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TR A R R T T

2020 4FE BT RS BoR, 4T
28R A BRI R 4 BRI, JETORE
SEJRFTA MRS 2 00 s AN HinkEd, A
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P, R SA R DG BB DR TR 20 A 30 Rk B HL R 161 E &
LB, AR IEESH AP M TP L2
R M
1 #MEFZE
1.1 —&ER

K F fA7 BB MLk UG £E 2018 4 3 & 2021 4F
12 J AE AR 3 #2232 AR FIOT 09 B 9 183 35 19
A7 IR B 5T . R AT ME HE R T . HEBRAY
T 98 R AT W 51 X 1 B . R AR
34~83 %, ARy 63 % 5 B 26 i, 9
Bl o 60T IR 2 HE 9 [ [ R 25 AR E 4% ( National
Comprehensive Cancer Network, NCCN ) H e s
w7 R 244 5 R X (planning target
volume, PTV ) _5000 FI PTV_4500 ( 4t 77 7| & 4>
WK 50 Gy/25 fx 1 45 Gy/25 fx ). 1F # H L4045/
. TR XU Sk B B ik Y BT R AR
SYRTBIC 32 1~2 AR LT, T4 l)s
TRE 2, FAT 2 AN RSB By 1 A
FBRE T R AR S Y ERIG SE A T IR IRYA Y 1)
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MP. AF5E C i i AR e A6 B 2 57 25 W At (A8 2 g
5 B2020—357R ), I BHE A FMERE.
12 iRzt

XF T pinnacle AP B, — M & DL B i)
It R AL 77 (clinical prescription, CP ) oy E AR R
PHITE i R 22 30 A M AL S H . A WS4 B2 IRy
CPENISE, BN —ZFH (CPA ) ; %
CH TR RIBST I MP 45 RACE Wy sy — i 2 50
VERACSE, WO — S [ IR 45 (initial
experience, IE ) 4] BN g MP 45 R FEAG 1
Gy PR HAL & F2 45 B 11 MP 45 R AR 15% 1E A 1R
S HB E X IR [ I (test, T) 2H 1. fREFH
AR AL, = nlieit AP iRl iR 1B
WG RATTEALZS 18], T DG IR 28 34 S Ak
SR BOE R REAETE L AL s 18], DGR 22 1
ik, A2 T AP T IE 4F CP 4, UiBE
W IEAFEIN AP AAAE B AE A 1R]

BRSO, Hpiife s at, H
T i H AR RO AL AR i BAT >10 4 B 98 i IR
LB BRI E R AR e EE LA H (K1),
P T RIR T 9 B 3L 2 23 1R 58 50T (intensity
modulated radiation therapy, IMRT ) FEARMEATRGT,
PLARAABE R 180° th, HARSHLEK 2. FrA4s RN
— % PTV_5000 1 PTV_4500 3 /& 4b 5k, i
AT 5 55 (dose volume histogram, DVH )
PATEARGE T 105k D2% . D98% . Wb Jr %7 i
2T T B AR X ARFL ( prescription isodose line target
volume, PVTV ). # X {4 fH ( target volume, TV ).
b Ty A5 3 i 2R BT A S KB (prescription isodose
line volume, PV). V50 Fl V100 55 % 8 F T 4L IX

WXRGERBE MR PEferis RE  RELH
CP 41 IE 41 T #H

PTV_5000 50 Gy / / / / /

PTV_4500 45 Gy / / / / /

N Max dose 50 Gy* MP %53t MP 25598 1 Gy = =
Max DVH V30<50% MP 450 MP 55531 85% ik =
Mean dose / / / ik =

B e Max DVH V40<40% MP £ 5% MP 25511 85% s 2
Mean dose / / / ik E

e ek Mean dose 30 Gy MP 454 MP 455941 85% g 2

A Sk Mean dose 30 Gy MP 4505 MP 45591 85% Hhag b

FOCP . i K &b 75 (elinical prescription )5 IE . W) th 242 56 (initial experience ) T M3 Ctest) 3 PTV ¢ 31 % 48 (X (p]anning target

volume ) ; MP : A Ti1% ( manual plan ); DVH : FIEAFIE K (dose volume histogram ) AR X RN A RS , HARBR&:h 53 Gy
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PEAf PTV_5000 FI PTV_4500 35 —PEH5 %0 (het-
erogeneity index, HI). & JE & 38§ %0 ( conformity
index,Cl) KEAEFREL ( gradient index, GI ), Hr,
HI=D2%/D98%, CI=PVTV’/ (TV xPV ), GI=V50/
V100, HI AT CI AU | lf, GI M/ ity =2
& K dw B VAL - NBRERIR R 25 =30 Gy il
AR TVRE Y50 6 5 B IEAZ 31 =40 Gy &4
TR Y50 6 5 U ey Sk 1)~ 24950

F2 AP RGBS ML S B 15

ER 28
TRTT IR S 0
UVIPS s 0
THEE A 0.2 ¢em x 0.2 cm x 0.2 cm
(RSN DMPO
R 60
R Biological
R AL 60
YA 11%
fiilli=d o9 2.6
R 107%
T il A S B A4 Yes

£ DMPO . B 4% L %% 2 5L 1k (direct machine parameter

optimization )
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1.3 SFitFESH

K SPSS 22.0 FAF XA S B AT 1E A A
Bon, A6 HEBHRATTE IR i, X CP A
T 20 K TE 40 A1 T 20 09 P Ak 45 5 43 504 T e XA A Bk
MKEYS, S5 R AP E (o iEEE ) M (9,
0;) 1 FR. Ll P<0.05 2R HA G2 L,

2 & R

= 2H YRR DX T R R IR oK, il >95%
(R0 DX ARFHGA B Ak J5 7 . T 21 PTV_5000 [ HI I
CI LA X PTV_4500 f HI Y322 F CP 41 ( #4 P<0.05,
F3), T4 A1 CP 4 PTV_4500 1Y CI b %, # %
TGt 2#E L (P>0.05), T 41 PTV_5000 [) HI 1
PTV_4500 () HI 4 22 T IE 41 ( ) P<0.05, % 4 ).
IE 2 A1 T 2H %) PTV_5000 f) CI A1 PTV_4500 i CI
i, ZRHTgitm X (3B P>0.05), 1E4H K&
CPH2ANBEHE TH G LI, ZFYLGH¥
B (¥P>0.05), #HXE CIAHINSE, TH
F1CP 4 M IE HZ W22 53 <1%. Kl 1 K [R—
SR 3 R ) 4e B AR B B AN [R1HE X 550
ZRRIMVEAL , DOMIG R eI B, — 4 X 5] i
ST JE T R AT H 32 3 L

RT3 CPAMTAH AP HTRIEALLE FRIRAIRG R LB as R (M (0, 0;) ]

R ABETS CP 4

R PR
Al (trei-cpag) ‘B PH

PTV_5000

MXERE (%) "
HI"
cl

PTV_4500
WXEHRE (%) "
HI
cr

GI

N7
FAHE (Gy) ™
V30 (%) "
EHEFIE (Gy)

JE5 I
V40 (%)
I (Gy)

ZEMIBEHE S F 2 (Gy)
AL S F 2 (Gy)

96.01 (96.64, 96.99 )
1.04 (1.04,1.05)
0.82 (0.79, 0.86 )

96.36 (95.55, 98.09 )
1.15 (1.14,1.15)
0.86 (0.85,0.87)
3.55(3.28,3.79)

48.314 (47.904, 49.892 )
25.10 ( 17.04,36.12)
23.304 (19.475,27.493)

30.85 (20.63,37.84)

32.643 (30.871, 34.481)
15.893 (13.399, 16.916)
14.401 (13.312,16.839)

96.31 (95.86,96.97) 0.195 -0.88 0.38
1.04 (1.04,1.05) 0.003 -3.85 <0.01
0.81 (0.76,0.85) -0.018 3.96 <0.01
95.93 (95.48,97.68 ) -0.345 3.17 0.02
1.15(1.15, 1.16) 0.007 -4.77 <0.01
0.86 (0.84,0.88) 0.004 -1.57 0.12
3.53 (3.27,3.77) -0.032 1.67 0.10
48.036 (47.393, 49.500 ) -0.260 2.34 0.02
19.98 ( 13.59,29.40) -3.921 5.14 <0.01
22.837 (119.293,25.634 ) -0.688 4.46 <0.01
21.52 (13.43,27.04) -7.472 5.06 <0.01
30.761 (29.109, 32.363 ) -1.693 4.95 <0.01
13.727 (12.627, 14.92) -1.628 3.49 <0.01
13.575 (12.460, 14.663 ) -1.396 3.37 <0.01

W CP . ERAL T (clinical prescription ) 5 T : MER (test ) 3 PTV & R4 X ( planning target volume ) s HI : ¥—PE4e%% (heterogeneity
index ) ; CI : EIEETEEL ( conformity index )5 Gl : BEEFEEL ( gradient index ) CRFEE TR
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T4 IE % A2z 5 ARG/ B R KA
HELOV30 AR A, BB V40 FOF 2 ) A
XU R 3k SE 3500 ) T2 5% 4l (8
P<0.05, #3~4, K2),

34 i

AH 5 LA HG B g ], R B0 Y
CP FIE T FRIGIT B9 MP b 25 5408 By 3500 1Y)
— AN E S CP AR IE 4, S5X
T A%, BRI pinnacle 9.10 AP F=4: (T 3T
R A 8 T BEE -

AR BN, 5 CPAMIE A, 1A
RARAL A R — 2D BRI S, T 4188 X A9 HI A1 C1
AR 2, XA 2 TE CP AR T 4
Z I A I, R R CP ALY SR R4 T pi
IEHALOURA SRR w4, BTl cP B A
A LA CL, T TE 4 A0 4R 25 42 i MP =/
Caau—RYyIImHATHRA, TS THHE
WX MR EFSHERIFAR, BikEEKE,
T 42 NS REALR) HIL C1 A GL 251 <1%),
& DA =2 HI A1 C1 3% 0 JUA TP i 22 51
T 4L 4 (R 3 25 B9 I8 18, AR e . /)
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o RS e B Sk o 3CRE B P B AE AT CP AL I EE 3
T I, LR AR TE T CP 2 1Y S5 1 &
R K Ry, B E Dk as ), HEPE
JE LAY BRIM (A I R 2250t & 9 1E ZH e, T 4
FEIE AR RS BAR B W, el Sk i
PIFEEE BT 10%, % 82 B3 U7 G
BT R B ALY, BEAROE 2 200 52 B D
AN R Y A R R A ) AR A i A L
AEEE Y P i H BRI R U A
B, A2 2 i 380 0 1) g A 28 285 G OTT T RE AE R ok
ANTR) IR B R 97 b o R TR, AR D R B [ B
R RERIEF AR R AR ImR L — Dz
) H PR, RN, TAHEMRIERXEZ R, Cl
K HI MBS, AREIRIE R AL Za, TH
Rl e, BEH T80 AP TR R A7 7 7
ALz R

AR 10 GIRTE B B LA CP o ARE 5 &
AP IR DAL S50, T MP 8945 B EFT LB R R,
AP T E I X Y 7 55 %, LRI HI A i A8 22
B AR Sk B A2 B AH 2, T L B X R i AP
J1HR12% T MP ;5 $#21 pinnacle 19 AP ¥ I8 AL S50
FATAMET, KIS R AE A0 iR S 5B Y

R4 IE QM T AL AP RIS R BRI LRSS R (M (0, 05) ]

A Fodhi 734 22

LUREAEE 1E 41 T 24 (T4l - 1E 41) VAN P{H

PTV_5000

MXEEE (%) " 96.12 (95.53,97.71) 96.31 (95.86, 96.97 ) 0.075 -1.00 0.32

HI® 1.04 (1.04,1.05) 1.04 (1.04,1.05) 0.001 -2.67 0.01

cl 0.80 (0.77,0.85) 0.81 (0.76,0.85) -0.005 1.02 0.31
PTV_4500

MXERE (%) " 96.07 (95.57,97.45) 95.93 (95.48,97.68) -0.124 2.60 0.01

HI 1.15 (1.15,1.16) 1.15(1.15,1.16) 0.003 -3.42 <0.01

cr 0.86 (0.85,0.87) 0.86 (0.84,0.88) 0.003 -0.84 0.40
GI 3.56 (3.28,3.79) 3.53 (3.27,3.77) -0.024 1.67 0.10
N7

FAHE (Gy) " 48.025 (47.570, 49.750 ) 48.036 (47.393, 49.500 ) -0.119 2.00 <0.05

V30 (%) " 20.73 (14.27,29.94 ) 19.98 (13.59,29.4) -0.725 4.57 <0.01

FHEFIE (Gy) 22.755 (19.758, 25.728 ) 22.837 (19.293,25.633) -0.157 2.34 0.02
B e

V40 (%) 24.08 (14.63,29.57) 21.52 (13.43,27.04) -2.146 5.11 <0.01

SEHFE (Gy) 30.717 (29.683, 33.324) 30.761 (29.109, 32.363 ) -0.335 3.06 <0.01
A S F R (Gy) 15.163 (14.177,16.594 ) 13.727 (12.627, 14.920) -1.537 5.11 <0.01
A e SRR (Gy ) 14.774 ( 13.529, 16.057 ) 13.575 (12.460, 14.663 ) -1.162 4.18 <0.01

HOIE : WAL (initial experience ) T2 M (test) ; PTV : 3880 X ( planning target volume ) HI ;. ¥ — 45 %k ( heterogeneity
index ) ; CI : WEHJEIEEL ( conformity index )5 GI : BEEFEE (gradient index ) ; CRFEEIES AR
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CP 4 IE 4 T2

A

TEEARA

FARAL

WA PTV_5000; 4% 0 X 5k PTV_4500; CP: IIfi &4t 77 (clinical prescription ); 1E : ¥WIEZA K (initial experience ;TR (test)
B 1 —FIEmEERFE CP 4. IE 4R T 42z a) A5 X IR0 i
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HOA:CPA. IE 4R T ZHBEME V40 LU B: CP 40 . 1E ZHR1 T ZHEIe-T- 35505 U8 €. CP 4H . IE ZHF0 T Z4H/8% V30 Lh3 s D: CP 4.
1E ZUR1 T /NI 5 104 5 B CP AL, TE 1R T 4172 M S P75 LA 5 F o CP AL, TE Z1UR1 T 417 BB Sk P35 5 LU 4K 5 CP -
I RAE 7 ( clinical prescription ) ; 1E : FIARZE (initial experience ) 5 T : M (test)
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