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L HW]

BB AR REFFAM IS (hepatocellular carcinoma, HCC) @ BE (2%l 4 5 5K
LT, B FEMNEBIORET =y 7R A MEERBRENSASHEHI
NTWDR, 2D DOIRFEICET 2 THRENEMN O T IR F 1L+ 53 1 fE
STV, Fibroblast Growth Factor 21 (FGF21) I3 f - o & akiciE < B 5
THZEPHMLNTVWARTFT, SEIFWICBWVWTTRICEEEZE XD
AIREME SR, RSN TV D, AIFEOHE —HTIL, LU ANF=T71RK
FTORRABENSIF THESCTRICE X DB, KOEKAIE L ME FGF21
BEoZ L DRRE LM 5, 5 _FETIL, ®BEF =y 7 RA v FHFHEK
1R %215 HCC BRFIZBW T, g FGF21 O P FHIK & L CofA
MAMEEBE T2 AN ET 5,

(% —=)
[ x4 & Jik]

2018 F 4 A 725 2021 4 10 H O WAL E KPPt CL o N F =7 Dk
W A 52T T UIBR AN RE T B es D BB 2 P RIT . % BAICRGE 21T - T2,
MiF FGR2LMEIL. L o NF =7 1R MEr, InRBm%E O 1. 2, 48H .
FIZBRAROIER N MELT 2 14 HUNICHRINS V2 R A7 MG %
commercial enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay kit (R&D Systems, Minneapolis,
MN, USA)Z W THIE L7z, B8R IRIZ. Common Terminology Criteria for
Adverse Events (CTCAE) version5.0 {23 S3WCHIE L2, BECRIEDF
FEE . M TEE (Child-Pugh score) & OB 2 MM L=, & 512, BEKAR
& 24 (0S) B L OEMEAFBRE (PFS) & OBEfR% Kaplan-
Meier ¥ TaFAl L 72,

[#5 ]

A HEE R b TRIB IR L o N TF = TR % 5= T 7= BB AR Re il i
& DB 63 4 NN RIS L 7e o7, Grade 2 UL EDOBAARIR 2 B L7- &
H1X 23% (14/63) ThHo7=, Grade 2 UL EDOEBEKARE Z/r LT BE TIX,
FFHEHE @ Child-Pugh score 3 E{L L (p<0.01) . THBIARETH-TZ (&
AR P JefE 0 15.0 » A vs. 85 » A, p=0.007) .

LU RF =T BRME S 4 W% O FGF21 D2k 1X, Grade 2 UL LD
BRAIRZ R Lo B T, Grade2 K OIEFNZLE R THEICE M- T2



(p<0.001) ., SHIT, BRSBTS 14 A LUHNORFEMERSF LN
7o AT Bl % fRAT L7 fEJ. Grade 2 BL EOBBCARIR 2 85k L 7= 38 TI,
Grade2 R DIEBNZ LT FGF21 OZALENFAHEIC EH L TWD Z &N
fEgd 4L (p<0.05) . BAKAIROFERHELRTIZ MG FGF21 25 EH L T
Wiz,

[&%2

HEORRAIEE (Grade2 UL E) #2 L7ZHBHERTIX, RO E(L

(Child-Pugh score ® [ 5.) 0P L _R—IHE~DOBITRIET . 24D/
DEMENRO BTz, £7-. MiF FGF21 @ FFIZ AR O HELHT > b
AL, FGR21 SR FHIK 1 & 72 A Al geE AR S vz, FGF21 1%, i
KT 2N LRGN LEET 2RV EYTHD I ERHEINTE
D, RO EL LEAET S, FGF21 DEhREE =4 U v/ Z 1@ U T %
WO ZRYICHET 22 & T, LA F=TIHERO HCC B
KT HWE 7RI ANBFARE L 72 0 | B O ERWIfFS b,

(5 =)
[xf4e & k]

ARAFGEIE. UIBRARREIFA I B IC B 1T A MyE FGR21 e &, 77V U X
YT HRNAN X T HIFEEORFE TR E OFEEZRET 570, 30
Dar—rEHWIE GRS TH S, £3. discovery cohort &
L T. NORTE Study Group (ZFTJ& 7 % Jtigx T 2020 4 10 H 7» & 2024 47 H
EFTIZT TV AT+ R_INC A TR EZZ T T2 BE 2ot Lz,
WAZ, MNE U7z 6 fitigk © 2020 4= 10 A 75 2024 47 A £ TIZRIRHE & % 1)
7o FB3 % validation cohort & L CfEHT L. &ZICH a A — M2 bE - B2E
% overall cohort & U CTHEMT L7z, MEFIX. M FGF21 fEIZH S\ T
FGF21 mifiift ( EAL 25%) & FGR21 {KfE#E (AL 75%) WS, £
NENDRIZEB T DIRENR TR 2 AT Lc, 1REOSMEIR., &5 CT
L MRI ZH W T 1~3 » A Z &1 mRECIST E#IZESWTHFHMl STz,

E bz, My FGR2LMED, 7T VU X~ 7 + "Ry X~ 7O L& 5%
TBEDOSBIOPFSIZED L D ITHELZ 5 X D0 LT,
[ 3]

NORTE Study Group D fiigk T7 7 V' U A~ 7 + XAy X< 7 fRE %
7= 117 4 % discovery cohort, N7 L 7= 6 fiigx CRIVA# %2 % 1} 7= 285 4
% validation cohort & L, i 24— k& &> H 7= 402 4 % overall cohort &
L Ctr L7z, FGF2LED A1 v M A 7f1Z 915 pg/mL L B &Nz, =1



(ZED 2BEICH T D &, FGR21 mfEfEd OS Hriufiix, discovery cohort
C 12.42 »» H . validation cohort C 14.16 » . overall cohort T 14.13 »» 4 C
b0 AXfERED 29.96 » . 21.55 - J]| 22.08 » H L L TW TN b A
EICHEM LTz (p<0.001,p=0.003,p<0.001) , £7-. FGF21 & EAf
@ PFS HufE (%, Discovery cohort ¢ 5.75 » . Validation cohort ¢ 5.06 »
H . Overall cohort T5.75 » H Th V., {KfERED 10.12 » H, 8.15 » A,
8.84 » J] & i L C Discovery cohort & Overall cohort TAH EIZEME L T
7= (p=0.045, p=0.090, p = 0.027), & K2, Cox [al@Emo#rick s &,
FGF21 mfEIX OS ICE DD PHRARKFTHY . ~¥— FEiE 2.20 (95%
confidence interval : 1.54-3.14, p < 0.001) & /RS 417=, Propensity Score
Matching (PSM) IC L > THEEROFY 2HE L2% TH. FGF21 &1H
BEIZAToOas— MIBWT, 0SB IO PFS MEMEEEL Y b A EIZ M
L TWiz,

[=%2]

AWFIE T, MG FGR2ZLIEMN T 7V U XA~ 7 + XN X~ 7 (L%
AT OB AR O BEFE O T HARK F & L THEREH LR L
TW5 Z & &Lz, FGR21 mfERE Tld. OS 3 XU PFS 234 B (T A i
L. Cox [/t THMI LI TRIRFTH DL Z LA MR Iz, FGF21
L= 2L — RO RIE S OFRENIZE S L, IFisoRH 2 N L AHEE
IINE L TS NDBRNVESTHY 20O EFITEEOEIT L BEET 5
AIREMEN B D, F 7o, FGR21 mERE CHRIET = v 7 RA » MEFREIZXT
DIGRIENARBR TH LB AR ONTZZ LD FGR2LIXIRHR R O
R0, BEREIIS LR ORIl E LT AHTHDL LB R D
N5, 5%, FGRRL OEiEAZE=4% 1 7 L, IBIFKEIKORELEZ XD Z
LT, HCCRFO THUEHEICHETHZ LMD,

[

AL DE —H TIE, UIRARFMREOBHFICEBNT, LoRF=7
TRIETP O MLIE FGF21 D _E5H-2 Grade2 UL E DO BEAIRE O HHL & 58 < B
LTWDZEBRHLNIIR -T2, FIT, MIE FGR21 [E DL AR R IR D
HBICHRITL TR ZDZ 2D, FGR2L XL v NF = 7RI X D EIMEH
ORMTHATE L THEHATHD AREERNRENT, 5%, FGF21 ©E =
Z U7 BIWER ORHR L b 722 A NSNS, HCC BE DR
BEEHEZWET DI TFERERDZENRMFIENS,



I HIZ, FHIE T, MIE FGF21 i 23 U1 BR AN RE T Al fudes O FBFH O T 1% T
HICB W CTEHBEREEE 2D ENRINTZ, FIZT 7V U X7+ XN
VA~ T OERRIE AT - EBE ISR W T, IBERTO ML FGF21 EEIX 0S
DAEBERENEBEELTRBY ., FGR21 NEEMEOE W T H THI A A 4~ —
J—& L CHERET D AREME M B v b 7e o 72, & 512 FGF21 &I PFS 28
AEICEM L TWe, Zb ORI, 1REBRGETO FGF21 J & 2 T % 7F
Mi-CVEIE RN O BRI NS Z & 2R L TR Y, FGF21 &l B 1Tkt
TP IBREE OB E NS %O EERPETH D,



B ER

AP R ORFIZGLHEH LRI TO@EY Th D,

AE Adverse Event

AFP Alpha-Fetoprotein

ALBI Albumin-Bilirubin

ALT Alanine Aminotransferase

ANG2 Angiopoietin 2

AST Aspartate Aminotransferase

BCLC Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer

BMI Body Mass Index

Cl Confidence Interval

CR Complete Response

CTCAE Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events
ECOG Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group
ELISA Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay
EMT Epithelial-to-Mesenchymal Transition
FGF21 Fibroblast Growth Factor 21

FGFR Fibroblast Growth Factor Receptor
HBFL High Baseline FGF21 Level

HBV Hepatitis B Virus

HCC Hepatocellular Carcinoma

HCV Hepatitis C Virus

HR Hazard Ratio

ICls Immune Checkpoint Inhibitors

KLB B-Klotho

MASLD Metabolic-Associated Steatotic Liver Disease
NAFLD Non-Alcoholic Fatty Liver Disease
NBNC Non-B Non-C

NR Not Reached

oS Overall Survival

PD Progressive Disease



PD-L1
PFS
PIVKA-II
PR

PS

QoL
RECIST
SD
TACE
TNM
VEGF
VEGFR

Programmed Death-Ligand 1
Progression-Free Survival

Protein Induced by Vitamin K Absence or Antagonist-II
Partial Response

Performance Status

Quality of Life

Response Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumors
Stable Disease

Transarterial Chemoembolization

Tumor Node Metastasis

Vascular Endothelial Growth Factor

Vascular Endothelial Growth Factor Receptor



o

fiF#m s (hepatocellular carcinoma, HCC) 1. ATk o> B i 35 o0 f C ok
ZREHDOLEETHY, BHEATEE, FFIC BRATR T A L X (hepatitis B
virus, HBV) <° C #UiF %8 7 1 /L2 (hepatitis C virus, HCV) @ FFfgelf e/’ &
RRIERKTH S, Fim. T — LB T B0 S e ks 22 B S
PEFE H (metabolic-associated steatotic live disease, MASLD) %%, HCC @
VRAZRA LD, 2o OIFEBEIZEICH I PRI RESCRHEL %
FlEER L, ZOFRER, HCC OFREITHRMN 5,

2020 FEOMFHC L H & HCC X, A TREELNFE M THD —
. BEREEEORK E L TIIE IMOEEB LR THRABRDETH D

(Sung etal, 2021) , $¥i2. HR VANV ADFEFIEREENENT VT 07T
7 U BIZBNWTIX, HCC DRAENEVMEINICH D, HARTIX, HCV IZ
XD P A IV APEIED R A BRI O RRIRNZ & 6D 2 BIG 23 A 8
Micdh b —J T, VAL APED NBNC (Non-B Non-C) [E5#E > HCC A3 5
ML TFEY (Tateishietal, 2019) | kK& LT, HCC IZEN D FER K
D—o LT D,

AT H O T Tl IFOIBRSONF AR 72 & OIRTERITRIE DS N 7e = &
DL, THICK D YIRS &V O 2 T b, GIBRAEER
AR (TR Uik, AL, 0 FAERIREIE, ROVMET = v 7 RA
NEEEEAI (immune checkpoint inhibitor, ICI) 72 28 EE R 2 F IO TB
Thd, 205, pFEANEFEEIT, B OHIHORE F 4R 2 M e o
BEEDT I BB B T 2B UCEM U o BE & il 3 2 A <
HY . UIBRAREFMIEICIX., Lo XF =7 (lenvatinib) €YV 77 2=

(sorafenib) 2MUEHTH S, ICIEEELTE, 77V X~7

(atezolizumab) +X X X< 7 (bevacizumab) ffH#E20° first-line
therapy & L CfiHH =41 % (Finnetal, 2020) .

T 200 OIRFEIEIZUIRAREIFMREIZB W TR RBEEZ R~ L T
B, EEREE LTSN SOHD, L, ZRHDOEREITT T
DRBEFIZEBNWTE =R rmT R CTIEe <, lx DEFIZBIT HIHENX
JEMERCRIMER ORBUZIZZ RN H D, EDTD, IBFEIRZ THFT 52
AF~—H—=, BIEA OB LK R RRRD 5 T2 (Yang et al,
2020) .



L NN TF =L EF A - AR A B35 2 LIk b HCC ot
ITEMA 508, LELEEFRFIECHEDE E W oZEERN#E S TWn
% (Finnetal, 2021) , ZH b ORIEMIZ. BEOEEFEOE (quality of life,
QOL) (THEL KIZT72T T, RROMEEZNEICT 2720, R
OFTHEEENHRWICEETHDL, —FH, 77V VAT + IR X+
7 OFHEEIL IMbravel50 RERICIB W T, RO Y T 7 = =7 ik L g L
TAGHRZAEICIEET 2RI TE Y, BIETIXHEIT HCC 12
KD E - ERPEELE L ARSI TWS (Finnetal, 2020) ., L2>L., ¢
RTOBRENE CIREIREZZT b Tk, IBFEDESCEIEHN O
THNIEARE LT LVRWIZH D, 207D, THROBEKILZ T35
HEEEOBWAAL F~— I —DORIENSHOEKICE T 5 EEHRETH
Zol

TAE . RRHESE A MRS A T~ 21 (fibroblast growth factor 21, FGF21) 73
HCC # & Tk x MIRBICB T 2FH - "M Fd~— I —L L THEHEZED T
W5, FGF211E, MFIgZIZ U & T Dk x Zelifas CREA S, = R/L¥—
R, IR, U bER e E2RE TR EY & LTHRET D
(Lewis et al, 2019) ., #FICHI&IZH T HEEINEE THY . HCC BFITH
WTILYE FGR2L BN EH 5 Z L #E ST\ 5 (Liuetal, 2022) , =+
7o, FGR2LITEZ AEICB W T LB T 2 Z &R I TEBY | ot
1T L RREC R G L CW D AHEMER B D, ITHFEOMS TiX, FGF21 M
BREMEHIR & LTER L, BoERICHS T HREMEDBH LN
DoOb 5, BAERMICIK, FGF21 NEBEICE W TlmEIZ oW Sind Z & T,
CD8+ THilad a2 L A7 o — Rt &2 2L S, REREEHET DAL
= XLMRENTWD (Huetal, 2024) , Z 7=, IfiiE FGF21 O & il A3
HCC BF D TH AR EEE L TWD AN REINLTWD, BEFONSE
TlX, HCC A& IZB T A1MiE FGR2LIED LA N TPH AR EE#E LT\ 5
ZERMEIN TV AN, BRI B R RCREIEN & OB I OW T
WX AR Z2 5554 v (Liu et al, 2022)

L BB E 2 ARS8 ClE, YIBRAR B ARsE (253 2 2 RIREIED 9
LU UNF=TBEROT T Y AT +_NY X< 7R EICE S
WT, BIMEF SRR RS L fif FGF21 i e N F 28k & D BEE# I DWW T
fig Bt L. Mg FGF21 OERIRMERZH ONICT 5 L L b, BET 5
BRI LB BT,

HARRIZIE, Lo R_"F=TBRICB Wi, BERGRTD O IRRH A
—EWME TOMm{E FGRRLEOHER ZFFI L., T OZ/LBEEH L LTo

10



BHRAIRICEZ D BE NI 5, ZOMITICE Y. FGF21 2NEIEHIEH
OTREFE L TEEEZF O D ZHREE L, BEOEK Y A7 23T 5
TOOFI-REE LT 5, £, ZOREXITHT 52 & T, BIEH
ORI L TR AZ REIC L, BEOREMGEEZ XETH2 LT
QOL Z#tHi+ 5, E6I10, 7TV VI X2 T+_INRNY X T HEHRIEICB D
%, TR BH AR IR O MG FGF21 E MRS ERL TR ED L 5 1T+
LHEHLNMCT S, Tbb, 24FHME (overall survival, 0S) | JEHE
M/ EWIR (progression-free survival, PFS) & @B E M 2 374l L. FGF21 2
BRI THEZ TUT 2HELE L THEHTOLINEREET b,

Nﬁ%‘%@ﬁi HEATRF R VR R I B 1 D FGF21 O R % E] 2 HH &
NIz /Aféﬁfja% FYHom EEREREHEOWEL B LT, BETLIC

Hﬁ@ﬂﬁéﬂﬁ(ﬁ‘f&@i%%%ﬁﬂ—éﬁ Ihb, MG FGR21fEZ =41V v 7
TH5Z LT, BMERO THIRCIRERERISHEDRHE N IR & 720 . BEDOIRE
iRz m ESEDLELEHIZ, QOL OKEICHLHET DL EAMRESH
%o KR, LU ARF = TIREICE W T FGF21 N B AR R o BIE A 2 11
THENNA A ~v—F—L L THET D e ZRT 2 & T, BHEH DR
RRTFTRIT AZ FIRRIZ L, JRIEARRE O SR IO 8 5 2 & C b s iR
FOTHRIERICHFGTHZERHBEIND, /o, 77V AT+ N
VA T OFRPEE T, FGF21 Z AW T2 IR RSHERS T % O TS Al HE &
DT, HRIMLERICORN D L EHIC, BROREICHFET D 2
ERMIfFENS, L EX U ARMRIZE D FMEREICE > TR TR
1 7oy Ot 2 fEelc L, @AM ER, REORE(ILDO I b 5 REIC
M- B E R 2 EnMfEEN S,

11



(E—%=)
Y1 RERTHI R BB 12 BT B 1LiE FGF21 fEDEAL &
VU NRF = THERERRAR O BEEMEDRET

i

[l

HCC %, HRMICHE W TR Z R TEMEFEE TH Y | FRICTHELER &0
BERFRRBZETRICRIET 52 &322 (Llovetetal, 2021) , B EHFZEE
R ZIZHER L TOWTHIERBBEN RN L% < B HCC Th
STHLRHAEDOERNMZEALERNZ L2, HCC OV — XA T U AR +471C
FhE Z ATV (Yangetal, 2022) Z L EOHERMNEZL Y . HCC (X HH
%Eﬁl%ﬁﬁ@@1of%é Z D 7= HCC H#E D% < 1 TEfT L2k

S S, IR R ATRIEDN R RGN L,
ﬁﬁﬁ%w4b74/kkwfi\ﬁ%ﬁ%k%%ﬁ%dﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%
REH, CIBRCBE L, FENAIR(E 2 28 Ae s . IFEh i b ik 3 s &
72 B WHEELT HCC 12X L T, &b FRIENMThN D (H AT 2=
2021)

HCC IZ %I 2 & F b5 iEi1L. 2009 4EIC ) FHEREKD YV 5 7 = =73
ARINTLURE, BEICHE Y ME— DEEIRE Th o 1232 OIRE N R ITIR
EWTHolz, TOHROMILELEFHBOERIZED, 2018 FIZ L "F =7
DIECNBRIFRE ISR L CRBIN, VY T7 7o =TT H2RBFBFEELTO
ﬂﬂ%ﬁibtoé%u\V377Iﬁ7%ﬁﬁﬁy%ijkWOk:ﬁ
BRIEN IR OF R L O FAR S, BEBRIRVNIER LT, &I T
. R IFRIEDNELT FEC%%’%LT% &, TT VY X T AN
VA THEREE, Ta =T+ LAY AT OFREER S, BR
DWEN S BITJRA > TWD (AARNFEY 2, 2021) . ZHIZEY ., HCCIA
FEITTVER Dy FIERIITI 2 | BEREIFRIEL WO BT 7 a —F 3w
BEE 2o T,

12



R TIILOY X L

« ARHIEE. FEEE. RBATECE. TACEZ: EANER &k o i WETTH
« PSR¥F
+ Child-Pugh#}#8A

Y L

SRR TF/YXTT+ FLAYLwT+ ‘ Y37z=7 | ‘ Lysig=7 | ‘ Fanrsnes |
Ry X Fansnzrs

REVFELEE ¥37z=7 rY37z=7 cLA77z=7F s YFPx=F “YFZz=7
CLwRFT s LnRFT CSLVLTT b5 72=F LIFFT
L5717 L5372 z=7 - hRFLF=T cSLTATT cLynFcT
cSLVATT CFLYNRT b nRF=F WY F=F cSLNTT
- FoS - hHYLFo S - hHFLFoS
s hLXYLTT il U o o
+Fa NS tRny =7
CF ol S

THRIEZyFLEREBICLZTET2HY

Figure 1. AFMIlaEE O KM RiET VT Y X5 (FFBEZRETA RT A4 > 2021 4
R+ 2023 4F 2E £V 51 H)

Table 1. I fu B O ¥ =y 10 —&
—fe4 598 T

VIT =T o AR R VEGFR1~3, PDGFRB. RAF, KIT, FLT3, RET
L5722 55 A e VEGFR, PDGFR, KIT, RET, RAF

LT =T 5 TS HE VEGFR1~3, FGFR1~4, PDGFRa, KIT, RET
TLIN~T T/ 7 m—J UK VEGFR2

[ESd5 e ?ﬁ%&é%%“ NI | pp1+ vEGE

IR F =T 53 FARHEE VEGFR, MET, AXL, RET

F )L~
+ FLAY LT

(Wilhelm et al., 2008; Wilhelm et al., 2011; Kudo et al., 2018; Lu et al., 2008;
Fehrenbacher et al., 2017; Ferrara et al., 2004; Xiang et al., 2014; Kelley et al.,
2021; Sangro et al., 2013)

G TF = 7Aoo MHES PD-L1+CTLA4

13




FEMRIEDH B, LUNF=TIE, LA TF =T L EZLE TOEERE
Thole V77 x2=7%kig LI HNFHRER TH 5 REFLECT RERIZE W
T, LUANF=THEO OS HIEIX 136 » H ThoTDicxtL, YT 7=
=T7HETIZ 123 » HTIHELMETHY (HR0.92,95 % C1 0.79-1.06, p =
0.139) . ¥ PFSOHFRIEIXLV O NF=THETTA4 2 H, V77 =TRf
T3T7T 7 AL LUANRTF=THTARICKER Z/R L7 (HR0.66, 95 % ClI
0.57-0.77,p<0.001) (Kudoetal.,2018) ., Z#IZLV, Lo ARF=TF
HCC DS b FHIEIZB T HEERERO—> Lo TWND,

Lo NRF=TEw A F xS —EBHEATH Y . M8 N EIEGE R 7% 5K

(vascular endothelial growth factor receptor; VEGFR) <k 2 il iz 14 5if [K] 1
Z 251K (fibroblast growth factor receptor; FGFR) 72 B3 D > 7 F VR EKIC
TER L. TS5 oo B8 5E -0 1 8 A 2 #1925 (Kudo et al, 2018) . ®IEM &
Lfmﬁf (44-45%) . HHR (32-35%) . FRIEMRE (23-27 %) (ZHN

L BACRIELHEEICED BN S (Kudoetal, 2018) . Shimose © 1%, &4k
KT)&?D) 52.5 %D EFIZHEL L, = DOWNEIRIE Grade 1 2% 22.6 %, Grade 2 23
24.2 %, Grade 3 DL 73 5.6 % T, FEHFFHII L 2 F = 7164 31 H

(3~359 H) L#A L CT\5 (Shimoseetal, 2020) , E DO BEKARITIAK
HEADRPRERARZGIEEHZ L, IFPHBEEOFELE TH 5 Alubumin-Bilirubin

(ALBI) Grade < Child-Pugh score O Al 247 <, BIVER » B\IE 1T
Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events (CTCAE) version 5.0 {2 4
S& Grade 1 7°5 5 Tl &+, Grade 2 LA b TI A oo i £ <0 1 1k 78 4 B
L7y | IRESRESCRETFHIMOEM N HE ST\ (Shimose et al,
2020) . L7=D-o T, BAEO PRIK -2 45E L, BRI R EZHLE D
Z LM HCCIBIRDRIEACICEIE TH 5,

LU ANF =T IIRICHRV FGFR [REEH R >Z & TR TV D
(Matsui J et al, 2008), FGFR ® U > K T 5 Bk 2 M0 1 5l (K] 1
(fibroblast growth factor; FGF) It P Tl 22 filEd 5 & &h, #HE L&

WIZE W 7o T T 7 U T E S, FISRO CIRES I E B AESe
MR R SIS D L ST (Ornitz et al, 2015), REFLECT #
BRONA F~—T—HWETlL, Lo RXF =T FEICB W T FGF19 <2 23 73 1fi
HCER L E#HRE SN (Finnetal, 2021), 4R % 13 FGF19, 23 LA L
FGF19 %7 7 7 I U —IZH S D FGR2L 1K H LT,

WA OMFFETIE, BRHEE MR i K -+ (fibroblast growth factor; FGF) ~7
7 XU —, FFIZ FGRF21 AR RBAROFREINIZ W TEEREHI 2 R 72 LT
WD ENHE I TWS (Flippo and Potthoff, 2021a) , FGF21 (%N 45 W
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K& LTIERL, gD oWmEnd 2 &<, BIRoBLe= f L X
—HEOMBEICEEG T2 L bz, BRI R LRSI LN RENLTH
% (Flippo and Potthoff, 2021b) , ~ 7 X DOHENIZ FGF21 # HH#EHK 5 L 7=
FERTIX, BEKEREIN U RSB L TEFERENKTT S Z
& NS S Hu(Santoso et al, 2017). FGF21 i idth & (C/EA L&Ak 2 1l 4 5
EEZDNTWD, wEFECERELSE TILimyE FGF21 fHO L& 2 #HE &
NTEY, RERFTORERRE, HCCOEITB IO TH AR & HE#+ % =
EMNRENTWD (Franzetal,2019) , L22L., Lo ANTF=THEEFD
FGF21 @) & KR AIROHEEII A TH D, LLEX Y . AWFZEIX., UIERA
REAFMIE O BRFICRBIT 2 Lo NTF =T iREF Ol FGR21 DAk & &
MARE ORBEEZHAGNCT 22 L2 BMIIC, METE21To 70,

Tk

1. WRZERESH - 791
Hiffi 5 1% & 1) & BLZRAESE

2. MR L BE
ARG D REGIL, 2018 45 4 H 5 2021 4 10 H ORIz AL vEE K%
JEBE T, Lo RNTF = TIRE A Z T U EE TR O B E D )
B LT OBIRIAE (1) Z0- L. »oBs % (2) oundhic
LY LWiGa aiik s L,

(1) BEIRFL%E

OB &2 W E 72 130 BRF 022 W S 72 YIBR AN RE I Al o FR 3

QU ANF=TEE2 T, RERGND 2 7 AL EOBERS FRET
b o7z B

@ L ANF = TIRFEAT R QAR T ORAFIE 2 A3 2 B,

DL ANF=TIRFEORNWER K RERILN, ¥4Iy 7 CT £/
ITMRIIZED 2~3 » HZ LIZFHMIi S TV 5 BH,

OAFI~DBIMZONTA 7 r— L Rarkry bETVWEBER
ICEDRENEONEE, BEORERGNRECTH - 256
X, AFEREZRAELTCBY, A7 7Y N THREOSMEER L
AW

15



(2) BrohHHE
OB AK Z O L ClREE =2 T - BFH
QPRAF M 23 72 W RS
QR HR N AR+ oy 7 B
OAFZESIMZI O W THHEBEEICIA2REN G ON 2o - HBE

3. FRETEH
DL A_F =T iEEP O MTE FGF21 B DZEH) & AR (Grade 2 LA
) oH L OREIZ SV T
QEBMRAWN2AFHIM (0S) KOMEHEEAFHM (PFS) IZ&IFT
T HONT
@& FGF21 i » 28 &) & iFf TfiHE (Child-Pugh score) @288 & DB
HIZHOWT

4. JRET v ha—
{KE 60kg Ajili CIZL > /3F =7 8mg. 60kg UL ETix 12mg 8 1
ERNNCIE AuE S s

5. HIEHH & = ORIEFH Ik
@ IfiE FGF21 OHlE

MiF FGF21 1, L "F =715 AT. mRBAA 1%, 2 3
Mz, 4 HFE%, 720 BRI M EBLT 5 ERT O RAF I 2 H
WTCHIE U7, Mg 3R E i El e s 0B L, -80 °C TR L
7o, FGF21 OoREIZIL, BEFR LRI EE (Enzyme-Linked
Immunosorbent Assay; ELISA) ¥ > M ZH W T L, WEIT A —
=07 ka— it -7z (Smithetal, 2019)

© IR H DI
GIRTE#H & LT, BEOFE, MR, {KAHE. ECOG Performance
status (ECOGPS) . AFfifiaf: 5K (HBV. HCV. NBNC) .
Child-Pugh 733812 X 2 FFHSRE Tl AE. vt v TR T
(BCLC) A7 —(Figure 2), K OEE~— 7 — (AFP, PIVKA-
) | FERFOF B/ N E, 72 he v kEf, AST,
ALT, UL E Y, TAT IR EDOMEREY G _X—AF A
YTCOT— X EINE LT,
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HCC

[ l l )

Very early stage (0) Early stage (A) Intermediate stage (B) Advanced stage (C) Terminal stage (D)

* Single s2 cm + Single, or <3 nodules each <3 cm * Multinodular + Portal invasion and/or extrahepatic spread * Any tumor burden
+ Preserved liver function*, PS 0 | | « Preserved liver function*, PS 0 + Preserved liver function*, PS 0 | | + Preserved liver function, PS 1-2 + End stage liver function, PS 3-4

{ 1

Potential candidate Single <3 nodules, Extended Well defined Diffuse, infiltrative,
for liver each 3 cm | | liver nodules, pres
transplantation criteria portal flow, bilobar liver
(size, AFP) selective access involvement
Portal pressure,
bilirubin
No Veu
Contraindications
Normal Increased" LT

Yes' No

!
(L2etsten ) (ot ) (ataton](_ ranapes ] vace (. )= )
Figure 2. /\)Ltw FEERAFE (BCLC) 27— (Reigetal, 2022)
BT HCC oY A X IREREORE, EIREEE O f % T BCLC
A7 —UIL0,A B, C, DI IND, EHLFIFIEIAT—Y B,CTH
BIhb,

@ BECAIR DR
BEARIZ, Vo ANTF=TREFICRELZEMER & LCRMi S
Too P, KEESZ AMFFERT (NCI) D E % Common
Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events (CTCAE) /X—Y =3 . 5.0 |
FSEF | KT Grade 2 LA LD BB IR A FEERFE ISR & LT,

Table 2. CTCAE (Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events) ver5.0 (Z
BT 2 AR O YA 42

Grade TE 7

Grade 1 | BHEIENRH 208, R OEBIULTRE

Grade2 |BFEEIWO L. RKEMB VDL E

Grade3 |RMOEBEWRPIELLIEA L., BREXRBEHITHIRFENLE

Grade 4 | Az RKiE, BELELZET S

Grade 5 T

XAEHT CIEEE B, JERD 72 WERI A2 Grade 0 & FEFC L 7=,

17



@ T O i
FFT#EIL. Child-Pugh 2 8IC S W TR L 7=, £ BFEDT LT
Ty REYALEY, Ta b r s e R KOS, BE O A
WIZOWTHEL, &2 27 ZRAIICHHE L 7=,

® 1% DR
VUNF = THROTIBEG N RIE. ¥4Iy 27 CT £721X MRI %
FWT 2~3 » H Z L IZEHli S #u7=, Modified Response Evaluation
Criteria in Solid Tumors (mRECIST) (23 &, 524%%) (CR;
Complete Response) | #4325%) (PR; Partial Response) . % i (SD;
Stable Disease) . #1T (PD; Progressive Disease) (Z/7%d L 7=,

Table 3. modified RECIST 4>}H
Bz JzE
CR ; Complete response TR T ORI\ TN ORRZN D NHR
R—RATA LV ORPRAEOEROGFZRNEL LT, @IREICE

PR ; Partial response . N , T -
T IERNRAEAY D) B PREDERDOERTVIR &b 0%
SD ; Stable disease PR 2% PD (2% L72V ViEfl

TREDHAARLARED @RI IS DS A D) FER A DERS
PD ; Progressive disease Tof MEAFAEE LT, @RI DIEER A1 D) )
JEDEROGFH VI &b 20%H00

® EFHE (0S) KoM mA M (PFS) OFEAf
AR (0S) 1%, Lo RNF =T IBEREHIET F TO WM
ELTESR Lz, BEEAGFHYIR (PFS) 1L, BEBHBHSEED

EITHHERSINDETOHRE L TER LI,

7. WEEHRT
MEHEATIZ . Prism 9.41 (GraphPad Software, La Jolla, CA, USA) % fiff
A LTIiTo7=, »7 2V Z% Chi-squared test ¥ 7= 1% Fisher's exact
test &, EHfr A £ Student’s t-test & 721X Mann-Whitney U test % H \»
THEMT L7z, R O B id ANOVA K O Tukey's multiple comparison
test #17 > 7=, E1EMENTIZ Kaplan-Meier method % f V>, Log-rank test
TREFI LB 24T > 72, p E2Y 0.05 Rifi & #FHa0IcAZE & Lz,
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8. WBEAMNRL LI IZBITAA 7 —L Farytktr b

AMFIEIE T~V U FES (20134 10 HLE) | KON TA&EXkt5 L
T HEFRMIEIZE T D mEfREt (CFRk 26 - 3CHEN A - B AT E)
BERE3IT) | 2ETFLTCEBIIL, H 50U DRI SE 51
&L BB IEE CE 2 AL E R PR R~ L. BFIE 0 E e 12 B
L CHZEBEMEFRESL BESDOERB L NHREDFFAI 215 TiThive
(A EEERMIEE S - B 017-0621), WFIEBMIcx L CTEmIC XL D EE
NELNT-EE, BERORBERGNRETH>HEIE. SaEREE
BARLTEY, 7 87U NTHIROSMEHESR LR oz BH %%t
Gl LT,

e

1. Study flow & BEE R

Figure 3 (Z Study flow Z/=r9, ARBFZEITIZ, 2018 4= 4 A 75 2021 4F 10
H ORI ALHEE K2 PE T L o " F = T HRR & 2 72 U B AR BE i s o
BETOFNAZ ) —=v T Ent, 2055 76X, BERE RO AR EOMR
FFIM3E O K AN X 0 BRI S AL 63 51 23 AHF5E D fiRAT 6 G2 & 72 > 72,

70 Unresectable HCC patients
who received Lenvatinib treatment
from January 2018 to October 2021

7 Patients without

—>| sufficient clinical data or preserve serum

v

63 Unresectable HCC patients

were excluded

Figure 3. Study Flow

Table 4 (T B L 7x o T BFEH 2T, BEOF v R8I 70 5% (G PH
45 1% ~88 %) T. HMEAY 90.5% (57 Bl) & HD T\, AFFIEREIX.
Child-Pugh 7748 A 728 46 5l (73.0%) . B 73 17 f5 (27.0%) T o7z,
BCLC stage C 7% 33 il (52.4%) % 5Tz, 77 I O RAEIE
3.7g/dL (#iPH 2.6g/dL~4.6g/dL) T - 7= (Table 3),
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Table 4. /RIEBALART O BE S =

Total n = 63
Age (years), median (range) 70 (45 - 88)
Sex (Male / Female) 5716
BMI (kg/m?) 24 (17-49)
ECOG Performance status (0 / 1) 47116
History of Diabetes mellitus (0 / 1) 29 /34

Etiology, n (%)
HBV
HCV
NBNC

Child-Pugh grade, n (%)
A
B

BCLC stage, n (%)
A
B
C

TNM classification, n (%)
2
3
4A
B

Best overall response
CR
PR
SD
PD

Biochemical analysis, median (range)
Platelet, *10*/uL
Prothrombin time, %
Serum albumin, g/dL
AST, IU/L
ALT, IU/L
Total bilirubin, mg/dl
Alpha-fetoprotein, ng/mL
Alpha-fetoprotein L3, ng/mL

20 (31.7 %)
11 (17.4 %)
32 (50.7 %)

46 (73 %)
17 (27 %)

1 (1.6 %)
29 (46 %)
33 (52.4 %)

8 (12.7 %)

23 (36.5 %)
19 (30.2 %)
13 (20.6 %)

12 (19 %)
23 (36.5 %)
22 (34.9 %)
6 (9.5 %)

16.1 (4.4 — 51.7)
88.3 (40.7 — 117.7)
3.7 (2.6 — 4.6)

38 (15 — 303)

24 (8 — 168)

0.8 (0.3 - 3.1)

78.2 (1.6 — 449909)
27.2 (0.5 — 99.5)

AST ; aspartate aminotransferase, ALT ; alanine aminotransferase, BCLC; Barcelona

Clinic Liver Cancer, BMI ; Body mass index, ECOG; Eastern Cooperative Oncology
Group, HBV ; hepatitis B virus, HCV ; hepatitis C virus, NBNC ; non-B non-C, CR ;

complete response, PR ; partial response, SD ; stable disease, PD ; progressive disease

20



2. B ARAROHBBHE L BRABROEEE CHBR LZBEE R

Table5 2R T X O, Lo NRNF=THREEZIT-AESHDI B, &
BRAHRIL 43 5] (68 %) TiRH BTz, Grade 1 D EBARAIE L 29 Hi

(46 %) . Grade2 UL FOBBRAIEIT 146 (22%) ThHhoT-, BERRIED
HBLREE o o fil 13, 5B 215 HEB (#iPH 7-532 HA) TH-o7-,

Table 5. L' > ANF=T7IHFEF ORRARO HEBE (n=63)

Grade Number (Percentage)
Any Grade 43 (68 %)
Grade 1 29 (46 %)
Grade 2 13 (21 %)
Grade 3 1(2 %)

BHRAEHBLEF IZB ) 2R G %2 lbigd 572912 Table 6 TiX, £hE
5l % Grade 2 L EDOBERAIRNRD b2 HB3F L Grade 2 R D IEFNZ 57 1T
TREERZRL TS, EE K+ (i, MR, TR, BERE O
B, TATIUVERE) ICABREZTR LN T,
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Table 6. Grade 2 LA E OB AR & 5 BE & 7 W0 AE O B Rt o Lk

(nciri‘é’ ,67%&/0) (nciri? ,6222’5}0) P value

Age (years), medina (range) 70 (45-82) 72 (54 - 88) 0.252
Sex (Male / Female) 45/4 1212 0.607
BMI (kg/m?) 24 (17 - 34) 25 (18-49) 0.136
ECOG Performance status (0/1) 37/12 10/4 0.739
History of Diabetes mellitus (0 /1) 21/28 6/8 >0.999
Etiology, n (%)

HBV 16 4 0.732
HCV 10 1

NBNC 23 10
Child-Pugh grade, n (%0)

A 37 0.498
B 12
BCLC stage, n (%0)

A 0 1 0.732
B 22 7

C 27 6
TNM classification, n (%)

2 5 2 0.144
3 19 3

4A 14 5

4B 11 3
Biochemical analysis, median (range)

Total bilirubin, mg/d| 0.8(0.3-3.1) 0.8(0.4-26) 0.733

Platelets. *10%/pL
Prothrombin time, %
Serum albumin, g/dL
AST, IU/L
ALT, IU/L
Alpha-fetoprotein, ng/mL
ALBI grade

1

2

3

16.0 (4.4 -51.7)
88.4 (40.7-117.7)
3.8(2.7-456)
37.0 (15.0 - 303.0)
26.0 (8.0 - 168.0)
92.6 (1.6 - 449909.0)

17
29
3

185 (6.5 - 29.5) 0.763
87.1(565-1168)  0.792
3.7(26-456) 0.275
385.0(18.0-1530) 0573
235(130-480)  0.165
125(2.2-257916.0) 0451

2 0.262
10
2

AST ; aspartate aminotransferase, ALT ; alanine aminotransferase, BCLC ;

Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer, BMI ; Body mass index, ECOG; Eastern Cooperative
Oncology Group, HBV ; hepatitis B virus, HCV ; hepatitis C virus, NBNC ; non-B non-
C, CR ; complete response, PR ; partial response, SD ; stable disease, PD ; progressive

disease
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3.Grade 2 LL EO BRI FIRERCTHERKIL, FTRICRIETTEE

f5ENTC Figure 4A 127k L7 X 912, Grade 2 L EDORBRARIENS HEL L7 JE
Bl TIiL, 1RERE S PD &2 &5 £ ToO Child-Pugh score 23 A &2 |
HLTW,

59 :
o unpaired t test
€ 4l _ p<0.001
L
(5]

e

o 37

O

"]

$ 2 T
=

e

S 17

£

&

0 |

Grade 0,1 Grade 2,3

Figure 4A. BBk ARHE 0 HE £ C Lol L 72 1RFRBRAA 2> & PD HIE £ T Child-
Pugh score ™ 281k,

B HE Grade 2 R & Grade 2 BL LD 2 BT L Grade 2 UL EOBETH
BEIZTHEOE(NZRD T,

Flo, BEARSAHBELLIZEFE TIE, ZOEREEZISCTLNTF=T
BRBICYNAR—=VIBFEE 2 E M CTE-HENE T T 2N A 57
(Figure 4B)

(*) BIBRRICB W T, "= 758 (salvage therapy) & 13 #)[E] DR
MWNRE RIS NS TG EICER IS ZIRE « ZIRINZRIRE FEZ R
S
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3
2

= -
g 100
S B0~
g

E 60
E 40+
E En-
5
e
g

a

] By y
& ) i
@t"b &“f o ¢$

chi-squre
p =0.0692

Figure 4B. BARANIR O BAE L THME L7z YL~ — iR~ DO BAT R
BRARIED Grade 73 LR HIE L BN — DIRPE~DBITRITE T 5

T,

X 512, Figure 5A [Z/RT X 91T,

Grade 2 VL EOBEKAIRS HEBLL 72 &
# (Grade2,3) 1. HELLZe o723 (Grade0,1) & lfbi LT, 24EGH
W (0S) BHEIZHE» -7 (FYfh 15.00 » A vs. 850 » A, ~¥— Kt

2.763, 95%15 #& X [ [confidence interval, C1]1.03-7.45,p =0.007) . — 5. M

BAGFHME (PFS) (2250 T, BAROA BRI AFEEZITRO LN

7> 7= (Figure 5B),

-
o
o

Probability of Survival
3

Grade 0,1

Grade 2,3

08, median, month

15.00

8.50

HR(95%Cl)

2.763 (1.03-7.45)

P value

p = 0.0072

—— Grade 0,1
v Grade 2,3

Log-rank test
p =0.0072

o

0 2 4 6 8 10

Time(Month)

Number at risk

Grade 0.1 49 48 44 42 38 35

Grade 2,3 14 13 12 10 8 6

Figure 5A. &4k R#% Grade 0,1 £ & Grade 2,3 B 0S
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BARARIEORREIC LV ERIE L7z 2 B Kaplan-Meier #ift 2R3, BEAR
#% Grade 0,1 (FE#R) . BAAAIR Grade 2,3 (#47)

Grade 0,1 Grade 2,3
PFS, median, month 5.50 3.50
HR (95%CI) 1.142 (0.51-2.54)
1004 P value p=0.7135
_____ —— Grade 0,1
___________ Grade 2,3
Log-rank test

p=07135

Probability of Survival
(2]
(=]
1

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
Time(Month)
Number at risk
Grade 0.1 42 35 27 21 12 9 5
Grade 2,3 12 9 6 3 2 2 1

Figure 5B. &4 A 4R Grade 0,1 #% & Grade 2,3 #£ D PFS
BEARIROREIZ LV BRI L7z 2 BEI2k 1T % Kaplan-Meier fiiff Z2 7~ 37,
BHAR Grade 0,1 (FE#) | BACAIR Grade 2,3 (A7)

4. VINRF=TEERD FGF21 EDEAL
TRIEBIIARE DR — 2 T A TRV TG FGF21 fif o o Jefif 1% 411
pg/mL (149 - 3224) T& -~ 7= (Figure 6),

4000
__ 30004 -
3 :
_§ 2000
g
=~ 10004
(T
&)
U 0 e——
=1000 T
Baseline

Figure 6. JEWEBRAGRED X — R F A BT 5 ik + FGF21 fE
FGF21 @ F19fl 1% 411pg/mL TH - 7=,
FGF; fibroblast growth factor
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F7m. RIEMICBWTIBERG)S 4 B E £ TIZ FGR21 fEDO B b RICHE
72 ERITER O vl o 72 (Figure 7),

100

p=0.8745

o
[=]
1

Median change
from baseline, %
[ =]
l

1
i
(=]

T T T T
baseline 1week 2week 4week

Figure 7. 5% BA4E/ 5 4 B £ T FGF21 fE D& {L 3

FGF21 & b1, T2 {bHE=((#ME - AifE) + FIfE) x 100%] & L CiFH&E
L7z, BHERFICBWTHEZZBD RN T,

FGF; fibroblast growth factor

5. BRERAIR L MEF FGF21 fEDE1L

— T, BHRAREOIER NS B L 2Pl 21.5 B —FFEWILE TH 5
TRIEBGTE 4 B ORAFITE 2 AW T2 &, BECRIE Grade 2 DL
DIEF] TIE AR Grade 2 A OIEF] & bl L CTHEIZ FGF21 fED £ 1L
FNEH LTz (p=0.0094, Figure8) . £7=. BHARIEOHBLRIO 14
H LN OARAFILTE 23 S 7= 4T Bl DO TORHTTH . BEKAIE Grade 2 LA
ETIE AR Grade 2 A OFER] & Lk L CTHEIC FGF21 E O &4k N
EHLTEY (p=0.0384, Figure 9) . BEKARIRDIER HEBLIZ S » TILE
o FGF21 fE2Y E&H- L Tz,
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600 -

N p=0.0094
5 —_
= 400+
/]
- @©
E 0
b E 200
W =
[
Q
(=] 0_ e ...
& -
S
-200 . .

Grade 0,1 Grade 2,3

Figure 8. R AR Grade 2 Kiiwi & BAK R Grade 2 DL | THulz L 72 1575 B
1% 4 B O FGR2LEDO & L#E (n=63)
BHAIE Grade 2,3 WHIBL L7-BEICHB W T FGR2L N A B LA L=,

. 300+
3‘; p=0.0384
e
= 200
']
— @
E L0
o g 100 —
Lk
- 0
c
1]
g 1
-100 T I

Grade 0,1 Grade 2,3
Figure 9. RAKARIE O HBLAT 14 H LN ORAFIMIE 215 6 W IEFNIZ BT 5
BACRIRE Grade 2 AR & AR Grade 2 UL LTl L 7= FGF21 filf 0 24k,
F (n=47)
RHAHE Grade 2,3 BNHBL LRI W T FGR2LMEMA A EIC EH Lz,
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EE

AW TIE, UIBRAREITHEDOEBFIZBIT L L AT =T REFOR
AR KOG FGF21E Db &2 gt L. 21 5 O ZR DR RE < T 1%
25ROV THRFI LTI, LoRTF=THRELZTLEBEDOS L
68 W TEAIMANIENHILL., 22%7° Grade 2 DL EORBBARIENHEL L T
72, Grade 2 LA F O EBBRIR HBLAECTlX PD ] E K2 Child-Pugh score @ &
IEEBD, PAR—IHEE~OBITENELS, TEBIARETH-TZ, &5
IZ Grade 2 L EFOBBMARMBIBETIZI FGR2ZL AFAEIC EF L TEBY ., Th
IEEMRRIEHBARTOLER RO ETH > 72, KFFEOHREIZLDY
M7F FGF21 23 L AN F = TR ) BRI IRH B 2 THI3 2 HE RS A
F~v——ThH OR[N RERINT,

LV UNF =70 %, MENEHEIER 7 (VEGF) 522810 MRHME 2 Al et 5
K1 (FGFR) ZREEGLEKEOFF—B &2 E L, M HECHEE O
AT 5 2 & CHUEE A R AT 5 (Shigesawa et al, 2018; Hiraoka
etal,2019) . LU, REFITIEZERREMERAZ#RE SN TEY, 20
T%ﬁ@(ﬁi‘)ﬁ&ibﬁﬁf£ﬂm< RO BEL 5252 LML TWY
%, BERIC I T, BRARO HBLRIT 2R OK 40-50 %L i, £0Z%
SIEHBRETHD b OO, HEORERITIRFE W03 A & O I 270 1K &
7% (Kudoetal, 2018) ., A RIOHMIETIX, Lo ANF=THEELZ T T-E
FH 636D 5L 4341 (68 %) ICEMNIENRHER SN, £DIHH 29 H

(46%) 75 Grade 1. 14 f5l (22 %) 78 Grade2 A FOBEE DB AIEE R L
7= F¥IZ. Grade 2 LL LD BAAIRILIEA D Pl &V O — Rg RT3 LB &
SNTEY (VORTF=THEEERTAR) | ZO/R, BEDIROKT
753‘@*/*\52%6 L7cino T, BERANIRPIRRARIZ G 2 D5 8% /MRS
MA D 72ITIE, BEORZBIRRE O U728 B0 % AR — MRS OREE S 2
EThDE HH# . BERARIEO B O NEECTH D,

FGF21 X, Fi ﬁmwa ywh s, REOMELRMOIMHENEH G T 5
RLEELTHLNTWS (Flippo and Potthoff, 2021b) , A#FZE Tl
LV UNRNF = TIRIERGHR O BERREROT —F M LIoRER, 4 HE £

MG FGRLMEDBEE 72 AT A b o7c, L, BRAIROE
JEEICHESWTHAELZLK TS L, Grade2 I EOEEORBRAIELZ R L
BERECIX, 4B OB TIE FGR2ZLIEDXN A EIC ER L TWD Z & )3k
WEni (p<0.05) , ZOFERENS, FGF21 O EH-N L o NF = TIREIC
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L2EEORBBRAREBEEL TWD I ENRBEIND, FATHFIZETIE,
FGF21 "R FHEIC/EH L TRBZMHI T 2 A W =X LR R INTEY
(Hotta et al, 2013) . FGF21 N HMHRE R Z I L TR AIEZ 5 &L Z
L, TORRLE L THEORBIREBICEREL LT L TWD ATREENE X
5hb,

AWFFEORE R, FGF21 O EFITEE DO LR AR (Grade2 LA E) D HEL
CEELTWD Z R RBRENT, 2, BEOBRAREZ 2 L2 BF R
TlE, OS OHRAEN 85 » A &, BEDORMRAIEF 2 IXIERIEDEFERHO
OS hifi 15.0 » A Lt L CTHEIZE ) > 7= (p=0.007) , £7/-, HEFE
DRERAFENEBF LIZEEFE TIX, Lo ARXNTF =T HERICT L= UIREN
FiCEBEANBRNMAR LRO b, IO ORERIZ, BEEOBKR
BEATFTHECKR T2 REDCEAE 26 L, IBIIEE OB % |
BRI DERERVEDLZ EE2RELTND,

ST, IBETORSKIKTOHBIIF PRI T T%OE/ & B
THZ D, BEREKTOHBEALZBYICTRIL, RBEICHAATHI ENE
HCThHD, RFRETRENTZ L DT, FGF21 OEREIXASIK T O FHICH
420N D D720, BT =4 IO —BLELTAHATHS
EEZOLND, B, RHMONMAREZHFELHZ LT, BEORBRERD
BHIREBOEZE, BFEDROM EXFFRFTE D AIBMERH D,

— T, RFFRIZITOVL ODDORANGFET S, 3. G EFHED 63
Bl & BB TH U . FFIC FGF21 & BAR IR O BIE# ML IZ DWW T ORI
FEEZEST L, 207D, L0 ZEB]. ORI E OFEIZ X - T,
FGF21 & BAKAHR & OB EMEZ LV FEMICHRAET 2 Z & kO b d, F
7o RBFZETIX., FGF21 @ EH- N BRSO AEAR T O B #H#) 72 JiK T
HDHM. HOIWVIFMORERFNEG L WD NEHEICT AITIZEL 2o
oo BHBOFRIZBNTIE., ZHHD AT = XL &R 5 LR
H 5D,

I HIZ, FGR21 1M & LTIREIEORTE . BN IRO TRIZmIT 72
MAFEZOWTHRFAPEETH D, FFIZ, FGRL OEjfEZ E=4% 1 &~
7 Loo, BHMONMAREZH LD Z LICL- T, BHEORBRER LY
WO ENRIAETND,

ARAFGEDFE R, FGF21 XL v RNF =T iREE2 % T 5 HCC BEIZB W
T, BERARCHEERT., SO TRICEBICHEET L EE LA 4
V=N —ThHDHI LN RBEINZ, FGF21 0EEZ =X L 745 &
T, WERPTOREMLTHEZ THL, RO AL RRIZT D Z & THE
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gz h B SEDAREMENN B D, KEIC. FGF21 O MNNBEE 7 g 1Tk L
T, REEHOMERCIHEFHORBELAILEERD EZZONDL, &
%, FGF21 ZiZEM & L= #i 7z 72 IR IE I ANIE OB R 3N E L, HCC B3
DFPHEEICHEHMT 22 LI D,
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(E_3FE)
BT = v 7 RA v NHERIGFEZ =T - UIBRT e
g B E BT 511 FGF21 fEO P FHRIRF & LT

DA FIME D RRF
EE

J#mAasE (hepatocellular carcinoma; HCC) 1%, MREEEMNE 6 (\LOE TH
D, FICEBEEDORIN L L TIEE 3 M ET D FEAREOEMEE T
&5 (Sungetal, 2021) , FHICH A INTHE. FIRCRATEIEIC L 1R
BRI CE 20 UIBRARE AR 12 B W\ Tt il & TIRHGRINIRE
NTEH, TOTRHRIFEKARE LTARRETh -T2,

T, REF = v 7 RA > FIHLFZE (immune checkpoint inhibitors ; ICls)
DG K0 . LTI ORI BT 72 72 DB L7, R, HT PD-
L1 HUIRTH DT 7 U X~ 7 (atezolizumab) & $HT VEGF HUikTH 5~y
A~ 7 (bevacizumab) DOOFHFEIE EEROIREIETH D Y T 7 2 =T %k
2 L7z IMbravel50 iRERIZEBNWT, 77V U X7 + XN X v 7 L
D OSHRAEAN 192 » AlZxt L, Y 7 7= =78 TIL 134 » H TH 7= (HR
0.66, 95% CI10.52-0.85,p<0.001) . 7=, PFSOHREIEXT 7V U X~7 +
NNV A THHEEHTE68 7 H, VI 7 x2=THTA43 r ALHEIN
THH» (HRO0.59,95% C10.47-0.76, p<0.001) (Finnetal, 2020) . 77>V
A= T+ XNy A= TR R E TG RS RE AT I (x4 5 —RIGHR L L
T OREAREVR IR D ML & T ST L 7=,
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EYEET LT XL

= AEAIRE, P, RETEE, TACER: KAt#eS & o LT
* PERITF

= Child-Pughs38A
A RER
‘ oG ‘
&Y fr
[ —EiEE FTESUIX=T+ FLAULTT+ | YSFz=7F | | LewiiF=F | | Falrsinzg 7 |
RRe X7 Falrinwd

R L BV sY¥F37zF bdF7z=F =937z
s lwAFoS s ewntF= s FhvwT B 2= =t g
o= B B b - A FoT s FLVART
FFhLTLTT s FLELTT s bwntF=7 -hFfeFT
s HRFFT - hBFrFT
c kLA LTT SFFSUARTT
FFantnes +ASAV AT
s Falksnw s

Figure.l (F-8) FFHBRRE OMEET LIV XL (BT A K74
2021 4EfR + 2023 A OB LY 51 H)

— T, HCCIZHB T 2 THEFOREIIMKIAR L U CHIR LEZERREET
HbH, HCCHEEF DO TRIZZL DN FICEAIND N, T E TOMIET
3. BB OGERESCIER ORZEFRMEN THRICESE#EL TS Z ERR
BN TWD (Zhuetal, 2022) . D72, ICIs ZHWIZIHEFEIZB W T
H, BEDRE TR CTEDIAAAN A~ =D —DRIENPRD LN TN D,

F—E T, UIBRARFMEEIC T 5 Lo RNF=TIREIC OV TR
L7c, LonRF=7F~wLvFxF—EHRFA L L TVEGFR X FGFR % ¥
=Ty T HZETHEBEOERLZIMEIT 2, REPICHB T 2HED
BWEIER & L TERRERRE SN TS, ZORKAIEOHEIZ, M
& FGR2ZLIEDOZE LN SLFPHRIFRETH D Z &, MOTH L EHICE#ET S5 2
EEBOMNII LT, TG OmMEIX, FGF21 73 HCC IR IZ B 1T 5 A H 72
NAF~—H—ERVEHIZLELERLTEBY, FRHIZTEHT T VI X<
TH RN X< TR E OB ZBRETT D 2L & LT,

FRAE A MG FE K - 21 (Fibroblast Growth Factor 21 ; FGF21) (%. Afl&<T
PWENDHHBENLETHY , RIS TEEREE LRI 2R
MBI TWD (Lewis etal, 2019) . Hrlo. =X —(UHESCIEE B, b
KRB O G L, TETIEIET L o — VIR ME TR BRSO BE R G 72 &
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DRFFMEFERB L OBEEN RINTWD, £z, EFEOWIIZL Y. FGF21
DRSS/ NREICB W TS HE &R 2 7 U, G o 050 % kil Ic
B 59 2 Al REMENFR i & 41T\ 5 (Huetal, 2024) . = 5 (2, REFLECT &k
BRONA F~— 10— W98 Tl 1R ELGETO FGF21 & E#E Tlx FGF21 1K
ERELHE L CLUNF =T, VI 7 2= HOWBEIZEB T OS BN
BIETFTLTWEEHESHLTWD (Finnetal, 2021), L22LA0RN5, 7
TV AT+ IR X2 T OFHEEZ % T 72 HCC A I8 1T 5 MG
FGF21 O & &I, MyE FGF21 T = v 7 iR A > FELEARI O IBHRBGS
FHRICKITTHEICOWNTIL, REHOES N E N,

AWFETIE, VIBRARREATHIIE D BEICH LT TV U X7+ "Ry
A< THERBEEEZZ T -EEICBWT, g FGF21 O P ARBKF & LT
DOHERAMEIZONWTHLNZTDHZ EEHMET S, S HIZ, FGF21 & ICIs
TBEOPIESEZ R & OB#EIZOWTH G L, FGR21 23EHFE Tl N1 4~
— =L LTORMAMEIZOW TIN5 5% HWICHRE 21T 72,

FiE
1. WHE R - TV A1 >
% Jiti g% s A ] & B2 5T

2. XHRLLDHESE

Discovery cohort & L T, 2020 4E 10 A 75 2024 42 7 H £ Clcdkifg &
KEJRBE & NORTE study group (Ab¥EEH b esBHmbe. b IR+ 795
e, SIS S Pbe. JCHO AbyE b, AbiEE®E > ¥ —, HiL
HEHPE) ISR T 2 FEHERWETT 7Y VAT + "IN XAvw T
OF L & 52 T To U BR AN RE AR D B F 2 5t G & LT,

Kz Discovery cohort O #E S DO FEFED 72, Validation cohort & L T
NORTE Study Group O Jifi g% LLA+ D 6 - O i g% (5 )1 KR EE F B M AL 25
WA R E R+ TR H LSRR, MR R RESERE -
2 —HibgmE v 2 — RO ER R R EHESRNE, Rk ER 2
A —{HAEEENE IR ETEE 1 NE) T, 2020 4 10 H 205
2024 T HORNCT 7 U A~ T+ _"NU X~ T A#EEEZ )7
BIBRARE AT M f s D FBFE 2 R RIC, M L7zadh— D07 — 4 bl
"L, EROEFD S B, DLFOBRRERE (1) 2L, ok
SARHE (2) DWTHIZHEY LRWEEEHE L L,
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(1) JmPRILHUE

O R W F 72 (3R P IS fERE S L7 BIBR A RE AT Ml o B3

Q7 TV VAT +_IN X T HEE, LonF=7 F0Z
VI 7 2 =TI DR EZT, BRSNS 2 2 AL EOBR
MR TH - 7= BHE

OIRFERT K VB ORMENIE 2 AT 5 EFH,

DWBBREIGED, XA FT v 7 CTE£EEFMRIICEY 2~3 » AZ LT
Rl S LT B

OARFIE~DOBIMZHONTA T+ —L FKartry bafTVWHHE
BIZEX2RERBFONEE, BEORERGERRNECH - -8
A, AFERIEZBAELCBY, A7 T U K THEOSMZ 1
B Lo -

(2) BrohHuE
OT7 TV YV AT+ _IRN A~ TR EEZ T - B
QOMRAFMIE R 2 VR
QR EIE RN A+ 7B
OARFZEZIMZOVWTHHEREICLIIRENG N o BE

3. MEtIHH
DIRWEBAAEET FGF21 fEIC IS WCHE 2 B iR & IR ERE IS L
Too 2REDOEE R THRIGE L L CEAEFMR (0S) ROV EA
A8 (PFS) bt L7z,

@4 s, PEBI, Child-Pugh 73 %E72 & D BEE RCIRBEDR., AEHE
4. FGR2LfEZ A ER & LT, Cox lehlnY—FETFT L% AW
7~ % 8 &N & Fhe LT,

4, {BE 70 ha— )L
UIBRASRE AT M D B 2 %4z, 77 Y U X< 7(1,200mg) + <
v A~ 7 (15mglkg) & 3 I G L 16 R IR LG 6 W 1% (1T
iz, FRATERVAEEFRSL, X PD BRBIEINZHEE
IXTRIRZ HIrE 7= ik L7z,
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5. HIEHE B &= ORIE ik
D1 % FGF21 i o I &

Mg FGR21 L. 1RFEBRMANICEE ORI L - gt 7 v %
HWTHIE L7z, i TR e 2 0B L, -80°C TR AF
L7z, FGF21 O E &I, MR %N EVE (Enzyme-Linked
Immunosorbent Assay; ELISA) v FZHWTHEm L., AEILA —
H—D 7 ka—VIZHE-> 7= (Smithetal, 2019) ., FGF21 fEiZ %
S, BEZEERCRERICOBEL,

@IfiE FGF21 O 4 v b A 7 H O E
Discovery cohort (235 TN F S & L 72 E B o il FGF21 i1
S& ., BEHIZHE L T AL 25% D BE & FGR21 EfEft, = Do
Fx FGR2UKERE L 9725 K 5128k & L7 (Finnetal, 2021) .

5
&

@ THIEEDOHIE
FERTHBEE LS L TRAEFHIM (Overall Survival; OS)  J& UV
MALEHIRE (Progression-Free Survival; PFS) # &€ L7, OSIL7
TSV R T+ XN A T HBEEORG A BT E0 R
HIBWFE £ COMM EEFE L, PFS IXIRRBIAA H 2> B IEE O EST
FRIEECETOMEEFR L7 (Jones et al, 2020) , JEIE DA
AN TR DU E B 22 G A (CT £7213 MR & W CEF
fli L. RECIST (Response Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumors) XE#%E
WZHADWTHIE L7z (Anderson et al, 2016)

@ B 75 7 M OV R YRR 1 0 J 7 E
BEOEM, PERI. Child-Pugh 738, BCLC 27—, 725 NZ
BEFETRIEIE (B IR ZEERR L. UG, (L riiEe &) &3l
EL, 2NHDORTFNTRICEZ DL MRHT L= (Brown et al,
2018)
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6. LAl fRAT
At HT IOV TiX, Prismver. 9.1.2 (GraphPad Software, Inc, La
Jolla, CA, USA) Y7 ho =7 /Xy /r— & EZR (Saitama Medical
Center, Jichi Medical University) i f L7z, #EHiZ £ Mann-
Whitney ® U REZ, I 7 TV —EEHIIIA “FHREETZIXT 1 >
Ty — DEBEMERRELHWTHIT Lz, $XToO pfE [l
ET, 0.05 Ri&Z et FHICAETHDL & Lic, AFMATICE
Kaplan-Meier 7% % W CTAEAFEI#R 2 /ERk L. Log-rank & & £ 72 1%
Generalised Wilcoxon & i€ CLb#Z L 7=,

Discovery cohort & Validation cohort % & 7> 7= Overall cohort @ f&
FHEMRBIZ, N—ATA D BCLC 27—, Child-Pugh 4/>¥g.
Bl e, ALT, TNM 3%, PURIREE (Vp) . BL O AFP 72 &
THRICEELZ 5 2 58N & 5 A A% LT, Propensity Score
Matching %47 - 7=, Propensity Score Matching ®i# & 1%, Hosmer—
Lemeshow # & Z {5 H L CTREA L 72,

FHICHET AR FOMETE LT, BEKFERAEMEICK L THEHE
B Cox [T 2 L, p<0.05 &MEtEmichA B ZR LIZK
FITDOWTELE & Cox BRI 21T - 7=,

7. BRE ARG E LIEIRICB T A A v 74— Faryker b

AL T~y U FES (20134 10 AckE) | A T A& %4
T DEFRUIEICEAT L MR R (FRk 26 FICHEN A - JRAE
FEERE 35) | BT LTEMBIN., & O U DK
fE & BE B FE B SCE A L E KPR R~ L, %o
FHilZ B LT H ERIRIT 7R A2 B2 DO &R K OYR B D FF 7] 2 15 T
Tz (A EERMFEE 5 : 017-0521, 020-0267, 022-0052), Aff
ZEZ NI L CEMICKL D RENG O EBE . EEORE RG2S
N THoHEIL, BfEREZRSELTEBY, 7 87 ¥ M TH
TROBMEHES Lol BEzENSE L LT,
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e e

1. XREBE

Study Flow % Figure 7 2759, 2020 4% 10 A 25 2024 4= 7 A £ T2 AL
KA BE & NORTE study group IZBWTT 7V U X~v T +_ARNU X<
OfF R 5 &2 52 7= Y BR R BE AT M D R E 123 4 0 5 b JRIRET O A7 1L
H LB R EER T — 2 D3> TR WERE 6 4 24L& 117 4
2% Discovery cohort & U THENT Sz,

< Discovery cohort > < Validation cohort >
123 Unresectable HCC patients 288 Unresectable HCC patients
who received Atezo/bev treatment who received Atezo/bev treatment
from October 2020 to July 2024 from October 2020 to July 2024
6 Patients without . . 3 Patients without
sufficient clinical data “ sufficient clinical data
or preserve serum were excluded or preserve serum were excluded
v 4
117 Unresectable HCC patients ‘ ‘ 285 Unresectable HCC patients

< QOverall cohort >

402 Unresectable HCC patients
who received Atezo/bev treatment

Figure 10. Study Flow

X 512, NORTE Study Group LAt @ 6 D Djifigk (B W T T TV X~7
+ RNV X TOFHRIE TIRE ST 288 4 O BE D 5 B IR ORI
MY F 72T 2R R T — 2 D3> TWRWHEE 34 2ot L= Ad 285
4 7% Validation cohort & L CTiEEI Sz, MiaA— hE2 &7 402 4
23, Overall cohort & U CHRAMEIIRITRI R & Ir o T2,

2. Discovery cohort “CD Rt

Discovery cohort (Z331F 5 &5 5% Table 7 12/~ ¥, BHF X, 1BEBHA
AT I FGF21 fEICHE-S &, [FGF21 &fERE (47 25%) | & [FGF21
RAEHE (FAL75%) | 2Bz, By M 7E1X 915 pg/mL & EFE S
Nie, SREFEOF P IEIL 71 5% (FEPH 19 5% ~87 k) . FHMEN 78.6 %
Z 5o, HFTPAEIX Child-Pugh 7% A 73 96.6 %, B 3.4% CTh -7, =+
7=, BCLC stage B, C ®DEBHE N ZILE I 41 %, 59 % Tdh > 7=, FGF21 &fiEi i
TIET VT I EPAEREICELS ., /R, AST DA EIZE -T2,
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Table 7. Discovery cohort ™ B &1 5

Total FGF21 Low FGF21 High P-value
(n=117) (n=88) (n=29)
Age, years 71(19-87) 72 (31-87) 70 (19-86) 0.72
Sex, n (%)
Female 25(21.4) 19 (21.6) 6(20.7) 1
Male 92 (78.6) 69 (784) 23(79.3)
BMI, kg/m? 238(98-35) 238(155-350) 23.9(98-330) 0.83
Aetiology, n (%0)
HBV 39(33.3) 29(330) 10 (34.5) 0.77
HCV 18 (15.4) 15(17.0) 3(103)
NBNC 60 (51.3) 44 (50.0) 16 (55.2)
Child—Pugh grade, n (%)
A 113 (96.6) 84 (955) 29 (100.0) 0571
B 4(34) 4 (45) 0(0.0)
TNM stage, n (%0)
2 14(12) 14(15.9) 000 0.06
3 34(29.0) 22(25.0) 12 (41.4)
4A 22(18.8) 17(19.3) 5(17.2)
4B 47(40.2) 35(39.8) 12 (41.4)
BCLC stage, n (%)
A 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 1
B 48 (41) 36(40.9) 12 (414)
C 69 (59) 52 (59.1) 17(58.6)
FIB-4 index 3.08(0.87-24.04) 299(0.87-24.04) 344(1.00-15.17) 0.35
Best response, n (%)
CR 1(09) 1(11) 0(0.0) 0.336
PR 33(28.2) 26(29.5) 7(241)
SD 54(46.2) 38(432) 16 (55.2)
PD 28(23.9) 23(26.1) 5(17.2)
NA 1(09 0(0.0) 1(34)
Biochemical analysis
Plt, x10%/pL 16.2 (3.6-46.4) 15.3(3.6-46.4) 19.1(6.1-41.9) 0.02
PT, % 939(353-150.0) 92.7(150-142.2) 093
Alb, g/dL 38(27-4.98) 39(27-498) 36(3.0-45) 0.02
AST, IU/L 41 (11-672) 34 (11-162) 50 (14-672) <001
ALT, IU/L 27 (7-278) 26 (7-174) 33(13-278) 0.08
T-Bil, mg/dL 08(0.3-2.9) 08(0.3-2.9) 08(05-26) 093
AFP, ng/mL 834(0.8-290835) 77.2(0.8-200000) 138.8(29-290835)  0.08

Data are expressed as median (range) unless otherwise indicated.

Abbreviations: AFP, alpha-fetoprotein; ALBI, albumin-bilirubin; ALT, alanine
aminotransferase; AST, aspartate aminotransferase; BCLC, Barcelona Clinic Liver
Cancer; BMI, body mass index; CI, confidence interval; CR, complete response;
FIB-4, fibrosis-4 index; HBV, hepatitis B virus; HCV, hepatitis C virus; HR,
hazard ratio; NBNC, non-HBV non-HCV; PD, progressive disease; Plt, platelet
count; PR, partial response; PT, prothrombin time; SD, stable disease; T-Bil, total
bilirubin.
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eV T, FGF21fE & OS. MUY PFS @ BEE % T L 7= #% 5 % Figure 11 12
R, Kaplan-Meier 512 X 2 ##4T CTlx, FGF21 & ERED OS HfE X 12.42
A (95% CI 6.05-19.58) . FGF21 {KfEAETIX 29.96 »~ H (95% CI 18.79 -
FRiERM) LA REIC FGF21 EERE T 0S 23 - 7= (p<0.001) (Figure
11A) . F7-. FGF21 &fERED PFS 1 fE 1L 5.75 » A (95% CI 2.99— £
p%) . FGF21 fXMEAE TiX 10.12 » H (95% CI 7.36-15.24) & FGF21 @& fEft
THEIZPFS b8 ~7- (p=0.045) (Figure 11B) .

OS mOS duration (months; 95% CI)
— FGF21 Low 29.96 (18.79 — NR)
(%) — FGF21 High 12.42 (6.05 - 19.58)

HR 2.93 (95%CI 1.53 — 5.62)

100 Log-rank p < 0.001

Probability of Survival
8
1

0 T T T T g T ' 1
0 10 20 30 40

Number at risk month
FGF21Low 88 7 49 37 28 17 5 0

FGF21 high 29 21 10 4 2 0 0 0

Figure 11A. Discovery cohort C FGF21 @& fi#it & XM #ED OS (n=117)
1RIEBASART O FGF21 iz X v @RIk L 7= Kaplan-Meier #i#¢ % 7~ 9", FGF21
Low (&) ; FGF21 {XfE#f. FGF21 High GR#R) ; FGF21 M et

PFS mPFS duration (months; 95% CI)
— FGF21 Low 10.12 (7.36 — 15.24)
(%) — FGF21 High 5.75(2.99 - NR)
HR 1.80 (95%CI 1.00 - 3.24)

-

(=]

o
]

Log-rank p = 0.045

Probability of Survival
(4,1
o
1

+—vr——
o 10 20 30 40

Number at risk month
FGF21 Low 88 53 28 19 14 7 1 0

FGF21 high 29 12 2 0 0 0 0 0

Figure 11B. Discovery cohort T FGF21 = fEff & AXfEHED PFS (n=117) V&
HBAAART D FGF21 I X v @RIk L 7= Kaplan-Meier #i#t % x93, FGF21
Low (&##) ; FGF21 {XfERE, FGF21 High (FR#R) ; FGF21 mifiEEE,
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Table 8. Propensity Score Matching 7% ™ f3& 15 5t

Total FGF21 Low FGF21 High povalue
(n=52) (n=26) (n=26)
Age, years 70(19 - 86) 69.50 (47 - 84) 70.50 (19 - 86) 061
Sex, n (%)
Female 8(154) 3(11.5) 5(192) 0.70
Male 44 (84.6) 23(88.5) 21(80.8)
BMI, kg/m? 23.9(9.80-34.2) 23.95(19-34.2) 23.8(9.83-33) 041
Aetiology, n (%)
HBV 16 (30.8) 9(34.6) 7(269) 0.73
HCV 7(13.5) 4(154) 3(11.5)
NBNC 29(55.8) 13 (50) 16 (61.5)
Child-Pugh grade, n (%)
A 52(100) 26 (100) 26 (100) NA
BCLC stage, n (%0)
B 25(48.1) 13 (50) 12(46.2) 1
C 27(51.9) 13 (50) 14(53.8)
TNM stage, n (%)
3 26 (50) 14(53.8) 12(46.2) 0.79
4A 6(11.5) 2(7.7) 4(154)
4B 20(38.5) 10(38.5) 10(38.5)
FIB-4 index 3.14(1-15.17) 3.04(1.62 - 9.96) 3.50(1-15.17) 0.57
Best response, n (%6)
PR 13(25) 6(23.1) 7(26.9) 0.70
SD 27(51.9) 13 (50) 14(53.8)
PD 11(212) 7(269) 4(154)
NA 1(1.9) 0(0) 1(3.8)
Biochemical analysis
PIt, x10%/uL 16.85 (6.1 - 40.8) 15.95(85-32.0) 18.65 (6.1 - 40.8) 0.12
PT,% 92.9(15-14220) 95.20(35.3-1184) 92.1(15-1422) 097
Alb, g/dL 38(3-4.8) 395(32-48) 3.65(3-4.5) 0.04
AST, IU/L 46.5(14-672) 41.5(19-106) 48 (14-672) 0.07
ALT, IU/L 30.5(12- 122) 26(12-122) 32.5(13-98) 042
T-Bil, mg/dL 0.8(04-2.6) 0.8(04-1.6) 0.8(0.5-2.6) 0.83
AFP, ng/mL 552(0.8-84937.3)  341(08-150095) 87.9(29-84937.3) 028

Data are expressed as median (range) unless otherwise indicated.
Abbreviations: AFP, alpha-fetoprotein; ALBI, albumin—bilirubin; ALT, alanine

aminotransferase; AST, aspartate aminotransferase; BCLC, Barcelona Clinic Liver

Cancer; BMI, body mass index; CI, confidence interval; CR, complete response; FIB-4,

fibrosis-4 index; HBYV, hepatitis B virus; HCV, hepatitis C virus; HR, hazard ratio;

NBNC, non-HBV non-HCV; PD, progressive disease; Plt, platelet count; PR, partial
response; PT, prothrombin time; SD, stable disease; T-Bil, total bilirubin.
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S 5|2, Discovery cohort (Z331F % Propensity Score Matching % @ 835 iy
E’\fZ Table 8 (273", Propensity Score Matching & ® B & 3 5cid. 2 BEE T
—E L TW/=, (Hosmer-Lemeshow fki& p=0.74) .

K12, Propensity Score Matching #% @ FGF21 fE & OS. & Y PFS o B %
fEMT L 7RG R4 Figure 12 127”7 T, & H R0 +43 12— L 7= Propensity
Score Matching #% O 5 T T FGF21 mfEffiL OS & PFS B4 HEICHE
W ENFER SN, OS O FfiiX FGF21 Bt T 12.42 » A, FGF21
BERET34.2 » A THY (p=0.025, Figure 12A) . PFS & 1 {i 1% FGF21
AT 15.75 » A, FGF21 {KfE#EC8.84 » H TH > 7= (p=0.024, Figure
12B) ,

O S mOS duration (months; 95% ClI)
— FGF21 Low 34.20 (9.59 - NR)
— FGF21 High 12.42 (5.39 - 19.58)

0,
(%) HR 2.60 (95%CI 1.07 — 6.28)
g 100 Log-rank p = 0.025
c
S
w
L
[«] n
2 504
=
©
-1
[
o
0 T T T 1
0 10 20 30 40
Number at risk month
FGF21low 26 22 13 12 9 7 4 0

FGF21 high 26 18 9 4 2 0 0 0

Figure 12A. Discovery cohort C Propensity Score Matching # ¢ FGF21 & fii ¥
LRfEHED OS

1RIEBA AT O FGF21 fEIZ XL v @RIk L 7= Kaplan-Meier Hi#t % 7~ 9", FGF21
Low (&R ; FGF21 {Xfii#t. FGF21 High (R#R) ; FGF21 = fE#E,

41



mPFS duration (months; 95% CI
PFS ‘ -l

— FGF21Low 884 (5.52-NR)

— FGF21 High 5.75(2.99 - NR)

0,
(%) HR 2.39 (95%CI 1.07 - 5.35)

2 100 Log-rank p = 0.024

g

3

w

e

o

z

o

[}

2

o

=

a

0 T T T T T T T 1

0 10 20 30 40
Number at risk month

FGF21Llow 26 19 8 8 5 2 1 0

FGF21 high 26 1" 2 0 0 0 0 0

Figure 12B. Discovery cohort C propensity Score Matching % @ FGF21 /& fE ##
EARAERED PFS

1REBA AT O FGF21 iz & v @RIk L 7= Kaplan-Meier #if# %2 7R3,

FGF21 Low (5#) ; FGF21 {KfERE. FGF21 High (FR#%) ; FGF21 &fERE,

3. Validation cohort ToORaat

Validation cohort (2020 42 10 H725 2024 £ 7 Rl 7 7V ) X<~ 7 + 3
VAT HEEERZ T2 2854 ) DREE Y =% Table 9 [ZRT,
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Table 9. Validation cohort @ £ 1% =

Total FGF21 Low FGF21 High P-value
(n=285) (n=231) (n=54)
Age, years 74 (24-91) 73 (24-91) 78 (53-89) 0.02
Sex, n (%)
Female 56 (19.6) 44 (19.0) 12 (222) 057
Male 229 (80.4) 187 (81.0) 42 (77.8)
BMI, kg/m? 232(144-416) 232(150-41.6) 233(144-366) 041
Aetiology, n (%0)
HBV 47 (165) 38(16.5) 9(16.7) 0.56
HCV 102 (35.8) 86 (37.2) 16 (29.6)
NBNC 136 (47.7) 107 (46.3) 29(53.7)
Child-Pugh grade, n (%0)
A 240 (84.2) 199 (86.1) 41 (75.9) 0.11
B 44 (15.4) 31(134) 13(24.1)
C 1(04) 1(04) 0(0)
TNM stage, n (%)
2 34(11.9) 25(10.8) 9(16.7) 0.358
3 122 (42.8) 104 (45.0) 18(33.3)
4A 39(13.7) 31(134) 8(14.8)
4B 90 (31.6) 71(30.7) 19(35.2)
BCLC stage, n (%0)
A 8(28) 8(35) 0(0.0) 0.12
B 131 (46.0) 111 (48.1) 20(37.0)
C 146 (51.2) 112 (485) 34(63.0)
FIB-4 index 313(0.09-32.80) 291(0.09-3280) 4.12(0.12-15.75) 0.08
Best response, n (%0)
CR 12(4.2) 12(5.2) 0(00) 0.012
PR 74(26.0) 58(25.1) 16 (29.6)
SD 100(35.1) 89(385) 11(20.4)
PD 56 (19.6) 39(16.9) 17 (3L5)
NA 43(15.2) 33(14.3) 10(18.5)
Biochemical analysis
Plt, x10%/uL 143(3.7- 44.9) 141 (3.7-449) 156 (84-40.3) 0.029
PT, % 91.9(34.0-155.3) 91.2(340-1553) 92.0(41.0-131.0) 094
Alb, g/dL 36(21-4.7) 36(21-4.7) 34(24-54) 0.01
AST, IU/L 41(3-552) 39(3-349) 54 (15-552) <0.01
ALT, IU/L 28 (5-386) 28(5-174) 27 (9-386) 049
T-Bil, mg/dL 08(0.3-3) 08(0.3-24) 08(04-3) 0.20
AFP, ng/mL 82.8(05-1133450.0) 89.2(1-1133450) 77.7(0.5628992)  0.326

Data are expressed as median (range) unless otherwise indicated.
Abbreviations: AFP, alpha-fetoprotein; ALT, alanine aminotransferase; AST, aspartate
aminotransferase; BCLC, Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer; BMI, body mass index; CI,

confidence interval; CR, complete response; FIB-4, fibrosis-4 index; HBV, hepatitis B

virus; HCV, hepatitis C virus; HR, hazard ratio; NBNC, non-HBV non-HCV; PD,

progressive disease; Plt, platelet count; PR, partial response; PT, prothrombin time; SD,
stable disease; T-Bil, total bilirubin.



Validation cohort T¢% . FGF21 & fEHfEIL. FGF21 R AL (2L~ OS 28

IZEWZ ENER I N, T78b b, FGF21 &fERED 0S O W YLfiiE 14.16
7 H (95% CI8.97-17.15) | FGF21 {KAfE#E TIiX 21.55 » A (95% CI 17.51-
24.21) TH 7= (p=0.003, Figure 13A) ., L2>L. PFSI{Z DWW TIix 2 BERM
THERAZERD - 7= (Figure 13B)

mOS duration (months; 95% Cl)

oS — FGF21 Low 21.55 (17.51 — 24.21)
— FGF21 High 14.16 (8.97 — 17.15)
(%) HR 1.86 (95%CI 1.22 - 2.83)

-

(=]

(=]
1

Log-rank p = 0.003

Probability of Survival
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Number at risk month
FGF21 Low 231 203 147 99 52 14 0
FGF21 high 54 40 27 10 4 2 0

Figure 13A. Validation cohort ¢ FGF21 & fE#f & {KfE#ED OS (n =285)

IR FRBAAG AT O FGF2L fEIC L v J@ (L L 7= Kaplan-Meier i 2 < 4°, FGF21
Low (F##) ; FGF21 {fl#E. FGF21 High (J#R#R) ; FGF21 & fHiE,

mPFS duration (months; 95% CI)

PFS —FGF21Llow  8.15(6.44 - 9.92)
— FGF21High  5.06 (2.79 - NR)
(%) HR 1.19 (95%CI 0.80 — 1.76)

Wilcoxon p = 0.090
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Number at risk month
FGF21 Low 231 131 74 49 16 3
FGF21 high 54 23 13 5 2 1

Figure 13B. Validation cohort ¢ FGF21 & fiE#t & IXfEAE D PFS (n = 285)

B BB AT O FGF2L fBIC & v JEhl{k L 7= Kaplan-Meier #if3 2 =4, FGF21
Low (F##) ; FGF21 {fl#E. FGF21 High (JR#R) ; FGF21 &,

S 52, Validation cohort (Z351F % Propensity Score Matching 7 @ B35 %
% Table 10 (Z7~3°, Propensity Score Matching & @ B35 5, 2 BT
< —%HL Wi, (Hosmer-Lemeshow & /& p=0.72) ,
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Table 10. Propensity Score Matching % o 35 75 5t

Total FGF21 Low FGF21 High Pvalue
(n=98) (n=49) (n=49)
Age, years 76.5 (44 - 89) 75 (44 - 89) 78 (53-89) 0.77
Sex, n (%)
Female 20(20.4) 9(184) 11(22.4) 08
Male 78(79.6) 40(81.6) 38(77.6)
BMI, kg/m? 23.1(14.38-36.64) 228(15-34.23) 2343(14.38-36.64) 066
Aetiology, n (%0)
HBV 16 (16.3) 8(16.3) 8(16.3) 0.86
HCV 33(33.7) 18(36.7) 15(30.6)
NBNC 49 (50) 23(46.9) 26 (53.1)
Child-Pughgrade, n (%)
A 75(76.5) 37(75.5) 38(77.6) 1
B 23(23.5) 12 (24.5) 11(22.4)
TNM stage, n (%)
2 17(17.3) 9(184) 8(16.3) 0.89
3 30(30.6) 14(28.6) 16 (32.7)
4A 5(5.1) 241 3(6.1)
4B 14 (14.3) 6(122) 8(16.3)
BCLC stage, n (%0)
B 37(37.8) 18(36.7) 19(38.8) 1
C 61 (62.2) 31(63.3) 30(61.2)
FIB-4 index 366 (0.12- 15.75) 278(0.17-1535)  4.14(0.12-15.75) 0.18
Best response, n (%0)
CR 3331 3(6.1) 0(0) 0.02
PR 27 (27.6) 11(22.4) 16 (32.7)
SD 29 (29.6) 20(40.8) 9(184)
PD 22(22.4) 7(143) 15(30.6)
NA 17(17.3) 8(16.3) 9(184)
Biochemical analysis
Plt, x10%/uL 14.4(3.7-40.3) 143(3.7-29.1) 14.5(8.40-40.3) 021
PT,% 92 (41-131) 92 (49-131) 92.3(41-131) 061
Alb, g/dL 36(24-47) 36(25-4.7) 34(24-45) 0.01
AST, IU/L 4550 (15- 260) 38 (16- 259) 53 (15- 260) 0.03
ALT, IU/L 285(8-147) 31(8-127) 27(9-147) 0.78
T-Bil, mg/dL 08(0.3-3) 08(0.3-2) 08(04-3) 054
AFP, ng/mL 82.8(05-1133450) 41.8(2-1133450) 82.8(0.5-628992) 0.27

Data are expressed as median (range) unless otherwise indicated.

Abbreviations: AFP, alpha-fetoprotein; ALT, alanine aminotransferase; AST, aspartate
aminotransferase; BCLC, Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer; BMI, body mass index; CI,
confidence interval; CR, complete response; FIB-4, fibrosis-4 index; HBV, hepatitis B
virus; HCV, hepatitis C virus; HR, hazard ratio; NBNC, non-HBV non-HCV; PD,
progressive disease; Plt, platelet count; PR, partial response; PT, prothrombin time; SD,
stable disease; T-Bil, total bilirubin.
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K IZ, Propensity Score Matching & @ FGF21 fii & OS, K& Y PFS @i %
fRHT L 72 A % Figure 14 ITR 7, BFE =+ —F L 72 Propensity
Score Matching # @ &4 F CTI% 0OS, PFS & $ 2 FGF21 EfERE CEK F L CTW
72, OS |% FGF21 mfa#ED 14.16 + A (95% CI 10.22-23.39) . FGF21 {&fE
FEA 2159 » A (95% CI 17.18—KiEpk) THEZEMN AL (p=0.029,
Figure 14A) ., F£7-. PFS X FGF21 & fE#EN 4.44 »» A (95% CI 2.73-

9.53) . FGF21 {XfEAEAS 11.33 » H (95% CI7.13-16.56) THEZENHR L
7= (p =0.031, Figure 14B) .

mOS duration (months; 95% Cl)

0OS — FGF21 Low 21.59 (17.18 = NR)
— FGF21 High 14.16 (10.22 - 23.39)
(%) HR 1.94 (95%Cl 1.06 — 3.54)

T 100 Log-rank p = 0.029
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Figure 14A. Validation cohort C propensity Score Matching #% ¢ FGF21 & fE it
L RfERED OS

1RIEBA AT O FGF21 fEIZ X v BRIk L 7= Kaplan-Meier Hi#t % 7~ 9", FGF21
Low (F#) ; FGF21 {KfE#%, FGF21 High (FR#R) ; FGF21 @& fEAE,
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mPFS duration (months; 95% Cl)

PFS — FGF21 Low 11.33 (7.13 — 16.56)
— FGF21 High 4.44 (2.73 - 9.53)
(%) HR 1.39 (95%CI 0.84 — 2.30)

Wilcoxon p = 0.031
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o

o
1

Probability of Survival
3
1

0 T T T T T 1
0 10 20 30
Number at risk month
FGF21Low 49 33 21 14 5 0
FGF21high 49 22 12 5 2 1

Figure 14B. Validation cohort C propensity Score Matching 4 ® FGF21 /& fiaff
L IRfE#RED PFS

1RIEBASART O FGF21 fEIZ X v BRIk L 7= Kaplan-Meier Hi#t % 7~ 9", FGF21
Low (F#) ; FGF21 {KfE#t, FGF21 High (FR#R) ; FGF21 &kt

4. Overall cohort TO KR

Overall cohort (discovery cohort & validation cohort % & 47z cohort) @
BHEE & Table 11 (2”3, RMREF OF e RAEIL 73 5% (FiPH 19 5%
915%) . BMEN 79.9 %% L, I Tiiael Child-Pugh 7335 A 28 87.8 %, B
73119%, CH02%Toh -7, £/, BCLCstage A, B,C DEFE DB ZENE
AL 2.0%, 445 %,53.5% Coh >7=, F7=. FIB4-index, 7 /7 I E, Im/)
WM. AST THEZ%ZRHT- (p=0.04,p<0.01,p<0.01,p<0.01) ,
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Table 11. Overall cohort ™ FB3 4 5
Total FGF21 Low FGF21 High
(n=400) (n=319) =gy Pvalue
Age, years 73(19-91) 73 (24-91) 74 (19-89) 0.1
Sex, n (%)
Female 81(20.1) 63 (19.7) 18(21.7) 0.76
Male 321(799) 256 (80.3) 65 (78.3)
BMI, kg/m? 23.4(9.8-416) 23.4(15-416) 23.4(9.8-36.6) 0.53
Aetiology, n (%0)
HBV 86 (21.4) 67 (21) 19 (229) 0.30
HCV 120(29.9) 101 (31.7) 19(22.9)
NBNC 196 (48.8) 151 (47.3) 45 (54.2)
Child-Pugh grade, n (%)
A 353(87.8) 283(88.7) 70 (84.3) 041
B 48 (11.9) 35(11.0) 13(15.7)
C 102 1(03) 0(0.0)
BCLC stage, n (%)
A 8(2 8(25) 0(0) 015
B 179 (44.5) 147 (46.1) 32(38.6)
C 215 (535) 164 (51.4) 51 (61.4)
TNM stage, n (%)
2 48(11.9) 39(12.2) 9(10.8) 0.89
3 156 (38.8) 126 (39.5) 30(36.1)
4A 61(15.2) 48 (15.0) 13(15.7)
4B 137 (34.1) 106 (33.2) 31(37.3)
FIB-4 index 3.08 (0.09-32.80) 2.93(0.09-32.8) 383(0.12-15.75) 0.04
Best response, n (%)
CR 13(3.2) 13(4.1) 0(0) 015
PR 107 (26.6) 84(26.3) 23(271.7)
SD 154 (38.3) 127 (44.4) 27(37.5)
PD 84(20.9) 127 (39.8) 27(325)
NA 44(10.9) 33(10.3) 11(133)
Biochemical analysis
Plt, x10%/pL 16.6 (3.6-426.0) 14.3(3.6-46.4) 16.8(6.1-41.9) <001
PT,% 92.0(15.0-155.3) 92.0(34-155.3) 92.0(15-142.2) 0.99
Alb, g/dL 36(21-4.8) 37(1-48) 35(24-45) <0.01
AST, IU/L 41(3-672) 38(3-349) 54 (14-672) <001
ALT, IU/L 28(5-386) 28(5-174) 30(9-386) 01
T-Bil, mg/dL 08(0.3-3) 08(0.3-29) 08(04-3) 0.22
AFP, ng/mL 82.8(05-1133450) 80.1(0.8-113345) 828(05 -628992) 0.07

Data are expressed as median (range) unless otherwise indicated. Abbreviations: AFP,

alpha-fetoprotein; ALT, alanine aminotransferase; AST, aspartate aminotransferase; BCLC,
Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer; BMI, body mass index; CI, confidence interval; CR,
complete response; FIB-4, fibrosis-4 index; HBV, hepatitis B virus; HCV, hepatitis C virus;
HR, hazard ratio; NBNC, non-HBV non-HCV; PD, progressive disease; Plt, platelet count;
PR, partial response; PT, prothrombin time; SD, stable disease; T-Bil, total bilirubin.
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PARD 402 £ 55 72 5 Overall cohort @ 0S. K OY PFS O fi# AT fili 5 %
Figure 15 (2773, Overall cohort {28\ T, FGF21 mEAED OS H {1
14.13 » 1 (95% Cl1 9.99-17.15) . FGF21 {Xfi#E CTi% 22.08 » H (95% ClI
18.76-27.96) & 1 EIZ FGF21 &fE#E T OS &N > 7= (p <0.001, Figure
15A) ., F£7-. FGF21 & {ERED PFS HJefE1X 5.75 » A (95% CI 3.25—
9.43) . FGF21 {KfERETIX 8.84 » H (95% C17.13-10.81) & FGF21 = fE#t
THEICPFS MEFLTW/= (p=0.027, Figure 15B)

O S mOS duration (months; 95% Cl)
— FGF21 Low 22.08 (18.76 — 27.96)
— FGF21 High 14.13 (9.99 - 17.15)

HR 2.18 (95%CI 1.54 — 3.10)
Log-rank p < 0.001

Probability of Survival
[44]
o
1

0 —
0 10 20 30 40
Number at risk month
FGF21Low 319 274 196 136 80 31 5 0 F
FGF21high 83 61 37 14 6 2 0 0 R

Figure 15A. Overall cohort C FGF21 @R & AKMEAE D OS (n =402)

TRWRBA A T O FGF21 fiic & v JE kML L 7= Kaplan-Meier it Z 74, FGF21
Low (FH#R) ; FGF21 {Xfi#f. FGF21 High (GR#R) ; FGF21 m{EEE,

PFS mPFS duration (months; 95% Cl)
— FGF21 Low 8.84 (7.13-10.81)
— FGF21 High 5.75(3.25-9.43)

0
_ (1?3 HR 1.19 (95%CI 0.80 — 1.76)
s Wilcoxon p = 0.027
<
=
w
s
£
=
©
r-]
[=]
L=
o
0 ——
0 10 20 30 40
Number at risk month
FGF21Low 319 184 102 68 30 10 1 0
FGF21 high 83 35 15 5 2 1 0 1]

Figure 15B. Overall cohort ¢ FGF21 & fE#E & IKAERED PFS (n = 402)

TaPRBA AR RO FGF21 fEIZ X v JEhi{k L 7= Kaplan-Meier fiff % 7~ 9°, FGF21
Low (F#) :FGF21 {RfE#E. FGF21 High (GR#%) : FGF21 & fEFE,
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X 512, Overall cohort (2317 % Propensity Score Matching % @ B35 35 5 2
BT X < —2 L Tz (Table 12, Hosmer-Lemeshow & & p =0.14) .

Table 12. Propensity Score Matching £ o B & 15 &

Total FGF21 Low FGF21 High Pvalue
(n=156) (n=78) (n=78)
Age, years 43(27.6) 26(33.3) 17(21.8) 0.28
Sex, n (%)
Female 36(23.1) 19(24.4) 17(21.8) 0.85
Male 120 (76.9) 59(75.6) 61(78.2)
BMI, kg/m2 234(9.8-36.64) 22,99 (15.02 - 33.96) 23.8(9.8-36.64) 071
Aetiology, n (%0)
HBV 32(205) 16 (20.5) 16 (20.5) 0.04
HCV 52(33.3) 33(42.3) 19(24.4)
NBNC 72(46.2) 29(37.2) 43(55.1)
TNM stage, n (%)
2 16 (10.3) 709 9(115) 0.96
3 59(37.8) 31(39.7) 28(35.9)
4A 5(32) 2(26) 3(39)
4B 23(14.7) 12(15.4) 11(14.2)
Child—Pugh grade, n (%)
A 137 (87.8) 71(91) 66 (84.6) 033
B 19(12.2) 709 12(15.4)
BCLC stage, n (%0)
B 63 (40.4) 32(41) 31(39.7) 1
C 93(59.6) 46 (59) 47(60.3)
FIB-4 index 354(0.12-328) 325(0.12-329) 384(0.12-15.75) 0.26
Best response, n (%0)
CR 53.2) 5(6.4) 000 0.06
PR 43(27.6) 20(25.6) 23(29.5)
SD 59(37.8) 33(42.3) 26(33.3)
PD 29(18.6) 10(12.8) 19(24.4)
NA 20(12.8) 10(12.8) 10(12.8)
Biochemical analysis
Plt, x10%pL 15.45 (54 - 44.9) 14.25 (54 - 44.9) 16.5(6.1-41.9) 0.02
PT, % 92.15(15-146.1) 92.1(50.7 - 146.1) 92.15(15-142.2) 0.86
Alb, g/dL 36(21-4.8) 360(2.1-48) 35(24-45) 0.07
AST, IU/L 47 (12-672) 43(12-272) 52.50 (14 - 672) 0.04
ALT, UL 29(6-127) 29(6-127) 28.50(9-113) 099
T-Bil, mg/dL 08(0.3-3) 08(03-24) 08(04-3) 0.26
AFP, ng/mL 105.3(05-852122.7) 107.8(1.3-852122.7) 9855(05-628992) 031

Data are expressed as median (range) unless otherwise indicated. Abbreviations: AFP,
alpha-fetoprotein; ALT, alanine aminotransferase; AST, aspartate aminotransferase; BCLC,
Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer; BMI, body mass index; CI, confidence interval; CR, complete
response; FIB-4, fibrosis-4 index; HBV, hepatitis B virus; HCV, hepatitis C virus; HR, hazard
ratio; NBNC, non-HBV non-HCV; PD, progressive disease; Plt, platelet count; PR, partial
response; PT, prothrombin time; SD, stable disease; T-Bil, total bilirubin.
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%\ T, Propensity Score Matching % @ FGF21 i & OS. X O PFS @ BiH#
% AT L7245 B % Figure 16 (2779, OS X FGF21 B fEAEN 14.16 » H

(95% C19.99 - 17.15) . {KfEREAS 29.96 » H (95% CI 15.05 - RExL) T
HEAMNHY (p=0.002, Figure 16A) . PFS % FGF21 & fE#E A 5.06 + A

(95% C12.99 - 9.43) . {XfEAEA 9.30 »» A (95% CI 5.85 - 15.25) TH &= &
Zi8 7= (p=0.028, Figure 16B) .

oS mOS duration (months; 95% Cl)
— FGF21 Low 29.96 (15.05 - NR)
o — FGF21 High 14.16 (9.99 — 17.15)
- g(;:]) HR 2.07 (95%Cl 1.28 — 3.35)
S Log-rank p = 0.002
£
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(7]
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Number at risk month
FGF2ilow 78 69 51 35 21 8 0 0

FoFiNgn 8 s % WM 6 2
Figure 16A. Overall cohort C propensity Score Matching # @ FGF21 @& #f &
AE#ED OS

TRIRBHLART O FGF21 1 X v ER{k L 7= Kaplan-Meier #i#t % 73, FGF21
Low (#F#%) ; FGF21 {XfE#¥. FGF21 High (J##%) ; FGF21 & fEEE,

o
=]

PFS mOS duration (months; 95% CI)
— FGF21 Low 9.30 (5.85 - 15.24)
— FGF21 High 5.06 (2.99 — 9.43)

0,
_ %’3 HR 1.41 (95%CI 0.93 - 2.14)
s Wilcoxon p = 0.028
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Number at risk month
FGF21Low 78 49 26 16 8 2
FGF21 high 78 32 14 5 2 1

Figure 16B. Overall cohort “C propensity Score Matching % @ FGF21 = ERE &
B RE D PFS

TRIRBASATT O FGF21 iz X v @RIk L 7= Kaplan-Meier #i#¢ % 7~ 9", FGF21
Low (F#R) ; FGF21 IKfEifE, FGF21 High (JR#R) ; FGF21 @& fERE,
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5. AFICHETHIRFOREERMIT. RUOLEEMBT

EFCHFLET LNFORE RN, 2L EMIT O K% Table 13 (278
T, MTRESRICEL A &, Mg FGF21 BETH 5 Z LT L7 PEARKE
TTHO ., ~NYP— KHiZ2.20 (95% Cl 1.54 - 3.14, p<0.001) TH > 7=,

Table 13. AfFI2 %53 2 BIA BMAT & 228 Bt O R

Univariate analysis Multivariate analysis
HR (95% CI) P-value HR (95% CI) P-value

Age > 73, years 1.12(0.821-1.52) 0.480

Male 0.96 (0.67-1.39) 0.831

Child—Pugh grade B,C 404 (2.75-5.94) <0.001 328(2.19-4.90) <0.001
BCLC stage C 1.61 (1.17-2.20) 0.003 1.23(0.88-1.72) 0219
FIB4 index >3.08 1.67(1.22-2.29) 0.001 1.40(1.01-1.94) 0.044
AFP > 82.8, ng/mL 2.13(1.552.92) <0.001 1.81(1.30-2.53) <0.001
FGF21> 915, pg/mL 2.18(1.54-3.10) <0.001 220(1.54-3.14) <0.001
BMI < 23.4, kg/m? 1.52(1.12-2.08) 0.008 1.457 (1.06-2.00) 0.019
Platelet, x10%/pL 1.11 (0.82-1.51) 0.480

Abbreviations: AFP, alpha-fetoprotein; ALBI, albumin-bilirubin; BCLC, Barcelona

Clinic Liver Cancer; BMI, body mass index; FIB-4, fibrosis-4 index.
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AW TIE, BIBRARRIFMEE O BE EZXIGs, 77 Y U X< T+
VA~ T HERPRERBMART O Mg FGF21fE & TH L OB #EEZ MG L=, =D
i . IR B AA I IZ MY FGF21 23 EfE Th - 72 BFHETIL, OS O AHE N
BHOBIL, FGR21 N THARICEE T AEHERE - THLHZ LR LN E
ol

HCC X, AR K O CRNILICHE < EITH TITBERRE AR 5N
Lo, THRABRQRERLESIND (Sungetal, 2021) , T4, 77V U X
VT AR AT HAEEE S RET = v 7 RA v FMEEEKEH W=
TRREDNE AN I Hv, UIBRASRE T HE R O VB B I3 L2y, TR R I
TEANZENKELS, TOFHIRTFORIENEALE E SN TWS (Finnetal,
2020) , ABFZETIEL. {REBLARTO FGF21 2T+ 2 Z & T, 1RRE
EPRIT AT A~ — D — L L CORREEERT LT,

BARM)Z1X, FGF21 @& fiEft X, Discovery cohort (28T 12.42 » A

(95% CI1 6.05 -19.58) | FGF21 {&fE ¥ Ti% 29.96 » H (95% CI 18.79 - K i
%) & A EIC FGF21 mfE#E T OS A&~ 7= (p<0.001) , F7=. FGF21
B AL D PFS 9 fi1X 5.75 » A (95% CI 2.99—KEk) . FGF21 {KfE#t T
1%10.12 » 1 (95% CI7.36-15.24) & FGF21 & fiff CTH EIZ PFS H 40 -
7= (p=0.045) .

12 Validation cohort Tlix. FGF21 & fEffiX. FGF21 {RfEAEIZ L~ OS »
BEICEHW ERRINT, T7obb, FGF21 LD OS @ HyufiE %
14.16 » H (95% CI 8.97-17.15) . FGF21 {XfE#ECI% 21.55 » A (95% CI
17.51-24.21) ThH-o7= (p=0.003) ., L/, L, PFSIZOWVWTIX2 BRI TAH
BREERDRN-T, —F T, BEEEN 02— L7 Propensity
Score Matching # @ £ F TI% 0S. PFS & & 12 FGF21 EfERE TR T L TW

=, EARMIZIE OS 1% FGF21 SfEREDY 14.16 - A (95% CI 10.22-23.39)
FGF21 {REREAY 21.59 » F (95% CI 17.18— K ERL) THEEMNA LN (p
=0.029) . F£7=. PFS % FGF21 & fERE2DS 4.44 » 4 (95% C12.73-9.53) .
FGF21 {XfE#£7Y 11.33 » H (95% CI 7.13-16.56) THEEMN R bIT- (p=
0.031) .

X 5|2, Discovery cohort & Validation cohort % #% & L 7= Overall cohort T
AR DR R G b Av, FGF21 M fERED OS F1 91X 14.13 » A (95% CI
9.99-17.15) . FGF21 {XfEA% TliX 22.08 » A (95% CI 18.76-27.96) & A&

93



IZ FGF21 mEAET OS A -7 (p<0.001) . F7=. FGF21 &EfEAED
PFS HiJfiii% 5.75 » A (95% CI 3.25-9.43) . FGF21 {Kf#f Cix 8.84 » H

(95% C1 7.13-10.81) & FGF21 SfERECHEIC PFS & 238 >7 (p=
0.027) . H&IZ, Cox efil ¥ — RET L% HA W2 L 8T Tid, M7
L7 T#HEFELTRESNTZ (O — RNE:2.20;95% Cl: 1.54 - 3.14; p <
0.001) , T HOFERIE, FGF21 NUIBRARE M IaE BFE O % %2 THl5
DI2ODRNIgNNAF~—T1— L L THETHZENRHALNE T,

FGF21 IZATNE A B4yt S 41U, = 3L X —RH-CIE B . B oo i
(CEBE &R E A 57 L CWw5 (Flippo and Potthoff, 2021a) ., 3k, FET v
a— VYEAE IR OB IR 72 & DRIMER RO N A F~— D — L LTH
HENTE 70, EEM/NBREEIZ 350 TR RS0 50 8 ke 2 iR -9~ % 7]
REMEbL M SN TV D (Huetal, 2024) . EARAYICIX, FGF21 (X CD8+T
fapa v 2T7re— W REHICEEL 5 2, THREKEZFEET L2 LRWE
ENTW5, ZoERIE. Ammﬂmmlﬁmw1yﬁ+w6%ﬁ%%%@
fEL, avATFa— ez BEicEEsT s ETEL, RELTTM
fa OFLESIE 2K T S5 mumMJwM<)it.FGmléﬁ/%w¢
2 KMtk 2 ~ 0 AT L 7o 12 IS O A X2 R IR BLE LT
FERTIX, = b — /L L L CTHLPD-1 HiiR & B TG SN2 fE X
D b Ht PD-1 HLik & L FGF21 Hufk 2 OF 1 L 72 BEIZ 35 W TR oD 9 5 75 7 )
SNz EHE S TWAb (Huetal, 2024), DL ES . 513 FGF21 % % —
Ty e LTEREBIKENERELEEZEZOND,

AUFFEINI N DO DOBRARH D, 3. RFFRITHAME 2K — M
FETHY ., INEBEMRR LT WSRO TW LoD, A4

TeRE R A M OFEFNZ A WH T2 ITIZRARH 5, £z, 1LIE FGF21 @ H
EDTBIEBEATO L IO AR TH Y | IBERE IS FGF21 i 0 28 8) % 7FAll
TERDPSTEEALHRTH D, FGF21 DRI ZEAb 23 NS 4T 018 1 SO
IZEDEDITHBEELH X D0EMAT H72DITE, S 572 HH1N Z RN
VETH D,

AWFIEOREFIEL, FGF21 A5 5% %/ L CHIBR AR Re Mg o 7 1% 12
WAL MIETEHERRNFTHILOREZLXEHETI2LDTHY ., BIZY)
DTHRET = 7R A L MAEFEICTHLZOEEL I EEL X R2WE
ERLTEHEE D, ZHICLY, FGR2LIZHRET = v 7 R A > FLEA
WZEDERPMTONTIEFICBN TS THREZ THT 527200 F 7K TF T
HY ., HCC BREDIREF 2 BT 5720 O EE /& E 4 1 5 AIgEEN b
%,
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A%, FGF21 B EIE BN Ji hts L 7= 2h A 2R VR IR RIS 2 542 2 & A
HERPE LD, R, FGR21 ZERI & LTH L WIRIEIE DR, 18
WNR L BBD DO DET VOBENRRD LD, ZHNITED | BED
RaEMECEHE L, BE 2L ORI U7 el 7 1R T 0O 3L 2203 Al HE
ErbEZILND,

e

ORI THE L LT H A
ARFZEClIE., VIR BREICBITA L ANTF =T RN T TV
AT+ XN X< 7HFHBEIEICBE LT, LR mil a5,

c LURF=TIREIZB W T, IBEBG% O MYE FGF21 fED - 2SR
IREAEIZEE L, FGR21 NEIEH O BRHIFHIK+ & L CTHEH TH D lEE
PEDSRIR S iz,

T TN AT A RN X T OFHBEEICB W T, MIE FGF21 SiERED
FBEIX 0S & PFS A HLICHEICHE <, FGF21 28 PR R OISE L 7= T HIA
FELTCHHETH D ARRMENHER I L,

QOF RO EFE

ARBFFEO AL, ME FGF21 A3 BIER A BRI/ i 0 B FH DI 0 R RIME
HoTHIZEWTHERRANA A~— D —L720 G2 LERLTWND, FF
2. LT ORI ERPEZEZOND,

LU ANF = TBERICBITA FGR2LE=X Y 28y . BIER Y 22
DEWEEEZRMIZRETEL., THMEELZHELLIZ L TCRFOAEFOE %
HEFF L DO E LML TE D RIHEMEN H D,

T TN AT A RN X T HBEEICBIT S FGF21 #HI €W L - T,

THRARY A7 OEWEE Z2 RHNEH L. (85I E ER OHEE-C Y] 227
PRI DREFEN W RE & 72 D
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