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iz ¥ (paraneoplastic syndromes ) » & 35 © i n #%JE (hypoglycemia ) ~ = x 3R 3 $
J& (erythrocytosis ) ~ % = 4% (hypercalcemia) ~ *278 » ™1 2 & & 4p B i #2[2] »

(2) B o7
FREARFE G SR L F 402023 EWEFT (Tt
.uﬁal4ﬁw\$%?\ﬁﬁﬁwéﬁifaﬁgiﬁwi%ﬂi>mg’HCCﬁﬁ@%

FRBAF LU LR Y I R A ek E 0 2 e A
&r%—[ﬂo
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BT A2 AL 2 12 B/CAL AT 3% A3 2648 A #4742 5% ~ AFPR/ K PIVKA-II#f 4 114CDR11094_YERVOY (HCC)

#5278 2] BT 4 & (nodules)
|

<15 > 105
& REEZHCC » A 4] AT AR % 18 5] T AL Y
HB3E0ME A RITAAT I - | J& (Dynamic MDCT)/MRI
AFP B /% PIVKA-IL £ # 3% EOB-MRI
4 E % 1t (zrowing {l %) ik #A (arterial ) B # 32 7% (hyperenhancement) B {& % i #A (venous) & 3£ & £
chaﬁging) o BE (delayed) ;& - (wash-out) (Dynamic MDCT/MRI/EOB-MRI)
A 4 A 4 * ‘
WIFERPE—FHE A 5 R ) EOB-MRI: A A% (hepato-biliary) #5 & 31 5% %
(hypointensity)+% Bk #7 % 3% (hyperintensity) |q HEE B e
4% #4 Ao # A 1% (diffusion weighted imaging) 2% R
%
CEUS: 3% f#t J& ¥ 5 (hypervascularity) & &
98 #7 % Kupffer#f 1% J# /£ (hypo-perfusion)
o ]
v &
v 1 l A 4
HOC(#a 8 15 38 £ 4%) 1 h

Bl- ~ HCC 2 %rin42. %

[EN
AFP, alpha-fetoprotein® ; CEUS, contrast-enhanced ultrasound ; EOB-MRI, gadoxetic acid (Gd-EOB-DTPA)-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging ; HCC, hepatocellular
carcinoma ; MDCT, multidetector computed tomography ; MRI, magnetic resonance imaging ; PIVKA-II, Protein induced by Vitamin K absence or antagonists-II °

b v Alrs 339 (alpha-fetoprotein, AFP) : % HCC # %ri&# 2 — » f i ",% A iR T % AFP>400ng/mL pF > 7 # %1 5 HCC[4] -
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114CDR11094_YERVOY (HCC)

() s 2

HCC a5 5§80 & 351 % MG m % & £ | ¢ (American Joint Committee
on Cancer, AJCC )\ ¥ % & %% 4 ¥ & %u(Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer, BCLC )~
p A3 & A8k s (Japan Integrated Staging, JIS) ~ 7 = "%~ 7 # € (Asian
Pacific Association for the Study of the Liver, APASL) ¥ - 1335 & #* f & T *87% F
62024 #2022 (LEFRESFSREIN ) P w5 2022 £ A D
BCLC ~ # & s> Fmg B3t 2w o

%2 ~BCLC 4 ¥ & 3t

& P &

® H_hp <2 oAn

%% 8 (0) | ® Child-PughA %% i ¢ p ¥ #8 4% % & (performance status,
PS) 0¢

® H -zl <3BFEH (nodules)’ & By <3 o4
58 (A)
® Child- PughA B %57 i » PS 0
. 7 lﬁ 35
v # (B)
® Child- PughA B %57 i » PS 0
® Ebizjez /Rl
i (C) £ BUTORE
® Child-PughA & B &5 i »PS1 1 2
® iTipihR
%% (D) T N
® Child-Pugh C &% i »PS3 1 4

(I) & Fivh

zfriﬁﬂﬁaarﬁgh%éﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@%%ﬁA@AJﬁﬁm@@
m J& 7 3 4 (National Comprehensive Cancer Network, NCCN ) ** 2025 & 4 %
2% = BT ek e }%:}F 3l )~ %% 8 € (European Society for Medical

Oncology, ESMO ) *t 2025 & =% 2. (3% m® g © L 81~ infh &2 18 F i Hidp 3l )
"2 4 Bk ¥ 4 ¢ (Taiwan Liver Cancer Association, TLCA) ¢ & B i+ & ¥
§ g (the Gastroenterological Society of Taiwan ) *+ 2023 # 4 # 2. ("% J§ ¥
T 5 dn sl BRI LT RIS 2 aR 8 BRI ATIR) MYk 223k o

1. NCCN #; 3]

NCCN 4751 #5417 U3 9758~ i 2 6 2 3 3 & AR HCC s £ 4 % T

¢ Child-Pugh " i* FrE 428 2 &1 -k~ "Ble 2 0 v R FRPFRT 2 ’9%33]/%%52??9..&’
Hamp g do - o

4 $* ECOG Performance Status Scale » PSO @ &g,k s PS1: j ke 2 2o p :
B d AR R <50%;PS3:F om0 R R AR >50%; PS4 2P G Lo

’““2!’
g
92
(V)
~=b
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Z 2 Bl= o ¥t iE L gty K,% et HCC > 4 SliEiR2 % - RpE 2L ink
* % & 7 £ 3 atezolizumab, bevacizumab (&% %% 1) 2 & & tremelimumab-

actl, durvalumab (#Z£E3&X %% 1); &~ % % 5 & & ipilimumab, nivolumab B 7] % H i
ERiok %k (FRE%2A) [5]° M > E 5% (systemic therapy ) 2. # -
R REACAT o

B RIS ~ AT 0 BARWA RS BITHE
AT g oy 5 R 2
fER AL B
P T 8

Y

Ty 3 B a6 -
¥ 47 (ablation ) © ERARHR YN M BB 2
ik & (arterially directed ) J& % s A HMILE RELHUME

W46 (radiotherapy, RT )

b BRI R
C R HMHRSM K2R B A RGBS MR

* A2FB3EOEAMATHEERE  ZEHEBOEALR
© AI2EEB3E6ME A BATAFPR E 0 2B A LR

C BREBE BRI RE AR TR RETBGRERE
1= ~ NCCN 47 31 B0 8 00558~ ik 5k 2 3 4 £ 4 f5.2 HOC g 4 7
TR 1B 78 [5]

A AT Sh IR BAS B AT U1fR B 8 & A AHCCR A
I
% Z A RIAT 0 HE ) R AT B

v

© EBRRR . —
. %%.}i 35 %.’f:i: i%‘#'fﬂiﬁ.?\ LSEL

v

AL G RE I H
s FHFERAIEBREBASIHES
s WwREGHAENB R R ERBIL FEAEEG LK

Bl= -~ NCCN 3‘;1 IR AT A/ T 2 “,f SRR AR ISR
HCC 7 4 i i 3 [5]
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# 1 ~ NCCN 4p 51 Btz & per iz 2 gty HCC 2 ZEREY, = S K]

114CDR11094_YERVOY (HCC)

¥ &k

H o aEk

PR

£ e atezolizumab
bevacizumab (£ % & 1)
£ & tremelimumab-actl,
durvalumab (ZFZ % % 1)

Durvalumab (&% % % 1)
Lenvatinib (& % % 1)
Sorafenib (FH &% 1)
Tislelizumab (ZFHZ %% 1)
Tislelizumab-jsgr (3% % % 1)
£ # ipilimumab, nivolumab
Pembrolizumab ( & % % % 2B)

FARRBE® | O
Z e Rick | @

Cabozantinib(ZZ & % % 1)
Regorafenib (Z#% %% 1)

T
*

B AR R 2 BB

Ramucirumab ( AFP>400ng/ml) (&% & &
1)

Nivolumab

MSI-H/dmmr *& %; : dostarlimab-gxly (£ 3% %
% 2B)

RET Z Fl gk & ( fusion-positive ) *& % :
selpercatinib (23 & % 2B )

NTRK A 7] & & "8 % '@ entrectinib -
larotrectinib ~ repotrectinib

d K ARES

G LB EEP (1L r?«fé’f LG RP ¥ A 2A NS

= A5

FREE I -1 HF E

FHE (G- TGP X 2P RARK A EFSFTERRAGIERAZ AL A47) T T NCCON & Rof - RER (85%141 )»

WAGEI ISR SR F ERI B 2A B R 2 B E RS = NCON & o) i & - K& (85% 1 ) iR % S % 0 23R ¥ % 2B— 4k
M B2 FH NCON & Fo w2 dic (L4535 4130 50%2 85%) 3naGhin i s i 4 -

FER  ARESR X 2E R 2 (RBEHTT) T RO MG R R TR

REAEMEEA T o REZEHE WEAR 0 G 2R Y 5 & i 0 (appropriate) ©

e

ER ST JR RE /S O 8 ST s R
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2. ESMO 4!

ESMO #ﬂalv’t*-‘,i;xf,? D7 i & BINE B SR T B ML s
NIRpp i end ) (BCLCB) 4 > 2 QL F 2h5Fa i mrmp (BCLCC)
i h 2 2 s > 2 NCON dp 3k~ - XKoo 30 S 46X A AR & Zhir
#1#] (immune checkpoint inhibitor, ICT) ¥ » A& R#ERX ICI» ¢ 2 + 2 F 5
& nivolumab, ipilimumab ¥ 3% % - /5% ; F 7 f 6 &% ICI > RlZ2 REX
lenvatinib ¢ sorafenib o FEfmp % 4ok = #77[6] ©

22~ ESMO 4751 B 080 HCC o 4 én 3 5 135 22 34 6]

a3 + =¥
e | ER |
e f g IR - , e
F')/%‘ J’&» 3}2& P
¥ - Mink

iy A4 ECOGPS 0 3 1 e A (BCLCB % C)

2 it atezolizumab W ;ll ERE AR (portal)
; ) " I A | BRI/ AEFFERY % ( varices )
evacizuma
%A o
£ A durvalumab,
) I A —
tremelimumab
£ i camrelizumab,
) ) 1 B —
rivoceranib
£ & ipilimumab, nivolumab 1 B —
WE B b edrd| & & & Rz
Durvalumab # Tislelizumab 1 A N e # ¢ E R

N ;]);«1&?&;@;%% o
Lenvatinib ¢ Sorafenib I A |fEDHICIT Z£% LR A e

374 5y £ % /&8 ECOGPS>2 4 (BCLCD) }]% A

A R i SR

Boix X FMERGE 11 A ( stereotactic body radiation

therapy, SBRT ) % f25% 5§ o

FoRISR
3l 22 ECOGPS0 I 10 ¥ - F & 5= 2 Uil i B i ey 4

>~

Regorafenib £ Cabozantinib I A —

Ramucirumab I B | i * ** AFP>400 ng/ml & 4 o
Sorafenib v A | A% - RaKk @ * lenvatinib {8 o
Lenvatinib v A | mF- RIS FKBF ICIEE S -
Sorafenib v B | &%- &5k ICIE 2 -

d KsARER
I E awmp
Fol-3° 18> 28 5§ 24 A% $ PR 2% (randomized controlled trial, RCT) & &
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B | E%
oA ‘VTI P 5‘ ¥ ST
/r'},%'flt ) % 5 aé}i )% EE

AT o 2 R KRB B I I pE i 1% (cohort) AT IV —w e (AT § R
)4+ R (case-control) # % -

R ARP

A—S Z|EFHHED E 3 Rl 37 FIahiph £ 23K B—a 2 &7 2RBEP L F Bk
fe Fk & g "o - B -

SORARESEEARNC LFEG

2023 EHF 2 (Fiwre R E L BE TR B K RBISR R SR 1
TRl ATR) BEHCC iRk 22F 02 HRE ¥ - 8sR o Eop F e

3= o
LARF S G LAY FE 452 HOC iR R3]
’ w2
ERNF s |50
I g | WA

# 2 Tup-to-11, &2 © -+ Child-Pugh A %55 i, ~ ECOGS 1 A ~ &
& ¥ %)° (vascularinvasion) % & " 4z (extrahepatlc spread ) Z_
#2715 BCLC ¥ ) HCC s ¢ > 7 4 R E X 56"k ¢5%| 2 | B
R s 1 8 > % #( trans-arterial chemo-embolization; TACE )g¢ TACE

‘F‘c

£ & sorafenib/lenvatinib o
#° TACE i %22 7 if £ 127 TACE 0 HCC 75 % 7 4 Jg 42 %

> M (systemic therapy ) ° ! A
¥t AL 85Kk (treatment-naive ) ~ #+# it Child-Pugh A ~ ECOG
524\’13&;*7"‘?"7*3& 30T &2 "f’i’.ié‘»«‘)ﬁfﬁ‘!HCC-‘]}%4 v iER A

& atezolizumab, bevacizumab % & 'p’ Eipk o F }}% Aedi g bR . A
% 0 P & & tremelimumab, durvalumab ¥ 5 F R EE c FH LA

H R A E 2 L 0 P2 iR4E R sorafenib 2 lenvatinib ¥ 5 &

I o

#0955 iy Child-PughB & ~ Mg 02 75 2 3 3 & {8 % 3 100

K 0 HCC s 4 > 7 ¥ g @ * sorafenib - lenvatinib > & & & 2 C

atezolizumab, bevacizumab & {7 ;5% °

f’“”‘ﬁ st Child-Pugh A % ~ #6 5 & 2 7“% AR E B3R
B o da < sorafenib( + 1§ i - SOR )£ lenvatinib SOR 1

(é%&ﬁﬁlﬁ,‘i‘ LEN) s 5 B 5 & 1 s 4 & %

regorafenib - cabozantinib % ramucirumab (§ AFP >400 | | py 3 B

ng/mL PF) J5% 0 TR 3 E P o

© L RRHCE R S BB 0 B AR A 11 A A G RIS R[T] -
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’ 2 | iE R
EHM G R
Fao | wR
¥t @ o+ mf X 2 A sorafenib 2 lenvatinib Jo2f {8 ¢ I E SOR 2 B
“%%4’?%@%*i&ﬁﬁ%%ﬂw’%:éﬁ
ipilimumab, nivolumab # pembrolizumab - LEN 3 B

ARF R AEES

l—i"/‘ 1 B g PR EK 2— Py 1 22RCT e :Pt*lwwmi R ﬁm}é‘fﬁ%"
=iy (é?u;}%ttz\ v #ld ) % % 2xFT 3y (outcomesresearch ) ; 3— it g4 AT 3 Do %7 ~ |3F
L AR GFARRFTG o

L* EX Y

A—5 7% B¢ $2 R C— VA KA Lo

3~ﬁ@m&¥V%ﬁka$mm

~ % # % YERVOY®z 4 & 4 ipilimumab » 3 — f& 4 % th & ZE4r 4] H[8]
Ipilimumab % 6% CTLA-4 % & » 2 %7 CTLA-4 £ fie 4 CD80/CD86 e 3 ¥ % o
P e arpe sy CTLA-4 V35 T we s it 2 34 > ¢ ZigzER T vt we
S5 odf 2 o drd] CTLA4 L@ vEs € " MR & T iz et iy > B¢ T dw
ik et 2o M4 o FEFRB AR F R[] ¢

AEFELAANFP A S e 2 Bk e 2 (1) & * nivolumab i *
Wk ok S e s (HCC) & 4 s 4 méﬁ - sy 2 T(Q2) #
nivolumab if * 5% Ao § 3% sorafenib o ' Fim e (HCC) = A Bt
[10] » JiE i = Jxq" ipilimumab £ nivolumab & * 3t F {2 *4 5 & 5 &> S il
AR TR A (1] - Ptk ﬂLi‘ ¥4 ipilimumab " % * nivolumab i *
BRSO A A R - B 0 8 F (D PR R
Aple > TAERVRILGTE B LA A BRI B ERDIF e R Y - RsR
BT MO8 RIS o

*%x &2 WHOATC 4~ %5 # 5 LOIFX04 » ATC 4~ a7+ 7 # "LOIFX | %
H s H fxFl{oditl Z 5 45 £ 48 (Other monoclonal antibodies and antibody drug
conjugates ) e & 3 2025 & 11 * 25 p % 1t » 439 ATC % 7 /5 F 5 TLOIFX
—ﬁﬁ%&’%*ﬁg&zﬂ’%é34@§&$¢Uﬂo@ s EF (7
% - FREM R “"f*??”ﬁéé’!)ﬁl*?iﬁ— R RS ey O N o T

LR EEREAL P 3 tremelimumab £ durvalumab & * % EiE * 25 T X

BB o
r‘g ;\z\,‘}j\&w r'%«u—mng)g,ﬁr]—

‘ﬁn \%
- 2
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LR LR e SEREA B A S

\

£orif 2 iy o kR B R EAD R [13] ¢

For Ty SR REMET T EEE (7 F FREH - s
WhW[) LT L AEF 2 £V Lk —i*f:a‘_z‘fm%“‘"a\/} w»aé—fsﬂ?é%“
ROFWE LSRR & “fﬂ‘d‘ ook, LA 6 £ E AL > & 7 lenvatinib
sorafenib ~ nivolumab ~ atezolizumab ~ durvalumab % tremelimumab[14] - i& — > fF
AARFIIRe L E gy (T R O(RERY EFRART ) A0
B sy e kit BERg15]o8- H ARk FF 2T 2025 F 11 7 20 p
Atz TERTRESEHRTP 7 (FrF4), BEEGRT 50815 Ta
H3Fme g h — MoK | 2 ¥ 54 & % sorafenib ~ lenvatinib ~ £ & atezolizumab

bevacizumab % & # durvalumab, tremelimumab » & H 52 % 5 TEAH A g2 <
w7y BE R A GE A R IR B B 05K 4 prz. Child-Pugh A class 8t " fm P2 g =
‘ ?f‘" B R "‘J*FL»LEL g [11] -

FroAELEETEREE ARSI L*pia * WHOATC » #7486 ~ 54 B
FREBEE EFLEEF > RGZEANEELEE AT RS D2 B R

sorafenib ~ lenvatinib ~ & & bevacizumab, atezohzumab » % & i durvalumab

tremelimumab o #p B & 5-F 4o i A o

AN S ARESL G AT L B & (WSS T R dn B RA)

ATC » 575 R o
Az FRFFE B ciY Hi>72 % BERIRL (T
(1) # * nivolumab

T EE

FE A AL

¥ om % TR

(HCC) & *

Cen - s
LO1FX04 R o o N
Ipilimumab | (2) # o | s gy | AR ATERA
(AREE) nivolumab i A LR -

AT s A om

sorafenib ip

G0 I v

(HCC) # 4

Ao
LO1EXO02 LR A CR N R I X 200mg/ tab AN kL e %
Sorafenib R TS PR A B IGR A R
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ATC AU\ ﬁ;“.% v ~ A 2. Vs e b 22 2
A o ANEFV G RE A H>3 IR E
v
e B R RIS & e f %X fr 2 Child
Pz o 8 A e Pugh A class 8t #p "+ 72
(HCC) - T ® AR :‘F]/ ' TR e
b R e (R %
R R Y
LO1EX08 R A E RN | & | dmglcap ~ | % K 4 pr 2 Child-
Lenvatinib T 2o oL HP o e g | R 10mg/cap | Pugh A class 8t 8 3+ #2
Bt oo b AR L
L atezolizumab £
22 bevacizumab & bevacizumab & * 55
LEEET SR RPEY - AEBL DL
BE LMK . MR E L s
LO1FF05 al BREZ 0 i | eomgmi « | S R A
. Rt RN TR
Atezolizumab o A | 125 mg/ ml y L .
iR g A0 2O e K A fr 2 Child-
# it % Child-Pugh Pugh A class 8t #p "+ ’m
A o Fé:}%.g\l&‘@'ﬁ =S
£ durvalumab & * »
) y . " durvalumab ¥
JETIeR AR . o
LO1FX20 I . ERE Y tremelimumab & * > 3§
i b I SN SEIEE 3 - 20mg/ml o
Tremelimuma W k2 b i jL & /f-),% 3 ijr: E 1
N T
A A I @;ﬁ’t“ﬁ i
: , Sad B TR
£ tremelimumab & y _ y )
LR TR P e B R FRIn R A R
LO1FF03 oo K ER o Child Pugh A class 5.8
B >R E2 50 mg/ml o ‘
Durvalumab - | e A A R ;ﬁ 2
ot dp 2o JE “fi
, TR
3 m Pe )%.1:,\. A }?.3 A o

F2

(F > peripE &)

A48 % 1 & £4 CDA-AMC ~ PBAC % NICE 2 F #1435 48 % 2 34
a2 FTHARTEH %5 K fHH3= 5w 4R £ & Cochrane/PubMed/Embase
BM g R R R FRPHERERL B HERE PR RAE L B
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K 2 9

CDA-AMC 2025 & 120 o2 o

(v &)

PBAC (i) 320025 & 70 &2 o

NICE (#®) #12025& 117 278 50k haiphli=iapd o
HERETAH SMC (Gt i) 2 2025 & 117 27 p 54t » & & AR B

TR .
Cochrane/PubMed/Embase = & % -
;g:gglq—-}gﬁf;réi TR 32025 & 11 7 ez e

3= 1 SMC 5 Scottish Medicines Consortium gt i Z 4~ £ f ¢ R
(- ) CDA-AMC (4 £+ ) [16]

£3 2025 F 12 % 26 p 4 k23 CDA-AMC % F 4 » B 43 ipilimumab
HE1FEAFIPHM 2 TRIR2 202025 # 12 % 224[16] 0 & ZAFHTS o

. BHEHz BdEsS

CDA-AMC £ % % % 4 & # ipilimumab, nivolumab * *t755% © & i ",f

R I e e E o Ao IR E R ek 4

%4 ~ CDA-AMC ## & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab ;5% 2. % i 1% %

(1) & & ipilimumab, nivolumab &3 » & > * 303 & 00T irg ig i
2 k7 th S HCC & & 5 & ch - g
A L EREZY “,f e HCC
B. Child-Pugh " & % A &
C. 24l ik ik

(2) FAW e X 2 Pin 2 @ik SR HCC o 4 0 R 1 &

A= 45 & & ipilimumab, nivolumab 5% T # °

e | [fiFdp31]

® T HRT CiREk %& FFE) -2 %7 2% & & ipilimumab, nivolumab
R At & 532 ECOG PS=2 ~ &% 7 %K/}*ﬂf A N “$
“r3 HCC jpdiifs 4 ~ HCC § A Appmd? @iz 22 hi%% B

® WP TIARIEEARNR  ARA ARG KL LS
# s HCC 4 o B o 4Rt £ 0
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ipilimumab, nivolumab ;5% 5 & o

TR iR B L

# ipilimumab, nivolumab :

() ApE
(2) A2ELad
() BEipRHIPAL 2 £

EEEID

—\
N
>
=~

Bh @ FH A RRAET 2 EiGRHRFLEAEFE N DRFBL SR T
i = BIREAZE 6 B RBARAEL o RATERIEN 1 EDEH
ipilimumab, nivolumab ;5% > & 3515« 5 4 B #4240 & & ipilimumab,
nivolumab > % ¢ #& % nivolumab ¥ - i/ o
® TenkE piEiR B AR 2 #9148 ¥ ipilimumab, nivolumab 5%
BoARE 6 BT ANRABEN VI RBELLY 1 EDE B
ipilimumab, nivolumab £ =% ;5% °
?; @é&%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%#mxigiﬁﬁwﬁ&§ﬁ%i@%o
# PR R REERR  RRFH SRS AT EFF AR RET '%Téﬁx
M2 d K h B R (ﬂkr : £ # durvalumab, tremelimumab & @&

~

T

atezolizumab, bevacizumab ) -

ECOG PS, Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group Performance Status ; HCC, hepatocellular carcinoma

2. #FER®LH

WA (A )

RBpEEER £ BBESF L F Tl B2

L FF A4 R ¢ (pan-

Canadian Oncology Drug Review Expert Review Committee, pERC ) % 5 & &

ipilimumab, nivolumab £ fi #scfi& ;‘,é&'ﬁiii Fr 414 (tyrosine kinase inhibitors, TKIs )( 4r:

sorafenib % lenvatinib ) > % H i

LJ

tremelimumab % & & atezolizumab, bevacizumab ) 4p+t > £ 5
B & o F]gt o & & ipilimumab, nivolumab ¥ i¥ 5 sorafenib

L

durvalumab, tremelimumab % £

Bote b B A (e

L
v

TR AP TR

i durvalumab

£ & lenvatinib »

& atezolizumab, bevacizumab 3 &5 F o

2

pERC 3% % & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab B2 & ;% 7% %_

ME L CERLDRABEET R ot rFEBRE
VoA ok 60 {85 Ie }]';‘5 AR OETRE F
gﬁ*%}k‘ﬁ&}?—}&%ﬁgp °

W‘fﬁ&%ﬁ%%wg
fé*%lk[d—mﬁu o E

YR PR SR A

3. %4 &
fit. ek i fie P A (4etlenvatinib )2 £ 5 & & B #(4ot & B durvalumab
tremelimumab % & & atezolizumab, bevacizumab) % & eh%¥ 5 R LAk

LB RE I G B T 5o
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4. T&'H‘ Fﬁ-;b; ; 4:7 ’E.

(1) Ap#A LB & B4 & v (& # durvalumab, tremelimumab % & &

atezolizumab, bevacizumab )

A. pERC % & & p & = H$8/5 % +* #& (anchored simulated treatment comparisons,
STCs) it {7 m/n\ B 8 4 47 (piecewise survival analyses ) g % 4p ) > & &

ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #iz > £ & durvalumab, tremelimumab % & &

atezolizumab, bevacizumab > **75F 6 B ¥ {6 ¥ i ¥ ec L BR G S ﬁP (overall
survival, OS) % &
KA 6 i 7 F\ » & # ipilimumab, nivolumab ¥ & 3 & F 7~ = $ o

B. 3 ZH] LA A B IR vt O R K R R R
ZiEF 7 v bk 'k (proportional hazards ) ik % 5k M4k £ & o et i

o

E - 3% (progression-free survival, PFS) ; ZAm » Ain

NN

(2) 4P i3t sorafenib 2 lenvatinib e 222 & > 14

A. 1 & %) CheckMate 9DW 5 > & # ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #*% sorafenib

£ lenvatinib ¥ &t &£ £ OS (23.66 vs 20.63 B 7 ) fe gt s 5 2 & e o
B. CheckMate 9DW 2% iE & V¢ (] b *& B3k » & & ipilimumab, nivolumab % #p
4 5 * 4| (early survival detriment ) > & % i Ff £ K T L #F o 47

(supportive analyses ) » 4o @ &~ F B *& v (piecewise hazards ratio, HR ) ~ & &
% Max-Combo # % (unstratified Max-Combo test) » % 4|+ T 354 5 pr
% 4% (restricted mean survival time analysis, RMST ) f# /42 & |4 cof i % o
C. v+~ i A4 < & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab ¥ H & & % # & Zhird)| '*ﬂJL“
e 2 EdE o B8 A 3 > & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab £ sorafenib #
lenvatinib4ptt > F 2 5 2 X E v EE A AT 2 F)F A F 2 ERE S
T2 BN LEE %$V4{§33E‘§34&%ﬁiu—opERCa‘ﬁ B N 287
R AR Faé FEREa? 2E E 5L & # ipilimumab, nivolumab %)% - 3
MR A e §OTRR g*ﬁi@%&ﬁg Fra| @i = k| 5 BEFE P ApRE o
ek B paEiko i * £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab FF & 4 52 ¥5F 3 (£ 0 F Bl
PRm o FIP w Ak LV FERVIL R A LG RF - R R Op B TR 30
A4 F ¢ = B 7% & # ipilimumab, nivolumab ;5 R ¥ - £k 2 R g
D. GRADE # 5z T+ (certainty) % & OS> o (2 6~12~24 7 pF)
2 PFS = > g (612 B " pF) Fla e & 2bd e 2 it
(imprecision ) » 4% 3F 5 M3 ¢ Zrr et ;24 B ¥ pFen PFS PIAAFEL 3 A0 2
foo EE AR 2 i & F (health-related quality of life, HRQoL ) = & - %]7F &
A B s SR %k (F 7 Bdpat 4 2 B 2N [open-label |3 5 K R
shifibias] ) » MiE 5 Mg - X 2R e EREsDEE R 2T
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%+ (serious adverse events, SAEs ) A5 Bra T M 0 F1* L FE 24 3N RE%
(withdrawal due to adverse events, WDAEs ) R F1gc & 7 HFrgldm 4375
¢ rE o

3) &3 E > pERC 5 & # ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #3t TKI 2 H # ¢
Fe b BEPrHIR O TRAE kAR o

5. REiRA A Firipk T E

pERC ke HCC 5 ¥ L e R #Ed) > ¥ 4 2023 ERppp b = 0% 6 4
fﬂ"‘\tf‘\ N5 GEBRFHE 18% P warnfy 2 ¥ e 3 5 T i P T
@R 0 1 L b BRI SE T Ak s 0t TKI { ok o

P hAks K g fi AR RE it = > ¥ % (complete response ) ~ #
it b2 21 ;fgﬁﬁ_;‘;:)g}'[im;‘;: > % o #8@m pERC :}P 41 & & ipilimumab,
nivolumab # ;% fZ/4-i5 8 A A% L eng F o 2 F1 & & ipilimumab, nivolumab ;g %
PR BE2FE HILH B 2 EPLRAFZTHSD
e o Bt R i f 4

]f‘}?ﬁﬁl“ I AR g

(= ) PBAC (;&)

£ 32025 & 11 * 27 p 5 1+ » 3" PBAC % F Public Summary Documents 4
» M4t Tipilimumab > AE 2 & A kb2 §RFEE 1 K 5 2025 & 7 7
B>t T £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab ¥ 3 j5 8 & % *» ",% hBCLCA 1 C# HCC
AR - R E 2 ERFE[T] VT L RARET D 2L 00 ﬁf‘u?ﬁaﬂg "&
# ipilimumab, nivolumab * ** ;s A @S RE (F R ERE) " 2 _ € R AE
B[18] 0 £ B4 18 o

L. #3 HCC g5 4 - 8% #2325 404 (17
(1) #HEH

PBAC # 3% & # ipilimumab, nivolumab 1% % ;o [ aL¥p & % *» “,f £
BCLCA % C ¥ HCC «‘II?S AR - RS R Y E

(2) HPERLHLA CFreins )

18 RFATRAEEHRF L PBAC @i & CheckMate 9DW #Ezk P - & @

PRV g r A ERFE R G -

25/71



114CDR11094_YERVOY (HCC)

ipilimumab, nivolumab #p $#.** sorafenib £ lenvatinib i OS 3 & »c 5 g & 7 &
PAEE N P R #EAp A KU A 4F & & ipilimumab, nivolumab Ap T P oA RS
K & @ atezolizumab, bevacizumab v 22 & % ¥ 2%t (non-inferiority ) » #] 5 OS

R 2 CHERFEE > BB heHRE T 3§ & & atezolizumab
bevacizumab ¥ * 4+ 5 % 2025 & 5 7 2 2 3= 2% % tremelimumab, durvalumab ¥
5 HCC 2 % - Ssih ik » 3k HCC %437 b i = %005 3 K7 'L o

o

Y
Y e

3)

PBAC %5 (87 R 1 & ¥ atezolizumab, bevacizumab £ 5 1 & %% & - 2

& i durvalumab, tremelimumab % % 4p 17 9% # %% 5 (near market comparator)

£

4. T&'H‘ F.E-;b;’s ; 4:7 ’E.
A. 2 TKI &

i & %) CheckMate 9DW %% o PBAC 45 ) » B2 A% B % &g & &
ipilimumab, nivolumab #p $#** sorafenib £ lenvatinib & OS * & 7
oo e 7}5 ¥ & = Kaplan-Meier 73 7% % 5 (KM curves) 2% > ﬁﬁ AR
B3k > F]#t HR~ 7 4 % & (confidence intervals, CIs ) ~p & & #JE 23 - @ RMST
Av‘ﬂ}‘r&;'-r 24 B A isF A ek o BEEA % > PBAC FM;; & & ipilimumab,
nivolumab #p #.3% sorafenib # lenvatinib c7 OS 3 £ »c F t§ & 7 73 73 FE L o

B. ¥ £ & atezolizumab, bevacizumab ‘* iz

4 & 4f) CheckMate 9DW ¥2 IMBRAVEI150 35 cnfF £5% +* #& (indirect
treatment comparison, ITC) » i * sorafenib & lenvatinib 2 sorafenib i* 5 £ F %t
R e o PBAC /L& |52 B3 7 #k {2 (transitivity ) e0R 38 > & 35 1 $H R 25
BEE A AP EHEFFDLE > 2 LR HRe T EF2 F LR o
PBAC b & 53T R L A ¢ (Economlcs Sub Committee, ESC ) &, & » 58 £
B X % CheckMate 9DW gk S AT AL GRS o

1395 78 >t CheckMate 9DW #4f& ‘= (sorafenib # lenvatinib ) =7 Bucher & 4%
ve i 0 & & ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #.>t & & atezolizumab, bevacizumab 7 OS
HR % 1.197(95% CI:0.875 & 1.638); ® £ >* IMBRAVEI150 &5 ¥+ P 2( Sorafenib)
e [TC » :}ﬁ 14 eni % > OS HR 5 1.061 (95% CI: 0.649 % 1.622) Po &5+ >

I CheckMate 9DW 44 pB ‘2 ¥ 4 * sorafenib =t %747 F ki@ » ST TA T
- HRFERDIFEETE -
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LR ERAGHERTEL > I HEIHE A HERE

i m 3 > PBAC 35 & # ipilimumab, nivolumab #+'* & & atezolizumab,
bevacizumab 77 ¥ sxfdw Lo PR ER Y A EF LA L o

C. £ £ ©& durvalumab, tremelimumab ‘- #iz

i & 4f) CheckMate 9DW 22 HIMALAYA :#£5% 71 ITC > PBAC /1 &, T|:#5% 2.

¥ i 3 1 R 480 2% CheckMate 9DW 325k %t BB 2 (sorafenib # lenvatinib )
ET’ITC OSHR % 1.013 (95% CI: 0.788 % 1.302); @ 2 HIMALAYA @ ¥t =
(sorafenib) 7 ITC OS HR % 0. 897 (95%CI: 0.613 = 1.314) > B.im w4 &

& ipilimumab, nivolumab # 3 f|'

s 3 > PBAC 325 & # ipilimumab, nivolumab #t+t & # durvalumab
tremelimumab > 82 OS @k G- B > B G B 0 F 0 FR s A& L3 OS
3§ el g o

D. & >t

. CheckMate 9DW :#EZ% ¢ » & & ipilimumab, nivolumab £ sorafenib &t
lenvatinib )ﬂe‘l o B E o A M 4 L F 2 (treatment-related adverse events, TRAEs )
2 OFEER Y F A A 5 At GIRE o gt o AR R R R 4T

PBAC % = ;-i”f— MR ¥ 4 e & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab 4p #.3t & & atezolizumab

bevacizumab # & & durvalumab, tremelimumab *t% > }37% ¥ 30 B 5 3 frid

I,‘io

i@ % > PBAC i3 i ipilimumab, nivolumab ** §@f § < ihy il & # Iy £
FoF TR S Aol AT R RS E B s TS B ik

ViR

5. HEiRAAFIripM T E

¥ # £ ¢ (Liver Foundation ) ~ Pancare 7 £ ¢ ~ /£ F L g 22 (Rare
Cancers Australia )~ ;% 7+ ’?a“ifi"”% g¢ (Medical Oncology Group of Australia, MOGA )
w4 ¥ £ # ipilimumab, nivolumab % » & 7% rj + H ( Pharmaceutical Benefits
Scheme, PBS) - PBAC 2k HCC ﬁ}lis A mﬁ o fen i & ¥ ipilimumab,
nivolumab # 3 ¥ — Ss R ehfpsk § i ¥ B p A adp P 2L FaEing

© 5 F RIS %k ¢ 7 &3 atezolizumab, bevacizumab # & & durvalumab

12025 & NCCN # 4 2. (% = w3% % Tk /o B dp 1) > & & atezolizumab, bevacizumab 3 #
sk oom & E mlhmumab nivolumab i H =3k - 2025 & ESMO % 4 2. ("% J : "‘%
It - *ﬁimﬂ 51%» & & atezolizumab, bevacizumab % £ & durvalumab, tremelimumab # &
R %A A @ & # ipilimumab, nivolumab i k% & B o
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tremelimumab -
2. wvaLdp N E AR 2 7 3R 4 [18]

32025 & 7 % i€ k4L > PBAC 33 % #5344 ipilimumab, nivolumab * »t ' 8t
BWE BRI LA PR TR AL TR - e R
B ¥ ¥R & A #rRhik (risk sharing arrangement, RSA) & 7237 > ¥ A T &
e - FONRACR AP P AR R T PBAC E R H “f FEE vk e gttt
7g ¥p ipilimumab, nivolumab #-#7F2 % 3t B 2@k 2 @ % Nk o 2R LA E R
P 4er TR B 5 At (immunotherapy sensitive ) | 2. 45 it o F]#t » PBAC /4
® W% & & ipilimumab, nivolumab e 3 & o & o

2025 & 9 P EREFM AP > AEBZARNFARZ AR ERT H
¥R reeed 0 ¥ 433715 99RSA > ipilimumab, nivolumab £ § =& & 2cF o F
=3k £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab & /1 # 3 B Ak ATR L N B R RE

(2)NICE (# &)

BTV AL e AN LR R (19] -
(=) BB FRTH

B Fop T a
(1) SMC (@&te )

£33 2025 & 11 % 27 p 51k » At SMC Bt A EE A%
B RA M 2 F R AR R 2 [20] ¢

N

TR AR B v pR

(1) x>

AR 2 * > 30F Cochrane/PubMed/Embase T + F AL R 2. 2 j2 P 4o
12T 5] PICOS #is #8F i5i2 » WHF 3 & A ERATEL 2T 2 54

¥ (population ) ~ ;% = ;* (intervention ) ~ % »x ¥ P& & (comparator ) ~ F »<ip| £
;fﬂ #% (outcome) % # 7 K 3222 2 (study design) > H HF i i FraZheT ¢

28/71



114CDR11094_YERVOY (HCC)

Population - “,% 2 A 1L 2 = A s A % — AR
e

Intervention £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab

Comparator A®

Outcome AHEF s EEAMA SR TEREE DL

Study design L 5 44 BB 32 5% (randomized controlled trial, RCT ) ~
R }F*J% ¥ gE (systematic review, SR) FiL &
% #1 (meta-analysis, MA )

iz e+ it 2. PICOS » i% 1% Cochrane/PubMed/Embase % < %&’”Fn"a‘iﬁ » %+ 2025

# 11 % 27 p &+ » 12 Tunresectable | ~ " metastatic | ~ " hepatocellular carcinoma | ~

"ipilimumab | - "nivolumab | ¥ 2 M4EF & FHOF  0F Kei L sz o
Q) $F S5

w2025 £ 90 27 P o RV MEET R G L & R R ke
#% > Embase % j& 92 4 F > > PubMed % j& 34 & F 4>t Cochrane Library
HE 19 L FH o #“,% TG 2 EI N6 LT - SELRFIRMEE FL
i o ip 2 PICOS 2 # > ¢ R AJERAEL 5 - MEFRY - BREET
PR EER LB )I% s BB 2 8~ 1 B CheckMate 9DW #5% 1 & <
JE[211 2 1 J CheckMate ODW 35k 4p M A7 33 § 4 & » 3 433 & /=0 % 3 %
SERFLETR2] FAAELALEAFESLL U LA A BIHIHZ E K
WRGESR E RLE AT E o o~ 1 BT RA ER & # (matching-adjusted
indirect comparison, MAIC ) 2z # 3¢ € 4§ & [23] -

A. CheckMate 9DW :#5% (NCT04039607 )
@ R

CheckMate 9DW 5 — 38 S B 5 ¢ w (e LM B sV~ 32 3 %
X 25 B R R 163 F’a‘*%l‘%% T ® s )~ BV iTE (open-label ) ~ M ~ % I
P ek 385 o 1 B3 & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab £ £ §  $+i¥ 2 lenvatinib #
sorafenib 1% 5 & j2 *7 1 el e s 4 % - MU R AP FR R X 2L 0 R
d Bristol Myers Squibb F B4 o 325 i A fr> 2L L o

4.+ ~ CheckMate 9DW 5 i 41 [21]
W | -SRI s BARGVIEE S (1) BRI %
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Ede
@ &g >IBATHEMEARL Y Tk (LA
r'@f"/r'ﬁﬂ‘iﬁv*‘ BINH ISR 0 B R SR A
IR F X /r"},% lv«ffﬁ F‘,%\'L )"
" & LauAyRILE2LInR -
u£ " O U AR E BT RS (response evaluation criteria in
: solid tumors, RECIST) 1.1 % > & > - B ¥ Rl & 2 AisF
Pk o
® ChildPugh 3 S8 64 (Ax)-
® ECOGPS Z 014 o

" ® Y LT ady k Fiwre & (fibrolamellar hepatocellular

B . e )

- carcinoma ) ~ #FEREE B+ A B (sarcomatoid hepatocellular
carcinoma ) > & * w % g & & "2 4 J& ( mixed
cholangiocarcinoma and hepatocellular carcinoma ) e

O LuiiRX IR -
POE @ B e gk 12 B 7 P F L %o o % ( hepatic
i encephalopathy ) % it ¢ (> % 2% ) ko
® TR A ¥ -k (ascites) e
® o & % (portal vein) £ iE5 (Vpd!) ¥ FREEZRE L B
35 L 4 Chepatitis B virus, HBV) 2 C 315 L5 4
(hepatitis C virus, HCV) » & e P % HBV 2 D 3%
(hepatitis D virus, HDV ) »
%3 BN w Lk A (interactive response technology system ) » 12 1 @ 1

- b e ko 2R D F18 (HBVvs. HCVvs. AR %)~ O+ 5 §

o EENLE VR (E_vs 2 )~Q ¥ AFP k& (<400ng/ml

Vs > 400ng/ml) i’g‘-f?év\ B > 11 % % o] (block size) i 4 i FUEIA
VR o

£ # ipilimumab, nivolumab 3 :
i# % | Nivolumab Img/kg & # ipilimumab 3mg/kg & 3 i¥ 1 =t #*% 1

W | e B0 ¥4 4 & > 2 1% nivolumab 480mg ¥ - K 0 F 4% 1 =X

# gg m

| ~3 JF," # 1% 2. lenvatinib £ sorafenib ( fj #& lenvatinib
kR sorafenib ) :

k sq’—,@_@%‘,;ﬁﬁ AN

%

Bl RG F s ek B 3B A F 4R Fu24]

U'p &35 7 % (Liver Cancer Study Group of Japan ) #7#% 1 eF® % 7% 6 ;4> % (portal vein tumor
thrombus, PVTT) 4 #f » ¢ % Vpl I Vp4[25] -

m %4 i » nivolumab ¥ - /£ %> % > F8& K 1 = & & ipilimumab, nivolumab; ] & & ipilimumab,
nivolumab ;s @ & 2 ApRE 3 2 E @ A 5 f”‘%é’é%%ﬁﬁ”ﬁﬁ Ao LFARARA 4R TR
nivolumab ¥ - 2 o
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(Dlenvatinib— =48 € <60kg’ T JR 8mg + = 1 = ; §# € >60kg

PIC PR 12mg > # X 1 = o &

@sorafenib v R 400mg > - % 2 =X o

® LEFEFIARET (KT ﬂpf—lp%?&gﬁ? CoRFE T
Fieh ) 2 7HEL2ZIE fr kP (@ 2%8); AEkk

2 # (#ig * > £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab % ) o

—

‘(},\

5 4%
R

y\"\
'\’3»

/

# ipilimumab, nivolumab # v 3% 3 e &4 5 £ o

T IR 0ef A L F o lenvatinib £ sorafenib o 3 R 5 &

R PANPEREER BTN ST T g TR B

Kok a g A E AN LR

£ # ipilimumab, nivolumab ‘=5 4 ¥ H1 R iE
MEAE Y EREBELE TP
Eﬁ"rﬂ"’?f’— E T2

® TRLEHFUEBN U AT IR IER TR PFRET LD
(protocol ) i& {7 o

D N T

Fooc | BRGSO A B s BT e R T 2 B A

® J bz 4% 4 (blinded independent central review,
= & BICR) # % RECIST 1.1 *<3:® & Z B~ & F (objective
R PT response rate, ORR ) "

W (4t | @ F B H PR (duration of response ) °
itk ® ik EiLpFR (time to symptom deterioration) P
® < >iipiRd
M4t |® 493 BICR % 7% % it * RECIST L1 535 chig & i 75 7%
i & # (progression-free survival, PFS) %2 % & i I\ ILpF R (time
e to response )

i ° ﬁﬂ;ﬁ«‘ﬁ'ﬁxmeRRi % = A5 4 e PFS
® ¢ * FACT-Hep fr EQ-5SD-3L"BlE cnit B Ap M 4 & F

#3495 RECIST 1.1 %> 5 BICR 7&:nH B i 548 & Jis (best overall response ) 3 = 2 ¥ f# (complete
response ) ¥R 4 ¥ fF s 4 VB o

FRAFFPEHEL) pAEMROR 2GRNSR PR I LI anmE L & FiE
P RFIFE A 2 B o

FEEEW A IRB A 0 DITFERE IS P AT E fi_ # (Functional Assessment of Cancer Therapy
Hepatobiliary Cancer, FACT-Hep ) %+*% %=t £ % (hepatobiliary cancer subscale, HCS) =i I
miﬁﬁﬁﬁiigﬂ(ﬁéﬂww%*_/6A)mgﬂ P AARECTERRECT
2 (HCS @ 18 o7 p fe > 3G F 302 § 07 ~ % 4 R ~ RS g WEFIEHF B )
Wic A Z T %15 100 % p R4 E RRREF L R d L3 1R % (National Cancer Institute
CommonTerminology Criteria for Adverse Events, CTCAE) % 5 %Ri& {731 o

EQ-SD3L W S Ba o tiadic 4 ~ g ARE- P Kied RA/FE - LH/BE 5 Ba
wAL3IBER LG P REIBREERRNAE -
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(health related quality of life, HRQoL )

® PD-LI % OS i

(FHEF PV HIR e BR RAFEAR TR R A7 ¢ 45

A & R eiiMaxCombo # % ~ RMST » 2 &~ £ HR)

® H¥ (interim) A 47 B3 > 416 BER T ZFHE £ (80%)
PFE {7 o

® OS-~ORR-jFE/REIFRF ALK MaxCombo # % ~ RMST » 4~
£ HRPFS~ % = &5 t e PFS #i59% 2 % & B A 47 (intention-
to-treat, ITT ) °

® FREFFET - F BFT LRI DEENINA G [FaE AP

RIFIER

fb;‘“

A5

@ LT rPAEAFRILISC-FMELES GRS R LY REE

5 o

(b) ¢ AR AE[21]

CheckMate 9DW 2£2>+2020 # 1 * 6 p 3 2021 & 11 * 8 p % 4z %k 668 i
%géﬂ » T REHS & %3 £ ipilimumab, nivolumab = (335 u*") « lenvatinib
sorafenib & (333 ) FHEX ok Vi Bl B w332 2% 325 > 5o gk A 0t
P 52024 # 1" 31 p > &# ipilimumab, nivolumab % %75 J5 4 % lenvatinib
#v sorafenib & 310 t‘::}ﬁa AR R 2 20T 40%% 69%5’7’7:}}% A rﬂfi}}ia%f L
bR B oo R gy ¥ 352 %% (IQR31.1 % 399)-2 &% ;é—‘ﬁ £
AP FHARI G FLEL - o

£ © ipilimumab, nivolumab sk #F FEFRF Y ~#k i 47 B (IQR 1.4 %

15.7) » lenvatinib & sorafenib = % 6.9 i * (IQR 3.5 % 14.0) '~ & &H R FFE

2 4); 2 300

fi:])% AFEe® T Ak 1 A& ipilimumab o & & ipilimumab, nivolumab % lenvatinib &
mmmmgﬁwrﬁlwﬂzwm@ B p B BEERIIOR

oL LH ipilimumab nivolumab ¢ = HcH & & 4 A& (FF 12

% - - ~ CheckMate ODW 25 * 2 8 Fic (g &30 ) [21]

$ 275 =4 % lenvatinib (85% ) ~ 50 i+ 4% sorafenib (15%) »

" ®H % 5 ¢ L& (European Medicines Agency, EMA) & & ipilimumab, nivolumab %4+ % % 3% £
MERZE 2 R SRSE R R TG ﬁﬁfaﬁr“: % (lenvatinib & sorafenib % 68.9 vs & &
ipilimumab, nivolumab % 40.1% ) @ & @& mlhmumab nivolumab ‘& ¥ 5 18.67%«/135 e /ﬁa B
L8 F &2 5% (lenvatinib 2 sorafenib % 5 4831%); ¥ - B 3 F]5 & & ipilimumab,
nivolumab ‘= 4p #&** lenvatinib # sorafenib = $& % % # i F 5 (552 vs 48% ) & &
ipilimumab, nivolumab = & Hp iz 23 F] % A )?5 ﬁ IL (43.2%) % %#4 1+ (44.1%) » lenvatinib
£ sorafenib 2P| & & }?“rj’ Ei (66.7%) 2 Z4F 14 (16.7%) [26] -

32/71



114CDR11094_YERVOY (HCC)

85 B | & # ipilimumab, Lenvatinib % sorafenib
nivolumab 2 (N=335) 42 (N=333)
i 0 g (FF ) £ 65 (59 & 71) 66 (59 & 73)
74 A (%) 271 (81) 277 (83)
8% > A B(%)
5 A 179 (53) 174 (52)
I g 140 (42) 152 (46)
24 11 (3) 4(1)
ECOG PS > * #(%)
0 233 (70) 243 (73)
1 102 (30) 89 (27)
BCLC 4 # » * #(%)
0 A 28 (8) 21 (6)
B 61 (18) 67 (20)
C 246 (73) 242 (73)
X o A B e Y g A
, ;;Az A 221 (66) 217 (65)
* o RP 77 (23) 92 (28)
SFoh A 188 (56) 172 (52)

(c) ¥FH»ci® L7585
WG & - 08

Uatps 4 5] [21]

£ & ipilimumab, nivolumab = 4p $#.** lenvatinib £ sorafenib & % OS = & 7

SR FRL AW E23.7R Y 2 206 B " (HR=0.79,95% CI:0.65 & 0.96 )-

B24 B2 2 361" pF > R G E S & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab - @ F o

d 3tiE KO Bk % B3k 0 Kaplan—Meier & %% #p 2 = > F|pt 3% RMST 0
AAriEEkdp o w26 B 2 36 B P20 OSARIL A 4T B £ E
ipilimumab, nivolumab = 4p #** lenvatinib £ sorafenib % » ¥ &£ £ 2.8 B ? 4173
FERF S PEDSAF PR FLR  c TEERAR TIPS HR A8 R o (8

2

w6 B % > £ ipilimumab, nivolumab % > 3 ®F 7~ h'& R 6 B2
fe 7= k%P (HR=0.61,95%CI: 048 £ 0.77) -

[ =s]) (Gpsp 3 ¢ 482 ) [22]
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£ 5 280 =% ;é—*ﬁ * p 37 (& & ipilimumab, nivolumab %, n=133;lenvatinib
£ sorafenib %, n=147 ) if BiPFR ¢ 85 35.7 % ? OS P =#cA B 5 34 B 7
B225BY 2B AEAVHFLR  FWE BT FAEHIL LR ELERE

L -5

3 3

NI
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42~ A Ropodp iR koo F[21, 22]

114CDR11094_YERVOY (HCC)

R R T M =R
R A £ # ipilimumab, Lenvatinib ¢ sorafenib 2w ig £ # ipilimumab, Lenvatinib ¢
nivolumab = (N=335) 42 (N=333) nivolumab ‘= (n=133) sorafenib . (n=147)
08 ¢ i s o 23.7(18.8 1 29.4) 20.6 (17.5 3 22.5) 34.0 (20.5 = NE) 22.5(19.1 = 30.0)
HR (95% CI) — HR (95% CI)
(95% CI)

0.79 (0.65 = 0.96)

0.75 (0.54 = 1.03)

OS rate > % (95% CI)

24 7 49 (44 3 55) 39 (34 & 45) 54 47
36 13 38 (32 1 43) 24 (19 2 30) B — —
RMST" > 7 (95% CI)
26 1 7 17.9 (16.9 % 18.9) 17.8 (16.8 % 18.7) 0.1(—13 % 1.5)
36 1 7 22.2(20.7 I 23.6) 20.8 (19.5 3 22.1) 1.4(—0.6 & 3.3) — —
47 1 7 25.8(23.9 1 27.8) 23.0 (21.3 % 24.8) 2.8(02 3 5.4)
A £ HR (95% CI)
<6m®*"” 1.65 (1.12 & 2.43)
>6 " 0.61 (0.48 = 0.77) N B B
MaxCombo # 5
p & <0.0001 — — —

OS, overall survival ; RMST, restricted mean survival time ; HR, hazard ratio
‘RMST % Kaplan-Meier & 5T = g f » ] * 254 42325 12 £ pr gk o

Uh e (cutoff) 6 B P S B X=1,2,3 . 5V i R ETERE TR % 0 1 B & 1 ik i AR Sk (partial log likelihood ) FE %o
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[ == 47] [21]

12 47? 38 £
nivolumab & > #

2 =3

KA FCEHAS T A& foredp B %9 £ ¢ ipilimumab
® BCOG PS =0~ 4 i % &Jo 2 gireh = %82 2 88 %

114CDR11094_YERVOY (HCC)

B IHFLD VAL LA EHL R AKE D b o B B 0

Ltz o

Bz ARl S REA (A ) [21]

OS # > #c > & | £ ¥ ipilimumab, len\.Iatinib £ HR (95% CI)
7 (95% CI) nivolumab % (N=335) | sorafenib i (N=333)
# ¥
<65 k& 311 26.8 (23.0 3 33.0) 22.7(19.1 2 26.2) | 0.78 (0.58 % 1.04)
> 65 357 18.8 (15.7 2 27.1) 18.2 (15.6 = 21.5) | 0.81(0.63 % 1.05)
ECOG PS
0 476 27.9 (23.1 3 24.0) 22.5(20.1 2 25.1) | 0.78 (0.62 % 0.98)
1 191 16.4 (10.0 = 23.0) 15.3(10.3 2 17.4) | 0.78 (0.55 = 1.09)
BCLC 4 #F
0z A 49 42.6 (31.2 = NE) 31.6 (11.6 = NE) 0.44 (0.17 = 1.12)
B 128 26.8 (15.7 2 37.8) 23.0(20.5 = 30.6) | 0.92(0.59 = 1.44)
C 488 20.3(16.9 1 25.8) 17.8 (15.5 2 21.1) | 0.81(0.65 = 1.01)
~w p R)e
2 169 22.9(15.2 2 NE) 15.4(10.3 2 20.1) | 0.59(0.40 % 0.87)
& 499 23.9(18.8 3 29.4) 21.9(19.3 2 239) | 0.89(0.71 % 1.11)
BF-4} -ﬁﬁ%
2 360 18.7 (15.6 3 24.8) 16.6 (14.0 = 20.3) | 0.82(0.64 = 1.05)
& 308 33.5(23.1 2 NE) 22.5(20.5 2 30.0) | 0.72(0.53 % 0.97)
SmE R T ES S 2477
A 438 19.4 (16.2 3 25.9) 17.7 (15.2 2 20.9) | 0.80(0.64 = 1.01)
& 230 33.5(23.1 2 NE) 23.0(20.3 = 30.0) | 0.74(0.52 = 1.04)

Ugeaps ] [21]

SR F B o

& BICR #2325 ORR = & » & & ipilimumab, nivolumab i 4p #3% lenvatinib

# sorafenib £ » %3+ T A FEFHEFSHORR P Y H R R R R
& o ¥ ¢t > £ ipilimumab, nivolumab %z F R3FFIFF P = #ch lenvatinib
sorafenib 2 £ (304 vs. 129 B * )» 2 M P VEFEL EREE LR o
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. §_BICR ¢% i %% » 2 & PFS to4 st F ¥
Fensit s T LR T

PES i 3 3 04§ &

Beek s FiE R BB K 3E Y iE - Rihg % o

A3 -

SEEFEAMRO RS R L

[ f=%u) (s g 6482) [22]

L3R ORR & B S H L5 8% - %> 484w o
b 2 ek & oty R % (21, 22]
B R I ook
v e e . lenvatinib
N ) & # ipilimumab, lenvatinib . .
kA ) ‘ _ £ & ipilimumab, 2
nivolumab ‘& g sorafenib | lumab = (n=133) -
nivolumab E(n= soraieni
=335 % (N=333
(N=335) (N=333) 2 (n=147)
13 (10 = 37 (29 = 46 149 =
ORR " + % 36 31 % 42) (101 (29 1 46) -
17) 20)
(95% CI)
p <0.0001 —
LG EHE o A (%)
e It 23 (7) 6 (2)
A i R 98 (29) 38 (11)
P i AR T 108 (32) 205 (62) - —
B & 1 67 (20) 47 (14)
e 39 (12) 37 (11)
F R4
. 12.9 18.5
AL 30.4
' (102 % NR (8.4
; 0 21.2 3 NE
T % (2123 NE) 312) NE)
CI)
F O3 0m 4t b0 % (95% CI)
) 35(17 &
>24 2 55 (44 1 64)
53)
>36 B * 47 (34 1 59) NA
2.1(1.6
BREELE|] 26203 3.9) — —
2.8)
b B HR (95% CI
¥ (95% CI) 0% C1)
0.76 (0.62 % 0.93)
IEBNE| 22211 3.8) 3.7(2.1

=

BICR 3= -
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EA R 5w
P .. lenvatinib
N ‘ & & ipilimumab, lenvatinib e :
R ) ‘ i £ ¥ ipilimumab, £
nivolumab % g sorafenib | |
N 1 (N=333) nivolumab % (n=133) | sorafenib
= e (N=
( ) ‘ 12 (n=147)
pERE o 5.6)
(IQR)
92(79 2
PFS ¥ >3 9.1(6.6 2 10.5) i
Ve 1 (95% 1)
HR (95% CI)
CI)

0.87 (0.72 = 1.06)

PFS > % (95% CI)

) 18 (13 =
18 & * 34 (28 & 39)
24)
24 {3 28 (23 1 34) 12(8 3 17)
BLEF 2
LR EREY - 128 (38) 172 (52)
(%)

ORR, objective response rate ; IQR, interquartile range ; PFS, progression-free survival ; NE, not estimable ;
NR, not reached

[HRQoL] [21, 27]

1395 FACT-Hep 4.~ 2 EQ-5D-3L »x#*
L) HRQoL 7 <4 484" | @ lenvatin
A 2 e FZ R EER LR LR Vo

% > & © ipilimumab, nivolumab i
g sorafenib ¥ > HRQoL A3 E it

€
ib

(d) ¥HF 20475 %[21]

iz &5 eI TRAEs » & » £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab % + 278 = (84%) »

@ lenvatinib £ sorafenib % % 297 (91% )einF 4p M cr7 = = & > & & ipilimumab,

nivolumab % 12 i » 7= R FlAe b i L FE 44 455 (immune-mediated

hepatitis ) 4 = ~AFF 3 3 FH L 2 2 1 o FF VA E 2 21 2 IS

% X (diarrhoea-colitis) 1 = - % g 8 L %73 & 1 = (autoimmune haemolytic

anaemia ) 1 = ; lenvatinib ¢ sorafenib 2+ 3 i+ » 7*= J F|A W 5 I AFFT R iFE
(hepatorenal syndrome ) 1 = ~ 44 s f2? h 1= > 2 EHFTH G 1 = o

vV BICR =15 °
VIV - R EERHZ 02 w2 BF FACT-Hep 344 HR % 0.69 (95%CI:0.55 = 0.87): HCS
HR % 0.71 (95%CI: 0.55 % 0.92) [27] -
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TP awad f44 +* 2F ¢ (immune-mediated adverse events ) » & &
ipilimumab, nivolumab % 191 = (58%)> m H # 93 = (28%) % % 3 % 4 % -
296 = (29%) % B AR AR 042 = (13%) FILALA 3 2 25
Pabinf 2B 2o EEREEALT o

LT 2% 2P oSS (EHEEF2 3105 10%0%E ) [21]

& & ipilimumab, Lenvatinib ¢ sorafenib
X 28 (%) nivolumab = (N=332) 2 (N=325)
132 2% 31 4% 112% 314%

B¢ TRAE 11 (3) 83 (25) 5(2) 42 (13)
] TRAE #3k @ oF i5f 15 (5) 44 (13) 13 (4) 21 (6)
iz " TRAE 141 (42) | 137(41) | 159(49) | 138(42)

157 (pruritus) 88 (27) 502) 10 (3) 0

= 58 (17) 6 (2) 26 (8) 3 (<1)

ALT = % 47 (14) 16 (5) 16 (5) 3 (<1)

AST < 3 45 (14) 20 (6) 25 (8) 2 (<1)

i 43 (13) 4 (1) 104 (32) 10 (3)

N ﬂ. Bb ST 40 (12) 0 79 (24) 0

(hypothyroidism )

& 4 (asthenia) 33 (10) 1 (<1) 46 (14) 5(2)

LI T S T

( hyperilyroidism) 32(10) 2(<) > @) 0

& 5T 22(7) 1(<1) 65 (20) 5(2)

B F 27 (8) 0 44 (14) 6(2)

BEE R 7(2) 0 32 (10) 5(2)

P = . om

Synioﬁe ;f e (i 6(2) 0 88 (27) 11 (3)

B B 5(2) 0 96 (30) 38 (12)

4 #x (dysphonia) 1 (<1) 0 48 (15) 0

#-9 Fk (proteinuria ) 0 0 48(15) 17 (5)
TRAE, Treatment-related adverse events ; AST, aspartate aminotransferase ; ALT, alanine
aminotransferase ; PPE syndrome, palmar-plantar erythrodysesthesia
QY AR R SHTRAE AR F 7 7 AE 2 F 2L 24 | FERS LS
5505 At 24 pEE A ERS ho PR m BT hsu o

B. £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab £7

#  durvalumab, tremelimumab % & &

atezolizumab, bevacizumab z. MAIC[23]

1 73t € 4§ & £-%F CheckMate 9DW £5% & i ipilimumab, nivolumab ‘e ¢

i# w4 WPy & (7 40 ¥ (weighted ) » 22

# durvalumab, tremelimumab ( % g
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HIMALAYA % )> % & & atezolizumab, bevacizumab % ( % p IMbravel50 &
VBT A Fhpe e F) 3 PRk R e L B iR 7 2 & 4 T4 17 (pairwise

unanchored analyses ) °

. OS * w » & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #& *% & & durvalumab

tremelimumab 4p +* » ¥ iE Pl AL EE F R E e OS5 A & # ipilimumab, nivolumab
AP # 3T & & atezolizumab, bevacizumab Ap vt o WIS 6 B P {8 ¥ i Tl E 0 OS>
_E’—,%jb;‘l‘i‘;-ao H'ﬂ ‘L‘a"ﬁﬁi—'h"—"?\'}-_‘o

+ ~ & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab vs. & & durvalumab, tremelimumab( # - D, T)

2, L
& & & atezolizumab, bevacizumab(f§ #- A, B)

)/%‘%;t#};l%%’“ i"‘fﬁ@"f’_ ﬁgﬁz <6 jl;; n 26 TI; u

OS » HR D, T 0.79 (0.65 £ 0.95) | 0.90 (0.64 = 1.26) | 0.74 (0.59 £

0.93)

(95%CI) A.B | 0.93(0.74 % 1.18) | 1.67(1.12 % 2.49) | 0.67 (0.51 3

0.89)

ORR-OR | D 2.35(1.57 & 3.13) —

}-H

(95%CI) A.B | 139(0.92 3 1.86) —

= —

PFS » HR D, T 0.61 (0.51 £ 0.73) | 0.57(0.46 % 0.71) | 0.71 (0.52 £

:

0.95)

vy

(95%CI) A, 0.81 (0.66 £ 0.99) | 1.05(0.81 & 1.35) | 0.52 (0.37 I

0.73)

(1) EHFRELFR

EHK B =A% F 5 ipilimumab B2 RELIATATE S RN 7 ipilimumab
S E R i EEI BT @ s T #H * nivolumab if ¥ ’“ﬂ'zz*"fi‘ﬁ
# a3 Fme g (HCC) = 4 :}F‘a AR - s F e

PRt E R Y F 2 2 e 71 J CheckMate ODW 35 A v‘ﬁ%[21]~
5 /o CheckMate 9DW #E&p A3t &> H ¥ | & &= %x%zln\ﬂ}‘r[ﬂ]i 15
MAIC[23] 5 ® % T TR F | BTmm - s £ i - 4 1
Boa ¥t ? B B E 4 $7[28] 0 P &7 sorafenib # lenvatinib Ap b o &
ipilimumab, nivolumab 3 { /F& R ¥ fE » & 7 F i FE = EHY L F

Lsow

ipilimumab, nivolumab 7 ORR ¥ # & ;1 f 5 1345 E FHF BRI ETL X %E

i % ko 0 & @ ipilimumab, nivolumab #p #*% sorafenib £ lenvatinib > >t 24
B OPEZ EERE S E i A [29] 0 2 1 & B>t CheckMate 9DW 2 2 % ¢ 4
» CheckMate 9ODW 1 g5 ~ )§J< ¥ A £ OFE[30] e

T~ Ry driEd

vﬂ

S

(=) Fnsts
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* % Z 5. YERVOY P & A :; ipilimumab » 2§ B 37 7 3 g 2 R
VSR RS R BIR S T * nivolumab i * T & 2 *T“f A e
Wim% y (HOC)% 4 o & % — UG -

LA RITER O EEE FAWARNEEFVRRET AR B AZE

Feh AP e 3 2 0 ¢ 7 sorafenib ~ lenvatinib ~ & # atezolizumab, bevacizumab
% £ & durvalumab, tremelimumab - * ¥ ¢ fT ' 5 RRERL G & o ¥ LYK
REATIRA o R dp sl &R P E Y EERY VY G pRRE T

£ @ atezolizumab, bevacizumab > % £ & durvalumab, tremelimumab i NCCN &

RZE e f o 1Rk SR }]?% v E % % > & ¥ ipilimumab, nivolumab ¥ sorafenib

% lenvatinib £ ® f% ) i iEBk 0 @ £2 £ & bevacizumab, atezolizumab % & #
durvalumab, tremelimumab F| 3 B\ w7 2 A G ¢HF L 8% o 2 ¢
tremelimumab £? & % # 5. WHOATC # 7 #4p e o

AR E SRR EATRA R4 3] - WHOATC A ~ S RIE &7 i
e~ BE R R T E fRhk F T M 3L 4 sorafenib~lenvatinib~ & # bevacizumab

atezolizumab % & # durvalumab, tremelimumab ‘¥ % * % & if e 3 %%

(=) & FRpPHETELLAER

‘v £« CDA-AMC # & 7 if 2 % 1 & ¥ ipilimumab, nivolumab * 755" &
R AL ST e s E s A B H R D DAY S @2 f g HCC
Child-Pugh 7% it 2 A &3 243 s R > @ L5 ¢ B 2P B 0% a2
e “’f « 85, #p HCC I ## £ £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab /- 7 % -

BN PBAC 2025 & 7% % 2R EHEHE ipilimumab nivolumab %
o '—Jﬂ/z*f“meCLCA,L C ¥ HCC}?&’\W% A E > Bd L TRk ER
E 2 YR HCCHEEheo > 0ph § K7 ', w3k £ 98 2225
it & # ipilimumab, nivolumab * 7 ;5% g 8 & 8 4% % IS’PEE( Jf" &R RE)
TR ET AR A R LR EF kst d > P A RSASE G 2 AE o

FRNICE 2 it ff SMC # A 2 4 & A2 B fahl 2 22247 2 o

() Apfhpocgz 2

AL AR ST IE SRS P ey [ PFTRHBIEFE EH% 2020 £ 1
6P 2021 E 11 7 8 pirkofRAE LR 5 2024 £ 1 7 31 p o £
ipilimumab, nivolumab £ lenvatinib #* sorafenib 4p+* » % i & Frredp ¥ OS F st
PHE I EFEL (23.7vs20.6 B0 )0 WL K EHS § - oo R X &
K oxdptk ORR » L 41 & focdptheniy % o gt ¢ » & & ipilimumab, nivolumab
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27 2 HRQoL Hk% o

ey }:'li“v % ° £ & ipilimumab, nivolumab < %4 52 1 & 2 %eh% 2 &5 &
BB B CALTHF ~ASTH R ~IgE o 25 RAZchipMaor- ¥
[ A,\vv.y; : gugn\gﬁ/;,lv} LEENEINE S I LN LS il SN L = I ;l;fjgfz 14 \Hg

HIEES L2 AR B B o

Fob o B W LA s B A BV RAT T 0 &8 ipilimumab,
nivolumab ¥ £ & durvalumab, tremelimumab % £ & bevacizumab, atezolizumab #p
W TR AR 6B 52 OSo i OoB IR RELE c AFEHB L

Bt b B A S 2R VR BEE TR OB R TR R
Flt IR R -

(£) Frum

AEE AR AT RT 40 LAY Bl RILRMEL A 0
- gF it e £ 4 CDA-AMC % 74 PBAC e £ % Tk & 72 R 2«

BB AR FERAMAG D ARG AR RE (FRERLA R d
LA ANE KT~ ) ABE HCC - BERA 2 372 5052 5 6 Tel o
HRoE )]35 Eiv2 L% % o pERC &7 » & & ipilimumab, nivolumab 7 &%
HERAGLEZHERZ RV EED 2T Mo R FlEh & 2ENFHILSFY L PR
WHEF AR IIARE SR TR DE W ARG E T AN RE- L
EUEY 8

foRM R R E T HCC thipf ¥ 0 ¢ #8 T frid a5 Bop At
EREE Y R WA I ehf e B0 AR S BEE Fp 4 RSB EE X
T E “’Pplkm% P NP 4 Ft & # ipilimumab, nivolumab % izi
FINRTHE L o V5 R EL:}P A % FRe i 4 :FP 41 & @& ipilimumab, nivolumab
T 5 ¥ ipens i“f* §ACE IR T E
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i ;ifﬁ X iE Rk X% ipilimumab (A &) & & nivolumab (J‘! T # A ipilimumab,
nivolumab) * ™ i #5 |4 8\ & £ *» "f B4 T m e R (HCO) s+ > T4 - P Rp B

AT

AR AT AR 4T o

F‘?Z?R?* AR R 25 P
B ¢ 7= BB R CERBREN S RRBENE
?ﬂilaﬂFF’a“’ 32 & ARG B4
A 37 1E Hp - iF
TKI* : sorafenib ~ lenvatinib
HER R 2. Ko A B Prod] R e & £ i  durvalumab
tremelimumab -~ £ #& atezolizumab, bevacizumab
e Sorafenib ~ lenvatinib : # * CheckMate 9ODW &5 ¥+ e ‘2
2 03 d MiE (7o o ¥ L sorafenib ¥7 lenvatinib
FereAp e o
*  durvalumab, tremelimumab ~ atezolizumab, bevacizumab :
e B ¥4 Z £ ipilimumab, nivolumab 1® b #FE IR 0 B

o e 5N ke v - pairwise anchored Simulated
Treatment Comparison ) » iz & A E4p ¥t b * (& (piecewise
hazard ratio) » i #-2 % * % ipilimumab, nivolumab % /%

IR RE AR - R i 1k I PIEY) R R e R

to treatment,

R B R (time

e ipilimumab, nivolumab : 3! * CheckMate 9DW 5 7
o BERER Y 3 55 &

ENENE S 3

ToT) * HE oK ¢ BRI 4a{s en PFS o
= AP é’fé'j"ggr"@‘g—/r'f,? JI%\:'/ZL - I S ARE . =

HEES - FTRAFHR CIREIAP CRTHRERRE o

* TKI (tyrosine kinase inhibitor » it ¥epk jrfs #r4#| )
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* &EpBBEEN (PF):Pp CheckMate 9IDW 3#% ¢ 12 EQ-
5D-3L £ % #| £ J5 % 7 HRQoL -

* AHED (PD): iy CheckMate 9DW 2. PF »c* ig %

ZEIS 3 W) 0.91 £ 5 5 2% ) 0.91 B %% NICE TA551 3R 2

Yo

2

o FAFEenf oot @ z;{é%f%ﬂf}eo

AAA RS 4r™ o TR EL 2% 3,279,639 ~/QALY gained -
ipilimumab, nivolumab #p # %75 ¥R IS W #* & = AscF > 2 ¢ > ipilimumab,

nivolumab #p #.*% atezolizumab, bevacizumab £ F = &3 2. 3 ¥ BF o

Ipilimumab, nivolumab vs. ¥t P& /R
o6 o S B A ,
e E TR (SNT) QALYs S o ($131?[1/3(§:LY
(SNT) QALY gaincd)
N 3,175,211 3.10 - - -
sorafenib 2,103,929 2.07 1,071,282 1.03 1,038,482
lenvatinib 1,352,363 2.07 1,822,849 1.03 1,767,038
D+T 2,970,345 2.51 204,866 0.58 350,318
A+B 3,843,008 2.31 (-667,797) 0.79 LSt

I+N=ipilimumab, nivolumab ; D+T=durvalumab, tremelimumab ; A+B=atezolizumab, bevacizumab

A H 75 AR R 4 704 ipilimumab, nivolumab '* #2 4 K ¥ & BRdrd)F w2 L
R85 & - ipilimumab, nivolumab % % -~ durvalumab, tremelimumab # % -
atezolizumab, bevacizumab % % P S ;g P EL 7% % enE & 230 % ipilimumab,
}ﬁi AESITIOE G
BEAREL

nivolumab ** $z TKI > ipilimumab. nivolumab a‘"
1R gérséu\’]ﬁ' TR T & Slcon 8% }’}ﬁs(}a BAFre o8 3 en
@A\ 175 3 ApiTARS o

2. ﬁﬁgc’ R ;:T'_P[m‘,

*ﬁﬁ%é“’éé L”H‘rrﬂﬂ?if AMEF LR ARPEART T R 7R
Wy FRG o RN ERFERZ IR oz B2 2 F BRI
R “‘Jn]a ;\ A ETRAERM LB A AT 2 ‘1%?‘/,:1 A0 B W BT R
YRR BRI FEME S BERE Y S CHIK TARBRPN R

Y 3 B NICE TA551 38 £ 5 =% lenvatinib * *> A ¥ &% /5% 2 9.8 HCC -
” QALY % Quality-Adjusted Life Year & < f§ £ -
® ICER % Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratio # < i £ °
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S IEE (Ird B te A BRI R B US E 2 4] 0 2 A4~ sorafenib (4 @
* ramucirumab 2_ FE) AR R A TS S AR ETT KM £ 8 S0
¥R A Excel A R R g% Pipsmd o AFEILLERY AT
e p %ﬁiﬂ?};/ﬁﬁ"’ fr%ﬁr’r"?‘r"é A0 B 3t it e s o

(1) ﬁﬂﬁgﬁﬂﬁﬁméﬁ%@:éﬁﬁimgﬁﬂﬁﬁ%323,%ﬁ%;
Bt 7k HCC s 4 2 TR 4 i R MEAIY AP Rk Tio e
é6m3%’iﬁl32ﬁ7i$ﬂﬁ’ﬁkﬁ&%4??é 9100 # -

CREARTHE L TEE *"‘%ﬁP HCC )]% ATk d o LE TN B
ipilimumab, nivolumab £ # 2% 5 o gt *b s ST B & 4758 % &2 o7 0 % ipilimumab,
nivolumab ** # TKI (sorafenib # lenvatinib) » 7= # ¥ 5 B2 580 4755 % bl
GEFF o Ra o dF LY FARP AR RAPTTRY 2R PR L MR
URAFLAZHET TGP THI T L ELPERA -

Q) ok PR i B R T

© RAHRBEFHIAEL EREAREFRRITY R DAY R
* WLMA HR meiﬂﬂ’fgim kB A - R[23] BRHE @M
2ERBARFRZIARLG AR

e TKI: #73]¥ # * CheckMate 9DW &2 lenvatinib/sorafenib 75 /5 & 4 i {7
b dn s HP X ?‘éii ¢ * lenvatinib ¥7 sorafenib z_ +* ] 5 85% ~ 15% » &7 3¢
REgwmigr gl m'P‘-’l 2 0 S A ig%b % 9 lenvatinib ¥7 sorafenib
Feroor A B[31] 0 ¥ st B P sorafenib ¥ lenvatinib J »x oh 42 #4530 <
Js B i eig 27 f2 o

(3) * ATH EHW AL S B EE A AR 12024 £ ESMO 4 € ¢ i 4
CheckMate 9DW & #' =% * 3 4 47 - ipilimumab, nivolumab ¢
sorafenib/lenvatinib 77 2 F 25 4 & A w5 43%% 38%[32] 0 L HA Y F
> enA A E g 4 F 484 (ipilimumab, nivolumab % 15.9% - sorafenib %
Lenvatinib 352 %] 5 19.6%) § “TL & o b o HEA1Y A4 4 2 Faeisie

ETRRE R A AN R R o SRR B LR T MR
FAE AT EE

(4) JPAAPB RIS A5G LR —‘ﬁﬂﬁf SR ARM R PIF R T £
RECRE TR =7 SR A @ler%f,% ef AN EPFHEIL L a
FlPvo AL LE BRTRFFIAFR LT EAREERAT e A7 R

o

(5) WEBK R B A B B Y % ZPD Ak * ®(0.82)5 PFS k¥ 5(0.843)
2097 & o g+ 5 % #riE gk #rit T %4 REFLECT 5% ¢ PFS &2 0S %7 it

45/71



114CDR11094_YERVOY (HCC)

>

PN 7LUIJ:~O91JT'7~—-_-L>(°«F|‘ T e g ’%Q}E& Bﬂ\?}?k:}%’#EQ
SDSLEEEpE 5282 %) HCC ¥ 2 2% & 5 0.675 2 0.428[33] »
i &= /I?% 2 Standard Gamble = j# 3+ & & j* iﬁiFHCC—*FfL’z’* 7 = 0.54[34])
IR R AT HCA TR T e TP AR ARG O WA P R 2 BEF o /B
HEZw Ao FREPMFERR > 37 AU -

W
*m\t

(6) FAldn M BR 2 BN % A N3 B L & BT IR RN %A B Uk
a4 Eo AP R TT A REN T A ERTE - £ GT 5%
A TR R E 5 ﬁ“ﬁwﬁlm% HEA) 3
sorafenib 2_ {& 5 50%?3 ¥ % regorafenib ; XA 0 IR Y S H isk
ramucirumab 7= ¥ * 3t gorafenib j5F 4 pr2 {4 o

(7) MR REAITEEFA LA KR EAEPHER T T 24 R /r}%*rr'—‘&ﬁ}%

»T ¥ i K v 6| b % (proportional hazards, PH) 3% 2_ #4 » o s b Je 073 At
ly?»gﬁé‘/{ﬂ;ﬂ%‘w\; }%‘ 3T T LA T2 Ff,gﬁﬁ‘r_]%oil ’Fﬁ ;\

FEPory MRBEAI R AR R AT RAFL 2R BT IF‘T&*ﬂL
SRR T R A AR A TR BT R R R (R 2 R
,‘io

(: ) —-,El is .l‘ 'l"pj:‘l\:' g‘ﬁ =

32 1 & 44 CDA-AMC ~ PBAC 2 NICE 2 ¥ # 3% 4F 2 2 23k %
P TAARF RIS G F R R L AR 4 & PubMed Ap B ¢ o 1B
ﬁ*l_ﬁ%}é‘ﬁiﬁ’:ﬁrp?a»; y\l’}i¥i‘£ﬂal”3\'d\£_mkjm _L_r;co

K F2 Y
CDA-AME 22025 & 120 22

(4e&+)

PBAC (i#i) 025 E TR QN A2 o

NICE (& &) 22025 & 12 % 17 p 2k » A&EIFGIRE o

His %ﬁ:;}i;}igﬂ‘-f;’. SMC (@ # ) f)%‘;}i:}i’f—lp R0 22025 #1207 17
o 2l

o b EFRPHTEREL -
T3 ERE PubMed 405 & % -
EHRERELTA | EBRELASTREARM 2

1. CDA-AMC (4t £+ ) [16]

4v £ & CDA-AMC ** 2025 # 12 * 2% ipilimumab, nivolumab * % % *»
“,f B HCC 5 * 23= 4R £ [16] - CDA-AMC 238§ iF # 3 H » Ap M 23R %
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HpFedeni A4 0 203 L o CDA-AMC 3% 0 TKIs (4 sorafenib %

lenvatinib) & H i # 5 & & gdrd|® e & (4o & & durvalumab, tremelimumab

% & & atezolizumab, bevacizumab ) > ¥ ipilimumab, nivolumab £ 3 % > 40 § 2 T&
B oE o E ﬁ"’w\ffﬁi ARMBEL KRS B BV EEFREE 0 F ipilimumab,
nivolumab ¥ 4L 5 T AR5 pEH 2 - o

B AL RFRL- P L SR REERER R HRETR
nivolumab, ipimumab * ** & j% *» “ﬁt‘ B HCC s 4 2% doc® 247 - BT P 3%
#PF~PD 2z 7= 2 = Bl kil P T 10 £ A58 5

- «j ; ¥R e ¢ 4% sorafenib - lenvatinib ~ durvalumab, tremelimumab > %

atezolizumab, bevacizumab - J ?x %8> & - sorafenib ¥? lenvatinib 2_ 3 /54 4 &
##* CheckMate ODW @B ¥ B e FlE Fehda 5 ¥ Flax L B v i@ dy o
durvalumab, tremelimumab % atezolizumab, bevacizumab % i% i ¥ 5 V4 i 8 {7 &
B o ok ¥ B X %} o ipilimumab, nivolumab 3! * CheckMate 9DW 35 2. F %
FERET O RL LA E S W R PIEK E a1 2 PFSe & A Sl ~ F
BB BB SR ¥ TR 3 LF P2 R RE TR FEK
?}EJ:ZL kAT EE 2% 26 > PFac* @B p CheckMate 9DW 2. EQ-
SD-3L 4 45 » PD »c* &R %% # B NICE TAS51 47 4 2 3 5 258 » % 5%~ 2
B E 2 PR e

R eh4 47 % % B ¢ ipilimumab, nivolumab 4p $#.3% sorafenib % lenvatinib Fe
PF € 3 4r 5 A 2 QALYs > ICER f& 4 %] 5 112,133 4 %/QALY gained % 108,098
se B /QALY gained ; @ AP G & & BRdr40H 2 & > ipilimumab, nivolumab 7
L E gAY R4 QALYs ) £ F & A2 F G BE o R4 £+ CDA-AMC
o FlRRL BRIV RGERMNE EDEHZAAMFTETE R EFLATRFEBR
PFEENE o ¥ b > CDA-AMC 7™ & 57 > Flar £ R = A% o477 B 4diRAn
ZRBEFTA ERADM A FE TR G D r&c%*i W% A H ST
7 3=% - CDA-AMC ,ijfzx N AT o7 rde A2 BARRR AL 0 SR A AT

e Ipilimumab, nivolumab #p $#& 3t 2 & ¢ 5 ¥ & BEFr4 3 Ap % 22 L F AR T G
RMBFREDFRVRE G F U] &3 2 B R L RRGE
FOPH B3t ¢ FIH L E 0t g BRI & AR 5 B B T o

<

* Ipilimumab, nivolumab & #p ;5 F s % & 7 fE e fh 4k £ & 8P 3 e sxd@ Iy
I REVCRAITESRE A AT

o o PR APR OB E Ao I ipilimumab nivolumab > By FF # *
CheckMate 9DW Bk e @ "% Zphkfl » § 53 & 5@ 2 ¥R oK 0 BB

% # @ NICE TA551 48 £ % :® & lenvatinib * ™ A & £ % /5% 2. L8 HCC -
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% fp 5t #h 4815 6 PFS o wmgaﬁ%ﬁ%‘ﬂmﬂﬂﬁﬁiﬂf%EF%
A A iEa MG ipilimumab, nivolumab i A A > FE N EREE B

ipilimumab, nivolumab -

. Tmﬁﬁéﬁ%*#L%ﬁiﬂ:&%uammmumW$$w@wmﬁ
B FH (85% lenvatinib ~ 15% sorafenib ) 44 iz = —ﬂ:)%‘%ﬁ:% oo TS 7 X 7
B E AR o A o TRk B Rdp it 4 ”t"ﬂi A (5 95%
lenvatinib ~ 5% sorafenib ) % {# > ¥ FufF T AT 3 —*‘?;%I% TE T oA Ao
FI G2 NV B R R RS

2. PBAC (;&#)

BN PBAC 24 2 &2 AXApl 232 % 382 » ¢ 35 ! ipilimumab, nivolumab

# 3> TBCLC A 2 C # 2 ﬁ';;*wf HCC ;2025 # 7 7 gL 1 »[17] %

mlhmumab nivolumab # *tT 8t #p & #& 4 e % 78 if J& i (multi-indication)® ;2025
70290 EARAER 1 [18]

(1) 2025 & 77 ¢4

A. BCLCA I CHpz2 m >+ “/]E HCC:PBAC # 3% % 1 ipilimumab, nivolumab
Tl EfRAE P A UL #FH s E > F i 48 ) ipilimumab, nivolumab +* #
atezolizumab, bevacizumab 2 # i = & 4 47 (cost-minimisation analysis) & 5 ¥
izﬁiﬁ,ﬁuwﬁﬂ$%ﬁ§og&%$$¢ﬁﬂ’iiﬁ@%ﬁmﬁ
BmEE R :}3?5 Henfradpy 2ttt ST A4 R € (Economics Sub
Committee, ESC) RERPEYRKRZ T EHF P 2l 1T A SRR
HpRF o e Ft%%‘i Pipshe ht BT 4 4P o BB L 555*)? JUFF'*&T
R o LR T T ARG oL A WYt By F"* ¢ fcer TiogcE
- RAFEORIMP R HREFHRY VA MGEY S Ao

ﬁm gﬁﬁ@’% -%kw$ﬁ@%*w Iﬂ@f7me%h
SR A ARE R A RATICRE R AR BT 2 R P Y

P 597
T v
RRRY PHELF A S URERMIAL G A D R TR B A e

(2) 2025 & 9" ¢ %

B AT R T8 g RFE N2 E3K 0 A ipilimumab, nivolumab * >t 8t #p
bR Bl WA dal E’HMCj%ZMSE9Hﬂi$ﬁ’ﬁé&ﬁ@
i@ﬁﬁﬁpéu¢W@ KL=

4B 50 FlM a2k S i ipilimumab, nivolumab *

“HY ez A% HCCH AR
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Gl ﬁﬁ%&;ﬁi@&J“4’HMC?&\k§wpmxﬁﬁfﬁ
E % E‘*ﬁxliﬁﬁ’*fi’m’ﬁﬁkﬁfﬁ% b & LR Ja (retreatment ) s 4 £ SR
BRI E H 203 27 AN Rip ¥ HehF Lpao gttt PBAC &
FlErd IRt je i = & 19%6%13 i A Rt B A R AT T
FinRop A PR R AERLERERFEDN

3. NICE (#®&)

£12025# 127 26 p 439 % W NICE = FF 2k > &t 4
P 0 TR 2026 & 7 7 A H B MR II[19]

>\_.
W
hpas)
g
=
F_k
(7
0

4 B EFRPHEE G
(1) SMC (gRH: )

A2 2025 & 11 7 27 p 51k BiFEH SMC OB gzt A ES A%
Zip b2 %g}?ﬁiﬁ’r"wgﬁ 2 [20] -

9]

T ?ﬁiﬁifﬁfﬁ‘?éf%
(1) 03 = 2
AR H 30 F PubMed T F FALEZ 3 E WP 4T

1T 7 PICOS #aadbFisit » TripH 8 &4 AN ERITELHIFRET 2 A
%% (population) ~ 758 > 72 (intervention) ~ % »<¥t P8 5 (comparator ) ~ %% % | £
;fﬂ 1 (outcome) % F7 5 %3+ 2 2 (study design) » H 3% iF 2 1T hoT ¢

Population hepatocellular carcinoma

Intervention ipilimumab, nivolumab % 2 % — %5 %
Comparator &

Outcome #

cost-effectiveness analysis ~ cost-utility analysis ~

Study design cost-minimization analysis ~ cost-benefit analysis -

cost consequence analysis ~ cost studies

Ve A T

& e+ it 2. PICOS » # i PubMed ?}’%?‘#—'E 032025 & 12 7 1 p oo

2 ”hepatocellular carcinoma” ~ “ipilimumab” ~ “nivolumab” ~ “cost” & fa 5 B 4

49/71



114CDR11094_YERVOY (HCC)

e HIE o R R e o
Q) HoF

B22025# 127 19k AEFE A GRS A RARM 2 = Aok g 2 gk o
6. L*Fiz—‘kﬁlr_y Hi &g my T

B AR S A RAB 2 F A RE 2

= S AR REHBRE

(-) A i3

$4 2022 & B F e £ 0 AR BEE R AR RS B (ICD-
10:C22° % 3 fgw:;gp) £25 10,433 4 0 EdeY mdA B L T 6;&14% 72
Boo FRL G T0% e A ek s < R 0 T 4RG 90% ~ + Y
80% o ¥ ’*’rT]“*i”%”&?ﬁW”ﬁﬁﬁif*7R14"ﬁ“«ﬂjﬁﬁéw]
TS R kS g 1] o

(=) Mg

(1) EH 4w

23k F #1944 + ipilimumab, nivolumab (4T ff AL & & lm ) * T A 2
A f 22 o e R(HCC) ¥ = s iy %J‘fr} 5 A KT EQ026 3
2030 £) kil ¥ E A F - £ 480 A3 BT E TI0 A 0 E kg b
EREY % - F 1280 R AT T & I8T1 @A o %A B

durvalumab.tremelimumab - atezolizumab, bevacizumab > A 758 549 % - & 6.67 i

s

A3 %7 E 1088 A~ o it B BEZ HFAREP 4oid o
(1) T =

EE S EERENS R TR UL ) B RIS P S U TS R
CP N durvalumab,tremehmumab atezolizumab, bevacizumab -

(2) BHREFA I
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X 2018 & T 2022 & ;gpf;iwaﬁg;é HCC #7¢; 7 A ﬁz; wA#[1]
ﬂ TETHENGART & HCC AT A e % - & 8100 + 1 %7 & 8200

PR %F 2021 & 3 2022 & R F e £ BCLC AP B A C ot bAu
2117%~25.73% > % &% A 5 Z 8R4 0 A D RIF TR BRI~ b e
ReApeo & LA M FHGR Tho R 2 o B ERE R AL g L
# & ECOG = 2r 1 24 9 90% 8- Hft s A kT & p %3 L o & £ 2,000
A o

p)

- B FAE P RREE TR L Sk

A it B BCLCB | BCLC C By kiR
#l | miEEME BINAE Y 11.22% | 47.66% B % & AR[1]
i B 3RGs | B AR R o 40.34% | 24.90% B % & AR[1]
T A RT | hINIsR 4 BT 70% 90% Durvalumab 2% & 4 % [35]
" Zghets | e 40.3% 8.6% B s & 3R[1]
| LR ES 10.6% | 10.6% BIP e & & 2 r[36]
(B) *EFEEATHT EL I
EHREXRLAREEART E5 F 3% - & 24%3 57 & 35% > 3
A KT P EARGYE - £480 LA 3 5T & 710 4 o

f R AR PE Y 2. L,ﬁ&ﬂiﬁmijiﬁp%%ﬁﬁﬁp@MMHmw
Report, CSR) % #5851 % Heyh2 44 R Ak B CSR R P 5 B 8% o T 447
LW HHNE L EILE EMA 2 ¢ Eéétiéi‘a“‘ 151 % 2 A4p B BePR[37] 0 3%
#4245 CheckMate IDW 5 ¥ & Sl b 2 S H N2 o 2k F T = B 5
- HE T E At b GofCh - A FRRAZE 3 B X 59% A28 6 B

H 8 A452%... %) TR RG 24 B o FRGE Y RUPH L L K
Wb bty AR LS kAR T510.191 B2 > 2P 5 £ & nivolumab -
¥2033 A0 A AR L HISm Y 2 B AR S T35 2475 B0 (3.3%3/4) > A
nivolumab ¥ f;5 R p AF {02 10.191 3 2 a‘r"‘,f'a“ﬁ R E H SR 2475 B o
7716 B 7 a8 (dedk LN o

“?iﬁk)2m1&42m2&&&”k&ﬁ BT (C220) % 4 g 4 4 BCLC ) W 2 infy = 54 4 4
P27 LA 23 & ISR 2 IoRaER | 50T M N2 A it B DR S o & B R S
o ~ iR B B AR L o~ e BRI A RN A F Y RS B o

CEF R T RIER ) AT N A B RIS RE > IR EERE R
L HRE R S H RN e

Tet fihbkt >PLe ) ST inl 3 N2 Adiche T L Le8 B RN~ L s diap ~L9e @
e i o
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vi‘cjﬁiﬁ—Fﬁr%‘ﬁiﬂi}ﬁ“u— B2 AFHE Y g—/}\'ﬁ'{’jﬁ,fﬁ?&ﬁm;ﬁq;ﬁgg]’i{y
nivolumab ¥ ipilimumab > £ i& 5 3 iIﬁL = |;f LAY A PR AREE DR
}%‘ﬁ-‘ & L 265 N R g\ﬁ}i&%q% £ 12.80 B~
I%IEBIIRB~ ¢ 3 $7 2887 mA
nivolumab £ % - & 6.73 B~ %

ipilimumab 7 $- £ 606 >3
%7 F 9084~ o

(5) MPrREREY

B A2 PF B $R% 4 > atezolizumab, bevacizumab 2 durvalumab, tremelimumab 4
u] %% IMbravel50 :#5[38]% HIMALAYA :£5%[39]:7 PFS ¥ i=#c» % 7.5 6.8
B2 x 378 B2 o HY ’L%a«ﬁpaﬁu# B 4%y LF g 2L EAR
FREpE & A REARY A S 5 atezolizumab, bevacizumab ¥ 127 & & -
durvalumab, tremelimumab %) 87 & ~ » ¥4k L+ N o

BT FNA 0k S APM F R AR AR 2 [35] 0 K L atezolizumab

bevacizumab ¥* durvalumab, tremelimumab & 'Tik"‘ 27 b VI BERANSEES
/)é‘* 5 24%3 % 1 # R0 21%
0%% %7 £ ° 14% - i

FHE-E6I13mAIFT & 538
~ » m durvalumab, tremelimumab ¥ % - & 0 I %I E245 /T o

H ¥ i {2 > atezolizumab, bevacizumab # [} 53t %

@ durvalumab, tremelimumab *t % - & jg >

atezolizumab, bevacizumab A& B~ i\ e E B # %

T

R T T

. H S HE F1E | ok WA Y (&
SR ER (L R) N o S
(%) AQILEOIIFE I
Ipilimumab o F L 3mgkg(# 3iF) | 507§ 2475 | 1256 8
Wow A &M Imghkg (% 33%) | 544 | 2475 | 1354 | 2650 %
Nivolumab — ; o - »
$THGEY | 480 mg (K 4%) | 163§ | 7716 | 1260 §
Atezolizumab 1200 mg (&+ 3 & 1.1 g 75.6 §
gg ) 3 6.8 3 69
Bevacizumab 15 mg (= 3 i¥) 7.6 8 514 §
Durvalumaby 1500 mg (% 43%) | 1374 | 37 | 48TF |
Tremelimumab (% — #| & &) 300mg (%% 1=)| 38.04 1 38.0 A

tdurvalumab, tremelimumab * ;* %

durvalumab ¥ Jjiia % o

(6) Marg

]

HH

E

%% - B2 @ * durvalumab ¥ tremelimumab % % — & > {84 3

Rfpaidr B2 A2 LATH &R S > 2 atezolizumab, bevacizumab 7

j\r;gb;};%i‘a

durvalumab, tremelimumab #t #

PPNz E R

i A

’
Jﬂ»/Z‘

f%ﬁ)ﬁ HCC 2 % -

7 & 10.88 B~ o
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(7) #TRp B A7

EREPHEISTEED P FEERERAY  FHER LS F - £ 29%3
F:

“‘Iﬁ40%m RIS WA A - E IS8 RALFT #2138 B
AR E 5 - F8I4RAIFT & 252K~ AMBFEAKRITE - &
19%% %3 & 30% > A&FefEREFFML 5 £ 1012 @71 %7 & 16.03
B ABREEERL Y- ES520R L FT E924 B o
2. AL EAT

RiFEAEELE 5 ki REL »]’{gt;;:;ﬁg;jxa » & 7 ! atezolizumab,

bevacizumab -~ durvalumab, tremelimumab ~ sorafenib % lenvatinib ¥ = 38 o X m

A4F 2 4 B W% 4p 3! © #- atezolizumab, bevacizumab ~ durvalumab, tremelimumab
A TR T R ERRR O F RS LAKERIHIHL Y F R
N wgw’*w’%ﬁpwé’aﬁﬂ& AL ERHH GG
atezolizumab, bevacizumab -~ durvalumab, tremelimumab » & /& & = - JaiE ;i;—‘ﬁ P
BREFAE AR E LRI EEREF 23525 B A T ek
P 4efs o

(1) PHF%#HA K
RFEREFRDPRE > 2 AFLAFLT P

A TR BNeR ) TR SRARREE i E R TR RNk pERH
LR hic A2k o IR £ FARE ok o & B ARE k6
' ide m%JiﬁE’@ﬂé‘rﬁﬁbﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%J°*ﬂf%”
45 BCLC A B2 CH2 ¥ @ &L [itich LA D4 ot o)
w5 40.78%% 28.39% e

/ \“‘%
She
‘._, =

B. @A A e RARSRF ST L BP ¢ F L Y R[36] 0 Ao R LR
2 §- 3228 HCC s+ » 2 ¢ ¥ 10.6% %ﬁ@%iﬁ SHEA o o
ERFR AL ERF R AL BCLCB 2 C ot 0 27 5 10.6%* 5 &
&g%ié%ﬁﬁ’%ﬁ’&Hm%ﬁﬁfpiﬂ$—iiﬂ}EC%4%
fofp 2 By @ 22U BCLCB 2 Cops % 5 v 7 AR 3RE Tt £
2 BCLC A s * Aiml%4§%ﬁ@ﬁJﬁﬁbiﬁgﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁom
B0 RFE S bR R v pR(36] 0 MRt L2 BCLCB 2 C o 4 30t
%ié%ﬁﬁawwgﬁ,%&W%rﬁjﬁ; #BCLC A 5 4 % & jiw
et RS Ao ¥ E 90 4 (%X FF BCLC A g * i & &

g g ¥ éz}%t‘ 124 =% = #) HCC Bro HY 32 4 RERaES o K 25.8%[36] o

53/71



114CDR11094_YERVOY (HCC)

1,210 A [1] > £ 32 pieis 38 2 gy i 4 20t 615 7.6%"[36]) ° 3t - ~3F
LEFEG R A AT BT @A BKYF 320 4 o

Bl RFLERMGAKT ERPL AR FEELp L HOF E 2400
Ao ¥ hFTHAKE ifﬁ}’ﬁj,)f&)i~ ¢ Jc§* # & (atezolizumab, bevacizumab -
sorafenib % lenvatinib )2_ & & 5 =t * % A fo0 £ 344 2022 £ 3,200 4 T *F 1 2024
#2900 4ok H AR de 2 A 7\1 ﬁ:])% A AR E ATd B 2 2,400 A ApiTo
Mz Ao R R fRI PR TR F AA G2 P FoRE A B(F
#£ 2,000 £ ) B av F oME 2 g o

@ ERFFE- R

7

A, T ARPF R R w

BACEREN AL ZRAAPFER L H* CheckMate IDW 25 2 ra
BRI oE | > fAx 2EE 4251 % CSR iz T FEpEw 873 B4
M iy CSR P &% FRE T F2 A8t b4 fida s T30 FpEEE 5 10.19 B
oo AR dEE P NIERE RN 1:}}% AR EL R U T R
T iaE B F BT W}tﬁwz &ef Tk F R * IMbrave 2 HIMALAYA
2 TPFS ¥ =8k | (FLRAREF AR HE AT e o3y T BpEF T
Byt - T2 RPN E T ERFe PES 02 TTmEe? ik 3 kL8>
’fiié;i‘jﬁlé\;’uﬂg%}? * e ip J‘#ﬁﬁ’*iwd o AR IF - FFitAeiS o

(A) T» Zpri ¥ TPFS | 2 vt & ¢ CheckMate 9DW ~ IMbrave 2 HIMALAYA
FRBT LTS REFALFELLAREMX BT FrE FLEINAR
RERHRTPT TR RAFFHZHE LA RELBY | o BN
"PFS | T2 AT 2 15% ;5 = CheckMate 9DW Fgk ¥ » A F e & 2
v EEER 4P AAE T PES 1 drd L 4 0 s iE— %t ¥ L CheckMate
ODW #5kY FlinhipM 2 2 27 &2 L H 6]5 18% > F *° IMbrave
5% HIMALAYA #% 7 10%% 8.2%[40]; ¥ EMA 3F2 2. 4 v & 1787 »
CheckMate 9DW 35 ¥ § 4218 50%X 3 E B dpip o~ B2 p Tk &1,
2R .rﬂ“,’f DB E T (¥ 43%) 0 B a R is R &t (8 36%)[37] 0 @
FaB] » ] CheckMate 9DW iEgk ¥ 4718 &L #ic X ;éﬁ X 2 = ipilimumab %
nivolumab & &5 > Pt FRISFAHFF LE LA BB LRG0 E
mELED T* R | ey TPFS | ;5 [ 257 XA oA B &raf 4 &

bh 2 ¥ ’\'"[F?Ji“ 630 =% - I - # HCC }135 Ao HP A48 g A REE 0§ K 7.6%[36] °

i hedgiE 3 B2 h R #ivt B 59% o }E:;Ei"—%‘ B3k 41% (1-59%)«‘)?5 A BIR 3R s gy 41%-‘}?5 A ¥
RORRA R B Z 2B R EAZR OB A B b s 452% 5 B o @;i"‘ﬁ Rl B3R 13.8% (45.2%-
SOV 4 kW BB 6B o R AR o B TG A KT EATS B o

i 3% EMA 4F 4 > Checkmate 9DW #% # 3% % ipilimumab, nivolumab 5% >+ 5.84 % ? F 5182 i (ik
S8 ipilimumab, nivolumab % :Zéi—*ﬂ‘ 555%) 0 H¢ FEHFL A BEF 66 = ik 36% (76/182)
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o A E A L M40 HF R BRER T L TR o

(B) MT3oiE 8 1o fndie, 20 0 AT B BT IR G AT S &

£ kT 5 (long tail plateau) [40] P B N A TR I RAE A ehin g ok
FoowmgtdEimT o Tl Apgot U9 die) Lk PR 4 TR e
PR EREF[41] Fp o ASFLRE N TI3E | { ERAAKR AP
FIR DR PR A

Fo RELARG O ARELDEHPF AT AT ELR G NREFT LT
E@l& BOAE R AR A R AR R AR ¢ & 3t CheckMate 9DW E5%
PR VY B AR AR L For B B2 K ok E i AL A
@Fﬁﬂ’%irﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁ G ARPERY F K %5 TPFS T o | o AL
FOBRRFHETHEY AAE PFS TiE > AL 44 CheckMate 9DW ~
HIMALAYA » IMbrave ¥ # %% #7 = # ¢ PFS Kaplan-Meier & % > ] *
WebPlotDigitizer #t #8585~ L PR B3 B S » T RPEFRF UK 25 24 B2
4 ez PFS T3a@ s o L4 » ¥ L PFS T30E M E B> PFS ¢ =#c. ¥
TEH A I AL L LR TPFS ¥ 8| (FLAR R AT -

FL 4 o~ BIE N2 ST O H chPFS 22 % BRER 20

P PFS L33
#iE () ¢ TiaE L S TiaiE
Ipilimumab, nivolumab (# &% &) [42]
Nivolumab 8.73 [37]

— 9.1 11.64 4.7
Ipilimumab 2.27[37]
Atezolizumab, bevacizumab [38]
Atezolizumab 8.4

- 6.9 10.40 -

Bevacizumab 7

Durvalumab, tremelimumab [39]

Durvalumab

3.78 7.49 5.5 -
Tremelimumab
*WebPlotDigitizer # ¥ #5~ PFS & ¢ % p& ¥ 2L PFS 4 5 (5 » 4 5 < iP5 ¥ + *124  * 1 PFS T 35
o

ke g %% ipilimumab, nivolumab &> & 5 & & eI R EE ok 0 B 4 NE LR 3/4 B g AR
B2 2E 2>GrAE)E b ‘ﬁi P e 4R PSS R A R A G E K HE(de CVD) 0 RIBE L
¢ * ipilimumab, nivolumab[40] °

41 * WebPlotDigitizer #c %8 > #55~ PFSKM # R ¥ % & P 8h(41,0, ...,y % ¥ & PF Y 2L0 PFS
R S(t) » PFS T35ia 7 5 PFS & 8™ & # > 35 ¥ 2 ;%: Mean PFSo 24=Y 1 S(ti) *(ti—ti) » &
RETRZ 2472 -
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£ -~ atezolizumab, bevacizumab ¢ durvalumab, tremelimumab -

>\_

AEL S TE 8 4333 | HELEH

B
4 3F3eE g;ﬁ;‘;:@‘m/\%;g&, el — & 52338 > &0 gTin

R “%‘-‘*%“’ FEES AETRAERT 2 T RE G
N ¢ (4R

rEL LR L%;i;—*ﬁ
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"5 -k (ascites ) & 1= i YR
% % % (bilirubin ) <2 mg/dL 2 2 3mg/dL | >3 mg/dL
>3.5 g/dL 2.8 1 35 <2.8 g/dL
v #v (albumin) & - g
g/dL
#u f' R PR (prothrombin time ) <4 436 >6
£
INR <1.7 1.72 2.3 >2.3
“a i % (encephalopathy ) # 1% 2% 3% 4%
VAN S WL
AN A icd 1 & %% % (%) 2 # 55 F (%)
Class A ¥~ 7§ 247 526 100 85
Class B % ¥ # i 4 7319 80 60
ClassC &~ 7 2 = 10 3 15 45 35
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N Y T LSRR e I LSS SUITEN S

9.34.Sorafenib(4- Nexavar) -

2.0 Hp 3 F e RN A L

(5 155 8 3 £ 02 o5 0 4 3 £ fa #8750 & #5558 % Rez Child Pugh A
class % #p BJF—_ngé:)g.g\l A &_-k )y T f{; LT ;1] i it 2 -

I 77k 45 (ReB s & ’”’”4 T EE)E )

Osm g &P (ABEEPRPLPEFRAZRP: +#%5 -85 42 2)
NLS%E &%t FE52% /5% ( Transcatheter arterial chemo
embolization,T.A.C.E. E.) % E'{—‘ﬁ » TR é,—‘ﬁ*“ 12 B2 QN >=3 X H3INok 2

2 v
S [~ ©
ST AR

QFsEwFaaER* oA G2 3 B2 S 208 3 B
?%—ioﬁ%%%ﬁﬁ%%?ﬂ’%ﬁﬁwhq GRETY ST

G)F p 35S 4 4 -

(4)Sorafenib~ lenvatinib - atezolizumab & * bevacizumab -~ tremelimumab &
* durvalumab WHEE - LT > 2 F I o

9.37.Bevacizumab(4r Avastin) :
6.2 atezolizumab & * if * 3> AW @ * E > P MHILH Y B @ PN EE L
“/f TR E %o & & #8058 & Re2 Child-Pugh A class 8L SFim e R 0 B

Z % £ atezolizumab 2. 2 5.5 i How_ o

9.63.Lenvatinib(4- Lenvima) :

290 8P 3 P IR A L

(D H 2 w2 & s “f P iE & R IRSR B b IRis Kk 4 prz. Child-Pugh A
class B8 Hp ¥ im 22 fp & A &—ﬂ » TR AT AR Rz~

L3Feh g (R s o ”F#“* =)

ILxs g k)e (FABRPAPEFRSRR Z/FRE -85 AL )

NI %3 &%t §F#45H2% 5% (Transcatheter arterial chemo embolization,
TACEJ:%ﬁF ’%ﬁﬁa&gﬂqz@apuz3ﬁ%ﬁm;%igﬁ§o
QFsFEnFaaER* A G2 gAUI B ZRN 2 8F 3B F
F- X EFFITREBGTE & .fi. & Vg Ry o (109/1/1 ~ 114/6/1)
(3)Lenvatinib ~ sorafenib ~ atezolizumab & #* bevacizumab -~ tremelimumab & *
durvalumab & iF# - & > % 73 4% ; ® lenvatinib /o 4 pris » » F¢ i

regorafenib # ramucirumab o

9.69. 4. % & & B3| #| (4 atezolizumab ; nivolumab ; pembrolizumab ; avelumab ;
ipilimumab ; durvalumab ; tremelimumab %] #]) :
1.iﬁ%%@%%ﬁ?ﬁﬁ?iﬁ@ﬁ£%§ﬁﬁm’E%%?%Tﬂﬁﬁ:
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(1) =) ()

(B) I Wm0 T PER & T A ATF GEE

I .Child-Pugh A class 3+ %s g = £ é,—'ﬁ o

O.£5 5 TACE 12 B ¥ p>=3 =X B3N8k 4 Ei:—*ﬁ’ °
.o i@ *F5 " - RFLEF LA > FARECE - 2§

regorafenib ~ ramucirumab i - # * 5 ¥ /;«)%‘ X PTPER VI 4R oo (108/6/1 .
110/5/1)

IV. & & &7 V55 4 o

VA 109& 47 1 pHEFPRLY E SFmRp e Ve y -

9)—11) (%)

2.k A
;k .
K

(1) 2p "+l o g 3 — SR &

o

e HEP LR FRGEP o H LB ERNT AL

I .*2 atezolizumab ¥? bevacizumab & * - & ¥ durvalumab ¥# tremelimumab & * >
AL HRATREL 2O EKEZES SR —‘Lﬁ"f*f“f T I R TIET
k3R 5% % pr2. Child-Pugh A class 8t 8 3w 72 Jf = 4 é,—‘ﬁ s T AT AR 2
LR (BHRES ST R Bk )
.=~ m ? B (AR ERPLPERNBPE L/ ELEE%ST -SSR )

LEE g et F#5H0% 5% (Transcatheter arterial chemo embolization,
TA.CE.) 4 F'J:F] TR %—*‘*“ 12 1 2 pN>=3 =X B3R5/ 2 5 &k o

IR F 1T -

L%ﬁ%%?%ﬁ°

ol ads LRI E s
g1

FrEN L2 AR AR A 2RI EEP ZPARETRRD) -

IIL.sorafenib ~ lenvatinib ~ atezolizumab ¥ bevacizumab & * ~ durvalumab &7

tremelimumab & * W EFHE - L > 2 F 3 F o

IV.atezolizumab £ bevacizumab & * # durvalumab ¥ tremelimumab & * 55 %

%

prts o 2 @Y i€ * regorafenib £ ramucirumab °

2) — () (%)
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2. i@ *gEiE o

(D~ L km 245 (ECOG=1) »

(2) o b 2o BRI E AT AR

INYHA(the New York Heart Association) Functional Class I 2 11

II.GOT<60U/L 2 GPT<60U/L > * T-bilirubin<l.5mg/dL (8t 8 +m*e Jg 11 % P&
R TR

HLF5 4 0 (B3P Fm s s 4 7 A5 2 6% ) (109/4/1 ~ 112/10/1)

s BE b A % — R # 1 eGFR>30mL/min/1.73m2 * <60mL/min/1.73m2 e
fi.os ki b A % = M # 1 eGFR>30mL/min/1.73m2 -

i FR g bR el ie g (112/10/1) @ eGFR>30mL/min/1.73m2

iv.2 i Jg %] : Creatinine<l.5mg/dL ¥ eGFR>60mL/min/1.73m2 o

G)p 22 e x/% ipilimumab £ nivolumab & * > & |+ 94 5 4 8 b o
SR DR R 2 % S S ETE R FH (class IITIVD) 7 e ifl 2
PD-LI #REFHET &

TpY 3 pembrolizumab ?ga(ﬁsr;;Pg . | atezolizumab avelumab | Durvalumab

1?5 " i (Dako 22C3 &t Ventana g (Ventana (Ventana | (Ventana

- " * % *

VentanaSP263%*) SP263%) SP142) SP263*) | SP263%*)

o gp 3+

9% LA

Jn e g P

aw§4 . * o " FESA |

v 1p s | POTI rANELY KL (109 & 42 1| ~AERF AL %;‘Lfff* AERY AL
N [HIRER )/ P paERE AR | L o | R R

AN RS & s

Liee ¢ HiE )

Fr) T

o g

UL e o 4 ~E A A PEREHEL | AEEY | 2 FREERED

. d\ 7 7

% - & | P072 :ff‘;f@‘}f Bt (& B | (e

L3 YRS &TE bevacizumab ) | #*if &g | tremelimumab)

(¥ )
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oE [ Mz h ¥
Cochrane Library (3% p # 1 2025 # 11 * 27 p 1)
#l1 (unresectable):ti,ab,kw 8,222
#2 (metastatic):ti,ab,kw 38,531
#3 (hepatocellular carcinoma):ti,ab,kw 6,860
#4 (Ipilimumab):ti,ab,kw 2,180
#5 (nivolumab):ti,ab,kw 3,673
#6 (#1 OR #2) AND #3 AND #4 AND #5 19

NP S 7
PubMed (3% p # 2025 & 11 * 27 p &+ )
#1 "unresectable"[Title/Abstract] 28,456
#2 "metastatic"[Title/Abstract] 319,124
#3 "hepatocellular carcinoma"[Title/Abstract] 138,532
#4 "Ipilimumab"[Title/Abstract] 6,150
#5 "nivolumab"[Title/Abstract] 11,954
#6 (#1 OR #2) AND #3 AND #4 AND #5 34

KNP S 1
Embase (3% p # : 2025 & 11 » 27 p i)
#1 unresectable:ab,ti 54,849
#2 metastatic:ab,ti 535,659
#3 hepatocellular AND carcinoma:ab,ti 201,189
#4 ipilimumab:ab,ti 14,166
#5 nivolumab:ab,ti 27,308
#6 (#1 OR #2) AND #3 AND #4 AND #5 92

NP S 1
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KT S R Y R b

FHEE | A@e Y Mt b ¥

PubMed | 2025/12/17 | #1 | ipilimumab 6,875
#2 | nivolumab 12,906
#3 | hepatocellular carcinoma 171,872

#4 | (cost effectiveness analysis) OR (cost utility | 455,819
analysis) OR (cost benefit analysis) OR
(cost minimization analysis) OR (cost
analysis)

#5 | #1 AND #2 AND #3 AND #4 0
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AT AFLREMBP PR EEE R AT (Rl AES TS

% B L HEA T EHRE
PFS T 58 PFS ¢ i e Tl S
Ty AR 3R 2 - WP~ 5 PES ¢ ik
AEEtd P F-AHE (F- £ 24%3 51 £ 35%)
A s F A 562 % 822 4 562 1 822 4 483 4 3 706 *
£ | MEEE (A=A1A2) | 1639 3 23.97 & | 15.27 % 2234 R | 12.80 BT 1871
U3 Ipilimumab (A1) | 7.04 ® % 10.30 & | 8.54 % 1249 & | 6.06 %3 8.87 @
* Nivolumab (A2) | 9.34 %% 13.67 i | 6.73 %% 9.85 % | 6.73 %% 9.84 i
B [o® 2(B=C+D) | 11.86 %z 1493 & | 7.87 B% 976 & | 6.13 @z 7.83 &
(& A+B & (C)| 11.86 w % 1041 & | 7.87 % 691 & | 6.13 %% 538 @&
<) D+T e (D)] 0.00®% 452% | 000@Z 2857 | 0.00BL 245k

B 7485 (E=A-B)

453 % 9.04

740 @31 12.58 &

6.67 1 10.88 &

AEELD P H-BRE (F- £ 29%3 57T £ 40%)

S NES BT 679 * I 939 * 679 « I 939 « 584 + 1 807 *

£ | AR s a-alea2) | 19.80 B3 2739 & | 18.45 B3 25.53 & | 1548 1 21.39
A Ipilimumab (A1) | 851 &% 11.77 @ | 10.32 &% 1427 & | 8.13 3 11.25 f
# Nivolumab (A2) | 11.29 % 15.62 & | 8.14 % 1126 @ | 7.33 1 10.14
B[ % 5(B=CtD) | 14.16 1 1689 & | 938 % 11.02 & | 7.33 @1 887 &
(i A+B i (C) [ 13.84 % 1140 % | 9.8 3 7.56 @ | 7.15 X 5.89 i
e D+T & (D)| 03277 549 @ | 020 %% 346 @ | 017@m% 297 &

B 7485 (E=A-B)

564 @31 1051 &

9.07 &% 14.50 &

8.14 3 12.52 &

rREsP L F-KERG (- & 19%3 %7 & 30%)
Al S E A 445 ~ 1 704 + 445 ~ 1 704 ~ 382 4 1 605 %
£ kgl (A-Al+A2) | 1297 BT 2055 R | 12.09 @ 19.15 % | 10.12 B 16.03 &
& [ pilimumab (A1) | 558 I 883 R | 6.76 T 10.70 @ | 533 1 8.44
f Nivolumab (A2) | 7.40 g1 11.72 @& 533 3 844 i3 4.80 B % 7.60 &
& WP (B=C+D) | 939 &1 1297 & 6.23 1 8.49 @ 4851 6.79 R
(R A+B &= (C)| 9391 942 % 6.23 I 6251 485 %% 487 &
~) D+T & (D) | 0.00 2% 3.55 % 0.00 2 2.24 & 0.00 &% 1.92 &
IR 5 (E=A-B) 3.58 1 7.58 @& 586 B3 10.66 & | 526 @3 925
*A+B % =atezolizumab, bevacizumab; D+T % =durvalumab, tremelimumab;

ToT=time of treatment (* ¥ ")
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