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Advances in molecular-targeted drugs for endometrial carcinoma

YANG Ting, ZHANG Bei-Bei, XIE Wei*, WANG Jin*
(School of Pharmacy, Shanghai University of Medicine and Health Sciences, Shanghai 201318, China)

Abstract: Endometrial cancer is the second most common malignancy of the female reproductive system in China
and ranks first in developed countries. The main treatment for early-stage endometrial cancer is surgical resection,
followed by radiotherapy, chemotherapy and other drugs. Drug resistance greatly reduces the efficacy of
chemotherapy, thus increasing the possibility of recurrence. Patients with early-stage and low-risk disease have a
good prognosis, whereas those with advanced stage, recurrent or metastatic endometrial cancer have a poor
prognosis. Currently available drugs have poor clinical outcomes for patients with advanced, recurrent, or metastatic
endometrial cancer. Therefore, it is urgent to find potential new targets and therapeutic approaches to enhance the
efficacy and improve the prognosis. The molecular classification of endometrial cancer can help identify potential
drug targets and provide better clinical guidance for patient treatment and prognosis. This article reviews the
research progress of potential therapeutic drug targets and molecular-targeted drugs for endometrial cancer based on
the molecular classification of endometrial cancer.
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BT ORI & 4 B BUT BT IR YT, 5 E R AR ]
15 74%~91%" s iS5 R B I () L bk A A7
MK, TV I EC LHEMARERAUH 15%~25%".

FIH AT ML, EEA X R EEE KM EC
BHE LAY . (ERSHEER AR, MR s A% 2=
IR I TR M R IT IR . g
TER MBI BIWTTE R, R IE X I AR s A AT
DARCGE e hE BB MR R T T Ambs &,
i B AT € P (microsatellite instability, MSI)«
R R A KR F- 324k 2 (epithelial growth factor receptor
2, HER2) FH P FIRE A6 T2 5244 - BiLAA 1 (programmed
cell death ligand 1, PD-L1) F&JA S IE B 7E B 2 o B
A AR SR ER LR B B L g AR e )
WITHEARNER, JFa K EH AL T
DRI, R0 B A 3 1 A 52 14 DA AR 3 431 3 AU
RS TREmMAY R LS. - RESE
EC JH8g KA R R 3 TR AE, X T 1 58 W8 72 1) 24
Wi T RS, R A EC B3 B FRE IR T 25
Y RAHEEE L.

1 ECHFHERATINR

1983 £, Bokhman" 2 4f% Ilfii i3 A1 35 45 p 42
7 EC IS — DA 26, R TR T AL, 174
FhlCE W5 N IEFE IR, & A EC 1) 70%~
80%. "EXMEBER BURK, WER AR B B, SRR
R LEREIE IR IME . Bl PR A1 2 200 LR S 40E
R PR MM ERRS RN T E NS
X, IR EZ T HEAE ML /iE . 108
JE A, RZBVER, BRI, SR AR . AR
75 B 4 Bl PR AL A BN RER, R R
B EC (1) 10%, 7 A I 32 B 40 i g o5 B EC
) 6%, 1173 EC A A48 JC W] B al s MER RN S
dctt, ZWFL%)EE L ",

2013 4, JEAERE N ZH 3 (The Cancer Genome
Atlas, TCGA) 4 EC ¥4 = K 2R AR 52t T3 1
SRR, BFE 4 DNAFEZEN (K1) : DNA RS

M & (polymerase epsilon, POLE) 2 [K %47, HA W
HHIRAEZR, 5 TCGA H R 7%, WA 5 A
PRI OFE P2S6R. VAIIL. S297F. A456P F1 S459F
ok DR E MR RAR (microsatellite instability high,
MSI-H), KRR, &5 MLHI A5 R4
K5 AKFE UL (copy-number low, CN-L), FHAFME
JEFAFFAR, H5 PTEN. CINNBI. PIK3CA. ARIDIA
1 KRAS W R K 5 = #5 VLA (copy-number
high, CN-H), k22 ()45 DUEUAR S AR AR A1,
TP53 M54, LAt FBXW7 Rl PPP2RIA 5378 7,
FEAR T TCGA 1995 41l v, 91% ¥ 3 i 4 EC &
TP53 5875, 25% 1) 2/3 2% T 5 N I FE S L TP53
RAF, WK DB 4 SRR, IR R R
P ARSI AR M MR R, EC MEAEKR
J& 5 PPP2RIA. FBXW7. CINNBI. ARIDIA. PTEN.,
EGFR. ERB2. PIK3CA. KRAS %5 3[R =254 1 1F
(RAE O ME, DR X 26 i A2 K R 1 52 4 (epidermal
growth factor receptor, EGFR). [i% Z liZ 52 14 2 (epithelial
growth factor receptor 2, ERB2). i AREILES 3- i
(phosphatidylinositol 3 kinase, PI3K)/ & [ ##4/i# B (protein
kinase B, Akt)/ Il FL2h%) 5 1A% £ #E 2 F (mammalian
target of rapamycin, mTOR) Fl 22 %4 5 35 1k 5 1 Uity
(mitogen-activated protein kinase, MAPK) 15 5 if %
(I FIE A o R i T O 2 3RR 1Y AR
M, HTIAERRKAE, XEHBE EC h xRl
ARREEIT mAb, (R NS RIS VG I7 FH 16
J77% (B 1)

K#B5r EC 22 UK TER AL 51 A, s A& P
RAF 5 3%~5%!"". EC [¥138t £% fés [ K 5 L 5 Lynch
ZE-B1E (Lynch syndrome, LS) £ Cowden £ 511 (Cowden
syndrome, CS). H:1, LS 5 EC £ 2%~3%, &
— il 1 DNA 8518 =2 5L K MLHI. MSH2. MSH6
M1 SPMS2 ()38 4% 38 57 51 A 1 G (i B A% 0
X2l 88 R EC I 26 A2 KRG B ok T RF o8 B R AL -
MLHI F0 MSH "™, CS J&— 50 %% L (¥ 55 G 4 4 2 1k
PRI, e LI R AR G A IR T AN I A R R

F1 ECHIFRERHTR

it L LA (R A e
POLEZ [H 584 AR P286R. V41IL. S297F. A456P. S459FFMPOLE By
JE DRI 8 4 0 T IX 4l 58 AR
MSI-Hj8 5245 7 A R MLHI. MSH2. MSH6. 5PMS297% Hk
CN-LAi&+5 DL %8 FAR AL PTEN. CTINNBI. PIK3CA. ARIDIAFIKRASTAF A TMSI-HFICN-HA!
CN-H=#5 Dl %0 RAZZAK AT TP53. FBXW7HIPPP2RIAZRAS s
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Nucleus

PARP Inhibition,

DNATePal"  (Gellprolferatioy  (angiogenesis)

EGFR: FREKKE 152k FGFR: RREF4EANMAEA A 752 /8 HER-2: ASRBAEKET321K2; VEGF: I N BEKK
T; GPER: GHEFBEMERER 214 PIBK. BEARELILEE3-8; RASHIPI3KSS il Bkl 42 il 7> 7 mTOR, & H#Z4H

AT T R EAE R -

Bl SFEERAYET T ENRENESRIKER

Z [A] 2% (phosphatase and tensin homolog deleted on
chromosome ten, PTEN) & [K] [ f 2 5845 . HoAth CS
M I AL HE PIK3CA A AKT1 ™, %250 i) i
BN, FOREE. S EWE. 75 NS
MEMHEARBH RSN, 2F CSHaHts
5%~28% [ AU % JEE it ECP2Y,

HETE YT EC 1) F BRI A3 TR BUbIT .
B BRI P UMY o IR, BEAE IR T
MITRE, 4 FEE WA S i J7 AE EC iR R
U BT Rk FERA A Z R, AN LS #1 CS
LI EC 2 W R KR, 508 EC 7 177
R HE ) 25 ) e R 4R 51 .

2 BENGYERER

2.1 ARIDIAEH

ARIDIA JEJEHE 8 R A RAF R 2 — P2,
ARIDIA FIEBRRH W5 WIERE EC, 214 30%~
40%>, AT I — AT 5T % B, ARIDIA = W] G
%R He 2 A A S B BT (immune checkpoint blockade,
ICB) V& J7 1) — Mg (K 00 A bR ) . ARIDIA R
AR e i IS 5 2 AN K (CDKNIA. SMAD3.
MLHI 1 PIK3IPI) KR IELA, Z5EAERE. ©
AWHFIEY], ARIDIA 520 PI3K/AKT i 12 5

T TR 328 P R0 40 P A A S P Ak, B P ) ) SR
9 B A s R 4EFE T B AR B R A Ry .
ARIDI1A F PI3K FRAZSL[RIE I bRz - [a) 78 ot 5 A0 AT
TENER 2 *, ARIDIA 75 17AE T & Fh g o,
TEF 5 N 0E P AR i v, FL IO 32 IR 4
it i e 17 5 P9 AR R e zeste B IR 1 5 T [F)
U5 %) 2 (enhancer of zeste homolog 2, EZH2) 7£ ¥ &
P ot R RO, B AR O 1 B R A T BT
BN EAE EC B3R R, EZH2 Rt ERIA
LU, WERE. WMESER. TENRRIE
ez REEMK, B ARIDIA AL EC 0]
fEXT EZH2 i) e ),
2.2 CTNNBI%[H

CTNNBI &% 5 Wnt {5 5@ R K, =45
Y Mo 1) o A AT B . © kB Wt 38 % 1l CTNNBI
() S 1 R 5 AN [ e i R 28 (1) A8 AH 5C .- Moroney
2 PV RAE W, LA CTNNBI %8 35 1) I~ 3] Fi
1~2 9% EC M IEE KRR B ZEFIC. wbd - I
% A (B-catenin) f{] CTNNBI 3£ [K #£ EC g th 4
RAEFRA . CTNNBI [Tl G B A e aiE 4,
X SR u] 5 8 1 8 A2 K K 7 (vascular endothelial
growth factor, VEGF) 0%, AEMR: DLAER B HT0S
CTNNBI F75 35 [FiR 97 R R A kst B J4Em
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AR, VI, MO R EC 1F 26% KA4E
CTNNBI 7% . #:5% VUGB By & A2 IR
Y97 ) CTNNBI 58738 e 8 35 LU 2 PR 251897 I 5%
A 583 A R K1 TG 2 & AR A7 i) (] (progression-free
survival, PFS)*', CTNNBI 7% % W, T % 2% 5 A
ST E AR EC B3, 5 H MR T E M
FERRIAH LE, Wt 38 B 0E Y CTNNBI 575 (1 b8
BE S AR 2, (HE R Wt I8 B 0] /Xt T
CTNNB1 875 1158 J ok W By hE 564 50 I 2 %
2.3 RORIEHRA

ST P — 1 S R AE 2 X R R R 3 R 1)
BoE . Wat (5 5@ MBS RRMACA, AR A&
58 R PTROE A OR  T AL . £E Wnt 24k, 4
SZARES BRI (receptor tyrosine kinase, RTK) %
B RORI. ROR2. Ryk Fl PTK7 {E NG R R &
R EE /R PY. RORI A ROR2 i 2 IR i il
FEIOLBZ AR, 75 PR B0 AE R 2B, 76
BN AR AR BR PR SRk, 7 TR 4 i vp et B SR A
AR FTIT IR T A s, AR 20 PR 3 Tl s Aor
N B PR AL RO . Bk 4h, ¥ RORI A
ROR2 )7 4 8 Bk 245 47 1E 76 15 393 S 4R 980 26 35 1) U1
W PR AR 56 HEAT VRS PP RN R BL, RORI
B EC — AN, Hognf e iz 281, EC
(Y TE Y6 7 0 A B, RORI 145 28 1 SN i yg v 1)
RIERE BN K E W 5d 2. RORI
O IE S B BUmER, S50 MbgsE . 40 ks
Py R IR B AL 5k B
2.4 KRASEMR

KRAS JEfr+ 12 S 4utoth bR R, 7E4
MWL s S, BHamAEK. W, 2. B
FE 8 25 1k 72 B, A8 () KRAS i i MAPK 5%
PI3K/AKT {5 5 %~ i, 3 E040 M ik B 16 5 Al e
Ao KRASAE NAE 5% 50 15 4 B I 52 7 A %,
i1 EGFR. H#{, #i EGFR [W4LIT 2544 8% & 4
PURIMAJE B PT. KRAS FEARRAS 547 i 25 H 2 AH
I, FRAE M PR 55 B o # FE A Tt EGER 4697 24547
SO AE R M PY KRAS 878 R4 W, T 5 18
MEBE A K EC, 204 10%~30%, 5 MSI [HE
EC f52%. DNA f&& 2 1 (DNA mismatch repair, AMMR)
D BT S W 1) T FR 4L R KRAS 9875 % ) HE7E EC
({3, KRAS 53735 ] R /& EC 1Y 5E A 8 1)
AT A TRINTEAE S S AL A3 R A B Alomari
2 DSV SIE B KRAS 9878 5t 5 2 7 4L 784 186 A= o i 8 11
BH A TR0 5 88%. i 4 g 9 A% A% W+ F- Tl EC

RS IBIT ORI RE R B MAER), I B EA R e
S M T AR (1 R T B2 T HE VR T .
2.5 PPP2RIAEH

PPP2RI1A % X % 1% 2 H Wk IR B§ 2A (protein
phosphatase 2A, PP2A) H1E & i 15 ML A7 1) o M2
5 90 i 2B KR B R B R i A . T4k EC
PP2A ' KA B, X & ME 5 18 Bk AT R %,
fU4% AKT. Wnt/p-catenin Al c-Mye {5 5@ g P, 3t
IR 21 50 R L 20%~40% F T 55 2 301 98 A1 15%~
30% 1T B R AFE AR ffil PPP2RIA RAF, H
oh R A 3R AR (P179 AT S256) & i B R M,
& EC FrefT () ¥ PPP2RIA SEH 58748 25 3 5 IR
s DRSS, I A S IRUiIE . BERR S
¥ A1 GST pull-down {54, Taylor 25 “ & #il EC 4
ffirh P179R (1) 58745 S5 PP2A-o WV 4 % ok A6 B 16
Ak, X 550 PP2A-B 1L P PP2A-C iV 3
&2 B A K, 238 PP2A 24k i 4k,
T W2 il 3% M B AG. BF4EAY PPP2RIA 7£ P179R 5878
1 w5 0 - B PR iR A i 4 L &R (UT42) H i Rk
W T SRR IS, PP2A /N TE0E 71 (SMAP)
REA M| PI79R JEAZ I IR AR & UT42 J2 T 5+
R R A K. SMAP 7 )5, R o PP2A JiE
) (4% AKT.GSK3 1 c-Myc) [REER LK R %,
JiRg AR K AR IR (H R 58 42V 1B . PPP2RIA FE R AL 2
EC ) FE A=A H 2=, 1 PP2A HIBUE A
EC WP IRTT HEAL T 3 sems 12,

3 SFHEENRTHY

3.0 R R ANHIF

PRI B A MR I SRR I S & EC RAEKR R
PR EENBURRE R, [ EC BRI, i
T2 (estrogen receptor, ER) A4 2521 (progesterone
receptor, PR) PH 421K . 8 M 3 25 32 A 45 o inl ]
BT PR S 5B A BEYT B 1, MKy
V4 R B VR EBER SZ AR T 77 (selective estrogen
receptor modulators, SERMs). 3% 45 14 #E ¥ 25 52 1A [
fi#71) (selective estrogen receptor down-regulators, SERDs)
A5 AL B 75 (aromatase inhibitors, Als) . iX
ez piE i e MELE A ER B PR, ik B PTMERL ZAE
F BV AR ER 1 B, TS BC ik B9,
M BEH 35 N d i L) SERMs, CU7E £k # 1 EC
TRITHIEAT TV, B BIE (objective response
rate, ORR) /y 20.6%, Il K3k 25 % (clinical benefit rate,
CBR) /4 36.3%, 5% 4% )X ¥ (complete reaction, CR)
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N 6.3%. SERMs T & WALz, A
ik AL A% A 2E ) KU . R 4E F) B 2 SERDs H 1) 4l i
RPN, X ER BFEEMI, ZAYCETE
P EC iR 56 kAT T HFST, ORR A 11%~16%",
Als 7] AAM ) 57 B0, D42 5 0 e R
) ER R A A . BIFFE ORI, R ity mae s S ity
MeZE EC 243 AT e/ ERa. PR MRS 3244 1) 2
ik, HIGRAEE O FF EC 13 EIESL, EC 4119 ER/
PR fH14 PARAGON 4 H 7k CBR 4 44%, Hifir
PES Jy 3.2 4 ¥,

3.2 EREERHESHIHIF

EGFR (1) A B Tk it €, EGFR
FR R 4 i AN () 14D % S R U0 I 400 i 2 T 52 Ak 2L K
ErbB-1. ErbB-2 (HER2/neu). ErbB-3 Al ErbB-4"",
kR 22 (AIE R 2 1, EGFR 7615 N JE g v ok
BRIL, TR, EGFR 7] Jli MAPK J@ik, 1§
I ER-066 AF1 &5 K 3 ¥ il 8 Ak K 7, AT -5 S0k
PR MR # k. ER 1 EGFR 1] g /£ EC 1)
KA REHEDFAERY, EGFR il ERES
EC Mg 3 2% WU IEFA R /56 K. EGFR
P, mEHFAEE B JEE S e AN e AR
Jifg v 97 R LA T R Eh . GOG [ — T 1T HIHF 72 1F
i 735 BB Je [ B & PE EC &3 R 1
20 44 BF AR DR 500 mg HAERJE, B
JEEH I E# A, A 4 2 EEM PFS KF 6 41 H,
1 A BRI EAE RN, RWFIZAGPN EC RN
HRIEAL W,

HER2/neu /& 5 i J& 20 ffg A= 4 A3 5 (1 5 5
T, TE 29 30% [T 5 K (uterine serous
carcinoma, USC) il fERIA, =& —MZFE WK EC 1%
ZetEAr S PO, i 22 Bk P A2 B X HER2/neu [ U8
PR TR S . — T I I ARG LA 7 R/ 5
T2 BEE A TG A it 2 Bk B P xR 8 HER2/neu
{10 G S0 B R T R e R T R A5 R
N, TERE - RAZEE (SEI A ) o il 22 2k st
M 32 Mk R, IS 8CPFS 8n 5 5 8 i R4 /
SAEEA L, (£ HER2/neu BH %) USC s #h %2
BREpL, HERIRGBEIK T 56%°Y . il AR Son
fd FH 4T HER2 B 50 B 40 4k il 2 R SR I & 1097 A F)
T HER2 [A1E£IER) USC, w3235 T44%, {H HER2
RN UG B PR 3 S AN 28 B2,

A 4 2 B A K Rl 52 44 2 (fibroblast growth
factor receptor 2, FGFR2) 7F % F i fiE M it FE A §
W G AN GEAS R . FGFR2 /AL X BAFAE T8

PREFE 22 A rh, CLB0IE R 5 1 5 9 A
EC [ITCH A7 B A S AR AR 2 AR O . ARSI SR B,
FGFR2 2747 1] EC 4 ffg %z FGFR #1751 (PD173074)
BAEEGUEHE ™. Bar, —H AP FGFR G
(1) 25 W) 1E A 3547 1 R 30 B 7. A o] 3% () FGFR1-4
] 57 (Futibatinib) 8 i 3£ 4 45 & FGFR B 45
¥k, i) FGFR 8 B2 1k, 1 i B i1 5.
Futibatinib X} T 7 7E /N [i] FGFR 3 [X] 20 5 48 f1 i I8
MR (B, e, 2RMETHE. 78 NEE
AR ) I B ) B AR KA E . A2
AN [A] FGFR B ) (1) N\ i 583 7% AR 155 AL v, 1 iR
Futibatinib 7] 5 358 1) & A 1k sh 48 /)N, 46/
R4 FGFR #1175 56 B4,

3.3 VEGFHIHI5

MR — R AR, 2 2R N
FEH, AR BC B RS B OCEEEM .
VEGF ML A Bibr EW/KF T 5 EC BE A
R, WFRER, 7 56%~100% ) EC F i
MR 1M N AR = RIE, W VEGE 2 [m i
FUMTEPEE AN K] VEGF BIRIE, W0 i g i
WA, RAEPURIRIE T B,

TARER B e — A B 4N JRAL S BR R (1 T
BEPLIA, REHHRI VEGF [MATA WA, & H it 9t i
IZ P AR 2. VBTN, DR ER
PUOREIT B KM EC B — 7 2k DUARER L HiHx
BT A3 TT WA EUE R 1 EC &I JLAE SR HEER
W7 B, W R, DURER TS £ Al
FE. WERIELA A RE AT EC Mos g4l A&, &
K EC B AAEmTH] o DUREREEPUI A T IS4
TE A G AN o3 SRR 2R 53 0 T6% 22% FT 21%.
TR R B S I S 6 S H A 12 AN H B i3t 8
R INA T9% F1 62%. UK ER 540 HAth 7 R0 3
22 MITO END-2 IEG VI 4558 « SR R4, %
R, DUREREAPIH —2eibyy, S8 RHEEL
BEAHLL, ORR HH 54% $&5 %) 72.7%, PFS tH 8.7 /4
ARmEE 13.0 A
3.4 PIBK/AKT/mTOR{SS & &N

PI3K/AKT/mTOR 15 5 i % 2 41 A b i &1 17 A
WA AE KA S ERERS, #z) 7B MEK.
WagE . MAEA R BBAMARW, FHEAME. BiE.
YR RUSURRE . 45 B R RELE M AT
P MBI 5 R rp R AR AR T B, PIK g A
PIK3CA %K 2848 Fl PTEN Th g 3 26 1 i & 30 .
fET A i TCGA 5T M 25 8, PI3K/AKT/
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mTOR {5 FIHEEE EC T o H 55 s, SR 58
AR i, AW P08 B K R AT S R
7, AREIEE & EC iR TT HUR P,

NRG I A A 11 % FFEEEE kP EC B
HdEAT T B 24 PIK3 #0177 (Copanlisib) [ 1T #i56,
AL PFS N 2.8 N H, A S AN 152 M H,
Copanlisib 1) &I E FH 6045 = (M6 A1 19 3 2 i
JE S R RME BC B LA s, BE A
$5% AKT 0141771 (MK-2206) 200 mg (3697, 45 5%
FHH MK-2206 7E PIK3CA 5378 T PIK3CA Wy AE 7Y
EC ANBFH 2 ii A IR, TiE A, & WL
PER B 7 (44%) 57 (41%). 0 (42%) Fl
B RE (31%)°". mTOR F 5l B2 Ab AN G 7T DA 3E
YRR A, el R TR I I A2 . mTOR 1)
A (EHP A, FatEsE . RYESEH] ) 1 11
Wi PRAR S S 1A IR RCR, {3 mTOR 7] 571 v g
SRECE BRI S, SR IE. B R
V5 B2 Al 56 Ze bl A RO 20 D T AT
HLF PI3K @ BE, Yang 53 R T PI3K 55 mTOR
0481 750 (4 ¢ 1R 7E FH AL A, % B Dactolisib (PI3K/
mTOR XUE |77 ) 2 ZSTK474 (iZ PI3K i3] )
5 Temsirolimus (mTORCI1 #{I3l|57] ) 1&-& M m] LLE
[E R g A K, 70 AREH F X% Temsirolimus [
M 25, A% i PTEN IRZS .

3.5 RADP-#ZHERAEEHIFIF

DNA 12 & lif (poly ADP-ribose polymerase, PARP)
SEAFAE T A% A0 M P i 1k 2 5 ADP A% Bl AL (1) 1,
PARP i (1] 40 fil] 5 B0 22 (1) B 5 T 4 A1 DNA & il
IEFE R OOURE TR BB, B 2T A P 4 e i
MuFET: . PARP1 I PARP2 /N4 —F 40k 7 il 46
JE BT BRI ) (15 52 F DNA Bk 241555 . PARP
o) 350 4 S FH 7R OF B . R R AT HER2 BH %
FUIREEAEH 40 5248 BRCA RARHEE S @1, H
R AE 78 1E 76 YAl PARP1 5 HAth 25 Bk &6 97 /i 41
BdeE . 1B AR s B g . LBA3S IHHIGIR
7R, PARP #Ifi5]5 PD-1/PD-L1 #iil 7B A
WO T4 3 B PR R 7 STING 38 2% 17 A& 4% Bt i
JAVER . 1 UCK: PARP 0 551 4 12 1 J& A0 PD-L1
157 Avelumab 555 F T L2 F25E (microsatellite
stability, MSS) & & / #¢4L EC BB #H iRYT, LA 35
HEBE BRI, 3 HIE#H ORR N 8.6%, 8 fil &
# 6 ™~ H PFS 4 25.8%, " fii PFS N 3.65 4~ H,
Ja B AEE K MSS 18 W I N B gk AT ik — 2P
P 0,

3.6 REWESHIFHIF
3.6.1 PD-1/PD-L14ii|51

FEL M2 77 P A B SE T2 8 1 -1 (programmed cell
death 1, PD-1)/ #2JF PEAET-HLAA -1 (programmed cell
death ligand 1, PD-L1) 40 g 75 P T i E 40 g 4
K -4 (cytoroxic T lymphocyte-associate antigen-4,
CTLA-4) 5 a2 K6 25 sS4l 1 AR 72 © 4 O  1E
J R i AL R 2 ATV, OF H 28 B ER 2R 5% e JiE 119
FIEIRIT T B (B 2)7. PD-1/PD-L1 4l )i o FH
W7 PD-1 B L fic & PD-L1 FH 1 PD-1/PD-L1 AH H AL,
PD-1 32 & & %15 T 1% 4k T 40 i 26 1 1 %5 K 2 1
— H 5 8 i A AN i i 40 AR b g R IA K PD-LL 5
PD-1 454, Gl &K 2 23mH] . 2015 EEE
R 2 i s i, TERTRF A E SR B, PD-1
FEIR G R 73 A N T B N R (75.2%) b
B 1 B B (66.9%) F1E $UE (63.1%), PD-L1 3
35 ) Ji I8 o B S 4 A 1) 5 R (75.0%) B R
IR (46.3%) 11 B W B8 (25.2%), £ 25%~30%
(11452 & 1 BC H3g 7£4E MSI-H 5 dMMR 2¢7%.  H i
AIRAF ) SR A R (3R 2) ALFE Atezolizumab,
Durvalumab. Avelumab. Nivolumab. Pembrolizumab
1 Dostarlimab &5, {14y 524 BRI H At 2459156 & H
CAEZ NIRRT L AT 197 R e vl . £ H
B 525 B O b Levantinib X4 Pembro-
lizumab 7597 MSS EC Hi# . Bfif5, 2021 4F FDA
H#eHE Dostarlimab F 17497 dMMR 115 k& 8iii B EC.
3.6.2  CTLA-435

CTLA-4 2 573% KRG MM TR — N E
FAGET fi. CTLA-4 1E4 T 40 Mo it G 72 A 7
5 B7-1/B7-2 70 FHIzEM J1& T CD28, CTLA-4 5
B7-1/B7-2 a4 A BHIE T T 4Bk IL-2, BR
T THREKRE. TR —FiHEr CTLA-4 5 B7-1/
B7-2 &5 & WPk & T 806 g v U af
FORI, 5 N B ALRE (1) K WL 5 e B ML 1
MU K, CTLA-4 /R — P 52 444 12 Ik T2 40 Al
L BOIRAS, T RE AR 5 N B S A B 455 v (1)
B 240 U7, Ipilimumab /& 55— X CTLA-4 1)
S R S AT, T 2011 4E4 FDA #EdEH T8
ST GRS M A FR, H25Z Ipilimumab RT3
EAEAFR N 22% . TE 2021 FERIE R IR IT S A
2 I, ¥ —1C CTLA-4 #1577 (AGEN1181) [l IR
s o, ff F B 258064 PD-1 #0117 (Balstilimab)
TE 2 P 71208 97 R W B I 0 S g s 3 b R I —
SE MR PRE M . 7E48:5%2 AGEN1181 X4 Balstilimab
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L aY SN (15l I LE R
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PIABABI 8 A A B b 2 DOR™,
Pembrolizumab ORRN57.1%, HfiPFSA25. 74 A,
Pembrolizumab+Lenvatinib ~ #%{k H# ORR538.9%, CRN31.5%, PRN7.4%, HAZDORN21.24H: MSI-HH
ORR 463.6%, H4iPFSy18.940 A,
Nivolumab ORR M46.2%, 51.3%H)HEPESH6A AT,
PD-L1  Atezolizumab ORR HN13%,
Avelumab MMRpBAFI F1ORR56.25%, 6.3%[1 EEPFS 64 H: MMRARAFHORR 426.7%,
Durvalumab MMRpBAFIHORR J93%",
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B AR SE AR 5

G LR 145 PD-1 XI5 1 BBt SR ik B E o i
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1 15] MSS 4 B 79 «

1 f51] MSS ¥
1 {51 PD-L1

R EC BT R, M BRE R ENAR R
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W EE TR AR YT, 8 X TR A R R 2R R 2 R
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R IT 290, WAk A AU IR R A EC

EC 52 55 W IAREG R 2 —. Bzhin T
R EC &5, FWITUR B, Mg, 2R
FONHBIRAZ M EF R . RgiyT &t I
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K2 BHL AT AU T Im RSB B FFA 7
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