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i kA% & 04 76 F& VA etoposide &1 444 48 ;‘%Q% WAL SR E iR B E o JRUT 0 o yR AR AR EE I A Ak
'M’?‘T BE R ) d e S R A6 e 0 TA% o AR$E IMPOWER 133 $2 CASPIAN » k%%

BRI N m R R A AR R LR G B b atezollzumab 2%, durvalumab T ¥4 B
535‘ B EJR AEBEE EH - ARy 0 £ KEYNOTE 604 ¥ > 1L %74 %% #w £ pembrolizumab ¥ 2K
T E Rogm A0y S BAL A E R 0 A2 %ﬁ#i@—ﬁ;}j@ﬁﬁé%m B & ° AR 4% CheckMate 032 &
KEYNOTE 028/158 * » 4+ %t & a3 3 AL 526 i B 7 — 836 0% R 04 B 2 A s o P T 8 S
A * nivolumab/nivolumab 7w ipilimumab #» pembrolizumab =T YA $2 4t R 4F 693 & 41E A o K I
) B G, T A A5 B3 ) ] A ] da B B A 0905 9% 0 i — SRIRET LG B 0 AR -

RASEEA  /|\iliREAHS= (Small cell lung cancer)
®ZAE (Immunotheray)
REIGEEHIEIE (Immune checkpoint blockade)
B{EMA (Adverse effect)

T2 [l R A e R BR A B — (U B - 1f S 2 AR
e HIIAUFR T E 8 A S (B A bk 28 B it 7 A%
/N BEL AT (small cell lung cancer » SCLC) B IRERS o B 70% B9 /)N IR T R R AR
& R ORI - T A R V2B E LA EIZIH T - fRIBERTNCCN
WAL TR 15%" o AR 98 i 2 i 0 B R At e guideline 3% » etoposide & SAEBE YL 22
Matz KRB 106 FFEFEiE SRl 18 - /N YR SRR — LR Y —
it A 5B P A o os R R A T KT 11.04% - 2otk 15 9 [X E R (objective response rate * ORR) £
HRRIE T 1.72%7 o LAY IR 23 SR /DA A 40-70%° » {HIZTE—HRIGHE R R — i L2
4T Ry Wit AR - T RPRIA J (limited stage) B Y16 7% (topotecan BY, irinotecan) Y S Ji = HI| A
"EEIZHA J (extensive stage)’ o {RFREARY E & FERAR o AR A — RS = ARV ER R A ER B AT
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F i AL ERIA AL/ N I R A B BZER
BBt 211 83258 — R L B2 G R 1T PR 381y
/IR REIS A » ERERE T 53 252 topotecan ¢
vincristine AR - MRIBIFZEAS R » Lhildss
% vincristine J57% » Topotecan TEREARAYIEH] (p
< 0.043) SALKEITER (p < 0.001) EERET -
{HAEHESREH) ORR(24.3% vs. 18.3%, p = 0.285) &
e ZE AL A7 35 B (progression free survival * PFS)
(13.3 vs. 12.3 weeks, p = 0.552) HISE A RE#f 222
Ry S o ARIEEANIET - BRIz A/ VTR
FEIR A EEBELFIEHH (overall survival » OS) Hhfiz
Hxg 108 A - iR PRITE AR R EE S IR AL
By 20 fEH 7 -

T2 16 7 (immunotherapy) 5 T 7E 18 iE 16
Bt FEOR BAFTRIEERE o Horh o i ke A B
7| (Immune check point inhibitors) TEFEERIGE
R EE g ryZent - HeEAEZ AN
HFEEETE TR « A RSB HUIE Y 2t 2 Al
AR S BRI - LR 2 2 A i 0 ek g 2
FI#& - B3 CD4+ Bl B Y T #l it &2 CD8+ #i i
w I T M TR AR IR E - AR %
AR A B th A — e Bl 25 508 Se ey S FE -
HAHRA RS 2 A i e i B T 1B A
TIERMAIHERIER - iR &R R thE e
RIEHE RIS E T - REENEH R
TE 1t R A A 2 21 38 R S R B E S SR
BE S o M TR A T MU -4 (cytotoxic T
lymphocyte antigen 4 * CTLA-4) £ 52 25 S #H i
FEHIE LT ZHE -1 (programmed cell death protein
1 * PD-1) 2 an B B AR T MR mAy =
7% MPTHHZECACEE -1 Sz -2 (programmed cell
death ligand-1 and -2 » PD-L1 and PD-L2) HI}&7¢
TERA R 2 B A S a2 A - CTLA-4
FE P R RARY T ARSI - i B
TIE N FERIMER © - PD-1 & 5% —H E B %
ha A h - A] DUTE S A R A T A 1
TET 3 B HU R R AROR - R I EL PD-1 HY
5 A DUHE — 25 0/ T A e S 9 A Y 3
PEMEEPTEZRBER 10 - #IH] CTLA-4 (anti-
CTLA-4) 19188 ipilimumab % tremelimumab >
#Il %1 PD-1 (anti-PD-1) By pembrolizumab

3R KA BT

nivolumab 1 # #JPD-L1 (anti-PD-L1)HYy
atezolizumab 52 durvalumab £ £ 38 B 7] LI %X
HYFRHE G R HOE B PURRIRCR - Bk
MR E - AL S2EE - BallAr
A G2 A A BN A0 W DURs A [RI R R AY S i
s R PR LI R VA HREROR » filan - R
B B~ BESERE - TS TE - e
B RS 3 55 o S UG HUT S /) e i o o R -
nivolumab * pembrolizumab 2 atezolizumab &L
K R EE Y E R E R A a1
R CEIEEIE BT IR 18 - fEEE =1
TR IR/ NI =+ durvalumab
AT LA A2 ZALBEHE & D CR e R R 12
AR 5 0 S SR AR 22 o ARIBT S A 2R A BT
9%+ G IR AL /N A I g A e R B
A7+ ARSCRE ] R 97 2 A 2 TG H0 AR AR A /)N A
JERIGIR - E— P ERET HARAIREGE -

PD-L1/PD-1 #IHIE A — 4R /A&
PD-L1/PD-1 HIHIIE B 72 HA/ N R i F5 Yy
— B FRRENVER R EUEE 53 H1E atezolizumab
#J IMPOWER 133 ~ durvalumab #J CASPIAN
K pembrolizumabHJ KEYNOTE 604 - 1E
IMPOWER 133 H » & ¥f 403 £i7 J& 12 #i/]N A
ffiEaaads A - BERES-#H 53 514G T Etoposide il E
B L BB B LB A BF atezolizumab VY1 G
B O RIAZERE S atezolizumab FETTHERREG
B E BB EAL - $FEAREERARA B
BRI BRIE TR B AT AEMER G R R A T -
WA A BOE 64 5% 0 HPE 8% WA S
ERSTR RS - tHE L2 G RERAH AT - (LIRS OF
atezolizumab H# B F5 1Y OS (A2 %k 12.3 1
H vs. 10.3 @l H » HR: 0.70; 95% CI: 0.54-0.91, p
=0.007) J2 PFS (H {8 5.2 H vs. 43 A >
HR: 0.77; 95%CI: 0.62-0.96, p = 0.02) ° i F.HY
=B DU EIE AL H M ERE T REI > 10H
LA a2 1A R AH B EIE RS K2 R AL B HIR
BRBEREAR T  AHFZEI AR BE A PD-L1 YRR
SIATIGHERY RN o WFFErR oA T IR B i g 2
8 E faf F5 85 (tumor mutation burden * TMB) * {H
HEE AR TER AR E T2 L BB 2 -
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£ CASPIAN 1 » $135f 805 17 & 12 1/ Nt
I #2101 0 TV ERI B =40 - 23 il
% 1. Etoposide f1_EEIAELERIGHE ~ 2. {LBIGHR
& PF durvalumab J% 3. {LEIEE S HF durvalumab
1 anti-CTLA-4 tremelimumab 8 B 28 — #1158
B o TELBERIUETE R » SO R R/
FHATFFLL durvalumab HEFTAHEFRF AT B 5 2
b - SFEABSESER AR A - BSERY IO RRG
B2 AT LEIG R R LT « W ARV B AL
BUE 63 5% 0 HhH 1% 8 A& OF ISR -
W58 R B - ML B IG BERE - AL
% Pf durvalumab 3G YR A B AR OS (HF
A8 13.0 8 H vs. 10.3 8 A » HR:0.73, 95%CI:
0.59-0.91; p = 0.0047) » {F PFS ( H {7 8 5.1 1
H vs. 5.4 H » HR:0.78, 95%CI: 0.65-0.94) HI|
fEAAEAAZ B - AR LEGE & OF durvalumab
Al tremelimumab FH B B8 5 1l B2 35 9 11| 1% BH 26
B ERYAER - AEIRREEIER 7 - A=
PR A ENVE I ALHE 3 IMBRE T K&l - Hrp
DB B 35 9 & B durvalumab F tremelimumab
Y #E B 8 = (70.3%) * {E 3 & fF durvalumab #H
Eil B AL R AH R 22 BE A K (62.3% vs. 62.8%) ©
TER BB EIER Jim - ALBIGH G f
durvalumab FI tremelimumab [ #H 71 2% 4 3R &y
36.1% * {LIE S HF durvalumab FYHH B 2% 4 38 5y
20.0% » KIEITERI S LG 2 A SRt 2 b2
16 7 & B durvalumab Fll tremelimumab A9 #H 71
15 (21.4%) L & OF durvalumab #H 5l B8 5
LR RREE 2 R K (10.2% vs. 9.4%)* « 7E
KEYNOTE 604 1 » 13§ 453 {37 B2 1/ Nt
FEIR A+ BEYE ST #H 53 BI#E T Etoposide 1 F#H
P EIE R AL A& O pembrolizumab PY1E 1&
B o HABIDLZE B pembrolizumab T THERF
169 31 {EFEER o fE{LHE S OF pembrolizumab FY
FEAE R TEERE R AL 14.5% - fEERIE{LHE
BIRE R E R 9.8% o FHER B 2 LR EYIR
A+ B2 E BF pembrolizumab BE A H AT
(Y PES (S {ii%k 4.5 @ H vs. 43 {8 H * HR:0.75,
95%CI: 0.61-0.91, p = 0.0023) » H#EZR OSHH
BHERRYAE 5 (10.8 & H vs. 9.7 il H » HR: 0.80;
95%CI: 0.64-0.98; p = 0.0164) * {HIZHE L5

(A 1 BRAE - RREREAAE = 2 DRI E R
R PR FELIEE DF pembrolizumab
FHAZ 76.7% » BIE(LFAHAIZE 74.9%  H RAYER
YR AHRR B F A R IR REAE S ~ FIR
HRESERE TCHE Rt % 22 -

CTLA-4 HIHIEI R —H#RiaHR

CTLA-4 HIHIEIE/ N —RRia R )
BRI 2013 £F 655 — AR 2 JIRYER RS
w3130 A7 ERIZ B/ MR AL 1
1 VR LB 53 B =40 » 43 5l #E 32 1. paclitaxel
m b SR L 25 ~ 2. anti-CTLA-4 ipilimumab
& BF paclitaxel 1 _F $H %81k £2 v 968 Y {18 915 B 1%
FF LA paclitaxel i1 = #1128 1k 22 365 5% W 18 15 B
(concurrent ipilimumab regimen) 52 3. paclitaxel
0 b sHEE AL B vE M A (E 5 B 1% AT LA ipilimumab
& DF paclitaxel 1 - 158 1k 22 6 952 P 418 98 2=
(phased-ipilimumab regimen) » & #& 5 73 5l L 22
B B ipilimumab 3 17 #E RF 16 B H 2R K &
b o AR B L2 G % #H » phased-ipilimumab
regimen FH A E T PFS (A28 6.4 f& A vs.
531 H ° HR: 0.64; p = 0.03) » {H7F concurrent
ipilimumab regimen #H HI {8 A B8 /Y 7= 5L (HR:
0.75; p = 0.11°° « S3—Fa5 3 BARRRIRE BRI
71132 B N R A - R A
bEb o> R Wit - 234G T Etoposide i1 E$AXEAL
B GRS H A OF ipilimumab PUMEAEER - $24E
B 53 A D22 R B8 ipilimumab 7T HERFIGHE E
Fpm AL - HHE BRI BRG] - 52
ipilimumab 5 Hf LB G R AV AAE PFS (HH A7
Ha.6fEH vs. 4.4 18H » HR: 0.85; 95% CI: 0.75
to 0.97) 52 OS (11 f& H vs. 10.9 1 » HR: 0.94;
95% CI1,0.81 to 1.09; p = 0.3775) &% H HH#A
725 - AERIPEF T TH - PHE BRI L 226t
B A 8852 ipilimumab & ELEIGEERIHE A
s —MEITER 27% vs. 13%) SO EE]
TEA (22% vs. 11%) RS ESR - HKE]
R FREA R LRt (18% vs. 2%)°7 < ¥
TP 7N Y i e ) — o SR P TS IR R SR B B 92 L
R BEHNFR— 22527
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BFFeRma IMPOWER 133 CASPIAN KEYNOTE 604 —
BEYTEA Atezolizumab Durvalumab Pembrolizumab Ipilimumab
etoposide etoposide etoposide etoposide
EfitsrEgEy) Elis =t Yl Elis =t YUl A bFEESEY)
eIt PD-L1 #i#g PD-L1 i PD-1 #i#e CTLA-4 Hif%
LA R EEY) etoposide etoposide etoposide etoposide
EftiEgEY) BFELEY) EFELEY) EfFEEgEY)
AT PD-L1 (1% % & & &
TR Atezolizumab Durvalumab Pembrolizumab fHEE B
e L AE I A28 5218 H 5.1148H 4.5fEH 4.6 & H
k- Geeani Lakive 12.3 fE H 13.0 fE H 10.8 & H 11.0 &8 H

RIEeE RGPV REAE
anti-PD-1 Jz anti-CTLA-4 £ #E F£f 16 & 19
B RGBS - BB E R A & B I A
7N P i e 2 1B 9 R B B Y A L - AR — 1 2R
TR B R R AU B e ¥ 45 A7 B IZ BN
He i ofe HL B2 — L BB RAR A f T
pembrolizumab {F Ky #ff £ 1595 o IEEEEE -
75 N2 A7 B0k 66 5% 0 H b pF 2 SRS
B9 A 22% - BB R ARY PFS A2 80y 1.4
il H (95%CI: 1.3-2.8) » OS ¥ fi7 8 J% 9.6 {
H (95%C1: 7.0-12) » FH 8 38 25 09 G IR 34 B -
pembrolizumab EAERFIGTEEAYHE LG SEHHEETY
B84 28 o 7 CheckMate 451 1 » $1%f 834 112
A/ INAH e il EL B2 32 PO A R AL B e IR T A
ERRE A 0 FERE = » 43 5% T nivolumab
Zrff ipilimumab ~ B3 nivolumab B2 2 RIEIE
FofERFIGIR » Ml Z2RIfH R - #2532 nivolumab
&6 ipilimumab A9 AFE OS (HR: 0.92; 95% CI
0.75-1.12; p = 0.3693) i HBHMANIBILS » B
nivolumab HJJ% A (HR: 0.84; 95% CI 0.69-1.02)
2 —BEMIHE R - #£ PFS i » AHE 2R e
A » $%5Z nivolumab & ff ipilimumab (HR: 0.72;
95%CI: 0.60-0.87) ¢ $%5Z B %% nivolumab HYJH A
(HR: 0.67, 95%CI: 0.56-0.81) I AH & FLREE IR

229,
=

RERERHIHIE R AR EE
Pembrolizumab 7 B2 HA/ MR RO 22 45
1B RO LLZE KEYNOTE 028 2 KEYNOTE
158 PR PRGBS 15 B8 E - KEYNOTE 028
B 1b FARY R R G - A 2EHE T 20 A
HsE R - B S/ NIRRT o PERRFSRIER AR A
R e R E LS o b/
MBI A 24 47 - WEZERCR BE7R ORR By
33.3% -+ MR R HER R A7 80k 194 @ H -
PFS Fi {7 8k 1.9 1 H (95%CI: 1.7-5.9) » OS th
A8k 9.7 1 H (95%CI: 4.1-non reach) © — 3t
G 16 M8 A A G HHEREIER - i
SAIEIE A R BT ~ R R ZER0E - Hr
B 1R AEREENER - KEYNOTE 158
e AR RS - HABERE T 11 FEARNEAY
JEl o B A/ NI o SR A Ry B s
HEEIE TR HLBm AL - e BN B i
FEEH 107 A7 o WFFERCR#7R ORR Fy 18.7% »
PFS o 7 Bk 2 {8l H (95%CI: 1.9-2.1) > OS H
R Bk 9.1 18 H (95% CI, 5.7-14.6) » 4 Fit 5 I
NEH » 59% H9R A B4 5 RHEREIER - H
Hh 4 73R ARG BT IR R 0 1 AR ARG & T
P13 o SEAESFE DL ERENTSCIE T B %L
B i 0 Bk T 83 B SZE P ARG R Y BRI
S/ N B R A - o 19 A28 H KEYNOTE
028 ~ 64 173K KEYNOTE 158 ° B #r/Hrhfs
HLEEIR » ORR J 19.3% » PFS H i 8 ks 2.0
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H (95%CI: 1.9-3.4) » OS i #ky 7.7 @ H (95%
CI: 5.2-10.1) * FEFTHRIGHAE T - BITEFIRY %
43Py 61.4% » 1% 9.6% Fy = % AL AR A B HE &l
TR - ESEHRIML LIS & Bl € 2 - 12 2019 4F 6
H » Pembrolizumab 15 £ & 5 ZEY)E B =3
B Ry B TZ B/ N B i e AF & OF SRR LB VG 3 HL
B H— M BRIG R AL W AR EEHETR
«Z— = Nivolumab 7 & iZ FJl/ N a2 A%G
FE RS LLFE CheckMate 032 5z CheckMate 331
WA Il PR A B 15 23 E © CheckMate 032 S5
172 SRR RS - 845 7 S AR -
B/ It o ARHFTE—ILIEER 216 RR A+
B RPRI] B B vz 3/ Nt e e HL S 2@ 2 4
—RRALERIGHE - PO Ry RAAH 3 A1#E T nivolumab
BE A A nivolumab & ipilimumab 7575 B2
PR A L EORIR AL AR SIGREIE R Ik - &
O B G0 R VG T AAE A i AR B8 e ¥ T 7 & 5 R P
#H » 53 BIE#Z nivolumab 1 mg/kg + ipilimumab
3 mg/kg J nivolumab 3 mg/kg + ipilimumab 1 mg/
kg ° BTSRRIV - BIEH A nivolumab HYJE A
H ORR £ 10% * 3% nivolumab 1 mg/kg + ipili-
mumab 3 mg/kg FYIE A Ry 23% » $5% nivolumab
3 mg/kg + ipilimumab 1 mg/kg HUE ARy 19% ° £
OS H B + HIE A nivolumab HYIH A Ky
4418 H - B2 nivolumab 1 mg/kg + ipilimumab 3
mg/kg FIE ARy 7.7 8 H » #52 nivolumab 3 mg/
kg + ipilimumab 1 mg/kg 98 A Ry 6 il H - &
PFS W7 85T » B A nivolumab A9 A Ky
1.4 M A » £ nivolumab 1 mg/kg + ipilimumab 3
mg/kg BE ARy 2.6 fi H » 52 nivolumab 3 mg/
kg + ipilimumab 1 mg/kg B A Ky 1.4 @ H - 1E
B35 58 ] nivolumab IR A E H + H 53% HIIR
AN AEFAHREIER - Horb 13% K28 =2y
WA ERITER - RS R s - B R IR
B 6% IR AR EIEHMZILIEH - a8
% nivolumab 1 mg/kg + ipilimumab 3 mg/kg HJSE
NEH - 82% By A EIGHAHBARITEH

Hrr38% RS =B Ak B EEITEH - 214%
i A KIEIE M AET » B K Ry BEE AL )
g 0 H REIE AL s~ R R R

A 1% AY9E A K ENE I R BT R - =

nivolumab 3 mg/kg + ipilimumab 1 mg/kg FI5FE A
B B 76% WIE A AETGFAHBRREIER] - B
W 20% o2 =B R B EEITER - F REITE
FEAE R ~ I B - H 6% BIHEA
IRIEI/E F B G HE * © CheckMate 331 j22f 3 1
ARG IR EEE » FEE nivolumab E2{L % ((topotecan
5% amrubicin) 75 B 1Z ]/ NI RO B AR -
FHER B2 AL BIGHEAYIE A $3Z nivolumab Y
WALE OS L HBH#RYZ 2 (P A7 80 7.5 @ H
vs. 8.4 H » HR: 0.86; CI: 95%: 0.72—1.04) » 1E
BIEF 1 » $5Z nivolumab FY5% A 55% %%
VBRI EIEH - LG RAR A RTE
90%** * B durvalumab £ & 12 B/ NI 8 s A
BRI AT 1/2 HIRER RGeS 5
B o PUIFTRER 1 21 A7 B 301/ VR o e
A v IRAEHE VSRR $25Z durvalumab 1F Fy %
RRIGHE o BFSE R EEZR - ORR J5 9.5% » OS
RE85Ry 4.8 il H (95%CL: 1.3-10.4) » PF A7 85k
1.5 18 H (95% CI: 0.9-1.8) » Hrhi&H5H A KEITE
FHIMRBIGHEE > 16/ MBaAE ARG+
atezolizumab HYF EUE R M AR HHERE o IRIBEE
By —1E 56 2 HAER PR EAEE - S ¥ B IZ B/ Nl it i
Jit H—#% etoposide & HFSHAHZEYI L BTG HE LK
IR 0 BEE 43 BRA FH 53 12 32 atezolizumab
5% topotecan Ry R ERVEHE « AHEALEL TG - %
3% atezolizumab J5 % IR A I 1T A5 B8 2 HY PFS
(PR 14 EA vs. 43 A ) - £ OS HHEHZ
HIHMER 225 (9.5 8 H vs. 8.7 114  » HR: 0.84;
95%CI: 0.45-1.58; p = 0.60)> -

SR 7N HH o7 O % AR 08 Y2 V5 R T SSURH )
etk - BEigsk — 309¢

& &3

75 5% K 7 B H4E] B atezolizumab B, dur-
valumab & fif etoposide ¢ & SR EEY) (LB IA IR
& JE 2 A/ N e P o g i — AR HE T - B2
TGIR A% HII pembrolizumab B, nivolumab &
ff ipilimumab 1E R B ARG REHTEEE o S1E /N
il 3o G5 T R Y FERET R - AR HH B - RS
FETE IR Y AR WA R0 TR R - 22 R S/ N i
TR — RHRER -
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resEE KEYNOTE KEYNOTE KEYNOTE CheckMate CheckMate o
LML 028 158 028/158 032 331
B e Pembrolizumab Pembrolizumab Pembrolizumab Nivo(3mg/kg) Nivo Durvalumab Atezolizumab
Nivo(Img/kg) vs. Vs.
+ Ipi(3mg/kg)
Nivo(3mg/kg) Topotecan chemotherapy
+ Ipi(1lmg/kg)  or amrubicin
fEFIt&EE  PD-1 $i88 PD-1 Hif PD-1 §ifs PD-1/ PD-1 9% PD-L1#if% PD-L1#ifs
CTLA-4 Hifs
[ FESR 33.30% 18.70% 19.30% 10% 14% 9.50% 2.30%
23% Vs. Vs.
27% 16% 10%
LS 1.9MA 2.0 @ H 2.0 H 1.4 f#H 1.4 @ H 1.5 f#H 1.4 @ H
HAF AT 85
2.6 H Vs. Vs.
1.4 8 H 3.8 1 H 43§ H
B 9.7 @A 9.1 & H 7.7 {8 H 4418H 7.5 M@H 48 M8 H 9.5 fE H
oz 8
7.7 8 H Vs. Vs.
6 @A 8.4 1iE H 8.7 & H

Abbreviation: Nivo = Nivolumab; Ipi = Ipilimumab.
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Small cell lung cancer (SCLC) accounts for about 15% of lung cancers and has limited therapeutic options
and poor prognosis. The traditional treatment of this aggressive tumor is platinum based chemotherapy with etopo-
side. Immune checkpoint inhibitors are the first agents in the last decades to improve the outcomes of patients with
extensive stage (ES) SCLC patients. In IMPOWER 133 and CASPIAN, the addition of atezolizumab or durvalumab
to etoposide with platinum based chemotherapy produced a significant improvement in overall survival in previ-
ously untreated patients with ES-SCLC. However, the KEYNOTE 604 study revealed that the addition of pembro-
lizumab to chemotherapy failed to significantly improve overall survival, but it prolonged progression-free survival.
Nivolumab/nivolumab plus ipilimumab and pembrolizumab single agents showed anti-tumor activity in CheckMate
032 and KEYNOTE 028/158 trials in pretreated patients with SCLC. This review summarizes the main results of
clinical trial with checkpoint inhibitors in SCLC. (J Intern Med Taiwan 2021; 32: 75-82)



