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Abstract

The gene mutation of epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR), which is one of the most vital mu-
tations in patients with non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC). The discovery of this mutation pro-
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motes the research progress of small molecule targeting drugs and the diversification of treat-
ment methods. The therapy has increased the survival benefit of patients, especially those with
invasivetumors, which is combinated with surgical resection, radiotherapy, chemotherapy and
other traditional therapies combined with molecularly targeted drugs. This article reviews EGFR
gene mutations in NSCLC patients targeted drug therapy and some regional health care policy, in
order to provide a reference for further treatment.
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1. 5|8

it Ak AR HE A AR T ZR I v [ - OB MR B . 2022 E 1, 4 SR O TR,
e R NI 20y 78.4 Ji[1], TTE RIFEE R HEE 18% [2], /N4 ifififE (Non-Small Cell
Lung Cancer, NSCLC)F A fifides (1) 3= B3 A, FLRR S o il S5 38 2 3] 85%~90% [3]. iL4EK, BEE 7T
A RIE R R, NSCLC YT EAN THEM 2GR, EEXE TR AR M 7 TR 2 R E K TR
MAEA7EHA(Overall Survival, OS). 75 Ak 2 3R RAZ A e, 58 57 4 ff A= 4 K] 1 52 #4(Epidermal Growth Factor
Receptor, EGFR)JE [K # ff 72 N H [E NSCLC &3 e W IRz 3L (R [4] [5] [6] [7], EGFR FEK 2
NSCLC #E [va) 24 )8t 50 s e B T HE 2 —

EGFR R $E 28 MMNEF, LT A 7pl12-q22 X[8], R IE =Y & T I & PR ¥4 BE(Tyrosine Kinase, TK)
FASKE ) T BYSZAR[9], B TK P AR c-dii 4 P9 X 6 - 40 A BC A 2R, BB 7K B85 S 45 )
BR[10], 434 T8 Fh bR 40 A A AP 1T . EGFR 3 [R5 UL AR RIS LG AR A7 4L 30 A 117, Xk
(2P KB, B W EGFR 284867 s N5 18 19 20 A1 21 AT, W4 1; Hhd 19 4h 8 1. 521
A% EGFR EERAFRM[13], 785 21 /MR T IRAEH, p.L8S8R RAL(EH 858 T LMK v 2 IR B 4 hl
FHEMR)Z H 40%; FE55 19 ST RAL T, SR RAEL Y 45% [14] [15]. AL FE LN EGFR RAEST 7
FTHATIRS

Table 1. The proportion of EGFR gene mutation hotspots and the mutation types of Exon 19, Exon 20, Exon 21
# 1. EGFR £ERRTHSAEE HLLS Exon 19, Exon 20, Exon 21 3835 %A

A1 5. F-(Exon) Exon 21 Exon 19 Exon 20 Exon 18 Exon 7 Exon 3
R L 22.00% 20.15% 11.21% 2.61% 0.92% 0.62%
FOTRA I p.L861Q B g p.S7681
p.L858R N AR p.T790M
p.G719X p.C797S
RN RAR

2. EGFR EFHRT B EHWETT
TR 258 5 /NGy TRE T 25 AN K Ay FAR R PR S . R4 THE R 250w Fe I =& 7 F 2RI
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VR F—— T BEH IR (Monoclonal antibody, McAb), #1: 2L/ i (Ramucirumab). TREREHT
(Bevacizumab)&, J#E RHENGY: HASLWER, WEER. RPN EERIE. N7
BRI 25RO A o TRV A SR E E IS 5 A8 SRR, a0 s B U A 1) 71 (Tyrosine Kinase
Inhibitors, TKIs), ¥ KM FARE2; HAT DUSHWORRIR (5 5 4% Sl eg, e Vb ST R 2R 1, A
LB UM IR . AN FREM 25 ——TKIs 5 R0 TR ML, 299, AR RBED,
HHEZHME, BEKMES.

2.1. SETTRTEIE R

SRR 256 TT AR5 NSCLC RASZE AV TIAH G, Woo T B4 73 1 ¥R 1 259076 97 11 NSCLC 4,
TN EE BRI R RN G H S, B R EHATAH R BRI, iR, 7 280,
MDEARE . MR RAL AT IRg gL 5y i . [FYR AR 8 5 2H 42 & (Homology Dependent Recombination
Repair, HRR)J8# ¥4 J5 K 55 o A4 i AR S s DA BT T 1% £ 2 () 24 0 B0 I R YOS K B i) 25 90 112
Wrs Ad7T 259 2 PR IE Bl T BONAGST 25 W B BUR M s Ak TR ANER E RS e AR B A o T TR A
PEVRTT RO UL R 7 2 e A PR 38 4% Stk DA PN 388 4% XU s HRR @48 S RS I 101 H Jd k& 5 DNA 4%
1B BB B DG B R, TSR R 259 ()97 380 BARARLL TALIT . BUT SR AR YY . 4> TR
4R e K, AR T AT R R 8, AMRFTEARTIBRIE TR s ik iaT 77 % [16].

2.2. EGFR

SIS 58 EGFR 2 NS 3 &G 5k, DIk HIgnibs. ERKEZMEMGS), 25
SRS BB 5 i) RAS-RAF-MEK-ERK/MAPK G B 1 4% 40 i 4735 i) PI3K-AKT/PKC-NF-KB il i DL K&
JAK-STAT K[ 17].

2.3. EGFR-TKI

G PRIG YT SR IE EGFR ZER2 —Fh A TK 3G M i 2L R IR B 2L K[ 18], 2004 4F, TKIs #{iFsLn] LAME
N BEGFR A B #H 29W0i697 %, WABIEKEFET 0S, MINAAF3Ra5[16] [19] [20] [21]. TKIs &5
454 TK, BH1IE ATP 5 EGFR 254, BRI T U5 5% 5, @I I A4 . 19 exon B & RALF 21 exon p.L858R
RAFUEIH TKIs IBUBRRAZ[11], IEPRH 8 TKIs 1E N H—ZI697 77 ZE[22].

2.3.1. B— TKIs

#—48 TKIs 7 3F# J& (Gefitinib). JE & % JE (Erlotinib). 375 # JE (Icotinib), &5 TK Al {4 &
(1 TKIs. WFFLRI, 25—4K TKIs X EE AP i m L BB 2R . W HRSE22]8F 5 76 5105 1]
EGFR [N 525 % K P, Gefitinib 4. Erlotinib 411 Icotinib 42 8] % M Z2fi# 3R (Objective response rate,
ORR) 4  fil] % (Disease control rate, DCR) LAt 115 % (P > 0.05), Wi# 2: % —4% EGFR-TKI Z [H][]
BITBRIFLHEES, BHETLUREADARKRIN .. BSGRFEXMTLGEIEBFEMZ . X T 2lexon
p.L858R RAFFN 19 exon HRARAEH) NSCLC H#, Gefitinib. Erlotinib Ml Icotinib = £ ) JE 3k A= 77 1
(Progression free survival, PFS) L JE 4t 1124 % 7:(P > 0.05), @17 3. Gefitinib. Erlotinib Al Icotinib 7F 21 exon
p.L858R RAZAHI 19 exon HRAKRAL M EZ TN E 2R ML TFRHENST (FH2Z4), Gefitinib
Erlotinib 7] LAH RUIEK PFS. OS, FA1EN 19 exon G2 TEALH 21 exon p.L858R TRAL B EH A MIGIT T7 %
[23] [24].

BT —48 TKIs 5 TK Mg5A1T, JLFFrf LA Gefitinib. Erlotinib Al Icotinib £ AT 7 R EH
A2 HBIRIF R 24 . 20 exon T790M Z45(5 790 AN ILER HH 75 & R 25 e il TP 0 MR A A o L3R A9 1
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2L, AR ERFLAS T TKIs 255 TK 454, 4 TK X} ATP [z 73380, TKIs ASREA R

EGFR T/ 314 3 2515 5@, Hu™= ALt 245[23] .

Table 2. Gefitinib, erlotinib and icotinib—Effects of TKIs (n = 76)
2 HIEER, EEERMERRER—F— TKIs JATTHR (0 = 76)

CR PR SD PD Bt ORR DCR PFS/H
Gefitinib 0 7 9 10 26 26.9% 61.5% 9.5
Erlotinib 0 9 10 7 26 34.6% 73.0% 10
Icotinib 0 11 8 5 24 45.8% 79.2% 9.5

VE: S84 Z%f# (complete response, CR). #7425 fi# (partial response, PR). ¥ 2 5 (stable disease, SD). ¥ it /&

(progressive disease, PD),

Table 3. Comparison of patients PFS in which gefitinib, erlotinib and icotinib were deleted at 19 exon (n = 39) and 21 exon

p.L858R (1 =33)

3. SRR, ERERIIRTE B 19 exon HREZETE (n = 39)F 21 exon p.L858R I (n = 33)EE A PFS Xttt

19 exon HRIZAR

21 exon p.L858R HRAF

PFS/H PFS/H
Gefitinib 8.5
Erlotinib 12
Icotinib 9

2.3.2. SR TKIs 549

2 X TKIs P2 % JE (Afatinib) 1% 5% & J& (Acomitinib) /2 5 TK £ i PELs &

1 TK1s.2016 4F 4 H,

HRE fCVF Afatinib #% F T NSCLC 8% VAT . LUX-Lung7 i35 ARCHER1050 X567 7% Afatinib.
Acomitinib 5 Gefitinib XJ U9, Q155 4. 4 5: UFSLH % —1R TKIs AL, 35 4% TKIs BT 80 R Efe mi o

Table 4. Comparison of pharmacodynamics between afatinib and gefitinib (n = 319)

4. MEBRESEFIRERABYIILL(n =319)

PFS/H TTF/H OS/H
Gefitinib 10.9 13.7 24.5
Afatinib 11.0 11.5 279
ZH +0.1 -2.2 +3.4
VE: ¥EIT RIGET (] (time to treatment failure, TTF).
Table 5. Comparison of pharmacodynamics between acomitinib and gefitinib (n = 319)
=5 FOBRSEIRBRAHRIL( =452)
PFS/H OS/H
Gefitinib 9.2 26.8
Acomitinib 14.7 34.1
ZAH +5.5 +7.3
T 5 iR T 7
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2.3.3. £=4 TKIs

2015 4E 11 A, F=ACRA M TKI B p5 % JE (Osimertinib), #% FDA ft#Ea] T —48k — 48 TKIs
FAAESRAF PR 25 1) 20 exon T790M 5848 2, Osimertinib A AR 19 exon #2545, 21 exon p.L858R
A 20 exon T790M [ 2458745 £ W AR A7 3K 5[ 25] . AHEC ShRufEfbyT, BFAURIN[26], Osimertinib 7] & 3%
FEK: T790M 2848 £ 2 1] PFS (Osimertinib 21 PFS: 10.1 ™ H; {0741 PFS: 4.4 N H, P<0.001). M4
fEAE[271%F 17 B T790M RAZFHE NSCLC #5515 4 T790M RAZFITE NSCLC B4 R B 7T, K I ORR
5 T790M ZAR A (P < 0.05), 1fi DCR 5 T790M FADRSTEK(P > 0.05), K774 FRAFVE i 24 (1)
T790M KA 3, HH Osimertinib FJ AR EG . #HFFL[28) &I Osimertinib —£& 577 #1457 PFS v 19
MH, S8BT PFS U8 1T AN H .

MR 4 55 [E [E] 37 45 A6 iE PR 4% (National Comprehensive Cancer Network, NCCN)If R SZ B faFa : B/l
i (2021.V2) [14], 2 =48 TKIO simertinib & —ZRVAI7 B ik, W TR 255 HAb IR K A f
F Osimertinib {7 & 2, W LLIEF] Erlotinib. Afatinib. Gefitinib 8¢ Erlotinib B£4 Ramucirumab 5 Erlotinib
¢4 Bevacizumab.

R TKI B8 e At o = AR A M 24, TKs 7= AR i 25 ML OB 0 RN 24 R #4s[29], E2
739 EGFR (KRR 245 /1 EGFR ARAKAS YR 245, Hi % 1 Osimertinib {1 /& EGFR 4k & C797S R4, Ja#&
1 MET . k-Ras %5 12 i 5= R R SRAL , DA I8 o3 22 1) i 4%, B NSCLC [7] /)N i fifi % (Small Cell Lung Cancer,
SCLO)#ASE . BRItz Ah, TR MESE[2810F 5T R I, A& EA] e 2 3 3056 — X EGFR-TKls fiif 24 1) 5 %2 [
R, JHEEE AR 20T #OREUE EGFR/Sre/Erk {5 Sl %, (215K -1- SP1 (Transcription Factor Sp1, SP1)
% % i (Nuclear Translocation), X{H#FHERFE AR 3Z 1K o (Estrogen-Related Receptor a, ERRa)7E EGFR-TKIs
FAERIE DL P BRI 5%, ERRa £EMME 0k B, Hod RIS E R, $27 T ERRa AT RERCAIE
/NG PR VR 9T (R 2 D HE A

2.3.4. TKIs

AN R M 55 7 B R AR 22 B TK s AN RS2 AT I, 45 245 i B O, AER T 45 BB AR A B 22 4 |
A I ZYNETT , I B IO A R N(=3 9, g8 2™ A HE U0 M 255
ARG, BRSEIRAK. AP REE, TKI AR XN 50 EGFR (5 5@ X —RpEE X, W& 6.
X TKIAS B B3R E B AT o4t — a7 50 .

Table 6. Incidence of common adverse reactions such as diarrhea, drug-induced liver injury, skin rash/acne-like rash, paro-
nychia and interstitial lung disease

6. BE. WRMMIG . KBESHES. BAX. BREMERFENFIRRELZER

NS &5 R R % FRVA 4 V) o5 A2 i 2 975
REZR 9.5%~95.2% 5%~55.3% 15.5%~89.1% 4%~56.8% 0%~5.3%
>3 PR 1%~14.4% 1%~16.2% 0%~11.4%

f# ) TKIs S8 AT RE 2 L BB TIRAEIE RE B2, — I 2505 1~2 A B, I AiTATL AR i A 58 42 9
fi, AIAEZOY EGFR {5 5B g, FEAMMIEE. AR DUABAIERBRIER T &
23T, B2 55 A& 5 5 R0 8 IR Z Ja 7T e IR BERAN RSN RIAR SRR, i 60 8 1 e 2 24
Yo e B G LY A5 AR P SRS Aot o B e o P BT IR 2 S v R ORR BRI v . IE AR R
TRFF RAF B ATE ISR o BORAS RS NCREIR B, P8 A bR i, 30 m] B W B2 A s IR ™ EL
A RRE B TUR . HT HTAHRG 2. PR BR4E A FR[30] [31].
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B Wi R SR 2 EGFR-TKI % WA RS, 35 249 9 1) Ikt e A S5 1R & LA
KGR B WiEsh 1255 v R DI R IS 24 . o 3™ EE IR YE S nl A IS IR T i%[32], RIS
MERR . PR WAL AR EET . SEREMEIT e 2 (IRIRIRA 4ER & (33]. YRy I E S bE
Ui, FEHEATHENEThREASTIN,  DARS 1kt B2 YR AR 5[ 23 ]

BRE A CYP3A4 B 7 55 577 46 m] AN TKIs AU 2578F, Rixd TKI BT . 4
S TR T R e L GRS R, H BT ¢, FF1F A EGFR-TKI, FHAHUIEHLE T4 S b
B T R IR SRR YT (23] % T EGFR-TKI $lBhAYT (083, N B8 15 AR 5838 DL 5K gk
AT HARZIA R SN, DAAE R IAS RS2 i SR BUORH 5 1R F3 77 44 Tt o

BT BEPURIG IR IGTT SIS McAb SHC/RSE 445 G 4l st EGFR, H52 4k Z33E 1k, AT # i it
AR A, REMERZ5YU0 Bevacizumab. Ramucirumab. 752 E FLJj(Cetuximab). I ff} Bevacizumab
BT IR GRS LS Wi AL 3 G IR, R AERLR AMEEH . B3 (A Ramucirumab
BITEREF, NMISIEF S S HI ., k&, MEEE. Xk, PEERSER. T Cetuximab A
SRR, B TTREH MK IEEAE, RERE . K. W5, R, TOmnk . Sk, MARSERE, JEH
HARE 2 Cetuximab 23 FEUEERDGRUE, IR R RSN, A5 G 1 o 8 i 977 10 v i 8t

3. dE/HBART#E EGFR R E T EFIEIT R
3.1. ERIT

X T FARBIBT B R PG 3R a8 AN ESE, T BOIRIT AT D F Bz —. I ERHE A
AROIER, 73 NARHE A BT AR = Wl Bh A7 [341. AR AL T 25 WDl 75 206 S B AT SR VAL (5 18
BB SAENLRE. DARRE. EERE . KUK, DI RBIMLT Uk e 5K . BT,
AE/INGH e 1297 48 P A KR I TR (Vinorelbine) « 7 P8 V5 (Gemcitabine) ., 35 3% i 2E (Pemetrexed) [33] [35]
SEHCFH R AINE N AR AT FAREE N — & AT 7 E[36], IGK L Gemcitabine + Jii%i(Cisplatin)
WEIRTT . TIHERFRRI[18], 1A Gemcitabine + Cisplatin + Bevacizumab (R4 4H)1E ML 223697

J7%, MILFAUE A Gemcitabine + Cisplatin (@41 A BB XGE, HAE G4 E (P <0.05), HBE A
B, WI5% 7, AR [37]55%F 60 A /Nt i it e i B T R B 2 H KR IERS(Norvinblastine) + Cisplatin
(RIGZH) 3K 25 5 T Gemcitabine + Cisplatin (R #B4H), P <0.05, 1% 8.

Table 7. Comparison of general chemotherapy with combined bevacizumab (n = 50)

7. BB SHRAER IURBHIRIILL (n = 50)

CR PR SD PD HRR
iR 5620 0 12 10 3 48.0%
Xt R 40 0 7 10 8 28.0%

Table 8. Comparison of general chemotherapy with norvinblastine + cisplatin (z = 60)

= 8. LB TS ERKELBEKSINARILL (1 = 60)

CR PR SD PD HRR
k5620 3 15 5 7 60.0%
X HEZH 0 10 11 9 33.33%

3.2. HFRTARRMENSER
W7 = SR HOLE BRI H] . WACTEAE BN KR RS RS, AR 25l
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W7 AR AR AR A AL B . SBotsy BEVE. TR Mg i T B & A T b 23k
Jr AR R, HA IR T R A A 2R T U AR R B R MR A R, BEEE 200N 10%~20% [38]. I
IR b, AR g B, B AR AR 45 A KEANR, R ER B IR HIRE.
N TR A Cisplatin J& & AR B IR LI REAN RS, B 0T IEERITE S T, BEEEH NK-1 214
FEHiA S 5-HT3 2RSSR M ZEKFA . Norvinblastine & WA B 5 N A B BEHNHI AL 38, W] LUfd
IR IAT A BIG YT, 0 B E4EE K(VitB1. VitB12. HAIZ. VitB6). MAAKE T, N
HEHE A%, Gemeitabine /A~ R RN, /AT R KA LN I D S 3 1) S 40 1) sl 3 0 1 A 1 T
WRIR s, T DI AR A YRR 2 V0428 H WA R R B E 86 s, dHUx
S5 o BT IR ZEKAA W] TR S B B R A 45 2T 0.5 he1 h LA VA S S R BRI B W] T K
BRI U N F AR A S5 A BRI AT gD I U S R A . Pemetrexed YRYT IR TR AN 7S
VitB12 FIH R4 1 AR ZE KA, LATI B i 0 B R 2

4. JE/NHBAEGRE EGFR 38358 NSCLC 22545 (RBUE M

AR, FRE AR BFRIT hil, DR 2 HRREAT . BUT IR T NN R . BEE S
THEMFHEARR CEK RS MRS AL, B 258058 o BUGTT 77 % . A% NSCLC &
FHWETAAE, TEESE DO E NSCLC ENSEZ PG T Gk Ie iRE M 254, G NIEEE R )2
AR AT SCHREE N REETT O NSCLC #Em 259 NEETR, HIE R GAN IR T A T HR A 2 )
B AR HA AT - 4585 (39],

2015 48, WK PANHRIAEEZR o m 3l 1 BEE R B K B 20 i kR, SRR B JE Jr (Tarceva).
ThE %50 % JE Ar(Conmana). 75 B8 JE i (Tressa) Fl 72 M 55 2 fis B (Xalkori ) 25 ¥ [ Y5 7 28 24 i, BRRLIG &4
HHAF T AT 50%HI37H0. Tarceva. Iressa A1 Xalkori 44 N\ BE R B J5 4% I35 9 [40],

Table 9. Price comparison of tarceva, iressa, xalkori before and after health insurance

F9. RRCEERE. FEERE. TRERREMNNERIIENEIER

ESL LR JEA T/ Fr BURE) NG R OT/ F k) 4 Ll
Tarceva 657 186 72%
Iressa 236 50 79%
Xalkori 1766 567 67%

RIEFFRIAE[41], TPAEVUF NSCLC —£8ia77 KM% (Gefitinib. Erlotinib. Pemetrexed + Cisplatin.
Pemetrexed + Cisplatin J¥ 5t Pemetrexed ZERFGTN)NETE, EASINER R GET W) T,
Pemetrexed 4EFRFIRYT AL IE. 2420 Erlotinib 1 Gefitinib I /K IAIEHT, Erlotinib K 5 B A 45 1.
KT NSCLC ##, HERE =M TKIO simertinib HEUFHI7 AR, (A THXHGIT 2104 5 5t
Osimertinib R AENTE 55— B 25 —AX TKIs 57 #EE )5 20 exon T790M i 24 14 548 & 2 1 I R 25

5. RE

MEEBEIT R R R B S# L, NSCLC 697 7 BAW T HEM, NSCLC /5T it N T 4 FH IR 259
R, HR3E EGFR WA BNy T80 1) 2540 /& NSCLC W 704 rh de 34 0y [l 2 —; R TKIs 7] PAE #4
FEE OS, BEKMZKEAIR, Lty TKs sBESES . TS TR, s&her-4
SRR 24
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HAT, TKIs fif 24/2 NSCLC ¥897 BT )@, 4552 Su i 80 TKs 7= A 25 B35 1R I7 77
%o BEESXT EGFR (55 TS IR TS, 8T 2005 TKIs. 05024 40 fn) S fif ke 55 i 245 i) 51 77 1)
Z—o [Fl, T TKIs I EGFR 15 510 % BT S B 23904 R OB vl A i A i 1k

R TKIs FERGURZGY I 3R 30 83 m F AT S 8LiR )7 )7 6, (B AN TKIs 2545 ek TK s
AR RPN E S EUE A B, RRIAT T R BRI AR . B RN, S
HEVRTT, SHAEYT )T REEVRIT NSCLC, MIm$em s OS, ¥ NSCLC &3 6 fi l soA R s il

BRI 24 2590 R BIEE AL, HRI% % R AT AR Z e 1. 1RIT e 43Ik T & 5 A
MEREIR B 5, BEZRIE R Z BT FRONKIEFIR A X . RS ERE AR STIE L. AR
MAVEETT AR BIVE I SE N, 75H 240 NSCLC &35 TH I 45 PR BT 0 1 i Bl o 40 57 R LA B IR A= 1)
RIIfR . RITR R RNAMEREAR R TT, A B AE R — L NSCLC 345 nf LS 214 JUR 7T .

EHEWH

KA A L I 5T R E (71310032, No: 202210316256) . [H 5% H SR Bl 22 3k 4 % B 35 H (No:
81673340).

SE
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