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Ji G kit 1) & A, R AEBUMRE R . E A I E R T IR
25847 4 B A BB |1 A il A ( Sintilimab ) B4
&, HAp iR A AU Bk A A B HLAAIA T PD -
LM, B R S A RS T g iR Bk 86 43 g 1
NCLSC (B Wy 7 U % UG , 255 o - g R L B 4 38 5 1)
SR L T XTI (P <0.05) , H AT AR fig /e 8 W 2%
I JULPR 9, B AR HP 1 b Al e sk 2 R RSB R AR R (P <
0.05) . FUINEFIIC BB R L R, W — LR AbyT
FR M K B NSCLC JR& 325 . Gao % BF 5T KB Si-
ntilimab BT AT 5 & SR NSCLC fB 3 s BRI, 37 451 38
Fdr, 15 ) R 35 E 0 5% £ ( major pathological response,
MPR) ik £140. 5% , 2 6 6] (16. 2% ) [ & i 95 B 58 &= G
341(8. 1% ) Wk EL 24522 ff . FH Sintilimab FAHTXF NCLSC &
AR5z , H. sintilimab 77 28897 5 S AR HEALER IUE Y T R VT g
TG BV
2.2 CTLA -4 §iiilse 2 Jr % CTLA -4 23 {L/5 i T 4i
FERM—FES AR 11, ML AEN 2 S YR o33 - q34 W
ANER T SRy C A L T 3 a0 20 S R T 40 i 3
B, BEANA AT LI A 2R -2 TR R S T Rk
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Bl RIA I 7 b i 5 Al 25 W0 B & 0 T NCLSC I R IR 7
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XA NCLSC B3R 7 ROR , 45 5 7R Nivolumab B4 Ipilimum-
ab 2111 1 AETCHEREAEAT 0 42. 6% AT 210 13.2% , FP TGk
JEEFERRNT.2MNHA95%CL: 5.5 ~13.2) Ff15.5 P H (95% CI
4.4 ~5.8) (PR REBBE T Y KUK L 0. 58395% CI: 0.41 ~
0.81;P <0.001), Nivolumab Bt4& Ipilimumab ¥ & WA 3K K
45.3% AVITI IR J %R 26.9% , 45 R K FE T Nivolumab
4 Ipilimumab % NSCLC 1) 25 AL , LA B2 b 58728 4 far 1 4 £ 2%
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¥4 44 19 NSCLC 14 4} 41, 6F He S0 0 70 925 ( Nivolume
ab 2,23 f4i]) FIXLZ 75 22 ( Nivolumab + Ipilimumab 41,21 ) {4
TRITRCH, 2R R K MPR ) 25% , X240 MPR 55 L 52
42 ( pathological complate response, PCR) 3314 33% , i F
B (17% ) , b 8 B (18% ) B H K F| PCR(FRZGH LG
H:9% Lk 29% ) o AL, X2 4B BiR YT T i = R A R N
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TCVE T MLY%, MYSTIC RIS R - BUGREIE A5 ZH X LG
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13,9 AN ) WA B E 2 OS 38 S ABEC 5.8 A~ H , R M
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R AR =T & A 4% (objective response rate, ORR)
I 5 42 1 256 43 5l 61, 5% 1 100% , i 9 43 01 % i 3Ry
61.5% (8/13) , FARYIBZFR K 38.5% (5/13) ,MPR 2y 60. 0%
(3/5) o Y75 LAY RSO Hh s 4 st/ (38. 5% ) il
FI A8 (23. 1% ) , 900 0 3 ~ 4 9, TEW A R R, KW
11~ M3 NSCLC S35 R JH Tl B S e i S r R B )7 T R A R
UF BRI 2 AP AT 320k . Provencio 45 ™ BIFST T 03 167
AT IR RIS T X BB I Z e 00, Jr 3% 14 fiIB ~ LA
) NSCLC JBEAEARTI L 4 J& 1 B 45 F) Bk FR40 S AZ B AR
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FARBREATT o SRR 11 B 58 0 TIRYT 5 58, R 1Y
ORR }y 78% ,MPR # 4 83% ,PCR R}y 71% . Hrili Bh oz ia
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PRI, 7 PR 2 24 3 R o BT % e 000 8 4 B S A S K, LA
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H Rl PR R T 97 S8 5 v IR AR PP Al AR A
ARV F 2 A B T I B LT 2 49 5 ( computed tomo-
graphy , CT) K625 X5 L VA YT TS SE A8 19 K/, BAT AT B 1
THEPEER RS £ AHTESZ BRI At 25 i LR AR 2 5 2
ARSI RA — B R, T 456 275 2 R bR EA T 17Al
e B B ARG RS58NS RO A O HERE . X TR
FR B2 DAY, 52 MPR I8 28 25 7 7o ARG 3L o A0 32 25 9
BRI ARG W B S8 YR A P — ol R
TBro BRI 3@ ol i, o 00 26 3 0 32 mb (9 496 BF i DNA
(circulating tumor DNA | ctDNA ) [ 25 35 55, Wa i 58 2 14 5 IR
BUE L ATRR AT HE R A A A M T A AT, B A R
PERIN, e At , T HDIRG Y7 i R rh AR PR R I, A B TR
T ORME R G B E o BT SEBR R A o A o 4 o o 7 ik
HH ctDNA 3R itk — IR AN SE o BEAN, IE LT & 301
Wi )2 AR — CT A i AR MES I (T B 4 30% o m] 42y
W B G RE BT I AR
3.2 AV R B IR YT AE NCLSC Ml RYA YT
R R I BN B B R UC S (B TR iR Ty 5 A A S E
S R B AR PG TG I 5 2 22 A A 7E UK
I BRAIFSE 7 SR A 52l B S B 1A 7 A IR R JR 5 Th &5 3%
IR AN TR RR BE 1) G 928 98 i 52 o ATLAZR 98 258 | f 8 A DG 1 fi
REAGN KRB N B 53 8 E TETR T 3 AR v iy T S8 S by ™
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AFAE— 5 XUBS: , JH 24 Ji 399 6 ] B Ak A 2 LA 7 RICR ,
CUBOR I i 2 b B D ) | E RN [T 03 E 2 e & 4 E ]
IBYT I FIBL 2, S MR IT ROCR . D, 5 AR A R 3 1 fie o8 0
HAFN B AT 2 1 LA T LR 5 A BT ARG HE I 28 0 U A, i IR e 8
ARG B2 P AR HE IR AT SE BLFRUEAL , S 160 T 1Y I IR I
PERIIL AR AT, Wi RO 28 A0 5 55 ) JBUT o E— 2D IR
ABFFERIFE o [RI, S I6T7 4 R 1 3 KA LA K 8 i e
i RACRATy 5 58 22l PRAECE 54T 58 36 FIESE

HR D S ENA YT B B NCLSC 1l R IG T 4R it T —Fh
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AR TR AL T B Z R L2y, 3% T NCLSC iyl R IR Y7 3L
R N2 B NRAAF R SR A H AT RO SR A7 AE 1
Z [V, Qe 7 RE TR B AT LU 5 A NCLSC b iy, fil A
HREE K R BURIRYY NCLSC, 42wl KA i, H AT Bl
GBI T OUE FIT— 03 NAE, QT4 52 g b R LSOl S8 2
eI AR YT 75 MR AR S e I BN, i S TF A I [] 49 22 Ji
S Uyt e — IR, 28 2 R 10 S8 MR
B B 22228 00 I PRIESE IR TR A i B S ity 7 &
Z NCLSC BRI o
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