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MERGREHAER GG LA EES R aeila Ty A TEH GO E ARE
Moo VTHASE R R B ey FUE B B R AYIERR - RN R HAT Wl R R T AT R AY
BoBE MM o AR B E  CERWEBERBE T SR NRRER TN E—FR
THAT @ R G e OR o 45 5 23 %] mTOR & Cyclin-dependent kinase CDK4 #» CDK6 £- % 4%
J+ 7 &8 R & 3 (progression-free survival) © #7894 328 % 5 A st - L & PI3K
AKT % HER2 Ao — X Mgk % 2 B I A2 %] (ER degraders) ° 3R A E K o9& » T #H %

BR st B M LR By ek 0 LB TAESR B

B WA 04 SRR )IB B VA B AR M 6 4 BE

Mo R — RIeB - A XL BB AT A FLAE 09 R -

RATERA - MEBESREMZHEFLIE (Estrogen-receptor positive breast cancer)
e RAZLIE (Advanced breast cancer)

N

Rl

il

122 9 M 38 3R 32 B8 15 1 (Luminal estrogen-
receptor-positive) 2 Her2 (ERBB2-negative) FL##

SBERING R LI R 70% - BRAERE A

#HfE_- 5230 ER (Estrogen-receptor) » {H#t HER2
(ERBB2) it & 323 (overexpression) ° [fij ] fif 5¢
1R Ry M R T SRR R U5 =L ALl e il B e
FISHEIE T FHERHEAY 40% 1H 3 Ak ' -

20 TEAKRAF 4T Tamoxifen FYHTEE 4 i » Bl
ER A& A FEELER(S 5% (Tyrosine kinase signal) 57
BERY LA 2 o EE - BREAERBUY TR
HNH] | (aromatase inhibitor) {a] ff 52 G TR L EE
ST FRSEEETE - H ESR1 EE[RIRYEE L o KL
TSGR TEENE Y 15% 2 40%° -

IR Ry 3f ER 514 HER2 [ 14 2L 4% B 19 5L

2 Ak

Je BE LS 2 - H b CDK4(Cyclin-dependent

kinase CDK4) §2 CDK6 o Je il it 33 4= #e i o 25
ZLRRH] 7 o T HAAYEE 2248 (Somatic mutation)
25— THIGFRT ARy - (i th e - 41
PIK3CA (phosphatidylinositol-4, 5-bisphosphate
3-kinase catalytic subunit alpha) ~ AKT1 (AKT
serine-threonine kinase 1) » HER2 ;& FGFRI
(fibroblast growth factor 1) HY = BRI - HH %
ik Fe 1y 8 BB SR AR T T 30% ~ 4% > 2% Sz 10%
RE S o KRy KA 3 F RTINS LBk B 5
BRI LT TE T JE ST B RS 1 2% - ATLL
HA I B T SCRR - S LA R A iy B
SO S BT B EAIG I -

A ARAER
3L 20 AT SRR S -
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FH DU AR 2L tamoxifen SIS iR 2 i
H aromatase inhibitors ( FIHIMEHERAEZE ) - DI
IR B 6 T AR A i 2 B LA e ik 5 OF (5 1
S AR 5 B RIS (aromatase inhibi-
tors) ° [ME IR AL » FEHRESIIH S
167 » LA Selective estrogen receptor downregula-
tors (SERDs) £y » 41 : £ CONFIRM i -

S 500 258 fulvestrant A 250 =50
B¢ FIRST g » SR8 H 6 F 05 2 lig LR
(aromatase inhibitors) F[1 FALCON gt » Hdk
SHIER AT (PFS)”'? -

CDK4 X CDK6 BYHIHI B pY I HEE R
— ~ CDK4/6 Bikss

e e i H: v B LY IR 3R 2 — 2 A
SR 2 38 3 iy 3 A0 S A g A g 2 o 5
o MHCEIARY K2 H RN AR EE - e
A B 42 ke 2k 352 3% & Cyclin D1 ~ CDK4 »
CDK6 J Rbl Z FIHIFHEEE AR (B — ) - 9 15%
9 ER (5% T B9 e iE f % » H CCND1 854
(amplication) » EE{H Cyclin D1 & #57r FR -
i 3 B 2% B & 15 1k CDK4 2 CDK6 » fit LLHD
il CDK4 Fz CDK6 & ik 4> ER [5 14 045 e 5
i 1516 o FERBAMNE R A - SRR
A PUSEME R RERTIE E CDK4 B CDK6 & it

G1 phase
] :
Cyclin D1
e[S Il
{(—— E2F
S phase

B— : P: REEL - ERER T RB1 2 E2F 55 -
RABHBILRB 2% SEHEDH Mo
E2F 2 YE B G1 = S phase ' £l ig K& 1%
Ko

Frys ey 58g 4= - (KL I CDK4 K2 CDK6 »
AR B ISE M B R IaE =0 1T .

CDK4 K CDKe i HI{EF

PALOMA-1/TRIO-18 3 58 /& 58 — HA Fiig %
A - F BT —#R B Palbociclib 1E
ER-+HER2- Ay B #9884 » —#H B2 3 Letro-
zole [ 55 —#H B25Z Letrozole 1 Palbociclib »
T % 42 17 11 (PFS) 7E # % Letrozole £ Ky 10.2
il A 1 $2 5% & §F {# F Palbociclib #H Fy 20.2
H (p=0.0004) » H & @ 4 71 (PFS) ZE K 4Y
10l H 2245 20 » [RIBE > S50 FDA 5 38 i ik
SEAE G R F 3 HLH A0 58 FEE Ry B Letrozole
Of A ME 32 5 1 ~ HER2 SZREF& 1 » W B;
R LR TR R SRR L c FEEE 3 M
#J PALOMA-2 & B b+ H i £ 666 £i7 ER (5
£ HER2 [ 548 6% H AR B 21l SR R iR
HAFLE RS — R Letrozole M5B —#H
Letrozole F1 Palbociclib » st R 4E {7 (PFS) 7E
5% Letrozole #H 5 14.5 1 H 1 #%25%% & 56 F
Palbociclib #H F 24.8 fil H (p<0.00001)*' ° T £
53 BARYEE R 30 BE PALOMA-3 » HIKEE 521 fif
ER [ HER2 [ 15#84% H M B 2 il 52 1A%
AR B A AL R - —#H B2 Fulves-
trant [fj 55— #H $% 3% Fulvestrant I Palbociclib °
e E R AR 77 A (PFS) E$25Z Fulvestrant #H5 3.8
fi&l 1 $% 5% & Hf 55 F Palbociclib 1 5 9.2 {8 A
(p<0.001)" M HAFRALAFAS TR A 20 B 30 1
7R o

Abemaciclib £ 28 — HiHJ MONARCH-3 &
Bah > KSR 493 £ > ER 5 1 HER2 & 1 52
% HEE 2w s a R I ZLE g > —
HH$E 2 I HA S RE TS 7 BR A HI A Nonsteroidal
Al (Aromatase inhibitor : % H 1 mg anastrozole
By 2.5 mg letrozole) [ 53 —#H $3Z Nonsteroidal
AL F1 Abemaciclib » #EHE R4 1FHH (PFS) 1R85
Nonsteroidal Al #H 5 14.7 i H 1 #2525 HE6E H
Abemaciclib FHIEASERE (P = 0.000021)* » Ribo-
ciclib £ 28 1B HiZR B E letrozole B O » %9
79% EEGRRIR_LAI2EEE (clinical benefit) ( 8]
[ JE (#BfRR ) Bl > 24 SBIERIEE )™
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&— : ERZMEEBIEFEP - RIF CDK4 §] CDKe MREBIFEHSIER

Phase N Patient sample Treatment Effect on primary endpoint Improvement
PALOMA-1 2 165 Endocrine sensitive Letrozole+/-Palbociclib PFS:20.2months vs 10.2months(HR 0-49,95% Cl 0-32-0-75; p=0-0004) =10months
PALOMA-2 3 666 Endocrine sensitive Letrozole+/-Palbociclib PFS: 24.8 months vs 14.5 months (HR 0-58,95% Cl 0-46-0-72); p<0-000001) =10months
PALOMA-3 3 521 Resistant to Al Fulvestrant+/-Palbociclib ~ PFS: 9:2 months vs 3-8 months (HR 0:42,95% CI 0-32-0-56; p<0-001) =5months

MONALEESA2 3 668 Endocrine sensitive  Letrozole+/-Ribociclib PFS:25.3 months vs 16months(HR 0.568; 95% Cl 0.457-0.704; log-rank P =9.63x 10°%) =9months

MONARCH-3 3 493  Endocrine sensitive Als+/-Abemaciclib

PFS:Not reached vs 14.7months(HR 0.54; 95% Cl, 0.41 to 0.72; P = .000021)

MONARCH-3:Als(anastrozole and letrozole)

CDK=cyclin-dependent kinase. PFS=progression-free survival. HR=hazard ratio. ER: estrogen receptor.

5 = 1AM 3EE MONALEESA?2 - % 668 fii ER
1k HER2 [ PEAZ 8% H R R B S ia R
W HAZLIE B+ —HHEESZ Letrozole [ 53 —#H#2
% Letrozole Al Ribociclib » 3 417 HH (PFS)
TEH252 Letrozole $H By 16 1l H i #252 & HHE H
Ribociclib #1k 25.3 f#l H (log-rank P=9.63x107%)%
(F—)-

—2EMH

Palbociclib 5 Ribociclib Y 3= 52 &I 7E F By
FEARAIFPEERIE T » 7E PALOMA-3 S EEKIH
62% R 5 H R 28 = AR R DY AR A R BRAE T -
(LS 4 £ 4 IR e HE B LR o M BR A 3 e 4 A
FEBEAN T o BRILZ 4N » Abemaciclib 3B 0 5
AR AR AR M ERAR T AT 21.1% 1 IR L
W LAY 81.3% o EIRTGME = 2EY 4 21
Foe il -

CDK4 K CDK6 &l 89 B 31 5T 1
K HEMPFESS (Biomarkers)

H B 0 A ] R B A T RIS r] R A 3
fEHIGRERIRER - (#G 2 [HEAEEEEHH Rb BE (LAY
SR - TTHERT TR T

SN )ﬁ_g

¥ A I ER+HER2- (19 208 3% - & 0F
{# Fl CDK4 Kz CDK6 HIH I Fl115] B 5236 % 2 T
HOREHEIG IR 7 20+ 1 E A6y 8 FEAE 2 A T 2
Y EE — R LA R Pl 2 kB - B A T
ZE £ PFS » 41 : PALOMA-2 3 ) 10 {E 2 i
PALOMA-3 ¥4 iy s @l H 778 - Hyili - IEAEHE

171 % W BO vE PR Y bR IR 3 58 PENELOPE-B 5z
PALLAS - #H13E MBS L5 B 27T CDK4/6
HIHIA] - A EEE BTG -

— » mTOR #Nz|

mTOR EHAEAME - #RZABELEF (serine—threo-
nine kinase) 22 Bil RNA (Y883 « (3 - EHWEF
Ee” - WEMEARNEAEEGY i
TOR # 7 #% 1 (TORC1) 1 TORC2 ° TORCI [y
R - FERZIEREEE 1 S6 BT 1 (ribosomal
protein S6 kinase 1: S6K1) Fl1E &g 52 4R T
4E #5 & %5 H 1 (eukaryotic translation initiation
factor 4E-binding protein 1:4EBPI) » H.tf1 S6K1
AT ER FREERIL (B — ) - BEAERIREKK
AT LAE % mTOR 7& 2L a9 1k - B PI3K-
AKTI1 B IEHIE R g B1 (liver kinase Bl:

‘ Tyrosine kinase |
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Y’
]
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LKBI1 ; 7§ K STKI11) » AMP 3 i 192 H ¥
fiff (AMP-activated protein kinase: AMPK) FlI#%£fi
1 HE{BIE (tuberous sclerosis) TSC1 (hamartin) 1
TSC2 (Tuberin) HYERR - —LERfF5EEEH » mTOR
18 R B8 v DI T B SE VA R U EE 1 - 15—
LERR SN REEE R 0 H mTOR & M 34 i1 n] 5E Bl
R R Em A LIS AR Y B3I AKTI
BT A b3 A 1T R S8 BBURR I s T B ok - ST
SRR ETIZENE S - fhoh » AFEIEYES
W2 R mTOR {E1L @ AIEMT RSB E AL
g HARY o B E AEBP1 BEIBALAVTEAS - TER
PRETIFSEEER mTOR HIELIEF117 /8 52767 H
BlmEER 5 -

mTOR &I AIES R B

i 5 g B% 3l B 1 52 T temsirolimus 1Y %
o —IEEE 2 HHbEREEEE (n = 90) > temsirolimus
(£ H 10 mg 5B 30 mg) & 0 letrozole ATk
= 1 YRR ERIER « (132 letrozole AT 10 mg
temsirolimus HY B ¥ H1 69% Ji5 15 #E 1l > 62% 1Y
EH B letrozole F1 30 mg temsirolimus 15 »
48 % MY B E (5 8257 letrozole 115 )P - BEEIVEE
3 HARERE KBS (n = 1112) BF5E temsirolimus FYJE
R (FRELKS 7 30 mg) E letrozole & HF VARG
A AR Z T T EREFIIEYM] (aromatase inhibitor)
AT BURIM A AL S 85 2 - S E
IRAFETE » {H3Z letrozole Eil temsirolimus &5
FA & #E 3% PFS » #F & BF everolimus B {i] £
SHERSUR - G bR RR TR 2 - —
TEZE 2 HAREREES (n = 270) $8H - FEFTEIBNG
& BEE F everolimus 52 letrozole 1] di 2 JF
B 1 LA R B R RAR 3R 2 - 58 2 HARE R
TAMRAD 38 (n = 111) B 75 75 B2 B 400 S 71

#_ : Everolimus TR Z 88514 FLIE P ROBEI SRR

AP LI BB &S - K everolimus
tamoxifen & OF 58 I » AT 5 2975 HE J IRF FHI 7A€ 4.5
fEl A2 8.6 6 A FIMAA A 2 - etk —1E

5 3 BARE it EES (BOLERO-2) HF%E » everolimus
B exemestane J5 I A FLyE A0 S0 AT 58 FH 2
[E P e 5 A ER FF HIT B (non-steroidal aromatase
inhibitor) 1% R A LAV IE IR e 2 A B -

H b AL PFSHE 2.8l H #2 F+ #6948 H ¢ -

BOLERO-2 @ 7 » everolimus K AE 88 & =
#4171 (everolimus 75 fif exemestane HIRE AT
AR 30 fE H » {#H52 everolimus UEHIHELELF
Ak 26 fE H 5 HR = 0.89,95% CI 0.73-1.10; p =
0.14)*” - BOLERO-2 iX B U AE R » (H153F 2%
FHLAE everolimus » 8 FHTEIF RS ERATRIHFL e B
B R SERTEE 2 05 T BR AR HI LA A R 2 9 15 L
HEHE S E HEEEYE BT 2485 ISR (R
=)

— 22

Mucositis &5 F§ Everolimus 7 RLEYEI1EH
IR 67% HYFEAE T Grade 3 Mucositis £ 8%
B9R R - T E B E I E ARG BRI ET 2 6 H 3%
4 o BRILZAN 0 W55~ KB B BB~ M
TEELH ~ B HEHIH KRG ER A W a3 - i
FERR AR 28 (non-infectious pneumonitis) £
20% » HH Grade 3 £k 4% - 20195 B BT
TEAR TR ELHEER 2 2E Y I I 48 - A 1 i A B2
fifi e aafifi 2 o H i e E R TEER T
BEANE &% B RIAE FH A A2 TR0 22 B2 22 Y 1 &k
1K - G B 5 8 {58 A K 1R AT TH YT Mucositis
HYEE A4 HAR T SEYIRY IR TE M R e Fr = Bl & 7R
2

Phase N - Patient sample Treatment

Effect on primary endpoint Setting

Resistant to aromatase

TAMRAD 2 1M1 - — Tamoxifen +/- everolimus
inhibitor

BOLERO-2 3 704 - Resistant to ngn-gtgrmdal
aromatase inhibitor

NCT00107016 2 270 - Endocrine naive Letrozole +/- everolimus

Clinical response: 68% vs 59% (p=0-06; prespecified significance <0-1)

Clinical benefit rate:61% (95% Cl 47-74) vs 42% (29-56) Metastatic

Exemestane +/- everolimus Median PFS: 6-9 months vs 2:8 months (HR 0-43, 95% CI 0-35-0-54; p<0-:001)  Metastatic

Neoadjuvant

HR=hazard ratio. PFS=progression-free survival.
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TRAIBRIRAVEILIRES

(Biomarkers)

E RSl 48 AT FH TG R A9 Biomarkers ©
1£ BOLERO-2 #ft52 & » A LA &R 53 Him AR
SIS (genomic instability) FIf#ES ER 2
Tyr537Ser 5% & 1 ESR1 2€ %% (ESR1 mutations
encoding the Tyr537Ser variant of ER) Ff & [
R B TR EE DR E - —EF
BE¥REEH o 4 Everolimus f£ 2% i, mTOR 28
i~ TSC1 J¢ TSC2 28481 AKT1 288 » %
Bl AE S2  fE#E1 TRy SAFIR-TOR WF5E - #%
T E BN 4EBP1 F2E - &8 everolimus 1Y
FURR A R 3 o 5] mTOR B8 £E AT REHNH S A
R IE M o R PI3K S 5 By IE LT
ERHTEEE - RIIL - HATHE —SEutse & oFHE
MRS R AR KT 1 2RI EE IGFIR) K
PI3K BB E EA 2 Fa iR T EE M R 4 -

— EZ

Everolimus T # fHL o A A 6 7% 5 JE A [T i
75 7 R W N EUE A S M R - B RTEEYE
A2 2 1 EIE A R S EE R R R -

— ~ PI3K il

WL HILEZ (Phosphoinositides) fi5 10-15% H&
HJ % A5 (membrane Phospholipids) #1358 26 5 B
B gk B A A R 00 1 32 e I8 2 I L (onco-
genic receptor tyrosine kinases) 1Y B #2 {5 5% &
EEE 20 PBK 2R B HAuSHmIYE
B K — #7 HE 1Y 110kDa fi# 1k 58 5 (catalytic
subunit)(PIK3CA [a] » PIK3CB [B] * PIK3CD
[8] B, PIK3CG [y]) fl 85kDa i £ i £ (regula-
tory subunit) * F = {#%E[X] (PIK3R1 » PIK3R2 B¢
PIK3R3)*%2 -

PI3K BEFRLBEER LS (phosphorylate phos-
phoinositides) 7% 1t % f# PI3K-AKT1-mTOR &
Ry H G - HEHE A g E -
B~ FAEFIME AR R 220 o EFH#E PI3K-AKTI-
mTOR SR 1EHR 53 FH ik [ B (phosphatase) F17E JJ
FE H [ 2P (tensin homologue: PTEN) #if% » &

— i EE L AR L A 2T ([ =)

PIK3CA ZE L FLRE A H 3 4 » £930%
FIIGEA ER + HER2- ZLFEEATEILIY PIK3CA %
%, {H PIK3CA £ ER (& ME ZL )@ b - 2248 1y
SERRK » BT ER 2815 = ke 2 28 -
PIK3CA Z& 8838 501 Jfff {5 5% (B LA e 987 B 1l 3
2031 SE—URERD 43 S R AT ER RUEEERAIE
i 32 o B OHEF PI3K HIHI BRI B SHE R A
E{EA » NEEERIMIgEN - I H e H B
TR R R SEE R LR TSN 3 -

=+ PI3K HN&LE

ZREAFIRY PI3K IS EAEER IR ZE
‘EAM AT LL4r 28 B B panPI3K-mTOR H B -
pan-PI3K HIELH st #a s S2MEHIESA] (isoform
specific inhibitors) » HHE%ET Fy ¥ PI3K 1L
# (catalytic subunit) FYPUFE[E]FEAY (isoforms) H
A —RHEL S A N - KRBT
EH panPI3K-mTOR 2L i H 12 55 1 M 4% 15 B
% o KILE NG G E SE s -

» Pan-PI3K HN&E

pan-isoform PI3K #1 #2#] buparlisib ( 1%
Ry BKM120) H A IEE L BS R BT iSRS
D5 G ST AERR RO SE 3 - 58 3 IR IR FEF
W% (BELLE2) » #JF%E buparlisib & 6f fulvestrant
B2z UM fulvestrant » 7E 1147 412888 i 20 5%
B 75 75 BRI 47 (aromatase inhibitor) £&8
PR 1R Z5 i HH ZLIE R RN » A Buparlisib
REE UGS T PFS > fE s [ HZERE 6.9 i H (HR
0.78, 95% CI 0.67-0.89; p <0.001) - BELLE2 fff
Ferh i A I E - S S IEE  KE
§55 0 EAEEETE - ERNEEERITER
a0 : WEL - MEH-FIREE o $25Z buparlisib JGEHY
BEFEE MBUER - S RTIHIE 515 e e
IR i SERE S 2RI S i 369

ARSI S - #ESR BELLE2 WF9emyAs & » 18
ER + HER2- ZLAE TG /N B A O s S
A - HEEY R EIE S o A SR R
F buparlisib JAFLIZEEE °

FC A pan-PI3K #I LR EA B - B Fo B M 4G
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R Pictilisib ( L #18 Fs GDC-0941) » 7E Fig #%
B2 HAMESE - FERKT 168 Bl ¥ 5 F B i 1 &
74 (aromatase inhibitor) 7 AE FLZEMERYIRE] ER +
HER2- FLAMEEE T A MRS O pictilisib
A ARGEEH PFSY -

EEREIESEM PISK HIEE (Isoform-
specific PI3K inhibitors)

CLHAZE 7 S e R S 1% PIBK HIELA] - B
RN E B B (catalytic subunit) HYFF E
gAY (isoform)*! « 35 LEHNEIH] 5 1F 0 2 5 1 3t
0 1 B Ef 2500 2L (K] (driver oncogene) 1€ [T Ik
D35 Il B A SO B AR B B0 BL A (targeted
oncogene) ° ELf§ PIK3CA ZEZ I HE T » o 33

% 4 PIBK #1124 (a-selective PI3K inhibitors)
R AEEEN - A W SEY R % T A
P& Bt o £ — T8 & Of fulvestrant Al taselisib (
T By GDC-0032) 1Y 55 1 TR PR & B v - 12 31
PIK3CA Ze8# i » 15 6 BIRUREBIREMR * -

HEi IEAEHESTHFFE taselisib B fulvestrant HYEE 3
# SANDPIPER i B# (NCT02340221)* - #£ 53
—IE » $#f 50 il PIK3CA 28 B F% 14 2L IR0 R
FHIWTFE » alpelisib (8518 K BYL179) &
B fulvestrant £ 24% MR AR R - 553 Hf
SOLAR-1 B (NCT02437318) 1EE W28 T AH

=x

— ~ EMIESEY)

PIK3CA Ze%#/E ER + HER2- FUIRIE T
RS2 —  H PI3K HIEHI/E PIK3CA
A RUTEE IR RN

55 3 I BELLE-2 iff 5% — T ¥ 38 1 43 B #e
o {EIM4E DNA 1 ##77 PIK3CA 28 819 i 55
{# F buparlisib H 5% % £ A (P <0.05)* = 55—
B B 92 32 BE )R - PIK3CA 22 8 1] BE & o 38
£ PRK BB K 58 A IR TR 7 - 85
PI3K ] B i) PIK3CA 22 8 Ha 2 H. PFS B %
AEFR - TASH 2T - W] DLfEEE PI3K HIHL
P ST PS8 F IS AL H N IR AR 0 35 SE R
H0.#5 75 /b mTOR {5 9% % & (signaling) * CDK4

F1 CDKG6 15 5% f# 3 (signaling)*® » MYC §i# 14
(Amplication)*® ~ PTEN 3% (loss) 47 Fll S6K 52
R B HUFE5% (Expression)®® °

ER+ FLIZBIM R ERE
— ZRVERERERE

HREITEFF 2 KM 2T B
MR EHCRE EE P T 7%
ZERMERE AL DB 3 FUE R o AR - HWIRNE
CEEEA . FRBEDHEEEGEEEGH
FER o BIA > 4% B9 LR 5% 4 AKT1 22 % »
AKT1 IEUH] 5% (AZD5363) B2 18 {lf AKT1
EEBEERE PG 3 M R TSR K
18 Bl E A 14 BIER LB ER /N Y - 25
2% MY FL IR S HERR 2€ %88 » L 2% M AT 0g 3
FUE R4 R 20 - 35 e e B R PR AT FE
itk 2 IS 8 il 41 B neratinib A5 15 B R BE 9 UK
ST o FE55 2 HARG R 3BE th » $%5Z neratinib I5
FEMY 14 1] HER2 228 B3 - G HHEIIER PR 1%
i ( HERRIE SRR 24 ANEIRIEE )2 -
BE R ZL¥% (lobular carcinoma) F] A2 LA IR 7.3
(ductal carcinoma) EAG 5 1) HER2 Z&##K 33 -
£ 4% 19 % 4R 2L % 5 BRCA1 F1 BRCA2 1y 2¢€
g o TEEE 2 HHER R A B b - SRS i AL R RH O
BELETE (ADP- %08 ) B4 (PARP) IR
T EEABIURRE > % » FGFR1 amplification %%
ETERT 10% REAR LIRS - HAT - 122 HEES
PNELE] (multikinase inhibitor) lucitanib fE LY
251 AEEE T - BB FGFR1 amplification 38
FHEL KRS GRE > -

Kl Ry e LRI 3 2R R » WEE T A ilEs
Ry RS+ TG 2 ¥ 35 2E 355 7 SRR IR Bk
B o LT R R RS A flE e AR R S 5 2 e R T i
Z— o

HE ¥ 7 i DNA BEIREN AR - 5 B Uk
HINE ] A 3 dr P JRg 22 48 - Fe (k3w
BBV - WHEE SERiE R AR 2 AR nY s
b o KL - F5ER [ DNA(CtDNA) FY i 35 Bl sk
S s B e R Y U5k (=) -
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SERD (Selective Estrogen Receptor
Downregulators) FYZEER

ESR1 Ze8%2 RN M09 - (EAERIGHE
Hom I R 2 A R R S R 15% 2
40%>1% o KH[53 ESR1 228 H rhr 3 {li fiie 5 6
TG HiC B 45 & 8% (ligand-binding domain) HiFRE »
IR IE R ERITE AL (ligand-independent
activation of the receptor)'* « ESR1 Z&8H 1 FEHE
A SERD WYZEY)m] ¥} ER T TRERR * o Hr—
ARk SERD 9 » HETIEM #EH - H
ik GDC-0810 (ARN-810) » 7EF—HAzEE T A%
Wi -

#r— A0 ik SERD 29 - i B fulvestrant
B aromatase inhibitors & {5 FI7E G £ ESR1 2&
BEES b B TIRESCR - Tk SERD
B I RSB R E IR RS » 5
HIRITEER vl 15 200 » 38— SERD 1Y
22y W 2 DU RE S AR 55 — AR Bl B
1695 P RIRRSE

35

— KRR

FEWHIEI ER + HER2- SLIRHS Ty £ 2
IR+ TSR BB AT A0 B R
BALHE © DUFASE T35 -

A EEEARERAERERRIE
R EZ TR

R R IR R E T 5
o3 A RN EIR R - FE16HE T
e se B R DI i @ 4y - FEER B
CDK4/6 fIIBGH] » B n] DL 2 S B S0 -
FL[RIFKZE 53 BT (gene expression assay) E# B 5%
FHAHEE FIAZLR R 7E SR - tWrTRER BN TH
B e e 1oy B SR ERAG SR+ (R 2 —
AHIFFE 7 -

AR AR B ARE
AIRATE » W] ER + HER2- FLIG Y HS
B BRI B 568 - g L2
FREBIBHO EIRE - bR ESR1 2R8B80 - AR
LRI 0 2 7 SRR S T B B U ¢
ENREE 7 2 S RNE IR IEAN « R SIANEN

Frequency #E#R (%)

2 . .
o — = ! | !

HER2 AKT1 BRCA1 or BRCA 2

I | |
FGFR1 CCNDL ESR1 PI3CA

B= : B84t ER + HER2- 3LARESHY mutation K amplication ©

AKT1=AKT serine-threonine kinase 1 gene. CCND1=cyclin D1 gene. ER+=estrogen receptor positive.
ESR1=estrogen receptor gene. FGFR1=fibroblast growth factor receptor 1 gene. HER2—=HER2 negative.
PIK3CA=phosphatidylinositol-4,5-bisphosphate 3-kinase catalytic subunit a gene.
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Review of Advances in the Treatment of
Advanced Estrogen-receptor-positive Breast
Cancer

Chia-Che Chang
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Zuoying Branch of National Army Kaohsiung General Hospital

Estrogen-receptor-positive breast cancer is the most common subtype of breast cancer. Endocrine therapies
that target the dependence of this subtype on the estrogen receptor have substantial activity and the development
of resistance to therapy is inevitable in advanced cancer. Major progress has been made in identifying the drivers of
estrogen-receptor-positive breast cancer and the mechanisms of resistance to endocrine therapy. Inhibitors of mMTOR
and inhibitors of the cyclin-dependent kinases CDK4 and CDK6 substantially improve progression-free survival.
New targeted therapies are being developed, including inhibitors of PI3K, AKT, and HER2, and a new generation
of estrogen-receptor degraders. The challenges remain in patient selection, deciding on the most appropriate order
in which to administer therapies, and establishing whether cross-resistance occurs between therapies. Thus, we
review the current advanced treatment of breast cancer. (J Intern Med Taiwan 2018; 29: 381-392)



