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[ Abstract] The application of epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR)-tyrosine kinase inhibitor (TKI) has significantly improved
the survival of patients with EGFR-mutant non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC). However, there are still a portion of patients with
poor efficacy and prognosis. Therefore, it is urgently needed to find effective emerging prognostic markers. In the past few years,
tumor mutational burden (TMB) was mainly used to screen patients who benefitted from immunotherapy and predict the efficacy.
Recently, there are also corresponding exploratory studies on EGFR-mutant NSCLC. In this review, we summarized the challenges of
TMB test and latest clinical research in EGFR-mutant advanced NSCLC.
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sequencing, NGS ) $A 41 & I 5 A8 4 A AH
KRB, P28 SR T R Ak W 5
POE o RIS e ((tumor mutation burden,
TMB ) & —Fipr BB I BR &Y ,  nl s e Jir e 6
RIS AR VAR B, & 72 W T A S G A o
5% (immune checkpoint inhibitor, ICI) &
I7 IR 25 N RET e B 8 B 7, FEEGFR%E
AR /NI At ( non-small cell lung cancer,
NSCLC) "B ERRIENIIE . ARSI
TMB Y 32 37 A5 I J7 ¥ S H AR E G FR5E 72 R 1 1)
NSCLCAHEIRYT « HEmATTF R By ], sz e
B . AU APk K

1 TMB#EiA

TMBJE $5 98 2 PR A S G Bt 1X g I ok A
(Mb) kA B . 4l ABCBR 5828 1 B8,
3 % AEMb A IR R AR ROk T
I L N 52 A8 B AR AR [A] L AE | ] LEAE
fhA L i DU A L RN
W SRIREE SR EAE T CAnm Al | 58 A4k BRART
8 R, RIS AR RHIE T 28 I mRNAFE 5% | 2R
1 BRI S BRI S B T B A T ok . XS A IR Bt
rh iR S 25 1 (tumor abnormal protein, TAP)
M Fi s AWM, JF 5 FEALHAENE
A4 1T (major histocompatibility complex [,
MHC | ) 454, F#EFHREE400 (antigen-
presenting cell, APC) FH . X254 ik
B-MHC | 25 W8pr s, il LABISCDS”
AR EEVETIR AR, AT A HE TR A A/ S
Fomogson: M L gi B, TMBTRE, AR
SRS R 21N, ALY e S v o
2 WiNFERIEKRRNA
2.1 A4rEFHnF (whole—exome sequencing,
WES )

WESHL {522 000/HE A g X, Al X5
Hfih X S s RS, T N30 Mb, XJ4b
BT AP RGN SR . WESHR T TR
TMBEMR B P 3 Hi . BF5 2 R B,
0,298 RN A TMB R 5, NSCLC/ZTMBZE L,
W Fl R PR, AW s B [ 10505742
(mut) /Mb | 1 TMBHA & /5 F Jo I AR HE 9

# (0.6 muyMb) P HEUEFNA G IHAREE
RFBENSCLCH TMBRYZ RN, HAD A Z anfsi T2
BEAFENE (microsatellite instability, MSI) , LA
FHENRAZMMPOLERE . POLDRAE . BRCAR
ARAE IR PRI GASFRE

22 Tl R A 5% I FH WES#£ 2R TMB ) Il PR 1
FAMME . Rizvids | 5 LR TMB R A4 7
M1 78RR L5 AE , X HR 44232 MR TR 2K
T (pembrolizumab ) JRYT IINSCLCHE & W
2R (overall response rate, ORR ) . 7L
K3k25 (durable clinical benefit, DCB ) HITCuE
JEHEAFH ( progression-free survival, PFS) 4
L5, WS CheckMate-026/ 5% '
WESEE &, FTMB ( =243 mut/Mb ) B#
P2 N A I RHT (nivolumab ) JGIT, IR RIK
fo 0 E LT SO eTY, R E L 2R A R E
W44 ( National Comprehensive Cancer Network,
NCCN) # '° HE K TMBS ) B ICT AL Y
A YIbR R . FE T 25 S SRS WESTE
TMBREIN bz, 36 EE 525 A BR (Food
and Drug Administration, FDA ) F20194-11 H it
T 3T WESHIIARSMZIKT - 5 Omics Core I FTMB
FIEL 5 4681 YR AR S A8k (1), Fr
A WESIER A 5T i AL G RN
22 A ®EARAN A (comprehensive genomic
profiling, CGP)

WESHIA R . R, X 4l 2UhRAs K/
FMPIRE A 2K, IR S B LAES
MCGPER 1 LA A, 5 2 A0 2 A e FL R
FERTTRE, tnArh &G i i BtDNARTE: 2 Al fig
PR A I RAFRE PRI R I PR S fh ] el
JHCGPARAGMTMB ',

CGPTE S L TMB L 75 1T Ak (5 T WES .
MSKCC-IMPACT 5 WESF X ;1204 fiNSCLC
HHMTMBIE, AHSERECH0.86°, 100 0004
2R RN R BUF1CDx 5 WESKI TMB/{H — 0% 4
Fik95% . BT, FEFDATHLMEIIFNGS
A& TIRRMEIZW (K1) o RMTFEAF
O3 RIS 5 BCGPH, ETMBYE AT AR
[F), DRHCRT A B S R R . 55 I 1) S 1
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Tab.1 The types of NGS approved by American FDA for clinic use

Parameter F1CDx MSKCC-IMPACT Omics core PGDx elio

Number of gene 324 468 19 396 507

Capture region/Mb 0.8 1.22 33.7 2.23

Capture depth -500 x -500 x -200 x -900 x

Types of mutations Number of somatic, coding ~ Number of somatic, missense Number of somatic, missense Number of single nucleotide
captured mutations, short indels per mutations per Mb of tumor ~ mutations per Mb of tumor  variants, indels,

Mb of tumor genome genome

Germline mutations
algorithms and subtracted
samples

Estimated via bioinformatics  Subtracted using
patient-matched blood

genome amplification and
translocation per

Mb of tumor genome

Estimated via bioinformatics
algorithms and subtracted+
PGDx algorithms

Subtracted using
patient-matched blood
samples

A R E—E 2R . Hit, S—5F
5 TMBRGI (R v A S e A B {2 e A S B
PEALIRI PO 7
CGPHi 7 I TMB=10 mut/Mb. & K It &
SR KA 5E 2N IAICT cut-offfl . CheckMate
227855 LAESE, TMB =10 mut/Mb ) [F] 2 B
B RPE AT RCR A AT . TG R
W9 KEYNOTE-158 " "* i B TMB4] ( TMB =
10 mut/Mb ) i 7R, pembrolizumab/54iAyr
WG 30192 SR P R JORR & 6. 12, 24 A KYPFS
R RSARTMBA . 5T 0L %ds, 20204E4 )17
H 2% [E FDA$Z 7 pembrolizumab 5 £k {37 TMB =
10 mut/MbFTZ IRl g 10 e DA A%
FEARRITA CGPERE AT TMB,  JEHIZ3
INFER S (panel ) o BFFTIESE, FEPRAHE
#<0.5 Mbpanel PP I TMBHERIPEREAR
Endris% ') ¥4 3F CGP panel 5 WESHES 74T 41
R, i > 1 Mbfpane SRIFAENSCLC %
TMB, i fErf AT S8 o 2 e sy, Hamad
P ARIR) SLAEAE A3 M A R X I ] LR TMB
EHABUERE
23 & TMB ( blood—based TMB, bTMB )
W42 S B 2 LR IR T R A G ST e H6 2
DIBA G Rl 8t , o Al ik — 12 W SRS TR
TR . R, &40 8 MG 3R R DN A
( circulating tumor DNA, ctDNA ) fJTMB, H[I
bTMBAG I AL A AT A FT AR
POPLARFMIOAKHIFE ', [dl— B 1
bTMBAIfE TMB ( tumor-based TMB, tTMB )
A VCECL B &, Spearmanf X RE(N0.64.

B-FIRSTHFZE "' &I, cut-offfE h16Hf, It
1520832 B B M ER 5Pt (atezolizumab ) —Zkif
JYHINSCLCEE T, HbTMBZORR & & F (L,
{HbTMB A A LM PFS M s A 7] (overall
survival, OS) M3k%5 . Wang%[mﬁfm, =
ABEBAFIbTMBH cut-off{i A 70}, i ctDNAZEAS
FR (=5%) MEEHEZRPERITIIORR ., PFS
KOSHI B EN TIRF R EE

BIRA MRV R T ctDNA R = N 52 1
bTMB Il & g & 7E K &, [HbTM BRI T~
Bt SR — 20 o an g B A I Y
ctDNASEA] 56 K AR TG = 1%, J5 ] A 3T
flibTMB, ctDNAZ i 5 Mg T fif B IEAH G,
FARAN o 250 FE [ 28 A8 4% ( maximum somatic
allele frequency, MSAF ) =1%[1 4, HILL
Fkt K B R TMSAF<19%1 k% 1,
3 TMB5EGFRRZEINSCLCHIX &
3.1 EGFR%E EANSCLC % #TMBAK

TMBZE ] $E [ SR Bl L K 28 48 [ EGFRZEAR
Y [E) AR PR EL R s (anaplastic lymphoma
kinase, ALK) Ri{r45 | @M >, 15
Jirt R 2 i AN K 2y 3 PR 2 AR 0 i) Atk 3 ] S 28 AR
KA o WA R B R AT B B i R e
JEZZ AT BN 24 %7953 45 vy [ 32 R Fh £ 3 Y WESS
BAR &I, EGFRIEZAER B H i TMBIL T
P AR (7409ER) LR vs 11349 R] SLZAE,
P=0.0039) . ZIIBA ") BE— 4387 T 1 668HilEk
& Fe 292451 57 Y i 1 il B g ARE I TMB A3 A, A
TATMB/3 511 46.66F14.80 mut/Mb, H¥EF/;: KITMB
Yy T AR,
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EGFRIEAE & A TMBA it 2% 5. Offin
2 1200 S5 BT T 153 6| EGFRZ M58 75 FR % [ TMB4y
i, KZ19delik F21 L858R ( P=0.003) , H—
WREgE P kB, 19delZE A5 B TMBK AT
L858REAEHH (P <0.001) , H19del'520ins K
L861QRAFTMBIKF-AHLL (P=0.35) , GT19X%
A5 B E TMB/KF 5 F19del RAZ i (P<0.001)
EAWFFE 2 R, kR IEmZ5 T, T790M
P B TMBIESUE L& FT790M AL %
(P=0.057) , 3%t AT790MBHE 24 i FHICT
TRIT AL T AR

Offin% 127 X . 1 30451 i 2 #6937 i A
E M TMBIE, A2 /5 TMBY TR (3.42
mut/Mb vs 6.56 mut/Mb, P=0.0002) , {HH.ZE %
i AN AE BN EGFR-TKIIN 24 £ 3 ICTA YT A8 24 1 HE
WHAE . W5 E I, TMBIETHE &R B 7ETKI
TRIT BRI R R IR A Y 5 2 RS
R I AN REAE A R S sZe bo AR R, ez
RIS BEFE
3.2 TMBTRMEGFR%E & A NSCLCYT 2k
3.2.1 FUMEGFR-TKIS 57 2%

OffinZ 1) ¥ iE S, TMBSEGFR-TKI
BITEGFRZEAE RINSCLC B % By I PR3k 25 2 71
K, BRFRNA T 15361 EGFRZ: 58 A8
( 19del fIL858R ) HUNSCLCH #, XUty
— 2457 —/— fREGFR-TKIIGY7 . MSK-IMPACT
T PHRIRIT AT ST 25 /5 I TMB, 4% =4 41
(2.83, 4.85) 4 A, b IKTMB34l, 447
SRR, TMBYSEGFR-TKIJT A % EGFREEAS
R TG A, S TMBA AR TT 41k if
[A] (time to treatment discontinuation, TTD ) flI
OSEFEME T, MITMB4., & . #. {KTMB34]
TTDHIOS/H5 K17, 16, 104~ (P=0.000 3)
f140.6. 37.3, 20.61~H (P=0.02) . &5
Wn, F . ARTMBAL I TTDAIOSHE # A TP53 %
ARRZS FEGFRZEAE WA (19del FIL8S8R ) H ]
FRTE N

YE R — TR K TMB I EGFR-TK Y7 &L
MRFSE, Offin%s "2¢) jBF 58 16 ¥ it 7 WAy A
EAEVT T . B, % XimTMB

i (4.85 mut/Mb ) 2R TEEAEMI M. R
# FIMSK-IMPACT, RizviZs "* 447 84 f5il 6 1o
NSCLCHZE M REIRITICR, & X ETMBY
>7.4 mut/Mbo, 7 —FINGS panel F1CDx#;ll
EGFR/ALKFAMENSCLC, E X > 10 mut/Mb N
TMB 7, HWK, 153485 {UA 361 TMBIH,
TR AT REJE: [H SN E GFRZE 75 Y (2 3 TM B4t X} {H 44
i, TMBIHEIFEA K. o, W5 E % EF%
18 53 R NI ] 4k 224 FHEGFR-TKIVAYY , S2hr
2y [A] Z it PFS, #HTTDE{UPFS X ORR,
AN SETE PEAL 259097 %50y T 58 A i ik J1 I PFS .
WEFE BB AT B U BCE T R —/ AR
EGFR-TKIVGYT B . A A &% e —Zid
NE R ERAL, B2 AT S SETMBAE =48
EGFR-TKIH Y7 S A E

VR 2 72 IR R B T K A (B e P o A K G e
ORI BN 2 i R e B K 21 K3 ( The Cancer
Genome Atlas, TCGA ) H289%|EGFRZE LY
NSCLCH:#, ¥ TTMBS WG K&, 45
T, BB FEHTMBIEL (3.37) . =ik
(2.83, 5.10) K Pusrfi% (2.83, 3.77, 6.12)
R 53 R0 Sk AT AR A A, TMBER R 41y b
POSHr124.03 . 21.2721.2710 A, ¥ ki
( P=0.002, P=0.0135, P=0.018) , iWjdH 4%
R TMB, FIRIESS, B TMBI2EGFRIEAER
MR AN RIS &R, Wil kB, 4%
i TMB5 TP53 &5 548N 8 5 7 44, = TMB
Je TPS3 %A 4 B EGF R A% 1 fifi B 92 S8 O S i
%5 (P=0.000 9) , TMBELSTPS3A[VE NEGFR%E
74 0 6 ) i B R O BUS B o SR, %A
FEOSEHRE IR FTCGAE %, TRk AT HHiSHT
(B YAIT T RAFIGIRANYY . i —J7 i, AW
SRONA T IR s e b AR TMBERHE , 1
ZRCEE VTR A, KRB TMBX]
NHBE3Z EGFR-TKITRY T HRCR K 1 TR

F R 5T T E A BETMB 5 8 [6] 36 57 RICR (4 56
F, EERAE Y AT 3R] S L URR 3 % HL
52 /N T TKIARYT IR IINSCLC 4, dEA 74
LR Fpanelill ¥, I R = 5ok f 5 o
HETMBEH{RTMBM4 . /7 &L, = TMB
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HEE P APFSEEH THHKTMB (410 d vs
217 d, HR=0.331, 95% CI: 0.165~0.665,
P=0.0012) , EGFRZEARWH (n=42) Filf%
F T AL R (410 d vs 189 d, HR=0.256, 95%
CI: 0.108~0.608, P=0.002) . AZHEENIAIT
WS T — . Z“AREGFR-TKIM ek e, If
PAPFSAE MBS £, 4518 W Wt B St AL 1%
M, AZWFFEANAEAEREAR R | = OSEHE
K AETTHETERF I B

Bl A5 CGPIYE— e, £Fxd B A REE
RS Ay [l Bt 1 A 5 58l 3 W kA . R AR
B 4255 P CGP panel, Lin%s "2 34
T 9845 —£ 152 EGFR-TKIIAYT B & I TMB4Y
1, R =%k (3.4, 5.7) o, %
W KB, {KTMBZHORRE 5 TH . BHTMB
4 (53.8%. 23.0%. 8.3%, P=0.037) , H34
PFS/r5I016.4. 9.0, 7.44H (P=0.006) .
PFSHH S [N 2 A9 W41 43 H7 s, IRTMBZLY)
19del. TPS3%AE MARRR B, L, ®mTMBA
WS IEPES i ik 46 (P=0.02) . N{l45ieHE
TP, SR T T 22 R T LAHERR HoA
Il PRIA R X PFSHISZIA , KB . A8 . W
5§ EGFRZEZZ I K TP535 AR A Y 5PFS TG
X%, BRIE T TMBJEPFSIKI ST Filjm R Z 458

(8] B P 9 S SRS, TMBSZ Tl EGFR%E
A R HANS CLCY T R0 U 1A sbn B o 4%
1M, ANFINGS panelfH 5 09 A [ 36 FA 5 2 5230
TMBA i B Z R, AR ME R 1238 FH i cut-
offff. HHEI, 1575 B a0 s oY i — 2 RIE7E
EGFRZEAL IR HAD AR IR B 3 [ 28 4 fINSCLC
H, TMBAE N UG A Wb S A Rl 5 o
3.2.2 TR g & 7 BOR

VERAHIREN B, EGFRSEAE T 8 FAE
PEWRIT H BRI EE A K, X SEGFREZ R
IR TIOABE 19 55 S E SR . TMBARZKT 19
fiEA 3 %) CheckMate 057. KEYNOTE-010
HIPOPLARTFSE Wimetasr#r ' Bow, FRFPESE
T- [ &M ] -1 (programmed death-1, PD-1) /
FEFPESET: [ & H ] FCR-1 (programmed death
ligand-1, PD-L1) il 5%f Lk 2 P4 fh 2§ — 230

J7 RE I IE K SRR EE (n=1 903, HR=0.68,
95% CI: 0.61~0.77, P<0.000 1) FIEGFREFE#I
B (n=1362, HR=0.66, 95% CI: 0.58~0.76,
P<0.000 1) YOS, HFEEGFREERIELH H0S
EZR TG #E L (n=186, HR=1.05, 95%
CI: 0.70~1.55, P<0.81), IGRFIBIZE 2 @R,
2520 000 PR (A I FEA T &2 LA 20F TP e H
B 8% A URSNFEH AL, 73 41M92% 1T
PrIR TR A AEIR S IE R 248 o BT = A
S5TMB#H UM, &0 Fr 5 Tibk 40 i 5
FRTC AR S5O0 Y BB o, Xt R R sl 3 (R 5 A
Ji9eE B SR IR I T AR AR B R N 2 —
WA — B 54K T EGFRES 7 Y B 3 i 2
BIEIRIT AT R, 42 HH TMB R Rk e A A7k
R EITAENLE] . — T B A RBESE Y R K EGFR-
TKIM 24 5 nivolumabAJyr L, WL B, 9
#1422 WESTEA TMBAE [/ (5, A N2 1) 3441
TMB{E & & & TR el (P=0.038) , mit
e = TMBAR 7] fig J&nivolumab 3k 25 9 5 H . {H
HFEAR RN, KEHNTMBIETTIOM %K S 5 B
PEERE TR ZESR (P=0.71) . B—I AT
AT B A T 240 % nivolumabi& ¥ 7 I EGFR
RAAMBE , AR TRI, SAAR 2%
( >600) . —ZKEGFR-TKIHF4L it al k. 55
WEGFRBEZS T SEKPFS, ZAFE/miriiR, &
L EGFRSE7E JEnivolumaby &4 (1) <7 5 I8 &
155 5 D, 5 7 AR I R A TMIBEE i3 A7 K
EGFRZEAZ 45 WYX S 5 36 T7 19 I N A7 AE
25 Hastings% 2 PEAE T 1266 EGFRZ: 8158
BREMICUTH S WG, KIM19del AL B #H
ORR (7% vs 22%, P=0.002) FIOS ( HR=0.69,
95% CI: 0.493~0.965, P=0.03) # B &% T
L858RZEE, X 519del®R 2% B # TMB/K - H
A K. o, ML &I, L8S8REALY
EGFRY} =R JORR (16% vs 22%, P=0.42)
MOS (HR=0.917, 95% CI: 0.597~1.409,
P=0.69 ) AH{l, HarataniZ > g4 A T 250 — k4%
Znivolumabi& 7 IWEGFR-TKIMN 25 ¥, T790M
7 it 2% i 35 1 A PR S T T790M %8 748 (R 3%
(HR=0.48, 95% CI: 0.20~1.24, P=0.099) , #&
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JREGFR 21 L858RZE7E K TT90M BV fA TR 24 35
TR AT Al SR BERYT

JAENCCNTE F A EFREGFRZRE AL R AT
FEvAYT 1, (AL FBFEIESS, —Z8EGFR-
TKIT 25 J5 09 e A nl NICTIA T R 3k 25, o H:
SETTIOMFIPE DA 1 5 A8 S L8S8RREAF (1 fE 4 .
X PR RAE WAL, R EGFRZEEZ H TMBA X}
AR, HItETMBA 8 S ICIfEEGFREEAEHY
NSCLCH IR H
4 BEERZE

TMBJE — XS R S 28, &) T
FERGM, T LLAE 45 28 B BAB 32 LR
TMBZ A RAR G | RlAR A Z M . S5
PEIRIT MR RCR B T 1 VI I ER T~
HHAT WG RN TS . TMBYEEGFRZEAE
RINSCLCHUB R T7 B Z 4R RK, WIETMBLE A
B4 . 4k & PEIET790M S A5 it 24 8 % v )
TMBZh A48 1L . TMBEALYF S B & e ih )T
A7 A55CTREIN o7 FH 25

(& % X #k]
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