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T A s Bl W S e Ay b B P AR (2023 i)

TEESFREDR ARG RAENBFE S, TRALEDASTESLERS, TRAERDATE LT LERS,
FTEMABERF M RELET 2

il

1 HAEHER

G 4 N 988 3 4 B e 36 AR o7 o B % AL IRD
(2021 fin) A RALLKRIRGENIMEEW) {Z R0,
SR & BIF F2 A BB RO IE B 22 TR HE 1 7 A=
N5 4R (hepatocellular carcinoma, HCC)
BB RV Tt — PR, b TP
BT B B AIE T 2, WA R B N BERTRTT
AR, H BT OR (8 [ Bm 52 e (R i 25 JFF JRE Fep g 2 40 25
R EDURERSITE TR RS, PEEIDSITES
W RS R EF R RSN LT &

2023 4E 5 H R3h I 4Riesss Bh i B bigyr vh E %
FKALIH (2023 fR) Y HlE TAHE, *TAEISIEYE T
srpr (BfFsRe 1 FnpR % 2) , 254 W HCC 1297 FE A,
AARFTRTT PRI SR I, 3 —2P 8 HCC #t
i Bh B B AR IRTT I S HERS R 5 2K

2 BN REEBTTHIE X RiaT RN
WA R AT BR, HCC RRAIT E 54 2 F

IR RN WA R (LT (1) YA
T R R T IR SR 58 & TR BLA IR e

B 1 B R AT B A

T PRI B S A AR BIARAEN RO IBR . FIAITAEAFL (FLR) 4% [ IEW ALY, FLR/ FRAEIFARL (SLV) >30%; fFA
VRIS FUFIRi#% , FLR/SLV > 40%], JIFHIEE Child—Pugh A 2% + 3570 B 20", Tl TH i all T8Eiomie 1~2 94 (Vpl~2) , JCIIFANERS .

PORFTRLE I AR AR AT, LA LTEAR A IS T B, ARG B Z RS TIEA P R (CNLC) T a~ T a i E S E Kk
AR TR 4RA0 (MVD) FEPE . s AT s S4B I A . W BRI 5% B sl FARYIZ: <1 em. CNLC 1T b~ 1T a Wi E G AN K
FEIMEECE >34 MR R AR >5 em. PIIRSERE . MVIFIPE . OS5 5ER . 4RI B2 . RETTIATEM (AFP) KV . UG BT 48
JEE (HBV) DNA mainss B, HAthE & NI 5 (M Bt ir 2 . JFsife )

CCNLC I a~ Il a ISR B AU RSB P AT R BNIAYY ; FARES%FH2YY (MDT) HNHE/E ARG mAER R NE, ol it (e i
Ja TGRS (clinical tial ) FFFRE, CNLC 11 b~ Il a WIEHFAR T YIBROR S8 & FAR R EA SR LN R, SuGHiiiha e
TIHRTERYY . ARG &2 NS . HEFEARE N CNLC T b 33, a5 PR 7E R — Brak R 2 i, olonT AR R4 7oA o i o BRI B
JEESMAEEL s CNLC T a AR, WiyR SR BR A [R]— BEal R &, HAT AT IR O 1~2 90 (Vpl~2) , s FFnl VIBRAANA ke, ok
TEESMNE R KT (Vv ) FERRENS SCE RO VIBRFRIER B .

THUAEARSG FLR A, FoHseml RO YIRS G 4 F AR CNLC T a~ I b B35, MR AT, WRRAT IR 2, i AR
AFGTCIL S RO VIBR YA, o TOIEPABETFARYIZ: = 1 em, SUPET TR 3~4 90 (Vp3~4) , SAFFEIF#RIK T8 (Vv2 ) | R IEEIKA (Vv3)
JEREM) CNLC T b~ T a P8, IREERER (RMEBEHE < 5 N HRAREMR KR ER < 3 em) SUFSMNREEEFEEEM CNLC T b 98

CHGATEIRTT AR TR YIS AR R AR YT A7 R 2R ARG , IR K 2E( Milan )FRUEDESE FEIMM K2 IH 4 (0782 UCSE V(B
3D, WATHEATITR ML, A HRESARINEITE, A8 CNLC T a i T bl (AR . HA< 5 em; B02-3 M, AR HAE<3cm) ;
T . N TNARIT A B R0 SO Ab 7% . IFEfE Child—Pugh A/B 2%, WRAIBZEBMERIEYY, FREATIRARIG MG T ORI B,

EeWH: PEEFSREGE SRR A TRTE (2021-12M-1-066) ; W “BEI7 DA =4 TA" JH (SZSM202011010)
BIEMEE: #H#9%, E-mail: caijiangiang@cicams.ac.cn
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KW ZFAHCC #3%, FERREHT RGESRIGTT,
DARIR 2H8 4y 8038 58 29 BR L iR (pathological complete
response, pCR) , {HKG/Mwkt, T ARG, B
AR E R . FEAIRT T AR T A rT D) ER e
FAE AT ARR HCC B3, @id)JmEiETT. ROAIT
HAGAREGTT, DIHBRTARA AT UIBRE R, ik
BT ARUIERATbRIME . X 2 FEYT SRR AL B8 NBE. 18T
EUAR R SE e T5 207 A 725

FAT, HCC AT B B B AL in T B 2w 9a 175
SRABR, H LU 4 2 2R Bk vk, TR
WAl R IR T A REFH R S5 18, (EBTRITRTT SR
FNT B K TR A R S Ao K IBF RIS e A REAR 21T
{ZHPNFTFARI . BRIk, % HCC il B B ALk T Y
BFRARTAVARBF IR E F0T5 )

HAOHER . AR ARUIG S 8 & F R IR
4 RO IR, 4 I IE 4 #2 (future liver remnant,
FLR) g [ IE§IEE, FLR/ T4 FH (standard
liver volume, SLV) >30%; HeAT B HERFRRINFAL &
FLR/SLV>40%]. FFZhAE Child-Pugh A 2% + 5> B 4% .
Tol T ot sl TEr s 1~2 2% (Vpl~2) | TEIFsh
e (1) .

3 S BhIRTT R

3.1 FrshBhiG 7 B AR HEBATT I RS
OR =G/ MR, BARTFARAERE, RIETFARTEIZ
(=1lcem) , OBKEEFARES [WHIEEE (alpha
fetoprotein, AFP) 7K>F & . =0 (microvascular
invasion, MVI) JAPG &, MR B A ATESE ] FREEE
A . Rk, A EATFEE 4] (China clinic liver cancer
staging, CNLC) T a#]. I bH#Fn#4 I a #ify HCC
B, BRI TR DIET s T oah e T
AU HAEEfaE kK R FER HCC B3, #fFEA LS
#1297 (multi-disciplinary treatment, MDT) [#BA 5%
TEBFHEINEIT R TFAR, LAEIEAR G & & K,
HEFE AT B VBT I B N d e B K EN
CNLC I a~ I a i & fF& %5 2E 419 CNLC I b HiFn
Il a J B35 Hop, CNLC I b 1B, 40 )mBRIE
] — B[R, s mT DAEII 3£ 7oA A T Rl A #E 1)
ErvaEl 4M L CNLC I a 8B, s RIRAER
— BRI, BAF AT TR boERe 1~2 9 (Vpl~2) ,
AT AT UIBRII IR AR, SAF SRR Y (Vvl)
FERERENS LB RO VIFRAY B2,

CNLC I a~ I a AR fEE KR FWHE: O
T MVI fHME; QMR AESREAME:; O 5]
S5 FARYIZ <l ecm, CNLC 1 b~ I a | E 1Y
mfeE R HFEWE: OMEEHE >3 /4~ OMEEKE
% >5cm; QEIRER; @ MVI AL, Ok,
LB g E2=R: OAR] AFP K P& ®IiE CRAT
£ 957 (hepatitis B virus, HBV) DNA # & 25 25 4
T, RS 5 (ARsHrEIF R, Feft) 7R
HCC R Jr& %W, hT Bai HCC #iiiBhiay T E %
BREEARR, ELia%REEEE (MR EEEE

fEm SR

RWZ) ARG, BIGEE S E A S TR
EiRES (clinical trial) H I &,

fii & CNLC 4y Wipu s hn, FARUIEREE LK#%EH
JR T AR R LA £ RN B A A R KUK
TG . AT REAESEE R RENEE, FHiGTT
308 1o 42 o I B A P el R BB b B ORAIE R B ) AR E0%%
ok B ETE.

HIRMEFF: T4 RO UIBR, FMEA®EEE R
WIAEE, MR R IR b BEA TR iy T s X T
Temifeld kK HFNEE, NEBGETTHH AT (%
H17) .

3.2 FEnshia o AN AERABRTTRIE R, B
Al RE S B 1 2 Je ST i L U IR 5 e i ™
EAHENEMEFARIEBIEmH R F AL, FHit,
XA HHTH B iR TT FIAE R BR ., MREAR
BRAYIRT R YE B N IR BVRYT B bR, FERETHIBITGTT Y “ &

WO BDTRTT R R — B A LS3 A A, KA
H 4 A, S BUSERETT BAVERIEFAR (TEititt
ai/NEE) T TRTT 5 Z A AR R AL A B R
T UL T I RE it dr b AT A Aok B, TR bR e 2
HGRYT FBe, AR TR,

33 FEIE T AR
3.3.1 HNETT

33.1.1 & % % ¥ Bk #& & & J7 (trans-arterial
chemoembolization, TACE)  .4E % TiBaHL A Bk
152, ARui TACE ANREME ] F A UIEE HCC HERY
Fo e A BB AR Y AN OR, A
Fiif TACE fgHA B 4E K B2 B ABAT I A 2> 3] (Barcelona
clinic liver cancer, BCLC) B #j HCC B # W ILE kK EHF
R EA A Y, UC T 1R, Guo 25 1 R
F T ARHi TACE 1A 15 I BT /28K 2= prifiey BCLC
A/B # HCC BERITHIITER, &R B/ RE WL %
(objective response rate, ORR) A% 62%, fE 51 {5if5%%E
BZFARUBRNEE Y, 1240 A#RAERFREA 76%,
[Fl 7 BlEE (14%) RIGHELE R TRk pCR,

3.3.1.2 KF#h mki# 246 97 (hepatic arterial infusion
chemotherapy, HAIC) 2023 4¢ 3% [# Ifq JK I g 2 &

(American Society of Clinical Oncology, ASCO) 44
ST T AP T O I R e R &5 L . T FOLFOX
75 2 HAIC 1 538 5l BVEIT 77 RIRTT K Z AR Y
BCLC A/B ] HCC 34 g W] o e 35 Tl J5 . HAIC 2 JE
#H (n=195) VAR 248 3AEQAEAFZ M4 97.7%,
86.3% F177.1%, i HAETFRAEE (n=197) 14 24,
3 AR AR 1R 90% . 80.9% F1170.6% (P<0.001)
S5HBETARHBEEMEL, HAIC 4H B E i Ltk RATT
B BIE R (AT, 17440 LLISAA,
P=0.032) ",
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Hi0EFE . TACE % o] T AYIER HCC BERIARH
B EETT VE A 41, #E#* CNLC I b ] HCC &
FEARAHAT TACE (I Jdfe#E) , sibeAskinyr (10
TetE) o AFFAKMHERCNLC T a~ 0 b #l] (EEXE
FRiERY BCLC A/B #) HCC BFApidE4F HAIC (14
#FE) .

332 AR tEGLEiny T HCC RIyT20R
e, BLRYRYY . RIEIRTT AR GUATT TRIVH A
HCC Hli Bis T - 4 TOBTRYT5 ik, A28 Bhin T s
i Z AR TUR MUIFSE, Sl S mp i — 2R A Bt A
ARG (B 4) o BT BhYGTT Y B AR K
INERS I B MEHIRTT I, PRI S e s A
IR ATRTT FBe . FriliBhia YT 5 SR G L AR
BURBETAYLEHIRE, HBLERE R GRTTIN R g
BN R IRANRTT %, A0, RGuaTT TR
WiGTT A 2 IETIEERT oGl 7RISR (R 1)
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(ECBT Al BTG T B RREY T 200 754 S R A I R Z2UE

s [RIRFUEHIT R0E & R AR A7 3R 48 AR K
JoIR DAt — LRI

HIAHERE: A Al Z RE0HH AT I w2
IRBFFEUEDE ,  TARYE I —Sdh T A s SO PR
5% (MPEEry) , dnl e H Rl A RAEEIGTT
/AT R B R A MR AY 5 %2 (TNEHERT )

3.33 #ATE T DLEEAAID FEEM L i — T
E AriEYE O ITST, SH4ERERImE it & BT AR %)
Z (FARUIZ < 1cm) 11938 fidh e HCC HE& R H
AT H L BURSHATT . PALBEHAIT & 50 Gy, 45
R, BEHEITIE 1A AR T2, ORR ik 42.1%,

EIE s Hl2 (disease control rate, DCR) ik 100%, J-
B P Do et By S AR AR B8R e B A7 2., 3 AR
5 AR AR 25y IR 75.4% F1169.1%, 3 4RH0 S AR TCHR

% 1 HCC BT MR R R

eSS W BE %k 1RI7 A WF5E 45 5 FAR PIp il e
FiecEs 2 + REs Rk 10 20 6 Jfl RGP R 29.4% 94.4% (17/18) 5.6% (1/18)
Hagy 1 SERIPREMR R 5.9%

KR e 1 b 15 8 J 12 B33 RO LIBR 86% (12/14) _
Bagy FE TR R i A 1k ¢ A LR MR
5] (42% )
B A adr « & 1w I 16 21~28d FERIGEEEE . 3] (20% ) _ _
e
DAY+ g40A T b3 25 6 J4] ORR: 29% (6/21) 84% (21/25) 4.8% (1/21)
Ju gy 1 FEIRBEH R 56% (9/16)
SEAINHREAH R . 38% (6/16)
A PTILIE T 13~14 64 FEIRIIEARR : 33% (3/9) b 69.2% (9/13) It 7.7% (1/13)
AP + A FHIL 27% (3/11) 78.6% ( 11/14) I o
Hagrp U TTP: 9.4 1A 19.53 1~ H
TeiFEEAE: 9.4 M A 1953 A
FIpE e + REAIEE T8 16/13 8 JH Bl + HEh 78.6% (11/14) 7.1% (1/14)
Fgg 1 ORR: 57.1%
CHrlBh + #Bh FEYRILEAR: 27.3% (3/11)
HHBh) SEAIREREMRR: 9.1% (1/11)
P e + REFIZR T 60 48+ AR5 64 FERHIZ R 40% 86.7% (52/60) _
gy 2O Rt JE135 SERRPLGENHR R 5%
CHrimeh + Hh)
R EFIER BT + BT T4 31 ARWET4 DM + RATORR: 13.8%(4/29, RECIST 1.1) . 89.7% (26/29) _
g ARJE 14E 48.3% (14/29, mRECIST)
CHriiEy + #0h) F PRI . 38.5% (10/26)
SEIRREIR R 7.7%
BEAERpy+ 0tk T 24 R4 AW+ ORR: 542% (RECIST 1.1) | 87.5% (21/24)  12.5% (3/24)
g ™ FNEE Y G 75.0% ( mRECIST )
CHriiBh + 58h) iR iia 0w weN DCR: 87.5%
T A2 BYAS KL BRI 353%
SERNRPLERR . 17.6%
CREE + B 24 34 Mt mRECIST PPAR 95.8% (23/24)  4.2% (1/24)

PD-1+TACE™

ORR: 83.3% (HFFHTHE ) |

79.2% (7 PFEH 22 LA 1EAS )

DCR: 95.8%

FENHZ R 16.7%

SEATRILEMA . 25%

e HCC A ATFANAEIEE; PD-1 MAREFPPESET- 2 A —1; TACE A%

BohPkREFELIT; ORR N B WL BIZE fif%; TTP A b e [a]; RECIST 1.1
N SRIGSFROPMARE 1.1; mRECIST ik KSR RO ARiE; DCR il ;

“=7 IR Ik
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o A2y Bk 54.1% F1141.0%,

%t SEER % 47 & v m[ Y) Bz HCC B 3% 3k 17 5048 &
B, 2004—2014 4 151 il B & £ % R S5 SR IT,
93 {5l i E 2 R RTSHEIT, RAEBSHEITHEE S
A A D e R e S A A I B T R R SR T 4L
B, 5RGEHBSHEITHEL, RATHEETT 2 & P
67% 1 U8 4 f 4 TR A6 T2 VRS [ AU Bb - (hazard ratio,
HR) =033, 95% & 1% [X.[A] (95% confidence interval,
95%CI) : 0.19~0.53, P<0.001] F1 68% 1 J&3 #6 3= 3¢ 1
RS (HR=0.32, 95%CI: 0.19~0.53, P<0.001) 2

MBHHETT . TR, HSHETT SFAREAVETT S
P T Mo S EoR, W TEREAR L ET
HAEE, BAIEHATH S AT RIGTTH B ST
BESTHEIUEESL, MBGHAT 5SFRBEATRITAR
B VAR 2 AR B AR E S BIR TT.1% 1 45.4%, Bmal
WHHATT A S A T AR F s 2,

IR CNLC I a~ I a v FoREIER, (Hfh
FANGAT RIS . T E T A REDS & e EE, o
PEAT R EHR B BCATT (T4E?) 5 CNLC I a )
AR R 1~2 9 (Vpl1~2) SOPEIF#ERIEY (Vvl)
R B AT AT R AT B HARYT (TRHERE)

ARBTBFHATT IR HER . ARRTEESHETT R 245/
MR, PR T AN, BRIRT RIS, PR
mfE TR BE N AFP KCF . MVIES &, LR A
BT ARAE RO . Ay A BB Rl BB A T X T
AHIFZMA, GRS B R TT K A g X, (gross
tumor volume, GTV) 50~60 Gy/20~25 Fx, it &I #8 X
(planning target volume, PTV) 40~50 Gy/20~25 Fx,
RAE L IE AL Z R, RELFILAELEN LR,
EREIFABEINTARI R (TRHEE) 5 xR
B AT AH & B R ECHART T RIESE A 2 . AHT
TR B AT BT AR R @S ARG B A
Tl 6~12 FJE AT FAIRIT

DU B G AT BRI ST UEDE 02K A R . LS,
FEAERTA BEERRENE MBI BIATT rhakas 0 ) L
W HCC A Im R A I A B AT BTl Bhiey T . il
MDT FHBATE 55 PEAE, TN E AR TR & B R AU,
el VAT 2R a8 AT 0 FECARRARAL KRS 24 H
REAT R BDTRTTING B RS BRATETT Y, A%
4 AP ARFME MR 7T %

4 BEALIBTT RS

FeALinyT Y B AR TR HCC AR UIBRA =8, 153
REME 2 2l RO DIBRHI T AR, B, BT
JEBSH R BRI THE A, 1RTT IR RS2 AR R, 4
B ICTEMSARYT SCHIWT Tk ARG YEDIRR, WIZka 2%
BRI .

FALIRI TR EARARER 94 2 28 OMIAAJE FLR
AR QLKL RO UIKE, St EEa TR,
fA(E MDT HBA RS T BIBIAH BIGT TSR, FeIb /et fT
TR,

fEm SR

4.1 4txf FLR R 89340048 57

4.1.1 435 FLR 269354074 7 B 5 ABE AT
T i 25 ShRerIbRifE A . ORFEHREIEH & [ ITZhAg Child-
Pugh A &%, 5|k 2% 15 min #f ¥ 2¢ (retention rate of
indocyanine green at 15 min, ICG-R15) <10%]. JCHf#E
b %55 FLR/SLV>20%~30%; @ ff: A5 18 PE I3 sl T 5
s (AR L, B ARt 258ia)T
FRATFH% ) 55 FLR/SLV>40%; O T ThaE#H 3 S8 N
SR E LH FLR (41 ICG-R15=10%~20%, &5
FURFREAL 520 FLR/SLV>50%) "7, Joikik 3 BikAr
#ERIA FLR A2

% 3 50 FLR {897 SRR AU 2K S s )F & 5E, W
PR PREIT LA B8 AR 0% <65 %, ITHhREIE R (T
IHE Child-Pugh A £, ICG-R15<10%) , FLR A~ 2 (IF
WA, FLR/SLV<30%; A ST wFTHils4,
FLR/SLV<40%) , —BCRERLY, FARM=Z DRI,
Fer IR, e EARIE, R ke

4.1.2 4F2f FLR R 6934075 57 B A7 9 &% FLR
AR BEWHACIRIT PR BIANEYT BARA . @ik feE T
B AR UE T IE A B i A=, | FLR A2 #5748 24 FLR /2
W%, WEFUIBRARIENRG, A PIERR HCC ik
Al Yk, ARBER R FAREE ARSI TFR,
FEARTE Mgg 2y Rt G O, T S B e B A AR
UL, FFIhRefEsr. 25 FARMZ R A ML Al
HIVETT H3e, anl 1§ kte %€ (portal vein embolization,

PVE) [ 1#tIkZEFL (portal vein ligation, PVL) fj—
P YIER A, PVE A TACE s Jif ## ik #2 %€ (hepatic
vein embolization, HVE) [ BT HIEREA. A NTIE
4y BEF0 PVL 19 — B i UIBR A (associating liver partition
and portal vein ligation for staged hepatectomy, ALPPS) 1

HOHEE . W FHREMTR)G FLR A2 /) CNLC
Il a~MbHHCCHEE, BNAEAEANEFRHA
ALPPS f1PVE, LIH9jn FLR (I 4EFE) .

42 A3t Kk LI RO Wtk SIS F RiESFARY
G T

42.1 43 L EZIL RO Itk AT B F RiEASF AR
HAG T B ABE BAR ABEA IR 044 012 580 RO
PIBR s AN E A TFA, (A AT Rei ity T et fT

ARYIBRIF AT REIR G K A AR  CNLC T a~ 1T a )
oI RO VIR s L RBEFARYIZ (=1 cm) 1Y
H&, CNLC I b~ Il a #f]. FEiksci RO UIBRE AR 2
PEAFARPIEE, bk Tk 3~4 9 (Vp3~4) ,
BRI E TR (Vv2) | TRERRR (VV3) ke,
CNLC I b #. Rl (BEBHHE< 5 484
Sk R B2 < 3 em) SN LR,

422 4F3F Ak I RO byt KAY B F RiEASF R
B EEALIE 9T B AR L IL FRARIBTT S iB BIRY T D) B A
e B GENSER, KRR IR SE, ST A e
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4 % iR (complete response, CR) /b 4y 2% fi# (partial
response, PR) , 3% % 5 fa & (stable disease, SD)
FEE 3~4 A A [ S R SE AR IT 8P AR (modified
response evaluation criteria in solid tumors, mRECIST)
Frife 1, BRI, BARRART .

(1) FFPR G O T B8 i B S8 H AR % (e
JEECH >4 4) M S sk B RN A E, FARIR
FEK. FAAEE A E A AT UIERA B, BIhFE LI &%
& AR mRECIST frife HBL R, JRktia 4E/ (B
TR R A6/ R B sE B b) , RTERIEFAR I,
FARAMEEEFEAC; SD HpLE4s /N, BiIEE 2~3 1~ H
Ja FEFEFAVIER.

(2) AFFRIMAE R XTI AR ke,
anl TERbk R Ty Iomae . A T IEERIGER,
Toid LB RO UIRRIEE, MIhEEILr &t ik Bl
B eGR4, Mg e BRI (4 CNLC Maffi— O b ) .

(3) MFAMERBIEN: HTrEAFIN (A
WhELZE) #efpkbiEss (CNLC b H) , pEhikfbiy
SRR IIE R e 2 TEIEN:, BRI AT P
IR AR YIRS A T MRS L DI

HIOHETF: 0T ICiksEHl RO UIBR SR 4 AN i
ATARNES, HFEES BTG TAILS, B
FEAL R SR BOARTERT kL . A IR R Mt AT S M
GOt Ty (1 9ds)

43 AL T A E
43.1 hNEF

43.1.1 TACE TACE ®]LL4y A& TACE (conventional-
TACE, c¢TACE) Fi1245 % i it Bk TACE (drug-eluting
beads-TACE, DEB-TACE) , fE ik /D534 2 G01RTT BVAEAR,
cTACE ZH:ALIGIT I T B ", Zhang % ™ JF R 1)
— I [l EPERT T o, 584l TACE 4 (n=39) #HEL,
cTACE (bt i Th g e & TR U (n=43) fRewsfE
K HCC s B8 HCC BERAE KB AEFY (F
B85 5% 49 S A 31 4~ A, P=0.027) ., %
— 5[] o P F 9T B R, R K 22 bR v A B Y] HCC 2%
£ ¢TACE L B 2h Jr #2552 S A iR (radiofrequency
ablation, RFA) V&IT, MAAERFIICEIREGER SR
FFA K LhrifE 5% RFA 1B —ZiAYT 1 HCC B+
VT (P 14y Bk 0.74 F10.39) P,

55 ¢TACE #Htt, DEB-TACE RE g I il 4 5 7 &6
W, MR R R KR, K BEN RS P,
Li % CY i —J5 [ B R 5 S, DEB-TACE 41 (n=42)
5 CTACE 4 (n=39) BEMNRLAZMELHEER

(P=0.167) , Tfij ORR 2844y (P=0.003) , H.JCik
R (P=0.028) FugEfR (P=0.037) ‘B35,

43.1.2 HAIC #H#: T TACE, HAIC #;3 T % #,
ko TR AP SR S A R R, Li % ™Y
A — T I ARG ML R IR0 2 B, JEF FOLFOX J5 11
HAIC (FOLFOX-HAIC) {/¥7 v #F (n=159) wfi

QR A )

SEFIIES TACEVRITINERE (n=156) BIRIER (23.1
A H B 1614 H, P<0.001) , ORR (46% Lk 18%,
P<0.001) FEEfLEIBR=E (24% Lk 12%, P=0.002) ]
wher, H HAIC 4™ EAR B RAREZEICT TACE
2 (19% Lk 30%, P=0.03) . ImIRIAFEZRAEW], MET
.4l TACE, TACE 4 HAIC LA FAR%E (L3 B,

20234 H10% H4M

4.3.1.3 4FH A ATE 77 (selective internal radiation
therapy, SIRT) SIRT XFRZ 2l it 44 %€ (transarterial
radioembolization, TARE) , Kolligs % % (1 — I [ifi #L.
xf 92 %t LE T TACE 5 SIRT {897 4~ Al Y] B HCC 1y
Fra, A5 W R SIRT 3% TACE HA 8 & 1Y ORR (30.8%
kb 13.3%, P<0.05) .

HAIOHERF . T D R (T R 4 TC i SR B RO )
B, (BA ATREFALIGTT IR T PARVIBRAVEE , "R
CTACE #1 DEB-TACE (I £d#fi#) . HAIC (1 Z4ifi#)
8 SIRT (L) .

432 A%y RHGUAT (BAERE G GBAEIRTT)
ol R A AR TR B TR BB . RGHRIT R
fLiny TR A 2RSS (R 2) o H Tt
IBITHI B2 A /[ FARP HCC At A n FA, Hifi
T2 ORR LR HIRTT B

433 MANBHBEEZLET NMABRITHA RGHA
TTERALIRYY PRI O LTS (%3) o &
BUBIRIATIRTT LT R R8Pl dE ioday T 3ems, Seitin
TTOREERNATT YA, BARRTT 7 TARYIEFE R e ft )
FARUIBRIIRALIHE T2 W KR eiaTT i E L5t
Wy (2021 ig) M,

AR, T E T YIRRAY HCC, HICRA
EZE ST SR R i R e A Dl
VIR HRRIRTT e A YR A= 06 0 &, HEFF /£ MDT [4 A
PREAE TR AT A+ BE ZR B A 6] 57 (tyrosine kinase
inhibitors, TKI) + Gyt ibiayysam (ML) |
A TR IR TR TKI 125 (k2
Sl AT (HERE)

434 4% B E-TREEYL BB R R, R
FAR AR T8 oA 3 9 (Vp3) Fid4 9 (Vp4)
HCC #3, RIS R A0 B B s AR T et i o)
A (n=82) S4iffUIbRA (n=82) , HUHHATT 7
18 Gy/3 Fx, WHEIT IS BRI, HBSHATT IS
FARAN) L ESGE SRR, RATHTH
B CHHRIT 4 12 F1 24 A H B AAF 350 Bk 75.2% Fn
27.4%, T EAal T AL 4 B2 43.1% F19.4% (P<0.001) ;
R BT BhRCHATT 4L 12 F0 24 A A PR A A5 384y B
2 33.0% 11 13.3%, T2l AL 4> Bl 14.9% F13.3%
(P<0.001) B2,

Fh ] — TR AT I TR SR B TR E T B A L
JEJR VR TT HCC R[] Mo e Fn /w8 % Wi g e 119 22
SRR, AR TT &Y 54 Gy, ORR



O T2eEY 202348 #10% H4W ER5HIR
R 2 RGBT ERLBITRAIER
i A4y N IPIES %R WFo 45
Sun ¥ 2020 4F TKI: e / B e 60 HAbZ, 18.3%
( BEFE AN ) PD-1 Fofa: WAFERIBRPRST / {50 R R4 / AT ORR: 55.6% (RECIST 1.1)
R R A ERFADT / AT
Sun % 1! 2020 4F TKI: ©1k& e 59 HAVGE T ARG 10.2%
( BEFEATN ) PD-1 Hiff: REGFIZRSHT / R / ORR: 27.3% (RECIST 1.1) . 55.9% ( mRECIST)
WA BR BT / 1538 A BT / 4 A ) BT
Zhang % 7 2023 4F TKIL: Sf&&e 56 Ak R . 55.4%
AR AT ) PD-1 450 WAERI R AHT / {5 R e / ORR: 53.6% (mRECIST) . 44.6% (RECIST 1.1 )
R R PR /R T IR AT
Tada % B 2023 4F SR 49 AL 68%
ORR: 13% (RECIST 1.1) . 35% ( mRECIST)
Wang % ™1 2023 4 B + fF A bt 36 HAb#. 33%
ORR: 36.1% (RECIST 1.1) . 66.7% ( mRECIST )
Sun % 1 2023 4F {1 BAhT + DUARER Bt 30 HAbZ. 56.7%

ORR: 26.7% (RECIST 1.1)

s TK A7)
RSEHRRIT RO AR

PD-1 ARFEMAIET- M —1; ORR N WSEMR,; RECIST 1.1 NSARRITF AT ARE 1.1; mRECIST Sk

& 3 NABA RGAT AT FHIESR

BE5E ARy VIR S Bk WFoE4s R
ZENVLAEZA T 2017 4F TACE+ ZHidER 142 M fE P T I DIBR =R 14.8%
He %5 42 2019 4F HAIC+ ZHidE)E 125 HALRFARVIBER: 12.8%
ORR: 752% (RECIST 1.1) . 76% ( mRECIST)
He 4 ¥ 2018 4F HAIC+ Z&HhidE)e 35 HALEFARVIGRZE. 143%
ORR: 40% (RECIST 1.1) . 62.8% ( mRECIST)
Zhang % 2021 4F HAIC+TKI+PD-1 Hi i 25 FEALRFARYIGR: 56.0%, 741 (28.0% ) %K% pCR
(Hrr 1 IR AERE, 7 Fd s ORR: 96% ( mRECIST)
e, 17 GifERER&ER)
He % ™ 2021 4 EAREIC + FiEm A Bt +HAILC 71 AR FARVIBRER: 12.7%
ORR: 59.2% (RECIST 1.1) . 67.6% ( mRECIST )
Zhang % 1 2022 4F TACE+ ©1&# e +PD-1 HifkLL 71 AR 50.7%, ORR: 78.9% ( mRECIST)
TACE 71 Ak 15.5%, ORR: 16.9% ( mRECIST )
Gan %17 2023 4% LA AIRIT + SR + R AIRGT 37 AR 40.5%, 34 (8.1% ) ik% pCR
ORR: 67.6% (RECIST 1.1) . 75.7% ( mRECIST )
Zhang % 1*8 2023 4F TACE+ 18 + REGHIZRAbT 55 Ak, 553%, 23.1% i5%) pCR
ORR: 72% ( mRECIST )
Tan % ¥ 2023 4 FOLFOX4-HAIC+ B 55 I BE B 5T + 1k 18 AR, 61.1%, 57.1% (4/7) i5% pCR
Je ORR: 94.4% ( mRECIST)
Hong 4z 1] 2023 4F HAIC+ 2441k JE +PD-1 22 AL . 52.6%, 25% (1/4) k%) pCR
ORR: 84.2% ( mRECIST)
Dong 4 1°!1 2023 4F HAIC+ &1RE e +PD-1 64 HAbZ. 31.25%

ORR: 56.3% (RECIST 1.1)

1 TACE A4 45 e SE4by7; HAIC AT S KL TKI R i 2 R0 55, PD-1 MR P HEAET - A —1; ORR UL B %
RECIST 1.1 RS9y 7380 F M AR IE 1.1; mRECIST it K SEASRI RN FRiE; pCR A SE IR ; RECIST RSy v 8P bt

53.4%, DCR % 76.6%, df{i S84 16.8 ~H, ¥
Jpi 3k JR2 ) E] (time to progression, TTP) 24 7.1 4~ H;
I THER kAR 3 9% (Vp3) HCC AW 2 4F SRR K
66.1%, wf et @A Ar ik 16 A A ), g ik 4k
A RSB BRHETT + FARMIETT Sk B,
Toit AR IR 16 N H, N—E AERE TiZEEA
FEFARUIERAY AT 47

TR AT U B I g e 1 Mo e 119 25 A 40 BT 119 45 2R
Bor, AFTRECTEROER 3 2 (Vp3) Fn4 2 (Vp4)

B, RuriaHaTT + FPRE AT RE ER S
B HE AF [ AE R fE B B (relative ratio, RR) =2.02,
95%CI. 1.45~2.80, P<0.000 1][54]0 — IR e 10 K=
i 2 5 R PERT R bE T A iR T Bl & H it 5
HRIT R 5FENARRIRTT HCC fyyrsk, 1035 k]
A i A4 Jm 2 e 3 HCC g 38 1) R4 DT B R 9 45 4R 18
R, SEAAFRAMEL, BEHATTHFREMREETE
m (8.5% bk 1.0%, P<0.001) , Hfr g bR E K
(10.6 ~HEb 424 A, P<0.001) Bs1



e SR

— T B BRI ST PR [R5 AT e 5 HAIC V39T )R
e H W) 4a A W] B HCC BB 1IT7 3k, ZhA 243 14
EET A1 6] (16.9%) FZHIAHEDIEAR, FAAEE
SRRk (5 FSAEFE: 49.6% Lk 9.8%,
P<0.01) B¢,

R AT IBHETT 5 7% R RIS . O MsF
P REE A T R X ARYE PR &, DABATE AR B it
UL T RESRIF SR R Mg s 6l s QARSI AL FEF2 sl BT 4
EEFE NG e A A R R SR YR TT , sl 2D s iadT .
SR PR VEIT IR A R8T . BUETT [P R RVETT
B A Sy iRYT B PE M NEE, Sk, FLR &/,
TH I8 H XU e A R 3 2B

HiO#fEFF. CNLC I a~ I b WIFIhBEfE& A2
BE AT R Ar s ey, B4, f2dt FLR
oo (MZdfEe?s) 5 CNLC I a & 1Ek Ikt 3~4
G (Vp3~4) BMFEF bk = TR (Vv2) | T ik A
(Vv3) Jake B Al AT R AT AT (T RAERE)
CNLC I b AL 3 s bk s 4688 vl itk 17
JFJE & e B R AT AT R A ikt (M) .
Kot FHEAL B AT 2 IR R AR YT B R 2D AT T BIF]
SHLIRTT A S iayT (IMRAfERE)

RATFEAC AT I =4 SE . X FLR 208 HE
#, BICEIINE AT GTV 50~60 Gy/20~25 Fx,
PTV 40~50 Gy/20~25 Fx, RIEEI B IEHHHZ&E,
BAFZHEICE M LR, RARZDERET, SEP
GIEVRTY , BRIV AR YT e A e VR TT 1Y B Xt A
Bl 5 N P S ™ k%, DA IRE S HH 3 7™ B 1 9 O
A BT VR TT AT 2R K 2 80 8 b 25 40 B RO
T, BUX R RS HETT GTV 40~50 Gy/10 Fx, PTV
25~30 Gy/10 Fx, 1% 50 E] T 6T AR 052 M 7 B 5
FR (M)

5 MHiER LA

HCC JIF B A i e (L SR YT A B A A 08 Bk
i, B, (E8 H HCC FFREHE 52 fh i Bebm itk ity
BEREBPE TIPS RAFRCR

5.1 HCC FF# M & R F AR A K2EbrdEE BRI
) Tz W) HCC P R84 =2 Rk Bbrife, £F & K Zhnife
B HCC BENBH ARG 4 £ S AEFEMERE R AEFF
oy Bl Ay 85% 1 92%, HEAEFREHEZ TR
B2 SR B 95 BB A 24 BT, Yao % B¥ 7E 2001 4541
T3 E A AR e K24 IH 4 Ll 4> 8 (University of
California, San Francisco, UCSF) #xrif:, 74 UCSF #x
HE HCC IFRBAE A | 40 5 4R B A A3 4 BIh 90%
F75.2%, S5PF A K ZhRMER HCC T2 M BE AL TT
T 22 5

AN A HLD BT HCC RS A& 7 TIE A 4 Ji 1k
F1 T, G up-to-seven Frife ™, FARARAE ™, %
& hnife 1 Rk bRAE 2 2 (Bfsk 3) . #TIEAY HCC
IR 2 R e AR EAN I TR T IR K/, S0 H 558
AR, ELbOk b 2 il I e s A A T A R

QR A )

bran AFP S AEN, B AR bR & HCC TR
BB RVEFIRE .

20234 H10% H4M

5.2 A HCC M B AL AR L AT A 09 G TR 76 77

5.2.1 @it #4is 7 ZIAT A AL 69 & L ARTEK L4
i, (¥ 6% 1 HCC BEFF A BmAbnE ™, Hitiz
FrOEMEIN A T 441, G HH 24—l ik b
HER) HCC BER AT N P gk 28, M A2 48 hn
HCC & % KK ™, M TACE 8¢ £ 85 57T kB
i HCC 2381, LA R LS ARiE, (R EfR
TR AR 2R 5 BB e T A A BEAYEE R, Yao 2
— IO R L, 64 IR HCC S5 AP FE M A
Ja 5 AR ERN 71.8%, TodtAAF34 90.8%, 1M
332 flk L bR Y HCC B IR A TG 5 4 8 ETF
I 81%, ot fRAEAERA 8%, 7 —Tixf 3 B
HUG Y HCC g ATy 2 b ME e R BE, 109 4] 5% )
P HCC BE B A G 5 4E 84738 79.7%,
T A3k 87.3%, Kardashian % " Fbis T3k F
FEE L .0 HCC FBAEIBERE (20 /Sy, 2002—2013 4F)
M HCC B I RAE a9, BRI T R 1 R b iRy T

DESIR, A LERAEN Y HCC B IR A TS 5 £ 84k
FRFICE KGR B 71.3% 1 68.2%, #BA 24
WP HCC B35 4> 34 64.3% F1159.5%, H, A
W BERIEIT G I HCC PR v LAIR 2 5 75 & I B AR
HEAR M4 AT .

52.2 @i EAE T KA ARE B LT,
BRI e AR SO TT A FF IRg B ey P oK 2 o s
UCSF $rifEN, XHaai X g4y (locoregional therapies,
LRT) {OHFEEE% i wT LA b A | Iohoeg 2 4 = (O i B A
M. FEHIIhRYZE S A T & MR 2R, anknda i i
Af . EPERIPEITT 2. FEHE AT AU BRI TT B MR o 2%
fREFFSET R, 2018 4EEE AT HWF I 2 (American
Association for the Study of Liver Diseases, AASLD)
T R DOK 22 bt SR B3 AR B D) B0 20K 2= Aife J
P % R IFRAE, HZeRE R DHEES 3~6 4~ H Y,
fE35 [, UNOS R H T UCSF B 5 %, M (i
Forb i tH T AN TR B R AL BB R B b, ARG 1E 1L 5
AFP < 400 p /L (1500 FRFA K 2hrie ™, JRIT R
HEL R4/ 30%~50%"", SAESr fH R AF s BE R HCC
B BEIIATT W] JC R gt Jee

523 #4895 % HCC JFB B ENIELIET 5
F PRI AN, R IE R, $58 .
WO, ARIMERIL. EBEFEE. BEEIRE RS
RT3 22 e YR ek .
— T AT s P Wi PR R 22 B o, K 2L AR ifiERY HCC
B (n=64) £ TACE /YT Ja 33.9% Wk ] B Th I £
Z TIHFRHE, 5K 2Lkl N5 TACE 1R DM AT
B HCC & (n=136) W5 EBAEGFRER TSI
B (73.5% bk 72.3%, P=0.31) " % TR B
IR, RBEARZARUER) HCC #351:52 TACE BA il {iHfl
(microwave ablation, MWA) (TACE-MWA) (»=91)



O 2eE) 20234 5105 %4

4l TACE (n=140) , TACE-MWA 4 H % [ sk i
2T TACE 4 58.3% [77.1% (37/48) Lt 53.8% (14/26) ,
P=0.039], BTt R ITC B 225 (380d Lk 247 d,
P=0.043) , TACE-MWA .2 035 s 778 (1488 d By
700d, P=0.002) .

— T b #% TACE (n=43) 5 SIRT (n=43) %} HCC
W 25 SR I R 90 45 B B 7k, SIRT 5 TACE (1935 4y 2 fift
2450k 61% F137%. 31% [ TACE 4 8% 1 58% 19
SIRT 4 H# ScEi ], SIRT HHBETLE RAGFH T E
KT SIRTHHEE (1774~ AL 7.1 4 H, P=0.0017) ,
SIRT H & B AT EE K (416 AL 19244,
P=0.008) ., 7, SIRT 7Ef% HCC M UNOS T, #i[% %
T, W5 E it T TACE™,

bt & HCC RGRTT LWMIAKT R, KFho 140
W 259 FN R P VR TT 5 Z R i b T HCC T4 AR Rif
Bedebtbad f 70 ROSTE AR, REIEIT ATRE R
JFESPE RS B HE R LA %, Bk, fER5
IRIT IR Y B U IS R RO, FRAR R i
TT 245 4 ) - o B o L Tl 452 25 B B 5 RS 4 T A I e (]
i) B

HiQWF: 2HET 5RENATT S A K HCC
AL PRI A 2GRN, A ARG T T3R5 1 b
WiRyerRed: (MZHfEE) o X T 24P HCC, Bl
Zfudh: TACE (I4fer7) . TACE-MWA (ITZHE#E) |
SIRT (I Zkifkr7) 5 X THwAHEL< 3.0 cm AYIPIE,
RFA Gl hAEIA B S22 PERTT 20 (TM4eHfER?) s RFA
FER MWL EE Y, 1 MWA & — Rl 22 2 1Y
RIT R (MPHRETR) .

6 EFARHAEE

6.1 ARTIFZHut R 52 RGUAIT BB AR RFE
Z AR IR] H AT T BB SR IE R e, e
Z HTWETERE LM BRI EE B . AR AR E S HESR AT
FNRTEPEIRRBFFE KB JE9T TKI 22541525 1~2
JE . A AR R 5 2 2~4 L DUERER B bifs 2
>6 Ji, anR AT TACE SO HHRTT, FARTAERKIA
IT 4 et T,

6.2 J7 AR AE ST ZCPE O AR 1.1[response
evaluation criteria in solid tumors (version 1.1), RECIST
117 & B A b 23 O EAE BT 80 il e ), Fe H
TR AR AR TT 25 B Ra T 2

SR, B A DU 2R A R R, TEIR K&
P HCC BiRIT i, P st m g5 anghidEfe. %
B REFB LB 25iaIT A F 2T FBE, (HLL
Jip g /N A P A5 B 251 RECIST 1.1 bl A 5E b e
EVETT SR MR R ZERE I U7, Aok, S REERAIATT .
TACE, JSHAIT % )JREaTT e, mR% Lk Mg &
FARTRETC BB B fL H 248K, RECIST 1.1 R gk TG
L B SRR T ISR bRy TR, TRl A S SRVRTT oY
il 2 18 B o

2009 4EEENTIEE SR T ok R ST rbs

fEm SR

#f: (modified response evaluation criteria in solid tumors,
mRECIST) #rifE, ARG RIS PEfGX 5, SR
PRI E LA B % (computerized tomography, CT)
s iR % (magnetic resonance imaging, MRI)
WAL IR T X 35, T2 230 B 24 o8 £ 5 A g 1) e K
B, WEMRIUESE, ERERAIRIT. RaTT &5
HYEITIT 20 PR |, mRECIST #xft8 RECIST 1.1 45
WS AT (PR 5) , AT Rt e 057 280R
Mo A A7, EAFTESEE SR, B R
mRECIST frife #9730 BP0 AERERAEaE S B, R
F mRECIST F i 7538 5 2 Wi e A% 3 5 gk, 3
GIAFELX, RN s r] EE M, RS R
AN B ELEE ARSI & B KA, kLA R TR = AR
ER o MR, BEACR RIE AR, (AT {E
AAESER AL ATRE D NI, pAh, TR AL
PEIT IR, BRI R RECIST 1.1 brifEdt 1T
TYRPRAE o AR T EEE KAEA R A B SR — 4R
THRZIRTT IO RIS, IS QB8 R AR I,
T A TR HCC 1RTTI TR 5.

6.3 RAT#pME Sl HiliGTT S LRy THY HCC
H, RHIPHE SHEMTARL, 28 (RRMEFEE
JrHRTE (2022 4D N ™, FEAR AT R B A S
UL, NFIEE 2 ShRe R AT EMh RS 00 (or W e fr &) it
Fr AT PEAL, B R JH 3 B 2R 58 e b 1 242 H A B se
R & (Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group performance
status, ECOG PS) PRy PRl EEAY 2 S 1E 0L R HIT
e Child-Pugh [T 5y 1Y% (indocyanine green,
ICG) THERIALR: SR ot v e (5 M 2 AT IERE B, PR AT
WEft 2 Thie. H2 RPEiBIT I BE LR PIEER G K E
T G AR SN BB e HAR S G DL

6.4 F AR X aadFibhiaTT BT ER, T
ARTVEEAIFARTT ARG T TR R R IR D RESR
AT R, TRAERESE /HLEE NTA. IR
TR, REURHTEDIER . MR DIER 77 2

6.5 Xjg &4 € R

6.5.1 KRk X+ HCC RJFHEE, BilAT2 F4
3~oNNHER 1R, ZEB6~12 0 AEE 1R, Bf
T3 B B AL4E AFP kP ™) 458 CT s 5% MRI®, 2
BE DGR HELE K, WIHRRR S R IETT Ja HIsT a) STk T
Rz, (1 ZdfEds)

6.52 IJam A6 IT 2 Wik A HCC B E bk 56T
HJ Meta 43 #7 S 715, HBV SN BT R 5535 (hepatitis C
virus, HCV) A HCC B MiaETF R #HTHUR
FRIT Re ok BF A TR ©7, 5 —T5 Meta 4y 47 .
/R, HCV #364E HCC B E & F RS HIEEIT E, £
SR o A TR RAFR TS . Bk, 4T HBV &
HCV #H3eE HCC B3, BUURESH THURERIT, 3R
PR S (TR



SR
7 MDT Zefii B B e (iR Fr RRI L Z= M

FERT B B e AL iR T 1 Ft b S MDT AU Hilg
VB, ARNRIT I FAEF A ISk, Bk
MY T XA T-BL . {897 I FARRHLAHESR . 16771
Rt rh AU AN B BB A B A AN [ 2 ] ) i A 1o
W eI SEhERYT HNE S5, BOE I MDT U0
W, DAPRIE rTARYE B8 A9 1 22 (LR e R TT T3 2t AT
PR, (EEE KRR RS .

8 WEHRITHIEE

HCC il Byt yT B Al v ke 2 2 % 1 1d 2 51 D TIE =
SURHE, B BNATT BB L@ BE . AR AT An{al RIS W
wfE AR, AT B E i HERTRE BhiR T 75 RS T
— W, BN, B B B AIRTT Al SR AR T AL

O Z2eE) 20234 5105 %4

[ 4n pCR, FEZEJHEPRLEf# (major pathologic response,
MPR) | PPfhibrite, KEAAGFIEE, DR HAY T
KRR ED A 5.

9 4iE

W B B AR T T HCC o B IRA SR &
RABEFE T ARVIBRRAE LT, Hitinr &t 2
LK IR OISR (T B iR TT S5 5%
LIGITRIAREX 53 67T 77 BRI SR 75 2t — Y
WFFEAITHE

BEFRYT T BRI ST A T . vl I i DR T e ) e 5
TR, Bl B B AR T AU UE = “# IR YR SE . 7
AW E ARl B, P ESRERSRE,
HCC ARy B SHT7 e R A5 5, I e
HhE HCC BH BB,

MR 1 ARHEIERZE S

g K R
1 =] FEHERY Meta 7387 . HIBEAILX BRI RATSE
2 1 — TR Meta 7047, /NRUBEHLXTIRBTSE . O R AP B R BRI TE . o1 - Xof BB
3 i AEXS IR A B I PRAIESE . R0 . 2
iR 2 AHLIRHEHFER
HERE R bt
I Zefers 1 2RIE4
—RFOUT , K 1 IERAE R T 9. BAORUE, 1 S BA G RRRAE . ol R ar fEE VRS i (L i5iE
BLUEWIRA ), MR P EAXIRE , BAN MR EGIT;  1 SEinhe , RRLEF RS, $258
5 R R FO R B R i
I e 2 5
—JBRFOUS , K 2 EUEEAE D T 9fery . BAORUE,  TTZAER AT QR RRAE - 7 [ PRuf [ N AT BERLG B 22 o0
WS BER e SO, R TT S PE2E s 0 LA, R e 2 T i e 5 R 2 RE T 25 SR TR IE s X T3k
st WL AELAAR B S ARG, LAMYRIG PN B EEE BN R, T IR 1 Zfieds
T g4 3 JEiER
X IEERR IS TB, BOREZ 38 1 EIEE AL, (HRERARA —EaERM, ] LUED MgUtifitE
IPNE =3
AR LR T EA FEESHEVI AR R i i, RESEEEHELFMNAYESE BT EA, RARA—ZEERK, NS
W L FEAERE BB T o AT LR AR S SR A TE A
Mk 3 BFRiEiRE
TR AR b HAEN%E

P =t
UCSF Fpifis
up—to—seven FpifE >

HUARARE

Ok HCC ik EAR < 5 em; @£ K HCCHRAEH < 34, HER < 3 em; @TLKIMERILFHIITFINET
Ok HCC AL AR < 6.5 em; QE4HEH < 31,

IR H K i e K AR (em ) ZFIANHEE 7
BPECH < 104, PR REAE < S em, M4 — FRILEE I AR < 400 mAU/ml

BPMEHA<45cem, BitEHA< 8cem

Zie L BRI RIL; @ HCC RRTATFIE; GJE HCC SHEAEHER; @ HEER TR

B pRifE

OIERMAERICHAFINER ; QPTG IMEERZM< 8 cm, ST IELE T HARZ M >8 cm,

{8 AFP<400 . g/l HALIE G005 . horfe

1. UCSF M3 FEInFIAE e R4 IH 4 (048 s HCC AT ; AFP FHREA.
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O T2eEY 202348 #10% H4W ER5HIR
Fis% 4 BEHA HCC &7 HY Il A IG AR A 32
W5 Ay 2 IR R (%) X I, DCR (%) ORR (%) Pt (%)
REFLECT" 2018 4 1kE e 478 HBV 53 67% WX mRECIST: 73.8 mRECIST: 40.6 mRECIST: 17
HCV 19 RECIST 1.1: 72.8 RECIST1.1: 188 RECIST1.1: 18
EhAEE 476 HBV 48  67% WASMIX mRECIST: 58.4 mRECIST: 124 mRECIST: 31
HCV 26 RECIST 1.1: 59.0  RECIST1.1: 65 RECIST1.1: 32
REFLECT China 2017 4 ke 144 HBV 83 i mRECIST: 77.8 mRECIST: 215  mRECIST: 14.9
HCV 6
Rhdkle 144 HBV 78 mRECIST: 56.9 mRECIST: 83 mRECIST: 30.9
HCV 7
IMbrave 150" 2020 4F BEEFIEE 336 HBV 49  40% WM  mRECIST: 72.3 mRECIST: 332  mRECIST: 20.3
g+ N HCV 21 HA RECIST I.1: 73.6 RECIST1.1: 273 RECIST I.1: 19.6
FRER BT
EhAEE 165 HBV 46  41% WiMEESF  mRECIST: 55.1 mRECIST: 133 mRECIST: 253
HCV 22 HA RECIST 1.1: 553 RECIST1.1: 119 RECIST1.1: 245
IMbravel50-China®™ 2021 4F Bk 133 HBYV 88 ] mRECIST: 70.3 mRECIST: 297  mRECIST: 21.9
AT+ D HCV 7.5 RECIST 1.1: 70  RECIST1.1: 246 RECIST 1.1: 22.3
fRER BT
KPR 6l HBV 77 mRECIST: 49.2 mRECIST: 85 mRECIST: 30.5
HCV 115 RECIST 1.1: 483  RECIST1.1: 6.7 RECIST1.1: 31.7
COSMIC-312" 2022 4 R + 432 HBV 29  28% WilFEsh  RECIST 1.1: 78 RECIST1.1: 11  RECIST 1.1: 14
B[ 2R HCV 31 ERN
Mg
RhAEE 217 HBV 29  29% WiMEsN  RECIST 1.1: 65 RECIST 1.1: 4 RECIST 1.1: 20
HCV 31 HA
e 188 HBV 31  31% WPERAN RECIST 1.1: 84 RECIST1.1: 6  RECIST1.1: 11
HCV 32 HA
HIMALAYA®! 2022 4F FEARAIE 393 HBV 31  397% WP RECIST 1.1: 60.1  RECIST1.1: 20.1 RECIST1.1: 39.9"
LE<E 7y i} HCV 28 PANEES
FEAR AT
BEAIL 389 HBV30.6  429% W YHER RECIST 1.1: 54.8  RECIST1.1: 170 RECIST1.1: 452
i HCV 275 PINEES
RPAEE 389 HBV306  40.1% W ¥HEE RECIST1.1: 60.7  RECIST1.1: 5.1  RECISTL1: 393
HCV 26.6 ANHAR
CheckMate 459 2022 4F g AI 371 HBV 31  25% Wil&4  RECIST 1.1: 55 RECIST1.1: 15  RECIST1.1: 37
AT HCV 23 HA
Ry 372 HBV 31  26% WYFRSF  RECIST 1.1: 58 RECIST 1.1: 7 RECIST 1.1: 28
HCV 23 HA
LEAP-002"" 2022 4F AEEIE + 395 HBV49  31% WIHER/F mRECIST: 84.3 mRECIST: 40.8 mRECIST: 94
At ER HCV 24 HA RECIST 1.1: 81.3  RECIST1.1: 261  RECIST'11: 122
YT
S&Ee 399 HBV49  31% RSN  mRECIST: 83.2 mRECIST: 34.1  mRECIST: 103
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