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a B S T r a c T

Vancomycin has been extensively used to treat infections caused by gram-
positive bacteria. This antibiotic has a narrow therapeutic range, requiring
therapeutic drug monitoring (TDm) to determine the dose to maximize
therapeutic efficacy and minimize toxicity [1]. Due to significant variability
inter and intra-individuals of pediatric population, determining the right
dose for each patient could become more complicated. recently, numerous
population pharmacokinetic (popPK) models have been established to guide
the dosing scheme in this population. This article aimed to systemically
review published pediatric popPK models and covariates responsible for
pharmacokinetic variability and dosage choices for pediatric patients. a
systemic literature search was conducted in Pubmed from the inception to
august 2024 for pharmacokinetic research used popPK approaches in 1
month to 21 years old patients who were prescribed intravenous
vancomycin. This review included 37 eligible studies, which were built on
groups of children diverse in age and comorbid conditions. The majority
were one-compartment models (30/37). cL and Vd varied in a wide range,
0.06 to 0.286 L/h/kg and 0.285 to 4.63 L/kg, respectively. Pharmacokinetics
parameters were described by numerous covariates, of which age, weight,
and serum creatinine are the most common ones. This study provided a big
picture of established data on vancomycin popPK models in children.
application of these data to identify the optimal dose needed for individual
child should be done in future researches.
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INTRODUCTION
Since 1958, vancomycin has been widely

used to treat infections caused by gram-
positive bacteria in both adults and children.
in addition to its high bactericidal efficacy on
gram-positive pathogens including
methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus­aureus,
other notable features was its remarked
neuphrotoxicity and otoxicity. Vancomycin
showed dose-dependent efficacy and toxicity
with narrow therapeutic index feature [2]. in
addition, pharmacokinetic studies showed
large inter- and intra-individual variability
when using vancomycin in adults and
children [3, 4]. Therefore, despite its use for
nearly seven decades, optimal dosing of
vancomycin remains a challenge. These
characteristics led to the need for TDm to
ensure effectiveness and safety during the
treatment course [5]. guidelines have been
developed for decades to guide the
monitoring of TDm treatment in both adults
and children [6]. recently, a consensus
among the american Society of hospital
Pharmacists, the american Society of
infectious Diseases, the Society of Pediatric
infectious Diseases, and the Society of
infectious Diseases Pharmacists was issued
in 2020, recommending the implementation
of TDm aimed at reaching the target
auc/mic with auc in the range of 400-600
mg.h/L in children of all ages. in addition, the
Bayesian method based on pharmacokinetic
models was also noted as a preferred
approach due to the advantage of requiring
fewer blood samples [1]. however, many
pharmacokinetic models have been
developed for pediatric populations in
decades. among them, which model would
be best to include as an a­priori­model for
Bayesian estimates in such a variable
population as children remains a question.

This systematic review therefore was
conducted with the aim of synthesizing
population pharmacokinetic models that have
been developed in children, including
subgroups of children with specific
characteristics, and identifying the most
important covariates which can affect
vancomycin pharmacokinetic and dosing
regimen in general pediatric population as
well as each group.

METHODS
The literature screening was conducted on

the Pubmed database, according to meSh
terms appeared in any part (any fields) of the
article. The groups of terms were determined
by the Pico question. Terms are connected
by “or” within the same term group and
“aND” between groups. We used the filter
tool to retain full-text articles, written in
english and published before 31st, august
2024 with the searching syntax as below:

("pediatric"[Title/abstract] or "children"
[Title/abstract] or "infant"[Title/abstract]
or "adolescent"[Title/abstract] or
"toddler" [Title/abstract] or "neonate"
[Title/abstract] or "paediatric" [Title/
abstract] or "neonatal" [Title/abstract] or
"neonates" [Title/abstract] or "infants")
aND ("Vancomycin"[Title/abstract]) aND
("kinetic"[Title/abstract] or "pharmacokinetics"
[Title/abstract] or "population pharmacokinetic"
[Title/abstract] or "population
pharmacokinetics" [Title/abstract] or
"pharmacokinetic model"[Title/abstract] or
"pharmacokinetic analysis"[Title/abstract]
or "pharmacokinetic modeling"
[Title/abstract] or "popPK"[Title/abstract]
or "pop PK"[Title/abstract] or "PK
analysis"[Title/abstract] or "PK model"
[Title/abstract] or "compartmental
pharmacokinetic" [Title/abstract] or
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"pharmacokinetic and pharmacodynamic
analysis"[Title/abstract] or "PK/PD
analysis"[Title/abstract] or "non-linear
mixed effect model"[Title/abstract] or
"NLme"[Title/abstract] or "NLmiXeD"
[Title/abstract] or "NoNmem"[Title/
abstract] or "monolix"[Title/abstract] or
"aDaPT"[Title/abstract] or "WinNonmix"
[Title/abstract] or "Phoenix"[Title/
abstract] or "mWPharm"[Title/abstract]
or "P-Pharm"[Title/abstract] or
"Kinpop" [Title/abstract] or "Pmetrics"
[Title/abstract] or "pharmacometrics"
[Title/abstract] or "simulation"
[Title/abstract] or "dosing guidance"
[Title/abstract])

all relevant articles were reviewed and
included if they developed at least one
vancomycin population pharmacokinetic
(popPK) model using nonlinear mixed-effect
(NLme) modeling approach; study subjects
were children 1 month to 21 years old using
intravenous vancomycin. articles were
excluded if they were: (1) reviews, case
reports, guidelines; editorials, commentaries,
etc. (2) studies on other antibiotics (3) studies
on oral or inhaled vancomycin (4) full text
version not in english (5) they were
inaccessible or not downloadable (6) all
information of popPK model were not fully
provided. risk of bias was independently
assessed by two research team members
using the National heart, Lung and Blood
institute Study Quality assessment Tool for
case Series Studies [7], which was
considered suitable for systematic reviews
that include observational studies [8, 9]. 
The research team also screened the searched
reviews’ to identify all related articles.
relevant articles were also included in the
review if they met all the criteria mentioned
above.

Data was extracted by one research team
member into data collection sheets and then
were double-checked by another. any
disagreement in bias accessing and data
extracting process was discussed to reach
final agreement. collected data include:
publication information (author, year and
country of publication, study design),
population characteristics (population size,
age, weight, serum creatinine, patient status),
vancomycin dosing regimen and sampling
scheme, analytical assays, modeling method
(modeling software, structural models,
covariate selection method, validation
method) and the final model, typical value of
clearance and volume of distribution, inter-
individual variability (iiV), inter-occasion
variability (ioV) and residual unexplained
variability (ruV).

This article was within the framework of
the research conducted with approval from
the Vietnam National children's hospital
(Decision No. 5582/QD-BVNTW on
December 8th, 2023).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
RESULTS
of the 319 articles identified using

Pubmed screening tools, 37 articles met the
research criteria (see figure 1). all of these
studies were rated as good or fair when
assessing risk of bias and were included in the
analysis.

Study design and population characteristics
of 37 included studies, 20/37 were

published from 2020-2024 (Table 1). Three
forth of the studies (29/37) retrieved data
retrospectively from therapeutic drug
monitoring practice, while 7 other studies
were conducted prospectively, and the newest
study was a clinical trial. These studies were
conducted in the u.S (13), china (12), other
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developed countries (canada: 3, france: 2,
Japan: 1, Saudi arabia: 1, iran: 1, Bahrain:1)
or other low to middle income countries
(Thailand: 2, Jordan: 1). Sample sizes ranged
from 6 to 1892 patients, in which the studies
of Le et al. (2013) and Smit et al. (2021)
enrolled a significantly higher number of
patients than other studies, with 702 and 1892
patients [10, 11].

Two thirds included children of all ages
(25/37), some studies focused on specific age
groups. Zhang et al. (2016) and Li et al.
(2021) targeted the group of infants (2/37)
[12, 13] while some researched on older
children (9/37) including Lanke et al. (2016)
study, which recruited only adolescents 12 to
18 years old into the model [14]. in addition,
besides nearly half of studies included
children in general (16/37), others analyzed
groups with varying medical conditions.
Some models were established on patients

with special physical status (obesity: 2,
augmented renal clearance: 3) or treatment
status (in pediatric intensive care unit: 5).
others studies were conducted on patients
with infectious diseases (skin and soft tissue
infection or bone and joint infection: 1;
meningitis: 1, febrile neutropenia: 2) and/or
other comorbidities affecting
pharmacokinetic processes (cancer: 5, renal
failure: 1; cardiac diseases: 1) and/or having
interventions (ventricular assist device: 1,
hematopoietic stem-cell transplant: 1, liver
transplant: 1, neurosurgery: 1, continuous
renal replacement therapy (crrT):1,
hypothermia: 1). The weight of study
populations varied in a wide range, notably,
the study by Lanke et al. (2016) had
significantly higher weight than other studies
with a median weight of 58.9 kg [14]. The
distribution of serum creatinine
concentrations in the studies was quite large,
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especially in the study by moffet et al. (2020)
on crrT patients with median of serum
creatinine concentration values of 0.72 mg/dL
(Table 1) [15].

Dosing and sampling scheme
Vancomycin was administered as

intermittent infusion (36/37) and continuous
infusion (2/37), in which the clinical trial of
roshan et al. (2024) compared
pharmacokinetic target achievement between
intermittent and continuous infusion groups
[16]. The common dose was 40-60mg/kg/day
with a dose interval of 6h/8h/12h. Blood
samples for vancomycin quantitative assays
were typically drawn at steady state within 1
hour before the next dose (ctrough) and/or
within 2 hours after infusion (cpeak). The
exceptions were the samples collected right
after the first dose in the study of
issaranggoon et al. (2020) [17] or the only
preoperative dose for surgical site
prophylaxis in the study of Brooks Peterson
(2020) [18]. The average number of samples
per patient during the vancomycin course was
1.35-7.19. Sparse-sampling strategy was
commonly applied while the dense sampling
strategy were conducted in some studies as
the study of Wrishko re (2000) and
issaranggoon (2020), collecting 10 samples
per patients, including 1 sample at 30 minutes
before infusion and 9 other samples after
infusion of the final dose and the first dose,
respectively [17, 19]. Vancomycin
concentrations were measured mostly via
immunoassays such as enzyme multiplied
immunoassay technique (11/37),
fluorescence polarization immunoassay
(6/37) and chemiluminescent microparticle
immunoassay (4/37) (Table 1).

Modeling characteristics
most of the studies used NoNmem

software (30/37 studies) to build models

while the remaining used Phoenix software
(4/17 studies) or monolix (3/17 studies). The
first-order pharmacokinetic elimination
hypothesis was used in all analyses. most of
the papers reported one-compartment models
(30/37) while two-compartment models were
reported in 7 other papers. all studies
described the variability in pharmacokinetic
parameters through inter-individual
variability (iiV), while inter-occasion
variability (ioV) was only mentioned in
alsultan et al. study (2018) [20]. iiV and ioV
values are both expressed in exponential
functions in studies. The residual unexplained
variability (ruV) values were expressed
through a variety of different expressions,
including proportional (18/37), combined
additive and proportional (8/37), additive
(6/37), and exponential error model (5/37).

30/37 studies used the stepwise method to
determine factors that significantly affected
pharmacokinetic parameters, except for 7
studies that did not mention. Values of p-
index and ΔofV with were used to decide to
select or eliminate covariates to models. The
most commonly cut-off value for decreased
ofV was ≥3.84 (p<0.05) (20/30 studies) in
forward inclusion, while for backward
elimination, ofV needed to increase more
than 6.63 or 10.83 (p<0.01 or <0.005) (17/30
studies).

The typical value of popPK parameters
varied over a wide range. in 30 one-
compartment models, estimated vancomycin
clearance (cL) values ranged from 0.06 to
0.286 L/h/kg, and volume of distribution
(Vd) ranged from 0.285 to 4.63 L/kg. The
interindividual variability (iiV) of
vancomycin cL ranged from 14 to 58%, and
the iiV of Vd ranged from 12 to 77%. for
studies establishing two-compartment
pharmacokinetic models, estimated cL
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values ranged from 0.072 to 0.19 L/h/kg,
intercompartmental clearance (Q) ranged
from 0.13 to 8.49 L/h. reported central
compartment volume of distribution (Vc)
fluctuated from 5.3 to 81 L and peripheral
volume of distribution (Vp) widely varied in
a range from 2.6 to 37.8 L with an extra
elevated value of 550 L in the study of moffet
et al. (2019) on crrT patients [15]. in two-
compartment models, iiV of cL ranged from
6-50%, iiV of Vc from 5-147% while iiV of
Q and Vp were rarely reported (Table 2).

Weight, age, estimated glomerular
filtration rate (egfr) and serum creatinine
were the most common covariates recorded
in models. Weight was the selected covariate
in 35/37 studies as actual weight (33/35) or
fat free mass (ffm) in 2 studies of moffet et
al. in 2019 on obese and crrT patients [15,
21]. age was included in the final model of
9/37 studies as actual age (7/9) or post
menstrual age (2/9). 10 studies identified
serum creatinine (Scr) as a factor that
significantly influenced vancomycin
clearance, while egfr was recorded as a
covariate on clearance in 14 studies. other
factors have also been retained in popPK
models, including gender, blood urea
nitrogen (BuN) concentration, serum cystatin
c, temperature, intravenous administration
route (intermittent or continuous infusion),
body surface area (BSa), ultrafiltration rate
(crrTuf), dialysate rate (DiLySTe) and
days from liver transplant.

internal validation was applied to all
models of which 7/37 studies were further
validated externally with independent data.
internal validation was mainly performed
through goodness of fit (gof), visual
predictive check (VPc), prediction-corrected
visual predictive check (pcVPc), and
normalized prediction distribution error

(NPDe) charts. 29/37 studies used the
bootstrap method to determine the variation
range in population pharmacokinetic
parameters. models were externally validated
based on bias and accuracy metrics.

DISCUSSIONS
The article is a compilation of research

studies focused on vancomycin
pharmacokinetics and in pediatric
populations with varying conditions,
including renal function differences, obesity,
critical illness, and specific diseases such as
infections, cancers, etc. These studies
collectively aim to improve vancomycin
usage by using population pharmacokinetic
models and Bayesian estimation to ensure
efficacy and minimizing toxicity in children.
The number of studies published in the 2020-
2024 period is higher than during the
previous 20 years 2000-2020, in which most
of newer studies were conducted in asian
countries rather than in american and
european countries as previously. This trend
suggests a global growing interest in
optimizing vancomycin treatment in children
following the 2020 consensus guideline [1].

Pharmacokinetic models
most studies proposed one-compartment

model, generated from sparse sampling
strategy which may lead to not fully
describing the distribution phase of the drug
[10]. one-compartment models were largely
accepted to describe the vancomycin
pharmacokinetics in pediatric patients due to
the difficulties in collecting blood sample in
this vulnerable population [10, 22]. The 2-
compartment models were identified in
several studies by assuming 2-compartment
structural model when establishing study
methods [23] or employing dense sampling
strategy [17, 19] or collecting a wide range of
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concentrations at different time after dose
within a dosing interval [11, 15]. 

The estimated weight-adjusted clearance
values of the studies ranged from 0.06 to
0.286 L/h/kg, similar to the values recorded
in the previously reviews in children of
chung et al. (2021) and aljutayli et al.
(2021) [3, 8], but higher than the adult
values (0.0054-0.1279 L/h/kg) [4]. The most
common reported covariates on vancomycin
clearance were total body weight or ffm
(72%), estimated glomerular filtration rate
(38%), serum creatinine (27%), and
chronological age or postmenstrual age
(Pma) (24%). although weight was the
most common predictor for cL, higher
weight-adjusted clearance in children may
not reflect true higher drug clearance than in
adult due to the influence of organ
maturation [24], presented by complex
maturation functions of weight on cL, from
a simple linear relation to a more complex
sigmoidal function (Table 2). it was also
demonstrated by allometric scaling
approach, using the theoretical power 0.75
or 1, or estimated powers, for actual body
weight, ffm or body weight corrected to 70
kg, or the mean/median body weight of
modeling data. in addition, kidney function
(expressed through Scr and egfr) was
commonly reported as a covariate on
vancomycin clearance, in which egfr
estimated by modified Schwartz or Traub
formula was proved to have high correlation
[25]. recently, cystatine c attracted more
attention as a reliable predictor for
vancomycin clearance due to the stability of
this renal function biomarker [26, 27]. Le et
al. noted that age in linear function was also
a covariate of vancomycin clearance in their
serial studies [10, 25, 28-30]. in other
studies, age was also appeared in final

model, in linear, power or exponential
functions, or sigmoid function of Pma in
models for infants or younger children, to
reflect the effect of maturation on
vancomycin clearance [31].

estimated value of the weight-adjusted
volume of distribution ranged from 0.285 to
4.63 L/kg, similar to the range published
previously [3, 8], but more largely when
compared with adult data of 0.4-1 L/kg [32].
This high variability could be attributed to the
wide range of total water content and
extracellular fluid volume in different ages
from birth to 18 years, in addition to the
diversity of disease states and renal function
in each study population. in critically ill
pediatric patients, Vd can be further altered
due to interventions that affected body fluid
during intensive care treatment [33]. Weight
was the only covariate retained on Vd in most
studies, in form of linear formula (65%) or
power formula (24%). Total body weight or
ffm itself or standardized to the study
median or to 70 kg, were utilized to express
the effect of size scaling on Vd. Based on
these results, although a 40-70 mg/kg/day
dose regimen was recommended in the
general pediatric population [34-36], other
dose regimens may be suggested in different
subgroups (see below).

Abnormal renal function
Several studies have been compared

vancomycin pharmacokinetic between renal
failure vs. normal renal function children,
showing that cL vancomycin in children with
impaired renal function is 30–80% lower than
normal group [13, 25, 34, 37]. consequently,
auc increased up to 1.9-2.8 times in renal
failure children, raising the ability to reach the
treatment target, but posing the patient to the
higher risk of nephrotoxicity [13]. Besides
serum creatinine and BuN, which reflect
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residual renal function, this study showed the
impact of renal replacement interventions via
dialysis flow rate, ultrafiltration rate on cL. cL
value were relatively low compared with other
studies, whereas larger Vd may be explained
by sparse sampling, large priming volumes in
continuous veno-venous hemofiltration
(cVVh), and fluid overload in this population
[15]. The results suggested that appropriate
initial dosing and aggressive TDm should be
considered in pediatric patients with renal
failure and dialysis [13, 15, 37].

on the other hand, the value of cL
vancomycin of augmented renal clearance
(arc) children was 2-fold than the cL value
of normal group [38]. covariates of cL on
arc children included weight, age and
egfr [12, 38, 39]. Based on these results, he
et al. (2021) proposed the initial dose 75
mg/kg/day in children 1 month - 12 years old
and 70 mg/kg/day in children 12-18 years old
[39]. for patients who had both underlying
diseases, including pediatric cancer patients,
pediatric intensive care patients and arc
status concurrently, a series of
pharmacokinetic models have also been built
to optimize the dose regimen (see below).

Obesity
Pharmacokinetic studies of vancomycin in

obese children have yielded inconsistent
results. a matched case-control study
between obese and normal-weight children
conducted by Le et al. (2015) showed that the
weight-adjusted cL and Vd of obese children
were lower than those of normal-weight
patients, by 10.8% and 2.2%, respectively.
Therefore, the authors suggested that dose
adjustment may not be necessary in obese
children. in addition, the study results also
suggested the use of weight0.75 in vancomycin
popPK models of obese children [28]. When
building a model ≥70 kg children, moffet et

al. (2019) found the advantage of ffm over
actual weight in estimating pharmacokinetic
parameters. from the simulation results, the
research group proposed a dose regimen of
20 mg/kg/dose every 6 hours [21]. With a
large dataset of 1892 patients with various
degree of obesity and renal function, Smit et
al. (2021) noted the influence of actual
weight and renal function on the
pharmacokinetics of vancomycin. They
recommended a dose regimen based on both
weight and egfr to ensure efficacy and
safety when using vancomycin, in which the
dose for children weighing ≥70 kg ranged
from 3-6-12-18 mg/kg every 12 hours,
corresponding to egfr 10-30, 30-50, 50-90
and >90 ml/min/1.73 m2 [11].

Pediatric intensive care unit (PICU)
With rapidly changing pathophysiological

characteristics, including changes in plasma
protein levels, extracellular fluid volume, and
renal clearance, the intensive care pediatric
population often has higher cL and Vd than
the general population [26, 38, 40, 41].
augmented renal clearance was often
observed in Picus, occurring in 1 in 10
children according to a review by avedissian
et al. (2017) [40]. as a result, vancomycin cL
in the arc group increased up to 2-fold in
infants and 1.5-fold in older children
compared to the non-arc group [38, 40],
lowering the ability to achieve trough
concentration and auc targets in Picu
patients [16, 38, 40]. To address this issue,
Sridharan et al. (2021) proposed a dose of
60–80 mg/kg/day to achieve auc/mic ≥ 400
[41]. huang et al. (2022) suggested a higher
dose for infant population, up to 100 mg/kg
in the group with egfr > 210 ml/min/1.73
m2 and noted that for premature and low birth
weight infants, the dose should be
individualized based on gestational age and
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weight [38]. another concern raised from
some studies was the renal function
assessment formula as commonly used
Schwartz bedside formula renal did not
perform superior than others when
establishing vancomycin popPK models in
Picu patients [26, 40]. Based on a
comparison of egfr estimates from different
formulas in the development of a suitable
pharmacokinetic model for vancomycin in
pediatric intensive care patients, Downes et
al. (2020) recommended that the use of
cystatin c-based renal function assessment
formulas may provide a better estimate of
vancomycin cL [26]. Taking a different
approach, roshan et al. (2024) built a model
showing that continuous infusion of
vancomycin maintained a more stable auc
and increased the likelihood of achieving the
target auc ≥ 400 mg.h/L to 82% compared
to 23% with intermittent infusion [16].

Cancer
in studies on children with cancers,

vancomycin cL and Vd were high and varied
over a wide range. abdel hadi et al. (2015)
reported cL 0.381 L/h and Vd 0.663 L in
pediatric cancer patients and suggested that
the dose should be increased higher than the
usual dose of 60 mg/kg/day [42]. in children
with hematological malignancies, both
research groups of Zhao and Wang noted cL
with high typical value and were affected by
renal clearance and weight, from which the
authors suggested increasing doses for this
group of patients, respectively 80-90
mg/kg/day and 73-106 mg/kg/day [36], [43].
Lv et al. (2020) built a popPK model on a
group of hematological cancer patients with
arc status also found that cL vancomycin
was elevated and proposed an initial dose of
50-75 mg/kg/day [43]. conducting a study on
both hematological and solid tumor patients,

guilhaumou et al. (2016) found that Vd
ranged from 0.48 to 0.72 L/kg and cL ranged
from 0.08 to 0.14 L/h/kg, depending on each
subgroup of subjects (hematological
malignances using cyclosporine and not
using cyclosporine and solid tumors), thereby
proposing a weight-based dose for each
group [10].

Other populations
Some authors have developed

pharmacokinetic models for groups of
children with specific infectious diseases.
Xu et al. (2022) developed a popPK model
in a group of children with meningitis,
noting that only 10.7% of cases reached the
target trough concentration. They also
reported that weight and BuN were
covariates of cL and should be considered
in optimizing vancomycin doses in children
with meningitis [44]. Lv et al. (2023), when
developing an optimal dose regimen for
children with skin and soft tissue infections
and bone and joint infections, noted that cL
and Vd values were within the common
range of studies and proposed a high dose
regimen of 75-80 mg/kg/day to optimize the
ability to reach the therapeutic target 
[45]. Shinamoto et al. (2021) conducted a
study on pediatric patients with febrile
neutropenia after hematopoietic stem cell
transplantation and found more than one-
third of patients had arc and cL were
affected by weight, age, egfr, and fever.
The research team therefore proposed to
individualize the initial dosing regimen for
each patient subgroup divided by these
factors [23].

other researchers have developed
vancomycin popPK models in pediatric
populations undergoing medical
interventions. Zane et al. (2017) developed a
PopPK model for pediatric populations
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undergoing hypothermia for cardiac arrest,
finding that hypothermia could result in a
25% reduction in vancomycin cL in
pediatric patients with normal renal function
and up to 84% in pediatric patients with
impaired renal function [37]. moffet et al.
(2020), in a study of pediatric patients with
ventricular assist devices (VaDs), found that
this group had a 2-fold higher vancomycin
Vd than other children, suggesting that high-
dose regimens may be considered [46].
Similarly, Shoji et al., when studying the
group of children after liver transplantation,
noted a high Vd of vancomycin, which could
be explained by the large infusion volume
and the common cirrhosis after liver
transplantation, and proposed a dose regimen
of 45-80 mg/kg/day [47]. The authors all
recommended that strict TDm be performed
when using vancomycin in these special
patient groups [37, 46, 47].

Appropriate model and dosing regimen
for Vietnamese pediatric patients

from the above results, it seemed complex
to select a single popPK model and dosing
regimen for the general pediatric population.
The reasons for this include: (1) large
differences in different pediatric patient
groups in terms of age and maturity (2)
discrepancies between pediatric patient
groups with concomitant pathological
conditions and medical interventions (3) lack
of external validation studies of the
constructed models. To select an appropriate
model, further research is needed in which
models should be examined using TDm data
from local hospitals. The suitable dosage
regimens for targeted population should be
proposed based on factors related to age,
growth, physiological and pathological

factors to find a suitable dosage regimen. in
addition, Bayesian softwares and other
covariates that can be collected in medical
practice yet commonly available in routine
care such as cystaine c test results or Pma
values in Vietnam should be considered in
comming studies.

CONCLUSION
This study provides an overview of the

pharmacokinetic model of vancomycin in
children, including different pediatric
subgroups with different age, physiology and
pathology. The results show that besides the
common influencing factors including age,
weight, renal function with cL and weight
with Vd, there are many factors that can
influence the pharmacokinetics of
vancomycin in pediatric groups, leading to
widely different estimates of cL and Vd
between studies. Selecting and validating a
specific popPK model into clinical practice
to optimize vancomycin dosage in children
should be carefully considered based on the
similarity of patient characteristics as well as
the model’s predictive performance for the
population of interest.
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