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AnoteAeopatikotnta Tou cetuximab
Ko peraAhaei tov yovidiov KRAS
GTOV KAPKIVO TOU TIAXEOG EVTEPOU

YKOMOX H &ievépyeta piag moAVHETABANTAG META-AVAAVONG TWV HEAETWV
mou dlepelivnoav Tnv mpoPAenTIKA agia Twv petaANa§ewv Tou yovidiou KRAS
OXETIKA PE TNV AMOTEAEGUATIKOTNTA TOU cetuximab oTov Kapkivo Tou maxéog
evtépou. YAIKO-MEOOAOZ AlevepyROnKe GUOTNUATIKA NAEKTPOVIKN EépEuva
otiG faoceig dedopévwv PubMed, Medline kat otn BipAioBrikn Cochrane yia
NV avelpeon GAwv Twv avaloywv Snpoctevpévwy apBpwv. MNa v épguva
Xpnotpomnolfnke cuvduacuog Twv akdAouBwv Aé§ewv-kAediwv (key words):
“cetuximab’, “anti-EGFR’, “kras or k-ras” xau “colorectal cancer”. AvaAUOnkav
Tautéxpova ol evalodnoieg (sensitivities) kat o1 £181k6TNTEC (specificities),
xpnotpomoiwvtag éva Sididotato (bivariate) povrélo Tuxaiwv emdpdcewv.
Ta 6edopéva amod kaBe perétn e§xOnoav o€ mivakeg 2x2. Yroloyiotnkav
ol evalodnaieg, ot E18IKOTNTEC Kal ol TTPOBAENTIKEC (APVNTIKEG Kol OETIKEC)
TIpEG. Na OAeG TIC AVAAUOELG XPNOIUOTOONKE TO GTATIOTIKO TPOYPAMHA
Stata 10 (StataCorp), evw aloonueiwta amoteAéopata OswpnOnkav ekeiva
Me Tiun p<0,05. ATTOTEAEZMATA Amo tov éAeyxo tng BipMoypagiag Ppé-
Onkav 26 ava@opég, amd TG omoieg Hovo ol 13 peléteg Tav KATAAANAEG
Yld TN META-aVAANUON. ITIC IEPIOOOTEPEG MENETEG, O1 EISIKOTNTEG TAV KATA
oAU UPNASTEPEG EvavTl TwV avtioTolXwv guaicdnoiwv. Xuvdualovtag ta
Sedopéva amod Tig 13 peNéteg MPOKUMITEL, MPWTOV, OTL Ol YETANNAEELG OTO
yovibio KRAS amotehoUv apvnTtiko mpoBAENTIKG mapdyovTa yla Tnyv anote-
Aeopatikotnta Tou cetuximab pe mMoAU peydAn 1dikotnta 0,96 (0,84—0,99)
Kat XapnAn evatednaia 0,47 (0,43-0,50) kai, deUtepov, 6TI N UTTAPEN OPAN-
patog dnpoacicsuong (publication bias) eivat moA0 mOavr. XYMIMEPAZMATA
H kAvikn) onpacia Twv ev Aoyw gupnudtwv gival 6Tt to cetuximab mpémel
va Xopnyeitat yovo o€ acBeveig mou éxouv wild type KRAS. Ot petalAagelg
TOU OUYKEKPIEVOU yoviSiou amoteAoUv apvnTIKO mMPoPAENTIKO mapdyovta
yld ThV avTamokplon oto cetuximab, pe oAU uPnAn 181koTNTA KAt XapNnAR
gvaloOnoia. H mBavotepn eppnveia tng xapnAng evaioOnoiag ivat n vmapén
EMMPOCOETWV PNXAVICHWV avTiotaong oTig avtl-EGFR Ogpaneieg, omwg ivat
T.X. ol petaAlageig tov BRAF.
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O KAPKIVOG TOU TTAXE0G eVTEPOU armmoTeAEl peiov Tpo-
BAnua dnuodoiag vyeiag kat pia amd Tig KUPLEG artieg Ovnto-
TNTAC anod KakonBelg veomAacieg 0To SUTIKO KOoHo. Eival
10 SelTEPO O oUXVOTNTA VEOTIAACHA TIOU gp@avifeTal
OTIG AVATTITUYMEVEG XWpPEG. Kat’ €Tog, mepimou 700.000 veeg
TIEPIMTWOELG S1aYlYVWOKOVTAL EVW, TIAYKOOUIA, KATAYPA-
povTtal 400.000—500.000 Bdvatol opeINOEVOL OE KAPKIVO
max€og evtépou.’

To povondt peTaywyrg ONUATOG HECW TOu urtoSoxéa
Tou EGF (EGFR) eival ouxvd evepyoTioinuévo OToV KOAO-
opBikd KapKivo Kal €Xel EPEUVNOEl EKTEVWG WG OTOXOG

AVTIKAPKIVIKNAG Bepamneiag.? Ot BepameuTikoi TApPAyovTEG
ol omoiol oToxgvouv Tov EGFR gival Ta HOVOKAWVIKA avTi-
owpata cetuximab kat panitumumab. To cetuximab eival
éva XIHalplkd HOVOKAWVIKS avTtiowua IgG1, To omoio €xel
HeYAAN ouyyévela pe tov EGFR kal ta etepodipepn tou. H
ouvdeon tou pe tov EGFR mpoAapfavel-mapepmodilel tn
ouvdeon Tou uTTodoxéa e TOUG KATAANAOUG TTIPOCSETEG
kat Sleyeipel TNV evowpdtwon tou unodoxéa oto KUTTA-
po. Mg autédv Tov Tpodmo mapepmodilel To SIUEPIOUO TOU
urtodoxéa kal ocuvakolouBa Tn HETAywyr) TOU CHUATOG.
Ol mapamdvw SPAcEelg €XOUV WG ATTOTEAECHA va SlaKO-
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TITETAL O TOANATIAQCIAOHOG TWV KAPKIVIKWV KUTTAPWY, Va
TAPABAATTETAL N AYYEIOYEVECN KAl N METAOCTAON Kal va
SleyegipeTal TO KAPKIVIKO KUTTAPO Tpo¢ amémntwon.? To
cetuximab éxel beifel amoteAeopatikotTnTa O0TN OgpPareia
TOU KOAO-0pBOIkoU KapKivou.?

S NUEIOKEG UETOANNAEELG oTa KwdIKOvIa 12 Kal 13 Tou
oykoyovidiou KRAS amoteholv TIPORAENTIKO TTapdyovTa
TITWXNG A Kal un avtandkplong os avtl-EGFR Bepaneieg.’ To
oykoyovidio KRAS kwdikomolei pia pikpry GTP-8eopeuTIKn
TPWTEIVN, N omoia dpa w¢ PeETAYWYEAC OAMOTOC UETA
and Tn ouvvdeon Tou TPOCOETN KAl TNV EVEpyoTToinon
TOU CUUTAOKOU EGFR-mpoodétng otnv €m@Avela Tou
KUTTAPOU. XTNV TTEPIMTWON KATA TNV OTToia TO OyKoyovidlo
KRAS gival HeTOANAYUEVO, TOTE TO TIPOTOV AUTOU (TTPWTEIVN
KRAS) mapapével ouvexwg evepyod avedptnta amd tnv
evepyormoinon tou EGFR.S MetaA\d&elg Tou yovidiou KRAS
UTTOPOUV VA EVEPYOTTOICOUV KATIOUOA HETAYWYH OAOTOG
(downstream signal transduction) kat va mpodA\ouv pe
QAUTOV TOV TPOTIO AVTIOTACN OTNV AVIOUCA AVOOTOAN TOU
EGFR (upstream inhibition) amd Ta povokAwvIKA avTtiow-
pata. Ot petaANd&elg tou KRAS amote oUV Mpwipho cupav
otnV €£€NEN Tou KOAO-0PBIKOU KAPKIVOU KAl CUVAVTWVTAL
mepimou oto 40% Twv acBevwv.”

3 KOTIOC TNG TTAPOVCAC MEAETNG ATAV N EQAPOYH MIOG
Sidldotatng (bivariate) pera-avaAuong TwV PEAETWV TTOU
Slepevvnoav Tnv mpoPAenTikn a&ia Twv HeETAAAEEWY TOU
yovidiou KRAS yla TNV amOTEAECUATIKOTNTA TOU LOVOKAW-
VIKOU avTiowuatog cetuximab oe acBeveic pe kapkivo
TTAXEOG EVTEPOVU.

YAIKO KAl MEOOAOX

ApxIKd, S1e€NXON cuoTNUATIKA NAEKTPOVIKN €pguva oTiG Ba-
oelg Sedopévwv PubMed, Medline kat otn BiAoOrikn Cochrane
yla TNV avevpeon Snpootevpévwy dpBpwv (€wg kal Tov Ampilio
Tou 2009) TTou va avagEépovTal oTn XOprynon ToU JOVOKAWVIKOU
avtiowpatog cetuximab og acBeveig pe kKapkivo TOXEOG EVTEPOU
Kal va a&loAoyouV TNV amoTEAECHATIKOTNTA TOU O€ OXEON HE TNV
katdotaon Tou yovidiou KRAS (wild type, KRASw 1y mutant, KRASm).
MNa v €pguva xpnotlpomolndnke cuvduaoHOG TwWV AKOAOUOWV
Aé€ewv-kAeldiwv (key words): “cetuximab’, “anti-EGFR’, “kras or
k-ras” kau “colorectal cancer”.

Ta dedopéva amd tnv KABe peNéTn e€nxOnoav os Tivakeg
2x2. ATié ToUG TTiVOKEG AUTOUG UTTOAOYIOTNKAV Ol EualcONaGieg, ot
€18IKOTNTEG KAl Ol TIPORAENTIKEG (OPVNTIKEG KAl OETIKES) TIMEG. H
evaloOnoia (sensitivity) kat n eildikotnTa (specificity) eival otati-
OTIKEG LETPAOELG TNG armodoong piag Suadikng e€€Taong Katnyopl-
omoinong. Opilovtal w¢“tp” (true positives) Ta aAnBwg BeTIKE, WG
“fp” (false positives) Ta Pevdwg BeTikd, we“fn” (false negatives) ta
PeudWg apvnTIKA Kat w¢ “tn” (true negatives) Ta aAnBwW¢ apvnTIKA.
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H evaioBnoia kat n €181KOTNTA PIMOPEL VA UTTOAOYIOTOUV WG

Evawcbnoia  tp Edwoétnta  tn

(sensitivity)  tp+fn | (specificity) fp+tn

Juvnbwg, ol eualoBbnoisg kat ot eldIKOTNTEG HeTaBANovTal
XPNOHOTIOIWVTAG TO HETAaoXNHaTIopo logit (logit transformation),
UE OKOTIO VA avaAuBoUv cwoTd O€ pia PETA-avAAUon, OTTIOU EQAp-
polovtal pébodol pe kabBoplopéveg 1y Tuxaieg emdpdaoelg (standard
fixed or random effects methods).8°

3TNV mapovoa PETA-avAAUoN avaAUovVTal TAUTOXPOoVA Ol EVal-
oBnoigg (sensitivities) kal ot 181KOTNTEC (specificities), xpnolporol-
wvtag éva Sidldotato povTého tuxaiwy emdpdoswv (2-dimensional
random-effects model). H &ididotatn (S1-petaBAntn) mpooéyyion
(bivariate approach) ywa peta-avaluon eival meplooodtepo evde-
Setypévn.’%''Exouv mpotaBei S1dpope evOAAKTIKEG péBodot, 24
AANG o€ TPOOPATEG HENETEG £XEL amOBelKOeil OTL gival 10OTIPEG OE
OTATIOTIKO eminedo.’>'s ESw, xpnotpomo0nke pia Sididotatn mpo-
oéyylon Bactopévn ota dSuadikd Sedopéva.”” Agv CUYKEVTPWONKAV
EeXxwPLOTEG Sl1ayVWOTIKEG avaloyieg mBavotnTwy (LR ) LR) yiai
Sev ouvioTtdtal and TIG CUYXPOVEG TIPOOCEYYIOELG. '

AkoAoUBwC, umoloyiotnke n SlayvwoTikn avaloyia moavo-
TATwV (0odds ratio rj dOR), n omoia cuykpivel TIg MOavoTNTES yia
gualoOnoia pe Tig mBavoTnTeG yia 181kotnTa (0dds for sensitivity
to the odds for specificity):’”

sens/(1-sens) (tp)(tn) _ LR

dOR= =
(fp)(fn) LR-

(1-spec)/spec

H SiayvwoTtiky avaloyia mbavotitwy (dOR) pmopei va ou-
YKEVTPWOEL 0€ Hla PETA-AVANUON, XPNOIHOTIOIWVTAG BACIKEG
pebodoug (standard methods).?’ ‘Ouwg, n dididotatn mMpooéy-
yion mpoo@épel emiong T SuvatdtnTa va An@OoUV EKTIUNOELG
peTaoxnuatifovtag KatdAnAa TG e§ayOUEVEG EKTIMAROELG. 6 H
StayvwoTikn avaloyia mbavottwy (dOR) petpd T SlaKPITIKA
IKavVOTNTA Ulag e€€taongc.

Ta opdApata dnuooisuong (publication bias) i ANNECG pepOAN-
pieg mou oxetiCovtal pe pIKPEG peéteg (small study-related bias)
uTToAOYIoTNKAV APXIKA XPNOoIHomolWvVTag TN rank correlation pébo-
8o Twv Begg kat Mazumdar,? tnv Egger’s fixed effect regression
HEB0S0?" Kal TNV avaloyia tuxaiwv emdpdoswv.?? Na ONeG TIG
avaAUoelg TTou Tipaypatoromrifnkav 8w, Xpnotpomowibnke 1o
OTATIOTIKO TTPOypauua Stata 10 (StataCorp), evw aloonueiwta
amote éopata BewprOnkav ekeiva pe tTiun p<0,05.

ANOTEAEZMATA

A6 Tov éheyxo TNG BiBAoypagiag, pe Tov TPOTo TTou
TIPoAVAPEPONKE OTNV TIPONYOUUEVN EVOTNTA, EVTOTIOTNKAV
26 ava@opéc. Metd amd ektevr) HEAETN TwV ApBpwy, uévo
ol 13 HEANETEG TV KATAAMNNAEG YA TN CUYKEKPIUEVN PETA-
avAaluon Kal Teplypd@ovTal oTov mivaka 1. Ztov mivaka 2,
eme§nyouvtal ol oplopoi Twv tp, fp, tn kai fn yia Tig dvo
KATAOTACELG Tou yoviSiou KRAS Kal TNV avtamokplon Twv
aoBsvwv oTo cetuximab.
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Nivakag 1. Ot HeENETEG TTOU CUUTIEPIEANPONCAV 0TN HEeTA-avaAuon.

N.TXOYKAAAZX kat ouv

a/a MeAétn Meprodiko AcOeveic  KRASw w_RR fn tn KRASm m_RR tp fp
1 Van Cutsem et al? NEJM 277 172 59,30% 70 102 105 36,20% 67 38
2 Bokemeyer et al** JCO 113 61 61,00% 24 37 52 33,00% 35 17
3 Tol etal® NEJM 256 158 61,40% 61 97 98 45,90% 53 45
4 Bibeau et al*® JCO 64 37 27,00% 27 10 27 3,70% 26 1
5 Garm Spindleretal?”  Ann Oncol 64 42 40,00% 25 17 22 0,00% 22 0
6 Perrone et al*® Ann Oncol 29 22 45,45% 12 10 7 0,00% 7 0
7 Karapetis et al*? NEJM 198 117 12,80% 102 15 81 1,20% 80 1
8 Lievre et al® JCO 89 65 40,00% 39 26 24 0,00% 24 0
9 De Roock et al*® Ann Oncol 108 66 41,00% 39 27 42 0,00% 42 0

10 Di Fiore et al’’ BJC 59 37 32,00% 25 12 22 0,00% 22 0
1 Khambata-Ford etal”  JCO 80 50 10,00% 45 5 30 0,00% 30 0
12 Frattini et al* BJC 27 17 53,00% 8 9 10 10,00% 9 1
13 Lievre et al® Cancer Res 30 17 64,70% 6 11 13 0,00% 13 0

KRASw: Ap1Bpoc aoBevwv pe wild type KRAS, KRASm: ApiBudg aoBevwv pe mutant-KRASm, w_RR: MooooTté aoBevwv pe wild type KRAS mou avtamokpibnkav oto cetuximab,
m_RR: NMocooT6 acBevwv pe mutant KRAS mou avtamokpiBnkav oto cetuximab, fn: Weudwg apvntikd (false negative), tn: AANnBw¢ apvntikd (true negative), tp: AAnBw¢

BeTIKA (true positive), fp: Weudwg Betikd (false positive)

MNivakag 2. Opiopoi Twv tp, fp, tn kat fn yia T1g Vo KaTaoTAcELg TOU
yovidiou KRAS.

Mn avtamokpion
oo cetuximab

Avtanokpion
oo cetuximab

Mutant-KRASm tp fp
Wild type-KRASw fn tn

fn: Weudwg apvntika (false negative), tn: AAnBw¢ apvnTikd (true negative), tp:
ANNBwC BeTIKA (true positive), fp: Weudwg Betika (false positive)

Ta amoteAéopata tTNG UETA-AVAAUONG OXETIKA PE TNV
gualoOnaoia Kkal TNV e181IKOTNTA PaivovTal OTIG EIKOVEG T Kal
2, avtioTolya. AlamoTWVeTal 0Tl OTIG SIAPOPEG UENETEG Ol
€181KOTNTEG gival KATA TTOAU UPYNAOTEPEG ATTO TIG AVTIOTOIXEG
evalobnoisc. Zuvdualovtag ta dedopéva amd TIC 13 HENETEG,
n gvaioOnoia ival mepimou ion pe 0,47 (0,43—0,50) kat n
€181kOTNTA TIEPiTOU {on pe 0,96 (0,84—0,99).

>1o Seutepo forest plot (e1k. 2) mapatnpeital 6ti oL TPELG
TENEUTAIEG PEAETEG £XOUV XAUNAEG E10IKOTNTEG (specificities),
BpiokovTtal mpog Ta aploTePA Kal £XOLV EMIONG MIKPOTEPA
Slaotiuata eumotoouvng. Ot CUYKEKPIUEVEG TPEIG UENETEC,
KUPIWG AOyw Tou HEeYEOOUG Toug, emNPEAOLV ONUAVTIKA
Ta ATTOTEAEOMATA TNG PETA-AVAAUONG. P2

H onuavtikétepn pepoinyia, n omoia e€eTdleTal o€ pia
peTa-avaluon, ivat to opdipa dnuoacisuong (publication
bias), To omoio opeiletal oTn SuckoAia avelpeong OAWV TwV
OXETIKWV HEAETWV. To odApa dnpooicsuong dSnuiouvpyeital
eneldn ag’ evog ol TEPIOCOTEPEC PETA-AVANVOELG oTnpilo-
vtal o€ Snuooigupéva Sedopéva Kal EAETEG KAl A@’ ETEPOU

Study Id ! SENSITIVITY (35% CI)
Liewre etal2006 1. |oesp43-087
Frafnetanoo? | ——s— |053[028-077

Khambata-Ford et al2007 —FIL 040[0.29-0.52]

DiFiore elal2007 | —4— 047[0.32-062
De Rock et all2008 b 052[0.40-063]
Lievre et al’2008 _._1 0.38[0.26-051]
Karapetis et al2008 - 044[037-051]
Permone etal2009 | — | 037 [0.16-062]
Gam Spindler et al2009 _;_ 0.47[0.32-062]
Bibeau et al2009 —— 0490.35-063]
Tol et al2009 — 0.46 [0.37-0.56]
Bokemeyer et al2009 e |059[046-072)
Van Cutsem et al/2009 . 0.49[0.40-058]
]
COMBINED & 0.47[0.43 - 0.50]
[ Q=1350,di=1200,p= 033
i [2=11.10[0.00-6236]
02 ;

2
3
2

Ewoéva 1. To forest plot, 6o omoio ¢paivovtat ot euaiobnoieg tng mpoPAemTi-
KNG a&iag TG katdotaong tou yovidiou KRAS yla TNV OTTOTENEGUATIKOTNTA
Tou cetuximab o€ aoBeveig pe Kapkivo Tou TTAXEOG EVTEPOU.

ylati ol TTeEplocoTEPOL BewpPoUV OTI €ival EUKOAOTEPO va
SnpootevovTal HENETEG TTOU €XOUV KATTOL0 A§IOAOYO ATTOTE-
Aeopa o€ ox€on Ue eKeiVEG TTOU SEV KATAAYOUV O€ KATTOLO
afloonueiwto ocuunépacpa. Ta amoteAéopata amd Toug
S1aPopoug eNEYXOUC yia TNV eVpeo MOAVOU CPANUATOG
Snuoocisuong gival TOAU onuAvTiKA yla TNV akepatdtnta
TWV SlaPOPWV EKTIUACEWV MO META-AVAAUONG.
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Studyld /| SPECIFICITY (95% Cl)
Lievre etall2006 — 1| 100[0.72-1.00]
Fratini etal2007 [ ———+ | 0.90[0.55-1.00]
Khambata-Ford et ali2007 | —— | 1.00 [0.48 - 1.00]
Di Fiore et al2007 — .| 100[@74-100
De Rock et al2008 — | 1.00 [0.87 - 1.00]
Lievre et ali2008 — .| 1.00[0.87-1.00]
Karapetis et all2008 — 4l | 0.94[0.70-1.00]
Perrone et al2009 — .| 1.00[0.69-1.00]
Garm Spindier et al22009 —| 100080 - 1.00]
Bbeauetal2009 | — . | 0.91[059-100]
Tol et al2009 ——— I | 0.68[0.60-0.786]
Bokemeyeretal2009 | —s— [ 0.69[054-0.80]
Van Cutsem et al’2009 —=— | | 0.73[0.65-080]
COMBINED > | 0.96[0.84-099]

| [Q=5047,0r=1200,p= 0.00
| | 2=7622[6347-8897]

05 specipcry 10

Ewkova 2. To forest plot, oto omoio @aivovtat ot e181IKOTNTEG TG TTPOBAE-
KA aiag TG Katdotaong Tou yovidiou KRAS yla TNV amoTeAeopaT!-
KOTNTA TOU cetuximab og aoBeVveic e KapkKivo Tou TTAaxEog EVIEPOU.

TNV TEPIMTWOoN ToU S&V UTTAPXEL OPAAUA Snuociguong,
T6TE TO Ypd®nua xoavng (funnel plot) 6a mpémnel va givail
OUMMETPIKO. AUuTO &gV OUVERN oTnv TTapoloa TEPITTWON,
KaBwWG OAeG oXeOOV Ol HENETEC (EKTOG amd pia) Bpiokovtav
aBpolopéveg 0To Avw PIod Tou SlaypAUUATOC OTNV EIKOVA
3. Zuvenwg, ivatl ToAu mBavo va untdpyel c@Aaiua Snuooi-
g€uong. Ta amoTeAéopATA TOU EAEYXOU Yia TNV UTTAPEN TOU
OPANUATOC SNUOCIEVONG UE TNV EPAPHOYH TWV PEBOSWV TwV
Begg kat Mazumdar? kat twv Egger et al?’ eival 0TaTIOTIKWG
ONUAVTIKA yla TNV Umtapén o@Aarpatog dSnuoacicuongd.

Begy's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

J f SE. log(dOR) :

Ewkova 3. To ypaenua xoavng (funnel plot), yia to cuvduacpévo Seiypa
Twv 13 peletwv pe Tn pébodo tou Begg.
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2YZHTHZH

To mpwTto Bacikd cuumépacpa TG MAPoVoas UETA-
avAaiuong agopd OTo YeYovOog OTL N UTTAPEN PETAANAEEWVY
oto yovidlo KRAS amote)ei apvnTikd TPOBAENTIKO Tapdyovta
yla Tnv avtanokplon oto avtli-EGFR povOKAWVIKO avTiow-
pa cetuximab og aoBeveic pue kapkivo maxéog evtépou. H
€181KOTNTA AUTOU TOU aPVNTIKOU TIPORAEMTIKOU TTApAyo-
vta gival moA0 vPnAr, 0,96 (0,84—0,99), og avtiBeon ue
TNV evalodnoia tou, mMou eivat xapnAn, 0,47 (0,43-0,50).
To 2008 SNUOCIEVTNKE MIA UETA-AVANUCN OXETIKN HE TIG
OWMATIKEG METAAAEEIC TOu KRAS Kal TNV avTiotaon oTIG
avtl-EGFR Bgparmeieq —povokAwvVIKA avTicwuata (MA) Kat
AVAOTOAEIC TUPOGCIVIKAG Kivaong (TKIs)— téco otov mpo-
XWPENUEVO PN UIKPOKUTTAPIKO KAPK{VO TOU TIVEUIOVA, OGO
KAl OTO PETAOTATIKO KOAO-0pOIKO KAPKiVO, UE TTapouola
amoteAéopata.’

H mo mBavn epunveia Tng xapnAng evaiodnoiag sivat
n umapén emmPOCOETWY UNXAVIOUWY avTioTaong oTIG
avTl-EGFR Beparmeutikég mpooeyyioelg.® Tétolot mbavoi pn-
xaviopoi avtiotaong mepAapdavouv petaAa&elg tou BRAF
(kataoTaATikOC TTapdyovTag Tou KRAS), Tnv ékppaon Twv
npoodetwv Tou EGFR epiregulin (EREG) kat amphiregulin
(AREG) kal petaANa&elg Twv PI3KCA, EGFR kat PTEN.

To 6eUTEPO BACIKO ATTOTEAECHA-CUMTTEPACHA TNG TTA-
pouoag peTa-avaluong tav n peyain mbavotnta Umapéng
o@aApatog dnuoacicuong (publication bias). Apxikd, auto
@Avnke amo tnv acuppetpia ota funnel plots. Emiong, ta
ATTOTEAECHOTA TOU €AEYXOU Yia TNV UTTap&n Tou o@AAua-
T0¢ dnuooieuong pe Baon Tig Sokipaoieg Twv Begg kai
Mazumdar® kaBwg kat Twv Egger et al’’ Atav Betikd Kat
OTATIOTIKWG ONUAVTIKA. To 0@AAua Snuocisuong mpoéKu-
Pe ylati ol SNUooIeLPEVEG €peuveC OV AVTITIPOCWTIELAV
EMAPKWG ONEG TIG MENETEG TTOU eKTTOVAONKAV Yla éva ou-
YKEKPIUEVO O€ua.

MoA\oi mapdayovTteg umopouv va SnUioupyrioouV auTtod
TO OQAAUA, AN O TTAE0OV YVWOTOG AVAPEPETAL OTNV TAON
TTOU UTTAPXEL Va SNUOCIEVOVTAL HENETEG HOVO UE OTATIOTI-
KWG ONMAvTIKA (p<0,05) rj KAVIKA a&loloya amoteAéopata.
AN\oL TTapdyovTeg Tou emnpPeAfouV To O@AAA SnUocigu-
ong gival 1o péyebog Tou Seiypatog, o TPOTIOC OpYyAvwong
™G €peuvag, n xpnpatoddtTnon tng €psuvag, n mbavh
oUYKPOUON CUPPEPOVTWY Kal N SuvNTIKA TTPOKATAANYN
Yla Hla TTapaTnPOUEVN CUCXETION.

JUPTTEPACHATIKA, AOITIOV, N XOPriynon HOVOKAWVIKWYV
QVTICWHATWY Ta ormoia otoxevouv otov EGFR, 6mwg 1o
cetuximab 1 To panitumumab, oe emAeypévoug povo
aoBeveiq Pe Kapkivo TTayxéog evTépou TIpETEL va Bewpeital
TMAé0V WG BaoIKA KAVIKH) TIPOKTIKH, KOBWC Ol CUYKEKPIIE-
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VOl TTAPAYOVTEG €ival AVATTOTEAECUATIKOI 0 a0Oeveiq pe
evepyeig LETAAAEEIG 0To Yovidilo KRAS.3S Autd ta SeSopéva
Spouv TIPOCHETIKA OTOUG OIKOVOUIKOUG Kal ToUuG NOIkoug
TIEPLOPIOMOUG, Ol OTTOI0l EUTTAEKOVTAL OTNV AVATITUEN Kal
TNV EQAPHOYH VEWV OTOXEVHEVWYV BEPATTEIWV. 2TO HENNOV,
ol VEeg UTTOOOPEG UPNANG TEXVOAOYIAG, Ol OTTOIEG £XOUV TN

N.TXOYKAAAZX kat ouv

SuvaTtoTNTA VA TTAPEXOUV HIA CUVOAIKH Kal TTEPIANTITIKN
EKTIUNON TOU KAPKIVIKOU yoviSiwuatog, 6a emtpéPouv
NV epappoyn Tng e€atouikevpévng Bepaneiag, n omoia Ba
oupBadicel pe tn poplakn maboAoyia Tou Oykou, Kabwg Kalt
LE TNV LOTOAOYIA KAl TOV KUTTAPIKO TUTTO TOU VEOTTAACATOC
KAaBe acBevouc.
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The efficacy of cetuximab and mutations of the KRAS gene in colorectal cancer

N. TSOUKALAS," A. TZOVARAS," M. TOLIA," A. PAPAKOSTIDI," I. KOSTAKIS,? A. ARDAVANIS,' V. BARBOUNIS?
“Agios Savvas” Anticancer Hospital, Athens, 2Medical School, National and Kapodistrian University of Athens, Athens,

3“Hippokratio” General Hospital, Athens, Greece

Archives of Hellenic Medicine 2011, 28(5):674—679

OBJECTIVE The aim of this study was to carry out a multivariate meta-analysis of studies which investigated the pre-

dictive value of KRAS mutations in the efficacy of cetuximab in patients suffering from colorectal cancer. METHOD A

systematic literature search was made in the PubMed, Medline and Cochrane databases using a combination of the

key words “cetuximab’, “anti-egfr”“KRAS or K-RAS” and “colorectal cancer”. A 2-dimensional random-effects model was

used for the analysis of sensitivity and specificity. Data from each study was entered in 2x2 tables from which sen-

sitivities, specificities and predictive values (negative and positive) were estimated. The statistical program Stata 10

(StataCorp) was used for all the statistical analyses and significant results were considered those with p-value <0.05.

RESULTS A total of 26 relevant reports were found from the search of the databases, of which 13 were appropriate

for this specific meta-analysis. Initially, it was found that in these studies the specificities were much higher than the

sensitivities. On combining the data from the 13 studies, it was found that mutations in the KRAS gene constitute a

negative predictive biomarker for the response to cetuximab, with very high specificity, 0.96 (0.84—0.99), but low sen-
sitivity, 0.47 (0.43—0.50), and that publication bias may often occur. CONCLUSIONS The clinical importance of these
findings is that cetuximab should be administrated only to patients who have the wild type KRASw oncogene. Muta-

tions in the KRAS gene are a negative predictive factor for the response to cetuximab, with very high specificity and

low sensitivity. The low value of sensitivity is probably due to the presence of additional mechanisms of resistance

to anti-EGFR therapies, such as mutations in BRAF.
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