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FHET S, L2LGHS, REMEFESRER (rAE) OFEFRITE L,
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HEATVE B ARG (3 2 WhE L, A 4 —T7 1
v EOREREORREZRET, SFENEICMZ T,
HWEERETF = v 7 R4~ MHEHA] © immuno-oncology
(I-0) drug (LLF I-O drug) #2807 8w Tl R
¥ 123 A & M, Nivolumab H %l & % \» (& Nivolumab
+ ipilimumab #f I % ¥ (Nivolumab+ipilimumab #f
ik NIVOHPL fF R ) 2548 (i S o Tw
bHo 017 FMEEATA K4~ ETIZ
metastatic RCC database consortium (IMDC) ' A 7 4
#HC Intermediate, Poor risk group (&, NIVO+IPI ff FH
BN L IREREE L THEREN TV A, -0 drug DEALC
£ oT, @fkE LTRIfZ% Overall Survival (0S) »SiHfE
TE&, BIUEGNZ L - CldseeEZsz s, B
12472 % responder 23— EDE G THIET b0 L L%
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*t3% NIVO+IPT ff FIFR I D i G 122 W T, FFIC
NIVO+IPT BEH# S & o T KFHIRMES 2812 25H6 /N L
721 EWET o

WMRHCHTFBRZRILTT - AEYULTT
GREEDEERZER

BETIX20184F 10 H2 5 201949 H F TORM I
NIVO + IPI BF 2 5t 6 BIAEBR L 720 £ O AR %
Table 1 127”33, HTH TRIEHEROEGHE 4 F1IZFR
D7z BPES B, 2P B, S IRA R B B e (clear
cell renal cell carcinoma : CCRCC) T & - 7z, IMDC
1) A 7 43 Cld Intermediate 3 fl, Poor 352 Tdh >
726 NIVO+IPI i 4 2 — A2 BNL 2B O AR TH - 72,
I B ARFE (Best Overall Response : BOR) %, PR
3%, SD 2%, PD 1%, THEMFEREE T ER L E K%
EEBNZGZUEDIrAE 2FfEL, €D ) B 3HFIA
THA PR L7z, TAEIRIEE 2R 2 528072 4 Bl
Case 3 Tl Mayo 7728 C Level Il 75 I ~, Case 4 T
d Level I 26K L7z — AT, 2HIZBVWTIIAE
Toolze ZOE6HBID) BT REIRESZERD L~
IR, RYMEER % MR 12 G T 5,
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Table 1 Patient characteristics

Case Sex Age Histological subtype T stage Metastatic sites

1 F 74 CCRCC 3c Bone

2 M 59 CCRCC 3b Liver

3 M 64 CCRCC 3b Lymph nodes
4 M 70 CCRCC 3b Adrenal, Lung
5 M 74 CCRCC 1b Bone

6 M 71 CCRCC 1b Bone
fiE !

BE 64k, BN

EEF HEGEE AR MR

BEFERE 2 HUBESR 5

FIRFE FFCHIH L

SRR OBYEL L, SRR L

BRE 2018 4F 8 HICAIRMIMR S B L, [H4F 10
AMbe % 2% L7zo JEEE CT WA ORI & T KR
MEg ER IR S, 11 A4UBREEZBA%Z Lz, CT M
HTIX, EEREETLHLBESE, TREEER (%
SIS AFER IR T, BANI G EEIR G RANE F T,
FEBEHIRO T REIRG IS S EEIC X 2% O
ZERO Tz JEER MRI M Cld, A% B S ik o
I7C 65 X 64 mm KOBFFAIHE 2 IR RE 2 H b,
EFEEE LT TIWL T2WI & b I2AE— K~
st 2 L7, TRELEROEmIE, CT W,
Rk CHEM E TH Y (Fig. 1A). X HITFTREIR=
JEEBRENIRFE PR ) > EifE R AR S b, ¢ T3bN2MO
WL 7o BEESERIETRIE TR L D BEEMTH D,
Mayo 748 Cld Level 1 % &£ L 720 BB CIRILE 7R &
Wit L 728t 58, SMEHOWIBROBIIHRIMESR 2 BT 5 L D
Z & THo 7o Level P EOESEERRRMIL—ED
FIMTHIE N H 5 2 &, & 51 AR LA I
% Cr i 1.83 mg/dl, eGFR 304 ml/min/1.73 m* & & {4 &
[ & 5B, 2 DOEERLCTARADSS TN I H xR L7z
XD, MHMMICFAEISAS R EHIB L, i
WaEZ BRI L 720 3L CT A N TFEEMRE R T L
7oo M OFREALMEM A T, CCRCC 2 EE L 72 18

IMDC

2

3

2

5

2

3

IMDC Combination BOR irAE Steroid
group dose
. Hypophysitis G3
Intermediate 4 SD Dermatitis G2 :
Myositis G3
Poor 1 PD Dermatitis G2 *
Intermediate 1 PR Interstitial nephritis G3 +
Dermatitis G2
Poor 2 PR -
Dermatitis G2
Intermediate 4 SD N
Enteritis G1
Poor 2 PR Dermatitis G2 B
N 7 2k JE 1 1 Z
B Y BRANAE S 4 < IMDC Intermediate risk group (2 C,

NIVO+IPI EREZR O BT AR & L 72

ABRBIEE &£ 160cm, fE 5] kg BMI: 199
kg/m? KPS 100

BRERE 1M — 4% WBC 10800/ul, Hb 109 g/
dl, Ht 34.2%, RBC 421x10"/mm?® PLT 34.8x10"/ul, Neut
77.3%, Lymph 15.9%, Mono 5.0%, Eosino 1.2%

m#&EAEALE TP 773 g/dl, Alb 372 g/dl, AST 120 1U/],
ALT 11.210/1, ALP 304 IU/1, LDH 202 IU/I, Na 134.5
mEq/], K 526 mEq/1, Cl1 996 mEq/1, BUN 336 mg/dl, Cre
1.83 mg/dl, eGFR 304 ml/min/1.73 m*> CRP 965 g/dl, #fi iF
Ca 945 mg/dl, NLR 972, IMDC Intermediate risk 2 1.

RiEi&E RBC 5-10/HPF, WBC 1-5/HPF

AB#EiEE ARt NIVO+IPI i1 2 — X H
BB L7z #%5-10 H HIZ Grade 2 D= EA-H 5
OHREIE 2, 16 HHIZZK 39 ERDRAD D -
720 I A b AEClx, WBC 8320/ul, Neut 83.5%,
CRP 9.86 g/dl, JR it i# i, RBC 100/HPF, WBC 5 ~
10/HPF, FREEpr L BAERFTRE A 0, JEE CT Mtk %
MITL7-E A, EEREEAKERD (Fig. 2). &
JRATRIEZ Loz b o0, BEBEERBRE L ThEH
MEMEEZRB L7z L2 LS, £ E TCr 16-
19 mg/dl, eGFR 30 ml/min/1.73 m* i #% T# #& L T
W7o B BEAS, 517 H B Cr 205 mg/dl, eGFR 26.8
ml/min/1.73 m’, 19 H H Cr 29 mg/dl, eGFR 155 ml/
min/1.73 m® & MK 09 7 BARRERE E 2 B 72720,
2-MG, RFPNAGZHEL/E A, 2-MG 13519 u
g/ml (<150), FRH NAG 177 ng/ml (<30) T®H - 72,

SUHEEEREITESN, FMEEEREZ SV, HEERE
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Fig. 1 Coronal MRI images of tumor thrombus pre- A and post- B immunotherapy

WET > )L b 2475 720 NIVO+IPI#5-20 HH,
BB ROBRSHICTATFLTL RV B Y 30 mg
R L7z ZDO%EH O Cr 371 mg/dl, eGFR 14.0 ml/
min/173 m? ¥ — 27 & L CTEHERED & 5 7% 5 FLIZ %
N=boo, FERLRWEHEIIEDS Lh o7z, BEIRNE
DIFRIZTATEA FEEHE L T &, NIVO+IPI #¢5
55 HHIWCAT7u A4 Famik L7z FH® Cr 346 mg/dl,
eGFR 16,0 ml/min/1.73 m* T& - 7z, NIVO+IPI #%4- 2
71 A B OREH MR R AC, JEE R Level 11T
M OANLNVE Y 2L, 1 XDk i’z (Fig.
IB). irAE & L T Grade 3 B EL A L2720,
[-O drug O fkFe 2SR #E & H B, S 5122 DR THE
MENEEEFET > 7 7Ly A&7V, BIMEBRAE -
WS Nz, R4y 75— Rty bO#E,
BERNEREDFMME L HE SN, FAMEERED
Figt& L7zo 2019 4F 2 H A B R, B ZEre fs bty
TRERA PRI, AN T By, B o/ SHis
TEM % BiAT U 7zo FATRER] 7 BFRY 14 45, i 2,350 ml,
#wi MAP 14U, FFP 6U #ifT L 72

FMEFR  BE LI O, Kocher D%EIH 1 o
LR FREE, TOREIRE AL, TORERIR, KEhIRR
THEBRT MR L7z EBHIRS 7 —Y 7 (LB
MR S BESEReH D) L, AEEIIREEZ IR L 72, B
BREEMIINT TR L D B F CHER DD - 727200, FEITE
JRALER L Do ik % Btz L 720 PEB RO LT TF —
Yo (BEANIHERBIET), F#IRE D KETh 7 —¥
YT & LTz, IR A LR L, EWT (pringle
maneuver) L72f%, SR T LX)V FRKERE ¥ —
=7y MR L7z, HFERIRE TGS R R B o T KERIR
AREUIB L, EEEREZDIZIMT I ICHT L —BIcL

Fig. 2 Abdominal CT shows mild enlargement of the kidney

THH L7z MisHEEHO 720, FREIREE S —3RIC
LCHi L7ze S OB EHIIR b B A3 %0 W EAL THE
SUIWOLEE L 720 TORERIRRIRICRT LT, AL
B, BEREIIRY) CNET R SR L TR T & L
7oo BEEEE (Fig. 3A-a) & T KiEIREEERT (Fig.
3A-b) OFGILIEARZIRT, fiifz 2 H BIZ ICU % B= 1%,
SHHICHERE 2D, BHELHB L. FICAEELAHH
JEZ <, AiTfe 10 A HIZBEE L 72,

RIEMMBEA R CCRCC, Fuhrman G4, 55 mm x 45
mm, pT3b v0 pNO (0/9), BB FHE TIx, EFEEEE L
TWAIEDH 1/3 ~ 1/4 OFEFIAATET 5 D & [FIFIZ,
viable % CCRCC D14 & 4Ll E TR 72 (Fig. 3B-a).
—)7, JEEZERES T viable ZIEBEMAE L7 £, JRE
PREEE, V) v 8EkiR %2 30 7 (Fig. 3B-b)o F72, %
gt LCCD8 Jeta 2 jifT L7z & 2 A, Bl R
(Fig. 3C-a) |2 H~_CTHES s /N T CD8 i [ 14 ¢
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» o7 (Fig.3C-b). =L T, fMHEOIEEIETII,
WEIERON WL D RREH OB EREE ZBD 72, R
A OMGHEIL, ZFhaatEoTB Y, RS EM BT %
D xE R L7 (Fig. 4. W37 A BIZE CT A
TH 8 mm KOMFEHAFERE 2SI L 720 IPI+NIVO fif
JAFEORRII KA TW R W R L, I3 IR
BEGIRETh o 72720, AR OIE %2 Y BEnF 287 R 2
AL, BOWESARIBD T A ML VI bRl 2 51T L 720 R
HAEHRIE, CCRCC TH Y, BIRMEEE TH -7 B
REDIMERIZ, itk 1 7 AR CoOE LS A T Cre 322
mg/dl, eGFR 164 ml/min/173 m® #i 29 % H B 5 T
Cre 257 mg/dl, eGFR 20.8 ml/min/1.73 m* & 15 % (2243
xRS, AT704 FOFIEL T, T/, itk
97 AL LT, BAERREER CRBEBLTY
5o MREIZER 7 + 0 —fkhTH D,

Fig. 3 a. Primary renal lesion
b. Inferior vena cava tumor embolization
A) Macroscopic findings
B) H&E staining
C) CDS8 immunostaining.
Scale bars, 200um

H&E staining shows tubulointerstitial nephritis
Scale bar, 100um
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Z =

#L PD-1 $t4& T & % Nivolumab, #t CTLA-4 /AT
& % Ipilimumab @ H A TOREITEL 22 2014 45
TH, 201547 Jiz, BEHEBREAEEIO L ORRIN, B
MR (2% L T 2016 4F 8 F 1 Nivolumab 2% H A& T
JRKFR 87z, CheckMate214 B&Tld, BB MEEHILKE
@ IMDC intermediate ¥ 7z & poor ) A 7 B2 B W T,
Sunitinib HFZxF 9 % NIVO+IPI §f #1284 28
FEIENY, KIIZBVTIE 2018 4F 8 B & 1 %51 fE
&% o7z, 1-0 drug &, TEROFAMNBYETLAS A KR4
FEMEL IR LEAEE LR T2, &L LTR
I 72 OS 235 ¢ %, IMDC %5 %8 T Intermediate, Poor
risk group 1238\ Tlx NIVO+IPI #f I Z:1E — kG H &
L CHESES LTV B RGO AEATEENE 1,096 B2
3 % NIVO+IPI ff F % (650 f51) @, Sunitinib (546
) ZRfR & U725 MAHIAE 2 AL R BR st S LT
W %, IMDC %5 #f Intermediate, Poor risk group {2 3 \»
T, Nivolumab (3 mg/kg), Ipilimumab (1 mg/kg) %
3@ L, ZFD Nivolumab (3mg/kg) % 2 T & 12
#45-9 % NIVO+IPL ff i 1% &, Sunitinib & D Z2 %)=
A (18 7 BIERL) X, ZNEN42% & 27%, 75%
L 60% &7 1), NIVO+IPL fE IR B w72 Vs
AT, LD 7ru—7 v THHEZER L TRR L ek
DIERENTWS Y, & 512, NIVO+IPT fEI##E: 30
ARAD7 0 - TIECR11%, ZxI# (Objective
Response Rate : ORR) 42% &5 &7z, HARAIZE
\F 235 Y TIE, ORR I3, IPI + NIVO 39%, Sunitinib
31% & EM7zo BBETO 6 BHlOWMPIREERICBWVTIE, &
B#E%3 (Best Overall Response : BOR) %, PR #¢
FHo 3FTHE SN,

® LT, I-0 drug T, SBEOFIE DL IZHEREE T,
H O SR R B2 SRR B RO REIR, FrasBinsg 2 &
Whbo TNHIFHRIEREFERR (rAE) L vbih
%o IrAE (&, B, THALE, BN, ANowEs, B
B CHEL D EENED, BRESLME SRR EIZH
HELDZEDHEINTnE, EEEISCTEICAT
04 FIZX 2@ 2 ERE#R 0 IS 52 LT, £
COIrAEZa > b= V252 ENTRETH L, LH
L HEEFRIECH b HmE SN TWED, FER
WEZ ) VT EME e OB EESEE TH L,
T -0 drug IC L 2 HREIHTH Ho RIEFIZB WV
TlE, 87 irAE & U CIRMIEVER E VLB %% 58E
L7z Nivolumab, Ipilimumab, Pembrolizumab H.5/1Z
£ % IrAE &R OBEIL 2% AizTH Y, TTHE LD

BEPE1X 02 ~ 04% (Grade 3~ 4130~ 02%) &S
NTws Y, LA L%ds, CheckMate 214 DAFHE
#Y Tld, 4 Grade OFREH2/31 5%) THHHD
®, Crade 3 ~4 DI 7 L7 F = Y HINZED L H o
720 BB, Grade 3 TH Y HWiZ irAE TH o7z
Z 5o melanoma Tlx NIVO + IPI #f FiECTlE, Bk
EDEAIL]1~45% LHEIE ERT L L A HE SN,
ERRETIXTEEEET 5, Belliere ¥ 12k 2L, &%
LRSS L ARG 4 ~ 128 TR A L, RS
HUB RO AERL, »OoeflThREE AT 1 Fik
FICX > TBBRIIGE LTS STV, BlR
A M EEB ZOE 2 BREAERIE, FE2, BIETE, B,
U, SR, HRE END, Ta—% CT W /T,
BRIl OB MOE R BO 5 & SNb, ARBITIE,
15 H B IZZ20Rk 0 39 FER O B2k, R % 208\ B ik pk
LN, FERIIHE LY SR TH o7, L7
Ao CTHE R 5 B 2 kD E=5 1) » 7D
EEWDTRIE SN,

EHRLRE O T REIRIE S B X, Z OERZEREIRD
&1L 5T Neves 5 7 23845 L 72 Mayo 4758 % H v
BT ENSWY EEERERIC B VT, BRI
RO A 2 & THEFRIZBITAFEND 55, HE
BAPHERTILED Y A7 D 5o NEEIERIER O 5 4E4:
R, BEIRPI T 70%, IVC T 23% & O i
BlddsY —Mmic, EHEROMERL NVIZIE LT
NEHI BT R B S L A § 5, Karnes
5 9%, 540 BIDIENT % 47\, ATz 30 H LN oA Bf i
FHERIZE L C Level 0; 124%, T 17.8%, II; 20.4%, III:
25.7%, 1V;469% TV, MEHFEERD L UHEN A
BAZEPERER ISP/ ME L TV D, T2,
ST RENSEDS 2008 4F 128y L CLARE, B ZEARIER IS
% L C presurgical I2¥%5-ENB T L H LA, TOH
FATEIZOWTIIBRENTH ) RIZFEZ SN2 b Did %
Vi, BRITH o7& DHE L LTlE, Robert b ¥ (4,
T3b fEBIZ % L C Sunitinib 12 & 25 &R% L2 & 16
WELTHBY, Horn 5 W 1d, Sunitinib HHIZE Y, 5
B 4 BHZIEBSY A X ofE/ e i, &SI &
BHED RO Loz L HiiF L C\whb, F72, presurgical
|2 Pazopanib Z i 5 Z £ 12 & o THEBER L AL
BFLZEDHELH LY, 2O—HT, 5 THEmHNHE
M E AR Tt L CaRiIciE L XOVIR TR 7 ~ 19%
ML, HHEAH LAV ERESRTHE P Y,
Cost b 1%, M4 O FHEMHE 2 drefli 2 o — AFFHT
VAT L 7245 5L, 25 Bl Sunitinib % L 72 3 61 (12%)
DRDPEBRL NNV OET, 16 (4%) O » Level IV
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~MESNB T 70— FIZEEN D - 72 L L Tw
%Y 7z, Bigot 5 &, WEIATEEASEMHIZE Y,
14 Bld 161 (7%) JEBFER L NV O % 78D 720 A
Tholzl L Twih,

JT4F Labbate 5 ' 1%, 1-0 drug |2 & 2% L\ iG#ER)
RSB o FZHBRIR WIS E LT b, BRERNIL A B IE
e 2EH Level IV IERI TH o 7275, B3 & HIRERR
D7z, HFEIYIBRANER & 2T L NIVO+IPI ff F % i3
G L7z 43— ARiATR, & IREDRIRICTGE,
POWG FEEREE AR L, G H WO/ ERREDT BE
L olz, FMBRITIEE TRBBIE SN T L KIE
BHIBWTH, BITHBTERARE S HE L, -0 drug
B G RAE R RIMER T 2 n#c& /22 LT, F
MREEHHRBIC DR oo b 2 bbb, 72721, 4
PEDREERIZ BT H 4 6 21 TlE, JEHZERO L~V
DIRT L% 6T, SRIECSOBFBRPLETH S,

IREHLAR AR IS BT, AERI T, BIFEISHE &
JiE 455 284630 T @ viable cell DJFTEIZZE % D72 (mixed
response : EALBISE) . = 4LiE, Labbate 5 ¥ O
ELFPT AR TH o720 BRI S, T REFIRIE
Pr s O viable cell D JRTEDOFHE STIL, TEEERUN
B8 D Heterogeneity (A¥—1%) PELRFEHEEEZ S
NoHe EENT Y F—2 A, KEEFIE, 2% 7% mEE
IZE o THISEZ SN L HEILEOMINZG & OB RFSEY
WKL, REICEZHET L2 LMo N TS
Do R LT, BRI, FESES (B LHNTHE
Bt/ NEREE SR 2 ), SRIBINEDIHE S NS W2
FNRAER LWRED D 5o F 72, REGNLIEIS A
Frtt 320 3 7 B CTHINCIRES I AL B % 5% ) R A5
BLL 720 NIVO+IPL Bf A D57 % SIIEG R SUE
L Ve se il & % 2, SEREI B & KA T L 72

I E DS F OB (time to response : TTR)
@ WYL 1X, Sunitinib 40 (28 ~55) # Ik L C,
NIVO+IPI B4 28 (27 ~3.1) #ATH -7 "7,
NIVO-+IPT B F e a3 Fe e ) 53] (00 [ml )y SR ) 2 PR 001
BRI L TV DIERD LV, EBEREFMICBNTD, 1
TI—2A%WATL72DADY A I v 7FTEHIZERZ R L
oo EBOBKROWTIE, ENMOmG 7 + 0 — 35T
WD Z & 2% <, 1-0 drug DR ET E OB TH N
TWADPDFHIZHEL VW E ZATHHDS, T L
Wi L Ch B WREORMA S5 L T i RElE:
Ehso —HT, EBRESBIOERITIE, RIEE TR ICH
B o7zhs, 40— AEET H T L THE EEERER) L
o lZWREEDHVIEFL, I X, -0 drug (2
B L CIX S RIEB O ER & 412, A %) 7 biomarker ®

Wk, HRPEEE LD, 72, irAE OEBELZF
7200E, MRk, ABIRRE & HEE LT @) Aok 2
TSR ICEETH b REFITIE, FHEMIZIT-O
drug $£5- A\ B 2 T35 2 & & o 7285, Bl
RCIRATHTR B L & L CUd s TR R SE AT HE 155
Thbo LoL, G TENEOMHIHB LS LT
DR PN RTZRENTH S & ENTWD, FEEE, Eib
L 7= Labbate 5 9 O #50 X 512, 4% -0 drug |2
L DB R GRS FEOREDNERH SN LR D 5,
I-O drug @& J iz fEvs, SRR LR $ 2 B Rl
DFEFE, FAI T T b Lty

] ]

L B TUERE AT A BEE IR 6 112k L NIVO+IPI
BERIRE A AT L 720 209 bGE AR L7z 16
TREIRIES £ N L, RIMEBEE WD 2 &K
IRIBYEIBR DS TTRE CH - 720 T 72, RHERNZ irAE & L
THiL SNLMEMEREE LD, AT FikG B
& OB RN &2 R CIIEGEANT IR S $ICkE#E L 720 -0
drug HHICES L CIZirAE OFIE I = L, BHIEHE,
B RGBS LETH Lo
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EXPERIENCE OF NIVOLUMAB AND IPILIMUMAB COMBINATION THERAPY
IN OUR DEPARTMENT

TORU INOUE, MASAHIRO TODAKA, GO TAKAHASH],
KAZUNORI IWASAKI, DAISUKE MIKI, TADAMASA SHIBUYA,
KENICHI HIRAL TADASUKE ANDO,
TOSHITAKA SHIN axo HIROMITSU MIMATA

Department of Urology, Faculty of Medicine, Oita University, Yufu, Japan

Abstract:

In recent years, immune checkpoint inhibitors have appeared for advanced renal cell carcinoma, and

these have become a standard treatment in Japan and are rapidly beginning to be used in a clinical

setting. The response rate is higher than that of conventional molecular targeted drugs, and there are

reports of complete response in some cases. However, on the other hand, the initial response is very

important since the incidence rate of immune-related adverse events (irAE) is high and these are

sometimes severe. We herein discuss the experience of nivolumab and ipilimumab combination therapy in

our department, mainly with regard to cases of tumor thrombus of the inferior vena cava, and we report

our experience with some literature review.

key words : Nivolumab, Ipilimumab, irAE

(Nishinihon J. Urol. 82 : 195-201, 2020)






