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Progress of CTLA-4 and PD-1 signaling pathways

in immunotherapy for human solid cancers

ZUO Qiao-Zhu, QIN Wen-Xin*
(State Key Laboratory of Oncogenes and Related Genes, Shanghai Cancer Institute, Renji Hospital,
Shanghai Jiao Tong University School of Medicine, Shanghai 200032, China)

Abstract: Immune checkpoints of cytotoxic T-lymphocyte-associated antigen 4 (CTLA-4) and programmed death 1
(PD-1) are negative regulators of T-cell immune function. Inhibition of the targets in the two pathways results in
increased activation of the immune system and provides novel immunotherapies for melanoma, non-small cell lung
cancer, and other human cancers. The roles of CTLA-4 and PD-1 signaling pathways in inhibiting immune
response, including antitumor effects, are largely distinct. Clinical outcomes of immune-oncology agents inhibiting

the checkpoints in the two pathways may vary based on their differences in mechanism. This article provides an

overview of the CTLA-4 and PD-1 pathways and their implications in solid cancer immunotherapy.
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CTLA-4) FIFEF AT 524K 1 (programmed death 1,
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BRI L TR AE S B SR YT, U B
AR I T 20 B AR A G L P A IR ELANHE
M AEPUAE 90 KU RSO T FT R

4T CTLA-4 1 PD-1 15 5 I i AH K S B 25
A TR LE R S i T TR RO R e, AR
FLERIRAH O BT [ A AE SR U R E 3R T
IHeE S 16T B T RE R

1 TZRAE G E I S e o Eiki%

SRR L VR R S R B BN A Ak 1 OA
B, PRI SEAARE (1) S e iR TT ROCR AT A A7 3E i . Dunn
S DI OR I, RS I E RGAR EAE AT T
THERHL PR, R =AY B, T i R TR
TEBRIARIEDUMIR AN . WIiG T 4 s 2 N8
AR, AT AUE S M E FrIEM . et
JiRg sk FE v, T i 5244k (TCR/CD3) 54 2 hiE bt
Ji K B 3 2 2H 2R AH 25 1 B A AR (major histocom-
patibility complex, MHC) %f 7 1 45 &, J& h TCR-
PUERE -MHC 490, RIF=4: T 40 i 5 i iR 31
W2 —REES s RIETHURIE 240 (antigen-
presenting cells, APC) & [ FIECAA U1 B7-1 (CD80) 1
B7-2(CD86), 5 T 4Hffi i 3Lz ¢4 (4 CD28)

B7-H3 B7-H4

e

T cell

b, A TUERIE R ES. e, T
N E PSS, MR G 2wl
MIER - B S B A S OSSR . R
FAAE RN AR E], AT T 4 M T A SR B2 AR
JFEBOE AR (40 CD28. ICOS) M3 4mi| 244 (4
CTLA-4. PD-1), [Hit, 25 R EShE T 410
FE PR, R0 T I S A BB T

iR 22 17 5 H i 2R G Ak T R R I B 1 S i
Jei, BPEENHEIR I, BoRTE i 22 AL e R
G My, ALK R A S SR AR R . ARG A
DRe S« IobIe oA 358 Bk T8 4 B = A 1) B 92 1 )
Gy PR B oAb, R ) e G SR 5 1 S R
T EEMER . BRI, 2 R 2 i = Rk
PD-L1 (PD-1 ligand), 1585 298 . I /N A il oz
B e 2 Y, B S T g0 A R I ) SE ) A2 AR
PD-1 254, $0) T 40 S S, BEAS S Bl e 40 A 1)
Ao WAk, iR TR 5T %) S A 0 1) 240 e Jok
O3 VARG Z R I TL-10 25 1A RIS T 40 M 1) 3453 1% 12k 5
WE T i@ 25 MR IE CTLA-4, a4k 4h
A APC K AR BT 455 2 Pl K FEHD I
F o o8 B A 558 %8 6 7 50 CTLA-4 F PD-1 %%
17 5| JEC PR o 1 R ML An P 1 TR .

Treg cell

CTLA-4

&1 CTLA-4F01PD-15<%75 |2 7 ik iR B9 HL



£y

FEFRTs % CTLA-4FIPD-115 Sl B 18 SRR VR 97 Hh i 0 it J 715

HIBE AT, PR G2 b G o H i A i 2
1) 8 B R AP 5 e B il i P, B
T, 30 ok L 40 o) P 3 A T A B 2 T 4 i
AN SRGUIIRE S, T ACRE A BT RE O o

2 CTLA-4ESi8Eg

CTLA-4, X Fx CDI152, Fik TGk CD4"
A CDS8'T 4Hijfl, 1978 E45 K. CTLA-4 5 CD28
VR, HBE S BR AR R SR b1, LRI 22
FEI5 Tk B 45 i APC 2 TH 19 B7 4> F-. CD28
SERIMERIERIAAE T 40 SR TH, 1M CTLA-4 ik %
1R T 4EM0EH, FFT T IS A A By K 3%
Bt 5 4E Fl. CTLA-4 PA T CD28 43 1 10~20
51 55 A1 )1 51E 4k B7-1 (CD80) B¢ B7-2 (CD86) 4
TFaEE 1,

CTLA-4 73~ ¥ B o7 X A5 428 52 1A T 2 IR 41 1)
F£ ¥ (immunoreceptor tyrosine-based inhibition motif,
ITIM), CTLA-4 5fcth4s &5, ITIM H (1S & R
BRIEGE IR A, W] SEAR B 0 I SRR B IR G SHP-1
A SHIP 35 2 454, X LU FRBEE L6 T 40 fi%
WA E B S T AR R, A T 40
MG (S 5 % 5. Bk, CTLA-4 5 B7 54+
1454 BefE [H 1 CD28 5 B7 454 7= A 1 L s 5
S U, e T 40 S B S

CTLA-4 7 T1F T AP 540 52 T 40 iis 15
SRS fEVIGE T 40, CTLA-4 471 M i P,
% CD28 5 BT 4 & ARt 5 )5, CTLA-4 i
i WA R Rk T T i i U kAl I,
TCR 15 538 B ST A 1IE ) Bk T CTLA-4, fii )
UM R TR, IS 4 B 2R 1 1) CTLA-4 5 B7 4y
TaEE, PN IL-2 B9 S A R 3, T 4080 3
7308 4% B g BEL By 1

CTLA-4 7 % 3% 2 4t i o Ath 75 THI A8 % # 55 24
o AT T 4000 (regulatory T cell, Treg) £ #) 4 4
Fik CTLA-4, Refg M0 T M Dyae, 8757
A0 JE A it %2 U Treg W@ i CTLA-4 K i APC
T CD80/CD86 & /K1, M #ii fil] CD28 L i
Bis5E ",
3 PD-152i#BH

PD-1, MFrCD279, EETiEEIT40E. B
YA AR SR AN M S A R T . TR A ) S A
CD28 FK 7, BAIEF TS T 41 24 35 b &
ot @ i 5 RS 4K PD-L1 A1 g 44 PD-L2 (PD-2

ligand, PD-L2) 454 1M 15 T 401 1) 3% 1. PD-1 &
RN T QAR BORFEE L, JF B R BEAE A 41411,
DALt PD-1 15 5 I8 B i DA S LR A% M S i 52

5 CTLA-4 g A A [F], PD-1 5 AK45 4 )5,
I8 o B IR Ak ITIM % 4 9% 52 1A s 2 IR % 4 0k )7
(immuno-receptor tyrosine-based switch motif, ITSM)
R TR R BR AR A, W T AR . ARV DK
IFN-y fil TNF-a [)43 3% ", %5 TCR Il PD-1 %2 4& [H
B G, PD-1 524K 7= £ 115 S ¥4 BE W TCR {55
N SHIBEERIL, RS T Aisie "', 78R
FA IR G B E R, T 40 R R EEOE SEC T A
L P, s i M B 4 B e T PD-1 B2 4K (1R
ik U, T B M LA % 7

PD-1 BJECAR 53 A+ 42 )72 . PD-L1 £ #EKik
FMEAL R A, JEE A, HREHE A E
DR 70 R 5 S 1 208 T SE B4 U 5 PD-L1 €
IETEZ AR AN R T, BTS2 T 40 M Th BRI
AN A R TS . PD-L2 3 B85 TR 9 Ram
JLFI AR AL, AT AR GO B B AR Ak T B 15 5 R
ik T HoAl 40 e, 5 PD-L1AH H, PD-L2 A H 5
PD-1 S & ISR F ), 580 = 7E o % L& RN
tVE A [F] P, Akbari 25 P HF 58 2 B, PD-L1 Al
PD-L2 W 255 5 108 B4 75 30 F AR 28 0 240 e B B A AH
SVE . B W PD-L2 {5 5 3 % fE 3% 5% TH2 41 i
Thie, i PD-L1 5 CD80 44 el T 4 Bi .
A, PD-1 #0175 7E PD-L1 #1 PD-L2 ¥ 4& 15 5 i
6 B AN [ (R

P9k T Treg 40 L () PD-1 1] {3 Treg 4H itd 1)
BEBE, T 0 G % B . PD-L1 AR5 1 3 Yl 4R
CD4" T 4l %A%y Treg A, il id (2t Treg 48
JL P35 5 RN ZE S T A T A S B AR Ah S5 R IR
PD-1 FHLIKT 7 RE % 100 % Treg 41 B X5 2N T 41 fifd f) 17
e =,

4 CTLA-4PD-1{5 S i@ MBI A LA R
FreR R A

CTLA-4 1 PD-1 {5 5 i f#% FH W7 77 75 S 44 i e
TBIT B Im R AT AR AT ARG (T A% ks 1 R
ARKIEE T RE AL A ImKR N KEITRE,
$i CTLA-4. PD-1. PD-L1 {8 50 [ i 44k I 52 ol 2
25 i VB R (the United States Food and
Drug Administration, FDA) fit#E S FH T A 208 . i
Jas B e S 22 B SR B Im PRI TT o« AL EE VR
HAERBAZIE . Wi w55 S s v S H it 5
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BEfE . CTLA-4 Fll PD-1 5 5 Jd B4 BT 1) 43 S 45 L
1.
41 EEZRE

BEFFEL R 55 KNSR M,
G BIRIT ER T AR 35 PifihiE 2 FDA
s AR (TR 9T W U R B SR AT A, B RO
REAE, XA G B G . Ipilimumab {E
9 CTLA-4 $ifi|71) E Se e FH T R LRI 7 IBE AL,
BEAERIFFTY R, FFTF 2011 4 3 A # FDA #t#EH
TIRIT M IR 2R, AR T PR 3R sk A
A BELIT 6 7 15 AR X ) W
4.1.1 CTLA-430I 5697 B Rt e

Ipilimumab & —FHT CTLA-4 (14 N\ Y5 . o [
Prik, 25— AR SE AT DLRE K PR 2R R
MR (overall survival, OS) 254, #£— T}
1 861 |2 Ipilimumab 7577 [ 1 3 22 8 2008 5 1)
OS 7t KB, iz O0S K114 MH, i E#E
(1) 3 SFEAAFHN 22%, I H. Ipilimumab REEFE I 1E
B 1 S €0 00 R AR AR B

T Ipilimumab 8245597 U A R, JF B~

%1 $#1CTLA-4. PD-1,

R 3~4 GRS, Jyd e Ipilimumab V69T
B ERBEAERAENE, ILEZ2EEZR, e
HAtyeIT 77 Z BAF TR E . 57 4Baia
I7 B — T R RS AR & 9697 R R Ve B S i
NEFFER %R, 459 EI~, Ipilimumab B &k < B
FeIA < LR B 25960 9T A P H9T 2%, OS K 2.1 A4
AP, BT = ER YRR, Ipilimumab BEA
B E] VTN R R M R R R B BT
2P 5FEARBEAIGIT B0 — TR AR RIS B 70 K
I, Ipilimumab LA 10 mg/kg 7E RNEHBNVRIT AEAE KM
AR EEFARVIRE 0S. HeEmdmLt,
5 4F OS 73 51N 65.4%. 54.4%, S5 4ETim bRk
I 5 T B R A A 9 73 il BL 48.3%. 40.8%
T R 2H ) 38.9%. 30.3%. #R M, Ipilimumab
AIRMER IO ALY P S ) S A P A s 55
AT — I T Bl PR 5, Ipilimumab DL 3
mg/kg SRR EBRG BT RARE, &
W [z % % (objective response rate, ORR) &y 50%, 18
NMH OS N 67%, 18 A~ H To itk @ A= 473 (progression-
free survival, PFS) 5 50%, XA 67T I H LL 2

PD-L13 ARG AR IR I8 M R

A 25 4R e AR 8 F BBe B 3 7 i
CTLA-4 Ipilimumab FDA#tHE: HEZRW
M M B Al k3G . Biw
. &30 SEWk. BYE. IR, JREE Y
Tremelimumab 10 P S e AN [ VAN o 2
3. FiE. TROR . FUARRE . BEARE. SEME. R, nidliRe. Basi. BE
AGEN1884 T HA: o S0 ek
PD-1 Pembrolizumab FDAHLE: PAGEW . B/ DA SBUH SRR . & ME A Sk e
IHH: B, . R L. 4 E s
L e e g
Nivolumab FDAfILHE: SEEZEM . /NI, B, SHMER SMRER . Sk s an i
i L 7 g
. B, SRR, B, M. 458
IHA: B30 IR
Pidilizumab MH: B WREDR . 2 RPEE ke
PDRO01 [/11#A: sefdom
MEDI0680 T/T0HA: e 0k feh e
PD-L1 Durvalumab M. SRR . ik
[13: SEE M. SRR
Atezolizumab FDA#L#E: JRE E R B/l e
MM B9 O 5L
1A FLI
LY3300054 R PR
KN035 I MH: sipRsm

VE: BRBRIE T https://clinicaltrials.gov/
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CTLA-4FIPD-115 "5 I8 I 75 SEARJR 16 7 H I AIF 7Tt 717

VB 9T U I R R Y. A, Ipilimumab B A
BRAF 38 i 477 41 55 Vemurafenib. Ifil 5 Py 7 4 K
TEHEMH AW T — it g, Hh, BHT
Ipilimumab 5 Vemurafenib [&] B4 A 25 77 A2 7 & 4K
SRR, TR T VE R R R RS B TR SE,
iz OS A E 18.5 N H, (HBAKR MG IARST 84 A 1+
HBE— B I0AIE P,

FAth CTLA-4 #0175, 401 Tremelimumab, AGEN-
1884 1l AR A o IEAE AR T g . Horbr, Treme-
limumab H T4 77 58 €4 298 IR R I8 24 T TTHA
4.1.2  PD-1/PD-L1il 67 J (o 3R ik g

Pembrolizumab J& — Fj 4= A & VE 1gG4 B4 4
PD-1 950 B4k, T 2014 4F 4 H ¥ FDA it v H
FIVRIT 4 Ipilimumab 5% Vemurafenib 497 Ji5 i3k & 1)
WA (208 . Robert 5 P (B 7T F, 4252 Pembro-
lizumab VA J7 () & DL 10 mg/kg ¥ 2 J& / k. 3 A/
WA AW, 5 Ipilimumab 2H (3 mg/kg) #47 LA .
25 I 7R, Pembrolizumab 4 2 J& / k. 3 J& / kI
SR Z Ay 5N 33.7%. 32.9%, Ipilimumab 4H ()
N % KN 11.9% ; Pembrolizumab #H 2 J& /&, 3 J& /
W 1 AEAEAE RN T4.1%, 68.4%, Ipilimumab
YK 58.2%. Ik, Ipilimumab 4H [ 7 5 I g B 2
N 20%, 15 T Pembrolizumab 28 [f] 13%. 10%, H
JEE R EAZF BRI, T Pembrolizumab
Ipilimumab Ifi R 22 4P 4F, HAGBEIFRIT L.

Nivolumab 1 & — 4 N 1% 1gG4 44t PD-1
PTTREPUR, T 2014 4 12 H # FDA fitut TR
JT 2 Ipilimumab 5§ Vemurafenib 7577 Ji5 3F f& i # H1
BEZE. W KIL, XT BRAF RASH B
FH 3%, Nivolumab ik < ELEAH L OS F1 ORR
J71H 8 B AL, Nivolumab H 35110 1 FEAFER
N 73%, ORR Ny 40%"",

XT T 1 B BRAF [ 14 11 JB 1, 3598 & 3%, Nivo-
lumab F1 Ipilimumab (KA FHEUS 1 23 197 2%,
7E 25 [ Bl ik BT 39 BRAF B 1k S8 (0 2008
(] — 2R 97. 1 Larkin 25 P (8 50 o, 945 f &
ZEI0 9T I MG U R 0 3R AR R R 1011 B AL o T
#| LN =4 : Nivolumab, Nivolumab+Ipilimumab.
Ipilimumab 2. 25 12 /N HE, =4 PFS 4354 6.9,
11.5. 291, ORR 4354 44%. 58%. 19%, fh
AT WLER A 4 B B R AR, {H 3~4 R B
15 3k 55%, 1 55 B4 4 R 16%. 27%.  TE
PD-L1 B i & 3 v, 1G4 2H 1 A0 B 42 B ¥ 3%
= AL PFS 23518 5. 11, 34 H. 1fifE PD-L1

FHE 8, A AL PFS £ = 4140 5k 14, 14, 4
A H e I R R 1 25 R AT AE 2016 4F 26 [H Iy
PR 98 #15 2 (American Society of Clinical Oncology,
ASCO) FEE i b, 18 MH EBE AL 25767
HI7 T, JF 5 PD-L1 1Y) ik & 1K &2 BRAF [1)
RADIRATE R . 7] W, Nivolumab F1 Ipilimumab Hk &
RLFVRTT BRI A BRI AL DL RS R
5f] Pembrolizumab. Nivolumab # It #E % v 2 4 2%
JRIT I — 2 2.

4.2 PR
4.2.1 FE/NH il (non-small cell lung cancer,

NSCLC)

G 95 A 2 A ) 5 £ R T A e D e 3 NSCLC
PEEE TR BRIT i, JCH R IR IR —ZRIEIT RIH)
Bz PD-1/PD-L1 #I#i17 Nivolumab. Pembrolizumab.
Atezolizumab 35 T\ 4% J5 7€ 2015 4E, 2015 4E, 2016
A FDA it H 1697138 NSCLC.

Nivolumab 5% %t (1) 4497 25 ) A b 2 A B S5 1)
Pl 7E— DDA PR 58 . 272 7 I A iR
NSCLC 35 #% b8 #1177 i £ Nivolumab 2 (135 )
2 PO A2 EEA ST 40 (137 N ). Nivolumab 21 F14,
ST T AL OS 20518 9.2, 6.0 NH (P <0.001), 14
HEAEZRAN AR 42%. 24%, PFS 435109 3.5, 2.8 A
(P <0.001), ORR %%~ 20%. 9%, I H. Nivolumab
AT HH R 3~4 0| S N WA T AT 4L, 430
N 7% 55%, A, PD-L1 ) %55 7K F A 52 i
Nivolumab [FJya 7 84, 7] W Nivolumab EbAL ST
(97 BB 4. 1 — TURE FE 45 R FE I 4518, 1E
Borghaei 25 Y X} 582 {5 52 5% — £& A T 11 i 39 A fuk
R NSCLC & #f 5T 7, Nivolumab 21 14k 7 41
[y A7 OS 43 il N 1220 9.4 4 H (P =0.002), 18
AN F OS 435114 39%. 23%, ORR 235124 19%. 8%.
fEAF KRR A, PD-L1 BVE ) 35 $ % Nivolumab
M2 VLA REIRIT Ja I RCRARRL, 17 5 ShtR 41 i fili
JEAH 5, Nivolumab X} PD-L1 BH 4 ) JE G%:4R 41 i fil
B SOR AT . SR, LRSS IR,
TEME A Vil sR PD-1 #7088 ) ¥5 97 68 0% L ALy
H A9 B8 4 197 88

Pembrolizumab 7£ 7497 NSCLC 5 T B
FRICR . — D T B PR i 56 2 7~ Pembrolizumab
197 %5 PD-L1 (&A% UM K. X T PD-L1 5
5= 50% 5 1%~49% )3, FALR4E PES 437
F12.5.7.2 40 H o 3~4 G I SEAE ML IR 5T H N 9%,
FEFIANPEZ . RIRIRFEACBIGR . X T 7T
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4EBHEIE T Pembrolizumab 75 PD-L1 &%k, & H
b5 97 TR I A NSCLC A i il B B 5 o
FWUE, 52 L2, Pembrolizumab 7F
PD-L1 PHP%. #HYG 73 (1) 8 3 NSCLC b B &
T R 3R B — I e PR iR 36— 2R sE T
Pembrolizumab fAEERYE. 7E Reck 25 7 gy Hff 5¢
Pembrolizumab 2 Fl1 4t 57 2 v £i7 PFS 4 %1 A 10.3,
6.0 ™M H (P <0.001). 6 A Pembrolizumab 4H i
£ 80.2% I B A7, ALY 49 72.4% (P = 0.005).
HF &I 45 7, Pembrolizumab C. 44 FDA it
#E T PD-L1 3Rk B 2 4 NSCLC ) — 4077
BRIt 2 Ak, PD-1 15 5 38 2% oo % A 25 A 300 1) 770 76
NSCLC HHE &6 77 B H B0 7S AR AR AR OT 8, 4
Pembrolizumab 5 Nivolumab [fJBX & 168)7, &7
MSWIT BOTERAIRTT, DA AR S I G
KA SUVR T R I TS . S A AR ) N
NSCLC HJRGPEIRITITRE T — R R

Atezolizumab & —Fh 4= NG 1gG4 441 PD-L1
HLTRE PR, T 2016 4E 10 H 4 FDA it 6
T &R AT I 3k e 1) % #5 # NSCLC., — i
TG AR EGIESE T Atezolizumab b 22 78 2542 B 4ot
AAVEYT I 1 NSCLC BA i HYTA. 45 R IR,
[E R A VR Y7 i, Atezolizumab 2. £ K2
W 41 f2 OS 43 Wil A 13.8. 9.6 > H. Bt 4h, 7
PD-L1 5% E MR ETVHF, {H Atezolizumab
J5 OS #4321 B3, S bR 4 A e A0 = ShtR 40
i B OS AR A ML B R BY
4.2.2 /N i (small cell lung cancer, SCLC)

5 NSCLC M J, #eyifa A sS4 il 55 /£ SCLC
HH R R R AR TR AT IR B . b — T T Il
RIRIE KB, 7E 147 # SCLC HB&, (LA 42 fi
(28.6%) 2 %o L H M S Ge (A AlE S PD-L1 ) 3R 3L
B, Horh, 20 2 PD-L1 [ # % 45 T Pembro-
lizumab 597, N 7 A7 A/ 2% (partial response,
PR)(ORR Jy 35%)*", £ % — i f Nivolumab ¥4 J7
SCLC it ger, 3 N A VRIT 521 SCLC, 4
A Nivolumab #H. Nivolumab + Ipilimumab 2, Tit
PD-L1 3Rk 4], 455 ORR 43514 10%. 23%,
H HBAHEAE RS P X e 7
HFRAEAE 1T/ MDA RS, DU e Hoxh 2 &
K SCLC VLS 54057 705e& B FH B97 238
4.3 FF4HREsE (hepatocellular carcinoma, HCC)

HCC 72 fes T N 28 A: i fi FR 1Y) 3 B A g 2
—, AREIT FBRUVERR. £ HCC E&H,

Tt S B B S A d ) ) = P AR Je 2 B T — 8697 I
W, HOIAEAEHATE 6.5~10 A H 2 i) U gk i
28993 2R AN AR ORS PE AL 5] & 1) HCC AT Sy 4
WP ORI R BE, TSR T g aess Y. HCC &
& UL AE M 2 RURT 9% s PD-L1 ik L ™Y, R,
o A T AL AR 7E HCC A A B 3808 4 N A
A S M AR B8 1F 75 st v ¥, 7 — 101 Nivolumab
1697 HCC B3 1 s ke, 47 A&
2 NAEFAS 5E 425 (complete response, CR) JFil H
WA, 26 7 T AT hi6yT, 2 Al T RlR
NI 20k, BAA 17 AL s o Ee . ot 2 A 3R15
CR, 6 {7315 PR, fEiX 8 &+ A 77 EHT 3
ANHABFEARF RN £ R 42 67 7] ¥4 I
N EE H, ORR KN 19%, TEE 9 ASABS OS N 70%,
55 124 Hi OS A 62% ™, X LIl R IR 6 45 R,
Nivolumab X} # i HCC, JUHZ—ZIRIT H R ERHL
AEJe G IT a XOR A ik e HCC, B —E )
7R
4.4 HbSSARE

G A AR R R AT R AR &5
Jda  FE T ik B R A LAt SRR R VR T H L AR
TEBEE, £ 40 5% A T, Nivolumab Lk
mTOR #fil 7 (R 4E 5] ) BAT 5 4 7 sk ™, i
PD-1 HuA A 9 B 40 M fie — 2 v6 97 DL S bt & i
B A B ER A ) 77 27 Ipilimumab 555458 89 LR PR
It IE 76 JF &, Nivolumab - 2015 4E # FDA it
TP E A sy e gk e ) B . (E45 B
I, WEFR I, PD-1 HUAREAS L& B 8K 1)
45 H e B T B REIT R MR A REIEE R
JibR A FE DR 2 2y T I R B, I 1 872 MR
KA, TS ECAE B 58 B0 R S AR 73 AR
Az B 3f H PD-L1 AN RIAE R B E Bk 145 B
g, DRI, 40 PD-1 HUE AL RE S BT PD-1 {5
SR, FENG R E 5 S R G LA TR AR K
AW, WEAZRXEENE L., EEATSMER
7, Nivolumab 2457 B T H T 7 28 ™7,
9 B AR T2 RS A5 A T VR VR T J0 S T itk
ERg BB AL T BTiE+ . Nivolumab. Pembrolizumab
E AT 2016 4 5 . 2017 45 3 4% FDA itk
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