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[ Abstract |

tional cytotoxic therapy for cancer is closely related to limitations of the toxicity. The mortality of locally advanced, recurrent

The incidence and mortality of nasopharyngeal carcinoma (NPC) in China rank first in the world. The tradi-

and metastatic NPC is still high. For this reason, targeted molecular therapy has become the hotspot of research. The bloc-
king of epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR) and its ligands is a new cancer treatment without cytotoxicity. nimotuzumab
can specifically bind EGFR to block itself and its downstream signal transduction pathway, so as to play a role of anti-tumor
and radio-sensitization. In this paper, the research progress of nimotuzumab in the treatment of NPC is summarized, so as to
provide a reference for clinical practice.
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W 309 K 52 R B g A M9 180 7 R R 1 A DR S TR L

F K N F 32 14 ( epidermal growth factor re-
ceptor, EGFR) 7£ Z M S (957 vh ok e 3, S W 8 iy 3k
80% ~90% ", 5 [l I 400 i 38 B % L AL T A 4R
oA RIS SIBT AR IIAR R e 2Bk
Pii—" 1gG1 BIRY NIEAL B se BEPUIAR  iZ A2 id
b TR AR A B K BRI B 5 BEPTAA for egl/13
(16 2a) M E AR E XS HE 2] AR E 2L E ARG,
HNBA R 95% o Hpt gLl « 1) 4 5 RE
Wi EGEFR 38 % , 0 fil Il 938 240 M 17 18 i A= 2% L il A5 A=
JI, SESR I AS T IYRK 52) A PR 40 A
A4 ZH M 5% 0 ( antibody dependent cellular cytotoxici-
ty, ADCC) Fl &M R 114 240 i 2 %500 ( complement-
dependent cytotoxic , CDC ) Z& G ZE R « Fo 2 [eG1 Al
By BELIA, FeyRIT (CD16) 5 K5 1) H AR A
(natural killer, NK) 4fifd 5 50 5g BEHUIA Y Fe B 4h
£r, i3 ADCC K CDC 3 A K g dn it s 3)
FECEGFR NAF AR . Je Z 3R bi-EGFR 5
BRI A0 ML A A 2 e AL EGFR Fafige, T I b
SEANMLAY EGFR 335 54) Wik NK 4i A 43 T
PR v, AR ZRA ( dendritic cell ,DC) : 1]
NK 4iiig-5 DC 4 A A= 5 SUHE AT, NK 4 it 73 i 1
PR v DC 40 i 35 fb )l 2, 355 DC _F % PD-LI
I, G DC R g IR SRk 4y CD8 + T 41 i
3 5) BIHTE DCs | PD-L1 853R0K , 75 57 A i By 1
fs B 5 HLA-DR . CD83 .CD137L . PD-L1 43+
1 DCs (1) b, J5 57 45 I HU s 57tk CD8 + T
it . BETC A Z AN RS R JE 2 Bk B
PR ST S 1 7, TR 25 WA R B g
L, X U0 S A9 A AR A W PR N A
2009 4E 4 J] Je % BR BTV T S WA RA B HE T A 56
[ [E] 57 2 A58 9 P 2% ( National Comprehensive Canc-
er Network ,NCCN) 555 (1 EIfR ) , H Hii 45 m 77 7
JRy PSSR 300 S5 A [+ 28 TP Y TP 2019 AR5 Rk
BRI L R ILNFOR M m 25 ) Je R Bk BT 4R
RIS WA BUATT R SRR TR AT
WG, AR K S5 T8 % Bk B BT T T 45 100 S R A8 Y
WFFEHENE , LU lm R CAE 5 2 it 2%

| REHRBEGATEREHERE

11 B g ( TINOMO ) 17 >R FH B8 4 507 3R 9T
i SR FUMESE IMRT P X 1 0 8508 , 22351 [m] 5t
PERIFE B SR F IMRT AR 4 B4l 07 4o v S8
SRR ELAT BL IR, B T2NT R B S i

TCALFERS R N RIS Ay o 3 5 R
i IMRT s IMRT X407 B Al ik 21 AP, H Al
JE 2 R EAGUARMERE I T 300 S WA

2 RERHRBEHATREABGHSEE

2.1 IMRT + R Z¥ 8T vs IMRT

2007 4, BEHEAR G A T —TZ L KL
Xof BE ) T 9318 PRI, K 137 9400368 Jm) 8 G 4 5 A
B 2 o IMRT 44 (67 i) FEK 536 97 20 (70
@) HREIRYT AL e Z 2R HHt 100 mg, 1 /T,
7 ~8 i TEHOTER TR S AT E 17
J, BREIR T H I B RCR R TRATH (P <
0.05), HEGYIA BB 2. B9 B7m Je % Bk
BAATT A I S R S e MR 8 4 T BRSO
HAWEIEM . 51 —WRiErE 2o my IR
WFFEIN s JE Z IR AT (100 mg, 1 /A, =07 45
W HOT ARG KA 1K) A Bl T 15 58 J) 35 e 4]
SR8 P JCERS IIRA AL, bR A Dt ke I S5 £
EERS AL AT IR SR B, (BRI T SRR T e
'

X A Ry TSGR S0 L MR e R, LA 7 A0 % 7 )
TS J , & 5% % WA B i T O RO A e iR
B S A R E T RE TR N b gk a5, RS SR A
BCCEREPEM Z 1 T 5. BE=Z 2018 4, — A 5 (0] i
PEIIHT T 75 15 Joy ¥ W S0 28 A o R s S o e 32 JE %
RET (455 100 mg B 200 mg,4 ~ 12 7R kG
WYY R S e L BE DT 45 A 4558 3 4R
T R AAFH IR TC AL R A7 T b e A A7
# (distant metastasis-free survival, DMFS) | JC#f & TG
R H= 172K ( progression failure-free survival , PFS) Fll
B A &R (overall surviva, OS) 43 B 4 95. 6% .
95.5% 98.6% .89. 7% F1 89. 2% , . 7~ J7 50 K U,
BE R SRR, AN BRI 32 407 1Y) 2 41 S WA s S8 o 42
PRI >
2.2 IMRT + B ZEEH vs BEHALIT

2017 4, You %> A — T B BPERF T4 5.
B ST R R ) P53 DR IE , $5 BE 1 4 Pext, X5 2
(143 i) 2y IMRT ¥k 5 J& % Bk B4, X B2 (572
W) 1] 26 WAk 97, WAL BB E /Y 3 AR o A A7 R
( disease-free survival, DFS) R # L & & 4 17 K.
DMFS F1 0S i) 22 oG8 it L (¥ P >0.05) ,
XTHRZH G3 ~ G4 (1% ™ T I 27 7 7R 56 DL (26. 3%
vs4.7% ,P <0.001) , X}F N3 3, J& ZERprik
& IMRT Jaj # IX 480 52 2% RURS: 185 C HR ik e vz s
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8.85, 95%CI2.55 ~30.67,P =0.001) , 7E{# 1 J& &
RPN I 2 BCHERR N3 . B T ULifsE
Sk [l B A, i TG G Ath, SR S 5 JE 22 Bk BRI
IMRT FF N3 Js 30 0 JO b 8 R0 35 I Jmy 8 IX Bl R
DRI e PO A S5 T RS 1 1) 22 P O T I R A T
Bl o 2018 4F,—I51 Meta 447 [l EE s ™ XA B
it 52 BAE 4 Ak 7 (1) Jr R I A8 3, JE S BR R PLIR
IMRT "I IAAIE S IMRT 857 J) S i 10 S5 1A 9
MR %8, HETJE 22 3R B H LB 5 0T A Ry R F g
BRI 2A ZEUESREE A A .
2.3 BEFHHAT + BZERER s AWK

ZIBEFE 4 b BT e T Bk B A I 4
Ry BB P [ A5 A7 A ) S e 0 S s ()Y 7 o d
s RAPROR, o RN 2 e hr . HIK AR
ST RO & 8 T g[8 26 ik ik 777 2017 4, You
A GURRE A K BT A [ B F S A R, R
FE P4y DUAD , $2 08 124 et 862 (189 1) Ky
[0 TSI A JE 22 2R B, %o B4 (689 f3i]) Hy [F]
AT, a5 R R R AL R B Y 3 AR
0S(96. 6% wvs 92. 9%, P = 0. 015) .3 4 DFS
(93.5% vs 86.9% ,P =0.028) 3 4 DMFS (94. 6%
vs 89.3% , P =0.030) , 4 LMY E K5 R (HR
0.57, 95%CI0.25 ~1.25, P =0.160) S 36T K%
(HR0.40, 95%CI 0.19 ~0. 84, P =0.015) , fif'&
B MBEELEBERN TR EEZS (P>
0.05) o 53 HNHITR &S L2 o (g 7% Xof Jay 30 s 0 5 i
I JE Z R BAGTER G [ 28 TR T AU T R AP ik Ak
7o
2.4 BB +IMRT + BRZEREH vs BT +
BBz et A4

2015 4F, Zhai 264 % 38 i T ~ IV 3 &2 0 93 £R
F i IMRT B Je Z 2R B HTIR T (200 mg, =6 Ji
W) A RE B2 2 A TR LU Ry i 1
PRAbyT , A5 AR I 58 B A AR R R S e ]
R g S8 3 ) SR s il SR A A7 2R (H T IR 2 o
IIT S50 PRAR 3 I DAGIE 52 . 2016 4, Li 451 /8 A —
Tt [ A5, SR B ) P 43 DCRC, 4% 1.1 XS, 3K
520 52 5] (IMRT + J& Z- 3k 541 200 mg, 555 1 ¥k,
J6 ~8 J&) 4 HAZH 52 B (IMRT + JIii41 25 mg/m’,
dl ~3, 53 J8 1k, 32 ~3 JH) , iy SeqT TPF
AT 2 A, s AL BET 50 A A a6 4R X R
205 4F 0S H7(63.9% vs 81.4% ,P =0.024) ,PFS 3}
(58.0% vs 80.6% ,P =0.028) . TEWAHTH , %t 60
L LB W4 0S PFS 2 R g it2¢ i L Bk

U9 2H I AE O #c8 (P =0.020) .
2.5 FERWT +BAYRNLT + BEHRER s FS
7 + BT LT

MR ZE 208 Bonif S AT7 G [P ey T A
B F o il (HARREHE & 2 4F Je 3 A
T TAX324 BFSS R — I B ML JF bR S5 Y 1
WG AR B, H e TPE 7 %6 (£ PG fh 3§ 75 mg/m’
d1,JIii%1 100 mg/m” d1,5-F PR MERE 1 000 mg/m” dl
~4 53 JE,iESE 3 ) 5 PF 72 (J4H 100
mg/m” d1,5-5JREENE 1 000 mg/m” dl ~5, %53 JH &
52, 7ESE 3 R 15 AT A R E e ) e R e R T
WAL, Hedr 255 BB 5T % G20k A TPF J5 48,246
BIR A PF J5 %8, 5 A7 R LI T 7 AT + 1k
I (T T RIS T i 2 7 A F= R ,
R DT 72.2 AN H S5 R WoR TPF J7 ZZAE R 45
fil% B AR R T PF TR, ER7
BGAF RS | Zeng S5 A — TU 91 % BR A
¢, Horp TPF (£ P {38 60 mg/m” d1, Jli41 75 mg/
m’ dl &% dl ~3,5-% KB 0E 600 mg/m” dl ~5, % 3
JAES 32 ~ 3 JEI) 75 Ak T 4H 58 i, GP (35 74
fBE 1 000 rng/m2 d1,8, %[ 75 mg/m2 dl =% dl ~
3,03 JAES L2 ~3 F) iF2T 4 55 6,155
ST 2 ~ 3 JH G, WAL 4T IMRT + B2 4657 ()i
5180 mg/m* dl 5% dl ~3,45: 3 JHELE), 458 BN
TPF JF &A1Y PFS HE R TS T E L. b
Z L IR A5 AT A & 2 (A T Xo) Jeg 0 e 4 iR g (HE B
T34NO) FRTIEMEBENLXT BEBFE O g 24 T 3
AT R TPF 75 3:4k57 7 2 (2 P53 60 mg/
m’ d1,Jlii%] 60 mg/m* dI ,5-FF KB IE 600 mg/m” dl
~5,5 3 JE,iES 3 A, Bon TPF )5 g
FE IMRT B4 T (4T 100 mg/m? A3 J& 1R, 3%
223 W) iy ROy T S AL L R S R R B
HITE ) A TR 9T 28 01, BRI 2019 4F: NCCN F5 R #E
1£ TPF J7 215 A0S J5 R 20 AR 7 Ry Jmy 350 e 400 5
MR VR T I — 2R . TR AR HK ] e 2Bk bt
ST TR RERE— 2D B i SR P ) S R R i AR A 0 BEAE
A Il 25 R BoR 55 FA0IT IS R O 7 1B
HIRZRAAHGIT R (I ~ VB 1)) S0 g
RERS W35 ALK 5 4F DMFS, Hrpifs b7 Ir
TPF .GP .PF TP, X} N2 ~3 f83% , HK H]Je 2 Bk it
HATH R DMFS 1 0S' % S Ak 7 5 W) 45 ik
ST e Z BR BB LT & — R A IR YT R, H
W IV A T 0 5, B O SR T B BE AL
X BRBIFFERAUESE o
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Zi b Je Z R RA A PR , B RSOV N
L E SRR S MR R 25 53R T HR B — iR
D) SR Wby Sy ORGP /= Rl Ny w4 LU i
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IHHLA A B I PR AR AR A TSR aE , T A oy it —
AP B R R A BRI . JE IR T
TR R S R AT RS TR 1

Table 1. Efficacy and Toxicity of Nimotuzumab in the Treatment of Locally Advanced Nasopharyngeal Carcinoma

Variable Type of study Number  Research design Result P
+NTZ vs —NTZ
Efficacy Phase 1I clinical trial >/ 137 IMRT +/ - NTZ 3y 0S: 84.3% vs 77.6% 0.010
pSM %] 715 IMRT + NTZ vs CCRT 3y 0S:91.7% vs 91.9% >0.05
3y DFS; 86.7% vs 86.2% >0.05
3y DMFS: 91.1% vs 92.3% >0.05
psmt3t 878 CCRT +/ - NTZ 3y 0S: 96.6% vs 92.9% 0.015
3y DFS: 93.5% vs 86.9% 0.028
3y DMFS: 94.6% vs 89.3% 0.030
psM 4] 240 IC + CCRT +/ = NTZ 5y 0S: 94.5% vs 85.6% 0.058
Sy DMFS: 95.8% vs 83.9% 0.007
Toxicity pSM 3] 104 IC + IMRT + NTZ vs IC + CCRT  Leukopenia: 63.4% vs 75% 0.048
Nausea and vomit: 9.6% vs 78.8% <0.001
+; with; - without; NTZ: Nimotuzumab; IMRT; Intensity modulated radiotherapy; OS: Overall survival; PSM; Propensity score matched; CCRT:

Concurrent chemoradiation; DFS; Disease-free survival; DMFS. Distant metastasis-free survival; IC; Induction chemotherapy.

3 RERBESATEBEEWEE

X EEREPE S W, SR IK A 5-FU(PF 7 %8) 42
HH—L 5 1 Zhang SEHT A0 A7 — 39T R
Z s BEAL IFRChR S B TR RIS , 2551 s
FE LT R A A3 O T, 75 P A R RS DTSR ( GP
TE)BKT PF TR A H s 5.6 M) IR
T T MR 2B i R AN S AR AR R, H R GP ARYY
RO N —&AI 7R bR, IRTE GP B¢ PF J5 %
Lt FIRTE ZBR PP A REE— P IR A
W g G AR A 7 2017 48 S [ 1l R I g 2 25 4l
ARTRITRE Y 22 b0 i T3 I PRIIESE , 9120 45 2R R PR
WA e ZBRBPTIRY T B IRTRS S 1 7 ROk
JTZ AR BAF . 2019 4F, iR Zhao 2517 /4
A —I 2l TF bR 2 1) T 3 I AR5, 35 44K
ZIRYT WA PEIT 5 e A 1k S s R 5 3 o
52— JEZIRHPT(200 mg) A PFCIE + 5-96UR
WEWE) T RAST 2 6 AN, e R Bk B BTAE A
ZPIRYT BN PR R, H 45 R UL G i % (objective
response rate, ORR ) FlI1 %< Jii 15 il 2 ( disease control
rate, DCR) 73512}y 71. 4% #1 85. 7% ,PF + J§ LR HL
e oz Tt R A7 (mPFS ) 6. 47 4~ J1 (95% CI
5.8~8.2),0816.3 1~ H (95% CI 11.4 ~21.3) ,#2
b BLal PF ARSF AL, BT Zhang % BF5THh GP kST

HIITRL . e =12 G ZBR B, ORR 15
£/ 92.6% ,mPFS 3} 7.29 4~ H | F7F a0 B4R T 24l
PF fLy7 41 J GP fby7 4, PF A5 JE ZBR BT ] R
—2k CP TR T o 7 —TifF5™ WA 13
WBIREAEHE 72 35 22 T G2 AT 1% W 100 2 B P S R O £
H R MRS e 2 BK BB (200 mg) |, F
ORR 1 61.5% ,1 4F 0S k1 76.9% , {. F 35 P4 il 152 o
2y (HIZBR TR 5D, 5 7 K 85— AP o
KT GP B G JE Z 3R BAPTinIT e 7 s Wi 7 200 T
FHOCEU R, FIPRUR BT PR ICS JEe Z 2R
PO A — B, B—IFE Y 4 11 N,
Xof BEZH SR FH B BT (37 491) , R 2 4l (37 i) 76 5%
W2 LAy 1 3 JE 2 Bk Bt (100 mg 597 [A] 491 1Y
dl) , BrRXFANREIN 32 AT (1 52 R 55 75 G i f 4
I A A RO B T IR (67, 6% ws
43.2% , P <0.05) ,7EF SRS 0307 LIrsin &
(P <0.05) ,{HHF5% 41 & AR A i s & A 2R 1
FXTHRAL (P <0.05) , 38 i 7 5 2 A KL 4H M 4 7%
BRI FIGIT, FE A B TR T SRR, B 4 ik
it

JOZ BR AP Ry — BB B ) 2, 4 1L I
RHZ5705 R 100 mg/ K, B _F R AIF5E TC I8 42 Ja 3
WG 30 A 2 B M e R s FH 2450 1 340 T AN [, A B
15 RAFYT Rk, BRI RN il 45 , 308 AL i IR 7 TR
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I, Sy i de HER i, R R R A T
TRIT , QAT A5 [ U A R T, 5 58 2 e IR
B LAUESS o

4 BREERE

BT LR LR, ATIN R 1) Je Z 2R 41
HATBT R A, AR F B8l iy s 2) UTY + Je %
TR 5 WAL BT Y7 SO 2, 6T AN e i 32 536
Yl iR PR RS T T i A 58 (H A
WHERR N3 f85553) Ry + e Z3R il T
[ AT, B (o) S it 109 o MR s S 5 4R A5 T 2 i
KRG 54) 15 2 40)7 + IMRT + J& ZER B pr L 5 4F
0S 1 PFS {715 S AbI7 + [R50k s7 , X 60 % L)
RS R A, OS AT PEFS JC 25 5%, {H 15 il #)
RVEHEAR;5) AT + WYY + e 22k St
5 4 DMFS (LT 4097 + 20 ofeyy, % 7 N2-3
B M e Z 2R BT HAT 5 ) DMES F1 0S56)
X R I R B, TR Z BRI S PF O R A
ORR .DCR .mPFS [ F #4li PF fil GP 5%, Ju
e Je ZBR AT ( > 2 400 mg) (1B H K 4G HHIE,
AEBH GP I AU %, GP BG Je Z- 2R St
TBIT RSV S H A 1 B = BEARE . XX AT
SZARST IR e 78 R BB OT R e Bk R
PURAEE I BERE . T IR R 2 A B ) 1T
m PROESE AR TE ZRTREPE 2 vl CRFEA Y T
IR RAFSY

EEFR: AX2BELEXN THREMEE L
X I RS AT N AR AR B S SR AE IR X R B
FWEHE R BB ECRBAXACHRRE, T
Bt

AR AR S F EAE KRR A
Bl % 5 (CNKI) B 3 8 I 2 A 3 >Cmk e 1 R 40 0
F R 3R

BT 2 AT E XN EAF, L5 7 L E
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