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DING Kai,CHEN Renjie’

Department of Otorhinolaryngology , the Second Affiliated Hospital of Nanjing Medical University , Nanjing 210011,
China

[Abstract] Nasopharyngeal carcinoma(NPC) is closely related to Epstein-Barr virus (EBV ) , which mostly occurs in south China and
Southeast Asian countries. Because of the anatomical limitation of NPC and its sensitivity of radiotherapy , radiotherapy can achieve
satisfactory results for early patients, However, most patients with NPC are locally advanced when they are diagnosed, for these
patients, comprehensive treatment based on radiotherapy has gradually become the main means of treatment. How to improve the
treatment effect and life quality of patients with NPC is still a big challenge. In this paper, the development of chemoradiotherapy and
the choice of chemotherapy regimens, as well as the development of new technologies such as targeted therapy, immunotherapy and
surgery are discussed.
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L1 =4 FAAT o = LT AT

TE 1950 4FA, #4514 97 (conventional
two-dimensional radiotherapy, 2D-CRT) J& NPC F5 #fE
AITBCT I E T R A ] LA 8 22 Tl e U )
E ARG, AN A BE R T 55, 2D-CRT IR
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FHEE, W R =4GR 7z HT CT GO g 254
Fr =g, YT INaT DS e DX i) B SRS R) 6, [ i
R S AR g = = g (U S Y &
1.2 i 3% 2 4% 7% 57 (intensity modulated radiation
therapy, IMRT)

IMRT J2& = 438 G 97 10 8 2 58, B 5
Xof B8 IX = A TR R R ] P 2L 2 i ) G 3 T B
HEAT T VRS, R R 5 T A v 0 3 T R i, AT 4
SR Y IR B AR OT & S 2% B (organs at
risk, OAR) Y34 . Gregoire 22 LA T H 1982 4F
PISK IMRT 7 3k #5098 1) — R 5 B 2 )€ . Fang 55
e, 5 3D IEIE ST AR L, IMRT VAT 5 34 H 8
PR T 5 B (quality of life, Qo) (R MR H
SAEGH IR ERY R G
1.3 2 #INH A 5% 557 (volumetric modulated arc
therapy, VMAT) . #%.4% B & #5057 Fo AR @) 4897

H HIT NPC BT AR IR TEA W #E 2, 2 T U
/DX OAR B 45 05 , SEORS b 0 #E 8% B A TR YT, &
JE AR AR . VMAT FUE e Z RO 2 T
W2LJiE B LR N 7% 5 IMRT, A3 B 98 2> 36 97 i)
[A], Lee %32, VMAT X bt IMRT I 722 i
57, B TR MR ERIT , U 1% HIR I R I
LW, T4 1T IR YT I ] (R S8 3 AR
P& 3.2 min) o SEAARKE )R ANRES SEARE 1) R
TEYT AR O SR AR R, i i 2 e 2 s A 5
TIHFARIIRIT KBNS /N B, 2 TR 75
FA B2 & NPC, {H R Z 800 58 BARAR /N, H A7 2
BWHFAEIRST b s B iy e il o
1.4 Jt-F % 77 (intensity modulated proton therapy,
IMPT) . & & 77 ik A8 b F 453K 97 %

I IEFEIR YT AL 4E NPC 78 N 1 Sk 850 )y
U IMRT HA R AR IMPT o] L 35 R AR LA
OAR CHLF5 B H-tys 18 (W T A0 AT
(P-4 5 1 YD ik BE AR AN RN . Bk 5 F
RSP N HE 5T R 8 F RN, S e
PR SO BE i/ DL 6 b, B B0 R 4
HHAA I, BfgR A e . Hu 58l 1
75 % 52 PSR AR B IR T S S K NPC R L 1
A 73] (overall survival, OS) | JoHE i A= 4731 (pro-
gression-free survival , PFS) | &y iB Jo & & A= 47 1 (lo-
cal recurrence free survival , LRFS) . JC X {5 & 4= 17
HH RN TC 378 Ak e % A A7 (distant metastasis free sur-
vival, DMFS) 4351 4 98.1% .82.2% .86.6% .97.9%
196.2% o WA KA 2 R = PON A B,

M B (3 gk 4 2% ) A B B0 (B R IR BE
9.3% , 1T 1.3%MHMHIRE1.3% ).

2 NPCHILIT

2.1 R ¥ 3 4L 57 (concurrent chemoradiotherapy,
CCRT)

BAAlT HTE AR NPC B AT 7
B HRGAT BITRYT T RN B e . CCRT 22
FRAEHIT Wl B 45 T 4697 , CCRT 38 3 40 /)N e 1
FR, SISO U | BRSO ok A s i T RICR
WD RS R . BRI R B U 7o Rl
i1 NPC (locally advanced nasopharyngeal carcinoma,
LA-NPC) BIBRUHEIR ST ik o X L B4 , CCRT
AR B A A7 AR 4, U H R AE LA-NPC &
Fo Chan 5573} 350 {7 LI 2 IV 3 NPC S8 & BOBST
H, X EE YT 4L, CCRT 4 14 8 A A7 545 B35 (70 %
vs. 59% ,P=0.065) , [R]I ME2H 53 BT 2 W] T3 F T4 S 3%
TE CCRTIRYY AR SR e e Wu 55 19 1 00U 0 I
HINPC#F 7T 45 2R 3R W, LA-NPC £ 3 $23Z CCRT 1)
OS.LRFS, RRFS FI DMFS 4} 5| 2 78.4% . 86.8% .
88.4% .78.0% , CCRT R i #E LA-NPC &3 ) Jey s Al
PEAb R AL AR SR, HET, C & ARZ0F
52 CCRTIAYT LA-NPC Il PRYT R T SR 40
I7 o ARRE A FLA AT 45 & 19 B, CCRT A 7
QURUIE 71548
2.2 #5477 (induction chemotherapy, I1C)

IEAER , 1C 4557807 8 CCRT B W 1A NPC iR
I7 I —F RO 2, 854 1C IR IT A 55 A9 PFS
K To 8 K HE W (recurrence - free survival, RFS)
Wu &Y 130 362 51 I 45 NPC A8 A T A0 s PR 3K
KR ICHES CCRT AU T DMFS FITC
K 1EW] (disease-free survival , DFS) , [G] Lok 3% 1 5
A0S, BAEAFLST 25W R I, A ok 1 AR TR I
58, M PR H LAY 1C J7 S8 A 16 TR TR 5 5- 91 PR Wi I
(PF) \ S22 BI04 (TP) | 35 P4 At B 3K 5 T4
(GP) S S AZ B B A | 5- 38R IE (TPF) J7 %

PF 22 ML 1C T7 58, 03 S8 3 OS 1 PEFS B[]
I, XA A A R E i 52 . PR 548
A AN R B R 3 B J2 5 - bR W IE 5 | A ) ™ A
Ko FEHIWTIER, 5-FURMEIE S 3~4 2% 1R K
RIKAEA KB I 5-FUR WS E YT o 3~4 ¢ 11
JUE TR B 1) ¢ HE 2R s N (15% —30% ) o GP 758
W5 Il ] T 3 P A AR , Zhang 55 1Y 1 30
480 191 I 1l R AT 5 rh 2R B, 35 U AV AR 1C 36
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7N} HE B ) CCRT, NPC Y JC . K AEAF R 75.7 %
PE 5 85.3% (HAMEANR O AT L IR R
SR AEZAARL . TP Ir B S22k 2, &
SEAZIEI T 28 FT 2 DA S MR o 72 ) 75 L% filk 32
(objective remission rate, ORR) o VX Lt 5-F5 K 4
WE , SSAZIE B0 209 B M s AR 20 i )
WD RN A2 RAT . RS ARG IE I I
WA RS & A 3R A BT LG 5- 98U s e 45 I It
BN R M D S AS B I ZE A
6l FFA 40 L 4 % SR8 PR - Ah P R PR R TR
B > T R I AL . X F TP r &,
Yan 25" %} PF TP Il TPF i SAL)T J7 28 1) 7 T B L
I AL 1 570 B 8 F AT ZE 2 A, {05 & OS,
TPF J& LA-NPC J&7 7 I e A0 26, (H IR 00 I 2 N R
TSI T S R S 48 i A S8 Ry AT BB 4 5 il ) S0 7k
RIF I T, AR TPR AT Rk T
BRI SR, IR & AR T 2R R,
F2 B IRAS RS KR B A, 4 40 2 i
ERRE R ON s R SR OB e S LI N T a )
£ T ARIT O RS RE AL AN BN,
e L PRI AR XA [ 9 f8 3 B0 3 e %

23 BAANPC #94LsF %

7 AT R A4k yY (1IC+CCRT) /& LA-NPC
PP TR YT 58 o (ER , SR A Ak 27 i3 hn iy
SUEEMETTRESHUE TR RS, B ATHOR 2
B 5 0 feft 75 A7 sy 7 2k (IC+RT) 9 7
%, Wang 25" %} IC+RT M1 IC+CCRT fi¥ 8 i fff 77 4t
112 605 i i FH AT 25 25 0 B, 25 R 3R W IC+RT I
IC+CCRT 7£ DFS(HR = 1.09,95% CI1:0.85~1.39, P=
0.50) , OS(HR = 0.92,95% CI:0.78~1.09, P=0.34) ,
LRFS(HR=1.26,95%CI:0.95~1.67; P=0.10) Fl DMFS
(HR=1.03,95%CI:0.84~ 1.26, P=0.79) J5 Tfil 22 % JC
Geitefm Y, IC + CCRT L SHUHAT TG 3~4 9%
SR A R R AR G, HArxX ks
Z 2 AEREHL A RIS, IC+CCRT fE 7 # IC+RT %
R X T ELE 22110 22 Hpu O AT 4 % BB 245

82 R o 1 NPC S TS 38 e 22, )T 2
— PRI IR YT T B L RSB R R R B 1
1 751 362 14 58 % %% B M NPC i3 19 113 I AR 18 36
i R 1 L REAILSY R PO AR G R Y T 4 A 5-
SR B A AT BRAL . JRI7 AL S XA p
£ PFS.ORR F10S L3, 43900 7.0 41~ H vs. 5.6 1~ H
(P <0.000 1) ,64% vs. 42% (P < 0.000 1) F129.1 4>
Hwvs. 20.14H (P=0.002 5) , FIZH B A B SO &A=

RIEFFICGET 718 W VAL BN R B 3
RN ML A BB o X W] P Al I 5
B BT J5 5 23 e S Kk sl 56 7% NPCIRYT B
PIE

3 NPCHIZFEEmYTE

ULAER S TR )7 IR AE NPCIRYT H om 4
NI A FHRRIT G R R KT
Z A& (epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR) 45 Ifil.
N Rz A A TR B H: 32 A58 B S 1) 3R T o A )
EGFR YT, 145 EGFR H e FEHTAFI EGFR i 2 ik
AT 57) (epidermal growth factor receptor-tyrosine
kinases inhibitor, EGFR-TKI) , EGFR L7z Priah
PHZE BT (cetuximab , CTX) 5 )@ -2k B3t (nimotu-
zumab ,NTZ) 5 h% W, HRTE 4087 TiF 250k
PEAS CTXRN NTZ B A5 707 80467 7E LA-NPC i )97
BN K, 25 R IFAN—30 ., Peng 55" il — 0 1]
J PR 5T 20, IC+CRRT 5l IC+RT H s I CTX/NTZ
TRIT AT A5 % FR ALY 34 0S \DFS .DMFS [,
4% 9K 94.0% vs. 92.1% (P=0.673) , 84.3% us.
74.3% (P=0.027) 1 88.0% vs. 81.8% (P=0.147), %
HZ TR , W5 443 BB 479 DEFS, 1fif OS F1 DMFS
WA BT W IR 1Y) 3~4 AR BN
FHAEAH 2 (58.4% vs. 58.5% ,P=0.984) , Lin %53
W4t EGFR 254 (CTX/NTZ) 55 CCRT #4045 7E LA-
NPC B3 B4 A7 45 IRy )7 10 5 1IC+CCRTIRYT A Y, B
BHE/NFIMEFA RN . X F LA-NPC 3%, 78
CCRT H 8 CTX/NTZ S —Fp A 85 H A& 2 R3h
JT M o Li %5 Mt 2347 1 186 Al NPC % . &
It CTX A7 5l ff ] CCRT b & R A 21
3~4 PSR M AEAFIR R IE B I, (A&
BRI TN ZEFE TR — AR S5, B CTX 5
NTZ 697 W NPC 5 5 FL7 VA0 L] 2 7 48, (H
34 G R I AR R Y TR [ CTX, NTZ B
A I 58 A G R a ORR, {H 1 451 2 4 A= 1714
TR 25, 5 CTX M, NTZ BI°F- 7] b NPC 3%
AT A AO YR8, 1H CTX B R 22 B 5 T /N1 (]
[TRERT S I E 2 N I AL SN [T 0I5 ST
HI7 3% EGFR-TKIEEHIAE e e e ek
B, HREIWIE R EGFR-TKIVAYT KRB,
KRR AL . — 30 TR ST Bk, 5 AE R JEAE LA-
NPC FIGITH, iR 22 . IR, 53 —FP TKLJE
SR E WA BRI R . BT EG-
FR-TKIFE IR b R .
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5 % w1 NPC (recurrent or metastatic naso-
pharyngeal carcinoma, RM-NPC)— F J& NPC J& 7 )
PRB, Sy T ik X S R AR SR T — RS IR R
AR FHT, EBV 75 NPC H R #5465 B S/E T, Xl fie
FESPEESRAL T RAFEERR DA A o0 U 200 ) e 114
AR, NPC [R] It A7 48 5 1 T2 e RGERY BE
1o BHTREEIGIT B9 2Ty AL HG 1 Ak S 2
M7 v | B E K A 5 3 55 (immunological check-
point inhibitor, IC1) IR e i SEAR5 07 L R 3
BPEITIE5E

TEad AR PE S ARl 7 ik b, BAT EBV A R4
M FEME T Ik EL 20 A (totoxic T lymphocyt, CTL) 3 2%
B 2T 1 © WIE B B A I K YT L, Straathof ' 5
Smith % (5% F B EBV-CTL IAYT 1l 2403 0S, 1
BRI RM-NPC 8% %} EBV-CTL [ J R AR
5T R, RM-NPC (8 & (1) — 23R 97 R b7 ik
(7 PO G R4 , AR5 R ik 4k EBV-CTL IR
7, 5 DR AT AT T IR L, OS Thi =
35 fil52 T EBV-CTLIRYY BB MR N 71.4% ,
3N SE RGN 22 R e . T EIREDT29.9 1
H L H24F 34F0S %4 62.9% .37.1% . XIf5E#
W], EBV-CTL ] REHR LI T NS o Zhao 57X} 85 4
NPC & & AT HRIA IR T IF S T A 40 X 155
SR (eytokine-induced killer, CIK) , % Fb H
P Z RUIAPEIR YT I 85 9l NPC B3, A1 45 DFS Fl 0S
TEN B HEAFRARR] T &N, RN CIK HAT 5 1%
FRAE P REPE/IN, AT LUSE ) 2 Fh A MHC BRI i
AP AT R R SR CIK 4B R, B & &
AR YPUE E . CAR-T 41 RENS Hr 5 P il
SOV AFLINE 4 bR T I, R S IIORS v DR R Ak
HoTE BRI AN . YA YT NPC ¥ CAR-T 4i i ¥ b ik
P b RIH AR A LMP2A CAR-T 4, (R 41 F
PRNSZIUESE X H CD19 CAR-T 4, JLX} LMP2A
BHE NPC 41 it B A7 BH 58 ) 751, O HLREAT 803
il b8 A ok K R A T Y ) S0 9 A i R
L2, P Ve AT IR R 0 B0 B 22 3 20 4
JEERA N 20 L, I B R

IEAEE  ICTIRYT BYBIFFE IR — R B2 At
G0 B R M B B M 8 AR e PR 4 i SE
T-# H-1(programmed cell death 1 protein, PD1) 5 F#
AT AE TS 8 H - 1 Bt AR (programmed cell death
protein-1 ligand, PD-L1) 3% 4% , I € W 3 4 A5 9

(RIS 2%, T 56 T CTLA-4 $41 3 i858 H B4
B R, IRIBHRYTE S R s 751 NPC i
Hh s PR IR B R e A
T [ FE EAT RAF A TE 2, 1 4F 0S %6 59%
(95% C1:44.3% ~78.5% )t TSI A BERY 11 31
58, 3 A PR BN RV . 1 02 FHi PD-
VIRYT R R R R B, —&I697 gl
REPL ORRIEEN40% o 1A —KFLIETT, K
B A ZR AP ORR #2155 (34.1% ). BLoh, —Z+
By R Bk BT+ AT LG BRIl AR T 19 ORR B 157 (90.9%
vs. 64.1% ) o LAVET T, 99 FRPT AR i BT )
S G T 3 A BR AT AN iR BT AY 3~5
WA R AR RAL . HETHLPD-1I597 L
FRUEALST B2 4 (0 — B H 51247 ikt s
3~5HA R FAF R ARG AN R FHMAAH 2%
AL RN T 1A R AR ) P IR B
P B H S5 P 85 A T fE RS 7E NPC
HRAS U EIE (AR AL ) |, E R MR /=0 3 43
SR AN T BERE AL M R A A2 25 . (A% ER
P PD-1 Ik B R R A B AT 2 5 hesrr
DA A R B m o MR B AR B T o TCT I — KBk
53R J2 B KRR — o B H 2 55 . IUA M50 4L
PP R B 7E RM-NPC 193697 1, PD-L1 PR B3 L
PD-L1 M B A5 4855 ORR, I HAX PD-L1 35 1]
REAS BB IR PRCR M — R 2R A A T —
HHIRIFFE LASE 2 nT S0 AR bR R ke e il bt PD-197
Pio HETICI BB e Im PR B B, (HAR TH
SR HAE RM-NPC S 8 Rl R R i 55

5 NPCHIFEAR

BEE N T AR LR, ARG 1ENPCIRTT
U T OB A A, S BT AR AT
DASE B S R e 1) 52 4= DR , il HLEAT Sl AR
JEPRI AR5 o FESIFRAE Y 1 IUEE 2L 3 3
W1, % BT AR AGR Y7 R A & NPC, 2 S N AR
A B AEAT R OB A7 R A i 5 A R
%, IF HP I AR A o [R)I AIL s A4 B AR AE
S SR T A s ) R T, X T AR
R B8 23 NPC A R AT YT AL

TE5k B B S R MR BTG 7 v, Z25R T AR L
Jr AP ARG o B TR AR DT R 40 A7
TE  AEAE AR O R ZOIN RS, 1 e 1 3 ™ i
IAN RSO, 5200 T B YRR i o A T R SRIX
SO AN ROV, FTRCR T AR . idkRZ
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B i TR &M NPC I B T SR BB
7K (endoscopic nasopharyngectomy , ENPG)JGJT , 4 8
A AR (HZ 0 T W 52 % NPC (+T3-1T4) .
AR, ENPG 1) 0S ] 565 FARMIE 3, B.iF
T T AU R BB YT . Wong S5 12 5] I 1
58 R MENPC (24 T3 104> vT4 I ) 8 25 R4 7 1
58, K NEL T S5 NPCHIER A , H: 54F 0S . DFS il
YRR EAAER 0 310 50.0% 25.0% F158.3% , i
H GRS IR R0 45 5% 5 80 o)1 Bk (internal
carotid artery, ICA ) 38 H 23 7E N Gi I VIER A rh i i
PRIME. AT LA R v S FR s B r B e e 55 TC A LA B
1 HEAE SR 2, B TR P 24 A5 Ak I SR 5
Hh-Fii N I AE HE A AR DD B3R [ ICA SR AT TR . [A]
BFF 258 0He T U 5 AR BRARR S5 8 3
AR M R B AT BUR S, By 1k T
AR P51 A SRR R B PRBE , AT A s ) o 22
FIFR M A AL, AT R T AR RS, —
BLVEPEIE X4 1 BB A TR AR TR, SR PR UE
Wil 42 &M NPC 35 ENPG BT RO % 4tk

S TR C B E IR T 5% B B A g
1A %072 B HAE N NPC (I R I6 )T 7 SR Ehak
WANERE . AT VS 2 B2, 50 NPC B (07 T3
J& A N3 AEURCT T 380E T 5 M £ 178 A 30 o
i, KR H AT R AR B AR Z —, Liu %5
WFFEEE i, SR IMRT i6 97 (1) J A L, SR el
P NPC UIBR A AT Rhafs SR AR A= A7 45 2R AR
BT 3% FH A KA AT 1 QolL, 1% 3 B N 455 NPC 1)
B AR AT REAE S —Fh A 2GR T ik T T NPC A&
Ho AHXIFFON RE R R, R IC T
NPC & &% QoL A K AFEMT , Weng 40 A 156 14l
FLINPC 85 (N BE S E IR AR+ 5 AL AT 58 i,
BB 98 191 A TR PF 43 DT /3T, FAR AL
54F 0S #(98.30% vs. 91.70% ) , DFS % (98.30% us.
81.40% ) FIRFS#(100.00% vs. 90.10% ) B i 755 Tk
FARA(PFI<0.05), XERIMFAREESHALTT T LIE
1 NPC R YA AR, U TR i R, 200
Cox [MIH5MATIA /R , FAIE R0 NPC 3 DFS il
SEHE X ATRE S FARYIBR T X P AU 5%
AT G o FAREE BT RT LAk FA NPC Sl
FetEAFSZ 25 B B4l N A NPC IR ARG b 7 B i
Z W HTRETEDF AR I e MR R

6 SESRE

NPCIAYF i 7 RIS Al e, H AT ALY

AHEE B 55187 I NPCIGYT I 50, IC KL
RAFAEAEZ o5 ABARYT 7 R 0 B 2ot — 204
Pfo CCRTHIR THZHA K, IC+RT B 22
ENTN DGk e ot O 1 e e N T A S B e e A T D
g Gy it — 8t T NPC IR AR AR AR
BB () A BETR YT RM-NPC BB 35 e B i 4%, 7]
HR A B A R G B R A, e AR R VAT 4
Ho BNBEFAZEREN HAFHINPC EE T, L
T GnAa] Xof W6 B0 48 % 1k NPC B 5 T b it e 5 P 5
FA, X T B L2 (W 5T R PR N FH >t iF B 7
R HAT, 4R 20 NPC 3G 7 8245 T 7 i iy
SR ATRIT S N BB R 252 45 .
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