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BA#25E © BfifE (Lung cancer)
%iZ A% (Immunotherapy)

S & BHHIE (Checkpoint inhibitors)

PD-1 (Programmed cell death 1) inhibitor
PD-1 (Programmed cell death-ligand 1) inhibitor

al

il

Je i T 2K B v 1 1 R SRR R A
£ 105 £ B R 5 8T ARIERIB B (SEERTy
FHE AL 203.1 K ) » HoA i 58 44 51 1 i
A — % (FHE A 39.9 A)! - fifid % Fs
PR B AR R B B/ M) (Non-small
cell lung cancer, NSCLC) F0/]Nildde: (small cell
lung cancer, SCLC) - fEIGHEE F1 - HAETHIRER
PEFMRIEHE ~ BT - EREEEGERE A
B T2 MR A TR F R e FErT
B R B IR TE - I I 0 VA M A
Nl AR o

EEHREARR

— » R RGAMEEMREZE R

G095 A 0 R IR 97 o ] P L0 51 AR 27 s e ot
WA AHE A o H Al Bz i SR nv B 4 2
T BRI HEEE B & F1FE H B P (non-self
antigens) HYHE ] o CD8+ WL ERE b B 2 B
JItd (Antigen presenting cells, APCs) H#aik H e g
e+ N1 55 e R i 46 A ) e e T e e e e
I8 LLEER RS Ry 222 (immune synapse) e
B AR e SR it i AT DAPRRs AL SR N it e » Fy
AR ET & 2 A2 e 2 35 2 hk ) e e HH At A e %
Fift Z [ — R YR S FEE AR - T F REE %% 4
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fif (Cancer immune-editing) » [ FE 43l = {fE B
HA .

(—)&B&HA (Elimination phase)

FH 58 R A e 0% I FERE RN » S i
BORE R A TE B » 88 PO AE LI B 2 12 A e
JIEIFY (free of cancer)

(=) %8B (Equilibrium phase)

DI RAS R - (S RS bR
HANGYZ A SE W I - A A R 2 8P
firiRRE - BN S RIS -

(=) P& A (Escape phase)

B R AL B R PR
M G2 I RE P s - S AE MR DR B R e D) 3%
JE& I SeE ThE Ry B 5 - BEAS A0 ks~

— -~ RRAREEEYRE A

952 58 15 Bk 2 7 S i IR K] T (eyto-
kines) - T #HJE & (k3% 5% (oncolytic viruses)
S R 00 2 SR AT AT — R 2 B R A
Bt o E R A A 0 e 7 R S B S s b A ARG
7] (checkpoint inhibitors) € Zi 22 2 22 A 57 »
3& B #5 PD-1 (programmed cell death 1) 1 PD
ligand 1/2 (Programmed cell death- ligand 1/2) »
PD-1 2 —HEAZF T Al - B HAAT NK A E
HY 2 5 3 (transmembrane protein) ¢ PD-L1 1%
TEREF 2 MR ~ IR B R e S e 5 i
PD-L2 F ZEAALE R MUK - PD-1 1 PD-L1/2
(G S I I A 2 - (R BEEE T MY
FERRAIEAL AT T HEME (Treg cells) » IEH &
BT > PD-1F1 PD-1/2 .7 [ & i V- iy ik 758 DLk
RALEIHIEY T HUIFERE - (EiEiE b
JRAFAES, PD-L1/2 » BE1G T e £ 25 7 S5URE ik
I - ARy PD-1/2 1741 7R 3F 2 0 R A i
b R e iR E Y H itk vz A R
SEANIST (melanoma) - TS ESHRIR |- K M
(head and neck squamous cell carcinoma) » FR 4%
_F F798 (Urothelial carcinoma) » B IfUJES (Renal

LT

cell carcinoma) » Merkel cell carcinoma 5 %5 o
11 55— {1l A 25 8L F A A - CTLA-4 (cytotoxic
T-lymphocyte—associated antigen 4) HIl}& F£E A
(sarcoma)

H BAR$% PD-1 Al PD-L1/2 Sk 2 B
Pl T i 28 HE AR B SR e p i S S

(—) PD-1 [BEfRE

Nivolumab, Pembrolizumab -

(=) PD-L1 [BEFiIEZ

Atezolizumab, Durvalumab -

= - PD-1 (HERMBEZE) (Eam
(—) Pembrolizumab

Pembrolizumab ( f§ 74 4 : Keytruda 7 &7
) B PD-1 Y 1gG4 BRI TURIPING » Ty
E e — B FT R 58— R R EEY) - (BMZEFT
5 I 98 #H 4% PD-L1 R BLME > 50% et - i
#] KEYNOTE 001° 55— HA B B K0 8% 495 15K A
(H 394 AR5z @ia ) S AN RRERY
pembrolizumab J5GHE o A5 RN 1 IBIFIT
i AR S FESR (Response rate, RR) ~ H{ij 52
JEERF ] (median duration of response) Fl1H{i; 2
715 HH (median overall survival, mOS) £l LLiGHE
I A ST E (RR: 18 vs 25%; mOS: 10 vs 23
A 5 AR AR 1 9.3 vs 16 H ) o {HELEEE
P T PD-L1 R EIME >50% 9K A (73 A) ¥4
B RR A]5E 45% 5 WAL S ERF R Ry 12.5 H ©
A RIGFLENE AR (57 A) - e DIEE|
44% 1y RR F1 6.1 H /Y #8555 77 15 B (progression
free survival, PFS) o {HZ[15 PD-L1<50% HY¥K &
H RR & ~FRER| 16.5% » PFStHHEF 4.1 H -

TEEIEFIRYER Y » B 10% B N AR
= ~VUREITER » 4 3.6% HIE A 24 —12
FE R 22 (pneumonitis) o & #]# 5% Keynote001
pembrolizumab F4)J5 A F&5# 3 B HERR » OS B
19% -

Z % #£ 2016 £F New England Journal of
Medicine (NEJM) #53% 25— pembrolizumab Ei
LR LI BB A SR 1 o LB BRI % 305
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ZK— : pembrolizumab £ —#RGRIFE L BGRLBIER

Chemotherapy

Pembrolizumab
EiSTSEERGH 103 H
NI BRI R 80.2%
Igjices 44.8%
5 =~ VUEIEH 26.6%

HR 0.50;95% CI 0.37-0.68; P <0.001
HR 0.60; 95% CI 0.41-0.89; P=0.005

féld| A - bt is A PD-L1 R B 5> 50% H
RNER G4 KRR T %285 5 (Epidermal growth
factor receptor, EGFR mutation) 71t %8 4 ik 2
Y63 180 I 17 KL [K] 2€ % (Anaplastic lymphoma
kinase, ALK translocation) o #f 5 B8 /r {5 FH
pembrolizumab HYJi5 A fE PFS FHiaEiES] 10.3 vs
6 M H ; HR 0.50, 95% CI 0.37-0.68, P <0.001), 6
1 B 19 0S k5 80.2% vs 72.4% (HR 0.60; 95% CI
0.41-0.89, P=0.005) - RR HIJ}& 44.8% vs 27.8% °
165 = ~ P4 8 F I RIZ 26.6% vs 53.3% ° {F:
— N R B R 5.8% » B =L B AEH
Fb 2.6% ( ;ZD?%_‘ ) ° %BAL@EWEWF By g
{15 pembrolizumab 55 — KR {5 FJ A bR £ 00 JH 22
PD-L1 R¥I> 50% - ERWIS EEIED » &
FERYER K B Ba R 1A B A RIE 7 NS &

£ Keynote 021 7 v » B5—ZERF T $83EL2
15§ (Carboplatin + pemetrexed) G PE R
R AL BE R ST LR - LB B IER 123 fif
PD-LI(fEERBEREE ) » Hﬁﬁﬁ FE MR 1 Rz
R A F /N e i e LS4 32 58 58 — e R 1R
A o AERBBIANE SR ERE PFS B H AR
FEIURS R (AR ) -

(=) Nivolumab

1. Nivolumab 7E3EfisiR | Bzt EEAfBE A
Nivolumab ( 74554 : OPDIVO) 241 %f PD-1 /Y
PR 1gG4 FEPIRITUHRE - H AT S FDA #% 4k
TR B AR s R b Rz A B AT E IR E Rz FE
/IR AITEHRE (18 E i ] I Rk
iR EEZIE/ IRt BEF ) » Sl H AR AR PD-L1
BN o 1F CheckMate 057 55 = 11 PR A B ik
P nivolumab F1 docetaxel Lt 8% 3 & B2 52 $11 4
FAL BTG RE R R 09 TR SR - B IR/ N i

&K : pembrolizumab Gt BB E{LE 8 BRES —
FREERAFFEEAR R AR AR aYIE/ B iR B R 2 L

BIER
1c)l?::rlrtl)(r)(t)th;rapy Chemotherapy
O R 55% 29%
EiliS TR i 13 H 6 H
=~ TAREIEH 39% 26%
B 2R 3% 0%

2= : Checkmate 057 EE&d nivolumab F01& —iR{t &
SEERFRIEBAR ERZIE VbR imE BB 2 Lh#R

Nivolumab Docetaxel
B AER 122 H 9.4 H
1 FEREREIR 51% 39%
2 SRR AR 29% 16%
3 SRR 18% 9%
SR 19% 12%
HRARL I ERRF ] 17 H 6 H
5 = ~VURaEIE 10% 54%
TR % 1%

A BIE R CR >0 o 5 B BUR » nivolumab 7F
OS W ES43 LL 12.2 4l H & 1A docetaxel 1Y 9.4
H o 15 -0S H3EF] T 51% vs 39% - HERRE
RECIST version 1.1 HJZE & » RR & 53 [ # 722 52
15519 vs 12% » {HAE A7 JERFE] » nivolumab
2171 H » doxetaxel (£ 6 flil H - Nivolumab
A 10% HI T =~V EIER - H
doxetacel HIJZE 54% » 5 1% {3 F§ nivolumab 435
NEA TR (K= o KoMt B
BE(HE A nivolumab ErF#IFHYRR - (n=458, HR
0.7, 95% CI 0.56-0.86) °
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2. Nivolumab 7£ figf iR I Bz At fg 09 52 F
£ CheckMate 017 B 55 7 » #1355 — R (L 235
FE R 2 BAMEAR T Rz Ry 272 A7 -8 -
43 #H ¥ 17 nivolumab F{1 docetaxel 75 & L #% -
Nivolumab £F OS 5% 9.2 {lil H » docetaxel Bl k& 6
@l H o —4-0S Fy 42% vs 24% (HR 0.59, 95%
CI 0.44-0.79) - RR [543 » nivolumab £y 20% - {&
A docetaxel /Y 9% ° 55 = ~ VY iy &% 5 &I 7F
B 7% vs 54% o H 5% @ﬁﬁ nivolumab 455 A 3
ATl (AnERPY ) -

Nivolumab 25 —#RIGFEIG Y B Bkl SRt
£ 2017 4E%5 5% - CheckMate 0268 Ii$k 541 1726
PUFAFE/ N B e e = (T A PD-L1 %
BAMEES> 1%) MISE— R CEIEHGET TR - JE I
Y& nivolumab fE 28 — R 759 » /£ PD-L1 &
Bk > 5% MR A R {2 PFS, OS Fll RR 54
e —R LR 5 -

» PD-L1 [HER i BE 22 {E R
(—) Atezolizumab (MPDL3280A)

PD-L1 [HEFHURE H AT G E AL 2
Atezolizumab (Tecentriq) 55— PD-L1 [HET
#% Durvalumab (Imfinzi) 7F 15 8 W AR UERE R -
Atezolizumab ‘E§1¥f PD-L1 1Y IgG1 BERRFEHTHT
B o EHif FDA %4 Atezolizumab i FHZEIE/ N

&y

18 fl& H #EFFLE 40% - 17 b 22 35 2 #H I (X 2
27% - BfESR PD-L1 FREI# S0 AAE A7 288
1715 R & [t PD-L1<1% 55 A ZK13T 1 15.7 vs
103 A - [HA M2 HA PD-L1 i9REM > W
F IR AL B R AH DL IR B R T - HIZE#R
G122 FRY7ESRE o AN OAK trial HrHY MR 1715 HH
WA R 22 51 o BRIGZ AN - A EREAY
RE (iR eI RE A ) TR ge TG =R LR
HAEEE S » 7R85 = ~PURREITERH - RIIE 15%
vs 43% o HH 1% i A B F—FR BRI (40
K)o

(Z) Durvalumab

Durvalumab 7 28— HHG REA B S 2R
FEHUREIR - {E H AT FDA (L uEM FIEIRES F 12
J#& (Urothelial carcinoma) e

5L H ] 6 A ey i R SE = - 0
b PR Bk B ] 38 A 2 SR 15 3 B B B
BAGRIAFAIRE AR -

LRl A HA R & R R A B 1 AT -
HAMIHLIIRFE L B B ] DU AR IE A HOAGER: o

R0 : Checkmate 017 BE&c nivolumab F{LE8E#HE
B IREIK E iR RAER A BRI L RIER

o . e Nivolumab Chemotherapy
3 RS R 16% 6%
Iﬂﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁb 425 uf“J\ ( fb,\ 850 A) ’ ﬁ}}”JU‘f —— 0% 00,
atezolizumab ] docetaxel ¥ 7 kL #i - Medium- -
0S i 13.8 vs 9.6 H (HR 0.73, 95% CI 0.62-0.87, =~ TIREIEH 7% 4%
P=0.0003) » {1 Fi % 145 % 1 610 75 AT 355 SR 7E 55 L LS 5%
&K : atezolizumab F0{LEBEESE —#RIF/ bR G ERAV L RIGR
Atezolizumab (n=425) Docetaxel (n=425)
T ER 13.8 H 9.6 H HR: 0.73; 95% CI: 0.62-0.87; p=0.0003
18 8] F B AR =R 40%

PD-L1 > 1 % (A8 {FIHR 15.7 H (n=241)
PD-L1 <1 % [ {FE=R 12.6 B (n=184)
= ~VUREIER 15%

E—TEE Il 56 1%

10.3 H (n=222)
8.9 A (n=203)

HR: 0.74 95% CI: 0.58-0.93; p=0.0102
HR: 0.75 95% CI: 0.59-0.96
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EIRARR T REFE L% o FRAMEA ]
FERHE IR R AR 2 HRTY LG DAz
FH B S FEAZ #E (immune-related response criteria,
irRC) AYRFAGHERIAEERG 141 -
TR FvA IR AT A 58
(Complete response) 274k » HIH A MHESEBERT K
1k 4 SEDL_E RSB B A Ryt
ISR » JTATHIE -
P9 A AR 2K LRI 4 B DL RRY
A SPGB BRI kLA /N> 50%
LA L o AN B A LB
FELE SRR R A L B A
HeATE = 50% (TSIt E S -

53 S

(Partial response)

PRI E PR E (LB AT &85 ~ 5864
(Stable disease) RESGEALHE S -
Rt I3 N EEAR g X FLRAIRG 4 5B L. BRY

(Progressive disease) fmﬁﬁﬁﬂi%@*ﬁ%%{ b>25% LA

A Y # B 2 K R H i AR R
i 5 55 75 95 30 B2 ) %€ 7Y Response Evaluation
Criteria In Solid Tumors (RECIST) 1 %15 &
AR - AT HE By (K] R JlE R g ke BRE Y 2E R
BHERA - B REIRF R T B - HATE
Tt Bt G vE R A A B immune-RECIST
criteria » R RECIST 1.1 i KA A B2 LFIE
FErh R AR A - S e R R R TG I A
E M ER Bl (immune unconfirmed progressive
disease, iUPD) ; [ #5838 #E . 12 38 B 5 A b
FERK (UPD B9 el 4 8 K > Smm DL BG4+ 4
HE BT o e A R T DA B R ] 0 94 i IR I O T R
J% 5E 4L (immune confirmed progressive disease,
iCPD) «

7N AR MR R R R TRANA FERVRIR 7

(—) PD-L1 fyscsygps 1 -

() fEpgzesd &4 (Tumor mutation burden) :
JEfRRZe s e E RS  IRRER RSB -

WEENE  LEmEEELA —Ed
WA W AH—EEJ RS —M - H
Aiif. & NCCN (National Comprehensive Cancer
Network) T2 1648 5|17 & 5 W 1 3E /)Nt B M
3% (NSCLC) 2 78 # ] EGFR, ALK, ROS1 flI
PD-L1 » {0 AFF SR ETE A @ IR -
DIEREEEY AR © ZR AR SR IG A Bl
PR - ATATAR W A 2 75 H PD-L1 RELMEGFY
TR A LB AR SR e R

+ - REFEREAI T RS (Immune related adverse
events, irAEs)

bE 2 16 FEARS B AT B 0 8 B 00 R iR A
By e DyRe B s gy A7 A Y — SE A I R G
B B PERITER] - f558 Ky irAEs - H AT Ky
irAEs [ BB R 51 =tk Ry 1®

(—)BesaTE R T A RE -

(ZOWINEBAAR EfePigE -

(=) B8 10 2% 2 1 B S 22 A el vy 8 A IXT
(cytokines)

MR8 7 5 - PD-L1 A1 PD-1 #6425 #E
irAEs 34 3R A IHBEZER] " - FEFTE I
EHREITER T (& irAEs FIZEYIRITER ) » &%
W RBEIEH SN 2 - 1F irAEs 1 » i
HEEIE SR B 2l R K25 ~ B E ~ 53
WA (FORBRAK T ) ~ Il BRI R % 204N

7N) e

7\ : PD-1 50 PD-L1 [RETMEECEERRIBMARSHRER LR

PD-1 Inhibitors PD-L1 Inhibitors p-value
(n=3284) (n=2615)
FRAHRAAN R 16 11 0.07
B =~Ti#} irAEs 3 5 0.4
E—REEEHVIRIRIIREIR T (%) 6.7% 4.2% 0.07%
B2 (%) 4 2 0.01
AR (%) 1.7 1 0.4
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TIZEHHEA I 2 5653 - PD-L1 AR % 4
IR -

6 9 R A Y B R B B A irAEs IR0 ZH
25 LRFIEEEIZVEN irAEs HIFE KA 52E -
1B irAEs (Y BE VI bR T 28 — BUBE IR R & St
KR 43 5 FH v 7 & 5 [E] % (methylprednisolone
1-2mg/kg) ¥ v E B HEH] - (HAD BT RETR 2B
FH 2 e % 3R e 2940 © TNF-alpha antagonists,
mycophenolate, tacrolimus 55 - Z GI{E R B EE
JERGEIGHE AT RERE] 0-1 % - HAFERFERSIZ
48 irAEs TH0 » 17 7] % e el o5 J8 % - irAEs
B EE BRI B A B E AR R BRSO IR A
IEAHRA - WA B H ISR RR - NI
FHENREA AR - 2 EBER HIERADHE
FREEYINR A - HRIE IR 2 180 - SR
IGRIIR H E E AL -

%+ Mk H BT R RS EE Y R R IR
faft - hER EEGE - B LU A—EE
o5 AHIASIHE A4 -

P T 2 36 R Y HE B - F IR /DN i i e
HITEHR PG HE B SGEE —2 - BESRRIEIRIE
FEANET @A - (558 5 r el - $0 H A
1R R EIR A RIS Bi6 R T =0 0 OB AR
ig °

2E 3R
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Immunotherapy of Lung Cancer

Shu-Farn Tey, and Kuo-Chen Cheng

Division of Chest Medicine, Department of Internal Medicine, Chi Mei Medical Center

Lung cancer is the leading cause of cancer-related death in Taiwan now a day. The incidence and treatment
strategy of lung cancer became the major issue of society. The management of lung cancer including curative
surgery, radiation therapy, chemotherapy and target therapy which improved the patient’s long term survival and the
clinical symptoms. Investigation of the relationship between the tumor cells environment with the human immune
system and the development of the inhibition mechanism to the immune system by tumor cells promote the arise
of Immunotherapy, bringing the treatment of lung cancer into the new era of immunotherapy. We will introduce the
development of the immunotherapy of the lung cnacer, current available immunotherapy in Taiwan and their clinical
studies result. (J Intern Med Taiwan 2018; 29: 153-159)
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