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Table 1 Marketed ADCs globally
®1 E£KERCHR# LHADCEY

[GIGE 2yl 4 LIy &R EAREN B R TFR&E AL ]
Mylotarg®  Gemtuzumab  CD33 AML N EEIgG4 Ji% FHER FEHt () 2000" FDA
ozogamicin
Adcetris®  Brentuximab ~ CD30 HL. sALCL ~ ARift& #HEM-NEKE  MMAE VU ] 2011 FDA;
vedotin 1gG1 20204 [E 2 1 5
Kadcyla®  Trastuzumab ~ HER2 mBC NIEALIgG1 T i DM1 LAENE B 2013 FDA;
ado-emtansine 2020 [H 25 W5 5
Besponsa®  Inotuzumab CD22 ALL NEbIgG4 Ji% KHRER W T 2017 EMA&FDA ;
ozogamicin 20214 E 255 R
Lumoxiti® Moxetumomab ~CD22  R/RHCL  R¥EMRAER  MAEA B2 AP B ol 7 0] e 2018 FDA
pasudotox HARARX HPEERA
Polivy®  Polatuzumab ~ CD79b  DLBCL  AJEfklgGl #EER-NEEE  MMAE BRI R 2019 FDA
vedotin
Padcev® Enfortumab  Nectin-4 mUC NJEIgGl A R-NAR  MMAE e lrzesk/ s f4 2019 FDA
vedotin
Enhertu®  Trastuzumab  HER2 mBC NEfEIgG1 N Dxd B — = /o Hir B 2019 FDA;
deruxtecan 202394 [E 255 5
Trodelvy®  Sacituzumab  Trop-2 ~ mTNBC  AifkIgGl Vil SN-38 Immunomedics 2020 FDA ;
govitecan 2022+ [E 21 5
Blenrep®  Belantamab ~ BCMA  R/RMM  AifklgGl  HkEET MMAF HERR 2020 FDA
mafodotin A Ok
Zynlonta®  loncastuximab ~ CD19 R/RLBCL  AJEftIgGl #aliz-iN% R PBD_-%{k  ADC Therapeutics 2021 FDA
tesirine
% HhA® Disitamab HER2 mGC NJAIgGl SER-NEE ~ MMAE READ) 2021 [E 245 15 5
vedotin
Tivdak® Tisotumab TF mCC ANJfIgGl #HER-MNE®R  MMAE  FifEEE{%/Genmab 2021 FDA
vedotin
Elahere™  Mirvetuximab FRo  H1AITRI  AJEftIgGl  sulfo-SPDB DM4 ImmunoGen 2022 FDA
soravtansine oC

D F20104E EFHET, 201 ZAEF AL L i, 2 T2022 E 50T, AML: [AZSMBE R 1M (anaplastic myeloid leukemia) ; HL: ZE#F4x
WRELJE  (Hodgkin lymphoma) ; sALCL: ZF %01 [P KA I bk EL 98 (systemic anaplastic large cell lymphoma) ; mBC: 4% 854 3L i i
(metastatic breast cancer) ; ALL: 2 PE#kEL4 G (A 10L%% (acute lymphocytic leukemia) ; R/R HCL: & &/MEJAE B AN 1 L)% (relapsed/
refractory hairy cell leukemia) ; DLBCL: #%i&PE KBANAE MK (diffuse large B cell lymphoma) ; mUC: H BRI I 23 (metastatic
urothelial cancer) ; mTNBC: % #1: = B L IE #% (metastatic triple negative breast cancer) ; R/R MM: & & /MEVG T £ & P& B W
(relapsed/refractory multiple myeloma) ; R/R LBCL: & &/MEiAHE KBANMIMKELE (relapsed/refractory large B cell lymphoma) ; mGC: %%
P EJE (metastatic gastric cancer); mCC: #4F 5 & (metastatic cervical cancer); OC: UPHiJ8 (ovarian cancer); PBD: pyrrolobenzo-

diazepine,
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Fig. 1 Structure illustration ( a ) and mechanism of actions for ADC in killing cancer cells (b )
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FHIE] 20

IS AE | BR T R e B AR AE 3k B
ADCHl, WARZHIE SR I HAE X P,
BIANHT 2 PR R B P s g ok e A
KIF k& ADC, DM#E— 042w ADC 259 12 4k
AR

W SE—Fh e PR A Al T B RERI AR
SRS A RN [T 8 [R]—T I P A AN [R] 2R 67 1)
—RPuikorT . XS T A S5 1gG 2K
81, PP Fab i Bt Fe i Boad 8ok X 45 & 75—
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— LI TIPS AN 2, il & AT B 1gG
K S Ak A 1) | I g N 71 e R 1
N T ADC 2591 & 1 32 B R 545 58 1gG 4y T 45
FARAL A — X, H AT s 5 2=, A1
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Ry, fei it s e M S A ADC, AT #
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PRHEZRZE A SR FRAR ADC 1Y SRS T RN, B H
figgs 235 1 . AVE Sk ADC 25 FE SR S5 Ky, Xk
A/ R PTIAR ET Se b 2 DR B LB AR S A e T
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& (E2). 74h, Pk TR s 615 1 scFv
L K Diabody 45 W 45 B 4 14 & M A0SR [ Ak
2R B0 R — /N TR U R AR Y R
RIGTIR B B, Wk i 9% 08 A58 VHH R B,
DL IR T % 1 1 VNAR A B, X —25 00 W 1
FRAMGRPUR B0 3 3 Fh4i /MR 0 ST AR 2 8
TFHRRIF L 465 /MRADC 5, 18 RIRPUIR A B,
FIIH Fab ki it ADC 43 F BT 8 £ . Fab i Bl
FEPUIRM BB RZS G, TR e fE g ]
AR CHI KB, A it 2920 50 ku, A8
1o il 0 B HT AR B T A F R AR B B
Fab-ADC R F 45 17 M 0 A7 245 40 552 I 1 ] 55
FAENTER /NG, LIRS 0 R
ADC 7K 55560 3] Badescu M Fe[w] =5 7 Al FH
HEFETT B Fab H B 5 MMAE {8115 8] #9 ADC, 1
AN 256 P s T AN EE IR T, 5
HHLADCAH Y . (B 2TERNIY LT, % ADC
E 77 5 157 35 20 mg/kg B AT B H T o SRR 1 i
FEIEIEN, 5% M ADC 19 1~10 mg/kg 44 i

Sy A 2E L, AT IR DR AT BE R A i
Fo-FeRn fIf PR FIEE g () WA IR 22 G355 [ 32 S U AR i
Jo Z 5 IR T W M ADC, T LASE AR i 8 1 1 15
AEHE L ADC YKo HoAl— L6 L) Fab Sy £L il 1
ADCHF, ABFEARSMENE DT I T #L ADC,
A YE )25 Badescu W FT 4L I 45 R —FE, FERINTE
P AW E L ADC, ik HEG Tk AR DA 1t
25 ADC #E AR IRBEFE 4, LA scFv M HAT A= i A
Ry ZR AR 45 /NIR ADC 1) 55— A58 7 1), scFv
PR TR 2 R ER A 11 AT A DX i) — B Rl —
AR M, HoaF w2y 30 ke, HESTE
R AR ek ¢, scFv2EH ADC E 7 2R R
AEWFE R R AR AT R 7 e, ER A
FRR M B R T 25, T LA A % T o e
B 38 10 8 R/ 0, FE K B 5 At 7T
(Auristatin) FI1ZE %5 E (Maytansine) 55
L ADC ZE AL AR S I geg 240 it A A0 1, [R]E H
iR 28 I & T L ADC . SRR Y A= W F R
/5 F) Antikor ISR o, M 17Y scFv-ADC LL& #i
ADC A BBy 32 PEFn e 4, HoH Fab 8 HAtbt
A BADC, HAGERERSZ, SRMAEA
B SE A P T B PR R B, B
Antikor 2 T 1) scFv ADC 7= & 1E 1€ Il IR 77 T &%
Hhtesl Bk ADC & IR Seagen 28 7 ¥ 455K

3 3 ik B
[ |
N/ | | —
i = N A% ARV |
Hifk scFv Diabody F(ab),' Fcab
(~170 ku) (~30 ku) (~50 ku) (~30 ku) (~110 ku) (~50 ku)
1 \ ]
LS TN VVH (~15 ku)
(~95 ku)
— AkHik
\/
H -
EHIgNAR VNAR (15 ku)
(~170 ku)

Fig. 2 Structure illustration of IgG fragments and nanobodies utilized in ADCs
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Pt CD30 {1 Diabody ] % ADC Jf 5 % ¥l ADC #k77
S Sk X F AT, 25 SR R BRI
ADC Y 173, {H 23 2 7 H: 1l 7 22 58 1 (VK 3 #1
ADC 1/30 B9 BL T 7 Ay 70 PR, 4 2Rod i i
WK & RS T BRI R G5 BR %, Diabody
ADC A Al g2 b H FL ADC A B AF 3508 8, it
Gb, J3—Fh B A& PR 45 A RE ) YUK Fe i B
(Fcab) /31y ADC LRI T 5 % #L ADC A 24
RN P R i SO i [ N A R = e i 4
RPN 173, i e AT E & T, (R
B eI B A e 80 Fe DhgE, 15 B R iR —
iR R B CINBURLIRE =201 60~85 h) , AL
BA&—EMIF RIS ™ 55, RAYCKRPUAR
ADC LRI T BT (AR SN F A oy gg A Ve
1l Crescendo Biologics 23 ) 1) CB108, & —Ff %
FHON PR B 4% 1] 78 [X (A ] PSMA  (prostate-specific
membrane antigen) FJZKPUIRADC, BRI TR
LERIOTUN AP Il ek S vy O NS Y N DR SR N
HHAMEE G, 85 M F RS G R E R
], (R B O B s I 2 v Y S — K
/~ 7 Elasmogen 1 1F R FH 28 L %) 9 K B A4 78 I &
ADC, HAPRBTARIE T B M ihiikn A2 X 7

2 HEIEIR

HEFE R D0 ADC RBTIRFI 20 MR /N 5
EAE—ik, XIT ADC 25 ¥) i 2 1k MRS E 1 2 5%
HE Y AR BE SR T B I WG R R AR
E , BEA RS ADC 25 %) 7 ML RAE FF Hh ALIE 3 41
ZUR R R /N e IR 2 AR g HARE AR
A, MR S 2 REAE I 2 2R 2 A e ORI
BRI T SN T RER Tl O EK
SRV T, BRI ZERAT AR KRR
R R T LME TR SRR Fh S AR E TR
JORE - 38 R SR AR AR 14 AR T T 2L ADC 11
PR R, BHTH LA ADCHEEIAA M . AT
SYUIRESEAR R T Y DI BE AR, BN A A Bk AL
VR, X PEZREEEAGE AWt JF
BT AR R 2 B R ADC AR TR R K M )
AR

BEAEAR — AL HG 4000 7 B PUMIE IR A
Be AN R BLL BEREAR A BOM A 2% B (3R2).
T k% 1 MR BE 2R /N T BRI LA S AR £
W7, JFEEE X ADC o TR, TTIREZRG 7
PP Al R i e Lok 44> Fr Be, S 2w e BEAE R Y
454

Table 2 Characteristics of the components in linker

R2 BEESTESTEES
HEA
BUBIERE B R AR B 2R B
A RN TIE B, R RSN, (LR RN B A BB R T (e
BEIAL RS- TAADCHRR WEH B S EDT DR R 4T ol

BN ER AN TR

LER RG] TR AR R 2L ] IECH%EE (caproyl)

i FR- N (valine-citruline, VC)
(active carboxyl) ¥ CUEFE (cyclohexyl formyl) #i%(HR-NZ R (valine-alanine, VA)
iz (lysine)

THBBCEN RN, BRI R N T
W IERRE (PAB)

(B Z LI (OAB)
N,N-"H% 2 ~Jif (DMEDA) 174

I SR I i ik ] KL (PEG)
(maleimide) T#E% (sulfonamide) 1 HE MR- H & MR-E N ER-H 2%
FREHe it [4]

(cyclooctyne) GGFG&)

SCBEZER (branch structure)  (glycine-glycine-phenylalanine-glycine,

HERER IS E YD SE T ADC 259 P 3R 3R /)
3§ I A2 F PR 4R I A S A R e A i
it BOEHOHRBE MR B A HR, B
ADC 25 22 VeI 2k . ADC 25 WA ik

— YU SRR PRI T = PR A B
2 v Be 3N s, Ho RIS b
e R Beoeae, W UL B B R A R A R 2 4
I3R3,
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Table 3 Characteristics and chemical structures of commonly used adaptors
xR3 EBEREERERFAREMZEG
BB ERR LA ShtbyzE)

RIRIER]  SERRIY R, Stk

Th R R 4] 38 1 Michael N S BN H 22 AR FT3E Jse
N2, A PR - 25, AR A
XPELHS, AT Ry A R e T

\ ’O oigIODMl

) e

Y
“f*wm

\ ’ OYVCMMAE
B ahy ) @I Click [ M 45, HhitkasE JL SN\/\O/\/O\H/ { >

OZ\ICMMAE

PRI BeAh, Y i BOR R i B 454
WX ART B AT R, Rl A LR B
M BIETRF AT, XA E YRR Ak
FEMERVER . 202148, 25 ifuiid] " il 7oA
[ & HE4R 5 MMAE #8552 -25%), RIEER
B v BON AR NE R (VC) i, /9 By
R LA A BE AR U IF O S s R S 2 B A0 B 422
RERE, MR BRI O e, &AL R B
HHAR-ANAMR-eAR- T2 (GFLG) 4
(AR M (I T I A 2 R R B2 )
B2

TEPA Y 7 B g | Al R 53R & — I A A 1
A1, BEREUSH R HEIAR-25 W r K IsvE, BRAR I 45
ADC 3 F-Hf P AR LR, R T R
INF TR PHEEE 1 (P-glycoprotein, Pgp) #MiE
OV IREST 7Y Kovtun 5 7Y T a3 AL HE IR
O AN PU R 2 A IR e B B 2 1A 7E ADC
TR, R I DU SR 2 R R BL ) ADC #E 2

A £ 25t 25 % (multi-drug resistance) 40 ifg &
COLO 205™°* CDX #&# b HLA B 4 1 248 % A 4
N, B ZA 250 R 1 A%, RERs AT Rt il b
SRR

BRI, SRR T ADC R 2 56
B, TSR AR R T A — S P,
15 40 Bolt 4% # i BDC-1001 1 Silverback 2 ] (%)
SBT6050 J SBT6290 45 2 3K it 12 i s 77 BL A4 (B B¢
Y1 (ISAC) Jir >R FH (%) 76 9o Tl oA 35 R il 1) — 2 e
Ak ™), %35 ADC 4y F il s Brid S e 40 i 2 i
A YA ARl R S A T B R SR A B, SR
JE MR AN R R N, RIHER /N
1) 55 2R SO BTG R L SR i e A, A E
i FoivE 20 B B B AR

5HADCHHLL, JENE ADC X4 HE A i 2
KAXBEBFOX A (F4), TR0 IR R
Sl AN R 0 7 A SRR T o, AN R AE
RN R A

Table 4 Linkers used in non—internalizing ADCs

*®4 NATIERNEFADCEHYF A B

BERR S BT
THifE (R-S-S-R)) R P b TR 4 Y 6T S T S PR K e JEE 3 S ) (800
o Bl R i Ui IRE AR 35 P e S5 T K L1
(0] O
( )J\O/REE RZ\OJJ\()’RI )
B

B (RSNNR))
T B (Val-Leu-Lys)

PSR PR R A R K T2

ISR PR 5 1 2T 4 £ (VK 1 T
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3 FFRMSTF

B /N ADC 25 E 2R ST AT A
RGIREMIZENE, B BB Il BeTE
L2 [ e ol N S T G T L e P 1 = £
ADC 259 H35: 2 /N T B9 40 BB i 1) 1C, FEAS 7R
10°~10"" mol/L yulFl Z [|]. [FF, BilbFs L &R
IR E T, (2 AR RGN B A rh DR r 254
SEEFEE . A, ERTES TR RSN, &

PESTPEAR, T HAS 7 i 5 EE R T A7 SO 1Y
fimie BHEFH WREER /N FEA RS &
il 7 F DNA & 6l a0, Bl H AR — =3k
I\ H) ) EBE ADC 2454 Enhertu® 1 FH4A $b 5 4 filg 41
A A Ry 1S, R 2 1 A A BRI AR X AR 1Y
Nk A B ADC 2501 & # /) T AR, Xt
P I 57 46 T 109 25 B SIS ) RNA SR & il 417 11
S PR TR AR Y, R RN
R TERS,

Table 5 Various toxins commonly used in ADCs

®5 RTADCHUFRHERZRNGF
YEHIBLI PayloadZ% il REMEED fKFEADC R AL
TS & B Maytansines Kadcyla® Genentech
Elahere®™ ImmunoGen
Auristatins Adcetris” Seagen
Padcev® Seagen/Astellas
Polivy® Genentech
Tivdak® Seagen/Genmab
Tubulysins N.A MedImmune
DNA DN AU il YR 771 Calicheamicin . Mylotarg® Pfizer
S . Kf
0
7 Besponsa®

Calicheamicin y1
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gk
1 FARLE Payload2& il REMNAEY RFEADC TR AL
DNA## A7) ERRATA ) Enhertu® Daiichi Sankyo
DXd
\@\/%& Trodelvy® Immunomedics
HO \ o
I n
NT AN
\ 0
/e
SN-38
DNAKEIEAL 7 DuocarmycinfiT4 ¥ o Y@,OH N.A Beyondis
:l \(N;/@/NH
N
o
OH
Seco-DUBA
PBD XA Zynlonta®  ADC Therapeutics

HO, H
H 7 N O N=
(N oMe MeO N

o [<}

O.

PBD dimer

3.1 WEZEEMEH

OSSR AR A A0 A o, BRie
i S FEA PSSR e RN RS, RIS R AE 20 A B A
22 M B R 2 OCEZAIMER . B R
FH AR BRI 4E (polymerization) , BEREWS %453 B
AN, o T LA s 20 B e R g v . w T
ADC 4 2 /) 58 | R HE S B R
(Maytansines) . % 7 K (Auristating) Fl
Tubulysins 55,

BB, CHEARDILALRT 143 ADC 259,
A8 M EER /N Rzt , Hrhs
A H MMAE (I REERITAY) . 1 RMEH
MMAF (ERFEERATEY) . 13MEH DML (%
EATEY) M1 H DM (EERNEY) .
B AIEIR A YR AU . RO A S P
B, 1C,—fEAE 10°~107" mol/L ] ; HA —E
FKME, AoHIER TR WA, K
() A RIVRT % 43 I Jeg 4 B . B PR MMAE W T2,
R HLI2: Pgp JICHITAFAE 22 241t 24P 1y )

11 Tubulysins 2645 YI1E Ry (U8 25 14 ] 5] D)
A& Pep KW 0 IR B WA A E e
PI—R5E, X— RN T HR /N1
B e 1 0 R B T Pep RO ANHERL N, BE R AEBEE

ADC 73 HE A M 4 e 5 2 2 R 03k, AR,
T 2B MU 2R B ARG, o B A [ g
A, AR B S5 R

3.2 DNA#{H7I

DNA #5145 71 VR LI AS TR 432 3 K2
DNA BUEE IR . DNA i A7 Fil DNA 6 FE Ak 5
DNA 78 20 i () A= ARG B o 75 v 28 Ry G, X H:
HEFTIEIR . REAE i 28 13 I 240 B 40 ) e
B (HAS RN IE, #B8% DNA B, W PBD
dimer £ Duocarmycins, 7£ 3014 /1 15 ¥ 1= 45 25 B
ATRE AR SRR B Y, DA 4R 2 T TR
VAL Y3
3.2.1  DNAXUEEREIRF]

DNA WU il V1 71 i Ak 22 254 A 3 — B —
R B, SEAAMIA%IE, %R Bk Bergman M4k
R, JERORFRAUH A A, 155 DNA U
Wi 2 bR RN IAERE R A& R A
¥yl (calicheamicin gamma 1), #Hi/A &) 1) 2 ZK R
WAk ADC 259 Mylotarg® 1 Besponsa® ) {ifi 1% 251k
Gr/B
3.22  DNAJHA

7E DNA & il Fis st B, #HNT ARG L5 E
FLEMEN, UM IEAS DNAE B —1
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ARRE Y, M= A—REE T, 5 —5%
AR AZ A BEE ISR T (1 TR R 5E ) DNA
s, AR TS HRIE S, YA e 57 BUS HHh S
il GBS 0 DNABES JF . PRI, WiRperedn$h
ST 1 5 DNAJE AT 24 52 -5 W B Bes | A—A>
Gy, RERSPHP RS2 Bl SRk 09 101 5%, AT DARH AR
DNA (W& il Fi% 5%, 5 S Mg aifeser e, =
REFROR 2 X e — 2R 4D A Bl TR 266 5
HETE A 2 ZFDlib ADC 2454 Enhertu®Fll Trodelvy”
Az EUER RN T B EY)
V18 240 L2 0 9% P P T A B 51 59 1~2 8K
W, BBV R ADCAYIMIGITE , REmnH
frilis

3.2.3 DNA%ILALF]

DNA Je AL — BB 5 DNA/NMAZE G, Z
&, FIRSFHNE SEIER N ERER, WikE
BRI GE A1, 5 5 IR B RS R A SR AR R
N, 7E DNA % sk o] ol s ) s, BH R A
F sk, UM A AET

ZRACE DA A TEEAE BB RO, Hei
EEEIE G E T, K, BENS KIE T
ADC W45 2555, (HIRYT s s MR 4/, 5 H
) DNA % K f i % K& PBD
(pyrrolobenzodiazepine) — — ¥ (K7 I
Duocarmycin ' i28fb541, HuarC kAL
) ADC H (VA — 3l F PBD RN N TR R /Ny
F——CD19#[1] (1Y) Zynlonta®
33 HSRNDF

R ik 2 e TR AL ADC 259 ) FE R
N, HABA VR FIPLHI Y 25 Rt 20 v ]
F ADC 2499 %, W Bel-x, #5510 RNA
SYIEGEINAI ] 10 RNA BEA R 5] 5 4 5
— AR R/ N VR T At B AR R T bR sl
e 2 AU A AR, AR N B ADC 259 1 I
%, WINKA (Na'/K'-ATPase, $H48FEST%% ATP[iff)
] R st BT 4 T AR PR B T (matrix
metalloproteinases, MMP) il 5 " Fl 628 i 5h
FI 0t A A A PR ML AN SR 6 BT o

Table 6 Emerging toxins used in ADCs and their mechanism of actions

®6 RATADCHAMFARKIFEFTR NS FHRIERIIE

BRI T 1 F L R
Bel-x LAl 5l I Bel-xLI) e S A I T A
RNABT B 571 I mRNA B ) B 18 B
RNAZ A Wi ] 71 I mRNA 5% AGENSYS, INC.
NKA #4157 1) 24 BB S T AN A TSR T R Centrose, LLC
MMPH{II] 5] it g ik o v < AR 2R 1 il Lifearc
kil eibll I R 4 S0 T G A B LA ST A7 Tt g T Silverback Therapeutics
4 [BEEEA — P R TRy 91 v AR 8 B SOy 1 e ) 2

ADC ) FF K T 5 — A~ H BT R 2K/
SrFAs (GEIRIR SRR /N ) InEkAE
otk B SOREAR o (RIS S g Rl A
heE T#i25# (drug antibody ratio, DAR) F1ZEZ}
Gy RSB T, 5 ADC 259 1A Rk
FEE A ARG . BAR Y ADC (IR g 2 H AR
TR TR a JUR 5/ FE5 G 1Ak
SO N R SRR, BRI R iR
PE D b ARIRALEA S T INHUARYZhEE , R
S S YRS G IR E AR R T o BGS R
W R SN AL ATAT JE A e R B RS N 250% ()
Bt 0 B T4 il 2 2 i AR 2 A 7

H Hif 19 ADC B IBRH AR IET L 73 251

MRk AL (AN v 2 I A ) i 2 R A ] — i i
JRE BFEL) R FRUBBCEAR, HATE Ly
13 3K ADC 259 K BRI AR s 55— 4R,
M A B . FED TR BOR B0 B 2 T
BARPUARE AL S AT BER B R FEAT, PRI
TER/NIIT, IBUREE AL AR . SRR T A
i TR E Al A Y AR RIR G IR E
AT A S T LR N-BEBE A S 1
HREOA 1o 2 o HETR L E SR Y ADC 25
P40 T e PR A I RAEZE B B o
41 FREHBRNEIENTSHEBRKRAR

H PR S H ) — S Rp T LR 2 1 A
HRAYE L. a 7R ARSI Z A7 b. 1R
AR 2 H o Tl o HEE e 2
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SRR RAFAAF RN TG PE 1 R R A O
PERYR IR MR AL, GnA - BLBR ML i (NHS)
MIBEHEAAR, RIAT 50 2R 1Y) & (v 2 38 S W R B E
SRSTHL/ N FARER Y, BRI RBRRE RS 1T, X
DA B s & H AR e i T B, Y
ADC 2591 R JH I B M ERE A, 11 Mylotarg™
Besponsa®, Ml HJ5 >k 1) Kadeyla® Fl 2022 4F 4R 4L 1)
Elahere™ /2R I H AR

i T 1gG 7+ L K Z04A 80~90 /™ i 2 IR 5k Jk
Hrg 24— T UUBHB MR 1, A IR
AR AT D o 9 ) S0 A% 1 ok 45 1 P34 DAR (A
R IR, s AR RN, 1 S L AP 1
AT RE BRI s 2 & an Rk IR e 2 R RIS
THE] EREA I Al e IR ADC 251 2k
AT —, BN R R 2Y i A I A 20
ARG, MAFRZEZE, 2% ADC 3L
MG Iy 2ty s L 5340, BT
AR M EEAPUAR T, (REANR & A PRt
REEG8L, A AT RE T3 ADC 5H0 SR 45 &
AeJy 2 R R AR R A AN — P
BRIHF L, ITSEAEXT Kadeyla® (T-DM1) 4597
AW SR, E AR T AR T2 TF
K, T LTRSS, Reft i a Ll
AN AR 7= AR ADC 7 9 A B S 5053 A FH 28 2h
R R, Wt R Z R
Mylotarg”, Besponsa”, Kadcyla®#l Elahere”fE T &
NI Z — o SRR 1Y ADC 2 i 4k 4
RN RE /N F B SRR DA T2 B il 438 P FNieR
A, FIEFRATH— kB WP ok S U ADC 43
T (K3a), — PRl i meiE Ry 1
Fe, PREE S EEREIAR 0 O B A S PR R T A
PR AN S EAIEG 5 17T A 2032k O ok P R4 XL g ik A
FBE AR b 1 — 1> B I 56 A S5 A Lt 2 e ) % 2
LRI TS BUARIE M, 2 JRREEAR L — TR
BV 5 B8R/ N FARECHI L ADC 43 172
4.2 kR ZHREN SHBEEAR

b R Ak R T A RS i i B B A
EAZE ", e O 5 — R R B R AR A
BRI . DhIgGl Rfl, & B 3L&A 16 X —mif,
o 12 X0 A B N T S R A LA A N RTINS
B, T 4 %4 TA] A B 0 2 T b R] LA e
JFFFTIE (B13b), AT A dc 22 8 A4S T A Sz 179
FLERSIAE (2 AR a4 i 3 S ) i) B 451 mT LA
AR U Mo = Wy -2 DARME, HEBR T 5847

TF 4 XF BT e EE R /N TR ADC 24
Y1 (40 Enhertu® 1 — i M £ L R A T 10
ADC "), FCA 3 3 40 BRI ) ADC 2
R AR RAE Y — 1Y . Rl as T BR A1
Fidk, HF TR TR AR S, £
a2l sy (isomer) Z#AO0, 2. 4. 6. 84>
INTF A S 1 R SRS IR R N,
i 55 AR Y R ok e 5 A1 7 A 1,4 037 1) Michael
TSGR R SR S B, 3 A R Iy PR LR R 2% 1 T
A, ARIE IR 1

ARG 2R B SR UL 2SR 42 R 9 ADC 1T g 23
A TP B BE ] B i S SR p) s A
FsEtEZ ) 12 {02 Seagen /A A R
fi138 355 % CD30 #8111 1 Adcetris® 25 1) 73 T IR AR 45
FIRFFE RN, AW 1gG 1 oA 1% VU X6 B ] — A 4
FBFTF, fHEE I 84~ MMAE # 2 /N> X Bk i
e & ok IR N A THE SRR ()
ADC FYEERFRE PRI oS b s (21 24k
TXCFRAR I 7 X 5 2o XA 1) e e M S e M Bl
S A BN BE—MEMIiE, R EX 45 A 1) ADC
25905 F B LB HT 5 S T A A A S5 4 53 B
X R AR B 5 — R S, K
TH I Tl 27 ik A1 25 S B FA I W e & A= )2 Miichael fifl
LRI I, DT TR () /N3 B8 2 Il s
SRR E AR L, R RS b
HJR, PUAREE ] — G A S A IR AT L
AR, HEFZHBN, A T2 A
B RN AT T L RS A, 2 i H
HI ADC 2599 & v i) 2 R . i
TRY 143K ADC 259 A 9 FCR AR .

AN, FHBTASEER] R S Bt A S
PUAE S, WORF 1gG1 438 8 A2 ad B 1] — A7
A S Y SR AR B I 3 R /N4> T 1Y Enhertu®,
A A R R

T A B R A A SR DK 1gG R 4 %
] —aisoe T, PR A AT S5 R
BRI SOIRBUE S, RIS 4TI X i (] — i 5
JNE, T TF ) B B o B R b i NSk T
BEHEROR, SN — X B (A AR — A RE AR T,
[FIHIR A T B B (B e Fn 2 p s vk 1 (]
3¢) o M2k 24 ) i AR R AR L 51 i 40 M B 43
FHERTRE, T4, 8816 ™, HIEE AT
TS TR, FH AR A B) B gl mT A SKE
MW, HRETTERTTAIE B3 N EE S N JE A 1%
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Pelk. HETA 280 it Hee SUBECEAR, ant
i (bis-sulfones) AR 720 0 N — 4R ok ik i
(next-generation maleimides, NGMs) FA %/ 5
ok Wt - (pyridazinediones, PDs) £ AR 7 DL &
C-Lock™ A 3% #EMH T ADC 259 I & FIHE
Ko SRR AARIN 7™ A AT & T Y — X i
() 0 S — > B AR A T B 2 3 K2 L 75%~
85%, T Zit—HHEKIZ N 4lit, Al Hix
H 0k 5]95% LA | %), OBI Pharma 2 w32 FH AU
H AR K MMAE {85k £ 47 -GloboH HHTIA FIF %
ADC Zi¥)fE ik 5y 1 OBI-999, T34 e i Fn
i, BHRTIEEIG RO h  WIE R EXT I+
1Y 45 F i 55 HP R BRIX — ADC HR A FE PR AR SR A
— PR e A B SR PR B s d R 4 O
T3 — AR A CEHUAOIET, RV EEEECRE X 1)
TR IE N T EE N EIE A, A R
R BRSO Es &, HETM AN A
FARJE TR S 522550 10 NGMs AR =4, 1
IR —FE, FAAEAMEIRER, —FER
RPUARIE, H—FE “PHiop=", RIS
SR I B A BB M — A7 I A A B AT R
N TR BUINFHERTREL 1 Y, BT,
AW ADC i A FEAGIRMFIE o SR B AR L
AEEHT PRI E AR B OCIATE T, L A ™ 4 5
FeE s, IR B bR —— KRR
T EIE 08 ADC (5 HERT 35 90% LA 7, it
B R BT B R N —
C-Lock™ £ AR | J& i Concortis Biotherapeutics fF -
&%, HARZEAE N Sorrento Therapeutics Ft H & 9
STI-6129 """ Fil Zova Biotherapetics It & & Ky
ZV0508 'V, 4y HiI#L ) CD38 Al ST4, #HHE /T
YR Z @iT (Duostatin) . i SEHr HH AR H Al
PSAEAWIHERR R 3T, B R R i e R AT 1 5 30
CEPURT SRS, deEmIERE s, et
2 ADC 2 VR UM
43 TITRUFMIBERBEREA

TR PR IR AP R T 2 0r
ST AT I 200 T S5 0 A RS — PRI ) — 254
A (1&3d), 1 Genentech 2 ] ) THIOMAB™ $%
AR ey BRI, Gl SR TR
L o) =N S R SRR B | A W 1 AN B /W
MUCI16 8 5 i) B0 H 55 114 i (A144C) , i i
CHO # iRk 2lifb S5, Zeid TCEP #3438 J5Kt 114
LA IDE IR ) i R R ok, P LABR IR A Ak v

FITFASE R o, fe)a PS5 Dok i L A
/N3 veMMAE Rz, FiT P2 A= () ADC 254 F-3%
DARAE M 1.6, THIOMAB™ ADC 5 18 5o % 8] — B
A1 DARE N 3.1 1 ADC M HE, 45 3824 I
AR IR N S R 25RO F TE X 1], BRI T
AR e, [RIB E TE B R B TR —
ADC, Tfij . THIOMAB™ ADC %3t T Ak Js af
PLAZIE-BIDAR R 2, 724 DAR2 40 435 L
i 90% 7', THIOMAB™ FlHAth — 3 Rl R A
Sy i I S S LR UB Y SN RN S IR S
P A R R . A REERE,
— e SCHRARGE , 7EARFETT MEREE 12407 (Q124C)
RAG) AR, X PRI R )G sifbrf I 124
A7 22 IO 2R 253 Tl 47 BEL A i A1 1 95 A R L 245
A, BT DUE S PR N, i H R4
¥j—, DARfH }2 '™, X— KB Fit—21k
THIOMAB™#: AR, fiifbA = T AA Frait. 5 4h
A —2 5 THIOMAB™ZE IR EE A, i i B A
TARAE AR AL A AR DR Z R T AN S A A8 4R
15, WA TEZAL S R 5 A DR ZR LA In 2824
IR, ZER TR AMERETT T s 1T
PO e bk e HEn el R AR 1
ADC 239k NI IRAIE G U 3, WS s vl B
FERIT — R B 5 28 ADC A 7= FoR
W T R R R A T2, SR— ks 8le
SUBIR, R T 2R R RREAR T A A A
TR — S e S5 KBS T b ATz H—Fh &
Ellmani®#| DTNB (5,5'-"Fi (2-AFEAEH ) )
RS &SN R SR W Y VA Sy ) LRl OE i
T, AR R BB E E R | iSO
KLU TNB A2 M R 5 A BEH K. I TNB
L R IE B —hisE, REREA TR A IR RE
[RIA 57 TSPP (= R ELJBE = A RR Lk ) A0, 1M
LR 7R E N5 e TR k5 S AN R S S WA= Y Ve o< ]
B SRR -1 2R /N TR D AR il SUE I
ADC. It H R 7= 19 ADC 25 %% 5 2% F % M
THIOMAB™ $ R ) ADC % & , ¥ AN & A
THIOMAB™ $ A il 1l (1) ADC H i 0L 1) — B S e
SERIR L R R B

TEF R TR R IR B AR, PR
LA BYAL BN T ADC 1Y 25183 J1 24 f i
BIVEFHARA SEm, DR ML B R e A3 (R 7 1 R
PEAT R TR Bl s A I . A0 Ma %6 197 fE—A> A
5 4k T IL13Re2 (interleukin 13 receptor subunit
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alpha 2) HURMTEE X GIAT —RFI AR
A, SR JE R X S TR BLIR T & ADC, Z )5
FE R BRI R P XX 8 ADC HEFT T 255 . 25103)
T MRS . 45 R WK, B B E Sk
ADC #f L5 i ADC A7 54 (19 1% P 245 35 R 2 14 |
AN )7 s A BB i ADC 22 i) U R B T T AN [ 1)
L3753 B R G B, e {37 A5 B 1BC 19 ADC
(L443C) L HoAth iy H A8 T AR 25 @ VR H A K Y
egr i
44 FRAIEBRTESBBERA

AR RAR G LR A AR AR A AZ O 3 3 FE A
TREE AR LA KO b R 2R Y (RNA Gt el , Kt
A RN PR FE A R R AR LR 5 | A BIPTIR A T
fLE, MM s e (B 3e) ", IEIHAR
oA w AR KRR E LR A X CBER N AR . &R
TR FH R P 2 R R 8 R B R R 2R . 38 Rk
BRI &K ADC 50, EBE & m ) —dm
G RME An, HHETF 00 e b,
W MWARL, B S| TR 2 AR A B 254
PIBAR S GRS ER S TIRE I & 1 B
F I 245 AR AR FeE ADC 25442 Ambrx FIHTIT.
BE 2534 JF & 19 ARX788 150, ARX788 1 4! i 2
HER2, iz H#AE R IR 2 FE R X O R TN &R
W SRR A A, R AN ]
WY R 4, #FE /N4 Amberstatin,
Bk 1.9, Ak, AEYHEIAR A Sutro A P
AR BEZRFE AR ADC 2595 F-40 Tl R AT
4350 STRO-001 'Y I STRO-002 1) {11z
R AR R IR R Ry & AU CH HOR N &R,
mis Ak 2% (click-chemistry)  Jz I 5¢ A% 18 BX
STRO-001 /& LAHT CD74 B4 A 2k A il o — Ffp A m]
SIUNRRE AR 5 3R 2 MR, AR
2, I A 5% A9 3E O iE 4 DLBCL. STRO-2 I 2 1t
] I 1R 37 1K /9 ADC, iz H 7] 35 ¥] VC  (valine-
citrulline) #EHEAR G 7] SC209 Ry 8 /Ny
T, PR 4, G R DROESE 45 5L s it
ADC HA RS2 06 . A e, LA
SO EUEINE ) Y, BRT X ADC o> TAN, A
oAl — 23R FHAE R SR S LR 2 s EXK 1) ADC 259
AbTF G R FTAFFE Y, i R A 2B R & ADC
(30T E TS E DR s sssel ) R 2 ADC R
IR AR BT, 5 R TR AR P A A e
WHER AL, MAR R, HIIAJERIREFLIRTRES
77 R S 1 1 1 XU

45 HBHISHESBEEAR

fit 2 B T B A ARG 07 5 2 R I 4 S %
Pk, HHEAAG T SR &7 50 —2, |
WAL 2 TS U ER . B2E i B
BNy T e AR P A |, SCE T
W5 R i T R B AR | N BIPTARREE 57 A AT i6
BOE FAREE (L 30) 1 AT A H W T
SR A A IR % FE B (transglutaminase,
TG) "7 Fn W e H 2 BR 2B B (formylglycine-
generating enzyme, FGE) "' 5% WM 5 # i HE
SRR T 1 A SR AR B 14 P e 5 0 2
MR - Rk 22 SO I G, L i ke T
A ABENFE I (mTG) A SR 7 1 5k
W mTGARIE SRR A 4. 2Bk
FHAEER TR HOR SR B bR B Ibs, il
29507 LB A ER 2 55 LA mTG &M 55 R 2
iz FH 3 TR 3 AR K mTG 55 505 5 51 (4
LLQG %) ¥ 21 5 fif sl 4% 19 C i LA mTG &
SUARIDE s S5 =0 AT E R AR vt 22 R 5% Ik
B I A R AR A R I 5 | A 2 I 3% 25 A0
mTG KB ; ffa—MERRX LM IrEA S, L
KB HE ISR A7 SR s H 1y Y TR
FEA G IAREEN G, TR R RTR 0 45 Fh ik
SERNE, U click 5 A Michael fil S 1% 45, SR
BER/NTIE S, SR mTG &M ADC H
A TEF IR R B B, — S 5% 7R X)L A
ADC, HAE s 5 v i i 00 ) 3% 4 0 4 HL R
SR ]G 7 10

H e 2 e A L (FGE) fig B 55 2 7 41
CXPXR (XA AR AR TIHAR)
ot Z R R B A T A A A 7 e Y, PR
AR b i HE AT S A M R A B /Ny 2
PrmEe " X —FARGEFRH SMARTag HE AR 19,
T3l 3% SMARTag® (CXPXR) %% 4 & Hiik 145
FENLE, WREEEE RN Cun, 4245 LA FGE 43
PRV, A R . X — AR
ADC HETA —a@ A T IR B, HAbR
CD22, TEHUIRPIA 55 C o ik 245 SMARTag"”,
R Y )RR S SRR AR, TENG R AT
- (77 N W ol i I T S A SR Oy g 1 7
G Dewes]
4.6 EENTSHELBEEAR

TEFTA PR B B 4% CH2 X R — MR ST Y
N-BEEEN A, N-297 1, Fi| F N-#lEE Sk A S
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HA SRS 5 N-HEE 89 7 5 B ST A i bt
JEPUARLE A X, AMBIH— A2 TGRS &
REJTs U, N-WEIEAL A7 7R 48 Fh T AT+ 23
TRSY, FI TR R AR AE A R R LAR A R
HICH SN TREOE, RG] Pt
JEMEHE R oKL S WAL, BAPERTS & F SO
AFEMRARIRANR], - TR A= B0y e BE R TR

[113, 166]

(VFRNNESEE 6 o MHEEE SRR 3 5
B AT BB A PR RS . W LB
PR FEMTPUAbRIC, i m i AR T
WEEEA S OO (9 BRI 2 A S, FEATS
5 s M AT A BE R A/ Ny T 5 2 O, SR
A AEIBG o ph TS IR] R P e P A AR,
NalO,, XIHTiA i) 2 FEMR 5k B iR 2 S B 1k

N/ N7 _ NV

() RIEHER | i | e C T | e
| =3 |
(b) 1] it IR

(0) —BifHR \H/ AR \ﬁw/ RN \ y

(d) AR RXH/“ ®%ﬁﬁﬁ>/H\{ -~ ,,M\H/M.

@% MK

L J *v‘ b ]
(¢) IR IR by g : \H/

\fH\/ BRI \rH\/ _@L\JH{

GY 7 " e 'l wjlw

_ N B ﬁﬁ“mt}mﬁs\ H/ﬁﬁ%@m \H/ e N’

(g) HEHEN S o ulg - 0 I [ ‘. ‘+‘—| [.-*’? .
EZREHERN @ RIB A2 e HER

Fig. 3 Various conjugation technologies utilized in ADCs
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i 2= B R R AR O N AR
T ADC Ik . HHTH T ADC I &K+
TR R AR AR R AT e AR, Hohdse ok
W Y J® fr 2% Synaffix 2 A I & B9
GlycoConnect™ i AR "7 H Fi A2 IKE K
ADC 25 TF kAl 247 il IE AR TF R ik PRAJE
8N B E Sl R N VTR R DT ER R
Pl i 2D R RN, P R T 5 A Tl
P A ROV A BT A (SRR S
TP UG ) 456 A% OB L Se e SUB I, i
J& LA click fha N SR 2 ) SO, 3k O
R E S (F3g) "' R GlycoConnect™
HRI ADCAH M/MBIAL A, HE 2w Bk T8
ARSI 1/ N 25 g, BRI I
BOR LLIRE) 90% LA b, FEAR P AR SR S50 Hh R
P T8 L ADC I 2535 MG A RS ke . 55
IMNEA —LEWE R R RIREOR , HEOR (S
GlycoConnect™ FH1LL, K45 I vy B AT 0
TSRS, CECE SRR IR A S 1Y
EFUBEVIRR , FE LSRR H B HENT A= 1 i 4
FPTAREREA b Y AT — R R AU AR IR
T AR T A O AT 5 SR A ) 0 TSR )
PERE, RGBS S S O A DA S
TR 770 R R S R ERE AR T ERR
SRPEH, 2 ik IR R Y 2 S Ty [n)
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Technology Advancement in Development of Antibody Drug Conjugates

LIU Wen-Chao, LI Hong-Feng, HU Chao-Hong"
(Shanghat Miracogen Inc., Shanghai 201203, China)

Abstract Antibody drug conjugate (ADC) is typically composed of a monoclonal antibody conjugated with a
cytotoxic small molecule drug via a linker. It is an emerging and promising class of targeted cancer therapeutics,
combining both the highly cytotoxic activity of chemical drugs and highly targeting ability and specificity of
monoclonal antibody. Fourteen ADCs have been approved for marketing so far worldwide, and more than 140
ADC drug candidates have been investigated in clinical studies. Various ADC technologies have been well
developed to manufacture these ADC drugs in commercial scale as well as clinical scale. In this review, we
describe the molecular structure, mechanisms of action and development history of ADCs. We then provide an
overview of the current landscape and recent advances in each key element of ADCs, including antibody, linker,
payload and conjugation, and their advantages and disadvantages. Future directions in ADC development may
encompass smaller sized forms of antibodies such as antibody fragments and nanobodies to improve the
penetration and accumulation of ADCs in the solid tumors. Novel linkers are also being tested to enhance the
stability in circulation systems and reduce off-target toxicities. Emerging payloads of new functional mechanisms
are also explored in the construction of ADCs to overcome the drug resistance resulted from currently used
payloads of marketed ADCs. Various site-specific conjugation technologies have been adopted to reduce the
heterogeneity of drug-load species and optimize the pharmacokinetic properties of ADCs. This review article aims
to enhance systemic understanding and careful considerations in designing an ADC drug with improved efficacy
and safety.
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