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2RI AT o ikchipilimumab HE L 1 F/o0T 0 F 33— S0 ¥
nivolumab 3 mg/kg > & 3 i&— Lo HA4IHE o =4 A
i * jafkfs & 23— X% nivolumab 3 mg/kg ¥ - #
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# ipilimumab, nivolumab & piffefk b 2 ok EHIL & &

Tl 4o £ — 1 H ¢ sunitinib &
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e WY RALRR G/ LY 0 AEHEFR Y il 252 B PP AR

I,%‘ @ 22 sunitinib e F L R A0S 2 ORRE X8 F M 2 PFS 2 6 »
B R EALRREDE e > ed R LR RENTHEF o WAL

IFLB wh B ATEYR 0 S LR ISK e dE Y BT sunitinib
@508 2 ORR &% o

© BRI FH 139 G R BRSFAR A EFFRFERES T
SRR s A RF A IR PD-L1Z1%at Bl (52%) 0 & AR s
s 4P $3T sunitinib 23 OS~PFS 2 ORR % 3 P Agd i iR R ehd IR o

B % B o 2 | Sunitinib 2
425 ) 422 ) HR (95% CI)
H P /ERR G EBEEE Y 867 B )
BT 11 0s ¢ ik 47.0 0 26.6 1 7 0.68 (0.58 t0 0.81)
PFS ¢ > #& 11.6 B * 83 i * 0.73 (0.61 to 0.87)
ORR 42% 27% -
CR 11% 2% -
DOR * i+ #& v AET 19.7 i * -
PIERR R AP BRI R A AT(E B 28477 B )
OS 7 i~ #k v AE T 14.2 i ” 0.45 (0.3 t0 0.7)
PFS ¢ = #&k 26.5 2 5.1 17 0.54 (0.3t00.9)
ORR 61% 23% -
CR 19% 3% -
WY REERR ‘féE-‘}?a A 12 FKSI-19 ~ FACT-G %2 EQ-5D-3L & » &% %1
AL | LRI EN R NE R AR T A ARy e o D hdkiE )
FEE | 7B sunitinib o AR N TEGRRRR IV S hE o 2 el A
PAZERARARDFRE > ¥ RT3 -
c CPILB AR RS o EAAIRES S B2 A a7 U Rt 6K
sunitinib #(46% vs. 63%) > & FliS R AR B 2 X FE 2K AR gt bR E
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E e BLEISRE. 9*])180%}?5’\’?4‘}:'%‘#9&?7@4 BN LFEE

28%s 4 #% prednisone # P 40 mg & ¥ § £ AEL FAF AR AR -
C EAAREG 8RR AN F 244 sunitinib LA F 5 2 .
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AR E X 2PFEFRLEREL YT B R EERT F\?‘/r}?ﬁﬁ‘-%&iﬁﬂ :IFF‘
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L
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2. ALY AL AR Tﬁ 7}‘43;3’:%3"-% .“:E“ 2 B f2 % HTA & f‘ ¥13* £ & nivolumab
plhmumab g A ﬂ (AT é”?? &4 pazopanib % cabozantlmb ¥R ITE X >

(1) Pazopanib © ®*% i & HTA =% F X pazopanib mf,%* »TE & M2 sunitinib 4p § o

(2) Cabozantinib : ;£ PBAC % % & cabozantinib % 4 pF » ¥ i*u}’ (FHRLNEHE
nivolumab, ipilimumab £ cabozantinib 2_ & #& " @Jv\ 17i8734#% > PBAC 22 OS 3
ARt REFRE L & itk 0 £33 5 cabozantinib 0 OS ¥ oy ¥t & E
nivolumab, ipilimumab ; @ &% >3 & > PBAC 305 &< LB ok Sfh AT R A
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kinase inhibitor, TKI)m}}% ARIAFRA T A FRG - L MBEE R DT AR A o
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(<) EFEA I L AP FF BT

1. == ;i;ﬁ #BE- A 24787 0 =% ipilimumab, nivolumab ¥ sunitinib
pazopanib ~ temsirolimus 3 #&¥e J5f 0= A 3Tz o 4& iz ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #
** sunitinib ~ pazopanib ~ temsirolimus =7 ICER & 4 %] % % #7 5 % 104 3 ~/QALY
gained ~ 162 g ~/QALY gained ~ 117 & ~/QALY gained °

2. AFERILPFLLIRTEERET Y K I G FeE P FRERE K
Excel f % &5 © &R %ffﬁ*tp#&ﬁl ez 3t l?méﬁlﬂg ) P IRER P RS
Wi EE m:\mg FEHER PG AL B P ETARLY G A 7 A

FEBFELT RS

3. Ja A3 ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #2** cabozantinib e= A3 F Bk 5T 5 F R
P ERSICFRETRT dFEFEFRRE P RRT 75

C)ii%%%ﬁ?%@%ﬂ%

1. “4c£+ CADTH>" 107 & 11 * =2 :3®=3F 2 > 55 CADTH £ #74 #7 {4 » ipilimumab,
nivolumab #p $#&*% sunitinib 7 ICER & & 116,539 I 255,796 4t #/QALY gained 2.
> CADTH:% % ICER E¥ i ¢ fiZiTR 4t B o

2. BMPBAC* 107 # 11 * 223 3R 4 > B 42 % ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #*¢
sunitinib {7 ICER & /i 3 45,000 2 75,000 ;£ 7% /QALY gained 2. ¥ ' PBAC & f f 7
% i & ICER B |7 5% ikt -

3. ERNICE » 111 £ 3 1 22 & %3 F 44 > 5 ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #3t
sunitinib & pazopanib 7 ICER & %17 = & 22z & &(20,000 = 30,000 # # 4 /QALY
gained) =ty B v AT X e Bl saE R G H o

2~ AR

(- ) Z&*E f TP & * 3 RCC % - &1 & ¢ P~ % sunitinib ~pazopanib & cabozantinib °

g‘ﬁr’p:\.‘»;“lf ST

e A kT & (112 2 116 # ) ipilimumab, nivolumab # * A % - & 78 £ T %
I # 131 % - ipilimumab, nivolumab # & %% 9% - & 198w~ 1 %7 £ 334 i
Ao MBREEYY - #0781 FT & 133/~ o

(Z) L RIERFHEG PP R AKERE SR 2ZT R TR Y 4
w AT "{"w~ﬂfa AIRL M EEFTHE ST RCC ¥—~- AR IS f e * A
#c > A kKT & ipilimumab, nivolumab # * A # X% - & 140 £ T % 7 & 250
A ipilimumab, nivolumab & & £ % ¥ % - £ 353 i~ 1 %1 £ 6.19 -~ 0 Mix
PEGY - £ 165 BT HT £ 289 B o

) B AR A R AL A PD_ngl%ﬁq;]]% A BlA3RE 2 Ja s ipilimumab,
nivolumab # * XA #X % - & 66 A 1 % 7 & 124 % > ipilimumab, nivolumab # & %

POF- ELORAINT 524 BA HBPEYT - £088BAI $T £3.73
B o
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(
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FEEE SRR TLHBBEER
AFEEGARI2ES ) PERLEFFAERAFARL T PR 2L
R ¥ 52 8% F5 Opdivo® (nivolumab 120mg/vial) 2 4= +% % & { A7p4 748 £t
A RT F(XR112 1 116 # ) 2~ % 2 585 * Opdivo® (nivolumab 120mg/vial )

7P LT it
(1122 116 & )
ipilimumab, nivolumab # * % # 142 A 3 249 4
ipilimumab # & %g?’ 1.08 i~ 3% 1.89 ia~
ipilimumab, nivolumab # /& % % 354 B~ 3 620 B~
I 1.65 L~ 1 2.89 fi ~
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AREE 54 & 1 5% & 2 54 &3
o= EERD i
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P LR R R | (U RO R |
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1) 7))
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4 & 4 /| ipilimumab ; pazopanib ; cabozantinib ;
P 5 mg/mL 12.5 25~ 500500 mg/tab 20~40~60 mg/tab

mg/tab
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el B F o
S }%Iﬁs A o
* e &
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X oK L iy
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N
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=

i
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E\;,g“‘ﬂéfyﬂ.
i® #* o

(110/12/1)

5. & p o |

T
Feo

i H

i

12.5 mg : 1,064
NS

25mg: 1,916 ~/
hx_

50 mg : 3,449 =/
b

590 = /4:_

7 HiEik | Ipilimumab 1 ¥ |2 Z & E L 50 | Z2ZHMME 5 - % | (T3 H - iz
é‘?']’ﬁg.—%?)}f ;u//é}l:l‘@&i%; mgf’PR’ﬁfk_ - =X ,3.;};1;:};].3;_‘4 g;ﬁ%d—g‘; 60
Ao [Pk gL 30 A4 | = e RIe R 4| PR 800 mg ¢ mg & p - % .

b o & - | RFEERL
o P b el
B ey |0 2 3WE |2 FhER AR
* nivolumab 3 | & -
T A B e
%) mg/kg i 0%
ﬁi%Jii 30 A4
Sox 4 HE -
%4 4 AR
HoH LR (s &
2 - &%
nivolumab 3
mg/kg # #% i1
30 A 4aH - B
el o
BAe | EHARBECS |EHARECS |EHARELS | ZHARBE R
MMAEZRLL | IRAZRERZ | RAZELZ | I RAZFHEL2L
L A5 FBL0 ENTE.
FRAL BT F 2 529,792 A | & 4 ¥ 99,120 & | # = ik 184,590
[ (3 12.5 mg/tab <

L i)

£ BRI G 1Y)

2 OF GRS v
fif7 & @S £ A3 @D sunitinib 12.5 mg/tab ¢ 3F -
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(head-to-head comparison )
ERER

(indirect comparison )
ﬁﬁii’&ﬁﬁNJ%?§%
gk § R

A Rk o Ry dp 81 R

&=

o | Gy o

YRR R

7

RS FRNVEASETRBAIFAE > PRI 5L R W ERO R A AP R EF

RIWEAFEF P BT RBAIRTATE > DAL FF BT G RAORE P2 kg e
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2o AERFRHPPER EEL G HER

X iR BT HE R

FARI07 E 11 P 22 0 A Ak d 3V R FRFZ TR
T > 23k % ipilimumab & * nlvolumab iz IMDC * B/ B
R * (intermediate/poor risk) 8t #p F- ‘m #& T ¢ % — HsR o

CADTH/pCODR
(be %) [23edige)

C R A RE G AR R

R LI ABEC AR TR DEEL L .
BEARIOTET? 2R & 117 3 gRFHR BETHRE
Fthik 8% b %G ARk "2 T o 2 BB ipilimumab & *
nivolumab # % IMDC * B/ & kb * (intermediate/poor risk) % =
PBAC (/&) B R w3 w4 % - SUSR o

(Ekpizi]

© A e WHO M B f5 % F 2 A 11T o

c e RAFEF I E A N F‘)ﬁﬁ% Livai o

FHA AR 108 £ 5 0 A4 (TASS1)  EH kR EF oL 4 %
ipilimumab # * nivolumab # 32 IMDC ¥ R /& R R ‘&
(intermediate/poor risk) Bt #f ¥k % Mo 4 0% - SUs R o

AR AR 1 # 37 22 { A7(TAT80) » 2R 14 4R I 3 1§
Bl 2 ¥ REH > DRP AR HRRREER 4740

NICE (# /)

#2 ¢ CADTH 5 Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies in Health *¢ £ % % 5.2 F % #1535 5 8 4 5
pCODR 3 pan-Canadian Oncology Drug Review 4t £ + i & 4 & o 355 le S chig s » 30 2010 # <
22 % CADTH eh& (5B & » 2 & § F 3R ATEBES NTRE B E > 220 F |

PBAC % Pharmaceutical Benefits Advisory Committee # 5% 7539 4 B ¢ m‘ﬁﬂ

NICE % National Institute for Health and Care Excellence B 7t & T R f 4857 § Fo m‘ﬂﬁ”ﬁ, °

¢ Ipilimumab % nivolumab % &/ 3 5 »x i 4 (effective price)z T » £ & & gpetitie - H P o
PBAC 3% % nivolumab *# i -+t 1p111mumab " s F ik ICER & 37 & X hs 7
nivolumab Ak i ¥ PR IEH £ SN TRk R TR L o

h 24z i IE e et *  (estimated utilisation) » #4425 Tt | E B o
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[ R1em S Ei/34) Fg)%‘%i#ié = 3R 2

FFEER A %@¢4f$W§$aMfgfﬁ¢rg
Lz pHp: ARII3E01 2 30

2

g ke b E RS R AT HIR R R AR A S
» 1 f’};f@ FOUOF R TR F S Hom A Rt B ARAL o F R
B2 ER KAt w R TR EER S N CEATH B R AR 7RO AT
ééf—%i‘mm‘Fﬁbﬁﬁﬂmf%%ﬁ¢¢%%’%@é‘f%wﬁﬁ
S (T AR ) £ BTN BN RE e LRI 4
yu%%%tﬂlTﬁﬁwk@%)”ﬂ%'4w?f%%%ifdfnﬁﬁk-’ﬁkiaf%%
kanfs o & 42@quﬁfwi%ﬁﬁﬁm FEAEE (MTHEAMEL ) s 2R
EEFEGFRESEAPFL ST > TN EERF e OB o AR L BRI 2 AL
?%%ﬁ%%*wxvﬁﬁﬁ¥%ﬁ°

AL RERT LR FRPHTC LR AR F ST TR R E A
&k PR bR R R w&@%*ﬁ‘ﬁﬁéﬁﬂiﬁ%* it
L xs’ﬂsb WART e ¥ MEL 2 (RS RTA {7 EEHAERE
ER IR R A SR W@?ﬁ&fﬁﬁ%@iﬁ%%
% o

ol

o

- S BRISRRIR

(-) B

% m?e J& (renal cell carcinoma, RCC) % % %% (kidney cancer) ¥ & % %
BN § 7 A 575‘« Al He e sy (clearcell) i &% L endy
2] (% 80%) ; FlebBfEs 4 7 L$§a¢+ﬁ@%ﬁm§Wﬁ%ﬁaﬂ%m
% o ) (1] -

&ﬁﬁfﬁf}%i@#‘w?f&;{*’«'—m@ 4IRS e B R LR g
A2 d T T S TR S L RAE 5 op 4 IR Z 8 25T
42 Cclassical triad ) & § %7 ~ s Fj gt L8B3 f PR RS E G A S
B o BN vwokge g B H]] o

(=) infdp sl

1. ¥ AR 7%FEF N (National Comprehensive Cancer Network, NCCN) [2
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P E?]E?]?\I%fi”?’ 2022 # 8 FH DT HR KR 5 IV Y
RCC 4 7 Sl ip g A FEHE (P pegry) f&F 20
B Rwed SERRGR A ML REF F/lr%,pjzs‘ % IV # RCC £
AR E iﬁ‘f*?”‘f i LEFTERE B wo g AT R E BB AR AR o
F R —‘ﬁ P ik Memorlal Sloan Kettering Cancer Center (MSKCC)
£ International Metastatic Renal Cell Carcinoma Database Consortium (IMDC) &
Floh "GPt r S MEGME P /ERLGD S 3 BRAE TP 5

»

<4y

s
i
o

5 IV 8 45 3 R e A RCC 5+ > @,%?t‘/%&‘féﬁ‘ﬁ T dF % — SR

## # 5 £ ¥ axitinib, pembrolizumab ~ 4 @& cabozantinib, nivolumab -~ & &

ipilimumab, nivolumab-~ & # lenvatinib, pembrolizumab( &+ i % #2 & % category 1)»
2 ¥ jbi# * cabozantinib (category2A) - H s o EH i v o

2. wHEREBFEEE ( European Society for Medical Oncology, ESMO) [3, 4]

RO F R 00 2021 & O 0 L AT A twe A Those iR A5 o
ﬁf"giqlliiff;zIMDC ?F' i B & 'T_lp MR /ER R K A FF’VT/”/;‘—-%‘/T:_%E_"

HHPERRGE V- RsREREST LA e D B IH &l Rp
e Al (tyrosine kinase inhibitor, TKI) & & @& % > & & fE 4 A 1k & Bh4r

H & H g * > # 7 & @ lenvatinib, pembrolizumab [I, Al ~ & # axitinib,

pembrolizumab [I, A] -~ & & cabozantinib, nivolumab [I, A] ~ & & ipilimumab,
nivolumab [, Al B A H e & BLFr4 &7 Z Lo 22~ FFF> ¥ @ * sunitinib
[1, A] ~ pazopanib [I, A] - tivozanib [II, B]£? cabozantinib [II, A]'; % 7 #& & ZL3r]
Higr 22V L RIBEV,C]-

Foobo 7Bt B A s ¥k B (sarcomatoid ) ¥ iw e B dE ) G
oo sl Y RAE - TKIE (1L A] -

4= ~NCCN #3312 Flmoe b ' 3% 1 R 2F

MSKCC 7f 14 kb ' 3= IMDC ¢ 1 b % 3%

FHRIBLDLBRR) ISP -AAATRHRER(NHLAL RS R T L TEPHRERZ
b Av\#fr(ﬂ;‘l Tl @R Eell: PA& A3t RAR G TEPRHRBHRSRED F R
LS AT R E s aupﬁwﬁ vy :Fy_#g:; BV W EmpE A Ry fffvb"i‘fﬁefﬁi ;
FE_;})%;I;:&V EHRESEY }I‘)\‘sl;liﬁ FERI AL ERERA RS m’j’é‘_%»:}fr ??ﬁm
TRk PR E A Lﬂi«éﬁ BBt AR a%»%*%‘ o TR RE O - AR
EREBC AR THER T LS F AR AAREL G T A 2R AR ) E RS

13/83



111CDR05031_Yervoy (RCC)

« LEIBLDIMPILRYE<] &
¢ KPS<80%

., PN
3 e
* m i F AR

o BETHIRIMisBP A< &

« KPS<80%

e 5 LDH>15 23 4 @ 2
o KRRt 4TEARD R B

o nirH M IFETR

r BT (12 g/dL)
o w43t E F E ¢ rY(10.2 mg/dL)
o m AR F EF F2(400,000/L)

o MB'hEW I EEPIEESFF
e PRRYERN &2 BIEETFF
e T RL'REW 3B IEETF

4y

Karnofsky performance status, KPS; lactate dehydrogenase, LDH

#m ~ NCON 473183 & 4 3 B tm 5 (R w2 le 802§ — 85 23K ]

o 3 J #2.

R

& axitinib, pembrolizumab (category 1)

) L

)

3 cabozantinib, nivolumab (category 1)

)

|4
e £ & lenvatinib, pembrolizumab (category 1)

i+ (7.0 x 10°/L)

Hu2Zpai
e £ ¥ axitinib, avelumab

B % Cabozantinib (category 2B)
|
B e £ 4 ipilimumab, nivolumab

* Pazopanib
* Sunitinib

FLHEFRTR?

o o # ;% & 4R(active surveillance)
* Axitinib (category 2B)

* High-dose IL-2 (category 2B)

iR A

o & axitinib, pembrolizumab (category 1)

»

# cabozantinib, nivolumab (category 1)

(=4
&
(54
* & # ipilimumab, nivolumab (category 1)
vIRR'E | ¢
* Cabozantinib

# lenvatinib, pembrolizumab (category 1)

36 R A

e £ & axitinib, avelumab

* Pazopanib

I Category 1 @ £ % %% &y5 > NCCN § - K& 2844 » £ § ¢ Category 2A @ A 30 M % &

%% » NCCN +
AN EPEFEH O ONCCN 23842 L 4~ L Eifene
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* Sunitinib

FLHFRTR?

* Axitinib (category 2B)

* High-dose IL-2 (category 3)
* Temsirolimus (category 3)

X T ¥ $-5 PN ERCS 3-8

A % 2 5 ipilimumab ¥_¥ k428 > ¥ 112 CTLA-4 % & > 12 %7 CTLA-4 £ e
w CDS80/CD86 #7133 i¥ % o p % & srfe 7 CTLA-4 ¥ 3 3% T fm¥ chjg it 2 3 4 >

ZRREET T e ds ol 4 odrd] CTLA-4 EL@iEs € "% i< & 1
Tz ez g > 808 T ek Bl 2m B4 > ¢ JBFEB LA F K[S] -

A xiE ;i;—'ﬁ i#3k A % % % ipilimumab 4 » i %55 & 0 22 nivolumab & # %5
F TP B/E B b % (intermediate/poor-risk ) 7 K & # %[5 R gt ) § fw e g o
BT 5 Rl o £ @ nivolumab, ipilimumab ** 83 § ko e i kA £
4™ ! nivolumab 3 mg/kg » & 3 ¥ - =X (@éﬁf%”?ﬂiﬁii 30 048) iR - X8
4 ipilimumab 1 mg/kg (:f 4 # P‘&ﬁ%;‘i 30 A4 ) EH O AR R A 4 =0 A

£ &
¥ H - Z4 %% (nivolumab 3 mgkg > # 2% - ) B F|A &R
EREXoF L a[5]

34 WHOATC % 5575~ 2 535V 38 ke ik i 5 Y
EF AT 2 R AP dols o

ﬁ

RS

(- ) WHO ATC 4 % 78

ZhAEY RhiFEs e ﬁ%‘iﬁ F3t2 2 L ¢ w (WHO Collaborating Centre for
Drug Statistics Methodology ) 2. ATC/DDD Index % F [6] * # % # % ipilimumab
2. ATC % %% % TLOIFX04 > @ ATC ~ $g#m+ 5S4k H TLOIFX | (2 © H $&
P2 R E 4 S 0)2 B 54§ edrecolomab ~ gemtuzumab ozogamicin ~
catumaxomab ~ brentuximab vedotin dmutuximab beta ~blinatumomab - elotuzumab ~
mogamulizumab - olaratumab - bermekimab - tafasitamab - enfortumab vedotin ~
polatuzumab vedotin ~ belantamab mafodotin ~ oportuzumab monatox ~ sacituzumab
govitecan % amivantamab °

S AR R EF IR (FF CFREM FECRSFIEEN)
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EP[7] F- B2 AXELATC I B 5 LOIFX 2. 17 B EFx 0 > 2
T EAANFFT F AT e )%_-g Bz TN wmiefp | TidREMETER
¥=xE “,% * % % 7. ipilimumab ¢ > % % JE sunitinib ~ pazopanib - lenvatinib -
cabozantinib ~ sorafenib -~ axitinib ~ temsirolimus ~ everolimus ~ nivolumab ~ avelumab
27 pembrolizumab % 11 78 2 5. =0 £ 3t A R 7 ¥ 3 Flm b g o

(Z) F2ARFIRNY & sk FRIg h 2 FLL R T

MR BRI A RT R AR LR R FTOL L ERY
HERE (% ~N& LAAB) &2 (548 FRpBESF) M F[8] - A@w it
AR PET R N T me B s H Y e v];:;\. LRERS A E S LR T

4 f)%"’z ¢ 4% sunitinib ~ pazopanib ~ cabozantinib ~ sorafenib - axitinib ~ temsirolimus -
everolimus ~ nivolumab % 8 58 » i % *} 4 JE interferon alpha-2a % aldesleukin % 2
it e B 2 F s 0 LR R e

i g iE A6 1 AR T axitinib FT* 34X i sunitinib 2 cytokine 7o £ ;‘x—‘ﬁ J
everolimus *2 #* ** & VEGF-targeted % /2 #& *z—*ﬁ »nivolumab *T* 3t L e & * if
i*—ﬂﬁﬁ“#m%“*kﬁ’&*“ig%aﬁ&%W**%%wh&“”
FoRieHAR O AFETREELEAGT F R TR - RSR L F
T

T S
JE* T & 1

m

o

2T SEERLEHT R T R E - RISR L
&5 Jmre A B P H o

Sunitinib 2 e A g s A F i * temsirolimus
Pazopanib 2 fmre A Ey fs 7 B * temsirolimus
Cabozantinib ] P/ER R R {7 @ % temsirolimus
Temsirolimus Ey -3 I~ fe A 7 TKI

JF 14 & cytokine # & fi—*‘ ’
Sorafenib Frx -

{87 # 1 * temsirolimus
Interferon alpha-2a Ey il o
Aldesleukin oy E £
(‘I) P #B‘%/V%M’f—ij"%ﬂgf

%45 NCCN £ ESMO - im® o frdnsl - #4453 ¢ AR ERD G2 Y
Ty FPEES D32 R L FEieRF 0 f A F S LM ipilimumab,

2
| i g

nivolumab 2 ¢t » & & % & @& cabozantinib, nivolumab -~ & & lenvatinib

DIVOIUINldb & Ielivaliniv,

CRARERSS T RARNEEFTRE  TABERFED S S RL .
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pembrolizumab ~ & & axitinib, pembrolizumab % 7 7 &£ & #& & Bdrd R 2 ok &
5|

£ ; gt ¢k > cabozantinib ¥ jhi * 4 3 NCCN 4p 3

BiEie R 2 — (category 2A)

e3> ESMO #p3lE ki At agdrildy o pt 2@ &R

cabozantinib ¥ “} » & NCCN :}F] 317 5 B 8 2Rk

12 ESMO #3513 * %

21
HAEZKRGZIrHIH 7 2L &2 FF2L B4 ¢ 7 sunitinib 12 2

pazopanib °

FEIRA SRS AR RE S PR AL H AR ESL ]
Jipkht 2 BREEH 2 ERe AT I TRELS L TE- R P

Fbgi—%r-r';{ ML o H A Jl‘ﬁ%}%;}ﬁ

v

7| 5 #£ X% 78 2. sunitinib ~ pazopanib %

—-N

cabozantinib 5 i & %% o

AACBARBERE G AR TioRP DL BRI T RPN F)
Az\ Dis o H E /i A /t ,;‘—!'\—I /’T’ :fj\ /‘ /l}\— ';-l;
ACERB | smprgps (W] o AR
R z G 47— )
& * nivolumab i *
WY R/E R R &
LO1FX04 , , o
- b (intermediate/poor ER S me/mL | i & e g ¢
wE T
i:mmf) risk) % B T e B | Al |0 ¥
RER (RCO) s * e % - 4t
e e
T iwe g
(1) i * > &5 T im
= B ATA R iE e
& (anti-angiogenic
therapy) e 8t ¥ §
05 Mg 4 o
(2) & * ipilimumab ¥ S A T TACER I L
LOIFFO1 L . o ge o ,
| vt RIE | EF TR P Ir
vaolumab A 10 , . L
;4 Jr. 7> BT 0 X Fﬁ?ﬁi%'“&%ﬁ?
CES- ¥ 3 . . el mg/mL . v
(intermediate/poor- Tlwre g Hpm@b iR
B e §
risk) & w0 A B F R LS Ea R A
o R hal HF B e
}?é' E%'IF% A o

(3) & * cabozantinib
T A R ER
o R hal HF B e
LS @.;I% A o

LO3AB04

(R 3 5357 ) it ] 6.000 | arm Ao £ e
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ATC % 5575 AT 2 >3 iE r-‘a’—IﬁL 75 iE
SA § (Fdeti 45— )
Interferon el MIU/ML ",% R EER N LR R
alpha-2a B ("L a-2A type) °
- QS )
N s ap | 18:000 R T e R &P
Aldesleukin . MIUML | 2 ¢ ZRppm kit * o
(1) is % # 'L im % 4] 1 &
Bt L B ve R o
SRR T e 25517 BR%
@ﬁgﬁ»};w;q > 1B Fl+ ¢ 103w F
LI R G g +
o F S (DR L §Edd %280 T
TLBET D T e g 2 R PR AE- E
PFEFAE - E II. Karnofsky Performance
(2)Karnofsky scale /i >+ 60 & 70 2. ¥
LOLEGO1 Performance scale a5 | 25 L& ¢ % K3 & §F &
Temsirolimus (KPS) 2260 2 702 | mg/mL 1 2gm/dL
B ¢ F IV.55 & (& n 4F B 42 i
FE ~ (DFD (S 4T 10mg/dL
EAZ % 10mg/dl ~ (5) V. 3 gk % 2 pr (lactate
' p& 5 2 fe (lactate dehydrogenase)4z & 1.5
dehydrogenase) 4z i 20 B
15 B & % & T~ (6) V9AgiE- B B
AAB- B EF TSR
TR R G) gt P2 b HB
it Mie B B fE PR ST R
TKI »
B T Y ¢ X
interferon-alpha F
o #p 5 o %2 % (RCC) interleukin-2 ;& % pT 0 &
z e B % B E A BB LR
LO1EXO02 interferon-alpha | A2 2k e
Sorafenib interleukin-2 Js F % | 2 200 mg P E A FBEL LR
e A EUL A _V}?i » JE f+ & cytokine
BEFIcRF2ZHmL FLmFrEELRER?
sorafenibe & g 7| 8 41 #1 5
L 3

Lo B LR kMR
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AT? b 1R AT 2 iz e r—‘v’—IﬁL TR FiEe
Sl 2 (G- )
I oo
I
temsirolimus °
T L B - it
Wor A
() & % &% 5% 0 S
P R/ERR %G EE OES E:-TEFEY-2 18
B E e ym Ao BIERL &R Tlm
LOIEX07 | (2) & % 4 § &7 | W2 | 20/40/ % R Ao RS RIA

Cabozantinib

EAY/ BEIREE Jagl: §
B E e R A e
* &2 nivolumab £
BT A R B
X e R o B e

60 mg

% temsirolimus e

2) £+ Ffin ? AT A R
EIPISE /g gl I T e
imre )%.}?5 A o

LO1EXO01

Sunitinib

WOr N A R aL &
T e [
L3 me L%']*

12.5/25/
37.5/50

mg

TR - AU R
B LT e T

iRm0 @il R

* ¥ 14 temsirolimus o

LO1EX03
Pazopanib

22 [N AR ECE S
R o BF AT e dg
ERLRCLED * RT3
RN R TR AN ELE

Y
p

200 mg

el

RARAIE N BIET) 3

WA T o TR

=

&
B
Al

3

b LR R o M kK

Y
—_- "

LN

7 ¥+ temsirolimus e

* W5 AT B Sutent 2 12.5 mg 538 & R v g2 rL4] o
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ZRRFEREE (FYPRTRELR)

#4F % 1 & %4 CADTH/pCODR~PBAC % NICE 2 3 f 44 4355 4 2 2
I *# PG R s F R HTE LR LD
Cochrane/PubMed/Embase 47 B ¥ j& - "B fi# 3 & F {1 30575 2 X 23R
2P m AR IR % o

ki w0

CADTH/pCODR | *8 2018 & 11 * 24, -

(e & =)

PBAC (i) £2018 & 77 2 2018 117 3 = KT H -

NICE (#R) 32019 & 57 & 2022 &30 24

FoERETA SMC( gkt i) F R H3= R 42 130 2019 & 6 7 23 o

Cochrane/PubMed/Embase == & % -
féﬁé‘i’;—‘ﬁﬁf#—i TR | 352022 # 57 31 p iz o

3 1 SMC % Scottish Medicines Consortium gk jf Z 4 £ ¢ HER
(- ) CADTH/pCODR ( 4t £ * )

* CADTH z. > B . » 4 > M4E5 ipilimumab > & JE—- (>822 A X 2 240 i
2 ZERARA AT 2018 £ 11 0 A 2[9]

1. ¥k

kA EBRES L TR a2 kR F A4 | € (pCODR Expert Review
Committee, pERC)z& & X 1p111mumab & * nivolumab * 3t ¢ R/¥ R b 'k
(intermediate/poor risk) #. Hp ¥ w2 I IR ER T F_ A4 IMDC
(International Metastatic Renal Cell Carcinoma Database Consortium) & # =iz » ¥

s 44 z1 2 2k .
R T AR

XA E L 3T im%]’fﬂp\ 0
R A B IR 2 R L
PISE ) T Jﬁi, VR T REL S A e

2. ER¥EHEA
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pERC #2Z:x % & & nivolumab, ipilimumab - #_%] % 3% & & nivolumab

ipilimumab #p $.** sunitinib /% fek »x £ 3 7 > A3 & & nivolumab, ipilimumab
EAL P B EFATRA R & T d F A F Y (overall survival)fe E BELE 5

(objective response rate) o ¢t “F > 4p m’“ sunitinib > & # nivolumab, ipilimumab 3

¥V d2 g 4 F R o pERC %% £ # nivolumab, ipilimumab #? A i i€ (patient
values)— Ik > AT PL SR B B P B G S e L Wﬁrv—}}is SR A S i
v i T o

Rm o AR E RN PHERT 0 & E nivolumab, ipilimumab 4p #.* sunitinib 7

(1) Sunitinib 2 pazopanib % % — %'iﬁ?%ﬂi?}é#%i%’ﬁ °
(2) Temsirolimus & 5 & b *& 5 4 ¥ &< k- R EHE o RESRY o

4. APEFAE L 2L

() 2 B ¢ 2@ &y 74 5 CheckMate214 385 o
(2) B2 7% CheckMate214 £ % 5 4% nivolumab, ipilimumab ¥? sunitinib i& {7 +* $i&2 >
4 B €335 sunitinib e scx % > M % ¥ ¢k 3t pazopanib e

3) &Ef*\ CheckMate214 £5 & ~ & mre }gp)];; Ao et B o€ g@@ Tk ;}Eﬁ N
(Clinical Guidance Panel)® % dp 1! 22 % w92 f i 4 L N R w4
> F]pt e & CheckMate214 :#5%. ;»E th iRt 2L R dm e T 4o

4 % R gp.u:? CheckMate214 :#5% & % %&p'r B oxFlp 4 PD-L1 2 3E @ 5 7
Feootal & & B uE 4R PD-L1 £ & (T3 8+ EE o

5. H ¥ TRARIL

(DL%‘M—“%*mWMmbmMmm%$%*mf@gﬂ@,mﬁﬁ&$
%"*ﬁl?ﬁ/r}%‘%ﬁm = ﬁ-’lﬂiﬁg;fﬂ }%&zﬂagéﬁiﬁ_ﬁy
5 Lk R Cf R A S R R
(2) 3t p w & A 4% sunitinib & pazopamb s - Mo led Ad Iﬁﬁjﬁaﬂg it
Hpc o AR ERRAFIFERAHGRE T FERLER KSR

& —"‘Ff # 3 5 ¥ ¥ nivolumab, 1p111mumab ToR e

(=) PBAC (&)

% PBAC 2. 2B 4 F > 4~ B 45 ipilimumab> & EA (2 A% Z 40 b 2
FEHAFLI 2018 E T HE 110 AA[10,11] > HiE B L
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1. %

BETTHAAG R 12 LA #RER "2 T > PBAC 23k % ipilimumab
# * nivolumab #3 ¢ B/ B kb * (intermediate/poor risk) % = ¥ & e 4] ¥ im e
T 4 E - USR5 PR R R Al

(1) Ipilimumab % nivolumab 7% 375 R

A AR & REE R T e o R R 5 B (International Metastatic Renal
Cell Carcinoma Database Consortium, IMDC)*® & /€ & kb & % & »

B A WHO Mac ki F 2 40T > 2

C. Ipilimumab & /f £ nivolumab =& 3 j5 s & » 1% 2 00 5 s e3f Hio o

D. S isRied L RS AR - BsR o

w

(2) Nivolumab 4 * j55

Ao A2 f e B § 4 K| nivolumab v ipilimumab & B i o 1T 5 2 A
e % LY

Nivolumab & ff i® 2 H — Jof # 3t b B )];3 )

C. Ml AFEFIR&ARF BT EIRARER

©

2. ZFRLHEA

}&—# FF R OPBACIR: TRAZEY F & ’); LB B iR - AL 0 A
HEHWRG EREGEET * a0E & b & (poor prognostic risk) i 4 EFE e
PBAC F & ¥~ & ot B h o AP #.>% sunitinib © & & ipilimumab, nivolumab #% & 7

kg ¥ ek i‘?céiﬂ;i ; ’* Mo Fi'r‘éa’ S AN % B 7 & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab 7%

BE A EETE > EREH & & 2%k v B (incremental cost-effectiveness ratio,
ICER)E  # FE 2} F {‘4 FRXE R ot o PBAC 25 &% 4 it B3t
e ICER £ 3|7 X ihfe [l -

R X BRPFPBAC LA BT R KEEY BTSRRI
iz (utilisation estimates) % | & & #rjiik 7 B4R AN AR E B aF IR g o @
BEARR B v e o PBAC iR & £ " 0 ¥ 335 nivolumab

"% 1§ -1t ipilimumab *% § g st Fei% ICER £ 5| ¥ &% mqsa ¥ > %] nivolumab % §&
B b pERPIEE £ YRR RS TR A D

! Ipilimumab % nivolumab ¥ /i § 9} »x ik & (effective price)2. T - L #& B 3E H47de o
FATIEAR 5 i h ‘E_(estimated utilisation) » #-F& 3 T G| £ B o

A TRA R 3R % 4 & ipilimumab, nivolumab % A% H R > E i A MIA LFEF B
ipilimumab % nivolumab ;5% » @ A f@k F 557 > i A A %3 % & % nivolumab ¥ — J57%
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(98]
\\\?{r

Y
Y e

(1) PBAC F & sunitinib & if & 03 & %4 5 g 2 T A% sunitinib * »*
ERRSGTE L 0 RiRA L ERR e 4 B L S 7 5 sunitinib

(&% pazopanib®) °
(2) PBAC ip N E & B & e A & * sunitinib 2 pazopanib f AT 23

s s ¥Ry P"_{{F.#m.q. o

4, ApEPRTE F 21

(1) 2 B € S+ @&y 74 5 CheckMate214 ;85 o

(2) " & CheckMate214 #FZ ¥ BT eniidt P B B e e d oy L
FoA R € RMPHRDEHE ipilimumab, nivolumab .i_?”&f%:},% B bR
sunitinib 0 FEF F 0o B R I B2 AR HLE T F Rantg R o

(3) BEER A fhiny @ N ehE TR B B LRI R TUE AT s gjk

IBeEend b A 3vam A AN LFE 5 EL sunitinib io 5 s < R

BAF R AN - A EE R A 2% 23 4 ;e > CheckMate214 éﬁ%i‘ﬁ%
& © ipilimumab, nivolumab ¥ 4p #%*% sunitinib 2§ #F fE 3 LF 25 4
TR BA TR AEBE LR ] RBALBAEM S LE BRI T
L2 S #4504 R ¢ i & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab £
sunitinib g V¢ > EF 2P BA DL IR o

(4) #+ b 4 B €35 CheckMate214 35 %3 chigs b i 7 i Bb 1 15 g g »
ERFLE > ARV BRLEAEVEFOpHERE -

4 by

5. e g B

(1) PBAC#p i > % %4 & # ipilimumab, nivolumab * % — &g » ipf i AR M-
AR S H A KT 2 SRR TKLS R (5 7 A% - #)° 3 i PBAC
iwE 0 R 4R 2 axitinib ~ cabozantinib ~ sorafenib ~ everolimus = nivolumab
H-okzm o DRE ]L\}?i/\vtw < 18 TKI /5% °

(2) PBAC:u: fo% — s % £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab (& & # PD-1 & PD-L1
Fr )i o A R B id Fook? E X nivolumab ¥ - (o Fl i A
PR R LR ot e PBAC A U G RF R HIMEF AR
nivolumab ¥ — ;o & iF 227237 o

(3) # % & # ipilimumab, nivolumab ** % — 4 » Ff # nivolumab ** % = &R g
FOR-G AR ML FEH A ROTE 2 R % nivolumab dup 4 T i § LA H
ipilimumab. nivolumab 5 /% © &% % - e F ~ ¥ ipilimumab jof £ 3

25wk & > 112 IMDC 3¢ s bRk & \£z+(favorable)m)]% Ao

° Pazopanib e i #_F 3t ¥7 sunitinib 4p 1t e S AL 7K o
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(4) ¥R 2 Tf Fr k3 Bl £ @ ipilimumab, nivolumab ;5 #F &
5’» PR LR EE G FRA LR LR
B e SR iy e ? £ ) k3 > infliximab #* M58 513 2B L ¥ KA

%w%%$d’ﬂ~%%#%%wo

(Z)NICE (¥ %)

% NICE 2. 2> B 3 F > 4~ B 47 ipilimumab > & jE- 22 &~ % % 5 4ph 2
FEHAR L AT 2022 & 3 0 A [12]° EE £ BEPN B Aol o

AR P EE ERRREEFRSTI02 T o NICE 23k % ipilimumab & *
nivolumab #i i £ IMDC #- %325 5 ¢ B/£ A& b & (intermediate/poor risk)2. %
BE e g E A Y -SSR

2. ZFRE A

(1) 44 5 195 %% % 1 & & (Cancer Drugs Fund, CDF)iT * ¢ I {2 3%
(managed access agreement) # W £ 2. 3 ¢F TR Hp 8 (7 1@ R ARG
CheckMate214 #5 { #Terfy sk 4755 % > 1 2 1% SACT F 4 & (Systemic
Anti-cancer Therapy dataset)#7 % f 3% B CDF # * #cdy o

(2) ¢ R/ERR'GY T M L oh% - SUSRE# ¢ 3 sunitinib~pazopanib
cabozantinib # tivozanib ; ¥F] cabozantinib % tivozanib * i 45Tk pF T 2L L
BioHEH > AR 5 VR

(3) { ATeipk R FEIRE ¢ & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #.3% sunitinib ¥
i A RS 3 %P ¢ @ sunitinib 2 pazopanib AR LG & AR et 0 F
TRERFFFE-HRFE pazopamb SRl AR

’

o4
H
e

o
=

(4) £ @ ipilimumab, nivolumab & ¥ i ¢S Ak B3 E % A NICEE ¥ 35
FERLDEFIN O FLERT RS r‘} £ 1 ipilimumab, nivolumab i * o
3. %4 &

Ap B et $ - 5 sunitinib % pazopanib ; e F ¥ R % H & & ipilimumab,
nivolumab > F ¥ i i = J5f BL IS e0 & W] 33 B (potential shifting of lines of

Pk %A M i 4040 A 31 (TASB1)? 2019 & 5 7 224 [13]0 § Bk hnFah s 4
i ipilimumab & * nivolumab i IMDC ® B/E &b 'k (intermediate/poor risk) Bt ) ¥l %5 iy
AEE - MK 0 A %15 CheckMate214 3# Sk #edp & 7 = 8 > 8 (¥ & ¥ ipilimumab, nivolumab
oL EF L A TN XAk BT EAENICEREG VT ﬁ? HE R o
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treatment in the treatment pathway)9 -
4. ApEHR R % 21

(1) 2 B ¢ 4/ hi & ¥ FAH 5 CheckMate214 355 % 45353k FF P~ 18 3 ik
530 0 AR (EED 2018 # 8 1) g L ATERERI G LB 60
B0 licp(FEP-1 2021 & 2 % )5 3 T[%/}v}frf.&f?g,‘z_h ) A TR T
b * +“ (hazard ratio) ¥ A 7 P #7225 (0.66 [95% CI 0.54 to 0.80]% 0.68 [95% CI
0.58t0 0.81]) > i» & 7+ & & ipilimumab, nivolumab %8 4p #>% sunitinib 2 § £ f&
Tk o

(2)SACTFI’I. YHEP 2019 F 8" 3 202031191’?’—’,’—:?814@_-‘])%’\E$§
CDF # * & # ipilimumab, nivolumab ;5% m&:b;(iw ~# 108 B * > gja
FIS2247 7 )ivismdr@pTs 4R g4p # 2% % 27 CheckMate214
385 1 {7 4p v* (naive comparison)’> ¥ % SACT ¥ 1‘i E_)?a A fX & @ ipilimumab,
nivolumab ;&R (3 B H RIEHF EHK L > P &7 i FFIA §}?a A aE R
Fu L SACT Ffed R R %GJp ¢ 6 F (35% vs. 21%) « B84 | 305
SACT Ftledhys A gt e fii F pr 3 WTRk § 74 ¢ < ¢ @ ipilimumab,
—nivolumab ipd s ARG e d 2t SACT Fftledd £ gaidsgdy - L | § 1
11 CheckMate214 3¢5 = 1 & 735 T AL o

() =k & Fdp I i P enig A2 £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab je A A
AR FNT B & e gcps Fr ] & (tyrosine kinase inhibitor, TKI)F $% i 4 ch% > %
’?ﬁ"' 4 B ¢4 1 & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab &% ¥ - & F L e ¥ i fi & 9

A LEE A EK%)%EF FE e BT SR FERfoASENE B E A AT
%o Ft L R € R i & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab 5 R 4p #3t TKI &t %

B 4F o

-

50864 R § MR

(1) £ R ¢735 & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab % & & b *& J5 * 4R $$72 5 ¥ it § 3%
PRR MR A AT i B AL R R G H 4 sunitinib o8 EiL o 12t
£ @ ipilimumab, nivolumab ;&% ek B wl4F 5 A @ o At = { ATIER
R T AR RIS R R ET O EE AL 478y -

(2) Wi & 7dp ! CheckMate214 t#2 c— 8 ¥ 18 4 1555 % B om B B "B
(sarcomatoid dlsease)-)]% A F X & ¥ ipilimumab, nivolumab ;5 4p #23% sun1t1n1b
TN LG o E o TR OB e A G RE R R % { £ (tumour

mutational burden) » ¥ it p L iR ¢ RS FocE o

4 IB:}f;} SACT F e cnficdy 0 % - 45+ sunitinib /r%‘mﬁfa A 5 4 % * nivolumab £ cabozantinib
(g2 ‘i/r Fooom v - MEXLEH mlhmumab nlvolumab el E A0 R F ¥R
cabozantinib > ¥ ~ 7 i 4% sunitinib - tivozanib + & # lencatinib, everolimus ¥ e
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Lo # 6 FR T
(1) SMC (@)

% SMC 2. 2B F - 42> M43 ipilimumab - & - & A% B T A4p M 2
AT 2019 £ 6 0 XA [14] ) HF AL BN FAols o

SMC & 3% %  ipilimumab # * nivolumab # 3 ¢ B /€ & kb '
(intermediate/poor rlsk)Fﬁ,EP Tt s & Lk - Bip o ERGHuRd 5
CheckMate214 £ 5% & % ¥ ot & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #*% sunitinib ¥ & %
73 A R G B T i A #Z v 3744 > Z(Patient Access Scheme, PAS):z &

7 & # ipilimumab, nivolumab ;5% = &3tk o

2 RFFRLAM

(1) 45
~3E 2 * 2248 F Cochrane/PubMed/Embase T + Tl B 2. & 2 3 p 4o
17T 3] PICOS fis #0&F (51 > W& 3 & A ZRATHELHIRET 2 5 4

# (population) ~ j5>% > /# (intervention ) ~ % »< ¥ P& 5 ( comparator ) ~ K »Tip]
ik (outcome ) % F7 3 3+ > 2 (study design) > H & if it F@ 4o

PrERIYR/ERRGZ AT AT BX SRk
Population BLHP § P Ry cPBL I F e e Ry S A

PR GE R e Ay

Intervention ipilimumab # * nivolumab

P o e R gE RS % % sunitinib -

Comparator
pazopanib ~ cabozantinib % i
Outcome ¥R BEAMAESTEAAHE 2
RN E }F*J% W RE (systematic review) ~ (L & A 47
Study design

(meta-analysis) ~ % #% ¥ P& # % (randomized
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controlled trial)

i p + 1k 2. PICOS > i% 1% Cochrane/PubMed/Embase % )I% FARLE > 3 2022
£ 8" 3 p » 12 (ipilimumab AND nivolumab AND renal cell carcinoma) #37 B
YT EFIF 0 H0F Lk L

Q) HF 2%

%1 ik Kk o>t PubMed % & J& 126 ¥ 74> * Embase £ & j& {7 490
¥ F AL >+t Cochrane Library £ & j& 237 £ 325 T 5 G vﬁct A2 )’% » Bk Y
ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ’#%%ﬁbﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂaié,ﬁﬁévﬁ@»4ziz
ENERS 8 3 R N VER ke Lk Y L N C RSO K AL T -
&)o

BAv o Bor i 62 & "ii‘.%#*i%ﬁ@éﬁ%éﬁi'l?f"v PR o AR - AR R
ﬂF 25 CheckMate 016 ~ % II #p :25% CheckMate 800 %2 % II #f 3% PRISM % EI
b $ & ipilimumab, nivolumab ™ 7 f F € &R AL FEHET Y 0 F ok r g “f 3
IIIb # E5% CA209-8Y8 % % IIIb/IV #p 2Lt fia 4 38 % CheckMate 920 » # F' 9
'L & # ipilimumab, nivolumab #2 ¥ * nivolumab » v fi &2tk R B K 0
P¥£ 31 & & ipilimumab, nivolumab * *t & L5 &5 44 PG 4 ~ Karnofsky %% &t sk
i3 50 & 60%: 2-® e A F ¥ A TRA iR sk “f VT’II% AL HeSR Y
ﬁagiﬁw%%ﬁ'&aﬁﬁ RE RS A SR U C
CheckMate 214> H q_#*“f 3E R EE R 3L AL REHREEZE 3 AF
* AE fiifﬁfﬁ‘?% i?ﬂr;\ﬁ'w R R 41 i?}’%;\ oo 3 11 L0 /,?JY
U&%p30$pﬁgﬁ$*%£mwﬂ’#ﬁﬁ%%%€%%W%%’;%%
B e *g / (European Medicines Agency, EMA)#% % 37 2 [56]4¢ v 4p Bf iy -

Zﬁ’r Tk" F—" ‘3".)

BAe o~ 42 5 % %‘blf’*?‘}*kﬂ*é‘p’? BE LAY > AL - aﬁ#kkf
YR LAGEEND I F’ﬁg%-@ » 8 4 4 3% CheckMate 214 5 #
AR X AP FT AT (REFFRERAIT) 21 LR EE RS
TR R B2 (P LR BB 58 e 5gmm&wmwa
Lf%ﬁm?ﬁ%ﬂﬂé85%&%6&&@&&%@&%%@ﬁﬁﬁwmﬂ
Rl AR Lo 28 kY pew R T LS 4 4164, 6518 (7 F BHAR i -

33
=
A
?

e t%&x ey

-

[T 2 i fok i85 41 1 ]

B CheckMate 214 g5

T jeh % Z 2% 4 nivolumab, ipilimumab ;™ 2 LB ¥ EL BLprd| A E r TKI 2. 2 & (40 & &
pembrolizumab, axitinib ~ & # nivolumab, cabozantinib ~ & # avelumab, axmmb)L WL o
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A FEp ok
o BN EE L upE A R(l]) s AR B SHE - F 3%
— SR A i K F] S 7 45 IMDC B % A SE(M R %[0 B B & F15 ]

vs. " BRR%G[1 & 2B]vs. EARGBIOB]) 1A EEE
B(ER vs. v &5 fomit vs. Hi = F)o

o E# IS KM

c JEHFRINL AW AT we R

o NHLEP(F i H %:‘ié%} M R AT B A SR ) B A R i be F~

R R |e AT AERE FEPIAR

e Karnofsky % i ;& f& 4 #>70%°

o BELG RS EAES AR A R AOTER SR
14 = g @& * pE A T A FIE & LA PR > 2SR

o M F‘ﬁif?‘??fﬁ%]iii 21 3 % 5. ¢ nivolumab > fr#F Mﬁ;}?‘ﬁﬁ—ﬁ;*\]'fi

# 27 1 ¥ suenipilimumab » # 3 3 - =& > X 4 R GEEY)

gig'% Q‘El‘ . 2= v . 2 - 2= 1 . “e 4,
. o BHE2%%5 5273 % iudnivolumab B — Jak (i)
Sl o P o
- volumab EINRAREM A RBRI DA
nivolumab,

© Rk AFEDNRFRBEDHAAMT LF R QI
F p% % % nivolumab {v ipilimumab > % it %4 & * nivolumab
aPELT o

ipilimumab)

* Sunitinib 1 S0mg cAEHE v PREE - F X - X o HFF 4K
FRELE - F 6T - BEY S INHPFF T ARABE L

REREL O

R e
(Sunitinib)

c ERAZRA TSP RELRRGH AN OS N g
% 4% R ¢k ORR 2 PFS

© FEFordpi i ok A w EE DSOS~ PFS 2 ORR

© FEERBA RS Kb % L 0SPFS 2 ORR > ¥ &% £

7 Adp e Bb s i PD-L1 4 B A 475 i &

OB A HF R AFALLE Y R LR D G A

FKSI-19 ] & % 4p B k'~ 2 FACT-G Bl & £ B 10 b 4 75 5
FY~  EQ-5D-3L Bl B AR Bk 7

o X ARG B0 X AT

© £ i &gy B4 fiech alpha B4 5 5 ORR 0.001 + PFS
0.009-~0S0.04: % OSF K F 2P 2472 1 B ¥ L7 >
W% - P s 7P analpha B 5 0.002 -

o H - Y A rER(2017 £ 8 1 fFE-FAE T & R oondp ik
(0S)is » k-5 202017 & 11 " R » B @ AR 2 Ad 4
R REERR % F % P sunitinib e e W 3 & &

or

\
=
S,
—=

Y

®
R

1%

b
P
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ipilimumab, nivolumab ‘& i % ;5% ; L 3F & & ipilimumab,

nivolumab 5 4 fdeipf 2 £ B ERBES T X NRA
I & 2 JE X hF ) A3 nivolumab L H b &

B EF uzo‘?ﬁé_:ﬁé&% 3 mgkg =+ A k- X o & F W E LE 240
mgF A k- X (BFE R 5 ~F480mgF o k- %) o

ﬂﬁ’ﬁ, : IMDC, International Metastatic Renal Cell Carcinoma Database Consortium; OS, overall
survival (& 48 73 /5 #); ORR, objective response rate (% B F J& 5 ); PFS, progression-free
survival (& E i 7375 #); FKSI-19, Functional Assessment of Cancer Therapy—Kidney Symptom
Index; FACT-G, Functional Assessment of Cancer Therapy—General, EQ-5D-3L, EuroQol five
dimensional three level.

* R TS @ A B ETIINES 4 il P <l & ~ Karnofsky #8 it B Ak A #<70% >~ 5 Sz M D
BT R (S AT AT 10mg/dL s P BRI E F B P Rt E L L

§ Karnofsky #8 it % i ~ #1370 1 100 4 » A fcfi s - A i RR 4 F -

| FKSI-19 B % & 2 19 B30 P (4rdk 754 ~ k¥ ~ ool s Fmls A F B 8) 5 A did 0
TT6A ABAE O RRET

YFACT-G K % ¢ 3 27 B35 p » 7 [F* 4 B 5 v & 7 & 48 24 (physical wellbeing) ~ 4+ ¢ 2 Fl
2 4% (social and family wellbeing) ~ % 2 4% (emotional wellbeing) ~ # it % 4% (functional
wellbeing) 5 ~ #cd 03 108 » > ~ ¥l & » REWMMLIESTHE -

# EQ-5D-3L B % ¢ 3 5 B & w({7d 4 [mobility] ~ p #* B £ [self-care] ~ p ¥ /& # [usual
activities] ~ 7% 5§ % % if [pain and discomfort] ~ & # % E Jg [depression and anxiety]) » 2 % 1
LA %Y ¢ B (visual analogue rating scale, VAS); # it 5 1 & v cFip| £ A HokiE + B R R Foen
i E g4 5 1 B @ (utility index) > VAS #icied 0 3 100 > utility index #&igd 0% 1
EPY ITRESS LT3 Y ¥ S0

B. 54 BB T

2014 # 10 " 1 2016 & 2 * HF > £ 3 1,096 fi«‘flii AR A H
?O77% (847 )5 ¢ RS E AR R '&H 4 0 3t E # ipilimumab, nivolumab v 2
sunitinib fe 4 W] § 425 i % 422 o A e d SRR BRI L2 5V A g TR
WERSMERR R A 0 MR RO RE o A R R AR

WP RZERR SR EHEY A mp L A dpin o Bl ik 6l
o= AT TERES TT 20.1%) 5 ¢ RR %L Gk 0 PD-LI
2B 21%F b 25% > & WG 12%k 4§ Fe sl 2 T8%p 4 B R T
*7"%,’{#‘:?0

Sk B ATA 5 B (FALREE 3 2021 £ 2 9 EBEER ¢ il 67.7 # 9)[19]> & # ipilimumab,
nivolumab ‘2 e infr cops 4 P T5%tie K22 B0 pEBRE S B E g G
Aieht ELERBE- R
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C. Friatr%
(@) P B2 LR LG EH

22017 # 8 % GEBBER ¢ o8 252 1B 1 )ik 7 9F 2eh ¥ - x#p ¢ A47[15]
FEEPEY A B AR R x:}ﬂ # > £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab % £? sunitinib
PP LR A0S2 ORREXRFHF 3 2 0SSP 28ks®id AEF2 260
® " (HR 0.63°99.8% CI 0.44 to 0.89;p<0,001)°ORR % %] % 42%% 27% (p<0.001);

% PFS » & 823 ¥4+ & & ipilimumab, nivolumab e i w (7 = #cs =] 5 11.6
B2 %2 84B" »HRO0.82°99.1% CI0.64 to 1.05; P=0.03) > e 2/ % 8 Xif
i3t g ¥ (alpha level 0.009) °

PR S FRE T R PR ol B 4 [16-19]0 AdR 2 0T B JE hE AT
S 72022 & 50 g AT Cancer 2. HES 0 S EPER(P 2¥kE 677 B Y)
%[19] > & # ipilimumab, nivolumab ‘e i7 4% 3 & 3L iE>" sunitinib 2 0S %

ORR %% ;s & 1 1p111mumab nivolumab % % sunitinib 24 %[5 53%% 65%
Pt BEBE PR £ i ipilimumab, nivolumab ‘= & ¥ &% & 5. 5

& g AT Fr] &L sunitinib (25%) pazopanib (19%)% axitinib (19%) > @ sunitinib
MR G LA A BRFr4] A nivolumab (38%)0 424 & & F AT2 e A axitinib (26%)
% cabozantinib (16%) - - wmip 5k scs % 5 Book = -

- P/ERBEH A ZARHR RS R

A& 247 EdR[15] B AT A 47 By [19]
& &
A~ i ipilimumab, Sunitinib ipilimumab, Sunitinib
M nivolumab (422 *) nivolumab (422 +)
(425 ~) (425 *)
FALED~ P 2017 & 8 * 2021 & 2 *
I HEPFR P i 252 B 2 67.7 i "
% e 3 & Froxdp th 0 B 5 P (alphalevel 0.040 % — =8 @ [4 & ]4 47 5 0.002)
i u:ﬁ”z WA E T 26.0 i 47.0 1 26.6 1
0.63 0.68
HR (R ¥ & /F) 99.8% CI 0.44 to 0.89; 95% C10.58 to 0.81;
P<0.001 P<0.001 (descriptive)
1207 G3E 80% 72% - -
% 18 37 B3t 75% 60% - -
% 24 " Gt E[18] - - 66% 52%
% 30 B mE[17] - - 60% 47%
¥ 42 B0 B E[17] - - 52% 39%
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a4 & 47 BdR[15] B ATA 47 Py [19]
£ £
o ipilimumab, Sunitinib ipilimumab, Sunitinib
- nivolumab (422 ) nivolumab (422 )
(425 *) (425 *)
¥ 48 B " HtiE[18] - - 50% 36%
%60 @7 G3tiE - - 43% 31%
I A & rcdptk 0 £ LS & (alpha level 0.001)
42% 27% 42% 27%
ORR .
P<0.001 P<0.0001 (descriptive)
Complete response 9% 1% 11% 2%
Partial response 32% 25% 31% 25%
FREFER? ik WA E T 18.2 i 2 WA E T 19.7 i 2
A &R redpth ¢ & B 135 8 (alpha level 0.009)
LIS ;3 11.6 & * 8.4 i * 11.6 & * 8.3 i ”
0.82 0.73

HR (2 #f % )

99.1% CI0.64 to 1.05;
P=0.03 (& i 5335 %)

95% C10.61 to 0.87;
P=0.0004 (descriptive)

$12B B3t 49.6% 42.6% - -
$ 2480 6 L8] : : 36% 2%
%30 B 7 53 EL7] : : 35% 20%
4280 G R[] : : 33% 1o%
¥ 488 Ry B[18] : : 33% 12%
W60 B0 G : : 31% 1

(b) ¥ B2 R G4 EHL = EHA

£%F OS 2 ORR #315 » &4 ~ 1w ~ 3 % ~IMDC kb %A 5~ ¥ Fia%
T PD-Ll 2B ERBABPIR TR RIS HEE LR RBEL
T P 4

ipilimumab, nivolumab i e3#g w [15] ©

MER L T8 o B4 PD-L1 £ E -~ E P Btk $ Hk(sarcomatoid features):}?a

LR P koA RE O fF - KR R EA R

I i % PD-LI % E[15]

s 4 PD-L1 % B 21%28 <1%4 7 % %3 4 ~ > @3 PD-L1 A R -

PD-L1>1%5 % % ¥ 45 P AE[15] -
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o8 P /ER D o 4k PD-L1 A T2 R E AT R LB #2521 )

PD-L1>1% PD-L1<1%
-t -t
o ipilimumab, Sunitinib | ipilimumab, Sunitinib
nivolumab (422 ) nivolumab (422 1)
(425 *) (425 *)
LA - S W AE T 19.6 i * WA E T WA E T
HR (7 6 % 1) 0.45 0.73
oS (95% C1 0.29 to 0.71) (95% CI1 0.56 to 0.96)
12 B B3 E 86% 66% 80% 75%
518 BT 3t E 81% 53% 74% 64%
ORR 58% 22% 37% 28%
LA - S 22.8 i " 59 @ 11.0 i * 10.4 i *
PFS HR (7 6 % ) 0.46 1.00
(95% CI1 0.31 to 0.67) (95% CI1 0.80 to 1.26)

II. E p %k #x(sarcomatoid features):])% A [20, 44]

#t ESMO dp sl 2t Bk TR/ 4 0 W ZlER Y LRtk & B4
B Bt g ATA PR DR L[3] 5 AR LR 1 K 444 CheckMate 214
WERTHRONEGOR B 1*‘5:)]% A T F 18 4F & 1 4 37 (post-hoc exploratory
analysis)=dp 71| < }E& BE[20]; 13 145 =gd ¢ A gh2 F AT e
G opEAR LA DL G P B A DR DY RAE R R R R 139
Ao & & ipilimumab, nivolumab % % sunitinib 4 %5 74 =% 65 = &
E’_}?a A Hp E A 5 3 2019 E 8 P GEMPFERT P @ik : 477 B Y )ehe r i
% &1 > & @& ipilimumab, nivolumab ‘& 4p #>* sunitinib £+ OS ~ PFS 2 ORR ¥
FRERGRERSDLR ek 4 M Y AF MG w0 B Bk
B ERb GRS EEA I

LG BE e B2 @}im%;ﬁsw » F 96%7m * ¥ Rl & PD-L1 %
RE o ﬂ ¢ 52%.;;3 4 PD-L1=1%"; @ fuyt ¥ 4 @ i&- % i PD-LI z«lm\%frm
%M &% PD-L1 £ 3E > ¥ ¥ BE%5 & & ipilimumab, nivolumab ‘e =h4p %

YeE o m o F et R & PD-L121%% PD-LI<1%Jp * ¥ 7 483040 02(4p $15¢
AP RZERRGRHAEEY BPD-LIAREAP2LE%G T) Frk 4 o

t CheckMate 214 Fé%ﬁ”‘ﬂ]%‘,_ #dgst@ RFLp A LT LG R BES

R R R RTOR[66] 0 B At A B PD-1/PD-L1 4l A & R R HAN LG OR AR
e 3 B ve LR [ R

VEEIR O B PR PD-LIZ1%E A AFEHY R LR R G LT R R (25%) °
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41 P/ERR "R A2 R TR PR EF T R GEHY #8477 B )Y
g ammmae s |
E -L1=21%5 + 2 PD-L1<1%5 *
& i gt gt
& i ipilimumab, | Sunitinib | ipilimumab, | Sunitinib | ipilimumab, | Sunitinib
nivolumab | (65 *) | nivolumab | (33 *) | nivolumab | (29 *)
(74 *) (36 %) (35 %)
oS wAE T 14.2 WA E T 20.9 40.4 13.8
¢ #ic HR 0.45 HR 0.42 HR 0.38
(") (95% C1 0.3 t0 0.7) (95% C10.20t0 0.91) | (95% CI10.20to 0.71)
ORR 61% 23% 69% 24% 54% 21%
CR 19% 3% 22% 3% 17% 3%
PFS 26.5 5.1 WA E T 4.4 10.9 5.1
¢ #ic HR 0.54 HR 0.31 HR 0.65
(") (95% C1 0.3 t0 0.9) (95% CI10.16t0 0.62) | (95% CI0.34 to 1.23)

ML B A A % 3[21]

B MEE BB 1 B &4 CheckMate 214 385 #70 » 1772
e SPRSMERRGF K5 60

FCRLE TR =
P A A CRFE T A ATl A2 (210

:}?a A X5 3t 4 ipilimumab, nivolumab % % sun1t1n1b w31 =2 29
,E'_}?a AR £ 3 0 @ 35 & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab E'_}?a AR A

o b (S B B B TT% vs 62%) ~ 5 R B % 4 (19% vs T%) ~ e f B
FERA 5 4 PR 13% vs 7% > 5 T1% vs 66%) ©

22017 # 8 1 GEEBER Y i 324 B At AR AT 0 & H
ipilimumab, nivolumab ‘& 1p #.** sunitinib £** OS 2 & 7 T %372 ORR IF #: 7 &
FedbF o B B OS P sl B A AET]Z 334 B 7 (HR0.56 ° 95% CI10.19
t01.59)» 77§ ¥ 31 2 ORR 4 5] 3 39%2 31% @ &/ 5 ¥ 3% 2~ PFS pl§
3 sunitinib fe A (P B 125 ¥ vs 152 % * 'HR 1.17°95% C10.62 t0 2.2) ;
MG 0 pARBRALREFWBERFFEA N ABRAFRT LR 20FF D
A fb > ¥ & i ipilimumab, nivolumab B A R B AR T RA IS T
IR A A CEH RGOS TR R EEMRER R HLE o

D. JptiddFE%

VEG IRFHEFERFELERS S S ERFORR M) AN By g Y 8477 B0 pES
AP 20 AAR R AR IR ST A o2 dichy

X CheckMate 214 &5k “Tih » P9 B2 ERB'GH LY » £}
AN

77 fiﬁi&ﬁﬁk som@m Rtz s 60
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i 4 AR5 % 5 CheckMate 214 325 chdf & Mgtk AR50 5 1 R 3
T YR TSR [22] 00 R A ERRRH L 0 B p AN AR A AR &
*E TR AR MR S (FKSI-19 4 60 4) ~ i 48 B 2 7% & 245 (FACT-G 4
81 )T AR GEB 4k i 247 (EQ-5D-3L VAS # 70 4 - utility index % 0.77) »

PAFEET 2017 £ 8 (EEFFR P fici 324 BV ) F A A4 0 1
% % 103 i¥ > & & ipilimumab, nivolumab %23t ;58 (8 (04 £ LB E 4 Bic ' 27 AL ¥
g ERFAIGLL) P AfkiE Y F 3 sunitinib f > A 2 FKSI-19 %
FACT-G # #c¥1 EEFI AV F LR A AT L9 R % L@yt
FERFHEHTIRPER BT RERDB L ZA LR ELBETE G RN
it w
! 9

Frivd R B
AEREARM A BT R

¥ Ja3, & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab ‘e A o

%

24
Z5%
LR o

E. Z2Prires

¥2017 £ 80 GEBURR ¢ =l 2528 7 [15] %040 F L isg p 4 ¢ o
& # ipilimumab, nivolumab ‘e {c sunitinib 2@ 35 4P M 7 L F £ G0 AP
(93% vs97%) > @ % = v By Ap M 2 L F 23 & & ipilimumab, nivolumab
et B fi 14 (46% vs 63%) © & & ipilimumab, nivolumab 2§ %% = & KSR
FAMA RE L e sarE F (10% vs 7%) ~ YLiE(4% vs 5%) % & (4% vs 9%) »
sunitinib 2§ LR 5 B & B(<1% vs 16%) ~ + E_jE E (0% vs 9%) % J& ¥ (4% vs
9%) ; # i > & & ipilimumab, nivolumab 5 # % +* & |5 4 F17 REER AR
(22% vs 12%) » = R4 4 303 HHp (& & 1p11imumab, nivolumab)is R = = {& >
BETRFRPEE D AE R AR E L FR IR LF SR LY
2 nivolumab H — 2 2. 5% o ¢t “b » £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab i % 80%:}}% Az
2 ié’%"fﬁfﬁ‘? LA BT AT R 28% ) 4 R prednlsoneﬂ P 40 mg &
EF ERA TR ARG R -

2021 # 2 P GEBPER Y 28k i 67.7 B )[19]) BRI SR APRE A A F 2 g
AFaAmeFd - RO AFLADE 2PN L L 2P RRE L o

B R R C 2 AHR 2R A

ERE AR LS &/ B ATA 17 By
& B &
o ipilimumab, Sunitinib ipilimumab, Sunitinib
nivolumab (535 4) nivolumab (535 *)
(547 ~) (547 *)
oL p 2017 & 8 & 2021 # 2 ¥

EHEET Y ik 252 " 67.7 i
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EREWARLS 1 B AT A 7 Hcdy
-t &
o ipilimumab, Sunitinib ipilimumab, Sunitinib
nivolumab (535 4) nivolumab (535 )
(547 *) (547 *)
P R A S 79 @ 7.8 @ 79 B * 7.8 @ *
e AR A LE Eg 4 &
EREREE 93% 97% 94% 98%
EE S AN 46% 63% 48% 64%
ER¥E LB E 22% 12% 23% 13%
i A 1.5% (8 *) 0.4% (4 *) 8 4 54°
IR AP 2 BB A L E 2
i E 80% - - -
LEEE 49% 57% 51% 58%
[RA A 33% 31% 33% 31%
OBEEE 28% 52% 30% 53%
R 19% 14% 20% 15%
TWRE 9% 9% 10% 9%
R 6% - 7% <1%
i€ B AR U FI 28% - 30% -

*1 it Eﬁ‘%:‘ sunitinib fe e = F 25 4 A0 T £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab e ;5 2 18 o
§ THELZTRY AEEAN B2 ELBIORELTERNT LER AR 0 TR OEIPIR AL T

S ol Tl R ERE A By 2 o

I =40 mg prednisone daily or equivalent
[ sttt e fE s 8 A2 < ft ]

d Hahn % 4 3t 2019 #[65]% Cao & % 3t 2020 & [64] 4 W3 4 ek ke = }F*J%
FRAETEREAEAPFL  PHHRD T ol R B - RicHEHR > ¢ EREen
F (4o A % 7B /2 2. sunitinib ~ pazopanib ~ cabozantinib) v 7 % & & & Zhdrd|F 2
B & s (b R # 7 & ¢ ipilimumab, nivolumab) % - & 455 4 T4 b "7 R o
LG EREGRERERW OSPFS 2 2 A X g2 FRRRL A ER PP
Bk o

Hahn & 4 2% 2019 77 3 & 5~ 12 ST RE% 0 Cao ¥ 4 30 2020 # 47
LRI~ 150 EIERER D FUARAZF TS5 A g #3Y 22 £
Bb eop A EF 0 & OS2 G 0 ApEOT sunitinib 0 & SR F R B % R E

# ¢ 32 £ & nivolumab, ipilimumab % & & pembrolizumab, axitinib > 2 ¥ 7 & &
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pembrolizumab, axitinib 3 & & /5K 1% 5 # 5 (SUCRA>90%)Y ; & PFS = & > 4p
3t sunitinib 0 B AR A F R E B % ohis K £ # ¢ 3£ cabozantinib ~ & B
pembrolizumab, axitinib ~ £ # avelumab, axitinib ~ & & nivolumab, ipilimumab -
# ¥ £ & pembrolizumab, axitinib 3 # & /5 48 F & F (SUCRA *t & Az g ¥
B 5 77%% >90%)- cabozantinib 2 & & avelumab, axitinib P 5 =t & a5 EH
g 2D e W3 &5 & % %% F (intention to treat population)iE 7 A 45 > %
%@miﬁw%&mrmﬁgga@%ii#F@fiﬂo

(_;_r)g: i_ﬁﬁ'a—' ?1‘*‘

éé ﬁ»4%CM&Mm2M$%ﬁ%%%¢%ﬁgi*%%ﬁﬁﬂ%
2. %% m%’&wpcm¢Mm2M$%~*£¢ﬁ FLRISI® LRT2 4%
%3%U6m]é%wivﬂgﬁgQi%*iﬂr%wwﬁvﬂ?@WQﬁx
SRR O ARM LT Rt TR S FARARM 2, R v 3 T

Atk ;ﬁ"ﬁ #3345 & % ipilimumab 4 » %45 0 22 nivolumab & # %5
B T ¢ B/E B b % (intermediate/poor-risk ) £ % K ¥ % J5F oL F w e g
ER NSRRI

LEHAAREEFT ;E’(?;Li}{ R IRt B o AR E R RS
oHP B im e g % — AL 20 ¥ & 4% interferon alpha-2a ~ aldesleukin ~ sunitinib ~
pazopanib ~ cabozantinib ~ sorafenib (/g #* & cytokine # % }jz—*ﬁ )% temsirolimus (*2
Bh%): HY > A% ®E R qunitinib £ F 3 #2335 (CheckMate 214) o

Zig- %% NCCN 2 ESMO /r'}%‘;h;‘] Flazik > B ’a‘u:}ﬁ FlaE2R 7 & ';T E ek
"F’i‘ R R RS Y T EER IS g “ﬁt? * % %2 5. £ ¥ ipilimumab, nivolumab

2_¢ > % & 7 & © cabozantinib, nivolumab - & # lenvatinib, pembrolizumab ~ &

i

#  axitinib, Dembrolizumab % (category 1) @ P iz kb2 #Bxd
cabozantinib ¥ fp# * » 5 NCCN 4p 31§ /s 2 - (category 2A ) » sunitinib 1
% pazopanib P 2 H w2 Hp A 0 @ ESMO 4p 5l R B AT P A A

Y Surface under the cumulative ranking curve © 3 37 #F &3t L0 b L2 RS R AT 6
&

Booa AR S BB LART G ARE BRL K
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cabozantinib - sunitinib % pazopanib * v 4 ¥ LA e & BTG £ Lp e &
pER Bi‘:

Fhorwl o AIFLRNEAFTERE RS A& F L cabozantinib
sunitinib % pazopanib> 2 ¥ ¥ 4 52 B B pb ﬁmé%?& sunitinib % 2%«}‘5 315 4 8
¥ ;5 2. — fhcabozantinib 3 A & &4 o

(D) & FRAHTH LR BHEHK

‘v £« CADTH ~ ;£ PBAC % & & NICE ** 2018 # & 3 2019 & ¢ [ §&
&% 11 & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab iz ¥ & /€ & b *& (intermediate/poor risk)5t #f
Bl s A N - BUSR  TR A R K B

1. {7332 Y 5% 5 sunitinib % /8¢ pazopanib > ‘¥ 12 CheckMate214 &% &
I EFEBFTH 0 B LS ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #>+ sunitinib ¥ F &k £ 48
FEPE > Y FEEE G RRITL N Ak o

2. ¥ HEE> g > ¥ IMDC (International Metastatic Renal Cell Carcinoma
Database Consortium) 2 3= 5 5 A P3F s b ' > £ ¢ > B3 PBAC H2 &K%
M A e A 4

3. BRAT2022 £ 30 22 AR ES O R RE L A £ (Cancer Drugs Fund,
CDF)iT * ¢ 72 {23k (managed access agreement)*f 3 f 2 3¢ b F R 2895 -
AR SRS ARG

(CHR$ER 2 % > 1

3 BGAS% 2 sunitinib 4p

I EFHBFTH R BN IEE % = A R E% CheckMate-214 >
niRIE & mlhmumab nivolumab # sunitinib * ** 8L F-lmie = A 4 TF ; :37
- e PR AT X 2 FFEEHE L R w2 p " Karnofsky B8 at R =
70% (4 %+ ECOG 0 & 1 4) ; WO%W”ﬁ*&A%%&m’# 3B ok
ks Y 847 ind RAERR G A PEM T EHOS) M2 ghEF AR
G &1 s 8 (PFS)2 £ BLF s % (ORR) -

(1) 4p ¥ o<

WEPRAERRGOR AT LEBUERY gL 252 B R £ A
ipilimumab, nivolumab % £ sunitinib 2% F £ B & OS 2 ORR iZ s34 % > i
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B 0S¢ mdcAawh AiEF 2 260 B (HR 0.63 99.8% CI 0.44 to 0.89 ;
p<0,001) > ORR % %] & 42%% 27% (p<0.001); @ % PFS = & > 823 H4r & &
ipilimumab, nivolumab ‘e et (P i» 8k B 5 11.6 3 * 2 84 % * » HR 0.82 >
99.1% CI10.64 t0 1.05; P=0.03) > e & 2 £ B A:E R F - 30 m § B &k iT
Bedp? (BB 8 477 B ) & & ipilimumab, nivolumab e iv3F i & g
sunitinib %2 :70S 2 ORR % % o g B fcdpifdop = £ - o

o R A i&m%@ 2 ERHEA T B @4HHJ$K B >1%5<1% -
VLR T £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab frefp ¥Frx F o @ 2L F ety E
PDUZM@A%#@;mﬁ’ﬁ%&%ﬁ%méik;F@@iim{yﬁg

3B OB :f?réﬁtéﬁ:}?a A ¢ 5 & i ipilimumab, nivolumab % 4p #&>% sunitinib &>+ OS ~
PFS 2 ORR % 3 F &Eﬁ&é BR i APM IR ACp 2 A4 0@ t“:])% A SEEE
PD-L1=>1%¢5+" 'm (2% vs R RAERR G A 25%) ° 3 —,ﬂ
1 ?}EJ% BoL[66] 0 B s \i ¥ 4 2 PD-1/PD-L1 #r#4|&| 2 & 5 % 7~ kg7 70
BB R AR B2 R 4 2 BB o

\‘ﬂ«-r

(2) 5 4 LA B %

WY REZERL “é}}ﬁs A 12 FKSI-19 | & % %40 M 4% ~ 2 FACT-G Bl & & &
APRE A B SEH ~ L EQ-SD-3L RIE BRI A K L > B %= ﬂ&p—r & # ipilimumab,
nivolumab (e 5k 8 ht AR EABE B AT A FADCGLL) 2 A
HE b 77 % > sunitinib e ‘FH PR ARETERAL A ERE D BT
Fok T o miE o ¥R o

(3) Ap¥tE 214

e Row %Y 4 # ipilimumab, nivolumab 2% 4 % = v s A F 2
et ) % sunitinib £.(46% vs 63%) » & "ﬂ/r)ﬁ?#ﬁ [ A A AR N PAY S s LAl 8
% (22% vs 12%) = & # ipilimumab, nivolumab ' %) § 80%ps * % 2 /rh?‘?ffl B 2
BABEA LT E 28%:}}% A 4% % prednisone # p 40mg & & § AL B
Tl 0 AR M Eodp iAo v A o

2. BT AR E Rt

AL WL FIFTHREFE 2 A HLY T o ks - Rk lliibi)]% A SRS
&%@ﬁwﬁﬁﬁi*iﬁﬁﬁ%%éﬁéﬁﬁ’ﬂ&ﬁ%%wéwﬁﬁﬁ*
OS-PFS %2 % 2§ 2 g 4 &% EE:}F,’]‘V— Lo EHAPIERE EEHE T A0S 5 »
AP $ > sunitinib 0 E R FRE S S 0K EH ¢ 35 & # nivolumab
ipilimumab % & & pembrohzumab axitinib » H ¥ 12 & & pembrolizumab, axitinib
P EioRa IR F 0 A PFS 2 & o Ap#>T sunitinib 0 E SR FRE S F
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7oK iE # ¢ 4% cabozantinib~ £ # pembrolizumab, axitinib~ £ # avelumab, axitinib -

£ # nivolumab, ipilimumab > # ¢ & & pembrolizumab, axitinib & B % 755 8 F

# % » cabozantinib 2 £ & avelumab, axitinib P 5 X K EH 5 X 2
m 0 &3 &5 &+ % ¥ (intention to treat population):E (7 A 45 > Bk Ao A %
%%Lméw%mﬁ\@%iifi@fiﬂo

¥ 4¥ 3 ?5 R HFR e a2 o 0 3 L BT £ B nivolumab

ipilimumab _;;,53 R RS 20 H s % Bdepazopanib 2 cabozantinib Ap ¥ 2x 2 %

rRARFER LR

(1) Pazopanib * % % IF X pazopanib inf > % 2 |+ sunitinib 4p 5 -

(2) Cabozantinib : /£ PBAC %% & cabozantinib ¥ i FF[67] > % ’T}u}&% F#
£ & nivolumab, ipilimumab £ cabozantinib z_ & 3¢ i & 4738 7313 5 PBAC
Wa OS 52/ & I,%* Pt R pERE R & m;}ﬁ H# » ¥ 3% cabozantinib 70 OS ¥ it
L mvolumab, ipilimumab; @ A% >4 5 »PBAC L : BX LE IR
o A T A ERA § R FIBRE nd e A AR RS 2T B RS TK
m,};«j AR & FRAF R sr‘;vzj% - BT R AT A

(2)F R 2

ASE G TR 2 AR AT B S N R A & FOR TR BT
RAEL Y WA B AL -

l. 4 £+ CADTH )& 1 i * B (Kidney Cancer Canada)# & % » #4p )
B AN EATCRERT FRODE Y CVUESRRE T L GE e VK

i~ % F nivolumab, ipilimumab g * 5% - BRLIphisRkAnMalwr A
v at R AF o

2. #M PBAC “i# & i § % & 2 (Consumer Comments)#s it 7 & # ipilimumab,
nivolumab /5% £ fie» @ F 4T NA h 4 A B ST AR RN 1 B SR
P LFEFL B U R FEW RS OT R R i‘)ﬁﬁi“ﬁ)ﬁi"%"'

<

FRSRESE b g R A FaREEH > &# ipilimumab,
nivolumab % * 4+ Z ¥ § # {2 (lack of affordability)

3. #F NICE &3 G347 %2 > mx R L4 G HERERL TK> 7
it g Aok ¥~ £ &R 1% ¥ (hand and foot syndrome)®* MM FRIEE 2 L E &
HHAZFSTESRFVE Fop L 25 ATdhinpER& IR -
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I ~ AR E IS

() ZRE RN AN FF LR

e B F - ipilimumab & * nivolumab ( ™4 f fLipilimumab, nivolumab )
*ringk P BR/E R B & (intermediate/poor risk) A a A ¥ R SR 9 E T e
o 0 TR % % ‘w2 f (clear cell renal carcinoma ) 2k X HEIFRP
BHraREET MM FEREREE T o

L2k fRN2ZFEPNFHL

ERF A AR RER N - B Ak ST ( Cost-effectiveness analysis,
CEA) % = & »t* & 37 (Cost-utility analysis, CUA) - P #&%# 5 18 gk &
AR LSRR (B g s R s L) A ES Y (AICC %
IV #) ¢ RCC 5 4 (HIE 5 R mie ) ©F # RS EH TR TR ¢

(Intemational Metastatic RCC Database Consortium, IMDC ) &% 5 ¢ B % & &

B *% ( intermediate to poor risk ) I E oo HCAlE Y A ] 3 E A
(partitioned-survival model, PSM) - & 7 5 J5 & & i #J (progression free, PF) ~
J & 1+ 3 (progressed, PD)"4 2 5= % 3 @By £ 5 PFS o PD * {345 ¢ #7/0 % pF ¥
(time to treatment discontinuation, TTD ) 4 = 3 /5% # (on-treatment ) fo#& /5%
#p (off-treatment )

= ;i;ﬁ K F_rt g v # 35 sunitinib ~ pazopanib £ temsirolimus & 3 & ke £
g A 2l g B 4395 CheckMate 214 3% % Bayesian = % 3t & 4 47 (network
meta-analysis, NMA ) i& {7 & 52 B He b i B4t 1 ? OS v PFS ehdp $7% 2%
FR b Mgt @ (hazard ratio, HR) % IR 0 ¥ 3RIR 5 Hedp & Wi (7 ¢4 o §0A)3F
FHRE S 40 E S FRED S 1 & DL AMog R BT 3%NITIR o KRR
YEH = A% vt & (Incremental cost-utility ratio, ICUR ) % & I~ 475 % > 23Kk
EEE HeP - RSFERFVANTSFEFR I HFIRNE FZRIL
KETLBP DRI EES At G o FRRANE LR bl4ois £ o

F - RisR R e
cabozantinib axitinib everolimus | nivolumab
ipilimumab, nivolumab | 0% 0% 0% 0%

3 IMDC H93F 18 b "3 05 12 ¢ S22 9D B 40 2 £ 0% ¥ P <1 # ~Karnofsky performance status
<80% ~ i ik 0 E K T U (12g/dL) 4T A R F 1 (102mgdL) ) ¢ st

W Er R (7.0x10%L) % & A3 E F & T (400,000/L) ¥ 638 5 RS LA
iz b % (favourable ~ 038 )~ ¢ Bk * (intermediate ~1-27% ) % ¥ A k' (poor~3 3 11} )o
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sunitinib X 21% % 38% X 41% % 65%
pazopanib £ 33% 0% X 67% X 65%
temsirolimus 0% 0% 0% 0%

AR AR [T S %;' 7+ AP #T sunitinib ~ pazopanib # temsirolimus © A& &-F &
WA 4r 1.38+0.76 & 1.34 B 4 & & (Life years, LYs) » 2“3 4 1.39+0.86 & 1.35
BEAEFETRLA 68 (Quality adjusted life years, QALYs) o 4p >t F it 3 &
Wi g0 A e ICUR B4 B 587 5 % 104 3 ~/QALY gained ~ #7 5 % 162 g ~
/QALY gained £ #7 & %% 117 § ~/QALY gained ° 2 3k % ZAf /1 & (Willingness
to pay, WTP )eni¥ & (threshold ) 3 #7 & #* 168  ~/QALY( ®pM 2 & « 35 GDP) »
WABREFLAY - AGREERpi o AR5 H 2 A o

Li‘;iz—*ﬁ AT PR RS E ST HICER E égzma F] G 2 LR
PD i A 3% (8 o Rt bl ~ 8 Fis R F R T I PFS ~ (8 iR B e £ ip
B P Bt OS 9 HR & - 3SR REAPTE T AR EXRTE 2 B4
GDP ™ > 4p#>% sunitinib ~ pazopamb v temsirolimus - ipilimumab, nivolumab £
H AR E A B 5 90% ~ 50%: 40% o AP BE S R AR & Aois & o

LIEEN
- s RAHA LERENI R MELEY | A %
(A7 6 %) (F7 8 %) F ih
o o
sunitinib 104 @ ~/QALY gained | 90 @ ~ % 120 § ~/QALY gained | 90%
pazopanib 162 § ~/QALY gained | 82 § ~ % -572 § ~/QALY gained | 50%
temsirolimus | 117 & =~/QALY gained | 65 & =~ % 554 § ~/QALY gained | 40%

*3 & R en %) 3 > 3 sunitinib £ % sunitinib 2 PD U BX 8 5F " b 0 3 pazopanib & 3
OS # HR (% # HR % T_4> 0.70-0. 71 » A ipilimumab, nivolumab 7= & ik F e 22 ¥ f i > F) b
ICUR % 3§ &) *t temsirolimus % % OS 7 HR

2. B¢ LI

ERF TR NP B GAF A 00 K L5 sunitinib- pazopamb .
temsirolimus > X m @Ei%p 2021 & 12 * B 4~% i cabozantinib * > RCC %
o 4 BT 4p 312 %2 cabozantinib 4 # * 7) > A4¢ 4325 cabozantinib
Rk im” L

A3 1 OS 2 PFS 1% 4 ox S dicdp ¥ & 1345 CheckMate 214 %% &2
Bayesian NMA » #% £4p b s £ @ tH e enE & o AR r;,g;; i 2% jgﬁ o} 31
SUWE S RBE LT ol 40 BB BT L BE 0 ¥ %Y ipilimumab
nivolumab % § Az~ L5 4 14 F L LA SR LR BRFRESH R
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o sl * 3E5% ¢ ipilimumab, nivolumab 2 70S i & F P A REE L * fm s
¥ ot ’Li‘;iz—*ﬁ B2 it CheckMate 214385 & 7 384 ¥ % ¥ e A D4 b T4 >
FIUAR M SR LT RO E G AR e ok BN R R
CheckMate 214 3% © §& W= ¥ 1EQ-5D T4 » # 44 ® W~ 1 £-4 RCC P
L AE ATIE T e AT Y 0 R Af et E(disutility)shie B 0 AR A5 A
FREFELR Lo A(96%) 0 T F BRIFINA G A FE R e

o A BIRA o H0A]¢ K ipilimumab % § 725k ipilimumab ik i 2
AR FRA g [0 Y N N i%ﬂ)"‘ FAAFL LT EAMERE
BEATF ERAINAS 2 AR 5 JHEREE R R “%—‘,Mﬁxzﬂtﬁéi
P/ AR L PARE S Rt i Fé%;» PFS T 3odcde 7 18 Hin iy chffed * o
% ¥ PFS T 35%c s >t PFS ¥ =#ciF 5 > 2 vt i {0v% {8 25 ¢ nivolumab 7
AHAFFERF PTG FE FRHRREEEICRFET AR

a5 EkF TP Bramgrmy Prilr v el

EERE L’L‘Fi;ﬂ By 1‘]&’-" B dFwimp S 8BEK 2 T KRR 4% i-Excel

FhR L ERE S RO S AR A RRERF A SRR R LR e p

P& MG ED R IR AREELGER G AR T AT A

&40 #3t cabozantinibe i A F B R AT o A BP F A G F A E R E R
=

£ / 4 N N ARV J e N g
T_? j“_—%_‘;’:‘i—glé I’Lﬁ;(r‘:;—,gg\'j\ﬂiﬁm.sﬁ%/ﬁlﬁ‘~ FII;

A4F4 3 & %4 CADTH/pCODRPBAC # NICE 2 ¥ 3 f* #3341 4 2 &
;izﬁ#ftl"—i’?‘q‘i ARG R o H B Tﬁh?‘?fiéi el R
CRD/INAHTA/Cochrane/PubMed/Embase #p B < )gk » B & ?5 K LT
BB HERE P T A RRFET B

\rn

% FE P
CADTH/pCODR
P 52018 & 11 9 22 o

(v &)
PBAC (/&) %2018 £ 7 7 % 2018 & 11 7 24 «
NICE (¥ ®) 3 2019 & 5% % 20223 % 22 .
H sl K2

;Tﬁ%ﬁ tali SMC(,&T\%@?)%%ﬁiﬁgﬁfé.ﬁf_fﬁw? 2019 # 5% o4 o
B B
—_“T‘

4y

G | @3
B
ok | =Y
pcl e
e

Cochrane/PubMed/Embase 748 & % o
R FR 4R -
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3x ! CRD % Centre for Reviews and Dissemination, University of York, England. m‘rﬁ B oo

INAHTA 5 International Network of Agencies for Health Technology Assessment 735 %
1. CADTH/pCODR (4t £ <) [9]

e £ % B R Z %5 B AT 1‘# ( Canadian Agency for Drugs and
Technologies in Health, CADTH) *"2018% 112 22 jpl =G 2 » 2Rt R
ipilimumab & * nivolumab ( ™ & # #Lipilimumab, nivolumab) - * ** ®"%# 45 |+
?‘J%' 7 #4145 ¢ (International Metastatic RCC Database Consortium, IMDC ) %2 %

* B & & & B *% (intermediate or poor risk ) 2_ 8. #p ¥ %m*2 J% (renal-cell carcinoma,
RCC) )]% AEyngk oo e A2k F el 3V EKL e R CADTHRK L)]% S
IR R AT AE B EoROERY TR PRI LE s 4o T Eg
FENARBEMSNREZRL AP oL 2GRN FHEAT o

B #& < - 77 ipilimumab, nivolumab £ sunitinib 4p $& e = & 3z % & 45
( Cost-effectiveness analysis, CEA )% = & »c* 4 47 ( Cost-utility analysis, CUA ) »
fAl 5k * A 2% B H03) (partitioned-survival model, PSM) - ¢ 2 A & & i 4
(progression free, PF) ~ 5 & ﬁP (progression disease, PD) % 7= X3¢
EoFIHEY LA FERERT FBRE TP RFLI5E - LAY A cE 2
Z M AR S KRR CheckMate 21460 % > ¢ IEEH 5% (overall
survival, OS) ~ & & i 5 7% (progression free survival, PFS) ~ i2 1 J5 % PF R (time
to discontinuation, TTD ) ~ % i i B P (time to progress ) ~ »x* i (utilities) ~
RlIE*4ES  F3 SEEREF * % f IMS/Brogan Delta PA ~ % ~ % 4 4 451
( Ontario Drug Benefit, ODB) i# ¥ & < }I% o

Tk & 7o) % (Clinical Guidance Panel, CGP) %% B %0 % — A ek 805
% sunitinib% pazopanib > @ temsirolimuss & & B b *%& % - RoREHE o L d 30

o

temsirolimus #4c £ * AALGEF # * > F]PL CGP3L 5 sunitinib¥ fa i Wb i g-ahik £
&% fe] 2 (Economic Guidance Panel, EGP) % € Fu 7 S/dficd] 3 ™ Saea
Wt

(1) *S 5% %éiiﬁv’ﬂ;;:)é‘ﬁp B4 * TTDW 4 > @ 2APFSW & » 80255 4p M b
=N = YEH = A2t b i@ (Incremental cost-utility ratio, ICUR ) Az i3
JF] e

(2) CGPF & & % %2 (immunotherapies) 4 & T » i A B ok i
¥ ﬂbfr?ﬁ@iﬁ-}ﬁv.u i PR A RFEM R el oAy A_E T o

(3) #3145 CheckMate 214385 72521 # 3 B F 4L » T b fain i »a g 2158 e
TR AAOSE i AEERBOSE Y p o BRIpFKEEISET
P TII
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(4) B & A p » EERE S Aenig- HFEwT R > GFF F L ipilimumab,
nivolumab# sunitinib ¥ = 2 A28 » R EGPELZI| A L sk EH %5 ¢
72 (drug administration) % # 4 % jp| (drug monitoring) = & 2% % 49T » By
B4 A ERA AT S BRI A R BRGE TRld Ay
3 ICUR & e 4| o

EGP4 %11 ™ 37 S it (7 £ 374 45

(1) & 8ipp s ® 1 R Bk 42 sunitinibis f o 4§ 18% § 18 sk » CGP
WA A & F i Msunitinibf X 5K 0 F]HEGPIEK % — A 4 sunitiniby s {8
{67 ¢ £ rsunitinib?s oK o

(2) B ETa R 2 L R BK ipilimumab, nivolumabiisz § € # 5§ 15# > CGPRI
5 ¢ % T EGPEK ipilimumab, nivolumaberis »x & € "% M E F|5#E 3
S O

(3) ,p;z;‘:,\ AR E AHEET TIDY RA LRI RF (B2 4358) >

et K 32 d K F) 5 CheckMate 214385 ¥ o £ o o & 14 o0 32 0 0k 70 ofy
%-ﬂl TTD M *r L 32PFS 5 F 4 * PFS » BIICURE ¢ & % 3 4v o 8228 &
CheckMate 2143 2% » » L2F T A K R Y }T%%ﬂ’— s i ®& (Response
Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumors, RECIST ) =& % & {* /5% » CGP~ i g
SITTDE PFST & #1857t £ B0 ¢ 86 B o R K300 0 0 2o
B LG 3 AR EGPH ¥ PFSIF 4 i & & 1 g enis 3 -

(4) »x* & : jp R BciE k p CheckMate 214385 » H ¥ ¢ 58 E N & 45 'Fim)%)i}}%
4’*m£9mﬁ{1@—ﬂﬁﬁ$,5+’ﬁﬁm ié%?ﬁﬂi@ﬁ
(Quality adjusted life years, QALY ) F 7 R34 %% » ¥ gd= ks i d
BRI EESFE YRR o EGP%"?:}%}’;\ BB A T 0 2T (TR * sunitinib
* 3 #% M RCCHANICE % i ot o

s

EGPE 374 471 » 42 5 ICURE f4r % 116,539 ~/QALY gained I 4¢ 255,796
~/QALY gained2z fFF > @ £ 74 $5e0% B 5 £ F s NICURE L 3 7 /& 2 |+ EGP
e ICURET v ¢V 32T B> Sh4oT £ o

EATAFT P AC AE ICUR
A#HE (Rpfamokid i) $148,320 | 1.287 $115,266
sunitinib; ¢ f %2 {8 § X F U sunitinibis 5% | $149,283 | 1.281 $116,539
BETIo R E 4@4 B EAEFRIOOR” $112,071 |0.732 $153,006
B * PESI¥ 228 0k s i) B $213,532 | 1.288 $165,820
»c % {g 4% * NICEshsunitinibi# i 3= 54 (PF | $147,331 | 1.169 $126,081
%0.77~PD%0.72)
P8 3p W RN $171,992 | 0.672 $255,796
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& ¢ AC# 57 ipilimumab, nivolumab¥? sunitinib;e f 4 & c0%F *F 3 *  (extra cost) ~ AE# & Ff *F @

Jk »cF (extra clinical effect) -
2. PBAC (&) [10, 11]

R E LG4 R ¢ (Pharmaceutical Benefits Advisory Committee,
PBAC) ** 2018 & 7 % %2 2018 & 11 * 2 ipMi=E 2 > &19@5@‘»](?
ipilimumab & * nivolumab ()2 ™ f§ 4 ipilimumab, nivolumab ) » * ** IMDC &%
¢ B/Z B kb ' (intermediate/poor risk ) 2 WHO %4 it ;% #& ° (WHO performance
status ) 2 & 14T }?ai“’ ¥ IV % we R 5w &% (clear cell variant renal cell
carcinoma ) i 4 % - Anf cPBAC IR : M L ATEF T4 2 b "G &~ #kR
¥ @_'ﬁ iFEREp R g 0 FRm PBAC ik R fd R E I% 1% ICER E:E 5|+
B AHER o WA 2L GAPN FHE AT o

Bi B #% % ipilimumab, nivolumab £ sunitinib #p $& 7= & 3x % & 47
( Cost-effectiveness analysis, CEA )% = & 3t * % $7( Cost-utility analysis, CUA ) »
W3l 5 ¥ A WY @447 (Markov expected-value analysis) > ¢ 7 % 5 & & -
#F (progression free, PF) ~ % T ( progression disease, PD) % 7= % 3 B
Feb s @A 54 & kp CA209-214 #% > ¢ 35 Kaplan-Meier (KM) ~ & & i
F 7% (progression free survival, PFS) ~ %48 15 /% (overall survival, OS) % &t 5
K P (time to discontinuation, TTD ) & & » & 2 4 $c ( parametric functions )
T b4 o 3T R 'k A B2 13k (Risk sharing arrangement , RSA) #8153 » juF % 1 =
F 5L L00%E BT 0 B 2T ER 100% B
FE & & B % - 5% 5 nivolumab 7 RSA R i» o

BB EEN %2 PBAC & L4ris 4 o

PBAC2018 # 11 * & &

) o] =X iF i PBAC2018 # 7 * & &
wE ¥ - (PHRPLZER)

Bk B B OS & PFS | B3k OS{-PFS o 43+ % &

40 PBAC & fit 7 A
ST Bh e RA | B0 G g ARG AT e

PF FFE ¥ i@ l“%lZQJffgz
o BT T - A Rogp | CA209-214 %
»* Bk p CA209-214 3 ﬂ"“’%ﬂ&i%*"ﬁl’éqﬁ% PD rFFEisc® m P4 *

5 71 EQ-5D 7 42 i FT 2 JRIBGR T 5 | 15 S CA209-025 sk it
M BT s &8 PR (hp 2o

T prEREA o f g

R0 5 e anEL R O;/pfﬂ*}n_# clEapd R E AN AERELIF 250D
dRRREZIE 3PN - EERN PR LHBE AP R RD2AN NS AT
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PR AT)

Back i rE

A L B P 2
o} :}"g_,f'_ FE* L}’} s 32 Fi-ﬁ* ko4
g H R

4 PBAC & f:iE {7 e

BEEES S S A

] % $ (the dispensed price *ﬂ % DPMA, A
) ipilimumab, nivolumab
for maximum amount, | - 5
DPMA ) # % ipilimumab &
nivolumab 7 *
(AT A Sl > [ 2AFFABREP DY
ICER A # & 5 ;8% 45,000 | ipilimumab, nivolumab 7 | 4 2 B @ * % &
I 75,000 ~/QALY gained | ICER & % # | ** ;® % | [CER &% 5 /£% 45,000
& 45,000 = 75,000 ~/QALY | & 75,000 =~ /QALY
gained ¥ > R ¥ & = A»x ¥ | gained

PBAC %% i 573

(1) B3k 5 £ g fF T 3208 &
*FE T4 0 Fl i 5% ¢ ipilimumab, nivolumab 7 OS # = #cw & i

RAE

3 e

NSRS TS

« PFS # ﬁ\ﬁj B b

k. * ( proportional hazards )

(2) A TRR FHKERID ® AR TIREGHF R E 3 e o

4 A,
- v

)

(3) »x* (B AR T - AL R APIT “rs*“f!wv/;kmp"‘*%?;;z
4o PD gt BB BT IF I 7 FFIRG E -
(4) 1345, 82 " 2 F 45113+ 4] (Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme, PBS) ¢4 2 > p
axitinib - cabozantinib ~ sorafenib - everolimus # # * nivolumab # 3 % = % %
{8 s i 4] 5 TRECIST 3% 2 PD e A o - B FRRRL o B

+1] (tyrosine kinase inhibitor, TKI) 72 ;> % ipilimumab, nivolumab 4 & i

WH - HORITF S AT R TKIIF R % 2 SUSR SRR AR o
P Ilis - R #E X ipilimumab, nivolumab > A% = R Z S MKV qu}
% kﬂ  PBS #7Af BAenZE 5L > ¥ od 3N @ R iR LR PR B 2 T o R
ffﬁ ZREERTSFHER > T gé@w ﬁ‘,r.}%m;\ﬂ\ - PBAC ;,ﬂ}» S
axitinib ~ cabozantinib~sorafenib % everohmus g iE i g% ¢ 2T RECIST

i s PD e 4 0 LA 4R TG e

PBAC 3% 7 4r% axitinib ~ cabozantinib ~ sorafenib ~ everolimus #7i# * if it :x
» ® H * nivolumab # 4% % >t ipilimumab, nivolumab 2z_ ¢ » B ICER & ¥ i

/B H 45,000 7~ /QALY gained I j£% 75,000 ~/QALY gained ¥ o

%
3. NICE (#®) [12,13]
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#RERER T RESR A5 7 2 (National Institute for Health and Care
Excellence, NICE )>t2019# 5% % 2022# 3% 2> £ 4phd =538 24 (TAS81% TA780)
ik ed R RERE F R IRI% (National Health Service, NHS) # jc i
ipilimumab & * nivolumab ( ™4 f§ fLipilimumab, nivolumab ) > * **IMDCH-# %

P B &£ R b % (intermediate or poor risk ) 2_ 8L #p ¥ % #2 J% (renal-cell carcinoma,
RCC) A s o[RBT JF %7 #$53R (commercial arrangement ) # &% 5. o
2GRN FHEEAT o

B F #%& % - 7 ipilimumab, nivolumab¥? sunitinib% pazopanib#p #7=" & »% %
% +7 (Cost-effectiveness analysis, CEA ) - #-4|3# * & 2|33 7% #-4] (partitioned
survival model ) > ¢ 7 3 is A )]%JE & iv ¥ (progression-free on treatment) -~ &
I # & i ¥ (progression-free off treatment ) ~ 3 i f A &

( post-progression on treatment ) ~ & i % % J5 & * ¥ ( post-progression off
treatment ) ~ f@¥ BIE % = FOBIF R HARTFR P S 40& - AR 5 1 -

NICEZ B g HIN P & FoA| T A 4o T ol

(1) B % 1=xE 24623 ¢ %~ 42 »c & (immunological effect ) > 3K ipilimumab,
nivolumab® @ 5 A gl 0 RA R 35 T Fi  RFOTE REEPEL A4
Bl 0 TR AR % £NICES R & £ o
(2) wREEA P o BUE AHOSIR A E 4 * CheckMate 2143 5% <60 1% * FAL » 1
# * goodness-of-fit i% i+ 14 log-normal & s iE (7t 4 - B RERF L] &
(Evidence Review Group, ERG) £ &} F & B b 4a = 2 > 2 H210SE
B et i R it o T A A SrgE e mLYerALY*rsnjg R @
PRPFBEAITET > 2RO EVRABEESANEITRRES 0 ER
ICER & 4 #c -
(3) B 7 Bk ipilimumab, nivolumab#iz !t i e ez = F i1 > B F|OSW g T &2
- BOEFARE o % KA B 4e1521& o ERG%4 CheckMate 21438 % ¢ >
ipilimumab, nivolumab5+ = & %4 % i p [ g8LpF £ @ % *“sunitinibie > ® 25k 2,
R3ui 7= & ¢ Sgpe A 'E 14> 2 CheckMate 21435 ¥ ipilimumab, nivolumab
AERSRG FP o ERGIRIRE R "RV BN E 7 Fink e F4p % apF
B+ 845& -5 > ERG» A& 3| % = &5 ¢ %] 5 sunitinible 3 1 3 vt
3 i AMEER H ¥ nivolumabiaf 0 AT R Z MRS ook g FF R g
mE LR g;,:a:; W KB S FEG Y RA DI I R
fﬁpfﬁw B4 AR HERGHER 2 B > T45E |21 E F
ER1EEEY AR R ER AR REL QALY A F ] in
B 2L s R ek i o Tt B e ATHECAl Y 4o 2 PDers* B o ERGH IRATHCA
v q\%qﬁ,r}%‘ B3R A et g o Wi ek LR KB ﬁ'ﬁflﬁk i ERG

f:.u.i l‘E’ﬁﬂl’l é\-ﬁ ’ rﬂﬁfﬁi = 19~~=§/w'}§f fs e * B ¥ A )fE;"'- o TP AT

(4)
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PEAL AR GG AFEBITRHE o Rigie Rk BN ERX T B aret B 1
7 &3 > 2 $°ICER & e o]

5) + %NICE#F] 3l ANHSF /R ™ £ »x & «nICERE & #4320,000~/QALY » £ R
¢ /L & I|ipilimumab, nivolumab :~ICER & ¥ &x # # 43 20,000 T 30,000 ~
/QALY R » e & 5 72 fx a:L]%‘ c A B EREABARP N DERT T UEK
ICERE » ¢ 3 %% % R & &% e % ( Systemic Anti-Cancer Therapy
Chemotherapy Dataset SACT) FHE®RS » R R %G 4 Pt b ~ 3K
CheckMate 214 ¥ j¥sunitinib % 1p111mumab nivolumabe2 R j5Rk Z 5% ~ # “,%

ipilimumab, nivolumab s ¥ * nivolumabinf g * o

NICEZ f ¢ % % ipilimumab, nivolumabf P % NHS % i s"RCC# 5~
P W s A2 F AR EE ANHST R T 7 45 % mgja@ » F] L aE R H
ipilimumab, nivolumab * **IMDCH- %7 ¥ B & € & ~ A % /5% 18 s P RCC -

4RE PREEEG R
(1) SMC (gtef) [14]

gL #4 4 B € (Scottish Medicines Consortium SMC) *t2019#57 =2
TG IR L o E R EF B NHS (NHS Scotland ) 4z {Uipilimumab i * nivolumab
(™ @ fipilimumab, nivolumab ) > * **¢ & /¥ & h *& (intermediate/poor risk )
Z_ %3 ¥ w9 % (renal-cell carcinoma, RCC ) I SR o AT TRY % 20 (end of
life)s &2 Rp#& B A ¥ e % (patient access scheme ) ¥ ¢ ipilimumab,

nivolumab £ & A»x ¥ T 5 R L 2 AP FH L AT o

B F #%& % - i7ipilimumab, nivolumab¥? sunitinib% pazopanib#p # = A > *
%45 ( Cost-utility analysis, CUA ) » 3] 3 * 4~ &3 7% 3] (partitioned survival
model) > @ 7 J ind A m & & 1 (progression-free on treatment) ~ & 5% 7

J & & i+ % (progression-free off treatment ) ~ § i 7 i & i #F (post-progression
on treatment) -~ & ;5% B T &1 ( post-progression off treatment ) ~ F@ PR
27 FORMESHAGTGIRE Z40E - BRED L IG -RF A5 R0t & o

ICER AP #sunitinib | 4p #pazopanib
AA#E £22,210 £21,855
RRRAT

OSenE b G| b *% Bk 32 * 4p ik log logistic B3| #

~ & 08 £25,851 £25,418

v

TTD# * H i & 8 & £24,653 £24,279
ipilimumab, nivolumab £ £ #p & & > 5 cdF 4 F & | £25,734 £25,335
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X 5 50% T ' 1 0%
ipilimumab, nivolumab & £ # ¢ % »c ¥ i F F i

A g % H50% 4 3 100% £19,990 £19,668
Nivolumab 48 & & & A % £ 480 mg/4i¥ 2z = 240

mg/2it £25,792 £25,438
o f BT R GE 2 S E T3 £19,051 £18,694
05 oo R B 1% i £23,723 £23,370
’T—lp R 525# 5 ¥ ipilimumab, nivolumab £ & #p

G e g R B % 5 0% £26,647 £26,234
FERH R L25E > ¥ OSHIE v Gtk Bk 4R

i# log logistic K21 5 & £27,022 £26,570
i P R 4 25# » ipilimumab, nivolumab & £ #f 4

B g R 7@;—*‘1 WX E0% 2 OSenE v Gk | £34,952 £34,379
" B F 4P ik log loglstwﬁ_”“l#ﬁi‘

ipilimumab, nivolumab 2 £ ¥ & B »c 5 G H F &

5 5 0% ¥ OS% 0t bk % Bk * 49 2log | £33,906 £33,350
logisticti- 2| %t &

T in ¥ R 5 25# > sunitinib e OS ¢t F& 3 * log

normal 4 # > ipilimumab, nivolumab=10S ¢} F& 3 | £35,293 £34,667
* GompertzA

SMC4 f €385 B HAleni & | o 42

(1) B3k H-3] ¢ 30.1% @ * ipilimumab, nivolumab:iups 4

?nb,‘)):}%]ﬁ_ﬁ%’f‘?

ﬁp%‘m o - Jil‘%’;%i;m;ﬁ—g—ﬁjbiﬁ:“?: 2050 %*?OS’E%@% 7{,;\.&!& > 4—/3‘%;: i ey

AL RPEFRAL TSR E T AT G R

& B H B8 BRK D A AT o
(2) 3= #p A3k 40 v 4

4}54'52'7»‘ ;1‘%?0‘

AEAPPLFE TR RE GERMP T RETR

HFL258 ~ 6w BRePFEAIT ) Ra o 4 X manziE? 854

P AET e
() Fafietdes & B irdp % 3L 20 A 2
ELEDEE  GERPFIRELS

(5) * **PFEZPDR G TR KRR B ERE

Bl It
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(4) CheckMate 214355 & oc¥ (& 6mK Tin & » © @2
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SMCZ f ¢ini o % = A2z Beasf - v id * SMCiA-K 2 & (SMC
decision modifiers ) i% i* > ¢ & ipilimumab, nivolumab¥**3g # & & 5 F FiLet
Lo TERAFKEFNHST ' ipilimumab, nivolumab -

5. TARAM
(1) &> 32

~4r 4 * 3t 48 F CRD/INAHTA/Cochrane/PubMed/Embase & + F L & 2. * &
M 4o

"7 7] PICOS #3403 512 » THF P & A RATEL A 2T 2 4
¥ (population) ~ i>% > ;# (intervention ) ~ % »t¥f P& & (comparator ) ~ 4 % B
23p 1% (outcome) % #* 3 K3+ 2 2 (study design) » H 3% i & FFIL 4o

Population Advanced renal cell carcinoma
Intervention Ipilimumab and nivolumab
Comparator A X

Outcome A KT

Cost-consequence analysis, cost-benefit analysis,

Study design
cost-effectiveness analysis, cost-utility analysis
i pe + it 2. PICOS » i% iF Cochrane/PubMed/Embase % < %&’”Fn"a‘iﬁ » 32022

£ 6% 2 p 1k “Ipilimumab and nivolumab” % i i B 423 & (FHF 5 JF Xk
FR = o

Q) 4% %%

i w0 i & L v 4t Cochrane ~ PubMed ™ 2 Embase % Ffl B & (748%F » ¥
EHRAEZFEREF L AP 7 & 2 ipilimumab, nivolumab 4p B 2. 2 }’%[68-74] ’
NE AT £
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T —
PR R 3 ST i
- 3 , F-¥f A A 2 s ¢ SUN 4p#  IPIHNIVO 1 ICER & & %
BY A AR A¥ER > B, 3 el . _ e v
Wu B. % ol e plmaew|o TR FRee E £ 8356 m/?ﬁLY: LEE %S
g01g [CUA [PINIVO ~ SUN PFS+PD % 7= |:hid § 4 f Iﬁ,ﬁ 340 ‘ i @q ) 2048 .t/%ALY Lt fq ) iﬁ 082 -
3 BrEE e Hp 1 3% |3.5% -~ E3| ,a/QALZ,ﬂ(},g,ﬂ}:_rﬂ—a-s;}p.)]%44%g:e‘_17fflf’a§§%
5% e i
Reinhorn 5P A HF] > | 1= > g SUN #p# > IPIHNIVO 7 ICER & % % 4
CUA ~ N EN SRRl S R R
D%+ ~| L [PENIVO  SUN 2 PES-PD % A FI N 125,739 %/QALY » % WTP % ¥ £ 150,000
2019 = %3 e (P H /QALY » Bl E & A2xF
1.% 1% IP+NIVO ~ %
2 % AXI - PAZ - CAB
& LEN+EVE ; % 1535 IPHNIVO ~ § 2 55 AXI~ PAZ
2.5 1% CAB~ § 2 @ & CAB ¢ ICER ®A 4% % & 66,357~
Arrioavane CUA - [AXT~ PAZ  NIVO |3 ¢ % & fi0 54 W 5 =2 I 72,927 ~ 73,237 ~/QALY ° % WTP aiéi
A% 4| LENSEVE (Discrete-event |+ i § & 40 4 s 30 150,000 = /QALY - £ 48 ICER i 5 % 4
2020 3.% 1 4 SUN ~ % 2 #simulation)$3] |pLz: 16,524 % 125,860 ~/QALY ¥ » % 1 % 3
AXI -~ CAB ~ NIVO # IPHNIVO 4 842 # B 55 L & ko g o
LEN+EVE ; $ s
4.% 1 S PAZ~ ¥ 2 @
AXI -~ CAB ~ NIVO #
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fT¥ SES 3 =5 Hp
B e s e e 7 _ e L
P ;; L -3 B - RS %
LEN+EVE
21 SUN #adi > 44 PD-L1 % M 122 1540
5 4 > AVE+AXI ¢h ICER 4 w5 % &
406,644 % 389,229 ~/QALY ; PEM+AXI ¢
By ESS ICER & % % £ 199,084 2 226,595 =~
Su Y. % AVE+AXI~PEM+AXI ~|5 + % % pr gt % Tk i ) L
CUA 5K ; QALY : IPI+NIVO ¢+ ICER & 5 % 4 92,262
A~ 2020 IPHNIVO ~ ATE+BEV ~|] 1% i} )
pLk % 180,251 ~/QALY : ATE+BEV & ICER
% % % 245355 2 500,910 ~/QALY -
% A7 ©  IPINIVO ¢ PD-L1 5 {op5 £ ¢
i % %3 WTP % £ 150,000 ~/QALY
, ey [ P p—— — =
Watson ) Viis i #|F E?]Pf Re|S &7 O ICER & & ﬁ_}i}lis A g %:%“172,532
TR.  %|CUA |IPI+NIVO » PEM+AXI |(microsimulation)| # i 2% F* % i¥ # 1 3, /QALY » iR fe 4FgH A 185 F £ 468,682
I-l—
X~ 2020 W e |1 B ’ < /QALY
IPHNIVO £ PEM+AXI # £ AVE+AXI #p
5y EREE | 10# | |#® e ICER @4 w5 % £ 47,505 ~/QALY
Shay R.% IPI+NIVO ~ PEM+AXI | FRA R, g Az enr| _ ‘
CUA 5 PFS~PD % 7 % % | & £ £ 96,533 %/QALY ; PEM+AXI 4p fi
A~ 2021 AVE+AXI v ek 73R 3% y oy .
= £ 3BIER B 6 i AVE+AXI 1 ICER & 4% £ 113,016 ~
QALY

3L ¢ ATE : atezolizumab ; AVE : avelumab ; AXI : axitinib ; BEV : bevacizumab ; CAB : cabozantinib ; CEA : cost-effectiveness analysisCUA : cost-utility analysis ; EVE :

everolimus ; IPI : ipilimumab ; LEN : lenvatinib ; NIVO : nivolumab ; PAZ : pazopanib ; PEM : pembrolizumab ; SUN : sunitinib ; WTP : willingness-to-pay threshold
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6. = i;iﬁxtf Hu g my T

FRARLAREATR RO P F R AFL 2R TR PRI
R o R

B PREMBREE

(=) Ao b #

20192 5 AR 2 & 4R [75] 0 T E4LA (ICD-10-CM : C64) A7
#ip g s Lo1sA (F4End 688%)’*»&%.'ﬁ%ttéﬁwujyoa.C@Lc&n
% B X28.0% 5 M E s mdichk g o T RA LA B H60K R 645k 5 1L E
1L L Cj\ﬁ » NG MR A E G TS NH634/F L F A E264/F LA o
FESAFATEMREEBE Z5994 (T H5F633%) > 1E#P Tf'_ﬁ/{?ti'ﬁ )
FE Mo w69 2 TTk 5 & #R L ok F R LR R L R
Y194 /B L F L2094 /8 LA B EHERE ?“i‘t] Y T R o 2
PR w X 95.7%% 92.7% 1 Fime R X 0 R e Ul F R 20
Ma Lo w gl TR 61.4%% 55.6% AL UL TEEER B R F =
Fe el LAk E e ak v A 0 A5 4 80.7%% 12.6% -

FRf s F1952020F > X B g ¥R ovieh # AT [76] 0 FIH B
Prig 2. BB (ICD-10-CM @ C64-Co6 ~ C68) M ~ b (¢ 42&%) &3
‘T}T”g A &..,]2.6133 A ’&’fa‘}ﬁ%fﬁﬁ%’f P70 FR A N AT Rz Y 4R B
1.8% ©

)\_
%
i
N
ol
%
).’3
i
K

EiGELR AR 2 A R 2R Y FERL

& % ipilimumab (T B f A &) & WHO ATC/DDD Index 2022 %af§ =
LO1FX04 » 4" L01 ANTINEOPLASTIC AGENTS | #7" Other monoclonal antibodies
and antibody drug conjugates | #f[6] ; F fHt » $FenE 2 o £ G 1838 » AR
Bl P T oy AGIAN A 4 £ 5 73 > @ 3 brentuximab vedotin ~ dinutuximab
beta ~ blinatumomab -~ elotuzumab -~ polatuzumab vedotin ~ amivantamab % # & ;
T AFEE N EPUEE R e A o

CEERECFHEY 2000 E RRE AT S EEL T
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TUAREL BN SES R O R PABHE SR
VRN SR i@ﬁwﬁﬂ’ TR TR R R
TARAGRLIE & TE - RN 2 E &G 10558 0 ¢ 45 sunitinib

pazopanib ~ cabozantinib ~ temsirolimus ~ lenvatinib - axitinib ~ pembrolizumab ~
avelumab-~nivolumab 2 A &-( % & *fékm )o“% lenvatinib ~axitinib ~pembrolizumab ~
avelumab & & &b 2 4 548 238 %k 4~ .33 s Y AL B e B ch s [8] o
& nivolumab P # i3t Thahe @ * 1 - R FE SR04 prr X 4 5
T BT 2B Ty | NS A0SR 0 BERH Y s A &3 * nivolumab i * 3t
et 1%‘ ¥ &/¥ R R * (intermediate/poor r1sk)i AR B SR R T
Ffa 4 2§k # = F 3 4p I 5 2 4 sunitinib~pazopanib cabozantinib ~temsirolimus
&S 4%@_»5;{;#%?%— R T e By o Fh LV AP £ 5 o

a0 it 2 5.9 5 sunitinib ¥ A 2 B ot rﬁ&;‘ﬁ% o F U PRAEE RS IERZ

FMECEFBETERBARNE Y ANAEE > P A S BT T B LR

TR B E G A & 43 > @ i sunitinib (2009 # 2% %) pazopanib (2012 #

8 1 i) tem51r011mus (2012 # 1 ® % 1)~ cabozantinib (2019 # 12 * &)
¢ » {¥ cabozantinib % i1 & v]i?ié’??r‘% o

1 oari 0 A ATC G A - BT (v % & Sl En] B Bt s

S ﬁxkl -3 v]zi\aw\m” EBRP  A4F 4305 cabozantinib & & i i g
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3. FereRxivE L (109/11/1)

(Dfﬁf‘ v RETE S VR B 4 PRI - 2 4 e (PD-LD R

IR E S e Bl T

(2)«‘?3‘ WS RIS B B R ‘3' B %"H%’* EREREDELP T
PA224 FH A E L ‘153 7 2P FLPE > %i%}iﬁ?ﬁ B 28 = 3t VPN Jk 5% 4+
FE-GPAEHEREE R BREE I ILARBEADIETDFE
Pap Y 2 B

B)eREFpREpur3 LAEY

9.74.Cabozantinib (4 Cabometyx) = (108/12/1 ~ 110/12/1)

Lo %A E RRER Y R/ERR GRY T R 4 o (110/12/1)

(1) #& 728 B * % temsirolimus e

(2) it FHEF AL AL & (intolerance) > Rl R K EFFE 5 AR F
BEair i v oudEd e TKI-

2. i * kA G f A7 2 (anti-angiogenic therapy)is i & < eholEp § i
Eé;f‘ﬁvﬁ.;;l% A o

3. FRERFAPAGRY CE Y FRAENI B S EFFTREBGT

FLo & 3B IEE - = &K ‘}F‘a,u it wayer -(110/12/1)

Ilis BN E-MAR Y A BRI AT NECEF A FL Y ?\;j.!—f‘é * o (110/12/1)

,q.E]KET’}fl;i:io

w ok
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x| MatF RS

PubMed (#6% p & : 2022 % 8 * 3 p)

((renal OR kidney OR hypernephroid OR "clear cell") AND
#1 (cancer* OR tumor* OR adenocarcinoma OR neoplasm* OR | 223207

carcinoma*)) OR "hypernephroma*" OR "Grawitz tumor"

("ipilimumab" OR "Yervoy" OR "MDXO010" OR "BMS-7340

#2 . . 2709
16") AND ("nivolumab" OR "Opdivo")

#3 #1 AND #2 550

44 #3 AND ((systematicreview|[Filter]) OR ("Systematic Review" 0

[Publication Type]) OR (systematic review))

45 #3 AND ((meta-analysis[Filter]) OR ("Meta-Analysis" 34
[Publication Type]) OR (meta analysis))

#3 AND ((randomizedcontrolledtrial[Filter]) OR ("Random

#6 Allocation"[Mesh]) OR (allocation, random) OR (randomization) 98
OR (randomized) OR (randomised))
#7 #4 OR #5 OR #6 126

EMBASE (#% p #§ 12022 # 8 * 3 p)

41 'renal cell carcinoma'/exp OR 'renal cell carcinoma' OR 'clear 84574
cell carcinoma'/exp OR 'clear cell carcinoma'

('ipilimumab’ OR 'yervoy' OR 'mdx010' OR 'bms-734016") A

#2 . . 13494
ND (‘nivolumab' OR 'opdivo')

#3 #1 AND #2 2237

#4 #3 AND [systematic review]/lim 212

#5 #3 AND [meta analysis]/lim 147

#6 #3 AND [controlled clinical trial]/lim 270

#7 #4 OR #5 OR #6 490

Cochrane Library (% p #) 12022 # 8 * 3 p)

((renal OR kidney OR hypernephroid OR "clear cell") AND
#1 (cancer* OR tumor* OR adenocarcinoma OR neoplasm* OR 15474

carcinoma*)) OR "hypernephroma*" OR "Grawitz tumor"

4, | Cipilimumab” OR "Yervoy" OR "MDX010" OR "BMS-734016") |
AND ("nivolumab" OR "Opdivo")

#3 #1 AND #2 237
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D A PR R

FHE | # Métx (A3 P 1 2022/6/2) ik

"advance"[All Fields] OR "advanced"[All Fields] OR
"advancement"[All Fields] OR "advancements"[All Fields] OR
"advances"[All Fields] OR "advancing"[All Fields]) AND

1 |("carcinoma, renal cell"[MeSH Terms] OR ("carcinoma'"[All 7,900
Fields] AND "renal"[All Fields] AND "cell"[All Fields]) OR
"renal cell carcinoma"[All Fields] OR ("renal"[All Fields] AND
"cell"[All Fields] AND "carcinoma"[ All Fields])
"ipilimumab"[MeSH Terms] OR "ipilimumab"[All Fields])

2 |AND ("nivolumab"[MeSH Terms] OR "nivolumab"[All Fields] | 2,616
OR "nivolumab s"[All Fields]

"cost-consequence analysis"[All Fields] OR "cost-benefit

PubMed

3 |analysis"[All Fields] OR "cost-effectiveness analysis"[All 95,521
Fields] OR "cost-utility analysis"[All Fields]

4 [#1 and #2 and #3 9
"advanced renal cell carcinoma" 3,277

2 |"Ipilimumab and Nivolumab" 738

'cost-consequence analysis' OR 'cost-benefit analysis'/exp OR
EMBASE 3 'cost-benefit analysis' OR 'cost-effectiveness analysis'/exp OR 254 915
'cost-effectiveness analysis' OR 'cost-utility analysis'/exp OR ’
'cost-utility analysis'

4 |#1 and #2 and #3 0

"advanced renal cell carcinoma" in Title Abstract Keyword -

(Word variations have been searched)

"Ipilimumab and Nivolumab" in Title Abstract Keyword -

2 85
Cochrane (Word variations have been searched)
Library "cost-consequence analysis" or "cost-benefit analysis" or

3 ["cost-effectiveness analysis" or "cost-utility analysis" in Title 53

Abstract Keyword - (Word variations have been searched)
4 [#1 and #2 and #3 0
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tdr B F S FREM  CREFTELN
By, |FVHEIE |P¥RL (BEXEL R
1.1 % % 3 @ 5 *5%(GIST) i * ** imatinib
mesylate ;5% 2 B VIR & fu g ¥tz 2 A gy
L2 %% i B (GIST) . 1.2 Bl Tk
REL il
1 F & 5]5‘? EX £ 125 % Sutent Capsules |[(RCC) i * *p R RYP A B HELTm% K o 13
(%) (02459388 | 12.5mg W S N A i R (PNET) 3§ % *Hie B > &2
Fu
7 “f BEA A Y G 2 A TN AR
F AP A o 14 Tk eiog BRI R
B T I pinS A g A R R S e B in g
B T iwie B2 F - MU AT NS B
B\ G #% (CYTOKINE)i5 % % Fc2 i Bimme R & % o
| |8 . e s
2 FEEET Y o £ 200 (Pazopanib HCI) |Votrient if * »%insfy a0 i Fe X it f chat 3y fc o 56
AT
(& £) 1025433 55 . film-coated tablets | % (STS)&  ° @& * *T4]: Votrient $f3t%q 3% km*2
R
200mg 4] (adipocytic) STS & 5 # i A& % (gastrointestinal
stromal tumor) iR vz A JE HEF o
1. % % : CABOMETYX ¥ — iz i # 3t
Q) 2FRZHFD? R/IERRGRD TRk
B o Q) R b P AT R ISR
. - T T |CABOMETYX
(ad ’5*7%%?] F% N (anti-angiogenic therapy) 8L % w5 s £ o
3 % 42_20 % |film-coated tablet , i
027511 %% CABOMETYX # nivolumab & # # i if * 3t X i
P 20m
g PR T8 ?-_3,,»3{?,-%,,-,?5 Ao Q. M FmiE R
CABOMETYX if * *t ¥ 4& % sorafenib /5% 2. "+ /m
LES .‘}%:{};‘, A o
DY -3 % | L adk T EER é,—'ﬁ'f FEFTAABRGTFS
PEIAZ BT I (DERS BT R
Torisel
2_pFF RiE - # ~ (2)Karnofsky Performance scale
. » ~ |Concentrate and ,
R EE TR Rk (KPS)/+ 60 3 70 2. FF ~ 3)s ¢ F 31 ¥ & »
4 diluent for . . .
024853 55 |4zl ()% 1 14 & 4T B 42iE 10mg/dl ~ (5)F* % & fi
solution for ,
(lactate dehydrogenase)4zi§ 1.5 & & ¥ £+ 2T~ (6)
infusion . y .
Q- BUINABFTFRBRFE NG LRLA
FAI R ™ inf A RTeDR A AR E e gk T R
|FemE INLYTA - .
% & ﬁiei] F% 7ok © $ % 48 sunitinib & cytokine ;o £ R ehnk Hp
5 #42_1 % |Film-Coated
025853 5 T 0% B b o
iy Tablets 1 mg
PRE®{ T LE2J Fwieh nhaizzrrif
AR T | AT u f
6 B i Keytruda Injection |# £ 2 & & B 4 o 1% 5§ 24 452 o & J° 2 A
¥ 001025 5. |53
W%T%'??Lj%*?“fm‘?é' 1?5’\"2
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A H R T o ¥ AN E - RIS SR B
¥ ip] 4 #6254 38 PD-L1 (tumor proportion score
(TPS)>1%) * # £ % EGFR &* ALK "6 % A %] &
ik FRaLHp B g A5 M2 e “#:}%:}I}‘g Lo Hhit
w,m%ﬁﬁgﬁﬂﬁwﬁ@ﬁ@gﬂfgﬁﬁi
R R
> 1%) St 2] nte R A o s A F R
EGFR & ALK #7718 ¥ & > |/ '3 EGFR &
ALK Fr4] 300 R {8 ”‘Hﬂxlﬁi.-‘)l’)\‘s,u (/9 SR
pemetrexed 2 Z 40 i - ExFE* > BRI ESME >
£ 4 EGFR & ALK "% 2 F1 & ¥ 2 2Lk 2] fm
iy - Rs R B o
2 nab-paclitaxel # * > QL5 & £ (2855 25
| e R - SUAR E B 32 Al A & UK
EIREY 8N R gl S TR Gl N S ]
ek L 4 e m&k&wﬂﬁﬁ
AR F LA PAENHT B
Lo AFEFEINELR R B LM B
fluorouracil(FU) & * » #i 45 4 & &%+ ‘fi?}.
LT G 2N 0% A (HNSCO) s 4 en¥ — &5
REF o HpRT SR LT EB S RS
2R BB IN G e 0 P ST AR B WP
m@%ﬁpDL1$m{ﬁf%w¢@ﬂm$>u7@
A - Rnh ES o HipRY o AR g
cu NN SEY S URIREY SR R el B
PEAS LB SR ANBE AR e 0 ¥ SRR RS R R
*84 PD-L1 & L[5 & 15 {22 #(CPS) 21 ]
Lo SGRIRE A inhEXTHMCEIDRDE
éiéfl%f%gp.ﬁli),%uﬁlﬁ,il TR 7 i B
TR AR IR 12BN R
B G 0L B LI RE Y LR L e
e A & X 2 cisplatin B k2 P H Srwsz
Wi R N AT PD-LL AR [FEeB Ak
(CPS) > 10] 2 VA1 2 4 45 4255 F1E ¢ AL A
AoRF A AR ER Bk (F % PD-L1
AR 5 0 ) R IRBLl S EARRE R E&*?‘s

" % % I PD-L1 (tumor proportion score

£ carboplatin %

paclitaxel

LIS gk

H52 5 P

Lo gnd RR(CIS) 0 AL F R
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PR LRARATS E
(BCQ) & F st ~ F g ~ 220 & e 105 5k
(NMIBC)7 £ = 6.5 g i & F 5 Bk 383y
FAALY RS T SR S SR AL 3
Stk BB PD-LI 2 B(FE B A
[Combined Positive Score, CPS]> 1)+ ¥ L& & A
A ()
2 741 Bt > 02 HER2/neu ¥ % & [4c%
FEDie RS io R (8 NIRAEE R G A Lo
TR BAORYE B e kT B n R e B FLA
AFHI 0 A IR RE 2L R FBEREB
I T By A2 T F H A o 8% Ml B AR
1+ (microsatellite instability high; MSI-H) 2* 45 3%-fe $+
i2 4 # st 7 &} (mismatch repair deficient; AIMMR)
Bk ek b &2 fi‘*ﬁﬁ%'ﬁ?‘gi‘?‘&fﬁ?’iﬁﬁi
H(MSI-H) 2 4 327 #1342 54 it 7 £(dMMR)2. ~

g ”f”k*?’ “Z]:‘ et Ay

(¢ 357 7 fluoropyrimidine

PRy = Ao 4 o i@ % fluoropyrimidine,
oxaliplatin % irinotecan ;& & I B i I % e %
ERFR AN AR RN RECRE I EiE A
B g2 F R ER DR MR 0.8 MiFL 7
RIPSGFRHBRS LT LA SR
AR SR LR ML 3 48 UR(MSIH)
BEpH RS a3 L(AMMR)* % # % % (CRC)
B AR - SUS B o 100Rm % ag AP
sorafenib ié—‘),%‘: Vi P2 R (HCC):},% Ao 11+ F 5
R i SR GRS R R «1%7’;3 PD-LI % 7
(CPS>1) > ® fdas C BN i B o (s )
FEERRDRF A EH ST E?}%)ﬁi Ao 12.%
dm¥e £ axitinib & * o 85 LI Tiw e R A ih
¥ - B KES o 2 lenvatinib H % - AL R T
i A % - Rin R EF o REYILFIR
FRET e RS A A ’i?‘*"ﬁ%ﬁh‘?é g
A5 L 'ﬁ% to g Rt ing o 13,5 ¢ p R &
lenvatinib & * if * *tF EiE AN AR E > P
PSR ABE 0 T3 £ 4RI L R i
2RI T PR L o 14 SER B ME

0 aE Hp

CEFREEY R

fluoropyrimidine 2
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%Hﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁgg%%%Aﬁ
b RisHER w%&*&%ﬁ LR
S Bk e Ry 0 AR RS R R R T
PD-L1 % T.(% & 5 |44 #&[CPS]>10) » * £ ¥ &
- () 2R i R PR iy 18
BB E AL 152 F& 14 54 9% (Triple Negative
Breast Cancer) £ 1t B2 5% > (i B h 'G5 8
Z IR (TNBC) s & chmn Fib oy * % 130
I EpR Y LR B B8
U SER IR SR LR & SRR E Rl ok LT eR i
PR B (TNBC) » 2 SGAgse2 i@t bl ) "8
PD-L1 4 (5 & I #£4 #[CPS]=10)5 * - 16.%
# % % % p j7 £ (Tumor Mutational Burden-High;
TMB-H) A ivf & F 2 27 0F &4 12 e
2 RERBRINFHRBEREE FE
burden high [TMB-H]) [>10 mutations / megabase
(mut/Mb)|~*r L H ok IRECR L gz
gy E ek E R W

(tumor mutation

m;&&;fgac

% 001085 55

Fl :\_\—W— /——-
B3 20 %

CWE

Bavencio
20mg/mL
Concentrate for
Solution for

Infusion

NI A B L e g (Merkel Cell
Carcinoma)z = 4 5 4 o # % axitinib i * ** 8@
# % 4% % (Renal Cell Carcinoma, RCC) s 4 ¢h
FoMiske RrURIT-MIHIFINR
PR RSN E L % IR L RN B S
(Urothelial Carcinoma, UC):/'}% Az iR E e

e A
¥ 001013 5%

B R

OPDIVO
(nivolumab)
Injection

10mg/mL

1~ ﬁ/**rlf‘\lﬁﬁ%']‘i%ﬁ 2R H -
ipilimumab i * M5 &2 > “f NEMSER I E
;g;;;%/\oz‘ —%@iﬁgéjé:jl’gjliﬁ%%?g‘ﬁ%
Bzl ipT ke B EER ?“u%*’“%f'l“i-‘“
2 4 g B S o 3 2] T R L (1) *
ipilimumab i * %t 3% 3 PD-L1(=1%) * 7 &
EGFR & ALK "7 & F1 % # e £ 13 &5 4 4 1220
(| dm P 9 R(NSCLO) & 4 o 4 en% - &Us g © (2)
# % ipilimumab % 2 Bk 7 AT F ISR ¥ AR
% EGFR # ALK %55 A F1 & F ek # 12 & 4 3 1
2]t 7e 7 (NSCLO) & & 55 4 eh 8 — 3ip g » (3)
# % carboplatin ~ paclitaxel 2 bevacizumab if * »*
& ALK #i7; 2K FI R F chfg 45 2 2

# £ EGFR R
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B 2B 2] G
£ AR = SUSR (D NERE P BN
et 2 (8 A s & 1 ha i 2] % 9 i (NSCLC)
Fot ot #F 5 F EGFR & ALK "% 4 F18 4 % -
PIJF 5 EGFR & ALK Frfl 355 15 8 7 s & 1
Boh o4 BRI AR
R R AL B A R A - &
R o 5~ Fimre g L (D * A D Bk §ATE
K % io B (anti- angiogenic therapy) &8t #f § jo %
i 4 oo (2)E T ipilimumab ¥ F 3 ing ¢ R/ER
R * (intermediate/poor-risk) £ % X ¥ &% J5F en
B TIo% Bp 4 ©(3)# * cabozantinib F * 3+ A
¥R io R enm i Tlofe By £ 0 6 FEIEIVER
CLE R X SR AR SEY e f R MR
& i s A P 2N 0% B (SCCHN)
;)[;3407\1;_[?]1’?,,.. T DA T ET A2
FieRlERFLAEL DL AR ESHT HEA
At (DER p R iF e 45 (HSCT) &
BQELIFNIFL
gt o &3 p M3 r iFme HEHSCT) . 4
38 3§ o T k9% £ BLE i 5 (objective response rate)
E@ g8 o i R P AR s mww
3% % (confirmatory trial)z& P! £/ 9 i $|ffk 22 5 © 8 »
W HGE Y R (D Ao KRR F AR
28 E A Bk INEL &k uf AR s A
AR Ao AR ik g5 " & B S (tumor
response rate) % Jo % F 3+ 4§ PF FF (duration of
response) J& 17 4v i %8 o i o endF PR R & 12
S FE 3R 5 (confirmatory trial)zE B? Fx 9 12 T Tk
PLF o (2 * T A RIS “ﬁ%ﬁ‘fﬁé ' B R
ER R REt SR SR LS SRR E. A
T AR ey ET‘}% ()& * fluoropyrimidine %
E3 G IRLE- SEY ST IUIRAPEY/ 8 R EE % % EAL B
4 HER2 A& 4 W3 H& 3 & &
(Gastroesophageal Junction, GEJ) & & i ”f‘]{fﬁﬁ; x5
NCIEEESE FE EXE EEE DRRY S50
L AR T R “iﬁﬁ%m}]‘}?’\ o 10 ~ 3+ %m

& #% g (non-squamous NSCLC) =

D@ % ipilimumab 3§ #

%&ﬂ_lz-k?K%%

brentuximab vedotin »
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2o 0 i * AL w8 sorafenib Jo R 8 i R
(HCO)p 4 o 90 if R 9 B BLF b5
(objective response rate) & 17 4v i# 1% /8 o 1§ B G4F
78 F B 1S F AR iui 35 (confirmatory trial)za o7
FEREITRA2TE o 11~ BB %5 E SR H-
Z = & ¥ % ipilimumab if * 2t HE X
fluoropyrimidine - oxaliplatin {r irinotecan 75 % {5
&2 B R RMFEE 3 AR LE(MSI-H) 2 45 35
fe %2 42 44 FA(dAMMR) g 4 2. < % 2 % % (CRC)
F A A o AR TR YRR RF SR A P
AR YR AR RS P B Rk ok
Fol2s g dhimie i PN H R L H 24
% fluoropyrimidine * 5 ;55 2 1 B it chg 2 i
o3P 24 4R 1 @ i Bk de 7% (esophageal
squamous cell carcinoma)ss 4 13 SR S
R YR P RS E A
it & 22355475 % (neoadjuvant concurrent
chemoradiotherapy) ¥ =+ jiFz > *7 ‘f PR RE
R Kﬁ: RAT R G FRAT S :\;E)%}f%
A Bh LR o

026933 5.

I8
il
Pz

=
N

;@m
N
it
E‘IL

Lenvima Capsules

4 mg

1. A3k H!jwﬁ'g(Differentiated thyroid cancer,
DTC) : i * ¥t 3 gl jnf B vc2 {78, 2 4
Mop N FEH 2 v ;P—H;]lj%y = A /ﬁ‘v
% im ¢ % (Renal Cell Carcinoma, RCC) : #
pembrolizumab & * » 3 B Biw %% s £ 0%
- SIAHES o 2 everolimus B ¥ 5 FAE ¥ EHRL
- it B ATE Fid a0 R A iio

B #E$H o 3. " e Jp(Hepatocellular Carcinoma) :
FF TR iiv‘*tr’*?‘f P AGR S RN 2 s

v f&;}ﬁa Ao 4, F F PN " (Endometrial

o
S

Carcinoma, EC): ¥2 pembrolizumab & * if # >t ¥ &
NERANRLER LSRR ARE 2 A4
EY s E R s 2 B 3 g R SRR e

10
(&)

FES AR F
4%;;L»

% 000958

¥ kit sg

H 5 E L/

YERVOY
(ipilimumab)

Injection 5Smg/mL

Lz S BILR & R L1 >inf = 4
foo 52012 R R )2 Rk k SEBILE G
g 1.2 % nivolumab if * »*i5 % & 2 *7!/12 &
4

B2 ABREA LAY TR H
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nivolumab i # *>Magk ¢ R/ER R %
(intermediate/poor risk) £ 3 & & 3% 55 ehaL iy
T gp A o 3.3 RAkFE 7 8 LE(MSI-H) S
#7213 42 45 K(dMMR) S 45 1% 5 2 3R 1 B
nivolumab if * ** 4% fluoropyrimidine ~ oxaliplatin
{v irinotecan i 16 I Eit2 23 % RicHEELE
12 % (MSI-H) & 4 fie 18 42 4 F(dMMR) i 45 12
3 R(CRO)S A s & o AFFmie gy B
nivolumab if * *ti5% £ % ¥ £ % sorafenib /5 ¢0
35m % p(HCC) s 4 o SHEA 4L 403 220 ) m e
% 0 5.1 ®* nivolumab if * *t%F 3 PD-L1(=
1%)® 7 & EGFR & ALK %% & F1 £ 4 cha £ 4
FE 2 43 4220 |- o o R(NSCLO) i £ 605 — 3
Je Bk o5.2 B * nivolumab 2 2 BikH 7 401 Bk
if* %7 & EGFR ¢ ALK %% 3 F1 8 § cha & &
#5243 R 25 ] o # R (NSCLO) s 4 075
SR o 6.EMHAWRE A B 5 * nivolumab if *
TRE L AR L A A R A SEE I
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