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ABSTRACT

Background

Salivary therapeutic drug monitoring (TDM) offers the potential to reduce the risks, burden,
time, and costs of blood-based TDM, but its feasibility in oxazolidinone antibiotics and the
influence of food intake remain unknown.

Methods

A total of 12 healthy volunteers participated in this study. Linezolid and tedizolid were
intravenously administered to 6 participants each. Saliva samples were taken at 15 time
points and peripheral venous blood samples were also taken at 12 time points
simultaneously with saliva. Total and unbound serum and saliva concentrations of linezolid
and tedizolid were measured using high-performance liquid chromatography.

Results

Individual concentration—time curves in saliva versus serum (total and unbound) were similar
in linezolid, but different in tedizolid. Saliva concentrations were significantly correlated with
total and unbound serum concentrations in both agents. However, concentrations in each
case and area under the concentration—time curve from 0 to 10 h (AUCy_10) in saliva were
correlated with those in total or unbound serum for linezolid, but not for tedizolid. The mean
saliva-to-serum (total and unbound) concentration and AUC_, ratios were 0.90 and 0.90 in
total and 1.09 and 0.99 in unbound. Food intake did not influence these correlations in
linezolid.

Conclusions

The analysis of linezolid in saliva is applicable for TDM as a promising alternative to
conventional serum sampling without correlation factors, but application of tedizolid is less
feasible. Easy sampling using a noninvasive technique may facilitate TDM even in

underdeveloped countries with limited resources and specific patient categories.
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INTRODUCTION

Linezolid has been widely used in methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA)
(1, 2) and vancomycin-resistant Enterococcus faecium (VRE) infections (3), and has recently
gained a greater role in treatment regimens for multidrug-resistant or extensively
drug-resistant Mycobacterium tuberculosis, or Mycobacterium abscessus (4-6). Patients
should be closey monitored due to time- and concentration-dependent serious adverse
effects of linezolid, including myelosuppression and neuropathy (7). In spite of linezolid
being a drug with a very narrow therapeutic window (8), linezolid shows large
pharmacokinetic variability, and drug-drug interactions also contribute to the high
inter-individual variability in linezolid pharmacokinetics (9).

Therapeutic drug monitoring (TDM) serves as an efficient patient management tool by
contributing to assessment of treatment response, helping to reduce toxicity and minimizing
antibiotic resistance while ensuring adequate drug exposure (10). Several findings have
provided evidence for the proper application of TDM for linezolid as an effective tool to
predict serious adverse events and prevent discontinuation in advance (11-14).

Conventional venipuncture, the sampling currently used in clinical practice for TDM, is
an invasive procedure with several logistical restrictions, such as the requirement of trained
phlebotomists and appropriate materials, immediate storage in a refrigerator or freezer after
collection, and cold chain transport to maintain the biospecimen integrity (15). Blood
sampling is undesirable for some patient groups because of limited blood supply (e.g.,
neonates), less accessible veins (e.g., elderly), or religious objections (15). Alternatives to
regular blood sampling (e.qg., saliva) are therefore being studied.

Saliva sampling could reduce the risks, burden, time, and costs of blood sampling (16).
Self-sampling at home would be advantageous, especially in TB-endemic countries, and
would enable multiple sample collection (17). Dried blood spot (DBS) sampling is another

less invasive method (18). However, DBS sampling can be painful, is more complicated, and
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79  has higher failure rates than saliva sampling (15). The drug concentrations in DBS are
80 influenced by the hematocrit value, blood volume, sampling paper, and chromatographic
81 effects (15, 18). In addition, unbound drug concentrations are not determinable in DBS;
82  salivary concentrations are generally used to represent the unbound drug concentrations
83  (15).

84 Serum contains unbound and bound drugs, whereas saliva generally contains only
85 unbound drugs. Measuring the concentrations of unbound drugs may be important in
86  pharmacokinetic studies, because only unbound drugs are pharmacologically active (19).
87  This means that salivary concentrations of drugs may be more strongly associated with
88  therapeutically active drug concentrations than total serum/plasma concentrations (19).

89 Previously, a few studies described linezolid concentrations in saliva and found that
90 salivais a suitable matrix for TDM in healthy individuals or MDR-TB patients (15, 17, 20-22).
91  Salivary concentrations can be translated to plasma or serum concentrations with a
92  correction factor of 1.0-1.2 (15, 20, 22). However, there has been no human study
93  measuring unbound concentrations of linezolid and assessing the correlation between saliva
94 and unbound serum/plasma concentrations. Only about 3—7 time points are generally used
95  for linezolid measurement (15, 20, 21), and thus the data for linezolid pharmacokinetics in
96 saliva and serum remain scarce.

97 Tedizolid is a second-generation oxazolidinone which has shown similar efficacy to
98 linezolid in acute bacterial skin and soft tissue infections, with reduced adverse side effects
99 (23, 24). Tedizolid has also shown high activity against M. tuberculosis including MDR
100 strains (25) and species of nontuberculous mycobacteria (NTM) (26); thus, tedizolid is
101 gaining recognition as an attractive alternative to linezolid for MDR-TB and NTM (27-29).
102 Plasma protein binding differs between tedizolid and linezolid and is reported as 70-90%
103 (29) and 18% (30) in humans; therefore the pharmacokinetics of these two drugs is

104 considered to be different. However, there is scarce information regarding the
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pharmacokinetics in clinical practice. Furthermore, while there has been one study
measuring salivary concentrations of tedizolid in rats (31), there has been no such study in
humans.

In addition, salivary properties are known to influenced by food intake (16), but it is
unclear whether diet may also affect salivary drug concentrations in linezolid or tedizolid.
The aim of this study was to explore the feasibility of saliva-based TDM of linezolid and
tedizolid in clinical settings, including the requirement for dietary control for saliva collection.
To this end, we investigated the correlations of saliva and total and unbound serum
concentrations in healthy volunteers, and assessed these correlations before and just after

food intake.
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116  Participants and Methods

117 This study was registered at UMIN (UMINO00046556) and approved by the ethical
118  review board of the University of Toyama (approval nos. R2012133 and R2020147) and the
119  Nihon University (approval nos. 20-005 and 23A-005). Written informed consent was
120 obtained from all participants.

121 A total of 12 healthy volunteers participated in this study. Linezolid was administered to
122 6 participants and tedizolid to 6 participants. Linezolid (Zyvox®" IV bag 600 mg / 300 mL)
123 and tedizolid phosphate (Sivectro® 200mg vial) for infusion were purchased from Pfizer
124 (Tokyo) and MSD (Tokyo), respectively. Linezolid 600 mg/300 mL bag and tedizolid
125 phosphate reconstituted with 4 mL of sterile water and further dissolved with 250 mL of 0.9%
126  sterile saline were infused intravenously for 1 h.

127 Saliva samples were taken at 15 time points according to a preset schedule (Table S1)
128  consisting of a sample before and at 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1, 1.25, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, and 10
129  h after the start of the infusion. To collect saliva samples, participants were asked to drink 50
130 mL of distilled water to promote saliva secretion before saliva collection. Subsequently, the
131  saliva samples were collected by chewing on a cotton roll and processed using Salivette
132 (Sarstedt, Nul_mbrecht, Germany) in combination with centrifugation (3000xg for 2 min)
133 according to the manufacturer's instructions. Peripheral venous blood samples were also
134  taken simultaneously with saliva, before and at 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, and 10 h after
135  the start of the infusion, through a short venous catheter inserted in the forearm opposite the
136 infusion site. The serum samples were centrifuged at 3000xg for 10 min. All samples were
137 stored at -80°C until analysis. During the study, participants ate the same food at the
138 specified times (linezolid, food consumption between 4 and 5 h (4-5 h) after the start of the
139 infusion; tedizolid, at 3—4, 6-8, and 8-10 h after the start of the infusion) and drank only
140  water, which was unrestricted, from the start to the end of sampling.

141 Total and unbound serum concentrations of linezolid and tedizolid were measured
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142 using the improved methodology based on our previously published high-performance liquid
143 chromatography (HPLC) methods (30, 32). Saliva samples were applied in the same
144 manner as serum to measure saliva concentration.

145 Linezolid bulk powder (CAS No. 165800033) was purchased from Toronto Research
146 Chemicals (North York, Canada), and tedizolid bulk powder (CAS No. 856867-55-5) was
147 purchased from LKT Laboratories (Saint Paul, MN). Tedizolid was used as an internal
148 standard (IS) for linezolid. L-tryptophan methyl ester hydrochloride was purchased from
149  Tokyo Chemical Industry Co. (Tokyo) and used as an IS for tedizolid. All other reagents were
150  of analytical grade and were commercially available. Linezolid and tedizolid concentrations
1561 were determined using an HPLC system (Shimadzu Corporation, Kyoto, Japan). High
152 linearity was exhibited over a concentration range for linezolid and tedizolid (R*>>0.999). The
153 lower limit of quantifications (LLOQ) of linezolid and tedizolid were 0.1 and 0.001 mg/L,
154  respectively. All concentration levels met the pre-set criteria for accuracy and precision (bias
155  and coefficient of variation [CV] <15%; at LLOQ both <20%).

156 Area under the concentration—time curve from 0 to 10 h (AUCq_;10) in serum and saliva
157  was calculated using the trapezoidal rule. AUCy... was determined using the equation
158 Cjo/elimination rate constant (ke). ke was determined by using log-linear regression of the
159  concentrations in the terminal period. AUC,_.. was calculated by adding AUCy_10 and AUC .
160 . Half-life (t12) was calculated using the equation 0.693/ke. Cnax Was defined as the highest
161  observed concentration and Tnax as the corresponding time of Cax.

162 PK analyses, including determination of the Cnax, Tmax AUCo_10, AUCo..., and ty, of
163 linezolid and tedizolid, were performed in R (v4.3.3) applying the ggplot2 package (v3.5.0)
164  (22) in a tidyverse framework (v2.0.0).

165 Passing—Bablok regression and Bland—Altman plots were used to analyse results.
166  Pearson’s correlation and the Wilcoxon signed-rank test were applied to other comparisons.

167  Statistical significance between different groups was defined as P <0.05. Statistical analysis
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168 and figure construction were performed using JMP Pro version 17.0.0 software (SAS
169 Institute, Cary, NC) and GraphPad Prism version 9.5.1 (GraphPad Software, San Diego,
170 CA). Data are expressed as mean with standard deviation (SD) or median with interquartile
171 range (IQR).

172


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.30.24309749
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.30.24309749; this version posted July 1, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

174 RESULTS

175 Participant demographics and the pharmacokinetic parameters (AUCg_10, AUCy .., Cmax,
176 Tmax tuz, protein binding rate) of linezolid are shown in Table 1. Individual linezolid
177 concentration—time curves in saliva versus serum (total and unbound) were similarly shaped
178 (Fig. 1A) and Tmax in saliva was not delayed (Table 1), which suggested that penetration of
179  linezolid into saliva is fast. The linezolid AUCq_10, AUCo .., and ty, in saliva were similar to
180  those in unbound serum, but Cyaxin saliva was similar to that in total serum rather than that
181 in unbound serum.

182 Pearson’s test revealed that the total and unbound serum concentrations were
183  significantly correlated with saliva concentration in total (Fig. 2A and 2B) and in each
184 individual (Fig. S1) for linezolid. Passing—Bablok analysis also showed that the linear
185  regression line of linezolid saliva concentration = -0.38 + 0.95 x total serum concentration
186 with 95%CI of intercept -0.99-0.11; 95%CI of slope 0.88-1.02; R = 0.75, and P < 0.001. A
187  linear relationship between unbound serum and saliva concentrations of linezolid was also
188  observed: saliva concentration = -0.55 + 1.15 x unbound serum concentration with 95%CI of
189  intercept -1.34-0.10; 95%CI of slope 1.04-1.25; R = 0.66, and P < 0.001, respectively.

190 For AUCs, Pearson'’s test also revealed that the total and unbound serum AUC,_310 and
191  AUC,... were correlated with saliva AUCy_10and AUC,_..,, except for unbound serum AUC, ...
192  (Fig. 3A). Passing—Bablok regression also showed a good relationship between the saliva
193 AUCq_10 and total serum AUC,_;0 with a slope estimate of 0.86 (95%ClI, -0.33-2.86) and an
194  intercept estimate of 5.44 (95%ClI, -154.0-98.5), and unbound serum AUC,_3, with a slope
195 estimate of 1.48 (95%CI, 0.14-2.52) and an intercept estimate of -26.6 (95%CI,
196  -109.4-75.3), respectively.

197 Bland—Altman assessment demonstrated good agreement between analyses of
198 linezolid concentrations in saliva and serum (total and unbound). The mean saliva to total

199  serum concentration, AUCq 30, and AUC,_.. ratios were 0.90 (95%CI 0.67-1.13), 0.90
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200 (95%CI 0.80-1.00), and 0.76 (95%CI 0.60-0.93), respectively (Fig. 4A—C), and the mean
201  saliva to unbound serum concentration, AUCq_10, and AUC, .. ratios were 1.07 (95%ClI
202  0.74-1.40), 1.09 (95%CI 0.94-1.23), and 0.99 (95%CI 0.63-1.35), respectively (Fig. 4D-F).
203 Regarding the influence of diet, at 5 h after administration after food intake, the total and
204  unbound serum concentrations were significantly correlated with saliva concentration (Fig.
205  S2) and the biases (ranges) of saliva to total and unbound serum concentration ratios were
206  0.86 (95%CI 0.64—1.10) and 1.05 (95%CI 0.75-1.35), respectively. These results suggested
207  that the correlation between serum and saliva may not be affected by food intake.

208 Participant demographic and pharmacokinetic parameters of tedizolid are also shown
209  in Table 1. Although the tedizolid AUCq_;0, AUCq_.., Cmax, @nd ty,; in saliva were more similar
210 to those in unbound serum than in total serum, individual tedizolid concentration—time
211  curves in saliva versus serum (total and unbound) were differently shaped (Fig. 1B).
212 Pearson’s test revealed that the total and unbound serum concentrations of tedizolid were
213 significantly correlated with total saliva concentration (Fig. 2C and 2D). However, in the
214 individual evaluations, 3 out of 6 participants showed no correlation between saliva and total
215 or unbound tedizolid concentration (Fig. S3 and S4), which was due to the inconsistent
216 results for Tmaxin saliva and serum; in 5 out of 6 participants (all but participant 2), peaks of
217 saliva concentration were not observed and Tnax in saliva was different from Tpyax in serum
218 (Fig. S3 and S4). These difference seemed not to be due to the diet because Tnyax Values in
219  serum or saliva were measured before food intake (at 3—4, 68, and 8—10 h after the start of
220 the infusion).

221 Passing—Bablok analysis showed that the linear regression line of tedizolid saliva
222 concentration = 0.0055 + 0.053 x total serum concentration with 95%CI of intercept
223 -0.0047-0.03208; 95%CI of slope 0.040-0.064; R = 0.54, and P < 0.001. The unbound
224 serum concentrations of tedizolid were also linearly correlated with saliva concentrations

225  with equation saliva concentration = 0.0067 + 0.36 x unbound serum concentration with
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95%CI of intercept -0.005-0.021; 95%CI of slope 0.29-0.43; R = 0.50, and P < 0.001,
respectively. However, for AUCs, Pearson’s test revealed that the total and unbound serum
AUCs (AUCy_10 and AUC,_..) were all uncorrelated with saliva AUCs (Fig. S5), which does
not favour saliva as a sampling matrix for TDM. The mean (range) saliva to total and
unbound serum tedizolid concentration rates were 0.060 (0.012-0.108) and 0.39

(0.07-0.74), respectively.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.30.24309749
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.30.24309749; this version posted July 1, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

234  DISCUSSION

235 This study is the first to investigate the relationship between saliva and unbound serum
236 concentration with multiple time points and to measure saliva tedizolid concentrations in

237 humans. We also investigated the influence of diet on the correlation between saliva and
238  total or unbound serum concentrations, because while salivary properties are known to

239 change according to food intake (16), the effect of diet on salivary drug concentrations has
240 not been unclarified.

241 Saliva contains only the unbound fraction of drugs, since only the unbound fraction is
242 able to infiltrate through the salivary tissues, including the capillary wall, the basement

243 membrane, and the membrane of the salivary gland epithelial cells (33). Thus, salivary

244  concentrations generally represent the unbound drug concentrations (15). Regarding

245  linezolid, as we expected, the time-courses of linezolid saliva concentrations were similarly
246 shaped with unbound concentrations in serum, and the mean saliva-to-serum concentration,
247 AUCq 109, and AUC,_.. ratios were closer to 1 for those to unbound serum compared to those
248 to total serum. The mean saliva to unbound serum concentration, AUCy_;09, and AUC,_..,

249  ratios were 1.07, 1.09, and 0.99, respectively (Fig. 4D-F).

250 To date, no human study has compared linezolid saliva and unbound concentrations in
251  serum or plasma. Based on the previous studies conducted in TB patients, Bolhuis et al.

252 reported the mean oral fluid/total serum concentration or AUC from 0 to 12 h (AUC,.1,) ratios
253 were 1.03 and 0.97, respectively (20). Van den Elsen et al. also showed that the median
254  saliva/total serum concentration and AUC.,4 ratios were 0.76 and 0.81, respectively (17).
255  They also suggested a correlation factor of 1.2 when translated to serum AUC,.,4 using

256 saliva AUCy.24, Which may be due to the difference between the total and saliva

257 concentrations, the latter of which represent the unbound concentrations, and it seemed that
258  the values of saliva AUCy.,4 and unbound serum AUC,.,4 would be approximately the same.

259  In the present study, the mean saliva-to-total serum concentration, AUCo_;0, and AUCq_.,
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260  ratios were 0.90, 0.90, and 0.76, respectively (Fig. 4A—C), and the mean saliva-to-serum
261  concentration, AUCq_109, and AUC,_.. ratios were closer to 1 for unbound serum

262  concentrations than for the total serum concentrations. Although there were slight

263  differences in saliva-to-total serum concentrations or AUC ratios in these studies, which

264  might be attributable to differences in sampling methods, processing or storage, salivary

265  TDM of linezolid indeed might indeed be feasible with good reproducibility and is ready for
266  validation in a clinical setting.

267 Salivary properties are known to change according to food intake (16). To improve the
268  feasibility of salivary linezolid TDM, we investigated the effects of food intake on salivary

269  linezolid concentrations and the correlation with total and unbound serum concentrations. In
270  the present study, even after food intake, total and unbound serum concentrations were

271 significantly correlated with saliva concentration (Fig. S2) and the biases (ranges) of saliva
272 to total and unbound serum concentration ratios were 0.86 (0.64-1.10) and 1.05 (0.75-1.35),
273 respectively. These results suggested that the correlation between serum and saliva

274  linezolid concentrations may not be affected by diet, and dietary control may not be

275 necessary when collecting saliva.

276 For tedizolid, the mean (range) tedizolid saliva-to-unbound serum concentration ratio
277 was 0.39 (0.07-0.74), suggesting lower passage into the saliva than linezolid. As in previous
278  studies (29, 32), the serum protein-binding rates were different between linezolid and

279  tedizolid in the present study. The median (IQR) serum protein-binding rates are 18.2

280  (15.8-19.8) in linezolid and 60.3 (48.0-71.1) in tedizolid, respectively (Table 1). It is thought
281  that the significant difference in serum-protein binding between linezolid and tedizolid affects
282  drug passage into the saliva. In addition to serum-protein binding, pH and pKa, lipid solubility,
283 charge, molecular weight and spatial configuration, dose and clearance of the drug, salivary
284  flow rate and pH, and salivary-binding proteins and salivary enzymes capable of

285 metabolizing the drug would also affect the results (16, 34). Based on these many variables,
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286  the analysis of oxazolidinone concentrations in saliva and serum must be validated in

287 humans, not animals. In fact, however, there has been only one study measuring salivary
288  concentrations of tedizolid, and that study used a rat model; the results showed that the

289  serum-protein binding and salivary pH values were different from those of humans (31). The
290  study also demonstrated a strong correlation between saliva and plasma concentrations of
291  tedizolid and suggested that saliva is a useful matrix for TDM of not only linezolid but also
292  tedizolid (31). However, in the present study in humans, although correlations between

293  saliva and total and unbound serum tedizolid concentrations were observed in participants
294  overall, these correlations were not observed in 3 of the 6 participants (Fig. S3). A possible
295  explanation for the observed nonlinear relationship might be the low tedizolid concentrations,
296  higher interindividual variability, and the absence or delayed saliva concentration peak after
297  infusion (Fig. S3 and S4). In addition, the total and unbound serum AUCs (AUCy_10 and

298 AUC,_..) were all uncorrelated with saliva AUCs in tedizolid (Fig. S5). Based on these results,
299  saliva seems not to be useful in TDM for tedizolid.

300 Salivary TDM could be an attractive alternative method for traditional linezolid TDM

301 using plasma or serum, and feasibility improvements will likely be a focus of future studies,
302 including stability studies for transport at room temperature and cross-validation of existing
303 analytical methods in saliva (17). However, with respect to tedizolid our data do not support
304  saliva as a suitable matrix for TDM using the described method. As shown in a previous

305  systematic review (15), saliva will likely not be a universal but only a selective matrix for

306  TDM.

307 Saliva sampling is easy and noninvasive, and requires only a small sample volume

308 (100 uL) for measurement, thus allows for the collection of multiple samples, while avoiding
309  the risks associated with blood drawing. As with other drugs reported in previous studies (15,
310  35), the linezolid concentrations in saliva represent the unbound concentrations in the serum,

311 and therefore salivary concentrations may be considered more closely related to
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312 therapeutically active unbound concentrations at the site of action than total serum

313 concentrations. Saliva sampling might even reduce costs due to the higher level of training
314  of personnel needed for blood sampling and because less time is needed. Moreover, saliva
315 sampling might even take place at home. If collected saliva is stable for a certain period (e.qg.,
316 afew weeks) even under low or high temperature, salivary TDM would allow children, elderly,
317 and people with disabilities the option to sample themselves at any location and afterward
318  bring their saliva samples to a local health post (15). To further improve feasibility of salivary
319  TDM in clinical settings, the applicability of saliva and/or collection devices other than the
320  Salivette (Sarstedt, Leicester, United Kingdom) for pharmacokinetic analysis and therapeutic
321 drug monitoring in patients should be clinically validated (20).

322 There were several limitations in the present study. First, salivary pH values which

323 could influence drug penetration into saliva were not measured. Second, we included only
324 healthy volunteers in the present study and did not investigate children or patients,

325  especially those with disease affecting the saliva composition. Third, we did not evaluate the
326  time-stability of saliva samples under room temperature conditions.

327 In conclusion, the analysis of linezolid (with no correction factor) in saliva is applicable
328  for TDM as a promising alternative to conventional serum sampling. Easy sampling using a
329  noninvasive technique may facilitate therapeutic drug monitoring for specific patient

330  categories.

331
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353  Figure legends:

354  Figure 1. Concentration—time curves for linezolid and tedizolid in total and unbound
355  serum and saliva

356 (A) Concentration—time curves in total (red) and unbound serum (orange) and saliva (blue)
357  for linezolid (n = 6). (B) Concentration—time curves in total (red) and unbound serum
358  (orange) and saliva (blue) for tedizolid (n = 6). Data are presented as means and standard
359  deviations.

360

361  Figure 2. Correlation between total or unbound serum and saliva concentrations of
362 linezolid and tedizolid

363 The relationship between saliva concentrations and (A) total or (B) unbound serum
364  concentrations of linezolid (n = 6). The relationship between saliva concentrations and (C)
365  total or (D) unbound serum concentrations of tedizolid (n = 6). Each dot represents the
366 concentration measured at one time point for one individual. The Pearson correlation was
367  calculated, and the P value and r value and general linear regression lines are shown.

368

369  Figure 3. Correlation between saliva and total or unbound serum AUCs of linezolid
370 The relationship of area under the concentration—time curve from 0 to 10 h (AUCq10)
371  between in saliva and in (A) total or (C) unbound serum for linezolid (n = 6). The relationship
372 of AUC extrapolated to infinity (AUC,_..) between in saliva and in (B) total or (D) unbound
373 serum for linezolid (n = 6). Each dot represents an individual value. The Pearson correlation
374  was calculated, and the P value and r value and general linear regression lines are shown.
375

376  Figure 4. Bland-Altman plot of linezolid concentration, AUCq_109, and AUCy_,, ratios in
377  saliva versus total or unbound serum

378  Bland-Altman plot of ratios of (A) concentrations, (B) AUCq_10, and (C) AUC, .. between
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379  saliva and total serum compared to the average of those in saliva and total serum.
380 Bland-Altman plot of ratios of (D) concentrations, (E) AUCq_10, and (F) AUC,_.. between in
381  saliva and unbound serum compared to the average of those in saliva and unbound serum.
382 Solid line: the bias. Dashed lines: the 95% limits of agreement.

383

384  Figure S1. Correlation between total or unbound serum and saliva concentrations of
385  linezolid in each individual

386  The relationship between saliva concentrations and total (red) or unbound serum
387  concentrations (orange) of linezolid in participant 1 to 6. Each dot represents the
388 concentration measured at each time point for each individual. The Pearson correlation was
389  calculated, and the P value and r value and general linear regression lines are shown.

390

391  Figure S2. Correlation between total or unbound serum and saliva concentrations of
392 linezolid before and after food intake

393 (A) The relationship between saliva concentrations and total (red) or unbound serum
394  concentrations (orange) of linezolid until food intake (0—4 h after infusion). (B) The
395  relationship between saliva concentrations and total (red) or unbound serum concentrations
396  (orange) of linezolid after food intake (5-10 h after infusion). Each dot represents the
397  concentration measured at one time point for one individual. The Pearson correlation was
398  calculated, and the P value and r value and general linear regression lines are shown.

399

400  Figure S3. Concentration—time curves for tedizolid in total and unbound serum and
401  saliva of each individual

402  Concentration—time curves in total (red) and unbound serum (orange) and saliva (blue) for
403  tedizolid (n = 6) in participants 1 to 6. Each dot represents the concentration measured at

404  one time point for one individual.
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405

406  Figure S4. Correlation between total or unbound serum and saliva concentrations of
407  tedizolid in each individual

408  The relationship between saliva concentrations and total (red) or unbound serum
409  concentrations (orange) of tedizolid in participants 1 to 6. Total and unbound serum
410 concentrations at Tmax (vertical dotted line) are shown for each individual. Each dot
411  represents the concentration measured at one time point for one individual. The Pearson
412 correlation was calculated, and the P value and r value and general linear regression lines
413 are shown.

414

415  Figure S5. Correlation between saliva and total or unbound serum AUCs of tedizolid
416 The relationship of the area under the concentration—time curve from 0 to 10 h (AUCg_10)
417 between in saliva and in (A) total or (C) unbound serum for tedizolid (n = 6). The relationship
418 of AUC extrapolated to infinity (AUC,_..) between in saliva and in (B) total or (D) unbound
419  serum for tedizolid (n = 6). Each dot represents an individual value. The Pearson correlation
420  was calculated, and the P value and r value and general linear regression lines are shown.
421

422
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Table 1. Pharmacokinetic parameters of linezolid and tedizolid in serum (total and

unbound) and in saliva (n = 6)

Median value (IQR) for sample type

Drug and parameter

Total Unbound Saliva
Linezolid
Participants 6
Age (years) 31.0 (27.0-48.0)

Body weight (kg) 67.0 (59.5-71.3)
AUCo 10 (Mg + h/L)  86.8 (81.9-105.3)°  73.9 (67.4-84.2)*  79.9 (73.1-89.7)
197.4 (173.5-250.6)" 164.5 (139.6-191.3)%148.6

AUCo... (mg - hiL) (129.2-183.5)%

Crmax (Mg/L) 15.6 (13.3-17.0)° 12.7 (10.9-13.6)*°¢ 15.5 (14.2-16.9)"
Tmax (h) 1.0 (1.0-1.0) 1.0 (1.0-1.0) 1.0 (1.0-1.0)
tyz (h) 11.4 (10.1-12.1)° 10.9 (9.0-12.0) 9.0 (7.4-10.0)

Protein-binding rate  18.2 (15.8-19.8) -

(%)
Tedizolid
Participants 6
Age (years) 29.0 (28.5-35.8)

Body weight (kg) 72.0 (65.3-77.8)

AUCoio(mg * h/iL)  16.3 (15.1-18.3)°  2.5(2.3-2.9) 1.0 (0.8-1.3)
AUCo.. (mg - h/L)  27.4(25.0-31.6)° 3.8 (3.4-4.6) 1.5 (1.1-2.0)
Crnax (Mg/L) 4.9 (3.7-6.0)° 0.9 (0.6-1.0) 0.2 (0.1-0.3)

Trmax (h) 1.0 (1.0-1.1) 1.0 (0.9-1.1) 2.0 (1.0-3.0)
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ty2 (h) 8.6 (7.7-9.1) 6.5 (6.0-7.4) 6.1 (4.1-7.6)
Protein-binding rate  60.3 (48.0-71.1) -

(%)

& P < 0.05 versus total, as determined by Fisher’s exact test.
b P < 0.05 versus unbound, as determined by Fisher's exact test.

¢, P < 0.05 versus saliva, as determined by Fisher’s exact test.
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431 Table S1 Time schedule of linezolid study

Time (h) after Infusion Collection Comment
infusion Saliva Serum
0 X X Just before infusion
Linezolid (Zyvox®" IV
0.25 X
bag 600 mg /300 mL)
0.5 X X
were infused
0.75 X
intravenously for 1 h.
1 X X At the end of infusion
1.25 X
1.5 X X
2 X X
2.5 X X
3 X X
4 X X
4-5 Food intake
5 X X
6 X X
8 X X
10 X X

432 Saliva samples were taken at 15 time points (X) just before and after the start of the linezolid
433 infusion. To collect saliva samples, participants were asked to drink 50 mL of distilled water
434  to promote saliva secretion before saliva collection. Subsequently, the saliva samples were
435  collected by chewing on a cotton roll and processed using Salivette (Sarstedt, Nul_ mbrecht,
436  Germany). Peripheral venous blood samples were also taken simultaneously with saliva at

437 12 time points (X) just before and after the start of the infusion, through a short venous
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catheter inserted in the forearm opposite the infusion site. During the study, participants ate
the same food between 4 and 5 h (4-5 h) after the start of the infusion and drank only water,

which was unrestricted, from the start to the end of sampling.
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Table S2 Time schedule of tedizolid study
Time (h) after Infusion Collection Comment
infusion Saliva Serum
0 X X Just before infusion
Tedizolid phosphate
0.25
(Sivectro® ' 200mg) were
0.5 X X
infused intravenously for
0.75 X
1h.
1 X X At the end of infusion
1.25 X
1.5 X X
2 X X
2.5 X X
3 X X
3-4 Food intake
4 X X
5 X X
6 X X
6-8 Food intake
8 X X
8-10 Food intake
10 X X

Saliva samples were taken at 15 time points (X) just before and after the start of the tedizolid

infusion. To collect saliva samples, participants were asked to drink 50 mL of distilled water

to promote saliva secretion before saliva collection. Subsequently, the saliva samples were
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447  collected by chewing on a cotton roll and processed using Salivette (Sarstedt, Nul_mbrecht,
448  Germany). Peripheral venous blood samples were also taken simultaneously with saliva at
449 12 time points (X) just before and after the start of the infusion, through a short venous
450  catheter inserted in the forearm opposite the infusion site. During the study, participants ate
451  the same food at 3—4, 6-8, and 8-10 h after the start of the infusion and drank only water,
452 which was unrestricted, from the start to the end of sampling.

453

454
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