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Abstract: Leptomeningeal metastasis is a severe complication of advanced cancers such as lung and breast cancer. Due
to the blood=brain barrier, systemic treatments are often ineffective, leading to poor prognosis. Intrathecal injection, as a
local treatment method, bypasses the blood-brain barrier by delivering drugs directly to the subarachnoid space, thus
increasing drug concentration in the central nervous system and reducing systemic toxicity. In addition to traditional
chemotherapy drugs like methotrexate and cytarabine, newer agents such as pemetrexed, targeted therapies, and immune
checkpoint inhibitors are being explored for intrathecal therapy, showing promising efficacy and safety in some patients.
However, existing evidence is mainly based on small sample studies, and further prospective research is needed to validate
their effectiveness and safety. This review aims to summarize the mechanisms, commonly used drugs, clinical advances,
and efficacy of intrathecal injection in the treatment of leptomeningeal metastasis in non—small cell lung cancer.
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I A 2 S AR WG 0T I B 14 ™ T R,
re LR /N 40 B il 98 (non—small cell lung cancer,
NSCLC) e A i WL . NSCLC 24 k7 4 3 fils i 9 7] 114
85%" , F W 0] £ 3 b i 2 2 % 1) K A R 3%~
5%, H.22 DL il B o o i JE 2 8 1 i R 3 90 %2
B LA e TR ORI Zh RE U Kl 22 D RE AL, )™

SO R R AR B A AT T, A
H A7 B A A7 (median overall survival, mOS) 1Y 6~8
Jil, B RS2 A5 e 4 B AT R AR T BT, mOS
WAL BEAE K 28 3~6 T, BTG e 250, i e &
8 E RS PREAE T 0 57 [ (blood~brain barrier,
BBB) BR il T 25 9 1n] i B MK (cerebrospinal fluid,
CSF) 1A 89 #, 7 B0h MXp 28 R 56 (central ner-
vous system, CNS) FZJPH FE A L .

B N TE S & TR T S AR ik 5 7% 0 B T
Xf NSCLC i s 5% #s 18 HoA 8 2GR E . %07
VA I 2ok P A 2 DR 24 W T I R JBE T B, B
BBB, {iff 24 ¥ 7F CSF H il ik B A7 A0k B I B A
P I B AL, DT B 2 JR 87 R0 3 R A 4 B
BEPE

LG #E N ALTT 258 [ 10 H 2 e (methotrexate,
MTX) 1 BRT ARk i ] e v o f 30 i R ke 3, (HL7E
NSCLC Hy7 A A BR , HACHIE I T fE 5 | E pfi 2
TEPEECE B AN RN B BRI T 25
LGy 7 R W B K S5, o3 25 ) A g i 1o T 8 PN
SHRIT o s 3 i ZE R N O R AR KR T2
& (epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR) & A% %Y
NSCLC 82 i IS R 1R 7 R 1 TR i e ™

B N 3 7R NSCLC I B B 2556 07 P i 3t
L H 4 B AR SCR G AR 25938 X AL i
PRIT 88 B 2 A Ty T AIE S g e, DR R H A €8 DA
1R Gy i B T Bz 2L e ] S AL 1] SR T S5 P
[F) ARG T AL 2 RS O T2

1 Bl R AR e 7% B BRI 4

1.1 mEERFRESZHmEEN

BBB J2& X fi 22 R G PN — Tl BE A% 8 6 1 42 1
2D N IR N TRV NS 7 G Rt v R e A
P A OB e - — 2 o K T 1) A B2 A A LAY
LA — 103 200 S5 e, T BEL 1 R 22 ey i s — e
HT K 2 A e AS) F8C A 1M 3% ~CSF o e, 32 247 93 el 42

Wy 5T NIV HE A CSF R GE . %5 B e 4 45 P X
Pl N ERBE AR E 1 [ I , AL R 25 0 A 0k
TR R ) AT RS R R 2 H Uy
2y ik BBB 2352 3 1 2 15 R, S5 BOHAE G 52
HH R YR B AR T AT IR 7 T KT, DT 245 49 X
AT 43383 22 i RS b DCas

BBB X 245 W) (32 385 1 52 43 5 IR M L HL
RN E B iz MU A5 KR iy o 5w, Bk
T = (1) 235 52 0 245 490 368 4o 40 J 1) B2 4 i F)
1,38 53 T 5 <400 Da B9/ 53138 5) %7 3% BBBH;
(2) g M 2 T s A M B s 7 IR G B 28, I
VWK AT TE 8L (logP) >2 [ 28 B PE AR5 (3) 24
Yyl A X BBB % 35 A4 52 0 BB T 5% L /N o35 w5l
PBLLA SR G T 48 2K AR B A DU AR L R iy
fEHE s (4) T 3h % iz 28 G0 v] X e) 12 25 W) 1) 15 35
b AR B0 24 W A S P R e O R R A i Ak
HI ik — B I R b B R B ZH 2
CSF/If e B8 LUARARR . a1 g vt 245 ) (e
PR 35 oy 8 3 W Sh T B A i Ry 1
et 25 1y CAn AR | R 5 ) 19 28 88 250 R ) W 35 %2
BRU 1T [ VR T 25 W) WA T I 05 32 R, 2R — |
TACR BRI T 32 A I S BRI 4 5] (epider-
mal growth factor receptor—tyrosine kinase inhibitor,
EGFR-TKD) (413 AR5 8 Bk e ) i) CSF/IML 3K e
J8 FUMRARG (3 591 R 24 1.80% ,0.59% )1 55 =R EG-
FR-TKIs ( &1 B 7 % J& 80 mg-d™) i) CSF & & K
(0.08%~1.12%) BARA &  (H 5] 214 2 160 mg-d™!
i HB 3% R 0] I 3 R T 2 2.18% , FLlf IRYT 2045 i
T 2558000 5 ST B E T A
SPE5 T F i R M L %95 BBB Y RE )
55, AR PESET- 32K -1 (programmed death—1, PD-
1) 050 72 CSF B FE AR . X Fh 2 2
25 5 W i e 5 SO il 5 RS IR 9T R MU %
DL Z—
1.2 FEREERB RIS RHE

G IS 2 % A P i S R A 2 Y g I AR AE
CNS AE g Gy s O X, FL 11 AT 18 e 18 1 AL i e
Jif 967 2 L) D L 20 e MR T M A R A
F B CSF A, P8 9 P T 40 B (regulatory T cells,
Tregs) B Lb 5] 5 25 55 T JF o B 5 7% £8 2 (3.82% vs.
0.84%) , $&71 I Jed Tl PRI 1) G e 410 o) 5 e e =4
[F) IF, BBB B A7 75 AN ™ K FR ) 1 9 92 240 Jif Y 4=
{120, 36 3 RS T RPEIRIT B A s
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PR 2% B[R]V P BOS 52 16 97 1 il IR 7 v 4 v
o7 2 R

T A o TR P 5 LA 4 B9 2 ) 2 AR X Bk
i ARG T HLAE WA PR A . — T, bR 2 i
CSF G ER 7 B 4 s A5 A 45 2 T LU 35 22 00
SR 55— 7 T, HARR IR A R A 3 PR T
27k (1) Wy 35 B 7 T, Fifr IR A O R 2T 248 240
n] 9% 4% Ak A K A F B (transforming growth factor—f3,
TGF-B) 55 PR 73l , it 3 & 5 o 98 4 i A1 56 o
(IR B2 1) 2 8 BELA 25 10 32 328 F0-4™ HILA 1) B 57
B2 5 (2) AR PR BT T T, TR P 45 v A0 A1 4 R 1 55
AU 25 )36 1, 3 ] 1 — 20375 i 40 i
MR 24510705 (3) 43 - B vk Jy i, i e e % k5 Dk
b 22 TB) A J 2 22 S T S O e RS T RICR R [ A
B JRYT O M LU B ACR ™. £E 1 NSCLC
I P2 % ) ok e Gl B 5 7 B ) 4 B VR 7 RCR Y [F)
I, 0 g B P TE ST A & BN PR A T e
M

2 HREHBIH S0

2.1 B A R kB B AL

H£ T NSCLC Hii 5 5% 55 1 PR B A7 16 (1 Jh b Bk i
(W BBB 5 Gz i) , 85 00 i AR —Fh s 44 24
J5 2, a6 24 B T A Wk R, RT A R
FLEE BBB (1 BELAS , (5 25 9 76 CNS Pk 248 & 3R T
e

5 D9 R B 2 3 ok DU AL AR VE R — R
AR IR A0 . AT 2459 T K S il SE T 5
I R A 3 3 A %) S B (60 9 o 1 R S B
A TR A DT AT I e A A% R T BRI A
FE M ) T A0 W4 AR g 5 o, DA T 475 3 8 40 i 7
72050 T 4§ 1] 2549 1 EGFR-TKIs W38 1+ BH W EGFR
5 3 A R A R R R R AR .
B N T ST 245 4 mT i S e R A R A e D
Y I FE T, 6 I xR e b R A0 RS i A 2R
ATP 55 1T 3% R A B 4005 40 ¢ 20 1, 1T
T J0 S AR B 240 L R /I o A4 L, 0 B0 T 440 i
PER T o PR S 25 W0 AE CSF h R v vk
JE PR T X P RS RS kL A AE . RN L
FE A5 e B R AL A H A 1 % A% 3
I7 B AR

P T P9 T 5 25 ) F2 240 A T CNS, i 4 5 2%
Tl H A OR[N B R I R
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DIRE S0 5, AR R A AR, JR A Tt S2 M R A
T U o o R VR SR R NSCLC v i 7 7% 5B 34 1Y)
LR RE U H TR 5 2 R TTACR A ME
Ay 1512407
22 BHAEHNAAERE MBRERE

B P S AT 5 e A 2 L M B
Ommayaﬁ%?&%*ﬁ/\zﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ[mo B 2 o
H i i B 25 25 07 2, B AR E XU A X
BARAE L A A AT RE S| & 2 A5G i JRe e m sk
I ST R ORE , B S ERAE S R IR T R
R i oI 25 ) A A R G O
SR =), R 2 4 B M A ek X
SR IZBRAEH AR & % HARS 55, rTRES | & i
JEL S T H T RRE . Ommaya B R 9% F5 AR 8 1 3
BIFARAANGE 59 R G, oA R e IRAESG4h 2507
R RS AR T (1) AR A
ZEH 062 N 45 25 W] 25 ) 7E CSF h A A 15
(2) Al LM R EH A 45 2, e S 2 285 (3) e &
CSF R AFE RGN W fE . (AR, ZHE AL
TR O JRR RS, A8 — ™ i S A G T A
FRRIF S 4 R R AT IR 19,

g5 A B 9 R S A O A B TE T RE A S
BBB, B4R IGO0 4 B i O, JF AR
O R IR RGRER Y, WFSE B A N
0 5 85 25 i 2E 94 97 & EGFR-TKIs 34 97 2 I 11
NSCLC fii B4 3% 8 5, FLIlfG RZE A 6 P 1K 84.6% , H.
AN ROV AT g B AR R AR B R AR,
ZIRIT T AR — R B (D) 259 £
T CSF v, S0k il 552 T sl R i kb 18 i e A IR
(2) BAEF AR B R &, MK 22 56 M W 5 (3) FH A 45
2] AR B 2 B 5 SRR R o

3 HHRESTEIE ARSI

3.1 I RiR e R B 0 5T

AR OK, 2 I R 5 Kk B, B A T
NSCLC figi FEE 5% #3697 h HL A 5 2N E, JUHEXT EG-
FR AR R S5 A7 i 2730 LAUR T4 43 B ax 2efF
EMVE S ill[7 S =8'E

WA IRV s Rk K27 B T A — I B AR W 4% A1 BA
A BRI SE T K5 5% it ZE85 9 167 7E NSCLC fik
EFERLIG T H BI7 AL % A B WD FE — T4 A 30
1 EGFR €45 NSCLC fisi JEE 5% % £8 35 0y fF 58 vh 2 3K
F25Z 50 mg 15 36l ZEI6 97 9 E mOS ik 94 1L I
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IR G2 fiff 56 15 15 84.6% , HEARAS R SO T 4% i
Jei s AT ik — 25 T JR ) — I 6 3% 132 491 £ 7 1) B
I S5 PR30 R 9 iE T 32 bm HEAR T S8 B AT ATk
mOS JE—PIERK 1240 H o WF5E 08 i PR 7
PE T 73 BT A e PRAS BB E ) LS 48 AR 1 1 O
WA, W 5 SRR SR YT R I YR R B | 2
filll=ee R i

Hh g DA 27 A I e B B i i 9 B 5K K B 2L
PRI BRI 5T 2 T, 8 N R 35 56 i 2867 TK s i
2511 EGFR 2872 NSCLC ik % 7% (64, mOS 35 124>
H 61 HAEAE% N 68%, HLITRUS M4 RGREIR K
KPS PF- 73 B W05 2 35 A0 5 o 1R Y7 A OCA RS A
1~2 G B o &, 2t RAr, iz e Bt
T MBTERARBORIT IR . AN, Xu SE TR
{14 —TRUE T 29 ¥k VA P NSCLC ik B3 7% £ 3 1 11
G UE S, 5 PN T A 5 il ZE R 5 3 ZEORMA T 5
BA W30S R, h A Jo i e A7 1
(median progression—free survival, mPFS) >4 10.03
H,m0S1%20.37 4 H , W E LT BEAET S HE (149 0
LR (9.5~12.01 ) o WFFTH A2 i, H5 CSF if
TR KPR T R L TH>35% 53504 T3
MG 7 A1 305 e 2 e i (e, HOR Z2 808
(93.190) AT H B 1~2 FURS 7 A A R g, g — 2k
52T ZRE T R R IR s

TESR 2H AR TT T, Li 55 i — 30 T IR i i
VAl T 28 Ommaya fiff Y 4 85 P4 78 55 15 56 il 2 (30
mg) 15377 il g i S e % %) £ 4 L 2 3h 2 K
SR PRI 23 Bl 2 L3897 R 8, R A
R 1Y BT, 45 2R R, mPFS FmOS 43514 6.3
SHMOSA A, g;@%ﬁ@%(objective response rate ,
ORR) & 43.5%, % 9% ¥5 1fil] % (disease control rate,
DCR) K 82.6% . 5T UESE Ommaya fiff 7k 28 45 25 3 [
HE 2RI AE 225 42 = CSF 25 W) vk J8 I A JC 247 ) 1]
AT Hi A B e 0 AR B Jeg S A i ] I g /b 5 )
FHICIF BAE o

TERE YA 7 B0 27 3000 B 56 Uk 19 B |
KB IR YT SR A 3 — 2D 48 T S0 B 5 7
[ o — T TP T R T 1 SR FH SRR 57 i B
A 8 e (160 mg-d™) B & 5 P4 U S5 3% 56 il 28 (30
mg/IR , 5 2~3 A N LANF R, BT R A 2~3
YO MR I35 R BT 3 M7 RESS , CSF
e R A0 B 4T B L Rl 2R D RERE IR 183 s L A
PR R . 28 H A2 R os e

ik 28 A~ A, R Wi J7 28 AT HE XTI 1] EGFR 28 42
NSCLC Jini 52 5% B 8 5 HAT R AT B3R J7 8808 ] 422
()2 4k

FEIX—TF 50T, 9 PN S H 5 G A oS4 o 551
g H B R R T . Ruan 255 B RRGE T 14
EGFR 5875 ifi fif 987 i R 52 7% 58 5 28 5 N 1 5 4 sl )
TG B A 20 A Z -2 (interleukin—12, 11-2) )7,
LA kL4 /N A T RE R AR s, HoR kA 3%
KA EANBEM, 7 T AT R AL T w25 K
it A5V P AT R (0 LIS B 5% 2 0 S0V 48 P
S PD-1 4l 0] (538 R B0 ) B XET 14 NSCLC i
2 B () NAAR IS o 5% 2R FH 3437 511 i 19 18
I, HAR D BTERAE T2 T 40 mg A HEE R, IFE
TR L IEAR T A R B A R AT
(RRFMEHN12%) , WGEITHIRREE T
BLRye
3.2 RSHYRERER AR

B PN ST 245 W 2 E ETIR T IR AL Y
BT Bz — o MTXGH o 0 i) = & R 30 D it BEL b
JirIed 20 B DNA A 5%, J 40 i S5 4 Sk 2 . H
TE CSF HR 2 5 1) 4.5~8.0 h, b ifE 7 &0 Wil &
WA 2k, e 4 1) DU (R 1k, 24 J8) Fn
HeFEI (R LR, HRPRHER) R 257 &
10~15 mg"™' o — 30 [m] B AR 5% G 7, MTX 4 P 1 5
A S SRR R, I e R A TE R,
A TTHEMEDT ST R, 318 5 R MTX ) (A1 10 mg 5
15 mg [bA80) W] E— 20 G2 gk I RAEAR

SERFUR A Hoe Ak 790 285 440 S0 0 3 A 5 1 B ok e
25, HAE ML 32 220 3 51 DN A S BcHs 475 LA
il AR A R R B . 2% 2 B DN 4 2R R o A
K10 mg, HyP 5 MTX A —50>' . BT, %
BIRZ T %3697 KMUE M RaRYT , fEFL IR
R f s i 5 5 B RE A v X R MR R A 1) 2 A A
e SO 7 R e S S N o NI = W2 VA I = s
S

B H L Sy 1 B AT 2 A4 , w3 4
DNA R & B T30 s an i i 5 . HARMERS N 45 24
5 25~100 mg, J7 BEBETT 5 MTX A — 5,
FHORR B39 REAE CSF Hp 4E R34 R0k B 1k 7~14 d,
AR 2R LR, AR T AR A
FEN B N T S ORI A A BRI IR Al 4
B A7 i mOS #EK 3.3 H (7.3 40 H s 4041 H ),
I Bl Mk B A A G PRS (3.8 H ws. 2.2 )
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BCA 25 7 T, — W RE ML XS B 56 2 s, MTX
I 5 )W R 1 88 PN YR T SR E VAR R i 1T
KW E T MTX B2y (0 LY 7 RO AS R g 2 L i
S PR 25 5 FLI IR I A A B B X MTX B2l
J 7 BEAE T il M 2 B £ 2 DU B 22 IR 5 T 6
Hkas s ST GARIT YT RURBR S HT Y
TF 5% i A5 380 7 2 1) A T 247 0 B IOk T SR e o
33 HAEHBAEEFETHS

B PN SRR G 4 BHTR YT i NSCLC i s B 42
BTG IR R A% O AR T S A ]
EGHLA L SRR B ] < 85 P 3 S VR A SR O o T
TF-B, fieZét BBB, 78 CSF rh @S A 8 2 ik i, 1.
FE3E o3 B T I R A 5 17T 4 B IR 5 I AR A 2R G4
WATT , Ay 40 i) 4 B H A F8 07 o k- 33 Ji& , I 191 B o e
LRI L. X BBB AT 28 8 1 1) 245 4 (a7 B
Je) 5 PR ST IS IR IE B A 5 A0 JE B )4
HITETT AR SRy, DA T 1 e AT 788

Il R B 9% € 3IF S5 3% 16 & S W& 1938 77 o Zhong
LSV BIESE R F SRS ) 2 8 A B JE (160 mg-d ™) LA
88 4 B R S R A A s g TR g 0
PR N T 5 % 56 i ZETE BR CSF o i b Jed 4 G, i 1
151 6 100 8 5 RS T Kk 28 H AR AR B T B
VAT AEMETA T B T B SRR TR

PAIRIT MR R I AR T 259 . Geng
SO — 301 [m1JBSUPE 2T S s, PN R S R S il ZE K
G AR ZE R Y 4 B 7 58 (L8 B A i fbyy Bk
PR TKIZS25%)) , A fff DCR ik 76.5% , mOS A 20 4~
H AR RFHMAL -2 H i 5t o R
WIRYT 5 Z MR I PLE Y 4 B 7 ik Z [ A7E e )12
FIFEZE S A 7. AN LMIS TS HRER T 85N
T 55 1l R BB TE 2 FIR T R IR T R,
ORR 4 38.9% , W ¥ N S8 16 7 TR i 245 18 5 v i) iz
FHERHE T W12 I RUESE

JUEBRA IR YT R B PRI s v L B B i
WESEATS LL/INREAR [ A0 5% R 3 e = i 9 3 I
W o A ke T A A 22 vt i RE R B B R S
2RI HIL G B v e BRI N, DA Bl % SR s [n)
FRUEAl AR Ty K

4 TROFESREMEEDN

4.1 GKRFFEOEMIERR
TEVEAS 85 9 1 518 9T NSCLC I 555 7% 1) T 7 3%
B, T i Ais AR AT T AR s 55
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ZYEEbR . XER IR B T AR T RCR I
il E A AR ST T SR AR HEAR A

A AR AP I 7 R DGR b, 2 AU
OSFIPFS' . {5 ¥ F1 AT JR A RAE AT S 7, B
# mOS Ik 120 7, W NI SHIATT B0 e it T
B SIRAR SCRF™ o 5Kk B T A B IS ) — 20
R, BE R RIIEEIRE (Karnofsky performance sta-
tus, KPS) VoMM 5 R IR 45 Jm B A G,
WA IT AALHE R T AR A7 I ], 8 7 AR
i s

I 52 i k180 Al 75 S0 Ao 2 R S 1y B
fili (response assessment in neuro—oncology, RANO)
PR, L HE P 22 R GER A L CSF Rl S 3458 MRISZAZ
FVPAG 2T AR BT DA X T I
TR SR G E B R KPS BOC [ MR
1 41 (Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group, ECOG) {&
AEMR A (performance status, PS) V4355 i 2 #E 17 1T
it B NIRYT BB A SR S IR RO K AR )
BB A5 Bl 28 R GUAE IR, 3% BERE AR 1Y A3 55 2R 0 BT
AR TH IR

Laird 557 () KA FEUESS, ECOG PS P43 FIAE
AR 570 5 B i W9 51697 2121 (European Orga-
nization for Research and Treatment of Cancer,
EORTC) A= 1% J5i i [7] 45 (Quality of Life Questionnaire
C-30, QLQ-C30) KP4 i 3 A 3¢ (P<0.001) . T
BEARZS 1 T (ECOG PS 0~143) i i 2 v, i 5 £k B
RO, FERAR G FEPE 2 )N 56.3 73 [ 2 45.3 7%,
57 VF 53 I\ 44.5 53 Th 2 57.2 43, NIITAf 2 T 42 4R
5 R WAL P BUE S B R TR
BOGHR . TAX 326 Il RIREE HE— L Bk, 132 A2k
PLIT B4 BB TE PSR4 ] (P=0.03) HI KPS P14 4k U5
TR A, I R A A TG AR PRI
e (P<0.001)",

ZE b BN TE SR T RE AT SR M 22 R G
AR TITRE MR 22 A 1E 2 P S BUE 5 B o TR
Bl B ER PRI IZI6R 95 )3 2ok 22 eIk, 52 30 e b
WA AR 1 T R T A T A A
42 ERANARREEEERE

B N TESTET 25901697 NSCLC ik 55 # HAr
B R A, BB A AN RO 3 AL 1M i
2 Co UEAY R O 2 i A S N o R o522
et i O o — 300 TR SE v, 3 90 S LA BB i 4
il A 2R AR 38.5% , I T 1 B BOE AR
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T30 Ao 5 5 1k D TR R 5 4 A 3R B 12 A A R
WEBEE 7%, FURESH (E2 T &)
KRN 15.4% , HA R ZHON 1~2 90, K WLEHEHE:
A, AR SV K AR 11.8%~38.5% , 28K
F1~29 3RV R AR H 2.9%~15.4%. Fifi
HAOEB R I T A AT R M, TR R BE

B 250 A B AN KL N A 3 o8 R SR S A )
Pl R TTRES | & 2 A I KAE , AL 46 Jey 38 s i
JER Y AV Sk o S 7Y o i S I i 3 R AT
T3 R TC TR R R S R B S R
TLATAB: o 5 KA e I R AE , N KB BRI I
HHPARIT TR

ISYUNTTIEIN SIARE e S E L7 N =
F R 22 A 2 v BE L 22 0Tl gk i R W (4
ML L IR ) 5 B T 10 (A 7o 4k A 3 6HIE
RSB EES  BEE I RS 5B R MG 2507
Zufl, Hode e vE A BN R a3, o R E A R T
NG LA R IRYT B
43 KM £EEREE

5 P T BB TT NSCLC I B % B 10 K 301 22 4 1k
B FIEAG RSk 2 5 KRS B e 2, ]
I RAN L 32 BEAR BUAE = A5 1T

T, AN TR BRI A A 1 D A AR I R
Xof i JIEE 2 A% S AAR BT, — T Rl R
ALK PR £ 35 38 3 e 5 fil FH 95 1785 Je I Jm 22 11 4
A TE S8 55 i B3R YT, HRIS I I R ), AR A7)
KR 2y QAR XS T4 E /5 F A R R
Y VE S 5 4 BRGS0 A SR AT S
ik 5 2% o P I A 6 43RBT L 2 T S AR DAY
AT

FoR BN SR N R SR R T E A
H. FHERBNBE5E H, 83 mOS ik 1201, Fik
HAAF T VAR BREE ™ . BB B/, CNS
B 5ds il 7 Lk T R R DR A 22 ) e Ak i 12 R IR
JrHLEs Al LR SERE S 1 A2 BT R AR 25 W (I Ik ) 25
1697 WEFEIESE , BEFE 222 4R 5 SRR T I I e 7%
BAE ARG AR

BE Ak, P 4 AR X E DA 2 0 %o 2% 1) 32 s
PR, Ommaya fifi T B8 S5 AT 2006 B A N TESHA )Y
AISEEL ) AT R I 4R R 455 CSFARIR
JiliB DNA(circulating tumor DNA, ctDNA)ZEShA WA
DB B 2B AT 3 Sl DA g £ A, I R i i
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