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tein, AFP) 53 % T SR 21 23 S e 4140 AFP AR 9HSAE, & B A 5 8 K 2.3%~4.6% . AFPGC L —J5 B Jie B 0 R AL st b e
JCH R, UG 2, 2450 IS TE a7 e /e, 2 2EMUE G i) BRI IT 757k O — S IEE IR R X — R AL b
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[Abstract] The global incidence and mortality rates of gastric cancer remain high. China bears a significantly higher disease burden
from gastric cancer than the global average, with its mortality ranking third among all malignant tumors in the country. Alpha -
fetoprotein-producing gastric cancer (AFPGC)is a special subtype of gastric cancer characterized by abnormally elevated serum alpha-
fetoprotein (AFP) levels or positive AFP expression in tumor tissues detected by immunohistochemistry. The incidence of AFPGC in
China accounts for approximately 2.3%-4.6% of gastric cancer cases. Compared with conventional gastric cancer, AFPGC is more
prone to distant metastasis, particularly liver metastasis, and has a poorer prognosis. Currently, there are no standardized treatment
guidelines for AFPGC, and its management primarily relies on conventional gastric cancer treatment strategies. Research is ongoing to
explore the differences between the occurrence and development of this tumor and general gastric cancer, as well as the related clinical
features and efficacy of therapy. This article mainly reviews the biological features, clinicopathological characteristics and current
treatment explorations of AFPGC in domestic and foreign research.

[Key words] alpha-fetoprotein-producing gastric cancer; clinicopathological characteristics ; immunotherapy; anti-angiogenic therapy

[J Nanjing Med Univ, 2025,45(08): 1202-1210]

[(BETIE] B ARRHE G (82102981, 82172889) ; H [ - 5 B 5 3 4 (2024M751224) s YL 75 = 1 75 i TR 7 7 SR}
SBH IR AU S0 H (Y-Young2024-0152) 5 F 4 H A 87> U A B2 2 Bl 1A 1038 H 0 75 43T H (2024CICCPMHRO33) 5 B 5L 117
T FRM I  TLIRE N RERE- 2R P R 220 LA SO A B 4628 B8 - 3 I H (QG202402)

JE{E{E# (Corresponding author) , E-mail: shuyonggian@csco.org.cn CORICD: 0000-0003-2103-0877)



5545 55 8
20258 A

XINVE, & 35, sRKRT. 72 IR AR A B A SRR SR 9T SR it s st e L .
B R R R CH AR , 2025, 45(8): 1202-1210

<1203~

MR 2022 4F 43 BR g 0 R AT % 5 B4 (global
cancer observatory, GLOBOCAN) 4i i 45 1, B &
EHTR I Z96.8 T3, FE P A AE AL R 5 55 A
TIRFEFEES 5, TE 66 77 AFET:M. R
DX R e BB T e S X, U AR R, B
T R AT E TP AL B B 5, T AL T2 2 HES A R
(¥ 3, DUBR 1 42 3R 24 379% [T % 99 191 F1 39.4% 1)
FETI . = HIG B A E i Calpha-fetoprotein -
producing gastric cancer, AFPGC) & H: o — Fj K ik
WAL, DA H TG 88 Calpha-fetoprotein, AFP) 7
W T MR 4H 2 G % A AK AFP BRI 9 SRR
2 W bR HEFD N 22 A7 BT, RO 3 B e
(¥ 1.3%~15.0%, B9t St 50 ds s 7E 3k 6 1 8
B i L 2.3%~4.6%" . ML — B H 8, AFPGC B
S G T v 2 R TR R A L TR kB R
R, 5 R A A B RS JU LR IR RS, TR L
7. HHETAFPGC M TR #EIR T 77 %8, 2 AT IR 15 )
BITVE NS IR, (HIRTT BORANME, IR R AFP
73 W55 bR ok R PR, I A AR
PR &Y, SIS VR T B SR R 4 B AR A7 Tk
BTG S HE,

1 AFPGCHEA R 45

AFP & — b e, 2t L4 O 3 2
ANER I 18 P i A0 i & B oy, — Rt O T AR
B EARAR, FEUEYR SR AR 2 T /] s BT
o AHERR L H AR RARVE ORI, AFP 52 TR
IR I R R e A= R 0P NG ST

g 1 A . AFPGC I HE & Bourreille 255 F
1970 415 K42, HARIE 1 1 4] AFP IfL55 T i H 4
e LA B PR AF e 7% 1) 18 e (83, JF HAE S
AFP BN B IR R IR, T N W iR
SRSE
1.1 #¥r5pR

H BT T AFPGC 2Rt i R gt —, K2 W 7T
K H L% AFP=20 ng/mL 57 B2 21 AFP 4 41
A BEAE I ELAHERR I 28 R4 L I 5L % S8 M e g
S5 AFP ISR AE IS WibRiE . 1985 4F, H A%
# Ishikurau 55"/7E 1 4] 15 Ji 5 & AFP tOR BLES 73 40
24 5 3055 JH- 40 g A A AR ALL RS 8 BRRRALE , $2 1 T B
JHAE 198 (hepatoid adenocarcinoma of stomach, HAS)
X—MEE . ITIRER 7 %4 I AFPGC AT HAS Ay
[l — B fited , BB A 52 22 R Bl4RaE , AR
HAS B E A M5 AFP F = 5 e s 2 AL e e BH %
It H AFPGC I ANER B AT A S0 L -

A7 PR AFPGC A AR 95 2H 205 FLAFAE 70 N
4R : D HAS; @M BEAH L 73 16 (gastric adeno-
carcinoma with enteroblastoid differentiation, GAED) ;
@ YR % T 53 £ A (yolk -sac tumor-like carcinoma,
YSDV: @IRA AL, {5 AFPGC HL ARG 43 BUBLATs A
KB H RIS g8 X o bk
12 MmxaThHEk&

AFPGC 7 BEE 1oL fie 1 firh 83 248 1 45 B 4100 ) 9 1
DA A 1 ML A s S AL A, e o e B e ke
WG IR T 4] ARP J06 LYY 200 6L % L 2 4 ) 40
W BUIE A BIR YT T REX AFPGC AR (R 1D,

Fz1 AFPGCHISD FHLHI
Table 1 Molecular mechanisms of AFPGC

Biomarker Mechanism Functional effects
c-Met™ Phosphorylation Promoting migration & invasion
HER2M MAPK/AKT/PI3K pathways Promoting invasion & metastasis
Wnt™ Inducingf-catenin accumulation Enhancing proliferation & migration
ANGPTL6™ ERK1/2 & AKT pathways Angiogenesis
miR-122-5p™ Increasing FOXO3 levels Inhibiting apoptosis
1.2.1 AFP grammed cell death ligand 1, PD-L1) 33", i/ &

T #I5 AFP AT LL_E I - MET™, J03% Wnt/B -
catenin J8 ", M T 14 55 I8 40 i 364 4 L 12 22 AT B
HI16E 71, AFPGC 35 /1 o-MET %5383l B e 9 &, IX
Al RE R 1R R 22 PR Tl E R I R R 2 —
BrUbZ 4k, AFP R R85 SR 3T 1 T 408 L 4013 CDS'T
o1 B S Ak . b 40 B FE P M BE T - R AR 1 (pro-

G R IR, {1 PR 4 i Ak T e EEAIRIR S
122 A& H A KEF % 4K 2 (human epidermal
growth factor receptor 2, HER2)

Fujimoto 55" AFPGC 5538738 15 Ji Ji& F1- 0] LU A
FCCREA R 23 530 09 35 11 A0 334 1)) , S 06 o o
AFPGC 41 ) HER2 BH R 1K R IA £ 37.1%, H HER2
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BH M 158 15 98 A8 5 B8 5 W) AFPGC B 54k . —
T8 i 5 AL 58 49 AFPGC i HEAT 4 40 & I 5
I3 M IR 78 R B, AFPGC 41% W ERBB2 (Bl HER2)
17q12 BRI 385, ERBB2 PR 2 B . 5 12 B e,
RSN AFPGC RIS 1) s FEAR 28 Ve % 5 e R A
PR T AT REES KR .
123 & R LA K F (vascular endothelial
growth factor, VEGF)

FERh IR T, VEGF K T A VEGF-C 8 i
75 ML BT A B Ik B T i, S 5 e 8 4 A 1
12281, 1X — I FEAE v b e e 5 G B A E A
BLEI B 7L R B, AL — K B 9%, VEGF-C 7E AFPGC
I, H AFP A IE A% VEGF-C ik, Z KRB
WH 2 T3 AFPGC B3 I IR T 5 5 35 5% 4k 1 )5
DR 2 — 0, g () % 7 G HE I e 78 5 1T 48 A 1A
EEVIBLR . A, B W5 R miR-122-5p 3 [
AN AFPGC 45 5P mRNA, o] fgilid Fif s 4k
I 78 AR DR 1 3 8 A1 3R 3 S P 8 11 A R ™, AT Lk
O 86I) L A5 2E BT AFPGC 6 35 SR Ut T RE & — T AT
T S

2 R RIEESER TS

2.1 W RAFIE

AFPGCAE R AL I 15 B s, AR5
TS — M BRAMEES . B E TR
WG RRR R ERIL, K Z B E IR b T
W3, PR A BB IR R KA MR, 5 80 BA
7 RS2 IR, G B2 . RERF s SR b 2N
& FERIR A, AFP il B i B L) o L
1, 2967.6%, 5358 B A W 2 R,

X bR k= AR T B AR S X,
HEEBEWAE R . ML RR DE b IR e N
E TE Lauren ARG, I 5 Hik 57%,
SBEEmTREGM SR\, VF 2 B EL 7SS
FALIR AFPGC 45 5y A 1 7% D Rz Ak b B2 &5
R, B2 BT TNM 43 3122 9 TRV AT
22 WEHWRE

KE IR FC 45 F 7R, TNM 433 3z b B 74
M35 AFP 7K P25 1 2= 5o 5 3 AR A7 0, AN
FKT AFPGC ML TG R 45 AT £ 7,
He %57 HE 5T 4 T8 , TNM 73 B2 5210 AFPGC 15 1)
ME— Bl 37 5 AR, Wang 25054 105 %1 AFPGC 535 i3t
AT [ 23 T, 4 SR SR TR B L AU I DX stk 2 5
FE R DL R 1) KO A2 1 9 ARPGC 1) il J5 ik ST A

Fo ULAh, Bozkaya S5 R SR B, FFE R 2 AFPGC
i Je ME— ST PR 2R HL R A 5 0 1 A A A R
KEM, TEMSHIT A 58.2% 8 B CATTE I 54 85 0%
i, IF BB A ik, X — L BIAE B U 5 ) 2 3
ETEE 809%™ o AR S A H B AR TR A, AT
73 RN N e 78 (R 2 22 H B A% 05 A I ] <6 >
30 RS I JH e 7 (A 12 22 L 300 2 4 0 A T 1) >6
AR, KT I SR A A0 B TR B R
ML R ZE S, Bl Mk = PS8, B4 %
P RNV e R W] RE TR B B 2 I IR PR 45 )R

137 AFP AR 73— UL 17U A 3R X
BENBEAEFAYB ARG EELH, LEREE
AFPGC B Ji e 4= 28 1 R I PR 50 J 5 2 AR DR P2
AW FEARHE ML AFP 7K *F 4 <300 ng/mL. 300~
1 000 ng/mL~>1 000 ng/mL 3 41, ¥ 3 2H 34 1 I IR
RF AL B A2 A7 0 73 990 32 AT X LG, 45 2R B R AFP>
1 000 ng/mL 2H 1= 28 VE B 5t , 12t B 26 77 45 JR A AS 2
L SFEEFFN0, EAFHER™. 51—k
B RIEIG ST AT S AFP T FEa %550 Oy AFP R =
50% A1<509% PI4L, 15 H P12 16 2 2 WL G A 5 A5
PR AT B GUiE S 57, AFP R =509 41 1 1
T 5 —HIER™ . BRIt oh, w1 AFP /K-
LR L e S S R s S DU PO
AFP R 1AL RERS O A A T R 4R (it B 0 T
2 IR TE 45 R — BUOR WL, I6 T AT LS AFP IR EE s
B A B I A A7 I T AR T ROR B E H
R, ESE AFP 7KV AR 9T 8O G Fadm, N2
JEIRTT RIS IR T —ASET I 2 W, OF B
T AFP 7K 8 7 I I U s, By
2R BEFETTRE o
23 MEAREERA

B AFP R FHPERIESL, AFPGC B35 38 W I A
oAt iR AR B 7 R . ] W R TR Cear-
cinoembryonic antigen, CEA) , AFP 5 CEA BX & F &
A RE 3z AL ik B A B R A7 A SR HK, JF HLISR A 1)
SRR . EERRRE, HA R S e
HBEZEHLE 19-9Ccarbohydrate antigen 19-9, CA19-9).
BE K P1J7 72-4 (carbohydrate antigen 72-4, CA72-4) .
FER B 125 (carbohydrate antigen 125, CA125) 1 F+
e ] e 5 FiUE AR, (H IR B SC R AE AFPGC HF A4
HORBAESE .

AFPGC 3 3 15 i 58 & th DU B #6077, HLA
e Mo Wi PR AR D5 A D A b R T PR AR AR AL ATk
5 5 41 fe 8 Chepatocellular carcinoma, HCC) 3 4T
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Y, I HLIE 75 5 B AR AU 2 R 4 =
S5 53 1) e b v R T G ERAG Y, AR, B o T EE
o 2 41 B 471 )52 Chepatocyte paraffin 1, HepParl) A
FUE T UM FE 2L [K] -4 (spalt-like transcription factor
4, SALLA) | B g M WL B2 & 3 56 B 3 (glypican3,
GPC3)EE ] 1 AFPGC I Ji K 1 B8 B 45 ) 4
b, B W 78N A GPC3 A1 Eb e Ath bk 26 40 45 57 1 T
B0, GPC3 AE 200 it J 4l o B IR <. Tk 2% 0 2
1, 25 Wnt. Hedgehog %5 I8 i 2% 1 4% , BF 72 4
IR, AFPGC 1 77 75 Z AR EX I 78 m Rk ik, =
I 55 R VRV R P S AT AR VR A SR

FRHE SCHRHRE , 7226 K 2 50 AFPGC FITHAS Ji 51
H ] LS FI SALL-4 JE R =W (1) 2 2 = R0, HigRiak
PRV () S T v 3 5 e 20 L 3 1 3 R AT
TEF IR, BF— Ty N 338 51 1 g B 3 (1 I
PRAJE 72 $0 08 2 7R SALLA PH A4 R IA R 611 20 o5 AR
A 15%, (EAFE R 52, A 3119 AFPGC 3 1)
B ZAREY PRI . 5 S R — P KR
TIX— MR, Tkeda 552 Bh 57 53 #74IF 58 SALLA 5
AFPGC 7 7E 2 3 M 5o, LRI B 5 I Ra e IR 4
WIRIEAMSE, DL RN, SALLA it E R IE
AFPGC H 38 (15 22 W PR BRARR R A G o [ B AJF 9
B SALLA.HepParl 14 5 AFPGC T AL AH G, Bk
AR R A Sy T EE T R

3 RITEIR

AFPGCAE N —F B LAY, HBUTIRIT &+
BRI B 12T I S i, R 5 AR VIBR Ak
725 PR IR YT I o T W) 55 2 2 R RS T TS
o R RSE R B, %002 (K B A 5 12 28 1%
T8 e SO A AR HEAIT 7 SRR 2 3R, S EUR
FHR L RS EZ T HNEE, ERE TIHREZE
R Rs SR VR YT T R E
3.1 FRET

F AR B AT RS I i 3 iR R A IR EYA
ik, NH R R R EER T k. MRHEFEAR
B BT R S AR YRR S, 1 K2 AFPGC
BEE SN E AT, BRATIRIEHT
R BRI RZERE R IX 2K B R R W DA 3 5
WA I, 505 AT R BTEC AR TT LARE i L A
PRI SZARIE TR, ALK B H AR

CONVO-GC-1 B 7t R4 434 1 1 206 151 IV
BB, 4 RIRIE R RO VIR AL TR AT e &
WRALFIRRDT . TR B, Harh

Wt FeAE 5 96 [F) 20 B 7% B 3 b 0 U AR VR P F R YD)
B BBk A3 24 1T Al BRI T R S R BRI
FARBF IR TR, JH AR B AL kL 3
SRAFH AP I A AR, [F A 3 ] — T 45 1 990 451 B
S L B F R TT A 2SR i R, VIR
Rurfef a1 B EaE.

JTF AR LE AFPGC oM LU0 15 90 o 5 kA, HL
043 B R A 2 28 R A TS (R AR ST S T R 5
Al it AFPGC JIT % 7% 58 v 97 7 SN B oh &
B, 0T RIBR I R RS R, @ AT A R )
SEVRIT B NIRIT JE AT AT RV ] RS2 28 AF-
PGC 838 Wil Ja V67 5ilg . JF HLlH T AFPGC B3
ARG &R 5, AF RN E AL R 7.4
ANH Sz 5 T R 1 20.6 AN B, AL LR AR
AT RSB LA RS Z P T ik RAR U N,
3.2 REHMETT

TE BT 5 8 R, AT — B AN AT B A%
ORYT o — BRI BT T4 TS T 105 11#E A AFPGC
SR ANFAGTT 5 ST R A28 =507 & O+ 36
PRI UE + R FE VA TR H B L2 R 28 (LR % WL B iR 3
objective response rate, ORR) N 56.1% , fIt. T BL¥b> F]
A+ BRI XU T 2 (26.3%)" . {HALIT£E AFPGC
B R A BRI R Bl B AT 1) B S AR
HEAERAF 20%"™ . Kamata 255" LA mTORC1 15 5
BB N HEFTEE A, X AFPGC M 38 B e 40 22 0T
2SI, 45 5 R AFPGC 40 R 5 2 Rl 25 M a4
HIRZG R I i 251 o 3E— 25 B4k T 2 M iRk
PRSI R B, AFP 15 3 3 19 AFPGC i J83 4 it %o )i
BT 5-FUR M | 7 ST B BE AN 22 7 th % 2 25 W (W i 24
PER R, KT AFPGC XHbIT R BUR K 5
i 25 P4 , LIl PRV 7 A R AR B TT , T S ER R e
SRS T R 2 AR AR TT IR -

33 ¥emisdy

A ) 24 A I 0 L 1 P I A O RO R
P2 7 1 LI PR TRT B, 3 28 24 7 aod 3o 3 M 41D
I BRAS 5 I8 %, T A A% BE A R 4 S AR O
O AR 25
3.3.1 HER2

P A BRI 2, HER2 7535 38 5 8 b 1R BH 1 220
12%~20%"", L HER2 ¥ 7 HER2 FH £ B Jm 835 2
H BT bRUEIRIT 5 %, 1 AFPGC 23 h HER2 () & %
X HR 7% HER2 BH M () AFPGC H 3 ] B M iZ B8 A4
PR . 1A SRIE T 1 HER2. AFP XUFH 14
RIS BFHAEHZ W7 A f Z BRI S
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PAF3ELL A HARE K . — T AFPGC
BEATRANE T F 05T, KILERBB2 fHPE %5
Jif8 TNM 43 HIAH 5%, A2 i & B 8 1 E1 Ceyelin E1,
CCNE1) L BH 4 28 25 S 3 H Bl 22 B P , 9F HLiZ it
FOREE 7 NI 98 7 B A% 4 (patient-derived tumor
xenograft, PDX), %S KR T 2 Bk R p A
HER2 A% AFPGC H TR il P

332 VEGF

YT AFPGC JF Rkt S SLRF R RS M il w B
8 MM BEN, R E AT 77 S TR B B A B
AR RZIRIT VT RE T R A AR BINGE . S AT P
B RRIE T By P 25 L) VEGE 3¢ A7 1k
(VEGFRO I B o B BT AR S8 245 W DUARER B0 R 52
FEERT, BL /NGy s S BRI 4 1) 751 Ctyrosine ki-
nase inhibitor, TKD) , J# i FH W R (5 5 #% S i@ % K
AR, BFERTIE B 22 B e 5.

S RPUE N — MR R 1 B ] VEGFR-2 (1)
KA T I AR R 77, etk v FE T30 e 11 B e 1)
TERIBIT . HA TGN 352 I i H 5 28
Bl AFPGC. 535 1) [ JB 14 fF 7, 383 R 25 i &
g7 76338 B 5 AFPGC P 4L B b7 3ot e,
INTE AFPGC H1% 7 SR T7 ST U . T B B
PLELITIE AFPGC JB 35 —FhECA W 1R TT i #

— TR FTHE I £ 0 AHEAD-G202 8 53 /) 3V 28
IR T BT JE YR TT R AFPGC 1A 2% 1 AN
A, B DR & e B 2 5B IR T S
) ORR 1A 10%, "R A s A A7 HH Coverall survival, OS) N
4540 H, HZIRITCIR T AR H AR R AR i
& JE7E 1651 HER2 PH 1 B 4097 M JA M 1 AFPGC
o R R G e, DL W A O R e T
AFPGC BT HER A T I PRAKHE o

2B Je Sk — P 2 B8 S SR TKI S8 1A 1 AR
FFH <B4 , 1 VEGFR1. VEGFR2 #1 VEGFR3, i 4f
o 20 A K DR 32 A4 1.2 R 3 RN Ho A 5 4 i e i A
5 14D e 98 A S USRS A B R e B
B Bk A H IR IT B IR T RS, Bk
ALTER-G-001 W A 45 R BoRn =B & e fE A A AT
DI IV 1 6 (v i 11 S i o P g 28 3 R oA R B I e
R E VI i 4 S BUH A B BIAT PR R Lk Y)
BRUS, HE I AT LUE A AFPGC (AR TT IR 5

2% [E 3| VEGF RiE4E AFPGC Hh () B E i, 5L
A P AR 25 W0 AFPGC —/NRLUT () SRmg , I
HPti & B 2 Fia 7 vl GE g AFPGCIRTT I H .
3.3.3 e B A& G 4R # b B 2 (eyclin-depen-

dent kinase 2, CDK2)

B FL 7R 29%AFPGC 3 £ CCNE1 (19q12) 2%
DRI 91, T A 7 Ok SEHE ) CDK2 72 #1%F CCNEL 4™
WA U897, 2RSS CDK2 7] /E N AFPGC —
Tt ] e 58 1) 20— B A, W DR A A S 22 Ul ) o)
7 AZD5438 3Bt 8 [7] CCNE1 1445 5 %, 7E1% 287
iR S 25 v T AR S 4 1) 3 i RS PR b
B AT HE AR AFPGC AR B TE IR T SR
34 RIEETT

FIRE G e 7 AE I 2 20 E PR R AR RZ BIGVE, N
ORI IE T A R T B R . W ACUESE, MUK s
G NLEPIRAS 5 MR A B 2 YA O, Hop 2230 4
P8 LB AN & S A B G 2 TR 458 SR AT A IE S R gk
e 240 L 8 4 2 % () SR B AL o B VR IT TR B
15 PR 52 e H 1R I FH 9 BBl R 1 i, ] I 3 it it e
W e B TS
34.1 RERIRALTF

TP B AT B O R M B e — R AR IR TT
RATIONALE-305 W 7t 27, & w5 I Bk St & 1097
AH GO R ZH, 75 5 350 i S AN v] D B B A2 Pk 15 0 AR
A8 B B35 it 5 B ORI PR S s
AT BZIF} [A] CheckMate-649 HJF 5T 5 42 [ 15 45 5 i 7R 44
BTG A PUBE A g7 — 26 T IR 1 e B s
BE AL, SELF IR 224%™ . — TGN 21 71
B AFPGC 535 1R BB A 7 S , — 2R 87 )%
R 2T P PN A AT A AT 5 HR AL, K R AR
FEIIGE TS, PR e i n T AFPGC.
342 ¥eREEA

o i AT R R B R S B AR T T R E K
AFPGC B #H AAE M. 14169 % B #%: AFPGC 55 1%
BHAEAIT T 2 5 45 7 8 B R BR SR HUICA B e B
JEIR T » 3RAF 53 22 fift (partial response, PR) , 5t 2%
14E 5 % B R R M R R i Y ok, B F
AR BRIIRTS 56 4= 22 i (complete response, CR) , - H &
# 1) Jo 3t e A2 A7 1 (progression free survival, PFS)
R 244 7, AR S TR T E

O — TR L 2 ot s I 3 PR AR 36 i T
R St W ER L HUR A B A JE A0 SOX (BLVD R A+ i
B — 43877 AFPGC B9 %M, 4911 36 5] AFPGC
B H ORR 1L 55.6%, 1 S 17 51K 63.7%5, I H %
1897 77 ZAFE N AFPGC 1 1T e HEFEHE 5 N 58T iR
2024 CSCO F& 1’ H, H128 EDAIE 1 A 2 BE & P ML
AT X F AFPGC 1097 3% . 59 — A% & Je B
4 PD-1 41 XELOX —£8 3R 97 AFPGC 1) T A1l
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PRAR G, 5 2 oR % ORR ik 48.3%, i 3 it K
PFS, & T1Z3697 J75EAE HER2 B4 B AFPGC H
BA RIF R 2 A ERA . 45 BT, S ik
AP LT J5 RN AFPGC 324 1 — i () Bk
BRTT RN, B S AE K B AR A ) LB e R
AT A

3.5 #HAGST

M A SR, PR T 5 1) kA B A 2 AR T 4 e
(chimeric antigen receptor T-cell immunotherapy, CAR
ST FRE R R B 5 R ) B K A R AR
TR IR I8 T A T H . LA GPC3 94 AR
f) GPC3-CAR-T(GPC3 Ff s M ik & b i 52 44O H A
F BN T AR KA AFPGC 3 36 17 7F
GPC3 1) 5 = 2235, it DLHE N GPC3-CAR-T Xt i%
R A Ao T — TH AR AR B SR SE TR IT IR XS
AFPGC 197 3L, 1% S AEAAHMR F HR A S 4H a
iXE— 2B T GPC3 7E AFPGC VAT R
HCC, HI7 8 5 M8 v GPC3 RIX R IEM K. X—
W B T AFPGC AR SR IT W, 21X 20 WLih
JETRHE T — B B T

Claudin 18.2 /E 4 5 1 57 4 f e 7 PR 3R IA 1 5
EIEREA, M R A2 RIE . PFRIESE,
e 2 G BT A AL 97 AT Claudin 18.2 iR IA I 5/
B B A B PRS A0S B sE K, (513
FERE N2, AFPGC A Claudin 18.2 BHE# (21.6%) .
FAK T i I (38.5%), H 5 AFP ik £ Al
KB, HALEA FIRANR T -

AFPGC 35 DL AFP BH % R IE AL, R ILEE 7]
AFP YT T RE 45 % R Mg B k3R H
BT 4L ) AFP 48 £ TCR-T 40 M 97 72 T Bk 56 45
R, FAE P BB TP BT T O T 2 4
PES, 3X 25 AFPGC A S FZIRTT 77 i KT Redk.

4 REEREE

i bR IR, SCE T R 45 B LA B AL, R
AFPGC I R B M A= W2 R 5 e B VRT3
W AT 1T LU0 B, 1200 2 e AN B ) AR B
T He 7, BRI 6 AL ST J7 2 1) 3 T 2
P, FFREE R AFPGC IR YT SR IS O A AT 1 1)
1 PR 17) 58 o I it T 2k B0 1K & Bl i 5 J6 R SOX 1Y)
IT 91 AR IR 56 45 AFPGC B 3545 5Kk 17 ml W 1997 2%t
Hoze At 527, G SE B A UL R AT 7 %
TE AFPGC A Az P W, HHT AFPGC A 4 —
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