmaju
PPI § IPV% 284 Cy/dose U898 tacrolimus L4%29 6-
12 \iounaidgndn u"[mgon’h;jﬂ’mﬁvlajﬁmi
Lﬂ?}lﬂuuﬂmmﬁ"l,@ﬁ'mnlumju PPI 8t 9l damNIg
8@ @T\‘qu%’]ﬂﬁﬂ’]ﬂéw%%a%QWﬂWilfﬁﬂiuﬂéuﬁﬂjiﬁ
NIRaaNTzAULLaZUIUIUIALN tacrolimus IuQﬂas

LRSI DL RNIZRY

naanssndsend

va

gpﬁ’wu amauws:qm@mﬁia ylasin1siae
am1913Y wwnedlszdntiu tnarnIdszdnthn wenua
waztInINNralyale Iiawmmaﬁ;wmumfﬁnﬂvim
dl v 1 A a o dq/ o = 1 v Y =
w"l@“lmmmmﬂmaawmma}ﬂuml,'sa]@mavlﬂvl@mm
mﬁ%ﬁ'ﬂﬁvl,éﬁ'umiaﬁuay}mnumn “N1 90 g ‘ﬂq‘W’]mﬂ‘iﬂi
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