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Evaluation by the Pharmacist for vancomycin initial dose
planning based on doctor’s leadership
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Abstract: The doctors conducted the initial dose planning of vancomycin (VCM) during May 2007 to
May 2015. The patients for whom the VCM dosing plan was reconsidered because the VCM trough
level did not reach an appropriate range, accounted for 40% of the study population. The patients with
a VCM trough level below 10 pg/mL were selected after the first therapeutic drug monitoring. The
dose, frequency of administration, and trough level of VCM were retrospectively studied. During the
initial dose planning, VCM was administered at a dose below 1000 mg daily to 69.2% of study patients.
However, we predicted that pharmacists would administer a VCM dose of 1000-2000 mg to 60.3% of
study patients. The doctors administered a uniform low dose of VCM empirically. We found that
50% of the study patients achieved an appropriate trough level of VCM with the pharmacist’s
intervention. On the other hand, some patients maintained a low trough level despite increasing the
dose of VCM. Therefore, high doses of VCM should be administered in young elderly patients with
normal renal function at the early stage of the disease.

Keywords: vancomycin; initial dose planning; doctor’s leadership; pharmacist
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Fig.1 TDM schedule in our hospital
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i)

AF VU Uit AT RV ERE (MRSA) Y
JEIRIE DA NNEZ B, F RS VR 2 3R
Y AT T HTDIC

(VCM) [LHRE -7 7 1% 10 pg/mL LA E oo
Rt sin g 19,
WAy M REE =41 > 7 (TDM) DR

, AN av v

DFDNTEPET, b7 7 32HME, BRI E R
YR B D2k, 3B MRSA O/ N8 B RRLIERFE

(MIC) fEZZEIZ, LELHETIE, OB

P& T 15-20 pg/mL &= HAE & Lo & G5-%GEH 217 9
ZOEH E LTCE, #ifE, ONER, Bk,

Bfsge, Mige (BePfitige, g - MragBaaifiize)
FRE B G WEBAR AR 2 B T, BAF 7R IR 2D
RE2H/ELEZOoOMmP VCM b T 7% 15-20
ug/mL AHESRE SN D720 TH D &Y.

ElF ke (BUF, 4B) T, 2012 4E5 A
KFE TVCM HIHIFE G FHIEAIRIIMN AL TH
57, ERIEEOMIHFR RN, 53
H LAREIZHIEl TDM AT Tz, & ORIk
W CSERIAR AN B Gk a2 FERE L, 2 [BIH LD
B HEERZ ERICIRE L C, 28 H OG5 M1T
bz, £0#% 3 HHLEIZ 2 [EH O TDM 735
il Sy, SEAIARIC X 2 H 53 E T OFHm R T iz

(Fig.1). L2>L, #] TDM (28 C, ko
10 pg/mL (IZEETX 9, VCM OF GG % L
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IRT AU BV EFE DK 4 BIFEL TV,

Z 2T, ERMC XD EGREE, #)E TDM K
IZIH VEM k7 ZE XGRS EIE L 72 0o 72
BEFEHRLLT, %ﬁﬂﬁfﬁﬁl@%@’w‘f*ﬁﬁ
w1107,
Fik
1 X%

2007 4F- 5 H~2012 45 H Of#], YFEi2 T MRSA
BLOZrvTFuray bR - 7=V U LR LD
RGN BRI, VCM EFFIAI O TR G S,
TDM M3 iafT S AL7= B 643 4412kt LT, [ERfiE
B XKD VCM W1 # B3 G A E i S vz
DO HLDBED O L, BHTEE 710 4B LV
20 AT DB 9 A4 ZFRE, M VCEM T 7
B % 10-20 pg/mL IZHERF32 Z L 3 HfERRE S %
B 564 4 & TRIN LT, & 25 9)E TDM K
(I VEM k7 ZfEDS 10 ug/mL LL o B3
347 4 &BRE, fH VCM b7 ZfEAS 10 pg/mL
ICELTWARVWERE 2T L@ L. &5
TDM % 2 [mLL B 3EHE L T 2% B A 55
T 5728, TDM 3 1L [EIFZT OBEEZRE, &k
HIIZ 78 A & xtge & Lz (Fig. 2).
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TOMASFEITE N - B E (n=643)

2007465 B ~201245 A O RILPRFERICTAF LI UMEERR IR OERE
(MRSA) B KU I TAavHAR - T LFICKBRENELON., EMICLD
DEBRERETICE SO TER/ a2/ (VeM) EHFIA O TR S,

| B BE (0=70) BEV0RRBOBE (n=0) |

| — 812, VOMIS M8 £10-20 pg/mLISHEH T BT LA MRS DB E (n=564) |

HETOMEF (2 hveMbZ F{E A0 pg/mLEL E D
2% (n=347)

| VMO 55 EH AR EE (n=217) |

[ 1B HTOMA TSN -85 (0=139) |

(n=78)

EFIMIC kDR E5HG (FHRD IO hveMbS7{EO BN AT REL B E

Fig. 2 Patient group of this study

HHRA At #Avic. ERIFETIT>72 VCM
BHHRFHIB T b &L &5 B, 4,
W, Bt E, BRI 2B LT K
DL hrANT T 4 TITRAE L. ERORGETL
TR B L SEAIR 23 E B 2% VCM TDM figdT
V7 h&EAWT TR LI G &z o\ Tk
WARFET L7z, EANC X 50 53851 oo i
VCM K7 Z7ff (#]la] TDM B§) 5 JZ OSEFAIAfIC
L2 HEGERFMEOMF: VCM F 7 7fE (2[5 H
TDM ) {22\ C, VCM 5 ®RIZEFR L, H&E
HEB L OHEMERHEDNC G Lz, 7 VT
=7 U7 7 A (CLer) IZ Cockeroft & Gault =
LOREHLEZY

ED)
nz

3. fEMELR

ABFFE T, HEL T SEEE & BRER T O D
B ZE B SO VEMIBEIZE T 5 L b Ay
T 4 THIROERE G, T _XCOBEFHRILH
IR GIFRE D I NT T —H N— 2Lk S
o BEEANZRETCERWVWEDICT LT
TOT—2IEAL S Tz,

4. RREEHARAT
TRTO pEEHEAREICL > TENL, HE
KHEIL 0.05 & L7, ZHEEIZIE Tukey O 5k
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Z Tz AT Y 7 M2 IMP® 10 (SAS Institute
Inc., Cary, NC, USA) % Hu 7.

woh R
1. BEYR

VCM #5-BF 1T RIS mEE 3% 00, A
225t DAEEN L 68.1+14.5 5% T, BRI EH AN
Mol TT% B (B 60 A, ot 18 A) T
{KE(1158.1+12.4kg T v, Body mass index (BMI)
1222436 THo7-. MHRFEEFHE (BUN), i
17 L7 F =1 (Scr) 3 X U Cler O FE¥fEIX
16.7 mg/dL, 0.6 mg/dL 3 X 0 106.3 mL/min T&
BRI RIFCThH o7z,

DBLERE L THRSZ TH > T-DIINE

(34/78,44%) TH Y, MRSA D5y AL
& LTl (33/78,42.3%) 5 K ONBA KM (16/78,
20.5%) %0 o7- (Tablel).

2. VCM &5 #H 0D

FERISERET Lo I G-l d, W o e
WZHBWTH 1A[&E(F500mg 75 1000mg TH V),
1 HE& LT 500 mg 205 2000 mg Th o7z,
FRIZ, TERSMEECIZ 181500 mg @ 1 H 2 [A[D A
OG- I7ETHEl ST e, —J5, SRAIRGH £
HxFHIB 59 % 2 & T 1R Y o# 5513 500



BEERFHEFHES H3E&  (2016)
Table 1 Patient background
n=78
Age mean = SD 68.1 £ 145
Male sex no. (%) of patients 60 (76.9)
AZE (kg) mean + SD 58.1+124
BMI (kg/m?) mean = SD 222+36
CRP (mg/dL) mean + SD 121287
WBC (/ulL) mean * SD 11156.4 + 5436.6
17 ER (%) mean + SD 79.8+9.8
#gC mean + SD 38107
BUN (mg/dL) mean = SD 16.7 284
Scr(mg/dL) mean + SD 06+03
CLer (mL/min) mean = SD 106.3 £55.5
no. (%) of patients
2ER 2k 34 (436)
55 12 (15.4)
H2Ecot 11 (14.1)
=S8 7 (9.0)
Aot F 6 (7.7)
FREFR 5 (6.4)
B 1 (1.3)
DR 1(1.3)
RER 1{13)
MRSAZS SRR H S MEE 33 (42.3)
FARIEEE 16 (20.5)
BrHEhy 8 (10.3)
BEE & (7.7)
JERARRIER 3 (38)
£l 2 (2.6)
FEARIL 2 (2.6)
BR(EEAER 1 (1.3)
mEBENTER 1 (1.3)
OFEHRNE 1 (1.3)
ik 1 (1.3)
BEIHFL— 8% 1(1.3)
EhARIL 1{13)
BEREFL— 8 1 (1.3)
BEATRE 1(13)

mg 7> & 1500 mg, 1 H #5-f& % 1000 mg 7> & 3000
mg £ NI T 4 —ICEAREEREGHRFDPRD L
U7z (Table 2).

3. VCM BE5ED i
PERf ASERFE L 72 1% 5 3 ) 1298.7 mg/
HTHhY, sIBBED 69.2%I28\ T VCM # 5
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H13 1000mg/HLL FCToH 7=, #llal TDM 413K
AIE 2SN A LTZBRD VCM #5837 19295
mg/H T&H Y, 60.3%DEHIZFHVT 1000 mg/H
725 2000 mg/ H OG- &N EIRI LTV, 20
B G BITERI DS ERGE L= 5 &> 157 5T
B - 7=, FEEIRH O AT 2000 mg/ H LA Eo#e b &
$ 19.2% DEFITRIRI Tz, £z, ERIN



FIRESYNG 2SS 5

WA G- 24T - 7o BEIT KT L CERAFI A AR [E] )
HRG L7c S ARGE L TRT Y 7 b & WV CTHIH
Behma TRl Lo b 2 A 1846.2 mg/ H & 72
O, ERILG LT-&ELD S 150 2V E &
LD Z EHERI STz (Table 3).

4, Mm% VCM b 7{E 15-20 pg/mL ZHE L §
LBE
KEDOTDM a2 P AL E2—9 BLUk
[EJEYSIE 2 357 L 72 MRSA JEYYE T A K7
A 2D CIXEMAE, DR, BB, BEIRZK,
Jifi g, EENE B2 FEHGHALRR R YYEIZ I\ T, BREAF7R

%3

(2016)

RN R Z D =00 VCM 7 7 il 15-
20 pug /mL MRS LTV S, E- T, FitDE
G- Lo BE 2 lASR E L.

B MAE 5§, BHRM, MEREEDT—7 &
W MRSA %573 7y Bfefs

BERZ 5 B D MRSA 5503 7y Bl H

9% 5 =40 A2 F 7 IR EIEM R TR, Sl
XV MRSA %573 75 s

FUE R WG IR G i 3 BE & 7213 580@
HME T MRSA %573 75 B

4

Table 2 Alteration of VCM administration design (n=78)

A EFDRSSEE B. #IEITDMi: (ZHIEFD T A) C. 2B BTOME (ERER DN A)
VCM VCM VCM VCM VCM VCM
BEH BEEZ E/B B5E BSE E/E B5E n ZEEZ E/B B5E
mg/ [ mg/B mg/[@ mg/B mg/[Al mg/B
i 1000 X1 1000 3 1500 X2 3000 5 1500 X2 3000 1
1000 X2 2000 10 1250 x2 2500 2 1250 x2 2500 1
500 X | 500 1 1000 x2 2000 16 1000 x2 2000 12
500 x2 1000 20 750 x2 1500 | 1000 X1 1000 1
500 X2 1000 6 500 x2 1000 9
500 X3 1500 4 500 x3 1500 2
500 x4 2000 1
-7 - - 7
)% 1000 x2 2000 3 1500 X2 3000 1 1500 x2 3000 1
500 x2 1000 9 1000 X2 2000 9 1000 X2 2000 9
500 x2 1000 | 500 x2 1000 |
500 x3 1500 | 500 x4 2000 |
ReRkoh R 500 x2 1000 11 1000 x2 2000 4 1000 x2 2000 5
500 X2 1000 7 500 x2 1000 5
#T - -1
ERaRl 1000 X2 2000 1 1500 x2 3000 1 1000 x2 2000 4
900 x2 1800 1 1000 X2 2000 5 500 x2 1000 2
500 x2 1000 5 500 X2 1000 1 BT - -
iR 1000 x2 2000 3 1500 %2 3000 2 1500 x2 3000 1
500 x2 1000 2 1000 x2 2000 3 1000 X2 2000 3
500 x4 2000 | 1000 x3 3000 1 1000 X3 3000 1
#®T - - 1
R 1000 x2 2000 3 1500 X2 3000 1 1500 x2 3000 1
1000 X1 1000 1 1250 X2 2500 1 1000 X2 2000 3
500 x2 1000 1 1000 X2 2000 2 BT - -
1000 X1 1000 1
Sq0L 1000 X2 2000 2 1500 x2 3000 1 1500 x2 3000 |
500 x2 1000 | 1000 x2 2000 2 1000 X2 2000 1
500 x2 1000 |
&&t 78 78 78

HEQMOBER, KER, FRER. DESH, FHZ2T
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Table 3 Comparison of VCM dose

%3

(2016)

VCM#r 5 & mg/H

<1000 1000<C, 2000 2000<
FH#{E (SD)
BEEH (%) EEH (%) BER (%)
EMIcEBPEREE (A) 1298.7(468.9) 54(69.2) 24(30.8) 0(0.0)
BT IMN LA R S E (B) 1846.2(743.2) 23(29.5) 31(39.7) 24(30.8)
B/A 1.50(0.61) - - -
#FETOMEZEOREE (EFIFHAA) 1929.5(622.8) 16(20.5) 47 (60.3) 15(19.2)

(St N AR I E S NN L F S 1R
VCM k7 Z7fE7s 10 pg/mL K & 72 » 7= BE D
9 b, 57.7% (45/78) \XTEMLAE, HEEI%K, Mk
K OVERE SRR G R L, EE S L <
I RYYE ISR Y T 0 BEFE CTh o 7.

5. ARMSHIEEHICHSITLZMLFVCM FF

7 EDEE)

EAERFRE & BRI, ER E O YIS &
25 2 | HPARE, HENEE IR olo it &1
BINTZHETHS. 2 [AIH TDM (21T 5 M
VCM F Z Z{l75 10 pg/mL A 2K #EE, 10-20
pg/mL % 5 1E 4, 20 pg/mL LA b % ek & L7z,
Fig. 3 1%, #E] TDM K O* 2 [alH TDM # D1 H

AR#EF—ERE AR —@Es
n=13 n=11

40 A0
e 2%
330 30
s 75
1 20 % 20

15 R s /

z0 s, Z 10 "'/,-‘

o k S L'//—ﬂ
> s — g
o 0

EITOM 2B18TOM VETOM 2EIBTDOM
BE—ERE W —#iE i
n=14 n=28

a0 40
¥ 2
‘g 30 ‘g 30
é 25 é 25

F\E 20 ﬁ 20 e

p P .

-4 N
E e — E p r//
0 1 0 =
#IETOM 2EETOM ETOM 2EIETOM

VCM b 7 7{HORER %, HEHF-IRRE, A&
MERF — B I, Y EEMERY — TP, M — R,
W — R, M — TP 6 RIFIC T TOR
L72bDThDH. MHHRED 10 ug/mL Kiii TH
B R R B A fERE L2 (A EMERAED) 1
254, (32.1%) T, MHREED 10 pg/mL Al T
bol-l-wiEEIN-BE (EER) X 53 4
(67.9%) Th-olo. FAEIANIT AT HZ L TH
F D 50% (39/78 4, FEHMERFRE ; 11/25 44, &
B 5 28/53 44) H VCM k7 72N EI
FE Uiz, AR A, VCM £ 5 R HEFRF
SInicb s FhEkicE L EEN 1 477
FEL, —7, HELZICLH L PIERBERICE
ST-EE X144 TH-7= (Fig. 3).

AR#RF—PEE A R#RF(26)
n=1 n=25
40 40
23 g%
3 30 330 :
25 5
Ez 20 ﬁur. 20
Dr_\ 15 B 15
= 10 =10 e
] S = ——
= 5 > 5 -
] 0
M EITDM 2EETOM HETOM 2EETDM
BE—hEE ME (2
n=11 n=53
40 40
=35 = 35
E E
320 ¥ 330
‘; 25 . " 25 N
rp\f 20 2 !I:f 20 .
iIn 15 - 4 In 15 L~
Lo Lo Al
o | S o —
AN 3]
0 0
METDM 2EBT1OM METOM 2EBTOM

Fig. 3 Changes in VCM trough levels in both groups of increased dose and maintained dose
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(2016)

BiRE BEE $EE

ERE @#Es SEsE

90]
g_) 70 N.S
< 50
30:
— 35
S o
254
m 20-
15
1.4
- 3 N.S
QO 1o
) o [%] EI:I
0.2
. 1 N.S
O 2001
o =
0

p=0.0054"

N.S

ﬁHiJH

— p-omsa*

T HRBET 2 2 LB CROPE

Fig. 4 Comparison of patient background focusing on the VCM dose

6. fLHVCM +J Z7fEICx T 5 BEEROKE
FHIER DI A%, BRGEIS7 VCM #5812
B U CHEMERRE & B ORIRE, #IEE
L O EEIC BT 5% K+ D3 gi.“%%%tt
W22 IR CTHEAEZRDI. HEE
D ORI, I EHMERRRE & EREE
M VCM K 7 7 AN Eiﬁf&;otﬂ%%®¢—*ﬂ§<
& LT, @miliiin-o Cler 2MEVWME A /L S 7.
F72, VCM ZHEL7ZICHM LT 7 7HEME
RIS £ > T BE ORI E LT, AR
TH Y Cler DEWEETH-7= (Fig. 4).

:Hﬁﬁ
[

ZE
EEHNEFT L7z VCM @ 1 [ &% 500 mg F 7=
1£1000mg TH Y, 134 7L ORAREOB S
eI ER BV R ETHD L
Ezon. i, B BRERFELTWD
PERLRO O, EMORBRICE SV -G
HBfThn s b,
#)al TDM #%, 1L VCM & Z {43 10 pg/mL
(T2 72 WBRERHCRB W T, BIE S L < ITEHEME
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JRYLENSEIL, 15-20 ug/mL D ifiLf VCM &
TEPHER IS LB LN BEDN 571.7%%

HH TV, JBEICKNE,: VCM BRI S
ST T-ATHENVED B V) | JRYLIE VB DI

FUSOIRE B N AN AL 7 . BRI O EYE TR
2B W T DO VCM G564 2 38k DR S 23 A
EEBZONDTD, fjilrY 7 M7 T L5
WD, B DO IESIRFIAR S W) B -3 G AR
5T 22 TRy B VEM h 7 7 fE
10 pg/mL UL L2952 EBBETH DL LB
oD,

WIlal TDOM %, SEAIRTASAENT > 7 b &2 W CE
1REIC VEM 5 EDREEITH 2 & T, 50%D
BEOMF VCM k7 773 EikizE L7,

7, VCM i L TH b7 7HEMEEICE £ 5
BEREDOLFAED S 2> & 7o To . FEBICIRAIATIX
AR 5B D 157 [ LR TE TV,
M, ERIARIENCRE LG 3 R &
Wis iR E O B SCBEEEEOE A AR T D
=8, FEANRHIL IR 72 B2 F2 22 LT < welkid &
ol Z ENFKRTHDLEBZZHND. VCM

-
—

, A



Hig, mEEHEHTH, DEBADE, RIE, Bk
RBE O 2HREEIC XY FAESMCE O
VCM F I 7MlEEETHZENH YV ERENMLET
& % 1019, N BHIEAVR I © i N E ORI
£V Ser BMET L, BHREZ W KRICFHMEL TLE
I EICHIEREDBLEL D0, [FRFICBHEEED
PREF SN TR L CiE, Bl 22
BESH D720, & bR & B S
DL 72 LB 2B (Fig 4), 0%,
B R ER O BHAE IS U C TDM I X v & 58,
BEMROMEI 2175 & LEZD. W&k
BARET D7D, IR GRET OB
BEREBLZIEREL, Bl 27 25F 22 1
THANR A 5T D20 ERH D &b
N5, Ak, ARG VCM 1RO 01 53% 5
ICEHEB 5 C& 2 Lo e, &5 EREDE
b, FRERCYYAE (2% 2 3 1E R s~ O s 72
E, £, BEOBEHEEICOLEUE L X DR
WG IRENREE 2D EEZ LS.
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