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[ Abstract ] Leptomeningeal metastasis (LM) is one of the serious complications of advanced non-small cell lung
cancer (NSCLC), although the incidence is not high, the clinical symptoms are severe and the prognosis is poor. LM is prone
to occur in patients with positive driver gene than negative. At present, the treatment of LM mainly includes molecular targeted
therapy, systemic chemotherapy, whole brain radiotherapy, intrathecal chemotherapy and immunotherapy. Although there are

many treatments, the efficacy of LM is still unsatisfactory. This article reviews the drug therapy of sensitive driver gene positive

NSCLCLM.
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85%0), ki %% (leptomeningeal metastasis, LM ) JiHfi 1
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HEAR2093.8%, 849%-96% NI, £1/3HILM G NS it
RS, WKL BIPEINSCLC Y 58.8%, JLrak e AR KA
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1746.5%, [A]AS Pk ELRE A (anaplastic lymphoma kinase,
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LM I R R B4R TR R LMAE FE R LM
LMI R FAE A I R e B L 7, L5 i 592 o e A% X LA
S0, LMY FE 2 PR R IA : QONN S 5T 32 58 K i S o 33
FM: S DMK BUSR B ki R L DA
5 R A B Bl it 5 s Qb2 BRI
L) BRGNS ZhIRARE MG S
2 THphE W25, RIUMILITTRE. SO0 THFRIFRA |
DR R 50 570 A MR i R MESE: s (DD H 3 v 3R 1
(g MKk ALk A ) AR AR K s 38 B ZH 245 S Y
HEFTPE AN S e ekt R B OBy ek | 2BATREAS | IRZREE)
S5 @[] kA A ARG HBON A mT HE B S R i AR
PRI, LM 22k, SR T i 5L Tl /) I
IO LMIZW SR TR RGUTEIR . SR
T I TR LR PEAT, I TR A M 2 A A AT AR 2
LMIZ BTG ARIEE . 22 UC RO I 7] i o 200 6 27 A 2 Y
PR, (ECE AT BT A IR 2 OB P R GEREIR
PRAE, I E R 0 5 I IR iR (magnetic resonance
imaging, MRI) &30 Qi B Rz ph 288 i Ak | el i PNy 4575
85, WANS WA KB 114,

3 LMH%E

LMAR 5 HIK S K AT D43 i EGERZS 28 NS CL CJlik i
8% ALKSEIR A GNSCLCIN %% | ROS-IFlANSCLC
TG LA 7% o MR 2 75 2 32 1 VR Y7 AT LAY A WIIANS CLCHi
JEAERS . NSCLCIAYT LM, AR 2 A M2 RS
PR 23 R JCAE RAE LM RE AR LM o 3K 8 3 AN TA]
WIRASE G A TCM A RERER R, YT R A

LMIAYT I H I s sk e B 1A 4 RGUREAR
MR A TG I AR S AR —TE SR DR, LMZ&]
Wiy nT e s AL S AEAF I E] (overall survival, OS) (H 3
08 6.0 vs 1.9 P<0.001) o LMIAYT = A i A 77
AR 3A -1 e 1R A A7 3019909200 LM S i 5i2
FE R A X, LMPIUS B 22, R E, H T oA sl
NSCLCHKE RS A FL, X FICREMR NI R (R, 0
HAURIRSH LR AIR | LW ERE—2 k. T4

FEAR A LM, N 7E A T Jay 428 1l I o 2 A i R A
sUHRIE, FU Bt —igiR,

4.1 WL BHPENSCLCHIIA G IFLM 22.6% M EGFR%E
ENSCLCTEWIRIZWT B ENSCLCHIFLM, 22%H)
ALKE:H @G NSCLCTEWI R IZ W A £ HENSCLCA I
LM Bifi 25 & 24 IR TR it o 11 59 (tyrosine kinase inhibitors,
TKIs) 132 W, SRS SER FH NS CLCHR # LMA: A7
B A K B2,

IV VR I 24 ¥ JE 2 M TRV 7 LM B B[R] 2K 22241
X 2% SR RTRE S I Ik 5 F&% (blood brain barrier, BBB) 2%
ANFITKIsIAST 25902 A 59k B 1] it = S B e 1 PR AR AR
A2 FAFELS, R TR Is B[R] — AN [F] 25 9 76 i 6 T
VR FEANT], A AT K Is 5] — AN [ 25 9 76 I B T 19
e PEAN ] 2226
4.1.1 EGFRZEENSCLCHIAGIFLM HH, TKIsVAYT &
EGFRFEZENSCLCHEA I —LRIBYT I 5. X FHAEGFR
ZRAENSCLCHHMN (J5) 56500 4, SR 37 255 e i
2% (National Comprehensive Cancer Network, NCCN) . Ek
PHIIE N FL# 25 (European Society for Medical Oncology,
ESMO) 85 R A8 HERE B TKIsIAYT. AR TKIsTE %
WM 259 BEANR], Ay LMY T A A ]

HARRE . JEig e R R 2 S —fCEGFR-
TKIs, /NP1 R 52 27 W e 08 4 e 18 i 1 v vk J32
T AR . — IR AR R R, TR e L R
BIRINE WO E S BB, AR e 5L eTE
B AR [ (8.244.3) nmol/L vs (66.9+39.0) nmol/L,
P=0.000,8] , fXiBEE [ (1.13%+0.36%) vs (2.77%+0.45%),
P<0.000,1) |, JEIRESEIAIFLMA R, S5 —IR ik F 52
iR JE I R JE AT NS CLCJlii i i B 7 il 2 Lb 5 AR R JR 47,
FLUE Hi 2 T8 B 1 i 20 2 e i R Tl R e

(64.3% vs 9.1%, P=0.012) . 7E—IRIARFFEEOH, Kl
e (K750 mgai1,000 mg) F57%HINSCLCHN ik 4%
PR E M R RIFRNSGE, RN o A7

(progression-free survival, PES) /2.3 1A (JGFH: 1.67-H-4.0
MR 5 oS k3. GERl: e MH-s. 1) o Bk
ZU SR JEIS R TE G O B = T AR e .
I, FEAL—REGFR-TKIsA] SO T, JEIg & e T+
e AT e, TR e H1S0 mgify T LM,

By e 2 55 —AREGFR-TKIIN 57, A Al AU ErbB
Z % [EGFR/ErbB1. AKR L AKKFZ 42 (HER2;
ErbB2) FIErbB4 | FH o I R AT 5 0 /s Bl JE 72 1
PR FE A, R PRt FH R 3t v i 5 1 S v B 1 <0.36 - 7E
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I AR LUX-Lung 3AILUX-Lung 63V 41434 45 i
7, SGARTEXF LG, RIS F A A S T R A RS R A
FATWA ST, 349808 0 TO i e A A AR e i 3, H 22
SEICGTF 2T ), SRR SR i P AR 4 RGN AT
FiE— oY

WA R4 = EGFR-TKI, T 1 £ b 41 1
EGFR-TKI¥ B HIEGFR T790MHiMEZR S, BT A T790M
ZRAFINSCLCBETTIIAURA R4 (U FEAURAY JEBAS |
AURA2., AURA3FIAURAL7) 058 3L4h A 224T790M
SRS WE WINSCLCHik R 55 5 835, 45 RLMBYORR A
55%, DCRik91%., LMH i PESH11.1/MH, H{70SH18.8
A (95%CI: 6.3-NC) , 12N HELEHEH65% (95%Cl:
40%-82%) B4 i KA . T/ THWIG RAF 5T X AURA RFIF
Rk, 5—0. A, BAEBEE EENKEE
Pk, BT IR T FLAURAWTSY, BFZE 90 AJCHT ARG
7 W EGFRIFUR R A M IINSCLC R, 45036, 55—
REGER-TKIsAHEL, BAE P PFSIE18.9H, HF{i70S
iK38.6 . S G IMN RS (GUFELM) WAL, BAEE
HIPAIPES 1520, BA e I dob I VR 0 0 ks % i s
RS UE IR XD, I, XHFEGFRZEAENSCLCHK I F4 5
WHRARF, ks =R AR EIRTT, AT790MEAE, L
SR

M2, TR, JEIE RT3 AR e ]
BIE; JiAh, IR T S R 58 3 3 R R A B e 7E I 5
s T AR — . AUTKIs, WA IR FEGFRZEENSCLC
I FERE A T 55— . 4%, EGFR-TKIsIAYT I WL 2% fift
E (objective response rate, ORR) F1ik30%-35%, EHOS
3 H-1201, KA TARER &, TR T—
R AR 3223057431 AR I 249K B R TR IsTRYT LMY T AL
(SR 2 HLA TR i3 5 S I TK s (W1AZD3759F
Tesevatinib ) \IEFENF A&, 45 B2 = o 2 i B 5 4% £ 4 1997
2, WAREE— AL A PRI R
4.1.2 ALKFRG I K ROS-1IBAPENSCLCHIIA A LM ALK
FlS LI BT NSCLC R A 12 W I K 29309 A Hhiix i 28 R4

(central nervous system, CNS) ngz, LMZ@Q{%?{HO&%M,

KFALKFHYE S ROS-1FHPELMIAT T IR FEAR 2D

TR JE A X ALK /MET /ROS 1K 35 4 M AT P i
R 72246] - — AR ALK-TRI b M5 T X LA 3 i 1) 27325 56N
. 20.26% 47, KRR FEMER JE (250 mg, bid ) Bk
A 8 P9 TR G F SRS AL KRG S IR FH NS CLC i s 4 75
AR, R EIRITLM, JT RS, BCA FE AL IT IR YT
LMAREA AL

T e 55 —ACALK/ROSI G, A #5048
7N, (e VAT TALK P NS CLC IR 45 5% R AR i s 44 72,
i 2 il st T i S o B ALK BH: A9 A RE AR Bk e 40
fINSCLCfisi 5% % Fl / 55 i B 5% B8 A THHASCEND - 78/ 58

(NCTO02336451) , S ILAN A 15615 i e i 5% 7% H 3
HAEKORRIA30%-60%, FiH1 18I LMATORREG1420%.
—IE AT ALK FHENSCLC B B Je X Ak r —ZRiR 7 1Y
IIIHASCEND-4 W55, JE& G IF 5578 470, 5
JE750 mgfJORRK44% (95%Cl: 24.4%-65.1%) , FH7OSIk
10.7-H (95%CI: 8.1-16.4) fFi 852750 mgRf /i P 4 il %
00, AN JE A —FhE 2 —ARALK/ROS/EGER M
|, FEALKFHMENSCLCEE T, BN S #45553%-67%,
7 A PRS2 120 H o A1 I JE 70 R A% 7% v g T
PEASA e , A48 TR LM S AT I ALTA- 1L 58

(NCT02737501) IEFE AT PR JE 25 —fLALK/RET
], HAT B CNSBiEN: . 20194FESMOHE HiALEXHF
7, I PESEL38.6 1, 44 0S#iK64.5%, T ILLR
B IFCNSFR B, Bl e M s e B Je 4L h v PES 43
AA25.4 1740 H (HR=0.37, 95%CI: 0.23-0.58) , XfT
SR CNSTHEAS IR, PR JE 4 AR T40% A SET - XU

(HR=0.6,95%Cl: 0.34-1.05) . X FAALKRIAPHYENSCLC
HIFCNSHER (FGM) g, AT 1, PORERE
T e . Ainge. e,

PRI 5 =1CALK/ROSTIMGIFI, sh¥y e 7l 55
PR R LN 7 5 98385 R 14 31%-96% . TUIIIfG RHIF 77 45 31 i
IR RGP ALK P NS CL C BB PN % WL 25 2 i 1k
73% 151, Gafer % UGB 1240157 hi B R iR TALKIE H gl
NSCLC/N K ik B R 1 8, B 55 BB Je IR 7 D it ik
Jr P G R L MLER 5 %0

K2, XA ALK A P NS CL O K fiki 555 75
JE O IS = 1 AN G2 1 A VR 9 [ o
5 e, “ACALK-TKIsffiNPESHIE T rome g s, JL
fhFr B ALK-TKIs entrectinibflensartinib (NCT02568267.
NCT01625234) XFLMY7 W IEAE ST 1240,

4.2 WREFEHPETENSCLC TRIsIAIT R HBILMAYE L K
29%-10%H A7 EGFREE[H 2 AF NS CLC I HAE TKIsIRYT
a2 T BRI ME), i, EGFRH S A L8SSRIE ALY
FEH LU EGFRAMEF 1961 2R B AT AT RE & 2ELM (10.7%
vs 3.4%, P=0.006) 'S, LMl /& NSCLCHIME =S, 52%

(JuFl: 9%-76%) A ML RGIEARSS, 60.9% M ETEZ W
LM i 2 % T—FPEGER-TKIs )T RIGJTS, TKIsIAYT
JE HBLLM AT R IG R ER TR 22—, M= &
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FEIRYT AR
TKIsIAIT 25 HBILM, #24 RGUEIRK &, i %

JEHEA RN/ 84 BHR YT SR, JET K Is 7 5 i ok 3
T KIsiB /2 TKIsEC G40 M AR B, MBURTKIsSERG 0T
SLTKIsSHR A AT, g CIH, i it a5
ARG R IRIT 2 B4R, (ELMARE e Kk
i, o BRI R . 455 SN AN P B, LMY
IHYT RG]
4.2.1 fINPERE TKIsAIT ) HELM, IfH oMkt 4 i
TEOLR AT, LAHAX K e R R 3, AT2% LA T IR T 3R ;
PIF 3 24X EGFRZEZAENSCLC TKIsIAY T (L LM A
Ig: SRz
4.2.1.1 TKIsHHANEREHHTRIs TKIsN 24 /5 1 4G
I HE 2 RS AE PR R A 28 R 0 i JR 2 I DR 1 & DL T R g
A AN A R AP TGO, AR /7 R St
TEOL NS B, A2 R TR s N ol & e WA e iR
Y7o FlippotZ BZ0s i — T Z2 v MR A 5 rh, AL gh A
92flfF, LMIZWiGE P 708 6.1 H (95%Cl: 4.2-7.6) ,
87 TKIsiAY 7 R WUG PR 32 TKISIRST B (n=50) 1Y
LM OSH7.6 ™ H (95%CI: 5.7-10.9) , TiAdEZ
TBITHIERE 4.2 H (95%Cl: 1.6-6.7) , 60% UK %% TKIs
PRI IRZ 25, e R SGE B e Z I
BIIRIT B E A 11/20 (55%) 45 TIRIRR 25, 15 HH4h
WTKIsfif 25 NSCLC-LM PR TK s, GLFE 7 5hnsE, i
PRATAR 25 o — 3519 K5 e JE 3 B SR 1R Y7 A R FEEGEFR-
TKIsVASTF R IMEATELM, 120013532 T K FIR %2 e

(HF2K200 mga300 mg, 53K 300 mgi450 mg, Bi%f4
K600 mg ) iY77, 236{LHEZ THRER T EGFR-TKIs., 7F
ez IR a g B R A, 361 (30%) TIESE 145
AR Kiamig e BE 2 WLMIE oS 6.2 H

(95%CI: 2.5-8.5) , WA >390eEE [ BTk BB a6y AH
KIFET, A E5 I K LI e AR f EEEGFR-TKI
PG MR PELM AV TEIRY T 1R . — I 9 {51 [m Bt 43
Bk p=X R B e (55711,500 mg ) 1GYTEGFRRAE
RINSCLCHIMN LM, M X582 SO 53 67% (6/9, £
FafiLm) , Ak PESiA 2.7 H GEF: 0.8 H-14.54
1), oS 12 AL, Jeig e nl Ll ik R R 1R T
SRR HEL LMY, R, ST FTRIsIGS R BRI LM,
AP TKIs s (4G k=X 2s 2 s KRl i 25 2 ) B
H AR EIRYT
4.2.1.2 TKIsEEAHUT XHFNSCLCHILM A E, TKIsfi 24
J&, M R GEREIR B B, 4 0T R e — A 25 1A

77 — T/ NEACHH 55 DI R TR Is IS 4 ik 07 B 3 i
HEAFRF RIS A T R4 52 4 ik i 7 (whole brain radiation
therapy, WBRT) % (6.0H vs 3.9, P=0.048) , 4=
T 0T B A B U TR 25 . Liao 25 B — 5 56 T 184 I LMIG
I7 R B A, 12801 (60.4% ) BETEIZ KT LM 52
SMRHT, FAL0SK4.5 1 H (95%ClL: 3.5-7.3) o ZHZE4MT
FEUH A M ST 72 A AR A7 0k 37 T AT 2R . Yan 56 1590 Jist
PERFSE TS| EGFRZEZENSCLC-LM R &, 4k liey v 4261
SR OT H2 s BN PRSI A 25 57 (FFL3.9 1N vs
2.8; HR=0.506, P=0.052) , 14451 EGFREE AL [HMERY
NSCLC-LM, 2T fEGe it b IR BGE NG T RN
FAAEE . ESCOHERE R M7 T 2 45 1 IR S ek
LR PELM, XTFRIRIELM, FRBEA R AR AR, %
JE R
4.2.1.3 TRIsECGHUIMAEA L DR BT —FP T /g M
iz AR KT (vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF) [ 5.
seRETUAR . SRR KiAs AR I VEGFAELMH R 3 5
BIVER), AriyasuE U IE A2 51 B3 B e B A DU ST
1RYTEGFRZEAENSCLC-LM A 4. 20194F 3 [l R e 2
2> ( American Society of Clinical Oncology, ASCO) -Abstract
No09086 8 77 F JE Bk A DU Bk BB /F S EGFRZE 7% R it
FE R EWIRIRIT D /TR 5, SR 080%, HH
PESH18.4 1 H, 14EPESHE R 76%, 14E0SHKN91%, HAEE
JEWR A VR ER BPTIRY TR %2 Bl MR R, S
Ml FIEGFR-TKIsH L, EGFR-TKIsBEA DR BT 4E K T
EGFRIEZENSCLCHIZ AN M 544 8 & I PFSFlOSle263)
SR, B Je Ik & DR R bR Y7 EGFRFEENSCLCHil
JEEE R A R it — 20 KFEA I RO 8 ik — P ik . PR,
TKIsHK A DR BT R TE L+
4.2.1.4 TKIsEESHENALIT H 2% (methotrexate,
MTX) | BB (cytarabine, Ara C) S Hift = 2 Ml
(triethylene thiophosphoramide, thio TEPA) LM H Y
PVRTT 1) =R 250 BN G AT T IR AL T80
—ZIWIRYT. Ommaya® N 25 250 T HEAE 28 il 45 2l loves),
T I = A () — I OG- 4 P 13 A 4 SR ZEIR YT NSCLC
52 R LM 2 4 1 KR4 F TS 2 B T AR i
(NCT03101579) , Bfm#Z il 8 miks4% (7/13) , K2k
HIZE10 mg#H P SR TP LMY T R, SptEnT4a . NS
DRER BB YT LMY SR DU R BT 9 1 SR
SPLMIR LT 22 2 VEE R, LA FFE IR I METE TELMAY A
P PR T /T 5 . ESMO& R IR HEFE AL 7 I
LI RHE 43 235715 I A Vi PP 485 1 B sl 2 4 (TA/C
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AL) | CSEHIRIZHM T B R LM, OmmayaZEN S
PG THEMEZE 2R 24, 55 S M 22 B ke
4.2.2 FNEIFMINIER SINRAMNIATER, 2867 Db
SRAC, AT [RIET AT 4= B S TN ARG L TR T TR A A7
W, AR PRE IR TR . REIT. BEA LT B EiRY T
4.2.2.1 BEHRTKIs FRNMSMYERE, AI2% I8 AT —IRIG K
v AL A AR $E 8 A EGFREEZAE B, B4 55 —
RBFRRIRITEY; A ALKRALA FHPESROS- 1B ] B 46
(P =3 [ R =) [E
4.2.2.2 PN A BRI GIT 2 S 0ST R TKIM 255"
PR R B EAF UG AP 2R, XN & I i st i,
IFER AP A BT REA AL Soriaf§ 7k K T—TRi ok
T UARER AP G — K & HN B ARG YT M INSCLC i
FEE 5 7% (R BE AL R T / TTTA 356 i meta 23 BT FI R GEDF
fr, BILgA2,194 061 B3 (11,3130 DAk B dr 4l 881
Bt R4 ), SR aifbyy AU E, A DUAR BR Bt 41
OSHH 2 4E K (HR=0.90, 95%CI: 0.81-0.99, P=0.03) FIPES
(HR=0.72, 95%CI: 0.66-0.79,P<0.001) . —Ii50f|NSCLC
i S B B F 55 A S s, IZWTLMUE 61T R Gy 7 5 R
T RGBT AR, PAI0S2ZEFIE (11.57H vs 1.470H,
P<0.000,1) . RGALIFIEAAFTG RAFRZ . NSNS A
PR, AT e B ALY, R 25 i 2R A 4 DU ER Bbit
ESEUS
4.2.2.3 TKISHRAALST Wi SE S mIBi: ST 16k SErh 2E
JEAARS T B R s e iR T & AR e N2 S EGFRIEAR
NSCLCHUS AL, 4h2h ) 26 %E500 mg/m?, d1,
JI%1130 mg d1-d2)EIE BB 150 mg, d3-d20, 21 &A1,
2 DHZ AN A RIARTT, 4] BRI R AF R g (58
SR AT N ), 2050 EE A PN g T RS E e, T
A RE RIS M 2R RIS 2 T ks, OSHy
8MT-18H (P9 M), el WA R SN R |
TR BHIVA R, SUATNAZ 1 R o XFEGFRREAENSCLCHN
WAL, JEI R eIk 15 5% Ml 28/ R m] 3145 B4 14 J
R R — T 25 28347 LMAY [BIEPE /B R R, LM
S s SE th ZE R S AME B 6208 (13.710H vs 4.0
A, P=0.008) , Z7AFH M HT i RLM i FRG L h 28 54
A% (HR=3.1, 95%CI: 5-6.3, P=0.002) . fii4hit &, nf 2%
JEER A 35 e th ZE P2 s B e M ZE AT
4.2.2.4 RIEHIT HAT, R A SIPHF] (immune
checkpoint inhibitors, ICIs) JR¥7 2 Rl i/ #5 A4 PENSCLC
M) —ERAREIRIT U7 T 280 R I 30 A HE R T
LM, FrAICISIBIFLMERE A Z . MR E $E8

NivolumabXfNSCLC CNS¥4H4 58 # I GEH A7 i A P A R
-2 A PR 7273 THH AT 9T Pembrolizumab X LM Y74 IE
TEHEAT (NCT03091478) - HendriksZ5: 4 [al i1 434 1194
ICIsIEST NSCLCH IR 5% R 5 %%, Hrh3 47 EGFREEAE, 1141]
ALKREFERBAE, FIPembrolizumab/Nivolumabi&JyT, ICIs
H {3 PESH2.01 7 (95%CI: 1.8-2.2) , NCCNTH Ji5 B {40 1%
6 ~HPESEA40%, F1170SM3.74-H (95%CI: 0.9-6.6) , 61
HOS#HH36.8%, 121HOS% 421.1%, NCCN LM Tl J5 K. 4
A NICTsIAYT IR R R 26 o ICTsIAYT BT ZE 18, (H—
AR, AEFsit A A, T ZICTsIRY T LMY T 80 7
iE— Y

4.3 JETKISIGYTFR R A M BRLM JETKIsIAYT R & &
PLAILMAE L TKISIGY 7 S FILM AR, L1 T FARIA 7 AN
/BT BT S A e i JR . R SRR T
SEDRURS I, A9 S DRI I 25 SR 001 7 )5 8069 7. X FAETKIs
IRIT R R HBAILM, JCRER s I IATE R R i i 3, AT
MR AR AR SRR, e FEAH I 254, UNEGFREEAE FATERY
LM, Bk B AR mARTRY; AALKRLG
JROS-1FR:, AT B4 T PR e s 57 ks Je # iRy risis2,
XPF G ATERA AR F, T TR 4 I LMAH DGR AR,
TKIsiAYT B[R FER G4 I 50T 89 A7 BHT I 48 A= Al
TBYT X ICIR B FE R 58 A8 i £ 3, BN i ¥ 97 1 [ Fsf
M HKarnofsky A BEARZS (Karnofsky performance status,
KPS) PF43A] B4 55 36 I B8 Ak 7 16 Gt i A i 25 9 DLk
PR IRy T,

s s

2 W B JE X LM EA T BUS PR, i R LTS R
B B R I B s 25 T MERR B i R T 9. HETNCCNAS
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Tab 1 Plasma/cerebrospinal fluid concentration and cerebrospinal fluid permeability of targeted drugs

Drug Plasma concentration CSF concentration CSF permeability
Gefitinib (729%260) nmol/L (8.2+4.3) nmol/L 1.13%%0.36%!28!
Erlotinib (717.7£459) nmol/L (66.9139.0) nmol/L 2.77%%0.45%27-2
High dose erlotinib 11.3 nmol/L 130 nmol/L 1.29%057
Afatinib 66.7 ng/mL 0.464 ng/mL <1%01331
Osimertinib 13 nmol/L 7.5 nmol/L 2.5%-16%"4"
AZD3759 0.2 nmol/L 25.2 nmol/L 100%"4!
Crizotinb 237 ng/mL 0.616 ng/mL 0.26%"!
Alactinib 3.12 nmol/L 2.69 nmol/L 86%!2677)
Ceritinib Unreported Unreported 15%77!
Brigatinib 0.62 nmol/L"7! Unreported Unreported
Lorlatinib <0.07 nmol/L 2.64 ng/mL-125 ng/mL 20%-30%""

CSF: central nervous system.
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