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## 5174775430 : MAJOR MEDICINE

KEYWORDS : COST ANALYSIS/NON-SMALL CELL LUNG CANCER / TYROSINE KINASE INHIBITOR
NUTTAPONG TOPIBULPONG : COST ANALYSIS BETWEEN TYROSINE KINASE INHIBITOR
VERSUS DOCETAXEL IN ADVANCED NON-SMALL CELL LUNG CANCER. THESIS ADVISOR :
ASST.PROF. VIROTE SRIURANPONG, M.D., 64 pp.
Background: Currently, epidermal growth factor receptor tyrosine kinase inhibitor (EGFR-TKI) have

been increasingly used for treating metas tn mall cell lung cancer (MNSCLC) patients, who failed

their first-line chemotherapy. However,,§:-. f using these drugs is quite limited, particularly

in Thai patients. Thus, we cond st anal en an EGFR-TKI, and standard second-line

chemotherapy, Docetaxel, w@e ofﬁalth in clinical practice.
Objective: To a:W e G -TKI and Docetaxel in treating mNSCLC
t-lin€ C

Thai patients who failed t|

Method: We enr i€ ) eiving the second-line treatment with

receiving EGFR-TKI treatme ctions less frequently occurred in

EGFR-TKI-treated patient dry eye and apr@us ulcer. Considering the cost, total
treatment cost, monthly totalgrament cost and thwst per a life year gain in EGFR-TKI-treated patients

o o AT AR B P e

In contrast, the cm of complication treatment in EGFR-TKI-treated patients was 11,893.90 Baht less than the

A A INEIA L, e e

control in treatmg mNSCLC patients in the tertiary-level hospital, it is demonstrated to be less cost-effective
in comparison with Docetaxel treatment. Considering only direct treatment cost our results are also expected
to be useful for considering the treatment options for these patients, particularly in the basis of economic
benefits. Nevertheless, as this study has a limitation of small sample-size, larger studies are needed to

further confirm the results, in order to be able to present the treatment policy on public heath care.



nnpnssNUssnA

° @ =

a a o d’l ' % ] A ] QI ]
Qmﬂquwuﬁ’i‘luuu@qLﬁ‘@@'@ﬁ]ﬂiﬂiﬁﬂ’]ﬂﬂ’]qﬂﬂj’)ﬂLﬁ@ﬂﬂﬂqﬂﬂﬂﬂ"ﬂ’ﬂﬂ el

©32e

AransIasunewnne a9.31sa1] Argnanad siantiiianzsaingn ag.433n e

WIANNTT 999AULAINANARANEAANAR Zararinaansninmaneae fedqe i

1098LANANTIA AT 8 U0 g RAR NN BLARIT T EY ADIANART T3NS 7

AN,

daamdaduenansiazniahaaalasani ’ ‘ Wﬂwfy\‘lﬂ Sty Anuan Aidae
AIIANULAZU 1 uaz gL AR @r 1\ 3As uaid e ae S

\\

NNYINUTTIUAAUNTANE

ﬂuEJ’JVIEJVITWEﬂﬂ‘i
QW’]Nﬂ‘iﬂJ UA1AINYAY



AN9118y

N
LN AR BNV I e q
UNARLBNMEVEINGE ..., q
ARRANITNUIENA. ..o BB o oo, Q
b V[ATOUUU . . - I~ i

ANTUYUHUNN. ......... o N N N . .., Y
AaunadtyanenluasANei et £ 4L L B
UM T ULl MWW 1
1.1 Mo, 1
12 A A R NN 2
1.3 0 f A e 2
14 fanfguaeaiinte. L N 2
15 neeuulGARNARTINEIA XV 3

16 m@mnmﬂq ...................................... ) S 3
17 ngﬁam B‘ﬂ'ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁ ............................ 3

R T R 1 LT T 1 RO 4
aeWﬁ afﬁsﬂﬁamquq ﬂﬂqa E.I .................. 4

190 UseTam A INaz ITU .o 4

LNT| 2 LONANSUATIIRETIREITET. .- oo 5
20 WHIRAMAZTIE oottt 5

22 ONANSUATNARRRON. o 18

UNT 3 ARAEIUNAIIGE oo 30

3.1 FUWLILINITIFE . Lot 30



3.2 SUDELABNITINE . ..o 30
3.3 TIOUMININRTEBITN oo 33
34  quassaNenalialusEnINaNIIaELarNNAINNT NS 34

3.5 3 PLHLE TR 34

41 AUANHOICTBNUEETINT. ... ... s, 35
4.2

NANNIANHAERIA AAridsz A N5 N Tuzislanszaeying ... 37

43 HANSANENT0aA 36 HAln: SURAANAZENE oo 39
4 " i 1 \
4.4 uannsAntelaf L S nzisalansyezine lugag

second-Me. . b G N A 40

. a o 5 ] ?‘,‘.‘“}. L 1 .
N 5 d3UNan1599 a8l AR, BB, 46
51 aguuannsdae. B AUT R L 46
5.2 AR AN T IRE o o o oot 47

53  daiaunius il « WO 49

S Dt S
22::2?”4?’;?.?ﬂ.?’.?l,?.?ﬂ?f.‘.,ﬂ?.,_...._..._...__..:::jijZ

A RARRAR SAUUBIANYIRY........0



A9 2.1

AN99T 2.2

AN9197 2.3

AN 2.4

AN919% 2.5

[51’1?']\‘1‘1’71' 2.6
[51’]‘3"1\'1171' 2.7
[51’]‘3"1\'1171' 2.8
[51’1?']\‘1‘1’71' 4.1
[51’13"1\'1171' 4.2

A9 4.3

ANTUYAITI

v
arel
al o o dl Yar [~3 1 . .
uanagmreaitnta liFnwnislan lussazunsnszany firstline
chemotherapy regimen. .. ..o 9
mema‘ﬂm:mmﬂ\ ‘V%mmhﬂu “5taan Wnisnauly
sn'ma“mﬂum AT A NLARDAIT i 17
LAAHAND stanFenneusendng
e LA LNATEA WA DA N B AN NDANAT et s 19
LAANNANITAREN AN IHANANIAINAFTNENELINUBA 20
LAANNA N L P AT el
s vadnaen Tadunniga. fuBest supportive care.............o...... 20
LAAINITANENL _ 35N s ANZITILaATE Y LNTNTZANE .22
et
mewammﬂmm%&aﬁﬁ— ............................. 23
b
ga’/- “f -
4 a Y s
muwu %@wﬁmmmmﬁﬂ{mm 5P ?ﬁmmm@:@ﬂqmmiim 28
= LN
wanedana N YU NIRRT . o, 36
I —

memmm“qlﬂ%@umnmﬁﬂm ....................................................... 40

s ey

seGond-line PUILLN LL@ mm@wmmummmm”mqqn@uimmmnm

awamﬂmummmaﬂ --------------- “

AN 4

A9 4.5

wanssiunusaRauIaenIsinENsianszazunnzans g
second-line MHILLM/RBU UATAINIINARDLNNADATENINNGH
ToGunniauasngumTsTu. ... 44
LLZQGNﬁunumﬂdﬂﬂiﬁ‘/ﬂﬂﬂung‘ﬂﬂ’aﬂﬁ‘tﬁltLLWi‘ﬂi‘:ﬁ@ﬂﬂ%ﬂLLI?i“Tj"Nsecond—line

AU R 45



2

ASUUUNUDN
£
Wi
WHUOHT 2.1 wanslsANzIFainuLee 10 SUALLINTUNATE ..o 5
WHUOHN 2.2 wanslsAnzFainuLios 10 LW TWANEIN. ..o 6
3 uaasanuaugiinzifale NNILHYNITUNINIZANE .o 6
)wdwmﬁﬂmé’fmmLﬂﬁﬁqﬁm

o o I e ——

Aunisinemeaxeanas..... ... T e 8

ve v 56
[

WHUQHT 2.5

.................................. 11

WHUNHN 2.6 ez i@ N gs e nd | Jn175nE e Tagunn
................................... 12

Qd‘ . -, ! ‘—.'-I(:_‘ - -‘ ‘ I o k% aa

WHUARTN 2.7 LRZIGA b AL NN NEIAE N ATLNN
............................................. 13

atﬂl = 1 o v a

WHUQHT 2.8 Aulieiiausydnananfonen iealad
.............................. 14

WHUOHN 2.9 meizﬂﬂzﬁ el wﬂmﬁnmé’wmmﬂﬂﬁ
TUALNETNEBNND MG oo b 15

il 2 mﬂ el ';Jam&h%@uw S0t e dasuia
wuunumﬁﬂmmm ANNT o B 16

O LaRRIR IR b Ei'l@aﬁlmwwm
AU AT UNNMTR e 16
WHLART 2.120aANRB N9 TS SN UUATNARWE ..., 24
WHUOHT 4.1 wassdndouaasdilogmusszina1aauANTan. ... 38

bS] in4.2 LL@G‘N@,@@QWH@\‘]N‘}JQHMWN?VH IRVTRATAB ..., 38



AUC

BSC

ECOG

EGFR

HR

LYG

MCC

NSCLC

(ON

PFS

RSC

° A ue AN SIS
1

AaiuNadansollazAsa

Area Under The Plasma Concentration-Time Curve

Best Supportive Care

Tlme To Progressmn

ﬂW]Mﬂ‘iﬁUllW]’Wﬂ I3k



2
=
=b.

UNU

1.1 anuiluanuazanudrAmaasilaym (Background and Rationale)

Tranzidatlanilulsaninuldvas e 7R tnanudesdudusun - 2 lwwaze
| o o dl a L @ ! o dld
wanifludududn - 4 luwande dthanzialan daunn dhumuunndluszaziingg
! =K o LN dgj 1 o % b4 1 o 1 o/ V%
wndnszane aennsinend daglisresulugnieninEn e ald usinnsinesardals

R AaX o an oA =l Aa A X
Qﬂ')ﬂuﬂ’]ﬂﬁiwmju NQMJ’]'TW%"J@W]@ LL@ZN?Zﬂ:ﬁL']@'ﬂuﬂq?ﬁ"ﬂmm’)ﬁ]muqucﬂu

o

nsinuNiSeen et 11&1%_@ Hnlanaa s auEn1 eI LN sl

g
waeilain WiUaeinadiaan 1un sy asamnnan doniundeinwuiiatlenszazgnaiud

1 X 4

. o o ~ o i T A \ o 4
NIUNNTINEIALILLANLIATIANT AN T U NI "luﬂ@@;uumafafﬂmmﬂum RIFIUUU

annsnidenldeaiinnsia B ulnistu [EGFR TKI) lunsine s

St 'jFJ
' 1

° o o o é"’o'-vi’/ o A g 2 % Ao o
@f]ﬁﬁ“]_lﬂqﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬂﬂhlmq%lﬂf]LﬂNUqU@uTAﬂq?%ﬂ?ﬂqmLﬂumf]mﬁ‘ﬁqu AR ﬂ’]ﬂw;l’]m&lll’mm 1

g
1 e

a o o o ) s e pA K =
1in gialitnta i dlinasinedilescasinideyaneenlafiunnioa (Docetaxel) WATEN

b

ARWNEN (Pemetrexed)  dauniasnisasiensnbnlam. e ldmlutlaariunidun

gany AasanAATiu (Gefitinib) wazentaalafiiiu (Erlotinib) @aenia 4 alaNna9198w

= = b el = o8 o ; p - = Yy a v
UNTANININARALLAN Lﬁﬁ‘ﬂ‘].l LVIFJ‘LIﬂ’]'i‘hﬂ”]Mﬂ@"]QLﬂ?Em WEIUALEYRARNVTRENDINAILAD

]
= {

' 1 dl 14 a ¥ ¥ A N L 14
‘W‘].I’J'm@ﬂVﬂﬂElq 4 mumwﬂmwwmummmﬂm:mmﬂuma‘mmmgmﬂim

o o) o 9 a = » A A \
IHasannmasnecnelenwlnlsdn © idunesnund AN AL sTann
v
75,000-95,000L"NAALADL LL@ziuﬂw-gﬁumﬂ%mmﬁuﬁhmﬁﬂmmLiqﬂﬂmi:mﬁw

wasany ldeauanessiaaaitntn awmnsaiindanglAnndnsnisine andeyazes

%

Tsanenuna qinasnsalnudnlgi danguiigeds 25-30auAl BAaduRuumaalung

ar ] =2 % 1 ar 14 ¥ = = [ a
INB ULANITANEIAINNANATILRNNITINGN mﬁmmuiﬂisﬁu Wauiuenlp@unnaga b

| |
a 1

1 1 o Y ¥ = a v A a R v
ﬁ]’Nﬂﬁ‘xL‘V]ﬂWUQ’]ﬂ’T??ﬂH’]ﬂ"JﬂﬁIWl?]’]uiVlI?sﬁu umunuimmquwmﬂﬂmﬁ bHBIATISUDIAUN Y



¥ dl a é’ =2 ! Y d‘ a d? ] | ¥ dl 18 1 1 =
LNFAUNUNNAARLBINITANTIIA °] WU mu‘wumﬂmmumumﬂLﬂumu‘mumiuhmmLmJ

o v ¥

TN %mu umuu&luﬂ:‘vmﬂ”lmmmmﬂumwﬂumﬂmn @dﬂ\ﬂummmwmmmm

AINNIANE ﬁfmm’mémﬂumﬁ”ﬂmmﬁaﬂﬂmm sinetszimann 4 lulne 16

Tuanmazimsegiatiaqtiu nslinsinwnlealiiesAniiadadsz@ngn  muazia

unIndauaInnsine §esiaeAniiane FARUNAaINNI9T N FEAIRzaINNTnALATNEN

"Q\‘]@‘L&I@VI@“’ﬂﬂH’]ﬂQ’WN ﬂNﬂ’Wﬂ‘ﬂ\‘iﬂ”llﬁﬁMlﬂIﬁ‘sﬁu WeauiUen

v o
9
U

filoaldntingdltlsy@nsnin

=

wRtunnsgu lusssesaesdliinie inegaaendsindeyahn lainnisAnuias

Hudselommadaa liunneganenadansni lilidndanadsznaunissndulalunisaenn 9

SnenIielan I faeamangliuud duan -

- _—

1.2 AMDNNUBINNGIAE (Research Questions)

ANDINUAN il 2l 4

mmmﬂmﬂﬁumﬁnmm L?ﬂ'ﬂ@m uéwwummnmiumumumm NN35NHAE
,u

P A Iy
ﬂqLﬂNUqUﬂN’]ﬂ‘ﬂu NUANHANRA qiurﬁflﬁﬂﬁ?mﬂ’]mﬂ@ﬂ

a’- ’H_

ANDINS DY

17 = ] .
HALNINGaUNAAYN(adverse event)UBNNIINEINEIT an sz zing lulsazgnsen

1.3 TnnuszaiAdaanigiIae (Objectives)

dl =2 a '3 { 1 ¥ = o a ndl Yo
L‘W’r]ﬂﬂ‘i‘j’]l,‘]_r?fﬂ‘]_lL‘Vl?;l‘]_lWQWN@NQW?ZMQWQHWWWHIVII?GIJ unuenlagunnesa  Nlinen
< 2 o dl 1 1 s Y = o o 1
ule,mﬂfam‘:ﬂ::mwmmnwiummummmﬁﬂmmamLﬂmmummmu

Watlsziliunaunsndauaesnisinwuziialensyazingluusazgmasn

1.4 ANNAFIUURIN9398 (Hypothesis)

NSNS R TraLiing YAIANNT I AL ALeIAaNI135NEE 28I ARTINTANA

1 % a = 4 I ! o % k% =
Aausnzenlagunnia NAM ANATNINNITNITING ﬁ@ﬂﬁl’][ﬂ’]ui‘ﬂiﬁ‘sﬁu



1.5 NSALUUIANMNARNLUNI5I98 (Conceptual Framework)

C "
Medical care cost N1999UTINUDYR
3 '
- . dayaarnnisdunimnl
" aunulunisinm 3
= v
ANRTTUA wziZlan «—— wnsniaugile
3 a
ARIIANNTiRNIFNg TAYAIMUNUNNNTNY

Routine serv

L &’ 2

1.6 TanNALaIFY
FUYUAT £ T8RS "

M &L P "

INWEI’WU’W@’QW’]@\mﬁ‘mm ‘V] Nﬂﬁ?ﬁ!,_ﬂ

FUNUANUNITATIRAARTHA
=

Al

Taananuna Aldsudasn N1l AnAnn
& Y
Tsanenunaainaansed o 3 m

1.7 iaﬁqﬁ’mﬁﬁﬂ'—ﬁit%’ﬂ Y %JW g9

3

- 4
g3ziliguanTsaneNLaau
a a

1d31Aa99l1

v % :s' o o
i N3N Day care n195nEsa e

unit cost UAN

v

mm@ﬂﬁﬂumm@ﬂimﬂmmwm m”Lummanm Uﬂu“luﬁ%ﬂﬁummmmmm

R AR TOINAT R et

a

LL@z;jﬂqs;ﬂ,ﬂummmmu‘lﬂumﬁﬂm

U

dognanlunisiivdayaiaioua einiafivdeyaeniznlssmeninaqiiaangnl

i lildanunsasausangilasTildanuaunan




1.8 ANE1ATY (Key Words)
Cost Analysis

Non Small Cell Lung Cancer

Tyrosine kinase inhibitor

1.9 AdnaANNALElun193A! ition)
Nzﬁx‘lﬂﬂm“’ﬂ”m’m &Ieural effusion) and stage IV

[ﬂuVIuﬂ’Tii‘ﬂH’] ‘1/134

dl a :g o v
mnmaulunisguaineniloy

TeAnz3ailan L
e ¥ L AN
é\,L 2\

- \
£e Service t 0S \ N’]EIEN mu‘wumlm mumum
Vlwm

FUNWALITNIIN :' 3l Care \ osty MCC) maneiila FunuAnenvialy

9

ANELARINTTA AT AlARE AAG ; ..' ANg AIRIIANINTEA

1.10 ssTaminanndraglngu (Expected Ben: \pplication)

i

M 1991 Usmads aazlFngIL9In195nE

3

> Ny A
mmﬂmmmuwu‘ﬂ AEl

q

A LT (Ve S—
ﬁ’W'“T“&iﬂiﬁﬁwwﬂwﬂ“ﬁfﬁwm

uainugae



[t
=
=b.
N

aov a a v
ANRITLASINIUIFNANLNEAURY

a E
21 HUIARALASNT )

P

Teanzidatlaniilulsaninyle 7175 Tnenwudasdudusun 2 luwasis

FANRNNLTIAL Uazt UG NNZFIUINNAYN HTUN LATHTL

AINANAL [1] LATAININEN LRSI ANaNNEIUNa  (Hospital - Based Cancer

/" S, G . o
Registry) [2] Tw.A.255 @98 nadTiaal2i58 uiia ﬁ\m\ Fatlamduauay 2 luwaAgne
sa9aNuNzTa [ IoudEnaas WaZiiluaue: \\ DIAMNNLFWFUN Unuag n
waznzifean @ lnejuazdnsutinidhenzisetlansing -, WelusrezNinisundnszans

s 4.4

’T] ‘_ ! iwxj

WRUDAN 2.1 uanalsanzifainuLas 10 Suduusnlumatie (Anaanain Hospital

Based Cancer Registry 2008)



43.3

Aﬂl a o
BHUNN 2.2 LN LA U (ARRBNANN

Hospital Based Cancer Registr

70
60

50

ﬂuﬂqwam§Wﬂ
ammm&u .

3 o ) \©
0@\1,0 ’O 006 «\e@%\'b‘i‘\
0\@& \\\!((\ 5\@
909 i
Us:innnasiwsns:018 (Extension)

T

RO
o @ Male%

B Female%

WRUDRT 2.3 uansd uaudiltenifelenuanmnsrasnIsuninIvany  (ARaen

91N Hospital Based Cancer Registry 2008)



~ & o Ao \ o 2 1 v Ao ey
Lu@\‘i"\’]ﬂi?ﬂﬂzw\ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁzﬂzwqﬂLﬂut?ﬂm?ﬂﬁ’q1ﬂuqﬂ ﬂq??ﬂﬂq@QHQLuuqulﬂﬂqﬂ’]?

¥ aa dd’f = dld é{ o < L%
‘IJ@QQ‘IJ’JEW!L@’]@\? ADMNINTIAATU LLAZHAYNEULNITU ngsnusiedan seasiing lu
6 Yo

a

flaqiiuiaaufnandaundnluen s Mnldunneddineaniuiacfeaasnnisinuei

winnzaniuflagluisazse dmiunisinunuisedantiulsznausiae [3]

1. NNFFNBIAQIEN
2. NNISNEIAREINIIRIEITIA

3. NNIFNHIAENAIHAGIA -

nafnefnsenuelieiindsineuanaeaileadsbalen  ssaving downnsane
|

o a 1 o :j/ | o ! dl a A L
Fe@uaznssiAniiuumsiptuenizdau. (ocal treatment) Naziiansaniaenlylugilae

uwendenslusuiiaingns’ | T

o ¥ :I/ o =l = "‘_ o @ a 1 ¥
NMTTINTIMIBETUL ELUﬂ@@qUuNH’WISHﬂ,ﬂﬂQ??ﬂHWN?JLﬁ\‘iﬂ‘ﬂ@ﬂ@’]ﬂ‘ﬁu@ LL‘].l\‘ii@L‘fl'Ll

)
iid TN

1. gAN1NTA (chemotherapy) 22

2. andulnlsdu (tyrosing kinases inhibitors TK))

3. #1 monoclonalantibody

%

o/ % ?, o 1 o/ v 3| o L dl 1 1
nsinesaee TdisnisineFilasaaniily nashun ludibands it
neFnENISNER Gving yEMUETirsings tiddtmient)y feiaindiloaiinunisinm
WA 1 gms(second-line treatment) dmasanuufilunsinE luanfuinaldasas

é’ o LN 1
muﬂmmwmm@ﬂmiuummm

First-line treatment

n2¥nennzifalansyazinandaldiascinunisinenaney (first-line treatment)
1 v
=

NANLNITANETENUNN F9uiameta-analysis WU9INN3FNEAaeARINTRIuaNN1309N

DN = e AaX o A X A o o % o o 1Y
WigaeNannnaddanaTy Jegnauantauiemeuivldliaueiitne [4-10] Inadaya

= . Y @ v @ t% A
MNNITANEILLLU meta-analysis LLZ‘?@\‘IIV]L‘VMQ’] aﬂQEINZLN‘]J‘ﬂﬂ non-small cell ILeLN1EN



Yo = o o = aAa 1 Vo [ A
I/LC"W‘;'I“LIF;I'?LV’WN'LI’]‘].I&'W Arilsrazinan lunN1enTIm EI’VJLWLmQ'Wf{mﬁﬁ“i_lﬂ'?‘i‘?ﬂ‘]ﬂqﬁl’]N‘ﬂ’mW?LLﬁlLWﬂ\‘l

AENAL Uz 1-2 au [11]

100 -
— Supportive care
%0 plus chemotherapy
80+ - - - Supportive care
g 70
o
Eo 50-
e
& 307
204
104 A
0 L] - LI ‘:‘ J; L L L
I\lsoatrislf: 0 V-V 12 18 24
phl:sl i are “Time frorp randomisation (months)
chemotherapy 416 e 47 28
Supportive care 362 125 = 5§ 28 16

i

WHUDAN 2.4 kareszeizioan lun19senTanlaenii gl xdenisinmdos e

117178 AUNMIFNEIANNAANIS (ARaanann BMJ 1995:311:899-909)

Taqriugelifengalainedniuegauniguvizesgannnga usdain meta-
. ] o o o/ P # o
analysis Wudnns g AaFaRN M@, Bitludunenguauasuay szazinanly
. . A o 2 X -
n3900T3m dounisldienaiusiad wniididnaunsndeunivaay T aelfidfuscazioanlunis
N o v o N o o £ o
senTRREamaLTLEYadesa | (1210 wyviddan il Ivensesaunsundadumiladuen

4w Platinum fauiuenuafiiiniaguians (third generation chemotherapy) [13-16]



AN9IN 2.1 uaas graent ANTntTa ldi e nsSalenly  sraziing firstline
chemotherapy regimen [15, 17-24]
Regimen Dose and schedule Frequency Reference
Carboplatin/Paclitaxel Paclitaxel 225 mg/m2 over 3 hr Every 3weeks  J Clin Oncol
2005;23:190

Carboplatin AUC 6

Cisplatin/Etoposide Every 3 weeks

Cisplatin/Vinorelbine Every 4 weeks

Cisplatin/Paclitaxel

Cisplatin/Docetaxel

Carboplatin/Docetaxel

arkop - A "-“ \ \ Every 3 weeks
o

pm———
Y YRRV

Cisplatin/Gemcitabine Every 4 weeks

v RY |
Cisplatin/Pemetrexed m mEvery 3 weeks

Pemetrexed 500 mg/m2

°”b°"'a“"’GeFF‘iIElﬁﬂE]ﬁ‘m B

~A WA ATRHNI I NBIRE

Irinotecan 60 mg/m2 days 1,8,15

Carboplatin/Pemetrexed Carboplatin AUC 5 Every 3 weeks

Pemetrexed 500 mg/m2
Carboplatin/Vinorelbine

Carboplatin AUC 5 day 1 Every 3 weeks

Vinorelbine 25 mg/m2 days 1,8

Ann Oncol
1997,8:525

J Clin Oncol
1998;16:2459

J Clin Oncol
2000;18:623
J Clin Oncol
2003;21:3016
J Clin Oncol
2003;21:3016
J Clin Oncol
2000;18:122

J Clin Oncol
2008;26:3543
Lung Cancer

2003;41:321

Proc Am Soc
Clin Oncol
2004;22:618s
J Clin Oncol
2007,25:388s
Br J Cancer

2007;97:283
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wanaNNNIFEeA NiintTadauiuaaasalunisdneusisailan  seazying wao sail

nsANN Wewadintnaeasaganiugn  monoclonal  antibody  (Bevacizumab,
. a = = ) o . ] o
Cetuximab) N@89N13ANHIAINATNNNTANEINLIINT -1 monoclonal antlbodya‘fmiﬂﬂu

g NANTINTAANNITDANILELINAAATIA LS [25-27]

¥

sraIznan NN nENsieten s gie duildana meta-analysis [28] wuannng L

AAHINTANINNGT 4-6901 ARAgn NIzEZ A nNsAuANTsA (PFS) HR 0.75 (0.69-
0.81)uaztingreziIaN T8 AdaRtaLantat HR0.92:(0:86-0:99) uin1sinuiiunnsgiulu
taqiiudauuztinliannigue” 446 sau [29) danazliisapiigaamnsaaulsaduninau

viraazleanizunafiage’ continde mair'}tenance (bevacizumab, cetuximab) [25, 27]

yiraazilasuiluanfaa Swieh mai.n_tenabce (pemetrexed, erlotinib) [30-31] e

A dl o v
Vﬂ\‘lL'Z\]@ﬂW@’m’]ﬁ‘ﬂW’]vL@ ' !

Second-line treatment P ¥ /N
o @ o (i ke ‘ oy o o y 9
nsinsuzialenssarviaafidnun1anEIn e AN TN TANLAMIkg AT uidnay
fevanasanilsnazneuauessiat uilagddlvtiniameuguasidnldniu 10 weafifius

74
(4

nsiansansine g dRe TIRRsA AN AeNssiRiE |  neunsinmAe anw

! v 1 A ! Aﬂl v ¢=|I 4 [ 1 dd‘
a‘ﬂqmmmgﬂqmqm N,@ﬂ’]‘l’\lﬁ‘q\iﬂ’]?;I‘VI‘W?‘ﬂN‘V]“ﬂ31ﬂﬂ’1?ﬁ‘ﬂ‘]ﬂ1ﬂ'm?_l’ﬂuﬂ?m‘1/l performance

status (PS) 0-2 ¥i3aA139: INHARINaINNg TR PS 3-4

nsfnesaeenlugthanziialenduil nefnenidluninsgiupe nsliand

117p egiiavsensWindsnwnlstin (tyrosine kinase inhibitoriTKI)
gARTNTANwLEn Aasnipdunniga (docetaxel) kazeNNRWMNEYN (Pemetrexed)

gnfnulnTstunuuen AasWANTiu (Gefitinib) wazeaalafiiiu (Erlotinib)
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N lATUNNLER

anlpdunninaifusnaiitingafin wnnssuseslngafnnIaTnsiazenaes
anigeing uazlnadngnunsnliiuenidenlunsnuzalan srasinafiiunisine
1ULAQ 1 BE9 (second-line treatment) 1ael@RN13A N1 TAX31 7 unNsANEA WFauRey

ﬂﬁ‘u@WﬁﬂWWﬂ’ﬂQﬁlﬂtﬂsﬁLW}ﬂLsﬁ@L‘I/]f;l‘i_lﬂ‘i_lﬂ’ﬁ‘ﬁ‘m:l”]ﬁl’]ﬁ\lﬂ’mqﬁ‘ [32] ”Lumﬂmu Setlan seazying

104 A VlN’]uﬂ’]‘J“J‘ﬂ‘]ﬂ’] AngienL ‘ umﬂu@imﬂa‘vﬂ@u wudanslienla

FUNNITARINITONNTZLLLN ﬂ_l 7.5 Lﬂ‘ﬂu L'V]F;I‘Llﬂ‘i_l 4.6 Lﬂ@iﬂu
1 ai 4 o o a o

ﬂ@NVIELMﬂWﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬂHWM’]N’ﬂ’] PRI ! SN IATUNNIIALNAINNTD

AILIANAINTTLIALAL R ATLN N EARNN 3n 13 [33]

1.0 1

0.9 4

w‘: o

0.8 s ru‘:‘\
£
a
S
&
>
5 '
§ 3

5..--,
/s
AR Ta I T .,
0.0
0 s & 3 2 15 18 2
SURVIVAL TIME {(MONTHS)

WHUDAN 2.5 LAANTEIZ AN 11NN99aRT I ALLTULIN LTINS NI AR e

FUNNLEANLNITINEFINEINIT (ARaANAIN J Clin Oncol 2000;18:2095-2103)



dl = o 9 Y o A
UANAINNIANENUTELNELAUNIT N EIANNAINNTLAEINNNTANEN

12

TAX320

[34] WlunisAnwidTeuiey n1slFeniagunnmaiauiusnduliusatiy (Vinorelbine)isa

gnlanaanune (Ifosfamide) HANNTANHINLGNTZaZNA1 1UN13380TAM IR WANANT

eenTadunnisadidasiaauauisa(Time to progression : TTP)WUN918 19

1.0 =
09 1
08
07 1
0.6 |
0.5
0.4
03 1
0.2 1
0.1 1
0.0

CUMULATIVE PROBABILITY

q

o o

UeAA

—— DOC 100 mg/m?
---- DOC 75 mg/m2
— VINO/IFOS

L TIME (MONTHS)

Jl., - i ok
- T
WHUDAN 2.6 me\‘i‘i‘:ﬁi@g?ﬁi FamL

A
—_—
N9 M AP R L WA WA RTA b W FO AL W LT - P

sﬁLL‘VlﬂLsﬁ@ﬂ‘LIEI’]QquL l

gINNNNLTN J

1| iﬁﬁﬂﬁ%‘%‘iﬁ

M) GNP

WLy 7.9 e

3o TIN5 N ARsien T

n Oncol 2000;18:2354-62)

\l
- !
111l9¥ ANTAINURIENNN

noninferiority WA

men'w 8.3 lhau

wlungunlaanlagunniaa LLEIN@LLV]TW]]@MGLMT]@NVIMﬁ&l’\‘WNLWﬂL‘ﬁV}WlﬂQ"I
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1.004 MST 1-yr OS
: 8.3 mo 29.7%
s rme— Pemetrexed (n = 265) =
'é " SRS (R S0 ;gg,m 95% croea? t?Tzo
S 0.754 Hazard Ratio 99 ( 0.8 0 1.20)
fra
5
=
£ 050
©
[
g
2  0.25-
=
wl
i I ] ]
0
2 Sutlivalefifme (months)
Pts At Risk
Pemetrexed 283 189 ‘ 78 16 0
Docetaxel 288 177 78 19 1
’L? ala = 1 o v aa
LN‘IJ 27 LLMZ?LQ@’TGLHH ﬁ"ﬂﬂﬁ’)lﬂL‘LE“EI'LILV]EIU'EZH’J'T\‘IT]’]'E@T’]H’]WJEIEI’]WN

wnm fuenlagunnia / afndd | Clii _anol 2004;22:1589-97)

‘)*.‘

uﬂﬂ@qﬂuﬂﬂiﬁw‘/lfli’]"’ﬁﬂ@ﬁ;lj@LWMMN@’]ﬂﬂ’]‘EﬂﬂHWﬂ\'lﬂ@’]')WLl'}’] g NN
FAAS 43

azfiszey Lq@ﬁ‘luﬂqa‘af@mmm‘“mnmmimmem‘luﬂ@mﬂqaﬁdm%um@Lﬂu

=

"ol
nonsguamous [CHREATE L'J@’ﬂuﬂ"fii@@“mﬁl M‘QHLVIEI‘LIWLI 8.0 Lmaumummu sl 1

mmﬁuiﬂﬂuﬂduﬁﬁm%um@Lﬂu SqUAMOUs ‘62Lmﬂumaunu 7 4 \BeumNSNEL [36] B9

4

?’Jlﬂuuﬂ@’mﬂﬂﬁ‘fsLﬂ‘j"]wmﬂﬂmﬂ@ﬂdﬂ‘]_lﬂ’\‘iﬁﬂ‘i':r’mﬂ\‘iﬂﬂwuL‘VlﬂL"ﬁV]‘lﬂFLmuﬂWﬁﬂH’m BN
svevvine N lime lasunnsFneINNat (first-line treatment) [15] mﬂm@muwﬂmmm?

U2 173 = a 1 v < dd a d |
mmﬂmzmwumiﬁhmwumﬂmﬂuﬂ@mQﬂf;ﬂumﬁﬂ@mwwmum@Lﬂu nonsquamous

EGFR TK'inhibitors
a a @ zl/ A{ o/ ] o al o %
AnslAItyR Dlsesn g s ILaUn U Iked I ndnasiuiaaalpe Rsnsssuain
NNYUBNLTAR mmumummuummmmwam Atuey ﬁmmﬂmm@LW@mmum”mumi
fsaaan nseng nMeadraduien FofugraunnsUuEaLIasR ATl LENN

AudnAnylunzifalenAa EGFR (Epidermal growth factor receptor)

aaniiniiy uazen welafiiuiduengy EGFR TKI heangya tnalddudanisds

o P = = A = a a o
tyfquﬂqﬂlulfﬁ@@ Gﬁ\‘iNﬂq?ﬁﬂHqW@’]ﬂﬂq?ﬁﬂﬂquLL@ﬂﬂﬂ\‘iﬂ?ﬁf@ﬂ/]ﬁﬂqwm@\?ﬂqIUﬂq??ﬂHq
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yzidtlaniniunisnesaseaiNTaNInaw AL NITDIANIZEZL 2A1AATIA  WAZNN

¥
Tanisvesdfihanauls

g aalaniu

aealafitiy nsAnw BR21 [37] Anwngiloanzidelen 731auniiunisinmsae

aadtaNIuaY 1 D9 2 gms ininsadieas wala AduauAuNIiNEIAINeINIT Wa

A3ANEINLINEN e laRHLANATLNNT e 21e 13pUANTsA (PFS) 2.21591 WeiLfil
\\T\:} q
=1 ~ =y A g 1 ndl Yar
1.800U UATITEla lunAZIanTan 6.74 7ineu wanannilunguinlaiusan
walantufgINTnanain a1ng1ian 8annsle Laz awnsnLiia physical function

16mn9n

ik test
I, 0.58-0.85)

Patienj:s (%)

Erlotlnlb

ﬂuﬂqwaﬂﬁﬁsﬂ
ammmmwﬁmﬂﬁa ar'

Nn at Risk

Placebo 243 107 50 9 0 0
Erlotinib 488 FA5N 145 23 4 0
LLNu 2 8 LLAANTE Y L’Jaﬂuﬂ’l’a"a‘ﬂmmmﬂ?ﬂu LVIEIU?vﬂQ']\iﬂqﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬂﬂqﬂQﬁlﬂ'] LAR

Tanfiuiun13snEIAINeINIg (Anaanann N Engl J Med 2005;353:123-32)
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a

gnAanNWnty

e laaniiiulafunisewimlaeesdinisemsuazananigenidniluldlu
N [~3 dl 1 o ¥ a o o 1 Y a v
filos nzidaanninunsinwsasaeitntnunneu Inadnededayaannisinmly
Phase Il [38-39] usinnsAnesionn ISEL [40] GaflunisdAnunly Phase lANsTugloe

1,692 AUNNIUNN9TN wdaeaintTanIuds 1 D9 2 gms Wauiunisinweinennis

p=0-087

=
I
|

Proportion surviving

Number at ns

5y Reing ©

LLNuﬂNmZQ LARNTEEIS L’J@’ﬂ}m’ﬁ‘?ﬂm%mﬁl&ﬁﬂuLV]%IUTVMQNﬂ’WTTﬂH’MQEIH’]L an

QR FEALAAHHEAE ¢

=

mﬂm@sﬂ@ummwwuu aegnnauniseylF luanigewdni uiannisAns AN
planned subgroup analysis wudnlungugiaeiliquyvisuasiioaieidsldlsslomian

NM9FNENANNNIINT Y EZINATan TR IR atelTa A ATy 19atia
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Asian origin 12:4
Non-Asian origin 68
All patients 80

I T T
0-4 06 08 10 1-5
Hazard ratio and 95% C|

< >
Favours Favours

Y e

2 | = ' o ¥
102118 LTe1 7eWINNNIIFN I FALIEN

L@WWﬁﬁuﬁumﬁ"ﬂmm Lance 5:366:1527-37)

n1sANEGaNT " 141 (unqsAnsn gl v uinauenaninitiud venla

Funnira lugihanzidelan 480auinunagsndgeaANEntTANIuAY 1 D9 2 A3 Wuan
HNV9AB9AR IR A TN FLR T2 22190 1998076 597 W laNNs0 uan LG en

RNl deandnantadunn e A nasAnEVIRe INTEREST [42] Wisuidiauenian

Waa o a T “f "’T" o ¥ A o o 1
V]uUﬂUﬂqIﬁeﬁLLV]ﬂLeﬁﬂlu%lﬂ JHNSL .c:!i 14 UNITTNBIAVIUVNANLUILANILLA

athation 1 gre ludiloe 143300 arasniansliidiudne it lides lundnenls

Funnia dausulul SR AT “F IANNTRMNTUATEN LA L T
filosnziiatan J]]
‘ ~ u [f 1020 (96% Cl 0-905-1-150)*
AUBARBNINY T
£ . ¢ | o o/
ARFIN TN INGIAY
ae' S =
0 | | | : |

Mumber at risk
Gefitinib 723 518 336 225 131 a3 50 31 14 0 0
Docetaxel 710 503 339 228 139 89 46 24 7

WRUDAN 2.11 uansszezuan lunNssendanTa LN uszudans N AeaLan

WAduAusNIaZunnima (Fraanann Lancet 2008:372:1809-18)
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HanlanleAiniunazaealaniululne [43]

1. uush Wldidunnsfnsnluawui 3 (thid line therapy) luftlhauziiailan sxay
% dl = 1 o
el TaRan1ng9ng sy ECOG PS 0-2

2. @l lwdihenlineuausssiann platinum-based uaz Docetaxel NWAM

laddnazldidluen first-line -line therapy AR

3. Tufuaugeang ieall )Jmﬂuaumﬁi@mLﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁmmm‘gqu
NWA2889T i Uﬁ’&?ﬂmmuﬁmu (single  or
combination chg

A59N 2.2 WAREATANE e sEaudAzTtin lun 1 3h lsanziSeteni finnandu

o % X
WU Al uNN NS

N

Study Study p asdl Outcome
OS (m) TTP (wk)
Shepherd 11 0 mg/m2 7.0* 26.1*
2000:TAX317 ng/m?2 7.5% 26.1*
| 5.9 23.9
Fossella 2000: || 5.5 8.4*
TAX320 [l mom2 8 57 8.5*

7.9
ﬂHUH@‘HEm?WE@Mﬂ%
2004:JMEI Doc 75 mg/m2 3.5m
Sheph PFS 2.2m*
s o) W'Yﬁi\‘lﬂifﬂﬂﬁ”’l”mﬁl 1Y ™
Thatcher I 1,692 Gefitinib 250 mg 5.6 3.0m*
2005:I1SEL BSC 5.1 2.6m
Kim Il noninferiority 1,466 Gefitinib 250 mg 7.6 PFS 2.2m
2008:INTEREST Doc 75mg/m2 8.0 2.7m

Doc : Docetaxel, V/I : Vinorelbine/lfosfamide, Pem : Pemetrexate, BSC : Best supportive

care, * : statistical significant
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2.2 L ANAITHAZINUIFLNLNLITD
= J . [ % [~
NSANENAMNNANAININLATEG ANARS (Cost-effectiveness) ABINIFINHI N5
danszaznng

3|

dl aa =
Wasannieinelsane Lﬁ‘\‘]ﬂ‘ﬂ@iﬂﬁ‘”ﬂ“’%’]ﬂLﬂuﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬂ‘iﬂ’m unuq\‘i §INIY| ﬂLﬂuﬁﬂJ‘MW

v
674 o

dn ”mﬁLmeﬁ@LL@iﬂmmmmmmma muwuwﬁlﬂumﬁﬂmu Feiiilsznaudaenans

dou iandluAninenlnenss (direct cost) uagdununiedas (indirect cost)

AmFuFunun RN ENLsEnauadeAaaRiiinta  (sanenfnulnlsdu) euay
v 1 “‘F
a1auT Idansende e LaREaIR A uallsaNEnLage. A9n3an el TRnIs Adunngd
LATWENLNA ANSNENAENEN Getiadnn 1930 uazBue) 4o sununieden Thun saldn
|
TP T . o Y X =
1sznINnUaelunsiy Aadspdgia ALAUNIG LazRW Eelun Hearnadaaniy
FunUNI9R9s Bliinnafnwanad Ramisey LazAni [44] Tl a.A.2004 1Hausndeys
’ ;i )
nsine vl A.A.19944996 i1 tﬁ’fuwu Iﬁmﬁm:mﬁﬂqawﬁ‘\iﬂ@m@ﬂ‘lwﬁw 43,758-
52,124 US$ sapulutng 2 ﬂwmmﬁﬂm Ip\ﬁmi‘nmmmy 70 flumAuaulsnegnuna

AINNTANEILEY Chouaid LALATE [45] ‘Luﬂ_@ﬁ 2007 wmmumumlﬂumﬁﬂmu 139

anludaausn (first-line treatment) meqqﬁmmﬁ%’mu Anludesaz 29.5 way 44.1 284

BN U UNARINA AL

= y 1 [ [~ a
NNITANEIAIMN ﬁummmmssnuﬂsﬂmwwﬂm’qulzl'ﬂlmemmnvm

o o 9 Y Y = Py = =
ﬂ']??ﬂ‘]ﬂ”]ll:fl,?\?ﬂﬂﬂ?gﬂ:ﬁ'ﬂqﬂiusﬂ')\jmﬂ'ﬂ\jmq ﬂﬂqI@GﬁLL‘V]ﬂLsﬁ@ 1@Nﬂ’1ﬁ‘ﬁﬂ‘1ﬂ’]ﬂx‘iﬂ%ﬂ
3 1 o ¥ é’ = o . 1 1 £
@Nﬂqﬂ]@ﬂﬂq??ﬂﬁqﬂrJﬂﬂq@]M?UL‘L@H‘UL‘Vlﬂ‘]Jﬂ‘]J Best supportive care LD NUBEY 3

nsAnilAtAle 3 NAsANEIS9BRdpLAIN TAX317 AR

Leighl uwazAnMy  [46] wudnnisdnuasauenled unnima  azldsiunu 57,749.26
Can$/life year gain usitnAmaniznguildenladunniaa  2u1a 75 mg/m2 agldsiunu

31,776.23 Cang/life year saved
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M990 2.3 UARINANNIANHIANNANAITaINsINE NS anTaL R
sendneenlaBunnIEs LarN193NHIAINEINT § AINNNIANENTY Leighl wazAME (ARaan

1N J Clin Oncol2002 ;20(5):1344-52)

Measures of Economic Evaluation (in 1999 Canadian dollars)

| v BSC, Docetaxel 75 mg/m? v BSC,
04 Second Phase (n = 104)

Incremental Cost*

Drug costs

Docetaxel — +5,916.65

Other chemotheV —522.05

Other medicatio ' +329.22
Hospitalization ¢ v 4 +3,903.18
Investigations +588.63
Quipatient visit co +315.75
Radiation therapy —162.24
Community care +261.02
Total incremental cost T 7Y +10,630.18
Cost effectiveness per year “= 5 57,749 +$ 31,776.23

of life gaineql T BN NS
Abbreviation: BSC, bestsuppoitive
*Incremental cost arifi — mean cost on best

supportive care ar 1y

oo QB AN I IEIND Tt
TR TN TH
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A5 2.4 UARINANITANENIANANAITEINI NN BRAINNSAN T8

Clegg lazAnly (ARaANaNN Thorax2002;57(1):20-8)

PAX  PAX  PAX
GEM+ VNB+ (135)* (175  (250)*
BSC GEM CDDP VNB CDDP PAX +CDDP +CDDP +CDDP DOC DOC (2L)

Median no of cycles 3 4 3 3 5 5 5 4 3 3
Ne. of administrations (GEM, VB, etc) 9 12 12 12 5 5 5 4 3 3
Ne. of CDDP administrations 0 4 0 3 0 5 5 4 0 0
Drug cost (GEM,VNB, etc) (£] 6858 4344 5410  44B3 3975 3300

Drug cost (CDDP) () 243 243 204

Administration /side effects/chem counselling (£] 1435 1696 1696 1460 1065 1065

6304 7550  B147 5040 4345
2962 4208 4804 14698 1023

Average cost per patient [£]
Incremental eost (v BSC) (£)

Median survival {menths)
Life years saved (LYS)
Average cost per LYS (£]

9.40 8.81 10.00 400 594
0.78 073 0.83 0.50 0.49
10281 9776 10081 8824

3.58 476 076 070

;n ; l‘l';i BSC}' imerthd b 22 0.30 0.40 0.06 0.06
cremental v
Incremental cost per LYS [v BSC) (8] 14124 12104 26707 17546

BSC-bsal supportive care; GEM-gwc i ! P‘ “\\ \\ DP=cisplatin; LYS=life years saved; 2l=second line
freatmen ;
*Dose in mg/m 1Al costs obtained in or cafive: Gy2 fa \

Holmes uazAny [48 %ﬁﬁé@ prIENeEediayaannnsAnEn TAX317 Wudn

ATl
‘I f—‘l d"‘l

nssnszeniaunniaa uHg 75mo/ ' 14711 13,863 £/life year saved a1ndaya

v 1
e lagunnimaitiueny NIC

-

unztn Wiy SecondHine treatment lA1a T NHANZITITIAGTS f

AN519N 2.5 gmm IANHIEFIATINANAT IUNgINE lsaNsifaten  svazying

B UHAETSNEn S

Study spectlve Treatment Result Cost year
Leighl ﬁ Wﬁﬁ Q %/ﬁi lg 1999
MaBATTINEIAE
Clegg et al Payer DOC 100 and 75 mg/m2 17,546 £/LYS 1999/2000
2002

Holmes 2004  Payer DOC 75 mg/m2 13,863 £/LYS 2000/2001
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= v 1 s < v v

NsANENAMNANAIIRINSS N sANzIFILann28 e s U lnlsTy
Gabriel uazanuy [49] il A.A. 2006 AANEAFHLWEL FuuaaIN1a3NEINEE
ansvazyinaludniaaslueasuil InetFauiausendneen walafiniy enladunnaa way
aa 2 a v =2 [ o 1 1 o 2 a
gNEmNLEm Ingd19BadeyaannIsANEINAN YN AINaNe Wudneinesanen lealai

a o a al % Qi [~] 1 %3 dl 1 1 % ¥ =
Hu fuenladunnisa  azi@asiununiduainisinenldsanainisinenadnaunes  (base

v a o = o o o 1 aa al %
costs)InALALNTY AR 8,172€ i 8,055€ MNHA IR L AU NNNNNLIN AZLdE AU 15,870 €
A1An AN 89NN A (39N ARSI NEANA T AL At s e TaN U SN IATUNNTA LaTENNR
)

INNLTY AR 8,374 € 10,0960 WA 16715 € MNNATGL

\
Pompen uazAnz50] 1l A 2007 & An S BB e BN UABINIIFN NS

Uanszezvingludosians Mruludiusefiaug weufauiausendnen welafidy eln

a . N2 g A% o [ aa a
Funniaa uaz Best suppoifiveCate Nudaguilunnsinmsaaeninalafidy enlndunnioa

LAY Best supportive care MINALI23,436 €, 24,939 € WAz 15,450 € MNA1FL LATEN 18D
j )
YW % ol

Ta#itiu fAn incremental costeffectiveness ratjqi.'t_,fm‘i_lﬁ"i_l BSC winfu 37,551€/LYG

rd e
A
Jay ® g

5 _Z‘ ‘ = o <
Carlson wazAauy [51] Ll A.¢.2008 laAnELaL LML FuvuaaenIsinENzi
- e

UanszayinguaIaNaNiaaINNI9INEIfeeeeNUNIRNolAdatatias 1 gasTu

anigewdni lnenfreudieussnden eelanuy  enladunnioa  wazenWEWNEN A
=2 ' ¥ as 14 an a N a A

nsAnEINL9N Siunn upqsintadens welainy, anladungums  UATENWRWNEN Aa

36,977 USS$, 39,404 US$ waz43,795 US$ Amuaml
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A919% 2.6 uanIN19ANEITasANANA TuN TN lsANziFalan sraziing vas

Carlson WazAnLE (ARAANANN Lung Cancer2008;61(3):405-15)

Base case results

Input Erlotinib Docetaxel Pemetrexed Diff. (Erl vs. Doc) Diff. (Erl vs. Pem) Diff. (Pem vs. Doc)
Effectiveness

Overall survival (years) 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.00 0.00 0.00

PFS (years) 0.34 0.34 1 0.00 0.00

QALY 0.42 0.41 0.01 0.00
Costs (USS) )

Drug acquisition 12,604 (5,207) 6,697

Drug administration 122 (1,266) 0

Adverse event (309) (2,041)

Progression 0 0

Total costs (6,782) 4,655

ICER (USS/QALY) 3 Dominated 1,743,359
Abbreviations: Erl, erlotinib; Doc, docetaxél: Path, gematrexed; P survival QALY, quality-adjusted life-year; ICER,

incremental cost-effectiveness ratio.

Katherine [52 Ng AIN AU wAULIAT TEudu
gane Tuaud iisesuats wafeafen  eelafifinlunis
Snenzialen seazving Tog l#iilu second-line Az second
or third line TuyuNe3189 uuaInnslden wala ity 150mg
a =] o n:ll
enladunniaa 75mg/m2 ¢ ﬂﬂﬁmmmﬂumm\m 2.7 ng

7 @LL@“’%I"IWNWIT]L"HV]

3
ﬂ‘lJEI’JVIEJ‘VI‘ﬁWEJ’]ﬂi

QW’]ﬁNﬂ‘iﬂJ UA1AINYAY

agtnudansldenieal
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A9 2.7 LARNNANNIANHIANNANAITaINT N eala ATU (Araanann

Pharmacoeconomics 2010;28(1):75-92)

Study DR Comparators Incremental results (ERL vs comparator)
{country; y of values) {horizon) costs LY/QALY gained cost per LY/QALY gained
Markov models®
Aratjo et al 28] 5% (2y) ERL vs BSC €10 366 0.064 QALYs €161742 per QALY gained
{Portugal; 2008) 0.15LYs €70 424 per LY gained
ERL vs DOC P €2784 0.025 QALYs Dominant per QALY gained
F z Equivalent LYs Cost saving per LY gained
ERL vs PEM ¥ }é} 0.009 QALYs Dominant per QALY gained
' ‘_/ Equivalent LYs Cost saving per LY gained
Batigun and Yildirm!2®F  NR (2y) EBL s DOC “€04.0.053 QALYs Dominant per QALY gained
(Turkey; NR) - -
Chen et al.13° 3% (2y) e ERL ys DOC —5UST 495%5,,0.047 QALY's Dominant per QALY and LY gained
(China; NR) 0.038LY
Coté et al.[311° $Can12078 . 0ME.LYs $Can71018 per LY gained
{Canada; 2005)
Hsia et al 32P " NR NR Dominant per QALY gained
(Taiwan; 2007) ,Nﬁ NR Dominant per QALY gained
Lewis et al.l=P° 3.5% (lifeti =" Leisp 0.05 QALYs Dominant per QALY gained
(UK; NR) —
Orlewska et al.[34® 5 (3y) 611338 0.06 QALYs €144 478 per QALY gained
(Poland; 2006) W, —€7863 0.02 QALYs Dominant per QALY gained
i f-i_-€1 1638 Equivalent QALYs Cost saving per QALY gained
Pompen et al.[35° 4% (3y) £4 ::{:'?QBB 022 LYs €37 551 per LY gained
(Netherlands; 2004%) < —£1503 Equivalent LYs Cost saving per LY gained
Rubio Terrés et al.B6P 3.5% (2y) 'gﬁ?«‘} 0.06 QALYs €160667 per QALY gained
{Spain; 2008) e A 017 LYs €56 706 per LY gained
=g 0.01 QALYs Deminant per QALY gained
— T Equivalent LYs Cost saving per LY gained
8 o AN W -
~ERL Ve PEM €Ty Equivalent QALYs Cost saving per QALY gained
\ : Ecpivalefl LYs Cost saving per LY gained
Decision-tree model® — —= J 4
- -
Carlson et al.l¥7] 3%.(2%) ERL vs DOC -$Usz127  0.01 QNLYJ Dominant per QALY gained
(US; 2007) -] ERL vs PEM -fUsSE782  0.01 QALYs Dominant per QALY gained

{3 /T = T = R = <

DR =discount rate for bath costs and benefits; LY =life-year; NR = not reported; ZL = Polish zloty.

Analyses had a cycle length of 1 mo. Transition probabilities were based on data from the BR.21,129 TAX 317149 and JMEI“9 trials.
Available as abstracts,lﬂ-m-ﬂ-ﬁ..abstracts plus posters®1.38 or an abstract plus slid-EEresentation.laa]

Results reported only in ZL; therefafe, allvalues in € were approximated using the 2006 conversion rate of ZL3.8=€1 provided in the study.
With the exception'af thé cost al ERL{ Which Was fram 2005
Assumed pts were aged 604, Qutcomes based on data from the'BR.21,%° TAX 317,49 TAX 32017 and JMEI¥H trials.

Chougid Laskei [45] it a.A.2007 | IAfiud ey qitlanzigaanssasinai a0

v v
o

wWARNRTL lunnsfnunfanddunanudlugull (after 2 line treatment) luel5aLAg wiqn

gunu lunnsinmisunnsieauda  39,979+20729 €

WA lE aneludag 1%

line

11,969+5,434 € uaz 2"or3"” line 17,494+11,432 € Anulufanas 29.5 uaz 44.19096UY

VNNARINAIAL dou sunulunisinmdasa ety 1wk 4,241+1,424 € Anfluas

Az 10.79095UNUINUNA
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N5UsEL N UNANILATHARASRIE1T AT
NIUsLNUHANIUATHTANARNTANE1EUGY  (Health economic evaluation) 1un1s

5% 1o

WUsEANBNINTIN1T N HINIINITUNNEITETATININ AN ENT QI N AN LA ANAN L
Y | 1 dl o o o =X v Y o dld 16 ¥ Y 1
Fuuseli WesainAuaianenineang asseanenanwldninainsinaliduaing
dszifiumamsugatans avdoglunissindulaenisinmuauleung dpassutlszunniuay
VNUNUAALTNTA1519044 [53-56]
NNFUILHUAUUN AT TANEAS ic cost) HANWANGNANEUYUNI
o % ‘\ dv
ey Inefuyun 1A gAIERE A2a0: ﬁyponumty cost) Sumuidsyifiuan

q

¥
N o o0 K K

M v . £33 %
1818 (Intangible cost) A1 qantl F9ANTTaNNDIIBIF U

Judusunuaedlag e Witisns WisesiunuIedInN uay
‘lm:uuu?‘ma‘mmwﬁ MEfANeR1 (Third party) angael
(55]

Emsussiium afislirans et cneunasb@ulavmadeniian 4 stuuy

AIUAAS LW RN 2.12
Aunu

foadls e

E®

ATTAATIZR
Anneingly fmam\ﬂi i
Funuilsz@ntea
‘U?J M ﬂWﬁW NS Eorereammes
Analysis (CEA)

Urzdweindue=ls ﬂHuumLﬁuﬂ:‘h

v ' [ - 0
ANINTIA
AT IS RW L WvTe

iessniinen mriarzwhopeeald | [mdiaeciiuguarmnuslan]
Cost-Identification or Cost-Benefit Analysis Cost-Utility Analysis

Cost-Minimization Analysis

HHUD 2 12 LL@@\?Qﬁﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬂ?uLNuﬁuV}uLL@ NARANS
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1. nMsssiiusunusngn (Cost Minimization Analysis) #38N153LAIIZHLYL
(Cost-ldentification Analysis) {un15AATEALTLTAEUIENINNLENNT 2 THA TIA1ATIIAY
Tinamiauiuisa lndipesiudnEnissialnuarldsuyuiaandiiu aufunisneuAinis

L & o \ ! Py a o P o 28w v = o
i1 Funuaeels nadeaudladnuai ldrestsnisiinsFeuieuiuriulfualndmeaiy

q

[55, 57]

%umum'ﬁLmﬂzﬁé\’unuﬁm?mmﬁmm VisasunUNITIRLEN 9 09l8ane e §
failAe (58]
Tuil 1 Cost Cefter Idgnlificalion and Groliping UNNUIUFAG] 289
Tsanenunaganiduniossuaiiyu G Metha waz Maher uiia 131 3 ngu Ae
. mkmmuﬁisiﬁalﬁtﬁmﬁié’ (Non-Revenue Producing Cost Center :
NRPCC) via Nonchargind' difedlly o patients siiineiis. wiseanuiiidnsaralunig
UIM79ANNT M?famﬁumuﬂﬁﬁﬁqwum@}uugﬂanuﬁluj InadldFanifivAtinisaingilae
Taeimgg w?aimﬂﬁﬁqﬁumiﬂﬁ@iﬁ;ﬁm_?mié"ﬁ}fﬁuﬂ, dhenBysewialudhednns dhenis
WA UNTRULALNATTAT  gaelvadmad, miagineadudaends  vuinenau
A281A I TZ A UTUE I UAIALAG AT @%‘Humﬁﬂm AT
. Miifa_ﬂ\i’]uﬁﬁﬂslﬁtﬁmwiﬁ (Revénue Producing Cost Center : RPCC)
138 Charging to pati.eﬁmmemw%msquﬁﬁuﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬂ’m‘Lm';’_jﬂfaﬂ

! v a 1% -t ¥ a & | i O i o 3
LS ﬂ‘ﬂsl‘wmm"a"]ﬂiﬂ"ﬂ’]ﬂﬂ’]‘ﬂﬁﬂ?ﬂ’]‘ima’mu [ {8 aamen ﬂ]qﬂquﬁﬂq@m?Gﬁuqm? NN

[

i warnansi wasnss dudu

= b 3R AL InE (Patidhf SErVice Area PS) wanailia miaganu

1Fn9gftlae Ineisigs el wnungUaeuen waziaungtanly naamiag L
pudugTuaanmuay tlasinlsesas

447 2 Direct Cost Detérmination s uline Rl Aazngy tnesiuuingnes

ADIUAAZUUIENUIFANUATINTDIFUNUAITNY FUUAITan Taas uazfiunuAIad

Faunleiae

Total Direct Cost = Labor Cost + Material Cost + Capital Cost
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¥ ' 14 ' :j/ Ay a oA Vo =
FUNUAILINIU  (Labor Cost) 1A mma‘uLmumumwmﬂgummﬂmu EN]

a

dounnnaineglugfolu 1w Ruimen A1 AE99aN HHREN RUTIHADATAILEN

BEULAT ANFNHINNLNG

v
a o

z@mﬂammm @ﬂ@’]uﬂ\‘l’]u £

Q

v g

FunuANIan a@ee  (Material Cost) lAwn 52m

a a a
X

NIAUI 81T FaRINENAIERTNNTLANE 91T SETTE SRy AaNaselinAsine) A
FoN1iN9y ANRIIANIHRNLITIRNNT UazAIRgNaN1 T @Inen

¥ ' . o W o o o = a . v
FUYUANAU (Capital Cost) tium dunuradan AlszanTtlaaseansdanasdng

v A

agdnusinsunmeuazaginsidadnay |, nasAanenindensAtLszantlunnadna

v

(Annual financial cost) lsaani siansaAntlaqii i (Current value) m@qm;ﬁmm‘%uﬂu k)
patlaNgNT bl (Expecied <Useill ‘llife) uAnna A A den s AlsznTinng

\AIEFANEAT  (Annual«€Conemic cost %’@ﬁﬂﬂmmmmﬁ%ﬁu (Current value) 284
mﬂmsm 119598 AnnualiZation factor °]N Anﬂualrzatlon factor umminmim@fmmiwﬂm

RINNTIUY BRTan (Discount rate) A @ﬁﬂmﬂmmu (Expected useful life) N1A1WI0L

FANAU

Annual Finan€ial{fest < = urrent Value

Expected Useful Life

Annual Economic Cost = Currertalue

Annualization Factor

v
o

mu‘ﬁl 3 Allocation Criteria Determination Mﬁdﬁmm’mé’umuﬁmmmu NANNNT
&N Vﬁy @gjd’] u‘wuimﬂmm (Direct.Cost)1 0¥ NRPGG waz RPGC SNL‘]JuTranS|ent
Cost Center (TCCs)' azgnnszRnesiiusiumuniedon” (Indirect Cost)mmmifmmu@uj
ANANHANTUS U THLENNsvTaaTLa U TmﬂmﬁwﬁﬂLﬂmeﬁmﬁ‘mmwﬁunuﬁ

WiNzan ﬁunuﬁwum%mmmmmnmﬂu MdeNw PS %aLﬂuAbsorbing Cost Center
(ACCs) vy ACCs %ﬁﬁunumuﬁwm (Full Cost) iwinfiuDirect Cost 789 ACCs 184 393

AU Indirect Cost fignn3zans (Allocate) 111N TCCs (NRPCC uaz RPCC)
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U7 4 Full Cost Determination Fiunusanisuna 1#a1nsiununi19msa (Direct Cost)
1 £ [ % % 2 . dl 1 U
2IMLFUNU PS 199 9aNUSUYUNIeEeN (Indirect Cost) NInszanauiaInuiaefiunu
RPCC laz NRPCC

WINTRANTTUNFUYUIIUNATEIUUIENIU PS AT HAMADIUN ATUIUAUTINT AN
C e e e D R T T S S SR
Fandtinan Avagineimienisunng wazdu NllAGenALaIng Uoe Tedaull Gandn
Routine Service Cost (RSC) @auniiagdii  RPCC HdaunGanifivaingileama  sunu

Tnaimseras RPCC sanfiusuuniseaniiléisnnain NRPCC siuyudaunizaniivaingiaail

o))

8 sununiistuiediladesingininsaadiighians @inm (Medical Care Cost) Faily

1 =3

aunTIuegiUANNIULIEeIN LAt atiazeslsA wagnsnen4isn1InainInaes

D

WNNel 1
v ol
Tui1 5 Unit CostCalglilation (2iav1 Full Cost 2@4 PS l#uda n1sA1u9n Unit Cost

v

LDIFTUUIINA 81aA MR DTl 91 HeuATTL 318 (Number of Visit) 2a3gtlhauan vise

nwaniungiasag laanegiing/(Patient Days)
" A

TP S ol e

Unit Cost (OPD) s _Full Cost

Numibe: of Visit

Unit Cost (IPBA- - Full Cost

Mumber of Patient Days

[

2. MSATIEWOUNY -UsEANBNA (CostEffectiveness, CEA) FUAANSH

= N aa 1 o v dla/ o v dl o %
Wit uAaNANSA A RN A1 mmugﬂwmﬂmmmm @WHQHQUQHW@WNW?ﬂﬁﬂQﬂuiﬂ

A '

o d-dlcv aa 9 o/ Ailjv = I [ '8 aa v ol dl
MUIULATIHATIR 38R FaTdnAn FaATRaNaansiITsAann-t1AnaeelasAnRgn Dadn

q

HilszAnBnmunnngn [55-56]
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A1579% 2.8 siunu UszAnsuavaanisinmdnilen luiauglviusnisuasetloadng

I9A(ARAANAIN Kamolratanakul,1993)

AUNUAD Us=AnBua Aunu-Us=Ansua
Regimen y_a — y_a =
W lwugnng HEE % Hlwugnng filae
2SHT/BHT 2 541 4692 477 5,328 9836
2SHRZ/4HR 1,908 3,308 93.7 2,037 3,525
2SHRZ/BHR 1,981 3,360 865 9 2,306 3912
2HRZ/4H,R, 1,615 2474 837 1,930 2,956

H = Isoniazid, R = Rifampigm®S = Sirgptomycin, T = Thiaeetazone, 7 = Pyrazinzmide

3. NMSAATIZWAW WA LA (Cost-Benefit Analysis, CBA) Wunistssiluyari

v a

nalfifuioRy  deduydieufienit inliaansousiue s eweuiuléaanig

a

AnmzirnRuitanansann 393 A8 yaddideiutesmaligns (NetPresent Value, NPV)
mﬁLmﬂzﬁﬁmmﬂmm‘uLmumﬂlumﬂmmi‘fm;u,; (Internal Rate of Return, IRR) UazN3
PIGERE T R TRy Fofa ol (K (BénciitCost Ratis, B/C) [57]
ﬁ'ﬁma‘f‘fmmimﬁl,ﬂuﬁqﬁﬁ'mmam‘h@%%ﬁ@ [55-56]
3.1 prwiEuivsefinlafinears (Willingressuto pay) Iaenadniinisaissniga

tastulilinan1218 L Eaesannas e N AT uaa s Tamiiaza 18 ANNALILNUAR
a J
[~ a 1 |G§ ) ‘|w/ [ % -dl v 1 a - Yo [ a
Hulumile wiftuediudadeaus foe Ml N99tATIRa AIEgIUEYedans TiAuAR

all o <3 [ ju-/ Ly (3 1| . a Qddglo v
neafuniaduthe  szauessnisyloadaasn)sldiquilen nnsUsufudsiinlidauaz
ARAARDITLNIEGNNIATHIAN QRS

3.2 wdnAfsnuNYEe (Human,capital approach) Iagldasilszidiuselsnie iy
naaneddE Tatnainn e ins e Wi En N33 N g [Yardin@Tinataesynna
WA ABYA AN TDILANRANYAAALILATNITONAR LATENINTNDNYTBNLT AL JAATDY

% a dl o o d! A aa PN =) [

LA lFU9913N19aN50ugENA NN o IR puesyArantistindiseanlllddn 10 U fae
HAANTDINANRANAAAIUAINTONAR LA [WT29198169N819

4. nmsAsizuauny -assadlszladu (Cost-Utiity Analysis, CUA) WaAWSH

= A s . ! N a .
WheuWeupe  Azuuwassnilsclomi  (Utiity Index) W AZUUUAMNIWE 36, Quality-
adjusted Life Years (QALYs) Nednranlfaanunlunognesnmunindin wsa utility unit

X o Ao 2 any ~ ' o ™
uuwugﬁuﬂmmfnmﬂﬁwwm (Healthy) Gﬁﬂlliﬁ‘wﬂ\l']ﬂﬂ’)'n\lLWﬂQLLﬁﬂ?qﬂqqﬂiﬁﬂWﬂuu LLBIBIN
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1 v
= 1% = o

HauuNnesaundhiiensiganinianeseniauazanla  uarann soanssiamnat sl
AspuatwUnfguuaziianssonin  [55-56] viseluszaznduinldadnnisipaniugnig
4INW (Health status) WANNAWALAMAIWTGR 11U Health-related Quality of Life

HRQL,HRQoL) iluuuidniniaanau latuganimuazamuniwdan  iuyuuesnmunin

—

)}

2 A=l| 1 & dl ¥ o dl a ' 1 dl o 1 aa
QMWHQLuuﬂQWNLﬂﬂQﬁIﬂﬁﬂU@ﬂIﬂqWIﬂﬂm%‘i mummummqLﬂumwgﬂmuummﬂmqmm

1
v A

dl [ dl % 1 . a e/
‘Vlgﬂﬂi“]_lLﬂﬂﬂuﬂﬁﬂﬂQ’]MUﬂWi“ﬂ\‘W}’]\‘]ﬂ ; pairments) mmmmm‘lum?ﬂguwmw

A

1%38N19NA  (Functional statu tions) wazlan1an1edean  (Social

1114 wsaulaung [59-60]

L
opportunities) @t UKANIA

‘l
I

AU INENTNEINS
RINNIUUNIININY
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3.1 gduuunns9ae (Research design)

l1J49utin (Cohort Studies)

A (Sariple)
AN Y ' o v =
<HeN ARLAUBNFBNITINBIAVRIELAN

au
N EHRTGIN ' AN
Sample gtlatiuzi] 1l \@a‘ﬁ*ﬂmﬁwmmﬁﬁﬁﬁmmﬁ@u

19998 1ALIN1TAALNFILTIALATIZULL

3.2 szilieul63a8 (Resea
3.2.1 Uszdng (Popu
Target populatio

dl o o dl
NuNFuNgFnENTsewenu

nguetlag (study "’ QLR Pl lasunnsanasadnulsanzise

q
'
2 =

amszeznie f

Tinavaned EasnERR N AN newwar]  FFunisinwnsaee

Fnulnlsdu

‘Eiﬂmﬁqﬂﬂm:ﬂzﬁwﬁiﬁ AUAIS mﬁﬂwﬁmmﬁ@uu@ﬂé’%umﬁﬂm
A

fagign AT unnEa ‘o o
32 %M&J%&Qﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂ.ﬂ&ﬂﬁm
flaeditenguanndn 183 ¢ o 'y,
BWHAIRFTU MD)W A Hemmotues
an A
N1391ade

L ¥ 1 1 o % = o o 1 dl P4

Hilnesiedlineuanessanisinudaseaitiniaunnen 1 gas lnagasenilisies
Fuwanduds (Platinum) Wudquilsznay

fulaenldFuansiulnlstu iseantagunnims lun19inen second-line treatment

filhadasasdalulutiuganidnsaunisads
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3.2.3 nMNNITAREAnaINNISANE (Exclusion criteria)

v d' VYo 1% = = a '
duaeeliFuenfulnlsdu viesnTadunnisaninou
fibhenldausanlidoya

|
=

FilaeMNECOG >3

3.2.4  NI9ATUINAUIARNIDENG

o oy . - ¢ s
iasangihalsansiiatan 320y e lulsaneuna  aiasnsal Nl

-

L dl o d”
AUANTRFNINUTINn A aIa99azia wideaiialy 1 T g lddsvainslunguil
-

analsianansidhusaunuzeess i insioi a6 Aaiunas ﬁﬂwqﬁﬁﬂuquéﬂwﬁﬁqéqu
PSR /R S o 4
UG I R RO HEER muuﬁmwiummemmﬂmqmmimﬂuﬂ W.A. 2552 T9AA

Az uIuLlsENnns 30 Al - A

— —

i
| *

325 nsdanalasnigin (Obsdrvatlon and measurement)

mmﬂmmmmﬂfm‘lﬁmﬂml,uuuuwn (Recexrd form) patlsznaudng
d ' tl‘
alk v ol

1) dagavialyl 18un ane weE wiauin dqu@u ANBN93NIA UseARnnsquyms

!
o aaa

2) day m@wqmmmﬂuimu LNU@M@LLﬂ Uniady 72824 TAUT TN TR RE

!
=

¥
ﬁlﬂLLﬂu\‘Wldﬂ’lﬁ‘LLW?ﬂ?“’ﬂ']ﬁ TipIaINziNLUan (Histology) mﬁﬂmmmﬂmummu NG

ﬁ\iﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬂhﬁ]ﬂLL@ﬁﬂﬁﬁ‘@ﬁﬂﬁjﬂ@ ﬁuﬂ‘ﬂ‘ﬂdﬁl"lLﬂll‘]_ﬂ‘i_lﬂ‘ﬂLﬂﬂ1ﬂiu1uﬂﬂiiﬂﬂqsﬁﬁﬂfirst—line

3) danasiny LEwn

U |

3.1 Medical care cost 9tlsznaufag AEUAZIITIMAT WAZAIATIANTY
4 a e o alaa [
vinelniAnaalazayaa tiast

. . dl A % dli’ k% % 1 1
3.2 Routine service cost TNAR AUNUNUFIY Usznaumne AU UATLIN AN

1
%

Fanyinll Arasyuaasqandiheiuisnig dsaiuwnniuduyueatseaisnesnisiulsnig

o o Y A v A&I 1o o Yo
dusugleuen vizasuueassaduuaud uFugilos

3.2.6 98N19ALHUNI5IAE

1) abuneg Widilasuayssany i lainaafunisdanlasenisidtuasdunaunmas
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3

2) fuinFunnsdnunastia lulutiueandinsannisae (informed consent)

o R 3 A4 9 o =3 s = |
3) thunndeyanneqdesmuuuuivnndeya  InaAudeyasainaasviden e
naRdulsamenuiaginaansad - Usedin 1sdnaenanngudeyay theavesd nands nesu
dszdRn1enanieviesdfifinsaing uieyazesismentna  vasnsal nnsdunimal

Fileuaz/vzany s

3.2. 7 Lﬂ'f"}mﬁﬂﬁ"lﬂﬁ“l .

3 2.8 mimmqm'mﬂ:a@aw
AULFFENN 531

1) NUNIUIISEUNIINLNEIIALIAN IBNITINE WAZNANIFINEN

= aa o
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3.29 ﬂ’l‘ﬁtﬂﬁ"lﬁﬁ“ﬁ'ﬂga (Data Analysis)

aLﬂmzﬁi@H@Thﬂﬁﬂmmu SPSS version 16.0

1. NERlATIEATRY AlEY AN IN AsuaRed eaaiindasay uarld Chi square
Lﬂ?ﬂ‘uLﬁﬂ‘um’mLLmrwmiij’mﬂ@;m;ﬁﬂfm%mmﬂ@;u

2 A A flleia I ALA AR AT EATEE § 1) Taire dayagegauay
f1gn uagld Mann Whitney U test lunisuBauiilaumneadinnesiaesngs

3. Maezidayasun1990aTI6 19 Kaplan-Meier

a
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4.1 AAnsMzIadlsETng
neAnwBRdndun9An w1 24pn WunguinldenTadunniea 15au TH5uensu

Tnlstiu 9pu lwmatne 15au@annlaenlattanaa 12a1 uaznguinls endulnlsgu 3

AL) L‘Wﬂ‘MﬂN 9AL(NA

3
aal

mﬁlmmiﬂ&mmsﬁ@ 3m1d LLazﬂ@uﬁié’ﬂwﬁﬁuvLmTﬁu 6AY) Uszannd
dranlunsfineniifiendaagr esay 60,50 lafieagerlutas 41-843 nguiilienla
SunnurafiAndisngiunaeie 60 digedludes 47848 daunguiiléfy andndllnlsdu &
Ansiaegurasnng 61508 lugtds 731

anndtlagiavisin@and ﬁéﬂqéﬁﬁ é@OG performance status 1 A 9w 20Aw Ll
mjuﬁié’%umim%l,mmm 12a1 (?@é@; 80 é}l@gﬂ@jumé’ﬁ*ﬂmim%uwmeﬁ@ ) Lmzﬂzjuﬁim &
snulnlsdn 8mu (Fauay 839 mﬂdﬁ@'u‘ﬁliﬁ ﬂ"ﬁﬁ’]mﬂﬁ‘%u ﬁﬂ')ﬂﬁlﬁ ECOG performance

. |

status 2 AU 41 (Faaay 20009045

L

will mﬂﬁmf-ﬁmﬂm Lﬂumwvl,mmimmmmm 3AU
wazngulaensiulnlsau 1au (?@ﬂ@ 11. mﬁﬁﬂ@mimmmu%‘iieﬁu

ﬁﬂqmmummmummﬂwﬁum 4denocarcindiiia T@ﬂﬂﬂiuﬂ@w%mimmmﬂLsm

7A1 (AoTluFaeay 46. Ymﬂan@uﬁ%f;lﬁ‘tmsnl,l,wm@) LL@:ﬂam'Lm gsinulnlsdu 8pu (Fasay

q
9/

88.9 mmmjuﬂmmmuﬁwiimu) A 6mumm@%ummﬂwﬁﬁ@squamous Tmu@g’iumjuﬂm
e IABUNNLTR TN (Anilndesay 40°ﬂ@\1ﬂz§m'7ivlﬁm'1m%l,tmﬂm@)

N BT AU Induinioaid sl 4uG8uns 26.7) Tuelésuen Carboplatin +
Gemcitabine l1n195n1E" first line 6Af(3aaaz40) ﬁLﬂﬂim?Uﬂﬂ Carbagplatin + Paclitaxel ‘V]
Waa5AGasaY 33.3)151’§um@m§|u zﬁmmﬁmﬁiﬁﬁ*umﬁwﬂﬂﬁu&u 20U(3aeay 22.2)
welden Cisplatin -+  Gemcitabine  5Au(Gasay 55.6)welffuen Carboplatin +
Gemcitabine 2auGanay 22.2)1mela5usnCarboplatin + Paclitaxel

Q’ﬂfmﬁ'Lﬁmﬂumiﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬂ@:fﬁ quy u’?ﬁmu LLmLﬂuﬂ@wimumimmmm 11
wEnludesay 73.3 m@\‘mz\juﬁiﬁmim&mmsﬁ@ ) LL@?.:LﬂuﬂZjﬂJﬁm/%‘/‘]_l epulnTsTu 1A

(Fasaz 11. 190906 185U dulnlsdu) filaa12aunvas naguipaninen ety
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naunlaFuenlagunnia 4auGanay 26. YﬂJfﬂQﬂaumimmemMﬂLm) LLamamim g5

1391 8Au(3a8az 88.9 mﬂqﬂ@:uﬁiﬁmﬁquhiﬁu)

3
=

Eﬂﬁ"’l\‘l‘;‘l 4.1 LL@@Q%@H@Wquuﬁlﬂ\‘iQﬂ'}ﬁliuﬂqﬁ‘ﬁﬂﬂ’]
flhavanun  nguladunniga  ngulvlsdu P
(N=24) (N=15) (N=9)

g [6l)) .881
AnE§1U(Median) 61.0
42921¢)(Range) 45-73
<60 1l (5azaz) 44.4
>60 1l (5azaz)

56.6
VWA (§REaz) .036
ThEl 33.3
T 67.7
ECOG (5a8az) 572
1 88.9
2 1.1
sinvasuzifalan(fasas) 001
Adenocarcinoma 88.9
Non-Adenocarcinoma 11.1
ansaANLNRfirst line(@akeias 044
Cisplatin+Gemcitabine & 44 22.2
Carboplatin+Gemcitabine . 37 & 55.6
Carboplatin+Paclitaxel 333 40.0 209
Others

NENTNEING -

msmuﬂumma@syeﬂﬂg 322
Complete or Partial response ¢ 37.5 &% 33.3 QSa45
== GWTANNIUHNTINY 1A E
Progresswq disease 250 26.7 220
mMaguyu3(Fasaz) .003
LABgL WIREAgUUWE 50 73.3 11.1
Laitnsguuws 50 26.7 88.9
Ansnssnen(Fasaz) 357
1$1UNNS/5FIRMNA/AIAANITNTA 79.2 73.3 88.9
"""E"’f* o 12.5 13.3 1.1
Usznuganwaumin 8.3 133 0
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endnulnlstu Tnald Chi-Square test Aududayaiienmunin 1y wd ECOG  1iiaae9
wzi3ailen gasannld first line N1smaLaURssiaeN first line N19quUYWT wazld Mann-Whitney

U test duiudeyaidarzunndituadgeilas

I 1 ¥ a

HANITNARELINNATANLEY NAN Hiae RASNAUHAN TN U WA WA TTiATes

9 qaf
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o a o

nziialen granaRtnTAnLAee lugoairst line N19gULYE wan sneiuaenaliEdATyng

aa | dl Yar % = = , 15 a @ a .
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e liquyinannangdiifitenlemuant | 94 dondeyaiugiuiiu ety  ECOG

49 Kl

performance status N19ERALARYN IS first line waz@VEN9iNEN iaaeangu i

i

ANUWANFNTIY :
,-'. #F
o

-a2 dd

4.2 namsANHITRNAA LSS ANEAIWIBINISSN NS AR ng

i

AULTIRIYTTeEA 8 NuAINLE W.A.2558 wudagiloedlsailunnau 23 au §

filoeAeannudaviadt 17 au lunaudthanloantagunnegs’ 12 au uaznguinld andu
Tnlstu 5 Aw anuanITANEINLdT AN sug UTeNITEEINATAYUANTIA (median PFS)789
nangiloavieuym| 271 Aibailediludnd 971990 Bau aeingsiinisdu 7.83 hau ag)
Tuaiag 1.47-19.90' ihaw aaengulaGunnima 2.07 thaw aglugag 1.17-6.90 1houw HR 0.14
(95%Cl, 0.04:0.51)\p=.001| ‘Anslo g1 RtedstadIanspnmdmuedngattdeiannn 7.3
A 1 = A | a A

\ou 1enguinlsdiu 10.56 1haw 2e9ngniaGunnima 6.63 Hauw HR 0.27 (95%CI 0.07-

0.99) p=.037

WA INIA3AA wneinlutag second line Hftlaenlafunisinusialugoag third
line 13 aw Tneaglunguindunniaa 8 au (Anluies 53.33 veenguindunniag ) uazeslu

ngunlsdu 5 au@Eaduianas 55.56 0angulnlsdu)



Survival Functions
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naulatunnims 8 AU lAuNsnEsaluda third line wiisiflu 5 Auldendinulnls
Ty (eela Hfly 3w WAHARRY 2pu) 3puldanaitintdmnsianeg (single  agent
chemotherapy) @augtlag 5 Aulunguensinuinlsdu wiailuawdmnam 4 au anladunn

a1 AL

Aun SN ladunnios Tnguwils 1133 LL@VT\‘]MNM 49 WAN13DT AINTUKS
WideTin Inanaunsndeninuniey

1un ieanmis 13 wisn 10 LB “mﬁ@mmqmﬁm neutrophil i1

aLnINgeuaINn13inET 17 wisnisad tne
wtauA N TUNITEAL 1 I "y LINTEAL 3-4 VIANNA 2 lURN1T9d
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HALNSNTRY NALNTNTAUNNTTALANNTULSY  NAUNTNTAUAMNTULIITEAL 3-4

nlpdunniga  aneulnlsdu  enladunniga

N=15 N=9 N=15
WALARAUNITRA 10 (66.67%) 0 (0%) 8 (53.33%)
neutrophilﬁ'l;'l

ldsannusinidane 3 (20%) 3 (20%)
‘nﬁﬂneutrophilﬁ%ﬁ

G

=
Waaius

' =
ARULNAEL

=l
Aauldaniagy

WNTI

a v
AR
ALY 0 (0%
F1ianadiaivin 3 (20%)
Uanrsue

P &
daanauiida
naawInlnR
WA bulan

UIN

aneulnlsdu
N=9
0 (0%)

0 (0%)

0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
1(11.11%)
1(11.11%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)
0 (0%)

sunlugas second-line uilvaniflusiuyy 2 unaAndn Ae Medical care cost WAz

Routine service cost

4.4.1 aunwlunsinmuzidelanssasineludas second-line

Wudununinatiuasalunisinelug0ag second-line (3L8LRANFILABNFNHIAUNY

q

Traunnau)vesdtherionuendasanlunisiing anuanisAnsanudl Seugiuresen
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guaziTAUIl 173,817.13 U laseglutae 85,055.50-267,373.75 1w 18815 14T09AN
maaneviest JUmnis wazie@inade aeegilaerianna 9,300.00um Tnaatflutdas 750.00-
65,220.00 U 8EFIUIRIAILETNNT WUFIU 6,809.74 U Tagegludas  2,264.07-

129,809.23 1 881184 SN lutgsecond line 204,052.76 1w Tneiaglutag

38,648.85-2,049,300.00 1

Fun T second line m@mq’uﬁiﬁmfm%mﬂma HA1EEgUIBIANE AT
wsitusl 143,271.00 un-dageeiugoe 85,055:60-267,873.75 UM 1883 1UUBIAIATIA
el iiAnTg uazisaquade 4106600 1w Ingasilumos 750.00-35,980.00 1w ilael
FIUBAIA m’?rma‘ﬁugm 87OMT 1N Tmﬂlagﬂwﬁqq 2843.35-13,716.22 U U823 11404

sunusanludag second-lifle 156(141.13 1N Ineaelumag 38,648.85-298,214.58 UM

mumusl,umq seegond- Ilne ﬂlﬂﬂﬂ@NWllﬂ EI’]IFHMi‘V]T?“ﬁu umuﬁﬂﬁmmmﬂ’m%m”
AU 587,304 un I ﬂﬂﬂluﬂ]')\i 162 629*50 1,973,970.00 1 uﬁmmmmmmm
VI'N‘M@Q‘]JQLIW']W‘J‘ LL@wT\TZ\VJu@Qﬂ 13 170.00 m)fmﬂ@ﬂiuma 1,490.00-65,220.00 U

uﬁmmmmmmm@ Wuﬁ’]u 9 272 51 umn Tﬂﬁl‘ﬂﬁlluﬂm\‘i 2 264 07-129,809.23 U L5¢l

FIUTBY FUNU sili8e second  Iine 607,212.21 mmimﬂﬂglwﬁw 211,170.54-

2,049,300.00 1 i

HANNINRAELNNATH LS Mann-Whitney U-test agsiumulunisinmuzidalen
t% ! . ! 1 dl % a 1 dl % % = !
szavinglutgagsecond linessuinangqui ldanindunarsauazngui g gsnulnlsdu wudn

s uATE N A TATT S WATUA L angaaviTies U JUANN A ads At a uas AU

o g

' d‘ ¥ ¥ = ' | dl g a 1 o aa
weangui ifesulnlsiugeandinguinldantafunnisaesinaltiadAnynieada laadpn  p

Wiy <.001, .015 waz <.001 AINAIAL dauALFnIsugIuesvdeengy iiaAN

WANFNAUNNATAAN p WAL .263
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A1S9N 4.3 LanFuuIaIN1sineNsialensrasyinglugae second-line mae

U UAZAINIIMAAB LN NADATTINguenInFunnaawaznguansinuln st

filaeviaviun nanenladunnga  nawensulnlsduy  p
(N=24) (N=15) (N=9)

Medical care cost

ANZULAZLITANN  173,817.13 587,304.00 <.001

(35,055.50-»_ (162,629.50-

1,973,970.00)

ANRITAIANIY 13,170.00 015

vaslfjlianisuay (1,490.00-

GACEPRLE 65,220.00)

Routine service cost

L= &

ATUTNITNUIIUY 9,272.51 .263
(2,264.07-
129,809.23)

Medical care cost + Routine semvice :% el

AUNUTIN 204,052.76 ,-_g}: A 3 607,212.21 <.001

(38,6 B, £ (211,170.54-

-

"X J2,049,300.00)

5 :Ii

442 "éfuﬁiaLﬁﬁ"&mﬁ%’nmmﬁﬁlamsasv’hﬂ’luﬁw second-line

uM&ﬁ%ﬂHMﬁMhﬂL&lﬁdjﬁiﬂuﬁw second line
wsdeiszeizinanildlunnss ‘ﬁ " econd-|i ej” 7 " LLa@'ﬂ” 1auislsaLy
uﬁﬂﬁugiﬁﬂﬁﬂLﬁq ﬁi?[ﬁﬁjm ﬂ%ﬂ ' rﬂ;iﬁﬂmwudﬁ

faaguresdeuavoaiusisienen  75,248.28 un Aneu tngegludee  21,033.30-

TmeINg

v aaa o 1

122,803.71 UM Ahew 88 §IUIBNARTIAN WU Ainng uasid@itiady seinen
1,960.86 Ln/ibau Ineiag/lugag 450.00-14,383.64 LMARDY JEEFIUTBIAILETNT NUFIU

sewau 2,315.02 umineu Insaflutae 460.73-46,360.44 Un/AReu £ 58511104 5UNU
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Taganlugos  second-lineslaifian  78,393.99 uwm ihen tn  wegludos  23,189.31-

143,979.91 U/1Aa

% 1 . U dl ¥ a ISP o 1
sunulugae  second-line veangui tieninGunnisa HANNsEgIUIBIAIEUAL
waieiseRen 57,367.50 uninen tnaetlutaq 21,033.30-122,803.71 um/ihew doe

FIuT3AIRIIANTesiEng uazii@diiade deineu 2,417.50 umikeu Inaatluda

450.00-7,654.29 L/ i e §aNaR AN uﬁimﬁ@u 2,949.11 umAneu Tag
A.\ 1 A_ I . 1 =
FIRUDGFIT U 7931194 second-linefaina
63,350.47 U m/hew Tnes 1189.81-133,835:25 11/ 1ha

a

prav)u T L NANEEFIUIRNANEUAY

nISUTIAaLAaL 88,5 38-110,883.75 LN/LAaLs iael

872.51u/bau neiag] lugag

g ’1 isiapau 1,069.91 unanaw Tae
atflutg 460.73-46,360.44 Uik 391899 AU anlugag second  linesiaihian

100,368.02 UnnARewlnsasligag 43 279.71-143 979194 LR a1l

X

2
ﬂ‘NEJ’mEJ'ﬂﬁ‘WEJ']ﬂ‘i
a‘maﬁmm UA1AINYAY
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AN9199 4.4 LaASFuUsalAauaaInIsinNziselen sxazving ludas second-line

WILMARBY UazAINNIMAA LN NERRTzINNgNenTadunnisauaznguensinuln st

flaananun nanenladunniga  nauensnulnlsdu  p
(N=24) (N=15) (N=9)

Medical care cost

ANELAZLITA N 75,248.28 57,367.50 88,581.70 .035

(21,033.30- (41,755.38-

122,803 Tiige S : 110,883.75)
ANAFIANTY 1 ,96& ‘ 1,872.51 953
Vsl iRnsuaz 50:60" QI (496:67-14.38364)
AU

Routine service cost
ANUTNNTNUFIY 1,069.91 138

(460.73-46,360.44)

AuusIN 100,368.02 035
EREE ——— ’ (43,279.71-
143,979.91) ', = ?f. 3 143,979.91)
os - Y L o
mmwmmu’@mnm‘imﬂ‘[ﬁ “ManA-Whit adunusaiAeulungsne

wzifalenszesiine luiagsecond liness snml,@m@mvlm gnsinulnis

T wmﬁmuwummuam‘mmm WA muwummmmwiﬂﬂwmu"LwTa‘Sﬁummqﬂam”me
IaTunnitans gl %2? 5 AMNAIAL AIUAUNU
mummm@m%mm@ LAZS 1?] ?@ m;ﬁj}}uﬁﬁi@wmmnaﬂmm’m
mm@ﬁ“ﬁfﬂ QWTWNWWW 1A Y

443 muwu"lumssnmuvtsqﬂ'amuﬂumﬂmumma second- line AUDY

\dedan
d’lv v o %

~ = Ny Ao ada " ' =< 9 o o
Lu@\i’qqﬂﬂq?ﬁﬂﬂquﬁl\iﬂEﬂQﬂmﬂﬂﬂJﬂjQF‘ILﬁ@ﬂ@% 7 AL sﬁﬂﬁlﬂﬁﬂ@ﬂqu munuﬂ’ﬂ\iﬁﬂ'}ﬂ

! ¥
] a = = %

naNHNusazIiNgean A lalddays  funusangnd o dun 10 n.w. 2553 WnAaludilog

a a

fanans dedayanauisnnnegludas percentile > 50 vinliaunsonAsug uzesdaya
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o o v

siunu el Seegures AuusiNtedngy enlntunniaa 381,321.87 Um douguves

suusanaasnguesiulnlsiu 1,163,040.86 L1

andaya Funusn il atihudinsiiniudeyassazinanlunissenttn wudn
nanenladunnisadl fuw 690,175.33 UM/aveziaansendan 11 (bahtlife year gain) Ngu
endnulnlsTuRFuu 1,321,637.34 U

’T/amiﬂm%ﬁmﬂ
AN 4.5 Land & ﬁﬂ@ el A9WFTI9 second-line

TSHEN
i 4

= a aa - ]
AUDLALTIN —

, [ e
e T
NBHFIUAUNUTIN (1 v qf E W N 1,163,040.86
ﬁ'ﬁﬂgﬁuszﬂmmiﬂm ; 3 10.56
AU UFARSEEZIINTAATED 1,321,637.34
(LN/928EIRI1TRATIATT
4.4.4 AUNUIUNMSSNENAL WANNNTSNHN
- i o Y D dve o
ANNKANTANEINS | - ‘luﬂ@,um1mﬂﬁTmsnLLansn@
AT PReivn VT N Ts IR,
Winfu 14,083.18 1 ‘_ | ;J‘?,‘ ng5nENZISNUan sreizying

Tugae second-line ﬂﬂm@iuﬁ’lﬁ enfunlsTiu ﬁ'ﬁunu@mﬁﬂmmmmiﬂe’ﬁﬂul,ﬁﬁﬁu

2,169.28 uW/Al A = | Pt Qe Filan sraziing lutag
qﬁﬂﬂ%ﬂﬂwwmﬁ‘

second-line

AN TUNNINGAY
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5.1 #gluan1sian
1. dayaiiugiureanguiioeisganguilanuunnaiufng  ina 1ineeuzs

1
d 1
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Lmuuuwnmsmui@nga 1 (record form 1)

Personal data

Gender O male

Date of birth  ........ A /...
Body weight — .............. T — . ight

Reimbursement ocial security(2)
N ernment office(4)
O 0 rs(6)
Smoking status
e ........pack-year

... pack-year

Hx of NSCLC

Date of first diagno c,=== P
v' Y 1

Site of metastasia Ko Pone O Iung 2) O liver(3) O lymph node(4)
ﬂ‘UEVJVIEJVI?WEMﬂ‘i
brain(b O pleura(6 O other ............ (7

H|stoloﬂ RIA g ﬂﬁmmﬁ mher ........... Cﬂ

H|sto|og|cal grade O well diff(1) O moderately diff(2) O poorly diff(3
O unknown(4)

Previous Surgery O yes(1) O no(0)
Type of surgery O lobectomy(1) O Pneumonectomy(2) O other(3)
Previous radiotherapy O yes(1) O no(0)

Total dose .........ovvvne. Gy, Fraction................

60



start date ........ loiiii [, End date ........ [ [,
First line treatment
Drug O Cis+gem(1) O Carbo+gem(2)
O Carbo+taxol(3) O cis+vin(4) O other(5)
Startdate ........ [ [, Enddate ........ A [on..

.End date ........ [ooiiin, [

Cost of treatment

Routine service cost
OPD
IPD
Day care
Medical care cost

Drug R Y ...

Medical supplies b R ..

Lab -

‘V:'. g

Routine service cost + Med 40— S bath

|
AULINENINYINS
ARIANTAUNNINGIAY
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AARNUIN U

l.muﬂ'uﬁnmﬂﬁu{faga 2 (Record form 2)

Adverse event

AE Remark

Cost outside KCMH ';

ﬁuﬂqwawiwawni

Routine service st .......................................... day PP

Remar



Medical care cost

Remark

Drug amount | price cost Med supplies amolfi#A" ogice cost Lab price cost
1 | Erlotinib lyset CBC
2 Gefitinib Three way BUN
3 Docetaxe| extension Cr
4 onsia Megdle ngd® TE
5 | DexaSmg/amp Needeho2d DB
] Benadryl{25mg) tab Instle 24 SGOT
7 Ranitidine 50mg/amp Disposable olove SGPT
3 D5W......... ml Syrnge@icg ALP
9 PSS ml Syringe 10ec TR
10 | FeS04 Syrifige 3CC Albumin
11 | Folic Syringgacg CXR
12 | Lorazepam Blue pad
13 Metoclopamide tab Transpore
14 | DexaSmg/cap Tegaderm
15 Gauge 2xd
16 Sponge
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
W L I | L" " N ") T "

total

Sumdrug+medical supplies+lab cost=

63
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