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BE.BH B4 %95 B £ R 2 o 5 (non-small cell lung cancer, NSCLC) & 97 7 & 69 5F 7 3t J& R 3R 35 A B, J e JR 52
b NSCLC #9787 M A% . T3k o 4 SO S A A B A7 TR 0 439, Z 0 24394 8 948
24897 % ¥ % T PubMed, Cochrane lerary embase . PE s MEHIEFEHEAEARZT 2024 F2 A1 B9 E Lk, Z5R &%
Hdk B AR & LK 526 B, B 2 XAk 40 4%, H P £ T NSCLC B X 69 R kB /Meta 547 6 &, 6 AT RS B, L4 K %
KA AL EERAR, 18 M T NSCLC %% B 3k 8k 08 57 69 A M B VT 42 69 % 2 48 % R B R B ( immune-related
adverse events,irAEs) , 547 ik 4 42 5 HE 40 0 56 T % & Be 4k 1 (programmed cell death ligand 1, PD-L1) & & ik (TPS=50% ) . £
R YA B 7 48 ( Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group , ECOG ) 4k A& 4k L ( performance status, PS) #F 5845 (PS<1 %) Z 4145 %,
Fvs 7 BT R AR K 6 Bk A T AR A S R A & B F7 48 77 (immune checkpoint inhibitors, ICIs ) -3k ¥k & 3% &

KR 3F DRI ; IR IE T AR T B R A
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Research on Immune Rechallenge in the Treatment of Non-Small Cell Lung Cancer

HUANG Furui'?, MIAO Chunlei'”, HOU Kun®, ZHU Benben’, PING Yaodong™>*, WU Shikui'* (1. School of
Pharmacy, Inner Mongolia Medical University, Hohhot 010110, China; 2. Depariment of Pharmacy, Peking University Cancer Hospital
Inner Mongolia Hospital, Hohhot 010050, China; 3. MOE Key Laboratory of Carcinogenesis and Translational Research, Department of
Pharmacy, Peking University Cancer Hospital & Institute, Betjing 100142, China)

ABSTRACT : OBJECTIVE To summarize the research progress and beneficiary population of immune re challenge in the treatment of
non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) , and provide reference for the treatment of NSCLC in clinical practice. METHODS Using key-
words such as “non- small cell lung cancer”, “immune checkpoint inhibitor”, “rechallenge”, etc. , a combination of topic words and
free words was used to search relevant literature from PubMed , Cochrane Library, embase , self-built databases such as China National
Knowledge Infrastructure until February 1, 2024. RESULTS A total of 526 relevant literature were retrieved, with over 40 valid arti-
cles. Among them, there are 6 systematic reviews/Meta analyses on NSCLC rechallenge, 5 clinical studies, and most of the rest are retro-
spective real-world studies. CONCLUSION The effectiveness and controllable irAEs of immune rechallenge therapy for NSCLC were
analyzed, and it was preliminarily believed that patients with high programmed cell death ligand 1 (PD-L1) expression (TPS = 50% ),
good performance status (PS) score in the Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group (ECOG) in the United States (ECOG-PS<1) and longer
initial immunotherapy time were more likely to benefit from ICIs rechallenge.

KEY WORDS: non-small cell lung cancer; immunotherapy; rechallenge; therapeutic effect; security

it ds S T ] ot A [l g R RN BT T R e 1Y
MGVERE 2 — o 2022 4F b [E BT T R B e 1)
FBET B B HE 55 1O e AT R
PP s Ml v A3 DR /N 20 98 (small cell lung
cancer, SCLC) F13E /N4l it fili & ( non-small cell lung
cancer, NSCLC) ,Htp NSCLC 28 % Wiy, & mijE
85% LA I,5 ARAAERRARAR o PRI VI A R

BEEWE : hO R RS2
EERNT: WA, &, ML UL
Tel: (0471)3362423 ; i ilh 4, 55, Wb, #cf%

7 0 - I 25
BT %

T E 2GR 2R 2024 45 12 H 57 59 55 23 )

TR I SRR NSCLC,,
AR, SRES 7 IEAE NSCLC [Y9A7T P EUE TR
RIEJE, GIEGEHUMENR I AR L, S 167 vl DLSE K
BE B ICHE A 7] ( progression-free survival, PFS)
FLA AR Coverall survival, 0S)) . Ge b2 S
#159) (immune checkpoint inhibitors, 1CIs) J& H \llfi &
I FCE iz BT 2547 , % I 1CTs A T4

B o 45 AT — 252 R R U8 B (ZGC-YXKY 49 )
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BIFSETT 18] - I JER W PR 2452
Tel: (0471)6653172
- 2293 -

Chin Pharm [J, 2024 December, Vol. 59 No. 23



M T 20 M9 AH 2 Pt Ji4 (cytotoxic T lymphocyte anti-
gen4, CTLA4) P24 st -8 11 1 ( programmed
cell death protein 1, PD-1) K240 st -85 H i
{4 1 ( programmed cell death ligand 1, PD-L1)"*' [ &
& 1CIs 1£ NSCLC {697 Jy T HUAs 1 AR Kk g, (HAE
Il RS e, TCTs 3 T I 45 17 22 1) ) A AP A, 497 4
B ATRE 1 TP 2E J (progressive disease, PD) ol
A A B 2 W (immune-related adverse events,
irAEs) i & A T ARG AR 1R S0 9T, #22 Ja 2i 4k
7o (B BRI Z 122 E A R SR A BRI
UL T HS S Einy 7 vl BESE—Fh I e A B, IX T3
WEFR A S BE PRI , B 245 I A e IR eIy 7
JE R B R B A N, 85— B IR] R AR S T
JEFRREZ IR YT o X ARG Y B 1 A B
O R B B2 2R 8, 0 v Jed A M A 7 0, DT 4
Hlgep UE R B & &, JT4E ke, NSCLC FEPk kA
ST SRAE NG IR E R Bz . T LA B
AR ASSOH S T AR I PRV 5 S LS LA
REAE SR PR IR 7 /E NSCLC J 3 Hh AT 58 1 i,
AR NHE, LU NSCLC S - Pk U 7 B2 1t
I&IKZS% .

1 NSCLC BEEZ REIRTERRIT
[ Ak 27 2013 4R A% filf JE O K8 3 T

BEHLS BRI AR Herp 14 43l 28 25 32 1 ATy
FIBR G EIRYT ,6 BIHTIRESRAFR 73 i (partial
response, PR),5 1|3k fita 2 (stable disease,SD),
WFFE IR I 11 ] 585 AT SR A7 3, JF R K BT Y
irAEs, AR, RS ST RE (2 4F) S R 1 i
S U AT MR AT RE AR 5 o IO
R AR T R R SRS

HAET, ENW e 27 17 R e iR 1CTs
FERRER AT . 2022 A7 1 55 7S Ji Vi Dl i v Vg 12
I B ENZRERER 198 £% Z08 NSCLC 4 17
JEFFR A IR AL R X T ICTs 3R 97 T a2 R A 1 3
NSCLC ##1 & , e 4% 1CIs PEA7H Pk —IEE
AR IRYT RN, HFFPRSRER A ICLs BeA o s
A R EUROT AT RE S A R [, B RKNTiE
WHE T Al s PPk R TR0 R R L FE R AR R
AP PD-L1 3Rk FAE IR S, AL, ] ICTs
HEFT PR B I irAEs % £, BARH
T ARA Tt 1CTs PR AR R A, (B T 3L
AWFFER, FE 0TI 1CTs Fk iR NSCLC &
(SIS H3A ST SR . R N AM IE 72 AT Y
NSCLC o 35 F 4k 8 A9 it PR 336 (3% 1), i) LR H
NSCLC & 15 1 W) 46 S iR 97 1 25 K 2 PD,
ICIs FEPk A AL A5 B4 1CIs |2 > 1CTs R Bk
& 1CTs e HoA oM 254, T~ 900E9E B RIS T

KEYNOTE-O1085% "' ,KNO10 J&—TiiZ bty IV, BB, MR L Ta Rk,

R EASATHAE /D4 0 f 8 (NSCLC) % 7% F kB 9 1l IR R

W I PRI B X WIEIRTT 1525 IR FELE R KELE R RbR
NCT04507906 Ib/Tla 4 IC1 PD RIRFNIC AT + R B E ORR DCR .PFS .08
NCT03977467 it} X PD-1 #1351 PD P[RR ER BT + K ORR DCR .irAEs
NCT04670913 my e ICI & ICI + fby7 ES74 REFIBREGT + P E PFS 0S.ORR \DCR ,DoR %% 41 A1
NCT03526887 1 EFrZl  PD-L1 PD TR 2T ORR PFS
JRCT1031190032 my A& ICI 5, ICI + {kJ7 SETEIE PD-1 ) 0S PFS TFS k& 1CI J5 1R i %
UMIN 000028561 T H A PRFICHHT PD RAI BT ORR PFS .08 & 4x 1
NCT04725188 j18it] EprZrts  fPWz + PD-LI PD APBF AR + DTk AT PFS 0S.ORR .DOR
NCT05941897 i EprZhls  PD-L1 + 442 PD Ceralasertib + B F L B ORR DoR .DCR PFS.0S . TTR

T 1CT — S K sl fM il 50 s PD-1 — B2 P PESE TR -1 PD-L1 — 2P HESE TR THCHR-1 5 PD — SOk i s ORR — MR 4 (A4 RECIST Wi A 58 42 Z% il w718 4> %
SRR D ELA]) s DCR = PO il 38 [ ARIE sl LAY RECIST ARifEZ /D 6 A WY5E 2500 (CR) G (PR) BRPDHREEAE (SD) [ LUl | s PFS — JCHE R A A7 0]
CIBIFFEIRYT T AR BB B U AT A SR BRI FE T2 T] ) 5 08 — S AAA I OB 26T TT 4R 2 AT AR SR SE T A I IR] ) 5 irAEs — S8 A R BRI ; DoR — 545
W 7 B[] (A5 — YIS S BB — YD HE SR BFE TR IR D) 5 TTR — Wl RE I [6] A3 T 8 BUARE RECIST 1.1 YR & LAk 2 H I ) s TFS — 5K MR T
S A]

ULARR A AL AT T RGN/ Meta
IIHToR B ELSCE S NSCLC A3 S e Ak A 1Y
FFR, Xu 25 AT 1S 35 A L S LR 5 A
442 Bl 1E 41 4 1CIs 3697 )5 4% 52 1CIs 7 3k A Y
NSCLC 87, WAL 1 ICTs FPR AR5, 45 R B
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TPk 9 ORR Al DCR #1i% F %) & 1CIs 877
(13.2% vs 42.4% ,P <0.001; 51.1% vs 74.0% ,
P <0.001) ., #14f ICIs B J5 JC %2 9 1 Jie 5l s 2R
irAEs J5 45 25 1 J8 3 452 52 %0 9% P Pk R ORR
DCR ¥ TG ICIs 3697 WA B PD i 45 25 1) &

25k 2024 4 12 H 57 59 55 23 1)




% (ORR:46.2% vs 20% vs 11.4% , P =0.003;
DCR:84.6% vs 90.0% vs 55.0% ,P =0.002) , X
5 Feng % 25 {IAY meta S Hr B 55 45 R — 0. B 58
B 2 7 AR 5 45 R VR YT I SR LL A PD BYC irAEs 1]
15 1R T B S5 A B 1Y b AL T R AR A
('median progression-free survival, mPFS) ( ik %] vs
214 H v 5.2 A )0 M Cai S A
irAEs 5058 B [ 58 7 B 5 45 1RV 9T 10 & R PD

&2 NSCLC %z B4k & 897 BUL &

M 1R IR YT B E A 51 % ORR F1 DCR (ORR:;
34% vs 8% ,DCR:71% vs 39% ), L) I3 WilF5EHy
FH e E P AR 9T A Bl R 1CTs /Y7, A 1
IRFFEHR AT Ak 5 R PR R AT B RCR
#UERN 2024 422 A1 H, HETC & &R TEWX
F NSCLC FHkiR B AT (2 2) , T LLE
S50y A b R PPk 1Y ORR #il DCR A
JIF R B AR S 50% 11 835 0T LAk AR P ik 25

. Wk 1CIs 152 FIHkALAY ICTs
e e ORR/% DCR/% Hif; PFS J5IA Herwl ORR/% DCR/% Hif; PFS

Watanabe!4)  Anti PD-L1 21.5 57.1 3.7 PD Anti PD-1 7.1 21.4 1.6

Fujital15] Anti PD-LI 0 33.3  PIEFIERNHA41:2.8  PD Anti PD-1 0 26.7  HEFILHL 1.9
FEARFIIC T4 6.0 APk b4 2. 8

Fujisaki [16] Anti PD-1 36.8 57.9 113 irAEs  Anti PD-1 7.4 100.0 15.3

Gobbini[17] Anti PD-L1 49.3 75.7 13.0 PD,irAEs  Anti PD-L1 16.0 47.2 4.4

Kitagawal 18] Anti PD-LI 35.3 52.9 9.7 PD,irAEs  Anti PD-L1 5.9 58.8 4.0

Furuya [19] Anti PD-1 21.1 63.2 3.4 PD,irAEs  Anti PD-L1 2.6 34.2 L9

Niki [20] Anti PD-1 45.5 63.6 4.9 PD Anti PD-1 27.3 45.5 2.7

Katayamal?!')  Anti PD-L1 34.3 68.6 4.0 PD Anti PD-LI 2.9 43.0 2.7

Fujital 2] Anti PD-1 58.3 75.0 6.2 PD Anti PD-1 8.3 41.6 3.1

Xul2! Anti PD-L1 + chemotherapy 35.0 83.0 5.7 irAEs Anti PD-L1 + chemotherapy 22.5 85.0 6.8

anti-angiogenesis

anti-angiogenesis

FPR A AT AT B8 5 T TE 1 I S AR A —
E X R I ¥ B (tumor microenvironment,
TME ) J2 R [0 4 A 255 J57 200 B ( 2 o 2 4 240 ot 7 e
JEANMD) 1M A8 LA S 200 il b ik Joe 55 2H Y 52 2 M 45
X BT X IR 10 A A L R B3 T RO R A O B
YERT o 1697 ] BRIBI 1], fi g T B 35 v BB K A — R 81
AEAK, (AR X PR S8 7 S I L e
URIRST ], JiR T PR 45 v ] RE AT R 1) S g2 410
HIZHRE, TniESTPE T 400 (regulatory T cells, Tregs )
WEUR PE 30 ] 48 Jf ( myeloid-derived suppressor cells,
MDSCs ) A1 fif985 #H 5 B 1 41 il ( tumor-associated mac-
rophages, TAMs) . 3 & 4t i fi& % 41 1] 471 Jieb 34 fe 732
S o SR, ZEIRYT (BB, 3 2 Gy 100 1) 240 e %) 5 i
MINRE Al BE 2 & AR 78 AL, T BUM R B v i s 4 ol
I/L DT i o PR SRR Y 7 O RICR, 5 S T 2 e
e T 20 (cytotoxic T cells, CTLs) Fl B 2R R 45
i (natural killer cell, NK) ] e % 75 5 22 45 21 i
FATERTE R X SEA O ) 14 i T ARG s 470 g S
B, (A g X PR S iR YT SR b, 4
HLPA 5 (i TL-10 \ TGF-B 45 ) -t ] RE 2 22 Jif 83 Gl 34+
S5 P SR B AT T DR 285 5 b JR PA B3 v ) 5 A e
BRCETAEAN ) R DA 5k 70 06 4 i DR A A A
S J 9o 114 A R D928 SO, DA T A i T 9 i 92
o E 22 2k 2024 45 12 F 57 59 4555 23 )

JRE o BTG A, Bt R A
gL CIVEE IR S UL P gl L1 /€ 1 B ook e
Wk v al BE K ARk, DTS2 M) 2 B S B PR 25 M
TAMERBLI S RO o B R R B 11 22 )y
TSP TT LA i P-PR AR IS A A 2 X288 4k
ATREVS S S BE A I A DR IR B e A
JEFNGIAE Mt v 55 2D .l TR SRR,
A DS M e AP S 5 i Bk R R s, 18 g HLAE
7S MRS LRl RV E s

ST 1CIs FRPRIRAERR E B A B BT AL,
ARARAT WA T TR I T RE PRI SR B H AR 45
18, BEAh, i B 1CTs FEPE AT 205 R 54T ICTs
FHPRA Y ST RGHEAT RS LG, DT BE i 5 53 b 5t B
ICTs FEEEAIL T HoAtL iR T

2 NSCLC EEaEBEkKBITHREE

H AT, e PR YT7E NSCLC B35 Hh Y7 Rk
TH BT AT UL, 8 G e PR R Y 2 ARt R — A
F R, Cai 27 (1 RGEVEIEM/ Meta 23 BT 45
R, irAEs [ {5 15 I1CIs JR97 19 28 3 Pk R 1Y
FFA BN GO0 (=3 90) irAEs (1) S XU 5 T
WG ICIs, Cai 25"t % NSCLC g% ICIs P4k A%
W2 PEHAT T 500, SRR PGy T AR L, FERR AR
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JG irAEs B kARG KK 41.5% (OR,0.71;95%
CI.0.16 ~0.57; P =0.48) #1 27.5% (OR,0.71;
95% CI.0.08 ~0.20;P <0.05) ., &7 -k f% 7] e
I i fE BR A ICTs 3 (6] 8 21| 1Y irAEs (1) 28 7Y
R AR JE T Allouchery %67 i 52 T 9% [ 245
Yy e (FPVD) thg i T =0 —Fh =2 %
irAEs H- 52 1CIs 45 1, 5 4k 22 (i ] 1CTs PPk kY
B SR BN, 61, 1% 1) B & 6 B Pk B A
HRk=2% irAEs, 2] — Y 0 5 H W) 1 irAEs =3
T, MR A =02 —WBERN T =23 %
irAEs, ;X W] 1CIs FE4k in] fEA 2 5 B0 ™ H 1Y
irAEs &4 o H TIZF R A T 20, b il
Fih 41 1% , [543 T S /8 UE i b i) B
NSCLC KA G 5] irAEs J5 #6842 41, (3
R —ESFE M., NSCLC B & s FEPk R 1
W o> AR, B UL, kS =3 AR

&3 NSCLC %7z B4k 8 2 4 M 445 o 3 5L 8t

JRE S e R R BB R MR LA . Dolladille %) 3%
HEAT 77— 30T [ B | R DA TR 24 4 % e BA A O
PRVT ICTs PRk % 9 22 4, 3 02 H AT OC T FF Rl
TSRS IR I7 42 4 1 1Y A 2 5 5 R [l JBt 1 F 5%
(F3), MRS R BoR, 53E APk 6 AH L F
PR A A T Y irAEs [ LU B R (87.3% s
85.1% ) (HE AL E HE AL (10.5% vs 11.7% ), H.
PD-1/PD-L1 fi] 35 B8 245 34 97 L Bk & ¥R 97 75 2k IR
irAEs &4 5 TP CTLA4 253897 (71.2% wvs
15.9% vs 12.9% ) . 22,29 1/3 BEERP)E
SIS Z i A irAEs , Hor 85 5 48 98 s
R KRBT o ARRNE X NSCLC #1752 H
R W5, i — L HER IR H AT 256,
irAEs J5 [ 5 2 15 B8 PRI PR AR S e 30 07, TR sl A
SRR T A 4R B I T B AT R R 1 A
PO R — 2 ik

=3 FA RN

TR KA 1Y irAEs
ORR  DCR

BEBE KA AEs (1 PRI EEE/IL PN

Lk W (%) 2% (%)

WIIRYT kK

S irAEs
(%) N %)

5K irAEs A irAEs /% /%
NE (%) FET-HL

Mouri[30] 187 49(26.2) LT Sl 7 21(11) 7(33.3) 1(4.7) 15(71.4) - - 14.3 857
Santini[3!] 482 68(14.1)  PD-1 +CTLA4 38(56) 13 (34.2) 8 (21.1)  20(52.6) 10(26.3) 2 47.3 815
Kitagawal 18] 17 10(58.8) PD-(L)1 17(100) 3(20.0) 2(22.2) 9(52.9) 4(23.5) 1 5.9 588
Takahara! 32 24 9(37.5) PD-(L)1 24(100) 5(20.8) 3 (12.5) 4(16.7) 1(4.2) - 8.3 45.8
Nikil20] 11 4(36.4) PD-(L)1 11(100) 0 5(45.5) - - 27.3  45.0
Koyauchi 33 592 79(13.3) PD-(L)1 16(20.3) 30(5.1) 0 5(31.3) - - 50 87.5

3 SEEkEATTRIIRE AR
3.1 PD-LI %% A%

B PPk AR M RE A RR A A0 R 52 4, PR TN
AT 2 PP ROV TE AR 25 A HF (R AR At B OC T2,
Niki 25207 [m] Bk i 4 T AT S FE PR AR A 11 45
NSCLC f# 1y PD-L1 &iEKF-, 45 R B, fir 7 12
7~ PR B HA PD-LI 5835 7K (tumor pro-
portion score, TPS=50% ) , Fujita 2120 1 12 5%
SRR 2NN B U E 2 S e i w1 I K 7
Jo R A2 IR IR 3R BT, B A GK B R
(CR +PR) i NSCLC g #Z# B A %5 (TPS =80% )
MR PD-L1 Rk SR, 75 —W0F 98 700 1ok A
N H ARG 35 24 $52 PR T 1Y
NSCLC 84 , & BRI 205 PD-L1 ik /K
Joo R, H R ASRESE A M PD-L1 kK
S AR LU U NSCLC 8 34 4 93 -k A 1) 485
RAHRETIA MU IEE R A , PD-L1 53Rk K
F-(TPS=50% ) A fE & 8 e 52 T PPk RS B
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YT 09 53 F5 i 9, B R SR b 75 i — 20 i i 5%
HER
3.2 {R#E W H (performance status, PS) 3 4~

Furuya 25" AT T — 35 [8 854 BA 31 BF 52 5K 3T
i ] 2 ) Bk BT B8 24 A g5 P Bk OB YT I 3 NSCLC
BE N AT k. WM AR, 5
PS PE43h 1 8,2 ~3 AHLEL, PS =0 43 3 OS(Hi i
0S:AR3k3|, P <0.000 1) FlyE 7 2< W Bt ] ( time to
treatment failure, TTF) ( i TTF:63 d,P =0.012)
K, Gobbini 2571 /M1 T 144 £ 130 NSCLC fE
1 ICTs FRBkAk4E R, & B PS 1744 0.1 Fi =2 fi 18
B AL OS 2359 NR, 1 4 AR 1. 1 4R il W,
X5 PS PR R (PS <1 73 ) UE AT Al REAE AL
PEFEPR AR P AR 55 o
3.3 At Rmikiy R E KA

FESEIR SR Y7 I ] ) 1 J s mT B 2 Ui e 3K
FENTEREFE . Levea 255 PRAS T 1k [ B 5 1 e
PaPErp 1517 2 R R S 5 B NSCLC i 52

25k 2024 4 12 H 57 59 55 23 1)




ICIs PRk AR 1997 3% Levra 230 54232 ICIs WIIRIA
J7 <3 MHBBEM L, 52 01R 1Cs 3697 =6 1~ H
(HR0.19; P <0.000 1) f1 3 ~6 4~ A (HR 0.56;
P <0.000 1) P EF A2 G PR A2 OS 3 m.
DRI, W46 S8 167 I ) e P S5 3 50 A T B ATk
PR £

4 NSCLC & %EHEkiRFERg
4.1 REBE I BT E AL

A 0 6 408 575 3 0 G 28 Tk A 0
BLAE A B 4y 2% & & X% 1A 8 5 4T T 4R i
Gobbini Z£ 7 3\ ,2 ¥k ICIs 34T =2 i (¥ b XoF 73k
Wi PES A5 80, NiKi 25120 ISy , 4 FEbk ik A
52N 1 EB 2 (A ) B B B S I 1 R (1. 6 A
Hos 4.7 4R ) o TEE SRR RIS W8RG
JTAN ICTs Pk AR 22 6] B A7 763697 Rl B 1A o st
ICIs e K, SRR AT S FERR AR, W U7
H Ry ICTs 7T REAFAE TR I LRI 3R P 2 UIR)T
FREE 25 P AT LA BiboRg 40 i TR IRAR 2, 9F L
iR R S AL R > I AR B
WUMAE 3 AN A N EEHEFT ICTs PR
4.2 HEBHREETH T ERE

B T S SRR T I, WA S R T
J7 Z 2 75 AT DL T T Pk AR R M OR A5 o 1) 4
o Hirano 258 58 T — 19 B 73 12 52 5 g il F)
BLfY NSCLC %76 PD J5 P 2 g il Al o
PORYT , 25 DI IF R 234 , M i 42 B R A BT
ket , Bl TS B2 31 R R R R
75 Niki 25O HGE Y 11 35 32 %58 10 7 TRk Y
R T B 2 B S BB BB A T
FEPRAR T 10 44 B F 3% T Ak AL S HE T, 1
SBE R TSR B H0A T3 B (27% ) ik
B PR,2 {5 (18% ) kb T SD R %o %A — w5
3BT 18 ) B £ 4 52 4 5k A1) 0 B b 1) BR
BABTIA YT I R, PR T PD-LL 30 i 70—
B 5 PR BB, 45 SR R, 18 Bl R R A 1L B
B PD, H % f & ik 3 PR/CR, PFS U K
(2.9 +1.8) A sl )y 38.9% " 4 |
JiE s, o 6 5 BB, TPk AN e B S 0 R VA T
TR A (] By PD-1 410 s 30 0 J2 A5 8, T % 1 7
PR T[] 26 50 19 PD-LL 401 4 50 7T 6 2R AR
o (R, E R 09K 22 BOUTF 55 B8 2 /N BE AR [a]
WESE , RIEATLEIT I3 M , R A B 2% AT A 14 i s
PERF S SR — A B TE 2536
v E 2o 4 2024 4F 12 55 59 B4 23 1

5 & i

ICIs £ NSCLC #3547 93 O 4 32 3 ok i %
A, I B W AR Al o A SCAEE T 1CTs Fi-3k
3R A%, T A I PR AT 5 LA B B S A FEF 5T
LA Y 1CTs FEPEAOR: NSCLC 5221677 YA ALk
o HsE T ICTs FPRARY B 2T AU, dE— 28 o b
PR 3R 45 AHE, BAR T &, ECOG-PS 373 &4
(PS<1 43) WG SR 7 I R ALK ) iR irAEs 55
FAR A B A W] RE PR AR A . AT, AR
B NEAARBL LA K R AE T8 b5 55 KR, ] RE 2 0
PRk MOk a5 NHERY 25 PF SR, HET 2 86 T
NSCLC (1) 1CIs -F-Hk 5% 1 BIF 58 22 by /N A [m] Josi 2
G, B — € R BRI ARG N % AT R I RIS 1
WFFT , BLAS TPk 7 8T J 3 W PRAFALE , I ]
HilI N\ T2 6E (artificial intelligence, AI) £, Fiil
RO, 48 I K EE A=y NSCLC [ 5 $2 it
FEBRIRIT IT %
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