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Abstract

Esophageal cancer is not only the eighth most common malignant cancer in the world, but also the
sixth most common cause of death from cancer and its related patients. Treatment with immune
checkpoint inhibitors improves survival and prognosis of patients with advanced melanoma and
non-small cell lung cancer. Many clinical trials are evaluating the efficacy and tolerability of im-
munotherapy in the treatment of esophageal cancer. This article reviews the clinical research and
development of immune checkpoint inhibitors in the treatment of esophageal cancer.
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1. 3]

WM ER AU B arth St B2 URH WAE s, 2 3 80 LA B SR TSR S K
DBET: RN [1] . B B3 II6RI7 32 252 F AR FI/EUR 4L TT (chemotherapy with concurrent radiotherapy,
CRT). SR K2 B B RIAEW . B 0 — i T e m R AT, (HVRIr AR 2, &
LT B R 2R N 20%~50%, FRAz i AE 77 ) (median overall survival, mOS)#F&:it A4 8~10 M H, H—4k
BIT G L R 2, SRR RE2] [3]. TR, SEEVATT S IR R a T T IS TR R
RUE L AR Bt AT O R A IS I 254, 0l Bk e R B IR T R R RS T
BERE[4] [5], BAITECA REIRAIT AR AU LA, T H K 2 BN B AR TS 5 SRR 8L 22 [6] .
A, ARG S0 (Immune checkpoint inhibitors, ICIS)VA T fEREAEIGIT T R EE - SVER, A%
PERRE SR UL T HTALA[7]. ICIs WA T M40 XA [-4 (Cytotoxic T lymphocyte associate
protein-4, CTLA-4)FIFEF 140 fusET: 1 (Programmed death 1, PD-1)/F2 7 40 fAE T- i /& 1 (Programmed
death ligand 1, PD-L1)%%, 452 H TiRIT AN AT VIBR . BB E kv iE AR RS, DL S5 40y7 fnde
FZGMEE 6, U T EEIR T BIVEaR[8]. AT, KA —LEHZ M TER— Tk ICIs. Fik,
AU TR R0 R FH SR G IR TT SRS SR Ny 380 vk b @i [9]

2. RIEWE RHNFIFETT R BRI

T /e S B s AR, MR A 5 T B SO Y T RS AR - S2 Ak
FRA AR A7 [10]. PD-1 J& — PR it e & sS4, FERSA0 T 400, B 4. B RG4
H A H A 2 A0 A2k, PD-1 i3 EAE AP T A0S 4k A S 52 M 0K T 41 i sz B i 8 7 11
o B G2 IS RIS BBl o PD-1 FE T 4RSS AL R J5 BARY Be w75 5, it 55 PD-L1 SR P PR At oD
14 2 (Programmed death ligand 2, PD-L2)i% #2020 B R g SHP2 IS5 46 KI8T T A0S 445 5 [11] . Bk
AR L (R F M, 1CIs 4 Ipilimumab. Nivolumab 1 Pembrolizumab, 7] LA R 45 /N Al i 45 i
R ) SR [10]. 2011 4E FDA T UcdttdE Ipilimumab TG 7 R S K%, 244 PD-1/PD-L1
() 1Cls AL FH V697 2 MM 2R AL [10]. X & 55 IR 4H i (Esophageal squamous carcinoma, ESCC)
HICIs JRIT IR TSP RO, 1T LN IEZEREAT (9 LABT PD-1 BB NRHE ARG RS s th T 2 AIRAT I
R

R 2 PEE R B, I SAZEEAN BYD RIS 25T DL R R AN G s 4 i B PD-LL 1SR,
4 PD-1/PD-L1 #IiI A4 FHIF R T L2 [12]. AWt7edath, dpasttyrisn] Doddfl “%4” Mg K ek
CD8+ T 4l H A FEIR AN BIR I, fHE A TSE 25 55 22 2 ICIs [IREMT, ITKE <7 BiRiskib ly « 3 BioRa[13]
[14] [15]. HITEKE ICIs W] ALE— @ REE Bl ie e 4], oS s iR i se SR, (RN T 4

][l
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(I45E, IFIG5R G RGBT DIRE[10] . e (U S5 PRI e AR A S I PRI 28 R 5 i i A5 A 56 o A
R, ELLRTARIAITRIEE T, AITES ICIs LBl Pembrolizumab 5350 4 () A= 4745 B[ 16]

3. RERESHIHFIERERPHMA
3.1. FEEBNATT

EE RN BIETT V] AR I BRAOR PR Al A R AR YV K IR R, e m ARG
PEVIBR#(RO) [17] [18]. Camrelizumab BX&6T7 ¥4 BhifyT =3 ] ESCC M — Tl . FFshr2s. 1
Wl ARHIF 7T [19]. {6 Camrelizumab #2515 Si697 1 ANE W, BEJ5 Camrelizumab BtA 107 (FRiAHH + £
PEAlBE) 5 A T 2 ANE, RIEATTARIGIT. #E 2020 4£ 12 H 55, ANAEEEAAHCN 33 A, Hf
22 BT FA, RO VIR ik 100%, A J5 15 il #1827 3 B HL L% fif 2 (major pathological response rate,
MPR), mPR Eik 68.2%, 18 {3 (81.8%) NZH & Sl 1 MM 70 30 . Wt si R B, B a7 b
Camrelizumab Bt 4bI7 2 Ja HEAT FAR K R Ef e ] ESCC i3 HAT W47 32 L% BE 22/ (major pathological
remissions, mPR) AR 8 43 HARR .

1E A BRI iR A B2 2> (European Society for Medical Oncology, ESMO) i g K4 & A i) 1 45
TR R S R e 22 05 AR 1A AT e 1) — T AT EVE B8 11 380 TD-NICE A/ 9E[20], B Tislelizumab k&
WITVENFAR T VIR & B B BIGYT - WA I &8 3 8232 Tislelizumab (200 mg, 25 1K) REA(Hh
N =5)MAE AL S ML EL(130 mg/m®, 55 1 KA 8 R)iGIT, &3 1k, L3ANEM. £
HrBIGIT G 3~6 W, BEEZFRIGIT . EEL SN mPR, B S AL B 58 45 2% fif 5% (pathology
complete response, pCR). RO. s FEIARAI 224, 45 BB RILANN 45 i, o, 36 BlmEE%
TFEARIBIT, 35 PlEFEEZT RO VIERAR. 9 FIFARIGHMEFR IR F). 6I7H A RE4F
(Treatment-related adverse events, TRAE) (2 f51). o 1752k & (2 ) 1 28 25 HF 5 OB CREAR 25035 4 491]) . mPR Al
PCR FHPER S 5 72% (26/36)H1 50% (18/36). 75% (27/36) 1) &3 A= T W&, 5% 444 I B ¥ mPR
A pCR & = T ARMHM EE . 1 — IS S IAIT, Tislelizumab G AEARIZE + A4
5 B Gl T T R — AL IR S2 86 i [21], Tislelizumab & 4H: HEEAESEE + 268 + Tisleli-
zumab, ST 2 AN AT AEREEEAREHREHERKREH. 2 MTRREREE A
HIPM R BT FRIBST, AT FAREES 2 FINIT S 4~6 AT FARIGBIT . WEH RO VIFRE = T4 I
4, ERAGIFEE L XFHIEL UL, Tislelizumab BA kT VE B R BIITIE, X6 AT D) BR &8 %
S s R BB TEE, mPR. pCR A1 RO VI, Hi 32kl 4252 .

3.2. HENARTT

A BIATT FFST CheckMate 577 [22], & —TRAERWE, BEHL, 22 R TIHIIE KR 5,
PL 2:1 (R I Le I BERLBEAT 20 BC . $5524F 2 J& Nivolumab 240 mg 75, L 16 J&, SRJG, 794 4ikAK
LT 73 i 4252 Nivolumab (532 44 F8 35 ) B 22 il 771 (262 44 fE %), 55 4 JH1 45252 480 mg 71 & [ Nivolumab
SUCRC B 22 R, A o AR A7 H1 93 R 22.4 4N H (95% ClI: 16.6~34.0) 1 11.0 4~ H (95% Cl: 8.3~14.3).
WA 8 B G BA AT U7 I A6 A e R A RS AL R I B A R BRI S R AR AE I IR B R
3

3.3. —%RTT

Nivolumab & —#i N B 5w BG4, v 53540 T 40 iR 1) PD-1 45 &S 571 15 7 H - Checkmate 649 [23]
R—TRENL, 2, JFRFRZE 1 %% Nivolumab B & 467 (55 3 J& XELOX B4 2 J& FOLFOX) 5
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ML ST (55 3 Ji XELOX Bift 2 il FOLFOX)ZE MG B s/ B 8 8 FUm & 8 e — 2 T i e, £
W9t 2 8 PD-L1 254 BAE1E2r (Combined Positive Score, CPS) > 5 i3 i & 4E 77 (overall survival, OS)
FNTE 3 i A= 47 3 (progression-free survival, PFS). /£ PD-L1 CPS > 5 [¥) A&+ Nivolumab Jifbyy &t 74
7 (1) 57 I 1 F2 4B 77 3 (median progression-free survival, mPFS) [HR = 0.68, 98% CI (0.56~0.81), P <
0.0001]. ik 4= 47 I (median overall survival, mOS) [HR = 0.71, 95% CI (0.59~0.86), P < 0.0001], 51kJ7
FHLL, PRIK T 29%HIBET- KUK [HR = 0.71, 98.4% CI (0.59~0.86), P < 0.0001). HAih4h B EoR, 7£ PD-L1 CPS
> 1 M BENL RS A#E, OS W& M3, R PFS 3£ . Nivolumab X &1L)7[57%, 95% CI (53~62)] 12
A FAEE 1) 23 ) & T4k 97 [46%, 95% CI (42~51)]. Nivolumab J2& 15 ANE A2 VA T 1530 e 1 B e/ B A
A I E I R, ORI OS. PFS 2i4b. Nivolumab IBEA L) 4 7 71 ok e 191 15 i
el B B A G T e BRI AR — BRI .

Pembrolizumab J&—Ft NJEAL I SoEF1 0254, Bt PD-1 SrilEdiid, 12 MRy RAEAF
fli#A[24]. KEYNOTE-590 [25]:&—TiBEML, XUE 1, %1% Pembrolizumab JHALTT (5-F bR W8 e AT
5z REFANINARTT (5580 bR P W R GUE) 7 J53 350 e H3/AS mT D) ok sl 2 4% 1 B B — 2R VB YT A [ 26] 28— kR
HASpre, A RE I R 22.6 AN H . fERTABENL 410 5, Pembrolizumab Jiftyy OS T 2 &5
TALIF[HR = 0.73, 95% CI (0.62~0.86), P < 0.0001]; Pembrolizumab Ji{ty7 i) PFS [EAE AL T 22 &5tk
JY[HR = 0.65, 95% CI (0.55~0.76), P < 0.0001]. Pembrolizumab fNfky7 2055 22 Bk 7 i 25 W 2 e 22
(objective response rate, ORR)# =1(45.0%: 29.3%, P < 0.0001), {7 £ZfE+F4E 7] (median disease control
rate, mMDCR)#;:(8.3:6.0 ™ J1, P <0.0001). Pembrolizumab J{ky7 4 266 151(72%) 5% & 4= 3 P B =4k
WIEEITH A B FE:, 2RIt sr 414 250 111(68%). PHItt, %5045 5 &7~ Pembrolizumab fnfkyr
TE—RIBT M BB IGE T OS. PFS, JFHIEBAZIRIT M NBER BAT % 1) 22 4k

Camrelizumab /& —FpEF%F PD-1 (AL, &5V 19G4 B TE TR, 152 R & 35 s i vk
[27]. ESCORT-1* [271WF7C—TiBEHL. XUE « 270 I 4%t Camrelizumab B5A& 1097 5 22 BB A4
JTIRIT — 20T M B F2 ESCC B3 1 1N BRI IRB 7T, #5625 HRIF 5 3% 1:1 BENLS> N Camrelizumab
200 mg HAIZZERIAH, WAHWBEECERAINE 6 ANE, ThALE VR RN 10.8 4N H, Camrelizumab
AN} 22 R 2 B 2 0 OS (15.3 AN H: 12.0 4~ H); Camrelizumab 41 Eb 22 & 74 PFS tHIE (6.9 1~ A :
5.6 N H). fEM IR ESCC #id, Camrelizumab B &6y Eb 2 BB S ALy T AT B = OS Al
PFS. Camrelizumab I8 A2 BEAIEAA ¥ 71 o e 3 B R 1 ESCC 83 HDBTARitE— 2R3697 o

Toripalimab &% ¥ IF &1 19G4 HA NI e % PD-1 fitfk[28]. EBRENL. XUE . 2RI
Z . 1Y JUPTIER-06 B 7S H, AT 5T 5% LU 1 7E 514 5] ESCC 4% Hh —£kJ7V2: Toripalimab 1
B A AVEAZ BE -5 2 BRI B VB RTS8 A2 BE 9 7 R 22 4= . JUPITER-06 B9, Toripalimab 215 22 & 5]
YARLL W25 % PFS #1 OS, HAfFJtZH OS G s, Kik 17.0 M H, 2 Bl A A 2RI s
KM OS. TR M JLH4FEN], MR B8 I — 4R Y7 — B LARUR B e R B A2 L & 802y v
LRk TAEEE, Toripalimab BXA4LI7 AT REK 6 /N B FIAAFRF ], BA S KRG IR & o

2021 4 v [ Il & fif 983 27 4= (Chinese Society of Clinical Oncology, CSCO)2 A 4E4x FHR 5 7 ORINET-15
oL, WEFALGNN 659 BIAS AT UIBR R S B B 14 ESCC 8, 143 1.1 4r % Sintilimabl AL
705 BRSO HEEZIRTT T FE BT, A TR R B RILE Sintilimab it & BCE IR IT 7 2,
T A ERARE AT 7E 7 OB B, WA BB A VA 7 58 R 5-TR0R e BE A5 Ve S st ATk ¢, Al
WFFE &5 B i s i A ol 55— 2y A LE, Sintilimab BE A0S AT 82 48 K= 30 0 sl i i 1k
ESCC 35111 0S (16.7 M H:12.54 H), JET- R T B& 37%, HIT 345 PD-L1 RIEKF- TG K. KK, Sintilimab
BRA AT RT RE A o B S Bl A B2 P B AR v — 2R
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3.4. ZEABTT

KEYNOTE-181 1 KEYNOTE-180 fff 1 15 VX f Pembrolizumab 677 #% [E K HtHE R F T — 2R 25907697
KEYNOTE-181 [17]& T I #IAEKZ FOIGIRIEFT, 7038 X0 Bri 810 24k 22 25076 97 (2 Pafih 3%,
LB )5 Pembrolizumab XtEL, g9\ 628 il EC #¥% . #£ PD-L1 CPS > 10 A#EH,
Pembrolizumab A1 LbAby7 B& % 7 0S [9.3 M H:6.7 N H: HR=0.69, 95% CI (0.52~0.93), P = 0.0074).
Pembrolizumab 21 18.2%1) &3 &K 4 3~5 2% TRAE, M2 LS7 14 # TRAE SN 40.9%. Pembrolizumab
FHECARTT AT LAZE K PD-L1 CPS > 10 M A& —2R76Y7 11 OS, HIGITAHRIIA R HAFEUD,

ATTRACTION-3 [29]/& — T2 o BENL FFHRZERT 1 G R, 336 H4E T Nivolumab 5%
R L 2 VO A FEAE & —RIBYT T HIYT 20 Nivolumab A ECALIT 5 k T OS 3£25[10.9: 84 MH, HR =
0.77, 95% CI (0.62~0.96), P = 0.019)F145 25 (1) & WL A %.(19%:22%) . FE T A7, Nivolumab 7EAT] Y]
ok 1 o T S R B T RYRYT L, RO AR ER T AR SE T S PD-LL AEESEAHE OS M Skt A
FAPHIRI[29] -

Tislelizumab & —FhEl X PD-1 i N JRAL S BREE 1 19G4 v FE P4, W] 5 4+ PEFE T PD-L1 Al PD-L2
fIgh4, IS T 408 1945 544 5[30]. Tislelizumab 54k371F A — 263677 %F L) RATIONALE 302
WEFT, I N FE R AN AT D) B sl B v ESCC [ N 38, BEHL(L:1) 7 A %F 3 JE 425 Tislelizumab 200
mg # kI S BT AT R B AR MR T R (RS VR BB LB R)GYT, EERRERE. AT
L2 B B 24 . 1 T B Tislelizumab 7EIGIR F 25243 T mOS [8.6:6.3 1 H; HR =0.70, 95% CI
(0.57~0.85), P =0.0001]. 7£ PD-L1 FHPEANFEH, Tislelizumab 2111 mOS B & & T4k 7 £H(10.3:6.8 N H
HR = 0.54, 95% CI (0.36~0.79), P = 0.0006) [31]. X T —2ZkiGy7 R e ESCC B,
Tislelizumab 2501677 EbAL T AT DA s B3 OS. Tislelizumab )% 697 45 B2 Nl i 0 sl 4% 7% 1k
ESCC B Wb —2RI697 1 5, WIRFIZ T RAEW A M sl 45 F2 1 ESCC Bk 2 AE /73K o

Camrelizumab 5 2 Ju fil 28 sl A7 37 8 R AE — 4aiR 7 % LK) ESCORT #F9%, J& — ks 1 rh [E ESCC &3
FIBEHL R N HIE R 58, Camrelizumab ZH ALY 2H 1 7835 19 mOS B[] 43 518 8.3 S H A1 6.2 M H
[HR = 0.71, 95% CI (0.57~0.87), P = 0.001] [32]. Camrelizumab £ &34f#) ORR ¥ 20.2%, B & & T1by7
(6.4%). %k Camrelizumab 5247477 X LU AKT 2545 o8 g A B 1 ESCC %1 OS, JF H A A 451K
ZA . XA RS T [E ESCC B bt 26T I fEi%+££[32]. ESCORT #W7TIUER, #1245 Camrelizumab
TRIT A ESCC Bt T4kyr, Bk, Camrelizumab B& 097 V697 7] RS & —Fhal 4T BTG YT J5) BRI ] i s
M ESCC 172

3.5. [G&iaTT

KEYNOTE-180 [33]/24EFENL. JFshrs 11 G RIREG . #5517 121 2 MR 1 a e o
XU R AE RN IR T R, B T 3 ARk A i A 200 mg Pembrolizumab iy, i 63
fi(52.1%) &4 ESCC, 58 l(47.9%) A5 £ i, & 3 A&k P18 A 200 mg Pembrolizumab 597, mPFS
HN204MH. 6 MHA9ANH PFS 53514 16%F1 9%, mOS 4 5.8 MH. 6 NHAF 12 4~ H 0S F4H51k
49%#11 28%. ESCC H# 1 ORR A 14.3%, 1fij ESCC 1 PD-L1 B4 & # 1 OS KT PD-L1 [AYEH . 7
I SAIG AR RS, Pembrolizumab 7 H I PR 225 O BU IR G 14, 5 MR 2H 235 6 5 [25]

4. 45iE

TR IR RAEIR AN R, — FRAERC AR I I 2 ], BUS AR, B LR ZERATTR
REER NG %, BEREMEESRRAIE LS T ERAFEK, FIeiTria Ty BizARE,
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SR, 8 M A0 B B SR A P v o7 2 (AT A A 2 K B & [34] . DAL, ARAEAH LS IXMGYT, izt
KRR EbRZ — FET iy EH AR IR R g 70, Lhasinyr A, Habusiasy
TN BV ER G AR S5 VR T N BN B ERIRTT S R U7 A1 [28] . AR, AT TR A F S iR T
filtg1, Camrelizumab 597 I &8 KA HIRTT AR IOA R SR AR m T alifeyr, s WA R RS2
RSPEBAIMAE G, HAh, A EFEFIAE A RN R DG R S AT HUIR IR D) e Rt [35] . e
B A 25 B2 3597 S B0 A E R 959 (hyperprogression disease, HPD) /2 820 1 i () — AN B R & . HPD &
T fE S EIVE R AN, JERTRE B ICIS 167 oAk, AT RER A FH Y, BB 2 Mg B 1 n R 2EAE

SHEIRZITE[36]. TR T 40 M00E AT B0 ICIs P2 AT 251k (0 SR B, H AT LE A8 B Fh S Sl 2%
I T A0 AN LRI, I PRAE FHAR 2 W FP 5122 PD-1 $itik 5 CTLA-4 HiiREifbIT S &, X
FROTIEAS O] LASGIN T HARTEAL[37]. BRI, AU Z 5 TAESUI T ICIs 5474 G, DIE RS
HIREIES T SEBLE (7)) K (CIs) B i1 [38].  H A IE7EBEAT 006 K 15 BhIRATI 4% H e
BITE RS 2 AT PR R O IR T 2 PR IR R 25900 45 A, 58 20055 00 = e
290, A VRS 2GR SEIRUEYE , SRk T 2 o [ e KR T SR A A (28]

SE K
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