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Simple Summary: The poor survival of unresectable locally advanced stage non-small cell lung
cancer is due to the resistance to chemoradiotherapy and local/distant relapses. However, with
the advent of new drugs, it has become possible to improve the prognosis of patients with stage
III NSCLC harboring certain genetic mutations. Herein, we review new therapeutic strategies to
overcome this radioresistance with drugs targeting cancer stem cells/specific mutations or new
radiotherapy modalities.

Abstract: Survival in unresectable locally advanced stage non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) patients
remains poor despite chemoradiotherapy. Recently, adjuvant immunotherapy improved survival for
these patients but we are still far from curing most of the patients with only a 57% survival remaining
at 3 years. This poor survival is due to the resistance to chemoradiotherapy, local relapses, and distant
relapses. Several biological mechanisms have been found to be involved in the chemoradioresistance
such as cancer stem cells, cancer mutation status, or the immune system. New drugs to overcome this
radioresistance in NSCLCs have been investigated such as radiosensitizer treatments or immunother-
apies. Different modalities of radiotherapy have also been investigated to improve efficacity such as
dose escalation or proton irradiations. In this review, we focused on biological mechanisms such as
the cancer stem cells, the cancer mutations, the antitumor immune response in the first part, then we
explored some strategies to overcome this radioresistance in stage III NSCLCs with new drugs or
radiotherapy modalities.

Keywords: non-small-cell lung cancer; cancer stem cell; cancer mutation; radiotherapy; immunother-
apy; proton irradiation

1. Introduction

Lung cancer was the leading cause of cancer mortality worldwide in 2015 with 1.6 mil-
lion deaths [1]. Non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) is the most common histological
form accounting for 80% of all lung cancers. Among patients with NSCLC, approximately
35% are at a locally advanced unresectable stage with the overall survival at 5 years re-
maining low at approximately 10 to 15% despite treatment with radiotherapy combined
with chemotherapy [2]. Recently, adjuvant Durvalumab immunotherapy improved overall
survival for unresectable stage III NSCLC patients responding to chemoradiotherapy [3].
However, even in this selected population, the overall survival at 3 years was 57% [4].
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The TNM staging is the current main prognosis factor of survival in stage III unre-
sectable NSCLC treated by chemoradiotherapy but others factors such as WHO perfor-
mance status, gender, number of positive lymph node stations, gross tumor volume, clinical
T stage, chemotherapy, radiation therapy overall treatment time, and radiotherapy dose
could be involved in the prognosis [5].

The mutational status in driver genes such as epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR)
mutations, Kirsten rat sarcoma viral oncogene (KRAS) mutations, or anaplastic lymphoma
kinase (ALK) translocations or mutations could drive the prognosis for stage III unresectable
NSCLC treated by chemoradiotherapy [6–10]. However, despite these potential mutational
status prognoses, at our knowledge, there are few biological mechanisms clearly recognized
explaining radiotherapy failure for stage III NSCLC.

In the recent decades, cancer stem cells or cancer initiator cells (CSCs) have been
described as a possible origin of aggressive characteristics of cancers with properties of
self-renewal, metastasis formation, and resistance to treatments [11].

In this review, we have focused in the first part on the biological resistance mechanisms
such as cancer stem cells, mutational status, and the immune response, then we have
reported some strategies that have been already explored or been under investigation to
overcome radioresistance in stage III unresectable NSCLCs.

2. Molecular Radioresistance Mechanisms
2.1. Radioresistance Linked to Hypoxia, Cancer Stem Cells, and Epithelial–Mesenchymal Transition

CSCs are a subpopulation of cancer cells that have self-renewal and tumor initiating
properties, and play an important role in metastasis, tumor relapse, and resistance to
treatments such as chemotherapy, radiotherapy, and immunotherapy. In a clinical study,
patients with locally advanced stage II or III lung cancer with cancer stem cell markers,
such as the Nestin marker, had poorer overall survival [12]. The prognostic role of genes
significantly overexpressed in tumorspheres was evaluated in an NSCLC cohort (CDKN1A,
SNAI1, and ITGA6 were found to be associated with prognosis and used to calculate a
gene expression score, named the CSC score): survival analysis showed that patients with
a high CSC score had a shorter overall survival (OS) [13].

The resistance to radiation therapy in NSCLC could be caused by a selected radioresis-
tant population of CSCs as suggested by studies on cell lines or animal models. Indeed,
X-ray photon irradiation resulted in an increase in cancer stem cells markers (CD44, CD133,
OCT4, SOX2, and NANOG) [14,15] and increased the pool of cancer stem cells in xenograft
mouse models [16]. Cancer stem cells develop particularly in hypoxic tumor niches. For
example, in vitro models of the A549 cell line cultured in hypoxic conditions have been
able to show an increase in markers attributable to cancer stem cells [17]. Hypoxia is de-
fined as a lower oxygen pressure (usually between 1 and 10 mmHg) than in healthy tissue
(usually between 40 and 60 mmHg) and plays a major role in the tumor microenvironment
that can confer resistance to chemotherapy and radiotherapy [18]. Hypoxia regions in
lung cancers could be found using Positron Emission Tomography (PET) imaging with
an 18F-fluoromisonidazole (FMISO) hypoxic tracer and may present radioresistance [19].
These hypoxia regions might therefore be targeted by some types of local dose escalation in
radiotherapy or molecular therapies in association with radiotherapy.

Cancer progression is often associated with the epithelial–mesenchymal transition
(EMT) process. Several studies have demonstrated the implication of the EMT in the prolif-
eration and migration of epithelial cancer cells, such as in NSCLCs, resulting in metastatic
properties and resistance to treatments [20]. EMT is a biological process where epithelial
cells pass to a mesenchymal state. During EMT, epithelial cells lose their apical–basal
polarity and their cell–cell junctions, as well as their cytoskeletal organization and adhesion
being altered, inducing cell plasticity and allowing them to leave the epithelial tissue to
migrate to other tissues. EMT is an essential biological program for the development during
embryogenesis, the mesoderm development during gastrulation, tissue morphogenesis,
and wound healing [21]. In addition, studies have been reported that cells undergoing EMT
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exhibit molecular alterations by the decrease in epithelial markers such as E-cadherin, ZO-1,
and occludin, and the increase of markers associated with the mesenchymal state such
as N-cadherin, vimentin, fibronectin, and fibroblast-specific protein 1. EMT is driven by
transcriptions factors (SNAIL, ZEB, SLUG, or TWIST), miRNAS, and epigenetic regulators
that are involved in cell plasticity during tumorigenesis [22,23]. EMT is induced by the
activation of several intracellular signaling pathways such as TGFβ, WNTs, NOTCH, and
EGFR [22]. The tumor microenvironment can also be involved in the EMT program by
paracrine signals that promotes tumor progression and metastasis [22]. Therefore, target-
ing EMT and signaling pathways promoting EMT could be a great strategy in NSCLC
treatment such as TIF1γ, a TGFβ signaling regulator, that could act as a tumor metastasis
suppressor in NSCLC by inhibiting EMT induced by TGFβ [24]. Moreover, cancer cells that
have undergone EMT show stem cells-like characteristics and a resistance to therapeutic
treatments [20]. CSC markers in association with EMT markers have been reported in
NSCLCs with the worst prognosis [25,26]. Radiation by photons X induced EMT markers
(SNAIL and PDGFR-beta) in vitro [15] and several studies showed the association of EMT
and radioresistance in NSCLC [15,27–29]. For example, EMT was induced by miR-410 with
a radioresistance via the PTEN/PI3K/mTOR axis in NSCLC, so miR-410 could be used
as a biomarker or therapeutic agent in NSLCL [29]. Other signaling pathways could be
targeted to reverse resistance in NSCLC such as Wnt/β-catenin [30]. However, despite
much research on EMT in order to find new approaches to control CSC-associated drug
resistance and the EMT program, EMT mechanisms are not fully understood and more
studies need to be carried on.

2.2. Radioresistance Linked to Mutational Status and Therapeutic Approaches

Radiotherapy is one of the most common treatments for NSCLC, and the tumor sensi-
tivity to radiotherapy may affect individual prognoses of NSCLC. However, predictable
signatures related to the radiotherapy response are still limited [31]. The importance of
upregulation, enhanced activation, and critical signature of the PI3K/Akt/mTOR pathway
are well documented. Somatic mutations involving various parts of the display cascade
and gene enhancement have been shown in various cancers. Changes in PIK3CA have
been observed in 36% of hepatocellular cancers, 26% of breast, and 26% of colon cancers.
Low levels of PIK3CA mutations are seen in ovarian, gliomas, stomach, and lung cancers.
In NSCLC, the PI3K/Akt/mTOR pathway has been significantly implicated in both tumori-
genesis and disease progression. Several inhibitors of PI3K, Akt, and mTOR are currently
being developed and are in various stages of pre-clinical research and phase I clinical trials
in NSCLC [32].

The mechanism of action of EGFR is central to cell proliferation and survival [33]. Lig-
and activation of EGFR by epidermal growth factor or other ligands, leads to the activation
of several survival signaling pathways, including mitogen-activated protein kinase, phos-
phoinositide 3-kinase (PI3K)/AKT, and signal transducers and activators of transcriptional
signing cascades. NSCLC have been reported to show mutations in many oncogenes and
tumor suppressor genes, including EGFR, KRAS, and tumor protein 53 (TP53). NSCLC
cells express EGFR and its derivatives, which play a key role in the pathogenesis of lung
cancer [33], and therefore, the cell blockade of the EGFR signaling represents a promis-
ing cancer treatment strategy. Several studies have shown strong preclinical and clinical
evidence supporting the potential of targeting EGFR signaling to improve the antitumor
activity of ionizing radiation [34]. EGFR mutations have appeared to be more sensitive
to radiation therapy [6] than other mutations, but the history of EGFR-mutated tumors is
linked to frequent metastatic evolution. Indeed, in unresectable stage III EFGR-mutated
NSCLC patients, failure to radiation therapy treatment was related to spread out dis-
ease [7]. EGFR is a trans-membrane glycoprotein with an extracellular part that binds
growth factor proteins, and an intracellular part that have a tyrosine kinase domain. EGFR
activation induces cellular proliferation by a signaling pathway [35]. EGFR mutations
leading to the overexpression of EGFR proteins have been reported to induce carcinogene-
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sis in NSCLC [36]. EGFR tyrosine kinase inhibitors (TKI) such as Osimertinib have been
mainly used in metastatic patients, improving patient survival [37] with good responses
in brain metastasis [38]. Recently, the adjuvant treatment of EGFR TKI Osimertinib for
resected locally NSCLCs have been reported to improve overall survival and disease-free
survival [39]. Osimertinib appeared particularly efficient to prevent metastatic evolution in
the central nervous system as compared with other TKIs or chemotherapy [40]. Adjuvant
therapy with EGFR TKI, and particularly Osimertinib, is currently under investigation
in clinical trials to improve survival and prevent metastatic evolution in EGFR-mutated
locally unresectable stage III NSCLC patients treated by chemoradiotherapy [41]. The first
generation of EGFR TKIs such as Gefitinib or Erlotinib, in concomitant with chemoradio-
therapy, failed to improve efficacity in unresectable stage III NSCLCs [42,43]. The third
generation of EGFR TKIs, such as Almonertinib, might be more efficient in concomitant
with chemoradiotherapy and are currently being investigated in phase 2 clinical trials
(NCT04636593, NCT04952168).

KRAS mutations are involved in carcinogenesis with a frequency of 25–30% in
NSCLC [44,45]. KRAS protein is an intracellular submembrane GTPase enzyme that trans-
mits the signal from the EGFR located on the surface of cells by the hydrolysis of GTP into
GDP. This signal induces a transduction cascade leading to cell division. A simple mutation
of the KRAS gene (most often at codons 12 or 13) can induce constitutive activation of the
KRAS protein independently of the EGFR, inducing tumor growth [44]. KRAS mutations
are involved in resistance to radiation therapy [8]. In a retrospective study, patients with
stage III NSCLC treated with chemoradiotherapy had a poorer response to treatment in
case of KRAS mutation [9]. In NSCLC patients with brain metastases treated by encephalic
irradiation, KRAS mutations confer radioresistance [6]. The mechanisms of radioresistance
of mutated KRAS lung cancer cells are still relatively unknown. Radioresistance in mutated
KRAS lung cancers may be related to CSC properties [46]. In vitro studies and pathology
analysis of resected cancers showed that the KRAS mutation induced an overexpression
of RAD51, which is a recombinase protein involved in the repair of DNA damage (by the
homologous recombination mechanism), and so could lead to resistance to platinum salt
chemotherapy and radiotherapy [47]. The KRAS mutation via an EGFR-dependent path-
way promotes a chromatin condensation inducing radioresistance in NSCLC in vitro and
in vivo [46,48]. TKI targeting KRAS G12C mutated NSCLCs have been reported to induce
a good response as a second line treatment for metastatic patients [49]. Targeting KRAS
proteins in mutated NSCLCs might be interesting to improve the response to radiother-
apy. Some co-mutations occur frequently with KRAS mutations. One of these mutations,
the STK11 mutation has been reported to induce resistance of NSCLCs to treatment and
stem-cell-like properties [50] and might be also a target of interest.

2.3. Radioresistance Linked to the Modulation of the Immune Response

The Programmed cell Death protein 1 receptor (PD-1) is a T cell receptor that inhibits
the cytotoxic activity of these cells, avoiding autoimmune diseases. PD-1 interacts with
two ligands, PDL-1 and PDL-2, present on several types of cells membranes, such as
various immune cells, mesenchymal support cells, and vascular cells. The upregulation
of PDL-1 by tumor cells confers resistance to the immune system [51]. To reverse this
immune escape, anti PD-1/PDL-1 have been clinically developed in many types of tumor,
such as NSCLC [52]. PD-L1 expression was increased after conventionally fractionated
radiation in several studies [53–55], with an impact on the antitumor response to radia-
tion [55]. Radiotherapy may up-regulate PD-L1 expression through the phosphoinositide
3-kinase/AKT and signal transducer and activator of transcription 3 pathways. PD-L1 has
been reported also to stimulate cell migration and facilitate the epithelial–mesenchymal
transition process [55]. This radioresistance pathway could be overcome with anti PD-1
immunotherapies. Indeed, adjuvant anti-PD-L1 immunotherapy such as Durvalumab after
chemoradiotherapy in locally advanced NSCLCs improved survival [4].
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3. Therapeutic Approaches to Overcome Radioresistance in NSCLC
3.1. Dose Escalation and Dose Painting in Radiotherapy

Conventional radiotherapy associated with concomitant chemotherapy based on
platinum is the standard treatment for inoperable stage III NSCLC patients. Radiotherapy
in this indication usually delivers 60 to 66 Gy in 30 to 33 daily fractions of 2 Gy [2]. A phase
III trial in unresectable stage III NSCLCs tried to overcome radiation resistance by escalating
the dose at 74 Gy with an unexpected result due to toxicity: survival was worse in the
patient group treated with 74 Gy than in the patients group treated with 60 Gy [56]. An
escalating dose (from 70 to 90 Gy) increased cardiac toxicity and reduced survival despite
the antitumor benefit [57]. However, clinical studies have reported contradictory results
and some studies showed better survival with an individually adapted escalating dose
(84–102.9 Gy) approach based on predictive irradiated lung tissue volumes [58]. Despite
this personalized approach in escalating dose, survival remains poor with high toxicity.
Heterogeneous dose distribution guided by predictive markers of local radioresistance
in the tumor might represent the future of escalating schemes of radiotherapy. Several
clinical studies have investigated the efficacy of a limited escalating dose (boost) guided
by PET imaging (RTEP studies). A RTEP7 study is currently investigating the use of a
boost up to 74 Gy, limited to the tumor region remaining [18F]FDG hypermetabolic after
42 Gy (NCT02473133). This approach is named dose painting or biologically-guided dose
painting. [18F]FMISO appeared to have a different distribution without any correlation
with [18F]FDG and might conduce to different approaches of targeting hypoxia tumor
regions [59,60].

3.2. Concomitant and New Radiosensitizing Treatments

Since now, only chemotherapies based with platin salts are the concomitant treatments
associated with radiation therapy to treat unresectable stage III NSCLCs [2,61]. The additive
or synergistic effect as a radiosensitizer of platin salts is debated and the radiosentive effect
could be explained with implication of the ATM pathway [62]. Cisplatin was reported to
radiosentize in vitro in an NSCLC cell line such as H460 and to have no effect on other
NSCLCs such as A549 [62]. Several mechanisms could explain platin salt resistance in
NSCLCs such as the reduced intracellular accumulation of cisplatin, the enhanced drug
inactivation by metallothionine and glutathione, the increased repair activity of DNA
damage, and the altered expression of oncogenes and regulatory proteins [63]. New
therapies targeting DNA damages repair pathways such as poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase
inhibitors (PARPi) could enhance the response to chemoradiotherapy in NSCLC. The
poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase (PARP) are proteins implicated in the recognition and repair
of DNA damages [64]. So PARP inhibitors induce cell mortality by the accumulation of
DNA damages and act as a radiosensitizer in many in vitro and in vivo studies on several
cancer cell lines including NSCLC [65]. The PARPi radiosentisation ratio was comprised
between 1.1 and 1.62 in normoxia (21% O2) and could reach 2.87 in hypoxia conditions (1%
O2) in xenograft models [66]. PARPi and platin salts could also synergize in NSCLC [67].
So PARPi might represent an interesting association in chemoradiotherapy for unresectable
stage III NSCLCs, as suggested by a phase 2 clinical trial with Veliparib [68]. Furthermore,
PARPi alone or in association with radiation therapy could activate the antitumor immune
response and synergize with immunotherapies [69]. The association between a PARPi such
as Niraparib and radiation showed the activation of the antitumor immune response in
NSCLCs with an increase in CD8+ T lymphocytes, the activation of the STING/TBK1/TRF3
pathway, and the expression of chemokines such as CCL5, CXCL10, and cytokines such as
interferon β [70]. However, PARPi can induce hematologic toxicity such as neutropenia,
limiting its association with chemotherapy [71]. Nanoparticles administration of PARPi can
improve diffusion to the tumor due to their passive targeting ability on tumor tissue that
has an enhanced permeation and retention effect [72–74]. Therefore, PARPi nanoparticles
could enhance the radiosensitizing effect in NSCLC [75].
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3.3. Concomitant Immunotherapy

Radiotherapy can induce either immunosuppression or an antitumor immune re-
sponse depending on various parameters. Radiotherapy in a large field including lymph
nodes and vessels has been reported to induce lymphopenia in NSCLCs, depending of
the radiation dose and the radiation volumes [76–78]. This radiation impact on the T
lymphocytes, particularly with the daily fraction scheme of 2 Gy, can induce more failure
in disease control due to an immunosuppressive effect [79]. Hypofractionated radiother-
apy with high dose per fraction (6 to 10 Gy) such as stereotactic radiotherapy for early
stage NSCLCs, appeared to stimulate the immune response with immunogenic cell death
better than conventional radiotherapy with 2 Gy daily fractions [80]. Hypofractionated
radiotherapy in unresectable stage III NSCLCs delivers 55 to 66 Gy in 20 to 24 fractions of
2.75 Gy for example [81,82]. This schedule of radiotherapy could not induce the same effect
as stereotactic radiation that can spare more healthy tissues. Furthermore, conventional
radiotherapy could upregulate PD-L1 in NSLCs [53–55]. Concomitant immunotherapy
might counterbalance this immunosuppressive effect of chemoradiotherapy, in particular
anti PD-1 immunotherapy, as suggested in NSLC mice models [53–55]. AIRING (Acceler-
ated Radio-Immunotherapy for Lung Cancer) is a phase II clinical trial that is currently
investigating the potential association Nivolumab (an anti PD-1 immunotherapy) in associ-
ation with radiotherapy for patients who are not eligible for concomitant chemotherapy
(NCT04577638). However, concomitant immunotherapy, in particular anti CTLA-4 im-
munotherapy (Ipilimumab), can increase pulmonary toxicity [83]. Consolidation anti
PD-1 immunotherapy (Pembrolizumab) did not increase toxicity in a phase 2 trial [84]
and consolidation anti PD-L1 immunotherapy (Durvalumab) was well tolerated despite
a slight increase in pulmonary toxicity in the PACIFIC phase 3 trial [3], encouraging the
use of immunotherapy targeting the PD-1/PD-L1 axis with chemoradiotherapy. Many
trials currently investigate various protocols of checkpoint inhibitor immunotherapies (anti
PD-1, anti PD-L1, and anti CTLA-4) in induction, concomitant, or in consolidation with
chemoradiotherapy in unresectable stage III NSCLCs, as shown in Table 1.

3.4. Adjuvant Immunotherapy

Immunotherapy can also be used as a maintenance therapy after the end of the
chemoradiotherapy treatment. One of the first trials assessing maintenance therapy with
an immunotherapeutic agent is the cohort number four of the NCT00455572 trial, in
which patients presenting with cancer/testis antigen MAGE-A3-positive NSCLCs received
intramuscular injections of MAGE-A3 with the immunostimulant agent AS15. MAGE-A3 is
considered cancer-specific because the physiological cells expressing it, i.e., spermatogonia
and trophoblasts, cannot present epitopes because of the lack of major histocompatibility
complexes on these cells’ membranes. After injections, all the patients of the cohort were
seropositive for MAGE-A3-specific antibodies vs. 1/12 patients at baseline and 5/6 and
2/6 assessable patients that had MAGE-A3-specific CD4+ and CD8+, respectively, T-cells.
Efficacy has not been reported for this trial but a lack of efficacy using the same agent in a
different setting mandated the discontinuation of the investigations of this therapeutic [85].

Tecemotide, a synthetic lipopeptide derived from the mucin 1 (MUC1) sequence, was
assessed as a maintenance therapy for MUC1-positive NSCLCs after chemoradiotherapy, as
it was shown to induce a T-cell response in preclinical models and in patients. The START
trial (Stimulating Targeted Antigenic Response To non-small-cell lung cancer) was a phase
3 trial that randomized MUC1-positive NSCLC patients with at least a stable disease after
the initial chemoradiotherapy between maintenance tecemotide vs. a placebo. The trial
failed to achieve its primary endpoint with a median overall survival (OS) of 25.6 months
for tecemotide versus 22.3 months for placebo (HR = 0.88; p = 0.123) [86].
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Table 1. Clinical trials in unresectable stage III NSCLCs treated by radiotherapy with concomitant or induction checkpoint inhibitor immunotherapy.

NCT Number Acronym Status Induction Drug Concomitant Drug with Radiotherapy Consolidation Drug Phases Enrollment

NCT04765709 BRIDGE Not yet recruiting Durvalumab 1 plus
platinum-based chemotherapy

Durvalumab Durvalumab Phase 2 65

NCT02434081 NICOLAS Completed None Nivolumab 2 plus platinum-based
chemotherapy

Nivolumab Phase 2 94

NCT04577638 AIRING Recruiting None Nivolumab * Nivolumab Phase 2 60

NCT04003246 Active, not recruiting None Durvalumab Durvalumab Phase 2 50

NCT04230408 PACIFIC BRAZIL Recruiting Durvalumab plus
platinum-based chemotherapy

Durvalumab plus platinum-based
chemotherapy Durvalumab Phase 2 48

NCT03631784 KEYNOTE-799 Active, not recruiting Pembrolizumab 2 plus
platinum-based chemotherapy

Pembrolizumab plus platinum-based
chemotherapy Pembrolizumab Phase 2 217

NCT04085250 Recruiting Nivolumab plus
platinum-based chemotherapy

Nivolumab plus platinum-based
chemotherapy

Nivolumab or
observation Phase 2 264

NCT04982549 Recruiting None Durvalumab plus platinum-based
chemotherapy Durvalumab Phase 2 35

NCT03840902 Active, not recruiting

Bintrafusp alfa M7824 1 (bifunctional
fusion protein composed of a mAb
against PD-L1)
plus platinum-based chemotherapy

Bintrafusp alfa
M7824 Phase 2 168

NCT04364048 Recruiting Durvalumab platinum-based chemotherapy Durvalumab Phase 2 54

NCT04092283 Recruiting None Durvalumab plus platinum-based
chemotherapy Durvalumab Phase 3 660

NCT05128630 DEDALUS Recruiting Durvalumab plus
platinum-based chemotherapy

Durvalumab (with hypofractionated
radiation therapy) Durvalumab Phase 2 45

NCT02621398 Active, not recruiting None Pembrolizumab plus platinum-based
chemotherapy Pembrolizumab Phase 1 30
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Table 1. Cont.

NCT Number Acronym Status Induction Drug Concomitant Drug with Radiotherapy Consolidation Drug Phases Enrollment

NCT04202809 ESPADURVA Recruiting None Durvalumab plus platinum-based
chemotherapy Durvalumab Phase 2 90

NCT03801902 Active, not recruiting Durvalumab (2 weeks before
RT) Durvalumab Durvalumab Phase 1 22

NCT04372927 ADMIRAL Recruiting Durvalumab plus
platinum-based chemotherapy

Durvalumab plus platinum-based
chemotherapy (with Hypofractionated
Radiation Therapy)

Durvalumab Phase 2 40

NCT03999710 Recruiting Sequential chemotherapy Durvalumab Durvalumab Phase 2 53

NCT04776447 APOLO Recruiting Atezolizumab 1 Platinum-based chemotherapy Atezolizumab Phase 2 51

NCT04013542 Recruiting None Ipilimumab 3 and Nivolumab
Ipilimumab and
Nivolumab Phase 1 20

NCT04026412 ChekMate 73L Recruiting None
Ipilimumab and Nivolumab or
Nivolumab alone/plus platinum-based
chemotherapy

Nivolumab Phase 3 888

NCT05298423 Not yet recruiting None Pembrolizumab and Vibostolimab 4

plus platinum-based chemotherapy
Pembrolizumaband
Vibostolimab Phase 3 784

NCT04380636 Recruiting None Pembrolizumab plus platinum-based
chemotherapy

Pembrolizumab and
Olaparib 5 or placebo Phase 3 870

1: Anti PD-L1 immunotherapy (check point inhibitor). 2: Anti PD-1 immunotherapy (check point inhibitor). 3: Anti cytotoxic T-lymphocyte-associated protein 4 (CTLA-4) immunotherapy
(check point inhibitor). 4: Anti–T-cell immunoreceptor with Ig and ITIM domains (TIGIT) antibody (check point inhibitor). 5: Olaparib is a Poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase inhibitor
(PARPi). PARPi exert an antitumor activity by inhibiting DNA repair pathway. These treatments are used with chemotherapy and are investigated in combination with immunotherapy.
* Patients not eligible to concomitant chemotherapy. Data from Clinicaltrials.gov (accessed on 1 June 2022) with key words: Non small cell lung cancer stage 3; Radiotherapy. Only recent
studies referring to interventional treatment of checkpoint inhibitor immunotherapies used in induction or concomitant with radiotherapy in unresectable stage III NSCLC were listed.
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Durvalumab, an anti-PD-L1 antibody, has been assessed in the PACIFIC study, a
phase 3 trial evaluating maintenance with durvalumab for 1 year versus a placebo. The
trial showed improved progression free survival (PFS) (16.8 vs. 5.6 months) [3] and OS
(28.3 vs. 16.2 months) [87] favouring the durvalumab arm. These results were confirmed
with an updated 4 years OS rate of 49.6% for the durvalumab arm versus 36.3% for the
placebo arm [88]. Subgroup analysis showed that PDL-1-positive patients tend to derive
more benefit from this treatment than PDL-1-negative patients. Durvalumab maintenance
therapy is now part of the standard of care for stage III NSCLC patients who have at least a
stability after chemoradiotherapy.

Other anti-PD-1 agents such as Nivolumab and Pembrolizumab have been tested in
smaller phase 2 trials. Nivolumab has been assessed in the NICOLAS trial in concomitance
with chemoradiotherapy and in maintenance for a maximum of 1 year if the patient did
not progress at the end of it. Seventy-nine patients were enrolled, the median PFS and OS
were 12.7 months and 38.8 months, respectively [89]. A randomized phase 3 study versus a
placebo was designed but only eight patients were randomized because of the publication
of the PACIFIC study and giving a placebo to the patients was deemed unethical [90].
Pembrolizumab has been assessed in the HCRN LUN14-179 trial as a maintenance therapy
for a maximum of 1 year after chemoradiotherapy for patients with stage III NSCLC. A total
of 93 patients were enrolled, the median PFS and OS were 18.7 months and 35.8 months,
respectively (NCT02343952). There is a randomized versus placebo phase 2 trial ongoing
in Italy (NCT03379441).

Immunotherapies can also be used in association to try to prevent secondary resistance
to immunotherapy maintenance. COAST is a phase 2 trial that randomized in a 1:1:1
manner patients between durvalumab alone or in association with oleclumab, an anti-CD73
monoclonal antibody, or monalizumab, an anti-NKG2A monoclonal antibody, for up to
12 months of treatment. Median PFS was 6.3 months for durvalumab alone, 15.1 months
(HR = 0.65) for the durvalumab + monalizumab arm, and not reached (HR = 0.44) for
durvalumab + oleclumab [91]. These first results have to be analyzed with caution as the
durvalumab alone arm compares poorly with the results of the PACIFIC trial.

Finally, PD-1 inhibitors can be used in association with anti-TIGIT antibodies. Ongoing
phase 3 trials such as KEYVIBE-006 (NCT05298423) and SKYSCRAPER-03 (NCT04513925)
compare durvalumab with the combination of pembrolizumab and vibostolimab or the com-
bination of atezolizumab and tiragolumab, respectively, for up to 12 months of treatment.

3.5. New Irradiation Techniques: Hadrontherapy

One of the simplest ways to combat tumor radioresistance is of course to increase
the dose delivered to tumors. But toxicity, as mentioned above, represents a limit that
is difficult to overcome. Nevertheless, this approach has already proven its usefulness,
as shown by the use of techniques that have ballistic qualities that allow higher doses to
the target thanks to more precise conformation capacities and an improved protection of
nearby organs at risk. A first step has been taken in this field by the generalization of IGRT
with intensity modulation (IMRT and VMAT), which has made it possible to climb a step
in terms of the delivered dose by increasing it by approximately 10 to 20% (increased from
55–60 Gy to 66 Gy for example) for the same or even lower toxicities [56].

But other advances based on the physical qualities of radiation are possible. Thus, we
can use radiation that has no exit beam such as charged particles beams, as protontherapy,
which represents a new step in the escalation of tumor doses particularly studied in the
context of lung tumors [92]. Some clinical studies, using prontherapy in unresectable stage
III NSCLCs, completed or currently recruiting, have been reported in Table 2.
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Table 2. Trials in unresectable stage III NSCLCs treated by protontherapy.

NCT Number Status Interventions Phases Enrollment Results

NCT00495170 Completed

PT with concomitant chemotherapy
(Carboplatin + Paclitaxel)

Phase 2 64

Median OS was 26.5 months.
Rates of grade 2 and 3 acute esophagitis were 18 (28%)
and 5 (8%), respectively.
Acute grade 2 pneumonitis occurred in one (2%) patient.

74 Gy (RBE) 2 Gy/fraction for
37 fractions

NCT01993810 Recruiting

Arm 1: RT with concomitant
chemotherapy

Phase 3 330
Arm 2: PT with concomitant
chemotherapy (Carboplatin + Paclitaxel)

NCT01629498 Recruiting

Arm 1: IMRT with concomitant
chemotherapy

Phase 1|Phase 2 100
Arm 2: IMPT with concomitant
chemotherapy

NCT01770418 Active, not recruiting

PT with concomitant chemotherapy:
Dose Level 1: 60 Gy (RBE) at 2.5 Gy(RBE)
per fraction × 24 fractions
Dose Level 2: 60 Gy (RBE) at 3 Gy (RBE)
per fraction × 20 fractions
Dose Level 3: 60.01 Gy (RBE) at 3.53 Gy
(RBE) per fraction × 17 fractions
Dose Level 4: 60 Gy (RBE) at 4 Gy (RBE)
per fraction × 15 fractions

Phase 1|Phase 2 32

NCT02172846 Completed
Hypofractionated PT (60 Gy in 15
fractions) with concomitant
chemotherapy (Carboplatin + Paclitaxel)

Phase 1 23 Acute grade 2 esophagitis in seven patients (35%) and
grade 2 pneumonitis in one patient (5%).

NCT04432142 Recruiting

Cohort one: RT with concomitant
chemotherapy and Durvalumab in
consolidation treatment Observational:

Immune changes
induced by PT or RT

80
Cohort two: PT with concomitant
chemotherapy and Durvalumab in
consolidation treatment

IMPT = Intensity-Modulated Protontherapy; PT = protontherapy; RBE = relative biological effectiveness; RT = radiotherapy with photons X. Data from Clinicaltrials.gov (accessed on 1
June 2022) with key words: Non small cell lung cancer stage 3; Radiotherapy or Protontherapy.
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An additional step consists of matching the ballistic capabilities of the radiotherapy
devices and the tumor biology [93]. Thus, the possibility of specifically defining the
radioresistance characteristics of tumors, in particular by the presence of hypoxia zones,
makes it possible to deliver localized dose increments in hypoxic/radioresistant zones by
the dose painting technique mentioned above. But this technique is supposed to know at
each session (therefore each day) where these areas of hypoxia are located in the tumor and
to adapt the treatment to them in real time. The means to do this do not yet exist but an
approach using a combination of a PET camera and a Linac could be interesting [94].

Finally, approaches based on even more innovative irradiation methods to force tumor
radioresistance in a less discriminating way than by the daily imaging of hypoxia or
other markers of radioresistance, could come from the use of hadrontherapy. Indeed,
hadrontherapy introduces an additional notion of relative biological efficacy that is higher
than X-rays in their ability to destroy tumors [95].

Actually, all radiotherapy techniques using ionizing radiation are based on the same
mechanisms. Namely, the production of powerful oxidizing radicals by the radiolysis of
water in tissues and cells. These radicals are responsible for most of the molecular damages
to DNA that are essentially, regarding the types to be considered for cell lethality, complex
damages often summarized by the term of DNA double-strand breaks.

Nevertheless, a certain number of distinctions at the nanometric scale can be made
between the different types of radiations, particularly in terms of ionization density along
the trajectories crossing the tumors. X-rays (photons) produce very diffuse ionizations
causing few complex damages relatively distant from each other, producing very diffuse
oxidative stress that effectively stimulates the cellular defenses. Thus, as mentioned previ-
ously, X-rays can stimulate EMT and reinforce the CSC phenotype and therefore induce
their own radioresistance [96].

Conversely, ions such as protons (protontherapy) or heavier ions (hadrontherapy)
obtained from carbon, oxygen, or helium atoms will cause very high ionization densities
(100 to 1000 times more important than X-rays [97]) bringing a lot of complex damages
close to each other in the very interior of the cell nucleus leading to irreversible damages
capable of exceeding the radioresistance capacities of the cells. In addition, the grouping of
ionizations along the trajectories, less numerous at an equal dose for the ions, considerably
reduces the intracellular oxidative stress [96]. Thus, for cells surviving irradiation by ions,
the cellular defense reactions elicited by irradiation will be much weaker than for X-rays.
These two characteristics: greater physical efficiency and less capacity to stimulate tumor
radioresistance, mean that ion therapy may have a greater efficacy on radioresistant tumors
compared to X-rays. It is very likely that the very characteristics of tumor stem cells can
explain this property and one can imagine that the in-depth analysis of tumors, possibly
their greater or lesser richness in CSCs, can also ultimately be a guiding factor towards
irradiation by ions rather than by photons.

Thus, faced with the various oncological situations of radioresistance, hadrontherapy
represents a hope of progress in terms of the locoregional treatment of conceptually rather
simple implementation.

However, the progression of the local control can always be discussed if the tumor
evolution remains strongly marked by the metastatic evolution. Nevertheless, it should be
kept in mind that local control remains essential for any hope of a cure, and that the primary
tumor represents a cellular reservoir capable of producing variants resistant to successive
systemic treatments. In addition, advances in systemic treatments and even the synergies
between these systemic treatments and radiotherapy, in particular as for the forcing of the
immune checkpoints, are approaches that reinforce the interest of locoregional treatment
by radiotherapy [98].

4. Conclusions

As our knowledge increases in understanding the biological mechanisms of NSCLC
resistance to chemoradiotherapy, we can assess some strategies to improve the survival
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of patients. New radiosensitizing treatments have emerged recently such as PARPi that
might improve the response to chemoradiotherapy in NSCLCs [68], but efficacity seems
limited. New TKI targeting specific mutated NSCLCs could play an important role in asso-
ciation with chemoradiotherapy [8–10,41,49], but we must be careful due to the potential
increase in lung toxicities [99], particularly with use of adjuvant or concomitant anti PD-1
immunotherapies [100]. Furthermore, TKI used as treatments for NSCLC currently target
only driver oncogenes in a limited number of patients (less than 50%) [101]. The antitumor
immune system is essential to control cancer [102], and immunotherapy is now a standard
treatment in NSCLCs [52]. Adjuvant immunotherapy can induce more lung toxicities after
chemoradiotherapy [3], questioning the possibility of its concomitant association. New
modalities of radiotherapy such as proton irradiation sparing more healthy lung or heart
tissues could be promising to combine radiotherapy and immunotherapy [92,103,104].
Escalating the photon or ion irradiation dose in a limited hypoxic area guided by PET
imaging might also represent an interesting strategy to increase efficacity on the CSCs and
improve tumor control [60,94,105]. Taken together, all these strategies give hope to improve
survival for unresectable stage III NSCLC patients in the near future.

Author Contributions: Original draft preparation, M.C. and F.C.; writing, M.C., J.M., H.C., D.L.,
R.G., P.D., J.B. and F.C.; review and editing, M.C. and F.C.; project administration, M.C. and F.C.;
funding acquisition, M.C. and F.C. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by a grant from the «Ligue contre le cancer, Comité de Seine-
Maritime», project IKAR, 2022–2023.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Ferlay, J.; Soerjomataram, I.; Dikshit, R.; Eser, S.; Mathers, C.; Rebelo, M.; Parkin, D.M.; Forman, D.; Bray, F. Cancer Incidence and

Mortality Worldwide: Sources, Methods and Major Patterns in GLOBOCAN 2012. Available online: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov/25220842/ (accessed on 2 December 2020).

2. Aupérin, A.; Le Péchoux, C.; Rolland, E.; Curran, W.J.; Furuse, K.; Fournel, P.; Belderbos, J.; Clamon, G.; Ulutin, H.C.; Paulus, R.;
et al. Meta-analysis of concomitant versus sequential radiochemotherapy in locally advanced non-small-cell lung cancer. J. Clin.
Oncol. 2010, 28, 2181–2190. [CrossRef]

3. Antonia, S.J.; Villegas, A.; Daniel, D.; Vicente, D.; Murakami, S.; Hui, R.; Yokoi, T.; Chiappori, A.; Lee, K.H.; De Wit, M.; et al.
Durvalumab after chemoradiotherapy in stage III non-small-cell lung cancer. N. Engl. J. Med. 2017, 377, 1919–1929. [CrossRef]

4. Gray, J.E.; Villegas, A.; Daniel, D.; Vicente, D.; Murakami, S.; Hui, R.; Kurata, T.; Chiappori, A.; Lee, K.H.; Cho, B.C.; et al.
Three-Year Overall Survival with Durvalumab after Chemoradiotherapy in Stage III NSCLC-Update from PACIFIC. Available
online: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31622733/ (accessed on 2 December 2020).

5. Oberije, C.; De Ruysscher, D.; Houben, R.; van de Heuvel, M.; Uyterlinde, W.; Deasy, J.; Belderbos, J.; Dingemans, A.-M.C.;
Rimner, A.; Din, S.; et al. A Validated prediction model for overall survival from stage III non-small cell lung cancer: Toward
survival prediction for individual patients. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 2015, 92, 935–944. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Arrieta, O.; Ramírez-Tirado, L.; Caballe-Perez, E.; Mejia-Perez, A.; Zatarain-Barrón, Z.L.; Cardona, A.F.; Lozano-Ruíz, F.; Segura-
González, M.; Cruz-Rico, G.; Maldonado, F.; et al. Response rate of patients with baseline brain metastases from recently
diagnosed non-small cell lung cancer receiving radiotherapy according to EGFR, ALK and KRAS mutation status. Thorac. Cancer
2020, 11, 1026–1037. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Nakamura, M.; Kageyama, S.-I.; Niho, S.; Okumura, M.; Hojo, H.; Motegi, A.; Nakamura, N.; Zenda, S.; Yoh, K.; Goto, K.; et al.
Impact of EGFR mutation and ALK translocation on recurrence pattern after definitive chemoradiotherapy for inoperable stage
III non-squamous non-small-cell lung cancer. Clin. Lung Cancer 2019, 20, e256–e264. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Gurtner, K.; Kryzmien, Z.; Koi, L.; Wang, M.; Benes, C.H.; Hering, S.; Willers, H.; Baumann, M.; Krause, M. Radioresistance of
KRAS/TP53-mutated lung cancer can be overcome by radiation dose escalation or EGFR tyrosine kinase inhibition in vivo. Int. J.
Cancer 2019, 147, 472–477. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Yagishita, S.; Horinouchi, H.; Sunami, K.S.; Kanda, S.; Fujiwara, Y.; Nokihara, H.; Yamamoto, N.; Sumi, M.; Shiraishi, K.; Kohno,
T.; et al. Impact of KRAS mutation on response and outcome of patients with stage III non-squamous non-small cell lung cancer.
Cancer Sci. 2015, 106, 1402–1407. [CrossRef]

10. Marabese, M.; Ganzinelli, M.; Garassino, M.C.; Shepherd, F.A.; Piva, S.; Caiola, E.; Macerelli, M.; Bettini, A.; Lauricella, C.; Floriani,
I.; et al. KRAS mutations affect prognosis of non-small-cell lung cancer patients treated with first-line platinum containing
chemotherapy. Oncotarget 2015, 6, 34014–34022. [CrossRef]

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25220842/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25220842/
http://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2009.26.2543
http://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1709937
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31622733/
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2015.02.048
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25936599
http://doi.org/10.1111/1759-7714.13359
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32072746
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cllc.2019.02.021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30926356
http://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.32598
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31359406
http://doi.org/10.1111/cas.12740
http://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.5607


Cancers 2022, 14, 2829 13 of 17

11. Rivera, S.; Rivera, C.; Loriot, Y.; Hennequin, C.; Vozenin, M.-C.; Deutsch, E. Cancer stem cells: A new target for lung cancer
treatment. Cancer Radiother. 2011, 15, 355–364. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Liu, F.; Zhang, Y.; Lu, M.; Wang, C.; Li, Q.; Gao, Y.; Mu, D.; Cao, Y.; Li, M.; Meng, X. Nestin servers as a promising prognostic
biomarker in non-small cell lung cancer. Am. J. Transl. Res. 2017, 9, 1392–1401.

13. Herreros-Pomares, A.; De-Maya-Girones, J.D.; Calabuig-Fariñas, S.; Lucas, R.; Martínez, A.; Pardo-Sánchez, J.M.; Alonso, S.;
Blasco, A.; Guijarro, R.; Martorell, M.; et al. Lung tumorspheres reveal cancer stem cell-like properties and a score with prognostic
impact in resected non-small-cell lung cancer. Cell Death Dis. 2019, 10, 660. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Tsolou, A.; Lamprou, I.; Fortosi, A.-O.; Liousia, M.; Giatromanolaki, A.; Koukourakis, M.I. ‘Stemness’ and ‘senescence’ related
escape pathways are dose dependent in lung cancer cells surviving post irradiation. Life Sci. 2019, 232, 116562. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

15. Gomez-Casal, R.; Bhattacharya, C.; Ganesh, N.; Bailey, L.; Basse, P.; Gibson, M.; Epperly, M.; Levina, V. Non-small cell lung cancer
cells survived ionizing radiation treatment display cancer stem cell and epithelial-mesenchymal transition phenotypes. Mol.
Cancer 2013, 12, 94. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Choi, J.; Ko, E.J.; Ju, E.J.; Park, S.S.; Park, J.; Shin, S.H.; Jang, S.J.; Lee, J.S.; Song, S.Y.; Jeong, S.-Y.; et al. Characterization of sphere
cells derived from a patient-derived xenograft model of lung adenocarcinoma treated with ionizing radiation. Int. J. Radiat. Biol.
2020, 96, 1413–1422. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Wang, P.; Wan, W.-W.; Xiong, S.-L.; Feng, H.; Wu, N. Cancer stem-like cells can be induced through dedifferentiation under
hypoxic conditions in glioma, hepatoma and lung cancer. Cell Death Discov. 2017, 3, 16105. [CrossRef]

18. Khoshinani, H.M.; Afshar, S.; Najafi, R. Hypoxia: A double-edged sword in cancer therapy. Cancer Investig. 2016, 34, 536–545.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Bollineni, V.R.; Wiegman, E.M.; Pruim, J.; Groen, H.J.; Langendijk, J.A. Hypoxia imaging using positron emission tomography in
non-small cell lung cancer: Implications for radiotherapy. Cancer Treat. Rev. 2012, 38, 1027–1032. [CrossRef]

20. Byers, L.A.; Diao, L.; Wang, J.; Saintigny, P.; Girard, L.; Peyton, M.; Shen, L.; Fan, Y.; Giri, U.; Tumula, P.K.; et al. An epithelial–
mesenchymal transition gene signature predicts resistance to EGFR and PI3K inhibitors and identifies axl as a therapeutic target
for overcoming EGFR inhibitor resistance. Clin. Cancer Res. 2012, 19, 279–290. [CrossRef]

21. Lamouille, S.; Xu, J.; Derynck, R. Molecular mechanisms of epithelial–mesenchymal transition. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2014, 15,
178–196. [CrossRef]

22. Dongre, A.; Weinberg, R.A. New insights into the mechanisms of epithelial-mesenchymal transition and implications for cancer.
Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 2018, 20, 69–84. [CrossRef]

23. Mittal, V. Epithelial mesenchymal transition in tumor metastasis. Annu. Rev. Pathol. 2018, 13, 395–412. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
24. Wang, L.; Tong, X.; Zhou, Z.; Wang, S.; Lei, Z.; Zhang, T.; Liu, Z.; Zeng, Y.; Li, C.; Zhao, J.; et al. Circular RNA hsa_circ_0008305

(circPTK2) inhibits TGF-β-induced epithelial-mesenchymal transition and metastasis by controlling TIF1γ in non-small cell lung
cancer. Mol. Cancer 2018, 17, 140. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Koh, Y.W.; Han, J.-H.; Haam, S.; Jung, J. ALDH1 expression correlates with an epithelial-like phenotype and favorable prognosis
in lung adenocarcinoma: A study based on immunohistochemistry and mRNA expression data. J. Cancer Res. Clin. Oncol. 2019,
145, 1427–1436. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Tu, Z.; Xie, S.; Xiong, M.; Liu, Y.; Yang, X.; Tembo, K.M.; Huang, J.; Hu, W.; Huang, X.; Pan, S.; et al. CXCR4 is involved in
CD133-induced EMT in non-small cell lung cancer. Int. J. Oncol. 2016, 50, 505–514. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Kang, J.; Kim, E.; Kim, W.; Seong, K.M.; Youn, H.; Kim, J.W.; Kim, J.; Youn, B. Rhamnetin and cirsiliol induce radiosensitization
and inhibition of Epithelial-Mesenchymal Transition (EMT) by miR-34a-mediated suppression of notch-1 expression in non-small
cell lung cancer cell lines. J. Biol. Chem. 2013, 288, 27343–27357. [CrossRef]

28. Kwon, O.-S.; Hong, S.-K.; Kwon, S.-J.; Go, Y.-H.; Oh, E.; Cha, H.-J. BCL2 induced by LAMTOR3/MAPK is a druggable target of
chemoradioresistance in mesenchymal lung cancer. Cancer Lett. 2017, 403, 48–58. [CrossRef]

29. Yuan, Y.; Liao, H.; Pu, Q.; Ke, X.; Hu, X.; Ma, Y.; Luo, X.; Jiang, Q.; Gong, Y.; Wu, M.; et al. miR-410 induces both epithelial–
mesenchymal transition and radioresistance through activation of the PI3K/mTOR pathway in non-small cell lung cancer. Signal
Transduct. Target. Ther. 2020, 5, 85. [CrossRef]

30. Liu, L.; Zhu, H.; Liao, Y.; Wu, W.; Liu, L.; Wu, Y.; Sun, F.; Lin, H.-W. Inhibition of Wnt/β-catenin pathway reverses multi-drug
resistance and EMT in Oct4+/Nanog+ NSCLC cells. Biomed. Pharmacother. 2020, 127, 110225. [CrossRef]

31. Ma, Q.; Geng, K.; Xiao, P.; Zeng, L. Identification and prognostic value exploration of radiotherapy sensitivity-associated genes in
non-small-cell lung Cancer. BioMed Res. Int. 2021, 2021, 5963868. [CrossRef]

32. Tan, A.C. Targeting the PI3K/Akt/mTOR pathway in non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC). Thorac. Cancer 2020, 11, 511–518.
[CrossRef]

33. Choi, E.J.; Ryu, Y.K.; Kim, S.Y.; Wu, H.G.; Kim, J.S.; Kim, I.H.; Kim, I.A. Targeting epidermal growth factor receptor–associated
signaling pathways in non-small cell lung cancer cells: Implication in radiation response. Mol. Cancer Res. 2010, 8, 1027–1036.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Sartor, C.I. Epidermal growth factor family receptors and inhibitors: Radiation response modulators. Semin. Radiat. Oncol. 2003,
13, 22–30. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Bethune, G.; Bethune, D.; Ridgway, N.; Xu, Z. Epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR) in lung cancer: An overview and update.
J. Thorac. Dis. 2010, 2, 48–51. [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.canrad.2011.03.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21664165
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-019-1898-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31506430
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.lfs.2019.116562
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31201845
http://doi.org/10.1186/1476-4598-12-94
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23947765
http://doi.org/10.1080/09553002.2020.1793019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32856972
http://doi.org/10.1038/cddiscovery.2016.105
http://doi.org/10.1080/07357907.2016.1245317
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27824512
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ctrv.2012.04.003
http://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-12-1558
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrm3758
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41580-018-0080-4
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-pathol-020117-043854
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29414248
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12943-018-0889-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30261900
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00432-019-02906-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30923946
http://doi.org/10.3892/ijo.2016.3812
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28000861
http://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M113.490482
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2017.05.019
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41392-020-0182-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopha.2020.110225
http://doi.org/10.1155/2021/5963868
http://doi.org/10.1111/1759-7714.13328
http://doi.org/10.1158/1541-7786.MCR-09-0507
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20587532
http://doi.org/10.1053/srao.2003.50003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12520461
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22263017


Cancers 2022, 14, 2829 14 of 17

36. Inamura, K.; Ninomiya, H.; Ishikawa, Y.; Matsubara, O. Is the epidermal growth factor receptor status in lung cancers reflected in
clinicopathologic features? Arch. Pathol. Lab. Med. 2010, 134, 66–72. [CrossRef]

37. Ramalingam, S.S.; Vansteenkiste, J.; Planchard, D.; Cho, B.C.; Gray, J.E.; Ohe, Y.; Zhou, C.; Reungwetwattana, T.; Cheng, Y.;
Chewaskulyong, B.; et al. Overall survival with osimertinib in untreated, EGFR-mutated advanced NSCLC. N. Engl. J. Med. 2020,
382, 41–50. [CrossRef]

38. Reungwetwattana, T.; Nakagawa, K.; Cho, B.C.; Cobo, M.; Cho, E.K.; Bertolini, A.; Bohnet, S.; Zhou, C.; Lee, K.H.; Nogami, N.;
et al. CNS response to osimertinib versus standard epidermal growth factor receptor tyrosine kinase inhibitors in patients with
untreated EGFR-mutated advanced non-small-cell lung cancer. J. Clin. Oncol. 2018, 36, 3290–3297. [CrossRef]

39. Wu, Y.-L.; John, T.; Grohe, C.; Majem, M.; Goldman, J.W.; Kim, S.-W.; Kato, T.; Laktionov, K.; Vu, H.V.; Wang, Z.; et al. Postoperative
chemotherapy use and outcomes from ADAURA: Osimertinib as adjuvant therapy for resected EGFR-mutated NSCLC. J. Thorac.
Oncol. 2021, 17, 423–433. [CrossRef]

40. Xu, S.-T.; Xi, J.-J.; Zhong, W.-Z.; Mao, W.-M.; Wu, L.; Shen, Y.; Liu, Y.-Y.; Chen, C.; Cheng, Y.; Xu, L.; et al. The unique spatial-
temporal treatment failure patterns of adjuvant gefitinib therapy: A post hoc analysis of the ADJUVANT trial (CTONG 1104). J.
Thorac. Oncol. 2018, 14, 503–512. [CrossRef]
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