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BT AREFETRETRNEEMITESRFIEE, (F5
BT 5FEMERETNEEMIREMEXNE, X07F
FEUTRRE: (1) EFERSHBERER THELT,
EitFuEMmEEEMIREZEaETEESR; (2) EFS
MEMIEKRIRES, FETREESEUSKARENEHNF
ETEATRAT; Q) EEASHFEIRENHARMIG
FiAIEH, &BXS HPV BXEAMIE HPV BXE FETEE,
WEEXSFETRENFRAARFZTE, DMIFRRRHA,
FEFRESHRARES FRIIEEFRR, FRTRENTF
ETRES FRIELRR. ENARRNMINEE ERBB2
(HER2) Z=%E# PD-L1 RiX, EfISIEIERF=EHbR
FEI HER2 B T MR arr T E MRS, E5h
1b, HARBEMZERAPIF X T 5 MBRETE E AR SHIR R
&, B, FEZNAFERBRELITHIERKIIEFKE
B HER2 3% PD-L1 RAMFUNME. EHFRILITIEARR
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WHEN, FEXS HPVAXES5IE HPV AXE FEMR
fE, URFREFRNEHSS, UHEFSTEEHRTNE
EWtrEY.

Xugin: WE; WE, IR, #%

(JJGP.2027 Mar.;40(285):S102-S110)

B BT 0 AN B 1 R g L M e g 58 Y oz (1,
RIRIER P E R PRI 95% T B30 H+E

S NKFLLERIE (HPV) BEsHER, REBTFEIE

SEMRRAARE, (H T U 1 SE R AR R R R 2R 5

meH, fEFEIEREIH EHMRRER, CRRIE

HFEE S 25%05),

WHO Jitgi#isr3¢ (2020) INIRZEIX 5> HPV BHMA:AIRHM:

i (BN HPV AHCAUANAE HPV #HCRY) REZME, HER

AN BB ERL L SRR
AR SC BT T A D% 29 R 14 T R T 0 K] 28 R AH 26 S

k. FEGUNTIEIRE (@ Silva 2R EHAZEFN,

P R BLRAR T L7 I SR R -

(1) HTHRAANKRZEES G EZREBILT bR R
7, RUCHE A bR IR S AR bR ie 2 A R K
HS,

(2) FEWLFEIEITFRAGERRG S, FEMlEas
T DA R A RS,

(3) TERZH T EMPVERRMIER LS, BEXS
HPV HHHIFIE HPV MBI FEHlE, tiREX S
T EINER R RHS AR,

TR FIRGTT 7515, UG HAE AR IC YR 0 T s

BELMALSRIMHEER, TN EEAYIbR SN 45 O R E

BIT RIS B HeAh, WA YbRICY) (gL
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# ER #1 HER2/neu) HA]BONETERIIGTTHEARE,

ERRORHRE S (ISGYP) JRALT 2RV, HR I
48 1 ZHOLIRREAR 3 BRBER, MIIERERER
KIETEIEBENIGT R, FExtire i@ iOE TirE,
A M MEDLINE ##8FEHh RGiR RHE KSR, KRR
92014 1 AFE 2020 48 2 A, RADATNFEMHEOCHRA
B B, BYE. . 8RS TN, SEEIRTT. ARG
J7. WUGH HPV, SCEMUPR TS by, FHIL0e 8w
RRFANELIR, meta 7RI B RIASE, (ENIEHE
ARFEERARAIAE R PG, X AN IESCHRI S Sk H St A
THES, PARBIEAMIBIEAE R, B RSER. FEY)
X, T 2020 4 3 HLES AT E - I KB
2 (USCAP) 42 PRS2 BE PPT BR, RO FBIEATHE
WE, @EEEEBIFFRRZSON, R i@ IEERR 1ISGyP
TRKH,

FEFREN 52 FIHIE

PO R T T BRI A R AN S TRHE, Hep
& —/INER S B 80, — TR AN I S A T
115 Bl 7 E 30 RIE FHSECN A, Ko s 24 HilfvE,
S5 5R 2RI 13% F1 8% Wfsilrh o3 Bl4E7E ELF3 f1 CBFB A4
fuze s, MiH, ZHFRIES: PIK3CA RER 16%. KRAS
TR 8%, FHHER PIK3CA/PTEN i@ 5 K 28 A 15 i e kb
®RE, il 5yl HER2 IS T &M 2e, Fit, X
FEIRI 228 [FFEA N N 5 Bt HER2 #E 7477 i 25 AR 2% 100,
TCGA (The Cancer Genome Atlas, &) #HT T KA
1B 30 FRAERFSE, Hh s 32 Bl FEHlwE, #H59
9 HPV BAYER R Y, BFSRIES: 75 30+ PIK3CA Fil
KRAS RRRAZ DI ERBB3 (HER3) R:RZRAHikH
Mo AN, AL BCAR4 RRNY K CD274 N 1
PR E W, RiF ATHE S Pt HER2 $EAG TS, JG& ATRE.
IBE IR . A2EF S 139 MEE R
1250 M ERISAER) S R EE G, Kl 80 FIl 5 S0
(21 HAr RN AR AR 4% 40 B, & EN4s K ZBURBIER S
HPVIBSAE 3, TEIZITEH, PIK3CA 325 3R 1 s A ikan
o 2 M B2, M KRAS S8 TR, %B—
BHDERIRF R A, 16 154 Bl FE8E (SRvE43 6 ,

KRAS 2328 JLOPAN R Tz, 1 PIK3CA 28 tE stk At ity
TR W, AN, TP53 RAEFZERATFIE HPV HXFEH
B, STK11 B 5 B AL FHREEITHH S,

— WA 5038 S RS 1 R S 0E  AT SE 5 IR A
ey AT BREAH O 5 SR S o F IR RFED ), R KRT17,
IGFBP2, CALCA. VIPR1 %5JEIRTE R 40 Huss Fn e &
A EZRRIK, cDNABFSHER CEACAMS,
TACSTD1. S100P i1 MSLN “EiyE e etk i 22 S ik 5
BRI S, 57— IOURFF 5 O P — 2L £ P R R 4 s o v 22
SFOREER, WHEmEY 12- REEGHEE (12-LOX) . AEA
4, BEAME 2 (TRY2) . Rhi#% CHEH (RhGO) |
V AR a2, BEEK a5, BEER a6 HEEREA C-MYC Fx
SEGR

BIFRAE 876 BliRIEMEFE0E (B 210 BI) HoHr T
KRAS 272 5 R BE B T 2 IR AR SR . B R,
KRAS 58725 HPV18 X%, {EARBRRAMEE S W, fEM
FEHIRAERN 7.3%, KRAS F45 2 IMRE K I — ML
R R, 65— WS 55 6l B h, Jiks
Mokl 171 MR AR, KIBYET KRAS RN
24%, BRRAIMDEICN 3%18], RN, ZRRIHARGELIN
FLRIZE A T (2 A7 T A 1+

TEMMREMA HER2 DRk, AR, 46%
e EGFR fl HER2 kRHME:, JF S5 ME L8, e
SHPARMICE A I B E M, HER2 FRIXKTFIES I
FR/NEFEHER, 5 —TFZ PRI T 13 6l 7550 H TR
J HER2 Rk, Hrp e flEa b RIEAHE, 16
ERBB2 (HER2) Ry 1, HER2 REME & TG
Wig,

A7 T S H A REE N AIAE HPV AR 75 3
W5 FRHAET . Banister RV T 212 i8R0y
44 BliRE, PA%EdE HPV AH R 75 #0812 - RHIE,
HPV 2% 7B 0% 7 4E E2F #ULRF#RIA, H AKT/MTOR
BEEEEEE LA, £ FHPVEHXFEIE PN A
WNT/B-catenin fil Sonic Hedgehog f#E@% LA,
HPV MHXBFE I BARE AR E3) 7 X CpGs & H
Ak, {0 DNA HEAKT LA TR, £ HPV MHXHE
FEH AR ZARR SRR S, W TP53 BIX, ARID
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BRI WNTHI PI3K J@#, Garg 2@ ~RMFRA
Kl 14 5175 350 B AR 161 A iRISR S EE A 1) SAZ T R
B =, FEK RS DURAE A\ /BRI, R TP53 2
R RN, Hixg MSH6, CDKN2A/B. POLE.
SLX4, ARID1A. STK11. BRCA2 fil MSH2, &4t
MEF| 9 B p53 EH R HRIE, £ 2 B p53 RIKIEHAIFE
AR I MDM2 (12q15) BEEP 4, Hodgson 55123 F#L
AR MUBCEATINR KL 56 6l F 5 il (HPV AHCRYE
45 BIFTE RN 11 61 , W 447 DEAEEEAIFIES R 60
HFE 191N X, FRER, KRAS. TP53 fil PIK3CA
R FEHNE R W RERER, Wi TP53, STK11,
CDKN2A. ATM Fl NTRK3 %55 K28 28 15 8 BU s vh o
., KRAS., GNAS fll CDKN2A Z3Z& 85 WA A K
g, HEMRALERT R, BT FEIMIWERES
Peutz-Jeghers £R&FA X, BYERM STK11 ZEREBMEE
AHFFRIER

Seni~CEkIRIE, MR Silva 8 5 MR G, A&
1M, Silva 7+BMUEH T HPV MHCH F B 8E, — TR
@it Ton AmpliSeq Cancer Hotspot Panel v2 f#E A
K 50 A BE KA1 B R A AR X B, RIS 7B
iR Silva 3 TH K73 FHRAERS, PIK3CA (30%) .
KRAS (30%) . MET (15%) FI RB1 (10%) R
BE N, H PIK3CA., KRAS il RB1 2 LT Silva B
8 CH, TMKRAS ZRZZN 552 I i F MR iE o,

HAtif 7 E R, FESEEE ZNFS58S, SOXT,

SOX17. EZH2 1 L1CAM 55 B[R W 27 A R |2 T B 73
126:30]

BALTT R BRI T E MR E Y

Ho R BO R T BTN, AT IRATAIT,
SXLETRT IR -5y A%, AR RSCIRFIN T — 25707
JRBAEEHIARIEN . AT BRI IRTF I, 45K BHL
HRURIEGEHE N T B U, R T B, XA
AR, FVERISIRY, SHRARIRATLL, B
ST R,

TE—FA 19 RETFROTHHHLE L T HL0R T, 1
HRIT 23 MEMRILY, SIS MIET. MR,
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DNA &&. &, Rl ML RETEMINTES 7 M4
REE X, 1E5 —XERGIRHPBS, fEFE M T p53. p2l,
Ki-67. EGFR. HER2. BCL-2 % 6 N5 H{by7 K N #H 5% 1
AHER R bRiCY, AR HPV, pAKT. COX-2,
—& A EGKE. HIF-1a. HIF-2a, VEGF. NF-kb,
Ku80., EMMPRIN % 10 4™ 58{Ly7 [ W 1E A X bR id
Yoo BEAh, RN A AR AR B — S R R RS R ROT S 2
45 R KBe3T

=GR/ S0F SYNE A=) i R =t i) [k PSR SRR
efilEsE: (1) giENsesmERREBD (CTR1. 20
Z3tHLEA. GSH) ;  (2) DNA fiifafeE g, (3) 4
MgE T CEMEEERES. BCL %%, NF-kb, p53185%5) ;
(4) ERzmFEEfe; (5) DNA H3E(EikZE. microRNA,
2 e AR L3 8 A H AL, D44ve, XRCC Al mTOR
.5 HrH BN TY T 2R A B B M T DG 40T,

HAtAbricY) 5 e 48R A %, W CHFR "1
WX LB BUEYE. WRN 5 CPT-11 BUMA %, DAK
HIF-1a RIS RE (topotecan) [BUIE, #Brifdh
TBIT R FRIGIT RN 548 AR AR IC 2 TR 6 R P RE T 9T
Mo NSYRERE R AERILT — RIS HTARBIIAYY R B bR (L 77
7, XA M,

$BraT

T EIVERRMAIGTT CA AR FRES, O =R E
2, REZEWPFEMIGRIARIF BA I RS 8, B DO
KI5 REEHER

I8 AR R R A A S R P — KB, HPV
HHEN p53 EEARMEA pRb 4% LA VEGF JE@MHIETEM
HIF-1a f93R3K, MTFEMEILE A Sad 2 1 S B A4
BEE GOG 240 IX%: (£L4E 310 HIBEIRAHMIER 86 13l i)
K Ja SRl RIS S R A R 4244 X M8 A BRI 6T
ERIIN T FEIVERTT. 5, £E FDA ftE I
R0 o S0 5 S0 R ORI 7o PR I TE B A BRI
I B TR LA bR S o

Al 2 42 H At LA 24 9 A0 R 2 B 352 00 44 A P b i
45461 fU45 EGFR #I7l5147-491f1 PARP-1 41|77 (5051 | 3X
2 B AE B HuE T R I EGFR AYZIKIS) # R JREE A5G



International Journal of Gynecological Pathology

BRI, AR, XA ARIGRMN . Tisotumab
vedotin 2 — MU L R T IITURSPEPS, SfETEM
FEAIT B T2 NSRS RO, (HE AR ZIE R 7
PR AEPIRR I

H i —2R RGBT =R 2 ERBB2 (HER2) i
ERBB3 (HER3) , ‘Efi1551%#% HER2 1 HER3 & H,
WHIFTR, T EFYETFE HER2 RIA HER2 JNY™
¥, ERBB2/3 (HER2/3) tA4fifazeas W2 fiipic4, S
M HER2/3 AR MIITE, 4%-5.5% NTFEIEE HER2
345154551 . PIK3CA 53735 j& HER2 875 71 vy vh gt % LAK 3
[FE 2 —B0); HH R — N A PIK3CA 587285 2 hit HER2
PRAT I R, Y5 R, EEXHRP, R
HER2 $HI70 07 5 20085 N\ 1] 315 5222 38 531677 IR B s 4k
FmtERELY, BEMREM, 7 1015 Bl FEIEH, IF
Fi HER2 53483 4.5%, i tRAH Moy 58 28 %N 2.1%[561,
HER2 %% %5 PIK3CA %%k KRAS R, £ LR
B, AR 33 N HER2 B[R A4S AE, HAos
2875 30 AN, HEPNBRGEREE 34, 19 N HER2 RZE N T4
MOSNEEREIR, 4 NIRRT EEREIX, 10 DR TR, &
AT ZEBA RU2 S310F (6 ) , HkE A270S (5 H) .
TEFIIN AN HER2 B K 5848 Filid 2k ZE Ry B e ol b, R
BRI E 17, BREIRE R, 168 HER2 JRy 1Y
17 e SRR E T HER2 #IHiIAYT K18 REHTR07, XU
Ji HER2 MEMGIT EH HER2 RAESRY . thiFirH
BCAR4 B:[H R rHIIE T N EIEIS DG, A # =Y
¥ HER2 1 PIK3CA HIEBXETRYT 7T RS, JREEYR
FEVEAE HER2 FRIKAY R 5 TH & A 25000000 . % Ful ik
EPFRICH ARG SRR, W HER2 fEFLEYE A B &
HREAI AR A A 22 01, RILEBIEHEZ, X E R
& HER2 S 4l fb &5 ARSI WA R, BT SiExt
T EHNYE HER2 FRIXMTF3 5 € R ARHR B

RIEETT
Jifyea S Iy 7 ) S H FR R S B X ey 20T ) R
R RN, Vrebfs CaRIFRREIR T RER B TiA
YRR, GRPEREE s AR B B REAE T6 T 7 TS — Bl
NN

T EIERRGF R T LR, FEEBIR: ¥
B0 R R S A SR R (62) SR B R g L DA
B 5 HPV BGAC, BURBZIIEIERIA, %R g mi
HIFIAEIAYT R B A DS A TBEME RS, BHFTREH, e
YiffuFE 4 HPV E7 J5 PD-L1 Zikigne4,

FEFMPET EE -1 (PD-1) M4HfusEt: T bE4HfusE >
Pis -4 (CTLA-4) FRBEERD TYNEGEEED, £
REAIIPRIE, SR E A S @S R e R 75
HEAMLE S, M T 40008, H58 T Mm%k
B, IXEEHNHIF AT BELE R B E PRI R R — e e, Al
EI5 B AH D14 R vy 2] RE R 4081

AR SCERER IR A P bR IC P 78 T S 238 FE 2 kIR TT IT 3L
FREGPERISS ) 5 T EFUE PD-L1 HEMY:, BAREMR
AR, B E A 5-6 NREE, CDS+ R iZiiEmk
E4iffS CD4+ AT T il bR s 5 B E AR EH
Ko T EIPENKE R RIZIET IRV ZRTE 10%-25%,

AWRIER Ventana A E1IL3N HiiAR 0 M4 7
EHUEA L PD-L1 MRIK, —HRFEREMBAEAR (B8R
Ml 156 B, B 49 B1) , 53— IER FEERSECA iR
FEA (BRRANAE 96 B, B 31 i) [oo),  ifvg 41 At H
>5% I, &8 PD-L1 FHYE, FFIX 5 0ori@rHtE (B e
BHME) BOLGEHME (SRS R BT AL IR A RH ) o [FIN
4y PD-L1 FHPER BRI e I 53, S5, FEM
IR AEE PD-L1 BHE S W, PD-L1 FHEIRIRE ¢ Bl
Mt B2, £ PD-L1 BHE R A 5 B4 R i 2
FRMEA R BT A PD-L1 FHYERRIAE < E sl
B, fERRRMMERRMZ R, 5—mmRe
W 93 #7538 PD-L1 (5if&S SP142) HyZRIK, +24MNifkH
MR YR LE A Sy, LB 32 6 (34.4%) PD-L1 %Kik
B, Ho2/12 6] (16.7%) RRERHE,

—IIHE 7 TARSE3E 783 44 T E 3B E N meta 5347(68)
R PD-L1 FRIX G BH DB EFEREA R, XEMHR
o, RETIEARRE, BB AR R 007, Horh— I
AR T 127 BT, RIABFEGIER, oy
At By Sz SR [ S b S e 2 2% B AT PD-L1 3RIB0KF, RBE
£ 17.3% Wl Moggifi#ix PD-L1, 5 PD-L1 At
fRdREAE e, 7€ PD-L1 BHER MR, A5 bk L 4 i B
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W AR T . AR, PD-L1 FHMERIMREES
AFHIERKEY, 5—UFREET 97 A TEIE L
i 7 61) 31, PD-L1 K5 e i bk E 40 i RO Bl Bk
TR Ko

UG T HAFD IT 0 0 AR 5 T A O 28 7 & s B A R0 A 1
B AR RIRTE, HA =008 & BEw A, —
RIANT 42 BIETE, 13 BIOMEETH ) B8 HEZ RIT b

(Ipilimumab) &7, PD-L1 (E1L3N 5f%) FAM: 20 fil.

FHE (10%) 4 #. FHME (>10%) 4 i, #ET RN 1
B, wIERE 10 fil, #F7EREL PD-L1 RIAARREHIMITRL,
PD-L1 FXTEIT IRt IC L, Keynote-028 I pRix% 2
& 22 B FESYE, Hrb 1 BB, SR AIEERIZR R hT
(Pembrolizumab), 18 filffyg PD-L1 FHIE: (22C3 3if%, 5
6 >1%) , 6 {5 iR 52 SR E) R 40 ¥ R Rk, #8897
R4, JtEReE 3 6, G2 Keynote-158 IX4170, ‘&
9N 98 Bl FEHUE, HAME 5B, 22C3 ByiARN
PD-L1%KiX, Z&FHM % (combined positive score,
CPS) (BPNELiEyRZunt, bk E2 4 AN B Mg AL P AR 42 ¥R RH
P4/ iR AR AL X 100) =1 & CHBHYE, B A e
FHYE (CPS =1) o i PD-L1 BHME: B i Rk i
W B #8455, PD-L1RAMER W JCiG ¥y KO, AHE B s i 80K
b KRGS L. Keynote-158 IRIE &R #R)G, 2£E
B EERE (FDA) #twdn AER RGN T
FR AT FER I R A R s M P B 0, RN EER
1 FDA #tHERIFEREIZ W, BN 22C3 FiAKm b4 PD-1.1
FHYE (CPS =1) . fEIRTSHIUESE Ok BH GRS,
He#y), BEILBIE S, THERRGURME D RAEEREIZ W)
ZHf, 2T FDA #tHERIG T HE B KR GG,

Keynote-826, -NCT03635567, BEATcc-NCT03556839,
GOG3016-NCT03257267 %5 111 HiRENLIAKR IEE#IT 2 H, B
TIRA) URh B R ARG T B A AN /B R M B

PRt R S, —SERFSR R, PRI E
2R ECE I 0 5 bR AR A7 IEARSEU778] i CD8+ kR4
HfIi 2 5 0 s R R0,

SR, 1B SO S BEIRIT AT AR PR T e i &
M, TIM3 2—/MNMERBAME L RIEHBRIER S, EF
B F i 280, FEFERIE TIM3, WRESMRitEs

2021, Vol2No2 | 71

KU HE A BRI IGT SRS A IR MR DR ad 4k 41 i
677 (adoptive cell therapies) o

WEFL

ERDFRIL RV SHIT HER2 AW 5174 DA PD-L1
GRS,  DAEREIGRIR IR AbR L, SREVER O
TR SNREGTT R A bR S DA 5 A A R Bl
SHZ ML RA SR, 75,

iz

T B HE IR T DUENRIE /T, SREIRIT R
Wb E 5 5 MBI R, H Al FDA ##2 22C3 $i
KT PD-L1 fERHEREZ W (CPS =1) , #EFFIATEFIZR
PUBTTALT T SR ST T R IR UL PR N 52 A P B A 1 1 5 B0
B

=3
Bk PD-L1 4h, T HRATERZRIFUESR, KA HEESEH
HEAEYIhR SR TN 5 5 S A6 T RN

Saiafr
TBUHGT T 2 — iR R Ea T A RO I, teliER s
RN, BIZREEIEH XSRS ME AR A TR, X RR A
Abscopal ZRE283 HALHIM A, RERABINATEH
MRIEEBER ., H%# N, PD-1/PD-L1 #li5If) sz i
TRBEGYY AT REE AR FRIE AR, 12T
MREERTER TR TRIB IR EERL, CAPIRRY, BOHATE

fRZH4 PD-L1 FOAFHMEZRE 4,

17 S

KT FEHBE T R BTV e Yie 5w
T (R 1) o H PRI K 32 2 R A R i 1]
I 5 B b2 T TR B SN B IR RIS R BB HER2 97
WARAE DU PD-L1 RIEH B AME, 18 B THX 22 PRI
R, HERHEYEISSREE T E SRR R A
PIbRicyy. BRI PR AR AN 2 RN B 5B 2 U
fH2, MUEMIIR S 5HE AR 77 RRM JCRERE =,
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A 5EER, DAHESDIRRIARAIbRHENL, ST IR UL,
T EEFRZ HUD IR S RS RSB KR R, Rl T E
SEHEZHAE HPV MXE, DUREISERSt #3406,

R1.ETENEETE /TN EYARICYNGE

SR T/ FRE M AR IEEER
BCAR4 &R 18 T HER2 &
KRAS =% fEE KRAS =
HER2 BF=1 1 T/ FE HER?2 &
HER2 =% T/ FE HER2 =
PD-L1 Rk FEM IS TEE AN =8
74

IV E TN HPV MHRRUAE HPV X 75

FAMER I IRRIAL:, DAMIBH ERBB2, PD-L1 FE4:9fr&
I E, ImRKIRE P anieE (R4EIE HPV AHCHRE)
SRR MBI RO, HERA—EIEH T 1B HhE
BE,
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b S BT 7 B SRR A AR AR IC )
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