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The treatment of recurrent nasopharyngeal carcinoma: challenges and hopes

YANG Zhendong, WANG Rensheng. (Department of Radiation Oncology, the First Affiliated Hospital of
Guangxi Medical University, Nanning 530021, China)

Abstract With the extensive development of comprehensive therapy based on intensity modulated radiotherapy,
although the recurrence rate of nasopharyngeal carcinoma has been significantly reduced compared with the tradi-
tional two-dimensional radiotherapy era, there are still a considerable number of patients who will relapse after
radical radiotherapy. The overall prognosis of patients with recurrent nasopharyngeal carcinoma (rNPC) is poor,
and the treatment still faces great challenges. In recent years, with the development of new technologies, new
drugs and new concepts, the efficacy and safety of INPC therapy are gradually improving, bringing new hope to
rNPC patients. Therefore, this paper will summarize, sort out and analyze the current treatment status and latest
progress of INPC, so as to provide more references for clinical treatment decision-making of tNPC.
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oA E O Ko hm k. H5H
Aty S 29030 M 98 A [, S MR e A 1) A7 L R L W 3
T B AR S AR, TR R R
EL 53 AR AT, S0oF TBUSHT 46 v FEE BURK , AU VR o7
CJBUIT ) 1R S W e AR A R R )i 97 T B
HE W2l UL, B & LU 58 0T (intensity-modu-
lated radiotherapy, IMRT) A F LA 1RIT I 2 I
J& , BRI B R R B gy — 4EUT AR A B B
FEAIG , 5 4 S AE AT Coverall survival, OS) 334 80% LA
I, J5 3B [X 35 4% 1] (local-regional control, LRC) 3k
90% LA E AHATI A 10% ~ 15% 1) 5 2 2 FEAR A PR
ITJE IR K™Y, 5 )k & Wi (recurrent nasopha-
ryngeal carcinoma, rNPC) £ 3 I AR TG KA, 5 4F
OS FKMAAEILE 40% /2 417, 16T HAKIRTH IR & B
Rk Ak, B E 07 W& I B EnE AR 550
TBIT AR QHT KR B AL 25 AN Wrim B VR 97
PR H i BOE AR T B U R 2L, ]NPC IR YT
(R 22 A 1 IEAE B P 3T, 9 iNPC 35 7 ok
THRAE . A, ASOR B NPC 138 97 IR
s 3E FEHEAT RGN ARER AN 23 At AR eNPC I R
BT HRIRIEE 2 5%

1 INPCHIEX TR

tNPC & X & Mg 2 AR V6 1 0T g 3k Bl R
Bl BE 52 A G filt , TR JBUT S5 R 6 N H 22 )5 R el X
SRR LD B SR T (Y R . A o R R R R
X IR K 1l KA 2R 5% ~10% , J5 5 21 5%
Je 0 52 LA S R R R e A i AL 5 X3 5 ) DA 3
IT X R4 3

B R SR RN B H ST 3R R A
R RANEIT IR &R . AEW2E R 3R R4 IR o
5 2 B AT TR TR R AP B AR IBUT 0V e A R
K 5B BN A T I S B R . IR IR 2R
ALH5 7 M T 55N 23 3 (T4.N3) \EBV-DNA 75 7 fif
o WRIT R MAFERAT ST U7 ST R K
BRI X st R

2 NPC Y2l #0153 HA

Y0 295 P 24 R 102 INPC R 4 e, 6T 3 LA
SR BRI B, T AR R L 5 VR R R AiE VEBV-
DNA FIFAAE 2= BRI S22 A T, JEZ DI, — B
H TR A A A S B O R IS BRI B3k 1 K, AT i
IGPRIZWT. tNPC [1)43 BA AT 275 £ 8 hig &M 9 UICC/
AJCC [ TNM 73 BAARHE , 78 LN ' TNM.

3 INPCHI&YT

rNPC 5 R U S A REURTT 2R AR,
JR T E EAFREINELFEARMIOT , & 56T N
FEAIT B A iR YT S . BIRVRIT TS A
R PR, RZ T & 2 2R G 29T, R i
HHE R ARG B TR T R T R R
S A ERHIT ML B S BB YT TR .
31 FAREIT

ARFF AR S AT ) B eNPC ) 1 3% TF B, 4> N IF
BT ARMAE TR
3.1 FFREFEAR

H b4l 80 AR LASK , FF s P F R — H 22 1N-
PC bR EAR R, B AR AR T 20 300 R B AN 48
PN 2 EATE N AR AR EDIR LN B & E AT
HAMNENEE S TP FAREEWREEET T
RANEN KRB KRS, Bk il 5 &
%2, AL F5 5K 11 PR M 7 PR R O T SRR &5, TR Y
Wi £B 3 AR AR NG T
312 HHEFAR

ARk, BEE G R 4G S R G AR f
T[] T A 2% 1 BB AR 5 DA BN S A 1 2 IR
PIIE RN BRI A RHE AR K i i GE , INPC P
BFEARHBERH. Tang EVRIE | NEFARIGIT 5SS
] JE3 350 eNPC K835 14D [l ot 14 F 9 45 SR 5 85% 1) S 3 I
BT eI, 93% K18 T B F IS 1 LR
K 93%, 1 4 OS % 98% , H I35 A K A 7™ #H I
KAE o Li ZEUOTF 2 [ meta 20 BT BE 45 T 1E P 4 22 T
BT 3L 1 186 B &35, o BT F RV ¥7 «T1 I~
T3 1835 11 2 4F OS ¥R T FF e TR, 1 1 T4 W
HPFAR I 25 OS MIF » 78 F ARE T 1 , RE N
i F AR 0 H I IF RORE R AR5 TF U TR A
ABL 5 5 8 LAy J W P AR 46 R IR AR, oAt I RE
LG B | SR PR AT MR R T 28 R
Z IR R SUMERR I KRS 7 FLE . AR, WL T
ARICH N B kBT FAF S , 1 e F R A
1965 oAb, ZAF FIRFE IR MR R /N S R 2R
JiIRg SR BE iR 2 0 TR VI BRI 2%, DA R IR 4 B
X 38, CIbk E2L &5 52 38 0 R 30 2 7% ) S5 2 s el BB 5 AR AT
TGN 2. EAE RN, LR i 7 N aAERAL
AR LLIE 1Y) R AE Y6 T JR 8 oNPC /9T 2407 T,
B F AR 5 IF M T AR LR B H SR A7 A
Wo REWI, N&EFAREHA T LA E . &
TE I AR T, BN A4 5 B8 D B 9 RORE B K
ST (A R 4 R SE A RORM, [RIG, W TR IEAE
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B BRI TR, BN /B oNPC ) i AR 2

Liu ZEPIFfE 7 —Tgh A 1 200 B PT ) FR £ T1 1
~1T3 INPC 3 (1) 2 0 T HABE LR FR I PR X
(randomized control trial, RCT) , 45 5 N 55 F R 417
34 0S K H T IMRT 41 (85.8% vs. 68.0% , XK
Eb (hazard ratio, HR)=0.47, P=0.001 5) , W45 F R4l
A 2451 2 BE T TR VR 5 3 451 58 T 5 R ik B A
B s IMRT A 7 451 i 5 B0 T T80 14 i s » 13 4511 38T
BRI IR T

AN, TR E S BB, R A S5 i
e PR AT AR J R H I A i 36 R e s AL, i i
REE W ORI . 00 R S s i R
R A 5 S b B RN B | SUVLI L 2T A IR
M) B N TR AR AN Rz B 5

S ERTIR X T al Y BR I oNPC BB ik F AR V)
B, Hol NAEEHE 1 T1 #A~T3 R R 3 & R (8D
X E R B o 0T AR 8 5 R o 20 5 ik 2 &5
BREE, LR FENET AR 0T T4,
Jieb R 4 R A 0 5% 1) i 7 R Ok e SR R TR, P EL AR
JUETUAEE R AN SR JUL B0 % M Ik 2 5 9 22 ) 5 S
AT T RRDY, 0% £ A 45 0T E A I HAR G T
FE.
32 U7

X T AT BR BOA J5 V)4 B3 P ) TNPC &3,
FRRETROT AT 2 BB I RA Tt . AR IOT A AE 1
Z AR 2 RO AT T 32 M 2 R RRE 2, JE K&
%5 B (organs at risk, OAR) [ R 5 ¥ DAAEf DAl 55
fE15 AR BT MR PR . &R0 4GB KIERE
I 1) S R AR AN, B 43 B S BRAT VR 9T 58 TS DA
SRR GANET SR R G H 8, B AT
BT AL EOR B IX TR & 4 BT OAR PR A
WA G5 %8, T AR PR RS HETBOTT S0 o
3.2.1  JRUTHIALAIERE

2% 8 2\ AR IUT MR E AL MR MR B E
W KA N UG BARRUT , 2 S BU™ B I KIE .
WEWAAEFTEBITERE D6 NH LG, i
VLA A I HAZOT , R 22 H RS 69T
3 ) e R a2k Ji , Dy PR TBCTT 4 EDUSE K 6 A] g s 1)
322 BUTHEIRMIESE
3.2.2.1 IMRT IMRT 75 0 /2 e 42 X 85 77
= [ [F] RE 05 A 2 ORGP BBl IR H 4 2R . Qiu 55" H]
ANFEHEARIGTT (T1 3 ~rT2 B3 /5 55 TNPC B2, i
7~ IMRT 5 = 4 3& JE )7 (three dimensional confor-
mal radiation therapy, 3D-CRT)AH Lt , B ARIT ZUAHIL
{HR R B A . Chan 25"} T IMRT ¥4 J7
38451 rT3 1 ~1T4 1= 5B !NPC 553 [ 0] i 1 i 72 &%

5, H 34 08 % Tt i A A7 (progression-free sur-
vival, PFS) %1 J& 3542 ] % (local control rate, LCR)
I W AT.2%  17.5%F1 44.3% . 73.7% ) B E KA
T &3 UL e AR, 3 45 R A AR T B
SR HA ML

3.2.2.2  SIAKE BT (SRT)  SRT At % H %
280t Ji R HEAT HE R S T AR B B IR TT T %, AE AR
6 T B ] P S5 i K 7 AR 20 O REST DASR A5 B
BEEYF N . Ozyigit U K3E T SRT %t Eb
3D-CRT ¥&97 51451 /=3 eNPC [ [5]51: 49F 70 485 5,
M2 4 LCR MM R e R E R LR E E 57
H SRT 41119 3 2 LA - Wi 1 353 4 26 2R 2 251K T 3D-
CRT 4H.(21% vs. 48%,P=0.04)

3.2.2.3 IEFEE T (brachytherapy, BRT) BRT E
G T U, 77 T G, B X 7 v, R AR
HAGAREMEN S, Bl E2EH TR EE<lem
[ 5 81 TNPC ¢ T1 1 ~1T2 1) . Cheah %" | BRT
16IT 339 tNPC B3, H 5 4 0S N 28.1%, ' H I
RIE R AEZ N 21.2% , EHEIRT YRFE | 2928 A0 e
LI,

3224 JFATMESETFHRYT RTFMESTFRER
FE VLR E MR , B8 77 2F Bragg U, P AN ANAK G
W TR, 18 B G FE LR B A Bl Re &=
A 75 751) B v 5 v T R L IXC T T 50 R 4 A 55
IRAK , 5 S 770 B R B 9, AT B8 4 ORI o B 2
HAMBRE . HuE" RS 71597 206 61 TNPC,
LIRS T REFI OSHTLRC, H.3 2% 0L F i 35
PER AR 23K

3.2.3  HRIX ) BRETTRIE 2 FIF OAR FR &
3.2.3.01  EUIX/Z)H rNPC R EOT SR X /) A
RUTE T ey 5 A B R M 5 80T Ja B, IX A T
FWHEZAZ I 5] 3, IR 2 B8 MRL A CT 5
MRI B4 fil & IS RAC , A 26 18 10 347 2 1R & DT C
PET/CT. 3 K5 2 K e & LN GTVnx, [X
A R E A 5 N GTVnd™ . #E#F CTV £ GTV
(RIELAE EAMT AT 5 mm, AHEF AT SR 45 5
it DX T SH A B S, X3 S R AN R A B R bk B 45 T
X4, PTV UFE CTV &AL FFE4M2~3 mm"™,
3232 MR ERAESMRRERE, £I7 8%
BRI 2 8] -84 o, DABATE B K PR B2 3% K g
(1% [7) B B K B 2 P R 4 o) Bl IE o AR B8 . %
T oNPC AT 1 5 52 6 A2 0T 52 ma , ~F- i
JTROCR BT SRR ENRE . Lee S IHT A
< BF B 7 sy, LRC 3658 vy , {H™ B 5 &CRE
B34 . AR, 77 & K U LRC 2B 8 R B,
BED<60 Gy #[) LRC % & Z K T >60 Gy 41. {H



- 164 -

I ERL RS R 2024 Feb. 41(2)

BED=60~70 Gy 1 5 >70 Gy 41 tb % , LRC F |5
i 25+ . Leong 25 ™ ¥ meta 7 M1 45 B R, 16
1768 5 F-F2 757 1 TNPC B, i 77 E=70 Gy 4
) 5 4 OS FAL T <70 Gy 4. PRANCIS i Ji5 15 %
PR M MR 68 Gy I, INPC 52 (AT XUK:
T E B IN(HR=1.42, P=0.03)"*',

3233 oI HAT, # B E INPC R
I7 I 32 A a0 o B = B Ak, e Ak —
SO HE RO TTE? You T HITE I ) B A T —
T2 e A RCT M3, AN T 144 1A T FR
DIBR (1) 6 1 oNPC 5835, 55 LU BB ML 53 i 43 1 25 A
W B4, K IMRT. 45 54568 4 #1411 3 48
OS & Z T % M 4 # 2H (74.6% vs. 55.0% , HR=
0.54, P=0.014) , H.3 g7 DA b W H ik 7 58 PR B B 88
. b, 220G 55 8 FF0F 551 N, 1M &
o BN 166 450K 5HE M FIM L, B
3 ETBOTT IR 97 TNPC SEI 1“3 0, R R ]
RETE T B AR 7 BT e 1 SR (H IR T 5
URFE: , RE N5 0 32 im0 25 2504 0591 2 110 TR B ik 2 e 34
TR R A

3.23.4 OAR[RE OAR I R &2 & 11 F FE AL
JTIFRIB R A L, TEA S HEAR T HLKA,
TR R SRR AR O R R K R R . HERE
LT OAR FRE N B FEM 60%~70% , B AR T 2
%2021 & tNPC ) IMRT [ fr i3,

3.2.4  WUETVHE

T8 3 A ST v CRE R TS A AL 6 TNPC PR T
(7 REORN B P a3 A7 Y A TN , S0 X6 28 3 PR A v )
JEE L, T a7 AN R BUS BER YT . Li Sl
Tk S F L R 2 R [ I AT I B [ 5] E A0 Y
558 15 J 3 INPC B35 R AR A7 B AT 0 i, v =
PR, 255 g AR 38 AR 0% \EDQ2=68 Gy~ B
FEROTT KA 3 ¢ LA B FE RN T3 3 ~rT4 355 5 4Nl
SETI PR R 6 R R AT VR 4, o RAK fE RN i e
Ho Wiz B A R A RN B 4H 8 2 TS, I
YT TR S, 12 G B % 2 B AE IMRT 193
RENHE, v DLRAS S 47 280, H s S A 5 T s &
B FRE IMRT J7 20K, B N &, 75 % e Bk
G RGBT -

25 E Rl , eNPC (1) FE AL T80T 78 W B A 1 5 72 1)
VITBOT v RIS A B — IR IE SRR YA, 17 B A% H T
RECRR 85 1 2 8] 1) ~F- 47 , I A] i ek 2D e JORE G L2
I RRE R A o HERE 1) TR T80T I WL 1 AR
JTaEER B L6 N AL, w2 1L G, X2
] S AE R AE AR ) 51 5 N AT, IMRT 452 H i
M IR FE A, HEFE ) HE 3 77 B8 8 60~ 68 Gy, HEFZ 1

oy EIRE H AT B R o3, 2 B ROTT R I H AR
K7, 5 7 5 2 (WA IE CHF™ . OAR IR = BE
S H R AE A, T R AR R E AR R E
S TRL MR P AR T B R I SE PR O, 255 [
PR il , B OAR PR & . SR E ST IR ARG T ¥k
TN R 1 25 R B S AR A, STt oNPC RS VR
A AT 25PN, 388 T 5 AS [ RS N B RS T o 2
S 0 1 H
3.3 INPCINRGIRIT

Ran T B 7T R YR T AR IR T
H i1 3 ZAE AN E B R EBIEIT TNPC B3 4 BE
57 F B ] 5 R T BG4 G IR IT TR OREAE
H.
331 T

X FAE R IIE T NPC B3, 18w R &
AR 25 B A A7 I 4l 2R TT 77 %€« Hong &4 1E
¥ GEM20110714 W 7T B 4 45 3%, AN 1 362 191 A
B R E IR T 2R B F 1 S W (recurrent/meta-
static nasopharyngeal carcinoma, R/M NPC) & 3 , 45
RN IR RCE A (GPY 41 OS & E LT3
PRV WE R G A 4, 3E— B LI T GPAE A — Sk
HETT SR HAT

Ng %57 240 7E fNPC B2 U7 UG R 5 5
HIT T SR 22 7 A BB + S0 R e g B 5 5
T 3N E, SR 5 T T 22 D Ath 38+ 10 2 5 R pU R
77 ZE R R TT 5 F 58 42 22 fif (complete response,
CR) %4 30.8%, 3 4F LRC % \PFS 1 OS 437 4
49.2%-35.7% 65.8%. $i&7 175 FALIT BEWE 4ii /) i
J& , FFLE K AR 2 AR O A R R B A, D
FR BT B 93 55 3 2 1 2% A

Guan 5% H [R5 T IT ¥R 7 TNPC, 45 1 B
I~ )0 AR ST 2 3 AR S AF OS R B AL T
ali JRTT 4 53 0 O 68.7% X L 42.2% (P=0.016) Al
41.8% vs. 27.5% (P=0.049) . {H 5 — I [a] i 4 A 72
M7, 5 B a7 AR B [FD U I T AR (E R R R
/5 INPC & 1 2 4F OS 2, J 0 AR 1 2 4F J& &6
PFS #P7, [K ik, %of T [\ 22 % A6 J7 72 tNPC ¥R 97
A B BRI
332 HLENATT

SR e 20 21 i 3R A 3R i AR K Rl 7 52 44k Cepider-
mal growth factor recepto, EGFR) FITIfIL % Py 57 [K] 7 4E
K 52 & (vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF)®",
9t EGFR #1 VEGF 2 [7] /657 TNPC #2 4t | #i2k
o THE, —TIN T 43561 R/M NPC 3 [f) meta
ST R BN, ITBCA TE % PR B R R T
95 97 14 1) 2 (disease control rate, DCR) Al % W 2%
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fift % (objective remission rate, ORR) 4351 88.7% A1
55.6%, 5 E [ OS F K 31%, MR- 75 M H i I
13 2% LA b SR R 344 (adverse events, AEs)™,
Zhou ZH EAZBE R G VAR HT— RIE T
R/M NPC (1] Il BiRCT 45 R o, REWITES DK
B AT A L, Hrh AL PFS F1OS FEARAR I H
PEF AR AE SR 2277 T A0 B S (5 A, HIFARIG N 3 9%
DA AEs (R A4 XU« Tang S50 BT A R BE A&
Bt — 28 K UL B YR I7 A 6 7 R/M NPC, 25 3
ORR F1 DCR 435l 4 39.1%F1 85.9% , H 437 47 52 2% fiik
I A 14.4 4 A, B A7 PES F1OS 4351 9 7.5 4> H Al
15740 H,56.3%01 & BB T 34 L i, £
EREEME A Z . REZTEERHT
P RIT R B S e A ) R R R R Y, T R —
IR 26 S 7 &

333 QRIEIRIT

G VR TT FL A R R B R AR L d i 3=
Bl B Bl 1) J7 1 S B o £ 3 R AR G 1 T
A, AT IA 21 % KR 0 H 1, 02 249 R S B il S 1)
PR T . Hodr, S ke A A 0 ) ) Gimmune
checkpoint inhibitors, ICIs) 7E I R _E S H 5 8 iz,
£ EA R F ST 4 F 1 (programmed death 1,
PD- 1) #7712 PEFE T2 4 7 1 T A4 00 ] 751) A 4
J 5 V£ T bk E2 41 B 9t )5 4 (cytotoxic T-lymphocyte
antigen-4, CTLA-4) FHLIT 771 . A 77 & B0 S VR e 41
Zrp R 3Rk PD-L 1, Ho B8 4 i & B A K bk 2
Y M IR I 5 D ICTs 76 & W g 1 B2 $2 4t 1 B0 2
i

S VR TT B A1 T T RAM NPC 535 ) B 24 )5 2%
YBIT » Wang 25548 T POLARIS-02 #f 78 i 45 3
R R B B 2y 2k Je DL YR YT R/M NPC
1) ORR 157 PES F1OS 43 51 4 20.5% 1.9 H
17440 H.

HESR 3% B 24 5 287597 R/M NPC 38 1T E K,
R AE BB IT SRl B A AR T L B <
PEITIERE S AT ROl — PR ? Lim &R A
9% + 4 9% 1A BT A IT R R R/M NPC (38, 25
F %R PD-1 #0771 48 SR B & CTLA-4 $11 i) 741
UG 5355 1) PR A DCR 43 54 37.5% 1 55% , o oL
PFS A1 OS 7338 5.3 N H 195 A, 18% 1) i 3
I T 3 LA EEIT AR R 4F . Yuan ZEH
R Bt R B IR BT & JE V6 9T EH B PD-1 BT
it 25 i R/M NPC i 3%, N4 3 5 N AR i 2 21
(40 1) F1 PD-1 S 450 25 2H (32 41D , FhHH 2 b7 2o
P ZH 1) ORR 43 51 4 65% A1 34.3% , 1457 PFS 43 51 Ny
12.6 > H #1454 H , 1 4F OS % 43 5l 2 82.5% Fll

68.8% , TN PUIMLE A= BCHE 7] Y65 T A B8 300 4% S L it
24 . Hua 56" H e i 5 A R PTG A IMRT ¥697 25 1
ANHF AR NPC %, H ORR N 79.2% , DCR N
95.8%, 1 £ PFS N 91.8%, Mt 3 24 LL &t
N AL B WA R B R BB (28% ), SR DK H I
(12%) Fk 11 R HE (4% ) , RILH T 8B4 1097 250F %2
Sk, NS+ R EVR T INPC U R R AL T S
%,
b6 & ICIs B 24 B & 7 875 RAM NPC [ )5 2k
YT U R, AT e T I R
e — 28N . A, 3 T PD-1 B Pt +0y7 — 236
JT AN B R EI6 97 B R/M NPC ) £ a0 T RCT
(JUPITER-02. CAPTAIN- 1st. RATIONALE-309)
HAGE BB A A 43 i K AN B ) PD-1 B4t
CHR it 3 R B4 I B R 2R R B B R BR BB B
4 GP 7 697 R/M NPC, 45 % 5 7R PD-1 e &
GP #H ) ORR. 1 i PFS 43 5l N 69.5% ~87.3% -
92~ M H . R EN T ZEAKE GP A
(55.3%~80.6%+6.9~8 1 H). HR }0.52~0.54,
EREL T BT XS, BRI 3 bl b
AEs KA WK 6Ah , RATIONALE-309 fiff 773843 #t
TIT SRR E 2 R AR S, 85 SRR B A
e [R] 3R 08 T H 9% ““ H ifreg RH Y A AR SRR 4 i 4R A
(1) 882 B A AT RE MR VR T R 3R A
B & #7245 U H 2 IR TT A AR I, R
SR IT T 2045 LA B3R A, HAE oNPC ¥R ST H I
YERAET : —RAEAWERIT FB ALK 7 A
B R ERIE YT TNPC 3 B A A ] s — RAE RS
BT T B AR RUT AE T R AR TR =
ARG TFB #E— D8R 1 REIR T AR
{H2, H A% T R/M NPC RG6I7 FIWF RN Z
SRR M B R A L BT R S B M
PRAEFE , LAtk — B 56 AF R 489697 % T INPC 3 1)
WUIME -

4 SEMRE

25 LRk , )R eNPC HYIR YT AR T e 75 7™ IR
PR, (H 2 BV IT W&V BOR V259 RS AT
FRIAN T G138 A JRE , INPC IR T R RRCR AN 22 4 IEAE
Fa B3I, ) R INPC B ok TR A .. K
KT IFAE T« O & S8 BT 0 1 i PR AT 9, 4 5+
AR A, ey S S e R A AT A i
PR R, S S s A 23 SR A B, AL R T
BRE RS )T R T 3 R AR R T 5K
5% o
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