5

.

B IRE IS D 2 FE kA MR A 2R % T

A R

0 FLIEDHERE, 277 T 7L R=JOr (MP) OBABEI/BIEIRECEEERE I T 2FEEA
Tholeo MEI0FEDREIS, HYUKRKTAF, LFTYRIFRRLVTIITEEDHBRERIPES L, ABROER
A HEM L 7=0 VISTARBRCTIEMP +HK L7V 37 (MPB) BEED MPBEEAICHE LT, TTP &£ OS HWHEEICE
RLTWee 6 2DF 4 LMELERBRO X 2T7F VS XTMP +% U K< K (MPT) &l MP EEICHSE L
TPFS £ OSHAERICER L T\, CORERY 5, MPBEEX MPTREENREDREREEEZ SN TV,
LFTURIR+TFFH AV BEBRVEBRRICEDZ EEAOND, RAN—T(IWJITERTYRTAR
» FDA TR S hico ChO5DHELSRUEBHEICHFEICAN TH S, BT, < OFE2HEHER, 5 3HEHER
THRAZZROHABREY RSN THY, HUVMFEEBREZICASOHRABEELHEBINE I EIChEBEERD
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=90 )

LA E R SR T AR TH ), FERI AR
DR T0% 1 EBHEIEBICIEFI TH S E Vb Tnb, &5
W ADOE# ISRV ETREZ 2B 5 80 Ll Lo F &
230% ZiB R TV EHHED AT HN L, BALIE#ILE
B 2 WEEEGREE LTEA VT 7 T v+ T L F =
vy (MP) #8525 1960 £ L D ATh s L9 12k o7z,
MP LD B2 & 0 AFHIE O iz s 15 £ 5
FIBEILHFE L L LIDL Y XY TIRERTR
(complete response: CR) IZZE A HERNIIMmDO T, +
7 BERIRE RIS S N 0o 72 F DK 30 £/ MP
PEE I 2 GRS N o 7278, ImAERTHEER D
SHEFESN, BHTEENSEHNZLIAVIZEDE
FEIEBIIEFNIC B VTS CR DL N2 IEFIAEINL, %
WA AN (progression free survival: PFS) B L Y
A (overall survival: OS) dEL TETWb,
WA, A ERADPBBE SN TWLIHER & LTIRLT
VIT7, LFURIF, Y RTAEEHD, Ths 3K
AN—AL LV YA BLIOFHREROEHL D A ¥
WCBIL, 2L OBRRABISHITSN TS, ZN5 D
Earduiz, $TCICRkEOEMESEMRF (Food and Drug

ZAF 201343 3 17 H, 2B 201345 17 H
LB BRI WAL - S0 - ) v < T IR

Corresponding author : A H fHk

T 060-8543 ALWEHTH X FE 1 S5V6 16 T H
ALMRERNRFE =TS (HALSR - 0P - ) 7~ F R
TEL: 011-611-2111, FAX: 011-611-2282

E-mail: ishidat@sapmed.ac.jp

Administration: FDA) TEEIN/H—7 4 VI T, K
<) K24 FlZowT b3 2,

1. RILFVI3IT

1) MP +KJLF v X 7 (MPB) #&i% vs MP &

RBVF I THPVIZL Y A E LTI MP #EEE R
VTV 7O TH D MPB EEN T S Tw
%o MPB#{: & MP # ik & Jig L 72 ER IR &R, VISTA
HERIZ BV TERRIZL 4 71% vs 35% (p < .001), CRF
1230% vs 4% (p <.001) & A2 MPB A ENLTW
72 Vs & SICEIBMIR Al 601 20 A ORAT OFE R, OS
I3 MPB #: 564 7 H, MP #:431 % H (p =.0004) & 13.3
2 H OB OEREAZD 52 ? (M 1A), E5I22D
SHEETIXIROEFERIGE T TOMM (Time to next therapy;
TNT) O3l MPB #C 30.7 % H, MP #:T 205 20 H
(p <0001) L AEXEZHD2. F72MEFY (Treatment-
free interval; TFI) o fddufiid, MPB #:C 194 7*H, MP #
12917228 (p<000l) L HEELRDZ. ZORBRTIX
% L DIEFN BT RGOS L TRV T V'3
7, ) FIA R, LFYRI FEHwL T X UAER
ENTWE25, MPEETRHIIAL, 5 - BEGREG W L
RNVT VI TR ELHIREETo 72 8% (145 61) - MP &%
THIE - #HIL L T v EE (T8 61) - MP #EFEH 1248
TLoKEELZ T o BE (1460) Ll s
MPB 5B T 723 XTOBEZED OS 2K L7282 A,
LA 454 70 H & 564 A H (p = 00029) TH -7z MP
R CIHRE G L% - BREEAICRLV T VI 728
BT 72 BB L OB TO RO R TH o7 (p <
0001)o = OFEFIE MP #3ECTRIMA LSS - #HEHRISR L

12 | International Journal of Myeloma vol. 3 no. 1 (2013)



431
B84  0.695 (0.567 to 0.852) = .001

=MP
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338 M
344 178

0 fli ‘I|2 ‘IIB 2|-‘1 BIO 3|6 4:2 4|8 5‘4 GIO 6‘6 7|2 7|8
FelE (A)

=1

(%) =t HF

1 B. —AMBREROSERFE
100 4, .
= MP 246 181 26.8
80 4 VMP 215 122 281 0.914(0.719 to 1.163)
60 4
40 4
20 4
0 é ‘II2 1|8 2|£1 3|0 3|6 -4|2 4|8 5|£1 GID GIS ?‘2

Frfal (A)

MP J#i: & MPV 0 &Aoo i (k2 £ 0 g% . BIgd M b gL 60.1 42 H OBtk MPB B C3ELC ) A7 28 31 %A L

Twiz (p <0001) (A)o ZKIGEMIBHRO AL MPB L MP L CHEELZRO o7 (B)o

E2A os(HREHiRIhEE23.2MA)

1.0
Mmmm-ﬂ

0.8
&
F 06|
~ 04+
& = VMPTVT

0.2 — VMP

HR, 0.92:95% Cl, 053 to 1.80; P= .77
0 10 20 30 40 50
B (A)

(%) -t HF

N E28 os(HEMRSRESs.0MA)

0.75- MPBT-BT
0.50-
. MPB
0.25-
0.00-, : : : : : : : : :
00 1 2 30 4 20 6@ 0 8 %0
FrfEl (A)

2 MPB#iE L MPBT + BT #ED SRR O (CHk 4, 5 & 0. BE bl 232 22 To 340 0S 1&, MPBT-BT
FET89%, MPBHTS8T% L HEAETRD LD o7 (A). BALWIM A JLfiE 540 22 H TH 54 ® 0S 1&, MPBT-BT # T 61%,

MPB #T 51% & FEEZ D2 (p=001) (B)o

TV I TEREUHHEEITo TH MPB#EThMa L 72 8%
IZOSTHBLEVIHRTH o/, TDT EHH MPB
FrmmnEe LCGEIRY 2 2 LR IR E N,
MPB J# £ 15 38 D i R BUIEIC B L T O BRES L 7246 2,
MP B ER OO EH L FRIZFAEFETH > 72 (M1B),
% 72 MPB ##iE1d MP LB L R A ORI b 72O
o lze TN E LT, MPBERITEIRE DU,
BRERERE E OUWEIC D AR & I SNz

2) MPBEE vs RILF Y I T+H 1 KA K+
7L RK=vor (BTP) &%

MPB J&i% & BTP EE O M MEE A & L COHRER
& i L 72 5B ATHAT S A, ZBRhERIE 80% vs 81% TH
BT, nCR+CR#EY 32% vs 36% THEZEZR L &
WEESN TS Y, EEHMICE LT PFS 1234 7 H vs 25
MH, 34D 0S 1d 74% vs 65% & MPB O J5 7% ELIT 72 &[]
ZASNDAHEETIRD R o7 LA LAEFRICH
LCTIEBTPHRECTHBICHEN S, FLAEFLRD:
DIRFARBE R & 7 o 7281 b BTPIREO S EEILS
WHER L 2o Tz, &5 IZFFRERIC BV TIE MPB i
F 72X BTP IR A EF T& 72 178 SEBNICEI L CTid, KL

TIT+YY) KA F BT EEELZERVTI T+
TV F=vuy (BP) #EaSERREE LTI v ¥ a2
VAT SRz, FEMNIIMER R TR B,

3) MPB &% vs MPB +%1) K¥« K (MPBT) B A&
+ BT DO#ftdsEE

MPBT i 2 fEFrte: & L C BT ik & i fT L 728 &
MPB i G R O LGB b fTh LT 5, EAR
B LT MPB#EEEE 7213 MPBT #i: % 9% 14 7 VAT
L, MPBT #1Z & b IZHEFRHEE E L TRV TV I 7
13mg/m® % 2#4, ¥ F~A4 FiZ50me/ H%Z#EH,
24 & B VIIREEAT F TG L e BUEHII gLl As
232 A H OFERARANHE Sz Y CRZIT 38% vs 24%
(p <0001), 34D PFS % 56% vs 41% (p = 0.008) & A
|2 MPBT i + BT MERHIEIE S FLI 20 (B UE 2 7R L 726
BT O #Fimi: % 6 20 A LLEAT o 72 E B Tid CR 2% 62%,
VGPR PL EAS 77% & i H kG & 0 BB RS e+
BHIEDRBENS, LHLIOHETIE3EDOS 1
MPBT + BT 5T 89%, MPB LR T 87% & A H7%
RO R o7 (K 2A). ZD# 2012412 A ASH T
BRI AL 54 20 H 07— ¥ AFEE S, 54E0 0S
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|3 MPBT-BT #£T 61%, MPB #:T51% & A2 0S Dk
#HRZD7 (p=001) ? (K 2B), MPBT + BT #5120
SIS 22 o TV B D ICI LT HRET L 72 5,
MPB B ER OO BH & OSIZA%ETH o720 10K
EFHGIE L TUIF R ERi A, FEME S & L CULaBHE -
IMARZERAEA MPBT + BT BE TR E 2o Tz, HHIC
75 i DL B O E B Tl MR ZEARIE D HER DS E K 7 B 72O
BEOVLETHL, COMKABORMNO 70 Fa2—)L T
(& MPB # 4 MPBT ik b RV 7V 3 7% B2 2 a4
H594228127% 5 TWh, R RE % (peripheral
neuropathy: PN) OEHNERTH - 72728, 139 AH%E
2HDOFRNT I TG %22 RO REFEE > S
15 L7z, #IC1 5 LTI IR HE
L7ZIEBID D a0 72728, RV I 7% M2 [Ho
HEEE 2EOBEFETIEN—F VORLVT VI 7TOMHER
BIZFAETH o720 BEMROBEEZREIIRL, Z7L—F3
PLE® PN O#iEE % MPB BED A CHE L 7245 R 1308 1 )
B8 2%, 8 2 ¥ 50514% Th o720 FzwmER IR
FNFNA% & 16% TH o720 ZOREREPL RNV T V3
71 S $ 5 MPB £ ) F~ A FE 65 %
VL oOEEOGREL LTENTH ), EREREERE
DRV EE TIIRWIERNV TV I 752 2 kG L%+
OBBEIENZHEET A HELAEMNTH A ) LT WB Y,

4) JEREHERE T CRIERES

Gay 51 MP, MPT, MPB, MPBT i&#t% 17 - 72 1,175
Bl D25 56 15 RERE 3 % 72 BRIV IRAT L 72 (2010 4E 5 F
LHIZT=%Hh vy M+ 7). IR GO LY Ay
(MP, MPT, MPB, MPBT-BT) |2 & %G5 T? CR EMK
R, ThENG, 15, 31, 49% TH o727 CRIZEE
L 724EBI & VGPR OIER] Tk Z 21 3 4E PFS % 67% vs
27% (p < .001), 34 0OS 7591% vs 70% (p < .001) &\
NLHEICCREERDIZ) BB TH o 70 75K
Pl EOREFNC R ZRE L TH, CRIZENE L 2R &
VGPR DIERITIZZ N2 3 4E PFS 2579% vs 24% (p =
001), 34E0S2588% vs 65% (p = 007) LWEFhLHHE
IZCREFEMDII) P EFTH o720 2O END
75 EOSERNIZBWTH CR = HIgE 2 EFNIZHR L T
X, CREZHEL LTHEBEEZIT> TV LEDXH D LS
R END, VGPR # & PR EEE OILECTIE, FHICBIFR
% PFS, OS L bR EEXBOLNoT. EHIZGay b
X 2012 SEDRINMIE S TRV T VI T & LitEY %
F7-BEICBIT S CR OEFRE MR LG L2 Y iGHE
'\ MPBT-BT, MPB, MPB-BT, MPB-BP, BTP-BT,
BTP-BP & % ) 72 771 Bl 0 B3 % 2 i BLI I IRAT L
720 CRICHE|E L 72 B % TIld VGPR #E% PR B 128 L,
PFS, OS & b ICHBEIENTWAE Z EPHEENL (p <
0.001) o

2. HUKTAK

1) HATEHHICB M SN2 LR EHIERE (newly
diagnosed multiple myeloma: NDMM) 2kt 2 i 1& P&
FRadIs 2 7 > TW A, 22T R4 e v
LI ANIODWTHERT 5. ) YA FeTFHRH x5
v EOPERED: (TD) & 7% 2 &V v HAEZEO st
BECIXZR 63% vs 46% (p < .001), MEMHSEEMIR (Time
to progression; TTP) 226 »*H vs 65 % H (p <0.001) &
HEIZTD BMENLTW22S, OS TIXEEELZBOLR D>
7295 TD & Gt 3k o R Al J5 8IS AE B L2 X9 5 BEHE R 5 T
& o7z MP & b L 723U Tl ZEh= 1% 68% vs 58% (p =
0.002) & TD BEXHEIZEMEE 72 > TW7zhs, OS oHg
fililX 415 2 vs 494 7 (p = 0024) & MP #ElEZIE
NTWDLEVIRERE o7z, BIZTE U EOE#RE T
TD TOAELFERPMEL, 75 EOERE TIL TD OFME
DREE 725 10,

2) BAHEIS O 72 VW EEE ISR LT MPEEICH Y P
A F&GEH T 5 MPT iEFE & MP #E k% i L 7228 111
MERRBEAME SN T WD, (REMRHEE LT
GIMEMA B 'V, HOVON 49 #t8% 12, IFM-99-06 3k ¥,
IFM-01/01 #B% ', NMSG @B ', TMSG i ' 5% %
(£1)o ZBRETIITRTORET MPT BEIEL TV
7o, EAAEEE (0S) 12 LT 3 D D ERIRRERT MPT
HEPENTW228, o 3 2DRKRHAEETIZ OS IChA B E
XD o720 LA L Fayers 5 71, 215 6005
B x5 7 1) v A%AT\V, EOFER OS 1& MPT #f 39.3
A vs MP#E327 701 (p = .004) EAEIZERTWS Z
EDTRENTZ, PFSIZHE L CHHEEETH ) MPT B 20.3 %
A vs MP #8149 7 H (p < .001) & MPT BECTHEIC
BENLTWz, L2 LB TEMCS LT, ) P~
A FIZEEED SR AT OIERIZHFSG L v v ) R
LS TE ) BRERTENC BV Qe = HEICKR
AT HLEND L,

3) FOMOTY) Fv A FxgGowizL Y 2y e LTHY
FYA4 F+3 207 4%A7 734 R+75% 25 UM
1 (CTD) 2% 5. Morgan 51 MRC Myeloma IX @
B R S ER CRMIEEIS B MPEEE 72130 F=A F
ETFXV AU ERFELIZYZURAT I R+ R
<A K+ 7F4% 2% (attenuated regimen of CTD:
CTDa) 2 & 2EABEE TV, ¥ B~ A Nk
(50 ~ 100 mg/ H) 2179 BELATH R WEIZE ) A1 720
PFSOHHEIZ 11 2R & 92 H &%) K~ 4 FIFETHEE
W22 L Cw7za (p = 0014), OS o defiix 38 22 H &
9 PHTEEE RO o7 (p=09%). FEERE L
TS, MBEORBICIIEEELRO o729,
¥ 72 CTD & fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH)
WCEHli S M7 PR B BT 70 7 7 4 VEERIZBWT
OSHEEICBIFTHILEVIRLRENTEY, #EHb
JEBIOMEI DS LEE L E 2 HLb,
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=1

Thalidomide % W72 [AIE#EL ¥ X &~

Reai Control | Patients Age =PR ZVGPR | nCR-CR median TTP/PFS/EFS median OS Ref
CEMEN | iegimen| (N) | (rangemedian) | (%) (%) (%) (months) (months) [ -
D D [235235 F‘:’fﬁ’“m’ 63/46* |43.8/15.87| 7.7/2.6% | TTP 22.6/6.5,PFS 14.9/6.5 — 9
¥
5 35
D MP 145144 L-;;'f’m" 68/50 | 26/13* 212 TTP 21.2/29.1 4154945 |10
1 = * 2/15% * g% 3 =
MPTGIMEMA)| MP [167/164 |median 72 76/48% | 4515 16/4 PFS 21.8/14.5 45475 |11
MPT 65-87,72/65- . . EFS 13/9, 2year EFS .
, < ; s . » 2y .
(HOVONAS) MP 165168 66/45 23113 12 20041002 4031 12
MPT i ] . . i
] 3 575 5+ * * 5/17.8* 5 *
(TFM.99.06) MP 125196 |65-75 76/35 477 132 PFS 27.5/17.8 51.6/38.3 |13
MPT i _ i . ]
] 5 5 * * * 5= *
TFMLoLon) MP 115117 [75-89 62/31 217 el PFS 24.1/18.5 44291% |14
MPT(NMSG) | MP [182175 |75/74 57/140% | 23/7* 13/4 PFS 15/14 32129 15
MPT(IMSG) MP |58/57 |median 69/72 |57.9/37.5%| 21.116.1| 8.8/8.9 |disease-freesurvival 21/14| 26128 16
MPImeta- | \op 800876 — — — — PFS 20.3/14.9% 39332.7% |17
analysis
5 57-
CTD MP |426/423 p*:;?’”” 63.8/32.6%| 16.9/L.7% | 13.112.4* PFS 13.012.4 332006 |19
¥
*BEEHY)

TD, thalidomide + dexamethasone; D, dexamethasone; MP, melphalan; MPT, melphalan + prednisone + thalidomide;
CTD, cyclophosphamide + thalidomide + dexamethasone (Ciik 9-18 # 5 [JH - 2t%)

3. LFUKIFR

1) HARTIZ NDMM 2/ 3 2 {5 I PRBR#E I 12 2 5 C
WZRWAH, LFY RIF+TFTFRF 25 /G?mﬁii%ci
NDMM IZH LCTHFFHFAF YV VHEH L DA TH L S
ENFEE N, L LBERBEERIC L D 235% 0B
FHA I DA HF % 7R 720 ECOG @ 55 TIT 41 B R iR
CBUABRBEOTX Y AV EOBIREHED
T XA A U IR A 224 E (venous
thromboembolism: VTE) % 12% 2 &5 7215 Th <,
WAOHBBATIC L Y OS THHEEND EHBRIZH LS
n, BHETX XAV UVHIMEHET XA v oNE
ZHEEN72D, LFY FIFE MP O #E (MPL) 12
L+ F I FOMFREE N2 726 (MPL-L), #Edr
JEE D v MPL #, MP B 0 55 T A ER R R ER 0 45
Wi s, BABEZINA 2 ViTbh, L+ K
I FOMEREPEE 10mg/ H TREEIT E T 5-L72o PFS
ZZenhensl, 14, 3»ATHY, FEE (p<0001) %
o TMPLLBECTRICTHo72NOSITAEEZHOR
o7z,

2) Richardson 5 & NDMM =X RIZKNVF VI 7+ L
F+URFIF+FFH 2%V (BLD) 2%53 54 /1T H#
BRaBRE AT - 72 20 8 THERABROE RS, S, £11
MR I 3EEZ 1127 0vE L, RVFV3I TR
13mg/m* % days 1, 4, 8 11, L7 F3 Fix 25 mg/H
1~14HE, 7% A% 1320mg/H% days 1, 2,
4,5, 8,9, 11, 121245 L725 100% 2SPR UL EE e,
74% H VGPR DLl & 72 o 720 MBI & TIT AHBRIRERER & L
TRVFVIT+7FFH 445> (BD)+ L+ K3t
F#E: & BD O FEGAER (NCT00522392) B8 L VL

I F+7FH 45y (LD) + RNV7 V3 THHEE &
LD % 0 it (NCT00644228) 75i#efTthTh b, =
NS DORRENF-NLEEZATHAS, Kumar 1%, BLD
i, RVTF I 7+ 7073 AT 7<% F+7%H 2
%~ v (BCD % 7213 BCD-mod), BCD+ L F1) K3
N (BCDL) O EmaBomRedE L2 %, $XC
DWERFEHETENL TV I 712 13 mg/m*/H% days 1, 4, 8,
1112, 7F 2%V 1340 mg/ H % daysl, 8, 15125
L7z BDCL¥EIZ Y27 a7+ 27 7< A K% 500 mg/m*
% days1l, 812, L5 VU FI F% 15mg/H, days 1-14 IZ
Y L7, BLD#IZ L F U F3 F% 25 mg/day, days
1-14 12#% 5 L7 BCD#EEZ 270727731 K%
500 mg/m? days 1, 8 I2#%%5-L, BCD-mod #Z days 1, 8,
151285 U720 194 7 Vi 3B TRA 8 ¥ 1 7 VHEAT
L, EAFRERICHERSEE L TRV T V3 7 1.3 mg/m’
% days 1, 8, 15, 2212, 1V A4 7 )V%&k 6l & L T4
1 7 VPG L7z (R 2A). 4 #IPFH#E:CH % BCDL ik
\Z, BCD < BLD I ik L CHMMEIZFEH S g
(£2B), HEFZEHNPL FIEL T2,

4, *0) FDA TnlL}Téﬂf‘%ﬁ%ﬁ% J

1) =71V 37 (2012 F 7 B 20 BKE®D FDA #*
#%33)
HARIZBWTHHER O ) ERER & LA EZ

AN, 2013466 HBAERL TV I 7DATH B2, Fl

ER & L CRM MR E S & 3 i Eo M3l g AR

IEBLIE SN TV L, ETMARO T a7 7 — AHER

ELTRa YEbEW TH D CEP-18770 Rk TR

O R E AT A MLN2238 (221b 3 5 MLN9708, =R ¥
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%2A BCDL, BLD, BCD, BCD-mod D&%

3-wKk cycles Bortezomib Dexamethasone
1.3mg/m’ 40mg,
Days1,4,8,11 days 1, 8,15
BCDL O O
BLD O O
BCD O O
BCD-mod O O
Maintenance
(four 6-wKk cycles)

Cyclophosphamide Lenalidomide
500mg/m?, Days1-14
days 1,8
15mg/day
25mg/day
O
O (+dayl15)

Bortezomib 1.3mg/m* (days 1.8, 15,22)

BCD, bortezomib + cyclophosphamide + dexamethasone; BCDL, BCD + lenalidomide;

BLD, bortezomib + lenalidomide + dexamethasone

%2B BCDL, BLD, BCD, BCD-mod ®i&H#RI%

| BCDL __ BCD-mod

BEHDN 48

>VGPR 58% 51% 41% 53%
CR 25% 24% 22% 47%
15 DPFS 86% 83% 93% 100%

(SCHK 23 25 [ - S0&)

M REERET LN —T7 43 7R ONX0912, T
7%V%ﬁ%%ﬁ?570737&8ﬁ%“éhfw

D%, 20124E1 2 —T7 4 IV I T FDA IZAKGEE N7z, K
VT I 7R Y BILEYTH Y 20S Tu T TV — A
NOBSH7T2=y b (FE M) T UREEE) %58
HILBLH 7=y bDA A S—ERAGHED PIHI %0 /1 —
TANY I TEEICFEN) T UBREEFRGICHE
AU HET 5 2, BRRRTEI— 71 V3T
HAITOFIE - ¥G580E 1209 2 5 I/ AR T
A - BEMDHERE S NIz, ZDORTES - A E HilE I
LCH—=T4NVIT+LFY FIF+LmTdH25y
> (CLd) %459 %45 1L MR REE (PX-171-006) A34TH
WHEMEDHE SN Py ZOREE ) TR 111
FHERIRBABR & L T3 - BRGE BRI L€ CLd i &
LAdHED 7 ¥ & A EGRBED THh T 5 (PX-171-009,

ASPIRE) ', F 720585 BE0E B Z (2 0F§ % CLd ff I
@%I/H?FEE{;F%%%# ThhfEIhTwng 2, BitE

ISR & B IR I B 53 BT L, AL LT
1~8H A7 Vigh—7 4037 (20, 27, 36 mg/m?)
1, 2,8 9 15 BIUI6HIZHESL, LFYFIF
(25 mg) % 21 HH#EGEES Lize 7% A5 i3 1, 8,
15, BLO2 HIZHG L7225, 1 ~44% 4 27 )Vid40 mg
ELS~8H A NVTIETHFH XYV Y% 20 mg 2 E
L720 9~24 %A 7 VOMFEHFRETEI—T7 1 VI T
%1,2,15, BLXUO16 HIZESG L, 7% A%V (20 mg)
1, 8 15, BXU22H, V57 F3IF (25mg) #21H
M5 L 720 2504 7 VRREIZ L F ) K3 FEAZ
AR C A - G BTl T 5 2 &I Bz,
ERFEIZOWTIREIICE LD, 801 7 VL EE

£3 CLAHWEDT A 7 VT & DEFH

T e

=ZPR =ZVGPR =nCR sCR
SFEH (N=53) 52(98%) 43(81%) 33(62%) 22(42%)
AR AR
4~THATIL 49(100%) 43(88%) 33(67%) 22(45%)
(N=49)
8~11H 17 36(100%) 33(92%) 28(78%) 22(61%)
(N=36)
Z12H 4L 29(100%)  25(86%) 21(72%) 18(62%)
(N=29)

CLd, carfilzomib + lenalidomide + dexamethasone

(3cik 27 2 51H - 8k)

% 1T - 72 36 Bilth VGPR LL L7533 61 (92%), nCR LLL
75 28 B (78%), sCR 75 22 B (61%) & HERM IR TH -
oo WETIHIIE A LOERNTHREOLEZ R, HESR
LTIk Lo X B R IuE 13 22 H ol T 1o
ATHolzo HEFERE L THEDOE WD O E M
(72%), IM/MGEA (68%), Al (60%), FAE (47%), 1%
1) U IMSE (45%), PEEI (38%) TH o720 ¥ L — N 3/4
DOFEFGIIE) >~ IME (25%) , @I (23%) , #1i (21%),
TFep BRI A (17%), IM/IMGRAE (17%), K (8%) %
U T o770 FAYMFRREE L 23% 123D 77 L — N 3/4
EFE L 222 o 720

2) K< K< 1 K (2013 £ 2 A 8 H FDA »'#%&z3)
R KA FiEH) FvAF, LF) FI FIHR
JEFRIE (immunomodulatory drugs: IMiDs) TH ), #ix
DI WPUIEBGE 2 A L, BTk~ 2 BIREERATHhILT
W5 (¥]4), Richardson 5 X138 - HEiG & BiE x4 5
g TR ME L2 %, ZoRBIIE<) FA F
DO Kt (maximum tolerated dose: MTD) # #5145
CEEHMELTBY, 4BEBoKSE (2mg 3mg,
4mg, bmg) N2 H%E 1Y A7) & L T2 HM#KEL &
N7z 45 A 7 ViR MR RO BE NI TFH 25 »
ZHIZA0mg ZBEH L, ZaeM BRI HET S,
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K4 R FYA P T35 25 VEHEOHNE

6 I Pom+/-Dex 38 21/28 4, MTD 25% 28
(MM-002)

6 I Pom/Dex 35  28/28 2 26% 29
6 35  28/28 4 28%

5 I Pom/Dex 43  21/28 4 35% 30
5 (IFM2009-02) 41  28/28 4 34%

4 1 Pom/Dex 34  21/28 4 32% 31
2 I

Pom/Dex 60  28/28 2 63% 32

Pom, pomalidomide; Dex, dexamethasone; MTD, maximum
tolerated dose (SCHk 28-32 % 5|1 - %)

38 ANDBENEFEENZD, BEIRVTFVITHLF
DRI FLEGENTBY, AEEPRHEIZ6 LY A~
THo70 63%IFKLFVITIZHLF Y FIFIZLA
I o CTWwic, RY) YA FO5mg D5 TIlET
L — N4 Ok 25 4 lCBlg 7z 728, MTD i
4mg L PREENT. PN & VTE 13 5% Kiii Cdh - 720 38
BIFE 22 B T4 2 % A BN 5 S 7. 42% A3
MR BLEDZIEAIE S, 21% 25 PR UL, 3% 2°CR T
H oo ZRIWIM, PFS, 0S OHEIZZ N2 46, 46,
1837 HTH o720 RVFVITELFY FI FOMEIZ
I & 72 o 72 22 98BI T ORI R, PR LLEDS6 61 (27%),
CR235% Th o720 Lacy HBIZARNVTVITELF) FI
R & IANS & 72 o 72 R {6 EE P gL fil 6 [0 0 MM 1S
HLTR<Y) F~A4 F2mgF/Hiddmg (1912728
HC28 HEREOH#S) & 7% 2% > 40 mg/BO B
FEOE T HBERABOK R L ME LY, K<) Fv
A4 FliE2mg AN 3B, 4mgiEA3BHITH o> 720 MR
VL Eo® R 2 mg # 17 %1 (49%) T, ZOWNFIL VGPR
A35 61 (14%), PR A3 4 6 (11%), MR 25 8 ] (23%) T& -
720 4 mg BED MR DL EO#IFIE 43% T, CR 31 61 (3%),
VGPR %3 61 (9%), PR %76 (17%), MR %35 (14%)
THo720 6 2HTHDOS I 2 mg #&58T 78%, 4 mg¥%
BRET6I% ThHot0 B F3 A F2mglk 58 &
4 mg PGB TIXAEMEIRETH - 7285, FEFRICH
L Tl 4 mg TMERHRADE TS CBE SNz (£5),
HHGEERYLE 5 OEFEEE L, K1) FvAf R
dmgx 1 I —RA28H0DH H 28 HM#HG 3 58 (41 61)
& 21 Hi# 59 58 (43 1) % ik L 72 IFM-2009-02 #
BT b7z FEHF A F U 21340 mg/HTHRG- L7z,
PR U LEOZEHIE, R~ F~vA K2 1H% A4 27NV 21 H
5 L7-%EC 35%, 28 Hi#x5-L72#EC34% Th o 72,
Lacy & (IHEREFRMEA 40T, LFY FI FIZR
JED 34BN LAY KA ReTFFS 25 ObH
BEOKEZMRELTWDE Y, B HEZ28 0% 194
ZNELTHRTY) P~ A F% 2mg/H (28 H R HHR)
+ 7 XA YV 40 mg/#H TH - 72 34 Bld VGPR 7%

R5 K<Y F<A F2mg 4mgHEGHOTLHFEFHR

=] 26% 0% 23% 3%
B o Bk & 2 31% 9% 54% 6%
Do RBRFL  26% 6% 34% 3%
W h R R 40% 11% 34% 31%
o/ R R 29% 3% 14% 17%
FEAEEE 0% 0% 3% 0%
38 9% 0% 9% 0%

(SCHR 29 2 51H - T%)

3B (9%), PR A8 Fl (23%), MR %5 il (15%) TH b
32% 12 PR LLEORY R % 8D 720 RRFEH F CoOHRILEIT
2 H, RFRMIZ1 2HTH o720

SRR RIEAS 2 [ (1~ 3[) O3S - ks o7z
60 Bl Z R R E L72R<) R~ A N8 IR R
HENTWDE P, HE5HFEZ8AF 1A 7 Ve LTE
~1) F~¥A % 2mg/ H (28 HHEHNAR) + 7% £ %
V'V 40 mg/ETdH - 720 60 FIr 38 1 (63%) A° PR UL E &
%), ZOWNEIE CR 25361 (5%), VGPR 25 17 il (28%),
PR 23 18 5 (30%) T&H o 72 IEHIfFENT TD PR DL L%
I LY I RIS 20 A 8 Bl (40%), 1 F
~ A FASAES] 16 Bl 6 B (37.5%), K7V I TR
JeE B 10 Bl H 6 B (60%) Td > 720 E Y A7 (BEM
5~ > 74257y 7 A (PCLI) 2 3%, FISH T del-17p,
t(4:14), t(14:16) F 721 G-band i T del-13) @ 19 JE i
14 B (74%) 12 PR L L OZRE G STz BRATFED
I 116 22 AT, B A7 BEL R ) 2 2 BT
HEIIBD SN b o700 WEVEFFHI TR HEEE Lo
L — N 3/4 5723 1 (38%) IZA B N7ze WERIZETL (5%),
MR (3%), BFhERIEA (32%) Tdh o720 GFHIERI
DI D 3 A 7 VPPN ES L CRIZE Sz, FRIME
FHICEH LTI 7L —F 3/4 Bk (17%), Hidk (8%)
RO, INLOFERZIIEHRELZLDOTH o7,

INSDEERBBROFER NS, B R~ A FILFiAE
B D VI ERREDE L, RVT I 7RV T R
IR BRSO LI EHIEICN L CHEMTH L 2
EDTRIE ST el R TGRS - A T A £
W R~ N~ A FORFOMEILIZE, W% 2 ERRNE
W UEETH 5,

5 HBEEmEICHT 3RE

DRI & 0 238 MR LM E 2L WIRETH 5 7205,
LR L 2 ) S HICEZTOGEILPHEA TS, A4
I—27 )=y 7DOF— % Tl 2000 4EH 5 2005 4F D L5
B HIE 106 Bl OF ki JL X 74 5T, 80 ML R
FH3311% TdH - 72 % 1950 ~ 1959 4£D 7 — ¥ TII4E
rdLfii 70 7%, 80 LA Lo EEIE 157% Td - 72, 2000 4F
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£6 80U ED MM EE 0L

Hb <10g/dL 53% 41% 0.006
Cr=2mg/dL 31% 19% 0.003
e¢GFR <60 63% 44% <0.001
Alb=3.5g/dL 57% 41% 0.001
ISS-III 59% 37% <0.001
PR ER AR 49% 70% <0.001
2ALRDTET 14% 3% <0.001
= PR 58% 78% <0.001
(o]} 22M 46M(66—79)  <(0.001
81M(=65)

(SCik 34 £ O 5IH - U&)

DD 80 i LL Lo i o EI 413 1950 AR LB LAY 2 1%
WINL72Z 8127 b, 80 D Lo BE IXFRIIZEIZE S
N5z &4k CEBERED S S 47w, Dimopoulos
513 2003 ~ 2010 4F D HEfE§ % 682 Bl MM EH & fEAT
L 7=k, 155 61 (23%) 7880 el ETdh - 723, 80 ok
o B & e A & performance status (PS) O FEER]
(p <0001), #&Ifn (p=0006), ISSHAF— Y I (p<
0.001), eGFR < 60 ml/min/1.73 m* (p < 0.001) 25% 7> 7=
(%26)o 80 W LL LD AAER] TIZAAEI R JuE 22 720 H T,
EERIGT 2 2 H LN DIETEDS 14% T - 720 % DIE
BUTHHEERS & & LA HEAIRE N, ) Fv A FR—2
# (MPT, CTD) #5361 (47%), KI5 3 7R— A B
(MPB) 289 %1 (6%), L+ F3I F~—2# (MPL, Ld)
2314 B (9%) TH o720 PR LLEDEFERFIZT ) P~ A
FR— ZHEAT69%, KTV 3 7TR— ZHEH68%, L)
)R 3 FAR— RN 64%, BEHRALZEFREEDSAT% Td o 720

K7 80 MLl LOBHE KT B iR L BT

BEH  7901(51%) 5301 (34%) 9l (6%) 141 (9%)
=PR 47% 69% 68% 64%
oS 1M 28M 27M 19M

MP, melphalan + prednisone + thalidomide; MPT, melphalan +
prednisone + thalidomide; CTD, cyclophosphamide + thalidomide
+ dexamethasone; MPB, melphalan + prednisone + bortezomib;
MPL, melphalan + prednisone + lenalidomide; Ld, lenalidomide +
dexamethasone (3CHk 34 X D5 - %)

AR Rz EnEh 28, 27, 19, 17H»BTH-7-
(£7o AFMHERICHGTLDIEPSH 1T, #iH
ERICHRESR 2 VD 2 & Th o7 #IHEET PR LU
L OREDSES NIEB O EFERIL 29 A H, PR &l
DIEFIOAEFIRIZ 16 22 H TH - 72 (p <0.001) ZIKIE
JEAZ\T - BEIX33% TH Y, WIEEIEEETH S
EEZOND, HHBOMULOEZEGHRE LHIMNE
BB L L Z 2 blh, S 5ICEmE CIEHERN %
DA RFOEMIZLY, FEHIEIC) A2 % 59l L CRE
R ZETHLENDHL P (£8),

6. BREICXT 28%

F R E BRI ER, B AR tEo TWwBa T LA
%\, BIRIIWZE 58%Y, X M THI T X 5B MR
X T7% EMESNTW S T BHEMR G BB
i & OFHAEH O C receptor activator of NF-xB ligand
(RANKL) % MIP-la 7 & O 6 MG ALK - 0 B 2R A

R milmHE - APHEZ RO BE IS 2 FAN R

AEL~NIL0 HAEL N1 AELNIL2
= ) Z 7 EF3L 2o EFHY U2 RADLLET
7 L —k3a0IEMmEZ
EERL I BBRE
FTEYALT 40 mg/H 20 mg/1,8,15,22H 10 mg/1,8,15,22 H/4:8
d 1,8,15,22/438 /438
ANTFI 0.25 mg/kg or 9mg/m? 0.18 mg/kg or 7.5mg 0.13 mg/kg or
1-4H/4-6:8 /m%/1-4 H/4-638 5mg/m?/1-4 H/4-638
Y YEZAE 100 mg/H 50 mg/H 50 mg/F@ H
LFVUE3E 25 mg/1-21 B/48 15 mg/1-21 H/438 10 mg/1-21 H/438
RILTIET 1.3 mg/m%/13E [ (C2[0] 1.3 mg/m¥/1:E[E(C1[E 1.0 mg/m/13EE(C 1[0
1,4,8,11H/3:8 /1,8,1522H/58 /1,8,1522H/58
ILEZJY 60 mg/m%/1-4H or 50 30 mg/m¥*/1-4H or 25 15 mg/m?/1-4H or
mg/FaA H mg/F@E H 12.5 mg/fa H
2 o0742773F 100 mg/1-21 H/438 or 300 50 mg/1-21 H/43E or 50 mg/Fm H/1-21 H/438

mg/m?%/1,8,15H/4 &

150mg/m?/1,8,15H/4:8

or 75 mg/m2/1,8,15H /4:8

VA7 RF R bE, B~EEORGE (RECHON ) OMFFEONI 2 LI, PR (OREEERE, Titkhe
Wi, IRkREREE, ERREREE) (LR35 L VG - )
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(A)
100 + Censored
90 P =.0107
80- HR = 0.82 (95% CI = 0.70, 0.95)
4 70-
F 60-
50-
— 40
s>, 304
201 —cLO(n=682)
104 — ZOL (n = 668)
0_
T T T T T 1
0 1 2 3 4 5
By (4F)

(B)

100 Log-rank P =.0201
80 = cLO
5 — 7oL
7F 60
$ 40
S
R
20
0 I l T T 1
0 1 2 3 4 5
F¥fE (4F)

3 (A) IBRBMGIRICERE L RO/ BEIIBIT 5 ZOL#EE CLO#® 0S, (B) 24D EBP 25 /- B I2B1T 5 ZOL B L

CLO #:® 0So (SCHk 40 & W51 - %)

JLEL, B REMABREINTEINY % Dickkopfl (Dkkl) 7 &
PE SR 2 T 5 & & TEEME BIE O F R ST T
T 5o EAT 4 A7 4 &— MKl (BP) 3B ERE ICERE
CERL, meaiiaigE s s L 7R b AR FFET S
L CTENEIHIT S, VL K U (zoledronic acid:
ZOL) 3 b5 7) 7% BP A TH ), kL3 E D Medical
Reseach Council (MRC) FEDH I MM BEE AT % ZOL
&7 u Rt — 1 (clodronate: CLO) OXhF% L4 5k
B2 7 > 5 2L HEGEUER (MRC Myeloma IX) O#5HR D
i SNz FHE S X2 b (skeletalrelated events: SREs)
D FEAEZE BRI Yl 37 aERE T (ZEEHETH B
ZOL 28 27%, #E03ETH AH CLO H335% & ZOL HEDVH =
(p = 0.0004) | AKAME T d - 72 ¥ & &\ BBRIIR  JLfif 3.7
AEMFE T ZOL #E1X CLO BRI LIETE Y A 7 A3 16% 1K
L (p=00118), OS HJefiEiL 50.0 2> Axt 445 227 &
55 0 HOMLER 07z (p=004)%, WEIZEWTCR,
VGPR, PRERZFICAL TIIEFEEZBO LN o 720
Morgan 5 1% MRC Myeloma IX 3E&D T 7 M 2471 0,
TG BIIARE R4 % 520 721 Tt ZOL #:13 CLO B
WL OS OIEEZ B 7248 (p = 0017) (K 3A), EHE
R ZWHEICRO R VWEETIIOS OFBEEIIRO L5
720 2L EZOL £ 7213 CLO 24 5- S L2 & T,
ZOL BEDPHEIZ OS L% 7897 (HR = 060, p = 0.02)
(X 3B)s JADOEHKD OS & I L7/-& 2 A, ZOL B
M2HN CLOB2I "HTHY, ZOLEHTHEIZOSD
W RO (HR =058 p=003) TNEDHERENS
2013 4ED NCCN O A K5 4 » W Cl3gmbasfitikz %
\F % BH$_TIZ ZOL Z 7213 Pamidronate O i i A3 HE4%
ENTWb, —JF, BPEADEET REIEUEL L TH
BH3E (osteonecrosis of the jaw: ONJ) 233 %, ONJ D&
BEAE % VT 5 729512 EMN 7 A4 K7 4 > Cld BP #5# 5
BRI 2 22 L, DEREFIYLE R N % &0
MR EATS LR STV B Y, BP K| oS- Blh
BOWAIYILE LT E 27217 80F, 47 1 ROWRZ 21T
T EEMERL T D, FAHEEE LT RANKL (23§

He MIE 7 u— VEEEAITH LT/ A~ T H 2012
F4 HICARITERBENZ, &EFEED ) HH1EHO
MM JEBI % & L IES 125 L C SREs OFSIEHR % —
WREMIE B & L 72 B R a8k © ZOL 12t L C IR MEAs i
Sz L2 LEIRIEHIIEH Td 2 &AAF3I1CB LT
TN 2T o728 25, MM BEHTIZ ZOL B2 L
%o Tz (HR = 226), BFER TO MM OHF %A O
WERIRIEIE BP #AI L 2 5NL, T/ AT ORI
(2R % IEE 7 I 5 12 O BRI R BR O S e % FE D AL )S
H5bo

RNV T VI TIEREGRIE T 2 WAYE R O E)
BoNET2HMEND Y, BT L CHBERERE
(2 & 25 B ok o5 SRR R T O AR T & &
b2, BEEMICEFMBEOER LR LFEEL L5652
EAUREN T WA, Mukherjee 5 1%, KIV7 V' I 7I3H
3 AN O B & R HE S & 5 & [FEEIZ, Runx2/Cbfal @
FEHFHE & Z ORI % A L C SR 2 5 045 3EH
Ja A HEST L L ELTWE Y, A—T 4 VI T
RV TV I T ERBRICE MR E RS 5 & v ) i d
DY OXSICHEBRICTVAY T AT T F —EH LS
TAHDOTFHPBNEOHELH D Y,

7. BREENBREICHT 58K

PEREREE I FHELEZEOAMEL L TEETH D,
BT HA TS LEMETH D, WZHOBETE

xR B b DI 20%, ZHMEE BIEOGERE
FTEDDE, #50% OEZE DKM I EFRRER S % &
P59, BEELEDREDDH L EETIIDOLIZEARS
W27 ) R\, B HIE OB RE O RIERT X4 8T,
Bence Jones & FIDIRMIE AN T 5 2 L 12X D Efr
JRANE % PZET 55 HlER (cast nephropathy) %, &7 3
04 F—3 A, B8ikERE (light chain deposition disease:
LCDD), EH IV 7 AMIEIC L BB ER EnH L, B
RerTFHeE LT LBEEN LSRG HEL B S

oy = I

W
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RO BEMIC LD MM BE 2B 5 BEE OG5

BHER 40.7% 33%
AL7SAAR—L R 29.7% 22%
Hoyn—HfREs 18.6% 21%
AJY) Y REE

Z itk 11% 24%

R D RS IR A R ERPIES 5o HHEE RS S
{, 2HFHEHMNALT7I0A F=YAThb, MEHADHETIE %
WEFREAH 20% S Do (CHR 47, 48 L V51 - ti%)

NHZELH D, BEMTHRIEBEL2HRECTIE, B
JE% (33 ~407%), AL 7304 F—3 A (22~ 297%),
LCDD (186 ~ 21%) T - 7= ($£9) ™, B Hkhk o 57
FME 2 L7 F = METE R L, HEE R ERR R A R
(estimated GFR: eGFR) MfESR SN T\ 5, MiEZ LT F
ZUMED A EMF L eGFR % 3K % HH#3IE Modification
of Diet in Renal Disease (MDRD) % Cockeroft-Gault #1454
A7 EDH A7, International Myeloma Working Group
(IMWG) Tid MDRD Z#3 L T3 ¥ & 512 IMWG
FEEEZ eGFR OMEEEIZ L) 521248 L (R 10A),
BHEBRHE R 3 DI E L 72 (R 10B) Y,

BAREE G LSRG HME RS T A REETH
L5, RVT 37, ) Fv A FidSaofi bz
A, L) R FIEERHO O BRI U Tl
WUETH DL, RIVT VI TIEN 217> TV 5B EE I
LCOHGURRTH Y, EMRICKG T 5. rfla s
FHIIRT B VISTA RERIZ B\ C MPB i Tl =R %
2 TTPICH L CIEFREEDOHFE (GFR £ 50 vs > 50 ml/
min) THEZ RO ZH o720, CR OEHHIL GFR <
50 & > 50 ml/min T 31% %} 30% T & - 7-. Hutchison
5%, FLC O3 & ERiE R IL a3 2 L3 L
TBY, WRICEIYVEIICFLC 24 845 2 L EHE
THH (M4, HEMBEEZI2HHE, 21 HHO FLC#
DD 60% T HIULE R EFRITH 80% TH - 720 #
IRFAN OB EEEYEN R TH DA, fERDbFREEI L
L, K73 7% IMiDs I & %G5 B HEEOLEIC
BWTENTW S, s 2 BEEL M) & HEEE 96 5
Dy, 1TBEHRRNV TV I TE2EGERE, 47 6125 IMiDs
T E TR, 2B AL AL THRE S iz, CCr <
50 ml/min O HEFIZ BT B BB E=RIL, K7y 3T
B 94%, IMiDs B 79%, {bfsgeihint 55% & s Sz %,
INLOEEN S, ALFEBE L D ITIHER A EH T2 2
X D EHBEOUEN R T E Do FNTIE & OFIHIE
KEZERT A5 EDNNZ 7% D% Dimopoulos & & Hf5
5 HrHE R R R 2 R0 B 133 6 & Fr LA
THWEL 72, IMW O ihE R £ 4 E L (K 10B) T
PRrenal PL_b & 72 o 725EBIASR IV 7" 3 TIGIEREET 77%,
P R A FHEBEHETH% L7 T3 FIBRET43%

K 10A BB AL

1 BEZFHEVHNGFRAES =90

2 BEEDOGFRETETI BEEE 60~89

3 HEEDOGFRIET 30~59

4 = EDOGFRIET 15~29

5 BArE <15FEITFEHE

sVT7F=r )75 A (CrCL) 2L 23 L WBE A& 2
T =Y TH B, CrCL OFFMiIZ1E Modification of Diet in Renal

Disease (MDRD) IEADMELE X115, *GFR: glomerular filtration
rate (3CHK 49 X V51 - %)

R 10B  BHERER T I 2 Al R e A

ELER-T <50 =60
(CRrenal)

BoBER—T <15 30~59
(PRrenal)

MLER-F <15 15~29
(MRrenal) 15~29 30~59

sVT7F=r )T T YA (CrCL) 12 L A% LWIgHEREEDG
PN R EILIETH V) | RIERT E EEROBERRICL D HES
%o eGFR X Modification of Diet in Renal Disease (MDRD) #l#&
AAHELEE NS, "eGFR: estimated glomerular filtration rate (3¢
k49 LD BIH - &)

(p=0011) THo7z (W5 LEEMBITTRNVT I
WhE, mHETXH 2% v 5, eGFR 2 30 ml/min,
< 65 I OER TRENICEHEOWES RO LTz, B
HEREDTEL 3 L 72 83 (PRrenal L l) IcBW T Tl
S o i, VeI 7ETIMd2H, Y
KA FEET272H, LTI FIFHET>62ATHo
726 TNHDOFERLLHY) R4 FR LY FI FH B
RELGE AR IR TH D45, RT3 7HEHERE RS
RO G HEBEE O BRI L BT 5N B L
LT3, 2Bt 403 2 BE I LCiE, Bo
BERICEL ) EREZRESEL I EPERETHY, hF
TOWRTFT—= 5 IMWGOI Yy HFALR—-FEL
T, KIVFV 3713 mg/m? % days 1, 4, 8, 11 12¥%5-L,
THF X5 20 mg/body & days 1, 2, 4, 5, 8, 9, 11,
121285 L, 3 BB XY A THEBRELZEBIRNE L
THRLTWDE Y, BREOHRICIIKTERSEETH
D, BCKTIE1IH3Y v FLORAKIHER S TWE 9,
BFEMEOH DR (T 7)) a3V %, NSAIDs 7% &)
REHHNIHHEZHEZ LRETH D,

8. BMEIBEICEE IS T S HEFEE

PSRRI B THIEASRER TR O IR 5
Ny, B BRI PFS 2 iER L, W TIZ0S
PEETLUREVPSH ) EDLOTHEHETHL, ZNETO
HEFHREEIZ B ¥ 2 M5 (IR OMEFHREEICH T 5 b o
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B REE =R (%)

T T T u T
0 20 40 60 80

FLCDF P (%:1288)

T
100

. . . ; T
0 20 40 60 100

80
FLCD P E (%:21B88)

4 7)) =74 bFx—> (FLC) DA & BHRELERIILAT 5, FLC OEAR & ERESEERILLAMRICH 5. 12HH, 21
H H® FLC WA 3 A% 60% T &b AUXERERECERITH 80% Th o 720 R & 7 o 72 BF OIGHHT O eGFR HLEIZ 9.0 ml/min T

bHotz) (CHKSL &)

(%) Bt U2 S SRE IR ST e o> 2

T T T
= s =3

]

(R)

RVTFSIT, FYURFTA R, LFY) FIFHEICEDE
FERe oL E, BT AL, L ICEEE T 5 £ ToH
Mok, RVF' I 7TL3H»H, ) K~ A FT27
2H, L) RIFT60DATHo7ze (CHLE3 L HFIH-
Ux)

0=
N-
(NE

Zhrotze I TIEROEOBAIEEINEE (TR 2 HERRE
FEOWEE T LD, SHBOBEL L2V, TV Fv A
N ORAEIE ML B E (X 2 MR O it (X MPT %%
B2V ) K~ A NS (MPT-T) 2179 # & MP ik
DI THEFFREZ 17D % WL OIEERERAY 4 OME S h
T BB (2 11), 4 5D ERD H 5 PFS Tk 22,
OS Tz 12D A MPT-T HETEN TV, 72 MPT %
X MP #3E 0 RIGRER T ) N~ A FOMEEHE 21T
bhholz200RBTIZ2 o0REE b OS EEX) 5%
BT, INHOENSL, MPTREZDY ) <A F
HEFFRZO AL ClE 22 v MRC Myeloma IX @
MRS BR T ld MP #1E & CTDa (2 & 5 G AJBERIC,
1) R A PR (50 ~ 100 mg/H) #iHEHEsT T
P53 BB IR GRS VY 2L E L2 Y

P N~ NHERRRET L I SO LT, PRSI 11
PHEIDPATHY (p=0014), FV N~ A iR
HCHELRIEE 20725, 0S O dufii 38 20 H & 39
MPHCTHEZEZRO -7 (p=0995),

FNVF VI 72 L TiE MPBT + BT # 47 MPB J%
FEoXy MEETOREIIH 5 A CEABFETRILT
I T OMRHRE R AT 0 7 BE L AT D T o T2 BE O IR IS
FAE L7 BRI AP Il 54 22 H O 7 — 4 98 2012 4E D
ASH T3 &1 ¥, 54 @ 0S 13 MPBT-BT T 61%,
MPB #:T 51% (p = 001), PFS & MPBT-BT #:T 35.3 %
H, MPB#T 248 »H (p <00001) & MPBT-BT #TH
BICRIFTH o7z (F11)e AL ¥ D GEM2005MAS65
SERTIZ MPB =% 7213 BTP BIE 2 55 % T & 72 178 4
BHCRALTIX, KVFV I 7+%Y P4 F (BT) #ik g
IRV TF VI T+ 7L F=var (BP) AR
ELTT VT AIZE AT B iz MEFREREIL 340 T,
ANVFVITIE3INAHTEIC13meg/m? & 1, 4, 8, 11
HiZ¥#5 L, ) F~¥ A4 F&250mg/HCTHAKG T 5
BT#& 7L F=vur%50mg/f@H TG54 % BT #
THE LY, MERRERO CR®RIX BT BT 42%, BP
BT 39% Th ) A EZILFBED HH o 720 PFS OHRIE
BT #T39%7H, BPEIZRZ LA THELEZO» L ho
72 (p =01 SEEEFFTITZNZN69% #F 50% T BT #
BEIFTH - 2B B2 IO eho7 (p=01), H=E
HRPCELCHOMBECTHEZRIRO L ho7208, FL—F
3 Lo RSt 0 589 13 9% & 3% T, BT #I2%
W F R 7. T ORBETIE, MEEEERT O CR i
23% Td» o 72 DSHEFFRR T 12 CR 25 42% (235 L T
B, HEOWREEE VR 5,

L1 F3 FIZE L Tid MM-015 3082123\ T MPL-L
B L MPL i & 2l & T b 2y MPL-L i1
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Treatment of the transplant-ineligible multiple myeloma
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Abstract

More than thirty years, the combination melphalan-prednisone (MP) has been considered the standard
treatment for the transplant-ineligible multiple myeloma patients. In the last decade, the emergence of novel
agents, such as thalidomide, lenalidomide and bortezomib, has increased the treatment options. In VISTA trial, MP
pulse bortezomib (MPB) was correlated with an increase in both TTP and OS compared with MP. From the six
randomized controlled trials compared MP and MP pulse thalidomide (MPT), the meta-analysis has demonstrated
that MPT result in improved PFS and OS. MPB and MPT currently appear to be the new standards of care, but other
combination of lenalidomide and dexamethasone could provide good options. And recently, FDA has approved
carfilzomib and pomalidomide. These new drugs are also very effective for the multiple myeloma patients. Farther
more, a lot of phase Il and phase Ill trials have demonstrated the efficacy of novel agents combinations, and based
on these results new standard frontline regimens are being challenged.
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