C\ P B %ﬁe;%;;ﬁ%sﬂ s
. Center For Drug Evaluation
i# 3 4z (Pemazyre Tablets)
FRAHTRES
"EHR O 2ARRERGEHERT-FEREY ) THELR

LA Pemazyre = A pemigatinib
f?;i’;—’ﬁ cHUFBERIEUNGRF AP
BRNFVHESIR cHUFBERIEUNGRF AP
7 = RApA A b 45 F 5 9 F 5 135 F
IEWHFT E R | F R ARIE L PER LR RS FGFRz;%ﬁ@E‘
JE PV ﬁtr*?"“fm FROLEp B HE A R R o
RS H G | AREE R BB B E § FGFR2 @ £ &
Bk % FR AT ok o SO S A PR R
kit diEe | WE

(17 >
iE R AT o ZRMMELIZSEFR EPUIR- IR 142 0 &

FeET X FREHLP 2 o

s FHRLIGHE O EIAREMSNREZRL NI
ZRE P FLE R | ARBAFTATE
RELR|RTATE W kAL RTRTE
wELFdGad [ WMEFSS (F) EREHES
His e o B (7 » #5 &5 AR E P P AR

PR PR AR A R

BERP

-
e

|

.
\\\Xr
ol

5 Y RBLRFTAT

rRaEg X R B A FTATE K
& =
fefU i) « ATCA 81 % Ap $1% o

FEu

13
q_

R AR A G CEMF R PR S P i 5 08 SRR R
WERMEP R EDIRE L arE o 2 L ARTIIN aé‘:«ﬁ%#ﬂ? Lt NS
BARAFELEL f{ﬁﬁf@‘g%ﬁimﬁmﬂpéﬁp = BSR4 B 3% FIGHT-302 0 2
g Rl il RIS pemlgatlmb £ i§ gemcitabine, cisplatin * ** £ 5 FGFR2 £ #2 &
Ed Bk T -] f%'}l% 2 A% 2P A ARTRAET R ﬂfr;a,/z)j*ﬂ a0 7 i PTRA

FREE ST AL .

=
H
&

1/51


string.Med_want_cname1
string.RX
string.PrimaryDic
string.FactoryName
file://///km3-intranet/BTD/110/11/110BTD11012/string.FactoryName

110BTD11012_Pemazyre

:~1$§%Fﬁ?%3%iﬁﬁgﬁiﬁ%%:°

CAREPRoE X 2 (AR )
(- ) %= # ¥ &35 FIGHT-202

LRI~ SR~ ¢~ BN iF ¥ (open-label) ~ B EFiEEk 0 o fdF it
pemigatinib® >t L@ F # X FI O - ML ioR Y B2 I ER RS E L D
Fpork & 242 2% e 7 = fBoohort (X 146 4 ) £ ¥ cohort Afd & AR L W ¥V =Rl

Pr107i5 " & F % F sl » FGFR2fe £ & :a‘_:}ikm:)ﬁ,’\ ° iﬁé:},%csca‘ﬂ#%;icohortA
S FHOFEME BT SR o

CohortA:}?r,‘ AenE ST RS S50k 0 F s R H(61%) 0 T RS

R ) Ry
;w 10% » 98% 5 S5} “&4 Ay + 82% % HE A5 115 5 » 30%4% £ W = ML L ip
|
Cohort A Jb > % & cPB A F b 535.5% » H95% 12 97 % [ T 11 +o3
FIPR O e EERE 0 A B IS o
g B FREFFHT | aE 3R | FHIED
T A (ORR) (DOR)*® i+ #ic (PFS) ¥ i+ #ic (0S)*® =&
35.5% 7.50 " 6.91 * 175 1
(95% CI 26.5 to 45.4)

* OB R (AT AT R (LB Y 2790 7 )

© ¥ R AFE LR R B L K E60%); 64% k4 Iz st 2
TEF (U BR[12%] 5 ) 45% 5 A F 2 BeE A L E 0 9% 4
TR WA AT EE L R AR LSRN B2

“g?r”- AUTRAMAT 6 47 M7 T B4 F 5 42% (2 it E

% 2%) o AR T F4 % (subretinal fluid accumulation)id = 2. AR 4 34|

BE A FEA4% (- 2% g i)

=

(0) H @ fpFa

R F i B FE R R AT F 0 000 fpemigatinib * 3t & FGFR2f £
£ #5 4 #mFOLFOX ~ ¢ # irinotecan, capecitabine ¥ i § i5f * *t A -rFGFR2 % £
,rﬂiqﬁ;];% ARG B RIS e AR ?i-krp\ v A4 B AEEFET L (1) M
FrENFEHERENNF L2 {2 EHET AT Q AL RELLE T
LBM oA Ei;:u“‘ 2 U =8/ a?‘%%z FEFFGFR2% £ 535 » ® FIGHT-
20235 cohort A 4 F 98% 5 A& P& Ay o AP B W AT B ATIRE -

o~ %&)@v.mi‘i’ N «u]“}‘i;tg: #Bﬁ‘zg SRt %:QJ,; ° Fﬁﬂj‘d;iﬁéﬁ Pg,% If'f_piz%\
iéa’*ﬁ*““%ﬁlif%%ﬁﬂm CEEE S S L RSN
%3

g

(-)

EFRPTIRGF L BRI WRIRG IERR AR uEEE o0

2/51



110BTD11012_Pemazyre

2@ kRl EY > T M F R PR A h2 E S F(EER p ¥ R NICE) -

mk

C)BAEREEET B F s EEABENE BB SR ER o E
pemigatinib r;'ﬁ:},%i%lfn PR B AT B - LR R EEAED G SRR R
B SRR ORI ITF 2 g A AP RO RlITY ¢ THEY PR 2 M ERA
(45 & p 4 £+ CADTH) -
peeb s AR 2 %&Eﬁimﬂmﬂi@ﬁi%%r%élﬁ%ﬁﬁx&iﬁéJ
TEOEIARIIEY T 20p 2 > 2 EF-Ld I BRAMMRELHFLLL -
TRALE MRS ;‘ﬂi?eﬂZii:}ﬁs& %3 iiﬁé’z}éi;i—"“fii&;ei S if_:}}%&ﬁﬂ:fg?gﬂ, °
)StpE A Y G 3G R ARERLGH AT 2B AL APRA T ES @
AT I REE RN Y ] 'f—J??‘ RIBR R 2 FET o i 4 305 R T A5
?ﬁ]%%\“M#@ﬁ&%w&ﬂ@ﬁ%oEj%&ﬂiﬁwﬂﬁm&ﬁi
Bigsk TRt AE g ERPZHEF (doidp? 283 2 BEE AR
AR RE ) o
(Z)2 R AEREr TRk it oo B 4k gemcitabine (%2 5+%) > Gemzar )
el Bl BUp AGRE P Re R - TR GILE 0 R ] RREFET L
B o @4%£ﬂpm%@’@ﬂ%i%%é&?ﬁﬁo
)?&%4m§%4éfmi;$% e RGN E R 2 Rt TR
Plfempie PMmsE i G BFLFERT o B AL REEE 2 B AR
FRR TGS EEE RS o

() 1 o A 8P FATIS R i o B AR S 7 o
T~ ARF

(

Ji

(=) %&£~ CADTH> 2 B 110 # 12 * =2 ZF & ¥ %4 % £&R % i pemigatinibe
FePp R Fe 2 E R R A 83030 0 (M AT & M 18,300 ) /3R (4.5 mg ~ 9mg
% 13.5mg #i )»CADTH & % pemigatinib &2 £ & mFOLFOX, ASC #p +* 3 ICER
B % 261,226 4 ¥ /QALY gained » F "% B 95% & & = AIE o

() Z®NICE> xR 110 # 8 * &£ 544 » 305 pemigatinib A & f 1530
(End of life) f£38 7 5 B 4 & kot ¥ ehip piE 8 > FIL 2R A H o fup 42 0ot
S H9 5 EE 51136 A(QF 5% 19,100 %)/AE(13.5mg k) 0 7 Eaik

Y3 374k 0 m kPpE R dtde § #2 0 NICE d& % pemigatinib & & &
mFOLFOX, ASC #pt+t e ICER ER V™ M3t = A3z B E 50,000 &4 /QALY

gained °
RN F iy

() ERFREART &£ %%%@*‘&é¥—374iMI/ﬂ"ﬁ§£F
(FTEFMBEE) 95%- 21,800 2 %7 # 7,100F ~ » £ » NGS

3/51



110BTD11012_Pemazyre

BlE o RIEMBREENLS - F21008 257 £8200F ~ -
@)iﬂ%ﬁ*éﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ$i$ﬁﬁﬁﬁ*éﬁﬁ%%*%?%wﬁﬂ%
AT N T AR S O AL A K ANGS RIS 5 ¥ - E 25%% %

T &£ 85%F s 15 o

(2) AL PR EEF ‘}»'Em}?a*ﬁx/v\’f‘r %% > I 4cr FGFR2 g & &) ~ NGS &
BIFis e AZETRY AfE Y- -&26/\,1_371352/\’3 ﬁ’ﬁ’ (=
%%E’jﬁZ‘,ﬁv?—i) Ni%r-#6900F ~32 %7 & 137/~ FHnr NGS%@/?J
oo BEMHBAEENE Y - ﬁ7800§7’bi%3131.55f;%;uo

EEFESESGEIERE LATLHABB TR

T ¥ N @n1&4@@£8§@§ LREH G ER G B
ER B HE AP T TR ERELOVRIA o ML R4 AT
,gmﬁ%,ggéxw&gmawuz 116 # » s 22 ER @ * A #es ¥

TES4 A EREF (TEFHUBREE) 955 -£070R~T %

4
.h_‘
—_
[98)
O

e

o

= ¥
rRER 5 5
Bt | Pemazyre T

1 = 4&/7 | pemigatinib ; *4z_ 45 5.~ 9
£ e 135 F 5

A/ & % | 4z A 5 Aclar/PVC e 2% WS
(Blister Film) ¢ %

WHO/ATC | LO1IENO2
5

LFME | R 2 R E
v B e~ PR _‘}a FGFRZﬁﬁ@E\‘

ERE= R S hr*f“ér‘m)‘%,fl&rﬁ,
A f’i"ﬁ.?f%

g | e
‘e

P
S
%=

4/51


file://///km3-intranet/BTD/110/11/110BTD11012/string.RX
file://///km3-intranet/BTD/110/11/110BTD11012/string.PrimaryDic

110BTD11012_Pemazyre

R

i

PEEHE |EHRMEL 135 L Fp 0
HELEHE | JR- xR 14X 0 BF

BET X FREY 20

HFAH IR

i
Bt end b

TR &

i

5 R (G V)

LRV RGER

( head-to-head comparison )

EREVR
(indirect comparison )

FER RSB ART SRY Eh S DEL _
B Rk oo dp 51 & R g & —
w58 FF o ap —
S EEF AT SR RALIAATE PRS2 £ BRI B B B RS P2 R E
FRRUAEG DB RALIATIOE > R AIL S BT R RO P2 kg
%= ;'I_Q%Jﬁ:ﬁi#?féﬁgfﬁéi;{:fﬁééi
AR 110 # 12 2 24 - (»iE & % % (Draft Recommendation) °

=64 £)

Lig

Rk p

CADTH/pCODR
(v k=)
ol st 4

7 23R pemigatinib * At R A 4R R E > P BB S LR R
24 FGFR2 2 & &

EHABF L o w bFARBELFRF
 pemigatinib s sy 0 v E AR £ T B R
AR B EE R RENE 2 EE

g_—_;}gg N SR Kﬁ;‘ xS 2R ug, Hp g\:g,ﬁg EL_W;;.

frentp i -

PBAC (/&) IAF 110 & 12

P24 p 0 HAEARMTERARESE o

NICE (# &) AR 110 # 8 °

a2 0 2R E T pemigatinib B H P FF g

5/51




110BTD11012_Pemazyre

@F\ s H {EA A WE LB LR E”ﬁ FGFR2 f &
R INE R Kf g 2RI ﬁi%“%; - TSR

wﬁ’wmmww PR EERITH -

{;I"\:' E]

e ] pemigatinib A 2R F o FER oA AIEEAR £E
MFOLFOX)i& {7 8 4+t f » HApfhf sl § 2 mmafd > it &
Rg AR A RENT L3R5 2 R v 4 he

* Pemigatinib # & 2 G TRSEE > BEAR X Asck BIEL G 7
FEAM > BV A e NICERRG & F = A% g i Rp -

:x ¢ CADTH % Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies in Health 4c £ + % 5.2 FRA =R Wi

pCODR % pan-Canadian Oncology Drug Review *v £ % 5 & - & |o 3% 5 2 5% méﬁ’é, 3% 2010 &
* 22 L CADTH 0 g (F & > 2 & | §37 R ATBEY iRk B2 > 2o

PBAC % Pharmaceutical Benefits Advisory Committee % 5-% 4 3539 4 | € m‘ﬁ 8

NICE % National Institute for Health and Care Excellence B 7t B TR E & 4557 7 o mﬁﬁ

6/51




110BTD11012_Pemazyre

[g@ﬁﬁ]%%%ﬁ?%ﬁi

FLEBRL MR AFELLRY cFEPH TR
FLxApH: AF111 #1070 04 p

At AR ’&é%%‘¥§ﬁ$H%%

FA 0 rUEGE G U R TR F AR ok 1 A }%—,4‘&;3}_ c FRA
ﬁg%z@wwwﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%m”"%%??% g

%?%°%¢*—%$~zm\fﬁtﬁﬁwm?%%ﬁawwﬁ’H@;A
%5%‘39’%556%:‘ S (T RS ©) £ RTINS R B s

fﬂifﬁ#%%(”Tﬁ#m@%)wﬁmaﬁ%%%ﬁwd%@ﬁ
o p e EEE RS 42 B R R &R A T AGTE AR 2 '”‘Tﬁ;
ﬂ\gﬁ%)’ [ i%lfﬁ]ﬁ'—‘ﬁ%’igwﬁ/‘df&\% CE N EREREOE o
FEEHT AL A ?%M}‘fﬂ\*&w7 “ ;}:1@-]% Ak o

AL RERT LR FHPH TR ERH A FEETLTREF LA
Eko RIEAF LR RS R TR AR AL TR B2 E G A RS
BA G PN E ARG o § AL 2 R RO 1T AR AERE BT
BEPER A S RFRARL Rk A TS TR F T £ e 7
% o

- ~ A RieR R[]

%2 % (cholangiocarcinoma) ' F% = k F 4 » ¥ A& 5 P P24 g (intrahepatic)
% 3% ¢h e e (extrahepatic) » H ¢ o FCHIE G RX ¥ dn 5 9FF ] (perihilar) 2
B4 A (distal)® £5% o SFP R E R X LR RS T 10% 0 @ Fh PR Y
MWWﬂﬁ#i’%Wﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁwmim%uﬂ B hodk AL PR
o A EFE S R LB VUFRA RGOS A AT R RGETE 0 T29% 5 0T R
@’U3%a%i@éﬂ%’7&ﬁﬂH”@%@ﬂo@%2m13%im?m@
REEF SF 2018 E R E s F R[4 R Pep end 2 Bk Eics 1,059 =
S R S-F e sﬁ:ﬁvm@»i Bxfgs LI29 = by r B 2 Fﬂ@g\_[@;,ﬁg
B 2.89% o xR E F R AT 7 4 % (European Network for the Study of
Cholangiocarcinoma)* 2016 &% £ %2 7 [5] > F ML MR 7 b7 8B m”%fg
HFEAF AW HFLFEZ N0 AF 4T A P AL 354 ~mmRE 725 4

& 5 #p 444570 25 5 2 (extrahepatic biliary tract malignancies) € % 4 = *£ % Jf (gallbladder) ~ 5+
‘b #% ¥ Jg (extrahepatic duct) % & "’,3’. & (ampulla of Vater carcinoma) « A @ > iT & 1 L3 "E 3 g
(cholangiocarcinoma) '] 2 A B 2 e 0 T 0 K,/T‘, T R R R

7/51


string.Med_want_cname1

110BTD11012_Pemazyre

AECGTERL 1.6 A 2 FRL 217 4 oD

B FMe o rHEEEI0FAF 1E2 647 v @ 5EGESFS KT
73 20%[6]° "FNEEREF TS ESFFF L Aager F A, nE g
FA0OFAF T2 A7 AR o SR R R L e o b
= KA FAgg o EEE L0F A G a1 A~ 7]

SRR R AT SR ek I R R G Sk R 4
WO F IR E AR RIE R B AR R G R R E R 6 3 F i R
ARG ERAAMEFES AR S EE R @R R ek G
TR P L gatdy o &R A Y R A2] .

EERODELE NP ERA L PHE I RARALET RARE

Pl A A BRI E T e 0 EIEF A S - AR RR e
BUEREHEE LR HON R RE R g A T LR - BT TR ETR
(4= multidetector-row computerized tomography, MDCT)z" % # + #& (4 magnetic
resonance cholangiopancreatography, MRCP) > i/ #6i% ~ /| 2 X P42 R o fiE »
MR > e o Pl S PREE R A 55 A 797 B (percutaneous transhepatic
cholangiography, PTC) 2 5 p AR 4% 3% {7 |+ %2 ¢ # % /¥ (endoscopic retrograde
cholangiopancreatography, ERCP)# &7 3% » 4 8 P & 5 5 c%t e 0 Bilde
NARELE-F > PE SIS E[8] -

(e R Tixi—;n"f ¥R AR AR T ”']””"5“%’: ’}5??3‘
L% T 47 1 5 (resectability rate, 91% vs. 56% 0

i £ % ( bili 91% 56% & 50%)[9] ;
S MR S 20%3 50%: MR R R S 11%3 40%[10]

o S f
R R B
”%@iSﬁ?

95 2021 £ £ MR 7B 7 L% (National Comprehensive Cancer Network,
NCCN) & T A" 4p 51 [11] % 2016 & g "% ¥ % ¢ (European Society for
Medical Oncology, ESMO)*2 g Hdp 51 [12] » &4+ KR8t dp (&2 7 “T)l 5 B
Tt RRROEE R ARR o TIPS iE I heid

o ALK (& @ fluoropyrimidine)

e K& RagREicR CFPEE RS

o FEEHE (VR EE )

o PERE Ao (PFh vé;? )

© o RELR

DA Tk T AR 2 FAREHIGE 0 R R A BT H 24 BB S Y ¢ 1 2018 &
ABREE TG0 MR EES N0F e G B pnl RS 143
Ao - BREE LA REGL 194 S kg o EERaF A F G 47 4 o

¢ drde-90 Hezk st R ISR o

8/51



110BTD11012_Pemazyre

o f & £ ¥ 2 (best supportive care, BSC)

% & B8 NCCN 2 ESMO 3k eh2 & Piap E #4ois 4 o

ey i i 23R PR iR * 2 1k

£ 5 5-FU, oxaliplatin

e & & 5-FU, cisplatin (category 2B)

e £ H capecitabine, oxaliplatin

e £ ¥ capecitabine, cisplatin
(category 2B) NTRK z g & f

e £ 5 gemcitabine, oxaliplatin ¢ Entrectinib

e £ & gemcitabine, cisplatin, | ® Larotrectinib
nab- paclitaxel (category 2B) MSI-H/dMMRY

e £ gemcitabine, nab- | * Pembrolizumab
paclitaxel

e £ 5§ gemcitabine, capecitabine

e ¥ - # % v K% (5-FU -

capecitabine ¢ gemcitabine)®

b

£ i gemcitabine,
cisplatin (category 1)

Z AR
ELY R H s 223k Frorig it 2 a2 %
* Nivolumab (category 2B)
e £ £ lenvatinib,
pembrolizumab
NTRK 7 g &
* Entrectinib
* FOLFIRI (category 2B) ¢ Larotrectinib
* Regorafenib (category 2B) MSI-H/dMMR
FOLFOX o W |- AL 2 H s 223k | ¢ Pembrolizumab (7t ¥ 3t
(g o & o 2 W5 TMB-H)
it DARR AR ¢ Dostarlimab

FGFR2 g £ & & £
* Pemigatinib

* Infigratinib

IDH1 % %

¢ [vosidenib

4 4345 % & [13] » best supportive care (BSC)% active symptomatic control (ASC)4h ¥ 4p i1 2_ £ 4 ;
YLHE S e % b BSC/ ASC e e d PE5E 4p B 2 3 38 i (A P83 5100) ~ o A Mo 304 ~ B
R B ¥ [14] -

¢ &5 p ¥ AR E ECOG 3 2 4 chyp & o

" NTRK (neurotrophic tyrosine receptor kinase) » — £ NTRK # ] & (fusion) > ¢ ¥ 3% &5 3812
i £ TRK $o9 A 3 B4 S e B R 40 5 3 % Ko™ il {2 -

9 B Mtk 7 4221 (high microsatellite instability, MSI-H){ 4% fie i 48 4+ K5 (defective mismatch
repair, dAMMR)

h 2 NCCN z i3 > 3 #2016 # ESMO ip 5l P T RZRPAES SIS THRE AL
fluoropyrimidine % i o

9/51



110BTD11012_Pemazyre

BRAF-V600E % %

e £ £
trametinib

dabrafenib

5 2019 & p A gL Hi} ‘b 3+ & ¢ (Japanese Society of Hepato-Biliary-

Pancreatic Surgery) % = W2 "5if Jdp 51[15] 0 B Acis & o
[ SEE/ Tk i % E 3N
* £ & gemcitabine, cisplatin ABC-02 (phase 3) 1A
- HsR | * & ¥ gemcitabine, S-1° JCOGI1113 (phase 3) | 1A
e £ & gemcitabine, cisplatin, S-1 KHBO1401 (phase 3) | 1A
- s e Fluoropyrimidine-based therapy’ no phase 3 studyX 2C
* Pembrolizumab no phase 3 study 2C

FRL s IR

7

[+2

h

E

£ A

w4

LS PR F A S 448583 > 4 % 5 FGFRI

AR EE

¢ 1

#AFL P RIR

el

RS
I p&>TS-1(r PRm fluoropyrimidine) % -

tegafur ~ gimeracil % oteracil
v iE

K 3 #° ABC-06 385 5 2021 & 3 » pEg 4 » Tﬂt" ’

Eic R ERLF =P TRABRSLSSE > F iEp Y "ﬁ #2 B

PR s Pk S B2

L% 2 foocddh - T

R R

= Mg &
4 2019 % 4 e LSEY F7E)

L
v

R ARALE R AR RS SUSR TRA SR B
2016 ESMO 2 4p 31 & A2k i fii- SsR 7 B} &2 2
DAy PR Z T FD AT ABC-06 Rk %
# 3 7 ABC-06 #&[14]5% % 3 £ 1 >
TR 2 - MR EE

& % fluoropyrimidine >

v 2021

% 2021 # 7 NCCN 4p3l+ 4 » FOLFOX

+ ]+ % %% (fibroblast growth factor receptors, FGFR) & pe4¥ i
FGFR4 ; 4 ‘& ime 4

E
™

v ¥
i

H gemcitabine, cisplatin % pz

i ¥ R* ez Btk 5 ¢ F fluoropyrimidine #f 4~ o

' ABC-06 :#5% 5 % III #

TN

S - R RER) -

RSN

IFi > K{%if% vé‘g&

Irl L‘PLIF’%

Wrep (e 3 VB R MERORZ FR)B 4 0 - M 4§ # gemcitabine, cisplatin 4 pzié 0 = M E
H ASC FOLFOX AT H B ASC 2 2% % 21 B S E4ois -
E A ASC & (81 X) Z % ASC.FOLFOX = (81 *)
53?2 62 "
Eawen( mi) HR 0.69 (95% C10.50 & 0.97) ; p=0.031
B2EF B 2K - 42 @8
(S N i - 4 (5%)
& £ # ASC, FOLFOX _F_‘_’ﬁ b= s b i"%’“’ e m T
% > (12%) ~ & ¥ (11%) % & 24 (10%) o

10/51



110BTD11012_Pemazyre

F]+ (fibroblast growth factor, FGF) ¢ ¥ FGFR % & » # FGFR = 48 * » i&-

HE e T PEE T o 1 dmie 4 R B9 A fL [16] -

BPEH A ® CFGFR2 el Flgg & & & 42 B0 g 4 200 R 24 %510 1 15%
SREN RS R L G ATl s & ER[16]0 - L5 2 AFEF > FGFR2 § &7
T8 FGF gt T » f Fat TR Sad S me 2 B KA 2 M4 o A

EEE ST A

* % % % pemigatinib 3 fit bRl cfiE dr 4 A #5d 2 FGFRI 238 ¢ - 12

ST PR VRS 0 @ i D] R R g 4 2 0 o

AEFEENARBR IO TR BRSO ARLE LB ER LR

4 FGFR2 i £ 2 #M B G R R S A R R )
L?f;i«—ﬁ fﬁ{\ F—E?% = A @}_‘F”r}&#/r% N pﬁﬁna 7 FGFRZﬁﬁ@i
PN m*)’“ﬁ%mwmﬁh A5 12 IR ’?%-/%Joz%eaﬁfhé 135 %5 %
PriR—- = @FIR* 4% RFRETXH>FRIHIH2 X - FHFEX L
Ko EFABECSNMEZRL NG

[EAXBLEL G TR 22 F5]

EHE RS BRE RN FE LY v (WHO Collaborating Centre for
Drug Statistics Methodology)Zz. ATC/DDD Index % 7. [17]° » % % % pemigatinib 2
ATC ~ #i#% 2 TLOIENO2 ;> @ ATC 4 #g#% % 7 #% F 4 "LO1EN | (antineoplastic
agents/protein kinase inhibitors/fibroblast growth factor receptor (FGFR) tyrosine
kinase inhibitors)2. # # F A x5 33 H Y mixme AR I P HFVRER

BPRRE TR, L FET

Wit e mEP PRy (7 F - FR CFEMCBREFTELA)
BR18] 2 r2 g g ~ PR3 | 17 S 11}‘,,@);5?5% BEE > TP FTEMRL
e TER ek RET %FL&M, Rkt
o TN e g o ~ "3 | 2 ¥ 5 ¢ 45 gemcitabine ~ 538 Tedofuryl

>B\-
“'m‘\

IE iR ﬁ? * % % % pemigatinib *} -

\w_t

(%\ 4 & tegafur)% %38 Picibanil (= 4 % streptococcus pyrogene) ©

& . (gemcitabine ~ Tedofuryl % Picibanil) 4 33 ¥ & B %' F (i
=DE NN T AR Y R AN
g2 T 2NEE EGEF G HED 2 2 xﬁ%@ﬁm l‘f*ﬁ»ld(%ﬁ
B @) N E[19] 0 H ¢ gemcitabine ¥ i * 3t Tk £ ey “f : B, Hp 2

o
244
I
g
3\@ =@ 5 (3
Bl
-rs\

™ Erdafitinib (LOTENO1) B # %% 3% B8 2 4 Mk & 54 Fkif 2 A & 5 infigratinib (LOTEN03) 2§
Pt i g T At £ W FDA R © Pa® & kg 2 3 7 i o futibatinib
(LOIENO4) R & 35 ¥ if & ©

11/51



110BTD11012_Pemazyre

W 2B (7 P ”ﬁfg)}ﬁa B | 538 Tedofuryl & i %% i . 2_» &7 Picibanil
xs’xfx\l‘,}@r,« I—mul“}”ﬁﬁ”%j% r}wﬁ}\,uk_% E\,,u%ug_% J\B_t,,g?r s
FTRAEHL ELE

Kl SRV R AU o SREY SR LY B #ﬁﬁy Vi””""? 2o 2 MsF o 1RGP

H ¢t i¢ * (off-label use) mFOLFOX ~ FOLFIRI # & & gemcitabine, TS-1" > p = i

”}5 mFOLFOX £ 5 % = Tk i85k » R @ F] 5 % ELF B EG 5% & n ASC

ARG EY SR 09 B REMFEYEL 42 B 0 TN TR 50

B FMA RS o A 2 GARFT dup 4 0 4 8 # FOLFIRINOX i 775
}% °

FEVHAPEE ARG TR ONSR b INaL A B ;gpm;_j/.w
e & 45 gemcitabine % tegafur ; @ %% Tk e R ER 2 Rh L33 1
FHED>E M LK E 7 7 H @ * (off-label use) & # gemcitabine, TS-1 ~
mFOLFOX % FOLFIRI > %% A3 % 08 § 4piTiof s t2 B0 42§
B A T IR o

N e Y I G TR

I

P
ATC & 5575 \ 3|
b 5

=+

DA AP B B38| gRmFediEe
A |
~ G 0% L peierd A
LOLBCO5 R 2 ”’ﬁlﬁ pER FEI s 7“,% £ 0t Hp
_ %t | 38 mg/ml AR 2 B R(F
gemcitabine | B (7 TP EE) N "
&) PR R ) R
LO1BCO3 ;ﬂ'fL sz e (5 o~ | B B e
E k2 L C M T
Tegafur PEE RS % | B | 200 mg g f "
-+ K K
(Tedofuryl) | & % %) A
%
L01BC53 PR RROR AR 5 |20 25 AR R AR K
~25m
TS-1 Bk B e | & | 2 oot ] e

FEE R A |

L01BC02 e ) -
LR SR A SR | S| 50mg/ml | At R R
fluorouracil . e
ok 2 13 |
S
LO1XA03
L BRI R R 5 | 5 mg/ml AT e
oxaliplatin 0

" ER W - @i F - Fp LR * £ H gemcitabine, cisplatin = %5 £ # * £ ¥ gemcitabine, TS-
Lo 5 - it ® 4 gomelabine. TS:1 % £ 4 & 2 ot~ B i g iz%‘rw,% T
[ERE AR T ‘.\ftlm)% % & # gemcitabine, cisplatin 25T o Z RIS R T LK E E

gemcitabine, cisplatin ¢z % & # gemcitabine, TS-1 -
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ATC = 2574 N\ 2 s . d ¥R GEIRIR 4T 4N 1 T i

N AFFF R 4 7 E EFRIRLFSEGEE
pER

LOICEO02 , ] Lo s

iy <R YR RRR & | 20 mg/ml AT e

Irmotecan #

o RREREL (FERTARER)

*3F 4 3 & 2% CADTH/pCODR-~PBAC % NICE 2 %5 R RIRSL 2 2
RoH R BT HRF Jﬁ#”ﬁ*?%ﬁiﬁﬂ:'pw"«fﬁié‘
Cochrane/PubMed/Embase #p B < }J?v » B fEL R f&%?ﬁ«ﬁ’f—' SRR RE
AP wApMIEAAT 8% o

&k WP

CADTH/pCODR R 032021 & 11 7 2B & R R T 2021
(4e %) # 12 7 22123k & % (Draft Recommendation) °

PBAC () 32021 & 127 10 p 2k B | FAL o

NICE (& & ) 2021 & 8 % 2 o

P FmTa SMC (#t 7 ) pﬁ%#a}iir N - A

32022 F 20 A ELARL
Cochrane/PubMed/Embase &% & %
EREREZTH

i1 SMC % Scottish Medicines Consortium gt i #4~ & | § g h -
(- ) CADTH/pCODR (4 £ <) [20]

32021 & 12 7 10 p > * CADTH/pCODR 2 2B % | 4 » B4t 3
M pemigatinib ;> £ AJE 1 3 2021 & 12 7 22 hk % 4p B2 R % % (Draft

Recommendation) ; 4§ it *+ {5 o
1. ®iER

nEHBEEF L PR ER2 BT F A4 f § (pCODR Expert Review
CmmM%mHmyrrwpiﬁg)W$ﬁwﬁmm%mm?%$4ﬁ£ﬁiﬂ
WEES o R~ B FOGFR2fE & & £~ 3 7 £ jie7 ik chp 0aL I 2 A 12 0%
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2. HERLHEA

LR gk top A RERY BN BORHE S B ATARBLLFRT AR
B pemigatinib e gy > 17 @ 2 FEELE LF VS KR A HOYRRE s~ U
:}A l%’

m
EABENE A EST Y E

5

A - HIE ~ SR 5 ¢ w s BV i ¥ (open-label) ~ B BF 2% FIGHT-
202 - i $ 3550 BLE B 0 Aa A H B R RN AREREF
2 e Ry 3 T8 AR (7 AR ¥ s et 0 Fepemigatinib v 0% BB AR R TRk T E F AT T
B BB - DEBREL 0 BIFF Y At FOLFOXE (714 > K s
Fla pr 8 7 0 AR RFEF L EENR T F o g2 HEHE S
FGFR2 % 8 & #8714 i o

e

w
\*ﬁr

E4
kJ

Fom R 5 R o o R iE# ¢ $FFOLFOX ~ FOLFIRI ~ 5-FU - capecitabine 2 #.
i & % 2 (best supportive care) -

4 TERER
(1) FIGHT-202:%%

A AR ERESERET MY BRI EA 0% R
Pl e ek 2 FE 0 T RF B2 95% G 8 R BT PUALE15%1F
Al G REZPHE-

B. Cohort Asrps £ & 3 pemigatinib » F]pt - & % f#3E 0t 35 B % AT
R RRAT S RR PR TR DA AR R T R R
FGFR2% % £ 7 5 7F {5 2. B B2 o

(2) Birk

A AR GG RFREL TR RERT H U 2 E T AR TR

¢ ERERTA A RN -

B. 4 :5FGFR2XE ST © § IS FR B F Ao 2 50 20%: 5T 95 E
B A B %% - ABC-063#% i f FGFR2:/4F 2 » 7] » FIGHT-202%
ABC-064 i#3#% LFGFR2R %1 » B f ft hd B il g2 o

C. FIGHT-202;#% = 4 » " &  (cholangiocarcinoma):ip ABC-063# %
» *&3§ iy (biliary tract cancer) e + > & 4 *& 4 J(cholangiocarcinoma) ¢ »
W ¢ 7 &4 J(gallbladder cancer) 2 §: "% (ampullary cancer) - FIGHT-202:#
% :CONOM A Y » 98% W v sy > ABC-063#5k # » " "5 it b1
B 2 A42% (& H mFOLFOX, ASC) % 47% (ASC) » = 4+ £ £ & & & J%1" 2
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e € (weighting) ® {73k 2o
D. % f €335 fweightingefsk 2 ¢ » T @ p » 2 i HE B > FIPb > 3 355
SR O T FE R o

5 pABMERL

v

}?a&izﬁn‘ r‘%ﬁ;ﬁ F@lr}%,uth&fg’v"’;II#JJ%‘A@I%EO;&%»
e g s 4 7 FGFR2% %> 2 5 Ap ¥t 2 e o € Flot 322 it R B e e

ﬁ%ww@ %%em%mmm o BB AT R - e pERT R B AT S
i@mw P RA SRR TR A G A S A PR RITEY & T S A
A MERA -

(=) PBAC (;£)
22021 & 129 10p & @FAe
() NICE (#5)

32021 & 11 % 29 p >3 NICE 2 2> B 7 » 4&» M4E3 T pemigatinib |
£ AE 1 02021 # 8 1 24 ek kAp L3353 5] (technology appraisal
guidance) [21]

1. i

23k % pemigatinib A H b # %Fﬂp\ s EX AR > DB B
B~ B E 5 FGFR2 p & & £ ¢ i ey “K%ﬁp A R S ch
- e ERERF EAREF F2R (commerc1al arrangement)#% & % i $74c o

2. FEZMA

(1) P TRk b gt Y G2 Ffi LB - R EPELLREE  HFL
¥ Riak 2 N L4 (symptom control) & & K #2241 £ B modified
FOLFOXP -

(2) B22R P % pemigatinib e ZEH{FT Y P X KRB K L2 o 2 SN TE A
oo R oo d YRR A BB g o T SR R F ehdp 5
i o F o e RO AR AT AR L o

° & 3 Cholangiocarcinoma Foundation (CCF) ~ Canadian Liver Foundation (CLF)% Canadian
Organization for Rare Disorders (CORD) -
P pis 2 & ¢ 32 folinic acid ~ 5-FU 4v oxaliplatin »
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R N N

3) Pemigatinib i+ &4 d T iE% (end-of-life criteria)
E - HARIRG B o

Be 7
FEF 2mEs > Ra o NICE 33 % pemigatinib 17 4t %
3%k rﬂ# FIp o

w
o

>
Y e

4 Tk B R .E.’FL iﬁgpﬁ,&&i’émﬁawamﬁvﬂ&# #](active
symptom control, ASC)&* & & ASC, modified FOLFOX -

4. TR&E

(1) MEFERIZLFFE %p—m‘ww Wi\ﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬂﬁﬁmnﬁﬁ’#
Mo Bt # %Y 0 B F ocohortA s AR & F FGFR2 f & & CE P A R
= A PR %hqﬁ%ﬂmA%ﬁm$%.$$mrﬁﬁ%@Tﬁ
Eit3ad? 8z 69 B  FHGEAYY 2 ks 211 B S REF Y&

AT R BB R T AR fs SRR - EFR% R ER
e BT E R O o B 4R F B Y B R s AR &'ﬁfl A
B b O LR E RSP HR T L 0 FI 0 R R EG T E £
e BRI AT Y o

(2) #¥%:"% | & (Evidence Review Group, ERG)3# 3% - cohort A 5 98% S A
RAFNFEE R e bR RFT Rl F AP EE L TRA R RSLE )
Y 0 G A0% BTN RS R s R@ 0 &3R5 2 FGFR2 g & &
Ephg (0 RTASTR RS )0 @ A R S O BT B R
W)E TS S o Fpt 0 £ B €305 cohort A HiE & T EFE o

(B) LR €wni P wbif & rut BTy 5 ABC-06 3% > s #% i =8 - F
N TE SRR EGR AT R EEE gemcitablne, cisplatin 7 &
b2 Aty S EH LR R Rom 4 0 v RE B ASC & £ B ASC, modified
FOLFOX 2 7% = % fi ¢ #u5 FIGHT-202 £ ABC-06 #% o 4 %R 47
# Ip o ABC-06 5% + £ % £ F FGFR2 dfimigh - @ % - % | §3R
P o RS 3R B AT FGFR2 R % 40 2L 500 5 75 2 B F TR R )5 0 7]
oo £ B €335 P FGFR2 %%‘ﬁ’},% ARSIy AR FE R o

(4) R #%& B2 B 3t 87 1 5 unanchored matching adjusted e 3% 2 > £ £
= fU% BF 27w 0] (logistic regression) 7 & 4 2 # » 4 #c (propensity
score) P TE 5 A @R op A R F1F (prognostic factors) 7 T fiF2 fe ik 5

B B AR 3 5% A > pemigatinib Ap >t H b ASC & & @ ASC, modified
FOLFOX 7 # itz p '+t 5 fm B it 3584 > pemigatinib 4p 3 & &
ASC, modified FOLFOX 7 3 $ix i€ 2 /& *& v (5 fb ASC & 4 38 T ) o ™

Gl BnE P E AT ik A M > FlE > gt %3t (matching adjusted indirect

-

comparison) s 7 4% fie ¥ <087 7 *% ¥ (mismatched study population) ® & {7
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g bl BRHLL
¥ Ae

(4 FGFR2 R &2 F 2 "2 Rpdf 3] ¥) - 71 > &
=4 bR T 0 R

T oo R R R % BT pemigatinib Ap #T %
g R AR A A

AREE DML > B T A RE 7 matching adjusted s Ee v 0 R a0 By
FREFALAFRPAPEE 2T RIS Ak 2 AR E 7 L AR
Flt o A R R BRZIIHET 2EEE T EHEE S 2L S Aok b
PR BT R -

A

(5)

1«{;_* =N

T s

(1) 2R €325 pemlgatlmb PN FRILE>LPES L R E 5 FGFR2
FRER AT IR, R B ER R/ E A R by
£ 2.4 HTR R o

() 8% T

LoHs Fpf i e

(1) SMC (gt )
R 0 FEFAT 2022 £ 2 1 2T RAFL

2. RAFTAEARM 2 g

(1) #5332
~ 3R 4 * 3040 F Cochrane/PubMed/Embase T + FALE 2. = j2 3 4o ¢
"1 5] PICOS s ¥0F G512 Tio&F 3 & A ERATHELHIEET 254

¥ (population ) ~ ;5% = ;* (intervention ) ~ > ¥ P& & ( comparator ) ~ f ><ip| £
ip % (outcome) % #7 3 K 3+ > 2 (study design) > B 30F if i FIL 4T ©

K NP

FARRE 2P EF IR BB L FGFR2 /@
Population
ERER S AT Ik g 3B A A 1

F R

Intervention pemigatinib
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4

b
~3

Comparator A

Outcome A%

SES R AR (0 R S TRA RS i e
Study design

%?@%%g&ﬁ

i pe + it 2. PICOS - i% 1% Cochrane/PubMed/Embase % < )gkpﬁﬁ—'ﬁ » 52021

-~

# 12 % 7 p ik > 12 (pemigatinib ) % (cholangiocarcinoma)dfa z M 45 & (730 %F »
H0F Lo 5 L es— o

Q) F L%
[ & PubMed % F chitn& i % ]

fdbr P EMAET 0 A4 T TR S DA R R
AEEL E R | LR HREE%KTAGR ) FIGHT-202 3#5%) -

[ & Embase 7 i x 2 5% )

BAEr PHMAET S AR 139 L e QEE AR FRRA G
IR S E R ) S ,/E;rp FIGHT-202 #5)% 1 £ Bt >

R & -
[ % Cochrane Library % F cf & 2 % ]

e e F#f’aﬂgiﬂ"}-‘l*m‘iﬁp‘}«—t» A 18 ) il EA A %\aiﬁiﬁp%w’#\ﬁ =
L it 2 };Jcr

[ & Google % 7 stz & % ]

% #° CADTH =744 ¢ > 3 & % 5472 FIGHT-202 :#5% %% » F* 0 #F

*t & Google #B30# 518 > A4 45| 1 & FIGHT-202 385 2 %% L ATF 4L -

AHTIFREPY oo gn oy 0XFR A 93
& p - I8 Tk :Rsk TFIGHT-202 #5% > ¥ 1 £ 5 e P R R o G o
Fiv oy i FREF P HEREREL FwT B BT #BP\»’" » F

9 Cholangiocarcinoma k423 ¥ ¢ Z T 7| & F ! bile duct neoplasms % biliary tract neoplasms °
FHY RIS 2 II;JTE i (79 5% FIGHT-302 » 385 5 v fie— 3 & * pemigatinib & &
% gemcitabine, cisplatin ** FGFR2 £ # 2 72 ¥ *» “T A Fﬁ“/}%
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FEhd R TN (T R R B FAR22]

é_9 & FIGHT-202 s#5%Ap b = e > 9 18452+ §(23] ## 8
TS E R AN A D A B G 2 £ FIGHT-202 #F # 4 & 47 £ [24,25]

1 £473 FGFR2 & £ & L F](rearrangement partners) ¥+t §/ & % 0 58
[26] ~2 £ 4 %] £ 2020 £ 1 * & F %3 "t ¢ [27]% 2021 £ 6 0 R
”?f? B ¢ 2% i R 73 ¢ [28]% £ <7 FIGHT-202 ¥ (& 4 47 (post hoc analysis) » 4
17 % 7 FGFR2 £ 5 4 BRERERY B2 g Ei 3 AP FF 1 4 FIGHT-202
BB 3%[29]01 £¢ WA 2 =2 3%H A~ 7[30]% 1“}%’\:‘.« R E A
#7[31] »

[ %4 %t P :85% FIGHT-202])
1T 3 B L FIGHT-202 385

A BEAATH

“‘(L

T
A

Z_

FHADERLELI - A2 IRE B2 B RaLdp
i g R o~ 0 7% fp pemigatinib ** FGFR2 Zl.._\r‘]ﬁﬂ &g
Rk & oo
Ede S I8 ~ 5/ ~ 59 ~ B2z (7% (open-label) ~ ¥ AFixz
o g —;y}ﬁgﬁlgﬁup
HE N e § P g /A A7 ?'E7K,$—ip%j§7}§,” €
B-H LRI Tz Y 2 - B
(@) CohortA : & 7¢ & 4 2% % (FoundationOne")Fx:id &
FGFRzﬁwzhgi#
Cohort B : # # FGF/FGFR # %

() Cohort C (*2% B) : FGF/FGFR % %4 1+
« ¥ plE A (% RECIST % 1.1 3 % &)
e 2% FGF/FGFR # Flik i 2. % 4
e B3 ANERIXEIC-RN2EPIRT ETZ BE
* ECOGH#iKkisifics 0224
o FEHE AL L I123F

Hp

o E'

g

&

=
A
=
v

—~~

=

N

1. Ly 3% i # 1% FGFR #r4]#

LR F R AT RS e P BRI RS TS

e i s g IR (T SR AT T BN g stk A B vk /s AT i
iE k) e

3. EpFE FEL Tk B F 2. & AR R ¥

4, LR F - BREHRELFDO 14 XA S BERDYQN A
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CYP3A4 |32 £ & (1 * ketoconazole *% *F)
H

B. s
N A. FGFR2 & C. #32%%® | A FGF &'
WA FGF/FGFR ‘&
(107 %) (20 *) (18 ) (1)

i&dptk | EBF T 0 F 444 Cohort A (FGFR2 )[ b= % 4 ]
e Cohort B ~ Cohort C 2 FH =3 L s K5
N ‘? P ¥ (duration of response)

%240 * A Jp4adlv bi(proportion of disease control)
e & & i 33 % ¥ (progression-free survival, PFS)
* AR 3% PP (overall survival, OS)
s F>ME
o FruR % FGF/FGFR J L G Y w P S /s 1 VX E

- Al pemigatinib 2. ¥ (£ 145 A )P 247 F 2R KA1
3 " $% 6 - A pemigatinib 2. ¥ ¢ 2 47(¢ § A+ FGF &>
X146 4 ) -

© AR AT EERVHT G R éff‘%i P E o A TR B
60 A R R HIE R LTI e 2 A R
AT L - R

BT e AREBE FF T 95%:s S @ 95%i i R T AT

YOIS%ERE T (15% R RF 5 5 TR T X R
24 pRBo TR ) G RER Bk 33%E BLF s E 2T St
RORHN 30 100 g A0 A E R IR .

e 4 4tH 8 FGF/FGFR 2 #2215 R &> iR 30%: %’»ﬁ
FRFGFEET  FHr~3" 20 w/?s&u 80% s & % %,
Hed I 4Bt EFF ke

 RAFEHEP A E G EF A o

gy | TETHIE RRBARD B E R L R 6 R R

s | o EHIL ARG A LRV RE DR

85 lif}rﬁ* ) Iéﬁxwf}fﬁ‘&@ 146 i -

f AR AR FE L Ron AT

T ETRE SR R

1 protocol amendment : #f *h 3 > 2 85 iy A F G A ¢ K iF FoundationOne 4F 2 2t X if

Clinical Laboratory Improvement Amendment (CLIA):%3 2. F % % o33 FGF/FGFR & & -
B. X#@FE%¥

(@) 20174 17 £ 20194 3 7 Jp R > £ 4~ 146 s 8% 0 19 107 % 38
+ % FGFR2 g & & £ #(Cohort A) » 20 i 3%% 5 # # FGF/FGFR % %
(Cohort B) » 18 =% #% % & FGF/FGFR % % (Cohort C) » = i % %
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(d)

110BTD11012_Pemazyre

pemigatinib #7755 o

2 E R A B ILR B B RR 0L IR T A

Ed#7 2% Cohort A # 5 # 4 » ## ¢ =8 i 56 & > 4p >t Cohort

B % 63 % % CohortC % 65 pk

I, %] : Cohort A - 422 5(61%) @ H @ 2Rl 19 R 5 o

Il Cohort A £ 4 $ 1t 657 ECOG 2 4 7 4 #(5%) » 4p #*> Cohort B
15%% Cohort C 3 17% °

IV. Cohort A £ F B bt bl “&5 fhrs 4 (98%) » 49430 15 3 & 01 65%
2 61% -

V., His :}Z‘aflﬁi#ﬂi&éiﬁr% i 4T

Bo146 mRFEEY R RHKELF L 2L F LA L H

gemcitabine, cisplatin # % > £ 3 68 =(47%) > H# =x : & i gemcitabine,

oxaliplatin > + 10 *(7%) > FOLFOX % 9 (6%)

d 27 ehlg % ¥ uavig ¥ A 2 FGFR2 £ £ & 2 LA W B FE R RS

FBF 152% Bt T4% 0 T 4 2.1% e

L N IR RO

Cohort A Cohort B Cohort C
(107 *) (20 *) (18 4)
e
b A 79 (74%) 9 (45%) 15 (83%)
I A 11 (10%) 11 (55%) 0
PR 7 (7%) 0 1 (6%)
B R
3 88 (82%) 20 (100%) 16 (89%)
# 16 (15%) 0 2 (11%)
E IR TR e PP
1 65 (61%) 12 (60%) 12 (67%)
2 29 (27%) 7 (35%) 2 (11%)
=3 13 (12%) 1 (5%) 4 (22%)
= 38 (36%) 6 (30%) 4 (22%)
AT B SRy 28 (26%) 3 (15%) 5 (28%)
EE R R
AR 105 (98%) 13 (65%) 11 (11%)
Sk 1 (1%) 4 (20%) 7 (39%)
N 1 (1%)° 3 (15%)' 0
FATRB L EFRL FEREL  Ae 0 BHEREE SR EE R -
T2 AER R 1 R E
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% 7 ~ FIGHT-202 :#5% FGFR2 & £ 6] & B A # S

vk, %
% W%  FGFR2+n N kS %
27k i 74 1206 6.1
iR iR 21 138 15.2 15.2
i+ B 10 107 9.4
e 7 81 8.6
R 5 61 8.2
R ] pE 4 50 8 7
EYT 13 171 7.6
& 517 3 99 3.0
% R 2 32 6.2
r1d 7 1 25 4.0
Hu s g e 1 44 23 22
it 7 5 283 1.8
P& 2 115 1.7

C. Rrct%(@FHprr8 /R 12019 # 37 22p)

(@) &gk
. AR BT =8k 178 B ? P> Cohort A Sl % A eniir
B 5 35.5% (95% C126.5 3 45.4) -
1 SR LA 35 ¢ sk dods 60 s 4 2 BRLF s 5 35%(95%CI23.1 3
48.4); #5413 B L B37% 4e » CohortA 2 47 iy 4 2 BRF %
% 36.2% (95% C122.7 % 51.5) -
(0) = & ey i
l.  #& Cohort A ¢ 2 103 =73 A {52 %+ | | & #icyi(post-baseline
measurement) ® > % 88% g 4 25 Mol 2 Rk o A% e
Il AF BREFHPFF > @ (duration of response, DoR) » Cohort A 2_ DoR *# i+
B TS5 B0 (5T D 145 B 1) 1 37%: 0 4 i B F A 1 &
Cohort B 2 Cohort C Fl& £ 7 & @—‘ﬂk s F o P ey o

S AE% i kp FIGHT-202 325 > #4418 {7 FGFR2 prescreen mi&}ﬁi A Hc 1206 38 7 AT 0
1835 1206 =& o~ 61 = L 4c b ka5 FGFR2report 185 i > & & B s & 0 » 146
=0 %8 £ %4 F42[32] 0 Supplementary table S1 -
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[1l. CohortB %2 CohortC ¥ » @& = > % f#
KO

T\4

K/ﬁ\%ﬁ ],‘3‘3 Ao Hos g(;bi}‘ﬁ;l

Y Tt

Cohort A Cohort B Cohort C
(107 *) (20 4) (18 *)
BEEMF R
% >%f2 (CR) 3 (2.8%) 0 0
;W™a % f2 (PR) 35 (32.7%) 0 0
&£ LA B (SD) 50 (46.7%) 8 (40%) 4 (22.2%)
B RitE (PD) 16 (14.9%) 7 (35%) 11 (61.1%)
4 ] =
Bl o) 82% (74 2 89) | 40% (19 % 64) | 22% (6 = 48)
AL EEDY 8(P) | 69(62396) | 21(1.2%49) | 1.7(1.3 % 1.8)
BHnels m(t) 211" 6T@LE 031 65
10.6)

* Disease control : complete response + partial response + stable disease

T*&%éﬁ%ﬁ%’ﬁpn%m4*«’ﬂ“$ﬁ%%$%oa&ﬁ1&ﬁ§wﬁﬁamo&
4% 7 p)> Cohort A eiif BipF R » =83 27.9 B ? » @ Cohort A e 58 ¢ =8ici 17.5
B2 (95%CI144 3 229) > EEF &S 5 37% (95% CI27.9 1 46.9) [29]

(©) ZBEF BF =X %% 4 $7(Cohort A)

| AEREEASIY P ER-RLEE 0 ¢ ARG EE X FGFR2 A
FERPTBEE > LA RFHESE -
FAEENE S N T Y TS s
n/N % (95% CT)
Y
7 13/42 31(17.62 2 47.09)
25/65 38.5(26.65 & 51.36)
8%
5 A 27/79 34.2(23.87 % 45.71)
I o A 4/11 36.4(10.93 & 69.21)
H i 717 412 (18.44 % 67.08)
ECOG
0 22/45 48.9 (33.70 T 64.23)
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/N % (95% CI)
182 16/62 25.8 (15.53 = 38.50)
A5 PR
7 29/88 33(23.3 & 43.79)
= 8/16 50 (24.65 & 75.35)
ERTIE N Y EPNY. S
1 24/65 36.9 (25.28 % 49.80)
2 10/29 34.5(17.94 = 54.33)
>3 4/13 30.8 (9.09 & 61.43)
FGFR2 # # 3 Ffd 4
BICC1 10/31 32.3(16.68 = 51.37)
Hu 28/76 36.8 (26.06 % 48.69)

D. 7m A @ 4F %% (5 R4 2021 & 2 FTRADHEFS 62

it 7 EE[31])

VSRR 6

(@ HEB%5i-ReMHFh o FRILSWMNEEFL E ok 2% (European
Organization for the Research and Treatment of Cancer, EORTC)* 1% & 14 /&
s F s % (Quality of Life Questionnaire Core-30, QLQ-C30) % *%:¢ Jg R
% (QLQ-BIL21)Y -
b) %2R APELRE 16 FF 22 EEFRE o iy > o
(emotlonal functlomng)’CR/PR 2 SD e A & 7 AR g E (2.2 2 -0.6)
o PD s A Bl E (-11.7) & & ¢ 7 i (role functioning) * A+ € 7 it (social
functlomng)'5 HoATE X CEE Y RIRE Mgk A5 (4,-12,-20)% (5.9,

-11.1,-6.7) °
@)F%ﬁ%W%tJ%ﬁ%Q»CRmR\m)aPnawﬁuﬁﬂ,&iss),gﬁ@
A A b H(-2.9,-54,83); @ = B EF AL AR M R (FH A F T

H4e o A u]£(19,13.9,6.7) -
E. % 2%

@ HFL2@liv* 5 FRRLE > &G 60%:up 4 IR E BRR L g A P

VRA R AR EETERLE AR RN REAL B IR EFRF L FRTERFEA
(European Organization for Research and Treatment of Cancer QLQ- Core 30, EORTC QLQ-C30) -
£ 308 VAL ISBARE S AR A SBHAAEE 3B BRAREERR/A &5
T oo BHE- P > 22 AREE 03 100 4 0 A BARF K& 2 B AR o A B
10 2020 F SqpkF &% - QLQBIL2I W £ 21 48> ~ %5 3 BHE - 422 5 BR AL
AE S AU AR SRE (D Famk G RE G AR (ADEER (3D
HES 01445 BERAEHEIHL 03 10042 58%  A8AsF N A EFApM 4 8 5 T4
F 43 o

vV FGF23 2 FGFRI §_¥ #8aT el 4 4 ¢ > 4 FGF23 £ FGFRI % & p¥ > FGFR1 /& 1t » i -
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PER Y Bl B Ao 815 W il 23N 5 MBHR & B & A(18%)
1A (1%) 5 # 4 7 %7(1%) % - 1345 FIGHT-202 ~ FIGHT-101 2 FIGHT-102
& E (8 A 1758 % BT o pemigatinib coH E A BB P R R R E
EF AR P e PR AR E 22741 35mg/dL BF > £ B2
LRE

64% s A MMz b3 AT R B A A2 BT R AL NP R
12% ~ B & % 74 (arthralgia) 6% ~ © %& ¥ (stomatitis) 5% ~ M x40 5% ~ PE IR
T 5%% R 5% -

FoA2%H A R FAp T AR AR G 3 EQ% B2 dg " Al A
TEEFA WB?F'E&F‘ [l R %19 6" 2 F 5% &R MES R
T2 6FR&EHD Ero

6 - (4%)AR 4 % #f % (subretinal fluid accumulation)ig = 2 AR e B 31
Bl1I2%%2FEo

65 =(45%)F A HAPEF LT R BV BN AL PEA AT R RIGT
IR R~ 7 g E(pyrexia) ~ 5 R E L2 5 K o

F 20 =(14%)p 4 F1F R F * 0 E MR EFHL o AF L2 RFEI S S
v o5 4 XU iF ¥ (palmar-plantar erythrodysesthesia syndrome) % 5 -
FOO2 =(A2%)H A F1A R FE A ¢ ERREY ¥ L2 RFRS G 11 =
TR 8 E A T EME R -

I3 EO%) R A FIF A RA B RERES BV L RFS S IEE02)
5 BT (=) -

=t e =h e

T

1

R R s e R AL RS A

2% 2, n (%) SRl N = SV
B RREL 5 88 (60) 0
th? ¥ 62 (42) 3(2)

# Frd| T 4§ -] ¢ S0z (proximal tubular cell) b hEEfL 4h £ #E F-9 (sodium/phosphate co-
transporters) » @ i & ¥ F HE L ST ande ] ‘f‘-"@dzﬁ’xm S MR LR R vOBHELE R o T

i

L > % FGFR #r#|# » 4- pemigatinib 2 FGFR T L pE s frd] FGFR e i > e m B R ¢ B

ﬁ‘&)&ii F A fe g FGF23 m/;«tiﬁt#lv%l prL fienfad 2 Dyd S4B fenied % Ds

ﬁaéc 53 ﬁv;ﬂ{ﬂ@'}mﬁ fe o AR R o E S o (‘E/'gﬁé‘}"/\ﬁ-@*/}&}ii ApEo g

;;LH;T\; z FGF23 ¢ + 2 > lzéa/;;¢fr;ﬁ4kfj\,,z ¢ gt oy ek, FGF23 ~ &) P ;I»L’“ﬁ'c% 2 A 7% D

ZHBE G w A o BT RYLE § G2 1-a hydroxylase i it B e i i hi 2 % Do

Apil et A Dy TR A BAEEID B - 5 f w AR T R BT RORE A
TR s 8 R w BT Rk fE 0 H o 4 g FGF23 ehA 2 > FGF23 ¢ #74 1-a hydroxylase i@
to - HHERFEESRE F Dy iEa E SR E R I gEk g o 0 S S et
g s ) - [33,34]

WOABAN AR 153 €5 BB s P BHER C SEF B L BRE 0 R UREE v A BT
;}J—B;]‘g—% 2 e & Dyeng ¢ OOER €' Mo @ RS MA BE MR Behid & Dy E i

;P"’J]l'% » R T ;}Uﬁlgﬂ w3 ¥ E o (1345 FIGHT-202 3854 2 T4 % 24 F)

X 1‘53:}%; FIGHT-202 3#5% % # < }Ekﬁ AFHE 2223 F
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vl 51 (34) 8(5)

e 36 (24) 9(6)

AR 33 (23) 7(5)

B AL 5 33 (23) 18 (12)

A 5 16 (11) 8 (6)

AL e A 3 6 (4) 0

F. FGFR2ZERpH A RXFRY FI L REC R PFFLF B 2174 £[27,

(@)

(b)

(©)

(d)

28]

- Ko Bibeau % % %£372020 & 1 ' ¥ R g ra Bt €0V - B d Abou-
Alfa s %2 2021 # 61 QW%ﬁg§g7%@@&pﬁgww %31 FIGHT-
202 % ¢ 0 FGFR2 A R AR BHREF © > £8P & 2 F 55
(standard systemic therapy)z. — 4 % = A & % (RINE RS-

- & ¢ o K _FIGHT-202 &z ¢ w i I % B4R £ (case report form) 1/ W
& SR T Bt 102 B A o - Rip KR B 3 RY Y ks
557 (95%CI4.0 % 8.0)» £¥h 4% 1 @ SUiss o £ RS > 2 M
5%ﬁﬁgﬂﬁij;cﬁ 44@ﬂ(%%cm0i53y

- B¢ o K _FIGHT-202 g5k ¥ w I % B4R £ (case report form) 1/ W
f?e WA AR R PR B fs o~ 108 C.J]?i Ao — B Fam B a0 Y wHh
56 B 7 (95% CI4.0 3 83)» Z 8ispenm B 5iad? iy 44 B
(95% CI 3.0 2 S3) e ##Hr g aEE R LT i?]ﬁ Ao - MER
pemigatinib ;o R 2. - RipF A B FEH Y 28ki: T B (95% CI49
11.1) - #45Fa 8k i 2 }?r-, A = MAEX pemigatinib J5 R 20 =
BUSHREEN HEH Y il 89 B (95%CI4.9 3 13.1) » 4 % KL yets
Er
B RIFETE TR FGFR2 £ Ry L 53 > 5 B - MU &
(LSS IR #E # 3t £ B gemcitabine, cisplatin 7 ABC-02 = ¥ §2/k :#5% [35] 4
Y (AEMGFRY? 2Ec: 8 BY) A F - AT ZEET O BER
pemigatinib Ap# 3 = AR LR FREZ EE M FEY KA o s R
BB Y P RABARER S > Fpt > D FL ATy uw §
L IR o

\ nn- @f?

i Bibeau [27] Abou-Alfa [28]
- H PFS ¥ ¥k 55®% (95%CI4.0 & 56 B* (95%CI4.0 &
8.0) 8.3)
Z M PFS * =%
25 R 44 " (95%CI3.0 & 44 B " (95%CI3.0 2
5.3) 5.3)
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i Bibeau [27] Abou-Alfa [28]
pemigatinib — 7" (95%CI49 % 11.1)
= & pemigatinib PFS ¥ i+ #c 89 " (95%CI49 %
B 13.1)

() ZRFHRELFTH

EREEREA AT 0 DA BLF LR ES R BB G FGFR2
b X LR AT LGk h N RSP R F 2 VR
gL HEERE - A 635 0 B ¢ BgonAp BT A ¢ 32 FIGHT-202 3
% ~ £ W FDA # 5% 2484 ~ 2021 & ISPOR ¥t # pemigatinib £7 1838 ;5
k& 73 % 2 pemigatinib & & NICE %g e e A S

ST EARARE 2 F AL i B o a2
PEFE A A SRR SR EAREDERR BT BT 2021
ISPOR # # 2 #7134 ¢ 4 & [22] -

Y # {7 93 3% L unanchored Matching-Adjusted Indirect Comparison » F| % & 3 B2 & 5 7 i&
Fip g2 AR AR S Ft o f 5 unanchored 0 S AT R R M EE D FEAORIE L E 12
G ~ECOGPS ~ i~ v Fvv Bcid o BF I L fes = BB 5 -8B FI%ELLETALLE
Moo G R O TRk s 5 R e e R % - BR G FP PEE Rt B pemigatinib ¢
L 98% % TN R R > & H WY AR P AIRE 5 ¥ = B> FGFR2 o & 17 5
pemigatinib (FT 3 F 2 FAL > H B A R Ao
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&
“ # | AP oS PFS
S e S | FGFR . | ECOG
(Eﬁf IR 2 S S e iE % | w3 v PS 0.1 HR HR
7 = R (pemigatinib vs) | (pemigatinib vs)
#x
BEXEI -
RrLfric §
e R B2
Abou-Alfa | % = # ~ B | Ao i L o o o
(2020) el s HE | AR R pemigatinib 107 | 100% | 56 | 98% | 95% ref ref
A (fi“tp\ N
Z A4} ﬁg ? ;,%.)
(Cohort A)
- ML H & & ASC, o o 0.209 0.436
gemcitabine, mFOLFOX 81 NR 65 | 42% | 100% (0.127,0.313) (0.319, 0.599)
cisplatin % pz{s
Iﬁmzwet S B | 2 Bay
S| B R K o o 0.163
(2019)[14] (¢ 3 a4 ASC 81 NR 65 | 47% | 100% (0.099, 0.249) NR
T~ PEE R 2
& L)
-MEH Fluoropyrimidine 255 | NR 0.281 0.340
Kimetal | v it « ¥ gemcitabine, alone (0.194, 0.387) (0.281,0.411)
S0 | cisplatin % pris & 60 | 44% | 91.3%
(2017)[36] | * ~(F% ®) L . C 0.270 0.280
2 B 3%aLdp ~ | Fluoropyrimidine | 66 NR (0.185, 0.374) (0.215, 0.364)
A5 MR R , platinum e e
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&
o # | AP oS PFS
R A 2
’3’7( B :f) e Joip e e % FgglR ¢ |y Egco)cl} HR HR
4 ‘ (Al I (pemigatinib vs) | (pemigatinib vs)
#x
o AR
B
- AR 2 pris 2 £ # Irinotecan, . o 0.388 0.430
- . up | VW | capecitabine 3001 NR 1541 67% 1 100% 1 593 0479) | (0.321,0.562)
Zheng et al %&— § f’ AL PESE (@
(2018)[37] - A ”%."E:‘ T . o 0 0.231 0.195
(" ®) g k) B Irinotecan 30 NR 55 | 70% | 100% (0.155, 0.328) (0.117, 0.302)
: $A
- A PTiS 2
Lowery et AN
P s w | BHEMEE (e | Standard of care 0.475
| , " A 198 | NR 62 | NR NR NR
cotoys] | PHEEED | § 1R A | (chemotherapy) (0328, 0.657)
SR ) g
2 -
Py
- A& pTis 2
Schweitzer | g | ;fffff; ﬁ;(% Standard of care 0.436
tal | T R 144 | NR | 60 | NR | 83.6% : NR
(2()?9?[39] () | 7 "2 %~ | (chemotherapy) * | (0.285, 0.640)
3

TER) B

FLE
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éﬁﬁéﬁ*&@»@%@ﬁ?*rﬁAﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ&\@%ﬁé
FGFR2 fig & & £ ~ 3 7 £ w0tk chp 3RaL 0 & A5 15T P55

Poa B 25 e Rl o 0% 5 L gemcitabine 2 5-78 Tedofuryl » = FY
t RS gemc1tab1ne SN T S R B S AR 2 PR R(F
PAEE YRR (B UARS]) A 53E Tedofuryl & i i i 22

54 Tehdp il o 7] 5 X e i iE & 5 FOLFOX » 5353 Tk & fo &%
ey R IRBL A R R L - MU0 PR TR - ALK A & 2 mFOLFOX
(off-label use) ~ FOLFIRI (off-label use)#“ & # gemcitabine, TS-1 (off-label use) °

~
N

LS E S BETRA IR R A RE ST EE R R T RS
f),é.‘i‘i??i FLE gk B RGBS ’*iﬁé?&ﬁﬁ «‘fﬁi EHEH O TR Y FE
mFOLFOX (0 -label use) ~ FOLFIRI (off-label use)st & & gemcitabine, TS-1 (off-
label use) @ &5 2444 FGFR2 % 8 R e 2. /5

&

(F)L & FRFHTREH2ZLHER

‘e £ % CADTH # 23k % 1 pemigatinib * >* ¥ X :iE > L EH Sk ~
B % FOFRZ & & D~ 3 7 247 ip cnfy 0L & 5 108 3 2 & 2
X

o

#® NICE RIS % Rf 13457 #t53% (commercial arrangement)i% # %
;Jh‘r;}\'f'7 ]l+ |;L x5 1 733?5& i% P

‘v £+ CADTH % # B NICE % 345 FIGHT-202 &% % i 78 4% i el 0t
PR T EFH o 3 WY &2 FIGHT-202 #5% 5 8 sk > AZRGFHRAET
eI R A 0 FRL G 8 B A @:ﬂﬁh PO B RTIGREFE
BV RIEFRGEF SRR TS % 0 Ft 0 SRS 0 F R AT AR G
fo & APIRRG HAFRE R G ERF RS G 355% Ra o BTG M2
RIHESBRBE TP ORNEFAIRE IR
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AR RERY B R RE TR 2% A FGFR2 & 2 €2
Bgpo 2o 2m L ORE 75 0 73 f > blde FIGHT-202 % "8 K2 Jp > 8 # 47
%07 I*”’ﬁ? Rz ARG PEE RS RS R A T TR AR
}% :F%— B {.]v} o

| 73

)

BARYTE 2PN EREZE RF T R AP AR TR
1:‘,\;%\/.,‘{%7 /47\‘1l~fr 'L%% —’—«‘3{},—&) f’:}‘o ﬂ], ‘1 ﬁ g?l\}h &,E—?J{éﬁii#ﬁléi_:g —%'t}—i%% ’
FAEH R 2 Rk k A TR T MR o

(Z )R 2e s & 2t

R+ FALE )L T pemigatinib | & FHF o G ",ﬁi A~ }%L EGREE 2 }%‘H%_
BEFERFEL > L LfHEH- Ly - EFRFE% (FIGHT-202)

1. FIGHT-202 %%

FIGHT-202 35 5 - B8 iT¥ -~ S W5 °P o~ 5 - HHERERK o~ 25
BLEI P -R2P PR B2 AR A EB PR RS E B T
pemigatinib 2§ »c% % 241 B if £ 4~ 146 2% 3% + 107 2% 3% 5 FGFR2
ft £ & £ $(Cohort A) » 20 =% 324 5 # # FGF/FGFR % %(Cohort B) » 18 i= %
#4 & & FGF/FGFR % % (Cohort C) » = ' % 4% pemigatinib g o £ ¢ eh
CohortA &2 32 £ A RF + % F ¥ ?@Fﬁ] CH Y 10% 5 TV A 0 82% 5 ﬁ%’?'ﬁi-‘f’%»‘)ﬁﬁ 1 98%
BTN PEG R AW R BB sk ik G 61% e

Froe A8 E G 0 A BBkl BEF B 5 355% (95% C126.5 =
45.4) 5 = & e redg 2 DoR ¥ imdic i 7.5 % 1 (95%CI5.7 3 14.5) > %) 37%:0p
A BEEF ATE 1 E o BRI B 82%(95% C1 74 3 89) »  AE i B
Be i=#ki 178 %% 5> PFS ¥ =#ics 6.9 B * (95%CI62 & 9.6) » OS ¢ i=i#k
Rl A8 o

WEPEHSG S (EHEERF Y i 279 B1) ARl RS RS G
37% (27.9 % 46.9) @ = & 2 OS ¥ fdci 17.5 @ 7 (144 1 22.9) # & 4
R % Ap i o

F 2P RE DG o BRER AT 45% 5 64%p A IR B 7 AR
CH P BF L2 BT kA G MBS R 12% ~ B & % 5§ (arthralgia) 6% 0 F 3
%)z 2 g T AR LF R P A oY s B B 6B o
3 6 (4%)AR T Ff % (subretinal fluid accumulation)id = 2_ AR50 3 > §
132873 AF @ o phvh o 13 2(9%)5 ~ FI7 AT 2@ ik 2% &5 0 20 =

4
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(14%)75 + F17 L F # @ % K2R EFFHE > ¥ LT EHERFL vl 2
K iEFHE M aR g o

(2)F % 72

»

PR B e 2 AR FAT 254 ¥ b A3 4 4 CADTH 2 NICE

TR “T%?FmiﬁiA&i'“/é °
1. @rg &

EE R BRG L RENT R Rl T ER Y B EFE
Tk b BRI N TR LA b LRl A KR T LT
Lend AR (R A WRNICE =R P F)

¥ H i 44 FGFR2 fb & & £ i e B L > % 2 Tk & T
SN A REEFE UL Z AOE LM 0 ¥ pemigatinib £ F b it
tocE (& #FFNICE (2648 4)

2. 3[?5‘%&%

A EMEBRET B F B HERBE R R R ER
TR RS } A0 ¥ 2o B de oo g F] L 4 2 ;)1;5 Aa R M B S Er 4 (:}%Q B 4e
£+ CADTH R4 #) -

3. AR gk

i % i pemigatinib s & &7 o KB4 F & - LERF R ELAEIIARG L
FE o A BB T R g S A PR BT & TH R
FhMERR (FLp g CADTHRHZ) -
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Hy
'l
4
S
S
h\
Ry
ke
&
ﬂ.“\

E

(-)ERF RO AP F B

EHRF I APRATLAERR RPN L F S GBI

3¢ 2 1 & %4 CADTH/pCODR-PBAC % NICE 2 ¥ 1 #:# 54 2 2 2
RFREZFEF ART R R FRPRETRE ERE RS
CRD/INAHTA/Cochrane/PubMed/Embase #p B }F*Je C B fRAL & FRAH=R 2
B BHEEE P DS ARFAL RS

R i #40
CADTH/pCODR o .
(4 & ’p> 32021 & 12 % 2232 3% % % (draft recommendation )
T -~
PBAC (i#) 22021 & 127 7P 2 &EFTH
NICE (#®) w2021 £ 80 24 FRFHEFREEL (TAT22)
H s LRI
;%%%%it T SMC (B 12021 £ 127 70 4 & AFH
T EME CRD/INAHTA/Cochrane/PubMed/Embase cr4& & & 5% o
BHEERELTH | EEF AR EAM T

3* ! CRD % Centre for Reviews and Dissemination, University of York, England. m‘ﬁ'ﬁ’, °

INAHTA % International Network of Agencies for Health Technology Assessment %58 -

1. CADTH/pCODR ( 4t £+ ) [20]

b £ A E K PR a8 (pCODR) * 2021 # 12 % 22§ B
pemigatinib #* % & 5 IE'F-mL* % ¥ % (draft recommendation ) » 4= # % 23k %
pemigatinib * +* ¥ 355 i5 ~ £ FGFR2 b & & £ 4 + i3 7 5 e 20 &

2

ﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬁ‘%‘°mmi
% 13.5mgaf) -

2 R a4 % 83030 & /4E( 4.5 mg ~ 9 mg

2R €72 Eken@d oo 2R Y - I TRAk F 5% FIGHT-202 % 7 #& =
pemigatinib s 4 35.5%E Bl EBLE oo LR URA LR 0 T ERF AN
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pemigatinib Gk vxE £ F F R A AR T HAPEOTH @ 5 E 0 gy 7
PIFE R B2 #& i pemigatinib 7 B 8 hk chfF Rt o 2R A 4 B OBELE)
%sbq‘#ﬂéw Ml B o AL B R AL FGFR2 R & & £ ity
Ei’”ﬁ?‘ LES AN T R A R UE FEA RS SRR S Y
PN TE AR £ :}%\—i - pem1gat1mb RBRUTE T R F P A ERLH o

MU AR ARGTEG N R R T A

R & * & B3 5 03] (partitioned survival model)’ A £ & F & GRS
% 3% pemigatinib * R iof £ F FGFR2 @& £ ~ miz > "f m)’—:
RO R IR R A R A S Ak E o R G H D ke AR 2
(active symptom control, ASC ) » 4w & & mFOLFOX,ASC » 3= #f B3k &5 ¥ 4

(20 & o raficdp L & % i FIGHT-202 35 » 14 % 5 730 (7 chfe R B 4
v % (matching adjusted indirect comparison, MAIC ) %2 % -

CADTH i*f}ﬁﬁ A TR I T ] (1) R T MAIC A g f2 i
FIpiEs 2 B iy A R v F 3 FR s & R pemigatinib 4p 23t ASC e
mFOLFOX thip 4t <2 3 3 B 2 At 5 (2) Rp * $#3iE i

( parametric survival extrapolatlon) i3t gEARE T A B ATREIRR(3)
pemigatinib e PR MR E > TRE R RIRE A BE (4) g PR A
%% FGFR2 2 Fle iRl » o384 chd A 2 2 it 5 (5) R AT o
Eiltmisz»c® @3 B ATk ipd (6)a47? R 8ok A2 2%

(7) 4459 A4 » ¥ i o b (off-label) #bt i » F] 44 pemigatinib 4p #2%
WAL R R A E v R de e

20 MAIC sl A 0 3 8 A4 /24 » CADTH &2 8 7 A d A 47
Wi et B enBER REFTET A7 0 | M A F7 ¢ #7153 a7 pemigatinib 3%
F¥ i} B wenfia) o CADTH 3 F F #4115 » 4& % pemigatinib 4p #3t ASC
7 ICER & 3 252,718 4c % /QALY gained » % kg i1 B & (willingness-to-pay ) =
50,000 *¢ % /QALY w0 48 T » pemigatinib % "% § #-17 100% 4 it 7 & & Ak F o
F A FGFR2 #ip|ch= &2 d 4c £ < 25 L 41> P pemigatinib F & % § 77%; @
ip g3t & B mFOLFOX, ASC (7 ICER & % 261,226 4r i /QALY gained > pemigatinib

T 5% il & A AeE » FFGFR2 RIS AR d e £ 2% 20 B
%5 72% o

2. PBAC (&)
X 2021 & 12 % 7 p i+ » % & pemigatinib 4p B =i 3F 2 o

3. NICE (#®&) [21]
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#RE RGERE 2 BE g 4%F7 7 I (National Institute for Health and Care
Excellence » 12 f§ #£ NICE) »* 2021 # 8 » =4 % B pemigatinib * ** ¥4 j 2
Fh =R L (TAT22) » 223k o pemigatinib * » 42 38k Sopbinf 2 &
'~ 23 FGFR2 & & £ 20k o) M A HEE K A p 4 > DRURE
BRIy kM 7 (commercial arrangement ) #% & pemigatinib o

AR gERenIEd S0 L BRI ISR S ASC o TR A A
mFOLFOX i* E /o > § - ARk &R T pem1gat1n1b R IR R L A
Pr o BEARIEAT Y TR E &V & pemigatinib fo ASC 2 mFOLFOX @ & 5 7 /&
Mo R R ER G F R T FEF Y DA B 0 D IR T B AR R R
P P AR geRs st A AR A T X 0 | F pemigatinib # & fbt % A%
(End of life) crsthif » e A2e s B B % LA af » Lo 7 i 4
NICE ;a5 & & &2z g e FIp » ot & f ¢ 23 12" pemigatinib -

fie
L
T

.

I S b ST N R CE T

B ‘-’rﬁ?;i‘l% 5 w8 511.36 ~(XF7 5 % 19,100 ~)/3E(13.5 mg R
B) ERFIFERRY R NITIOER o RF =6 pemigatinib Ap 3t & B
mFOLFOX,ASC> 17 2 jpi > H b3 * ASC eh= Atz o H 3 % & B3 EHA
3% 2] (parametric models) kI s R ~ B B G FEH C B G S
#’?%#@ﬁaﬁki’HAlﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ’&ﬁmqaﬁsj%o¢%m
A B ET F Z Pk % FIGHT-202 ¢ 3% pemigatinib /5% 7% 75 8 #ikc
¥ 0 £ 8 log-logistic #-7) % ¢t 4& pemigatinib sk # 5% 0 ¥ 41 * MAIC #71F
drerk *% ¢ (hazard ratio, HR ) » &k B 32 BR e f 8 1575

N
W
W
4_._‘_,»
-
=
&

NICE £ f ¢ 3t @ cha i w34 0 (1) 4% HR = 2 3

b * B3k (proportional-hazards assumption ) » @ log-logistic #-73] & 2L % * 6| b *&
FAC AR ERFMPFHEY L2 IRE HIRFREA] LRET AF G
FROFR BE R § G Bibp MR e B R GED S (2) F B
#5* A eE R RP AV TRA R RALZE éfu?ﬁoi&ﬁi % # log-logistic #-%] » &
Fd B RREHR RS EY SR L BB AT 5T generalised
gamma -3 ehE IR o L B €305 A fAHCAl Y £32 0 2 log-logistic #-3]7 # iz
méf“vL feif B 0 wiLle log-logistic B3 & % s 4 5 (3) # * pemigatinib 755 €
7 *F 3 4r FGFR2 2L Tk Bl = & > 7 4% % pemigatinib 7 P¥ € - RAR g £

Ji #) & (retinal pigment epithelial detachment ) » F]* Jf fis R w0 {6 @ * PR30k &
FF 2% %7k 474 (optical coherence tomography, OCT ) i {7 & » st 384 st A

“‘:F\ S %_‘}_/tl FJ:]\:' F‘ o

R {4 8 % FGFR2 A FlH iplfe OCT ehgf #h & A4 » 215 » €47 3+
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PubMed (4% p # 12021 £ 120 7 )

#1

"cholangiocarcinoma'"[MeSH Terms] OR
"cholangiocarcinoma"[All Fields] OR "cholangiocarcinomas"[All
Fields]

17485

#2

"bile duct neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] OR ("bile"[All Fields] AND
"duct"[All Fields] AND "neoplasms"[All Fields]) OR "bile duct
neoplasms"[All Fields] OR ("bile"[All Fields] AND "duct"[All
Fields] AND "cancer"[All Fields]) OR "bile duct cancer"[ All Fields]

27066

#3

"biliary tract neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] OR ("biliary"[All Fields]
AND "tract"[All Fields] AND "neoplasms"[All Fields]) OR "biliary
tract neoplasms"[All Fields] OR ("biliary"[All Fields] AND
"tract"[All Fields] AND "cancer"[All Fields]) OR "biliary tract
cancer"[All Fields]

34944

#4

#1 OR #2 OR #3

46844

#5

"pemigatinib"[Supplementary Concept] OR "pemigatinib"[All
Fields]

57

#6

#4 AND #5

44

EMBASE (4% p # 2021 £ 127 7 )

#1

'bile duct carcinoma'/exp OR 'bile duct carcinoma' OR 'bile tract
carcinoma' OR 'biliary carcinoma' OR 'biliary duct carcinoma' OR
'biliary tract carcinoma' OR 'carcinoma, intrahepatic bile duct' OR
'cholangiocarcinoma’ OR 'cholangiocellular carcinoma' OR
'cholangiolar carcinoma' OR 'extrahepatic bile duct carcinoma' OR
'extrahepatic ~ biliary duct carcinoma’ OR 'extrahepatic
cholangiocarcinoma' OR 'gall duct carcinoma' OR ‘'hilar
cholangiocarcinoma' OR 'intrahepatic bile duct carcinoma' OR
'intrahepatic  biliary duct carcinoma' OR 'intrahepatic
cholangiocarcinoma' OR 'malignant cholangioma' OR 'perihilar bile
duct carcinoma' OR 'perihilar biliary duct carcinoma' OR 'perihilar

cholangiocarcinoma’

36198

#2

'pemigatinib'/exp

215

#3

#1 AND #2

139
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Cochrane Library (3% p # : 2021 & 12 7 7 p)

#1 MeSH descriptor: [Cholangiocarcinoma] explode all trees 238
#2 pemigatinib 9
#3 #1 and #2 2
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PubMed 110.12.7 #1 (cholangiocarcinoma) OR (bile duct

carcinoma)

#2 pemigatinib

#3 (Cost-consequence analysis) OR (cost-

benefit analysis) OR (cost-effectiveness

analysis) OR (cost-utility analysis) OR (cost

studies)

#1 AND #2 AND #3 0 0
EMBASE 110.12.7 #1 (cholangiocarcinoma) OR (bile duct

carcinoma)

#2 pemigatinib

#3 (Cost-consequence analysis) OR (cost-

benefit analysis) OR (cost-effectiveness

analysis) OR (cost-utility analysis) OR (cost

studies)

#1 AND #2 AND #3 2 0
Cochrane 110.12.7 #1 (cholangiocarcinoma) OR (bile duct
Library carcinoma)

#2 pemigatinib

#3 (Cost-consequence analysis) OR (cost-

benefit analysis) OR (cost-effectiveness

analysis) OR (cost-utility analysis) OR (cost

studies)

#1 AND #2 AND #3 0 0
CRD 110.12.7 #1 (cholangiocarcinoma) OR (bile duct

carcinoma)

#2 pemigatinib

#3 (Cost-consequence analysis) OR (cost-

benefit analysis) OR (cost-effectiveness
analysis) OR (cost-utility analysis) OR (cost

studies)

#1 AND #2 AND #3 0 0
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