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PEE YR T 7 AR A R DTk, X P R B
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B . AR, H A7 PD-1/PD-L1 #1171 %5 T S 44988 [ &
A AN 10%~40%" , L2255 1697 5 B
TR R R IS o T R HME DA A K e
FIYE T 9 F A T PD-1/PD-L1 #7154 IR
B o PRI, 34K e 250 R T ) AR b & DA AN
i 1%t H o6t PD-1/PD-L 1 #0772 B A R 4 3K o (1) 98
i S, BN T I PR EE L B I B SORTE ) 75 5K
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A E YR &E . PD-1 MIPD-L145A )G,
PD-1/PD-L1 15 5 18 B # W0 , 12 11 #1101 T 4 i 1 3%
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PD-1 [ 7 —NECAAR PD-L2 3 B3R I8 T SR 41 i
R 24 LR B 4 M SR T 5 5 98 90 A 1 B B 958 14 5 T A
KO, BT UL B, B 5T # JF K T #E A PD-1 #1 PD-
L1 B0 . PD-1 #0057 A7 BAAN 5 72 40 i 2 1 1)
PD-1 454, i BT PD-1 55 PD-L1 Al PD-L2 ] 4%
G WS T MBI i 1t . 0 PD-L1 4] 77 0 R
BEAE 57 M b 5 L& PD-L1 454 , FHLIBT PD-1/PD-L1 @
B, RS T A0 M 1 B RIS/ BE T PD-1/PD-L2 38 i
(% FARAE A . H AT FDA #LHE ) PD-1 30 774
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2.1 A MirEH

2.1.1 PD-L1 8400 PD-L1 &2 H i o 7 i) 32
AR END AR IB T A3 BN AT T2 R
{HFEI A — E A ERTE. 2016 45 FDA fitHE
| pembrolizumab 1 T [ 5 46 i PD-L1 53Kk (>
50% ) [ 86 #A A /)N 41 B2 Jifi 98 (non-small-cell lung carci-
noma, NSCLO) ] —£kVG 77 . k4l ,2018 42 ASCO K
2 F A I KEYNOTE-042 B 70 45 5 BR , $252 pem-

2R A5 B M ) 1 30/ B M NSCLC B 3%, 8 A 77 1
(overall survival, OO T4IT . X LR T pem-
brolizumab A PAfif B £ %] i NSCLC & # (PD-L1>
1%) 5% 289,

SRM , 38 1o 46 %8 2H 21 4k %% (immunohistochemis-
try, IHCO K I & B PD-L1 Rk BAYE , AN Z k5 i
X PD-1/PD-L1 il 67 =0 Mo fEsIE TR
JUICR AL ARAE 707, PD-L1 B 20k 1) 5o th ] 3k
281 PD-1/PD-L1 #IH FF7E (R 1)

brolizumab — £& i J7 ] PD-L1>1% H. EGFR 5{ ALK

1 PD-L1IERFF AT S MM ISR 5T R

I PRI 70 RIT T % Pa iy i TRk WA
CheckMate 017 FI Nivolumab %}t Z Pifh3€ify7 PD-LI<1%  Nivolumab#l Hif708:9.64H  EIfEEPD-L1<
CheckMate 057" W HBRARFIHEBRIR NSCLC 1) Z VA AE 4 H470S:7.8MH 1%, nivolumab
ZE IR A AT QQEBE VT PD-L1>1%  Nivolumab#l FALOS: 13440 H  BEZFEMIE AT
Z PifhFEd HALOS: 854N IR EK
PD-L1>5%  Nivolumab #l A 0S: 17240 H 1AL OS(HR:
Z Vhfh e HAL0S: 774N H  0.78)
PD-L1>10%  Nivolumab £ 7 0S:17.540 H
Z PifhgEd A1 0S: 7.7 H
PD-L1>50%  Nivolumab £ HFf7 0S:20.6 1 H
Z it gR tf70S:8.04 H
CheckMate 227" Nivolumab & Ipilimumab PD-L1<1% I % PFS*:45%;  PD-LI<I [J &
(CTLA-4 D67 wf HOLPES: 7.7 H I 1 4 PFS
75 1 7 (TMB=10mut/Mb) HRGHHXHALITZH) . &0 47 PFS
FITV BB 1% NSCLC i 0.48 ST AR T PD-
* L1=1% [ 84

PD-L1>1%

1 FEPFS % :42%;

A7 PFS: 7.1 4 H
HR XA 4D
0.62

HR: X H (hazard ratio) ; PFS: Jo ik fig 4= 47 1] (progression-free survival)

(R Bt , 988 41 g PD-L1 R 1A 7K V- 1F N PD-1/PD-
L1 A1 700 R A 0 s 350 i A7 AN R A G DL R T e
45 : (DPD-L1 Rk BA 5 i B, A [F)
AL PD-L1 RIA ZAFETE % 5 ; PD-L1 RIATE I
AN [F] B Bt 22 R AR B A8 Ak s A R R 7 77 Al
S2R20H PD-L1 ()3 35 ; (2) 1T PD-L1 A [A I} & ik T
Jief g &1 A0 G 2 4T, DR L3 e THC A& PD-L1 7K
I, A RN G 4 e 3R AK 1 PD-L1 5 (3) AN [A] A il
PG PR BB IR 1 R A AR 2 5 e A N &5
ARG LA sk B, 38 Y] 7 B PD-L1 Al 3 — 5 4
Ak, 7 B 1 75 A I 7 AN B s A 3 4 — o
2.1.2 B 24 477 (tumor mutation burden, TMB)  [ifi

5 AH SR PRAREE Y J2 , TMB 3R 3 H R 4 17 2380
DAEF, IEM AN DB BT . TMB $i R = R 41
TR 5 R RAL 5 AR A R R A H &, — AR LAAETR] X
RAF CFBE IR SUE AL IRAS 57D S B 1 Mb &
DRI ) R A H S R . TMB By » WU b e 8 Jf 2 2K 1
PR 2R B2, Ml 55 T e d T AR, 1L
PR PUIR S BT, 2018 4F , TMBAE N AEWbs &
Vs — i sk 1 3% [ [ R SRS AE M 4% (NCCND 45
A 2019 458 — iR, F 2K 9 1% 7] B8 X nivolumab 1 &
ipilimumab B} nivolumab H.27497 A I NSCLC 3
A FCUESE T MR 4144 TMB X PD-1/PD-L1 i1 7]
7R RA R TIIAEH (R 2) .
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GOODMAN 258 [a i {4: 4> # TMB % PD-  {X TMB: 1~5 mut/Mb RR:4% PFS:Ak &

1/PD-L1 #5677 £
[F) JPIR T 23 ) T AE

1 TMB: 6~ 19 mut/Mb RR:26%  227H

= TMB &8 B
TMBE# N KHIPFS, JERE LT
B I PR 3K 2

15 TMB:>20 mut/Mb RR:45%

CheckMate 227 Nivolumab (& {£ TMB: <10 mut/Mb

Ipilimumab J& 77 IV #15k

HRMENSCLC i 5 TMB: >10mut/Mb

POPLAR#FZY &ML TMB(bTMB)  bTMB=10
%t atezolizumab 597 —
skl i iNscLe  PTMB>16

B T R bTMB>20

PFS: 101 H (P=0.0005)
A7 PFS:3.24 H = TMB 85I

TMB & & T3R5 5

AL PFS: 7240 H K7 PFS
PFS HR:0.68; bTMB=16 F1EE I 1)
OS HR:0.59 I AR (P=
PFS HR:0.57; 0.055)
OS HR:0.56
PFS HR:0.58;
OS HR:0.51

RR:J% J% % (response rate)

7E POPLAR 58, A 5838 30 R M IR AE A
LI 2H 23R A A I BT 45 TMB 1 — 3501 JF A &
(Spearman %5 2 #H 5 14 4 0.643 95% C1: 0.56~0.71) ,
T FL PR 2 TR R AR SR A ) 47 76 22 57, in 2 i 8 (1)
S5 oA ARAN () PR T 5 9 3K A e AP Aty 0 o Az U
TR E RS . Uk, TMB A AE 5 K6 01 F & ASTA]
FIARAEA AW E R A G — 5 — KA. BT
TMB (1446 0 A< 68 T 2 DR, s At 22 1 T PD-
L1, /% TMB 24 5 ANCCN 55 , (HI2 Xf
T AT & TMB, H §T A & il . Rk, TMB
A T RN SRR AL R AE P bs ) 5 B ok ]
213 #IE &z MSI-H) 4 B % £ 51
(dMMR) 1l T2 = ANF8 8 4 (microsatellite instabil-
ity-high, MSI-H) Fl 5 L 42 5 6k [f3 (deficient mismatch
repair, AMMROF 24— 5%t & A2 BB 52 1 2R 097 28 il
AR £, BA X 2 R B8 1) 12 97 RO
dMMR & Fi1 [R5 e A4S 52 358 DR AR 8 3 1 8 H AL
oD AR U, A LB R B A RIB K. H
T dAMMR FIAFLE , {595 40 /il 2% 2k DNA & il i #2 i
PASES IR IE E D Re il R AR R 2R, 1T 5 2 MSI-H
R AN, 2017 4 FDA it 7 PD-1 #i 7 keytruda
FF3697 #£45 MSI-H 8 AMMR 78 5 {4 1] S 455 £
B TX A AN R PR R T A AR TR b
YIHEAT X 43 G2 iE

LE Z"¥R 50 T pembrolizumab 75 J7 12 # B A
dMMR ¥ I 31 Jib e 28 25 1097 R 45 AR W], JMMR
R 75 %6} % 32 pembrolizumab 5 77 1 BT 45 98 F B 18
A S L. HAUSE 863 i 2 R 4 440 &5 I e

YT T 18 R IE I 5 930 AN FE K 41, 75 Ho b 14 b
J TR OR I T MSI-H, I H 15 A B | 45 e A S
() MST A% i 2 & T Fe At Fh , (H 408 30%+19%
A19%, A 5 e NBER— /35y B AT MSTRPIRAES
Al DL i PCR B NGS J7 7% EH 42045 , thn] DL#E i it
dMMR ¥ 4 05 2 [ 3547 S 5 20 A T ) 42 0 45 . (3
&, AR 75 BT AR ) 45 IR P R AR e — 8 R 22, A
FER ZEN R B HEREAT S — o
2.1.4 MERIEKE M (TIL) £ E  PD-L1IKI
G BT 0 8% w 3R 09, PD-1/PD-L1 01 75 (1) 97 3%
R T B R 3 (DAMRE %R 2485 (2)
i 988 A 358 HH A7 A AR ) T bk E A, B TIL 5 (3D
A E A R N . R, TIL =F B & 520 PD-1/
PD-L1 #5597 2L

FEARD IR 7T b, TIL 32 B2 R I H R A 1997 3%
TR R S AR X AN ] o, HG g A7 288 F 478 FH 1)
B R AE 2 5 . URYVAEV ZE93E 40 8F 98 1 TIL
B8 PD-1 4] 551135 J7 2 €4 3298 A1 NSCLC [ 4= ¥
HEW AT REME , K IR 259 h CD4H1 CD8'TIL %
£ 55 PD-1 0 VG T o R N 2R B B2 A G . 4
CDS'TIL it %=1 900/mm* i , % I % (RR) % /& ik
90%(P=0.0 001) ., CD8'/CD4 TIL>2.7 It} , RR 7 5
15 81.3%(P=0.0 001) ; T 24 1% L % <2 B, RR=0, & H
Hh i R I [ SR 25 1 RE 1. fENSCLC H1,CD8/
CD4'TIL L2844 1H 2 30 H AR PR 7 25t 4 o (R
CD8'TIL=1 900/mm’ i ] RR #1375 A~ 2 886-1 899/
mm? 411 RR, 43 51 N 22.2% 1 60.0% (P=0.017) »
B, 0T AR B 41 27, B S R T 28T A FH 1
CDS'TIL 3= U #k W B 7] B A7 7E 22 5. b4k, TIL 1Y

are
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R 5 B A R AL 4L, R AN IE BT AR R FRAL
2 (1 G 3 g FE
22 whAEMinES

B A R ER 22 A QI RIS I i A 2
R IR B A s e LA ST o A b TN
PD-1/PD-L1 $#|F)7 8. N, AR EHRE T
A R AR B[R T 5
22.1 PD-L1E4&TMB PD-L1 F1TMB/EAMATE
i PR H 252 A 2 DA R H7 3 87 FH (1) 97 Rk B4, — 38 Bk
A 38 I L TN v A )9 RPN AE A, AR LE I
PRAJEFE = 2 (1 W [R) 70000 E B A0 A7 2 il 7E
CheckMate 026 & " o , #ff 50 # i@ it PD-L1 B¢ &
TMB X} nivolumab — £k ¥4 47 IV B 8 & & 1% NSCLC
S BT G AT T BN . KR4 TMB ATPD-L1 /KF,
HE WS> 4 42 = TMB (2243 mut/Mb) H PD-L1>
50%; i TMB H PD-L1 £ 1A 1~49%; fik/# TMB H
PD-L1>50%; it/ TMB H. PD-L1 £ i%X 1~49%. i
FOR I, %41 ORR 4351 4 : 75%+32%34% F1 16%, 7]
i % B i TMB H. PD-L1=50% 41 1) PFS % E AL 7 3k
mi K. 5 EBRHFFARRL, RIZVI S & 3, TMB
k& PD-L1 5 £ 42 Il PR 3K 25 (durable clinical bene-
fits, DCB)AH % , & TMB (=1 144 Hh A7 40 H PD-L1 FH
P (> 1%) H LI H i 171 DCB(50.0%)

SR, ££ CheckMate 227 i 4&® d7 , % T & TMB
(=10 mut/Mb) H PD-L1 FH P K &3, B SR nivolumab

%4 ipilimumab 777 NSCLC 5467 #H L B 2 o4 3% 7

) 1 4E PFS % (42% vs 16%) , 1H /& 55 TMB H.
PD-L1 B 1 0 20 A bt , 3 1 4% PFS 2 1 3 6 ot 38
(42% vs 45%) . I4M,2018 4F AACR F4 A A i)
CheckMate 568 136" K L HHAHLZE S, 55 TMB (>
10 mut/Mb) H PD-L1 fH P41 5 = TMB H.PD-L1 BA 14
HAH LEAN A 3143 58 = 1 ORR , S 1T HEAK (42% vs
47%) , M) 5 TMB 3 1] ORR A 40%. [KIJt PD-L1
& TMB AE N AEY bR EMIAEAE — 58 41, v 75 38
Iam Ak BE I R AEA G PR AT R, JE IRt —
A N W AE AL AT IR N I R Al 72
222 PD-L1EB 4 TIL PD-L1E:4 TIL 13504 5
B IT RAE ] . EI-GUINDY Z5MHE4fE PD-L1 %
15 7K F 1 CD8 TIL 2R 2 W a9 N 5211 55 44
NSCLC H & 4> 4 4 41 : PD-L17/CD8' TIL"" . PD-L1"/
CDS TIL"".PD-L1/CD8 TIL"*" £l PD-L1/CD8 TIL"",
WF 58 & B, 4% 2H 7] 2 4E OS % (P=0.032) Al PFS % (P=
0.001) 7 7E &% # 5 . PD-L1/CD8 TIL" 4| B 47 &
£ 1) OS (2 4E OS A 86%) Al PFS (2 4E PFS F Ny
64%) . 1fij PD-L1"/CD8 TIL" ] £ Bl i % , 2 & OS F
FIPES 535N 33% A1 8%. [AIFE, YANG 252 fil FU-

MET £CV45 [ 7T R R AE SR . R, PD-L1 Bk
4 CD8'TIL 7] {E y PD-1/PD-L1 1] )75 77 NSCLC
A7 B0hs &4, B 2 mT BeAR T 510 PD-L1 5L CD8 ' TIL
R FIAE FH o

223 TMB Bk & T 40 g 3% 1 2 [ & 15 3% (gene ex-
pression profile, GEP) 5y P41 & AW bs LW HH
BL, TMB B4 T 40 it %6 P GEP tH B A5 K 47 (197 2L
MAEF . CRISTESCU %™ i@ it 7341 >k H KEYNOTE
(1) 4 T I PR B8 H 1) 300 £ 44 S 22 /N8 B I i 1A
SRR AN B R R FEAS, VRl T TMB B T 4
g GEP 1 4 #iill pembrolizumab J7 2 # 2E W br E 4
B9 7. W50 AR YE TMB F1 GEP /K °F- %t B & HEAT
T %3 4H.: GEP*Y TMB™".GEP** TMB"¢" GEP"¢" TMB™"
A GEP"™" TMB"*" 41 . # 5 &K I , GEP™" TMB"*" 2H &
# H A &% & 1 ORR (37%~57%) , GEP"" TMB™"
(12%~35%) F1 GEP™ TMB"# (11%~42%) LIk 2,
M GEP** TMB"™ 4 #% ik (0~9%) . [A] I} GEP"
TMB" 20 th 5 K () PFS A% . [Rlk, TMBBXA T
41 7% 14 GEP 1] LL{E 4 PD-1/PD-L1 #1175 /197
bR &), AL VR YT 3R a5 AN (HZ A A &Y
55 HT PR LA AR AR B X AS TR 98 ol L7 2k TR
DR FH 2 A5 SEAR, v 75 i R 38 (1 1 — 2B 38k

224 ETHETFMFNHFEE RIEHAUR
HRIE DNA 1552 3B 72R A& . TCR so A& it R 3R
HININEFSEENL | — R TN nivolumab B
pembrolizumab Jf 77 NSCLC J7 2 () 4h & F 4L B 7Y,
P2 A AT DK B b X 43 H R 1) PFS (P<0.0001) A1
OS(P=0.002) . [AIIf , fEZMF FTH , Hh & 7 LA Y 4
PD-L1 A1 TMB & 3 t B 96 (197 25 000 2 5™ 48
T, e Aar I 2% A AH T &3 5%, T HAH BRI 98 F e 2
FLARUI B v 75 58 221l PR TS ASGHIE o

23 HAHAEAEMIREH(ES)

3 fAAMEIIREY

£ PD-1/PD-L1 ] 57196 77 I, 3t 3o A 0 ok g A2
AR N ) FAE AR E VDK, BT LA R0 i H 6
PD-1/PD-L1 #7736 7 3% o 1 2 , £ 55 m e th L
oI R RE I S . Rk, AHECT PD-1/PD-L1 41
R R 1 A bR B D NIRIT EN SUEAR
BRI [FRE L6 AT 2D
3.1 Tregtmja

YE 79 PD-1/PD-L1 il 75 1) S P b E 2 —
Treg 2 i v] DA a2k Jir 89 40 A 1) 4 2 106 6k I PRI e %
TRIT R, EL R T Treg 15 0] A 45 T 4H Mg 401 il 1
o NIEEPIBEFL R I, & BRI T Treg 4H il 1)
YAP £ [ (Yes-associated Protein) & ]I il] Treg 4 g 1
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P I8 v VO T R HE T AR TR 1] YAP R 254 )
H A 38 58 G T V0 1. e Abh, i TOMASZ
SRR DL T 1) Treg 40 2 B UK & ATP, 1 J5 15
CD39 1 CD73 W4 Fh g B 4F FH T R i o B, i it

iS5 T 40 E 1 A2A SZAR S5 G, 1T R 5 5K
G A I Th g , AL — E FE LB IR T PD-1/PD-
L1750 197 R

x"3 BEEIRE

FrEMAFR JE L A RERR A L] A
A1 JE LA kyn/trp EE IDO GBI KT Treg FIAHISHLH], 2 kyn/trp<0.06 pg/ml KA 181 5, A A R KA IR
e SEANEIE MDSCs , & 4% Bt =3 5 il UK ek
4 5 e IR H
JEE AR AR FARBLI] 7 A JrTE RS SRR B AT DUAR TR AT N AR — 2D B

i

BHEAZGRAEIG  HAERPLE
%

MESNBAAPD-L1 - R A2 4558 PD-L1 fAMEMA, IR RTILBSNEIAPD-  FEA S TR0 A IE] AR KA IR R
KPR I M BAEA T AR B R G E LRI R EAN G KR

A AR A L 32 1T AR PD-1/PD-
L1557 2%

PD-L1"¢ ratio"**"!  PD-L1 A]#&iA T CTCs b, BEMHM#]  VAJT AT PD-L1" ratio =1 FEAS 5y T34, K1 5 F5 KEEA I IR

RIERG

(ZREAN IR 46 IE

CTEMRNA-seq JHEMZEX IR CT BEANRE  AARELIUTAITD  AMEEST, Q01 AR KRR

%éﬁﬁﬁ[}z]
PESR I A A& AIE SN CD8 TIL = JiF
PR TS 2 R A

iR K2 2K RNA-seq 2ERIZHH - GRS T A2 %50 %N IR IE

AT NK A NK MR B BRI i RSP NK AN R RIE IR AR el FERER A

J A1 SDCs K3 BRI 4b, i Tl s ik FLT3LG #F  SDCs IR %

S SIE (S 5 B R IR SDCs %4
8. 1M SDCs A JII¥EL 3655 T 4 i
Ui REE

HNK R Al
%

M H CD14°'CD16  EARHLHI K IH VEJTHI CD14°CD16 Ky 20 247, ) AR KRR IR
HLA-DR" HAZ 28 i1 HLA-DR"HZgHZE D TR L6

%&%[34]

CD39°CDS8'TIL#  CD39'[¥) CDS'TIL H A% g Hi 5 CD39'CDS'TIL Hefflim  HEEAHIEAESURT A8, kI 5k

CDS'TIL F L HIRUE
15!

0 )

kyn/trp bGAR « R PR SRR/ (5 SR LU AR ; Treg: 35 1 T 48 i s MDSCs - ‘B 5 V5P 31051 481 0 CTCs - 47 FF i 984 40 Y ; PD-L 1" ratio: PD-
L1"f) CTCs (& CTCs [ L7 s NK A : H SR8 A4 s SDCs = F M AR 2 4R 41

3.2 EGFRZE % fatk

EGFR 2277 BH ¥ B 7] 521 PD-1/PD-L1 #1171 1)
J¥ 2. fE KEYNOTE-001 f 75 5¥ b , B 97 % %} PD-L1
>50% [¥] NSCLC & & K U | pembrolizumab 5 J7 »
SE R, EGFR RAPHME B H AL OS B &M T
EGFR ¥4 R 3% (6.5 vs 15.7 ™). GAINOR Z55)
I L [l AT 7T R B, 5 EFGR BFAE A L, EGFR
% A 14 NSCLC i ORR HE#11% (23.3% vs 3.6%, P=

0.053), 1] H. PD-L1 1A 7K ~F- 1 CD8 TILs ¥ il £k &
YRR TR AR B . R, EGFR 275 BH 14t AT
RESZN T PD-L1 3k 1 CD8 TILs & Ji , #E 1M FAA% T
PD-1/PD-L1 557 24 -
33 JAKIR fesk RE

Z WAL TR R B, JAKL/2 ThRE Bk RAE 545
IR ICIs Y8 J7 3K 25 4 5% . ZARETSKY 251008 57 %
L, GRS y- T E (AFN-y) Z AR ) JAK1/2 Th g B R 58
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A% 5 pembrolizumab 5 J7 7% 7% P M2 €6 2598 B3R 15 14
Mt 245 1 A 5% . Ak, DANIEL 254 H 32 11 TAK 1/2 f#)
DI Re R 2k 5% A ] LA B Rg 48 il S B M PD-L1 K3k
Sife & FRE IFN -y (1) 06 S AR o T EH 3 A6 T 48 ff Fi
NK 20 il 7= A2 1) IFN -y RE 8% B B4 F T 40 , AT
P 20 i A 402, A HF 9T E S TFN-y 38 ]
DA 3 it JRg I A 3 1B AT 51 K RV AR . 2R B BT
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