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BB AR JE 1 I R AT 98 S — Tk [ AIF9E & R 1 2 ol I RAIFSE (TIT W53, g8 A
62 I, 45 BREIA RN 19.4%, BRRPEHIRRN 77.4%, H{7 PES K 9.6 ~H 7. HIN—
T 2 v [T BRI X 845 61 5 o £ — ZR R BT ARJE 5T Je B e VR YT e W A AF LS TR 3R 0T
sER R AR R LI T AL PES IFRI R 111 A, iz OS A 24 A 1,

[ s | &k 400mg bid., AR

4) MEER

B EERJE (axitinib ) 52 PEEJE X I T B — 2387 0 THHIG R R 45 R oo, Bl
Je—ZGIP I AE PES 101 N H, SRAARE A B O BR IR BB S e g2 5, Hiftyr
HOTTHT: ZWA R R 32%, LR AAEI ]y 21.7 A O L E R R A
BERELE ST o, Pz PES ] 101 N, WA RN 35.4%, Fhfi A AEmt ]y 31.5 20

[ HEF R ) BT8R Sme baid., MR, 2 FGWREN %, Wik Rl H, 7mg bid., &K
FIHE Tl 10mg b.id.

5) FEER

Rt e —3 19 2 s BEHLITSE (CABOSUN ) oA TR 1ias Je FidyJe £ e —Zifr g ek
G T I AN R TR S5 R R RIEE R4 PRS B AL TEF BRI T4, RIEEe 4k



B HAL PFS 2 8.2 41, IMDC ife 5 fE AR AL PFS 43500 8.3 M5 6.1 M, 2%
WA RRN 46%, LB N 30.3 M H 1

[T | R JE 60mg q.d.

6) IXEREHT +IFN- o

VAR ER BB 5 IFN-o BRG T HERS M B I 00 — 23R 07, 220 IV PR &5 ok A A1 i
AVOREN WF5E L &2 CALGB90206 5%, $4UESE T HIG RS TA . AVOREN BFFY 45 /R DA ER Bt
BRA TR -0 —ZIRIF RO PFS S 102 DA . FWAREN 30.6%, Hii OS ik%] 23.3 4
H, W TRai TR IR 2, 55— KR 5 CALGB 90206 AFFE 345 T2 MIAEE 5 .
] P D AR T A 35 I F TR RS B S AR/ N IR IR T, BB Z IR TR R Y
AR PR .

[Heri e ] DUARBRSAHT 10mgkg, 2w, THLE -a OMIU, tiw,

7) BEETER

B VG W LR — R YT PR B g 1 T PR B4 ok 1) I PR 22 s WAL 6T HECTIT 348 1 PR F 5%
(ARCC WF5%), ALLEEB NSV R fan) B, 4558 B el maiayr ih i oS h
109405, B PFS 5.5 M, BIRBALT IFN-o JAYFL 124 — T8 79 2 55 sl a7 M0 M A REE AL
U TE M TGRS, ADThE ., HA KRR 82 Gl BB, 2R BRIEIRIR RN
48%, EWMABERA 1%, H0L PES W% 7.3 D 2,

[ HEFE S | PP 5an] 25mg, FRIKETE, qw
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8) RBER
—I e (anlotinib ) 5 &F 2R Je il B T Mt B i —Zehy 7 i TG RIS, Hoh 91%
A H MSKCC fil 5 Bhmfe, R ER, LB g RAME e Ram ha; PFS 2 17.5 1 H
vs.16.6 1 (HR=0.89, P>0.5 ), #EK Bl E], PRLLAY AL OS 4351k 30.9 4~ A #130.5 1~ (P>0.5),
ORR 43314 30.3% 1 27.9% ",
(TS | PR 12mg q.d., FELEMRZE 2 8, 1525 1 JE, B 3 A — 7 e
(2) RESBEBKEET
1) MRF A BRBKESFRTAENR
— T2 A T BT A D DL K BAE 5 6 JE R 8 T T T e 30 155 9 1 B AL TR T S 0 A A 5
( Checkmate214 ), FEZRFF AR R IMDC T I &G B#E, e ARE 7%, 455 Bon 22
FNBEPECAIRIT AT R R e 4L W WGE T BAAE . Gk SR A AP I AL LA B B AT 50 . 2020 4F36
E ASCO-GU 755 T 42 4~ H BV s, A R8T A S & R & e b r di b oA 0 3h
475266 ™A, BWAREES N0 42% F127%, T Teik RAEAER A3 90 12.0 1 H 5 8.3 4
RN ARG A S SR i6 T 4 567 R B eI IT B AT SRR 29% 5 54%, H i fiik
JEAAFIHE N300 17.8 A5 27.7 A A, MR RIRE T,
LA IS ] 9RADE BT 3mg/kg + FTCAERST Imgkg 3w, 34 1k, HIGARADL T 3mgkg 2w
2) MERNFERBEEREER
— IR PR B BB A BT T A5 T S R e X R T 01 5 o — 3 1 A LS TIT S0 11 PR A



5% (Keynote 426 FIF5¥) X Lt T MATEFIER bt + BIER e MET Je B e — SRy P e i B IR A g . 285
ROR, BAAM P ICHERAARE] 151 N, BWARCRIER] 593%, 1AL T] 89.9%,
PR T IRAT SR B R IATTF 4 12, 2019 4F ASCO 2 iUR4s T RLH /3 HT4s it ok IMDC fikfa AR
A 2H 50 IRZE A R WSR3 66.7% 5 49.6%, i PFS M 17.7 M H 5 127 4 H, Wi OS ¥k
IR, 3 AMERR T AR B G B TR 2E R i IMDC HEfE ARET, BRI 55.8%
529.5%, {3 PFS HJ12.6 4~ 5 824N, it OS ¥k H, (H 3 MJFasdahs w2,

[ 2 1 ARk BT 200mg 3w+ BTEEEJE Smg b.id.

3) avelumab BEEFTEE 2

— i1 avelumab I5¢A BT H 85 e 5 &F 2 & Je 0l BE A 6 101 5 98 — 2R I8 7 I BEATL G IE T I I R AT 5%
(JAVELIN Renal 101 ), EZM5EAREN PD-L1 BHYERE, S50 B RECA 41A0 PRS 467 e & e 41 4t
K (13.840H vs. 721 H, P<0.001); ZMARCRIIHA 55% 5 26%, A AF40 i AR E b e,

[ #2132 | avelumab 10mg/kg q2w+ Bl g 5mg b.i.d.

4) MHIEREZREH

— I TR B B0 TG 0 A B — 3R T RO B TT DI RIS (Keynote 427 ), LB
Y B BN S BIFSE I AH 110 B, XS EAR. b SRR I 38%. 47% Fl 15%. S5 NOR,
BEMARCFELT] 36.4%, PRI 59%, O ICHRAFREN 7.1 M, 6 A NAFER
93%, RS 13.7 A B

AL | A ieoR Bk BbT 200mg q3w
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524 BRIEFATLRITEPARESMIREN L6 RE

TKI 0 PE e (1A 28) FFIEREIE (24 2%) avelumab+ P2 (2B 2%)
PRFILRBT (1A ) FHEIAE (24 2%) 4 A G BT + UK B
KRR (1A28) EhidEE (2A 2%) (2B %)
SR K4S R IAEREREST (2B2S) SRR + A1 A Bk BT
(24 %) DATEFIER BT + P EE R (2B)
k4EZEE] (1B 28) (2B %)

o KA IRRBFSR R e (24 2%) Fhdke

IRIT RN e (2B %) K5 ]

Rimgiafe (2B 2%)

© AR+ K 4 5
(2B %)

AR e + i 1 A 2R
Bt (2B)

kRS




[ £ ]
a. CSCO B & R Ze A & —BEAEAEAT AT B0 1 26 S il PRIFAR .

R E B W AN 1) RIBTT AR AT «

(1) #EEST

1) MEER

BT JE T U1 B i — AT R U (I RS 32 2 i — I 5 R PR e a7
8 TKI 503577 5 1 e i R v B g Y A LG B 22 rpors [ B TG RIRE ( AXTS BF5%), 45 on
B[R IR IRYT B A E K P 7 PFS, 18 6.7 N, BEUARCE R 19%, Wi OS 4351k 20.1 4~ A .
YR BN R — R Z AT E R R IRYT IR, BT R E IR T AU R B AR Je X IR i G T
{ii PES A, 43500 4.8 NH 5 3.4 H 52 3 — I N R B iR sz BT e iR T Y
MG RIS, HAp s A E R, Hii S AXIS W28, 4550 R &8 8 07 PFS
6.5 H, BWMARCEN 23.7%. WALT WoRBRAEZ 67 R R e 167 ol I 2 i B e i (7
PFS I[] Ay 4.7 1 P,

[ HEE R ] BT Smg baid.,, Ok, 2 FEWEENZ, nliffrflEiie, Tmgbid., &K
FHE A 10mg b.i.d.

2) FEER

R 2 Sk I BEHL B T TKI 03657 2 W05 B B g 1Ay 1) T E AL G IR 2 rhu ik
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5% (METEOR #f5%), HtAZH 628 {9l WA 432 2 — 2 sk — 4 LA b il 7 #8136 1) GG 0 o 4 o 28
Ho 2015 4F 9 HIRA MG RIS A R R . SKESE A X I, R 1R e Bk i35 0 TKLIRYT R
VOIS W 30 B R B IO SR AR A, R EN 74 N, BWARCE 21%, RSP 2016 4F
6 AT T METEOR BIRXHEAEE R, s RIEEE SIRAES RIVAY T A5 i OS 43018 214 4~
5165 H, ORR4MHIH0 17% F1 3%, HHASG I BEXER

[ BRI | R E 60mg, q.d.

3) CRERBAKRERER

R (lenvatinib ) i—Hi A R SRR EHM G, FZH A VEGFRI-3. BUEF4E4 A+
[N7314 1-4 (FGFR1-4 ), PDGFR-o.. RET LAJ KIT., —IH#: R BeA Rk 5 mlia 7 S5 5025 ootk
BIe . HZykdE sl xt BGAYY BRAE BT VEGF 1697 R R F A8t B i TG R ST, 455 WoR Bk
WBITH P IR AA R 14.6 A, POLEAESF 255 A, BE T IELL, Hail e —
iRt TR

[ E | B 18me q.d., IK4EZEH] Smg q.d.

4) REET

A 24 B ) G RS 1 B v I DR B0 2 B30k [ — 330 [ Bt 22 o BE AL T 9 I PR A 5
(RECORD-1), BF5EBE 1R 2 5 7] 5 22 g 350 %of B8 FH 136 97 50 A 12 32 508 1) 25 W3Ry 7 2R LR 5 R 1k
VFIE, 45 R AR A 5 ) A e RN R A R S AR A PFS, 35 4.9 N H, IRIRIREE R A 64%,
L OS 2y 14.8 N H o Horp—Z (i F R hr AR Je st Je B e iy R /B, 2 2Rk s mlih
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JT 09 AL PES IHE] S 5.4 4 H , St R KR A 69% ' — 33 6 N I 12 ARk s RGP 2 vh
NN RTEFE (L2101 BF5E), GIESE TARAESS RIS TKIL JAY7 RS — A0 a7 T % 2 4k
PRI 61%, L PFS 24 6.9 ™1, IGIRIKEE N 66%, 1 AFEAFFRN 56%, | AFToit A%
ﬂi] 36% [39]0

[ A2 | K4ESEH] 10mg, q.d.

5) Hfth TKI #2454

T I T B P R B e YA YT I PRAFSY. ( INTORSECT #F5% . AXIS #F5%), X IRAA ¥ h&EhidEE ,
Horh INTORSECT W58 A4 & BN EF e R IR R M B, R BAEJE b 7 PFS B [H]
R 3.9, hALEAAE 16.6 AN N0 i AXIS BFgEh, kR BiAE R iRy Ry oL PES I
]k 4.7 4R, AL 0S R 1924 A, i H A BE A&7 JE 8 e 3R )T AR #3145 (9 B 2 PRS A
H3440H,

EFICRRJCAE R ARy IR, SWITCH AF9e 4 S R R PR e ik 5 1y BLaT Je B e i o
PFS K]l 5.4 4~ 1

— 300 TG R 2T R, e e IR T RE TR — 2R 4532 47 Je B e s DU ARER SRy Ay T AR I A e At
B E AR, SR B RFWA RN 27%, PRaE N 49%, Wi PFS B 75 4 H, 24 4~
FBIHEAES S 43% 2, b —IR BRI s, KMk JE VAT RIS I & WA SR 43%,
Tz PFS K 11 4 14,
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(2) tREBTT
1) HERFIL LG
— T8 2 e BT A 2 B ) A B B I A 9 2 W A e A0 R g — 33T T 300 PRI 5
( CheckMate025 7% ), 1ZIfARMF T IEALL 821 Fl M0 B o i, WEAE 23200 — 2ok — kb 4%
A EYT, BEMLEEZ A AP BUR 4SS RNR YT, R BT 0S. 2015 4F 9 AR A fi
AL R ST W e 85 5, BRI TR 47 OS 4308 25.0 M H 5 19.6 A~ H , gl F L sdiis
JYEWE T OS, MKEHITL S I, ORR M5 25% 5 5%, Wi PES 05l h 4.6 A5
4447 ™
[ 1 ghelRDJe Pt 3mg/kg, q2w
2 ) CIERESMERNERENR
2019 4F 9 H JEE R B IgE P ABHE 2 ESMO 23U & A T — I8 R IS DT A 2R 2o bt A T e 300
R IR T UG B TG RIS, JEALLT 33 B, X esZ ik # BEAE 1 A7 i — 4Rl —2RiBy 7,
Horp 58% Y B 22 i MR A P A LA BT Bl PD-1 PABTEE A PN A ¥R 259 35T, A
HIGHZ O JE 20mg q.d.+ M FIEE ST 200mg 3w 167, 4558 BR WA SRILT 64%, T
Tt A AFET RN 11.3 A H, JPRsEeatmlss] 9.1 N H o X Bon B e -G et A 2R By 1 T
W — AT AT I TR, B W PR Y A TR TR e
AR SEREJE 20mg q.d., PAMHIERAPT 200mg q3w



525 HERBEFIATLRITERARESMREI =463 RI8

BRfE—. & IRRIFE R (2A3%) WEAE AR S ) TKT il 1)
i TKI R NEAICEST (24 2€) WYEsim] (2B 26)
PATERIZR ST (2B 28)
W EFIZR BT + BTE R (2B 28)
CHAEE + IHEAER AT (2B)
BEAERE [ S5 IR WRAE AR 23 B TR i) (2B 28)  RYESCH]
TR

(7]
a M TR =Z00)T, MERZ AT S4AR)TRIRIEEE RS, CSCO ML R E a3
AL DL SN RIS
R 1 1515 FA 4R B ) = 2R T SR R AR AT -
(1) @B
RS e SRR S E 0 IR TR T IR B Y LG RBIESE, RN T R 20 — 2Ry i

"
B
A
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NBE, R RIRY T AL s =2 AFELLBIN 27%~29%, BT =23a 7 B3, RHER e vl LIE
it

WEAEZ H B ETITIE T — TG R IR e X T TR B —2n) 7 /9 IR RIXE ( GOLD #f
58), AEH —L AT e e H -8R sE mliny v Rt g, 4R BoR RAAR e =4ifyr i
PES 1N 3.6 A, ALEAEAFIEy 11 H 532 F G HE— A — DAl 228 A2 PR I 2 R
FAT R R B 0 =M 3y 7 0 LB PRI -,

X TRSEE G, RECORD-1 WHEIE AL TR L4521 EF e B e LRI R IR TR
SLRRAESL AT A AL PES Ry 378 A, BT AR R

(2) ®ERFT

AR AT 5 UL 5L )0 B T W 01 B RE 19 CheckMate025 WFFE Y, TR Y7 2H ok 9 i A JE
i =2R 7 BE R L 28%, DI TR Zd —4 . —ZALmIIR Y AR WU g 301 P
#, AT IR AR 7 e

MR S S BRI T BT, R R R Z RS SR YT, AR AR AR 20k, Fe 2
2019 4F 9 H K A N BHAE 2 ESMO 238Uk A -G AR EF SR I i A BR A0 T T e 301 e
MIATT R MO B9 TG RATSE, AT =4GRI7 A, XM =230 AR I TR IEE
SFEDE



526 RRIEFATLIERIEIEZERMILEEMIREEEYETS RIS

IR BN RRBIS FREJE (24 2%) BEw e
R (24 %) BTS2
KYEsEE] (2A 28) £ EiE (e
WA R PR EHT (24 25) DURER BT + MG 2]
By sia) (Ffak 128) MAIEEAER AT + BTE 2
DURER AT + B
EEER RERHE IRRIEY ETEMIE + 0 (2B 28) AR R BT + BT R 2
RhAEE + FHIIMIE « s (2B2%)  &FEEE
BEmin e
FKhidkfe

BT E s e

"
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(£ ]
a. CSCO Bm & HKZ 0 & — B AEAT MIH B0 B S I RAFSE o
b. FEIRARBRIME GBI / BERER AN R RAE B I A0, AR LR B R . A
i RIS
SER R SR T U e A 35 BH 40 20 B 200 38 (140357 SR s e b -
W 3UT i I A0 R SR 3 R TRR AR /D, Bl AR (Y KR B BRI RIS . HRTIRIT 2%
B WA , (75O 3 W 240 i
(1) #EETT
MR 2 55w 55 &7 2 B S LB H T W 0T AR 3 I 40 R g — S8 1] A T 1 BE BIL AT BECIT I R AT 5%
( ASPEN #F5%), #5JE/REF IR IEiR s T Tl AEE W, H i PFS 8.3 M H , Mifk4Es
FAITALN 5.6 A, HALEAERA MR 315 M A S 132400, BgitEREss
— L[] R 22 v IR EERIE S A3 AT TR TR e T R A A0 M R, AR ot 112 4
B TRI7, Hodh 59% MELICIRE AR, 15% R Xpl1.2 S itE B gnis, 4508 0 oR % M iR
27%, AT R 6.7 A, I IEHERAEAE N 7.0 A, PSR 12.0 A R
BRSO, EELMRT R E, BEAE E I O I RBIF S R 7 T A I A
HTAT LA 26% PIBEMA SR, EN—IRAEE e 55 P | S —2a 7 e B £ 4 80
E 2 e THIGREEGE, #4559 B R WA RN 30.8%, 7 PFS 2 8.7 A, il OS K
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12547 ¥,

(2) &REiETT

2019 4F ASCO i HiA T — I A A BR Sh— 23077 L RS MR B AN 1Y) Keynote 427 5T,
gy A ARB I 165 6], HPFLSOR B Y 71%, BRGNS 13%, RO2905 16%. 68%
i fE R . AiA R ORR 2 24.8%, WARMERGFIEAY, FLICRBE AUl A 25.4%, Bt 40

9.5%, RAYEEIHE 34.6%. AP TEHE A 41 A, VAEARTERN 12% 0 it 55
DESL) S g & SR T 7 =1
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531 B RRRNREER
o

GEES
Amgge] -] o ] v
AL B, I HZGRERRYT PR, —FEREMEEE RS, (R
L HPE, HERAREMN T

[ % < 1 Rk BHRL K
o R R BT AR T

TREK  AHEAL AT PRZ, XEALE,  EEARZG, XPEAEE, HE —
JEA HEARFAFMEE  ZARFFEES< 1 Faliik
LRUITNEIRE Bk BRBAOR-. B/E AR
Lok BEERETE HITAIGIT. BEG)TY
BTG
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BEAMERLSRREEGEBRN (2:5)

shERziy P

IR TN TR BT

FURERI AL

AEIR

Zh B g 1 XHREALBR (G OO

MR VSR )&
R, AT
PSR R K152

[i] Js XPREARER, A4k

it & oL B 1) 25 W) 3R

7L P

HUARIR R A& GiR)T

XPAEALEE (REAK 1k
TR SZRTIR), A
o SR i A2

HERGIT, TR
[, XMEARE, HE
A RHFREARE 1 U
TR E ALK
ARG LRI, 2
e A ALIRST

PIFIRIT, XAEAHE, HE
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R EIAOKFo B el
HIHRIRIT

PFIRE, XAEALEE, B
AR E < 1 Faidi
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BORR £, FRHIERE
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J [ EE, e Ab 7,
BYIE RTT, 2%
PEBURGRIG ST .
WA B B 12
NEERIREL 6T
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shEziy P
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BLE 2 R RSP | 400 Fak
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A IFIATT
[ ]

aULTEﬁ IV 53 AR Y R o LR RPN AR
2hE G A EREESSR . ECOG MALARFE



532 SREISHERARRNAVIERN

CTCAE
e

1
2

172/

5
iz

iz

B /
ICU

A E

SN /B IRER TR
0.5~1mg/ (kg - d)

FUR / Bk, HikJE I 1~2mg/ (kg - d),
3d JEUNER I, i 2 Img/ (kg - d),
SRIGIBAE, 2 KT 4

Bk, BB 1~2mg/ (kg - d), 3dJ5
QVREAR B 5%, Wi & 1mg/ (kg - d), Sk
R, FZGE AR T 4 )

AR 4kg

AR

R IT 3~5d
G K% %, &
W& &l
RN}

R IGIT 3~5d
& %R, &
W& %l N
R

uiE

(B2 R S AN
43 W 5 P T LA
AkeLFZ)
152, RERFRR
Hezs / K H
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[ER]

DAL Ak BT T 5 DL R A9 S B3R T DA R REARBE, PR UL CSCO (Gt A s 4 i 51
AR A REVEAT PR R Do X T —SERRBRISTY A S IR A SGAS RS DA AR B, DU AR G Lolk =
[TV 12 B RN 1167 2 N1 1N £ 11 o7 o N €211 557 1 S0 1 R N 2 A

533 SEBEREXEETSHIMERANRRNARIR

Bt PD-1 BUiR ARG T e WHIEITASEAN R (TRAR ) HZ 71, J&FE, s, BYS, =3
) TRAE N = J1. #hiil, RAEREREE 3% 7,

YT PD-1 HL 1K + $L CTLA-4 FL AR BE A V49T (CheckMate214 #F5%) /R, i Wi = 3 FF K
TRAE SRR WBGEHE I, JE Ry BESE NAN N 2 W 2 e . 22% B H [ TRAE F:80525, K25
BETE SIS WS 1525, MR 2020 4E ASCO GU B TFHFRIE Won, BOATAIT YT AR A
R R ARIEIRITR) 6 N H WR AR Em, BRI R B WEAS. BUZER AR T IR T )
6 M H T B VI IR TR RN W & AR o TR B B I RO 65 L ST 25 i s, #EiA MDT H
BARSSZRE T, AR FHIZER G 7 R TIRYT

4T PD-1 HUREE A/ INrFHUMAE L mTRTT 259, 4 KeyNote426. JAVELIN 101 BF5E th i L
B4 R 52 7 X5 R RS R s I o PRIBURIE SR R 43 A8 10.7% 1 7.6% B TR TRAE {52 1k T W2 IR YT -
WIZIR G T RAETRYT L R P T J X RE A B, sl I R AE R AN R, P R 2k
NG S PN e e i aE 7
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