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Background Immunotherapy, especially immune-checkpoint inhibitors (PD-1 and PD-L1 inhibitors),
is now one of the mainstays of cancer treatment. Several studies have analyzed treatment-related
toxicities of immunotherapy. However, small sample size, rough and unspecific stratification, and lack
of comparison (pure sing-arm studies) are common limitations. Detailed organ- and system-specific
toxicities remain not clear enough.

Methods We systematically searched PubMed, Embase, Cochrane Library, Web of Science and others
(CNKI), from database inception to Mar 31, 2020, for randomized controlled trials (RCTSs) related to
PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors that had available toxicity data. We excluded non-randomized trials. The
primary endpoint was to assess the difference in the incidences of toxicities between cancer patients
who did and did not receive PD-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors. We calculated the pooled relative risks (RRs) and
corresponding 95% confidence intervals (95% Cls) using a random-effects model and assessed the
heterogeneity between different groups. The subgroup analyses were conducted based on toxicity grade
(severity), system and organ, treatment regimens in the intervention arm and control arm, PD-1/PD-L1
mhibitor drug type, and cancer histotype. We applied the five-point Jadad ranking system to evaluate
the quality of the selected studies. We performed multivariate meta-regression analyses to explore the
proportion of between-study variance.

Findings A total of 29 eligible RCTs including 8067 patients were selected for the meta-analysis based
on specified inclusion and exclusion criteria. Patients treated with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors were at
lower risks of overall toxicities (all grades: RR 0.91, 95% CI 0.89-0.92; grade 3~4: RR 0.76, 95% CI
0.74-0.78), including gastrointestinal toxicity (all grades: RR 0.68, 95% CI 0.60-0.77; grade 3~4: RR 0.71,
95% CI 0.43-1.20), hematologic toxicity (all grades: RR 0.66, 95% CI 0.51-0.85; grade 3~4: RR 0.55,
95% CI 0.37-0.83), and treatment event leading to discontinuation (all grades: RR 0.78, 95% CI 0.72-
0.84; grade 3~4: RR 0.58, 95% (I 0.49-0.67); but were at higher risks for respiratory toxicity (all grades:
RR 1.74, 95% CI 1.33-2.28; grade 3~4: RR 1.92, 95% CI 1.45-2.55) and endocrine toxicity (all grades:
RR 1.70, 95% CI 0.62-4.69; grade 3~4: RR 1.29, 95% CI 0.45-3.69). 'The subgroup analyses indicated
that when compared with the control, toxicity comparison tendency for PD-1/PD-I.1 inhibitors varied
with the toxicity grade, affected system and organ, treatment regimens in the intervention arm and
control arm, drug type, and cancer histotype. The male-female ratio was a statistically significant
variable in the Meta-Regression analysis (I'=89.1, 7=0.01, and P=0.001).

Interpretation For most toxicity types based on system and organ, the incidence proportions for
patients in the intervention arm were lower than those in the control arm, which suggested the general
safety of PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors against conventional chemotherapy and CTLA-4 inhibitors. However,
for some specific toxicities including respiratory, cutaneous, and endocrine toxicities, the case was the
opposite. The toxicity grade, system and organ, treatment regimens, drug type, and cancer histotype

were all influencing factors. To our knowledge, this was by far the most comprehensive meta-analysis
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of RCTs on toxicities of immune-checkpoint inhibitors. Future research should focus on taking

effective targeted measures to decrease the risks of different toxicities for different patient populations.
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Research in context

Evidence before this study

PD-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors have increasingly become a mainstay of cancer treatment in recent years.
Growing evidence supports the existence of a different pattern of toxicities for PD-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors

in comparison with the conventional chemotherapy. However, the organ- and system-specific toxicity
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spectrum remained not clear enough. We hypothesized that the types and severities of such toxicities
varied with the agents used as well as the cancer histotypes. We systematically searched PubMed,
FEmbase, Cochrane Tibrary, Web of Science and others (CNKI), from database inception to Mar 31,
2020, for randomized controlled trials (RCTSs) related to PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors that had available
toxicity data. The search terms included “PDD-17, “programmed death receptor 17, “PD-1.17,
“programmed cell death 1 ligand 17, “immunotherapy”, “immune checkpoint inhibitor”,
“durvalumab”, “avelumab”, “ipilimumab”, “tremelimumab”, “nivolumab”, “pembrolizumab”,
“atezolizumab”. A few previous meta-analyses investigated the incidences of immunotherapy-related
toxicities among a variety of cancer histotypes, drugs, and dosing schedules. However, most of them
were single-arm analyses, thus we could not conclude whether the toxicity incidence was higher or
lower than patients who did not receive PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors. Also, their stratification standards
were easy and rough, hence not sufficient enough to provide a detailed toxicity spectrum.

Added value of this study

To the best of our knowledge, our study was by far the most comprehensive meta-analysis of
randomized controlled trials (RCTSs) on toxicities of PD-1 and PD-L1 inhibitors, providing evidence of
a significant difference in the toxicities in PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors and the control. Using published
data from 29 RCTs, for more than 15162 patients with several types of advanced cancers, we showed
that for most toxicity types, the incidence proportions for patients in the intervention arm were lower
than those in the control arm, which suggested the general safety of PID-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors. However,
for some specific toxicities such as respiratory, cutaneous, and endocrine toxicities, the case was the
opposite. The toxicities varied with the toxicity-grade, system and organ, treatment regimens, drug type,
and cancer histotype.

Implications of all the available evidence

Our findings have several potential implications for clinical practice and future research. It is interesting
that there are differences in the toxicity profiles in patients treated with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors based
on specific drug types and cancer histotypes. Comparing with the control, when administering PD-
1/PD-L1 inhibitors, possible respiratory toxicities (cough and dyspnea), mild cutaneous toxicities
(pruritus, rash, and vitiligo), and endocrine toxicity (hypothyroidism and hyperthyroidism) should be
given more attention. For instance, patients treated with pembrolizumab were more likely to experience
rash, hepatitis, and pneumonitis than nivolumab; patients treated with PD-L1 inhibitors were at higher
risks for developing cough and colitis. The first future research direction is to conduct a further meta-
analysis to assess the heterogeneity of PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitor toxicities between different sexes, ages,
races and Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group (ECOG) scores to obtain a better and unbiased
estimation of the toxicities. The second direction should focus on taking effective targeted measures to

decrease the risks of different toxicities for different patient populations.
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1 Introduction

Monoclonal antibodies targeting immune checkpoints are able to restore antitumor immunity, thus
reversing immune escape or evasion and promoting tumor cell death. Such antibodies include those
targeting the cytotoxic T' lymphocyte associated antigen 4 (CTLA-4)-CD28 and programmed cell death
1 (PD-1)—programmed cell death 1 ligand 1 (PID-1.1) axes. The PD-1 pathway regulates the necessary
balance between the stimulatory signals required for an effective immune response to external
microorganisms and inhibitory signals for maintenance of self-tolerance |1]. This pathway also plays an
important role in immune evasion from cancer-specific T cells [2]. The PD-1 ligands, PD-L1 and PD-
L2, can be expressed on tumor cells or immune cells, including those infiltrating tumors. Activation of
the PD-1/PD-I. pathway leads to inhibition of the cytotoxic T cell response [3, 4]. Inhibiting the
interaction of PD-1 and its ligands results in significant enhancement of T-cell function and therefore
anti-tumor activity [5]. Anti-PD-1 antibodies such as nivolumab, pembrolizumab, and cemiplimab, as
well as anti-PD-L1 antibodies such as avelumab, durvalumab and atezolizumab, have been developed.
These anti-PD-1/PD-L1 agents have achieved great success over conventional treatments in many
types of tumors and have been approved by the US FDA and the European Medicines Agency (EMA).

Although anti-PD-1/PD-L1 have provoked a total paradigm shift in the treatment of oncological
malignancies, a different pattern of toxicity and the emergence of a new spectrum of toxicities or
toxicities have arisen in comparison with traditional chemotherapy agents of monoclonal antibodies.
The frequency of toxicities is mainly dependent on the agents used but also on the specific
characteristics of individual patients. The incidence of fatal cancer immunotherapy associated toxicities
is estimated to be between 0.3% and 1.3% [6].

Toxicities can affect almost any organ, with varying frequencies and severities [7]. According to Martins
et al’s review [8], cutaneous toxicities affect between one-third and more than half of all patients
receiving PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors, among which, rash, pruritus and vitiligo are the most widely
reported. Colitis is the most frequently observed toxicity in patients receiving ipilimumab, occurting in
10-20% of patients [9]. Pulmonary toxicities are often challenging to diagnose, especially among
patients with lung cancer who also have pre-existing chronic lung disease. Anti-PD-1 or ant-PD-L1
antibody-induced pneumonitis is more frequent in the first-line setting and has both a greater incidence
and severity in patients with NSCLC than in those with melanoma [10, 11]. Hypophysitis, a condition
mvolving inflaimmation of the pituitary gland, is rare in patients receiving anti-PD-1 antibodies but
much more common in those recetving ipilimumab, with an incidence of 12.0~13.3% in the real-world
setting |12, 13]. Nearly 20% of patients receiving anti-PD-1 antibodies present with thyroid dysfunction
[14]. In a retrospective registry study of data from eight clinical centers [15], investigators estimated the
prevalence of PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors-induced myocarditis to be 1.14%; a toxicity associated with a
high risk of death. Kao et al. published a retrospective cohort study describing the development of

neurological complications with an incidence of 2.9% (10/347) in patients receiving anti-PD-1
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antibodies [16]. Uveitis and sicca syndrome are the main ocular toxicities of PD-1/PD-1L1 inhibitors
reported in the literature [17]. In 2017, Cappelli et al. published a dedicated systematic review of the
literature on rheumatological and musculoskeletal toxicities. These authors reported considerable
variations in the reported incidences of arthralgia and myalgia, ranging from 1% to 43% and 1% to
20%, respectively [18]. Acute interstitial nephritis (AIN) is the most common renal toxicity, with an
underlying pathogenesis that differs from that of other drug-related forms of AIN, in which a delayed
hypersensitivity reaction is involved as opposed to a loss of self-tolerance, as is more commonly
observed in patients receiving PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors [19]. Other reported toxicities include
encephalitis and/or aseptic meningitis, myasthenia gravis or necrotizing myositis, GBS, GBS-like
syndromes and other inflammatory neuropathies, and hematologic toxicities.

Toxicities associated with immune checkpoint inhibitors are usually manageable, but they may
sometimes lead to treatment withdrawal, and fulminant and fatal events can also occur [20]. A thorough
understanding of toxicities, including the undetlying pathogenesis, kinetics of appearance and clinical
presentation, will not only help clinicians to manage these events more effectively but also enable
assessments of the safety of treatment resumption after toxicity resolution [21]. Rare forms of toxicity
are increasingly being reported in the medical literature, and clinicians must take into consideration the
heterogeneous clinical presentations of patients with these events and the broad spectrum of affected
organs. Since substantial variations exist in cancer histotype, drug and dosing schedule, and toxicity
reporting criteria in the publication, ignoring these variations and missing data patterns in toxicity
reporting can lead to inaccurate estimation of the true incidences of treatment-related toxicities
associated with PD-1/PD-I.1 inhibitors. As such, a series of meta-analyses have been conducted to try
to provide a relatively stable conclusion (Table S1) [22-55]. They generally investigated the incidences
of different treatment-related toxicities among a variety of cancer histotypes, drugs, and dosing
schedules. However, three main limitations were nonnegligible for these meta-analyses: 1) Most of
them are single-arm analyses, thus we could not conclude whether the toxicity incidence is higher or
lower than patients who did not receive PDD-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors; 2) Although many of these studies
considered stratification analysis by the spectrum of organs and systems affected by toxicities, the
classification is not detailed and accurate; 3) Among these studies, the most current literature search
time is up to February 2019.

Considering the rapidly evolving clinical trial evidence and experience with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors
over the past year and that many new clinical trial results have been published, an update 1s worthy. We
herein performed a systematic review and meta-analysis of toxicities of the Food and Drug
Administration (FDA)-approved PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors in published clinical trals globally. We
mnvestigated the incidences of different treatment-related toxicities associated with these drugs, and we

quantified the potential differences in toxicity incidences among a varety of toxicities and
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corresponding organs and systems affected, cancers, intervention regimens and drugs. We only
included randomized controlled trials.

2 Methods

We followed PRISMA guidelines for this systematic review and meta-analysis [56]. We registered the
rescarch protocol with PROSPERO (registration number CRID42019135113). Two reviewers (K.X.
and C.L.) independently undertook the literature search, assessment for eligibility, data extraction and
qualitative assessment. Any inconsistencies between the two reviewers were reviewed by a third
reviewer (1..Z.) and resolved by consensus.

2.1 Data Sources and Searches

A comprehensive literature search was conducted to identify all relevant articles. The databases
mterrogated were PubMed, Embase, Cochrane Library, Web of Science and others (CNKI). The dates
searched were from the inception of each database Mar 31, 2020. Abstracts and presentations were also
reviewed from all major conference proceedings, including American Society of Clinical Oncology
(ASCO) and Huropean Society for Medical Oncology (ESMO) from Jan 2010 to March 2020. Two
mvestigators (K.X. and C.L.) independently searched the databases. The search terms included the
following keywords: “PD-17, “programmed death receptor 17, “PD-L17, “programmed cell death 1
ligand 17, “immunotherapy”, “immune checkpoint inhibitor”, “durvalumab”, “avelumab”,
“Ipilimumab”, “tremelimumab”, “nivolumab”, “pembrolizumab”, “atezolizumab”.

We used the Cochrane highly sensitive search strategies for identifying randomized trials in PubMed
and Embase [57].

Search filters used in PubMed (Sensitivity-maximizing version, 2008 revision):

#1 randomized controlled trial [pt]

#2 controlled clinical trial [pt]

#3 randomized [tiab]

#4 placebo [tab]

#5 drug therapy [sh]

#06 randomly [tiab]

#7 trial [tab]

#8 groups [tiab]

#9 #1 OR #2 OR #3 OR #4 OR #5 OR #6 OR #7 OR #8

#10 animals [mh] NOT humans [mh]

#11 #9 NOT #10

Search filters used in Embase:

'crossover procedure:de OR 'double-blind procedure:de OR 'randomized controlled trial*de OR
'single-blind procedure:de OR (random* OR factorial* OR crossover® OR cross NEXT/1 over* OR
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placebo* OR doubl* NEAR/1 blind* OR singl* NEAR/1 blind* OR assign® OR allocat* OR
volunteer*):de,ab,ti

The search was extended by review of references of articles included in the final selection. We reviewed
each publication and only the most recent and complete report of clinical trials was included. We
combined the search results in a bibliographic management tool (FEndNote) and used the Bramer
method to eliminate duplicates.

2.2 Study Selection and Data Extraction

We identified all phase IT and IIT randomized clinical trials (RCTs) with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors
administered alone or in combination with chemotherapy, compared to regimens without PD-1/PD-L1
inhibitors.

Studies eligible for inclusion met the following criteria:

1) Cancer therapy randomized controlled clinical trial.

2) Experimental group: participants were treated with a single-agent PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitor, or PD-
1/PD-L1 inhibitor plus chemotherapy.

3) Control group: participants were treated without PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors.

4) Reported tabulated data on treatment-related toxicities.

Studies published online ahead of print were eligible, but meeting abstracts, reviews, commentaries,
studies published only in abstract form, quality of life studies, cost effectiveness analyses, non-
randomized trials, and those in which the toxicities of the drug could not be ascertained, such as when
the control was a different dose of the same drug or another checkpoint inhibitor were excluded. Three
investigators (K.X., ClI.., and 7.1..) independently reviewed the list of retrieved articles to choose
potentially relevant articles, and disagreements about studies were discussed and resolved with
consensus. Three reviewers (K.X., C.L., and Z.L.) independently extracted data from studies and all
discrepancies were resolved in consensus with all investigators. We extracted the authors, publication
year, research institute, journal name, trial name, phase, cancer histotype, patient characteristics (sex and
age, etc.), PD-1 and PD-I.1 inhibitor used, dose escalation, dosing schedule, the sizes of intervention
and control groups, number of all toxicities, criteria for toxicity reporting, median treatment time, and
median follow-up from each study included. All-grade (severity) toxicity and grade 3 or higher (severity)
toxicity data were both extracted.

2.3 Endpoint Setting and Stratification Strategy

Our primary outcome was the incidence of commonly described organ and system specific treatment-
related toxicities. We used information from the publication and recorded data on toxicities. For some
ambiguous data, we directly contacted study authors or pharmaceutical sponsors for additional
mnformation. We used the Common Terminology of Clinical Toxicities (CT'CAL) categorization to

identify Grades 3~4 as severe/life threatening toxicity and CTCAFE Grades 1~2 as mild/moderate
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toxicity. If the study did not report a specific toxicity, we assumed that the event did not occur. Data
from different dosing arms within the same study were extracted and reported separately.

The stratification strategy we adopted for the subgroup analysis include the following:

1) Subgroup analysis by toxicity grade (severity). As mentioned, the grade could be generally divided
into two categories, the mild/moderate toxicity (Grade 1~2) and severe/life-threatening toxicity (Grade
3~4). We analyzed all the toxicities as a whole, as well as the Grade 3~4 toxicities.

2) Subgroup analysis by specific system and organ. All toxicities together, constitutional toxicity,
respiratory toxicity, cutaneous toxicity, gastrointestinal toxicity, hepatotoxicity, hematologic toxicity,
neurologic toxicity, endocrine toxicity, inflammatory conditions of cardiac and skeletal muscle
(myocarditis and myositis), urinary toxicity, and treatment event leading to discontinuation were
analyzed, respectively.

3) Subgroup analysis by treatment regimens in the intervention arm. It should be noted that according
to the treatment regimen of the intervention arm, two kinds of randomized control clinical trials were
included. One is single agent PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors, and one is PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors plus
chemotherapy. These two cases in comparison with the control were subgroup-analyzed.

4) Subgroup analysis by treatment regimens in the control arm, which could also be divided into two
categories: the first is chemotherapy, and the second is CTLA-4 inhibitor, which would be analyzed
separately also.

5) Subgroup analysis by drug type. Among all the included studies using PID-1 inhibitors, nivolumab
and pembrolizumab were analyzed by subgroup. Because the numbers of included studies that using
atezolizumab, durvalumab, or avelumab were small, we analyzed all the PD-I.1 inhibitors together,
rather than separating them.

6) Subgroup analysis by cancer histotype. Lung cancer and melanoma, with enough included studies,
were subgroup-analyzed. Only subgroups including more than two studies were considered.

7) We would use the median follow-up time in the intervention arm to indirectly reflect the PD-1/PD-
I.1 inhibitors exposure time and administered dose to make the corresponding subgroup analysis if the
median follow-up time (month) was detected as a factor for the between-study variance in the meta-
regression analysis.

2.4 Data Synthesis and Analysis

We calculated overall event rates by dividing the total number of patients across trials with a given
toxicity by the total number at risk. We examined the number of events for each immune-related
toxicity of interest to determine whether meta-analysis was feasible. 'or each included study, we
calculated relative risks (RRs) and 95% confidence intervals (95% ClIs) for event rates in the
mtervention arm compared with control based on the reported number of events and sample size. We
used the T? index and the Cochran Q statistic to examine heterogeneity across trials for each outcome

[58]. The statistical heterogeneity among studies was evaluated using Cochran’s Q test and I” statistic,
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with values of 25%, 50%, and 75% representing low, moderate, and high heterogeneity, respectively. If
significant heterogeneity was not present (P>0.05), summary RRs were estimated with a fixed effects
model using the inverse variance method. A random effects model using the inverse variance method
was used to calculate summary RRs and 95% confidence interval if significant heterogeneity was
present (P=<0.05) [59]. If substantial heterogeneity was detected, we performed multivariate meta-
regression analyses to explore the proportion of between-study vadance explained by year of
publication, country, intervention-arm patient percentage, male-female ratio, Eastern Cooperative
Oncology Group (ECOG) score, median age, race (White race percentage), median follow-up (month),
median progression free survival (PES, month), and median overall survival (OS, month). Studies were
weighted based on the inverse of the varance of the effect estimate [60, 61]. An estimation of
publication bias was evaluated by the Beggs funnel plot, in which the SE of log (OR) of each study was
plotted against its log (OR). An asymmetrical plot suggests possible publication bias. Fgger’s linear
regression test assessed funnel plot asymmetry, a statistical approach to identify funnel plot asymmetry
on the natural logarithm scale of the ORs. All reported P-values are 2-sided. A P value less than 0.05
was considered to indicate statistical significance. All analyses were performed with the Stata version
14.2 (StataCorp, College Station, TX, USA) |62, 63].

2.5 Risk of Bias Assessment and Quality Assessment

Study methodological quality was assessed by using the five-point Jadad ranking system, that evaluates
quality of randomization, double-blinding, and the flow of patients (withdrawals and dropouts), a
practice in agreement with other meta-analyses done in this context. A clinical trial could receive a
Jadad score of between zero (poor methodological quality) and five (optimal methodological quality).
Two authors (K.X., C.L.) independently assessed the quality of all articles included in the review using
the Cochrane Risk of Bias Tool and used a weighted Cohen’s kappa coefficient (x) to measure
agreement [64]. To optimize relevance to immune-related toxicities we evaluated the risk of bias with
regard to toxicity outcomes, not the efficacy outcomes the individual studies were primarily designed to
assess. Differences were resolved by consensus with the third author (I..7..).

2.6 Patient Involvement

No patients were involved in setting the research question or the outcome measures, nor were they
involved in developing plans for design or implementation of the study. No patients were asked to
advise on interpretation or writing up of results. There are no plans to disseminate the results of the
research to study participants or the relevant patient community. It was not evaluated whether the
studies included in the review had any patient involvement.

3 Results

3.1 Literature Search, Eligible Studies and Characteristics

Literature search and review of reference lists identified 460 relevant publications (Figure 1 showed the

study selection flowchart.). After screening and eligibility assessment, we included in the meta-analysis a
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total of 29 clinical trials involving 8067 patients, with dates of publication ranging from 2014 to 2019
(Table 1) [65-93]. Data from all eligible studies were obtained from published manuscripts. The
involved cancer histotypes included melanoma (n = 10), lung cancer (n = 15), gastrointestinal cancer (n
= 1), genitourinary cancer (n = 2), Recurrent or Metastatic head and neck squamous cell carcinoma
(HNSCC) (n = 1). The PD-1 and PD-1.1 inhibitors used included nivolumab (n = 11), pembrolizumab
(n = 11), atezolizumab (n = 4), avelumab (n = 1), and durvalumab (n = 2). Among all the included
studies, 22 studies’ intervention arms adopted a treatment regimen of only PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors, and
7 studies adopted PD-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors plus chemotherapy. Across the meta-analysis, 23 studies
used regular chemotherapy as the control arm, while 6 studies used CTLA-4 inhibitors. All the
toxicities or toxicities were divided into nine categories according to the affected system or organ: 29
studies reported the constituional toxicity |fatigue (29 studies), asthenia (24 studies), pyrexia (17 studies),
headache (9 studies), peripheral edema (10 studies), electrolyte imbalance (1 studies)], 25 studies
reported the respiratory toxicity [cough (9 studies), dyspnea (14 studies), pneumonitis (25 studies)|, 26
studies reported the cutaneous toxicity |pruritus (23 studies), rash (26 studies), alopecia (14 studies),
vitiligo (9 studies), dermatitis (7 studies)], 29 studies reported the gastrointestinal toxicity [nausea (29
studies), vomiting (24 studies), decreased appetite (27 studies), diarrhea (29 studies), constipation (19
studies), colitis (21 studies)], 16 studies reported the hepatotoxicity [increase in alanine aminotransferase
(ALT) (16 studies), increase in aspartate aminotransferase (AST) (15 studies), increase in bilirubin (BIU)
(7 studies), hepatitis (16 studies)], 25 studies reported the hematologic toxicity [leukopenia (12 studies),
neutropenia (19 studies), thrombocytopenia (10 studies), anemia (25 studies), thrombosis (8 studies)],
19 studies reported the neurotoxic toxicity [myasthenia gravis (2 studies), arthralgia (19 studies), myalgia
(13 studies)], 27 studies reported the endocrinal toxicity [hypothyroidism (27 studies), hyperthyroidism
(22 studies), adrenal insufficiency (13 studies) , hypophyisitis (15 studies)|, 6 studies reported the
inflammatory conditions of cardiac and skeletal muscle (myocarditis and myositis), 13 studies reported
the urinary toxicity (nephritis), and lastly, 28 studies reported the treatment event leading to
discontinuation.

The numbers of patients in the intervention arm and control arm enrolled in each trial ranged between
59 and 509, 62 and 570, respectively. Of the total 16,173 patients included, 10,311 (63.75 %) were male
and 5862 (36.25 %) were female. Of the total 8,576 patients included in the intervention arm, 5491
(64.03%) were male and 3085 (35.97%) were female. Of the total 7,597 patients included in the
intervention arm, 4820 (63.45%) were male and 2777 (36.55%) were female. The median age of patients
ranged from 54 to 67 years old across all included studies. 24 eligible studies were phase 111 studies, 5
studies were of phase II. 18 studies were conducted in the US, which accounted for the largest part,
followed by 4 studies conducted in I'rance, 2 studies conducted in Canada, 2 studies conducted in
Germany, 1 study conducted in Japan, 1 study conducted in Spain, 1 study conducted in UK. There

were 15 studies published in N Engl | Med, which accounted for the most, 6 in Lancet Oncol, and 1 in
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JAMA Oncol. Other involved journals included Lancet (3 study), Oral Oncol (1 studies), Ann Oncol (1
studies), Eur ] Cancer (1 studies), and ] Clin Oncol (1 studies). Toxicity was the primary endpoint for
all the eligible clinical trials.

3.2 Incidence Proportion of Toxicities

The incidence proportion was defined as the number of patients with certain toxicities divided by the
total number of patients in the corresponding intervention arm or control arm.

From Table S2, looking at any grade human system specific toxicities, among the 8576 total patients
exposed to PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors, 3626 (42.28%) had constitutional toxicities, 3626 (42.28%) had
respiratory toxicities, 2627 (30.63%) had cutaneous toxicities, 4894 (57.07%) had gastrointestinal
toxicities, 577 (6.73%) had hepatotoxicity, 2223 (25.92%) had hematologic toxicities, 783 (9.13%) had
neurotoxic toxicities, 1017 (11.86%) had endocrine toxicities, 10 (0.12%) had inflammatory conditions
of cardiac and skeletal muscle (myocarditis and myositis), 30 (0.35%) had urinary toxicities (nephritis),
and 991 (11.56%) encountered treatment events leading to discontinuation. The most common Grade
3~4 toxicities were hematologic toxicity which occurred in 807 (9.41%) patients, followed by
gastrointestinal toxicity in 444 (5.18%) patients, and then constitutional toxicity in 226 (2.64%) patients.
Among the 7597 total patients treated in control arms, 3506 (46.15%) had constitutional toxicities, 708
(9.32%) had respiratory toxicities, 2479 (32.63%) had cutaneous toxicities, 6043 (79.54%) had
gastrointestinal toxicities, 465 (6.12%) had hepatotoxicity, 3165 (41.66%) had hematologic toxicities,
705 (9.28%) had neurotoxic toxicities, 324 (4.26%) had endocrine toxicities, 2 (0.03%) had
mflammatory conditions of cardiac and skeletal muscle (myocarditis and myositis), 24 (0.32%) had
urinary toxicities (nephritis), and 1124 (14.80%) encountered treatment events leading to
discontinuation. The most common Grade 3~4 toxicity for patients treated in control arms was
hematologic toxicity which occurred in 1358 (17.88%) patients. Figure 2 showed intuitively the
incidence proportions of all toxicities at any grade and Grade 3~4 based on the affected systems or
organs for both the intervention arm and the control arm.

3.3 Overall Comparison of Toxicities

For all toxicities of any type, patients treated with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors were less likely to experience
toxicities (all grades: RR 0.91, 95% CI 0.89-0.92; Grade 3~4: RR 0.76, 95% CI 0.74-0.78) (Figure 3).
For toxicities at any grade, at the human system level, when compared with patients treated in control
arms, those treated with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors were at lower risks for gastrointestinal toxicity (RR
0.68, 95% CI 0.60-0.77), hematologic toxicity (RR 0.66, 95% CI 0.51-0.85), and treatment event leading
to discontinuation (RR 0.78, 95% CI 0.72-0.84); and were at higher risks for respiratory toxicity (RR
1.74, 95% CI 1.33-2.28). At the organ level, those treated with PD-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors were at lower
risks for fatigue (RR 0.93), asthenia (RR 0.83), peripheral edema (RR 0.61), alopecia (RR 0.40), nausea
(RR 0.63), vomiting (RR 0.70), decreased appetite (RR 0.78), diarrhea (RR 0.83), constipation (RR 0.66),
leukopenia (RR 0.44), neutropenia (RR 0.50), anemia (RR 0.60), myalgia (RR 0.72), hypophyisitis (RR
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0.46), colitis (RR 0.46); and were at higher risks for pyrexia (RR 1.17), cough (RR 1.63), dyspnea (RR
1.40), pruritus (RR 1.16), rash (RR 1.29), vitiligo (RR 2.34), increase in ALT (RR 1.03), increase in BIU
(RR 1.88), thrombotic (RR 1.03), myasthenia Gravis (RR 1.51), arthralgia (RR 1.14), dermatitis (RR
2.00), pneumonitis (RR 2.48), myocarditis and myositis (RR 4.40), hepatitis (RR 1.31), nephritis (RR
1.10), hypothyroidism (RR 4.57), hyperthyroidism (RR 3.53), adrenal insufficiency (RR 1.09).

When evaluating Grade 3~4 toxicities specifically and at the organ system level, compared with patients
treated in control arms, those treated with PID-1/PID-1.1 inhibitors were at lower risks for constitutional
toxicity (RR 0.63, 95% CI 0.51-0.78), hepatotoxicity (RR 0.55, 95% CI 0.37-0.83), hematologic toxicity
(RR 0.55, 95% C1 0.37-0.83), and treatment event leading to discontinuation (RR 0.58, 95% C1 0.49-
0.67); and were at higher risks for respiratory toxicity (RR 1.92, 95% CI 1.45-2.55). Those treated with
PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors were at lower risks for fatigue (RR 0.69), asthenia (RR 0.68), pyrexia (RR 0.35),
headache (RR 0.29), peripheral Fdema (RR 0.51), pruritus (RR 0.36), rash (RR 0.79), alopecia (RR
0.06), vomiting (RR 0.68), decreased Appetite (RR 0.74), diarrhea (RR 0.63), constipation (RR 0.70),
increase in ALT (RR 0.67), increase in AST (RR 0.74), increase in BIU (RR 0.13), leukopenia (RR 0.41),
neutropenia (RR 0.31), thrombocytopenia (RR 0.70), anemia (RR 0.66), thrombotic (RR 0.88), myalgia
(RR 0.75), hypophyisitis (RR 0.40), colitis (RR 0.32); and at higher risks for cough (RR 2.71), dyspnea
(RR 1.97), nausea (RR 1.76), myasthenia gravis (RR 10.54), arthralgia (RR 1.39), dermatitis (RR 1.32),
pneumonitis (RR 1.78), myocarditis and myositis (RR 3.52), hepatitis (RR 1.95), nephritis (RR 1.93),
hypothyroidism (RR 4.21), hyperthyroidism (RR 1.81), adrenal insufficiency (RR 1.56).

3.4 Quality and Heterogeneity of Included Studies

Randomized treatment allocation sequences were generated in all studies. The method quality of the
included trials was all good. The risks of bias of 29 included randomized controlled trials were shown in
Table 2. The only issue affecting quality was lack of blinding because all trials were open labelled.

From the forest plot of the toxicity at Any Grade, constitutional toxicity, respiratory toxicity, cutaneous
toxicity, gastrointestinal toxicity, hematologic toxicity, neurotoxic toxicity, endocrinal toxicity had high
heterogeneity (all 1°>75%, P<0.001) and hepatotoxicity with moderate heterogeneity (I°=55.5%,
P=0.08). In toxicities at Grade 3~4, gastrointestinal toxicity, hepatotoxicity, hematologic toxicity,
endocrinal toxicity had high heterogeneity (all ">75%, P<0.05), cutaneous toxicity with moderate
heterogeneity (1°=59.3%, P=0.044), constitutional toxicity (I’=21.8%, P=0.27), respiratory toxicity
(I’=0%, P=0.854) and neurotoxic toxicity(lZZ()Q/o, P=0.527) with low heterogeneity.

3.5 Subgroup Analysis by Treatment Regimens in the Intervention Arm

There were two kinds of treatment regimens for the intervention arms: 1) single agent PD-1/PD-L1
inhibitors (22 studies), and 2) PD-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors plus chemotherapy (7 studies, all were for lung
cancer treatment and the regimens in corresponding control arms were all chemotherapy). In order to
avold the interference effects of the chemotherapy in the intervention arm on the overall results, a

subgroup analysis was performed. Patients treated with single PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors were less likely
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to experience overall toxicities of any type than their counterparts in the control arms (all grades: RR
0.80, 95% CI 0.80-0.92; Grade 3~4: RR 0.56, 95% CI 0.42-0.75). System- and organ-specifically, they
were less likely to experience constitutional toxicity (all grades: RR 0.75, 95% CI 0.66-0.84; Grade 3~4:
RR 0.39, 95% CI 0.30-0.51), including fatigue, asthenia, and headache at both all grades and Grade
3~4and pyrexia only at Grade 3~4 (RR 0.26, 95% CI 0.09-0.75), peripheral Edema only at any grade
(all grades: RR 0.14, 95% CI 0.05-0.41); more likely for overall respiratory toxicity (all grades: RR 1.61,
95% (1 1.24-2.09; Grade 3~4: RR 1.99, 95% C1 1.28-3.09 ), especially for pneumonitis (all grades: RR
2.40, 95% CI 1.32-4.38; Grade 3~4: RR 2.16, 95% CI 1.12-4.15); more likely for cutaneous toxicity at
any grade (RR 1.28, 95% CI 1.00-1.64), but less likely at GGrade 3~4 (RR 0.55, 95% CI 0.35-0.86); less
likely for gastrointestinal toxicity (all grades: RR 0.51, 95% CI 0.45-0.57; Grade 3~4: RR 0.36; 95% CI
0.27-0.47), including nausea, vomiting, decreased appetite, diarrhea, and constipation for both all grades
and Grade 3~4; less likely for hematologic toxicity (all grades: RR 0.11, 95% CI 0.08-0.16; Grade 3~4:
RR 0.07, 95% CI 0.05-0.11), including leukopenia, neutropenia, thrombocytopenia, anemia, and
thrombotic at both all grades and Grade 3~4; more likely for endoctine toxicity at any grade (RR 2.99,
95% CI 2.10-4.26), including hypothyroidism, hyperthyroidism, adrenal insufficiency and hypophyisitis
at any grade; and less likely for treatment event leading to discontinuation (all grades: RR 0.60; 95% C1
0.46-0.77; Grade 3~4: RR 0.68; 95% CI 0.38-1.20). There was no significant difference for
hepatotoxicity, neurotoxic toxicity, myocarditis and myositis, and nephritis (all P>0.05).

Compared with patients treated in control arms, those treated with PID-1/PD-I.1 inhibitors (plus
chemotherapy) were at higher risk for overall toxicities of any type (all grades: RR 1.01, 95% CI 1.00-
1.01; Grade 3~4: RR 1.01, 95% CI 1.00-1.02), including constitutional toxicity (all grades: RR 1.11, 95%
CI 1.01-1.21; Grade 3~4: RR 1.13, 95% CI 0.87-1.48), cutaneous toxicity (all grades: RR 1.47, 95% CI
1.25-1.72; Grade 3~4: RR 1.16, 95% C1 0.51-2.64), gastrointestinal toxicity (all grades: RR 1.15, 95% (1
1.06-1.26; Grade 3~4: RR 1.61, 95% CI 1.15-2.27), hepatotoxicity (all grades: RR 1.40, 95% CI 1.10-
1.77), hematologic toxicity (all grades: RR 1.14, 95% CI 1.03-1.26; Grade 3~4: RR 1.10, 95% CI 1.00-
1.22), neurotoxic toxicity (all grades: RR 1.20, 95% CI 1.04-1.39), endocrine toxicity (all grades: RR 3.22,
95% CI 2.22-4.69), and treatment event leading to discontinuation (all grades: RR 1.42, 95% CI 1.16-
1.74; Grade 3~4: RR 1.65, 95% CI 1.10-2.47).

3.6 Subgroup Analysis by Treatment Regimens in the Control Arm

There were also two kinds of treatment regimen for the control arms: 1) chemotherapy (23 studies),
and 2) CTLA-4 inhibitor targeted therapy (6 studies). Considering the possible toxicity differences
between conventional chemotherapies and CTLA-4 inhibitors, sub-group analysis was conducted
herein to decrease the cross confounding and chiasma interference. Compared with patients treated by
conventional chemotherapies in control arms, patients treated with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors were at
lower risks to have overall toxicities of any type (all grades: RR 0.87, 95% CI 0.81-0.93; Grade 3~4: RR
0.63, 95% CI 0.52-0.75). Specifically, they were at lower risks for constitutional toxicity (all grades: RR
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0.81, 95% CI 0.73-0.90; Grade 3~4: RR 0.57, 95% CI 0.43-0.75), including fatigue at both all grades
and Grade 3~4, and asthenia and peripheral edema at any grade; at higher risks for pneumonitis (all
grades: RR 2.85, 95% CI 1.89-4.31); at higher risks for cutancous toxicity (all grades: RR 1.54, 95% CI
1.22-1.95), including pruritus, rash, and vitiligo at any grade; at lower risks for gastrointestinal toxicity at
any grade (RR 0.65, 95% CI 0.58-0.74), including nausea, vomiting, decreased appetite, and
constipation at any grade, but not for colitis (all grades: RR 2.69, 95% CI 1.29-5.61; Grade 3~4: RR
2.16, 95% CI 1.16-4.02); at higher risks for hepatotoxicity of any type (all grades: RR 1.40, 95% 1 1.18-
1.85; Grade 3~4: RR 1.52, 95% CI 1.00-2.31), including increase in ALT, AST and BIU, hepatitis at any
grade and grade 3~4, but not for increase in BIU at Grade 3~4 (RR 0.16, 95% CI 0.01-4.02); at lower
risks for hematologic toxicity (all grades: RR 0.27, 95% CI 0.21-0.35; Grade 3~4: RR 0.28, 95% CI
0.21-0.39), including leukopenia, thrombocytopenia, and anemia at both all grades and Grade 3~4, and
neutropenia at any grade; at lower risks for neurotoxic toxicity (all grades: RR 0.75, 95% CI 0.57-0.99),
but not for neurotoxic toxicity at Grade 3~4 (RR 1.02, 95% CI 0.55-1.88), mainly myalgia (all grades:
RR 0.54, 95% C1 0.29-0.98); at higher risks for endocrine toxicity (all grades: RR 4.64, 95% CI 3.58-
6.02; Grade 3~4: RR 2.41, 95% CI 1.38-4.27), including hypothyroidism and hyperthyroidism at any
grade, and hypophyisitis at both any grade (RR 4.34, 95% (1 2.20-8.59) and Grade 3~4 (RR 3.26, 95%
CI 1.07-9.89). No significant difference was found for respiratory toxicity, myocarditis and myositis,
nephritis, and treatment event leading to discontinuation (all P>0.05).

Compared with patients treated by CTT.A-4 inhibitors in control arms, patients in intervention arms
were more likely to experience fatigue (all grades: RR 1.20, 95% CI 1.08-1.34), asthenia (all grades: RR
1.31, 95% CI 1.03-1.67), less likely to experience headache (all grades: RR 0.76, 95% CI 0.58-0.98;
Grade 3~4: RR 0.22, 95% CI 0.06-0.89), pruritus (all grades: RR 0.61, 95% CI 0.54-0.69), rash (Grade
3~4: RR 0.28, 95% C1 0.14-0.58), nausea (all grades: RR 0.82, 95% CI 0.69-0.97), diarrhea (all grades:
RR 0.59, 95% CI 0.53-0.66; Grade 3~4: RR 0.31, 95% CI 0.19-0.49), colitis (all grades: RR 0.23, 95%
C1 0.15-0.34; Grade 3~4: RR 0.14, 95% CI 0.08-0.27), hypophyisitis (all grades: RR 0.17, 95% CI 0.10-
0.29; Grade 3~4: RR 0.19, 95% CI 0.08-0.44), and treatment event leading to discontinuation (all
grades: RR 0.52, 95% CI 0.30-0.91; Grade 3~4: RR 0.37, 95% CI 0.18-0.76). No significant difference
was found for respiratory toxicity, hepatotoxicity, hematologic toxicity, inflammatory conditions of
cardiac and skeletal muscle, and urinary toxicity (all P>0.05).

3.7 Subgroup Analysis by Drug Type in the Intervention Arm

Compared with patients in control arms, patients treated with nivolumab were less likely to experence
constitutional toxicity (all grades: RR 0.88, 95% CI 0.80-0.95; Grade 3~4: RR 0.57, 95% CI 0.39-0.81),
including fatigue, asthenia, pyrexia, and headache at Grade 3~4; more likely for overall respiratory
toxicity (all grades: RR 1.27, 95% CI 1.02-1.58; Grade 3~4: RR 1.94, 95% CI 1.16-3.24); more likely for
overall cutaneous toxicity at any grade (all grades: RR 1.31, 95% CI 1.00-1.72) (pruritus: all grades RR
1.73, 95% CI 1.07-2.81; wvitiligo: all grades RR 2.37, 95% CI 1.35-4.18), but less likely for Grade 3~4
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(RR 0.53, 95% CI 0.32-0.88); less likely for gastrointestinal toxicity (all grades: RR 0.49, 95% CI 0.42-
0.57; Grade 3~4: RR 0.28, 95% CI 0.21-0.37), including nausea, vomiting, decreased appetite, diarrhea,
and colitis at both any grade and Grade 3~4, and constipation only at any grade (RR 0.38, 95% CI 0.19-
0.78); less likely for hematologic toxicity (all grades: RR 0.12, 95% CI 0.07-0.20; Grade 3~4: RR 0.07,
95% CI 0.04-0.13), including leukopenia, neutropenia, thrombocytopenia, and anemia at both all grades
and Grade 3~4; more likely for endocrine toxicity at any grade (all grades: RR 1.98, 95% CI 1.29-3.006),
including hypothyroidism, hyperthyroidism at any grade (but less likely for hypophyisitis at all grades:
RR 0.18, 95% CI 0.10-0.32); and less likely for treatment event leading to discontinuation (all grades:
RR 0.52, 95% C1 0.36-0.76; Grade 3~4: RR 0.53, 95% C1 0.29-0.95).

The overall comparison spectrum for pembrolizumab was similar to that for nivolumab, except for the
following points: 1) patients treated with pembrolizumab were more likely to experience rash (all grades:
RR 1.80, 95% CI 1.40-2.31); 2) they were more likely to develop hepatitis (all grades: RR 3.62, 95% CI
1.37-9.54; Grade 3~4: RR 5.80, 95% CI 1.70-19.76); 3) they were more likely to develop pneumonitis
(all grades: RR 3.22, 95% (1 2.08-4.96; Grade 3~4: RR 2.32, 95% (1 1.20-4.48); 4) there was no
significant difference for vitiligo, diarrhea, constipation, and colitis (all P>0.05).

The overall comparison spectrum for PD-L1 inhibitors was also similar to PD-1 inhibitors, except for:
1) patients treated with PD-L1 inhibitors were more likely to experience cough at any grade (All grades:
RR 1.47, 95% CI 1.20-1.79; Grade 3~4: RR 1.85, 95% CI 0.29-11.88); 2) They were more likely to
experience colitls at any grade (all grades: RR 3.58, 95% CI 1.12-11.45; Grade 3~4: RR 3.03, 95% CI
0.83-11.00); 3) there was no significant difference for gastrointestinal toxicity (all grades: RR 0.84, 95%
CI 0.69-1.03; Grade 3~4: RR 1.43, 95% CI 0.81-2.53), and leukopenia (all grades: RR 0.85, 95% CI
0.31-2.34; Grade 3~4: RR 0.94, 95% CI 0.24-3.73).

3.8 Subgroup Analysis by Cancer Histotype

The toxicity spectrum was different between patients with melanoma and lung cancer. For melanoma,
compared with patients in control arms, patients treated with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors were at lower
risks to have headache (all grades: RR 0.73, 95% CI 0.59-0.91; Grade 3~4: RR 0.22, 95% CI 0.06-0.89),
rash at Grade 3~4 (RR 0.37, 95% CI 0.19-0.73); nausea (all grades: RR 0.60, 95% CI 0.42-0.85; Grade
3~4: RR 0.26, 95% CI 0.10-0.67), vomiting at any grade (all grades: RR 0.47, 95% CI 0.31-0.73),
decreased appetite at any grade (all grades: RR 0.71, 95% CI 0.58-0.88), diarrhea (all grades: RR 0.77,
95% CI 0.62-0.95; Grade 3~4: RR 0.42, 95% CI 0.26-0.69), colitis at Grade 3~4 (RR 0.31, 95% Cl1
0.11-0.84); leukopenia (all grades: RR 0.09, 95% CI 0.03-0.25; Grade 3~4: RR 0.09, 95% CI 0.02-0.37),
neutropenia at Grade 3~4 (RR 0.08, 95% C1 0.02-0.34), thrombocytopenia (all grades: RR 0.13, 95% C1
0.02-0.97; Grade 3~4: RR 0.16, 95% CI 0.03-0.95), anemia at Grade 3~4 (RR 0.10, 95% CI 0.03-0.33),
hypophyisitis at Grade 3~4 (RR 0.32, 95% CI 0.12-0.80); but were at higher risks to have asthenia at
any grade (all grades: RR:1.14, 95% CI 1.00-1.29), dyspnea at any grade (all grades: RR 1.60, 95% CI
1.15-2.23), vitiligo at any grade (all grades: RR 2.69, 95% CI 1.54-4.68), dermatitis at any grade (all
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grades: RR 4.03, 95% CI 1.03-15.68), arthralgia at any grade (all grades: RR 1.28, 95% CI 1.00-1.63),
hypothyroidism at any grade (all grades: RR 3.12, 95% CI 2.02-4.82), hyperthyroidism at any grade (all
grades: RR 3.11, 95% CI 1.89-5.11), and hypophyisitis at any grade (all grades: RR 3.12, 95% CI 2.02-
4.82).

For lung cancer, patients treated with PID-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors were at lower risks to have fatigue at any
grade (all grades: RR 0.80, 95% CI 0.67-0.96), asthenia at any grade (all grades: RR 0.71, 95% CI 0.58-
0.87), nausea at any grade (all grades: RR 0.58, 95% C1 0.42-0.80), decreased appetite at any grade (all
grades: RR 0.75, 95% CI 0.59-0.97), leukopenta (all grades: RR 0.30, 95% CI 0.12-0.74; Grade 3~4: RR
0.07, 95% CI 0.01-0.55), neutropenia (all grades: RR 0.19, 95% CI 0.09-0.40; Grade 3~4: RR 0.13, 95%
CI 0.05-0.33), and anemia (all grades: RR 0.35, 95% CI 0.23-0.53; Grade 3~4: RR 0.41, 95% CI 0.24-
0.70); but were at higher risks to have pruritus at any grade (all grades: RR 3.33, 95% CI 2.20-5.03), rash
at any grade (all grades: RR 1.93, 95% CI 1.60-2.34), increase in ALT at any grade (all grades: RR 1.38,
95% CI1 1.04-1.81), increase in AST at any grade (all grades: RR 1.50, 95% CI 1.07-2.12), hypophysitis at
any grade (all grades: RR 6.65, 95% (1 4.01-11.03), pneumonitis at any grade (all grades: RR 2.48, 95%
CI 1.56-3.93; Grade 3~4: RR 2.03, 95% CI 1.23-3.35), hepatitis at any grade (all grades: RR 1.53, 95%
Cl 1.03-2.29), colitis (all grades: RR 2.61, 95% CI 1.00-6.79; Grade 3~4: RR 2.16, 95% CI 1.06-4.41),
hypothyroidism at any grade (all grades: RR 6.65, 95% CI 4.01-11.03), and hyperthyroidism at any grade
(all grades: RR 3.69, 95% CI 2.49-5.46).

3.9 Meta-Regression and Publication Bias Analysis

Table 3 showed the results of the multivariate meta-regression for the included 29 studies. The
between-study variance could not be explained by the year of publication, country, intervention-arm
patient percentage, Fastern Cooperative Oncology Group (ECOG) score, median age, race (White
percentage), median follow-up (<=18 months: 14 studies, RR=0.87, 95% C1 0.79~0.96; >18 months:
15 studies, RR=0.92, 95% CI 0.87~0.97; I’=91.3, 2=0.013, and P=0.79), median progression free
survival (PFS, month), or median overall survival (OS, month) (all P >0.05). Only male patient
percentage was a statistically significant variable (I’=89.1, 2=0.01, and P=0.001). Seeing this, the
subgroup analysis based on the PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors exposure time and administered dose reflected
by the median follow-up time was waived. Figure 4 showed that the funnel plot and FEggers statistical
test indicated evidence of heterogeneities and/or publication bias in the studies included in the meta-
analysis with scatters beyond 95% Cl and asymmetry display (P<0.001).

4 Discussion

PD-1 and PD-L1 inhibitors are arguably the most important development in cancer therapy over the
past decade. The indications for PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors continue to expand across malignancies and
disease settings, thus reshaping many of the previous standard-of-care approaches and bringing new
hope to patients [94]. One of the costs of these advances is the emergence of a new spectrum of

toxicities, which are often distinctly different from those of classical cytotoxic chemotherapy. They may
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involve any system of the body, and while they are generally manageable, they range from trivial to fatal
[95]. A comprehensive understanding of the spectrum of toxicity of PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors is critical.
Awareness needs to be raised regarding the toxicity spectrum based on variables like toxicity grade,
system and organ, treatment regimens in the intervention arm, treatment regimens in the control arm,
drug type, cancer histotype, and drug dose and duration. Over the past few years, many clinical trials
including several RCTs have investigated the therapeutic effects, safety and toxicities of PD-1/PD-1.1
mhibitors. However, the reporting of resulting toxicity was not comprehensive and not consistent
between different studies. The significance of our present meta-analysis lies in that it is a systematic
integration and synthesis of existing related RCTss.

Our results suggest that PD-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors are associated with a lower risk of gastrointestinal
toxicity and hematologic toxicity, and a higher risk of respiratory toxicity and endocrine toxicity than
chemotherapy and anti-CTT.A-4 therapy. There have been several previous meta-analysis studies that
have reported the toxicities of PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors in recent years, however these have a series of
limitations such as insufficient case number, uncontrolled single-arm study, inadequate sub-group
analysis, etc. We used data from 29 randomized controlled trals that included a total of 16173 patients
in this study. To the best of our knowledge, the present meta-analysis is the most comprehensive,
detailed, and panoramic systematic review and meta-analysis of randomized controlled trdals for
toxicities of immune-checkpoint inhibitors.

For toxicities at any grade, gastrointestinal toxicity had the highest incidence proportion, followed by
constitutional toxicity and then hematologic toxicity, which was probably driven by the anti-PD-1/PD-
I.1 plus chemotherapy trials. While for severe toxicities (Grade 3~4), the hematologic toxicity ranked
the highest. These differences were not unique to the intervention arm, reflecting the general tendency
of every toxicity type and the influence of cytotoxic chemotherapy in the intervention arm (xx studies
including anti-PD-1/PD-L1 plus cytotoxic chemotherapy). For most toxicity types based on organ
system, the incidence proportions for patients in the intervention arm were lower than those in the
control arm, which reinforces the general safety of PD-1/PD-I.1 inhibitors compared with
conventional chemotherapies. However, for respiratory toxicity, some kinds of cutaneous toxicity like
pruritus and rash, arthralgia, and endocrine toxicity, patients in the intervention arm had significant
higher incidence proportions than in the control arm. Of note, the comparative frequency of certain
toxicities was not the same between any grade and Grade 3~4. For example, when evaluating the rate
of any grade of pyrexia, the incidence in the intervention arm was much higher than that in the control
arm. However, for Grade 3~4 pyrexia, the result was just the opposite, indicating that patients receiving
PD-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors were more likely to develop mild pyrexia than patients in the control arm, but
less likely to develop severe cases.

Although most toxicities were broadly comparable among the PD-1/PD-I.1 inhibitors, particular

toxicity incidence changes varied with the drug types used in the intervention arm. From our results,
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PD-1 inhibitors did not increase or decrease the incidence of cough and colitis. However, cough
mncidence and colitis incidence both were increased significantly in patients who received a PD-L1
inhibitor. Rash incidence was increased in patients treated with pembrolizumab or PD-1.1 Inhibitor, but
had no significant changes for nivolumab (all grades: RR 1.36, 95% CI 0.99-1.88; Grade 3~4: RR 0.51,
95% CIT 0.25-1.04). Similarly, the incidence of any grade or Grade 3~4 pneumonitis and hepatitis were
increased in patients treated with pembrolizumab, rather than nivolumab and PD-L1 inhibitors. Our
results were a breakthrough against Pillai et al.’s study published in 2017 [96]. They carried out a meta-
analysis on studies of PD-1 and PD-L1 inhibitors (nivolumab and pembrolizumab, and atezolizumab,
durvalumab and avelumab respectively) used as single agents in advanced lung cancer patients,
published between 2000 and 2016. The toxicity profiles of the PDD-1 and PD-1.1 inhibitors appeared
comparable, with overall toxicity incidences of 64% and 66%, respectively (P=0.8). However, 13% of
patients undergoing treatment with PD-1 inhibitors and 21% of those given PD-I.1 inhibitors
developed various toxicities at Grades 3~4 (P=0.15). The rate of toxicities resulting from the treatment
of PD-1 inhibitors was 16%, and that seen with PD-L1 inhibitors was 11% (P=0.07), although the
incidences of toxicities at Grades 3~4 in the two groups were 3% and 5% respectively (P=0.4). Patients
receiving PD-1 inhibitors experienced a higher incidence of pneumonitis than those who were given
PD-L1 inhibitors (4% vs. 2%; P=0.01) [97].

Potential reasons for the differences of toxic effects between nivolumab and pembrolizumab might
include the following. Firstly, although both nivolumab and pembrolizumab target epitopes on the PD-
1 molecule and are of the IgG4 subclass, they do have some slight differences in their antibody
molecular property. For nivolumab, binding is dominated by interactions with the PID-1 N-loop. Total
buried surface 1487-1932.5 A2; yet for pembrolizumab, binding dominated by interactions with PD-1
CD loop. Total buried surface 1774-2126 A2. The epitope determines the drug’s molecular target and
therefore its mode of action. The epitope difference between the two drugs may influence their on-
target side effects. Secondly, the strength with which antibody binds target molecule alters the degree of
on-target side effects. The two drugs’ affinities for recombinant human PID-1 protein (surface plasmon
resonance) are different (nivolumab Kd=3.06 pM; pembrolizumab Kd=29 pmol/L). Thirdly, with
antibody specificity decreases, off-target side effects become more likely. No binding to other members
of superfamily were found for nivolumab, including CD28, ICOS, CTLA-4, and BTLA (ELISA); while
the data was not available for pembrolizumab |98]. Fourthly, the apparent difference is not real and due
to confounding factors of the individual trials, since this comparative toxicity analysis i1s based on a
comparson of changes in toxicity incidence of trials involving a PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitor versus a
control arm that most commonly was cytotoxic chemotherapy.

Between melanoma and lung cancer, most toxicity incidence differences between intervention arms and
control arms were similar. Nevertheless, based on toxicity types, whether there were significant

incidence changes was not always the same and sometimes the change direction could even be the
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opposite. For melanoma, patients in the intervention arm were at higher risks than those in the control
arm to develop asthenia (all grades: RR 1.14, 95% CI 1.00-1.29); for lung cancer patients, however, they
were at lower risks (all grades: RR 0.71, 95% CI 0.58-0.87). For melanoma, patients in the intervention
arm were less likely to experience hepatotoxicity (Grade 3~4: RR 0.85, 95% CI 0.53-1.30) and colitis
(Grade 3~4: RR 0.31, 95% CI 0.11-0.84); however, for lung cancer, they were more likely to develop
these toxicities (hepatotoxicity: all grades RR 1.44, 95% CI 1.21-1.72; colitis: all grades RR 2.61, 95% CI
1.00-6.79, Grade 3~4 RR 2.16, 95% CI 1.06-4.41). This phenomenon may be explained by at least three
reasons: first, patients with different types of cancers have different homeostasis points and different
tumor microenvironments, so their responses to drugs may be different. Second, the generation of
different types of toxicities may involve different cellular or molecular targets and different signal
transduction pathways, leading to discrepant toxic effects in patients with different types of cancers.
Third, the control arm for lung cancer trials was typically cytotoxic chemotherapy but very often
ipilimumab for melanoma.

Apart from the strength of this study that data were obtained from 29 formal RCTs published in
internationally authortative journals instead of other retrospective studies or single-arm studies to
ensure the comparability of the included studies and avoid the risk of bias in this meta-analysis, the
detailed subgroup analysis from a series of aspects was also a strength of this study. In addition to the
above-mentioned stratification by system and organ, PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitor drug type, cancer histotype,
and toxicity grade, we also performed a subgroup analysis stratified by the treatment regimen in the
control arm. Among the included studies, the CTLLA-4 inhibitor was used as the control in 6 studies.
The CTT.A-4 inhibitor is also an immunotherapy agent, but its target is different from PD-1/PD-I.1
inhibitors, and there are also large differences in their downstream signal transduction pathways.
According to Qin et al., the binding of CTLA-4 to B7 proteins competes CD28 costimulatory signals
and eventually acts to impede excessive immunity; while PD-1 play critical roles in the maintenance of
peripheral tolerance |99-101]. The engagement of PD-1 by its ligands results in the recruitment of Src
homology 2 (SH2) domain containing phosphatases 1/2 (SHP1/2) and then inhibits T cell proliferation
and cytokine secretion mediated by TCR [102]. Few studies compared the toxicities of these two kinds
of immunotherapy. In 2017, Velasco et al. found that there were no significant differences in the RR
between PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors vs. CI'LA-4 inhibitors for toxicities at both any grade and Grade 3~4
except rash (PD-1/PD-L1 RR 1.59, 95% CI1 0.90~2.82; CT'LA-4 RR 3.94 95% CI 3.02~5.14; P=0.000)
and colitis (PD-1/PD-L.1 RR 2.47, 95% CI 0.90~6.72; CTLA-4 RR 22.5 95% CI 6.37~79.4; P=0.021)
[103]. In our analysis, the differences between PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors vs. CTLA-4 inhibitors were
more detailed and accurate (see Results section 3.6), partly because our study included much more cases
and we conducted a much more comprehensive subgroup analysis.

This meta-analysis harbored several limitations:
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1) This is a meta-analysis at the study level; therefore, variables at the patient level were not included in
the analysis. Thus, we could not establish risk factors associated with the development of toxicities.
Also, the patients in studies selected for our meta-analysis were a select group of patients with good
performance status who were recruited into clinical trials conducted at academic centers. The actual
incidence of toxicities in patients with organ dysfunction and/or an impaired functional status is likely
to be higher in clinical practice. Of course, “healthier” patients might have more robust immune
systems and might actually have less autoimmune toxicity even though they may be less likely to have
cytotoxicity from chemotherapy. However, the patient selection into the trails in our study 1s unlikely to
mtroduce bias into the OR analysis of the toxicities.

2) Significant heterogeneity was observed in the included studies for some of the planned OR analyses.
We minimized heterogeneity influence by using the random-effects model and also performed
exploratory subgroup analyses based on type of toxicity grade, specific affected system and organ,
treatment regimen, drug type, and cancer histotype. As there were differences in the risk of some
individual AEs between the subgroups, the observed heterogeneity may be partially explained by the
differences in these factors.

3) There was possible overlap in CT'CAE definitions which prevents understanding the true rates of
specific toxicities. For example, immune-related hepatitis could be captured as hepatitis or as an
abnormal laboratory value (elevated aspartate transaminase and alanine transaminase) and immune-
mediated colitis could be categorized as colitis or diarrhea. This could lead to potential uncertainty
regarding the quality of the data, which will need to be addressed moving forward for studies of
immune checkpoint inhibitors.

4) We assumed that the non-reporting of toxicity data was the result of either no events or non-
measurement of the outcome. If a selective non-reporting mechanism were present, such that the
toxicity data was measured but not reported based on the results, then there is the possibility that we
may have overestimated the drugs’ safety [104].

5) We pooled data from studies that used different PD-1/PD-1.1 inhibitors at variable doses so we may
have missed differences in toxicity rates across drugs or based on dosage differences. Given the wide
variation in drug and dose across studies, we were unable to perform subgroup analyses to examine
these factors. However, we found little heterogeneity across studies for toxicity outcomes, suggesting
little difference based on the specific drug or dose. Also, anti-PD-1/PD-L1 toxicity and efficacy were
considered not dose dependent once above a level of 1 mg/kg.

6) Our study provides insight into the toxicities from treatment with PD-1 and PD-L1 inhibitors,
which have revolutionized care for patients with cancer in the last few years. However, owing to the
short interval of follow-up data cutrently available from clinical trials and a lack of clarity in the
systematic capture of many toxicities, we are likely to have underestimated the true rates of toxicities.

At the very least, we likely are underestimating toxicities from anti-PD-1/PD-L1 therapy that develop
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after prolonged treatment as well as those that occur after treatment discontinuation, since these tend
not to be captured in the studies of efficacy at the time of trial result reporting. Moving forward,
longer term follow-up and specific attention to a variety of immune-related toxicities may enhance our
understanding.

7) Due to heterogeneities found in the meta analyses, multiple meta-regressions were conducted to
investigate the possible source of heterogeneities. However, we only found that male patient percentage
was a possible source of heterogeneity. Our study also revealed evidence of heterogeneities and/or
publication bias by funnel plot. There may be heterogeneities from another source which this article did
not investigate comprehensively.

5 Conclusion and Perspective

This meta-analysis, which used a series of subgroup analysis strategies, has defined the differences of
risks of all common toxicities between PID-1/PD-I.1 inhibitors and the control. The incidence
differences of toxicities are associated with systems and organs, toxicity types, toxicity grades, drug
types, treatment regimens in intervention arms or in control arms, and cancer histotypes. This
panorama overview of the toxicities of PD-1 and PD-L1 inhibitors can be used as a reference by
clinicians and oncologists and may guide clinical practice. Ffuture research should focus on taking

effective targeted measures to decrease the risks of different toxicities for different patient populations.
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Figure 1 PRISMA Flow Diagram of Study Selection for this Meta-Analysis.
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Figure 2 Incidence Proportions of All Toxicities at Any Grade and Grade 3~4 Based on The Affected

Systems or Organs for Both the Intervention Arm and the Control Arm. (A) Incidence Proportions of

Toxicities at Any Grade by Systems; (B) Incidence Proportions of Toxicities at Grade 3~4 by Systems;

(C) Incidence Proportions of Toxicities at Any Grade by Clinical Manifestations; (D) Incidence

Proportions of Toxicities at Grade 3~4 by Clinical Manifestations.
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(C) Incidence Proportions of Toxicities at Any Grade by Clinical Manifestations
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Figure 3 Porest Plots for the Overall Comparison of Toxicities. (A) Summary Relative Risks for

Toxicities at Any Grade; (B) Summary Relative Risks for Toxicities at Grade 3~4.

Toxicity Relative Events, Events, U
event Risk (95% CI) Treatment  Control Weight

All Toxicity Event
0.91 (0.90,0.93) 6959/8576 6748/7597 100.00

Subtotal (l-squared = %, p=.) ] 0.91(0.90,093) ©6959/8576 6748/7597 100.00
Conslilutional toxicity

Fatiguc 0.94 (0.89,0.99) 2156/8576 2032/7597 23.09
Asthenia = 0.87 (0.80, 0.04) 934/8576 956/7597 21.99
Pyrexia 118 (1.02,1.36) 429/8578 3227597 19.36
Headache 1.03(0.87,1.22) 288/8576 2487597 1801
Peripheral edema - 0.61 (0.51,0.73) 195/8576 2B2/7597 17.33
Electrolytei mbalance 443 (0.21,92.24) 2/8576 7597 022
Subtotal (I-squared = 86.5%, p = 0.000) g 0081 (0.79,1.05) 4004/51456 3840/45582 100.00
Respiratory foxicity

Cough - 1.65 (1.43,1.89) 550/8576 296/7597 35.02
Dyspnea = 1.42 (1.25,1.62) 554/8576 J45/7597 35.32
Pneumonitis = 2.58 (2.02,3.30) 248/8576 B85/7597 29.65
Subtotal (l-squared = 88.8%, p = 0.000) 1.79(1.35,2.37) 1352/25728 726/22791  100.00
Cutaneous toxicity

Pruritus L3 1.20 (1.08,1.31)  978/8576 723/7597 20.99
Rash = 1.30 (1.19, 1.42)  1050/8576 716/7597  20.99
Alopecia L4 0.46 (0.42,0.51) B57/8576 1062/7597  20.97
Vitiligo =i 239 (1.83,312) 197/8578 737597 20.01
Dermatitis —— 2.02 (1.16,3.51)  41/8576 18/7597 17.05
Subtotal (I-squared = 98.8%, p = 0.000) - 1.25 (0.75,2.11)  2823/42880 2592/37985 100.00

Gastrointestinal toxcity

]
Nausea B 0.65 (0.61,0.69) 1407/8576 1926/7597 18.73
Vomiting - 0.71 (0.64,0.78) 569/8576 7147597  16.89
Decreased appelite = 079 (0.73,0.86) 1019/8576 1142/7597 1809
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Constipation = 0.67 (0.60,0.74) 501/8576  667/7597  16.60
Colitis i 0.54 (0.43,068) 120/8576 196/7597  11.07
Subtotal (l-squared = 89.4%, p = 0.000) [+ 0.70 (0.63,0.79) 5068/51456 6173/45584 100.00
Hepatotoxicity

Increase in ALT _:— 1.04 (0.86,1.26) 218/8576 186/7597  33.91
Increase in AST 0.97 (0.78,1.20) 167/8576  153/7597  31.31
Increasa in BIU — 1.90 (0.77,465) 15/8576 77597 455
Hepatitis = 1.37 (1.09,1.72) 186/8576 1207587  30.24
Subtotal {I-squared = 55.5%, p = 0.080) = 1.14 (0.93,1.39) 586/34304 466/30388  100.00
Hematglogic toxicity

Leukopenia - 0.45 (0.35,0.56) 105/8576  209/7597  18.30
Neutropenia - 0.50 (0.46,0.56) 554/8576  973/7597  20.88
Thrombocytopenia = 0.88 (0.75,1.04) 291/8576  202/7597  19.90
Anaemia B 0.60 (0.56,0.65) 985/B576  1445/7597 21.18
Thrombotic - 1.04 (0.88,1.23) 288/8578  246/7507  19.74
Subtotal (I-squared = 95.0%, p = 0.000) L 066 (0.51,0.85) 2223/42880 3165/37985 100.00

Neurotoxic toxicity

Myasthenia gravis 1 1.52 (0.79,2.983) 24/8576 14/7597 19.08
Arthralgia = 1.13(1.00,1.27) 591/8576 4657597  41.32
Myalgia - 0.72 (0.81,0.88) 229/8576  281/7587  39.60
Sublotal (l-squared = 89.6%, p = 0.000) g 100 (0.68,147) 844/25728 760/22791 100.00
Endocrine Toxicity

Hypophysitls —— 0.56 (0.41,077) 61/8576 96/7597 2494
Hypothyroidism - 4.61(3.84,553) 697/3576 134/7597 25.41
Hyperthyroidism - 3.86 (3.04, 4.91)  353/8576 B81/7597 25.24
Adrenal insufficiency E 1.10(0.72,1.68) 47/8576 38/7597 2441
Subtotal (l-squared = 98.0%, p = 0.000) 1.84 (0.70,4.79) 1158/34304 344/30388 100.00
Inflammatory conditions of cardiac and skeletal muscle

Myocarditis and myositis '$ 3.25 (0.91, 11.64) 11/8576 79T 100.00
Subtotal (l-sguared =%, p=.) - 3.25 (0.91, 11.64) 11/8576 37597 100.00
Urinary toxicity

Nephritis :; 1.13(0.67,1.91) 3218576 257597 100.00
Sublotal (l-squared = .%, p=.) 1.13 (0.67,1.91) 32/8576 257597 100.00

:I'reairnent event leading to Discontinuation
0.79 (0.73,0.85) 1081/8576 1190/7597 100.00
0.79 (0.73,0.85) 1061/8576  1190/7597  100.00

ol

Subtotal (l-squared = %, p=.)
NOTE: Weights are from random effecls analysis

| I L
5 1 2 4 8 16

Intervention: with PD-1/PD-L1 Inhibitors Control: without PD-1/PD-L1 Inhibitors

(A) Summary Relative Risks for Toxicities at Any Grade
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Toxicity Relative Events, Events, Yo
event Risk (95% CI) Treatment Control Weight
Severe Toxicity Event
Ll 0.74 (0.71, 0.77) 2510/8576 3017/7597  100.00

Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p=.) 2 0.74 (0.71, 0.77) 2510/8576 3017/7597  100.00
Conslitulional loxicily
Fatigue = 0.72(0.58,0.80)  140/B576 1727597  46.99
Asthenia —=— 0.72 (0.53, 0.98) 74/8576 91/7597 34.39
Pyrexia —— 0.34 (0.14, 0.82) 78576 187597 6.82
Headache ——— 0.30 (0.11, 0.81) 5/B576 15/7597 519
Peripheral edema ——— 0.52 (0.20, 1.31) T/BE76 12/7597 6.05
Electrolytei mbalance 266 (0.11,65.23) 1/8576 07587 0.55
Subtotal (l-squared = 21.8%, p = 0.270) < 0.65 (0.51, 0.82) 234/51456 308/45582 100.00
Respiralory loxicity
Cough —— 266 (0.86, 8.24) 12/8576 477597 619
Dyspnea —— 1.98 (1.32, 2.96) 76/B576 3477597 48.71
Pneumanitis —_—— 1.88(1.24,2.86) 68/B576 3277597 45.10
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.854) <> 1.97 (1.49, 2.61) 156/25728 T70/22701 100.00
Cutaneous toxicity
Pruritus s o 0.35(0.11,1.13)  4/B576 10/7597 24.84
Rash e 0.79 (0.50, 1.25) 35/8576 30/7507 36.35
Alopecia = 0.07 (0.01, 0.58) 1/8576 137597 14.08
Vitiligo = 6.20 (0.32, 120.03) 3/8576 0/7597 8.16
Dermatitis = 1.33(0.22,7.95)  3/8576 2/7597 16.48
Subtotal (I-squared = 57.6%, p = 0.051) — e 0.59 (0.23,1.53) 46/42880 64/37885 100.00
Gastrointestinal toxeity
Mausea = 203(1.54,267) 165/8576 T2/7597 18.02
Vomiting —— 0.70 (0.48,1.03)  46/8576 58/7597 17.19
Decreased appetite — 0.77 (0.51,1.17) 41/8576 4777597 16.92
Diarrhea - 0.87 (0.54, 0.83) 138/8576 183/7599 18.35
Constipation = 0.79 (0.30, 2.04) B8/8576 97597 167
Colitis —— 0.38 (0.28, 0.52) 60/8576 139/7597 17.84
Subtotal (I-squared = 92.9%, p = 0.000) b= 0.78 (0.46, 1.32) 458/51456 508/45584  100.00
Hepaloloxicily
Increase In ALT —— 067 (0.45,0.99)  43/8576  S7/7597 32.54
Incraase in AST —= 0.75(0.47,1.19)  32/8576 387597 31.23
Increasa in BIL - = 0.13 (0.01, 2.45) 0/B576 /7597 4.92
Hepatitis — 2.13(1.33,3.39) 60/B5768  25/7597 31.30
Subtotal (l-squared = 82.7%, p = 0.001) e — 092 (045 1.86)  135/34304 123/30388 100.00
Hematologic toxicity
Leukopenia —— 0.42 (0.30, 0.58) 54/8576 114/7597 19.02
Neutropenia &= 0.31 (0.27, 0.37) 208/8576  5H88/7597 20.80
Thrombocylopenia —— 0.71 (0.54, 0.93) 96/8576 120/7597 19.72
Anzemia - 0.71 (0.62, 0.82) 354/8576  441/7597 20.93
Thrombotic ———— 0.89 (0.67, 1.18) 95/8576 95/7507 18.53
Subtotal (l-squared = 95.1%, p = 0.000) - 0.57 (0.37, 0.86) B07/42880 1358/37985 100.00
Neurotoxic toxicity
Myasthenia gravis & 1.33 (0.22, 7.95) 3/8576 2/7597 8.94
Arthralgia R 1.58 (0.82, 3.04) 25/8576 147597 66.98
Myalgia A e 0.76 (0.26, 2.26) G/B576 7i7597 24.08
Subtotal (l-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.527) - 131(076,223) 34/25728 2322791  100.00
Endocrine Toxicity
Hypophysitis e 0.49 (0.27, 0.88) 17/8576 31/7587 31.62
Hypothyroidism e p——— 399 (0.86,18.44) 9/8576 2/7597 18.76
Hyperthyroidism —_— 2.07 (0.53,7.99)  7/8576 3/7597 20.97
Adrenal insufficiancy —— 167 (0.75,3.75)  17/8576  Q/7597 2864
Subtotal (l-squared = 73.8%, p = 0.008) — 1.38 (0.53, 3.64) 50/34304  45/303B8 100.00
Inflammatory conditions of cardiac and skeletal muscle
Myocarditis and myositis ! 4.43(0.52,37.90) 5/8576 1/7597 100.00
Subtotal (l-squared = s, p=.) 443 (052, 37.90) 5/B576 1/7597 100.00
Urinary toxicity
Nephriis -$ 230 (0.82,6.46)  13/8576  5/7597 100.00
Subtotal (I-squared = %, p=.) - 2.30 (0.82, 6.48) 13/8576 5/7597 100.00
Treatment event leading to Discontinuation

5 0.59 (0.50, 0.69) 255/8576  384/7597 100.00
Subtotal (l-squared = %, p=) 059 (050, 069) 255/8576 384/7597  100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

I T T

5 1 2 4 8 16

Intervention: with PD-1/PD-L1 Inhibitors

Control: without PD-1/PD-L1 Inhibitors

(B) Summary Relative Risks for Toxicities at Grade 3~4
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Figure 4 FFunnel Plot for All Included 29 Studies Included in the Meta-Analysis.

Funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Tables
Table 1 Characteristics of the Studies Included in This Meta-Analysis
Intervention Arm Information Control Arm Information
En Author| Year C‘“f“” Institution |Journal Study| - Cancer | Drug [pygient Any | G3~4 Patient: : ! Any | G3~4 Ref.
tey y Phase| Type IName|Numb Age [Gender] Toxicity | Toxicity Regimen Numb : Age : Gender: Toxicity | Toxicity: Regimen
er Event | Event er ' 1 Event | Event |
+ Nivolumab (at a dose of 3 : Dacarbazine (at a dose of
4 . . mg per kilogram of 66 . :1000 mg per square meter of
+ |Robert INSERM |N Engl Nivol 1o iM121r ' bodyweight every 2 weeks X TM1257 ' body-surface area every 3
! etal. 2014 France Unité 981 | ] Med 1L | Melanoma umab 206 (18- s I 850 192 0 and dacarbazine-matched 205526 1vs 80+ 194 8 weeks and nivolumab- 65
86) ) ) 1 . 1 87) ) )
: : placebo every 3 weeks) f ' : matched placebo every 2
. . (206 pts) : o : weeks) (205 pts)
: : . . . . Dacarbazine 1000 mg/m?
Moftitt . 59 ; e ;62 ] ; i every 3 weeks or paclitaxel
/ : : : k; ; : M : : : .
2 | Veber s Uusa | Cancer |2 11 | Melanomal VYO agg (s MO gy 5y iNivolumab 3me/kg every |y ) L og MBS VSL 5y 5 o i combined with | 66
et al. Oncol umab s F 928 2 weeks (268 pts) i P F17 i .
Center 88) : 0 85) carboplatin area under the
- : : : - curve 6 every 3 weeks
: Nivolumab (3 mg of | ' : Ipilimumab (3 mg of
Larki Dana-Farber N Enel Nivol 59 {M 202} , nivolumab per kilogram of D61y M 202 ipilimumab per kilogram
37007 2015 USA | Cancer |1 P81 I |Melanomal U 313 (25! vsE ! 3111 136 body weight every 2weeks | 311 [(18-1 vsE 1 308 | 173 ! every 3 weeks for 4doses | 67
erak Institute J Me una 90) = 111 * (plus ipilimumab matched 1 89) = 109 ¢ (plus nivolumab-matched
. : placebo)) (316 pts) ; s placebo) (315 pts)
Borgh Fox Chase |\ 1y Nivol| S M IS g o Mlogram afbedy | 161 1168 e s tes by
4 [P0 ™9015| USA | Cancer N8 | NscLe | VYY) 287 [(37-F vsF P o199 | 30 ¢ TSP & V| 268 P21 wsF P o236 | 144 : POLSAuaK : 7" 168
el et al. J Med umab i i " weight every 2 weeks (292 ! i i surface area every 3 weeks
Center 84) + 136 i 1 85) ¢ 100 i
- : ; ps) LA : (290 pts)
KgllrirrerZl 2 i Nivolumab at a dose of 3 o4 {Docetaxel at a dose of 75 mg;
5 Brahm 2015| USA |Comprehens N Engl m | Nsere Nivol 131 | (39- M 111 7% g . mgper kilogram of body 19 (42- M 97 vs! 11 47 . Pet square meter of body- 69
er et al. o J Med umab swvs I 20: i weight every 2 weeks. (131 ; i F32 s i surface area every 3 weeks
ive Cancer 85) : : : £s) 1 84) : : (129 pts)
Center : : P : P
Pittsburgh N : -
Medical Recurrent 50 : : Nivolumab (at a dose of 3 61 Chemotherapy: standard,
Ferris Center Oral Squamous | Nivol e IM197: ¢ mg per kilogram of body M 103 ‘single-agent systemic therapy
6 etal 2016| USA Hillman | Oncol i -Cell  [umab 236 <8239)_ ivs F 39: 139 3 © weight) every 2 weeks (98 1 <72§)_ :vsF 8 86 3 * (methotrexate, docetaxel, or 70
Cancer Carcinoma : : pts) : cetuximab)
Center - . -
Ohio State : : + Nivolumab (administered . : : .
University 63 . .intravenously at a dose of 3 . 65 ;M 148 , Plarinum-based
: : N 190 ' ' ' ' . .
7 {200 2017| UsA |Comprehens|Y P8 mmr | nscre [NV 267 122 M0 100 | 47 0 mg per kilogram of body | 263 (20 wE ¢ 243 | 133 chemotherapy (administered | o)
eetal . J Med umab s B 77 ' . ' : ‘once every 3 weeks for up to
ive Cancer 89) : * weight once every 2 $87) 115 ' six cycles (263 pts)
Center . . . . weeks). (267 pts) : L . * oy P
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Memorial Ipilimumab at a dose of 3
Sloan X X . . i mg per kilogram every 3
Wolch Kettering " Nivolumab at a dose of 3 L6 M 202 - i weeks for four doses plus
ol Cancer |N Engl Advanced | Nivol : ¢+ mg per kilogram every 2 ‘ : : ¢ placebo, until progression,
8 | oket (2017 USA | . II1 313 (25 wsEF o+ 270 67 311 i (18-: wvsF 268 86 72
Al Center and | ] Med melanoma | umab . weeks plus placebo (316 ; : the occurrence of
, ~enter 90) | 111 : 189) 1 109 : e 2
‘Weill Cornell pts) : : .unacceptable toxic effects, or
Medical ; ! withdrawal of consent (315
College - - pts)y |
Memorial : : : : .
Slos ' ' | ' . . Chemotherapy: platinum
Hellma K‘er;’eﬁn N Enl Nivol 64 ' M98 ! | Nivolumab (240 mg eve ' 64 P M 106 ‘doublet chemotherapy based
9 | nnet [2018| USA & & III | NSCLC 391 ((41-¢ vsF + 251 | 74 STOME VAT | 570 1(29-+ vsF ¢ 460 | 206 * on tumor histologic type | 73
Cancer | ] Med umab ' ' 2 weeks) (391 pts) ' ' ' ’
al. Center 87) «+ 293 + 80) « 404 cevery 3 weeks for up to four
Hospital : . : cycles (570 pts)
. Dana Farber|, . 59 M 206 Nivolumab 3mg/kg every 61 M 202 JIpilimumab 3 mg/kg every 3
10 H0£1 et 2018 | USA Cancer Jgggglt 111 i‘:ﬁﬁfﬁi an:;%l 313 (18-i wsF 270 70 | 2weeks plus placebo (316 | 311 (18} wvs[F | 267 86 | weeks for four doses plus | 74
) Institute o v 88) i 107 pts) ‘89t 109 ¢ placebo (315 pts)
CHU de Recurrent|, . 67 " : i | 5 ' ' « Paclitaxel (175 mg/m2 i.v.
Fradet Canad| Québec- Ann advanced . "M 200! . Pembrolizumab 200mg b M 202 1Q3W), docetaxel (75 mg/m2
2 . . . ] - . 26-! ' ; . .
1 etal 019 a Université | Oncol i urothelial rol17bu 266 (825? ‘vs F 66! 165 H ' every 3 weeks (266 pts) 25 ' (Sf ‘vs F 53 21 128 '1.v. Q3W), or vinflunine (320 75
Laval - cancer | "™ ) | ' ' 89 o ‘mg/m2 i.v. Q3W). (255 pts)
Hf::ci“d 62 ' 61 ° : . Tremelimumab (10mg/kg
1 Lillian 2019 Canad |University of JfAMA T | squamous Durva 65 (25 M 54 a1 3 Durvalumab (10 mg/kg 65 (42- EI\’[ 53 vs% 36 1 every 4 weeks for 7 doses 76
etal. a Toronto | Oncol cell lumab 82) vs B 11 ' every 2 weeks) (65 pts) 77y F12 ' then every 12 weeks for 2
- carcinoma : : X : o : doses)
Airway Advanced : : : : : : : Investigator’s choice of
. . Non-  |Pemb 645, - . Pembrolizumab 200 mg 166.0, . : :
13| Martin |y (Germa) Research | J Clin | ppp g celt | roliza | 154 1 (33-+ M%20 118 | 48 every 3 weeks (forup t0 2| 150 ' (38 “LO2 VS y35 | gg o plainumbased © o,
etal. ny Center | Oncol 'vs H 62! ' - . ' ' H88 ' chemotherapy (four to six
Lung | mab 90) : ' years) (154 pts) 1 85) ¢ : :
North Cancer : i i : : cycles). (150 pts)
Assistance o Advanced : : i | L
Fabrice Publl ue |Lancet Non-- Avelu 64 |M269, :Avelumab 10 mg/ke eve L 63 M 273 :Docetaxel 75 mg/m? every 3
14 2018 [France| 09 I |Small-Cell 393 ((58-' vsF ' 251 | 39 B/58 CYOIY 1 365 1 (571 313 | 180 & Y2078
etal Hopitaux de | Oncol mab s 2 weeks (393 pts) ' 'vs F 92 weeks. (365 pts)
Marseille Lung 69) 124 69)
. Cancer : . -
National l;i:ic(e)il ' : :
. Cancer o Pemb 625 Pembrolizumab 200 mg 160.0! o S
15| B0Be 0018 | Japan | Center  [Tancee| TIT | 857 Lrolizu| 204 |54+ 12020 155 | 42 1 every 3 weeks forupto 2 | 276 1 (53 12081 p3 | g 1 Standard-dose paditaxcl. | o4
etal. . esophageal svs [ 92: ' ' svs I 68 (276 pts)
Hospital . . mab 70) « : years (296 pts) £ 08) «
Fast junction ' ' :
) L cancer : : ; : S
Alexan Lvon N Fnol Resected |Pemb ‘M 324, . Pembrolizumab 200 mg 54 .M 304 .
16 | der et |2018 |France Unizersi ] Me§ I | Stage III |rolizu| 509 i vsE | 475 1 161 | every 3weeks foruptol | 502 ;(19-; wsF | 453 93 Placebo. (502 pts) 80
al. v - Melanoma| mab 185 years (509 pts) 183): 198 @
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Locally : : Chemotherapy (physician’s
advanced ; ; X ; ;. choice: vinflunine 320
Queen Mary Atezol 67 M 357; X . L 67 K .
17|MPom20 5017 | UK [University of | Lancer| T | % lizuma| 459 |33+ vsF ¢ 319 . Atezolizumab 1200 mg |-y f gy (M 61 395 0 mg/m?, paclitaxel 175 ¢,
setal metastatic : i every 3 weeks (459 pts) ‘ ivs H 82 mg/m?, or 75 mg/m?
London . b 88) : 102 :  84) s ) S i
urothelialc ! | | ! ! docetaxel) intravenously
arcinoma : | : L every 3 weeks. (443 pts)
: ' ' : : Investigator-choice
Angeles : . . : : : chemotherapy (carboplatin
. S e 1 |Pemb 60 ¢ ' Pembrolizumab 10 mg/kg 163 |eliminated with protocol
18 Omid 2016 | USA Clinic and 1} Bur J 11 Advanced rolizu| 179 | (27- M 109 136 30 ¢ intravenously every 3 171 (27— M 114 138 45 amendment one], catboplatin| 82
etal. Research  |Cancer melanoma ws H 70 ' ivs H 571 : . .
Tnstitut mab 89) . weeks (179 pts) 1 87) s ¢ plus paclitaxel, dacarbazine,
nstitute : paclitaxel alone or oral
. : ! L temozolomide). (171 pts)
Yale Cancer ' i | ;
Row ot Center, and Advanced | p, (6536%M 213  Pembrolizumab 10 mg/kg 209 ; Docetasel 75 ma/mé evers 3
197 2016| USA | Smilow  |Lancet |T/II| OS85 olizy | 343 (V%Y v B+ 226 | 55 intravenously every 3| 300 OO0 G ¢ o251 | g9 Docetaxel 75 ma/m? every 3| o
al. cell lung - N weeks. (309 pts)
Cancer mab i 130 weeks (343 pts) i + 100
Hospital cancer 69.0): 169.0):
Gustave : Pembrolizumab (at a dose : ;_ o ;
Roussy and Pemb 63 M 174 X e P62 ‘Four doses of Ipilimumab (at
20 [ROPCt o5 hance|  Paris- Vel qpp |Advanced | ponl 277 @20 weE ¢ oop [ oog o Of 10mg perkilogram of g g LM 162 187 | 51 * 3 mgper kilogram) every 3 | 84
etal J Med melanoma : ‘body weight) every 3 weeks ivs F 94 :
Sud mab 89) + 103 : 277 pts) 88) weeks. (278 pts)
University - . (277 prs : o :
New Yf).rk Resected . Nivolumab at a dose of 3 + Ipilimumab at a dose of 10
Weber University N Engl Stage III | Nivol 56 M 258, . mg per kilogram of bod 54 M269 s mg per kilogram every 3
21l [2017] USA | Perdmurter AT T | 452 (191 vs B 438 ;115 ¢ MEDE MO ( oy | 433 1(18-1 w1 446 | 250 | weeks for fourdoses and | 85
' Cancer Melanoma “ 83) + 194 ,veghtey yt;)w - 1 86) + 184 ¢ then every 12 weeks. (453
Center - P : - ; pts)
X : Investigator-choice
Ipilimuma |, Pembrolizumab 10 mg/kg 63 : chemotherapy (paclitaxel
oo | Ribas [15] ga |Univessity off Lancet| b olizu| 179 132 | 25 ¢ intmvenously every 3 | 171 1 (27-+ 109 138 45 + Plus caboplatin, paditaxel, 1o
etal. California | Oncol refractory ; ivs I 62 : carboplatin, dacarbazine, or
mab weeks (179 pts) £ 87)
melanoma : : oral temozolomide). (171
- e prs)
Non- : : : : :
Howar Swedish Lancet squamous |Atezol 64 1M277° . Atezolizumab 1.2g and 65 ) M 138 iCatboplatin AUC 6 and nab-
23 detal 2019| USA Cancer Odn;e)l 11 |non-small-|izuma| 473 |(18-: vs kK @ 471 381 carboplatin AUC 6 every 3| 232 (38— ST 04t 230 164 paclitaxel every 3 weeks (232| 87
' Institute celllung | b 86) = 196 weeks (473 pts) - 85) .V : pts)
- cancer . : : :_ . ___.- ;
Advanced, +4 cycles of pembrolizumab . Chemotherapy (indefinite
Abramson non- i 200 mg plus carboplatin . pemetrexed maintenance
Core Cancer Lancet squamous | Pemb :area under curve 5 mg/mL 63 2 M 37 v \ therapy or to 4 cycles of
24 ot aly 2016 | USA |Center of the Oncol II  |non-small-|rolizu| 59 55 23+ perminand pemetrexed | 62 :(58-: Hos 56 16 : carboplatin and pemetrexed | 88
' University of] cell mab + 500 mg/m? every 3 weeks 2 70) - + alone followed by indefinite
Pennsylvania lung . followed by . : pemetrexed maintenance
cancer pembrolizumab for 24 ' therapy) intravenously every
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' months (59 pts)

3 weeks. (62 pts)

NYU Metastatic Pemetrexed and a 635 :
o Non-  [Pemb ; platinum-based drug plus L : i Pemetrexed and a platinum-
25 [Ondhil 5y g | pga | Pedmutter IN Engll o on e eolizu | 405 404 | 272 ' either 200 mg of 202 (BFOM 095 000 1 133 ¢ based drug plus placebo | 89
et al. Cancer | ] Med . - tys B O3
Lung | mab pembrolizumab every 3 i : : every 3 weeks. (46 pts)
Center 184.0):
- Cancer weceks (405 pts) : -
Socinsk Germa Plig)rli:l N Engl MT\tI'AOSZ‘fUC Atezol 63 1M 240 ; Atezolizumab plus BCP | 63 M 239, X carblzexlrz;fmlt’zb Ei]iliiaxel
26 7 2018 P & m izuma| 393 [ (31-F vsF ! 371 | 230 ' (ABCP)every 3 weeks for | 394 (31} vsF ! 376 | 197 ! pratl plus p 90
ietal ny Cancer | ) Med squamous | 89) P 153 i ix cycles (393 pts) ; 90) 155 (BCP) every 3 weeks for four
Institute - NSCLC : Our OF SIX cycies P e or six cycles. (394 pts)
Vanderbilt Extensive- ' : ' : :
o Stage  [Atezol 64 , Carboplatin and etoposide , 64, ; Carboplatin and etoposide
27 Horn 2018 | USA Umvevrslry N Engl 11 |Small-Cell [izuma| 198 | (28- fM 129 t 188 115 ' with atezolizumabfor four | 196 * (26-* M 132 to181 113 ‘with placebo for four 21-day| 91
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Table 2 Risk of Bias of Included Randomized Controlled T'rials

. . Blinding of Blinding of Incomplete Selective Other
Randomiz Allocation . -
Author Year ation  Concealment Participants Outcome  Outcome  Outcome  Sources of
and Staff  Assessors* Datat  Reportingt Bias

Robert et al. 2014 T.ow T.ow T.ow Tow T.ow T.ow Tow
Weber et al. 2015 T.ow T.ow T.ow Tow Tow T.ow Tow
Tarkin et al. 2015 Tow Tow Tow TLow Tow Tow TLow
Borghaet et al. 2015 Tow Tow Tow TLow Low TLow TLow
Brahmer et al. 2015 Tow Tow Tow TLow Tow Tow TLow
Robertt et al. 2015 Low Tow Tow Tow Tow Tow Tow
Ribas et al. 2015 Low Low TLow TLow Low Low TLow
Ferris et al. 2016 Tow Tow Tow TLow Low Low Low
Omid et al. 2016 Low Low Low Low Low High Low
Roy et al. 2016 Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Corey et al. 2016 Low Low Low High Low Low Low
Carbone et al. 2017 Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Wolchok et al. 2017 Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Thomas et al. 2017 Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Weber et al. 2017 Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Antonia et al. 2017 T.ow T.ow T.ow Tow T.ow T.ow Tow
Hellmann etal. 2018 Tow Tow Tow TLow Tow Tow TLow
Hodi et al. 2018 T.ow T.ow T.ow Tow Tow T.ow Tow
Fabrice et al. 2018 Tow Tow Tow Low Low Low Low
Kohei et al. 2018 T.ow T.ow T.ow Tow High T.ow Tow
Alexander etal. 2018 Tow Tow Tow Tow Low Low Low
Gandhi et al. 2018 Tow Tow Tow Low Low Low Low
Socinski et al. 2018 Tow Tow Tow Low Low Low Low
Horn et al. 2018 Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Paz-Ares et al. 2018 Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Fradet et al. 2019 Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Lillian et al. 2019 Low Low Low Low High Low Low
Matrtin et al. 2019 Low Low Low Low Low Low Low
Howatd et al. 2019 Low Low Low Low Low Low Low

1) *Based on clinician blinding since clinicians assessed toxicities for all studies.

2) TApplies to adverse events.
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Table 3 Summary of Meta Regression for the Included 29 Clinical T'rials with Any Toxicities

, ) Number of Random Effect )
Regression Variables . o 12 (%) 2 P-value
Studies Summary RR (95% CI)

Year of Publication
Before 2018 16 0.89 (0.84-0.96) 90.3 0.14 0.78
2018 Onwards 13 0.90 (0.86-0.94)

Country
USA 18 0.92 (0.87-0.96) 86.1 0.16 0.51
Non-USA 11 0.88 (0.79-0.97)

Trial Patient Percentage
50% 23 0.88 (0.84-0.93) 90.1 0.01 0.29
Non 50% 6 0.95 (0.88-1.03)

Male Percentage
<=0.64" 17 0.97 (0.95-1.00) 89.1 0.01 0.001
>0.64 12 0.80 (0.70-0.93)

ECOG=0*
<50% 18 0.85 (0.78-0.92) 90.4 0.011 0.06
>=50% 8 0.98 (0.94-1.02)

Trial Median Age
<=62.5 15 0.91 (0.86-0.97) 90.5 0.01 0.66
>62.5 14 0.89 (0.82-0.96)

Race (White Percentage) *
<=85% 9 0.88 (0.79-0.98) 91.3 0.01 0.79
>85% 5 0.90 (0.81-1.00)

Median Follow-up (Month)
<=18 14 0.87 (0.79-0.96) 91.3 0.013 0.79
>18 15 0.92 (0.87-0.97)

Median PFS (Month)*
<=6 13 0.82 (0.74-0.91) 90.6 0.017 0.85
>6 10 0.99 (0.97-1.02)

Median OS (Month)*
<=12 8 0.78 (0.68-0.91) 93.1 0.016 0.85
>12 14 0.93 (0.89-0.98)

1) Abbreviations: RR, relative risk; 12, percent residual variation due to heterogeneity; 12, residual maximum
likelthood estimates of between-study variance; Cl, confidence mterval; ECOG, Hastern Cooperative
Oncology Group score; PES, progression free survival; OS, overall survival.

2) *Not all trials have the available information.

3) 70.64 1s the median percentage.



https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309; this version posted July 22, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

Supplemental Files

Table S1 Previously Published Meta-Analysis Articles with Research Characteristics and Timitation.

Table S2 Statistical Results of the Meta-Analysis on the Comparison of Various Toxicities between

Immunotherapy and the Control.

References

1. Sharpe AH, W.E., Ahmed R, Freeman GJ, The function of programmed cell death 1 and its ligands in regulating
antoimmunity and infection. Nat Immunol, 2007. 8(3): p. 239-245.

2. Blank C, G.T', Mackensen A, luteraction of PD-L.1 on tumor cells with PD-1 on tumor-specific T cells as a
mechanism of immune evasion: implications for tumor immunotherapy. Cancer Immunol Immunother, 2005. 54(4):
p- 307-314.

3. Freeman GJ, LA, Iwat Y, Bourque K, Chernova ‘I, Nishimura H, Fitz L], Malenkovich N, Okazaki T,
Byrne MC, Horton HF, Fouser L, Carter L, Ling V, Bowman MR, Carreno BM, Collins M, Wood CR,
Honjo I, Engagement of the PD-1 immunoinbibitory receptor by a novel B7 family member leads to negative regulation
of lymphocyte activation. ] Exp Med, 2000. 192(7): p. 1027-1034.

4. Latchman Y, W.C., Chernova T, Chaudhary DD, Borde M, Chernova I, Iwai Y, Long AJ, Brown JA,
Nunes R, Greenfield HA, Bourque K, Boussiotis VA, Carter L1, Carreno BM, Malenkovich N,
Nishimura H, Okazaki T, Honjo T, Sharpe AH, Freeman GJ, PD-1L.2 is a second ligand for PD-1 and inhibits
T cell activation. Nat Immunol, 2001. 2(3): p. 261-268.

5. Brahmer JR, T'S., Chow 1.Q, Hwu W], Topalian SL, Hwu P, Drake CG, Camacho LLH, Kauh ], Odunsi
K, Pitot HC, Hamid O, Bhatia S, Martins R, Eaton K, Chen S, Salay TM, Alaparthy S, Grosso JL,
Korman AJ, Parker SM, Agrawal S, Goldberg SM, Pardoll DM, Gupta A, Wigginton M, Safety and
activity of anti-PD-L.1 antibody in patients with advanced cancer. N Engl ] Med, 2012. 366(26): p. 2455-2465.

6. Wang DY, S.J., Cohen ]V, Chandra S, Menzer C, Ye F, Zhao S, Das S, Beckermann KE, Ha 1., Rathmell
WK, Ancell KK, Balko JM, Bowman C, Davis EJ, Chism DD, Horn L, Long GV, Catlino MS, Lebrun-
Vignes B, Eroglu Z, Hassel JC, Menzies AM, Sosman JA, Sullivan R], Moslehi ], Johnson DB, Fartal
Toxie Effects Associated With Lnmmune Checkpoint Inhibitors: A Systematic Review and Meta-analysis. JAMA Oncol,
2018. 4(12): p. 1721-1728.

7. Hofmann 1, F.A., Loquai C, Goldinger SM, Zimmer L, Ugurel S, Schmidgen M1, Gutzmer R, Utikal S,
Goppner D, Hassel JC, Meter I, Tietze JK, Thomas I, Weishaupt C, Leverkus M, Wahl R, Dietrich U,
Garbe C, Kirchberger MC, Eigentler T, Betking C, Gesierich A, Krackhardt AM, Schadendorf D,
Schuler G, Dummer R, Heinzerling LM, Cutaneons, gastrointestinal, hepatic, endocrine, and renal side-effects of
anti-PD-1 therapy. Eur ] Cancer, 2016. 60: p. 190-209.

8. Martins I, S.1.., Sykiotis GP, Lamine F, Maillard M, Fraga M, Shabafrouz K, Ribt C, Cairoli A, Guex-
Croster Y, Kuntzer T, Michielin O, Peters S, Coukos G, Spertini I, Thompson JA, Obeid M, Adverse
effects of inmmune-checkpoint inbibitors: epidentiology, management and surveillance. Nat Rev Clin Oncol, 2019. 16(9):
p- 563-580.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309; this version posted July 22, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

9. M, D., Checkpoint Blockade Toxicity and Immune Homeostasis in the Gastrointestinal Tract. Front Immunol, 2017.
8: p. 1547.

10. Khunger M, R.S., Pasupulett V, Hernandez AV, Mazzone P, Stevenson J, Pennell NA, Velcheti V,
Tncidence of Preumonitis With Use of Programmed Death 1 and Programmed Death-1igand 1 Inhibitors in Non-Small
Cell Luny Cancer: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Trials. Chest, 2017. 152(2): p. 271-281.

11. Nishino M, G.-H.A., Hatabu H, Ramaiya NH, Hodi FS, Incidence of Programmed Cell Death 1 Inbibitor-
Related Preumonitis in Patients With Advanced Cancer: A Systematic Review and Meta-analysis. JAMA Oncol,
2016. 2(12): p. 1607-1616.

12. Cukier P, S.I.; Scarantt M, Hoff AO, Endocrine side effects of cancer immunotherapy. Endocr Relat Cancer,
2017. 24(12): p. T331-1347.

13. A, V., Immunotherapy and bypophysitis: clinical presentation, treatment, and biologic insights. Pituttary, 2016. 19(1): p.
82-92.

14. Lee H, H.F., Giobbie-Hurder A, Ott PA, Buchbinder EI, Haq R, Tolaney S, Barroso-Sousa R, Zhang K,
Donahue H, Davis M, Gargano ME, Kelley KM, Carroll RS, Kaiser UB, Min L, Characterization of Thyroid
Disorders in Patients Receiving Immune Checkpoint Inbibition Therapy. Cancer Immunol Res, 2017. 5(12): p.
1133-1140.

15. Mahmood SS, F.M., Cohen ]V, Nohria A, Reynolds Kl, Heinzerling LM, Sullivan RJ,
Damrongwatanasuk R, Chen CL, Gupta D, Kirchberger MC, Awadalla M, Hassan MZO, Moslehi J],
Shah SP, Ganatra S, Thavendiranathan P, Lawrence DP, Groarke JD, Neilan TG, Myocarditis in Patients
Treated With Immune Checkpoint Inbibitors. ] Am Coll Cardiol, 2018. 71(16): p. 1755-1764.

16. Kao JC, L.B., Markovic SN, Klein CJ, Naddaf E, Staff NP, Liewluck T, Hammack JE, Sandroni P,
Finnes H, Mauermann ML, Newurological Complications Associated With Anti-Programmed Death 1 (PD-1)
Antibodies. JAMA Neurol, 2017. 74(10): p. 1216-1222.

17. Ramos-Casals M, M. A., Suarez-Almazor ME, Lambotte O, Fisher BA, Hernandez-Molina G, Guilpain P,
Pundole X, Flores-Chavez A, Baldini C, Bingham I CO, Brito-Zeron P, Gottenberg JH, Kostine M,
Radstake TRD, Schaeverbeke T, Schulze-Koops H, Calabrese L, Khamashta MA, Mariette X; ICIR,
Siccal Sjigren's syndrome triggered by PD-1/PD-1.1 checkpoint inbibitors. Clin Exp Rheumatol, 2019. 37(3): p.
114-122.

18. Cappelli I.C, G. A, Bingham CO 3rd, Shah AA, Rbeumatic and Musculoskeletal Inmune-Related Adverse Events
Die to Inmmnne Checkpoint Inbibitors: A Systematic Review of the Literature. Axthritis Care Res (Hoboken), 2017.
69(11): p. 1751-1763.

19. Izzedine H, G.V., Toxicités rénales des inbibitenrs des points de controle de ['anto-immunité. mmune check point
inhibitor-associated renal toxicity. Nephrol Ther, 2020. 16(1): p. 19-26.

20. Baratbar 1, M.L, Ponz-Sarvise M, Castanon Y, Safety and Tolerability of Inmninne Checkpoint Inbibitors (PD-1
and PD-L.1) in Cancer. Drug Saf, 2019. 42(2): p. 281-294.

21. Voudourt D, N.V., Laschos K, Charpidou A, Soupos N, Trantafyllopoulou I, Panoutsopoulou I,
Aravantinos G, Syrigos K, Stratigos A, Anti-PD1/PDL1 induced psoriasis. Curr Probl Cancer, 2017. 41(6):
p- 407-412.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309; this version posted July 22, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

22, Gao L, Y.X., Yi C, Zhu H, Adverse Events of Concurrent Iimmune Checkpoint Inhibitors and Antiangiogenic Agents:
A Systematic Review. Front Pharmacol, 2019. 10: p. 1173.

23, Jiang 7, X.H., Zhang H, Tiu S, Meng ], Comparison of adverse events between cluster and conventional
immunotherapy for allergic rhinitis patients with or without asthma: A systematic review and mela-analysis. Am |
Otolaryngol, 2019. 40(6): p. 102269.

24. Bossi P, B.L., Bironzo P, Sonetto C, Musettini G, Sbrana A, Di Giannantonio V, Locati LD, Di Maio M,
Antonuzzo A, Systematic Review of adverse events reporting in clinical trials leading 1o approval of targeted therapy and
immunotherapy. Future Oncol, 2019. 15(21): p. 2543-2553.

25. O, A-R., Toxicity patterns associated with chemotherapy/ immmne checkpoint inbibitor combinations: a mela-analysis.
Immunotherapy, 2019. 11(6): p. 543-554.

26. Yang W, L.S., Yang Q, Risk of dermarologic and nutcosal adverse events associated with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors in
cancer patients: A meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. Medicine (Baltimore), 2019. 98(20): p. e15731.

27. Xu M, NY,, Yang Y, Lu YT, Su Q, Risk of Neurological Toxicities Following the Use of Different Lmmune
Checkpoint Inbibitor Regimens in Solid Tumors: A Systematic Review and Meta-analysis. Neurologist, 2019. 24(3):
p. 75-83.

28. Wang Y, Z.S., Yang F, Qi X, Wang X, Guan X, Shen C, Duma N, Vera Aguilera |, Chintakuntlawar A,
Price KA, Molina JR, Pagliaro LC, Halfdanarson TR, Grothey A, Markovic SN, Nowakowski GS, Ansell
SM, Wang ML, Treatment-Related Adverse Events of PD-1 and PD-L1 Inbibitors in Clinical Trials: A Systematic
Review and Meta-analysis. JAMA Oncol, 2019. 5(7): p. 1008-1019.

29. de Filette ], A.C., Cools I, Bravenboer B, Velkeniers B, A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Endocrine-
Related Adperse Fvents Associated with Immune Checkpoint Inbibitors. Horm Metab Res, 2019. 51(3): p. 145-156.

30. Jiang Y, Z.N., Pang H, Gao X, Zhang H, Risk and incidence of fatal adverse events associated with inmine
checkpoint inbibitors: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Ther Clin Risk Manag, 2019. 15: p. 293-302.

31. Johansen A, C.S., Scheie D, Hojgaard JLS, Kondziella 1D, Neuromuscular adverse events associated with anti-
PD-1 monoclonal antibodies: Systematic review. Neurology, 2019. 92(14): p. 663-674.

32. Armaud-Coffin P, M.D., Gan HK, Stelmes ], You B, Dalle S, Péron |, A systematic review of adverse events in
randomized trials assessing immune checkpoint inhibitors. Int ] Cancer, 2019. 145(3): p. 639-648.

33. Chacon MR, E.D., Burton ], Waisberg FD, Videla VM, Incidence of Placebo Adverse Events in Randomized
Clindeal Trials of Targeted and Immunotherapy Cancer Drugs in the Adjuvant Setting: A Systematic Review and Meta-
analysis. JAMA Netw Open, 2018. 1(8): p. ¢185617.

34. Petrelli F, AR., Borgonovo K, Lonati V, Cabiddu M, Ghilardi M, Barni S, Haematological toxicities with
immunotherapy in patients with cancer: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Eur | Cancer, 2018. 103: p. 7-16.

35. Zhang B, W.Q., Zhou Y1, Guo X, Ge ], Fu ], Immune-related adverse events from combination immiunotherapy in
cancer patients: A comprebensive meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. Int Immunopharmacol, 2018. 63: p.
292-298.

306. Nishgjima TF, S.S., Nyrop KA, Muss HB, Safery and Lolerability of PD-1/PD-L1 Inbibitors Compared with
Chemotherapy in Patients with Advanced Cancer: A Meta-Analysis. Oncologist, 2017. 22(4): p. 470-479.

37. Baxt S, Y.A., Gennarelli RL, Khan N, Wang Z, Boyce L, Kotenstein 1, Immune-related adverse events for
anti-PD-1 and anti-PD-LT drugs: systematic review and meta-analysis. BMJ, 2018. 360: p. k793.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309; this version posted July 22, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

38. Man J, R.G,, Links M, Lord S, Lee CK, Treatment-related toxicities of immune checkpoint inhibitors in advanced
cancers: A meta-analysis. Asta Pac ] Clin Oncol, 2018. 14(3): p. 141-152.

39. Wet W, L.Z., Risk of gastrointestinal toxicities with PD-1 inhibitors in cancer patients: A mela-analysis of randomized
clinical trials. Medicine (Baltimore), 2017. 96(48): p. ¢8931.

40. Hu YB, Z2.QQ.,, Li HJ, Michot JM, Liu HB, Zhan P, Lv T, Song Y; written on behalf of the AME
Academic Lung Cancer Cooperation Group, Evaluation of rare but severe immiune related adverse effects in PD-1
and PD-1.1 inhibitors in non-small cell lung cancer: a meta-analysis. Transl Lung Cancer Res, 2017. 6(Suppl 1): p.
S8-820.

41. Wang PH, CY., Song SY, Wang 1], J1 W], Li SW, Liu N, Yan CX, Immune-Related Adverse Events
Associated with Anti-PD-1/PD-1.1 Treatment for Malignancies: A Meta-Analysis. Front Pharmacol, 2017. 8: p.
730.

42. Abdel-Rahman O, E.M., Oweira H, Giryes A, Tekbas A, Decker M, Immune-related musciloskeletal toxicities
amony cancer patients treated with immune checkpoint inhibitors: a systematic review. Immunotherapy, 2017. 9(14): p.
1175-1183.

43, El Osta B, H.F., Sadek R, Chintalapally R, Tang SC, Nor all inmune-checkpoint inbibitors are created equal:
Meta-analysis and systematic review of immune-related adverse events in cancer trials. Crit Rev Oncol Hematol, 2017.
119: p. 1-12.

44. Duan J, C.L., Zhao X, Bai H, Ca1 S, Wang G, Zhao Z, Zhao J, Chen S, Song J, Q1 C, Wang Q, Huang M,
Zhang Y, Huang D, Bai Y, Sun I, Lee JJ, Wang Z, Wang ], Use of Immunotherapy With Programmed Cell
Death 1 vs Programmed Cell Death Ligand 1 Inbibitors in Patients With Cancer: A Systematic Review and Meta-
analysis. JAMA Oncol, 2019. 6(3): p. 375-384.

45. Khoja L, D.D., Wei-Wu Chen T, Stu LL, Hansen AR, Tumonr- and class-specific patterns of immune-related
adperse events of immune checkpoint inbibitors: a systematic review. Ann Oncol, 2017. 28(10): p. 2377-2385.

46. Eltobgy M, O.H., Petrausch U, Helbling 1D, Schmidt J, Mehrabi A, Schéb O, Giryes A, Decker M,
Abdel-Rahman O, Immune-related nenrological toxcicities among solid tumor patients treated with immune checkpoint
inbibitors: a systematic review. Expert Rev Neurother, 2017. 17(7): p. 725-7306.

47. Abdel-Rahman O, O.H., Petrausch U, Helbling D, Schmidt ], Mannhart M, Mchrabt A, Schob O,
Giryes A, Dmmune-related ocular toxicities in solid tumor patients treated with immune checkpoint inhibitors: a
systematic review. Expert Rev Anticancer Ther, 2017. 17(4): p. 387-394.

48. Luo W, W.Z., Tian P, Li W, Safety and tolerability of PD-1/PD-L1 inbibitors in the treatment of non-small cell lung
cancer: a meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. ] Cancer Res Clin Oncol, 2018. 144(10): p. 1851-1859.

49. Shang YH, 2.Y., L1 JH, Li P, Zhang X, Risk of endocrine adverse events in cancer patients Ifreated with PD-1
inhibitors: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Immunotherapy, 2017. 9(3): p. 261-272.

50. Kroeze SG, F.C., Hoyer M, Lo SS, Ricardi U, Sahgal A, Stahel R, Stupp R, Guckenberger M, Toxicity of
concurrent stereotactic radiotherapy and targeted therapy or immunotherapy: A systematic review. Cancer Treat Rev,
2017. 53: p. 25-37.

51. Costa R, C.B., Agulnik M, Rademaker AW, Pai SG, Villaflor VM, Cristofanilli M, Sosman JA, Giles FJ,
Toxcicity profile of approved anti-PD-1 monoclonal antibodies in solid tumors: a systematic review and meta-analysis of

randomized clinical rials. Oncotarget, 2017. 8(5): p. 8910-8920.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309; this version posted July 22, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

52. Zhang X, RY., Wang K, Zhu Y, Li ], Ineidence and risk of hepatic toxicities with PD-1 inbibitors in cancer patients:
a meta-analysis. Drug Des Devel Ther, 2016. 10: p. 3153-3161.

53. Abdel-Rahman O, F.M., A network meta-analysis of the risk of immmune-related renal toxicity in cancer patients
treated with inmmune checkpoint inhibitors. Immunotherapy, 2016. 8(5): p. 665-674.

54. Abdel-Rahman O, E.H., Fouad M, Risk of cutancons loxicities in patients with solid tumors treated with inmmnne
checkpoint inbibitors: a meta-analysis. Future Oncol, 2015. 11(17): p. 2471-2484.

55. Chen TW, R.A., Bedard PL, Stu 1.1, Hansen AR, A systematic review of immune-related adperse event reporting in
clinical trials of immmune checkpoint inhibitors. Ann Oncol, 2015. 26(9): p. 1824-1829.

56. Moher D, LA, Tetzlaff ], Altman DG; PRISMA Group, Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and
meta-analyses: the PRISMA statement. PLoS Med, 2009. 6(7): p. ¢1000097.

57. Lefebvre C, GJ., Wieland LS, Coles B, Weightman AL, Methodological developments in searching for studies for
systematic reviews: past, present and futnre? Syst Rev, 2013, 2: p. 78.

58. Higgins P, 'T'S., Quantifying heterogeneity in a mela-analysis. Stat Med, 2002. 21(11): p. 1539-1558.

59. Fisher DJ, C.J., Mortis 1P, Freeman SC, Tierney JI, Meta-analytical methods to identify who benefits most from
treatments: daft, deluded, or deft approach? BMJ, 2017. 356: p. 1573.

60. M, K., Publication bias in recent meta-analyses. P1L.oS One, 2013. 8(11): p. e81823.

61. Murad MH, C.H., Lin 1, Wang Z, The ¢ffect of publication bias magnitude and direction on the certainty in evidence.
BM]J Evid Based Med, 2018. 23(3): p. 84-86.

62. Balduzzi S, R.G., Schwarzer G, How to perform a meta-analysis with R: a practical tutorial. Evid Based Ment
Health, 2019. 22(4): p. 153-160.

63. Dahlke JA, W.B., psychmeta: An R Package for Psychometric Meta-Analysis. Appl Psychol Meas, 2019. 43(5): p.
415-416.

64. Higgins JP, A.D., Gotzsche PC, Juni P, Moher D, Oxman AD, Savovic |, Schulz KF, Weeks L, Sterne
JA; Cochrane Bias Methods Group; Cochrane Statistical Methods Group, The Cochrane Collaboration's tool
Jor assessing risk of bias in randomised trials. BM], 2011. 343: p. d5928.

65. Robert C, L.G., Brady B, Dutriaux C, Maio M, Mottier L, Hassel JC, Rutkowski P, McNeil C, Kalinka-
Warzocha E, Savage KJ, Hernberg MM, Lebbé C, Chatles J, Mihalciotu C, Chiarion-Sileni V, Mauch C,
Cognetti I, Arance A, Schmidt H, Schadendorf D, Gogas H, Lundgren-Eriksson L, Horak C, Sharkey B,
Waxman IM, Atkinson V, Ascierto PA, Nivolumab in previously untreated melanoma without BRAF mutation. N
Engl ] Med, 2015, 372(4): p. 320-330.

606. Weber JS, D.A.S., Minor D, Hodi IS, Gutzmer R, Neyns B, Hoeller C, Khushalani NI, Miller WH Jr,
Lao CD, Linette GP, Thomas L, Lorigan P, Grossmann KF, Hassel JC, Maio M, Sznol M, Ascierto PA,
Mohr P, Chmielowski B, Bryce A, Svane IM, Grob JJ, Krackhardt AM, Horak C, Lambert A, Yang AS,
Larkin ], Névolumab versus chemotherapy in patients with adpanced melanoma who progressed after anti-CTT.A-4
treatment (CheckMate 037): a randomised, controlled, open-label, phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol, 2015. 16(4): p. 375-
384

67. Larkin J, H.F., Wolchok |D, Combined Nivolumab and Ipilimumab or Monotherapy in Untreated Melanoma. N
Engl ] Med, 2015. 373(13): p. 1270-1271.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309; this version posted July 22, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

68. Borghaei H, P.-A.L., Horn L, Spigel DR, Steins M, Ready NE, Chow LQ, Vokes EE, Felip E, Holgado
E, Bailest I, Kohlhdufl M, Arrieta O, Burgio MA, Fayette ], Lena H, Poddubskaya E, Gerber DE,
Gettinger SN, Rudin CM, Rizvi N, Crino L, Blumenschein GR Jr, Antonia SJ, Dorange C, Harbison CT,
Graf Finckenstein F, Brahmer JR, Nivolumab versus Docetaxel in Advanced Nonsguamons Non-Small-Cell Laung
Cancer. N Engl | Med, 2015. 373(17): p. 1627-1639.

69. Brahmer ], R K., Baas P, Ctino L, Ebethardt WE, Poddubskaya E, Antonia S, Pluzanski A, Vokes EE,
Holgado H, Waterhouse D, Ready N, Gainor |, Arén Frontera O, Havel 1, Steins M, Garassino MC,
Aerts |G, Domine M, Paz-Ares L, Reck M, Baudelet C, Harbison CT, Lestini B, Spigel DR, Nivolumab
versus Docetaxel in Adpanced Squamons-Cell Non-Small-Cell Lung Cancer. N Engl | Med., 2015. 373(2): p. 123-
135.

70. Ferris RL, B.G ], Fayette ], Guigay ], Colevas AD, Licitra L, Harrington KJ, Kasper S, Vokes EE, Even
C, Worden F, Saba NF, Docampo L.CI, Haddad R, Rordorf T, Kiyota N, Tahara M, Lynch M,
Jayaprakash V, Li L, Gillison ML, Nivolumab vs investigator's choice in recurrent or metastatic squamons cell
carcinoma of the head and wneck: 2-year long-term survival update of CheckMate 141 with analyses by tumor PD-L.1
expression. Oral Oncol, 2018, 81: p. 45-51.

71. Carbone DP, R.M., Paz-Ares L, Creelan B, Horn L, Steins M, Felip E, van den Heuvel MM, Ciuleanu
TE, Badin I, Ready N, Hiltermann TJN, Nair S, Juergens R, Peters S, Minenza H, Wrangle JM,
Rodriguez-Abreu D, Botrghaei H, Blumenschein GR Jrt, Villaruz LC, Havel L, Krejci J, Corral Jaime J,
Chang H, Geese W], Bhagavatheeswaran P, Chen AC, Socinski MA; CheckMate 026 Investigators, First-
Line Nivolumab in Stage IV or Recurrent Non-Small-Cell Lung Cancer. N Engl ] Med, 2017. 376(25): p. 2415-
2426.

72. Wolchok JD, C.-S.V., Gonzalez R, Rutkowski P, Grob JJ, Cowey CL, Lao CD, Wagstaff ], Schadendorf
D, Ferrucci PF, Smylie M, Dummer R, Hill A, Hogg D, Haanen ], Carlino MS, Bechter O, Maio M,
Marquez-Rodas I, Guidoboni M, McArthur G, Lebbé C, Ascierto PA, Long GV, Cebon ], Sosman ],
Postow MA, Callahan MK, Walker D, Rollin 1., Bhore R, Hodi FS, Larkin ], Overall Survival with Combined
Nivolumab and Ipilimumab in Advanced Melanoma. N Engl | Med, 2017. 377(14): p. 1345-1356.

73. Hellmann MD, C.T., Pluzanski A, Lee ]S, Otterson GA, Audigier-Valette C, Minenza E, Linardou H,
Burgers S, Salman P, Borghaei H, Ramalingam SS, Brahmer J, Reck M, O'Byrne KJ, Geese W], Green G,
Chang H, Szustakowski ], Bhagavatheeswaran P, Healey D, Fu Y, Nathan F, Paz-Ares L, Nivolumab plus
Lpilimumab in Lung Cancer with a High Tumor Mutational Burden. N Engl | Med, 2018. 378(22): p. 2093-2104.

74. Hodi S, C.-S.V., Gonzalez R, Grob JJ, Rutkowski P, Cowey CL, Lao CD, Schadendorf D, Wagstaff ],
Dummer R, Ferrucct PF, Smylie M, Hill A, Hogg D, Marquez-Rodas I, Jiang ], Rizzo ], Larkin J,
Wolchok D, Nivelumab pius ipilinmmab or nivolumab alone versus ipilimumab alone in advanced melanoma
(CheckMate 067 ): 4-year ontcomes of a multicentre, randomised, phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol, 2018, 19(11): p. 1480-
1492.

75. Fradet Y, B.J., Vaughn DJ, Lee JL, Fong L, Vogelzang NJ, Climent MA, Petrylak DP, Choueirt TI,
Necchi A, Gerritsen W, Gurney H, Quinn DI, Culine S, Sternberg CN, Nam K, Frenkl TL, Perini RE,
de Wit R, Bajorin DY, Randenized phase III KEYNOTE-045 trial of pembrolizumab versus paclitaxel, docetaxel,


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309; this version posted July 22, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

or vinflunine in recurrent advanced urothelial cancer: resulls of >2 years of follow-up. Ann Oncol, 2019. 30(6): p. 970-
976.

76. Siu LL, E.C., Mesia R, Remenar I, Daste A, Delord P, Krauss ], Saba NF, Nabell 1., Ready NE, Brafia
I, Kotecki N, Zandberg DP, Gilbert ], Mehanna H, Bonomi M, Jarkowski A, Melillo G, Armstrong JM,
Wildsmith S, Vayette |, Safety and Efficacy of Durvalumab With or Without Tremelimumab in Patients With PD-
L7-Low/ Negative Recurrent or Metastatic HNSCC: The Phase 2 CONDOR Randomized Clinical Trial. JAMA
Oncol, 2019. 5(2): p. 195-203.

77. Reck M, R.-A.D., Robmson AG, Hui R, Csészt T, Filop A, Gottfried M, Peled N, Tafresht A, Cuffe S,
O'Brien M, Rao S, Hotta K, Vandormael K, Riccio A, Yang |, Pictanza MC, Brahmer R, Updated
Awnalysis of KEYNOTE-024: Pembrolizumab V ersus Platinum-Based Chemotherapy for Advanced Non-Small-Cell
Lung Cancer With PD-L1 Tumor Proportion Score of 50% or Greater. ] Clin Oncol, 2019. 37(7): p. 537-546.

78. Barlesi F, V.]., Spigel D, Ishii H, Garassino M, de Marinis I, Ozgiiroglu M, Szczesna A, Polychronis A,
Uslu R, Krzakowski M, Lee ]S, Calabro L, Arén Frontera O, Ellers-Lenz B, Bajars M, Ruisi M, Park K,
Avelumab versus docetaxel in patients with platinum-treated advanced non-small-cell lung cancer (JAV'ELIN Lung
200): an open-label, randomised, phase 3 study. Lancet Oncol, 2018. 19(11): p. 1468-1479.

79. Shitara K, O.M., Bang Y], Di Bartolomeo M, Mandala M, Ryu MH, Fornaro 1., Olesifiski T, Caglevic C,
Chung HC, Muro K, Goekkurt E, Mansoor W, McDermott RS, Shacham-Shmueli E, Chen X, Mayo C,
Kang SP, Ohtsu A, Fuchs CS; KEYNOTE-061 investigators, Pembrolizumab versus paclitaxel for previously
treated, advanced gastric or gastro-oesophageal junction cancer (KEYNOTE-061): a randomised, open-label, controlled,
phase 3 trial. Lancet, 2018. 392(10142): p. 123-133.

80. Eggermont AMM, B.C., Mandala M, L.ong GV, Atkinson V, Dalle S, Haydon A, Lichinitser M, Khattak
A, Catlino MS, Sandhu S, Latkin J, Puig S, Ascierto PA, Rutkowski P, Schadendorf D, Koornstra R,
Hernandez-Aya L, Maio M, van den Eertwegh AJM, Grob JJ, Gutzmer R, Jamal R, Lorigan P, Ibrahim
N, Marreaud S, van Akkoot ACJ, Suciu S, Robert C, Adjuvant Pembrolizumab versus Placebo in Resected Stage
11T Melanoma. N Engl | Med, 2018. 378(19): p. 1789-1801.

81. Powles ‘T, D.I, van der Hetjden MS, Loriot Y, Vogelzang NJ, De Giorgi U, Oudard S, Retz MM,
Castellano D, Bamias A, Iléchon A, Gravis G, Hussain S, Takano T, Leng N, Kadel EE 3rd,
Banchereau R, Hegde PS, Mariathasan S, Cut N, Shen X, Dereth CL, Green MC, Ravaud A,
Atezolizumab versus chemotherapy in patients with platinum-treated locally adpanced or metastatic urothelial carcinoma
(AMuvigor211): a mullicentre, open-label, phase 3 randomised controlled trial. Lancet, 2018. 391(10122): p. 748-757.

82. Hamid O, P.I, Dummer R, Schachter ], Daud A, Schadendotf D, Blank C, Cranmer LD, Robert C,
Pavlick AC, Gonzalez R, Hod1 FS, Ascierto PA, Salama AKS, Margolin KA, Gangadhar TC, Wei Z,
Ebbinghaus S, Tbrahim N, Ribas A, Final analysis of a randomised trial comparing pembrolizumab versus
investigator-choice chemotherapy for ipilimmumab-refractory advanced melanoma. . Bur | Cancer, 2017. 86(86): p. 37-
45.

83. Herbst RS, B.P., Kim DW, Felip L, Pérez-Gracia JL, Han JY, Molina J, Kim JH, Arvis CD, Ahn M],
Majem M, Fidler MJ, de Castro G Jr, Garrido M, Lubiniecki GM, Shentu Y, Im E, Dolled-Filhart M,
Garon BB, Pembrolizumab versus docetaxel for previously treated, PD-1.1-positive, advanced non-small-cell lung cancer

(KEYNOTE-010): a randomised controlled trial. Lancet, 2016. 387(10027): p. 1540-1550.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309; this version posted July 22, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

84. Robert C, SJ., Long GV, Arance A, Grob JJ, Mottier L, Daud A, Cardino MS, McNeil C, Lotem M,
Larkin J, Lorigan P, Neyns B, Blank CU, Hamid O, Mateus C, Shapira-Frommer R, Kosh M, Zhou H,
Ibrahim N, Ebbinghaus S, Ribas A; KEYNOTE-006 investigators, Pembrolizumab versus Ipilimumab in
Adpanced Melanoma. N Fngl ] Med, 2015. 372(26): p. 2521-2532.

85. Weber J, M.M., Del Vecchio M, Gogas HJ, Arance AM, Cowey CL, Dalle S, Schenker M, Chiarion-
Sileni V, Marquez-Rodas I, Grob JJ, Butler MO, Middleton MR, Maio M, Atkinson V, Queirolo P,
Gonzalez R, Kudchadkar RR, Smylie M, Meyer N, Mortier 1., Atkins MB, LLong GV, Bhatia S, Lebbé C,
Rutkowski P, Yokota K, Yamazaki N, Kim T'M, de Pril V, Sabater J, Qureshi A, Larkin ], Ascierto PA;
CheckMate 238 Collaborators, Adjuvant Nivolumab versus Lpilimumab in Resected Stage HT or IV Melanoma. N
Engl ] Med, 2017. 377(19): p. 1824-1835.

86. Ribas A, P.I.,, Dummer R, Schadendorf D, Hamid O, Robert C, Hodi IS, Schachter ], Pavlick AC, Lewis
KD, Cranmer I.D, Blank CU, O'Day §J, Ascierto PA, Salama AK, Margolin KA, Toquai C, Figentler
TK, Gangadhar TC, Carlino MS, Agarwala SS, Moschos SJ, Sosman JA, Goldinger SM, Shapira-
Frommer R, Gonzalez R, Kitkwood JM, Wolchok JD, Eggermont A, L1 XN, Zhou W, Zernhelt AM,
Lis ], Ebbinghaus S, Kang SP, Daud A, Pembrolizumab versus investigator-choice chemotherapy for ipilimmmab-
refractory melanoma (KEYNOTE-002): a randomised, controlled, phase 2 trial. 1ancet Oncol, 2015. 16(8): p. 908-
918.

87. West H, M.M., Hussein M, Morabito A, Rittmeyer A, Conter HJ, Kopp HG, Daniel D, McCune S,
Mekhail T, Zer A, Reinmuth N, Sadiq A, Sandler A, Lin W, Ochi Lohmann T, Archer V, Wang L,
Kowanetz M, Cappuzzo F, Atezolizimab in combination with carboplatin plus nab-paclitaxel chemotherapy
compared with chemotherapy alone as first-line Ifreatment for metastatic non-squamons non-smatl-cell lung cancer
(IMpower1 30): a multicentre, randomised, open-label, phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol, 2019. 20(7): p. 924-937.

88. Langer CJ, G.S., Borghaei H, Papadimitrakopoulou VA, Patnaik A, Powell SF, Gentzler RD, Martins
RG, Stevenson JP, Jalal SI, Panwalkar A, Yang JC, Gubens M, Sequist LV, Awad MM, Fiore ], Ge Y,
Raftopoulos H, Gandhi 1, KEYNOTE-021 investigators, Carboplatin and pemetrexed with or withont
pembrolizumab for advanced, non-squamons non-small-cell lung cancer: a randomised, phase 2 cobort of the open-label
KEYNOTE-021 study. Lancet Oncol, 2016. 17(11): p. 1497-1508.

89. Gandhi L, R-A.D., Gadgeel S, Esteban E, Felip E, De Angelis I, Domine M, Clingan P, Hochmair M],
Powell SF, Cheng SY, Bischoff HG, Peled N, Grosst F, Jennens RR, Reck M, Huit R, Garon EB, Boyer
M, Rubio-Viqueira B, Novello S, Kurata I, Gray JE, Vida J, Wei Z, Yang ], Raftopoulos H, Pictanza
MC, Garassino MC; KEYNOTE-189 Investigators, Pembroliznmab plus Chemotherapy in Metastatic Non-
Small-Cell Lung Cancer. N Engl | Med, 2018. 378(22): p. 2078-2092.

90. Socinski MA, J.R., Cappuzzo F, Orlandi F, Stroyakovskiy DD, Nogami N, Rodriguez-Abreu 1D, Moro-
Stbilot D, Thomas CA, Batlest I, Finley G, Kelsch C, Lee A, Coleman S, Deng Y, Shen Y, Kowanetz M,
Lopez-Chavez A, Sandler A, Reck M; IMpower150 Study Group, Aezolizumab for First-Line Treatment of
Metastatic Nonsgnamons NSCLC. N Engl ] Med, 2018. 378(24): p. 2288-2301.

91. Horn L, M.A., Szczesna A, Havel L, Krzakowski M, Hochmair MJ, Huemer F, Losonczy G, Johnson
ML, Nishio M, Reck M, Mok T, Lam S, Shames DS, Liu ], Ding B, Lopez-Chavez A, Kabbinavar I, Lin


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309; this version posted July 22, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

W, Sandler A, Liu SV; IMpower133 Study Group, Lirst-Line Ategolizumab plus Chemotherapy in Extensive-
Stage Small-Cell Lung Cancer. N Engl ] Med, 2018. 379(23): p. 2220-2229.

92. Paz-Ares L, LLA., Vicente D, Tafreshi A, Gumis M, Mazieres |, Hermes B, Cay Senler I, Csészi T,
Filop A, Rodriguez-Cid ], Wilson |, Sugawara S, Kato T, Lee KH, Cheng Y, Novello S, Halmos B, 1.1 X
Lubmiecki GM, Piperdi B, Kowalski DM; KEYNOTE-407 Investigators, Pembrolizumab  plus
Chemotherapy for Squamons Non-Small-Cell Lung Cancer. N Engl ] Med, 2018. 379(21): p. 2040-2051.

93. Antonia SJ, V.A., Daniel D, Vicente 1D, Murakami S, Hui R, Kurata T, Chiappori A, Lee KH, de Wit M,
Cho BC, Bouthaba M, Quantin X, T'okito T, Mekhail T, Planchard D, Kim YC, Karapetis CS, Hiret S,
Ostoros G, Kubota K, Gray JEH, Paz-Ares L, de Castro Carpefio ], Faivre-Finn C, Reck M,
Vansteenkiste ], Spigel DR, Wadsworth C, Melillo G, Taboada M, Dennis PA, Ozgﬁroglu M; PACIFIC
Investigators, Owverall Survival with Durvalumab after Chemoradiotherapy in Stage III NSCLC. N Engl ] Med,
2018. 379(24): p. 2342-2350.

94. Corttellint A, B.S., Agostinelli V, Bersanellh M, A systematic review on the emerging association between the
occurrence of immiune-related adverse events and clinical ontcomes with checkpoint inbibitors in advanced cancer patients.
Semin Oncol, 2019. 46(4-5): p. 362-371.

95. Spagnuolo A, G.C., Comparison of the toxicity profile of PD-1 versus PD-1.1 inhibitors in non-small cell lung cancer:
is there a substantial difference or not? | 'Thorac Dis, 2018. 10(Suppl 33): p. S4065-S4068.

96. Pillat RN, B.M.,, Owonikoko TK, Kamphorst AO, Pakkala S, Belani CP, Khuri IR, Ahmed R,
Ramalingam SS, Comparison of the toxicity profile of PD-1 versus PD-L1 inbibitors in non-small cell lung cancer: A
systemaric analysis of the literature. Cancer, 2018. 124(2): p. 271-277.

97. Kamphorst AO, P.R., Yang S, Nasti TH, Akondy RS, Wieland A, Sica GL, Yu K, Koenig I, Patel N'T,
Behera M, Wu H, McCausland M, Chen Z, Zhang C, Khurt FR, Owonikoko TK, Ahmed R,
Ramalingam SS, Proliferation of PD-1+ CDS8 T cells in peripheral blood after PD-1-targeted therapy in lung cancer
patients. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA, 2017. 114(19): p. 4993-4998.

98. Fessas P, L.IH., Tkemizu S, Janowitz T, A molecular and preclinical comparison of the PD-1-targeted T-cell
checkpoint inbibitors nivolumab and pembrolizumab. Semin Oncol, 2017. 44(2): p. 136-140.

99. Qm S, XL, Yi M, Yu S, Wu K, Luo S, Nowve/ immune checkpoint targers: moving beyond PD-1 and CT1.A-4.
Mol Cancer, 2019. 18(1): p. 155.

100. Sharma P, W.K., Wolchok JD, Allison JP, Nove/ cancer immunotherapy agents with survival benefit: recent successes
and next steps. Nat Rev Cancer, 2011. 11(11): p. 805-812.

101. VA, B., Molecular and Biochemical Aspects of the PD-1 Checkpoint Pathway. N Engl ] Med, 2016. 375(18): p.
1767-1778.

102, Toor SM, S.N.V., Decock ], Elkord E, Tmmune checkpoints in the tumor miicroenvironment. Semin Cancer Biol,
2019. $1044-579X(19): p. 30123-30133.

103. De Velasco G, .Y, Boss¢ D, Awad MM, Ott PA, Moreira RB, Schutz I, Bellmunt ], Sonpavde GP,
Hodi FS, Choueirt TK, Comprebensive Meta-analysis of Key Immune-Related Adverse Events from C1TL.A4 and
PD-1/PD-L1 Inhibitors in Cancer Partients. Cancer Immunol Res, 2017. 5(4): p. 312-318.

104. Saini P, 1.Y., Gamble C, Altman DG, Willilamson PR, Kirkham ], Selective reporting bias of harm outcomes
within studies: findings from a cobort of systematic reviews. BMJ, 2014. 349: p. g6501.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309; this version posted July 22, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.16.20155309
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

