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AAROBEMH A X 55T 1981 =N BBTEE T, 6 2 MR EZ B
ZTCEIMLTHOETTIY, 2019 FEDOILTERIT 37 7 6,425 N, BIETHED
273%% (HH TS D, 2006 I AR 2R A DFHEIRICHEET 2 Z &
FHME LT IBARREARIE] 2SHfT S, 165 - TRHEOBRY., FHI% A
KR 7R ERR 2 7253 B TS VIER OISR IR T BT,

DS W EEWRE D 57 B Tl TRRIEDOREMAYZ2BARE N D BT v | 2000 414
B 1A 22 DIRBORFEIC G Tk 2 720y THERIBE DS AGR S, DBABE OELF
2 RIBIIER L7 2 ERESNTng 29, 5T, 2014 4T nivolumab
RGN TLE, B ORETF = v 7 RA o MHFEHEDP AR SN TED .
HUE Tl 2 e S AFE Ty TAERSRB L OMaE T = » 7 R A v MBS A <
HENTWD, £i2, BNASRMRIEIIE BRI RE R~ 5T, Bix REIER
EHIZEITZENMOLNTND Y, BAIEWRIEIZ X DEWERITESE DERED
B (quality of life: QOL) ZAK F &H 57211 Tl 1BRMEE T 25 & 247
REMEN DV | BIEM 28T 2 72D OSCFRHRIEIC W 2 3 A b B < B S T
W5, 20X ITHRAIERIEN EEL - BHHET 29T, FERICEEELR IR
RANZBG L TWD, Tl 2019 41T chimeric antigen receptor T A ciEIREIC
WS 5 B ERERL T 5 tisagenlecleucel DHEE 1 AdH7- 0 OIGEEIZ 3
THMZB D32 i, RERFERZHEDT Y,

H A D EREFRE 1T m kv bl X OSRRR RN « R OBRI5IZ L 0 8ing
BET TV D, 2019 EFEDEEEREIT 44 JKFICEL 9, R4 BT 5 m4ER
AL« EIREAN S RO B 28T 5 2 EPRESNLTWD, HARDERR
BRAIEE Tld, 7RO EIRN - BEIRSANOF R - 2tz FICFHh2M T
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TED BHMDRICONTI it o T, RRERMRE R E &
NTE T, —J7. BRINGEETIIIERD & AR BRI SN TR Y . &%)
ROGWMPERICB T o EEREICKBRIN TS, —flE LT, AFUAXT
1999 4F\Z#% 57 S 417- the National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) T
3. BHDRDMERN &I SN T5E 1T ARER TOMHAHESRE S22
WD D, ARTIIEBRERM « BEREIFPEM LT 706, EREMS - ER
Bl oAk 2 BN FHE 92 2 & & B, 2012 I EA 781 O Jurh SRR
PR A P e D AT B P R  AN i S, SR o PR L2 B sk h S % A
M DEGRIGE T2, DK, 2019 FITAAIEADRHB SN TN HDOD,
S & 72 o TV D EANTEE L <MD @b O — 27 FETHIZE REsmn
HEIR L, —EICRESHTWS, 20X RTERNE, BPAERMIRER L OX
FHRIE THW DRI OB IR EZH LN T 2720, HRICEF LT,

1 BETCIE, BAROHEAT - HREEN A O ZIRKIGHEIZI T 2 nivolumab D%
KINRIIHT 21T, docetaxel 2% % nivolumab D5y N FEL (incremental
cost-effetiveness ratio: ICER) 7% 1,245 J5 [/ EFH#E/EAF4F (quality-adjusted life year:
QALY) T U . nivolumab OF FXIZR NI & 2B 650N Lz, 5 2 BTl
cisplatin 7 A 0 & FE (i H-PEAL %1% (highly emetogenic chemotherapy: HEC) % 3% (7}
2% BFITxT DI\ T, aprepitant, palonosetron, dexamethasone @ 3
FNZKI9 % olanzapine % L3 L7z 4 AIFFHHIMABEED ICER 14X 143 5H/QALY
Th V., 4 FOFHGIHIFIEIZIS T % olanzapine D AXIZIENENT & 2] 50y
(2 U7z, % 3 = Clid. FE/NiafiiiAs A BE %95 ramucirumab, docetaxel (-
BIEIC BV T, Fifef granulocyte-colony stimulating factor (G-CSF) T & 5
pegfilgrastim (Peg-G) D# xR OV THRET L, G-CSF TRhfe 572 LICHkd %
Peg-G @ ICER (% 97,519 United States Dollars (USD) T& ¥ . Peg-G D% %750 H

2



RN E AL ML,
PLEDOFERIZOWT, R TIL 3 TEIZO D itd 35,



B1E ET -BERBEVSADOKRIBEREZITSBARAANBEICBITS
nivolumab D Z Fx%hHE

WIE

]

HARDRIE S /BT O SRR EFZRITIRFH TlE 80.4% & #idr STV 5703,
IR A AT 01T 10% & 6< . #1T - BRI T 2EWIBEOFE2BH
(TGOS & 5V NE QOL DUGE - HEFRF ThH 2 7Y, AT - HREAEENAD
— IR TIL 5-fluorouracil + cisplatin, —IK{AJE Tl docetaxel <> paclitaxel 72 £ D
taxane SR FEANNEM THW ST X 72 Y, Nivolumab [ 350E F = v 7 R A > MEE
HD—D>THY, HARTIE 2014 F 7 FITEMER AR U THGE S TLARE, 9
AN Aoy RIS AL B AIRE . BRA R AR TIRBUKGE STV D
BIEN A3 LTI, fluoropyrimidine 5% 3435 I OF platinum %385 4 2 e 0f F %
EICRIS E TR & 72 o T2 UIBRARRE R AT E T IXH R BENABE 25 L L
7= EIBS S T ARG AR FRBR (ATTRACTION-3 3&ABR) (235 T, nivolumab BEIFAL 7%
IR (docetaxel F 7213 paclitaxel) & e U T (overall survival: OS) @

BIIER 2R Lo 2 0D 2020 4 2 HIZ/KGE S 4v, #4T - R AEN A KA
FROEHERIRD—DIZ 72> T B %10,

Nivolumab [FEE DN A TE WAL RL TWLH—H T, @ ThH-o72Z
EMOERZ IR A AT E T2, BHARIZEIT S nivolumab 852 4 )03 AMIE 100
mg H72 0 729,849 F LD CHEEETH -T2, TOHEBE LT, MbEERTHD
TR A E O SRE CARR A U L7272, /BTG 2 it & L7 3RMMRRE & 72
ST Z ERFET LD W, UL, IR/ N B MIEAS A O LR[S
FRAFT 5% L CRBIC T 2R S, R B 563 B SR
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TREL ooz Z bt BEMXHEE U THERD 2 12 1 O IRME %15
Z &< 2017 2 FITEAR AN 50%51 & T b, o, Rt IRERENR T
e D FI 2 R B P 42 Tl nivolumab 0% FI6Hh H O FEAMRS B AVA R &
NWTWDN, BETRIR & 72 o TR BITIE R BRI NG Ay R BRI/
FORRAG 23 Aoy BB AS Ay BEMEREGEOZTH 0 . BIEN ANTKTT 5 e x5
IRFT STV, Fio, FHMERERS AR SN 4 EBEOWNT BN T,
B R A RET HHEIE Ch 5 ICER (X 1,125 HH/QALY 2@z TkY ., &
KENFA G MR D FEFR & 72> T D 19, Nivolumab D X 9 72 IR R B 5-
5B DR E VIR OB RN R A EINFHE T 5 2 & 1%, FAEOEFRIRBR
FIEZMERFL T I X THO TEECTH D, T I T, A TIE, URRED
HEAT « FREIEDS A IRIBIRICIIT D nivolumab D XDV T S
THZEEZAME L, BRI I 2 b—a a2 Tl
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1. G¥rET N

B XN RO OFIET T IS IRRERE e (23T 2 B A 2 ek o
GIMTHA RTA4 2 82 R (F) | DEBBI, 2IRIEEEL QALY & T 28 A%
3T & L. nivolumab @ docetaxel (Z%9 % ICER &% H L 72, QALY IZ QOL % 0 (3t
1) ~1 (GeRr7aflE) OB CHE L2 EIC AT A2 RS 2 L THRIS
AU 1 QALY (FFERITMERE 7 1 FRFICFEYS 95, ICER O T B O HIEE S
A RX—=a VORESNIELASINDTD, H—HREHELED L Z LITREET
& D 3 P ORI s D F R AR EHI S P = Ot E BHZ B T
RS FHHE 24T o FLYEEISGE R 500 HH/QALY LA EICERESNTWD 9, HidA
F7e PRENME L SN A BEICOWTIT@ET L0 b &y 750 HH/QALY UL E
DTS THRE DRI T & S TWDHZ Einh, AIFRICHIT 2 EMEES 750 T H
/QALY |Z&E LTz,

7 /LT fluoropyrimidine 2 #4145 & OY platinum 2 350 % & e O HHIEIC AR
IR EIUIARME 72D | ZRIRR A Z T HUIRARRROMEIT - BREENSABF L L
7=. Nivolumab D HIIRIE, AT « FFEAIE D A B O ZIRIAH CREMERY|Z
F &% docetaxel & L7z, Nivolumab |& 240 mg/body % 2 #H {45, docetaxel I 75
mg/m’ % 3 EMBICEEGT b0 L LY, EFVEEOKRKIEIL. AARAD
glomerular filtration rate #EH A 2B W CTHRRIEM EICHN OGNS 1.73m* & L,
docetaxel 1% 1 [E]&H 72V 129.75 mgbody NG SNLH D E L, HHrET /L E L
T. Fig. 1 [T~ a7EwT7 0 DEAER LT, 7 /VEEIT progress free,
progressive state, death D —-DDIRFEAHLD & E L. progress free DIRAET
nivolumab F 721 docetaxel |2 & DIEMENBALA S 4L, —E DHEZE T progressive state
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F 7213 death IZBATT 5, 1 Y4 7V &H7- 0 @ HELT progress free, progressive state
DWTHI S 14 AFICERE Lz, 5o BRI DT, S o6/ R 23 A
Z X4 & L 72 nivolumab & docetaxel D% HI 20 3 & bLie U 72 SeATHIFIE Tt
2 10 £ & REIMICRE L TV L3 B 90 i & L TR & 5 araetensts
HENTND Z Lnb 29, BEERS & DIRIRIED OS SN ORRET S
PLLTW5D, H#ATIHED AIZEIT D gemcitabine, cisplatin R EE D e FH % 2h H
% 3l L 7= Tsukiyama & O V&2 BBIZ3F & L, Bl T 2 E I\ T
3 ARG 10 FOHPHCTEB) ST, T OSIGIIRESHLE DS & L, iR

|21 TreeAge® Pro 2019 (TreeAge Software Inc. Williamstown, MA, USA) & i FH L 7=,
g g

N

Progress Free

S

Progressive
State

N\

Fig. 1 Marcov model

2. PAE. BITHER, BH

ETIMTE DTN, BATHER Z2 53 2 72942272 nivolumab, docetaxel
D OS, WA LFHR (progressive free survival: PFS) O I3 i R 3R BR S D BE R /)
551 L7z (Table 1) %224, %) i i% EuroQol 5 Dimension (EQ-5D) & MEIEHL 5 H
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SLAROEME L W HEHRETH D, EQ-5D D—>Tdh 5 EQ-5D-3L DERIEH IX

(BEYOREEE |, B ORI OFH |, [5S7ZAOES), DR/ AR TR
SIS TR OS5 HATHR S, FRE T TRER L) [RO0MEHY ), TO
EL<HEDHY ] O3B CHEMERICEZEL, BEMREZ U 7 LTINS
HFR A2 AW THAEICER CTX 5 2, ATTRACTION-3 #B2 CiX EQ-5SD-3L 12 X %
QOL i3 T3031 T Y | docetaxel #E D 2 FE D 1% nivolumab FEIZ 1< 0.076
B0 7o Z EBWRESNTND T2 ) AWFZEICI T D docetaxel DN HIE DT E
I%. nivolumab OZHFE (RX—AF7 A > OFIHME) 725 0076 (K TFTF 5D & LT,
Progressive state CIXMAEICIAMEOZE TR, BENABFE D QOL Z 3 L
AR D, L POXHEREEZZ T T D REOHAMIKT2551c, X
— AT A OMAENS 0133 K FTHHDE Lz,

BATHERIL Zhou B DAL %25 E(2, P = 1-eR | R = —In[0.5)/(time to
event/number of treatment cycles) ® ~ODUTHS X P (14 days) = 1— (0.5) (#
days/median time to event) 7y =7 ( = - 1) B HY 7=, Progress free > & progressive state ~DFE{T
file=213 PFS OfEi% | progress free 75 death, progressive state 7> death ~DAT
fe=1% OS D% H D median time to event] [ZfXAT 25 Z & THHEN S,

Nivolumab, docetaxel @ HAM I XFRAMGIEAE REFLE (B FILH 10 ARR) P& iz
FIE L7z, Docetaxel FUHNITIETE 5 D taxotere® (V- 7 4 (KBR) . HUR) DIRAfM A £E
L7, ek oid v =5 V8 3E 1T docetaxel % 1 [01&7- 1 129.75 mg/body T#5-1
HERELTEZ LD, 80 mg/RDMAI%Z 1R, 20 mg/HORA % 3 fEMFEHT 5
HOE Lz, 728, nivolumab (% 1 = —R2&H7=V 2 HME]. docetaxel X1 2 —2H
720 3 ERG AT o — )L AR T2 5729, docetaxel 1 =—A&H 7=
D OBEHIF 2 EAMBIZY OBAICHE L TETMCEA L, £72. AEFSRE
JERFICENN DB & LT, BEWELFREREE (febrile neutropenia: FN) FSHERFIZ
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B2 E H ¥ LY Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events Version 4.0
(CTCAE v4.0) (2817 5 grade3 LA EDOE M #2525 7=, FN FAERFZH
52 HIZOUW I, diagnosis procedure combination (DPC) a3 F R ICBIT 5.,
[EMERER (Zofh) . Foiize L, P - LERSE 272 L) (B EE S
130070xx99x0xx) D ABEHI 11 DAL 2,215 U, FEIFERE H 3T o 5 B
o8 HMZRT S Z LT, 177,200 HOEHBIEN S D E L= 2, Grade3 LA
OB MISTERFZE DB IOV T, BERRMERIE-LR2 HA7 (MK 400 mL
\ZHRT BARIMER) ZMim L7z &{E L, 18,054 M2t 0L L, b
BEERITHEHI D EHIC ATTRACTION-3 RERIZH T 5 K0 EFGRORIE L% T
FTHZLT. 1 a—2AHY OFEFEFRICEHNLEMZHEH LI (Table 2)
Progressive state THM)»% %, Tsukiyama HOHE 2V TRESHL TS 1 4+ A
b1z DI REPEE H 35,148 M. B RO H AR THRREIN ABFEITHE» 2B H 2
#: L 72 Morishima & O#E 2 THED 3 4 1T 13,030 USD OE M #ND &
5 HEZFIC, 1USD =110 [ THHE L CHH Lz, BEARMIZIX, nivolumab 7=
I docetaxel ™ OS 735 PFS 72 LS| W=D 5 6| feth o 3 o HEIZEEEE b
13,030 USD (= 1,433,300 1) &M 0, 70 OHMIX 1 » HH72 D 35,148

MoOER» N D& LT,



Table 1 Parameters for the Marcov model (utility values and cost of non-adverse events)

Parameters Base case  Range for sensitivity analysis ~ Reference
(DUtility value of NIVO (baseline) 0.660 0.462 ~ 0.858 Liu Q, etal. 22
(2)Disutility due to DTX -0.076 -0.099 ~ -0.053 ATTRACTION-3 study?
(3)Disutility in progressive state -0.133 -0.173 ~ -0.093 Liu Q, etal. 22)
(®0S of NIVO (months) 10.9 76 ~ 142 ATTRACTION-3 study?
(5)Difference of OS between NIVO and DTX - 9)
2.50 1.75 ~ 3.25 ATTRACTION-3 stidy
(months)
(6)PFS of NIVO (months) 1.70 119 ~ 221 ATTRACTION-3 study®
(@)Difference of PFS between NIVO and DTX 9
-1.70 -2.21 ~ -1.19 ATTRACTION-3 study
(months)
(8)Cost of NIVO per 240 mg (JPY) 413,990 289,793 ~ 538,187 NHI price list in 2019%)
® p g p
Cost of DTX per 14 days (JPY 51,091 35,764 ~ 66,418 NHI price list in 20192
@ p y: p
(19)Cost of monthly outpatient cost for the
progressive state excluding the last 3 months 35,148 - Tsukiyama, et al. 21
JPY)
Cost of palliative care cost for the last 3
© P 1,433,300 - Morishima, et al. 2%
months (JPY)
Total cost of NIVO in progressive state
@(JPY) Prog 1756662 1,229,663 ~ 2,283,660 % (@-®)+@
(3 Total cost of DTX in progressive state (JPY) 1,609,040 1,126,328 ~ 2,091,752 x((»-®)-(®-@)+1®
@@Time horizon (years) 3 3~ 10 Tsukiyama, et al. 2

DTX: docetaxel, JPY: Japanese Yen, NIVO: nivolumab, OS: overall survival, PFS: progress free survival
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Table 2 Parameters for the Marcov model (cost and risk of adverse events)

Parameters Base case Range for sensitivity analysis Reference
(DTotal cost for FN treatment per episode 177200 DPC electronic score sheet in
IPY) ’ 2018%7)
ost for grade 3 or higher anemia , - rice list in
Cost for grade 3 or high ia (JPY 18,054 NHI price list in 2019
(3)FN risk of NIVO 0.00 - ATTRACTION-3 study”
(@)FN risk of DTX 0.1 - ATTRACTION-3 study”
(5)Risk of grade 3 or higher anemia of NIVO 0.02 - ATTRACTION-3 studyg)
(&Risk of grade 3 or higher anemia of DTX 0.09 - ATTRACTION-3 studyg)
Cost for adverse events of NIVO per 14 days
@ P " 361 0 ~ 10,000 @Dx@)+(@x*B)
(JPY)
(8)Cost for adverse events of DTX per 14 days
21,117 14,782 ~ 27452 @Ox@)+ (@ x®)

(JPY)

DTX: docetaxel, FN: febrile neutropenia, JPY: Japanese Yen, NIVO: nivolumab

3. BRI
Nivolumab, docetaxel DHiF5#2r F . 145 QALYs # KD 7=D 5 F=)> 5 nivolumab

@ docetaxel (Z%9 5 ICER ZHH L7-,

nivolumab O#I£5% H —docetaxel OHIFFE H
nivolumab D% QALYs—docetaxel D1 QALYs

B A 7 MBI H5S QALYs 1, & A 7 /WU T progress free F 7213

ICER (F1/QALY) =

progressive state DIEBIRAEE > TV D HESRIZ, FEBIREICI T 220 s &
C 1Y A7 0H2Y O (= 14 HE) 2R 52 L TROOND, SIS
ETHETYNATETVDOREEBEVIRLIZOL, KA 7 BT HES
QALYs DNz RO 5 Z L2 LV | FEEOMHRS QALYs ZH MM L=, EHEEHIZ
DUNTIL, progress free DAREETHN 5 HITHELG QALYs DR & FIfk, &A1
7 WAZEWNT progress free DIERIKAEZEL> TV D HEHRIZ, nivolumab F 7213
docetaxel 1 VA 7 VHT2 V) DEMZR L, 55 A 7 MBS 2 GH O Z

KD Z L THEI Lz, 2zl L7- progressive state THDEHZMNZ 5 2
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& T, BREOWIREHEZEH L-, 72, FRICEAET 2EH & RITBAEMm M
\CHAE T 5720, B, DA E BERI%NOEF | REmEA LT,

4. JREESHT
YA TETINERET DM, BATHER, BN IERREER S ORE R A BRI
BELTWDN, ZNODEZ —BEIZED D Z EIIREETH D . TSR
FEHEEZAEL TS, EDD, N—R7—RGHZEBT DE 6 —EDOHIPH T/
T A= B BB S D EEHTIC K0 RO A2 T 2 LERH Y, — T
JEE ST K OESR AL AT IS K D IREE T 24T o 72, — & CIHMERE
D—DDIT A —F BB S840 ICER OLE 2GR L1Z, N—RA 7 —2X
3T T ICER NEEHE TH D 750 HH/QALY % LRl =354 1%, 750 5 H/QALY
% Fla] % 72 % @ nivolumab DAl & O nivolumab & docetaxel ® OS 7% HiH
THHLOE L, 0S DEZFEHTHEMIZ OV TIX, nivolumab DVREZNFIN B
WVRFE O FBF R TIX, BIZED nivolumab FEfflC & 2 XN E O ATREMED &
L2 TH D, WEFRNBEDHT TIL, BT MTHBAATZEELD/RT A —Z (2D
WTC, RE LN TTI VXN TV 7568y Ty I 2 b—y
V. REROE@EEDS RN DMRER N L., Er T hrnyIal—
va Ak LYY oRBIE. BALOEE AR 1,000 & LT,
IXT A =B OEBENFIFHIL Zhou H DA 20% BE TN — ZDEN HE30%IZFRHE L
72o 7272 L. nivolumab 1 2— 2 &H7- Y OFEFROLICEHIZOWTIHIR—2D

fEDS 361 HE/NE W=, 0~10,000 Ho#pH CLAB X7~

12



H3E M B

1. RNR—Rr—R5oHT

Nivolumab. docetaxel DHFFE H | #45 QALYs. E %I /0T TR S 47z ICER
DA% Table 3 (Z7~59, #A7#2 F 13 nivolumab T 3,586,887 [, docetaxel C 2,130,617
MHTH o7z, #45 QALYs I nivolumab 0.620 QALYs, docetaxel 0.503 QALYs CT&
572, Nivolumab @ docetaxel (Z%}3 58538 HIE 1,456,270 [T, H#45 QALYSs %
0.117 QALYs T&» Y. ICER (% 1,245 FH/QALY tHH SNz, Z OffiXREE L
LCRE LT 750 TH/QALY % EFRl->TEY, X—R T —ZX5HIcB T,

nivolumab % docetaxel |Z Eb~_TE %D B ME D> 7=,

Table 3 Results of cost-utility analysis

. Incremental
Expected cost Incremental cost Effectiveness . ICER
(IPY) (IPY) (QALYs) effectiveness (IPY/QALY)
s
(QALYs)
(95% CI) (95% CI) (95% CI) (95% CI)
(95% CI)
3,586,887 1,456,270 12,446,749
0.620 0.117
NIVO (2,882,611 ~ (718,017 ~ (4,613,369 ~
(0.436 ~ 0.897)  (0.077 ~ 0.175)
4,344,630) 2,335,264) 19,553,679)
2,130,617
0.503
DTX (1,723,704 ~ Reference Reference Reference
(0.316 ~ 0.739)
2,527,359)

CI: confidence interval, DTX: docetaxel, ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio, JPY: Japanese Yen, NIVO:
nivolumab, QALY: quality-adjusted life year

2. —JCRREESHT

—ICIE T OFREF L LT, ICER 1252 D EBEDE WL ONBIEICIE~T-
M= REAT 7T L% Fig. 2 17T, b ICER IZHEX DEEHEDORE VT
A —H X nivolumab OZNHETH 0 . e\ T nivolumab 240 mg 7=V OHEAMTH

- 72, LL N nivolumab @ progressive state "CH7)>% & /| docetaxel D progressive state

13



TH) D A, nivolumab & docetaxel @ OS ®D 7, nivolumab @ PFS. nivolumab
D OS. 7HTHIME], progressive state D FEIR T, docetaxel 1 A 7 /Ldb7z V) DFE
## | docetaxel D%hAMEIR T, docetaxel D E Gk}t % H  nivolumab & docetaxel
?® PFS M7, nivolumab OHFFRHRSICE M Th o7z, N—A 7 =AW
T ICER 7% 750 IHH/QALY % EEl>7=72%. 750 I H/QALY % FEIS7ZHD
nivolumab @ i3 2 OY nivolumab & docetaxel ® OS ZZ R L7 & Z A, L

1282817 LT, 4.1 » AL EEEHH I,

Maximum willingness-to-pay
(7.5 million JPY/QALY)

Base-case ICER
12.45 million JPY/QALY)

5,000,000 10,000,000 15,000,000 20,000,000 25,000,000
ICER (JPY/QALY)

o

Fig. 2 One-way sensitivity analysis with tornado diagram

A: Utility value of NIVO (baseline) (0.462 ~ 0.858) , B: Cost of NIVO per 240 mg (JPY) (289,793 ~ 538,187), C:
Total cost of NIVO in progressive state (JPY) (1,229,663 ~ 2,283,660) , D: Total cost of DTX in progressive state
(JPY) (1,126,328 ~ 2,091,752) , E: Difference of OS between NIVO and DTX (months) (1.75 ~ 3.25), F: PFS of
NIVO (months) (1.19 ~ 2.21), G: OS of NIVO (months ) (7.6 ~ 14.2), H: Time horizon (years) (3 ~ 10), I: Disu-
tility in progressive State (-0.173 ~ -0.093) , J: Cost of DTX per 14 days (JPY) (35,764 ~ 66,418) , K: Disutility due
to DTX (-0.099 ~ -0.053), L: Cost for adverse events of DTX per 14 days (JPY) (14,782 ~ 27,452) , M: Difference
of PFS between NIVO and DTX (months) (-2.21 ~ -1.19), N: Cost for adverse events of NIVO per 14 days (JPY) (0
~ 10,000). DTX: docetaxel, JPY: Japanese Yen, NIVO: nivolumab, OS: overall survival, PFS: progressive free survival,
QALY: quality-adjusted life year, ICER: incremental cost-effective ratio
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3. WERHIRESHT

e SRAOIKRE S5 4T D FE 5% Fig. 3 O scatter plot (2759, Scatter plot TiX, 74
LT Y IR0 DIV R OW T, H5) QALY (Biifil) 72377 X DfE % Bt
D, XIWEREEO LREZ7RTER (750 FH/QALY) LV FHIIFEET 56
(2. nivolumab 7% docetaxel & ¥ B HIXIZIRDB N EHWrSND, T T I mik
I2X 2 1,000 [F DT H LY7o T EITo T RER, docetaxel 1 Zxf LT

nivolumab D& XN Em W 7T a Yy I AHMERIT 17.6% ThHh - 7=,

3500000 -
3000000 -
- Favours docetaxel
& * * *
S 2500000 1 o T8a%,0,0 b e
8 &‘."Q {‘ L X
S 2000000 - st Dy
g 1500000 1 Maximum willingness-to-pay

. (7.5 million JPY/QALY)
1000000

Favours nivolumab
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Fig. 3 Probablistic sensitivity analysis with scatter plot

JPY: Japanese Yen, QALY: quality-adjusted life year
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Bafh £ &

ARFFEIL, RTEN ANCE T D docetaxel 125195 nivolumab D F F %052 41
TaHl L7=ETH D, N—R 57— 253 H71231F % nivolumab @ docetaxel (519
% ICER 1% 1,245 HTH/QALY TH Y, RELIZBEZ EEl>TWnWeZ &t i
1T - FREENABE O RIBEIZBW T, nivolumab D XN EITR & &
R Do FIAE S R IR E R s 0 B FA xR0 R ETAN B P S X A E A A LIS T
nivolumab D& HXNREZMET L TH Y, FRF LRI IR A R B
FE/ NIRRT AS A, BARS A, EMEREIE A KT & L2 Tl Wb ICER
P 1,125 IF/QALY LA ETH D Z ENME S TWD D, TR OFEMITAE
ATV D) s CIddE NS A &t G & LTS Th D03, RifFgE &
[FIREIC LIk IR & docetaxel & L 7= nivolumab 0% FH 5l 20 AR SESMELET 5
Matter-Walstra & OHEFIE, A A ZADIRERSELE O350~ B IR B IE/ N it
NPT % nivolumab DE HIIAZ 7l L TV %723, nivolumab @ docetaxel
\Zx9° % ICER (X 177,478 A A A7 7 /QALY (= 1,988 JiJ/QALY, 1 AA A7
7 v =112 [JTHE) LHE L TWD 1 Goeree H DHEIT T & OIRBSHAF
DL B e - R/ NI 23 A2 31T % nivolumab D FI % 2h 3 2 54 L C
W53 ICER (% 151,560 574 RIV/IQALY (= 1,258 B H/QALY. 1 B4 K/L=83
MCHRE) EHMEL TS 1D, AKX 2N 5 ORITHISE L [FH£IZ. nivolumab
A3 docetaxel & FE~NTHE SR MENE WV IFERTH -T2, £, ABFIZETITA
EFEGRIERHTH D 2F M L LT, FNRIERFIZEN DB H & grade3 UL EOAIM
FIERFIH N DB E T MTINZATWD A, T, K57 EMoFEEGICHE
SBRAMNBETHZENEZXLND, LA L, ATTRACTION-3 RERIZEIT 5
grade3 LA LD TR, BB ORIEMHEITNTNE 1%L T TH Y EELT 5 HEEN
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< O, /NIRRT AS ACF1T % atezolizumab DE X H & Wi L 7= Zhou 51,
atezolizumab Jf IHEIC 51T 2 A EFRIEAERFITHEN 2B 28 ICER 1252 2 827883
INENZ EERE L TERD 2, AW TIL nivolumab O EHFRIHEN DS EHIX
b ICER |25 X 55 BD/NESWNT A =2 Tholo, LEDOENG, TH, K
B MDA FRERITHED D E PR EOR RICEGZ DB NS NEEZZ 6
N5, 7B, AEESICE Y DAEIRTIC OV TiL, ATTRACTION-3 #BRICE 1T
% EQ-5D-3L & W CEHER N SN WMEDZEE &7 MTHAAALTEY . 2
DNEDZEITEIT docetaxel DA FFRIZ L HMMMEIERTITERT 5L EZH
N5,

F o, IR SHTIZIB W T ICER 750 H/QALY LA T &R T 5 72 DITiE,
nivolumab 240 mg 7= ¥ DA% 413,990 F 75 282,817 HLLFIZ FIiF 5 LB RN H
DT ENRI NI, RS ORI T i 23 D e H k20 R S P 2 T
ICER THEMAXMZIEDMEN LA ENTHETH, YHEEGH~DT 7 & R %
RS, SR VD Z EAFRIE LT D, BIENAO KIGHEIZEBWT
BRI R DO S nivolumab OFEH ZHERES 5 72DI2i%, HAfiz 282,817 M
UTICRETDZEVLEELNEEZ BND, £72. OS I docetaxel D 8.4 # H
2B 41 r AU HIER S5 Z E N TEUT, BIEOFEM T &R Em
AIREMEDN R 2472, ATTRACTION-3 3ER CTlLH 7 7 — TR OFER PR ST
BV, PD-L1 #BE 1%L | 65 A, Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group
performance status (ECOG-PS) 7% 1, BYHEF T/ — R 95%(5#HIX[H (confi-
dence interval: CI) @ EfRA 1 # FEI>TkH 9 ZhbDOBEFELEMTIILY
nivolumab DIRFEN R EWATREMENR B 2 bivd, L L &7 7 /1—7D 08,
PFS O RAEIREINTWRWNWZ & H ETH 7 7N —T T ORRTH D Z
&L IO OBELHTREN LY bEVWIERIRE AT 20T SN TN
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EMB AR TIZZN O OBEELEMAICK T LV 7 T V—T i 1T o T,
ANP—= R E OS DERELWERE LR, 0S Z 4.1 » AU EIER S5 &8
FXZDRDENE VD FERD DX, A — R 0.67 LT OREEMTHILL,
HAED nivolumab DIARTH - THE MK RN S W AREMEN RREN D,
ATTRACTON-3 5Bk T/HY'— RO 95% CI O LR 1 2 FEl->TEY, o
P— RN 0.67 & TIEID DIX 65 Alii., ECOG-PS 7% 1, MlETHY | Zhb
DOERTTIZBUEDFAN T & B R S FTREMED 8 2 23, AT IC L BE 2R 1 R
MARL TS, BB TR 5 Z L IZREETH 5, £ Dfthd ICER 12
5 2 DEBENKEVNT A —H X nivolumab (X—Z T A ) DOZIHMHE. nivolumab
¥ L O docetaxel D progressive state THHE H Tl -7, Nivolumab (—X—A 7
A ) OHMEDY ICER 125 2 2 ENRKZ VAT, I/ INHIRIG S A2 31T 5
Goeree ©, Matter-Walstra & D5 L AR TH D 819, X—2F 4 U OZHMEIX
ICER D3RS 2195 QALYs IZERET H/37 A —X ThH7-%, ICER |Z
G2 DBENRESRDHEEZZDBND,

R S3HT Tl nivolumab D FHXHENE D @ OHESRIT 17.6%., T 72 HA
WFFED i im Cd> % nivolumab D FIZNRAMEV HERANE DI D HER DY 82.4% T

. FEROEEMENE O EAURE T, Matter-Walstra 513 14.1% D3R T

nivolumab 7% docetaxel (ZHENTEAMMNRBEmNI L2 HmEL TS ),
Matter-Walstra & O#iaf4H1%., nivolumab @ OS % 12.3 # H . nivolumab O fE
Z 0756 IZERESNTE Y, Fx OFFIESMELIEVETH %5, £72. nivolumab (T
BISMDIITEIN TRV ZBE L, docetaxel 13553 O HEAf % 312 ICER %
B L7223, docetaxel 1EBEIZHT S0%AMiH& 23 2 DR FHIEINL TN D
fRIZ docetaxel DTG & LLREKT R & L7254, ICER LV EfEE D720, &
WFIEDRE R OTERENEZ B D L 72D,
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AAFFRORSE LT, EEDHT ORI D 65375 K 512 ICER 12 X 5 %S
NRTPAEEEEZFT L TND I L, FIC—ED Y — R THRIRETH 5\ i
T 52 L ZRE LTS T2, nivolumab DRI 5 A NMEZ 8/
P L CWDRTEEMEDR N S D Z e EITbD, LL, ETF = v 7K1 ME
FHINTPERZ 2 DTV X0 b RIVAEFISKR T 2 B8 2 R S 720 rTREME DS H
HINTNWD Z &P ATTRACTION-3 3ERIZE 1T 5 nivolumab O FHIAHR AGEIZ
DNTIERTZRENTWRNT &5, nivolumab DOEMATICH T 2 H S
W/ NI LT D ATRERIHER VW EZE 2 TV D

AWFZETIIHETT » FFERIED A D ZRIGHIZIH T 5 nivolumab DE AR
W2 L AVRE A28, nivolumab (I OIER 7217 Tl < | ARFIRIEREIC
HARTEW QOL Z#ERF TE 2 Z & RENTHY I BEICKHT LAY v FAK
EVWHAITHDL Z LITHALNTH D, HxITEMRDEMENZ & 2B HIC
nivolumab O HMNHIR I H Z LITRET HNDHRETHDHEBEZTWD,

AREORERE LT, 1T - BREENAO KR A2 T 5 AARNEE TR
% nivolumab D% Fx7Zh 573 < | nivolumab 240 mg & 7= ¥ O 3KAHi A3 282,817 I LL
T THIUE, nivolumab DO FFAXIZAENENZ LR NIRRT, S#KIFMMO
DAFRICIST DB xR A %8 L, nivolumab D3Eflz RETHLENH D L&
bbb,
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2% Cisplatin 276 5 ERMECFERIELZT 5 BRABRE TR
35 4 FIPFHHIHEIEIZIIT B olanzapine DE X ZhR

WIE

]

B« MR I AR L2 2T D 8E D QOL ZX T SE 5720, (LEhiE
ML LMEM: (chemotherapy-induced nausea and vomiting: CINV) O HiliHlI ZiH%
D 7= DIZFEFITEE TH 5 39, American Society of Clinical Oncology (ASCO) .
Multinational Association of Supportive Care in Cancer/European Society of Medical
Oncology (MASCC/ESMO) ., National Complehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) D4
HA RTA Tl PN AZEDMINEE 4 BFSIC L Tl 319 BAEND
HAARTA L THRMRIC, EEEZ R/ NED 227 (10%AT)  BEY 27 (10
~30%)  HFEEY A7 (30~90%) . mEY X7 (90%LL E) 2L TS Y,
B> 25003 /W HEDH T cisplatin [T BIELED S WIIRATED—DTHD | 7
RXRTDOHA RTA L THEY AZIZHAI TV 5, Cisplatin %D HEC #3%1F %
BT LT 22 PRERISIIRIE 21T 5 2 L1E, QOL Z#ERF 92 72 DI A AT K
Th D,

Olanzapine | DK (dopamine Dy, Da. D3 3%, 5-hydroxytryptamine
(5-HT) type 2a, 5-HTae, 5-HTs. 5-HTs 5 %A, alphal-adrenaline 52%¥{A, muscarine
A, histamine type 1 AR ZETDMEMNDH Y | Ha KFRIEDOTERR &
U TR ST E 723 ), S0E, BALFRREICB T bR s LTRSS
DX DI~ 7 39 HARCHEN S 725 I FHFER TIX, cisplatin 2 & 1L
WEZ 2T 2 B ARG, BEAERY 7R 3 FIDFHHINERTE (neurokinin-1 (NK) S22
IRIEPUEE, 5-HTs 52 I HLE, dexamethasone) (2 olanzapine % FIet4-2% = & T,
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CINV ZHEIZIHIT 2 Z E0mEniz ¥, ok 57 5ns, ASCO DH A

RFZ A > Tlid. olanzapine Z&Te 4 FIPFHMIMLREZHELE L TV, NCCN <
MASCC/ESMO DO H A K74 T, 4 FIFHGIEEESHESRED —> & 7ro
T3 3133,

NK ZBRFEGIES S-HT #553KIE, 7R A ST ol & iz L T
BCholZ b, EWATEPRDREHRE LIemEDRE L L Y, AR
TIE, NKi Z A RFEGIERD aprepitant 2312 CIXE AR R B E VS, ABE T
TIFEHRDRMEN L E STV D P, 5 TR0 S-HT: SRS Ch
% palonosetron {ZDVNTCIE, H—M{R 5-HTs f#EHU3E & ol U CT& H kR AMK
WEHE SN TS P, —J7 2021 FDREE T olanzapine 5 mg 7=V OFEAIX
1504 F§T&% V) | aprepitant <> palonosetron & Frifs L TV, Olanzapine |31 H3MEK
< FaRHEIHIRENSRINTND Z Enh, BEHXMIROmI G b H 2 HELE
TEDHEEZLNDN, HIMIEIEIZISIT S olanzapine DE FHxf 0 H 2 MGE L 72
IR STV 5, WS Clid HEC I2%)9 % olanzapine D2 FH x50 % MiaiE L 72 3R
XD D HOD O HANLDOHEILR, Fi2, W& BATIRERECR
BRI EE N2 D720, MANOSHTREREZDOEFAARITEAT 5 Z L IXREETH
be ZDX IR EMNS ., AWFFEIL, cisplatin & A HEC %5 5 B A NBEITKT
35 4 FIPEHHIHHREICBIT D olanzapine DE HXIZhREZH ST 5 Z & & H
& LT, BARDROT 21T > 7,
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Wo2E 5 B

1. TN

T T VI cisplatin 2 & de HEC 2521 5 AARANBHE Zxf5 L L, Fig. 4 (TR
T T E T VA VERL L BTRIR IS T 2 IR R T & 815 QALYs 2R L7z,
H AR CHEfE S 7= %5 UL AEEKRRER (J-FORCE iBR) OfERICHK S & 5 LV EE
IZABE T C 4 AP BRI (olanzapine L2 A V) E721% 3 AIDFHHIFRE (E
olanzapine L' ¥ A V) OWT N &%1F 5, J-FFORCE Bk > ek A NS
1%, ¥ T cisplatin 50 mg/m? A LA G- TETH D Z &, i 20 sl 1 75 %A
T, ECOG-PS 2 0-2, THY ., &7t 710 LOBEENRSI L., 356 47 olanzapine
LU A 354 413 FE olanzapine LY A ZEID H T H L7z, FE olanzapine LY A
1% dexamethasone (1 H H 12 mg, 2-4 A H 8 mg). palonosetron (1 H H 0.75 mg) .
aprepitant (1 H H 125 mg.2-3 H H 80 mg) T& Y . olanzapine L " A > [XFF olanzapine
LY A T olanzapine (1-4 HH 5mg) ZiBML7- LT AL ThHDH, Hotres
JTEME (1 R R) SBEEH 25 BR) O _SORNIS T b, S —E
DHEZET complete control ¥ 721% incomplete control MIRAEIZFEITT 5, Complete
control [FN@EM: « ZEMEM-72 U, RFVEEIMG e L, BEOBRELT 4 BREO DT
TY—RF—/LTOELIE]) OFTRTEETHDE L, complete control % i

% C& 727 o 72 83A % incomplete control & s L 7=,
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O Incomplete control
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Fig.4 Decision-analytic model for cost-utility analysis

The decision tree shows the four possible health states that a model patient can experience after receiving an antiemetic
regimen. Olanzapine-containing regimen comprised dexamethasone, palonosetron, aprepitant, and olanzapine.

2. ZHAME, BATHER

FEREIRRE DN FARIEIZIX QALY & Az, ET /1S =B K ORI

Re& B DMK % Table 4 (2”7, &L YA UNTEIT 55 QALYs (X, AVt &iF
R OEFRRE D RR A FICRA L=, B ARIZB W TR ARG 21T 5 56
ShIME IR E (2 < RE (preference-based measure: PBM) (2L W HIE L= H D
ERHWDZ ERNFAIE S TEY B XU 20D NICE Tit EQ-5D (2 L 0 IE &
NI REZ WD Z RIS ATWD B9 ZnoBElnG, HART
EQ-5D (2 & Y #h Al 2 L 7= Hirose & D % K2, complete control 0% Ff
% 0.827. incomplete control DN % 0.605 (2% E L 7= >0, Hirose & 341 H/b2E
WIEE =T B BE ZXI5HT, BEQ-5D-5L # AW TRHAEAHIE L Tk, 4kik
FREEZ T D REOAMEIL 0.827 THY . grade2 UL EOELAHEL L IZGA
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DAL 0.605 TH o722 & 25 LT b IRED B L7354 13, Hashimoto
OOWMEICEESE ZIAMED 0.090 K FT 2 6D & L7, Hashimoto Hi%, 2
B PRI BB &6 51 HEAR S & QOL D BEiE 4 EQ-5D-5L 2 AW TRl L TR 1 |
A OIRK & 5 B8 ORMEZ 0.73, AP OIRKA RWEE O EIL 0.82 &
WEL TS, 2 BUERIFES 2 %542 L7 Hashimoto © O D% A % 51 H
LB L, ABEDIRK E QOL DO E 4 EQ-5D Tkl L 72k & 23 e hr o 7z
7= Td D, J-FORCE iR Tl olanzapine B CAHEICIRGADFEHLENE -T2
DD, HRHOIRKOBEHENEGNST-DIX 1 BEOATHD EEINTNDHT
D3I IRGKUICE VHENME T T 20121 HEDO&RE LTz, EIMEFIREEL B D HE
FP L OIRKOFEZIL, J-FORCE MEBROMERZ HICHEL, £L I A ITBT
% 5 BE® QALY O#afiix, A TFTOXTEH LT,

QALY = ([PCA * UCC + (1 — PCA) * UIC)] * 1d + [PCD * UCC + (1 — PCD) * UIC]
* 4d - PD * DUD *1d)/365d

DUD: disutility due to drowsiness; PCA: the probability of complete control in the
acute phase; PCD: the probability of complete control in delayed phase; PD: the probabil-
ity of drowsiness; UCC: utility value of complete control; UIC: utility value of incom-

plete control; d: Day.
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Table 4 Utility values for model patient's outcomes and health state probabilities in the model

Base case
Parameters (Range for one-way Distribution type for PSA Reference
sensitivity analysis)

Utility weight

Complete control 0.827 (0.816 - 0.837) Beta (Mean = 0.827, SE = 0.006) Hirose et al. >¥)

Incomplete control 0.605 (0.454 -0.756)  Beta (Mean = 0.222, SE = 0.077) Hirose et al. °¥)
o . Beta (Mean = 0.090, SE = 20% of base . 51)

Disutility due to drowsiness 0.090 (0.050 - 0.120) ) Hashimoto et al.

case

Probabilities

Complete control in acute phase 37)

. . . 0.941 (0.911 - 0.963) Beta (0. =333,3=21) J-FORCE study

in olanzapine regimen

Complete control in acute phase 37)

. . . 0.880 (0.842 - 0.912) Beta (o= 309, 3 =42) J-FORCE study

in non-olanzapine regimen

Complete control in delayed phase 37)

. . . 0.780 (0.733 - 0.822) Beta (0. =276, 3 ="78) J-FORCE study

in olanzapine regimen

Complete control in delayed phase 37)

. . . 0.635 (0.583 - 0.686) Beta (o =223, 3=128) J-FORCE study

in non-olanzapine regimen

Drowsiness in olanzapine regimen 0.430 (0.380 - 0.480) Beta (=153, 3=202) J-FORCE srudy3 7

Drowsiness in non-olanzapine regimen ~ 0.330 (0.280 - 0.380)  Beta (a.= 116, 8=235) J-FORCE study®”

PSA: probabilistic sensitivity analysis

3. &M

TTCE DT E L, PHIRSIERER L ORGFIRRICAW 28 A% CTH 5,
HIRDIEY A ARDRRSFLE DI O 1T> T b e, MEERITTET
JNZE DR T, FAMIE 2021 FEDOFEAM A2 £ H L | aprepitant & palonosetron L%
FEMMPFEI SN TS T2, B OFAhZFRE L7z (Table 5) , Olanzapine %
BIMDFEITE I N TWDLD R TEMMRDENZ L2 ENIT D720,
NR—=R 7 — 25T H1T % olanzapine DFAMIZIEH S OFMITFRE L, i TH%
RSO T H N 21T o7, BEFIEEOE IS T incomplete control 4
A ERBIOREIZ D) 57 833.8 FICHKE Lz, 2HIT complete control %
R L7223, EFE M C incomplete control DA, 286.5 FICRRE L=, T HD
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RF TG E L. palonosetron & granisetron Ofil|H-%h % [l L 7= TRIPLE 55
S|ZF\NT, palonosetron D XN 2 FRGiE L 72 Shimizu & Ot NS & 5%
7E L7, 723, JFFORCE BRI AR F CEMMS N TH Y | S LITAHIIED
SIHTHIRIE 5 A &2 IBIMOABEHIZTT MCEO Pl KLY
ArD s AROEHROGFHILLFORIC I W FH LT,

Cost=CAR + (1 - PCA) * CRA+PCA * (1- PCD) * CRD

CAR: Cost of prophylactic antiemetic regimen; CRA: Cost of rescue treatments in-
complete control in the acute phase; CRD: Cost of rescue treatments complete control in

the acute phase but incomplete control in the delayed phase.

Table 5 Costs of drugs and rescue treatment

Cost (JPY)
Study drug costs (Range for one-way sensitivity Distribution type for PSA  Reference
analysis)
Olanzapine 5.0 mg (oral) 150.4 (28.9 - 150.4) Did not vary NHI price list in 2021
Aprepitant 125 mg (oral) 1,659.4 Did not vary NHI price list in 2021
Aprepitant 80 mg (oral) 1,125.0 Did not vary NHI price list in 2021
Palonosetron 0.75 mg (intravenous) 5,349.0 Did not vary NHI price list in 2021
Dexamethasone 4.0 mg (oral) 29.9 Did not vary NHI price list in 2021
Non-olanzapine regimen . T
9,527.5 Did not vary NHI price list in 2021
(APR + PALO + DEX)
Olanzapine regimen . T
10,129.1 (9643.1 - 10129.1) Did not vary NHI price list in 2021
(OLA + APR + PALO + DEX)
Rescue treatments Normal L. 53)
833.8 (167.1 - 1500.5) Shimizu et al.
(IC for acute phase) (Mean = 833.8, SE = 340.1)
Rescue treatments Normal L 53)
286.5 (97.3 - 475.7) Shimizu et al.
(CC for acute phase, IC for delayed phase) (Mean = 286.5, SE = 96.5)

Non-olanzapine regimen comprised 12 mg Dexamethasone on Day 1 and 8 mg on Days 2-4, 0.75 mg palonosetron on
Day 1, 125 mg aprepitant on Day 1 and 80 mg on Days 2 and 3. APR: aprepitant; CC: complete control; CI: confidence
interval; DEX: dexamethasone; IC: incomplete control; JPY: Japanese Yen; NHI: National Health Insurance: OLA:
olanzapine; PALO: palonosetron; PSA: probabilistic sensitivity analysis
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3. R—RF—R5Hr

THERAMLTE B I3 AEO A & 15 QALY & L, HADRBRSHLAHA DT
BB AT 272, T HIRENE 5 BRNCERE L. oIS 1 R TH 2
72, BIBNTEEH Lo Tz, FENTIZIZ, TreeAge® Pro 2019 (TreeAge Software Inc.
Williamstown, MA, USA) ZfEH L, LLTFORIZ LY ICER R L7z,

ICER (FH/QALY) = (cost of olanzapine regimen — cost of non-olanzapine regimen) /
(the QALY of olanzapine regimen — the QALY's of non-olanzapine regimen)

FHNEREZED LR (willingness-to-pay: WTP) (% Shiroiwa 5 O 394 HC
500 5 M/QALY (TR E LTz, ~N—A 7 —A5HTClL, olanzapine [355%6 fh D HAh

TICER #H T2 & & 1T, BBMOFEMTEH ICER ZH L7,

4. —uRRESHT

BXTA—=ZPFRERIZE R DRBEORE ST 2720, —Jul&EE i 21T
272, Olanlanzapine DA LT OFEM TH 25 28.9 6, Jodein DHAM T &H
% 1504 MO TET S 7o, RFRBRICHE» 2 8 T ER S 2 RE L.
Shimizu & 23#RE D U7 B ] 2 B2 LUTF O TR L7z 95% CI O#ifH TAE) <
i,

95% CI = Mean + 1.96 x 3—2 (SD: standard deviation; n: sample size)

BHEFRE 2 I D feR . IRROFEBLR, IRKUZ L 22 MEE T 95% CI i
P CZ8#) X+7-, Complete control & incomplete control DZNFAEIZ DV TIE, ~—
KA B AE LT D 95% C1 OFAPH CTEEY S W72, X—H 5340 95% CILIZLL T
DX THEEHEFRZ (standard error: SE) ZHH L7=D 5 EZR™IZ L W HH L7z, EZR

IZTRBILVOR a~v o X —DEREA LR LTt Y 7 b =T ThH D,

SE = \/ Mean (1 — Mean)/n (SE: standard error; n: sample size)
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BIMENS AN —Z oA 2 i L7 BRI, 0 E2Y 0 06 1 OfEZ D Z & (B
AT 0 RO HEDY 5 528, 1FEAEEY 2720 | EREAE IR
THHED DAL HNHEN TN D72 THh D %, S 51T, ICER & WTP 3%
L< 7% olanzapine DIz F T 570, BEONT 21772, —ESHTC
ICER 78 WTP % L[Al 572785 A —Z |25\ Th, ICER 78 WTP L4 L< R 5 E %

B L=,

5. BERHIRESHT

NR—= R — 25 TH B VR R O E 2R 2720, BT Arm
2 b— 3 285 10,000 BOH > 7Y > T EITV, FERIEE ST 21T > 72,
KoXT A—=H DO HOFESEIL Table 4, 5 12/~ L7z, ZhAE & A HEERIRIE 2 B D e
HIIAR— S BRI LTz, S— 2500 05 1 OEZIRY 5 5540 —>T

HY ., FYIE EAEYEFZE (standard deviation: SD) (ZLA TFORIC L W EIE &5,

_ _a _ ap . . R )
Mean = pory it SD \/ @ip) @ipiD (o: number of events; : number of non-events)

MBI SW TR, REMEY 28 SE 570, SE 2 X—Z 454D SD 124X
A LT IRKUC X 2% AMEAR T SE 1%, BEER SV T SD & SE A S Tun7g

728, R—RAF— D 20%ERE LT,
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H3E M B

1. X=X —R5HT

NR— R — 2N B 2 WFHE L, olanzapine L2 A > T 10,238 M, 3
olanzapine L' A > C 9,719 [ ThH -7, #FF QALYs T olanzapine L2 A T
0.01065 QALYs, FE olanzapine L2 A > T 0.01029 QALYs To 7z, FE olanzapine
LY A XS 5 olanzapine L ¥ A > D43 I 519 F, #5843 QALY (£ 0.00036
QALYs T& ¥ . ICER X 1,428,675 M/QALY & B &z, Z OfElX WTP % Fa|
STEY, XR—=R7—Z5HZE T, olanzapine L ¥ A > |ZIE olanzapine L T A
VLR U CE A IR D m o T, MO olanzapine ZEH L7254
olanzapine L ¥ A > O¥iFFE I 9,752 F. ICER 1% 90,059 FI/QALY LHHEh
7o
2. —TLRESHT
— U HTORER & LT, ICER IT5-2 2B LD RS D) BIEICE~T-
M= REAT 7T L% Fig. 51”7, b ICER IZEX DEEDORE VT
A — % L incomplete control DEHIET&H ¥ , ¥\ T olanzapine D Al I olanzapine
LA OFEFEH D complete control 8, olanzapine L ¥ A > DIEFEWID complete
control 2, DR TH > 7=, BE/IHTTIiL, ICER & WTP 23% L < 72 % olanzapine 5
mg H72 D OFAMIL 475 N TH o7z, —Jul&E o DL EIFAPN T ICER 75 WTP
% bRl © 7237 A—4# |3 incomplete control DFHMETH YV . Z DIED 0.754 DIF

IZICER & WTP & 1L < Ip o7,
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Utility value of incomplete control 0.454 [ | ] 0.756

Cost of olanzapine (JPY) 280 1504
Probability of delayed complete control in non-olanzapine 0583 """ 0.686
Probability of delayed complete control in olanzapine 0.822 7] 0.733
Probability of acute complete control in non-olanzapine 0.842[11 0.912
Probability of acute complete control in olanzapine 0.963 [ 0.911
Cost of acute incomplete control rescute treatment (JPY) 1500.5 [ 167.1
Utility value of complete control 0.837[0 0.816
Cost of delayed incomplete control rescute treatment (JPY) 475.7M 97.3
Probability of drowsiness in non-olanzapine 0.380 M 0.280
Probability of drowsiness in olanzapine 0.380 [ 0.480
Disutility due to drowsiness 0.050 [] 0.120

CI) l,OOCI),OOO Z,OOCIJ,OOO 3,OOCI),OOO 4,000,000 5,000,000 6,000,000

ICER (JPY/QALY)

Fig. 5. The result of one-way sensitivity analysis

One-way sensitivity analysis represents the influence of each parameter on the model. ICER, incremental
cost-effectiveness ratio; JPY: Japanese Yen; QALY, quality-adjusted life-year.

3. FERHIRELHT

T SRR o HT DFE SR % Fig. 6 O scatter plot {Z7~97, Scatter plot Ti&, ICER 7%
WTP DEAEZ FEID | 23O QALYs D IEDEZ D M7 1 > b S5
L 96.2% T - 7c, BHXNRZAMIR (Fig.7) T OHERIL, WTP DORIfEZ
150 7 FHZERE L7235 81T, olanzapine & FF olanzapine L2 A TIXIXEHE L < 72 o

7’:,
—o
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The WTP threshold

700 million JPY per QALY gained
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I
I
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I
1
I
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-0.0002 0 0.0002 0.0004 0.0006 0.0008 0.001 0.0012

Incremental effectiveness (QALY)

Fig. 6 Scatter plot showing results of probabilistic sensitivity analysis

In the Scatter plot, a point that exists to the lower right of the WTP threshold and has positive incremental effectiveness
is cost-effective. ICER, incremental cost-effectiveness ratio; JPY, Japanese Yen, QALY, quality-adjusted life year; WTP,

willingness-to-pay

-l -—-8-—--®
0.9 e

0.8 -

0.7 ’,' —— Non-olanzapine regimen

0.6 ," --e--0Olanzapine regimen
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

0 oo
0 1,000,000 2,000,000 3,000,000 4,000,000 5,000,000 6,000,000

% lterations cost-effective

The willingness-to-pay threshold (JPY per QALY gained)

Fig. 7 Cost-effectiveness acceptability curve

JPY, Japanese Yen, QALY, quality-adjusted life year; WTP, willingness-to-pay
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Bafh £ &

AWFTEIE, 4 FIOFHSIHEEIEIZIS T D olanzapine D F i 2h 5 % 4116 TR L
Te#E T %, olanzapine DFAMITIEIEM, BIEMITHDDO BT @ WE xR
DRENTZZ LD, 4 FIDFASIEEEICIS T D olanzapine D X F X &
EEZBND, MEOHE &b REAEWE, ZIAEN A AR AL’ D BQ-5D I
EONWTNDLZETHDH, TDID, N—AR7—A5HIZH T % incomplete control
DOZENFAEIT 0.605 IZFEE SN TRV | BEDZL < OWFFETIRIE SIS AME (0.20
F7213027) SHELTEWVMETH D 40, 2hiEi, B, RE, WECHNS
REIZESTRESERDLZENPRESIN TS I, @EORETHEH SN
0.20X°0.27 &\ S I, FLL D O visual analogue scale (VAS) CTrHlisnu TR Y |
B OHEE TRABIZ QOL %545 EQ-5D. Health Utilities Index-8 (HUI-8) .
Short form 6 dimension (SF-6D) % & FHli HIEN RE S Bip D, £D7=H, VAS T
FFA U 725 A A2 O CRgMT L 724554 . incomplete control @20 B L3 1/ Mg &
AU. B4 QALYs 2N KEHM S 4L 5 "IREMED & 5, Chanthawong © 1%, 2 AlOF Al
ME5 (dexamethasone, &5 — AR S-HT; 2 ARHEHIFE) Ll LT, olanzapine iB
AMZ XV QALY 2% 0.0022-0.0026 ¥EML7- LT 5L b, v HHR—LT
(%3 AIOFAHIE#E L (dexamethasone, 55— 5-HTs = AR5 HT3E, aprepitant) (Z
BT, aprepitant % olanzapine |28 5 L7234, H9%> QALYs I 0.0005 QALYs &
HWELTW5 %, HATIL, aprepitant & palonosetron 0% 520 B fsst L7
HEPEEH D PP, Kashiwa b1, HATHEM 4172 TRIPLE 35k D OREFICEE
S& . cisplatin Z & ¥ HEC L 3 A (ZF1F 5 palonosetron D % 2h 4 L
T Y. palonosetron MHE4y QALYs IE 0.000645 QALYs & i L Tuvsd ),

Tsukiyama © [ aprepitant D {5 QALYs 1% 0.016 QALYs & #HE L TW\WAH ¥, Zi
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5 DYATHIZE & Heilge U € ARFZED B 45 QALYs 1X 0.00036 QALYs & /NS vo 7z,

Z #UlE incomplete control DZNHAEZ E < FEE L TWD Z EIZERTH EE 5N
%o A F Y AD NICE Tl FHMBRIIFOAMEDOHEIC, < DEHET
BAESNTABIECTH D EQ-SD #H D Z L 2HERE L T\ 5 ¥ 9, AR Ytk
SRRER RS DA 7 A Tk, XRS5 13 EQ-5D, HUI-8, SF-6D
FD PBM WV CHIE SNV EA T2 2 L 2R LT o B, £/,
EQ-5D (3, AAKRTHMAMEIZA 2T LT 27 VT Y XLDBFAFES LT DFEED —
OTHD, ZNHOBMENG | AT THARNE RZIZ EQ-5D CTHIE X 7= H
EEHAWZ LIRS THLEBEZLND,

Chow Hi%, 7 A U B OFEMIZEESX | olanzapine L ¥ A L W3JE olanzapine & bt
1 L C dominant (B2 N ZE < (ZHEBE) 2 & 2HE LTV 54, Chow 5131997
DD 2002 FFIZHNTTT A U A T S 7z Shih b OWE NTHESE | HIHA
RE7e CINV 0% % 1,883 USD IZRRE L7223, T OB RIIARMEORsInEE &
K& B> TWb, Shih HOMEIL, 1997 405 2002 40> Medstat MarketScan
Health and Productivity Management (7 — & ~X—2Z (7 A U 71 DHJ 45 DRAEZE &
100 LA EDLRERTE 27 HINEE L Ie 2K BUR DT — F _N—2) 1TSS T 1+ Hb iz
D ORFIRIRICHE P DB EZFH L TV 5, BHOFMITFEH SN TOARN,
HALT AV W CERENRKELS /RS 2L, 72U BT aprepitant &
palonosetron N FEITE SN HFIDT — X ThH Z MR, AROEH & K& R b8
HeEBZEZx b5, HARIZEWT Hamada H1%, CINV 2R L7-EE | =2—2dH
720 170 USD DB D5 Lt L TnD 9, UL, Hamada & O#HE
I3 aprepitant <> palonosetron 2% H AR THFE S 4L HHITD 2005 475 2007 DT — X
THoHZ &, BINEAOKENEAETHY , YA S D HIEERKE <
Wit Z L, BB L cisplatin 1 = —ZXH7=0 OB TH Y . AHFFED 55T
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MThss5 HMERRD Z &b, AIFETIE Hamada b 23E L& &5 H]

L 72735 T, TR OB TEHE 13 Shimizu ©H OAS 59 % FLIZERE L7723, TRIPLE
FRBR D SRR 2011 4292 & 2012 - T & YV | granisetron, palonosetron, olanzapine,
aprepitant D% FE A FEIE STV D BETIL, Shimizu ©H O T A~RFTRE
BPMEL 2o T D2 ERTREND, UL, —TmBESHHICB W TR IR
BOFEII/NI L, XR=A =25 TIERFHFBERE D/ NS WIGA TS, ICER
X WTP Z+53I2 FElS T D Z b BUFIREE N RICE X 58NS
WeEEZXLND,

Chanthawong © & Chow b O 440G, olanzapine DHEFREET /VITH
HTELT | ABFFETITIRKUZ X 2 HER T OB L ZE L2, #iRIZE A
LIS o T, Flo, AWEICE T DIRK OB ABE TR <
H AN D 2 BRI B OB I ESN TN S, L, — oSO CIRG
DFBLFR L IRGUC X DA EIR TR RIC G 2 2B NI Do ToTod, 2 HlpE
RIGEFONIMEZ S LT 2 ERANFRICEZ DL/ NENWEB I bND,
F 72, JFFORCE RBRICE W T bHEDmWAFFR TH LRI HRIZET D
WENNE ol bnh, RRUNDODEEFRNFERIZEG 2 0B/ SN
Ez bbb, HIEIEOM A, FREMEA Lo 270 8 OEFIEREFRICE D AR
ZH|EE T AEEMENH VD . J-FORCE 552 Cid, 355 6 1 il grade3 D{HEFAAH
WEINTWE I, UL, ZOBEIFIERFITRS . RUFRIX ARG T =
fToTNDd, AFFRCLDBEMNOANGREEZ GO TVRNT EOFEIT/NE
WeEEZ b5,

AMFFRORI L L TUTDORBZET b5, 1L Ui, 0HfEIL J-FORCE R
THIE SNIZE TR ERZEF bhvb, £72, J-FORCE iRBRIT ABLEE % x5
ELTWDA, ABFFETEIH L7z Hirose HOWEITIKEBFE ZRHE LTS
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LU I MIEDRRE L, SEATHIFED K 5 7eiighh o> VAS THIE S 7B Tidzz <,
ERNADOTA RT A THIESNTHD AARTHIE S 72 EQ-5D (ZHASWN T
ZEDD, BONEROGEMEITEVEE Z T D, £72, J-FORCE RBRIC
SN LT BFE D 95%LL EIZ ECOG-PS 78 0 £721% 1 TH VY, 2HREIXRLTH
>7z, J-FORCE Bz AP T CHhE L7 #iIEL, Aotk & Rt a it lid 5729
ThdEEZOLND, FAMED ICER ICKEREEL G2 2 L) REFZEO M A
731 BRI ERBR CIEAG S NI IMEARE S 5 Z E BRI TH D DD,
NKREENPLRFLNTDRMEAESIALEZZ L1, —EOZLMRHDH EEZ LA
%o ORI, BESHTICEIT B complete control (D7 K (D ZEEHIE 23\ AT EME
R 5, BRI FOER X, Hirose ©H OWFFEAY B4 1,008 4, QOL FH A%k 4,695
1 (grade2 DL EOHLHBLIT 40 1) OKRBIEGHETH U | 95% CI 3PV EHIPH T
RHENTWD72DTh D, LnL, R AEIER A OREES AFEIC L > TR~ D
ZENHESINTEY ), H—0z R HEL L S 56, Rt
PN/ NEE S D ATREER S D, Lav L., ICER (23 2% 5 2 % DX complete
control & incomplete control DZEHFEDZETH Y | incomplete control DZHHMEIZ A
SRV FIFHICERES N TW B DD, b2, MEMKE ST Tk
incomplete control DZNFAMEDZEBIE AN M & 23733 59, ICER 78 WTP % A
HRERIL962% & @MW\ Z EDRES T, L7eh > T, complete control DN HED
EEED/NS N LD, AFROFETRIZ G 2 5T/ ENnWEE I bND, =D
BT, ABFFRIIABRSRE TOMTTHD Z LT b, 43K T CINV 23581
L7ctr. 1BNoiEkT « ABe# DA T 5 a0 5, EE. 2 b 0%
% % & L7- Tsukiyama & D45 Tld, aprepitant DE B RIZABE & 0 44k TF
WEHRE LTS M, X512, CINV OFIENC L 0 BMO@EPigsZ2im s 32 &
MTEIUL, KENZ LD APEMRDAR TombeE ] O &, BEEH ORI TS
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AUy b R®HD, ZNHOBENS, ABEEMTENE AR EZ R L
olanzapine |&, #RTIXE HIZEMMNRNENEEZ DD, WHHAIZ, 947
B s B EENZ ER3EF s, o4 s B L28hix, TR
HlHPRED R 7Z2 QOL dEo EAFBIR DIERIZ 7073 D Z L SFE S 71T
72N Z LT A T J-FORCE 7k % & Lo IR AR 12 351F % olanzapine DA Zh:1E,
RO a—AD 5 AMOR TSN TWE72DTHD 340, CINV FBAIZ LY
EMI72 QOL ME i D ThiuL, S QALYs IIAMZEDORER LD H K&
< 725 )3, olanzapine D HXIZHIE BB E W S FEFRIZE D V1T, 4. CINV
NEWIN A QOL ICH- 2 DB NHLMIRD Z LRSS,

AREDREH & LT, cisplatin %4 HEC Z51F 5 HARNBEZ KT 5 4 FIOFH S
M-JREEEIZ I T, olanzapine DF X2 R A3 5 < | olanzapine 5 mg & 72 V) D A 3
475 UL F CTHIUE, BRMIERNENZ EEZHA LN Lz, LzRn-> T, 4 KI16F
MIHFRIEIZ IS £ olanzapine [XHIMZN R D70 69 EFGRRFFAIC HENT
HHITHDLEEXDBND,
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#F3E Ramucirumab, docetaxel JFFEEZ =T 5 HARAFE/MIE
Jitids AVBFE 12 331T B pegfilgrastim D xR

WIE

]

FN IR AAEFIREICRBIT 2 bR A EFLZO—DOThH Y . BumpL 2V
D DT, AIHEZRIR Y BT D MBI B D, G-CSF ITEYB L VFN U R 7 2t
BEELZEDRENTED L2 FN U AT OFEW LY A 2Tl G-CSF O TR
BEMER SN TWD, FN O U 27 JF-13, BEBERE - & inRBEE (2K
plS i, BEBERFITIE, mile (65 UL L) | performance status DT, AT
DAENG D 36 JREBEN 71X, LU A w0 FN BIERCiMis s,
ASCO®, NCCN®| ESMO®D A K7 A »Tix, FN U A7 3 20%LL Eo L
AL TIEG-CSFIZL D FNDO—IR PRI ZH#EE L TR0 | AABBIRTFEZONA R
TA L OTHEETH D, Peg-G I filgrastim ¢ N KUt % polyethylene glycol 1k L
TTHFITH YD . RVIHR R Z A7 5, Peg-G & filgrastim DA 202 bl L 7o
RERD A X T F U ATl Peg-G D7 A ZIED B O ABEMEA /R TV 5 9,
Peg-G 13, HATIZ 3.6 mg DHETHERINTI Y A G THOFNEMEN S |
FN U R BRENL YA O—IRTPBHICIASER I TS,

HEATHA O FE/ NI 23 Ao (non-small cell lung cancer: NSCLC) (28T,
ramucirumab, docetaxel ffF#EE (RAM+DTX) %, platinum HPFIEEREICHTT 2
AIMEDR RIS TND 79, HARTIE, NSCLC BEIZHT 5 ramucirumab (X,
docetaxel & DOUFFH CIRBEH NGRSO HLTH Y, HAMFEF2IE, ramucirumab
D & 72 % ECOG-PS 28 0 F£721% 1 OFBF T 5 kb F#EiE L LT,
RAMADTX ZHELE L TV 5 79, —J5, FN (X RAM+DTX (Z551F 2 F &R D
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— O THY, [EFEE U FHRER (REVEL ) ¢ Ti, docetaxel O 5 & 75
mg/m? |[ZEXE SN, BT 7 —T T CIRT U7 NTEIT D FN FBIERIT
43.8% L BN ERREINT O, Zoid, BARTEM SN AR T
I%. docetaxel D H-EIE 60 mg/m? ITJHE SN2 H DD, FNIIEZRIT 34.2% & &
WRITZED B o T, YD Z Lrh | HAT RAMADTX 17 2 355614, Peg-G
IZE DR THEDIL AT TS, RAMAIDTX DX 972 FN U 27 OFE\\ LY
AUNZENT, G-CSFIZ LD FN TRHIIIERICEE TH 508, BHXIREEE
LTHERAT20ERD D,

G-CSF [IREZIERTHH720, FN U A7 DR\ LT X o TCO— G134
REIN TR 9, Peg-G 1T G-CSF OHF THLRFICEFETH Y, HATOHAMIX
108,635 1 (1,017 USD) T& 5, ¥T4F, Peg-G D& RN FIZ W CUIIEERE <
NTNDD, FEREDAFESCHRMNSEEIC L > TR ST D 178, Peg-G D H
KIZHRACBAT DD 1%, BV L ECHIEL A e BV & HiAD 5 ]
BEMENEWRAFEZ NG E LT, L O TIEL. G-CSF 23 AR 2k
B2 Lo TAFRHMZERE S5 LW REICESWHTNDE, —J7, i
1T+ R OEMBLFEFIECEB T D Peg-G OB AR FIZ OV THRET L 72 sy
FIE & A 72\, Ichimura B, BiENABFITHT 5 docetaxel, cisplatin,
5-fluorouracil Jf FBIEIZIV T, Peg-G IZ L % FN — Ik TRhIL., TR 5 2117
WA & H L TE AR MEN LR LT D D, LavL, 2O TIXFN
BEEC OB A ZE L TR o3, ofrdliid 28 & ElETh -7z, —75.
WA, EEDOET G-CSF IZ X 2 FN PREAEGEHEE C A b S5 2 & 03l
HENTND, 13 DWFREEXGE LTz Clark 5D A %7 F U v AT, G-CSF
TR L0 | BYBHESE U2 A BT (5 v Xk 0.51, 95% C10.26-1.00)
SEDLZENHESINTND 9, 61T, BEENABIOY N EEH 3493 A
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EEte 17 O o F MR O Y AT ~T 4 v 7 - LE2—Tl&, G-CSF O
—RTPPHC LD, EYBEIE T (FR%TY 227 0.55, 95% CI0.30-0.90) 35 X OMb=%
PEVEF ORIFET (FHXFY A7 0.60, 95% C10.43-0.83) O U A7 3352 &
PDHREINTND P, 2o RN L, FN BEEECEZZE L, »oRHIHO
IR EELNEZEZBND, £ 2T, HARIZEWT RAMHDTX 2% () % NSCLC
BB D Peg-G DE I EIZ OV T, EN BT 2 &30 - RHEoET

IO % B2 LTz,
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Wo2E 5 B

1. SrET v

IINTE T X, TreeAge® Pro 2020 (TreeAge Software Inc. Williamstown, MA, USA)
Z AT, Fig. 8 IRt E7 VAR LTc, o IRIZATESE L, BA
DIRBRSFNE DL DB AT 21T > 72, 7 /VIEE 1T platinum #HTHE &
720, 4k T RAM+ADTX %317 5 NSCLC & & L. Peg-G (2L % FN —k 5
AT O e (Peg-GRf) &.G-CSFIC LD PG Z1ThRWGa (TG L
B O O OIREHRIKIZ OV T, HIfFE s L OVER QALYs Z5HH L7z, ekt
FL L TTPiE 7 LA @R UICARIUZ, HATIZ RAMADTX O RN THE
i Z D7 #H BB G ER G-CSF 2T 2ENIZ L A ERNWTZDTH
D, BT NVBFILET. IVCG 3R O CHEM SN TV A 7 VO RETH
L. 4% A 2710 RAMIDTX 5 S5, IVCG iBRIT A AR THEm I 725 I
FIRBR CH 0 | TR, platinum AN S 72 1 3HEHIME,  tyrosine kinase PH5E
OB G L, AR5 20 5% 2L . ECOG-PS 23 0 £72i1% 1, Th b, RAM+DTX
DF% 583 ramucirumab 10 mg/kg, docetaxel 60 mg/m?> TH V| 1 ¥4 7 L DR S
1321 B CTH %, ET /VEFITLT L b JVCG BR O BFE HAE 272 S 720703,
[FISE DA IEDG HALD LARGE LTz, MW E T /L ORAI D530 5L Tl Peg-G
2L D FN =R 5, 7213 G-CSFIZ L b TP G LIRS NG, K
ICBWT—EDMESR T FN Z3JE L, FN Z3JE L7 B3, —EDOMERTFN &
HAPBERB L ONFN BEEC A E 23, A 7V TAFELTZEZITROY A 7 v
(ZHETA, TR 4 YA 7 VO FRIEZ R DR L0 b, 1 FRETHORET/E
F3 5 L MRET D, EITHOAFHMZ 1 Ff & LIARIUE, IVCG s L O
REVEL#BRIZI51T 5 RAMADTX BED OS B E 4L E 4101515 7 H B LTV 15.44
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r ATHY T8 RAMADTX % 4 VA 7 VEadT4 OAFII K 1 £ & TS
Nz Th b,

No FN (survive) j

survive

Pegfilgrastim

Inpatient care
NSCLC patients
receiving RAM+DTX
Die from FN

FN
) Survive

Outpatient care Surviving patients re-enter

the beginning of this
model until receiving four
cycles chemotherapy.
After four cycles, the
patient survives for one
year ina progressive state.

Die from
FN
No FN (survive) 4 —

No primary prophylaxis survive

Inpatient care

Die from FN
>}

Outpatient care

survive

Die from FN

Fig. 8 Decision-analytic model for cost-utility analysis

DTX, docetaxel; FN, febrile neutropenia; NSCLC, non-small cell lung cancer; RAM, ramucirumab

2. FN, FNBEJEARE, FNBHEET Y X7

ETINIE DT MERIL, Peg-G Bl L OVTBI& 572 LEED FN HIE3R, FN B
ABid L OVFN B C OfERTH D (Table 6) , IVCG ik S-S & | PRI
572 UBED FN FBIEZR1T 34.2% (26/76 i) & L. Peg-G #£D FN FBIEZHR|T, AAT
Fhin S V725 T AHGRBRICEE S X, 5.0% (1/20 #) IZRRE L7289, FN OEFEII A A
RIZA R TEFRRDN, 2o 0RERTIE, HARBKIESE F2DERIC
HoXx | MREIR 37.5°C LE (F72130ENIE 38.0°C LI L) THY ., moufHER
BN 500 /ul A £ 72 0% 48 BRI LANIC 500 /ul K295 & PRI 5E
% FN & EF L7 8D, FN BIERFIZ AR D E3IE. Weycker H OHEFIZEE DX |
Peg-G B, TP 72 LAEL HIT 88.2%ICRRE L7= %, F 7=, FN BHHISE - Ok
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I3 ABEZET 0G0 B3, Peg-G EHRE, TR G772 LEEE 1T 2.4%
IZF%E L7z, Chan L, BEENASCY »/EOBFIZH LT, FNIREDZDIZ
G-CSF ZIRMMNCE G LIcG G DT HEN 24% ThH D EHELTWD 3, TFf
B2 LEETH, FN Z2%0E L723551% G-CSF 2RI G35 Z L R TS
ND1H, WL b G-CSF 2RI Lo 5B O T REHE LT,
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Table 6 Variables, DSA range, and distribution type for probabilistic analysis in the model

Distribution type for

Parameters Base case (DSA range) probabilistic analysis Reference

Utility weight

Baseline utility 0.72 (0.70 - 0.74) Beta (SE = 0.02) Yang et al. 5%
C Beta Nafees et al. 5>

Disutility due to FN 0.47 (0.05 - 0.50) (SE = 20% of base-case) Lathia ct al. 76)

Disutility in the progressive 0.18 (0.14 - 0.22) Beta (SE = 0.022) Nafees ct al. 3

state
Probabilities

FN risk with no primary
prophylaxis

FN risk with Peg-G

Hospitalization risk at
the incidence of FN

FN related mortality risk

Costs (USD)

Pegfilgrastim 3.6 mg

(per injection/cycle)

FN hospitalization cost

(per day)

FN treatment cost for outpatient
(per FN episode)

Monthly outpatient cost for the
progressive state (Excluding the
last three months)

Palliative care cost for the last
three months

Others

Treatment cycles of
RAM+DTX

Length of stay in hospital for
FN (days)

0.342 (0.237 - 0.460)
0.050 (0.001 - 0.249)

0.882 (0.782-0.991)

0.024 (0 - 0.112)

1,017 (712 - 1017)
207 (166 - 249)

265 (212 - 318)

329 (263 - 395)

13,030 (8,120 - 18,970)

4.0 (2.0 - 8.0)

8.0 (6.4 - 9.6)

Beta (a =26, 3= 150)
Beta(a=1,3=19)

Beta (SE =0.05)

Triangular (Minimum = 0,
Most likely = 0.024,
Maximum = 0.112)

Did not vary

Gamma (Mean = 207,
SD = 20% of base-case)
Gamma (Mean = 265,
SD = 20% of base-case)

Gamma (Mean = 329,
SD = 20% of base-case)

Gamma (Mean = 13,030,
SD = 20% of base-case)

Gamma (Mean = 4.0,
SD = 20% of base-case)
Gamma (Mean = 8.0,
SD = 20% of base-case)

Yoh et al. %
Kasahara et al. 80
Weycker et al. 82)

Fust etal. >
Cupp et al. 87)

NHI price list

DPC electronic
score sheet

Weycker et al. 82)

Tsukiyama et al. 2D

Morishima et al. 24

Yoh et al. %8

DPC electronic
score sheet

)

DPC: diagnostic procedure combination, DSA: deterministic sensitivity analysis, DTX: docetaxel, FN: febrile neutro-

penia, NHI: National Health Insurance, Peg-G: pegfilgrastim, RAM: ramucirumab, SD: standard deviation, SE: standard

crror

3. &f

BT ICEOTZE R, Peg-G OHAM, FNIREE, #ITH 1 » A H7= 0 OIk

PRRE GELTHT 3 » H&EBRS) | FELTHT 3 » H DT 7IC#HN 28 TH 2,
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L FFRIEINC I T D Peg-G LSO FHEIER K OSCRRRIEICEH O 2 B X, mifE
IR LEZ NI, BRICED RN -T=, F12, ELTHI3 » HOERM
[P LDBEAITEETHD Z LRI TWD 2, £ 2T, RAM+DTX #

THOETHNCH T 2 1 FEHOAFHMICEN T, &0 9 » AiX1 » AHT2Y

329 USD. % ? 3 » H1 13,030 USD O 231D LE L=, Peg-G D3

%, 2021 FOFEAMMICHESE 1B (1A 270) H720 1,017USD IZRE LT, F

1AEE X, DPC RHGE 7020 1 HH720 22,150 FIZERE L, FHABEHIF O 8

AffiZ:]CC, FN1 =Y — RbH7=Y 177,200 1 & L7, DPC Sk iX, BARD

JEAE B DMEE U 72 iR R T — RS W TR SN TR Y, R e DA |

Hé7z D OERE R KON A RE MR T 5 2 &N TE D, AARMTHE

SN E AL, BB 2020 FEICHE LA L — K (1 USD =

106.78 F) 1ZFSW\T USD (IC#a% L 7=,

4. PHAE

NR—=2 7 A L ORFAEIL, HAN NSCLC 35 T QOL % B8l L 7= 7803 72
Mo T=728 “IRALSRRE A% 1T D NSCLC #34 @ QOL % EQ-5D T L 7= Yang
OIS E 0.72 (TERE L7z ¥, FN BIERRS X OUEITHIICBI 52— 5
A D OB T, Nafees HDOWIE 8 O ES& | FN FIERHE 047, i
ITHNX 018K F 92 b D & Lz, Nafees B, MAHMPE £ 721373 A HFH RN
IZKkT 24 2 B 2—{2X 0, NSCLC ¥ D QOL (247 2 HEFIRIESCH HFH 4

DB EFEH L TV D,

5. N—R b —R5G5HT
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Peg-G D XRIEN R AT T 572, Peg-G BED TP 5-72 LERIZXIF % ICER
FroRic X v EiH Lz,

ICER (USD/QALY) = (expected cost with Peg-G — expected cost without primary
prophylaxis) / (the QALYs with Peg-G — the QALY's without primary prophylaxis)

WTP DRfElL Shiroiwa & DL IS E | 45,867 USD/QALY (500 75 H

/QALY) \ZERE LTz, /oA HIRI N 1 I CTH D=0, BIBNTEA Lo Tz,

6. —IJCRREESHT

ETINCEA LT T A —F 2 i E U #iH CAB S5 — T E AT &
D HENT A= PRERIZE 2 DB 2T LT, 3T A —Z OEHEEIL, 95% CI.
SD. EOHEE KT E L7z, RAM+DTX OIEHEYA 7V 5UE, 95% Cl &5
HT 2720 DFFHIERP AR LT\, 2 A 70D 8 A 7 VOFFHT
EE ST, Peg-G DAL, 70%0> 5 100%DHEIPH CAEY X H7-, BRERILIT
HATIX Peg-G DA F 3 I T =3RRI TWRWA, BHARIZEIT D51 F
R T — DAL, BRI ORI T0% IR E S ND T TH D, FN IREE,
EITH 1 7+ H&7- 0 DAL . FN O AR, 95% Cl 2B+ 57200
FEEHHEIM AL LTV To D, 220%DFiH CTEE) S W72, SELTHIT 3 # H Ofgfnsr
TIZE» DB L, WU NHEEER O Bt AL T 720 29, WU aiFHN TAE)
STz, FN FEIERF ORI T O AR MEIE 0.50, R/MEIE 0.05 IZRRE LT, A
KAEIIEEDOE OB HE %2 A L 7= Nafees © OHREIZIB T, ZHAEK T3 b
REDSTAF Y ZDMEITESNTEY B K/ MEIT Lathia & 235855 L7 2 8)#
PO TFIMEIZESNTND 70, X—=2F 1 O HE, EITHIOHMEE T, FN
FEIEF, FN FIERFO ABEHRICOWTIE, i E O 688082848017 F5% | 95% CI
Z R U7, FN BESE1C SR IOV T, Cupp B DR T EE S & I KfE % 11.2%
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&Ly BR/MEE 0% ZRE LTc, — o T O E #PHN T ICER 73 WTP [
% Flal % /37 A —Z 22O\ T, ICER 23 WTP ORIE &5 L< e Az F T
LI, BESHT 21T o7, Peg-G OFAfh, Peg-G BB LN TPi 572 LEED FN
FERERIZOWTIR, —JRET OFERIZ 00 63, BB 2 i L 7=,

7. WERARREE ST

N2 — A5 T B T i R O 2 513 5 72 3D Table 6 (23 554
THENRTA—LEY TV Ity T ARy 2b— a0k, R
HUEE T & AT o T2, B 77U 7 EHUE 1,000 [B1 & Lz, /T A —H OZSHE
JHE L ORI, BEOWEESEICT 50, BERMARIN TN
AlE, BEEZBXONDEAERE LTz, FN BEIE L RIC OV T, SCEkEICfE
MRESEp->TEY, fRICEZDEEPREN ERTRINTD, —7t

TREE 3 BT DS B HIPH C = A0 MIC L BE S H T,
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H3E M B

1. R—RAr— 25547

N— 27— 2 DfER % Table 7 1237 ALFRIEHMFIC N IC IV ET L
7o BB 1X. Peg-G #ET 0.5%, TEiHE7 LEET3.2% CTh o7, MM Peg-G
ET 20,275 USD, TRA#&E72 LEET 17,493 USD TH ¥ |, 1#15 QALYs I3 Peg-G #f
T0.701 QALYs, FRi# 572 LEET 0.672 QALYs Tdh -7, Peg-G HEDTBL#S-
72 LREICXE9 A48 8 13 2,782 USD, #43 QALYs 1% 0.029 QALYs T& ¥ | ICER

1% 97,519 USD/QALY & HEH &4, WTP ORMEA ElAl> T,

Table 7 Base-case results

Effective- .
Cost of Effective-
Cost of ness of Total
chemo- . ness of Total Incremental
progressive  chemo- . effec- Incremental . ICER
Strategy  therapy progressive  cost . effectiveness
state phase therapy tiveness cost (USD) (USD/QALY)
phase state phase (USD) (QALYs)
(USD) phase (QALY5s)
(USD) (QALYs)
(QALYs)
No
primary
2,021 15,472 0.150 0.522 17,493 0.672 Reference Reference Reference
prophyl
axis
Pegfil-
. 4,361 15,914 0.163 0.538 20,275 0.701 2,758 0.029 97,519
grastim

The cost of chemotherapy and supportive care other than Peg-G during the chemotherapy phase were not included be-
cause they were considered equal in both groups. ICER: incremental cost-effectiveness ratio, QALY: quality-adjusted
life year

2. —ILRREESHT

ICER 252 2BORENSRT A—=ENBIAICE AT AVR—REA T 75
LOFER%E Fig. 9 \Z7” T, ICER ICH 2 DHENR L RKENoT/3T A —H X
Peg-G BED FN BIEF TH VD . IKUT FN BIESET R, THHB -7 LEED FN I

2, FN FIERF OB EIR T, Peg-G DFAM, FN FEIERFO ABEHIF. 1 HH7ZY
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O FN ABi# . FN BIERFO ABE=R, SELRIT 3 # A OfFFf T 7Ic#nr 28, it
ITHOBAMIKT . RAMADTX ORI A 7 Vi, N—RX T4 O HE, E#1T
17 AbT2 0 OHCKZIEE., S RkIZBIT2 FNTRREM L o7, —IukESy
HT OHIFAAN T ICER 73 WTP OB % FIE1 % /3T A — X372 ho o, BB AT TI,
TRAPEEE- 75 LEED FN FIEHEN 51%LL_E Peg-G D 3EAMi AN 649 USD LLF OHEIZ,
ICER 7% WTP OfE% Flal-> Ty 2, Peg-G LD FN FIERIL 0%DHETH,

WTP ORfEZ TES 72207z,

The base-case [CER
97.519 USD per QALY gained

FN risk with Peg-G 0.249
FN-related mortality risk 0.112
FN tisk with no primary prophylaxis 0.460
Disutility due to FN

Cost of Peg-G (USD per injection) 712
Length of stay in hospital for FN (days)

FN hospitalization cost(USD)

Hospitalization risk at the incidence of FN

Palliative care cost for the last 3 months (USD)

Disutility in progressive state

Treatment cycles of RAMADTX
Base line utility 0.74 | 0.70

Monthly outpatient cost for the progressive state (USD) 263 | 395

FN treatment cost for outpatient (USD) 318 | 212

50,000 100,000 150,000 200,000 250,000 300,000 350,000 400,000
ICER (USD per QALY gained)

Fig. 9 Results of deterministic sensitivity analysis

DTX, docetaxel; FN, febrile neutropenia; ICER, incremental cost-effectiveness ratio; Peg-G, pegfilgrastim; QALY, qual-
ity-adjusted life year; RAM, ramucirumab; WTP, willingness to pay. The vertical axis represents the base-case ICER,
horizontal bars represent the difference between the base-case ICER and ICER generated when the model was run using
the high and low values of the plausible range, and the entire length of each horizontal bar represents the magnitude of
variation in the cost-effectiveness results.
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3. FEERRRESHT
TERAYREE T DGR, ICER 75 WTP OBfEA TFEISHEFRIL 9.1% Th o7z, £
7o, BRI RZ AR (Fig. 10) L0, WTP OfE% 75,200 USD (Z3%7E L7245

A\ Peg-G B & PRI G-72 LEEOE XN EBNIZIFEE L o7,

1
0.9
a-u
0.8 ,.--."'.-
l'.
0.7 .,l’
) - -8 -- Pegfilgrastim

—@— No primary prophylaxis

% Iterations cost-effective

The WTP threshold (USD per QALY gained)

Fig. 10 Cost-effectiveness acceptability curve

QALY, quality-adjusted life year; WTP, willingness-to-pay
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Bafh £ &

AWFFEIL. RAMADTX %317 % NSCLC A 21T 5 Peg-G D E F k20 5% 1)
DTEHl L7 & CTh 5, FN BT OFELZZE L, S O 2 A
IZRETE L7212 b 23 537 ICER 2338 E L 72 WTP OREE (45,867 USD/QALY) %
ko722 &5, RAMADTX %521} %5 HAR N NSCLC B 1251F % Peg-G D
FXRPNRDMEN AT REMED R ST, Peg-G DFE KRR 251l L 72 £ D5 12
X, FN BIESE OB LM L TN bH o728 7579 IHETIE, 3K
DHFFET G-CSF O—IR TGP TREFD S ELH 2 LBRESNTND T
) xS FN BEEEC OB L GITET MV EO I LITREThHDH EE
Z 5o IZ FN BESE T 2 E 7 I E D e o 724, ICER DfEIES— A7 — R
IFTOFER LV @ BEHEN D720, Peg-G DE K BHEIMEN & 5 FliwIE A
DB,

— G L HT TIE, Peg-G BED FN J8JEZR)S ICER [T b B E 52 5 /37 A —
2TV, TG LEEO FN SERS ICER (5 2 D8R RE W LR
ENTo, THUE, KRR N RIE Y A 7 % E ORI S 5703, ICER (25

DRWBPRENZ LR LTS, BHESITTIE. P& G2 LEEO FN ZEIE
R 51%LL EDOLAIZ ICER 28 WTP OBfEZ FEl-> TWeZ &b FN FIER
R AS%IIET D Z L S TE AU, BIFED Peg-G DIEAM T & 2 AR A E A
REMED VRSN, ARTIERARTIES B3, 7 AU B TIHEHOASA AT
— PN EIR LRI L W A SN T D, Peg-G-jmbd, Peg-G-cbqv, Peg-G-bmez
(X, SEF A & A O IRBIE R X ORI PR 2R U, RIS O & b
EETDHIENRINTND BN HARTIE, IS A T —Offisi
SR DH) T0O%IZERE S NS, L7zh-> T, Peg-G DA AT I T —NERB I
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72856 Peg-G 1 Kdb7= 0 OHAMITK 712 USD 12725 & THEN S, Z OHAfhIX
BIEAT TR L72 649 USD L 0 @\ 2 RIS ANA AV T —% i LI25E
Th. BAMDEMENE THEND,

TESRARE /T Cld, WTP % 45,867 USD/QALY (Z7%E L7354, Peg-G BEN
TR e UBE & ol U T R R B ERIL 9.1% CTh o7z, £72, Peg-G
B & TG 72 LEEO B FIXDRZ A iR A3 2753 5 WTP ORMEE 75,200 USD
T o7z, WTP ORBMEIFAE ORFRIRDLCIRREI B A 2T D720, —HO
BEHRETHZEIINETHD, 7 AU BIZEITDH WIP ORBfEIX, —#mIC
50,000 USD/QALY IZF%E ST\ 5 ), A F U 20D NICE Tix, ERRBRHIE T
il <5 WTP ORI 20,000 2> 5 30,000 £/QALY & L. IS AANZ: E—Fod
FEHAITIL 50,000 £/QALY IZFZE LTV D B9 HARTIE, B IEESCHNAAIC
SVWTIE, 1 QALY H7-Y 750 FH/QALY & T _& L EZ LN TWS 1D,
F7o. Peg-G I1TkAx LU AUTHEHAIND D, BHOERLL VA KT
LB R 2 A RINCFHI 2 BB B D,

ARGV TEEDOIRR 27 LT D, 1ZUHIC, 2HAEIX RAMADTX 2 &5 X
TTHARNEEEZNGE LR ZEIERE L T, ZhAEIEE, AFEiC
THERRDZLEDRESNTEY . EEDOET NSCLC BFH O MME A L7z
Nafees 5 (2 &ZAUE, FN (2 XY B AMEIZT AL T 047, BB T 036, A F U X
TOSOMETFLZLMELTWD Y, HARANEXSR L LIzi#bl7Ze QOL BIHAFFEN
Rinoloioh, N—R 7 — AT, Nafees H O ICI1T 5 & EERH O H
AR T OMEZERM Lz, UL, —JuREOHT TRHMER T O FIRIE4A 0.05 (27%
ELESHATH, ICER 1L WTP OB % LRl T iziz®, ZhAEORRE DR

B Z 25BN INEEZ HND, FERIC, EITHICR T 22 AEK TIE 1
¥V AZBT DN AEME L ITNAHIEE~DA o F B2 —Z SN THE
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ESNTEY, AARNBEICBT 2B L R D REMERH D, LinL, 1T
BB B2 TIE, — o4 C ICER 125X 5B/ ST A —
B Tohol=Z thn, EATHOMAEIRTIZA XU A THLNTHELRE LD

b, MERICEZ DB NEINEBZZbND, ORI, RESFAE OIS T
ST EAT o TN DTz, BE R L OFROAFEER TG40 72 & ot i
[TBE STV, 5 OmEPEs AN E R Peg-G 1, BEEMICET 52U » |
bRENWEZZ LMD, BRI SN S mREERH D . 5%
MG Z SO fmALETH S, =DOHIZ, FN BEIE R, MR ABE
EXGE Lm0 Ty, i A BRE D P ERBUE TARE L7235 A
DIELCRIT, FEERABEOCRL Y mW AR RE SN TEY . WO
DWETIT 10% %2 TNDH %9, LovL, 2 b OGO BEERILIVCG i
B O L Fie o THR Y, BN/ G-CSF ORI A TH D, I HIZ, JIVCG
Bk CIE 76 B 1 61 (1.3%) . REVEL 7Bk 9 Clid 624 il 30 1] (4.8%) 23R
B EHELR T LTV DA, IS FN BT RE 10% S ET D &, T
#5572 LEED RAMADTX 4 VA 7 V& TIRROIETHIL 13.0% L B S5 (data
not shown) , L72235 T, 10%% %% FN BB TCREZRE LGE, SEEE
KNS 5 TR @MW E B BN D, —T7, Ta DPERE LT T 24%D
Y. THi#572 LEEO RAM+DTX #& TREDIELCRIL32% LD, ZhbDZ
EMD, FETHRE 2A%IIRE LT &IE, —EOREMERH DL EEZDBND,

AEDREGH & LT, RAM+DTX Z51F %5 HAN NSCLC FBFIZEIT 5 Peg-G D
B AR RIFME < | Peg-G 3.6 mg & 7= 0 OHAHiAY 649 USD LA F ThHiviE, EH*f
IR NZ EDRH LN oo, IR ZATEE LIZRBIBOSHITTH
Peg-G D HXINREIMENZ L ZH B2 L2 AT, Peg-G O¥Aliz HE T 729
DEHERTIET AR DEZR D,
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i

S AWFEIRE DB T, S AFERRETANICAR % 7050 FAERDEE, % F = > 7 R
AV MAEFEEPMEHESND L9122 oTHY | JBROEBLIEL TS, AR
XEEERBEHIEZE L TRBY . T X TCOERNEKEDEREZITH 2 L &0
REICLTWD, —J5, D fmlisfbistEs, EREREHIM LT T\ BRI
BT, EREFRBRHIE 2 MR LT 72Ozl FEHI O xR 2584 L7
9 AT, U RERIENE A 2R ET D2 MER D D,

AMFFE T, D3 AFEYRREFS K OSRHRIE TR D F551 0 2 kb R 2B 5 7
WZTAHZExHBE L, ETFT = v 7 ARA > MEEFD nivolumab, T BHaTHIHE:
WL T &35 olanzapine, FN TR TR 415 Peg-G ITHERZH T, ~/L =
TETN, BHOWVITHW ST ET VAR L TR I 2 b—v g U ERT
DT EICX Y, HERMR ST,

51T, AT - FRAIEN A D ZIRIAHIZIIT D nivolumab D% F xR
Al L7c, ~Vva 7 7 VAR L CTEMORY I 2L —Ta v &2fTolc
Z 4. docetaxel {Z%3" % nivolumab @ ICER (% 1,245 I H/QALY TH YV, &E L
2B CTH D 750 FTH/QALY % Elal> Ty /=, X512, nivolumab 240 mg & 7= Y
DA A 282,817 FHELF DAIZ, ICER 1% 750 T H/QALY % Flal-> Tu /=, LA
EXY ., T - BREENAD R EZZIT 5 AARNEHEIZBIT S nivolumab
D E X h 13K < | nivolumab 240 mg & 7=V OIEfHiAY 282,817 FLLF THILIE,
BRRRNENZ EEA LN LT,

5 2 BETIE, cisplatin 547 HEC %%} 2 BE AT 5 4 AlHAREICBIT S
olanzapine D& FlxtZhH 4 5FAM L 72, 3 AIOF A MIERIE £ 721X 4 FIOFH Mgk %
2T D BE DI ET VEEL, BRI 2L —Ta 2 To7, 3
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FIOF R HIHEEE TR 2 4 FIOFHSIEREO ICER 1X 143 JTH/QALY TH Y (8%
ELTCBET®H 5 500 5 H/QALY % Flal-> Ty /=, Olanzapine 5 mg &7- 1 D
it 475 HELF TH AL, ICER 1E 500 I FH/QALY % Flal-> Tz, FESRAKRE
AT TClE, ICER 25 500 77 /QALY % TEIDHMERIL 96.2% TH D, N—RA 7 —R
SIHT TG B VTS RO TR 2o 7o, LXKV | cisplatin A HEC 2521F %
BFIZIIT 5 olanzapine DEHKXIZENENT L 2P LM Lz, AL T
olanzapine 23R A BT 57217 T, EEREFEOIC HEN AT
HLZ EEBHLNI LT,

% 3 B CTlL, RAM+DTX %%} % NSCLC BE 51T D Peg-G D Fxizh k%
M L 7=, G-CSF O P L 572 L Z bhlieet Bt & U | platinum HEFiHE & 72 > 72 NSCLC
BEOHM T ET VAL, BRI 2 b—a v 2fTole, TH&
H.72 LIZxd % Peg-G @ ICER 1 97,519 USD/QALY TH YV, & L7-BETH
% 45,867 USD/QALY % E[A]->TW /=, Peg-G 3.6 mg H 7= V) OEAMA 649 USD LA
TTHIUZX, ICER X 45,867 USD/QALY % FlE]»> T /=, LLEX D, RAM+DTX
%52 F % NSCLC & IZB1T 5 Peg-G D X 2R IMEL | Peg-G 3.6 mg H7- Y
DFAHAS 649 USD LA F CThiuT, HHRZRDBENZ 2B LN L, Ik
TSR FRIEIT BT D Peg-G DE HNRICHOWT, REIM OB T
RET L7137 <. FN BEESEC O ELER L. oot 4 EEE L
IHTTH Peg-G OB XN IMENZ EEZBH OGN L7 RT, BHERTET X
W2 b &2 D,

ZZICHET O 1 FE D 3 EE TOMIECIL, ETF = v 7 KA MEEHK
C& 5 nivolumab, FEARYHIMFERIE TR HIMZF 3R 4TV 5 olanzapine, FN
FIETIIZHW SN D Peg-G DEHXIZNRICOWTH LN L, BHERMAZE
72o Nivolumab [FZBEIZAR A AR TR SN TWD Z & BEol « MEMEIEA
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IBEDEIRFIE LA RENRZBERCTHL Z & FN IEmi L 720 5 HRIE
ATHDZ EnD, RBFFETHEG L L= 3AI 08 A ROFMBRITN TR
HETHD, SDIT, AUZETIE, BEHIOE AR HOWT, BRSO A
KT A THESE ST DB AN RO 8T FEICH - TERMICEHMET 2 2 &
MTET,

UL b, ABFFE TS5 F I, nivolumab, Peg-G O3z REd 9 2 CTHHE
RN 72 B &L BHiIT, HIEEEICB D TERREFZIICLENTZELTH D

olanzapine D ZHLE T 272D EERTET VAT D EE 2D,
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