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MockoBckas lopoackasa OHKonornveckas 6onbHuua Ne62
MaTonoroaHaToMuyeckoe otaeneHue

FapmoHusauua PD-L1 TecTtupoBaHusa
HMKPIJI

CaBénoB H.A.

(Arewt________|Mnarhopva___|_Know |Mopor |

HuBonyma6 Dako Link 48 28-8 21% TC
Nem6ponusymatb Dako Link 48 22C3 250% TCunz21%TC
ATte3onusymat* Ventana SP142 21% TC/IC
OypBanyma6* Ventana SP263 225% TC
ABenyma6* Dako-based 73-10 21%TC

22C3 (MSD)

A\
SP142 (Roche) )}_ /4 28-8(BMS)

SP263 (AZ, BMS)
73-10 (Pfizer)

* npenaparbl He 3aperMcTpmpoBaHbl B Poccun no Kerr KM & Hirsch FR Arch Pathol Lab Med 2016

PD-L1 B HMKPJ1: aHTuTena
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Each dot represents the mean score of 3 pathologists

Conclusion 2: All four assays showed
immune cell staining, but with greater
variability than tumor cell staining

Conclusion 1: 3 assays showed similar
staining characteristics for PD-L1
staining on tumor cells, but SP142
comparatively showed less tumor cells
stained

Hirsch FR et al. J Thorac Oncol 2017; 12: 208-222

Blueprint 1 — 39 obpasuoB

Whole cohort NSCLC, Cytology excluded

% Tumor Staining
% Tumor Staining

Cases Cases
Each circle represents the mean of all scores (glass slide & digital combined)

no Tsao MS et al. IASLC 2017

Blueprint 2 — 81 obpasen
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PacnpegeneHue o6pa3uoB Ha OCHOBaHUU KITMHUYECKU
3Ha4YMMOro nopora No3MTUBHOCTU (TONbKO onyxosieBble KNeTkun)
AnNA KaXXaoro mertoga

>1% »25% >50%
203 288 SP142 SP263 7310 203 28 SP142 SPB3 T30 203 288 SPM2  SP263 T30
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no Tsao MS et al. IASLC 2017
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Dako 22C3
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22C3, 28-8 and SP263 are comparable, SP142 detects
less, while 73-10 stains more PD-L1 positive tumor cells

PD-L1 scoring on digital images and glass slides show
comparable reliability

Scoring of tumor cell PD-L1 expression by
pathologists on tissue samples shows strong
reliability

Scoring of immune cell PD-L1 expression remains
challenging for pathologists, with poor reliability

Scoring of PD-L1 expression on cytology samples may
have moderate reliability; this requires further
confirmation

no Tsao MS et al. IASLC 2017

Blueprint 2 — 81 obpa3seun

Ventana SP263 versus Dako 22C3 Ventana SP263 versus Dako 28-8
Spearman correlation coefficient = 0.925 Spearman correlation coefficient = 0.948

Dako 28-8
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Ratcliffe M et al. doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-16-2375

PD-L1 B HMKPI - 493 o6pasua
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Dako 28-8 versus Dako 22C3
Spearman correlation coefficient

Dako 22C3
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Dako 28-8
Ratcliffe M et al. doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-16-2375

PD-L1 B HMKPI - 493 ob6pa3ua
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Positive 0.850 0.732 0.685
Agreement

Positive by 22C3 vs 28-8 154 (36.7%) vs. 152 96 (22.9%) vs. 57 69 (16.4%) vs. 39
P-value (36.2%) (13.6%) (9.3%)
p=0.886 p=0.0005 p=0.002
Cohen’s Kappa 0.763 (0.699to 0.677 (0.588 0.643 (0.534 to
(95%CI) 0.828) to 0.766) 0.751)

no Saito T et al. IASLC 2017
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Male (n=268) Female (n=152)

N—
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KypeHue

Ever-smoked (n=290) Never-smoked (n=124)

N

0
PD-L1 PD-L1 PD-L1
21% 225% 250% 21% 225% 250%

PD-L1 PD-L1 PD-L1

MicTonorusa
Adenocarcinoma (n=308) Squamous cell ca. (n=76)

N

PDL1 PDL1  PDAA
21% 225%  250%

Positive rate, %
3 8 &8 &

e

» Positive agreement seemed
suboptimal when cutoff was
225% and 250%. (Sex, Sm HXx,
Histology may affect)

no Saito T et al. IASLC 2017
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