emaE- wRLEE QOO

F—E miS 2
S£ZE JENMPZRBEEEREAE (NMIBC therapy ) 5
1Bt 5
B PR 5 58 5
- KEYNOTE-057 5
- SWOG S1605 6
BE 7
SE=E NRRICEEREFHHIAE (MIBC perioperative therapy) 8
BN 8
e PR AR B 8
- ABACUS 8
- PURE-01 10
- CheckMate 274 11
Ahag 11
ENE F—i5/A% (First-line therapy) 12
Cis-eligible 12
D 12
ER RS AR 12
- JAVELIN Bladder 100 12
- IMvigor 130 14
- KEYNOTE-361 15
- DANUBE 16
HE 17
Cis-ineligible ( special population) 18
D 18
ER R AR 18
- IMvigor210 cohort 1 18
- KEYNOTE-052 19
- JAVELIN Bladder 100: cisplatin-ineligible but carboplatin eligible 20
HE 21
BARE FE_18AE (Second-line therapy) 22
e PR AR Bk 22
- KEYNOTE-045 22
- IMvigor211 23
- IMvigor210 cohort 2 24
- Study 1108 26
HE 27
FRE Wk EREERRERENEAN EIEE 28
BN 28
PD-L1 RIFE (PD-L1 expression) 28
fERZZREE & i & Tumor mutational burden (TMB) 29
DNA 18151818 2&X (DNA damage response gene ) 29
BRI AE R 3R 30
t=h
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BERABSRENAEES - BESRURAFEREREE T RRMENE
& - MEFEESERR T BAUaR (FIDaR - (EEER  SRaR) BTEZH
FEEEFERITARNR - ITERBEARIERMTBMAE - FREESEAREM
RHBEREEXR  MEZLEZBHABREZASH—ERA BRSNS ZRERT
METam A BEE—PIRA RRARE N ERENERECR

WREEEEER+ABREEZ— ' BENCBRYAEBIR EEEFREE
BENRERNZEZREME  RRAENERIIRMEEEMIR EEEIHEZEE
BIRIENPR BEBENE « IRARICEBEMENMAIAE - B U RS IR L
FMUIRN MR EEEES  HEANERARSETRRERERINSE (immune
checkpoint inhibitors, ICIs) ¥R EREEFHEEEEZEYN » BEIEAZEER
TR - RIEREFEESENLEE2T > BRaEEBH AN ICIs AEEAES(E
BINERRMMIR EREEE  RREERERBEINIERRA RS R

EXAFMHEAEREEREESHFARNEEBEIRNEMUER ' MB 5% ICIs
(anti-PD1/anti-PD-L1) TE/AF# R LA B AR Z RIS S = AR R 5 -
IREEMNEIENCEE - SIMUIRSTREER IENEMIES - HEEEBERKE

AEARFEIE - BIR T RE S ENEAREZHEARER -

&% BERERFMAEENEMERERNTERE aRIFAMB KR ERELAE
HRERERIETR - RIRWBBNERRELHER - ERFthEEKEHER BB
(U pREL ~ BT SE ) SE—HEEE B E @ WRAOFEUN ICIs B EE R {RAG (T FAERERRE -
SRR aREIENEREZ MR EREERE -

BHEEEETSY

IR

2022/02/22

=
Inf

[ ERREHA LSRR ML A PR IEBIERY G - LERB MR ERE  BEREN_TFHET
RERBMER  BEERANFEHTRILEIESCR2RNEYRE  EERRLR
ZEAERNTAR - EERERIXFREREREIEABKRERBEAESA
BEEAR - TR —ARER © ARSI R aRE SR A ELUIERERIERE - |
ERREERARIN—RER - EEMAERREMSFNK ERENSERNR - Bk
Rt 8EREBERERE (TSITC) EaMREEBEE (TUA) EREEESE
(TUCA) MIER @ LIRABHNG R @ IEZMIBEENNE  REEEMBIAAE
ERE  BESAIMARREBRSENZSEFM -

KERER B REERARNSNNE  LEEHEEERHOIENAGE
MBEBEE (NMIBC) MaE - BA T B AN ZEEK R % (KEYNOTE-057 £
SWOG-S1605) {AFERH BCG AREAKRMFA » NS ERBREE TR @ KK
AR AN A AR S ER AEREER 2 TIRIE o

AETESHETRURRRERING S RSB RE EREFR
B—RAF _aRNENRASBERZ OMHRE > KEBMEEMIRST (85
PD-L1 RIFE - EEREAMWE  DNABBGEERERNER) ER - BERAKAR
BYESRFTEEE B » AT LI FITEERPR S AT PR M A\ B R B AR LA R (8 2% B PR 22
HEHEHEEZENSEKIE

BENEY > NETHSBEAEIEGHARAR  SAERELERMAIKRE LR
Rz RS BRERMBENEIE - BEMNIRFIERERERE & BRFIEERKE
R E AR LERAES B — L E B AR EE » RIHERIK LIaRRmAZERIIN ~ BRAISF
BYSRES - FERT RAVRIE » HoWR ERERABTFRARGER ©

AEPRHNE2E

e B

2022/02/14
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MR FIIBR ERENEEERERIDE  BRT Fi - E28%E  RBIRER
%%l (immune checkpoint inhibitors, ICls ) BAIEEYIN— AR @ FERE
BETATZSMEEERATNGE - B% —{E%Y) atezolizumab 7£ 2016 FES
EEF FDA 7 R £ R FERI B FERE% ° pembrolizumab * nivolumab * durvalumab *
avelumab E#71 PD-1/PD-L1 FYZEYIPEE DA B R /A EIN1TY) - SRR
BB A CEREEATENERAKE  BRROVRFERHE @ BHAIIBARRNE
AL HZERAESRRENEERE - BB MR LR ERAEE
AHBER -

SERREEESERENETEER » WK EREQRAMERRLHT - NfIER
BB PRI EY I IR ARV ERRR G Am ST - #AEMEEERAINSE
BEiRbB R LRERRIES| - BNfRHA S R BRERRIERNARERDES
SBREERESENER LR - BR > BRARMKERENEEAS - WAEBGBK
R A BT Ml R R IR YA PR e ARVBIE A - R ZIABRENE -

RERFMEREBRBEAINRHERRERREMAA - BERFI9 - FE2E& - &
R BEE - BN EEZE MR UBMES RRE REERERRETHE
BREMA  BAR T BURERERING AL FM R ERENTR - FERMAEK
FEEMRERBLSE - NINRAERAARBAMRIRERATNI SR B R KB R
BRI e

ARFMERBRASSEER » WA ERERFERZKE

SEMKEREEE

BEER Igﬁ % %

2022/02/20

C e JEARIRAE S ESR (NMIBC therapy )

: iRt )

T LA A =30 BY BE Bt & (muscle-invasive
bladder cancer, MIBC ) BIZ# 4%& B8 IERIE
M RE B EIBR (radical cystectomy, RC) * FEALEY
7= 8 BY BE Bt & (non-muscle-invasive bladder
cancer, NMIBC ) ®] L AR §5 FilT#S bx 8 i Bt e e
k&4 (transurethral resection of bladder tumor,
TURBT) 8LUERAEE ({EEEYSH TN E
( Bacillus Calmette—-Guérin, BCG) ) & 21l B Bt
2882 HAY (bladder-sparing)’ s AT E =153
ZE5 > LERIBEIERAIE (carcinoma in situ,
CIS) & & B 7T EFEMA BB AEE RAFE
B2 RgWEEREE  F2 LkE (BHHEE
RE) HEKGENBERREE  EEEIRERS -
Rt - B EERAIEEIE A - ¥ NMIBC BYERE
HRIREEREE - RERIEBER IR FMIHATIA
Heh "o IEFREE @ BEREE - RABAAZ  #BHT
BsEH -

T - JEERA AR (cancer immunotherapy,
CIT) F 5 B9 B Hi R B8 £ R #& (urothelial
carcinoma, UC) B /A& E@Hm K> —
180T B — R E B BB M35 /A& (switch
maintenance therapy ) ° & B Z A E ZRA K
B AKRNEBEAAEEET o METE MIBC AY
BN % (adjuvant treatment) @ BT HEE=
HAER AR BR P S RIBEZE R ERTFEZX (disease-
free survival, DFS) Bl %8 88 7% & X (overall
survival, OS) %%t ° EZE RIS MR

Bl— KEYNOTE-057 ERFRiBRaREt "

e L e

%L (neo-adjuvant CIT) E&RFABRIREETR T
TR LAY L FER (response rate ) '*"° o $&
i #5% NMIBC i&7%& @ BRIELIEERMERE (&
5w TURBT EiBERtRZEYIEE ) AERRREEL »
CIT 25t EMTEEaENE ? WEH » —EBEE6
EREARAMEE » 256 F risk-benefit Z18
EEEHLIE 7

g B PR S B )

KEYNOTE-057
BRPREER SRS
tba—BMNE “HIE B R RS ER (open-
label phase 2 single-arm trial ) ; UZ 2% A & 15
+ AR ERIEEE BN EAFENE S K
AY NMIBC J&1iIf& » ECOG ( Eastern Cooperative
Oncology Group ) Z HEE8EARAE ( performance
status) 7152 0-2 Zf » BFES SIERIEITIRER
TEREBRETIBR FAHTAVRA o

I ZE YR A 2= pembrolizumab 200 mg &
—HEEFREE R AEFEAME (35
cycles) o EEEIIEIZE (primary endpoint) A
F=EAERKRTEEAEE (clinical complete
response rate, cCR rate ) > B2 B S /EfR NMIBC
SERERt (B—) -

FEER
BRTAVIEHFS A 36.4 A F - SCAlE AR

If no recurrence or

1st disease 2nd disease . ) )
R assessment | Progression or HR \[Y[[:{@ Continue pembrolizumab for up
at 12 weeks at24 weeks At any assessment to 2 years and efficacy
: : assessments through year 5, or
Eigfhlgrfnglggoﬂnresponsive gntil recurrent/progressive
5 i isease
CIS = papillary tumors | ! !
* Ineligible for or declined o~ 28-day "lfnocr | Discontinue |
undergo cystectomy screening e > treatment, L ______ Discontinue treatment, enter

Primary Endpoint A

- Complete response rate

200 mg Q3W

entersurvival  |f HR NMIBC presentat  JEOMAEIRG AT
follow-up  any assessment

Secondary Endpoints

- Duration of response

- Progression-free survival
- Overall survival

- Safety
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25— Overall Response Rate by Central Review at Month 3"

N=96 n % 95% ClI
CR 39 40.6 30.7-51.1
Non-CR 56 58.3 47.8-68.3
Persistent 40 4.7 31.7-52.2
Recurrent 6 6.3 2.3-13.1
NMIBC stage progression 9 9.4 4.4-17.1
Non-bladder malignancy 1 1.0 0.0-5.7
Progression to T2 0 0 NA-NA
Nonevaluable 1 1.0 0.0-5.7

NA, not applicable

A+ EEE (BCG instillation) AR {84 12

/X5 1E pembrolizumab F&EFTiBAYEE =& B /Y CCR
& B 40.6% (95% Cl: 30.7-51.1)(&X—)

JfE $5 #& R RS (duration of response, DOR) ‘:F'Tﬁ

& 16.2 B (95% Cl:6.7-36.2) (B =) -

B = Duration of Response for Patients Who Achieved CR
at Month 3%"

100 4

©
=}
!

Median duration of CR, 16.2 months

~N @
o o
I

57%

Remaining in
Complete Response Rate (%)

= N
o o
PR

w
S

o

0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27 30 33 36 39 42
Months
No. at risk
39 36 27 18 18 15 13 10 9 8 6 3 2 0 0

aMonth 0, time point when initial CR was achieved.

B AEMREMEIER S E @ grade 3-4 3£ 13
A (12.9% ) ~ J2F grade 5 °
BHIRT

Pembrolizumab ¥4 & NMIBC AR A
BEEBEEY 0 BRIRAAEEAR » LHH
BN E & B TR 2 B bR FiTa0m A ZRER
pembrolizumab B[ & &—EIFFMIANEEA R -
BiBLLESERESE -

SWOG S1605
BRPR=BR s
hE—HMEEXTENE —HEBERKS

B (investigator-initiated phase 2 single-arm

trial) 5 ST EARENE S EKA NMIBC
& A BE Ll — & /Y atezolizumab 1200mg Q3W
monotherapy (17 cycles) * Z B ET5 F /)
BZii (surveillance) o H£EEEEXIELE (Co-
primary endpoints) & : (1) # ¥ CISHK A &
68 A 2 mIEEE M (pathological complete
response, pCR) * & (2) #t¥1{& Ta Hisy T1 Hf
FERMEE (Ta/T1 only) W ASE 18 B A BB HTF
;EZE (event-free survival, EFS) o 2k kAR
FEEY Ta/T1 HARER W PR L K2 #EBR /¥4 AR (& Ta HAGK
T1 HARER L PR £ 2 HBRRIE LEES (CIS £ Ta/T1 vs.
Ta/T1only) (B=) -

Bl= Swo0G S$1605 ERFRiiERERET"

o o
299 & g92 g Aenoliumab
EEE & EEE E mantnance
S NN ] =288 < q3wks for
o O o [« o O O j<5)
38 = 58 EF X 9cyles
2=z = ==
unresponsive 2 Surveillance
LERVAIEIN 3 weeks q3 weeks for 5 years
(TURBT)
3 months* CR@ EFS at
6 months 18 months
Two cohorts: in CIS cohort*  in all patients*
1) CIS+Ta/T1
8 'I(';a?ﬁ aT *Time is relative to registration

Planned sample size: 202 patients (135 eligible)

LUt B HEL IR B A Y - [BEERE (null
hypothesis ) /& 30% pCR » #{17{f5% (alternative
hypothesis ) & 50% pCR ° 1-side alpha & 0.05
(96% power) ; TEETUIERZED 70 CISTRA ©
AT EEERGSHTEER B 7MWK ANE - e
ERAVETE S EITIBRKIELE ©

ETERSEYEIER (US FDA) Bkt
B 25 i CIS fm AT THESI 4T (futility analysis)
=H 7 ALER pCR ; M7E LbiX BT 25 (IR A(E
£%35 5 {17 pCR * Atk 2019 £F 7 BRER(S LLULE -
SR - RERIAHTIER CIS AR » B To/
T1 only A28 55 WA AR » FTLUIFEETTR
2 MEIEMAERE AT - MEt¥isE 3 EB/Y pCR Lt
o JREITER M

FELS

1% CIS #HE4 Ta/T1 only #EZ UL A 75 E& 55 {if
AA S ERERBERA N ERINAMEE 12
Ko fECISH FARMEAZpCRAE20 A > 14
tb27% (95% Cl: 17-39) * #EHEEIMABEIE
=EHZ pCR tbE A 42% (95% Cl: 31-54) »
£ 75EH pCR Z 20 K AR IESE = HERR

HA 15.4 @8 5 BB 75 i CIS i® AR+ \{EH
EFS A 14% (95% Cl: 6-23) ©1E T1/Taonly #H
R EEATERE 15.3 @8 - +/ @B EFS &
47.1% (95% Cl: 33.6-60.6% )(FK =) ©

# _ Event-free Survival (EFS) Stratified by CIS vs. Ta/T1

Only'®
EFS in CIS (Ta/T1) EFS in Ta/T1
% (95%CI) % (95% CI)
6 months 32% (22%, 43%) 65% (52%, 78%)
12 months 25% (15%, 35%) 51% (38%, 65%)
18 months 15% (6%, 23%) 47% (34%, 61%)

AEBIURAKRREESRSMBC HA2
NBEREEIM/MB > B1{uUREETE22@EA -
2 " N A ERRF B CIS + high-grade T1 >
%1 4z/% A1 & high-grade Ta° KAERH 2 1iI
RADBIIEE 17 BB 5 31 8 B EE A S AE b
BErEB MWK EEE (metastatic urothelial
carcinoma) » E A 1 i1/ A E A 5 E&AS B high-
grade T1 » 5 1 {i/m A & high-grade Ta °

A AERIAEIER 77  » grade 3-4 3 26
A (16%) ~grade 5 5 2 A (1%) > grade 5
M2imA 2B REEENES (myasthenia
gravis ) &R AINFIRRIBEESEAIBUMAE - LUK KRS
R RS < BUmEmEH -

ERRT

A BRI AR 7 B R 1T AT R AR T A= Al
#&1E - BEBROTER CIS B RN EaERENZ
& A {& B atezolizumab monotherapy * H 2 =
B2 pCR LR A 42% » <@ B pCR Z 20
R AR IESES 2R EA 154 @R (

Response Duration beyond 6-month CR in 20
Patients with CIS +/- Ta/T1"®

Atrisk  HG recurrence or death | Median (mo)

20 10 15.4
100%
o< gov 12-month CR 48.9% (95%Cl 25.4%, 72.4%)
(&) 0
o
S
5 0%
S
£ 40%
=
8
S 20%
(=W
0ot T T
0 6 12 18 24 30
No. at risk: 19 16 10 4 1

PQ) o R A G Bt AR E F EAENIEIE - (5
KEYNOTE-057 2188 {LIAER

WE )

NMIBC &R B—BElxK * FE LREAR
B S AR j]ﬁTBEEE BHEEEAX ; BER#EE
BCG » BIRLLHI - 7A@ BRIR LR FNEAR
#3% (BCG-refractory 2 BCG-unresponsive ) E’J
NMIBC » B A —BRK EFRmEZFEK (unmet
need) © E’E,H\J—MEI@’I?%HJ'E’G)JB??f’r] 21 72 B B
PiteiEEEE BT REBBAIERXEITX -

B 5 A B fZ fE % % R &t 1 NMIBC Y #&
RERENE_HEBHBKRAE  BEESEDN
BEERER LHAERZ=EARNTEEMBX
(complete response, CR) & #8:@MA - B2
BRMBPRE—FY—= (15@EA) UL 8
A > pembrolizumab 1 [& A2 2020 & 15 2 £
Bz = iE B &M #8458 5] (NCCN guideline) BYH#
B UREERAEYESERHEAEREENE
}?”EF o Bk FRIR EHR T EAEENNSE

% NMIBC (4532 CIS » EREEIERRE L
&’JEE (papillary UC) » BB & T REE RS FE
Pt ZtIBRAVAE A R ERISE (immune
checkpoint inhibitor) # i % & B — AR EIE -
AR AZE; KHERHL ;Hﬁﬁ(shared
decision making, SDM ) * JAR% ARERFEE 2 7]1T
T o

SERR

1. NCCN guideline, Bladder, 2021, Version 4.

2. Bellmunt J et al. Pembrolizumab as Second-Line Therapy for Advanced Urothelial
Carcinoma. N Engl J Med. 2017;376(11):1015-1026.

3. Necchi A et al. Atezolizumab in platinum-treated locally advanced or metastatic
urothelial carcinoma: post-progression outcomes from the phase Il IMvigor210 study.
Ann Oncol. 2017;28(12):3044-3050.

4. Sharma P et al. Nivolumab in metastatic urothelial carcinoma after platinum
therapy (CheckMate 275): a multicentre, single-arm, phase 2 trial. Lancet Oncol.
2017;18(3):312-322.

5. Patel MR et al. Avelumab in metastatic urothelial carcinoma after platinum failure
(JAVELIN Solid Tumor): pooled results from two expansion cohorts of an open-label,
phase 1 trial. Lancet Oncol. 2018;19(1):51-64.

6. Balar AV et al. Atezolizumab as first-line treatment in cisplatin-ineligible patients with
locally advanced and metastatic urothelial carcinoma: a single-arm, multicentre,
phase 2 trial. Lancet. 2017;389(10064):67-76.
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( MIBC perioperative therapy )

- it )

60 A EXRERBES AWRNAHEE - T8
ERME > TETE - MEEFARRERE - 1]
EECHILERE  RACEETEIRAREERM -
—HARABHFKERM  TE—RAREZREL
ftb > WAER T FR - STRFAEE T IRRFIPIES -
e Z BN BEIEAIRBRER - SR ENE
EEBREENZE > mME - ERLUFEERILE
FRERR - EE—DHANIRBEBRIFRFME -
ERFERS - MELE WKL IBEP LIRS

(AN
mat °

THRELENREMVYSHENER B
BN GSERB XNIREMED - 58k
BrERERERLBERNUE - BEREILEE
EZ 0 MACSRKERGRIBEEK - REAEM
BAEELA AT ELENENEERRD A
T4aN2MO 3 F 2R » EX XA ER T FrAY/ N
H—EENNAGT SR ARRAY KRS o

& #8 2021 & 3= B B % = iE & &l 8 45 5l
(NCCN guideline ) 89%2:% @ £ REMBRIEERL
EAHIEERAR 1B Hi - Z 5 M4REEITHIIERELL
RBHEERIRDH - BEE—RAENEZE - M
HNEHMHRE BI2EKIBEINEERRES > B
B2 #% IX i@ J& & (estimated glomerular filtration
rate, eGFR) K% 60 Z2F / 7388 @ iEZELIZESA
(Cisplatin) BEERLEEEES @ B1E/AELE
¥ BEI2-3EB  B—EHR 0 & eGFR /2
60 =7t/ 738% - AIERR BIEEREZNRIE M
BE BEEBREREEEEHRENSE  LEF
$A (Carboplatin) &F#rI{LEARE » ERE—&
E2-3{ER » hE—TEHEIE ; 2RBIRAEN
R BLREEZRNFMISE S EEEYERE o

SRS EERES| - EFENRERERD
#1%| (immune checkpoint inhibitor ) AYME#E i
% BEZRERARHBRRAEERANSAE 28
7 —LYTHNE - BERSLBRHREAE
BRERESERIR - BT EEE K atezolizumab
B, pembrolizumab B—&& - FEKEER (Roche)
A9 atezolizumab Ll & K 7 R ZE g (MSD) Y

SPREREE WRING FEEEAT

pembrolizumab TE/AFE R ENRICEAVBERLE -
EBIERTF - hHEBERERNSRE - EMEZEDE
Bt eZtaERAEE - REERRURTE -

& BR 2 [ B /&8 £} B& Bfi Thomas Powles 1£
2018 FXEBEEE (ASCO) LIREERRE
Nature Medicine & European Urology Oncology
B ¥R & 0 & % AL AR A0 B BE Bt & (muscle-
invasive bladder cancer, MIBC) * 54 F 178 {E
atezolizumab /&% (ABACUS & ) AY5E —HAER
IREABRAERANT o

g BR kiR )

ABACUS

- REILEL R ZF A atezolizumab RiEEENA
B S MBI — HRRR RS ER

BRARLBEER 5

WA MIBC 78 * ERIKSIHAA T2-T4aNOMO -
A B AR SRR AR F i ImARE - 2
AR BYRE AR A 21T E R HlBESE (transitional
cell carcinoma) @ FEMNBETBEESHTEE
BEREGMHLEAE - RANMARERRE g%
8 — X atezolizumab 1200 Z &K )T 544
& ffR 3 BRBEISEZXRAEY REIENA
B REMBEZRAEZEN 8 BAESIRERME
FEREtIB& F i (radical cystectomy, RC) ° EalK
HERNEEENIEZE (primary endpoint) &8
B RC T2 RO FE IR IR ST 2 42 A2 (pathological
complete response, pCR) ; R BIERERILL X -
FEHREEA KRN 20% > RIEEZRKEHEGTE
LEIEN CD8+ MEIKIE E - XEENMIBIE
(secondary endpoint) EEAIRE M « EIEHEF
TEEA R RSO AR ©

FEER

@3 95 (R BN ARRIKEER - EAH 88 fiI
SThk atezolizumab ZE¥))F BT EE KR EH - REB
87 (%= RC » ST AETHAAREE 68 i * F
19EHERA 13.1 A » 7[R E F MR EERAY

REF . —ERERIBTERUIBREER » —(IBER
R LELEAE  —USBIRATE (Efihg
Mm) 0 —RROHER (RIEERCAEE) 7t
T > FTERAEFAPEFRA 73 5% ° SThaTE
Y 88 A BFHPEA 72 5% * B 85%
FIEISERE S 78% © WERRIEDEADHRLL T2
1573% & % T3 15 19% # T4 15 8% - £ 88
L] A TEYR B A BER R IEAE S 2] PD-L1
(Programmed death-ligand 1) B4 & FERYLEER
B 40% (88 UEEHE 354L) @ MEELHE
pCRLEE A 31% (88 i BEFRF271L) * BE
R ATR S EIRRAEE ISR 218 PD-L1 f3i% - Bl
B37.1% (B A EBEARE 131) BIREBERT
EREIERE  BE—FTERALAA 75% >
Mm&EE PD-L1 EERIFE  h1HF 245% (49
EBEHRE 12 41) RBERTEEMR SR EAEIE
B4 PD-L1 f93RIR ( BiER AR K AEm A )
EABRFERIER MR T2 HRE - B
# =8 pCR LEE 35.9% (64 (L EHZEHRHF 2311 ) »
ML TIMT4WEERET 16.7% (24 LEEF
B 417) B pCR LXK o IEERAPRIIERERITERAY
T B 44% (95 furhfh 42 41 ) ROREBHIRR
ZAEMEEBEEIER  EHRLUER (fatigue) 14
ZERER 20% &% AZERBETIR - BEEE
EH - REEMIEE - #5114 6% @ MiELAE 20
EE (21%) RAERERANRE  RiES—X
BEE  TREERERIER (BMEBAEHK3-5)
HRE - 25288/ 10% » FHERENEIERE
ERRMERZ 0 BIEKIEREE 23% ~ &M 13% -
IHEEHBEREE 9% KB ERERSEMRNELRES
TR 7% @ Y aE5| B FMalEREL - M
BETIR5% MEAM 2% o

PEEARRE D TRV R 38 1R - JAERTAVIER
RIBHEB 2R Z A CD8+ ME Tk - EiBE%
PCR Lt & & 40.5% @ FABE S 52 CD8+ B Bk
BN 195% > MEMBEFMR 1 EMNTE
BELEER 5 th 2 RAZE CD8+ MEFKE S AR RIR
B4F (85% ) ; BIMEA—TES 8 AR FMAESE
FOMBERE MR A R & A AR R AR AR AT AV SR
%8 BIREBAERENMEEHF  HEEKIR
MAE (REREREEL) SREAREREN
BIVRABFER 5 FIAFEIEREAMAVGERRT - KR
CD8+ Bt 4 Rl LUAS IR B D B R IERIE
B (immune-inflamed ) @ ®ZEE%EE (immune-
excluded ) K&EDER (immune-desert) 1M
Z B FEASER ] LI IR /A A R FE RV IR %
B HERGEXERANLLGEAEERES
2 AeEEEMEIREIREREIRE  Hel
B EEERMAE T B—ERERTF T M

&M granzyme B (GZMB) WIDF @ EF R
EETIRIREERRE R USSR - BT REAER
BihENEL - HCD8 B GZMB &L aEMT
HREXERNLEGES  R2EAEERES
H CD8 £ GZMB Bt fa 1t L B FLE K » [RAF
ERRMES ; Ih - ZHIRAERER TGF-beta
ZHDE CD8+ MEEKEM - B REREEAE
BAEREZRTR  EREBEFEEEMEHLEE
LI &% KXEORERERESR (Tumor
Mutation Burden, TMB) £ & Bl AU 15 8BS 9 47
{814 10.09 (mutation per Mb ) + EREEFZHY
BBtz RSE - 2R TMB A5 KB /A &% /) pCR
e ZR GRS - FIA%AY DNA $81E4818 £ ® (DNA
damage repair, DDR ) FN#HFRAERREIZEEER (cell
cycle transcriptional signatures) BY#E 1t > th—
BEVAEMRER - L EMME 2 EAEEIN
IEFEIGRE R IMTTREAIRERY ©

B RR  SAEZ R IGEE - 5217
AP CD8 FRIRAE M E 78% RUIE M - H
ftb 4 F 40 PD-L1 & FAP (fibroblast activation
protein) tE/AEE BRRREENN - MBEAERIE
FBL¥ = EMEABRNER AR HlANEEAE
R ERARR A 0 E/AERIER) CD8 8 PD-L1 &Y
RIAE=EREFHRAMBHERRS K ™ FAP
BIRMER - [FA FAP a3 AR iE R E M ERR
SRR RIRAREAI N LR B 18% (50 iR A
FAEIUHIR) HP5AmBZEHAR > A
BESARERER M4 UEBERREXRER
EBEAREIRARE  ERRARNAERZER 7
LIRS 2R AR R AOM AR BYRE -

EERAAREE T HEETBNRESER
BREEON - AKBE LR EEZERM
AJLURNE - RS E(UIFE SR EMmARMH A E
AUD T RERENTR » BAKA LUAREEE
FRREAREEBMMR ERERNEER - G
EIEEMRLL

EEAEIER AL A 8BS - ERIKA
B AEAHER A SRR TR A K e RAT R Y
tEE -

&R B B 7 H 0] LLEETE atezolizumab AY
EY M EEFN > BEARENLEERTE
S BERIERTZ (EFE 3% eExis L
) MERATIREN KB ETEREEYA
B ZFMAETT o« B LA 31% FEEBRTLL
ZE| pCR - AR B LB AEEREITHEE -
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B ZBTAVERE 3538 » cisplatin B AVATE ML
A 0 BEREAY pCR LEER YA 19.6% - 42% -
FiT L atezolizumab BOEEFRER > HiAliES » 7@
=Bz aif b B A ARG ER - T3 A T4 2hil
154855 8 60% * ABACUS BU/RE+EEEaR B HA -
T EE BBEEZ 4B AL B0 PD-L1 BB ME2R (5 40% » Hitk
— AR IE BRI BE IR T AN AV ZR1B & » kb —2RE)
AJIEE AN ER o

FERERERN ST AE  EEAMEEE—E

STEE T R IR ERTE AR E M L RVER RSB -
FERB—XEHRAM - AERIAAEREER PD-L1
K CD8 & EEEMEAAIEE  TGF-B
(transforming growth factor-beta) Bl & % [ $5
B fRARS KRR RREDHEEL
BARAEMRLEE - AMEBEMES  TMBE
SREL BB SR IERE - ZAlae /& TMB SRI/AENR
8]E - e EERBBIEXRZ (73%) T2 AR
A EREETRRER - thELEFE RHARIR SR il
FEESRLEAE FMIEIRR - SRk i Baia SR R o

ERmBEAEINZANMESLE - CD8
PD-L1 % FAP B9 2 52 7] LL A 2K FERI F i 12 18 38
e EHFNREESEIEEIAENSR
£ MaEREENREERCETIE
REERMERAENE TRANEERE M
JERERBA S > EIEEML AT LIBEA R REE®R
BRR &% TARAERINKREPREESHS
fibroblast growth factor (FGF) REZEERIER
#BE  BEEEBEMRIEETEREE LSRN
R AEAVRAR o

B —EFELEIER RS BRI E pembrolizumab
9 PURE-01 588 7

PURE-01

- A1SIC R A= E A pembrolizumab BT
TBEGSHEMARBR AR AU S — HARR IR ER

LEEAERAL A RAR B AR =B pembrolizumab
BB AR S HEEBARBRAI R AU 55 — HRER IR &0
Bh o WERALARICEERIRAVR R » BRIRDHIA
cT < T3bNO  IREEBEMAREESB=EA—X
Y pembrolizumab 200 25 g3k E 5T /A% @ #84L
3R R BRI F M - BRKRE
BRI BB IEAE = B RIAR BR 1 B B T B i 1%
B RE BRI AR R ST 2 AEAEAYLE R (pCR/PTO) -
K REFE R IBAE M - PD-L1 BRI E ( LL Dako

22C3 assay 1% B 74 B9 CPS (combined positive
score) E1EXER) * [EFFFIA FoundationOne AY
wRIFEERAIERERF IR R EEHELER
B9t

FEEZR

e St BR T UL 8% 50 AN PSR 3L BY BE B R AV R
B H 42% (21 iRE ) AERIK T2 » 54% (27
fRE) BERATI BIME24MKRA (4%) &2
ERIK T2-3N1 BIBESE - ;REHH 21 iRA (42% )
ZIRIBEB T EIER T XEBRNIEIEERS
PRBERIIRAE - HE 27 (fRE (54%) EF
BB AL T2 LU T BESRE » 12 35 fi CPS = 10% YR
B 1917 (54.3% ) EZF| pT0- FHESH
HEEERIM 157 CPS < 10% KR EAH  RF2
iz (13.3% ) ZZ|pT0 (P=0.011) ; flfBIBER
#E#%A9 TMB = 15 (mutation per megabase ) Ei
& BMRHERTES pTo BRF (P=0.0219) -
ERFEE2 LB EE - MRAKAIEREER DNA
damage response and repair (DDR) & RB1 £
RAvekiE -t E A W] E| pT0 HRE (P=0.0096
KIKIEARRE ) o F 14 L FMERMARE T2 89K
AfEEiniEiEE HABRNIERE TVMB X1i&
BB P I8 11.0 mut/Mb FBEF| 5.7 mut/
Mb (P=0.002) © # [ By PD-L1 CPS B 2
EREEREIRAIEN  REFMFBLNER
(P=0.1402) - HEEBEH—EEREEKENE
BRI FE - Bl PBRM1 B2 KA R (7 i pTO
BEPEEM  RRIE P=0.001)

ERRT

BB —ES AR EENEIEREASE
EME - #EAE THIERARGE - WERRARNE
ENZ  HEMPRERHTEEZEEAE (1) KA
BRI HAE 2 BT LB VA R RIBR R AR BRAREL - 1L
BEAENUIRE - & FEERILEEEAR pTO
BIERZ > MREA ; (2) BEaEEARNE
YIEEE R TRRIME - R T AEEHEER RS
B2 (3) AE%A TMB & TBF > AJRERE
REAEBENM - BENMREEF AR HE Z AR
Héaf; (4) PBRM1 B EE HIBREEZ (clear
cell renal cell carcinoma) 1ZEEEBEIFAEMIZ
it BETHARBEMERNAESEE ZHARE(5)
EIEA M —HEMER - RS REBFEHR
& mA » AIEBREBRI KSR EEENE
fREF - AR R EREAENZE o

FRERBNZISER XA HE » RE
B MERERRIBIMAR - REBFMtIRRE
Bt - FFIEEER LA R/ GRER T — BRI

B EREER  RERBERBAETR/IVE
RIER - FHRAVEER R MBS - B Fil
BAYRIEFREFERE pT0  MAKMASZTERE -
BEETET—EME FRHEEEB?Z
ATV EE R R D BRUREE A TR S AT LURH S
% BEEEENRBRT G IEEERBAER
FTIEPIARRIEARS -

& 15 3= B B % J= i & &1 #9 48 51 (NCCN
guideline ) BY%E:E @ FilIRAEHBIARZEE L EE
BEAT  TBSHE 2021 EXH T —EHAVHF
TR BT B —EF#EF  EREEGEAHERIE
nivolumab f4 CheckMate 274 5:tEg © o

CheckMate 274

- FLARRICEL B Bt F 18 (£ A nivolumab #HEf
BRAVRTEREIE & 5115 = AR A B

e SR BRI SR AR 3R BL ik bR _E R AR &
FARBE Filith - KB 11 AL BIREHE R &
nivolumab 240 Z 5 5} & & B B M B — KAk
ABEE BEZAE—TF BEREZAERB
cisplatin &F L BEY RIS MAE © & A LR
AR - BRIREABRRY I EEEIE 25D Al nivolumab
AR (Intention-to-treat population /A& FEE
B8) &R PD-L1 RIE > 1% BRBIEE < BR1FE
HB (disease-free survival, DFS) : XEZEWIEIE
BRSNS R TR o

FEER

e AR BRI U 8% 709 1R & > H A 353 i 13
% nivolumab /B © B4 356 iz L RIH
EFEEAIEZE S E o nivolumab & & #H & 88
(Intention-to-treat ) BYFR{ B ERTFEEAA 20.8
EA - MENHEBHERE 10.8 @A - 1T/A&RE
/Y 6 & B R 18 5% B 17 E AV LEBI5E nivolumab J&
PEHE 74.9% - HHERHAEIERAEAY 60.3% (1832 R IE
TR R EA 0.70 » Z&& nivolumab AE#E IR
4>0.3 BN 30% K@ - P<0.001) - ZEE R
#h PD-L1 RI8 > 1% AR BRI RMERTEER
RILLE: - BIE 74.5% tb £ 55.7% (1B RET
A REA 0.55 » E38 nivolumab AR A E A
0.45 » Bl 45% B9 & % * P<0.001) e nivolumab
AE#HZEE (Intention-to-treat) BYFREULEKIE
LIyMNERIZE A 22.9 @B » HENHEBHERE
13.7 @R » £ /6ZRIR80 6 18 B B FRE LY ME
TRTEERAILEBI 2 nivolumab jBE#R 77% » 88
HAEERAARY 62.7% (1BEE RIL T AR REA0.72

ek - BREEE OOOOO

B8 nivolumab JAEFARIRY 28% VAR ) &
2 RE4H PD-L1 RIR > 1% 8997 BiERE R MU R
BELIMNRTFERAELE - BIE 75.3% bk 56.7%
(B RIFETREREFRE A 0.55 ° Z 3B nivolumab
BEMERIED 45% BERE ) o AEMEREEMR3
D EREHE B ARBERE RS R A 17.9% &
7.2% * 7£ nivolumab A EMBIREILT » —
ARSI R IE - B—HlABEFAIET -

BRRET

ERFE—EARINMERRZAZBREEME
BELIR £ RRENE - #ERERRRERAVERETIR
BLEEEmMIFE s ZHEMELEBNEEA
& (B2 LURHAERRBEF AR
BhaEERE LTE2LEMEER: (1) BA
WANREESA RN TMEZHAEN
FREE > 47% BIR A B MB 8T > pT3-4 K E1G
74% - A H 43% IR A BT BRIEM L&A
& LU EEBh AR ARIREIRR » WREA (2)
FirREEBEGE21% 0 HFEBREANRESE
k3 (3) PD-L1 RIR = 1% KR EEATERERN
39% - EESRRiEEE DR PD-L1 RIBRREXE
£ - {BEEEE R » Intention-to-treat B X * =
ENEREMREN  THE PD-L1 RIR ; (4) #Eg
FRASIT 44% BYR A B INAE eGFR /)8 60 27/
NiE > BT EBERBERAER  ATIEMHERKL
® REINEENE - THUEFT L EEYHRA » —
EFR0EEE ; (5) EIEHEREA ZHERMER - #
Bz RENTFERE - #HAERIEERELT
B 2K BB LI /A BRI #EES © nivolumab AYAEIE
T EEEELRIPAGEE -

g #iE )

&% ERERET BEEARNKEENE
bz > TEE T ABEIE—FSHE - BRSSP
BN 3 F - R BERMEIRERER -

25308k
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[Bl— JAVELIN Bladder 100 B PRt ER S5+

=y E—$8/A% ( First-line therapy)
Cis-eligible population

All endpoints measured post randomization (after chemothrapy)

e N L ek Avelumab [ py .
| MOEEAESEE MRBEE FiHsBe T [ P cnopon
*CR, PR, or SD with standard 1st-line +BSC -0s _ _
chemotherapy (4-6 cycles) Treatment-fres interval n=350 Primary analysis populations

- All randomized patients
- PD-L1+ population

- Cisplatin + gemcitabine or 4-10 weeks

: o Until PD, unacceptable
- Carboplatin + gemcitabine

toxicity, or withdrawal

atezolizumab &1} gemcitabine E3$H&5E{LRE > T

12

. ik )
% By B B HR A F TR a0 iR £ B

% (metastatic or locally advanced urothelial
carcinoma) —EHLUREEAEELRHE - WA
AR ARMBERAEGEREFEER @
HtBEEE T ERMAEEY  LHEMURS
MEMAETFHNEEAZE  ERANBINEE

% (creatinine clearance = 60mL/min) ~ §8HEHR
MEF (ECOG &0 = 1) ~ RAEXRMBZHE
(peripheral neuropathy grade < 2) ~ EE ) B 4F
(audiometric hearing loss grade < 2) ~ /{OBEINEE

£ KEYNOTE-361 #ff 72 # Bl /& pembrolizumab &
# gemcitabine EigAEFA{L & ; BRI —TEHHE AKX
BIEITIEAER) gemcitabine & FAS{LE - BE
MZERE{LEERRE - RENIWEK 2RSSR
Hl > BllsER{h A R e i B RSB kA% - B
B /A JAVELIN bladder 100 Aff 7% # {# F avelumab
BEEAR - HFERIEAMHZAERA » JAVELIN
bladder 100 1527 BABEAVET73E%E - At t15%]
T e AL A HA R bR 2 R _E R IR TE EE —
BB  BEESEIRE . AJ{EAMIFAEN
TEFESE - M7E IMvigor 130 Ed KEYNOTE-361 &

 Unresectable locally advanced or

metastatic UC

Stratification

- Best response to 1st-line chemo (CR or PR vs SD)
- Metastatic site (visceral vs non-visceral)

- 1£ PD-L1 §RIFEEE » avelumab #

BFHaRERNRIEXFRE B
ZEREEFERPMUH (MmOS) :

BSC
n=350 - Safety and tolerability
- PROs

Secondary endpoints
- PFS and objective response per RECIST 1.1

CR, complete response; PR, partial response; SD, stable disease; IV, intravenous; Q2W, every 2 weeks; BSC, best supportive care; PRO, patient reported outcome; RECIST 1.1, Response Evaluation Criteria in
Solid Tumors version 1.1

B = 08S in the Overall Population

Median 0S (95% Cl), months

M7 Bl RERIRASRECEFERBEZE -5 FREIZ vs 17.1188 (HR, 0.56 [95% Avelumab + BSC  21.4(18.9, 26.1)
B\ 5 N

e i s S\ EABGABNTR A ATERTAROS - Cl: 0.40,0.79]; 2-sided P<0.001) - BSC__ 1430125179
gomaitabine £ ¥ cisplatin BB R iH0MEE/y 1 DANUBE BERFREZR L PD-L1 92 (B=) - % Stratfied R 0,99 195 €1,0.56,0.86)
o8 (responsemrate o o) ﬁﬂg% o FE;&F*E durvalumab % ff #11 CTLA-4 ZZ #)) tremelimumab o BEHET S 1% . :
e " K > G \ ’ M HI R ER @ o Jebe s ™ c_g i ?
Bf) MVAC (dd MVAC) SBEEN—SImA) 5o a2 ARBIA S AR - A REEHROBALR  E 9 58%\\\’\—‘—
RHEE - B R {LAEIER 2R FLARRNE o B EIR T M CheckMate 901 312 % 71 avelumab @ AEERBLE2E 3 ol oy
B BHENFSSBRRENMRTRE & BP0 B A rkoumas B OT A4 R R - g @
BB AN E  AERATARSEAMBRER P SRR - 00T Pl A 4238 R L - = R S & |
WEER  TEEMOEAE SHIBAE ) AR ERASE S TEAE - e e
BRINEE TFRE « BE 18 - TSR » 222 A RIS " s = . . 0 2 4 6 8 10121416 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38
;’UKE’_‘TT gu o/l Eﬁzlﬁfbﬂi:i;l@“"éé’ari? —#% avelumab #EFFIHAFERRE _ Time (months)
R gy AR = ﬁﬁEE'E’_ REAIEEFEIR c - ) SR TETASIRE RO RIREE s 000 560 32 918 29 250 226 196 67 15 122 67 65 51 3 26 15 11 5 3 0
A8 LLF 81 (Z@Opftln) g{ﬁmspla’cln {8 iR Ik 5t Bl ( FEZ—ie bRz « FRIIER BSCalone 350 335 304 270 228 186 153 125,105 83 68 55 41 33 18 12 9 2 1 0
ERBEERGE FRAMAL IF0HAR ERRS I HINER ) 2RI B R
R BRI 7 B8R 1% gemcitabine &f#H&  JAVELIN Bladder 100 TEEM o B= 08 in the PD-L1+ Population
BB A EBRRNRA » BRTREAER . . i o :
W DB wkwe  BABER R 2R EHM RGBT - R —
s, SeEmm et armms  LEBRA  E%E R gemoitabine + f EEEBER . E—8E A Modian 05 (95% Cf, morths
WK EREESE  ZHEBRERRSHEENG ‘splatin/carboplatin PUE| -~ EEF2 16 « Fm e : = Avelumab +BSC ~ NE (20.3,NE)
B LR A B A R o cisplatin/carboplatin P 2I|7]X{EZEFE2 * KRS carboplatin B PD-L1 & =< IB % & - BSC 171 (135.237)

FEHE

M RERDFEHEEH (luminal

Stratified HR 0.56 (95% Cl, 0.40, 0.79)

BEEACEBILRE AL AENNTS  « BRRRESE (B—) type 241 ) + —#8 avelumab #H5H4 s - P<0.001

X MERBEECREERER  BERIME . amm  avelumab 10 mkg IV Q2W + B AR S R R g -
ERBRIL - BRERERERMEE (Inmune  ims (pest supportive care, BSC ) THERES © g w] \\,_Lﬁ‘_
checkpoint inhibitors ) fRtt#% - RIRHMFCBKE IR | B AR Avelumab B B A —iGHiF A% S s 60% N

REEAREZEN  LEESEAEBRWAREA e e REMES  AERE—RKSRE s 9] .
OB LR EAERBSANER L Bl © TRABUEE: {65 D s 7 4 D o R MR TS 2 |
UHNEBERELRNE—SMSAoHMEE B - ERTERAKE  avelumab #5144 %18 B 4 (immune-related adverse 0] |
BEREFREENRERESIHEZ &S &3 BRBEXHEE BEEREEGTEN R R s e e TR Y

ARG EERARBPHESHAREER
e — 2 EBAAER - Bl MHMEERERER
EZEHNHIEER - 27 IMvigor 130 R R H A

(Overall survival, OS) : 21.4 @8 vs 14.3 {&
B (HR, 0.69 [95% CI: 0.56,0.86]; 2-sided
P=0.001) (B=) »

events, irAE) ©

—#% avelumab # 35 1E BB A EEE
ERES BB EEBEEILN
PR ERRiEEE 2 OS ¢ AR ER

No. at risk

Avelumab +BSC 186 185 177 165 146 129114 95 81 70 49 38 32 26 18
BSCalone 169 165 152 132113 89 76 67 54 45 37 30 23 21 12

0 2 4 6 8 101214 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38

Time (months)

oo ©
o oo
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= s NN 3 . . . . . I
)f:J:EJEET:E = WARMERE  gx prs: Atezolizumab+Chemo vs Placebo+Chemo in the ITT cisplatin vs gemcitabine/cisplatin = =4 gs: Atezolizumab vs Placebo+Chemo in Cisplatin-ineligible
2 o LLIEEEESH NCCN & Population 216 @A vs 146 @B (HR=0.73, Patients with High PD-L1 Expression
ESMO i 5| i - - R 0.54-098) ° AmB Am
IMvi 30 Atezoliz?nmi%ﬁ Chemo Place(gozo(é?emo - Atezolizumab + gemcitabine/ Ate(zr?lizs%r)nab Place?: ZBC)hemo
vigor 1 - - i b5 2 408 7 7 = -
9 . 100 4 PFS events,n (%) 334 (74) 326 (82) platl.nu.m EIJCTF[;%ﬁ%)ﬁ# )*;:_ (Cqmglete/ - 0S events, n (%) 28 (56) 30 (70)
o WK G | BB F 30 A o Stratified HR 0.82 (0.70, 00.96) rermission, ~ rate ) /% gemcitabine o7\ HR(95%C) 060 (036, 1.01)
ke REBERAKESBE 80- (95% Cl) P = 0.007 (one-sided) platinum AT MfE © s w0
B o ~ £ cisplatin-ineligible B PD-L1 &% T o]
= =1 == =] § L*‘*- %3 ’ i E
o BEGREEAZAS ([EDD) = ¥ iﬁﬁfﬁ/\ atezolizumab monotherapy S @ e
o B - < 8 & 54 gemcitabine/carboplatin A9 = ol 5% C)
(ETEIE | p g 27 : P R
Arm A: Atezolizumab 1200mg IV fﬁ 6.3mo: :82mo mOS 7 186 &R \;s 10 @A (HR S fSI m%mmg %né?no
3w + gemcitabine/platinum 04 62707 (6583 =06,036-1.01) (BL) - 04 (74,181) (14.0,NE)
g 9 P 0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27 30 33 0 3 6 9 12 15 1T8 2'1(2'4 2'}7] )3'0 33 36 39 42 45 48
Arm B: Atezolizumab 1200mg IV No.at ik Time (months) _ No.atrisk ime (months
q3w 9 A‘Zeo:i;“mgg+g29m0 23(1) g;‘\;) 53(25 I?g 17131 Zg g ?12 1‘? ’\;‘E 1\12E NE KEYNOTE 361 Atzeolizumab+%hemo 50 42 40 37 32 28 24 21 17 16 11 8 2 NE NE NE NE
lacebo + Chemo w . N . Placebo + Chemo 43 36 26 21 19 16 14 11 10 8 3 2 1 NE NE NE NE
° }’E%U%ﬂ . Chemo, chemotherapy: gemcitabine/platinum NE, not estimable ° HQ;@;#% " Eg*gﬂ%glgﬂ%gﬂﬂ}\;ftﬂﬁﬁ Chemo, chemotherapy: gemcitabine/platinum NE, not estimable
" ZIbER EBERARES EREE
Arm_C: gemCItiblni/p:tmum . [El7< 0S: Atezolizumab+Chemo vs Placebo+Chemo in the ITT Population o BapRsAERZAET (BI) B PFS by I_BIGR: Pembrolizumab + Chemo vs Chemo in the ITT
o 3 [ X E & 31 #5 15 (Co-primary Arm A Arm C o AR Population
endpoints, hierarchical approach) : Atezo"ztlmi%;f) Chemo P'ace(bo 208)““"“" (R bt Hed "
n= n= . ; wit edian
" Arm A: Pembrolizumab 200mg IV
- Arm A 1BERS Arm C, RS 0S events, n (%) 300 (67) 279 (70) 93w (< 35 cycles) + gemCitab?ne/ event  (95%Cl)  (95%Cl) P
1L 1FEHIRAIE (mPFS) A& 8.2 0 Stratified HR (95% C) 0.84 (0.71,1.00) cisplatinum (< 6 oycles) A b+ Chemo | 7A1% (ﬁjg_g‘g)
&l A vs 6.3 @ A (HR 0.82, 95% %0 Log-rank P value 0.026 P =ocy 0 (0.6%_7(?93) 0.0033
Cl0.70-0.96, p=0.007) (B &) ° s gg Arm B: Pembrolizumab 200mg IV é{a”;e%wcmmo 66.2% | (6.4-7.9)
. N = 3w (< 35 cycles) 1003
- Arm A 18558 Arm C, HLESRBT7E £ o] ;
) = . 90
HAC U B 16.1 188 vs 13.4 @ 2 Ve o FEHIAE %
B (HR 0.84, 95% Cl 0.71-1.00, g ¥ i M Arm C: gemcitabine/cisplatinum (< 6 = 6. 12:morae
p = 0.026; TREZ H#Z p value & < < 104 el e cycles) o 20.9%
= 04 9, 10. .2, 18. . . e i ;
0.014) (7<) R B R N R o #E T EHMIEIE (Dual primary 0] |
° 4B . No.atrisk Time (months) i : i
Ig%n% ) R " Atzeolizumab + C:elr]:o 451 409 362 302 257 222 195 175 142 107 76 45 27 11 4 1 NE endeIntS) " . 10
- A1 cisplatin JAERSEEYEN OS Placebo + Chemo 400 359 308 255 201 166 146 127 103 72 49 32 19 8 NE NE NE - Arm A FEEL Arm C, E mPFS & L S S A I N A
. . . Chemo, chemoth H itabine/plati NE, not esti .
#E55 : atezolizumab + gemcitabine/ o, Chemomerpy " 8.3 @ Bvs7.1 @ B (HR 0.78, No.at isk Time (months)
95% Cl 0.65-0.93, p=0.003; 7& % Pembrolzumab + Chemo 351 288 243 135 105 79 67 5 3 27 18 9 3 0 0
E——— e, - L] Placebo+ Chemo 352 274 191 75 44 31 22 17 15 1 8 5 2 0 0
IMvigor 130 BRREBRER A Ei‘? P value & < 0.0019 ) ( jl ) ° Chemo, chemotherapy: gemcitabine/cisplatinum
BICR, blinded independent central review
e Locally advanced or mUC > _AmA
Atzeolizumab + Chemo

¢ No prior systemic therapy in the metastatic setting /\ KEYNOTE-361 B& RSt ERER &t

* 1L platinum-eligible G T ] Key Eligibility Pembrolizumab 200 mg Q3W +

e N =1200 Arm C e UC of renal pelvis, ureter, bladder or urethra Gemcitabir]e +Cisplatin -~ _ Pembrolizumab 200 mg
e Randomised 1:1:1 —> Placebo + Chemo o Locally advanced unresectable or OR Carboplatin for < 6 cycles Q3W for < 29 cycles
L metastatic disease
Stratification factors: Co-primary endpoints: * No prior systemic therapy for advanced R Pembrolizumab 200 mg Q3W + Cisplatin
o PD-L1 IC status (ICO vs IC1 vs IC2/3) * INV-assessed PFS? and OS (Arm A vs C) disease o for < 35 cycles
B T [ G ) e 0S (Arm B vs C, hierarchical approach) * ECOGPS0,10r2
ajorin risk factor score including KPS < 80% vs > 80% « Tissue sample for PD-L1 assessmen Gemcitabine on days 1 and 8 Q3W +

an;j_ prte ser)t(;]elpf wscetral t[: HESERES (TR 1 B 2 A s Key secondary endpoints: Cisplatin OR Carboplatin for < 6 cycles

patients with liver metastases) - « INV-ORR® and DOR Stratification Factors
* Investigator choice of pit/gem (cisplatin +- gemcitabine or « PFS* and 0S (Arm B vs C; PD-L1 IC2/3 subgroup) *PD-L1 expression (CPS = 10 vs < 10) «Dual primary endpoints: PFS per RECIST v1.1 by BICR an 0S

carboplatin + gemcitabine) * Safety *Choice of platinum +Secondary endpoints: ORR, DCR, and DOR by BICR per RECIST v1.1, safety
“per RECIST 1.1 BICR, blinded independent central review
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- Arm A HE 52 Arm C, E mOS &
17.0 {88 vs 14.3 {88 (HR 0.86,
95% CI 0.72-1.02, p=0.0407; F8&%
HiZEpvalueE <0.0142) (B+) o

o BEIER:

- J&fRIZEHIZR (Disease control rate ) :
arm A 80.3%, arm B 47.2%, arm C
75.9% °

- RFE B A i 8 (Median
duration of response ) : arm A 8.5

months, arm B 28.2 months, arm
C 6.2 months °

DANUBE

o INEEHR - B FIMEEIRIEIER
2R ERBIER AR B BEEE

o BRARAERERET (B+—)

o JBEAA

Arm 1: Durvalumab 1500 mg IV g4w

+ Tremelimumab 75 mg IV g4w

Arm 2: Durvalumab 1500 mg IV g4w

o PR
Arm 3: gemcitabine + cisplatin/
carboplatin

o £ [F F E & M I5 E (Co-primary
endpoints ) :

- EFF B 7% A 1% 8 > durvalumab +
tremelimumab &HH8BBEMRME
a8 HmOS A 15.1 @8 vs
12.1 @8 (HR 0.85,95% CIl 0.72-
1.02), p=0.0751; 8% B 1Z p value
E<0.0134)(B+=Z) °

- 7£ PD-L1 5%IFM%&%f » durvalumab
FREFMEEBEE mOS & 14.4 &
Bvs12.1 {88 (HR 0.89, 95% CI

[+ — DANUBE & PR iz B A% &

First-line, histologically or
cytologically documented
treatment-naive, unresectabe

Stage IV urothelial carcinoma

Estimated enroliment
N=1200 patients

&+ 0S: Pembrolizumab + Chemo vs Chemo in the ITT Population

Ptswith ~ Median HR

event  (95%Cl)  (95% Cl) P
ArmA 17.0 mo
Pembrolizumab + Chemo | 89-8% (14.5-19.5) 0.86
1 0.0407
Arm C 2479|143 mo (0.72-1.02)
Placebo + Chemo 17 (12.3-16.7)
100
90 1
80 1
70
S 601
o 901
S 40

12-mo rate

20 { 61.8%
10 4 i 56.0%
0 T

0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27 30 33 36 39 42
Time (months)

No. at risk
Pembrolizumab + Chemo 351 335 306 263 217 189 168 147 118 8 5 36 17 3 0
Placebo + Chemo 352 335 297 250 197 199 150 129 104 71 46 33 20 7 0

Chemo,

B+ — 0S: Durvalumab + Tremelimumab vs Chemotherapy in the ITT

0.8

Probability of 0S

o
~
!

0.0 1

No. at risk
Durvalumab +

o
=
1

o
=
1

Population
Durvalumab + Tremelimumab | Chemotherapy
(n=342) (n=344)
Median 0S, months (95% Cl) 15.1(13.1-18) 12.1(10.8-14)
HR (95% CI) 0.85(0.72-1.02)
Log-rank P value* 0.00751
— Durvalumab + Tremelimumab
— Chemotherapy
LS N S S S S PR AR AR R A N A
Time (months)
342 292 246 224 197 173 153 140 133 118 108 99 89 61 33 12 0 0

Tremelimumab
Chemotherapy

1:1:1

Randomization

A 4

344 311 273 216 168 136 119 107 95 86 81 71 68 46 27 11 2 0

*Considered statistically significant if P < 0.0001

Arm 1:
Durvalumab 1500 mg IV g4w + Tremelimumab 75 mg IV g4w

Arm 2:
Durvalumab 1500 mg IV g4w

Arm 3:
CT Standard of care

0.71-1.11, p=0.3039 ; FEE% BiZp
value & < 0.0301) (B+=) »
o BRIER:

- 12 PD-L1 &ZI3%&f * durvalumab
+ tremelimumab EE LB E
EmOS A& 17.9MEA vs 12.1 @R
(HR0.74,95% C1 0.59-0.93 ) °

g HE )

mErtth - BRTLUSARIEEM AT
AL RK A B E R 5 R SF R B 4R
TEHBREI IR £ R IR — AR IR AR
ML EBERRIEFNRA - HE
F3 avelumab #f ¥ /8 %% » it JAVELIN
Bladder 100 & E&#ER 7] FIAS15 BIREZ
REEETELD - Hitt—BmAI&H
REHRERIGE B ENGR I
FREZITEHARI AR AL - R L EIHEEE —4R
FRASESHIEEREINNREA B2
TEEERASIEENREA  KAE
BMFOER > BEFFERERRESH
TERREEERIZEY) - MRS EM R ERE
(antibody-drug conjugate) ° # %8

MAESHE

ek - BREEE OOOOO

E-+= 0S: Durvalumab vs Chemotherapy in the PD-L1 High

Population
Durvalumab (n=209) | Chemotherapy (n=207)
Median 0S, months (95% Cl)|  14.1 (10.4-17.3) 12.1(10.4-15.0)
HR (95% ClI) 0.89(0.71-1.11)
Log-rank P value* 0.3039
07 — Durvalumab
08 — Chemotherapy*
8
5 06
£
8 04+ 36%
<} :
o ;
02 129%
0.0 i
0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27 30 33 36 39 42 45 43 51
Time (months)
No. at risk
Durvalumab +

Tremelimumab 209 176 143 123 112 97 87 81 74 68 66 63 61 39 19 6 1 0
Chemotherapy 207 186 161 126 101 86 74 66 57 51 48 44 42 27 16 8 2 0
*Considered statistically significant if P < 0.0001  *Chemotherapy: cisplatin/carboplatin

2E R

1. Powles T et al. Avelumab Maintenance Therapy for Advanced or Metastatic Urothelial Carcinoma. N Eng!
J Med. 2020; 383(13):1218-1230

2. Galsky MD et al. Atezolizumab with or without chemotherapy in metastatic urothelial cancer (IMvigor130):
a multicentre, randomised, placebo-controlled phase 3 trial. Lancet. 2020;395(10236):1547-1557

3. Powles T et al. Pembrolizumab alone or combined with chemotherapy versus chemotherapy as first-line
therapy for advanced urothelial carcinoma (KEYNOTE-361): a randomised, open-label, phase 3 trial.
Lancet Oncology. 2021;22(7):931-945

4. Powles T et al. Durvalumab alone and durvalumab plus tremelimumab versus chemotherapy in
previously untreated patients with unresectable, locally advanced or metastatic urothelial carcinoma
(DANUBE): a randomised, open-label, multicentre, phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncology. 2020;21(12):1574-
1588
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P = . . @) AR FEEIIEIE - ORRFER A 23% » # A HEEERGEHRMEAE (FTEAKXAE !
Cis Inellglble (SpeCIaI pOPUIatlon) 58 PD-L1 & LEEBERYEA (IC 2/3) R combined positive score (CPS) = No. of PD-
| = AERpS fEpEREAN) SR LB LT HaFL o EHURERMIEIZEN OS & 16.3 @ L1 positive cells (tumor cells, macrophages
H PFS&271ER - or lymphocytes ) / Total No. of viable tumor
cells x 100%) *PD-L1 RIREK Z E 8 LL
. SP142 SRR LB  HITR B RIEB KEYNOTE-052 10% [25) - SEEMFAI T RAGUREE ORR -
1% sk ) & 2 #0BE (immune cell, IC) » PD-L1 XIE 81 BEpRatER R s REBRWIEF R E R FERERE (duration of
RALUK  BBIBR R mnE g PIARI0 (R T IE BRI <1%) & % = HBE R B 2 pembrolizumab i '°SPONSe)  PFS OS REHE -
SRR 2 2 cisplatin f9{L B RE TEES IC1 (PD-L1 7% IC AY5R3 > 1 A’OL < 5:/_=°) ' J;i& ﬁﬁT‘Tﬁﬁ cisplatin ?ﬁﬁg’lﬁiﬂﬁt&’ﬁ:rk TEEE
225 o AE AR AR BET R 020 (FOL1E CHER 2 0%) - RERT M —HRBH © MEMMEAFRE Mvigor210 0 B R R 2 30 A i
(AEMERIB) LA BESERNARE RS AT I A A B IR AL FUVD BTG RS s 5 cohort 1 3F & %E Ll - B 1% cisplatin-ineligible & i =
carboplatin B LB EHE —EARMERMEGE | Oolootve Response Rate, ORR) -+ AZALI RORE BRI BIERI LAY (1) - (4) B L (5)  Pembrolizumab i 5% > - A cisplatin #9 £
B E’?xﬂz%ix?é%%ﬂ LR platnum 28 L EERRE R BEMENRWRAE - R NYHA 2 =430 DBIEE - EREBE BT (49%) « ECOG PS 2
= _ AL =R E e B5M (duration of response)  EREB(LITE (32% ) BHEmEBHE (9%) - fiff9H ORR &
E‘J'Tl:??_("@il% C|s:plat|n, carboplatln\) BB HP (progression-free survival, PFS) R #8&17:E {ERRYZEYBI 2 5 =3B— XA pembrolizumab PD-L1 IC E’\JEEEIE%%%ZZD—F (RZ)
REEES SRR - UL © AIAH cisplatin- g ( guerall survival, 08) - 200mg B 5| %1 B i B LA ERAL o BIR
:arjjesﬁllgrl;liEE‘JE%*%’IE;M&J:&’JE‘E%A ' 2—EHER N PD-L1 #9382 22C3 pharmDx & #1122 EEMZEE 2021 £ ASCO FEIFEEH T
Jirm/IARKEzERR ©
P EEEEHREARABPHBIOAER B— 0S in Patients Given Atezolizumab According to PD-L1 Status on Immune Cells
BE RS B ) atezolizumab & & 3@ & £ F cisplatin A9 £
ERRAABINETE (70%) EABEHERRAE ECOG Median overall survival, 12 months overall survival,
IMvigor210 cohort 1 B2 (20%) - fffIRIERIKRAT7E & 3T(4AY ORR 1K months (95%Cl) % of patients (95%CI)
S, PD-L1 IC HF AL RANIE—FE o . — ACII ;/)atients (=119 159 (10.4-NE) 57% (48-66)
7R BI\ A % & : — 1C2/3 (n=32) 12.3 (6.0-NE) 52% (35-70)
% — HRBE K SAEA S atezolizumab B 75Tl OS & PD-L1 IC BY&RIFAERNE —F7R ©  wd L _ — 1C0/1 (n=87) 19.1(9.8-NE) 99% (48-70)
A cisplatin RYBER MM R £ R IR AR E—IRE EEEE 2018 £ ASCO FRIEE T T £
R mALAEEE  WKE  BMNKENE gy 09.3 88 PABAIAESR : ORR 24% » OS £ 0-
ERnp HARK BERS 1N PR E R BRTEEMEREEEE (A 16.3 AB 2017 Lancet S47 S5 3R A% 7
SREHMAE MR ZEZBRTEHNEIME siIE - S 40-
12 /A8 12 /BB LLL - BAAL cisplatin- ] . \ . 8
|ne||g|b|e E’J*ﬁ EIJ@I}E (1 ) GFR < 60 mL/min 1E| Eﬁﬂ Eg /ﬂg;ﬁﬂ#ﬁ*ﬁ E\”Ffl PFS EF{M%—SZ 2.7 20 -
> 30 mU/min; (2) Grade 2 Bl FAoEE A% ; (3) fEA - ++ + Censored
Grade 2 3 L £ EETISRE ; (4) BEEEARRE o= 0 ' ' ' ' ' !
(ECOG) H performance status (PS) &2 o RicET ) . ’ ) ’ Time (r1nzonths) ° ? “
(1) 3E &S —HAER R &l BR & 58 —E3E T anti-PD-1/ A“lf%ifé'nii M9 101 s 78 72 67 64 56 4 2% 11 2 0
ERZEYEIZE =B— X1 atezolizumab PD-L1 24 - RILIBETES cisplatin #5712 (c23 32 8 24 2 19 18 13 10 0 2 0 0

1200mg EEE AT 'mr 1BEL - KRR MR b IR AR —IG A%  WIKILEES
A ¥ AR o RERL PD—L1 At B 2 VENTANA FDA RA{Z{RBESE o

3 _ Objective Response by PD-L1 Status on Imnmune Cells with Pembrolizumab

< — Objective Response by PD-L1 Status on Immune Cells with Atezolizumab
_ Complete response | Partial response | Objective response

Patients Complete response | Partial response | Objective response Total 89 (24%)
Total 119 1 16 27 (23%) CPS =10 % 80 8 23 31 (39%)
IC2/3 32 4 5 9 (25%) 10>CPS=1% 139 1 27 28 (20%)
IC1 48 4 6 1021%) CPS < 1% 46 0 5 5 (11%)
ICO 39 3 5 8 (21%) 3 : CPS BIRIK X FERERHE SR A validation set f) 265 fEFTA
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[E]— 0S in Patients Given Pembrolizumab According To PD-L1 Status on Immune Cells

Events, n Median, months (95%Cl)

100 Overall 305 11.3(9.7-13.1)

Overall survival (%)

T T T
0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60 66
) Time (months)
No. at risk

Overall 370 247 173 138 115 92 80 71 64 35 5 0

Bt 56.3 A8 (FPE) B9FER - ORR 28.9% (H

R CPS > 10% /& 47.3% * CPS < 10% /2 20.7% ) *

OSHMNEA113EA  EAACPS>10% &HE

BIFNEFER (BZ) - EMtAVXEEREEIZER

A PFS AR 2 @R o

BIRET

(1) iE B 2 — HAER /K 54 Bg t 2 58 § anti-PD-1/
PD-L1 224 - AI LI £ 1@ & cisplatin A #&
BwR ERERANE—IFAE  WMABGE
370 {if » WithEVIS FDA R {B{REIESE -

@ AMEEEEIMIEIE - ORRAER A 28.9%
#5% PD-L1 2 EbEHREATR A (CPS = 10% )

ENREEHENER - ERTEERWIEEDN
OS & 11318 PFS B2 @A -

JAVELIN Bladder 100: cisplatin-
ineligible but carboplatin eligible

ERERELERAE

EEE=ZHEARABEZEAHSIED
avelumab A 1% 25 — #% {# F3 i& gemcitabine /il £
cisplatin B} carboplatin f3iZ 2R 1E1EH] - BiF5%
2#EfE (complete response ) ~ S ERE (partial
response) - & # #f 1L (stable disease) Y &
B R ERERA - WAL BEE BRI EAE
ERMR EREMBESE 4 26 EEEMN
gemcitabine /il £ cisplatin B carboplatin * 1 B
ERE—BINAEEELE 4 310 BAYAREREE - 20
R 12 BAABEZERIEM SN LR ER
TEEZN -

Events, n Median, months (95%Cl)
100 CPS>10 75 18.5(12.2-28.5)
04 CPS< 10 221 9.7 (7.6-11.5)
g
g
s
a
=
[<5)
3
0 T T T T T T T T T T 1
0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60 66
) Time (months)
No. at risk

CPS=10 110 83 66 55 51 4 38 36 31 19 1 0

CPS<10 251 158 103 79 60 47 38 32 30 14 4 0

EEfE 1 - 1 N B - EREEE
F—IF &R IES BME— XA avelumab 10mg/
kg I EREZFMEE (best supportive care)
i AEE R A ERNSESRERL
HERMA B A R ESZIFEEE o B PD-L1 Y
B HIZ VENTANA SP236 Rz L2 A -
PD-L1 B MERIIR 2RI A (1) = 25% P&/ Al AR
BRI (2) 225% REMEERR (if > 1%
tumor area contained immune cells) > (3)100%
REMEEBERIR (if < 1% tumor area contained
immune cells) ° EEARNEBREIEEEF
B ER LR PD-L1 iR a e E
R EEIGIZRIE PFS » ORR ~ Z 3| X FERF[H
(time to response) ~ R FE}F#ERFME (duration of
response ) R&EZE 1 o

FEER

EEE = HAER PR H 350 A#ES avelumab
BB 2NN ERAE ¢ 7 avelumab #AFRH 147 U
(42%) BYR A 3 — #3748 & = % % gemcitabine
i k carboplatin > T 7£ % B8 #8 A Bl /& 122 L
(34.9% ) ° 7f avelumab K ¥ BB fH AR &% B 20
AA (5.7%) EE—fFAEBF)R cisplatin B
carboplatin A4

LERR IR BRAE RZEIETEREE T LEE
girh A R EAER - SEEMIIE 2021 &£ ASCO &
BRFE BEHUREHEOT 0 $HE PD-L1 BB EE—
#5 /A5 gemcitabine fI_E carboplatin B95% A
HitBAT#HE OS 8 PFS » HEMIREER S

pExukiER (B=) -

ek - BREEE OOOOO

[E1= 0S (A) and PFS (B) in Patients Given BSC % Avelumab in the PD-L1+ Population

Avelumab + BSC (n=74) BSC
BSC (n=54) (n=54)

Median (95%(Cl), months
Stratified HR (95% Cl)

24.0 (18.6, NE) 16.1 (9.4, NE)
0.67 (0.393, 1.137)

08 (%)
i

0 T T T T T T T T
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

No. atrisk
Avelumab +BSC 74 72 68 62 53 46 4 36 34
BSC 51 52 49 44 37 29 27 23 21

18
Time (months)

29
18

T
20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38

21 15 12 10 7 5 5 1 1 0
15 1 10 9 4 2 2 0

Avelumab + BSC (n=74) BSC
100 — BSC (n=54) (n=54)
90 Median (95%(Cl), months 3.7(2.0,12.0) 24(1.9,3.7)

5. Stratified HR (95% C)

0.61(0.390, 0.956)

PFS (%)
T

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
No. atrisk

Avelumab +BSC 74 4 28 26 19 14 10 9 8
BSC 54 26 15 6 5 3 3 3 3

BERRT
(1) ;518 = HAER RS BRAY X IERFRE R - EEER M
/M)?J:&’E.FA% #& cisplatin-ineligible J&

A 2N A[$E5F carboplatin {E&E5 ‘F’Eﬁ'lﬁ
Y anti-PD-1 Z2#th Al LI B RUE INTE B S

Q) AT ERFEIELRR - OS T B R AR+
R21.4ER  mERHERS 143 @R - Rt
#% carboplatin {EEEZAVRA - HERER
H2RERHIREHRE -

- RE D)

IMvigor210 cohort 1 B KEYNOTE-052 i&
MBS © FEE T anti-PD-1/PD-L1 RERE
i 11 % 71 35 — 43 cisplatin-ineligible BY 8 % M4 W
PR EEERARAEAR - RiBFEE IMvigor130
K KEYNOTE-361 AR R - HRNELRAZ

18
Time (months)

(i
4
3

T
20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38

4 4 2 1 0
1 1 1 0

BHAKBPD-LI NERAERE  BETES
B9ET 5 o Z 5% JAVELIN Bladder 100 55 —421E
& cisplatin-ineligible T gemcitabine & # {# M
carboplatin B9J& A » %3 avelumab 4 HF 1476 &
NyF R 22l iRkEH RN - EthEBRENE
B4R LR R AN ERAEAE ©

2E3UR

1. Balar AV et al. Atezolizumab as first-line treatment in cisplatin-ineligible patients with
locally advanced and metastatic urothelial carcinoma: a single-arm, multicentre, phase
2 trial. Lancet. 2017; 389 (10064):67-76

2. Balar AV et al. First-line pembrolizumab in cisplatin-ineligible patients with locally
advanced and unresectable or metastatic urothelial cancer (KEYNOTE-052): a
multicentre, single-arm, phase 2 study. Lancet Oncol. 2017; 18(11):1483-1492

3. Vuky J et al. Long-Term Outcomes in KEYNOTE-052: Phase Il Study Investigating
First-Line Pembrolizumab in Cisplatin-Ineligible Patients With Locally Advanced or
Metastatic Urothelial Cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2020; 38(23):2658-2666

4. Powles T et al. Avelumab Maintenance Therapy for Advanced or Metastatic Urothelial
Carcinoma. N Engl J Med. 2020; 383(13):1218-1230
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BhE

S #8ia® (Second-line therapy )

ik )

WX BN ER R ERE - BER
BIRERGDHE R R e R RFRRER - B
RBEZRARTESETEEARCERER
HiEZE EEFEEEANRAR  RILEAR
R ERIDHI G TP BT BB BRI

B PR S )

KEYNOTE-045

- Pembrolizumab £ /5 2B HA S e 42 M A PR 1B 22
ERSE —AgarE

B PR B &

IR — BB B2 HE - 20
BEM RIS = HAER PR B © #7567 ECOG (Eastern
Cooperative Oncology Group) Z H % B2 AEAR RS
( performance status ) 0-2 % * TEFMTATERIZEZ AN
S EB M E2 R ENARERIC MR LR =
( muscle-invasive urothelial carcinoma) £%& - {8
E+EBAZREESE  HiER A EREEEW
FR LRz (advanced urothelial carcinoma) £ -
EEZBE—EMGAETHE (platinum) {EE255E
& EEERER (progressive disease, PD) -
T {7 LU pembrolizumab #%
BIEABEBAENNME-
SRR 1 BB BE
ficr —dHEZE=B—X

SEHIILZEE
PU AR

T b PREL EEEZEERAT
AQHEF A &R SXHERRT

REFUWISIZ (secondary endpoint) A ERAEAR
& (objective response rate, ORR)  JAERIER
#EF%RS (Duration of Response, DoR) K& &4 -

FEER

E542fifm AR E2020FE 108 1A
IR AIES BRI AI8A 6298 (58.6 -
709) o

(1) 7EFRrB &R AT&REE * pembrolizumab 4A¥tEL{EE2
JaEEAa -
- RS MERELLE 1 0.4% vs 0% ©
- JER OS A #4:10.1 188 vs 7.2 (hazard
ratio (HR) 0.71,95% Cl 0.59-0.86 ) ([El— )
- PFS R EMmEAREAER - 2.1 @A vs 3.3 {E
B (HR0.95,95% Cl 0.79-1.14)
- 127+ ORR 1 21.9% vs 11.0% (Z& 10.9%,
95% Cl 4.6-17.0) °
(2) £ CPS ( Combined-positive score ) > 10 iR&¥:
- JER OS i Eh - 8.01EH vs 491EA (HR
0.59, 95% CIl 0.40-0.86) °
(3) EEaEA R E (responder) FYGREE :
- JE& DoR H1i7 g% : 29.7 BB (1.6+ - 60.5+)
vs 4.4 {EH (1.4+-63.1+) °
- R 24 (complete response, CR) X
R 4B R (partial response, PR) RUT&REE

[E — 0S: Pembrolizumab vs Chemotherapy in the ITT Population

Median (95%Cl)
Events, n months HR (95% Cl)
Pembrolizumab 224/270  10.1 (8.0-12.3) 0.71 (0.59-0.86)
Chemotherapy  230/272 7.2(6.1-8.0)
44.2%
29.7%

pembrolizumab 200mg EFAR 90
ASAE —HESE=E 80 -
—RBVEEEHE (paclitaxel 704
175 mg/m® Q3W - docetaxel 260-
75 mg/m* Q3W 3§ vinflunine 3 901
320 mg/m? ) ( EH Vinflunine E gg
WAREEBKRGELET) © ° 20 4
F E & % 6 1Z (primary 10-
endpoint) A&EHERE 0t+—r—
77 & B8 (progression-free 048
No. at risk

survival, PFS) FIEASFE
BA (overall survival, 0S)

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1
12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40 44 48 52 56 60 64 68
Time (months)

Pembrolizumab 270 195 148 116 98 80 69 64 58 52 49 44 42 41 36 27 11 0
Chemotherapy 272 173 109 73 59 42 35 29 27 26 25 25 24 24 23 16 6 O

JE pembrolizumab 18 ¥ 53 {E22 88 4H OS
RIS - PUBERES vs 16.4BH (HR
0.20,95% CI1 0.10-0.40) °

- TERIRIBEFRRE » JER pembrolizumab #H

HIMERBHAOS PAE 164 EA vs
10.5f8H (HR0.86,95% Cl 0.58-1.27) °
(4) Z&21%

- B AEBENEBNARSESH/BIER
(treatment—related adverse event) RYZE 4
1 62.0% vs 90.6% °
JEE""W—“&L,(J: BEMEEANAEREH4:
16.9% vs 50.2% °

BT

(1) ELE R FU EAVIEHERRE © pembrolizumab
FEEMEEAERAE - HNESTHSE1EEA
BEBESENEIPREHIER MR LR
& MAMESREE B OS B& -

Q) ERIBLUES - ECOG PS ~ i85 i
i - ERMGER - REB—X{CBAEERE
M RIEAS - BIRAT - BELRAEEREE

EXERAERETHAE * pembrolizumab FHE R
{E2aRAEMABTERES OS HNES -

@) mAE 2% pembrolizumab JAEE K FE » R
FERTLUFERA (g >24F) o
(4) EYZ 2R ZAREEE - ATUUBOER ©

SERR

1. Bellmunt J et al. Pembrolizumab as Second-Line Therapy for Advanced Urothelial
Carcinoma. N Engl J Med. 2017;376(11):1015-1026.
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904 —L Atezolizumab (n=467)

ek - BREEE OOOOO

IMvigor211

- Atezolizumab 1% 5 2B i B 2 8572 14 i PR SE J= E
ROEE —ARB0E -

BRI R
SRR —IABIALIE - BEAHE - S0 B

B % B9 28 = HA RS PR A B ?%:.‘Jﬁ%ﬁ/*iy ECOG PS
0-1 NEERZMIMK ERRZRE » R E—EMIR
tH£%8 (platinum) 1t+/m?$7?<¢%f§§*$f RER
( Progression disease, PD) ’ Ll atezolizumab
TEBBGAEE - mALL1:1 B LEHIFE# S
for —HBERB=B—X atezolizumab 1200mg
BIOEEAEE  — BB B XA LEAE

( paclitaxel 175 mg/m® Q3W » docetaxel 75 mg/m®
Q3W & vinflunine 320 mg/m® Q3W) ( H
vinflunine i Kk EXBREE L) - FEENE
BA OS REERMIEREE ORR ~ PFS » DoR »
LEMRMRME o

ERER

O EAFR  E2018FE 11 H8 AHALE
FETHREAEA 789 & » EXZEBHRFRIPAIE A
331ER (0-42.3) ¢

(1) FEFR B R AR » atezolizumab #A¥1 Hb1L 2R

B

- JER OS B 1irgs : 8.6 @R vs 8 @A (HR
0.82,95% C1 0.71-0.94) (BZ) o

- ORR : Atezolizumab & 13% -

- A LLBEIERAEDOR 159 @ 8 vs 8.3
@A -

- B3 1% 5 taxanes /AR A LLERIE & OS H 1

—L— Chemotherapy (7=464)
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0S rate, % (95%Cl)  Atezolizumab Chemotherapy
12 months 39 (35-44) 33 (28-37)
24 months 23 (19-26) 13 (10-16)
30 months 18 (15-22) 10 (7-13)

60 -
50 -
40 -

Overall survival (%)

30 +
20 +

HR: 0.82 (0.71, 0.94)

10 Median: 8.0 mo| | Median: 8.6 mo
04 (7.2,8.6)| | (7.8,9.6)
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42

No. at risk

Time (months)

Atezolizumab 457 443 405 348 327 309 280 259 245 218 201 193 178 168 159 148 141 133 126 120 116 113109104 99 92 86 86 83 79 75 71 63 52 44 33 26 23 19 17 13 7 1

Chemotherapy 464 429 397 364 330 300 269 245 220 192 176 157 141 130 117 105 100 %4 90 85

76 70 62 60 54 52 51 49 48 44 39 36 33 28 20 14 8 5 4 1 1 1
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%0 —L Atezolizumab (n=116) 0S rate, % (95%Cl)  Atezolizumab Chemotherapy
—L— Chemotherapy (n=118) 12 months 47 (37-56) 41 (32-50)
807 24 months 33 (24-42) 19 (12-17)
s 07 30 months 29 (21-38) 17 (10-24)
3 60
€ s HR: 0.87 (0.64,1.17)
T 40
g
© 30
20 H
10- Median: 10.6 mo || Median: 11.1 mo
0 (8.4,12.2) || (8.6,15.4)
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42
No. at risk Time (months)

Atezolizumab 116112100 88 86 82 77 73 71 63 58 56 52 49 48 46 43 42 40 39
3% 32 31 30

Chemotherapy 118109100 95 91 85 82 75 71 65 61 51 47 43 39 37

2 : 83188 vs 7.5{@HF (HR 0.73, 95% ClI

0.59-0.90) °
- B3 %2 vinflunine /A R R A LLER IE R 22 BETF

EREFEARME 928 vs 82M@A (HR
0.90, 95%Cl 0.74-1.09) ©
() £ 1C2/3 (PD-L1=5% ) Kyi&&% :

- JER OS At 11.1 {88 vs 10.6 @8 (HR
0.87,95% Cl 0.64-1.17) (B=) °

- ORR : Atezolizumab /& 23% o

- A LIEEMERI DoR - 21.7 BB vs 7.4 AR ©
- 1C2/3 IERf T AR REIEAS * PD-L1 = 5%

Al g —EFERIFER RIEETEIR o
() ZEMMMZE :

- BB EMEBNTREYS/BERAILEER
70% vs 89% o

-BAOE= - NRAEMERNTREY/ 8IE
FIRILER @ 22% vs 43% o

-BRORBIERAMEIEAEALEER 9% vs
18% o

- Atezolizumab #8 B 8 & 5 38 £ 22 4) MR AV
4 % T R X FE (adverse event of special
interest, AESI) : 35% vs 20% ' HE#EKZ
HEZ AN — « T RS - [EH
SAEBE S REY M g ESNE -

- BHTRREFRLGEEEIIZRARER:
21% vs 12% o
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38 38 38 36 36 35 34 33 33 33 29 26 22 19 17 12
2825 2423 22 22 22 22 22 20 18 17 16 13 8 6

~ ©
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IMvigor210 cohort 2

- Atezolizumab 7E /5 BB B HA 5 8575 14 b PR IE R E
Y58 —#RIaR

BRPRsEERRR 5t

AEBE—EZH0  BENE _HRRRE

D AMEHEEHZE (cohort study) » EFE 4
HAIRETIREEAREREIREE (ECOG) 0-1 DRVEETR
MR EEEEE > EERZIB—EFEULIREHEE
BAREYIAEEEPRBEELERELZERR
L)E REREFMAREZIEM N EE 12
AENNAERICEBR EREREE  BE+TZE
ﬁ MEEEEEE  sTHIEELL atezolizumab =X
IRABEMMR - HEES =B —R atezolizumab

1200mg BT ST A5E - —EISEFIAEERE
EALE - TEEMIEIZES ORR » REBMIEIES
OS * DoR KZ&&% -

FEER

£ 310 R A A BRS04 21.1 E
B (20.3-22.4) » %% atezolizumab B934 FEFF R
FR{I8#4 12.4 38 (5B (interquartile range,
IQR) 5.9-38.1 1) » HF 78% mA B3 &%
(visceral metastases) * 38% &k A BT iEET -
B 18% (56 i) WAREFMAIERIEREREHER
fﬁéiﬁ'ﬂ:—?—/n}? LB atezolizumab A4 18 A8
BEENE A% I TRARREZHEE
1E2aE ﬁAﬁrl_}EHﬂF“i atezolizumab #4182
B ZEBIAE -

(1) TEFRBE R ATRES -
- 9 0S Fhfugk : 7.9 188 - %ltbﬁiﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁ
8B{E 85 ECOG PS04 « RAMEER -
IC2/3 Bh&E% (&MY ) o
- —FM0S A 37% (95% Cl 31-42) » M4
B OS % 23% (95% Cl19-28) ©
-ORR#% 16% ' CRA 7% °
- 349 DoR 18 : 24.8 B2 (13.8-30.4) °
Q)T ABEE MRS
- CR FEERs i85 4.2 8 -
- BRIAEAEMIEH PRESE CR-
- KEBD#EA CR BR ATREEE Rl LU ISR
YU EEEHESE (eventfree) ©
- £ PR YR ATREE » i E 24 BR{NHAKERIE
AB7Z ERERE OS H{iIgh - 24 B A EBFER
#9724 70% o
-fEPRBVE ANT&REE ' OS
R g A 127@E8 & 10-
= PD-L1 % i#Z# (1C2/3)
R ERIARIE ©
Q) TEAERE L BChIRES
- 84 PD 1Y OS HR i &K
EE#R : Atezolizumab 2 8.6
@R » Hth2 B aEA
6.81ER  BREEBEZEE
MaE1.2M@EA -
(@) RIERIIAIES atezolizumab 20
AENRRETES 7

M2 3] A & atezolizumab oL, .
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40-

Overall survival (%)
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(6) &Mt -
- AR RSN/ BITEARILEER 1 71%
- 2/ UARCEEMEBAAREMS / BIFRBLE
T 118% °
-% & B B A R &k E (immune-related
adverse events, irAE) : 9% o

- =8/ AR RBER AR R FE - 5% ©
BHRET

(1) EERBATHE{CBEYSEER MR L
fFEEE - BIBEA atezolizumab ORR 2 16%
(13-21) CREA 7% o

@) JABEE REMIREE OS ENHAER RENR
A o ELEER4HF) U0 ECOG PS 0 k2 1C2/3
FRAREHBERERN OS o

() KZEUEA CRIVRA T UUMEMN EEEHE
4 BENERA PREEABOISEEE CRo

(4) B4 PD %&£ A/ atezolizumab & A OS Bt
FREMZSH BN EIEZTABIREA
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£ -
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Overall Survival of Atezolizumab

1yr0S: 37%

(95%Cl: 31, 42)

2 yr 0S: 23%
(95%Cl: 19, 28)

Median 0S: 7.9 mo
(95% Cl: 6.7,9.3)

WMBBRREYER B 0 4
? f 4B OS P B R & No.atrizlao »

8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36
Time (months)
146 110 91 78 67 59 51
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- Durvalumab 7£ /5 3P RE A S 8818 14 IR PR B 2 FE Y
BARBE o

ERAR L ER SRS

B R —IEZHORE— / ZHRER R ER
1Rs1H&EE A ECOG PS 0-1 D EERZ MR F iz S
> BEEIZAAEERAGREREPD TBESE
IERBESZEREE L durvalumab 1E &%
RABENMER - mAELIZESMBE—X durvalumab
10mg/kg VB2 » RZABAFRAIFFHEZ 128 -
HEZIEEE PD ~ FrEAEMELRRE « ERT
durvalumab B9  E2RIZEZLE durvalumab &
& o BEREMH BT AEIBARES BT A RE A&
HEERMEL  ERE/SNERETEELNE
e BAlERAEEERRLERE s fEAE &
YNBSS AR - TEBRWIEIE AL KT
2 REEMIEZES OS ~ ORR ~ PFS * DCR ~
DoR °

FEER

W2 201 (IR A AR B 5 MERRY MR LR J
B 192 Rz aiiERi@insa 28 EaEY) - Tl
BHBEAGEEE 22% ©67.2% IR A B HSSE
#% > 35.8% MAEIHER 11.9% REMNEE
#% © 50.7% R ABNEREES PD-L1 RIZE (&
B4R G 4ARE > 25% ) © 42.8% TR ARIEE
=&/ #® PD-L1 RIKRE > FIF 6.5% f/A PD-L1
RIFEAHA o

(1) ORR :
- EFRBERAGET ORR A 17.4% » TEZ Al
EBERBRMNSHRICE8REYNREAGREF
ORR % 17.2% °
-EREEESPD-L1 REEHKEEORRA
27.5% & EREE AR / & PD-L1 RIREEE
ORR % 5.8% °
- B 12 iR AEZEEICR: HF 8 845 PD-L1
RIS > 3B A/ EPD-L1 RIRE (fEEHM
sk B < 25% ) * 1 B PD-L1 RIE
ABH
(2) DoR :
- 35 IR ABEDTRERAIBI4ER - T
B AI8A 16.9 B A
- AR R ER T B Y R R4S SRS R K
WRiET (@ 2.7 - 25.7+ 188 ) * A 35
BAPRE I UFHERNSEESSES
DAREAMUE -

(3) PD-L1 RIREHIABENRNTZE
-EPD-L1 RIEMEHEE 3% EEER
M BEEEEPD-L1 RIRENBEEHHLE
23% A PEBRERREE 4/ o
- BRI A\ MR BERYER PFS &4 1.5EA -
12 (BB &% PFS £4 16% ; &= PD-L1 &I
SEEEARFE PFS RI8A 1.5 @8 » 12
BB &% PFS & 22% ; {& PD-L1 RIRE K
BMRR PFS R B A 14 @8 128
iR PFS 2 7% ©
- BERRTR ABREERY OS g4 10.5 @R » 12
BB OS A 47% ; &= PD-L1 RIBSHEEF
B OS il 884 19.8 182 > 12 @A OS =
#58% ; 1§ PD-L1 RIFEHEEFAY OS F {iL
24 48188 » 12188 0S ¥4 29% -
@) 221 :
-FTEABEBAARKIE/RIERANELER
#59.7% =/ O BFEHEBARKRE /&
ERNBEERAISY BERNEIERE
(19.4% ) ~BORE (9.0% ) 412 (9.0% ) ~
BEE (8.0%) ~ BRRET (7.0% ) KM
(7.0%) °
- REHAARRENEEERA139% @ =/
4Rk B BN B R BRI X 24 2.5% ©
(5) ®22(E A durvalumab EEAFERNRERF ¢
- #5177 B A durvalumab (D) F1£1 tremelimumab
(T) 5t (D+T) B9%RA » —+ 367 1L
- 24% JR A OS AMELE » 76% JHA OS /)
PR ©
-OSAMmEL LMHE AORREEEEER®
OS/hI M EBKEA (71.6% vs 5.7%;
p<0.0001) ' W ERENABERERFE
B 8 (DoR) ( B fiI & 2.3 £F vs 0.39 £ ;
p<0.0001) °

ERRT

(1) Durvalumab FB 1278 % 5 SR B HA ok 8 7% 14 W4 PR
TEREEERFHNME 81 0S O0RR
DCR #BE R #HMIRIR ; 457 PD-L1 RI|7
£ (225% ) R AERILE ©

Q) EREENRETERHRLE UEFE R
Bf A& PD-L1 RIFEEOIFEB K - BRARLAE
BHVMRERELAR—EFM PD-L1 BRA - B2
= PD-L1 RIREMEEHES ABRBRAMBIEE
B o

Q) EEEHAEN R EARBNFEXRIEAER
OS ZAMEULEREA ORR A& 71.6% * OS /)
MRENHKA ORR RE 5.7% °

@ BIERBEEMMAETME » =/ &N
FRRERBEAIUEHRELSREIERERS
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SR ENRG R £ 1175

| SRR MRIERR Bk

Eae | R FEEERARE
. ik )

FAER - REERMEWE EREEERN
EH R - B atezolizumab £ 2016 FEZ|
B FDA JiE#t A (accelerated approval ) B2
ZiRREE  BREN=ZFAMNB AEREAE,
HN#IE (immune checkpoint inhibitor, ICI) 3
B Rt FER - BRI EREEEERN
20 FAEREAKX ZRBAVEMT - LEHGERES
TR R BEMARBMERFEY L o RERE
FIHET™MEREE ZARABRER T RATTEH
BEAEAIES (cisplatin ineligible) AY% A EY
BE—REENEREE - L FREHAZMETS
WA PR b RG IR B2 BB A e % AR B B D Al B RO RY
R EEBTDRANEZRERTELER (complete
response) ' BEAMEMK AR - BiBEBELL
MHREREEGIORR  LREERWMEAVERL
%% AEN BN I £ 2020 F AR A RIRFET
EETHIZEARRE ©

@ELE - WIFFADRAER R LIS RRR %
fi# - BRI RERHIFIEIEERY 20% KA T]E
REREAE/ RO - BRIR £ - BEF SR AREER
ABEBHRARGTEYG  DRBEER - Fits
HAITERIRYEMIRES - TE BRRIK EEE M L
HMEHEERAIRE - LR LB R ER
EERAIRREEMIRR - MATRAVEEIZ K AR -

PD-L1 RIF=E ( PD-L1 expression)

FI A G B L2 (Immunohistochemistry
staining) 3R ¥IFEREEMEME S %A PD-L1 EAK
I EMEFEREFAEEIFIE R TERMEEY
R —BEEMEAEFIEERE - 13RI R EIE/NA
B Bb & (non-small cell lung cancer, NSCLC)
pembrolizumab 7£ KEYNOTE-024 % 189 ii & -
BINLL TPS (tumor proportional score ) 50% {E
B2 5 B Y5 A pembrolizumab At B [1] ° &
M EENEBEESIMERTMKERE B
ETRERE@EAVLDES (cutoff point) Al > {75
AR ZRERAAEEAVEIE G o thoh - BiR
T RERETRAEHENREZLEBNE &
IBYIEBEEM T T2 RAESEMRERKERD
B EAYERL ©

BRI LR — LR EERE =HRRKK
B A0 X iz 8% 9 #1 (subgroup analysis) 2K &
pembrolizumab ¥4 fE{EFAYinEEA Dako 22C3
1T PR £ K22 L) combined positive score (CPS)
EA KR 10 E AR o /£ KEYNOTE-045 A Hf
7% A {# F pembrolizumab # CPS > 10 Y &
# #E BR K (objective response rate, ORR) &
20.3% * M7E CPS < 10 B ORR A& 19.9% : &
%R EE{LEEFTERA (total population) AY
RBEIF)EHR (overall survival, OS) F{IEA 10.1
EA74{88 > M CPS=10#1/A8.08852 @A -
FETRAE CPS RIFE AT * {#H pembrolizumab
2R ERZ MWK E B E (metastatic
urothelial carcinoma, mUC ) #Btb{bHELF [2] - 1
KEYNOTE-052 — #7 &t ¥¢ cisplatin ineligible £
mA AP > CPS = 10 B ORR /& 38% » #HE:
52 CPS < 10185 17% @ &R FETEEAITER]
77 [3] » PR 1E 88 — #% LL &% pembrolizumab A1+
1L EE G ENEMRILEA KEYNOTE-361 R
/B F pembrolizumab #2 5l F & 2 CPS = 10
HEEEAA ORRERBEEEET (325%
for CPS = 10; 30.3% for all) [4] > 7] R R & &
pembrolizumab RIR5E » {8 AR IR REMEIE] -
FERATE N - PR R B EEH MBS
3 & 25 410 %1 ) A9 B 75 © atezolizumab £ IMvigor
211 %A > 12 PD-L1 (fEF SP142 188 ) &
HESEMEEE (IC 2/3) @ HEMRZBRA » B8
479 ORR (23% vs. 13% ) [5] ° B 2REE =AY
IMvigor 210 %2 > IC 2/3 A ORR 12 28% 1M
288/W AR ORR A& 23% » WMER [6,7] - Rk
£ Z#2AY nivolumab &% * CheckMate 032 iff%2
A PD-L1=1% B2 < 1% /& 26.9% & 26.2% [8] ©
B2 5B — A& KB AY CheckMate 275 FFZ2H -
PD-L1 > 1% £ < 1% B ORR 75 & 26% LI &
16% [9] ° #RERLL_ERVBTEEET » T8 AR
R2ig - Bl PD-L1 RIRESERTEAIE =R
BN EAHDHIEAY I FE R A E FR AR S B P R R 2
—HmEE - EEME ST (meta-analysis) &)
FHIBE R BRAER R —RBRE > 285
T2 ORR B2 OS ’ PD-L1 5XRIBAIERERZ
BLEEPARERYEEL [10] - #RE 2 » EEZIRLE
RIBERZ AR AR E A PD-L1 (EATRAIE
LR IRAEAVAERD o

fE/Z & E PD-L1 5 R1B > &ML B A&
RER - B A REAMEEE TS 5 AE
ERMWEK EREESBRENEE 7 EEM
BRI EE G AENRKAEBRKREBE -
7£ IMvigor 130 MI% A » {EF atezolizumab fHE;
B ERE > £ 1C 2/3 #25IAY OS & NR vs. 17.8 {@
A (HR 0.68; 95% Cl 0.43-1.08) » T 7£ IC 0/1
B OS A& 13.5vs. 1291EA (HR 1.07; 95% ClI
0.86-1.33) o EfFA =2 subgroup ;X547 B 1558
ERER1 BrREPD-L1 SXRIBAOKEE
F atezolizumab /&% @ fHEMEE  HEE T
BITETE [11] ° SAT » TEEE—4E CPS = 10 BUR A
B A pembrolizumab ifi ;8 B LL {EF R LB TFE
HAZR1§K (16.1 vs. 15.2 months, HR 1.01; 95%
Cl 0.77-1.32) - B—AEEA— IR R AEME
(DANUBE ) * &7 durvalumab E& tremelimumab
(anti-CTLA4) ' = PD-L1 EEREZEMNHFA ' H
R TT R HIPRRER B MEF &M (17.9 vs. 12.1
months, HR 0.74; 95% Cl 0.59-0.93) [12] - H—
RIMMENTMB T ELERE - FIFER2 MW
PR b R2iEAER IR ER » S83R7E PD-L1 [BHEIRA
A RZERASHEINGEIE - MENLBEERFNF
& (HR 0.86; 95% Cl 0.78-0.96; p = 0.007) * M
£ PD-L1 B2 AR A BIEZEE (HR 1.03; 95%
0.89-1.19; p = 0.67) [13] - AL E#ER - B8}
S E FDAfR FE —FEB MK ERZERA
B RZEREERINEE - LERFIEIEZEARIE
PD-L1 BREH o

[EEREETHE
( Tumor mutational burden, TMB )

feEREaME s EEENAR I ETFiR
WBEAEF—JkEED - B4 FIRMEARERE
# (IEFEFEZRE non-synonymous mutation ) Y
e RERHFTMBIRRZAEIREBREER
Rizvi % A 3¢5R1E 2015 FAY Science HAT - fth 3¢
R REAEE M IE/NEREAGE (NSCLC)
EEREERZNIIFRERE WBLHESW
¥ &£ $1 IR (neoantigen) » Al % & AR (T
lymphocyte ) #%58 - Mg T #HBE AT EER] LIBR
EIEHBE [14-15] -G ERIERTE TMB S HVBER -
HER YR (tumor foreignness ) HES © &
B SR EESETREERX S » Bl
EARERASEN—EEYIER : TMB #i5 -
Rz RE R FIE R R LT - IR EZIR
—TEAR1ERAGR [16] - MAEFTBEREEE P @ WK
FREEE TMBERSMERE  UFHETRER
BAEREIERERAE [14]
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bR L REN EHERENMRRE - RER
IMvigor 210 F72 R 2E3R » /5 TMB RYBEEAHE 28
ZBFMRORR (p =6.9X10") LI REEIFER
(p =2.0X10°) [17] - FIRAIZEY)TE IMvigor 211
7 - B ¥5{EH atezolizumab @ HEFMEEA
&7 TMB 2R ABREENTF/EER (11.3 vs.
8.3 months, HR 0.68; 95% Cl 0.51-0.90) [18] °
Nivolumab t1 & 2| [E £ A #8 22 - 7£ CheckMate
25 A s BB TMB A ikE ~ F - K=#1"
A EE I ORR BRAZE RIE Al (31.9%, 17.4%,
10.9% ) [19,20] > % %} 7 JAVELIN bladder 100
AR ABEESE DT 3817 - {FR#EHF avelumab
JBETE TMB SRR AR RIF [21] o #EIRELE
FAEREBHNER I (post hoc analysis) * 1B
Fr B =AY E S tb (Hazard Ratio, HR) K p &
#EEE  EREEGHERENTEAL -

& B TMB ZERA EBERMPERE
BIBRSI - E—E RGN » FELUREGERIIES
mREF o ERAIE AT TMB 895X KZ 2
WES ERFFTSHAVAER - MERAKR_ ET K AJEERE R
1T WES #08) - BaifRk 5 RAEEE R X
R E 18] - ANFE K Foundation ( Foundation
One®CDx) e 24T81ER (ACTOnco®) » iR
BT R ERENEE RS - FEEMNE
TR ERRIE TMB EZ 54785 » Foundation
One® CDx 7£ NSCLC A% 10 mt/Mb » {HE
EWR EREESALUARERUE  FEFZ
ERIREE R A BEEF [22] - TMB BIHAIKZH
EiAM e 0 W BB EE - BIHE
TARSGZINZHEBELUHEI T - REESEE
BRI ER R > ¥R B E RS EAR

ATERRERR  REES—SHEEANEE -
DNA 1858 EEE

( DNA damage response genes )

ELEMBSERIMRAVEEY) « RHINERATE
ERLAHREA DNA RIS - EEEE AVZEHH] (DNA
damage response, DDR) & i& Ak fIEAIE T ©
MEABEFFZEEEKT > ©1F : Homologous
recombination repair, Nonhomologous end
joining repair, mismatch repair, nucleotide
excision and base excision repair [23] - @& % B
MEEEESEMBEETREE (microsatellite
instability high, MSI-high) #3 52 % & i& & i 3
R IRIF [24] - M FE 2017 FHIASCO K& >
Teo ¥ AR E EMEREHSE DDR AFAYEE -
FH 7% DDR wild type » A 8 A9 B 2 1£ A9 ORR
(67.9% vs. 18.8%; p < 0.001) “PFS (15.7vs.2.9
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months ) L& OS (23.0 vs. 9.3 months ) [25] ° i&
& 72 & 7R 2 B 47 MSKCC R9E L > B
HMNEEXBEE T EFHEEENREZHm - A
M7E IMVigor 211 B9 YIZEE 47 » DDR 224
Ed TMB 5217 18F8 * (B2 &%ZR OS MR B
Z RS [18] - B—1{ER Joshi £ A B53RAY/\EY[E]HA
T SRR - RS PK b K2R A %S DDR 2
BRI ,...ﬁifll%lJMUE’JJiEEi F (ERER
BREZEZSR) - Hih» EEIEREAE#BAB=EDDR &
HEE > Elliiﬁézﬁ,‘afia BAREIE Y DDR < ={EZ2#
AYFEE (ORR 80% vs. 24% ) [26] - & Z Bail A
1t * DDR %‘éﬁ*m%ﬁiﬂuj}Eiﬂﬁt&’ﬁ:‘:ﬂ%ﬁ?’%mﬁ
4 BEREZ KRR RERE

bR PR R TE ] %

B 7 LUk R pY — L3 F 5 2 B A AT L
FERAER EL K TER - mABERRRIE 0 B2
RIE R ABEMRIAIRRSE - 72 2018 F#Y ASCO
GU K& Lk » Pond & A 1R # IMvigor 210 L &
PCD4989g M fER 72 RIMEIZE 247 - 2FIR T HI%I8
RZE 2R atezolizumab FIEER T : WRALEE
HREE (ECOG performance status, ECOG PS) ~
HEFRMEBRELME BREE(E ( neutrophil to lymphocyte
ratio, NLR) » M3 (hemoglobin) ~ I /)\#x &1
H (platelet count) ~ FLEERR&RE3= (LDH) ~ LL
EETIFEER (liver metastasis) © BB
BIERR A F AT A 2 = EFRE 1%E¥ - 0-1, 2-3
LUK 8@ 4 AfEkE F (risk factors) » &1
IMvigor 210 8% & PCD4989g A fEl it Bk 15 &F » #F
AILIBHEIFRITRME IR 7 27] - B5h Khaki &
A B4 FE 35 1% European Urology Oncology H
FIiRZl - HA R AEFER REEIERAEFA
ECOG PS \Ilver metastasis *NLR LUK aloumin ( <
3.5 g/dL) - tRIBENERTF ’@,—ILHE/ﬁ'J/M)TJ:
RBiER A RS R e B HI B a0 R R (28] ©
ﬁfntl«li:ﬁﬁn B—ﬁgﬂﬁﬁuufi&;‘E.?E ECOG PS
> 1 EEEFER « LR NLR - & 282 MK
_I:&’Fﬂrk-ﬂ?ﬁ &L IFRIEF ﬂl«li‘ﬁ iR 2
B REAENMRSLRE -

g 458 )

BERNME R E—SYIZELALITER
RZAREHEE N ENREEEHERBRME - 7]
HEEBRETS @ 2 RMNEBANIGEKE -
BARERE—ETENEYELRESEEXK -
=T LERREMMAE BREZEINR ARSI
(ECOG PS, 2 & Ti#EER ) « EEER4SE (PD-
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