BFERRE  127(8), 533 ~544, 2018. 533

< DHLBBARLROES L SHNOEL >
FEig D A DILZBEEDES ES RO ERH

& O B A
SRR SRR R R BE R AR e R AL 8 R 27

Development and Future Prospects of Systemic Chemotherapy
for Hepatocellular Carcinoma

Michihisa Moriguchi

Department of Molecular Gastroenterology and Hepatology,
Kyoto Prefectural University of Medicine Graduate School of Medical Science

2009 412 Sorafenib ASHF TSR 103 2 & B LRI & L CORBINTLUR, £ OMFEHER (—
RIGHE - ZEHE) PrbITE 7275, Ko THh o7z, KBRS L aho il E LT, &
FHHREZE 70 OB EZ A L Tw5bH Z 812 & 23503, O heterogenity, K4 7@ 9ILK T,
FEGI DR A AR LU EOMBESTRRH SN TV D, 20 X ) IR OH, 2017 4E Sorafenib AN EE B
X B RiE#EE L C Regorafenib O HEAS, F 72, 20184E—KiG# & L T Lenvatinib ® Sorafenib (&
K9 BIELESHR O CIEH S, BUAE, SHEHO ST R SEANF R i e o T b, &
512, RIGH L LT Ramucirumab % Cabozantinib & BEIC A FHMEA I S NTHB Y, FFRIBRE 2RI
ARG 725 TREIRRE D FIR Lood . —F, WA, WIGEHBTHEL TV EF = v 7 KA
Y IHEROMEDL R v FTHEATEY, KETIZEICHEROS TR 2 5% L, FFHlE
W B IEHHE Z OBAETHRIBNCZL L T ST ENS. AT, RN 21b0
BOBP BRI XIS 5.

F—7— N MR, SR LEFRE, RN, EF v 7 KA Y F-EAL

Abstract

Since sorafenib was approved as a systemic chemotherapeutic drug for hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC)
in 2009, many development clinical studies have been conducted; however, there have been repeated fail-
ures. None of the studies were successful because of problems, namely, cancer heterogeneity, stratified fac-
tors, patient inclusion criteria and drug toxicity that may be seriously caused due to chronic liver diseases
such as underlying liver cirrhosis. Meanwhile, the usefulness of regorafenib as a second line treatment for
HCC refractory to sorafenib was verified in 2017, followed successively by the proof of the non-inferiority of
lenvatinib against sorafenib as a first line treatment in 2018. Presently, 3 types of molecular-targeting drugs
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can be administered for HCC. Furthermore, the usefulness of ramucirumab and cabozantinib as second line

treatment has already been verified, and the era of full-blown use of molecular-targeting drugs in HCC treat-

ment has arrived. Meanwhile, the development of immune checkpoint inhibitors that is recently dominating

cancer treatments is progressing rapidly. In the US, their clinical use has already been made possible.

Treatment for HCC is predicted to change drastically in a few years. In this manuscript, I present an overview

of the current status and future prospects of systemic chemotherapy for HCC.

Key Words: Hepatocellular carcinoma, Systemic chemotherapy, Molecular targeted drug, Immune check-

point inhibitor.
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20094E6 H, NFHIiEHE (hepatocellular carci-
noma: HCC) (Zx} L& CHEMAIFEZ /R L 72V?
24 By b 2R3 Sorafenib 25 KR S T LLSE, %
C OFEFDESHABICAZ DD, 2L
&MU 5 7z,

L ¥ 5 < Sorafenib @ & DB A FE s 7228,
RESORCE i % ® 1238 \» T Regorafenib 7%,
REFLECT i## " 128\ T Lenvatinib 2Y\W\ 911 3
HRMEZRL, Th2N20174E6 H, 20184E3 H
WG &N, 72, Ramucirumab®, Cabozantinib®
OAEMEDPEIRENTE Y, HCCOBHFITW
TV IR TRENEORRICA -2 L B
bbb,

—7J7, AR, WRIEHREE LTEELTYS
RIEF v IRV VHERH OB L EATS
Y, Nivolumab, Pembrolizumab ¢ 3 #iExD
FERDHTIZ 5 TV B,

104501 £ TH A &S LEEE R L, 79
T WBERIER: (RFA), T % 7 —ViEA#E, I
BRI 2/ (TACE), WFEhiEAL0:
(HAIC) & \ro 72 R DEH# L LAETE L &
»o 72HCC ONFHHEHIE, ZTORETE LD
HRGHEF»EL L, BNICEfLDO0H 5.
AFRTl, HCCIZH 3 AL 0Bn & B2
LT 5.

Sorafenib
SorafeniblZt V) v-A L+ =2 FF+—¥ThH
L Raf-l1 & B-Raf&¢ 5oy ¥ F—¥rLr7ry—

Td» % VEGFR 1,2,3, PDGFR-B # & L, fif
BB gl & AT A & BHLE 5 2 & TSR

EE2WHT 23K TH B Y.

YIBEAHE, RFAAGHE, TACEARIL - AEET
Child-Pugh A® HCC 2%} L, SHARP trial” 3 &
O" Asia-Pacific study? {2 3 \» T survival benefit
(Placebo 23§ % /¥ — Kt (HR) [95%
ClJ; SHARP/Asia-Pacific: 0.69 [0.55-0.87]/ 0.68
[0.50-0.93]) 2% &M, 20094, HCCIZH LT
IUET Y AEAET DD TOLEHLFHIEH]
& LTSI NIz, BREIG1E2.3% & NG/
MPZTZL Do, FHAGIEEEIL43.5%,
WEF o2 A REIIER (Placebo l2X3 5
HR [95% CI]; 0.58 [0.450.87], p<0.001) § %
ZEDHE EIN TS (SHARP trial). A ESH
% (AE) b L CiE, FREMR, TH, B2
&, PRS2 AT, RKFRE R FRAE
BERECHER LRSI D £ { A b N72As, FHif
fili - SEHIAGT S FO L WA HHE L~ F T R v
A2 ET, BAETIHPIRICE 2 ERIE A 7%
DA% eoTnD, F72, KLY, A%
2 & 2 R CH OHE AT S nizds, £<
EIFRREA RIS N T 2b0TH Y,
WIEMEH OEREGER SN, €0 &) RIERE
BEALAROLNLLS Lo TWA.

—7F, GEEBAGAETIC Sorafenib DR % F I3
BNAF =T —DRBEBITHONT VLA, Z
NETOLIAHLELLDIIIHMENTIIVA
V. AE DO, Lenvatinib 25 EE & 72 o 72
&, MO HEELEHPHEPTHL L ED
Hrod, HihMErPLENs.
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HIFCcdH b, TACE ORISR & 7% % BCLC-BIZR L
T b Sorafenib DR RAVWFFTZ 2MHERTH -
7z. Sorafenib Z35 LLRT, A OTRSE - FRAF I
L CTACE ANk L # ) R X T 72%%, TACE
DOREDIZ L WA, Sorafenib ~DL) 1) Bz A%
EBEND X HIZH Y, Sorafenib DAL,
“TACEARIL" L)@z BiRo%Icbz6L
7z.
AKETlrarerH2E LT,
EFERIRE D50 % UL LR ET 5 H B Wik
&S B DB AT2 WlfE < (FUATAH D%
HRREMEOHEZ &)
- TACE & — @IS~ — 7 =AML T L T
bE BRI L) 5
- WRAEEH o 1 3B
- BV o IR
ICHMT AE% “TACEAIL" L4 bEHRY
PRI N DERS Y, FESP IZZORE
Fa 2 THES TTACE Zfkf L 28k &

Sorafenib IZBAT L 72 #E 2 B AL,
Sorafenib #ATHE CTH BAAEFHIM S Er o 72 &
WELTBY, T/, WHTACEMGITRA S
7 — % & i) & I2HERE LT < OPTIMIS kB
IZBW T, propensity score matching O i,
TACEARNIL D Hie CARREROIEHE) %572 94
%1%, TACE % fikfi L 728 12 e X Sorafenib (258
LB TTRPRWEINICH > - e G s
TWwb. L722%-> T, HCCIHFH DM o7z
W21, TACE 25 Sorafenib 2473 X & £
FAIVI AT I ENERELERDNS.

Sorafenib % B\ /- /AR

Sorafenib (£ 312 BCLC-C ® HCC (2 F Atk & 7R
LK EN7=2%%, BCLCB, MIAHIHHHTEMARD
BCLC-0, AlZxf L CTHISHPHAALN TS,
CNETHDONTE AR R G - BRI
ZRKIATRT . BIRHHREOMB LRk L L
TOH % ML 5 STORM a5k 13 35T

F1 IR O 55 3 H1EER

A)

A) Sorafenib Bl - fif: I 7kER
B) —RiEHB X O KIA#H

A9 FHA W [

ML Sorafenib vs Placebo STORM!? X

TACE® 4tk i TACE + Sorafenib vs TACE Post-TACE!®) X

TACE + Sorafenib vs TACE TACE-2!" X

TACE + Sorafenib vs TACE TACTICS (P2)1¥ on going (PFS ; met)
JIFETEAL 0 500 Sorafenibio ki 7% et 2 4 Sorafenib + LFP vs Sorafenib SILIUS X
B) R4 FA AL AT H) 5 HR: 95%CI il
First -line
Brivanib BRISK-FL20 Brivanib vs Sorafenib 9.5 vs 9.9 HR,1.06 95%CI,0.93-1.22; p=0.373 X
Linifanib LIGHT2D Linifanib vs Sorafenib 9.1 vs 9.8 HR,1.05; 95%C1,0.90-1.22; p NS x
Sunitinib SUN11702 Sunitinib vs Sorafenib 7.9 vs 10.2; HR,1.30; 95%CI,1.13-1.50; p=0.0019* X
Erlotinib SEARCHZY Erlotinib + Sorafenib vs 9.5 vs 8.5 HR,0.92; 95%CL,0.78-1.1; p=0.2 %
Placebo + Sorafenib
Lenvatinib REFLECT? Lenvatinib vs Sorafenib 13.6 vs 12.3; HR. 0.92; 95%CI, 0.79-1.06% e}
Nivolumab CheckMate459 Nivolumab vs Sorafenib 0s on going
Second-line
Brivanib BRISK-PS¥ Brivanib vs Placebo 9.4 vs 8.2: HR,0.89; 95%CL0.69-1.15; p=0.331 x
Evelorimus EVOLVE-1% Evelorimus vs Placebo 7.6 vs 7.3: HR,1.05; 95%CL,0.861.27: p=0.68 X
Cabozantinib CELESTIALY Cabozantinib vs Placebo 10.2 vs 8.0; HR, 0.76; 95%CI, 0.63-0.92: p=0.0049* e}
Ramucirumab REACH-II? Ramucirumab vs Placebo 8.5 vs 7.3; HR, 0.710: 95%CI, 0.531-0.949: p=0.0199 ¢)
Tivantinib JET-HCC20 Tivantinib vs Placebo (PFS) 2.8 vs 2.3; HR, 0.72; 95%CI, 0.51-1.02; p=0.065 x
Regorafenib RESORCE? Regorafenib vs Placebo 10.7 vs 7.8; HR,0.63; 95%CL, 0.50-0.79; p<0.0001* o
TS 1 S-CUBE2? TS-1 vs Placebo 11.25 vs 11.33; HR,0.86; 95%CL, 0.67-1.10; p=0.220 X
Pembrolizumab KEYNOTE240 Pembrolizumab vs Placebo 0s on going
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BY, EALEHIMICHET 5 &SRR 5.
—77, EWXBCLC-CZHRIY F—N—FET
HAIC % #f 3 % SILIUS iEx 1 23T b 7228,
FEFMEE 2 ERT LI LI TE o7z
LA LAads, HTHITIcBEnT, MIRAS T
TET HWESK AP (Vp4) THAIC OF HItk
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WAL TE S HDTIE% L, Lenvatinib (%
k) bBRATHY, HlEHE, HAICHHCC
THRIZBVWTEOxRE 2 ELEZ RS
n5s.
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JHHZERTE Y, E5 < Sorafenib ® A DKL
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&, JE D heterogenity, ERLET, JEBIDHMA
IABIEHE EORTEP R I TV S

ZD &9 &, 2017412 Regorafenib, 2018 4F
\Z Lenvatinib 2% positive & #5 % & 72 0, HAEHCC
W TR ZEAIEIHAE 2o TW5D.
Regorafenib, Lenvatinib ®iER2S ) L 722K
WOWTREHETHERS. F/2, HTEHE
Cabozantinib 3 & U Ramucirumab % Sorafenib %
DJEHFE UCEEMGEE 2 #E R L, 4k
DOARENF/2N A, Ramucirumab ix, x5 %
AFP>400ng/ml ! enrich L 72 REACH2 ik 12
BT positive AR & o> T 5.

—Ji, SIEF v 7 RV NHEH OB D
#E47HC, Nivolumab, Pembrolizumab %5 34
AEIBRREGIERDE T LTV T, #Ron
e N S (I

Regorafenib

Sorafenib ANt HCC & % 41247 H 1172 RESOR-
CE#Ex?Y |28\ T, Regorafenib DZEIEE /I
BB A1211/65% (placebo 12k LA HIZEL
#), WEFCoOMEIZ3.24H (placebo \ZR
%5 HR [95%CIJ; 0.44 [0.36-0.55], p<0.0001) &
HHVEDR &N, survival benefit (placebo 1Z5%f
3% HR [95% CI]; 0.63 [0.5-0.79], p<0.0001)
PGP E o T2,

RESORCE iRER 2SS U 7= b Ve 51 o #i %
HIEDREAL VP TholotEZEAONS, KRR

BT, ST TICHfT Sz ho 5 3H
ARER L 1ZE D, Sorafenib (B &M (GEEEHIL
A28 HiE @ 9 % 20 H [ 2L 400mg/ H 2L AR
e 25H Y, WG LIREGEST & e S N E
BlOAZEFTREE L, F72, IRERE &N
TR Z 4 OREHIMEHE T & LTwi.

Regorafenib D 1& 1% Sorafenib 12 7 v %A%
fPATWB 22 TH 575, i ILE R EEH R
FF—VYIHEEHZA L, HCCIIH L
ERZRTEEZOSNTWA®®, —J5, T
% AE 1 Sorafenib & ) & B ICA4: U 2 0l fetkAs
R XN 5. RESORCE #B#1Z B> T Sorafenib
i & Bppt e L7223 o Micd 0, Ei
JR1Z B\ T Regorafenib # 38 A § 5 B2
RESORCE iRER D @ik FEHE 2 38579 5 2 L VK
YThs.

RESORCE #RERIZ B W THEHBHEEICA b7z AE
LT, FREMEE, TW, B SIE,
BRI, IFRRGERE 2 o3 Sh, JRICHE
BEETLZLOLLT, FHEAELHIFHN
5. HCCHEBNZBWTIE, PEIZ Regorafenib 7%
FATARGR S T bl /1E I - IH LA ) B
B DFA TN OBl & e, TR AE 135 5
E - EBETHo 2SN TWEY,

RESORCE 5AB& D B NENT > &, Regorafenib
2B % Sorafenib (G BHIA D B O A A [
Jofii (MST) 122647 H & REFR AR ST
V5%, BCLCB %4t & L 72 Brivanib ® % 3
ABR (BRISK-TA) #BR" \Z81F 5 placebo #ED
MST %326 77 H L IZITFAHET, X 0ETHZTSR
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& L 7z Sorafenib-Regorafenib Sequential i % @
AR IEWICHRIFCTH LI EHHEZ2 L. L
Mo T, HCCOZHFEITB W T, Sorafenib-
Regorafenib Sequential {33 13 55 % 722 {5 4E R HE O
12ThrEEZLNA.

LAL%d5, FEEKR T, ChildPugh A,
PS0,1 T Sorafenib {G# % Blls L 72 4EBI D 95 5,
AT 30-35 2% A2 E L A Regorafenib O f &
7 573, Child-Pugh 6 17X PS1 T Sorafenib % &
A ENTHEBIR, Sorafenib i A K AR YIRS
2 % A B L T 2 9EH] 1 Regorafenib 38 A 74l
DI WEREINTVWE P, Lizdo
T, Regorafenib ™3 A % B IC AN 2 6,
Sorafenib iGHREDO AT AV DAL ST,
Sorafenib 3 AR b 25 H LT, FFHERECaSIR
BEHRE LD, BEEZED TV I L PEE
LEbhs.

Lenvatinib

Lenvatinib (¥ VEGF1-3, FGFR1-4, KIT, RET 7
EEMETLFuY rFF—EBHERTH S .
REFLECT i&B#1Z T Lenvatinib ® Sorafenib 1%
T 5IEHMEAR SN, HCCIZH L T20184E3H
PBRGEE 72 o T B, AL 13X Sorafenib
&[5 (Lenvatinib vs Sorafenib; 13.6 vs 12.3 %)
T, mRECISTIZ X A2 HUEGRIFIZOWTIE, £
MEE/RERMEEHE/HETTOMM
(Lenvatinib vs Sorafenib) : 40.6 vs 12.4 % (HR
[95% Cl]; 5.01 [3.59-7.01], p<0.0001) / 73.8 vs
584 %/ 74 vs 3.77%J1 (HR [95% CIJ; 0.60
[0.51-0.71], p<0.0001) & Lenvatinib 234 & IZ R
I CH o7z, Lenvatinib 283 72 5 3 B W ZE5hH]
1%, Sorafenib TIXWHEETDH - 72WkKZ &~
conversion &\ ) (ARG Z B HIFF S 5. £
7o, BREIMGECTE o2 b 00, HIFIE
DEFRKFTA ¥ N5 ¥ AHH LTz AFPH
ICCHRELIFNT 2 L (Fo7a b a)Lchle),
Lenvatinib (% Sorafenib (Z t U4 B2 £ W A
BIFCho722 b RENTEY, EHFKICE
WT, Lenvatinib iIZx 3 2 HIfFIERE 25D
DEFHEND . RHAEAHL) LRk & L C,
Lenvatinib O HUlEEE R LA, AR R

(NG TEEN G A SR RER TR, RIS TP 52
PSR 2 5 & W9 2 & A3 IR HE 2 IR
(Vp4, 5D 2 5 R >50%, HER
W) ZBA LSRN, ERKRICBWT
b, TNHLORMEMRTTLIEPEEL bR
5. AEZDWw T, M5 BB T
Sorafenib T% £, IMHELEHRLF V827K, Bk
PR BEMC T X Lenvatinib T A BN TEHD,
BHEE - AR L T AT A NT LI ED
FHECTHDH. Ry R ziZonTid, E2~
LU ETRERALTDIENET LL, RY ¥
37 /CREWCEMET LI ETIARY v 37 %
Mg L, 3.5g/HZIMZ 5%E121%, REIHE
‘ashTwsb, F72, IFHEEAE & LTI,
Lenvatinib Tl o0 8 K AS s WA B 0,
MiENH3MED 7 + 2 —ZHENATH) % &, XD
HFEREVWSEZ LT LIRETH L. 5%, E
BEPRIC BT % Lenvatinib O & 25 S, M
N RHERH S o T 20 Ebh
5.

—7J5, Lenvatinib (& Sorafenib (Z It U L4 4=
WY OREEH 25 < *, TACE % OFFICHE
5 MEFAERFOMEM 2§52 &
LWIFFCTE 5. HEIMHABRIZB VT, Sorafenib
& TACE O H oA IR SN TV WS,
41, TACE & Lenvatinib OBt HIC & % Bk L
LIFEENS.

TACE RicD RiE&
~FFREERTE & D FEMEBA

HCC o ffREEE T, % < ®O%Ef T TACE 2317
bz ds, TACENFHifgz I FE€5 2 &
B SPITR o TWDB T, BRI E 7% 501
BERY 31X Child-Pugh ADARIZHEIRR I N TEDY,
B FIERIE 2 W) 5 729121, TACE
A6 & AR, ®hEOWEET & 2 TACE % [l
ML, FHEREZ A L oo TENIRICRITY
HTENEELFZ 2 5N A, Sorafenib d HBIZ
L) TACERIS DM &ASS 726 Sizds, 4T
ERHEOMERICL ) COMEIZSHICERE
o TETWA. 2017EBITRESHEN A FI4
T, miloar e 2w,
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- 20D TACE %175 T b EERIHZ ORI DA
Fahr, Bz FFNRRZE O B

- RERE, RO 1B

B S~ — h — DR LA
DWEFN %G Lz D% “TACERR" &
AL TIWELTWDD, FTRHEDATAR
o & HIWES %121, 52 1810 TACE Jf 1 ASA %
Eeb. UL, EERIZBWTIE, 1M
D TACE {71, TACEIZ X A HI#IZH S A2
WEEZONLZRWIZLIELITEST S, T4
1%, TACE % ORHH E CIHEREiA350 % DL 1
PRAE L DB UIRA A 2 5354812
1%, XTACEitifi %12 TACEA IS & HIE X h b
RSO TEWI EZRIL, E%LD D
1 [IHT 12 TACE NS & Rt 2 7z fehf L Tw
%%, BERERE 2 IAfr Lo TR SE 2 A §
57290120, 5%, REOHN SRR X 5%
FAEAEFENS.

—77, BCLCBIZIEEICIAT B R4EMTH D,
Jifi 5% Rl F- A% up-to-seven criteria® in %> out T B1,

B2 & ¥ 3 A2 W40 (Kinki criteria) ™ 254218
ENTW5b, BLIZHLB2IETACEAIGIZZR D R
TRV T LR T eI shTtBh 2,
Lth, B A AR L 7RIS AR 2 o
TLAEEDbLNL, 512, ERKEEH T3
%583 5L, TACE ORI Lk<,
TACE 31T Hh TR M S 5 TR ZEAT 5
LV RIEDIRIBINTE TV S,

REF Ty 7KL MEER

HCCIZHB W T, PD-L1 & 5 Bk B o BY il
R HERE L OHBICET 28|mEY BXH D, *®
EIRROWRES SN Tw D, KETIEE
IZHCCIZH LILPD-1 il (Nivolumab) A3AKFR
shsh, KITH, L2A0WL, K3
RERAYTDbN T Wb, F7IT, CheckMate459 i,
HCCIZH ¥ % —KkiH#H & L T Sorafenib &
Nivolumab Z i35 2bDTH Y, KRIZED
RIS R D DR D TV D,
# o CheckMate040 T, Sorafenib {GH#EE D 72

2 IR T B 0EF = v 7 KA ¥ b HER O 3HEE
A) HABLOEF = v 7 F4 >~ FEERGA
B) $uEF = v 7 KA b RHEH] & T EERYSEGE T

A 3R B ik

TYA FHEFHER R
First -line
Nivolumab (FIPD-1#{%) CheckMate459 Nivolumab vs Sorafenib 0s on going
BGB-A317 (HiPD-1#i{£) NCT03412773 BGB-A317 vs Sorafenib 0s on going
Durvalumab (HiPD-L14i{%), HIMALAYA Durvalumab + Tremelimumab 0s on going
Tremelimumab (HICTLA-4#1(£) vs Durvalumab vs Sorafenib
Second-line
Pembrolizumab (#1PD-1#1{£) KEYNOTE240 Pembrolizumab vs Placebo 0Ss on going
B) 1 1 e Trial No
1 PD-1 + multikinase Pembrolizumab + Lenvatinib NCT03006926
1 PD-1 + multikinase Nivolumab + Lenvatinib NCT03418922
1-2 PD-1 + c-Met PDRO01 + Capmatinib NCT02795429
1 PD-1 + multikinase Pembrolizumab + Regorafenib NCT03347292
3 PD-L1+ VEGF Atezolizumab + Bevacizumab NCT03434379
1 PD-L1 + VEGFR-2 Durvalumab + Ramucirumab NCT02572687
2 PD-1+ CTLA-4 Nivolumab + Ipilimumab NCT03222076
1-2 PD-1 + CTLA-4 + Met/VEGFR-2 Nivolumab + Ipilimumab + Cabozantinib NCT01658878
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W R DZEREA1X20%, MSTIZ286 7 H L R
U722 RS ST Wb . Sorafenib iG## 4
D KiEHR L LT Pembrolizumab O A H T % #
AE9 545 3AHEER (KEYNOTE040) & BEIZB4%
FHTLTBY, #ERIREENS.

T2, HIEF Y 7 RA Y PHERIELE G
3 2D A TWD, Sorafenib % e
(2 Durvalmab ($PD-L1$ifk) + Tremelimumab
(PLCTLAAPUER) % 3BiiadHE & L 7= 1200 818
OFE3IMABE (HIMALAYA) %,
Nivolumab+Ipilimumab ($it CTLA-4PUIK) D2
AR D ETHTH 5.

X512, EF vy 7 RA Y NHER & 5T
R & OPEELE ORI RICZ > T b
(#%2B). 20184 ASCO T Pembrolizumab &
Lenvatinib ® B (G5 1b M) DK R3S

—KIEH

oo ) 0

Regorafenib (@]

?

ZRER

Sorafeniblz B2k

ENT2DS, BREE 42.3%, WERGEALAI
Jefl139.697 H EHIFFD D CHHRTH 5 9.
Atezolimumab & Bevacizumab OB H HETH
0, 20184 ASCO T4 1b AHERBR DA H A5
SN, BEE65%E RIFREEE 7o Tw
L. BAESEIHREE CEITLTBY, Mo
WNRIPFN D, Lenvatinib @ X 9 B WER)
HEOSTEMEL R MRS 2308
(durable response) =A7F AHIEF = v 7 KA
v MRER ORI, HCCOBEIZEDE
= real cure & b 72 & 3 FEMk & Fhod 72 iR
ELTHIfFE T s,

SHEORZE

BUAE A I W 68 70 40 TR 19 38 13 Sorafenib,
Regorafenib, Lenvatinib T, Sorafenib,

Child-PughA PSO, 1 >

ZRIER

ZRIBHR TR Ui b o 72 FH
Regorafenib ?

?

O  AFP2400, Sorafenib /AR Ramucirumab | ?
PR o  soratenibTIRR 2
ZRIBR TRIR Lo 72384
REFLECTSREX DS 275 » SorafenibBFHERATHRBE S LT »
« BT o5 9 5 JER o BL=R>50% _ _

?

BA1 ARG (0 2 40 TR SE o) iRt i
P etk - A HTEAR]

O, TE¥FYAHY

unmet needs

?

- Lenvatinib ; EHI, REFLECT iRER Byl SEaE 1 ZHEl L 20 v 2 & 235

- Cabozantinib, Ramucirumab ; —%i:# Sorafenib O ~XKiff L LT EF Y AdH D
cETOFFTEZREFEEL L TOIE TV AL

- — ik Sorafenib IC A B D ) MR ILOBETH > T, ZKIGHELTO

Regorafenib ® %41 - A FMEIZA
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Lenvatinib I —X{5# & LT, Regorafenib it
Sorafenib ML D ZKiGHE L LTI TV A %
HLTWwWh
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