Supplemental material – additional pharmacokinetic analysis results
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Automatisch gegenereerde beschrijving]Goodness-of-fit plots for the millidose dataset
Concentrations are depicted in microgram/L units. Time units are in hours. The red line in each pane depicts the linear trendline.
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Automatisch gegenereerde beschrijving]Goodness-of-fit plots for the therapeutic  dataset
Concentrations are depicted in microgram/L units. Time units are in hours. The red line in each pane depicts the linear trendline.




Visual predictive check for the millidose dataset
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Visual predictive check for the therapeutic dose dataset
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Docetaxel clearance versus AAG concentrations

The black and red dots represent the empirical bayes estimates for the docetaxel clearance versus AAG for the therapeutic and millidose, respectively.
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Docetaxel clearance (L/H)
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Prediction—corrected concentration (ug/L)
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