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Application and prospects of chemotherapy rechallenge/reintroduction
in third-line treatment for metastatic colorectal cancer
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Abstract : Patients with metastatic colorectal cancer (mCRC) have limited options for third-line therapy after failure of
first- and second-line treatments. The median progression-free survival for regorafenib, trifluridine/tipiracil, and fruquintinib
is less than 4 months , with objective response rates below 5% , indicating limited clinical benefit. Chemotherapy
re-challenge/re-introduction offers a potential third-line treatment option by reactivating prior oxaliplatin- or irinotecan-
based regimens. This article systematically reviews the relevant literature and analyzes the current status of clinical studies on
chemotherapy rechallenge/reintroduction and the factors affecting efficacy and safety. A number of studies have shown that
chemotherapy rechallenge/reintroduction has a certain effect in the third-line treatment of mCRC, especially for patients
with good response to previous chemotherapy. When the treatment interval is greater than 6 months, patients may achieve
better therapeutic effects. The safety of chemotherapy rechallenge/reintroduction needs to be closely monitored and managed
to achieve the best balance between efficacy and adverse reactions. Chemotherapy re-challenge/re-introduction provides
a new option for third-line treatment of mCRC. In clinical application, it is necessary to comprehensively consider the
individual characteristics of patients , previous treatment reactions and potential adverse reactions , and formulate
individualized treatment plans. In the future, more prospective and large sample studies are needed to further verify its
efficacy and safety.
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mCRC 1 —4 . a7 i £2 05 0 G ) 2
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DCR } 57.8%. i PFSHf[E] Ry 5. 14N H &5 7E=
R AT T A B VD R L PRS T 45
ME4O0MH . XERWBEEZ TR Z ,JT
OB 2 o NSRBI 5T IR 4 0 o B F R R S T |
ABIFRL. Kim J ]S BT By R0k 6
76 1), 45 4 78 ORR M 30. 9%, DCR 4 68. 2%,
PFS A5.941H ,08 4 18. 84 H , ik PFS>12 /1~ A
FHOS I FEMERK E 21. 740 H (P=0.001) , HIFEEARH
7 B OS AL (25.8 ™ H ws 15.3 1 H , P=
0.001), XH/R“EMK RBRE A EE SR
FIAAFEPREL . Tshikawa M 25 SBF5EPEAL T B VD F 4
S ST B RE PR ARG YT T AL A = by Bk
il ORR 0%, fH DCRiL %] T 60% , H ML 5] 40%
B IR R FEIs/N . 87% H A TPk A T 1
(] Fi e AR OB A Z AT A TR T, 43. 3% F A i
PRI eE 45 /0N | $5 7R TC 5 WG A AT AT 0 25 A0 2 o
Ji& o — I AL S B S R PEAS T B VD A A A
SERERRAE SR YT PR, 2 25T A E R RS
TheEE X, Wik PFS=12 /4 H & = 261k y7 Bk ik
PFS B FHEK (5. 24 H vs 3.0 H ,P=0.030), H N
M7 WU RN — 0 A R T A TR
1RIT RELPFS=12 4~ H &2 4k K IR 9T PFS #i 0S
()4t 37 15U R & (P=0. 007, P=0. 004) , 7] A AL)T 1
PehE k25", Chambers A E 2" 8] Jifi 1 51 151 /B
6T K FRBRAR , 45 R AR BRI R AR 25 %6 (Clinical
benefit rate, CBR) & 70. 7%, T X F-$k % 1) CBR &
75. 5%, i Z2 R 4232 PR AR 0 CBR R 61. 5%, Ak
Hr {57 g 2 B 8] (Time to progression, TTP) } 6.0~
H 5 Costa T A" HBF5E H 437 TTF (6. 04 > H ) A AL
B IR PR A E 0 2% fi# (Partial remission, PR) &
TTP & 3 K T ¥ 9% 2 %€ (Stable disease, SD) &
(279. 11 d vs 157.91 d, P=0. 003) , $& /15 .11 % W 2%
fiff T TN A R AR 25 o
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CBR N 62% , . 4& 1 15 5¢ 2 2% fiff .7 53K o3 2% itk F1
5GP E 5 T R E] R 4. 0 H L 0S Ry
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(9.3 H vs 6.3 ). X FEH] FOLFIRINOX Fl
FOLFOXIRI X 2 Bk & 4697 /7 2 7€ mCRC F-#k %6
7 B W TR, JUHAE KRAS BF A AU iR 5 rh 3k
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W 5% R a2 JE nT ke 4 ad 2 AR T R Y
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1o MR R PR B W, TAS-102 & —Fl il ph 8UR
5 G i e A A1) IR B2 T AT S e 2, I
W = UK FT 8 AR 20 DNA Hh S B0E 2 1, ]
U3 0S 5 PFS, KM # Je J& —F VEGFR1-3 11 il
#, FRESCO 5 FRESCO-2 B¢ Hh H3iF 5 Homl SiE K A=
FED AR 32 PR, AR 5T L ARTT R
P b8P 5 AN —Fh S 3T a FH REAE A 2T 259
PSR W A7 B A
.21 irB#k&K/BEIIANERXIERHITLIE
Taget £ S %2 #4719 — Tl £ o0y 8] i iF 5
(n=394) /R~ , A T AR JE , BAAH PFS 5T
5-F5 PR M2 E (5-Fluorouracil, 5-FU) [ - $k 5% 3697 #H
M (B OSHER(11. 991 H vs 8. 084~ ,P<0.001) ,
DCR ¥ 75 (77% vs 49. 5%, P<0.001) , % [H & 73 #r
EAR R M X RTZRIB T I ROV R S RIRYT R
PES (120 57 5000 B 2R 5 FEBRERIA YT o 1 BT i P 4%
TRITA RO OS ST 3R 25 P2 $E R RE AR 1 il 1
U 5-FU Bk o 59— 30 (=] B AF 9% (n=104)
S5 IR ARYT PRk AR AL R B R e 41 3 A
KEF AL 0S(12. 04 H vs 6. 61 H ,P<0.001) 1
PFS(9. 161 H vs 3. 414~ H ,P<0. 001) , DCR 7R ¥ {5
(58. 1% vs 37. 0%, P=0. 04) ; V. 41 43 BT $& 7 1) £ 95
o 45 ) LA AR A B R . — T/ IN RIS [ JA5T 4
e R PR LT 414 0S 5 PRS Ml it F
B X% AE JE 41, H TR J7 18] 8K 1 (Treatment-free
interval, TFI)>6 > H By B & IR 25 i g [0 22
SRS E L XA SHEARR A A X, 3R
BT KA R — 2P e
1.2.2 FrBhkk/BSINSEETAS-12HAR
Xtk 5 TAS-102 85 AR JEAH b, Pk B/ 51 A

AR AR R A OS I #2755 ORR. Calegari M A
20 gy o0 B B I 9 (230 1) R, 341 IR = 4R3A
ISP SR R AT Bk AL (133 49) B &,
A JE/TAS-102 2H (208 i ) & 2% 4 K & 2 v 2 0S
(18.54~H vs 6. 51 H ,P<0. 000 1) FIPFS(6. 1 H vs
3.5 H ,P<0.000 1), ORR (28.6% vs 1.4%) Al
DCR(57. 9% vs 19. 2% ) IR 38 35 AT o AW ) P-4 VR 4K
JE AR SRR EAT AR BIE B SR 25 R — 8. 24
SETTIE S VAT 2 | 55 [ 2R e D Ve AL AR Rtk
BVES GRIT LB A KB S OS il ST 5% i) [
o RERXFEESHIIA 205 3R T 1k
Iy Pk g R SR /TAS-102 B HARFEIL 3. 5
— A5 (AT PRk AP 5 A4 29 4], TAS-102 5§,
i AR e 41 103 i) ) 25 % Bow , fkyr BBk AR/ R ST A
HOS B EF K (1. 24 H vs 12. 6/, P=0. 006) ",
BEAh , AR TT FE Bk R/ 5 AN AL PR IR 5 (20% vs
3%) . ZHENHT BT BB/ AE R =
RIG9T JRER R LL B2 ECOG PS R 0 ~ 142 0S (1
SEA RIS R o ANz 8 WA AT kR
P A4 5852 TAS-102 sicH XAk JE 4143 047 b
BLOX T RE S —E BE RIRVEIIIT A R, Tk
Iz e B R IR T 7 5 0 S BRI AR K S AR Tk
SRR 7
1.2.3 Bk sS =i S B 5 F
(Tyrosine kinase inhibitor, TKI) #J Xttt Liu C
S — T U S T LRER T AT Rk R S
TKITE mCRC = Z&3AY7 sk alad 1: Ui dFsy
V)5 A7 Bk 2H 5 TKIZH 70 50k 34 49 s 2,
20 i S E A T WM JeAE S = ZRIB YT, 03 51
BEEZ T ARRIBYT . BFRE R o byT
Pk 2 BB B A7 OS BT TKIAL (13, 24 H ws
7.7~ L HR=0. 47, P=0.013) , 7£ 1 {37 PFS J7 Ifi I
k(5.0 H vs 3.4 4 H , HR=0. 54, P=0.019) .
2 e 5 2R #r Z3, ECOG T4 0 ~ 1
LT Bk AR OS iy Al 7 A 3 R R 1T PG-SGA 1
I3 R0 ~ 3 RTLIAIT 1Y PFS ALY FEk % & PFS 119
ST AR E . WAL A AT SR VR YT A R AR
[YZH [R] 22 5, X T AR 4Ry 7 IS 183 PR/SD 1 855,
BT PRk R 7E OS M PFS 7 I3k 26 0 % o 1498 ib
RIRZRTLRIGIT IS PFS>18 /4 H 5 H 4719 DCR AH %
(P<0.05) , 4657 Pk % T BE S AR IR S 4
1.3 IRk SR REE  Har, tbyr ik i/
1N W () ELAR A= Wy 2 WL i R S8 B . AT
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WFFE> Ay, A 50 mT R IR F Xo B e 8 4 I
HERIEREVETE IR X 5 M ) S e B AR OG . 1t
Ab, TV ERPE IR YT AT RE 5 S s 41 i & A 3R W 35t A% A
Ak, DT SE 3R FRASPE R 25 /0 H B, RS y7 ik
8%/ 5] ATE mCRC 19 = ZRI6 97 H R B — 22 )7
BORAR S B A B E RAE N Rk 2. — 7
AT, V5 K I 96 248 G vy s 25 AL, 4910 40 ABC %% 32 2 11
FE 5 A0 I7 it 25 P % U) A &R . b ABCBL/
MDR1 7E CRC ™ = 3R 35, Jib 98 41 Jf vl 58 & b
MDR 1 259y SHEZE G AR AT P i 2Lk, DA T 38 56k
YR . 7T R OB Y B AR A
r -t 473 YOG AR (o ——— R A O £ A A i T
T o 53 WAL AT TL-6 7 PN 22 i 20 L PR, TR e g 44
Ji9 P B PISK/AKT JAK2/STAT3 %545 538 B% , M1 5
Bl e 240 G AE A 7 e ™ BRI Z A0, SR 4R
LAY G R RIS B 12 1 S RE 451 D0 5 5Pk

R/ FEE A 25, DTS I A PR, S PPk R
BIT R JEEEIR T T4 F o0 AL i 2L
BEARESEF T M T 2. X T RAS/BRAF B 4E
T, Al 2 e Al BT EGFR B4t (4076 28 8 41)
WA P ST S B AE s R RAS 875 0 B8 3| A 26 1
Feam AR 2 Wi 8 A5 20 5 TKT X T 12 5
FEARRE M BB & B FR 3, PD-1/PD-L1 # i 57) 2
YA CTLA-4 403 A3 5 B ia T CUniF i
Rkt ml T o T SR R

2 W BEkER/ASINTRRRIEER

BF9E 2% B, A7 Bk RS | AR 32 2 3 N
FURE A B A I RS (BEAEAR T I AL L TFI
MK gL 25 W B A R DL R B R g IR 3
EAC PN

&1 AUTEHE/BSINTRN RO IME R

i35 KHEH Fehr/ ]
SRR FEPLIRAS BEEARIFIFA0 RAS/BRAF Bf/E M B4k PFS=>124 H 0S T .PFS T FHHki PFS . 0S A&
kR AL TFI =61 H 0S.PFS.RR.DCR 1
2k A M2 Pt EGFR 5#L VEGF 2445 FAAR T B it Je 1y XUz
P RS GIERGE IS FEA: CR/PR/SD 0S1 .TTF 1 .PFS 1

2.1 BEEME ERERIETT, mCRC =2 &L
Ja AT ARST TR RS LA B 57 R0 32 PR A% 0 TR 259
2 PR FBEAE AL TIT 2. RAS/RAF B AERIH.
HIERIRTT B PFS B i e AT APk ik L 35 A
) f5 AT SRR A

2.1.1 BERERE —WWFREN, X T RAS/
RAF AR B AR A7 Bk R LA AR AR 25 AR
FHZPUNE & WA 253697 . ASid Bazarbashi S
SETHR I TSRS, A LA S R, 5 TAS-102- %
RAER AL, fbI7 PPk R 4] KRAS HF A= 10 g 25 A
LA B8 25 (55. 2% vs 30. 1%) , H KRAS ¥ 4= 10 2 %
B OS K PFS Y F 58 R % . Yang Q S5
rhn e I 2 AT PR R A Y RAS/KRAS B A=
BRI 5 o D3 — B9 & 3AE OS J7 1T, KRAS B
A AR TR R KRAS 878 A A8 5 01 AR5 (9. 34~
Hous 6.3 1) LERfFse 4 Ris 558 175 —
WF 98 I E— 20 SR TR 3 AT Ik ER T R
o, RAS B AR AR E LG R 73. 3% , BH i = T2 32 Bt
KAEIRIT HE (39. 4% ) , HAE & — M — 23R )7
Jo g VR R B E T, 90% B H o RAS % 7R Rl
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(P=0.02), X #B 5 8 K 2 kB g AR Je #L 1 iR
7, #E— D U] T RAS B AR R R s R e 2 AT
PPk R 2 A R BRI R E
T BT KRAS ZEARARZS X7 300 B2 Wi, (H 2R R AF
P B A R A AT R T AR 5 38 1ok AT PR AR
ASEEGREE ] o X 0T B 15 5 30 I A S A O
KRAS 2878 7 fif 3 {df MAPK {55 5 43 22 3005, b Jeg 4
FLARAS AN AR 16 1 32 1 58 R g R R ) B U
TR, DT X 46 A7 76 N 1) 22 Bla T iU
Rok 5 T 7 B A 7R A v %0 [ D R AR G 2 4, AT
2538 B DNA 450405 5825 5 1D I 2 4t i o 1
J¥ o BRI, ARXT T80 ) 3597, P A AR 3 X Pk Ak
GICIPN gk O

2.1.2 BREWITITR BRAIARIT AT RL, U H R
ATk RBUTCHE A A, B 2 ST IE S A YT
TR /PR s ) S B T PR 2R . oY — B0k
B, 2k 28 PFS(PFS1+PFS2) MK, i H57 —=4%
ST PR P I A A AR R i 2 . Bl i
KT PFS1+PFS2=12 4~ H i Ji g = 2R Ak y7 FEBR AR
A PFS B (5. 240 H vs 3. 04, P=0. 030) . %5
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— RIS 2 B, 7E PFS14PFS2>10. 6 1 A i i %
= AT IR T T A AL PFS S OS 7 THI
B0 T o & A S 253697 (2 PFS: 5. 01 H os
2.7 H W 0S:14. 0N s 8.0 H )™, —T3
BYD R PR AT ST, RE A BV R AR YT S Y
PFS1=12H 3%, H 0S B K T PFS1<12 4 i
HQLTMH vs 14.340H,P=0.001)" . —TiX} H
A7 Bk K S TKT R AR 5T Y 22 2843 Hr 435 SR 42
7N, BT VAT PRS1+PFS2>18 4 A Sk -k ik PFS
B 7 AR 4 B 2 (P=0. 047) , 3% ERIIE T BE7E VA Y7 ik
M5 PP BT AR AR AR Y XS g B R IR
FEVRTT RAURE AR PR AR IR T R A AL

2.2 HfhiHXBEE

2.2.1 IFBEHRER EmCRCIGYT T, LI7H
PRSI AR B AL YT S B R Z —
Tournigand C 5555 & 3, - FE4232 6 1 A I Y
FOLFOX7 J5 & J5 , IHRITE 12D I B 4E Rt 7 I
I AU RN IEAT Ik AR5 (3 Rk R
PRSI L2 5 9EIR . — TR A 5% & B TFL
200 6~ H HUE AT AT AR A D R PR R
SIAHZ 255 . — It F Ak ARk S A R e
H I 5T s, PPk A T TRI=6 S A A 1Y PFS
(6. 74H vs <64 H4l) F10S(10. 34 H vs <61 H
) BRI E S, A Z R RBSIEE L,
Liu C 2> HF 58 & I AE mCRC =R IG 77, TFI>6
A A B E AT B AR A P R B0 0S A
PFS. Kotaka M 45" Fif BEMEAF 5% #F — 20 404k doe {4 14
M2 TFL R 6 ~ 124 A B3 RR.DCR B F TR
124~ H #4 (RR:100. 0% vs 56. 0%; DCR: 100. 0% vs
80.0%),PFS(19. 44~ H vs 9.8 ) A1 0S(51. 34~
Hows 2807 A1) Jr R FEAR 5B B2 . R Z,
Amatu A Z5 W] BP9 8 O 2 R b BB, B2
Z 2 W Z AT 0B (B4R TR , A7
PR DCR Z5 R0 2% . & UF9E 3R W], 7E mCRC 1Y
ATT PR | AR YT Y, TR 2 2 RE 64>
A i ERHLA fEE 6 ~ 124 H 208, XRS5 4
o TFUG , B3 T B R AIT 1A B H ik & it
oK, [RY ek 440 mT i 1 oA e b 3 Y T 24 1 A
P

2.2.2 HYHBEEER  7F mCRC LT kAR
PRI B IR YT 7 5 (AkyT 58 1n) 25 4)
) 97 RUGB W 52 8 G . — TR BE PR 58 &
P, % F RAS/BRAF B 4= B mCRC %, R o9 2

FAPTERA O SRR A PR A T R S T RE R 2R
WA 7T % B EGFR 8% VEGF 4111 il 7] 1] fE 2> 34
TNV RPN AE R o Amata A S5 FRLAR
Oy T — 25 W, 7R AR T Bk R B e A BT
EGFR 55t VEGF 24 ¥ A] [ {1 32 5 a2 Jie XU (P=
0.005) . X & BT F- Pk 6%/ 51 ALEBR G bt
EGFR 84T VEGF Zi¥ sl i/F g fff mCRC S8 #5225 , AN
T X PES (MR A B3, ¥R 25 B 50T
Al BB FF A 2 BV B0 1 Bk BT R il ST 5 i)
F ABOF RS R AT P FAE R (DFERL
2 T, VY 2 B3 ek B BT e 4 L ) A O
15 5 %, BEAS IR A2 i 194 55k o 8 4 Xof A7 ST % B 4
AT 285 W) (R B0 E 5 (2)TKI 25 4 25 ] [R] A 3 i £ 4%
T i (U PISK/AKT 45 ), DA 1) 55 i 90 248 i 1)
B RE T, BORARTT 2459 () 4 A 75 44 5 (3)Pt il 8 A=
B 2454 (Can DA ER BT ) 38 2o F Ak AR i A | el
ML FERE T, TR AT 25 W) 7 s kb 07 i) i ik 5
R BRAC ) 25 B AA , sm ARy O AR B ]
REFRTHIT R, A FoE > R W, M T B 20 B XL 24
PRi/F LA, =BG % (W FOLFOXIRD 1E K
mCRC = £ Pk A7 e B o i o R v 1
2.2.3 HEREFRE BESWLIBITE MR
2 DR A 2 52 M Ak T PP | AT AR DG A
KZ . Costa TAE"'HF5E & IMAETRIT 5 AT SR 15
il R B, Hs = A7 PRk BT I 1R TR AL 0S K
TTF AT 0E e () JR B Y AL (0S: 14, 54 H ws
6.24 1~ H ,P<0.001;TTF:7.54H vs 3.6~ A ; P<
0.001) . Jy—T0 [l P 5% 7, FERT IR YT SR 9T
ROFAL A PR/SD B 8 5 H2 32 A7 PRk A — 2k
7 1 OS A1 PFS i 3 I F TKIIRIF 417 . Kostek O
IR FE AR LA . Yang Q 5V IFSE KB,
FEALTT BRI AR Sy = 4anyr B b, S 1 ol
R A Hﬁﬁﬁiﬁ}ﬁ'(f’mgressive disease, PD) &
HAHERKATTF6. 13 H vs 1.7 H ,P<0. 001) Fl
0S(15. 734 H ws 6.27 4~ H ,P<0.001) . H.HFE K&
ZRZE BRI, FERTEIRTT I S 6 0S
Pl ST S R 2 . A DF SR R B FERT 4R YT e
SR A o )RR AR TRk R TS LA YT AR
Ak,

3 WIFBE/BEIIANNRE N

Br ALY T AR AR TR, e R
e R L FH H AN R 2R B TRt AR - B 5 LA
— 287 —



W BB R iR

2026 4E

N R 2 B 58 L 2 B A AN R I R 2=

T LI 2 B 1 O T, 35 B R 1 A0 ek |
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FEE 55 THALTE RN 2 i e G U N . Y
Ry B LR AR IR B YR SN, 2 38. 5% R BV FI4A
PR R RE X — . R T A R
FIA S Kt B TS A, R H0E T DL )
JEVRIT IS BN R, Mg B R AT PR AR S
AV R UL R R RN 22— , e H AR AR v
FIEART K Az Bt iy, H R AR 38 ™ AR i 5 b
FIAN BRI R IEA O 62. 2% BVDFI Ak
R B M B AR AE 2 R S UL D BB
I B (3 i As . A AR R
ALY 31, 1% & 12 TR AE FH B FIEA R R A 48
o A8 B, {ELIZZ AR 5t S B ) A R R e
22995 78 1Y g <7 XURR: TR R (P<0.001) o [t =2
A, 1 O TE AR PR R R R
B, HAE B YA BB B R R
WL 2y 58. 8% A PR fif s g h WA YT o

Lg AR e A L, AT Bk R T A AN R R
N R R R AEAE2E 5 o AR AT PR AR
AR MR E M R 0L, B 39 & L i
AR TN R AR W E S T h AR R IR B,
TR G R A SR R AN i T A e IR
JeAER = 2GR E M AR M 2= FE I
H L ALEETF R LEAAE YRR SR LA R R I A
36. 9% HH K 3 R EL A YA B F, mAE ALY T
e d 3R AR AR FHEERRN
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