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Abstract: The 2022 annual meeting of the European Society of Medical Oncology (ESMO) was held on September 9", 2022 in Paris,

France. This conference reported a number of important studies in the field of hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC), including advanced system—

ic therapy, local combination systemic therapy, perioperative therapy, etc. These results will change our clinical practice and promote the

development of HCC. This article focuses on the HCC related research of the conference, and discusses the hot spots, problems and future

development direction of HCC.
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1.1 RATIONALE 301 #% ( LBA36)

T BEAL. B 2 A X R
FhR % . 2R oo EN e NIRRT, 8
TEPPAk B R R BT FL R A e — 23R T 30
HCC 7Rz 4tk . BRIt an A 674 %,
PR 221 BEPL /3 B 28 fR A Bk il s R ke
H, FEURL SN SAELFM (overall survival,
0S) MAEL RME L, B UR B2 550 % WL 5% il
S (objective response rate, ORR ) LEHRBIN, B
FHRR YT S RPEAEE R, R R EIFTRLA LN
0S MyAES RevE B i FIBR T A 2 OS( median
0S, m0S) K 159 MH, MRERAAECHI mOS K
14.1 1~ A (HR=0.85, 95%CI ;: 0.712~1.019 ), EJ
BET AU B AR 15%, mOS FEK 1.8 4~ H, WML
Atk . SRAAEE A, AR
BiAH H R ORR (14.3% vs 5.4% ) FIHE 5 A (1 2%
it 335 22 5 (8] ( duration of response, DOR ; 36.1 A~
A vs 11,0101 ). B4R A7 Tk e E 77 I median
progression free survival, mPFS ) A5k 2.2 4 A
3.6 ™H (HR=1.1), Z2Mhm, SKRMIEREL
B, B RIER BT =3 IR IR R A A R
4 (treatment emergent adverse event, TEAE ) KE
R (48.2% vs 65.4% ) AL, WFFERY], B FIZk
BT —LZRIAIT N HCC BoR T HA IR R X 0S
Hai, HEARFZLME.

RATIONALE 301 #F 5 /& fy i [ T 00 358 3%
LAY & itk €t PN ks E AN 7R
75 1 WIS % T CheckMate 459 HF 57 2K i
fIEAI 7 FEZ IR o g a RS B R H R
e Je — £ A7 M HCC R 3k 3] 0S AU 8 2 5,
IR RE R “Skxfsk™ XL RPrAE e — iR )7
] HCC, RATIONALE 301 Aff 55 4 £ 24 45 0S %
RAEL R, I HEARE ). R ITHE
HIMALAYA 5% it Ay W] ™, AR e s xit
R PR e —ZaayT e HCC dJ2RH T 0S 1Yk
FHRA I B ARG . 3 3 WAL T i RIS
S R v/ S S 1 - 5 % 1 RS 11 W &= == B2 S 7
HIZTT 3 Y, SRFEAEE I, 0S B ik tH1L
(15~17 4 H ), HR P31k 0.84~0.85 ; ORR 4
WAL (14%~17% ). (HZMHFRBITTAR, 2
AR IR AT, CheckMate 459 #fF 5 /E 4 CheckMate
040 5T M BRIEPERE ST, BT AR B0 APE Y i
TS, mAEEEMAMEE SR (Food and
Drug Administration, FDA ) U T g R O B hr
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AT M HCC BYE R, IF HL7E NI KITA AR
Y 2022 Jig H E I R IR 2% 2% ( Chinese Society of
Clinical Oncology, CSCO) J5 &k M2 I7 R T
WMHBR T2 2R T 0 TRty 0 AR
FIJCFRPT LA 3B 25 RO 58 19 D 2 223K 45 2022 [l
CSCO 8 —ZIAIT B MR L R IEtE, KRBT H
BREAGTIS AE TR AR 4R B Th 45 T HERE . X TAEAE
FF 3008 S 0 XGRS AN 38 5 o P A4 A B, Bk
Bl R ™o . IR o e SR, AR P MESE
T3k -1 ( programmed death receptor-1, PD-1 )/
FEFESE T B AR -1 ( programmed death ligand—1,
PD-L1) 4l 7 5. 25 sk T 4 A e HCC — 3697
Y7 ko 8 % ek RAF e — .
1.2 LEAP-002 #f% ( LBA34)

LEAP-002 #f 5¢ & — Jil 42 3k, Zh b, Bl
Bl BUH . LR B A IG R oY, B e 0F
i & H Je kA A TR Bk B0 LSRR e B
22 B R — £ 6 97 e HOC 1 97 A% fn 2 4 ik
WA A 794 B E, FBE 11 BEVL 3 AL 2
E A JE KA IE R 2R BT B g R B A
LRI, FEMRA SN 0S FJC i i A4 7 1)
( progression free survival, PFS), TR B A
KA ORR. #F5E R OS il 1 2 R H 9173 47 interim
analysis, IA) A1 1 IR & & 4> #1 (final analysis,
FA ). XFF IA1Bf A9 PFS (54 PFS 434 ), Wik
IT R0 Bk Bl P=0.002, XFF FA B OS /1Y i
W 0.018 5. Z5REIR, 76 FA B (57 BE 7 I
B 2R 32.1 N H ), AR JEBA M TR 2k B pr 4
1 mOS 2 21.2 4~ H, 12 o Je Bk 22 B R 4
7 19.0 4~ A (HR=0.840 ; 95%CI : 0.708~0.997 ;
P=0.022 7 ), 7E IA1 B Az FE IS 17.6 1~ H ),
CARE JE B A IR R BT S ARE B G
TR mPFS 43514 8.2 /1 H #118.0 1~ H( HR=0.867;
95%CI : 0.734~1.024 ; P=0.046 6 ), CHZRBEL
IATE A ER B P4 A ORR S 26.1%, TSR ER e Bk
BLBFNAN17.5%, LLeMEImm, SRRk
B A R 2R B hT A RGO JE B A L BRI 4 3~5
P3G 97 M E AR B 3 {F (treatment related adverse
event, TRAE ) BY&AF55R 62.5% 1 57.5% (5
g% TRAE : 1.0% vs 0.8% ). #ix 4 LEAP-002 fiff 5%
() EBLL S 0S Ml PFS RIX BG4 E X,
CARRE JEBCA IR 2R BB AR S ) HCC — 23R
SY BN, (AR SR G IRYT ) mOS Ky
19.01H AR SRR HAE A e I HCC ARifE—Zin T -
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LEAP-002 #F5% H I Ji LA — ELAZ 21 i 4 s
LRMNEZ KT, AR FRFEE 0B
AN L AT XTI T e I SR, b
BigZitie 5/, EEEM K3 L (1) 1K
B CBA MR ER B HTH) mOS>21 S H, 51Z07
ZAE Ih ] KEYNOTE 524 BF5¢ b 1 285 5 1
KE T OS BHIIEUE. 2 AT, ckEie
B mOS fmik 19 ™A, iz 2T REFLECT #f
FEAERHAG 9 13.5 4 H 1 mOS™ . FE A ] fig
HIEShiMIgiar A%, JuHEMBMAR:Z TH
Z WAL & RPEIRIT N R SLRTT (22.8% vs 14.4% ).
(2) MRS T S IR B T afH (PFS 4314
0.002, 0S 7315 0.023 ), FERZSHTH, /3 HL4s 0S
) o (EANAT 0.018 5, iSRG P {E A 0.022 7,
ZFARBEMRRE G 22 S WFTEE AN & T
A1 a #5345 0S ZASRBE IS FHIEZ5 5L, {3 PFS
(A 0 5243 5 T — 0 o BRRE. D AN NG R
HIEIHE, SR EA TAs, OS 2 PR 0.022 7 1)
L5 NTHIR ALY 0.023, ZREMSIA TS F A&
SOFFFE RN, (3) W B v R ik e,
AT LSS ? 5 LEAP-002 #F5% 211K,
B WAL A L3 na PR R T, BT IR
Br BT R EER, 2B AR IR A IR T Hh e R 2R
BB AR 2R, PR FR AL b A B R JE
Fhh, HEEAARAESEIE, SR e A A
W T RMAR R, FORRAE s, SRR
Je i) ORR ZaXHE By, SR NARE A g2 —
AN T T 4 X6 R 24
1.3 SHR-1210-11-310 #f% ( LBA35)

SHR-1210-M-310 #f55&—Hiask, 2,
BEHL. FFAOARZE . EArxd B A ST, B 76 F
At - 3t A 2R BB IE A BT A B JE X e & AR e — 4k
GIT IR HCC My R 2 bk P BFgedbitam A
543 B, HERE 11 BEALSTE 2 K B A Bk SR
A el (B ) MREPEAE e A . FEMR
2L OS Al PFS, CHEREMISE A i ORR. 45
FoR, PAIBEDT 14.5 A H B, BEE4H mOS &k
22.1 M H K FRAARRHM 15.2 4~ (HR=0.62,
95%CI ; 0.41~0.65, P<0.000 1), 4 Ffiiji 7.8 4
H B SO REPAE R BGE mPFS(5.6 1~ vs 3.7
ANH, HR=0.52, 95%CI : 0.49~0.80, P<0.000 1),
SRR T TSR X B, it —
KW, ARDEHAANBER AR R 55 WA ORR
W TRHAEJE4H (25.4% vs 5.9%, P<0.000 1),

e 7 .

DCR 43 51 J& 4 78.3% F1 53.9% ., 4 45 i, *L
YO S EART A2, WIZH =3 9 TRAE &R
5k 80.9% #i1 52.4% .

SHR-1210-11-310 #f 5% . /2 h 28 Bz 4% 3
SHYEBRZ o irgE B 7R 1 o 43 B it ED
BURT OS 1 PFS AUBHMERYZE R, HIb&Z E2E R
(7 BE SGVE, IR AE ESMO K2s b UL H kR4 1Y
e e pk2e H N EdE, BORTHEZ A X
SR AR AR SR 3 A5 B2, iR e
SEBRES 1 TS ME— 1 —TUIE SE AR VAT I A I
PR3 T e 411 1) 751 (tymsine kinase inhibitors, TKI) /)
O30 ) 25— 23R 7 T by B U I AR Y R B
Ao 1 By 2 e MG RO 5T . i T i
TR T I 22 TR RLIG PRAE ST AR 4k 3T D10, 48
Sl COSMIC-312 (-R1ERJE + Bl A BRI
ZPAESE ) M LEAP-002 (MATEFIER ST + OB
JeXT SRR e ) Wi 2 B8 H Y 4Bk TN F 5%
RO ", R TP — 2R S e A IR T R R A 7K o
1M SHR-1210-11-310 5% 09 W20 J130E T G 2 ki A
AT (PD-1/PD-L1 ¥4t ) BEA /N Tl 10 24
TKI A RAE, A5 R A R = Uil R 28 2 s i
Gl GHFE—8IRIT RS, 55, %t
FERIEE T , H22.1 A A 1 moS g4
W9 — I A TR YT 0 R BB UE M I R AT 5% v i
KM% 0SB I HiF 2230 958 — 2k S e BK A IR Y7 i
7%, HAeARER mOS #RARERE 21 ~H . XL
SAEZ R T/ RO 5E st o A AR 73R 2%
I i RESCUE A5 9 mOS ik 20.3 4~ A ", 1tk
B B T HAF 5 A 54, 22 AHE 22.1 A~ 19 mOS
BHE B EDE T A [ BRI BT 24 4 B A
ARITRL, IR E R TR A, 56—, %
G — T bR [ 2 A S 4L U R Y [ PR 2 Pl
G RWFSE, Toie RS I 7 i T hid 2 BRI T,
ABFEATRBL T v AT Y B S B, (R
BT A I 9 T R K I R AT 9 B 7K SF- R BE
[, ASBIF 58 I e 5 10 24 0 2 [0 7 S B T 245400
O 2 SR 1 4t SUE B RS R 24 4 DR BB
L/

LEAP-002 i 5% 5 SHR-1210-T1-310 B 5% [
FERBF R HCC — &M RS8P wtss,
2y FAMEAAIE, B8 RAEA RN, BT
WF 58 3T 07 T 0 40795 22 5 UAL, &R R A
(hepatitis B, HBV ) & 4% [ AN [6] o Eb R 0] 5B 2 5
MR Z—. BRAEA meta 07T HR ], HBV BYLT
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HCC B B0 HBV L iy 3 R Eif )T e 08 3k
FEEAR T R R G B iSRS R
PR S T AT5 AR e ik IRl 228 HBV Jig PR 202 75 m) LA i)
B PEIRIT W AR 25, W FF S A B 22 00 5 GO0 IR 3
IBFFEREAE R IR A 2. Tk, 2 DM 254
AL T 22 S AT RE UL 2 P TR 5 45 R B s el PR R 2
—o AR RIZ HE SRR, BTEE e U EA XS
T P9 B2 A K T 32 4R -2 (vascular endothelial
growth factor receptor-2, VEGFR-2) [ & & i% £
Peo R, XTI A A S ) (immune
checkpoint inhibitors, 1CIs) B9 &L M4 A Al 24
WA e TERADIFE

2 HCC HIEEREE REIRTT

VTR i TR A HE T ARG T UG B e
AR T FR OO FA o o T PN | 242 AT BA i
18 63 140t AN nl YT BR 59 T 2R 5 SR ) PD-1 4l
FIBE A TKIIRIT, e MIBRE H 15.9% " 4
PN A P BN i — 3015 e ) B B R DL fe Bk
BT AR R A AT DI ER R HCC py T
WE AR SE (711P ), BRI T 30 ] L IE S
BB s & T 98 43 1 ( Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer,
BCLC) B /] HCC f &, B bPIpRRIE 43.3% ",

N TR VIR AR, 2O RS
PD-1 50 SR aRinyy [ eS8 i shikibsry
¥ %€ R (transcatheter arterial chemoembolization,
TACE ) T2 k¥ F 1657 (hepatic artery infusion
chemotherapy, HAIC) ] 58 IEFE#EATH . A4
KR H A GE — TG A JE B A PD-1 41 i 57 K&
TACE (Len-TAP J5 % ) X [ 54l TACE 1R¥7 I 1A
AT YTER 40 M8 00 22 vhods - RTRE T BRAIESY
(715P), BTEPEAL Len-TAP J7 X} 8t — TACE
TEWHAA AT Y BR HCC 838 h 5L ALIR YT 192 4 1
AR BASBAII S G A T1 R . SRR,
fE (16 1) JEB, Len-TAP A1l TACE A1) 3
T ok B SE R IT SO BRE (modified Response
Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumors, mRECIST) PEAL
(%] ORR 43 %1 & 78.9% F1 16.9% ( P<0.001 ). Len-
TAP A5 14 5% AL VT BR AL T TACE 4 (50.7% vs
15.5%, P<0.001), Len-TAP [A 51| A & & &) 3 %%
TRAE &4 (P<0.001), WABAF R H B 4
1 5 9% TRAE,

R 5 B S5 AR HRIE /Y Cal-Era BFSE (726P)
J& — R I A 2k PR A © A JE Fi RALOX-
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HAIC ( By F140 + B2 i %€ ) 3RY7 BCLC B 1A
C 9 HCC B R IS P 0 TR 38 1 s T aF o2
B 7E VAl R B R BRSPS £ 8 JE M RALOX -
HAIC A3 HCC B33 —ZRIA 7 M7 RO & 42
PE . B TAE 5 09 FOLFOX-HALC 77753 13 i [l 4
FEE ARG 25 R A 25 (4 Im) L, 2R 9 1 7 R il 2
FeACIURmENE , AT LAZE S ], s R AR
PETHRAE MM TFFE T A 26 B E, 2
R AR AT A S B JE F RALOX-HAIC 3397
6 AW, ZJE REFIER BTG R e 4E R YT
HEpRE RS2, 45REIR, 61.5%
() £ RS B A2 =10 em, [ TERBKIERE (portal vein
tumor thrombus, PVTT) Vp3~4 7 5 61.5%, AF4h
¥ % 5 23.1%, RECIST v1.1 fl mRECIST ¥ it 11
i N ORR 23 51 S~ 57.7% 1 80.8%. 2 5] (7.7% )
B 3K B mRECIST 5214 %% 56 4 2% fi% ( complete
response, CR )o IR (disease control rate,
DCR ) ¥Jik#] 100%. WF58 3R, K5 AR S pr A
SRR JE I RALOX-HAIC (54 1657 W] LA e
W) S0 3 AR Ak

H H T 9 F 5% 1 32 63 2 ol i 0 1) v 3
%, 24 KA A58 & 278 B HCC JF &
(NCT04246177. NCT04712643 . NCT03778957 Al
NCT04340193 ), # K ()T FlF Bt 3= 02 4 1) Al 4
PESE RGURYT IS R T IS, DU S
W HCC BHE WAL DB B AR R 25 . RN R
IRYT, JCIBAE TACE i /& HAIC, FERFIEETT AR
15 LA — S o, LA T B 5 RE s AR
HEAL AN e 5 4% 2R R 38T T LA A B AR AR A

3 HCC BEFAHEIT
YNAITIT RS AR, R BRI R
BITRAE T A M Eas . BT 2T X & G HCC
FEE A S 5 B S e 16 T ek AT SC Bt AT
5% ( NCT04639180. NCT04102098 . NCT03847428
FINCT03867084 ), 3 A7 B HT il B S 8 ¥ 97 1)
) SRR/ (TEATE Sl LN (22 € 0l 7
FIBR ST A BTA s e T F AR YIBR 9 HCC [
F ARG YT A9 T/ (MA-HCC-T/TT-009 ) #f
9% IEAEFEAT T (NCT04521153 ), A 4F 1 35 #i %
FEUIBAHRE T CART #F5% (712P) 223X 210
R S 1 R BABT IR G BT e e BT R AT LR S Al
WG y7 vl BRI i 2 bt . BEAIL . X RECTT A A
58, B AR R H A BR BB IR A BT R JE 7E B
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A CHraBh A ) SORIE (i) 3677l
I S0 A R e A o IR 3RTHANA 32 fA1)
H, L1 BEFFARMA ARG HBNGITH . 45
RN, 29 Gl ERZIBIT, Hb 16 w3 i3
Bl F R4, ARJG4HTBI4L 13 6. Fods ik % 2022
ESH 20 H, FEALVAETLFMEL (event
free survival, EFS) R, HrilBG T 41m
ORR 4 57.1%, DCR } 92.9%, 1 1 [F < 95 #F Ji&
( progressive disease, PD) iR W 5%, W5 F W,
- T A BR B BT IR S Bl E RS J A mT U)o b £ B
H# = ) ORR #1 DCR,  Fl T ARG i DG s7
Wb AT A2 5 S AR A SR S T U R o
FARINAI IR BB 8

SR RT3 B 5 3 DR 7 S8 S A s 7 AL
AR E, R % WU e A B 21 CD8™ T
Yif ., ARAETLG TP PD-1 3697, WM RS
T AR A e SO o AETARDIBR I Al DL R R
UM T 20 A, 3X 2620 BE 98 YU AN B A AT ik
R 0 AR ESMO K4 — i o A
B E B RE I L 0 T R, R B
WHIT AT RE LA IIA YT A PO XX AR I BR
18 M~V 50 B 2, 2R 00 R0 5 1) ol e B0 4l B
J7 X LUl BhAYT I RFSE (S1801;LBA6) 455K,
B Bhia T 4R EFS & THIBNAT 4 (HR=0.59,
95%CI : 0.040~0.860, P=0.001 5). At CART
FEANIRAT—52, X 2E D HCC F B S b7
XF FEARJF B SR T IR R I SE . X TS (45
TN 20 1225 A B AR Bha T HERE SO . (H2 X
TR BRI R 05 RANGST R SEAT AR = B v
T

4 IN

AU ESMO 4F-23 [ — 3009 45 385 1) LBA i —
BT TR HCC IRk EE, SR IX =T 5%
BH I, Ak HCC I IRBFIE anf i i1, Xt
FRAL U e . B AR TR M sk 7 L RS PR 2 5 L
FHEAFRE, HCC RIS REIRYT PR s
BB, 2 BRI A TR A R . Kok
HCC R MR E 2 I mr s = i, R R
FRURL A I PRAFEFE AR I R 2 . HCC B AR 1R
JrAF R E A, 2T R AR R IR G %
FEA A AE DL AR T 7 AR T I 45 21

1A 1R AT A 3R 30 988 A A ke g 2 A v Y
UKSh L, X B ARG AT SRR Y, IR TR

Jot R ) B AT 58 A R 5, i 2 ) I Y
BFHSE M PR YT, T IE S BIR YT Y
KEHEAL AL
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