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o UIBRABEEITBRENA
o (LA RAmATH
+ HER2katt. cLpnis 2 N =565

FEFHIAE
minE Y FHIRE

SEFIE

N
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1

FOLFOX+YILIRYFS YT

N=283

FOLFOX#&E+Placebo

—— FOLFOX+YINRYF2 T

FRR{E HR pfE

—— FOLFOX+Z7 >tk

(95%C.1.)
FOLFOX 15.55H — —
FOLFOX+ 18.2+8 0.75 0.0053
LAY ES (0.60-0.94)
<J

New Standard

Shitara K, et al. Lancet. 2023; 401: 1655-68
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Zolbetuximab stcean=

CLDN18.2(3 "Tight junction protein” T. #EE(XBME
MR THEIRL. BHA/BEBERSEINATERIINDDS

CLDN18.2(IBNW A/ BEBESEIN AMIBOREICEL U T
HD. BEREN E£7/352)8)

Zolbetuximab (& CLDN18.2%&1Z#) & L. ADCC (YK
FiEMRE  BE)/CDC (f{MKFEMREE ) ZiHE T D

First-in-classdF XA SRIgG1E_/ oOFILTUATHD8)

HIIbtHRER T D FASTHER (CHUNT. EOX+
Zolbetuximabl(& EOX&EEER L. CLDN18.25%IR o
IO -TTEFRRIOEREZ &RUEY
- HIEEAFHAR : 9.0 »8 (EOX+2) vs 5.7 »A (EOX)
. REGER : 16.5 58 (EOX+Z) vs 8.9 » A8 (EOX)

?

Mechanism of Action
of Zolbetuximab

zolbetuximab

0" QQ

FcyR+ Effector Cell

ADCC\N
CLDN18.2 ;

Complement

Cell Death

1) Niimi T, et al. Mol Cell Biol. 2001; 21: 7380-90. 2) Sahin U, et al. Clin Cancer Res. 2008; 14: 7624-34. 3) Moran D, et al. ESMO. 2018; #2171.
4) Sahin U, et al. Eur J Cancer. 2018; 100: 17-26. 5) Rohde C, et al. Jpn J Clin Oncol. 2019; 49: 870-876. 6) Tureci O, et al. Ann Oncol. 2019; 30: 1487-1495.

7) Pellino A, et al. J Pers Med. 2021; 11: 1095. 8) Sahin U, et al. Ann Oncol. 2021; 32: 609-619.
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Division of Medical Oncology, Nippon Medical School Musashikosugi Hospital

#ElA%E Nivo+Chemo vs Chemo

Overall survival (%)
a)
=}
1

Nivolumab plus Chemotherapy
chemotherapy (n=473) alone (n=482)

14.4(131-162)

Median, months (95% C1) 111 (10.0-12-1)

CPS>5

HR 071 (98-4% C1 0.59-0-86); p<0.0001

404
304
20
104 — Nivolumab plus chemotherapy
—— Chemotherapy alone
o T 1 T T 1 T J T L 1 U U 1
0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27 30 3 36 39
Number at risk
(number censored)
Nivolumab plus 473 438 377 313 261 198 149 96 65 3 2 9 1 0
chemotherapy  (0) (3) 9) (1) (14) (39) (55) (91) (110) (133) (142) (155) (163) (164)
Chemotherapy 482 421 350 7 m 138 98 56 34 19 8 2 0 0
alone  (0) (10) (13) (19) (21) (37) (50) (78) (93) (103)  (13) (18 (1200 (120
C .
100+ Nivolumab plus Chemotherapy a” populatlon
90 chemotherapy (n=789) alone (n=792)
80 Median, months (95%Cl)  13-8 (12.6-14.6) 11.6 (10.9-12.5)
704

Overall survival (%)
w
=)
1

HR 0-80 (99-3% C1 0-68-0-94); p=0-0002

Number at risk

(number censored)
Nivolumab plus 789
chemotherapy (0)
Chemotherapy 792
alone (0)

-

731
@
697
17)

o

621
(13)
586
(22)

w-

506
(16)
469
(29)

420
(20)
359
(34)

T T T T T T T T 1

15 18 21 24 27 30 3 36 39

Time since randomisation (months)

308 226 147 100 49 34 14 2 0
(63) (90) (167) (167) (201) (212) (231) (243) (245)
239 160 94 59 35 15 7 2 0

(68) (94) (136) (157) (172) (187)  (194)  (199) (201)

CheckMate649 = Ex

Primary endpoint

OS (Overall Survival) TE-o7=!

Lancet 2021; 398: 27-40



2024/6/23 Division of Medical Oncology, Nippon Medical School Musashikosugi Hospital

#ElA%E Nivo+Chemo vs Chemo

100
90—
80—
70+
60—
50+
40
30+
20
10+

ATTRACTION4&H EX

—— Nivolumab plus chemotherapy
—— Placebo plus chemotherapy P F S
HR 068 (98-51% CI 0.51-0-90); p=0-0007

Progression-free survival (%)

Number at risk
(number censored)

Nivolumab plus chemotherapy 362 (0) 274 (53) 168 (95) 94 (141) 46 (178) 13(209) 0(221)
Placebo plus chemotherapy 362 (0) 259 (36) 160 (74) 80(122) 30(153) 5(174) 0(178)

HR 090 (95% C1 0.75-1.08); p=0-26

OS

Overall survival (%)
(%}
?

T T T
Number at risk

o s e i w5 08 (Overall Survival) IZFEEEG L !

Nivolumab plus chemotherapy 362 (0) 346 (6) 318(10) 269(15) 232(16) 193(17) 169(17) 150(19) 102(48) 58(80) 23(110) 2(130) 0(132)
Placebo plus chemotherapy 362 (0) 342(5) 301(12) 259(13) 219(15) 192(15) 167(15) 141(16) 97(40) 48(74) 16(101) 5(112) 0(117)

Lancet Oncol 2022; 23: 234—47
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n=120—40
1UJ)Fh> BSC
thR{E 123 H 73 H
HR 0.48 (95%c.1. 0.25-0.92)
p=0.023
BSC (n=19!-| 1Y 55> (n=21)
|
0o 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

4
2O HFREAE (4 8)

il

i

17

1.0

0.8-

0.64

0.4

0.24

0.0

XA’ (n=133)

n=2022)
—>(U_JFH> (n=60)
- RE&FIL (n=66)

—IRiaE BSC
R oR{E 5.3 48 3.8 » A8
HR 0.657 (95%cC.1. 0.485-0.891)
p=0.007

BSC (n=69)

] ] ]
6 12 18

2D IrRERRE (7 R)

1) Thuss-Patience PC, et al. Eur J Cancer. 2011; 47: 2306-14. 2) Kang JH, et al. J Clin Oncol. 2012; 30: 1513-18.
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[RAINBOWSHER : S5I114H] [ I A A AR

90+

NOVBIXEIV+SLIIVIYT o fE  95%C.1.
JwibEU = (n=330) puegEs — JOUSFEIN+SLINVIT 4.4 58 4.2-5.3
IJE ﬁﬁﬂﬁu\;m/ — JWUSFEL+TSER 2.9 58 2.83.0
NOVUGFEIL+TS5tR ] HR 0.635 (95%c.1. 0.536-0.752)

B 20

hofE  95%C.I. 4
— XU +SLIILIT 9.6 A 8.5-10.8 ]

. }\oaug:Ft)l,_'_jost;I_\\\ 7.4 b—ﬁ 6.3_18.4 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24

HR 0.807 (s5%c.1. 0.678-0.962) NNOVGFEIL+ SAVIWRIT TS5tK piE
p=0.017 (n=330) (n=335)

=REE 28 % 16 % 0.0001
JREAHIHEIS 80 % 64 % <0.0001

Overall survival (%)
(O]
o
1

INOVAFEIL+SLIINIT
e il DOEEEDRENE

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28

Wilke H, et al. Lancet Oncol. 2014; 15: 1224-35.
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MSI-High : Bh'AD 6.74 %1)

[KEYNOTE-158:5%2) : S8114H]
® BGESDD
o KN ALISDMSI-HEIR A A

N LEIS (95%C.1.) RIEBEFRE (95%C.1.) S£4EFHIE (95%C.1.)

o 7\ 233 34.3 % (28.3-40.8) 4.1 »8 (2.4-4.9) 23.5 » A (13.5-k3i%)
BH A 24 45.8 % (25.6-67.2) 11.0 » 8 (2.1-k3) RELE (7.2-%k358)
[KEYNOTE-061:®5&3) : S5III4H] MSI-High S/ ATE RAT
® HIGELDDDENA OUXIT BiEEaN3.
® /\TUGFEIL vs RATOUIXNYT LH L. —REETO—MRILIT
® /\O[Ajlj UX?j O)'fgﬂ'li(j:ﬂ__\ﬁrd:b\jt 1%}5‘373\7?(%@&733 :%\ _;ﬂ;ﬁ
N S3hEIS (95%C.1.) 247FHAR (95%C.1.) B CO=RILITERH & I\
=27 196 16 % (11-22) 9.1 »A8 (6.2-10.7) U FCIL+SLIILVYT
MSI-H 15 46.7 % REIE (5.6-53) Y HER

1) Akagi K, et al. Cancer Sci. 2021; 112: 1105-1113. 2) Marabelle A, et al. J Clin Oncol. 2020; 38: 1-10. 3) Shitara K, et al. Lancet. 2018; 392: 123-133.
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E MEIRHER?2 IgG1 FIVORATH >4
T/ 20—FI)LiiED-3)

o) o}
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FhSRTIF RR—-IAD
11 3) Trail PA, et al. Pharmacol Ther. 2018; 181: 126-142. 4) Ogitani Y, et al. Cancer Sci. 2016; 107: 1039-1046.

' I ETRE R > 10— MR VX S —CTIRZES (DXd)

1) Nakada T, et al. Chem Pharm Bull (Tokyo). 2019; 67: 173-185. 2) Ogitani Y, et al. Clin Cancer Res. 2016; 22: 5097-5108.
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[DESTINY-GastricO1 : S5114H]

FSAWZIT FIIRFH> (T-DXd) HER2EEHD
- (n=125) o .
I\EI-IZE\EQI‘%%#KFE * JOUBFEIL or 1U T H> =RagEELUT
FHE (JEYEEIR) 3 SEE 3
o (e85 (BERIR) T-DXAb
#THEE (PRYE) PIME  95%C.I
100- oC.l.
e S me R
(h=119) (n=56) 80 - HR 0.59 TR
e = _ . 95%C.I. 0.39-0.88
FENEDES 510 14 5% 2 - S e0.01
(95%=HEXR)  (42-61) (6-26) a ] '
th
i <0.001 fi a0-
H%‘ 20 -
[ARIBREF ] thoufE  95%C.1. | [2EFHAR] L
T-DXd 5.6 48 4.3-6.9 0 : : : . . . ; .
kmE 3.5 58 2.04.3 0 3 6 ° 12 15 12t 2aM

HR 0.47 (95%C.1. 0.31-0.71)

12 Shitara K, et al. N Engl J Med. 2020; 382: 2419-2430.



HEr2ietE (=x): FTD/TPI, Z/RJLVY D, IRI

=amb S | =AmLE |
T EEES J M T EPHIE ISR
24 FHR 24 R

100~ 100+

Aoyl 95%C.L.
— FTD/TPI 5.7 8B 4.8-6.2
— IS5tk 3.6 vB 3.1-4.1

rRoE 95%C.I.
— ZRILYT 5.26 8B 4.60-6.37
— 5tk 4.14 »8 3.42-4.86

90
80

90+
80
70
60—

704
60

HR 0.63 (95%cC.1. 0.51-0.78)
p<0.0001

HR 0.69 (95%cC.1. 0.56-0.85)
p=0.00058

50 1 50
40

30+

404

Overall survival (%)
Overall survival (%)

30

204 204

o] [REFERBE] - - [2EFRIM]
B R S S L . R S S S S e
3)
[WJ0G4007°] N SWEE WEEEEHRE oswcl) SEFHE (95%CL)
141U )FH> 111 13.6% 2.3 78 (2.2-3.1) 8.4 »8 (7.6-9.8)
JNOUSFt)L 108 20.9% 3.6 #A (3.3-3.8) 9.5 » A (8.4-10.7)

13 1) Shitara K, et al. Lancet Oncol. 2018; 19: 1437-1448. 2) Kang YK, et al. Lancet. 2017; 390: 2461-2471. 3) Hironaka S, et al. J Clin Oncol. 2013; 31: 4438-44.



