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Cost—effectiveness of a “treat—all” strategy using
Direct—Acting Antivirals (DAAs) for Japanese patients
with chronic hepatitis C genotype 1 at different fibrosis
stages.
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HE

HE: BARANDOY = /5247 18 C BUB TR BE &5 51, BARDHFOR
ML AT =V TIRIRZHET 2560, 3 MEOEBEEERRETTY AL AFE
(DAA: sofosbuvir-ledipasvir (SL) . glecaprevir—pibrentasvir (GP) . elbasvir plus
grazoprevir (E/G) ) 12813 5& Xt RO EITOZEE BRIE LT,
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DT, B L AT — Y OELT 2 B LT B W T VBB LT, T72b5 | 1%

n’“’ﬁﬂﬁx'f‘— (ZBIR7e & TORFLTERE T D8 (TA) | AT 4 5
DAT =V UL LD BEZIRE T H8IE (F1S: 27— FO TIXRREEZ AT
—¥ F1 LA ED B ’%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ‘* [FE#EIZ F2S, F3S, F4S TIXFNZENDAT
— VL LD BRFEITIRIEARRLE) | Hi ANV AFNEIEZ 4T 720 (NoRx) D 6 OD
TR S 2 L LT, %ﬁﬁﬁj‘fﬁ% (%, —AHEOKRIKET, BRICBITHER
PRERSCEANE O R CRETZAT -T2,

ol B EARHT CIRL BRI T LT AT — P F2 O BE CIREBIAE T Dk
% (F2S) S LB L T, B2 COBRE ~DIBEEZITHOEMES (TA) I2B T, SL., GP,
E/G ZNENOEFREAETFE (QALY) DEENSTIE 0.32~0.33 Th-oTo, Fio,
QALY H7=0 D855 A FE (ICER) X E 4, 24,320 KR/L. 18,160 KK
IV 17,410 KRV ChhoTe, B R0 R4 B i T, 50,000 *F/V@iﬂx
EREREICENT TA PERLE R RIRNEL 3 20 DAA LbZDOINER
BIELINTHH-T-,

fham: BARANDOY = /2 A7 1 3 C BUBMEIF R B 1BV TC b AT—
B, TR TCOBE ~EEERETIY ANV AIKIGREITOZ LN, BH O
ST CIEE A RITENL TWDI LTSN,
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CRIFR U AN AMHCV)EGE O AT R B2 THY | B, HRHT
#8000 J7 ADY HCV (TG L TV D EHEES D[], 2016 FFICBAfESIZE 69
[E] TR AL T, AREA EOBBIE LT 2030 £ F TITT AL APERTF A A1
WA D120 MIDTTANVAERTF R B D FRE & 7 2 — Mg | D3RR S
n7=[2], BACTIE, B HOV O HRA A _E L7 2 S K0 B Y5 5
DB L7278, HCV AR EITE TLTVDA3, 2011 4EREST 100~150 A
DEBIED ANV AEGRBBIZ B D LA ST TV D3], EBIC, BE DRI 20



FLLERNZ HCOV TG L THY,| Frei7e AV AME I L DR L DT
EATIFREDRREIZH D, DT, AR THHTITAGBINT T AL AH
X RELUT R RIBIR DT ORI B & Hl B2 L | AR R IZB 35 e iE0)
IRRPR N ERES TS,

18 C BUAFR(CHOIZ KT T DR AR, EREEREGTY AL ZZE(DAA)IC
FOELLLESI, ZNLHOFEA TIRESNIIFT L TO CHC BE D FHErY
ANVAERIZES) (SVRZZEMTHILENTELIOT o7, AARTIE DAA 13
EEMCHLN, WLONDOIFZEICEY, CHC BE TIEZZOREOFEINDL, &
RN RS @R O B TND4-T],

IHIT, CHC BEFDIRIEIZET 5B ARDOTARTA L OFIRRUIZIBNTIL, FH
IRARHE{L(METAVIR A7 F2 F7213 F3) 723 ZMETAVIR A7 FA)Z%H
THREITH LT, A F—T 20 N—=ZADFLT A )L A TR 2B S
HIEDHELEZ N TV, Ll ZOHARTAUBHERINT 2012 FIZBNT
(A H—T 20 R—=ADF T A VARG RITA IR AN HYEIERD K&
INST=ZEME | BRHEAL OEEAT 2 LED 72 W BRI (HCC) IR A7 D IEE i
FEREZIT 2O X720 D EMAY I3RS e -T2 [8],

FRh A TRIER D722 BT LV DAA 23 RTRES 72D, 2020 42 7 HICH
RIS N R LI HCV BE ORI ARTA 5 8 Uik, JEMRMEERFRE
ERELSNDOETO HCOV BYEEZ U ANV AIRIEDOX G LT HI L FiHS
ILTCND, SHIT, A F—T =0 ZE FR0 DAA OFEWE ISR EMENG,
AR OFRHEILDIEITL TRV HCC RV R D FEFE i B 12k T FBHIC
IBEABANT RETHD, FIFRIC, KEFERFS(AASLD) 36 L OB T &
A (EBASLIE, IBEE SN 2 T, HOV R LB M 7o 13 IR E A
EEMITFER T IRREOR BRI X TOREFEITRL T, B
BY P2 BALR72< DAA IZX DI ETT 2108 L7209, 10], ZhHDXRHRD
it oy AV AHEBRITNEFN A TUVD[LL, 12],

— 757, ERERBREE T COEAARICERL COAHIRTIE, 2oy
HCV FYLBE 12T 5 DAA TRREDE XN REZ AL T 20N HH[13],

HCV YL B3 12695 DAA TR D E XN REHER LTINS DDA FEDS
D ETREINTWA[14], IDIZ, ZNETOMIETIE, B FEUCBIRAL
T ATOEE[L], BEMOBETL6], HIV BEEE[LT], 2715
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HCV Oa=nN—H% )L ZR7V—=7 TarT h(—EZ) L2 Uk DAA
IBIEOE AR NRENENZENHLNIZENTNWAD[18], 26D HE R I,
AASLD & EASLAZE DB EIZ272780 | IERBURSLRE OHWrDFEE L7250 D
TdHD, BT, BHD DAA LI AAIEIELZ RO T 07 7 AV DR T
BY, LR T, ZOEHADZEN, BRI RICKREEEL 52 5TE05,
TNHORERIL, FFED DAA IBIRZEIRT 5720 DRMLLZLD 2 2,

UL, ZRETOLZA, BARAIBWT, ML D 220 HDHN T2
WEBEZ G- T RTO HCV RYGBE T 5 DAA IGROE A R a7
(TSI E IV YA Vi e

ZI T AR T, V= /24718 C BB A%2E 35 B AR NBEITH
T HRERDBMEACAT — TV TRRIG T HIRIEIED L EL BT 572012, B %!
B WEATHoT2, T, T XRTCOBEDOBMEALAT — BRI RIE
T OMME . BLONFRAE LD EL ETIREAFIEL , FFEDAT —UNBIaRE LY
BIAG T DEIR DL T D, 2020 FERF R THRSNTWD, A X —T =0 %
fEH7pvy 3 fEEOEE/ER B LY A /L X3 (sofosbuvir-ledipasvir (SL) .
glecaprevir—pibrentasvir (GP) . elbasvir plus grazoprevir (E/G) ) ZJ5HEE LU Tkt
HLlLiz,

ARAFGED B BT AREREORN = 224718 C BUBHEFRDOT X TOR
F UM LD AT —VIZBfR72< . DAA TRIEEITHZE DB Fxh a2
DML, BURSLERA T C AT REEWICENT 756 3R O E A2 RO E ARt
THIETHD,

3. Fik
(1) B ARSI (CEA) FM D72 DET /L

C BUBMERF RO BB T CESNO T REEER ~ Va7 5 L&t
FLTZ(K 1), B L BEREDHETT A 95 METAVIR #fE(E A7 12XD
SEESNZLLT D 5 DOEMERTIOIREE : FOGRME(L 72 L), F1(FREEZ 72
WFIARBRAE(L) . F2(RBEE DA 7 FAARFRAE(L) . F3FEEZE D72 Z 4D
fREE), FAIFREZ), 3L, decLC GEMREMERTEEZS), HCCIFHERaREE) 7>
DIERLSILTND, SHIZ, ZNH0 B EOBRBICHY A /LA IREE S
PLY ANV AIE L OIREE, BLOVFBAER BB LB DIRIEE & TR
TTIVEM BB DY T, BAETEENFHITUR 2017 FEAEMEBND, FIRRE



AT —=VIZBT D F i RIS DO MR T R M A AN, ZOET
ML BT AT (F)OH R AR IR ST 5 B A L E R AR
(QALY) &R AESHHZET, BEDEREICOI- R MEIS 2 Z BLIRE
P LR E B AT (QALY ) & U 19D LD IR E LT,

X1 CARNEMAFROTT IV
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SVR, SVR, SVR, SVR, SVR, IV
FO F1 F2 F3 F4 |
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SV —

HCC Stage Il =

HCG Stage NV #% ———>|

CHABMERTS¢; LCIFZE; Dec LC:IEARMEVEITREZE; HCC S /ILFRIIFEAT — 1, 2;
HCC SII/IV:HF/E AT —37 3, 4; LT 1y:FFRAE; LT 2y—AFRH#; SVR: Riferd7er AL
A28, Liver-—related Death: [TEEZE, JFREAAE, RIS OV U0 S LD NTBEEESE &

B ITEHEL AT —2 0 55 4 DWTRADD AT —T Markov EF/LITAD . DAA JEIERK
#4812 SVR AT —ITBAT9 %, D RENTRHE L O 1B 5 (regression) 2R, A EF /LT
I, TR 5 AERITRAHER SV DR EL TD, EROKENL, 1R % D
JFREE DMk, DL, T2 R,



(2) EZREMER

HARNZRIGRE LT 2 DO A E T Thein HDOAXT F VT A HAELIL
7z 2 FEROMBMCETRZEALZ[19], 1 S BIIELOSHTIZIBWTH
FHENTAZENFET VAW THEESN R THY, 2 > B IR
25 20 FELL EOBEIZH LI Z DR ET VICI s> THEESNICHER Th
5o AAEIFET LD /NTA—21T HCV B HARIEE)., AFge T Y1, Bk
DENE ., V=) ZAT1VROE|E | HCV Ber O, @RIT7 L= — LR E
DOEE HCV EHRIRI ThoTz, (F 1)

FFREE DRIEV AT EHEETHILET, ZNHDO /T A—HDF ¥ )T L —
A EATol, TRbH . BAROHZEGR X DR —MI LD BT ROHT
A ~DOHEITRIZEI TN, ZNHD/TA—HDEEZFAFEL-[20], FHE
OFER, AXEFET NO/RTA—2L, BRI, = /%47 1 ® HCV
BEOEIE . WL LOERE S ERAEOEYEERS, T ra—L
ZOENEZINE I 27.5 5, 0.8, 0.395, 0.05, 0.181 &£721, FO 75 F1,
F1 735 F2, F2715 F3, F3 75 F4 ~OERFRHELEITRIZZNZ10.031,
0.046. 0.071, 0.068 LHEFESNTZ, —FF, T X LNRET L TIXENEN
0.077, 0.074, 0.089, 0.088 Tdh o7z, AZENFET L D/NTA=ZZFNT,
B M L DR S ST A PED M H B OB A IXENZH 0.35, 0.06 L4
STV DEEREOFRREOEASMER D (X 2),

F4 IPOIERMEMEITIEZ £ TORMER, HMREAT — VB IOFERIENME
FFREZE CORF R D3 A FERE MR L I JOWTF AR DL T 2,
Al OMESRIL B RN E R RELT-BEMZENL B LI2[24-27], FO
~F4 BAOFETET, AMBRNOELNTZER-CHEREO — IR ER D=
HERILTHLLRELZ[21], F2. B AROFBEREFKOT —2% VT,
FERAE TR ZE AT MR DT A 2 52 (T DR AR E L 72[22] (3R 2),

ZOBREETINEARIET D200, ZOFETANSFRISHDEFRE,
B R BEZ R LU A ROBER— MR CHELNAFERE
@Lf:}:;a FHISN T AEGFREBE R — MR TELNTZAFRIZ, 5
EEDEINEI 0.93 & 0.95, 10 FEBENEI 0.80 & 0.77 THY, 7
SN LTRSS AEFER L TOAFRBENOHESNZ 12 T
DAEFEHT. TNFh 10.8 £ 10.7 THY, BRETT VLU CHEYITH
HEEZ BN, [23],



#1 AZEFET L TAITYRL

Fibrotic Stage Meta-regression equations Value Range of Factors in the meta-regression equation
exp[-2.0124-(0.07589 xDuration of HCV infection) +(0.3247xStudy
FO to F1 . . .
design)+(0.5063male proportion)+ (0.4839xgenotype 1 proportion)] | Dyration of HCV infection (years)
Study design: cross-sectional/retrospective = 1;
- expl-1.5387-(0.06 146 xDuration of HC'V infection)+(0.8001 xexcess _ retrospective-prospective = 0
alcohol proportion)] Male proportion: 0 to 1
Genotuype 1 proportion: 0 to 1
Age at HCV acquisition (years)
exp[-1.6038+(0.0172xage at HCV acquisition)-(0.05939xDuration of | Excess alcohol proportion: 0 to 1
F2to F3 S . proportion:
HCV infection)+(0.4539xexcess alcohol proportion)] Risk of HCV acquistion:
IDU proportion, 0 to 1;
exp[-2.2898+(0.01689xage at HCV acquisition)-(0.03694xDuration blood transfusion proportion, 0 to 1
F3 to F4 of HCV infection)+(0.5963xIDU proportion) +(1.1682 x blood

transfusion proportion)- (0.4652xgenotype 1 proportion)]

exp: TEEBA%G HCV: CBIFFR v 4 v 2; IDU: E5 % # 5 EYEE

estimated incidence of liver cirrhosis (%)
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— Cohort
» s« Random effect model

® o » Meta-regression model

P 4 6 3 10
Years

12 14 16




®2 T NVER(HER)

Source State |Target State | Base case Lower limit | Upper limit | Reference
Natural History
FO F1 (Meta-regression modelt) 0.031 0.010 0.100 19,20
F1 (Random effects model?) 0.077 0.067 0.088 19
HCC 0.000 0.000 0.005 25
F1 F2 (Meta-regression model) 0.046 0.023 0.092 19,20
F2 (Random effects model) 0.074 0.064 0.086 19
HCC 0.005 0.002 0.010 25
F2 F3 (Meta-regression model) 0.071 0.036 0.142 19,20
F3 (Random effects model) 0.089 0.077 0.103 19
HCC 0.020 0.010 0.040 25
F3 F4 (Meta-regression model) 0.068 0.034 0.136 19,20
F4 (Random effects model) 0.088 0.075 0.104 19
HCC 0.053 0.030 0.080 25
F4 Decompensated cirrhosis 0.056 0.025 0.098 26
HCC 0.076 0.051 0.100 25
Decompensated cirrhosis [HCC 0.076 0.051 0.100 25
Liver transplantation 0.004 0.003 0.004 22
Death 0.151 0.065 0.264 26
HCC Stage I/I1 Liver transplantation 0.004 0.003 0.004 22
Death 0.118 0.114 0.122 26
HCC Stage ITI/IV Liver transplantation 0.004 0.003 0.005 22
Death 0.222 0.216 0.228 26
Liver transplantation Death (First year) 0.188 0.169 0.209 22
Death (Succeeding years) 0.018 0.012 0.025 22
Fibrosis Progression Post-SVR
FO F1 27
F1 F2 Reduced by 91.4% of pre-SVR 27
F2 F3 probability as listed above 27
F3 F4 27
Fibrosis Regression Post-SVR (Only for 5 years after acquiring SVR)
F1 FO 0.083 27
F2 F1 0.159 27
F3 F2 0.116 27
F4 F3 0.048 27
Hazard ratio of hepatocellular carcinoma from SVR
FO,F1,F2 F3 HCC 0.240 0.120 0.360 29
F4 HCC 0.230 0.120 0.350 29

=]

HCC: fT-fllfiass; Fa: fUBTERFREZS; SVR: i)y AL AR L)

T oo ETEIZ, Thein H[191ICX 2 A2 T7F Vv ikl 2%

B&'K

w7 A=Y

XL X DHEE L, 1SR O A~ DM TR IGEEG T 2 X 5 i HlEe 7 VAR %
AL, FERINZHADHTE[20]0 24—+ & KL 72,

£ Thein & [1911C & 2 A 2 7 F U o ZFFFECRESIN 23 20 4ELL B o HF IS O W Ty &
N7z ETH,



(3) SVR # DO#EHMEIL DHEFT LiBHMEIZ DT
FTATHFFRICEDE, SVR Z R LT BE CIIRRHE L O THER AMEL
B D BT IR A SR TR A F8E 3 D L RE L TWA[28],
F7-, F2, F3, F4 OAT—TlX, SVR E D 5 FR], FFlgOMRAELA
T—UDNBRET D BB BIRELIZ[29],

(4) TR

DAATRIEBRAARFHIZ DWW T, VR ERIE(NoRx)EEHIT, LR D 52D
B IE A LB L7 (1 3),

1) TAARMELEE BRI BRI T R TOBE OIRE LT 5,

2) F1S: FO HIO#BHELBE ITITRELZLIER  F1 HILIEICEITL:
F1~F4 MO BEEZXIREL THRREFRET 5,

3-5) F2S~F4S: EFLo F1S BEE L [FIERIC, F2~F4 HloMME b EE
(F2S). F3~F4 #D#HME( B (F3S), F4 HAOMHMEL B (FASIZIB W TR
EABRIAL . BRME(LO X0 BRI RO FBE 121X DAA TR L 2= LIEX D,

3 IAFRENE

> D
> 2
>3
> D
»®
Infection - - @ - @ - Death
FO F1 F2 F3 F4 DeclC/
HCC

B Treatment strategies
@ Treatment of patients with all fibrotic stages (TA)
@ Treatment of patients with fibrosis of F1 or higher (F1S)
(@ Treatment of patients with fibrosis of F2 or higher (F2S)
(@ Treatment of patients with fibrosis of F3 or higher (F38)
& Treatment of patients with fibrosis of F4 or higher (F4S)
® Basic treatment without DAAs (NoRx)

JEG DI ETO HCV BRI ZRAIT/RL, SR EAT — U OHEFT | IHFIEZE 35 KOVl
JEDIRREHEI T2 s TR, b DDORHEL AT — D SIT LA TR IR NG & BEVEHRMENE ) 5725 6
SOOI THER LT,



(5) DAA LZD%h%E
VRATE N LT 4/RAEV(SL), Z VAT VEIL BT L HAE L (GP), =
JLRAE JWEBV)+7ZV 7L EA(GZR) (E/G)D 3 FE%ED DAA ZFHEL 7=,
R, BROTARTANIERL | FREEZ DR VE TR EE
D GP IREDASEMEL, ZOMIT12:E B EL72[30], BACTEESN-H
3 THFRERZG, SVR FERRE LG IZRIEMIC LD I REEUS L/ [31-33]G&
3o

# 3 DAA InfRFHSMHABROEARE BIEE T HRE R

sofosbuvir-ledipasvir glecaprevir-pibrentasvir elbasvir-grazoprevir
Mizokami et al. 2015 Chayama et al. 20182 Kumada et al. 2017°*
CH LC CH LC CH LC
Treatment-naive patient N=70 N=13 N=129 N=38 N=227 N=35
Baseline Characteristics
Age, mean£SD, years 60+9.27 61+12.5 | 64.8+9.2
Age, median (range), years 64 (21-86) | 73 (48-85)
Male, n (%) 69 (40)7 47 (36) 17 (45) 87 (38) | 18 (51)
Virological response (SVR12 or SVR24)
n (%) 70 (100) 13 (100) 128 (99) 38 (100) 219 (96) 34 (97)
CI, range, (%) 95-100 75-100 98-100 91-100 95-98 94-100
Discontinuation by side effect
n (%) | o0 [ o [ o | 1 [ 3 [ 0@

CH: 18MERFZ; LC: FFEZS; SVR: EReei7e A VA2 78450, Cl: (5 HE X [H
TN=171: JBIEFEDI2NBF OFEEE BIYEICE T A0 LT —Z N7\ =b . ZHH0fE
T TIBEREOHHBEZ T 171 NOVHIHE

(6) FEE-IRRE
ERREOSINE DR A EZTHAL, BE— NSV OEENRERE
DIHERIRELUT, BREFIREBICEE S 2EMaXN [34], B OYIFE
EBIO2HEE EOaxMN24]4% # . BAROZEIHAFL, 2014 FD
BB I HE > TR L7, #5I2, FO #i L O F1 #loia B O & H
IXFEEENE R AT R OIBEEFRIL THY, F2 #BIO F3 #oiaEE H



IKIEEMEB TR DOIGREFIL ThOLREL,

3 20 DAA OERIL, 2018 FOBFMRENFE K ICI5 1T DIEAMY ARG
BFLT-, & DAA Offif&lc 1 BOEEGELEEREMB(B)ZRCLE
T, DAA {REORERZE LI, DAA I[ZXHEIWERNEE ThHZLIX
B ChHY, BIEAOIBEIANIETAEHTELT —FEB/LIENTE R
molzlzd BWERICE 23 AN B B L) o7, 1RERI, 1R H . 15 %
D HCV IZBEAT2E=4V 7B % IBERRDEET VI T D2 EH
B CHEE L7, 2018 FEIZBIT LA — M AW H AR/ KRV 110 HEL
TTR_RTOERZ BAMNS KR VICHRELEZ (& 4),
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F4 T NVERER)

Variable (US dollars) Base case | Lower limit [ Upper limit | Reference

Annual healthcare costs by disease state

Chronic hepatitis
FO, F1 state 1,110 550 1,660 20
F2, F3 state 3,140 1,570 4,700 20
SVR state 240 130 370 i
Compensated cirrhosis 4,350 2,180 6,530 20
SVR state 490 240 720 i
Decompensated cirrhosis 6,420 3,210 9,640 20
Hepatocellular carcinoma
Stage I/11 10,440 5,220 15,670 20
Stage [II/IV 18,120 9,060 27,180 20
Liver Transplantation
First year 129,090 64,550 193,640 22
Succeeding years 17,380 8,690 26,070 22

Cost of treatment modality

sofosbuvir - ledipasvir

Daily SL cost 500 250 750
Total drug costs (12 weeks) 41,840 20,920 62,770
Treatment-related medical care costs i 740 §

glecaprevir - pibrentasvir

Daily GP cost | 660 330 990|
CH
Total drug costs (8 weeks) 36,980 18,490 55,470 q
Treatment-related medical care costs 530
LC
Total drug costs (12 weeks) 55,460 27,730 83,190 q
Treatment-related medical care costs 740 §

elbasvir - grazoprevir

Daily Elbasvir cost 245 123 369 T
Daily Grazoprevir cost 175 88 263 q
Total drug costs (12 weeks) 35,220 17,610 52,830 q
Treatment-related medical care costs 740 §

THEE IZ2 MBS §HEMFEICIDERICLAHETE
12018 =D 2B I L 12 L5 34
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(7) fFEEEREEICEEE L - AE (AETEDE :QOL)
AAND B AR5 EE 72 IR P R I L - AR R D, &1
FEIRRE D% A %18 A L7=[35], DAA 1RIEICXD SVR % OZREDOHE Sy
IRFZEIC k> TR D AN[36-39], SF-6D ZHWV- A RANBE L GLRLL-
WFZE39]DFE R AT AL . ZEARMNT T 0.022 DS ERELT(F 5),

®5 TT VAR (SREEREEOD) HE)

Health State Base case Lower limit | Upper limit | Reference
Chronic hepatitis 0.821 0.780 0.850 35

SVR state 0.843 F 0.832 0.854 39
Compensated cirrhosis 0.737 0.680 0.790 35

SVR state 0.759 0.748 0.770 39
Decompensated cirrhosis 0.671 0.610 0.730 35
Hepatocellular carcinoma

Stage I/11 0.675 0.620 0.730 35

Stage III/IV 0.428 0.370 0.490 35
Liver Transplantation

First year 0.651 0.590 0.700 35

Succeeding years 0.651 0.590 0.700 35

T DAA JRIC X b SVR 253K X =% oG R0 8EMIE 0.022 LIRE

(8) ET NI HIRGE

AW TIX, BT NVERWE O EATIICHTZD LT OIREEE L,

1. DAAIRIENEILRD -7 B Tl BIIOMEE DAAJRE AT
F°. CHC @ B 71T L BRE - 5 & OHE DY A7 R EED T D

2. FO5 F3 £TOMMALAT =D ERE DI OV TIL, B
AT MO AEE X T DD TR T — 20N B A TIEE
SRR | Rl —DfEZ#E AT 5,

3. FEMUMEMERTEEZ BTk 2 DAA IRIRIZE B L2,

4. JFREREL, FERMEMENTEEZE & AR D B DA E k5T 5,

5. HEFZRICIAIBEALHABERIL, BInEOEE & RE IS
FCHEEBERZIT W EEESNT20H, BELR,
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6. ZESREEDOBEIL., AHFFERF 5 COEBREE CIIxnL TEHT .,
F2 IBEBOLRWEE L OV —F A THOIL TWODAR LD,
EZEL,

9) EFETFTNMIZEDLY 2L —Tay
ETINCEDE RN ROGH 2 —vaid, 1V A7V CEE
(RRBMEDIET £0)I2h=01To7-, $o. BARDOE AxhF oA
RIANHEN, B L3R (IR AEFF) 293 2% THIVE [\ =2[40],

(10) &7 VAT DR SRE]
FARTREE DT DT DAk — O BE ORI, V= /XA 718! C
RUNBMFR BEZ T RELT-E 3 #8 DAA IBERBRO T — X HESWTE
FLTc[41], T70bob | HRBRE O 57 ik, 1 44.3%, SREELAT —
COBRESHILF: 36.7%; F1: 20.9%; F2: 16.3%; F3: 17.2%; F4: 8.8 %&L
Too AR—RDEREBHEIL AT — P DEIE IOV TR EE 5 M7 (SA) D %t
Gz,

(11) BT /LD B
RET WML, BEBOAEGELY)Z SICHEELRDEEEHE, QOL @
B TSN BT (Quality Adjusted Life Year: QALY)ZHEE L 7=,
T2, TA IZBTDMOIEEZAI 7 BB ITx 588 0 & H xt2h & b
(Incremental Cost-Effectiveness Ratio:ICER) HHEE L 7=, TR HkIE D LLig
IZBWT, B IROBRECHWEEE)IX, B RS RICEDE
WIS D ERE LD ICER THE%Y 1QALY 729 50,000 KR LELT=,

(12) BREE 3 H7(SA)
ICER IZHEZ 52 HFT VANER (RTA=F) ORFHEFEEZHALD
(2 B7201T, RTE R IR 43 T (DSA) LT SR AR E 453 HT (PSA) D 1 5 %
EhE L7z,
DSA Tix, 7 NVEMBOMKMEAL AT —V DA, BETER, IENME
PR 2 Js SOV RRa e (S LA SR T 3 FEMEEFIRIEa AL, RS E L)
FE, B9 B2 FERICESE, FEEDPET NVRERICGA D E LR
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— JChALE

5%A$T%@%

SA THHMLVR—RoHra EhiL7-, DSA OEHO®MIL, 7 —

ITEAHEEMED BWEFEXME., 7 —F B AFTE20

:i%zl:v-é?@ 50%7>> 150%DEAFHIZER E LTz, KL OFFHIIE 2

PSA Tlix. & A S/

Y THD,

NTA=H I D OMERTAMEREL TODERELTZ,

BRBHER, LT, SVR R(—ROMITIEOLIRELTZ SL ZEr). 2V HE

(QOL )1 B eI AR E LTz, Fo, BERILy

IANTHE IR EL

7o FEFIE, BE D E A xt 2h Bs 2 #i#R(Cost—Effectiveness Acceptability
Curves: CEACs) L TR, T 70 b MBI SHAWERWTP)EfELY 0

KRDE 10 J7 KRRV OFRF TR, fEfh L5 BIE 2 e b 2 i) CTh Dl
RERULICbD THD, PSA DBFEEOEBE LR 6 127,

*6 HERAYRE

BESIAT DI HR DHGPH

Range Range
Model parameters Type Model parameters Type
25% | 97.5% 25% | 97.5%
Treatment efficacy Distribution of fibrosis states
sofosbuvir-ledipasvir FO Dirichlet 0.303 0.434
CH stage Triangular 0.966 1.000 F1 Dirichlet 0.157 0.267
LC stage Triangular 0.807 0.997 F2 Dirichlet 0.116 0.214
glecaprevir-pibrentasvir F3 Dirichlet 0.125 0.226
CH stage Beta 0.972 1.000] F4 Dirichlet 0.055 0.129]
LC stage Triangular 0.933 0.999
elbasvir-grazoprevir Annual healthcare costs by disease state (US dollars)
CH stage Beta 0.937 0.984 Chronic hepatitis
LC stage Beta 0.897 0.999 F1, F2 state Gamma 100 3,400
Transition probabilities F3 state Gamma 0 13,200
FOtoF1 SVR state Gamma 200 300
Meta-regression model Simulationt 0.021 0.044 Compensated cirrhosis Gamma 100 17,700
Random effect model Beta 0.104 0.130 SVR state Gamma 400 600
FltoF2 Decompensated cirrhosis Gamma 500 19,700]
Meta-regression model Simulationt 0.030 0.056 Hepatocellular carcinoma
Random effect model Beta 0.075 0.095 Stage I/11 Gamma 1,400 28,800
F2to F3 Stage I1I/IV Gamma 2,200 49,900
Meta-regression model Simulationf 0.045 0.097 Liver Transplantation
Random effect model Beta 0.109 0.131 First year Gamma 99,100 162,900
F3toLC Succeeding years Gamma 13,300 22,000
Meta-regression model Simulationt 0.051 0.091
Random effect model Beta 0.105 0.128| QOL weight
LC to decLC Beta 0.025 0.098 Chronic hepatits Normal 0.757 0.876
F1 to HCC Beta 0.001 0.011 Compensated cirrhosis Normal 0.677 0.794
F2to HCC Beta 0.010 0.033 Decompensated cirrhosis Normal 0.611 0.728
F3 to HCC Beta 0.029 0.085 Hepatocellular carcinoma
LC, decLC to HCC Beta 0.055 0.107 Stage I/11 Normal 0.615 0.732
Proportion of Stage /11 Beta 0.877 0.954 Stage I1I/IV Normal 0.369 0.487
Death by decLC Beta 0.066 0.259 Liver Transplantation Normal 0.645 0.657
Death by HCC Stage I/11 Beta 0.114 0.122 Utility increments after SVR Normal 0.013 0.034
Death by HCC Stage III/IV Beta 0216 0.228
Death by LT (First year) Beta 0.169 0.208
Death by LT (Succeeding years) Beta 0.012 0.025

TAZ AR T LV OFPHIL, FEED 34 % AN T)/8
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4.

i e
(1) FEARHT

AR ERET I DMHEACEIT RO 32— aid, T 7 L RE
T ML DFER LI LT, I TEHEDELS . KVRSFIREIE ChHo7-7-0,
RSFHIZRSLY CO G EATIIZ0 . EIZAZBRE T WAL D EAR ST #E
BARLUT,

ZOETITEWT, BEZZIT TOZRWEFTT, 10%0OMER TIEENE
FFAEZS | 38% DM THFAR AR HE (AT L | 34% DR CTHFBIE O R K TIE
TI5EFRISNTZ, —F . DAA Z W2 TA TIEIERAEMERTREZE , fTHRRa
& FFPEESE ~DHEITZBLE, SL Tl &, 0%, 22.1%, 17.7%, GP Tl
0.5%, 22.8%. 18.4%, E/G Ti& 3.3%, 25.0%, 20.9%DHEFTRIZ/e5 L FHISN
72(4 4),

5 1 3E XN R I D EEARMRAT Ot B ThD, DAA [ZEFR7R< TA
I TE R AFATEE (QALY) IZB W TR B RIS THY | F1S, F2S,
F3S. F4S 23 E iz, TA TiX, SL. GP, E/G IZL51R%E T, F1S &tk
L T4 % 0.12, 0.12, 0.11, F2S LE#ZL T4 40.33, 0.33, 0.32 @ QALY
OFENESINT-, EEERIZOWTL, F2S R HIEL, F1S, TA %1
2RV o, LTEA o T, ZAIVL OIS 1T, F3S <0 F4S, F- 5B IV EEL
WD ThoTe, EOFRES, FIS IZXT 5 TA IZHIT 255 1QALY Hizhi
SERAOETHS ICER 1L, SL 23 39,780 KK/L, GP 23 30,260 KKV, E/G
28 29,490 KRV Th-o7-, FIERIZ F2S 12545 F1 @ 1QALY $H7-0® ICER
IZ. SL 3 15,960 KK/, GP 23 11,5630 KK/L, E/G 2% 11,050 KR/LE72-
720 DX, TXTD DAA Z V= TA @ ICER I3, fhoOBERS & Lhi L
T, B R X & (ICER) ORIEL VIR 72(F 7).

KRR AR A IZ Lo C FOGERAE L7 L) & PR SR ME( L) D Be i A X B C
O, —HRIITAERR F R EZ AW ATREMER EL . ZROLDR R R
GBI TERNWed | ZORXBNTERROS CIIAEEREITI RS2,
ZZC UTF T, 2RO A FO/FL EL TlEAE DR, TA &£ F2S OF
RXIZhROER LR R LT,
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Strategy é(‘)f;ts'ge) Acost ($) LY ALY QALYs AQALY ICER
/LY ($) /QALY (§)
Sofosbuvir - Ledipasvir
Meta-regression model
F2S 44,080 19.52 16.04 Ref Ref
F1S 47,530 3,450 19.66 0.14 16.25 0.21 24,500 15,960
TA 52,100 4,570 19.67 0.01 16.37 0.12 552,020 39,780
TA vs. F28 8,020 0.15 0.33 53,470 24,300
Random effects model
F2S 48210 19.48 16.03 Ref Ref
F1S 50,520 2,310 19.65 0.17 16.27 0.24 13,800 9,430
TA 52,180 1,660 19.66 0.01 16.36 0.09 99,100 19,090
TA vs. F28 3,970 0.18 033 22,060 12,030
Glecaprevir - Pibrentasvir
Meta-regression model
F2S 42,860 19.51 16.03 Ref Ref
F1S 45,350 2,490 19.65 0.14 16.24 0.21 17,820 11,530
TA 48,850 3,500 19.66 0.01 16.36 0.12 425,910 30,260
TA vs. F28 5,990 0.15 0.33 39,930 18,150
Random effects model
F2S 46,450 19.46 16.01 Ref Ref
F1S 47,880 1,430 19.63 0.17 16.26 025 8,600 5,850
TA 48,980 1,100 19.64 0.01 16.34 0.08 66,000 12,590
TA vs. F2S 2,530 0.18 033 14,060 7,670
Elbasvir - Grazoprevir
Meta-regression model
F2S 41,160 19.44 15.95 Ref Ref
F1S 43,460 2,300 19.57 0.13 16.16 0.21 16,950 11,050
TA 46,730 3,270 19.58 0.01 16.27 0.11 408,810 29,490
TA vs. F2S 5,570 0.14 032 39,790 17,410
Random effects model
F2S 44,720 19.38 15.93 Ref Ref
F1S 46,000 1,280 19.54 0.16 16.16 023 7,900 5,400
TA 46,990 990 19.56 0.02 16.25 0.09 61,290 11,820
TA vs. F2S 2,270 0.18 032 12,610 7,090

LY: BIfaran; QALY: BaHIRIIRr A (74, ICER: H353 2 AR L Ref: FLigox R

T F3S, F4S, NoRx: F2S & bl UFEHEr 70 ik g
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4 AZ[ENFET L TOE MRS NI 1T D AT ES R BB D HE TE AR R A2

(A) 90%
80%
T0%
60%
50%

40%
30%
204 I I
|
0%

F18 F28 F38 F48
® DeclC 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
m HCC 22.1% @ 22.7% | 29.2% @ 47.3% @ 77.5%
= Liver disease-relateddeath  17,7% 18.1% 23.3% 37.7% 63.3%

® 00%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
<
% 1A FIS F28 F38 F4S
# DeclC 0.5%  0.5%  0.5%  05%  0.0%
= HCC 22.8% @ 23.4%  29.9% @ 48.1%  77.6%

= Liver diseaserelateddeath  18.4%  18.8%  23.9%  38.4%  63.4%

@ 90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
= = |
i3 - -
0 FIS | F2s | F3s | F4s
u DeclC 3.3% 33%  33%  33%  2.9%
= HCC 25.0% 25.6% 31.8%  49.5%  78.2%

= Liver discaserelateddeath  20.9%  21.3%  26.1%  403%  64.5%

Dec LC:AAEMEAFAEZS ; HCC : AF#IfEgE ; Liver disease—related Death: fS{EMERFREZS | AR
L, TR |2 BEEL L 7= FE 1 2R
SL(A), GP(B), E/G(C) ®FF% 5 DOIRIEIRNEIZ 31T B MEIRIEHRIG & LLise U7 FE s 32

»

L
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5 AZEVFEET WA IBIT D AR 5

()  BK
&
; ‘
III
50K |
A F18
- |
¢ & A 28
S s <& 38
@ Fas
45K i’ -7 NoRx
- TA
AWK
13.5 14.0 145 15.0 15.5 16.0 16.5
QALYs
(B) 60K
@
55K
-A-Fis
| & r2s
2
gfﬂK @ F3§
“ A & Fas
° - NoRx
l A TA
45K
by
40K
13.5 14.0 14.5 15.0 15.5 16.0 16.5
QALYs
(ci 55K
*
S0K
-A-F18
z - r2s
S A < F3§
i ® Fi8
45K - NoRx
A A TA
/
Jf..l
=]
40K
13.5 14.0 145 15.0 15.5 16.0 16.5
QALYs

AZEFEE T V2 WTZ(A)SL, (B)GP, (CB/G (LD 1R M D AT R
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(2) TR IEFm B EE S AT O

3 2D DAATRIEIEDET WMIZEITDE A0 F28 IZk4 % TA @ ICER
WZRT D ERETNERBEOEBOZEL RNV X —RXZK 6 1T
L7z, ICER 23 5 T KR/V/QALY OREZE X . BEIZHELICME— D
1%, IR —FDOFERE Th o7z, T 5, DAA JEIERIGRFOFERR X, F2S |12
%925 TA @ ICER [ REREEL KIF LT, FHnd 40 RHEOHE . TA
DOAJFEITANT F2S LR EARD, TA (T AR 22> 7-, TA & F2S Okt
W CAERRDS 65 MATBZ -5 A, % ICER 13& xR iLoZiF AN LR
& (BME) THD 5 FHKRLV/QALY 22N ERIDEHEES -, SR
fEIX. DAA 12, SL, GP, E/G TZHZH 65 ik, 68 7%, 68 & B/ o,
L7eido T, 75 D BEFE R — Mt RBELTSG A2, F2S ICk95 TA @
ICER MR A ROBMENL7257-01213, DAA Offits%s SL OFAITX
59%, GP & E/G DAL 67% T 20 ENRHLH MRS,
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X 6 F2S(Z%4% TA DMVAR—F

() Age of Cohort (40 to 75)

Adjustment of drug cost (0.5 10 1,5)F
Discount rate {0 to 0.04)

Annual cost of CH (FO/FL) Inactive (555 to 1664}
Proportions of initial F1 state (0,01 w 0.5}
Proportions of initial FO state (0.0 1 w 0.5)
Rate of F1 from FO (0,01 to 0.1)

Utility increase during SVR (0,011 1o 0.033)
Rate of HCC from F1 (0,002 1w 0.01)

Rate of F2 from F1 (0.023 o 0,092}

Rate of HCC from FQ (0 to 0.005)

Annual cost of CH SVR (127 to 3733

Rate of HCC from F2 (0.01 to 0.04)

Anual cost of HOC Stage 181 (5223 to 15668)
SVR rate by 5L(0.96 o 1)

HR of HCC davelspment in CH (0.12 to 0.36) %
Rate of withdraw by 5L(0.01 to 0.04)

Rate of F3 from F2 (0.0355 to 0.142)
Proportions of initial F2 state (0.01 wo 0.5)

LC SVR rate by SL(0.77 to 1)

Age of Cohort (40 to 75)

Adjustment of drug cost (0.5 to 1.5t

Discount rate {0 to 0.04)

Annual cost of CH (FO/FL)_Inactive (555 to 1664)
Proportions of initial F1 state (0.0 1 wo 0.5)
Proportions of inftizl FO state (0.01 ko 0.5)
Rate of F1 from FO (0.01 to 0.1)

Utility increase during 5VR (0.011 to 0.033)
Rate of HCC from F1 {0.002 to 0.01)

Rate of F2 from F1 {0.023 to 0.092)

Annual cost of CH SVR (127 to 373)

Rate of HCC from FO (0 to 0.005)

Anual cost of HOC Stage &1 (5223 to 15668)
Rate of HCC from F2 (0.01 to 0.04)

SVWR rate by GP (0.98 10 1)

HR of HCC development in CH (0.12 te 0.36) +
| Rate of F3 from F2 (0.0355 to 0.142)

| Rate of withdraw by GP {0t 0.01)

| Proportions of intlal F2 state (0.01 o 0.5}

Ev: 18,057 WTP: 50,000 LC SVR rate by GP (0.92 w 1)
Al )
& &
@ A &
ED
L e e Age of Cohart (40 10 75)

Adjustment of drug cast (0.5 ta 1.5)1

Discount rate {0 to 0.04)

Annual cost of CH (FO/FL) _Inactive (555 1o 1664}
Prapertiens of initial F1 state (0,01 to 0.5)
Proportions of initial FO state (0,01 w 0.5)
Rate of F1 from FO (0,01 10 0.1)

Utllity increase during SYR (0,011 10 0,033)
Rate of HCC from F1 (0,002 to 0.01)

Rate of F2 from F1 {0,023 o 0.092)

Annual cost of CH SVR (127 to 373)

Rate of HCC from FO (0 to 0.005)

Anual cost of HCC Stage 1&1 (5223 to 15668)
Rate of HCC from F2 (0.01 to 0.04)

] SR rate by EC (0,95 10 0.98)

i HR of HCC development in CH (0,12 to 0.36) F
| Rate of withdraw by EG (D to 0.02)

Rate of F3 from F2 (0.0355 to 0.142)
Proportions of initial F2 state (0,01 w 0.5)

LC 5¥R rate by EG (0.94 w 1)

ICER

T HEHNE OFHEENRIT AT D 0.5~1.5 5L L7, I CHIZIITSH SVR &IF SVR Z bk
72 HCC FIED N —R L,

(A)SL. (B)GP, (O)E/G IZE DGR DA AT T M LD IR — R, R ITTERE AR —
DFEEI L EINLZEETRT,
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(3) HERHIE ST
IR R A —H— BT hma-Ial—aryOfER T,

X 71z

KRHEALOHEAT R OHEEEIT D DBT | 1QALY S0k 5 KRV DOX
IWEE (WTP)BET. 1 FEO PSA RIEFHE DI HD72KE 51.6% T
TA IXE AN REBELZEDRENT, 3 DD DAA BIREEDHIH | AT —
¥ F2 UL ECIRIEA BtA T DEIE N2 T AND OISR (MR 13, AX
[EFET LV CHEELIZEITET 40K, 704 DNRET IV CHEEL -1
ATERT 0.5%AKMl Th o7z,

X7 AZ[EVFET VD % %h B i

Probability of cost-effectivencss (@]

Probability of cost-effectiveness (%)

§ 8 5 3§ % 3 % §

Probability of cost-effectiveness (%)

TN

§ 4

i

BLERL
i R p i) e SEL0d a0 o0 MA
llllllllllll ngness to pay par additional QALY ($}
B
5.5%
Wi i e s e e v e
ta pay p QALY [3)
B3.0%
-
TR

E LI G W Enom
ta pay par QALY [3)

il
L
frexs
7.
F1-3
YOy

F1s5
F25
F3s
F45
NoRx
TA

Fi1S
F25
Fis
F45
NoRx
TA

Fis
F25
Fis
F4s
NoRx
TA

A AHET Wz (A)SL, (B)GP, (C)E/G IZLAIEED T X h Bira iy, WTP [#
fliz 5 JTRV/QALY ELT=6 . TA 038 X Zh BT QWAL SL, GP, E/G 124X
HIEHTENEIN 51.6%. 63.0%. 63.0% TH -7,
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Zg =3

Ala%f G LT- DAA 1T, V= /X AT 18 C BIFFR BE 2BV T 95%LL Lo
BV SVR REZEMRTHIENTE, TORIERIZA L Z—T7 20U e 72
EDMBEDIBREE LI L TR [42-46], T A H—T za 2 H:3<
BRI AR T RAE TSI ENMOIL TN, BRHEL S ETTL T/
VBTN T DAA 1RIEDS HCV BB T RAE TSEL20 )T A
RELTWZ[47,48], LinL, IEFEDOIFFE T, DAA DBZDOLOIREBE DT L
RTFSELZENHALMIEINT[49], EHIT, WHO X, HCV BFICxtT5
"Treat All "BUR D& FXI A RAFHE 2L a— e R L, Z<OETED
S AT REME B AR R A BN LT[14],

ARFFECTHRBRIC, BARANDOY = /24717 C BIF R BE O T, B
72 BDOUVNIHRAE(L DR EE D 65 el EOBEEFRE, DAA JEEOE AX)
R BRI T TRL,

3 D0 DAA OFERTIE, ENENDOE T OEEAMENFOEFEND R HIT3,
HRHEL B M2 B B LR W IRIR RIS (2B O B AR BRI U EREREI
ROLNIRST-, TNHOFE R, Vo /XA 718 C BIFR BE OB E 5
JE LW R HIVERR (BT 9 DM [E 00 JedT B F et 20 RF SR o F[14,28,50] & — 2
L, V= /24718 C BRI REEL2ES DAA IBRDORRET RELVIHARD
BATHARTA L OHELE #3012 X FH 955D Th D,

Thpbb, BT UL, F2 UL EEERSIN I EIT LR LA T — U~
DETERF > TUHRIET 2L EOMMEILAT —T DEFE TR L TH DAA 18%
ZBRIE T2 D BRI R E WD EDIRES LTz, LI2h > T, & T 2 -
DOELEDDIL, DAA TREBRAEFED B O EREZ AR LB P 2 H1 D LB A2 72
7273, DAA VBT SVR IRE&IZ/2> T HCC RIED AIREMEE THI 95 L TR
FHORHA LB A DI E B IRIZEE CTHHILITEDIT2,

75, IFARME L D B P2 IEREICRER T 272D ITITF AR BT — LR RZ 4
— R RN, IS & fE Y OEE A HEDI R 2R BN/ 7
ETHH D, BAETIL, M/ MRE, APRI 227, Fib—4 Ao 7728 OB RS,
US X=X MRl =T AN T7 4 —[51IZ&0, BBLEHETHIENTEDLLD
|27 o TUNA,

o, SEIOE R R OfE R DAA 169 BR AR FRF D =7 — MEH#R 13,
ICER IZ % 5.2 2HEREF THY, BHH T DAA I6REZRETHZENEE
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LWZEDURENT, $5IZ SL IBERICB WL, A BIOBMEILAT — U HEITOAX
[ElJRET LD &, 65 AT O BN DAA BREOME FAxt G L2 o7-, Ll ¥
RO, BAROEIRE BE OBRMECETEEDIEST 222 EL ., 65 W%
UL b @& CIIR R 2 e T TR EE N 0.21£0.10 A7 —Y  BHEH
TIEAE 0.03£0.21 A7 —Y THAHZEETERL T 5[52], 65 mLl D BE Tk
L CZOEVVIRREBRERAZEA L2 A, TA & F2S OO ICER 73 A xi%h
ROBREFHFA N EoT-aR— OFEED LRI, ZE 75 5 | 76 k. 77
/el

BT, FEARMENTCIX, SVR HREEDIE SVR IREENLOZhAEE%E 0.022 LLT-
N, ZOMENFERICEEE 5 2 - ATRe I BERR TER2 V), ZRETOLEZA, DAA
IZEoTHELIND SVRICEDZAFIEORE BT 5B #E 7 AIH RO T
WD, HOMFZETIE G PRI REEZR O QOL ICHERUEN RONRD
7273361, > 3 SDOHFFETIL, LAFTOREL L T QOL [ EN RS-
[37-39,53], C BUEMEIFRIZKT T 250 AL TR B3 D oo B A x50 5
FreIRZEALE D SVR ONRFEIZ-OUNT 0.05 LA % FE#E A58 FH L TV VA [53-
571, AAFFE Tl ledipasvir & sofosbuvir TIEELT- B AR NDOEEM )5, SF-6D
B E % AT SVR 73 0.022 O AEZESL 72\ Younossi ZM HOE[39]%
FEARMNTO QOL hELL GEAL, ZOfEIZ. BAAD HCV RYLEE%
XFGZ, SVR IREEDO RS A BEH#S - R CHE—DLO Th o7, 22T, SVR
WEEDOZNAEZE 0.011 275 0.033 FTEALIE TRE ST E1T o722 A, ICER
2 WTP ORIETH S 50,000 KR/LEHZ 57 —RIFRNZEDFERS I,

. WFRORA

ez OIFFRIITN L ODDRF DN o7,

BT, Fx DET VLRI ROBEMENOEONOREERERE
FAWTHEEL THBY, BARDERRREHEICESE#EEHOALEZZE LI
W, FERO—ALFTRENMEIL B A NBEFICRES N, FF7L T &L, Thein &
[19]DAZ[ENFET WML THEE S ARFEL OEIT A AV, B RO A
TN THUIREFE N T RIA—FEREL QD2 ETHD, BARDaR—h
I LA REE DO FRIER LT RE AN TET VORIEEZIT o720, HEES
NI THEE SO R LB -T2, SBHIT, Fex 1, B AROEZHFZE[25])>
SH AT B F7 3 IR E AT O B 1B T DR D
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B WRAERRZEA LT, ZOE ORI, B OMMELBRRE-ORmAME LD
RWEE IS JOEITUI M LR CIRiR 2 Bt T 2358 DA T REE H
ZELKTHIET THHIHLEDLL T, BE ST IZIV T DAA {REORHB 46
FYRIGFFRERTHLIEDHERINT, o, ZNHICH2IBVMEZE AL T
zg TA & F1S OB @ ICER 1XBMEZ B 2 72 -7,

(2 BE L= — 2320 Fix DFETILTIE C BT AL Ak
Be%_*féﬁfﬁ“k PERICIRABE LI SE T RA [ 2 1B BT FRICEDF A
E@ﬁEt¢®1ﬁbD IR TR AL,

B, FBEICBI BB MR EaANMEEICOWT, EERTE T VA%
B/HZLENTEIeoTz, LonL, BARTIE, JEREMETFEEZ S HIRE RS0,
% 2R RN LD P ORI 35134 500 - THY[28], oMk iX A/
TEDORBE OB LT 5, LIEN->T, ZORHEEMEITFERICITEALE
WA B2 W EZLND,

BV, HCV BT LD IF AN OE B DOREBRBLIOZEDO T ~DREIC
SOWTIEEBLRD T bL, TR ET VT EDDLE, TA O Xt
ShRIXIFITHEEICKET DEEZOLNTZ,

SB O T, ZNODORAZTART D70, KV IEMERET LV RLET
DO, AEIOFERIL, Y= /24718 HCV % %% (BT, BRAEIL AT —
NZBIR72< DAA TRIEZBRIET 52 L DB AR R OBLRE S CORHEE R 2R
L7z,

&

> T

S EDFE RS, 65RO = /) Z A7 18 C BUEMEAT &K BEF 12615
DAA DI IL. FFRHEL O BB BItR 72K B RAX RN BN EIVRIBES I
77

PEE
R STITE A EE B E72 & (No. K8026002) IZ LA A2 17~ DT
H5,

A (BN T NS HIRAR RIS S 9D I T,
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