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AHHOTauuA

Hannure npoTnBoOpeumMBbIX PE3YNbTAaToB, a TakXKe OTCYTCTBME NPAMbIX CPAaBHUTENbHbIX PaHAOMMU3MPOBAHHBIX UCCefoBaHUI
MeXay MHrMOMTopamMun TMPO3nHKKHa3bl EGFR 11 v 1l nokoneHuit B 1-i IMHMW NeYeHns NaLMEeHTOB C pacnpocTpaHeHHbIM EGFR-ac-
COLMMPOBaHHbIM HEMENKOKIIETOUYHbIM pakoM nerkoro (HMPJ1) onpenenvno Heo6XxoanuMoCTb CpaBHEHNA 06LLe BbIXKBAaeMOCT
(OB) pna Takux onuuin B pamMmKax CeTeBOoro MeTaaHasnmsa.

MaTepuanbl u metogbl. B pesynbTtaTte cctemaTmyeckoro noucka B 6asax gaHHbix PubMed, ClinicalTrials.gov, a Takxxe B maTe-
puanax MexagyHapoaHbIx KoHbepeHLUn AMeprKaHCKOro obulecTBa KIIMHNYECKo oHKonorny 1 EBponelickoro obuiectsa Meau-
LIMHCKOW OHKONOMMK 6b111 0TOOpaHbl AaHHble Mo OB (oTHowWweHWe puckoB — OP cvepTnt n 95% pgoeepuTenbHbln MHTepBan — AN K
Hemy) 11 paHAOMM3VPOBAHHBIX NCCNEAO0BaHNI, B KOTOPbIX MPOBOAWUICA aHann3 NpYMEHEHUA MOHOTepanuy HIMGUTOpaMm T-
pO3uHKMHa3bl (UTK) pa3Hbix NOKONeHW B KayecTse 1- NIMHUM Y NaLMeHTOB C pacnpocTpaHeHHbIM EGFR-accoummpoBaHHbIM
HMPJ1, Kak ana obLen nonynaumu, Tak 1 Ana Noarpyn, BKAOYALWMX MO, BO3PacT, MyTaLMOHHbBIN CTaTyc, cTaTyc KypeHus. C no-
MOLLbIO MakeTa netmeta An1A A3blka NporpammrpoBaHna R 6bin npoBeaeH ceTeBOW MeTaaHanM3 NoslyYeHHbIX JaHHbIX C UCMOMb-
30BaHMEM YaCTOTHOro MOAXoAa.

PesynbTaTtbl. Kputepmam BknoveHnsa cootsetctBoBanu 11 nccnegosaHnii, BKoyaswmnx 3251 naumenTa. BoigeneHol cnegytowme
rpynnbl cpaBHeHuA: B 6 uccneposanmax (ENSURE, EURTAC, IPASS, NEJ002, OPTIMAL CTONG-0802, WJTOG3405) — cpaBHeHue UTK
| mokoneHua n ctaHpapTHow xumuoTepanuu (XT) Ha OCHOBe npenapaToB MnatuHbl; B 2 uccnepoaHuax (LUX-Lung 3,
LUX-Lung 6) — cpaBHeHue UTK Il nokoneHuna un XT; B 2 nccneposanuax (ARCHER 1050, LUX-Lung 7) - cpaBHeHune UTK Il nokonerua
n UTK | nokonenns; B 1 nccnegosaHum (FLAURA) — cpaBHeHmne UTK lIl nokoneHua un UTK | nokonenwnsa. B cpaBHeHnn ¢ XT OB yBe-
NnumBanacb ogmHakoBo npu npumeHeHun NTK [l nokonenus (OP 0,84; 95% AW 0,64-1,08) nnu Il nokoneHusa (OP 0,86; 95% W
0,74-1,00). Mpw 3TOM aHanNm3 NOArPYNM He BbIABWI CyLeCTBEHHbIX pa3nuuun B OB 3a ncknioyeHnem noarpynmnbl NaLMeHToB C ge-
neuven B ak3oHe 19 reHa EGFR, rae npumeHeHne UTK Il nokoneHusa 6bino 6onee appektusHbiM (OP 0,71; 95% AW 0,37-0,97).
BoiBoapbl. [poBefeHHbIN ceTeBOM MeTaaHann3 AaHHbix OB KNnMHnYecknx nccnegoBanuin npumeHeHna UTK pasHbix NOKoONeHUn B
KayecTBe 1-n nuHUN Tepanuun y naumneHTos ¢ EGFR-accounnposaHHbim HMPJ1 nokasan, uto npumeHeHune UTK IIl v Il nokoneHna
nmeeT ofjMHaKoByto 3ddeKTBHOCTb, Npu 3Tom UTK Il nokoneHua goctosepHo yeenmumsatotr OB B rpynne nauneHToB, HeCyLmX
MyTauuio B 3Kk30He 19 reHa EGFR.
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Comparison of the efficacy of first-line therapy

with different generations of EGFR tyrosine kinase
inhibitors in patients with advanced EGFR-associated
non-small cell lung cancer: a network meta-analysis
of overall survival data

Aleksey A. Bogdanov™", Fedor V. Moiseenko', Vitalii V. Egorenkov’, Andrey A. Bogdanov', Nikita M. Volkov', Mikhail Yu. Fedyanin??
1Saint Petersburg Clinical Research and Practice Centre for Specialized Types of Medical Care (Oncological), Saint Petershurg, Russia;

2Blokhin National Medical Research Center of Oncology, Moscow, Russia;

3People’s Friendship University of Russia, Moscow, Russia

Abstract

The lack of trials directly comparing 2nd and 3rd generation EGFR tyrosine kinase inhibitors (TKI) do not allows to determine the
optimal treatment approach. The main objective of this study was to compare the survival advantage achieved with these options.
Materials and methods. As a result of a systematic search in the PubMed, ClinicalTrials.gov databases, as well as in the materials
of international conferences American Society of Clinical Oncology and European Society for Medical Oncology data on the ove-
rall survival showed in 11 open randomized trials comparing different generation TKI monotherapy in TKI naive EGFR mutated
non-small-cell lung carcinoma (NSCLC), both in the general population and in subgroups including sex, age, mutational status,
smoking status. Using the package netmeta for the programming language R, a network meta-analysis of the obtained data was
carried out using a frequency framework.

Results. The 11 selected studies, including 3251 participants, had the following comparison groups: 6 studies (ENSURE, EURTAC,
IPASS, NEJ002, OPTIMAL CTONG-0802, WJTOG3405) compared 1st generation TKls and standard platinum-based drugs (CT);
2 studies (LUX-Lung 3, LUX-Lung 6) compared 2nd generation TKls and CT; 2 studies (ARCHER 1050, LUX-Lung 7) compared 2nd
generation TKls and 1st generation TKIs; one study (FLAURA) compared 3rd generation TKI and the 1st generation TKis. It was
shown that for overall survival in comparison with CT, 3rd generation TKls [hazard ratio — HR 0.84 (0.64; 1.08) and 2nd generation
(HR 0.86 (0.74; 1.00)] have the same effectiveness. Subgroup analysis did not reveal significant differences in OS except for the
subgroup of patients with a deletion in exon 19 of the EGFR gene, where the use of 2nd generation TKls in comparison with CT
had a statistically significant difference - HR 0.71 (0.37; 0.97).

Conclusions. The network meta-analysis of the overall survival data of clinical trials of the use of different generations TKIs as
the first line treatment in patients with EGFR-associated NSCLC showed that the use of TKIs of the 3rd and 2nd generation has
the same efficacy, and the TKis of the 2nd generation increase the total survival in a group of patients carrying a mutation in
exon 19 of the EGFR gene.
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BBepeHmne

Pak nerkoro sIBIsieTCSl OMHUM U3 CaMbIX HEOIAronpuUsITHBIX U
pacrnpocTpaHeHHbIX BUIOB COJMAHBIX onyxousei [1]. HacroTa my-
tamuit EGFR coctasnsier ot 10 g0 50% ageHOKapLUHOM JIeTKO-
ro [2]. ITo panubiM uccnenoBanusi IGNITE, B Poccuiickoir depie-
pauuu JaHHbIA nokaszaTtesb cocTanisieT 18% [3]. Haubonee ua-
CTBIMM aKTHBHUPYIOIMMHU MYTALMSIMU SIBISIIOTCS fieJienusi B
9K30He 19 u ToueyHast MyTauusi B 3k30He 21. Bmecre atu MyTa-
mu cocTaBisioT 85-90% OT BceX MOJIEKYJISIPHBIX HApYLICHUN
EGFR. Ocranbhble 10% BKIIOYAIOT pefikue MyTalUK, TaKUe Kak
G719X, L861Q, S768I, de novo T790M u BCTaBKy B 9K-
30H 20 [4]. Panee GbIJI0 MPOJAEMOHCTPUPOBAHO, YTO HAJIMYUE aK-
TUBUPYIOIIUX MYTAlWil ONMPE/ICISCT BHICOKYIO 3(P(EKTUBHOCTh
MPOTUBOOMYXOJIEBOTO BO3/ICHICTBUS, TOCTUTaeMOro OJIOKMPOBa-
HUEM HU3KOMOJIEKYJSIPHBIMA MHIMOUTOPAMU THUPO3UHKUHA3ZbI
EGFR (MTK) [5]. Ha Hacrosituumit MOMEHT /115t nipuMeHeHust B PP
ono6peHs! npenapathl 3 nokonenuit UTK: repurunud, spaoru-
Huo6 (I nokonenue), apatunud (II nokonenue), ocumeprunn6d (111
nokoJenue). [Tomumo 3toro, 3a pydeskom onobpen Takxke UTK
I mokoseHust TaKOMUTHUHUO .

Ecau euie pecsatunerue Hazajn xumuorepanus (XT) Ha ocHoBe
NMpenapaToB MJIAaTHHbI OblIa TPAJULIMOHHON, HO HE JlaBaBUIei
YAOBIETBOPUTENBbHOTO 3(ppekTa [6], mosBnenne UTK npuseno
K CyILECTBEHHOMY M3MeHeHuto noaxopos B Tepamuu EGFR-acco-
UMUPOBAHHOIO HEMEJIKOKJIeTOYHOro paka jerkoro (HMPJI). On-

HaKo npuodpeTeHHast ycroiuuBocTh K Tepanuu UTK, nenzdex-
HO Pa3BUBAIOLIASACS B Pe3yNbTaTe BTOPUUHBIX WU TPETHUHbBIX
myTauuit EGFR, 3acTaBisieT 3ajyMbIBaThCsl O OCJIE0BATENBHO-
CTU MX TNPUMEHEHUS!, MPUBOASLIEH K MaKCUMANIbHO 3(hhpeKTuB-
HOCTH [7], B mepBy0 ouepesib ¢ TOUKU 3PEHUs] YBEIUYEHUs Mpo-
MOJKUTEILHOCTH SKU3HU MALEHTOB. VIMerommxcsl JaHHbIX KJIn-
HUYECKMX HUCCJIEOBAHUN, JOCTOBEPHO MOATBEPIK/AIOIINX
yBEJIMIEHNe MPOOIIKUTEILHOCTH KI3HYU npy npuMenern TK
M0 CPABHEHUIO C [PYTUMU MpenapaTamMu AJsl JTaHHON KaTeropun
NAaLUEHTOB, K HACTOSILLIEMY BPEMEHU HE[JOCTATOYHO.

MoIHBIM HHCTPYMEHTOM /IS IOJTyYeHns] 0G0CHOBAHHOTO OTBe-
Ta Ha JIaHHBIIl BONPOC SIBNISIETCS BBINOJHEHHE CUCTEMAaTHYECKOro
0630pa 1 MeTaaHanu3a. Hanpumep, B ogHOM 13 uccieoBatuit [8]
B pe3ylbTaTe MeTaaHalli3a IaHHbIX PaHOMU3UPOBAHHBIX KIIMHU-
YECKUX MUCCIIE[JOBAaHUI ObUIO BBISIBIEHO, YTO Ha (DOHE OTCYTCTBUS
CTAaTUCTUIECKH 3HAYMMOTO MPENMYIIECTBA B YaCTOTE OOBHEKTUB-
HOro OTBeTa Npu npuMeHeHuu Gosiee coBpeMeHHbIX UTK 1 koM-
GUHIPOBAHHBIX PE>KMMOB TEPAINHX 3TH OMNIUN TTOKA3bIBAIOT 3HAUN-
MOe yBelMueHre BpeMeH! 6e3 MpOorpeccupoBaHnsi OTHOCUTENLHO
moHoTepamuu UTK I nokonenus. OgHako cTaHIapTHbII MeTaaHa-
T3 IPYMEHNM TOJILKO JIJIsl CPABHEHMSI MEKJy COO0Ii JaHHBIX pa3-
HbIX MCCJIE[IOBAHUIA, NOJYYEHHBIX /ISl OIMHAKOBOI Mapbl BMeLIa-
TeIbCTB. B TO ke Bpemst Hanboliee 4acTO HOBbIE BUABI TePATNH
CPAaBHMBAIOTCS C MPUHSATHIMU CTaHJApTaMM, a HE MEXJly COOOIi.
B Takoil cuTyanumn BO3MOKHO NPUMEHEHNE CETEBOr0 MeTaaHaJu-
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Puc. 1. (xema ot6opa uccnefoBanuii AnA BKNIOYEHUA B CeTeBOIl MeTaaHanus.
Fig. 1. Study selection scheme for inclusion in network meta-analysis.
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Puc. 2. CeTeBoii rpaduk cpaBHeHNI.
Fig. 2. Network plot of comparisons.

XT

UTKI1

UTK I

UTK I

3a, KOTOPBIIl NO3BOJISIET CPABHUBATL Cpa3y HECKOJbKY BMellla-
TEJILCTB, [Ja>Ke €CJIM OHU He UMEIoT TpsiMmoro cpaBHeHus [9]. Ha-
npuMep, B ciiyyae 1-il IMHUM Tepanuy MauMeHTOB C PAaCIpoCTpa-
HenubIM EGFR-accouuupoBannbiv HMPJT B HacTosimit MOMEHT
MMEIOTCS! JAHHbIE PAHIOMU3MPOBAHHBIX MCCIIEIOBAHUII MO MPSMO-
My cpaBHeHuto apgekruHocTr UTK I nokonenust u XT, UTK
II mokonennss u XT, UTK II nokonenuss u UTK I nmokonenus,
WTK I nokonenust u UTK I nokonenus [4]. OnHako He npoBOau-
Jm uccnepoBanus, B Koropbix cpasHuBanu UTK III nokonenus u
II mokonenust Mexyy co6oii B 1-it muHum Tepanuu. CeTeBoi MeTa-
aHaJIM3 M03BOJIIET PELUUTh AaHHYIO MPOOJeMy, B TOM 4YHUCiIe PO-
SICHSISI BO3MOXKHbBIE TIPOTHBOPEUNBBIEC PE3YJIbTaThl HECKOIBKUX HC-
CJIe[IOBaHUI, BKJIIOYAsi HECKOJIbLKO OOIMX KOMIApaToOpoB, U pac-
YeT KOCBEHHOTO 3¢heKTa MpU OTCYTCTBUM MPSIMbIX CPABHEHUI
MEXK/1y BUJIAMU TEPaIH.

B HacTosieit paboTe HamMu ObLT BBIIIOJIHEH CETEBOI MeTaaHa-
T3 IaHHBIX 00mell BerKkuBaeMocTr (OB) manueHToB ¢ pacmnpo-
crpaHeHHbIM EGFR-accounnposanusiv HMPJI, nonyyasimx B
XOfle¢ PaHAOMU3UPOBAHHBIX KIMHMUYECKHUX WCCIEJOBAHUN
IT u III ¢assl pasubie nokonenus UTK nnu XT B KauecTBe
1-#1 TMHUM Tepanuu.

MaTepuanbl n meToabl

Hamu ocymecTBieH mouck B 6a3zax maHHbIXx PubMed u
ClinicalTrials.gov, 4T0o6bI HalITH COOTBETCTBYIOLIUE MyOIUKALNN,
BblLLIEIIME B ieuaTh A0 Aekadps 2020 r., ucnosb3ysi KOMOUHALMIO
OCHOBHBIX MOUCKOBbIX TepmuHOB «NSCLC» u «<EGFR» B npejie-
nax orpanmyenusi «randomized controlled trial». 3aTem, 4ToObI
BKIIIOYUTH TIOJIHBIE 1 OOHOBJIEHHBIE PE3YJIbTAThl TEKYIIMX PaHI0-
MU3UPOBAHHBIX KOHTPOJMPYEMbIX UCCIEIOBAHUI paka JIErKuX,
ObUT MPOBEICH TIOKCK B JIAHHBIX HAMOOJee BasKHBIX MEKTyHAPOJI-
HbIX KOH(pepeHMil AMEPUKAHCKOro 00L1ecTBa KIMHUYECKON OH-
kosioruu (ASCO) u EBponeiickoro o61ecTBa MEULUUHCKON OHKO-

Puc. 3. Qopecr-rpaduk pe3ynbraToB cpaBHeHNA IPGEKTUBHOCTU NPUMEHACMbIX

B 1-i NMHMM Tepanuu NaLMeHToB ¢ pacnpocTpaHeHHbIM EGFR-accounnpoBaHHbIM
HMPJ1 UTK B cpaBHennm ¢ XT ¢ Touku 3perus OB, nonyueHHbI Npy BbINONHEHUM
(eTeBOro MeTaaHanusa.

Fig. 3. Forest plot obtained in network meta-analysis comparing the efficiency

of tyrosine kinase inhibitors (TKI) used in first line therapy of patients with advanced
EGFR-associated non-small-cell lung carcinoma (NSCLC) versus chemotherapy (CT)

in terms of overall survival (0S).

UTK vs XT
JleueHne (OB, ¢pukcupoBaHHble 3pdeKkTbl) OP (95% AAN) p-score
UTK I 0,83 (0,64-1,08) 0,83
UTK I 0,86 (0,74-1,00) 0,79
XT 1,00 0,27
NTK | 1,04(0,91-1,19) 0,10
[ 1
0,75 1,0 1,5

Puc. 4. Dopect-rpaduK pe3ynbraToB cpaBHeHNsA IPGEKTUBHOCTU NPUMEHAEMbIX

B 1-il INHUK Tepanuu NaLMEHTOB, UMeIoLNX MyTaLmio B 9k30He 19 EGFR,

UTK B cpaBHeHmnn ¢ XT ¢ Touku 3penna 0B, nonyueHHbIN Npu BbINONHEHUM CETEBOTO
MeTaaHanusa.

Fig. 4. Forest plot obtained in network meta-analysis comparing the efficiency

of TKl used in first line therapy of patients harboring exon 19 EGFR mutation versus CT
in terms of 0S.

UTK vs XT
JleueHne (OB, cnyuaiiHbie 3¢ dekTbi) OP (95% AN) p-score
NTK I 0,68(0,39-1,19) 0,81
NTKI —l— 0,71(0,52-0,97) 0,80
XT 1,00 0,20
NTKI 1,00(0,74-1,35) 0,19
[ 1
0,5 1 2

noruu (ESMO) 3a nocneguue 5 net. Cnucku IuTepaTypbl COOT-
BETCTBYIOLMX MyOMKaluil ObT MPOBEPEHBI HA HATUUKE JIOMOJI-
HUTeJIbHBIX cTaTell. HazBaHust u aGCTpaKkThl CTaTell IPOCMOTPEHbI
ABYMSI HE3aBUCUMBIMHI UCCIIEfIOBATENSIMH JIJIs BBISIBIICHUS HICCIIENIO-
BaHUI1, KOTOpble MOTEHUMAILHO MOV Obl COOTBETCTBOBATL KPU-
TEpUsIM BKITIOUEHNS! 1 NCKITFOUCHHSI.

Kpurepun BKitoueHus:

1. Tun uccnegoBaHnst — paHIOMI3UPOBAHHOE KOHTPOJIMPYEMOe
uccnepnosanue 11 nmm 111 aser 1-i1 nHMM Tepanuy NaIMEeHTOB C
meractatuueckum HMPJI, umeroumx myrauuto B rene EGFR.

2. INo kpaitHeir Mepe OHUM W3 BMEHIATEILCTB B MICCIEOBAHNN
6b11a MoHOTepanus uHrn6uTopoM EGFR-THpO3MHKIHA3HI TH060-
ro MOKOJIEHHsI, KOTOPBIN CPaBHUBAIN C NMpUMeHeHneM XT wuim
MoHoTtepanueit uurnéutTopoM EGFR-Tupo3nnkuHaszel oTinuyaro-
LIErocsi NOKOJIEHUSI.

3. [IpencTaBneHsl cpaBHUTENbHBIE AaHHbIe 0 OB B Bue oTHO-
wenust puckoB (OP) ¢ 95% nosepuresnbHbIM MHTEpBasioM (J[1M).

Kputepuit nCKITIOUEHNS!: He BKITIOYAINCH UCCIIEIOBAHNS, KOTO-
pble HE COOTBETCTBOBAIIM KPUTEPUSIM BKITFOUEHHSI.

Cxema 0TOOpa UCCIEIOBAHUIT 1151 BKIIIOUEHHSI B CETEBON MeTa-
aHaJIM3 MpeJICTaBIeHa Ha pUcC. 1.

MBI cUHTe3UpOBaIM BCE 10KA3aTENbCTBA JIs CPABHEHUS pa3-
HBIX TUTOB TePaNuy JIeUeHNs] C TOUKN 3peHnst 3(PHEeKTUBHOCTH,
npencraieHHbIX B Buae OP u 95% I nns OB. Mcnonb3ys nakeT
netmeta (s13plk TporpammupoBanust R, RStudio, Bepcus
1.3.1093) [10, 11], MbI co3panu ceTeBble rpaduKu, YTOObI MPO-
WJUIIOCTPUPOBATh FEOMETPHIO U YTOUHUTD, KaKue BUMbI JICUCHUS
NPSIMO WJIM KOCBEHHO CPABHMBAIICH BO BKITFOUEHHBIX HCCIIE0Ba-
HUsIX. [Janee Mbl pOBEJIM YaCTOTHBIA aHAIU3 C (PUKCUPOBAHHBIMU
ahexTamu, MOMAPHLIA MEeTaaHAIN3 MPSIMBIX CPABHEHHI HA OCHO-
B€ JIBYX UM Oosiee ucnbITaHUil. Mbl OLIEHUIIM HEOJHOPOJAHOCTD
uccenoBanuil ¢ nomMouso Q-recra u cratuctuku I2. Cratuctu-
yeckas 3HAUMMOCTb OblTa ycTaHoBieHa Ha ypoBHe p=0,05. He-
OJJHOPOJHOCTb CUUTAJaChb HM3KOH [JIsl PAcUETHBIX 3HAYEHUN
I’<10%. TTocJie 2TOro ObLI MPOBEJICH CETEBOI METAAHAIIN3 C UC-
NOJIb30BaHNEM YaCTOTHOT'O MOJIXO/a MOjiesi (PMKCUPOBAHHbIX 3(h-
(hbeKTOB JIJ1s1 HU3KOI HEOJHOPOJAHOCTU U CIIydaiHbIX 3(p(HeKTOB
U1 BBICOKOW HEOJHOPOAHOCTU. [1151 0TOOpakeHusi pe3yJibTaToB
OTHOCUTENIbHOI 3((EKTUBHOCTA BCEX MOCTYMHbIX MapHbIX
CPaBHEHMIT MeX/y BUIaMH JICUSHHS MICTIONb30BAIUCH TAOIHIIbI JTU-
ru. C Lesblo paH>KUPOBAHUS NPEANOYTUTENLHBIX PEXKUMOB Tepa-
TIAY JI7Ts1 KaXKAOTO BHJIA JIEYEeHNs! BEIUMCISH p-6amt ot 0 (Xypmee
nedenue) o 1 (ayuiiee neyenue). HeoqHOpOgHOCTE U Hecoraco-
BAaHHOCTDH OBIIM KOJIMYECTBEHHO OINPE/iesIeHbI C MCIOIb30BaHIEM
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OP (95% [11), nonyyeHHOe ceTeBbIM MeTaaHaIN30M

rinobanbHoro Q-recra, mpeanoxkennoro G. Riicker [12]. Anamm3
MPOBOJMIICS KaK JUIsl BCel MOMYJISIMY NAMeHTOB, TaK U B MOJI-
rpymnmax, Juisi KOTOPbIX ObLIM MPE/ICTABJICHBI JAHHBIE B MyOJIMKa-
IUSIX (KEeHCKHI T0JT, MY3KCKOI 1oJ1, Bo3pacT <65 jeT, Bo3pacT
=05 ner, MmyTauus B 9k30He 19, MmyTanus B 3k30He 21, HeKypsuiye,
Kypsilliye Ui OpOCUBLINE KYPUTh).

Pesynbratbl

B cereBoil MeTaaHanM3 ObUIM BKIIIOYEHbI JaHHbIE 11 OTKPBITHIX
PaHIOMU3UPOBAHHBIX KOHTposMpyeMbIx ucciepoanuit 11 u 111 ga-
3bl npuMenenust UTK B Tepanuu pacnpoctpanenHoro EGFR-acco-
yuuposanHoro HMPJI, kpaTkoe onucaHue KOTOPbIX MPECTABIEHO
B Tab. 1.

B wuccnenosannsix ENSURE, EURTAC, IPASS, NEJ002,
OPTIMAL CTONG-0802, WJTOG3405 O6b110 npoOBejeHO
cpaBHeHue apgexktuBHocTu npumenenust UTK I nokonenus B
cpaBHeHuU co ctanfaapTHoi XT Ha ocHOBe HpenapaToB MJIATUHbI.
B nccnenoBanmsax LUX-Lung 3 u LUX-Lung 6 cpaBHuBamm 3¢h-
dexTuBHoctr UTK II nokosnenus ¢ XT. B uccrnepoBanusix
ARCHER 1050 n LUX-Lung 7 cpaBHuBamm 3((eKTUBHOCTD
NTK II nokonenus: nporus UTK I nokonenus. B uccnenoBanuu
FLAURA 6bu10 ocyulecTBiI€HO cpaBHeHHE 3(h(EeKTUBHOCTU
WTK III nokonenust npotuB UTK I nokonenusi. Takum o6pasom,
UCXOfIsl U3 JIUTEPATyPHBIX JAHHBIX O MPOBEJEHHBIX UCCIIEI0Ba-
HUSIX, O HACTOSIII[ETO MOMEHTA He OBbIIO MPOBEIEHO MPSMOTO
cpaBHenust mexay UTK III nokonenns n UTK II noxonenwus.
CereBoil rpaduK CpaBHEHMIl [JIsl UCCIIEJOBAHUI, BKIIIOUECHHBIX B
aHaM3, NPEJICTABIICH Ha puC. 2.

B pe3ynbTaTe MpOBEIECHHOTO CETEBOr0 MEeTaaHaIN3a JaHHbIX
OB 6bun noayyeHsl caefyroume pe3yabTaTel. Ha puc. 3 npen-
craBiieH opecT-rpaduk, oTpaxaroyil 3(p(eKTUBHOCTDb NpUMe-
HSIEMBIX B 1-I1 IMHUM TEpanuy MAlMeHTOB C PACPOCTPAHEHHBIM
EGFR-accouunpoBanibiv HMPJT UTK B cpaBuenun ¢ XT ¢ Tou-
ku 3peHust OB ni14 uesoii nomyssiuuu.

Ta6nuua 1. KpaTkoe onncaHmne ncciefoBaHuii, BK/IOYEHHbIX B CETEBOII MeTaaHanus
Table 1. Summary of studies included in the network meta-analysis
. Yucno
Wccneposanne AnsaiiH nccnepoBaHmnsA YHaCTHUKOB OP (95% AW)
ENSURE [13] PaHpoMu3npoBaHHoe oTKpbIToe nccneposaHme Il dasbl 217 0,91 (0,63-1,31)
(3pNOTUHMG VS LMCINATUH/TeMUMTabuH)
EURTAC [14] PaHpomMu3rpoBaHHOE OTKpbIToe nccnepoame Il dasbl 173 1,04 (0,65-1,68)
(3pNOTMHWG Vs LMcnaaTUH/[oLeTakcen Unu LMCNNaTvH/reMmumntabmH)
IPASS [15] PaHfomm3npoBaHHoe oTKpbIToe nccnegosaHue Il dpasbl 261 0,78 (0,5-1,2)
(redpuTMHMG Vs KapbonnaTyH/naknuTakcen)
PaHgommsnpoBaHHoe oTKpbIToe nccnegoBanue Il dpasbl _
NEJ002 [16] (redutHMG Vs KapbonnaTyH/makuTakcesn) 228 0,89 (0,63-1,24)
; PaHgommsnpoBaHHoOe oTKpbIToe ccnegoBaHue ll dpasbl _
OPTIMAL CTONG-0802 [17] (3pAOTUHNG Vs KapBONNATUH/reMUMTAGHH) 154 1,19 (0,83-1,71)
WJTOG3405 [18] PaHaomun31poBaHHOE OTKpbITOoe nccnepoBaxue Il Gasbl 172 1.25 (0,88-1,78)
(redbuTUHMG Vs LuMcnnaTH/goueTakcen)
LUX-Lung 3 [19] PaHpomMu3npoBaHHOE OTKpbIToe nccnegoaHme Il dasbl 345 0,88 (0,66-1,17)
(apaTnHWG Vs umcnnatuH/nemeTpekcen)
LUX-Lung 6 [19] PaHpommn3npoBaHHoe OTKpbIToe nccneposaxue Il gasbl 364 0,93 (0,72-1,22)
(adpaTmHMG vs yucnnatnH/remymtabuH)
ARCHER 1050 [20] PaHgommsnpoBaHHoOe oTKpbIToe nccnegosaHue Il dpasbl 452 0,75 (0,59-0,95)
(BAaKOMUTUHNG VS redUTUHNG)

Y PaHaomMu3npoBaHHOE OTKpbIToe nccneposaHue llb dasbl .
LUX-Lung 7 [21] (aaTHHUG VS redMTUHNG) 319 0,86 (0,66-1,12)
FLAURA [22] PaHpomMm3npoBaHHoe oTKpbIToe nccnepoaHme Il dasbl 556 0,8 (0,64-1,00)

(ocMepTUHNG VS redUTUHNG UK 3PNOTUHNG)
Ta6nuua 2. Tabnuua nur pesynbTaToB cpaBHEHUA 3P GEKTNBHOCTM NPUMEHAEMbIX B 1-/ IMH1M Tepanuu NayMeHTOB pacnpocTpaHeHHOro
EGFR-accoynnposanHoro HMPJ1 UTK c Touku 3peHns OB, nony4yeHHasA npu BbINOJIHEHUW CETEBOro MeTaaHann3a
Table 2. League table obtained in network meta-analysis comparing the efficiency of TKI used in first line therapy of patients with advanced
EGFR-associated NSCLC in terms of OS
OP (95% W), nony4yeHHOe NpAMbIM CpaBHeHEM
WUTK lll nokonexua - - 0,80 (0,64-1,00)

0,96 (0,74-1,26) WUTK Il nokonennsa 0,91 (0,75-1,10) 0,80 (0,67-0,95)

0,83 (0,64-1,08) 0,86 (0,74-1,00) XT 0,99 (0,85-1,16)

0,80 (0,64-1,00) 0,83 (0,72-0,96) 0,96 (0,84-1,10) UTK | nokonexnsa

Kax Bupno u3 rpacguka, npumenenne MUTK III nokoneunus B
1-it muanm Tepanuu pacrpoctpanenHoro EGFR-acconumpoBanHo-
ro HMPJI e gaeT [0CTOBEPHOIO MPEUMYILIECTBA 10 CPABHEHUIO C
NTK II nokonenusi ¢ Touku 3penust OB. B To xe Bpems UTK
I nokosneHust NoKa3bIBAIOT XYyALIUI pe3yJbTaT, YeM NPUMEHEeHue
XT. B Tabn. 2 npeacTaBieHa TaGuuLa JIUT, TO3BOJISIFOLIAS CPaB-
HuTh OP 117151 Mr060#1 Mapbl BMELIATe bCTB.

W3 Taba. 2 BuHO, uTo ¢ Touku 3peHusi OB nampentoB ¢ EGFR-
accouunpoanHbiM HMPJI npumenenne UTK III u II nokonenus
UMeET OIMHAKOBYIO 3pekTBHOCTH [0,96 (0,74-1,26)].

[IpoBeneHHbIil ceTeBOI MeTaaHaam3 AaHHbIX OB nst mogrpynn
He BbISIBUJI IOCTOBEPHBIX pa3auuuil B 3¢ppeKTUBHOCTU HU JJIsl Of1-
Horo nokosnennst UTK, 3a nckmovennem anami3a NOATPYIIbI Ta-
LUMEHTOB, HECYIIMX JieJieluto B 9k30He 19 rena EGFR.

Ha puc. 4 npepncrasnen opect-rpaduk, oTpaskaroumit a¢pek-
TUBHOCTb NPUMEHSIEMBIX B 1-fi IMHUM Tepanuy MalUeHTOB, MMEl0-
mux MyTauuto B 3k30He 19 EGFR, UTK B cpaBuenuu ¢ XT ¢ Tou-
ku 3penust OB st nemnoit nomynisumm.

W3 pucynka BujHo, yro npumenenne UTK II nokonenus focro-
BepHO Oojee 3(phpeKTUBHO 1O cpaBHeHUIO ¢ XT ¢ TOUKM 3peHust
OB 7151 NalueHToB, UMEIOLIMX MyTaluio B 9K30He 19 rena EGFR,
B TO BpeMmst Kak appexkTuBHocTh npumenenust UTK 111 nokosnenust
CTaTUCTUUYECKH He JOCTOBEPHA.

O6cyxaeHne

B pesynbraTe BBINOIHEHHOrO CETEBOrO METaaHAIM3a Mbl BIEp-
Bble NOJyuunu faHHble cpaBHeHuss OB npu npumenennu UTK
III u II nokoneHuit y nauueHToB ¢ pacnpoctpaneHHbIM EGFR-ac-
couuupoBanibiM HMPJI B 1-#i munuu. ITpoBeneHHast pa6oTta no3-
BOJISIET CJIENaTh IBA OCHOBHBIX BBIBOJIA, KOTOPbIE MOTYT SIBJISTHLCS
3HAYUMbIMU C KJIIMHUYECKON TOUKH 3PEHUsL.

Bo-nepBbix, BbIMOJHEHHBIH aHanu3 mnokasan, uyto MUTK
III u II nokoneHus: He pa3nUUAOTCS C TOUKHU 3PEHUS BIMSHUS HA
OB npu ux npumeHeHuu B 1-it nunuu. Bo-Bropsix, Tonsko UTK
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OPUTNHAJIbHAA CTATbA

II mokosieHNsI MarOT TOCTOBEPHBII BHIMTPHIII ISl MAIUEHTOB, He-
CyLMX MyTauuio B 9K30He 19 rena EGFR. XoTs CHUXEHHE OT-
HOCHUTEJIBHOTO pUcKa cMepTH B cpaBHennu ¢ XT oiuHakoBoe,
MOJIyYeHHbIE OTINYMS B CTATUCTUYECKON 3HAYMMOCTH, BEPO-
SITHO, CBSI3aHbl C MEHBIIUM 4YMCJIOM 60JbHBIX B rpynne ¢ UTK
111 mokonenwms.

OpHOI U3 BO3MOXKHBIX MHTEPIpPeTaluil MOJyYeHHbIX HaMU J1aH-
HBIX MOXET SIBIISITbCS TO, UYTO 3(p(PeKTHUBHOE NMPUMEHEHHE He-
CKOJIBKMX JIMHUI TapreTHO! Tepanuu, B YaCTHOCTH NEPEeXof] co
II nokonenus Ha III B cnyuae BbisiBnenust T790M kak MexaHu3Ma
MOTEPU 4yBCTBUTEIBHOCTH, TO3BOJISIET IOCTUYb CPABHUMBIX C JIO-
cTUraeMbIMU Ha (hoHe M3HavaIbHOro ucnosib3oBanus 111 mokone-
HUSI Tepanny MoKa3aTelell MPOIOJKUTENILHOCTH KU3HU MalUeH-
TOB. BHe BCSIKMX COMHEHMIA, MOJXO/] MOCJIEJOBATEILHOIO PUMe-
HEHMsI BCEr0 apCeHalia TapreTHbIX MpenapaToB JIOJKEH
OCTaBaThCS B apCEHAJIe OHKOJIOTOB, HECMOTPSI Ha HEKOTOpbIE pa3-
JIM4us B Npohuiie TOKCUYHOCTHU TUX MPEnapaToB.

Be3ycnoBHO, MpOBe/IEeHHbIE CETEBOII MEeTaaHAIN3 TPeOyeT 10-
MOJIHEHWS], UMEET PSJl OTPaHNYEHUII B MHTEPIPeTaluK, HapuMep,
C TOYKH 3PEHHUSI KPOCCOBEPA, KOTOPBII HE MOXKET ObITh YUTEH Ha
OCHOBE ONyOJIMKOBAHHBIX JIaHHbIX. [JalbHeIMe uccaeoBaHus

https://doi.org/10.26442/18151434.2021.1.200731

TpeOyIOTCSI 7Sl YTOUHEHHs, B KOTOPBIX Oy/IeT NMPOM3BEACHO
CpaBHEHHE BbIXKMBAEMOCTH 6€3 MPOrpecCUpOBAHUSI, YACTOTHI
00BEKTUBHOI'O OTBETA U MP.

OnHako HacToslast paboTa SIBISIETCS MEPBbIM 1IArOM Ha Iy TH
NMPUMEHEHNS] MOIJHOTO MHCTPYMEHTA, MO3BOJISIIOIIErO 3aKPhITh
MHOTHYE BOMPOCHI B 00JIACTH CpaBHEHUsT 3(D(heKTUBHOCTH IaHHBIX,
He UMEIOIMX MpsAMoro cpaBHeHusi. CeTeBoll MeTaaHaIn3 10JKEH
BOWTH B PyTHHHYIO NMPAKTHUKY KJIMHUUECKOU OHKOJIOTUH JIJIS TIOBBI-
HIEHUs] KAUECTBA OKA3aHUSI BbICOKOTEXHOIOTMYHOM MEAUIMHCKOM
TIOMOIIN.

3aKnioveHune

[IpoBeneHHbIN ceTeBol MeTaaHanm3 AaHHbIX OB KimHuYecKnx
uccnenoBanuii npumeHenust U TK pasHbIX MOKONEHUI B KauecTBe
1-i1 nuauu tepanuu y nauueHtoB ¢ EGFR-accouuupoBanHbiM
HMPIJI no3Bonun BbIsABUTH ciaepytoiuee: npumenenne MTK
III u II nokoneHust uMeeT CXoHYI0 3(PPEeKTUBHOCTD.

KoH(pamKT mHTEpecoB. ABTOPBHI 3asBISIOT 00 OTCYTCTBUU
KOH(JIMKTA MHTEPECOB.
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