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WE FEEEREFNERAERMHAREAEERYETEIENEARR, ARNAARBETRERELE A4
WRBEE. REELEEFEEE¥UE FEE & % K3/ % (pharmacokinetics, PK)/25 % 5 77 % (pharmacody-
namics, PD) X £ L, MU AERL G T EREEN NN K, AN E LA ZWPDRE. EREEEAERA

PKEERE, APKPDEREEEENAERIET A RAUFORLAF LA RATT HR.
XA REEEE, AR, ARIANE, GBI AF, AERL

R A EAE R H ST RN EETRN —, A
BB AR ZR VR T N T 5 R BORE R A Ay RO L
HAT, AR R P AW ) 240 B i 24 5 350 M L i
BT RIEFEREIRPRAR, BN BRI AL T I
SEXER. BN, B TR RS ER R AR R I I 2 S
AR ORI B S Bh AN, e IRAT SR B = A
BTGz . R I W S bR SR T B AR,
f& FRE AR LA B AR 3 O S B AR AR N 254R3)
71%%(pharmacokinetics, PK)F1%j%43)] /]2#(pharmaco-
dynamics, PD)&EARML, 1E# ANMEFRAZHIPK/PDS 4L
TE f BORE R IS R DA R 2575 S8 flE h i iE HPE 2
Bk 2 popR e, B BB IR TT 0T R E
BN 25 PK/PDAFAE AN B 25 193 B A BRR S EAT VR
RS BRAA,  FESR T AR RIS 25 AN RS AN

ot ME. BRIk, R U R B AR P I
A2\ PUAE R IPDRF AL K A & HURE 8 5 1R W PK IR 24
AN T A BRI 77 RARAIR YT 45 )R B
S ARSON E N A FURE B A R PK/PDAT L
TR AN W 2577 ST £ IR,

1 PR AR BERE

T PDRHE, AR LA R0 =2 (1) IR AR
B R ACR S AYIIRIEA DS, (2) I AR R
ROR 5 251 2B oL B 1 ¢ AR 10 1 9 FZ (minimal
inhibitory concentration, MIC)If [A] 5 A ¢, H
I 40 R A B R B R S RN (post-
antibiotic effect, PAE); (3) I A& #i7% HPAEK 124
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2 fEEREBRE RN B RPKAMENR

PLENC RN BN ain o L =T = o AN g = = 1
AE KEWBETR N A ARSI,
L B A B oA A0 5 25 W BAL IR R SR R e 1 P
AL e B H R PR S H ) ez

2.1 PUAERMBEACYE BN fE HOME AR R B R PKAE
AR E R

PUAE BRI 88 1 RO 1 I V1P ) 2 2 T L A
W AT AR R AR R R 2 —. KIF U R 2
ER- B AL R . &R IS, MR, 2RHER
LB % e i R G R AR S, IR S A AR I
N BA R AT ERBUN . EA TS B A
m. AESEHRE BE RN, IKIETE LRIV R A
BARER, H Th RE AL S BUAIE BR A I s RIS, IR
YR T E AR R S . ORI EESE . AT
BRR, ARG TEELN MBS, EARNHHN
FIZ A R T R AT B RRK, E 5 HAE B
PR A BRI, T B 3 52 T 2 RE B4 5 1
ol Ap,

22 fE TR BB A O A A B PK AR
ALH 5
221 fEESEBFERAHUAER G ARBUE

J& FURE SR IR G R AE LRI A% B A2 AL
FEEUE R A NPKFHESE. BR2GY)A S BB 4b,
I3 455 I R 25 DR 7 23 A 2 AR N T B o
EERIER. £950%0) & BE B & K H 2 A IE,
MY E AL &R, SFEUERESDEmM,
O AT ARG BRI K ghak, PRSI A (extra-
corporeal membrane oxygenation, ECMO){E A—F &
T 2R B, E T B O i D) e 3 v R
FRBEFFEE RSN SR, JE AT FRARIEECMO
AT AE RN RR A ER, HATECMOEH K HT
B BRI S F A FEAE R AR A,

222 fEEREBHE R NGUERTERRUE

PUERARNRIERRFN THIES 4T RERE
LR AR N S I A R ARUHE R E 2 . AT
DIREIIRIN, PUAE R AL KR B B 5 225 T )
RETAR X Z K25 MR WL AR IS AR RE, LR AT Zh e
IR AR IR 12 2 254 B H A A A B A S S A T RE AV
T 2T ARSI R R o, A 25 i Ak A
MR MRS S I, IRIEBLA BURL, DD REUR I
PUERIGRN 0 AL TARMELL: (1) P EES
HPREACHNE B, T ZhRE GBI R N 25 WK T, I

F 1 PUAERAM. FHMHIXPK/PDSE
Table 1 Pharmacokinetic/pharmacodynamic ratios of antimicrobials associated with clinical efficacy and toxicity
, , . %X R
BAERTEK RRAGY = — = - —
PK/PDLLH H 5 =BT B B 1E Z2E R
) Cpa/MIC >8 IRKER/ ZAER Cpin>1 pg/mL
IR [2] B [3,4]
5 AUC/MIC >70 FiRR &2 Cpin>5 ng/mL
R PEE IR
. Cnax/MIC >8 N/A N/A N/A N/A
S T 2 [5]
AUC/MIC >125 N/A N/A N/A N/A
HERAR fT>MIC 100% 1-4xMIC [6,7] Pz WR 7 PG Ak Cpin>64~361 pg/mL  [8,9]
N/A N/A N/A N/A B EE IR PG Ak Conin>452 pg/mL [8]
WA Skl RE T>MIC 100% 1-4xMIC ~ [10,11]  #h&RE LA 5 Coin>22 pg/mL [12]
K BRI T>MIC 100% 1-4xMIC [6] P EEME EE ) Conin>64 pg/mL [8]
N/A N/A N/A N/A B 1 DR Coin>44 png/mL [8]
FRF i)k 75 L
PAE K- 1254 BnkE  AUCMIC >4.5 [13] N/A N/A N/A N/A
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A SEEEE RN AR A, I D R A 5 e i
WRZY), BEEER. AET. WEERS, (i)
9 EE RIS RR . H DR IR FBUR N 2
BT, (B R R R N R A, T S RE IR B
FIEIEL R, 06 BT PRI B, VAT I 7 e T
BE, OFRAER. wARER. WITERS, (i) W&
B IERARIEER, T RESRGR A N 250k B T, (]
I ARG B D) el B 25k BE TS L R R, HE
B RV RN R AR, TRE AR B, T B e
[ I gk A6 7 B LR 25 Wt FR e, B E R
F MR ERRSE, (iv) G EELENEHR,
REUR B E A F BN E, BRI, Pk
Ky kR

TE 2T B EDIRES T, DUEIE RO 3 ZEHE
BREMPUERRNIE R RS B R, LAk, KZ150%
ICUANRE B & 2 & B IiEREILMERE
>130 mL min~' 1.73 mPRAS |, 3K HF Il H AR <50
L. BPE. BAMEsE, (R, RIEMEERZRIERT,
80 21 B ML B 77 5 R4S R AR R B B3, o
BN EEEE M SR, BRI D Re R e,
FEEREENOREIUEREN M ADE B ETE R
A AT BRI, A R R S T A
7RI R ] BN (27.3% vs. 12.9%)'. P34 — Tkt
XFICURK 8 MUAE &35 I 50 R B, m B iE R 5B-H
T e R Pt AR F AR I 25 9K FE A O% (OR=3.3, 95% CI
1.11~9.94), FrifERIRR LS 2577 SNAS Rk B4 py s E 2 i
i, B MU R 7SR i B- Y B R P AR R b
THELS 2477 2202 1505 e B T B 0 S ) i PR 45 SR A B2
K2 it SRT, PR xSk R
A5 R v T R R TR R S A R . B ThRE I
P EEIET MVIE 5, ERERES, X ET
VEAT Al SR 0 B T REIL 0%, TG =
TR B S T REIX42%0. B EYE % R L
P bR % m] DATE G b 0P A8 1 DRk, T e AR R
PUERFER S, 0T B EE, B
B AT BN I e 51 A 3R (B- N BB % 2R 40 AR 3 A At
INGY T ARER A 45 A R AR KM I BUAE ) AR 3
Br, XTEPERER S BRI RE. fE
B, —TiMeta™ MM, T A BB ARG T
A P9 25035 B R S T () B s TN R 7, B T R
(r=0.90; P=0.08). FZ'HE(r,=0.43; P=0.12). Wi

PR (r=0.77; P=0.10). bL4b, FEE R IEHE— %A, &
FE B H W REH I E A O MR RN, SRR E L
TUHEVE U5 DL LA B A 22 v, R R R AL
I BENNZ B EIRERISLEAME, SEPiER
THERRRAR, MK, 5IRbER AN R R EY
I, AR B R AU

223 fEEIERE R NHUAERELS BALHZIK
BEviE

PUERAE G AL S0 5 B s IR X T DU
A KA B AT S Zhang®5 NPV ok
52 25 FH R IR S S PR YD R B AR 2 RGN B
SRR G B H T IO, BH IR WS LS 259
AUCHUAE 0.7, $Eon 5o b 2 m] BEXS 4 i 1 A pf
RGBT, DR BT RE, SiA R A
PEAR S R85 R N IO AL o i 1 2 e RS 8 A 1 1/10~
1/5, T =1 P2 A A6 A P A R L IR BE R LW
RUCEP R, R U £ R SR A R TR
i€ 5 E 5 AL G B AL GURIE. H T, #0 CkiE
¥ P10 3R A8 BT AR AL 5 I 37 24 W0 vk R B A 2 B

5 [26~45]

3 fEEEBFEHUERIRIT T RIS

1 FERE AR AR PN B AE 2RI B F B A AR AR
2GRS IR 20 B 2 25 FRAIK. PR/PD G 21 T
8, I FEBTAE RIRTT R, — Il HE68 K R 1 £
HRals . TR ST R B, 36144 FB- M BEIG R piAd&
PG ERE R F T, 16% M B W AT H R AL )
50%/T>MIC™. 53 —J7 1, &5 f F £ M5
PR JE A, BT o, SO, B E
B v, LR 2 2R N 0 Am, T 5] RS
P ZAR N o A AR, B S A A vt g, Pk
RIRPBERR R B BRI, A sRIEREA SR,
FEARVAE R RS, AL, fE O SR PR R A AT
07 S B 8 7 2% 6 75 B 2N AE fa BUORE B E R N PRI
OO RGBT S A 2 RCE R, BT
FARIE 2 P e R B AR R IR T T R SR

3.1 Hea A
Leit s A ROmEE T HUR R I ORI BRI
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Table 2 Approximate penetration into target sites relative to total antibiotic plasma exposure

AR/ L3 T L
) DR Rl EEBEN
Jif 4 i 1] B R N -
i 85 ¢ A fi B ¢

LN 0.39~0.63 0.2~1 0.034 0.32 [25,26]

ka5 1.04 N/A N/A 0.103 [27,28]

LA AL N/A N/A 0.007 N/A [29]

ke 0.21~0.42 N/A 0.057 N/A [30,31]

e 0.20~0.29 0.31~0.39 0.047~0.25 0.39 [32]

JeAt % 0.32 0.08~0.09 N/A N/A [33,34]

QA7 0.32~0.55 0.11~0.14 N/A 0.14 [35]

RREER 0.30 0.39 + 0.16 [36]

(P ! 0.09 N/A 02 A [37]

EZ T 0~9.87 0.04 0.051~0.057 0.16 [38,39]

EINGR 0.87 0.57 = 0.04 0.24~0.43 0.92 [40]
FAHIDE 1.12~1.31 0.55+0.26 0.71 N/A [41~43]

Bz 1.32~2.41 0.63 0.11~0.85 N/A [44,45]

FE A PURGIRTT I B2 A, 103G IT WIHII24/ N Y,
V) B A 7 PO R AR T 2 D R A 2
B OEH S BRIk, faE BE RIS
AR 5, 4R A 2R, (6 19 3 W 43 A R A
29O IS BRI, IR R 2N B AR = R BB,
M bR HEDTAE RFER, WS UM 2GR
U, X EEERE, Mo tidE R A RN T
HIRRAEF R, Bt R, 5% 1400 mgth
FFIEAIEL, & EE B 25 T800 mg 67 A 77 B %
T PO IA B T2 A IR, SRAS SE L IR AR T 2%
HLAS BS540 A7 770 B B R LB S g ™) —
TSt 22 280 1 2 i U T B VR 9T 22 24T 2460 2 R Bh AT
BT RO 22 S VE RO RTRE VE A BRI TS R B, 32 2 3
T 2% e BT R R 0 R LU ) R s A
W25 H(87.9% vs. 70.4%; P=0.0006) 11l AR VA /& (1
B, MEEEARRNENAEEZ MKGER
(52.3% vs. 49.4%, P=0.664)"",

3.2 EERHER

R AL ST %, RO T>MIC
FE LI ELRR, AL 2 B 5 T R A
MICI (A5 B2 2 B ), A K0 e 5
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BPVERIIT T R, REFFFRY], EKAmE
T T5) T 225 2 1 B- DAY I % SIS 0 A 3 A P IRTL AR S i
Ry BRRRIMUAE A b R 40 e ek 55 S HRORE SR
(O AT 2, T B B R AT T,

3.3 {RITZSYE

V6T 25 15 M (therapeutic drug monitoring, TDM)
F& MR AR DR A b 2450 KO AR AR R AT A
IR, FUIPKFIPDIE R 18 T S, S s
WAL R, OIEAYFE . 2RISR, D
T RSO AR AN R SORE, AT B 28000 22 4R 97 11
HE). XTRITEZE . ORESR RN BAMMEZ R
KPR, JUHHEEPHTTDM. 201 42904E4K,
A EERE O e i E R TDMAH G 9, a1
MRS OB e 199748, ARERIIBA ik
i, Skff s e E A PK S 40 H ) LA iiE
— L B B N G R B AR I, kA i RA TE
SR T AR A I PRCRFAE 5 1 B AHH EE R L BH 5 22
HARR—IRG 2577 501 345 R I 2520 Fa bn Al IR
fabr, AR EBE AR &R T2
%, NPEFRMRI IR M TR BRI . T
kK, TDMHA T-4a SP0A4 3 AL G HE B 25 OCHTE 7
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Cedt— Pt fg, CRAEMIXT TR R
WEL TR R A MRS, JFEBON R IR, -
WBLHCRPUE R RIRML . BB 4T Tl ERM
ARSL R MEAE S SO AR R K B T R TDMAR 2% T
,f/E[SS]'

34 HUERMBA R

2 A RO IR R G 2, fa s
RE B R MR OL ARG I ZRIE: (1) 5 BT
R G, RIS Bk f R )™ ELR
(il) F—PUAERARER ™ HE, PR & Bl R
ARG, VLR 2 SR 24 18 B2 i 25 TR, (1) Fi
JYREVRYT, (B S RO B A 30 A 24 1k A JE
U S B A AN R A R R TR, 7R AN R LA
MIZGBC A L (iv) BEPEBCRIIPTR 239, e b
PG AT I8 2 /b, DLRR AR 3 S b

WK G FI G Bk P BAT P AR 25 0Bk &,
TRERR, KR RROIANB- N BEIL S T
KBRS, BRE M2 R IR G, 300 A 3R A
EZPIR G OOE T BIREOL, WmasmriasT. ik
bb, FEEBG HI25 )5 290 AR A R RN R A
RS

4 HUERAEEERERE PR &

fEEAE B FE W IERS 27 R 5HAERPK/
PDVEJ5T ) 25038 A 35009 B RIS MR 3 DDA Ok, B =2 B
WG G B R E U R AR W 2577 R a03R3
FﬁZT—\‘BgNB]-

4.1 B-ABEHER

B-IN G KA R AR HERI. LMERLM
FIRB-NBERGSE, IR PUAE R RIAE B FL MR E
Rk, RSk, R B UAE R 258 MR S B- N I
FepE oML, HLIRRER A I TR 25 2%
SRR, WEIURE, 4EFRFB-NEEIE K PIAEE100%
ST>MICH] 35 4 v ORI 1R I PR VA B3 (82%  vs.
33%, P=0.002)FIAEIERZFE(97% vs. 44%,
P<0.001"*, HAETREY, ZKEWE100%
ST>AxXMICH X K 22 34 24 B 1 1 B A B K iR 051
FAW. SRTT, A5 o B 2577 %, s TR R A B- 1A

RIS, HIGT T RS |

| B |

| R THAE T |

¥
A FAELL FE B
(1) BERHAGU A RPRSEL
(2) Uk AL 37 9 B A
(3 ) AR HILIX 5 B0 A A R 2445 5

Y

| 247 B RMICHNE |

b zwmmemeomenn| | mgwemmar |

| btk AR R |

B 1 e RE ik e e AR FOH 2505 R o B R
Figure 1 Suggested process for initial administration and ongoing
dosing of antibiotics for infected critically ill patients [59]

WEf BB A 2100%  fT>1~4xMICIEAR AL A 16% .
FE A I [) B R SR 25 24 7 R3] % R A
2GR0 . KB U B, KAy o [R) vy 3 4
I B- N BRI ISP AE R AR RS T 2. I — T4 N 1935
T 16204 13 Bt 834 i Meta 4y M 45 R A R B 28K
B ) T B 4 B- P R A SR AR R IR R
BRI R,

4.2 RERKK

RO 2K PR B 25 A BB e 1 T P A, LSS R e ek
Z K. HATIE R PRSI 249 F T 5
FH N EREMBE %A T4, Hanrahans N7 f1Ta-
felski® N "YHF TR B, Fralit g 2677 T B3 AR
FhERMAKEEN, H5HEERPK/PD B ARIA A
BARMIRTT IR R ARG, BhAbh, AZimI24/
B P9 AR 11 24 - it 2% I THI AR 5 ot 8% R T i HE AR
PR 4 B 00 3] 267 R B TR IMLRE VA T 2R UL ) ST £ 6 TR
&, B AR T AR S5 2 R4 T s 7 &,

1 — T Bl i 1 254X 50 71 5 i, Matsumotoss
NSO 2 5 2y TV T 6 AR B R R
F2575 =R A& 11~15 mg/kg, q12 h, 34137, H
FRAS I N15~30 pg/mL. Hodr, 115115 mg/kg /7 R4
=AM R 2B 43 ) 91758127 .8 pg/mL.
T & h T K (90~157 h), Rl s 4
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Table 3 Suggested empiric dosing regimens for antibiotics used
infections [47]"

for the treatment of critically ill patients with gram-negative bacterial

fi& B B AR A2
HEMERIE  cLer >130 mL min™ CLCr CLCr 40~60 mL min™' CLCr 20~40 mL min™" 2% 3k
- 60~130 mL min ) -2
1.73 m i) 1.73 m 1.73 m
1.73 m
Rk P b 40.5 ¢ a6 h A E4/0.5 ¢, # HfTIE4/0.5 g, AR E4/0.5 g, i 77 54/0.5 g,
b g1 piviitosn  UKEIEOSh 243g ERMKIIEOSh 162g  MMKIEOSh  EBKWIEO.Shi8/1g  [60.61]
- PRI FREETTE 24 h P40 1215 gFEEE24 . FRERITE24 h
deaizh oy N2 e WK SRR 20 WK SR e WK LD 2g WAKIE
s 84 osh W05 h; 8 g WIEEO.S h: 6 g FF4E  WVEO.S by 4 g FFAE 0.5 h; [62,63]
) S 24 h W24 h {124 h 2 ghFER%E24 h
SN/ 1~2 g q24h 1~2gql2h
eshosy | CURUE 2 WK SURAUR2 e BENK SRR MK SURAER g, BRIK
£ R g*%bki%ff W05 h; 4 g W05 h: 3 g WVE0.5 by 2 ghrsk 70,5 by [23,64~66]
. SFLEH24 h FREHYE 24 h W24 h 1 gif&i24 h
FRRE 15 mg/kg q24 h 30 mg/kg q; ARAETDMIE 45 24 (8] b Al f5 2R 45 27 &
ZFWHB  0.75~1.25 mghkg q12h Ffif 7 2.5 mg/kg;1.3~1.5 mg/kg q12 h (K H il 250 mg) [67]
. 600 mg g8 h, 48 h/F
LR
WRWE 400 mg q12h 400 mg g8 h 400 mg q8 h 400 mg q12h [68,69]
e 0% m%‘g:;%‘g‘s -Ih 1000 mg 24 ha{500 mg q12 h 750 mg q24 h 750 mg q24 h [70,71]
SRR : i
BN Jj"g? ii 1(;)102mhg, 4 74200 mg; 100 mg q12 h [72,73]

a) HEFE IR TR 2 B 2 A R R R B T REIS BT %5 (9 PK/PD H A, 2 MIC 2 TR 45

YT IR YA IR T 27 R ik
Gb, BERTMREOSEGR S, W&EHILEDME
X HLAA P U B 25 MR FE I S RobertsZ N PUBF 9T K
DL, B2 BT A fa HORE AR Y I IR R 8 A R A
71%~97%, B 2R IEN0.1~4.5 ng/mL( B #n{E
1.5~3 pg/mL), i 50 B 2590k B 5K B 8 1 I
) 7 B R R R L

AR

FETRPUE RS NRBF SRR KR
KIFEMAFERER. FIER. ZAER. KRKER
B, NTEARMEZEABRKRE . BEKES. &5
WELF R KRG NEMR T 77 RAE fa FOAE B ] e
TV IA FIPK/PD H bR, — DA XS BT oK R 25 mg/kg
Y2 RAEfa EAE B AR Bh )1 R B,
25%~33% 1 B E K BEIE FIPK/PD B A5 (Cpax > 60~
64 ng/mL)*. BUGIEHR R, A RS
FIRYT, JLH RSB ARIT B, CHEsE T

4.3
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HIPK/PD H ARik ™. SR11, G2 250 i )

BTN R e T ESENEZE RS, Fd—D
WEIE.
4.4 MR

AR B AYE. EEYE. A
BV NRRVAYEZY, UM, TEfE B R
F AR TR ATRRR R A, KA %
400 mg¥F IV BB IKTES, BRI, Ik BT
RN R FEIREE; DER0 BB (£930%) 75 2600 mg, F§K
SR 207 . T A AR BAE LA BT A A
—IR, EiE1000 mgHIFIE TR, 0T H 4 2 vk AT
SR 5 B PK/PD HL B T
45 BmIKHE

EEIIEN o e 15 R Y T 2 R G R S S D A e
Pe HOWREEUAE R, ATREZ &AL, T 8HE
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REHEME, (45 25 1015% LUR 257 RE KGR, Bl &
A RHEEFES T REEETREA LN, S
W M R BIT B E T R B T A
=W B R A R R, 200 mg U RS H
K100 mg & In¥h & A 24577 %2 35 vl 5214 2|PK/PD H
b, 525 e e EORE AR (2 B PR LA S )

5 JE\ ézlgl:

BEX G HORE R I E PUAE R 2507 R/, AT
PUAE 21 AL REAE DL S PR J5 75 78 35 4k P9 1 78 7 4
g, HEFETT R I R LSt A 78, MPK/PDAA FE 53 47 JF
G55 B I RIS DUEAT MR TT, ARG 2517

ih]

S5 3k

1

firkif

e, RBIHRIT R, MR LR LR 2.
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Effective antibiotic treatment of critically ill patients remains a significant challenge to intensivists world-wide with persisting high
mortality and morbidity rates. Pathophysiological changes in critically ill patients lead to changes in the pharmacokinetics (PK)/
pharmacodynamics (PD) of antibiotics. Optimizing the current antibiotic delivery regimen is an important strategy to cope with this
problem. In this paper, we review the PD characteristics and the potential changes of PK of antibiotics in critically ill patients, and the
application and research progress of PK/PD in the optimization of antibiotic treatment regimens for them.
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