!||#||$#n%

& Vanderbilt-Ingram



& Vanderbilt-Ingram



(W) supsew uajoid-awsexd
paacuddz O sBquunpg

A,
2002 2003

&
2000 2001

&
1899

1995

1095

1894

7.000
00 -

4,000

2,000

(H®) suogeond
ASiBWoI] pajeRI-SsIuR]

18

1903

1997

Year

& Vanderbilt-Ingram



56 7 - 4
56 6 @
87 <
— 1>
# "
897 7 - 6
. <
= 1>
# "

& Vanderbilt-Ingram




. & AB
C
C *
C 4 6@# 6

#%"* *

& Vanderbilt-Ingram

-1 *

[



lm—_"'—r,-_—.— —
=] el ___"‘---.____ Low risk
E 80 e eaeaa Intermediate
ﬁ risk
3 0 L e e — -High risk
EE 60
-
=y
L= -
Ex ¥
"'E"‘ 30
-g 20-
6@# 6 | & o
-1 *
. Ly - - - - - - - .
#] z 4 i ] 1o 12 14 li
Years
Mao. at Risk
Low risk 338 328 313 298 276 258 231 170 38
Interrmediate 14% 139 124 116 104 96 &0 &6 16
risk
High risk 181 154 137 119 105 a1 i3 &3 13

& Vanderbilt-Ingram 5E 0% -1



2

@

%

* 421 22 6,

=E Intensive regimens
g _ o
O
o=
=
=
= 5
'E CHOP-liks regirpe ng
w P=0.005 '
|:|"|:| T ] T T ] 1 1 I 1 |
O 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 & 9 10
Years
Mo. at Risk
Intensive 18 10 4 3 3 3
regimens
CHOP-like 10 z 1 1 0 0
regimens

@ Vandcrbilt-Ingram / 5E -G+ 0%1

42



& Vanderbilt-Ingram



**

& Vanderbilt-Ingram



$$
28@& 9 *
9528 @& 9 *
9 * o, <
9 * 2 <
4
6
6 *
289 *
9
# 897

& Vanderbilt-Ingram



* *
6
9 /
. % &' "%
—T b
9 *
9 *x % ).%
— T o
@ H 5@
@ m
A‘ ) *
9 * 6
% &' 'U%

Q Va,ndcrbilt—lngra@n



& Vanderbilt-Ingram



288 serum samples

142 cases and 146 controls

Training set
N=182

92 cases90 controls

11111

UUUUU

/z

& Vanderbilt-Ingram

— Cases
— Controls
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Affy HG-U133A

Accuracy of classification
a: 83%
b: 80%
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Overview

Training cohort

Italian A (70)
Japanese (69)

v

Algorithm

Test cohort
Italian B (67)

good / poor

%

TTP
OS

Algorithm Generation

(8 peaks -> good vs poor outcome)

Application of the algorithm

Control Test
cohort : (61)

Test cohort
ECOG-Erlotinib (96)

|

good / poor good / poor
TTP TTP
OS OS

Assessment of the prediction
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Lung Cancer Biomarkers Group

NCI/SPORE/EDRN
Set A Set B Set C Set D
Collection Prospectively collected Prospective collection
SOP No or not uniqgue SOP Unigue SOP
Date 2000-2005 2006-0n
Clinical Diagnosis | Screening | Diagnosis | Screening
setting
Cases 180 170 180 170
Controls 180 250 180 250
Other ca 75 75
+HH * H #o#
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