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Abstract  Bladder cancer is one of the common malignant tumors worldwide, among which patients with
muscle invasive bladder cancer(MIBC) have a poor prognosis. Radical cystectomy with pelvic lymph node dissec-
tion after neoadjuvant therapy is the standard treatment for MIBC. However, the physical trauma and periopera-
tive complications caused by radical surgery have seriously impaired the quality of life of patients. Various bladder-
preserving treatment strategies have emerged as effective alternatives for patients who cannot tolerate surgery or
refuse surgery. Immunotherapy. with the advantages of long-lasting efficacy and high tolerability, has dramatical-
ly changed the treatment of bladder cancer. The application of immunotherapy may significantly improve the suc-

cess rate of bladder-preserving treatment. This paper reviews the progress in conventional bladder-preserving
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treatment and immunotherapy-based combined bladder-preserving treatment strategies.
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BPT B % H bt ik 85 RC A2 0 b #2
MR P R ARG . R BPT R
LB W E] 20 th 2 70 A AQ 32 B VH b K 2 W IR Sh B
Resnick 5 42 38 B9 — I 5 Bt 982 38 43 U1 BR R (par-
tial cystectomy, PC) 9 [a] Jii ¥4 AfF 5 , 102 ] /8 % &
% T PC,H 5 4 B AETEFE (over survival, OS) FI &
KRR A1, 9% F 75.6% . 5 —Tik H Capi-
tanio %" {4 81 Bk AIF 5% 3 o DC FE AR B AR
SRR EARAE LA T PC A RC 7E MIBC 3697 H 1K)
SR BT 5 AR OS FiI I8 55 5 7 24 47 % (cancer
specific survival, CSS) 435128 57% 5 70 % F1 55 %
569% ., BARZBIIH PC B8 T2 F RC
UG R AR BRAR ) PC 85 75 220 2 7™ w7 1Y) 0 1k
e, B g BA R HL AR <<5 em, A BE KR R AL
(carcinoma in situ,CIS) , VIZ R4 ZE D 2 cm, &~
WL RS AL DI REIE W . &S AT
G PCARrUEMEBE AL 5%, REWI ., PCIHITH
7850 e i A5 SR AR BPT Mk R BE 3 T
EIL.HUSJ s

Wi Ji 22 T BiF 5% R 28 DK GBI B B R 1) B R
(transurethral resection of bladder cancer, TURBT)%E
BPT Hiy7 s it 47 T &, Hrh—Ig A 133
MIBC I 5, Zead K38 15 A0 Rl 5, 133 i #2
% TURBT B # 5 4F .10 4EF1 15 4F OS Fl CSS 43
SR 73.7%. 39.8% . 24.8% 1 81.9%. 79.5%.
76. 7%, [EM, Herr™ i3 T 55 — 3 TURBT 5
RC ByXF HEBF 58 45 5, 99 il #: 52 TURBT HI 52 i 2%
% RC B 10 45 CSS 43510 76 %6 F1 71% . ik
Al UL, TURBT 7E#B 43 F8 25 1097 hal 2k B4 30 i) g 42
SR AL TR HAE R RC BARIGIT B BT
LR AR AR ) 0 5 B o L R U0 B A B AT K AR
KI/N<3 em, K Z 41 CIS, 5 FLUK B2 Bk ) fiE
HH L MIBC J&—F i BE AR 28 M50 L I 50 %0 19 iR
HIEZWI AT RE C A e R . Ik, g PC
it & TURBT H—F-K 1 5 #0835 %) F MIBC &3
AT AR AR .

AR, BPT M6 97 Bt B — 3R 97 7 8
RIEBRZIFIER B MG GIRIT HE . AT 5
ATRHS T TR0 I6 97 X DL il 0 e B 1 vk A T B
., 1987 4F Shipley 48" il T — I A FF & RC
YT IS MIBC 35 2 52 Ak 97 19 2 vp O T BE M 4
58,70 ] T2~T4 83 H 32 4R 5 4 50 &AMt
RIT A T0% 345 T 58 & 2% ff (complete response.,
CR), {7 OSIEEN T 30 ™~ H . 2017 4ERRAE B EE
BefR i 7 — Wik T 280 A BPT MK IZE R .
Giacalone 4 Xt 1986—2013 4E 19 475 ] T2 ~
T4 #41) MIBC (& #4717 T TURBT B A i fby7 .

BTG 5 4F 10 41 15 45 1 92 93 4 57 1 A A7 R (dis-
ease specific survival, DSS) 43 5l & 66 % . 59 % #I
56 % HH OS 23518 57% .39 % Fl 25% . Bl & Hb
B AR AN Wt A Je A [R) 20 AT O 28 M AN B Ak
BPT B & 7 & 1) CR I (19861995 4F) (1)
66 %42 T Z= I H (2005—2013 ) 1) 88%,5 4E OS
MR 53 %0 $2 T 2= I A Y 7500, [ B 5 4F DSS
M 60% 4 = = 84% . 1 #h ek RC A KUK A
A2% FREET 16%, X—HBFF04s 3 £ Jy sk
B 05 e ) BB BRI T AR D L RIS A R 2E IR R
ok T A ER X R ER BIR YT T R bk E w44 o
=T (trimodality therapy, TMT), BPT 497
Al A 5 RC AT R I A 45 F 9 &, I R B IR R
JB% I 1 i LA B 1 T R S O A HLAE B AR TR
FZH R R AR E S, 2019 AE L EE K LS
JERE [ 45 (NCCND 5 R s TMT J7 I 4 77 SR e
B MIBC 1 2897 %, B, TMT HFERT
MIBC & o] fEik #6119 RC B ARIARIT IR .

2 EHMBPTBRIFAER

2.1 TMT K%

TMT J5 %8 1 fix KRR B 48 R 3 5 e ik 98 170 Bk AR
(maximal transurethral resection of bladder tumor,
mTURBT) | X 3l 6 7 fil 4 B R gt AuyT =355
2%,

mTURBT & TMT HZWEOHT ., BUF5R
W R W mTURBT 523U Bk i vl 42 5 8 1
CR Z2) 26% (84% vs 58% ), [al i, B AR b 8 1k
RC &HHRU3% vs 24O H T 3354 BPT
J7AL, 2022 4F NCCN fE & & TMT &K
FE 7 G A2 R Bk B R AR <6 em, TTH K, AN
PR Tz W kv IS, B e T i 15 45 4

Bifff mTURBT BE#% DIER A AR v] 0L %) b o,
M LA G J 50 5% Ak kb RN AR T B B R R . A AT
38 Y MIBC % 2 /D 30 % 17 16 75 5 ik 0 &%
Bl W, mTURBT J5#h 58 itk 7 A& B F E—
A4 1 JR TR A Lk 2D e bk B & e B A Ak 1 PR
W . PR UERY BT T S8 A 5 T IO 96 A 28k s ik B2
W . NPT I AU S AN BRI, [ BR s R
AR} 2 T T R B O R R T 65 Gy, AR R
SFEAE T 50 Gy, Ay A AR LB ) 1 45
JHCTT 1) J 358 B 988 2% 495 0 3 BB ¥ IR 416 20 I 3zt Ak 9%
BB BE s B kb, B E RS BR A MW OS M
CSS™  BeA YT T LR PR AR R A WU
MGTET 5 PG b U 5% 22 R 3 4 5-FU SE 47 5 5 1 ik
feyrteeed . —1n I W R ALY B 86 (RTOG 0712)
A TIRENEE &4 H 2 WOlT 535 b IE B & 4
H 1T Ml frdE, 25 R 8w 2 B 76 BRyT
A =R XTI AAS I 52 B E P A
VR s R R T A2 AR Y R
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2.2 FEF TMT &MU BT ¥

BT TMT MBI 2 7€ TMT Jhlk -
BmT BRI BRARME AR RO SEEE., AR
R — T3 (] B2 F 5% 413 L 154 9143 A2 DU B T VR B R
F AU ) BE AR B R A ) B g s i R SR B
M5 4E OS Eik 9%. MR E KR NN
4962 MEF TMT J5 58, DU I T v 76 e 5 il
AT RE R A AR Lt S T R R
A5 Fn 2 B R AH . X T4 o AR 8% Jbe 28 3, T e Y
BRIV S 935 % . (A4E N BPT R E & 1)
AN ROA T I i LA AR SR 5] J) .
2.3 TR B AR BE A O Y B SR

B4 Bh b JF (neoadjuvant chemotherapy.
NAC) Z#4T RC B % MIBC #1194 5 2 51k
7 . HET MIBC B AR IR YT T 5. NAC B1E
45 /)N I e VA FR R L R R L S I I R I B T BR
EEH o DT ZR A5 T B AR 1 B 3R R R AL &, I F%
K58 K FE M EH OS, BPT Ml RC 75 i U] 1% = F
T8 3 Ao gee o) B A R 9 H bR R L ¥ NAC fE
Sy BPT 697 W] GB AR5 R U A= A2 3K 45 . 2 3L ol
JiE 44 BIF 5T AR SE T NAC B RURYT & g
bk, HCR Al fik 73% ~86% .5 4F OS 1 CSS
A4y ik B 68% ~T72% FN 76 % ~T79% N, 5
A NAC BEA AR 7 38 T 78 ik 00 25 55 B8 10 1R
H o AE— T[] M 5T b iR TE L 57 A Uk B 2
B ANBEZ 4 D0 NAC IR YT 5 - b RD
Ak dy . H OS F DSS 5 RC #2400, 3 —4%
RE/RH T NAC 7 J7 i % MIBC By 4 #,

At — 5 BPT M85 A dh 96 32 25 N .
b5 2 WFSEHE H NAC i A3 W5 38 S0 (H.
52 NAC JAYT 5 3645 CR SUM8 e <<T2 Wy
B, H 5 4FE OS B3/ T X NAC 3897 JC I N 1Y
HE (85 vs 409%5) 780,
2.4 HENRYY

X 28 17 AR YT AR R IR T R ML R
1367 SRS I Sk 368 4 e 30 e 30 R % M i e i AR
B —ZE0EE, H UL AR R YT AL 2 2 — A
X AT Ak 240 A A 4 I F A2 iR (FGFR) 19 4% 2 R 1
FifF 411 41 57 (40 Erdafitinib, Rogaratinib, Infigratinib
F1 Vofatamab) , 75 — 25 B £ ¥ HER2 " B & AU ¥t
HER2 Hu A8 B 25 4 (41 RC48-ADC, — Ff i 1A
JE4T HER2 ™ $1 R {8 3% 5 L R B b 7T E 52 )
2y, H Er 2 1 ) 25 9 1F 7E I K K 58 By B (5%
D, Hodr—100 [T W1 R 56 25 5 R . Erdafitinib
FEARBEIR YT JCIH L /Y B 0] MIBC & BT 59%
B % W I R % CORR) » [F/] B K B 2 OS 42 7+ =
13. 8 M AP B —WiPEAS Infigratinib &9 i PR F
MR T RS R B8 T 25. 4% ORR M
64. 20 MIBIRFE IR LA 7E HER2™ ) i
IR AT I R 5, RC4A8-ADC . [ B J
T AERM, 43 BB H A, P AT 20,3 4>
H.HH ORRIKBH T 51.2%,12 ™ H OS ik
55. 8%, HIG™ & A7 A R RN, 5 4 )
TRITAEH BT HEBT B % BE TR I JC BN A M 3
Jed v T BBCAS 19 7 30, BRRT A PR B B IR T Y 2R
F B,

R1 BEAFAYE MIBC PRIEKRXBTECAR

IR R GRS AW MIBC % b B X B B =hi A 0 15 A3 N 151 DN 7 44
NCT03390504  Erdafitinib vs J ¥ B 4 Bl A B 1141 T e 2018-03-23  2024-04-26 629

1R Gi AT 5L

Pembrolizumab
NCT03410693  Rogaratinib JmEsmR e R N/ Zaed 2% 2018-05-31  2020-10-27 175
NCT04197986  Infigatinib =T2 1 3 PR Qs 2020-03-11  2023-01-11 39
NCT02401542  Vofatamab R 1/ Zet A% 2015-06-01  2019-11-01 71

2.5 BPT i %

RIGHEVITE BPT jA 97 o & SCE K, Bl
W BT A B TIPS TR T7 R0 F & LR B K
Xif T BB SR B ROV A e G, WO A N
ZRALTE - JB5 e B A A bR Ao B AR R L IR AN 2
G A R R AR AR A . AT A AL T Bl T
ZARFETEXE S, 0 Solsona Z AHYAR IS 3 4E N4
3ANHFEAT 1 R IBE bk 9 Bk A A4 B vEAN L B R 2
FENEE 6 A H AT 1 RN Bk 2, 5 R AR
1RGHER 154, Boh2 Fho@EUR)E 2 N E
3ANH B 3 4E4E 6 A H 4350 UEAT 1% e 8% IR 4n i

kAT, B S R AR 1 R BE bR B R AT BRI
#h . Tholomier 24 A #E I 7E B e 5% 4G A st L X 5
A A A 3 R 1 2 TR R DD R A6 R AT
HORLIE R, HETZ R BE DT AR R T v A
SR A Y BV L AR TR A AR Al R Y s 2 43 1)
o343 R AT AN T[] 1 B 17 7 28 B A TS A B A
FLHE . PRUEAL R R AL BE U 7 28 75 B R FEAS |
Z s KA I R S AT R AT i
AT XF P Y Bl 7 3R e S I R DR
3 BERITRATH BPT Bl =

o PETR T I T AR R 1Y R IR 7 B U7 el
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30 o i I PR3 4 X AL AR 928 3R 6 14 41 1 5,
BVROE I B G A AR, AT SR I R K M . e
BITEY E S PD-1,PD-L1 Ml CTLA-4 %
s K A S 30 4 5 Cimmune checkpoint inhibi-
tors,ICIs) ., HEIIE H & & 25 i 158 8 315 (food
and drug administration, FDA) b # F T i bt 9 1
PRI ICTs A 6 Ff, 45 2 A PD-1 0 il 5
(Nivolumab # Permbrolizumab), 3 # PD-L1 i
#il57 ( Atezolizumab, Durvalumab I Avelumab) Fll
1 Al CTLA-4 #0il5] (Ipilimumab) ., BR itz 4h. [
PEH PD-1 #4157 Tislelizumab W2 i 78 7 Al ¢ 1Y
LA RYT R, BETIEA T FDA #fitrh, BL7E,
PD-1/PD-L1 il 5| & B4 75 o R G )7 5 R
BB R ol G B 1 I g 1 IR Y T R LA AN
BT BB — 2R T B RIBEIRYT
B 51 R R b ek 722 1 e e 30 % e g v SR .
HORTEH M B IR I7 B B, 9% L S R A LT AT LA
A o J RS CRL X/ FRATAT LU T 7
AT ORI DTG IT o Q0T K S 9T 1 AE B e i b
I 5 SR AT R0, DL R A N0 T A DR B DR TR T
Y F A S #E AT IR
3.1 SRR YT TR DR B B 6 9T R A B G 9T
PR I HH 3 Je AT L

2018 4, BRI [H Z g BIF 58 T Necchi 4557
%38 T — T Pembrolizumab fE  MIBC (T2 ~
T3b) 4l Bt 7 89 1L 1l AR F 58 (PURE-01) . 1k
I T, 20 3 WY Pembrolizumab 697
Ja .21 BB E AR TR % 2 %% (pCR) , pCR
ik 42 %, A 5494 [ BB AR AT T B R I (<
pT2) . 1 I A& hE F 2 @ 2N -5 56 H A8 4 B 1k 7
BRI 22 5 . X — A 5 45 L O % e g S BE v T
KREBLE T HeAl . B 78 5 — U AS it 52 F8 3
Ay 11398 B o R 3K 3 v 0 HRAS T 2R LYY K, 95
il MIBC(T2~T4a) B H % 2 M MH Atezoli-
zumab 37 97, pCR & ik 31% (95% & f5 X [,
21%~41%), Hf T3~4 M #H pCR FH 17%
(95 % BAFIX I :5% ~37%) . 1 sETRE KA MK
K 79065, A AERE IS MIBC B IR 5T
PD-1 #1437 Nivolumab Fl PD-L1 #i ] #] Atezoli-
zumab WR AR, 3 G T B 1 J0 9 A A7
(disease free survival, DFS) #1 OS, [d] it B A G 97
AHOCTE BIAE T/ o 35 1 52 M S S A0 R 0

bR T S RAIE YT A Z R WIS LA S R
PEVRYT S IO H R AL T 25 W R T 5 K A I R
Jrak. £ NABUCCO 1856 i, 24 {51 5 4F A 1irf 52 5
T2 A7 0 0T IR 8% b He i B 7E RC A2 T 2
N7 2 Ipilimumab A1 Nivolumab B¢ 5697 . &
2 A BT IR B TR AN IR AE 12 AN
T RC., Hrp 11 646 %) 343 T pCR,ILF] T K %

et 14 B (58%0) KA T I K B (pCR 5§
pTisNO/pTaN0)" 7 4 58 B & 1k 97 #F 55 .
2020 47 3¢ [ I R b g 2= s & 7 — 3 [ b/ 11
(GU14-188) i JA 12X 35 XoJ it 32 F1 AN Tief 52 71 1) 2 441
BE A MNEAT T VP4 . Hoh, BAFI 1 32 T 40 )
i 52 WA ) MIBC #3 # % Pembrolizumab + GC
T, WA 40% M B FHERME T pCR,60% 1 B #H
FEHAZ<<pT1. BAF 2 $03L T 37 W40 A Tiif 52 119
MIBC £ $: 5% Pembrolizumab + 3 PH L /E 597 .
45. 2% 3K %) T pCR,51. 6 % By # F R = <<pTl,
B4R Pembrolizumab B¢& GC 7£ pCR I H &
Pembrolizumab 5. 245 7 B 3 A9 £ F+ (40% vs
4295 AR EK A FH 25 78 52 B B ) AT HE 4 AR
%5 (6020 vs 54%0) . LAk, TN EF A BA S S5 1
2023 4F AUA 42 3¢ F 115 b S B2 30 97 19 2 Il
R 25 R R T 2 H R B A0 IT I BN
AT 22 MIBC 84 h B B & iR 7 ke,
[, T8 A 22 300 5L F G 88 3R 7 10 3 i B R Al B I R
WF5E IEAE HEAT v, FRATT U 0 15 B RUAS B 47 1) i PR 4K
3 R JE WG R FH 25 3 kS 5 (R 2.3) .

3.2 PEIBRIFELS TMT 78 BPT H iy 1 Ao

TR IG Y E MIBC Bl AR BIATF &
FIP 8. 1CIs /E 8 BPT MBR B IRIT R Mg A — &
I R I A BEE A AT AT Pk . AT IE 78 4% 77 243K
£ TMT =BRIF ik m A S 4 MRy & —
FARMGREIRYT . BLAT A9 2 I R A A I R AF 5%
S5 R T AT L 4 U] 2 O A TR 40 i G
E B8 T A A B AR A A R I Ak & e v 1
A R BE P ] 38 55 ICTs B9 BT Bb R 7 &), ) fn 7
SR PR 5 B i PR €0 290 ) S 6 T A /)N 20 i
I 1 LI R X 58 i IR A5 1 85OR . U B A ICTs
ASANTE B B 1 b 98 s JEL 36 7 TP AT 3%, T L AE Ry A e
1 Ih g8 B MR 3G PRI 9T e B AT A A A ML T
WF R B E OS fil PRSHO ]

TEE Wes BPT Ja 97 h K& 2 v i 8 5,
FHLIR T RE 32 58 T0 i 1 32 Ak g7 /9 25 &IV 5 8opt
B e 2 THC . T e 8 3 9 1 v T 7 4 R B R) i R
VE NG SEAME GR35 97 7 R BB L 3 T MIBC B3
B B A BIIR TY R T A IR T S TMT
VA Bk — 25 TR B B L R

H HT 4 0 0 2 16 4 TMT J7 28 1 25 4 15 18 B
TRIY J7 % 0E &b F EE I R 58 B B (R 4),
2016 4EJ3 S HH —T0 ICTs 64 TMT 891l 7R 1t 56
(NCT02662062) & 7E WAl S8 K& TMT £ 5 3K
e BPT Wil 2 e v g stk . L9 AT 28 i
2 mTURBT k52 AR % 88 1 MIBC W & & . #%
Z 4 AT RIF%T (35 me/m?) 1LIT I 64 Gy WK
J7 L B 1T 4 1 JE #1 Pembrolizumab (200 mg) iR
J7 . HENZIRKE R LA . [FH, 55—l IR
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I (NCT02621151) 88 T Pembrolizumab I
B P A A 2 A RO O R B Rl AT A

Btk . MeAh IR OBUE 28R R R A B
T39I PRI 38 (NCT04241185) 8L 7E KR A 22 il
B #E— 235 Pembrolizumab ¢S5 TMT 7 & 7E

P2 T4 O 95 e Jis s T R el A5 A et izl
A 636 112 mTURBT HESZ R ¢T2~4aNOMO
B MIBC 235,04 1+ 1 lLHIBEPLA 4 Pembroli-
zumab -+ AYT B % g 4ty A

®2 REATAEMBOFHYIETE MIBC FHIEKRIXBIBICS

I PR 2k 35 2t 5 254 MIBC % b B X3 B B B A L0 15 A3 S 151 DN 7 44
NCT02662309  Atezolizumab T2~T4a 11 41 pCR 2016-02 2020-07 96
NCT02451423  Atezolizumab T2~T3 IR} pCR, % £k 2016-03-29  2023-03-31 23
NCT02845323  Nivolumab+ T2~T4,N0~ 11 441 CD8+ Mg se v 2017-05-16  2024-12 15
Urelumab N2Mo
NCT02812420  Durvalumab+ =T2 I AP Z Y 2017-03-07  2023-03-31 54
tremelimumab
NCT02736266  Pembrolizumab T2~T4aNoO 11 pCR 2017-07-27 2022-09-23 174
NCT03387761  Nivolumab+ T3~4aNOMO; Ib R 2018-01-15 2021-09-13 54
Ipilimumab T1~4aN1~3MO
NCT03294304  Nivolumab+ =T2 I #1 LEVERARE  2018-01-29  2021-07-01 43
GC
NCT02690558  Pembrolizumab ~ T2~T4aNOMO IE] 9 FH % 14 2016-05  2026-01-30 39
/Placebo+ GC
NCT02365766  Pembrolizumab ~ T2~4aNOMO Ib/ PR RE  2015-05-17  2023-05-31 83
-+ GC;Pembrol- I
izumab+C
NCT02256436  Pembrolizum- )& & B 1 5 5% #% gt} AR 2014-10-22  2020-10-01 542
abvs. {4 1b¥7
NCT03773666  Durvalumab +/ =T2 T 4 KNS 2019-02-20  2021-08-02 12
— Oleclumab
NCT03832673  Enfortumab +/ =T2 1 3 TEYERARE  2017-10-11  2026-12-31 348
Pembrolizumab
x3 WHRBEFTE MIBC HRIGEKRIXET HIC S
I PR 2k 3 2t 5 259 MIBC % B X3 B B H ea R =TI <7 S 1 R PN
NCT03244384  Pembrolizumab Jr 5 WG 40 Il #1 DFS.0S 2017-09-21  2025-06-01 739
NCT02450331  Atezolizumab >T2 1132 GAVERAARE  2015-10-05  2022-06-14 809
NCT02632409  Nivolumab >T2 [11:t3] GEVERARE  2016-03-22  2027-05-15 709
x4 BEBARITHES TMI/BUTARRERGTREKKBCAR
I PR X 55 2t 5 24 IRIT R I B Bt M ELFE A DA L L5 [ NG
NCT03768570 Durvalumab TMT+ Durvalumab 11 441 PRI 2019-10-25 2026-03-31 82
NCT03171025  Nivolumab AL ¥ +Nivolumab 11 YatEMARYE 2017-07-10  2027-09 28
NCT02621151 Pembrolizumab  Pembrolizumab+TMT I #] Bt 2016-08-11  2025-12 60
NCT03747419  Avelumab Avelumab =+ JifJ¥ 11441 LM R 2018-12-13  2031-01-31 24
NCT03775265  Atezolizumab AR IF 4 Atezoli- I 4 ARk 2019-04-19 2027-06-01 475
zumab Xt EU LI
NCT03617913  Avelumab Avelumab+ i b J7 I 47 LA MMM 2018-09-19  2020-07-27 2
NCT02891161 Durvalumab Durvalumab+tf7 + 11 # Ak 2016-11 2022-03 26
Durvalumab
NCT02662062 Pembrolizumab ~ TMT- Pembrolizumab [ i AR AT 2016-08 2024-01 28
NCT05072600 Pembrolizumab ~ TMT++ Pembrolizumab 1[I 1} ARk 2021-12-07 2029-11-01 54
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