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FHFRUER) mFOLFOX6 J5 %8 (BVDFIHI + RS +
FPRMENE ) AT DL Jry BB 22 il 58 A pCR A, 4 mi A
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B+ JRIR M IE ) 1 DU AR BT T UA BSR i PES
(12.24H vs 9.7 4~ H P =0.003) Fl% W2 fiit %
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0. 006) , E[m] L R PR A 5 2 1E F1S 25 ) e £ 1
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1BITIE 5-FU G DR PR B G 4E R iR 7 dE e e — 2
fifi i} FOLFIRT J5 281k & DUARER 53R 97 5 5-FU Bk
3 DARZR P AERFAY T AR (A 41) A1 FOLFOXIRI
T3 BB DR BT 1697 5 5-FU G D AER
BAPUHERHIR YT U S 2 Bl ] FOLFOXIRT Jy
LA DURIR R PUIRIT JE 5-FU BCA DUARER b 4t
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PIRIBIT B LEE 50 — ok e A= 17 (the second pro-
gression free survival ,PFS2) . iRIGHLE , 7E—ZKIGIT
BRI R E R >3 N HRIT S 6. DhoRss
IR F LWL, A A B 411 PFS2 43 51 K
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J7I PES 435125 9.9 A F112.0 A~ H (P <0.01),
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RAS 245 L K¢ PCR A %) il T2 ANFE A€ ((microsat-
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HVOE R TN U8 T A2 45 M )k 5 PRESS-
ING Panel & Uit 245 58 A5 1 55 25 U Ay 0 i 24 8
o HAHTES IR B, PN AR R T i 2
BE L, mPFS 73505 13.2 S HF 8.1 S H (P <
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A PFS 43I 3.71 A~ AF11.84 A~H (P <0.01),
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death protein 1,PD-1) #lHFIBX & A T it E 40
B $1 R4 ( cytotoxic T Ilymphocyte antigen-4,
CTLA4 ) #5778 47 55 BL 1€ & & E R b ( mismatch
repair gene defection,dMMR )/ S EMIERTEE
( microsatellite instability high , MSI-H ) 5 5 7%

FFEE 34T CheckMate 142 AF57 T 2017 00
ZAIRIT R MUE I AMMR/MSI-H 1 9] 45 57 9 8
FHRZNR YA BT 4 Y . R
225 ORR FTLAGE 2 31. 1% , 35 B % W% fff 1) S 3
A 34. 8% FRELGfRINIA] > 12 S

2018 4 ASCO £:1 1, CheckMate 142 #F33 /A i
B B 9E B, B 4G PD-1 414 50 44 2 E BT (niv-
olumab) Bt & CTLA4 #1715 57 47 DS K B35 (ipilimum-
ab) JGIT ZLIGYT R MG ) IMMR/MSI-H B 25
Tt ;BB OB o BFIE B, 78 % (1 K T 1
PRS2 W28 fif 2238 55% , JF H 1 4F PFS Kl
1% ,1 4 0S #Hy 85% , 2= L[| i A A iz o8 h
AN R BT B 23R 9T 2 IR YT R WA /Y dMMR/
MSI-H e H3 45 15 9 28 38 i 5k, Horh 60% 1) /8 3
th BRI R 4 , % LR R 38R F 33% , 1 4F PFS %y
44% |1 4F 0S N 72% 2 . PWIEIFTLLE R KR,
R AP A P AR BT ] B2 2 2R T RIS Y
dMMR/MSI-H 139145 B W 6k 7 %

5 Z [a]i , CheckMate 142 BFFEHY) 73 4b—AMRTT
BA S ——24 &K 5 P BE 5 UL oK g — LR T
dMMR/MSI-H 1 3 45 1 i 19 0T 58 45 5% T 1 2018
AR ESMO 2380 AR R8s B, — 2034
ST ORR iy 60% , J5 i 12 56y 84% , Hh A 7%
4 ER 3K B 5E 4 2% fi ( complete remission, CR) ., 1
4E PFS R T7% ,1 4F 0S 0y 83% , MIZHFFE L,
R, 55 % WL it 22 g il SR T B A5 7 DL R BT
R AMMR/MSI-H i 391 25 B 96 5% A6 7 1 A0
UE L

AN, ARG G P DE AR SN T TR
S5 i R B B IR YT B NICHE W 9 i iE ) 25
WEFEIIES IR o BgT it B A R A3 2 gy ik e
PRSP IC R BT A BR YT fE <6 N2 T
RIGIT, FEA S LRI REA S E
RUCPE LA BORH G A b 35 0 40 b 978 58 7% 47 ff ( tumor
mutation burden, TMB) .\ T-0 2 3L R4 & T A i3
W55 5 ROV R Z [ A e E . PIE AR 7 ] dM-
MR A8 BRI 343K 3R 5 o5 BRAG £ 5% B
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R0 P 98 20 ML < 10% 114 95 BIL 5 R % il , SO v 3 K
100% , M 8 i pMMR f8 3 32 2R th BUIA Sk 14y 21 2%
fife , IR 20 L 5 B R4S > 85%

B, 255 H RN RE R 45 1R , N R &
PRI AR BT IE YT )7 278 AMMR /MSI-H (835
ToI &l AR B E B BG YT, 30 2 W 3 AR 1Y
—LIRIT B ZLIRTT  F R W TR 2
RAIBI T IE o
3.2 MEEFEIFETZEAAEM 1(programmed cell
death protein ligand 1,PD-L1) B 1Bk & MEK 3]
FFETT MSUIRZSAR ARG EI S B 9=

2016 4F ASCO /A MEK 1 5711 2% L Jé
( cobimetinib ) BE-&3HT PD-L1 BR3Pl 455k BAdT ( atezol-
izumab ) Y&77 BRI SS B BB ST 45 1 . BFST
7N, TE MSLARZS AR W] (9 25 E W 6 28 # h , H: ORR 7]
LA F] 17% ,DCR "] LLIKF] 39% , X —45 R4 7w
MEK #5155 5t PD-L1 SH1i6 57 MSIR K B
B2 5 TR 2 22 ( microsatallite stable, MSS ) B %
FRETEM . R, BF X MSS Ay BB vb R 40 7
B RS RURMEIE S 20T R UG 45 B i i
H LW BT R e B BT Rr BR B = 2B Y
IMBLAZE370 #F5"* . WFF08 5 2 12 1401 5|
2 LU JE A BT AR SR SR 20 | B AR R R BRL 2 i
AN AR SEIRYT A, B 9E 1Y FE 2L SO IR A 1)
OS fLFxf B 5 AR Jevayr d . &, =41 1 4
0S R351H 38.5% 27. 2% 1 36. 6% , T AW 5T 45
RIFARB RN FEARA LT 08, %5 LB e B A BT R 2k
L LK IRt S A= VN1 o7 N/ B 7 0 | 9 A
3.3 PD-L1 BfiZfriniriitR

T3 — T R S SR s 24 R iR 97 1) MODUL fiff
AL A Hovh BRAF B A= R BA 51 24 £57 36 o7 19 45
P BTN R 1252 FOLFOX 1A DT 1R 2k
FHUFFIRYT 16 Ji], i FOLFOX KA DA Bk
PUFE BT 12 Ji J5 BT 5-FU/CF B4 DL gk
PURIT 4 A IBIT AR YT CR B4 22 i (par-
tial remission, PR) 1 SD [ & & i A 4EHHIRIT W9 o
Horpr BRAF 5 A4 BY A 51452 G IR W E K 75 DL A3k o
U L P RRBR BB 1) = 25 4R R A YT Bl UK 1 I Bk
G ISR B MELE R IR YT, F MR A AN
PFS, BFSE4S R BN, =25 4ERpin 7 A 25 4E
IBITALIN PFS 4350y 7.20 NS H A 7.39 A~ H (P =
0.727) , P, BFFE T A IR B 32 22 05, i Bl
PREGUF A BB RYERHGYT BRI AR o

M EIRBIFFE A RO, HAiTdE MSI-H/dMMR f
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G B2 WP R B AT 2 1 29 = 2538 97 Rt ; —
LRAEFHRIT Y, Bt EGFR AL 1Y 4R 716 7 B 20 T
MRS B 22, 5-FU/CF B:4 M0 JE PRHT 1A =X
YERHBYT A R IERE ; —ZIBYT R, B R R
RE RS 9 mXELIRT J5 58 8k B IR 97 6 4% 5
=ZIBYTH A 3 T RIG YT 25T LR R, FEf
e A A A T, PD-1 6 R HE A CTLA4
MHIFNGYT IMMR/MSI-H 25 15 798 , Toie /& 168 i
BaIT W — 23697 0 2 M 2 4anyT TR
LA (E X T MSS/MSI RS AR HNBY B3, ek
A G RIAE Z 69T KRBT AR ARG BHPE )
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