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(diastolic heart failure, DHF) > = & % & 0 /»\ Z (left
ventricle ejection fraction, LVEF) # ] ¥_s& %‘F’% -
& 3 >40% ~ >45% ~ >50% 2 >55% % [1]- & I £
Bl 5 E ¢ 2013 & K% B 514995 LVEF > &
# % (1) LVEF<40%: Heart failure with reduced
ejection fraction (HFrEF); (2) LVEF =50%: Heart
failure with preserved ejection fraction (HFpEF)> %
Bl 5K % Bip 51 45— 2 & LVEF = 50% %
HFpEF [1] ° 2021 & ™% » §fk F 35 i io v 3R
% BE $» 355 HFEF *%% > HFpEF *%## R A it
BEERRR o ML R CREE E 2021 £
o ﬁ%’i‘"‘% DU o Fdp il 0 R MAETRE RRE

» §Ter Z (7 0 f2 HFpEF B 3T7& 4 0%k 5%k %
LI

2021 & »;g:g_ v T AT
2021 & CEBRERE Y R ARSI A A 2L
B R RS 0 £ R SR B € (Heart Failure
Society of America, HFSA) ~ & s %5 ¢ %%
1% ¢ (Heart Failure Association of the European

Society of Cardiology, HFA/ESC) » 12 % p & & 5%

EBE ¢ (Japanese Heart Failure Society, JHFS)
g 0 et BAR §3mF A 5 0 LARCK
BHA L ﬁ? » 2 & 440 P< (natriuretic

peptlde) B(7 a 7| 4 *x (brain natriuretic

-
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peptide, BNP)¥ N =4 B 4] {40 *~ (N-terminal
pro-brain natriuretic peptide, NT-pro-BNP)) & & F]
Mo A kB s BB (oS
Bt FRlE) o sldez gk etk & g o 19
#% LVEF i& » #<40% % HFrEF > LVEF 4 3%
41-49% T & % 45 & T A F w5 R 3 (heart
failure with mildly reduced ejection fraction,
HFmrEF) » LVEF>50% ¥_% 5 HFpEF » # X734 i<
Lot A s 2w % %k B (heart failure with
improved ejection fraction, HFimpEF) » 2k # &
EF<40% > #% 2 1 > 10 B ¥ £ X pl & =~ >

40%|2] -

BNP £ NT-pro-BNP &_< 5% % 3B ¥715 3 {8
PREE g Xa o 7 F KT X 30%: HFpEF
k& B e F Al R A (pulmonary
capillary wedge pressure PCWP) > BNP % 4 3t

‘#%E}('&PBNP % Be Bl a‘ii\"ué’ﬁi‘ﬁ;f};ﬁ?%
K§ i'i(‘_) 2021 -& ;ﬁ-g— «%,g » J\% i 1§,’ P
HFpEF 2 5 BNP & & P &g b 2 %3 [3]

HFpEF @, 'ﬁ 2 ik
ER R A S B R B 7 (prevalence)
£ 1-2% > 3 4 & (incidence) ¥+ # 5/1000 ~ »
PRESFEFEER D F—J’<55;§4F«f¢_, |
1%+ >70 f Rl % %0 10% » 7 >65 f s 5% B & %
}>70% % HFpEF[3.4] o #*" fLEugs & ek § -
SRR i?:,%’%zjé 50% = HFrEF > 50% = HFmrEF
g HFpEF ; *t g < %m 8 § HF 247 wh §
R - },?i B 60% = HFrEF-24% % HFmrEF »
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16% = HFpEF[4] -

HFpEF # HFIEF ff ik £ 8 7 + » 1599
A S B e FE s ket PP R
# % -krd o HFpEF R ' 5]+ & 35 & &5~ ~ 12
LEEN S, JE L B SN Jr%f]\;};; . %"‘#ﬁ"”‘f\}i}% .
SEERA R SR R Y Bk R SR
PR S BRI o 5 Ak 5 F RL[S]

HFpEF ¥ &3t 2w R 405k i ag(w f 7
TRE) HP xR Mg dkow e (restrictive
cardiomyopathy)® 2 ¥ % » 4 @ %892 ¥ & X 2
B~ #ck R 3-9 % (amyloidosis) ~ & EP@?J i
W R 480 g (hemochromatosis) ~ 5 ¢
(sarcoidosis) & » 11 % {8 f jm b 2 (dr B oo B -
s¢ & o vt (hypertrophic cardiomyopathy,
HCM) ~ i # *% [e $ (aortic impedance)) #7 iR
[6,7,8] °

HFpEF 3k ﬁfa 15 g

Walter J Paulus % 4 3% ! HFrEF £ HFpEF
PR ER R LS
HFrEF % i* /& 4 (oxidative stress)i jj>t . 3tk
2o RAEFF AL EELF VP F (reactive
oxygen species’ ROS)f§ 7% ‘w*2 p ¥ (autophagy) -
oz k= (apoptosis) ~ fm¥z 3 7~ (necrosis) E M
ERB R o R AT e g
£ o HFpEF 1 iR>tie stgt &y » 8¢ 248
f?t g 3w #p (proinflammatory state) > %54 g
PR A4 ROS ~ & F ot FR4 A F
(vascular cell adhesion molecule, VCAM) %
E-selectin;— * & F]ROS 2 2 i3 LA e @ 2 '
Fl-F L F AT X AR ERCIVmE E
SEWE (FPoAER) ¥- 36 F VCAM %
E-selectin # R % R 3-v M fF ¥ B 7 7 &
(interstitial space) > & % Fl.w vimPe i iL 2 R
Wi usrsk st o B A 9] -

e
At

HFpEF % 4+ i 57 ¢

FAEEE 50 s TS E RS 0 L R Lk
R E EEEE G R =
Fifre 556 # @ o #0 HFpEF 5 4 LVEF
65-70% A2 ¥ (supra-normal) - &1k 4k B | Fosk
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RE T~ A2 ¥ LVEF %232 1t 6] (7 i 2 50k
B g 5 vop B 8 HOM 40K [4] - 2%
#ﬁ ‘% /"'l %\' - ©°

1. CHARM-Preserved trial [10]

2003 & % - B %= AleE Jedgh < W
%7 #| (angiotensin II receptor blocker, ARB)z_ #* 3
BOrIEE L A 18 B oo e NS RRE € s & B
it 124 % (New York Heart Association Functional
Classification, NYHA-FC) % = #f & % = #§ » 7l
Fl#E A2 LVEF>40%:5 B %4 candesartan
GEHZRAABEITE P 2me) e & A oK oA~ %
AEFHon Fr RO REBLIRZ FE
¥ ¥ ; candesartan P 4p 3T A B b Y TS K
A fpon g ACHEREBAORZEFLEE R
AR HmAE N F A R4 %) 5 unadjusted HR:
0.89, 95% CI: 0.77-1.03, p=0.118 £ adjusted
HR:0.86; 95% CI: 0.74-1.00; P=0.051> ¥ - <~ % %
# A ® % 5 adjusted HR:0.84; 95% CI

0.70-1.00; P=0.047 - CHARM-Preserved trial % %

B candesartan e @i % | BEV gp F A o
FrC ACRERRALRFEETEZE - KR

BAafegF s F o R RAEP IR ELE -

Candesartan 2 # 3 % ;é—‘ﬁ P 'SR RN
90.8%% > & BMI 4 47 » LVEF 4 *% 41-59% ¢
71.4% > LVEF>60% & 28.6% > H ¢ § |t ) }
60.8% > 2 v g B BEEL 65%; EROE
Fe B2 Flak o PR R 4 56.4% 0 B L R
22.3% > ¥ F15% #F > candesartan ‘e fr P iH H
» F 3% 4 % fs ¥ 4] B (angiotensin-converting
enzyme inhibitor, ACEi) 3 19.6% -

2. -PRESERVE trial [11]

% 2008 & % = 5 ARB * >t & #>60 & -
LVEF>45%2* NYHA-FC Class II-IV 2 # %
p ¥+ irbesartan 300mg 2 % & oKk 0 A f A
BPip 5 v Flr = 20 T A Foirbesartan Ap
HETRABE A2 Fr- Mo FREAliELE T
g4 hrgarck T AEH NI EF L L HR
0.95; 95% CI: 0.86-1.05; p=0.35) -

Irbesartan & % ;é—‘gf B v 4} 93% > BMI
% 29.745.3kg/m? » LVEF f Bl A >t 5949% » &

P
y &
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Bk 59% 0 B3 Y B R 89% 0 dk i
Hop ERCHERBL 26% 0 B B 64% 0 B ¥
ACEi ** % | 26% o

3. PEP-CHF trial [12]

2 2006 # % - B ACEi * »> & #>70 #& >
LVEF>40% > %~ 3 475k # i [ ? i3 =~ B 7
%ﬂ@iﬁﬁ%&%ipi’ﬂiﬁﬂwiii
p %+ perindopril 4mg & % FHisf A7 A&
T 2T A IO ERLR
perindopril #p %% & #| 2 > 82 PEP-CHF trial i& {7
- E P 90% s & 42X perindopril 5 0 27 F]
P R A R RBAE RS - £
B ¥ ' 1 37%(HR:0.63; 95% CIL 0.41-0.97,
p=0.033) > fe 5 & JRE S — &0 G B @k s
WES P 855 F > 42 4R perindopril 5 & #1
35% MRS > A r 7 Fr = Az PR
ERTN N TR N W TECS BEAP S SR
B ¥ A 2 (HR: 0919; 95% CI. 0.700-1.208;
p=0.545) -

4. J-DHF trial [13]

% 2013 & Carvedilol * % & #& + >+ 20 f& ©
DETCEREB2 P ATDPRERERNEY 0 Ry E
8 (<75 & »>75 &) 2 LVEF (<50%»>50%)14 1:1
b GIREE A & P S B =0 carvedilol 1.25mg
FEHLITE P A 10mg & &AL carvedilol
Al Fit o A RFR 5 e FE 2 B
bt d Mo B R B A e o carvedilol 4p ¥% & e
WO FE G AP FROERROLREEE
g h g arck ¥ AE R R EE LR HR
0.902; 95% CI: 0.546-1.488; p=0.6854) -

Py ki3 783%i * carvedilol ¥
AEIHEERE > T RERAEH AR ELZ
BB 8§ 01 carvedilol B #E (P iR £
<7.5mg/ % )& M A E (P A E>7.5mg/ )ik
T A vfg A E B-TIHHE 14.6mg/ %
(n=58)% < H £ &-T 3o% £ 2.9mg/3 (n=62)& &
R e 7 v o fhes TR = 2 B
FBAAh I AEI R EFALAR > 205
HR: 0.649 (95% CI: 0.332-1.269; p=0.2062)% HR:
1.235 (95% CI: 0.683-2.236; p=0.4850) -

-
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5. DIG trial [14]

% 2006 # digoxin * ** LVEF>45%2Y § |+
ko & p %A digoxin (0.125-0.25mg & 1)
EFRBVR AT AR TR CERSEC Al
digoxin A ¥ X & 23 & HOERER - A
P2 e % 2 Rk F 54 2 (HR: 0.82, 95%
CL: 0.63-1.07; p=0.136) » * $ # 4 7 & % 4] .w &
R om Afeadg% (HR: 1.37; 95% CI: 0.99-1.91;
p=0.061) °

6. TOPCAT trial [15]

5 2014 E Gy A F & 2 W g7 R
(mineralocorticoid receptor antagonist, MRA) #* *%
£ #>50 f > LVEF>45%2% 4 12 B 7 3 Flo 58
FHRA o AEH L Ew 60 X 4 A
(BNP>>100pg/ml)z¢ NT-pro-BNP>360pg/ml)z. #*
%  spironolactone p & p # € 15mg ik & #% = 1
ASmg &2 % A FOF T A R3TE L FE S S
B R R R R AR L
spironolactone ¥ % J& | 2 4p vb o FIHE S S s b
B N OB RO FEE B R R R L
£ (HR:0.89; 95% CI: 0.77-1.04; p=0.14) » ¥ - =
Bou R R B LR 'R B A F E K 17% (HR=0.83;
95% CI: 0.69-0.99; p=0.04) > ##* 7 &_2021 & 12
v~ i "% M HFpEF Gfad 2. 5 0k g o

Y X ;f:ﬂ—‘ﬁ e ~ F 88.6-89.2% > BMI
% 31(27-36) kg/m2 > LVEF % 56 (51-62)% > % |+
¢ 51.5-51.6% > & =28 ~ 4780 LR
7 P &>t % W% spironolactone £ % & &g
4 FawE s 27.3%2 31.8%(HR: 0.82; 95% CI:
0.69-0.98; p=0.026) - % 8 B 21 ~ & 5 I
spironolactone £ % [ #| e 4 I o W 5 9.3%%
8.4%(HR: 1.10; 95% CI: 0.79-1.51; p=0.576) > ¥ &
T RLEM

7. PARAGON-HF trial [16]

Sacubitril/valsartan & — i ¥ JTHF & H vz
"X % Fr 4] A (angiotensin-receptor neprilysin
inhibitor, ARNI) » & 5 #4|% % — & ¢ ﬂz‘ﬁﬁ% —
iz Ffk % %o (renin-angiotensin-aldosterone system,
RAAS) % 3 % {40 X % 5L (natriuretic peptide
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system, NPS)i¥* o PARAGON-HF trial 3 2019
# ARNI # »t & #£>50 # > EF>45%% NYHA-FC
Class II-IV » g 4p2st 2 2 27 7 (?ﬁi‘r“iﬁﬁ;ﬁ
2_—- (1)Flw ;‘ﬁ"f: Bt 9B Y Pz s FEH
%3 NT-proBNP >200 pg/ml > & 5 g 223
NT-proBNP >600 pg/ml (2) L. % g5 & % ¥
NT-proBNP >300 pg/ml > & & % §g # % 3%
NT-proBNP >900 pg/ml) » & p %5 & = 97/103
mg sacubitril/valsartan % g% valsartan 2 P &3] &
& p A% 160mg FTaRiTn o Fidsr- v
REBALIL, EEH QT OB R B L
FeE E R aE LR (RR 087, 95%
CL0.75-1.01; p=0.06) » A& %3 1% & B % 3B A 5
sacubitril/valsartan % #& valsartan % ¥ 5y *% A2 7
2352 2 (RR:0.82; 95% CI:0.72-1.00) »
Sacubltrll/valsartan KN g 3 Ffé P 9 A
¢ 81.6% & A ¢ 12.3% BMI 30.2i4.9 kg/m2 >
EF 57.657.8% >+t b 51.6% 0 B4 g ¢ A B
t95.7% 0 IR R 2 R Flak s s BOp
374% > 3 & H o FlE = RO EBAIRZ KF
& % =0 %2 4 $7%F I > sacubitril/valsartan 2 4p
# valsartan e # >t-4 4% 3 (RR:0.73; 95% CI:
0.59-0.90) ¥ LVEF <57% (RR:0.78; 95% CI:
0.64-0.95)»x % $iL iz o
B R RZEG R & i} F#+# (urgent heart
failure visit)¥+** HFrEF g 15 3 £ & & & > 2 $73¢
HFpEF +f & i7 % &= » Muthiah Vaduganathan % 4

‘}

2 PARAGON-HF trial & {7 < 58 % ¥ 2t ?f%;?%
i (cRTEE AP IEFDA %E’)*Uﬁ%%

RS SERER R B, L T ERER)ES
o %‘r (post -hot analyses) > 3 JL7 =x < R B E
s (5 & 100 mpm LT 101 6 ,95%&
4 187)E\' F‘ KB EBALIR (& 100 lf'}rﬁ.é.\
3 19.2 =5 95% CIL: 16.9-21.8) %
AN EBE 7“1:}}% g (=& 100 ]P‘a B3 4
2 95%Cl:3.6-4.4) > E’ik?’,‘i—rfi £ EHR
iiipiﬂ%wﬂﬁﬂf‘wﬁf%nh&
R ¥k F'E K 14% (RR=0.86; 95% CI: 0.75-0.99;
P=0.04)[17] *
PARAFON-HF trial 2 R WRE A
FARE O EREEEFEE (Food and Drug
Administration, FDA) 5 3%z 1 ERAR TR S S

7= Fiog

‘QP
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Bt & el < 3R 0 T 2021 & 2 7 PE A S
sacubitril/valsartan # ¥ if J&z ¥ * *t /5% LVEF
(RN S| § NN & "‘?1[18] Bt £ & FDA &
A BT P L i Y LVEF ¥ E# F > LVEF
r¥EY 2F 2017 £ @”'}’-P’ s B B
(European Association of Cardiovascular Imaging,
EACVD # * e g = it B2 ¥ L & 3 9 12
LVEF<52% » * 4+ LVEF<54%[19] -

8. EMPEROR-Preserved trial [20]
EMPEROR-Preserved &_#7 7 # $ 5 J

HFpEF ## 3 ¢ » % - B # e 87§ o
Empagliflozin =~ 3 SGLT2 ¢ 4] & -
EMPEROR-Preserved 4 » i% % 5>18 gk & = 4] &

2% - Al f%ff\fﬁa %% > NYHA- FC ClaSS II-1v »
EF>40% Lo S RER R NT-pro-BNP>300pg/ml
Bl 5 PEE R F>000pg/ml- & I R T
§2 12 B0 R FLC RS LR LR A
LR E RSk ,}ﬁ—, (estimated Glomerular
filtration rate, e€GFR) <20 ml/min/1.73m2 » g £ %
v BypMK > & p %4 empagliflozin 10mg QD & %
B FTLE T RIS s g7 FEL
BRSO & E > empagliflozin £2 %
wAPW > F A BT P ER % 21% 0 LR F S
224 & (HR: 0.79; 95% CL: 0.69-0.90; p<0.001) ;
BIFE R ERALRE LR (HR:0.71;
95% CI: 0.60-0.83) » ww 7= F 2 & £ 3
(HR:0.91; 95% CI: 0.76-1.09) = = 5 § 7= % i &
SEREBAOREFE ST E X AT RL L
(HR:0.75; 95% CI: 0.61-0.92) ~ & # %3 (HR:0.65;
95%Cl: 0.46-0.92)~ i+ % & & * MRA (HR:0.73;
95%CI: 0.62-0.87) ~ NYHA-FC Class II (HR:0.75;
95% CI: 0.64-0.87)> 11 % 74 % # s (HR:0.79;
95% CI: 0.67-0.94) 2" & j %}iff\}}% (HR:0.78; 95% CI:
0.64-0.95)32 2 %2t £ B > EF>60% (HR: 0.87; 95%
CIL:0.69-1.10)~<70 #% (HR:0.88; 95% CI.0.70-1.11) ~
i 3 i * MRA *% ¥ (HR:0.87; 95%
CI:0.71-1.06)2 NYHA-FC Class III-IV (HR:0.86;

l'+ l’

g

<

95% CI: 0.68-1.09)p #* & fu?iaﬁl‘ °
Empagliflozin e & 7 % & —‘g{ e A ¢
76.3% > & M AW J 11.4% - BMI x

29.7745.8kg/m2 » NYHA-FC Class II ¢ 81.1% »
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LVEF 4 *t 41-59 ¢ 67.5% >
L b

EF>60% ¢ 32.5% >
44.6% » B2 H B B 90.8% 0 ik

i,tt,uagsfﬁgé‘,;’(.u%%a%w b 64% o i *
ARNI t* & F 2.2% » MRA * %} 37.3% o
A EMPEROR-Preserved trial &2

PARAGON-HF trial ¥ 4w : (1)3 37 7 & 4 % ¥
F b g K0 (2) EMPEROR-Preserved/Fr ¢ &H
ARNI Z 47 ¢ * Wb F 10 22% > ¥ 5> ARNI ¢ =
e R 2 B E o (3)empagliflozin ¥ ARNI #+
IEﬁF?AH%@$mﬁ&%®%*DED@%
EF A IR £[16,20]

Chang Gung Journal of Pharmacy

Vol.28 No.3 2021

FREFY P IREFER (4 BEA
(PREFER-HF) - finerenone (FINEARTS-HF) %
dapagliflozin (DELIVER)) 5 & ¥ B i o
ACEi/ARB/beta-blocker #%4_is% HFIEF £ & %
# v HFpEF & 77 7 %% # »< - 2% B FDA
{ &z sacubitril/valsartan i &z ¥ * % LVEF 3%
TAELRECEE D BP0 E G RR R
B e T ] 2 HFEF %30 1 2477 0 1%
P F AR K AT G o
sacubitril/valsartan ~ spironolactone - 1 %
empagliflozin & JFF £ F #iE &% HFpEF 2. &
#7" v kA By Y ﬁ’“i"""*’%%i:f Wi R

(\x,

4 N ‘2 4 Z S
=4 L EPEARER SRR E > PEFEL S AP R
8 5
HFpEF #1505 2 712 5 kit (i o
ERENFUCRES L S 7 G empagliflozin
4 — ~ HFpEF 4p M To 256 555
iz T EHE . .
No  FRERVRRLE & Ll se sk 1hE HEE 3%
Angiotensin Receptor Blocker
Adjusted HR:0.86;
1 Candesartan(2003)/ 3023 LVEF>40% 67.2 36.6 7 Candesartan Placebo 95% CI: 0.74-1.00;
CHARM-Preserved[10] =
p=0.051
HR: 0.95;
Irbesartan(2008)/ o ) o/ 1. 7 o<,
2 J-PRESERVE[11] 988 LVEF>45% 66.7 49.5 Irbesartan Placebo 95% Cp1=(())§§> 1.05;
Angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitor
. . ER i Ea HR: 0.919;
3 Perindopril(2006)/ 850  LVEF=40% 0% 21 & Perindopril Placebo S H LR 95% CI: 0.700-1.208;
PEP-CHF[12] 3.0 B ’ 8
ERENR o p=0.545
B-Adrenergic receptor antagonist
. - R HR: 0.902;
4 Car}/%ill_ll(l):l[(lz ;)]13)/ 245 EF>40% 72 32 & Carvedilol Placebo PR E S 95% CI: 0.546-1.488,;
ERENR o p=0.6854
Mineralocorticoid receptor antagonist
i P’* A NN HR: 0.89;
Bk B R 95% CI: 0.77-1.04;
Spironolactone(2014)/ o p . ENERER- S At p=0.14
5 TOPCAT[15] 3445 EF>45% 68.7 33 & Spironolactone Placebo HR=0.83:
R B L 95% CI: 0.69-0.99;
p=0.04
Other
N 5 HR: 0.82;
Digoxin(2006)/ EF>45% & 66.7+ , Lo SHRE G A o CT- 0 631 (07-
6 DIG[14] 988 Sinus rhythm 109 37 Digoxin Placebo GrmmiTe 95% §L00]6336 1.07;
Angiotensin receptor—neprilysin inhibitor
Sacubitril-valsartan - Sacubitril S 2 s RR: 0.87;
7 (2019)/ 4822 EF>45% 843 357 all;artan Valsartan HRBAIEE 95% CI: 0.75-1.01;
PARAGON-HF[16] : v i@ p=0.06
Sodium-glucose co-transporter 2 inhibitor
Empagliflozin(2021)/ _ s FE S A *HR: 0.79;
8 EMPEROR-Preserved 5988 EF>40% 03 2621 Empagliflozin Placebo HERBLIREE 95% CI: 0.69-0.90;
[20] : e p<0.001
*RAP LR
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41%) - = & kg4 S5 &prt 22 AR R R » BP230 & plakin 72% - B > &5 f4
d 1985 & 6.1-10 */F g * /& H# 4 7] 2015 = LR B aE L A AeE A 2. B 4% ke
13.4-428 A /p g */® > 221943 %> Vi k Er hE & o= 0 85% % RS AT R AE B R A DL
Flp LA T T4 e i e o 2.4 G A },’i—‘,—flr' F IR F-0 1gGp H i fe v 5 BP180 e s ¢F 24
e BN R~ P g b S % J %% 3 (Non-collagenous16A domain, NC16A)
3FEEE BUT sk e 4 R HFE S o4 R (B]- )[4] #BP180 NC16A sk T (level)£2 -k j& e
Podo AR ~ statin > § ik E 2 H AR H o a‘m’?if}%‘a’ Bt B 274k > @ F#BP230kl chd & (]
¥ 7 F] 5 ¥r | A (anti-tumor necrosis factor-alpha 7 % o ¢ b - BPep #4482 H 4 i (epitope)
inhibitors) ~ % % & & Z- Fr 4] # ( immune B L fEE A E B ERW L dme op
checkpoint inhibitors) 2  dipeptidyl peptidase-4  (degranulation)” 2 ¢ = “f (leukotriene) ~ TNF-of=
(DPP-4)Fr| & * £ 4c[1]° 2 £ 9F 60 812 H@ mre ke g g LA ?fr&f( \::lf L
P AER L B Ageh M B Y G B

DPP-4 Fr| |5 4c < pe b sf X fe B g 4 2 b e A Basal keratinocyte
RAE B IIEAR -

DPP-4 Fr4|%| 3% d [k 75 3§ % it % (incretin) , Intracytoplasm
4oig B pE % 93 75-1(Glucagon-like peptide-1,GLP-1) rerain 14 \§ IP[ectin
SF F OB R A % § R B e bk \
(glucose-dependent insulinotropic peptide):r4 f# » \ J
H %% b # (insulin )eha s > TR RSB BEE I e
(glucagon) =8 2% » @ i | & #ETE* [2] ° 2006 PN g Laminings2  Colagenv
# % — 1 DPP-4 Fr#4|# sitagliptin = >+ % > B
T 543 saxagliptin(2010 #) ~ vildagliptin(2011 — Gollagen v k ¥ Calease

#) ~ linagliptin(2012 # ) ~ alogliptin(2015 #)% 7

ECM
#8 > linagliptin d P&3g “ﬁ% P EH A TR
FZAKHE > His gliptin 1 & d TR o . .
fFT &5 ;’% A J‘E‘_ » DPP-4 J}'V'F’*'J | B "ﬁ ﬁZ‘L") 7w Intracytoplasm ¥ ECM
ERCEA SN -TL-f R NI A W Fi % 5 i A N-teminus — A il s C-terninus
[ER A ﬁ'fﬁflj 1% LR =R T S U ol ) Collagenous domain
1 E z&f’i ;,,E: tl 15 u £ 5 ,}%%*ﬂ 3% ;r' )%( ’37 |] 7}% I Non-collagenous domain

o A [3]e k2 gFd 2 pew g 2 DPP-4 fr A %%&ﬁ~ P A2 B RfiRpE o AR E A &R

ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%iﬁ%ﬁ’m&ﬁwﬁ%ﬁ~ ko B ERCRE AR, 5]

Tk kil JIE LR TIE R LR S Cd % g e g

zx‘F‘\%'J'F’** e RS s sk Do CA AL RLRRRSS S B B
CELERE N IR BLY LS BP180. S H(¥&p %3 v)?:[4])

. ) BPTeR ] % A T Faheivkie - 4 F AW

Bullous pemphigoid (BP) < 2 32 % 4 2 Sede > b e N AEEE S ] -

TRk A I L VRN SR P Py S Y
BPE - EFHEMA LR kie BRap Rk kAR IERE C FHS BB S

M K % ‘?ﬁ AR S s R O kL “’]”ﬁ 20-30%:BPp ¢ iz § oki#

#T% #- %9 (hemidesmosome) & fﬁ BP180 gt TV oA W BT ER T R e ¥T[1] -
BP23O BP180J¢ FE R F0 XVID> 8- iy BP72 7@ 4 %:«% FIPR/FERARELE
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(Anti-basement membrane zone antibody °
Anti-BMZA)'BP# ey 2% 5 2 4 F 45
¥R LL)»Q%EP»}% BRI A& A *4%/%@%?‘
1gG fr/2 A RBC3 A AR BCnE Gk T A F (6, 7]
AT R IR S R R B E e S REFLE
e Rk A RE AR LEY KRR A Fo
R ERLET(E - )

DPP-4 #r+] 4
Tk % Hx
DPP-4 4 %] i Amw@@wgézia¢
¥ o0 wERE TV 2 Twre + CD26(cluster of
differentiation 26) e % R3¢ = L £ F & F B o
DPP-4& - st dv » » 2 CD26 »+ &
5110 kDa > B iZ 4 B> 3 AL £ mre > & 45
CD4(+)f-CD8(+) Tim*z ~Bw*z ~NK(natural killer)
mre s R e frEglmie P o T P
3 o DPP-475 & b A BT #“”‘%
ERE RNk S O - e ;Lfé_'mi By = i

# = BP i F s

&

(keratinocytes) R A RS E R R B
KR ;fé KA R A R 8]
¢t » DPP- 4 » - Az L om0 B EER

(plasminogen)% o 7R RARY B R
Bk ape (plasmin) plasmin{— 55 fa
% fi%(serine protease) » i &BPJk 4 L JF g 3R
brn ke ® WD © 7 ANC-16A pJfﬁﬁ
p 7 2| BP180> DPP-4%r | #| ¥t plasmin e ¥ st
¢ (¥ BP180HfL i {22 7 iy - DPP-43r 4| ® ¥ 35
EPUL RO 0 TR A AR B S
f}i\g’gv%’ felde o 7k 2B A & R B (recruitment) > ¥
284 ST RN ”‘«,\#F L 2 BPARRE(L, 8]
DPP-4%»F'# FAp M OBP 2 2k & e~ E’_%,‘% *
B OE B2 E LR A 1T (Enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay, ELISA) # ip|£? 2:DPP-4%r
F A 40 B OBP 3 e o Izumi® A AP A R ¥
(cross-sectional)# . 4p 1 » DPP-44 | & 4p B c1BP
\‘ﬁ%f% FRMGELAENEF B A K RALIR
B s A e s ) ke P R R
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BEEG LRRER S o P R EES
SOERF SO 0 iR LR AT RS *
B hi > £ BPISOFL B 2 M e FLBP180
NC16AF8 > 22 — 4:BP 4 3.$BP180 NC16AFuiY
7 9] - Agnes® 4 A 7 | ey p;;_n;z; B
FIAR R % > 2 A A G g L BP
(non-inflammatory bullous pemphigoid) [10]
Kridin# 7 & 7= DPP-44+ | "f‘-ﬂl #B B eBP 3 0 eh
4(‘[:.’5'3‘_;::}? CIREFE BINE X R ‘3}:.;%.\1./1?‘: fj’x
v o IR E lmaghptm:}ﬁ B ﬁvBP@ﬁ&;;:% =
® % § g % F] f% (prednisolone >1 mg/kg/day)
[11,12] -

DPP-4 #r4| &g = BP i g 7]+

B j£2011& % — 1B DPP-44r+| %1% = BP2 %

/

B3R 2 15 o AR RAR § @ kg or 0 DPP-44r 4 #|
ﬁg’ﬁBP’%i i1k "% > 2016-F Bene % A 'ﬁ X102 R
Z ¥ % > % A # yp F 4 R French

Pharmacovigilance Database (FPVD) 4 47 % 3 >
DPP -4 #r #] & Reporting odd ratio(ROR)
67.5(95%CI 47.1-96.9) » % ¥ rzvildagliptin b *&
% (ROR 225.3 ,95%CI 148.9-340.9) » H = %
sitagliptin(ROR 17.0,95% CI 8.9-32.5 )[13] - 2018
EAraifidp p A EF 2 2T 2 A FFTHRR
Japanese Adverse Drug Event Report (JADER) 4 7
] o+ - DPP-4 # ] & ROR 87.6(95%CI
72.61-105.59) - % $ 12 vildagliptin k. *& # % (ROR
105.33,95%CI 88.54-125.3) » i& B % teneligliptin
(ROR 58.52,95% CI 42.75-80.10) > linagliptin

(ROR 28.96,95% CI121.38-39.23)[14] °
UHERF T - EX0HRE Ry T
T A BRHA % AERR 4 # * DPP-4 4
FIA) o AR BT R @ B 4 BPE 4 b g 0 2 I
B 7o A7 %E ~ ok A e J:f’—:.,’e&;g,{:& B H L
(odd ratio) 3244 = » EEEF T i d| £ &
foddwlehk bl St & 7 Vlldaghptm + linagliptin
frsitagliptin & & % 4p B > 22 saxagliptin=ri4p B 1P|
% &g %[11] > anagliptin# alogliptini% 3 BP i~
CEcER B A[15-17) 0 R E S R 4 BPh 'S B
MER* A > B P uvildaglipting§ & &
% sitagliptin ~ linagliptin - Hung % 4 2 5 8 i 5§
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#L R iE {7 cohortsrFT 3 0 A 47 p2009E£ 17 1p X
2015# 127 31p 7#& B » JR* 2 KPR % DPP-43r+]
2| E"f’JDM«‘}]% A kw5 6340 4 % 253604 0 PR H

DDP-4#r4| 4l % % 2 BP¢fh % aHR 2,382 o 1 i
+ B eDPP-4%r 4| &| ¢ > 12vildaglipting 4 BP L *&

B % (aHR 2.849,95%CI 1.89-422) » #H = &_
saxagliptin [18] ©
Phan ¥ 4 4z » 5 case control# 3 0 #iT R

M4 47 8w 0 DPP-44r 4] & 22 BP2. [ 15 A B F 4P
K (OR 2.13, 95% CI 1.59 - 2.86, P < 0.00001) -
vildagliptin# 2 #f = ## B b ‘& &= % (OR 5.08,
95% CI1.70 - 15.19, P=0.004) » # =¢ % linagliptin
(OR 2.87, 95%CI 1.06 - 7.79, P = 0.04) > o
sitagliptin & $ B 71+ (OR 1.29, 95% CI 0.79 -
2.08,P=0.31) [19] -

DPP-4%r 4| #|i$ = BPe g g 71+ » & 31U
vildagliptin# linagliptin k & #.% ° ¥ {8 >+ %+
[11, 12, 17] » #&# < >70#& 2 + > Benzaquen #~2
T4 80 frs b chp A Ap BB [20] 0 5
65 1 F 3 B FBP# 4 b *&(aHR 2.403 > 95%
CI1.59-3.63;P <0.001) [18] > Hibi . p # ek b=
1 # W+ 7 HLA-DQB1*03:01 £ F]&2 DPP-4%+ |
fflﬂ] dePp B[21] et b 3 BT HFIR L E
,g%DPP4;ﬁp¢ ﬁx{l [};3& 7#\_3/’, %%a—"\:&f"}%‘pw
2B R AT[22] “AOE R GHFEA B [Iiad; £
B« & * Z $ hospironolactone ~ psycholeptics (FutF
W b R BRI RER) (17]-
metformin[23] » » &_¥ it % % & FF TS o i
B r B R WD afp B > AF T el
IR ERRREE T G- HEL T

B 4ni  DPP-4 3r| & 3 I3 < g fhsg % 4o
BRAZBERPEFEFLE2EY < > 1 B2 1 4
E[19] » KARES TR AR L T > BRE
Feofedkci 7 B0 (#F 02386 B 1)
linagliptin & &5 3.5 B ? - sitagliptin & & 5 12
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fe T F 0 FIP T2 F A AR d TR AR

% gliptin iR Pl 4 & B ETBP enBERB AP £
T RFAF 4ok DPP-4 Frd & i * R F 4 BP eh
PMREKF FRT 5 AT PR R

DPP4 ]3¢ = BP e ® % 97 18
d DPP-4%r#4| % = BP » — £ Z %7

B BELSRE KT EMREY g# CERRTeD
23 2L DPP-4%r || = chBP- &k 0 % - A ¥ @ *
o FR4E FfE 4doclobetasol £ b e LopliEH
,’g%ﬁ?—k@ﬁﬁ—,;\ﬁ%wﬂl\;&;/\ %;}n,gamg
/fiﬁ\}’}]fj‘f_—%‘ ,,,,, B8R Fpt B PR s
TR iZ ES:T{‘ g B ¥ APE S VR F >
] fi# 4-prednisolone 0.5-0.75 mg/kg/day » & 2 i 4p
% crmethylprednisolone’ » ¥ 1Zazathioprine; s & °
FAE R R AR~ BIUIL L E 0 A AR
Bl ie* > ¥ & * doxycycline & minocycline 100 mg
bid & dapsone 25-50 mg/day i 5 B A & (T * o ¥
R RSB Ty o TR LM LR Fr
A4rmycophenolate ~ methotrexate [10] - % & & 7K
e S BREAG A 2 D0 ARG HL S
REE S BT g Rk ok 0 - RTRAE AT 02
e L o F2B P U R 2EfR

iz

I%u

B
i % DPP-4dr | F 3 40 * 4o 1157 % g5 B 5
23 MESRERY VY ATEL BTGk
(class effect) » 2% 24 kb '& Ilvildagliptmﬁms g7 < }3%
% linagliptin » 5 /% 33+ 12 saxagliptin=X 2_ > & *%& 7]
+3 #£% % ~ 9434 5 HLA-DQB1*03:01 & 7]
Foow P AR A G RS B TR ¥
% Ja 2 # * spironolactone ~ psycholeptics ¥ % 4~ &
Vit 3 BPeviE 4 cBPR R A 2 R
TR R Y > F &% DPP-4drd A s IR
BPmT&)ﬁ* P BRES DT 2 Tiekg, 30
FER2F I OPFR ] A ER R Y RS LA
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f— A gEJE - A R BATA 75 2 DPP4I-BP 2 v (9, 25]

g A peliag R e R DPP-4 ¥~ #/4p ¥ BP
Pemphigus Bullous pemphigoid DPP4i-BP
E# ¢ E A X E L doEE A
file LA Rz SREF ~ w ML ) S R F AeMRE B
L et ] A L RS N Iy SE ML ke X 4 ok g
ke Al i g ke b BT R -8 »vﬂi’f'ﬁgf;ﬁﬁs’x J | kg

AT RA - F LA BB e g FTCE:
Nikolsky sign Positive Negative NA

, , F LT ok LT oRpE

‘e 2 op 3T RPN kgE

i FAP kA LG & R YT T

Target Ag Dsg 1, Dsg 3, desmocollins Collagen XVI1/BP 180, BP230 BP180 Non-NC16A

A RWE 19G,C3 i A AUE 19G,C3 H

fRimre B 19G,C3 T

SRRy | 19 : PR R R FLi R WRLRY
Pl A pE 30 8 (anti-ICSA) (ﬁi_BMZA) (a%i-BMZA)
FH U AL g
i LYY KEB A K
3 SEE AR VAR LR R S EF
BB 2 AR G B

45 % : Dsg 1: desmogleinl, Dsg 3: desmoglein3, Non-NC16A:Non-collagenous16A domain , Anti-ICSA: Anti-Intercellular Substance Antibodies,
Anti-BMZA: Anti-basement membrane zone antibody

%= ~DPP-4FrflRIB L je X B RIPMEY

fE¥ (g4 &) o =y P 3B EXZE TS . .
f - B R 57 ea X % &) A Adjust odd ratio (95% CI)
Schaffer IRC TR I BP+DM 23 77.6 .y
(2017) [26] B s F e DM 170 (68~93) DRFAE 245 (0 =)

. - DPP-4i: 3.16 (1.86-5.37)
*g::g;nj;d s Tl’ir‘ . BP+DM 82 79.1 Vildagliptin: 10.67 (5.09-22.36)
(2018) [11] i 5 5B DM 328 (56~95) Linagliptin: 6.65 (2.24-19.72)

P *® Sitagliptin: 0.42 (0.12-1.45)
- DPP-4i: 2.64 (1.19-5.85)
Benzaquen . i 1_2’ N BP+DM 61 79.1 Vildagliptin: 3.57 (1.07-11.84)
(2018) [20] - . Rl DM 122 (79.1+7) Sitagliptin: 2.13 (0.77-5.89)
T I $t Linagliptin/saxagliptin: 2.90 (0.47-17.74)
DPP-4i: 2.19 (1.55-3.11)
Vildagliptin: 10.4 (4.56-23.80)
—_— ) 3397/12941 Sitagliptin: 1.37 (0.93-2.01)
Varpuluoma TiF i 14 - A g R DPP4i -BP 124/1917 76.6 Metformin/vildagliptin:
(2018) [27] ? L FHE /NonDPP4i -BP ) 6.71 (2.00-22.50)
T bl ¥ 153/7536 Metformin/sitagliptin:
2.40 (1.22-4.73)
Metformin: 1.05 (0.88-1.24)
DPP-4i: 1.58 (1.25-2.00)
Lee o G > H % BP+DM 670 753 Vildagliptin: 1.81 (1.31--2.50)
(2019) [17] i E 1:1 P e (75.3£10) Sitagliptin: 1.70 (1.19-2.43)
T b 4 R A o= Linagliptin: 1.64 (1.15-2.33)
Other DPP-4i:1.25 ( 0.73-2.14)
DPP-4i: 2.38 (1.16-4.88)
[ . Vildagliptin: 2.85 (1.89-4.22)

Hung - Tl’ih N Dilf)f]"ggpfif 030 66 Saxagliptin:2.66 (1.77-3.93)

(2019) [18] v L T 20/25360 (66+12) Sitagliptin 2.59 (1.72-3.83)
T ¥ PR Linagliptin 2.36 (1.57-3.48 )

Alogliptin 1.45 (0.97-2.15)

ﬁﬁ BP: Bullous pemphigoid, DM: Diabetes mellitus, DPP-4i:Dipeptidyl peptidase-4 inhibitors
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TR 1 Azathioprine Pancytopenia PHEH L ERE R
TR 2 Nevirapine TEN AT
ER3 Ibuprofen SIS FERME
tR 4 Doxorubicin Others, SOB PEH2ERRE R
ERS Itraconazole Heart failure A2 ERR
ER6 Linezolid, ciprofloxacin Nausea, vomiting AT
ER7 Heparin Thrombocytopenia FE 2 EBE
TR 8 Lansoprazole TEN AT
TR Teicoplanin TEN WA
TR 10 Cefepime Anaphylactic shock AT
R 1 Rifampicin Itching, rash/ eruption AT
TR 12 Lansoprazole Anaphylactic shock AT
LR 13 Cisplatin Anaphylactic shock W AT
TR 14 Bevacizumab, trastuzumab Others PEHZERE R
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£ & 67-68  J07BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Numbness FE R ERE (2 #)
TR 69 JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Tachycardia FREWE
TR 70 JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Drug fever, chest tightness EEERE R
AT JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) ]d)i-‘gtsrrehsfhmia’ respiratory 2K ERE
TR T2 JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Ototoxicity FRAT
TR 73 JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Diarrhea, abdominal pain FHRE 2 ERR
TR 74 JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Rash/ eruption, chills AT
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TR 5 JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Headache FRERMT
£R 76 JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) SOB FRERT
TR 77 JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Angioedema, urticaria AT
TR 78 JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Hyponatremia A2 ERR
TR JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Weakness FREAT
TR 80 JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Itching, urticaria AT
€2 81 JO7BX03 (COVID-19 Vaccine) Seizure FRERT
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Thrombocytopenia
Dizziness
Blurred vision
Chest tightness
Coagulation disorder
Headache
Itching
Abdominal pain
Angioedema
Dyspnea
Myalgia
Neuropathy
Petechia
Alopecia
Asthma
Bleeding
Diarrhea
Hyperbilirubinemia
Nephropathy
Nephrotoxicity
Neuroparalytic reaction
Ototoxicity
Respiratory distress
SOB
Others
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LR FHEY A 67
2 Iohexol 22 ;3 Rash/ eruption
Itching

—_
=]

Hypersensitivity
Urticaria
Angioedema
Chills
Dyspnea
Others
3 Oxaliplatin 11 R Rash/ eruption

Itching
Dyspnea
Hypersensitivity
Others

—_— = = NN = = = = NN B

Piperacillin and

4 .
beta-lactamase inhibitor 10 A Rash/ eruption

Diarrhea
Thrombocytopenia
Others
5 Ceftriaxone 8 ;3 Rash/ eruption
Itching
Vancomycin 5 PR Rash/ eruption
Cefuroxime 4 PR Rash/ eruption
Urticaria
8 Meropenem 4 ;3 Rash/ eruption
Dyspnea
9 Levofloxacin 4 ;3 Rash/ eruption
Others
10 Teicoplanin 4 PR Rash/ eruption
R Anaphylactic shock
11 Carboplatin 4 ;3 Rash/ eruption
Dyspnea
Itching
12 Cefazolin 3 Hypersensitivity
Itching
Rash/ eruption
13 Valproic acid 3 ;3 Hyperammonemia
Rash/ eruption
14 Gadopentetic acid 3 ;3 Itching
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Periorbital edema 1

Urticaria 1

15 Metoclopramide 2 R Diarrhea 1

EPS 1

Amoxicillin and .
o

16 beta-lactamase inhibitor 2 e Rash/ eruption !

Urticaria 1

17 Cefoperazone and 2 YR Hyperbilirubinemi 1

beta-lactamase inhibitor yperbirubimemia

Rash/ eruption 1

18 Metronidazole 2 YR Nausea 1

Rash/ eruption 1

19 Linezolid 2 ;3 Thrombocytopenia 1

Vomiting 1

20 Lansoprazole 2 iR TEN 1

Anaphylactic shock 1
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