EGFR R F ERR QT HRIE DR AT

DFS5FHEFE SO HREEEEEERLLBEICOTX(60mg/m2)D FAEESETIESEHHLNDB)
@IERTRLEESECPEMS00mg/m2D3ARIEEETILS5ENHLNS(B)

@erlotinib 150mg/body daily%{T5&581H 5N 5 (B)
MYRHERRT4YMZDNTHREBNNBETHS (A)
@DTXG)weekly&-‘;ld::&#&E)ﬁi’C’#(Eﬁi.’iﬁuﬂ'Gliﬁ%d:iib&)éf:’l-mﬁm#wmvm\ (c)

GeFIt AR AR ERRBR LA TATS &S 80520 ORMHSFRTEL (C)

@®DTX . -
7‘5?—+§£§u&€t4t-"r"1§;‘£%fnirzfiﬁﬂ&:ﬁ%u:#d\maﬁﬁﬁ%%’é?a‘&ttf:mxwﬁm*ﬁ’s‘xtﬁb(zoi&%éhn\
2, 12iZDTX(100mg/m2 or 75mg/m2) vs VNR or IEMO LB R B TMSTCIRE B 22 B4 3D TX75mgim2{ Tav o —
JLBLEELUTRR, 268PFSE. 1 EEERNEEHREELRHT2, T, DTX(100mg/m2 or 75mgm2)EBSCED LI TIE
MST. 14 £ HEIL. DTX75mg/m2, BSCETEIENT 55 AL37%. 467 L19% TOTX B THBIZEH(p=0.010, P=0.003),
QOLOMELEH BN, LWTHORERITEL T, DTX7Smgm2B A B HARAEAELTEY, TSFHEREELARE
w*mm\Lﬁﬁéﬁﬂ(:%’ré‘63?/]\.‘&{5}1@&tD1b$l}§;‘£tL'CriDTX75mg/m20)EFHTE/J<FEiéhf:, ERICHITHEEARIL60
mgl2ThHHH . BB THbIELCORRITEITHE IHHIRTRR18.2%, MST7.87 A L 2oDEMFREBODTX75mg/2&
REOHREFETIHRERELIY, )

: ':h%m%%w7"59‘1—&%&%@%%&%&;&%&%Lf:,i*;%‘t:l;DTX(GOmg/mz)mig§ﬂ5§ﬁ5J:a&fm511%;,

EGFREGEFERIEED
o Sl o

A RREERE

@PEM :
20041!:5%#4\@#&%&0)2%%4&!:33l-r%zPEM500mg/m2(aﬁ§)tDTx75mglm2(ss@ﬁ)m%#Aib&i&%mmﬁﬁ#
& En, ARMERL. RR, MSTAPMERT9.1%. 8.37 B, DTXHT 8.8%.7.97 A THYTERERE THHMSTIZTAE
DYEABE Sh iz, EEBL T, grade 3/48FPIRAD . S AT IR ED, £CradeD B EDRREADTIXRIZA X bt
Maf19), - .
ARBEAREOICLIORRITTICRIFLEER, OSK, EREFLERECERENGIL B L8Oy ATHYHRR
0.78(95%C1,0.61-1.00;p=0.047] CHHD =L . RF LEBTERETN625ALT4 A <% Y HR I3 1.56[95%C,1.08—
2.26,p=0.018| CHY AT L EFTHBEEEL>TDTXRTRF TH oIz, Tz, PFSIZELTH, ERELRETELENIASRA
+£3.04 A THR$0.82{95%C1,0.66-1.02;p=0.076]£ A B £ E B HLLE, FRLE&TEAFN237AE277ATHRIZ
1.40{95%C1,1.01-1 ,96;p=o.046]'cﬁ>L)EE%E%—KDTXWJ(aﬁt&orztﬁﬁéhf:m,
— BRI TIE, B4 3/ IR B 54 R I PEMS00mgim2(3:B45) & 1000mg/m2(33B 5 ) D #edF 4 L L8 SE T HRBEY THhh.
 RRICEIEBEBBRLBEOSEEROEN o, TRIT, e g b /MBI £ A &R IZPEM500mg/m2( 338 #)&900mg/m2
(385D AL LBETHEBATHI, RR.MST, PFSIL, 500mg/m2BET7.1%. 6.74 A, 2.64 ., 900mg/m28#T4.3%.
6.94 F .2.87 B LRET P HICHBEERHT. Grade3l40)i‘&latﬁﬁ#é_‘%5%5&5%‘6900mg/m2§¥l:‘(§1&®5§&b(5L\ﬁrﬁ]l:
HateE ST, . .

IoOFEREY. E%iFll\ﬂiﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ(#EEFJ:.&HE)ﬁ%l:PEMSOOmgImZO)aﬁﬁ&Er’éﬁiJ:iih&‘)%héo
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@erlotinib

PSO-3M2 AR MO B R IuMEIIE B E 731 AZerlotinibii &Placebof|=2: 1 [T T AL B MAB L ERER
BR.21HEAClL. RRAE N ENB.9% L1%(p<0.001), PFSHEREI2.2-A &1.85 A(p<0.001). FERIMEEB THHOSH
6.74 A 4.7 A (p<0.001)TOWEFhberlotinb BAH BISBA T, Fis, BERTFOY T NL—TRTTHEEEEOEHHR
AP TUOEA, B BELES QEEL LT RTOS T A—TTEE—ROEGHRIMELNLI,

PSO-3M2AE R LED TS MEIIHES H60A D HAAER S L8 DR TE, RRA18.3%, HPavbO— L2
50.0%. PFSAT7H . MSTAN4.724 B £ & & h 1=, Logistic regression analysis% flL\/-RRD S ERAMTTIL. JEREE LB
52 T(OR:0.06[95%CI0.02-0.28:p<0.001 ) HE £ £ 4> TIEEHITRRM BIF THoTzo # 7=, Cox proportional hazards
regression analysis% FiL =08 0 % % B RN TIEIEEMES LEEH(HR:2.20[95%C .06-4.56:p=0.035])£PS(0M1LLE)
(HR:2.59[95%C11 25-5.37:p=0.011)) THEUEELPSOTHEE S TOSHBRTHIERESNY,

— ., EGFR-TKIC#H Bgefitinib (24 55 MR EME EIH% (LD) DURIHE&ESA. EDYRGIFoE~BFURERD
FHRFBRAFIOVTRHENBEIN TS, -

INSOERLYEGFR mutationﬁ'r&{,ultﬂﬁa)Pso-zé)zm;‘éﬁl:enotinib 150mg/50dy daily I ELIE R HTHD.
LA, ILDOSE) R0 T RESHRBITEFCERTHLELHD. .
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@weekly DTX

A B IRI=H T BDTXDweekly#R 5 LDTXDEX 5 0 LBRHBRIIOARESL TN, CHhLORBR T, EMREE TR
CTHEICHEEZERHELE, Grade3/40 1 R B D O S B ORI BB O EORENRPLTODRBN BL, —HBTE&
HEEER - TweeklyiR 5 THAL TS24, ThEORBROA57 T SRR ESNTEY . 6XLTOREDAFT S
£ 2Tl 0S(p=0.666), RR(p=0.979) CHBEEENH T Graded/4F ik, 1 (p<0.0001 iz EEEF o> Tweekly RS TREF
THo>1=B, Fi-, SEDHE D AT FULRZEBNTEH, MST(p=0.2449). RR(p=0.43)‘C‘€§§’Ei§U)?’. Grade3/[4O &, M
MBS MG A B S E R, Grade3/4SF PRI (p<0.0001). SERMERF P IRELAE(p<0.0001 JCHEZER
Tweeklyid S TRIFTH72, LAL. E P EMBI NS 3 535mg/m2Oweekiyi 5 (18 1E135mg/m2 Day1,8,15%%
5 ABEICRVELICEEET FRESEERERI-SU T . B R A4S MPEBICBHON - EDBELHD. ‘

;@ﬁﬁgk"}. DTXG)weekIY&SIi*?ﬁKi%iﬁif%(ﬁﬁiﬁ&uﬂ'ﬂiﬁiéﬁfbw'éfilfwﬁﬂ&b‘ﬂﬂﬁfﬁb\u

GftRRE .

DTXEA T FO— L B EUT- 8 A 1L BRI AR E SN TS, WachtersS ODTXEH|LDTX +CPT-11 SHRO®ES
{LELEESE THIRLER CIE. RR. MST. PFSIZENEAL. 16%&10%, 7.3+ A £6.2 A (p=0.49), 18:8/1 58 (p=0.42) CHBEERY
¥ ERECENEORELEHEM1D, PectasidesoDDTXAALOTX+CPT-11 HRAOREALLES IHERETH.
TIPIZHLNT. 4.8 8 £5 64 A (p=0.065) CH BEICE B EEH->TRIETHLL. RRMSTEEAE 1, 14%£20%(p=0.36).
6.44 B £6.55 B (p=0.49) CHEEERHT . GradeddD M/MRFD . Grade34D FHilEEHEA. 6% L1 7%(p=0.04), 2% &
12%(p=0.05) CHEZF R THARIZS oD,

Smits OPEMEFEPEM+CBDCAS D E{E AL L8 1 IR TIE, RR. OSIBENENE%L17%. 767 AEBT A THEZ
£OAVE, TEFHEAE THOPFSIK. 287 A&4248 (p=0.05)CHARICEBEFF>TRIFTH I, REMICELTIE
. Grade3/4M/p RS EFPRBONFEEEHOTHA B BEShizAt, BEERETMREE LN,

. SRBBEOSARED AT HILRFIARESATEY, A TREARORALETNEL, OSIHHBEFRTERTN
34.7i8&37.3:8(p=0.32) CERELRH T, PFSIK11 78 £14.088(p=0.0009) CH AR KIS BEE H>TRIFTH oI, HEE
K15, Grade3140>nn;‘¢§§1§h‘%n{—'h25%t41%(p=<o.om)—ceradeam0)3m~x§§1ih<22°/ot28°/o(p=o.034)'6%'%%‘&1%11
GRAREITRMLTU =, DFY. $RFEEE BCRREPFSERIET HOSOYEH R S EEIRTEORRITEOT
0y, . . ‘ )

ChHDEEREY, 2FIGE FRREEIEE M O A A CEEERRB RN CIRATS S 380 B121F DIRBARRE TN,
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*6) Kudoh S, et al. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2008; 177(12):1348-57.
. Interstitial Lung Disease in.Japanese Patients with t ung Cancer A Cohort and Nested Case-Control Study * (IV)
"7} Ando M, et al. J Clin Oncol 2006; 24:2549-56. ’
Predictive Factors for interstitiat L ung Disease, Antitumor Res ival.i
+Gefitinib (V) . .,
+8)-Shepherd FA, et al. N EnglJ Med 2005; 353:123-32.
Edotinib in Previously Treated Non—Small-Cell Lung Cancer (1)
-9) Kubota K, et al. J Thorac Oncol. 2008; 3: 143945 .
Efficacy and Safety of Erlotinib Monotherapy for Japanese Patients with Advanced Non-smalf Celi Lung Cancer A Phase |l Stu (1)
12)Frank V, et al. J Clin Oncol. 2000; 18(12):2354-62. .
Randomized phase ill trial of docetaxet versus vinorelbine or ifosfamide in patients with advanced non-small-cell lung cancer previous|
freated with platinum-containing chemotherapy regimens. The TAX 320 Non-Small Cell Lung Cancer Study Group. (1)
#13) Frances A, et al. Joumal of Clin Oncol, 2000; 18(10): 2095-2103 - -
- Prospective Randomized Triat of Docetaxel Versus Best ortive Care in Patients With Non-Small-Cell Lu
" With Platinum-Based Chemotherapy (1) ’
- '{4) Mukohara T, et al. Cancer chemother Oncol 2000; 48: 356-60
“Japanese experience with second-line chematherapy with low-dose (60ma/m2) docetaxel in patients with advanced non-smali-cel! lung
gancer., (V) ’
) Hanna N, et al. J Ciin Oncol 2004; 22:1589-97. . N
‘Randomized Phase Ill Trial of Pemetrexed Versus Docetaxel in Patients With Non-Small-Célf Lung Cancer Previously Treated With
“Chemotherapy (1)~ :
16) liothi G, et al. The O ist 2009;14:253-263 '
. Thie Differentia! Efficacy of Per trexed According to NSCLC Histology: A Review of Two Phase |t Studies (1)
17) Ohe Y, et al. Clin Cancer Res 2008;14(13): July 1. . .
“Efficacy and Safety ofTwo Dases of Pemetrexed Supplemented with Folic Acid andVitamin B12 in PreviouslyTreated Patients with Non-Small
Cell Lung Cancer (I) . -7 N
_A18)-Cullen MH, et al. Annals of Oncology 2008; 18: 939945, .
- A randomized phase Wi trial comparin dard and high-dose pemetrexed as second-line treatment in patients with locally advariced ot
»metastatic non-small-cell lung cancer (IV) ’

mall-Cell Lung Cancer Paients Treated With

cer Previously Treated
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19) Gervais R, et al. Annals of Oncology 2005; 16: 90-86.
Phase !l randomised frial comparing docetaxel given every 3 weeks with weekly schedule as second-line therapy.in patients with advanced
non-small-cell lung cancer (NSCLC) (1) . .
- 20) Gridelli C, et al. BrJ Cancer 2004; 91: 1996--2004 . . )
. A randomised cliriical trial 6f two docetaxel regimens (weekly vs 3 week) in the second-line treatment of non-small-cel lung cancer: The
DISTAL 01 study (B ) :
. '21) Schuette W, et al. J Clin Oncot 2005; 23:8389-95. : .
“Phase (Il Study of Secand-Line Chemotherapy for Advanced Non-Small-Cell Lung Cancer With Weekly Com) ared With 3-Weekly Docetaxel
e -
22) Camps C, et al. Annals of ©Oncology 2006; 17: 467~72, .
Randomized phase ||l study of 3-weekly versus weekly docetaxel in pretreated advanced non-small-cell lung cancer: a Spanish Lung Cancer
- Group trial (1) . o :
'23) Chen Y-M, et al. CHEST 2006; 129:1031-38
_A'Randomized Trial of Different Docetaxel Schedul
" Chemotherapy (I .
24) Lai C-L, et al. Jpn J Clin Oncol 2005; 35(12)700-06 K .
¢ .Phase |t Randomized Trial.of Tri-weekly Versus Days 1 and 8 Weekly-Docetaxel as a Second-ling Treatment of Advanced Non-stnall Celi
Lung Cancer (I ) - . ’ :
:.25) Bria E, et-al. Cancer Treatment Reviews 2006; 32, 583-87 .
“Weekly docetaxel as second line chermotherapy for advanced non-smalkcell lung cancer. Meta-analysis.of randomized trials ( T )
# 26) Maio MD, et al. J Clin Oncol 2007; 25:1377-82. - X :
a " ’ o

sis of Docetaxel Admin
; Treatment of Advanted Non-Smali-Cell Lung Cancer ( 1)
27) Wachters FM , et al. Br J Cancer 2005; 92, 15-20 ) .
ised phase il trial of docetaxel vs docetaxel and irinotecan in patients with stage litb-1V rign-small-cell lung cancer who failed i

4-99.
ination

fandomized phase [i trial ( ') . : ‘
-£29) Smit EF, et al. J Clin Oncol 2009; 27:2038-45. . C

’Randomized Phase Il and Pharmacogenetic Study of Pemetrexed Compared With Pemetrexed Plus Carboplatin in Pretreated Patients With
" Advanced Non-Smalt-Cel Lung Cancer (L) : ]
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[EGFR BETERFAQI/IMERIELRARECFR-TKIR RO 2R :PSO-1

@7’5#&%‘1&3%%%1h$ﬁ$§{§ﬂ!LT:ﬁ%l:DTX(éOmg/mZ)tD35&&&5&1‘?5&5&11&)%&6 (8)
QIR L EEBEICPEMS00mg/m2D3FERELETILSBHLNH(B) ‘

@erlotinib 150mg/body dailyZ{T5&5815h% (B) .
MYRHERR T YMIDNTHHERMNBETHS (A) ' , )
@DTXwweekly&-sli*#iﬁﬁil?!ﬁ(ﬁﬁiwuﬁ't‘ltﬁi&ﬁﬁ&)éf:‘lﬂ)ﬁ%b‘ﬂﬁﬁf&b\ ()
G2 Ak I E DS OEAL RIS ERBRUI TIRTI &S 8 31T OB HRETEL (C)
OHRETF= Lo TidgefitinibtbBIRBLY55(B) ’

@DTX : - .
75§f§§|li—$tit$i§5£ﬁ&%§r:lzﬁm&l:ﬁiéu:#ll\‘ﬂuﬂﬁﬁﬁ%%‘iﬁ%tu:mxmﬁmtﬁiﬁ!ﬁ#zoﬁ%&htu’ '
%, 121EDTX(100mg/m2 or 75mg/m2) vs VNR or FMO LB CMST T B2 £ROLLVLOTX7 Sme/m2# Tav o=
JLEEE LU TRR, 265BPFSE 1S £ F RO HB LR EERH', T, DTX(100mg/m2 or 75mgm2)&BSCED LB TIX
MST. 144 FRIE, DTX75mgim2, BSCHTERENT 54 8 £37%. 4.64 B £19% TOTXHTH 1B (p=0.010, P=0.003),
QOLOWELEDH B, DFHORBRISHENTH, DTXTSmg/m2 B AR B TEY, T5FFURESLRRE
OFBHENLERBI-HT ZIE/MNEREO L2 HE L TIZDTX7Smg/m20H FEARE Shiz, AFHITHRBARIIE0
mel2TCHBH. KB TTbN-CORARIZHITHE 1 HRHETRR18.2%, MST7.84 A L LIR2 0D E MAHBRDDTX75mgl2&
RHEOMRERTHIRHEERELL, . ’

CNODRBELYTISIFFHME AT H AL REEEAL B ECIEDTXE0MgM2) O3B ERSETI3&5HOLND,

l‘i.=<

- BEMBEEEE
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@PEM .

200445125 J/NEREHIE O 2K A 814 1 B PEMS00ma/m2(3i8 ) EDTX75mgim2(3 845 O fEE A b b 8 IAT R A¢
WEEh i, AEIEL. RR. MSTAPMEET.1%. 8.3 B, DTXET 8.8%, 7.97 A THY T EFMHAB THAIMSTIZTAS
DEIHREMRBEENT -, BEICAELTIE., grade 34T PERED . FAEFBIRED. £GradeD P EDEBFRADTXHICH RIS
ofz®, .
ARBEFEEYMICLFARRITATIRIFLIRER . OSIE. ERT ERECENENIILA &£807 B THYHRIZ
0.78[95%C1,0.69-1.00;p=0.047)| T BN I=H L. BE L RBTERNLN624 A &7.47 B THYHRIE1.56[95%C1,1.08-
2.26,0=0.018] CHY B T L BB CHEEEE> TOTXBTRIFTH oI, Ffe, PFSIZHLTH, FRFLEETINENI YA
£3.0% B CHR(£0.82[95%C1,0.66-1.02,p=0.076) £ B B EERHHVL . RELEETTAEN235AL2T7A THRI%
1.40[95%C1,1.01-1.96,p=0.046] CH Y E E£E L > TOTXEABF ChHo e ESNO,

— BT BARIE MBI EE 5 & IZPEM500mg/m2(3:8 4 )£ 1000myg/m2(3:8 8 ) DB AL LLBE T HEBgATbhh,
ARICEIERLMBEEMEOELEBOLM 21, ELIT, BEsa i aE /MBS i % 1 & TPEM500mo/m2( 358 £)&£900mg/m2
(3BE )0 e AL L EE IHERBA T hh . RR, MST, PFSIX. 500mg/m2# T7.1%. 6.7 A. 267 A, 900mg/m28F ¢4.3%.
6.94 8,285 LR EHI-HEZEEAOT. Grade3/4ME 4 (£ H & 45% K T00MYM2BI- THEMEDRENBIMERIC
Hot=tBEENL®, ’

ZhoDEREY. ﬁ%ilﬁ/l\ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁ(3FE$1:&:1’.%)%%I:PEMSOOmg/leDSiﬁﬁﬁ'—i—&ﬁ’)&")ﬁ]bfohéo '

B F T EABRD
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Qerlotinib . )
PSO-30)2::55 B BLIE 0) F 56 3 /IMARLEHIE 28 731 A FerlotinibBE & Placebo B2 : 1IZHIY {111 B AL T THLLERER
BR.21BEEClE. RRACEALE B 9% £1%(p<0.001), PFSAENEN2.25 B &£1.84 A(p<0.001), TEFHERAE THHOSH
6.74 B &4.74 B(p<0.001) T T hberlotinb B M B EICHEIA T =, £, RERFOYIY N—FRFCIEREEOEHHR
PRI Bl BT LEE BRERESLTRTOY T A—TCRE—EOEMNRNELNII, :

PSO-3M2ARLB OB S MIRIMES ZC0AD BRAEHRELE-S B TIE, RRA(28.3%,, HRa~O—ILEA
50.0%. PFSH77H ., MSTA14.724 B £ EEN 1=, Logistic regression analysis% FiLV=RRO % & BRI Tl JEUUTS L2
1535 T(OR:0.06[95%C10.02-0.28:p<0.001 ) H B E &L > TIRREFIRRASBIF TH oI &7-. Cox proportional hazards

- regression analysisémuf:osm5Klmﬁft:;i&ﬂ%agﬂﬂ%(HR:z.zo[ss%m1,06-4.56:p=0.0351)aPS(0b\1Lnu:)
(HR:2.59[95%CI1 .25—5437:p=0.011])fiF@E%&PSO'(‘ﬁE%Eﬁ?TOS/J(Eﬂ?f’@é&ﬂ%?hf;g)o

—%C. EGFRTKITH Bgéfitinib (<& 5 BIEMEMEITI} ILD) DY RIHEREEN, EDUAIITVI—BLURELD
FHFBRRFISOVTRETABESATLLS,

o DR EYEGFR mutalionBitt LIEF BOPS0-202 A R <erlotinib 1 50mgibody daily£75 EIX R HTHE.
LA, ILDDREY RIS FRESHDRBCEMERRT 2LBHHD. )

EGFRiEEmFE

~-72-

BAMEERE

@weekly DTX -
AR E T BDTXDweeklylt 5 EDTXO HE 15 LD HBRBIIEABESA T D CHSORBRTIE, RPFLEFHR
TRECHEZEEHENS. Graded 4D FHHE D O SHORMEFIRHDEORELNRILTOOREN B —HTR
BEEFHE > Tweekly R S TRALTIV1929, CRSDRBOAZTFULRL2EHESHTEY XL TOREDFZTF)
X TlE. 0S(p=0.666), RR(p=0.979)THBEEEH T . Grade3/41F 3 P (p<0.000 ) [EH HHEEH > Tweeklyid 5 CHIF
T2, e SEDEED AT FYLAIZEWTH, MST(p=0.2449), RR(p=0.43) CHEREFRBHT . Grade3/4ME M. i -
MRS, M BN A EEEROELG, GradeS4IF PIRF A (p<0.0001), HIMEIT PRI DLE(p<0.000) THEEER>
Tweeklylt 5 TR ITTHD, LL. BN TORNMIKRISEICHT235mg/m2Dweeklyid 5 (15 1E135mg/m2 Day1,8,158%
5. 4BRITRYEL) 1L A8 T RRBICHU T, MBI % A48Hhef s BNHsh L DBELHD. |

DR &Y. DTXOweekly k5 (£ AKX EAE TRERBBLA TR LSBT ORIAERTE.

(O 3:::9°3 -
DTXEFEI FA— LB EUE B AL L EREBIE3RBEIA TS, WachtersS DDTXEF| EDTX +CPT-1 O RES
{LHEEE BB TIZ. RR. MST. PESIZERF N, 16%&10%. 7.35 B £6.24 A (p=0.49). 188/158(p=0.42) THEEEEH
+ . FREE TENEQREERHEH 17, Pectasides> DDTXEFEDTX+CPT-11 AN R A (L LEE T ERER T
TTPIZH T, 4.84 F &5.64 B (p=0.065)CHARITEBRE£H>TRIFTHHY, RR, MSTIRENLEN. 14%&£20%(p=0.36).
6.44 B £6.5¢ B (p=0.49) CHBEEEH T Graded/4D MR . Grade3/dD THIT T EN . 6%E17%(p=0.04). 2% &
12%(p=0.05) CHEZEEH>THARIIZH 17,

Smitd HDPEMEL#|EPEM+CBDCAf SO ®fE 5 {LLLBE 1 HMERTIE, RR, OSIZENTNE%ET%, 767 ALBr ATHER
F@EHHENG. T EHIAR THDHPFSIE, 2.8 A £4.25 B(p=0.05)CHARICEEREH>TRNRTSH O . FEHIZBLTE
 Grade3/4M /MR D EFPHRB DA EEEER > THARBC SV CHRESNA ERILRTTREEE LN,

F1o. 2XCAROBRARED AT FUL R IBBESATEY . BATREZOZALSTNDE, OSILEMEHATENRT L
34 7 37 3B (p=0.32) THEEXHT . PFSIF11.78£14.05(p=0.0009) CHAMAICHEE E /- TR TH ol HER
(2. Grade3/40) 3 145 F 1 F . 25% £41%(p=<0.001) TGrade3/4 D Ik MK BIE£122% £ 28%(p=0.034) CHEEER>T
SrASCKIZIEMLTLM -, DFEYL SERFE T EEICRREPFSEMIFT NOSOBBEN R, SHEHBICHT LORRITT
30)‘,' B .

ChoHDRB LY. 28I AL E A MDA ECEREERIUS TIRATS £S5 B0 1T DM BIRETELY,

" EGFRE{GFZE ~BR®D
fﬂﬁ IS ED2HEBBEANR
BARBEER 73
®gefitinib

122CEREED gefitinbD A LR L3R OB ILBRBIRRBARESA TS,

i )PS0-3M2:R AR O B 5 /b MR B B & A §U- U T-gefitinib&placebo ) B AL L8 5 MR IR TH DISELRER
28U T. RRTIZgefitinibEB A E BIZEI TLV=(8% vs 1%) 600 . TEFHEIA B THAIMST, F1FEFRIE, ThEh
gefitinibB ¢5.6% B . 27%THY . placeboBi T5.17 A . 21% CHYRHMICHI PR EEE RN o1=(p<0.087).
LML S TS L—TRIFTIE, I898(6.37 A vs5. 40 H)TIZABEEROLLE, JIEIIEE (8.9 A vs 6.1 A,p=0.012),
FUF ARE(9.54 A vs 554 ] p=0.01)TlL, gefitinb®E M REEHT-Y, -

il B AT =PS0-20 25 4R LUK O B £ JE/MBRIG AL A RITLTgefitinibEDTX D FE(E AL IL B MIERAB THD
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(R E O ATIHIRE % 1 RIZ U gefitinb ECBDCA+PACD S IHERE (IPASSHERD) IZHLVT, EGFREGFERFHAIH
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AF5FFBRESCHRIEPREEERLEEEICDTX(60mg/m2)DIBE/I S LTI L58Ho N5 (B)
QI RE L RE S EICPEME00mg/m2D3BEREETHLS58HENH(B)

@erlotinib 150mg/body dailyZ{T5&588Hnh5(B) ,
@DTX(Dwegkly&-sl:tit#iﬁ:gﬂil’t‘ﬁ(ﬁbﬁ!ﬂ&mwﬂ#ﬁ’)&’)ﬁméfilf0&%‘5&&!‘6’:&\ ().
G2 AME L E M OMEBEARGERBR L TIXTS £5810 3121 ORI BT (C)

W REFI= Lo TlEgefitinibLBIREELEYSS(B)

@OTX . ’ ’ :
TI5FF UL SO LR EEDF I BYRIIBELLRNMRGEEEE AR LI DTXOETHERBA 2 OBRETATLY
5. 121EDTX(100mg/m2 or 75mg/m2) vs VNR or IFMO LR TMSTCIXE B 2% AL EDTX7 Smg/m2 Ta/h0—
JUB LS TRR, 26 BPFSE, 1 FEFROHELREERNHT 12, T2, DTX(100mg/m2 or 75mgm2)EBSCED LLETIE
MST. 1EEFRE(L, DTX75mg/m2, BSCHTETRENT 55 A &37%. 467 AL19% COTXHTHEIZRAN(p=0.010, P=0.003).
QOLOBELEZH SN, VFIORBIZHNTEH, DTX7Smg/m2B AR EARAENENTEY, I5F - RAESTHRAE
OFBLEVLE SBT3 T HI/ MBI EL TIEDTX75Smg/m20H AR SNt KB SRERRIL60
mel2TH A, FRTHONCORRICHETHE 1 EREBRTRR18.2%., MST7.84BE L2 OO FMIBHRODTX75mg/2¢
AEOHRERTHRREERELEY, . '
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@PEM
20044E1= T 235/ ORI I E ) 2 1= &5 11 B PEM500mg/m2(3 3 £5 ) - DTX75mg/m2( 338 &) D R 1 B 1L L B IR A
HEEhl-, BENEE. RR. MSTAPMERT9.1%. 8.34-8. DTXBT 8.8%, 7.9 A THY TGS E THAMSTICTES
?ﬁﬁb‘iﬁ‘&éhf:o EISEALTIL. grade 348 hIkEL . BEMEI DERED, 2GradeDRENFRBELSDTXRICHEIE
Nor, ‘ :
ARBEREENICLFORRIFATIRFLARR. OSR. EBRFLEBCENELO3I7ALBO ATHUHRE
0.78[95%C1,0.61-1.00;p=0.047] CH B D I=HL . EF L HETELEI624 A L7475 A THYHRIE1.56(95%Cl,1.08~
2.26,p=0.018| CHYE FLRFETHEEEEL>TDTXH CRFTH oI, Fie, PFSIZHNTH. ERTFLEZTERENI LR
£3.0% B THRIZ0.82[95%C1,0.66-1.02,p=0.076] L A BB £ EHH L. RELEBTEATHh237 A L2757 A THRIZ
1.40[95%C1,1.01—1.96;p=0.046] CHYHBEF > TOTXH A BRI THo LB EEN I,
— A ATl B AR I/ MBI EE A 2 PEM500mg/im2(3i8 )& 1000mg/m2(3iE ) D B AILLLEE T HRBNTHhA
BRI LIHELNELBROEEROLEA ST, &I, BARIEMEIIEES R RIPEM500mg/m2(3:8£)£900mg/m2
(B8 )DE A AL L EE IARRE A T h A, RR, MST, PFSIZ, 500mg/m28¢ T7.1%. 6.74 B . 2.6 A, 900mg/m2FTA4.3%,
697 R %éi';ﬁ CHEENICEBEEERDT. Grade3/4m &4 (LT REL 5% % H TO00mg/m2 B - TE I DSAEAELMAR T
. BotkfEEhie),

SHEOMR LY, BEE/MRRIE GER TE£S) BEIZPEMS00mg/m20 3@ B S EITIL3BNONE.

vy ECFRAETEERHD l\
et EE/I\ﬂ. Eaﬂﬁiﬂia)zrzéﬁig’\%é /
HAMEZE
@erlotinib

PSO-302 704 M SRS O B 56 35/ RIRH 1S5 5 731 A EerlotinibB &Placebo B2 1 122Ut (T - WA AL F AL B
BR21ELEE ClE.. RRACENENB 9% £1%(p<0.001), PFSAENEN2.25 A &1.87 A(p<0.001), T EFHHAE THHOSH*
6.74 B £4.74 B(p<0.001) T hberlotinb B AT B IZBA TO -, £ BEEF DT Y. N—TREFTIHEZOED R
PRSI STV, Bl BT LS BEEL LT ATOH TN —TCRE—CEDOESHRIBONL,

PSO-30)2A TR ED B S IR/ MIRIE S HE0AD B RAEHREL-E THBB T, RRA28.3%. FsavtEa—LER
50.0%. PESH{77H . MSTAM 4,72+ A L8 &3 L1=,, Logistic regression analysis% Fit \/<RRM & Z BRR4HF T. FEUUER L
E%"E(OR:0.0G[%%CI0.0Z—O.2B:p<0.001])ﬁﬁ%’&%aT;F&E%l:RRh‘ﬂﬁ?t‘&of:o #J=, Cox proportional hazards
regression analysis% fiL =05 0 £ % RARHT TI%IEBUEE LEUEE(HR:2.20[95%Cl1 06-4.56:p=0.035})&PS(0AM1ELE)
(HR'2.59(95%C1.25-5.37:p=0.011 ) CHEUE S LPSUTH R B H > COSH BB THILRETRII,

~%C. EGFR-TKI T dgsfitini (2SS EMEERM KNS (LD) DURIHBESH. TOURTTTI5—BSURERD *
FEFBEFIT OV TREShRESL TGS,

R OB EUEGFR mutationfEt SLIZFBIDPSO-2M2K AR Zeriotin 150mgfbody dalyE {752 LB A THS.
LAL. ILDDREYRI DT RESHEBITEHEERT HLENHA.
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@weekly DTX

IRAEIZE I+ BDTXDweeklyld 5 LDTXOBE E IR 5 LO LBRBRIZERBETN TN D, ChLORBRTIE, EHRLEFHM
CHEBICHBEEZFROLLE, Graded/AD T hEE D ORB ORI IFPIRASEORENHPLTOIHERN S ~HTH
HEEFH->TweeklyiR S THAOL T2, ThibORBROART Y S RF2FBESRTEY, 6RLTOREDAZT T
LR ClE, 0S(p=0.666). RR(p=0.979) THEEFEHT. Grade3/AfFhERI A (p<0.0001) i HEE £ > TweeklyH 5 TRIF
THotD, £ SEDBED AT F) L AHBLITH, MST(p=0.2449), RR(p=0.43) THEZEREN T, Grade3/4DE M, ft
IR . JE MR A B R A RO AL, Graded/4IFRERELD (p<0.0001), RFMEITPIRR P IE(p<0.000) THEEEHR-
Tweeklylt S CRIFTH 12, Lol BRTOIINIRIGEIZH T 535mg/m2Dweeklyt§ 5 (18 1E35mg/m2 Day1 8,158
5 4BHICRYEL) -k 3% THIEERRRIZH0 T MEEIH R85 eI BHdN - LNBELHD.

CSOERLY, DTX(DweekIyﬂi}(iikﬁ!ﬁ(fﬂﬁﬁE'G%fdﬁﬁi;‘xisﬁl«lh'['liﬁi&’)ﬁ)héf:’l'fﬂ)#ﬁﬂb‘ﬁﬂﬁ&‘é&‘b\e
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DTXEFET FO— L BEEL - B AL LR B3R E S TLVD, Wachterso ODTXEIF|LDTX +CPT- 1O EES
JELE T MR TIE. RR. MST. PFSIZETREN. 16%E10%, 7.37 8 £6.24 B (p=0.49), 1881 58 (p=0.42) CHEZERS
7. FREETENEORBEROEN 0T, Pectasides>® DTXEE EDTX+CPT-11 6 R O B4 AL LB THRIRTIZ,
TTRIZHUVT. 4.84 B &5.64 A(p=0.065) CH A HEEE > TRIFTHEE, RR MSTIZENEh, 14%E£20%(p=0.36).
6.4 A £6 54 B (p=0.40) CHEZ BN T . Grade3/4D [/MERD . Grade3/4D FHITENEH. 6%&£17%(p=0.04). 2%&
12%(p=0.05) CHBEEEH>THABIZE o1,

Smit>MPEMEHI EPEM+CBDCASE I FiF &L ILEE T BRBTIZ . RR. OSIZENTNE%LENT%, 764 AE8LRTHEE

FEHENG. TEIEE R THEPFSIE. 2.87 B £4.27 A (p=0.05) THABISHREEH>TRIFTH I, TEMICELTIE
. Grade3dM/MEFA LS PR OATEEER>THARC SV EBETALL, BUHERBETRELEZOND),

Fto 2RARD B BREEQ AT FUL A1 ARESLTEY BFTRRBOLHEZTENDL, OSIEBHEHRTENLTR
34.7;8E37. 3B (p=0.32) CHBEERH T, PFSIE11.7:8&14.058(p=0.0009) T BEUACH B EE R THIFCHo-. BES
i, Graded/a0 I B ACE L BN 5% £41%(p=<0.001) TGrade3/4 0 I ML BIEA22%L28%(p=0.03) TR BEE > T
GHEBCEISRML T, Y. SRARKII A EICRREPFSE ST AROSO B, EMLEHBICRTLOHRITG I
30)u

S ORR LY. 2816 IS LA MO BN EEERAR LI TRT3 8580 DT ORBA R THL
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®gefitinib
112 AR LB D gefitinb O & ML RE LI-3R O EAEALHER T HRBAREINTOD,

i )Pso-3o)2:k5é1§uﬂ§wﬁﬁ3FIl\ﬁmﬁﬂnﬂiﬁﬁ%‘&ﬁﬁl:uf:gaﬁxinabaplacebowm’sk{tﬂ:&%mﬁﬁtﬁf&éls&ﬁﬁ
12850 T RRCIEgefitinibBAE EIZBATLM=(8% vs 1%)5L0 0, TEIFHAE THEHMST, T FEFRIE, ThTh
gefitinibBT5.64 8, 27% THY. placeboBi 5.1 A, 21% THY T MMM FHH B2 EBHHAoF=(p<0.087).

LML, HF 5 L—TRATCIE. IE(6.37 A vs5 4N A ) TIRABZERHELVE. JERIER(8.94 A vs 6.14.8,p=0.012),
FF AB(9.55 B vs 5.55 A,p=0.01)TIL. gefitinbDEs R L8211,

ii )B*'eﬁbhf:Pso-za)zmié.‘ﬁwﬁwﬁﬁéspl\wnﬂm&’&N&l:L,f:gefitinibé:DTxo)#ﬂfa{tﬂ.i&%m*ﬁﬁ&fbé
V15-328 81 HL AT RRTIZgefitinibBAE BIZEI TLV=(22.5% vs 12.8%)4 00, PFS. HEYHI L, fEkBE
ERELL. Bz EEEE THAMSTIRERENI54 B 14.05 B THYHRIZ1.12[95%EFRRH0.89-1.40] T
DTXI=H T B IS A TR M oz, H T IL—TRIFITHNTHOSEPFSITE T HHER, BRE BHEREL D
FEERCHEEFROEAN DI,

iii )Eﬂﬂét‘r”}?w%ﬁ@fﬁhhf:PSO-Zm75?#&%‘1#%2&56&1&1&0E%;Fd\#ﬂﬂﬂmﬁéi’-tﬁl:l,f:,gefiﬂmb&DTXVJ
B AE A (L L8NS AR TH AINTERESTREAIZSL VT, RR, PFSTRBMICHRSEROLM oA, TRFEABT
$B0SIX7 64 A &8.0 A THYHRLL1.020(95% {EFAR 0.905-1.150] C. B E LRO1.154E B HDTXH TS
ELHEM THSNLE , 1 A T—H— 2k DY TH L —TRIF T EGFR BEFERDERIKUPFSTEERD DL,
OSTIXEERHZM o=, L } .

)R RATFICHITDRE .

V15-32REEClIE Y T L —TRAT TR, SR SEELCOEERE TOSEPFSTHEELIRHLA =M ISELRBRTIE
BETCRAEEEROULY, FEEE, FUT AR TEgeMnbOEHHREBHI=, Fic.1 SR TCORBRTEHLLDOOMK

[BRREE O T IR E R R I=UT=gefitinb &CBDCA+PAC O EIHER SR (IPASSHERD) ITELVT, EGFREEFERTHHICE

I')'égefitinibliﬁﬂiﬂl:ﬁ‘sH‘%:#%%ﬁ]ﬁl:CBDCAfPACI:?#L’C&Ef%‘L"E‘Jl:liﬁElZPFSVJEE’EEﬂbfz (HRLE 0.68,p<0.001)
FRBERBOE SR T (k. EEFE)$HTIHEICZ.60R BABEDPESIZ DL TH I0 F=J HCBDCA+PACKY BN
TS LEBETH BN, SO FHgefitinibld B R ETFICLo>TEERBED—~DLRY5D,
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