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EGFR-mutated non-small cell lung cancer. However, some patients exhibit primary/acquired re-
sistance and efficacies are different. PD-L1 expression level can be used as a predictive biomarker
for treatment with immune checkpoint inhibitors, and PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors have been approved
for first-line treatment of advanced NSCLC. Studies have shown that some EGFR mutant NSCLC pa-
tients have poor immunotherapy outcomes, which may be related to their tumor microenviron-
ment. In this article, we review the studies on the association between tumor microenvironment
and PD-L1 in patients with EGFR mutations, the expression rate of PD-L1 in patients with EGFR-
mutated NSCLC, and the efficacy with EGFR-TKIs.
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1. 5|18

I 2 B AL )RR S A, 0 v R e AT T Y 3 S B AT 1] FE /N8 it (non-small cell lung cancer,
NSCLC)Z i Jifi i 1) 85% o MY N i i £ 25 3R B A K [K 52 # (epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR)
RAFE IR 51% [2]o EGFR-TKIs /& EGFR RAZ M /N Mo fies A 8 097 I i ik AR MEFE T TLAA 1
(programmed death ligand 1, PD-L1)AE% 5 T 48 LR ESET %24k 1 (programmed death receptor 1,
PD-D)Z56G, W] T ZHH0 0035 AR 2R 15 P T M) 504k, il % M [3]. EGFR-TKIs fE¥GIT G A
AT IRE G TN 2, i 2L R S I RS . 55 BRI AR B A A SE 2 R, (B R ML B
iR e A B A AL B A T BE TR 25 ML) 22— [4] [5]. A L7 EGFR FAL B MR A 58 S AR AL
EGFR K725 PD-L1 {5 546 Sl 2 —FHEKR, LURDT PD-L1 Ri&/K-F5 EGFR RAZRE WIE /)N i fli s
BEZRIMECR, ARKRIBITRES %,

2. EGFR ¥ HE/mpaftfE+ PD-L1 FiL5 EGFR-TKIs T ZARIEER

W9 K3, EGFR-TKIs fif Zj i il %55 PD-L1 ) mRIA[6]. WA ERRIT i, 1GHMIRE4 A+ PD-L1
[ 3¢ 32 7KSPAE 57 1 g s 1) T S5 25 T3 (34.6%) [ 7], % 8 PD-L1 #£ EGFR-TKIs ifif i _F i . EGFR-TKIs
it 2577 8 L1 PD-L1 3 IA K 028 b8 f 24 458 (tumor microenviroment, TME) [8] [9]. X Fh G M5 4k
Al fEfd EGFR-TKIs 2. HAl EGFR 28748 JE /NIt fifi et A6 2 B 88 S e SO SR AT FE AL TE IR RN B, 75
—IIRE,
3. EGFR BT Z E R FEIM /I TME $FE
3.1. EGFR %/ TME $HEXIRERE X

iR A A $58 2 PR 4 Rt DA A A7 R R R N A, R AR L B L RS SRR A R 4 e R
TEHEZPR R ILFARR, FEMSEERMIMEIERN, F—MENRRERE B35, PH AR E /11K
SRR, [ TME fESE R . KRB AR TR S EAEH[10] [11].

EGFR Z4¢ 82 (1 IR A B B % o H AT 78 25 SR /s HO — BhAE R A% L S i 1 TME,
A iR 98748 41 4 (Tumor mutation burden, TMB)EHIK. = CD8+E 1R I Wbk 241 iy (Tumor infiltrating-
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lym-phocycte, TIL). 87514 T Aif(Tregs)iZiE . B HE KU FHNHI 40 (MDSCs)34 . 2 P g 26 YE4H
JRIER7- 3G Al PD-L1 3858 B, e 4n i g hE 613 1A A A 12] .

IR N R B I B S 20 i P PR 28 R B EGFR 2875 (1) fifi Bl 4H 2R b i = 2H 40 10 12 CD8+
T 4008, 2 i FH 5 IR AH 5% B W41 i (Tumor-associated macrophage, TAM)FN [ JRg AH 5 il £F 4 41 g
(Cancer-associated fibroblast, CAF), SEUCIEHH 5 IE B A9 1 CD8+ T 240/ 55 EGFR B A AUAH L,
EGFR JAL A Jifi i 1) T 240 A0 At 248 P 248 28 2 (] (1) 22 Fof B 2 4 7 A (40 PD-1 1 PD-L1)AH G AT FH ¥ 35 0k
BI13].

— I[P AAF 7E 8 2457 EGFR RS NSCLC Jiigif) PD-L1 #£ik/KPAK, CD8+ TILs iR/,
FHI, AT SR 2] EGFR S8 B+ PD-L1 B ERIA[14]. IGIRFETHEFER A, EGFR B0E Al i
PD-L1 Fik, S T 40T, Srsbi®. e EGFR 7% (1) ifi e /s BB A o, W0 52 381 5 W05 441 g
MHC-II ik, EWRAIM ILIRA FiAIG s, GG m, HET M2 RAUE RN . EGFR K
AR F) NSCLC 5§ 2 CD8+ T 4 Al G 2 4 L ) 7K P4, {5 Tregs #E A PD-L1 Rk /K-F-#8G Fri
I, X FELNAE T A0S RS, AR T e b M AEBERE[15] [16]. KL, EGFR RASAEAEAE K
HE A G % R SR AL 1) R J iR 3 R B o

3.2. EGFR-TKIs &7 5 #J TME $HiE

EGFR-TKIs #)] EGFR i %%, JHidid 2 Fhod 208 45 Ios e e ior 58, S i, ik T
i SHPUEIER, Wb T 4IRIET:, 25 CD8+ T 4l DCs /K°F, 340 MHC 1 28F0 11 284> F )
ik, WGRPE EIEXT IFN-y (RN, FH4%E IL-10. CCL2 Al IFN-y /K°F, &> FOXP3+ Tregs, il
WEAH At M2 A, Ffib PD-L1 [ERIE[17].

H A Yoshiya 4% HIBA, [l 73 #r EGFR %78 &35 (1) TME, #kK#% PD-L1 8 LL I F1 CD8+VF-45,
¥ TME 2 NPUFRAL: () @/8(13.5%, n=7); (b) fKAK(42.3%, n=22); (c) mi/1%&(17.3%, n=9)F(d)
IK//1(26.9%, n = 14), &5 R BoR Todk e A A ATE () B B ke, 7E(d) 2 R 5 K (mPFS 2.4 vs 11.3 vs 8.4 vs 17.5
ANH P =0.0000077), it EGFR-TKIs 157 2R ¥ TME IR HTE BT AH, A 1K PD-L1 flE CD8+
FIE M LA AT RE R NI MG T i KR 25 284 18], Kohsuke %57 EGFR-TKIs VA 77T 1 & 5 &S,
SRRy B PD-L1 Rk T, JRJT )G CD8+AI FOXP3+ TIL % ¥ & & [BAR (P 7 3L 292.8—
224.0/mm?, P =0.0274 #1249.6—~150.4/mm?, P <0.0001), {E7E PD-L1 £i&MRt CD8+ TIL % & {#F
A, g5 RERW], EGFR-TKIs JA77 7 LAX(EE EGFR Z7ZfH M NSCLC HIf R G oA Es, 39 n i eg ¥ i)
CD8+ T A& I i PD-L1 &35, X LR INA BT iR 4 EGFR-TKIs 1697 AJ DL B 1 Filjs
[19] 15 5 RAT- 4% B AW 58 EGFR-TKIs % EGFR BRAh i i #524 TME H k3, {87 FH BUE ¥ EGFR-TKIs
J&i, I CD8+ T 4L Al DCs XL T FOXP3+ Tregs, JFlH] 7 ERELNAA M2 Hefb. SR TMBER 1677 1)
ke, XPARGIE R T[20]. Mk, TKI Y7 ol B8 — M@ RN e R s, o SMRieie, (HH/EHZ
NG AR

3.3. EGFR-TKIs i Z5[5#Y TME 4F{E

£ EGFR R AE/Nfafifid 7, EGFR-TKIs My 25 TME Hi 842 0P 48 . 5 EGFR-TKIs BUE T
IR AR EE, EGFR-TKIs 28 S 4 4e Mo B 3 2, e i A 4 Mo ik />, I ey I BN - 5
WEEK. B4, EGFR-TKIs fiif 24 (3@ 40 e Il th b Rz - (S0 21].  [A)35% R 4k 7 141 A FH 20 20 Al
M RN, EGFR-TKIs i 2 J5 &35 I 4 i Bl 7 R AR AL . 45 TKI-PFS 38K TKI-PFS &35 ) CD3-+ik
EAE. CDS+2UM T 401 INF-y + CD8+ T 4 ffi7E TME i i ity L BH 2 5 sy, M2 A I 4 o Lk 431
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AR, A IE 2 1 —FeiE insE 7 TKI-PFS 45 1) 8238 5 n] e WIBE A e 8 i kR 2 O FLig St S e
R, B R R, CD4+ T 4k FOXP3+11 EL i 7 55 TKI-PFS & i B 7=, XTI R 23k
MR T 40 s 18 n i s i &5 SR 1221

4. EGFR 38E K, PD-L1 RILWIESESBEEHEKR

EGFR JRAZ J5 W0s B 2 IRV, FE305 L TS 5 8 % : RAS/RAF/MEK. PI3K/AKT/mTOR %538 % ,
S 5MRMBRIEE. EK. R2E. BB AMEER. A, EGFR ALk is 40 i N 18 3= Bt ke Fa i
rRrkifk: JEITE ERK. AKT-mTOR #1 STAT3 il PD-L1 £ik; LR AHEMINH] CTL itk i
% GSK-3B/FOXP3 KGN Tregs HI% & A1 P, F-H0H] CUTA B FF#(K MHC I #1 MHC I ff1315[23],

EGFR %748 NSCLC 4l ifis R+ PD-L1 {1383k /K1 5t 3% = T EGFR BFA4E R [24]. @it EGFR-TKIs (W17
JEE e sk )Juis & Je)ild] EGFR i1, J/b4ifie & F PD-L1 Rk /K F[23] [25]. /NEBEALF, EGFR RAL
A PD-L1 3I&, i EGFR-TKIs 697 N PD-L1 £ i%[23]. A, EGFR 15 5 1 LA B 28k (Al e b Bk 5l PD-L1
() Ei[26] [27]. WFREB AKT/mTOR E#% 5 EGFR R4/ PD-L1 RiLM [28]. MTOR #0iE %S
PD-L I8l dEFs 5 11 PD-L Kk, IFN-y /-1 PD-L KA WAKHi T mTOR. AKT-STAT3 i&f&tn]
BE7E A EGFR %45 () NSCLC 4l & /9335 PD-L1 Ri&F#/EFH[29] [30] [31], K A#IH] AKT 8¢ STAT3
WEMETT LR PD-L1 IR iE. ARV, EGFR 24 @ik ERK1/2 &4 L PD-L1 #ik. Kk,
EGFR-TKIs J&97 #1 PD-L1 FRIAPIHLERZ E 40, X 0] B T JE 08 1) RADRES LA [F 145 518 % .

5. EGFR R HE/ B Ra+ PD-L1 FiAKFE

H A — I5Usi 7 o i i 23 PD-L1 g BH 4 LG5 73 2 (tumor proportion score, TPS) > 50%MH) H# 5
29.6% [32]. BRSERIEH, EGFR R4 NSCLC & H PD-L1 TPS > 50% 7 11% [33]. AT AR+ EGFR
AL IF PD-L1 Rk L5 BRSE N B s, (HE & EGFR RAE 4 I PD-L1 RIE R MmIK[34]. PD-L1 &
KK EGFR RAZHI R R M2 I8 -

6. PD-L1 RiA/KFE5 EGFR-TKIs T 25008t &

WF5EH PD-L1 Rk (I AR 787 A2 1 AH P J& (1 45 5 . — L6 At 72 {27, PD-L1 BH% R4 5 EGFR-TKIs
1697 J5 K DCR AT K/ PES A OS B AHE[35] [36] [37]. B — W5t &I PD-L1 £ik 597582 1A
WA R AN [38] [39]. HBFIERIE, $5% EGFR-TKIs 697 ) EGFR R E#H, PD-L1 (IRIES
AR BUE A K[40] [41] [42] [43] [44].

D’Incecco 25 A [ 78 7R, 755 K F 56 44 EGFR 2878 48 A 5 JE 85 Je sl Jm i & Je 1697 i A NSCLC
B, PD-L1 FHMEEE K TTP (11.7 A vs 5.7 A, P <0.0001)A1 OS (21.9 A vs 12.5 A, P =0.09)%; PD-L1
[ 2 2 G K [35]. — TP [ |l B 7T 2 s, PD-L1 BAYE S EGFR-TKIs V&J7 o 5K 1K) TGk i A= 17
W B R R I A O [36] . B E T AL, 7E 66 5] EGFR 2874F EGFR-TKIs ¥A77 & # 1, PD-LI1
FEE 2R R I EL PD-L1 FATELHSE 2 N H, ERIER G223 X [37].

—Ih E AT, 1E 99 4 EGFR KA, PD-L1 [V PFS 1 OS 5 PD-L1 BiPE B AHEL
WH VR ZER[38]. AT, —4 EGFR-TKIs 1597 EGFR RA# 41 NSCLC, AK[F PD-L1 ik
RS PFS BG4 E R . X T PD-L1 < 1%, 1%~49%F1>50%f14, 47 PES 7378 13.6, 18.4 £l
157 A~ H (P =0.738). OS MR R, 53008 33.6, 30.1 F148.6 N H (P =0.769) [39].

Hsu 58 N 58 €445 123 4 EGFR RASHfifi i 2, 7€ PD-L1 > 50% &35 1, EGFR-TKIs [¥/H1{7 PFS
1 OS 4358 1.6 ™ H(95% CI, 1.1~2.0)A1 10.1 /> H(95% CI, 6.4~13.8), B EJH T PD-L1 < 1% & & (FF 47
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PFS, 7.3 MH: 95%CI, 2.7~12.0; Hf7 OS, 382 ™H;: 95% Cl, 26.1~50.3) [41]. EGFR RAZHEH 45
NIRRT 2GR i 4, JROR MR 25 40 4 B 22.7%R1 30.3% [ £ # PD-L1 TPS > 50 5(>25%, 1fij
TEPR AR, AR B 1A 1.8%F1 3.5% (358 P < 0.001). X4 BRI RE 1 PD-L1 RIEKF
S m iR & EGFR-TKI i 25 K 4 %45 5% . Yoneshima 28 A K Bl PD-L1 ik 5425 EGFR-TKIs ¥477
EGFR #R7AFA NSCLC B BN PFS HRAK[42]. AT EIR, PD-L1 FRIEAMUTURE X
EGFR-TKIs [ WAV, 11 HIE 51X B 259 (1) Ji &k Ve 2576 52 [40] [41] [42] [43]. —Ti4FXT 101 4 EGFR
R NSCLC HBFH 7t H, 555 PD-L1 RIAMLL, 58 PD-L1 KA ORR N4 PFS 4% & 35 AH
(ORR, 35.7% vs. 63.2% vs. 67.3%; P =0.002; PFS, 3.8 vs. 6.0 vs. 9.5 MH; P<0.001)[43]. Yang 2§ A
X} 153 4 EGFR RAF[ i i S #3547 17 — Wit 55, EGFR-TKIs [ ORR Fll PFS 7E PD-L1 FRiA<50%[1) i
HHREL, HEZA RSP+ PD-L1 < 50% & LK PFS AL 15 K & (HR, 0.433; 95% C1, 0.250~0.751; P =
0.003). M4, fE TPS > 50%M &34, A MM —H % EGFR-TKIs /24 T J5l K PETi 25 (44.4%) [44]. ¥R
J7HT EGFR S84 [¥11 # NSCLC (1) PD-L1 Rk /KF Al e 5 —%k EGFR-TKIs M Z4AH¢, (HAA, 7%
PREEIRNIFT

7. REERE

B F1 5% BGFR 52 R/ B it oh PD-L1 ARZS IO SAFE T i, vl REIEAT AL 5 2 ey 41
file TME fE U7 opgdk e bl s 2R, B3 2 ma s M S B % . EGFR RAZ A A9 in PD-L1
Fik I3 EGFR-TKIs ffif 25 NSCLC FiRe (1 632 30 /K1, (&S AN 3 B X6 G 2 A6 2 A i 5506 28
I, IMpowerl50 4045 B B/RBT B FIBR P, DURERESL. RETREEEL(ABCP) 2B A 5 DAk ER
PUNM-REINEAEE(BCP)E EGFR RAZEH Pl I3 AR, X /R T PUE £ R e % EGFR
RAR B APV IT I Th R VB EAE T o BRIt , EGFR-TK s Tl 24 535 2 75 B % Be X ARG 7T A0 97 3k 28,
F B RG B ATIRYT AT BRI IR ST TR AR 1) U YR TT FRERT ). 5 ARG T i 45 A 07 SR 3
NBERITRE , XL Nt — PR T . 48 EPTiR, PD-L1 RKik'5 EGFR AL AR/ i il e £ 3 1)
EGFR-TKIs J7 80 — € IRk, SR 75 23— B I FORIE SR M R, IR e B AEIRIT TR, DK
DURSHETRTT

SE
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