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— BARLAEOREME - BAEMOFMET S
- ARSI HAEREEIRT S
— EEYICLBBREDYAUERDITS
— PR3TEDSLVOHMENRRADHENERIEDH S

— FEBRMEEICX->TIE,
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* Ph3DBEMNERDRBEH, ESWRO>TNEIHN?



Jlnl

=1 BERg AN A (Ph2: PFS, Ph3: OS)

* Ph2&Ph3TEFHEIE A NELDEEIC, Ph2DFERMNHPh3MIEES)
RERBOHEIHEELT, RAXRT770—F =R -F4H
— Sabin et al. (2014), Sabin et al. (2015)% &%
— AmgenTRHWGLN TS GEX LD EER)

o TARNYIIVRAE
— PR2DFEEMNSPR3DAENREZRIBOH A AL (SEIIRNA X FAZ0EIE) ITH
2

— BREMRZEEL-BEEAITHLT, BEDIRDESDZFXZHRFEATREND
BR{F{EZ &>7=PoS (Probability of Success)*ELNVDZEZ FITHRAMN?

*13P, successlTEE/IEERBLUNZHLERTERIGETHAST=0, BHADEAFEZ L2 DT
[+ HPoSELNI I TIHZRLY
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#%: data
« ETILHK 7r: parameter PFSEOSD BRI
— 9,~N(u, €2) (posteriorz ALY T[EIRIE#R+95%C)
- Mi~N(¢i’T2) 1.75 O

- ¢ =pxZ GEXIXu; =px7;)

- 0 iBEOHRBRTHRASNIZOSDINHR - ., O
— € FEEDIEHBRE(EHLET D) :
— u iFEDBREDODEDOSDIN HR

OSH d rat
5
C

— ¢ PESHBIFENBHEDOSDIN HR d ) o

- 2 HEBREOEEsDFE " (?/C o

— B:{EE (OSEPFSD AR )

— Z; BB OB TEBSNIZPFSDIn HR
(PESIEE#HEEZEZTLND) PFS Hazard ratio

— Prior — Posterior*

— B~N(0,100%),t~Uniform(0,2) — B~N(0.6831,0.08072)*, E(r) = 0.0241

*Sabin et al. (2014)MsupplementKYF|IBLF-DARX DR ERLS1-6, FERVLEZVELD
HEREDTMILERSMERE (CORDERDI=H) 7
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% 1.25 O
2 100 K@H
0S < ) O
HR=0.757 o7s
C O
0.50
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Sabin et al. (2014) ,
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Sabin et al. (2014) |
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« ETILH

#%: data

3]_" parameter PFS&OSO)F;&L%'HE
- HNN(qb' Tz) 1.75 O
—¢=Bx0
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1.25 O

— 5: Ph2DEDPFSDIn HR
— d: thfﬁﬁiﬂlléhf—PFsovln HR

05 Hazard ratio
P
(=]

)

- FIEO)*EEH/\% o C)

— Prior (AEIRDOFERESBANERIC)
— B~N(0.6831,0.08072)

— 1 =0.0241 — PFS HR = exp(d) = 0.658, 05 = 0.05

— §~N(0,102)

*Sabin et al. (2014)TlL, T—2ZDELDO TIEES, BAMERERVIAALEREREL TS, SEIIERIELI-F TR
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PoOSZERRIZSHELTH S
t: PFS HR=0.6587=>1=-1 5 & DPh2M A X I RIDP0S

Observed PFS HR=0.658 Ph2 events
True OS HR Power Ph3 events 40 80 120
(OS 95%Cl: 0.48-1.15) | (OS 95%Cl: 0.55-1.02) | (OS 95%Cl: 0.57-0.96)
90% 508 67.8% 72.3% 75.9%
07 80% 380 63.5% 66.2% 69.4%

o FHRLI=&SIZ, PFSHR=0.658DIHE, ANV MM EZINIL, PoSIE LR
« BRHEANEVRERTHAUNDAD, PoSHEELNCEHMLRE HEDT)
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POoSZERIZHELTHS
T: RICPFSO#E R A B KEEEL, OSOEENRLERELRE

Observed PFS HR=0.750 Ph2 events
True OS HR Power Ph3 events 40 80 120
(OS 95%Cl: 0.53-1.27) (0OS 95%Cl: 0.60-1.11) (OS 95%Cl: 0.64-1.05)
0.757? 90% 508 53.6% 55.8% 55.1%
* (0] o (o] o (0] o (o]
(0.82) 80% 380 48.7% 49.5% 48.3%

-

HIEAOL)0S HR=0.75F R €9 N IXt&R H 1190% DR ET D EMNTE S,
PoSTETE I 5L, OSMBREE S, ELMENELHIND

Q TH, TDPoSHT, A[IZ{FEZBD ? = P3N Go/NoGoDEMEIZFEZ 5 J

~
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PoSZGo/NoGoIZRLSIHE D TEREFHEI D A A—

FLOEERIZHE T
BOSH/N\YF—K L

exp(L)DBE D
OS HR
eXp (d)) $~=N[(3¢>’<T;) Ph3 design
OS HR=0.75 .
) 80%: 380 events
90%: 508 events
Ph2D A N3 l
| unER | Pos1
| A% f)l | =75%
| uDER PoS2 ﬁ%?é:tté
| o ()2 =62% 4 mEs
(P3Success)
BELLS
X QA RY 5
(P3Fail)
| uDER . PoSn
| 4 f(wn =45%

Sabin et al. (2015),,
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-DJ<{PoSO it

=
A

%E

Range of true OS HR

0.75 0.4to0 1.0 0.85t0 1.0
. Max Average
PoS criterion Ph2 events Power P(P2Go) P(P2GoP3Fail) | P(P2GoP3Fail)

90% 70% 19% 13%
60% 80

80% 62% 18% 10%

90% 78% 26% 19%
50% 80

80% 73% 26% 16%

90% 55% 20% 18%
60% 40

80% 49% 20% 15%

90% 70% 28% 26%
50% 40

80% 62% 27% 23%

(e [Ph2 804 R R]PoS=60%%BAMEIZT B, OSTHEMH BB (HR-0.75) 1ZGo )

L, IERHNLUNVE S (HR=0.85-1.0) ITHFEYGoL TEREALZLY & LIWEEME

« [Ph2 404/ R R])PoS=50%ZFRMEIZT &, OSTHIEREMHDHE (HR=0.75) (2
L God B, IERMNEUES (HR=0.85-1.0) TY, 26% TGol TEMT %
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