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Y I A Bk 33.3% ., 64.3%. B8.3% Y,

SHETE P 2 ARG SRR PR A LA T MR LR (48BN R RSV ENs ( GOT) FHiy
(68.3%), HFNYEEAT (GPT) Tha ( 63.4% ). SHRIBEMEHET (61.0%), =1 (6100 ), v HENES
BT (56.1% ), EH =R (53.7% ) EECARREE ( 51.2%), 0o 3 SRIA iSOG L R
15 y- THEMEREEERE (+GT) 7l (12.2% ). =4 (9.8% ), GPTF#% ( 7.3% ) B HM=RmE ( 73%),

HESEIGE : Sl P92 A 2. 0mp/kg, FREEEFIRAN 3.0meke., 5 2 B—i.

{ 5 ) Enfortumab Vedotin 759 ] B 004t

—Jiil Enfortumab Vedotin 152 861 R 8k SUb0 T BEFE A0 1 4 Shif P 00 82 et -2 i 101 PR
I B ARG AT 1 W0 R ER 5T s LA R N 73 3%, TR EAETER P 123 0, Sk et
et 26,0 -0 'L HIG BAR—00 5 4225 Enfortumab Vedotin X3 88 FH T BE£E k38 % i & 897
(A F 2 A RE 2 B 0 B L e 1 b T Wik R B 95 45 B B 7% Enfortumab Vedotin 106297 M) B f b
B LA e 64.5% ',

fE# M Enfortumab Vedotin 1.25mg/ke d1, d8, ®HEHEEE ML 200me d1, 65 3 25— R0
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HEPFIE Rk Dol 8 R 460 10mp/kg, 8 2 RIEET—IK.
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Enfortumab Vedotin i 4 76 [ Pyt AE 7.
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AR I . M PD-LI A AR, VR R ENAEEN 26%, P PD-L1 FHEER
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2022 9 ASCO Sl 4 75 T HAFRLS, SN B RE U dskT] 26.5%, FHiHEsMY 258 1A,
B fend ] ¥l 146 A 1,
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A TR R Y, &SRR R A A 24%, it femm a8k 20 H ., B4feat
fil et o8 0 ",

HEFE . MR M B 200me, 163 MK,

(3) seilEERRH

PRI B Sy (SRERE. R ) 0 A TS e 5 i R MR I LR I
58 S A AT L T I R ( KEYNOTE-045 §F9% ) S0 1 of W3k b (i 2l 8 3 ol 02k e
fil, F4LA8% 1034005 7400, Hibrrse s, S0aaesilh21.0% 5 11.4%, ity
(ERfmlep (8o 2.0 4 H 45 33 40 L SSERIYEE Ron e M BB AT L IS E S TR N 16.7%, I
disEadm b 297 +H "

HEFEHIRE . WA BT 200mg, B 3 M—C,

(4) EH AR

Checkmate275 11 J0it4e54 A 386 0 F WA R MAYPREE L B AlE i #, WFod R ShaH b
FOATHE Y 20.7%, RSP Sy 20348, 207E2 ALE GRS SEENERE
( FDA ) 36T itES RNERE T L0 bR I I B o — 2R iRyl R iiE

2. {k5F

Y R O e e M e O L M S Y D R 5T ( KEYNOTE-045 85 ),
RN TEER, TEEMLUERGEN TSI, 208 F a0 REs - R iR {kIr E
Thoory R A 10 005 R R R ST AE G T fhay B el W e e ST B E R Y
11.4%, I E Pl 33 0, Bt 7a 8 0, B B e P 0



A AT A A IO PR, — O D 5 R S SRR T R L R SRR T Y
BB B MRS R s, SHEER ST N MRS ERR L, LI FdE
SRR, e iE 2 AR R B R WA R Y 14%, JCHENE s TEeT M) e (8O 2,76 T H
Bt )b 8 7.9 A 'L 5 A0 R 0T g N R R R R B B R R
AL I WDFE s B SR T Y P R R R R W T AR (6.9 TH vs 43 TH),
W RN 8.6%, THREEREP 07

WfEs A, SEOEEMSEEN, STRERE TREA LT, LR
Bl T ERRAT AU R, b S ALY TR B L Ml R ) TR T A
e WA R 27. 7%, e R A e {3 6.0 T F , EETRaHa ch (0 80h 8.0 A T
St gl M BT L P e R b R R (TR A e, A 0l T A R L R
A5 S VYIS R SE SN 5L 5 A L o AT R R O 27. 7%, TN rEe E p 8 2.9 11
BAEFER Ak o6~ 1, WEREDT.

E B 75mgm’ d1, B 21d H—FIM.

SRR 135~175mg/m’ d1, # 21d H— A,

HE OSSR 260mgm’ d1, 8 21d B

EHET 320mg'm’ d1, 5 21d R,

Il % S00mg/m’ d1, & 21d H— .

HENREDS SRR, S0 1 000my/m’ d1., d8, M 80mg/m’ d1, 48, 21d h—
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e AR {EIT 12 H M) AR E . BLC2001 F 57 B — 200 i 1k e 12 ) 3 o 00 8 i L P e R 1ol i
STAGR I R FE, ASE T 99 BS3F FGFR 5. BUH R S (£ 45 5l sl sl il e g 288 ko
124 H i) A, 79% BB E O EREES . 43% 0 B A BRTESE 2t FAWIETT, 2009 4F
BLC2001 8FFEE 7RIS E R R 42 St SR 8 . 1 O il s A i g 40%., b CR
B 3%, GENIEEIE S 79%, RHHRAfEOHE LR 55T SR el 138 A

2023 4F ASCO Sil ey T HIE 3 Wiksers, B E SR A T FGFR Sete it i i
B L peaiier 3 MAREHERIFSE , SASL SRR B R Sk r oY B o frnda cp fr B B 121 RS TR 4R, ik
FER TR RS L, ERARORDRY 4560 5 119, Tl fatarpiegh ss +A 5 2740 7%

HEFERRE : NEiREEIRH Smg, fH U, di1-14, 838 —MM.
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(1) $EEfAEYm

HE il 75 B .40 ( RC48. Disitamab Vedotin ) i — @ A 2B M 2k 2 (HER2 ) Wik
it sy (ADC ), — 008 i) 7 B R bu i [0 WG AR AR ( RC4B-CO05 ) 89 ABEEE W MG R ni
HER2 [FI¥E & 2500 000 B0 | B, ASHLGTT 43 (0] "2k 0 el R EE b e e ol , HPaiEs
WAMH (cORR) % 51.2%, SATHIE (DCR) % 90.7%, KR EFom Py 691+H, &
S FEM P 13,90 AT S AT T A P 2 A A R I 0 AR FEBEIE ( RC48-C009 )



AT 64 PIBRTE S0 LAr, 0957 76 M7 20 40 M a7 1 e M i) HER2 fRsle 41680 f 4 0y B
(IHC 2+ BE 3+) BUDRNN RES bk 2, AP ASHZBLHE P 85.9% BB F 45T T il PO = Mo =28
F, BABTRE R (ORR) B 50.0%, JEobdd kil v & gub sl iner A B0 7 AR i
% 55.6%, SN PEHREFEN MO EY 53T, BETrE by 142 TH .

HEFE R . el P RO 2.0mp/kg, B2 F—K.

{ 2 } Enfortumab Vedotin

Enfortumab Vedotin ( EV ) ¢ FE B 1 B 48 B 50 B 0 10 51 1 Nectin-4 A WL SZREDT 4 7l T 2 91
MMAE #lil,. —7%F Enfortumab Vedotin JH THIEIAGEE-E, FBHE SR KM T idrsE, »
. ot T HIIGEEEFSE (EV-201), BiHEA T 89 M E, EFFFEE LT 2021 4F ASCO GU 2
AT, BN BRI - R AR (ORR ) 7 51%, IRAGIEHE (DCR) ik 91%, it
o frnd ) S S8 4 H , BErRnEP R 147 1R

HiFE I . Enfortumab Vedotin 871 1.25mg/ke. dl. d&, d15, & 28d A—JAW.

334 EBHBEHRE CREN=LETTRE
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a  Enfortumab Vedotin i 4 {5 F At E i
b T B SR g ol R e R R IR I R R ST R
e JEIEHRE i ATEN e Lol , (USRI F O FOFR2/3 MR 25 im0 e S | R 48

R R ELR B _E B M) S RIS TT AR AR

N ER B e BT IR R AR TREFE R ] R RFE . PD-I/PD-L1 B
HE AT B R Al AT AR MO EEREE A T =R I . WA FGFRYS Se i 4,
2 A Sl S WS A O S A e Ak 59%, RO T L R Sk e P T i T

BRI A B e e I i 2019 48 12 A 18 A [ FDA ¥ Enfortumab Vedotin JH T
P i IS R SR T WS P R R L R Y 4RI . Enfortumab Vedotin ( EV ) i
e ) R B b 8 e 40 B 1 1 T Nectin-4 (9 9L SERE ST IR RN SRCTE RESR R MMAE 810, —TEV 5
BRAEAT R BT EE R S B D T A WL O A e e AR UL IO RS ( EV-301
o), AFFCAY e s N kfratm B, SRER EV AR FadEis T4hsri ( 1288 TH
vs, 897 1 H; HR=0.70, P=0,001 ), EV # A% I B 4 e )b b4k Sr a4 (5.55 +H vs3.71 1+H,
HR=0.62, P<0.001), FWAMED 40.6% 5 179%™,

fEPERIE: : Enfortumab Vedotin iE838: 1.25mg/kg, d1. d8. diI5, & 28d 25—,

HeAb, HOiEMEES S BB ST T 2021 4F 4 0 IR 1E FDA MM T Ir RS &
FEA7 ) PD-1/PD-L 1 006 0% o7 o o A e 0 S G R4 PR B R e R A . i R R ( SG,



Sacituzumab Govitecan-hziy ) 22— #0875 Trop-2 W HUIEMER# 8, diT Trop-2 A {LA FREHIE
hRS7 lgGlx STk 5 MM 1 30007 {7 B HERS HEALI0 =4 SN-38 (RGHEAL. BEE—70 1/ 1 AR Fid
B ( IMMU-132-01) S8A T 45 T RGOS EBPEIRES LB s, EREREELRERE R
BB RALAY ORR % 28.9%, SARISEERt i) p i 8y 129 A, Kt fradia] P ®ch 6.8-T-H ,
RN Y 168 0 —IREEEE T e B SIS S ( TROPHY-U-01 ) BAFI 1 845
B, BRI ZER TR R AR s S R RN AR (AR 113 W, BETEIRT PO
368, M-85k, NSRS TERES 27%, REE POy 16 TH , S E
fir#eik 7248 2,
R R ERAN 10mgkg, d1. 48, 8 21d H—MH,
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LR AT . 3T 2023 ASCO W IR EV-103 ©F4E |/ 1 BASTFEEA 9 K iy 47 1~ H o fir bl
VAR 45 TR E . 2 A Enfortumab Vedotin JB60r i RN ELAT, @AM ORR ( cORR )
H73.3%, DCR ¥ B4.4%, CREN 15.6%, E4MalE, HETAE R RGN ORR,
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a DA T R TE B L
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W ERER LB A — LT RS aTT RN

e S R b PR TR A T e e, RN TR ) B 69 T H, Btk
FFEENAARB RS EER MBI, W PD-1/PD-L1 S0 £ Je ) Sl i o] LI GEER 3 0
S BER.
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— ST B P 50 R o R o — 8 o I 4 T SR 5 R e ey
REHLISERRFSE, &R 87 MAEE G4 M X JinyT (BSC) #iHk BSC A M RFE B H K
GRS, P FERtE M B R 214 A H 5 143 4 H (P<0001 ), TEHAHTE R EAR,
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AR AR T 0008 BSC R BRAL, TEOCHEREE 7 IV, ()RR O 0 T o LIS A T
LAY BSC i o] B % 0 00 M A R e, PR 37 A v 208 Y

HEFEFRiE: . DMy Bhiig I 10meke, 8 2 B&#—ik.

(2) i Bk db

— L5 A B g e SR P TR B b R T S R i S B T M
FL ( HCRN GUI-182 §9E ) fnb sy L 25 (P fry SR i e i M ] 6 6 4 e e o e ] ( 5.4 1 H
ve. 30T A ), FIEAEGRIN 23% 5 10%, S4FamERCHITEEL (2408 v 1B74H)'™,

HiEFERTE . WA e TR 200me, B 3 TRETE IR

423 VBl CPREERRES I RIIREY 673 RS

BEETAN WP WEERNI (2420 SERLREL (24 %) ©
BEARAN (209 0 R b ARRRI L -

W B AL (1A 2 (28 2)
MMM RS (2Aa %) ¢ [EikEE (124

B B SR eI ISR Gl + Wi T (1A %)

e g » HTEE + 4 M4l (2B %)

Enfortumab Vedotin (24 35) ¢ $f3{ksrinth ¢ (28 )
EikERE (1B #) d
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b A BRRILOUE M T PD-LI By ek R AR WIS FEFE R e
P P e AL (3P 0 o A T 0 P L B YT 77 38 L
ik R e E e b, JEA RS T & 3 FGFRY/S KP4 0 5 iy 0 Rk L B
S YR AT FERA TR, A FBERE (kT A WY HERD 3o #k A9 B 75 B 1 PR | B2 88,
Enfortumab Vedotin i 4 7€ B (it Lt
FEATEaEEmREY AR KER, SHb%. ARARER.

it LRI BB e iR REAR

PD-1/PD-L1 Bufit H 4 A9 S tle T SE 16 ey T W el T 0 0 S I B M) SR T UL
FER T R0 IR L ol 8 RSt O R A, SO0 MR B e e LI R IO 209 s
9% { KEYNOTE-045 ) SR QA el T AETE, SUE T Rl r rEmm e b Rl —eRinsr i,
5 4k FGFR Sl eyt , oA B | R iy M ) i L T e, T 0 R B L WRR Y R
T SR EEF R

1. SEET

(1) FEFZSR

S MFR T PD-LI B ( TC L 1C = 25% ) e I 5 B b e 0 B3 a7 R U A BT
oty T A e s 7 104 WRTSrHT Rtk . F LA R 24%, JCHERE A W] b (R

ra L T | o 0

IR R
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B4R, BEfEE PSS s TR L TR RS, 2020 45 4 H ME AR EEE
Ml ( NMPA ) SEAE B LB B0 Tt s SR ferr e W (G Wl B s SRD T 7 12 - H g BERk )
AR M Al SR PD-LY o Skt RS e s

HEdE L, WP RAUTEK 200me, 3 FETE—K.

(2) SREs a5

Polaris-03 5t — 78 5% FI Sl A T PR EE f o o i 5 A4 os 1) I B I oz oA DR BERFSE ™, AGH
BT RN, AR PD-L1 #ik AR, SN R HE WA AR 26%, DoR P{iEN 197 14,
Ak RE: fend b e gy 23 1 . BafG Os p{ECh 144 A, Heb PD-L1 FEERS H PD-L1 BifERY
ORR 4+ B 9 (42% vs, 17%, P=0,002 ). TMB-high % i TMB-low: ORR ( 48% vs. 42%, P=0.014 ),
PFS (12997H vs. 1.8T~H, P=0.018),

HEFERTHEE . PHEAW PG, Imp/ke, & 2 ESE K.

(3) teis#BRRin

we PR T S hyr (KER. SThERHEET ) ST TR S R AR 0 R R L
S5 0 3 AL I G B ( KEYNOTE-045 198 ) Sl 7 W hi R sk o brhefbrr o i o 3% 2ok
A (103 50 vs. 74 50 0 Al css 0. WAl 21.0% 5 11.4%, JCHEReE i
g 20 A 5330817,

WeFE Pk Wil e g 200mg . 53—k

(4) Hit PD-1U/PD-L1 847

B e Ry, ONCRI DT, R T e BT o e ) e B R | R R
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iRl | EAT TR T S, e O (R A W B A 0 T R AR M

IMvigor210 T WHECIRA A, 310 Bl , SFSEdmnt TaRaibrrner ey ee b e, P
FIBE AP R OA RN 16%, FReEmanEch iy 2778 MY, BT, 201645, BE
FDA CHE T MRS 1 i — sk ifrr i iaiil . Wide M WIRFSE IMvigor211 b, ERWFREGLER
Wi, 2021 45 3 A F BEAEY T M 0 R R e SRR R L

Checkmate275 11 WHAEE, 265 UATHAT00-S HIGIT R WAy RS L e, SRR RmsaaILe
i E WA EEY 196%, PFS ¥k 187 0", 2017462 A, %M FDA E TS RAMET
LW I R B | e T A I

STUDY 1108 T BHEFSe i A T 191 (R, &5 5200 o T & W fh AT i 07 o e i IR B L 12 il
WE A HERR AT WY 17.8%, W gk B, PFS W08
Rl 15H (95% CI1.4~194H) M18.24H (95% CI 8.1 T H - Kik8|). 201745
H, %[ FDA A T I000 s i e fr il Al #4T. 2020 %F 10 A, ETHTMER
DANUBE @98 "' Ik ik 000 A oree &, BN 06 25 =0 F DS W 17 A 0 0 0C S 00 0 I Bk
e B A R A 3 W IE -

T JAVELIN Solid Tumor 84 1 W47 A %1 o R ol o 09 00T A W0 B0 161 6L PR iR L 1l Al
(-6 T 12, BRI RCR R 17% (27 @), M CR A 6% (984), PRV 11% (18 ), fEMd
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1. tfF

O O AR e L g o e D e L e R i A D B { KEYNOTE-045 W% ).
REHFEHTRER, EAKEREIEICER T Sr i, U E e R b ek ferr it
I ESEREE, A0 I B R R 1 AT F TR I RR B L R R A B AT R 10.4%,
Kt e B 33 T, BEFEME TATA", MR E e R R TR
O A A T O PRSP, 0 il IR £ T L O R T R R L e SR T A B L B W
IS Sty L s P I S B P R S P NG S R R, T LA N N R R
Fal, FCCh A1 2 0 1 il W A R Y AT A 4%, T REEETEREIh e 276 7 H, BN
[ (e 7.9 -1 15, B ST N 5 A R o B R R e b B o R i o L
AR ST A A S AR A TR T IR S R W O T R (69T H vs 4370 ), EEAH
% 8.6%, JCIEREAfERSA 8k 3.0~ H T,

ICARFG Yy AT, o RS A o A T LR e B DR I P AR kAT A E ik,
BRI S E BUGLET T T R0 RS b B 2R 0 IO AR A S e S AT N 27 %,
iR s e s 6.0 A H , Sk AP Ol B0 B Y, TR gl P T I R |
5 R TR T A0 TR R o2 5SSt 8 U H I R R RN 9y 27. 7%, bR a8 29 4 H
B feat e 96 1 H 'L

HETE M .

EHIEE 7smgm’ d1, & 21d Jo— 841

FEM 135-175mgim’ d1, & 21d K-8,



EHE 4N 260me/m” d1, 8 21d Ja—FH.

FAE NS 320mg/m’ di, £ 21d h—RR0 .,

15 dh % s00mg/m’ d1, 8 21d h— R,

LT REE AR, Wb | 000mg/m’ d1, d8, SREEME 80mg/m’ di, d8, 9 21d R,

3. EEiERT

ik 8 P e —Fb O RS2 FGFR MEH ( FGFRI-4 MMfIM), BAREEHMEAITH{E FGFR3 1
FGFR2 3E0E S 2 (e 25 1 10 ) R Ak 7 15 o IOy i T 00 R0 S T sl S B B B 1 12 88 (L3S RS0
R 12 T A AR A, BLC2001 SFFE R —TIE A B F T ok 01 PR i B R
LN T BERTSE, AMLT 99 B4 3E FOFR B, BRTELST M (453 i B s 1k
P2 AP A, 70 A SR NEREE, 43% MY BN REIE R B APIGRT, 2019
f§ BLC2001 BFFe0 i TIE A B Rara R e 4 tha R iR, M i E M S A H0EY 40%, A CR
W 3%, BEARIEEIE Y 79%, EAREERE PN S5 TH, SRR TR 138 TH a2

WA, AR l0mg, BH—K, d1~7, UG 7d, ZEWE, 5 28d H—RM.

4. MR WiAT

(1) fEEFEZRIA

e 7 B AL ( RC4S, Disitamab Vedotin ) B —3H A REERBAT R 2 (HER2 ) AIHHKH
HEL s ( ADC ), JLESiitih g A B L S B HIK Disitamab f HER2 ) H005R, Pafrars
. BRI RE 4T MMAE (FEMEHLIT -E ) R—igaiRanints, M1 A mEmy
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09 HER2 FHE RIS bR S |- A 3, ASH B 43 (0 2R 0 S0k IR0 | 25U, ICohERir
HIRMWE (cORR ) H751.2%, BEANESE (DCR) R 9.7, GRS EHEPER Y6911,
SRR GOy 139 T8 Y L RC48-CO09 SLHE P52 G40 0Y JC 60 1 WHTE RIS RIS, A T 64
PBEFE ST Hfrr, GHR NPT IRIE R B MR B R NG HER2 s 81 {E A6 @ 0 Bk (IHC 2+ =%
3+ ) MBI RES EEE R A Tl E b 85.9% B FIEE T B AL =T, BAR
TR w IR (ORR ) 24 50.0%, BUch 8 ol 9 2 00 gy 2B iR AREOY S LSRR 42l 55.6%, 58
VBRI R TR (] R S3 . Bk TEet Rl 142 1 B

RCAR-CON1 & — 15 3 il 99 0 qa H FH T HER2 BI4E ( THC 1+ % 0 ) 9 28 % 0 F o il 4 8 24 o0
WEERETE ¥, HEiE G BT i R R S M EE Co0S B coov BFSCHIA. S BRMT
HERZ (LB & S EEAEH % (DCR ) % 94.7%, FWE®F (ORR) % 26.3%. Jih HER2 [HC
1+ W EF ORR Jy 38%., WFOCES Mt , S0P 2 biifry HER2 B IE & 0% J0iE i 7 nd fa] o
fuled 558, SAEMEP RSy 164 4H,

HEPEF: . HEal 7S B 04 2 0mpkg, 32 -0

{ 2) Enfortumab Vedotin

Enfortumab Vedotin ( EV J pi e 0 RS 1 b £ il 20 80 28 04 9 T Nectin-4 #4500 41 O Fo il A ik
EE MMAE #l6 . EV-201 £ —5{3:F Enfortumab Vedotin M T-NES A 52 HBEEE Gl Ao e Wiy
bR, B, Zohl D WINGHERFSE ™, 404 8o MM, HEPIRSS - XWERE (ORR) B
52% (46789 ), CR %0 20% (18789 ), PR & 31% (2889 ), SHFEHS (DCR) ik 91%, TilbBLETF
WP 8O 5.8 -TH, BoEfaimb et 14.7 A . 2023 9F, EV-103 /% 1/ 0 MIBFSe B8 T 1L 4



SERGDTECHEE, JCEATI B, FEAM 3 B Enfortumab Vedotin 1B & IR SLTRIT B A, S AR
Talgs, EHERFT. TEMEETR V.
#E¥E Al Enfortumab Vedotin FE847 1.25mg/kg, d1, dB, d15, & 28d H— R,

424 R FRIBRES ERBN=%RETTRE

(e RAAATTRIR R MR (24 3%) JEikEIE (1B#) ©
Enfortumah Vedotin ( 1A ) *
IR (2428) b

(%]
2 Enfortumab Vedotin it A7E [Py iLHE L.
b R ER LA P A R R b BRI L
o WRIAHIEASIE A ERNAA 0, (GET-6IF FOFRY3 30N R HIMEM] iR 1B M.

P i EEE AR B b B A0 = BRI IT RN

W RS | MR AYIGIT AR A E , R FRERE R R S iRy, PD-1/PD-L] S
Wi R N A B AR, MR A T S8Rir R . WA FGFRY3 SEMRE,

hEE R e B




S S R IR

T T L S S S A O AT R i 59%, (R L S 0 M g S e '

L 1 0 % A A e LR M RE, 2009 5F 12 H 18 © 2 (8 FDA it #E Enfortumab Vedotin H
FRETE & WUHH 8 i WS mUC M E W —Riner, R Rt T 2021 54 e
FDA M R F it 82 i S kTP f PD-1/PD-L1 {088 Rih 17 00 I Am e 0 sl 55 B6 1 IR B | e iy
ALA

EV-301 J£—J0 EV 5% #LACST o B BT 0 T2 o 50200 5 S 00 3 S WAL 5 00 SR BB |- 4 B 1
B e I RERBESE &, BRSEM BRSSP, BB ER EV 0B T
IPE (1288 - H vs 8971 H: HR=0.70, P=0.001), EV #1005k 4 fEad b (b Frs s ( 5.55
TH v 371 1 H, HR=062. P<0001), EUHEHEH406% 5 179%. EV-203 RN 7
Hrpde . 2 WEHERESE, FE EV fsr B Z i WA {brr #0 PD-1/PD-LI SD@ MG 00 =48 1 a )/
mUC M HFEFTRRE e, BTN EV-301 f9P MR aWELE, EAS 40 P, SRET,
IRC #F{di A% ORR & 37.5%, JCdb 1 I CR. 14 8 PR, DCR % 72.5%. WF9C#EiF4509 ORR % 42.5%,
DCR 2 82.5%., S IRC #4509 mPFS & 467 1 H, B & 500 mPFS W 424 41, il
HitF 6.5 1A, mOS WkFELE. Tt BN RMHrMERREN ( TRAE) % 1-2 88, 2
B EFH EV SN TRAE W 197

{e# ik : Enfortumab Vedotin fESf#: 1. 25mekg, d1. d8, d15. & 284 H—8m.

LA RIRRHT ( sacituzumab govitecan, SG ) B—FH Trop-2 W IEME A, M Trop-2
AL S R EEDTIK hRST 1gG1 S#0h 7RG 40 & 0 < R 5 v i) ™=t SN-38 I L. BXE
—I [/ 1 WHE -8 (IMMU-132-01 ) 83A T 45 Bl S REBIr MR Fwe &, &



HEAEEAE R R Y BEERAY ORR % 28.9%, DoR 'P{I¥iXk 129 7H. PFS P{ifh 68
H. OS oyt H 168 48 ™, —MuyE I 440 2 5500 IS ( TROPHY-U-01) BAFI 1 855
B, HTEESEH MR R E R (EAS 13 B, BEEERT P OERRCh
3. #EH1~8), R RIEAE Y 27%, B h Ny L6-T-A . Dok i ¥k 721
A% 2023 4F ASCO GU 246 T TROPHY U 01 SF520E 202248 7 H 26 HAVBEERER " . IAH
2. SGIGIFIE 12 B &S5, SBY ORR % 32% (95% OV 17.5%48.7% ), DoR P{rEh 5.6
A H (95% CI28-13.3 A ). BoTE iz 8y 93 48 (95% C105-30.6 TH ) J&, PFS {8
%564 H (95% CT4.1-83 4 H), 05 PRI 13.540H (95% O 7.6~15.6 TH ). Hp, HigH
A sk sF LIRS 1 CPLBITEY mUC % ORR ¥ 53.8%. BAFY 3. AHLEHE 41 0, BV A
{8k 125 H (HEME: 0.9-24.6 5 H ) SGERAWIFERSITP.LIFER ORR 2 41% (95% C
26,195~57.0% ). CR % 20%, CBR % 46%( 95% 1 30,7%62.6% kx DoR {I¥ Ak 11.1-T-H (95% C74.8
1-H ~NE, m=17); PFS sh {8l 5.3 4 A ( 95% C7 3.4~102 1 H ). EMRMAGI P OE0 1471 ( 95%C
1.3-2.74H); OS il 12.8H (95% Cr10.7 1-H ~NE ).
WP R EIEANT 10mpkg, d1, a8, G 21d H—JEH T
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