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Abstract

Introduction: Stage Il non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) is heterogeneous and
identification of subgroups with differential responses is crucial to optimize treatment.
Addition of durvalumab to concurrent chemoradiotherapy (cCRT) has previously been shown
to improve survival outcomes. Meanwhile, subgroups harboring KRAS mutations have been
shown to have worse prognosis. We investigated whether KRAS mutational status may
affect survival outcomes after adjuvant durvalumab following cCRT in stage Ill NSCLC.
Methods: In this retrospective study, we present a real-world dataset of all stage 1ll NSCLC
patients treated with cCRT with a curative intent and molecularly assessed between 2016-
2021 in West Sweden. Primary study outcomes were overall survival (OS) and progression
free survival (PFS).

Results: We identified 145 patients receiving cCRT with a curative intent, 32% harbored an
activating mutation in the KRAS gene (KRASYT). Compared to KRAS wild-type (KRASYT),
KRASYYT had a worse OS (p=0.047) and PFS (p=0.038). The finding persisted on
multivariate analysis with OS (HR 1.703, 95%CI 1.074-2.702, p = 0.024) and PFS (HR 1.628,
95% CI 1.081-2.453, p = 0.020). After the addition of durvalumab to cCRT, there were no
longer any significant differences between KRAS" T and KRAS"Y"in OS or PFS.
Conclusions: KRAS mutations are a negative prognostic factor after cCRT in stage |l
NSCLC, and the addition of durvalumab equalizes the negative impact of harboring this
mutation.
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42 Introduction

43  Lung cancer remains the leading cause of cancer mortality, and non-small cell lung cancer
44  (NSCLC) accounts for 80-85% of cases. Stage at diagnosis is an important prognostic factor
45  in NSCLC, since patients in later stages have increasingly worse prognosis.* Staging (I-1V) is
46  based on the TNM system, which describes the size and infiltration status of the primary

47  tumor, number and location of regional lymph nodes involved, and number and location of
48  metastases. About 30% of new cases of NSCLC are stage Il at diagnosis. Stage lll, also

49  referred to as locally advanced NSCLC, is defined as having spread locoregionally through
50 primary tumor extension into extrapulmonary structures and involving hilar or mediastinal

51  lymph nodes but having no evidence of distant metastases.”*

52 Importantly, stage 1l NSCLC is a heterogenous group, with overall survival (OS) rates

53  ranging between 35% and 10%.> > ° There are large variations between patients belonging to
54  this group in the degree of local disease advancement, clinical presentation, and treatment
55  options.”® Treatment regimens are generally determined in multidisciplinary case discussions
56  at high volume centers including oncologists, radiologists, pneumologists and thoracic

57  surgeons.'® ' Treatment of stage Ill NSCLC patients can be highly personalized and the

58 identification of subgroups that are more responsive to certain treatment combinations than
59 othersis

60  In recent years there has been growing interest in KRAS-mutated (KRAS"YT) NSCLC due to
61 the introduction of new tyrosine kinase inhibitors (TKI) targeting KRAS, offering new

62 treatment possibilities for this subgroup. KRAS mutation is the most prevalent oncogenic

63  driver in NSCLC (35%) but the prognostic and predictive role of KRAS mutations is under

64  debate. While we and others have shown KRAS mutations to negatively influence the

65  prognosis of NSCLC,***® some studies found no difference in 0S.***8 In addition, some have
66  reported shorter OS for KRASMYT compared to wild type (KRASYT) patients following first-line
67 platinum-based chemotherapy.®?! Hence, the significance of KRAS mutation for prognosis
68  and treatment response in NSCLC disease remains a pending topic.?*

69  First-line treatment for unresectable stage Ill NSCLC is concurrent chemoradiotherapy

70  (cCRT) provided that patients have a decent performance status, adequate lung function and
71  no discouraging comorbidity. Treatment is typically given with a platinum doublet and

72 conventionally fractioned radiotherapy to a total dose of 60-66 Gy.

73 Addition of immune check point blockades were first approved in stage IV treatment

74  schedules and was found to be associated with substantial improvements in overall survival,
75  marking a new paradigm in lung cancer care.'® ' Patients in this group receive targeted

76  therapy depending on specific mutations if present, or immunotherapy-containing regimens,
77  either as monotherapy or in combination with chemotherapy or a second immunotherapy

78  drug.? Consolidation therapy with the programmed death-ligand (PD-L1) inhibitor

79  durvalumab after chemoradiotherapy in stage Il NSCLC was approved in 2018 Europe

80  based on findings from the PACIFIC trial.'® This trial demonstrated the superiority of

81 durvalumab over placebo in terms of increased overall survival among patients with stage
82  NSCLC treated with chemoradiotherapy. Several studies reporting similar findings have

83  followed *°, and recently a 5-year follow up of the PACIFIC trial showed that these changes
84  persisted over time.*” Durvalumab is now part of standard treatment regimens for stage Il
85 NSCLC patients where those with no disease progression after first-line therapy with cCRT
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and PD-L1 expression = 1 %, are recommended adjuvant treatment with durvalumab for 12
months.*®

Although relatively few studies have been conducted regarding the impact of KRAS mutation
on prognosis after cCRT in stage Ill NSCLC, the available data suggests KRAS mutation as
a negative predictor for treatment response and 0S.?% ?* Furthermore, data on KRAS™T in
the context of ICB treatment in stage Il disease is scarce. In summary, given previous
findings of heterogeneity of stage Ill NSCLC, worsened prognosis in the presence of KRAS
mutations in this group, and improved prognosis after the introduction of consolidation
therapy with durvalumab in the overall group, we wondered whether KRAS mutation
subgroups may respond differentially to durvalumab. Here, we investigate whether
consolidation therapy with durvalumab affects survival outcomes in KRAS mutated stage |l
NSCLC patients. Our aim with this study is to assess outcomes in KRAS"Y" vs KRAS"" in
locally advanced NSCLC patients receiving cCRT with and without durvalumab.

Material and Methods

Study Design and Study Population

This retrospective cohort study includes all consecutive patients with stage Il NSCLC in the
Vastra Gotaland region, Sweden, between the years 2016-2021 who underwent molecular
assessment and received combined chemoradiotherapy with curative intent (n = 145).
Patients were excluded if they underwent surgery or received sequential chemoradiotherapy
(n = 45) (Figure 1). The study period encompasses the standard practice before the
introduction of durvalumab, allowing for the evaluation of the potential impact of ICB. For
inclusion in the durvalumab analyses, a single dose of durvalumab was deemed sufficient.

Data Collection Procedures

Patients were selected for the study through the pathology regional laboratory information
system, where they were referred for molecular assessment. The selected patients
underwent next-generation sequencing (NGS) on DNA from FFPE blocks or cytological
smears using the lon AmpliSeq™ Colon and Lung Cancer Panel v2 from Thermo Fisher
Scientific until 2019 and thereafter the Thermo Fisher Oncomine™ Focus Assay, assessing
hotspot mutations in EGFR, BRAF, KRAS and NRAS. Until June 2017, ALK-fusions were
assessed with immunohistochemistry (IHC), and with fluorescence in situ hybridization
(FISH) if positive or inconclusive IHC; ROS1 was analyzed upon request with FISH.
Thereafter, ALK, ROS1 and RET fusions were assessed on RNA using the Oncomine Solid
Tumor Fusion Panel from Thermo Fisher Scientific. The analyzes was done as a part of the
diagnostic workup process at the Department of Clinical Pathology at Sahlgrenska University
Hospital

Demographic data and pathological details were retrieved from the Swedish Lung Cancer
Registry and patient charts. The trial was approved by the Swedish ethical review authority
(Dnr 2019-04771, 2021-04987) and conducted in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki
and Good Clinical Practice guidelines as defined by the International Conference on
Harmonization.

Variables
Collected patient demographic details included age, sex, Eastern Cooperative Oncology
Group performance status (ECOG PS) and smoking history (current/former/never).
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Pathological details encompassed substage, histology and mutational status. All patients
were classified according TNM 8™ edition. Treatment characteristics included platinum-
doublet chemotherapy regimen, total radiation dose and administration of durvalumab. Time-
to-event data included the date of treatment initiation, the date of disease progression and/or
death and the date of last follow-up.

Outcomes

The primary endpoints were overall survival (OS) and progression free survival (PFS). OS
was defined as the time interval between the date of first treatment and the date of death
from any cause. PFS was defined as the time interval between the date of first treatment and
the date of progression or death whichever came first. Patients without disease progression
and were still alive at the time of data collection were censored at last follow-up. OS and
PFS, stratified based on KRASMYT versus KRAS"" patients, were analyzed both for the entire
cohort and subgroups receiving or not receiving durvalumab.

Statistical Analysis

Descriptive statistics were used to describe the clinical characteristics, which were further
evaluated using univariate analysis. OS and PFS, stratified by KRAS mutational status,
PDL1 and treatment type, were estimated using the Kaplan-Meier method. Log-rank tests
were used to determine significant differences in PFS and OS between groups. Multivariable
Cox regression analysis was conducted to compensate for potential confounders. Median
follow-up time was calculated using the reverse Kaplan-Meier method. Statistical significance
was set at p < 0.05.

Results

Patients and tumor characteristics

A total number of 145 patients were included in the study (Figure 1) and their characteristics
are shown in Table 1. The median age at diagnosis was 69 years for both KRAS"" patients
and KRASYYT patients. There were more females and a more substantial smoking history in
the KRASMYT population. ECOG PS 0 was more common among KRASMYT (45%) than
KRAS"T patients (34%). A greater proportion of KRAS"T patients had substage IlIC at
diagnosis. Squamous cell carcinoma was non-existent in the KRAS""T group but common in
the KRAS"T group (40%). The majority of KRAS""T patients had an adenocarcinoma (89.%).
The most common driver mutations were in KRAS and EGFR. KRAS®'*® was the most
common KRAS sub-mutation (24, 52%). Median follow-up time was 48 months (95% CI 40-
48).

KRAS mutation worsens survival outcomes in stage Ill NSCLC patients

Among our entire study population (n=145) there was a significantly lower median OS among
KRASMYT patients (25 months) compared with KRAS"" (46 months; p=0.047). Additionally,
PFS was significantly lower among KRAS"Y" patients (9 months) compared to 16 months for
KRAS"T (16 months; p= 0.038) (Figure 2A & B). The results were further controlled for
confounders with multivariate cox regression. We found that KRAS mutation was an
independent prognostic factor for worse OS (HR 1.703, 95% CI 1.074-2.702, p = 0.024) and
PFS (HR 1.628, 95% CI 1.081-2.453, p = 0.020) (Figure 2C & D).

KRAS mutation worsens survival outcomes after cCRT among stage 11l NSCLC
patients
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When studying the impact of KRAS mutational status on prognosis following cCRT, we found
significantly worse median OS for KRAS"YT (24 months) vs KRAS"T (35 months) (p = 0.036)
(Figure 3A) and, additionally, worse median PFS of 8 vs 13 months (p = 0.037), respectively
(Figure 3B).

Adjuvant durvalumab significantly improves survival outcomes after cCRT among all
stage Ill NSCLC patients

When analyzing the effect of consolidation durvalumab on the full cohort we observed a
significant improved OS and PFS with median OS not reached for the durvalumab group
(mean OS 41 months) and 30 months for the group not receiving durvalumab (p = 0.037) and
a median PFS of 19 months vs 10 months, respectively (p < 0.001)(Supplemental figure 1A
& B).

KRAS mutation groups show improved survival outcomes after adjuvant durvalumab
While KRASMYT groups showed worse prognosis (24 months) than wildtype (35 months) after
treatment with cCRT alone (p = 0.036) (Figure 3A), addition of durvalumab to the treatment
regimen equalized this difference and KRASYY" patients had no longer any significant
differences in survival outcomes (40 months) from KRAS"" (40 months) (p = 0.788) (Figure
3C). Similarly, when measuring PFS, while KRAS"VT had significantly decreased PFS (8
months) compared to KRAS"" (13 months) among patients treated with cCRT alone (p =
0.037) (Figure 3B), addition of durvalumab to the treatment regimen abolished the
additionally negative prognosis of KRASMUT, and this group had no longer had significant
difference in PFS (19 months) compared to KRASYT (23 months) (p = 0.855) (Figure 3D).

Adjuvant durvalumab equalizes the negative impact of KRAS mutation on survival
outcomes after cCRT

To further investigate whether KRAS™" is a subgroup in stage Ill NSCLC that especially
gains from adjuvant therapy with durvalumab after cCRT, we analyzed the effect of treatment
within each mutational group separately. We observed that treatment with durvalumab had
greater effect on improving OS in KRAS™YT group (p = 0.063) compared to KRAS"T (p =
0.345) (Supplemental figure 2A, 2C). Both KRAS"T (p = 0.033) and KRAS"'T (p = 0.011)
groups had a significant benefit of adjuvant durvalumab on PFS (Supplemental figure 2B,
2D).

Discussion

This study suggests that the previously inferior prognosis of stage Il KRASM'T compared to
KRAS"T patients treated with cCRT has improved to a similar outcome in both groups due to
the introduction of ICB in the stage Il setting. There is no survival difference between the
KRAS populations when durvalumab is administered in contrast to the findings from the era
before ICB. The predictive role of KRAS mutation in relation to outcome in NSCLC is a
controversial topic, particularly for stage 11l NSCLC where the literature is relatively sparse in
contrast to earlier stages and metastatic stage IV disease. In the latter, treated with
chemotherapy, some studies describe KRAS mutation as a negative prognostic factor for OS
and PFS ****> while others demonstrate an equal survival benefit for KRAS"YT and KRAS"'
patients'®™® . After the introduction of ICB in the stage IV treatment paradigm new
assessment of the impact of KRAS have been performed but do not consistently point in the
same direction, and the predictive value of KRAS related to ICB treatment remains
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debatable. ?* The prognostic value of mutated KRAS in stage Ill patients treated with
concurrent chemoradiotherapy likely indicates an association with an inferior prognosis, as
suggested by previous data where mutated KRAS was independently connected to a
decrease in overall survival in multivariate analysis.?*** Regarding the significance of KRAS
mutations in stage Ill disease after the introduction of durvalumab, there are a few reported
cohorts. Riudavets et al observed in a study with 323 patients that there was no PFS
difference between patients with a mix of oncogenic drivers compared to wild type patients®.
In the group with oncogenic drivers (n=43) the KRAS®'*“ mutated stage Il NSCLC patients
had superior PFS compared to other driver genetic alterations (EGFR!9¢x2! BRAFYEYE,
ALK-rearrangements) following consolidative durvalumab treatment but no difference in OS
was seen at a median follow-up time of 18 months. This finding is in line with previous data
where oncogenic drivers usually associated with never smokers are known not to correlate
with response to ICB treatment,® at least not to ICB monotherapy.®’ Liu et al observed in a
cohort of 104 patients a shorter PFS for both KRASY" and non-KRAS driver variations
compared to KRAS"T in stage Il NSCLC and no difference in OS was found at a median
follow-up time of 23.6 months.?® In accordance with the current study, Guo et al recognized
KRAS mutated stage IIl NSCLC as having equal PFS and OS as tumors with no driver
mutations in a cohort of 74 patients.® Lastly, in a recent study by Cortiula et al they assessed
outcome in a cohort of 66 patients harbouring KRAS mutations and uncommon genetic
alterations (PIK3CA, TP53, MET, BRAF, HER2, uncommon EGFR) where a beneficial effect
of durvalumab on OS and PFS was demonstrated.?

Another potential improvement strategy is the addition of KRAS inhibitors in the stage Il
treatment schedule. At present sotorasib is the only approved drug, but only in stage IV
NSCLC second line.* In theory TKI's could be added to the stage Il approach, either up-
front, or as an adjuvant therapy in line with the addition of EGFR and ALK-directed therapy
after surgery.®" %

The findings herein are limited by the retrospective design and low sample size, furthermore
the impact of co-mutational partners like KEAP1 or STK11 is not known. Nevertheless, the
results represent a consecutive cohort in a real-world setting. The findings contribute the
knowledge in line with other small cohorts and in conclusion: addition of durvalumab after
cCRT in stage Il NSCLC patients has improved outcome for the KRASMYT patients to a
similar level as for the KRAS"T group.
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395 Figure 2 KRAS mutation worsens survival outcomes in stage Il NSCLC patients

396 Kaplan-Meier estimates comparing overall survival (A) and progression free survival (B)
397  stratified on KRAS status for all patients in the cohort. Forest plot of multivariate COX
398  regression analysis for overall survival (C) and progression free survival (D).
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407  Kaplan-Meier estimates comparing overall survival (A) and progression free survival (B)
408  stratified on KRAS status for all patients receiving cCRT. Kaplan-Meier estimates comparing
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