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[ Abstract ] With the rapid development and wide application of next generation sequencing (NGS) technology, a

series of researches have revealed that concurrent genetic alterations play an important role in the response and resistance of

epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR)-mutant NSCLC to EGFR-tyrosine kinase inhibitor (TKI). Besides, TPS3 mutation

is the most common co-mutation gene in EGFR-mutant NSCLC, which has been proved to confer a worse prognosis in EGFR-

mutated patients treated with first, second and third generation of EGFR-TKIs. Currently, it is still being explored how to select

the best treatment strategies for patients with concomitant presence of TP53 mutation in EGFR-mutant NSCLC. Here, we re-

view the literature on recent research progress of TP53 concurrent mutation in EGFR-mutant advanced NSCLC.
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EGFR-TPS33L 5875 % i INSCLCHUE EGFR-TKIIAY T M H:
fBAE TR IR YT I7 R BE s ma it 52, oAb, dxd B¢
TEGFR-TPS3H: 5878 N B AR YT R I SO R TPS3 4l
R 25 SE R AT T/INA

1 IMEEETPS3SMEEHpS3

TPS32 4 N —Fh 2 0 B geg T R, e e g

I P O s DAY ) 2 AN [ 218 78 g v 5 A 1 48 Fe e
(>50%) MUEEH . TPS3f; A7 S YL afk (17p13.1) (%0

B, AR RSP, o AR A R R Y £
WRF, SRR 4T, 41k . DNA
S RNMAE TS H B A 2E Dy e A Dcbon

PSR TPSSFH LN F R0 N & FHA AR, 4Rt
(AR 2 I pS3 FH 393 R A A, A3 AN RIS Fa 35k
R BEAE S5 P 5 P EDNAZS A3k (DNA-binding
domain, DBD) FICAK ¥4 43, Jz 2CIH0E 25 A a2 B 4 1l
BT ISP R AL I A (ataxia telangiectasia mutated, ATM )
BYE 372 2R M R R OS2 (mouse double minute 2,
MDM?2 ) %55 53 JE B M 4 15 02, DBDFHTPS3/1 i F5-8
i, 10271-292 5 FLAL Ak, UM S DNAB R | i
Jo) S0 BEL i B T AR DG BRI Bl - P iy LR F 81, DBD A
S 1Y P GRS M A SR I M 2 TR B 1 p S 3R I P Y 3
BHLE, b, DBDAYL2 PR (5%3£163-195) FIL3FF (5% HE
236-251) SHER 455, JF7E S DNARAH EAE T A 4556
SEAEFDS, fe i, CoR 25 A sk £ 52 2 11 0 ) 3 SR AL A £
e

FEAEFLIRBLT, pS38R (] LAIE i 5 SAK 1 7R o 2
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(R 34k . 14 5E R G B T A ¥ 36 G SAE I, pS3EE IR
3 b P o L ) A5 4 7 32 B (glucose transporters,
Gluts) FYFR A B EIE B AU DS E LS = 5 T
AR IR s T 28 i 32 345 b L ORI, AnSR S 75 )
DNA#M ALy 78 . s dER e . IR Sl B i o
PRIRIE S, ARG ps3da i, i@ A 2 HFDNAB S | 43
k. ARG R B . 3 2 A T A AN g, iR 45
FE Jibgg W e Y DG EEAE P DS, pS3ER 1T RE MY 3t 2 MR
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R F2 N 5 A RN AE v FE R A Rk, BFFE 0020 % BRTPS 3
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HIZIRE, 0 ph o ) 200 e 1 B e o o (2 R A M 2B 1, 5
BN AR KT (vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF)
O3, XTI 25032, LA RpS 3 I HAB L 51 (p63Fi
p73) BYIEAE, FIREIBRR 5 AL pSSEE IR “ DI RESS 25 1%
4 (gain of function, GOF) , PR T “GOF IHRR T
HIIREIRT T BT R

WHIE KB, TE35%-60%INSCLCHERH 1 & T TPS3
GEAE, ELI I ) e A3 TR (38% vs 129) 102122,
55 HAth bR 1 L AR (ANAPC . BRCA B R B1%5 [
RAZVIMMWT R AL R EHRARIA ), TPSIRALRZ N X
A, di AR 75% LA 22 BT, BEE BT ER
A, B4R TPS 358 By A2 RN il J5 A A R 52
Wi, SRTT, SLANAFATE R BB . B2 4 TPS3 AL €
ARG hRE, X ATRER SFEOC TR IFTPS3 LS &
T B AN 22— AR Z R BRI P
TPS35E LI AP HhRifE, AL HE AR I pS 32E 45 A FI D RERY 25
BLRERE, B 580 A S A AR ME R A2 . TPS3HY
IR A OF | AL T UE, 5 8ps3dH
Az R IR @2 FE IR AR AR A / Fi A S ) R 3] 5y —
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S A FE ISR, g8 Ar B D AT RE S5 U SS TR
J7R, XA R T S B A R AR — T
DIG RS, — 282 e & A= R0, Jes i il B AT A EGER.
MET, TPS3% JEHZE7AE, IR S8R K MM 25 ) —2 0
DI IN b RS DN U o 4ol S o 11K S A it € SN [k
TR 2 v R R R O, 5 A AR A P 2 L A
Koo HTPS3)E: EGFRZEAENSCLCHH e i WL 328 A8
A, 555%-65%03134,

3 EGFR-TP53H T XINSCLCIATT RIS M

3.1 EGFR-TP533: 5878 XS EGFR-TKIIAY T HY R4
3.1.1 AIXASFEGFR-TPS35AF WA Kim 8 B4 — 30 1] Joi
PRI 5 38 35 %5 PR A A 1 17 S5 A1 P13 o A, 830 T Sk R &
e Y BE R 2725 43 3 %t —/ “AREGFR-TKI M ={UEGFR-TKI
TRIT R IINSCLCYT R AEHT, BAFI 1, TPS35E AR /Y
W, 5 TPS3EFAE ALY, TPS3ILI8 A8 45 4 /I PFS
F#a# (mPFES: 12.57H vs 1471 H, P=0.087) , TEJH4#
TARRE PR WRPIR B . 6 AR FR R PR YEZH (Eastern
Cooperative Oncology Group, ECOG) P43 MIEGFRII. %!
Ja, 2728 it —25UESE T TPS 358 A8 il 4 3 M PES
(HR=2.0, 95%CI: 1.0-3.93, P=0.038) FIH 25 (1) i A= 47 1
(overall survival, OS) (HR=3.6,95%CI: 1.5-8.77, P=0.004) ,
PR X T2 —/ —AREGFR-TKIVAYT 8B ki, &9t
TPS3RAL & — AR FUGHE; A2 45 R4 7R TPS3
e BAE—/ " AREGFR-TKIMN 245 I T790 M FHYE H.
2% ZAREGFR-TKIAYIT B E H— A AR TSR,
XuZ5 B RIFSE 2E 5 T B EGERFE R AN i 119 HUAE 42y i
2 (19del) 555858 AN B T2 1195 5848 (L8SSRIEAL )
IR INSCLCH A, M4l H4%Z —EGFR-TKIAYTE 1)
PESK SR H  wi2H (PES<6 T H 4, PES=24NHA ) , 7E
RIT TR K5 (B 5 — BT ) MR A T T
416 MEIE A DI I NGS I, il 1% B, 7 PES<6TH
R T, TPS3RASI A AR5 (88% vs 13%, P<0.001) ,
[ FEHE /R TPS3 AL 58 48 AT RE JE EGFR-TKIIAYT Wi | EGFR%E
HRINSCLCHG AR AR Z—. Canale5507ERETEIFFY
(R bk — PR SE T 42 10 “AREGFR-TKI—4
IRYFMEGFREALRINSCLCH, TPS3HME T8 R AR
WUGHZR, Mo, BFREA L — DR T TPS3 3L 5 A8 7
T —4%/ —AREGFR-TKI—Z A7 ik th BT 790 M %8
A H 52 = AREGFR-TRIAYT 1Y TS h e, A
WA A B EGFR-T790M %S A8 B b AT T 4143 #, &

ITPS3HMib 858 4 A 4 T 22 PFS (HR=2.39, 95%CI:
0.77-7.45, P=0.134) f10S (HR=4.86, 95%CI: 1.25-18.90,
P=0.023) , U REH TAEA R INIGL, 22 5P AR,
{43 7R TPS3SM 85 AE I BE X —fUEGFR-TKIJT 4% 2%
WA —E P TIIER.

Zhang G BINZERE T N T8IIWFSY, Hi12,97914)
B, SRR 5TPS3WERIALL, TPS3R AR E A
HEFFEOS (HR=1.73, 95%CI: 1.22-2.44, P=0.002) , #—
MR R R A IR YT AT T AT, AR,
TEHEZ EGFR-TKIVAYT B 1, TPS3ZRAL /& OSHIPFSHY
ARG EZE (0S: HR=2.29, 95%CI: 1.39-3.76, P=0.001;
PFS: HR=2.18, 95%CI: 1.42-3.36, P<0.001) , #X1fij, "] HE
FA BREEAE, Z A HIE AR R ITPS358 48 WA (JERE IR
PEIEAR G SRR ) X T 5 A R 25 8 . QindE B9
ZEFEHT A LSTAF 5T, Jeit1, 34251 3, BRI,
G IFTPSITR AL 73+ FiE 5 5 M I PES FIOSHH G (PES:
HR=1.88, 95%CI: 1.59-2.23, P<0.001; OS: HR=1.92, 95%ClI:
1.55-2.38, P<0.001) , H B8} yA 7 2S5 (1431 41 53 B bk
N B IFTPS3R AL 5 %2 EGFR-TKIE{ ALK-TKIIAYT
TRENWGA LK, LHAE—LIEZEGFR-TKIRIT T
BET, GIFTPS35 AR B F 5 T 2 (PFS: HR=1.69,
95%ClI: 1.25-2.27, P<0.001; OS: HR=1.94, 95%CI: 1.36-2.76,
P<0.001) o 2K FIFR 2 19— I LSt A B8 43 o) ik
—IAIE T LA RYZ51E, EGFR-TPS33L I HUNSCLCH
HAE BTG 256 LU LT, B3 RIRA1TPS3
o R0 AL ZEGFR-TKIAYYNSCLCH
H G2 M E ISR R Z—, i TPs3sk 8548 1]
e 5 X EGFR- TKIRYT A AU AT G
3.1.2 XJPEGFR-TPS3ZZE WAL HET, MRIFT A HIWFIE4s
B, BAVAE AR A A Y EGEREEZE A TPS 358 AL # Xif
EGFR-TKUAYT IWAEAF S UG AT 5200, 38 2 58 48 W7 R k5
JETRIZEZ5 W% W INS CLCAE A7 e i I 1 00 G 5 21
B ETiD N

Jiao 5 LN A 5 JH T 9 i A PR I B Al PR AR ) T
TPS357 L AR 5 A0 758 AF AE B NS CLCH 1 T
JEE, Fell s T1,4410INSCLCHRE B %078 B AR
PR AR AN TPS 3T AR 43 VUL : 35 WAL : TPS3
HprEARL B4 TPS3HME T2, 3. 10R4E (DILRASL ) 5 C
4 TPS3AMR TS, 7.8, 9K (HFRIFHZEAEH ) ; D
2H: TPS3HMEF4. 6, ZPIMNEFRAE K 1 KR FNIM -5
A (FUGARMIZRAEA) o XPUAOSHHl 27 H | ok
RE] 2R, 2R A% E X (P<0.001) .
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OSIE 45 R4 /RDA 5 A8 (o7 AT B H W T4 BA 25 1%
FFE 53 HT TEGFRESAE AL S i HE TPS 3L 58 AR i % 2 [1A]
MR, BIMEGFREAS B F I TPS3ZR AL F 5w, Horp
EGFRAMEF19/215 A R AESP F19/2158 AL AU TPS 3
RAFRE (66.2% vs 62.7%, P<0.001) , #F— 45 A EGFRZE
AT (PR AN T19/2158 8 B0 | JEAMNEF19/2158 7%
R 5TPS358 AR (WpAE R | T R 49 A8 UL A
R KB o o, o nil BB e | B 2R -4y By
HA-25 L ANBF19/21- 87 ANBF19/21-4F | AhEF19/21-
2 ARAM R F19/21- 874 | RSN 19/21- S ARS8
19/21-2%, XM ALOS /o271 H L 180 H L 1210 H
KRIBF| ARIBH . 200 A RikF] 1621, 25
AR L (P<0.001) o 5 RAERTEARFZERIEGFRSE
AR R, SISO R S TPS3MF AR B R il
e, TPS3HMR5. 7. 8. 95 AR M W5 h4E, TPS34k
T4, 6, ZAHMNRT 5L KR MG AS B UG i 2%
SRIMA AT BRI, 7E EGFRAFAMNE F19/2158 8 5,
5HEMWEAARFE, TPS3FMNE TS, 7. 8. 954 (B F LIF- il
Ja i, XS E IR RE SRS 19/2158 A8 HHAF
TERLFP A2 A A% 22 0 B 56 Jiao SO 57
TPS3ZEAE NV AINSCLCIA R S R, H A A4,
AN 2 AR X I R UG 52 AR, BRI, 78 AR i
PR2Y7 TAEH, REGFR-TPS33L 575 B4 44k /3 X T
fliNSCLCHEE W Tl 54 H 2 RIG R .

Hou 5 AT 1—IiAE v [ e 5 2 A NSCLCIE
FHLEE TPS 3L 57 X —UEGFR-TK U7 U I BT 58,
Y4 T 71013552 EGFR-TKIVAYT B EGERFAPEIE HINSCLC
B, HhTps33LseA F 434 (60.6%) , AHEL T TPS3H A=
RUB S, TPS3R BRI B H A & B3 B W h AL PFSHI
OS (mPFS: 6.51~J1 vs 14.01~H, P=0.025; mOS: 28.0TH
vs 52.01~H, P=0.023) , 1M HLTPS3%¢ 75 1 7 35 A gk 45 1l
# (disease control rate, DCR) FIORRWIE T TPS3HF 4=
B (DCR: 76.7% vs 89.3%, P=0.160; ORR: 25% vs 28%,
P=0.374) , WLAb, TEXF TPS3R AR 3 L 4 43 Hrh, &
ITPS3ESE LA | AEme IR =78, LI SANEF6. 7F1E
DBDIXRZMNSCLCHEH A & L MG, %M 54 s
TPS33L A AR T EGFREE S AU NS CLC A EGFR-TKI
PR, TPS3RAE oA AERE I, LA S T
6. 7FIAEDBD X WAL S /R INSCLC /232
—fREGFR-TKIVAYT 05 A KL (W40 37 TN R 22 . SR MiiLabbe
SR — TR TN A T10S I EGFREAS RINSCLCH##, H
T3 &I TPS357E, 32BI TPS35E7AE Wit L ZEAE, %M 5%

PEAS TTPS3RARRAS X 142 EGFR-TKUIAYT R HS (5
Wi, 55 R B2 EGFR-TKIIAYT Y TPS 358 1 (n=24)
B WIPESHIFL T TPS3MF AR (n=36) 4% 16.81H (101~
H vs 16.81~H, HR=1.74, 95%CI: 0.98-3.10, P=0.06) , {H 2=
SIWA G HBRHI TPS3%EAR J Lo E R, 43
MR G IFTPS 35 L RAE (n=17) A H [ PFSHI#E T TPS 3}
A (n=36) 5. F 4558 (HR=1.91,95%ClI: 1.01-3.60, P=0.04) .
T AE RR W TPS3%4E LB HINSCLCEE, MAE
s L ey, Hi 2 EGFR-TKIVAYT (I PES B & 46, 1%
TG 5 AH 2P JE B M D7, AT TR 5 X P I 58 A
BUDHRR, RRAT L BT RIS 534, DL
— ST PS3MIARAL 53T S o3 K 05 FA R

Lin%FWIEYCR I A3 R G0 (BT 9248 007 A
SR ) AT AR TPS 3L 578 X W O (8, HASAE TR AN
R A T TPS3IMNE T8I, FePH R EAE SN T840
SE R RAR AT AR NS CLCRY Tl S AR b i, Wik
— R A Z = EGFR-TKIVAYT B, TPS357E
HVEAE TS M E R AFAE T EGFR 19del RS 1 R ., AT,
XFFTPS3HMNE T 858 A X TS 52 M0, Canale®5 B [a] Al
RILTPS3HME -85 78 5 DCRIB FE ISR FIOSH: A ¢, 10
BE{UAE EGFR 19del R AR E AT £ 5,

Yo BT TR BV RIS Y. 2
WG PRI E6, XF 1801 EGFRZE 78 R 34 1) 1ML 405 B4 i g
DNA (circulating tumor DNA, ctDNA) #17 INGS/HT,
HA11561 (63.9%) #EH7 TPS3%AL, T A& BEEMF 57 2526%F
TPS3M R E X, X TPS35 78 HEAT T4k /3, 53
B8 (46.1%) FEAETPSWIAESE AR, 6241 (53.9%) FETE
TPS3AEMEINE TR AR . WF5E 30T T 4EA [ EGFRIEAE W7 L 43
AP TPS358 28 XTEGER-TKING AT AL 520, & IWEGFRA
T 19-TP53%78 2 H D CRAIORR I T EGFR L858R-
TP53%5E7% # % (DCR: 80.00% vs 58.33%; ORR: 94.55% vs
86.67%) , HAEEGFRAMNEF19%78 WAEH, TPS3 ki oM
T4 B H JORR (94.5%) FIDCR (80.0% ) %1, TPS3IE
WA 278 H 2 Y ORR (87.1% ) FIDCR (67.0% ) fiefik, it
— XS TPS 32878 W EGFR-TKIF 5 Ml #4710, TPS3
GAR Y FRF I OSFIPESHA) it - IN T TPS3EFAE AU 35 (OS:
21.2H vs 32.01H, P<0.001, HR=0.54; PES: 8.4/ vs
12.81'1H, P=0.007, HR=0.66) , TETPS35 2 WA#EH, #
PEEGFRANFI AR AT/ 241, KIMEGFR 19-TPS3587%
M L EGFR LS8SR-TPS3RAF I - A K U PESFIOS
(PES: 9.471H vs7.171"H, HR=1.532; 0S: 22.6 ™H vs17.2
H, P=0.369, HR=0.769) , I’ K Z L TPS35 AL J&7F H1 ik
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T5-8 I, LW 5 X HHR T TPS3FMEF5-858 748 R E 11
TiljE 22 5%, 45 eR: SHAERITPS3HILL, TPS3HMET6.
7 SEAE S 22 PESMIOS I M . BEJS, WF9E b T
TPS3IEIAE /AEBEIAE SRR 55 Z M &, KIS
HY A YRR AR LY, TPS3MEIRIE FIARME M 58 48 R 1 OS
FIPESHI R E 4R, SRIN, MR E R IR A g 1 A2
ST L, LA TPS3R AR AR R Fb
TSR NEE HATHEAT 00T, KIRAETPS3ARRIAE 5%
BE PN TS R E OS5, SRIMTTETPS 3L S
A R E AN T SRAR BB I OSHHUIK (24.101H vs 14.474>
H, P<0.05, HR=2.04) . K, TPS3MEIRE S FIANE 5
GRARAT IR IN R 5 8 TS i — N R
DL ERRFEIRIRI, TPS35E7E B i FIS AU U5

AN, AE R —FP TR LS Fabn, HRTCT TPS3Mk
I A8 B AR IR 228 X Tl s i el A7 e i, FRATTH
FEAKA AR BAS ) 534, Lhitt— 2P WFE TPS3) 41k
A3 KAy SN T R R
3.2 EGFR-TPS533L 587 XHEEGFR-TKIIAY T IR A —
W55 4% 10541 EGFREEAENSCLCHEF T 41 4INGS B Sanger
W, %1056 85 474341 (41%) ££7E EGFR-TPS33L
RAF, 4303 AR B E T, 3200 (74% ) TPS3ZEAE M4l L2
A5 o WFFEPEAG T TPS 35 ARMRZS X WS s, & BLAE76
BRI 2 TR VIR A 35 v, TPS358 A48 1 I WF A= AUy
PFS 50SHT 3% 2% 5 (PES: HR=0.99, 95%CI: 0.56-1.75,
P=0.96; OS: HR=1.39, 95%CI: 0.70-2.77, P=0.35) ; TE#%
HBLIT IR T (n=34) , 15BIZEARHY, 194171 1,
PFS (HR=1.52, 95%CI: 0.75-3.09, P=0.25) 508 (HR=1.79,
959%CI: 0.80-4.03, P=0.16) $J/N5Z TPS35 AL 1) 5 . Wang
SRV AT T — 00 56 T T PS5 335 58 748 Xof 4 8 A A o5 900 741 551

(immune checkpoint inhibitors, ICIs) I SGE I 5Y, %
WFFE T “cBioPortal "B AN A T 240114552 S BRI T I
NSCLCH#, Hr2066l B HHZ b P HEAeT 2 141/
JPHEBET- Z AR FC& L (programmed death-1/programmed
death-ligand-1, PD1/PD-L1) H.—ifY7, 340l H 2 m 2
PD-1/PD-L 1l 75K A5 200 B 2 14 T 9k 0 200 B AH DG it J5i4

(cytotoxic T lymphocyte-associated antigen 4, CTLA-4) fijiil
FRIBIBIAIT 7 %o G5 H IR : FEPD-1/PD-L1FI I # 24
BIF AT, TPS35E A MINSCLCH#H HIPFS L #4E TTPs3
A RIS (4.3 vs 2.5 H, P=0.001,9) , [RIFEFE XS
AR MBI UL 2E 3] T TPS 358 RINSCLC I PFS 3 25
(6.3 H vs5.41°H, P=0.12) , (HEFIH A G4
o X FIAFEAEABAGIH, AT TPS3WFAERI B, TPS3

AP RINSCLCH H 452 Sl P m] LLARAS K AU PES,
X 5 AssounZF HOR I I TPS3R AE AINSCLCH A FImPES
WEIER (4.57H vs 1.440H, P=0.03) BZ5FA—2 [F)
B, ZAF 5 AR TPS 3L 5 AR (1 L P A AR HE AT T W 4143
Mr, 850 7R 7EEGFR-TPS33L 748 W4, HEGFREFA:
R TPs3Hf A T B F AR LY, EGFREFA: B-TPS358 75 1 3%
HPES B EZEK: (4.3 vs 2.5 H, P=0.001) , RIMEGFR
RS- TPS3GEAL T H HIPESEI LA 1 2 0k (3.4 H
vs 2.5TH, P=0.707) . &5 CA MR HRIEMEGFREALS
ICIsHYST AU ZEAHDG, XA T I EGFRIEAZ 1 “ M4 v " m)
B2 BB /I TPS 358 78 W ICTIs 7R B “TE I RN, 7] fig
EGFR-TPS33L 58 NSCLCHRH TR T S22 MR 22
— B, AR, DAICIs £ ey 7k T B INSCLCIA
PR A NI %7 515 P S e A A BN E R LY/ v
PR o8 R AN AN kAT, AN E BRI, Ak
FATAREX T Z 0 BE RIS, PR AR L%
AR X ICTsY 7 A AR

4 EGFR-TPS3it3RTRYATT SRBg

4.1 VIEGFRTKUAMLO BB AT
4.1.1 EGFR-TKI+HIMEEIAYT RELAYBFGEHE — T
RS RS LIS B R IR FEGFRIHMENSCLC R
J7 R T Az BR 2 rfuls | BERL . BUE | 2R B T
WIFESE, ARG T IIEGFRE A IGIINSCLCH # (5
AR T A1 i F19del 2 7 i F21L858R ) , Fi1:1BEHL A
RIGAH (TR PP+ ISR e ) MR RRA] (LR s
J&) o 5T FELR P i 7R 43% [ R B I TPS3R AR, [k
RILTPS3 & e i WA 22—, HICIR 2SN+ 19deliks
JEANETF21L858REAL i, LA I TPS3 IR AL BE
P2 ATRYT BIPES I T X BRL (EGFRAIME F19del-TPS3
RAH : 181H vs 9.9 H, HR=0.50, 95%CI: 0.29-0.85;
EGFRYMET21L858R-TPS35E A5 24 : 14.71H vs 10.81-H,
HR=0.56, 95%CI: 0.34-0.95) , %MW 58 ARUE SN ABL M
BURTTZ 5, #7A. WUEH 20 W] DL 255125,
PER TRIsBR G BTN A BUIBTT P REVE N EGFREBUBR SRS
FFTPS35EAE NIRRT R Z— . e ob, FIE k%
SKIHFJR I H T AR R BRGNP AE A 2 P Bl
Be—ZIRYT MACTIVEF X WUE —I 2l | WH | %
DGR BEALA T 5T, X 4 At B2 23 4 73451
(46.5%) 721 (46.8%) , FBFH AL TPS3 NGSHK il %k
o TPS3ZAFFITPS 3N T 857 WY TE EGFRIMET-19
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B B A 1i43.09% (34/79) F116.5% (13/79) 5 1F
EGFRAMET21L8S8RAEH 17301115 54.5% (36/66) H17.6%
(5/66) o 5HTi 7N, TPS3RAZM B EHEZHF IR E
BTAARIE IR T IPES A 3K 45 4% (mPFS: 12.51H vs 10.14>
H, HR=0.56, 95%CI: 0.31-1.01; P=0.051,6) , I4b, iZWF5¢E
W R BT PS3A1 i~ 858 748 1) B R FH o AR A Je 10k & BT 2%
JEIRITINPES L 45 BT & (mPFS: 15.71H vs 1L91TH,
HR=0.24, 95%CI: 0.06-0.91; P=0.024,1) , 53X = EGER-
TPS3HL 5 FH T IE S HEGIRYT, Rl 2 TPS35h i858
A BRI s K
4.1.2 EGFR-TKI+LIT Yang %SO —I01 [ml Bt A 53 4445t
TEGFR-TKUBE A LI T A TEGFR-TK I 25357 RE 7 (i
EGFRZEEMINSCLCHEH Z 15, [FIH /347 TTPS 3L 548
(153 F AR X HR ST I RS e SN A T 13711
EGFRZE 7R R WA fiti i F 2, W98 A BE X #E — SRy i
222 TNGSKzill, Horh7s il 85 G TTPS3% 4%, 458
7R: TE96 352 EGFR-T KIS RS 7 Y h, B IFTPS3
AR RE R & B R IPES (11.41H vs 16.61°H,
P=0.003), FEEKGIRITA D, TR E B G IFTPS3R AR,
HPESEERAZEAK (18.91H vs 19.11H, P=0.552) o 1E
GIFTPS3T AR B H T, FHE T HRYT, BREIRITI
PESHK 25 B i & (B IFTPS3%AE: 11.4 1 vs 19.110,
P=0.001, HR=0.407; K& IFTPS3RAE: 16.6TH vs 18.94>
H, P=0.379, HR=0.706) . LAk, %58 i —DARHETPS3
GAFNT ISR o i : AL ANE T4 610 58 A
(n=20, AJRETI /S 22 MR8 AY ) 5 BAL: dEAMNR 14, 61
MREAR (n=55, WRETIE R AP AR AL ) | 43 HT hib R,
TERRZYIRIT A, AAIIPFSE K FBA (8.0 H vs 12.7
H, P=0.045) ; FEEEAIRYT AL, PHALES AT X S35 97 P
I, HAM IR T oA % (A4L: 8.0 H vs 21.01H,
P=0.004, HR=0.181; BZH: 12.71~H vs 18.31~H, P=0.044,
HR=0.555) , iZWF5C 7R, 7EEGFR-TPS33L 5748 AR,
EGFR-TKIHLZGAI 7T RORE, EGERTKIBCA LI AT
T ZERT RN A5 2 25 0 22, HRETOCT Iy T B /0,
A TNFAKA E 2 — LI IEEGFR- TR I 51k
7 TEEGFR-TPS3IL A8 NRE Ak s a5, A FRATHIIG IR
PRSP BE TN 7873 (PG UE B2 E A
4.2 FIAITPS3iE B RNRYT 7ELAEGFRTKUNA LAY &
TRITISEEA I, JEAPER, L1 T M TPS35E AR (13 B 24
A HE e pS3ER S RIIE N SEAE | AR B3 5 H R i
FEps3MEI IR I RERY R, XEHBIRE AN, 75—
SO iR 40 i E3 Y2 REE FLEHEHEMDM 23 i 658, H5ps3

FEASEEIF Lz RACRE R, B Rps3EE FmERE
PERE A, F5 B e k4T o5 50, BTk, IMDM2-ps3
AR GBI AR AL AR 258, 2 24 N BRI
YR ST S 202 Ak, MDM2id B ATl
SE T pS3MERETE M, XS HE M MDM 2 HY 25 W) L AE IS TT
K HHT, TR HEHEET X [ MDM2 R YT 259,

MDM2 fAH AR 5 18 B B8 e 2 AT A 2 B /b
I, Zhou 5 SR —THESE—J7 7R TMDM2J{ECD8* T
MR 5 5 1 AL TR AL TS (signal transducers and
activators of transcription 5, STATS) FUFENE, XX FA %L
BIBTR IR S e BOC L E S —T5 T, MR YA, HE i)
pS3FIMDM2AH HAEHI/IN > T2 APGL1S, A5 FCD8* T
AfrhyMDM2335, FaESTATS, HIRTAIMEIIAE, I 5
SRS U RIVE, U5 PO S, ELIX LG a
AT RREps3IRAS, HATAPG-115E 2 HE AR T

Hisiue 55 S| I PR ST 00 S UL, 4856 T
Jed A M AT Y p S 3BT IR A SV AR A K (major
histocompatibility complex, MHC) Z &%), HFIHZE A
P ) T 1] TPS 335 PR DL 8 A8 A XU S Bt
T, TR — i S IR AR ZS &, 55— LA e
1977 2 i 5 T 40 0 P A0 e B VAN AR A PR 5 19077 A, IR
SRR PP UATT LU R 5 A 2878 Bl p S 3 g
AN, POE T AL R AT R RN, ST X PSR S
PUATT LIS ) £ 55 7 o X LA T P e g A B A B D, s
SITEAKAR TT 22 ol 409 5 DR 9K S e 0 3 7 B e o,
7, BATE &R T TPS3RAZ R “GOF I 1, RV TPS3
RAL G H AR, IR AL 2 1) 4 B 1= AP S 3
EHEMIIRE, RN A S DIRe, TATIRZ <
REARAGMEIEAL”, AR B IR R (mammalian
target of rapamycin, mTOR ) {55 1 {6 111 {1 12 /28 4 174
FEIE, 30 AT AR AHSC A5 i i, R A HERERE 1Y
1RZEREAL, L, $Em TPS35E7AE 1 “ VI REARAT I 58 28 "
A BRI T TPS 352 IR i 25 I & 4 A — A8y
AR,

HRITKIZE YT & N EGFRIATEEHINSCLC R
BRI R, (AR ZEURF A 2 B 2y,
— SRR fR RS 25 B T B8 2 B2 THEE a7 ROR G B,
H—AR T i 25 WL e 5 L 5, i 90% Y EGFRFH
SREAFTEIL AR, H LG AR 1 b R i X R 7 LA
T 2L . 2 o B TA SO IR Al ARIE S, TPSs34E
FRAF I HIE AN T8 98 A8 ST EGER-TKIMYT 20 A il 5,
1M AEGFR-TKUAAZ LY G IR YT T RE B 5 X 2 R,
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BT, IR _LE X RIE T CAR R FEGFR- TR 2R
7, EGFR-TKIBK A HUIMAE A= )T sifby 7 B 48 R )
EGFR-TPS33L 5875 i NFEAT 6 AR G PR AR 4 o (5 20K
HEUNIL G AR RN, DASEEEIE R X A MALR TG
7, R T EL TR L5848 FBE TR I IR 5 o 55—
J7 i, BIHATN IR EA LT 15X NSCLC TPS35EAE M2
Yy i, ABC A 258k AR, ARG A0
BEHIEFENE, HI48YFEGFR-TPS35 5 HINSCLCH #4 it
—ANHIRLA

5 INgh

LA, A NGSHEAR PR & e Sz i, dlcke
2 WEGFRILAF SRR RA TR I, 2R BC 4
FWIL T AR AE EGFRE A NS CLCH X EGFR-TKIAY S 1
Kotk 25k %5 5 EAE R, HoP, EGER-TPS33L AR N i 1]
NSCLCH R # WL FE 5 AR A, JAY) R 28 T ## EGFR-TPS3
LG AF HEGFR-TKUT R S 5 Z M C &, 15 R Im IR R
Az R R A BB R BRI R RTR YT RIS . AR SRR T 200
KT TPS3H: 5 1E EGFREEAL RINSCLCIEH AT,
PEIR TPS3FEAE I B ARG AR J AN EGFR- TKIJT AL
HAE S AT A AN RIS, £ X EGFR-TPS 3k 58 A5 i 1)
NSCLCHIRYT SRS e £, 1 FLBA BT ma o Hoatk 47
165, il i A SRR IE A MEL P, EGFR-TKIBK A7 1k
AT REXFEGFR-TPS3HL 528 i N A1 AR I R AR 4 171
H, SRR, XF TR TPS 3R AL 2t & , AT g
— A T T TPS 357 IR A R SR TR YT SR . AT
B A A EGFR-TPS33L R AENSCLCH & TR IR R 5%
DASCE RS ) AR IR T
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