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Abstract

Targeted therapy has evolved recently as an
important treatment modality for cancer, and
the most extensively studied pathways for tar-
geted therapy are those related to the drugs of
epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR). Much
attention has been paid to the advantages and
disadvantages of these drugs in clinical applica-
tion. This paper provides a literature review of
the recent advances in EGFR-targeted therapy of
colorectal cancer.
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PE, WURTERCAR K B A2 K [H -1 (epidermal growth o TN o e ;iﬁ; ﬁfﬁ?ﬁ .
factor, EGF)M# 4K F+-a(transforming Eﬁf;i":i:;’g‘:: . . % H‘%r@ X
growth factor-o,, TGF-ou) A AU ) i 15 K -7 BET4E RS %;ﬁ 7';% i%j?

~ vl NYR— Intracellular domai s AP
FAEMAIEEGERY, YRR SEGFRANNL N B:AF PRI o2
SRS, TN R s, ) e : EThiEEkn

N —- N N, |- N —_— Q - i
SR, LS (A B, e e e L oo

TR I P DX I SRR P v 1, R T
Wi ffRas-Raf-MAPK P HIPETN-PI3K-AK T4:(5 5
WK, JHE) MU RS 52T 50 B HLAE 5 A
A Ir) JEL P F e T R

EGFRA W4 L) Tl %, ElRas-Raf-
MAPKHIPETN-PI3K-AKTY. Ras-Raf-MAPK
iy 142 EGFR M1 1 B5 5 i ik, nrs)
AN A . AT RS %, RasBiG G 5 8l
AR IR, BEMAPKs(MAPHE)
ERKIFIERK2(JfU /M5 715 85 (1% H). ERK1
AERK2PVETT 54 5 . A7 35 LA 51
ST . Y —4<PETN-PI3K-AK THl %, 4
MR AR BT, RERT S, Akt
S FOEHEA R e S B, A AN R R 40
BN, WA AAFEGET . 85, 1228,
P RIAN BAE ST, LR AN, IV IO AR R
fFPKC. JAK/STAT'" 2 5 TEGFRIIfE 5
B XS I e 2K S AR B A R AZ M 5 |
IR M2 W, e, T TR =2
22, TS — R YV EY ROV(EN).

EGF RN FI PR LA 3204 #sg
B TR A7 DX ] T ok ) P 5 B A S EGFR
g4, BTS2 A DG B M B AL, 21k 2k
205 E, FHWTEGFRA 5 140 i 5 % Sl i,
TS 28400 s g A A A R SE RO, Bl
5 U8 T RR A v A 24 ) ) A0 M A AR R AR
ELEEPUIRAE A HOR HAT R AMA N Sl
J 235493 280 (C D C) R A4 6 P 4 B 3% £ R
(ADCO)RFEF UM AE . M HTEGFRAM I
FEAWI: B EGFRZ AR M A X 1)
SUREBUR; 5 —FIEFNHIEGF RN P X i Z Rk
BN T A,
1.2 B&H #4501 Z P Pi(cetuximab, C-225;
B &k % Erbitux, &4%)2—Fh A-Rk &8
TgGLTEREHAY, th/N BBk P Pk i AR
[A -7 (epidermal growth factor, EGF)[M$iik5 A
P T Bl R AR B X S BR B (1 G4L R, 7T
CLE b 5 52 A LA X &5 4, 5 4 11 LI 52 &
(P RH G B (R B IR, AT g 2R K L (R 28 R0
R, B BB H .
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1.2.1 B E—& 865 %ACRCH 2 2006
HEASCOLUIRIBEICALGB 802035, 44
2380141 ¥A 1 W 31 K e AR, BEBL 2y 4
2H: FOLFOX(LV+5-FU+OXA)41. FOLFOX+
PUZ A4 . FOLFIRI(LV+5-FU+Iri)ZH Al
FOLFIRI+PZ# fidl. 450 R, $410G
% (response rate, RR) 7171 4H40% 60%-+ 36%
F144%, W VG2 RPUICATT AL A 20
B AT AL, 2390 h38%A152%(P = 0.029),
U ST P 2 BB SRR T M K W o 1 4
M. BT, CA 2501 IR 5 os G 2
PR LA 7% B (innotecan, Iri, CPT-11)i8
& By REA(Oxaliplatin, OXA) K FERE KT 7
F— IR W K s A R T L TR
FFUBATFL(Iri+5-FU+LV) 5 % . AIO(LV+5-
FU)J7 £ MFUFOX(5-FU+LV+OXA) J7 &4k
TR WA K W9 1R S A &% (overall response
rate, ORR)ZM I 444%" . 67%" . 56%!". 1t
41, CELIMAFF7E! 36 W 74 2 5 BB A FOLFIRI
MIFOLFOX, A LRI I VIBR 2 730 4 13%
F21%. 3X g AN ] T A f B 39 K ¥ e % 2% il ]
FARE K fEmvh @R T — 50
1. i, KohneZ % OPUSIA LR 1T T MetaZ)y
Mr, 33741 535 1193%(31501) 3R FFK R A SHE A ¢
PR, A KRASEFAER17961(57%), 58457136
111(43%). BEAMEKR A SHEF A= 835 1754 i
TBRAFIEDRURA:, Horp15441(94%) A B A7,
16441(94%) R 58T 25 8L i 7R FOLFOX4+7g
Z-H B4 5 T FOLFOX4 )5 41 11 B 22 ik
K (CR+PR)Z3 9 457.3%F134.0%(P = 0.0027, 11
#.Lt (odds ratio, OR) = 2.5512), ik JCHE & I [A]
(progression free survival, PFS)tH i 3 4 (Fh 7
PFS: 8.3 mo vs 7.2 mo, f&f Lt (hazard ration, HR)
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Wi £ BE
T2 Tol FF W
CAIRO2#F R An £
E Hecht% 71 & 49
PACCE#F %3 %
7, ¥ s EGFR
[EE o 2 W
J i+ MAX 3
T (Z BB
%97 ERAR
A EPFSE %4
T AR RATT
(P BEA), T
RRER R K.

= 0.567, P = 0.0064), 447 (overall survival,
OS) L HFOLFOX44 2K ##(22.8 mo vs
18.5 mo, P = 0.3854), H e fe L4 /I8 Lh g 134
F11.6%. S5UEFEE, XTBRAFRARA B 1)/
M iR A AL s 2litbyr 4L PF SEE K (R AT
PFS: 7.1 mo vs 1.7 mo, P = 0. 3255), HOSH 3%
Z (P AL0S: 20.7 mo vs 4.4 mo, P = 0.0167). It
R 45 R R, STKRASSAS 3%, 4%
AP BAFOLFOX4H 1 FIFOLFOX4, PFS/>
M 45.5 mofl8.6 mo(P = 0.019), HHHE HK33%
F149%(P = 0.166), HKRASE = 7Y 55 584 1]
ARCEA 245, LA B4R B FOLFOXIB
B V62 P KR A SEFAE Y 5 BE 3R K UT
(1997 2, T BRAFHE K 58748 5 1 B M V8 22 # B
Prskan. (HA TKRASSARH, T2 HHLA
TR, FIREA . XA VE 2 pt i A
o EAT R ARG, AR, Van Cutsem!" 1,
AT T CRY STALS [F1 58 ik €. CRYSTAL
I ITENAL T 1 19841 i, o1 063151(89%) 4
M T KRASEIRIRA (666451 K B A7 39741
SAR); WFIT 7RV % UK S FOLFIR DS
F 5 RAFOLFIRIOSS) ) 423.5 moAi20.0
mo(HR = 0.796, P = 0.0012), HPFS}9.9 mofll
8.4 mo(HR = 0.696, P<0.0001). KRASEF 4= i
IR S A /D LU B B 2F OL FIRTZH V- 34 4
#113.9%. BbAh, At — 20404 T BRAFAE
DRLIR A AT K R A SHEF A= 5 8357 2% R e 1. A4
P AT 0004112 T BRAFHIRIAIRES, H
HF601(6%) B EBRAF HZRAA! HKRASH A=
R E T BRAFE A 1785%(56641), F8ALRL
25%(59%1). 4t R B RKRASEFE A 3% " BRAF
AR PR POUS fef T oA Y, {(HBRAF AL &5 AT
A VG ZEF BRPTIR YT IR A UL BRAFEERR
AT AEVE 25 S BT R H 24 1 TR0 DR, T2
HRIr TG R &2 —. LW FIOPU SIS 45
S0 XIS R U KRAS
2 R R A BB P 22 B G FOLFO XY,
FOLFIRIJ; 29697 IR RUF (197 2K, TMKRAS
KA B F I, TR TRMKRAS
FERIE 2 1 45 B e (metastatic colorectal
cancer, mCRC)iA 77 H 1 CEE A .

1.2.2 B% %33R K& THBMCRCIHT &
Cunningham&" Rk R AE P ik 22 8K BiY
BOND- /5 2 P4 %35 BT — 4397 CRCIAR
R AR, HE X 32961 EGFR&E L FHPE
P ST BN B 7 AT R m CRC 3

Fe2 0 1R LA BE AL A P 2 R B
FEBE GG 4 = 218), FIVG 25 g zhig
Jrdl(n = 111). 25 FEPLL > & AR K (partial
remission, PR)4: 71 422.9%110.8%, Fiifa &
F(stable disease, SD)432.6%F121.6%, it
Ji£ I} 7] (time to progression, TTP)4j4.1 mo#ill.5
mo(P<0.001), 47 2E47H1748.6 moF6.9 mo, 1H
TGt 2 . S5 R G2 P o ar
R T # HAm CRC & (1R, vl LA s gt
SRR PR AR, ek S0 20 R R AR s
Ik, 2004-023€ [E FD AL AE 7Y 225 F T o A sl nt
B SE A BRAE S 8 7 T R s s
PEAh, TR REPIC! 9T N2 T 1 29841 B yb
FIA—23697 M. EGFRFIPEImCRCHE.
W JLBEML A b VG 228 PRI B 2 e A A4
SRR AL S R TR, V7B RS
PSR FRAE JmCRCI 283897 vl DL 35 ZE K
PFS(4 mo vs 2.6 mo, P<0.01), $&=PR(16.4% vs
4.2%, P<0.01), HIHIGI7 NV 34 257077 14
i, (P AAE I ERAS B K. BRI R
MELFEGFRIFFAVER S, FLEGFRIAYT AL
LT, (T BONDMEPICIAL 1 41 i IR
WF5T I A g UE W E GFR AR IE K 5877 & N
HWHECR, HJGkMEVEREST 25 K ik 56
ESE, EGFRAIA FHME B 170) P4 25 BT 28T
TR S, WA REAE Ay 42 52 mlCHE R 7Y 2 5
PUHRIT AR, MKRA SR 597 80 AH S
TR, 2 VG 2B P RN A R . s
2010°ENCCN ($5m) FaH: T BBk
R ANAT K RASHERLIR A, 58748 (38 AN W
% EGFRELYUTT ZRIBYT .

1.2.3 B&4 L3R = %857 %HCRCH L
MABELIRE PRGN T 1 14741 7 37 8% BEVA T 2%
VP I 0 8 L e A, A3 SR R 3/NIRT 7 2R
V2 P AL B, R R O A4L
125 mg/m™5f i; B41: 180 mg/m’ 452 J#; C41: 350
mg/m* B3 . 45 R B R &7 ZIPFSHILL, £
12J I PFSA61%; A7 A47 1 49.2m. ZiX%
IV 2 T 25T INON B T R Rpi Al
e 2y ] B8 o 22 A T AN S g R
1.3 ta R 4 HJE Hdi(panitumumab, ABX-EGF,
Vectibix)e—ANoe 4 ANJEALINTgG2 5 s BEPTLA™,
52 ey b, e Bt SEGFREAH &
SR, W E N BAWTEGF AT GF-0 5 2 45 4,

P I, g R, YRYT RTAS T TOAL 2.
1.3.1 #a B3R — &4 97 B AACRCYT 2 7EMH)E
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FPTH— 9897 7T, Berlin®Y4E LA T JE
FAHIHIFL(@ = 19)F11)E . 5T+FOLFIRI(z = 24)
—#3HITmCRC, &R IR, WJe P+HIFLALRR
RR(46% vs 42%)4b, P45l % (disease control
rate, DCR)(74% vs 79%), /7 PFS(5.6 mo vs 10.9
mo) & HF470S(17 mo vs 22.5 mo), KT IH e 5
PUL+FOLFIRIA, H3. 4900515 1k A0 W
TifJe BAF+FOLFIRIZL(58% vs 25%), i3 B
JE YU AFOLFIRTT SARRT AT R4 Sl
EWHIPRIMEIRE K1 183ImCRC U BN
B4, 43 942 FOLFIRIHIH Jé St B4 a
S FIFOLFIRIFALSCHRFEYT . Horb 1 096451 (93%)
Rl TKRASIHEFIZRIE, H656(60%) 151 A By Ak
KRAS, 440(40%){ A 5348 T 45 WG R T7 4l
55 Al S FR A KR ASEF A R R 5 [ PFS 433 Ay
9.6 mo vs 8.0 mo(HR = 0.80; 7= 0.02), RR }55%
vs 48%, 1M PI4LIKRASSEAR R i3 h A PFS A
7.3 mo vs 8.8 mo(HR = 1.29; P = 0.02), {HIt &4
ST 5 SCFRRIT AL AL TIK RA S 2 TR] 1)
PFS. OSHIRRREL % 5.

1.3.2 ta R AT =274 97 B HCRCYT 2 Amado
SEROHE T ALY R B LA TS, %427
B4k T7 ORI m C R C £ 35 0 AT ¥l e A <7
FRRIT (BSC)MIIA g B A I A S HFFiRYT, JF
K KRASIRA. Hrp B A IKRAS (1757%, 5%
IIKRAS 743%, HLafiyfyy 41 17 AR R 58
AIKRASIImPFSI 47.3 wk, MG 697 4L
mPFS/> ) 4 12.4 wkil7.4 wk. BRHIGIT B B0E
(PR)N0%F117%, SDA12%M134%, JoH W %=
St AHECE AT B AERK R ASIHOS K TR AR
TIKRAS, A= 7 1) 4 15 1 9 i PROR0 22 3%
HIL TR, R RAEHEMNKRAS
A RE A g R BTEE ) v T R R AR MES IR S T
RT3 AR, Peters®EP LR
T8 T TITA I PRI 5 1) e b e, i e SR lie N
1 1865 BEAEALIT (B H55-FU. OXARIIri) kI
(TG A K e S, BE LAY O A, 43 Sl 52 e
Je FRT+FOLFIRII G ¥6 97 MIFOLFIR. 44 52
Friady. b1 083(91%) 61 3 Fill T KRA S
K2k, X HA1597(55%) 51 4 B AERKRAS,
486(45%) B AR RS, B BORBESRIT A S
Al R AR L, W KK R A SHEF AR i
FJPFS(5.9 mo vs 3.9 mo)(HR = 0.73, P = 0.004)
FF£70S(14.5 mo vs 12.5 mo)(HR = 0.85; P =
0.12) HRR & $2 51(35% vs 10%). SRS
BITAH S FR IR IT AR A TIK R A S 2 |H]
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IPFS. OSHIRRATLLIG 2 . X @ — Ui T
e BRI & — de by ] B 2 R IRK R A SEF A=
TR E (R0 T IRV R0 E i ARG, I e =
B A.

1.4 FEH R HIEHJE(gefitinib, Iressa)it—Ff
B AR AT R 73 o o 2 Jhe s ek 4K, 5 40, b
BT RTE GF RIS 28 98 T 1) /N 2374l 1), B
e PEME FL RT3 PRI R E G F R %008 T 1 e 1k
HMIEGF R 1) 40 g 5.

FEE WA SR BRI IR KB 1

XmCRCH LAY, (HHE Z b7 2541n5-FU.
Iri. OXA. Capecitabine[JIFE5 1077 H AT KL
FisherSPUiE 7 — 105 85 A& FOLFO X4
— 4By mCRCI TT I R I %:, 45%ImCRC
IV H RS2 o 47 i i 2, 55— J 7 LA
FOLFOX4, )5 R A ATFOLFO X4k &
DR IR e Lk 14 d. 458 BoRH {708 420.5
mo, FALTTPA9.3 mo, $R1M3-42 18751567 %,
P BENE 760%, H it R 8 51k 1 gL vk
(K2 FEIERE J 95 K 60%. XUt W] 5 - JE Bk &
FOLFOX4 £y mCRCEARIG I TRR, {H
¥ FOLFOX4AH L, JLREME: f WY A K K38 .
1.5 % ¥ %R 1Y JE(Erlotinib, OSI-774,
Tarceva) & T MR KL IZ AW, & Fhmks
PE AT IR R B A K DR 52 R G TR YA £
5. A B FIHEGFR(HERL) H S B RR 1L, M
T RS AL T A .

KeilholzZ5/E20054F (R ASCOZ I 4138 T 12
BRJENEN . IR R H R AT,
I 45 R 8% HH EUAFPR, 33% B EHIRSD. Y17
Townsley2: AT IR 45 L e 1A 26— B
WD, 457380 R Pl 8 R L IR 2
2150 mg, 255 /R 1941(61%) A i & JiE(PD),
124611(39%) 5 5 A5 (SD). Azt i) 41123 d.

IEANE B 8 5 2 R ATT 250 e e AR
T A, (IR P B A HAL T 25t 8
N T R EEE. MeyerhardtZ5P ) — I 56 T
VUGB PTIR A 3R D Je — S8Ry W9, S REAE AR
TBIT 354 mCRCHEFE T LAFOLFOX T LA
TS RHTRIR D5 e AT IRYT, R B R HAL
BIESE 56 2R, Foa b T RtE RO R kiA
JT. Messersmith“5:4 12 &' Jé 5 FOLFIRL 7 %1k
B, S AR R RO e A 45 1

2 EGFRREEMIBQZAINEXS
JUE LB OND-2 5 & 2 Al b Bl it

mi:A2E

Ye )8 7 Bk A
I 92 & 7 69 X —
X# s, At TF
R 3 HE 7
BT ZKF
e A i e
H 54 F4 57k
8, Bk mibE
A G E, K
TR BT RET
B — AT w9 A
HIRAE.
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3 A
A Ao T i
e 44 30 L A
B 5 bR R
% s & fo 2k ok 5F
80 S A F

ATREHE D m T AL H AT 22 Tol FFRE M CAL-
RO2PIF5T RN 5 [ Hecht 25 JT & (JPACCE™ 5T
Ky u, S EGFRIF P 28 ok Je s+
DRI T (2GR YT I T 5
PFS . & 50T VR HT+ 7 (W25, IF HAS
RSN R, 22 8 R I I R IT 9T L W],
I R, AN R R N, PRI 3
& =24 IPFSFIOS L 2 41 5, Ui — 241k
BT A, X G e T WA R
(1) 50 b B B A4 (BT VG 22 PR DUAR PR e ) ] I
DU AT IR BT IS “5 807 87 197 300 XA
20104ENCCN (FEg) A B s .

BARFA TN EGERHAIVEGF (5 5 Sl %
BT —EREN T/, (2 IR TSRS
V82 LB 8 PR IR I PRI ST S R FRATT,
XS S SRR IR S R HRR
xR

3 &L

Wit 5 8 R i) 2R A FRD O b B N Y, TR B 22 11
LR ESE7/MIPN 7 S e S 17 N e s s
ARG T-BAh, B2 S T8 (1 i)
IR I B B R AT A AT AL R IR
e, DAL 11 22 B At R R A VR T A R
WE? U] B FAE o AN HE )T (KB L SR
Ve RAL [ 25 i 20k, RIS AT
2y EREAL S A REIE B R AT R, WA A A I
PRI 531 45 b 328 5 58 AN TIUIN 7 28055 45 1)
HREER BT L M PR S S 3, AR T i L
] 25K — AT, HAE R AR T A 2
SR AL KA IR ¥ 7 A B (KT TR
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