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BERET AT R IT R UK A T AR [3-4], T RR T &
R K52k (EGFR) J: K 98A% [ 56 A1 1] A2 P K 4 g
MRS (ALK B E A EE[7]. AW, ik
TG — SRR, ALHEAS [F) (A S S AN 5 ) 3R 15
fif Z45[8-9] f ki A sUHMHIF (ICD #HERE F Tt &
H10]. BRI, AT KL 20% (1K)l B 5 67 6
7o B il S5 3 i 2 HL ) LA R .

Il PR AT SH AR T 25 i oG B o SR VR AP e
i RFRAEY) (PDX) CRCN—FIAER IR AR AT R S8, B
% 2 FF 2 AR MR I 2 - 8% RN 4 S0 B A R (11—
12]. 1 H, ¥ — A8 8 G g% e /N R [FR 9 NOD/Shi-scid
F4i/ -2 %24k (IL-2R) y™' (NOG) /PDX /)RR ]I4E
TESE 40 A 3R -2 52 AR 3L [~y B A 22 A G 40 [ 40 T 20
M. BAHML. HARFZM (NK) 4. EMEgi. »9OR
M IR, BN N R R AR G VR T PDX AR L B
UFIEPE[13]. 58 BRORIAL S8 i B DA ) B (SCID)
NEHEEE, NOG /N RUZEICT. T4k 1 T 40 A7 (ACT)
A Al eI TT I S R I R 8 77, RO R
THTHEAEM (TIL) 7 PALE SRR AT G 3% 228
HEEIH A [14-15],

R, PDX &AL KT (20%~40%) [16—
18] FH TV 7. 1) PDX 5 Ji 43 Ji 8 2 ) 9ix ) 32 [R] 9 A8 AN — £
MR RAEFE (10%~20%) [19-20]5& —MHF 7T R 784
() . BT A2 B PDX RS (1 7 SRAERT . #ED7, HRA
i en[21], PR IR 3 2 R A 1 A — Sk TR AN B
AR E R UE — MRFRR . Af, ZMEE, 6
FaPER . WS PREAE . MR-MREL - (TNMD 2
1. MR g MR RE AR BRI EGFR B RAE, O uE
A 5 b DR N SR A 5[ 17-18,22] KT iX S8 R &K 2 15
BT PDX AL (JEFLAENOG /R 2 7 fAAL) Hri
BB DR AR 1) — S5 (14 ] e AR AR B IE . ASHI FUAE AL
#ES] (ML) 5y, G2 FEEHEIE (LR, XFF
FEHL (SVMD I IHRHEE R (SVM-RFE). 6 B2 1 58 ok
W (GBDT) MG RUDEOE RFFHE A (SMOTE), #37
T T NOG/PDX 1 84 15 5 35 i Jg 22 1] 9% 5 4k PR R AR A —
;AT E (ED.

2. MBS T

2.1, BREFEAR

53 451 i 5 1 M et 4 23 S 4 A i it 2018 4 8 H %2019
10 A Bl MAIER ChED #4710 E AL E
i (CD 5l F&EMER (CT-PLB) . #hE 45 i ks

(LNB) iy fis 2 jIRSREL . A B S92 it 1 45 1 Jn 1
FE, BECREMGEHLALH TR AARRET
g T R R B AR BV AT R R ke (kS NO
K18-203) . Bk, AHFFTIZIE 1964 F (R /R FEE F)
P BARAEIEAT .

2.2. HEFE M £

B4 YRR (TBB). CT-PLB A1 LNB Ui 3k (1 41
Uy =, BB — YK 50~100 mm’ I fr, BB
% ¥ Bambanker $5 77 & (77§ H 3% 5 : BBHOl: Nippon
Genetics, Japan), X5 PRAFFE R A B 20\ S LR /s
BUIRIN . 05 BT SE RN R A R, HI T DNA/RNA 2
Bo 458 =M T A oA /R B Ak [ s A B3 (FFPE)
U1 AT B 22 PP A

2.3, S g s AR R P 1) £

A R JE ARV (MPE) 1) 8 R85 57 4 B i ik 1)
JIEIAT o I 7R L 200~1000 mL i AR
L3000 r-min™" f38 5 B 0FE 10 min, SRS 2T AR &R
ZZpfiEh/K (PBS) 1. f# M Ficoll-Paque PLUS (GE Health-
care Bio-Sciences, Sweden) 1 i % J& 56 & 50 0o v MFEAS (]
MRS MR, HPBSIEMEE, £8 10% a4 MiF
(FBS; Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) F110 ng-mL™"' 3 7k
K KF (EGF) ffJRoswell Park Memorial Institute (RPMI)
-1640 FIEFRMIRANNL, U1 x 10°~ 2 x 10°DMHfU/AR -

2.4. NOG/PDX #37.

AW T B IR B4 S 56 ¥ AR LA B4 B AT A A

R (JACUC) Mfa TN . £ 6~8 J& i i1 NOG /)y
Bl (Charles River, China) & . PDX LAY, K414 1R H 21
TE37 °C MR, FFEE R A NOG /R 1T Bk
(FFANHEFEA n = 4~5) . [AIRS, 7EPBS i ¥ A MPE
BRI — R, RGN (5106 ML) R
NOG /MR EIA EM (B4 MPEFEAR n = 4~5)

FE W14 b IR AN NOG /) SR 4EHF 120 %, &% A &
— W RN A BLR ARG E AR (TV): TV =
(KX ) 2 (KEERNRKER, 105 N
FEA) . 28Kk # 700~800 mm® I, Xf 5 Fh#4 i
JHgRg BEAT AL AR, ASHIE S8 A 1K) PDX B SRS 34K (P3)
RS (PS) . B IRAE AT PDX MR 7 25 i =3
B — BN — HNOG /MR AT A0, H 58 Bk
BEAT SRR R A%, F-T DNA/RNA $28. Ko =He i+
A2 BCFFPE VI HEA T BE % DAl

I A 2044 BERN S 00 35 44 R it i IR} I2 B A 3R/ VF
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CatBoost

Stratified random sampling generates '
100 training groups (n = 42) and 100 :
testing groups (n = 11) :

1

1
- SMOTE generates ten matching samples |
by random data replication and adds !
them into every training group :

1
Establish formulas or classifiers in 100 |
original training groups or 100 proceeded |
training groups by SMOTE .

1
Compare the performance of different !
models among 100 testing groups !

1

B 1. &7 JiE NOG/PDX MR I ML R 78 B it S 7 o A S WIE ML Z 34 (CT) 51 S & EINER (CT-PLB). #REL45 5k (LNB)
SO i o R SR e 42, RN AT AU AN NOG /N R AR o BiIh 37 53 A~ NOG/PDX L8 5, BT PDX H 4, SRE AT IR ARAE 4T
(H&E) Yoo L FERNIFE, ESE PDX AL (1 FE 20 2 15 5 50 5 R AH LS . SRJE . B HE 10 17 I AR B4R R4 N = A0 ML 7 #:——LR. SVM-RFE
FIGBDT H1. ZJ5, XX =FiRlt47 7 SFrdyk, T REAE EEUEN (AIC) MIZEP LR, /M 48 FE A7 (LASSO) -LR. SVM-
RFE. Mot 158 (XGBoost) i & 3 5 Al 73 24F4E  (CatBoost), 7EFATA 53 MEARHUEBEEHFRAE. BTk, B B AEK T 1004
WGRAF 100 ANPRAL . B T SMOTE, AR T 10 4NE L M85, IR SR AH, HEILRnEaMIZGa T, &5, i TH

BRI G55 1 45 S B
AR A HEERI BT ST .

2.5. DNA FIIRNA #2251

it it 40 R0 PDX AL VAT B AT 2, A ORI R 4
o5 P 9RE 1 80% LA L, DNA $2HUR A A2 25 W S5k (0 Ji g 38
H. f#H QIAamp DNA KK L55 £ (Qiagen-51306, Ger-
many) M &7 2H LR A SR EUEE R 41 DNA . { A Nano-

drop ND-1000 UV/VIS 43 )% )% £ it (Thermo Scientific,
USA) 72 DNA FE i I N4 fE . 8 1% B AR E e
LUK i A DNA F B S5E B . o DNAWRE I3 — b &
20 ng- L™, JEAE20 CCTHEAFEEMH . WLy AR
PERA RS (ARMS) FIRAL & S i 5 G HHE I S
(PCR) ffiik EGFR (AMEF 18 19, 20 F121) Fl ALK fil
& (EML4-ALK) 1) “# 37 (hot spot) T4,

TN SN



4

2.6. FE R R VC AL RIS L 1 2 X

AT FUKG FE R BLUT T 58 N PDX A8 A EGFR fTALK
(M RAF T RN 3 e AR ] o ST =P (R B A A -
O B R IR K B0 R R AR AE PDX B R R A7 e, QFE
PDX 58 AR B SX BN L PR T AR, T 76 AH B A 3 R AR A
F; QURBNEE N RASCE PDX AL AA S 2B A B, {2
PDX Y 5 S IKANHE R B A (B0 REA—3.

2.7. BlLés22]

2.7.1. BT AR AR AE B A FE P LR

RIS BB AE N CAIC) J2& VP 4 Ak BB AL 1) FE 4
R LL R AR5 AIC = -2/N x (log-likelihood) + 2K/
No N, NJRRBIECE; KRRl AR S i B n A
P WEISR (log-likelihood) MRS IR, HH
MG RS . S R “MASS” AR A%
AIC HEATIZ A LR,

2.7.2. B/ WA AL L T-LR

Yz HE P 72 A A LR b (g R AR 8 YN, e
NOFRERE (—FME, iR 1 RRFE Ch—8h).
HEMEREX, WIEEEREA BRI ED T
V=B, +BX, +BX, + B Xy + - + B X

W 20 B BN AU R PR 5T (LASSO) Alivh &
Bor oor B SE U SR HCBLIR B AN e S~y (Bt
Brx,+ -+ B ) +lgll +exp (By+x, + -+ fx)] 2 il T

}XﬂwAszo

X, 4> 0 /2 Pl il v A B K R S 5 (1L
ENERRBECE), SEhr 12l 3R A 858 X
BAIFE PR [23]. A T IR ZH LASSO il &, f#H TR
BAFF ) “glmnet” £,

2.7.3. SCRF AR AL A RAAETH R

SVM-RFE & — 4T SVM IR B BR U7 i, @i A
WIURFFAE AR e £ 1 RE S FE RO IR AR, Bt SRAE R
WRIE, IR MR AEYE Bl LA R AR 2R
itz —. AutsfERH 1 H T SVM-RFE (] Python % 1)
“sklearn. feature_selection” i, (N1% = “Zk#”, C=0.3),

2.7.4. Wi FE K o

A i 1 B 1 5 (XGBoost)  FH T~ i BF 2 >J I il AT
i 48 F XGBoost >k 73 2 Jx 3 & [K] 2R A% 52 75 £ PDX A5 1L Al
AR UL . AT U, B UOEAE G R 2,
XGboost ¥ F| Python %X {1 1) “xgboost” ., ZHwiF -

max_depth = 6, subsample = 1.0, min_child weight = 1.0,
v = 0.3, learning rate = 0.2, n_estimators = 100, colsam-

13 ”

ple bytree = 0.25, eval _metric = “auc”s

2.7.5. BhEERG SR AN FERFHE

GBDT 1) 55 — &k, RIS B2 38 9 A0 7y R A5 AIE
(CatBoost) % H TR Ak £ A0 0l TH e . ARHF 5T
fff i1 7 H T CatBoost [ Python % 4 ] “catboost” 1 .
CatBoost 1] £ Z £ 41 F : loss_function = “Logloss” ,
eval metric= “AUC” , learning rate = 0.1, depth = 6, itera-
tions = 100, border count = 20, subsample = 1.0, colsam-
ple bylevel = 1.0, random_strength = 0.7, scale pos weigh
t=1, reg lambda =10,

2.7.6. G EGE AR

SMOTE J& — ik KAE 772, 1% 77 VLR B SRR 732
I BEALECRE R I R R, R RS T
i . SMOTE 5.9 il Chawla 5 [24]1 4 WA H . X Fl7
VR I R R B - R R L AE . SMOTE 532
I SR IER I kBT, AR5 IE R BEALIE £ 1
k AR 2 (81 BT 75 1 B LUdE AT Bdl & .. — T A 50
FARAX, =X+ (X,—-X) x5, Hhx, REH BB
M X ANX AR kil AT P BE LBk I 1) S 451 R A T 4 A
W, Mo 0M 1 Z M ARENLE . ABFFH, ff A Py-
thon X {4 ) “smote variants” €14 SMOTE ¥ 1 53 4b
10 ABHPEFEAR BN 25505

2.7.7. B EFCRAE

TEAW L, ff F Python B4R 1) H BhiZ:, @ &
KEEXF 100 N INZRAL (n=35; 7T AAVLFELFEA A 28 4T
FCREAD) AT100 NN (n = 185 4 DN ASULHEL FE A AN
14N LECHEAS) HEAT 02 .

2.8. BERIVERE VI

N TR AE T T TR (R, THE T ARG
fabr (K Do

HHAT BT R

(D) HEHG = [FE B M5 (TP + 2 B i %
(TN) ]/[TP+TN B (FP) B2 (FND ]

KL AWTFPPERERE bR 5E X

Predicted True class

class Positive Negative

Positive True positive count (TP) False positive count (FP)
Negative False negative count (FN) True negative count (TN)




(2) K% Z="TP/ (TP +FP)

(3) HAZF=TP/(TP+FN)

(4 F1ilor= QxK#mE<HRBZE) / EHE+H
[m] 28

(5) Zik#E TAERERT 28 (ROC) DAER FH M 2 Sy b
LY TN VL G S ALY T8

@ Python 4] “sklearn. metrics” 11-% ROC HH £k
TR (AUC).

2.9. Giit o

R FH C 0T A5 AR ¢ 6 56 B 52 X e 2H A [ A5 204 () ) 12 e
AT T I B O o A 3 A e v e IR S5 i R T
% (SPSS, ffiA23.0; IBM SPSS, USA). R#fMF (A
3.1.0; R Core Team, USA) . MATLAB (kR & 7.12.0;
Mathworks, USA) F1 Python %44 (Jx4<2.7; Python Soft-
ware Foundation, USA) 17 . & K ¥ A GraphPad
Prism (Jit A% 8.0; GraphPad Software, USA) 4. it
RTINS, P <0.05 8% 57 Gl 2= 3o

2.10. THEHUACHS AT
AHIE T BT A B G B0 AR D F A LA X hk $R B
https://github.com/dddtgshmpmz/PDX.

3. 48

3.1. NOG/PDX A #Y ) g 37,
53 11 NSCLC #5110 — i i PR 75 224 G DL 32 A o

M ST MK S2. BEPALFER 662, 83.0% (44/53)
NHEME. =H1EE (5.7%) 2N TNM-1 8, HAfth &
H(94.3%) #iZWh TNM-3 15 TNM-34 1. 40 7] %
(75.5%) #1& W7 A NSCLC, H @ IRk 40 i & (SCO)
9fl. MsE (ADC) 1541, HARNSCLC 164, 134 E%
(24.5%) HSCLC. fEFTAFEA R, 10 B #H (18.9%)
HLFAE EGFREEIRAS, — B8 (1.9%) fF1EALK
Aie, HAQBIFEAR (792%) NIERBHL., MEEE
M 3941 (73.6%) -

3L CT-PLB 3£ 43 48 71 £ i (90.6%), i i LNB 3k
P (3.8%), i g i o fl IR 1R = (5.7%) .
39 Bl & (73.6%) FERFERIHERZ TIRYT, BT
(n=29). BEEERBABFINHIF] (TKD (n=8) FHZIRIT
(n=2), T14GlEHE (264%) KEZEMIAIT.

AT ST NI TG PDX A5 B 35 48 3 B 257 5 AIE S 2R
Ih@d r KN IE #) 700~800 mm®) ,  Fi A RS A A 4T
(H&E) Gt PDX SRR RMEY) B 1 . s i)
BNHEERIVT A2 84% (42/50) .

3.2, fHA 1—LR

3.2.1. BAR B BT 5 B R R AN UL BCAH SC R 2=

HARE LR 2 HT 2RI, PDX AR A 55 5% 7 o983 X 1 i [A]
RAAN MG Ry L (RE . L. A
LNB =k i fi % il 3% 5 . NSCLC (SCC B 4h) . EGFR %
AL HZRIREN IR TR BRAE R T BEAE R
b 15 58 Mh ZEH R T FIREAE TKIVGYT (2D,

R2  SIPUEH IORHER 17 A1 PRI HE 248 B (1) B AR 1 LR, AT 78 5 PDXCAS 2R RIS AR 8 2 1) SR BN B IR AS — BOH DG I DR 3% Sl B A o LR 4347 PAH

HELAE EECORD
Matching of driver genes between PDX models and parental tumors
Variable OR (95% CI)
Yes No
Mean age (year) 65.36 59.73 0.050 0.921 (0.848-1.000)
Gender
Male 39 5 0.010 1.000
Female 3 6 15.600 (2.938-82.836)
Smoking status
No 12 0.010 1.000
Yes 30 2 11.250 (2.113-59.884)
Source of the sample
CT-PLB 40 8 0.042 1.000
LNB or thoracentesis 2 3 7.500 (1.704-52.377)
Pathology
ADC 8 7 0.012 10.500 (1.076-102.478)
Ne® 9 0 0
Other NSCLCs 13 3 2.769 (0.252-30.383)




Matching of driver genes between PDX models and parental tumors

Variable P OR (95% CI)
Yes No

SCLC 12 1 1.000
EGFR mutation

No 41 2 <0.001 1.000

Yes 1 9 184.500 (15.046-2 262.404)
Number of mutations

0 41 1 <0.001 1.000

1 1 7 287.000 (16.024-5 140.254)

2 0 3 6.620 x 10"
T-stage

1-2 12 1 0.148 1.000

34 30 10 4.000 (0.460-34.750)
N-stage

0 5 1 0.546 1.000

1 4 0 0

2 12 4 1.667 (0.147-18.874)

3 21 6 1.429 (0.139-14.695)
M-stage

0 13 1 0.173 1.000

1 29 10 0.223 (0.026-1.929)
TNM-stage

1-2 3 0 0.230 1.000

34 39 11 455 646 925.900
Number of distant metastatic sites

0 13 1 1.000 1.000

1 17 5 0.077 (0.002-2.394)

2 5 2 0.294 (0.015-5.595)

3 5 1 0.400 (0.016-10.017)

4 1 1 0.200 (0.006—6.664)

5 1 1 1.000 (0.020-50.397)
Prior therapy

No 12 2 0.473 1.000

Yes 30 9 1.800 (0.338-9.581)
Prior chemotherapy

No 15 9 0.005 8.100 (1.545-42.476)

Yes 27 2 1.000
Chemotherapy type

EC 7 0 0.037 1.000

GC 7 0 1.000

Paclitaxel liposome 3 0 1.000

AC 3 1 538 491 658.700

Other chemotherapy 7 1 2307 282 139.000

None 15 9 989 284 985.700
Prior TKI therapy

No 39 6 0.005 1.000

Yes 5 3 10.833 (2.040-57.525)

Curative effect of prior therapy




Matching of driver genes between PDX models and parental tumors

Variable OR (95% CI)
Yes No
No therapy 12 2 0.387 1.000
PR 3 0 0.417 (0.076-2.296)
PD 3 0 0
SD 4 1 0
Not evaluated 20 8 0.625 (0.060—6.486)

The P value and odds ratio (OR) are analyzed by univariate LR.

EC: etoposide and carboplatin; GC: gemcitabine and cisplatin; AC: pemetrexed and carboplatin; PR: partial response; PD: progressive disease; SD: stable disease;

CI: confidence interval; T stage: size or direct extent of the primary tumor; N stage: degree of spread to regional lymph nodes; M stage: presence of distant metas-

tasis; TNMstage: tumor, node, metastasis (TNM) staging classification according to the American Joint Committee on Cancer (AJCC).

3.2.2. FifA S3A R ) 2 AR i

FHTF AICH LR, 4 1P s 8y o) v e AN 5 2k,
TR AIC HHT T3 PR RE R . ARYE SR E b, A
10ANBEITIIIESME. B2 (2) o T A JEiZ48 LR i
IR AICHE, HA iz A Mg 10 MTRIEFE, B2 AICAH
BEA. —MRIM S, HEBR IR 3 4k R H i p A 7Y 2 30 s 22 1)
AIC, FE{IRANE R AR 2 — AN EEN T E T b,
AICIEF I i AE 2 AR AR AR 0 & LRAEAY, AFEERS
IRBNEE R A A . BRI TR A BEAE TKI YT FIFE A

LASSO-LR. 7£LR 4T 7 LASSO IEMIMfL, DAFE
TOUD P A FE A AT R R . ASOR FRAR B LR 10 4
5 RRAE S N 1) 2 A7 B LASSO-LR 1. j# it LASSO-LR
GG A5 A8 XCRAIE 7 3% 10 AN RRAE T B AN R AE, B
EGFR J7Z AR Bl R B, v o 1 51 R B0 A e
EHAN—MrERZEE2 (). (o .

3.3. fi# 2——SVM-RFE

SVM-RFE M\ —/NSE BB RFIE SR T4, RR AR 4 B2 R
AR [m) &, Y BRAEGEAR T 4 SR IR B AN B R . AR
FRAEE BT, -3 () FEeMET 7 MRAE
B, REZE MR T HRI0MEE, DA T
TRET R o AR A DUk 4 1 1 25 OO RS FE A FL VR 4, B
8 ML & 1) SVM-RFE B8 DU f /N1 52 A ME AR+ T B fE 1)
PERE[EI3 (). (o) 1. S5REH], JURHIE SVM-RFE & flf
A SVM 73 2825 vh (R i AR

3.4. i1 3——GBDT

N T SEILGBDT, 38 FH A FH 5% XGBoost Al
CatBoost. KNESCIGRM, FRE A1) 2 HILL A 20
T3 PSR (R FI0 43 28 [25]. AL, FEARTEFL N T XG-
Boost il CatBoost " [ il 5 17 Tk ZE T XGBoost il

CatBoost 7 REEFIFHEEHWE 3 (a) Fian. XGBoost
F CatBoost A& A1 UL S AR S M 3 (D) Bl
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