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Lung cancer accounts for almost 30% of cancer deaths. 
Length of survival after diagnosis of metastatic lung cancer, 
however, spans a significant range today. While some 
patients still only survive in the order of a few weeks to 
months, an increasing percentage are living years due to 
the recognition of different types of lung cancer genetics 
and the ability to treat patients in a personalized fashion 
with targeted therapies. This large span in survival range 
is particularly noticeable in patients with brain metastases. 
Only two decades ago, the only treatment available for these 
patients was whole brain radiation therapy (WBRT) and the 
accepted survival was 6–8 months at best (1).

Sperduto et al. published their first version of the disease-
specific graded prognostic assessment (ds-GPA) score for 
patients with brain metastases in 2010 (2) and were able 
to demonstrate that independent of treatment strategy, if 
patients were subdivided by age, Karnofsky Performance 
Status (KPS), presence or absence of extracranial metastases 
and number of brain metastases, a better estimate could 
be made of the patient’s possible median survival. This 
improved ability to predict outcome has allowed physicians 
to help patients make decisions about whether or not 
potentially more aggressive but risky or painful treatments 
were worthwhile trying. 

This first publication contained data from patients 
treated between 1985 and 2005. Erlotinib was Food and 
Drug Administration (FDA)—approved for treatment 
of EGFR-mutant lung cancer in the USA in 2004 and 
since that time multiple second and third line agents have 
become available commercially. Much data has since been 
published showing improved progression free survival in 
patients using tyrosine kinase inhibitors (TKIs) (3) as well 

as significant benefit in the treatment of brain metastases (4). 
Because of this observation, the original lung specific ds-
GPA was in need of updating. 

Outcome data from 2,186 lung cancer patients across 
12 US institutions treated between 2006 and 2014 were 
therefore collected and re-analyzed for factors that 
independently predicted survival. Again, the same four 
original factors were found to be predictive of outcome. 
In addition, as expected, presence or absence of EGFR-
mutations and anaplastic lymphoma kinase (ALK) 
rearrangement mutations were significant predictors of 
outcome. In patients with adenocarcinomas—i.e., those 
more likely to have targetable mutations - median survival 
ranged from 7 months to almost 4 years (compared with 5 
to 12 months in those without a targetable mutation). Re-
interpreted, if a patient has a targetable mutation, that same 
patient would only need one of the additional four factors 
previously identified by the ds-GPA (age <70 years, KPS 
80–100, no extracranial metastases or 1–4 brain metastases) 
to have an expected median survival greater than any lung 
cancer patient with non-adenocarcinoma. While these 
results have been validated in German and Norwegian 
patients by Nieder et al. (5), validation is still required 
in the Asian countries where the incidence of EGFR-
mutations is much higher. In addition, this study does not 
answer whether or not the use of targeted therapy itself also 
impacts outcome. 

Given the significant impact of having a targetable 
mutation on survival, however, the question for physicians 
now is to ask how to best preserve function and quality of 
life for those whose survival is expected to be in the order 
of years. In the US, this has translated in many academic 
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centers into the avoidance of use of focal therapies such as 
WBRT and even surgery and radiosurgery in order to avoid 
their toxicities until a time when good pharmacological 
options no-longer exist. What is not clear however is 
whether this is the best strategy. A recent multicentered 
retrospective study showed that further improvement in 
survival could be obtained using a combination of targeted 
therapies and radiation compared with using targeted 
therapy alone as first line treatment of brain metastases 
without increased toxicity (6). As newer central nervous 
system-penetrating drugs such as osimertinib become 
common use, it will become increasingly important to 
compare single therapies to combination therapy regimens.

Future studies therefore need to be designed specifically 
for this subpopulation of lung cancer patients in order 
to determine best sequence of treatments to obtain best 
outcome for these longer-living patients. For patients with 
lung cancers with EGFR-mutations, several randomized 
trials are currently open and attempting to address the 
question of treatment sequence. These trials include 
NCT02714010—a phase III study comparing use of any 
TKI compared with TKI and WBRT for brain metastases—
and NCT02338011—a phase II/III study comparing 
use of gefitinib alone versus gefitinib and WBRT. The 
results of these studies are likely to become obsolete, 
however, with the FDA approval of third generation TKI 
osimertinib for first line treatment of EGFR-mutant lung 
cancer. Osimertinib has been shown to have unprecedented 
penetration into the central nervous system in preclinical 
studies and the study that may help answer treatment 
sequence then is NCT03497767 which is due to open in 
August of 2018—a phase II study comparing osimertinib 
versus osimertinib and stereotactic radiosurgery (SRS) for 
brain metastases. 

For studies that intend to look at treatment of lung 
cancer patients with and without targetable mutations, 
however, study design clearly needs to stratify expected 
outcome estimation using this new Lung-molGPA in order 
to determine if treatments actually improve upon natural 
history outcomes. 

Acknowledgments

Funding: None.

Footnote

Provenance and Peer Review: This article was commissioned 

and reviewed by the Section Editor Chun-Ru Chien 
(Department of Radiation Oncology, China Medical 
University Hospital, Taichung City).

Conflicts of Interest: The author has completed the ICMJE 
uniform disclosure form (available at http://dx.doi.
org/10.21037/tro.2018.07.07). Dr. Chiang reports other 
from Monteris Medical, other from MRI Interventions, 
outside the submitted work.

Ethical Statement: The author is accountable for all 
aspects of the work in ensuring that questions related 
to the accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are 
appropriately investigated and resolved. 

Open Access Statement: This is an Open Access article 
distributed in accordance with the Creative Commons 
Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivs 4.0 International 
License (CC BY-NC-ND 4.0), which permits the non-
commercial replication and distribution of the article with 
the strict proviso that no changes or edits are made and the 
original work is properly cited (including links to both the 
formal publication through the relevant DOI and the license). 
See: https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/.

References

1. Gaspar L, Scott C, Rotman M, et al. Recursive partitioning 
analysis (RPA) of prognostic factors in three Radiation 
Therapy Oncology Group (RTOG) brain metastases trials. 
Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 1997;37:745-51.

2. Sperduto PW, Chao ST, Sneed PK, et al. Diagnosis-
specific prognostic factors, indexes, and treatment 
outcomes for patients with newly diagnosed brain 
metastases: a multi-institutional analysis of 4,259 patients. 
Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2010;77:655-61.

3. Lee CK, Davies L, Wu YL, et al. Gefitinib or Erlotinib 
vs Chemotherapy for EGFR Mutation-Positive Lung 
Cancer: Individual Patient Data Meta-Analysis of Overall 
Survival. J Natl Cancer Inst 2017;109. 

4. Sekine A, Satoh H. Paradigm shift of therapeutic 
management of brain metastases in EGFR-mutant non-
small cell lung cancer in the era of targeted therapy. Med 
Oncol 2017;34:121.

5. Nieder C, Hintz M, Oehlke O, et al. Validation of the 
graded prognostic assessment for lung cancer with brain 
metastases using molecular markers (lung-molGPA). 
Radiat Oncol 2017;12:107.

http://dx.doi.org/10.21037/tro.2018.07.07
http://dx.doi.org/10.21037/tro.2018.07.07
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Therapeutic Radiology and Oncology, 2018 Page 3 of 3

© Therapeutic Radiology and Oncology. All rights reserved. Ther Radiol Oncol 2018;2:31tro.amegroups.com

doi: 10.21037/tro.2018.07.07
Cite this article as: Chiang VL. Disease-specific graded 
prognostic assessment lung cancer update. Ther Radiol Oncol 
2018;2:31.

6. Magnuson WJ, Lester-Coll NH, Wu AJ, et al. 
Management of Brain Metastases in Tyrosine Kinase 
Inhibitor-Naïve Epidermal Growth Factor Receptor-

Mutant Non-Small-Cell Lung Cancer: A Retrospective 
Multi-Institutional Analysis. J Clin Oncol 2017;35:1070-7.


