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FEIAFRIZIB T HEROFE 1AL TH Y, 7203TH 2008 E@ﬂ%ﬁ@%@%éﬂﬁ
PRI, BHETIIEmMICKRNT2%EE (10 HAHY 105.5 N) 1, LT
FHREIZRNT2EH (10 HASHTZD 72.0 N) IZEmW GHEITEA ﬁ)hmﬂﬂgﬁﬂi
2SIl

R RES 2160 5 81T, WHREIOIERZ B O T-RIGUIBRD EAR TH 223, 1R
TBYUIBRDS ARREZRHEST « R KNG (metastatic colorectal cancer; mCRC) T %)
THWEBEOHFIMEFIRIETH S, THIFEL VA TR BHE S 4, 1980 4
HJL W K6 < fluorouracil (5-FU) ¥ X8 leucovorin (LV) ZH.LTHY . £ D
FAE I AR P B (median survival time: MST) (X8 » A5 12 » A
BETH-o7= % 2000 FELIFRIZ irinotecan <2 oxaliplatin 72 & O HL O
FVEGURE A OREIRBAFE DS | I D EMAHRERIZ IV T, 2 b DA &= G e
ZARIGFRRIEIC LD, MSTIX20 » AZBX 2MENREINDH IR o7 ¥
oxaliplatin &FppisiiE 5-FU/LV PFHIMRILE (FOLFOX ##{%) X° oxaliplatin &
capecitabine Jf H#EIE (XELOX #8E) . irinotecan & FpfgiifiE 5-FU/LV DF L

(FOLFIRL $#i%) 2% 1 IRIGHICEB T HIRMENRRRIE L BEA 615 £ 91270 |
B HHIBEIEOBIMAIRER 2 &t 7 DOFRERD pooled analysis (2T, 4
frh L OMEHIEA &L ORBRE P BREFT SN2 f R, 5-FU/LV, oxaliplatin,
irinotecan @ 3 FlZ& V) - 7 EGNE EAEFIAM DN IEE T A HEICH D Z &0
W& SN2, ZHUC LY 5-FU/LV BREZ GO & L7z FOLFOX #RiE & 5 U i
FOLFIRI JIEDOWTNnZE 1 IRFEELE L, ZRICAIRE iU d 9 —FH % 2 kiR
L L TRIRT 5 LW lo, BIEDIRET#ORAR & 70 5 BRI 8 5150 e
NSz, & BT, AT FAERTRREE DB S I X ORI BE AR IR ITHE
BIEF Tz, beva01zumab (Bmab) . cetuximab (Cmab). panitumumab (Pmab) .
regorafenib @ 4 S KGR IZRBRAGR ST\ 5, 2 b D TR R K %
RO MR FEE U A O ERVE R IO, O WITHEM TR ET 52 & T
MST 1% 24 » HEMZ ZWENRINTEBY, FEIA T4 THHfERRINT
l/\ZD 6, 7O

— 7. ARIITBWTIEL, 1999 4T 5-FU/LV SEIEDN AR S v, ARIEIF NS 5-
FU AR THDLT H 77— T I WCEZ BB REN L S TE -,
1995 4|2 irinotecan DS AGR I NN, LIk, BRAKRDN L EFEN T,
oxaliplatin(2005 4F). Bmab (2007 ). Cmab (2008 4F) 8GRI D572 & Ez 5
< drug lag i ESINTE72, LA LARAG, 2010 4T Pmab DGR Z 51T,
£ RS & D drug lag D3RIH S AU, WOK THEDE XU D VR & [FAISE OTRE D
ARIRTHHITRIRE & 72 o 7= (regorafenib 1% 2013 FEH&GE) .



Bmab XI5 N EGE N+ (vascular endotherial growth factor: VEGF) (Z
KT HEE A 166l B MEE /) 7 o —F LBk TH Y & BEOEE
ZALHIEBR OFE R D | GIBRAREHETT « FRRAERG BIGHE O — IR/ —IRiBHk
X L CH ARSI TWD Y F, oMREEMEOFUER & TR
D . RGBS T H IRIBIE Tk A (bevacizumab beyond progression;
BBP) 9% Z & DA MRS B AR B IR AR CRER] S 47z

Cmab, Pmab 1% & H 12 F AR R F5Z B (epidermal growth factor receptors;
EGFR) Z#E/Y) & L 7T EGFR HUAIK TH 5, EGFR (3 I /A% CIEF AR B
LTCWOAZERTHY , EOREITMARSY T RiEE R AA | BEEETH R A
AV HIIVE R A A B Y 3L - Tuh5b, EGF X° transforming growth factor—
a2 EDY H 2 RS EGFR Offifiast R A A G35 L, SRRITFE LI
(fthdd> EGFR 7 7 L U — L D) ~7 1 2 &K%k L, EGFR ONREMETF 7 v > %
F—BIEMAL, MRE RA S T o F—BiEoa eV BN D,
WIS 7T NV DI ZERRB T 5, ¥ 7 VIR IT1E RAS/RAF/MAPK |
PI3K/PTEN/AKT, JAK/STAT @ 3 DD NH Y . T HAGER OIEMELITIE D
g - orib, 7R b= A R, AE RO E2IGIC b D EE AR E
ERIEZLTNDEEZLNTWD P EGFR 1326 < DIE RS AR TR 5
LTHEY., s L OEBOEERBIL, 20X 9 72 EGFR OmFIFH 2 £ 2 5
D1>Ths, PLEGFRPULAIEIL, ZORKAEET S Z LT X - THIEER
T EINTEY, B AM A~—T—DEHEBHLNNIR Y >oH 5, Y4
). ARFN O 5N R FEBUZNIREIGALRE DS fZ Ye il K 0 (EGFR DI BLMERE AN IH &5
R HAIVTWE, RIBEIZIH T 2 A FEERRER OFE R © 13 EGFR FELGREE & i
REhE & OAENIE STy, E£72, EGFR FEMEITx LT H BREs] & R4
DNEPFOLND T & HHME SN TS % —J57TEGFR @ FIIZALE 325 ARAS
BRI D & T RGO 40RE TEEP RSN 7 EEOH
EGFR HUAs3E D il B ek S ie 151 C oD RG22 PN T2 BT CUE ARAS S8R+ 28
B3P EGFR FLRE DA DO ET RN 7+ TH DL Z ENH LN E 2> TERY 0%
B G KRAS B AN IRES 2 Z L R STV D 2%,

Cmab X IgGl V"7V T ADE e~ AR X THURTH 5 #', — 5 Pmab 1% 1gG2
BT T ADEEE MEFUERTH Y . ¥ 7T REREIC L Y HUEEh R %2 5%
HT5EE2DNTWD P, KRAS #7480 mCRC B3 1010 A& x4t L= H
BIL[R A — 7" T UL RER] LL S AR AR C b % ASPECCT 3&0% T, Pmab @ Cmab
W29 A A IFHIM (overall survival; 0S) OFELPED R Zdu, WEKAN X [F 4%
DODHIEREIREET L DN RE SN, AEFRICO VUK~ X2 U A
MLE DS Pmab #£C. Infusion reaction A% X Z PR TEH 5 Cmab BE T\ M)
IZH T2, TND LA DR EREE, TR & W o loif R a2 Mkl 2 L CRIE L 72



58O BAERFROBBBEEICOAERZZROT AU T Dl A D~
= T IIFRRETH 5,

Pmab X ARAS 815128 B O 72 W BIFRABEETT - TR OREIE. B 3T LEEL
DY A LLEGER (3 YRIBHE &2 %F 5 & L7= 20020408 3R . 2 IRIGH & k5
& L72 20050181 3R *', B X OV 1 ki 2 x4 & L7z PRIME 3R =) OfER, &
TOWRBET A TCEORFRAMENRENTZ, o, ENFE THEZE (20050216 7K
B ) CTHARANIBITALZEMEDHER I, A THIAS HFEHERK THWLT
W5, EERIRIZIBUW T Schmoll B 23R L7z 7 /b— 7 5 55 & P KRAS i#
BB O KRG BFH T, FLEGFR UAKOHEHAEZBET L2544 7L LT
I% aggressive 721 & B9 IR HE, 770 b HLIBTERISIRM BIFR DS Al HE 22 E 51 <0,
NEES BN % < JERZ BT HIEH]. 5D WITER ALK A2 % T TWAIEZ2 & T
ITRWRIET AV COMRABBRH SN N, —F TeEROKREHE 5D D L
LIZL D non—aggressive Z2AEBINZ DWW TIX, AR BBP OfERZEEF 2 1. 2K
1895 Tl Bmab D52 18R L | 3 IRIGH LA TOHL EGFR HUiAIE A W5 Z &2
s,

PLEGFR FUASRIC IR A ERT G L L CEU R EEENRR A2 E 2 TH
B2 e o, BERE U CIR G 12 WE X v SEEEZ, 5
WO L0 R EgcRA 8 HE L 0 NPAR A U EMIChliz - TGEIET 5 %,
BB ¥ O E T Ras (B, JEME. %) I231) 5 EGFR 2iEf & 425 2 &
IZEVEZ D EEX DILTW D JEREE OFBLX, EGFR FAEAITéH 2 Pmab 123
WL, TR B Tiimn e WREETH 5, BIEDO O % & DIV HHBUEE X
90%LA T %, Quality of life (QOL) DK FIZEEND Z ENMESH TS *,

FRGREEEIZITRRA, A7 a2 A RAVHAL 1EA (T I3 A4 270 %) NikE
FRE LIokHERIZRIBEN THIL, TN THWEN A O N WGAESCEE R K
JEREE OSG AL E R EOR I A HER STV D (M 1),



KRR R 5 Rt 1 i 2 R R A

27 aA R AT aA R IRH (44 F) A7 wuA FOR)
AR v 2 X B2, BEPIAR MAEFINR
3] pal:obed

BEMRM (1-2:8)

R R OFF
A l . B

L BERGFHEEFEE =1 > 4L |
10 BREREEIT T 2 1R

— 5 THUEGFR HURIZ361T 2 BEL DRt b Fe G O BIE L & PrliE R )
FARET 2 Z LRI SN TRY | KEREEITH R 28 EFFRTII R TBRIR
DB L E x| RS2 H LU EGER HUA D2 B2 e KIRIC S X H4 = &
MWEETHD ™,

Lacouture M.E. 5% mCRC {Zxf L Pmab Z & AT- L U A & W= 2 IRIEHER]
ZRBRIZAT o 72 open—label ME/EZA(LE M AHFER (STEPP 3ER) 1258\ T, FEHRY
FeRGIRIERE E T2 1 TRPER B FIRIEREDO W 02217V, Pmab $25:% 6 HHIZE
T o REREE (grade 2 LA 1) OFBLEN FRIRIIREHRET 29% (14/48) . XHER
TRIFRET 62% (29/47) TH Y, PRAR AR 7 7 24T 5 Z & THL EGFR HTIASE
2L D RBOFRBNW T H Z & &2HiE L2 (0dds ratio 0.3; 95% CI 0.1 -
0.6)2, L2xLanns, ZORBRIL open—label THHIZHEH ST RIEEED
HEITHYEIC L > TORRINT20, HYEICL D bias BNFAET 5 ATRENE
D ESND, o, TVTADT —ZPWRENTWRN->T, Pmab ORZJERE
EZOWTTRI B . AFEEICOWTHRE LEREIZ2, L, FU
EGFR # 1My & L=/ TAbEaMmTd 5 erlotinib OMEFTRERE 9 2 A b %
LT EAE A LB IAERER (BR. 21 3ABR) Tik, SIERREGZ O NFERPRBLREDOT
—ZNHREINTWE, 7T UT7 NTOIBSEE L4 grade T 85%., grade 2 LIk
1L 43%TH Y. FET T N TE grade DTN 80%, grade 2 LLEIF51%& .
4 grade IX[AIZE7223, grade 2 L EIZOWTIIIET 7 N TRORLEZ  MEAANZ 8 -
=¥, —JF Terlotinib ®EWFE M FHFAER CToH 5 J016565 7R Tld, 4 grade T
98. 4%, grade 2 LA ET70.5%CTh 0 ", i 2R BRI 2 M bigix T
2O, BR21 BRBROIET T ANOT —ZIZH L TEBEETH Y . HLEGFR Hik



WO EREEICAFEEZDGFIET DA REENSRB SN0, S TiTbiviz
STEPP #BR DFER A2 F DO £ F AAREMNIZAMEL TL W inE W) RIENAE T, N
2T, BRTIZIAT oA ROFHHR G L DEITER~OBERR L, — &I
LT B 72 B2 R TR IR I 3AGE S LA MEMN H 0 . RHERI 2R R EIRE S T ST
Ay

% ZTCTHA X, Pmab Z V72 mCRC @ 3 IRIBEITEH W T, RFIZHBWNTH B
HI72 B ETERIE, PERDOHER R EIRIFICH L CTEERKEREZEZMH L © 5
PERRGES 5 B CARRBRZ 518 U7-, ARBRITIZ % 3EF open—label ME/EZ
bR BR Td 5 28, H5IZ open—label TH D Z & A, HYEIZ X DR &
M7 U CL SRR 1 4 Akl KRB E P 2Rt R 750 B2
2, B —RR e E) I X 2 ERE SN TR RHEEZTT O 2 & TRERDE 2 ik
L7z,

AEIORFTOFMER, FEFHEE TH 5 6 HERRFIZIS I 5 grade 2 LLED
P JE I RAER PR IX, THRER CARICIERLS . ERIRFHMEEE T 5
grade 2 LA R OREREEDY)O THET 5 £ TOMRM (FRE) & TP IER T
BREICEN- T2, PICHIEDOFE R TIZZE DOEITR00M £ - 7208, FRHETH A
FRIC T BIRIERE CH BIC SRS OR B STz,

STEPP #BR DFERA HARNIZ L TCHHELS L, TR ERREITH 2 &
T Pmab IZ KD EERLEEELZMHITEX 5 Z RSN, ZORBROFE RN
5. BRIV TSP EGFR HUASKIZ K D15 OBRIZIT TRIRI 72 BRI %
1795 Z EnHERIND,



5-FU: fuluorouracil

5-FU/LV: infused 5—-fluorouracil and leucovorin

BBP: bevacizumab beyond progression

Bmab: bevacizumab

CI: confidence interval

Cmab: cetuximab

DLQI: Dermatology Life Quality Index

ECOG PS: Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group performance status
EGFR: epidermal growth factor receptor

FOLFIRI: irinotecan and infused 5-FU and bolus 5-FU and leucovorin
FOLFOX: oxaliplatin and infused 5-FU and bolus 5-FU and leucovorin
HGCSG: Hokkaido Gastrointestinal Cancer Study Group

HR: hazard ratio

IQR: interquartile range

ITT: intention—to—treat

LV: leucovorin

mCRC: metastatic colorectal cancer

MST: median survival time

NCI-CTCAE: National Cancer Institute Common Terminology Criteria for
Adverse Events

ORR: overall response rate

0S: overall survival

PFA: protection factor to UV-A

PFS: progression free survival

Pmab: panitumumab

RECIST: The Response Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumors

RR: risk ratio

SPF: sun protection factor

TTF: time to treatment failure

VEGF: vascular endotherial growth factor

XELOX: oxaliplatin and capecitabine



KRG 1A

N T S o
AMFFEIE S Mk [R] open—label HEAEZ L ELEGERER TH v | ALifRETH AR
FHRIEMFSE42 (Hokkaido Gastrointestinal Cancer Study Group., LA . HGCSG)
(CHTE T %4 16 fimlZ THiAT L7c, R AR TR 2RO ARAS BF AP D mCRC
ThHZ ENERINTND LD, FHIATERAE L AT 25O (HIEFFE T <
THREW)., AIEEE LT 2 LY A OISBRIEE TSN TS H O (H L,
7 oAb U IV RGUEA DI X DI FRIEIZ OV TR, TR IR
HEZITETHRE DAUNOBHZ L IRIBIFRE B RN & &3 5) & Lz, H,
STEPP 3Bk Tl 2 IRIBIEGI 2% & LT\ 528, kil BBP Z I % x F2HEE Tl
2 IR THL EGFR HTiA3E A H W 2351130 7 < AR TIT L 0 EEFIR
(ZEN U7z 3 IRIBRB 2 %t 5 & LTz,
Z OO ERE L L TR, FIEBSGROF#E 2w 20 5 ETod %, Eastern
Cooperative Oncology Group Performance Status (ECOG PS) 2 LA TFTH B,
BERH LD 3 WAL EOALFNATRE & STV 5, RIFZEENFIZOWTH
DI AT, RNOLEICIDFRENHELATWD, BREkaT 2 BUNOE
FEaREEEIZ DWW T, L TONLO@ODOBEZT- L TWHZ & & L, 2B, 4
BN IR ERS ROV EEAAET 525813 8GE L0 b0 ZRHAT 2L & L,
BENZH T > TIIMRAE AT 2 EPANIZHL, & K1 8A %0513 T 72 »
N DY
O HMERE - 3,000/mm’ BLE (GFAERE 1, 500/mn’® LA ) HLAEHI L A2 A8
Pmab HLFI DA, BAIMEEL 2,000/ mm® LA F, AFFEREL 1, 000/ mm® BL )

@ M/ 7.5X 10" /mm’ LA

@ ~EZmrr 8.0 g/dLLlE

@ irinotecan % Pmab |\ZFHT 25 &3 E U L E 3 Esk BLEME LIRD 1.5
5 LLF, Pmab BUMERIEDOGAIIH E U L B T BLUEM EFR D 2 501

® AST, ALT, ALP : ffigk M #efE LR 2.5 (LU T (s - Bk as a3 554
1% 5 fFLLT)

® MiF7 L7 F=2  Riak B ERRO 2.0 f5LLF

F 7o, BRAMELME L L TiX Pmab 38 X OV OMoFUES % 0F 3 2856132 O3
K. T FIH A7) REH, L F=y BNk LB HEUE OB D & 5
B, KRAS BASFNEEA  WERRR B, e SUTIEE L TV 5 ATRE o
HoHImAN, T b NI O N, FEMEME - FifRHEE O BE . X% OBEE
FED & % B, T E TITHL EGFR HLiAZE (Pmab £ 7213 Cmab) D HBEED H %
B, Bmab &5 OERE, TOM, M ERIDSARIFZIE~O SN Z A2 LW



L7cBEE LT,

ARBRIIE BRI B T 2MEFEERZESOARER/ T, ~N Y UFES
(Rl ThafT S iz, &2 TOBEIT ﬁﬁuﬁﬁé%E@éﬁﬂﬁﬁbméﬁm
TRHAEZT, BEEHICLDA T r—b Kartky b EHT,

HEAL L B

BE TR TEESIZ 1 Xt 1 OFIE TTIIRITRREE & HERTRIEFICEI O AT
bz, BIEAICIZZ B2 —F (2K 5 permuted block ¥E4 VY, Eﬁ%\ M
Bl BERMER . (LFRIE L U A R EHEIRA & Ulo, Y EIIARRER I /ERk
L7z web X—=VNIZ7 7 v A LBEEZRE LI, 0L ZBEITEEREOTF =
v 7 e ORGR & [RIRFIZ HBIYIC 2 BEICHI D AT bivle, E 70, ARBRIT open-
label REACTH D720, FRICHYEL LOEFICERILIZI SN2 o 72 RER
EIZ L DFIHEDERITITH b 5 BETHFHREEMRIL LT,

S EE H

AR O EEEHIIE BTG50 6 HILHRHCIS T D grade 2 L EOBEIREE O
RFERAEFR L Uiz, BIRAIFHGIE B IXHICHEIC X 5 R EEE OFHM, grade 7]
DR JEREEFRBLE CORFM, QOL, Zatk, MIFEALFHIM (Progression free
survival; PFS [BERHAEEH & L, HELHE SN A XTIdH 5 5K
EBHTEHD S LRWGETOME], 0SCERERHZERA L L, HHWHHEK
XD EH ETOHIRM) . BRI (Time to treatment failure; TTF [%f
FRHAEFEH &L, ELHEI SNZH, W HREIC L DI H, 58 T LRI
O7a ha—AREFRIEAOS L &L FRWLOETOHR] ., 2=
(Overall response rate; ORR LB 9 HEVYEIERZLL EDOEIE]) & LT,
Fo, PFHAEFHEIEIC KD BRIMIT 21T 2 & & LTz,

AR IRE
Pmab 13 2 12 1 [\E], 6mg/kg & 60 23 LL BT TG-S v/, grade 3 LLED
FIEREENHEB L7288 1203 Pmab O 52 EH L, grade 2 A F~WE L7-1%

ICER G 2179 2L & Lz, T, FYEHENC X 2R, BEITFFAR L
B, T—HWEOBIZZEDONEEZH L Lz, £, fFHL Y A 2o TiE
PR I TR AT RE & L7,

AF U TIZOWTIEERE & B BUE SNTZNEZ A& L CHlEMb 255 155
ERTH K VBAMA L., S E CTHke 2 2 & & Lz, TRIRIRERIIRA. HEE
ik, AT aA RARAL 2 A2 ) 2T 8L L, TIRAGTEERE
ITREA OAREHND Z L b Uiz, 72, SHEFRIERICB W THBET IEHIZHOWN



TIHEEPHELGSITEEEH L TR & & L,

PRIBANIEm, T, 2. B, WP, Wi L& 2 a1 Lz, HBET DT
Sun Protection Factor (SPF) 25, Protection Factor to UV-A (PFA) 4 UL E S8
KD H DT UVA BLOUVB EZBEHTE 2 b0 L, B~ 5
HLor Lz, A7 a4 FAAANX0.5%8 FaarF o7 U—azHv, Hi,
F. B, B BR WCE Ko 2 [mEm Lz, £z, X /YA 27 Y 3 100mg
Z1H 1EANARLZ,

ERRAX T T ORNFICOWTITIEARRINCIT STEPP BRICHE U728, TRLO
M EEEZMz Tz, AT A RIAHFNZ OV TIE STEPP 3RERCIE 1%k e =b
F N TWen BHEZIRIZBWTERIREIZ AT v A RAAHAIO T i
HORWERZBRET A2HEMICH 72720, 0. 5%D b D2 Lz, HrAEAIC >N
TITHBBATHER RAFTH VD . HLEGFR HFUAIEIZ L 5 SERRLZ 2 5D, KEE
B LTRSS EHIN TSI /A 7 ) 28R L7z ®(STEPP BBRTIE K
XA UEER),

BT OBEITIBIRBALARTNIC , B 2 A O T H1E, B X O EFEE 2D
SEOICAFAFETREDIT ONESEEFHELTL LICAGEE L, 220

FEIC XA IEAN O AR EJEIRIZOWT DT = v 7 A7, EBR 0% 2
(CHME R L, REBOHE, oM vz,

BEFHHLIZT OV TIX National Cancer Institute Common Terminology
Criteria for Adverse Events (NCI-CTCAE) version 3.0 Z AW CREHlAZ1IT-
Too BEPEFICOWTIIZEMICTH Y EIC L - TRl S, & grade OFHL
H. grade 2 L ED R EREEDHBL L2 AEF] CIIFD T grade 2 Lk L7275
Bl & grade 1 LLF~OHEH Z7HE LT,

BEITADRCLE S 2 BIZ—EOBEELZT, KEHEEOFHEiE 2 X277 O
BRI DO W TRl & 7z, 8 I & TIZ grade 2 LA ED K EREENFEHL L 725
AlE, WY MLE - TAETHo TN & & L, SBELEIE, B0z
AT OfffE, HURIZ OV TIFHRY BRI K > CRIRAEE & Lz (B
EESHET 128), M. 8 & D IS OV T, STEPP iR TIIEETRIE R
KO EREEBEWIMIL 6 HIZTH 72, &b QL KT SH 2 LEREED
O&DThHDHMMROEFFRERFIT 8 U ' TH V| Z DOJNFHRDOFEBLRI & 7F
ikt G &3 _< . AF 7T 2 8 ik, REEEBIEMIMIT 12 8L L7z (¥
2)s

10



SHE/ TR 64 [ T Al
| I = 22 41 |

| | | | | | | | |
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 ()

2 study schema

T, FEERORBR TH A2, MO 242 AT <, HYEICL V2
LHICEEOREEEZE L, K TRICEE R~ S8, HEREME
WXV HRHEEITo T2, 20L& FRYEEERICITETOERFREEMRILL
7

FIEREEIC K 5 QOL 122V CiX Dermatology Life Quality Index (DLQI) %
TRl 217> 72, DLQI 1% 10 THH O HHMZRZERFEIZ L > T 0205 30 0
27 ) T EITV, FEREEICEL S QL ZFHET 2 b DT, EiFRDObHDIE
EQL NEFSNTNWD Z L 2Rt 77— LA BB Uiz, A
B H-BRART, 5 3B, THHE, 13EBO 4 EETLRFHIEE & B
X L7z,

PUEG RO IIERE N HEE S5 F T 6 HEICHIT L, response
evaluation criteria in solid tumors (RECIST) verl. 0" ZHAWTHHEIZ L
o> THIE STz,

RO N

AR B CTRBRONIEBEF NS RS V—F TORFHT L - Tk
ESNIAMEEEEZRSEMEERE LT, SHIZEEEHDOI B, Fr ha—L
B O—E T IT M2 HITINTZ b ORI & L=,

YT A RIEHA 2 FREZHAWT RO X HIZFHE L7, STEPP ikl ¢
X, 6 ERRIEIED grade 2 DL EDREEEERBRIT, THTEEET 29%, *f
JERIRIREE 62% & HE SN TWD 2, ZhasE L LARIORBRICZK T S grade
2 UL E D R B TR B R A SHERIERE 62%. FHHRITRERET 29% S RE L. E
PRI H O RS 28I 2 6 B & L, «=0.05, =0.10 T
AR E & S92 & 1 Bf 46 61 (BF 92 ) 3B & 70 B, 10%FEE D A A% SiE 1]
ZEBE LT 102 BNRRE LT,

AT I X AR5 & 3 ST itiA T L 7e (et DWW TiE 1 [BIELED Pmab 6 5-%
1T T2HER], ORR T DWW THIFHAFTRBIR A 2 A LIERICR L TiT»7), F 3
FHEE B L OFOMD 2 HEOT Y RRA » MTOWTIINA 2 BREL
HAWTEHE L, MiFFEVERD 5 LT OLAIZIET 4 vy —DEMREE M

11



7=, time—to—endpoint |22V NTiX Kaplan— Meier £ & Log—rank ¥E % FH V>,
Y — Kt (Hazard ratio; HR) ®FFEIZIX Cox N — RET L% HU =,

DLQT DOfEHTIZERWTIE, AN K LHIEZZE L T-HRBRAGET V&
HWT 2 BEDOI AT > e IBIR G T T VIZIE, SBIEEE LRk, R @
W, 7, 13 EGEE)  JRIE RSO EEREE AV, BEEEESHRLE L
THoTe, BRRZERAIE LTIV D 2 & T 2 MO 22 X & Lhik
L7z,

BTOEMNILSAS Y7 b =7 v9.3 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, North
Carolina) # W TiT-o7=,

ASGABR X UMIN (288 7= (UMIN000004883)
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<$ ;Il:%>
2010 4E 7 H 7 H225 2013 4E 3 A 31 H FE TIZ 16 fiigk > D 95 FIH B Gk X i,
48 BN IHERIERE, 47 Bl TEEIEREICBIES 1250 41T 57z (K 3),

[ HEREH] (0=95) ]

Y X

SCHIE A BE i TR R T B R TG PR RE
(n=48) (n=47)
—{ Pmab* F#&5 (n-1) ]
SHIE A B2 R TE R a1 Tl T B 52 R e a1 T 45
(n=48) (n=46)

[X] 3: Trial profile

*PROPFRIERICEI D AHT e 1108, BB RS IZ 2R R B O ED 120
—JFE Y Pmab 2G-SR WE FHTE LTz, AJERFNX intention—to—treat (ITT)
population (ZIZE D, LEMEDMENT I HITERA LTz,

RSB ST, 2% %Mm:%@iid%m& 7o T, RS EI 2 EE LT
WL 0 b7 < BRITIC 0 R E BB S HER T E T2 72 T T RINIERIERE &
ik L7z, FRARIEREC Dﬁv‘%zmz 1 BIDBERAZ T2 IRIE D B 72 L
WICE DT L7272 Pmab 2 & OBRIEEZ 1 EL&EG SN o7=08, ITT &
MixZzo0 1 flzEg0=9%56E Lz, 7—% 1y M7 HIZ2TORENEER
FEOBIZEHIM (12 HH) 2% %72 201346 A 30 A & L7, @BIEMPREmiEy
BHRRIERET 24.9 » H (interquartile range [IQR] 19.0-27.8) . SHERIERE 30. 7
s H (IQR 16.0-33.2) TH 7=,

13



BAETROMEZR LR, MER TAEEZRBO NI,

SHEFRIERE TR RRIERE
P value
(n=48) (n=47)
P51
Bk 32 (66. 7%) 25 (53.2%) 0.212°7
M 16 (33.3%) 22 (46.8%)
Rl (BEH) 68 (54 - 81) 70 (48 - 88) 0.373*
ECOG Performance status
0 30 (62.5%) 32 (68. 1%) .
1 13 (27.1%) 13 (27.7%) 0.5127
2 5 (10. 4%) 2 (4.2%)
JUFE B
i N 30 (62.5%) 34 (72.3%) 0.383"
[EL 1 18 (37.5%) 13 (27.7%)
i P Mt 1 25
1 18 (37.5) 9 (19.1%) 0.068"
> 2 30 (62.5) 38 (80.9%)
EGFR
Bt 29 (60. 4%) 25 (53.2%) 0. 984"
e 12 (25.0%) 9 (19.1%)
HRINE 7 (14.6%) 13 (27.7%)
J 3 BB
AREIER 11 (22.9%) 10 (21.3%) 1.000"
DIERGE 37 (77.1%) 37 (78.7%)
BHLI A
Pmab FF) 29 (60. 4%) 32 (68.1%) ;
Irinotecan + Pmab 18 (37.5%) 12 (25.5%) 0.511
FOLFIRI + Pmab 1 (2.1%) 3 (6.4%)

F1: BHEEE (T Fischer’ s exact test, I; t-test)
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< FEFHEE >
6 W AR IRE

BHRRVERET 21. 3% (10 / 47 f;

48 fil; 95% CI 48.8-76.2).

reduction 1% 65. 9% Cd o> 7, [FEIEEOMEAIL 8 MBI (7 JETEERAN) |

12 T RRIEEE (B BEIR) THER0 B, 8 Ml TILTRIRIERET 25. 5%,

BT 5 grade 2 DL B R JEFEE R BR (Y EOFM) X, T
95% CI 9.6-33.0).
RR 0.34 (95% CI 0.19-0.62; p<0.001) .

SHERRERE T 62.5% (30 /
risk

BLO

KHERIERE T 66. 7%,

12 T4 % 42. 6%,

75. 0% Th -7~ (5 2),

SHIE BETERE TR EIERE
(n=48) (n=47)
6 i FE I IRE
> grade 2 FZJE[EE 30 (62.5%) 10 (21.3%)

Risk ratio (95% CI)

0.34 (0.19 - 0.62)

P value < 0.001
grade 2 JZJEFEH 23 (47.9%) 9  (19.1%)
(95% CI) 33.8 to 62.1 7.9 to 30.4
> grade 3 FZfEMEE 7 (14.6%) L (2.1%)
(95% CI) 4.6 to 24.6 0 to 6.3
8 A i Rf
> grade 2 FZEMEE 32 (66.7%) 12 (25.5%)
Risk ratio (95% CI) 0.38 (0.23 - 0.65)
P value < 0.001
12 JH R
> grade 2 JZfEFETE 36 (75.0%) 20 (42.6%)

Risk ratio (95% CI)

P value

0.57 (0.39 - 0.82)

0. 001

# 20 Grade 2 LI Eo R &2 RS R

BT (4 R TAfh)

15



< BIREYFEmIE H >

- Grade B G FEEFEFREL E T OIRFH

Grade 2 VL LD RZJEREED WO THELT 5 F TOHIM (HFIRfl) 1 X7 P IERE
TIERBZE, HERIERETIZ 3. 2 THh - 7= (HR 0. 35, 95% CI 0.20-0.61; log-
rank p<0.001 [[¥4]), [FAEIC grade 1, grade 3ICOWTHLRET LT AEE
IZRD IRy 72 (grade 15 SHERERE 1.9 8, PHRERE 2.1 [HR 0. 85,
95% CI 0.55-1.32; log-rank p=0.458], grade 3; XPIESRIEHE, TEHEIERE &
HITAKREZE  [HR 0.43, 95% CI 0.15-1.24; Log-rank p=0.108]),

< 100

ks

E 80

2

=

%

]

o

=

b

Al 40

L.a |_\_‘_\

>

Z 20

T — xbENOERE

A 0 — TRiEERE |

0 4 8 12 (1)

Number at risk
Reactive 48 22 14 10
Pre-emptive 46 41 31 21

[ 4: Grade 2 BA_Lo» 2S5 913 C HIBR 2 % C D AR (24 BE )
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F7-. grade 2 DL LD FEREENHBIL LIZIEFOWTIX, grade 1 L F~tkE
TOHETIZE LI A A Uiz, R, RPEMRERE 37 06 (22 - 58) . TRIEIE
FE30MUT -7 THY, AEELEFEDR)I->7- (MR 1. 14, [95% CI 0.64-2. 04;
Log—rank p=0.660; [X5]),

100
= 80

-

3

~ 60

2 — HERATE
o — R
= 40

z

= 90

S

2

= 0

0 20 100 150 200 250 300 (B)

Number at risk
SHEFIETE 36 13 8 4 2 2 2
TrEREERE 20 9 2 2 2

5: grade 1 LA P ~DOUESE CIZHE L 7= #AM (FE 24 = FHfH)
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- FUREEC KD R R E O R

Fe g B oo gl E 1%, JRIERTRS K ONRERE O G E 2T X 7= 87 #i
(91. 6 I DWW THEAT L7z, 6 BBRFIZISIT D grade 2 LA b Fe fEREE R
BRI, TRIREIERE 18. 6%, xHERIERE 50. 0% (RR 0.37, [95% CI 0.19-0.74;
p=0.002; #*4]) T, ARICTHIRIEHE CREREORIN/MZ b, HYE
R & O—FR I T BAREIERE 79. 1% (34 / 43 1)) | RHEFRIERE 72. 7% (32 / 44 1)
ThH-o7-(FE5),

SHIE BETERE FREEIERE
(n=44) (n=43)
6 I X1 F
> grade 2 JZJEfEE 22 (50. 0%) 8  (18.6%)

Risk ratio (95% CI)

0.37 (0.19-0.74)

P value 0.002
grade 2 JZ§FEE 17 (38.6%) 7 (16.3%)
(95% CI) 24.3 to 53.0 5.2 to 27.3
> grade 3 FZf§REE 5 (11.4%) 1 (2.3%)
(95% CI) 2.0 to 20.7 0 to 6.8
8 R I
> grade 2 JZJEFEE 25 (56. 8%) 12 (27.9%)
Risk ratio (95% CI) 0.49 (0.28-0. 85)
P value 0. 006
12 38 %3t ey
> grade 2 Jif§PEE 26 (59.1%) 17 (39. 5%)

Risk ratio (95% CI)

P value

0.67 (0.43-1.04)

0. 068

# 41 Grade 2 DL oD S E BARERELER (R IL ) E)

FEFHMIEE Th 2 6 ERRERFO R BLR CIIHE S BN L 0 02D e £
LY DDOHEEE S - CPRIEIERE T grade 2 L EO R EREENIH Sz, 8
T, 12 BRGEEF O E IRV TH RO 2N /L Sz,

18




A HILHE (grade)

5 24 =R

(grade) 0 1 2 3 Total
0 5 (11.4%) 0 0 1 (2.3%) 0 0 6 (13.6%)
1 3 (6.8%) 5 (11.4%) 2 (4.6%) 0 0 10 (22.7%)
2 L (2.3%) 6 (13.6% 14 (31.8%) 1 (2.3%) 22 (50.0%)
3 0 2 (4.6%) 0 0 4 (9.1%) 6 (13.6%)

Total 9 (20.5% 13 (29.6%) 17 (38.6%) 5 (11.4%)  44%  (100%)

B L HIRE (grade)

H 24 = A

(grade) 0 1 2 3 Total
0 4 (9.3% 3 (7.0%) 0 0 0 0 7 (16.3%)
1 10 (23.3%) 13 (30.2% 4 (9.3%) 0 0 27 (62.8%)
2 0 0 4 (9.3% 3 (7.0%) 1 (2.3%) 8  (18.6%)
3 0 0 1 (2.3%) 0 0 0 0 1 (2.3%)

Total 14 (32.6%) 21  (48.8%) 7 (16.3%) 1 (2.3%  43%  (100%)

# 50 6 WFRERFO B EFREEHE SIS 1T 2 Y EFHE & P EED SR (A
SHEFVERE, B: TRIFRIERE)

19



F 72, grade 2 UL LR fEREENYID THILT 2 F TOHM (P 9Rfl) X 7Bh#E
ERECIIRBIEE, SHERIERECIX 5.4 Th 7= (HR 0.50, [95% CI 0.27-0.92;
log-rank p=0.020]), . gradel LL ETIIXHERERE 2.1 ., THIEERE 4.1
# (HR 0.92, [95%CI 0.58-1.46; p=0.700]), grade3 LA CIXmiat L bIZAHKTEE
(HR 0.63, [95%CI 0.18-2.23; p=0.467]) L HEZEZBO R -72 (X 6),

—h
o
o

(00}
o

Probability of > grade 2 skin toxicities (%)

60
40
20-
— SERERE
O-_ TR ERE |
0 4 8 12 ()
Number at risk
Reactive 44 30 18 14
Pre-emptive 43 40 30 22

6: Grade 2 LA EDRZEREENYIO CHELT 2 FE TCOMB ZEREIZLDH
JL ] E)

20



grade 2 DL b0 R JEFEE S BN IS 5 gradel DL T ~Oeh#IE L 7= BRI,
REEWIERE 43, TEHFREREARS)E (HR 0.42, [95% CI 0.15-1.18; p=0.077])
& SHERRIERE CTRVVEA 278 LI2 S OOFFAETBO -7 (K 7).,

100+
= 80

E

(@]

3

~ 60

2 — TRE R R
s — TR
Z 40

:5 [

= 90

8

2

=0

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 (p)

Number at risk
SHERIERE 26 8 1 1 1
TEHRERE 18 8 2 0 0

o o
(=N}

7: grade 1 LA R~ FE TIZE L7 HIM (I @)

- PUESZN R - PFS, 0S. TTF. ORR

0S (FPJLfE) 1 X T BHIRIERE 8.2 # H (95% CI 5.8 — 13. 1), XMEMERE 12.1 »
A (95% CI 6.2-21.7) Td > 7= (HR 1.19, [95% CI 0.75-1.90; log-rank
p=0.469; [X] 8A]), PFS (FFIA) (3454 3.6 # H (95% CI 2.4-4.9) & 4.0 » H (95%
CI 2.8-4.5) Tdh -7~ (HR 1.20, [95% CI 0.78-1.84; log-rank p=0.413;
8B]), TTF(FfE) X 3.0 » F (95% CI 2.3-4.6) & 3.5 » H (95% CI 2.1-4.6) T
B o7= (HR 1.23, [95% CI 0.80-1.89; log-rank p=0.343; [ 8C]), &HES5 A
JFURHEE LA OB TIRE A2 P IE L TR Y, PIIRIERECIE 3 fINFEERT
1B, 2PN AEERICES2WEEFLETHIE L, XHERIERE T 2 fINFES
Gi. 2 B T, 1 BISFEEBEIRO - DI A ik LT,

IEEZ BN Sz 95 Bl 5 BEFHFTREIRZE 2 L T 7z 89 il & 3 2h = D fiF
Brxfgel L7z, ORR 1% 2 BEM CHEZEZRBO R 72 (PHHEIERE 13. 3%, XHE
PERIERE 18. 2%, p=0.530),
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100

— RPRE SRR

= 80 — R
= |
2 60
(@]
g
B
— 40
[as]
=
E
> 20
A 0 6 12 18 24 30
48 33 20 12 6 3
47 30 16 9 5 1
100
— HIE R
80 — R R
=
=
= 60
[5]
0
2
2 40
&0
=
=
20
0.
c 0 6 12 18 24 30
48 8 2 2 0 0
46 10 0 0 0 0

X 8:

36
0
0

22

100
— R

80 — TR R

~

hol

= 60

0

[as]

0

Z

2 40

[P

[

(o)
20
0 _

B 0 24 30
48 0 0
47 0 0

HiiEEZh & (A; 0S. B; PFS. C; TTF)

36
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- etk

DEMIZONWTIID R &Y 1 YA 7 VP EORERIEHE 2 filT S 7= 94 #l &
MRS L L, AEFESO—EIIRTIORTEBY THAD, E-550 (i
FEE BT grade 3SLAEORAERN UL EOTH-T-H D) 1X, JEEKRE, K~

AU AUE, Al TH -7z, MEREEETITRD RN -7,

FHEFRIERE (n=48%)

TRIRRIERE (n=46%)

Any grade grade 2 > grade 3 Any grade grade 2 > grade 3
R EE 41 (85.4%) 24 (58.5%) 14 (29.2%) 40 (87.0%) 16 (34.8%) 9  (19.6%)
SIBERRPE 39 (81.3%) 22 (45.8%) 11 (22.9%) 35 (76.1%) 9 (19.6%) 3 (6.5%)

FRPEIE 21 (43.8%) 12 (25.0%) 1 (2.1%) 26 (56.5%) 7 (15.2%) 0 0
IINEPS 22 (45.8%) 15 (31.3%) 2 (4.2% 17 (37.0%) 6 (13.0%) 3 (6.5%)
B 20 (41.7%) 10 (20.8%) 1 (2.1%) 21 (45.7%) 11 (23.9%) 1 (2.2%)
I 5 6 (12.5%) 0 0 1 (2.1%) 8 (17.4%) 3 (6.5%) 0 0
A 4 (8.3%) 0 0 0 0 1 (2.2%) 1 (2.2%) 0 0
P 7 I 17 (35.4%) 6 (12.5%) 2 (4.2%) 17 (37.0%) 3 (6.5%) 3 (6.5%
A 14 (29.2%) 3 (6.3%) 0 0 11 (23.9%) 2 (4.3%) 3 (6.5%)
B ER KR 7 (14.6%) 3 (6.3%) 0 0 13 (28.3%) 3 (6.5%) 9 (19.6%)
K Mg ifiLfiE** 30 (65.2%) 9  (19.6%) 11 (23.9%) 27 (60. 0%) 7 (15.6%) 8  (17.8%)
Pmab % 5-[A1%% 418 360
Pmab %iEH][E1% 73 (17.5%) 44 (12.2%)

#7: HEFS (Pmab 5 OEHIRIZ DT - TEHR

23



- DERL BT K 2 R BT

(b RIE L O A T L D J@RIRRNT 2 MaqT L7=, Pmab LA 61611, 4 U /7%
VR—ZAD VLT A N 34K (A Y T F 2 +Pmab 23 30 il FOLFIRI+Pmab 73 4 f41])
TdH o7, Pmab BEAIRED 6 BRGEFFICISIT 2 grade 2 DL R fEkEE B3R
I, TIAOEIERET 28, 1%, RHEMEIERE T 69. 0% (RR 0.41, [95% CI 0.22-0. 75,
p=0.001]) TH-o7=, F2. AV /)T HUR_R=AL YA THIEEDMEENFE D
Hiu7= (6. 7% vs 52.6%, RR 0.13, [95% CI 0.02-0.88, p=0.008]),

[FREIC 8 HFEAF TIX Pmab HiFIL 2 A U TRHEMRIERE 75. 9%, TIHRIERE
31.3% (p=0.001). AU 2T H_"—Z LA CRHERIERE 52. 6%, TBhEE
# 13.3% (p=0.017) TH Y, 12 HERREKF Tl Pmab B L 2 X TR IERE
79. 3%, TRHEIERE 43.8% (p=0.005), A U /T H P _X—RA LT A CHERE
R 68. 4%, TIHPRIERE 40. 0% (p=0.098) TH > 7=,
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- QOL
DLQI {ZDOWTIET > 77— b D[aIU S 58. 9% RHERIERET 29 B, TEIHIERE
T2TH) Th ol D56 BIZIITLHEEERITITAZRD RN o7z, DLAI
DEACIZDOWTII 8 1R 28, RIRHER O EMRRE X IR TITAEEEZR
DF (p=0.832), FLKFERUCBWTHAREELZRDRN->7-(3#; p=0.222,
738; p=0.243, 1338; p=0.874),
A B -

14 *
124

10

DLQI score

8: DLQI (A: XHERIERE, B: TIHWRIERE)
Score MEWMEE QUL BEEINTWVWDH Z & ERT,
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PL EGFR HUIARIEIT ARAS B AL O RIS LAIWEDR RISV TWD R, £D
BN A ERERCTHIEEEEOEENMEL 25, BAFETNHRRTH D
STEPP 3Bk CPEIRIA X 2 7 7 OF AN RIE S L7228 2, open—label RERTH
BT H 030 S FHHLHER o validation DTFERRN & B IO EE
FIWIANFEERBE CEXRWVNT VT ANOT —H NN L7 ENRRESTH
STz AlElL Foxix, KR 3 WRIGHRIZ Pmab 2 W B AN EZRRE LT, T
SRR JEIRIR 21T 5 = & O AMEZ MiEt LT,

AABROFER, BARNIK LT PRIEIEZITO 2 & T grade 2 LLEDZSE
[EEORBBE N A RICIHE SN D Z RS,

AR OREBIFET &AL LT, ERL LI EREMEIC X 5 REREE
DHRYHEEITS T Z EDRFET D, RKlBRiX open-label B TH Y | ik
DX DITHYEFLZ 1 TIEZE DOFERIZ bias WAL D A[EEMERNH-T-, F7-.
Y EICEEHREMEITR ST, ZORMIEOIEMMEIZ OV T ORG24 2E & 35
2T Th 5D, P29 HERY . HTEGFR HUARIED G FEE Tk 2 THHITE#E
DN R% ZJER R EIC X B Il E TR L7ZRBRIT O E S Lo, 6
TR D F JE B OFEAM TlE, EEFHMMIEE Th 5 grade2 L ED B O FIEIZ
BT 2 Y EEFEAM & R E O —E KT 75. 9% T o 7=, Grade BlICHAD &, 2
MR (T E A R KR A2 B 0 | 6 EFEEFO R Tl AHERIERE
D 44 Fld 12 51 (27. 3%) . FRHEERED 43 il 15 ] (34. 9%) THMEDIF H 2
FERERHEIZ K B JfE L 0 b GRS 2 EEICFHE L Cuie, —J5, /il
SN TN H DIZ DN T RHERIERETIL 4 61 (9. 1%) & D72 T=DITxt L,
FRHEIERET 8 1 (18. 6%) &2 < . open—label ER T SN 5D bias ZoRid
HRER T oo, FIHEITIBU THIFEH O Z2TME E o 7223, AT T H )
ETH PHEERIIAEEAE bo CHERKEREEZMH S5 Z &N REN
77,

RREIEE NI 5 £ TOHIRICHOWTIL, grade 2 TIXAEIC TIHRIERET
FELE COMENEL, LEREFBIELHIM (12 #) I TH i KB
Lo TEY, PHEEICLVEMICO > CTRBEEZMHIL S 5 &2 5,
—7J5. grade 1, grade 3 TIIZEZRO0o7=, Grade 1 [IZOWTIL, TIHEE
BECASK S LR T AL grade 2 3381 L TWIERI A TEIE21T 9 Z & T grade
1R L7 FTREMED B B, Graded ICHOWTCIXMBE CRIMEE L FETH Y |
SEIOTHFRIEORR TCH-T= B2 5,
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Grade2 VA LD R JEREENEI UIZIEFNCI 1T D, grade 1 A TF~DF#IZH
L7 IR DWW TR, Y R, U E & BICAEAZRD R o7z, Fk
HE TIHHERIERE TORCEE D RVMERNC H > 722y, 2T P2 LTz
VVIRRECHBL L7- grade 2 &, P& L TV T HAE U7z grade2 Tk, EER 2
PP S ORRFEN R 5 AR & % o

AT DT ETERIL 8 ME Tk T 6 Z & 2 BlE L, FhlZRIT O
TITH L EOHB TR O RIFLIRIET D 2 & & LTehs, TUHIRIERED 47 #ilh
40 BIDN A7 ikt L TRV, 20 5 LEEREORKE grade 73 1 LLF T
Mkfoe S 72 b DD 16 il Tdh - 72, 8 WA T Pmab £ 5-23 F1 111272 o 72 FE I 2 R
< & 8RR THEREEZTIEL TW=DIE 3 HlOATHY . KEOIEFDHE
YRR ETREMGE S L &l STz, B SRR BB 28R (12 | o4
RIZH72 0 | TRAIEIERE CRHERIERC I U CTEE R R EREEDORBLIT D2 <,
BEEH L 6T, BRHIRICO > TTPHRIENRAENTH L Z ERRIB I I
72

0S, PFS, TTF, ORR IZ oW it 2 B CHEZEZRDRho Tz, HEEEDH
B LIRS RICHBEN S D Z ENHE IR TV D, PRIFRIEICL Y EEAR
FEREEORBENIMZ 5 TH, Pnab OFIEENFICHOWTIIRE L MIFE S 7
NI AR ST,

F7-. 3SRIBEGIZxZER L L7 Pmab vs best supportive care O¥FFNEEMIFH
AR TH 5 20020408 3R *° & bl L CHARERIZIS T D 0S, PES (Z[A%F T, &
HIZ BRI T D XHERIERED grade 2 LU R B RE OFBLE (72, 9%)
IZOWTHRIBETHY | KlBROFERIZITGFEHEERH D B L LND, 2,
BEMT — 2 IZOWTIIBEHRUN O T 70 F 51T 72 <. THHIEEZOHDIC X
HAFZFEZRITHO N Do T, o T, ZRMEDOHNL b AT A NBMEE
DI PRIHREORATIZREN 2 B2 D,

LFRIE L 2 A N2 X D @RI OWTIE, BRHHUE A D2 4 k4 %
DI AT o120 AV )T H o _R—2ADIE ) DR JEREENERE T HMEEA RS
NIEA . ZHUEPS BREFRPNCIBWTHH L O A @RS H - 72 2 L
LU TWAATREMEN D S, fEEE LT Pmab A, 4V /T H o _X—20 01
bR L FBEOBEMZRDTEY . LA b ST FHRIEDA AR
Tz,

27



DLQI ([ZOW IR CHBEZZ RO MR- 728, [ RN < AREBR D #if 5
DO REMII TERNE B 25, RRBRDHEIT S A7 Y F, HT EGFR HLif3k
ZIWIREE LTHWAGE, TR’ T AV OIRFETHH Z 134 < | Pmab
WHIE L 72072 & ZTIEPS BARR Lo TV, HDWITRERM T 7 iie A4
LIRbE~EHREE LT AREENE 2 DL, BICERARE ThH o N &5
2 BT, BRICRHEZ2RRICB D THREREFICL > T QL DK M2 &4 2
ERRENTEY ¥, ZORIOTHIIZERZLHD EEZ D,
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A s K OV

S mA

- FEHRRIEIC X 0 BT EGFR HUASES 505D Grade 2 DL R EFEE ORI R
2 bz,

- PP EEIC XY HTEGFR HUARRFE HHF D Grade 2 LA O R EEENBHRH TS5 £
TOWIRNITER LT,

« R RIS R EIC L D R E T h R ST,

- PRAPRECREREE 2 40H L CH . Pmab OHUEES RIIR NI,

- PRAFEIEOR RN R STz,

s TPIEEOIRIZ, ABFREL DA U ERDTRO b,

A

Pmab % o (REGREIC KT %) ERIEATRAZIZ, TPEIRENGHTH S
ZEERLE, £, M1 T, BUEGER FURIC L 5 R EREEICXT T 5 TRIEIED
AARNT —Z &R &R TR L2 b BELOEEREME O R RfEIC &
% validation 2T o772 Z L ICH RERBENDD B XD, HEREITEENL
TAUTIRROFHIF IR, QOL DX TFICHEN Y ) 5 (FFFRTHY, TnE~x
VAV IT LI EIFERBRBLIOBEFRICERTLH2HOTHDL LER D,

S1E DR
TROBEICHLBET L0, S 6RIKERTHIFIEDOEENLETHLEH D
RS, IR L VREREETH D JBHRLZ T, — R hsEES
BIZHEH SN T XNV HARHBI(VTF 2 A REROIEREZFT 57 b=ig) O
HRMEOHRENE R SIS, FIHRE~OMABALRIIRTT L O DB EE 2D,
TEIRIEIC L > CREEEORBIBHENRKE < B D7D, B EGFR Hiik3E %
HWTZ R I, PHIREOEELZED, 175 HA 1L ONE L RBRIRED
—¥#pL L TC—EDLDEHETRETH D,
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