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ABSTRACT  

Background: Approximately 20%–40% of cancer patients 
develop brain metastases (BM). Whole-brain radiotherapy 
(WBRT) is the standard treatment for patients with brain 
metastases. Although WBRT can reduce neurologic 
symptoms, the median survival following WBRT is between 3 
and 6 months. We have compared the clinical response and 
overall survival with WBRT alone and WBRT with concomitant 
Temozolomide (TMZ) in patients of brain metastases in this 
two arm study. 
Methods: We have enrolled 40 patients, divided into two arms 
of 20 patients in each arm. First arm patients received only 30 
Gy WBRT while second arm received 30 Gy WBRT with 
concomitant TMZ (75mg/m2/day).The primary end points were 
objective response rate (ORR), overall survival rate (OSR) and 
progression free survival rate (PFSR). 
Results: In Arm-I, 3 patients had a complete response, 7 
patients had a partial response and in Arm-II, 5 patients had a 
complete  response,  9  patients  had  a  partial  response.  The 
objective response rate was 50%in Arm-I and in Arm-II it was 
70%. Overall survival rate was 60%in Arm-I and 70% in Arm-II. 
In Arm-I overall survival was 6.2 months while in Arm-II it was 
7.4  months. The  progression  free  survival  was also better in  
 
 

 
 

Arm-II (45% vs. 35%). Deaths were more in the Arm-I (40% vs. 
30%). 
Conclusion: Combination of WBRT and TMZ has better 
clinical response in patients with brain metastases. It improves 
ORR, OSR, & PFSR. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Brain metastasis is the most common intracranial tumor, occurring 

in approximately 20% to 40% of adult patients with cancer1. The 

incidence of these metastases has increased in recent years and 

they are associated with poor prognosis despite of aggressive 

treatment. The median survival time of untreated patients is 

approximately 1 month2. 

The risk of developing brain metastasis varies according to 

primary tumor type. The most common primary cancers that 

metastasize to the brain are lung, breast, and gastrointestinal 

cancers. Approximately half of the brain metastases occur due to 

lung cancer2. 

Patients may complaint nausea, vomiting, headaches, focal 

weakness, mental disturbances, behavioural changes, seizures, 

speech difficulty, and ataxia. They may have severe neurologic 

symptoms with a decrease in survival and quality of life3. 

About 30%–40% of affected patients present with a single brain 

metastasis, but most present with multiple lesions4. Patients with a 

single brain metastasis benefit from surgery or radiosurgery. 

However, single metastases are rare and WBRT remains the 

standard treatment for most5. 

Frequently the palliative approaches focused on symptomatic care 

remain the standard treatment to relieve neurologic symptoms, 

primarily with the use of corticosteroids, osmotic diuretics and  

anti-convulsant. The objective of WBRT is to provide symptomatic 

relief, to allow for tapering of the dose of corticosteroids, and to 

possibly improve survival. WBRT improves specific neurologic 

symptoms in the majority of patients, but response duration is 

short and the treatment may be associated with late 

complications6. 

Available treatment options are limited, as many 

chemotherapeutic agents do not penetrate the blood-brain 

barrier7.  

Temozolomide (TMZ) is an oral imidazotetrazinone methylating 

agent8. TMZ is rapidly absorbed and converted to Monoethyl 

Triazenoimidazole Carboxamide (MTIC) which causes methylation 

of the O6 position of guanine9.  

After oral administration TMZ is highly bio-available and has 

excellent central nervous system penetration10. The common side 

effects are nausea and vomiting. Primary toxicity associated with 

TMZ is the Myelosuppression, but it is manageable in the majority 

of patients. 

Phase III trials of the Radiation Therapy Oncology Group (RTOG)  

showed that treatment of brain metastasis with WBRT results in a 

median survival of 4 to 6 months and improve the neurologic 

function in most patients. The concomitant use of TMZ and WBRT 

is well tolerated and there is significantly higher response rate11. 



Meshram SD & Diwan AK. Response of Brain Metastasis with RT and Temozolomide 

76 | P a g e                                                                 Int J Med Res Prof.2016; 2(3); 75-77.                                                                 www.ijmrp.com 

The primary aim of this study was to compare the objective 

response rate of WBRT alone and the combination of WBRT and 

TMZ in patients with previously untreated BM from solid tumours. 

We also evaluated the overall survival, progression free survival, 

safety and tolerability. 

 

OBJECTIVES 

Primary 

 To compare the objective response rate in patients with BM 

treated with WBRT alone vs. WBRT and concomitant TMZ. 

Secondary 

 To compare overall survival. 

 To compare local progression-free survival. 
 

MATERIALS AND METHODS  

This was a randomised prospective comparative study. Between 

October 2012 and September 2013, 40 patients completed RT 

and were assessable for the study. The Institutional Ethics 

Committee approval was taken and informed consent was 

received before beginning the treatment. 
 

Eligibility Criteria 

 Radio-logically proved  brain metastases 

 ECOG performance status 2-4 

 Liver transaminases ≤ 1.5 times upper limit of normal (ULN) 

 Creatinine < 1.5 times ULN 

 No other serious concurrent disease 

 No contraindications to treatment with Temozolomide 

 At least 10 days since prior chemotherapy 
 

Study design 

The 40 patients were divided in 2 arms, 20 in each arm. 

Arm-I: Patients received radiotherapy to the brain 5 times a week 

for 2 weeks. 

Arm-II: Patients undergo radiotherapy as in Arm-I and receive oral 

Temozolomide once daily for 2 weeks. 

Treatment schedule 

Conventional  WBRT was given as daily dose of 3 Gy for 5 days a  
 

week for two weeks to a total dose of 30 Gy. TMZ was 

administrated orally as a dose of 75 mg/m2/day 1hour before the 

radiation treatment. Patients received corticosteroids at the lowest 

dose necessary to maintain neurologic stability, and anti-

convulsants were given when indicated. 
 

Patient evaluation 

All patients underwent baseline complete clinical evaluation before 

treatment.  

Target lesions were assessed by computed tomography (CT) or 

gadolinium-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging (Gd-MRI) 

before the onset of treatment. 

 Radiologic evaluation of target lesions was performed at 6 weeks 

according to the RECIST criteria as described below12.  

 Complete response (CR): Disappearance of all known brain 

metastases.  

 Partial response (PR): 50% or greater decrease in 

measurable brain lesions or an objective improvement in 

evaluable brain lesions.  

 Stable disease (SD): Brain lesions unchanged (< 50% 

decrease or < 25% increase in the size of measurable 

lesions).  

 Progressive disease (PD): >25% increase in size of some or 

all of brain lesions and/or the appearance of any new brain 

lesions.  

Statistical analysis 

The statistical significance of the differences in survival distribution 

among the prognostic groups was evaluated by the log-rank test. 

A univariate analysis for each prognostic variable on overall 

survival and progression free survival was estimated according to 

the Kaplan-Meier method13. Factors reaching significance of 

univariate analysis were entered in a multivariate analysis using 

the Cox stepwise logistic regression test to investigate the 

independence of the various risk factors. P-values <0.05 was 

regarded as statistically significant in two tailed tests. SPSS 

software (version 10.00, SPSS, Chicago) was used for statistical 

analysis. 
 

Table 1: Patients characteristics 

Characteristics Arm-I Arm-II 

Age (y) ≥65 8 9 

<65 12 11 

Gender Male 13 12 

Female 7 8 

Primary tumour 

 

Lung 7 9 

Breast 8 6 

Other 6 4 

ECOG status 2 7 6 

3 8 8 

4 5 6 

Previous 

chemotherapy 

Yes 14 12 

No 06 08 
 

Table 2: Brain Lesion Response to Treatment 

Response Arm-I Arm-II 

No. % No. % 

Complete Response 3 15 5 25 

Partial Response 7 35 9 45 

Objective Response 10 50 14 70 

Stable Disease 5 25 4 20 

Progressive Disease 5 25 2 10 
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Table 3: Survival Status at the end of 6 months 

Status at the  
end of 6 months 

Arm-I Arm-II 

No of pts. % No of pts. % 
Alive 12 60 14 70 
Dead 08 40 06 30 

 

Table 4: Overall Response to Treatment 

Overall Response Arm-I Arm-II 

Overall survival rate 60% 70% 

Progression free survival rate 35% 45% 

 

RESULTS 

The demographics and baseline disease characteristics of the 

assessable patients are listed in Table 1. Among 40 assessable 

patients 16 (40%) had non-small cell lung cancer, 14 (35%) had 

breast cancer and 10 (25%) had other cancers (colo-rectal 

carcinomas, melanoma, ovarian cancer and testicular cancer). 

The majority of patients, 26 out 40, had received chemotherapy 

for primary cancer before entering the study. Patients were 

comparable in both the arms according to all of the parameters.  

All of the patients were radiologically evaluated after treatment. 

Radiologic evaluation of target lesions was performed at 6 weeks 

according to the RECIST criteria. The response is shown in Table 

2. The CR was observed in 3 patients in Arm-I and 5 patients in 

Arm-II while PR was seen in 7 patients in Arm-I and 9 patients in 

Arm-II. The objective response (CR+PR) was observed in 10 

patients in Arm-I and 14 patients in Arm-II. Data reveals 70% 

objective response rate in Arm-I and 60% in Arm-II. The p-value of 

OR is 0.197, which is statistically not significant. Stable disease 

was achieved in 5 patients in Arm-I and 4 patients in Arm-II. The 

disease was progressive in 5 patients in Arm-I and 2 patients in 

Arm-II. 

The overall survival rate was 60% in Arm-I as compared to 70% in 

Arm-II. The median survival was 9.2 months in Arm-I while 11.4 

months in Arm-II. The p-value for overall survival rate is 0.507. 

The progression-free survival was 4.6 months in Arm-I while 7.5 

months in Arm-II. The progression-free survival rate was 35% in 

Arm-I while 45% in Arm-II.The p-value for progression-free 

survival rate is 0.514. 
 

DISCUSSION 

Previous studies Addeo R. et. al. & Chua D. et. al. demonstrated  

that TMZ is well-tolerated and with better objective response rate. 

It shows significant improvement in quality of life, but without 

significant improvement in survival14,15. 

In our study we compared concurrent treatment with WBRT alone. 

Our data reveals 70% objective response rate (CR+PR) and 25% 

CR rate with concurrent Tt. There was slight improvement in OSR 

(70%) as compared to WBRT alone (60%). Better median survival 

of 11.4 months was seen in concurrent Tt arm. PFSR of 45% was 

also encouraging. 

Responses were independent from the type of primary tumor, 

gender and previous chemotherapy. TMZ was well tolerated in 

this study. The addition of daily TMZ to WBRT resulted in only one 

grade-4 hematologic toxicity. Complications resolved quickly and 

resulted in minor treatment delay. 
 

CONCLUSION 

We have concluded that WBRT with concomitant TMZ is well 

tolerated, with better clinical response. It improves objective 

response rate, Overall Survival Rate, and Progression Free 

Survival rate. 

REFERENCES 
1. Benjamin D. Fox, MD, Vincent J. Cheung, BA, Akash J. Patel, MD, Dima 

Suki, PhD, Ganesh Rao, Epidemiology of Metastatic Brain Tumors. Neurosurg 

Clin (2011) 1042-80. 

2. Devita VT, Lawrence TS, Rosenberg SA: Principles & practice of oncology; 

metastatic cancer to brain, 9th ed; 147:2153-4. 

3. Zimm S, Wampler GL, Stablein D, Hazra T, Young HF: Intra-cerebral 

metastases in solid tumor patients. Natural history and results of treatment. 

Cancer 1981, 48:384-394. 

4. Brady LW, Mancall EL, Lee DK, Neff LB, Shockman AT, Faust DS, 

Antoniades J, Prasasvinichai S, Torpie RJ, Glassburn JR: Radiation therapy 

for intracranial metastatic neoplasia. RadiolClinBiol 1974, 43:40-47. 

5. DeAngelis LM, Delattre JY, Posner JB: Radiation-induced dementia in 

patients cured of brain metastases. Neurology 1989; 39(6):789-96. 

6. Dorsey JF, Hollander AB, Alonso-Basanta M, et al. Cancer of the central 

nervous system Abeloff's Clinical Oncology. 5th ed. Philadelphia, Pa: Elsevier 

Churchill Livingstone; 2013: 66. 

7. Cappuzzo F, Mazzoni F, Maestri , Di Stefano A, Calandri C, Crino L: 

Medical treatment of brain metastases from solid tumours. Forum (Genova) 

2000, 10:137-149.  

8. Neurology 1989, 39:789-796 Danson SJ, Middleton MR: Temozolomide: a 

novel oral alkylating agent. Expert Rev Anticancer Ther 2001, 1:13-9.  

9. Payne MJ, Pratap SE, Middleton MR: Temozolamide in the treatment of 

solid tumours: current results and rationale for dosing/scheduling. Critical Rev 

in OncolHematol 2005, 53:241-252. 

10. Plowman J, Waud WR, Koutsoukos AD, Rubinstein LV, Moore TD,  Grever 

MR: Preclinical antitumor activity of temozolomide in mice: efficacy 

againsthuman brain tumor xenografts and synergism with 1,3-bis (2-

chloroethyl)-1-nitrosourea. Cancer Res 1994, 54(14):3793-9. 

11. Murray KJ, Scott C, Greenberg HM, Emami B, Seider M, Vora NL, Olson 

C, Whitton A, Movsas B, Curran W: A randomized phase III study of 

accelerated hyperfractionation versus standard in patients with unresected 

brain metastases: A report of the Radiation Therapy Oncology Group (RTOG) 

9104.Int J RadiatOncolBiolPhys 1997, 39:571-574.  

12. Response Evaluation Criteria In Solid Tumors: RECIST guideline (version 

1.1) Eur J Cancer. 2009 Jan;45(2):228-47. 

13. Kaplan E, Meier P: Nonparametric estimation from incomplete 

observations.J Am Stat Assoc 1958, 53:457-481. 

14. Addeo R. et. al. phase II trial of Temozolomide using protracted low-dose 

and whole brain radiotherapy for non-small cell lung cancer and breast cancer 

patients with brain metastasis. Cancer 2oo8;113:2524-31. 

15. Chua D. et al whole brain radiation therapy plus concomitant 

Temozolomide for the treatment of brain metastasis from non-small cell lung 

cancer: a randomized open-label phase II study clin lung cancer. 2010;11:176-

81. 
[ 

 

Source of Support: Nil.             Conflict of Interest:  None Declared. 

 

Copyright: © the author(s) and publisher. IJMRP is an official publication 

of Ibn Sina Academy of Medieval Medicine & Sciences, registered in 2001 

under Indian Trusts Act, 1882.  

This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative 

Commons Attribution Non-commercial License, which permits unrestricted 

non-commercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, 

provided the original work is properly cited. 
 

Cite this article as: Meshram SD, Diwan AK. Response Evaluation in 

Brain Metastasis with Whole Brain Radiotherapy and Temozolomide. Int J 

Med Res Prof. 2016; 2(3):75-77. 


