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ESMO K23/ i ) [ B BRPE RSS20 s, —4& ( DTICH AR + JBUEE) 728049 PES B[] H 4
AH, T4 CEREEE + R+ DURERGT) 1 PES AN 2 A, i, A7 + Buinis Ay
W AT A R T U S 5 e R 2 0 BRI A O R A 1 e AT + BUIMAS LR R ES T R
ik FEEE+ B E %, DTIC 250mg/m” d1~5, B 7.5mg/m’ d1~14 qdw. QR 5Lz + B )7
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4125 H—20184F4 JJ 2 H, g4 A 33 BB R (R B, 31 BB IA 2T T
HE20184E12 A 19 H, A 11 Hl8H (33.3%) FBT, 401BH (12.1%) PURIE#ERE -
IBYT, 18 BlEHE (54.5% ) AKELiAYT. POLRITEININ 9.4 4 H, 25 Bl #E (75.8% ) HHILEE
LRI/ 29 BIATEZALST 1Y B PTPEAR YT AL, o RECIST #5ifE , 14 1] & & 4> Z2 it
SRR, AWCRN 48.3%, BIRTERIHRN 86.2%; irRECIST ARifE T, AREEN 51.7%.
2 TTR A 2.1 A, Bk 14 BIE A D, 4 11 GRS IEAERRE 2, 7 DoR i Ak
#|, RECIST brifERY A PFS S 7.5 4 H, irRECIST #rdfi i 142 PFS ly 8.9 ™ H . &4k -,
32 BB BRI M R Fi /4 (TRAEs ), {HRKZHCR 12 9. 12 HilE4& H 3 3 2 TRAE,
1 B I 4 2% TARE (JEWiTGETF 6 ). 3 2% TAREs BIEE R (n=3). SILE (n=3). ik
RANAE D> (n=3), ALT F4i& (n=2). K& N (n=2). @75 (n=1). PUREIGTA R (n=1),

ST S B (B R

my




AST FhiE (n=1). NeWimETHEs (n=1). FIMBRBDAE (n=1). 20U (n=1). 455 BEHE5E R
THE (n=1). HLALEF T (n=1), MREAILEE (n=1) M (n=1) 2. HETEK M.
D4 FI PAHT 3mg/kg, q2w+ FIE 2 Smg bid; QATEHIER BP0 2mg/kg, q3w+ BT EE 2
5mg bid,

I G RBFSE N T 423 5 BRAF V600 LR 5878 g 3%, YPINIESIAT7 ( BRAF 1

il +MEK 6157 192 YT AR AL AP dabrafenib FL24 5 dabrafenib Bt
4 trametinib, &5 R o, PG HAA WL RAES (11,00 vs. 8.8 41 H; HR 0.67, 95% CI
0.53~0.84; P=0.0004) F10S (25.1 H vs. 187 A3 HR0.71, 95% CI0.55~0.92; P=0.0107)
B2, 2015 4F ASCO il Hitil T 4 53R Je kA& MEK 5 ( cobimetinib) ) coBRIM
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