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1 MREGMEIGRF IR A

YK 250 & UG T 20 T4 60 AR, Bl E KR
I7FH 24 K N 5T 28 v (B IR B A ) A7 25 Wik 1% i
Jo R B 9K 259 34 3K R U A IS ST 5T TR E
Ko ORGP F Bk R DR AT LIMESS O - 1976 4F
Langer'® B Y4 1 FRRSEPE B 25 W I IR IR 22 . 1980
AF, Yatvin i3 T HAG pH i i 70 245 49 R JiiORN 3 Sl )
DIGe I AE BTR T T 259038 32% o 1986 4, Matsumura £/l
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and retention effect, EPR N ) , BIVEL T dvfeg 1045 AN 22
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Jed AL 2 R SR 0T PR TE MR ZH A, 1987 4, Al
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B P W A0 B I B L SN S5 AR 4 it 0T B
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2 (Dox) , ]/ & B ) B 1A Doxil®4 32 B £ i
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Fig. 1 Timeline of the development of cancer nanomedicines
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Table 1 Partial cancer nanomedicine in clinical translation
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Table 1 Partial cancer nanomedicine in clinical translation (continued)
L STk EEl Bt R4 T O RE Il PRAL AL B B
R - 52 1 Abraxane HRMFL I Eiln]id
PEE & Transdrug® SN B I L
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Fig. 2 Schematic illustration of cancer nanomedicines
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R RRE SR R 44 8 Doxil®, BT RS2 —
ST 259 AR A7 O IR, 52 e L T e 9 13
ST, MR B 2 B2 R, AT LU S AR 5 25 1 25

P, BB R 2510922 2 VE . 15 Doxil®4h , i Z s
TR GIK 25 ) B ARAS HEVE H T IE R IR YT, 13X 28 g B {4
W25 FEALTE . 1) DaunoXome®, 247124 50 nm
P 1E 28 B Z I AR, F2 2 T S8 o AH G AU R I 7Y 1A
JEWAIT 32) Myocet®, JERi42 A 150 nm (YRR £ 1
BT R R AR IR , 32 TR ML iR 97 (BR
PEANEEAR) 53) MM-398%, J&hifE A 100 nm 7
FENG AR, 55— bR ws e A mE PO &0 iR b R 45 24 , 3=
BT EIRIEIRIT o WAh, i ZF0 5 Bk g4 oK 2
Py E AL Tl RS B B, 48] a0 &b Tl R T S 5% 1) A
Themodox® il Lipolatin % , &b T Ilffi IR 111 % fig o2 1A 8 A7
Lipoxal Fll EndoTAG-1 4§ , &b T Il PR 13 69 i o 1R A
THL-305 Fl LiPlaCis % . Themodox®-&— 7 i 25 % Hdi
JEMG A, 3 FH T A e s A LB S R T . S
W, 255 B AR Bl E R Themodox® ] 7E P4 35% i3 & T
2 40~45CHF B AR g BT S5 18 , JE 1/ INF 7 B
B[22 . Lipolatin SE4T /MR 25 W) UEA A B B4 i 571 , i
FHF AR/ N8R (PG, A 2 B, IR JoT 44 1) 41
J R i AR S A =7 1 e it o3 17 07 L T
PR NG T AR S LS I . HAb , Lipolatin 7€ &
H AUy B B RS IR R EHUA ROV o Li-
poxal S BV FIET 0 g ARSI 7, 38 T W 300 0 1 g
PNEYT o IR TIIEE SR R BYb FIEA AR B AT Z A i
TR, 0 R e R AR A L SR BRI IR YT IS PR BLACY
U2 IR F) 300~350 mg - m 2 A B —E PR
Bk, AN E 2 FEPE S . EndoTAG-1 & —FPBHE F
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SAZEERR A, LR RE TR Y7 R W AL o MR A i A
A LR e 200 1 K 9 T 3 T LR g A
B MR 4538 N AE o THL=305 2 PEG AL AP ST 5 B i I
38 T B S AR IR 7 o IR IRATIFGE 2B, IHL-
305 3597 XiF Z2 Pl b R B AR s B R G 4 gl
Iz AR /NN BRI S D 200 i g A T 90 R 4 L A T i
F TR/ BRAYAETG R o LiPlaCis 2 IURA A4 B Jo 1A
70, B W R B A2 (PLA2) i W PR B 259 , 16 T
B SRR o SR, I PR T A 45 SR 3B, LiPlaCis A
A B B R A R T, PR s R s e 2k, B
i A 2T TR B 1 90 K 254 © 2384114, 9F:
A RIS , PR A T AR S — il R AF X B A 24
PIMLIY A AE KBS, 7 ) LT A0 B ST A 2
HE R 28 B AR AT B SR A
1.2 KR

YK SRR FE H R R E R BER A YITE KA A
ZH BT WA R AR R/ T 10~200 nm B 8% -5 4544
MRAEY T RENR ., ERAIE LR, sk M2y
Yoy 75 R A WEEBUR A EVE T, B S R B K Y
B 25 K R . PEG 240K o 35K 7 2 ik
BB ERMERE Y, AR R EBUH R 5tz
BB A5 BHLLE 49 K e R 1 2 28 P sk I A o S
W R BT, I A 9 K e R A I VA EA B 1], I,
EL AT I R AL 7HE 1 49 K 2 SR A5 Genexol— PM® Fll Pacli-
cal®, W5 35 kg SR AZ L () 40 K i AR 24 0 il 571
PM® SR 452404 20~50 nm, H1 3 2 - R AL
BERA Y B ALY, 18 TR U 167 (i
)%, Paclical ® AR5 2 A 20~60 nm , HoBE AR 4544
HG] AT R LA I G XE P 2 1 1% MR XR-17
(—Fpded: 2 A 38 H T 00 8098 iR )7 (R
W) o R4 R R, Paclical®Ay 2% 24 1 #5 XY i T 4%
K2 B i) ) Taxol® A Abraxane® ¥ A i B2 #2 5 , R IE
Paclical® SZ 5%} Mg J 35 i & 7 IR 97, 0 L5 Ab-
raxane® JLF-— S 03l 12207 R RIIE TRy it R
BE IR Z 4 ILAk, ZFP B B 40K IR IE A FIlf
PRIRIS B B, 3 SL 90 K R 22 B A= 0 AH 251 R A A 2R
O - R LR i B R A Wl A, an gk 2 -
RREAHMRAMB L - ARE, EAIGKIRE
() 5 0 F AR IR AL 4G - 1) NK105 PR LA ) , 171
LR R O FE-R R ARANKIE A (85 nm) ,
6 T FLIRE A B e o IR 45 R R, NK105 %)
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FLMR SRR F B LD R AP A He R s 1 HLRT I G ARG e 5%
2 Mt B ) B WIAE FH CAn i b 4 R /e 45 ) |, L AR
FH M R (overall response rate, ORR) N 25% (G A& 11
%) 52) NC-6004 (i R I , 7 8 Y 5 2 —
P — 58 2 L TR 4 K e PR (20 nm) , 38 FH T B8 962 A9 36
7 o WFFEE I, NC-6004 X [ B Jie 10 92 95 28 il 2R 18
64.7% (Il IR 1L E A ) . HBAG B w52 5 15, 42
NC-6004 1425 2557 5 ik 2] 120 mg - m 2B A 2 H BLEA
HIEAIPLIATEE;3) NKO12(I IR 1)) , fk 7- 2.5~
10-FEHE B A (SN38) 2R & — - SR S SRR 9K Je o
(20 nm) , i& F T = BIPEZLIR A 55 o 6 R LI 52 %
BT, NK102 X 52 % 1 /) 240 B it s 26 25 2 A BHAE 7 28
ORR 4 22%:4) NKO11 (&K 1)), s8P85 R iR &
TE-RR A G RRANK I (40 nm) , 38 ] T 2R SR
S o WFFERW],NKO11 19 3K 2530t 4 AR (AUC)
TiF B BB 28 10 2475 , L NKO1 &5 | i R o Do ik
IS 1 A BB ) 45 ™ E#ERIVE T 5 5) NC-4016(1
PR1EA) , S 2R ER Y 2R 2, — 15— R S SR 4 K IS PR (30
nm) , i@ F T 2R SCARE . I RATPF5E R W], NC-4016
I3 AUC LBV H 249 1000 1%, 7ESh Wil |
XF 7N B i N TSUBRE Ja | F5 i F PRC ZR R S R 1
A PTG, BT i AR/ B AN R B A R
Girharitk.
1.3 ZRFRL

YK RS2 8 RUST 72 40 K RUBE S [T P B 400 oKk
5, HA5 ) E R AT AR RITE Y T (255 ) F 4
B o GAARTIURL B PR BE CUNES e P I~ = 0155 ) 23
FH e A RE RN 40 K 0k ) B AR M o e TG P A AR A
TRIE A6 R TBORL T 2 25 TG P B i 28 3 - oK
WEA] AR BTEPEY) B R S 2 It 25 siRNA |
FEATTE R . BT, ORI PRFL I i 9K 5
FLGK 25 Abraxane®Hl Transdrug®s, Abraxane®fd 4
WAL R 9.67T4C3ETT , K 25T K i 2 L)
Bz —. Abraxane® &S AZBELE G H A H BIGK R,
P BPRIAE 2 130 nm , 38 R AE DAy JEE 98 A A 1 L IR
o TEIRIRIGIT o, Abraxane® MU AE R T 22 B AT
JHRIRES TR, IR TR T R AL SEAZ B 37 Taxol® i 5 3L 4k
7| Cremophor®EL AH G 9 B2 £, 254030 J) 258 &
W, T Abraxane®iF P4 [ 85 %1238 A 519 “ B ik —
AR HE [ VEFH , Abraxane® 1) 55 A2 IR 5k TR AR 43
i 25 1 5 T Taxol®, 31 H. Abraxane® ) i K ifif 57 71 7
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(MTD) k. Taxol® 5 24 50% - Transdrug®7% BioAlliance 2%
F] 3T Transdrug i AR TFF A 04 B B 25 40 A Sk i) 351,
ARG AR R I MBI TR I | 35 T4
PEIF B RIBYT o AN, Z2 R 9K BORAL 1E A T i
PRI B B, o, b Tl PR TS 14 29 K s 32 %2
4 DHAD-PBCA-NPs #1 CRLX 101, &b FIIfi PR T 1 A K
Wik A Nanoxel®Fl1 Docetaxel-PNP, DHAD-PBCA-NPs
S — K G EUR 24 K UKL, 5 FH T A8 B R
CRLX101 J&—F i 5 & — - B 7L IR £ 22 54 W 0T L
AR FURE . CRLX101 AT 5 DU AT A TR 1R YT
WEFE R LRGSR YT R XS e BV 40 B i 2R 3
BRI L 2 M R4 HAh , CRLX101 4358 ]
FAE /AR B Al 98 25 B97697 o Nanoxel® & —FAE A 8 H
S5 RIS BEYRORIORL , HRST 297 10~50 nm , id@ T
Mo ZL AR 55 . Nanoxel ® 8 3 0005 T A2 1 25483
JIEAT R E LRI RE DAL [w) s A e AR ot 5 S i
FR AR B S5 RIFE . Docetaxel-PNP J&—Fh 2542
T 2 K UKL, 35 T 4% Fh S AR . RS R R
Docetaxel—PNP F Il 71 i1 s W2 B bsd 25 1) S A2 R
IR 1.5~248% , A AT 2 E A2 MR VS
I Docetaxel-PNP HA7 B AL (4 36 97 28R A AR 1 1ifh
IREEME . H AR GOK IR X — S 9K 25 W 0 7 Tl
WG T E, BHACYIE, hEEA S KEZ 4l
QER KNG A 258 LI585 1 245 70980 B
1) J6 5 KA 2R S k2 e 4 5 8 1 AR 1 T 5 R0 9 i R
HEAF, T REE A R, o, 1.6 82547 5, 2.4
S LB, 3425 254 TH
1.4 REWM-ZHYMEEY

R AW - 25918 B W (polymer— drug conjugates,
PDCs) 245410 25 ) 43+ 5 R4 Wil o Al 2 2L i
IBIE R 25K . RE Y -3 EERY T RS
Py A B A 5 B o B2 LI JC#E G S i I
PESFRR R, 32 2 A0 45 2R (IN= (2 J2 PR 66 Y 5 74 4 Tt Y]
(PHPMA) BB & I Z WG (AndE BT i 5R
WS ) MR A 2 MRS . HET, W BA PDCs 449K 259 4K
5115 PRI i, 1B 22 PDCs 94 K 25 %) 1F &b T it RK 56
Hi, PK1(FCE28068 , PHPMA-Dox {4 ) J2&: 27 i~k A
I R T PPA Y N—(2-F2 P9 258) S N I e e SR SR 5 -
PR o I PR LI 5 2 W] PK1 X AR /Nt e s |
55 1 BN 98 AN 245 P 7L g 45 2 B o e e v L
It < XX AGIIT 5% 2 B KL (SO0 2L i £ 8 B L/ N i il

I ER A R PP R IR A R A B3 T N-
(2— ¥ TN ) FY 5k TR s T e 1) 2R 6 0 - 25 0 AR R 0 iE F
PK2 (PHPMA- Dox- > ZL B Ji& , Il JK I 1 ) | PNU-
166945 (PHPMA—-PTX, llfi JK 18] ) Fll PNU-166148 (PHP-
MA-CPT, IR 1)) 4 . Hor  PK2 25 5] AT X5 fF
21 B 58 Mol R B 2E 1 32 1A (asialoglycoprotein receptor,
ASGR ) EL I i) V5 FF B4 2 LR e 485 4, LS FH T I 1k
JHE9 BIR ST L A0 T2 UM e & 5 30 PK2 76 1E 7 FF 40
i kR B R, SR RE R K. B4, PNU-
166945 F1 PNU-166148 f1lfii R 1K 56 25 5 [R A AS S A
B, B TERAE TR YT i AR rp A R B A B AL R
P INBEIE AR 5 o AL TG RIS T PEG R &
Y -25 Y BB A Prothecan (PEG-CPT, IIfi IR 13]) %5,
Prothecan BRI G8 & E2°0 1.7% , 3572 WK A 72
b, Y] ORAE 150 22 b S AT AR o s 1, HLR) e B A
ER e o8 e ek o v 1) OR 1N (1A N A N )7 N
SH Y Z R R A Y- 25 R AD-70 (I IR 1
WA Ho AD-70 2 B B A PR S 56 1) 4 23R -
25 YEERY) , H SRR T+ 5 298 70000 g mol™, 17
B R BT AR ZE o SR, TR SR 2 N B R
RGHEHL, AD-70 KILH BRI BRIV, 25 E I
BRI/ RS SERE R o AT PRI 14 2R A i
KREY-24HBY A Xyotax® ( Il A TIT 4 ) 45
Xyotax®J& R AR (Mw=17000 g/mol) -5 A2 BRI IR
Yy, Hoak 2 ik 37% . W9 £, Xyotax® Ry 251 30 1
SERIL AT, FLEE T 2 Fh g A, il /N 20 i il A
O L0 5, 35 o Hh A R R T 4
1.5 TFCHLEAKERL

TCHLG A R — B2 98 K B2 2R A 52 4 )
ZORE . SAEIGURZYA L, TG K BoR B A R
SHRTES AT LY, R BUR SRR, IS A2 T
TCHLGN A IBURE [5G P RE (51 4 26 1 25 25 7 S 4R P
e 745, JEHLAN KR 12 g FH T #GA YT ARG
IR JE R A% S 4k, ELAT 4k 25 W02y 7 — IR LAY B
KRG 5o H UL A ML 8 K Uk A 46 4 49 K St
Wi ALK IURE AR R AT R R F 555 . Fera-
heme Je:—Ffi 2 A BRI R P SEAL BR 9K F , B 3RAS
Il PRALE 1 PT FH 12 4 B s S8 3 0 e b 2 I 9 3R 97
IEAb, Feraheme 38 T i FH F 2o 4k sl g 52, H
FT, 2R JCHLYN R IRt 15 Ak T 1 AR o B, L
AR5 R G A HGEY S . Cornell Dots J&—FF£8
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R O R cRGDY 22 IR LA K 1241 WU PEPRIC HY
TAEACREGR R, 15 T PR € R R NG ) LR
AuroLase & —# PEG 1811 i — AL ik -4 94 K ok, i
FHTHE RS il IR 70 A IRk oL K
SO TE G0 K 25 ) S0 s A T A R e (R LA 28 4
PE— B — M TE N, T5 2 T AR Y R RN .

2 EDEMMKEGY

F B RS 1 B 32 S AR5 AL Nl
K24 4 A o R AT ) AR ) P R ek R A L P PN
ko IR A= W br A TR 32 Bl 1) 44 K 245 P e AA
PEFERIBETT A SERL . F WA A UK CAEBLIRE 2
THZIRIE BOIASE . PR 26 e b4
MLIRES S R B AR o+ AR AE R 2
WERNZIREE o g 40 SUREAR 1T 43 I 4 B S A i
S PN B2 AN SR o s 200 B FE AT s P Ie 4 it 5k 58
(A R AR 1 A2 AR R A2 AR RO B 1 32 AR A5 . I Y
B 20 B RIVRR 24 IR P 7 20 3 Sk A I A PN B M
AR HF (VEGF) (o8 HE A 3 FILIN A 248 W 266 B PR -1
(VCAM-D)5%, BT, 40K 259 2 -k 3 3h 0 1n 94 K 245
Yy, FR 2 1t © A% B ARS8 AR SE (0 H FTid = 1
T 2 S ) UG K 259, 32 B I PR 50 245 2R dil /D>
BEM2ER 53 sh A, B sh R BAK 258
FERIRE 2 220 3 B KRR B T2 R4k 259 1 4 HiLA b
S B B, DR, B e AR R | e T i
ALK 254 ) B I3 18 3 151 LA K 2 40 ) s 24
SRR ) e | SR e A A Ry S R R, 5y — T
T, 2SI 1)V FH T LA 2 968 400 X6 40 0K 245 90 1) o 5
PESREL . PRI, 32 ol 8 1] 400 0K 265 0 1 JF ARG SR R 4 K
2P R ) — ST RS

H A, A 20 % S ) B0 K 259 E i R IR
BRes, R BEAK 25 F ARG 1) MCC-465 (I IR 1
), N TSR GAH Y F(ab)2 Fr BB 2 2 LR
G PE NG AR Z B T4y Sk 5 R A 212
A SRR, MCC-465 %F GAH (M A HY Caco—2
ik 98 I B S8 R O, X GAH BH 6 38 AY WiDr-Te
FISW837 Jifgd g R AL B 5 2) SGT-53 (NG PR 1H#H) ,
PGB A Z AR S PR A B (TRscFv) 1816 1Y FH T
pS3 LB % MG BRI KR Z AW, Hirp TfRscFy 7 3
S 1) Jeb R 0 B A i B 1 A2 AR, A SE R, SGT-53

A 2 b i bR A O AR AU 5 3) BIND-
014 (I IR T8 , T2k 24 SR A2 I KR S5 1) i 471 R
RS PRI (PSMA ) F 40K B0kE . ifF52 2B, BIND-
014 X ZF g 5780 (Can mir &) B 3B /N e il 98 45 ) 3
ARSI CR BB 12547 R W AR T
2B, BA N RS ;4) CALAA-01 (Iif
PR T3, 201 , B BARG A4 W — 38 2, — A0 B IE i,
HYAR IR , 2 B AN E A RS20 1 Bl ] siRNA 44
K259, CALAA-01 KRB A N8 1 (hTE) 7] 4y
S R ) R B A2 AR E B R 2, R TR AR
Rt Ve 2% 1 CALAA-O1 H 56 I AR 36 B g & 1R,
U ELAT 5 Bh I ) T RE A 409 K 25 10 A0 I R A Al b SR 5
1 E 32 Sl ) 25 93 1% 2R B8 B & DR 2K ok
KAy R R EE Iy 1), A S m 4ok 25
JiF ELA A5 S PR ) Ak 40, AT R v bR A g
T T BRRE VR T, B ARONT IE B LSRN 2 B R A AN L R
FIRIVEF o [RIBS, AR 4R 7 30 20 0K 245 0 1) &1 3 148 M
AN I 437, BT LA SE 9K 254 04 1 IS FRL L T IR
00— R AS T 08 1) AS T A Jb R, T 22 2 40 K 25 9
XoF B R ) ) P R R

3 MRUGWMEIG KL PP

AR 25 Wy A i PR At A v i 3 1 2 PR, =
TR 2GS A RO AR 250 B R AE )
FYEREVPAG A . & BT AR 25 Wi BRALVE SR 1)
THRZ Yy e gk i i ag S8 AR A0 A [ AN
VLB AT RIS W) 20 R 25 R BRALTE i 2
BRI T AL AR 25 2518l Ty A R B A T 3
TEAIBE R o IZBRACY , BT EPR RN, T 3AF 2 ]
AR RN K 25 R LAAE R A rp A RGE B,
TIRAERY A oK 25 5 Bt U T S 2
K24y ) 0] BHLZE R R IER P B 2R G BRI B Y R 5
ENIIECFNINES IR SEIS S 3 IR N1 P S S
WFFE R, AR B f A 1R oA A S5 e g R
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Current status and prospect of cancer nanomedicine in clinical translation

LIU Jing, TANG Hao, MI Peng’, WEI Yuquan’

State Key Laboratory of Biotherapy; West China Hospital, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610041, China

Abstract Nanomedicine has emerged to be a promising platform for cancer treatment with reduced side effect and increased therapeutic
effect. In recent decades, with the advances in nanobiotechnology, much progress has been achieved in the development and clinical
translation of cancer nanomedicines. Until now, several types of nanomedicines have been approved for cancer treatment in clinical and
more candidates are in clinical trial. However, it is still a challenge for nanomedicines to treat tumors due to the complexity and
heterogeneity nature of tumors. Herein, we summarize the current status and progress of cancer nanomedicines in clinical translation as well
as discuss the challenge and future perspective.

Keywords nanomedicines; cancer; drug delivery systems; targeted therapy; clinical translation

(DL %)



