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Investigation on the Mechanism of Transmembrane Transport of Mycophenolate Mofetil and Its Active Me-

tabolite Mycophenolic Acid

YU Zi-cheng', TIAN Wei-wei', MA Ming-hua', LIU Xia', CHEN Hong-jun', CHEN Hong-zhuan® (1. Institute of

Clinical Pharmacy and Pharmacology, Yangpu Hospital, Tongji University School of Medicine, Shanghai 200090, China;
2. Department of Pharmacology, Shanghai Jiaotong University School of Medicine, Shanghai 200025, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To investigate the mechanism of transmembrane transport of mycophenolate mofetil ( MMF) and its
active metabolite mycophenolic acid (MPA). METHODS Caco-2 cell monolayer model was developed for MMF and MPA
transport experiment, and the LC-MS/MS method was used for the determination of MMF and MPA concentration in transport me-

dium. The apparent permeability coefficient (P, ) and efflux ratio (P, ) were calculated and used for the evaluation of the a-

app ratio
bility of drug transport and drug efflux across Caco-2 cell monolayer. RESULTS The P, of MPA in two-way transport experi-
ap.a) At 10,50 and 100 pwmol + L™" were(9.70 £0.40) x 10° cm « s~ '[ (13.52 £0.28) x10°cm -
$'7,(9.35+0.62) x10%cm - s '[(11.38 £0.59) x10%cm + s '],(8.69 +0.69) x10%m - s '[ (10.53 =0.64) x

were 1.39, 1.22 and 1. 22, respectively. P

ment (P, ., and P

10°cm « 7' ], respectively. P, o Of MPA was reduced by verapamil, a well-

known P-glycoprotein inhibitor. MMF was mostly hydrolyzed to MPA during the transport process across the Caco-2 cell monolay-
er. The amount of MPA transported increased with time, but the amount of MMF transported changed not significantly over time
and no significant effect of verapamil was observed. CONCLUSION The transmembrane transport of MPA is affected by active
transport efflux mediated by transporter with P-gp involved. No effect of P-gp is found in MMF transmembrane transport, which is
passive transport.
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fi# ( mycophenolic acid, MPA) % ¥ H: 5 2 31 il 1F
o MMF [z 45 25 5 Hod M7= ) MPA 24 3 2= 7
SR AR ] B AR A A S v R —
B Hy MPA-AUC 25 5 0 5 3k A5 L 175, MPA
HEE G ABF AL RIERIR LE B8
N, MPA 2 3y 22 48 S5 45 3 UK [ 19 16 IR 45
ST i MMF i MPA (1) 5 I8 55 58 WL, 3F
fr P-BE 3 H ( P-glycoprotein, P-gp) fE — 3 if 16
Wi iz AR, 6 T 2 — 20 Wi 5 25 ) R IR A s
AR YA EAE R, A R A A 25 ) 4R LR
ARG . ARSI BB T MMF R MPA 5 i 5% i
MU, B0 0T 5% 45 R A7 R

1 XS54
L1 L&

Agilent 1200 F 5SRO (435 22558, 045 Quat
Pump G1311A PUJGHE .G1329A HEhitREEs .G1314B
AI AR K 2R ARG 2 L G1322A 7E £k B %5 i <AL
GI316A M IRA (ZHEMR B4 A F], USA) ; Agilent
6410 Triple Quad LC/MS, Agilent Mass Hunter Work-
station B (L FES B4 2N 7], USA) . Centrifuge
5804 R AU 7R 55 3 B .0 HL ( Eppendorf 3 #] , Germa-
ny) , Varioskan Flash 4= K £ 3 G852 504 ( Thermo
Scientific /v F) ) , NUAIRE 4= ¥ % 45 (Class T ) (
NUAIRE 2 7], USA) K& H il CO, 153748 ( Ther-
mo Electron /A ], USA) , 2% Y618 & & 7385 (OLYM-
PUS IX70) (OLYMPUS 7 7, Japan), Millicell ® -
ERS 4fi Jf B3 £ 4% ( Millipore 73 ®], USA), STX -
100M . #% ( World Precision Instruments /A &) , Saraso-
ta, FL) , Bio-Rad 680 %Ififf #15{¥ ( Bio-Rad, Hercules
N, CA, USA) , Milli-Q #5 4li 7K £ 45 ( Millipore 2\
"] ,USA),

L2 & KA 5K

MMF % B8 5 (46 99. 0% L, 4t 5 : CC00020011 ,
Roche Diagnostics GmbH, Mannheim, Germany ) ;
MPA % B& 5 (4l 99. 8% , it 5: 1150383, Roche
Bioscience, Palo Alto, CA) ; PN 45 15| Wt 36 32 X B8 5
(IND, 2l J& 99.2% , it*5 :115K0689, Sigma-Aldrich
JNFT, USA) s S Rk 6 B (VER, S5 99. 1% |
b5 : 100223200102, v [5 245 i A= il ot A6 5 )
Caco-2 M ( 1 40 1% ) 5 e 25 19 iig-EDTA ( Gibeo
JNE]LUSA) s i i 26 22 whof ( PBS,0.01 mol » L~
pH 7.25) (Gibco 237, USA) ;&4 1fiL 77 ( FBS, Gibeo
/A, Invitrogen , USA) ;10 000 u - mL ™' -4 55 2 W

HE 224K 2014 4R 2 H 55 49 54 4 1)

PLCHAEMBE A HOR AR 5 R0 7 LR ( Gibeo
/], Invitrogen , USA ) ; Dulbecco’s Modified Fagle’s
Medium 5353 ( DMEM/HIGH , SH30022. 01B) ( Hy-
Clone 2N H], USA) ;50 cm” 4 g 1% 55 ( Corning Cost-
ar /v, USA) ;24 FLAR M%7 4% ( Corning Costar 2y
7], USA); Millicell 2 £ = 40 Mg 1% 35 /N =
(PIRPI2R48,1.0 um, Millipore /A7, USA) . [
g Al oGR8 o s b4t

2 XWHIE
2.1 IR H
2.1.1 Hank's “PAFEA W (HBSS) FiL] K525 PR L
CaCl, 140 mg KCl 400 mg KH,PO, 60 mg MgCl, -6H,
0 100 mg NaCl 8 g . MgSO, - 7H,0 100 mg,NaHCO,
350 mg, Na, HPO, 48 mg. D-glucose 4.5 g, HEPES
5.95 g JER Ltk IR B2 1 000 mL, 1 mol -
L™" NaOH & pH % 7. 4,45 0.22 wm f4FLUE 214 0E
BREA, 2035 BT 4 COKFEI A7 .
2.1.2 MMF MPA K VER T/EWRECH] 52 FREL
MMF %} &5 8. 67 mg F1 MPA Xf H& 5 6. 41 mg 43 %1
T2 mL i H IG5 DMSO % i f5 FH HBSS i i
B 2B, B2 5T, RIS M 248 10 mmol - L' Y
MMF Fl MPA V7239 , % I E 45 W 43 931 ] HBSS i
T BE R BE 1R 10 .50 2 100 pmol - L™ B TAEWK
(DMSO (AFRLL < 1% ) 5 M. 53 4b, Ki % R VER
X HE AL 11,36 mg T 5 mL i HiG & DMSO % i
J5 1 HBSS W6 B 2 20 B2, 42 5], RIS Wk B2 Y 5
mmol + L™ ) VER I 4570, #5 I IF 45 V8 HBSS ¥
Wi B B Ry 25 umol + L7 8 TAE W ( DMSO A1
H<1% )45 H.
2.1.3 & VER fy MMF MPA TA/ERBCH KK
I MMF MPA Xif B8 5 4% 8“2 1. 27 3R 7 v 454,
I VER TAEW (& VER 25 wmol - L") #:A{ HBSS
VL] MMFE J MPA V& 454 10 50 F1100 pmol -
L™ TAEW 45 o
2.2 Caco-2 ?Bﬂﬁi}%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ’ﬂ%i[gj

¥ Caco-2 ANAEEEFN T 50 em® 4 1% 559 ( cor-
ning) H1, 15 FR W DMEM 15 5% 5k (% FBS ¥ JE R
10% , 45 2 WP HE R 100 U - mL™' LA
IR IE R 1% ) , & T 37 C 5% CO, KR FAH 1
Fto AMPLEEFN 24 h J5 EHEE IR, VUG B R,
254 ~5 d MR-G5 90% Je X, H14: 37 °C Tk
AITH AL TR (0. 25% i85 E ) 7E 2 i M IHAE 1 ~3
min, (AR A 123, BOGECAE K40 00, H R

- 323 -

Chin Pharm J,2014 February,Vol. 49 No. 4



P S A B B, 3 31 Millicell /N2 P (4
MAERN A 1 x 10° 4> - mL™") FEA4/INE P4 i
B 0.2 mL, Millicell /N2 #) 24 £, Corning 4 ffl 3%
FEMRERALINEE TR 1. 25 mL; 55— FABR KA, Z )5
WA B R4 1200 5 d e FH A0 B F A SO o B 1
S 48 Mo H B ( transepithelial electrical resistance,
TEER), AJ5 & 3 d I 1 R (— M2y 21 d FLA#l
) .
2.3 HytiE s
2.3.1 MMF MPA 7£ Caco-2 4 i 22 % XU ] #4 iz

2 AL Caco-2 4 g B Z ALY (1) Millicell 2 g
K/ E 3 LB SR n HBSS i F 37 °C 5%
CO, K =4 W L7 20 min, 48 J5 F HBSS & i A1
MUE3 o B, T A—B L E 8, A
A MMF & MPA T /E¥# 0.2 mL, B 3 A %5 H
HBSS ¥ 1.25 mL, ®F 37 °C 5% CO, ;546
ReFe 43T 30,60 .90 120 F1 180 min 7£ B 3t
HIRRE 100 wL, & Y BURE J5 %0 Jin 45 & 25 11 HBSS
W, SEE R R e S8 JE N o TEER {88 5, i
1T B—A i i ia 5050, A i A %5 11 HBSS i 0. 2
mL, B b il A MMF 5% MPA T {EW 1.25 mL, &
T 37 C 5% COEFF 557, 4351 T 30 .60,
90,120 1 180 min 7£ A 3 ft U EE 100 L, 4 1%
HURE J5 #0255 25 19 HBSS Wi, 52 3 37 # v J2 52
55 J5 M E TEER {H. ¥% 42 5256 FF & b MMF Al
MPA ¢ J& F LC-MS/MS Jy kil 2
2.3.2 VER %t MMF MPA X [m#5i2 154m]  # e
HEAL Caco-2 21 iy FRZ ALY Millicell £ % 77/ NE
FEAIEFREL, N HBSS #i T 37 °C 5% CO, 35374/ N
4 20 min, #R J5 ] HBSS ¥ 5 Ao vk 3 vk, T4
VER TAEW A A it fl B e, BT 37 °C,5% CO,
FEFRAANEESE 20 min, 7k, BG, 34T A—B ithi%
B, A Wi A MMF 5 MPA T 4E# (% VER)
0.2 mL,B it A VER TAEW# 1. 25 mL, & F 37 C,
5% CO, B F 4 N EE T2, 4051 F 30 .60 .90 120 #1180
min /£ B 3 FFICRE 100 WL, & UCBURE S5 AN 45
VER TAEW, S50 ) #2 v B 5256 J5 I % TEER {5
SR, AT B—A b is 5050, A i in A VER T4k
7% 0.2 mL,B i A MMF 5 MPA TAEW (& VER)
1.25 mL, & F 37 C,5% CO, B2 N B 3%, 0 0l F
30,60 .90 120 A1 180 min 7£ A b h HURE 100 pl, 45
UCBURE S5 M &5 VER T AR, Scybid i b K 52
JE W TEER {H ; 7% 12 5246 FF 5 o MMF F1 MPA ¥
J HI LC-MS/MS JrikiE"
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T E R L P, FAMEAR P, o3 0] 4% B 5
(1) i (2) gt

P, =(dQ/dr) (A xc,) (1)

Horp, P, OB 25 e 5w RE T R RIS, dQ Dy de
WFIH] P9 A 25 W B iz i, A g R A (LS 5 b o
0.33 em®) , ¢ A HEL W f MMF 5 MPA {14 4 ¢
o P, SR FEES /B E] (em - 57

P = Pﬂpp,ha/Papp,ah<2)

Forpr, P[RR ZGWe SMRRE 1 2RI TR I R] LA
T A0 HEVE 51 A 25 9 10 i i Wi o s ) R
Py T ISR 2 KL, Py, 0, 9 WM LSE 25

#2822 5 R E R ¢ Kl

4 & R
4.1 MPA 7 Caco-2 % i 3 2 oy W 1] 4 32 52 3

MPA ¥£ 10,50 #1100 pwmol - L'k AT s
SCH  MPA ZE 5 Caco-2 ZHHE R Z M A 5] B 4%
iz P, ALK 1, NE T Al DUE
P FE 90 min 2Z Hij [ I [R] A5 5 MR B2 14 hn, 1 Js
HERAZ N

37 180 min B, MPA ¢35 Caco-2 4 Jitd B4 )2 M
A e B %z P, . AN B lm) A fil§%iz P, .
BEA EE AL ILIE 2, B 2 el LUE Y, P, 0 BER
JESE I R RRA T P, . BE R NP B 2,
1E 3 NAN[AEE MPA DA B il [a] A {1)%% iz 347 B 3 PR
TA ME B MFz iz, W 1, 16 VER fE7EMg L
T, MPA DA A i) B 8 W S 3 B A B S 3 A
TN B A [a] A AW B 4 6 2 3 v AR e B s B S
D HE R B B B AN B d, 5% 42 180 min B, MPA
ZE1L Caco-2 4 A B0 22 % W2 SO 4 0 2 UL 325 5 5K
P BUEEBLILIE 3, #E VER FEZEAS LT A AR
P A SRR, LR 1,

94
2 —— 10 pmol.L"!
é’ 6 —#— 50 pmol.L"

—*— 100 umol.L"

T T T T 1
0 30 60 90 120 180
1/ min

BE1 MPA#y P, A EME. n=3x%s
Fig.1 Time-dependent change of MPA P, . n=3 x%s
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4.2 MMF 7£ Caco-2 %1 jfl % 2 6 W 1] 432 5L 3
4.2.1 MMF MPA Z§57 Caco-2 40 B2 i 1Y
R AR MMF Jin A 2] Caco-2 2 Jifl B2 B
A DEE B At 47 5% 12 S g I, e B A 3 X6
(B sl A ) B2iscb i 4k & 9 £ 2= MPA A
s MMF, IV 25 4278 MMF 7E %5 3 Caco-2 21 il 51)7
s AR KER A K i MPA . MMF 1 MPA 2§
it Caco-2 4 i B J22 5 i Y 1 Bl IS ) 2540 DL 1T 4, F
K 4 tpaf DIE 78 MMF XU e 5 iz i b, 55 5|
XA St MPAL (1) 3t i 2 3 B (1] 228 4K TS DT 44
T, T Az 20 0 2 ik i MMF g 8 i B[] 16 B
AR,

4.2.2 #3E 505 180 min J§ MMF  MPA 7E fit i 1
o b 2SS 78 MMF i A fill 7] B 5% 12 58
IS, 75 MMF /9 3 A4~ 6] i & (10, 50 1 100
pmol - L_l) S B SL G 180 min J5 A iyt MMF
W B RO i Y 8 A% A AT W AE R Bl [n]
A %% B SEYR I, % iz 5255 180 min 5 B il Akt
MMF 5 A o i 0 L B3 7E 30 5424
125255 180 min fi5 MMF f£7E T At )2 Bt 1) 7E
VER #AEIG 00 F G i 22 5, A th 5 B i MMF
1Y LB IR IO B 25 5 (P >0.05) , L3R 2,

TE MMF % iz 5280 o # vh & 30, MPA RN UAE7E
T, B AR A e . 78 VER eSO
T, MPA fy A il ) B 5% iz w580, i e B ) A
% iz s />, 75 MMF B A il (] B Il 5% iz 52 5

%&1 VERX MPAP, W% .n=3x+s

app

Tab.1 P, ., (x10%) and P,

pp,ab a

B, %32 5055 180 min J5 A jibrh MPA 2 & T B
R, 78 MMF IR EE (10 pmol + L71) i, A o
MPA 5 B jih i L BiIE F 30 £%, VER 7A7E 15 0
~ B il MPA B B A, o ] R
FE(P <0.05), Mi7E @k E (50 #1100 wmol -
L") B, A fthrf MPA 55 B sl H 5 T 20 4%,
VER fE7EIE LT B 42 050t oh MPA 2 34 Jin AS B
5, M HBIIR TG W B A8 (P > 0.05) 5 78 MMF iy B
g A DU iz SEE T, 5532 SC 5 180 min J5 B i
MPA 576 A WG 222 5, e VER 17761
#UF Byt MPA 3545 BB 0, B i rf MPA 23
B G F A dth o (P <0.05) At 5 B i MPA
B TR, AR EZES (P <0.01) , L3 3,
5 it i

ARSI AT MMF J G HAC ) MPA 25

[} P app,ab, 180 min

mP

app.ba. 180 min

P, x10%m-s"

P
o w o ©

10 50

MPA concentration/pmol L™
B2 MPA#azMKERME. n=5xzs
Fig.2  Concentration-dependent change of MPA transported

through Caco-2 cell monolayer. n =5,x £

oo e ( X 10%) of MPA without and with VER. n=3,% 5

c MPA MPA + VER
/umol + L1 Poppat/cm = s -1 Popp, p/cm * s -1 P i Popp,at/cm = s -1 Popp, b/em + s -1 P a0
10 9.70 +0. 40 13.52 +0.28 1.39 11.79 £1.96 8.82 +0.36 0.76"
50 9.35 +0.62 11.38 +0. 59 1.22 10. 71 0. 47 8.18 +0.27 0.77Y
100 8.69 0. 69 10. 53 +0. 64 1.22 11.38 +0.25 9.68 +0. 63 0.85")
5 MPA 41142, P <0.01
Note:vs MPA, P <0. 01 very significant difference
20 = MPA 20 EMPA
m MPA+VER ® MPA+VER
% 15 % 15
: :
g 10 S 10
R ><f
s oF 5
0 0
10 50 100 50 100
MPA concentration/ jtmol-L"! MPA concentration/ jtmol-L"!
3 VER 3t MPA J i # 32 tly % o)
Fig. 3 Influence of VER on MPA transport through Caco-2 cell monolayer
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4 4

b OMMF 2 3 OMMF ] 5 OMMF -1
2 ; ) ;

£ EMPA 10 pmol.L- & g EMPA 50 pmol.L gé) 3 EMPA 100 p mol.L
8- 3 & 2~

ol 2= g4 2

g3 g2 g3

z52 £5 £E

EE! £3 £31

=} = =}

g g £
< 1 < < 0

30 60 90 120 180
1/ min 1/ min / min

g 16] omwF , 167 OMMF , - 1 omwr ]

< EMPA 10 pmol.L- b1 EMPA 50 pmol.L- 51 EMPA 100 p mol.L-
S 12 £ E 12

e gn £n

g2 g g8

53 4 b | =9

] g3 3<4

g g g

“o 30 60 90 120 180 z <0

30 60 90 120 180 30 60 90 120 180
1/ min . :
1/ min 1/ min

El4 MMF #3533 42 MMF MPA % 3t Caco-2 41 j 3 = # 15 & M A 18] &% 1L
A - A—B J5[a] ;B - B—>A J5i
Fig.4 Time-dependent change of MMF and MPA transported through Caco-2 cell monolayer during MMF transportation experiment

A — Apical-to-basolateral transport; B — Basolateral-to-apical transport

%2 MMF X (42 180 min j5 A ## B s MMF 858 . n=3.x +s
Tab.2 Amounts of MMF in apical and basolateral side after two-way transport of MMF for 180 min through Caco-2 cell monolayer. n

=3,x%s

Initial conc. of MMF Apical-to-basolateral transport Basolateral -to-apical transport

Analyte
/wmol + L1 ’ A side B side Ratio (A to B) A side B side Ratio(B to A)
10 MMF 0.70 0. 01 0.08 0. 01 8. 80 0.13 +0.01 4.61 +0.21 34.82
MMF + VER 0.72 £0.03" 0.09 £0.005" 8. 021 0.15+0.01" 5.12 £0.35D) 33.941
50 MMF 1.30 £0. 09 0.17 £0. 02 7.62 0.54 0. 02 20.37 +1.01 37.40
MMF + VER 1.60 +0. 18" 0.19 0. 02" 8.28") 0.58 £0.05"  25.15 +4. 18" 43,501
100 MMF 2.49 £0. 11 0.31 0. 06 8.30 1.47 £0.15 36. 54 £0. 50 25.06
MMF + VER 2.50 +0.221) 0.29 +0.01" 8.491) 1.55+0.05"  38.17 +4.30" 24.56")

2 5 MMF #1652, VP >0.05
Note:vs MMF,DP >0. 05 no significent difference

&3 MMF X @432 180 min J§ A W2 B 3 F MPA B9 & .n=3,x s
Tab.3 Amounts of MPA in apical and basolateral side after two-way transport of MMF for 180 min through Caco-2 cell monolayer. n =

3,x%s

Initial conc. of MMF apical-to-basolateral transport basolateral -to-apical transport

Analyte
/pmol + L1 A side B side Ratio( A to B) A side B side Ratio(B to A)

10 MMF 6.66 £0.23 0.25 +0.02 26.28 1.39 0. 09 1.53 £0.03% 1.10
MMF + VER 6.28 0. 14 0.31 £0.022 20. 663) 1.24 £0. 02 1.90 £0.08%)-3) 1.53%)

50 MMF 25.43 £1.94 1.47 £0. 19 17.53 6.56 0. 95 7.50 £0. 364 1.14
MMF + VER 31.68 £1.20 1.80 =0. 10" 17.599 6.29 0. 10 10.78 0. 333) ) 1.71%)

100 MMF 48.27 £1.15 2.72 +0.31 17.95 13.89 +1.09 13.59 £1.33% 0.98
MMF + VER 53.26 +1.48 3.44 £0.07") 15. 501 10.92 +0. 28 19.06 +0.743):5) 1.75%)

¥ : 5 MMF 2114, VP >0.05,2 P <0.05,>) P <0.01; 5 A fill b4, ¥ P >0.05,% P <0.05
Note:vs MMF, P >0.05 no significant different,?) P <0. 05 significant difference,?) P <0.01 very significant difference vs MPA,*) P >0. 05 no significant difference,

5P <0.05 significant difference

Caco-2 4l g 50)2 B B8 Rk i ML 264 T T oY . 5550
MPA 58 5 IR, P, 0 S P, o STV FE 3G 0017 5
AR P, BEVE BEBEARAR LG P, BB &, 45
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13.52x10 % em » s "[EAKE] 11.38 x10 ®em - s 7',
AWEEZES (P <0.01), MAEWKEH 50 pmol -
L™ #4915 100 pmol - L™'AF, P, H1 11.38 x107°
em -+ s PEAKE]10.53 x10 P em - s, IR EE R
(P >0.05) , 3 i B 7F = ¥k B B i a3 AR 12 i 1
H, s RN T 10 E B s SN R AR /N
FEH] MPA M\ B filf[a) A il 3= 8h§% 32 1 iz A B A
AL

TERE RS BT, MPA Fl A il 1] B A £ % 1
Hn R W AR T B M A A o A s TR
Y] MPA WIS 5418 52 P-gp S5 562 AN 0 £
s AMEE I 520 . K Y Caco-2 4 I 7E A
A 240 i AR e 38 P-gp , MPA FE R A il ) B Ay
Wiz ot b 52 855 g m AhHER A, 2521
AR WU 12 S BE /N T 53 WA as SR E

SCHG &R, MMF 7E 283 Caco-2 48 512 ¥ i
T AR IR A K SR MPA ARG AE it s 14 S 50
ZESR MMF 7£ 37 C, F pH 7.4 HBSS iR &= /01 4
h NORFERRE , A K i 2 28, U MMF 76 5% 32 1o
P GE 2 1EAE T Caco-2 40 it f%) 240 it JIEE 1%/ o 4
T T B/ K i Rl MPA, A SCilik ™ Rl
— SO HTRZS W) AE 25 Caco-2 20 i B )22 5 32 1o 2 b
BK AT 25 W) 7= W), Caco-2 M R A7 AE KR
P2 MG fifF ( carboxylesterases, CESs) , B2 1 BIR R
fig B ( carboxylesterase-1, hCE-1) 3k, #El] MMF £
ZE1d Caco-2 40 522 5 i 2ok 2 vh J 2B 9 7K i T g
W 5IZ M VE A G (B AT — DN

16 MMF (1 A i m] B Y %% 1z of #2 vh, MPA R
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MPA ,#RJ5 ,MPA g4y 28 A il B th . B8 ik,
MMF 7K i A BE ) MPA 40 i e AH LG A b #0 B
b P BE R U R B R, PRI, MPA 3% LA [R) A e
FEYHE A A AN B, AIUE, 552 5055 180 min
Ji MPA 276 T A St iy & 1 & 5 T 76 B i &,
MMF ZEARHRIE (10 pmol - L71) g 30 5747, 18
Hr RV (50 AT 100 pmol - L™1) B #4423 20 £%,
MMF g Caco-2 41l Jifd N #¢ /K fiff A& iU MPA 7] 32
P-gp YEHIREAR S5 B HE A A S AN & B b, IL%S
SRAL LI MPA (1% 185 B85 32 37 31 R i 18 AR A 31
F Bz SMHEVE FHRZ A, 1 L, 3 sh s i i 4k
A Al e,

FE MMF X Jn) iz o F& v, B 1 20 60l 42 it
t MMF ()3 Bl s [a] JC B S 22 46, 7 MMF /19 3 A

HE 224K 2014 4R 2 H 55 49 54 4 1)

[F% BE (10,50 1100 wmol - L™") , 3z 525 180
min f5 B 5 H20H H MMF & HG 0] BEACTE A E | it gk
JRULH] MMF ()55 s 15 A sh iz .

AERIMAK (VER) J2& H FirE i % H i —Fh & J@ 7k
BRI P-gp IR, )z TV M P-gp (2% i
HIEBFFE ™ . Ry TS P-gp BB H T MMF K&
MPA (/) iz E 40, B B — 8 il s ML, AR SE 30T
T HX} MMF J& MPA 5 A2 (5200, 78 MPA #%
S, N VER J5, 43 W iz o I I REAIG, e
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TE MMF i A i) B iz it ARk B O T,
A VER J5 % iz 524 180 min Ff B ] 422 i it
MPA £ B3, A W5 B i MPA & i L 71 B
TR T (R R EE I, %02 525 180 min i B Al
Pl MPA 5938 in Je A 5 Bt MPA &
LR R 52 VER 2 AN B, BbZ5 R, 78
MMF Gk BE B MPA [ W3z DL 32 8h i i o &2
R BE R D sh P 1O o FEAIR L ANE 3 AN
e MMF | B il [a) A fllf% 32 B, 42 5255 180 min
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ARELEA R LW, P-gp 25 T MPA 1) 15 i 5%
iz , W] MPA i 18 % i A e 8 AR 10 B e is K
PSP R 2 FPALE AR B DL 3 s o 3 e
W BB I LA sh i #5h £. MMF 7E Caco-2 4 5
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