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.~15 % 5. ~20 ® 5. (Jakavi 5mg,15mg
and 20mg tablets)
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TEfpr 2ARERGEHERE-FLLY | THEE
BE LR Jakavi 5mg,15mg and S Ruxolitinib
20mg tablets
ERH CHHEERRGG AT
BV R SEEEILGF AL
7 AR Ruxolitinib phosphate 5mg ~ 15mg ~ 20mg/tablet
3F M B | e International Working Group (IWG) Consensus

Criteria ® B b '&-2 & 3 b &2 ¥ Bk ai >
K SEERIN RGO s B e it o J SLER-T
e o

£ 3 R A AR
%Fi‘a Sots kb

EHRERLE T2 E
ENF

iF * 375K International Working Group (IWG) Consensus

Criteria ® B A%-2 8 3 k'a2 R A > 2 2R F T RS
K SLERIN RGO o SR Il i . SRR R N I R I
g i o

(Bok ¥ 3t BT 4p B 2 7 s A 4 45 ¢ 4% 1CD-9=289.83/ICD-10=
D47.4 ~ D75.81 - C94.4)

ERE SRR | EA
(15 -
E R AL TR &P A & 20mg? e &4 FEF p 50mg/day -
ERE P BRI RARIRTATE
BLARTRTE W% B L TR &
Rl zBoad |[MEFSS () BELHES
WA B R 7 » #8555 CHEAR E P pARREH
FRABTGIEL R
FEEP
- AR RSN - GATEEF P LY G r SR TEAREY B F

F o A P ] 37 Bicdg 48 200,000/mm°.E g 4 i

/| 4 #i /i *+ 100,000/mm?® = 200,000/mm?® 22 % 7

ferC L & p Ao & 15mg e
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- WATE R FRPG AL R A% 0T - AP 2 REBRARAA S
—i?é‘b 9}\%‘.—% ’ fw_‘_‘:r‘;‘;"i_ATC /v\ﬁv_;‘ %’?Jﬂ\‘/r/ﬁi‘: ff'_lé ’ _2‘:15&“’ ‘“‘Eu; 2 ﬁiﬁglﬁ
2 % 27 (5 5 oruxolitinib 2 7 % %4 # & o

PN LRFRPHITRERLGHER FELES o

\F’r

0

~ R REE 2 (AR
w%%z*%?%'ﬁ = h WA RS S 2% gk sl 5 ruxolitinib &2 % A
(COMFORT-1:#5) & $ i3 7§ & i i f (BAT) (COMFORT-11 :22%) - #z. % 3 4L
WY o R i PR EE o

1. Ruxolitinib ¥ = &+ i : COMFORT-I #25%

AR R X EAEROY 3R ER Lty 309 S E LK (RE
ER 5 I AUNNERAE- . AR - S SUE-E SRR R X 5 R AL
International Prognostic Scoring System (IPSS) 4 #ic = 2 & (intermediate-2 risk) # 3
VAN ISP (high risk) » £ 3#E MG hinh R AR RG BRREDF
Lo R "nﬁf) a & Ry {Jfﬂ i 243pED ”ﬁ-"ﬁ%ﬁfﬁﬁ*ﬂl}ﬁ'ﬁ R0 A28 35%
e ;édz W) o B Iiﬁf%‘n PR RE A R AT 35% 14 b oendE FER oz
% 24 pF 2 Mgk A (MFSAF 2.0 i 37 4%) # Ak A (8 ' A7 46 50% 11 1 ehg & vt
[

® O & Frcdpift d 24 R AR R 0 AZIE 35% 4 b et B 1 ruxolitinib e
5 419% > = & 25 0.7% > oddratio (OR) 5 1344 & w2 szt ¥ 4
ﬁ{, o

® UEREIAR R U ATE 35% 1 chup 4 0§ 67%ehp X MURRREAE R i 48 3%
koo

® =t & g ocdpiRotom A SRR 1 AhiEA) 0 3R X ruxolitinib de g 97% < 4
PSR R 0 P A % A 28%:n 4 R LA

2. Ruxolitinib 2 & & 3 F 2 +* #& : COMFORT-11 :#5%

R - AR 219 1 I ¢ PR AR A vFT 7 (COMFORT-IN) » ik B 2:1 et G&E
o3 &2 v PR ruxolitinib 2 B R B2 s (BAT) s GG Kiz 5%
AR RGp BRI Lo A EE I bR BIRG REPish e AR RY B L
= hydroxyurea (47%) £ glucocorticoids (16%) o #% 2 i & Jf »cdg 5 5 % 48 ik pF
& U R A AR Y A 35% 1 b e v B

() A-@’%‘*I#ﬂ%‘im%‘% 48 ﬁp??’?ﬁ,_ﬂ%ggﬁﬁ*i\@m &S Az iE 35%'1_P m&—‘kw
B > 7 ruxolitinib 2 5 28% > etk ILF Rrid s s 0% - wiEE J:L;*_P
Byxazido

® =& ridp R ruxolitinib 2 97%¢rup 4 R D PR 0 B BT R e i
7 56%:um 4 o ERY R o
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| S¥)

LR G ARG o & COMFORT-I skl 2 2 g flhgr > » &% 2
B Rk T RS (MF) s 4 chiz ki & ruxolitinib e it GHe - @
i COMFORT-Il 325 3 & 73 7% #cyp & m 45X ruxolitinib jof s & 55 78K = il
ELBERT K o

COMFORT-Il 2_ = # & W |4 385
& COMFORT-Il ek sé s 5 & 18 > 5 HRLR S 4 8~ 8 W 585 iy 35 107 0
BRI R ik (BAT) dpf AR E M T EH LT EL ruxolitinib
ie R 5 F 45 = (62%) BAT ‘e 4 crossover I ruxolitinib ez o

® 3 EDFFESE RS @ ruxolitinib BB T AR F R ARG R
iE e ke ARG BTG f 2 sk = 0 ruxolitinib few b 52%:en
7= h'% > HR % 0.48 (95%CI: 0.28 % 0.85)

COMFORT #5712 # % :{MH IR + hfo ) 2 47 e 8 B2 (53 43 &
Wipm > &AM AR 2 hng 2 a2 (R AR o (DMRRTIﬁ%ﬁE
4 %3 ruxolitinib e i 4 102 R Y ik WY 3% 4
B (RHAPL =FRAEZF) dup A 64 8] 5 37.4%Ac 14.8% - 47 &) %
38 ¥ 4 s |7 (KT S At BRI A %) 5 11.0%F 5.2% °

FRAGTL R A B2 AN TR R
:ﬁ;fi%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁfﬁﬁpi$%?%

s

o

= AL E

\\?{r

¥ o

AR D RF R ERASRALE RS- 2T 5T ERF L KT 100
Z International Working Group (IWG) Consensus Criteria » & k *&-2 & 3 b & 2. ¥
U LT o s R R R R P L E R LGRS S 18 8-20
‘Jf'i”“'fﬁgg?’ SR 556%“ SR RPMBEE A R R EE R A
2 fﬁi A BRI Flak b A2 ’E’ﬁ?:t:aé«.:&ﬂ,,nﬁ.[}ig? 7 PO N - CA -3 ‘ﬁ-‘fﬁi
S B m‘fﬁs SURTEREY S N S IR I R
SERMGEG O RERE ARIRST AR A B AT 2 EH 4092030 4 > % 3 &
4$5&m?@%mﬁ&ﬁ%wﬁ»@%§%a@@ﬁgiﬁg,ik%ﬁygﬁ
hydroxyurea s % {5 > A R ) » EFRLEHEF - F1 5T 25 EEFT X 23 R
ZL19RAhER LD s BRI PRI EFR AT DA RE TR
B

3/49




104BTD01001_Jakavi

f- AARFFEHPAREC GLPERS ($F ) 2 RTH
AREE 54 & 1
Bt JAKAVI 5mg ~ 15mg ~ 20mg tablet - e B g
AisslzE Ruxolitinib phosphate 5mg ~ 156mg ~ 20mg/tablet
# A e & &z 7|
WHO/ATC 75 LO1XE18
IEWMFT R | @ sk International Working Group (IWG)
B Consensus Criteria ® &k *&-2 & 3 b & 2 ¥+ 4%

B @
Sp s AL AT S &

it o

FHREME RS Bk
PR A, S A -

L H EE

i

iR

i

FHER BE
¥ ook

TR E P A &= 20mg e B A EE P
50mg/day -

=
T A% EE DR
X #iTe
[

5B ARV GAR

( head-to-head comparison )

LRI 8

(indirect comparison )

TE K kS

BH g H EE S

ki

B TR iR A 512 R
B4R FF o
o EEF RS S AR ﬁ']%‘r%‘rfég PRIAFIL B S WO R B R P L AR F R

2a

EEX SRR R

N SR (RN ¥ EAN T W
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A OLRFRPHEE DL B AR

* ik B ATH £ i Z Pia
CADTH/pCODR [ * 2 102 1% 24 »4c £ 4 pCODR % %% 1 B ¢(pERC)
GE ER2 LB L

® & truxolitinib (Jakavi) 2. % A»c ¥ i 0 2 v a£ 2 KB
f6 » > ¥ & ikruxolitinib 2 7 48 24 o
® AR RS
PrAeEY RIBE G EREF AR (AT
FARER BB M Iﬁi‘a T it AL E S eI
SR RRRA ) A G R B ERRIEGES F R
(Dynamic International Prognostlc Scoring System > DIPSS) plus
FEA R RCE S Y R AR B R o o 4 2 # B L AR TRk
PrE IF,“&A 8 50 %k i (Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group
[ECOG] performance status) /g %34 234 11T 5 2 W AKX i
RS RA iR SRR AR

PBAC () AR LI03 £ T P a2 s At ~3-:}%%iﬁ I s WA S A
R ek iF 2t o P T RER T % 2 SURE |0t M
FIRE A IEE LR #f:ﬁ'# FixrE > 3R 200183877 %1
S R v AT R TR '?;fi - PBAC n 5 # %
PR AUER G AR D B SR rﬁiﬁtuﬁﬁ v @ 4 R
€ wt TR ERF LY &2 ER ruxolitinib £ § = A2k F 2
B Tl HREEFERAE THHB ISR E?T%'«% g g
F o EL AR - MUl ) 2 - i e ruxolitinib
Fl A pP-EiefE2 G * 2 (Authority Required) =3k % +
PBAC ;- 7 _#7 % (deferred) » #77 & 1244% 8 o

NICE (& &) AR 102 # 6 7 2 2 (NICE technology appraisal guidance 289):

1.  # ruxolitinib ¢ 2~ + 3 g g (T AR FEF
e [ gt igiait]s B es R S
R v N AU R X N AL Tv%%ﬁ;gﬁ‘« wiv S E LK
P e R AR AP MRS Ak ) 2 0 A L*;;;mkf
i ruxolitinib -

2. & *ruxolitinib¥ T s L SR 0 EFIR K 2 HTRA
PImEBEL EdRE L

i

@ ruxolitinib = Jz§%>* National Cancer Drugs Fund List # > * %

e T b gk i (primary myelofibrosis) ~ B 14 i & 3

W5tk R it (post-polycythemia vera myelofibrosis,
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PPV-MF)) & Rk # to | =3 % 15 F 85k 2 v (post-essential
thrombocythemia myelofibrosis, PET-MF) % 2 iy #73& = M%K%
~ (symptomatic splenomegaly) % /&% H @ 4p R > £ gk P 7 i
MRS E =hf5 4 (stem cell transplantation) -

r : CADTH % Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies in Health 4c £ +« & 5.2 FRA TR WD

pCODR % pan-Canadian Oncology Drug Review 4c £ + M & 1+ & |r 225 iR o 3 2014 £ 4
T o~ CADTH S 4 & § § 3% ATG B4 hiphk Bip 2 & 4ocd
PBAC % Pharmaceutical Benefits Advisory Committee % &% 353 £ | € m‘fﬁi’, ;

NICE % National Institute for Health and Care Excellence B 3t B T P ok & 4887 § Fecnig B o
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[#F @b T ~15 %7 20 % 2] FRAHTHHL

FLERL CMBZAFERLRY CFEPP TR

FA AP AFI04E 20 25 p
Wl
TEAE R L RS FRFRETEHA S RS ATE S ATERE GRS
o G G U R TR R A L # ok 1 A RehiE B ARAL o F R T
B2 R AR R EEG D S WA F R R o T
%oéé*—éi\ém\?ﬁbﬁﬁﬁ%%%%ﬁﬂ%%%’MﬁﬁAf%w
Ao (T AEA®RY ) X FLAFTIINL o HNERE v LA TS
LR EEE (T AR ) TR 2 %%%%ﬁ¢#éﬁﬁk’ﬁkﬂ>
FF RIS A2 BPHFRP AR B EATRRE (T HEIEL ) R
PARBERGFRESLAPE L 5 IR F e o F o 12 BHT A A~
FAEWHHEANEETZ EH IR AR

#ﬁéﬁﬁwﬂﬂﬁ%%%ﬁﬂﬁm%%ﬁ%ﬁ&%ﬁ%?%%%&ﬁﬁ
THEORMEAF RN RERS AR AL TR B2 HEG S AN
%*%“?@ REART o ¥ AR 2 TRBk oA T TEHAE RSB
HErEp il SHAFRARL B A DR TRE FFA® S @ Do
% o

=~ ARSI

¥ agg e e (myelofibrosis) & - A 44 82 A pm o B 5 EG 7
FRAENGET TR hEs S s PR F oo RFEL RT U RIKIF R
ez 3R (teardrop red cells) 14 % iz v # & IR 3L 4o (Ieukoerythroblastosis)[l] o
AR gt sgai (primary myelofibrosis)s £ 4 4 & k3 % {8 &L
i (postpolycythemia vera myelofibrosis, PPVM) gt Eaz%? e
Bk m v (post-essential thrombocythemia myelofibrosis, PETM)[2] -

FPREAZ Gl A paid e AR R ¥ gk we B YR L
LA AT B e o cffimie icZ (Cytokine) 2 2 L ikE o HRERL
A A AN o X IR AR h P AR S R I B ST FLA
fRk ARG R G U Bop A f e T RS AL DA s 0P
er[1] -

% 2008 & B fFd B i3 1 R g B RER A S ER S S e
FREZMAIRE S AL ERE > H0 ) 2a RHEE g (1) TR
NIGAI L H T Gl GRS e (megakaryocyte) # EF HLmse % A 4
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e 2 Eggkmi (2) A= Mfﬁ s A BER A MR T ot (3) £ Janus
kinases 2 (JAK2) % H @ H kel Flikie (1;1 4ethrombopoietin receptor ; #§ #- %
MPLW515K/L) ETU(AE‘ o XELUEER 4L (1) FEL IR T F ke
# & 3k 5 (leukoerythroblastosis) 5 (2) £ ﬁfwmg‘? "5 (lactate dehydrogenase ; LDH)
HAe s (3) Fro s (4) Wit [1,2]

Rt iiat AEREHEANRFFL 3955545 034 2 076
s p_;_if}];‘i[?,(s]’ AREAFL ARE XD (GG 2% A B ok E WG
B5 et L H[6]cmAd ¥ Flimocda 2 MR A ALF IR bl
e M T > RS izE (hypercatabolic symptoms) 514z v & ~ £ % ~
Tié—fr%*"’a“;‘)éiﬂr? ) ’?ﬁ—;ﬁ”ﬁ—: EgenBk o A if 0 H 3 ”#;ﬁﬁ{% BELA 1R PRG3R
Ha s lgig,pr &1~;5111;+£§3§FF£0;},}ﬁi\g.u,;\éwnﬂ_)?am
Pfta 1t A H e o d SRR T 4 PRk AL R Ik 0 g L
FEL’E\"«L/)»F pg&ﬁ‘fi#mlﬁ‘z I aE15 &80 o n—y?ﬁlb:—;r’.ﬂ—}rﬁm){‘ﬁ& )
FER 20 0 [1] -

Tk ¥t T kg 4 Mmook W% (5] & (International
Working Group for Myeloproliferative Neoplasms Research and Treatment
[IWG-MRT)) [7] 48 B D1 enipisi®i s si— PR IE 824 k% (International
Prognostic Scoring System » IPSS) ; &4 » } 2 — B 4740 Rh " A 58 5 L@ 3518 7] 5
B3 RFFIF]F D (1) #2065 & 5 () 2Ptk (e 1 E P HE e~
0 10% F i fEROFRAP T FFF LB );3)n &2F )3 10g/dL;
(4) ¥ s 3§+ > 25x10%L;(5) i f4>im¥e (peripheral blood blasts) SROE
1% ; L fFuFFAw i 1A 25 4e Mhtkk (lowrisk) 1 04 » @ =2
FH G135 B 5 7 R A %-1 % (intermediate-1): 1 4 - ¢ =4 FH K05 B ¢
PR R '%-2 & (intermediate-2):2 4> @ =4 3H 948 B Y ;% k& 2 (high risk):
>=3 40 000 A 2T B[, 7]

m T# fg W% g {834 % % (Dynamic International Prognostic Scoring
System > DIPSS) plus =4 » R ¢ 3£ IPSS :=4 78 p 2. *t 13 B = 35 18 F % >
g3 (1) A Alend d B dodg ey Al E S 2 11923 £ & (rearrangement) s
A9 HMEH Q) WL L RDF LI Q) ) FF N DARA ] 100x10%/L [1,
7,8]d A Jﬁam'ﬁf% ARG R B PIMA G AR ER TR
i% tm e 4 1¢ (allogeneic stem cell transplantation) & 2|75/ 2 s e P Hh > < 384
SREY Lt ¥ S s R Sl R d ST SN R I S L i) S
B 8273 RIFBF GG & TR S B A ansp e E A E & 409, 10] -

FRegataicg [1,9]

RS R gs % 1 & ¢ 32 0 hydroxyurea ~ 22t k& G H o L A H S
thalidomide 2 -5 1 % > £ Bdf & 4o s -
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(—) Hydroxyurea

Hydroxyurea® 5 # #gat it g F & 5> % k3pdIFMER R 2 > 7 4206 &
R S ) FH SRS EFEARE S s B PR B H s R A
ARG PR S B A g EE T - A A
% 7 JAK2 V617F % %5 4 ¢ * hydroxyurea i 5 § »%[1]- & # % & ¢ 4% busulfan
% melphalan[1] -

(0) etk WA d TR AR

% @A (fluoxymesterone 10 % 3. % p & =) fo f F #F A/
(prednisone 30 % 5./%) ¥ :r g IRA B gi o 3 ¥ iE LB mmh’?‘ ]
BRI B oo KB T AN 92 A2 - m A HM IR F
(30 2 60%) > f& * i EEPE 0 s & s T R R[] -

(=) Thalidomide

B LA B & e F 2 2 Frd & o thalidomide 42 % %5 M58 < - e
e &gk o o) AR thalidomide & & 4 Fag FIE (prednisone) # 67% & 4
faied o BBWHFEE o ¥ by Ay dp &t thalidomide & B @ * #E%
(interferon) 7o B - 7 P AE 'S MR A BB B H S e B0 A2 K FS
(vascular endothelial growth factor ; VEGF) #cig - iz thalidomide chfgmk & * % *T
A md M mamEE R[]

(2 ) 5 f

Aol arg e R i 4 *K*); R Rl ah e U I K{Tt LR VS A
R R R TR R R B [ AR &R
& R[] -

¢ -2 5o ruxolitinib £ _- f@ T PR e ] Janus ;';{3:;;;; (\]AKS) JAK1 22 JAK?2
zZ_ % m/;f’;;i;}lr’ﬁ;Jﬁ?l?LE'ﬁL ;ﬂqg /\"lﬂ’?flgﬂ- T 2 4B bf§p€$7 m
e cd g 4 £ TS ehigaiv e [11]

S BRI REENARLEPRR

1. A3 % 5 ruxolitinib 2. 5 2% v if Bug 27 i * *Y/5 % International Working
Group (IWG) Consensus Crlterla PRRB'%G-2EB ARG TRRRT IR
CRER R - R AL BRI A SRR - v LN A A - s
i (fé?;‘fié%ﬁi%]—’a’i % 026359 ~ 026360 ~ 026361 ¥:)[12] -

Hydroxyurea A B2 # M 57 @ ok "2 4 A%~ AR ALY Lop - RE BB ST
B7 2 P B s Bp st AU s g R b2 g MER 2 3R Bk e 2 ke
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2. Ruxolitinib 2. ATC code 3 LO1XE18 [13] * /4> LO1XE Protein kinase inhibitors

#w > ATC & % F 4> LOIXE —"Ff_? Rp e Fw X
ruxolitinib £ %

o Eﬂwajiﬁ i AR A

3. T AR Al T4 MAET
o 2 BE A Y G-E 5 ruxolitinib ¢

[12] -

4. & Jx ruxolitinib 1 & %

i * i hydroxyurea /» % [14] 5

joAp 2 T I

o~ b,

7 Il

REE TR

BE - EAREECVE AL
P SR AR [12] -

/\

4%5? 70 %%#? TEEF A
ChERA B ERL G g R

D3RR R N % b B R _@%ﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁ
i hydroxyurea i % > 4= & COMFORT |

Bk ruxolltlnlb 2 67.1% 5 £ 2

uJDMHRTHﬁ%’ﬁﬁiﬁéﬂp%m

a1 & %5 hydroxyurea s (46.6%) [15] - @ & R B 4E %L F ¢ (British
Committee for Standards in Haematology ) 45123k » Rl M50 < fo 2 &

JE & BF & 2 hydroxycarbamide 1F 5 % 1 A% [16]

o Hydroxyurea (z"

hydroxycarbamide) (ATC code: LO1XX05) ** A RFv i B o 2.4 & %
PR o~ R  EH AT

* %?%iéﬂil,%z%f']“ PR 2 SRHLK e g2k

T 2 6]7_'3‘;;}?‘% N bkiigﬁ,«j‘éﬁ,é)g‘f ]
Fydl, (% 2)[10] -

B4 ApiTie R B 2 # 2 [10]

BE R A

ANRFT R ) Hr-z &
S i : PE lndae
2 F R IR AL
ERRE R 2 F
LO1XX05
VR PR B
Hydroxyurea % A 500mg/cap

or Hydroxycarbamide

}’,1-5;;1;;:)% How %:k% )‘g‘ ob
2 R MLEE A SE BER e
o2 fp A e

=~ IR 4R

.':‘
v

(3 v A 2)

K474 1 & £4 CADTH/PCODR-PBAC 2 NICE 2 F f ;%R 47 4 5
REFREZFTHCORFEH A FHEPRETRE ERHE L

Cochrane/PubMed/Embase #p B < )];Je » BRI R PE T LI B2

AP wApMIERAT 8% o

X i

L P

CADTH/pCODR (4t £+ ) | > 2013 & 1 *
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2013 &# 7 % 4 o
52014 & 7 % o2
52013 &#6 % o4 o

SMC( gt jF )2013 # 3 * 2 FRPHFERL
Cochrane/PubMed/Embase w3 & & % o

o

3= : SMC % Scottish Medicines Consortium &t ff Z4 £ | § méﬁﬁ o

(- )CADTH/pCODR ( 4t

£+)

TR pd 2013 &1 14 p

‘v £ A B 5 4 F i 2 % (pan-Canadian Oncology Drug Review,
pCODR) % %% %% E ¢ (pCODR Expert Review Committee, pERC) 3%

2 EBFER [17]

1. & >*truxolitinib (Jakavi)

ruxolitinib 2 # #¢ 24 -

2 AARNEB T ITRL KB ST RE

ROEE R AP R S

o iq"*,m%“}ii*

G2 R RS (S RF T RBE R

@\ﬁwwi#ﬁz@%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘@ﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁzg%ﬁﬁﬁﬂy
AR s RRAE =4 k st (Dynamic International Prognostic
Scorlng System > DIPSS) plus ;I-Ao\ 2 OBERE S T ugAp B o

® 42 2R ARETRAF L S TR KL (Bastern Cooperative
Oncology Group [ECOG] performance status),p, B34 R3S T 2T AR
LB S R AR RREY -

o
Yotk

3. Rnm ’I'Z'Q-‘f)%; ’I\}A{]’\?HLTE‘

A € 3% 5 ruxolitinib$t >t 5 4 ehd 35 5 2 F RE it 2 4 B sf e g
Bk »c g > 2 G 308 s G LS gk by S B I

mx% # % z **Economic Guidance Panel=3%iz »

ruxolitinib4p % & & B3 1;%:,23 *EG R A e

(= )PBAC (i)

(1) 32 p # : 2013 & 7 ¥ [18]

Purpose of Application [18]
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® Lotk gstruxolitinib TAY EREABRGRFM (FEPE) Figka
PR e HHE 5 ek R ai (post-polycythemia vera myelofibrosis)
AR A ERRAET R F Y s A RN R - B
JE o F RS B L R iE2 b # (authority required ) o

® LR RGN RN %5 Jp * &g I & (Therapeutic Goods Administration, TGA )
JSERLABEREL R ¢ (PBAC) T 7425 ¢ %4 € - & PBAC * 2013
£T7PANYERE FPFC G R ®FE2  (Clinical Evaluation Report )
TGA * £ R A 4% (TGA Delegate's Overview) 11 2 ;B ™ # 4 | ¢
(Australian Committee on Prescription Medicines - ACPM ) & 2% -

Registration Status

Ruxolitinib %> 2013 # 7 * 3 p EEF TGA /& f g 5 " A h & F i a
RN RGeS S i & LR e O N S Pl o o AL BE e
T B i AD BRSSOk e

Listing Requested and PBAC’s View

Authority required

® ¢ ER'%Fh's (IPSS/DIPSS) Rz (3 M) F4gfai « 24
G RH SRR A RF L R SR RR R R kA
T AR Bl A
" ORI TETRACARTRAOFARETRAE > TR

ruxolitinib o

® PBACiiflf=fx Lr—d— R i 2L B EEH A F R R 3 40 TGA
P2 2 i e WAL o

® PBAC:u: ~#% % T FRerqlig 2 5 ¢ sk COMFORT | f= COMFORT Il &
iR v T'#\‘:}?\)\m Fr leabghgitpar L@ iiEs
ruxolitinib hj5fy o SeAE R H 7 foid (s 2 Tioa 5k f A dds o T
PRITE GV RRENT B R 25 RE S -

® PBAC » 3t i » #ipf "] adok % %:«:é« FRGE? XF28RGRE OV
i f ¥R R BRI A F g 2 e

R

‘X He kg W MG 2 (BestAvailable Therapy » BAT ; ¢ 7 hydroxyurea *

- A PNE &R ) e A (405 0 %5 o) 5 HRKZ o PBAC LR kit

WG Fiz (BAT) & &3 2 B2 o

PHigh-risk primary (idiopathic) myelofibrosis;

Authority required listing for the treatment of disease-related symptoms in patients with intermediate
or high-risk primary (idiopathic) myelofibrosis, post-polycythemia vera myelofibrosis or post-essential
thrombocythemia myelofibrosis.
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k% (2r)

et Y o R RE2BEER AL R - B s Y é%—%é%ruxolitinibﬁ&%
7 K i# (BAT) (COMFORT-II; n=219; randomised 2:1) % ¥ - i 5 & ¥ &
ruxolitinib s % & & +* i (COMFORT I 5 n=309 ; randomised 1:1) - COMFORT- II
ki a - B *;:Jf@’-r%wiﬁﬁ& 73 5 m COMFORT-IR] 5 - 5 ~ X EH R
FEY @ @Sk P » a4 S hEEt RS (prlmary myelofibrosis) -
ENERGEOE:S: ST i v o AL (post polycythemia vera myelofibrosis) =t i 2 I“aL i
OIS AR o IR g <% (post-essential thrombocythemia myelofibrosis) ;

@ > BCOMFORT-128% ¥ > 5 4 { MUt 20 X /@i at <X 2 Iy R 2
(BAT) s 4 o Ruxolitiniberde 4o € Poidtops 4 cha o e > B3R G R iz
E'JT:’M@:F_%{ Pl S

fw 4B £Y 2 TR E% [14,15, 18]

Tk i#5% ID/ % - itk 47 =
Direct randomised trial

3 e

it

JAK inhibition with ruxolitinib
versus best available therapy | NEJM 2012; 366(9):787-798.
for myelofibrosis.

COMFORT-II
Harrison et al

Supplementary randomized trial

A double-blind, placebo
controlled trial of ruxolitinib | NEJM 2012; 366(9):799-807.
for myelofibrosis.

COMFORT-I
Verstovsek et al.

® & COMFORT-Il 73 # » %5 4 & 48 ik e 3 H) B b M507E < A2 i 25%
Pk MG Rz (BAT) s 4 T T 2 ruxolitinib Jap e e
COMFORT-Il # 7 #p & 5% & > &% ruxolitinib e R A Y Fe
VR

® COMFORT-Il 77 4 - B cfifidsh » ¥ 57.5%3% % h 27 2 (BAT)
mjfig&;};‘k_%.c‘ L&EH;L“ °

® & COMFORT-II i ¥ {35k chi % 18 4mr 2% ruxolitinib i o ks £ b
Rt R 2 (BAT) AT B Fecd s 4 enfFH 5565

W R % [18]

® { COMFORT-Il 2 COMFORT-l 3% # » 1 & f/k Jroedpth s » 2 48 ik %
5 24 F B ) ]5 >35% et 7 o

® A BIEE AR YA IR 3L ruxolitinib inp et B TRA R i RS % ¥
BrgtRE (RXRERG R A LEHE) (RT)-

23 AETRRRoch s (RS L& 235%:90t ) [18]
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Ruxolitinib e Risk difference Odds Ratio NNT
n/N (%) n/N (%) RD (95% ClI) OR (95% CI) (95%Cl)

Bk

0.285 58.1 4

COMFORT-I1Y | 41/144 (28.5) | 0/72 (0)
(0.209100.361) | (3.52t0960) | (3t05)

0.412 1105 2

COMFORT-I® | 65/155(41.9) | 1/154 (0.7)
(0.334100.491) | (15.1t0810) | (2t03)

Clinical Claim [18]
® Ak kdp i ruxolitinib fodp gty riit B ECR G R (BAT) 0 A ftp
PRI R GG KA -
® PBAC $ 7 7T/ BAL ¥ 58 £ 71 33k ruxolitinib &% F & (’?ﬁr’?**’
o =35%) e F&EF (QoL) dpth (P Re HEMZEFRF) 2 6
FiE 0 e 5 A 04 o[ (magnitude of survival benefit) 53 @ o
® PBACH e R Es” 1 i B ( European Organisation for Research
and Treatment of Cancer, EORTC ) QoL k' ¥ fr i /& % i &£ A =
(Fundamental Assessment of Cancer Therapy) - # = % ( Fundamental
Assessment of Cancer Therapy - Lymphoma) #0 &7 ruxolitinibgr iz FAEE > @
Tp?}%% FARAF RS e BE R EF Y AR R T E T R
TR ARBEF o BARG Fypborruxolitinibv i A ERER G FR
d <“COMFORT—II£4£ sy DM GREER AT O frF T
3 o F Llﬁﬁ/zﬁﬁgié‘i"{_‘;ﬁ 5 X o
® PBACT 7iule M > Apft® 2 F 25 B eniflo-sg 4 /%2 ruxolitinib
<E'm§,—4z P4 EoAM A A E 1—m& TR FF T ES AR IFLP e
(BAT) (COMFORT—II B¢ ) &% A (COMFORT-l 3#5% ¢ ) infk oo A
COMFORT-1l 3= p » £ ruxolitinib ;5% mé,'g P B FERT o RE &
e BFEFVERLBRERT K2 (BAT) ok

7—"“\

H

EH2EI [18]

® PBAC A=t ®m? A iEF 2 £2 &% 5 ICER &> 7] » F i ruxolitinib
R BRI s o

® PBAC:u: Bits FRE A BF ¢ » B0y 202 5 8 sk § & o
PBAC % 5 ruxolitinib d »++ EI% AESE 0 FIEAIEE R B e R gk
BIRG RETIFESOLE D T 0 R Lsp g B o 2@ PBAC 4
Wh Ao E RV REL G A E o j&%’?%’_: < PFI R o

® PBAC:IGMEVHF AGE 2z Ldmzfirmy FR7LGE N2cE

’=
A

¥
%R

“The comparator was Best Available Therapy (BAT) and results reported at 48 weeks from baseline
*The comparator was placebo and results reported at 24 weeks from baseline
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o

Aolodm PRI EHRA T B R ORE T R R M AIEE S Eah %,—*F{,v'/ 3
PBAC iz # & #T# I 2 "UliF 2> @i e B H {9 Ug e F R 42
< ruxolitinib i €0 & % - COMFORT | = COMFORT Il & 57 f% —Pi"ﬁét-*r‘?
FTHRr>BRGEI?FES 2 Mk“é;%—*‘ c e e kY UFIE R ESRY B R

Bh'eREEFNEELET-PBACT 2 it - RELET 7T p 2o BEFE
REER - e E o4 P FEFERERSY EE LaR s L LT
Wizimrcg o2 PBACH 35304 L F4rk j R 7 2 (BAT)
T ETE Rk IR RE T A ﬂ,q.fi;}*;jé,« ¥f%m p ruxolitinib 7
FYEE O Flt kg i Hp PBS GHi¥ R #“ffé’ﬁ 48 - 7]t PBAC
e o FEF B s PBS X EFS > 4w & B & = ruxolitinib s

e

\.A

5
B m
[EEN

i
&l
&

T
|

s
‘F

AILEF o

PBAC itk & if Pt BB 2 & B 277 2 (BAT)

PBAC L & 3R 7 © #& - >k *& » #2% (Risk Share Agreement) » 14 f%
AR R R oD B2 £ B i B A AR T 0 PBAC i3k A b G A HEEL R Y
e dh » R 59 £ RV TR Ak X ruxolitinib o B eh R Bk Ap bR
(GEFERFF BREFFETE LB L PR TF)) afld] 21 { ﬂ_.; IO
PieR et - FABRBE > R AEEL ST

(2) 3% p ##: 2014 & 7 % [19]

EaE :}fg—’*’ci” BERAH TR NS IR E lfmﬁi‘ AN A A

» = ‘-‘fxl/fuu #BF&:?L*J;?/‘I‘} BRI R P B G wh2013£7 7 F

- ¥ P TR AR oy -SSR T o PBACIR R ¢ 4 4] i

i+ x’b

AE o PBREFAREIUELE ALl LN TRTREA ’#f/zéé

Efzruxolltlnlbi FEAREL o I R RFFERE T ARB A UR
F 1 i m%ﬁ TR R RER R % R AR | - i B #ruxolitinibz] &
SR BB g2 % % (Authority Required ) end% %+ PBACL- 2 %7 4 (deferred) >
A A uE [19] -

PBAC Outcome [19]

Bt =z ¢ o d 3t ruxolitinib iR £ i TRk B 0§ 3 FE T4 PBAC
WeaREFIPRIDUELE T AR DG ’ﬁ?»ﬁrs mEEIIFER P AR € B
PRGERFAE A Y o & E R ruxolitinib £ § & Ak F 2 B o Tt o 4
W R AR TR D éi” DT L B RER AT oy R
Feed ) ¥ - i B % ruxolitinib 2 G R B~ {F j&—:%&.ai it * 2 (Authority
Required) % % > PBAC i&-2 8773 & 11§54 o
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PBAC/L % ¥R 7 PBACz # (pre-PBAC response) v % ¥ > ¥ & fuiérl

FliE 2 g e ? % % 2% (intermediate-2) {r% b *& & (high risk) § > 15

(RS NEN 4)3 H‘pﬁ_%#ﬂf“"iﬁgpoit 17'&'7";&/2"?]1’41‘7
:}*”T bR G P RTRE R ﬁrﬁ%—"‘ o PBAC:L & B L it enip

F b2 i‘ﬁ*“ruxolltlnlb IR = e e tw 7 AR EEEY "F’fé’ﬁ B
—"Ff? i B e Y EE[L9] -

PBACH % LM fr$ 2@ * ch® AV i € 7 # b enfad = 0 > 715 Tadn
A (resistant) 0o~ U RER AR ) (refractory) |~ T aiE @b (intolerant) |
T ItLp 2 (nota candidate for available therapy ) | % & -+

2N PBAC» ARIVEAKRELERT v+ F (s hfEd 72 & -PBACE Drug
Utilisation Sub Commlttee (DUSC) # 7+ 48 Pa 558 g 0 3o & ruxolitinib 3 # & 4s
FhAfiemd XRlahig RS S AHF SRR LT Y
E o B A R TR E AR ok E o Flt W o AR FA5[20] o

PBAC % % 144 i+ pr Kaplan Meier 2 45 4543 ITT o PP %23 2 4 chgt o
PFEORVAELAT R AL FM e ERFRF (0S) scE 47400k 2 (base case )
T U{e L PBAC T R B L R H T EM (Per-ProtocoI PP
population) EEERT AR ATRE R RERFF o Fly o4 HAT 2B

L e A A F Qg SR R S E A A g T A F,QFE- - BB AT “T@ﬁifﬁ‘_
AE ST BREARE L7 2 [14] -

PBAC /i & FIR % p 534 & s (IPSS) 4ci# 7 ruxolitinib 7k &%
(COMFORT I 4= 11) ¥ aﬁm ERITE o 4 R g2k g&i%ﬁgﬁq;}rﬁt
EHPE > E BRI lg,fr_/,,\ 4% (DIPSS) ¥ vt IPSS 4 §l&t 5 7
= DIPSS 4 & 7 A p Lo k- KPFR P chE i ke [10] -

PBAC %5 M-SR RE 4% "5 bty 25% % 35%cndF i * Fix it Afph F it T2 ¥
70 TaEiR e - iﬁ,\]ﬁgx/%o

PBAC @ 1R &2 h ¥ # & mergf Foo TR ZE S B A frle B R R AT
3 HRA L DE R

PBAC A ~ F2 ¥ &30 S B ¥ H enfpi A |~ F 4 23
PBAC = | + e #E7%- 3113 B 2 4 & > &5 ruxolitinib e & =
FEHEFUFELAY R - RS %%amtti AT
7},' o

PBAC LR IIRF AL Hh ‘g r#R ke w2 €305 Hh
" A Rtk (RSA) E a2 Ap B P4 A B " e § G2 o
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(=)NICE (& &)

Ruxolitinib for disease-related splenomegaly or symptoms in adults with
myelofibrosis (NICE technology appraisal guidance 289)[16]
7T P #:2013£67

Guidance

1. fruxolitinib ¢ B~8 1+ 3 P g (7T AhFHEFRERET [~ &
Boph s b AR ] S Bk SR S SRR T R R M )
PRTRR A S ERE Y oA AR M RRE S SR ) 2 oG 0 7 Bk
1&;‘ 1 ruxolitinib -

2. & * ruxolitinib &+ BERELIE BT BF 2 TRk FEILa %

. s N1 ¥
EF i 50k e

=
@ ruxolitinib @ 4z 4% >+ National Cancer Drugs Fund List® > % »%i5 5 5] g 24 &L
G i (primary myelofibrosis) ~ £ = k3 § {5 F Bk m it (post-polycythemia
vera myelofibrosis, PPV-MF)) & &4 1w -] 3 5 & F g% &t (post-essential
thrombocythemia myelofibrosis, PET-MF) % 7 J5 #7i¢ = "-% "6 < (symptomatic
splenomegaly) % /2¢ # i 4p B > Lo Rk 2 2 AN X IR B AR hgE 4 (stem
cell transplantation) [21] -

Evidence Review Group comments [16]

Critique of the clinical trials

® X% 4 )= (ERG) :fﬁ 1 COMFORT-I{*COMFORT-11 7% £2 ;- { 1* 3L & 4% 7
B > m COMFORT-1'¢ g erag ruxolitinibfe= & > F1pt > & pr diruxolitinib#_
T 5 B fs SR 2 0k 42 - ERGH ILCOMFORT-14-COMFORT-11 i 4 ~ £, % ¢
% % 2% (intermediate-2) = 3 b *& ¥ Bpg A el I é,dﬂz mv*;; LES
v & F#cie (absolute neutrophil count) <1 x 10%< ~ 5 -] 4 #ic p < 100 x 10%/L
R AR B LR e B T S m o T R TN L
WP R AR R iR E PR R E R o R Ap 0 0 d Struxolitinib e 2B
AT RE L ol @ 2R g dew] o g EP ruxolitinibeRy pe A A e b R de %] 20 R
ABIT o g Ry BT ORI PO REY EE (7 9T R REN]) -

® ERG % 7 NCT00509899 # [20]: %%+ NICE # % F IR IS
PR RRE  FlE W —‘;]z ¢ z¢ %% 1% (intermediate-1) & *& e bgigh v

" APhase 1/2, Open-Label - Non-Randomized ~ Single Group Assignment trial.
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(FREFEE) a2 X AR REF 20 5em- 72 5l enohug (T u5grd
)

® ERG % 7 COMFORT % ¥ fie & & f& 4 REsk 2 1 & 3 e 0t 6] > 2R
W NDTEE R BT R AR P o Bedhdn T BB P AR A e 7
QR en HH SRR A e R F ) R S SRR h 30 B
L F ABE R o REEE BRI SR %L g 50% - ERG 13
7| > 8255 COMFORT #%k & & ff BRsh a1 ch i fEAT A 2 LR T 2k
B} A3 LR R BAAA FCT i} 473k ERG i 4R
BB A RS TR Rk - HET

M-

A

® ERG # M COMFORT % F £ A A2 4 PRI EFMGERT » A3 4 =%
HF 2 (4o dpihn] B RES R A S IPSS B g s & JAK2 R 5k

pRs

R A=) Bplst P lgE L R oo

® ERG %M COMFORT 35 ¢ - 284 305 43 1 (M B % 1
RPRERC B ARR R WA RS AL TR A TR R
AiR DR cERG 47 Mg BRI B A 0 R RGBSR H R
WEEFON AP L IR -

Critique of the comparator 'best available therapy"

COMFORT-II #& * 5 s %2 v HEREe > m ERG G 5 3§ 2 Wiz o
R o ERG # AR FIEAHBR T W2 Hird gk i 2 k5 %
CHBRZEEI RS R AP S EERREE S LS n )
PR L RE e SR RRA L R ER LR RS AR Y
B R E AR (S ERG B R § REIF MR A DA Faow o FY
B H Fe AR (8 dp i 73 o ERG 31 & » gkl Zruxolitinib 2 iz v 4+ R % 5.9
R RIME 7 A 2 e g BRI AT G & f R Bk D
g

Critique of measure of response

® ERG ;& COMFORT &2k ¥ 4T S5 = ' >35% , (75 4 R edptk
iz o ERG 3u s Mgk iR B (MRI) RIF -5 f " g 8- 4 %
Bihipth o 2 > UL TR L R ERG RS { EfRA L &
Fl o 2t WERA AR SRR ML D 2 o B A DR T > 35%
TR E TS PERE AT 2 50% 0 A (6 5 T A A R g e R
W% 5] 2 (IWG-MRT) #t 2 & ~ * M#EP Bk it chif 22 - -ERG
AR TIGE R 5 BEL ER > @ £ NCT00509899 :# 5 ch 4 4 iz 4 o
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Flt ERG s 0 B R ¥

S EN %_ x—’}/pﬂéﬂ?’&fri /‘rt'r-r"%ﬁ'\_} Hruag pg'_,,;i{
WA T >35% »oF AR

F‘T?ﬁ#ﬁ’f?}f’ -l 2 §_& i e o

® ERG &4 e A ™ % 50% % & 5k F 2 a2 v R & £ 37
SAPME T oERG A frdk e R REA DR A T 250% 8 T
AEAFN G R ERTE R (B TRAHRAERE R, Al ) 2B R
ERenp B it 20 2 G B G AR G BpIL IR E s 4 T R
SR B R R T SOV L0 RN LU RS G0 BRI £
BHEREF i dpikd > RES% DR 73740

Consideration of the evidence [16]

® =i LA ¢ (Appraisal Committee) % & 7 375 B % ruxolitinib f&sk fo= &
P R TR BT AR G M awEsy R R P R
A LR H A s AR A fefRak B E 4R $ ruxolitinib 2 4 F 4TRSS eh
BiEoL R &r T8 BEREEIRIE (NHS) Fihg scfl* o

2R €5 e oAz 2 ruxolitinib &8 ¢ i o L R € p q;%f%% ¥ 4
A o B o Rl R R Ak AL FI A A R oA E
AEFRLIBE - LR EPTRAEEAX AR 2T Iﬂpf}%:;z;»pr?_l?—ﬁ?
BEF SUH AR F - R - RUE! R ﬁ, B b ko blde o 751 en
LR EFRERNREFRELA ¢ (British Committee for Standards in
Haematology ) 4y 31 2 3k > e & "5 "6 < o > ¥ g R PF R
hydroxycarbamide it % % — %% % » ¥ 12 lenalidomide" 2t thalidomide 1= % %
S4B 6P TRAEE AR i®om 2 & hydroxycarbamide Erp A

€ B gL o g T k2 7 - %4 lenalidomide £ thalidomide o Tk
EFEAREH - - ¢ thalidomide » e {%> & * lenalidomide - £ £ ¢
P TR LT oA A S B ORE S fodp MR AR iR e s R 0 B
ruxolitinib #-4% i 285 4 e% — g2 [16] -

ek 2% % [16]

® L H ¢:tw 0 ruxolitinib ehfefk sx F HIp 0 XI5 ATk A TR kAR &
AR AL ZApM o L B €4 %0 ruxolitinib 3458+ ] @ R B o £ R
¢ /€ _COMFORT-1 fe-ll crdse g % 2 M AP PTG IRG 2 & X FAe
ruxolitinib = p 5 # % ]}% A ﬁv?ﬁ—’—‘%’iﬁff 310 35% - £ € Flp il
w0 3o ruxolitinib i £33 PRHFIR PR ] o

-

gUsing a 50% reduction in total symptom score as a definition of symptom response.
"Lenalidomide Fp i # #83F ¥ 3 Bk " Revlimid £ dexamethasone & & & * ¥ i A e &
30— e 4 pr e B8 (multiple myeloma, MM),&% ¥
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® L g% N GEMT Slcdho4 § §i2 2 5 & COMFORT-I 3% (4p
A% &) 2 NCT00509899 385 = # wend @ — F (MD Anderson &
E? w [MDACC]) ¥ MBLZ P EH 3 #F /R ascg » 2 & COMFORT-II
W (pECTBE G Friz ) & NCT00509899 :#5% » = Mayo clinic » « B
APLEIEEE o L B € P RP elf o 444 COMFORT-II #icdy » 4712
7en— 38 L 37 (2 & H) T A& ruxolitinib A /B b o kit
RFamiy o 2 0 & | €3 MASTE ruxolitinib A 2 F B¢ (A 2
5T RE 35%) AP AR BRI R 2 —“Ff KRR BN F G ARG o &
B ¢ s ruxolitinib 4 F kg it B it o1 Ren@ B2 L f ¢ p
Tk B AR R R B R RNROE S AR S G AR R gtk 2
HRR S B RGBS e SR AAMIE e AR RIT ISR
ruxolitinib 3 # #c F X 3 E»E o 23 > P FF AR FIDRT P oo

® L gt IWG-MRT fepk e iF 175 F dgthihig > -4 | €11
7| ruxolitinib % it e 4 F R REH A PEBFA LK RAEL T B
(IWG-MRT) i ehil @ 138 (FL2%% ] ook b £ 4 B38|
IWG-MRT g7 1 & % MR HEFTH - 0 W RrFat c L § i
AT AR Y B oruxolitinib $#30 R R Frhsk £ ) h B 8 8% & IWG-MRT
- LR

Tim p #2013 37 [22]

# &k e ruxolitinib>+ >+ gkt fg 3+ % i€ *  (NHS Scotland) -

Indication under review:

e A FlRE R R (s fr%—&chronic idiopathic myelofibrosis) » iz i zf
HZ i F R it (post polycythaemia vera myelofibrosis) = 3 #n -] 4 3 %
o & gkt (post essential thrombocythaemia myelofibrosis) % 2 i = 4p B
2. PRFRR & Bk [22] o

2. R FHAAM > Jr

(1) 452
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~3F 4 * > 30F Cochrane/PubMed/Embase 7 + FAL R 2. = j2 P 4o

21T 5] PICOS 5 0 iF i o THOF B & AR ERATEL A IEET 24
¥ (population) ~ 7% > 7= (intervention) ~ %*xﬁﬁ@w (comparator ) ~ J iR

E4p 1% (outcome) % &7 % 3-8 = i+ (study design) - H 48& if 2 32 o™ -
Population B R DR BRI o 4
Intervention Ruxolitinib ;5 %
Comparator & &
Outcome pff-)?;ﬁ ﬂ%?‘ ()'g\- -l i’é}@ 35% 14 b et ],}] f‘é‘%ﬁ .:} _é ]:’E';‘

EER DR e S S

A5

Study design R R N R A S e e i

% pe t it 2 PICOS - i% i Cochrane/PubMed/Embase % ~ ;;Jc?q‘ii » %+ 2015
£ 22 1p > 12 (myelofibrosis and ruxolitinib and randomized ) #i 3 B4t 5 127
wa'

(1) #F 2%
FHET R RER T p X OF B % S APEHR LIt A & ¢ 4 2 J ruxolitinib
A2 % Al e (COMFORT-1 study) [14] & # & % 4 i chin % (BAT)
(COMFORT-II) [15]:* #2 § 3 g 4 %= 7 2 ;f_! 1 RS [23-25] &
* 0 EEBRE R AfS

7% - (COMFORT-I #5)[14]

Srdan Verstovsek % 4 %+2012& 4 4 **NEJMz_#2 7 [14] » 4 5 — SE4% 4 i~
BD X EAE RN TR ik 0 £ fcp300m S E L ¥ (R BT RS
(RRNCEAE: S AR - & N RU-E 3 c R AR I S @;i&gé« &) International
Prognostic Scoring System (IPSS) 4 #c = 24 (intermediate-2 risk) ¢ 34 234 12
+ (high risk) » % B K 5~k Tk A7 & (7 2 S ik fi (Eastern Cooperative
Oncology Group [ECOG] performance status) .34 £ 34 12 [14] o 5 3 Jp $3¢
By sz ¥ IRG A II%H’L LRI AP g A3, Ho8 s 1551 rE

"("primary myelofibrosis"[MeSH Terms] OR ("primary"[All Fields] AND “"myelofibrosis"[All Fields]) OR “primary
myelofibrosis“[All  Fields] OR "myelofibrosis"[All  Fields]) AND ("INCB018424"[Supplementary Concept] OR
"INCBO018424"[All Fields] OR "ruxolitinib"[All Fields]) AND ("random allocation"[MeSH Terms] OR ("random"[All Fields]
AND "allocation"[All Fields]) OR "random allocation"[All Fields] OR "randomized"[All Fields])

J Patients had to have disease that was resistant or refractory to available treatment or to be intolerant of or not candidates for
such therapy, and to have disease that required treatment, as defined by any 1 of the following: IPSS prognostic score of >3 (high
risk), palpable splenomegaly of at least 10 cm below the left costal margin, or a score of at least 3 (on a scale of 0 [absent] to 10
[worst imaginable]) on at least 2 items or a score of 5 on 1 item of a screening version of the modified Myelofibrosis Symptom
Assessment Form (MFSAF) v2.0 diary.
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Ak Fest v pRruxolitinib o 154 Ak R A TR T T A e (£ 7)o

B AT A R kPR o) e R o 4 ehat ] 37 #icAg #8200,000/mm” B &
% %4 o JRruxolitinib 20mg > & p A = Fop 4 eha ] 45 #4100, 000/mm?® %
200,000/mms B A2 T JE > & P A = 0 % 15mg o

AR Frocdp S ¥ 24P PR (MRIE CT enihipl s %) RA#E
AR 35% 11 b e IR v b5 S R o 1R 5 AR (MRI S CT et il
%) B AT 35% 0 ¢ ﬁn#n%?f%ﬁ“ v 2% 24 PR ks (MFSAF 2.0
3 374R) AR A E AR 8 50% L b g F 0t B o

5% [14]:

® Lo K fondpiRIte o MARREAL R S ATWE 35% 4 it b (% 24 ) ¢
F % v IR ruxolitinib : 41.9%
A e 0 0.7% > Odd ratio (OR) 5 1344 & eid Plsizt P ¥ eh 4 B
(p<0.001) -

%X U R ruxolitinib je o f 3 & ndp dRPN e o PRI A R 0 A2 35%4
L 7] ’&F' .g @f“ Z R e .

®  LHEFHLRTHIAE R ATIE 3501 b s 4 0 67%:up 4 MRLA R 0 5 48
koo

® L& FocdptRIte o I ¢ RS AR % 1 enfiA) 0 &% ¢ R ruxolitinib &
O7%¢rpp 4 3G HHRAR B > bt @ % BAL ) 23%:up 4 F o
A -

25 kBT [14]
Variable Ruxolitinib (N = 155) % A e (N=154)
Ei#e (¢ i) () 66 (43-91) 70 (40-86)

IPSS risk status — % of patients

High 58.1 64.3
Intermediate 2 41.3 35.1
Previous hydroxyurea use — % of 67.1 56.5
patients
JAK2 V617F—positive — % of patients 72.9 79.9

73 = (COMFORT-II 35%) [15, 25]
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Harrison % 4 % 2012 & 4 4t NEIM 2 & § [15] » ¢~ 5 - 4-3%F 219 oy 4
IR AT RE S A 2T 7 (COMFORT-IN » iz g 2:1 efvt G SEd A 0% X #2 T R
ruxolitinib 2 & &3R5 FriZ usf (BAT) o B RF K2 571 A R Ry B
ARG g A E R iR o i BILT K chisf o B R % &5 5 hydroxyurea
(47%) £ glucocorticoids (16%) » #7 § 2 i & f »edn ¥ 5 % 48 1k o id 1) "M
(MRI' s CT ek ipl s % ) ok df 8 iR > Azl 35% 1 1+ chig v i) [15] -

5% [15]

® i &R andn R AR A AR AL 35% 0 F R H v b (Rin R ®
48 ¥ pF)
B X v PR ruxolitinib f: 28%
W OB ERG K sk (BAT): 0% 0 - e Pl P F LR

(p<0.001) =
® L& GocdpiReta
B 32 v R ruxolitinib i 97%¢tum 4 0 HERE AR

u ﬁh fﬁ.,}i }é‘/z‘ m/r}%‘ (BAT) lﬁ_}i 56%9”[?—, A ’?E'c—’-’%f%ﬁﬁ /)Ek‘ e

LS A AR [15]

Variable R(&Xgliﬂ%i)b b Iﬁk& }%?f)mm%
#i# (¢ i) (K) 67 (35 to 83) 66 (35 to 85)
IPSS risk status — % of patients

High 60 57

Intermediate 2 40 40
Previous hydroxyurea use — % of 75 68
patients
JAK2 V617F-positive — % of patients 75 67

¥ > 345 Cervantes % < »+ 2013 £ 4 4 »* Blood 2. # 7 (#* 5 COMFORT-II

Tk id 3 # 4 3E%)[25] - & COMFORT-II ik fzé%%-sa i FHEER
LA ut W PERR NGB X F R GG K2 dusk (BAT) dup b bR
FEPE (BpE DTRF EEEEY Uf e HRE AR AR 4 25% 0 ) ViE
B EF e~ L o R ruxolitinib s feaf ¥ iEs 0 B ILG R s (BAT)
fefig 45 45 = (62%) crossover & {7 v PR ruxolitinib ig f o

2%
EHI3 E G E S R AT
P R enP

® v fE ruxolitinib % 151 ¥
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® B I R E o e 122 %
* B aP - i

® v FE ruxolitinib % 136 ¥

O BAT .48 %
Fhdp o @ % o R ruxolitinib fe R T AR F BT BB IG fiE o e
ARET B G I G R sy 2o @ v R ruxolitinib o ¥ g b 52%05 = b iR o
HR % 0.48 (95%CI: 0.28 % 0.85, p=0.009) -

ST PR~ SRR G 2 g R

ERsRERE

® & COMFORT 3%~ % 4% % » i j COMFORT-| 388 ¢h71 & i B F AL B 7
PEY 28R G RRRET (MF) g4 AR R & ruxolitinib i
o5 Gale [14]- 7 0 & COMFORT-Il 35 ¢ 1 ruxolitinib 2 & 3 7
AR S AREI SR (20 [15] -

® R 335 COMFORT #5:h2 & B E & 2012 # 12 7 0 4 W jf f
¢ & ¢ i [25 26] c B E PR oo Kaplan-Meier 4 47 T3 02 S8 2 0%
SRS SISy SER N S G S SR 4@%@&%&:& ruxolitinib fchiF 5 (=
Mg o BRI R F TP DA KR RIS RS - e F L) B
R o BAEA IEREK Y 2 E AT Kﬁjﬁ‘m\ 3 ruxolltlnlb LR e
b MO REE (2.

® i COMFORT-I 35k e 2 # i & By &2 1 Bl # {8 end SR B — R0 BT
AT X E}‘f:‘?ﬂ-“ﬁ » F X ruxolitinib Fri2 eh? % 2% 3 b % T AER R
oA G RE G EFR[L4] - B R ANEH A IR X B T s 4 B
2 ﬁﬁ%‘rrﬁﬁfﬁi”b i 2 & 3 & ruxolitinib % 0 B VT RRFIRE S
e o

® hp COMFORT-Il #5713 & 5% #icdy [25, 27] Bor 2 T ruxolitinib
'}%fzz‘\m»}?ﬁ l?/r%/mlﬁ‘&{fi;ﬁxi Iﬁ.‘}i}%‘/ )a /(z\»f\>°

® i COMFORT-Il 3#% > & o 3% i & ehif eps B gkt L% 2] ruxolitinib
R R BEN R ERG KR h T D 2 JE[15] C @AY B H
ruxolitinib R ;2 #F 10 2:1 S 2 iRAe B > M E BCEIG B2 ) F LA
Z AP M BEF 3~ # 7 < 3] censored m/ﬁa Al Glp ¥t ® (27.4% 0 4p RS
ruxolitinib %21 14.4%) @ ¥ i A ERFREF BB & 4 ik [27] -

[ J [E R ?:, Lo, B8R ’%fr (Cache)qa) 0 B e g‘r'} %@-@lﬁkkz; é‘ran%
FEETERAAPE R A P B REN AR A [7] A
COMFORT @2 ¢ - & * ruxolitinib 5 /# E%*K ApE e 2 o oa
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& A % - DIk %

[14, 15]

Bk fode G R BIA S ERE T o E R 41

- EFELRPFEFEIREEE (2012 EF 12 0 ByE) P EF L - £
COMFORT-I £ # #icdy 738 (7 0 {8~ 4785+ > o ruxolitinib & = m,u:)l%%fr
IR G (e R E AR MG o T i A ruxolitinib f 2 ¢ AR ITR
£ 'rﬁ?‘f*% Fl% o R E 2§ X3¢ =#cehruxolitinib Ao H7e= hrg i
R 0 P«‘ﬂﬂkx%—ﬂ(HR 0.40;95%1; #f % & [CI]:0.18t00.90; P =0.022)

[28] -

® b EEH S e T ruxolitinib fEp s 4 ¢
R EEAE A )
(SR 8

(HR 0.46 ; 95% ClI :

O7% * Ffe i Ik 19 ¢
A0 REEIAE SR AT PR R A T R
0.21t01.01 ; P=0.048) [28]

i (2R
Ric g

% ~ iy COMFORT 3£ - ruxolitinib »* # kg i i 4 EED -3 RERC g SR

5 g

PR ie w4 #)? E“%&I:‘f‘jg{) () HR for mortality

COMFORT-I (main | Ruxolitinib (n = 155) vs. _—r 0.50 (95 % CI 0.25 to 0.98)

study)[14] & @Ae (n=154) # [p = 0.04]

COMFORT-I I et v o 0.58 (95 % C1 0.36 to 0.95)
oA 4 (S

(extension)[26] Ruxolitinib vs. = & #| & X2 & b = 0.03]

COMFORT-I I o Fra v 2 4 0.69 (95 % C1 0.46 to 1.03)

(extension) [23, 24] Ruxolitinib vs. = & #| = 3 & [p = 0.067]

COMFORT-II (main | Ruxolitinib (n = 146) vs. | , . . 0 c

study)[15] BAT (n = 73) 1= 0.70 (95 % C1 0.20 to 2.49)

COMFORT-II I v 2 4 0.48 (95 % C1 0.28 to 0.85)

(extension)[25] Ruxolitinib vs. BAT 3 E [p = 0.009]

COMFORT-Il ~ (vs. i“gogtggégozlitliﬂ?g e 0.61 (95 % CI 0.41 t0 0.91)

DIPSS cohort)[29] (n = 350) [p =0.0148]

COMFORT-I and -1l | Ruxolitinib (n = 301) vs. 43 0.65 (95 % CI 0.46 to 0.90)

(pooled)°[30]

e e (n=227)

[p = 0.01]

8 Most pts who were randomized to the control groups (PL or BAT) crossed over to RUX

® Reported as an abstract

¢ Study was not statistically powered to detect a difference
¢ Survival was from the time of diagnosis; comparison was between matched cohorts of pts with

primary myelofibrosis

Ruxolitinib$+t 5 & M50 ~ -] o > £ R sc § oy 5 fFIE

F e % & & (Durability of Treatment Response)

® hp 235 COMFORT 3#5% 12 # i Hidicdpz@ § > d ruxolitinib 1 s 2%

AdeEAp TR PV E 2 & [25,26] -
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® 7 COMFORT-lI:#% ¢ » R Lig{ 4 i3 ruxolitinib k= =H155 Lo 4 ¢ > 5
134 * t % 24 ke h By A MRk 0 A2 ELFTREHD
FeiphFRF 100 4 [26] AL 484 %2 ruxolitinib ke ® if BRpF R ¢ gl
102 ¥ A > % 24 FFEHARHAR p AB L R TIRIg L 32% 0 A%
96 FPFR G 35% (%4 )5 A ahAE L RFRigE (5 24 3 pFrisgey
MU EiE T 35%) e A ¢ o F R il 108 & o

® EORTC QLQ-C30 A* % EEREGERE i /4 & Z A ficp A1 kenTod
AF S AT 24P 1234 A% 96WER L 1304 (24 )(2 s+ 2
10 » & 2 qphk F 3 & & ) [26] -

® & COMFORT-Il 5% ¢ - # 146 & o L'g4s 4 %2 ruxolitinib i s 4 ¢

78l A A2 E AT FR MR IR [25] 0 & 112 ke g HipE

R 25 70 Lok < (48%) A hiblff 5 58 Gidskd) 77 x o pr Bk

EF)35% - ETHER AR T EE R

FENR AT AL PR R R Y i TR Y B

5 A8 F s BA PR R iv v MIFI T o B % A 75% (95% Cl : 61%

to 84% ) - 58% (95% CI : 35% to 76% ) [15] -

# 4 &I COMFORT-l #5% - ruxolitinib¥>* %% 48 4 ~ -] 2 EORTC QLQ-C30
Global Health Status/Quality of Lifesr 3’ 58
Change From Baseline, Mean (SEM)

iF Ruxolitinib & R
MR S ] e

24 -31.6 (1.6) 8.2 (1.5)

48 -31.6 (2.1) NA

72 -34.1 (2.5) NA

96 -34.9 (3.0) NA
EORTC QLQ-C30 Global Health Status/Quality of Life

24 12.3(2.2) ~3.7(21)

48 13.6 (2.2) NA

72 14.1 (2.5) NA

96 13.0 (2.4) NA

Clinical Benefits in Specific Patient Populations

® 7# COMFORT-l & k A {7enis % Bgom @ aflRypt g at 54~ #4k -
R 183a kst (IPSS) B *%&#g %] ~ JAK2 VO1TF R %k e & 2 A AP &
B (bl4e 2 ML BB ETREF L & (Pl [ECOG] # itk & ~ i =& #eie
sl D L PN ) B e 2 st TSS v i) R
hg a2 B Fe st ruxolitinib Jo f chup A R B MR ) o TSS 2 5 g 7
g [31] -

® 1 COMFORT-l #2kent =t ez B > WAL | PRI AR enT 557 g f
ruxolitinib 5 fm 4 ¢ 5 29.2%3] 33.9% % ¥ o @ TSS Ap it I enT o
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F g R 5 36.2%3] 56.7% % %[31] - COMFORT-Il :#&% L+ chd % T 0 &
FPpEw] ~ Ed s KL ~IPSS B i ~ A gL )~ F AR R
I A2 ruxolitinib As4e® & #7 % 2 ehd B =t e 2. F > ruxolitinib 487 3 v
BAT { #c 7 »x'% M-3R [15] -

® - 5571 COMFORT-13#% # %Al ™ " Lo 4 p =R 6 enF B 2 78
7+ 0 £ ruxolitinib J5f F AR < ] fE tgaE 3 10%:z5 4 o H A TSS (P <
0.001) ~ #73 "Lk (P=0.001)~ 225 30e 4 (P<0.001) 2 H &5 4 p
AT (¢ R MR RIT/ LR R [P < 0.000] s 4 R %
[PGIC] 4 # [P < 0.001] ey 4 p 3=7¢ (& p1 £ 731 4 st [PROMIS] i & &
#ic [P < 0.001]) = & 3988 % iE>t % FA e [25] o 7 i > Wi R |
tg <10% m},}q A @ s oruruxolitinib ¥ & AR £ B T RPEFE S A —*‘Ff 1TSS ~
“FF AR A e POIC A Ha LT R 5§ Tehk L A )
[25] -

® 5 #F> ruxolitinib R i2 i F otE MOABREE S fop gk fF o B2 8 H SR
ruxolitinib Tek %5 (% |/ ¥ BT 2 5 > % 111  COMFORT 2% )
17— B w R 47 0 1R ruxolitinib i £ ¢ OB R K,ﬁ; e 4
F[32] o #4755 5 &7 & COMFORT 3#% ¢ > &% ruxolitinib i + %45
= %Jﬁ’%i FoRREPA IR XGRS EIRG FiEF D3 L L 1(%+)
[32] o s+ s A 47 (MR BIsRFH S HE) 7 it ME 7 % FHfrd dnj
- RER B SRl % weg 4 o F]15 COMFORT @25 ® 3 % v- b dp 4
AT PR ik e d& X ruxolitinib f 2 [14, 15] o #t 3 4 45 g R BT
ruxolitinib J i ¥ v % B M5AR B chn 4 ¢ 0 AL SN A (S0 4 SR
e “ﬁi,{n‘t?mg oo

o4 RARTRA S i % o ruxolitinib 3% R £ i (splenectomy) v 2 5
1% 5% [33]

| | i 7 0 f e

. i 4 #* Patient-years T Kﬁ% Vs . .

# 4 5 (5100+ i)

# ¥ ruxolitinib J&

459 818.0 9 1.10
R
B Rk

224 170.7 5 2.93
% FHle

Ruxolitinib e > @ (4L -)

® i Pk ok o] ILT E R g v E 0 ruxolitinib in g op A LR TR 0 R
#p COMFORT 2512 # % 2 [ HcdhpbiT > bd”h A7 0ps [ g [l 2 8
MFHA LR AN e 2 A AR MR 3T [25, 26] -

® { COMFORT-l 3% @ Sg 84 /%3 ruxolitinib feenrg o5 4 ¢+ & 102 & £
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EHERY P B NS 3 45 (RAAYLCEERLR)
s A v B Bl G 37.4% 0 14.8% o :LAR I H 3 2 F 4 Bk [ E LT e 4
WG R A w5 11.0%Fr 5.2% ©

# -+ - Haematological adverse events reported in phase Il trials with ruxolitinib in
patients with myelofibrosis [25, 26]

COMFORT-I COMFORT-II
% A e
Ruxolitinib (n = | B G Rt
Ruxolitinib (n = 146)
Parameter 155) 2 (n=73)
(n =151)
All Grade All Grade Grade All Grade
All grades
grades 3or4 grades 3or4 3or4d grades 3or4d
B 96.1 45.2 86.8 19.2 96 42 94 31
RO ) 69.7 12.9 30.5 1.3 68 8 29 7
vg P e ow IR M
18.7 7.1 4.0 2.0 NR NR NR NR

= (Neutropenia)

Values are the percentage of patients and reflect the worst grade of haematological adverse event reported during
the study period (regardless of baseline grade) BAT best available therapy, NR not reported a Baseline assessment
of haemoglobin (n = 70) and platelet count (n = 69)

(I)ERFREZFTH

R (FFpr 2B REEALRT) 2T 2P 1
ruxolitinib 2. # ¥ 2 1 & El(??&%ﬁé%i#ﬁi‘ﬂ"’%**’»?i REAHTEES SR
Ao EEFWAFL PN 2P 5 P RE LI

T~ RO S

1. Az 5 ruxolitinib 2. 235 Fv i gz 5 " * 3 5% International
Working Group (IWG) Consensus Criteria ® B b *&-2 2« 3 b "6 2. F B8 a2
Lo e RRFEERAAN Sl TR S PR A
Somis PR e, > ATC code 2 LO1XE18 » & ** LO1XE Protein kinase
inhibitors #g %] » ATC 4 #2 = 43t LOLXE FEBP G PR TR ATER
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2 & ruxolitinib & 5 4p 02 chif o e
2. L ERFHPPRERZBHER

2.1 4 £~ M P & & 2 (pan-Canadian Oncology Drug Review, pCODR )
% 7% k% B ¢ (pCODR Expert Review Committee, pERC ) *+ 2013 # 1 *
P ERZEBFL

® & truxolitinib (Jakavi) 2. & A2 F 2 &+ Z T AL 2 KBRS 3V R
ruxolitinib % % #4& e4 o
REEFHEFOR RRERS
. i*ﬁw%ﬂai@&%\ﬁ#ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ(éﬁ&%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ
it~ B 'ri,fa:i HH SRR R e P FER SRR R
b)) HA G R B REIE 6L & % (Dynamic International
Prognostlc Scoring System - DIPSS) plus 34 & 5K~ ¥ R Ap B
e FtZiR K Ak Tk A7 7 & 17 e si e ik f& (Eastern Cooperative
Oncology Group [ECOG] performance status) /g %34 &34 11T » 2_ @ &
Bk Blichn Apt RAAFEH -

& F,u;; ruxolitinib %t 5 4 chd 5 S 2 F R \:}p [0 S
Hfpkrcs o DG TR RER A hE ISR AT G o

® Xa > x;:}fgw TR TY Fehi R 2 i—bb“Economlc Gwdance Panel 3%z >
ruxolitinibp >t B I3 iz ¥ 3 £ 5 = A3 o

2.2 /i PBAC % 2014 4 7 7 22 > g ¥ S 43 Rk TEHE LT
TRh iF R o TS BRI Y Z MUl ) AR MRS R
ZpES EiEEE > 3R 2013 870 % 1KY g TR Et s -
Hick | L= oPBACRZ#&FY RN PUFIFELEM G A ¥ FREFD
L o m LR 6 Al TR TR A 0 &2 JER ruxolitinib £ & A&
PEZ R T N R FFERE T AR AP AREFEHLE T
RS AET PY Z MU | 0t - i e b % ruxolitinib 7 5 F B~ F ;;;ﬁé;
%t * % (Authority Required) <4 % + PBAC /-2 %7 % (deferred) » 457

DRI

2.3 % ® NICE » ** 2013 & 6 * =2 (NICE technology appraisal guidance 289) »
® & ruxolitinib ¢ B~{F F 3 P E e o (T ARFHEF AR R [* 2
BPEEFFEFREAET] I e W SRR ET S R L
BRI A ERLE Y o SR A AR MR Sk ) e
#E R % i ruxolitinib
® 1 i¢ ¥ ruxolitinib¢ &7 e inf 0 PR F 2 HIRA F LG BES
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g Rk B 0k o

2.4 7. & ruxolitinib ¢ J2 4>+ National Cancer Drugs Fund List B AN A )
B i F g i (primary myelofibrosis) ~ Z iz sk 5 (2 F g i
(post-polycythemia vera myelofibrosis, PPV-MF) ¢ f 3 (& x| 5 3 5 15 % &
g aiv (post-essential thrombocythemia myelofibrosis, PET-MF) ‘d&f:f%:),%b'“ri%
= MM < (symptomatic splenomegaly) % /& H is Ap A > ok ¥ 2 i 3
¥ < #7 w?% 48 chym 4 (stem cell transplantation)

2.5 gt SMC 2013 & 3 7 2 » 2 23k §* ruxolitinib ++ gkt ff & F ¢ *
(NHS Scotland) -

3. ApHFxsE 2

pﬁﬁﬁa?‘”" ?Lfkt‘ »A & ¢ 45 2 F ruxolitinib 4 &) 22 % g & 2 (COMFORT-1
o) B BEIRG R sk (BAT) (COMFORT—II RER) vy 3N
1!;4&34\,»\13 2 Hoaf @O iREg A ﬁ'%#ﬁﬁar,g :

3.1 COMFORT-l 25 » ¢t 5 - g ~ B p ~ X AHER DS IP AR £
Teip309i+ & &4 (Raftbd i ~ oo o 5 L F et & g
Mo o] HE S 1SR BE 1Y) > International Prognostic Scoring System (IPSS)
& e 5 24 (intermediate-2 risk) £ 34 234 r2 b (high risk) > = 3 H Jf $20
RF e mEAtE I MG ARREDGES SR SR L 0 B9 1664k
"L AR X v pRruxolitinib o 154 AR REAS 4 iR D & AR e S 3 & oy
e 5243 E IS5 A (MRIZCTiR RIS %) RAHEF ©AQE
35%11 b e iR v b S & adp tR 5 MRHAE (MRIS CT e vl s %)
R0 AZHE35% I b endF PR 0 2 %243 PR 2 M k34 (MFSAF 2.0 37
WR) R A B E A 1 50% 7 m,&—fﬁ LBE o

-

® fi B poudy RINA AR A 35% 00 b et b (% 24 k)
® X v R ruxolitinib : 41.9%
® A& 0.7% - Odd ratio (OR) % 134.4 > ruxolitinib s & % & |

i
AR B ERAAR R 0 AZIE 35% 1 b et Bt A 0 B i D]t
tEFaoLE (p<0.001) -

® X TR ruxolitinib fe o i &R sidp iR A o MR AR 0 ALE
35%:2 b et bl AR F f & A e
®  GLEPLBREIAE R U ALIE 35% 12 b s 4 o BT A PRSRREAR R U 48
Foraltoe
® L& pocdpiRita o m 4 SRRREAR %1 ) 0 2 o R ruxolitinib
97%:r 5 4 $8F MAH A B P A X AR 23%:n 4
Fﬁ,.’?;?{%_ﬁé;f% o
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3.2 COMFORT-IIl #=%
PR - AN 210 g A R A RE A %7 7 (COMFORT-IN) » ik B 2:1 ¢h
OBIRES A R T 4% v R ruxolitinib 2 B LG R 2 Gis R (BAT) e IR
)?(z WF-' A R ,;:;})3‘1:13;‘?4 ik w % ]];3 EE SR ,__ﬁkx_.hﬁl)a DR E R P
-}%«‘ w4 & ¢ % &5 5 hydroxyurea (47%) £ glucocorticoids (16%) - # 3 2.
A RRpoTdp iR ¥ A8 R E TINEHA (MRl & CT g ipls %) RA#
(B > AL 35%14 F e v 6] [15] -
CR !
® o L ofondp A R A AR S AR 35% . kv bl (R
K x 48 FpF) ¢

® k% v PR ruxolitinib ‘. 28%
® B EIF R SR (BAT): 0% > = wid Pt P ¥ eni B
(p<0.001) -

® Lt E o ondpiRinA
® X T R ruxolitinib 2§ 97%:iup 4 RS HSRAE AR ©
® i iFILT %/z inf (BAT) 5 56%:fup 4“5 F ~ e
33 LR G ERFRINL » & COMFORT #5%4~# % % > i p COMFORT-I :#5%
12 22 EHFHER Y 5 258 s RERAT (MF) 4 o
3 754 & ruxolitinib e gt % F A 2@ & COMFORT-I #5513 & 5%
By A om T 32 ruxolitinib i s 4 B AR R BT A E T RiEH
A o
3.4 COMFORT-Il §@/k 3# 2. 3 # 2 ¥ 2385k
i COMFORT-Il Tk 5k fp & 15 » 3 BB 4 38~ 4 0 M 325 ch i G I
Ao FEFRERG KR (BAT) dupf AR B EH (BRE S
T_E T TR “ﬁﬁﬂ“ HRAEAR W A 25% 0 ) FER A FEBLC
JE ruxolitinib e 5 foaf 225 > B G IRG FE s (BAT) s 4
45 i (62%) crossover & {7 v PR ruxolitinib ;5% °
PP EF ez B gk 4oT
RS B T '
® v jR ruxolitinib % 151 %
® B I R e 122 1%
OB Y i
® r FR ruxolitinib % : 136 i¥
® BAT ‘e : 48 i%
S dpd o ® % v PR ruxolitinib e AR S A F BT AR IR G FiE oy
o ApEATER G IR G FE s o @ % ¢ R ruxolitinib > F 2t b 52%h
7= h*% > HR % 0.48 (95%CI: 0.28 % 0.85, p=0.009) -
3.5 d 238 COMFORT #5172 & i Bidleygz 7 > 4 ruxolitinib i = c%- %878
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fogk bR TR G T L A o

36 A% 2L i p COMFORT #5% 2 & % > M #Ip AT 0 fdrHh 4 470
PER R e R a o X AN AMZ hehE 2R A R
AL - & COMFORT-I 35 @ 4§ » %3 ruxolitinib e e#75 5 4 @ > 4 102
PR RN E 3RS 45 RE (AHAYL R ER G
i) e A vt A u] S 37.4% 1 14.8% o AR H 3 & K 4 s o] KT
T A B P A % 5 11.0%Fe 5.2% -
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BRELALSHAILHAERBRIAN L EFF LRFFY -

3¢ 2 1 & %4 CADTH/pCODR~PBAC 2 NICE 2 ¥ 1 3G 4 2 2 2
F"%ﬂﬁ'*ix‘*i R EUE R e S
Cochrane/PubMed/Embase #p B < /*Jc » UBFfEA R f/%‘vfi#i’f—l—.vf% 2. % aE ik
PR A AERET R

* ik wL P
CADTH/pCODR 2013 & 10 a2 B KR .

(4e &)

PBAC (&) AwA 2013 E 70 2 2014 E T a2 o
NICE (#H) 2013 £ 6 1 22 o

B FopfpaEn  SMC (FRH#R) * 2013 # 3 7 24 o
G

THFHE Cochrane/PubMed/Embase 0% & % o
EREREZTH &

3x : CRD % Centre for Reviews and Dissemination, University of York, England.ﬁv&%,’.@, °
1. CADTH/pCODR (4t £« )

PCODR (4 £ + " # 4+ £ 3= 2.8 ) ¥ % ruxolitinib * » 55 F kg e
Lo ERFEFREEAY S E L EE 32 I SamtehRpan A | A5 B 5o
w%o‘}:@é« it 12 {78 F R 455 [17] ) pCODR § * 2012 & 11 7 ie 4§ % ik
o ST AAM AT MK R L85 22013 # 1 % 2 # ¥ ruxolitinib
¢hid % i3k - pCODR 1% 5% &4 B ¢ (Expert Review Committee, pERC) %
% ruxolitinib fzc L A AERETE AR RS 3 R 8 ’fiz;,;;
P fiE BARE § P e Aok E AT kX BIn BB D B RGH Y el
¥ > ruxolitinib Ap g >t p % S iE75% (T COMFORT Il study # #%pe ) @

= 7.
P-—
F @A s AxE o Flpt > pERC ek ¥ A3k 30 5 ruxolitinib & Jf A A F iE T
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FAARR CH 50 A ERI NEH T NEREH PR A E R RI ARG
T TR R A 0 B G sk e s 4 ﬂ PRmFERLE G
Dynamic International Prognostic Scoring System( DIPSS )Plus- = & > 5 4 £ ECOG
AR E LI T 2 D A RLEE R S R R BT
A o
B3 PERC ik e £ X LA T SR P - B EHE T F R ORGRY 0 @
ruxolitinib = A»x FE F| T B L OfER o A fpd|E T FF ah2 L E
(1) B 4o f i 24 3 2w T4 ruxolitinib 5075 2 % 18 (7 TR S
(2) & ** ruxolitinib = 427 i — B 2 T 3 > F] gt F #F ruxolitinib g5 pe % ik
FEE TR rflfs AT EEFE G R

3) Flp A )%‘ AT g IR IR % o ruxolitinib @ R F i F B TR E

(4) & ** ruxolitinib iz % > ¥ i § FIREAFH RTpAE T HF i * PP A
ia%v :

peemE Yoo ko gm A i & B4R (Patient Advocacy Group) ehE L & ot o F
AR 3 F IR ERFR B POP HVAEHNEAEET  oiF R
s w B E N s ROR o~ MRS A IR R ~ G IR~ HE R E B R
B~ FUER o pERC #4544 & BRI N 40R L8 7343 0 2 525 COMFORT
| 2 COMFORT Il = B §2/ 7% SRS R & ruxolitinib & w:_g_f 1_’]3%;;’;3 A
BRBEEEKR  RFEADPALIFEARZIAFTLTEIRS o7 & T iE
ruxolitinib e A R & 77 > i i chd & F] ruxolitinib ook @ % 7 B ¥ e o
BT oyl ir, X {5 ER R A AR oLk 4 2 & T 0 ruxolitinib
aEL P R aE fp - e B ook ¥ ok A AR A4 o pERC 4 %53
W?‘fm;ﬁ; A EY L{%&Wm[}% % Fipy £&0m S Raxk W?ﬁ‘[ﬁa AF
e d 5d B A E TR 0 & A & e ruxolitinib 3w id *

EEATE 0 0 B R - oruxolitinib IR B E ISR s At &
17 > 324 471 & 12 COMFORT Il Gk i85k i £ 2 iof KB (R » 3 4 ¢ 45
FERdh s RPERTE DFRPES A ATL R A A F B A
i f}ia#ﬁé?é (leukemic transformation) = & ~ 4z L2 = A o A 238 2 A ¥ 3 &
Yo F % BB hE_ruxolitinib che & o At 7 Sl R A EET A
#c (B~ p Comfort Il &k fsk e % ) % T A 7% 05 S8 (B~ p — v i ruxolitinib
i A B EROE A 3 AR s T R )

x;#i}’m 7 > 5mg-~15mg -~ 2 20 mg ruxolitinib 2 § # % & 82.19 4’ >
EPEY (FPIRY 24 5 16438 4% & 28 X ez F PR L 4,602.64 4
o pER AR 3] ruxolitinib sH 3 A E 2 37 gl > FlRL R E E KT 2 €T
AT EYEY oa g AEFTLAFERT N € ERT L Hgaruxolitinib e o
IMizHA T ZTEE P - 25mg EE o it F—’W,?;rs:tz- = ruxolitinib ==
£ % X hgdf e o pERC B3 F|H & B4 7 &t 3 4 ruxolitinib # % £ 41 eni-aj
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blde L3RR e H & s 4 M@ * ruxolitinib % o d ** ruxolitinib % 3 &
HEFFESA2RFNERATFF - Fpt > pERC LG & 4 i i T e
ruxolltlnlb o A w it BT a0 ruxolitinib chEE < MR 4 chlFA) 0 TR
B’»"?:}"”A LA \m#%'a °
PCODR .5 Ay %/ |- 2= (Economic Guidance Panel) % A 7 #7E < =
AT ® A AT 0 T ING IR 3TIE A3E B en 40 2 A 2% v (Incremental
Cost-effectiveness Ratio, ICER ) & 276,191 4c %i* 1 383,686 *¢ H-/QALY (2 & & &
qu_ 4 & & > quality-adjusted life-year) 2 B » 3" B AL #7328 0 ICER & >
HY g &gzt i pCODR rngrm\:}ﬂ ol leRim o Bl S 2-3 &
ﬂ‘qu\ra g i RIS rF’opERC W gidn $) e or RIF N ICER B35 o
ruxolitinib 72 & & & A2z g » ® d *> ruxolitinib § % i * pFin® p # 5 ¥ i G
Xx gd > FIMH R AT Lo EES A AT EF o
BB R PE G o pERC R FlgRAC FAF T 285 i E L
£ 0.2-15 i) B ATE g A ﬁ”{)@éiifﬁli&b”ﬁ Lo B g TP R AR o W
@ * v ruxolitinib ¥ AR A FEBET S8 0 o b B AAER Y
PRt/ R ek o i AL I i * ruxolitinib 2_ {6 » 7 & F]H F 2 B ok P oo
a['q.;‘,r,}é‘ o 1 P TR H ook R Lbﬁé’kigéc:}ﬁ"p:}jzjé:}%‘t‘ S (TR o
% pCODR »t 2013 & 1 * & = % %t ruxolitinib e3= R F 4 {6 » £ 3 2014 =
10 * 27 p 52k > = 5 B W4 & #-ruxolitinib o » 36 o 3 s A B2 R
F ko 3 & % 4 32 35 DIPSS Plus ® R 2% R 'R %%&Jfg# Sl A
s A B R R AR 4 0 2 42 ECOG A 3 AR 3 AT
ZHAFRLE R RiphaARERRFF LY 3 2B P AEITNR
A BB SELIER > FEILE G Roonis A TRy o

2. PBAC (;&#)

Fufi # &%t ruxolitinib * 275 ¢ B & F B b k0 BRI H 4 L B R
Ao e B PBAC et oo B Y PR AT o R R £
Miaow 3R SR FREE Ao )W Fopie PR ET > 8 PBAC B3
2013 & 7 ' o iEin & 5 [18] 0 2% ruxolitinib & % 0 ICER & & 425 ruxolitinib
i’h‘i’{f o g1 I‘J”g\ﬁs Rt i 1 eyl oA 3P ts 0 B =% PBAC #% mkfé
FL’ Bl AR LB ()Y R AR R B A i Boa

; (2)' [ERERE: X pr (R UM B W (3)]’,1]»‘;; DN NN Sl N S S ;%' .
(4)%%m %f.é ¥ AEE  B)Aheio R Y 3 B MET 6 B o RA > PBAC
WA B Y ¢ o i ruxolitinib & i PTRAE LT A G E D Ae b R ARE
F 0 T8 PBAC £ f ¢ 2014 & 7 7 2% 5 - 3R % [19] 0 kMt Y 3
TrERE - 'qu* TFR Y BEAGTF M N FEEHER

2

- 3R Y 0 RF R - 3= ruxolitinib Ap T IR G B S chs A2k

35/49



104BTD01001_Jakavi

* AT xS PTG B sk @ 45 hydroxyurea ~ & & sk (% A A4
%% B0 ruxolitinib #pdct I B s 0 ICER .4 & 45,000-75,000 ;2 %
IQALY 2 FF o %A ¥id BV 2 A KA > 2 ¢ 5 4 Bt i AW L
G B sk ~ @ % ruxolitinib ~ @ * ruxolitinib fec i @ * MF R EILK 2
= FEEK ST R ruxolitinib k£ e A R - R0 0 FIUt R Y R B
'i/r}%mfﬁﬁ F PGB ATt (B oo %A TR {ﬁlt#g: L & £ p COMFORT Il
WE U W BB TR 2 EPN 2 FEE R e b d W BB BT
e 10 E R EBGFENA 0 TR REF R DR A2 g AP D

B * (g o

PBAC i s sZ BRI o GiBiv s A %3 Y chig * v B3 maf FRg
BAREA > 28 eI %k ¥ PBAC L Fl A7 8% 2058 2%F % 22% &
BRR AR § AR 0 B EIN AR M Sdc2 (5 0 ICER EH 3 M4 T AT 20 a“*;;@*'*
IQALY > F]t » PBAC %5 B f 5340 ICER i 45,000-75,000 ;2% /QALY I
ThoRL ARG o B Y ICER B4 tpit i chbEF R B0 AT %
FrARBRA SR A o e ETREF AR F iR ruxolitinib cop 4 B e F AR R
hm A 232 3274 ¢ BB ruxolitinib A= i EHE Y E G APIT % o
PBAC &z 4 Z_ruxolitinib 4 F R TRAE 4 R0 £33 5 ruxolitinib F < g tE
AT a e A AE o FRFE O LY e

é_;fﬁ\vr‘g % A P O RFER T - AT Ak AT AR D

% B3] S om AR fe o T OHCEUR X OB Jl%z B2k d e ol Rl
i & kp COMFORT | 325 o ATer4 45 % % &1 ruxolitinib 4p 3 35 & & 00
1 ICER 4 . 75,000-105,000 ;£ % /QALY 2z oiv:'%%?f&ﬁ SFT A 45 2 % PBAC
A=t 4 B ¢ (Economic Sub Committee, ESC) LG RO A (B ehiEEE A
£ faE 2 PRE-ATR 0 @ oruxolitinib ehs AR 5 B ICER B £ & hFE o
PFOESCIun: M T B anICER B i # B o A0 L gk ¥ 3g
8B e R T H 3 RWHGF R PBAC ¥ g * - iR g o
ICERE & (73 ,E”'*/QALY) 7\ i % %7 ruxolitinib _F % & & A2 enj &
Ra o d R AT & 0 ICER & 75,000-105,000 ;2 i /QALY 7 G B 3t
@ Tt PBAC 3n 5 rig % $® 0 ICER B & > ruxolitinib & 244 5 2 &

B hoLE iBRER 2 TRA L I R - R B M F L 0k
PELE X

WA AP R R - Y o = & ruxolitinib j» » %5 fs 5 5 &
ﬁzﬁ%@;i;bdx%f]tt34i 6+ g RN HEY A "féé'::zﬁﬂﬁz’ﬂ'%‘ﬁ
SERIRMBESIANELEF TE} 21 @RBEM 2 o d ¥ 5] ruxolitinib i& 1% 2 eh
ATRE B R AR 2 B PBAC A A KT AL # % ruxolitinib e A
Bl F - TARRNI I T PBAC IRERFOBERT MG - ARPF ¥
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I EEATIRp AR A 1T 0 B R Y5 Mehta ¥ A a7 7 > 2008-2010 # e
Bl B EELEFIysE L gL 2138 4 > R d é@;@&g
FAREE N MM L > FERG ruxolitinib p r en% 1 E@FRFEFHEE L g
‘4m*’1@”ZEJ”5ﬁmA%ﬁﬁj€4ﬁﬂ%mﬁ‘%a?«&%

km Z g+ =c4 f ¢ (Drug Utilisation Sub Committee, DUSC) 3% %
FARS A BAR g LA AL S A FUH R T O B TSR R
e R MR é’*“‘mﬁcwpﬁmWMmﬁﬂ$u$”@%¢ﬁa&
TefiG R r B e cDUSCE R By lEGEFSFAMLiF L84 364 (M
Pt Mehta EAF G aORE T R ) TRFLEFAMRDE - AR
ERFFERD M AGES T A AR aERRE Y T -

e B o

3. NICE (# &)

NICE *t 2013 & 6 * = 7 % ruxolitinib %= 382 (NICE technology
appraisal guidance 289) [16] > if * 5 4 #¥ 5 & Flp g = MR L 2 B H gk
SRR S E A 0 PR R R R B SR 5 T AR
s A R SRR R e L))% A 5 NICE # {8 ¥ % 23 NHS *1'{?3
ruxolitinib -

# ¢k s oruxolitinib @ Ak E R e 2 3~ &L £ (National Cancer Drugs Fund List)
Ml REREE ROTMARLRA T IEEL FERTEN R RER
& T 7 47F0EiE

(1) %55 T 18 g2 -
@ ¥ RBR/IZERLGRFEF AR
(b) B kg 5 2 aggai
(€ Bl A J 15 FAgRAL
2 2% - % RI0FK
(3) & st e & 2 [ H W AR B > Bk
(4) 2 FifEXirmie B

™ 4 45 NICE #t ruxolitinib i (7 chig @G ® i -
&ﬁﬁwﬁ&iﬁiﬁ%sgﬁiﬁéﬁwgﬁmﬁgﬁﬁFﬁ$iﬁ§

WAL o Bk ki v)*kﬁb/ég”m\ P R T A 30F BEHE ruxolitinib * SR B
i El“m%\ﬂ\ ngﬁo ERP R FHE S AT E RN S ECR R B

8% W% 24 3 £ (National Cancer Drugs Fund ) ¢ {7 pF RF j_2010 # % 2016 # 3 * it » &
REF N34 RES ¥ HERFY T AP A 5w B NICE 3= f & CH R
Fereh B F B & X ArkFE a2k NHS v]'y:??i-}%ii Yool d i i E(Natlonal Cancer Drugs
Fund List) 4. NICE fcft &4 eniiins R > A&7 f PR L fiﬂm il L
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FAAREA AR AR m A g om0 TR A RISk R
FR~BE~2 7= R 4BEERE T 11123175 - BRI > L EH35 £ >
& A ZE T F 3 E PrI S 3.5%:E 7 $73R - Ruxolitinib 15 mg % 20 mg ¢ i
LEL60EE A 5mg Eléﬁﬁsowﬁ o1& p 2 15mg & 20 mg =
BB &3 30X NFER 5 3,600 FE (FERRALBED 3T) o AHE
& 47 %% % B o1 ruxolitinib ifpﬁv?lﬁup B F ok D ICER 5 5 73,980 % 43/QALY
(% 34 4v 85,027 #43 » QALY #j 4 1.15) -

g} mc:

#35 % & 2= (Evidence Review Group, ERG) 2% B 48 I enB 7 £ 4
waER ~b%§ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁa’vaﬁﬁ?wwx FEHO e H
ruxolitinib FrrcasFH A ~ R P B EF ~ RP FEF ~ 2 ] P BK G FF o
b A8 AT g BRI IR g ¥ -NICE 722k £ fi g %% ERG =g &
BRE O RE S AR E AT ARRIR A IR L Ry BN A D H e
K ts ¢ @ ICER EH 4 o H s fpR & R4 !

(1) #p A BREH hip b > A5~ 247 T NICE 72k L |l 305 B 5 i ehE
PSR ORESE - 2 2 NHS % B 2 4L ¢ JR:2. (personal social
services ) (NICE & # # * mg@i [reference case]) m % » # ¥ vRit A&
FHARD R T EDIGFEF LR 305 P R N RREY
el S DA T

QMEAFEFELS AP R AR Y d 2 15mg 2 20mg § Ak o 'ﬂ“
FREEFOHEAFEL S 33 B 2 NICE:RL | £30: F %
Bt BB A R TR AR R TG - iR R R RA
IR o

() Bt ¥ gk hF B Kol F AT B DA TRA R Y £ RBARE
R i Rk 0 @ 2ER Y R A TR Rk B % 0 NICE =% E A €
SEAE O FI o R 2 AT IR P 2 s S s COMFORT-II
Rk B TR -

ERG :ni #4455 B85 A 3k s S HAEHEFF ~ 22 B2 358
o LGB IT2 (8 R ICER B2 R G B %k c®b < il B 5 HE
AEM S (PEET LR )e %Y LB7 A8 % 5 NICE 3% 1 §
§:25 57 it P ICER & % ERG vﬁ% A 47 5% % 149,000 #43/QALY » 7 e
1 ICER ¥ it 2 ,‘% B Flarc* B2 xawwl,%‘ fsmﬁﬁ“\ﬁxﬂ yﬁkrs 57 FE T
M

B LS AE o gt LR g,j}rsk‘ﬁmﬁ‘v‘?ﬁi‘aé« &I“J}%‘{@?ﬁb NICE
T 1% #° (end-of-life considerations ) » fe Bt £ B €33 & AP M IR L ¥ o

"NICE 5 7 it #-7 & £ TR¥ g5 4 & & chilf 257 B a0l & F 41 %7 TR i% % (End-of-life
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NICE 354 L § difs £ 4 89 € Ak LT F I ¥ fih M 60 L8
fo bR ALY A Y AR MRATIE Y > Tt LR iRl kRA T (B

4. B FRPETR ER
(1) SMC (&)
gRte i SMC »+ 2013 & 3 * =7 ruxolitinib e73% 5 4 £ [22] > & FIRf £ A

# ¢ A SMC 7 223k 1§ ruxolitinib *+ F#2 f # & & *  (NHS Scotland) -
BpFES e /Y FFHSMCHET 2015 # 37 2 F HFE L% o

A 4p 2 % 2 30F Cochrane/PubMed/Embase & + 7oL B 2 = j2 3P 4o

5] PICOS #s 40 F 4 > THF & AXERATELHER T 2 4
¥ (population) ~ i > i# (intervention ) ~ % »c ¥ & & (comparator ) ~ & % i
£ 4p 1% (outcome) % 77 % K 3-8 = % (study design) » H #0%F i i L 4eT ©

Population BorEEE LR BRI g A
Intervention Ruxolitinib

Comparator #E L

Outcome -

Study design Cost-effectiveness analysis; cost-utility analysis;
cost-minimization analysis; cost-benefit analysis;

cost analysis

iz BB+ it 2. PICOS i% 8 CRD/INAHTA/Cochrane/PubMed/Embase % ~ /]?ef;**
ALRE > 2014 & 1% 30 p > 12 ruxolitinib s M4EF i FHOF 0 HOF Kei L
Kf*]‘%:‘“ °

(2 =%

considerations) » 4 & ¢nif it & $5(1)F R iSRRI E G @I IFH RS 24 B0 ) (2),};343,: J
(2000 %)~ (3)%isfh 7 4 £ o 4 T2 B hd o AR TR G A Aok A
PR A TR T 67 EERE L > - FRT & ICER B 5
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S i & v+t Cochrane/PubMed/Embase i (7455 » S48 % 4 & R
(6 WHE 1 j £ 4 NICE % ruxolitinib &= 37 £ “fidin gew g 2 §[21] » p
FENICE:=R4FL £4F > #2 % Gt Frif o

6. Li‘éijﬁﬁf#i.,ﬁ A ARFAT TR
BRF BT ?Jg’ra‘%&v {0 I B W45 3 w0 3K 3% By 454 NICE 3717 48 4 7 e

o g gpe [21] -

A B BEMIERE

(= )5 42

L R S e R B AR AR 2 B A AL & G
ICD-9-CM % 289.8 » 4 (W FZxzip&ds BFF Ap) ¢ 9 28083
(myelofibrosis) 2 ICD-10-CM 5§ D47 ~ #5 (H s = ~idn % jphf 2 Tea
AEA P2 ) v D474 ¥ kg e ~ D75.8 A4 % (—,E!l‘b;}'g‘{\.ﬂ'-n?—t’—k?lg.ﬂ-ﬁ
FoAK) ¢ hD75.81 F sk 2 C94 A4 (;hi, Bl )
PCOAA AT R A ] PR o 2 N Lflhed Lo o

o2~ ERERGE RGN F AR A A 8

o “H
k= Al

ICD-9-CM

289.83 s Ll

ICD-10-CM

D47.4 e

D75.81 Py

C94.4 SR WAL TR

PHERALMZAINERE %Y CHEAAPMITF THEL T4
EEAPMAL - AF R EF T 26 RIRFrRFEL BTN 2013 £ il
Beph o o F R B R 2 g BF A H(ICD-9-CM 2 8728 4+ 287 1] 289 & )
ERR e li??I%‘FRjz-mF’” Ak (P ~&883) 9 135 g+ » it )
£ 6.9 REL[34] - K@ > o 0 kgg e (ICD-9-CM # %775 2 289.83) i % %
Beofp A RE Y - [ FRG  gd f  y Wik S o
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*EAE R R ARIRAEY e B RR A S R AR
3 ;agﬁéxi%¢¢%%*“ﬂﬁ%%%’mﬁ$ﬁ
P AHEREERPG A R BT

o

73

“

B 45 & 5% & WHO ATC/DDD Index 2013 % #§ % LO1XE18: &' LO1X: Other
antineoplastic agents ; = " LO1XE: Protein kinase inhibitors ;| #g[13] - %5 % 34 &4
g flen e & %5’}/% B~ EIRESFTREAE LR TG 16 fgﬁ_’%\' >2_ % 5
B LOLXE #7 > # ¢ § 12 8+ (> % S g s %<t » & 45 imatinib (LOIXWO1) ~
gefitinib ( LO1IXWO2) ~ erlotinib ( LOIXWO03) ~ sunitinib ( LO1XWO04 ) ~ sorafenib

(LO1XWO5 )~dasatinib( LO1XWO06 )~ lapatinib( LO1XWO07 )~ nilotinib( LO1XWO08 )~
temsirolimus ( LO1XWO09 ) ~ everolimus ( LO1XW10 ) ~ pazopanib (LO1XW11) -~ %
afatinib (LOIXW13)» 2z 16 8% &2 177 if Bipdo A ¢ 7 T Hdgga o

A R FieRs BES RIpTRE 4 51[16] 0 HTF AR T 4 2 N
W4 fo > i ikis o s 4 hydroxyurea (ATC code: LOLXX05) % % % 1 35 %
oA gy = Wik E% COMFORT-II ¢ ehd @G iz » 1 & 77 5
hydroxyurea - fe hydroxyurea s\ B5 7 3 Bk & T 2. ¢ % % ~ SPup i e
Bk A TR 7 2Ly SR S B N B b2 R
F 2 FEMLR e o2 Al [10] 0 F A e 3 TR REREL 0 b g e
¥$f%§ﬁ°5“’ur%ﬁﬁﬁﬂjﬁﬁwﬁi%%aﬁ?maé\%%ﬁ
o g FEs T RN LR F A % A FE & ruxolitinib b XA S
EEWE g RREL EE -

T B i AR ERR LR R &
(=) ¥

B A EEERE RGP ) REDTFE OGS4 FRESREH F P
ruxolitinib » g & % - # 2 % 7 # & £ ¥ 5 100 % International Working Group
(IWG) Consensus Criteria # A b *&-2 & F b "& 2 ¥ BLH AT 5 4 X & &inf o
ERBEERG Y 2 E AL ZEF K 1.8-2.0 B~ hruxolitinib 5 L A
R 3L G A &P~ % hydroxyurea i a‘rﬂ,fﬁ»@i%?%‘f 6 FERE G Y R
1%?%" Ldtiv s 1820 o miE AT AR N EF Y ?Pifgi%§«7%?iﬁ%i*

41/49



2.
1)

)

©)

104BTD01001_Jakavi

BB EERE 2L G (5 - ) T i R EREED 24T

i’3?%%%@&&:&%ﬁ%ﬁ*%m%ﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁiﬁi$’
FTEFTERI L BRIBHBRCZZEFLT70% ot 2B ALK ELE
grendt B i A B VipwmHm L ®% o Pigdan T ¢ ¢
International Working Group (IWG) Consensus Criteria » & b *&-2 2 § b *& e
WA G 2802 21% 0 £33 49% R R P w R B R IENIT B E %
ol o W gH A Y G 60-65%iF £ F AR o BRI * X Bk £ H 4 T
80% ; ¥ {3k %i:)}';‘:, ARBRANFINSKR TR AERR N BT B e 80%:ik £
He 2 5% > v E Y AR 4 o
AgE A EY B AEp 2210mg~15mg -~ & 20mg (3 AT 2 F
PUMR)LBERFEY NG ¥ kip A FDE 2 I R4 #F% COMFORT-II
Z PREPER S5 (PR ruxolitinib pF R 0¥ ¥l 26 & ) Bk 4 B ik
ZREREFE R AT ERRIF3EZ 55 E2FL NG 50%
% 3%t A FHER AT NP REF AR AR R

-

PR B ER R BRARAER M 0 #F i B % hydroxyurea > 14
EX 243 FPER VA~ E LB AR RFRERE AR

B S AR AT B B o T T AT

B TR E O AT TR AP R SR AP E Dk TR

Q[; [ o
& EIF j\rrirflia&ﬁ”x.’rﬁﬁz’g’.:

PREA AR ERE T TR R AR R A RE T B2
%i$§&%?%g%%1pf’?ﬁ%%&&ﬁﬁgjz’aﬁo
PRRGER AT R AR A B RE RIp P D A B RERAR
.§?+ ﬂ\w,r}é‘m[}%’\ v o 65%3V/§ri‘§ﬁt_1_ 80% AP ¥ R TRk B T
o0 0 RP DIREFERY ST 0 A & International Working Group
(IWG) Consensus Criteria ® A& b '&-2 2 F b "& s 4 ¢ > i&- dﬁirﬂ$§ % 4o
P R A RN BT R RS ﬂa&férf%ﬂ%%& ’ %fr,s 60%-70%
ﬁvr}}%&iﬁbﬁr% A2 o PR AR ERRBERET D A R EH
e Bt BERY OSIRG BESELROET ARRFAVHT G R e
e IR R B ew i ag ﬂ‘rrr"‘/\;’)%‘ﬁ”’ff}%/‘ PR ARSI REFY
& 80%-95%2_ F"’"rv)‘u@ AR R B AR HEP A%
SEATRA L RE T PAERA B A et AR FRARL S &
JNEH OB TR RS MRS Y ARG A Y

WA SRL SR o T A% SRR R TR R R A 4

T, F o5 Fla 111;.@4&0
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3. AEE &Eﬁ*%”:j\r%féﬁr??n]ﬂ%-ﬁ;)%Ai, 2t

#p2-5mgi25mg 2 BEFTHE RPFEEFR

p 2= 10mg-~15mg - 20mg“37f§fﬁﬂ€_‘%§
I @%;&'m,@@b@o

B TE r]% 7
PA 3% %'UH%WJ
FiEfideln o A%k '\‘»‘;,1:;

‘h‘F'

B~ &
?

\i

Fha T AT CIL T DM I A 4T 2% ﬁ,ﬁ HolfgE & EF* A
2 A BN FA A FARR A R TR T A Y Y B R
Ja AP R ARG A B R R KB E FERT G R MR B
Bed s iBiTY FRGH AV RY AFISFauE A B 65% 0 & 'Fiéi'ze’)%fiv =
100%7s » B4R A Fip KA b 2 R 20304 0 5 3ET K5 &
PlE R KRR adeGApiT > RIpA%KY cB 2t RBRPFEARL L A5
PrRFEEAEY-EIFTI EHF R23 /T 19 R APAEEFT LD Ao
“,f#ﬁtB’»fléi hydroxyurea sn& % & > BRI iRd k2 FF L 95 23 @R1
19 e gt ?t > Bl SRV RBPEFH S AL RERE T L5 P T
o

~ icu &\P ’.é %%

IR SRS L RS S R S
fe g~ R 2 R HTA 28y § #F ruxolitinib # >80 #gs i 2 s
g%,niﬂlﬁr$%?m§mmMMbREﬁ&%ﬁaﬁuﬂﬁ&%@
e Rn T XA P E R Ay o
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