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Wi A 6B RERTH ERR A - & &% Kk H T (epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR) &
% » £ % Zexon 19 deletion #7 exon 21 L858R & 4 * /& R 52 5 46.7% &4 JIE +]» 4a JE B % (non-
small-cell lung cancer, NSCLC) & % #4 & 4n 3% B2 8y B -+ - L EGFR R % 2 NSCLC % & %9 1%
A BAE A % W EGFR % 4 7 (wild-type) % % 5% « w1 # FLEGFR % 4 % NSCLC % % 04
EH B RE o GRS R R A — B R AL, o A4 & (radiotherapy, RT) £ 3 T 2 6 5%
s (whole brain radiotherapy, WBRT) 3& 5% = #% & 4% 2 4t F 47 (stereotactic Radiosurgery, SRS) -
G TN ﬁy oy £ &G ik o % — KA % =X tyrosine kinase inhibitors (TKIs) CK 3 E &6 & £
EGFR R G Z G445 A 24 - Osimertinib & % =X EGFR TKI © L &EE £ S — 46 5&
EGFR % # 2 e ANSCLC & LA T7T90M 31 36 R 8 09 &34 A 2k 5 A BAF VAR & R 7%
Mo £ #AREGFR-TKI® R R 2% - B Ev‘ié% #% A EGFR-TKI & 7T 8 % 4% & @ &k &
O RG IRAS 6 B AL B 0 B SR A H R 486 i 09 EGFR R 4 NSCLC At 3 4% 8 69 BE JR AR 15 A 2k &
AT FR e Mﬁ &4t EGFR TKI Fo flf 3R #4176 ¢ 04 4162 & 1o B8 45 A EGFR-TKI A £ 45
BT AF R o AR RATE R T AT R A6 % & 6F EGFR-TKI #2 355 4% fl EGFR-TKI
vAi& i EGFR R % Z 0 i NSCLC M6 4845 5. 2% 0448 B SR RAK S AT HA G S0 A A6 i 0 A & -

BA#EY - FF/\ilAEAHIZ (non-small cell lung cancer)
FEHERREFXHEE (epidermal growth factor receptor)
BSER AL ET/AE (brain radiotherapy)

P&iBE42 (brain metastasis)
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FEIE R+ RIER 2 - HA g Sk
FERESERIZE —44 - $B M Az i FIE0 B A SE R
BRI RE 110 F 58 EE L IR A 10040
NSRRI - B B 2RI ESE R B — 4
Rl - B ARE 42.8 AZERNE ! -
84% BT Ry NSCLC » K4k A2 BT ER
CLa Bl - RO B AR B R R 2 B G #E
O E RS - NSCLC WTHR TR » Haps
5 ST RET Ry 21%° « NSCLC WS R 5%
A RS SRARITERS - KHY 25-50% HYRBRETE
Pt e 2R RS - 2 H EGFR Ze8#
HY 2 L wild type EGFR 2% BB R B 2% 48
FSHERS ¢ o B IA I Ry R B AR r AT eV,
AR (E SIS IR R B Rt AT BE
5 A FR AN e R S E - £ H EGFR %€
BRI NSCLC BB #E RS — #1598 | » EGFR
TKI EL %38 BRI LS5 B AH EL A f i ny 8GR B
B GRS R A RS 10 o KL - 2
A S F% 1 EGFR 284 NSCLC & /& 15 TR
S BRI TR 36978 110 ZE 12 1S S TACE 5 8 P TR T 2
21 G T ASS 24 SEDE 72 T AR M B T R R RE >
HIE A T 5 =48 EGFR TKI FURF L » H¥h
A R MRS R L E IR AR N E S — 2
IS 505 T 5 3 A O IR B T RE SO & A P o AR
Bt FRAMIE R B R REAH B i SRR » SRR 2K U
Ry PubMed ZHEERH (1)EGFR Bl NSCLC A2
R RS % (2)TKI B RT HYES 1R (3)TKI ¥f
NSCLC SRS Y1630 4 (4) 1 HL EGFR 28%8#
NSCLC % /5 (o F B TKI HLi TKI &0F
RT Z Bt B i 2 13 - =R T
A, & NSCLC ’ brain metastasis * EGFR » TKI *
brain radiotherapy * WBRT, SRS ° H i $£5 B j%
TKI Sz TKI & f RT A58 LI SOSRE I HE R
Ry (1) A2 B NSCLC Wf E 3 £ ISHEL (2) 169K
B Ry B TKI B4 ff TKI K RT ZLL#g (3) F
PR AT A RS TE TG A (overall survival, OS) B,
J8E A 488 52 (1 77 1% B (intracranial progression free
survival, iPFS) (4) & T A RHEZE S EA EGFR

Zeig o MEEES 20 WPl ~ IR
B 5 EGFR gl W9 SR e e HERR - #51k
PR AT B BE T B v B A B IS % 1Y EGFR 28 4
NSCLC & At -

EGFR EfbiZaIRIfR

EGFR /& — i 5 [ % & % ¥ B < e
(transmembrane tyrosine kinase receptor) * & i
At Jak » PI3K » ROS Bz RAS & 1 S 1T 5 2541 i
917 112 NSCLC i ERHR A 46.7% H
H EGFR Z€ 8 1 » H iy B LY 22 8 Fy exon
19 deletion Jz exon 21 L858R Bf 2 ## 1415«
BH i - HEia A FREAHY EGFR TKI A f
R > 4056 — Ay gefitinib  erlotinib » &5 X
4 afatinib 5 58 = XY osimertinib - 4 EGFR
ZERB IR NSCLC /& - 38— AR R AR
EGFR TKI H R 5 —#ia R O BH{L 26
AR LA BIFRRas 70 - R R EE R
EGFR TKI{EFZH » BE R AEBIRE LK
ZHIHA exon 20 Thr790Met (T790M) B2 43 i it
Ji% + 7E Kuiper et al. F#z & S TKI IGHRAVIA
NERYI A &R 52% 34 T790M Z€ 44 16 .
B TT9OM Ze 88 1% - 55 — U e & X EGFR
TKI Bh&y L ZHIGHRAR » 158 =1L EGFR TKI
osimertinib 7£ T790M Z€84 1Y fZ {7 HIGHERK
%% o E AT EGFR TKI HY%E%) %% % i 5 EGFR %€
B2 NSCLC EH BRI - fEEE
T WA TG AT 2R » 23 e 2 i b P 5 e
FERRE -

EGFR REEALIRIZAIR R

— > EGFR REHIIEER R E R 8
ISR AE NSCLC 2% RAYHIEN HEAR
RTH#% » £ NSCLC #i2 B 11.2%-26.3% &
e L IR 1718 o H BGFR 22819 B H wild
type EGFR 228 [0 5 A Fy 3 A iiERs - L2
FEBIRIETE T ¢ o =4 STEAGERL 3 A REEH
EGFR Z€## F B 29.4%-60.3% » TiAE wild type
EGFR Z€## FE 35 B 22%-28.2%" » 7F Rangachari
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et al. FYWFFE T - A T# I AU G 0] H EGFR 28 %
NSCLC & » FEEAER SR - IEEE %
ARMFWERET - BB AR ARSI
By 34.2% » 38.4% * 46.7% » 48.7% Bz 52.9%° e
Han et al. B9 iff 5C 8 H A2 56 -1V HARY BB & -
TER 32 B s B RS A2 1Y BB 35 1 2L EGFR 2248
1 wild type EGFR Z€8 19 /35 43 51 Ry 23.1% K
11.1% - H EGFR 228y B E HE —FE R =4
FisiERs SRR ARy 15% » 37.7% 5 53.3% » 1M
wild type EGFR Z&#8# [ 35y 4.2% » 18.7% * 22%
(»=0.001)*! * Lee et al. 19 Bff 5T 43 #T 22458 {7 i
FSEE RS I (ITB-TV)NSCLC H 35 B sz i i ia %
BALBIE T < EER R R AR R AR
BRI EEEE 1 R 3 FREISHEB R AR
REEZACEE R EE (B 14F £ 8.7% vs. 3.8% ;
B34 1 17.2% vs. 5.0% 5 p<0.001) o H o K
RN BB} R AL R Ze B ) - B2 AR VA R
B E W5 L EGFR B ALK 2% 22 « 4F Hsu
et al. AUIFFE A MEIATRER - R8BS 1% NSCLC
% 22 B IF - 30.6% H EFGR 2€ 8 Kz 25.1% wild
type EGFR fEE 34 K (p=0.36) » #EZ G
e BAE SR —F R B AR SRS SRR R AR R
1 EGFR Ze# (1) i % /& kb EGFR wild type %
HEEIR S0 > 38k 39.0% vs. 28.1% (p=0.041)
F239.2% vs. 28.2% (p=0.03) ° Exon 19 % Exon
21 WA fE BE AU % A S AL B L R EIR A A R
1 18 o A Fujita et al. [ [E] 31 M BT 22 R 4
TP ESE - 28 NSCLC A SR 2
# 1€ H. EGFR ¢ EGFR wild type 53 51l }5 12.7%
B2 15.9% » {HE. EGFR 28 B SRS LLR & fF
2-3 SR EFHEIEET 50% iff EGFR wild type
AR ADKI Ry 30% o KERST ISR A R A= 10
2B NSCLC 1y 2-3 2« Lt b E R
EGFR Z&8# 1 [ # thfa K3 o0 # 2 A 3% TKI
By 182 AR AIBIEELE TKIIERZ T
H EGFR 22% « 2.3 {5tk EGFR wild type 7%
G BRI A IS -

fAl i EGFR 288 P &y 2% 4 ISR H ail il
FHEH > Ma et al. » Zhou et al. » Patel et al. HY
e BE7R L8SSR Zes G i v Y JE\RG 2% A= LI
T (metachronous) §#£% 242¢ » 7F Heon et al. £

Tuchi et al. FYRFFEEy exon 19 deletion 1584 = &
WA SRS 2728 » e A B T e T B S
e 212931

— - EGFR REH L TR ER

Stanic et al. FYF 9287~ H EGFR 228 8 ¥
2% 4 IS HE RS vh A7 P AT EE wild type EGFR Z€%
FSEEE: (25.8 vs. 11.8 months, p=0.002)* » &7
B BR A A A B 38 Ry X ZE RV K 2 H EGFR
SR 32 TKI 16 1% 1715 AU I R 5
il EGFR wild type FYE# KE D £ —FRET
Mg R R HSEES - 4% Heon et al. HYAJ
Ferh - SEVYHAEIE 2 1Y 2 EGFR 2248 i i 7%
NSCLC #B#&#5% EGFR TKI {5 % %5 2L s
(A7 IR R B S AL BTG IR Y R B (56.0
months vs. 31.6 months, p=0.010) * £H 7K EGFR
TKI FIRE B A AR SERE R A ° « ARTITE Beak
et al. FYIFFEHH E EGFR 224 f 35 28 AF I AL 1Y
o A7 IR R AT wild-type EGFR 284 fE 5 2186 7=
L) (13.4 months vs. 8.8 months, p=0.229)*% » 53
— JiH » 1E Hsiao et al. FyfF 52 i Il 23 AH Y
fi o+ H EGFR 28880 35 35 A4 12 M IR 1y
PRy 20 - HifgeihnyfgiE 2 2 EGFR
Z AT S g DI RS 4 S B 7 vimentin
protein * [l vimentin protein F1_F 57 - FE/E 1L,
(epithelial-mesenchymal transition, EMT) FEl: I
[KItt EGFR ZetyE Al 2 K EMT Firddginyse
A 4 e 1 1 3 A RS 0 - HRRI IR ST RS SR
£ EGFR 2 Bl 28 £ A% 1y i g e Rl R i
A—EUEEFE -

AN

-

=+ EGFR TKI /A&#{H EGFR =& EE 3%

SRR &

Xu et al. B fiff 5% ¥£ & H EGFR %€ % 2 2§
I-IIIA # NSCLC & # A~ F 7 & $# 2 EGFR
TKI 8{ /b E2 35 B Y R s » EGFR TKI #H 51 7] 8
& 12 1= 95 17 15 8 (28.7months vs. 18 months,
p=0.0054) » {HH " EGFR TKI fl 27.4% %% &
SR MR Ry 24.1% » WSS b7
(p=0.611)* ° Ouyang et al. B/f 5% B EGFR Z€# {1y
IIB-IV ¥} NSCLC & 75 % 5 EGFR TKI 51t 2
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1B R SRR ISR 3 A 3R - {E B}
Mreh > $%5% EGFR TKI 1958 3 25 4F ISR 1 Ja
% B K (Hazard ratio(HR)=2.296, 95% CI: 1.050-
50.18, p=0.037) » {HAEZ 8 E 3R ARG A =
L (HR=0.054, 95% CI:0.153-1.660, p=0.260)>°
Heon et al. [t & EGFR TKI B 1t B 5 E £ B
EGFR 2% 2 Iifi 1] NSCLC £ & % 2 o 4@ jinfi 8
AR AR R - 2F 6 0 12 0 24 {8 H i o i i

&AM AL A e AR B IR R Ry 1%
6% * 21% MAEALEIEREE R 7% » 19% » 32%

(p=0.026)° ° Hsiao et al. [ B 52 57 » 105 {17 $HE i
i F% ) L EGFR 2% [1IB-IV #§ NSCLC H#£% -

33 {7 $%3Z EGFR TKI J6H#ifi 72 f7JE TKI 6%
FESRAE TKI IR A B e iy ZE e PR IS A 2 4
K (54.5% vs. 29.2%, HR=2.10, 95% CI: 1.15-3.82,
p=0.015)*" - HETHIHFFCEER EGFR TKI 55 5
FA 38 A SR SRS 0 B B LS A A — 3

it X EGFR TKI #f SRS A5 b ket » (514
I TN IS ER 2 4

*BEEGFRREHEBEEETRRM

B/ 488
ffé%

£ Han et al. FYRFZEH - H EGFR 22881
R B 2 OS Lt wild type EGFR 28 % i 3 58
T (23.8 vs. 14.2 months, p=0.028)*' - [EIEEHIAE
Hsu et al. FYIFSEH » 1E#E2 B IS0 ERS « 12 1Y
OS » H EGFR Zg## [t wild type EGFR ZE## 34
#5E (12.4 vs. 5.8 months, p=0.002)'8 °

[ERFE (synchronous) A #E % & FE A 2 BT IRE
BIE$FRA =S » i 2205 % (metachronous) JiHEE
1 2R A2 Bl e 12 5 v AR 2% A B RS
& s AR IR A TR [E - Baek et al. iff
20 B NSCLC 7% %8 4= I 1 £% Bl EGFR 2€ 8
AIRE TR - 254 ISIRL #2119 OS 76 2 EGFR 24
BF 2 E M (25.7 vs. 3.8 months, p<0.001)
L [ PR 1 SRS R R B AR RS SR (25.7 vs.
6.8 months, p<0.001) » {H7E FLRFPE RS 35
PRS2 2 OS RN EE#HE E 2K (14.6 vs. 2.5
months, p=0.230)* ° 7 Stanic et al FIRFFEF[EIRE
TERSERS R ISES % OS th/27E 2 EGFR 28
R (12.6 vs. 6.8 months, p=0.005) * [M1E

SR N IS B A & 17

SLIFF M S # RS B 5 b - H EGFR 2% 8 EGFR
wild-type HIFZ A7 32 -

4 EERRREREEHE EGFRZEESE

R R E

£ Su et al. BB FE 45 Hi B EGFR 22 H
[F] FRE P S B RS 1 6 00 NSCLC B8 3 2 S L A7
1% 8H (progression free survival, PFS) jz OS tb
A (7] 5 1 S 48 % /8 2 4 (median PFS: 122 vs.
8.9 months, p<0.001 ; median OS: 35.5 vs. 22.1
months, p=0.015)* » FURF 2GR SERL Y
BEARANTER - MEZNEERZEE R
FrHUTHR + EGFR 2258 5 38 /0 B — IR ) %
2% PR B s B2 R 33 B 18 i H » TAE
EGFR wild-type #5535y 18 ;& 12 @ H - #UR
4 EGFR ZE%# [t wild type EGFR Z€ % 15 # {11y
% - ML RIER AR TER > -

EGFR TKI 5% EGFR ZR#% NSCLC Z
FRAETERAE R AT A B S

FE2 EGFR TKI Y5 25 J&& »© EL EGFR %€
8 2 NSCLC HEREIAIE ERAVRF - s
B 25 FE 3 7 T il R e AR SR A A s 5
{EWIRIRE » LIFE NSCLC 3 B3 RSB R [N 25
T WK ZE U » [ 4E EGFR TKI fYRF X » NSCLC
BRI IR R EH A IE » H EGFR 2882
NSCLC ## Lt EGFR wild type B EH H %1
FEAIAT R A AR s AL SR T (44.8% vs.
8.3%, p<0.001)*® o itk il 401 [ B 488 11 Jird [K] ] B
B LUT i RE © TKI B IS B 2238 S AN FE -
R AL TETIEEN: - BERTAELUR A
EGFR 228 B G mnY LLR 8 A4 RS -

BB A b - BB — U X EGFR
TKI ELE B A TR ARG RTE R 6 -
Gefitinib & 5f — f{ EGFR TKI » & Sz IflL i & B
i P-glycoprotein i H B A 2 'E » KL EAE
B ZEBR RS Ak 1% - @E WL
gefitinib 7£ EL A5 EGFR 2288 1Y % NSCLC &
T R B UG IS SR 9 3 4% © 7E Tuchi et
al. Y58 —HARFSE S - 41 £i7 B EGFR 224 2 iiE
% NSCLC & # # 52 B Jij gefitinib 1§ H 250mg
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16 B EIHESR (objective response rate, ORR)
Ty 87.8% » Hirh 31.7% 58 4 [ JETT 56.1% £ 53
I HE o v A7 PFS By 14.5 A ifi o7 £i7 OS B 21.9
H o REEFESHTH » exon 19 deletion [t L858R
1£ PFS(p=0.003) 5% OS(p=0.025) & & % 4 1y 78
?ﬁ 38 5

Porta et al. 1 [E] 3] M BF 22 - 69 A7 A i
FE I NSCLC 3 # 5% erlotinib i5 % » H b 17
fi7 ELf5 EGFR 22 %# - H EGFR &8 1) f& 2
ORR } 82.4% » 1fij i EGFR 2% Ft & fE1E [
J& o R BRI AR R Y H EGFR 288 3 Fy
11.7 {8 H i R AI8E EGFR 288 35 5 5.8 {# H
(p<0.05) * OS J* L Fd#H 35 43 7l Ry 12.9 1 H K¢
318 H (p<0.001)* -

— [a] 9 WF T b 2R — UAR g YY)
(gefitinib B¢ erlotinib) B 1k 22 75 %8 7 2. EGFR %€
A2 I NSCLC AR S A i i SR S L
JEBE - AE 25 fE HIEHERR » 33% {5 AR HEEY) K
48% {5 FIAL B2 IG A 8 3 38 A P A RS R A
b 586 12 » 24 il A iy A e e A8 R AL 22
T JRRL B A A B VS R By 1% 0 6% » 21% T AE
{LEIEHE R E T 7% » 19% * 32%(p=0.026) » A]
HAEH EGFR 2@ H v 55— UAR S EEY) L
{EEE R R I ARG ARIE RS ° -

Afatinib & 55 {8 TKI - A] 3§ H R Af
396 #h BH B EGFR » HER2 » HER4 I fifg 75 % -
LUX-Lung 3 § LUX-lung 6 J% afatinib & #& H
EGFR 2% 2 W EE RS 1 NSCLC HY 26 = HAkR
PREAEE » RIGRE T EAE AR AR e rp - B
&b 25 M L - PFS 7€ LUX-Lung 3 th
afatinib #H 511G 8 FAYMETA (11.1 vs. 5.4 months,
p=0.1378) > fii #f LUX-Lung 6 1 J% 8.2 vs. 4.7
months, p=0.1060) » HEREIZE T - (HIGFHE
EOE M1 1% - afatinib FLALZIEE B A B EGFR
ZeAEIITS 2 NSCLC BB HHER PFS (8.2 vs.
5.4 months, p=0.0297) - {EH1S{EEME » afatinib
A PFS AU IS AR SERTH B2 WBRT RYEH
By HHEE (13.8 vs. 4.7 months, p=0.0767) » MiEH
$52 WBRT HYEFE RN (6.9 vs. 5.4 months,
p=0.2222)%6 » BEOR A BF TKI Sz RT A 8 LL B2 5%
TKI HE RS -

BRAIN study Fy 25 — HARE#% ¥ B il e - Ik
¥k H EGFR Ze% H £ F 3 i~ NSCLC
g > Hordr 85 i1 $25Z icotinib G © 73 MiHE
HSER BTG B ALERIEHE © DL icotinib G HEHYIE
F ¥ 19 o {37 intracranial PFS(iPFS, 10.0 vs.
4.8 months, p=0.014) » FH7~ EGFR TKI icotinib [t
T 16 & O LB R BRI R SR 3L
E 40

Su et al. /¥y [A] 3] 4 BF 5€ L #K gefitinib
erlotinib iz afatinib 2K TH [ k& 76 % B & 1% 17»
EGFR [ 1 Wt H NSCLC H % - afatinib Lk
gefitinib A LTI ISHERS TG BCR (HSHERS 2
#5432 > HR 0.49 5 95% CI 0.34-0.71, p<0.001) *
{H—FAta RN A SER 19 8 % - =% EGFR TKI
HGIEIY PFS Jz OS {7535

25 — X EGFR TKI #f IflL B [ B¥ 19 22 7%
i 1T KK 3t 52 28 36 RS RS 93 ek A TR TR R, -
B — e X EGFR TKI HLEsK » 55 = 1€
EGFR TKI 78 & & 8~ B9 I e
2255774 - Osimertinib B—455 =1 EGFR TKI °
1E AURA 3 FE#% 28 = #1308 & > osimertinib
T 5 11T 58 B TKI 36 7% £ 2 4 $i 1% -2 EGFR
T790M 5 74 95 A LE B A pemetrexed/platium
B 47 1 v A i AR SR R A 2% (iPFS: 11.7 vs. 5.6
months, p=0.004)* « M{ES—5EH » SRt
F TKI i8R % E A P2 EGFR T790M B4 5H
A B PHEREIR & GRS - osimertinib tHJEIR
A EZAVURS » R HEHIERE 94% 1 HHAE
THHG AR ORR By 54%* -

1E FLAURA [E#&GBEH > EE#R osimertinib
Bl 25 — X EGFR TKI fJ f* it # EGFR 5 £
NSCLC RIS » 18 A iR R s o i
#H 7% osimertinib 5 B {3 HY i A [ 3R (66% vs.
43%) R FAEIHHS RAR L3R 445 .

Zhou et al. FYBFFELEER H EGFR 28 A
2 NSCLC 432 55— = TKI
B TEPGEEAR R SR I E RS RS - AR
R A RIS & SRR AR SRR S A = A
TKI & B 2 BAKHY (p=0.053) - 2Rif > [
GHREAR Z H A i RS SR AR AL 3R i A AN 2 R AT
B TKIIBRESE 3 eIz E =



Ti& 3R A G AR I R Rk

I SR 55 =A% TKI Bl 55— X TKI iGHE/H 7>
A Ko 11.8% K 15.6% o H 1 L858R Lt exon 19
deletion 5 55 1= iy Jal e 2% 2F 2 (p<0.001) »
T 5% = A TKI ZE 38 A ik IR Y o R e A8 R e RS
Y 4T I8 F L858R(p=0.053) J& Lt exon 19 deletion
(p=0.744) ZEHEAFIBAI) 25 -
A S =1L EGFR TKI E’Jﬁ%ﬁf‘ﬁ e SR
= AR TKI A5 B (R A 111 S e B 22 55 7 e 6 L i
%2 EGFR 228 B H TR S - (E P AE i
HE SRR IE 2K B 5 A LA 28 =K TKL {7
E—HEEHE - {F osimertinib 28 _fR 18 IE
7 AURA & B& - PFS A B RS i 7% e 2= 38 /R
Bk 8.5 & 101 H » AL —HRIEHE
FLAURA 3 Egth - PFS A SRS K S5
BESRR 152 2 19.1 i A - FURKSER S
= TKI B Z MM 22 R E A -
F— 25 =2 EGFR TKI #f EGFR
Zei R H RS R TG R - 75 EGFR TKI
BEYGEE o B — AU L EGFR TKI 4%
A HIEER G EBOR - 55 =fUEGFR TKI &
JRER ) B R Y B R AR RS SR R L iR R AR
SR Il =) EGFR Ze 85 M NSCLC HE 3% fF %%
PSR RFAIE OSSR - /18 F TKI A LEIEH
REAR » DUAERg AR (éf?mﬂ‘“*ﬁﬁ&%ﬁéfé HAE
BRAIN study #E7x EGFR TKI AJ A2 FLASES iS5
FH BEAENES - =T EGFR TKI B o flg i
HE R IEHTIETE R S T 16 7 i A B Y il
FH G B EGFR TKI P #3319 /4 (i Y
B - X EAERAYE & Fy PSR EGFR TKI H[I
A HfE A RS IBIERR T EGFR TKI £
YIRGEREZIMNE T T O DF U 165 A5 7 S DF IR
BHEFERE Z R RS - A 7 P E i R 58
HEAE = EGFR TKI Z % - BT
TR PO 2

EGFR TKI #1581 /A&BVEE R

—  {REEEEY AT RS R

MBI R 5 3 ) DNA 5 6.5 B DNA
B A (single-strand breaks, SSBs) ~ %% Jkk DNA Eff
Z4 (double-strand breaks, DSBs) Mg F: 8145 - &

REZIp N m iR TG A0 A & 19

DNA ZEHEE % & BB 1R - Bk DNA B
24 Kz pimFEAS E AT AR FH g S YT ER 1218 (base excision
repair, BER) Bl 2R 1E 15 - 1 % K DNA B 24 Al
#% H ] J5 M 82 #H (homologous recombination) 5z
FEE IR 4 Kb 5 (non-homologous end joining,
NHEJ) K15 - EGFR FlS HR IR 1% & i i 33
DNA &R » M REEBEIEERGES - EfE
A B8 SRR ES T - EGFR MR8 RIS E S
B e A B o R AT A P 48 o BRPTIERY
EEAEPTREAT N HIBEHIFTIERL ¢ (1) WesfEa S s b
EGFR #% FH Ras/MAP kinase [ 1% 3% 5 i1 38 33 45
(accelerated repopulation) » [thEH SRR gy
{1t BER » NHEJ Je[rl {1 A DNA 218
(2) BT ST G (b EGFR #5H PI3K/AKT BgAEHS
IOARRA TS » REEE LR Rt & TE (L NHEJ
B [R5 74 E #H DNA & 18 B (3) HUH 16 5 5
# EGFR il %% - [KptiG{b 7 NHE) B &
DNA B ZUEF I ° - ifi EGFR TKI #5 Hi {5 #f
HE At IE - SRR E - FEAE AR s
A S fHAE DNA ESE & SRR Al HIH]E 28]
A R IR R U A R ER AR+ IRIBE AT 8
ST R BRI 20 -

— e AR A0 M A RS EE pY @ E

R FE TP i S R Y IR DIRE MR e 3R
5 A fEFE H — MBS 5 B2 (blood-brain barrier,
BBB) 2K:Z Hi itk — HAY - BBB 1 2 = )& #i
R+ BEEROAIMNE BE & A KA » BRAEAE A R
%Hﬂﬁ@%@ﬂﬂﬁﬁf“ﬁ*&ﬁﬁ%ﬁéuﬂ BE Jh FE Y
EE TR IR IR 2 e o S AT G I A 1P 52 A e AR
E’%&Eﬁﬁnﬁhfﬁ[ﬂl PR B A0 A =] /) 3t 7 78
A (1) BB BE S (tight junction) » 7] & $4
o {1 19 Bz R M oz T P Y 55 Sk o 5 AR+ BRI G T
HHE TR 7K VA M - S8 5 A IV B IR o2 B (2) 1%
GEHOIREA LT (3) 1A MER/EH B 2A E8E R
BTl S BRI T DA B2 09 5 -3 i B SHAR AN DA ZE Y 5
T o 38 FERE L K ST KRR o
T ARGHEAREEL » ANRER B IE HEEEY) )
LR EEY) o [ ANAE BBB A RZ A I Y 3 Bl

. & JH 41 p-glycoprotein (P-gp) * breast cancer
resistance protein (BRCP) & b & ¥ - B E
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FH A B A R BT S M G ER - AR 2 iR A 28
Yt 2 8 Sl H BT 52 8 AT h &y A AT A
Jitd ) B BE ) e 32 o 5 — R TKI gefitinib 2
erlotinib «Z CSF %% 3% 3 73 Jll Fy 1.3%+0.7% K&
3.3%+0.77% [ 55 X TKI afatinib 2 CSF Z£3%
Ty 2.45+2.91%5 o JFER{EMY CSF ZRER
ARG T TKI FEIAE CNS BRI -

— & B gefitinib A i 17 WBRT Hij & &2
BBB % 3% 3 1Y W 5% # 7R » gefitinib £ CSF-to-
plasma L3R TE$257 30Gy HY WBRT 2 1% 3% £l ix
= 1H » RIK$252 WBRT fHEL 26 B3 7 B
(1.87+0.72% v.s. 1.34£0.49%, p=0.01)°° - &%
TSGR T R o e KBS P I B PR 7 K bk T S
0 TKI ZEY0Y 38 75 1 1 3 A R A i A SR AR Y
BEVIIRIE - BLAb - JEBEE ST th AT K T790M 2¢
S FTEEY TR JTEEME 5 - fF a8 a1
1 EGFR TKI W] 85 1B B s 5 96 7 rO BB
ST T B 5 T 13 TR 7 e e 8 SR e e 5
Yigg e RIEL & 15 WA R B A 3 i B
EGFR 224 NSCLC &35 ISR TG H R - &
R EGFR TKI 7 B B B 55 76 7 Bl B8 3% TKI
TR0 L -

F—EE K EGFR TKI & H{BSEE
A PEELE NS TKI ARV LLER

I Zeng et al. BYEHERZEH » 90 1F
JSHERL I NSCLC B » 43 4552 i gefitinib
o, gefitinib & ff WBRT » H ORR } 26.7% vs.
64.4% (p<0.001) » BIRIEHIFRy 42.3% vs. 71.1%
(p=0.006) » A7 B RS AL R fy 6.57 8 H
vs. 10.6 fE H (p<0.001) » H4i7 OS s 14.83 H vs.
23.40 H (HR: 0.432, p=0.002) ° Gefitinib & B
WBRT Lt B 4% (i F gefitinib 55 AE BE 3 12 5 [
HRAFTER o (H2 IEIFFe AR BB IR &
& H EGFR 2825 MR A FER A BIER A
77.8% HiFE A EGFR 2882 AT > -

1E Chen et al. Y [EIWHPEWFZE 5 - 132676
i 8 %% 19 EGFR 2€ # NSCLC & % 43 7l # %
EGFR TKI & WBRT (n=53) B8 5% EGFR TKI
1B (n=79) » H ORR 23 A1 K 67.9% vs. 39.2%
(»=0.001) » [ M 9w AL I ] 53 A1 ks 24.7 H

vs. 18.2 A (p=0.004) » OS 7¥ Wi #H HI] fE 5 3% 7=
A (48.0 H vs. 41.1 H , p=0.740) - H b 45 5E IR
HI NSRS B E TR 22 &5 OF WBRT 6B IR ER
188 14 FALHA (27.0 vs. 18.2 months, p=0.008) » {H.
1 IS R BY IS S R 3 HI e 72 B2 (24,7 vs. 20.0
months, p=0.193) - 7R LIAREE 22 E H 8
BHPHBEZET OS 271 (58.0 vs. 28.0 months,
p=0.001) » JERURERERBAEFIBEARL: - 2H
B o] DU T BRGS0

Zhu et al. Fy[E1 MR 52 A 0 133 2 F IS
% #J EGFR 2€ % NSCLC H 3 43 H1 $% % EGFR
TKI [FIRE & HERSES UG (n=67 » .t WBRT
63 {i7 1M SRS 4 17 ) » 5% B J& EGFR TKI J5 %
(n=66) » TKI & Df it 58 16 % L B TKIIG 3R H
B {% 1Y iPFS(16.0 vs. 11.5 months, p=0.017) k&
0S(22 vs. 15 months, p=0.015) » KEERH T
exon 21 Ze%# B F B2 TKI+RT HLEESE TKI i59%
A % 4 19 0S(22.0 vs. 13.5 months, p=0.004)
iPFS(14.0 vs. 9.5 months, p=0.001) * [ #E exon 19
gergrh » SOFGR ECEEGR Z OS K iPFS HI
AR O

Magnuson et al. F [a] 3] 14 B 52 5 » 351 fif
A IS # 2 1 EGFR 22% NSCLC B8 #% 70 B ks
=AEKEA > 53 A ks FiT 1 SRS F 423 TKI i5 5
(n=100) » FifH WBRT F5 3% TKI 5% (n=120)
Te TKI 6 9% % 75 5% 4 B A B AL IS 58 ] WBRT
B SRS(n=131) = =#H:Zz OS 435Ky 46 » 30 » 25
fi#l A (p<0.001) * iPFS 43 Al By 23 > 24 - 17 i A
(p=0.025) > L 4p > FF Diagnosis-Specific Graded
Prognostic Assessment (DS-GPA) FRTEERER iy R AT
H953 85 2-4 57 H9 RS - BT SRS MG B KRRy
1735 8l (64 months; 95% CI, 46 to not reached) °
SEWFFeHE B SR T i TR i R 165
B AEWIAAIE I - FH SRS DUATH SRS 7 #4235
TKI VGRS B RA A - A7 SRS w] i
BHW A WBRT AT SR AR B E 2 -

Liu et al. FEIPERFFES - 113 £76 HEER
) EGFR Z&## NSCLC B #/FE Ry R AN E ik
EHA & Bf TKI(WBRT: 37; SRS:12, n=49) k% B
¥ TKI G (n=64) » HA 27 (7 KIS E AL
B2 RAE MU IB (salvage radiation therapy) e
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VA B2 ARG S i ia R ny S tE EL - /i
S RS 518 A0 B 9 98 RH A R I B9 iPFS (21.4 vs. 15
months, p=0.001) » {8 OS HVZH 75 - HE HH
B BRI I 6 B 2 £+ iPFS TERITHA
PSS B ¥ it A L SR 32 1 T B Vi it L ok A S
FEHL o FHURAE HE Al B A 2 BB A AL
T T BRI EEE A R o RIGERE TR
1£ DS-GPA 738 0-2 HY R - RTHABSIS IR TG
ST OS WAL T (HR 0.33, p=0.025)% »

Wang et al. BB PERFFCHRAA 49 KB HE
A B 132 A SEEAR AU SHEES EGFR 288 NSCLC
BE o 1F 49 (A fEAR ISR g o - 45 (1 8%
% S 1 fi% B 15 9 (WBRT 39 i » SRS 6 1i7) »
SRS K WBRT #Hf iPFS 733k 12.4 k2 9.5l H
(»=0.895) » OS J%37.7 ; 21.1 f&l H (p=0.194) -
SRS #H Y iPFS Jz OS & & & £ i i 7] {5 oK 3
HEE AR o AE 132 A SRSEAR IS RS B p
H 46 MiFR T TKIIEH 2 VNE S T RTHHEUA
5 JSH BB TR B T 55 86 fir L B 32 TKIJA 9% -
HAS R B A B IS Il st v ey e 5 B B
A e Y 5 4 {18 RS 5 A 2R (57.8% vs.
39.8%, p=0.035) * & & F K 1Y OS (24.9 vs.
17.4 months, p=0.035) o FLAHFT 1T 7 RS V6%
IO ABIRFEES - AR B PRIl
74 AL BB SIS EHE - Horb 33 A7 s [AI
$52 TKI FISERIETIEHE » 13 (AR SE S ioR
AR BB TG T TKI » 28 7 F TKI A2k
H i PG PRSI G 3 o B =1E#H 5.2 iPFS
4 W2 113 0 11.1 » 8.1 H (p=0.032) * OS F
26.2 0 21.9 - 17.1 @l H (p=0.085) - i5 LR FER
BIVBE A S AR SRS e h » B A AL iR
BB S AR © -

Sung et al. B9 [a] 3 P4 BF 92 59 A 81 7 i i
&) EGFR 2% NSCLC B3 » 40 i B EZ %
TKI 5z &6 il 8 35 #% (WBRT 21; SRS 19) [fij 41
¥ 52 B TKI IR0 - MRy 2R BN E LR
53 3 ks 36.5% K2 62.2% (p=0.006) » {F $%3Z TKI
o S ES T B v P e 1 W - 1 R P
B3R FBRTERR TR AR (p=0.267) ;22
T K i 48 £2 [R] 32 96 1 2R (p=0.740) 3 i 86 =& A~

BRARAS

6] « TR MSE BEERA R > FF 3R
TR FE L3R/ WBRT 5z SRS fHISH =% > 43
A By 33.3% Bz 40.2% (p=0.617) ° W EAFIE R
WBRT ¢ SRS #HLZ G » 4351k 45.9% K
60.2% (p=0.359)% -

Chen et al. FY[EIPERTTERIA 105 17 /SHERS
i EGFR 224 NSCLC ¥k —E/HA] » 39
A7 B3 TKI 6% » 34 {7 A4 TKI B WBRT - 32
{7 5 WBRT F§ #2752 TKI 5 © BH A ORR 43 51
By 66.7% * 85.3% * 75% (p<0.05) * iPFS 43 1
6.8+ 12.4 9.1 ffl H (p<0.05) » EES} PFS 43 B Ky
7.8 9.4 831 H (p>0.05) > OS 43 Hll B 16.9 -
24.5 » 21.3 1 H (p<0.001) » [F] % TKI k2 WBRT
4G % £ 9 8 7 ORR ~ iPFS Fz OS® « Chen Y et
al. B ME RS E 2R E T A 0F TKI &
RT FLELME TKI BB GEEER iPFS (21.5 vs. 15
months, p=0.036) > {H 7E PFS (12 vs. 13 months,
p=0.242) 5z OS (36 vs. 23 months, p=0.363) & Zf
E2 ) o AEH A ER S ER R - &
ff TKI J RT B9 EHBHE LR iPFS (21.5 vs.
14.8 months, p=0.026) & OS (36 vs. 23 months,
p=0.041)%7 -

Saida Y et al. BY[EIITEIFZEH - 39 [
[ EGFR 2€% NSCLC BHEHZniHAE iR ia
FE e TKI » 65 (i He 52 B TKI I6H - BIBETER:
ZHSE U 1B AL AR A 8 % R R RIS
W% o AiTEARSES O G RO AR EL B TK 169%
BREIIEEIIIER] (time to treatment failure,
TTF) * 11.2 vs. 6.8 months (p=0.038) *{H. iPFS (15.6
vs. 11.1 months, p=0.096) & OS & 1% & 7= B 19
(26.1 vs. 24.0 months, p=0.525) » HA 2R HANK
R IR B AE SRS B WBRT /iRZ K »
A TTF » iPFS » K OS R HE 751 ¢ -

An N et al. B[R] 14 BF 5% FL#R [ 25 TKT K¢
RT FIELSE TKI G220 - [ TKI & RT H
B 3 W (£ 19 iPFS (25 vs. 16 months, p=0.019) &
OS (31 vs. 24 months, p=0.019) » fij & % PFS iif:
7252 (20 vs. 17 months, p=0.660) °

Chen CH et al. Fy[EIHIPEAFZEH - 141 G
N ¥R 1) EGFR 22845 % NSCLC & # =< T
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EGFR TKI & » Hth 94 {7 (66.7%) % T
WBRT 755 - £ 20.3 1l HEH% - &
ff WBRT 165 % #Y JE 35 L B 3 TKI 35 7% 8 35 B
F R THENS RS % OS (14.3 vs. 2.3 months °

1-year OS: 81.9% vs. 59.6%, p=0.002) » B Z1E
& 0f WBRT #H A1 G A B9 TR K1 (40
B2 ~ BRI R ISR LU R 2 i
FREEAR) - R E R A FRER R B3R
1658 259 A th R T WBRT BH7E HAH &
57 -

He ZY et al. F [E1 3] 14 BF 92 44 A 104 £7 5
F RS ) EGFR 224 NSCLC 3% » Hr 56 iz
P23 [ 25 WBRT J TKI [fij 48 17 B8 4% TKI 75 1%

(3 & 20 7 £F 7 48 TKI $1 1 1% fiti 17 salvage
WBRT) » #5REURESHF WBRT LLELRE TKI 36
HEZZ F2 71 iPFS (17.7 vs. 11.0 months, p=0.015)
{H OS W22 - FhAbh - Lo tse i SHERE Y
BT iPFS AHR - i 3 8 SRS k1 R
G AZHY iPFS (>3 vs. < 3: 12.5 vs. 18.0 months,
p=0.044) o KJERES e - Ao 3 (A S ER
Y BB % $% % [6] 25 WBRT 5z TKI Lt BE %% TKI
#5145 1Y iPFS (17.6 vs. 9.2 months, p=0.001) {H 7£
3 AL 2 N EIE ARG 8222 (19.2 vs. 14.5
months, p=0.526)""

Zhao L et al. FYEIWAPERTZEERET 2 22 i1

(>4 i i #5754 ) /Y EGFR 2&%#% NSCLC B % #
3% WBRT ®ij B 5 EGFR TKI J1 % M I £ B H
REZ R TER » Hrh 207 A7 B #H R4 TKI PT
BEVET 137 07583 TRIPUEEN: - fSRBERa
i TKI 1252 WBRT 2 %% » H iPFS % OS
HRIAE S A2 L - MAE RIEEE R » 4E Lung-
molGPA 43 8 2.5-4 /3 By B 3% » M TKI §T2E 1
1Y B b TKT Prggihn B G B K1Y iPFS
(12.8 vs. 10.1 months, p=0.014) 5 OS (23.3 vs.
15.3 months, p=0.005)"? -

KB 4 B F T80 B8 i HA B0 e Va9
| TKI Lt B8 5% i B TKI A5 0 4 19 TR B8 3 ik
AR R W27 7E Byeon S et
al. A B PERF 2 121 3745 BS RS 9 EGFR
Z¢# NSCLC [35 » 59 i #2 SZ i HH RS SR I U G
BN TKIif 62 A7 BifE TKI VA% - FSREURTE

—EREEBEIEIE R (71.9% vs. 68.2%, p=0.678)
iPFS (16.6 vs. 21.0 months, p=0.492) 5z B 9} PFS
(12.9 vs. 15.0 months, p=0.77) R G2 - {HA]
AR BB R G b TR 7 i 04 I A s
IR (79.7% vs. 59.7%, p=0.019)7 -

Jiang et al. FYEIAPERFFERAA 230 f7HSTERS
Z EGFR ZE % NSCLC /% - Hth 116 {7 # %
B J% EGFR TKI &% M 51 1 #5 EGFR TKI I
- WBRT &% © TKI Ji_: WBRT LB TKI i
JELE iPFS (6.9 vs. 7.4 months, p=0.232) *» PFS (7.5
vs. 7.9 months, p=0.546) & 1% G 7= BHAG K 2
9 OS (21.6 vs. 26.4 months, p=0.049)"* -

Du XJ et al. FYf7E & M43 AR ERET A ISR
Y EGFR 2% NSCLC 2% DARiHARSES T e %
& fF TKI BCEIE TKI IG R o HAS RIS
AT HA RS IR 1A & OF TKI LB TKI B fE
4 OS (HR=0.71, 95% CI=0.58-0.86, p=0.0005) 5%
iPFS (HR=0.69, 95% CI=0.49-0.99, p=0.04) = X
FEFESHTERETEE WBRT &6 TKI LLESE TKI A
BRI OS (HR=0.75 * 95%CI=0.51-1, p=0.05) ¢
iPFS (HR=0.64 » 95% CI=0.48-0.85, p=0.002) © fij
F1 WBRT FHEL » BijH SRS &6 TKI LLEE S TKI
IR EIE BT OS 32& (HR 0.37, 95%=0.26-
0.54, p<0.00001)° -

2= EGFR TKI &HIEIE G A&
EREE Y55 =X EGFR TKI /BEAYES
Ee#s
Y A% = {CEGFR TKI W% » K
E ISR I IR LA — R EEE A
EGFR TKI #2247 » HREELIES =X EGFR TKI {&
R ISHERS FE 3 R S T & DR IS BB O G R 1 Ry
— (S EEET Y RE - Xie et al. BYEI I MR FE
AT I#RS B L EGFR 225 NSCLC ¥ LUK
B UG 15 7B & B osimertinib B, B 3% osimertinib
BB IR THR - e R E S R 3
11 A Ak v oz IS B 1 R v B 32 S
JFE (group A) » 9 76 EA L 2 K2 HAE R
f osimertinib 5 ¥ IR A5 $2 52 I 50 i (group
B) » 20 17 B £E BH 4 osimertinib 75 & BF 2 B 15
E S %% (group C) ° Group B FTe 2 B I 1A
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5t Ry Cyberknife 172 £  F WBRT © #fi5$
SE R = 18 BH 71 AE 76 7% K BORF ] (p=0.775) * PFS
(p=0.960) 5z OS (p=0.282) &L /BB B =Y »
FRSER G RN B W TR E A - (FE
8 H fF A IS i R 19 EGFR 284 NSCLC 3% DU
osimertinib U528 KRBT » FIGEE FERF
T2 1] 8 B A osimertinib DAZE 38 B0 v
TSRS TR AR B P TR 76

A Zhai et al. B9 [E P EBFSE S - 61 A2 B
5% 2 EGFR 288 NSCLC 3% - 7k 40 iz
B 2% 192 52 BJB osimertinib 168 1T 21 fi7 B 2% #%
% osimertinib 75 Jf K& &0 ST 16 5 o Hrp A
B 5t 36 9% By 14 i WBRT » 5 fif WBRT with
simultaneous integrated boost 5z 2 fiZ SRS = [ A
ORR Jz %25 ORR S R iA #2 il 2= J* Wi #H o i NItz
JEEHZE N [F]  iPFS JA R AH i [ o 40 5 25 72 5
(13.50 vs. 16.67 months, p=0.836) * OS 11 flE 5%
7% 5 (26.13 vs. 29.20 months, p=0.826) ° LLAfF5%
L BH/RAE osimertinib 2 &M T FSEES 08 15 9%
WSS EIREIMERS o HERESE BN SRR IERE
SyHT 5T - H L858R ZE8HY K 1 osimertinib
A OFSEBEE R AELER OS (p=0.046) * 1
H exon 19 deletion HY 535 7F B & osimertinib £H
BEEER OS (p=0.011)77 -

Zhao et al. FYEIFIPEIFZEHERET 5 —RR i A
osimertinib 8¢ 58 — {{ TKI fA 5 § ## £ ") EGFR
228 NSCLC R85 2 83 I i S RS 28 S 0 05 o

CHLETEIER SO R ) A8 Le Y
At o FELDUSE—1% TKI I B 265 7 B h »
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Lung cancer is a leading cause of cancer mortality in Taiwan. Epidermal growth factor (EGFR) mutations,
predominantly exon 19 deletions and exon 21 L858R mutations, are known oncogenic drivers in 46.7% of non-
small-cell lung cancer (NSCLC) patients in East Asia. The accumulative incidence of brain metastasis in EGFR-
mutant NSCLC patients is greater than EGFR wild-type patients. Because long-term survival outcomes in EGFR-
mutant NSCLC patients continue to improve, the management of brain metastasis becomes a greater challenge.
Radiotherapy (RT), either whole-brain radiotherapy (WBRT) or stereotactic radiosurgery (SRS), has been the
mainstay of treatment for brain metastases. The first and second generation tyrosine kinase inhibitors (TKls) have
proven to have efficacy in the treatment of EGFR-mutant brain metastasis. Osimertinib is a third-generation EGFR
TKI with proven activity in the front-line setting as well as in patients with a T790M acquired resistance mutation
with remarkable central nervous system (CNS) activity. After the discovery and development of these generations
of EGFR-TKIs, the clinical value of cranial radiotherapy became questionable for untreated EGFR-mutant NSCLC
patients with brain metastases, since EGFR-TKI alone has significantly improved potency against brain metastases
in these patients. However, whether the combination of EGFR TKls and brain RT is better than EGFR-TKIs alone
remains unclear. Here, we review the literature related to the role of upfront cranial radiotherapy plus EGFR-TKIs
compared with EGFR-TKIs alone for the treatment of brain metastases in EGFR-mutant advanced NSCLC patients.



