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Development of efficacy evaluation system for solid tumors and its
application status in targeted therapy of liver cancer
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Abstract With the development of targeted therapy and immunotherapy, the treatment of solid tumors has entered
the era of precision medicine. As a result, several new response evaluation criteria systems for solid
tumors, which are based on the traditional evaluation systems in solid tumors and comply with the
requirements of targeted therapy and immunotherapy, have been developed. Here, the authors systemically
present the development and current status of response evaluation systems for solid tumors, emphatically
from the aspect of targeted therapy of liver cancer, hoping to provide a guidance for clinical practice.
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57
HE# 50 =, B AR AE T 59 B AT 3 e i A

02 90.6 T3 5], B3 HE T AL 2 83 T 5 . g
U JU 48 R BT AR s i i, 7 N TR 2 B
U A& HE 24 S8 TR B, HRT gy Oy T R T g R
EA 2 o R S L W2 N o S R U et B R
(hepatocellular carcinoma, HCC) (75%~85%) #Ji
WABAE R (10%~15%) L B HoAth 7% L2 AL o),

T3 T AR DR R o R R AR YT, I
AR I FORVIER . o i 399 A o L
136 J7 O7 B O & & 3l Ik A BT 8 Bk ke 2 Ak T
(transcatheter arterial chemoembolization, TACE) .
FEIRIT . M AT S, JFUSGESRIT N
UL AR T I N AT BE AL IR T T SR AR
T ROFA B B SCTE T M ff b P Al 28 25 9 I DR 3K 45
BH RS Y HA YT B bR B R o TR, SR AR i
TR IR T IT ROV AL FR GE L RE VB b VT A R E IR T
FYR, HLSE M S W R e I AR Ak . R R I
JifRg L T O A 2 R P S A i 98 T A8CVF A A v
(response evaluation criteria in solid tumors, RECIST),
FI AT A A0 JEF 988 04 88 1) 36 07 97 80T Al 32 2R ) 2
T RECIST 5 £ B L1l & (19 mRECIST s £

MR Y WHO 4 #E! 78] RECIST b ", B AT
A KGR ST I IR A T R BE R B0 A VT A T W
hy il Pk — [a) B, MR ST O A R Ge A T RO
HF 94 2 2 (Eumpean Association for the Study of the
Liver, EASL) #RifE"™, FFAEW 4N T EASL b ife 5 4
H 7 mRECIST 45 ", HLAEAR b 0 000 B )5, HL
SA AR TE AR O, RO AR VAN B 1 259
TACE 36 97 JIF 98 f8 % 09 A= A7 3¢ o B SE kG i, (H
mRECIST #5 HEA A A JE RIS P 9 36 v . %
9 A A B0 1 D A5 R RE AT HR B B0 A A AR AR TR

mRECIST 45 52 LI H A5 i b ) A2 28 A4
FIWr 7 BRI pR e, AR EROT R R Z — R~ T
il o B 4 GH B HE S (progressive disease, PD)
1 A USRI 2 X AR B PE A R K S I
JIT LA bR v 7E DL 2% 14 I JIE 12 i A3 o 4 1) 97 A%
PEA (1) bR B TR AN ) SR AR AR IR T IR kAR
ANV Oy IR 4 5 (2) VA ARG AR i 97 20 A 0 1 R
B H R T 25 Y R Y IR PR
Je R AR B a 36 97 25 W 4 0 T IR A AL ) KT
RO E 2 (1) S 40 M8 5, SRR
Shy e e AR N BN A 5 (2) BELWRT I A AR A, T AR
RN BHRAAM, % EWAR . X U B X R i
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3K Je 11 R % 305 N 4 A B A 9 kR /N B A
T AT A B R 5 kb P A0 i B g 22 /0 1 AR AR, 3k
T mRECIST A5 £ 57 250 VAl 19 0 FH 25 4, HJ2 5 g
T B0 PP Al I g R R IR IT SRR, T
U, AR SORE A SR R 6 T 9T SO R K TR
J7 L, R R g R T T RO AL R AT R G4
W, GRS B A S, L R IR YT R
I R 3K 25 o

o

1 WHO#RE . RECISTHREHEHE S

!

20 tiE 42 80 AEARA , SEARIE IR YT I O Al WHO
PRETE (Cancer) R, & i i 55 & 1% 1w A1
KVEAL TR, BRI e K 2 A AR . TR
Al LL 43 SRy 58 4 ) Jij (complete response , CR): #
TEARBRAS D T4 JH 0 2 OULEE, e A b9 b 52 4
Wk o #B4r MW N (partial response, PR): H.&k K
kb, iR TE AR GE /N 50% LT (i K H AR IR LUk
WHER); Z2DWE, 20 BB R Z R
D 50% LA L5 AN H BB G e A2 AT o] e A R E R
TG ZE 4k (no change, NC) : Ji I8 K /48 /N A 2
50% , H§ KA 25%. PD: Mg i B I >25% ak
HF T B g ko B AR R o B T 34 R W% 4 R D
O BB RE (V697 AT %R (response rate, RR) =
CR+PR]. TEit 2 09— B I FL, WHO b i 2 i 57
NN BT IR T RO T v o BB A X AR METE
I R A R P, 328 2% i AN 2 T MR AT
2295 Sk e AR R A L e kR R N R 2
BN B AESERR, Xy FECRE N MEIA
IV ITROR BE B HE AR P . TR AE 20 HE 22 90 AR
¥, LA, HILA SR, JLTHERE IR R
WF5E, Fe AT AR I o v 5 AR DN 4t vk 28R A
M A9 45 1 . B JS 7E 2000 4, BRI 98 5 0 55 536 97
=
Treatment of Cancer, EORTC) . il & K & 37 9% 5E O
5% Jir  (National Cancer Institute of Canada, NCIC) .
% H 57 9 BE OF 98 B (National Cancer Institute ,
NCI) 3 [F] 42 B A9 RECIST bR 2. B B R 4
(1) BLAR I 6k HE M 5 (2) PD AT RCAY 5 € 10 [ 3
s (3) Al B K AN R B kA E S5 (4) B BRe
fEAEE B AR ke o HAR I I E ekt . B
PR kbS5 2 2 S, AEERMWEL. BT
CR. FWifaE (stable disease, SD) Y5 Xl WHO
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PRAER RBOH R, HE 78O m A HE . &
XFPR. PD Y L4r51 R (1) Biewit R Kigz
A D 30%; (2) K AR 2 F & D B 20% .
[) R AfF 98 N B 38 o S 56 F 95 15 H . RECIST 43 #fE 17
M B I8 7 RO TR WHO #s o — BE)

2 RECISTHRERNPRREHERNEF

RECIST #r #E it FH A A £ 2% 18, BRI b 2 5k
s ERIE , MR B SRR, A SR
PRI [ EE WHO bR st B8 ok A, BIERAE &
9N Ry 158 22 AT A il ke o R S0 R 22 ki R R )
BF, R AE & 25 5 K . RECIST A5 #fE 35 A3 [l
AR, F e A E T RSN E A A e,
ST AE i R A N K AR AR i R B R
I N B8 56 4 S WL (1) LS 1)

Fi 5 & 78 H A2 FOR 9T 5 R 45 A T 5
T, RECIST b5t I AN Rk 58 4 18 F T 9F o 3 3 % K
i 922 200 B i ofE A 8 U /N B A% GE AN M 7 2 L
I P 98 A A R A R B T 25 T I
Jii TACE IR 7P T 8% o & T RECIST 5 i 47 76 1) 7]
B, 2009 4EHfE A9 RECIST 1.1 b5 #E #% #b T RECIST
B U (R AN 22

RECIST1.1 #5 #fE = 20tk J2& . (1) 9k B2 445 J il 40
A (2) PEAG B prdie kb B ik As s (3) /At
HEJEE UK S mm DL E (4) X H A kb 55— g
WA B (5) AN A B AR 22 46 2 A N 7 RUO0F
B HE , 1 FDG-PET™,

3 WHO %R .REIST{rAEEEETF B F
ERAREZ A

W WHO 45 . RECIST brifE, BA7 322 &
EURR g Ry NN R a7 S A R DR ey G T
LR AR 2 330 26 b o B ) 2 FH R T4k 4t i 2 1 25
TE LRI h 97 R, X R PR JE R IR IT 25 )
TR, o R o 0 o b A L i A R
7 9, T 9 Bl BT BE A7 A2 R/NAE RS K, (HTE
PEASAE sl yd /N, R B R AR A I R 4 S K
X A28 WHO A5 . RECIST F 74 38 o I % fifr 83 K /)
19748 Ak R PEAL IR R T T A E 2N E T T HET 2
FhER G097 I

RECIST 47 #E 76 T 9 16 J7 808 V4 i op i A
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fE, fE SHARP #F 555" & ORIENTAL B 53V e A5 fif
B, SHARP F 5% f2 38 o 65 I 9 £8 3 Bl AL 40 B & 7
JEJC A R BN AL, 25 S F B R Bk e S iE A
FEAF IS, 5 R 1 AR AR A R 33% A
o, RPAER AW 14 A F N 4%, (AR 4
RECIST #3 #, 7 4EJE 19 RR J& 2% . 1 76 3 9 I+
J& (1 ORIENTAL ffF 55 78 15t K BOH R 9 2538, HIAR
i RECIST 45 #fE, RHLIEJE 1Y RR & 3.3%, (HARIE
MR PLAEJE K T o R AR A I, () e A ik B
T RECIST #r i /N 68 58 4= = Wit R $9E TR IR 97 T o
BH YT RFER IS B IR A AE T TACE 3697 M-8
R R o 3 g BEL U R ) a4 foF e R R i 3K BE Y
TACE, HIFAZ{ERIEAS /N 2%, BRI RECIST br
YEAS fiE B S et TACE #9977 300,

4 @, REia T AT SRR T T R
TE RGN LR

4.1  SEURPPIEER )G T T RO ER

2007 4F, AR A5 i e /N A R Ak T E Y
Choi FR#E ] TATARRE MR Y77 20, e ) £ 20
T E W 18 1) 5 A B 1) R T T ROEAL L R RN R
FH A SR b, A R A T
JE T Choi Hr #E £2 H B9 B R Choi A5 1 (mChoi) 5
HED, REBCEREMCTEAZHS A S, EEH
T 9 0 B R 9T ST ROF AL, 5 Choi AR HE 1Y T2
ARl e PR B E o FEAE BEFE IR A, 78 HTEE 1]
GG TT RS IR B R B, B R/
P AETEW] (progression free survival, PFS) A9 fE K
TCAL SR G, T LA Choi A7 7 Al mChoi A7 TEAS GE X
Ut R AT HE A PR, SACT (size and attenuation CT)
T VO PR IR HE H o SACT A o 2 4K 415 i 983 25 2 46 %k
(B Y 728 A0 b g o ARk A DR, R BR PR R R AN
NG R Ve 0 B 28 . S5 M elos o Y
A Al R B S e B T, MERAHET
4.2 SKKPE SRR T T ROT IR AE

2009 4F, £ WHO 5 ifE (19 2l I, Wolchok 217
P& T A A DG YT RUPR E - (immune-related response
criteria, irRC), ZArUES]I AR fafof i A & . &
BE T PD L SEHREO AL o (U eRC R IEAT R
FARUAR M 45, JF R RE M D WHO A5 19 Jmy BR 4
PG, & irRC AR #E T Nishino 55 WF 5529 (1 Bl 1
BT SR M Rt 2 A OC 9T ROTF M A
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(immune-related response evaluation criteria in  solid
irRECIST) ™o % #r fE 4k 2 w5 T
RECISTL.1 7 1) 542 I 2 32 R irRC AR 7 Hh 8 w0
OB AR TR R R e A . 2017 4F
T SR R A T ROV Al AR S (immune
response
iRECIST) M, Zhn i f il 7 3 i S, e A 1)
SPRCPE AL B b T WA E 0
(immune) , % T4 2 f# (immune CR, iCR) .
T E T 4> 2% fi# (immune partial response, iPR) .
FEYR I fEa & (immunes stable disease, iSD) %, Jf
A Bk 5 By % e 3E € (confirmed progressive
disease,, iCPD) . FFiF 5C (1) % 95 U & (unconfirmed
progressive disease , iUPD) 243 & . 2018 4%,
TE bR B b o Al 1 A SO b Jg A 92 48 1 9T AL
WA bR UE
criteria in solid tumors, imRECIST) ", &HE LT
PD, B T E#05 kk AUB AL AE 5 S PD B A
B, HAHo g ] il 5kt

tumors ,

evaluation  criteria in  solid  tumors,

(immune-modified response evaluation

5 mRECISTirERNEHE =

A W), EASLAF “MEIRIE” X —HE &Y
A E R AR ME, BIEASL R VED; BB S 1
Ik R 19 Jie 988 7 80D A B A Y, — AR B R RN T
RECIST #5 #E 19 A & . mRECIST #p 7 2 18 1 1 5 7
1) 15 i %t HE B0 4 1 &5 R 22 F AR 7E CT . MRI P i 8
ik 1 3 P A ek R 2 DT AR R Y Rk, A X
EASL 5 1 B J5 JF & 7 — ZR 50 /I PR 55127+, |
000 A P 3 A A PEAR R, BT 4G R s R ) 92
fiff 3 Th i 9 [E E LA BF 5T 2% B EASL 5 WHO |
RECIST #5 #ET7 250 1) FI B AS— 20, EASLARER 5
P 5 i B o 3 ) T TACE 36 97 I8 B0 6 SR . Bl
3 E AP 2% 2> (American Association for the Study of
Liver Diseases, AASLD) % EASL i %) I J83 A0 & 44
AFLIEAG . 2009 4F “ A IG T MR X —BE
#MFEA AASLD-JNCI 48 RS, I 7E RECIST 45 |2 i
MR B RECIST 34 /7 %8, B mRECIST br #E", Xf
Ft RECIST #5 4, mRECIST A5 #EJEPEAS Honh “ H
PRdga kb AR B AT A kR, O G 8 CT ok
K458 MRI 28 0P Al . ARG E Ll : CR
R T O L R PN B Dk R AR T 2% o PRJE BRI &
e A7 O R AR N & DD 30% , LR K
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e R AF MR B RL B NS %, LRIt
IR LR IC 3 8 H AR AL BAR B R IR R Z A S %
PD Z /DN T 20% B9 B K AF T R BLAR Z A, SD
JEAE BER T RIS 2] PR AR, ok 2 L THAE] PD
B it

6 mRECISTHrERRAE KN ASERE

RAE % W LR ff R
ORR) 7€ I 98 7 ROVF Ak op (9 BiF 5, g U4l )
mRECIST 45 1 174l 28 2 48 iR 97 19 i 18 3 197 3%
RN, BN LR MG A SR P R EA
(AFP) KV 28 ALUOE g 7 A 45 b, (H 000 Y
mRECIST 47 #fE i 3 Bl 32 2802 988 19 )= 3036 97
M, RTRE S DL ARG B MR AR N A B i
WA ¢, HA BF 53R B T DUAR 4 Hb 50 0
s, JF B 54 WA MO . mRECIST A5 fE 7E
PEH TACE . #8125 9 3077 R 1 B AT 9 7 3000
il bR EAEB o ES7 AOVEAR L B A A O T, 9
J5 oF J it 8] (time to progress, TTP) | B
(overall survival, 0S) A HIWi J7 i, mRECIST #5
5 EASL B — 80, 1 H X TACE ¥7 20FH B % W
R PEAE™T, {H Prajapati SR —FEM WL, TAH
mRECIST 5 #E 78 7 I A& 47 | %5 EASL bk 55 2 0 1
Wi, 5 4b RECIST by i %8 WHO b 4 78 I R 7 FH 5
Iz, 3k 5 RECIST A 19 ) W o7 4500 o SC R ik 2
I R ULEE 2 T A 6P, H WHO F o #8059
AR, 2R EZAME . RENRZ, Wi
RECIST #5 #fE B A AL 352, £ |, RECIST A5 fETE
LM RGEETEN P2 E R, LT RECIST brifE
# 37 I 5¢ 3 B mRECIST A5 ofE 53738 J T 98 19 J=) &6
IRITITRVEMY o T ELXT T A 2B R A
B E . mRECIST b 19 9 k1 0 5 A /i £2 25 08, #E
TEVEPE 2 MU R A5 1 VRS B AR kb R 170 105

(objective response rate ,

7 MRECISTHRAMRE Z ARid

7.1 BHREHIEERE

55 H A R AS TR, B g O E — PR EE
WA R PR A2 W 1 i i o AR BE g e A, FRE
JIF 95 905 B0 0 A 20 78 Eggel 43 25 B ZE Al 8 BT 98 2>
e () HURAD (RO L R A HOR . ZH0R)
(2) 25 (RS . G gy . 2457); B) /b
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AR (4) TR O Bl B T BB S 2R
KL o R e v B, R 2 <1 em HYSR
2. MR MELVI R WS, AR
B ok 80% 11 JH- i A BB AL SL A7, Xl AR AR T
fili BA MR 0 52 5 v, JTERE Ak DG 9 B0 14 R I
W B0 3 2778 A AT REAR U0 Bl BRI Y IR . mRECIST
P T L AL 8 5 1) e R o AR W B RE A R 52 R AR
T, CTE{MRII & A K A1 em, JFE A TS
i R S A AR i R N R 72 7E mRECIST F i
thploE AR ALE A, BIR R Bk N 3h
ok si AL AR g 7 o X B S AR R R R BT AR
A B4 1 oK 80 OB AR il A5 iR L R I A R AR AL
PE Mg DL R o3 A AN BB TR i e i 9 U ¢ 31O
AR iR 55 72 40 455 10 G R 3h koo AL 89 BT, T
A I AE 32 AR A bR R R, O A R R i il
HUIRAE
7.2 mRECIST #RAE & RV ETIR & 4

T AT mRECIST A5 #E (4 PPl 75 16 2 LA R 551
(1) B FATHE 5 CT 5L MRI P K A I 8 22 16 52 71 45 2
A 2 OGS, DMEAESS 1 s 17 IR 45 & ot & 1Y
SRS, TS 2 YIS AT I FRAS v BT 1 1) K
WA o oo AT B 3 Bk CRIS 30 ik oy 52 58
A S SR AR TR K R G SR ) AT RE R A R,
DRl Sy JFF s 448 i %) 2 32 5 A 3 DK A S 00 v (D
M Wk oy 3 oe AR, TR KA G e, (HF
FDK AR 5R ) o (2) BE TGS M R EA M g
J1, FEFEAT ISR CT 8 MRIK &5 i), 035 75 647 3¢
Ko MM TER R IPAE I, R 3 4 AR F M BE A
A B R (3) IR A R R R LA, R AT
DAY s kb, B RUNE RS L JEIRBE I | gAY
ikt
7.3 mRECISTiRAERIRER R

HAj i 3G 58 CT. MRIAETEA B MR R M, L
HEEX =1 em W AL HEATIFAN , 07 B3R 24 Y
BN BE 5 AR MR I M, B AT e
E AT o T — i R 3 R R Ok 1 W 3 BRI
ML W 2 F R (computed tomography perfusion
imaging, CTPL) I T Wi 2% PP Ak, L] Sz i
DA LA A R R I A ) R A AR AT, AT AR
F 5 T T S BT 0 1M R Bl g 2 R R Y E AR DY
AN HGEDOFK, CTPL 24U AT RETE #4532 - ATRIT
(W TACE) 1y &2 i FL 997 Al v 4 4% 35000 7 .
H1 T CTPI B8 98 ¥k 16 7 J= 0 o 22 9 138 30 ) 2%
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7
F2 i, LA R S mRECIST g #E 23 76 CTPI 45 5% 1%
FOR B K FEHES) T 2815 1 5835 .

mRECIST #75 #E 3 %218 1 52 AR % 46 br i 4797 &%
VEAG L JF RGN 5 I i 0 M R R S A O 1 A
B AR PR AE IR A8 bR o 2 52 AR K A X i g IR
FEASGE HEGH VR I, 255 0T R A i W A% 36 Y
1T I (£ = e WD A2 ) g LR N P
T o 3K A8 AR 0GR A, B0/ X 26 4R bR Bk
A mRECIST #5 #E 7] 15 B= A= 50 47 137 4 b i 30 1 i
FEE R YR YT YT AL, B AN AFP 2 — A A ik
bR AR, R AR R A AE LTS AFP 5 Rk
H 23K K 5 B 96 00 1 B2 3 A7 A 2% DDA oG, D
i e S P R R R, MLV AFP BTN mRECIST
VE by v e 01 968 ¥R 97 97 SOTPA AR o, G T b g T
S OS ToU PR - 0 76 B AR R B A DG B 5 45 T,
AFP>200 ng/mL 7£ mRECIST 7 i H J2& 2l 37, f% 1 5 1A
. JFH, AFPJE HEITE 5 8 0 0% AR B A DG Y
o SR b o N T e )2 L ORI 2
fEbn . AIAE R Z80EE Be AT A, AT il PR Y
FHAE) .

8 B E

FEDT 28 0 R R, IR IR T T RO A
Z % )\ WHO bRt . RECIST AR S B0 R B Bl A
PEAS #0196 97 9 mRECIST b5 #E . M5 B & 1% 4%
KRR FE, FlE CT. MRFEE MG BE 1% 2%
G A R RS 30 2 0 R, AR KRR I . B
A AR AR A T T R B 1 TR T T R A
Bhaf o 4w PR

BN HAREHFARAEN BT R,
5% i
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