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A B S T R A C T

Purpose: To use a physiologically based pharmacokinetic (PBPK) modelling system to predict the serum

levels achieved by two different intravenous loading doses of phenytoin.

Methods: A phenytoin pharmacokinetic model was used in the SimcypTM population-based ADME

simulator, simulating 100 children age 2–10 years receiving intravenous phenytoin (18 and 20 mg/kg).

Visual checks were used to evaluate the predictive performance of the candidate model.

Results: Loading with doses of 18 mg/kg, blood levels were sub-therapeutic in 22/100 (concentration at

2 h post infusion (C2h) <10 mg/mL), therapeutic in 62/100 (C2h 10–20 mg/mL), and supra-therapeutic in

16/100 (C2h > 20 mg/mL). Loading with 20 mg/kg, the percentages were 15, 59, and 26, respectively.

Increasing from 18 to 20 mg/kg increased the mean C2h from 16.0 to 17.9 mg/mL, and the mean AUC from

145 to 162 mg/mL/h. A C2h > 30 mg/mL was predicted in 4% and 8% of children in the 18 and 20 mg/kg

doses, with 3% predicted to have a C2h > 40 mg/mL following either dose. For maintenance doses, a 1st

dose of 2.5 or 5 mg/kg (intravenous) given at 12 h (after either 18 or 20 mg/kg loading) gives the highest

percentages of 10–20 mg/mL serum concentrations. For sub-therapeutic concentrations following

intravenous loading (20 mg/kg), a 1st maintenance dose (intravenous) of 10 mg/kg will achieve

therapeutic concentrations in 93%.

Conclusion: Use of PBPK modelling suggests that children receiving the 20 mg/kg intravenous loading dose

are at slightly increased risk of supra-therapeutic blood levels. Ideally, therapeutic drug monitoring is

required to monitor serum concentrations, although the dose regime suggested by the BNFc appear

appropriate.

� 2015 British Epilepsy Association. Published by Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

The recommended intravenous loading dose of phenytoin in the
treatment of paediatric convulsive status epilepticus (CSE) in the
UK was increased from 18 to 20 mg/kg in January 2011, to reduce
the theoretical risk of miscalculation [1]. Phenytoin has a narrow
therapeutic range (10–20 mg/mL) and non-linear pharmacokinet-
ics [2], such that at high concentrations phenytoin exhibits zero
order kinetics in man (linear increase and decrease in serum
concentrations at higher dosages secondary to saturation of
metabolising enzymes). Consequently, toxic levels may take
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longer to clear than most other drugs which exhibit first-order
kinetics at all concentrations [3].

Subsequent analysis of phenytoin levels taken in routine clinical
practice has shown that the 20 mg/kg loading results in a similar
percentage of supra-therapeutic serum concentrations compared
with 18 mg/kg, but with a higher observed rate of clinical toxicity
[4]. At their most severe, phenytoin toxicity can include potentially
fatal cardiac arrhythmias, hypotension and neurological side effects
and particularly at higher serum concentrations [5].

Phenytoin metabolism is affected by concomitant medication
by a number of factors including obesity, concomitant medica-
tions, and pharmacogenomic variation in CYP2C9 and CYP2C19
[6–9], and significant inter-individual variability in the pharma-
cokinetics has been noted in children [10].

The SimCYP population-based ADME simulator software allows
mechanistic-modelling and simulation of the processes involved in
served.
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Fig. 1. Simulated mean (solid line) and 95% confidence intervals (dashed line) of

phenytoin systemic concentration vs. time in 100 virtual children aged 2–10 years

at doses of 18 mg/kg (red) and 20 mg/kg (green) (For interpretation of the color

information in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of the

article.).
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drug absorption, distribution, metabolism and excretion. A unique
feature of this simulation software is its ability to provide not just
outputs based on an ‘individual’ but also outputs from individuals
within a population [11]. This has been used in paediatric
populations to successfully model the pharmacokinetics of
numerous medications [12,13].

The SimCYP software was used to model the outcomes of both
the 18 and 20 mg/kg intravenous loading doses of phenytoin. This
included an evaluation of the likelihood of supra- (>20 mg/mL) and
sub- (<10 mg/mL) therapeutic levels associated with the two doses
and an attempt to determine the optimal timing of additional
treatment with phenytoin (if required clinically). Current clinical
practice in our institution is to measure the total serum phenytoin
concentrations between 1 and 3 h following completion of the
infusion of the intravenous loading dose. The modelling mimicked
this practice and concentration values at 2 h post-loading dose are
reported as a representative value.

2. Methods

2.1. SimCYP model inputs

Apreviouslyreportedphenytoinpharmacokineticmodelwasused
in the SimCYPTM population-based ADME simulator (V14; SimCYP
Limited, Sheffield, UK) [14]. The applicability of this model to use in
children was assessed by comparison to clinical data from children as
reported by the authors previously [4,15]. Hawcutt et al. [15] reported
on pharmacokinetic data following intravenous phenytoin adminis-
tered as an 18 mg/kg loading dose in children and a subsequent report
was provided by Piper et al. [4] following dosing at 20 mg/kg.
These papers reported phenytoin concentrations at time-points of
60–180 min post administration of phenytoin and calculated
the percentage that were within the therapeutic reference range
(10–20 mg/mL) sub-therapeutic (<10 mg/mL) and supra-therapeutic
(<20 mg/mL). A simulated trial to replicate the dosing reported by
these studies was created within the software. Visual checks were
used to evaluate the predictive performance of this model.

The simulation was performed in a population of 100
individuals aged from 2 to 10 years.

This model was interrogated to determine:

� What proportion of children achieved therapeutic concentra-
tions (C2h at 2 h post infusion) of phenytoin (10–20 mg/mL) when
given either 18 or 20 mg/kg loading dose?
� What is the population mean C2h concentration at 2 h for each

dose?
� What is the population mean ‘Area Under the Curve’ (AUC [0–

12 h]) for each dose?
� What proportion of children will have a C2h at 2 h post dose
>30 mg/mL or C2h > 40 mg/mL?
� When is the optimal time to administer the first maintenance

dose following completion of the initial loading dose (20 mg/kg)
to avoid drug accumulation and supra-therapeutic concentra-
tions with potential clinical toxicity?
� Can these data assist with clinical decisions regarding intrave-

nous maintenance dosing in children with sub-therapeutic levels
of phenytoin?

3. Results

3.1. Loading doses

The simulated pharmacokinetic profiles of intravenous phe-
nytoin loading doses for 100 individuals aged from 2 to 10 years
were created at doses of both 18 and 20 mg/kg. The mean
concentrations together with the 95% confidence intervals are
shown in Fig. 1.

The concentration of the medication 2 h post-infusion (C2h) was
simulated in the population. The 18 mg/kg dose resulted in 62% of
the population achieving the therapeutic reference range (10–
20 mg/mL); 16% of the population achieved plasma concentrations
>20 mg/mL; and 22% did not achieve the 10 mg/mL level. The
20 mg/kg dose resulted in 59% of population achieving the
therapeutic reference range; 26% of the population achieved
plasma concentrations >20 mg/mL; and 15% did not achieve the
10 mg/mL level. Overall, an increase in dose from 18 to 20 mg/kg
increases the mean C2h from 16.0 to 17.9 mg/mL (Fig. 2A).

Limited pharmacokinetic data following intravenous phenytoin
in children administered as a 18 mg/kg loading dose infused over
20 min has been reported previously [15].

The modelled pharmacokinetics of phenytoin matched favour-
ably to the clinical data dosed at 18 mg/kg reported by Hawcutt
et al. [15]; the average C2h value was 16.0 mg/mL for the modelled
data and the mean Cmax value reported from the clinical data was
15.3 mg/mL. Seventy seven per cent of phenytoin concentration
levels were within the therapeutic reference range in the patient
population compared to 62% in the model; 3% of patients were sub-
therapeutic (22% in the model) and 19% of patients were supra-
therapeutic (16% in the model) [15]. The main difference between
the model and the reported clinical data was the number of sub-
therapeutic values observed at 2 h.

A comparison of the model and the clinical data reported at
20 mg/kg [4] showed a similar trend; 79% of phenytoin concen-
tration values in the patient population were within the
therapeutic reference range (59% modelled population); 0%
patients were sub-therapeutic (15% modelled) and 21% patients
were supra-therapeutic (26% modelled) [4]. The model showed an
increase in the percentage of supra-therapeutic plasma concen-
trations similar to that reported in the clinical data. However there
were many more sub-therapeutic levels observed in the modelled
data.

Comparison of the AUC values, minimum, 5th centile, mean,
95th centile and maximum values for each population is shown in
Fig. 2B. The increase in dose increases the AUC value for the first
12 h following the infusion from 145 to 162 mg/mL/h.

An evaluation was undertaken of those children that had very
high blood level at both doses. Using the modelled 18 mg/kg



Fig. 2. (A) The concentration of phenytoin at 2 h (C2 h) post infusion at doses of 18 and 20 mg/kg. (B) The AUC of phenytoin at 0–12 h post infusion at doses of 18 and 20 mg/kg.

Both: Data show mean values, 95% confidence intervals and minimum and maximum values recorded within the simulation.
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intravenous loading dose, 4% had dose levels greater than 30 mg/
mL; 3% had levels greater than 40 mg/mL. Using the modelled
20 mg/kg dose level 8% had dose levels greater than 30 mg/mL; 3%
had levels greater than 40 mg/mL.

3.2. Maintenance doses

The effects of the time of the administration of the first
maintenance dose were evaluated for 18 and 20 mg/kg loading
doses. A second simulation was run to include a subsequent
intravenous maintenance dose given at 12 h following the loading
dose (18 or 20 mg/kg). The mean profiles are shown in Fig. 3.

The percentage of individuals within the second simulation in
whom the next Cmax (concentration immediately following the
first maintenance dose) were lower, within, or higher than the
therapeutic reference range is reported in Table 1 for a range of
maintenance doses. The maintenance doses which produces the
greatest of the simulated population whose second Cmax value is
within the target therapeutic reference range of 10–20 mg/mL
when administered 12 h following the loading dose is 5 mg/kg
(following an 18 mg/kg loading dose) and 2.5 mg/kg (following a
20 mg/kg loading dose) (Table 1).

Further interrogation of the data was undertaken in the
subgroup of the population in which the initial phenytoin
Fig. 3. Mean plasma concentration of phenytoin dosed as 18 mg/kg (red line) or

20 mg/kg (green line) followed by a maintenance dose of 5 mg/kg given at 12 h (For

interpretation of the color information in this figure legend, the reader is referred to

the web version of the article.).
concentration was less than 10 mg/mL at 2 h after the loading
dose. Predictably, the proportion in which the levels were less than
10 mg/mL at 12 h following a maintenance dose decreased as the
maintenance dose increased, and the model was able to quantify
the proportions at, above or below the therapeutic reference range
for a range of maintenance doses. At 18 mg/kg, 22 subjects had
plasma levels of less than 10 mg/mL at 2 h; of these 21 (95%) were
below 10 mg/mL at 12 h following a 2.5 mg/kg maintenance dose;
17 (77%) with a maintenance dose of 5 mg/kg; 11 (50%) with a
maintenance dose of 7.5 mg/kg and 6 (28%) with a maintenance
dose of 10 mg/kg. At 20 mg/kg, 15 subjects had plasma levels less
than 10 mg/mL at 2 h; of these all 15 (100%) were below 10 mg/mL
at 12 h following a 2.5 mg/kg maintenance dose; 14 (93%) with a
maintenance dose of 5 mg/kg; 11 (47%) with a maintenance dose of
7.5 mg/kg and 1 (7%) with a maintenance dose of 10 mg/kg.

These data indicate that subjects with a low level of phenytoin
at 2 h are likely to require a higher maintenance dose to achieve a
level within the therapeutic reference range. None of those who
achieved sub-therapeutic levels at 2 h achieved supra-therapeutic
levels at 12 h and therefore the risk of using a higher initial
maintenance dose is low according to this simulated trial.

4. Discussion

The management of convulsive status epilepticus in children in
the UK changed in 2012 with the increase in the loading dose of
intravenous phenytoin from 18 to 20 mg/kg. Audits were
undertaken to evaluate the blood levels of phenytoin before and
after this increase [4,15]. These data were limited by the sample
size available, but overall little difference in the serum concentra-
tions within the therapeutic range achieved by the 18 and 20 mg/
kg infusions were noted (77% vs. 79%, respectively). We have now
utilised physiologically based pharmacokinetic simulation soft-
ware to assess the different loading doses of intravenous
phenytoin.

Although the dearth of phenytoin pharmacokinetic data in
children limits extensive validation of the model, the limited data
available suggests that the model is appropriate.

There were, predictably, a greater number of data points below
the 10 mg/mL level in the 18 mg/kg dose compared to 20 mg/kg.
Again predictably, there were more data points above 20 mg/mL at
the 20 mg/kg dose. This increase was quantifiable using the model,
with the 20 mg/kg dose increasing the mean C2h by 1.9 mg/mL and
AUC by 17 mg/mL/h. This increase in AUC may predispose to more
adverse effects, although we note this is not supported by the only
current study in this area [4]. Overall, the inter-individual variation
in the phenytoin level achieved using either 18 or 20 mg/kg is
greater than the increase noted with the increased dose.



Table 1
Frequency of individuals with a Cmax value within or outside the range 10–20 mg/mL following a maintenance dose of either 2.5, 5 or 7.5 mg/kg.

Maintenance dose

administered

The percentage of populations simulated Cmax values following an intravenous maintenance dose 12 h following the loading dose

18 mg/kg 20 mg/kg

<10 mg/mL 10–20 mg/mL >20 mg/mL <10 mg/mL 10–20 mg/mL >20 mg/mL

2.5 mg/kg 31 63 6 27 63 10

5.0 mg/kg 20 66 14 16 62 22

7.5 mg/kg 11 59 30 7 58 35
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These data are unable to predict the clinical significance of these
differences, but do serve as a reminder to clinicians that the change
in the loading dose of phenytoin may affect the clinical outcomes
in some patients. Previous work in adult patients [16] has
suggested that the minimum concentration of phenytoin in which
clinical improvement is seen is 10 mg/mL. The reduction in the
proportion of the population with sub-therapeutic concentrations
(<10 mg/mL) from 22% to 15% achieved by increasing from 18 to
20 mg/kg is therefore a potential benefit, decreasing the likelihood
of unsuccessful treatment of status epilepticus. Conversely, the
higher proportion of children with levels greater than 20 and
30 mg/mL with the 20 mg/kg dose increases the risk of clinically
significant toxicity, although we do note that there were very low
rates of adverse effects in the 20 mg/kg population of patients
previously studied [4].

This work has also provided some insight into common clinical
dilemmas that follow the use of a phenytoin infusion for the
treatment of convulsive status epilepticus. The first of these is the
timing and dose of maintenance therapy with phenytoin, should
this be required. The current recommendation in the British
National Formulary for Children (BNFc) for intravenous phenytoin
maintenance doses are (for children up to 12 years) 2.5–5 mg/kg
BD [17]. This has not been amended to take into account the
increase in the recommended loading dose of phenytoin from 18 to
20 mg/kg [18]. The modelling data have indicated that the BNFc
recommendation remains appropriate in that the commencement
of maintenance dosing 12 h following the loading dose and using
both the 2.5 mg and 5 mg/kg doses, will maintain most children in
the therapeutic reference range. However, the authors would
recommend therapeutic drug monitoring in view of the narrow
therapeutic index for phenytoin and the wide inter-individual
variation in the pharmacokinetics of the drug.

The second most common clinical dilemma is to determine how
best to increase the serum concentration in a child who has a sub-
therapeutic phenytoin concentration (<10 mg/mL) following the
initial loading dose. The model suggests that, assuming seizure
control has been achieved, for a population with a blood level of
less than 10 mg/mL, an increase in the first intravenous mainte-
nance dose of 5–10 mg/kg is likely to raise the blood level to within
the therapeutic reference range. A limitation of the modelling with
respect to this analysis is that the low serum concentration may be
attributable to patient factors (including concomitant medica-
tions), and that population-modelling may not necessarily
accurately represent the change for an individual patient. We
have also not been able to take account of confounders such as
other anti-epileptic medication, or possible changes with age.
Nevertheless, we consider that these data provide a starting point
for future research, particularly in view of the fact there have been
no previous attempts to model these data in children.

The use of modelling populations also has more generic
limitations. We acknowledge that these data will not necessarily
inform clinical practice for an individual patient. We also
acknowledge that although the model fairly accurately predicted
the mean C2h for each dose, the number of sub-therapeutic levels
for 20 mg/kg was different to that observed in clinical work
published previously [4]. However, there have been many
successful uses of modelling in paediatrics [12,13], that have
helped guide safe and effective prescribing practice. Clinicians
need to be aware of the possibility of that a loading dose of 20 mg/
kg may cause high (supra-therapeutic) blood levels and therefore
has the potential for greater toxicity (although only low rates have
been reported to date). These data provide reassurance that both
the currently recommended BNFc IV loading dose for phenytoin
(20 mg/kg), as well as the IV maintenance dose recommendations,
are appropriate.

5. Conclusions

Use of PBPK modelling suggests that children receiving the
20 mg/kg intravenous loading dose are at slightly increased risk of
supra-therapeutic blood levels. Therapeutic drug monitoring is
required to monitor serum concentrations, and the dose regime
suggested by the BNFc appears appropriate.

Conflict of interests

This research received no specific grant from any funding
agency in the public, commercial or not-for-profit sectors. We have
no conflicts of interest to declare. D.H. and H.B. conceived the
study. H.B. analysed the data, R.A. provided clinical correlation,
D.H., R.A. and H.B. all wrote and edited the manuscript.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank the staff and patients at Alder Hey for
participating in the audits which have led to this work. D.H. would
like to acknowledge the NIHR Alder Hey Clinical Research Facility
for funding part of his post.

References

[1] Prasad M, Shenton P, Dietz S, et al. What is the easier and more reliable dose
calculation for IV phenytoin in children at risk of developing convulsive status
epilepticus, 18 mg/kg or 20 mg/kg? BMC Pediatr 2013;13:60.

[2] Koren G, Brand N, Halkin H, et al. Kinetics of intravenous phenytoin in children.
Pediatr Pharmacol (New York) 1984;4(1):31–8. Epub 1984/01/01.

[3] Lund L, Alvan G, Berlin A, et al. Pharmacokinetics of single and multiple doses
of phenytoin in man. Eur J Clin Pharmacol 1974;7(2):81–6.

[4] Piper JD, Hawcutt DB, Verghese GK, et al. Phenytoin dosing and serum
concentrations in paediatric patients requiring 20 mg/kg intravenous loading.
Arch Dis Childhood 2014. archdischild-2013-305093.

[5] Appleton RE, Gill A. Adverse events associated with intravenous phenytoin in
children: a prospective study. Seizure J Br Epilepsy Assoc 2003;12(6):369–72.

[6] Hung C-C, Lin C-J, Chen C-C, et al. Dosage recommendation of phenytoin for
patients with epilepsy with different CYP2C9/CYP2C19 polymorphisms.
Therap Drug Monit 2004;26(5):534–40.

[7] Abernethy DR, Greenblatt DJ. Phenytoin disposition in obesity: determination
of loading dose. Arch Neurol 1985;42(5):468–71.

[8] Berg MJ, Stumbo PJ, Chenard CA, et al. Folic acid improves phenytoin phar-
macokinetics. J Am Dietetic Assoc 1995;95(3):352–6.

[9] Prichard P, Walt R, Kitchingman G, et al. Oral phenytoin pharmacokinetics
during omeprazole therapy. Br J Clin Pharmacol 1987;24(4):543–5.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0135


H. Batchelor et al. / Seizure 33 (2015) 8–1212
[10] Bauer LA, Blouin RA. Phenytoin Michaelis-Menten pharmacokinetics in Cau-
casian paediatric patients. Clin Pharmacokinet 1983;8(6):545–9.

[11] Jamei M, Marciniak S, Feng K, et al. The Simcyp1 population-based ADME
simulator; 2009.

[12] Björkman S. Prediction of drug disposition in infants and children by means of
physiologically based pharmacokinetic (PBPK) modelling: theophylline and
midazolam as model drugs. Br J Clin Pharmacol 2005;59(6):691–704.

[13] Johnson TN, Rostami-Hodjegan A, Tucker GT. Prediction of the clearance of
eleven drugs and associated variability in neonates, infants and children. Clin
Pharmacokinet 2006;45(9):931–56.

[14] Polasek TM, Polak S, Doogue MP, et al. Assessment of inter-individual variability
in predicted phenytoin clearance. Eur J Clin Pharmacol 2009;65(12):1203–10.
Epub 04/08/2009.
[15] Hawcutt DB, Sampath S, Timmis A, et al. Serum phenytoin concentrations in
paediatric patients following intravenous loading. Arch Dis Childhood
2011;96(9):883–4.

[16] Buchthal F, Svensmark O, Schiller PJ. Clinical and electroencephalographic
correlations with serum levels of diphenylhydantoin. Arch Neurol 1960;
2(6):624.

[17] Committee PF. BNF for children. London: BMJ Group, Pharmaceutical Press,
and RCPCH Publications; 2014.

[18] National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence (NICE). The epilepsies: the
diagnosis and management of the epilepsies in adults and children in primary
and secondary care; 2012 [cited 2014 16th January]. Available from: http://
www.nice.org.uk/guidance/CG137.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1059-1311(15)00237-X/sbref0175

	Comparing paediatric intravenous phenytoin doses using physiologically based pharmacokinetic (PBPK) modelling software
	1 Introduction
	2 Methods
	2.1 SimCYP model inputs

	3 Results
	3.1 Loading doses
	3.2 Maintenance doses

	4 Discussion
	5 Conclusions
	Conflict of interests
	Acknowledgments
	References


