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7 F R 1 B R AR S A2 A TR BR B U BA YT 5 & R Xk BR 2 LA AT LA Y 2 B T A A A A



], (HEAAEFBEM AR S, SaL R, CSCO BiE RE SRR B RA
JEREN | 9fits, X TohEE AR EESmRTIF .

¢ JEMAT TNM 4K T, BI040k 4 BB . EEARN T, 5 T, (EE T 2EIHHE
ERERL DI M, ORURZAS (NED) MBRAG BE . HEEE FZkIET KEYNOTE-564 fiff 5T,
SIS S M A B B 5 22 R 300 X B T o 1 16 15 ) 40 B 4 R i Bl I O BE AT R
WG RTISE, EEALARE: TNM 0 T, & 36040 4 Fk R Loy . AR R AM 0 T 58
T,. {8 TSI ELEEER, UL M, TRRAS (NED) HIBHEARJEEHE, BT asEzimd
FIBK A HURBINATF—4F, 455 BRIk 13 1 —4F DFS 5510 85.7% Fl 76.2% . Pi4F DFS 4}
513 78.3% FI 67.3%, 5 EHA G222 X (HR=0.63, P<0.000 1); {H5AF7H0E A m
20307 R AE IR <65 % . ECOG 143 0 43, PD-L1 CPS -4 = 1 43 LA B8 M VIBR A JG TG
B RF IR, REMEIETER: REERITARIT AR REBEMRERN 79.1%,
34 BRI KRN 18.9%, 35w LB I,

5.2 HBMEEMNRIRT

e R e R 1 LR 25 A T OIS T DR R R, X4 25 ) AR IR O T E B o Bt VEGE/
VEGFR %72 (10254, RArEe. §Fee. Huwine. Fge., Nkkeh, Fige. €
RBE . BIRALE . R JEAE), Mk mTOR &% ((RKZ5Y: KA ARMBFIGE RA) Mbsid
SRR (RF258. MERAICET . PSRBT, RIS, PIgEE B0, BT, RERXK



B E RO EMERAARE | SRR e . Biie . KSR | BT R AR B e A I AR At
S TR B IR T o

521 EBUSARTUIRRMEZEIAME SRR —28T3 RIE (IKRE)
SRR (1A2%)  HEYE (2B2) @ KB + kAR (1A %) P
BEE (1A2)  FIESR (24 2%) BE R R + B4R B (1A 2%) P
KRR (24 2%)  PIEEJE + IEABRSH (1429 b

OHREE + AR (1A ) P

[ %]
a BUIAIME AR AR SE B RS, X TR R AT B R RS R BE, AIEEE 2~3 A
PEATE DI A W SRS iR lRah) 17
b SR NRFCERGT ., AR RSTENE BT, ERHMER TH B AaTT RiEe .
W 24 45 BB 18 R T [ P b e P T I B IR



52.2 EBMFIARILIRMEEHMIESBREN—LZEISRE (PE)

1 1

GFRER (1A2) &R (2A2) BEER
sEukiafe (1A 2€) RhHER (24 2)

FIEEE + IAEAZREHT (1A 2K) PIEEE + R AT (1A 38)

SRR + EFIZREST (1A 2£) PTEE TR + PU4ES B4t (1A 2£)

FHEE + ARFSTEDT (1A 2)
HRFNSBEHT + FICARER (1AK)
EHER (24 2)

[ %)
a CHER.ZEER . MRFATEF . EFIZRET . FEARR  SREMNEFTEAS L,
(B SR E F F e BB AT RIEE . A4S Ry R T E A L m TEl S R
\éro



SRS

5.2.3 Eﬁ@l’fﬁ*ﬁ@l‘?‘l’fﬁ%ﬁﬂ@'%JHH@EEI'J—Q&';‘D*F Eﬁﬂl% (:af‘)

BTER 2 + MAERIZRAST (1A 28) BTE R + %Im%ﬂ%ﬁ (1A 2%) ﬁ%‘ %}E
CHEE + HEFIZREAST (1A 2£) R R + ARG (1A28) EXUE D
fRER (1A2) BTERE R + PUAEE BT (1A 25)
Frmetafe (1A 28) IRANITERHT + FICARBHT (1A 2K)

R (24 2%)

[ %]
a B, XER. WRAIJCRST. WHAIZREST, PFICRBST, Fran Ayt N e b,
EORALMER] TR PR ANGY T s RIS . BTt St i oA T [ AL b T T P i

M S E AR — R IETT R REREAT -

et B ARYE MSKCC 5 IMDC HURREEL I MRSE . e, wfE, RN AFERAT AR M4
P BORBZ IEE R, WE I TYRIGTT, EAREEE S HERGYT, e AR
JER, AIRERs ZHR G RPERTT -



(1) $BEiasT

1) &FEEE

e (sunitinib ) T BRI — 07 MBS EEET -G e & e 5T RN A TR
B B ERLG BE LA RA ST, IESEAT R B BULEMER N 31%, B TR BEEKITCpmt Rt
], 5% 11.0 A, B 0S K 264 A L XIS IFRRIIET IMDC 432 A 754 B RSE
HfE . RGN PFS 23500 14.1, 107, 24 A, BWARCEI AN 53%. 33.7% K 11.8%. HWRAFIL
PP A DU K gt 54T FE 8 e Xt R FH e 01 B 8 — ZRIRYT 1Y Checkmate214 BF5Y 5 4R BEVISS R R
IMDC )5 MR & N 247 e B R IR IT RIS I B MR K 52%, H i PFS b 289 ™A, HEfa
BT PFS 8.3 AN 10

& JB 8 Je — £ VA T b [ L B 1 B 4 R O R 3 A0 22 0 TV 3 I PR 9 45 SR R B A AR N
31.1%, i PFS 4 142, HfL 08 307 A~

[t FlEE | 4FRRRJE Somg, HFH 1k, MIARIESE 4 G2, RE 2 8, 4 6 FA— 1 JEM; =
FIRERJE Somg, HH 1k, HERESZE 2 B4, KB 1E, &3 Eh—1E.

2) Hmmafe

BmsmAJe ( pazopanib ) AT 55 RSP B 0 R A R F HE bR 2 o0 M IR ST, 452R B
s EEMRAJE I HR A PRS 7 11.1 N, BWMSEBER N 30%, WAHHr B8 MSKCC a1 G M fadl
s BE L B GRS & e IR TR R v R — IR T R LB £ b T G PR
5% (COMPARZ ft5%), 455 S/Riimenae 54t e enyhai PFS 700k 84 MA 595 M H, Geit+
KFEHES R, REMFIRL ST : ORR 43910 31% 5 25%, Hfii OS 25k 28.4 A5 293 1A,



"
=
ﬁ_

PR B R RS REE R AR F4T R &2 P, COMPARZ WFFY 3t AZH 200 (il R 2, BEmbifJe 4 A
F e e AL PES AL (8.3 DA vs. 8.3 A H), BIFLHEIAERYH AL PFS  13.9 A 5 143 1A,
0S ZRILIH¥EL (KikF vs. 295 MH)

— UG B2 TR I 0 A — e O MR Y9 19 BB (SPAZO BF58) AT T 3T
IMDC 4325047, &f&. HREL K@ fE AR E WA RCRDIAA 44% . 30%. 17.3%, H{L PFS 515
F324A UAAFMANA, 24 0S KA51H 81.6%. 48.7% 1 18.8%

[ Y ] JEmeia)e 80omg, #H 1k, =M OAR.

3) R

— 0K FRALAEJE (sorafenib ) AE X BEHT T 6 B 1 088 — 2R IR T B [ BR 22 v TDD s PR 36
(TIVO-1 #F5%) iR, FAARE—Lia7 7 Bl i m & WA RN 24%, P47 PFS By 9.1 A1,
JETF MSKCC 2MERSE. e, ma AR PFS 20518 108 ~H . 74 A ALK 109 A4,
fir OS 9 29.3 1 11, 53 4b— 0 BB S AE % B8 FH T R P P — ety 1 ORI PR A6 7%
KRR —ZIATF B WA RN 15%, 47 PES W] 6.5 A 7

FEl P AR 2 A I RBIFE S — 0K 11 B 5 SR M2 P LIRRBESE (IIT BF50), 3EAMA 62
B, SRR EARER N 19.4%, BRREHIZ R 77.4%, 41 PFS K 9.6 ~H '™, EH—IiL
ot BRSNS 845 (NI A — R AR R SRAF JR SRR 7 B AP RN DR AT, 4538
BoREPIAE R AR PFS A 111 ANH, J 0S 24 N H 0,

[ H#efF Y | &PrdEJe 400mg, B H 2R, HR.



4) MEER

2 (axitinib) 5ZRAER X B T B — 23677 00 TG RBF R4 R s, Bl s
B 4Bz PES N 10.1 A, SRAAE X BA R A BRI E NG, HibTr
MO . BWARCEN 32%, H47 0S K 21.7 AH 120 T E B R AR AT
W%, HAz PES N 10.1 A, BWAMER 35.4%, HAAEFREN 315 AH P

[ e s PEE Sme, B H 2w, DR, 2 B INfE 2, Al#fThlEiga, Tme, HH 2K,
BARFIE N 10mg, &H 2K,

5) FEER

R B —I 1 A2 O BEALAFSE (CABOSUN ) [e#s TR R FnéT e B e —4Iay7 hfa sl
£\ 7 B 20 IR R Tk, SR BOR R R4 PES BEM TERBRIRITA, REFRATS
e PES 4 8.2 A, IMDC Hfg SEfa ARERI L PFS 40310 83 M H 5 6.1 M H, 2AKEN
RN 46%, L 0S H730.3 A P

[ #efF Y ] R 60mg, &H 1 KA,

6) ZFER

T2 % %8 (anlotinib) SEFEE B X R T MM B —ZIAdT 0 LB IRAT TS, Hor 91% A
4 MSKCC G M e, SRExR, “PERAME B RAMN AL PFS 4 17.5 1 H vs. 16.6
A~ B (HR=0.89, P>0.5), HEKFaVIRIE, Bl A 0S 451k 30.9 A~ HF1305 ©~H (P>0.5),
ORR 435I 30.3% F127.9% "2,

[ | ZEER 2mg, BH 1k, DR, ELRes 2 F, 54518, B3 F—rk.



A

)=}

(2) EESMEEKEIAST

1) PRFI L BHFEBESFRICAES

— T4 B R L BB A BHUC R B BT 5 4T T2 2 Je o BB T 16 409 B 98 104 B AT B T 309 i R F 5%
( Checkmate214 ), FEZEMFAREN IMDC FG AT EEMEE, HEWARE 77%. 458 B/R E 2
FRANFEHRGIRIT AT e B e 4 W s 17 B A Aend ] . Jeib AL At a) R B AR, 5 4ERE T
B Bos & fE R FH RS REERITH SE R B EIRIT A AL OS 435 47.0 A5 266 N H, B
BRCRITMNN 42.1% F1 26.3%, 47 PFS 7050 11.6 A5 8.3 N H; MHFFRMARRS G ANFEBR &%
JERIT 58T e B IR IRIT HE A BRI AN 30% 5 52%, L PFS 23514 124 MH 5 289 A,
i OS 2351k 74.1 5 68.4 5 1102

[ HEFEHE: | A JCHT 3mg/kg + VLR BHT Img/kg, 43 8 11k, 34 &, HEHRFIT
b 3mg/kg, 21K,

2) cHRERBEAMENERER

— IS AR JE B I R Bk BT sl A 2 5 ) LA S 87 e R Je B 24 (R E A LG B8 TIT I R A 5% ( CLEAR
WF5E) B T IREERIZR ST + RS, SeREE + IKYESE R S AT JE B e 2 — 4R IA T I 1
PR GER R, MAERIER S + SRR 4Ly PES 3531 T 23.9 N H, MiCHEREE + 4k
B DL AT SR SR B 2GR A PRS 430 147 AN AR 9.2 N H s SR B W45 K 71.0%
53.5% 1 36.1%. PFS (EH M~ : SEFRECIRIFHLEL, IMDC G a4l M EfE . hiafEi
)Rl MA&%E+mﬁﬂ%$mm(ﬁ¢ﬁmo

2023 4F ASCO WA TR 4 EREVIZE R, 453 B SR R B A A Bk s btinyT 4



f i L AERT AR 53.7 A, SRR IAIT AR P AR A7 A E] 54.3 AN, BT IMDC fER
2o, TRAG A, PEEARBA AT SXHRAM AL PFS 43518 221 MH 5 59 A,
T f ABEFP AL PFS 43510 28.6 N H 5 129 N H, TitRKE. e, maAR, SREEEKREH
R BRBAHIEYT AT R B e M IR B B3k as . BEAr T, IRfa AT G iR T 4 S X B
Hifii OS 433 R Rk FN 5 59.9 N H , FEABERATRITA 5% AL OS 4378 47.9 5 44.4 1A,
LB REGITSE YL, MEaARBRSRIT4 504 B4 H 4 0S 435k 372 MH 5 104 1A,
ERH BEMGITER L,

A SRR EE A ISR BRI = 3 AR R T LA RIEF 82.4%, HAERIMLE.
REYE . NS R A U S R AR &N R SEUATEFIER BRI/ SO R insr &k
() B LR E 37.2%, SECHEBRIE R ERE AT 68.8%; BE SRR HALAHXTF
RN 69.6%.

[ | B AT RIARER & . DATEAER SPT 200mg, 4 3 A—K + ©HFJE 20mg,
H—K, CSCO B4 RERSENCHRE R ARG ZH e RinTE, I 12mg 2R, 7
FE AT SR e R R

3) MEERBESHERNIRENR

— T ] I R Bk B 5 T JE R e Xk B P T R — vy T AL AR I3l PR 5
( Keynote 426 WF5%) XJ L T WA IR BAHT + BTE B S AEF e B Je — L3Ry T B I A0 B e . &5
R, BEAAM AL PFS iK% 151 N, BWARCREER 59.3%, 1 FAFRKT 89.9%, HWE
X REF BRI A

it



2023 4F ASCO iUty TIZmF5 5 AEREVIAS R, BT E = e B A WA T A Bk B bT a7 240 i b o A= 4
WHEAE] 47.2 N H, &FRBRIRITAAR] 40.8 T H, 54 OS K43N 41.9% M1 37.1%; HIxTT4F)E
BlRinITda, PEE KA MIERZR SR A EFR L. £ T IMDC a2, FEfii
FHEEIRITHEA B OS K45 LA PFS R4k, UGB AIRITAH AL OS 730k 42.2 5 293 1M H,
{7 PFS 138 5 83 NH, BWABCRIHIH 56.8% 5 34.9%, TMiKfGHEES, WGBSRrasd
i OS 4514 60.3 5 62.4 41~ H, J i PFS 4 20.7 5179 1A, FWARES BN 68.8% 5 50.4%,
Tt OS, B2 PFS, BRAHERAITARREIIE BEMNER

[ A2 | AT AR SAET 200mg, 4 3 J8 1 K + FTEEE Smg, BH 2K,

CheckMate 9ER #F5% & — IR 185 Je Ik 5 g iR DL St 5 8T 2 2 Je it B FH T 300 i — IR YT N
BEHL T T B8 PES IF5E 127, 45 R, RIEBRBAMRAIC AP A PFS H 16.6 M, 47
BRAEANSINTH, 2REE (P<0.001); BAN 1240 HAFERI 5N 85.7% F1 75.6% (P = 0.001 ),
NSRRI 55.7% F1 27.1% ( P<0.001 ),

2023 4F ASCO-GU & BUE A A0 T 3 4FERHIA 45 R . ZMARCE R 55.7% 5 28.4%, Hrbsg
LRIRFR RN 12.4% 5 5.2%, L PFS 51k 164 5 8.4 N, WA A7 IAI 40500 49.5 5 35.5
NH . #F IMDC falsr 2504, IMDC ARG ARES, RERRBAMRAIL BRI 55 e e iniT &
HWHRAL PFS 4350 21.4 5 139N, o147 OS 45 Kk E] 5 47.6 ~H; JGig PFS 82 OS, K
R R ENRA LY BA B3R5 ; IMDC g A, RER RGN RAIL P 5688
JeiRyr BE WAL PFS 735128 16.6 5 8.7 H , Wi OS 43414 49.5 5 36.2 1~ H; IMDC = e ARt
KBRS MR AT L 58 R B R IR A TR PFS 20518 9.9 5 424, H1{i7 0S 435N



348 5105 /A, Fibi PFS, #&0S, Hfa5E AR RS REAMRAIL AT BASITF
BERE

[ e | IR FIJE AT 240mg 55 2 A 1K + RIEEE 40mg B H 1 IKH k.

4) MEERBEMAES SRR

T T R A B A B B 5 AT JE s B N R T A B R — 3R T R BE ALY AR I3 ek R
( JAVELIN Renal 101), FE#F5ARER PD-L1 IS E, 450 BREEA4M PFS BB B R4t K
(1384 vs. 724 H, P<0.001); BWARELHIH 55% 526% ',

2023 4F % A BT FT T B U B0 SR P4 P SR AP 1) A B ARk 8 5 37.8 A, L PFS
4951 13.9 5 8.5 4 A o #TF IMDC fali 482447, IMDC G ABE, Bl EE e ik & Fr4E & Hiis
55 BB R YGYT BRI R PES 40310 20.7 5 13.8 A, i OS HKAE]; JLitk PFS i/ OS, FiE
B RO T4 e BB I BB T4k 2% IMDC g A, B R R Bk A P4 T 56 e &
JE AT BB PES 210 12.9 5 84 A H, Wiz OS 45k 42.2 5 37.8 A, {UXFE PFS i
] SR e A BT 4 8 B ELAT B 124 B3k 25 ; IMDC i fE AR, BIE B R G P4 & BT S5 e
B JRVAYT BE M AL PES 4231k 8.7 542 4NA, W 0S 451k 21.3 5 11.0 M H, JGiks2 PFS, i&
R OS, MIHRBAMAgapii BAGIEBELE 7

[z ] et 10mg/ke, 2 A 1K+ FIERE Smg, BH 21K,

5) MEBERHEAHmRESH AR

T B R I B e R B 5 4 B SR X R T B e A AT B AT R IS PR
5% (RENOTORCH ), A4l 421 flrhEfa i, bl b5 e B A R Fl sk & e 2 e 52

B

/8



RTY . EEMFFL S PFS, 2023 4F 3 ESMO 2 iSUHRkE H45 R 5 s fl 8 Je B & 4 B | i op
i PFS ik %) 18.0 A, BEMTEFRBEXTIRYL (9.8 NH ) WEBIFTL L, PR WA SRS
H 56.7% 5 30.8%, HAELERIHNARIRE]S 26.8 N H , ZRAFKITFE L,

R | Rt S A BT 240mg 45 3 JH—IK + B E e smg, H 21K,

524 BREFATLRIEEEMIESMHIREN L8735 RIS

TKI KW REJefi + kdima) (1A28) SERER + IK4E3EA] (24 2%)
FIEEE (1B 2%)
g FJ T (1B 28)

PHERAIT BT +
FIEE5 B + IHTEAIZE AP (2B 2K)  fRUCARPHL (2B %)
TR + M FIER AR (2B 2K)  &FRER (24 %)

A
e
8
i

4w (1B 2K)

KR (1A )
IAEAER 4T (2B 25)

FEMRAfE (2A 28)
RHAER (24 2K)

RS IWRITSE EFERE (2B 2K) FhEe

IR Fawgip g (2B 2€) AT
RZ e A + R4S ] CkEE +
TR + KR4S H] T A B BT

KHEERE (24 2%)

(2A38)



[ %]
a CSCO Wi’ K% 5t & BUfAFAE (LTS UL B S S NI KBTI -

R B A AR S AR AR TR A 2R IATT R R AR -

(1) $BEiaTT

1) FMEER

A 2 ) T B o — SR AT 2R IS F I R B T B T — TS R AR e LR T 4R A 51
TKI $1F0ATF 5 HE R R R M B R O B IR £ b B Bk TR RIS (AXIS BF5E), SR BoRpls
B RVASTRE BB K P PES, ik 6.7 M, BWAREN 19%, Hi 08 451% 201 MH . 2E50
W BRI T R BRI, PR R A AR e B4 B35 1K T (i PFS
49000 48 A 5 3.4 ANH P, T NEERS I R R A IR R e IR T I TE IR R 5T,
A R E R, Hii S AXIS BFSEE, SR E/RFTERR AL PFS K 6.5 A, FUARCE
% 23.7%. AT B B 4T B BB A T IR — A2 = R 37 PFS 2 4.7 A 1%

[ HEFEFYE TR 8 Sme, B H 21k, AR, 2 MG, Al 7R E, Tme, &H 2K,
BARFIEA N 10mg, FH 2 K.

2) FEER

o R B A5 M k2 AL X R T T 004 Y7 2 WU B30T B e a7 1 T BE AL IR 22 L
3% (METEOR F5%), Ft A4l 628 il kA8 o —4Rak—4 L b 3o il 45 40 (R 3R YT 10 W35 ' A4 e i A

A

V=]



ShaE S

Ho 2015 4 9 HIRAMMIGIRIF RS R ER . SRS, FHER R ENUGE TKI IGI7 KK
JE W SR PES, 58] 7.4 M H, BWARCE 21%, ARG Y 2016 4F6 AN T
METEOR 5S4 45 R, BRI e SIKGES Gy AR AL 0S 451k 21.4 ~H 5 16.5
H, ORR 4310 17% F1 3%, ZRA G Y,

Ty hb—T-R A JE kB BT I 2R T 5 R R e B2 ok R T B A S BE TR T AR MU B BEAILX HE T
B IRHFFE ( CONTACT-03 ) 1, HizhREREIRIT IR A RCRIAE] 40.9%, H4 PFS 4 10.84~H,
Hiiz OS WA, X2 H HTE—2 0 19 F T BB S 1R Y7 U 12 32 48 ) 25903697 19 TG AR 6
%&E [38 IO

[ HEREHYE | R 60mg, —H 1%, HOfR.

3) CREBRBESIKERT

T JE (lenvatinib ) Jy— i 78 ik S PRI M 457, 2S5 8 VEGFRI~VEGFR3, hWLF 44
it 4 K732 4K 1~4 (FGFR1~FGFR4 ), PDGFR-o.. RET D) J% KIT, —IiCH R BEA K4k 5 /1A T
SRR . A2 IRYE S A X BRI R ST VEGF 1877 B R IS RE R e B i TG RIS, 4550
BRBEAIRITH AL PFS 353 146 NH, HA20S K 255 NH, BEDTRRA, i B — 2%
YT TR e

[ ] e 18mg, B H 1k, WK4E5H Smg, HH 11Kk,

4) KT RHBEREER

RE Je A E— ) TKI 26254, %FF VEGFR2, PDGFR-B. RET Hl c-KIT £ %58 A il 1% 1
KRB e AT B A R 4 5 =) X6F AR 2 e A o 24 a3k A 5 ) B 2434 7 R AR TR 2825 ) 2 IO 301 135 9 1) it



P A TG RBFSY ( CONCEPT #F9Y) £, (RPRA + RYEsn] . RP ey, IRYE R HZy
3 ALY ORR 4-5I4 24.8% . 10.5% H18.3%; i PFS 3%k 10.0 A . 6.4 4AF 6.44H, T
7 0S K 30.4 4 H . 30.5 A M 2544 0

[HfEFE A ] IR A 200mg —H 1k, MR, MK4EEA Smg —H 11K, Hik.

5) IRGEETF

R 2 25 5] T T B 1 O A I R B ok B — I B M 2 b0 BE AL R TIT 48 o R AT 5
(RECORD-1), WFFEiH B4 55 5] 5 22 B30 0 B8 FH 3R 7 SE T 45 32 S8 ) 25 903R 97 R R Fe R 1
T, 45RO R B B A R N B B E SR L PFS, 35 4.9 N A, GRS E R 64%, AL
0S N 148 ™A, Hrp i &b RS EF R EAIT R BE, 8BRS "RYT H AL
PES AN 5.4 4 H , Bt BRUSEIT 69% ', —0 [ N i H 2 AR 455 AR 7 I 2 b i I IR
5T (L2101 BF5%), HFESE THRAESLRIVE R TKI JAYT ARG —LREE[MIRYT BT R 2k, B
61%, T3 PES 7 6.9 H , IR N 66%, 1 SEAAF%N 56%, 1 4F PFS HHy 36% %,

(A | k4E5E] 1omg, BH 1R, Dk

6 ) EHAh TKI Z54

FIT R E — 240 38T Il R F5E (INTORSECT 5% . AXIS #F5Y), XTHRAHARAAERE, H
H1 INTORSECT 5 AZH B E I NET R B R IAIT RIMA B, & RhAEe AL PFS 24 3.9 1A,
difiz OS K 16.6 A8 131 T AXIS BFgHr, —&RHAEBIRITRIFAL PFS Ky 4.7 M H, H{L OS K
1924 A, WHABRAEET R B RIRTT RIMUEF RIS AL PFS 3.4 1 H

PR BAE I R MYAYT T, SWITCH BF5E 45 R Bon RidE e R f5 7 S &F R B e b L



7
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S S

PFS 3y 5.4 7~ H 14,

— I 1T I R 2E s, 50 F JE VT RE A — S S2 87 e B Je sl DUARER S bt ia T 2R Wi e R 11 25
B B AR R, R R B RE N 27%, L PFS H 7.5, 24 A A AR R 43% %,

(2) EIBST

1) MEF LB

— 5 2 A T BB 5 K 4 B ) BESE  BEAEBEILAE TRT 2 W) e B o A — 3 T B i PR AT
( CheckMate025 #%%), %G RMFFEIE AL 821 BilnG il B e i &, REAEHESZ i — Sk —Eebuim 48 4 i
67, BEMLEZ AR A At sk 4 5wl IR Y7, FEMRA S 0S. 2015 4F 9 ARA T 1TixllE IR
R R AR, BaRPAHBAE OS 20518 25.0 MH 5 19.6 M H, HRFITCHEHAIT BEFEBGE T
0S, MiREWFLE I, ORR 45K 25% 5 5%, oL PFS 43510 4.6 MH 5 4.4 P 0,

[ HEE Y | R AT 3me/kg, £ 2 J—IR, FlkiiE.

2 ) CHREREAMIERKER

— TG AR FE B A P TR BR BB 1 i 309 B 9 B v R U A TR R B SE ( Keynote146 BfF
5%), AT 145 filEE, XEZRE M2 — s IR, Hrh 72% By E Az g iR
TGS VAR B ek PD-1 BAHTEC AP Y iRTY, AdE#Z KRB 20mg, &H
— UK+ DA RR BT 200mg, 3 AT, X T RS S IR R, BMABCRIAE
55.8%, T PFS 122 M H , SFcirgemt k3] 10.6 A 17

[ HEFEFE: | AR ER BAbT 200mg, 45 3 JH—IK, S E 20mg, & H—IK. CSCO B TR ZEn
SRR R AT LIARSE T 32 18 e e bR i, #EFF 12mg AR, FFRUIS I T AR e iR i EE



52.5 RBUSARTLIREEHMAIEE SMIRREIN=20873 RIS

| Gt Il s Il s

BE—. 48 IRKRPIR IETEFIZRES + ERJE (2B 3K)
4 TKI R 1% CHREE + IEFIZREST (2B 3K)
MRFJCEAEHT + FILAREA

FHEER (24 35)

YRF TP (24 2)

MATEFIBR BT (2B )
BEERmSaE RRTR RE A SR (A A8 TKT 157 (2B 26)
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