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5-FU: 5-fluorouracil

AUC: area under curve

bFGF: basic fibroblast growth factor
CRM: circumferential resection margin
CRT: chemoradiotherapy

CT: computed tomography

DFS: disease free survival

EMT: epithelial-mesenchymal transition
FDG: fludeoxyglucose

GLUT: glucose transporter

HIF: hypoxia-inducible factor

LV: leucovorin

MFI: mean fluorescence intensity
MRI: magnetic resonance imaging
MTYV: metabolic tumor volume

OS: overall survival

pCR: pathological complete response
PE: phycoerythrin

PET: positron emission tomography

PI: propidium iodide

RFS: relapse free survival

ROC: receiver-operating characteristics

RT: radiotherapy



SUV: standardized uptake value

SUVmax: maximum standardized uptake value
TLG: total lesion glycolysis

TME: total mesorectal excision

VEGF: vascular endothelial growth factor

VOI: volume of interest
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AMFFETIL, BRI 2 TR L PO R IEIC 31T 5 CPT-11 DR

&. FDG-PET IC X 250R & TR OTHREDIREZ T —~ &L Lz, KBl z
H BT, CPT-11 DIEFHEAHI TH 5 SN-38 1Z K 5 X BHEEAERIZ DWW THF
e L. EEME B IR DR S SR AR 0 FDG-PET/CT 4 O
F—H% %1 BT, FDG-PET/CT volumetry (2 & 2 L2 M SRIRIE DB & T #%
DFMBEC OV T L7z, £ ORE, CPT-11 13 X MR & U T b
ML OFR T 23R & LTI 0 155 2 &0 36 L ORI o f ik 4%
@ FDG-PET/CT volumetry 23 [ELAGHE BH O T FRINZA HevgetEnd 5 Z &

Z R L7,



Fr3C

B & 2 W S 0 2 FT BB R BT R R TR 45 7 AN FECEHEIIAER] 25
TNZDIED, ZOEFHNRIFITES L THDICH b bd, KARE L TH
VT HELZETHHEMEEERTH D [1,2], 2095, R NEEITE G 1S3
LTl AL #%iE (Chemoradiotherapy: CRT) & 4B [ 54 4
(Total mesorectal excision: TME) O#EEIZI - 724MRHE TR [3-5] &l & L7z
ELWNRIRELT D Z ENHCKEIL U & T HREEICE T HIEHERFE TH Y | K
HUZF W T BAITAT CRT 21T 2 Mgk AN L->2&H 5, % LTI CRT 1220
TiX, TROUESETBEREORTEZ BN E LIZIFRN A 2D 5T

7R CRT OZL) U7-JER, FrIRBELR 052 2% (Pathological complete
response: pCR) % 2R 7=HERI Tld, CRT DORNEDZ LV MEFIC He~ T HEJF A 17
(Disease free survival: DFS) #<o44E1F (Overall survival: 0S) %72 SO %N E
HThHDHZENHMEINTWNSD [6-9], ZAVET, UL (Radiotherapy:
RT) 1305 L 0 BIRENTAT O IZ O B THEN B THDH Z & [10-13], RT IZ 5-
fluorouracil (5-FU) ~X— 2 DAL L L OFFH L72ATET CRT 247 9 1% 5 23 BAF72
Rl 2555 2 & [14,15]. PEBOBRKRBRIC I VIS TR Y,
HI{£ 0 National Comprehensive Cancer Network DA K7 A > Tlx, FEEME
(ZxF L C 5-FU _X— 2 DAL E WA ET CRT & TME Filiz2175 2 &3
FEAERR L SNTWD [16], LAL 5-FU Z H W\ 7= 4fi#T CRT (2 & % pCR i
IS%RREIC L EF - TRV [17]. TOFEDROUFEITEIGFE T 5H CRT O

MIEICRIT D2 HERRETH 5, ITFE, BOKTIE 5-FU ICRGREOFT— KT »



7 T 5 Oxaliplatin Z N2 72 L2 A /2 £ D9FET CRT O NI FHFRER V< D
RS SN TND DY, pCR T DO 6 2Rt BT TV Yy [18-20],
— 5T, REEDL 5 —20%—RN7 v 7 Thd CPT-11 L7y A

X DT CRT IZOWTHIRIEF R BT AN, KFIZHBITH 0D
O 1, I FHFRER TI% pCR 38 23-35% & BIF i RAZBO TWDHN [21-
23], T E TF HLHERBROBEILR, FEMFENS CPT-11 12k 5 X
BBEER 20 L7 bR 72oic, TEF v AOBENRD H T
Do

ERESREIRAF O W 2> D%, AT CRT (2 X Y pCR & 72> FFEBNIZ R LT,
TME FIFA21T 9 2 & M KRIRIER & 70 5 ATREMEMEHE ST D, 1Al CRT @
NRITIER] Z LT K& < B2 | pCR DIER % 15%FE TRH D —F T, CRT
DNRD D F VD RD BIVRVEG & R F(ET D [17], 4. pCR DIEH]
(Zx%F LT TME Fifi 217 o3 ISR #8142 217 9 "Watch and Wait” & W 5 BEE 73
EZTEY ., pCR ZINATICZWTT 5 2 & 3 T EIUXBEBEEEIRF I RWICEF
54 25EE2055 [24-26], £72 CRTHHIZZDOENZ LWZ & & THITE
IE, CRTDO LY A ZZEFT 5, CRT %I HIE DL iE & IB T 5. CRT
EATOTICHBBIFMZIT S . REDIBFEEIT) L CTHROLENHIFFTE
% [27,28], & DIZTFINATIC I AT (Relapse free survival: RFS) <> 0S 7 £
DPHETT 5 2 LR TER, ALFRIEOBIRMER Y — A 7 2D
MNETLOIAEMTHD 29, 2O K 5 ITHEGEINATZ CRT DRSO T% L
TRITE T, EF Z LIS X 0w R E R bisR 2175 Z & FREL 0D, L
P LBUED & Z A1RT CRT ORI TR L v i s Tl Y | fiTanciE

9



MW pCRROTHR A TINT 2 Z LIZNETH 5, £ 2 TARIIFETIE, AN
CRT DR TH% A2 THLIGES~—H—L LT, wMlaic T 2885
standardized uptake value (SUV) & U CHIE L. JEEO RIEHENMEE 2 K4 2

fludeoxyglucose (FDG) —positron emission tomography (PET) /computed tomography
(CT) MREICTER LT,

VBG5BT ML A2 VN C CPT-11 OIS PER#HY Toh % SN-38
O X BHBERICOWTHTT 22 & L L, H2 ETIEERKOT — & &
CHEFHEZ X 2R CRT 12331} % FDG-PET/CT MED#E - T# O T-Hlke

IZOWTHLNZT L2 & E LT,

10



A 4 <zm

=

KIEFEHRRIZ 31T D SN-38 D X i Hjaissh 51

CPT-11 (XERNICHE G D L HFBT SN-38 ~ &R &, MifatzicisnC
DNA O#HHL - H55 (Z HE /2 %3 CTH 5 topoisomerase I # LT 25 Z & T DNA O
EEEZAET D, KFEORBRIE ANSRTW A HRAAIDO—2>TH D, &
SICUTAE, BRI AT CRT DL A & LTHZOMENE S
TS, YRHZFBW TS, MEEITE SRS 22 #112%F L T UFT/Leucovorin (LV) &
CPT-11 Z0FH L7 bFRIE L ¥ X 2 K DRl CRT O 1, 1 AHEGIRRER 21T
VN, pCR ZAN 22.7% & @WHUIEE IR 2580, 5 4 RFS 1 80.4% & i) B
HFChHotz 23] LML I E T, CPT-11 X° SN-38 O X #HEAI & L ToORRE
(2D TREMI 7R BT 24T o T2 R ZE 1L 72 e o . ARl KRGS e 2 72
THEITHZ &L Lz,

B 72 & OETEHE~D X SRRSO T DI IR E DR R O —2I2, E5
NEROAREE R EREEDN A ST D [30], el i oD 14 Gk B8 VX AE i He T
L << AR R ONAE & MG T 2 T D D MAE BT A DFFE R AR R T

B DN I —E L ISR D L&A ME DTSRI A3 £ 720 |

~ab
iy

E

JEIE NS AR S IRREIZ I D = E B ST D [31,32], D72, %< DJF
TENESE O LR TIEERFE /0 EAY 10mmHg DL R CTh 0 . IEFMAE L b L CH S

IR EIRAE L 705 [33], 2D X 9 RIRERSREREE N O M TlX Hypoxia-

11



\

inducible factor (HIF) -1o. & VN9 Z U X7 E BT 5, HIF-1a 1E, IEHERE D)L
TTRHZEXF T AL IE S D, IRIRFREREE T CIX HIF-1B & 2
BIRZIER L CTHENICBIT L. Eis+? Hypoxia-response element (ZfiE&3 5 =
& THRBIN - & L CHERE L T 100 L ED FiRD ¥ v R0 B ORI ZREET 5,

BEARRIZIZ, Vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) <° Basic fibroblast growth
factor (bFGF) OFEBLZ X 284 s D4 [34, 35], Bel-2 77 I U —I2 k57T
R = ZADFHH [36]. p21 <° Cyclin D1 2 L7=fifia B4 1k [37, 38].
SPERGHOTTHE [39], A— F 7 7 — T —OfFE [40] (X0 | (KEAEEREEC/E M
72 EDREELUWERE T THMENEFE LT WE ) ITHEEELSE D, E6IT
Epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT) % /1 L 72 iR{ERECHREHE D ER [41, 42].

Bid X° Bax 72 EDT R h— Y RFFE X o7 HOMBINC X HLERIERG D
YRS [43] ICX Y e OB 2 L O I E 0T 5 2 LB EmES AT

6 ( l)o
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VEGF, T

bFGF

Vimentin,
Integrin

p21,
cyclin D1

Bid,Bax

Beclinl,
BNIP3

1 Hypoxia-inducible factor (HIF) -1a. DAFEH,
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FRRIRIRIZ BT h | HIF-1la OEFREIIIEERIE~DOIRUELCE RIS . R
RB7aT#EbEE L TWD Z &0, xR THlE ST\ 5 [44,45], €D
2, REH L LT HIF-1a Z #1fil9° 2 EANZ SV T ORI M A AT
TWAN, BBEIGSHETES>TWDHDIRITFE A LR [46], — T, 4FHIE
WTIEBARTIZ, CPT-11 OIEPERGEHY T o 5 SN-38 MR F BB H 0 K At i
(ZBWTHEH LT HIF-1a Z2 Fr A9l U, AKERSRBRBE T C b P20 R 2 %€
TS5, EWIERAEZGETWD [47].

ELICITETIE, X MBS E HIF-1o ORBUZOWTHIIERER SO H D,
Moeller © |3 FL3 M-SR 2 e A AR O I (2 3 W T UX BRI STIC K D free radical
DFE L & HIT HIF-lo B%BLT 22 L 2WE Lz, S HIC HIF-la O Tt
19 % VEGF OFHUT L 2 M #/EC, MlEH 02, Mo TR
BEDHIEHME LTS [48,49], F 7o FEFATR - bR e <> = PSS i
JAlZ BT, X #RFRSHZ X W Phosphatidylinositol 3-kinase/Akt/mammalian target
of rapamycin #&HE A TEPEL S 40 HIF-1la MA R SN2 2 ERHESINL TV D [50,
511 L22LZVE T, K@M 5 X RIS & HIF-1o ORI DN T
FREt Lo iE 137y,

DX D RIEFENG, AT TIZLL FORBE 72Tz, O REBREMIIZEHs
TH XML Y HIF-1a 28%B T 5, © SN-38 13 X MRS IC L v FEHL L 72
HIF-1a OFBAMGIT 5, @ SN-38 23 X #RHEAl & L TIERT 5, 4RO

TIEINOGZHLNITLZEEZANE LT,
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1-2 ZEBRGE

MERIER & FAZR

t b RIGEMIARE CTdh 5 HT29, SW480 % Japanease Cancer Research Bank J ¥
BEA L7z, HT29 13 44 D B N PED RIGHE (W) HSR DAL T,
KRAS (codon12,13) B4R ~ A 7 a7 Z 4 FNZEM (BAT25 BAT26), BRAF
(V600E) 2 £ % = TP53 (codon273 (R—H)) £ HE M TH 5 Z & % Reverse
Transcription Polymerase Chain Reaction (Z CHERS L 72, SW480 1% 50 1% D H 4 A\ Fl
BHEO KN (W) BSEOMIN T, KRAS (codonl2, 13) ZHEAl <A 7 a7
T4 NEM: (BAT25, BAT26), BRAF (V600E) #7/E7!  TP53 (codon273 (R—H),
codon309 (P—S)) AR TH 5 Z & Z a8 Lic, Wi b BEE oM OPEE
—E LT\ [52], AT 5% BRI D i dshn RPMIN640 B23%8 K (Sigma
Aldrich, St Louis, MO, USA) (ZHiEAl/HTE A (100 U/ ml penicillin G, 100 pg/ ml
streptomycin sulfate, 250 ng/ ml amphotericin B ; Life Technologies, Grand Island, NY,
USA) ZINATZEEHIT, 37°C, 20% B3R, 5% LIRS, 75% ZEHRIREDA
X aN—Z—NTHE#EL,

SN-38 % Toronto Research Chemicals (North York, Ontario, Canada) J VA L
72, 5-FU, Oxaliplatin, CoCl,, RPMI-1640 :55&{Z 1% Sigma Aldrich (St Louis, MO,
USA) KVIEA LTz, 5% RIE T MG & PiEAl/BiEE AL Life Technologies
(Grand Island, NY, USA) X D i A L7z, Tetraacetoxymetyl ester (calcein-AM) |3 [A]
ALFEWIZERT (REA. BHA) KVHEA L, Z7r—HA FA U —ITHW5HREE

& LT, $t HIF-10 phycoerythrin (PE) ekl (7% v 7 %5 1C1935P) (% R&D

15



systems (Minneapolis, MN, USA) X VA L7z, FITC £%£i% AnnexinV 77K b —/
A% v b & FITC 5% BrdU ffz/E % » FiX BD Pharmingen (San Diego, CA,
USA) KVIEALTe, vxRX& Ty T 470 1 kEifkE LT, $t HIF-1a
PUA (ab2185). Hi GAPDH Hifk (ab9485). HT VEGF Hifk (ab46154) (% Abcam
(Cambridge, MA, USA) L VEA L., HLB 727 F Uik (W% v 7 FEFE : PM053)
X MBL (&4 HE. BAR) LVBEALZ, 2 kKO B 7 % 1gG-Alkaline

phosphatase HL{& {3 Invitrogen Corp. (Carlsbad, CA, USA) XK W EEA L7=,

X SRS L HI ARG

MBR-1505R2 X-ray generator (H Y2 A7 ¢ =, B, AAR) & HWCTHlIZIZ Xt
MRS 24T o 72, RFE8E LIRSy 0.4 Gy OIBE#RE (BF 0,1,2,4,8Gy) O X
FRIRS 21T > T2 E RIS, K IREED SN-38 (0, 0.125, 0.25, 0.5, 1, 2, 4 uM), 5-FU (0,
1.25, 5, 20 uM), Oxaliplatin (0, 1.25, 5, 20 pM) Z#&5- L 48 Beffits#& L=, £7=
HIF-la DAY 7 47 a3y hr—/ & LTIE, Hild% 150 uM @ CoCl, @ F T 24

RFfMER 2 L7z [53],

Zua—H%A A M=K BHRES

HIF-1lo ORI 7o —H A F A MU —ZHWTEIT L7, ZiLE THIRNE
HE TohDHIF-laz 71— A b A N =TT L7ZEEIIMEB L7ZFRY T
1Z72 < Frex BELFIT » T2 FIEICE T OEBIEE N TN L7 [54], BARBIIC

IZ. 10ecm 7 4 v ¥ aZHWCHlla 2 B2, 16 L7-%. fila%z PBS 5 ml Tk

16



BL., EDTA/RY 7 Iml & FL S BRA v Fax—h L TT 1 v =i
(ZHEE LTV O Mifla 2 RIBE L 7o, 8530 5 ml 2 W Ciiflaz B L, &0 LT
RIEEBRW-R, MLE 4% ST 7 4V AT AT E R 1 ml & HWCHEE - BE
L7c, fHEEL L PBS IC T L72t%, 0.1% Tween #% 1 ml (Z¥a MR L CHlliBE 2
i ST, FONEL, Y Lo, WREATIC RV THL HIF-1a PE R&GUA 5
w Z W TR O HIF-1a 2456k L, JEfiE,. 7 =07y 7 7 —IZHila %
VAfi# L C Navios Flow Cytometer (Beckman Coulter, Brea, CA, USA) % A\ T 10000
& DML F > HIF-1a PE OuOEAERZRIE Lz (K 2), f#HTIE FlowJo software
(Tree Star, Ashland, OR, USA) Z VN TATV ), mean fluorescence intensity (MFI) &

LCHEL LT,
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Navios Flow Cytometer

1gG:4.78 £ 0.68
HIF-1a: 12,72 £0.91

HRE%

A8 1000018 D & JeiZ i %8I E

HIF-loRH=

2 Navios Flow cytometer (Z J2 5 Hypoxia-inducible factor (HIF) -1a 28 Bl & O HI &,
HT29 #fif@ 10000 2%} L T IgG-phycoerythrin (PE) (X H T 4 72> ha—/L :
AVWEEL) & HIF-la PE (RWVVEEL) (C & D2 H#OUE#ETTV. 7 —0A b A B
V—IZXVRIE LTz, 77 7 ORifE PE BEEZ2/~d, FRVOEEENT BV R &S
WEFIZBATL TR Y, @E O HT29 Mld I F/ET 5 HIF-1a S & T
Do

18



TRN—ZADOHIE

7R k= ZADOFHMiE Annexin V 3 X O Propidium Iodide (PI) @ 2 EYs {0 % H
WeTa—H A R A R —& FU R T I K DY TRENT LT, X FRER
4t (0ord4 Gy) E%IZ SN-38 (0 or 1 uM) 5 T T 48 FEfE:2E L 72 ffa 2 B L,
PBS T L7-1%. FITC f%:# Annexin V/PI (Annexin V, FITC Apoptosis Detection
Kit, BD, San Jose, CA, USA) W Tt LTz, 7u—H A A MU —ZHWNT
HIE L. AnnexinV [&M/PI M0 45 A A Mld, Annexin V BIED 43 %2 7 R K
—  AHIIRER &HE L (IK3),

F7o. 48R OB, B L7-Mifa % PBS T L, RYU R T—|ZT

Jua LAEMIR (7778 F— Aflifa + 7 m— 3 Zfila) OFIG 2 RIE LT,

19



Pl

Q3
0.376

AnnexinV-FITC

7R b= Xk
1.7 £ 1.2%

3 Annexin V/Propidium lodide (PI) @ 2 B4 L 57 R b — 3 A DFHM,
7a—H A A MY —%HUWTHNT L 7=, Annexin V [24/PI Fa Al 2 A2 fl G
Annexin V B5E/PI FEMHIAE 2 B 7 AR F— 3 AHAD, Annexin V [51E/PI B ERM
faZ2 % 177 R b — 3 A, Annexin V [EM/PL MR 2 % 7 v — o Al &
HIE L., FRHEEBD Annexin V BRI Z 7R F— Afifa & LT DEIE % F
ML,
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MRJA I DRI E

Al E B O fEHT I FITC £5% BrdU S H1 % >~ & (FITC BrdU Flow Kit, BD,
San Diego, CA,USA) # W\ C7a—H%A M X U —IZTITo 7=, XHRES (Oor
4 Gy) 412 SN-38 (0 or 1 pM) 5T T 48 FEJE5EE L= Mk L C, BrdU #%
HTFC1 R LT S HioMIao DNA 2185k L7-% . MO EE - Wig 4
{7V, DNase (2T DNA % %0fi# L, BrdU % FITC fZ##t BrdU Hi{Kk T, DNA %
T-AAD ICTENENE# LTz, 77— A 8 A MU —% T DNA =4 T

L. sub-G1 #], GO/G1 #]. SHI. G2M HlOFIEZFHAI L7z (1X 4),

21



GO0/G1

& S G2/M
e
2
Sub $30/G1
720/0
NN S
7-AAD
Sub GO/G1; 0.4 * 0.1%
GO/G1; 554 +21%
S; 37.0 = 2.0%
G2/M; 7.2+ 0.2%

4 FITC #E#% BrdU #AEE I~ b % B 72 fi & 31 o REAm,

S HIOHIILIZF VT DNA AEE SN 5B BrdU 2BV A+, FITC ikt
BrdU HifA TG L. LA ORIl DN DNA % 7-AAD IZ TR L7-, 7=
— A b A MY —OEHTIZ L V. Sub-GO/G1 #1. GO/G1 #i., S H#i. G2/M HADHH
faDOFIA Z2FHE LTz,
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JxARFvTavT 4 v 7 k5%

HIF-lo, VEGF ORBUIT = AZ T v v T 4 v 7% AT Lz, 10 cm
T 4 v ¥ = O#d % Bolt LDS Sample buffer & Bolt Sample Reducing Agent (Thermo
Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) % H\W\TiEfg - B L7, 4°C, 15,300¢g I
TI10 L L7eic, BEEZEIL, ZAafmile LTl L, mikix -

80°C (T THEHRAT LTz, MIKD & /X7 JFEIE Qubit Protein Assay Kit (Thermo
Fisher Scientific) % W THIE L7z, BRI &I240 ug D ¥ 237 B % 70°C, 10
57 CEVEM: /724212, Bolt 4-12% Bis-Tris Plus gels (Thermo Fisher Scientific)
200V O EFELECTESPKE) L, Mini Blot Module (Thermo Fisher Scientific) % FV>
T 20 V., 90 43f#]C PVDF JEIZHAE L7, %@ PVDF €% iBind Western System
(Thermo Fisher Scientific) D C 1 IRFUK, 2 KRR EIRE L, LD X 7 'H
EPURRL S/ 72, > 77 /173 KX Novex AP Rabbit Chemiluminescent Detection
Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific) 2.5 ml & 5 53t &, Quantity One 1 It 7 /L
¥rY 7 hv =7 (BIORAD, Herculus, CA, USA) % WM L, Image] ¥ 7 b

7 =7 (National Institute of Health, Bethesda, MD, USA) % F\NCHEMT L 7=,

ARIETE T A

96 7 = /L7 L— NI 5x10° HOMIEZ53E L, X RS (00r4 Gy) E
A AEIEE D SN-38 (0, 0.125,0.25,0.5, 1,2, 4 uM) &5 UEG#E L=, 48 BRI

¥ = /UIZ 1 uM 7 caleein-AM Z{EA L, 37°C 30 43 CTHEFTIRAFE L 72121C, Tera

23



scan VP (Minerva Tech, Tokyo, Japan) % H\TE A2 HIE L, MilatkzHE L

77*4
—o

PR FRIARAT

FTANTOERIL 3 [EATV, P + BEHERZE TEREL Lo, MatPRAEZOR

FHZIX Student ¢ B E & W2, p E2Y 0.05 LT & HEHFIICHEERE & LT,

24



1-3 Bk R

KIEMIEIZI1T 2 X BRBHIC X 5 HIF-1a DFEH

F9. b MRIGEAME (HT29, SW480) (2 X #RHR4T (0-8 Gy) %47V >, HIF-la
DRFBEZ 78— A A N —THIE L7z, HT29 HifIZ 4 Gy @ X #R4 %
1TV 48 Bffil B2 Lo R 2 X 5 12”97, HT29, SW480 MO W HLiZds T
t X BB X0 BREARIEMEIC HIF-1a OB S5, 4Gy & 8Gy D X #
HIC K DA REIRIZEAERETH -T2, 4 Gy © X FRIBEHT LD HT29 Hifa
TlE= > br—/b® 3.5 1%, SW480 At Tl 5 % HIF-1a DIEBLNFE D H LT

(X 6),

25



HT29

() Control (b) X #RBB5T 4 Gy © CoCL,

mean 82.17 + 4.08

mean 12.72 + 0.91 mean 42.74 +1.90

A%

10° 10° 10? 10° 10* 10° 10° 107 10° 10*  10° 10* 10? 10° 10*

HIF-1a #H & HIF-1a #IR& HIF-1a #IH &

5 HT29 MRl x4 2 X #REEI2 & 5 Hypoxia-inducible factor (HIF) -1a &8,

H,

(a) H O HT29 Mz 1T 5 HIF-la BHLE (=2 b r—/b  JROEEL FEE
12.72) & 1gG RBBE (X HT 4 7 ar ba—/L: AVWGER, M 4.78),

(b) 4 Gy D X #RHUH 2 JadT L 48 REfHIE52E L 7= HT29 MifiZd51) 5 HIF-1a 8L &
(B VVEIR, FHIME 42.74) 13, 2> b r— I BRTHEICEML T\,

(c) 150uM @ CoCL. [T 24 FefiEssE L7 HT29 a1 5 HIF-la OFEH &
(RYT 47 ar bo—)b FUVER, EHE 82.17),

26



MFI
100

80
60
40

HIF-1a #HE

20

HT29

Control 1Gy 2Gy 4Gy 8Gy CoCL:

X #REE 5T

MFI
60

50
40
30
20
10

SW480

Control 1Gy 2Gy 4Gy 8Gy CoCl:

X I st

* p<0.05
**p<0.01

6 KEFREMIIZI1T D X FrEE1% o Hypoxia-inducible factor (HIF) -1a. 78 8l &,
HT29 #ifcl, SW480 MifmlZkt LT X MU L 48 Kff#l#% @ HIF-1a FEHLEELZ 7 1
—H A R A MUK U7, BREHDS X BRIRG SR, HEfh2Y HIF-1a R 8 &
T, MAIIZI VT, 2-8Gy O X BRIEHHZ LV | BREERIFIEIC HIF-10 81
EOHMEZRDTZ, 4Gy & 8 Gy O X FrIFHNZ X 2RI EIZFEETH -T2,
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FREORNE Y 2 AZ T ayT 4 7 THhiT->72, 4 Gy & 8 Gy @ X #iIR
FF A HEAT L 48 BRI O MAIRIC 33T HIF-1a DFEEL AR 7-, HIF-1o OFEEH

EITHT29 MR T2 e — @ 2%, SWAR0 Ml T35 Th 7= (K 7).

28



HT29 SW480
X #RERSY X #RER 5T

0Gy 4Gy 8Gy CoCL: 0Gy 4 Gy 8Gy CoCL-

HIF-To | S0 [ 0
j3 -actin M “ﬂﬂb .

Q 2.5
2 .
o) —E—
Ik * 2
mEE 15| — *
3& = * 15| ° '
14 1 | —
= ) 1
uw £ 05 0.5
T © '
T 0 0
2 0Gy 4Gy 8Gy CoCL: 0Gy 4Gy 8Gy CoCl:
X #REEgT X $REB G

* p<0.05

7 KEFEMAEIZ I 1T D X BRIRE £ 0 Hypoxia-inducible factor (HIF) -1a. 38 31 &,
HT29 #lfd, SW480 AlfaiZxt LT X #RHUH L 48 Refil#4 @ HIF-1a B EL ¥ =
AB T T 4 I K0T LTz, WfiRIcxd % 4, 8 Gy @ X #RERSTIC
XY HIF-1o ORHEZRDT-, FXIL Image] V7 b7 =TI KL OFERT
H5,
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X #RRRA R OREBIREIC & 5 HIF-10 BHREOHE

X KRS 1% O R ERE I K 2 HIF-la BHREOHBEZ 7o —H A R A U —|C
K VRE L7z, HT29 MifEIZ 4 Gy O X FRIRH 2470, 12 REERGE L 72 RS0 6
AR O HIF-1a FEELE O BRI 258, 24-48 FH) 23 HIF-1a FEHLEO v —
7 CTholm, XMRBEE 72 FEM LR IT HIF-1a ORBLEITEI L2 X SRR
DLJUZR -T2 (A 8), SW480 (Z351T 5 HIF-1a EHEDOHER b I L £ A%

ThoTl,
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HT29

MFI
50 * k%

40

30

20

HIF-1a #I8E
*

10

0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 (EsfD

X #REBEZ OB ER * p<0.05
**p<0.01

8 X #EME % o Hypoxia-inducible factor (HIF) -1a J8E & DOHER,

HT29 HEfEIZ %t LT 4 Gy @ X MRS 2 fEfT L. #Ri L 72 KEfH 2 & @ HIF-10 581
&, 7u—Y%A FA M) —ZHWTHNT Lz, BE 12 RO HIF-1o %8
BLOMMZFRD, 24 Kl D 48 RN BBEO L —27 THh Y | 72 R LIERIE
BEBIXELEORBELFIC LV VVIIRES T,
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X RS & 0 FB L7 HIF-1a @ SN-38 (2 & A0

WNT, X RIS X > T L 7= HIF-1a 23 SN-38 12 & 0 #1il] & 4 2 2>ighr
L7z, HT29 M 4 Gy @ X #RIRST 2170 B il % SN-38 (0.25-4 pM)
5T T 48 FffiRs# L, HIF-lo ORB &L 7o —H 1 F A MU —THIE L7,
fifi e & LT, SN-38 |3 A EARAFMEIC X #RARSTIC K 5 HIF-1o OFEHL 2 4] L 7=,
SW480 HHAIZ XT3 2 MFT T HRIERDOFER TH -7 (K 9), £7-. 5-FU (1.25-20
uM) & Oxaliplatin (1.25-20 uM) (ZOWT b [ABEDRRI 21T o 7228, 2B 03

BT X BRIESHZ X 0 383 L 7= HIF-1o 13806 S e oo 7= (K 10),
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HT29 SW480

MFI * MEI I % %k ]
80 ., I 60 *
i) ] . 1
m 60 L * *
&R i 1 40 | Il |
o 40
L 20
T 20
0 0
X#gmat agy — + + + 4+ CoCL: yuemerag,-  +  + + 4 CoCL:
SN-38(u«M) 0 0 025 1 4 SN-38(u«M) 0 0 0.25 1 4
* p<0.05
**p < 0.01

9 X BRIRETIC X v &5 L 7= Hypoxia-inducible factor (HIF) -1a @ SN-38 (1 X % i,
HT29 #ife, SW480 #faiZ:31F 5 HIF-lo FBLEEZ 7 u—H A A U —|Z XV fiEHr L
7oo WIAMAEIZ 4 Gy O X RIS 24TV, [EA&IT 0.25-4 uM D SN-38 Z % 5- L T 48 FFfii:
F L7212, HIF-1o 3$HE AT L7z, SN-38 IZIRERAAMEIC, X RIRE%ICRET S
HIF-1a Z 8l L7,
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MFI
100

80
60
40
20

0

HIF-1a #IRE

X #REB4T 4Gy —

HT29

* % N.S.
I |

126 6 20 125 5 20

5-FU(uM)  Oxaliplatin (1 M)

+ + + + + + + CoCL:

MFI
80

60

40

20

SW480

- 4+ + + + 4+ + + CoCL:
125 &5 20i 125 § 20

5-FU(uM)  Oxaliplatin (M)

** 5 < 0.01

10 5-fluorouracil (5-FU) <° Oxaliplatin D512 & 5 X #FEE% @ Hypoxia-inducible
factor (HIF) -1a L&D AL,
HT29 #Hfe, SW480 MifiZ 4 Gy @ X #HUH A fifT L 72 E %2 5-FU, Oxaliplatin % % 5-
L. 48 Iffilk52% L2 Mild o HIF-1a BB EZ 7 m—H% A b A U — Tl L7z, 5-FU S
Oxaliplatin (%, X #RIRSHIC LV FBLT 25 HIF-1a Z 80 Lo 7o,
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RS Z U = AX T a v T T ThiTolz, X MR 25T L 48 Riflt%
21X HIF-1a (202 T, HIF-lo @ FHCAFTE LIE #AEICEE 225 7 CTh H VEGF
RETHZEMABLMNE 72572, LT SN-38(0.25-4 uM) 1E X #HEEHZ X 5 HIF-1a

& VEGF O3B 2 H Lz (X 11),
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HT29

HIF-1o

VEGF [ e s

GAPDH et b s b el
X#B4 46y — + + + + CoCL.

SN-38(uM)0 0 025 1 4

* ¥ *
. ' —
U — o -
#w 35 %% % # 15 %k
Bt 5 | e Wk | o
R 14 : R 14 1
gu ? w1
W 5 1.5 8 %
Ta 1 >Q os
< <
¢ 0.5 g
XS 46y — + + + + COCL xemgtaey - + + + + CoCL
SN-38(uM)0 0 0.25 1 4 SN-38(uM)0 0 0.25 1 4
* p<0.05
**p<0.01

11 X #HREIZ KL 5 Hypoxia-inducible factor (HIF) -1a & Vascular endothelial growth
factor (VEGF) D¥Hi &, SN-38 (2 K 5% D fil,

HT29 #ARIZ % L C 4 Gy O X #RERET 2170, 48 FEff#% @ HIF-10 & VEGF OBl % v
T AZ TRy T 4TI VT LT, X AARBREIZ LY HIF-1a 12012 T VEGF %
FH LT, & 510 X BRIRSTEIC 0.25-4 uM D SN-38 Z#% 59 % & | HIF-lo & VEGF
OFBUT & BTl S iz,
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SN-38 12 X % X 4 HRfEH

X MRMEE 72 U, £7213 4Gy O X BRI $2 0 HT29 i % . & D SN-38 (0, 0125,
0.25,0.5, 1,2, 4 uM) 57 T 48 FFflIEEE L. calcein-AM & W7o MEFRETE T » & A
(2 & 0 MR g A IE L CL SN-38 1 K D X MRIRES DN R O MR A fighr L7-, fEFE L
TR 12 1R T XL 91T, 0.25-2 uM @ SN-38 D513 X FEHRENC X 2 A FEam #l%h
FAEIR U7z, FEIZ 1 uM @ SN-38 D512 L 0 X MRS OB R OBk 4 fie bR < 78
B, 2y ha—b b XA ORI ITMIEIC 22RO R0 o ey (= br
—/b vs. X BREBES : 246 vs. 232), HREIC 1 uM @ SN-38 212 5 &, SN-38 Hijlj5#
BT < BT X HRBRE & SN-38 DOFARETITAEITMAE MK T L CTu 7z (SN-38 ©
Beh vs. X BRI & SN-38 B¢ 5- @ 136 vs. 86) (X 13), LA EA 5. SN-38 13 X #riREHC

£ 2 MU RN 2 HiR D . O F D X BIEGA E L CTERT % Liftam L7,
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HT29

1
w 0.8
ﬁ
“é‘ 0.6
ﬁ 0.4
£

0.2 | = = SN-38
— X fREBSTAGY + SN-38

0 0.125 0.25 0.5 1 2 4 (M)
SN-38
* p<0.05

12 X B GT & SN-38 DOF T K 2 M HEHE FE H ] 20 2 D Y 7,

X BB H 72 L (i), b L<IX 4Gy MRS (FE8) L7z HT29 MifaiZ, 0-4 uM @ SN-
38 ZReH L 48 Wi L% oMlaiz vt A o7 v AL FHli L7=, SN-
38 DFH-HAT > TRV (0 uM) WREOHIIEZ 1 & LT, Mtz Z o s L,
0.25-2 uM @ SN-38 DFHIT LV | X FRIRSTHETIEL X BRIRG 72 LOBEIC N THEIS
ARELAME T LCER Y . SN-38 12 L 0 X MR O Ml s Al h s B S 5 2 &
DRSS NTz,
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HT29

N&
300
250
& 200
8 150
£
100
a0 I * p<0.05
0
X $REB5F 4Gy —
SN-381uM —
X $RBB5F 4Gy —
SN-381uM — " 0 +

B 13 X #RIUH & SN-38 OOF T & 2 A 5N 50 2R D1 58,

HT29 fiflaicxf L CHEYRIE (2 ha—)L), 4 Gy © X #RIES, 1 uM @ SN-38 £ 5-,
X #RERST (4 Gy) & SN-38 (1 uM) DOFFH ATV 48 FefEIIEEE L7 1% Ot % 1 vt

AT vEAICEVFHMEI L7z, 22> he— R s X GRS Z21T - 72O Mg 2

(FFRD/2NA, MEEIZ 1 uM @ SN-38 #5972 & X BRIRGT 21T - 7B CA EIHIR

@ﬁﬁ?b SN-38 |2 & 5 X #EHRST DML FE NG R OHIR 2 FE O 7=, FRITEIR

BRECBIT DL T v A DERTH D,
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SN-38 IZ K 5 X BRIERMERA O - TR P—L RZE5 2 B2

SN-38 O X FHUEHM & L COMERFIZOWT, £ TT R F—2 X 2OV THE L
7= HT29 ffaicxt LTy ha—/b, 4 Gy O X #RIBE. 1 pM @ SN-38 #5.. X #&
N (4Gy) & SN-38(1uM) DOfFHZ T T2 4 BEIZHOWT, ZENENDT R h—T &
AMAE (Annexin V FEPERMIAR) OBIGZ B LTz, 2> br—L & X BREBRE ORI
ZEROT (ar ba—/b vs. XBRIEE  1.7%vs. 1.1%), & 512 X RIS SN-38 %
BEHLCH T AR b — A OBINAZFRD Iy o 7= (X FRERES vs. X BRIES & SN-38
DOPFA @ 1.1% vs. 2.9%) (IX] 14),

FTCABEDOIRIFREAT o7 HT29 fifa % N U X 70— Tfa L, SEMOEIE %
PIE Lo L 2 A, XARMEHZ SN-38 Z0FH L T H B OINTFE O o7 (M

15),
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Control SN-38 1 uM

2.6+0.7%

; 1.7+1.2% ;
'Ahnexir;V-F’IT'C ' Ar;nexinl\/-FllTlC
X #REB ST 4Gy X #REBS5F + SN-38
o - 0+

1.1+0.5% 2.9+0.9%

AnnexinV-FITC AnnexinV-FITC

14 BIRFEEZRIT 27 A b—v 2o E 4,

HT29 #faiZxf L TR (2 hr—/L), 4 Gy O X #RSF. 1 uM @ SN-38 % 5-,
X #RRRST (4 Gy) & SN-38 (1 uM) DOFFHZITV 48 FEffEEE L, 7K h— A Hiflad
#& % Annexin V/Propidium lodide ® 2 HYLAIZ LY Ve —H% A A MU —Z N T
fiEAT L7z, AnnexinV [GED T 7 F— 3 AMIFLOEIG X 4 B CTHAEEZRD LD -
7=
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25%

2 N.S.
4o | |
W 15%
S
B 10%
8
o - '
0%
X $R885F 4Gy — + — +
SN-38 1M — - + +

15 FIRIEREIC BT D50 E A,
HT29 MERRIZ % L CHEVERE (2 hr— ), 4 Gy @ X #RFS. 1 uM @ SN-38 ¢ 5-,
X HRERST (4 Gy) & SN-38 (1 uM) OFFHZATV 48 FRfijEGE L, SEHIlOEEZ Y
XU T =Y\ X0 T LT, XARREHIZ SN-38 e 52 OFFH L C b, EHIfDE

AN ERBD o7,
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SN-38 |12 & 5 X BRIRIER O — MBI ~DE

RN TTHRIFE IS 5 2 D2 Z e L= (X 16), HT29 MifiZxt LT 4 Gy @ X ##
261792 & GO/GL #] (> hue—/b vs. X #RES : 55.4% vs. 61.3%) & G2/M
(=2 br—b vs. XBRIRE © 7.2% vs. 12.3%) OFMIEOHEINZEB D=, £72 1 uM
® SN-38 5 TN T 48 FEMIER 5 & SHIE G2M# (= hr—/L vs. SN-38:44.2%
vs.66.5%) (28T DM OFIENEM L7z, £ LT X MR SN-38 ZfHT 5 & S
HE GMHE (= hr—/b vs. X #RIEU & SN-38 OUFH 1 44.2% vs. 71.4%) DAl
DESRLMMNAERD, ZORE, MHEHHTH 2 Gl HloMaDOFIE A Lz
(2> br—/b vs. X #RIUH & SN-38 DfFH 1 55.4% vs. 243%) (R 1)y 2D LM, X

BRIRST & SN-38 DOFFHIC & 2 M FEMFI R OB OEF TH D L B R BT,
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Control SN-38 1 uM
GO/G1
45.2%
S Ga2M S 3 G0/G1 S G2/M
D .
o ]
7.2% 21.3%
7-AAD 7-AAD
X #2888 5% 4Gy X $3885¢ + SN-38
GO0/G1
. 25.7%
S G2M ) 3 : G0/G1S G2/M
°
o
12.3% | 26.3%
7-AAD 7-AAD

16 FIREREICE

VT % e JE 4,

HT29 MifaiZxf L CHEEH (= hr—/L) | 4 Gy O X S, 1 uM @ SN-38 #¢5-,
X #RFEE (4 Gy) & SN-38 (1 uM) OOFFH 2470 48 IeflllsaE L, A REOMiaE Iz
VT FITC 2258 BrdU i@~ &2 W7 a—H% A b A MU —IZ XV L7,
XMREEIC L G2M H GRERES) . SN-38 D EIC L v SHI (HFHE) & G2M Ho
A OEIG OEMZRD T, £ LT XHEH & SN38 T 52 & TSHE G2M

HoMEOEEN X VEML, MlaOREH TH D GO/GL H (FEEER) OHia D
kT,
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# 1 BIBEEEEIC BT 2 M E

Sub-G0/G1 #] GO/G1 #A S HA G2/M A

gy hm— L 04+01 554+21 370+20 72+02
XHREERS 4 Gy 0.7+0.2 613+34 257+21 123+05
SN-38 11 M 33+1.0 302+33 452+29 213+18

X #EHRSGT + SN-38 41+0.8 243+18 451+22 263+22
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1-4 B

AWFFETIE, F9. B MREBEMIE (HT29, SW480) (2B W\ TH, XARMEIZ LY
HIF-la 3BT 52 E2HALNI LT, 7a—H A MA N —¢t U= RAZ T oy
T4 T OWRFHIIBW T, 2-8 Gy O X #RIRH Y, MR EEAFMEISHIRN O HIF-1a %
HEIEDLZLERLT, SHICHIFIaBEOZ A I 2 72O TR, X R
12 A L 0 FEBLE OB 238 24-48 IR CHELEII Y — 7 L7e b | 72 L%
TRELEIIHHNFTIO L-IVIZRD Z & 28 L1z, Moeller & & FLAla (4T1 Alfw)
IZBWT, XI5 48 B2 HIF-la BHEBEO Y — 27 L5 2 L2 A LT
WD [48], E7o. XHREIZOWTIE, FETH R LR Ao PR R Lkt
L TiX 2-10 Gy @ X #FR4T [50, 51]. Al Apaic s LTk 3-9 Gy @ X #RFRSTIC &
D HIF-1a 2N HL L7 2 E NS ST D [55], 245 OMAE L4 [0 D EERES R &
—ELTEY ., KFEMEIZBN TS XFBRBINZ I D HIF-la 8BET 5 Z L 2L
me ol

XBRIRGHZ KV B U7 HIF-1o 3, MAEHTAESLT AR b — 2 MfaE s, FEAEH
(BT D T & DSFUE AR N AR Z B W TR STV D [49, 561, 4
], REGFEMIIC BT H, XBRBEIT HIF-1a 1200 2 T B E IC 72 VEGF b
RS LD, XS X VRIS D HIF-1o 13, EEEFRERE T2 51F
M ERU <MD AFRRIFEIRTIMEICTH G T 500 LB b, S HITEFETIE
HIF-1o ®FBA, M D X BREHIMEIC 5 2 5 B DWW TR T O TV D
Miguel & (3 HIF-1a OIEMEAGIZHE 5 BEUIEARERT DO~_ b — 2 U BRI DTEMEDS

FHIEN @ Reactive oxygen species ZFRE L, X HKPIMELZ SO L 2 E2WE L
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[57], DA ED . XHRBREHC X 0 AN TRIL L 72 HIF-1a (3 X BRIES 72 O iE# A~
OIEPIEZ RO, D HIF-1o 20§l 3 5 2 & T X MR 72 & DI RO YEEICF
B4 25 LEBZONT,

Z ZCWIT, CPT-11 OIHHEREHY T 5 SN-38 23, X #RERSHIZ K 0 F8L L 7= HIF-
lo Z4MHT 22T Lz, 7a—HA h A NU—IZ XD CiE, XFRIESIC LY
FEHL L7 HIF-1a 13, [Ef2IZ SN-38 D 54175 Z & T, AERIKFMHEICHHI SN D Z
EWHALMNE T, —T, RIFEIERICBIT 5 Z0MD*F— 7 v 7 ThH 5 5-
FU <° Oxaliplatin Z#:5- L C% ., X#RIBAHC L D FEBL L7 HIF-1a (306 & du7eho
72o METIXLAENC, ARERFREREEH THIBL L7 HIF-1o 1Z% LT % SN-38 23 FrFAYIC
FHAIMEI L, FUEGSIRE R LI L2 ME LTS [47], F oM
BUTIE, SN-38 728 HIF-la mRNA OFFRZHF L, DO TMDO X NI EHTH D
VEGF <° Glucose transporter (GLUT) -1, Matrix metalloproteinase-2 D3 EL & il 45
ZEPHESIN TS [58,59], SBIOHIETE Y = AZ T ayT 0 7 %
T, SN-38 728 X MRMRHHC L 0 H L 72 HIF-1a (I 2 T, O FHtiCfFEET 5 VEGF
LT D EEHL M LT, 2D OFERI D, SN-38 OF 1% X #RERFH% D
HIF-la D72 5T, ZD FRDZ X7 EOFBUT L 5K b IH+T 0B 00
72,

%I, SN-38 & X R O OF I AS MR AR 5 2 5 52 4 HT29 M CTREGT L
Zo ARIOAFIETIE, 0.25-2 uM D SN-38 Z 8532 Z & T X MRIRHIC X 2 i sy
FEMIHI MR SN D, DFE D SN-38 23 X AR & L THERT 22 L 26T L
2o TDRMNTYH 4Gy O X FRIBEHEIC 1 uM D SN-38 #5425 Z & T SN-38 |
£ XHHHBER R <R biv7e, ZivE TRERMILZ 72 iF5E
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0.05-4 uM DR D SN-38 NHUIEE R 29 2 E | I TERY [47,60]. £7-
D ORFETERIKIZIS W THUERZIR 2 815 L T CPT-11 Z#flkiNx 5 L 2B o
MARE LBkt —H L T\5 [61-63], 4EIOHIZETIX, FRED SN-38 &5
THZETXBBBIERALH/HEIND ZERHALMNE RS-, EHITSN-3812LD
X B EAEH ORI oW T, BRI (2 he—L), XHREBE (4 Gy). SN-38 (1
uM) D5 X #RHRE & SN-38 D5 21T 48 IFfIE & L&/ ET, TR b—v
2 LR O b 7 —Y A R A MY —IZXVREL, £T TR =R
DUVTHEHT L7223, X BRIREHC SN-38 Z0FH L TH 7 A b — o Aflifa o FI4& 13340
Ligolc, MUNRUTA—IZX 0T, BHHICHIT 2EMaoH & 2 ]E L
Tehs. FEARIR OO INIFE O B o 7o, ROV THIFLE BN DWW TR L 72, Xt
PR 48 BRI ICIZ G2IM #] (=22 b — b vs. X BRIRES © 7.2% vs. 12.3%) DL
WL 7223, Zhiud G2IM ol E s I3 SN/ 2 L2 k2 S HERIS
7oo [AERIZ SN-38 D& 513 S HI & G2/M Wi Ml E Wit 1k 2558 L7z (= hr—
Jb vs. SN-38 : 44.2% vs. 66.5%), = LT, X #MGH & SN-38 20352 & T, S
& G2IM oA A HUE IRIX S HICHESFHE I (7 hae—/b vs. X #RIRST & SN-
38 fFH @ 44.2% vs. 71.4%), FKEHTH 5 Gl HloMlaoF G083 A Lz (= he
—)b vs. X SRERST & SN-38 i : 55.4% vs. 24.3%), DL EnD . KREBEMACIC B
T. SN-38 1% S 1 & G2/M Hiodifa & Wit 1k 23584 5 2 & T, XA & LT
ERT 5 L isim LT,

VAR, REEAINE (HCT116, SW480) (23T, Ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme E2
inhibitor 2MKEASRERBE F CHHL L 7= HIF-1a Z 8 L XERBEAI & L TERT 5 2
L. EBLIZRNA v —27 = A2 XY HIF-la 25 L FiRD ¥ v /87 B A~FE D%
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DPEFEIND Z MG ST [64], FMBEROMADTIX, XARMEIC XV B
L7z HIF-1a % RNA FH°Z OMOFEANC L0 mfii Lz L 2 A, SRIOFKRERT
<. G2M HIOMIBEHUEIE D F8D Bz Z ENEHE STV D [49, 55], A REIOHF

Tl% HIF-1a @ knock down 72 & D FH 217> TH 54, SN-38 7% HIF-la &I S 72
VR T XA & UCIER L7 ATBE IR S E T& vy, Lo, Eiiomdss
5%, SN-38 78 HIF-la 219 28 2 #ii) L. X#RHEEAI & UCIEM L7z algertas
mWEE X b,

ZIVE TRGREAIIZ T 5 XBHEEFANZ OV TR ODERE N SN TV D08,
ZNO OEFDBERITIGH TE D2MIARHTH S [64-68], — 5T, SN-38 LK
DIFFIZHWH AL D CPT-11 DIEHRFW TH L7280, CRTIZHFHT23AIE LTH
BRSNS o 22 i3 & T, MBHZIB W T, FEREITE RGNS 22 okt LT
UFT/LV & CPT-11 Z#fFf L7278 CRT O I, I HHEEKREBREZ1T->72& 25, pCR
FIL22.7% (5 Hl) &EFmOWPUEIEIRZFERD, SHRFS £ 804% & BAFTH o7z,
FIEAEFEFZITAMEKPEAD % 50.0% (11 B1), FHIZ 45.5% (10 B). LR % 31.8%
(7 B, GFHERID % 27.3% (6 ) 1ICRBDT= b OO, FUEEZE %2 WFE L T CPT-11
RN G L7256 OB & K& 7051370 < ERRICBW OIHFAH#ANTDH
HEEZ LN [23], & HITHTET CRT ICHBWTIE, BB IX CRT %129 < I2HE/
T5HZEITHFEY 2L AT E S R S RRAE L 28R T B ALK &
D TR & ICHE/NL CRT O R 2RI 2 ENmbNTWD [69], S EIOHFZEIT
SN-38 23 flfiel A Bifs 1k 29 LT X IR ER 2R Z L 26 Lc, 1ZCOH T
DIEMIIETH Y . YR ORI F T CPT-11 Z 0FH L 724 CRT 23 @&\ i
TSR Z R LT HELEMIT IR TH o7, BLED, CPT-11 134 AT CRT IZ)f
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AT 23H & LTIV IFD £ B R BT,
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1-5 /&

SN-38 1% X FRIEEHZ K 0 3B L7z HIF-1a 26 L. KIGEMAIZ I T X BpHE R
Kl UTHERA L, ZOMFEITS #HlE G2M B ofREBEIETHD Z L ARE S

niz,
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o2
=N 22 21 0 pe NPT (R (A€ S 7 -3 T NS S DR

FDG-PET/CT volumetry (Z & 2 %h&: - 71 TiHlEE

2-1 HELHB

LI (26 L CIAAITAT CRT & AVBH RN & 0 & L7 F0IRM 41T 5 23, CRT
DB pCR 2> HIFEARRZAI RN 2RO BN WAL T, EAICE Y X
L BRD, £IT, EAT LTIV EYIREREITO Z 2 E LT, Film
IZ CRT DR T %% THIT H~— T —DREBVEATH D, ZHE T, EROH
AR CTd 5 EB2CNHESHRE, CT A& T, pCR T %% IEMEIC TIIT 2 2 &
IIREETH D Z & HE STV D [70-73], & 72 magnetic resonance imaging (MRI)
AL D, BRI D7RT CRT OZNRSCMIG OB R, FRICHOWTOZ
KRB IR A CHFZE S LTV D 28, pCR Z IEREICIT T 5 2 LITRFEICREETH
% [74-78],

Z 2 TAREL MRaOMR#E SUV & LTRBEL T, Mg 0@ a%-CmIEE 7 LR
DAY FHIRE % ik L#F 5 FDG-PET/CT BAICHEH Lo, vk CHEHBE ISR
LA CRT IZ81) 5 Tk, CRT Hii® FDG-PET/CT M A(Z351F % maximum
standardized uptake value (SUVmax) % CRT OZhELF1% AR 2RO RN & R
HEINTWD [79,80], —FH T, CRT H'H L <L CRT #% @ SUVmax |3 pCR & fHES T
HEVIREITZLROOHND [81-83], LA L SUVmax IZ L5 FHO TFRIREIZ O

TIEHAL ATV,
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ZDOE I, ZHE TFDG-PET/CT REIZ L D872 Tk, FEENICEB W TR O
SUV O ZRTH—DOE 7 /L Th b SUVmax [IZ DWW TOMT N7 ST 7z,
U7 LT, BEEAY R V- RO CFE/ MR 72 & O e fiIz B\ T, IEB AT
RO SUV O Fn% 779 FDG-PET/CT volumetry 7% FDG-PET/CT %2 L % RT @
HROZWEEZ [ ESE7-Z ERHEINTWVD [84,85], & BIZHEGHEIZXKT T DIl
A CRT I2351F % FDG-PET/CT volumetry (Z2W T, CRT O&E0T# O FHIGEIC
ODNTEIDPI|E SN TNDD, ZOTFHIREIZ OV TIIRIZH L2722 - TV
[86-92], %= Z TAMFZETIX, —RDOADOEMZ T SUVmax £ ¥  FDG-PET/CT
volumetry DIE 9 A3, LY CRT ORNRSTHREXMT D A[REMERH D EE X, Thb
DTFREEICONTHTT 52 & & LT,

VLB G B3 AR CRT Aii#% @ FDG-PET/CT #EEIZB W T, O
SUVmax (Z FDG-PET/CT volumetry % /i1 2% Z & T CRT OZhFED THIEEN X v\ k
3 %. @ FDG-PET/CT volumetry (3 7#% % THIL 9 5. &WORFLA7ZTT, FDG-

PET/CT volumetry {Z & % CRT OFRLTHEOFHIREZMGET 52 L2 A E LT,
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2-2 wk&r L 5k

SiE B

2005 £ 1 725 2015 4F 12 A £ T, BOLRZE PN BRI RHT TiE

TESE s & 2 S AL, ITET CRT DR ITARIAAIEIBR 2 fiif T S AL/ iEf 2 xf G & L

7o 7R CRT O E, JRIFE RSN LT OE MG Rb 123020 | EREE D
CT3ULTHDIEFIT, Vo "H@sBoFEIZMbD2Rv, BFEINCEREELZ A L
TIERIRC, AR SR LR Th o TIEBNIMF IR G0 RS L=, CRT RiiD
FDG-PET/CT #i#id CRT BA4a L ¥ 4 #A2~5 CRT B4k T, CRT %D FDG-
PET/CT #251X CRT #& T2 5 2-9 HLUNICHEfT S 47z, CRT LU A > id, 1.8 Gy/lH]
D i g B % 28 [E1fi4T L&t 50.4 Gy FRES Sd1, 5-FU _X— 2 DALFERIEA DR L
7o ASEBNZXS L CiTRT CRT #& T4, 5-15 O MICRIGRI 2B R S Mif T S 4L
TW%, F7- FDG-PET/CT &L 4B i Mt BT [Al—d PET-CT X% v 7
— & AW T TIERI DA Z Xt SR & LT,

JEE ORHNE TNM %% FHWTERFE L [93]. #7AT CRT ORHRTFRIh I H] E 1A
RO RWe BRI 8 U D& e Sl (ML FICh R HIE R EZ T T D),
Grade 0 (M%) : FEAIARICTEREIZ K DM, B EAFE O,

Grade 1 (B DZNR)

Grade la (Z<EEDOZHR)  FEOK 1/3 K TREMIROLEME, BN S 5,

Grade 1b (EBFEEDZHF) : FED 1/3 LL L 2/3 K CEEMBOZEME, B, @R H 25,
Grade 2 (7720 OHE) D 2/3 LLETE M, S5, @R, HRRH 5,

Grade 3 CGEZ) : BEIKN TN THIEIZHE > TWD 0, E2IXEE, HE LG,
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I ZERERRAR AR D 2 WIS L TE S B2 6T\ 5,
WY —_A T AL KIGEIEETA T4 NESE, 3MWAZ L8R LE
E~——ORIE, 6 AT LDEBZE CTHAE, 1208 L oNHERELIT-

72 [94].

FDG-PET/CT %%

FDG-PET/CT %1% PET/CT A% ¥ 7 — (Aquiduo, HZ AT 4 ANV AT L, /)
HIF, BAR) ZHWTITo72, 2005 455 2009 4% TOMT, YBRIZHBIT 5 LLHTO
PET/CT A%+ 7 —IZ X Y PET/CT B A 4572 JEGIZ, A% ¥ T —DOMEIZ LY )
(ZFERD D D TREVED & D T2 DBRSN LTz, 2SERI T, FDG-PET/CT FiAL D 5 HFfH LA
FRIOREOERAEIE Lz, L —H—& L T29 A H~27 L LD BF-FDG % %
FRAIRAICIEST L, 50 02 L 0 PET/CT A% ¥ F—& AW TR 2B Lz, 2552
ST ATA A%ARE L, 3WRUINERECTHGIE LT, XA T A AL 43 mm Th
o7z, I IR E CT IC L V1TV, PET/CT Bt D45 AR 7 2L OEFEEIL,
BEOWERE (77 L), EH SN BEBEERE (X7 Lb/ml), &R72E LTEIE
KT (X7 V) I X viEREL L, thEE 1gmL & L, SUV & L THEIB LT,

PET/CT G DEHTIL | £ OBEEHSREE & 1 4 OHARHEIC LY ERIICIT-
7. PET/CT B Ol = & IR OB R 2 (Epl L. B OB Y 7 k
(PMOD version 3.401, PMOD Technologies Ltd, Zurich, Switzerland) (2 & ¥, BE5#¢
MNIZBWTERE L7ZBE (SUV=2, 2.5, 3, SUVmax ® 50%) & [A Uzl Eo
HFEZ LT RRZ B E2A# L, volume of interest (VOI) Z & H L7= (X 17)

[95]. VOILIZ31F % PET/CT HfOKAEIZLL F O Y IZERK LT,
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+ SUVmax : VOLIZF} 5 SUV D il

+ Metabolic tumor volume (MTV) : VOI (2351} % 4R 7 /L0 SUV D#FA

- Total lesion glycolysis (TLG) : MTV |Z VOI {2331} % SUV O % 31 7278

+ A(%) : ((CRT Hij®OfE — CRT #% Df) /CRT FijDE) x 100
MTV [ ZIEGATROE T, TLG (TEFHAFRIC S 512 SUV 722 ETE B 22l 2 2T 7o 8
T D72, TLG DIEH 28 XV EFOEEZ R LT W EZE 2 b TnD (X
18),

B2 U R RNE & AVEHE ORI, FH S 4172 PET/CT OfE (SUVmax, MTV, TLG)

IXO TR EREZRD T, L LEZOVEIE LY @B, IROEED 2 BEIZ T, 2

ZHDOETOMEZMIT LIcL 25, TN TORER TREM O — B &2380 72,
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(a) (b)

17 Volume of interest (VOI) %5 H 55 7= O EIEE AR OERL (CCHR 95 £V 5l

i

(@) FESIZkET 2 BB OT X TORBIEHIZIBW T, BEEFRHBREE EARIENREN
ZHEFOBERMAE b L— 2T D (FRH),

(b) EEfENT > 7 R A3, BESUERN CREME (standardized uptake value =2.5) & [A] U%
WL EDRR 7 v AT L. IEEAEICR T 2 VOl 2 FH T 5,
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(a) VOI
SUVmax: 10

MTV:10+ 5%x6 =40

TLG : 40x40/7 = 229

(b)

MTV : 24
TLG: 24 %8
=192

MTV : 24
TLG:24 %3
=72

18 Volume of interest (VOI) (231} % positron emission tomography (PET) /computed

tomography (CT) DA,

(@) VOI (JRHEM) 128V T, maximum standardized uptake value (SUVmax) (ZHiA 7 &
VO EfE CTéd 5 10, Metabolic tumor volume (MTV) (X VOI O&R 7 /1L D4
T 40, Total lesion glycolysis (TLG) IZ MTV (2 & 512 VOI @ standardized uptake
value (SUV) OB Z 23T 12229 L7205,

(b) 245D VOLIZEBIT D MTV L& 1224 THDHA, TLG ITAD L 9D 72 SUV OE N
G TRV EIEL 725, TLG IZEFOEEZ LV K LoT W EeER bR D,
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HE TP HIMRAT

PET/CT ®fE (SUVmax, MTV, TLG) & 4 BaPRIw BRI K -7 D O FHBHIT Student ¢
FRIEIZTHNT LT=, PET/CT ¥ A I 27X VOI OfEIZ X 5 pCR ORZWIEEIZ DUV
Tl Student 7 #7E & ANOVA 73BT 2 FV N CHEHT L7z, PET/CT O & Jm Pt S 75 3%
ATFHIR . RIRES MR AT IR, RFS, OS 72 & 1% & OFHBIIZ Kaplan-Meier #
# & Log-rank 7€ & W TRENT L7o, 2 EMENTIZ Cox [l — RET L% Hu
TATV, HEEMATIZHB W T pEN 0.05 LR TH o ZHFIZK LT T o7, TXT
DOFENTIX IMP 11 PRO ¥ 7 F 7 =7 (SAS Institute, Cary, NC) & FH\ T, p i

23 0.05 L F &2 #HFHFmIcHEE & LT,

e
AWFZRIT L KPR E S ICEE RS 11109 [EAEITET LS S EiEIc B
I7 %5 FDG-PET OIEEZNE. FHTFHIKF & L TOHHAMEIZOWT D% A & B2

72 L L CHERIN. 1975 O~ X B = OMEBELUE ]| > TR AT - 7,
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2-3 HER

BEER

AWFZE DG 2 72 U7 JERFE 91 51 CTd > 7=, pCR (ypTONO) (% 14 5] (15%) T
RO B, 54 6 (59.3%) TIL ypNO & WSz, F 7=/ Bk BEWT G
(Circumferential resection margin : CRM) [5%:i3 4 BlIZER® H 7z, CRT £ TLG
%, CRM [&MERE (57.2+97.3) (THXT CRM BHHRE (144.0 £ 36.4) DIFE D NEfET
boloin, MEtFHRAEZETRO R >7 (p=0.13),

CRT Aij® FDG-PET/CT #i# 1% 79 #], CRT % ?® FDG-PET/CT M#E X 84 Il CTHafT =
AU, 72 f517C CRT fiif% & HITHifT 47z, CRT fi® SUVmax O V- 14.2, CRT
# O SUVmax O F-¥JfE1E 4.8, ASUVmax O FHEIL 65.2% T~ 7=, MTV @ CRT
A, %, A OFEIMEIX 62.0mL, 153 mL, 75.3%CdH Y. TLG ® CRT i, %. A D
EHELE 385.6. 57.9. 83.7% CTdh 7= (F#2), 72¥. K 191 CRT % SUVmax,
MTV., TLG O3k %R Lz,

%72 CRT % ® FDG-PET/CT #i# (% CRT #& 725 36 HH (h9fE, 14-63 H) T

T8, ARHIFIIE CRT R T205 62 HE (P91, 35-105 H) [ZhifT S+ 7=,
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F22 HEE R CCHk oS L L CTHIH)

JEBIH (n=91)

il k) TRE (D) 63 (33-85)
MR 52 65 /26
fi A I 441
cT3/cT4 82/9
¢NO / cN1/cN2 41/25/25
I3 B R Ak 7 11 95 441
ypTO / ypTl / ypT2 / ypT3 / ypT4 14/4/13/55/5
ypNO / ypN1 / ypN2 54/19/18
T CRT (2 X9~ 2 MRk~ 2h R
pCR 14 (15%)
Grade0/1a/1b/2/3 0/11/26/40/14
I3 B A S 1 FIT L
SRR 1 O O RERRT 83 /8
VU NERE L 1 HY 82/9
FRREE 2L / Y 58/33
LB Tl

IRALATT BIBRIN / $550 5 M E G OIBRT / BBz 45/27/16/2/1
ENGEIIRE / v = R/ BN

AL B T BE 1T s
et e 87 /4

CRT DAL EIE L U A
UFT/LV / UFT/LV+CPT-11 / S-1+oxaliplatin 82/8/1
PET/CT Dfi RIE + BEERE
CRT Aij® SUVmax 142+ 6.4
CRT % ® SUVmax 48+28
ASUVmax (%) 65.2+20.1
CRT Aij® MTV (ml) 62.0 £46.2
CRT % ® MTV (ml) 153+14.9
AMTV (%) 75.3 +23.4
CRT Hi® TLG 385.6+316.8
CRT #% @ TLG 57.9+55.2
ATLG (%) 83.3+16.2

%55 : CRT, chemoradiotherapy; pCR, pathological complete response; LV, leucovorin;
PET, positron emission tomography; CT, computed tomography; SUVmax, maximum
standardized uptake value; MTV, metabolic tumor volume; TLG: total lesion glycolysis
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SUVmax

01t 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

MTV

048 16 24 32 40 48 56 64 72 80 88 96 104 116 128 140 (ml)

TLG

| o m
0 40 80 140 200 260 320 380 440 500 560 620 680 740 800

19 Chemoradiotherapy (CRT) % ? maximum standardized uptake value
(SUVmax), Metabolic tumor volume (MTV), Total lesion glycolysis (TLG) D754
X,

CRT # ® SUVmax O FHEIX 4.8, CRT #% D MTV O FHJfEIL 153 ml, CRT %
D TLG DFEEIE 57.9 Th -7,
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pCR. ypT. ypN DRBUTHE

pCR &%, CRT % ® SUVmax (pCR vs. non-pCR : 3.1 vs. 4.7) & ASUVmax
(pCR vs. non-pCR : 77.4% vs. 63.1%) 23HHEA L TW7223, CRT i SUVmax |
RS 2R v o 72, —J7 T, FDG-PET/CT volumetry (MTV, TLG) % CRT Fiif%
DWFTHNOES pCR & DFHBEEZFE D272 (3K 3),

& 512 Receiver-operating characteristics (ROC) Bi#RIZ X U CRT £ @ SUVmax
12X 2 pCR FHIBEIZOWTHENT L 7= & Z A, Area under curve (AUC) (% 0.68 T
HY . Ay MATZEIT SUVmax = 4.0, JREEIT 78.6%, FFHEIT 60.0%TH -7

(% 20),
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72 3 PET/CT OflZ X 5 pCR OZWEE (5CHk 95 £ v 51 H)

pCR vs. 3F pCR p fE

SUVmax CRT i 13.8 vs. 14.1 0.91
CRT 1% 3.1vs.4.7 0.04

A (%) 77.4 vs. 63.1 0.04

MTV (mL)  CRT #if 55.4 vs. 66.9 0.43
CRT 1% 10.5 vs. 17.4 0.22

A (%) 80.1 vs. 75.0 0.49

TLG CRT Hif 335.1 vs. 395.9 0.59
CRT 1% 33.4 vs. 66.2 0.27

A (%) 89.4 vs. 82.6 0.31

p & : Student ¢ f& &

%55 : PET, positron emission tomography; CT, computed tomography;
pCR, pathological complete response; SUVmax, maximum standardized
uptake value; MTV, metabolic tumor volume; TLG, total lesion glycolysis;
CRT, chemoradiotherapy
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[‘:nl
e

20 Chemoradiotherapy & > maximum standardized uptake value (SUVmax) (Z &
% pathological complete response (pCR) T/ Receiver-operating characteristics

(ROC) Hiif,
SUV=4.0 D4 471 (A) T, areaunder curve |% 0.68, ST IX 78.6%. FF

HREEIT 60.0% Tdh o7,
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AlalD @k — FTlL, CRT 775 CRT %O FDG-PET/CT &£ T, 7=
CRT % @ FDG-PET/CT A2 HAVEH iy £ TOMRNIIIESIC L v Bip 5 7=
D, BxIIINSDOH L CRT %0 TLG |2 K % pCR OZWHE & OEI#|IZ DU

THr L7z, fiRke LT, WTFhoHMIZHBW TS, CRT %O TLG 1% pCR

EFABA Lo 7= (FE 4),
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7% 4 CRT £ @D FDG-PET/CT f&x D% A X 7' L TLG IZ L 5 pCR D2 ke

pCR FE pCR p fE
CRT #& 17 /H>5 FDG-PET/CT % TOHi[H

<438 (n=10) 20.6 + 18.6 53.4+19.5 0.35
4-6 # (n=55) 18.5+7.7 593+99 0.18
> 61 (n=19) 50.5+22.3 949+51.7 0.62

p fi 0.36 0.51

FDG-PET/CT 75 Fiif £ TOHAR]

<438 (n=46) 437+458  76.1+£209 0.52
4-6 I (n=28) 18.7+17.1  547+13.7 021
> 618 (n=10) 7440 493+17.3 047

p fiE 0.44 0.67

p fiE : Student # #27E. ANOVA 73 #0#r

I%55 : CRT, chemoradiotherapy; FDG, fludeoxyglucose; PET, positron emission
tomography; CT, computed tomography; TLG, total lesion glycolysis; pCR,
pathological complete response
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F A RIORFIZB W TIE, SUV=2.5 &9 BEIC X 0 H i L7z FDG-
PET/CT volumetry % H\ 7223, SUV =2, 3, SUVmax ® 50%® BfEIZ & 0 FH
L 72 FDG-PET/CT volumetry (ZOW T T 21T o7, 2 HIZDO0NTH, W
THOMMEEZ VTS pCR & OMHEFITRD 2o T2 (36 5),

UL EAN5 . pCR & 1% FDG-PET/CT volumetry K ¥ % SUVmax DI 9 28 & 0 78
<FABET D s L7, & 2 CTkIZ, FDG-PET/CT volumetry (% SUVmax (2

T, pCR USND ED I 5 RERARREFRIR A L FHRET 2 O+ 5 2 & &

L7,
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# 5VOIl ORfEZ & @ TLG & pCR DOFHE
pCRvs. #:pCR  pfE

CRT Hij® TLG @ Bl

SUV=2.0 375.7vs.429.7  0.67
SUV =25 335.1vs.395.9  0.59
SUV =3.0 303.8 vs. 353.1  0.65
SUVmax @ 50% 267.6vs.3222  0.58
CRT #% ® TLG DRI
SUV =2.0 51.4vs.76.4 0.31
SUV =25 33.4 vs. 66.2 0.27
SUV =3.0 18.7 vs. 47.6 0.29
SUVmax @ 50% 50.5 vs. 56.6 0.59

p fif : Student ¢ ¥ &

I&5E © VOI, volume of interest; TLG, total lesion glycolysis;
pCR, pathological complete response; CRT, chemoradiotherapy;
SUYV, standardized uptake value; SUVmax, maximum
standardized uptake value
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RN, PET/CT O & ypT. ypN & OFHRFIZ W TN L7, ypT & 1%
CRT # ® SUVmax (T0-2 vs. T3-4 : 3.4 vs. 4.9) & ASUVmax (T0-2 vs. T3-4 :
74.0% vs. 60.9%). CRT # ® MTV (T0-2 vs. T3-4 : 10.2 vs. 19.1), CRT 4 ® TLG
(TO-2 vs. T3-4 : 31.1 vs. 74.4) DFHBI L T 7=, —H T, ypN I DU\ T CRT %
® SUVmax 1348 B2 25299, CRT # D MTV (NO vs. N1-2 : 11.3 vs. 20.8)
& CRT #% ™ TLG (NO vs. N1-2 : 37.9 vs. 81.6) 23MHEH L Cu /=, F7= CRT RijD
PET/CT OfEIL pCR, ypT. ypN OV F i & LB ZFRD -7 (5 6),

PLEMNG | B3 D781 CRT # 0 FDG-PET/CT A IZI T,
SUVmax /% pCR %, FDG-PET/CT volumetry |3 ypN = T LG5 L& 2 Hi

7"/,
—o
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72 6 PET/CT Ofi L& ypT. ypN OAHEE (3Cik 95 £ v 51 H)

TO}-]IZ)T/S..Ti4 p fi Ix)i/(l)) Ijs.;ﬁz p fi

SUVmax CRT Hif 13.8vs. 140  0.87 13.8 vs. 13.9 0.96
CRT % 3.4vs.4.9 0.01 3.9vs. 4.9 0.07

A (%) 74.0 vs. 60.9 0.01 67.5 vs. 63.4 0.40

MTV (mL)  CRT Afj 54.1vs.71.2  0.09 57.2vs.71.6 0.13
CRT %% 10.2 vs. 19.1 0.04 11.3 vs. 20.8 0.02

A (%) 80.4 vs. 73.8 0.31 78.2 vs. 74.0 0.49

TLG CRT Hij 308 vs. 468 0.12 311 vs. 444 0.07
CRT % 31.1vs. 744  0.03 37.9 vs. 81.6 0.04

A (%) 87.6vs.81.8  0.25 84.5 vs. 82.9 0.73

p 1B : Student 7 i &

I&&E& : PET, positron emission tomography; CT, computed tomography; SUVmax,
maximum standardized uptake value; CRT, chemoradiotherapy; MTV, metabolic tumor
volume; TLG, total lesion glycolysis
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RNTTRICOWT O 21T > 7o, AEIOHNT TIE MTV & TLG & 133EH
ISl L7z AR Liztz oo, 2 BB OMBZ T L7z & 2 A, FERICHRVAE
IRt 2 R Z EMBA LN E 72572 (R=0.970. p<0.001, [X21), FHEIZHOW

TIXBEEMIT 21T 72D, T 02 EBOLEILBRIEL ST D720, Lo

fi## Tl TLG % FDG-PET/CT volumetry Ofi & L CHWA Z & & LT,
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(ml)

CRT#DOMTV

0 200 400 600 800

CRT&DTLG

21 Metabolic tumor volume (MTV) & Total lesion glycolysis (TLG) DFHBEM:
(CTHR 95 L 0 & L ToIH),
MTV & TLG I IAEEFHFRICER < AHBI L T2 (R =0.970, p < 0.001),
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Tt L o

PET/CT ®ffi (SUVmax, TLG) % ZiVEILDNEME L U @i, RWEED 2 BE
(2O, JRPTEERRALE, HRERSEER AT, RFS, OS (2D CHLUA BfighT
Z{To72, CRT HIDEIZWT IS T & OMHEZRBO RN o72, 72 CRT %
7 SUVmax 723 = WEEI LR BT B i A A7 01T (p = 0.008), 12 [ e p g AR 7R
(p<0.001), RFS (p<0.001) BNNTIHHE AR THo7208, OS & OMEIFRO 22
o7z, —H T, CRT#®D TLG OEWEETIZ 0S 2 eI PH & b RRZAR
FERZFE O 7 (AT I AFHIM @ p=0.002, ZEFEEREERREAEFYM  p<
0.001, RFS :p<0.001, OS:p=0.02) (3 7), CRT #%® PET/CT Of& (SUVmax,

TLG) &. T1% (RFS,0S) & OEFH#RZ X 22 12RT,
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7 7SUVmax, TLG & T4 & OHZE M Gk 95 L0 51H)

Jay T B P AR AT 12 [REARS I R AR AT RFS oS
SHEAFR (%) plE SEAEFER (%) p fE 5 LR (%) pE 5HFEAEFER (%) pfE

SUVmax
CRTHT M\ (n=35) 100 81.1 78.3 100

KV (n=44) 83.7 03 83.1 082 73.4 095 89.8 010
CRT & i\ (n=32) 73.3 65.4 54.1 81.4

0 (n=52) 100 0.008 100 <0.001 o5 <0.001 05 1 0.70
A (%) KV (n=28) 80.2 723 54.1 87.3

B (=dd) 00 0.02 or 5 0.04 o1 s 0.002 100 0.06
TLG
CRTHI @\ (n=35) 84.6 75.7 67.3 93.3

KV (n=44) 94.3 078 88.8 030 83.4 0.8 96.7 083
CRT #% M@\ (n=32) 72.8 60.1 34.7 57.9

0 (n=52) 100 0.002 05 7 <0.001 03 & <0.001 0 g 0.02
A (%) B (n=28) 74.9 74.4 48.9 94.1

FV (n=44) 94.7 010 88.4 007 88.4 0004 94.7 066

p fE : Log-rank &
#%3E : SUVmax, maximum standardized uptake value; TLG, total lesion glycolysis; RFS, relapse free survival; OS, overall survival; CRT,
chemoradiotherapy
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1 9 A tarim 11 | 17 il 11 11
0s SUVmax {&uL\ 08 TLG KLY
+(:>;j; 0.6 L1 | | | 1] *5{’- 0.6
L 04 SUVmax &) L 04
"’ o TLG &0
p < 0.001 p < 0.001
O L L] L] L L L] 1 0 L] Ll L] L] L] L] 1
0o 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 o 1 2 3 4 5 & 7
LN i 2N
(© suvmax vy (D)
1 U i 1 [ 1 -—Ll”mﬂﬂ-lllull_lllllll L1 L
0.8 L1 I M 08 TLG &L
' SUVmax s ‘
B 06 1 B 06 1 R
) wn TLG &L
O 04 - O 04 A
0.2 0.2 -
p=20.70 p < 0.02
0 ' r ' r ' r \ 0 r ' . ' r r .
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1B EEEY ML

22 Chemoradiotherapy (CRT) 1% ? maximum standardized uptake value

(SUVmax), Total lesion glycolysis (TLG) & -1 & @ Kaplan-Meier Hi#E (SCHk 95

X &ZE LTSI,

(@) CRT £ ® SUVmax (CFEME L 0 @ WEE,. KWEE) 12 X 5 relapse free survival
(RFS) @ Kaplan-Meier Hlif

(b) CRT % ® Total lesion glycolysis (TLG) CE¥IME L D @ WOEE, RWED) 12X 5
RFS @ Kaplan-Meier H##

(c) CRT % ® SUVmax I & 5 overall survival (OS) @ Kaplan-Meier 3

(d) CRT % ® TLG (Z & % OS @ Kaplan-Meier Hi##
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AEIOaR— F T, OV —A T A OFRAED 30.1 2 H & bk
FIELNZ 1T (10.1-107.4 72 A), Z OMIMNICELE LE-fERIZ 4 6 THY . £
BRI ZAT O NIIA X MR DN EBEZR bIvle, £D7-%, RFSIZxL
TOHBLEERIT 21T > T, HEAEMT ORER TIL, ypT (T0-2 vs. T34, p=
0.004), ypN (NOvs. N1-2, p=0.02), U > EREE (ly (-) vs. ly (+). p=0.006),
FIRIZEE (v () vs. v (1), p<0.001), JRERRLAE-AIZh S H]E (grade 2-3 vs. grade
0-1, p=0.008), FEMEE (G LELPYE vs. EOfth, p<0.001), CRT D
SUVmax (XUWVEE vs. @& WEE, p<0.001), CRT %D TLG (fKWEE vs. EWEE, p
<0.001) 2’RFS ZFHIL 2 DRF L LCRHLNTZ, ZNHLDORFIZH LTS
EEMENT 21T 5 & CRT %D TLG SfED A 23 A B 72 RES % T4 2 M7 K 7
ELTROLNTE (O — R 04718, p=0.04) (£ 8), £/, TNETNDORIMA
(SUV =2, 2.5, 3, SUVmax ® 50%) % H\ T TLG & RFS, OS & OfHEI % fif
Bri7eas, SUV =25 ORIEEZ AW a 03 b i< P& S L Tz (%

9o
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# 8 RFS (DWW T DO EMMNT (CCHRk 95 LV 51 H)

RFS
HLIR S AT 295 B AT
S5ERFEER (%) pflEi  ~YF—FKi  95%CI p i
- fhn <60 5% 76.6
0.81
> 60 % 772
FER G 70.9
St 90.7 0.06
ypT K- TO-2 96.3
0.004 3.406 0.511-67.77  0.23
T3, 4 65.3
ypN A+ NO 87.9
0.02 1.682 0.406-8.669  0.48
NI, 2 63.7
) LS E oL 80.9
o 417 0.006 2.647 0.757-10.72  0.13
RE S 2L 90.2
oy sq3 <0001 1.748 0.525-6.588  0.37
HELR S 2h B Grade 2-3 88.0
0.008 1.411 0.333-5.258  0.63
Grade 0-1 55.1
AL S ALTURRAE 81.0
<0.001 3.001 0.754-10.38  0.12
ZF D 333

CRT #%® SUVmax {f£\\ (n=52) 95.6
U (n=32) 541
CRT % ® TLG &V (n=52) 93.8
B (n=32) 34.7

<0.001 4.306 0.781-34.58  0.10

<0.001 4.718 1.049-28.82  0.04

p & : Log-rank f&7E. Cox il ¥'— KET /L
ift : RFS, relapse free survival; CRT, chemoradiotherapy; SUVmax, maximum standardized
uptake value; TLG, total lesion glycolysis
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FHOVOIOREZ L D TLG & Fi% & OFEE

RFS 0S
NP —RE (95%CI)  pfE  ~HF—FE (95%Cl) pfE
CRT Hij® TLG @ B
SUV =2.0 1.883 (0.589-6.023) 0.28 1.694 (0.067-42.81) 0.71
SUV =25 1.504 (0.469-4.822) 0.48 1.345 (0.053-34.01) 0.83
SUV =3.0 1.695 (0.529-5.426) 0.36 1.519 (0.060-38.39) 0.77
SUVmax @ 50% 1.371 (0.445-5.080) 0.59 1.936(0.076-49.21) 0.64
CRT % ® TLG O i
SUV =2.0 7.435 (2.640-23.88)  <0.001 1.979 (0.259-12.07) 0.47
SUV =25 12.62 (3.985-55.62)  <0.001  8.695 (1.083-178.5) 0.02
SUV =3.0 7.515(2.567-27.14)  <0.001  3.362 (0.553-25.68) 0.19

SUVmax @ 50% 7.686 (2.435-33.78) <0.001 6.055 (0.895-118.4) 0.07

p fE : Log-rank f&iE

W%5E : VOI, volume of interest; TLG, total lesion glycolysis; RFS, relapse free survival; OS,
overall survival; CRT, chemoradiotherapy; SUV, standardized uptake value; SUVmax, maximum
standardized uptake value
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2-4 EBE

T IVE CHEAE IR B4R CRT (23315 5 FDG-PET/CT volumetry (22T
DOWHEILT SH D [86-92], CRT HijD FDG-PET/CT volumetry D FEAfiix 7 o9
TTITHLILTE Y, CRT %D FDG-PET/CT volumetry {Z-DUNTld 5 O THEAT
NTW5, 209 H 3 O0OHETIL CRT % FDG-PET/CT volumetry (& X A 1if
il CRT OJR B FH RO TRIREDS T ST D3, Tl TE7E795
WEL TERDPSTEETDIHRENHV | FiamlE TTU 2V [87,88,90], 4 HEID
WFZETIL, CRT #ii> PET/ICT OAEILIN AT CRT (2 X 2 /AR A A RN R & 134H
BazRod, BEME L —HToRTh-o7 [87-89], — T, CRT #2dD MTV
R TLG % pCR & DB EFE O 2> 7273, CRT 4 SUVmax & pCR IZHE
B AR DT (p=0.04), L LARRL, SRIOak— MIBIF5, CRT #
® SUVmax (2 & 5 pCR Fillo> AUC 1% 0.68 LK< JRE L AFRE ¢, 78.6% &
60.0%IZ LE L2 o7, LLENS, FDG-PET/CT RAIZI\V\ T, SUVmax
|\Z FDG-PET/CT volumetry % il 2 C% pCR D TFllgEILA Ev9", FEEEEKIZHEW
T FDG-PET/CT &I LIE e 12 x4 5 1iTAT CRT (2 X 5 pCR O Kz A M Tl
7o & fdEm L7,

KIZ, FDG-PET/CT volumetry & 7% & OFHESIZ DWW CTENT L2, 2 E CTHE
B L2569~ 5 TR CRT Bif#% ¢ FDG-PET/CT volumetry @Y FHIGEIZ DU Tl
FFL7eHEIC 2 BV SEIOMFIEIZEHE VTS SUVMax, MTV, TLG O£
DA v A7l E LW [89,90], CRT Riio> FDG-PET/CT
volumetry & P & OFEZMENT L T\ 5D 4 SDDOHED H B, 35Tl CRT Hi
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@ FDG-PET/CT volumetry & RFS, OS DOAHEIZ fiitht L T\ % [86, 89, 90], % D
9B 2 DO TIX CRT % D FDG-PET/CT volumetry & T# & OARBIIZ DWW T
HET L TV D, 1 OOWMETILCRT D MTV, TLG 28 RFS, OS Z FHIL 9
HZ EaEHEL [86]. b O 1 DOHE TITmFrRAAELFR EMHENRO bt
Mmolo @i LTns [90], A EIOHFETIX, CRT fiid PET/CT OfEIZW T 4L
LT & OMBIZRE O IR o 7223, CRT % OfiEiX RFS, 0S & if\WHBI %7
7=, HEIZ CRT #0 TLG mfiL, A RMHTIC LY KR RFS % T3 5057
K& L TR B, 5EFIED 65%, 5 FILTHEN 42% LD THRERT
% EMBIL TV, —J T, CRT #£® TLG MMEWEED 5 F-FHIHEHEIL 6%, 54
FELHIT 2% LMD T TR B Tholz, ZHDDFERND CRT %0 TLG I
fiiAl CRT ZiifT L7 EIFEEFIZH N T, THE2 THNT 7200 F%E ke~ —
N—"Th 5 LiimLic, RBFSEORER LRI, Kim 5% CRT #%® TLG &
PDMNTHT CRT Zfif 7 L 72 E e B O T# 2 TR 2N K+ Th 5 2 & 2
HLTWD [86], 2D XD BFERND, EHREE O TH%OTHIZILITHT CRT
#% @ FDG-PET/CT volumetry R EH TH D B 2 bii,

4 lal, FDG-PET/CT volumetry Z & 3 2 12&H 72> T, VOI Z5HHE T 57201
M\ 2% PETICT B OB AR OMIMEE SUV =25 & L7, ZHE TOEBGHEIC
BT 5 FDG-PET/CT volumetry D #RA1Z W Tid, #assHE & LT 2.0-3.0 @ SUV
X [86-88]. SUVmMax @ 50% & W\ 7o HHXHEA W H LTV 5 [89-92], 4 [EldD
MFZECIX, SUV =2, 25, 3 & )ikt & SUVmMax @ 50% & 5 FHRHIE L
D ENENENT 21TV, SUV =25 &9 BIMEDS CT BRI IS8T 5 I O R AY
RESRRES, ETRELROEMHBETLIZE 2R L, BRBAEIO AR
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— MZBWTIE, SUV=2, 25, 3.0 &9 BMEIX. CRT #% 0 SUVmax (2817}
% 47.6%, 59.5%. 71.4% & —F L Cu 7,

A EOMFZETIX, CRT 0 TLG MAEWEETIX, 5 O RFTHREIX 27%,
IR R RIT 40% E SRICHBEZ L LT VW ERHLNE o7, &
NETHL OO REEERFIEIZ BV T, FDG-PET O&EHEIT, HIF-1a @ FitIZfF
E9 % Glut-1 OFEBL, FrEmig oA, MEEEEED T & s O EMEAE &
BT % EHE STV D [96-98], F 72 KIGHEIZIEVT, SUVmMax O &l
GLUT-1, Ki-67, p53 ZHEOIEMETTHE EFAB 5 Z & bME SN TV D [99],
S HIZ TLG 72 £ ® FDG-PET/CT volumetry (X, SUVmax 7% VOI {23\ T FDG-
PET DMK G EWHE 7 VO AR T OIK LT, MERROKE &I
PEZERTEEZONTWVDTZD, SUVmMax £ U & JEG O MR 2 Kt L3 0
ZENE STV [100,101], D=, SEIOMZETE . CRT %O TLG
OEWEZIEEWVERE LR L, IR, EREE L bICERICRD b
DIEELEZ HiVz, ZiIVE TR CRT Z56fT L7 E G 2BV Tk, el
CRT DR DZ LUWVERIS ypN stage D @mWERIDS THARKFTHDH Z &2
WME SN TEEN [6,9,102]. 24 S IZFiHi OFFHERR A L 2 S
Ao, AN T &2 TS5 2 L IXREEChH - 7=, CRT %0 FDG-PET/CT
volumetry 12 K 0 | FHFATNCIER Z & OF#H & PRI TE UL, CRT O FilFE
TOMICHIE DL FIIEZ BN 5, F IR PRE R — 1 Z
VRAERETTHZ T, ERERE O TROUEICTE ST H LB LI,

AFFEIZ 1T < 20D limitation 235 5, 1 DItk HIEMFIETH D729
FDG-PET/ICT REDIRE DX A I U I HEFNC LV 8725 Z &3, FEiRITH %
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)

By IR
Ej? B

=5
=

EHRELENRNZ L THDH, CRT %D FDG-PET/CT A D) 72 & A
TN OWTEH A DOJifiEx T 24T > TV 5728 [103], 4113 FDG-

PETICT MEDIRE DX A IV 72RO T, BRI EITO Z ENEE
LWy, &IZ, SUV =25 &9 PET/CT B ORI E ., SUVmMax <° TLG O »

NA T E DN E W22 L TH D, ZIUTHOW TR Z S IZHW S

NTW5 PETICT A% v F—I(2 LV FDG-PET ODEMEICENH D720, 5%
XX 0BRSS v M AT EERIT L TN ZEBRETH D, K
(2. AW Z G T, 2k TEBE ISR S 1Al CRT # ¢ FDG-PET/CT
volumetry |2 K 2 T TRIGEBIZ OWTHAT Lo @S IZTO T Th oo, 4%

SRR T, FEFIEBDOZ VAT Z e B REEZEZ HND,
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2-5 /g

BB\ %9 2 97 R0 CRT # @ FDG-PET/CT ## ¢, FDG-PET/CT volumetry
W EEDIEF] TIZ RFS ° OS AR TH Y, CRT E D TLG ITMZ L= T T

HINFTH D,
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i i

AWFZEClL, BRI SR CRT (281 5 CPT-11 O%hE & . FDG-
PET/CT volumetry {Z & % CRT DR & THOTREEOMRBEEZ B9 E LT, HiE

WHIE & T HRBIBIEM R 21TV, LT ORER AR,

1. CPT-11 OIEMHAHY TH 5 SN-38 1L X ARMEHIC L 0 3&H L7~ HIF-1o 28]
il L. KREFEMIZICISW T X BEEAIE UCTER Lz, 201X S #1

& G2M BB HIE 1L TH D Z R ST,

2. HEGEEFIZHB VT, W7HT CRT % @ FDG-PET/CT volumetry OB IX, A~

R72 RFS X° 0S z THIT M LIZKFTh -7,

PLEX Y CPT-11 IXEMHE 3T 27 ET CRT (20T 2 #A & L TRz
5% . F7= FDG-PET/CT volumetry |XE ¥ B3 O T 1% O THINZH A 72 nlgett:

Wb LZEZBII,
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e

KR ED DITHTZY . FORFERFRE EEROER SRR il
A RBRAMRL AR AR - AR AR R B R R A
BT DI VTS - HHiEZ S 0 . RSEHE L 97, R

SN

PH]

FORMIZERE SMBMERE IEEHRRESVR R RS R

e

BKERANCIE, BRI ZRERTTIE, T2 DR, MHEOED T GRICOE
R & MR RIS IO TZ 0 MO S K DR - MHHERE A IS D | PR < R
BUEd, FUTRZESMMRRGE  BOe amgEotet, sisEfinrk
AL EHEERRRSEAEICIE T — 2 OfffTic S R R 2 THE | RSEHE L £

—g_‘O

£, FROERICERLE L TE, 2L OEETICERL MBI ETHS £

Lz, ZZIWRERIHMEEARLET,
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