chERE: 4 AR
SCIENTIA SINICA Vitae

P & FEES NSRRI HESR ARIMERSKE SRR BRI I0EELE

2021 5 HE 51 % % 8 Hi: 948 ~ 956 CPIERRE ) Zekal

SCIENCE CHINA PRESS

lifecn.scichina.com
CrossMark

& click for updates

S R 28 TN 43 e
A2 ARG, &AM

o [ 2 2 A B & AL T AN R 22 e, LT B AN EE Be 8 A A, AE3E 100730
* L& N, E-mail: baichunmeil964@163.com

HEpvid s

N

Wk 1 393: 2021-06-08; 4352 H #1]: 2021-07-17; W28 i &% 3% H #: 2021-08-19

WE W4 A 4 kB JE (gastroenteropancreatic neuroendocrine neoplasms, GEP-NENSs) & — 4 &2 J& T 4 4
DWMRGHNEAGERFIENGEMNE, EXE0FFTELREENAS. 2 TEMFRARERENA, TEIK
Fu 6] R & #ALHINENs B R | B9 4 F 4R AE, H fE 2 NENslE JR & 3057 Fbk o B /. F AR A7 4 & 76 & & PR 21 GEP-
NENSsH] 77 i, A J& 5 Bhig )7 6 0wl o6 M Im IR X BB B9 X HF. BREAGEP-NENsEZ WIE T FE L ¥R 61k, &%
E R 35 ) o A B B 7R R AL BRI R AR R 4 RAESE, % FF 20 4 BB AR AR AT VEAZ & 96T °T LA FE R 0 B B 7 Rt
2 ! /i J& (gastroenteropancreatic neuroendocrine tumors, GEP-NETs)# 5 /% 2 &, 1B 8 #A 44 4 4 4 3k 7 (neuroen-
docrine carcinoma, NEC) & IT e > KB ABEU AR ER, ST ENTIERER —KIETHE, #ELE
EATE B 1E R 7 — T RAEE. ASCEX B WA FAL T Y E IR B 7 A 22 1 - 9 b 8 AT Ry 2 b R ks
AR RAE— 4R 1E.

KRR AN UL R, DU, BT

JE 3BT B2 B £E GEP-NENs12 W i 7 458k 1) 12 Jg A —
[B] i 5 £33

FH 28 N 43 W P98 (neuroendocrine neoplasms,
NENs)/Z & T AN /- 4. B m R
— MR, PR AT B V2 AL, H R R AT
RS, HUGEM. &5 B W4 i 2 s e (gas- 1

troenteropancreatic neuroendocrine neoplasms, GEP-

AT

NENSs) B A 7 il 2 Fi RSBz AL L e 7o, Rk
Al LAR I D Re BTG D e B MR, GEP-NENSsHiR 4 H
EVEEAL AT R B AR IR R RRE, 5 MG s T
WIEEREE (BRI % 5 ME N ok
AR B A AR AYE. NENBLES & 7 A AH 22 N 23 WA 98 (neu-
roendocrine tumor, NETs)FUEK /3L A#HEZE N 4374 I (neu-
roendocrine carcinoma, NECs). 2 355 I 4F [ P 4h M

GEP-NENs A FIZEIG 0. AR 553 E
AT F A e 2% 45 B (Surveillance, Epidemiology and
End Results, SEER)UHE & G i1 404, 1997~20114:[1],
GEP-NENSs[PR IR RN T 6f5 LA L, fiih A%E4E3.56/
1073, B BRI A2 218 n s T R e o
GEP-NENsH & i 2 A Br i n,  £991.33~2.33/10
Ji23 A AE R, 3RE % GEP-NENS[KIH5 & 7R % i %,
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v ] 2 25 ol 25 o g 25 I 91 4 1 L AT Jee ey —
T2 B 0 45 [ 22 0 104E.(2001~20 104F ) [a] i 14 7T 72,
W T =R B (1120101515 B 12 GEP-NENs I Bt s
], 25 S 2R AZ Wi 1 BOS A 39 0, B DL I 5 R R A
FERRAR(31.5%) AT EL7(29.6%), FkHEH(27.0%). 210
TR, B 290036 T I R, AP RN R B R N RS
16 WG JIGEP-NENs B 3 th B 22 191, 2010~20204E 1
6 T R AU 1999~20094F (1) 10455, ¢ I8 Ji
REBAL N JEIR(50.46%).

2 LI

GEP-NENs 12 7 22T AR V) b B R r A 1) i
HZW, R R 20 AN G TT SR I e B
KEE. 20104F 540 (HF DA Z{(World Health
Organization, WHO)JH L RS & 4328) X GEP-
NENsHIf % 2B 4E TA2T0) M4 R g e
T PE, BIAZ 2 SEBOR (50)Ki-6 T 2P TR b, 4 N o
HNETHE/HENEC. = NETH 415 NG 1EG22%
R, TR HENECHA A S [F T G3R M. v T H#L
53K E GEP-NENs[ R B2 B, 20114F4 H, “HEEH %
JERAH 22 P A SR s B2 T IR 1R 3R, R G A28
T GEP-NENsfIfi % 3. R bsiefgik. 7
WAL R v W R A 0 201348 B ) o [ LR 2
X201 1R EIFN S, SRS TR & 5 A AR MENEC,
o34 R AT K67 BH P 45 £ 1 20% FNEN iy 4 4“5
WIS TEINET”, LAIX 5 FNEC G3.

20194F 58Sl (5t LA 4 4L(WHO) W 1L & St Ji
JEr ) FRROW GEP-NENsZ K87 T 58, G1Zh
JRKi-67 P B 501 B B <2% 1 B 3 <3%, 1E K1
VTR PR BIG3 0 2, (B LA SRR K AL 24T
NIANETFNECH —# /- NET Ay 4 N = i # 2 P
SMBE(NET G3)"". NET G3AR[F T-NEC, W4 MIsas
BRI R R PRI ZE R, WA UGS AN A,
TRIT RIS AR, S5SHWHO 2 EAKNET  G3HIKi-
67 BH PR 48 H s S PR, SR FH R o A R R IX 4y
NET G3HINEC. [F]I4 25 4R WHOZ) 28 Hh ik & 4 -
2L N 437495 (mixed adeno-neuroendocrine carcinoma,
MANEQC) 5 4 AR A P A 2 P 43 Jh-JE 1 48 P4 40 1
J& (mixed neuroendocrine-non-neuroendocrine neo-

plasms, MiNEN). PA7E— L85 5] | Ef 28 P 250

T R R AN R T Jlig, e 48 P 20 JM R 1) RS20 1 T g
ANET. Ib)a, BB s 2 AR 2 4

w1 1 W RN EN T 212 W 3G R & S AL 362013 i
| SR EAT T SR, B 2020 E 15 [ ENEN 5 2
LWL BT F A R GENENSHE 312 1t
7 THI ) PRI ) J, WINET G3FINECH) % 511217, TR
BRI A Wb AE RN 2R P 4 R (mixed neuroendo-
crine-non-neuroendocrine neoplasms, MiNEN)f#]i2 W <%

IR SR

3 AFREpsTkRR

AR PRI A R AN [ J R 0 A AN 43 4k R B
GEP-NETs 7 {EFE N AL, s % 2 A S 2 72 5.

Xt 6849 BRI i BRNE Ts(pancreatic NETs, pNETSs)
(4 A S8 N 45 SR R B, MEN1(44%), DAXX/
ATRX(43%) 2 50 i DL HI AR AN R4S, 14% F) i 98 18
mTORGE A S5 JE K th 5 5848, A3EPTEN, PIK3CA"".
IS5 102 pNE Ts (1) 4= 2 PR 20 0 e A 70 4 1 25 0L
R, Rt pNETs %48 35 R 3 23 1% DU AN % -
(1) DNAfERE; (i1) Geta i, (iii) sk iy,
(iv) mTORME. MENITRALTE e A& AE i OB A
F, TIDAXX/ATRXZEAE sk mTORM i 2 48 5 35
S 22 B FIUG AR, EL I T IE 3 S 7 5 IR e A8 T U
SIATT T R AR HE ) Jb AN B 2 S0k ]
N30t 8 451 Jt % 2598 11 27451 T A pNE T [ 4 35 [
I P R B 5 2R R JE T BEpNETs 2 L H AN [F] 1) 58
ARERE.  FIRAEE $5 U308 7 (copy-number  variation,
CNV) (B2 53 18) 5 DAXX/ATRX 5748 £ % A J5 24
2R AK AT RALH BCNV LA AL B B T, B
AW B 9L T it Sadanandam 2 AN Yk AT I 2 4
SO NTIEEPNETRI A N = AN F WA (1) S 2R
FEE 2 (R RRAE AR RANEL RS KGN, (11) S5 FEIRRE
MR iy (i) MENFE/H R E R 5w A BE 6 7%
A, BT PAIX 3 VR B AN (Rl R pNETs. A 5 45
A BT X 43 5 R RS AN SV R B R [A fIpNETs, il
IRIRER R ZR ARG A, il G EVRIT TR,

K53 pNECs 5 704k R 47 I pNETs [ 55 [Fl i 2 A
7], pNECH:# th % WRb, TPS3ELKRASHE {15875,
X — X 5 AT LB B 4 HINECHINET G3, Ry & % &
YARTT I7 R RS R TR B A R
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B WiENETs 2 K R R pNETSL, 8% /My
NETs 3 47 £ CDKNIBF#: KRB s # 2k, CDKNIB
PIRASRS GERRI . WIS TUE K, HA
A v P iR P R e R ) R . 60%~90% 1) /) i
NETsH 185 Ytk K2k, FHAM) S & S A B .
TE /N J5UR Ik e L6 R 4 2 TR) A EIDN A 34k 1)
A, R LR B T m FIDNAH B4R,
e W3R WAL 2 238 W] RETE /N NE Ts (1) 97 975 13 J& o
e U,

R FR oy AT 7 R A B T iR B GEP-
NETsIfi KRR S, (5 H AT i skb 5B Mk 70 5o
UESE -7 BAG I 45 T A TR R . R E R E G
N B 2 K 5 4 B iR o7 5t 5 e 0 8 IR PR R T
Z5).

4 BB

R AR i EALAE i (computed  tomo-
graphy, CT)ai4 4% 1% (magnetic resonance imaging,
MRI) /& GEP-NENSs 1] 73 AT 2500 Al 1 32 224 A 7
% U R BB AENETsi2 Wb A EEAER, A
ACRT ARSI A, B Bl g 43 B, 3 ] DA 10 A DA% 422
ZH KN Z ALY (somatostatin analogue, SSA)ER K52
PR PEAZ 25677 (peptide receptor radionuclide ther-
apy, PRRT)WEH. AKME LA BB ENETSEH )
Re UL M 7k, B2 T s A K 3 25 52 4K (so-
matostatin receptors, SSTR)ZIA. T4k, #5-68("Ga)-
DOTATATE PET/CTHI## LSS TR K 1) B i 15
X, FASSPECTHLL AR H i RHEZ. DOTA-
TATE/&SSTRESNA, TERA/SZ AR BAE FH 5 AT 4k
HEAMRE MG, HArSSTREAZ AU — AN HE R B2
N7 SSTRIEHFIMLM3IFIR 11, FHAENETsEAZ T
TH P RBORR L 9 kA H AT P 45 e bE B O T A T
.

b 5 R e B g TR BT R R 0 PR A
FE 78 PENETs 53 b Skt 3k L2 Ga-DOTA-JR 11
F1°Ga-DOTATATE PET/CT, 4% 575:%Ga-DOTA-
JRVLLE 36 ok il kar il f5 7/ A0 ek 8 5 5 BU 7 T SR AR
1f, 1M Ga-DOTATATELE & $68% (ke t 77 T 7T e
T%Ga-DOTA-IR11. #ATfi, 5'"Lu-DOTA-JRI1ftL,
%Ga-DOTA-JR11f{ISSTR2FEFI ST HA%, AT RERR 1 T H:

950

4" "Lu-DOTA-JR11 PRRTYAYT L X2 I 7735 (0 e
H. BAM—TRTHE LT L T Ga-NODAGA-LM3
H®Ga-DOTA-LM37ENETs % 1) 2 4tk . B4 4
AFFIF R E . 45 528, ®Ga-NODAGA-LM3FI*Ga-
DOTA-LM3#4R I R UF (A oA i IR e e 1%
ESCRI B 2 P e e B, DT 7 A 2 v ) R % B, 71
B 5E Bl 5 A Gabric ISSTR2FS HL A 2412,

T 5 2R I SSTRERIA R ARAIK, A KK 21k
TARBUREAE, B0 B3 R A LS AR A A A
SEALIR e, H AT N R R R A K VR R A R
TR 2 B 32 1k 5457 Ga-Exendin-4 F1'*F-DOPA &.1%..
b IR 2 B B 0 S NV R ) R M g 4 R
55%Ga-NOTA-exendin-4 PET/CTHY H i 5 25583 [
JBEMEN97.7%, R TCT, MR, A NESLGKRE
Tk

5 R
51 FRWBIY

FARAEFIRAGEP-NETs /I B ik 1697 778, X Tk
SR, CIBE. <2 cm pNETs, U FER K, BUEAE
G HRE H MR AL T RS R, ARV AT R
TR VIBRAR, W] 2% 8 R AW SR S5 A . U R[]
JESUPAE P FEAE S — SO (1) e A, H R T B 7 I TR
sk Z grBEMEDE LS R, ST ERRE RN SR
IR TR A Y,

A 2 i X T i A A o e L A BT
T AR N T2 em 1204 pNE T3k 47 151 5] 3F 43 UL
fic 5 b, 5 BoR, SIMFARML, PLas AT R
F&/NT2 e (I pNETs A3 A Jig o 5™ 8 K hE K
A IR D T T AR A A e o PO,

GEP-NETs % Jy it /M, [R e % A4 M e i 5 R
FFRIGTT. A nT UIBR e 7E v U1 Bk I 54 52 (1 GEP-
NETsHATEVIR (RO, R1)JE 54 42 472 (overall survi-
val, OS)21985% . (EX T LRI Z, TIERIA
PEF-ARUIBR 1 JCTh 6 0 IR e I GEP-NETs (1) 4% 2.4
TR CELFE JR R I8 ) Bk B8 A 6 T B 2R
TR BSAAEAE 2,

AL BB B R 25 AP0 6345 pNE Ts £ [7] i 44
JFF 3% % 5B 35 130 AT B4 1 A5 AFF 7 225 SR S 7 S R ek P e 1)
W A B AR AE ARG, b BT R B A I A
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HEAT B — T3 - 35 BT BA B 43 A Al b [ 2 Haca BA
FIBAEE AT, #5128 B T GEP-NETs T 4% 7 i & A
PRAAEIA, W RE TR IT SR ) 2 R ALK 4

52 ARIGHIBIGIT

FI R B = Al AL X BRI A R 6 5 % S o 11
GEP-NETsHIA Ja 4 BiaI7, RIS R 8 5 2R iR
WFRIG, 25 Iam B ARHEE ARG HBRTT, (HE R
JE B INECS A J& 1] LA & 5 817 AT

RERZHpNETs A, HA ISR F B
PNETs R J5 & & #F £ 1] 1%13.7%~36.2%". HEf
AT B BIRE SRR R AR o B R e (I
R FERIK-6TR 5 WL BRI 2 R
RGN BEERFEED N B K pE R 4
B BN ] 43 AT T 13049 W V)RR I pNETs G2 i
&, HorbsomlR sz KA dh Ik Bhis T o~124 H, 71
82 (IR AH), 45 3 B R K 2 B8 il kA Sk BhiR T
AR E3ET AR, ERAEGRBNFHRRITR
U AR BE AL FR I PAC TR 36 52

] 22 25 Ak 2 B 8 1% o X o T BN 0 5 4 7 K
22 22 vh 0 (g Schmitz 5 143 i f 25 [ [ 5% Jee ik %
5 7E.(2004~2014) H 806151 {E 7 7% 1 45 HNEC, 75941
B N EIRNECEE, SRR I (inverse
probability of treatment weighting, IPTW) /5247 7]
it oM, LR G A S A B LT T 5 W 8241 ER 5 1 OS.
Hrb g5 B NECH b7 i AL OS & E L T W %2
H(57.4Hvs. 3823), HE . /N M EIENEC & 2 544
NBErR AR 8 B AR BT AR E A7 328, HP 4L
I3 HT N /NMBNEC 2 1T LA B T gk as. 2k
TRBIF T2 A 6 0 I S5t (A B AL T T R I3 %

53 WHIGEP-NENsHIRYY

i IGEP-NETs 17697 G55 T RE PENE Ts [P RE IR %
HFIGT IR BE T 16T, T B 2 ERVA R, MR A T
IhRE. MEFEVEPE. SSTREEIA. s A K id AR o
i S Z MR FRIEIRIT TR, IRIT FRBR TR F
RIGITAL, JEERIRIT LB AN NG, KGR
7T IS YA T M PRRT. 4Rk, £ WIIBHEEHL
xof BRI PRATE 70 1 45 SR R R .35 48 0 7 M IGEP-NETs
BT, RIS T W HNETsAH O¢ 5 2L
X BEREG  E EAE  RAET T R M £,

HFESSA. s TEEM 259 AbIT X PRRT, {EANAFEL{EIR
J7 A A BRI ORI R R G e VR T I 5
AR ARE AR R PR ]

1E ik [ Br % A0 BE AL IR IR R 72, AXRA-
DIANT-4IN T W E 3. 070t FEse 7Ll
V)E IH 5% 2 P 2K [ (mammalian target of rapamycin,
mTOR) I FIMK 4 5 =] 5 2 T L, Ay LR 3 e K
oD Re AR AR R BANETs 5 (1) Jo i @ A2 47 i (progres-
sion free survival, PFS), H.ZR \#ERa 58k N#E

2 B 5 S R 1 71 (tyrosine  kinase  inhibi-
tor, TKDZE LB e EARTAH 25, st
B N B A KK 732 48 (vascular endothelial growth factor
receptor, VEGFR)1/2/3F0 4 440 g AE K K 7 52 AR (fi-
broblast growth factor receptor, FGFR) 141 i i
A I A R TR ST e A ] R VR 152 AR (coll-
ony-stimulating factor 1 receptor, CSF-1R), {E/bM24!
J IR AH DG R i, T (i AL AZR Ko e g 24 L 1) 28
B, TR FEPT I A2 BOR G E PA T W E G . R
N BIRITIINETs B 1 T o/ IR 78, DLRBE S
() B 0T e A i Ml A I i IR NE Ts 1 %2 & 77 % 1 B
AU AT FE 38 b [ 2 ot i 554 s g
TRITTHAA S35 1E 5L 1 H A 43 B A Bk B PFSIX —
FEYT L FOFRR AT AR AT, 25 S [ B e 40
TRZAT CHnnt7)-M983 %) (The Lancet Oncology)IF]
R, XPRIILHIE R R 45 RSN R L e
T E R AR, R LS e b B X2 R 1) 2
—/NIERUE R JERENETs, 12 a8k —R 4L H T8
JT AEBEARNETS Y VEGFR-TKIZ54, 77 4h 1 B4 25403
JTIA .

bR B e 11 M A A Y T R T Bt
AUME TR B 7T, REME N RS T IR
WAPNETsHIIT 2, 4NN 1 1445 i HApNE Ts £ & i A 1f
BN RN B G AT % W 22 f# % (objective  response
rate, ORR)N46%, itz H]% (disease control rate,
DCR)N85%, HHIPFS 12H. BUMEMERE EmT
SSA K T ¥R 24, W LA T BRI BANE Ts &35 11
I8 1T

PRRT 52 ¥ T35 5 P A% 2 I [ 3 326 28 3R 0K vy 7K
SSTR ) Ji 28 40 H AN 17 4190 1) ek 98 26 < B — Bl o7 7 .
WEAE/E GEP-NETs /& # k47 I PRRT I R 7 85 £ FH
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F 1 BYINETs R O 56 TP I8 858 250 (1) S 1k BEATLING R 5

Table 1 Completed key randomized trials for evaluating antiproliferative agents in patients with neuroendocrine tumors”
wrg” SHRZEL vs. B2 BHEH NN F1 AL PFS(H) ORR (=3
JHERENETs
RADIANT-3 BRI vs. KHETLE] 420 12 P43l FEpNETs 4.6 vs. 11 2% vs. 5% Yao, 20111
HRER W vs. TBE R 171 127 W3 EpNETs 55 vs. 11.4 0% vs. 9%  Raymond, 2011
SANET-p A vs. BILEJE 172 127 A ik fEpNETs 3.7 vs. 10.9° 2% vs. 19%" Xu, 2020
ECOG E2211 (LI AR F)  #MEf% vs. CAPTEM 144 PN R pNETs 14.4 vs. 227 27.8% vs. 33.3% Kunz, 2018
HEJEIRNETs
PROMID RA vs. BHIKLAR 85 HI9A H NETs 6 vs. 14.3" 2% vs. 2%  Rinke, 2009
e e 6 H Pt E
RADIANT-4 IR vs. ARYEDL ] 302 e H;VNETS 3.9 vs. 11 1% vs. 2% Yao, 2016™"!
SANET-ep LR vs. BB 198 iﬁaiﬁﬁ‘ﬁ 3.8 vs. 9.2% 0% vs.10%" Xu, 20201
B K60 mg, 45 11K vs. SSTRPBH 49]
NETTER-1 17 u-DOTATATE 4/ 1] 229 1 NETs 8.4 vs. NR 3% vs. 18%  Strosberg, 2017
AR I i i
SSTRPBHH:
CLARINET LR vs. 2EERIK 204 3-6HANBIRAEL  18.0 vs. RiAF Caplin, 20145"
T ReM%ENETs
T Fo-2b+ B HHALLAR vs. N
SWOG S0518 DUPRER BRI A TR K 427 ﬁ@‘if}g“ 154 v5.16.6 4% vs. 12% Yao, 20177
LAR JEESS
LTI+ AR ELAR vs. 128 Wit [52]
RADIANT-2 P T 429 Seiix A TENETs 11.3 vs. 16.4 2% vs. 2% Pavel, 2011

a) CAPTEM, KRS & 5l LAR, K20 NETs, #4543 W08 NR, AL E]; ORR, BWMEAE; PFS, il B A 17 1; pNET, iR
PR A8 ; SSTR, A KINRZAR. * NBRECOG E2211 7ML AR U35 N BEAUX FEIIIARRE 72, #5422 55 33 F& i [A] (time to progression, TTP).

YA TUE PGSR

EAEA-111(C " In). £2-90C°Y) B 45-177(" " Lu)bRid
FIBA IR, JE P o R R e, T L
T Lu-AIPRRT & A5 B R 5 7 M XU 0y 8 3 1%
i, BEHLAHRIIHE FUNETTER- 124 T PRRT LR
BAHEAE F R K AR SR, LR A S 2
P J5)(Food and Drug Administration, FDA)#L#EH 16
J7 GEP-NETs.

PRRTYAYT AR AE H E AL, N 7 AN — 7 F
B A, e ANETs B iR 7 ok, dbstihAn
B2 5% 2k AR A B M7 Jg 7 — %51 Lu-DOTA-EB-
TATEG 7 B HINETsHI I AR AT 78, "' Lu-DOTA-EB-
TATE 5 '"Lu-DOTATATEAA L, {8 I A U5 11 2R 4
RATIEAR, WA RGE KA A MR R, I
325 ST R PN R [ B AR B, AR AT B R
FIEWIE . Bl e it aaess: (1) etk
23BN )RR EIE ; (11) IRy (i) k52

952

UEITIT RO 5 2 BRI IEERT 9T, 1IE/E#E4T 5" Lu-
DOTA-TATEJT 0% E I BE ML J& 1T HHAIF 72

X F-#E HIGEP-NECs H 8 (67 15 LA T A &,
P A8 B R R L R AT RE PR IR R T e 5. Jb s
R 27 g 1 I 9 A A S 4 T JIT 90 L 7 GHE
TEE AN IR (EP) 5 B9 37 B RE AR (1P) — £ 76 7 1 34
GEP-NECs[IJT IR R B, Z5REW, IPI7AS
TEP, B 7 ZI 52 R AT, (HA R R SARFEA .

Yo LG A 5 057 (immune  checkpoint inhibitors,
ICIs) L 7E 2 Pl MR SEARIE Va7 Th LS R 197 238, RAE
W HIGEP-NETs H1 & RE B/ y7 &L AEGN N 3251 B i 3
JE R NEN £ 25 1 — T A7 DT A S B0 B & QR G S e
YEIT A LR ) 1T S 736 (DART SWOG 1609)H,
184511 WINEC £ % JORR N44%, TNET &% — %4
KB H BT 2 BUCHBES 4 T80 ) 254 B ST 11
TR TNENsEF, BN R R NE G Ri
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W HHI(NCT03879057) %% & JE L& AK-105() %
O TT IR R AF 7O (NCT04207463) A N T B INETs
B, HAREIE 745 L RE N IGEP-NENs & & R I7
PRALTE ZIRTT IR R

Jb s AN EE B AR 5 AV 7S T GEP-NECsH
PIICTAHIChRICH). B T4 N334 GEP-NEC /MR FF 4,
) FH 4 28 4 Ak G (o BF T PD-L 1 22 32 R 4 738 241 i 922 i
B S L AR 3 4 R R R R 5% I L AU T
AME I, VR MR 988 44 (tumor - mutational
burden, TMB) 17 T2 & AN F2 % (microsatellite instability,
MSIVIRES. AR 8 LA 743 (tumor proportion score,
TPS), PD-L1Z%K AP GEP-NECs529.0%, 4 H{E
69.7%, 27.3%H154.5%11 4 W EEH|CD3", CDS Al
CD68 4l LIz . WP 22 I TMBAE M0.57~11.75 58
A2 /Mb,  HAIHUCNS.68 1 RAZ/MD, A4S I EIMSI-HIIR
A, PR s 7R B 2576 T GEP-NEC W] BRJT

BAE, SEANEAT TTE R 2L

6 HH5RY

JEAER, X GEP-NENGSIIfG R I 5 o 4 1) 2 i
FOTEDS R R AWIRN, R 2 T
PRI 5 45 A B BT ¥R 7 5 R M F IR, B
= T WINETs S AR, IAEBLA 16T 73 b iR
I B W IRE > A R Bl R VR &, R
AIETT T 2 H BT Ar il He i . i HANEBC A5 1
TRIT R 20250, 2 T IR ANEN R 2516 PR
WFFCIEAEREAT, 0GB 7 i 3 B A 1097 8043 1
BE R 259, AR PR S, RS GEP-NENsF A XK
R Z IR T RFEABENLT BRIG AR 7T, (EAH
15 R A ML 25900 R AN PRAE T /KT AN W it 25
JNGEP-NEN & # {2 1L 6 2y y7 ik 4%

%k
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Progress in diagnosing and treating gastroenteropancreatic neoplasms

CHENG YuelJuan & BAI ChunMei

Department of Medical Oncology, Peking Union Medical College Hospital, Chinese Academy of Medical Sciences & Peking Union Medical College,
Beijing 100730, China

Gastroenteropancreatic neuroendocrine neoplasms (GEP-NENs) are a group of highly heterogeneous malignancies originating from
the diffuse neuroendocrine system, and their incidence has gradually increased in the past 30 years. The results of molecular
biological studies indicate that NENs of different grades and primary sites have distinct molecular characteristics and are responsible
for the heterogeneity of clinical manifestations. Surgery remains the method to cure localized GEP-NENS, and prospective clinical
study results support no adjuvant therapy. Treating advanced GEP-NENs requires multidisciplinary collaboration, including symptom
and tumor proliferation control. Systemic treatment options for patients with metastatic well-differentiated neuroendocrine tumors
(NETs) have expanded considerably. However, treating advanced poorly-differentiated neuroendocrine carcinomas (NECs) lacks
prospective randomized controlled study outcomes. Platinum-based chemotherapy is the preferred first-line treatment, and the role of
immune checkpoint inhibitors still needs to be confirmed by further studies. The present report reviews the recent research progress in
GEP-NENS.
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