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47 Abstract 

48 Aim

49 Ciclosporin (CsA) has been shown to follow nonlinear pharmacokinetics in renal transplant recipients 

50 who received Neoral-based triple immunosuppressive therapy. Some of these nonlinear properties have 

51 not been fully considered in population pharmacokinetic (popPK) analysis. Therefore, the aim of this 

52 study was to determine the potential influence of nonlinearity and the functional forms of covariates on 

53 model predictability.

54 Methods

55 A total of 2969 CsA whole-blood measurements, including 1328 pre-dose and 1641 2-h post-dose 

56 concentrations, were collected from 173 patients who underwent their first renal transplantation. Four 

57 popPK models based on different modelling strategies were developed to investigate the discrepancy 

58 between empirical and theory-based, linear and nonlinear compartmental kinetic models and empirical 

59 formulae on model predictability. Prediction-based and simulation-based diagnostics (prediction-

60 corrected visual predictive checks) were performed to determine the stability and predictive performance 

61 of these four models.

62 Results

63 Model predictability improved when nonlinearity was considered. The theory-based nonlinear model 

64 which incorporated nonlinear property based on known theoretical relationships performed better than 

65 the other two compartmental models. The nonlinear Michaelis-Menten model showed a remarkable 

66 improvement in predictive performance over that of the other three compartmental models. The saturated 

67 binding of CsA to erythrocytes, and auto-inhibition that arose from the inhibitory effects of CsA on 

68 CYP3A4/P-gp and CsA-prednisolone drug interaction may have contributed to the nonlinearity.

69 Conclusions

70 Incorporating nonlinear properties are likely to be a promising approach for improving CsA model 

71 predictability. However, CsA nonlinear kinetics resources need further investigation. Until then, 

72 Michaelis-Menten empirical model can be used for CsA dose adjustments.

73
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74 What is already known about this subject:
75  CsA in renal transplant recipients receiving Neoral-based triple immunosuppressive therapy 

76 followed nonlinear pharmacokinetics.

77  Nonlinearity is rarely incorporated into CsA population pharmacokinetic (popPK) modelling 

78 processes.

79 What this study adds:
80  Four popPK models based on different modelling strategies were developed to investigate the 

81 discrepancy between empirical and theory-based compartmental kinetic models and empirical 

82 formulae, as well as the effect of nonlinearity on CsA model predictability.

83  Based on the four models, incorporating nonlinear properties is likely to be a promising approach 

84 for improving CsA model predictability.

85  Saturated distribution into red blood cells, and auto-inhibition that arose from the inhibitory effects 

86 of CsA on CYP3A4/P-gp and CsA-prednisolone drug interaction may be the main sources of CsA 

87 PK nonlinearity. 
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88 1 Introduction

89 Ciclosporin (CsA), an immunosuppressant with a narrow therapeutic range and considerable pharmacokinetic (PK) 

90 variability, is widely used to prevent allograft rejection after renal transplantation [1, 2]. CsA has low oral bioavailability 

91 (approximately 25%, range 10% - 89%) [3] due to its erratic gastrointestinal absorption and the combined activity of 

92 cytochrome P450 (CYP) 3A and P-glycoprotein (P-gp) [1]. It is extensively bound to erythrocytes [3], metabolised by  

93 CYP3A4 and CYP3A5 [4], and then mainly eliminated in bile [5, 6].

94 The absorption and disposition of conventionally formulated CsA are considered dose-dependent [7]. To reduce oral 

95 absorption variability and improve CsA dose linearity, a new oral microemulsion of CsA (Neoral®, Novartis) was 

96 formulated [8]. Mueller et al. [9] compared the PK of Neoral with that of the conventional CsA formulation and concluded 

97 that Neoral had superior dose linearity with exposure after oral administration. However, it should be noted that this study 

98 was conducted in healthy volunteers administered a single oral dose.

99 In contrast to single-dose PK studies, the in-vivo behaviour of drugs in clinical practice is co-influenced by multiple 

100 intrinsic/extrinsic factors including demographic factors, genetic polymorphisms of drug metabolising enzymes and 

101 transporters, disease progression, concomitant medications, and most importantly their combined effects [10]. As 

102 determined by population pharmacokinetic (popPK) analyses, CsA is revealed to have a nonlinear PK in renal transplant 

103 recipients [11, 12].

104 The observed nonlinearity phenomenon may be partially attributed to metabolic enzyme/transporter protein 

105 interactions. In addition to CYP3A and P-gp substrates, CsA potently inhibits transporter proteins P-gp and OATP1B1, 

106 as well as CYP3A4 [13-16]. Additionally, CsA is typically used in combination with anti-proliferative drugs and 

107 corticosteroids in clinical settings [17]. When co-administered with steroids, it is able to activate pregnane X receptor 

108 (PXR), and then up-regulates CYP3A and MDR1 gene expression [18-20]. CsA-prednisolone drug interaction may cause 

109 CsA PK nonlinearity. Furthermore, the saturated binding of CsA to erythrocytes may also contribute to nonlinearity [3]. 

110 Obtaining an accurate description of the complex PK processes of CsA is challenging but useful in supporting dosage 

111 adaptation. Numerous studies have described the popPK characteristics of CsA in adult renal transplant recipients [11, 

112 21]. The available models have identified covariates mainly through empirical investigation. No consistent covariates or 

113 their functional forms in models were identified in those studies. Some of the nonlinear properties described above are 

114 not fully considered in modelling processes. Including covariate effects based on theoretical mechanisms rather than 

115 empirically identifying relationships should lead to more consistent results [22]. 
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116 To determine the potential influence of nonlinearity and the functional forms of covariates on model predictability, 

117 four popPK models based on different modelling strategies were developed. These models investigated the discrepancy 

118 between empirical and theory-based compartmental kinetic models and empirical formulae, as well as the effect of 

119 nonlinearity on model predictability. Their predictive performance was evaluated by prediction- and simulation-based 

120 diagnostics, as previously reported [11, 23].

121 2 Materials and Methods

122 2.1 Patients

123 Data from 173 adults (112 male and 61 female), who underwent their first renal transplantation at Huashan Hospital 

124 were retrospectively collected. Patients were randomly divided into two groups: 121 for model development and 52 for 

125 model evaluation. Whole-blood samples of CsA pre-dose concentration (C0) and 2-h post-dose concentration (C2) were 

126 monitored. Demographic and pathophysiological data were obtained during routine clinical visits from July 2003 to 

127 December 2016. Patient follow-up was conducted up to three years after surgery. Those undergoing dialysis treatments 

128 were excluded from this study. The observations from the first two postoperative days were excluded to ensure that the 

129 measured CsA concentrations were relatively stable.

130 The study protocols were approved by the Ethics Committee of Huashan Hospital and written informed consent was 

131 obtained from all subjects.

132 2.2 Immunosuppressive Therapy

133 All patients received combined immunosuppressive therapy comprising a CsA microemulsion (Neoral®; Novartis 

134 Pharma Schweiz AG, Emberbach, Germany), mycophenolate mofetil (MMF, CellCept®; Roche Pharma Ltd, Shanghai, 

135 China) and corticosteroids. Initial CsA dosage was 5 mg kg-1 day-1, administered as two doses under fasting conditions 

136 immediately after surgery. CsA concentration were regularly monitored to adjust the dosage and achieve target 

137 concentrations based on local guidelines (Text S1) [24]. MMF (0.5 - 3 g day-1) was administered based on body weight 

138 (WT) and postoperative days (POD). This schedule was followed by oral prednisolone (80 mg day-1) and the dosage was 

139 gradually decreased by 10 mg day-1 until reaching 20 mg day-1 on day 10. The dosage was further tapered to 15, 10, and 

140 5 mg day-1 by months 1, 3, and 6, respectively. 

141 2.3 Bioassay
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142 Whole blood samples were treated with the anti-coagulant ethylene diamine tetraacetic acid and analysed with a 

143 well-validated fluorescence polarisation immunoassay (FPIA) using an AxSYM® Abbott diagnostic system (Abbott 

144 Diagnostics, Chicago, IL, USA) between July 2003 and April 2011, and a chemiluminescent microparticle immunoassay 

145 (CMIA) using an Architect I2000 system between May 2011 and Deccember 2016. For AxSYM, the limit of detection 

146 (LOD) was 21.8 ng mL-1, and the calibration range was 40 - 800 ng mL-1; for CMIA, the LOD was 25 ng mL-1, and the 

147 calibration range was 30-1500 ng mL-1.

148 The following formulae (Eq. 1) [25] was used to convert CMIA measured C0 before modelling.

149 (1) [25]AxSYM = 0.87 × CMIA + 25.84 

150 where AxSYM represents the FPIA performed using an AxSYM analyser and CMIA represents the 

151 chemiluminescent microparticle immunoassay.

152 2.4 Population Pharmacokinetic Model Development

153 Population PK analysis was performed using the NONMEM® software package (version 7.4; ICON Development 

154 Solutions, Ellicott City, MD, USA), with Pirana® 2.9 as an interface for Perl Speaks NONMEM (PsN; version 4.9.0) and 

155 R software (version 3.5.0, http://www.r-project.org/) [26]. The first-order conditional estimation method including η-ε 

156 interaction (FOCE-I) was used throughout the method-building procedure [27]. 

157 2.4.1 Base Model

158 To determine the potential influence of nonlinearity and the functional forms of covariates on model predictability, 

159 four popPK models (linear compartmental model without incorporating daily dose, linear compartmental model 

160 incorporating daily dose, theory-based nonlinear compartmental model, and nonlinear Michaelis-Menten (MM) empirical 

161 model) were developed based on two structural models.

162 Since only the therapeutic drug monitor (TDM) C0 and C2 concentrations were available for analysis, one-

163 compartmental model with first-order absorption was used to describe CsA PKs in compartmental (CMT) models. The 

164 model was parameterised in terms of apparent total clearance (CL/F), apparent volume of distribution (V/F), and the 

165 absorption rate constant (Ka). Ka was fixed at 1.25 h-1 based on literature values [11, 28]. 

166 A nonlinear MM empirical formula (Eq. 2) that quantified the overall relationship between daily dose and CsA 

167 concentrations was used as a structural model to describe CsA PKs in the MM model [11].

168 (2)Daily Dose (mg) =
Vm(mg) × C(ng mL ―1)

Km(ng ml ―1) + C(ng mL ―1)
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169 where Vm denotes the maximum dose rate (daily dose), Km denotes the steady-state concentrations at half-maximal 

170 dose rate and C represents the CsA C0 or C2 concentrations.

171 Between subject variability (BSV) was assumed to be log-normally distributed, and estimated for all parameters, 

172 except Ka. Residual unexplained variability (RUV) was described by testing proportional, combined proportional, and 

173 additive structures.

174 2.4.2 Covariate Model

175 The demographic and pathophysiological data, as well as concomitant medications (Table 1), were evaluated as 

176 covariates. Information extracted from the medical records including body size, haematocrit, postoperative days (PODs), 

177 CsA daily dose, and prednisolone dose were evaluated as the possible covariates of CsA PK. These covariates were 

178 selected according to the previous report and clinical relevance [11].

179 As reviewed previously [11], weight was the most frequently identified covariate in the final models. Therefore, PK 

180 disposition parameters were firstly related to body size based on allometric scaling theory [29, 30]. Body size was based 

181 on fat free mass predicted from total body weight, height and sex (Text S2) [31]. 

182 The potential influence of nonlinearity and the functional forms of covariates on model predictability was tested 

183 using four modelling strategies.

184 Strategy Ⅰ: Linear compartmental model without incorporating daily dose

185 As the influence of body size was considered, covariates other than body size were investigated empirically through 

186 linear, piecewise linear, power, exponential or sigmoid functions in Strategy Ⅰ . The concomitant medications were 

187 evaluated as binary covariates by estimating the parameter fractional change in one group compared to the other.

188 Strategy Ⅱ: Linear compartmental model incorporating daily dose

189     Based on the result of Strategy Ⅰ, CsA daily dose was empirically investigated on CL/F in this modelling strategy.

190 Strategy Ⅲ: Theory-based nonlinear compartmental model

191 The theory-based nonlinear compartmental model was developed based on well-accepted theoretical relationships. 

192 CsA is extensively distributed in peripheral tissues and binds to erythrocytes and plasma proteins [3, 32, 33]. PK 

193 disposition parameters were estimated from the model-predicted plasma concentrations (Cp) rather than measured whole-

194 blood concentrations (Cwb) under the assumption that the binding of CsA to plasma components is linear and the binding 

195 to erythrocytes is nonlinear [32, 34]. 
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196 Similar to descriptions by Størset et al.[35] and Van Erp et al.[36], the following equation was used to estimate CsA 

197 Cp (Text S3) [37]:

198 Cwb (1 + 1.853 × HCT) × Cp (3)  =  

199 where Cwb is the whole-blood concentration, Cp is the plasma concentration, and HCT is the haematocrit level.

200 Therefore, all parameter estimates are expressed as plasma PK parameters in Strategy Ⅲ and the model is capable 

201 of predicting both whole-blood and plasma concentrations.

202 Corticosteroids are known inducers of CYP3A enzymes and P-glycoprotein in the small intestine and/or liver [19, 

203 20] and, theoretically, lead to CsA CL/F alteration. Considering the hypothesis that tapering prednisolone dosage (Pred) 

204 is the source of CsA nonlinearity, a sigmoid Emax model was implemented to describe the effect of prednisolone induction 

205 on CsA PKs.

206 lnd = (4)
Predmax ×  Pred𝐻𝑖𝑙𝑙

Pred50 +  Pred𝐻𝑖𝑙𝑙

207 The term lnd in Eq. 4 represents the induction function relating to Pred. Predmax is the maximum change in the PK 

208 parameter of interest (i.e. F or CL), Pred50 is the prednisolone dose causing half maximum induction and Hill is the 

209 sigmoid shape coefficient.

210 Strategy Ⅳ: Nonlinear Michaelis-Menten empirical model

211 After body size was included based on allometric scaling theory, the influence of other covariates on the MM 

212 constant (Km) were investigated empirically. As the CsA steady-state PK changed with time after transplantation, time 

213 factors (A/θ, Eq. 5) were introduced to test whether the MM model with time-variant Km was superior [12]. 

214 (5)Daily Dose (mg) =
Vm(mg) × C(ng mL ―1)

𝐴
θ × Km(ng ml ―1) + C(ng mL ―1)

215 Where A was POD if 1 ≤ POD ≤ θ, or A was θ if POD > θ, Vm denotes the maximum dose rate (daily dose), Km 

216 denotes the steady-state concentrations at half-maximal dose rate and C represents the CsA C0 or C2 concentrations.

217 2.4.3 Model Selection Criteria

218 The log-likelihood ratio test was the main model selection tool. Change in objective function value (ΔOFV) was 

219 calculated to assess the statistical significance of each covariate and to differentiate between theoretically equivalent 

220 models [27]. Statistical significance levels of p < 0.01 and p < 0.001 (Chi-square distribution) were implemented in 

221 forward inclusion and backward elimination procedures, respectively. Moreover, a clear pharmacological or biological 

222 basis was also considered when covariates were included.
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223 2.5 Model Evaluation

224 Fifty-two patients from the evaluation group were used to examine the predictability of the final four models. 

225 Estimated population predictions (PREDs) were compared to the corresponding observations (OBS) using the 

226 MAXEVAL=0 option (Eq. 6). The accuracy and imprecision of predictive performance were investigated using median 

227 prediction error (MDPE) and median absolute prediction error (MAPE), respectively [38]. 

228 (6)PE (%) = (PRED ― OBS
OBS ) × 100

229 The percentage of |PE| within 20% (F20) and 30% (F30) was also calculated. The model with lower MDPE and 

230 MAPE values and fewer prediction errors (PE) beyond ±20% and ±30% was considered superior.

231 In addition to the prediction-based approaches described above, bootstrap [39] and simulation-based prediction-

232 corrected visual predictive checks (pcVPCs) [40] were conducted to evaluate candidate model predictability. Using Perl 

233 modules, 2000 bootstrap datasets were generated by random sampling with replacement [41]. The final popPK model 

234 was compared against each of these bootstrap datasets, and all model parameters were estimated.

235 The dataset was simulated 2000 times for pcVPCs. The 95% confidence intervals (CI) for the median and the 5th and 

236 95th percentiles of the simulations at different times were calculated and compared to the observations, binning 

237 automatically.

238 2.6 Nomenclature of targets and ligands

239 Key protein targets and ligands in this article are hyperlinked to corresponding entries in 

240 http://www.guidetopharmacology.org, the common portal for data from the IUPHAR/BPS Guide to PHARMACOLOGY 

241 [appropriate reference number], and are permanently archived in the Concise Guide to PHARMACOLOGY 2015/16 

242 [appropriate reference number(s)].

243 3 Results

244 3.1 Patients

245 Demographic characteristics of the study population are presented in Table 1. A total of 2969 CsA whole-blood 

246 measurements were collected from 173 patients after three days post-operation, including 1328 C0 and 1641 C2. There 

247 was a median of 15 CsA observations per patient (range, 2 - 50). No concentrations below the lower quantification limit 

248 were included in the analysis.

249 3.2 Population Pharmacokinetic Model Development
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250 3.2.1 Base Model

251 To compare the potential influence of the structural model on model predictability, a one-compartmental model with 

252 first-order absorption and MM empirical formula were used as a structural model to describe CsA PKs. Based on the 

253 OFV and the distribution of residuals in the diagnostic plots of the base model, an exponential error model and additive 

254 error model were selected to model the random variability for three CMT models and the MM model, respectively. 

255 3.2.2 Covariate Model

256 The final model parameter estimate results are shown in Table 2. When covariates were included in univariate 

257 analysis, neither bodyweight nor other demographic variables provided a significant drop in the OFV (P < 0.01).

258 The influence of patients’ body size on CsA disposition was best described by allometric scaling based on fat free 

259 mass rather than total body weight for all the PK disposition parameters. After body size, the effect of HCT on CsA 

260 clearance was investigated. The OFV substantially declined as HCT was included. Strategy Ⅲ , which accounted for 

261 differences in CsA whole-blood concentrations due to haematocrit variation via estimation of Cp, was superior to Strategy 

262 Ⅰ and Strategy Ⅱ that estimated CsA PK parameters based on whole-blood concentrations alone (△OFV -140.4 vs -

263 123.6, P < 0.001).

264 Prednisolone dose had no significant influence on CL/F when it was investigated empirically in Strategy Ⅰ and 

265 Strategy Ⅱ . As prednisolone dosage tapered dramatically in the initial stage of transplantation, the theory-based 

266 Strategy Ⅲ  tested the effect of prednisolone on F based on the hypothesis that the high prednisolone dosage may 

267 influence CsA absorption nonlinearly. Therefore, a sigmoid Emax model describing an effect of prednisolone dose on F 

268 (Eq. 4) reduced the OFV by -54.9 (P < 0.001) and was superior to the linear model (△OFV -40.8). However, the relative 

269 standard error estimated for Pred50 was 136.9%, indicating a sparse sampling design that was unable to yield reliable 

270 estimates of the nonlinear prednisolone effect on CsA absorption. Thus, the coefficient was introduced to describe this 

271 effect. The CL/F of patients receiving combined immunosuppressive therapy in the first 15 PODs was 8% higher than 

272 the following times (△OFV -40.5, Eq. 9).

273 A significant increase (119.7%) in CL/F was seen as the CsA daily dose (DD) increased from 50 to 600 mg (△OFV 

274 -22.9, P < 0.001) in Strategy Ⅲ, indicating a nonlinear relationship between DD and CL/F. Based on Strategy Ⅰ, DD 

275 was also involved in Strategy Ⅱ (△OFV -77.9, P < 0.001), indicating a significant model improvement. In addition to 

276 these covariate effects, CL/F was found to significantly increase with POD in an exponential function for all three CMT 

277 models.
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278 For nonlinear Strategy Ⅳ, as the CsA oral clearance seemed to change with time, the influence of POD on Km was 

279 included both for C0 (△OFV -611.6, P < 0.001) and C2 (△OFV -743.3, P < 0.001). Then, time factors (A/θ, Eq. 12) were 

280 introduced to test whether the MM model with time-variant Km was superior. The weighted residuals (y-axis) showed a 

281 clear trend when plotted against the PODs before time factors were added (Fig. S1, left panel). This trend was resolved 

282 with the time-variant model (Fig. S1, right panel).

283 In final models, all retained covariates caused a significant increase in OFV upon removal. The following were 

284 determined to be the final models with CL/F or Km covariates.

285 Strategy Ⅰ: CL/F = 25.2×(FFM/50)0.75×(HCT/30)-0.404×e0.00344 (POD /30)  (7)

286 Strategy Ⅱ: CL/F = 24.6×(FFM/50)0.75×(HCT/30)-0.354×e0.0121×(POD/30)×(DD/275)0.278 (8)

287 Strategy Ⅲ: CL/F = 14.3×(FFM/50)0.75×e0.0119×(POD/30)×  
3.4 × DD

72.8 + DD

288 (×1.08, if PD>0 and POD≤15) (9)

289 Strategy Ⅳ: Km for C0 = 45.3×(FFM/50)0.75×(POD/30)0.336 (10)

290 Km for C2 = 182×(FFM/50)0.75×(POD/30)0.309 (11)

291 (12)Daily Dose (mg) =
Vm(mg) × C(ng mL ―1)

𝐴
90 × Km(ng ml ―1) + C(ng mL ―1)

292 Where A was POD if 1 ≤ POD ≤90，or A was 90 if POD > 90

293 in which the influence scopes were adjusted by their respective median values determined from the dataset.

294 The estimated PK parameters of the final models were comparable with those of previously published models for 

295 CsA in renal transplant recipients. Based on a standard haematocrit value of 30%, the corresponding whole blood apparent 

296 clearance of Strategies Ⅰ-Ⅲ were 25.2 h-1, 24.6 h-1, and 25.1 l h-1, respectively. The MM constant (Km) was 45.3 ng/ml 

297 for C0 and 182 ng/ml for C2 one month after transplantation, respectively.

298 3.3 Model evaluation

299 The goodness-of-fit plots for the base and four final models are presented in Fig. S2. Compared to the base model, 

300 the final models were greatly improved and showed no structural bias. pcVPCs of the four final models are depicted in 

301 Fig. 1. The simulated data corresponded well with the observed data, indicating the lack of significant model 

302 misspecifications. Consistently, bootstrap parameter estimates closely matched the mean estimates from the population 

303 model, confirming model stability (Table S1).

304 The F30 of the nonlinear MM model showed a remarkable improvement over the other three CMT models, regardless 

305 of whether the base (63.4% versus 52.4%) or final (71.1% versus 56.2%, 58.2% and 59.8%) models were used (Fig. 2 
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306 and Table 3). The theory-based nonlinear model performed better than the other two CMT models. The predictability 

307 improved as nonlinearity was considered.

308 4 Discussion 

309 Empirical investigation of nearly 20 popPK models developed for CsA to aid in the prediction of initial and 

310 maintained doses in kidney transplant recipients revealed inconsistent covariate identification. According to our previous 

311 investigation [11], the predictability of these empirical CMT models was not precise enough when extrapolated to another 

312 clinical centre. Most of these models had not fully considered CsA nonlinear property in modelling processes.

313 The current study developed four different modelling strategy-based popPK models and compared predictive 

314 performances to determine the potential influence of nonlinearity and the functional forms of covariates on model 

315 predictability. The conclusion that predictability improved as nonlinearity was considered in the CsA modelling process 

316 was demonstrated in this large cohort study. Incorporating covariates based on a fundamental understanding of PK 

317 processes can help to improve model predictability. The predictive performance of the nonlinear MM empirical model 

318 was much better than that of the compartmental models, indicating that other sources of CsA PK nonlinearity should be 

319 considered in further analyses.

320 Unlike empirical covariate selection, theory-based covariate selection allows the incorporation of relationships 

321 linking parameters and covariates based on a fundamental understanding of PK processes rather than on the available data 

322 alone [22]. In contrast to the empirical approaches in previous studies, covariates in Strategy Ⅲ were investigated based 

323 on theoretical mechanisms, and the potential mechanisms for CsA PK nonlinearity were determined by popPK analysis. 

324 Allometric scaling to fat free mass, saturated distribution into red blood cells, and the influence of CsA daily dose on 

325 metabolism were all incorporated into the final model based on the fundamental understanding of PK processes. The 

326 change in bioavailability caused by tapering the prednisolone dose in the initial stage of transplantation, other 

327 pathophysiological factors, and drug-drug interactions were also investigated. Most of these factors contributed to CsA 

328 PK nonlinearity.

329 The influence of haematocrit on the CsA PK process was primarily considered because approximately 58% of 

330 circulating CsA was bound to red blood cells [42]. According to the work of Lemaire et al. [34] and Legg et al. [32], 

331 CsA binding to plasma components is linear, while binding to erythrocytes is nonlinear. Haematocrit is reduced in 

332 transplant patients and occurs at a lower level in the early postoperative period [42]. To reduce the confounding effect 

333 of haematocrit variability in predicting CsA concentrations, we hypothesised that the plasma concentration is 

334 proportional to the unbound CsA concentration, and the PK parameters of Strategy Ⅲ are established from implicit 
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335 plasma concentrations rather than whole blood concentrations. Based on a standard haematocrit value of 30%, the 

336 corresponding whole-blood apparent clearance (CLwb/F) was 25.1 l h-1 This is comparable to previously published values 

337 (17.0-50.4 l h-1) [11] and consistent with the results of the linear compartmental model [43].

338 To date, almost all published CsA popPK models determined the haematocrit effect on CsA PK processes through 

339 an empirical approach, such as Strategies Ⅰ and Ⅱ, and only two studies retained this covariate in the final model 

340 [44, 45]. This phenomenon was inconsistent with the CsA distribution mechanism, which may influence model 

341 predictability. Furthermore, CsA TDM is based on whole-blood concentrations, which have a very variable relationship 

342 with unbound concentrations. The unbound concentration is considered more closely related to accurately determining 

343 efficacy or side effects [46]. Therefore, this should be the focus of future studies.

344 The obvious improvement in predictability observed when the daily dose was incorporated (Strategy Ⅰ  versus 

345 Strategy Ⅱ) illustrated apparent clearance dose dependency. In vitro, CsA is a moderately strong CYP3A4- and strong 

346 P-gp inhibitor [14, 15, 47]. Based on formation of the M1 metabolite as a CYP3A4 probe, hepatic CYP3A4 activity 

347 decreases by up to 26% in the presence of CsA [48]. The inhibitory effects of CsA on CYP3A4 and P-gp can lead to 

348 autoinhibition and dose-dependent PKs, which may also contribute to CsA nonlinearity [47, 49]. Therefore, in Strategy 

349 Ⅲ , the CsA daily dose was included nonlinearly; CL/F increased from 12.7 l h-1 to 27.9 l h-1 as the CsA daily dose 

350 changed from 50 mg day-1 to 600 mg day-1, demonstrating that increasing the CsA dose produces a disproportional 

351 increase in CsA exposure.

352 In healthy volunteers administered a single oral dose, the CsA PK is normally considered linear [8]. However, 

353 physiology disorders, co-administrated drugs, and other intrinsic factors in clinical testing may influence CsA PK 

354 behaviour. In the present analysis, the bioavailability change caused by tapering the prednisolone dose in the early PODs 

355 was considered by initially incorporating the effect of prednisolone dose on F nonlinearly. However, the sparse sampling 

356 design could not yield reliable estimates of the nonlinear prednisolone effect on CsA absorption. An 8% clearance 

357 increase was observed when a higher steroid dosage was received in the initial stage of transplantation; this phenomenon 

358 should be further elucidated. Variability from concomitant calcium channel blockers was considered but no significant 

359 effect was found.

360 According to previous findings, WT and POD are the most recognised covariates in empirical building studies [11]. 

361 WT-relevant factors were considered in the present study and fat free mass was included. It is reasonable to accept fat-

362 free mass as a predictor of CsA clearance because fat mass is not expected to directly influence metabolic capacity [25]. 

363 POD, as a surrogate for many time-dependent factors, was included in the final model. Some factors that are known to 
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364 systematically change with POD, such as HCT and DD, were also investigated. Other currently unknown POD-related 

365 factors should be explored in future studies.

366 The retrospective observational study design did not allow confirmation of whether patients adhered to their 

367 prescribed dosage regimen, and no intensive sampling was available in this study. The sparse sampling design could not 

368 yield reliable estimates of the nonlinear prednisolone effect on CsA absorption.

369 By comparing the predictive performance of four popPK models based on different modelling strategies, we found 

370 that incorporating nonlinear properties is likely to be a promising approach for improving CsA model predictability. 

371 Saturated distribution into red blood cells, and auto-inhibition that arose from the inhibitory effects of CsA on CYP3A4/P-

372 gp and CsA-prednisolone drug interaction may be the main sources of CsA PK nonlinearity.
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502 Figure Legends

503 Fig. 1 Prediction-corrected visual predictive checks (pcVPCs) stratified on postoperative days (PODs) for four established 

504 final models, based on 2000 simulations. The red solid line connects median observed values per bin, the red dashed lines 

505 connect the 5th and 95th percentiles of the observations. The blue areas are the 95 % confidence interval of the 5th and 95th 

506 percentiles. The red area indicates the confidence interval of the median. a pcVPC of linear compartmental model without 

507 incorporating daily dose, b pcVPC of linear compartmental model incorporating daily dose, c pcVPC of theory-based 

508 nonlinear compartmental model, d pcVPC of nonlinear Michaelis-Menten empirical model for pre-dose concentrations, 

509 e pcVPC of nonlinear Michaelis-Menten empirical model for 2-h post-dose concentrations.

510

511 Fig. 2 Box plots of the prediction error (PE%) for the four established final models. Black solid lines and blue dotted lines 

512 are reference lines indicating PE% of 0% and ± 20%, respectively. CMT linear compartmental model, DD cyclosporine 

513 daily dose, MM Michaelis-Menten model, N-CMT nonlinear compartmental model. Models with an asterisk (*) were 

514 developed based on the Michaelis-Menten model.
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Table 1 Patients demographics used to develop and evaluate population model

Model development dataset Model Evaluation datasetCharacteristics

Number or 
Mean ± SD Median (Range) Number or 

Mean ± SD Median (Range)

No. of patients (Male/Female)a 121 (83/38) / 52 (29/23) /

No. of Samples (C0/C2)b 2037 (908/1129) / 932 (420/512) /

Age (years) 39.3 ± 9.6 40 (18-59) 40.9 ± 10.0 41 (21-59)

Height (cm) 168.0 ± 8.0 170.0 (152.0-188.0) 167.0 ± 7.0 167.0 (150.0-184.0)

Weight (kg) 61.5 ± 11.3 60.0 (40.0-95.0) 59.1 ± 10.0 59.8 (39.4-90.0)

Post-operation days 145.0 ± 242.2 24 (3-1075) 170.5 ± 253.8 31.5 (3-1095)

CsA daily dose (mg day-1) 284.3 ± 90.1 300 (50-600) 257.8 ± 92.7 275.0 (50-450)

Prednisolone dose (mg day-1) 19.2 ± 16.1 20 (0-80) 17.8 ± 16.0 20 (0-80)

C0 (ng ml-1) 173.9 ± 93.1 155.6 (29.6-974.6) 174.2 ± 82.6 167.2 (30.0-470.6)

C2 (ng ml-1) 836.9 ± 367.5 805.4 (34.6-2572.8) 827.4 ± 385.3 775.8 (74.2-2161.5)

Total Bilirubin (μmol L-1) 10.3 ± 5.9 9.0 (1.0-60.3) 10.8 ± 5.9 9.2 (1.0-40.9)

Haematocrit (%) 31.4 ± 7.4 30.7 (10.5-60.5) 32.1 ± 7.0 31.9 (15.9-50.1)

Alanine aminotransferase (U L-1) 33.0 ± 42.3 21.0 (4.0-420.0) 30.4 ± 31.8 22.0 (5.0-394.0)

Aspartate transferase (U L-1) 23.9 ± 18.9 19.0 (1.0-279.0) 22.0 ± 14.4 19.0 (6.0-217.0)

Albumin (g L-1) 36.1 ± 6.3 36.0 (20.0-52.0) 37.6 ± 6.5 37.4 (22.0-51.0)

Total protein (g L-1) 62.4 ± 8.5 62.0 (41.0-87.0) 64.3 ± 8.9 64.0 (43.0-88.0)

Serum Creatinine (μmol L-1) 132.3 ± 97.6 109.0 (29.0-1052.0) 119.9 ± 64.2 107.0 (49.0-671.0)

Creatinine Clearance (ml min-1)c 66.3 ± 24.9 65.5 (6.2-241.5) 63.5 ± 19.0 63.5 (8.6-132.7)

Concomitant calcium channel blockera

Felodipine 71 / 25 /

Nifedipine 52 / 14 /

    Perdipine 17 / 3 /
C0, pre-dose concentration; C2, 2-hour post-dose concentration
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a Data are expressed as number of patients
b Data are expressed as number of samples
c Calculated following the Cockcroft-Gault formula: Ccr = [(140-Age(year)) ×WT(kg)]/ (0.818×Scr (μmol L-1)) × (0.85 for female)
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Table 2 Parameter estimates of four popPK models based on different modelling strategies

Strategy Ⅳ: 
Nonlinear MM empirical model

Parameters Strategy Ⅰ:
Linear compartmental model 
without incorporating DD

Strategy Ⅱ: 
Linear compartmental model 
incorporating DD

Strategy Ⅲ: 
Theory-based nonlinear 
compartmental modela C0 C2

Objective function value 32858.4 32706.3 32617.4 11331.9 14132.7

Ka (h-1) 1.25 (fixed) 1.25 (fixed) 1.25 (fixed) / /

CL/F (L h-1) 25.2 (2.0) 24.6 (1.8) 14.3 (2.5) / /

V·(FFM/50)/F (L) 162.0 (2.8) 162.0 (2.8) 254.0 (2.7) / /

Km (ng ml-1) / / / 45.3 (30.9) 182.0 (20.8)

Vm (mg day-1) / / / 334.0 (1.7) 329.0 (1.7)

Covariate effect on CL/Km
c

HCT -0.404 (12.6) -0.354 (14.8) / / /

POD 0.00344 (44.8) 0.0121 (16.4) 0.0119 (16.1) 0.336 (38.7) 0.309 (23.1)

DD / 0.278 (19.3) 3.4 (4.2)b / /

/ / 72.8 (26.6)b / /

PD / / 1.08 (1.2) / /

ω CL/F (%)/ω Km (%)c 22.8 (10.4) 19.9 (11.4) 19.1 (12.0) 107.2 (11.8) 103.4 (10.5)

η - shrinkage (%) 6.3 7.7 7.9 24.0 18.4

σ (%/ng ml-1)d 34.5 (3.5) 34.1 (3.2) 33.8 (3.2) 32.9 (5.8) 35.2 (4.7)

ε - shrinkage (%) 3.8 3.7 3.6 9.4 8.2

Estimates are expressed as estimate (% standard error)
C0, pre-dose concentration; C2, 2-h post-dose concentration; CL/F, apparent clearance; DD, CsA daily dose; F, the bioavailability relative to 1; FFM, fat-free mass; HCT, 
haematocrit; Ka, absorption rate constant; Km, steady-state concentrations at half-maximal dose rate; MM, Michaelis-Menten; PD, prednisolone daily dose; POD, postoperative 
days; V/F, apparent volume of distribution; Vm, maximum daily dose rate; ω, between subject variability; σ, residual variability
a The parameters estimated are expressed as plasma pharmacokinetic parameters in Strategy Ⅲ
b 3.4 is the maximum change in CL with increasing CsA daily dose; 72.8mg is the CsA daily dose with half maximum on CL
c The parameters estimated in Strategy Ⅰ and Ⅱ are the results on apparent whole blood clearance; the parameters estimated in Strategy Ⅲ are the results on apparent plasma 

clearance; the parameters estimated in Strategy Ⅳ are the results on Km

d Exponential error model is selected for Strategies Ⅰ-Ⅲ and additive error model is selected for Strategy Ⅳ
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Table 3 A summary of external evaluation

Candidate models MDPE (%) MAPE (%) F20 (%) F30 (%)

Linear compartmental base model -6.1% 28.7% 35.5% 52.4%

Nonlinear MM base model 9.2% 20.3% 48.9% 63.4%

Linear compartmental model without incorporating DD (Strategy Ⅰ) -3.9% 26.1% 40.6% 56.2%

Linear compartmental model incorporating DD (Strategy Ⅱ) -0.5% 24.8% 40.5% 58.2%

Theory-based nonlinear compartmental model (Strategy Ⅲ) -1.4% 23.9% 42.3% 59.8%

Nonlinear MM empirical model (Strategy Ⅳ) 6.5% 16.2% 59.4% 71.1%
DD, Cyclosporine daily dose; F20 and F30, the percentage of prediction error ≤ ±20% and ±30%, respectively; MAPE, median absolute prediction error; MDPE, median 
prediction error; MM, Michaelis-Menten

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 28, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.01.25.20018820doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.01.25.20018820


British Journal of Clinical Pharm
acology

 

Fig. 1 Prediction-corrected visual predictive checks (pcVPCs) stratified on postoperative days (PODs) for 
four established final models, based on 2000 simulations. The red solid line connects median observed 

values per bin, the red dashed lines connect the 5th and 95th percentiles of the observations. The blue areas 
are the 95 % confidence interval of the 5th and 95th percentiles. The red area indicates the confidence 

interval of the median. a pcVPC of linear compartmental model without incorporating daily dose, b pcVPC of 
linear compartmental model incorporating daily dose, c pcVPC of theory-based nonlinear compartmental 
model, d pcVPC of nonlinear Michaelis-Menten empirical model for pre-dose concentrations, e pcVPC of 

nonlinear Michaelis-Menten empirical model for 2-h post-dose concentrations. 
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Fig. 2 Box plots of the prediction error (PE%) for the four established final models. Black solid lines and blue 
dotted lines are reference lines indicating PE% of 0% and ± 20%, respectively. CMT linear compartmental 
model, DD cyclosporine daily dose, MM Michaelis-Menten model, N-CMT nonlinear compartmental model. 

Models with an asterisk (*) were developed based on the Michaelis-Menten model. 
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9 Figure S1 Residual plot of the time-invariant (left panel) and the time-variant (right panel) Michaelis-Menten model. 

10 The conditional weighted residuals (CWRES) are plotted against the postoperative days. a the results of 

11 Michaelis-Menten model for pre-dose concentrations, b the results of Michaelis-Menten model for 2-h post-dose 

12 concentrations. Red lines represents the LOESS smoothing.

13

14 Figure S2 a-h Goodness-of-fit plots for base model and four final models. a,e population prediction versus observation, 

15 b,f individual prediction versus observation, c,g population prediction versus conditional weighted residuals (CWRES), 

16 d,h  postoperative days versus CWRES. a-d the results of compartmental models, e-h the results of Michaelis-Menten 

17 models. Solid lines in a,b,e,f represent lines of identity, Red lines represent LOESS smoothing. CMT compartmental 

18 model, CMT+DD linear compartmental model incorporating daily dose, N-CMT theory-based nonlinear compartmental 

19 model, MM-C0 nonlinear Michaelis-Menten empirical model for pre-dose concentrations, MM-C2 nonlinear 

20 Michaelis-Menten empirical model for 2-h post-dose concentrations.
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Electronic Supplementary Material

Supplementary Text S1 Target concentrations of CsA therapeutic monitoring

Target C0 values were 200 - 350 ng ml-1 in the first month, 150 - 300 ng mL-1 during months 1 to 3, 100 - 
250 ng mL-1 during months 3 to 12, and 50 - 100 ng mL-1 thereafter; target C2 values were 1000 - 1500 ng 
mL-1 in the first month, 800 - 1200 ng mL-1 during months 1 to 3, 600 - 1000 ng mL-1 during months 3 to 
12, and 400 - 600 ng mL-1 thereafter.

Supplementary Text S2 The semi-mechanistic model used to predict fat-free mass (FFM)

The semi-mechanistic model be used to predict FFM as follows [1]:

FFM (male) =       (1)
9270 × WT

6680 + 216 × BMI

FFM (female) =       (2)
9270 × WT

8780 + 244 × BMI

Where WT is measured in kilograms, BMI is calculated following the formula: BMI = weight (kg)/height2 
(m2), BMI body mass index, WT body weight
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Supplementary Text S3 The derivation process of formula used to predict CsA plasma concentrations 
(Cu)

Assuming that Cu is the same both inside and outside the erythrocyte, then the concentration of drug in 
packed erythrocytes (Ce) is the combine of Cu and the concentration of drug bound to material in packed 
erythrocytes (Cbe).

Ce = Cu + Cbe        (3)
It is assumed that an equilibrium exists between Cu and drug bound to a single-site binding material 
associated with the erythrocyte,

Cbe =         (4)
nPt ×  Cu
Kd +  Cu

Where Pt is the total concentration of binding material in packed erythrocytes, Kd is the equilibrium 
dissociation constant, and n is the number of binding sites per unit of binding material.

Combining Eqs. (3) and (4) gives

Ce = Cu +         (5)
nPt ×  Cu
Kd +  Cu

If Cwb is the total-blood concentration of drug, then by mass balance and considering a unit volume,
Cwb = Cp×(1-HCT) + Ce×HCT        (6)
If the function unbound (fu) is independent of Cp, so that Cu = fu×Cp. With the parameter values 

estimated with real-world data before (fu = 0.0727, nPt = 2562 μg/L, Kd = 67 μg/L) [2], Cwb was related to 
Cp and haematocrit.

Cwb (1 + 1.853×HCT)×Cp        (7) =  

 References
1. Janmahasatian S, Duffull SB, Ash S, Ward LC, Byrne NM, Green B. Quantification of lean bodyweight. 
Clinical pharmacokinetics 2005; 44: 1051-65.
2. Legg B, Rowland M. Saturable binding of cyclosporin A to erythrocytes: estimation of binding parameters 
in renal transplant patients and implications for bioavailability assessment. Pharmaceutical research 1988; 
5: 80-5.
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Supplementary Table S1 A summary of parameters estimated by four final models using 2,000 bootstrap runs

Strategy Ⅳ: 
Nonlinear MM empirical modelParameters

Strategy Ⅰ:
Linear compartmental model 
without incorporating DD

Strategy Ⅱ: 
Linear compartmental model 
incorporating DD

Strategy Ⅲ: 
Theory-based nonlinear 
compartmental modela C0 C2

Mean 2.5th-97.5th 
percentiles Mean 2.5th-97.5th 

percentiles Mean 2.5th-97.5th 
percentiles Mean 2.5th-97.5th 

percentiles Mean 2.5th-97.5th 
percentiles

Ka (h-1) 1.25 (fixed) / 1.25 (fixed) / 1.25 (fixed) / / / / /

CL/F (L h-1) 25.2 24.4-26.4 24.6 23.8-25.6 14.5 11.4 / / / /

V·(FFM/50)/F (L) 162.0 149.2-167.5 162.0 150.1-167.9 254 17.2 / / / /

Km (ng ml-1) / / / / / / 45.8 20.1-70.4 183.8 107.6-257.1

Vm (mg day-1) / / / / / / 334.1 322.3-345.3 328.8 318.2-338.9

Covariate effect on CL/Km
c

HCT -0.406 -0.513--0.306 -0.355 -0.477--0.266 / / / / / /

POD 0.00343 -0.0003-0.006 0.0122 0.006-0.014 0.0119 0.008-0.016 0.347 0.079-0.592 0.315 0.166-0.452

DD / / 0.282 0.116-0.335 3.4b 2.8-4.0 / / / /

/ / / / 74.6b 33.0-112.7 / / / /

PD / / / / 1.08 1.05-1.10 / / / /

ω CL/F (%)/ω Km (%)c 22.9 15.1-25.7 20.0 14.0-23.6 19.0 13.9-23.2 107.8 75.5-131.3 103.6 78.0-123.9

η - shrinkage (%) / / / / / / / / / /

σ (%/ng ml-1)d 34.6 30.9-35.9 34.1 30.8-35.3 33.7 31.6-35.7 32.9 29.1-36.4 35.2 31.9-38.3

ε - shrinkage (%) / / / / / / / / / /
C0, pre-dose concentration; C2, 2-h post-dose concentration; CL/F, apparent clearance; DD, CsA daily dose; F, the bioavailability relative to 1; FFM, fat-free mass; HCT, 
haematocrit; Ka, absorption rate constant; Km, steady-state concentrations at half-maximal dose rate; MM, Michaelis-Menten; PD, prednisolone daily dose; POD, 
postoperative days; V/F, apparent volume of distribution; Vm, maximum daily dose rate; ω, between subject variability; σ, residual variability.
a The parameters estimated are expressed as plasma pharmacokinetic parameters in Strategy Ⅲ
b 3.4 is the maximum change in CL with increasing CsA daily dose; 74.6mg is the CsA daily dose with half maximum on CL
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c The parameters estimated in Strategy Ⅰ and Ⅱ are the results on apparent whole blood clearance; the parameters estimated in Strategy Ⅲ are the results on apparent 

plasma clearance; the parameters estimated in Strategy Ⅳ are the results on Km

d Exponential error model is selected for Strategies Ⅰ-Ⅲ and additive error model is selected for Strategy Ⅳ
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Supplementary Fig. S1
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Supplementary Fig. S2a
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Supplementary Fig. S2b
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Supplementary Fig. S2c
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Supplementary Fig. S2d
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Supplementary Fig. S2e
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Supplementary Fig. S2f
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Supplementary Fig. S2g
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Supplementary Fig. S2h
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