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Fig.1 Flowchart of model informed precision dosing

PK/PD: pharmacokinetic/pharmacodynamic; PBPK: physiologically based pharmacokinetic, Al artificial intelligent; QSP: quantitative system—

atic pharmacology; MBMA: model based meta-analysis; PM; pharmacoeconomic modeling.
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JIAO Zheng LI Xingang SHANG Dewei
Jianmin PAN Yan ZHOU Tianyan ZHANG Jing LIU Dongyang LI Lujin FANG Yi

Guangli XIANG Xiaogiang WANG Yuzhu

DING Junjie ZHAO Wei

CHEN Rui

Jianjun XIE Haitang HU Pei ZHENG Qingshan

ABSTRACT

Model informed precision dosing

( MIPD) is a new concept to guide precision dosing

for individual patient by modeling and simulation

based on the available information about the individ—

ual patient

medications and the disease. Compared

DONG Jing ZUO Xiaocong CHEN Bing LIU

MA
GAO

to the empirical dosing MIPD could improve the ef-

ficacy

safety  economics and adherence of the

pharmacotherapy according to the individuals patho-

physiology genotyping and disease progression. This

consensus report provides a brief account of the con—
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