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May 18,2006 VRBPAC Meeting

Introduction and Background:

Cervical cancer is an important public health problem in the United States, with 9,710
new cervical cancer cases and 3,700 deaths due to cervical cancer projected for 2006."
Cervical cancer has been associated with human papilloma virus (HPV) infection. The
applicant, Merck, Inc., began a clinical development program in 1997 with a recombinant
HPV virus-like particle (VLP) vaccine for the prevention of cervical cancer. The
applicant’s clinical development program proceeded using a quadrivalent VLP vaccine,
Gardasil™ that contains the major capsid protein (L1 protein) from four types of HPV:
types 6, 11, 16, and 18. HPV types 16 and 18 are thought to be responsible for more than
50% of cervical cancer, but more than 15 different types of HPV are considered to be
“oncogenic” and are associated with development of cervical cancer. Cervical
intraepithelial neoplasia grade 2/3 (CIN 2/3) and adenocarcinoma in situ (AIS) are
considered to be precursors to cervical cancer. Condyloma acuminata results from
infection with many different types of HPV, but HPV 6 and 11 are thought to be
responsible for a majority of these cases. Therefore, a vaccine that is highly efficacious
in providing protection against HPV types 6, 11, 16, and 18, based on available
epidemiological data, might be capable having a significant impact in preventing cervical
cancer and condyloma acuminata. The Vaccine and Related Biological Products
Advisory Committee (VRBPAC) discussion will focus on the results submitted to the
biologics license application (BLA) from the clinical development program of Gardasil™
for prevention of HPV disease in females.

Regulatory Milestones:

1997  Submission of the original investigational new drug application (IND) for
monovalent VLP vaccine containing the L1 protein from HPV 11. Subsequent
INDs were submitted for monovalent VLP vaccines containing L1 proteins from
HPV 16 and 18, respectively. Phase 1 and phase 2 evaluations were conducted
under these INDs.

2000 Submission of the original IND for the quadrivalent VLP vaccine containing the
L1 protein from HPV types 6, 11, 16, and 18. Additional phase 1, phase 2, and
phase 3 studies were conducted under this IND.

2001 November: VRBPAC discussion of the endpoints to be used in the phase II1
development program for vaccines for prevention of cervical cancer. The
VRBPAC committee members discussed different endpoints and ultimately
concurred with the use of CIN 2/3, AIS, or cervical cancer (i.e. CIN 2/3 or worse)

! Jemal A, et al. Cancer statistics, 2006. CA Cancer J Clin 2006;56:106-130.
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2002

2005

by histology (with virology to determine the associated HPV type) as the primary
endpoint in the evaluation of a vaccine to prevent cervical cancer.

CBER granted fast track designation to Merck’s development program for the
HPYV quadrivalent vaccine for prevention of cervical cancer. Merck initiated
phase 3 clinical trials of the HPV quadrivalent vaccine.

May: Pre-BLA meeting. CBER agreed that the efficacy data limited to the first
24 weeks of the phase 3 studies could be submitted to the BLA in order to support
efficacy. CBER encouraged early (rolling) submission of CMC, pre-clinical and
phase 1 and 2 clinical data. CBER agreed to grant a priority review of the BLA.

November: CBER determined that clinical efficacy, immune response, and safety
data from studies conducted in females would be considered for licensure for use
in females. Immune response studies conducted in males might contribute
important safety data but would not provide data to be considered for licensure in
males. (A separate clinical development program is ongoing for men and boys.)

December: Completion of the “rolling” BLA submission with receipt of the
efficacy data from the phase 3 studies.

Summary of Clinical Data:

Table 1: Clinical studies

Study Vaccine Phase | Total sample size | Geographic
Number HPY type (Gardasil™ plus | Distribution of Study
placebo) Populations

001 11 1 140 North America

002 16 1 109 North America

004 16 1 480 North America

005 16 2% 2409 North America

006 18 1 40 North America

007 6/11/16/18 2% 1106~ North America, Latin
America, Europe

013 6/11/16/18 3* - 54557 North America, Latin

(011 +012) America, South America,

(FUTURE I) Europe, Asia, Australia

015 6/11/16/18 3% 12167 North America, South

(FUTURE 1) America, Europe, Asia

016 - 6/11/16/18 2 1529~ North America, Latin
America, South America,

' Europe, Asia, Australia

018 6/11/16/18 2% 939 North America, Latin

America, Europe, Asia

* Double-blind, randomized, placebo-controlled studies
” Includes subjects randomized to different doses of HPV quadrivalent VLP

#

Does not include 304 subjects who received HPV monovalent VLP vaccine in a

bridging substudy.
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Phase 1 and Phase 2 Studies

Merck conducted six phase 1 and phase 2 clinical studies between 1997 and 2004. Four
smaller phase 1 or early phase 2 studies evaluated monovalent HPV VLP vaccines,
serotypes 11, 16, or 18, in order to characterize safety and immune responses among
different doses. Two larger phase 2 studies were conducted between 2000 and 2004 that
included clinical endpoints in addition to the safety and immune response endpoints. The
results of these studies were used to identify appropriate dose and endpoints to be used in
the phase 3 pivotal studies. The studies suggested an acceptable safety profile for further
clinical development. The larger phase 2 studies provided supportive evidence of
vaccine activity. The applicant’s clinical development program focused on a three-dose
regimen at months 0, 2, and 6 based on previous clinical and immunological experiences
with their hepatitis B vaccine product.

Studies 001, 002, and 006 were small phase 1 safety studies that evaluated the
monovalent HPV VLP serotypes 11, 16, and 18, respectively. Studies 001 and 002
enrolled 249 subjects, and approximately 200 received the vaccine. The results
demonstrated a “dose response™, where higher doses generally resulted in larger post-
vaccination geometric mean titers. Overall, the immune responses in subjects who
received the 20 pg, 40 pg, or 50pg dose were better than the immune responses in
subjects who received the 10 pg dose. There appeared to be no advantage in immune
responses to an 80 pg dose, or to the administration of a fourth dose.

Study 005 began to demonstrate initial evidence of activity of a 40 ug monovalent HPV
16 VLP vaccine against HPV disease due to HPV type 16. For subjects in study 005
without evidence of infection with HPV 16 at baseline, the applicant reported no cases of
CIN due to HPV 16 out of of 753 subjects in the vaccine group and nine cases of CIN
due to HPV 16 out of 750 subjects in the placebo group.

Study 007 evaluated different doses of each antigen, characterized by “low, medium, and
high” dose groups. The study also incorporated clinical HPV endpoints. The study
enrolled just over 1,000 women. Of note, the secondary efficacy analysis included only
women who were seronegative for HPV at baseline with a secondary endpoint of
detection of HPV 6/11/16/18 DNA on two or more consecutive cervicovaginal samples
by PCR (“persistent HPV cases”). In this analysis, the following number of persistent
HPV cases were recorded: 4 out of 235 subjects randomized to receive the “low” dose, 7
out of 232 randomized to receive the “medium” dose, 3 out of 234 randomized to receive
the “high” dose, and 35 out of 233 randomized to receive placebo. In general, subjects
randomized to receive the higher doses had greater proportions of adverse events.
Therefore, the lower dose group (20/40/40/20 pg for HPV types 6, 11, 16, and 18,
respectively) appeared to have comparable activity to the higher dose groups and had a
better safety profile. The 20/40/40/20 pg dose was brought forward for clinical
development in the phase 3 studies.
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Phase 3 Studies

Two randomized, double-blinded, placebo-controlled phase I1I studies evaluated the
clinical efficacy and safety of Gardasil™. The two studies, the FUTURE I and FUTURE
II studies, evaluated the clinical endpoints of CIN 2/3 or worse and external genital
lesions due to HPV. The Future II study, which was the larger of the two studies and had
a straightforward design, will be presented first.

Study 015: The FUTURE II Study

The sponsor provided the results from the phase 3 study, “A randomized, worldwide,
placebo controlled, double blind study to investigate the safety, immunogenicity, and
efficacy on the incidence of HPV 16/18 related CIN 2/3 or worse of the quadrivalent
HPYV (types 6, 11, 16, 18) L1 virus like particle (VLP) vaccine in 16-23 year old women
— The FUTURE II Study.” The study’s primary objective was the determination of safety
and efficacy in the prevention of cervical carcinoma due to HPV type 16 or 18 following
administration of a three-dose regimen among women who had no evidence of previous
infection with HPV.

Female subjects 16-23 years of age who had normal baseline pelvic examinations were
eligible for enroliment and were not prescreened for HPV prior to randomization.
Subjects were randomized 1:1 to receive Gardasil™ or placebo intramuscularly, at
months 0, 2, and 6. Subjects returned on study at months 7, 12, 24, 36, and 48 for review
of serious adverse events, complete physical examination including examination of
external genitalia, and Pap test for cytology. Cytology specimens were evaluated using
the Bethesda System-2001.> Subjects were referred to colposcopy based on a mandatory
Pap test triage algorithm (see appendix A for colposcopy algorithm). An expert
pathology panel, consisting of four pathologists, reviewed the slides prepared from
cervical biopsy/definitive therapy specimens (see Appendix B for Pathology Panel). The
consensus diagnosis of this panel represented the final diagnosis for purposes of the
study’s efficacy endpoints. A lot consistency substudy and an enhanced safety substudy
were incorporated into the study design.

The study began enroliment on June 24, 2002 and ultimately screened approximately
12,700 subjects. In total, 12,167 subjects were enrolled in the study. Of the 540 subjects
who were screened but not enrolled, most were found to have met exclusion criteria
before study entry, for example, reporting greater than 4 lifetime sexual partners or
having a condition that in the opinion of the investigator would interfere with study
participation. The study’s database in preparation for BLA submission was locked on
June 10, 2005. The study is still ongoing. Overall 228 subjects discontinued
participation during the vaccination period, which represented approximately 2% of the
overall study population. The mean duration of clinical endpoint follow-up for this study
after the month 7 study visit was approximately 1.4 years.

2 Wright TC, et al. Am J Obstet Gynecol, 2003 Jul;189(1):295-304.
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A total of 10,585 subjects, or 87% of all enrolled subjects, met the criteria for the per
protocol population for the primary HPV 16/18 efficacy analysis. (See appendix C for
definitions of the populations for the analyses) The results of the study demonstrated a
vaccine efficacy of 100% for the per protocol primary analysis of efficacy for HPV
16/18, as shown in the table below:

Table 2. Study 015: Analysis of efficacy, per protocol population, against vaccine-
relevant HPV types 16 and 18 CIN 2/3 or worse, and against HPV types 6, 11, 16,
and 18 CIN 2/3 or worse.

[From original BLA, Tables 7-2 and 7-9, complete study report (CSR) for study 015,
pp. 229 and 246, respectivel

Placebo
N=6075
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence [
(subgroup) { of cases | risk Rate per
100 years |
at risk '
HPV 5258 21 738551 0.3
16/18 CIN
2/3 or
Worse
HPV 5370 22 75415 | 0.3
6/11/16/18
CIN 2/3 or
Worse*

*Secondary endpoint

It is important to note here that the applicant’s analyses were specific to the HPV type.
For example, from the efficacy datasets submitted with the BLA subject number
AN47906 is a 21 year old subject randomized to receive Gardasil™. She had evidence of
HPYV infection type 16 by PCR detection of HPV 16 DNA at the baseline visit and was
excluded from the efficacy analysis for HPV type 16. She met the colposcopy algorithm
during the study and received a panel diagnosis of CIN 3 disease with virologic evidence
of HPV 16 from her biopsy. However, she was included in the per protocol efficacy
analysis for HPV 18 because she did not meet exclusion criteria for the per protocol
population for HPV 18. Therefore, because she contributed favorable efficacy data for
HPV 18 “incidence rate per 100 years at risk”, she ultimately contributed favorable
primary endpoint efficacy data for the overall per protocol population for HPV 16/18.
The applicant’s modified intent to treat population 2 (MITT-2) included subjects who
were negative at baseline for the vaccine-relevant HPV types 6, 11, 16, or 18 and
received at least one vaccine.
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Table 3. Study 015: Analysis of efficacy, MITT-2 population, against vaccine-
relevant HPV types 16 and 18 CIN 2/3 or worse.

Placebo
N=6075 L
Endpoint |- N Number | PY at | Incidence | Observed |
S (subgroup) | of cases | risk Rate per | Efficacy | CI
100years | = ..
at risk gy
HPV 5766 36 10881.5 | 0.3 97.2%
16/18 S
CIN 2/3
or
Worse

Table 4 presents the analysis of all subjects who received at least one vaccine regardiess
of baseline HPV serostatus or PCR results and had documentation of follow up at least
once after the one month study visit (MITT-3 population):

Table 4. Study 015: Analysis of efficacy, MITT-3 population, against vaccine-
relevant HPV 16 and 18 CIN 2/3 or worse.
Frqnfl_‘ original BLA, Table 11-86, CSR for study 015, p. 657.]

Placebo
N=6075
Endpoint 1N Number | PY at Incidence
subgroup) | of cases | risk Rate per
100 years
at risk
HPV 5973 116 112429 | 1.0
16/18
CIN 273
or
Worse

Secondary endpoints of study 015 included the presence of external genital lesions. The
following tables demonstrate the observations of genital lesions (EGL) due to vaccine-
associated HPV types in the per protocol population and the observations of genital
lesions due to any type of HPV in the MITT-3 population.

Table 5. Study 015: Analysis of efficacy, per protocol population, against EGL due
to HPYV type 6, 11, 16, or 18. [From original BLA, Table 7-11, CSR for study 015, p.
251.

Placebo
N=6075
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence
, of Cases | risk Rate per
100 years at
risk :
HPV 5387 | 70 7513.7 1 0.9
6/11/16/18
EGL
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Table 6. Study 015: Analysis of efficacy, MITT-3 population, against EGL due to

any type HPV.
From original BLA, CSR for study 015, Table 11-99, p. 673.]
= Placebo e
L N=6075 -
Endpoint | Number | PY at Incidence | Observed | 95!
of Cases | risk Rate per Efficacy | CIL
100 years at :
L prisk risk .
HPVany 6016196 - |11,1164109  [6027 | 177 11,153.6 | 1.6 1 456% |
typeEGL | | = | o

Study 013: The FUTURE I Study

The BLA contained results from the phase 3 study, “A study to evaluate the efficacy of
the quadrivalent HPV (types 6, 11, 16, 18) L1 virus like particle (VLP) vaccine in
reducing the incidence of HPV 6, 11, 16, and 18 related external genital warts, VIN,
ValN, Vulvar Cancer, and Vaginal Cancer in 16-23 year old women.” The study’s co-
primary objectives included the determination of vaccine efficacy based on incidence of
CIN, adenocarcinoma in situ, or cervical cancer due to all four HPV types (6, 11, 16, and
18) following administration of a three-dose regimen among women who had no

evidence of previous infection with HPV. The study was designed to provide evidence of
safety and efficacy for the prevention of cervical cancer in a population of adolescent and
young adult females.

This multi-center and multinational study enrolled healthy female subjects 16-23 years of
age who had normal baseline pelvic examinations. Subjects were not prescreened for
HPYV prior to randomization. Subjects received vaccine formulation or placebo
intramuscularly at months 0, 2, and 6. Subjects returned on study at months 3, 7, 12, 18,
24, 30, 36, and 48 for review of safety and complete physical examination including
examination of external genitalia. Pap tests were performed at day 1 and months 7, 12,
18, 24, 30, and 36. Sera for immunogenicity were obtained at day 1 and at months 7, 12,
24 and 48. Subjects were first evaluated in one of two embedded substudies: either
concomitant administration with hepatitis B vaccine (study 011) or a comparative arm
with a monovalent HPV 16 (study 012). Therefore, randomization schemes differed as to
whether subjects were first enrolled in study 011 or study 012. After administration of
three doses of study vaccines or placebo, subjects were followed for the primary clinical
outcomes (study 013). For study 013, approximately the same proportions were
randomly assigned to Gardasil™ or placebo. Cytology specimens were evaluated using
the Bethesda System-2001.% The study included an algorithm for referral to colposcopy,
which differed slightly from that used in study 015 (see Appendix A). Subjects in study
015 who had atypical squamous cells of undetermined significance (ASC-US) were not
referred to colposcopy, but had a Pap test repeated sooner at 6 months instead of
scheduled 12 months. In this study, subjects with ASC-US received an HPV probe, and
if positive were referred to colposcopy. An expert pathology panel, consisting of four
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pathologists, reviewed the slides prepared from cervical biopsy/definitive therapy
specimens (see Appendix B). The consensus diagnosis of this panel represented the final
diagnosis for purposes of the study’s primary efficacy endpoint. This study’s co-primary
endpoint was CIN 1 or worse.

The study began enrollment on December 28, 2001 and ultimately screened 6767
subjects. In total, 5759 subjects were enrolled in the study and had a mean duration of
follow-up of 1.7 years. For the 1008 subjects who screened for the study but did not
enroll, most were found to have met exclusion criteria before study entry, for example,
reporting greater than 4 lifetime sexual partners or having a condition that in the opinion
of the investigator would interfere with study participation. The study database was
locked on November 4, 2005 for evaluation of the efficacy endpoints. The study is still
ongoing. Overall 274 subjects discontinued participation during the vaccination period,
which represented approximately 5% of the overall study population. The 304 subjects
randomized to receive monovalent HPV 16 VLP vaccine in the substudy 012 were not
evaluated for the longer term efficacy and safety follow up in study 013. An additional
246 (4.5%) of subjects did not complete the longer term follow up after the vaccination.
The demographic characteristics between the Gardasil™ vaccine group and the placebo
group were well balanced. Approximately 78% of subjects were included in the per
protocol efficacy population for HPV 6/11/16/18; 22% were excluded from per protocol
population. About 27% of subjects were either seropositive to a vaccine-relevant HPV
type or had positive PCR at baseline. This difference in proportions reflects the HPV
type-specific analyses of the data, where a subject could be excluded from one HPV type-
specific per protocol efficacy population but be included in other HPV type-specific
efficacy populations as illustrated above by the subject in study 015. The following
tables outline the applicant’s analyses similar to the above descriptions for study 015,
although for study 013 the primary endpoint was CIN 1 or worse:

Table 7. Study 013: Analysis of efficacy, per protocol population, against vaccine-
relevant HPV 6, 11, 16 or 18 CIN 1 or worse.
iginal BL R for study 013, p. 242.]

Placebo
N=2725
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence
(subgroup) | of cases | risk Rate per
100
person
years at
risk
HPV . 2258 37 378741 1.0
6/11/16/18 L
CINlor |

| worse

The applicant’s analysis of the subjects who were negative at baseline for all four HPV
types and received at least one vaccine (MITT-2 population) was an approach to evaluate
vaccine efficacy on a modified intent-to-treat basis.
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Table 8. Study 013: Analysis of efficacy, MITT-2 population, against vaccine-
relevant HPV 6, 11, 16 or 18 CIN 1 or worse.
[From orlgmal BLA Table 7-7, CSR for vstudy 013, p. 249.]

Placebo
N=2725 e
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence | Obse
(subgroup) | of cases | risk Rate per
100
person
years at
j . - :. - risk
HPV 2557 | 0.001 | 2573 57 54890 [ 1.0
6/11/16/18 | - i .
CIN 1 or
worse

Similar to study 015, the applicant provided an analysis of all study subjects who
received at least one vaccine and had follow up data collected at least one month after
receipt of vaccine in the study (MITT-3 population). Table 9 presents data for the
endpoint CIN 2/3 or worse, which was not the primary endpoint for study 013; however,
these data are provided for comparison to study 015.

Table 9. Study 013: Analysis of efficacy, MITT-3 population, against vaccine-
relevant HPV types 6, 11, 16 or 18 CIN 1 or worse, and CIN 2/3 or worse.
From original BLA, Table 7-8 CSR for study 013, p. 250.] B

Placebo
N=2725
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence
(subgroup) | of cases | risk Rate per
100
person
years at
risk
HPV 2611 113 5525.4 20
6/11/16/18
CIN1or
worse
HPV 2611 62 5570.4 1.1
6/11/16/18 ’
CIN 2/3 or
worse

The study’s co-primary endpoint was the presence of external genital lesions (EGL). The
results of the per protocol population for vaccine-relevant EGL and the MITT-3
population for EGL due to any type of HPV are presented below.
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Table 10. Study 013: Analysis of efficacy, per protocol population, against external
genital lesions EGL due to HPV types 6, 11, 16, and 18.

[From original BLA, Table 7-14, CSR for study 013, p. 264.]

Placebo
N=2725 N
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence | Observed | 95% CI
(subgroup) | of cases | risk Rate per | | ffic cy
100
person
years at
risk
HPV 2279 40 3868.4 1.0 | 1000% | 884,
6/11/16/18 S 180:0%
Related
EGL

Endpoint

EGL due
to any
HPV type

Table 11. Study 013: Analysis of efficacy, MITT-3 population, against EGL due to

any type HPV,
iginal BLA, Table 11-82, CSR for study 013, p. 626.]
Placebo
N=2725
N Number | PY at | Incidence
(subgroup) | of cases risk Rate per |
100 person |
years at = ¢
risk
2668 126 5598.5 23

Combined Efficacy Analyses

The following tables demonstrate efficacy analyses that were provided by the applicant.
Efficacy data from studies 007, 013, and 015 where subjects were randomized to receive
either Gardasil™ or placebo were included. Please refer to Appendix C for definitions of
the efficacy analysis populations.

10
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Table 12. Studies 007, 013 and 015: Combined analysis of efficacy against the
incidence of CIN 2/3 or worse due to vaccine-relevant HPV 6,11, 16, or 18.

[From original BLA, Summary of Clinical Efficacy, Table 2.7.3-cervixcancer: 27].
F . Gard : Placebo
N=9075
Endpoint N Number { PY at | Incidence - 95%
(subgroup) | of cases risk Rate per (o
100
person
years at
risk
HPV : MITT-2 69 17231.2 04
6/11/16/18 8673
CIN 2/3 or
worse
HPV : MITT-3 186 17527.5 1.1
6/11/16/18 8846
CIN 2/3 or
worse

* There were no cases of CIN 2/3 or worse in this analysis among Gardasil™ recipients
in study 013

Table 13. Studies 007, 013 and 015: Combined analysis of efficacy against incidence
of CIN 2/3 or worse due to any type HPV.

[From additional efficacy analyses requested by CBER and submitted March 15, 2006,
Table 2-2 p. 21

Placebo
, N=9075
Endpoint N Number | PYat | Incidence
(subgroup) | of cases risk Rate per
100
person
years at
‘ risk
HPV any RMITT-2 96 11454.4 0.8
type CIN 5701
2/3 or
worse
HPV any MITT-3 328 17469.4 1.9
type CIN 8846
2/3 or
worse

*Here the applicant provided integrated efficacy analyses due to any type HPV for the
RMITT-2 population and did not submit integrated efficacy analyses for the MITT-2
population. ,

11
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Table 14. Studies 007, 013 and 015: Combined analysis of efficacy against EGL due
to vaccine-relevant HPV 6, 11, 16, 18 in MITT-2 and MITT-3 populations.
[From original BLA, Summary of Clinical Efficacy, Appendix 2.7.3 exgenlesions-8,

p.63.]

Endpoint

EGL due
to HPV
6/11/16/18

EGL due
to HPV
6/11/16/18

Table 15. Studies 007, 013 and 015: Combined analysis of efficacy against EGL due
to any type HPV among RMITT-2 and MITT-3 populations.
[From original BLA, Summary of Clinical Efficacy, Appendix 2.7.3 exgenlesions-9, p.

46

Endpoint

Placebo
N=9075 ;
N Number | PYat | Incidence | Observed | 95%
(subgroup) | of cases | risk Rate per | Efficacy Cl
00 |
person
years at
risk
MITT-2 174 17297.5 1.0
8786
MITT-3 229 17560.1 1.3
8962

Placebo
N=9075
N Number | PY at | Incidence
(subgroup) | of cases risk Rate per
100
person
years at
risk
RMITT-2 167 11345.6 1.5
5769
MITT-3 307 17480.0 1.8
8962

*As with the integrated analyses for CIN 2/3 or worse, the applicant provided integrated

efficacy analyses due to any type HPV for the RMITT-2 population and did not submit
integrated efficacy analyses for the MITT-2 population.

In addition, the applicant provided the results of study 003, in which subjects were

clinically evaluated for a mean duration of 3.1 years following the administration of a
monovalent HPV 16 VLP or placebo. The results from this study were based on longer-
term follow up compared to the results from the other studies that provided efficacy data.

12
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Table 16. Study 005: Analysis of efficacy, MITT-3 population, against the incidence
of CIN 2/3 or worse due to any HPYV type.

From original BLA, CSR for stud 005, Table 11-33.]
- - Placebo
- - N=1198 ,
Endpoint N Number | PY Incidence | Observed 95%

(subgroup) | ofcases | at Rate per | Efficacy | CI
' risk | 100 person Ll

years atrisk [

MITT-3 50 3683 1.4 - 453% |

190:4%

1050
— T3 s ‘ MITT-3 21 3700 0.6 25.6,
type CIN [ S , 1050

Concerns Regarding Primary Endpoint Analyses among Subgroups

There were two important concerns that were identified during the course of the efficacy
review of this BLA. One was the potential for Gardasil™ to enhance disease among a
subgroup of subjects who had evidence of persistent infection with vaccine-relevant HPV
types at baseline. The other concern was the observations of CIN 2/3 or worse cases due
to HPV types not contained in the vaccine. These cases of disease due to other HPV
types have the potential to counter the efficacy results of Gardasil™ for the HPV types
contained in the vaccine.

1. Evaluation of the potential of Gardasil™ to enhance cervical disease in
subjects who had evidence of persistent infection with vaccine-relevant HPV
types prior to vaccination.

The results of exploratory subgroup analyses for study 013 suggested a concern that
subjects who were seropositive and PCR-positive for the vaccine-relevant HPV types had
a greater number of CIN 2/3 or worse cases as demonstrated in the following table:

Table 17. Study 013: Applicant’s analysis of efficacy against vaccine-relevant HPV
types CIN 2/3 or worse among subjects who were PCR positive and seropositive for
relevant HPV types at day 1. [From original BLA, study 013 CSR, Table 11-88, p. 636

Placebo
N=2725
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence
(subgroup) | of cases | risk - | Rate per |
100
person
years at
risk
HPV 137 19 247.1 7.7
6/11/16/18 |
CIN 273
or worse

13
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CBER further evaluated this subgroup by looking at potential imbalances in the baseline
demographic characteristics:

Table 18; Study 013: Selected characteristics for subgroup of PCR positive and
seropositive for vaccine-relevant HPV types at day 1.
[From additional efficacy analyses requested by CBER and submitted March 15, 2006,

table le-2, p. 13.] i :
Study 013 subgroup 1

Subgroup population

Current smoker

History of cervicovaginal
infection or STD

Pap test with HSIL

The applicant also provided an analysis of the subgroup of subjects who were PCR
positive and/or seropositive for the relevant vaccine HPV type at day 1. In this subgroup,
subjects were included if they were PCR positive and seropositive, PCR positive and
seronegative, or PCR negative and seropositive at the day 1 evaluation.

Table 19. Study 013: Analysis of efficacy against vaccine-relevant HPYV types CIN
2/3 or worse among subjects who were PCR positive and/or seropositive for the
relevant HPV type at day 1.

[From additional efficacy analyses requested by CBER and submitted March 15, 2006,
table le-2, p. 13.

Placebo
N=2725 .
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence |
subgroup) | of cases | risk Rate per
100
person
years at
risk
HPV 664 35 1350.3 2.6
6/11/16/18
CIN 273
or worse

This demonstrated a limitation of the evaluation of small subgroups, where subgroups
might have imbalances in baseline demographic characteristics. In this case, it appeared
that subjects in this subgroup of study 013 who received Gardasil™ might have had
enhanced risk factors for development of CIN 2/3 or worse compared to placebo
recipients. In study 015, the applicant conducted a subgroup primary efficacy analyses
for HPV 16/18. Here, the evaluation of this subgroup did not raise a concern about
enhancement of cervical disease due to HPV:

14
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Table 20. Study 015: Analysis of efficacy against vaccine-relevant HPV types CIN
2/3 or worse among subjects who were PCR positive and seropositive for the
relevant HPV type at day 1.

[From additional efficacy analyses requested by CBER and submitted March 15, 2006,

Table 1a-1, p. 2.]
= Placebo
N=6075 -
Endpoint _ N Number | PY | Incidence |
| (subgroup) | of cases | at Rate per
risk 100
person
years at
risk
HPV 430 48 760 6.3
6/11/16/18
CIN 2/3
Or Worse

The baseline demographic data appeared to be more balanced in this subgroup in study
015. Furthermore, evaluation of the subgroups of subjects who were PCR positive and
seropositive for relevant HPV type at day 1 across studies and for HPV 6, 11, 16 and 18
types tempered evidence of disease enhancement. «

Table 21. Combined analysis studies 007, 013 and 015: Analysis of efficacy against
vaccine HPV related CIN among subjects who were PCR positive and seropositive
for the relevant HPV type at day 1.

[From additional efficacy analyses requested by CBER and submitted March 15, 2006,

Table 1b-1, p. 4
Placebo
N=9075
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence
(subgroup) | of cases | risk Rate per
100
person
years at
risk
HPV 580 69 1044.0 6.6
6/11/16/18
CIN 2/3
or worse

Therefore, while the subgroup from study 013 remains a concern of the clinical review
team, there is some evidence that this represented an unbalanced subgroup where
Gardasil™ recipients at baseline had more risk factors for development of CIN 2/3 or
worse. Furthermore, when the subgroups from three studies are combined, these groups
appear to be more similar. Finally, there is compelling evidence that the vaccine lacks
therapeutic efficacy among women who have had prior exposure to HPV and have not
cleared previous infection (PCR positive and seropositive), which represented
approximately 6% of the overall study populations. "
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2. Cases of CIN 2/3 or worse due to HPV types not associated with Gardasil™

The second concern was the observations of CIN 2/3 or worse cases due to HPV types

not associated with Gardasi]™.,

Table 22. Study 015: Analysis of efficacy against CIN 2/3 or worse due to any HPV

type, restricted MITT-2 population.

From original BLA CSR for study 015, Table 7-12, p. 256.]

Placebo
N=6075
Endpoint | N Number | PY at | Incidence
(subgroup) | of cases | risk Rate per
100
person
years at
risk
HPV 3826 S1 7272.7 0.7
any type
CIN 2/3
Oor Worse
The applicant’s analyses primarily focused on vaccine-relevant HPV analyses.
Therefore, at CBER’s request the applicant provided an additional analysis of the
subgroup of subjects who met the “per protocol” definition for all four vaccine-relevant
HPV types:
Table 23. Study 015: Analysis of efficacy against CIN 2/3 or worse due to any type
HPYV, subgroup of subjects meeting the “per protocol” population for all four
vaccine-relevant HPV types.
[From the applicant’s response to CBER questions to MRL sent via secure email on
March 1, 2006, Table 1-2, p. 17.
‘ Placebo
N=6075
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence
(subgroup) of risk Rate per
Cases 100
person
years at
risk
HPV any 3703 49 5214.4 0.9
type CIN
2/3 or
WOrse
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Table 24. Study 013: Analysis of efficacy against CIN 2/3 or worse due to any HPV
type, restricted MITT-2 population.

Endpoint

HPV any
type CIN
1 or worse
HPV type

6/11/16/18 |

CIN 1or
worse
HPV not
related to
6/11/16/18
CIN 1 or
worse

[From original BLA CSR for study 013, Table 7-24, p. 290.]

Placebo
N=2725
N Number | PY at | Incidence |
(subgroup) | of cases | risk Rate per
100
person
years at
risk
1697 135 3613.1 3.7
1697 39 3689.9 1.1
1697 107 3627.2 29

*The applicant did not provide an aﬁalysis for this study of CIN 2/3 or worse.

Finally, the applicant provided analyses across all studies using Gardasil™.

Table 25. Studies 007, 013, and 015: Analysis of efficacy against CIN 2/3 or worse
due to any HPV type among subgroup of subjects meeting the “per protocol”

population for all four vaccine-relevant HPV types.

[From the applicant’s response to CBER questions to MRL sent via secure email on
March 1, 2006, Table 1-2 p. 19.

Endpoint

HPV any
type CIN
2/3 or
worse

Placebo
=9075
N Number | PY at | Incidence
(subgroup) of risk Rate per
Cases 100
person
years at
risk
5457 87 8315.7 1.0
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Table 26. Studies 007, 013, and 015: Analysis of efficacy against CIN 2/3 or worse
due to any HPV type among subgroup of subjects meeting the “per protocol”
population for all four vaccine-relevant HPV types, and who had normal Pap
smears at day 1. '
[From the applicant’s response to CBER questions to MRL sent via secure email on
March 1, 2006, Table 1-2 p. 20

il Placebo
N=9075 o
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence | ©
‘ (subgroup) of risk Rate per
Cases 100
person
years at
risk
4887 66 7465.8 0.9

The applicant also provided an analysis of efficacy against CIN 2/3 due to any type HPV
in the population that is considered to cover nearly all subjects enrolled in studies 007,
013, and 015, the MITT-3 population. '

Table 27. Studies 007, 013, and 015: Analysis of efficacy against CIN 2/3 or worse
due to any HPV type, MITT-3 population.
[From the applicant’s responses to CBER questions submitted March 15, 2006, Table on

p. 17.
Placebo
N=9075
Endpoint N Number | PY at | Incidence |
(subgroup) of risk | Rate per
Cases 100
person
years at
v risk
HPV any 8846 328 17469 1.9
type CIN
2/3 or
worse
HPV not 8846 142 - -
6/11/16/18
CIN 2/3 or
worse f

Therefore, CIN 2/3 or worse due to HPV types not contained in Gardasil™ were
identified among subjects randomized to receive Gardasil™ as well as in subjects -
randomized to receive placebo. In the subgroup of subjects that did not have prior
exposure to vaccine-relevant HPV and had normal baseline Pap tests, there appeared to
be a modest efficacy of approximately 20% against CIN 2/3 or worse due to any type
HPV. We again note the important limitations of a subgroup analysis where imbalances

18




VRBPAC Background Document

Gardasil™ HPV Quadrivalent Vaccine

in baseline demographics could account for differences in the subgroup efficacy
determinations. The degree to which cases of CIN 2/3 or worse due to HPV types not
associated with Gardasil™ might offset its efficacy against vaccine-relevant HPV types

has not been fully elucidated in these studies. The BLA contained virologic

characterization of disease due to HPV types 6, 11, 16 or 18 and did not characterize
other HPV types. The applicant proposed a plan to identify the HPV types other than 6,
11, 16, or 18 from the studies’ clinical specimens.

Studies in Younger Age Groups
Study 016: “Bridging” immune response study and “End-expiry” study

Study 016, “A study to demonstrate immunogenicity and tolerability of the quadrivalent
HPB (types 6, 11, 16, 18) L1 virus-like particle (VLP) vaccine in preadolescents and
adolescents, and to demonstrate end-expiry specifications for the vaccine™, was a phase 2

study of the safety and immunogenicity of Gardasil™ when administered to

approximately 2,500 healthy children 10 to 15 years of age and healthy adolescent and
adult females 16 to 23 years of age. In addition to the primary objective of safety, the
study contained two “substudies” that were designed to evaluate immune responses
following partial doses and to compare immune responses in children 10 to 15 years of
age to the immune responses in adolescent and young adult females 16 to 23 years of age.
Therefore, the study was intended to serve as an immune response “bridging study” to
support the use of Gardasil™ in girls ages 10 to 15 years. The table below illustrates the
immune response analyses by comparison of GMT between 10-15 year old females and
16-23 year old females.

Table 28. Protocol 016: Statistical Analysis of Non-Inferiority of Month 7 HPV
cLIA GMTs Comparing 10-15 year old females to 16-23 year old females.

[From original BLA, CSR synopsis, protocol 016, p. 127.]

Assay 10-15 year old females | 16-23 year old females Estimated p-value for
N=506 N=511 Fold non-
N | Estimated GMT | N Estimated GMT Difference inferiority
(mmU/mL) (mmU/mL) Group
A/Group B
95% CI)
Anti- 426 960.0 320 574.9 1.67 <0.001
HPV 6 (1.46,1.91)
Anti- 426 1224.8 320 705.9 1.74 <0.001
HPV 11 (1.50, 2.00)
Anti- 427 4713.3 306 2548.0 1.85 <0.001
HPV 16 (1.55,2.21)
Anti- 429 9184 340 452.9 2.03 <0.001
HPV 18 (1.72,2.39)

The end expiry substudy enrolled approximately 500 subjects to receive a 20%
formulation (2/8/8/4), approximately 500 subjects to receive a 40% formulation
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(8/16/16/8), approximately 500 subjects to receive a 60% formulation (12/24/24/12), and
approximately 1500 subjects to receive the full dose formulation. The subjects receiving
different dose formulations were from one of each of the three age/gender groups. There
appeared to be a dose response with increasing dose formulations in this study.

Study 018: Safety and immune response younger children

Study 018, “A safety and immunogenicity study of quadrivalent HPV (types 6, 11, 16,
18) L1 virus-like particle (VLP) in preadolescents and adolescents”, was designed to
demonstrate non-inferiority of immune responses between males and females 9 to 15
years of age. Over 1700 children, one-half boys and one-half girls were randomized in a
2:1 fashion to receive Gardasil™ or placebo. The primary objective was the collection of
safety data, which contributed to the overall safety database discussed below. The
following figure represents an immune response analysis across all studies and all age
groups of female subjects for HPV 16. In general, immune responses to HPV types 6, 11,
and 18 appeared to be similar to this figure:

Meoenth 7 HPV 16 cLIA Geometric Mean Titers and 95% CI by Age at Enrollment—
9- to 26-Year-Old Female Recipients of GARDASIL™
{Per-Protocol Immunogenicity Population)

by
- }{H

U0

SR I |

i

}Iffziz

Serum cLIA GMT with 95% €1
wmMiUmb g oty Scale)

1000 DT —
$ 10 11 32 13 314 15 16 17 18 I 2 2 1 13

Age zt Enrollment (Years)
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Safety

The safety data from all clinical studies were reviewed. These data across all protocols,
in which subjects received Gardasil™ (studies 007, 013, 015, 016 and 018), are
summarized here. Serious adverse events (SAEs) or deaths appeared to be reported with
equal frequencies between Gardasil™ groups and placebo groups and are outlined in the
tables below.

Table 29. Number (%) of SAEs and deaths combined from studies 007, 013, 015,

016, and 018.
[From March 8, 2006 safety udate tables 2.7.4: 20 and 2.7. 4 21.]

Serious adverse event Placebo N=9680

SAE over study period 97 (1.0%)

SAE reported 1-15 days

Deaths [Table 2.7.4:20]

There were eleven deaths in subjects who received Gardasil™: six were attributed to
traumatic injuries or drug overdose, one death attributed to pancreatic cancer, one death
attributed to cardiac arrhythmia, one death attributed to DVT/PE, one death attributed to
DIC with possible sepsis, and one death attributed to pneumonia and sepsis. Of the seven
deaths in subjects who received placebo, five were attributed to traumatic injuries or
suicide, one death attributed to complications of labor and delivery, and one death
attributed to pulmonary embolism. Most deaths occurred months or years after the third
vaccination and thus there were no obvious temporal associations between deaths and
administration of study vaccine. A review of the serious adverse events that were
observed in subjects randomized to receive Gardasil™ did not demonstrate a safety
signal of concern.

Table 30. Review of SAEs by orgém system in studies 007, 013, 015, 016 and 018.
From March 8, 2006 safety update submltted toUBLA Table 2.7.4:21]

Serious adverse event

Gynecological or obstetrical

Gastrointestinal

*Appendicitis

Injury

Neurological

Immune mediated

Coagulation/DVT

Pulmonary

Genitourinary

Endocrine

Injection site reaction

Psychiatric

Cardiovascular

Musculoskeletal

ENT

Administration of excess study vaccine

Total
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Local and systemic reactogenicity data from the subjects who kept more intensive diary
cards (Detailed Safety Population) in the several days following vaccination
demonstrated that subjects randomized to receive Gardasil™ had a greater proportion
with mild to moderate injection site reactions. Severe injection site reactions were very
infrequently reported but higher in the subjects randomized to receive Gardasil™.

Table 31. Detailed Safety Population: Number (%) of subjects who reported
injection site adverse event experiences by maximum intensity rating following any
vaccination in studies 007, 013, 015, 016 and 018.
[From original BLA, safety summary, Table 2.7.4:45.

Injection site adverse | Placebo N=4064

reactions

Subjects with injection site 2927 (73.3%)

experiences

Mild 2125 (53.2%)
Moderate 724 (18.1%)
Severe 76 (1.9%)

Table 32. Detailed Safety Population: Number (%) of subjects who reported
systemic adverse reactions of 2% or greater in the 15 days following receipt of study
vaccine.

[From original BLA, safety summar

Systemic adverse reaction

Subjects reporting systemic 2414 (60.4%)
adverse reaction

Headache 1101 (27.6%)
Pyrexia 440 (11.0%)
Nausea 251 (6.3%)
Diarrhea 144 (3.6%)
Nasopharyngitis | 245 (6.1%)
Pharyngolaryngeal pain 190 (4.8%)
Dizziness | 142 (3.6%)
Skin disorder 143 (3.6%)

Abdominal pain upper 136 3.4%)

Influenza 154 (3.9%)

Dysmenorrheal 152 (3.8%)
Abdominal pain 82 (3.2%)
Fatigue 85 (2.1%)
Vomiting 81 (2.0%)

Injury, poisoning, 85 (2.1%)

procedural complications

Myalgias 81 (2.0%)

Pain in extremity 95 (2.4%)
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The following table outlines the reports of new medical problems that were collected
during the vaccination schedule and following the vaccination schedule. The organ
systems that are bolded indicate differences between the Gardasil™ and placebo groups.

Table 33. New Medical Conditions (number and percent) during the vaccination
period (day 0 through month 7) and after month 7, selected organ system
evaluations where proportions differed between Gardasil™ and placebo groups.

Orgaﬁ System Placebo
N=9868 (%

Eye disorders 72 (0.7

Conjunctivitis 36 (0.4

Cough 70 (0.7

Nasal congestion 21 (0.2

Pharyngeolaryngeal pain 64 (0.7)
Allergic rhinitis 18 (0.2)

Respiratory, thoracic, 234 (2.4)
mediastinal disorders

Surgical or medical procedures 296 (3.1)

Appendectomy o 14(=0.1)

One potential safety signal in the BLA was reports of congenital anomalies among
women who became pregnant and gave birth during the study period. When limited to
receipt of vaccine within 30 days of becoming pregnant, there were five reports of
congenital anomalies among women who received Gardasil™ and no reports of
congenital anomalies among women who received placebo. However, the five congenital
anomalies were widely varied and did not fit a particular pattern. The following table
outlined pregnancies and pregnancy outcomes that were observed in all clinical studies of
Gardasil™,
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Table 34. Pregnancy outcomes from studies 013, 105, 016 and 018.

From March 8, 2006 safety update submittgd to B

LA, _table 2.74:24.]

—104

Placebo N=9120

{1151 (12.6%)

Number of pregnancies

Live births

611 (60%)*

Vaginal delivery

462 (75.6%)

Infant outcome = normal

569 (93.1%)

Infant outcome = abnormal 40 (6.

5%)

Congenital anomaly: live births

Other medical condition

Congenital anomaly infant or
fetus*

Abdominal wall defect

Cardiac

Chromosomal abnormality

Craniofacial/ENT

Gastrointestinal

Hematological

Orthopedic/musculoskeletal
Renal

* Percent based on known pregnancy outcome
#Some infants had more than one reported congenital anomaly

The applicant further evaluated congenital anomalies by the timing of the administration
of study vaccine. Here, infant/fetus congenital anomalies are summarized by the
estimated date of conception within or beyond 30 days of receipt of study vaccine.

Table 35. Distribution of congenital anomal
update submitted to BLA, table 2.7.4:26

y cases. [From March 8, 2006 safety

Placebo

Congenital anomaly infant
or fetus

EDC within 30 days

EDC beyond 30 days

Summary of the five cases of congenital anomalies in the Gardasil™
Hip dysplasia

Pyloric stenosis, ankyloglossia

Congenital hydronephrosis

Congenital megacolon

Left talipes equinovarus

e e

group:
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Items for VRBPAC Discussion

The discussion and voting items for the committee will focus on whether the data
submitted in the BLA support the safety and efficacy of Gardasil™ for prevention of
HPV-related disease. If the data support the safety and efficacy of Gardasil™, an
additional item for discussion will be the finding in the baseline PCR positive and
seropositive subgroup of study 013 of an increased rate of CIN 2/3 or worse due to the
relevant HPV vaccine types among Gardasil™ recipients. The review team found CIN
2/3 or worse cases among recipients of Gardasil™. Another item for discussion will be
the degree to which HVP types not contained in the vaccine might offset the overall
clinical effectiveness of the vaccine, or whether the findings of CIN 2/3 or worse among
Gardasil™ recipients might represent the impact of prevalent HPV disease. The
committee should also discuss the observation of five congenital anomalies among
infants born to recipients of Gardasil™ who were vaccinated near the time of conception.
Although questions will not focus specifically on labeling recommendations, the
committee should be prepared to discuss how the product label should display important
efficacy and safety information about subgroup intention-to-treat analyses.
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Appendix A

Colposcopy algorithm for study 015:
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Colposcopy algorithm for study 013
Mandatory Regimen for Triage of Abnonmal Pap Tests to Colposcopy

ThicPrep™ Pap Result Acsirn

Negnive for intaepitkelisl lasion | Routing visi bnserval 3¢ specified by che prowwcel
or walignzmey tnvlodes reactive,
repatative, nflamemarory, et}

Arvpical Sgusmous Celis of Caomal labormory performed refiex HPYV eatiny oo residual
Undeterninad Significance ThawPrep™ materizl {High-Risk and Low-Risk Probe, HEybdd Caprore
{ASCLS)y I DIGEME™. Ifat least 1 prove was positive, the suljecT was to be

wefarred for colptacapy. If both probes wase cegative, then the subject
returned for Pap scresning st the routine visit interval.

Arvpical Sguymous Cells, cannst | Beferral 1o wolpescopy.
role owr ESIL (ASC-H

Low-grade Squamous Raferral vo colposcopy.

Turaepichelial Lesion (LSILY

Higk-grade Souvmous Raferrsl o colposcogy.

Intwaepsthelial Leston (HSILY

Avypical Glandular Calls to Raferral 1o colposcopy.

izclude arypical endocervicsl,

eudometnrial, NOS;

sdenocarcinoma in sisy,

sdanocsrcinoma, #5.)

Inadequate specimen Repear Pap test a5 sooe as possible.  The interval between the
rescheduled Pap test and the Pap test that had the mnsatisfactory
finding roust have been af Jeest 4 weeks.

Subdects with azy aboortual Pup rest result 12 Month 43 were refurred imedistely for colpostopy. This
colposcopy mwst have been performed within 2 monshs of the Montk 4§ visic, AR specimes collecred
during 1his colposcepy wers handled through the Spozzor ceurral laboratory.

A dizgnosis of an HPV weinted exsarnal genital lasion {e.g. VIN, Vall¥, and geninal warts), as confinusd by
e Sporsor ceutes] laboratery ALSO constirured 8 resson for saferrsl o colposcopy. If & Mismlogically
confitmed HFVorelared vagingl Jesion was dinzrosed 25 2 renseguence of 3 colposropic examivation of the
carvix, than tha subject 4id pot reguire avether refarmsl to colposcepy.  Any cervicalvazing! lesion
suspecred ro be HPV.zelared (a.g., CIN, Vad, cascer, or sepdylomata) was to be blopsied.

SRIX BeRN Hartammusad 3 EEE L Rk G g =i L&E % Tats 1306

HPY = Hemas papiliomsvires: VIN = Valver intraepithelis] seoplasiy; VeI = Vagingl ierraapishelis?
ssoplasia; CIN = Cervical intraepitheliol naoplasia; NOS = Not etherwise spacifisd,

Subjects in study 015 who had atypical squamous cells of undetermined significance
(ASC-US) were not referred to colposcopy, but had a Pap test repeated sooner at 6
months instead of scheduled 12 months. In study 013, subjects with ASC-US received an
HPV probe, and if positive were referred to colposcopy.
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Appendix B

For all studies included in the efficacy composite (Studies 005, 007, 013, and 015), these
procedures were used for cervical biopsy/definitive therapy specimens, from original
BLA Summary of Clinical Efficacy — cervixcancer section 2.7.3,p.42:

Slides of tissue specimens were prepared by the program central laboratory. The
laboratory reviewed the slides and provided a diagnosis for the purpose of
management of the subject. The diagnosis from the laboratory was not included
in the endpoint definition because studies have shown that pathologists who read
histologic slides for the purpose of medical management tend to over-diagnosis
CIN 1 lesions due to medicolegal pressure. The slides prepared by the central
laboratory from the cervical biopsy/definitive therapy specimens were submitted
to an expert Pathology Panel. This panel, consisting of four pathologists,
reviewed these slides for the purpose of providing the official diagnosis for the
primary analysis of vaccine efficacy. The Pathology Panel was blinded to the
results of the PCR analysis of the cervical biopsy/definitive therapy specimen and
HPV PCR swabs obtained during routine visits. The consensus diagnosis of the
panel represented the final diagnosis for study purposes.

Table 1. Members of the Pathology Panel

HamefTile Address

Robert Kurman, M.D. | Department of Pathology

Johns Hopking University

401 North Broadway

Weinberg Building, Room 2242

Baftimore, MD 21231

Telephone: {410)855.2804 / FAX: {410)614-1287

Brigitte Ronneti, M.D. | Department of Pathology

Jonhns Hopking University

401 Norih Broadway

Weinberg Bullding, Room 2242

Battimore, MD 27234

Telephone: (410)814-2971 7 FAX: {410} 814.8388

Fark Stoler, .D. Department of Surgical Pathology

UVA Health Systems

P.O. Box 8D0214

Cherlotesville, WA 22508

Telephone: {434) 882.0284 1 FAX: {4343 9240217

Alexander Ferenczy, Depariment of Pathoiogy )

1.0 Si Mortimer B. Davis Jewish General Hospital
J758 Cote Sainte-Catherine Rosd, Roem G142
Montreal, Quebss, CANADA, HIT 182

Telephone: {514) 340.7528 / FAX: (514)340.7542
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Appendix B, cont.

The panel will be biinded 1o each subjects study treatment, subject PCR status,
and Central Laboratory pathologist diagnosis, and wiZ not be girectly involved in
subject management. Additionally, In crder to minimize poiential bas, cervical
specimens and extemal epecimens {including external gendial lasion and vaginal
lesion biopsies) from a single subleclvisit will be separated and assigned io
different review coycles {ses Ssciion 1.02. Merck Cocordinating Center and
Section 1.C, Procedures)

The pansiats’ classifications will also be used for providing "Safety Met
notifications”™. The SPONSOR will notify the Principal investigator gnd study sils
for any of the folowing circumstancss:

%,
Fd

¥

Histological classification of any carcinoma, inciuding CIN 3 {squamous celi
carcinoma in-situ), adenccarcinoma in sifu or sdenocarsinoma, during any
review stage which was NOT reported previously by the Central Laboratory

pathologist

Histologics! ciassification of anogenital cancer, vuivar intraepithelial neoplasia
{VIN} 23, or vaging! intraepithelial neoplasia {VaiN} 23 during any review
stage whith was NOT reported previcusly by the Central Laboratory
pathologist;

Consensus classification of CIN 273 or worse for any cervical spscimen
icervical biopsy, ECC, or definifive therapy specimen) whish is more severs
than the worst diagnosis reported by the Central Laboratory pathologist for
any cervical spacimen from that subject-visit fsee hisrarchies given in Section
HE, Table 43,

Consensus classification for any vaginal dlopsy or external genitel lesion
Liopsy spacimen of VIN 2/3, ValN 243, or any more severe diagnosis which
was NOT reported previously by the Central Laboratory pathoiogist (see
hierarchies given in Section ILE, Talle 5).
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Appendix C:
Applicant’s definitions of the populations used in efficacy analyses.

Per Protocol: 7

e Received all three vaccinations

e Seronegative at day 1 and PCR-negative at day 1 and at month 7 to the appropriate
HPV types

» Did not deviate from the protocol

* Clinical endpoints were counted beginning one month after the third dose (month 7)

Modified Intent-to-treat population 1 (MITT-1):

e Received all three vaccinations

* Seronegative at day 1 and PCR-negative at day 1 and at month 7 to the appropriate
HPV types

¢ Clinical endpoints were counted beginning one month after the third dose (month 7)

Modified Intent-to-treat population 2 (MITT-2):

* Received at least one vaccine v

* Seronegative at day 1 and PCR-negative at day 1 to the appropriate HPV types

e Had any follow-up visit after one month fdllowing the first injection

e Clinical endpoints were counted beginning one month after the first dose (month 1)

Modified Intent-to-treat population 2, restricted (RMITT-2):

e Received at least one vaccine

Seronegative at day 1 and PCR-negative at day 1 to the appropriate HPV types
Had any follow-up visit after one month following the first injection

Pap test results normal at day 1

Clinical endpoints were counted beginning one month after the first dose (month 1)

Modified Intent-to-treat population 3 (MITT-3)

e Received at least one vaccine

® Had any follow-up visit after one month following the first injection

* Clinical endpoints were counted beginning one month after the first dose (month 1)
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