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Key factors limiting the efficacy of immune-checkpoint blockade and research
progress on combined anti-tumor strategies

HU Miao, LIU Qiuyan (National Key Laboratory of Medical Immunology & Institute of Immunology, Second Military Medical Univer-
sity, Shanghai 200433, China)

[Abstract] Immune-checkpoint blockade (ICB) therapy, especially PD-1/PD-L1 and CTLA-4 blocking antibodies, has achieved sur-
prising curative effects in advanced cancer patients. The US FDA has approved ICB treatment for melanoma, small cell lung carcinoma,
kidney carcinoma, and all solid tumors with microsatellite instability. However, with the expansion and deepening of pre-clinical trials
and clinical applications in recent years, the limitations of ICB immunotherapy have gradually emerged. For example, even in well-re-
sponded tumor types, the effective rate of ICB therapy is only 20%-30%, and there are even cases with tumor progression and metasta-
sis. Therefore, what factors determine or limit the effectiveness of ICB therapy? What kind of patients can benefit from it? Which bio-
markers can be used for screening beneficiary patients, evaluating therapeutic outcomes and prognosis? The clarification of above is-
sues will greatly promote the research in this field. In this review, based on the anti-tumor mechanism of ICB, we discuss the recent
progress in this field, with an emphasis on the key factors restricting the efficacy of ICB treatment and the current combined therapeutic
strategies with ICB, aiming to reveal which biomarkers can be used in the concomitant diagnosis of ICB therapy and the future applica-
tion perspective of ICB combined therapies, to provide reference for the precision medicine of ICB anti-tumor therapy.
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AZABMARER T RFH AR, 2R EE
HE-RERNFMEL, T, ALBEA-ZERE 6 F X
VI R R 09 SR B S K, AL R R ] R AL
TR B R A B, B ALK R AR R T LR 2 —
EEMBH L ML RIEF, ikt E 24 R A
FIMBE RN EIRERE, R BNEIIFE L
o LA B R T . B MG, ICB ARG T BB W6 T B BT
7. (EREE B R B E B, ICBIT ik B9 B IR 3 2
B, AN ICB AR BAF &, B R E 2 H 2
ICB /T 2K o < 5 ] & DA R % 51 5 1CB BR &40 i g 9 B
Rt

1 ICBEI N ALF]

YRE R ICBIETF & A AR ESL) T
CTLA-4 f2 PD-1/PD-L1, [ K B iy o 0k i & 5 A 42,
AT AF A THE . CTLA-4F ST RLTE
WHIT 40 MR , B X &8 % 0% AR BE 2R 47
# JF (immunoreceptor tyrosine—based inhibito—
ry motif, ITIM),5CD28 4 F & 4 44 kA ER
JE 1% 2 20 8 (antigen presenting cell, APC) & &
By 3t 7 ¥k 4 ¥ B7(CD80/86) . CTLA-4 5 B7 4 F 4 &
HEF N BET T CD28 5BTHI4 4, ECTLA-4 5
B7 % & J5 1\ iE LB T 40 B 1% 3% 30 1 15 5, 2R T T R =R
K THMWE N . AR ENEEEFE R R
V& 20 JE R 6B B AR AL, BB AR T 40 BT VE LT R
WEAREHRB. BHRERFONKE. BEER
Fe I S % B2 o, AR AL AT IR T AL vE AT 4B
BB 0 B 8 B A7, [ ET R R R R AR B R
0 % 7 FELWT CTLA-4 5 BT B9 46 &, AT A T4 T 20 R BN
MEE5, K E LIS % m i & g8 /1M, PD-1 4 ik
M &Ik AE T 40 M & E , E B2 4K PD-L1/PD-L2 7£ APC 1
B 4 b 98 40 B & E 4 F & ik . PD-L1/PD-L2 5 PD-1
ZAEREIETT MK S, I IFN-y o IL-2 89 4
B, B B R o A b A SKCHT ) R FELT PD-1 A PD-
L1/PD-L2 By 4 &, #6465 77 AL T 40 j9 B 3% 38 Fn oy Bk %
K, ke E H% T 38 8 CTLA-4 F2 PD-1/PD-
L1, 7 A TIM-3“9 LAG-3"'.T %41 fft % X 3k & & 0
ITIM % #5 3, & & (T cell immunoglobulin and
ITIM domain protein, TIGIT)™,T 40 jE vE fL oY V 45
IR % 9E Bk & G 47 %] 7 (V-domain immunoglobu—
lin—containing suppressor of T cell activa-
tion, VISTA)® & % 2| "2 R E , A Ry — 2 K
B A0 Il BR SE 30 7R A B AT

2 FWWICBrHIXRER
R CTLA-4 F2 PD-1/PD-L1 AL BT 3 77 & 47 78 A

FIARAAE,EHEEARMRR 2, BN MERAAT
QRN Z T RE B kT R T E AL, A
BT JB %0, 3 R0 T 40 LR AL AR08 % B A £ A
F B A AR T 48 B B 37 P 9 R A R = B 4+
W AGHEIR, AP aFAXBER - HERE
F [ o 2% (B8 37 970 8D s APC & 2 2 DC A1 B % 40 g
W R A Fu g gE s E YRR T 48 T A A s L BIR
JE B B e AR P R RE R R AR A IR R
SR B AR A 5 I S % 30 ) BEE B R AR R R R
BATHEA MR g Fm%EF. Bk, A B
JUA 77 8 R4 % ICBIT i U &

2.1 MBRBRAXEE

2.1.1 B8 % & 7 #7 (tumor mutational burden,
TMB)  fif & %7 1 J& (neo—antigen) 2 it J& 4% = £
J& (tumor specific antigens, TSAs) & ¥ & #L 1k
e M 0B JE SR 0 LA B 46 B 77, TSAs WY B K &
ALK B K R R R S I B R R A B IR AT
T~ [B] 25 B Y fik B B & *T PD—1/PD-L1 #7044 FEL B 6 57 e
RAEE R, EHRGiHah T aFEFE g5 93
B SLIRE BB S 27 A T T R AL FF OB B HY TMB,
¥ H 5 B3 PD-1/PD-L1 fu AR FLWT I4 T B9 B AL R L
HATT A ARMEAN, ER LI IE B H A TMB AL £,
FAREW G TR RET, —F ERFEMR. &
ZROBETERETTEERE /DN
T g R b R U4 R AL By B8 B 3 TMB & ICB
BT MR, AR e R R IR R B
TMB {5 JU % ICB ¥ 97 T~ U I L& o

212 WMIEFFE WS . 4 BB & sk fo il
F OMSI R4k B E A DNA R AL I B B B & B 5 =
HEREFRATEME . T8 NEUREWEWA
BHERA L, A REE 19BN T
5 930 MBS FA, R EH R TS B Sk
(mismatch-repair deficient, MMRA) & & . #% T &
e E By B XE PD-1/PD-L1 FHL W %6 97 MY B R B
%o AR LI, BIEMIR 89 Bt 8 & & 78 A T
—H B E A ICBIETT AR, RERE, # 4 5 MST
R E Al AN — Rk BT A R
Ko FEIH,RE 19N RE TS5 000 7| i B4
GURR AR B AR 7 T e R B, B B 4R AR A% R R (frame-
shift indel)# % , ¥ 8 % % PD-1/PD-L1 [ Wr &
7 B9 R RLME AR . B M, 2017 4 2 [E FDA ¥ B & MSIT
B B — AN ICB 6T s, X2 H A
HRHEAAREMERBRBE R NIEGTRHEN
£,

2.1.3 ME 4 PD-L1 &K PD-L1 A kL
APC, ARk AL EEARLRT. REEE.ZE
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FHB . NERFWAEZIREAEMGRFARXEA,
APC 7o JiF J& 281 ffl R BT PD-L1 R A B 5 P8 B H PD-1/
PD-LI1 Wi TN E R EEREF EME X, #—F &
E 6 F A" & I, PD-L1 T IR E A S
TRFENE, EfmtbnE TREEIFN-y T4 EE,
T PD-L1"fi¥ & o PD-L1 #y & 15 & & PD-1/PD-L1 [H 7
BITWAEREEEME X, AN BEMAEFHE
Wk 48 Jii Fn DC % APC & 3£ B9 PD-L1 5 I JR 76 97 2% % 4,
EOR Y IE A8 % U519, DC 3 3F K & 3k 89 PD-L1 47 %
AR THEMK 2™ S E5THRNTE . B
ZE M E 48 Bg (tumor infiltrating lymphocyte,
TIL) 38 3T % w48 ff [ F IFN—y, J 3% b 8 28 B & ik
PD-L12", /E fib 98 20 A PD-L1 B4 % 35 & & 7 LLIE 4
PD-1 FHL W 76 97 £ KA 12 W7 8 & 4 £ 4 B Bl £ 7 A2 4
B, REFERE, BT g% &L PD-L1, £ ELAPC 40
DC #n B #% 2 ff b, & ik PD-L1, 7N &6 5 T %0 ff & ik B
PD-1 4 A& 3 T {2 ¥ T 40 B B9 32 9% , [ B0 (X AR AR ) e
MR G RILPD-LIEANRERTERENFF
B

2.1.4 PFIEKI6T Rik &5 P 7 2 (tumor burden,
BWE FHEWKI,HEHAEKCTHELES
TB # 2 (Ki67/TB ratio)#k A, ¥ Jg £ 2 PD-1 [EL it
BB REST, #—FHAREZENEERE
HL.94, FEVKI6T/TBLER T 1.4 EEFH
WHEPD-1 677 . HILE KRR T G4 K N LI
FIEIT IR R T B — 2 I SRR I 24 B9 b i An
X #o

215 MERFSEERYE MEAREYFEE —
Mz 5 B 4 MAPK ( 22 3 R 75 1L B Eg ) L WNT/B -
catenin.,IFN-y % 8 % 58k & . #F & & BH, IFN-
YyEFFPD-LIRZNEEZRF,WEF Ny 5
B R 25, A H 2 TAKL Ao JAK2 B 58 A8 5 5 98 20 B RE
T IFN-y TG A7 & 5% A7 &A% Z 1K, T 5 B PD-L1
Bb % 5 M R A A2 BB 4B ek |, R T &2 vE PD-1/PD-
L1 PR BT 67 3 % . M4, PTENE A PISK 69 &= E # 41
A, B+ HEZNHBENFHEF. HARVEA, £
B o PTEN £ K (KBS #H % B4 X B F MR,
T B RTK/PI3K/Akt 15 5 1 % 1 B vE ., #E 1 7~ & *f
ICB &7 I » MAPK {5 5 18 % B v& =1 DA{R 2 1L-8
A1 VEGF 8y 7= 4 , 78 R B % o 1L-8 7] LA _E 1 VEGF 89 &
1k, PET PO T 40 A 7 b AH AR B0 3 & (R ok YR 4T
JLE E K HE Mg, 54, B-2#%3KE G (B2AD
REGREFZHUFAHBEREAK T £4 FMIC-D
B R IAGR KR, R R B IR LR A% R T
JER BT B, 7F & % B PD-1/PD-L1 MU ¥ )7 B 4K
FELHK™

22 HLAXRA

HLA X F E AR A HLA 12 11 %M I11 £ %
FIX, HA TXEFHX BZ#=1 K 2 FEM.B.C)
FEZEREFEEF.OFHL;ITLXERRX HE H#
B9 DP.DQ.DR fn % 5 470 8 v T 3% £ &) DM, TAP . PSMB %
SR TIT K HF X @3 AMRE F C2 .B.C4 B KIE 18
> # A INF.LTA.LTBAHSP 4 . HLA E FH & 4 4 #
K, —REEAWNI LRI EER LW EARER
EYg, ETEENLAN, HESETHARNEL
fogth, 5 538 B 0% RA B TE R R AR K
EH,BFINTEXER, ZARREAARHE L AK,
FES5BEAAENENBAEURTEN M IS,
AR 4T 1 500 Bl B % ICB ¥A I7 #Y B H 8 E
EEWHAZER, K HHA-T X0 FTELEHEFEM
MR A JE M TCBIT BT, BR A 7 R Mg 9 —
% K FIHLA-B*15: 01 9 4 F o h FAE M L He X,
HLA-T 2% 2 [ 99 46 60 44 & M 2 %29 TCB 76 T R
B % A5 [ A5, S IR CDS'T 48 AL 37 470 B iR By Ak 4 A
%. WA, R L K I HLA-B44 T & % JF B % ICB I
BB AT, T HLA-B62 % JE B & (& #5 HLA-B*15:01) 2%
HLA-T K TR 4 fe 3 4 F R & (loss of hetero-
zygosity,LOH) 5z 1~ B B #F 48 %, X 4 FF & 4
Xt B F R ML B R A HLA-BA4 FT 3R B 36 77
MR RMET NE, Hib, EELFHA-T £ FE W
% # Vo R B OR 48 AR 58 A 3 FT &2 1CB Y I R 4
REFABFE MEREAMME, R ENH
FURFLAR %, ICB By J7 A gt AT, X W H & 7] 1F 4
JalE RIR I 1R B R E & . WA, A F £ R
XA MR 44 A M E KB AT A LI, 40% 3E /N 4
L fif R & 4 LOH, 3 5 it 8 & 3£ PD-L1 & & 48 X ;HLA
AWM R R R, S
B ERERALEZRANERNRERRE, N &
wg ICB 767 M R ™,
23 RAEmMLTLE

MEMIAERFEAREENRY ERERA
BRAKR TN EEFH, L PR T HEHAKR BT
WM, T EFEEREE MEANKBEURR SR
FEME TR, FEAETHER R A EE
& CD8" T 48 ., 7 %l P& % /% 20 fg T 7% £ B2 &35 P 08
M x E " 40 B¢ (tumor — associated macrophage,
TAMD) . B J& A8 % o M f %0 8 (tumor —associated
neutrophil, TAN) .8 ¥ ¥ T % j@ (regulatory T
cell, Treg).#& JF 47 %l 4 40 fg (myeloid—derived
suppressive cell,MDSC) % . F¥Jg B S 338 + 4
V& 4 B T BE B AR R fu F B 5 ICB Y UE T R B FAE
> ool
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23.1 CD8' TH4MLeN+/E CDS' T4 R FATE &
JZ RIS £ /1%, PD-L1 5 CDS'T 48}l 345 89 PD—1 B9
4% T M N3 08 f K Bk, T R &AL AR 89 4
R A AL, R R, 0 £ (PDL P A D
BB ERERL T R MERFNEER LN
BBRENMBEHAHANTNAEEAEHFERE S W
CD8'T 40 i vz il » 3t & Ut , B 98 B B R 3%+ CD8'T
2 fLHY F B 5 PD-1/PD-L1 LB 6 TN E R F IF
A8 % ,CD8'T 4 it & & # & , PD-1/PD-L1 [EL W7 36 7 &9
R HUET,CDS'T 40 A8 12 AiF 98 4H 402 0 F B W AR I T
AR F 77 PD-1/PD-L1 FEL BT 36 97 B9 97 3% .
232 S EAmEEABTENLE HRARAA
i R R (CyTOR) 8 A F & 4 M F 4 47 7 # % PD-1
FLWTI6 T B Hy IVEA B 6 K 98 B4 41 A i ¥ % 0% 20 Je
TENLE, ERDR, BT EREEF A DT
CDI4'CDI6 HLADR" A M fe L # B B R E & T A7
R A 2 i & R R il N R AN i =
CD14° CD33" HLA  DR™ICAM1® CD64" CD141° CD86" CD11lc”
CD38'PD-L1°CD11b", % % 4% 47 A T #F #y b 5 PD-1
e TR RRRAEAGHEDZEEM X, BERA
LA A2 40 B i B 4 L R DLUF T PD-1 LT A Y
FREFZFWMNEF®. WA FARARIE—F R
BT RFMEA 19, 38% A B 4R H i [ {E , BY 4
T B AN B R A B T B H R A T 19. 38%
B, 1 1% B F PD-1 Fuik I i i 7 20,
233 Treg P840 B X 03035 B0 B i 20 g 38 3T
S # L F CCL22 3 & Treg X &£ 2| B g 41 410,
Treg & 3T 4 ] ik 8 0 )7 4% 5 £ 09 T 20 e 73 b 1k T 4R
AR PR, EALRE TR R R I H
Treg W EE M b R BB AR . LA
RUTZ R ARG FEAMERIAE T, HEER
B Treg KEBH T, MATH Treg TEWH T HLE R
TR EEPD-LII WA 098 T 4 M % 0% AL
Ko REREEH, B8 Treg 88 4% 3 i CD39 f1 CD73 B
FRK B B ATP 3 H 4 4 oy IR 4, 5F 38 1T IR 3 A7 A2A
BENT B, BB JE Treg i 1 S5 HF 5
BT REFMEBRANEGES, ZHARELAT -4
AT T I Treg B9 7 & 41 % ICB 76 )7 89 ¥ £k
Mo Wb, Treg J8 T &6 %% 37 %) 28 B H F TNF ., IL-2 o
IFN-y B &3k, IL-2 W T4 L A K LR R B 1E L, Bb 4%
W Ttk © 20 B ; TNF Fn IFN-y 72 BF 98 I R 36 77 52 B
SL o B4 4% BAE BRSO TRN BT DL A B 1 R T 41
LA 1 5 40 R g A K1
24 piEM AR

B EE S E®ERGETHARE A
U0, R A RE A PD-LI AL BT R,

LIRS o LAY R e R E A E N RN
R EI, M ERIERCDS TA K E S IERE
(faecalibacterium) . R W B 41 W (clostridiales
bacteria) #1J& & W (ruminococcaceae) ¥ W 7 * &
EIFM X, M 54 H % H (bacteroidales bacte—
ria) FEE R K. FrE/N R R
B E W E RS, B BT R B CDA'T i CD8' AR AL
THRAPIRE; MHFEEAE FEaaE /R
HAE IR & F % # Treg A MDSC. ROUTY 4 1/ 3¢ 1
T 249 4 BEXPD-1 KBTI R AP &%, K L
PD-1 ik TR 5 ERAZNEZFLTHE
FEABINA , KT RE 5/ s FETE
HH15. 3N A KA AE FEFARAMIERT 1CB
BT K. BB X, 5% & & akkermansia mu-
ciniphila®t T ICBIE/T H B 6 R A 1EH . ALF #F
%R B, 35 A BE 4 )% DC 4k IL-12 F2 Th1 28 fg [F
F,# ML E % CCRICXCR3'CDA" THM, AR &
PD-1 37 | F| #9720 o & W A8 5 1CB T 2% [8] B9 A %
PR BRI RIRI AR 25 , 30 S W 8 35 T 1CB YA )T A
R REBENM R EFE AL ST
EMHEER - S RAMHA R FE R BT,
2.5 g RIS

AT i MR B FE R T K, RF 8 4 i B A A
AARMNEFHTIRALEREEEF 7 A e, X
A E 4 W E AR BN (Warburg effect)™™ . f#jE
WIS o AR B K2 HE B AR R P A FLIR AR AT )
CTL B NK %A At 4708 R 4115, HO #fF 58 N B %2 &
I, T4 AR (TCR)E | 1945 B T IR a1 IR & T M4k
R A K Fu T 28 B R A BE RO RE AT, MRS AT AR (R
VB W AR P 4 R )% BR T BR B (PEP) B AR, 0 45 5
FAE AN AR, R & TCRE T HI 458 F i sl f
RN £ o RE L, UEEA T ROAt P A ee % B8R IE T 4 Ly
. WO EfMBEEE R MBENRTFNART AL
I, IR U AR BRI A, B RILREBR S
BEZEEGEAXY., LREMSFIMNEMIT
B, BB TR A 3h Fr PD-L1 M FLAR B B V6T
B D ERERE /D RTE R, 75, CHANG
SR, Mg A R A PD-L1 IR BEAE 1 |7
<, & 1T AKT/mTOR 15 5 1 J& (% 2 i J8 B 4% B2 A2, T 1
JIPD-L1 44K 76 77 #E 4% 5 B PD-L1 A & A 1 37 %) 4%
B AR . 58 A AR L, B E R B9 R4 E B BT R
FHRETHSEEZNIEN. CAREZSHLFAE
B2 2 —, & &R B 4 fR IR S B 1DO RE 4% 3 fm By 30 4% 31
BEHEEBRNERA, FFTHARAERIKSF AN
BlIEZ LS T e AR A RO i 52 5 DO 7
F Bk A6 77 7T LL4R & CTLA-4 A7 PD-L1 2 25 36 97 B 2%
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R, 8B LABEKNARNEHNZ B IBELT
B ER LR A

LA ICBETHAREXIRT R B ME R
B R VR B B MR R B R R R R
HTBEURMAENEHEL FTENESN, B, ICB#
—HYERETHIRREZBAZTLERRZF. 0
IR F ICBIEITH A A E R FH T R4 EE L
HEE, NEX, MEZABATHIHENE
BB, B AT R ICB AT AT R AL T 4 .

3 BAIRTIZEICBIATHR

YE ICBERABET N KEEGE ICB LA
B BX A ICB Bk & L7 L ICB B A R ¥ i & & L K
ICBERARZAMIBERERAL TR, HELE
W,

3.1 CTLA-442PD1/PD-L1 [ M HARTE A4 75

CTLA-4 F2 PD-1/PD-L1 Bk A [ ¥] LAt 6] 1 A 32
T+ A0 R 8 ORI T 4 B R R AL A . — TUITTHA I BRI
&P 3 7 nivolumab (PD-1 7 %1 5] ) ¢ ipilimumab
(CTLA-4 4T HI DI A I6IT E B BT HIT R, & R
B~ ,nivolumab Bx 4 ipilimumab 767 48 2% & 14
58%, T nivolumab 2 25 & 2% & A 44%, ipilimumab #
HEBERA19%; EKIASFHNEERE Y+, B 476
IT L 7 0E N 39%, T #2536 T HAX N 10%. It
S, EHEBMEHREBEE T ERT CTLA-4 fo
PD1/PD-L1 Bk & [ELUT G T Mg s e E R R B #F
A, SR, A A B A AT B TILEA I JR X e ) o,
A0 FR UL _E 6T B R B0 B B B A A M 4R/ 4
Jift fifi & 2 % CTLA—4 ## PD-1/PD-L1 Bk & [ W v& /7 *F
KEBZEFRALED .

3.2 ICBHAZST &

EHF RV E A, B AT e T B A B R RO
WIS P BT PD-L1 & #m 0 % 0 F Ry kL, AT 5 30
Fi T8 B S 0% 2k R, T ARCAT T K BX 6 PD-1/PD-L1 FEL ¥
BT R TR T M R R LR AR . ARSI R ER A
ICBHIT&EE T NERBE R ZXE, A& A
PR 30 AR A ST T 3 R A ICB 76 7 B BLR M A 3%
HRELHARAAEZ -, EEEEREER T,
PARK %£ "SI 5T ST {R 2 [ 73K 41 697 5 PD-1 [EL BT x4 96
TR ER A ELF T2 HER, FANEE T
KB EAREE ERETRNTRBAZE I
LKA BIT R AR N AT EEEBNIER A
BIBITH R THMARATRE, oy @ b
B A & 5 DNA 35117 0 48 BL RS2 355 R RL A 5% 3 B Bl R 3k,
T K Sz 2 R T E % Rk R Y R R B A
B2 ICBEI LA N o ML, BT % S0 8 B A

E] e A U T BE 4 J5 42 0 ik ICB Bk & HUT % 3 B 4R
HH .
33 ICBHEARMEE R¥em iy

MEATHRERS BT FAET ST UAYT
s s, RFHA R LI, Z F WA (metfor-
min) 3 3F 7 R A % & 42 & AR PD-L1 B9 R 38, T A#
Pk 28 f X CTL 93T RIE R KB se /7, F H
5 CTLA-4 % Fn M FL AR Bk A SL B 2 25 40 ) e 8 2
HKHEDNRWEFH. A EEBRTH DT
%] 7B A TCB B CAR-T L 86 L IR & 2 AL T 48 i 1
e, ZAEHFRLA, KA HHFEE T CDS
TIL 8 fn fig Ji B2 R, 28 5 2 4008 8O, B ok i A
PPAR-a 3 5 7| 1% 2 Fig 7 BR X it 7 Bk 6 PD—1 [EL W RE 4%
BERACS TILs B EREHETRA. 57—
7592 & 3, TIL % PGCla (PPAR—gamma; PPAR—coacti-
vator la) RIAGRK SR LK EN 6 KN T,
ATP #u & 1L %% B 1k (oxidative phosphorylation,
OXPHOS P& 1K, S B B M b EAE%H, @ AT
20 fE R IAPGCLla fEHS T F R A M B RIET 4 e
W EBEE TR R e, BAEFAS KA,
PGC-1 £ #k zh 4 F K 3L JL4F (bezafibrate) g6 45 #i &
CTL % fr fk By OXPHOS 70 #% B% ## , 2 % CTL B9 418 &
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