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Abstract: Nasopharyngeal carcinoma(NPC) is an endemic malignancy in southern China, with the incidence
accounted for 40% of worldwide new cases. The oncogenesis and progression of NPC is invariably asso-
ciated with Epstein-Barr virus(EBV) in endemic region. In the past 20 years, encouraging reductions in
mortality of NPC has been reported, which may be attributed to the development of radiotherapy equip-
ment and technology, imaging techniques, and progresses in individualized comprehensive chemoradio-
therapy strategies. In this review, we made an overview of key progresses in NPC, including pathogene-
sis, early screening, diagnosis, treatment strategies, as well as treatment related toxic effects. We also
summarized several research questions on NPC that remain to be addressed in the future.
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BLI 52 20, 30T s i) S ok

S WA A AR G R B L IR IR R LAY ) O AR
GERERS | 2 80% H )12 I B g R 0 g 4, w02 it
TE A FE RS R IE 15%~20% 3 1697 F Bt & LAY A &=
FERGIRIT o BEE TAE R IR T BOR F 25 W6
Jrm kg T WA Y 5 AR AF R &8 95%, T
MR N 349%~60%F, TR E TS 56 IR
Sy AR YA 56, PRI o & M X 1 R T A R 2R
Je o E B A 5312 R R 08 3 A SR VAT A
TE R W R 12 7 2ok R b i A B T B,
SRy 15 A PR 174 o gge B 4L T —Bh o T o A ik, B
AR S 1 s A WS A8 5, T ELA 1R e i 21
S A A XS A A2 0T & AE ', 1998 4F | Mutirangura
SENOVR LT S N AR AR I 2R U S EBV DNA £
i, Bt R B 5T B IR S T AR S 12 W Tl
Je VA RN Wa i 45 7 T R A o I, BT A 22 R
IR BRFT R SEIIIT 2 EBV RS 5
B, 32 A RR B MR 1 RS B I R R R 4 A%
2013 4E3K [ & #E1Y Chan AW 098 & B0, 13
EBV DNA IR ZS AT T A7 M DXt Ffe AR B 0 8 11
i A2, 2017 AF i A BAFFRUCGHEAT T B KRR AR i 14 B
BRI WL A 20 174 62385 45 R Bow,
I 3% EBV DNA A5 & i 95 19 808 T 3k 97.1%,
RS IE 98.6%; 5 AT 00 7 s 1 X S MR s A
FHERAR L, T ~ 1109 A8 3 09 Kt % I 35 MR 38 n
((71% vs 20%,P<0.001) . "PALFEDS 24 > H 2B #
NHER 3 AR TC ik SR A A7 2R 3 R IE K (97% vs 0% 5
HR=0.10,95%CI:0.05~0.18), {HiX ¥ i fE &8 T I
B A RIE IR YT . RSP 2K EBV DNA £
D S R s 19 BE P T 3Ry 119, AR X —BUH &
KA EAR =, HH AT IR 8 A 25 T AR O
2 iy BB BHAE TIAE Al 3%, HLU A i B A
I 185 B ik 47%, X HCREAE S0 T 918 1
A 7 R R 4.5% , 3 0] B 4G ) T B R
H 9 A 1 P A

EBV Gk U J5 vk © ) 12 i FH 1 5 0 g iR
BT A TS R 5 R A B I 7 5 A AR
H, 3K EBV DNA A I A% f508% B FRE S0 3
PE & T UMW 2%k D 5 i, #1E EBV DNA 7 9
BamHI-W 7~ B (1446 I 7 32 1) 0% B de 1 | 7 B MR s
R 35 B T W v 4 LA 2 A T R
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27 ML & & Richard F. Ambinder 1 3£ /R | &
S0 B MR 3 RS AT LA O VA L, MM K EBV DNA
IR TSGR 30 5 MR 98 1 — A~ B R A AL Dk EBV
DNA A5 2 T 2 Hb i 4% S W 988 A2 8 rh R SR i) I s
L7RUIS

JUE N, 3% 7 25 EBV DNA E 1 3% iy 2
SR 2 /N, X T B R — A I G —
MBI FE RS | 1697 5 bR A SR AR B[R] AR AN G — | 45
N AR B B A 2% 4 St A A AL B, H RTAF
FERRUEZE S, 3 Ry R 52 56 G 0 A K [l o o AF
58 2 RTIEVE IR R 98 i F SR R 5, TR,
W 3% EBV 48 bR 40 A S 0 38 43 3 54 S T 7 R Y
DAV 43 2 PR -t 2 S T A, ol i 0 THE A 11 25
BE M, RAFASCHIRTSE . HLAh , — S8R 2 S A
A 2 1) S50 22 4G I B R, 40 e Y BRI T miRNAs 8
FF 35 A 356 R 2 RN A5 A6 T oK 8 7 e 0t 5 iR 9
WA ) i JE sl
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Shy B A g 3 B RO 1 B ARAKE . AT CT
MRI BA B B AL 8LV B 1, 2 T 258 MRI 2
5 1) S5 AR A8 B, A0 o3 B0 B DX ) 1SS
S LA AR A B AT 527 PET/CT 7E12 Wit b e #
i} L AL Gis £ 7 vk 3 B A%, 18F-FDG PET/CT 4% £
] AT B Z2 RS RIS AR, A o B ORC(E
(standardized uptake value,SUV) 93 k-1 B fi B &=
(total lesion glycolysis, TLG) F1 it 83 X 5 {4 2
(metabolic tumor volume, MTV) R] L4 Jiz W fisg g8 A= 49 2
FRAE , S i R4 AR5 1 9 9915 17 50 MR 48 2 A iy i
R AT FE R MTV TLG, 7E1G48 TNM 4319 (1 3%
filt b AT 2, MR — Rl iy 2 41 05 =X
T S S b Al B8 o AR I O S SRS 9 1 S A AL B g 1
BEE N LR BER AR S5, TSI 1 BF-
FDG PET/CT P45 SCHE 53 Hr 1k — Fif B 2% ik 5 7
IO &t iR 0T AT 5 A 3
A= W12 R A B T I A T AT 0 G S g AR
I AT 8 AR TE S5 MR AR S A ST T TNM 45349
F) T 5200 PR 7202 AT B B o AU B8 B A R
DFEBRTST S DRLIRG , XoF A 050 v G A 2 o IXUIKS: 110 S
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WHEFF T MRI FIl PET/CT #6:2 #4743,
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JLF 4 5 PET/MRI K 2 1) S W i 5218 2% 70 101 L H
4li MRI Al PET/CT B BIUKS #E )5 0 o 47 77 — 26 3L i
PRI Tk Bl A K v 2 FH T A R HE R A
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MRI 4 & BAR B E L A dES  TERRE D
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(4D) AR A o7 R B 2 v, o BB b R A T IR Z
AR 6P PR 5R CST (intensity-modulated radiothera-
py,IMRT) 5% 45 2D 3D JiJ7 8 AR AH [, KRR HE 5
TR I R IR R AR A A, ] S G R
TAEE S R A SN 2 B 5 A Y
SPHOR . X THIH2 IO 7% 1Y B 28 3% IMRT R 97
JG 5 AR R WORAL R 7.4% >, WAy S RS HE e
ORI EE BIRIT B A A2 H T S e 50T AS W 130 R
Ty,
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Z IR UESE T 375 S A7 3 AT 5 MR s 3 91 1) R A
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B RIAE B, TERS BT AR BT 0 B
AT HE 1ot Y 2, v 0 I R P B 5 580 2 W R AIG > w
8 R R B9 BT R & (GTV 70 Gy) 5 5 & BE 57
RO 2021 47 Hh [ I PR b 98 27 2% (CSCO) A SE [
Il R 8 272 25 (ASCON BR G it 3 I, fiy v [ 2 3 4 3k
S8 IR S AR ] PR g rhofit b R T i R e /s
ST 1 T e AR 4 A Sl 1 AT SRR SRR I
I (66~68 Gy)™, HATC A 2 BAEHT Y 5T 8 5
b W s L DX i P 0 DR 1K AV AP R0 o Y T A7
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(NCT03668730 . NCT03908372) , Z4F-KFATH L0 7E
R R O AR T R B A S W B A
JiU IR B SRR L 45 A AU R | IRYT R S A
DX TR AR OGP DL R SR R RSS2 5 2RSSR
8T, e SR DXCPE Al Nt i R R AR T TR S
FR1 TR RE” AP R A AEWR e ) E
i R¥E X (clinical target volume,CTV)H I B X |2 5
JOE 30 P, of L) i HG O N SR, & B AR CTV
H Gy RS Cy MEMR DL LK ITB X, AT 47 b f
7B R R T B S L RS 1 SR, B FRA
PEXFNBES 1B X ILB KAV X CTV, 1A &0
P R B HOIR R, LR ARG DX B A 4 ol 3
FIAEAFII 200N, 391 (ATCC 330 I X S04 947
PR BSR4y, B SR X v R BiAE ] BE
PRPEMRELEE S, 5 Z2E 5 ZREAR B 2 E AL CT
AL S S RS DL AR 75 b B 8T CTV ) & A 2 %2
A1, AT WY AR N | B RS B A 7] o O

WU BOR BT TR O 2 LOE T2 (L4 X
S ANE ) S M T TARSE X Rk
VA NI o I SN PR /S WA <0 IE VR e i
07 KRS TR 9 B8 B2 D7 e, O B — AT R R
FB, 1EFE PR CATHURRE B B B 7 0T T
ELRIEE B9IR YT . MD Anderson i 4 H O 14 i R 5%
Won, 5 IMRT AL, iEJE 58 55T (intensity-
modulated proton therapy, IMPT) EL45 2Bl A Jeg 0
DX 5 23 A R R (CTV I XS L DX e v R
71 5l Dos BIARAL, CTV, SF- 250 5 1 D5 B85 ), 1
JE) FELZHZL CAn i AR L 4 I S A i 22 4540 55 ) 2
et A R AS R B U 25 2R s | 2 A SR AR 4 ) R
N 100%, JoJey B e X kA e, 1 A8 i B Ak e
BIRIET, MAEAT Rk 88.9%,

AR, ©A 2 U0E 7E 317 P Y i IR a8 55
(NCT00592501 ,NCT00797290,NCT03183271) L #&
TURAFLTH AR (RI IMRT BB 71807 Ja B 4t
i) 5% AL IMRT T 197 ROR#E &l 520, 9125 0158
SER W R T SR B 30 S WA AR L R IR S
SR THUT H AR 5 2R IMRT BT H L, S 5 R
I SEARG, A 0T B T Y TS A AR TE g
22 5% LA 1] () BE DR O [RIRE M 3 TR 5
B T T (intensity-modulated carbon ion therapy,
IMCT) AL & 40 T Jm 4 DXl 52 A 1) ok WA i R T
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1 AF B 3EIR98.1% , 45 A NldE, (H{EAS G0
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e HE— 25 T PEAL

T AR W A JE ik 1 S Wi RS 0 T80T
PR, S DX/ T RS o ) 4 DX o 2 R DR T
oCEE . PR Bl T OCT CTV MIfE K s E (or-
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B IXE T 7 T AR IO BN R i AT
Jei A X2 i i 00 4 R R UGEAE AR . D E AR IE
CTVp2 7 5 5 T Ak I7 a0 19 i v Bl ;. @1 34k y7
J& , B AR ALAE MRI b — R 26 B 1 525 2 R AE
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CLZH BN BRI A ) 5 1 i 2 ol s AR s 7
BOR 25 . H & NCST (adaptive radiotherapy,
ART)J& BT 4k IMRT IGRT Z J& i 1) 58 i Al &
JJrIa, FEEEH YRR CTT 43 U R A XA
T 25728 A 0T SR 3R £ 43 A 52 el ) e B, S 06T i g
B X e 0 R R VA RS B[R] 5 PR B b R A s
S AR E oA E 58 B I PRAFFFE R , F A N T 7E S
W i 92 97 F AT 8 0 o e ey S 4 T 3R 4R = 2 20%
IEH H 27 5 R R 2 30% , KR8 s l & 7
BRI A A7 o i ) i e s 45 1) o 3, B4
TR E o BTy, O] AR 2 ) A X i
St SE B A & T, E 7R R R O R
TR (R G RAR R IA T X B A B
AL A e ) BOR AR, A R LT R 4R
A LA RCHE R L 2 Il PR AVE 98 5080 . B 1 ik
BRI O o B B R Ay B issh e 2
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gence,Al) [ 2h/5) i RGEAAHER T IRE% M A3
PR 1) (G 2 3 A 0 ) 4% 2 0 ) 0 6 T 3 P14 1
PG 30 100 AT SR JRE 0l /> 1 W X /) i A 9% (1 F5F [
TEH 20 S0 F- 34 ) 1 [R] 108 43 b 2 10 4
BT s I AT Y A Bh /2 S AS TR 1, 7T
S R B E R RN UER, T BT H A
ek BeAh , N TR REfE AR L  H shor &) e A
5 | TR k2 A T BT R Ak ) B A
R TE g 437 8 2 S5 5 A L S ks, MRS
N TR RE S AT A AR R Wit e 25 18], 38 VI
BN T BB R AU IR AR ST , 31T 22 1 i R
F e RS B T By ok 45

4 ALFrHE 5 18] 3 & A

fRI7 e S IR r T L R R p 2 i, B
W98 B4 A7 T 43 s AT | TR AE AT AN Bk
J7 o T HI(T\Ny, 55 /\ M AJCC 43 1) f8 3 38 i HUA 22
AT, JLFRA T ~ 11 309 8 i e i 3 n 42 52 2
4 IMRT 7 sl & 4y7, 1 BRI 2 5 48
AR50 98% 1 92% i Xt F ML~V 3 /34,
THOT BOAR B A M AR (A 2D B IMRT) A [R] 25
FEIF BN, 5 AR B A A SRR O S AR A R 4 T 2
70.4%F1 61.1%'* | i Be i 7 1 6] 25 AR 7 78 JR
WG 301 S MR i R VR T TR A B A
41 R HWTHEE/ A

2015 4F ,MAC-NPC PMEAL Y Meta 43 BT “F 52
Bn sk {19 AL RIS, g A 4 806 il 11 ~
IV 151 J 500 e 101 S WU S B, 43 BT J s [R) 26 A g %
b B Al A B R AR A7 4R 25 (HR=0.79, P<0.001) . Bff
FHWR, LT s ) 2 oAk Ty I b 4 B Ay
A BA AR £, T R AT SR B AT DX R
TG 5 L AVEAR T RN HERR 3 I 21k
I ) A5 AT 5] 25 AT 1066 il Bl AT Y i
R J5 |, R A P AL A AR 2 B B T e, 24K
XA AR5 AL Z A KRS R R A 22 ARG, B
B AR G 560 A5 A TIE 32 T )25 Ay On s A 4
BT ) 7E Jg 308 06 ) S iR s 58 5 P A A A R 2 TR
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U, )BT R T SR 0 e B e R o R ) A v
BIT R

KT AT Ay 7 SRRk B, U
BRI ARG IS R R 40 mg/m? 1 JE ¥ 44
2y )7 2l 80,100 mg/m? Y = J& I & 45 25 Jr 52 501
PRIt 7E 26 AT [0 B0 AF 5 B8 25 2 43 BT I Ty 22 XoF
JHCTT SRR 1) S e R R RN I 25 SRk e T
by 7T 3 5 14 [ 25 A7 24 0 A 5 DR e W R o 5 L
DR SR A TR 4R Y
42 HEHLTHSIN

2017 4 Chen %5538 T 124 A 1k fie K1 — 0
T4l Bh Ak y7 09 2 e T REMLIG RIS, AF 50T
G M~V (Bk T5uNo BAAM 25 5 AJCC 20 30) 2
MR R AT, IS L AR LD T I A2 3 A R
TR S PR W E 7 Ak TT , 5 R o X B A )
AT A LG S B AT IR R BN 3~4 G RN
(kA A5 A T0 2R AR A7 38 TG 8 35 1 25 7 (75%
vs 71% ,P=0.45) ,

T B AR 4 A AR DR A 22 A 55%~63% £,
BHAT R BT A R ey . IngER2R 2K
2% % # Hanahan #£ 1 T 97 #1 1L J7 (metronomic
chemotherapy ) P HEA& ™ 245 % HIMIR k)T 259,
RIAH 24 5 BB 1/10~1/3, AR Ta] W e i ok
W (B 1~3 RO I 45 25 07 3K, AR 32 202 s Y
TG A B4 M7 PN B A0 B T AN 2 R A0 L P T 4 245
SRR, AT B R R E T AT 24 1 R e T
2R ARG L AE 2 0] B A 5 R SR AT HAAR T Y
5 2 R DR W R R, T A S S Y S i g R
B A AR A Ah R T DR ST H T A
I 39356 (NCT02958 111) 76 PEAR 5 F 4k 7 I fE 1%
IR AR EE N AJCC M~IVA B (BRAM T5uN, F
TsN) 386 208 R A5 AT i Tl B A7 (R B b
WL RER 2 W LEE AR 6 IR TR A5 AR T R
5%, ZMEGT I & A 3R] Sy IS 1Y) S B AT R
(1) S8

Al — 2 R (1 5G4 B Ak A T39I A X 56
ARG BB PEZE R, X AT BB 1 23 56 1 F 55 BA 1)
ZI S A G, R IR B TS fE &
R 525900 2015 4F MAC-NPC B #F 58 B R B 57 1 [)
AT A Ry S WG 5 W e SR IR T T i A (H
RFEANY F5 T IR RE AR 220 6] 25 Ak 7 I 2 45 2
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L AEBOARTT I IR, AT i An e R R AT
A1) LRI E %6 B Ak 7 B E AR £5 00 5 A B L
w f i3 EBV DNA REME R ZHER @ik
SR AU 1 B 3 R T B AT SRR YT
4.3 FEUFTHAAEF

5 B ALY A L 5 AT B A A 52
FLRER 1T KA R k1 IR b W 55 AT 1A R i
AT I TR D TR T AT g Ak S R R T A AL
FB ., HE, 20l RS H &5 e A — 30, X
A AE SRR AN R B0 AT T AN A A e

VL AR 175 S AL A AT S B 4535 v, 2019
AR [ R LR 2 g RE HR 0 A — 00 T3] e ML I R 3 560
(NCTO1245959) 4l T 5 4F 4 bifi 15 4% 5 17, 3 Ji 10
TPF J7 58 (AT | 5 PR 15 WE R 22 75 i 98 ) 1 5 = 1k 7
BEMER G T I ~IVB I (B T3 No) S0 8 22 79 8
A (85.6% vs 77.7% ,P=0.042) , JC 4 W1k 77 3R
(77.4% vs 66.4% ,P=0.019) , JG it Ab 5% 7 2K (88% vs
79.8% ,P=0.030) F1JC Ja s X 35k 2K WL 2B A7 3 (90.7%
vs 83.8%, P=0.044) , {HASE R AR, 1607 W E ik
B 414X 30% & 52 L T 3 A B AR [R) 45 1k )7,
X HREH 3K 56% , [ R AR T T 2 0 TR, R
ZHTA SR o, A O DGR % A 70 o X
SR S R 2R AT 200 mg/m? B AR
BHE AL RS R REH, 55 Ah 2 35K A T R AL
e PR 336t 5 B T 75 = AT 7 Ry 0 G S0 S R o £
H R TOR A AE R AE AR A, P BRI
I7 T 35 ERAN IR AL FP(RUR B BE )
D5 VR GP (7 P Ath i 4 ) Jr £, Hop | Cao %
NWIBFFERE YT 3 4R A8 TR WIS Sk T i T AR
B TCHA A AT A e R A A, (HTE SR B IX A
EAEFMBAEGFH T B KRG, X—4815
NCTO0124595 #5519 3 4ERE D45 R 2L, BESS , BF
58 X9 19 B8 DL B AH S SE AT Meta 2307, 45
AR5 AT 7E Sy P 0 S0 b MUA R 199 A= 77 3 4 32 28
PR 8/ 1 A R 4 TR SiE K B D T RE A
RA—FEREE R . A NWE I 5T 2019 424
T BEVT 5 AEREE ), 5 At [R5 oY A L i
ST B E W IR A A (734% vs 63.1%,P=0.007)
TG 3G b 5 7 HE A7 R (82.8% vs 73.1% ,P=0.014) Fll =
HEA7 3R (80.8% vs 76.8% , P=0.040) 314 B W35k 25 |, 1
H, FHAI7 4697 5 B 4504003 10 & A 0 AR
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X BEZH (9.7% vs 16.4% ,P=0.029) , 3% ) % 15 45 T
SRR T IR R MR, SR AT AR 25
AU TR R AEAE L, X DR kA K A J 38 i 3 5
W 9 R0 3, 30 T R AL 8 o0 10, 6 07 ) O A b A
KA E U B AR R,

O K B SCRpxt Jey S g 10 e g ( T~V 36,
B4 TsNo, 55 /\ ML AJCC 4331 ) 18 35 ok 7 Ak T
Jei 6 A5 AL I7 . 2021 4F CSCO-ASCO £ 1K J2% 45 B
LRI T 5 Rl I~ DV 3 0 5 R
H A AT )7 B A HE IR IR A 75 P At I R I
B RIRBERE EAIES R BRI A G 2 7 fh 7%
A KGR | 55 VG b 2 356 A 9 DR I g 27

5 $BmEERTTEMN

I 85 S W g A 7 M oRg 4H 2 b R A K
FZ kK (epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR)id %
ik, HEANRBUSAHIET, 1248 1k, E7EA L
I AR5 (9 5T EGFR B v B0 A4 0 45 75 22 1 B4
JeZBRBGTTS Il I 5T 45 2R R | VY 2
IS Al [/ 28 Ay AR L, n] BGE oI A e 7%
R H BTG 27, Kong % ™ HRIE T )2
Z R BTy 0 R 56 45 2R TPF Jr %15 3407
J5 T [ A M G JE % BR BT T 5 AL GEUEA TR 25 ik
I7 J5 AR EE |2 4R T Bk R AR A R VAR A S T
225 AHEL R YT AL BT SN B R A, B
IRTTSE R i 7, UTARR , MR B2 (Y [ B PE I Y
N TS0 PR 236 I 48 S 47 Je % R FRHTTE Ja) &
W 30 2 52 Sk e A% 1 G MR8 R VR T TP Y St AL 0
S T 22 R AU i R T A0 0 R i i 40

R TR AR 32 A Z A1 2/3 11 S s
R IRE 4R 0 1 4 TN B2 AR K IR (vascular endothe-
lial growth factor, VEGF) i ik , H 5k EL 45 & & Al
ANREERAMIE, $i VEGF $iik DARBR Rhid i A
e W8 i PR 36 5% A T A e R A R
B RN KRR IR YT 58 U R 2020 4F Chong
ST Jre 1) — TR I RO I S SR A 4 A4 G
4,2 HoNET e B i dT 4,2 o DU BR BT IR T
g, R EIR 7.5 mglkeg VUARER PLinIr 4150 & %%
R I 1 (95%) , A 3 AR U R AT 43K 88% . 1k
Il PR FT A58 o, VR s 1 AR il 8 E AL P
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