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Studies on the Mechanism of Targeting Replication Stress Combined
with Immune Checkpoint Inhibitors in Tumor Therapy

BAN Bingbing'?, WEI Cheng'~, WANG Cheng'**
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*Department of Thoracic Surgery, the Second Hospital of Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730030, China,
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Abstract RS (replication stress) refers to the slowing down, stopping or collapsing of DNA replication
forks due to various factors, which will activate the cellular replication stress response to cope with the replication
stress. However, if the replication stress exceeds the cell’s ability to repair itself, genomic instability or even cell
death will be triggered. Drugs targeting RS kill tumor cells by this mechanism. Recently, it has been found that tar-
geting RS can synergize with ICIs (immune checkpoint inhibitors) to enhance tumor killing, but the mechanism has
not been fully elucidated. This review focuses on reviewing the research progress of combining targeted replicative
stress with immune checkpoint inhibitors for the treatment of tumors to provide a theoretical basis for the develop-
ment of more efficient tumor treatment strategies.
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kinase 1, ATR-CHK )i % F13E 5 2k 1 B 40 L 97K
JiE RAF G A I 2 (ataxia-telangiectasia mutated-
checkpoint kinase 2, ATM-CHK2)id #% fp i #2 H°, 1t
ALV J DNAJ A& RN 2 ML o 2 L P A7 A
FREEIR S R, W R0 RSR AP ) SC 8 B FE 1L
5 S IR N, w2 5 T A A 22 4y SR 9
TR MEIET

o5 K A p5 BH BT (immune checkpoint blockade,
ICB)fE MR 6 97 o U AN T 20, ICIs £ 24
P02 M B3 M Tk T2 40 B AH OC Bt R 4(cytotoxic T-
lymphocyte associated antigen-4, CTLA-4). F£F
BET-FC A& -1 (programmed death-ligand 1, PD-L1)A1FE
FFPEFE T 5248 -1(programmed death-1, PD-1), ‘E118E
0% e I b T 40 M T T 200 B PRI ), DTG {56 T4 i B A
A R0 A iR A0 1, SR ICTs 23 AT A4 HH B LA 58
PELREAE Y EZ R A KA R W, (immune-
related adverse events, irAE)P3F /=25 i 24594 ) mk 7
FHOCHI FURIFIE A R 5200 o

AT I TR, A ] A2 1] SRR 18 -4 )
1% DNA Jy BORETEEEI4E 5T, 5125 R ez T, B
IR PD-L1 RIS BAGFERH, R 5%
P55 o 25 AL FRIEG B B AT e 2 5 O s R A 1
PRI RN, I v B B A P B R i 24 . SR — 3
I5CE 8 B BARNLA Ry it — 2 W, R WA A
G, BTN S 25 ) A PR AL TE BEIRNAZ T
AT EE A RSEEE ICTSYR T MY (1) AH ST 5 32k e idk
ITERIR, il RAIE S 1y R b IR v T SR mg 4 it 2
%,

1 S5 RS AKIR X 20A & R
1.1 EHINHRKIE

25 b BIR st A2 k1) 33k JE A BELAS DNA K 1] 1) P4 R
PEERAME P F A ER 0T DS 3R R 7R iR A
J H L B P R AR R e 2 BHE S DNA SR
i, B AT G X BRTHE. ok, SuE R FEEeE
SSHRTRERR. EfX 5% EE 5 R
LIRS RN, Gu/SHL AT i (1) 2 e Fsk H gk N S HA
2252 DNA S il 72 1M 5 80U i S 7. e F —
S 7E TF 20 A HP R SR I R R 2R, 0 PR AR
X DNAZE M1 4547 B85 DNA T 1 X 380 H 0 52 2%
) S5 W DNA K (DNA hairpin) sk PU4E £ (G-
quadruplex). DNAEE I FEE A H =40, #iA:

RNA 5 DNAZAZ B RFR (R-1oop) FHIAZ Bl A% T IR
RN T I DNAGE S 1 57 55 2 PHLAG &2 ik 7%
BINGR]EAT Mo ANV WA TT 250 . 4E i EE
YOI HEATEE S I DNAS T, 1X B8 AR JE 1 A 28 mT
RE FLIETR DNA T I 45 14, {8 52 ) AL & 240 1
HAL S ey R HERE, AT 51 R S RO, XLy
PEAE ELAMNIEE R 25 7T DL 20 DN A S B804 W7 542
HIFR R, BET I A Be A B R DN AS A5 (K1)
1.2 SHIM A MER &

ST UK AR, 22 B — RV E AR
o T S 4 R A A S R0, W ATR-CHK L
A ATM-CHK 238 % F) 0% -« ATR = 22 80k 42 1] X 45
i B P2 AR ) BB DN (single-stranded DNA, ssDNA),
ATRIE R H0E CHK L, 820 g Ji $91 30 72 32 5 £ STk
Go/MH, J91& 52 4 JUn] ()1, ATR-CHK 1@ % fie
I S ARG AERR S A E . (i i X
BRI 5 1Y, ATR-CHK 138 2% 0 J5 38 ) ARG
108 1 WEEL, WEE Ui #00i 20 it J& 39 2 1 4K
P B (cy clin-dependent kinase, CDK){i 14>kt —
VRN A B RE 0 ATMIUEE £ T 6 DNA
XUEEWT 24 (double-strand breaks, DSBs), i i iz 1t
CHK 2 45 40 i Ji S5 72 G, BRIt i iz =
B AFI R =B B ATMA] LU I % DNA
WernerZ3 & 1iE fif iE i (Werner syndrome helicase,
WRN) A Bloom&g & i ig i (Bloom syndrome heli-
case, BLM)RAR 14537 (1) 52 1) = J U718, ATMAI
CHK 234 368 33 3 JifJeg 1 i ik [R] P53 DA 9 Hx R
e e DAY (1) Bt Sy 0T SR ) VO D4 52 ) AR X 3. [
I, 24 g < 36 ok ) Y05 R A% 5 R A [ 905 AR iy i 2 55
BRZ 5856 NS E DNASY, PA4ERekt
N R EYE . M0IEAT £ DNAF%TH 52 (DNA dam-
age tolerance, DDT)i&4%, fE—E 12 E b V4 AE
FEAE DNASAT (15 DL T 4k B3 A ), (HIX AT g
N 2L AT 2 AN AR A R0 SRR [ A 200

ERK ™ E G ST, R B E R, 4
JrT RE 2B M T- B . XSS S B2 AN 1 M
X L) LA R [ By A A ARk [R] A  RE  ) EE EEO
W, ELFE MR m i, X LE L PT RE bR o TR, 52
Wi 9 1R A FR AR T A50R

2 SHINHSHBERERNXR

G i IR G MY CEE AN RE T 3 240 L Fp £ 0
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sequences ~ Misincorporation of Replication-
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Increased origin firing hairpin collision
Depletion of dNTP pools
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SHIX L R ). BamEen). ireEesik). RS OH M. RNARGRENEC, Ha R MRNAS TR E 6.
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The replication fork mainly consists of helicase (orange), polymerase (green), the leading strand (red arrow), and the lagging strand (blue arrow). RNA

polymerase is blue, and the newly synthesized RNA molecules are pale yellow. The pale orange circles labelled with the letter F show the increased ori-

gin firing.

El1 DNAEHIRIHM R E R ES & Tk 7115250

Fig.1 Causes of replication stress (modified from reference [7])

Fod FRIKIE 2 AF 7 R AR, $E T2 1) S sk
A VIAHE I R AE P R INE , 5S04 B
R, G ST — e R L AR FR E DNA
PR B R W SR B R A e e SR R P B S et
Jii HR A7 AR B8 2 Bk Z AR AR A2 RS A I A A, 7R 52
FINAMA R TG E 5 R A DNAWTR, Xt — b
T =) X AT A FIDN AT S 0 R AR,
T O R A AR, XN T 4l
et 240 AR e ) RS Y e 4 AR B ) A
NSRS, 2538t i RSRIE M (U1 ATR-CHK 13 %)
SN (B AR T, AR 4H B R B AE RS
il RLATDNAR T L T AFRE oK. EHIRIEuL 2
5 R A L (R SR AN W, S I E R
L, 5 s B ) DN A5 1K e Ta] £ 52 ) 452
T G 0T, s 40 i 2 R AR IR, I RALT 24
WA (Cisplatin) B8 i AL 1 547 88 41 2

3 $BEEFI A A L

B ) 520 RIS R 2 S e iR T R T
B mS . ATRFNHI T (W1 AZD6738). CHK 1#i 7]
(41 UCN-01) A WEE1411]57 (41 AZD1775) # 2> I
CDK I e V4RI AT 2297 4, S M o v 2
WG I 45 2 215 DNA, M it 5308 N 227 2411

HET B SRR R — %0 28 5 B (poly-ADP-
ribose polymerase, PARP) A £l F1% 52 DNA B85 45
15, LIRS 5 3L K] 1F1 2(breast cancer susceptibil-
ity gene 1 and 2, BRCA1 and BRCA2)&H T2 &
DNA XSS 177 1) [F] 5 25 4H 12 & (homologous recom-
bination repair, HRR) ™ [ SCH# i , PARP Il 71 7E
BRCA /26 [ i g8 v [R5 B BUPE 2500 3 25U 8 241 i
JET:. ATR/CHKI1/WEE1# 7] 2 5 5 DNATE S
MG HRRAZ 1, I3 2 AUEE W 221, T LA T
IRl Rk 52 HRR 3 fE 1117 X PARPAI 1] 751 (4 B4z by A1) =
AESRASE IR 245 1 g 2351 iR 4 Pt PR K B A R R
IFa) A2 1) N2 RS2 PTG = A i 244, R AT R R M e
A B PN A M A Sl BRI, B 2 A
RSB RAERAE AR X RIALEIRTT W],
e S [ IR T 9 8 ) TS 24 ML) AT B I A, b
I A5 FH B 06 22 Bt 25 MH IR AR I 245 . IS &
% (translesion synthesis, TLS)/& —/ 3 ] DDTi&
A2, T TLS B4 g /N 73— 400 771 (| et A 2 B
R S HAT A ) R dE T4 R 4 P ) DNA TR 1
iy SZ AL, 39 DNAS AR &R, A8 i e 4 B xsf 4y
25175 31K DN A 5 In&sUE, mT RAB [R] % JiAk 7
AR I T J R ) R A 1 FH T,

AT 25 e 8 155 3 5 ) N R B T TR 4
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Bl B, #12E 259 (WsE )iE L 5 DNASE & K
IEwn, 51k # A5, S ZHI R, HrCi
2 (40 3 74 A ) TR R G A, A AR O AR R R
TEIAS B 1T JRLI-40 . b S A Tl 1) 770 (a5 0 A 7
A=) ) s 3 3 4 A DN A FR e i P2 BELAS ATk i &
HiI X, 755 DNAXUEEBI R, I firh 2 53 1] SO 9% (1)
BT A Bl ) (A BE I % ) R 8 5 DNA
B bR R AR S A A, T R DNASBE ] B08E N 52
I, FEUDNAFEWTZL ] {41 g oy 52 i1l DNAT AE
Too IXELZGYIRe s 175 5 R 40 i i A R
I —A> HE BB 5T 7 18] 2 %% H 5 ATR/CHK 1/WEE1
FREFI B R 2 G, DA 5 H6T iR i R A E T

F T il 8 4 P 1 S 5 P DA R S IS IR Y
NN, B — 2 A DL e A R AR K
DT SR A ] P A 1) 52 ) 385 24 ) BN T A 4 ) 24
WS EGATT . YT BRI IR TT A R R EL AT 5
(77 1Mo 5N, 76 e ia T Ja Al ATR#DHI 7, FIH
ATR T 988 200 Jf xoF e T2 A6 2 L ) 750075
(10 2 | SLOEEATAE S, 8 T £ s R AR R

4 EREEHIRAFICIsHI L& N
41 EFINHS %ER NI XK KR EDDRIRPE
i RIENX

A fh) IS 98T PR Hh DN B Bl AR B i 1
I, O A S TR i IR & i (cyclic GMP-AMP
synthase, cGAS)/ Tt 3 2 K ¥ 2K [ (stimulator of
interferon genes, STING)id# %, 755 I T4 3 (inter-
feron I, IFN D)AI{E 2 A0 P51~ (1) 7 A2, JF EIRPD-L1
FIA, IFN DA bR 7 CCLS A CXCL105RiA 7K
SR, AR R FF RS TR BRI 4T,
A2 ) IO Y8 5 5 R 4 A 9O 2 9
PG R 0 S 0 e TR AR o B A E S 301 77
AR o PR SR PR 58 R [ B S IR S, {4 R4
RES ARG I 201X L 80 [ R T J5 T2 72 i
AN . R BES TPELE D RIE 4 SRT AN i X i
o200 M P R A 5 P, B v TR G R

7E DNAJ{7112 & (DNA damage repair, DDR)i
R R S b DI S R ST 4 . DDRBR
e 2 16 ey 4 i B TR AL AR 9 R B, PR AR TE 2 0T
Ji I B PD-L1 A FRIA , IX AN IG5 13 B e
ARG IR R RE )T, 16255 cGAS-STINGTE 5
B GAR ELAE F U4, 5 L #E DN AR 5 s S B [

FUIRIE, SHIDNAS 1 LA STING K 77 s 1
PD-L13R3K 8 {4 5 S5 4 50 1) 770 ¥ ) RSRA ] fig
TR B s 87 I A i ook L B e A L A 0 B o A AR
H BRCA 1k [ 5L G S8 111 /N B, BB e R sd it
STINGHK i 14 0 M8 S e I LR FEAE T, #% PARPH
il 77 A0 PD-1 FELBr R B I, o T B3 B9
Jibg 25 S 90, T DDROE % 1) 2048 5 o i 1ICTIY
Sy B R A %, B #E 7] DDRGE BK (1) 24540 5 ICTHE 45
G RO TR 2 HA RG] I HE YT SRREH 0,
4.2 ICBS#E[ERSRIB R E B A AT A
IRt R

9% A DNAS il R S AR A7 AEAE X B,
RSRI4H# % 71 DNA-PK. MRE11£1RADS50H i /2
J5 5 STINGHCHiE:AZ 5 F1 TEH L 375 Ak 1) 4% [ (52541,
X2 SR FHONBE B 1R TT SR 7 BRI U Al . 7
X710, BLCHK 1 AR 1 RSRIE 4 £ (1 31 771 1)
WA R T P & . MCGRATLZE SSUR 3 #1 )
CHK1/275 T RSRERFF BEGE 1Y N 7 1 R HR 4G 5, {2
TSR B 2 PR 5 DNARIAR 2, B4 il g i 7Y
HRICB e M, CHK 1 AICHK 2% #5111 71| Prexaser-
tib G Ay B3 N G B T VA A M B — T R AT 4L
P BoR, CHK 1075 SRA73 742 3E 1 il o 4 i 25
PE T 20 M 80 , SRAT37+5T PD-L1+75 P fis =
BTV AT LR S T HUMIE AR B [ 7 CHK14F,
ZHANGZ: B8V IR A Y K L-5- 12447 1) 2 Jfa J&) 307
B K 0 7(cyclin-dependent kinase 7, CDK?7)
J&i, /N B iz (small cell lung cancer, SCLC) A2 [A]
HeAFaE, B 7 56 BRI CD4 T4H i
(32 , B YKL-5-124 551 PD-116A 14 FH g 0% BH i
FRE bR ARG . LIUSES R LA L 43 2R &) 3 7355 i
(cell division cycle 7 kinase, CDC7)H) M1 #l] 5% fa fif
6 240 RO S 1) B BORE R 55 , A i) TR 40 e
() DNAS ], F 5 e S B il 53 (1) 08 R E 3k —
I, BAECDCTHNHIF S ek 2 sl &
L R ELARH LR AR . DNAJS SO SATL 5 40 %
WA Z AR R R R, (EAWA 1R TT T LA
T I I e S B ) AT S R 1 S e e R 2K
B AR A S R R A2 2k A3 1 WL 0 4 B P 1 45 1 2%
A7 75 L 22 AR TR MRAT -
4.3 JEE IR B E0 £ TR B iE & 1 R A
&R BRI

At — 6 4 55 1) R e v B AP 0 B L AR
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T NN K IR YT . MR R
1L KDM4A W] DA BH 1F %08 248 o 1) DNA & il
3 5 5 1 BLIOE T M DNAFR &R, B0 il 8 21
JL N PR cGAS-STINGTE 546 5, ik n] 5 PD-1[H K
F 0 7] 55 4 FVBOE CD8 THH M, LA 471 R 4 i
i [0 A2 AN B 1900 T R R 4 A B R e A 9 FHLIE
Y FBXO044 Jz HAf K 1 SUV3IH 1 nJ Hll e 41 i &2
il N2 2038 BT PD- 138 97 O, {12 {8798 41 i DNA
WUEEWT 2L IFNAS 5% 5, S Ak g sE T 19147,
SMARCBI1 A& 4L 0 i EIEE S5W IO RRIA , fE
A3 R AT K, MSAOUELSS 1% LT 5 56
Ji 4, SMARCBI1ER R A F EUH T dsDNA RS i
HE cGAS/STINGIE B0 , $&Tt 1 s 1 Fe % i 14
T c-MYCIHl B Y58 | S IR, A8 7
JE 20 L DNA 7, IXERRTRATKF SMARCBI 5
ICISIT A S G BT & P2 A s R . RRIHF I
A — PR IL SMARCB 145 FE R {E A [F) i g 25 28 v
VER S 5 ICHT RS B I ) AT M 8 AE AL,
A B Sy IX AR A VR TT T RE 51 RIS R BRI 7R
JAL o
44 BREBTTHNERM

TE— LR 40 e, 5 DN A7 71 Ab 2 )5
PD-L 115 &2 LUK # ATM/ATR/CHK 13842 f 77 28
I, M FATM. ATRERCHK ] FI4F S PRI,
KRR bt 2 52 B, i HATRIMS 22>
fFPD-L1ZKF R B 1X v g 2> LEDNAF ks 25 i 4
il 71 #1 PD-1/PD-L1BHWr 2 [8] 2% L WpRIVE R . 1X 3R
7 R 2 I 1) s A R % b ATM/ATR/CHK 138
12 5PD-LIMRIE Z [AAFEHE B % HIW IR, X
TR 28 W] e AN R R T f] B R e PR 4, VR K
BN 1015 58 XA AFHLH] . WAYNEZ (6
feHHATR. CHKI13,WEE1FIFIH| AN GEBLIETFN IR,
Horp ATRANH BEARIEIE T cGAS-STING& 1%, 1H /2 il
IS CDK1-SPOPI& 12 N 2> T8 PD-L1 & [ B& A7,
XAl AEBE K SPOPAE [ % PD-L1 H9Z 2 Ak A& i AT fiR
AR . R H AT BARNLEAANE 2, H] L
WX 2 4 M AE ST A ] R R G928 s 7 B — ok
SHPBTR TAL . IX RSP AT RE R B AR YT H
29T TR FT A, AT B0R TT RO A E
XA R R R R A R B AR TT T R, TR
RN TR L 5 4 A BLAE T, DA ke S D] 5 — 3
PO 5] & B SRS . e4h, BURLEIGHZS C8/fff

5E DNA-PK YA # STING ) DNAAL 3% | Sof HoA7
1l T 5 T S0 R B B P o 1K T R X A A ) B
] BB 25 W) PN DNA-PKIE PER, wI BELE S0 %1 s
2 B 284 B ) [R5 7 BLAA G g 4 AR 1 2 R
PRSP R AT By, N2 1 B AR
TR

5 BEXEMIRED
5.1 RSRERFEEYFREY

i A 312K 11 E1(cyclin E1, CCNE )48 1) fifJeg
FERLST ATR. CHK 1A WEE 13X = Mk 7 £ Bl 1
B U E, VR LR P BBV L CCNE1Y 3 S 804
L B 47 3L, Aof e R 00 i e A2 A 87 S8 B
T X455 S PRI 751 7 A B SR ) SR, 3X 42 7R CCNEL
RERE B RSRIBAHE MR YT I A 0bR £, 7RI
PRI J5 T, CCNE 1473 1 Jit 8 28 25 78 5 Bl AR 3K
6 A6 WEE 1401 551 AT CHK 4 1) 551 S 30 o vy
1) 2 J8E 2R 7071,

WEE 1411|771 n] LA ¥ ] JE 3% Ifil (Fanconi ane-
mia, FA)/[F]J5 4 (homologous recombination, HR)
S DRI BR 0 i e o k% 1 IR FE A R 2E RS, S EUM
S AN S 225y R BB T P TPS 3R AL 4% it
FRG/SH AL i B SRRE, T HG 0 i 62 4 Jf 5 WEEL
YA () Go/MAGE B R AOR 75 b e 4 i v D e 2k
\ISET45 4435 2(SET domain containing 2, SETD2)5
WEE 141 771 2 [F]  FH B8 6% X6t il 8 20 Jf 7= A= B e 8
BN, X AT e SETD2E Je o A8 i i 3 K ik
W IR A 2, 4SETD2IHRETE SRR, i Jeg 4
XF WEE 1] 7] 23 B8 i fguek 14, DL B =& & mT {E
WEE L V6T AP 8 .

i 23 40 L ATM D) 3 25 2 1 98 i 98 48 it xof
ATRIE P& (P, 2 T g (1) [R] B 3% 2 2 4 i 987 48
Hi PR SR 0 5 03, AT 74 i 8 X6 ATR A1)
il 71 ceralasertib A 7 VG Ath V52 75 FH 24 SO B i 1741,
DRLEE ATMIR 26 T 3 FHAE — AN e A b £ . 2K
felith, RADS 18K S5 , % ATREL CHK 1 #1233 il
[ 9050 L 2 B 4 R P AE T
5.2 HRRERHEXERFEFRE

BRCA2k 545 {# PD-L1/PD- 1 K1 fjfJ83 12 i 34k 2
41 i (tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes, TILs)ZF ik _F i7",
F H.BRCA1/25378 i35 4 ICTs A3 B 4 IR 7 w7,
P27’ BRCAFE N AT N ICIsIA YT I ZEWnbn & ek
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B AL . 7F BRCATAHSSE 1 1(BRCAL associated
protein 1, BAP1)57% 1 [R] iz Jad v, G A 2 s s
A TILs 7K P B 3 B g 7871 33 B BRC A1 AT R Ay ) B2
o B HICISIRTT VAR AR £
5.3 ICI% &I A K & 6 R 3 PIFR&

FEWGPRATAF7E T, R I DNAZE 41 e(DNA poly-
merase epsilon, POLE)ZAF AN T £ & 1] e Jal 12
B A5 Vi 5| T S R, 34 A R R G A AR O
5 H (W PD-L1ATPD-L2) LA & T4H flbr E47) (W CD8A.
PD-1F1 CTLA-4)RIE KT+ 5, $&7R POLEFZZA]
RECNICTA IR TT 1 — N Db B0,

e PR A1 A 72 HH g w1 000 12 A 4 s ) 7
i A V35 A6 5 AN SR AT B0 AIF DA e LA 2k, R H i
JIRE N S R B 2 M, TR R RSERH ICTIA YT 45 SR 1Y
TN AT e T 25 A IS A SR IA AT A R - i,
96 4 %) S5 5 A T e 5 AN [) DXk 4D e 4 i ot
TBIT HINAN ], G i i R R R Th RSt 2
SR T R . SR RS 1 R AR AT B
T Re % T 8L M 2306 T R RIS A AR, IXFEA
A BT R BT I AE s 00 B T8 97 At &
HIIERE

6 RE

S ) IO Y RT3 ok 22 ol A5 R T R A A
5%, ICBHXA HI [m) RSRUE 4% 2 H (1 CHK i) 75155 )
sl Ath B2 1] B IO G B A5 (4 CDK7. CDC7. KD-
M4A.SMARCBI1%5) [ 7t, #BR n 1 IX M ERGG
J7 RS TR 38 B B R AOR R . SR, B AT
I G 45 BRI BCA VR TT 14 T L L TR 5
NE I, HIEK A= ar 4E H AT ks Sk
B 0 B MR ¥R 97 FR R A8 W S . TEARSRIMIE AL
W, TR B IR N B B VRTT I S 2 2 T AL
IR 4R 0 A e AU s S IR
PRI A B, AR B i B8 2 o ol & 1) I R S
Rz ) A o) R B 2 R A e 400 1) 7 7 e g
YBIT AR F R, (B R B KR IR R L T AR
S v A 2 i T (AR o
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