MonekynspHas Knaccudurauma
paKa Kenyaka

Nemnpgosa VA

3aB /1ab MONEKYNAPHOMN AMArHOCTUKM
r6Y3 « MIOB Ne62 A3M»

KnaccndumKkaumsa cnopaamnyeckoro paka
XKenygka

KpanHe reteporeHHoe 3abonieBaHne (Kak, BMIPoOYeMm,
60NbLIMHCTBO 3/10KaYECTBEHHbIX OMYyX0NeMn)

[1Be ocHoBHble Knaccudukaumm (Lauren + AJCC/UICCTNM,
ob6e 0CHOBaHbI Ha TMCTOIOrMYECKNX GOPMAX, HET YETKOM
CBA3M C 3TMONOTMEN N MAaTOreHe30M

OnpepaeneHHble GOpMbl ACCOLUMPYHOTCA C MPOrHO30M U
STHMYECKON NPUHAONEKHOCTbIO

HeoaHO3Ha4yHaA accoumauma ¢ TepaneBTUYECKMMM
BO3MOKHOCTAMM

Mo cyTM — 0ANH AOKa3aHHbIN NPeANKTUBHbBIN BMONOTNYECKNIA
MapKep — runepakcnpeccus/amnamoukauma HER2

Bo3moskHO, NpoBeaeHMe AOMNONHUTENbHbIX UCCef0BaHUA
MOJIEKYNIAPHO-TEHETUYECKOWN CTPYKTYPbl CMOXKET ONpeaenuTb
3aKOHOMEPHOCTM BMONOTNKN 3TUX OMYyXONEMN

Zhang , Chin J Cancer; 2014; Vol. 33 Issue 10
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NccnepoBaHme reHeTUYECKOM CTPYKTYPbI ONyXONen:
nporpamma TCGA (The Cancer Genome Atlas)

M3HavanbHo (B 2006 r.) nporpamma npegycmaTpumBana usydyeHue
20 Hamnbonee pacnpPoCTPAHEHHbIX TUMOB OMYXOAEN C HANXYALWMUM
NPOrHO30M, Kyda BOLles B TOM YMCAe paK XelyaKa Kak 3 npuymHa
OHKoJIornyeckoi cmepTHocTM (723 000 cmepTelt B 2012r)

MNepBOHaYaIbHO NIAHMPOBANOCL UccnenosaTb No 200
3aMOpPOKeHHbIX 06pa3LoB onyxoau (c 06a3aTenbHbIM 340P0BbIM
KOHTPOJIEM TOTO e NauMeHTa), ceiyac nget peyb 06 yBenmyeHuu
yucna onyxonei go 50 n o6pasyos go 2 000

Mporpamma pUHaHCUpPYeTCA rocyAapCTBEHHBIMU YUPEXAEHUAMM
(NIH 1 NHGRI)

HDOBO,CI,MTCFK NONHOreHOMHOE CeEKBEHUPOBaHKME, NCccnegoBaHne
TPAHCKPUNTOMA, 3SNUTEHETUKU, MPOTEOMUKMN, MeTaboIOMUKN U

6uonHdopmaTtmyeckas obpaboTka
Cancergenome.nih.gov/abouttcga/overview

Y1o 66110 caenaHo TCGA no nsyyeHuo
MONEKYNAPHOMN CTPYKTYPbI PaKa Kenyaka

NccnepoBanoch 295 06pa3sLoB CBEXKEN ONYyX0NeBOMN TKaHU
NaLMeHTOB, He NOAYyYaBLUNX PaHEE XMMMO- N PASMO TEPANUIO

B KauecTBe 340P0BOr0 KOHTPOAS UCMO/Ib30BAIUCh KNETKU KPOBU NN
3/10POBOW C/IN3UCTON Kenyaka NaLMeHToB

NccnepoBaHue NpoBoAMaock Ha 6 naatdopmax: BbIMOJHANOCH
CEKBEHMpPOBaHME 3K30Ma, CPaBHUTEIbHAA reHOMHaA rmbpuamnsaums,
uccnegosaHne metnanposaHua JHK, cekBeHMpoBaHUE MaTPUYHOM
PHK n munkpo PHK, cekBeHMpoBaHMe NpOTEMHOB

77% Bcex 06pasuoB HbI10 yCNewHo nccaes0BaHo Ha Beex 6
nnatpopmax. JononHutenoHo B 177 cnyyasnx b6bina usyyeHa
MUKpOCaTeNINTHaA HecTabuabHOCTb, a 414 170 nap onyxonb/Hopma
npoBeAeHO NONHOreHOMHOE CeKBeHWpOoBaHWe
BuonHdpopmaTtnyeckan obpaboTka npoBoanaack ¢ UCNONb30BAHNEM
nHcTpymeHTa iCluster

Bass et al (TCGA) Nature. 2014 September 11; 513(7517): 202-209.
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YeTblpe OCHOBHbIX MOMEKYNAPHbIX
NOATMNA PaKa Xenyaka no gaHHbim TCGA
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Bass et al (TCGA) Nature. 2014 September 11; 513(7517): 202-209.

MoaTtnn, accoummnpoBaHHbIN ¢ EBV

PI3Kmut/amp
PD-1/PD-L1
JAK2amp BO3MOKHOCTW TapreTHOM Tepannu —
NHrmbuTopbl PI3K+/-XT
HoBasa nmmyHoTEepanuma
Bnokatopbl CDK4/6

Bnokatopbl JAK2
EBV

(EBV-CIMP)

Sunakava & Lenz Curr. Treat. Options in Oncol. (2015) 16:17
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Kaplan-Meier Estimates of Survival
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Le et al. J Clin Oncol 34, 2016 (suppl 4S; abstr 6)

06.10.2018



MoaTtnn, 06ycnoBNEHHbIN MUKPOCATENTUTHOWN

HecTabuIbHOCTbIO
PI3Kmut
ERBB2mut
ERBB3mut B0O3MOKHOCTU TapreTHOM Tepanunu
EGFR- —
3’UTRmut

MSI

(rMnepmyTMpPOBaHHbIi)

Ncnonb3oBaHme 610KaTOPOB
HER2+/- XT, PI3K
CreneHb YyBCTBUTENBHOCTN K XT —
Hen3BecTHa
HoBas ummyHoTepanua?

Sunakava & Lenz Curr. Treat. Options in Oncol. (2015) 16:17

3 Radiographic Response
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Le et al, N Engl J Med 2015
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MoaTtnn, 06ycnoBAEHHbIN XPOMOCOMHOM

HeCcTabunbHOCTbIO
TP53mut
ERBB2amp
CMETamp
CCND1 amp BO3MOXKHOCTM TapreTHOM Tepanunmn —
VEGFRamp Ncnonb3oBaHue cneunpmuyeckmx
GRS A aHTUTEN NPOTUB PELENTOPOB:

Tpactysymaba, pamyumpymaba,
npenapaToB HanpaBAeHHbIX MPOTUB
CIN cMET mn FGFR2

(xpomocomHan
HecTabuabHOCTb)

Razzak, Nat. Rev. Clin. Onc. 2014

C-MET

Overall Survival: ECX +/- Rilotumumab
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C-MET

RECIST Responses in Patients With
MET-Amplified GEJ/Gastric/Esophageal Cancer

B On active treatment

Time to response:  dwk 9wk dwk
Ontreatment:

PRper RECST 1.1

W Off treatment

* 13 patients with MET-
amplified GEJ/gastric/

Awk  dwk  dwk  awk  dwk esophageal cancer
17wk 17wk 49wk 29wk 25wk

496wk +21wk +155wk
treated to date;

ORR = 8/13 (62%)

*Local read as of Dec 8,2014. "Local
read as of Sept 10,2014

Central read as of Sept 18, 2014 for
all other patients.

Onepatient not shown with
non-target lesions had

Aliniral nenaraccinn

‘Shah, M. Clin Oncol 2015;33:4012 [abstr]

[eHeTUYeCcKn cTabuabHbIM NoATUN

CDH1 mut
(37%)
RHOA mut
CLDN18-
ARHGAP6fus

GS

(cTabunbHbIV reHoMm)

Bo3morKHOCTM Tepanuu —
Hu3Kasa 4yyBCTBUTENbHOCTD K
XMMUOTEPANuKM, BKAOYatoWwen 5-
$Topypauun,
Bo3morkeH adpdekT oT
MCNONb30BaHMA PEXUMOB C
HOBbIMM GTOPYpPaALMIAMUN He
3aBucAWmMmn ot akcnpeccuun DPD
(S-1)

Sunakava & Lenz Curr. Treat. Options in Oncol. (2015) 16:17
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Lauren classification
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CIN

* Intestinal histology
* TP53 mutation
* RTK-RAS activation

EBV MSI

EBV
* PIK3CA mutation
* PD-L 1/2 overexpression
* EBV-CIMP
* CDKNZA silencing
* Immune cell signalling

GS
* Diffuse histology
*CDH1, RHOA mutations
* CLDN18-ARHGAP fusion
 Cell adhesion

MSI
* Hypermutation
* Gastric-CIMP
* MLH1 silencing
* Mitotic pathways

umber of samples

N

GS CIN

Bass et al (TCGA) Nature. 2014 September 11; 513(7517): 202-209.
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OTBeTbl Ha KaKkue BOMPOCbI Mbl NMOKa He

nonyymnmn?

* KaKas cBA3b NPUCYTCTBYET MEXKAY MONEKYNSPHbIM
M TMCTONIOTUYECKUM NOATUNAMMU OMYXONU?

* Kakyto posnb urpaet tonorpadpuma onyxoaun B cBeTe
MOJIEKYNIAPHOM KnaccupumKkaumm?

* [Moyemy He BbIABNAKOTCA 3STHUYECKUE U
pPernoHasibHble Pa3nnyma, XOPOLLO U3BECTHbIE
cneymannctam?

* HackonbKo KnaccuduKauma byaeT npurogHa ans
MeTacTaTUYeckux Gopm onyxonm?
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YT0 Ad€T HaM NoJsliydeHHOeE 3HaHMe?

* [peactaBneHme 06 OCHOBHbIX NyTAX
naToreHesa paka *Kenyaka

* Bo3mOXHOCTb onpegeneHma ocobeHHoCTel
6MoNorMyeckoro NOBeAEHUA Kaxka0i onyxonu

* Jlormyeckmin noaxoa K MOUCKY OCHOBHbIX
bnomapKepoB U Lienen ana TapreTHom
Tepanuu B Kaxaoi onyxonm

MoneKynspHasa Knaccudpukauma — 1o
HOBas CTYMEeHb,
HaxoAALAsCcA B CAMOM Havasne nyTu.
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Cnacubo 3a BHUMaHue!
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