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(Merck Canada) 

Indication: Keytruda in combination with trastuzumab, fluoropyrimidine- and platinum-containing 

chemotherapy, is indicated for the first-line treatment of adult patients with locally advanced 

unresectable or metastatic HER2‑positive gastric or gastroesophageal junction (GEJ) 

adenocarcinoma, whose tumors express PD-L1 [Combined Positive Score (CPS) ≥1] as determined 

by a validated test. 
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CADTH Reimbursement Review 

Feedback on Draft Recommendation 

Stakeholder information 

CADTH project number PC0343 

Brand name (generic) KEYTRUDA (pembrolizumab) 

lndication(s) In combination with trastuzumab, fluoropyrimidine- and platinum

containing chemotherapy, for the first-line treatment of adult 
patients with locally advanced unresectable or metastatic HER2 
positive gastric or GEJ adenocarcinoma, whose tumors express 
PD-L 1 CPS > 1 as determined b a validated test. 

Organization Merck Canada Inc. 

Contact informationa 

6. Does the stakeholder agree with the committee's recommendation.
Yes � 

No D 

Please explain why the stakeholder agrees or disagrees with the draft recommendation. Whenever 

possible, please identify the specific text from the recommendation and rationale. 

Expert committee consideration of the stakeholder input 

7. Does the recommendation demonstrate that the committee has considered the
stakeholder input that your organization provided to CADTH?

If not, what aspects are missing from the draft recommendation? 

Clarity of the draft recommendation 

8. Are the reasons for the recommendation clearly stated?

If not, please provide details regarding the information that requires clarification. 

9. Have the implementation issues been clearly articulated and adequately
addressed in the recommendation?

If not, please provide details regarding the information that requires clarification. 

10. If applicable, are the reimbursement conditions clearly stated and the
rationale for the conditions provided in the recommendation?

a CADTH may contact this person if comments require clarification. 

CADTH Feedback on Draft Recommendation 

June 2022 

Yes � 

No D 

Yes � 

No □ 

Yes � 

No □ 

Yes � 

No □ 
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