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Immunotherapy for lung cancer: new era, new thinking

BAI Rilan, CUI Jiuwei (Cancer Center, the First Hospital of Jilin University, Changchun 130021, Jilin, China)

[Abstract] In recent years, immune checkpoint inhibitors have been continuously researched and developed, and gradually expanded

in clinical practice, rapidly changing the treatment mode of lung cancer. At present, a number of immunotherapeutic drugs are also ac-

tively developed in China and gradually applied to clinical research, indicating that China has entered a new era of immunotherapy.

However, with the continuous expansion of clinical research and the continuous accumulation of experimental data, it also brings us

many new challenges and new thinking. This article mainly analyzes the development status and challenges of immunotherapy for lung

cancer in the aspects of breakthroughs in treatment modes, special populations excluded from clinical immunotherapy trials, response

evaluation, treatment-related adverse events and predictive biomarkers.
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8.5 B B, o AT R £ 3B Bl ek
69T A RO BB T WO A R B R AL — S I R
R R SN SR A BE, o L RV R R E LA
Wi % &k B A K B F %R (EGFR)/ 8] & M itk B8 #k
ALK XRE R BEIT MG R E45 BEHN K
EITIT BT %, B R BRATH T 08 %2767 77
FRRR R ANBESL T ENFEL,

1 ffifE e AT AR HY S

2017 4 ASCO 4 2 & i B /& .2 /7 % 2. 0 B X,
FRAEE B EEAREERE. TLF,
GEETERKXETEARM. —FEH, NEHZ
%iEIT Bl — &I M R A 11/111 # Keynote 010 #
W T11 # Checkmate—-017 #f % #2 111 #A Check—
mate—057 B % ° . 11 #8 POPLAR™ Fu 111 #f OAK #F 52"
EN0RHRBERLR AARER . FMEXKER
(atezolizumab) = £ &7 fifi & WY & R 7 R # 4T T
R,ER T ®Iz e & &5 7 4% FDA 7 & F T it e
ZRIEITHIM AL, B JE, T Keynote024 # R o
TR A — & 96 7 4E /N 48 B8 F JE (non—small cell
lung cancer,NSCLC)Hy 45 & ,FDA #L /B A2 F 2B T %
& B & (programmed death ligand 1,PD-L1) % ik
>H0% AT B A R B R HIREER — LG
J7 , T 4T # Keynote042 #F 57 48 R M| 3 — HE L T
PD-L1>50% fifi 18 & & 5 25 % 0% V6 T B9 B 4577 2K

F—FHE, REETHEENEAR ST RE
Be,ERE AR RGP FER G, THE
BFATRMNE FRG®RE. B4, £ RETHEAL
WESRET MiE —&ETER : EFgEF#1T
i1 11 # Keynote—-021 #F %™ F I # Keynote 189
7, B F #HAT T Keynote—407 #F %10 A0 Tm-
power131 Bt 7" B oK %% 6 T B AT A B AL T
FRENIT o Impower150 Bt 58 " 45 o] 45 2k 470 Am A
Z L& 2 i (bevacizumab) W EBR AT F B E X &
B & A, oy EGFR & & /ALK 3% 1% B & fo g JiF
R BEMETRET HXIERE. HK, 2&E
T BR A HOT 8 I B 6 T $R AT A A s TTLEA PA-
CIFICHF % "t w77 ETIIHANSCLC £ F X E R E
£ 471 (durvalumab) I B 36 7 B % R W6 97 2 R B9 #fF
REA. KRBT TRERAFTLLHRAEFTH
(progression free survival, PFS) . & £ & Hj
(overall survival,0)Ff& X, XTI, FRE
BERFEEER MGy EE R FDOMAER T AT
FARIB e IIT ANSCLC AL 77 B R 2t R eh B % .
wa, KRR BB T EREHEMEETFET R
&K F 47 WL B 2% : Checkmate227 #t 7" &R, X T B¥ /8

%A 4 (tumor mutation burden, TMB) & B (=10
mut/Mb) £ %, 44 K £ B A7 I 24 (ipilimumab)
V& JT 44 PFS 1 & W, % ## % (objective response
rate, ORR) ¥ B ZF M T )7, L a M R4, M MBI
(<10 mut/Mb) B & FF . BRZH K ET
TMB #9447 3F 3E BT 86 P2 1% 3T, H TMB R E A& F & &
R EEMATEELR, EZHAREEERHRAL
J& Bk & — 406 7T NSCLC # 64 7 1 B 3, 48 TMB fE
S IRIEITIT RTINS A T IEHE . RILZ
4h, #L # CheckMate-078 B % "*'—— % — Tl %)% 1
EEMFNA Z_RIEITRL AR, FA P E AR
= BB HINSCLC s KA 78, ]G T BT B9 A 7 53,
ERT fikte &R R A A F EREASF Y Z &N
FE AL, T — R ETHBECEZTER T,

G IRER A BT E A F AR R AT LA
ER LW ATLRE, BRELZ BRReAANENE
B KRR % s R, MUK SRR R S R E A,
Pl Bk & B o % M % % A % E F % 4K (colony
stimulating factor—1 receptor, CSF1R) #7 % |
N REBARTER A E LIRS, EHE
T AE S Z A IR M 20 f (PIN-MDSCO™®; 3%
G BREIETHR B AR REHE HHENFFE
AbFHE—FRE. B, ELZETERER
WM Bt R, (B AR 20% & 2 ] A£ 0S £ 3k 2, 40 7 Ve 7 1T
i I IEIT T A, T i a3k A5 A BE, B Ao T A Bk
G AR ARZHAR, R A B £ ZIETHE
AL

2 flifE e ia T e ARG TP CHERR “HF R A B HY
o

fiEfZEeTEABEREEARRH, ELR
R AR A 20%~30%, W75 A B IET M H A,
B o 0 2 T R 3 B AR, RO BT % U6 T T R
THHEE . BRI KT HE RZIET AR KE N
N E B R IET I KA, (8 H R AT R A,
W SRR AAIERALZ T IETT T 18~65 % K
EHMBERN TRABRNEARETNEE S, EF
BT R BLRAR BB B O I A A% B 4 EGFR/ALK
RE KRBT WY R G EHEFRHRARH
WA FE AR Ao ™A 0 PRI B 0 1 A VB PT
RETR IR E o Bk s AR, B b, AT X R R AR
R EI, EHY RRIZIETT ha AFBF, kA B
BB 58 B 3T R R o
2.1 AR E G EE

fifi e B T REHFREF £ 2 E(W B & RR R
GRA T ZIE (T FRE R RRTREA
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FETBR, FLEMAE B EENE RRIET
AT TR, SRER, RRETAE
SERREEKFTEZR W ARIET TR 5%
BETHAEAIHREFNELE AL, AL KXEEFE
F210 mg/dHIK RSB LY EMBENEE R
R R AR (6% vs 19%, P=0.02) , % 4z 0S (5. 4
vs 12. 14 A ,P0.001)F1PFS(1.7 vs 2.6 4 A )3
BAK, B M2 DA FF 46 6 R PD- (L) 1 30 %1 7 %6 97 w8
EXRAEBENER, ZE T BEUE RRIEITIT
BRA. REWM, WHAARRAARER, B Y
G5 e B A R A B A T B, Z B E R T8 R
BENZEUF2RES; ZART, £IFETER
FHRAEERBEANELR R, L H 25T
BEEREREY, WEw, TR REE
Fiti e BB BN R JE IR T T R R M S R R, R R ¥R
FlERIABRANTE,EELEZENERIETFIR
22 AtfEEANEH

NSCLC & # & £ 20%~40% & & X # % (B K & i
ITHI S B B E W H R E #ER T BT F 7 8
e PR IR I Z 4, 451X 2k B & W R0k R R T A e 4
REAm, —HAEERANAFO2012F11AZ
2018 47 1 A #A 18] AT A 8 % & 4 % 0% U6 9T 19 B B
NSCLCE B & #ATE MUK EREL T, RAMEH
A EFHHEEE L ARTEROARL S, EH
# ORR(29% vs 29%) . F L PFS(2: 24> A, P=0. 17) fa
FALOS(I1 vs 94NH,P=0.28) AT EEHZ R, T
SX R BIH R IEIT H R A ',
2.3 EGFR/ALK ® % 9 %%

Xt F IR 5h 2 E A o B, ALK R % 9E IR
R M H Y, IR IET T R . B G, BRI G
Ko HA B B B — KB T T 3 B AR L AT
F| (tyrosine kinase inhibitor, TKI) ¥& |7 & J7 »
ATLANTICH %R & R B8, PD-L1 £ FRE %
TR TREZ L Z Z677 FERIHBINSCLC £, Tk
B HY EGFR/ALK % & 3R A F1 PD-L1 & 38 A F o AT,
BB T HFANTRAEEANCHOSER, PD-
L1 5% 3£>25% . EGFR /ALK FH P % # & ORR fn % i 4% ##
#H2if [E] (duration of response,DOR) % T FH M &
# ,{EORRIAH 12. 2%(9/74), A FAr0SFu 1 48 £ £ &
BT PD-L1<25% By B % . e &% # — F K R EGFR
REHPD-LIEERIABHEGT NRZIET T H
#1277 IMpower 150 #F 58" & WK IE 52 EGFR £ ALK 2 [F
REEM BEZ—LATKIBTEHENESR XM

RETR 2 AUER 6 T A L AR ) = &7 R BUE
B HF 9T % (n=108;HR=0. 59) , % EGFR & & 3 ALK Z #
—RIENWEENEERET BT &, LR
7 EGFR TKI — £ 1 24 /5 AL %) A~ BF o 1 B 4K
24 RRETTEA B EE

WA, T RZIET EMAEE, BE 2+ 1k
FRIETREBRMTEERT I, E/RX Mo AR
FIRIETT T RBIER D . 2018 FFASCO 2 W B A
WL, PD-1 FIF A VE T W 2 09 B, AR S
FPD-LIMH A EFRELHHKCMMETHRE AR
% 41 R 4(eytotoxic T lymphocyte—associated
antigen—4, CTLA-4) #7 % 57| tremel imumab /5 175 7] 1%
B &M, B, RkIERER A ANEH &
# BT R AR, R B4R T RIZIEIT R A A B
25 ZFAFECOGPS269 &%

MEFRNEK, AR ANTFLa 2L, FHK
EEERERRENERRIE, R REL", &7
I A G % 90 o R EATH M Z AR LR CORIERT 4
JZ I T AN B & LR Y & R 3k B 41 MRS 1 R M R AL
BRE AT LR ALK LR 2 E 49 B (antigen
presenting cell, APC) & I P& T 40 f (Treg) fu
BREATH 4 M3 £ 4. MARTINEZ ™8R T # (b fu
F A Rk 2 18 7T RE RO AR KM B R A AR
TWER B FE S FEE/NRCDAT 4 H w3 X 3 7
FERITFEFNDERFENRLZBEHZC
BEFHIA TR, ABEERRERREE R A
AL %, 0% 20 J 18] 5 R & R M98 Am, % 0% 20 B T8
VTR, N SRR AR, W, EFRE
FIZIEIT EF AR B, w0k m A 2t & Chyper-
progressivedisease, HPD) B & 4 £ W T &K F 4 &
FE® AR REELEARRL AR K. 2% 12/
131), =65 ¥ & 4 B & X £ F M &L 19. 4%(7/36).
— R R E NN, AR A KIEE T F w7 RE K
NEENEEETHIHRERE, A SEFR
HRERSBHTHFRMAENHE R T, FlanT
2 Jf, 3R 9/ 3640 ) & B R I B9 B S0k 4 i
TREREHE, ERMNE N EEXERBT F
# o

e hEeE AW RAELFEL T AAM
FREBEFRNKA AR Z U™, 11 # Check-
matel71 B K3 >70 % fn PS=2 & & By — & %02 6
TR BETOT R AT ER X F BF FAOS[11.2
A Q. T6~RZEDIH T ERABHO.INARE
PS=2 1 & F L 0S X 5.4 A ,E>70 & 1 PS=2
HEAEM X HERERAHFESF, [ Inpower
BIAR"(TEkRERKe T EEa LAY E —
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&6 T B HA B R NSCLC) F,75~84 % B4 4 ,65~T4 %
BREHR<65Z BHXAHEXH T RIZIETIHRE
4, H HR 1K % 3 A [0. 51 (0. 30~0. 84) ; 0. 66 (0. 51~
0.87) ;0. 77(0. 61~0.99) 1. Keynote024 #F %2 (K %
B — 4 7557 PD-L1 FEPENSCLO) #, 5T Mt , &
FWTHAE Z 7 TIREEF,>65 5 BHHR A ER
(0.45 vs 0.61), #H ¥, 111 # Keynotel89 #f 5t
(KRR AL X E R K — LIET %Y
NSCLC) .7~ , =65 B # 0S W 4 3k 35 T # R Bk A 1677
(0. 43~0. 95) , PFS 7F 1~ % % (HR 4 0. 55~1. 02) . T
Keynote 407 #F X" B R ,>65 % BH 0SH % & T
TR BB AT F E AR A 0.51~1.07) . Key-
note 227 FF R (AR EH I A F L £ ek
B AR IT — 498 9T B BINSCLC) F , 265 # B # PFS #
%% 3 (HR 0.40~0.97),M>75 % EF H A% #u T &
¥ Br A6 97 (HR 0. 14~1. 30, X 5 ¥ #1 89 Tmpower
150 R EREMN, FI, BRSTHRERS T
— B EER BT — ROR AR (ECOG PS 0~1)HY
FEEE, 2 REEE ERME A BT RE—E)T
B, MEMREENMNFHART RESTES £,

3 fhiE R EIATT T AT E R E

R A& & B A B 607 B3\ 0% U6 9T BT BF
K8 % 5 A & &30 F R AR AR P R & AR
Ko [FBF | T 0% U6 T B8 U AF 98 0% R G kA
TE R, % b 4E & A& AR A 0, R M 2 JB (pseu-
doprogressions, PsPD)™ (HPD™' % , 8 4k H I, 4 k=
RITBIEMAn R G Fw R ER . o E 400 &
FHIEIT BB R AT EH TN L B R F R F|PD,
PsPD fu HPD ., A il 47 5 4 4 ) R 2 & 3 ok o HE it R
S HEIEE ARE. TJLE, AR R e
IT B AR R A4 2R I R ORORL B9 U A 8 R, R B SRR
M % J7 2% AT # (immune—related response crite—
ria, irRC) ™", SE4K fit 78 % & 57 A 4 4% & (immune
response evaluation criteria in solid tu-
mors, iRECIST) ® AR, F L A EEH#HATHIE
AR R ELREE T ENHETERXESN
N

T 5 AR IR AR AR A S AR KT SO AR
EHFEE,FRPDEFEAHLFLLIET. T
GERERMERNLELETHESR , EREARR
RE R FREAWEE B RR A ERKSR
R IR TR WSS LR EIT, £ TlE KRR 4
#0529k JF 2t B B 4 42 V6 97 (treatment beyond
progression, TBP) By % & K\ [& Fn & 20 B e 4h,
1 it B 4 K £ (tumor growth rate, TGR) Xt H¥ &

1T R AT B B BT BE 21T 67 Bh T X 4 HPD A0 PD; 3 3¢
EITRI/JE (LA A vEAS 41 7] % & HPD A 4 % AL, 7
H BT A TN A AR W, BB R A RORE
& 33 iz %t HPD. % [E FDA Z 1, 5 % 5 JF & TBP *f
Pv B 3 3t 26 4 B A AL XS BRR B, DA R R R B
HEBRERERBET TR

RE4wmit, 0 MBEME 2 ZETEFANEMESX
BEERKNESL: ZTH KL PsPD K & ER A
7%~10%; CHIOU % ¥ 8 % T 7~ [8] S2 4K fif 8 + PsPD B9 &
ER BRES ER A6 6%(31/471) B E A 1. 5%
(1/65) . B 4 faE 4 1.8%(3/168); B B Ht %X & M &
HPD By B4k & A 2= 4 9%, [ M, B BT e )R 52 B 17
¥ RECISTL. 1 47 1 4 524K fiF 98 77 BT 6 19 £ AT
BB R R TERERENREEF.
SRR FRNAHER KEKEHFRERIE, HE
RAFREEER TGRSR BT, 7 g
FIRIGTHRA] %35 NFERWME £ H B,

4 RBATHEXT RRMEF TN

RAE # &t & S H A6 57 7 7= & #F A6 KT
BN R R T4 fBE e i B AR E
GERNSBERERARES, FEFHA LR L
T % MR & % Z AR KA B R M (Gimmune-relat—
ed adverse event, irAE), & & LT F ik (E 2 Fu
JEE,13.9%) B M (AST 7+ 5 ,6.5% ; 45 f1 %,
2.3%) K ,2.6%) . 230 CHR IR 3 88 8 R
FELS L% B LR, EREEEY, ARV ER, T
CTLA-4 H (R 38 % L PD- (L) 1 & & B9 irAE R % ™
F T E N 70%~80%, LA Z A1 (27%~43%) . K K
(38%~42%) P 8 b 3 (33%~48%) 5 % W. 5 JR 18 ¥ 41 4
67%~78%, 44 & ¥ 4T H 62%~82%. irAEHy & £ B &k
& HWIETT AR, B AE B A R 4R
RLITAE T A — EAEE TN R R, e
ZHEHFYI IrAE 5 H T B R 3K #AE K
NSCLC B # K ik irAE F1 & 8 X FIR IR e 0 5
G RIK SR KD MR EIET H IR H irAR
fy & ,ORR A1 DCR % & ¥ & ; T A~ [F] irAE & T 2%
RAE, Bl 2 AWK Z BE N EE, A0S
(ki F|F5.44 H,P=0.04) . % L PFS(K ik & vs
1.54 A, K0.001) . J% /& % #l| & (disease control
rate, DCR) (81% vs 30%, P<0.01) A% ORR: 44% vs
15%, P=0. 0¥ E 47

EEFEWE, FCTLA-4 F AT B & = E 14
i 3k ,PD- (L) 1 47 1 7 & th Aoy &8 A 2 (B4 H 2%
BEHEMHIATELE LR A S irAE, 0 &% & MO
ALk (T8 RS k% . irAE B9 R B4 BH H AR
Bh, BT RER MW EERFSEE, —LEFE(E

are
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A B, EEZERAAE L EHIA, AT
KREANEBHFBMER; LKk, B A% 3 irAE X % E iz
WE A RORL, 1B % A8 K N 4 Bk % R A R 1 4
FEKHBEHERET:;RE A TELRXEEBRE
B TAE, TR AR I A AR e Y8 IR 5L
Foa #FHAE, B, FHTN A S HHE R
MTRAIrAERAG R EZFEREE, BWAR
FEW R RN kA R MR L % AT 4 2
M) M E T[4 & % M/ & (interleukin,
ID-17.1IL-10 %] ; B &4k ox EE 24, 8 &7
BATHRECEE; ZEREAEZET; UK
W B S RV R G 9R AR M Y B A N R,
R tm i, B BT ¥ 87 A % T i rAR B9 & #14R 4
TR R B R o R 42 5 45 Ml irAE B9 & A Fo
A8 KBTI EAIE I
5 FrFUNFREINF &

AR T E & 0 %I TT T .. TR
B ox, % /N0 M BF % (small cell lung cancer,
SCLOY 4, 3] K AL it & (.45 B 8 % J& A1 NSCLC %) .
FEBETE AR REAE R AL L B H
EETHMMT LB EE  EXREAML, BT EF %
BELT MRy T &L m &2 (P=0.0019),
BAEFERB A O0.72, &M 40,86, il 4
T XA R RO AR AS A PS T K A AT
BFEERH. BABKERASH RO THERNK
S, IT B K A AT R E B WK R BORE R
ERA A MATEY BB LR PR N R R MR R
BhplhEAXNARIEAURE FEEKFE
E,UTHRZE—EHR,
5.1 MR KR AARES

Fib 8 R 4R R E R B A AR 0 FT TN 4 % 0A
IT 97 2%, ] 4o PD-L1 & 35 B B 98 9% 0 itk B 40 B (tu-
mor infiltrating lymphocyte, TIL) .IL % 3% JE 4%
HH1. # T Keynote024" F1 Keynote042 # %™, 3t T
PD-L1=50% Wy BRHA BB &% , B N A B ¥ IR E ¥
#1 ; Keynote189"'  Keynote407"" 2 Impower131"" &
B RS, % IE T B AT B T PD-L1 B Rk Kk
S H B HANSCLC B — & B IT W A T 2 iy .
I #] Checkmate227 #F 78 " % PD-L1<1% & # & #f &
HRET,ETMBEZFIEEFBK AR ETIT R K
&, T K TMB & & M 7T & #4597, B ®l,PD-L1 £)7T 3K
W rE A E ek E ERBEUTILA®E, 84,
B AEMFRAE, wEEREA TR, FE%ES
A& (W IFNIEIT BRI IR A 5 4 f 30 L
R ROME s Bk, R A, i R E AN AT S

T B AE AR F b W e, 2 Lk
B, ER M GEBM, 5 TR ARE,

Fit T B 35 o R B AR L 4 R AR 3k M 4B R L
L5 L MR e AKX, TR
R &I, £ B4 & #E (partial response, PR) 2 &
7 5 (stable disease, SD)HINSCLC &%, 4 & i
A% 4 M1 (CD62L' CDA'T 40 Jf) B % % T & s B
(progressive disease, PD) & #F (P=4.1x107); T
SPREZML,SDEHFETETHH (Tregs) LE T
FF & P=0.0067), [, 5 A fn 2 4% 40 fE CDA'T
28 LR 2 Ak TR NSCLC % 9% 76 97 1 A AR S 401
DR — M5B LR AHAELNLS T, ES
RN R E A FMRIAA R R, LRK K
PG R E g AR R EAR B A k. A X Am ik, CD39
] Bt 2 TIL 40 b R34, ok A 2 7 & X 4 B A8
REAHERTILAR KBS T TEHFROHE
T CD39°CD8'TIL 4 il £ %)% v J7 J7 A T b ey 12
MHEXIRBERIET ERENENE A E BH W
S B o 4 AT B R, CD8'TIL & % 3£ CD39 4 F ; 7 41,
50% EGFR &4 & oy iz £ L on , 4k 9 CD8' TIL & &
(D39 4 F R A A FIRM], RE MK EH 27 6T K
R & FAE % . H b, TIL 48§ CD39 4 F & & ik ¥ & Ak
TR & 7 PD- (L) 1 iR i6 77 LA B R IF W Ar &
WL, EBTTIL. R & EXRT 4 M %% 97 %
(chimeric antigen receptor T cell immuno—
therapy, CAR-T) i it € A AL AF B T4 JE 5 7
S, — SRR MR K LI, BF 8 KO B4 B e AR T
90 ff A B & 3k 3 (Teff,PD-L1'CXCLO'IFN v ) 1, 2 4
BT BTN AR B4, IMpower 150 F R B IR, &
Teff BF B 0S 1 T1K Teff B . FFJE A * B % 4
A (tumor —associated macrophage, TAM) & A J& 4k
REFRLARZHE, R LR/ RAAKTAM
# & 315 PD-1, /N R BR B 42 AL o TAM PD-1 & 3% K [
Bt 18] 46 7 T 4 A, IR B R A M A K REE R OE M B

EW AT, TAM PD-1 89 k345 2 HAT & M & B
& F v F R 4R, B 50 AE 2 PD- (L) 1 474 77| 7T 3 3%
FEL 7 b 32 4% SR B 3 TAM B S 2 Th Bk, KRR Lt — 4 7
R TAM PD-1 R A A F 597 oA X, FHF 0 7 ik
FIEIT AR A
52 MBRAELARREAAXAREY
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