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[ Tumor microenvironment-mediated immune profiles and
efficacy of anti-PD-L1 antibody plus chemotherapy stratified
by DLL3 expression in small-cell lung cancer ]
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1 E=LEHWY
/NBERE (SCLC) 13, JRFMEMREDK 15%% Ho. FA R OMEANMIES T
H3, SCLC DiffEEIIRONTE D, IEE, REEETH 541 PD-L1 Uik REED
MBEBEIL S N, 77 FFH-EI+ £+ R F -+ PD-L1 FiiRic X 2L fEiiE o R
BB L 2o T2 S RIIBENTH V. FHEA ORI KD N T D,

EHE, FAZBEY A v F3 (DLL3) #iZMe 423 THildD v 7 — v —BEMPBFE X
. BIERIR - BRSAB cHE RN S b T\w3, DLLS i3, RNl
EEAEKE Z#H > T\ 5 Notch ¥ 7 F A REREOWGIMEY 7~ F¢H Y. Notch > 7
FMEE R NG L SCLC o4rfbicBb 35, L2» L., DLL3 %I SCLC ORI E L U
EFERIRRE . IEEUNREE, WREER L OBEIC O W CIIRATH 5 0 IcRET 21T o
7o

23R e ik

E A v & —HuEkEC 2008 4E 1 H205 2018 4 12 A % CICREFICTE
2R X 7= SCLC BE #RHE (LS) -SCLC 2k — bt & L, 2019 4 10 A2 5 2022
£ 4 A¥TIic SCLC ¢3liash, #ILRT7I7F v+ bR (PE) X UH PD-L1
Pikic X a2 REEELZ T - BE 2 EER (BES) -SCLCak—t e L, HAMEMH
e & 1To 7z (ENLA AT v & —FRoufbtimiEE B 2&RE#% 5 2005-109, 2019-123),
LS-SCLC =& — i, #ARWIBRKREZHVC, 227 Y -4y —7 v 2 (WES) ic X

D BIEFZEE,. Tumor mutation burden (TMB)., JEEHFEZHREL, RNAY—7 Vv R

(Seq) i X b Gene Ontology (GO). JEEREMUNREE % T L. ¥ 7. BEHERLETH
i (RFS) % DLL3 HHOEWEE LKW 2 BECREf L7, ES-SCLC 24— kTl
b2 S itk D IS T A 47 AR (PFS) & DLL3 %It oREZFAEL 720

3 MR
LS-SCLC 24— (n=59) Tlt. F7 v 22 ) 7+ —2%Hic<, DLL3 okl
(log2 [TPM +1]) 1.94 i C/ERI{L L. DLL3 High # (29 #1) & DLL3Low # (30
) © 2 FxEHEL 7z, DLL3 High B¢ DLL3 Low # T RFS IZZ 3D L H o7z
(RFS ; DLL3 High & vs. DLL3 Low &: 16.7 » A vs. NR, p=0.25),

WES f##7 i3, B TEE,. TMB Tix, DLL3High ##& DLL3 Low ## CAEZE %

DioT, —H T, FEEYRIZ. DLL3High # <X DLL3Low B X h 3 FEICE D

57z (MHC-Class I and II: 76 vs. 48, p=0.003) , RNA-Seq ® GO fi##r<lt, DLL3 High

B3 E2F target YA RICIHIEL S, JEE GRS, BHRHIIERE 23A B ]

INTw7z, SEHUNEREE X CIBERSORT % v Cf##HT L. DLL3 High # <ix DLL3

Low BICELR THIflE, ~27 v 77—, BHKHES A EICKD - 72,

ES-SCLC 2a+— 1+ (30 1) <ix. DLL3 @othdfii (log2 [TPM + 1]) 3.27 ic TJE 3

{ft.L. DLL3 High # (15 1) & DLL3 Low & (15 1) @ 2 #% E# L 7=, DLL3 High

#EIC B3 5 PE+HL PD-L1 #ifk® PFS (3. DLL3Low B X W b BEICH» o7z (4.7 A
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Hvs. 74 7 A, p=0.01),
4 B4
ARHFFE I3, DLL3 #3128 SCLC Ic 5 2 5 & # 9% L. DLL3 &FIR A MEE Sz il
LBSE L. PE+#1 PD-L1 HiffEfEREIC X 2 PES AEEICE 2R Lk, 2D
fER A & DLL3 #3028 SCLC D & R EE-CILF REBEOR %= T3 5 ARt
BRI Nz,
TMB ¢ JEETUR X, BEES O fEEEOMREFHIRFL Lo TEs Y SCLC
X TMB 2@\ 7o icia )7 T MRS E 2 FF T 5 2 L BHARFE 112 28, TMB 28 ES-
SCLC 12513 3 GEEEDOMR & 13BHEN 2\ L AEIMHEABRIC X VAL 2 & 2o
TWw3, 20T &, K, B 1= EEFR S SCLC i DLL3 High &%
©T& Y. DLL3 High f&EE& T3 HURIRREEOIIHIC X 0 @B RZESIIfl T3] <
L AT B,
DLL3 %12y & 42 THifg= v 7 — ¥ v — R T a2 BE ORIk E ¢ 3.
T MRS E 2 555 5 2 720 ICBAFE & iz, ABFSETid. DLL3 High @ SCLC TR
RNEXHEI N TS THildo v 7 =Yy —BEVPHERTH 2 MRS TR S
Nz,
5 fE&am
DLL3 &% SCLC <. [EEFEAEWIC 22 b b3, EEME I I XY
(L2 e Rk BT 2 7R 3~ &\ SRR S iz,

v
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L i

INRaRRE (SCLC) (ZRFMENEDOK 15%% 5®, FHRAROMRNDIMES TH 5
[1], IMpower 133 5&Bk% & 08 CASPIAN BT, 17w 7 7 i@zt ) 77~ ¥ 1 (PD-
L1) #if& (atezolizumab % 721 durvalumab) # 75 FF#lF s X F K+ F (PE) 1t
LGP IC, $T PD-L1 FifkBMuC X 2 #ERpEE 21T 5 T & . PE FRE L HE L CE
JE% SCLC (ES-SCLC) BEpAFRIFRICKEL2(2,3]. L Lias b, il PD-L1 #i
ROEGFEFIEIIRENTH Y. 3L AED SCLC BET 1 RBFETICHEELRD 2, b
I BB D H 5 SCLC BE OREHEIRIIR 5 11Tk Y AF Tl topotecan, amrubicin
DHDVEKRINBIBEECH D, T D7z ES-SCLC DIRHEIC IXERIRIICH R 22 B 2 Al
DFEFEBHTH 5.

SCLC TiZ Notch ¥ 7' F MEFEREKIIHREA WL DOFEICERE TH 5, Delta-like
protein 3 (DLL3) (X Notch ¥ 7' F M mE %Ml $ % Notch 75 IMEEREE OFHE M)
AV FTHB, DLL3 [IHRAMBES CEAEIRL TH D, 80%LL Ed SCLC ThZiik
¥4 (IHC) < DLL3BHETH 5[4-6], & Hic, DLL3 ik, @AW LZANL T
EEORE. HE. BEZEET 2 SCLC 0ERERTF»OEEEHREF 74 N—TH 3
ASCL1 i X » CHllfEl E LT 5 [7-111,

DLL3 3N wEEOREEN L L CiEH XL T\ %, Rovalpituzumab Tesirine
(Rova-T) 7z ¥ @ DLL3 ZFtiEEMESH (ADC) 35 —HRKREABRcEZME R L T
72[12], L#*L. Rova-T @ 2 2D HE=AHEGRAER T IIRHERE & R L AR R
I NF. Rova-T DOBIFIIFIEEN72[13,14], FiE. SCLC % D OREE WA EE i
%t L C tarlatamab (AMG757). HPN328, BI764352 7z & @ DLL3 ##Ery &35 THilg=
V=V — RSB I N TV B[15-17], BIERKRE T ATk, 2h b oFAHNIZ T Miigo
EE R FE L T M EEMin cERESAEY 52 L <, DLL3 BHEES IS W TAERR
MEELEME & EeEh R X ¥ 5 [16]. L728oC, DLL3 B T#ifg v 7 — ¥ v — I
#I3IH7E. ES-SCLC BEFoHAFEEZL L Cifisedh T3, L2 L, DLL3 &¥H SCLC
iIcEB T 5, REEEEEMNESE (TME) 28 DK S L CEMZERRBIIAHO £ X
TH 5,

ARFZEclx, DLL3 %30 & SCLC ~—H — OB & . DLL3 BESEYFHER LR
EBHE TME IcX D &) B2 5 X 5D IOV THRE L 72,

2. /iiE

2-1. BEFER

KT, ERLBAME L v 2 —ddumbt GRR) CREZR)Iic SCLC L2l hik
BE R B2, [RFE SCLC (LS-SCLC =sk— 1) icid, 2008 £ 1 A» 5 2018 4
12 H ORI ARV % 52\ F 72 8%, ES-SCLC =4 — MiZid, 2019 4 10 A2 5 2022
4 Bofic PE+#T PD-L1 HifkoibEL2Z 0 - BE2ER Lz, INELZBKRT — %
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X TNM %8 (55 8 Rk). Fin. Rl BUEERPL. Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group @
N7 =2V ARAT—Z A (PS)ZHFEL 7=, BEBINIZE%E (ORR) I Response Criteria in
Solid Tumors (RECIST) (1.1 fR) ZR\WCaHliL72[19], 2023 £ 2 A 20 H27— %7
y b A 7HE Lz, AFRGELBARR L Y 2 —hyFEEOmEZE S (2005-109,
2019-123) THERI NIz,

2-2. HHRIRA DR
MR L 2R 2 v i~ 4 7n 7L 4 (TMA) 2{Em L7, TMA i1,
TMA Master® (Beacher Biotech) ZFIf L. &AEHI2 H AL 72K 72 2 5D 2 mm
DaTEERLTERL 7z, SEFIOE 3 7 OEMEIFEFTOREEE 255 L 72,

2-3. S LFgRe (HO)

s ¥Rt (JHC) BUToE/ 2u—FAfifkzx A CHEBMICERL -
(Autostainer Link 48 and Omnis Staining Platform; Dako . Glostrup . Denmark):
synaptophysin (27G12; Nichirei, Tokyo, Japan), chromogranin A (DAK-A3; Dako/Agilent,
Santa Clara, CA, USA). CD56 (1B6; Leica, Wetzlar, Germany), Ki-67 (MIB1; Dako/
Agilent), ASCLI (clone 24B72D11.1; BD Biosciences, Franklin Lakes, NJ. USA), & XU
DLL3 (CST #78110; Cell Signaling, Danvers, MA, USA),

2-4. THC o7 7%

THC BBMMRE0ElE (1~100%) &R (1=535\>. 2=HFRE, 3=@) © 2 D
Do38F A — % —% T H-score I& Tl % 17 72[20], Ki-67 index i[O &I & &
L CEHfi L. DLL3. synaptophysin, chromograninA, CD56, I X U8 ASCL1 3 % F¥ff
L7, SCLC & NSCLC DEHE2H 3 combined SCLC Tix SCLC BEFR DA DFHH % T
il 720 FXCOJREEAFEAM F Indica Labs Halo 77 v b 7 4 — 2% HWTEML, &
RCOFHMIZ 2 NOWI L 72 BIEEHE R L 72,

2-5.DNA ittt &7 v — oy =7 vy v (WES)ET

WES % LS-SCLC £ 2> b 57 Sl sisE R IF 3 L ORI & Bl L 72 200
ng %7/ 5 DNA ZHWCTEML 7z, =2 Y — 2Ll SureSelect Human All Exon Exome
Capture Kit (Y=Y a3 v 4 713 6, Agilent Technologies Japan, Tokyo) % F\ T
L7z, =% v v 213 lllumina HiSeq 2500 7°7 v b 7 4 — LT 2X75bp/2X100bp %
FRALE~T TV FiE, 7213 NovaSeq6000 77 v + 7 + — 2 (Illumina, San Diego, CA,
USA) © 2x150bp %#fEH L7z 7 v FIETETL[21, 22], 100 f5ETDT / LA
Ly Vu B BAWAT 74 AV ey —F vy v JOSEERIZ, GATK4 ORZ T
SUTFARNATITA VI TEMLIZ[23], /FoNhz) —Fidse LT UCSC ke k

2



47 1 38 (hg38) ICLTT 74 A v b L7z, (Mlle—EREE Riks X A/ RELZRIL,
WHBY — FICHEETALEED D Mutect2 ZFH\WTHEL 7 (BROAD Institute,
http://www.broadinstitute.org/ gatk/),

2-6. Oncogenic/Pathogenic Mutations @ [F]5E

AR 2 DT oL v GEIRL 722 (1) BB BT 2 AHIIeE R o LER
FHIE D 1% TH % &, (2) NHLBI GO Exome Sequencing Project (ESP6500)
(http://evs.gs.washington.edu /EVS/) ¥ 7z |3 Integrative Japanese Genome Variation
Database (iJGVD, 20181105) (https:// ijgvd.megabank.tohoku.ac.jp/) TX &R FHHRERT
23 001 UEoB&EIZ—EELToKRE, X (3) ClinVar i [pathogenic/likely
pathogenic variants | % 7z 13 OncoKB 7 — % + v b (http://oncokb.org) (oncokb-
annotator % {#F; 8910b65 PREH 2019 4 6 A 29 H, HftiH 2020 # 3 A 25 H)
iz [oncogenic/likely oncogenic variants | & EfFFE T3, REZIC, BRL 72T X TOE
%% Integrative Genomics Viewer (IGV) 2.94 THEFR L 7z [24, 25], 4 v 7 4 VEHBZRIZ
ComplexHeatmap(v.2.6.2) & circlize (v.0.4.13) »Xv 7 — Y 2 HWTHEEL 72,

2-7. Mutation Signature fi##T
FEAMETIRTOHE NMF) 2HVWCERY 742 F ¥ — %t L7z[26], Bonizv 7
FF ¥ —D7Tu77AL% COSMIC v 27 % F % — (http://cancer.sanger.ac.uk/cosmic/
signatures) & FL#K L 72[26], Signature Estimation R »¥v 7 — Y %FfH L T NMF % >
THELEZY 742 F ¥ — &Y VY IVOEREYE Y Y C7z[27],

2-8. HLA % 4 ¥ v 7 L JEEUR AT

WES 26187y —7 v 2 ) — FEAvERTFE b b AiEkUR (HLA) SiL#EET
iZ. HLA-HD (N—vY 3 v 1.4.0) #FIALTHEE L7z, ¥5ic, 3 2@ HLA-Class [ #E(x
T (HLA-A, HLA-B, 3 X 0*HLA-C) & 5 > ® HLA-ClassII ;&5 ¥ (HLA-DRB1, HLA-
DQA1, HLA-DQB1, HLA-DPAL, ¥ X U HLA-DPB1) % #£5E L 7z, IEEHUR X pVACSeq
(v4.0.10)D ¥4 75 4 v&#FIFH L CFE %475 72[28], NetMHCpan 7+ 3') X 4 [29]%
FIF L CESEMERHETE L. #5225 0 Ensembl @3 7 v PR FHEIKRT (VEP,
v86)[30] 2 A L T, WAMB X UERE~XTF FEAICT /) 7—v a v &1 7z, fEEHMN
PEFREREEE (1IC50) 50nM LT b 03 iEEHMEE2H T 5 & 4% LREL 7z, Eix
FH#HL ~_ 2% Transcripts Per Million (TPM) 1 K3 D lEBEHLUR 1X BRI L 72,

2-9.RNA & — 7 v ¥ v 7' 7 — X @i
TRIzol :A# (Invitrogen, Waltham, MA. USA) % 7zi% AllPrep DNA/RNA Mini Kit
(Qiagen, Venlo, Netherlands) %/ L . #AEEZEEAES 5 RNA %4l L 7z, RNeasy
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Kit (Qiagen) Z AL CHBM L, HRL 2% v 71 (200 ng) %A \>T TruSeq RNA
Sample Prep Kit ¥ 7z (3 TruSeq Stranded mRNA Library Prep Kit (Illumina) T RNA
— TV VI IATI YRR, BoNI T4 7 F Y iF HiSeq 2500 T 75bp U —F
DRFTITY Ky —4 vy vy, £ NovaSeq6000 ¥ 27 4 ([lumina) ¢ 150 bp U —
FORTIZY Ry = vy %fTok, £0Y—FidZWe + 4/ 4 (UCSC-Build38)
7942 LB, V=F~vev s, e b5/ 4 (GRCh38) & T vR7 DT
b —45F—4% (GENCODE ~—vav 31)[32]%8HF—%%t vy & LTSTAR (N —¥
a3 v 2.4.2a)[31]% v T L 72, StringTie[33]1%, STAR TfEp L7 BAM 7 7 4 v %
FAWTC, REGENTA Y 7+ —LOFKRL_VEHET 270l LZ, -t~y 7
lZ. heatmapR »Sv 7 —¥ (N—=va v 1.0.12) Z{HH L TH#iE L 7,

2-10. BEFE v bV Y v F Ay HEH (GSEA)

Hallmark &5 F+€ v +. 4+ 71 x (BP), ¥ X U Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and
Genomes (KEGG) o x v U v F A v k@l & a[#R1L L. clusterProfiler R X v 77—
(http://www.bioconductor.org/) & & 8 GSEA v — 2 (http://software.
broadinstitute.org/gsea/index.jsp) % L CTETL 72 [34], MEFHOF RIS W&
IEFHIIE Deseq2 »¥v 7 —< (v.1.10.1) 2V BETRAEMITICL > TREL
[35], BE 7 GSEA O#531% adjusted P<0.05 4 v b A 7fE L L7z,

2-11.RNA-Seq IcE2DLK 2a7 ) v 7
BETHAA 2T & AR ESE I, UTondBEEETHRRT -2 2 v THE
Lz UTOBEF L 74 F ¥ —ZUANICHER I N T — X CESWTFERALL: BEAT
cell gene expression profiles (GEP) (https://patentscope.wipo.int/search/en/detail.jsf?docld
=W02016094377&tab=PCTCLAIMS) [36] & X U’ Eh A4 v v 7' 2 F % —[37],

2-12. CIBERSORT fi##t

CIBERSORTXx (https://cibersortx.stanford.edu/) % Fi\»>C, DLL3High # & DLL3Low
BEO GBI D ZER % HEL L 72, RNA-seq 7 — % (TPM) of@Efilarav A ) a—va
v 1. CIBERSORTx[38]% F\»T, 1000 L EoJBEH|T LM22 ¥ 7% F % — % v TRy
£— FCTHEITL 7,

2-13. &t

WHMOA T TY) —F—2BX VT —20ERE 7 4 v ¥ v - OLEMERRES LU
Mann-Whitney U HRE %W THIT L 720 T RCOEFRITIEA 7T - =4 VY -z H
WCEML 72, X b, FPRETICESKHHOEFRBOELZ v 7 7 v 7 RETHEL 7,
TRTCOSHIZ, R =Y 3 v 4.05 (www.r-project.org) ¥ & U8 GraphPad Prism 8
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(GraphPad Software, Inc.) Z{EM L TEITL 7,

3. fER

3-1.LS-SCLC =+ — tick 72 DLL3 HIRCEIMLL - EBEER L R

LS-SCLC a#+—t® 59 AOBEENOMRICEHRINAE (M 1), BEEREZR 1 «
%, DLL3 I L itk DMEN D~ — 7 — (synaptophysin [SYP1], chromogranin A
[CGA]. CD56 [NCAM]). Ki-67 (MKi67), & & 0" ASCL1 72 & @ SCLC 0@ Wi~— 75—
DFIE OHEEFHH L7z, + 722 ) 7 b—2aFHRicHEo< DLL3 L o
B (log2 [TPM+1]) ¥ 1.94 TH o7z,

DLL3High # (N = 29) | DLL3 #H ot fl (log2 [TPM+1]) BLE(=1.94),
DLL3Low & (N=30) (¥ DLL3 #I O Fufl (log2 [TPM+1]) Kifi (<1.94) LEEL 7,
NS vR2Y 7 —LFEEHTIE, DLL3High iz, DLL3Low # X b 3 MKi67. SYPI,
CGA. NCAM. B XU ASCL1 oXHSEEICED» 572 (K 2A, B), IHC ¢iZ, DLL3
DFIRiL. synaptophysin, chromogranin A, CD56, ASCL1 O ¥ L HEICIEDHBED H
57 (& 2C. D), £7. AW~ —H —DFKRIFZ, IHC L + 7 v 22 ) 7 b —LHH
OfIcEERIEOHEBEZ T L (B 3),

LS-SCLC ## (n=57)ic ¥ 1F 3 DLL3 FIH I X CEEKERIF o\ TiX, DLL3High #f&
DLL3Low BoOMTHEEE S, 24FHH (0S). EERLERFHM (RFS) KEIRD LN
otz (K 2E, & 1. @ 42 £0EREFEIMET QIR L 727 D ICEFRT» b DX
W7z,

3-2.DLL3 RHIC X 3. B-TEE. [EELEAR (TMB). lEEPUR. Mutation Signature
o~ B

B TFZER, TMB, JEEHR. Mutation Signature & DLL3 F3R & OREE % BT L 72,
LS-SCLC 24—+ T, ROEEICED LNz BETEARIT TP53 (91%) THH., X\\»T
RB1 (57%). KMT2D (18%). PTPRT (7%). NOTCHI1 (5%). STK11 (5%)T®H -7z (X
5A), TMB H9fEiZ, 6.5%5.9 mut/Mb T, 15 ADEH (26%) » TMB=10 mut/Mb,
43 N (74%) 28 10 mut/Mb<TMB C& 57z, TMB &i#{nFZAR1Z, DLL3 #3H (TMB:
6.6 vs 6.5 mut/Mb, P=0.26) IC & %2372 72> > 723, DLL3High # Ti¥ DLL3Low #f
Y b b Rbl ZROMEENEWER %R L7 (69%vs. 45%; P=0.11; & 5A, B, & 2), —
77 C. Mutation Signature T¥, BZE ICBHE#E 3% SBSsignature4 (3, DLL3Low #£ X U %
DLL3High B CEEICEMHEE TH o7z (43% vs. 28%, P=0.02, X 5C)[26],

Kic, JEESUR & DLL3 ¥R & o BE# % fi##7 L 7z, DLL3High #ic 35> T, DLL3Low #f
¥ 9%, MHC-ClassI, MHC-ClassII, ¥ X 8 MHC-Class [ +II Tld, EEHEAERICE
7> 7= (MHC-Class I: DLL3High vs. DLL3Low [77 vs. 48], P=0.004; MHC-Class II:
DLL3High vs. DLL3Low [51vs.31], P=0.003; MHC-I+II: DLL3High vs. DLL3Low [76 vs.
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48], P=0.003, X 5D),
I DRSS, DLL3High #13. SBS signature 4 DE|E, EEFURDEW T & DR
/=28, DLL3 ¥Rz TMB CHHEEL 7o 7z,

3-3. DLL3 %3 X 5 RNA-Seq fi#tT
NSy R )T —aFBRIcHE ST, DLL3High # & DLL3Low #f® TME @ #uj% 7
0774 LDENRENL 72, GSEA f##H7CiZ. DLL3High #£C pancreas beta cells (f#%
NIRRT % &1) I X O E2F targets AR ICEEIL I CT\w/iz, —F ., DLL3Low T
IR B ER I A R ICTE L E Tz (IFN y response, TNF a signaling via NF-
k B, inflammatory response, IL6 JAK STATS3 signaling, IFN a response; 6A. B), T
cell GEP 2 =2 7 i3, DLL3High ## < DLL3Low # & b d HEIC{KD - 72[36],
X bic, CIBERSORT #% fi\v»C DLL3 FIRIC 1) 5 Sofiifa sy i oo B 4 fftr L 7= (X
6C), DLLSHigh 13, DLL3Low ﬁi by T i, ~27uv 77—y, XU B
(DC) BHEEICED2-72 (K 6C), Xic, DLL3High # o T #fao®mE & EEIC AR
et U%%ta“ 12 O T4 v OFBFEFHE L 2[37], 12 @BEO7EAA v T
H A v signature DFH L, DLL3High #cRAREICHIE LT~z (K 6D, E), 21
b DfER I, DLL3High #f<. T fildoifik L ZEEHE T 5 2 LI X Y EERE z Il
THILEERLTNS,

3-4. DLL3 %3l & Rb-E2F fii & | HURITRAED BHE

i<, DLL3High B IZEEFEAE VT 2hb b T EE ZEIEH %R L 72729
DLL3High DEEPTRRTREICHEL G X 20 L 5 DR~ 7z, GSEA i <id
DLL3High # < DC ##gE (DC differentiation, DC antigen processing and presentation, DC
migration) BERICIMFI S, 184 v £ —7 =1 v (TypelIFN) iIcx3 3 6% (response
to IFNa and ) 2PAECHHI 4L (K 7A, B), CIBERSORT icEoOL v7mn 77 —¥
BX U DCOHBEEICEDL > 72 (K 6C),

X 5ic, Rb-E2F . WIHAEE SIS (Type I IFN) ZiEM L L. EEOEH. BAl. &
Y U2 DB OEBREROEELICEE 2 &E % 7.3 IFN #Ex+ (STING) #EH DR
R AT 5 2 L AHRE ST\ 5([39-41], ARFZE iz, DLL3High #i% Rbl & &
O STING RIADEEICK L . E2F #EAEEICE» - 72, GSEA fi##7 <ix, DLL3High #f
i DLL3Low &£ & i L T, E2F targets & Cell cycle AR ICTEEIL I LT (B 7C-
E), 2 b ofER iz, DLL3High B <l. Rb-E2F % &M b L. STING #RH %Ml L.
PURIRTRAHET 52 L 2 RBLT W5,

3-5.ES-SCLC @+ — hic &1} 5 DLL3 %I%Mlﬁ?ﬂaff{fd)ﬁwli@l%
Kic,DLL3 A ES-SCLC a4 — M B 2{LEREREOMRLBEEL T b2 Y
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5 % FHE L 72, PE+HT PD-L1 Pkt fEE %% 1F 72 30 AD&EFH D ES-SCLC 24— b
cEFRE N (K1), BFEERER 3T L0/,

FFvRZ Y S —LFHIcT, DLL3 #HL ot (log2 [TPM+1]) 1k 3.27
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10. &K

# 1 Patient characteristics in the LS-SCLC group (N=59)

All patients ~ DLL3gign DLL3
N=59 N=29 N=30 ’
Age, median (range), years 68 (49-89) 67 (49-82) 70 (56-89) 0.06
Age, N (%)
<75 years 46 (78) 24 (83) 22 (73) 0.53
=75 years 13 (22) 5(17) 8 (27)
Gender, N (%)
Male 48 (81) 23 (79) 25 (83) 0.75
Female 11 (19) 6 (21) 5(17)
Smoking status, N (%)
Never 1(2) 0 (0) 1(4) 1.00
Former/Current 55 (98) 28 (100) 27 (96)
Unknown 3 1 2
ECOG PS, N (%)
0 46 (78) 23 (80) 23 (77) 1.00
1 11 (19) 5(17) 6 (20) (0vs. 1and 2)
2 2(3) 1(3) 1(3)

Stage, N (%)
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I 34 (58) 18 (62) 16 (53) 0.60
II 20 (34) 9 (31) 11 (37)  (IvsII andIII)

I 5(8) 2(7) 3 (10)

Histology, N (%)
SCLC 48 (81) 24 (83) 24 (80) 1.00
Combined SCLC 11 (19) 5(17) 6 (20)

Surgery method, N (%)

Lobectomy 50 (85) 25 (87) 25 (83) 1.00
Limited 7 (12) 3(10) 4 (13) (Lobectomy
Pneumonectomy 2 (3) 1(3) 1(4) vs. Limited)

Adjuvant chemotherapy, N (%)
Done 38 (64) 20 (69) 18 (60) 0.59

None 21 (36) 9 (31) 12 (40)

Recurrence, N (%)
Yes 27 (46) 11 (38) 16 (53) 0.30

No 32 (54) 18 (62) 14 (47)

LS-SCLC, limited-stage-small-cell lung cancer; ECOG PS, Eastern Cooperative Oncology

Group performance status

20



% 2 Association between DLL3 status and mutation profiles (N=58)

All patients  DLL3muighn  DLL3row
N=58 N=29 N=29 ’
TP53 N (%)
Positive 53 (91) 27 (93) 26 (90) 0.68
Negative 5(9) 2 (7) 3 (10)
Rb1,N (%)
Positive 33 (57) 20 (69) 13 (45) 0.11
Negative 25 (43) 9 (31) 16 (55)
KMT2D, N (%)
Positive 9 (16) 3 (10) 6 (21) 0.47
Negative 49 (84) 26 (90) 23 (79)
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% 3 Patient characteristics in the ES-SCLC group (N=30)

All patients  DLL3mign ~ DLL3pow
p
N=30 N=15 N=15
Age, median (range), years 70 (37-86) 67 (37-86) 74 (56-83) 0.23
Age, N (%)
<75 years 20 (67) 11 (73) 9 (60) 0.70
=75 years 10 (33) 4 (27) 6 (40)
Gender, N (%)
Male 23 (77) 13 (87) 10 (67) 0.39
Female 7 (23) 2 (13) 5 (33)
Smoking status, N (%)
Never 2(7) 1(7) 1(7) 1.00
Former/Current 28 (93) 14 (93) 14 (93)
ECOG PS, N (%)
0 10 (33) 6 (40) 4 (26) 0.70
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1 16 (53) 7 (47) 9 (60) (0vs. 1,2,

2 3 (10) 2 (13) 1(7) and 3)

3 1(4) 0 (0) 1(7)

Stage, N (%)

111 1(4) 0 (0) 1(7)
v 26 (86) 14 (93) 12 (80) -
Recurrence 3(10) 1(7) 2 (13)

Chemotherapy regimens, N (%)

CBDCA+ETP+Atezolizumab 22 (73) 13 (87) 9 (60) 0.21

CBDCA+ETP+Durvalumab 8 (27) 2 (13) 6 (40)

ES-SCLC, extensive-stage-small-cell lung cancer; ECOG PS, Eastern Cooperative Oncology

Group performance status; ETP, etoposide
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3% 4 Efficacy of platinum doublet plus anti-PD-L1 antibody according to DLL3 expression

(N=30)
PR SD PD NE p
Allpatients  21(72%)  3(10%) 5 (18%) 1
Patients with DLL 35, 11(74%)  2(13%) 2 (13%) 0 1.00*
Patients with DLL310y 10(71%)  1(7%) 3 (22%) 1

PR, partial response; SD, stable disease; PD, progressive disease; NE, not evaluated

* Fisher test comparing PR vs. SD and PD.
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X 1.

A. LS-SCLC cohort

SCLC patients treated with surgery
(N=59 )

DLL3 status based on

£ : Sample collection
transcriptome expression

Evaluated
DLL3 High DLL3 Low IHC (N=57)
(N=29) (N=30) Whole exon sequence (N=58)
RNA-sequence (Poly(A), N=59)

B. ES-SCLC cohort

SCLC patients treated with
platinum doublet plus anti-PD-L1 antibody
(N=30)

DLL3 status based on

; 4 Sample collection
transcriptome expression

Evaluated
RNA-sequence (SMART-seq, N=30)

RRAEBICBFFINEBFOa Y Y — AT 774, (A) REEV/NEEME (LS-SCLC)
L (B) #REEUNMARERRE (ES-SCLC) @3+ — b,
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X 2.

© DLL3 High
15+ O DLL3 Low
p<0.001 p<0.001 p<0.001  p<0.001 p<0.001
= 104
T
=
o T
e
pa |
] -
=
9 : f
MKi67 SYP1 CGA NCAM ASCL1 3
2

CGA NCAM ASCL1

DLL3 High

DLL3 Low

o

DLL3 Ki67 SYN CGA CD56 ASCL1

100 -
9
S 75
027 005 029 029 g
Spearman's 0054 0721 0038 0032 ?
1 o
correlatuzno - 50 -
- 8 Median RFS,
i 050 S 55 | months (95% Cl)
o — DLL3yy 16.7 (6.2-27.2)
— DLL3,0u, NR (NR)
0.0 p=0.25
0 ; : . . )
0 12 24 36 48 60
No. at Risk Time (months)
DLL3yg 28 18 12 12 11 9
DLL3Loy 29 22 17 12 12 9

(A) MKi67. SYP1, CGA, NCAM, ASCL1»DLL3High#f & DLL3Low#f & D H#L,

(B) & —F~v 7 : DLL3FHRICIE U 72N W (NE) ~— A7 —F X WIENE~—71—

OB Ta 7 74N, (C) &, DLL3High®f» DLL3LowkED & Sty (THC)
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(DLL3. Ki67. synaptophysin, chromogranin A, CD56, ASCL1) ofl#%~3, DLL3
BRI/ NS (SCLC) (LB 3. DLL3{EFIASCLC (TE) Kk, Ki-6725&

(. NESMfbe—h—2@&EHRL T35 (REER. 5%4065), (D) THCIcHES<DLL3&
SCLC~—} — & o#ffH, (E) DLL3%HRIc & 3 #EFFHAEFR (RFS) (DLL3High# [
%] &DLL3Lowht [F#il).
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No. at Risk Time (months)
DLL3y, 28 26 22 17 15 12
DLL3,. 29 24 19 15 12 10

DLL3%HIC & 2 2478 (0S) (DLL3High®f [#R#] ¢DLL3Low#f [HF1),

29



4
2 DLL3 (z-score)
(ooooponooooooooopoo oD ooE oD ooDoDoDDEEe® ee =~ — — — = --'-'...-..ll
20
10 [] TvB
0 t
200
100 Neoantigens
0 0 20 40
91% e L} I ] Ri0E RERINRE 180 BIR B SR RER BRBRRIBRTPS3 = E |
570, ! ] ] ] B Rbt =]
16% o [ [ ' ' KNT2D g
7% i [} ] L} [ ] PTPRT ]
5% ! L] NOTCH1
5% STK11 |
3% L ARID1A |
3% ARID1B |
3% ATR 1
3% [ ] AXIN2 1
3% | 1 BLM 1
304 FANCD2 I
3% ' FBXW7 |
3% ' KIT |
3% |} ] KRAS I
3% L NF1 |
3% ' NFE2L2 |
3% ' " PTEN 1
30 ] RASA1 1
3% |} # SMARCA4 |
1
05 Mutation signature
0
Pathology Alternations Mutation Signature
. SCLC M Splice . Signature 4 (Smoking)
B Combined SCLC Missense | Signature 5 (Aging)
i Nonsense ¥ Signature 13 (APOBEC)
Frameshift
e Intron
30 = 104 = DLL3 High 300+ DLL3 Hi
= DLL3 High = DLL3 Low -0004 p=0002 p=0.003 = LL3 High
= DLL3 Low p=0.02 © p P p=0. = DLL3 Low
k-4
“— C
20 > S § 2004
= @
5 Q- J
10 & Hn ¢ 1004 I i I
H a K el I gy
i H
0- s 00 = 0 ) - =
)
(muUNib) S %, ke
(2
% % < % &) %
%% s LR % K
2, %% Y Yy
%
%y

(A) 3%LLFOSEE% R L2 BEFER % OncoPrintlc/n L 72, FEREFOBEHRIZ. WE (Uh

30
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Bz ¥+t v I (adjusted p<0.05), (A) RidgeplotiZGene Set Enrichment Analysis
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