Applying PKPD modelling to evaluate the impact
of plasma proteins in time-kill experiments;
Does the protein binding matter?

Salma M. Bahnasawy’, Hifza Ahmed *, Markus Zeitlinger ?, Lena E. Friberg ', Elisabet I. Nielsen '

1 Department of Pharmacy, Uppsala University, Uppsala, Sweden, 2 Department of Clinical Pharmacology, Medical University of Vienna, Vienna, Austria.

Background Methods and results

® In vitro time-kill models offer a platform for studying

antibiotic PKPD, potentially translatable to in vivo
effects via PKPD modelling [1,2].
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3. Apply models to plasma-spiked TKC data

Conclusions

Does it predict bacterial killing in plasma ?
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Test scaling PD parameters e The need for scaling PD parameters in the
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