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Progression in the study of clinical pharmacoeconomics of sunitinib for metastatic renal cell carcinoma
WU Jing, QIN Shu-kui. School of Pharmaceutical Science and Technology, Tianjin University, Tianjin
300072, China
[ Abstract] Advanced renal cell carcinoma( RCC)was very difficult to be treated. In recent years, it has been found that mo-
lecularly targeted therapies( MTTs) including tyrosine kinase receptor inhibitor ( TKI) was quite effective to RCC and become a real
breakthrough. Thus sunitinib has been recommended as the first-line or second-line regimen for metastastic renal cell carcinoma

(mRCC) in the several famous international clinical guidelines. In this article the authors have reviewed systemically from pharmaco-
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economics point of viewing sunitinib for mRCC, including its clinical benefit and economic burden and so on.

[ Key Words)] Kidney carcinoma; Sunitinib;

B4 ( carcinoma of kidney ) X FF % 4 ifd 55 ( renal
cell carcinoma,RCC) ,2—frEIE T8 /ME - 40
BN AR | T R A T B SR AT AR R AL, R A
W2 5 BT SR IS 1 85% , B AMNEY 15% B 'F HIE
Fo oAt 22 DL B R B o BRI, AL A 4
TPl EF L BA RCC, FFET R ik 50% 1,
2008 4, SEEHT & RCCRHIZ 5. 439 71, HAME R
Nl v <k

RCC R A M AW, SHMERERERT
FEJRE 0 55 1L A, 30 B8 TR A KB B R L 5B
GEAE IR ER LW 2 £) LRI RYIBR
AW AR AN B A R L TR
PR, R R AR AR R
HEAMEEIA A R S B E R A SR RIABUR
YIfR. AR5 G X H Al R I B DA &
WA ISEHAT T %58, A KB # 4518, RCC
MIBREAEIR £ 50 ~60 510 k= R TIE
P Mim R R BB T8 7 4k, RCC BLEIMELIFR 12,
HEREMPEIHRFREARULIA. XY
25% ~30% W) BB TERIL I B B BV B 40 iR
(mRCC) I BBt 95% ML K HR s @1
MR AR AR (50% ~60% )\ (30% ~40% ) T
HE(30% ~40% ) K f% (5% ) , 355 b ] LAFE RS & B ik
prAERE . BTG SRR R B B R
HEAZE, £ T mRCC HIBITE REEIEE,S
RN 5% ~10% , AL SAFFIT ] (mOS ) £
FEARE 1 et

BIRMIEHSMR IR AR B WA IT ik, =
R FRBEHNEE, BXHNRERERD, F£
BERBEONOEMS. 5 BROMBEARKE,
mRCC ¥ X F MR IT % (BT fMEoT)
. 2006 42 R, THE (IFN) -o FIH AL K-
2(T0-2) MR 17k & mRCC M EBIRITHY
SR, 3X L6 25 W 19 Bk h 2 L B R AR, — MR K
10% ~20% , B Z# (VR T WG RIFMRE, "
#IL2 WEFHEESFE, WEHNEBRES
fiE /0 bR AR LB I3 LA RS A0 0 i 2 L R it A
/MRS S HlE, AN - RERES
MR FIRIT . Ak, BEE XA T A Y2 L

Pharmacoeconomics ;

Clinical pharmacy

BITA T %, RCC BGTT S R E R, KB
R, BREARMIEZ 1K (TKR) 5P AR5 &
KA TKR 5% BUE I 7T R B0 98 & e B B
WG ML B AR TS & T E Y, M
TKR 357 (TKD) AR S 4 iR 0 2 F 5 G
J¥ ( molecularly targeted therapies, MTTs ) Mk 2 J% 0 24
B F R R AR Z —,

HETC T & H#E Al Ry MTTs 25914 6 F,
BN#Z& 13k JE (Sorafenib ) | &F JE £ JE ( Sunitinib ) | I 4%,
Hi3y, ( Bevacizumab ) |, 75 B 2 5] j5 1k 4 ( Temsiroli-
mus) | f& 4k 5] ( Everolimus ) FI f B 38 J& ( Pazo-
panib) , H i & $ir Ik JE ( Sorafenib ) FI & JE & Jé
{ Sunitinib) 2 FEFE 170,

BHTHATHFEERES TREAY, RKE
il BUNE R A BEST I B R E R L EHT
R RNRI T e I RIAE 2% . SR WI4E, B B bt
B TIRIT mRCC MR EEZHTIEZ , 15
BREVRIT B — 2RI TT IR B L R A R R
ERBEERE" . R, mXT mRCC KRR B m
M ) R B B T, S BRR R K42, HRA

S B AR I 259, ANAUR F) F 4 5 28 Rt

2 RN, T EAMT TRIT A, B
BEFEMNH BEREt2ES . B, FLER
LT A5 4T JE B J 45 mRCC IRYT U R R

124, K TKLIGST 25 F T B i 2 5 7 E 4
TIHEBFFRANRE D A X EE NG R T A
BEXST4F R & JBIRTT mRCC, 345 H I PR 3K 2% F g
IRAETT NI, T RS MR KGR,

1 EEER

SER R 47 2 B JE (sunitinib malate, 7§ &% 44 -
Sutent, i) &~ O IR/NF R A TKI, £F)8
B e 25 e VLR Xt £~ TKRs 1% 24 1l
VERT , A 45 1l B N B2 4 K [H F 3% 44 (vascular endo-
thelial growth factor receptor, VEGFR) 1, VEGFR 2 Hl
VEGFR 3, Ifii /DT & A K B T 3% K ( platelet-de-
rived growth factor receptor, PDGFR) o #l PDGFR B,
THE N T 3Z & (c-Kit),, 28 FMS 8 2 BR ¥ #§-3
(FLI3) U KRB EMHEERE F2 &
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(RET), X4t TKRs 3N BEREH, KGR S
25 PSR G 1L AR 0 S PR 1) R A R TR R
BEUIMR, &R RERIMH] iR TKRs, R
AR K BT AR LR A SR Bt 4, Rl i e
BEATEMRAIR o IRRATIIST R, SR e A
AT B U S M, S X mRCC, 18 i (6] 5
(GIST) | L IR f&. & H i & (CRC) | Jif 40 HE &
(HCC) \JE/ g fifidz (NSCLC) LA KA 22 14 2 il fe
REAa BT

SEE R 2 an B R (FDA ) F1RK 3 25 a3t
F(EMEA) E 2051 2006 4F 1 A J 2007 4¢ 1 A4t
HEH BT, T AT AR mRCC A R 677
RIMBABEM 52 1Y GIST (97857, FRIE A2 7 M
BB R (SFDA) tF 2007 4F 10 A 30 HittHEET R
BREHATAEFARHN mRCC A DB IBIT R IK
BB 32 19 GIST BiAYy, HF 2008 46 5 A £+
B EA T,

2 BREASEFHRIEHH

SRR AR AN BB 2 AN Y 5 = (WA e Ad
R, Blit mRCC B & B AW LA, B#H
MAEBE Lo 57 B R B2 KRB N, 8 ) T 7
mRCC By f 0, 3f &N KEE T B AHRE &
B, BUMrB, A KB WA T F B ST Ko R
T RCC,{HiF mRCC 5 RCC H YK, v [H] 4245
i mRCC it =,

BT RN T EEENERERE, W2
ks A AIEFAR AL CER ISR MBS — &
SIS AT $ A, U RCC 72 AR (R R G Y T
B, Mantovani %) 8 i FH 3 R A L 38 o
Fl - B JEHT - KF W K X (Friuli Venezia Giulia,
FVG) fy B ARE BB PR, X4 T RCC Al mRCC #9%
A BERMETT AT T BUBHAMBT5E. %ot
FLIERFET 2000 ~2004 4 EEH IR APBE, FH T 2005 46
J 30 HAFET-sii i RCC B, RCC BREWE
BESFHRAMN FVG X TAERSHLAEHTT R
SEA, WIE AR FEVI T Y R 2 W R SE
RERERTE. SREM,1 358 flEEF(63% N
B G 18.8% B, RN mRCC, BF5E
ZiR A, mRCC oA 195 BIFE - (FE TR N
76% ) , KFERBA A 240 HIFET-(21% ), 5 RCC
A, mRCC B H BIFE T XU R &, KU o
5.8(95%CI: 4.79 ~7.04; P <0.000 1), LA 2005

ERROTE R AT I, R AR A Bk BT #
BAAER 16 090 BT/ A, 1 mRCC 4K 17 656 KX
TGN o Hoh A Be 2 43 50l o5 B A8 2% TR 1% #
81% ., M-T mRCC AHBHFILTHBR, HP WA
4 12.5 DA RFR 4 B A [E Hy 28.5 A4
A, &% )5, oRCC BERANGHFEZILR
1 400RiTT , R RFEBALH 2.5 14,

BEPFFR X 2B PR T TR, W
2008 4E , Gupta 2" %o} [= bR 4 B 55 HLA4 ( Interna-
tional Agency for Research on Cancer, IARC) fJ-4 3K
Yi B AT B3R i ( GLOBOCAN 2002 ) #E47 a1 Jift
PERFIT A, S LW, mRCC ZERRM FEER  E
DL K H A, A R #R B, A 1500 45 5] 8 600 4]
NG AT REEREFF R 1. 07 ~5. 56 {437
(2006 FF3ITTHE) , £E BRI B (RLIERRI MW
RN SN2 ) 2y 4. 46 ~ 16 {23 TT,

PHLIH AT T RCC T mRCC 225 B L HL AR E |
MBI RERSEH R TUEMEHT A, W
HB R TR A ST (MTTs) A Al fEBi/> mRCC )
et R IR AL il AR TR RN

3 mKRIREE

AT E BN RIT RN (A0 &) PR
T, X 4F 2 B B 187 mRCC 5 & #4745
I3HT o
3.1 AFRFBRSTRGEESEE  PIH B F mRCC
FITRIT R BRI & 1 T e AL A7 ] (PFS) #1
S A FE B E] (0S) |, Bk 245 MV BT 7= 42 B9 PFS 5
0S N i% & R EEMIFMIEIR.

SERIEEN , I AT e R B I
I R IR B AR i 9% E AL A T RE - FUAS MR ST A
H.0 (MSKCC ) f) Motzer ##ZFTHEATAYN o WIIFIA
EHIR A H DR S0mg, %48 4 RERE 2 R4
R 472 FR) G FRBEIRIT R B mRCC
B B TR, T 2RI T . B—TlEIK
MRAAT 63 B, 45 R : ZMA R ZE(ORR) 2y 40% ,
mPFS 3 8.7 A H ,m0S #7 16.4 A H ;48 —IhIs R BF
T ALK 106 i, 458 . ORR 5% 43% ,mPFS 3 8. 1
ANA TERFSTHR R mOS MR IKE, [EEHEENE:
LiE mRCC —ER R 1B 97 R MG B Z A 3 —&ih
¥7 ,F-45 mPFS {4 2.5 ~3 A, mO0S # &2 12 1
AZA™, BT XL R AR 8 6B %
R EA IR, 3 E FDA T 2006 41 A 20 HiF A
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PUEE, #HE T R eIRYT mRCC BITERIE,

M 2005 SETF#E, Motzer 25 $E4T T 47 R 2
5 IFN-a H3—23G97 mRCC 8 I K%, B
750 BB EBEYLE 5 A4, 2 HlEZ AT BB e
B IFN-a 3§97, &P B KA OBk S0mg/d,4/2 J7
F; IFN-o WMABRAIETESN, BRA3ZK,E1H
3MU,%5 2 i 6MU, %5 3 B OMU, £ . FREEn
ORR(31% us. 6% ,P <0.001) i PFS(11 4~ A
»s. 5H,P<0.001) ¥ B EHTF IFN-a 41, FHH
HEEMEMRE RN, 4B AR 0S PR 7
79, MAREHRERNREA A, AMRESH L
BERN,FREREEFUELEFNBRE (LXK
13% vs. 17 % ,P=0.02 ),

R T PR IR B iy Figlin 20 4k 2 377,
HF 2008 Fift 4T T AR EH . XEFHWIEFED S
LTHBEE TERERTE mRCC —&I597 L.
R FEH, HEHESE IFN-o AR E LIF
RXEZTFRERIBIT. RER, FEEEN
ORR #j % IFN-a B 4 & (47% vs. 12% , P < 0. 000
001) ,Hh&F R RHA 11 s 2% (CR) ,IFN-
o HIUE 4 B, mPFS A FHIHR 11 A v 54
H(P<0.000 001), 5 Motzer 2 B i 4f &1 py—
H, BEEMNE, FRBEREFN OS HEF E/RIE
BITRBNNE, BEFmBL T 2 40264 M

vs. 21.8 A K L2 (HR) =0. 821 ,log-rank P =
0.0517],3X 7£ mRCC M —LRWEBIT P HBEH K. I
Sh B NA 25 BB EFEBIR R BEZ T R ET, HE
BHE WG, F BB R AR mOS K 26.4 A~ A, i
IFN-a 414242 % 20.0 4~ H (HR =0. 808, log-rank P
=0.036 2), RIEFKW, W RBEFEZHMIGITHER
EBNMER, TR R A mOS & IFN-a 4/ 2
fE(28.1 4 H vs. 1414 8,P=0.0033), £
B HAIR YT AR T “ kX L” b b3
WE R & BB e R E KT8,

FRBEENERRKRMERTLSMAEILEUAN
O RER AT R 4. Kollmannsberger 2 (22] 4 A
Xt mRCC JRY7 #F17 BBV e, X b T B o 5 A
IFN-o JeF IFN-o PR 6T e 35 Je Al — 20 A aT
e 3 MIRIT TR . AREARIAF 6
H 1y 0S 43514 56% 72% F1100% , iXELERFELH
TR RBER LRI TERREFRTER TH
BB FIETF B2 AR M A5, Heng 4% 34 131 )
FH IFN-o 3597 F0 58 {8 F&F e B e 1R 9T UM
] BB 55 B , P4 mOS 433124 8.7 A #117.3
AMA(P<0.001), BBt BN FRE. PG
e BE EERKSEFEEEERE IFN-a B
B, Wk L

%1 4FR#% 5 IFN-q 657 mRCC & ¥ & 77 2 b 45

BREE BB RBWI BEREFR(%) mPFS(H) mOS(A)
Motzer 2117 (USA ,2006) 63,106 HRER 40 43 8.7.8.1 16.4.23.9
Heng 2:!* (USA,2008) 200 IFN-« vs. SFEZE 8.7.17.3
750 IFN-a vs. §FJREFJE (AR E TRAL) 12 47 5.1  21.8.26.4

Figlin 2™ (USA,2008)
IFN-o vs. &F/B8 8 (s o034 ) 839 5.1  20.0.26.4

Kollmannsberger %21 (USA 2007) 75

IFN-a ss. §7BER + IFN-a »s. 4FERE 6 AR 0S 4514 56% 72% i 100%

e A MTTs 2549y, i Bk /b ¥ 82 0 e BR 5 HE 3L
3, Mills 21 8 i) ] 2 A SCERECHE, R A BEHLEK
R Meta 4T 5B AIGTTXT HL AT , 4 100 H 12 JB 14 3
7 AR EHL RPLAE R fidF B B e X mRCC B
PFS fma, KA E# th e, Al IFN-o 4B B A 35X
B, 18R, FeBWEMLTRIIER(HR =
0.58,95% (=X [8].0. 38 ~0.86,P <0.001 ) FI M
2840 + IFN-a(HR =0. 75,95 % B{=X[d] ;0. 60 ~
0.93,P=0.001), 7£RIZM Iy a] 8 b BOR ML —

LITF AR T, Schmidinger 2 % B, ¥t T35
B4 RCC A H {06 KUY B 283, B LA SR I AR
i + IFN-o S4TSR RIATF, AN E BB X T E D
BANERFEE, RHGT AR B, 34
FA7 o KSR 5 14 28, R AR B34 77 AT RE
SeifE— IR BN B A 3R, RS B R AT
R

3.2 AEREM  BEEHE mRCC HIMEER
LI R A WL, 7ESE K PFS 8 0S i RIaT, 457
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REBERRBE, @RARCAE KR (HRQOL)
RV EIE R LRI B E B R,
HRQOL 7tk FIZ s 4R, A ME# B # H 5 A
EHEARA FERE T ZE R, TS
T L R B H E IR

mRCC (R T 44 B & A O H L) KAt 24 R
HR R W, FESME F R T B ENAEER
B, Litwin 22 2% 91, 3¢ mRCC % R A4
HEF¥7 ik, 2 HRQOL B4k HIRFIEH A#, HAER
FRAERE b 5 T L Ath R A AR (4 2L AR 0 B R 3 AR
#2) o DL SF-36 B3, ¥ mRCC B 5 2 AIpEIR
P 1o L P A K% 3 ot 0 ) 3 v SR B AR B, mRCC R
FAEE B ) BE (physical function ) J7 T8 {0 ik &8
# HTEA 22D BE (social function ) 7 PR 1% 45 1& AL 9
£ FR ] ( role limitations-emotional ) 77 16 B & /K F
8 PR pe B B ML BB

Cella %7 ¢ 5242 T £ R % Je X mRCC A&
# QOL fiem, BT oTik$E T 750 filjR Bk &
VESE H AT A mRCC B3, LA 1 1RENL AW, —
HERORE R S0mg (472 TR) , H—HET
FSF IFN-a (/8 3 K, 58 1 F A 3MU, 56 2 AN
6MU, %5 3 J&2 9MU) ., HRQOL FILAF 3 AR #5k
TEAS (RSB BRBIF# QOL B DR K
FEE R ER ) - (1) AR VR YT B ALAR I 8B VR 4G
(FACT-G) X 4 M (A 34/ FE F M
HLEE) , 3L 27 T, 438k 0 ) 108; (2) B AR IC 5 $k
(FKSI) Je 35 5% A 6 hE R 4 & (FKSI-DRS) , 3£ 9
T, 450 0 B 365 (3) A B RET Ry ARtk 1) i BROR 78
AT (EQ-SD #5%0) KR T EQ-5D HEEH
W S R ERRBL(EQ-VAS) , /M8 0 3| 100, TEZE
1 KRB 28 REFTHUERE , HERIRGHEE

( repeated-measures mixed-effects models) 347 5HE 4>
Wro REBAR,EFRBRHAN A ZFIEFREST S
BF, WE2.

%2 4FRBRE IFN-a ;&7 mRCC # HRQOL rbik

HRQOL ##m  fFERE IFN-o P

FACT-G @4 82.3 76. 8 <0.000 1
H3E 21.3 19.9 <0.000 1
e <4 23.5 22.3 <0.000 1
Rk 18.3 17.5 0. 000 9
PLAE 19.0 17.0 <0.000 1
FKSI 45.3 42.1 <0.000 1
FKSI-DRS 29. 4 27.4 <0.000 1
EQ-5D 5% 0.76 0.73 0.005 2
EQ-VAS 73.4 68.7 <0.000 1

A, Cella SRR E R (3 35 8 B K.
PHBEIF FI =) (R RFLE AN E K (n =400) LK
FEH (n =346) M FHAFEIT 47, it T mRCC iR
J7XEAN ] #8U8 E i¥) HRQOL B, )4 87w, 3%
HEEK EQ-5D I MEFEBFEA S IFN-a 5
B4, TTE BT A B 527 3 BRI 3 7E R
& R B R ARSI AHEIERE .

tRBIRGERE-SIEY T HRERIBIT
mRCC FURMUE, 7 B3R T 4 R4 QOL 1A B
HREEN,

4 HYEFF

B FEF R B b v et (a1 B0, X H gt AT O Zh
MGFEMB LD, &4 N1k, RE 3 B
SCHAXS H 5 H oAt — A AT TR . R 3,

A3 HFRERSE LSRG EFEI

MR R 254 ER B AE  EHEE A PEM T
oo SRR m2 o amE s e EER
o o - e e L C -

B AR R — R g R T TR HA T

FE3¥ 22, Purmonen ZUM 3t L AR 4T T 4F BB
588 1B 1E ¥ #4712 (best supportive care, BSC,

AR A ST SR STIT R ) RI69T mRCC WA -
R, B e B IR B AL B Sk B T Motzer
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FIG R T AR T SO, KRk B TR REW X
HE4H BSC Ml R B A B HE >k B T 2006 4£ 6 H &
8 AN L AMM R KFERMEE (n=39), R
WIS 28 = H A # A A E AT 0T, HFIH Markov
BEIUEIT 5 ML, PR AE R A
WG RBR, 5 BSCIRITXT L, EF R B BIRIT
HEHOSHEKT 14, PFSEKT 6.7 M1, RERM
BAME(QALY) Hhn T 0.74 4>, LA 2005 4E WK
TCE M BEFCHETRE, 7 C B e S B AR T
R (ICERs) H:4 802 Bk v/ Lt R A A 7 (PFM) |
30 831BK 0/ 4 4= fv 4 (LY ) 143 698 Bk 75/ QALY ,
T 5 4P BSC M P A A5 S43BKTC, XA
EMSEHAT R, 75 3T BB A 45 000 BR T/
QALY /K I &R B e iE &4 70% M vl REHE 2 —
NEERA SR BIRTT SR

Remak %1% )\ 32 [ %5 = J5 {7 9% & 10 /A S 3
&7 R & e JIFN-a LK IL-2 —ZRI597 mRCC %,
AR B BA- o MATE L T Markov 45 B
#1110 BB i S, IF o 6 BT IE K 1 PFS . &4 iy
£ (LYs) LK QALYs, iR FEk 472
I RIS SCHR , 1T B 40k B K £ 2 B LB
IFHERENHLFBE ., O TIRE MR
RN FE (AEs) . BRI E MR A GG
7 E LR R B R A B R AE B & BSC
HIBTE A, &RER, 5 IFN-o #EL, 67 E &R
¥¥ mRCC FT2E18 ) PFS #/10. 41 4 LYs #/10. 11
4E,QALYs /M 0. 14 47 5 IL-2 AHIL, 5F R BB iA

57 J5 PFS 311 0. 35 4%, LYs #4111 0. 24 4, QALY 3§
fin 0.20 4, &2 & e M IFN-o B9 RMF IL-2,
JEE R 2006 FERITTEE (5% MEER) , GER
& 5 IFN-a %} Ht 8 ICERs ;18 611 3 Ju/PFS,
67 215%0/LY #152 593 % 5T/QALY,, B3 R
BEAYHTAR 7 XA BB 50 0003 75/ QALY #K
b EF R BRA 45. 9% WV RErE T AL BlAS-R
PR3 76324 B B #7100 00038 56/ QALY HK¥ |,
XA AREPE R 64.9% . XL R, SFEBTER
—FPFF A AR E S, ERARR RS
JE AT B B 97 48 R S B P, B 3k B R 50 000 ~
100 000F 50/ (LY 5% QALY)

i F 5/ R 2549 B B # L%, Benedict 250"
Wit T 10 R E Markov R, FIFIBMEAY S
IFN-o S350 %63 b SCEREHE , BRI TR B
iR B A g tb LA R AR B HL + IFN-a
PUFR MTTs 254 —£kiR¥7 mRCC B & B BA-BUR
& e B e 1 AR Bl R ACR Bk A T A IR
U SCHR , 45 5 FH T 3R Y LYs \PFS Hl QALY R &,
B & B AR IR & R R W B A
) fERBEL A R B ERE, MTERERA, FEF
RS &N HE R ¥ ICERs 4} 51| 24 : 57 545 € /LY
28 0002 55./PFS F160 0052 50/QALY (2007 4E %75
ME,3% WHE), X—athFHErR, SRR
T2 L m] e L K I AR 84t + IFN-a, BRETF
BRI RN EIGIT mRCC — R AY B B R4
REEsE, WEKA4,

R4 AFRE R RA-R BRI 5 H

ICERs

RE HBAT 5 bEE

A/ PFS ALY A/ QALY
Purmonen %!%! BSC 2005 £ERKTT 57 624 30 831 43 698
Remak 2512 IFN-« 2006 T 18 611 67 215 52 593
Benedict 2" RHAER 2007 4£ETT 28 000 57 545 60 005

WA BFRN, & B & R B A/QALY 1 43
698 BRTC ~60 005 LIT /], FEAL & B AT HI BT R A1
Y FEl, BP 50 000 ~ 100 000 255/ (LY B QALY) , = py,
RE R —EI6TT mRCC R ELAS-BUR RIESE
5 3 #®

—RII KRB B 28R, B RBRIET

mRCC 804 B B 0 T 1% 48 i 40 g B8 7 At
MTTs 254, (B H — L8 R R ZIRA B IR, a0
KYIHZG 2 2, Q] i~ i Ah 16 77 F gk 5o i 25 19
FRAE AN A A JE B JE 5 Rt B e 25 9 A (B
L BT SRR MR, Sl E R IETUMEE RS, B
FREZNRH ST EBRRHRBA L,
AR FT2ERE 5 0, B A Tr B2 B B RRs , Xt
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mRCC RYBIR 5T IR 7 R & X L B
BIMBTRERA R, XSRS EE: (1) BZ2®
AR TR ; (2) BRZARMEIRYY 5 (3) B E Bl %™
AITTIEA R ; (4) TR BRIR R, ok Bt &2 a5
IR, BAREE LR BB KB R
RIRATRTLIR 291 28 B 458, B mRCC 4S5 RIE
STIRMBERG R EH AT R, M4 e & e ki
Wk mRCC i At S Z 5T 7 40, T 3R 4L il PR
SR E RAME , AT mRCC — & 259 P i Bl
AR-BORMERE, E, H2H K2 H mRCCEIT
T RMB TR,
YT FIRET R R IR IR M 4 5 5 4%, 2009 4F
2 A3 B,3%&EE A SRR (NICE) & 1
T HE AR5 4 45 (appraisal consultation document,
ACD) , BB AT R B R 1FE R 4 My (SF R & E.
UG R bR e (P9 F Sl ey ) Y
1RY7 mRCC M—RE®ZGY) ., XRU, FRBRK
B AT LA SR I RRE AR 8D mRCC & A
1, H AL RS R B R T HRA . o 7ERE
[ A5 R AE ) 4% (NCCN) il =2 1y 2008 Ji Al 2009
R 88 I AR 2 B 8 i ) AR ER O 9 P9 R 2 2 (ES-
MO) (€ B HE I R I8 VA FUBE T 22 7 b B R &
W e R S WA B HT + IFN-o j§ T mRCC
M~ T ERIGTT R AR R A T e B &
HR—RIBTE TR B EN LRI, AP R A
BV T &S BE W& L Z&RIGST . BRI
FRSMEHIb2 (EAU) il 2 9 2008 RRC'H 40 ML 26
) IR & R & e TR fE Kb & mRCC &
W—ERIGIT ; [l , BRALIERAE A —ZRIRTF M B =
AR ILIE N R e B A M —2&IGTT 2,
KREREAFIEE — EW R, &5, mRCC
YBIT TR M R B R U B A IR R 2, X
TERMTEEEREFHYM L m A5, Kg
MBS T Bk AT HK, B FERZ KB
SRR, SRR ST 45 SR P A ST R B AT HE M I T 3
KX LA, B TRA T R EAEN, B
BB M AT M DL R R R A X s
EIRTIRSE R B, K, TR EMN
BT ARES A B B AT, 2 T R A
B2 mRCC A BB AN R HREE B R AT
T8 UL R AL St o iy TR e A B e 18 i B TR YT
P XMXEHFRANHE— LR, A EE
SEHITH A SF W, dTEBERTL8E

REEENEEIE, BB ATES 24T
¥ B HET B R BB RA-RR

6 & iF

mTREMRRAREFER, HEES T EH
BRI G, W S B ERRC &R
FEEAWREHE, ERRERRIGIT YN, K%
e AR SEEHE, B TR IR N 5T
A, XA NI B A PR A BT BT RN W BUBE
B, fFRBRAETE EHTCRARNRME THINE
FTEEEE, HAMEE BT R E R & R B R TER A
MR L AA LB . HEFREEAEENT
FRARFERE mRCC BE BB A , IR i PRI AR B
P KRR E Sy (AR, B THER AL
BOR BT IR BRI R — 4, B 25 W2 B 22 103
ARG BN NE BRI RE, FHATE
HIIEDE , 30 TR AL TR E 8 T R BB £ B ok ik
—HIEE . AT EREREAT REF B EH
IR HI L B7 £ 05T, I AW b T 28T i)
BB, X Hg g B3 BRI R KIS
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