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Research progress in biomarkers for the efficacy of immune checkpoint inhibitors
and prognosis in the treatment of small cell lung cancer
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(4 Z] /NIHilE (SCLO) FIEIT CLA T N BB IT B, ST IR A AT I — 2R8I B br e 15 LA S . AR T SRR pr T
SCLC & B8 N A b 25 s # I F ACD Hr 3R 25 , 2 A 3K 7 ROF0 B3 100 AL b B (AR KRR RS IR 7 PR . B
T » BRI AR 56 A= b ) PD-L1 FRIA 7K P76 TN SCLC B8 A 9797 200 S 2B 3 Wi v B R s 5 iRl 9828 B 1af (TMIBD S i A& B B
Ffs CAMMR) AR 152 vy 5 AN s (MST-HD ] 4 S TN TCT ¥ 7 97 20 % 58 3 T I 7 42 A s 4 . 1T AMMR/MSI-H [K £
SCLC " 1) & AE AT RRA , PR 7 LN 5 A0 A I S 328 AR 96 bk 76 400 DR LB P 1T 7 SCILC e ¥R T TP 32 SBR[ 963 i
TR S B A Wb B A BT IR B M ICTHEIT 3R A g . AL VRN T i SCLC I — 2R a2 16 77 BIUIR A0 T 25 3 S 8
I IT S TG WTEAE AL bR S B FeHEE , AT N SCLC B i i AL S me A0 0y 2 B (L A 2%

[RSEIR] /N e o A 25 S4B 391 5 97 280 T s AR Wb 6
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/IN 2411 9 il 92 (small cell lung cancer, SCLC) #& —
o v R S R R 8 TN A PR 5 240 o i A i 1)
1 13%~15%". B SCLC B # Wb 2967 I Il
T TR IR T BUR G AH T R R TT Y 24, 5
IR R RN (B0 I i ¥ 2 , e 5 AR AR R A
5%, 49T — H 4& ) 72 B SCLC (extensive stage-
SCLC, ES-SCLC) bR #fE— a7 7k IR, i
PERG AT #5011 71 (immune checkpoint inhibitor, ICD T
B 73X — Ry, ICHER &1L LN ES-SCLC — ki
7 AR . IMpowerl33 AF TP AT 30 4F S48 FH 40
& 7 1% S8 T2 2R - BE A& 1 (programmed cell death
protein-ligand 1, PD-L 1) 41 1] 551 5] 325 F1 2k B HU A 4L
JT — 4367 ES-SCLC B AT & A2 47 1] (OS) 3k 2
f)— T00 S T3 i PR WF 78« ASTRUM-005 i 56
Feon, B2 7 MEFE T & H -1 (programmed cell death
protein 1, PD-1) 1 il 77 B & F] 5 5t BX & 1097 f
ES-SCLC ¥ OS Wl A K. SR1M JFAN & i 5 SCLC
BEHBEMNICI IR PRI, S0y ¥6 7 72 71 KRBT R
e FRY 1) A2 T8 M = 3 P 3 B i o e b iR A T 24
S AL AR 2 N B QAT A Ak S 22 R T SR DUAE
KBRS A AR I (A, DA S an ey 8 57 iR e g% e o e il
T RE T ERA 1 S 6T TN AE P bR &
KLFF A A E G SCLC — & i6 7 flll A&
Vs W I 5T 3k R AT SRd , U N s PR A& 07
AL NI S B VR T 9T % R TS SR 2
EIEaTR

1 FEREXEYIRE

U AEK , 7E AR BRVE Bl N T & T 2 UM R AH 5 AR
Yiks EWH T SCLC 3 #:32 ICHIR T T U IiE T
RSB FC, 0F 70 22 42+ T PD-L1, (HHRIARE
FSCA ICTTT 28PN AR Py b 75 4038 AN B < L Ab, i oBg
F8 7% 1 faf (tumor mutation burden, TMB) Al 1tk 22 &
F&E AN Fa g/ T 48 & B 5 (microsatellite instability-
high/mismatch repair deficiency, MSI-H/dAMMR) 2
INRA AR S .

1.1 PD-L1

P98 40 B 354 () PD-L1 5 41 g 75 4 T 4k 240
NI K PD-1 45 & , A8 45 200 1 25 4 T bk LS 40 i 5 i
Je 240 1Y ) B 5 B L A A1 ), 7 AR A B R AR .
PD-L1 #1711 £ 42 IgG1 Fuf4 , G [F i BH W PD-L1 5
PD-1 J¢ PD-L1 5 B7-1 145 & , VK& T 40 0 % 2 5
Thik. e 402 1 PD-L1 (¥R IA A A2 ICTA
7 A R — AN R R EE I R, B AT R
/NGt (NSCLCO e B2 ¥R 7 B T AN 1 C L8]
B, — A PD-L1 3X K1 I NSCLC 3 % ICI
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(VR YT RS & T B, ST PD-L1 &IAXT ICHYR B, g llR s S p e &/ AN A AR VR B0 7E 5 TMB

T SCLC B TR 8 18 4772 5 1 o

IMpower 133 i 7t v & 55 OS A1 PD-L1 41 43
TR A2 2021 FF 3T, 45 B oR , T — 32 b &%
FIER B HUBE A 9T 7 W ES-SCLC #3352 — 5
(1), 55 PD-L1 CJi2 40 A BH P Lo Agi] 2 BORN B8 S 72 40 il
BH 2 B A5 53 550 7K~ o B B AH G . 2019 4F ESMO
£ 2> 3T (1) CASPIAN Ilfs R AIF 708035 S0 £ 22%
ff) SCLC 5% %% 40 i PD-L1 %35 >1%, £ 5% )
Z MR 4 i PD-L1 28 14>1% , it 78 4 i 1 4725 4 B
PD-L1 [ 35 BAK HLAS BEAE S Tl B A% R G 5 i 1hé
G T IR T ES-SCLC f 3 17 R R T J5 AR Wi &
). BkA FHYE 4> % (combined positive score, CPS) &
SRR 100 A PR 41 B H PD-L1 % € f) i 83 40 it A0
8 A 5% 14D S 2 400 it i 2 R, kA R R T ff 3
P PD-L1 FIRIATE M. — T2 Hoc 508 1T I IR
Bt LR 7, A5 4 52 A R BR S BTG & 46 9T (1) SCLC
A , PD-L1-CPS ¥ 4 >1% () & 3 (n=19) b
PD-L1-CPS $¥4) <1% B i PEAl 19 35 (n=6) B
75 2% W 22 i 22 (ORR : 58% vs 33%) S B K i) v 7
7c #E A A7 W (mPFS) [4.4 vs 3.0 A~ H ; HR=0.73,
95%CI1(0.25,1.91)]. %A1 RUDIN 2“8 50 R I,
PD-L1-CPS BH £ (=1%) Fl B 4 (<1%) [ ES-SCLC &
FAEPZ IR Bk U & 40T 5 1) PFS F1 OS TG i
25, HAul,PD-L1#& SCLC B & )T i &
L bR A AR H T R R o T DA R e B
B} B WX T PD-L1 (1) 2 38 PF Al 1 )5 BR 14 , PD-L1
(1) 22 1K BE 73 BN ICT T 28 7000 A2 P s 54, A &
T I PR 6 9T 18 Sk T — DR R, KRR AE
B N T8 GRS PD-L1 2R3k HEAT 5RS 1 OV At K5
A YA PD-L1AE Pl S B e I 797 RO R il
VbR EDITER o
12 TMB

TMB 2 {67 52 i 8 5 DK 28 7 51 mb A5 R Al 3 A 4 i
FRAZ LI AR, Fo ] Fi0 045 i e 75 N 1) 22 i g
X ICT (3697 N2, SCLC A2 3% M i 8 v 44 41 fifg 5
AR % MR 22— 8N N 5 K B IR A i 3501
P 90E DL K 55 mh Ak 22 4 o 51 S 6 IR AR A A R
— MR, 933 B A v 1) iR BE A R R AR R e
BUE, IO S RGP

FRAE RICCTUTI %5 i 58 R I, 4552 9 8 ¥R 97 (1)
SCLC £ # , Mg 4 20 TMB 5= 1) 2 35 L mPFS Al
mOS & % K T TMB ik & % [mPFS: 3.3 vs 1.2 1M H,
HR=0.37, 95%CI (0.20, 0.69), P<0.01]; mOS: 10.4 vs
2.5 H , HR=0.38,95%C1(0.19,0.77) , P<0.01]. %t
%} CheckMate 032 ff 78" N 4H N B 33— 25 70 Mr K

) SCLC 38 A B 4F 1) lIm K3k 28 . KEYNOTE 158
TfF g0 4E LR o, b8 4 23 b TMB (>10 mut/Mb)
{100 58 35 A1 P e 1R ) BR SR S B TR T T AR . R
1M » IMpower 133 #f 5t J¢ 2 Jm 2 5037 i) B s b, 2 T
4 JE 1fi. TMB (blood-based TMB, bTMB) [t 6 ™ 9 %
B, T B B K bTMB 41/ ES-SCLC & 4 4 0] )
P2 — 2B B R Bk L pr e B A AT 3R A L
bTMB F£ A2 Tl ES-SCLC 5 3 % VA J7 i £ Wb
EW.

TMB £ 3 05 5038 43 2 65 () Jif g 2H 23, AR 4
R I 2H SUE AR AR, (R PR _EAEAE R 4
JH 5 77 %12 it SCLC B i, IX AT g 7 3 TMB & &
K e —EFEE EAZFR . 4k, 5 PD-L1 344, TMB
(ARSI 77 5 B AT ISR AN G — , DA B8 3 I 3 s A v
1) TMB A%t 2252 Z R R [ R2m . A4 212
A% 45 b TSR PR TMB , 15 3 55 0 RS TR ) T
BTN R W AR TMB” Al
“E TMB” 3 FE (19 AR 5 4 )iz 48, 5 A7 6k = 81
Tiffy P 3850 7 1L o PE A 3 v BRIOKSF o IIR 2 5 R
¥ TMB E A SCLC A=W br S HE) R v 75 2258
TR FIAE (4 11 PR 9 5 LAIG E F6 ] 5 B A I 5 v % B
AT
1.3 MSI-H/dMMR

NS A B 0 IR 48 e S B 1% i P R IA A BL [
iR E L. #ECEE & AT DNA il 24
162 R TE AR Bl 3 A TG R AIE N 238 4% 1 R <7 ME A A e
PEo AT —HBCAEE B T RIFRIA T 1) T 3 R A
(15 5 T RE BB, AT X DNA & il i R v £ 8 T ik
FHARER IEE A, SR T A AFE (microsatellite
instability, MSD & 2 . H L 12 5 6045 IMMR Al
fic /& & 5¢ # (mismatch repair proficient, pMMR) .
MSI A 534 MSI-H K FEAN R 8 FIERE o dMMR 45 [F)
T MSI-H, pMMR | 5 [7] Tk T2 28 A B AN A Bl
TRERE.

A 3 v ] ] 524 M A L e R A R T I
PRAX 56 KEYNOTE-164" il KEYNOTE-158"" ] ¢
i, FHeHE PD-1 01 70 iy 1R Bk BB A T AN AT D) BR B
HF 1% MSI-H 5L dAMMR R F ] sl A48 f8 5, o
09 WA 42 52 0ok i PR e g 28 BRLVD R R B ST B R
BT JE B S 45 B R R DL R BRI T SR R
i 3k Jg HL TG B B AR T T R A Sk . (A
ZANG 5" 5L 2 B it HR MSI-H R ZE IR
0.4%. TIAN S5 5 R B, 75 07 25 14 12 484 41 it J&z
B, 66 1l A MSI-H, Lt 6] % & 0.5%. E ik
KEYNOTE-158 Ilfi K i % 1 MSI-H/dMMR [#] SCLC
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B WA 441, B MSI-H/AMMR 1B N 4= Wbs &
Wkt SCLC ¥R 97 7 20 B 1835 T i 1 Tl A 4477
Tt — D 5 CLRAG o8 2 B0 1 S o

2 BERXEYREY

2.1 MR R RARKAREY

A0 L5 3REL, 4T, I Bk nT DLSE i )
ZIRMIBHASBE VT« R, A0 i o 5 2 48 bR 7E G 5%
BT BIANE 2 BBk 2 (1) 55T
211 AT

2 i K] 38 2 AR 431 IR T30 000 Y 2
RECKE B, AR R NE S s 2 KH
BLRVE T o A e f PRl o B ) P B e O
TV P 5 B I R I G 2 4 Sk ek TR 40 e P 40 i B
T TR A o) P 2 B A

HARDY-WERBIN 25"t 5% & I, 252 {7 LA B
P A T 5 B b T I SCLC B #H AR L, B A
R P AR D ) 48 B A7 (IL-1BLIL-2.1L-4.
IL-5.IL-6 - IL-8 . IL-10 . IFN- vy, TNF- o Mip-la }
GM-CSFE) fEIRIT Ja ¥38 . BRA VR IT AR 2R IL-2
<1.65 pg/mL ] f3 5 IL-2>1.65 pg/mL [ S & M EL
i TG 8 2 (0S £ 8.0 vs 30.54 3, P=0.015) ; FE£;
IL-6<3.85 pg/mL 5 IL-6>3.85 pg/mL ] 5 & A b , Al
& 5 B (0S: 18.5 vs 9.5 4 [, P=0.026) ; Ft £;
TNF-0<4.44 pg/mL 5 TNF-0>4.44 pg/mL [{] & &
EE , BT & PG B4 (OS: 18.5 vs 7.8 N H , P=0.004) .
T 4252 447 10 B vh , TL-2 . IL-6 A1 TNF-o. /5 1%
RIZHOSYRINHE G T2 ER . ZALERL
R G 2 g K] 7 T A DR B DT R T S B VR 9T SCLC
I TE bR B o
212 B4R

A EE PO TR VT oy 7 2 AR O S T
& %7 (lung immune prognostic index, LIPD) . ‘& H fiT
AR R R PR i 5 bk TR 0 i L 2R (derived neutrophil-
to-lymphocyte ratio, dNLR) B[ [ H 4 437 41 Jitd 54/ C 11 44
i 5 - m P £ i 50O ] b e RN L R i &L (LDHD 41
B. LIZER SCLC &35 1 LIPL 73 4 2 4 ( R BF 4N
W&/ AN ) 41) , INLR<4.0 1 LDH<283 U/L # ¥4
J9 LIPI B 4F %0 , dNLR<4.0 I LDH>283 U/L E{
dNLR>4.0 Al LDH<283 U/L ¥ 1/t Jy LIPI 1 %5 41 ,
dNLR>4.0 f1 LDH>283 U/L W4 N LIPI AN R4 . &5
R, LIPT [ 4740 255 () mPFS & mOS ¥4t - LIPI
W25 |/ ZH (mPFS: 8.4 vs 4.7 ™ H , P=0.02; mOS:
23.8 vs 13.3N A, P=0.000 6) . % X & COX [a] 44>
MR, 8T BT LIPL A 4% %2 — 28 PD-1/PD-L1 411
1l 571 Bk A 4k 97 ¥R 97 19 ES-SCLC &% OS 4k 37

Ja bR,

TE4 52 ICL &40 97 16 7 I ES-SCLC 3% A\ Bf
AR R T HAME SRR TN E . H
SFE T 2 K COX [BIH T R B, A R 41 i
55k B2 41 Y LE AE (neutrophil/Lymphocyte ratio, NLR)
& [ 3 PES [ 70 5 2R [HR=0.45,95%C1(0.22,
0.92), P=0.028]; itk 2 /5 A% 40 i L (L (lymphocyte/
monocyte ratio, LMR ) & & 35 OS 1) Bl 57 Tt Il A 2%
[HR=0.54, 95%CI(0.30, 0.99) , P=0.049]; ifij LIPI. &
95 4 P 98 0E $5 U (systemic-inflammatory index, SID .
I N AR/ B 40 B e {E (platelet/lymphocyte ratio,
PLR) . & R 4 % & I K M & % (systemic
inflammation response index, SIRD) /& i J5 & 75 $8 %L
(prognostic nutritional index, PNI) A~ #& ES-SCLC i3
PFS % OS M2 Tl Rl 38 . QI EESVR I, fE#: 52 —
L 0T 5 ) BR LI A 49T (1) ES-SCLC i 1, R 4R
PLR>119.23 [ & # OS B & % T PLR<119.23 [f] &
&, % & 2 B £ 9 PLR A& 3 OS f M —fh 37 i
Ja Xl % [HR=4.63 , 95%CI(1.00,21.46) , P=0.05], T
LMR.NLR.PNI. SII fI SIRI A~ s& ES-SCLC 34 PFS
J% OS (AL TR R 2 . (R, VB & A IR Y7 A PLR
AYEN ES-SCLC M #:52 — R S e & 0T I TS
TR .

213 BE#EK

SCLC H S Hufh =& % F Gt ot g 7= A 1) s
SEPUA . FE— DT LR B A R A AR FE
THH VAT ES-SCLC &35 (1 11 # 1w PR Bt 729 v, it
FE RN T B A B Bk (FT SOX2 . Bt Hu it
YO . T VGCCA . i VGPCA . i #% $i & K §i &t
W 20 Hi A 5T 04RO B R IA, 45 R BOR R R
FSE I 2] F B B A4 BH PE (1) £8 38 4 28 AH 5% mPFS #5174
HH R AEK (8.8 vs 7.3 H , P=0.036), H & Fit f&
BH P 1) 83 BB M R B R HE mOS E K 1 i 3
(18.5vs 17 H , P=0.144) . B & HiikBE S KA
SCLC &4 S5 097 I T A= s 254, B A 7 i
AT
214 AX@@piiEHLA)

HLA /£ %% R 40 5 30 4N A BLAE F ke
FEREHERIIAE. GARASSINO 2275+ CASPIAN Iffi
PRAR IS HH 1) HLA PR BRI AR A7 R AT TR B M
Mo 752 5% 50 #0805 9 &35 v, 414 5] B35 1
HLA- T /TR B m] vk FEARFDCR PG H 22 A
BTNy 2H R s 5 47 5 R R HLA-DQB1*03:01
BH 14 1) i 35 OS BRIt J 3 e K [14.9 vs 1051 H
HR=0.59,95%CI (0.39,0.88)].

A8 I PR G OB A A I T B A 43 T b
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BN AR SRR . A BRI IR B S A v
AN TR] 5 F5 A A I L 328 B R R 40— , WF 9 45 R AN RUAH
A, 75 B HE 52 S B 1R T I SCLC 3 R kAT KA
TRV A PR 56 DA S IE AR S A= M0 Am A 1 ] &
P, AT REAE F 5 & Fi b B0AE S A R ) o) A 2
SR v PN R A AN AL
2.2 irAE

2019 - FU e K2 b, A B 5T AP 55 F
$%52 PD-1/PD-L1 4 il 57 5l B & 2 F CTLA-4 4171 i) 551
YA JT B SCLC B34/, K A irAE f 838 B S UF 1)
ORR (26.3% vs 3.3%, P<0.001) . 5 K [f) mPFS[4.1 vs
1.3/ H , HR=0.30,95%CI (0.20, 0.43) , P<0.001] F/I
mOS[14.1 vs 2.9  , HR=0.32,95%CI (0.21 , 0.48),
P<0.001], HAEIGIT 6.9 F1 12 J& 5 59697 G 2k
BILL AR K A irAE 1 282 55 (6 ] : 89.5% vs 69.5%,
P=0.01:9 J& : 71.1% vs 40%, P=0.001; 12 & : 65.8% vs
31.6%, P<0.001) . % Bff 7t % B 2 52 5 5 ¥R 97 1
SCLC &3, B irAE 1) & 4 5 Tl J5 17 76 #H 5%
P o irAE BR G BEI6 9T 9T 80T Be A — 8 A DG I
HIEA B IEAE, IF HACER I 26 A B s N 56, B
PLirAE 597 802 (8] 1 0% R34 75 B 5 2 1) s PR 58
IIE

3 S5MERMIFE (TME)H#E X E MRS

TME FH [l 2 1983 20 B 1) G 928 40 D« R 2T 24 248
I AR LA A A . — TR AT AR B R
4 9 B2 41 Y (tumor infiltrating lymphocyte, TIL) F/
PD-L1 K3k 45 W4 TME 23 8 T ~ IV IY R A [ 25
B, KA A TME 288 (1) 8.5 ORR M1 PFS B 2 AN [A]
(ORR ATmPFS: 1 4 64%-.14.54 A ; 1T AN 12%.
2140 A TR A 24%-.3.6 N H 5 IV A 41%.10.8 4
). HHFRPE B #H TME & BT 1 2 WL NSCLC
BERNICI %2 2 8 £, {fH TME 1F 5 SCLC %% &
Vb SR TE 0 7 i — PR
3.1 TIL

TIL /& Mg 20 23 rb 43 85 HH B3R T bk 4 i, 9
TME HH [ EBEH R 2 —. TILAIRERH A AR
JR M, — MR, TIL A 46K 2 24 i > CD3" T 4l o
ASTA] 988 K5 TIL A7, CD4' T 41 g f1 CDS' T 41 i
()LL) A i 22 57 o TIL 75 S8 VR 97 P o S % ¥ 97
IV R R LTI R 3 TS AN B O IR S22
— TGN g FORIE FEC R S, TIL A] 4 A T2 96 H
TE B AR S, T VP Ak AR ICTYR 97 1) 58 35 47
53, 1M SCLC 38 TIL KW 7 A PR .

ZHAO %™ 8F 58 K B, SCLC i # F R A
TIL R [ E Y5 &4 CD3.CD20 Al CD45 # ik K15

1) 8 # mOS 3 H R A KPR B &R EK
[CD3: AKIEF|vs 31 I H, P=0.002; CD20: 80 vs 324~
H , P=0.033; CD45: 69 vs 28 > A , P=0.004], 3
CD3 " /E N 3% OS A SZ I K &K . 53— 7004
FK B, CD3" TIL 1=y K 1A 4 SCLC H 34 5 4F A7 iR
K, 1 A& & B CD8 B CD20" TIL 5 % A= 17 W1 A A1
KNS

FOXP3 /& U 15 1% T A 5 1% 73+ . FOXP3
AV BEVE N CD4" CD25 I 5 1 T 4 i b & 4 1
& P 5E CD4 CD25 1 15 11 T 41 i 1) fie 1) 5% § 5k
Kl HFFCE 3R 0, FOXP3 7] LATE 2 Fl B8 v 4 S T
W85 S B bR £ . {H K T FOXP3-TIL ££
SCLC H F I PR FUNAN EL IS A VF 22 40 BF J& (R 45 R .
H AP E IR, FOXP3-TIL X} [ ~IIIHY SCLC #5 57
KRR W il J5 VF ] [HR=0.37, 95% CI(0.17,0.81),
P=0.013]. JIANG "R B, FOXP3 Kk E#H T
BORAEAF WA FOXP3 LR IA 2 8 W] R AE K (41.20
vs 14.0 1 H , P=0.008) , FOXP3 7K *F- 7] 1§ y SCLC
TR IS IO R 2 . SR, 75— 0% 32 41 SCLC
I e 2 £ 2 1) ] e 1 it 9 Y, FOXP3-TIL B AE 47%
()95 191 vh A7 AE  {H IR OUL %2 31 FOXP3-TIL FH 5% i
T B .
3.2 T@mfa ¥ Ak B & & % (gene expression profile,
GEP)

T 4 fid % V£ GEP /2 HH S5 1R 23 GE R+ Rk
J5% 2 o 25 3 14 5 T R A G 1 26 BRI AH R, T BARRC A 4
i 4 [ B TME 1 % 28 IR L . KEYNOTE 028 fiff 71
RN, $ 52 e 1R BR B BT R S 40 9T 1 ES-SCLC 3
W, R IA T 40 % M GEP 1 /B 3 BoR HU B & I
ORR F1 K [ PFS, I H. T 41 g & ¥ GEP.PD-L1 %
TMB =& Z [A] (I BC& F8 A 50 RE A B TR A ICTIG
J7 R AR I AR . BEART L 0T T 4 B % 7 GEP
T REVE N RIEIRIT AW b EW K 2 2 E X2
S (OB 720, Ho b SCLC BT o EE i 85 /b, i 7 K
FIAR (1) BF 78 ok 38 78 e AE SCLC B 35 5 5 iR )7 I
KR
33 EMmin

{50 200 JHA'E S e 98 355 J5 4 i 1) B B2 R 4
AT DUSR AR AE LA A [, 5 3 A AR R 2 T R AR
7. EEROLA %™ ¥4 1 56 ] SCLC &3 [ F AR bx
A R A i R N e ZEL 2R P W 4 )
Ktk 22 , PR 43 JA AN I AR I S 1 A P
ST SCLC & M WG 18bs. 18 57— Wit 5,
SCLC A7 #A>4 4F () 5 ¥ CD68/CD3 {£ I3 8] J5i A1
g - <[ iR 2H A58 S A 1 20k ik 3 AR (P=0.007 7
1 P=0.047) .
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L% T TME AR bR (A RS BTk %
S22 7 SCLC 162 o 9 ELAFERHENTIAS T TME
FIH bR IR V(17 76 2 AL, % T JLR TS B
B ES-SCLC i i 169717 MU FUR b 91
itk — I

4 N4

R SCLCIRITIEN T Fd% i0y7 AR, (H g% ia
7 R BB A IR . dnfaf$ 5 SCLC B iR T
RO, ST 350F0 5835 U I AE P bs B 2 K
HE, —LFE NSCLC A 1697 A U E b £
7E SCLC It RIE BN TIMLE R . SCLC & iR I7 A&
bR EV I TR AR T I v 2 ik . o
S, B R0 T 2 O 18] R AT, TR B R AT KRR
NN R RO (RO R T D =y @ A< B 17 7 N
B ik, NEATF RS R KRE, LT IRER
— AN L — [ 48 B R AR U b T ICT 9T R, ROk
I A AR A R bR O ST A R TR AR R SRR
ot R A A AE R IE A B SR LA 1 S IR
A,TTRE M T RERBERZEBRITMHER. b
R M98 95 6 9T ML A BT R N ER R K
KRS 1) W R 38 56 BF A0 1 HF &, R R SCLC % %%
BITED AR BV B T H 25 R4, SCLC % %
R CRIR S5

(& % 3 #K
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