1 ZRMEHE (multiple myeloma : MM)
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1. 2 - JwH - TR RHIE

2 EBEE (multiple myeloma : MM) 1%, WEMIAOE 7 o— M (BEEM) H%5E
L, TOEMTHLIBE 7 n— Mg a7 )y (M EH) OMmE « IRPEEINC X 0 F%
DTONDHERTHD VY, DRETIIALD 10 HTADHTZ V5 NOFRIERT, KL TORELE
FHITAER 4,000 AFi%CTH D, REVEEEOK 1%, 2EMAFEEOR 10%% 5, 7
JEF, TR L GICELEIMENICH 5, EREHEEETS (International Myeloma
Working Group : IMWG) (Z X5 ZWHENLS HnsinTng (1) 23,

ZOFRTEICFRIEORG L 725 DiF CRAB L& dligasli®, T7ebbmbiry
U AMSE, BAS, A, §WE (FEIEZEFS myeloma defining events : MDE) @
2B 12U EEA LTS (EfENE) 23 E#EE (symptomatic) multiple myeloma T
HY, MEHRITIGEBBORIE L L UIAWRNZ LICEENLETH D, 20154F12K
Franz IMWG B2V T, myeloma-defining biomarker (SLiM : ‘& # - & AfiE =
60%, involved/uninvolved iiE PR S E =100, F721X MRI T 2 Il LD 5mm %
AL ED Y ONFT 1 DLE) 26832566 GEfME) 530S HIEOHIEIC
BOoN Y, ZblE, RO TED R (AEREM) BREEO T 2 FLINIC 80% LA
FOMER TREMGEMETRIEICBITT 2 /RED S WRRE ToH 5725, myeloma-defining
biomarker D 7% A L MDE (CRAB JEfE) Z 7R S 7eWEIMEF REIE O Iz R IR
LAaWEE S —HEENTEY, BHEDRICBO CIE DICIARBLAT X & D ERRVR
WBLER AT O DNIERN W T2 Z EREE LU,

ZRNF ROEEE ORI WD TREBMHTON—2 7 1 VRl & L TEID b Dt
HHZHZET D (R 2),

SEEME B RIS L CRETREWHEET 2700 MNEE LT, MR 7ar/ar
VAEETNT I AMED B A WS EER 5% (International Staging System : ISS)
OERBHELEI NS (R 3) 9, 7uT7 7 YV —AHFERCHOERESENE A TREE 720, A
FHPHNERICSEE LIRRIC KV RI U 72mnkE & U CUGETEBER 2% (Revised -
ISS : R-ISS) MilE =i/ 9, RISS 1%, ko ISS (ZHE% FISH (interphase
fluorescence in situ hybridization : iFISH) {EIZE T 5@ Y A 7 Yok B OF M L, 1
JERE A W3 2 i LDH BEZEM LIS SE TH Y, FllEEARRIZH T 2 TR
FLLTOERNPIRINTNS (F4) 9, 72721, BIFERTIHISS R R-ISS 12D < TR
DIERHEITFER STV Uy,

ERNFHEICIE, IMWG (2 X 25 HE#HE (uniform response criteria) 73R
SHWHRTWD 67, ZhFRHIEICHERMAHE & HERELRT (K b5~T), KR



2B W TiL, EuroFlow-NGF (next generation flow) % fJV)7- multiparameter flow
cytometry (MFC) °fuE 7 m 7 U o EEALCEH O VDI ko kit —27 ==
(next-generation sequencing : NGS) (2 % deep sequencing % F\ 7=/ N 785
(minimal residual disease : MRD) D EZR bBFI S, EETEROTFHICANTHLZ L
DRIBI TG 810, X 5RO MRD &, PET/CT % & B2l L 27 mMAE
Z ¥4 Lz IMWG MRD criteria HEE SN TV 5 8,

£ 1 IMWG (2 & 5 E AR O 72 Wik e

Non-IgM MGUS
FEIgM B ERAHOE T o
— M = a7 ) s E

IgM MGUS
IgM A ERAHOHE 7 v —
M~ a7 UE

Light-chain MGUS
R ERAPOR 7 v —
WH o~ a7y o fE

Solitary plasmacytoma of
bone/of soft tissue
INSEAETE B ANaRE (5 /8K
HRAEAR D)

Solitary plasmacytoma with
minimal marrow
involvement of bone/of soft
tissue

N IR 2 A 5 ANSL
TEEANANE (B O
D)

Smouldering
(Asymptomatic) multiple

myeloma

<FTHEDH (MERERME) £

FENE R e

O+ I IgM % M % [ < 3g/dL

@7 v —F N BRI E MR <10%

QlEaiE® (CRABF/2137 I 0 4( F—3 R) 2D
DO~@D TR &9

O iEH IgM % M & [ < 3g/dL

QFHT Y IR <10%

@R DFEMEZ KN (i, SR, EEF, U o SElER, FFEE s
FNUAN Dl E)

DO~@D T T &9

Ok Rt D 2 (<0.26 £721%>1.65)

@444 5 i i BB S O BN

@ EE EIEIC CEMERRZBH RN

@EaiEE (CRAB /2137 I/ R—3 R) 23DV

®7 v —F N BT EMIE<10%

@®@RH M & [ B <500mg/24 FEt

O~®DF T &7
OAERIZ T I v —F LRI B S AL S E 3 5 W T EE AR O T2 41
N DAFAE

QF#TIC v —F A RTEE M ZZRD 20

@IS E AR ERZE LM IS X #R, HEfRdS K OVE#E MRI (F721%
CT) THEFEZRBDRN

@fEzakE%E (CRAB) Z38H 720

O~@DFT T E&i=9

OEMRICTTTZ a—F VR EMIE 5 R D B & D WO IFHRES KR O T2 &
N D IELE

QOFREF D 7 v —F N RIEEMIE<10%

@IS E AR NERZE UM IS X #R, MRS K OvE# MRI (7212
CT) TEFERDN

@fFEgsEE (CRAB) Z#EH 720

O~@DDF T Z&iiT=9

OiEH M EH (IgG 721 IgA &) =3g/dL F7iFRFT M EH=
500mg/24 i

©@7 v —F V7 E R E ML 10%2L =T 60%Ai

@ myeloma defining events (MDE) * £721X7 I 04 R—T A&7
VA

QFELIFOITNA TOZEMY



(Symptomatic) multiple
myeloma secretary/non-
secretary

CREfME) 238 Bl

(WAL IBE 53 A7)

Multiple solitary
plasmacytoma

2V A

Plasma cell leukemia

TR AR A P

POEMS syndrome
POEMS JEERE

Systemic AL amyloidosis
2HMEALT I v A R—v
A

Q7 v—FNieE %¢%E%%>m%itmi@tf PEE
T X HGER R O T2 A L i % 58 6D
@MDE*® 1oLk, E£721% blomarker**U) 1 SLl k%723
OPAOINTE R Vi N
OB REFIEEMIEA 10% KM OGETX, 2 DT EOEREZBD
N A

PSS

OEE72FRPICMEAZHREH L2V, BRIELTOHETHD

@7 v —FAREMIAIC LD 2 B EOREMIANEE - 1B ikE %
B 5

OnX-g=¢]

@ ’ﬁ’?%ﬂiﬂ@ﬂiiﬁ%{u’}’WD AN St VA
OlEeslEzE (CRAB) Z#RH7au
®~®@¢«T%ﬁt¢

O i H 2 & > 2,000/uL
@ A i ER Sy i) PR A 2R = 20 %
QL ODWH %=

POEMS JEfHE DS

LB AL 7 I A R—3 ADIESR

Myeloma-defining events (MDE) & Myeloma-defining biomarkers

Myeloma-defining events
(MDE) *

Myeloma-defining
biomarkers™®*

T B L R 9% FRL O R

Ly AME ;M Ca>11mg/dL £ 7213 ER EREL Y & 1mg/dL
Z A8z THIN

(end organ damage)

BAR4 : CrCl<40mL/min F 721X 1iE Cr>2.0mg/dL

Al ~E7 1 EE<10g/dL F2ITER FRIEL Y H 2g/dL 2B 2 T
KR

BIRAE 12U EOREEE X, CT £721% PET-CT RE CTiRH 5

TN A A~—H— (biomarker) * %D 12U EEZHT S :

OFHFD 7 o —F LR EHE =60%

@involved/uninvolved FLC (fiiFEBEREEH) =100 (involved FLC=
100mg/L Th 5 Z &)

@MRI T 2 #FFLA ED 5mm Ll EORRERZEH 0



#*2 InRATRA R

— AR AT
IR, E~EZmbr, MH - iR, EERE, A0 aERE BEA, 74710, B
Yrr, AST, ALT, ALP, LDH, 75—, 7&=7, jRE:, Ik, BUN, 7L T7F=
V, FRUTA, AUDL, AATUL EHSHE, Bz/rrnr7Yl, CRP) , HBs #ilF,
HBc Hif&, HBs $itfls, HCV Hifk, HIV Hufk, Mo X sy, OEEX, Bk EE & fafn B

M EBOFE & E&
EASE (0, &) , 24 FEHREAER
SEERUKENE (I, JR) , EI3eEEEE
g a7 ) ER (IgG, IgA, IgD, IgM, IgR)
MIE HERER S E B ds KOV k/N b

BREEE M ORI, TEEMICEDREA
EREZER - B REER
Ta—YA b A KT KD REEE AT
Qutafkoytr, FISH %

i b2 D2
HE X et (GEEF  E - M, SEME, Mok, BERE : E - R, E o Em, BT B, A4
O L Em, EAORBEE : B, EAOKEE B, 2460 NEE 0 B
Hifl CT (S50, Mass, MEEs, -BAsE)
FHE, B MRI (RIAE7Z2 35 & 1 XL ER 2 & MRI)
FDG-PET
BR#g~—— REFTAFEY U2, Ml NTx, R CTx, BRT ALV ERAT 74—,
FAT AT ) (PR )
IVTF=T VT TR
DS A, NT-proBNP, heiR=>T

ZOMOBRAE (WMLEIZ CEmm)

Ak (B TR, B8, DR, B, »2W3H) , Wk - Mg - miEkiEE, IRERE, FIV
XP—8, 7UATmT Y

# 3 International Staging System (ISS)

Stage H U 50 % 2E 173 ]
MiEB2I 777 <3.5mg/L
I fiE7 /L7 3 v 238.5g/dL 62 71
1l I CHLMTHARNED 44 % A
I MmiEReI 71207y =255mg/L 29 7 A

- Stage IIIZIILLFD 25N EEN D,
DIfiELI7urv7Y <35mg/L CMiET V7 2 <3.5g/dl ®H D
2) MIET /LT 2 AEIC o b PTHE 27 v/ 17 ) =3.5mg/L 7»0<5.5mg/L DD
- F 3BT D 0% AEAWRIIHREA (a7 7 v —AHEAR], RERHTK) B5aioT7—
ZICHERT D
Reprinted with permission. ©2005 American Society of Clinical Oncology. All rights reserved.

Greipp PR, et al: J Clin Oncol 23 (15), 2005: 3412-3420.



# 4 Revised-International Staging System (R-ISS)

FEINT FLiE
ISS stage
I MR 7mr/m7 Y <35mg/lL, G773 = 3.5 g/ldL
II ISSstage | CHIMTHRWNH D
11 MBI 7/ u7V > = 55mg/lL
CA by iFISH
high risk del(17p) 7>/ £ 7213 t(4;14) 2>/ £ 721% t(14;16)H D
standard risk high risk e R EE 2 DR
LDH
Normal Mm% LDH = E% LR
High risk 3% LDH > T3 [}

A new model for risk
stratification for MM

R-ISS stage
I ISS stage I > iFISH {2 C standard-risk CA 7>->1fiF LDH IE & &
I R-ISSstage ® I THITH 220>
111 ISS stagelll 5>2 iFISH T high-risk CA ¥ 7213fy% LDH & &

CA, chromosomal abnormalities (Y& {K¥#) ;1iFISH, interphase fluorescence in situ
hybridization ([E#1#% FISH); ISS, International Staging System (EEHEHI4%E) ; LDH, lactate
dehydrogenase; MM, multiple myeloma; R-ISS, revised International Staging System

Reprinted with permission. ©2015 American Society of Clinical Oncology. All rights reserved.
Palumbo A, et al: J Clin Oncol 33 (26), 2015: 2863-2869.



£ 5 IGEDFAHED - DITHE IR IR

M & A &llE D 72D DOfd
- fiE M EAER, MiEEABLXKE) (serum protein electrophoresis : SPEP) %17\ densitometry
TERET D, 2L IgATRO XL 5IC M EAD B 0HEICH D L 5 2EI2iE, SPEP OfFHEMEAEKW
720, a7 ) (IgA) OiEkHE (nephelometry F7-1% turbidometry (& CHIE) 2 M EH
#ELTHWD,
R MEHEIE, 24 FFHRORE B EXUKE) (urine protein electrophoresis : UPEP) % CHllE 3
Do FERFIRRC 24 BRffJR 2 V72 x, A BEBH OO EBMRAE ITERICEE S, #HIETE 0,

HIEFHERRZ (measurable disease) DJEFR

cFRTOIT IV —BIY, CR 2R 7 H7 IV —ORHEICIE, TrROBEMIERED S
H, XK1 22FTHLERD D,
3% M 2 19 = 1g/dL
JRH M % H =200mg/24 IR#fi]
M35 B S (free light chain : FLC) O kA LARFETHY, 22>O>MEAIC—ET 25 (involved)
FLC f& = 10mg/dL

- CR DR HEEITOBRIEL, EFRD 3 DOREARRHRED ENNEAT DI ENUETH DN,
stringent CR7ZIJ1X EFE 3 2D EN B A I WA TH o THHEREETH D,

PR & L <% SD HHEDHWDIZdODT v —T v 7

C FHUREBRMGE 1LERE, Al1Eo7rue—7T v, ZTLTCIERBRIZI2VAZ D740 —T v
TR SN D,

cHIETTREIR A2 A4 5841, SPEP & UPEPWi#HZ2 7 40 —7 v 752 EBRNETH 5,

- CR HiEZfr&, SPEP OA TLMHEWRERALZA S2WEEX SPEP OATOT7 4 —7T v/
%, Z L ClARIC UPEP O& T LMNHERRERA A S W EE Tk UPEP DA TO7+ua—7 v
THRATZIE R,

- SPEP & L< I3 UPEP, »2WIZDMWFEDHEMGINEL AT 2EBETIE, b 2 FEHO M &
FHREIC S TR RHMEEIT 5 V& Th-> T, FLC RIEITES EHE I THhR, FLC 2 M
WEZhERHIEE, &< £ TSPEP X° UPEP IBWT M EAEBNEMNMTARWEZICHNW A L,
stringent CR O %7 3 U —Z i 7c TG0 OHEHC L THWOR D D TH 5,

- CR OHEITIE, 7 1MiE & ROME D% EEYE (immunofixation) 723Thoiy, JHEHRAIDO M EH
BIZODDOLTHEE L BREETH DL Z L 2R TH2NERD S, [BHANC UPEP A2t Th o7 i
FIZBWTH CR OERDIZDOITIEITFE UPEP %172 X Th 5 (light chain/Bence-Jones
escape Z[RHTH720)

c REEOBEGRAI, EERIER 22RO I EEE B B9ICAT 9 HEIEARV, LAy L—ERIR T,
I 1 ENEEMT 5 2 LRSS, ERifRAL, CR 17 2V —OH|Wr & FE5 Al E fffE R o
FHIEICR > THEE S D,



#* 6 [HEFEBIEEET S — 2 FHEHL E IMWG uniform response criteria

Response subcategory
sCR (stringent CR)

CR (complete response)

VGPR ( very good

response)

PR (partial response)

MR (minor response) *

SD (stable disease)

partial

Response criteria

CR B¥EA 7= & & I TRt D&M T=7,

FLC (free light chain) tk (x/A) 2IEH (0.26~1.65) T,

iN®)

MRS, E2id 2~4 HT—DT7ua—H A F A K —IZ

TEBETIC clonal plasma cell (PC) ZEEF L 72V,

S PEEEEIC TG & RO M &EBAR & bR, 7o

ST ERIE DI S, 2o

BHEH PC A5 5% AT £ TR,

I3 &R M & [ 23 G [ EVE I S 5 23,

EHEKKB CIERE Sy, £

90% LA iz M ZEARNEAD L, 7oK MEHA S 100mg/24 K

AR £ T,

M35 M & H 2 50%LL B L, 7o

24 BRfRH M & AR 90%LL B35 72>, 200mg/24 FEfE

Rl E T, Mg &R M &ESHERRRRA ThWigs
(M M E B <1g/dL, fRT M EH<200mg/24 B 121,

M & E R AEDO D 0 (2 i FLC fE® involved-uninvolved FLC

D7EN 50% LA LA T2 BN B 5,

Iy &SR M & B AHE FTRERZAS Cld72 <, A olfiE FLC |

HHIE FTREFR AL TR WA (FLC<10mg/dL) (ZfR->T, M

FEEAREDND 0 ITERH PC A 50% L EHD LTS Z L%

MBELT5 (1277 LIRRET OB PC230% DHADH)

RO Z T, TREANCHCRE B E N AL L6

ZIVXHRIE FTRBIR A D B RS & AT 2 A DFERIDY 50% L 1

WAL TN e MERMGLET D,

TREO T TOHHAE &=

cMIEMEBHD=25%, <50%0DHE, L0024 KEfER+H M
EHED=50%, <90% Db

- RETEEHRED = 25%, <50% D/

B DR RSB O & ZR D 720

CR, VGPR, PR, PD W N OMAEE b7 S 2V IGE,



PD (progressive disease) TROEHD 1295 B WIEENLL FE2T T35,

PFS/TTP i HHIORREIZHN 2, BIKEIZH L TRRED 25%LL Lo

2R H E & L T ® progressive fMyE M &BAfE (7272 UifixHEIC LT 0.5g/dL 2L ETd D Z

disease [HEfT] &, TRIFEH IR L) (R—=RAF A ED bgldL.=ThHhiE 1g/idL ® M EH

A& T 1% D disease progression [ wimcky) , KM EHZE (72 LiRHMEIC LT

] OomEFBOHEICHND, £/ CR 200mg/24 BFHILL L) 3% & 2 W3 SR M AR FEAS I E 7T

B % OB L THRE CH%EL AER A T2 WA 13 involved-uninvolved FLC M7 (7272 L

RS 2, involved FLC Difaxti7% 10mg/dL LA L THDH Z &) ,
1 PC% (7272 LIEXHET 10% U ETH D Z L)

< B 523 e B OB IR 2R B & o G B s O (M,
T XBEAT OB IR 2SO T B MR D B & 2370 B K
cEAT T SAMFEOHEBL (HEME Ca fE=11.5mg/dL T,

FFRICEBEIEIC R 2 L s 256)

« JXT O response OHEIZITERE LT 2 BOFENSMLETH S CHERRIZM D),

- GPR UL EDHIEIZIE, N—R T A Ml CRIE FIEER A DN TFE L& Bb b, Mg M & &

JROMBEADOEEORELLELT 5D,
- sCR, CRYEDHMTOEREMAIL 1 [BIDHEEDH T LU,
- Clonal PC OAFFEI, ®/A A TIZHET 5, &K 100 L EDOPCEZI T ML RALA>4:1 £7203
<1:2 THOHRHIITRE 2R LA 5,

« ZIVETOnear CR¥E, 77 F—DERITHVR,

- HIEFTHEFNZ (measurable disease) DEFEIL, £HEZRRDOZ &,

« *European Group for Blood and Marrow Transplantation (EBMT)#HEA & FH L, F¥6 - HAMEHE

JE B DI E SRHIE I B,

#& 7 IMWG THW 515 MRD 20 3 e
Response subcategory Response criteria
Sustained MRD-negative ‘A MRD [zt (NGF F721% NGS {2 X 2 5E<105) 3 KOGk D
REtkET R AV 72 < &b 1AL ke

Flow MRD-negative EuroFlow f2#EE & 72 IXRAE S N2 RO HFiEIC L Y (NGF) , RiEE
B O R B2 B ICRD 2 (EE<10-5)

Sequencing MRD- ClonoSEQ {EE 72 IIMAESI N[O FIEIZ LD (NGS) , 7 r—F1

negative TR E MR A R T E 2Ry (RREE<10-5)

Imaging plus MRD- NGF %> NGS |2 Xk 5 MRD [attichnz, PET/CT 2 & 5 iGHriERI D4

negative VIR, F IR IR 7 — O JE FH O TEF#E R & 0 OEFRIRT



2. ink

SEBME B BEEORTRFRIE CTh 2 MGUS K 750 B (BREMEM:) 25 M B BEE I LA
iz (watchful waiting) 2NRHITH Y, ZRMEHIE GEREME) (2BIT LIRS T
EHLFEEEZ G T 5 (K 50 BZREMEHE : CQl, CQ2, =BT A LUl 1iiA),
MGUS 1%, FK 1%DFE TEREFMESRGMT I v A =3 ZA~#ITT 5 2 L3
HRTEY, 10 F% T 12%, 20 FFH£ T 256%, 25 F14% T 30% D EE THREDETHFE
HiLd W, EEMITOY AR E LT, OmEMERE 1.5g/dLLLE, @I FIgGH, O
My ERERS (x/A) HERFO 3KERFARINTEY, EITHEL2 THT2ET AN EES
nNTng (K1) 12, < TS50 REREWEREIED EGEME) ZREERED 5V ITey
T I A R=3 A~OITIEL, WL O 5 FERIZE 10%, RO 5FERIIE 8%, 10 F4
R DEE 1PICRDOLND W, Fz, #ITOU A7 R+ & L TOEMTBEMELE
20%LL b, @iniE M & \IRE 2 g/dL L E, @iiFERiesi oK & 2 8% (x/A LT 0.05
UFHLLIE2080 1), @OFERAROGRERRE[1(4;14), t(14;16), +1q, and/or del 13gq] D
4 W+ Z2 MW TPRIET AN IMWG KV RBEhTng (M2) 19,

RO T 5 BZREMEFHMIEDO T, Witz 2 FLANIZ 80%LL LD TL R H
JE~AT9 5 fREMEZE T3 AKX 7 & L T myeloma-defining biomarker (SLiM : ‘B #fi+
JWE Al =60%, involved/uninvolved MLiFFREREH =100, %7213 MRI T 2 #prll k
® bmm M2 LBRIFLEH V) © 3HEFAfH SNz, Wb S F~v—T—% 1D
THHETHHEITIE, 2014 F0H IMWG HYETIIZRMEHIIE CERME) OHRIIZE O
biie 1B, 7212L, "M A~Y—A—2FTH5BECEH ) A7 O TR BEZFEOFTTH
2 FELINIC CRAB i A RIET 5 0T Tlddel, NI TF—Ya vy RERMTH L7280, H
W2RICB W TELIZHBEMG T REDENIEGROHDL L ZATHD, HEBZEIZRBW

TIE, fxDEEOREE AMGDT BT, EHITHREZHGET 20, &2 WITHEERVFE
BEZE A 1TV CRAB {23 itk 2 KD & o 7o LTI 2 BRth T 2 O HIr 35 =
EBREFE LW (K TS0 RZREEHE : CQL, CQ3).

B (BESL) DAL E MLk LT, m~amy@mﬂ5\%)@ﬁ
AT AR IR 21T o To B T IRVE R RREIEE L, SRMEERIIEICRAT LGS It Ta
AL FHIEE BT T D 10, T Va 0 MNEEL L TOFRE i?ﬁé“ééz}’bi,ﬁb\o nB, %
FEPEINST T BRI L e LT, 238 E R & REROIEIR T EHNERIRE 415,

BT, Z2RMERIEIRE L IIF CE 2 RA TRV, LaL, BFEAAILED
EWOAGFRARELE o TWHEBETH D, T7hbb, BARAIEOE (quality of life :
QOL) #HMEFF L b RIVEFZ BHIE T Z L AR EIE L 25, —KIC A FiE ML
FEOFH K EAb %% (high-dose chemotherapy with autologous hematopoietic stem cell
transplantation : HDC/AH-SCT) Ot & 72 5 65 Al DA EE &, 65l L&
2 W T HE Bl O E O 72 12 B RS M BAE OGS & 78 b 22 VB IEREIS B 1T K
S THEIp S T2 IRIRIE DR IR I D, 65 k& W O FiIH < ETHLTH Y, HFERRIC



BWTITAEMFHIFERAZBE L ECTIRIETSZRET 5, B EE TIE, (L7
BEOFHEAZ AN EARIESROREANT 77 (MEL) LI X 558885

(complete response : CR) DEM A FM O MBEA IR, OV CTEYMEFONREZ
V==L RDH T EIPIREINT WG 1118, F-BRIEEICET BT, FBLEEA & OF
HALTAEFEIEIC LY CR EREIS OB RSN TEY, ZNETCI— L RRAZ X —
R Tod o7z MP WRiEZ % SAEFHFOLER P HIFTE D5 X910k o72 19, ff TlE, Bl
IR L OBMEIEEIGEE, S OICHBREREFIZRB VTS, MRD BRHEFIZIIT 5 HHY
BRSO FHR OB RIEENH LI TWD UNMNETFRE © CQ2) 20,

KERRIEE LT, 7/ A 7R RB AR R — MUKIOHFRIZ L > TERCHE T
72 EOFBEERIE DD NROAIL T, EFHFOERNR b HfFTEDL L Ok
o7z 2120 (WHWRE - SOHEDOIRH : CQl, CQ3, =t T AL~ 1iiA), F7z, B
FEOOIZEARARF— MUK ZEH LS WEHEICH B FlHT RANKL (receptor
activator of nuclear factor-xB ligand) £/ 7 0 —F LHKTH DT / A~ 713 T HE
Th52) WEFRLE - AHEOIEE : CQl, =t F L AL~ 1iDiiil), 7/ A~ 713&k5
BRICEHEREAN T AJEEZ E 2T 2N H DD, €41 D LANT T LOMFEE
THMIIZAIT S, £, T OEF LG I (antiresorptive agent-related
osteonecrosis of the jaw : ARONJ) 72 EDOFEHIRAEFEFREZA L THY, HEMTAICE
ViEFE QOL 75 2L DRWE S ITEYIREENLETH D (WEHRE - BOHEDIR
B CQ2), IHIZ, BHIEICEMEICALNDEIHETH L BRE, FIEER L ONRE
FORMEM & L TBNRLT WERGE (BEWRZE - A OHEDIRE 1 CQ4), RIHhRkIEE
MARSE (REIRZE - ABHEDIRE : CQ5) 1T T 5 PRI oK ERIER &, X DMV ELE
MLELL 2%, 7ok, BRI SO SRS D ERB B AF CTh D728, BRIFHEDEE
ARV E I ORR A2 B & L7260, BHbD 2 WITFRR OB NG S Lo HE
IRk U TR RTINS G2 CTh 2,

10



----- = All 3 factors abnormal
Any 2 factors abnormal
77777777 Any 1 factor abnormal

60
1

Percent

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
Years

1 MGUS {79 27

VA7 R+ iEMEARE>L5g/dL, FEIgGR, miFiEiies b RO R A <0.5£7213>2)

(Rajkumar SV et al. Blood 2005; 106: 812-817 & v 31 f])

100

High-risk group

Intermediate-risk

9
< group
g 80
% Low-intermediate-
> risk group
S 60
S
k]
2
% 40 Low-risk group
-3
2
o
20
0

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Time to progression (years)

Risk Stratification groups Number of risk factors Hazard Ratio (95% CI) Risk of progression (2 years) # of patients
0

Low Reference 6.0% 225 (32.7%)
Low-intermediate 1 4.16 (2.26 — 7.67) 22.8% 224 (32.5%)
Intermediate 2 9.82 (5.46 - 17.7) 45.5% 177 (25.7%)
High 3-4 15.5 (8.23 - 29.0) 63.1% 63 (9.1%)

2 TSV REREOETY 22

U A7 KT BRI IRE S >20%, MG M EARE>2 g/dL, IMmiFEsERStRo e (/A

<0.05 £7211>20), THAROYMAKREEE(4;14), t(14;16), +1q, and/or del 13q]
(Mateos MV, et al. Blood Cancer J 2020; 10:102 X v 5| /1)
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V=R BN

MBAEE I D HHHH S H LB HIE
(65mERil, ERLEHELL, DIMEEEER)

|
! )

HREEREARE TOMDERBARE
BLD CBD, DXR-BD, BD cal
(3~43—X) (3~43—X)
| =2 | =

G-CSF = plerixafor,
F f=[XHD-CPA + G-CSF = plerixafor T
FRAH I MR £R ER

l

HD-VEUEABRAMOGMIBIE | (o
(BYROBIIZE T LERBAE) cas
HEFE: L a, B | cas

BRI CHEROL AL, GARIEOEE, H25WIEHEFE - SHHIC k9 565 2 321
B : bortezomib, L : lenalidomide, D : dexamethasone, C (CPA) : cyclophosphamide, DXR : doxorubicin,
M (MEL) : melphalan, Ixa : ixazomib,

1) RIBE CRAREIG O & 5 2505 HiE

65 kA CHEIEAERE O RFF STV D PR EBEIE R 123 LT, 2R ANRE T
W AT E, Mo HFE MRS RICEZE L 5 2 0B ARIEL 1T (B
FEHISHEE : CQlL, TEF ALVl 1iiDiv) #%, HZFiEmeEMasiEZz ofm Lz KA
N7 77> (MEL) #iEZ2EMT 2 2 Enflisng (BAMEGEE - CQ2~3, =7
ALYV THHA),, BAEICBE ISR 2B ARE L LT MEL 22 EOT L UEFIR LT
U R K (LEN) OE#SES 2735 &, @M@ Bsh oK Flco7ensd 2 &0
HMONTEVEEPLETH D, HIBEAREL LTE, SWRIDEELPEIFTE 2RV
7Y 17 (BOR), LEN &7 %4 2% (DEX) {fHOEAFE (BLD k) b0,
3~4 22— AJEfT% |2 B FAM MR & RAFE1T 5, BREERSICEY LEN offiff
NN TlX, BCD % [BD+32 7 k277 3 F (CPA)] < BD L b 3R & 72
%o Fiz, 3HIPFHEE S LTDXR-BD #iE [BD+ ¥V (DXR)] 73& 573,
FIRFICHME DR T 2 Z L ICHBETRETH D, BEFELE-> TV TH BOR IIEHALR
TWEAITH D, LaL, MOMEESSKHMREENFEIET 25672 ED BOR I2L5
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FENBRE SN AICIE, Ld (LEN+4& DEX) ¥k, VAD Wik [ 27 U RAF
(VCR) ,DXR, DEX] <° k& DEX #% (high-dose dexamethasone : HDD) 73 & ¢ E#24R
e ind,

H Z AN Mg mefiaix, G-CSF BltE 7213 CPA K&EHIEIZ G-CSF = 0fH L THIEL,
CD34 MtEAEIL T 2x108 fE/EEAE (kg) L EoEmaiilnz5s 2 &2 BEEE LHHR IR
FLTEL, DREIZBWTE, CXchemokine receptor 4 (CXCR4) & stromal derived
factor-1 alpha (SDF-1a) OAHAAEH ZLE T % plerixafor (Mozobil) 2 AR Ei, G-
CSF & OffHT X 0 23 RANE MBI E i TE 2 L9127 o7z, ET-FHRREOR
ThtiEE LTo 2 [BIH OB FE MBI 2 T, 2 [15505E fiilid 2 s R fr L
THEL LB E 2508, EAMIRZ G O - dUE I O B R IRGEIAR ] 7g £ sk DB
WIZHEDETERRMETH D, KE MEL #iEITEE 200mg/m? % 2 HFIZHT TS
To0, BEENDLLHEITIE T0%CBET S, 2 A HOKE MEL #5038 %« HIZHH
L TR HZORMIE a2 @it 5, 5806 OB BEAI oM HIZ & v K&EMEL
WiEZAT 9 T & AFOEEAFHH NG ON D0 E 5 D OBRRREBR S EEITHL T
WD, TIVE TICHE S -3 EBRASE R H 13K E MEL WL A fHAGATe 2 & 2% 65 IAT
DBRE KT HEHERFECH S (BiEGEE : CQ2, —bF AL~ 1iiDiii), F£7-,
BHEEAIREFR O —E ORI T, Ytafkm ) A7 BT 55 7 LD PFS ER
PIRDBREIN TN D (BiESEE - CQ5, =BT A L~ 2Diii),

BT DOWECK D EFRRERTIE, 1 1] OBAE 0 Hi[E kOt R %E & LT LEN, BOR,
AFHY 17 (IXA) 72 EOFHBEAMMEH I TEY PFS OIEEME, £ L T—HMO

ﬁ%’%winS@ﬁE%%%féﬂfwé(%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁ-my TEF U ALAR
)b 1iiDiil), UL, WIEno3EA 2 Huvi=8 s (R, BRELIAUR
IR L) TSN TELT, 4 ?&@*ﬁﬂnﬁ ETH D, HEEKRICBWTOHLED
PRIECHERRRIE Y, EAIMME LS “RDBADRIEEZ GO AEFRO Y 27 L BERIE,
Z L CERRFEN2MAEZ LSBT, BEILICEMT O2NE I DERET DLERD
Do
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BAEE G DRV RS HE S REE
(65m AL, EEMBDEZTHY, BIEES)

l l

HELE A ZDhDAEE
Ld (18— R LL_E#k#5%)
Dara-Ld (##;A%) |cal MPB (90—Xfi#ft) | CQ2
Dara-MPB (93— R ###5) Bd
Modified BLd
l =2 l =)

Dara-MPBIE100—X B &Y Daraff %
ZTDMDHEFEEL L Ixa CcQ3
FTEAEZBEHE

Dara-Ld &%, Dara-MPB FEOKGHEICEET 2 €7 v 2id /v,

Ld %% 18 =— A LI |, MPBREIL 9 22— R fikwi+ 5,

TEREFETE S B IO LB 2 B & LT modified BLd JREDBIRER R ENTWADR, T & MEik
BRI S LT,

BARBEICCHERDOLAL, BAREOLEE, H2DWITEZE - RGN 2 18K 2 51

B : MEMMZ, BEELKEMRESE LG T 2561385

L : MARERCETIEOBRE 2 H 7 256 130

2) ARIEHE CTRMEME & D 72\ N S5

BRI G R O D BE OFEHEIRR X, Dara-Ld %1k (DARA, LEN,” & DEX)
%7213 Dara-MPB %% (DARA, MEL, 7L k=Y 1> (PSL) , BOR) Th 5, Ld &%
X, MP ®iE L0 b OS EEMRE %R L= MPT %3 (MEL, PSL, %V R~<A K

(THAL)) & D7 v % 2MEEGEBRICB W T, PFSB L O0OSOEES R4~k L=, MPB
B, 404ELL BTz » THEYESE Th -~ 7- MP#&#E (MEL, PSL) (2t LT PFS D4k
BHROAH T2 0SS DIEEME bR LTZ, S 51T, DaraLd #ikIE Ld LI LT,
Dara-MPB %3 MPB ##i%(Ct LT, PFS OIERA R AR Lz (BHEIERIS O RIGHEE
BilE - CQL, =7 AL~ HiA), BEFECRMMRES, MREREDY 2 7R
i ORVEFR OGIOR B/ L 2B LT, 16k Ld %L, MP %L MPB #ik, Bd %
HEe EOHRIEORRE G 5 5, Ld MEOMKGERG1E, 18 a—XA TR T LZEAICk
L C PFS OIERI/REN TS, MPBRIEIY, % 9 a— AL Tk T2 2 L & HiE
T B, 1RFkG I 2 it U7 B AREBRIIAFAE L7\, F£72, KETIE BLd %k

(BOR, LEN, DEX) 2Bk BE BT DEERR S E ST o Tnd D, Lave,
ZORYL L 722 SWOG S0777 FBRIZIS 1T 5 BEREE D 57%H 65 igAimDEE Th D Z
&, LT BLAEEEZZTTZREDOR L% 1/3 T Grade 3 ORISR 2RO 2 L
5, DREICKIT 2 BMEIEEISEE OREIRR EALEST 2 Z L IIRETH D03, Dk,
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A AR L7 modified BLd #IEOFDNE L LEMENRESLTEBY, ®REO—o &
oD, T2, BEREICHT 5 KE DEX O#GIRYE, MARKESS AN Z 5%
THILENRINTEY, FRICS UTBEREID b d  (BREIEEIS O RIGHR G HEE
CQ2, —bEF ALYl 1iiA),

PR IET I B 1S3 2 AR IES OHERARIEIZ DWW TIE, Dara-Ld EIIHEGERIE T
»H VY, Dara-MPB #%1% 10 =— A H X ¥ Dara fEEFERIEICEBITT 20, Wiy OSiEE
BIRNRINTEY, #iEshs (BEEHEEORIGREHE : CQ2, =T v AL~UL
1iiA), LEN #ERPFIESS IXA #MERIRIE (2 4[] (I2OW T OS IERRIZHOWTITH S
MChe<, BEOFREEAFIRE BB L CRET DI ENEE LV,

BRBEROBR B BHE
|

BIEEBEISDEX -FRERE

L] ENEARE ENEAME ENEAM
18h AL 184 A Kl 9-121 A K 9-12n B LIE
| ! | |
VEERICERZEAREE PR E WEBEE
Ft=lE LFYRSREHH: BYRLTHELY cQ2
-G RUREE Dara-Bd, PBd, PAN-Bd, Bd, Kd
+ 2B B DBERBIE RILTYITHERG: ca3
E S Dara-Ld, Elo-Ld, KLd, ILd, Ld, Kd, Td
FiE#HE LFYRSRERILTYSTITERB: CcQ4
Dara-Kd, Dara-Pd, Isa-Kd, Isa-Pd, Elo-Pd, Kd, Pd,
CQl | |sa=d, cpd, DXR-Bd cQ5
$CD3stiAIC IRl : cas
Elo-Pd, Kd, Pd, CPd, DXR-Bd, DCEP, BDT-PACE
| moewn
Al DRI
GERAEME, JoT7Y—LEEHRE LUHCD3S ca7
MEEEL 3L AV L E DRTAERE: AR
BCMAZ# ZE(CAR-T, ADC*, Bispecific Ab/BiTE*) me

| mmewn
BRAARE - S RAER

- M EABEIEHENE, LDH E&7e PRPERBRCE Y R 7 el e 6 ICBERFE 4 AT 5
Z L EHELET A, MR AEEIEE 3 RS0 72 biochemical relapse (%, 4~6 1 Z & IZRGEBIE L ook
S BRI 2 T3 5,

< RAREIE ORIV . OFIENAFEK TR D 9~12 U A UL ERIEB% OFFR - R THIUE, WIENRELE L
F— T v 72 HOTBERIE A TS v, QUENGRE TR D 9~12 1 A RO F3E - HR
WZxt LT, ¥— T v 7 L7 2 Fi3RAI 2 280 U 7o BB mE &8 IRT 5,

< REEEIE L Lo HFIE MR EIL, 185 A UL EOWIEIAE % 22 IR 3G O /- Y R dE U 2
7 BB THBENE,

- [l F & M AL 1, B S EEZR S IR T 2%, JRRBEESEC O U 27 |, G
BLOMBESTTHD,
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3) FHFE - EEIEMEE RENE R

¥ - BEHRPNSH LT, WIRNRROREERG R 9~12 U A LU ERGE L T o OfF
FE « R T HAUTHIBEEAREI T DI EZ A LTV L5662 <, FIREEARET
Hle—= K7 v 7 (a7 7 Y — ARFERSREHTR) 28T 2~3AI0FH ORmIE
ZRATHIWL, FMIENZHEHL TN —RT7 v 7 2GRV U A AR LTH
X (3 - SHAMEEHIE - CQL~2, =BT VAL -UL 1Diil £721% 1A), #IENEHE/K T
% 9~12 I HRIE O « FRCIRR T OEITOHEOL AL, FIENERE CTHEA LT
BRNF— Ty Ve @RI BEOBRPHER SN D (R 1), FAERIZBWTE, BRE
WL DA NERBE DA T 2 G IHECIHASEEREEOFER E L BRT OIULEND D,
—fRICF T T Y — AEEE 2 I130E R & DEX O 2 AI0FRIEIT, SR TERR LS
FTLBE AR DI, Fio, 3 FIPFREIED T B — BN ERIRE 2 R O 23 EE b
IR 22 L0 H 0, AAREICK T 2 IEUECE 2 O BE OIREZ R L7z ETiaE L
VA UERET D (3 - HEMEERE  CQ3~6, Tt T A LUl 1iiDiii 7213 1iiA),

B D & 5 65 AT O BFIZBW T, MERENZ L IEGAIIE2REIEBOAE
& MR OF O K& MEL JRIEZITI L WO EBRLH Y, FHIEAKRIERED 27 T
W% 18 7 A UL EO RO MIM 2= LI BE THEDR E (FRF - EHAMEE
BElE : CQLl, =BT ALl 11iDiil), RARICRERRIENZE%) L C HLA 4 R —2580
DA%, FREG SR & W BIUR S & 2705, Bi% R OETEN G H
HKeFRLEHEETHLZ LD, BKRBROERE CIThND Z ENEE LW (X - #
IntEERiiE - CQl).

ZOBHDFFE « FHIIH LT BICHHAREEIST T 2 B2 IEOFEICE ST LA %
BT 503, SIERER, TuT 7 Y —AEEAR LOH CD38 fifkzaie 3 LI AU
FORIEEREEZ AT 551 TiX, B-cell maturation antigen (BCMA)Z%f9 % chimeric
antigen receptor (CAR) T #fE#iLE b M & 722 (CQ7), BCMA ZIEH L L% Do
#HH| L L C, antibody-drug conjugate (ADC)<° bispecific antibody/BiTE 7z & $, Bi% 1 TH
D0, AHAFRKETH D,

K1 36 - HHAMEE BOIEEE (9 DT BLERA 2 ol & U o BARIRIE

Pl-based IMiD-based
BOR LEN/DEX
BOR/DEX LEN/CPA/DEX
BOR/CPA/DEX LEN/DXR/DEX
BOR/DEX/PAN THAL
CFZ 20-56/DEX THAL/DEX
CFZ 20-70 weekly/DEX THAL/DEX/CPA

POM/DEX
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Pl/IMiD-based mAb-alone/combination

BOR/LEN/DEX DARA/LEN/DEX
BOR/THAL/DEX DARA/POM/DEX
BOR/POM/DEX DARA/BOR/DEX
CFZ/LEN/DEX DARA/CFZ/DEX
CFZ/POM/DEX ELO/LEN/DEX
IXA/LEN/DEX ELO/POM/DEX
ISA
ISA/DEX
ISA/POM/DEX
ISA/CFZ/DEX
Z DAl

High-dose CPA
DEX/CPA/ETP*/CDDP* (DCEP)
DEX/THAL/CDDP*/DXR/CPA/ETP* (DT-PACE) + BOR (BDT-PACE)

Bendamustine™®

FELORBRIEOH T, bAEICEIT 2 HREREEOCL AN - AMEOHSL L TR LU A ZDNT
AR OFMRE CEBIND Z ENZEE L,

*PLD, ETP, CDDP, Bendamustine : [EPN£RREE 4+

Pl : proteasome inhibitor, IMiD : immunomodulatory drug, mAb : monoclonal antibody, BOR (B) :
bortezomib, LEN (L) : lenalidomide, THAL (T) : thalidomide, DEX (D) : dexamethasone, PLD :
pegylated liposomal doxorubicin, DXR (A) : doxorubicin, CPA (C) : cyclophosphamide, ETP (E) :
etoposide, CDDP (P) : cisplatin, PAN : panobinostat, POM : pomalidomide, CFZ : carfilzomib, IXA :
ixazomib, DARA : daratumumab, ELO : elotuzumab, ISA: isatuximab

BN
1) Durie BG, et al. Bortezomib with lenalidomide and dexamethasone versus
lenalidomide and dexametha-sone alone in patients with newly diagnosed myeloma
without intent for immediate autologous stem-cell transplant (SWOG S0777) :a
randomized, open-label, phase 3 trial. Lancet. 2017 ; 389 (10068) : 519-27.
(1iiDiii/1iiA)
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(1) RIBHE TRARIEIG D & 2 Z 3N E B 63 5 16

CQ1l BHEIEIS DARIGIRL FEMEE BRI 2 TMEARRIE L LTED LD RIBRMAEID
SY AP/N

R 1L —F: 53y —1
BAEZHRE LT EMENREL L TARALT Y I T2 LAy, LY R Fagd
LA UBHEREES NS,

il

H Z2is m s iiaBa (ASCT) EIMERNICR T 2 HREE LT, A7 17 (BOR)
LV U R R (LEN) 72 & OFEEAZ - S AL SRS N D, 65 MLl T
x5 LT, BLd (BOR, LEN, DEX) |ZX % Eff8 A% ASCT %17 9 #E & BLd ke
REZ bl U 7= IFM2009 7882 ©ix ASCT #£ PFS 1% 50 » H, CR L EDOFEHEIA 1T 59%,
0S (44F) X 81% ThH o7V, AMBROMERIT BLA 28 ASCT #IE BN F51F D FEHER 72
FMEAREE U CRRE N DRI & o> 7=, SWOG S0777 #BR CTIIHIFERFIZ upfront
setting T ASCT Z ML L72WEFEREZXNR L LI TiEd 572, BLd & Ld (LEN,
DEX) & okl T, CR %% BLd T@&< PFS, 0S & 412 BLD 23MER TV 2 2301175
B O EFRSLIZ L 5 HIERT BLABETE) -7~ 2, Bd(BOR, DEX)/Z VAD (VCR, DXR,
DEX) & O ki CEARE A L OVASCT #% O VGPR LI _EOFNEI A WA EITEN T3,
BCd (BOR, CPA, DEX) & BAD (BOR, DXR, DEX) DLt Tld, E s A#1E% O VGPR
VI EDZENEIG THEAZRO T, BEERAEFEFRRIIBCARE T2 >729, BCD & BTd
(BOR, THAL, DEX)® ki Tid, PR & %\ VGPR UL EOZFEIA A EIC BTd MEN
Tz 9, RIBIERGIC® U CHRBOE A ClZanwbrr o v 27 (CFZ) (oW THEK
DOHWENEENTW5S, KLd (CFZ, LEN, DEX) & KCd (CFZ, CPA, DEX) % b L 7=
FORTE B CiE, EfE A% O VGPR LLEOESEISG T KLd B CHEICE -T2

o OIS ClE Ay, ¥ Y A~7 (DARA) % BLd I _EFEH L7z DARA-BLd

& BLd % b8 L 7= GRIFFIN sBRCl, HifE H#7E% O sCR 1% DARA-BLA ﬁfﬁ%ﬂ:ﬁ
HChY ., SMIERBUNRIC L REITA SR> 72 7, DARA-BLA # Tl BLd #flC
U CROCBIERF OB NVEAFIES (MRD) 2t (1075 Kiif) FLHEEICEL, £0 PFS
FEWHEAN S -7, ZOXIICABRITFDNROEEL LTO MRD BELRO LD
Ly, BLEX D 2022 FRESCORBIEH 285 C, AFEBMATOSME NRLEE L
Tid BLd 7ML S 5728, JRILICHE U T Bd, BCd, BTd, BAD, Ld b#i5tshn 5,
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CQ2 BAHIE IS D2V FBIIE X 2 A Z0E MM BRI A5y L 0 b AR AL R
WD EHEAEND S5 )

7L —FR A7) —1

65 A T H IR AE DO IRFF STV D I8 LR F BRI 5§ 2 SRS AR R o0 B
FG M A T A 2R L, —fMOBERF CII2LFHH b IER S5
MBI NS,

il

L5 U R R (LEN) +HEETXH A2V (Ld) (12X % SRS APRER% I HRE D
ELTH T A ASCT BEE A V7 7T (MEL) +7' L F=>ury (PSL) +LEN
(MPL) 6 22 —ARECT v & 2ME L2 5B IAHRRER ClE, HuE OB IEBIMAR 5O PFS (43
by H ovs. 22,4 7 ) BLOOSITHEIZASCT BETRAFTH -7z D, IFM2009 RER TR L
7' X7 (BOR) & LEN % &ie 3 AI0FARIEIC L 5 g8 A#E (BLd) O% O upfront
® ASCT & BLd LMkl Z 7 o & 2ME L7 AAERN BRI Ch 5 2, ASCT BETIL 3
z1— 2 ® BLd %12 ASCT %47\, BLd 2 = — 2 %8/ L 721412 LEN #EERRILE 21T DN,
BLd #£ CTidit 8 =—A® BLd %12 LEN HeFpik 2 1Thoiiz, PFS H9fE (50 » H vs. 36
r A) ITAEICASCT BETEN TV, 44 OS TIHAEEIZA Lo T2 (81% vs.
82%), BLABEDOFEIMID 5 b 79% 0% L~_— D ASCT 2513 TH Y, 0SIC ?%#
LNRpoTc OO ESEZEZ B, — T CR #, MRD [afEs (104 &) |
Aﬂﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁok@EMMWH&%%%T@\42—X@BmHV7D$X77i
K (CPA) +DEX (BCd) %Iz 1 HIH®HIY 7 & LT ASCT £ & BOR+MEL+ PSL
(BMP) 27 & k&, £D% 2 [BHOE V17 & LT BLA (2 X 2 Hi[EOFEIERE &
FIRIRREIC T v A DS, RIS 265 LEN #ERpRE 2 08 It T £ Tilkise S vz 9,
PFS F4ufEix ASCT #£7 BMP Bl L CHEICRAF (56.7 7 H vs. 41.9 ¥ A) TH Y,
54 OS IZMBE CHEZEZRD RN T2N, B A7 Ytk 24+ 5Tt ASCT BT OS
NEAF (HR 0.66, p=0.042) T, FiZ delTp) AT HHAIITZTOENHEE TH -2
(HR 0.48, p=0.014), 51V 7 4 V> 27 (CFZ) 13 TIIARIGEEN 5 L CIRBuEH &
7o TR, CFZ ZHEARE AEIEICH W B L HiE S T\b, FORTE B Cix
CFZ+LEN+DEX (KLd) 4 =—A%#%I(Z ASCT #17\» KLd % 4 22— 2iB1T 58, KLd
% 12 2 —Afkfi 9 D8, CFZ+ 7 rkrA~77 I R (CPA) +DEX (KCd) 4 =2— A&\
ASCT #17\» KCd % 4 22— RBINT 2R T v & 2MED¥MToh, FIZ CFZ+LEN F7-0%
LEN HAIOHMERHFIEIZ 2[RI H O 7 v & 2MepMfThi/z 9, PFSIX KLA+ASCT #f & KLd12
%47»ﬁ@m@fiKm+A&ﬁﬁfﬁ%’E%f%ot(HRmnpmowy Ed
MRD [P (105 K31) REB LV 1 4L ED MRD MR RIL KLd+ASCT #£2M Kk b &
mole, LEXY, BIRERCIIBME IS DL B REIEI o L, mARE ARIER B
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ASCT #1795 Z LIZEMEHMOER, £7-—HORER CII2AFENROER T
XL LIS, BERBGET & 7o TV RWE ) 7 a—F LBk E ST 4 AP
FFED RGN U CEMATRE & 7o o - HAICIE, HER SN2 BEENRE S S ]
REMED & 5, BHLEIS & MW DEERICOWTIE, EEERICBWTIE 656~70 K THEE
TEAREERE MR T2 TV D 55A 11T ASCT 2#ZE T 25 mICHEBET 5 L b s, £< 0
T H MMERBROBEREEIL 65 ETER>TEBY, A FI7A4 v X 65 mETETD
ZENRRETHD,
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CQ3 BAEEIS DRI FRIEIC ST 5% T LARBMITIY  ZVVEFEBE LY b ALE
R OIER A )

7L — R 173V —3 (Qetaik| ) A7 ERI I 7 2V —2B)
TEAE )G DL RN E BRI RS D & 7 A HEBMIL, FHIRGERE Y 27 OIEFIIx L
VLB & 70 D, —F CYLRIERE ) X 7 OFERIZ %3 58 AT 52Ty,

it

EOARIE B EA 2 L 22 W > > 70 ASCT & % 5 4 ASCT % thiie L 73k
BOIEERE S Tw 228, 2AFHH (08) T 7 4 ASCT AMER TV ZD
IFM94 Bk VOB Tdh 7=, IFM94 ;B TIL, HZHE] ASCT T VGPR IZEIE L 720> -
TEREFNC BT H 7 A ASCT OF MR G S, FTHEAIORMRIZH Ty
7V ASCT & % > 7 A ASCT # ki L7738k & LT EMNO02/HO95 #RBR D5 F A A S
TW5 2, ARBRCITfERT# & LTH T A ASCT 217> TW A ligkicBW\W T v 7L
ASCT209 il & % 7 & ASCT210 BT v & AMEMThodl, BEAEEARE L LT BCd
N4 a—2 b, ¥ 27 HASCT Iy > 7 /v ASCT & t~TPFS (HR0.74, p=0.036),
OS (HR 0.62, p=0.022) & HIZENTEY, EFBEDNDRABETRVEODEY 27
Qb (R 2 /T 58, FZ dellTp) A AT DHETH 7 A ASCT AMEAL TV HE A 23 7
b7z, BMT CTN 0702 3Bk, BEkFIZZ 7 & ASCT # (247 #1), > 7L ASCT
+BLA#E (254 61), > 7V ASCTRE (257H1) 127 o Z 2Mbsi, fmme L CTIE3HET
PFS, OS & bICHBEAZBD RN 9, Lo UEAMRE AFEORIR L O A — S
nCnenz &b, ¥ 7 AASCTREHZT v X A a2 d b b ERIC 281 H O ASCT 12
HEATIERNL 68%ITIBE RN &, ¥ 7 A ASCT OF M ZRFET 25 & LTI
BILIZZ L, KRBOE#M 7 2 —7 v 7120 TUEFEREDO AT b ST
WS, U A7 YRR 2 AT AEHCE VT 64E PFS 84 5 A ASCT BE CHEIC R4
TholeZ ENWEINTEY, SBO@mUE»fienbd, kXY, #2725 ASCT I,
FRICYe iR U 2 7 OFEFNC KR U CIXTARRIRE L 2 0155, —H CHREREREY 27 0
JEBNZ 6 LTI 7 A ASCT 1L FIZR IR & 72 D AlREMEN & 5,
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CQ4  BAHIE IS DL I BN %3 5 A & Ml AR 2 O MERFIRIE B B D D,
£72, WOETHER S 20

W7 L — R 7Y —1

HEBHE LT Y I NHERPRE TR AN, 2AARAZERT 5720 s n
%o BEHIRNZHOWTIIA 2 &b 2 FRIOMBR S HELES N DD, AEFRL RIS
HMELOOEBEITE TR T 2 2 L bBEIND, XV I THERRIEIT ISS MO
SEFIRO LT U NI FHERPRIE DS REEZEGNC W TR & 72 D,

il

RERE SR L D HERREIE S LTH Y F~A4 R (THAL) #MFpEiEELF U RI R

(LEN) #ERFRIENH DS, THAL HEFRHRIEIC OV TIEZ S BRIERE LTRALT Y R 7

(BOR) =° LEN #&E72WEHROBEBRTHY, BEINEZEAT 22 LIIRETH 5,
LEN HEFRFRIEIZ OV T, TFM2005-02 35 v, CALGB100104 #E 29, RV-MM-PI-
209 Rk 9T T X MU TN, TR TORERT PFS IEERRD LA, 0S O
HER #7807 DX CALGB100104 FER DA ThH o7, T b 3 DORBRD A Z fiftht Tl
PFS, OS &t LEN HMERPEIERE CHREICEN T2, EERHI % (ISS) mﬂﬁ@rfﬂ
2BV TIX OS DIERITFRD Hiv/er->72 5, — T LEN MERpRIERE C s (SPM)
DRERIEEN R DT L THRENH W EEEZET 25 19, LEN HERHRIEOHIFIZ oW
T, ThHo 3 DORBRCITEBEITS LUTAEFEFRICL P I E Tkl & S TkY,
HMIZOWT DT & MMEE T TR > 72, GMMG-MMb5 A8k CId & i Afik &
L T BAD (BOR, DXR, DEX) & BCd (BOR, CPA, DEX)iZ 7 v # iAMb&h, Wi ASCT #

DO#ERFRE L LT LEN #ERRREL 2 /117 5 B (LEN-2Y) & LEN #iRp#iE% CR 2li#
F Ok 58 (LEN-CR) (27 v ¥ MEMfThivie, ZORER, PFS Xl CHEEL
R o72 b 0O LEN-CR BHIAEIC OS 28 L TR Y, Fb b9 —E ik
> LEN H#EERRIEMGE AL E L2 VR ST 9,

TuT T Y — AEANC L DHEEEE L L TE BOR I X AHERRIEORE L HDHMR D,
B0 2 BARE NIRRT L D TH 0 #HERE L~ < 720, TOURMALINE-MM3 55
121X ASCT #1Z PR DL EDJEFIABER SN, A FH Y I7 (IXA) BB LOT 7 EAREEC
T U E MMEDBM TR, R T 2 R OMERRIEDN EiE S 472 9, IXA BECHEIC PFS &4t
FELEbDOD 08 DIERITIRD SN -2, 1SS MORER] T IXA BECBWTAHEIC
PFS JEENBO LN TE Y, PFS OBANHIXE Y A7 Yol B 28 D IEH 2 &
IXA HEFPRIEDNER O D, INVT 4NV T (CFZ) (2 & DHEFRRIEICOWTIE, HH
TOMEFFRIEITHAE SN TR0, F TR CH 5 FORTE #RBRIZH VT LEN & off
I X DHEFERIEOA AN HRE S TWD 99, CFZ I3EAITH LEN & offfHIicksy
THHEFRRIE L L COMHIXRRERN CTH 5 Z L ITEERLETH D,
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VL&Y, LEN HERIET PFS 35 L0 OS DIERICH LT 2720070 &b 2 FE#D
BEMERE SN DD, AFFLRL SPM ORIEICHE LOOKRBEETE TOHREHLHEES
ND, RPFERANIZIT MRD Z 815 & L7l S AR RIC L 0 HEEHM b 2L 5 5,
2 £E[H] 0 IXA MERPRIEIT ISS IO REFIA HFHFRIZ LW LEN 503N EERERIC B0
TITERB L 72 D,
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CQ5 BAHIEIS D U A 7 DL FEME BIIECIF M E AL B MF I LT ED L S 214

WD I D )

He4E 7 L— K 7Y —3

Gtk ) 2 7\ X DI O JERMGITER R CIIHERE S u7evy, L2 L double-hit < triple-
hit D& U A 7 Qe KRG 243 2FEF], SEIMRZ %A 9 D AER 36 K ORISR E M E 1.
JRICKE L TR Z 7 L BREBAE A B O T IR E O HEEE S h 2,

)

U A7 LA~ E /T L LT, EEEHE (ISS) M, SGETEESHGISE (R-
ISS) mH, @Y A7 Qealkits [t(4:14), t(14:16), del(17p), +1ql, MiE LDH &fE, #E
IR DFTE, FAESHREME A M (pPCL) 2 &R T onbd, Rk X712k -
TREANEIEE AT 5 BIITZ L <, BIREETIEE Y A 7 Y BROFIEE T TIXIREEE %
EHDH LTI N2V, UL, 2oL E (double-hit) & L < X3 2L E (triple-hit)
DFE Y AT YRR 28T D523 7 A ASCT 2B [ET 57 EIREREEZED D
ZEDHEREI D, BESMEZA (EMD) A L7c 488 JEFIIZOWT, EBMT LY %50
FEAT DI E STV D, MBDm Y X7 kR 24T 2IEMNIE 41%EFh TkY 2
NHOFETIXEPES, OS EHICARTHY, £/=¥ 27 5 ASCT ¥MThoivz 84 fHlTlidy v
7 v ASCT #1177 373 Hlictk LT PFS,0S & HICRIF Th 7=V, #IMNREDESE
e Cl3 2 <EGIERME THL Z b T U ALV EE L 20, EMD #67
HIEBNZ x5 & 7 2 ASCT 133k & 72 %, pPCL (2% LT BAD & BCD #%&A.IZ 4
A7 VE L, ¥2F 5 ASCT, ¥ 5  ASCT/[REFERAE (allo-SCT) %17 9 Hijlna) & ff
NG SILTWD, 39 il 7 Bl % 57 A ASCT, 16 B2 % > 5 - ASCT/allo-ASCT
ZATHOITH OS HIEIX 836.3 # H Th o7 2, L5 0 pPCL OJEFIEEFEMZE T
I 117 B 98 BN HTEERANC K DI A =17 TE Y, upfront ® ASCT Z{T7iiL7= 55 4
D OS HIAlIL 35 7 AT ASCT Z1T0ONR o128 ED 13 # A L LR THEICERFTH -
72 9, BFHIEAIOMEH & upfront © ASCT DA TIXIEFERGEIZ o & 13wz T, o T 4
ASCT *° allo-SCT & BE N5 DK E LTTH 2 EDNEE LV, EMD # A3 2JE
#1> pPCL (2%} L TiZ VID-PACE 72 EDfLFRIEL AR THDL EEBEZLNDD, KIGK
BlIZxIT 2= BT RAXZ LWED BN A+ 0GR ORBETIETH 5,

DLEXY, AR 272K 2ROBEIMLIFHIETE 2 7 2T Z LR,
double-hit X triple-hit D& U A 7 Yeta (KB 2 A1 HiEf], $IMREZ AT DR, %
PR EAE A MR 2% L CiE 2 7 A ASCT % & O T2 15 E OIENAHER S s,
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(2) RIGHE TRAEEE)S O 72 WM BEIE 53 2 1R

CQ1 BAHIBEIS DR WRIGIRS I RENE I LT ED LD RIBIRDEND DL D 7

W7 L — R 7Y —1

FEEHA 2= Huv72 D-MPB {5 (DARA, MEL, PSL, BOR) & L <%, D-Ld %%
(DARA, LEN, {£/i& DEX) 2R ns, BFORIECHE L T Bd (BOR, K/H&

DEX) J#%, MPBJ#RI%E, Ld %15, BLd lite 7% (BOR, LEN, {£f& DEX) ZERL T
L,

il

FEREE S D 70 W ARIER T B R L2 5T~ 2 1a% 1L, MPB %1% (MEL, PSL, BOR)
DB LN LAdHEE? (LEN, {KH& DEX) AME#eRk s LTl ShTue,

Z D%, 2017 412 BLd ik (BOR+Ld) & Ld ik & e L7 SWOG S0777 s
Wi &9, BLA FEOBIEALFHIR (PFS) (R4 : 41 » H vs29 » H ; HR=0.742,
p=0.003) B L OEAEFHIR (0S) (hRfl : REE vs 69 » H ; HR=0.709, p=0.0114)D
BRMEPRENTZ D, L L 65l EOFERIN 43% LovEENTHE 5T, Grade3 L LD
AEFEG (FRORIH MR R ECHRIEAENRE) CIERPIEFIRZ <, Finilo 0OS O ¢
1T 65 MLl LTI EEEZRDT, Mg cs )5 BLd MEOABEETZ LWEEZ bR
%, T, 2018 TP E L7z BLd lite JiEDSHE Sz 9, 50 Bl xig s L2 I
R TR EIG 86%, PFS Ul 35.1 » H, 50%/EFHHAZETHY, AHEFRLLD
e FIE AR ERE L TRY, #RKkO—D B2 N5,

& 5(Z MPB j&ik & D-MPB % (MPB+DARA) @ F o % 2L IAHZABR 3 S0 &<
®, PFS LT 36.4 # A vs 19.3 » H (HR=0.42, p<0.0001), 34 OS T 78.0% vs
67.9% (HR=0.60, p=0.0003) & D-MPB EED ARSI N Dy G3 UL EOFFFS
TIXAFHP BRI, /IR, BEGE - i OB R S TN S 67,

[FREIC, LdJEiE & D-Ld%E (LA+DARA) O F v & AMEFEIAHRER AN i <419, PFS
L fll CTAREIE vs 344 » A (HR=0.53, p<0.001), 5 4 OS T 66.3% vs 53.1%

(HR=0.68, p=0.0013) & D-LdJEIEDOF RN R ST 9, Grade 3 L EOHEFG T
T H BRI 35 L OVHIZE DBEINAS R ST B 89,

Ll kv, D-MPB#iER L OND-Ld ik, B, REBEHAE 2> TEY, BEMEGO
IRVARIRIR RV B 6 DAL & L CHERR S D, LavL, D-MPB #&iEE &
O D-Ld #IEAEH TE WAL, B ORREICE U T MPB %1k, Ld #iEE7-13 BLd
lite VLA IR L TH L,

235 3CHk
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CQ 2 B S D 70 W RTBHE sl (frail) 238 P BENE 126 2 JEAI O ITE O B D
b

HelE 7L — R 7Y —2A

TREIRIE 2 TP 7= HESEyE  (D-MPB, D-Ld), 3 AIffA%E (MPB, BLd-lite) f£7-1% 2
FIOEHRPRE (Ld, Bd) ZIRT 252 EAEE LV, Frail OFFMIZEESW - HAIHEE
TARTAUPRBENTNDN, TET VRIS RAETRWZOEEBEICH N DR
X Thd,

)

wiing (frail) ORFICBWT, BEOFEH, 74—~ AAT—=F A (PS) BLO
DHHER EZ2 BB L s Z2@IRNL, EE0OE (QOL) ZMMFRFT5Z ¢ nNEETH D,
RN OFITAFRIZ 0D O TEHERAE TH L2, WEBEEFHEDY X7 1350,
QOL ZHMaFr3 272012, WRETZME, ERENZ AR L LRTHERLRWEE L H
%o £o T frail OFHHIIIEFICEETH S, Frail OFHMEE L TEIZ IMWG frailty
index?, revised myeloma comorbidity index(R-MCD? % 7= iZ Mayo frailty index®3 V> &
NTWb, HilFCTlx, simplified frailty scale® 3 #2"E &1, KE & 72 BE R AER O FEAm 12
BTN

FIRST niﬁ%“( X, il simplified frailty scale TORHMIZ T, non-frail (2 frail A&
FHTPFS BLU OS DR T EZE Oz, TR 2Rl T frail #E18Z <, WRICED
MR 7R E L OFEME I S frall BES mih o 7o & s ST 9, ALCYONE 38R
TlE, FIRST 35k & [FIEEDFHIIEIZ T, non-frail (2t flail 25 T PFS B L 0S DX
TERDTD, RRETWHICER Y LT WEEFRR TH DM RSCRMHHRESE 1L non-frail &
flail BERICEN 2 L, flaill BE CTH MPBIZEERTD-MPBEEICRBWTHT U 27 (48%
vs 34%), FHYU A7 (64% vs 49%) ZDY SH, ROFDBEONTLEWME LTS 9,
I 512, MAIA RBERIZBWTH [EIREOFEMEIZ T non-frail 12k flail 2# T PFS B LW
OS DK FZFW =03, flail dBFH TH Ld BT D-Ld BEICHBWTHRLT - Y A7 %
38% WA =¥, BWRERYMNHEOLNT-, —J, Frail BFIZE W TIXEEEK TIZ
LEN<25mg (2 TRAMA S =856 1SS stage 111 O41% D-Ld £ PFS (2351 é?ﬁﬁ

IO LN o T, F7z Frail 35 Tk D-Ld #1230 T G3/4 DU HERA % 53 %
lﬂ@ﬁ'ﬂﬁ)ﬁ LN EMELTWD O, Eitd ko1, F 7t & LT frail 25l L 72 F&IR
ARERIINWN S OERE I L TWD A, frail-adapted ZRfERABRIZIZE A E R o7, LavL,
T, intermediate fit B3 % %142 Ld AL 9 Y1 7 L+ LEN KA &HEFpEE  (Ld-
L &) & Ld Mkt & Stk S, R RITITER % T, Ld-L RiED 2 EFS

(event I% grade 4 DI FAFENE, grade 3 BLL@?FE?TQ?E’J%‘@, LEN by, %%
FBLOELE) &<, DEXOmEERER SN EHwEINTND 7,
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2 3CHk

1) Palumbo A, et al. Geriatric assessment predicts survival and toxicities in elderly
myeloma patients: an International Myeloma Working Group report. Blood. 2015;
125: 2068-74. (3iA) PMID: 25628469

2) Engelhardt M, et al. A concise revised Myeloma Comorbidity Index as a valid
prognostic instrument in a large cohort of 801 multiple myeloma patients.
Haematologica. 2017; 102(5): 910-21. (3iA) PMID: 28154088

3) Milani P, et al. N-terminal fragment of the type-B natriuretic peptide (NT-proBNP)
contributes to a simple new frailty score in patients with newly diagnosed multiple
myeloma. Am J Hematol. 2016; 91(11): 1129-34. (3iiA) PMID: 27508522

4) TFacon T, et al. A simplified frailty scale predicts outcomes in transplant-ineligible
patients with newly diagnosed multiple myeloma treated in the FIRST (MM-020)
trial. Leukemia. 2020; 34(1): 224-33. (1ii/2Div) PMID: 31427722

5) Mateos MV, et al. Daratumumab Plus Bortezomib, Melphalan, and Prednisone
Versus Bortezomib, Melphalan, and Prednisone in Transplant-Ineligible Newly
Diagnosed Multiple Myeloma: Frailty Subgroup Analysis of ALCYONE. Clin
Lymphoma Myeloma Leuk. 2021; 21(11): 785-798. (1iiDiii/2iv) PMID: 34344638

6) Facon T, et al. Daratumumab plus lenalidomide and dexamethasone in transplant-
ineligible newly diagnosed multiple myeloma: frailty subgroup analysis of MAIA.
Leukemia. 2022; 36(4): 1066-77. (1iiDiii/2iv) PMID: 34974527

7) Larocca A, et al. Dose/schedule-adjusted Rd-R vs continuous Rd for elderly,
intermediate-fit patients with newly diagnosed multiple myeloma.Blood. 2021;
137(22): 3027-36. (1iiDi) PMID: 33739404

8) Larocca A, et al. Patient-centered practice in elderly myeloma patients: an overview
and consensus from the European Myeloma Network (EMN). Leukemia. 2018 ;
32(8): 1697-712. PMID: 29880892

33



CQ 3 BAEE IS D72 WM E RIS A3 D MGG IR CHERRIZ IO Do in, Tz,
WO E THERES 2 2

HiE7L—R 7Y —1

D-MPB %% (DARA, MEL, PSL, BOR) 9 ¥+ 7 /L% ® DARA HAlfkGRE, & L<
IZ D-Ld fkfeei: (DARA, LEN, (K& DEX) 13REBHED LA TS RVWFES
GBS D F TRk MR S D,

Wl L— R b5 aly —2A

DARA %% % 72\ Ld fk35 & OV LEN HERPRRIA IS MBI 2 JER S 505, 2417
B AIEE LW T EF L 2372, WoE THkET 5T ERE = L IR 2 ELT
WET S 2 L AHE LV, i, HISHAREA SRS LIRS 2 4210 TXA R
SR LI (N 2 SE R S0 578, MM OER X ERBLATB LT, 2 H2
oD FAICEI L TIEARATH 5,

i,

FAIRHE TR G D 72 WS R B BEIE I 6h 3 2 HESEE CH S D-MPB 9 H 1 7 L% D
DARA Hiflfkee i3 MPB ##7E 9 91 7 /b, 36 X0 D-Ld fikfepEisiT Ld fkgindis &
T PFS, 2 OS DIEEZEN/RENTEY 12, FEMEL LIIFRTERVWEESRS
WHBLT 2 F Tkl T2 Z L3RR SN D,

DARA %4 £72\ Ld fikfehtikix, Ld & 18 » H TR T+ 2L L tb_T PFS OfEE X
o= (HR=0.70; 95%CI, 0.60-0.81), OS OIEE (XG5 L7 h - 72(HR=1.02; 95%
CI, 0.86-1.20)9, %7z, LEN HERFEIEIZOW CIX KRB 2 S AR ELEGRABR & L C MM-015
RER L MyelomaXI R H 5, MM-015 KBt Tl%, MPL #A# L+ LEN #ERmRE

(MPL-L ##1£) & MPL ##7% & 2l &, MPL-L #8757 MPL ##% &t~ PFS D4k
RII/mon-zboo (HR=0.40, p<0.001), OS DIEEIIH LI Ty (HR=0.79,
p=0.25) 9, F7-, Myeloma XI B2 i3 CTD/CLD 3 AR:1%, LEN #ERRRS & HG05R
PORMBIZE N e 41, LEN HERPIRIE DS BRI EI L & e~ T MM-015 3Bk & RIS
PFS OIEER™ S L= H DD (HR=0.44, p<0.0001), OS DEEIFEHE SN T2
(HR=1.02, p=0.88)?, L - T 18 =— 2Ll [ Ld Dfkifk 51 L OV F VU B RiEERE
WCBAL TR, EERIRIC K 2 OV A OB & ABHER IS K D HERIED &5 6
EELET DO, £ LU THEEZLICHIE & ARIREBE L Gl Z2 R ET 2 2 & nE
F LU,

TaTT Y —LHEECTH D IXA TR D G-H ATRE CHERPIEIEIC IS 1T 28 FMEDNER &
NTW D, BRSO 7RI R BEIE O WA HE AR 5N LT ER 250 81T 2 M0
IXA BHAF S L 7 F R % ik L7 TOURMALINE-MM4 Bl &= 0, PFS X
IXABT 174 7 H, 77C8FRBETI4 » ALy, IXKAMTEITLHETDY X7 % 34%
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P b OHEFHRIE DI SV TR TH B,
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CQl MGUS XL TS0 AEHE (SMM) (L TEDLIICE=XY T 21T 9 D

HeLE 7 L— R 73U —2A

MGUS TIERPID 1~2 F1L 4~6 NAEIC M EAREZHITE L, TO®%KIL 6 2»H~2 F4
D7 Fua—%4T9, SMM TIZ2hrg 6~12 7 HMITZ 5B L OEFEREZ 2~3 1A fiFlC
TV, ZELTOIUL 2 BT 4~6 DAEIC, ZD%IL 6~12 MAEIITI ., ERY
AZ IS THAITRETTRETH D,

RS

BERAHOHE Y o — M pE 7 a7 ) viifiE (MGUS) 1% 50 sl T 8.2%, 70 mll I
T 5.3%ICRDHNDH Y, MGUS 22 b RMEHE (MM) ICERT LY XA 71%, 10 4£T
10%. 20 4EC 18%, 35 4EC 36%, 40 4ET 36%TH V., 42 1%2% MM ([R5,
IgM MGUS 76 MM 2R3 2% U A7 [F+ & LCIiE M &H 1.5g/dL LA O i i
BEECSHEE D B N T 5N 5, MGUS O MM ~0 20 R RIL, U X7 KFDORVEET
%, 1KFZ2ATHHET 20%, 2 KFE2HTHHT 30% ThHh-o7-, MGUS 2 D)
REE=XV THEEIZOWTIH LTI ARV, RYIO 1~2 413 4~6 »HEIZ M
HARZNET D, £O®RIT 6 PH~2 HEHBOT7 v —%179 2, @l A7 DI IgM
MGUS H#E T, 2ZEHHC MM OERIO7-0I1c 28 CT AR SN S, P ITEm
72 & OFERSCREME OB 22T UL 7 4+ v —T v 7 OBEGRA ITHERE S 9),

SMM [T HESEGNEOTEE MR BT, i M Z&H >3g/dL, BHENEEMEES 10%
PLE, 60%ATdH . CRAB JERSCNA A ~— DI —ThH s SLIM THE I D Myeloma
defining event ZF80 72V H D L EFR SN DH 9, SIHMEBIIE~OHERE £ T ORI I EIX
KIBAETHY . BAID 5AETITE 10%, RO 5AETITAE 3%, # DRI 1% DE|S T
T5 5, Lanl, EREEICIIEAZERNS D720, T=4V 7 3Hlx OHERY X7 K
WIS CT-BENVLETH D, BERERBEOT=2 1 7 32WiE 6~12 A Mix 2~3
DHEBIZATD, ZEL TWIUE 2 FEHIZ 4~6 P HEIC, TOHIT6~12 0 HEITITH 9,
WG EHmIE, WD b AERITEIC 1 Bo4y MRI MEAITH) ZENEE LU,
PET/CT & 345 CT it d 2\ id MRI M2 idT T & W ia O RFRHEE & LTH
Wh, £, ERCEEABRET =X U V7 TERMNEDNZSAICIHERE CT i
MRI#EZZE L THRND,
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MmiF M EHA&E (2g/dL BLL), myFdEEEEsEt (20 2AL), B8R EMiaE & (20%LU
) (2hnz T, FISH fi##ric X 5 t(4;14), t(14;16), +1q, del13g/monosomy 13 DU 3 Fuh»
DYEREF, D 4OOTRHAFICLDERET AL, MIFMEAES~E S 0 B RE
DOENREZIEIE L LI2ERTET ANAHE SN0, +0 G T oIl TV,

il

TR ABEIE O ZRIEFED 2 VIXE2GMET I v A R—2 A~OH#ETIE, 2B
% 5 FMITAE 10%, RO 5EMIL 3%, 10FELZER 5 EE1%RO LD D, EREDY X
7R & L COBS P RE ML ER 10%LL E, @ifmiE M & [3#E 3g/dL 2L L, @ikl
BEHORE BT (®RAKTO0.125 L FH LIE80LLE) @3 o03%iF o, 3K
W TRIET AR SN TWD D, filE, IMWG 205 1996 40 < 3.5 0 AlE BEfE R
EXRIRICERTIICA A2 PRE T & TRIET ARREB I 2, 74+r—7 v 7HHH
B 3 4ET 815 4 (41%) DEBENERIIED 2\ IFESEEEICHER Lz, TTP R
6.44ET, 24, 54, 10FEDOHEITY A7 11 22%, 42%, 64% CTh-oT=, WD 24LIN
OHERY A7 KL LT, OmiE M &HE 2g/dL VL Lk, @migERESHL 20 LLE, OF
BET R E AN LR 20% 0L |, o 3K+ (2/20/20) 23 STz, ZIEMEEBEIE~D 2 ik
BRIL, WTNOU R ZRETFORWVEY 27 HET 6%, 1R 2R3 5HM Y X7 #ET 18%,
2 DU LEORTZEHETLHEHI) AT 4% Th o712, S 512, FISH MiTic L2 t(4:14),
t(14;16), +1q, del13g/monosomy 13 D YLfRRE 2 Y X 7 K1 & LTI A 72 4 K- TRt
L7z 2RI, VAR TORWVMEY A7 FETIE 6%, 1 2DV RV RKTE2AT HEH
MU A7BETIE 28%., 2 2OV A7 RFZHTLHH Y 27 FETIL 46%, 3 DL EDY Z
JRFEHETHE) ATFETIL 63% ThHhoTo, F/o, Zhb 4K+ Z2 A7 (kL THlE
TIVTCO 2 FHERFIT, 1~4 51T 3.8%, 5~8 5T 26%, 9~12 ;AT 51%, 13 SLLET
B%THY, AHRERTRET VEEZ LD 2,

Mg M BB EPNE 7 v B U REORKINZE(L 26 & LR THIE 7 L RE S
T2 3, ZWins 2ELNOERY 2 7K+ & LT, Okt 64+ ALINT10%2L L,
HHNIE, 12 7 HUNT 25%LL Eolfiig M EHEH 5 WK EEEGRE 70 7 ) ED
#n (eMP), @2Wiind 12 7 ALUNT0.5g/dL LA EDO~F 7 0 BV EEDOIK T (eHb) .,
QE#HEEMIAEIS 20%LL B, @ 3K 7RIz, SRMEFHIE~D 2 FHERRT,
eMP D% T 63.8%. eHb DA T 64.6%, eMP 35X eHb A4 58 Tl 81.5%, 3 A+
ZHTDHHETIE 90.6% Th o7z, A THEROBE T, MLIE M HE R OIS
2mg/dL/ H L EDBRETIE 5 FLINIC2BIN S RIEEREICERT 2 2 L8R ES N T»
% 9,
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ﬁ@ﬂm%@ﬁ%%@ﬁﬁﬁémfﬁb SHHE SN D WREM X H D, — T, TRIRIC
LFOVAREEFEREMEIZ L BIRBFRIENEZ > TRV & YR ThHho THiERE
LWy &5 Z k&&#% KR COWRBIALZHLET 2 2 LI R Th 5,

il

BAEDO L 50 TEHEE (SMM) (251 2 ARG IL L F M E fiE (MM) #EREE To
HEERVRBIZE TH D, LoLRens, & - i) 2270 SMM BFOZ% <1 MM (21
BT 5720, FENEEN ADOZLHEORFENTTHIL TS, QuiRedex BRI E 228
WZXT 50T U R R+T X252 ALDEEOF I L REWEZRAE LT T & 2L
e T 5 DV, Ld BECIX Ld RiE%E 9 1A 7 VT 2 FM O LY NI NHERRRIE
BT T, BEM TP gLl 40 20 A ORERCEEIHBEH © MM #E £ o (TTP)
IILAREARRE, BIBBEE210ATHY . AR MM%@%W%LR(A%—%mom,
95% 15X 0.09-0.32; P<0.001), #iZHIR T A 75 7> H Rpl O Tl Ld FRIEIC
D MM ~iERET 2 BEEIGIIAEICED (Ld B 39% vs fRBIZEEE 86%) L iif@%
DHEREREZ R UTZ, £72. WIREBIAE D OEFHM L MM CEE2RO RN -T2
En | Ld EITIRREREE 7 v — OBIREZFE L 2N R, —F, Ld
FICRO LN FER T L— R 3 DL EOFHEFRRIT, BYYE (6%). HEIE (6%). 4FHEk
B (%), &Z (83%) THU . 1EINFFRIEGEIC L VT L2, &I A2 D SMM
(2% LT Ld #EEIC X2 BRI AIC L 0 MM ~OHERINH O /e b FAFHIRERE %
H7H L2 SIFERIET D, —H T, ZORRITIBED SMM 2 EUEOKETRICE
WrSsh e BEDNG LR TV OMRIZITEEZET S, 70, & - Y 2270
SMM Z x5 L L7z NI FHEANCL D 7 & MMekbigali b 17 zd, -V R
NITEBHEITH D2 WDIFFHAR TERVEENEE TR v, B RfE 35 7> H Dk
AT, BEFHMEEE O PFS X7V R FHETHRICIEE L T (AF— R 0.28;
95%(EHHIX M 0.12-0.62; P=0.002), L+ VU K FEETIXZ L— K 3/4 OIEMIEEMED 28%
RO BT, oM, IV T7 4 I T+ F U R R+TXVAE Y U PRESCHK T
Y A T HAN X HH MHRR 7O, WTiinh MM #ERZBIEI S5 2 & 0RB S
TUV5 45,

& Y 227 0 SMM IZXT 5 BRI AIC LD MM ~OHERAZE G/ 5 Z & HVR
éhfwéﬁ\%ﬁmibﬁ%$%%%5:k\%)xasMM®$T%MML%%L@
Wilb D Z L, b E LMY AT DERNPREICIVERLZ | BEERIBRIENEE
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HoOZa Mg iE~OMER £ oMM (TTP) 24K (0S) ILMmEER CHEZITR
D ORI, LRV ERIE~OHERKFOFBIEFROBBIRITE AR AR R — MY
FIBHIZ LD ARICEADT D Z R iviz (VL Ra Uik GRE 55.5% vs fRim I 221
78.8% ; p=0.041, /X3 R x— MEGHE 39.2% vs FOBBIERE 72.7% ; p=0.009),
BHREST EA D Lo MGUS BB A XRIC, YV L Fe VBRI X D EEEDK
BERGET A8 MRS TON, YL Rerf#img % 0, 6, 127 HHIZHESG L, 13
sy A BICEBEOFNZITRoTo & 2A, AEREBEOEMARDO LN, ZDXD
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(4) P/NERAFRZE DR

CQl1 ZRMEBNEIZKT 28/ %7 %Z (minimal residual disease : MRD) DFEAMIC
IXED XD RFENEID LD (HGRED L)

A7 L — K7 A ) —1 (B, 7 20 —2A (Bgmd)

MRD HEDHEELE LT, BiiREE AN~V FANT A= =T —h A F A Y —,
WA — 7 = — EifgZK & LT FDG-PET/CT, MRI., FfICIEHGEF 2 MRI 23
RS D,

)

MRD OREETIE, BRIz HWZHllEEE LT, s AF AT A —F—=Ta—H A
k' A b U — (multiparametric flow cytometry: MFC), &ty — 27 = H — (next-
generation sequencing: NGS), JEGIFFRN T T A ~—% H 72 E& PCR B#HE ST
%o BRI O R EHURE 2 W2 fi#tT Td 5 MFC 1% 8-color LA 00 MFC A3 EIZ W
HNTW5D, AFOMmAESF (SRLY, BML?) THEsiv)d MFC bt ERE L b
EuroFlow-NGF % & [F5E D 105 L EORE TH H Z & i S, B FERR CRERZHE &
LTHEMESNTWD, BHEMLOMEEEZ]ES 5 EE LT NGS, & PCR 23dH 5,
VARTIE, JEGIRFRAR 7T A ~— & @EE Lo & PCR 28 i S 4L T 722y, JERIFF R 7
T A ~—ORFHDRELFEF SO ST, NGS % H /2 MRD ORlEIL, MFC & I1ZiF
RIEDREZ RT Z &, FRDLHET L Z EDRMEINTND 393, BUK TIIORIBRE
Mz, PLENS B ARDERBK TIE EuroFlow-NGF & L < IX[FRIZOKE CHIETX 5
MFC, clonoSEQ®% L < I&[A% D NGS 2 #5E <41 %, International Myeloma Working
Group IMWG) D ZEHETIEZ MFC & NGS ® MRD 4 v b4 71X 1X10°5 TH 5 9,

BRERARCIIMT . R MLRR O, BFEBRT DT 2 MRD OfF/ES A7 &2 73
LG5 2 EmHEINTND, 4 F TOLL ORI E iR Z Wz MRD #JIE D
FEREHNTZREFT ThH o722 & BRI & R MR Z ik L7 MRD JIE DR Tl
B A 2 MRD JIEDO S NERE Ch o722 & 0&2B[E L, BlRE A CILE Mk
Z M MRD JIE 24235, Zeds, BHifAZ v MRD ORIEIE, $REL 7B
WOBIZRELS EAIND T2, FREZFERIRIC RO LB e 05 2 &0+
EOMEEk (IMWG E%E T 5,000,000 fELL EOHE) 2T 5 2 L NEZETH D 9,

ZHRMEEBECIIBINREL AT L2 0D 2 LIz, BT ORES S —FRT
RN IREDRHEB L OREEOE =X U ZIITEBRENLETH D, KR
CT®. FDG-PET/CT?, 4& MRI (whole-body MRD)810|Z X % & 172 mitga At & 0 9
DTENEETHY, B TRENEE SR WEEIC PFS R OS BIERT 52 &
DL I TS, IMWG i, K#tE CT . FDG-PET/CT, WB-MRI ZH#i%5% L Tk 9,
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FRICIE R 25 MRI [ diffusion-weighted whole-body MRI (DW-MRI) | % FDG-
PET/CT DEMTE72WGAEOREFIEE LTHEITF WD 8, 7272 L, FDGPET/CT |3f&E%E
AAL D hexokinase2 DIBMEWGEAIRRIEE 2D Z ENMESNLTEBY W, FDG-
PET/CT TONFAEDBARM E RIEFI DN D Z LITITERNLETH D,

Z DO, Mass Spectrometry(MS)ILIfLiFF OEZR M EAOKRIETHY . AFHEO
Yo —h~—D—&720 557217 T<, NGS, MFC TI3fH T&E 722\ MRD Z & H T
EHAMEMER DY IMWG 2H b a B ALR— RRTTWH 1D, EK Cts
Fli TE DHER DIV EPES N DT80, AR OHESE ) B ITERS LTz,

PER DS FEE VLT X DIERNIAIE & MRD #EROMHBIZ OV TIE, M &H O
D=z, VGPR, PR T% MRD 23 EVEIZ 72 DIEFIMNFET D Z E N STV B0,
IMWG EHETITZRRMEME D MRD HIEEHEE L Tk 9, KA KT A4 BT
b FERZSNERLIZ MRD HliEZAT 95 2 & 2 HESET 5,
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GHBEREL VA VR EMICES LI BFICR L TR, PARIED R 725,

2. 3HIPEH (triplet) #ikE

Bd RiEA R HREEE LT PFS 2 FEFHMEA & L7z 7 & AMEEE IR i sk (2 35 T
27V h~7 + Bd (DBd) #ik (FFR{ME 16.7 vs 7.2 » A, P<0.0001; Len M <l
7.8vs4.9 7 H) O, R~V KI K+Bd (PBd) %L (H9efE 11.2vs 7.1 » A, P<0.0001;
Len #KHIMHITIX 95 vs 5.6 # H) 7, N/ B/ 2% v b + Bd (PAN-BD# L (H Al
11.99 vs 8.08 » A, P<0.0001) 72 & 3 FIfGFH LA v OEEMENRENTZ 9, Kd WiEx
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SIRREEL LT PFS 2 FEMEEE & LT v 2 2MEB A EEGRRIC BT, 4T Y L~
7 +Kd (DKd) ik (HPoefE Sl Jefil 17 » H RS C NRvs 15.8 # A, P=0.0027;
Len #HTPERF]ClE 28.1 vs 11.1 # ) 91004 Y F <7 + Kd (IKd) #vE (HP9efE #l
ZLHARI P JLE 20.7 42 AFREA T NRvs 19.15 - A, P=0.0007) W7 E$Hi CD38 HilkdE s o 3
FIOFR L 2 v OEBEN R S, Pd iEZ X IBEEE LC PFS & EERMETHA & L
F B MEBTAREEGRBRIC BT, £ TV A~7 +Pd (DPd) #i%E (i 12.4 vs 6.9
s A, P=0.0018; Len I&HIMHITIL 9.9vs 6.5 » H) 12, A ¥V X <7 +Pd (ISA-Pd)
ik (P9l 11.53 vs 6.47 » A, P=0.001; ISA-Pd #¥ D&% HEHE D 94%(% Len #HiME)
1B F7-T X MMEE THRBRNER SN -T2 Y X+ 7+ Pd (EPDEE (T4 10.3 vs
4.7 7 A, P=0.008 ; EPd Bt DOXEREE D 98%1d Len fiHiPE) 72 & 3AINFHL T A > O
BRI RS NI 19, 725, HL CD38 HuikiZ#iFitk: T2 nidHt CD38 Hifkifis & Kd
BESS Pd L E @O 3 AIDFAFIENHELE S a2, FT CD38 HiikicikfitE 0G4 12
doublet ™ Kd ##%. triplet ® PBd #&i:° EPd EMHER SN 5,
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CQ4 ATV I TITHEHUWEDBREIEF I L TED L O RN EID 55 0

SR L— R 73 —2A
IS EN S A S e 3AIPFHIEERC L7 4 VY 2 TR ETe 3 FIGFHEEIL, A 7
MR L ENYIHETX LD I NS,

)

BT Y X7 (Bor) P L 72 o o BFE - EHAMEZ M RIIE IO LT, EEEEEA
ERPEREHIICAAL o F LIEIRIBL YO A £330 7 4 27 (CFZ) %am“ﬁﬁ
LUAURHERESND, Bor GH LY AL T 9~12 » AUWICHEELZ RO 258121,
FERE L DA L ~DEFENEE LV, 3 FIGFRABEIEIT 2 AIOFHEE J:I:f\‘fﬂﬁtﬁ'ﬁﬁiﬁ
HE (PFS) OIEEMENRINTEY ., 2FREORI 7 Fit 7285 2% LT 3 Alff
MREPHER SN D,

1. 2A10FH%E (doublet)

LFU R K+ 7%% 2% UPFHLDBEOFMAHRER IS\ T, BEREOR LT Y
TIRIENL LA RIE ORI B Ui o T2 Z EDUREN TN D D, Bor HHUHEBIZ 632
UR~A R (+ TXH 22V 0) (Td) FEOZET VARSI TW RV, (EREF
MBI —EOIREHET L EEZLND, W7 40 27 (CFZ) 7T0mg/m2 O 1 [Al#5-
+ 7 %% 2 &2 ) H (once-weekly Kd)JE%: & CFZ 2Tmg/m2 i 2 [l 5.+ 7% 2 &2 >
B H (twice-weekly KA)FREREIC I\ CEEHFEAFHIE (PFS) At L7=F v & MEEI
B CIE, PFS (FRfE 11.2vs 7.6 » A, P<0.0001 ; Bor #XHUMEFIZ %32 Hefi 10.3
vs 7.4 7 H. P=0.0440) & Weekly Kd JEERENENL TN 29,

2. 3AIPFAHEE (triplet)

TEREHE L VA & LTE, PRS2 FEFMIEA L LTH TV A~T + LT U RI K
+ TXH AL v DaraLd)FEEELFTY RI R+ 732270 (Ld) #EEDT 4
2AEE TITFHRRBR IS\, A F I (PFS) 1T Dara-Ld L CHEN R II/R ST
W5 (BIEMIR TRl 25.4 » H1281F 5 PFS el K% vs 17.5 » H. P<0.0001; Bor
BEHUEFITIX 26.1vs 11.3  H, P=0.0051) 45, =r>Y X~7 +Ld (E-Ld) #i%E& Ld %
B ® PFS ZIig L7=7 v 7 MEBMFHRERICEHS VT, E-Ld L CERLFERIVRE N
THH (FRAE 19.4 vs 14.9 » A, P=0.0004). Bor BEIRFEHIZK L CHAE PFS ERE
NRDPRIINTND 67,

CFZ + Ld (KLd) #¥E & Ld #iE L @ PFS ik L7z 7 > & MEBTTARER 2BV T,
KLd JRIETER TR RSN TR Y (TR 26.3 vs 17.6 » /1, P=0.00001) . Bor BEiA
BN L TCHAEICELFR2 PFS 2R &N TV 5 9, Bor RIS L TH PFS DIER
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EROTN, AEEAIIRINTW RN 9, RAOEL AL THLHA XYY I7 + Ld (ILd)
FEiE & Ld ik & @O PFS b L7= 7 v & 205 T AERBR IZ BT, ILd 1A CEN -6
REPRINTEY (F9fE 20.6 vs 14.7 » H, P=0.01). Bor BEIRHEHICK L TH PFS @

BIRIER DR E TS 1010,

Kd #iEA %R LC PFS & RZFHMIEHE & L2 T v & MU AR FEGERBR IC B T
27 h~7 +Kd (DKA) #3E (F9E 28.6 vs 15.2 » H. P<0.0003; Bor #KHLIM4H Tlk
1831 vs 8.7 7 H) 2B/ Y~ + Kd (IKd) ik (Pl BEsii b defim 20.7
7 HRERC NR vs 19.15 # A, P=0.0007) 72 S5t CD38 Hinfkdk & d 3 AL~ X D
EEPEN RSN,

FebbH . i CD38 HFUARITHRGUME T/ 7 gt CD38 Hitfk & Ld ¥k & OffH E 721 Kd
Bk & OPEFRIZ L B 3 AL HEE S5 23, BT CD38 FLiRICIRFIEDSE121% ELd
ek, KLd 50 ILd ESHER S5, Unfit 22 #121%. doublet @ Ld #7E< Td ¥
B, T L TCKAFELRIRTE 5,
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CQ5 LV KRIFRERLTYITOMEHEYME (double-refractory) o FFF M E B
WXL T ED LD RIBEPEID D D

HRE 7L — R 7 aY —2A
A~ U NI R 2800 AT EEEAF A OIEE VRN CE 50 IS,

HRE 7L —F 5732 ) —2B
HIVT 4V 2T EE e RERESCHT CD38 HUAREE FEyA R | LM B A A I O L £ ) s
RIEINTEBYHEEINS,

HE 7L — R 5732 ) —2B
PR FIEF - 1M E L a7 7 V) — AL ESECAE R & OO LT —E
DOFNRINREIN TR BIRE 220 2 5,

il

MM-003 #BRIE, BEREL VA L2 U ETRLT Y 27 (Bor) & L7V FI R (Len)
ZETIRRICERGTE, PR EAME T2 IIARTHE Th - 7o % - HHRTEEBEE RS 455 4%
AU RI R+ T 22 U0 (Pd) kL KETFH A%V (HDD) LI 2:1
27 & 2 LT EAFHIR (PFS) 2 HEFHMEH & LTl L5, PFS Houfi
%, 4.0 7 Avs1.9 7 A (P<0.0001) & PdFERENENTWZD, BEEEL YA 52D
PbTru7ry—AHEKL Len 2 5TInRIEL AT 5% - A EHEEE 254
IZ, =rYX~7 + Pd (EPd) #ikE PdEEE R L7eT o7 MU TAHREBRICKEIT 5
double-refractory (D-R)#il CO W7 7 )L— T fifht Tid EPd &IED T oMEN 7= PFS 2/~ L7
(PRl 10.2 vs 4.7 7 H) 2, RBEOXGEEIC, HLCD38MAKETH LA Y F <7
+Pd (ISA-Pd) #ikE PAdiRELZ G L2 T o % 2MEETTFERERICIT 5 D-R #ITH PFS
T 11.2 vs 4.8 7 A L AEIC ISA-PAd B CHENTWZ 9, BEIREL U A V51 DUk
DO - BHAMEBIIERE 2RI, ¥ 7Y LA~ TR T + Pd (DPA) RiE L Pd k%
s L7z T v X MMEBTARRBRICBIT 5 7T 7 Y — AHEHKE Len (244 % D-R o
PFS FEIL 7.7 vs 6.1 » H TH VW AERILERITRIN/ o729, Len #KHIPET 70%LL
A% Bor #EHiME D BE 80 il i RICT 7 nR A7 7 2 K + Pd (CPd) &1L L Pd giElC
OWTEMNLRLZ FEEER & L THE LT v & AMEE THERBRICE VT, Bo%
64.7% vs 38.9%. PFS HRAK 9.5 vs 4.4 # H LW ORRBIME SN TND D, LLEMD,
A~V RI FERLYA I DREBFICKTH2HEDN RSN TND,

TaT T Y — AEE L GRS A B RREE L A U8 3 DL ESER], E£721% D-
R IZ3%4 L CD38 Hufk# GIED I VIS - HHAMEIER] 2 XTI 4 7 Y 5~ 7 (DARA) B
16mg/kg FARN TR G- TR S 7255 TARERIC T 2 D-R HIZH 1T 52820313 29.7% Th
572 60, [AIREDBE % XIGZ DARA B2 TS HA & FRARPIE ST 550 2 b U 72 26 AR AR
TIEEEFHEE OFSFE, BIRAGHEEH O PFS ICBWCIHELMERNRENT 7, FAE
TlRBRDOXIZIZxE L TA Y F o~ 7 [ISAHA|Z 20mg/kg O & THEE L7258 AR
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IZBWTIX 78.6%DEE N D-R Tho72hy, FxhaK 36.4%. PFS T 4.7 » HTh -
7= 9, BRMTT v & LM AR & L CHEM S 7z, ISA 20mgkg + 7 A ¥V v

(ISA-d) J%ikI% 76.4% D-R il % &t 55 BTk LT, 28503 43.6%. PFS HJufE 10.2
r A OFRERPRENTZ 9, 1 CD38 LA AR\ Tid, DARA 3 XU ISA OH M
WHIFFTE 5,

AR L VA U 2~3 T a7 7 Y — AHERE GERHROZSIEOH 2 ¥ - #h
PEEBERE 2R L Ll 2P0 L7 4V I T +F %Y 44V (Kd) 27Tmg/m2E
E L 1Bl Kd 70mg/m?2 35 % bl U7e 7 o 2 MU TARRER I BT, W 1 [l 58
240 4D 5 H 46%7% Bor HLPLMET 78% 73 Len #iPil: CTH > 7= 10, D-R FlOEIEITRHE
THHN, FEFHMEEE O PFS IZHFRIET11.2 » HTH o7, BEREL U AL 1~3 D
% - MEATE B BEERE 2RI, B 2EOH T 40 2T 5emgm2+ TR Y ALY

(Kd) #1E12H CD38 Hilk T % % 5V L~ 7 %t (DARA-Kd J&iE) Wk~ 13A 4
X7 ENFH ISA-Kd#iE) 19 L7 3FIPFRFIEICOWT, Kd#iks PFS # ik L7
T A MEBIHRBR AN TNz, TR ENOREBRTO PFS P fiix, BEm kL 17
r A CARENEvs 165.8 7 H (P=0.0027) &, BIEWIM 9 20.7 » H TAREE vs 19.15
A (P=0.0007) &#Ht CD38 HUADFRRECENL TV, T72bh, Hi CD38 HLikEIE & v
T AN I TP Y AT EOEMER IR TE 523, D-RENCxIT 5 PFSIERE SR
IZOWTIHEB R =BT o RZZ LY,

Mayo Clinic T, 74.5% D-R il % & ie % - HEAYEEBENEAE 141 4 2 %1842 BD(D)-
PACE (RAT Y X7, TFHV ALY B U KA K, VAT TF, REFY LBV,
YIRARAT 7y IR, T hRVR) LU ACORIKRRBRNER S, ZORER., 54.5%
DOFEHF L PFS AR T 8.1 7 H ORI /RS 7z 19, H Lee Moffit At % —IZB W
T, DR #il% 54%, 41%, 63% % e 52 i, 22 i, 33 fHilOHEHE 2R — MMIktd 5 DCEP

(TXY AL IaRAT77 IR, =RV R, VAT TF) #ik, BDT-PACE
WikL CVAD (7 kA7 7 IR, BV 27 URF, REILEY Y, THRHRAZY L)
WAL D% LRI 23 Tl S T, EORER, ZNRITAAR T 55% (DCEP #iE  52%,
BDT-PACE %% 73%., CVAD #% 49%) TH V., 2KD PFS Hflix 4.5 » A TH -7z
W, D-R BFITH L THERDILFIRE (7 a7 T — AREESCREREE & O0f A%
B IRREERIK E e 2 5,
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CQ 6 #it CD38 HLikITHFINED IS - MHATEL IR BIEI ) LT ED X 9 il @
550

HE 7L — R 52 Y —2A
R2U RIR, VT4 IT, FRFIN B 2 FZy b+RAT Y I T 2 ET g
RIT A P AR O SE R RN CX A7 S s,

HeAE 7L — P 7Y —2B
TEROALTFIRE, EiHMb L L 7 a7 7 Y — A EELRERESE & OfFIFRIEIT—
EDERPRSN TR IERILLE Y 25,

HelZ 7L — R 7Y —2A

B ik #is (B-cell maturation antigen: BCMA) (Zxf9 5 3 X T HIFZBME A T
#Mfd (chimeric antigen receptor-T cell: CAR-T) &L, EAFBRMHUASCHUAIEMES
EREDOERDNVDEPRINTEY , TOETERRBINAVUTHRE I D,

)

KEO 14 JEZ 2B\ T, Ht CD38 Uik & 22572 275 Bl EREEEE O 142
fRHT STz, Wi Dt CD38 kbt & 72 2 £ COMM P RAEIL 50.1 » HTH V., $it
CD38 FUiAHEHINE & 72 o TH 6 OEHEALFHIM (PFS) & 24 (0S) Wiz
Fhd4rAL86r AlTME 2 oTz, EHIT, HLCD38HUE, YT T vV —LfHEIK2
A & o e Ei SR 2 ANCHGPIME & 72 o 7= (penta-refractory) HE D OS HFREIX 5.6 » A &
WEINTND D,

PU CD38 HUAIBUEBNIC X 2 T T — Z 13723, CQS T/RLZEHICA~Y RI K
BHFI T, doublet & LTAR~Y RI RN+ 7% 9 2%V 0 (Pd) ik 2,
721X triplet & U CHL SLAMF7 ik ThHH =Y X~7 + Pd (EPd) JEENHERESLS 9,
Eloquent-3 7 > & MU NHHRAERIZIWT, LU RI K (Len) &7u7 7 Y —AHE
o 2 AP (double-refractory : DR) fllCxtd 547 7 /v —7figr ¢ EPd ik L
Pd #ED PFS FMEIZZ L4 10.2 vs 4.7 » A TH -7 9, Len IEHIMETHD 7T1%H
Bor &HitE, 38%2% CFZ itk & 72572 84 fila kg b L2 NHREBRICIH W T, v 7
RAZ77 2K +Pd (CPA) #EITEDFE 64.7%, PFS FRAE9.5 » HE WOk Tho 7=
4)

ARR.OWERDME 18] 7T0mg/m2DANT 4 )V T + T X% AKXV (once- weekly
Kd) #ERE 240 A 1280 T T8% D HEE D Len KPiiE TH - 7223, £ DWW Bor #iHIEL
%95 PFS 1% 10.3 » H TH -7z 56,

Bor #\#i1ED 55 A k5 L LT, E A M UT B TF LR ER THL N/ B A4
v b+ ARV TYIT + TXFAEY A (PAN-Bd) EZAT - 7285 DAHRBRIZ BV T
98.2%7° Len & 54 H L TV hd, 2403 34.5%, PFS H10¢fE 5.4 » H & Bor #&Hit:%
—EBTLAR L O D ATREMEN R ENZ D, FALT Y I T + RV ALE VY + T ALY
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YOFM (PAD) BIEOFE TARRBRIZIH W T 64 4 OBEERET T5%I2H ) R~ Ko
HIE, 27%0D B30 Bor O GEZA LTS, B 67% T 14EMEA X MEFEIS
34% L BN TN RDFRD BTz 9,

Mayo Clinic (23T, 74.5%7° double-refractory (D-R). 8.5%MN ¥ 7Y A~<7 F7=1%
A Y X~ TEGIMETh - 725 - SHAYEEIERE 141 4 2 6 RI2FE e S 717z BD(T)-
PACE U ¥ A ORFARRER TIL, 54.5% D7 & PFS F1fET 3.1 » H ORI RS
729, H Lee Moffit 23 At > % —(ZBW T, D-RHI54%, 41%. 63% % &Te5241, 2244,
33 FlD #BA 2k — MMk % DCEP %%, BDT-PACE #i&ik, CVAD W&EiED% S5 HAIRNT
AT STz, TORER, FHRITBIKTB% (FNEN 52%, T73%. 49%) THH ., &
Ko PFS 1 9iliX 4.5 » H Toh - 7219, i CD38 HFfA TOIREEITHE STV,
P CD38 HifkZ & e 3 AILL EOIRBIMEFN kT LTIk DL FREE (&7 a7 7 VY —AE
FEOAUEFRETEE & OOFFRIE) ITIRRRIRIE L 220 2 5,

BCMA #AFRY L L7z CAR-T Htik, “HFFEMGUER, SUAEMESHRIZ OV ToME L
w5 (CQT 2, 1R 94%7235t CD38 HUARRFIMERI T 7 r 7 7 v — A ESE & 003
Hi# A& T triplerefractory (T-R) 84%. penta-refractory (P-R) 26%0>5 72 5 F3E -
HEAMEE BEEARE 140 B2 %15 L L7- Idecabtagene Vicleucel (Ide-cel, bb2121) % 11 #H
AR IZI W T Ide-cel #5-61 128 i 1T 228031 73% (CR LA E 33%). PFS i
88 y ATh o7- W, F7= 97%13H1 CD38 HUARFUIESI T 7 e 77 v — LAFHESE & g
s %2 GTe T-R 88%. P-R 42%7 57 2 13 - HEAMEEHERE 113 flaxig L L
Ciltacabtagene Autoleucel (Cilta-cel) D55 1 b/ I fHERER (2 33\ T Cilta-cel #% 5451 97 BliZ 3
B FENFEIT 97% (sCR 67%). 14 PFS 1% 77% CThH - 7= 12, 98% 7231 CD38 Hrik kit
P, TR 83%. P-R 38%7°H 72 5% - HHAMEEBEIEELE 219 fla x5 L Lz BCMA &
CD3 lZxt3 2 —ERFEMPURTH 5 Teclistamab D I AHFRER OHELEH & 1,500png/kg @
P 5% %0 12 40 Bl COEFRIL 65% (58%725 VGPR LL L) Th -7z 19, BEE# 3 LI ET
Ta T TV — AEEK LRI D-R o8t CD38 HLIAKHIE UIARIAE D BE 196
iz %5 & L7-Ht BCMA $U&A-MMAF (monomethyl auristatin F) OFHAEMEEIKT
% % Belantamab mafodotin (Belamaf) 7 > % AL T AHABRIZEHB VT, 2.5mgkg &
3.4mg/kg DGR 2 BohR L BRI 31% & 34%, PFS F £ 2.9 » H & 4.9 »
ATH o=, grade 3 LA EDOMAIREEZ 27% & 21%, /MR % 20% & 33%IZ78 872
14)

F RN E TIERAGRTH 523, exportin 1 PLERK TH S Selinexor & T XV A &V
L OPEREIED D-R 7> penta class-exposure 122 5] &2 %5 & U725 LRk IC BT 5 P-
R 83 DY 7 7N —TfRATICIBN T, Fh 25.3%, PFS H10i 3.8 » A Th 72 19,

235 R
1) Gandhi UH, et al. Outcomes of patients with multiple myeloma refractory to CD38-
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10)
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12)

13)
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CQ7T ¥ - HHATEZ M B BIEIC N 5 F A FHURZAEEA T Mld(CAR-T)HRIEDH
JEEEYETAM D, ED XD IR RDBHIFS D

HARE 7L — 1

WEA7 > B BEIETR IR 2 Uy ARSI 28 23 7 < L 2512 (AR . R RS A R0
BCMA CAR-T #iEZ% I Tk b, HEMA fiElIf[Lf’?Dﬂﬁ@ BANE B R BN E T &
DIEBN K LB/ NI R S 2,

)

JRFDRIZFHENTHURRIE, B L OGUEEDEESR (ADC) FraEnsdn, T #ll
2 X DIEERIPURFFRAY R0 E S LT, A ZHURBIREAN T fla (CAR-T) %L
& CHRFRMPUAD MBI SN TV D, 20224 3 HBIE, b0 5 LENTOR
EIRFE AR 2 BUS: LT D O3 Idecaptagene cicleucel (Ide-ce) DA Toh 5,

Idecaptagene vicleucel (Ide-cel)iZ, BCMA %42 & L 4-1BB OMfaN KA A > %
72 CAR-THIfETL > F U 4 VA WIS D, SRR, 7 a7 7 Y — LHEA
K OML CD38 £/ 7 m—F AhiAktAI 25T 3 T4 L LLEOIREREZA L, ELOHRREAR
)60 HLANO L) > RRMM 140 5] (JE¥EO 48 6(3-16) 7 1 > triple-class
refractory 84%. penta-drug refractory 26%) Z %[5 & L CTIToiL /R ER Of5RIT L
TO@EY Thoiz D, BEMHOTRAE 13.3 » A2\ T, &5 128 #ilth 94 HiI(73%) A3 1H
WIS L. 33% (42/128) 1% CR LA L(33 4 - 26%I% MRD [2)ToH v, PFS O fEE
8.8 A Th o7, EEREIWEMIIAF T ER (91%), Eif(70%), i/ i (63%) T,
CRS % 84%(grade3/4 1% 5%). #itEeElE 18%(grade3 1% 3%, grade4 1% 0%)IZHH L7,

INHORRE S LIZ, BHBEICKB T 2% 508G, REMEHIE, 77T Y —AH
FHHI KL OB CD38 &/ 7 m—F kil 252 3 SLL EORNARELZ A L. 2o, Hil
DRIERITKE U CIRBEIT 05880 B AL ATIE AT Lo B - HHEMEZ R g i
EINTEY, WEEHEIL 1 EE STV D, TRIEEICOFEMIC DUV TR, Sl FHHEdE
A RTA v HSRIAE 202,

BCMA #A%EH & L7=5lo> CAR-T #iffld Té % Ciltacabtagene autoleucel (Cilta-cel) D
KRB OWEN 2SN TNDEDTREE CICEKEHT 5, 3 74 VU LOREREHET S,
£F REGREEE. a7 T Y — AEAIM IR o RISIET, L CD38 /) 7 m—T
ARG K D 0mIER & 0 | EEORREAEA2 7~ H PN OO RRMM 113 {4

(757 median 6(4-8)7 1 > triple-class refractory 88%. penta-drug refractory 42%)
gL L TTON IR OFE RIILL T oMY Tho7- 3, BEWMOFIE 124 »
Rz, 85 97 Bl 94 F1(97%) B2 L, 67% (65/97) (X sCR 12572, 12
H PFS 1% 77%(median PFS : not reached)’Z ~>7-, FE/2RI1EM X4 BRI (graded-
4 : 95%), A l(graded-4 : 68%), IL/MiiE/D (graded-4 : 60%), Y >/ ERJE (graded-
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4 : 50%) T, CRSIZ95%(grade3d-4 1% 4%. 1% gradeb), MitEM:IX 21%(graded-4 1% 9%)
WCHER L7,

L, ZORFIIAEASRTHY . KiklEH< £T 2022 4F 8 HRFROLDTHD
CEMEL . WICEFOERESOND LI LTHE U,

2 3CHk

1) MunshiN, et al. Idecabtagene vicleucel in relapsed and refractory multiple myeloma.
N Engl J Med. 2021; 384(8): 705-716. (3iiiDiv)

2) JEATEE S A4AE 4R REERHEET A RO AT hT RS v ra—kL

(Hr5edh 77 ~ milifeet) ZFME i

https://www.pmda.go.jp/files/000246231.pdf

3) Berdeja J, et al. Ciltacabtagene autoleucel. A B-cell maturation antigen-directed
chimeric antigen receptor T-cell therapy in patients with relapsed or refractory
multiple mieloma (CARTITUDE-1): a phase 1b/2 open-label study. Lancet. 2021;
398(10297): 314-24. (3iiiDiV)
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(6) ZREMEFMIIZRBT DWEIWE « A OHEDIGHK

CQl BWEZAT HLRMEFREOFEERESZO THIZITED L S RIGENO LN D
b

7L —FR A7) —1

BINEE R T 2 RIGEEHIERE XL, ALPRERBREN ST ) A7 H LIEY L R
nUfRERGTHIENREIND, T AT ITEHEENMEW O, BEERTIET
AT NI VHEEI DN, KA T AMJEICITEBRSMLETH S,

il

YL R g (ZOL) 1T Z4VE TICKRHBERRRERIC W T, (P RIEITINZ 3~4 8 [H
TEDZOL O#HIZ LY, JEGEMEHIEICRT 2 BREOEITTE IR S5 Z LB L
IZ& T %, MRC myeloma IX 58 Cix, HrllsEE#iEES 1,960 4 & %140, A
Rt & A FBMBEC DT, 2N ETNOREBHREOFEIZ) )b LT, FlEEE
Kb ZOL & GRHEL RO D 7 1o Fux— Meb#E (RHRAR) LIaiT TEOR LK
FHL7c, BFIXZOL 58 (9814) &7 v Rux— hMEGRE (9794) SiZHI0 15
, ZOL BHBECIXEREERRRIEN DI, REFER, BEITAFEOUELZRDZ 1,
T ) AT, WEMBERICSHEDKR T TH D RANKL (receptor activator of
nuclear factor-xB ligand) [ZHRFRMICHKES L, TOEMLZEET %2 Mt/ 7 n—
T 1gG2 HiRTH 5, B AR AR — MUK, BRI A BTt U7 g a2 15
T2DIZK L, 7/ A~ 71X RANK Z 5 ELT 5 Ak E a2 OFisRiaic ER L, %
BRI DAL - BEEEZ R NICIHE T2 2, T/ A~ 7 L ZOL O RAE L+ 5 HINT, &
WEEAT HARIGEEMIEEE 28 & U EEER LR KRB AR (5 A~ 78
859 41, ZOL Ff 859 4) M1z, BEWIMMIEIZT » A~ 7/ 17.3 A (HiFH -
8.9~285HH), ZOLRE17.6 # H (#iPH : 9.4~28.1 1 ) THY, 7/ A~ L ZOL
BEL T, BEEEROREMFDRIIFALETH-T 9, AFEFRL LT, BEEORER
FOBHEREO X ZOL BEO R Z o729, — TRV T ASEIXT /) A~ TRET
Lo tey (5T A< THE17%, ZOLEE 12%), 1Z& Al grade2 F TTH -7,

LLEMNS, RIGEEBIEEF T 5T 2 A~ 71%, ZOL & [R5 DBH2E ORIk
ReATDHIEMWmREn, BHEAEIFEEZAFL VIR LIELESHY, B
BEREE LB SN A GBI ZOL L0 b7 ) A~ T oG RNMERSND, —FHT, T/
A 7T EGHORER & L TR AL U AMENBEE 725720, IEMHERE X I D 84|
BN T DB O T2 EDOXFHRIENRLETH D,

235 3CHk
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clodronic acid in multiple myeloma (MRC Myeloma IX): a randomized controlled
trial. Lancet. 2010; 376(9757):1989-99. (1iiA)
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CQ2 ZIENMEBEBENEIZ K 2 B W INHI I X D5 E RO FRHITIT ED X 5 7ML E D)
D HID D

AR L— R 7Y —2A

FRESR AR AR R — FOT /) A~ 770 & OFWRIIIHIEEOE G-/, #RHERIZ
XD NBENFREOFIICBE L CF = v &%), LERERMLEZIT S, REHIE%IT
HIERNST 7 54T 5 & [RIREICR HRAY B 23081 5 2 & C, SHEEESE O FIE NI © &
Do

il

EARARF— MNUAIB X OT ) A~ 7 EGI LR T 5 B E Y % B W i 58 B 8 R
B (ARONJ) ELIPES, BHEEMFZESNEE L TWDHR Y Y g v _X—X—Z &
%L ARONJITE#E L LT, DEARAFFI— MBI OT ) AT ORGERSH DH, 2) %
BASOBI R ER 720, ETBERENHE ~OB AR TIERWZ LR ERTE D,
3) 8 WMILL LFre L C ke - 58 - BIESEIRICHBH 2RO D, FIXABEND DT H
SO B AEI R 55 %2 8 HHLL RO D, Zhbd 3HHE 2z LI2G &2l
BV, EBREEAT HRIBEREHERE T LY L Fa U IO E T ) A~ T OE
B[R S AR ER Cl, MRERT T ARONJ OFREIERITFETHh - 7= 2,

APENTEHALE D ARONJ 2 T3 2008 9 MIZHOWT, ZOL =& 57 E0FRilEREE
128 4 % S BIAT ORI T HBRETIX, NIEANTHALE DS, ZOL # 5% ARONJ O
FIE A A/ B S fE L 0D (ARONJ FIES : OENTHHLEH Y vs 721,
6.7% vs 26.3%) ¥, 3491 4 DEEBE AT HEMEEES (BHilE 580 45T 2\
T ZOL $¢ 5% 3 4F[# 0> ARONJ FAEH 2 1BH L 72 gl S ARG CIL, B #iiE 2o fE &
b LT ARONJ BIE=RITE Ao 7o (BFRFRIERE 4.3%), F AWV T ARONJ
FIED Y A7 KT L LT, o s, RWoOMEH, MERE 2t LTk, 0
EPNIR S ORI 0O B ENEA R STz 9,

THBDOFRERND, RV g ST E RN R 5 A IR E A BE IR
Z\Z K ABENEAREAUGET D X O IR L, £ TOWRHARILE W
TRIEBLAD 2 HMATE CICK A TES ZEREET LN EEHELEL T D D, BRI
SEVRFE LB ERTC X 2 IR 72 AN 2 4 A TR L CHERE L, iR RTIE 1 e
R EE 2 TIBEICERT D 2 L T, ARONJ BADHAICEDHRETH 5,

535 ik
1) KmEEZ, fh. BRI SRR S B DR E & B SR BRI EE SR YV g
L—%3—2016. (L E = —)

2) Raje N, et al. Denosumab versus zoledronic acid in bone disease treatment of newly
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diagnosed multiple myeloma: an international, double-blind, double-dummy,
randomised, controlled, phase 3 study. Lancet Oncol. 2018;19(3):370-81. (1iDiv)
Dimopoulos MA, et al. Reduction of osteonecrosis of the jaw (ONJ) after
implementation of preventive measures in patients with multiple myeloma treated
with zoledronic acid. Ann Oncol. 2009;20(1):117-20. (3iiiC)

Van Poznak CH, et al. Association of Osteonecrosis of the Jaw With Zoledronic Acid
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CQ3  ZHEME BRI A3 2 B WIMHEE O 3 G 3 AR O RE R A H 2>

HELETL— R a7 3Y —2A
BORAFIE OB REELE 1T LT, BRINIHEEO®R G, BFREFELEZEb ST LD
WCEREAE AR UGES YT, EBRE AT 2 RIBFEEMIEEG T 57 ) A~7
Beh1L, BEBHEOFAREFHREOBEISHRC T 1T 7 Y — AREE L BT 3 AlIJFALT
PEZ ST TEFICEA L TUE, YL Fe r@gkb L0 \EREAFRZUEI YD, 7
AR T OEEREID HID,

il

MRC myeloma IX 58 CTlE, FHHRBEESIIEEE 1960 4 % XU, BIRE DA T )
b P UENEHER D ZOLHBGRE LR OO 7 1 Fa 3— MESGEE (RIRERR) & oo
ZOMREMGE LTz, ZOL H&ERETIE, BEEERRIENDRNIET TR, BAEFE -
EAETT AR EOUEELFRO TV, B REEFEGORAEZMIE LIMITIC L Y ZOL O44F
ROWFEDRIT, BFEEFZOFIEIHNINZ, ZOL OHUEHIEDRAZ ML TN D & &
bbb,

BIRE AT DRIGFREBENERE 2 x5 & Uz EE LR KRS AR T iL, By
MR REILT ) A~ 78 17.3 A (FiPH : 8.9-28.5 7°H), ZOL B 17.6 7°H (#ilH : 9.4-
28.1 "A) THY, T/ A~TREL ZOL BEL T, 24T 2 B CHEAEIT R - 12
S, BRI, T A THOLMER TV (FRE . 7 A~ TR vs ZOL
B, 46.1 °H vs 35.4 A, p=0.036) 2, FI-ARBIEOY TRENTHERDY, 2021 TS X
n, BEBHEIFAKEARIEOBICHS T 0T 7 Y — AREREET 3 FIPFHL VA v
PG SHTRERIRE T, MEHEAFHIRIAVER LT\ e 9, ARBFSE T, ERESRICE
L CIHREN RN, RIRL YAV 2L OlEBITREEZ 23, KAOIEFIT, #IETERIC
TaT T Y —AREEK (FCRLTYIT) MEHASHTREY 9, B S L EEE
BRSO 0T T Y — AER LRSS ORI OIS L 2 B A IH T 5 T 2 A
~ 7 L OO GUE BN R & R S B 7 ATRE MRS R S ALT,

YA, BAPUBRIIER S K 2 LIRS TRY, b EDPFH T To ZOL T /
AT OFFAESCEFFE~OEBELFI NIRRT RETH Y, FRIHREHROE R
JEG 255 & LTRGBS %R EEN D,

2 3k

1) Morgan GJ, et al. First-line treatment with zoledronic acid as compared with
clodronic acid in multiple myeloma (MRC Myeloma IX): a randomized controlled
trial. Lancet. 2010; 376(9757):1989-99. (1iiA)

2) Raje N, et al. Denosumab versus zoledronic acid in bone disease treatment of newly
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3)

diagnosed multiple myeloma: an international, double-blind, double-dummy,
randomised, controlled, phase 3 study. Lancet Oncol. 2018;19(3):370-81. (1iDiv)
Terpos E, et al. Denosumab compared with zoledronic acid on PFS in multiple
myeloma: exploratory results of an international phase 3 study. Blood Adw.
2021;5(3):725-36.(1iDiii)
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CQ4 7u77 V—LAHEREEGFHOLREEWMIECS T 2HREZEOFHICIZED X
I IRIRIEINEND BB )

R L— R 7Y —2A
TaT TV — AN EREG S OEBREICHT DT V7 v BTN EIIEE O TICA
HTHY, #HTEIND,

it

W7V I7 (BTZ) #5HOEBETIE, FIREZORIENRZ N &R EH ST 5,
PR EREME B BEIE 2 xf 5 & L7- APEXERBR CIE, BTZ & 58 CIE 33141 4261 (12.7%)
WCHARIEZ BRIE LT olcxt L, T3 2%V (DEX) HAMEETIX, 332 #lf 15 i

(4.5%) & BTZ #5RETHAINES ORIELRNABEICED -T2V, £ERIEE O ER

(hdefif) 1%, BTZ #5831 ISk L DEX BUMEE 51 H & BTZ £ 58 ClX R HE L
7=V, RIGFEHIEE 55 & L VISTA RBRICE W T, BTZ (2 MP #EA B L7Z#ET
1%, MP RIERE S Il U CHAEIRES ORIERNAEICE N -T2 (18.2% vs 4.2%) 2, /-
BTZ #5805 H7 v 7 me (ACV) OFPRiEEEZIT-7 90 Bl TIErkiEE o
FIEIL 361 (3.3%) DHTHY, ACVOTHRNIROAENR RSN, ZTHHDRRS
BSEZ VT 4V I TRA XY T3 EOBEERRBRTYH ACVOTFHNRA Th T
%o AFTIEATTHEORBRIZZ2NE OO, ACV 200 mg/ H=°/37 7 1 E)L 500 mg/ H O
TRINIRDTIRIEIE OFIEZ D ST L WO MENRH Y 39, NHmHFEE S5 ACV
DOTPINIRBEH SN TN D, LarL, FLUA NV AEORMHEEIC X2 BEEICITEEN
VETHY, BHHMHICEE T U ARNRL, SHBOBETH D,

BN

1) Chanan-Khan A, et al. Analysis of herpes zoster events among bortezomib-treated
patients in the phase III APEX study. J Clin Oncol. 2008;26(29):4784-90. (1iiA)

2) San Miguel JF, et al. Bortezomib plus melphalan and prednisone for initial
treatment of multiple myeloma. N Engl J Med. 2008;359(9):906-17. (1iiDiii/1iiA)

3) Aoki T, et al. Efficacy of continuous, daily, oral, ultra-low-dose 200 mg acyclovir to
prevent herpes zoster events among bortezomib-treated patients: a report from
retrospective study. Jpn J Clin Oncol. 2011;41(7):876-81. (3iiiC)

4) Fukushima T, et al. Daily 500 mg valacyclovir is effective for prevention of Varicella
zoster virus reactivation in patients with multiple myeloma treated with bortezomib.

Anticancer Res. 2012;32(12):5437-40. (3iiiC)
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CQ5 i3 & £ 5 O Z M E BRI B 1 A F AR ARE O TREIIZ ED & 9 72
BRI LD D

R L— R 7 TY —2A

GO PSR A G T b FIRIE T, IKAET AU > (81-100 mg/H) D FIENAR DGR
fRiiFeiE (DVT) OFIED TRHICHEIRE S D, DVT OBEERZ OfERIA T 2 43 5 5ERI T
IXEDOTHRPVLETH D,

)

HU R~A K (THAL) V7 U FI K (LEN) 72 & Otz £ 5.4 o 5§ E
HCIEER IR MAR ZER2IE  (venous thromboembolism: VTE) Z& 72 L4 <, HrlcEmHA&ET
X242 (DEX) EDOOFHTEDORIEY 271X B35, £/ VIE RBIEEDOHGRRK T
L LTIE, @i, DVT OBEE, FOEIRY 7 —T VO, OHrE BRI, ROE,
DIRER) 73T o d v, RIBEEHIEEGZx3 25 THAL & DEX O0f gk &
DEX BUMBE 59875 & & el U - BRI S ARRBR 238\ C, VTE RAER L THAL B 17%(C
*F L C DEX HMEE 3% L Al DN ARICE - 722, FREAME#IEIC x5 LEN+DEX
ik & DEX HMUERVE & bl L7- MMO10 sABR Cid, R EAR MI2E (deep vein
thrombosis: DVT) O%JE3 L LEN+DEX &iE#E  11.4%, DEX HRRIERE 4.6% & i
DARIZED-T2 3, FTRIBEERIEA XS & Lz THAL 2 5 O REANRIELITo -
BT HIBRFNIC RN T, 728D U FRNAR (100 mg/H) 2O 6 rHREIZET S
DVT, DfEA R b, Z8IRSE7R EDFRIERE 6.4%I2F TR F S W7- 9, HRENEM B
JEIZx9 58~ Y KX K (POM) +DEX 5L DEX BA#E & % ik L 72 MMO003 35k
T, mﬁvx7@ﬁwﬁAaiPmM&5%ﬁ$ AKHET A Y COFRINRE, I
U R 7 D@ EIZIIRS T~ ") O TG 21T, DVT ORERITNTNUHEKT
LT3 9, _zhE@ﬁ?&%rhx%zﬁiﬁf‘%)f’a&ﬁaﬁ’éﬁ%%%fziﬁu@%%rjiﬁbnfﬁD, il
BHENL T AU UABEA STV,

F I R R G OB RERFE BT 5T XN O VTE TR L THRET L -
AT BRI IS ST 5 8, LEN & L <L POM % 5 4T 5Bl B 50 4l
ERIBRIZTEXY N b mg/HERG L= 2 A, Bt 6 /A UIWNITIERMER K OMIEE {5
D VTE ZFE L7- B 1372 <, Btz 3 HROT-0OHTH 7= 0, KRMIZIBWNT
7 EF Y03 VIE X° DVT OREED 22 W ITIIRBRIE S X720 2y, RH&E7 A Y &
OB E 2T, TOHME - BREMEIZOWTZET V AOHMNNEEN D,
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(1) JISZHETR B fe i

=%
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=11
E5

EFSE#iEE¥ 2 (International Myeloma Working Group : IMWG) D43¥E TiE,
B E TG AR OIS E M E X, OEMIC T v —F A RBEMEN b D F &
2 WIS O TR MIAE O E, @FREPIC n—F AR EMIRZZED e, O
SRR RS A AN IR R X R, HERER X OVE#E MRI (7213 CT) THEF &350 7%
V), @IE#EFEE (CRAB) %307y, O4EBATNTEM-IHEARLEZShTVDY,
F 7B F I ITEKES AR O M B BEIR T A AT S LR R Y, O4RIC Ty r—F
IVIRTEE BN & R % F 8 2 WITHEH R O T E M E D fF1E, @QFBREP D 7 v—F 173
TEEAMIE<10%, @IMSZHEEAILIERZ DSMZITE X%, MR JOVE# MRI (£7-1%
CT) THEREZBDR, O4EBTRTEMEZTRETHD V,

WO AR O I E A (T e, Blsle, YRR, W6, FORAR, IREE, U X
CIZHAET D, 80%LL B3 EEAGER EEHLE 1204 L, LERGE ClIRl s L,
FIFEREIR ARG IARAG TR DFE AL CTH 2 D, BETHEL AR D ANSL ML TR B o I oD okl 1 X — i
WZAEIR T, ZRMEHE~OERIIFH TH D2, B OISR E IR X250 EBiE I
HRE LTV, HRREITEO®RE TIE, BFOMSEEREMAEZEE 5 E0EFEE
(0S), #ERAGFES (DFS) 32NN 70%E 46% TH Y, 5HETRLEEN LR T
JE~BAT LT 2, SR BEE~BIT LI D 21 T Th o= & &h
TWD, Wolt AEFRIBHIE~ERT D L ZOTHRIL, SRIEEHMIEOT% & R%ICHE
Ted, RIS HEEHE~OERNS TR ERDDL EEXOND, £z, KIET 1998~
2004 FO MW SN E IR R 1,472 1O % 2 AT Lol <, B8
FEIZE OS, RBREAAEFESG & bIE <, B OMSIIERE MM & WL O ISP
FEEMIaED T4 % ik 5 & 0S8, FEERFRMNAEFEIS &b ITE OISR E M uED
EIVTHRARETHD ¥, EERERNAEGTEEL, B OMSIYEREMIEEL? 50%, #GHTHH
OISR 80% T T h—I1l7»>THE Y, MFEAOM THBRICKE N
HDHZEMDRINTND,

AT & UG BIRTE & ARHUIRR A T TN b, £, TREDEALCIB R R
WXV BRIE b IEt S D, — BRI BRESE E DS O & B 2 b T D08, SEf
DD Te N & H B BUIRRIFRIEO B &7 E O+l metn 7 <, BEAETRR XML
ENTWeW, PREFRTL LT, HFEEBIOERERSem K CThHDHZ &Y M, Fi-
ZRMERIE~OERZRET DR T L LT, ZEEOEDORKE SSLCEASETO M E
HOFEEREF LR TN 5,
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(2) ALT7 2 A R—Y R T HIEE
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AL 7384 R—V R, BEPEMRIVEESNDE ) /7 a—F Ak rsaT )

M EROBRHEL SF)ICHKT L7 I v A NEAN ST HMGICILE L, BEskEE 2k
REBTHD, i r7m7 ) CEEHESDICHRT 2L OIXAH Y I 24 R—3 X LEEN,
WEEHbETRErs a7 ) T IS R—T A LS, SREFHECFEEE~ 2
ya 7 MSER EREBERE A DR WA Z RS, SRR D BE A RIE AL
TIaA R—=VRALMES, LavL, EBICIEmE OB R EERERN A S, WHO 475358
QoI TIEHMEZE LD TFHEMET I A R—v AL LTS V, FHEEDINRDIZE
STRHMELRRELICRINENS, AEBIIHRERETHY | 2014 FITHEE I -2 E
JE A TIE, 2012~2014 4F0 AL 7 X B A R— U AH#EERF T 3,200 Bl TH 7= 2,
7 InvA NEEHOWWHITOE, B, i EeE, R & 2EaEcbhbien . 2%
IRERRIEIR 2 B 5, MEEZWITIR B FAIET I E-S & Congo red Yufa TRREAIZYE
0. RCHEME T CROaOBERITZ R"RT 2 EBAMATHDL, SLITHRET T U BN
PR E AWt T7 R u A RORMEZRET 5, WABEAREREEIL, 7in
A RILEEN L Z L —Y—~A 7 ad At s a CTRIRL, BE&MIT21T5, M EAOKR
HHSIRIYE - JROBEEBERIKSE), AEEXKBIOIE), RS (free light chain: FLC)D
HETRENELSARATHD, AMEOTFRIIARTHY, HIHEGFITOBWNSD 50%4+
HFHRITRB X Z 130 A, BIOWWREZAET HEMIEITHARETH D, IREEEIET I v A
READKK E 72> TNWDE 7 a—F )17 FLC OREA 200\l U, lgerE 215
FT 52 L8HD, BHEFEARM MBI D 72 D IR BEAE 153 @&\ O TG
ZEEICHF L, VAZIS UL EORELBE LEMT D2 ENEETH D 39,

2% 3CHR

1) Mckenna RW, et al. Plasma cell neoplasms. Swerdlow SH, et al, eds. WHO
Classification of Tumours of Haematopoietic and Lymphoid Tissues. Lyon, IARC;
2017: pp254-5.

2) THRAERE. 7 InA F— AT 2PENTE EAT B AT a BHEMR R
BORMIEFEE 7 I v A F—3 X 2FENIE R 27 EEERIENT iR S E. ppl-
23, 2016.

3) Jaccard A, et al. High-dose melphalan versus melphalan plus dexamethasone for AL
amyloidosis. N Engl J Med. 2007; 357(11): 1083-93. (1iiA)

4) Comenzo R, et al. Autologous stem cell transplantation for primary systemic
amyloidosis. Blood. 2002; 99(12): 4276-82.
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V=R BN

F9. AFEBMWOBEIGN 6 2 D E P& EEICHRFT (AL CQL, =BT > A L~L2B),
HBEBHEOBIERHITY AZIELTAL 7 7 50 OFELEE L CEET S, BFE
FHRTIC X Dara-BCD (2 L 2 BEAFE AR IEZ FEMiT 5 (AL: CQ2, =7 ALl 2B), &
FEE IS O 72 WA 1T, AL & LT Dara-BCD 23 it S5 (AL: CQ3, =EF > A L
V1), FDENDIBEE LTIZANLT 7 T o+7 %9 2 2V L EMEL/DEX) 23 #ESE S h
%5, BIEIEH DN VGPR REERIARLT Y I 7« LF U R R 8 OFHREH %2 E
T 5,

AL7I04F—L R
|

! }
BiE@ELHY | cal BHE@EZL
BB AR ZOMDARE
Dara-BCD caz Dara-BCD, MEL/DEX cas
HD-MELIZ &5
B R AR IH M HEEIE
l A%, VGPRA F:E v

BUERE B, L
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CQl AL 7 I vA F— T4 5 H S M e A8 0 18 H e L 3w 7

Heig /L — R 7Y —2B

frAR=2 T < 0.06 ng/ml, [HEHIME > 90 mmHg, EH##E(eGFR >50 mL/min/1.73
m2), 4EHH(<70 )X° performance status(<2)7p & % FEUE|ZH GBS 2 BIRT 2L EN B
Do

fiRt

TR 3 S0 (1) D SR R IE E & AL 3 5 2 & T B Z % i i M BE B e oD 1 R B AT 1
(treatment related mortality; TRM)72S 10.5%75 1.1% £ TIK F L7=Z EnEsE ST
% 1, Mayo Clinic 7> DHETIZ b R=T>0.06ngml =7 v b A 7fEE LT=2%E.
FERETIL 100 AN OIELE RN 28% T o 7= DIZk LIERETIX 7% TH Y, haA=
v T SEOREFITBAERIS & T TiERy 2, [UHEY M+ < 90mmHg DK+ &
performance status (ECOG > 2) DJEFIZ TRM 23 s S TR Y B3 & Tid/
VY 3 FEEREREREE 2 A T AIERITIL, 30 HUNIZBI DM EE R D U A7 BENT &
DG SN TEY , BHEIS 2 EEICHRET 20BN H D 99,

BN

1) Gertz MA, et al. Refinement in patient selection to reduce treatment-related
mortality from autologous stem cell transplantation in amyloidosis. Bone Marrow
Transplant. 2013;48(4): 557-61. (3iiiA)

2) Gertz MA, et al. Troponin T level as an exclusion criterion for stem cell
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(3iiiB)

3) Mollee PN, et al. Autologous stem cell transplantation in primary systemic
amyloidosis: the impact of selection criteria on outcome. Bone Marrow Transplaant.
2004; 33(3): 271-7. (3iiiB)

4) Leung N, et al. The impact of dialysis on the survival of patients with
immunoglobulin light chain (AL) amyloidosis undergoing autologous stem cell
transplantation. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2016; 31(8): 1284-9. (3iiiB)

5) Palladini G, et al. Management of AL amyloidosis in 2020. Blood. 2020; 136(23):
2620-7. (Review)

85




CQ2 BA#EIGD AL 7 2 v A R—3 AR L TED X 5 R BHERTTERESEI D S5 0

HeLE 7L — R 7 =Y —2B

B SCE G 2FIC B ZRMATE R EARIEN IR SN D, BIRTIRY 7Y A= T+
RNVT Y IT+V 7 aRAT 7 I R+7 %4 2 % U yEikE(Dara-BCD)IC X 5 5 fifid AR 1%
PSS,

fiRt

ABNIRIBIRIED B SN TBLR TIX, BEBEEZE ORI ZTRD 720126 T~ TOJER]
THEMENFIEDHRIND, RVT Y I T+T7 XA X N KD EMRENFIEZICA
FBEAT OB L BEBIE OB ORE & % bl U 72 /N G 3 O JEAE 2 LhsigaliR i, 1
MR FHFE50(86% vs 54%), FERZZNZ(68% vs 36%) CHARE AFIEREDN BT FE R T
bolz, IBIT 2HERAELFF95% vs 69%). 2 FFEETTAAFHR(81% vs 51%) T RLAFE NS
ERENENL TV Y, 50 NOBHEIGES CHEBMERIORNNLT Y I T+7 X AL v
W2 KD EMREANFEON R A et L7128 2 fHaBr il 1B EEEIC K 5 dropout 3%
Mo 72(30%)2, ZAVTRRERD /D7 iisk N E £ TV & & twice-weekly THR/LT
ITMEESINTEZENRE LD L BDND, TV LA THRALT Y I T+ 7 miR
A7 7 2 R+7 %4 2 % A (Dara-BCD) X ANDROMEDA G5 T\ VA 2hi: & 7R S
LD BIEN RS, BHERTORAEAREIZE LTS EEbd 9, ¥7Y AT HRE
HCERWEEFIARNLT Y I T+ 7 8RR T 7 I R+7 XV A4 Y EENRHER S D,
twice-weekly DR/LT V' I TEREIIFIEN RO DHELE I LR 2,

BN

1) Huang X, et al. Induction therapy with bortezomib and dexamethasone followed by
autologous stem cell transplantation versus autologous stem cell transplantation
alone in the treatment of renal AL amyloidosis: a randomized controlled trial. BMC
Med. 2014;12: 2. (1iiA)

2) Minnema MC, et al. Bortezomib-based induction followed by stem cell
transplantation in light chain amyloidosis: results of the multicenter HOVON 104
trial. Haematologica 2019; 104(11): 2274-82. (3iiiD)

3) Kastritis E, et al. Daratumumab-based treatment for immunoglobulin light-chain
amyloidosis. N Engl J Med. 2021; 385(1): 46-58. (1iiDiv)
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CQ3 BHEIGDMRWNAL T I K= A LT ED L ) RIGEBENRD B D0

e L — N h5 Y —1
BHEIEEICIEFNITIE T Y LA~ T+RAVT Y I T+ 7 aR AT 7 2 R+T7 %P X & g
tE(Dara-BCD) 3 HEE X 5,

it

HTYARRTHRNT Y I T+ 7 a R A7 7 I R+7 X% X & ik (Dara-BCD) I
ANDROMEDA Bk TEWA N & FFR S mtED R S, BRI O SRS AL
LTCW5s & Ebihs D, ANDROMEDA 5% Ci StagelllB #Fr< 388 ADRIREE AL 7
A F—3 A0 D-CyBorD # & CyBorD FEIZIEAEZIZHI D 1T BTz, MRFRIZRZ)=
(HR) - 522%%h%(CR) & 12 D-CyBorD ## THEIZEBIF Th o> 7-(HR, 92% vs T7%:; CR,
53% vs 18%), 6 Ak R DL & B DONE#EZEE#HE S D-CyBorD #£2N BAFCTh - 7200, 42%
vs 22%; &, 54% vs 27%), A FFRIIRKE RETA LN o728, MiZkiL D-CyBorD #
T 8%, CyBorDH T 4% Th 72, ZORENLARLTE 20218 H 25 HEX TV AT
RTFREERNT Y ITN, v I7akrA 77 I R+7 389242y 0 L offHEE,. D-CyBorD
WIEE LTRHM AL 7 I A R— RIxT &R EBG L, BRSO AL 7
24 R— 22k B1H%E & LTI D-CyBorD BIEDBHERE S LD,

ZDIENDOIREE LTUIANT 7 T o+T X% A & UREMEL/DEX) 28 96 ] % xf 4 &
L723BR T 67%!(C PR DL ED HR 3% B, ShRFEELUL 4.5 2 H & 7L sz b 48%
IZHRBNTWD 9, MEL/DEX [3RFEMER R <. T D% ORMBIESHE R Tl A7
5.1 4, EHIEAIFHIM 3.8 45 Ch -7 3, MEL/DEX & HEBH & DT ¥ LMulkEh
THEOFMMERHERE SN TND 9,

BN

1) Kastritis E, et al. Daratumumab-based treatment for immunoglobulin light-chain
amyloidosis. N Engl J Med. 2021; 385(1): 46-58. (1iiDiv)

2) Palladini G, et al. Association of melphalan and high-dose dexamethasone is
effective and well tolerated in patients with AL (primary) amyloidosis who are
ineligible for stem cell transplantation. Blood. 2004; 103(8): 2936-8. (3iiiDiv)

3) Palladini G, et al. Treatment with oral melphalan plus dexamethasone produce long-
term remission in AL amyloidosis. Blood. 2007; 110(2): 787-8. (3iiiDiv)

4) Jaccard A, et al. High-dose melphalan versus melphalan plus dexamethasone for AL

amyloidosis. N Engl J Med. 2007; 357(11): 1083-93. (1iiA)
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(3) POEMS JEMRREIZ R % IR 5

=%
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=11
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POEMS JEfEREIL, 23408 E (Polyneuropathy), f##sfE K (Organomegaly), PNZy4
F#(Endocrinopathy), M & HIJEM protein), ZJEELK (Skin change)’s & O£ E72JK
Brk R 5 2H KRR TH S, 1980 12 Bardwick H 23 EEMEDOIH LT 52 & - T
POEMS JEfERE L fRE DL, AR TIL 1984 FICHH H A7 v & - TRIBUEMGRE S LT L
7o BUE, AN TCEZ vy - PEEVERRE, Ok Tk POEMS JEERE L MR D Z &
N, ZDENEANE. PEP JEGR EOLHRTHIEN S8, T_XTR—DERTH 5,

KB DTV BARICBWTEWHEEOSWERTH S, EFEEL UL B
WO OWMELR, BBEICBW TS ORERH D, 201244 AnD 2015 4 3 HiZfTh
N 2ERE I CENEFE 392 4, BAEFIZ 10 FAIC03 A@BESN TS, RBIE
(CHIIR 137 < . BRI APEIZEE LT 15 (5ORIEZE RO, FIERFERIT 20 5% 5 80
AR & IR < A3 LSRRI 54 3k & ZRMEEHIIE L D B ETh o7, ZRMRRICLY
EEMMENE LEESN, KPICIIZBBAETHRICEDL Z L H D20, BRHOBMH -
BRI AR THRUGEICEE CH D, 2015 FITEAT AR EEN (TEWA : /e - iE
WEREERE) ICRRE STV D,

POEMS JEGEREDOFFREIT 43 1T S TUVZRWAS, 1996 4E12, AEFERE A fiLiE o
& N 2 #EFEIR 1~ (VEGF : vascular endothelial growth factor) 235 EE & 72> T
D2 ENHE 9XNTLOR, VEGF BEERIEREZAER L TND Z EAHEE STV D,
o, ANEGRHCBIT 2 MEARIIBETH I, 1ZIEEFITARTH D, 20 N AIFEE
FREESHIZ VA1 subfamily (2)& L. 2 FEEHO AORMIERE T ICHKT D 2 LR EnTEH
DD IBIZZOHOMERNLOBRICT, ANREBX BN RE ThD 2 & BHRE
ENTW5D, 7 POEMS SEMREOEMIIZET 8 in A BROE BRI T a7 7 A
ME, ZREEHESCERAAOR u— U EHr~ a7 ) VlfE & IR TRY,
FrRM72E 7 7 u—F VB MIROSFEEIZBE S LT A ATEEES RIB ST 5 9,

AIEGEREODW L HEAL K 1 OITRT, SHMREE LT/ 7 v —F VUV REME (13
BT N ARRE) AMATHY ., X5 VEGF BNEOF ANLETH D, 1BFEHIH
EHRAEL LTI, MEFENZENINZ, VEGF FRhCM R Ot 7 & 2 Ik L7 165
BHACHIE R ERRIB I N TV D, SRMRIEEFILRHN 5N 5 R 2285k T 2 73,
Z OO TR TH DlFseER, NoWEE, M EAIE, BEERITEHE RN HHMT
L b2 T ik Cld e W ARICEE 2 T 5,

POEMSEMEREDOIEH L LT, BIBREAT v A MRENEIITOIL TV Z 1980 U E T
IR AEFIMIE 33 A ERETH Y, 1990 FRLIEIZIE MP IENEA S, FHE
FHINT 5~10 - L BN BV, RN RIT R+ Th o7 7, HORIBELN
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e LCHRMICHR L, BT X 2 RS 85I AUE BEREO FIESE & Moo T2,
IR, ZRM BRI ICYE U 7RI 2 16 AR & 95 B A a3 U R~ A
R 72 EDOFHRFER OGRNERHE S, IWRBELTERPEF LLIEL TV D, FHICEFE
BAEATRIEGIC BT 2 PR OWENRINTWD 8, REEOEMENTET 255
X, BEHRIBE S L < IIAVRHEIBR OB EN S S Tun b 9, 72, POEMS JEERE
TR R EBEE 20 M MR OTEMEAL 2588 . FIFERE)> B I I8 P 55 72 & oD i S 52 8 B
INDHeH, 7TAEY Ui EOFU/IMEEDO AR S LS.

F7o. 2 WBRERIROE=42Y o 7IH e VEGF (3 4E & fiiE THIERTRE Td 2 73,
M4 VEGF XY & ifiF VEGF T, XV EMEICHBEZRKMRT L2 EARINTEY ., MG
VEGF ORIEAHERE S D, 20214 6 A X0 REG#EIC TRATTEETS 2,

POEMS JEERE D BF LRGeS OHEITIZ LV performance status (PS) N AE &7
D, VBB T D & RIMRIEE OUGEEIZE - T PS biET 5, 1REHILOTRR )T
FOWEDBRIZIE, TORLEBEETHLERD D,

%1 POEMS JEERED BT IYE 0

REHE (W)

1 ZFRRER (BUREVERETE 23 URAY)

2 B/ 7 vu—F Vg MREEE (ZIERICARMER)

Do KREEHE QoL E&i7=3)

3 F v AT

4 CEEEMERA

5 VEGF L&

NELYE

6 lEaelEoK 0P, THE, VU o SHERR)

7 MESMARERTEE GEIE, Mok, IEAK)

8 WA ERE RIF, MR, FIEE, VR, BIFCRE, R

9 BUSEE (BRILA, £E, RERERLEE Liwr7/ —8, Bl TUREA)

10  FLEATYE

11 /RS 26/ U ©

Z DO - Bl

Ih4E, WEED, 20T, e EA RS, iR E, TH, % Bkl

1) POEMS JEMEEEOBWNICIE, BAKEEOMZICMZ, TOMOKIERE 1 LI, 20/ 1 oL
LRI NERD D,

a) &/ 7 v —F VBB B TRV F ¥ v AL {5 T SBFEET S,

b) BERIF & R REERE S F XA R E O o, BTN E AT 7 S 20,

o) BH ¥ v v A~ UROEDEN T IUE, A el MRIBINI DR 2 L BB,
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CQ1 POEMS JEMHEI X2 H 526 M wfill e R AE o0 3 & AL AE (3 ArT 70>

WX L— R 547 L
SRV BIE Y U 7o AE S SR Y 2 I OB AT 9 28, AR FRIC R0 7 A Aok o
FIZL > TR DO PS AR TH - TH, BIHEOIRIERSEIC LV PS OE» HIFRF
SNDHEITIIAREE LT, HBEIHWT 5 2 LBUETH D, FlEAEIC LD
WOAPREERITV, EFREOWE, M VEGF [EOK T O®%IZ, B AR MmE R -
BHZITO ZENREE LW

il

2000 FFEL LV 65 FAl DIEFIZ I C B Z & M E I A KR EA V7 7 7 A
OFRMERHE SND L D122 2004 4F1Z Mayo Clinic £ ¥ 16 flO#H & 23 e Sz v,
FEAT AT RE 14 BRI FHISE 2RO BRI Bk 2 %8 e L7z 9 BIfs A 1)
TATRE L 72 B 70 B W72 PS OBE AR08, R TTIZ 1 BRI EE T, 6 {4
N ICU FHAZE L7, ERHEBRDZW E COMEhRE 42 W A, SLICBHNLE
ETOHMFRE 5 W H L, BE TCOHMBNT L BIICKATEY B2, 7
WIEIEN ANEE L E 2 bz, D% 2012 412 Mayo Clinic X 9 59 #i|o> B 5 & gl
NSRS O B A RAE 2 s S 9, 5 AEREFEIS (08S) 94%, 5 A /7R (PFS)
5% & BAF7RfE R VR STz, EBMT I281) % 1997~2010 40 127 il OBAEH] D% 515
BOFRHT DB N TH, Al RElE 50 5% (26~69 5%) . 34 PFS & OS 1% 84% & 94% &
B efERCTH o720, BHEEEAESFS L L CTEFEREIEORIN 23% & @2 &3
Iz,

A A& MR AR T — & — 2 % W25 RIAENT CIE 9, 2000~2011 4RI 95
BICHZEBHEI TS TE Y, Fl PRl 53 5% (28~725%). 34 PFS & OSiXzh
2 78.3% & 88.8% CThH V., BIHANZ PS AR TH-ThH, Bl OMRRFEMFT R OUE
IZE D PSITAEICYE L T\ o, AFFERRET 11 61 (15.7%) (2380, Bk b Ois
L LTRSS o T2,

U boX oz, AEBHIC L D4EmTH%, PSONFIIHLNTHY , HEES DR
W25, L, BHEZEEGIHESL L TAEBERIIEEDRLETH S, BIERITIE, £V
B 6 ORI 72 A7 v A RIEHRIZ L DI AZBEH5 9,

Zhao HIE, H—fagx D 347 Bl xtg e U<, BFE LSRR (165 ), AL7 7
Fr+TX ALY (MDex) #iE (194, LF VU R F+F7%H A% (Ld) ik
(103 ) > 3 FEEE D HIEIIEIR 21T - 7= 19)% POEMS H38 & 1% TR U720, I~
FfEE, VEGF TR & bICHFEBMEEN R bENDHRTHY . 3 4 PFS [3BMHHET
87.6%. Ld F£ T 64.9% & BHERE CHEICRA Th o 7oy, #RREFAIUGE, 3 4 0S [Zo0
TIX 3 REMI CH BTGB R o T2, 4 50 il B, M e, MK, 38X 0 eGFR
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<30 mL/min/1.73m2 ® 1 I H LA B A&l 72 EFNZ IV T, BEBEBSMOREIEL D b
BHNFE, PFS L HICENTERY, 20Xk 57U A7 NTE2HT DIEFICHT D HFZ B
OFFAERR ST,

F 72, BB TITE VEGF &8O 2R T, Btk O A DHE O RIS A3
IRVMEB2VR I TN D D, RIS E LT, MKFERRES & il VEGF R0 o
BRI TIX. BAF72 PFS EMHBIL Cuvie, ZAEMATICL Y. Fiis 50 sl b, JERHE
DHBAEE COMMMN BELLE, KRN 27 KFE LTSN, S5ICHE
FRAIZ BT 2% ARG 9128 W T B IAEERIC, BAERTO MYE VEGF A% 1,000 pg/mL A
I SN TV RETIE, STV AR > =B L TBAE% PFS IZABICRIFTH
V. OS bRERDHAZ RO L0 h . BRERTORBHEOEEMEN RSN TS,
KA MR EUE Y 7 e AR A7 7 I R LT G-CSFHEAML U A VRNV S D Z &8
2D, [FRRICER R ORI TR B L 7= A OHE O HBL b S S ck v | i VEGF
=0, EEREOUER OBRBULENEE L 9,

ULEX Y, X 0RENOIBFEDHFH S 2B L L LTk, BERoZRMEE
BENEARE & FREOBEBIENTIERE SN S OO, BIRIIC PS AR ThH-> THBMEEIZ
WENHIFFCTE 2720, PS KRR DL TR D ATREME A JEBRE 7", RAREAFEZAT
W, BEIREEOUGE - M1E VEGF O T2k L& A 2 2 7 TORMKER, BAiR
WAEATO T EMEE LV, BAERHFEH 50 5% LA B, RIRIFHE MR O E Y R 7 B T,
B F & MBS iR L 0 A TH 5 FRERH 5.
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CQ2 i) > POEMS JEMHEIZ &3 2 TAREABEIT T HELE S 10 % 70

HeLE 7L — R 7 =Y —2B

P U R~vA F+TFHFAZ Y BE, BHHOLTY R R+T7X 922 UHE, AL
T ITHT XV R FERHER NS,

(B VU K~ RLAOIRANL IR 4L

it

POEMS JEGREOZMIRHIIL, KRR EIZL Y PS AR, REIFREEN 2780 5 Z
EMZN, MG VEGF IR RIS T 560 A A ~—T—Th v D, BAEATO L.
15 VEGF [EREED F £ TR EZ1T- 72BICiE,. BHEAUHED 7 T HE LWV & i
ENTND 2, LEER-T, ZRMEEHNEE FRICHRICEMREARIEZITD, 281k
HED Y - Mih VEGF O T ICE MR, BHERAREST 2 ENEE LYY,
ZHE TR - FRREHABICRIT B U R~ A RO FHIEA & 7 SRS A5
FEORIERHE SN TEY 3, BEBEIGHFIZEBODTHREBEOEENSHVLOND Z 3%
VY,

FU R~ R+TFH A2 BETIE, U F~A RiE 100 mg/HH R L, %)
R RERICE Y REEZHFET 5, AEFG L L CORREMARM RS DR BT A
IZEEFEDLTENRZNNR, —FH TIRAMERIROFIEHE L& EERLETH L, CQ3 IT#
WD I DT, 202142 HICH Y R~ A RIZARH T POEMS JEE#EI 0 H 2 B L 7=
LU R RIZonTid, fEAZELVF U R R (10 mg/day, day 1-21, &0 #5) + 7%
AL AEOFRERHE ¥ SNTHY ., BRTOEELRAEFS., InEBEEFENEOF
BT, BRI/ AE TH o7, 3FEOHEE 0S90%, PFST5% Th o7z, 72721,
ESHIIEE BN R 2K T SRV K 912 3~4 a— 2 DEMMOIRIRIC L EOLULERD 5.,

RALTYITHFXHAEZ O AEICONT S, FEO L —F s ST
% 85, RLT Y ITIIREFSLE L TORMBMREEOBBBEN G < ek o E b
DIEAESN-2, (K& (1.0 mg/m?2 day 1,4, 8,11) ZH\W5Z & THEFS LV bkt
FEIARIEN BRI DFERTH o2, BT Y I TR ER I LR 5 ARETH Y . IR
R RE A 28 BRI HETT L CBIEFE 2D X O EFNC S RWERIK L 725,
BRERTIE, Y RvA RERRE . 2O OFHIERIL POEMS JEMEEEIZKT U E PN PRERGE
Mo ThH s,
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CQ3 I D72y POEMS SEMEREI X 2 1R I 23 HELE S v 5 7

R 1L — R 53U —2B
YU R~AF, LFURIFR, RATYVITEOFRER LT 22 OO FERE.
ANT 7T+ T XY ALY ARERRL BN D,

it

65 kLA b F 7 I INEERRE 2 A T D B IR IS B E O ER - HEREIS KT D AR AR
S LTV, ZRMEERIIEICHE U B PRIECHTHER R A ST D

AL FRE L L, RAREEIXEAED T VX AbAZ O T2 1B O %D
HEEINTWDS, Li 5iFA L7772 (10 mg/m2, day 14, A& E)+T VA %
(MDex) JRIENYIFRBFICANTHD EWAE L=, 31 61% 2561 (80.6%) ZIMiEFH)
T, AFTHRRFSE L IfE VEGE O T 27807, BIEM R Rfg 21 »
A OBBETIX, 2B MRFEHERE e AFE L TW s, EFARRIC O W TIEH &7
TRV,

FHERCHOWTIE, DBREZFLICHY RvA FOFEPKREES L, £D% LY
R R, ATV IT7TOEMMELHRESN TS

P U R~A RiZi/172 VEGF FEAMGHER ZH L, AIEBHEOIEHRICHERAICHE T 5 38
K TdH D, Kuwabara HITBMHEIEEIGHEE I L, U R~A R+ 2 %Y (Td)
FEZITO, G VEGF EOKT ., RIS (PN) OWEle &0 RIF &L 157
D, D%, KB T LY R~A FO@EICIERZ B Lc B 8 Z sk ItE 7 7 &
AR v 7 st (J-POST #BR) 23 Thiviz, 25 4 0B FXBHEIEHEIS O
POEMS JEREEH & 24 HF OV U R~ K (100-300mg/day, # H NR) +7 %4 2 %>
> 12mg/m? (dayl-4, 28 HfE) (Td) WEREE 7T R+T V2 XV URICEID 1), =
FERHMEEE Th 5 24 BB OMLIE VEGF B REBEE LT, @, 77 BRI HIT 58
BHNE Td FERICRAT Lo, 24 B O MG VEGE Brb31%, Td BERTHEICRAC
HY (95% CI: 0.02-0.80; p=0.04). ifijE VEGF fEOKEN /RIS N7z 9 , Mk EENEE O
FHIIZ 3BV TIE 24 R R TIIABREERB ORI, =T T~ E o7 T2
W CHEERD T, AEFGLE LT, 28% IR R E 2 380 72 N R
EEole, o, TARIEFRIC TEBIAMERIRZEO T, EEXLETHD, Zhb
OWFFERRRIZ LD, 202142 AIZY U R~ o RIFUTSEBR T TR C POEMS SEfFERELC
SN Ry G A Y

LF Y R REHY F~A RED b PN ORBBBHEIIKS . VEGF R IL-6 EDHA
A > OPEEFIIEASCEHAER 2G5 2 &5 POEMS JEWEREC KT 2 A b0
HEENTWD, Royer HbiZLF U R R+FxY 2 &Yy (Ld) #EEZT =056 4 4
BT 20 BN DWW THITHBNTENT L 7= 9, VGPR UL EDZ5hIX 68% DEHIZFRD Hi,
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P ATEE 17 Bz T, i VEGF OFERBUDAFED bivle, £7-. Nozza bl
Ld 15 BRE ORI AR RER 21TV, 18 B 13 6 (72%) IZHRRSEAY F 7o I3 RRIR B
TR, 3EPFSIE59% Th oo L L7z 9, HREHGEMICH L Th, [FEROEH
BT U P FOFRAENRSATND 9,

ANVT Y I 7L PN OBEENE <. POEMS JEMRECIIT S PN 2 IE 5 2 L2V
WEINDD, AELHE SN TND, TOMOHT CD38 HifkdE 2 & Lo B oA HI
FERE R TIZO T EFREICEE Y . AR, ZEMITARHRER L,
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