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Abstract

Breast cancer patients exhibit diverse responses to CDK4/6 inhibitor (CDK4/61)-
based therapies, and identifying eligible patients remains a challenge. Artificial
intelligence (Al) has demonstrated the potential to address complex clinical problems.
Here, we applied a novel Al-based approach, named as CDK4/61 Response Model
(CRM), which combined a previously published method and a scoring model based
on random forest algorithm for evaluating breast cancer patients' sensitivity to
CDK4/6i-based therapies. To train the CRM, we transformed the genomic data of 980
breast cancer patients from the TCGA database into signaling pathway activity
profiles (APSP) by utilizing the modified Damage Assessment of Genomic Mutations
(DAGM) algorithm. To mimic the mechanism of action of CDK4/6 inhibitors, a
scoring model was then trained to classify the HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- breast
cancer molecular subtypes by the differential APSP features between the two, which
reasonably reflected the potential role played by CDK4/6 molecules in HR+/HER2-
breast cancer cells. The effectiveness of the CRM's ability was verified by accurately
classifying HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- breast cancer patients in a separate local
patient cohort (n = 343) in Guangdong, China. Significantly, the scores were observed
to be distinct (p = 0.025) between CDK4/6i-treated patients with different responses.
Furthermore, breast cancer patients belonging to different subtypes were grouped into
five distinct populations based on the scores assigned by the CRM. The results
showed not only the heterogenetic responses across subtypes but also more than half
of HR+/HER2+ patients might be benefited from CDK4/6i-based treatment. The
CRM empowered us to conduct in-silico clinical trials (ICT) on different types of
cancer patients responding to CDK4/6i-based therapies. In this study, we performed
twin ICT of previously disclosed clinical trials (NCT02246621, NCT02079636,
NCT03155997, NCT02513394, NCT02675231), and observed concerted results as
the real-world clinical outcomes. These findings show the potential of CRM as a
companion diagnostic for CDK4/6i-based therapies and demonstrate promising
applications by ICT to guide pan-cancer treatment using CDK4/6 inhibitors in the

clinical ends.
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Summary

In most cases, the efficacy of CDK4/6 inhibitors (CDK4/61) for breast cancer patients
is tightly correlated with molecular subtypes, which are classified by the status of
hormone receptors (HR) and human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2)'.
More than one pathological condition in HR+/HER2- type of patients are approved to
use CDK4/6i-based therapies as standard treatment*'’, while patients with HR-
/HER2- breast cancer have less chances to benefit from CDK4/6i-based therapies!!.
However, there is currently no approach to differentiate the two types of breast cancer
based on their differences in cellular functions, which leads to the vagueness in how
they react differently to same kind of treatment including CDK4/6 inhibitors!!3.
Furthermore, from clinical observation, partial HR+/HER2- patients are proved
resistant to CDK4/6i'4, and identifying eligible patients with all types of breast cancer

remains a challenge!>-!”

. Here we show an Al-based function explanatory method,
named CDK4/61 Response Model (CRM), for evaluating breast cancer patients'
sensitivity to CDK4/6i-based therapies. The CRM trained by differential genomic
data-transformed pathway-level features between HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- breast
cancers was able to classify HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- breast cancer patients in
TCGA (n=581) and an independent patient cohort (n=343), which also reflects the
different responses to CDK4/6i-based therapies!®. We found that the CRM scores are
significantly different between CDK4/6i-treated patients with different outcomes.
Breast cancer patients across different subtypes were mainly distributed into five
populations regarding to the CRM scores, indicating not only the heterogenetic
responses across subtypes but also more than half of HR+/HER2+ patients might be
benefited from CDK4/6i-based treatment. The CRM empowered us to conduct in-
silico clinical trials (ICT) which simulates previously disclosed clinical outcomes.
Our ICT results reflected the efficacy differences observed clinically, which shows the
potential of CRM to become a companion diagnostic for CDK4/6i-based therapies.
Thus, our study demonstrated a novel and useful tool to explore therapeutic potentials
of CDK4/6i-based treatments in breast cancer and, promisingly, other more malignant

diseases.
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Fig.1 | The general concept of establishing the CRM to evaluate patients' sensitivity to CDK4/6i-based therapies®"
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Introduction

In clinical practice, patients often respond differently to the same drug, making it
challenging to identify the most suitable population for a particular treatment.
Traditional methods for identifying biomarkers to predict drug sensitivity and
resistance have been found ineffective, and the underlying mechanisms behind patient
responses remain poorly understood!. As artificial intelligence (AI) methods continue
to advance in biomedical research, they offer great potential for exploring the
mechanisms of drug response?’?!. Here, we present a study focused on CDK4/6
inhibitor (CDK4/61)-based therapies, demonstrating the ability of Al methods to

identify patients' sensitivity to this treatment.

CDK4/6, cyclin dependent kinase 4 and 6, plays a key role in regulating the cell cycle
of tumor cells???*, Therefore, drugs targeting CDK4/6 have achieved success in some
clinical applications, benefiting certain patient groups from CDK4/6 inhibitor
(CDK4/61)-based therapy!-?. For instance, CDK4/6 inhibitors have been approved by
FDA for treating adult patients with hormone receptor (HR)-positive, human
epidermal growth factor receptor 2 (HER2)-negative advanced or metastatic breast
cancer in combination with endocrine therapy as initial treatment in postmenopausal
women or in men'4, Additionally, one of the CDK4/6i is also approved for decreasing
the incidence of chemotherapy-induced myelosuppression in adult patients when
administered prior to a platinum/etoposide-containing regimen or topotecan-
containing regimen for extensive-stage small cell lung cancer®®. Despite these
successes, it is evident that the application conditions of CDK4/6i-based therapies are
relatively narrow compared with other anti-cancer drugs. Currently, researchers are
exploring further on CDK4/6 inhibitors in basic research and clinical aspects!®27-2°,
For instance, researchers are trying to determine the evolutionary stages of tumors
that are more dependent on CDK4/6-related mechanisms to identify the appropriate
timing for treatment®°. Additionally, they are investigating how to develop CDK4/6-
based multi-target drugs to enable more patients to benefit from complex clinical

conditions3!33,

In the past, many explorations of biomarkers have been conducted to detect CDK4/6i-
sensitive patients. However, the sensitivity evaluation method for CDK4/6i-based
therapies is still an unmet clinical need, and no clear clinical practice standard can

predict whether patients will respond to the treatment based on any single feature, like
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CCNDI1, CCNEI and p16 loss!>!6, Researchers also attempted to identify biomarkers
for CDK4/61 resistance!’. However, these biomarkers have not been effective in
screening suitable patients in clinical settings. For example, only about 7% of patients
were found to carry an RB1 gene loss-of-function mutation, which leads to congenital
CDK4/6 inhibitor resistance*343¢ . Additionally, other explorations on single
biomarkers, such as loss function of the FAT1 gene and amplification of FGFR1 and
FGFR2, failed to screen suitable patients®”3®, Multiple drug resistance mechanisms
are involved in the CDK4/6 drug-resistant phenotype, and the population covered by
these biomarkers is far less than the proportion of patients with actual drug
resistance®>*°. Thus, it is not yet possible to establish a clinically available patient

screening method based on these biomarkers.

To date, despite numerous efforts to identify the characteristics of patients sensitive or
resistant to CDK4/6 inhibitor (CDK4/61)-based therapy, none of the findings have
proven to be clinically useful®*>*!, The fundamental reason for this inefficiency in
patient screening lies in the lack of a clear understanding of how tumors respond to
CDK4/6i-based therapies, leading to inconsistent patient stratification based on
response outcomes. The current sensitivity screening methods mainly rely on surface-
level characteristics, such as single gene analysis, scattered single nucleotide
polymorphisms (SNPs) of pharmacogenomics, and simple association analysis such
as genome-wide association studies (GWAS)****. However, these methods fall short
in revealing the underlying systemic mechanisms of drug sensitivity. Furthermore,
these methods can be time-consuming and yield few tangible outcomes, as data
accumulation over extended periods is often necessary, and even then, results may not

be definitive.

Through clinical observations, it has been found that some therapies, such as
endocrine therapy and CDK4/6 inhibitors, are effective for patients with HR+/HER2-
breast cancer but not for those with HR-/HER2- breast cancer!!*. Therefore, it is
promising to establish drug-sensitivity screening methods by comparing the
systematic differences of HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- breast cancer in molecular
biological characteristics to understand the underlying mechanism of drug sensitivity.
Notably, CDK4/6 inhibitors exhibit different mechanisms of action on the two breast
cancer subtypes, leading to significant differences in clinical efficacy. In HR+/HER2-

breast cancer (including Luminal A and Luminal B1 molecular subtypes), CDK4/6i-
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based therapies directly inhibits tumor cell growth, resulting in significant
improvements in patient outcomes*®. However, the efficacy of CDK4/6i-based
therapies for patients with triple-negative breast cancer (HR-/HER2-, TN molecular
subtype) is relatively weak, with only a small number of patients benefiting from
CDK4/6 inhibitors as a pre-treatment to protectively inhibit bone marrow-derived
cells, ultimately leading to the continuation of immune system functions after other
treatments*’*8, Hence, it can be inferred that CDK4/6 inhibitors directly inhibit the
growth of tumor cells, which is the common mechanism for a higher proportion of

HR+/HER2- subtypes to benefit from CDK4/6i-based therapies.

An Al model capable of distinguishing between the HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2-
breast cancer subtypes based on their functional genomics differences could provide a
general evaluation of patients' suitability for CDK4/6i-based therapies. This would be
an attractive way to establish a universal companion diagnostic method for better
screening of sensitive patients. However, this idea is challenging, as currently there is
no method, beyond immunohistochemical staining of HR and HER2 molecules, to
differentiate between the two subtypes. Neither a simple variation distribution
analysis of genome sequence nor complex machine learning methods have proven

successful in this regard'>!3.

In our previous study on the etiology of germline genomes in patients with various
types of breast cancer, we proposed a potential solution*’. By mapping germline rare
coding variants (gRCVs) onto a quantitative set of signaling pathway profiles using
the DAGM approach, we can easily model the functional patterns of cells driven by
germline genomes in these patients. This method can not only distinguish between
HER2-negative and positive patients but can also construct a scoring model to
accurately predict the relative risk of HER2-negative breast cancer in female
individuals, even those with wild-type BRCA1/2 and other potentially pathogenic
genes. Building on this approach, we can modify the algorithm to analyze how
somatic mutations drive deterministic changes in cell function, providing a

methodological basis for distinguishing between different pathological tumor types.

In this study, we aimed to explore the potential of using tumor genomic data to
establish a CDK4/6i1 response model (CRM), for distinguishing HR+/HER2- and HR-
/HER2- breast cancer subtypes and assessing their sensitivity to CDK4/6i-based

therapies. To achieve this goal, we analyzed the genome data of breast cancer patients
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in the TCGA database, which provided a comprehensive dataset of somatic mutations
in cancer!®. By converting these mutation data into clonal somatic activity profiles of
signaling pathways (clonal sAPSP), we were able to capture the mechanistic features
of tumor biology that underlie CDK4/6 inhibitor sensitivity. Through comparing the
differences in clonal sAPSP between HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- breast cancer
patients, we identified a set of informative features that could be used to distinguish
the two subtypes. To establish a scoring model for patient classification, we employed
a machine learning method, random forest, to combine the selected features and

generate CRM for assessing patients' sensitivity to CDK4/6i-based therapies®’.

After verification of the CRM in patients treated with CDK4/6i-based therapies, we
extended its application to other breast cancer subtypes to predict the efficacy of the
therapy. However, due to limited availability of clinical trial data, it was challenging
to directly validate the CRM using actual clinical data. Some efforts were made in
conducting in-silico clinical trials (ICT) to overcome this kind of challenges!->2. In
this study, we employed a computer simulation approach to establish digital twins of
patients recruited in clinical trials based on TCGA data as ICT to show opportunities
in presenting drug responses. This enabled us to simulate real clinical trials and
evaluate whether the CRM can predict clinical outcomes. By this in-silico method, we
provide a probable explanation of the observed clinical results and propose a potential
companion diagnostic approach by CRM for CDK4/6i-based therapies, which could

be a valuable clinical tool for selecting suitable patients for this kind of therapies.
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Results

Development of CRM in HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- breast cancer

patients

Subtype-specific characterization of TCGA-BRCA patients

In this study, TCGA breast cancer patients were classified into four subtypes based on
their expression levels of ER, PR and HER2. All patients were calculated for clonal
somatic activity profiles of signaling pathways (SAPSP) from genomic data using the
adapted DAGM algorithm. The baseline characteristics of the patients were well-
balanced across the subtypes (Table 1), with the majority of patients aged from 41 to
70 (72% in HR+/HER2- and HR+/HER2+, 93% in HR-/HER2+, 73% in HR-/HER2-)
and most of them being female. The patient population in all subtypes included three
or more races, such as Asian, black or African American, and white. Most of the

patients were diagnosed at stage Il according to staging information.

HR+/HER2- HR+/HER2+ HR-/HER2+ HR-/HER2-

n=454 n=58 n=33 n=127
n % n % n % n %
Gender
Female 451 99.34% 56 96.55% 33 100.00% 127 100.00%
Male 3 0.66% 2 3.45% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Age
20-30 4 0.88% 1 1.72% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
31-40 31 6.83% 8 13.79% 1 3.03% 13 10.24%
41-50 88 19.38% 9 15.52% 10 30.30% 35 27.56%
51-60 112 24.67% 18 31.03% 10 30.30% 41 32.28%
61-70 128 28.19% 14 24.14% 7 21.21% 24 18.90%
71-80 66 14.54% 5 8.62% 4 12.12% 10 7.87%
81-90 25 5.51% 3 5.17% 1 3.03% 4 3.15%
Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 3.03% 0 0.00%
Asian 22 4.85% 4 6.90% 10 30.30% 7 5.51%
Black or African American 53 11.67% 7 12.07% 3 9.09% 38 29.92%
White 332 73.13% 37 63.79% 18 54.55% 76 59.84%
Not reported 47 10.35% 10 17.24% 1 3.03% 6 4.72%
AJCC pathologic stage
| 92 20.26% 7 12.07% 2 6.06% 22 17.32%
] 248 54.63% 37 63.79% 21 63.64% 83 65.35%
mn 101 22.25% 14 24.14% 8 24.24% 18 14.17%
\% 13 2.86% 0 0.00% 1 3.03% 1 0.79%
X 6 1.32% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Not reported 2 0.44% 0 0.00% 1 3.03% 3 2.36%
Pathologic type at primary diagnosis
Infiltrating duct carcinoma, NOS 307 67.62% 51 87.93% 32 96.97% 111 87.40%
Lobular carcinoma, NOS 102 22.47% 4 6.90% 0 0.00% 6 4.72%
Infiltrating duct and lobular carcinoma 13 2.86% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Infiltrating duct mixed with other types of carcinoma 10 2.20% 1 1.72% 0 0.00% 1 0.79%
Others 22 4.85% 2 3.45% 1 3.03% 9 7.09%

Table 1 | The baseline characteristics of the CRM training set and other TCGA-BRAC

patients
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HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- subtypes exhibit the largest discrepancy in
functional biological features

The clonal sAPSP of breast cancer patients were calculated for the total of the
absolute Z score values across four subtypes. Results revealed that HR+/HER2- and
HR-/HER2- subtypes had the largest difference in biological features, as indicated by
the largest sum of absolute Z scores between the two subtypes. This suggests that
these two subtypes exhibit the greatest discrepancy among breast cancer in functional
biological features, and that the differential response to CDK4/6i-based therapies may

reflect statistical differences in the mechanisms of different cancer subtypes.

Establishment of CRM for CDK4/6i-based therapies response prediction

The differential features between HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- subtypes were used to
establish the CRM for predicting response to CDK4/6i-based therapies. APSP features
with Z score >= 3 were selected, indicating significant variation between the two
subtypes. For example, cell cycle G2M checkpoint regulation was excessively
activated in HR-/HER2- subtype, while substantial inhibition appeared in
HR+/HER2- subtype. In contrast, iCOS-iCOSL signaling in T helper cells was largely
suppressed in HR-/HER2- breast cancer but stimulated in HR+/HER2- breast cancer.

The random forest method was used to establish the scoring model part of the CRM,
which generates a score between 0 and 1. Patients with a score closer to 1 have tumor
profiles closer to that of HR+/HER2- breast cancer patients and are suitable for
CDK4/6i-based therapies. Conversely, patients with a score closer to 0 have tumor
profiles closer to that of HR-/HER2- breast cancer patients and are likely not sensitive
to CDK4/6i-based therapies. The CRM's effectiveness was initially validated in the
training set by the leave-one-out cross-validation (LOOCV) method, and the AUC for
distinguishing HR+/HER2- from HR-/HER2- subtypes was 0.9956, as shown in
Figure 1b.

CRM generalization ability confirmed in independent patient cohort

To evaluate the generalization ability of the CRM, an independent cohort of breast
cancer patients from Guangdong was collected. The clonal sSAPSP of 171
HR+/HER2- and 85 HR-/HER2- patients were calculated based on tumor genomic
data and classified using the CRM. The results show that the CRM effectively
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distinguished between HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- subtypes (AUC=0.7563,
accuracy=70% when cutoff set to 0.6, FDR=30%). These findings confirm the
generalization ability of the model in a patient cohort of different ancestries and

suggest its potential usefulness in clinical settings.

Optimization of CRM improves classification efficiency

After combining the TCGA and Guangdong local patient data for model training, the
CRM's effectiveness in distinguishing HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- patients was
significantly improved during the LOOCYV verification process. The AUC for
classifying local patients increased from 0.7563 to 0.9795 after optimization, as
shown in Figure 1d. This improvement in AUC indicates that the optimized CRM has
a better ability to differentiate the two breast cancer subtypes from different
ancestries. In addition, the accuracy of CRM to classify local patients was also
improved from 70% to 95% when the cutoff was set to 0.6, and the FDR was reduced
from 30% to 5%. These results suggest that the optimized CRM is more reliable and
accurate in predicting the subtype of breast cancer patients, and thus can facilitate

more personalized treatment decisions.
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Fig.2 | The CRM for classification of HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- subtypes based on
genomic data. a, Schematic of the model training, testing, and optimization workflow. b,
DAGM analysis reveals significant differences in cell cycle G2M checkpoint regulation and
1COS-iCOSL signaling pathway between HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- subtypes in TCGA. ¢,
ROC-AUC curves of the TCGA data-trained CRM for classifying TCGA (left) and local
(right) HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- patients. d, ROC-AUC curves of the optimized CRM for
classifying local HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- patients by leave-one-out cross validation
(LOOCYV). The accuracy curve demonstrates the model's excellent separation ability. e,
DAGM analysis of local patient dataset reveals significant differences in cell cycle G2M
checkpoint regulation and iCOS-iCOSL signaling pathway between HR+/HER2- and HR-
/HER2- subtypes. f, The CRM scores show a clear distinction between HR+/HER2- and HR-
/HER2- subtypes in the local patient dataset.
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The CRM scores effectively predict response to CDK4/6i-based

therapies

In Guangdong patient cohort, based on the RECIST standard for solid tumors, 6
patients achieved partial response (PR), 6 were stable disease (SD), and 1 was disease
progression (PD) after receiving CDK4/6i-based therapies. A total of 22 samples,
including breast and lymphoid lesions, were analyzed using the CRM for these 13
patients. As shown in Figure 3A, the median CRM score of responding patients was
0.9181, significantly higher than that of non-responding patients (median: 0.8047,
p=0.0209). The CRM scores therefore have a strong correlation with clinical

outcomes when using CDK4/6i-based therapies.

The CRM scores could retrospectively evaluate the responses of patients after
treatment. In details, in a patient who had been treated with CDK4/6i-based therapies,
the CRM score was 0.65, which indicated a low probability of response. As expected,
the patient did not respond to therapy and showed SD after treatment. In contrast, for
a patient with a CRM score of 0.95, who was treated with CDK4/6i-based therapies,
the patient showed PR. These results demonstrate the ability of the CRM scores in
evaluating the response of patients to CDK4/6i-based therapies and potential to be
used as a prospective tool in the future in guiding clinical selection of appropriate

therapy for breast cancer patients.
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subtype scores indicate a lower score range compared with HR+/HER2+ subtype.
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Subtype-specific CRM score distribution suggests differential
response to CDK4/6i-based therapies

The CRM scores of all collected breast cancer subtypes were analyzed to predict their
response to CDK4/6i-based therapies. The CRM score describes the biological
function of each tumor responding to CDK4/6i-based therapies at a certain point in
the continuum (0 to 1) rather than dichotomy. It is noted that the score distributions of
the five types of patients (Luminal A, Luminal B1, HR+/HER2+, HR-/HER2+, HR-
/HR2-) vary significantly and also rank from high to low. Additionally, heterogeneity
is observed in different types of breast cancer, shown as various peaks inside one

distribution curve of a certain breast cancer subtype.

From CRM scores analysis, firstly, stratification of HR+/HER2- patients may be
necessary when using CDK4/6i-based therapies. By combining the Ki-67 index, the
highest scored HR+/HER2- patients were divided into Luminal A (Ki-67 Low) and
Luminal B1 (Ki-67 High) types. Surprisingly, the CRM was able to identify the
difference between Luminal A and Luminal B1 patients without incorporating the Ki-
67 index in model training, suggesting that Luminal A and Luminal B1 types have
distinct functional biology. As shown in Figure 3C, the scores of Luminal A type were
significantly higher than those of Luminal B1 type. Both Luminal A and Luminal B1
subtypes displayed two peaks (peak 1: mean=0.95, peak 2: mean=0.73), with Luminal
B1 subtype having more samples distributed in peak 2 than Luminal A subtype. These
results suggest that Luminal A and Luminal B1 types should be evaluated separately
when assessing the sensitivity of patients to CDK4/6i-based therapies.

In addition, by observation from the score distribution, CDK4/6i-based therapies may
also benefit some patients with HR+/HER2+ and HR-/HER2+ tumors. The score
distributions of HER2 positive patients show three distinct peaks (Figure 3D, peaks 1,
2, and 3: mean=0.40). The distributions of Luminal B1 and HER2 positive
HR+/HER2+ patients have a significant overlapping region. However, HR+/HER2+
subtype primarily distributes in peaks 1 and 2, while HR-/HER2+ subtype allocates
more in peaks 2 and 3 (Figure 3D). The HR-/HER2+ subtype also exhibits a mild
peak 4 (mean=0.55), which is also present in the HR-/HER2- subtype (Figure 3E).
These findings suggest that compared to HR+/HER2+ subtypes, only a small
proportion of HR-/HER2+ patients may benefit from CDK4/6i-based therapies. It is

essential to evaluate patients' sensitivity to therapy accurately, taking into account the
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specific tumor subtypes.

Furthermore, the score comparison between HR-/HER2+ and HR-/HER2- subtypes
indicates that a large proportion of HR-/HER2+ patients may be resistant to CDK4/6i-
based therapies, as demonstrated by the large intersecting area of scores with HR-
/HER2- subtype (Figure 3E). Based on the scores of HR-/HER2- subtype, three peaks
are observed in the distribution, which are peak 2, peak 4, and peak 5 (mean=0.24).
Peak 5 is a unique pattern of HR-/HER2- subtype that is not found in other breast
cancer subtypes, indicating the uniqueness of HR-/HER2- subtype in responding to
CDK4/6i-based therapies. Overall, the CRM score distribution of breast cancer
subtypes could be a valuable predictor of response to CDK4/6i-based therapies.
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CRM for interpreting clinical outcomes and harnessing the

potential by in-silico clinical trials

Insights from in-silico clinical trials on advanced-stage patients

CDK4/6 inhibitors have been approved for the treatment of HR+/HER2- advanced or
metastatic breast cancer. To evaluate the efficacy of CDK4/6 inhibitors in this setting,
we simulated the No.1 (NCT02246621) clinical trial, which examined the
combination of CDK4/61 (Abemaciclib) and a nonsteroidal aromatase inhibitor in
postmenopausal women with no prior systemic therapy in the advanced setting. The
simulation of enrolled patients was based on the matched criteria listed in Table 2a.
The clinical results showed that the combination therapy improved the ORR and PFS
compared to the sole aromatase inhibitor arm (ORR: 55.4% vs 40.2%, PFS: 28.2
months vs 14.8 months) 3. CDK4/6i-based therapies is suitable for treating this

group of patients.

In contrast, the efficacy of CDK4/6 inhibitors in stage IV non-small cell lung cancer
(NSCLC) is limited. We simulated the No.2 (NCT02079636) trial, which compared
different combinations of CDK4/61 with other drugs, like gemcitabine, ramucirumab
and pemetrexed, to treat patients with stage IV NSCLC. All CDK4/6i combinations
showed mere efficacy, with median PFS ranging from 1.58 to 5.55 months>*. This
suggests that CDK4/6i-based therapies is probably improper for patients with late-
stage NSCLC.

Our simulation results show that the CRM scores and the efficacy of CDK4/6i-based
therapies are tightly correlated when evaluating advanced-stage patients. As depicted
in Figure 4B, the CRM scores of the No.1 trial evidence a significant discrepancy
compared to the No.2 trial, reflecting the response differences in these two patient
groups. These findings highlight the importance of personalized medicine and the

potential of in-silico clinical trials to aid in treatment decision-making.

In-silico simulation reveals varying efficacy of CDK4/6i-based therapies
in Luminal A and Luminal B1 subtypes

Based on Table 2b, the patients enrolled in the No.3 (NCT03155997) and No.4
(NCT02513394) trials are simulated, with well-balanced baseline characteristics
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between the two groups (Table 3). In line with our hypothesis, published clinical
results confirm the association between CDK4/6 inhibitors and different outcomes in
patients with Luminal A and Luminal B1 subtypes. Clinical trials were conducted to
evaluate whether the addition of CDK4/6 inhibitors to standard adjuvant endocrine
therapy would improve efficacy in early HR+/HER2- breast cancer patients. The
primary outcome measured for these trials was invasive disease-free survival (iDFS).
However, the results of the trials were divergent. For example, in the No.3 trial
(NCT03155997, MONARCH E), the 3-year iDFS rate for the experimental and
control arms was 88.6% and 82.9%, respectively, indicating that the CDK4/6 inhibitor
improved the efficacy of adjuvant treatment™®. In contrast, the No.4 trial
(NCT02513394, PALLAS) found almost identical 3-year iDFS rates for the
experimental and control arms (89.4% vs. 89.3%), indicating that CDK4/6 inhibitors
failed to provide additional benefits to standard endocrine therapy®¢. Although the
No.4 trial achieved higher iDFS rates in both arms than the No.3 trial, the addition of

CDK4/6 inhibitors did not improve the efficacy of standard endocrine therapy.

Intriguingly, the Ki-67 index may play a crucial role in the varying outcomes of the
two trials®’. Specifically, the No.3 trial had a higher proportion of patients with
Luminal B1 subtype breast cancer (57% with Ki-67 greater than 20%) 3.
Furthermore, based on the No.3 trial results, CDK4/61 was approved for combination
with adjuvant endocrine therapy in the treatment of Luminal B1 patients. Thus, the
additional efficacy conferred by CDK4/6i is more pronounced in Luminal B1 subtype
compared to Luminal A subtype, despite the better prognosis of Luminal A-type
patients following treatment. This discrepancy may be attributed to the possibility that
(1) Luminal A type patients have a higher degree of overlap in the response
mechanisms of the two treatments, which might preclude the efficacy of CDK4/6
inhibitors; or (2) Luminal A type patients have different response mechanisms to the

two treatments, but most of the benefited patients overlap.

As mentioned previously, Luminal A and Luminal B1 subtypes have similar two-peak
distributions, but Luminal B1 samples tend to have a greater allocation at the minor
peak compared to Luminal A samples. Following the steps of in-silico simulation
(Figure 4A), we found that the distribution of the CRM scores, indicating responses to
CDK4/6i-based therapies among HR+/HER2- patients, differs between the No.3 and

No.4 clinical trials (Figure 4C, major peak: mean=0.95, minor peak: mean=0.70). The
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simulated No.4 trial has more samples distributed in the higher score range (major
peak), while distribution of the No.3 trial leans towards the lower score range (minor
peak). These results indicate better but indifferent efficacy in both arms of treatments
in the No.4 trial. Also, it explains the lower but differential efficacy of the two arms of
intervention shown in the No.3 trial. At this point, the CRM is capable for
distinguishing the difference of responses to CDK4/6i-based therapies among
HR+/HER2- patients. For HR+/HER2- patients at early stages, if the CRM score of
patients is too high (more distributed at the major peak), CDK4/6 inhibitors may not
be able to bring additional benefits than endocrine therapy, although the efficacy of
treatment was better than that of patients distributed at the minor peak. In general,
when using CRM to predict the efficacy of CDK4/61 combined with endocrine
therapy as adjuvant therapy for early breast cancer, it is easier to demonstrate
additional efficacy by recruiting patients with the CRM scores in the minor peak

range.

Simulation of trial in HR+/HER2+ breast cancer and the potential of the
CRM as a companion diagnostic

Twenty-eight HR+/HER2- breast cancer patients were selected for the No.5 trial
simulation after meeting the criteria outlined in Table 2c. The No.5 trial aimed to
evaluate the efficacy of CDK4/61 (Abemaciclib) plus trastuzumab with or without
fulvestrant and standard-of-care chemotherapy of physician's choice plus trastuzumab
in women with advanced breast cancer. The interim report of the trial indicated that
the primary endpoint had been reached, with a median follow-up time of 19 months™°.
The results showed that the combination of Abemaciclib + fulvestrant + trastuzumab
significantly improved PFS and ORR of patients when compared with standard
chemotherapy + trastuzumab. Specifically, the ORR of Abemaciclib + fulvestrant +
trastuzumab group was 36%, while the standard chemotherapy + trastuzumab group
only reached 16%>. In the simulation, the CRM scores of the enrolled patients were
distributed as a three-peak pattern surrounding 0.87, 0.70, and 0.33, respectively
(Figure 4D), indicating that the enrolled patients were heterogeneous in response to
CDK4/6i-based therapies. The median score of simulated patients was 0.8181, and
patients with scores larger than 0.8 (the dividing point between the higher peaks)
accounted for 47% of simulated patients, falling within the 95% confidence interval

of the ORR observed in the CDK4/61 + fulvestrant + trastuzumab group in the clinical
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study. These results suggest that the CRM has potential for establishing companion
diagnostics for CDK4/6i-based therapies by screening patients in a proper score range

based on their disease and medication status.
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NCT02246621
(the No.1 trial)

Eligible criteria of clinical TCGA patients

18 Years and older (Adut, Okder Adult) (TCGA-BRCA patients are all 18 years old and above)
Female gender: Female
HR+ er_status_by_inc: Positive

pr_status_by_ihc: Positive
HER2- her2_fish_status: Negative

Copy number: Less tian 9

herZ fih staus: Nt EvalustedfEquivocalindelaminate

her2_stalus_by_inc: Negal
copy number: st

Postmenopausal menopause_status: Post

Locally recurrert or metastatic disease Metastatic
ajec_pathologic_m: M1

High risk of recurrence”:
ajcc_pathologic_n: N2Z/N2a/N3/N3a/N3bIN3c

OR
ajec_pathologic_t: T3/T3a/T4/Tab/Tad
ol

PAMS0 and Claudin-low (CLOW) Molecular Subtype*
LumB

NCT03155997
(the No.3 trial)
Eligible criteria of the clinical trial Corresponding clinical information of TCGA patients
18 Yearsand older (Adult, Older Adul) (TCGA-BRCA patients are all 18 years okd and above)
HR+ er_status_by_ic: Positive
OR
pr_status_by_ihc: Positive
HER2- her2_fish_status: Negative
copy number: Less than 9

OR
her2_fish_status: [Not Evaluated)/Equivocalindeterminate
her2_status_by_inc: Negati
‘copy number: Less than 9

histological_type: Infirating Ductal Cammoma/lnﬁlvanng
Lobular Carcinoma/infiltrating Carcinoma N

Invasive breast cancer

OR

histological_type: Other Specify/[Not Available]

Histology Annotations*:Invasive ductal carcinoma/invasive
lobular carcinomalinvasive micropapillary
carcinomallnvasive carcinoma with medullary features/
Invasive carcinoma, type cannot be determined

Eligible criteria of the clinical trial
18 Years and older (Adult, Older Adul)
NSCLC

Stage IV

Eligible criteria of the clinical trial
18 Years and older (Adult, Older Adult)
ER+ andlor PR+

HER2-

Invasive breast cancer

NCT02079636
(the No.2 trial)

Comesponding clinical information of TCGA patients
(TCGA-LUSCILUAD patients are all 18 years old and above)
Lung Squamous Carcinoma

Lung Adenocarcinoma

pathologic_stage: IV

NCT02513394
(the No.4 trial)

Corresponding clinical information of TCGA patients
(TCGA-BRCA patients are all 18 years old and above)
er_status_by_ihc: Positive

OoR

pr_status_by_

o: Positive

her2_fish_status: Negative
copy number: Less than 9
[

her2_fish_status: [Not Evaluated)/Equivocal/indeterminate
her2_status_by_ihc: Negative
copy number: Less than 9

hitologial_type: nfirating Ductal Carchnomainitating
Lobular CarcinomaVinfitrating Carcinoma N

OR

histological_type: Other Specify/[Not Available]

Histology Annotations*invasive ductal carcinomalinvasive
lobular carcinomalInvasive micropapilary
carcinoma/lnvasive carcinoma with medulary features/
Invasive carcinoma, type cannot be determined

No distant metastasis pathologic_stage; VIAIB/INIANIBAIAIAMNIB/IC Cinical TMN stage at II~1ll (early stage) pathologic_stage: INIANIBANINIA/NIBAIC

Ciinical TMN stage at I~Il (early stage) pathologic_stage: VIANB/INIANIBAINIANIB/IC

High risk of recurrence (meet one of the following
four conditions)

1)4 or more posttive axillary lymph nodes ajcc_pathologic_n: N2/N2a/N3/N3a/N3b/N3c
ajoc_pathologic_t: T3/T3a/T4T4b/TAd

3) Grade 3 defined as at least 8 points on the NIA
Bloom Richardson scoring system

4)Ki67220%

2) The tumor size is at least 5 cm

PAMS50 and Claudin-low (CLOW) Molecular Subtype*:
LumB

NCT02675231
(the No.5 trial)

Eligible criteria of the clinical trial Corresponding clinical information of TCGA patients

18 Years and older (Adult, Older Adult) (TCGA-BRCA patients are all 18 years old and above)

Female gender: Female

tatus due to 0p: menopause_status: Post

chomicalovarian suppression
HR+ er_status_by_ihc: Positive
OR
pr_status_by_ihc: Positive

HER2+ her2_fish_status: Positive

copy number: Greater than or equal to 9

her2_ihc_score:
copy Numr: roatr than orequalto9

Pt _status_by_c: Positive
copy rumber: Groler than or squa 109

nm r-n smus [Not Evaluated]
her2_st : Positive/[Not Evaluated) Equivocalindeterminate
coy Pumber: Greater han of equal 103

Metastatic:

Locally recurrent or metastatic disease
ajoc_pathologic_m: M1

High risk of recurrence
ajce_pathologic_n: N2/N2a/N3/N3a/N3bIN3c
ajcc_pathologic_t: T3/ T3a/T4/T4b/T4d

PAMS0 and Claudin-low (CLOW) Molecular Subtype*: LumB

*PAM50 and Claudin-low (CLOW) Molecular Subtype and Histology Annotations information are cited from the molecular analysis study of TCGA breast cancer histologic
types®; Since TCGA clinical information doesn't include Ki67-related data, the LumB type was utilized in place of the condition "Ki-67 greater than or equal to 20%". This
subtype represents individuals with a similar characteristic, i.e., "Ki-67 greater than or equal to 15%.

*TCGA does not record the local recurrence status, so it is replaced by high risk of recurrence, presenting as the three listed conditions.

*TCGA staging (TMN staging) for the number of lymph nodes (N stage, ajcc_pathological_n), tumor size (T stage, ajcc_pathological_t), and cancer metastasis (M stage,
ajcc_pathological_m) is based on the eighth edition of the AJCC manual.

*Other eligible criteria, such as the patient's systemic treatment history, ECOG physical status, etc., are not recorded in the TCGA clinical information or the number of
records is too small to include.

Table 2 | The matched screening conditions for patients enrolled in simulated trials. a,
for No.1 clinical trial (NCT02246621) and No.2 clinical trial (NCT02079636). b, for No.3
clinical trial (NCT03155997) and No.4 clinical trial (NCT02513394). ¢, for No.5 clinical trial

(NCT02675231).
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Simulated No.3 Clinical Trial Simulated No.4 Clinical Trial
(NCT03155997) (NCT02513394)
n=197 n=361
n % n %
Gender

Female 195 98.98% 358 99.17%
Male 2 1.02% 3 0.83%

Age
20-30 1 0.51% 4 1.11%
31-40 20 10.15% 25 6.93%
41-50 38 19.29% 78 21.61%
51-60 58 29.44% 96 26.59%
61-70 49 24.87% 94 26.04%
71-80 22 11.17% 45 12.47%
81-90 9 4.57% 19 5.26%

Ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Asian 14 711% 19 5.26%
Black or African American 26 13.20% 43 11.91%
White 135 68.53% 259 71.75%
Not reported 22 11.17% 40 11.08%
AJCC pathologic stage
| 17 8.63% 0 0.00%
Il 79 40.10% 257 71.19%
1]l 101 51.27% 104 28.81%
v 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
X 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Not reported 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Pathologic type at primary diagnosis

Infiltrating duct carcinoma, NOS 143 72.59% 252 69.81%
Lobular carcinoma, NOS 42 21.32% 89 24.65%
Infiltrating duct and lobular carcinoma 4 2.03% 7 1.94%
Infiltrating duct mixed with other types of carcinoma 4 2.03% 4 1.11%
Others 4 2.03% 6 1.66%

Ki-67
<15% 112 56.85% 237 65.65%
>=15% 85 43.15% 124 34.35%

Table 3 | The baseline characteristics of the simulated No.3 and No.4 trials
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Discussions

In this study, we developed a novel Al approach using the Damage Assessment
Framework of Genomic Mutations (DAGM) algorithm to derive pathway-level
quantitative information, named as activity profiles of signaling pathways (APSP),
from tumor genomes. The information was used for identifying differential features
between HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- type of breast cancers and predict response to
CDK4/6i-based therapies. We trained our model, CRM, on TCGA data and
successfully validated it on 343 patients from Guangdong, China. The CRM scores
are strongly linked to CDK4/61 responses verified by CDK4/6i-treated patients and
five patient clusters were identified by the model with differential responses. These
findings also hypothesize that a large proportion of patients with HR+/HER2+ breast
cancer might be benefited from CDK4/6i-based therapies. Furthermore, real-world
clinical trials simulation showed CRM’s ability to manifest differences in patient

responses observed in clinical practice.

Breast cancer patients’ responses to CDK4/6i-based therapies vary widely, making it
difficult to predict which patients will benefit from this kind of treatment. To tackle
with this complex question, we proposed a novel Al-based method to link genomic
data from patients and the responses of CDK4/6i-based therapies. By transforming
genomic data to functional information, not only can a lower requirements of
computing power be offered for the further machine learning process, but also the

underlying mechanisms of responding to CDK4/6i can be investigated.

Moreover, the transformed functional information (APSP) of patients can be
considered as a form of digital twins of the real patients. Therefore, our ICT based on
personal APSP and the CRM as a digital drug is an accurate simulation of “patients on
medication” and can be easily adapted and applied in real clinical practice. As shown
in ICT, simulated patients with stage IV NSCLC presented low CRM scores,
corresponding with the clinical outcomes. On the basis of our ICT results, the CRM
was applied to patients with other cancer and guided the CDK4/6i-treatment in
investigator-initiated research, and the current results are proven to be positive
(unpublished). These findings encouraged the CRM as a potential companion

diagnostic to be applied in pan-cancer treatment.

From the CRM scoring, patients with some diseases might be mostly concentrated at
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a high range like Luminal A breast cancer. When considering medication scheme,
patients with high-score disease exhibit higher possibility for responding to CDK4/6i-
based therapy and may not be required to take companion diagnostic test by CRM.
For disease with heterogenetic CRM score distributions like HR+/HER2+ patients,
the CRM as companion diagnostic is necessary and proper medication scheme can be

assigned to suitable patients, which approach the goal of precision medication.

Although we’ve tried to acquire higher quality data, more organized and intact
information of disease status and medication records are needed in the future to
optimize the CRM. To face with more complicated and refined clinical scenes,
detailed pharmacodynamic indicators, like PFS and OS, need to be collected, so that
factors truly affected these indicators can be screened and the CRM can be optimized

by these factors to benefit patients better.

Additionally, the CRM can be applied to screen suitable patients in different clinical
stages or lines of treatment with modifications. For instance, patients with relapsed
HR+/HER2- advanced breast cancer after multiple lines of therapies may possess
tumors with severe malignancy, and their response rates to various treatments may be
significantly lower than patients in other conditions. Thus, adjustments in the CRM
score distribution pattern and screening methods may be necessary. In the
MONARCH 1 (NCT02102490) clinical trial, for evaluating CDK4/6i efficacy in the
heavily treated HR+/HER2- patients, the ORR for CDK4/6i was 19.7%%°, which is
lower than the outcomes of clinical trials for patients in other conditions. This result
supported the hypothesis that the CRM score distribution of these patients may be
concentrated at the lower range, and the threshold for screening patients in this

condition might also be lower than the other conditions.

Other improvements, like enriching the cellular functions inside personal APSP, could
be helpful for a more comprehensive discovery of the cellular mechanisms in
responding to CDK4/61 based therapies, and therefore improving the accuracy and

reliability of the CRM in guiding CDK4/6i-related treatment.

Massive attempts were carried out to expand the usage of CDK4/6i-based therapies®!,
and the CRM might provide a new prospective to this field. The CRM-like methods
carry the ability to investigate the relationship between CDK4/6i-responding

mechanism and the cellular mechanism facilitating tumor growth or immune
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response. By collecting responses to other therapies, like PARP inhibitors and anti-
angiogenic therapies, we could establish models like the CRM and find if these
therapies having complementary or opposing effects in anti-tumor mechanisms.
Hence, the drugs could be rationally assigned to patients and boost the curative

capacity of the drugs.
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Methods

Patient Cohort and Data Collection

In this study, we analyzed the Whole Exome Sequencing (WES) data of 980 breast
cancer patients from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) and 541 breast cancer
patients from Guangdong, China. The TCGA cohort was categorized into four
subtypes based on the expression of ER (estrogen receptor), PR (progesterone
receptor), and HER2, including HR+/HER2- type (Luminal A and Luminal B1 type,
n=454), HR+/HER2+ type (Luminal B2 type, n=58), HR-/HER2+ type (HER2-
enriched type, n=33), and HR-/HER2- type (TN type, n=127). The Guangdong cohort
was also divided into the same four subtypes, including HR+/HER2- (n=206),
HR+/HER2+ (n=92), HR-/HER2+ (n=82) and HR-/HER2- (n=137). The
classification of breast cancer was based on Goldhirsch’s research on 2013%2, WES
data was obtained from peripheral blood and lesions of the patients to facilitate a
comprehensive analysis of somatic mutations in breast cancer genomes. The detailed
genomic characteristics of each subtype were explored to identify potential

determinants of CDK4/6i-based therapies sensitivity in breast cancer patients.

CRM establishment, verification and optimization

To establish a prediction model for CDK4/6 inhibitor-based therapy, the baseline
characteristics of four patient groups in TCGA were compared. The adapted DAGM
algorithm was used to analyze the clonal somatic activity profiles of signaling
pathways (sAPSP) based on the genomic data of patients' tumor tissues and peripheral
blood samples. The sAPSP were represented as a list of quantitative measurements of
signaling pathways, indicating their activation and inhibition status. The APSP
characters were defined as differences in the mean of the APSPs between subtypes,
with the Z score used to assess significant differences. APSP characters with an
absolute Z score >3 were considered as differential features between HR+/HER2- and
HR-/HER2- subtypes, reflecting their differences in response mechanism to CDK4/6i-

based therapies.

Based on the differential features selected above as model parameters, a prediction
model, CRM, was established using the random forest method. The genomic data of

HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- breast cancer patients in TCGA were used as the
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training set. This CRM can distinguish the two type of patients by leave-one-out cross
validation (LOOCV)%, The closer the score is to HR+/HER2-, the more suitable the
patient is for CDK4/6 inhibitors.

To validate the CRM, the local WES data of HR+/HER2- and HR-/HER2- subtypes
were used as testing sets. After verification, the CRM's performance was further
improved. The TCGA and Guangdong local database were combined to expand the
amount of training data, leading to an enhanced model in distinguishing patients.
Moreover, the optimized CRM helped establish a unified set of evaluation methods

for the suitability of using CDK4/6 inhibitors for patients with different ancestries.

Validation of the CRM score and CDK4/6i-efficacy

To validate the linkage between the CRM scores and drug efficacy, 13 female patients
with pathologically diagnosed breast cancer were recruited from the Guangdong local
database. The patients, aged between 26 and 72 years old, were tested for molecular
typing by immunohistochemistry. The 13 patients were all diagnosed with
HR+/HER2- type breast cancer. All patients received CDK4/6i1 (Palbociclib)-based
combination therapy, which included one or more drugs in fulvestrant, anastrozole,
zoledronic acid, letrozole, exemestane, everolimus, and Norad. These patients were at
different stages of treatment, including first-line, second-line, or multi-line post-
treatment, and the shortest PFS (progression-free survival) among them was 2

months.

The Response Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumors (RECIST) was used to evaluate
each patient's response to CDK4/6i-based treatment, and the patients were classified
as complete response (CR), partial response (PR), stable disease (SD), and
progressive disease (PD)%

CR and PR as responders of CDK4/61, whereas patients with SD and PD were defined

. Objective response rate was used to define patients with

as non-responders of CDK4/6i. The CRM was applied to evaluate these responders
and non-responders to check if the CRM could accurately reflect the response

differences.

The CRM prediction on other breast cancer subtypes

To further explore the predictive ability of the CRM, breast cancer patients from

TCGA and local databases were scored based on their cancer subtype classification.
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Specifically, HR+/HER2- patients were further divided into Luminal A type (Ki-67 <
15%) and Luminal B1 type (Ki-67 >= 15%) based on the Ki-67 index measured in
local clinical detection and chosen from the study of PAMS50 and Claudin-low
(CLOW) molecular subtypes for TCGA patients®>. The CRM scores were calculated
for each subtype, and their distribution characteristics were analyzed to predict the

response to CDK4/6i-based therapies in different breast cancer subtypes.

In-silico clinical trials

Clinical Trials Selection

Five clinical trials were chosen for this study, which employed CDK4/6 inhibitors-
based therapy to treat breast cancer and non-small cell lung cancer. The No.1 to No.4
trials were selected by distinct outcomes observed clinically, and the No.5 trial was
chosen to demonstrate the possible correlation between the CRM scores and drug

efficacy. The basic information of the five selected clinical trials is presented in Table

Serial number NCT number Drug name Trial results Conditions Drug in test Drug control
Abemaciclib+NSAl Placebo + NSAI
1 NCT02246621 Abemaciclib Succeeded Advanced HR+HER2- (Anastrozole/Letrozole, (Anastrozole/Letrozole,
breast cancer : )
endocrine therapy) endocrine therapy)

Abemaciclib+Multiple
Not single agent options
2 NCT02079636 Abemaciclib Stage IV NSCLC (pemetrexed, none

succeeded gemcitabine, or
ramucirumab)
Early high-risk, node- Abemaciclib + Standard adjuvant
3 NCT03155997 Abemaciclib Succeeded positive, HR+/HER2- Standard adjuvant . !
N endocrine therapy
breast cancer endocrine therapy
Palbociclib + Standard "
4 NCT02513394 Palbociclib Not Barly HR+/HER?- adjuvant endocrine Standard adjuvant
succeeded breast cancer endocrine therapy
therapy
HR+/HER2+ locally Abemaciclib + Trastuzumab +
5 NCT02675231 Abemaciclib Succeeded advanced or metastatic Trastuzumab + standard
breast cancer Fulvestrant chemotherapy

Table 4 | Basic information of selected clinical trials®>*36-5>

Simulated patients screening

To simulate patients enrolled in clinical trials, 950 and 1051 patients with complete
clinical information from the TCGA breast cancer and lung cancer database (TCGA-

BRCA, TCGA-LUAD, TCGA-LUSC) were included. The specific clinical
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information of eligible patients in TCGA was selected to screen out digital twins that

closely resemble clinical trial patients.

Results comparison

The CRM scores of simulated patients in each trial were calculated and plotted to
illustrate their distributions. These simulated results were compared across trials and
with real-world clinical observations. Additionally, for the No.5 clinical trial, the
scores of simulated patients were preliminarily screened to determine if they can
accurately reflect the clinical outcomes of patients. This demonstrated the potential

use of the CRM as a companion diagnostic to improve precision medicine.

About LLM

When constructing the manuscript, we considered the results given by LLM

algorithms for the text in some paragraphs, but we did not use them directly.
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