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[ Abstract |

Melanoma is usually highly malignant, which is prone to lymphatic and hematogenous metastasis, and has a

high mortality rate. Surgical treatment can cure most confirmed unmetastatic malignant melanoma. Treatment options for ma-

lignant melanoma with metastasis are limited with poor prognosis. In recent years, with the rapid development of basic immu-

nology and tumor biology, targeting drugs and immunotherapy, which focus on the development, invasion and metastasis of

malignant melanoma, are new treatment for unresectable or metastatic malignant melanoma.
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extracellular signal regulated kinase , MEK ) 1l 57 45 .
PBEG ST LA S R A ) AR S ik
T IS A BRI T Z IRV RH LI W A5 o A3
FRS b 3 T 2 B ) S e NR YT AT LR IA

1 $BEATT

WFE R B, AT 90% 1) T8 3R B B PR 8 42
HeAE 22 B 7% AL B s ( mitogen-activated protein
kinase , MAPK) /& 5-iE f§ H7. MAPK #0453 4%

HE AL AN S R 1T B (extracellular signal-
regulated kinase , ERK) 3&4% | c-Jun N ¥ {84 i 145 15
P38 & 1%, HoAv ERK & 48 ( RAS-RAF-MEK-ERK {8
SRR ) S MAPK il % B BB SRR R
BRAF J& T RAF ZJGEL I 2 — il H B RAS FIRiH
BT , 516 T /> MEK #1 ERK JRER0TH 1L .
MEK (f345[7 &% MEK1 Fil MEK2) /£l BRAF YK
SR G , T 3 R AL S MAPK/ERK 5
RTS8 32017 5 A 3 A2 608 1 5 4 L 2 by e 8 240
PR, BRAF 01570 A1 MEK $90 45 70 #5738 1 B AR AR
R S A B BT R 1 H i

1.1  BRAF #l# 5 : 4£ 53k Jé ( vemurafenib)

2011 4 8 H 26 [ 1 il S 254 %6 1L R (Food and
Drug Administration, FDA ) it #fE4E % EJe FH 67 e/
IV BRAF V600 %78 MM 7. fERKSE = Fl A
BRAF V600E 75 f MM 3525 50% , 4% 4 Jé
Al PR3 B UL ) BRAF VOOOE 28 4% i 3 Al /b I,
BRAF V600K 875 i % I HEAF % . McArthur 2850 3%
it T—3i5¢F BRAF V600OE £l BRAF V600K €745 M
R 2 R SR T REAL IR B B AE K
BEVIWTSE. 2k A 12 AEZK 104 A 675 2447
BRI B E AR 337 Z B E XY AERIAIT,
338 MM F IR R BRI, PR A RE
WEZH 1 S BE DTN 8] 23 591 O 12.5 F19.5 S 4
BAE R T L B AE TR (overall survival , OS) Fi
57 Tt B A= 78 ( progression free survival , PFS) #] g
FRTIAREHRHACO0S:13.6 MH vs 9.7 NP <
0.001),(PFS:6.9 ~H vs 1.6 ©~H;P <0.001),
R W], 4 2 HE R B0k R IR B AR A K
PFS i1 OS, X+ H A 598 i (91% ) BRAF V600E
157 4] (9% ) BRAF V600K Z&72 (1) i34, 4P AF e
AL OS A7 PES i ik R ELEd]. £
BRAF il 57 £ 2 JE J& ] 4& & 8 A f i WL BRAF
V60OE %75 1) /& & M /b UL i) BRAF V600K %% 7%
BHE WAL,

JL4E BRAF 5875 3t 4 B AR Je U, VAT I
Rif 3 4EH,80% (R AR 25 o HAK, 56 T AH
KA RFHRE LA, FEY— LB EF T
ek as , 29 15% i b kiR y T I R 3k 35
B WAVRE ZMEE MEKL 582 F 3 5 BRAF
V60OE/K [A] B 58 A8 A 25 3 B0 MM X BRAF 411 il 5]
FEAETH 25 (35 1), Feddersen %7 % Bl BRAF
P00 it 25 1 5 DBL/RACL/PAK {55 %% S il A7
Ko saracatinib W] LBH Wy DBL % 4K 5l (1) i 245 4 , iX
A RE T IR 0 A E 45 0 T 25 A1 DA XS B R 15 1
BRAF ) il 571 1 245 04 Jy 1 7= A 48 5/ H o Menzies
U R BT 25 AN AY PD-L1 3K TH s, 1T REVE 9
MM 4 it 55 AR 78 1 o 3% B 328 A5 2 510 i 57 5
BRAF = MEK 1 il 51 5% & {5 FH A] fig & —Fi A 2
Jri . L HLT (ipilimumab ) B4 vemurafenib ) 1
WIS i T R O 2 0, (H ot — su
AT A S 50 A 41 A B B A 3R T
e
1.2 ¥EEBTHWEESE A: BRAF M1 FBEE
MEK #0151
1.2.1 ik353F & (dabrafenib) ( BRAF #74) 7)) B¢ 4
Wy % # B (trametinib) ( MEK #p4) %)) 2013 4E 5 A
FDA #it A PR e T 253697 AN e F R YIBRak
A% YE MM £ BRAF V60OE 275 [ 3%, [ I i
REAAE R T MM IR 2. [RAR
FDA it T A FI697 MM i) MEK 4111 5510 il 58
e, 2014 4£ 1 H FDA HitifEishidE e S &8 e
KR YT A 0T F AR D) B ) R0 A a2 Ak 5% B 1) G 1k
MM fR %, et BRAF ] 578 50% 1% # 1
BRAF V60OE €48 Y MM f8 3& v j A KO g, S
MEK #1718l 70 7] K5 322 5% % 42 155 31 70% ', Long
AU A U L 22 TR0 0 IR T 40 0 R B,
RVEAGI G R T R R F AR sE R . BFFE S Rl AIL
PRI T 870 £ 56 V) BR 1Y I BRAF V60OE &Y
V600K 28745 i) MM 835,438 |42 52 1 ik hi ke
150 mg % HFIREA I8 2 2 mg A H — K Y BX
BIRYT 432 44 B H 2 ML IC 1) 2 IR Y7 . 7F
2.8 AR L RV T, BRARYT AL 3 AR T R A AE
LR 58% LN R 39% BB IR IT 4 3 4F A
HAER ) 86% ,LIREFNA R TT% , 5L A,
BRI AL Tk A AR R E R BT &, B
FEFIAK A R ] BRAF Jl 57 15 Bk Je 1l MEK 41
il 751 (1 55 85 JE T 48 " BRAF V600 2878 i) Tl 3 MM
BEPVER, YT ELESEAT ) KEYNOTE-022 fiff
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5¢, W) UEHE W], pembrolizumab X & ik 137 F JE #1
MR e A (WA ZHRITIE”) X BRAF %€
A MM B SRS PE, B oy =37 2Ry 4 AR
4 1) PES SR 8] 84, B =157 R 1Y B 1
DI L B ] BRAR/MEK 4100 4 770 15 5 7 325 B¢
B S T O . R T REA 2R T
FEDEAT (B SO A DU = ek R
IR A Rl R 0 — 2P EE

1.2.2 Encorafenib( BRAF 474 # ) B¢ 4 Binimetinib
(MER S5 Dummer 557 WIE T DL
EE BEPL. IS, %% (COLUMBUS) X L
encorafenib B4 binimetinib 5 4 % JE Jg A 24 8% enc-
orafenib FiL2 %) T BRAF 578 i A il T AR izt b e
FEI MM 251 OS 1520 . COLUMBUS 4324 15
Sy 51 4 2013 4512 A 30 H % 2015 4E 4 H
10 H2Z ], BEdLAh IR 1 345 24 & b 577 Z 5%
encorafenib B4 binimetinib(n =192) , encorafenib .
2i(n=194) D LSS RZEIT (n =191) . B
Hrfsr BETF I [E] A 36. 8 4~ A, encorafenib B4 binime-
tinib [ HF {7 OS 24 33.6 A~ H , 4EF 4B ey 16.9 4~
H o encorafenib Jjll binimetinib ZH &7 38 BA I K =
S, B szt R, SHES HEJE B 2G A L, PFS F1 0S
BAAIER, 5 H AT BRAF/MEK 8 m)y7 ik A7 1L, B

100 B e 4 pEN ) B9 20, encorafenib il bin-
imetinib (205 AT BE AL BRAF 2878 5 MM /& &G
P E A Y . COLUMBUS B9 955 2 #6402
I 5 [ £t F0 245 ) 48 LRy HEOK B B R — 1K enc-
kA AR PR 45 mg binimetinib 5
A} K—1IK encorafenib 300 mg FF7HLEE, DA I T
fift binimetinib XJHEIRYF A TTHR . 26 2 AR IE
TEHEATH (NCT01909453 ) , (2017 4£ 9 J i fie i 4k
1) 55 encorafenib BLZGIGYFAH L, HRBTRYT 7 5 PFS
BHEWFE2.9 M v 9.2 40H)

Consoli 25"V pt 3 Fl A 1] TR s A 38 b s B
1) MM — 23697 1 I R 3 2R 4T 1 b, 3 0 3 1)
B 4E X HEJE A5 L JE ((cobimetinib ) | 3547 E @
i 3£ %5 2 , Columbus ff 3% ( encorafenib 1 binime-
tinib) 2L A1 230 24 8% . FE A 58, X IR
B ngeB AR e . ot 3 Wik OS, PFS %L
G ARAEGL T LY TR S T 3 X 2 7 RAH B
HAZ MM A A, DRSS B BRAF Sl 5]
A, BRAF 41050 F MEK 3171 505564 7 22 58
A B T ek BRAF V600 28725 MM AR & i Tilf5 , H
BAE RPN, AR a8 B &
MM B E G ARG TR (£ 1) .

orafenib 300 mg

Table 1. Advantages and Disadvantages of Targeted Therapies

Targeted therapy

Advantage

Disadvantage

BRAF inhibitor: Vemurafenib

Accurate treatment of gene mutation pa-
tients with high remission rate

High resistance rate

Dabrafenib + trametinib

BRAF and MEK inhibitors

Encorafenib + binimetinib

Low resistance rate, high remission rate,
prolonged survival

Lack of standard therapy

BRAF; Mitogen-activated protein kinase; MEK: Extracellular signal-regulated kinase.

2 GRREIRTT
2.1 RERESINEF

ANAERETE T b E 40 M AH OG5 4 (ceytotoxic T
lymphocyte-associated antigen4, CTLA-4) Fl & 5 14
HET-3Z 44K 1 ( programmed cell death protein-1, PD-1)
e T AR AR p ] 2 14, 5 R e M FE T
& 1/2 (programmed death protein-ligand 1/2, PD-L1/
2) GG IR M T A0 T RE, 7 A R Rk iR, BH T E
REE G RIS E SOV o PR, SR A6 A
R R PR SR SR T B TR I 1)
2.1.1 Ipilimumab 2011 4£3 H 25 H,FDA it
THEH DR S M HIF ipilimumab ( Yervoy ) F T

BT Z AT 32 i 07 B Je ik DI BR AY T 5170 1V 18]
MM, Ipilimumab J2&—ffi$; CTLA4 BATEEPLIA, CT-
LA S —Fh e T 2 i JI5E 35 T 38 i ok 1 52 4%, i
T 21 A BT AR T B BB A4 52 & W0 )N BT 4
SHIRGEAE T M CTLA4 5 BT 25585 7 A=
HlVESS 5 A0 ) T 40 i35 Ak, Ipilimumab &8 BH W
CTLA4 5 B7 4545, i S il 23 B , A8 g4 52
PEPUIIR i RO 10 AR, RS HE MM B
AR, S e 6 A BUE D #2451
HJF % , 40 ipilimumab F1 nivolumab, & 22 1] JiE g 28
T MM BE UG . IR T R RN
PR BICAIRIT 3 SRR IEHA 58 % ) &
TE 3 AR UBSRAFTE " o Theurich %5744 82 & i #
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17 ipilimumab J&JT ,45 £ B4 25 ipilimumab Bt
BT PRk, 4528 ipilimumab BRGTH0T 25 4E
K7 OS(Hfiz 0S:93 Ji vs 42 J&,P <0.05) , M4
BIT A RN . TEREE BRAF AR, IR 43
WP 2 RS W RGBS BUT R X 08
MISEMTSR B et i L (W J5 9 P =0.05)
TEBIFFE R, TCI8 Ik PR i aE 1 2 R FE B PR 3R
ey, 1) B R AL 1 SR R I R P IR T XS ip-
ilimumab S22 A R o ke [ ] 5K (gt B R 4 P 6 i
WFFE A 22 D12 ipilimumab V5 SERTARTAYT 11
LRSI MM SR I —FhA IR . SA M H
MM (#3547 B = WG B AE AR &Y. BoR it ot B
7, N BN ZR I Gal3BP F]fig s ipilimumab {6 Y756 %%
P MM 8% HiG 19 E R s

2.1.2 PD-1/PD-L1 #p 4| #] Pembrolizumab & A
U540 PD-1 S REHUIA , AT PREL 5 T 4H 2% 1 1Y)
PD-1 Z{&&54  BLIE PD-1 5 PD-L1 454, f2F T 41
JLE Ak, 3 5 B A S g 1 28, 35 3 I ORE AH BE T
nivolumab J2 A\ 1gG4 L sgREHTIA, W] 5 PD-1 Z 4K
454 ,BHWT PD-1 5 PD-L1 #1 PD-L2 B4 EAEH, {ff
T 2 L5 3 8, A2 B9 B o A Rl L e
7N T RGBT I R P MM A8 4% BY ipilimumab
VE N — 2k 1 —. 28 V8 J7 #H kb, nivolumab F1 pembroli-
zumab 250 Y7 7E W Z  PES 1 OS J5 4 T4k
57, HAM L Z TRt 2 SR AETG 2 7E 50% /o
A7, WD PD-1 HHI5R] (4 S %4 37 % ~44%
2 ipilimumab , nivolumab , pembrolizumab F1%Ff H:
A 2 AR B E A RO RR RSN
I RCR CORE S o A ) 500 A 7l T R
MM {9 B A5 7 B IR YT ik

2.1.3 HaEMEE SpH N e FA LA 2014 4E9
A ,FDA XM HEH Merck Sharp & Dohme Corp 4=
=i PD-1/PD-L1 BH W77 pembrolizumab ( Keytruda )
B4 CTLA4 #) 4 3 ipilimumab ( Yervoy ) & J7 MM
B PD-1/PD-L1 i 58] B9 AR A< H 19 75 T BH Wt
PD-1/PD-L1 {553 # 75 /78 20 fd #1 CD8 + T 4 g
AR EAE o SEa HUASE T 40 AR PD-1 f4
TR = Ik B B e TH R IR 4 . 4] PD-L1
(23K LA S PD-1/PD-L1 3 ¢ AT LU S804 i i 728 1)
A CTLA4 5 PD-1/PD-L1 i f# BH W 71 f9 B¢ 5
e P AT ABCI Vb L8 235 7R i 1 2 28 ) i 8 4 L 14
Wi T YR RER . (HeT PD-1/PD-L1 S2IAYT Y
CTLA-4 JkA5 PD-1 BHWT R A 97 R0 L 3T A it
—BgE(FE2) .

HAil MM 4> 5 S iy 7 1) — 2 1 25 604 ipili-
mumab FI nivolumab B 5%, nivolumab , pembrolizum-
ab B PD-1 41 i 50V 3k G 4 1 48 A iU HE ) 245 ( D
REREHT BTV R e RS B
AR A B . PD-1 410 500 5 5 V0988 S i T
(talimogene laherparepvec, T-VEC) , 7£ 1IIB ~ IV
MM 8% b, BAR OB 90% , AE 4 A i 5
PD-1 i) 5 PR R v A WAL L Eh 42 5
AT LATRB B 52 5 o X BB T IR g MM iR R
BE BRI AN
2.2 HRRETE

TEA R IEIRTT J7 kT, BRI 71 5 4
1 4l Y ( cytokine-induced killer, CIK) &, i A 20 3 %
PEIRYT B — A F S B 5 125, J2 H R i 4K 20
MG BEIRIT T e 4 . CIK S A S0 & i B~ 4%
N AEAARSNH Z TP Al A (4 TFN-y \CD3 5 5
PUAR TL- 2 45 ) L[] 5 9% — B ik 18] )5 314 # — HE
SN, T IR AR 2k CD3 + i1 CDS6 +
PHAPISEE 201, BOCBERR D AR 2% 403 40 ( nature
killer, NK) #¢ T J#k T 40 g, e 2 A T 4k E 40 g 5 K
FIHT IR 16 A NK ) R B S A R SR %
B L e R 3 202

HHiTC A W9 IE 8] CIK S8 iay7 K 7 K
T R FLREY R R A, O T R
FHG . Li 2 B ST MER, CIK 4183677
JE AR B g MM R 2 11 A 2 TR 0 R IG DR AR 2 17
Olo Hop 55 A HBF RS T H I L (BT AR
IF T EYT ) G CIK ZHM0AYT . 49 4%
{32 H AT AR IR, it ik 40 M
BEDT, 50 IRAH 1Y 49 & E A L, CIK 401 55 44
MM B i CIK 4l g 28 %E i< 1, ) MM
BFER OS, (HAET IV H] MM & o] i 22 &
CIK 467 FT BB A B T B MM &2 % Fi R 30 5%
o ZWE R, 2A00E 08 Jrim, 1L 11 MM &
F0T % 45 TR BIPE CIK 4034 YT . Zhang 45 3%
IR AE 5T, LAVEARS B A CIK 20 i %7
BARITARATAS T T #Y TV 5] MM 19 Il PR A%
Fo Hrp 68 B CIK 41 iR yr , 45 B4
5% CIK 2 Jifd 5 32 16 97 6 38 - T2 e WA AL T o
WF9E & B CIK 40 ff 20 v A7 28 A7 I TR B0k S iR 7 21
KQIAMHoes 154H,P=0.07), W33, CIK
YA IR YT AT REAEAS TV 5] MM B2 B A= A7 )
I3 02T K-, R A2 200 b f51) R b 2 400 i 14K
FIREVE R HI BT MM 385 i 46 5. AHELZ T CIK 2
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M iR YR AIT IEA — B RR A ROk E 2
i AR 2 o S, TCIR R T MM id 2 HoAth i , CIK
MR TR YT TR T R ) — A i L% 4
RRGYT s  (EAFHE— DA
2.3 T-VEC

VEC TR 9 B30 3 R R S A RN 2R fi R 24 B LAY
SRR g N . T-VEC J&—Fh B Al 125 5 1
B (‘herpes simplex virus type 1, HSV1) V&8 % i J7
¥, B AT LAAE e 200 it P 52 A O 2 R S e e R
L2 - 5 Wk 40 L 5 7% 3 - ( granulocyte-macro-
phage colony-stimulating factor, GM-CSF) , ¥ H. B %
TE5F 3 MM gkt rboa] 3t a6 20 A 0 224 i , O R T
o AR R P BT SR GM-CSF, Jiit sk Bt i 88 114 G 38 oy
255 T-VEC J& 2015 4F 10 Aty FDA #EE 45 1
A H 2 HATHE— TR AN RE TR T A0 TV
1) MM (R R, 255 1 R TE MMRE ™ AR Il
IRICFHBI M RE. O T B7 IR FE 1R, HSVI B $ 3
B

T-VEC BABIVE /N, 2ty Rl 2575
EROEF . HAE PR PRD . B AT LI 2o 40 i v
i R B ASONE ST LA SE Ao 1 s e i B A i T
200 D 00 %7 57 DR A 4 B MR AR S M A g
7 Kaufman S FEAR AT YIER ) e A1 IV Y]
FEREPE MM AR5 F2 B th i 5 T-VEC &3, ¢ 55 1
CD8 + T 4 fif v MART-1 (T il H51 i) MM AH G HT
Ji) JE A0 00 ) 1 5 A 0L 3 D i R Ak
PRI R X S8 A i) BE IR YT A R T E R
Andtbacka %" B9 — TR, A A9 T I A

Table 2. Advantages and Disadvantages of Immunotherapy

R ( Oncovex ™" Pivotal Trial in Melanoma, OP-
TiM) 1, 44 436 f4i] 1B ~ 1V RAT T AR YR MM
LN 20 1 1 He s BE B 43 T 310 &k N T 2 T-VEC
o R RS GM-CSF 41, WF58 &8, Hl T-VEC J3Y7
1 £ IR AR N B 8 55 T GM-CSF 41 (43 511k
16.3% vs2.1% ), T-VEC Hl GM-CSF f#5r1{3; OS 43
MR 23.3 ASHM8.9 AN H . MR, B R
FEIRYT AT LLEGE A AT VIR B MM R 1) SUAA T
E% D T-VEC J7 %A 1B IIIC 5% IVMla #§ MM
BE AR Z R A h RO . BRI
5%, FDA fit i T-VEC Fl TI897 A RET-AR Y TIT 1]
IV I MM

BIR T-VEC 1YVE FIPL A 58 215 48 (H %
AR HE G35 SOV I fig T 3R AR 5 A s i
J7 A RS, A0dE PD-1 PD-L1 Fl CTLA4 £ #x
SUBHT SO I RIS B E 2 8, BRAIRYT AT RE S
FHEA AL EE RS ) MM B SR I T 2 IR T R
Chesney 2" e —IRBEHL A F 1T 91856 H ok
PPl T-VEC B4 4T CTLA4 $i{A ipilimumab 5 ipili-
mumab FRZIETT TCIEVIBR 9 MM (835 1Y 97 850R0 &
EYETE . DHE R B BIR T B AIR YT 1Y 52 il
W . PR, 5 ipilimumab FLZGRTFHILL X
2H 5 B R (AL g 05 P T A B M ) L At )
(R 2) o MR -5 H0T . BRAF Hj il 57] \MEK
R B Al R BRI I A RR e — 2P 9, I
G, k20 W B 58RI RE S A AT LA DY Ak V5 97 s 2 7
MM BB IGIT T I, 38 AT LAPPAS At 79 Bz Jik i
Je8 , 4N Merkle 4 7R R 200 He0 Ji o3 258 VG 400 JbL e 55

Immunotherapy

Advantage Disadvantage

Immune-checkpoint inhibitors

Mild side effects and prolonged

Cytokine-based treatment

survival Comparatively low remission

rate compared to combined

Good safety with mild side effects, _
therapy

T-VEC easy administration and improved
prognosis

Combination of immune-check- CTLA4 + PD-1

Combined point inhibitors High remission rate with prolonged
. Lack of standard therapy
therapy T-VEC + immune-checkpoint in- . survival
o T-VEC + ipilimumab
hibitors

T-VEC: Talimogene laherparepvec; CTLA4: Cytotoxic T lymphocyte-associated antigen-4; PD-1: Programmed cell death protein-1.

3 & iF

AXEAR T MM A RNRTTT5 5o SR, S
A A 0] 20 SR S 7 vk i A, (H R PFS

A5 BU ) 250036 7R HE ELZE g3 o , {ELAE SRR Ik 7] J
HAREREGRIR 251 00 A A o BRERYT Al BEA BRI 1E
F BATAS BSR4 A1 G A 3 v 25
L B A AT Z P fE R AR T TS . I, g
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J AT B ER G0 Jr SRR A AT RIT 52 (497 18]
Z—o RXLEEXFFIEMPUN ] RESZ i T IR IR
EE PN R PP )7 S vk 2P SR Fciopries = 38

EERR AX2HEEX THREMET ]
SCH LB A 3 AT A A AR BL ST SRR E R U F
B REER BEXFHFCHEARAERE, T
BEXBE,

FARA G A S A F R A B BRCAT 3 o
[l %0 B (CNKI) 508 I 2 A F 3 Sk A R 4t 69
FART AR

BTN £ R AT L XX g shw, L8 F| K &

FIRE SR B A 1E 4 30 7 914 7 ARl 3 ok R

NEMM:ASCHBRIE 5 2k EELE T
XA A F o

(&% 30ik]
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