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BEREIITRARDIKETH D, AL TIIREIERE OBHBRRRIC B W TE

HIZR OB 2RI D 72 T IR O *F-FDG-PET  ("°F-

fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission tomography) @ SUVmax (maximum

standardized uptake value) , IMJEF C S EH (C-reactive protein;

CRP), F VA I ATHRONDFFHEEIEAL, 2O PR THIRT & LT

DA MM Z BT LTz,

SEETHRMT OFE R JBIERTD SUVmax & CRP 25FRME L 0 IRWEETIZ. BWEEICH

RTCENENERAEGFRNR o7, 2, V47 A0 ED 9 H Root

Mean Squared 2315 < Low-High-High Median AMEWVEE CTEATFHIBNIER L T

Wiz, Zh D OEBITEEROBEHRRICBN T PR TR T L2055,



=h
2=}

[ IEUERD HAGEZ D
BE-FDG BF—fluorodeoxyglucose | 7 wv#FE 18-7 /)4 a5 4
v a—2A
3D-CRT Three—dimensional 3 IR ITHUH B IE
conformal radiotherapy
5-FU Fluorouracil TAung T i)v
BIC Bayesian information ARA X HREHUE
criterion
BSC Best supportive care i o D S e
CCI Charlson comobidity F v —IL Y UPEFEIR R
index FE#
CDDP Cisplatin AT TF
CF Fluorouracil/Cisplatin | Z/vAwa v oL /&
TIF
CI Confidence interval 15 FE X [H]
CRP C-reactive protein ChUaMER
CRT Chemoradiotherapy L BRI
CT Computed tomography oV a— X B
Ce Cervical esophagus SR IE
DCF Docetaxel/Cisplatin/5- | KX %t/ T A7
Fluorouracil FSF ST Fa T
DU
DFS Disease free survival | HEJ55E1FHMH
EGJ Esophagogastric BiEHEAE
junction
FORE Fourier Rebinning 77—z v=7
FOV Field of view R
GLCM Gray-Level Co—
Occurrence Matrix
GLNUN Gray Level Non
Uniformity Normalized
GLRLM Gray—level run length
matrix
GTV Gross tumor volume PRI AR AR IR (A
H High pass filter
HR Hazard ratio NP — Kb

7




ICI

IL
IMRT

JCOG
KPS

L

LC
LDLGLE
Lt
LPFS
LRFS
MST
MTV

Mt

NDP
NPV

0S

OSEM

PD-L1

PET

PNI

PPV

Immune checkpoint
inhibitor

Interleukin

Intensity modulated
radiation therapy
Japan Clinical
Oncology Group
Karnofsky Performance
Status

Low pass filter

Local control

Large Dependence Low
Gray Level Emphasis
Lower thoracic
esophagus

local progress—free
survival

local recurrence—free
survival

Median survival time
Metabolic tumor volume
Middle thoracic
esophagus

Nedaplatin

Negative predictive
value

Overall survival
Ordered Subset
Expectation
Maximization
Programmed death-—
ligand 1

positron emission
tomography

prognostic nutritional
index

Positive predictive
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PTV
RLNUN

RMS
ROC

ROI
RP
RT
RTOG

S—1

SDE

SDHGLE

SRE
SUVmax

TCOT

TNF

UICC

Ut

P

value

Planning target volume
Run Length Non
Uniformity Normalized
Root Mean Squared
Receiver operating
characteristic

Region of interests
Run Percentage
Radiotherapy
Radiation Therapy
Oncology Group
Tegafur., Gimeracil,

Oteracil potassium

Small Dependence
Emphasis

Small Dependence High
Gray Level Emphasis
Short Run Emphasis
maximum standardized
uptake value

true cone-beam
tomography

Tumor necrosis factor
Union for
International Cancer
Control

Upper thoracic
esophagus

Zone Percentage
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BIE FX

1.1 BRI DIRIE SRR DL E

BIEEE I TARTBTRIES O b AFE(FRN 17-34%[1-3] L |E SN TV A TEAR

B RTH 5, {LFHEHHRIEHE (Chemoradiotherapy; CRT) [XHRFICEITRIE;

Ean

DIRE CHEBE/ZH ZH - TRV (4], BEEDZETA K74 2 2022 FERRKT

\

(FEFIR 1T LA B Clfrse D 7254 CRT 2MEHEIRIE & 7o > T\ 5 [6], #ESME

TIEAZ T F U v AOFEFRITHS X I7ET CRT A< TV TW 5 [6], —#KA9IZ

BHEFICBIT 5 P% RIS & LT TN BEAERE, 10%L_ EORERD, T

fEeE, EEORE, Fin, UV o NEREREN LN TWA[T, 8], L2rL, &

BHE D R HRIEPE (Radiotherapy; RT) (Z8B1F 2 % FRIKFO#WMEILE< 72

W, £ ZC. AW TIIAIEREO RT g0 BF-FDG-PET (®F—fluorodeoxyglucose

positron emission tomography) @ SUVmax (maximum standardized uptake

value) , IM¥E C Ko EH (C-reactive protein; CRP), VA4 I 7 A THEL

NORBEEICERL, 20 TRTHRTL L TORAEZHRETLZ L L

L7,

1.2 SUVZ2W\WT

SUV & 1% ®F-FDG DR /3Af % - E BRI R TIEEE CH Y . SUVmax 1XE DK

BETHH9], "F-FDG NHEEITHAR LTzE. SUVIZ 1 72 509], SU(WAA T LD
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REWEEIT BRVIABPEIMLTEY, 1 KO/ SWEEITREDP LTS Z L

ZoR9[9],SUVAY 2.5 L0 R&EWE & EMEEAERNICAND Z &% [9],

PF-FDG |35 DOFECH 2 k4~ 5 728 SUV BGOSR FRIE & L TREA

SNB10], EaEwlll, 12]CoSE R (13, 141, FE/NHRaME [15] 123 C

"F-FDG-PET @ SUV O T THIK 7 & L CoHAENFREI N TWD,

1.3 CRP {(ZD2W\ T

19 AV RV 7 « 74k a DI XD HER I LTSN O B ILER L., RIE

CEIEICEIEME N B D = & AR T RAIOFR R > 72 [16], FH Lk, RIEIEE

R BB 2 RT3 2 LM SN TVWA[16-18], 7B MERIEITREMN

PR DT Z I I Z LA BN TR Y [19], ML DK 20%73 &Gy

JEWCPE D BMERIE EBR L T D LW o i b H 5 [20], FrlZ, ~Uans X

— -« ¥'2 U, Epstein-Barr VA /LA, b hAER—TUA LA JFRTA L

A &AM OBRIT L < b TW 5 [20],

CRP X, RIEIZSn L TCEDIMEFIREN EFRT28MEMEAETH D [21],

R CRIENER & 5 &, CRP IIAFIED B IR o /me S5 [21], #Fio, RIEME

YA NIA L ThHHA 2 —uAF (Interleukin; IL) -6, IL-8, JEIEHEESE

K+ « (Tumor necrosis factor- «; TNF-a ) 2K > THEAMN FHI5H[22],

o

< OMOWFET, IGHEATOIMTE CRP fEO BRI RIEREH (CB T 5 HER T

11



TFHIE T THAHZ LR REINTWA[23, 24], KRIEOHEEL L TIL-18. 1L-6

R ERRA IR R P R TRIEF & LTS STV 5 (25125, CRP IZERIRELS T

TP OFEICHETE 2720, BHDROEN TR TN EEL 6N 5,

£ LICEIEREICI T A MLIE CRP il + SUVmax & AEfFHIR & o BE &2 o= L7 21 ThF
%%i—\‘j‘o

b}

# 1. BEFEICBIT DML CRP E « SUVmax & AfEHIR & OB 2= L 7= 56474k

7%

A. SUVmax

EH SiE 1% TRRIE e {1 MST (H) p &

High Low

Shum (2012) [11] 26 Tl E=RT 16m1° 15 NA 0.018

Van Westreenen 40 FTE 721X 6.7 8.7 20.4  0.016

(2005) [12] BSC

B. CRP

EH iE % TaREE B i MST (H) p i
(mg/dL)  High  Low

Huang (2019) 552 Fify 5 40 NA 0. 044

[23]

Wang (2009) [24] 123 CRT == Fff 5 11 NA <0001

a MTV 2.5 (volume with 18F-FDG uptake SUV >2.5), b & hyEiE BSC:
best supportive care, CRP: C-reactive protein, CRT: chemoradiotherapy,
FDG: fluorodeoxyglucose, MST: median survival time, MTV: metabolic
tumor volume, NA: not applicable, SUVmax: maximum standardized uptake

value.
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1.4 47 A2 T

TV I A, BTG 2 E% T 5 radio & LR WA RHANIH O

omics MHKDIGEEE TH H[26-28], T VA IV ADFAKRN2E 2 1%, EFEHG

DO RO T IGRHE R S RBOTH, ML, 7 MR LT THZ LT

HREMICZENALZTHIT L2 ETHH29], 7 VA I 7 RITRMENT - & A

N7 T LN - T 7 AT v ST ORFEER A (M1, [29] LK) LU=

— 7 Ly NEHAZIZUOETDHT 4 VFBE RV L 725,

R, & < ETHa LB ORARO Z 25 il L TR Y | £ D5k

NOEHGFREIZ DWW TIX A i L TV [29], B R R 7T AFRr#E &I,

first—-order HpfE & HIEIXIL. —&k#EF (first—order statistics) Z W T

RHINDFHMED Z & TH 5 [29], BARMIITEGBEE 2 M7 T Lz v

I8

FRTEN O RN SN DR TH 2 [29], RRMECH/ME, FHED Z ORHY

BEIZHEENH[29],

T AT Y fENT &1L, CT 8 T HAVIRIEEEN OB IRE ORIEN E D X 95 72l

MIRBAE L IR o TWANEEEIM L= b D TH H[29], Z DIFEICITMENE

SN O FFE O EHEIRIE & FeD R 7 2L O T Ml & 5 & H 35 Eifg R E

B S CEE &8 % gray-Level co—occurrence matrix (GLCM) <o, #FED

] 14 58 B D3 B A TW A DO Z 5 R 9 5 HiETH D gray-level run

13



length matrix (GLRLM) 78 EFDZUGIZH7- 5 FHEITENREZE I LTV 5 [29],

1. V%7 AR EE O]

TR e

-

1

cERCBLDREEID (Volume)

k' E s LLLvA (Sphericity)

~

Histogram{$4 &

4 N

il
cENLHVWT—RITRY HH DD

([29] X v &%)

(Variance, Skewness, uniformity)
cT—ARERNTT LNEBRFIRD
(Kurtosis)

74 2F v —HHE

//’

#l

0 0 \
2 0
1 0
0 1
0 1

BEDESBEEFTORZ LD
THMAE & B A (GLCM)

CRLCEDR T A EAEEA TN T
k%nt\‘ﬁﬁ%%nb\ (GLRLM) /




Vx—7 Ly MEHLEIE, ARTO@EY T I (let) B (wave) ™ A HEKHE/N
EATBEIZ @ 5 2 & T AR 5 2 25 - BT T 2 FIETH D
[29], V= —T Ly NEBGIRIZ L > TRELEINTZENENOBEBIZY LT, 7
I ATF ¥ i file EaAT O T L THFICE S OEgREER SO D [29], 3 RoT
Vx—T Ly NTANFEFEATDHE, x, v, z FAZa—sXZ27 4 H (Low
pass filter ; L) BLUINA/RR T 4L % (High pass filter ; H) ZHAHE
O F 8 FHEOKEELSS Z L3 TE 5[29],

T, AEAT 2723 ReV =—7 by N7 4 2 OB ERY (X 2)

X 2. RiERE CTEHBRIZBTL YV =—T7 by b7 (VA HEIGED 8 FFHD
A P

15



T UH I AOREEITEERECHE T TR THE T & LTHY LA TY

% (F2) [30-34],

K 2. BIRRIIBI L7 VI AOTFHRTHRT & L TORHAEZHRF L
JATHIGE

£ SEBI S AUBE =Y =87 79U ML
#

Wang [30] 154 BB CRT 0S

Luo [31] 221 BB CRT LPFS

Gong [32] 397 IERE radiotherapy LRFS

He [33] 430 JiFE/ KRR AT {95 PFS

Jain [34] 153 i R oe=2)-30R 0S

CRT: chemoradiotherapy, O0S: overall survival, LPFS: local progress-—
free survival, LRFS: local recurrence-free survival, PFS: progression

free survival.

RAFZETlL, BEFO CRT BiOMEBRETHD 2V a— X WEIRE
(Computed Tomography; CT) MHELIND T VA I 7 AFHEED YT, IKH

R LT WFEZ DT PR TPRINF L2 VLA 2 L7,

16



2=
BFSE 1 BB OBURBRIGEIC IS 1T 5 16HEHT SUVnax « CRP D FHTFRIEF L& LT
DERFT
2.1 53k
2.1.1 %5

2013 4ED D 2016 AR HURUR R S EHHE PP C Rl R RO Tk L TR
TEHIBURBRIEHR AL A AT L7 0 5 B IRWANC Bl £ 7213385
(AT A RJE : 5mm) CTIHENRI TR/ BF 25T L L=, W EoHIX
UICC (Union for International Cancer Control) —TNM 4y#H (UICC-2009 4FJ¥
i : 55T IR35]) Ik VIToTn, AR T4 FEE B3 2 B RIR I R
DNWTOBEEEDT — Z _X— A &R LT afEN% A & i) (FEES
3372-(6)) & L TUELHEEAZZ T TH D,
2.1.2 1R

KFEHIMITAT O - B 6T ARG B O RT 1, 24T 6MV FE 7213 10MV
DAY =T EERZ T 50-606y OFF & TIThiu Tz, BN FEI, 3Kk
TEHF BRI (Three-dimensional conformal radiotherapy; 3D-CRT) % 7=i35&
FEAS A 159 (Intensity modulated radiation therapy; IMRT) 23 Tio41

TN, GTV X CT. NAREE. FIRE/RIEA PET A X v L OfERICH S X EREINT

17



WA HDONREEN TN, TRIEEBIIESOBEEIZZ 2 3-5em, 17712 2em

D — DT TR TH -7, PRI E L TV RRo 72, XIRMMICAT

PILTZ CRT TIERT & 7T FF_R—2D(bFFE 2 a—RAZRFFH L TED

JEBNZ Ko TERT BRIALFRED S 9 2 a—RBINSHTW e, 1REDAHIE

IZIRIRFE T80 1 0 A ORF AU CTHRSE K O CT OFEREZ HW T T Tz, —ik

M7 E ] ClrIm B IR A & NHREEE 7213 CT TiThbiv Tz, RIkEIX

FIIRSIAZTE, ZRLERIEIHN6 WA ZETho T,

2.1.3 CRP OH|E

1f3E CRP fEiZ, RT 4 B IR FRARIMLECE 2 VT T 7w 7 A58 el s Tl

E LT,

2.1.4 SUVmax ORIELE

RT BHAEHT 2 MRILANIZ Aquiduo PCA-7000B (BHZ A F 4 IV AT LX) %

FAWT PET # L=, Z DY AT AT 16 SRS CT AX ¥ F L LT F 7 LA

AN Y — R R_R—2AD PET 2% ¥ TR 5, BEIT 5 HREREILL

o2 4.5 MBa/kg (Fe/)» 180 MBq. #x K 405 MBq) @ "F-FDG &5 L .

60 HiBlcT —Z ZBdS L7-, PET WX 3 RoofrE— R CHENGIEEE £ T

D8 AX ¥ L CThrs LT-, ZilmfRffiL CT (120 kV, 50 mA, 0.5 sec Helical

scan) TiT-o7-, WM OHEE (Field of view; FOV) {50 cm T~ h VU v 7 &

18



YA 1L 512 X512 T o 7z, CT G AL TCOT (True cone-beam tomography)
W4T o 7=, PET W& A% FORE (Fourier Rebinning)#% & OSEM(Ordered
Subset Expectation Maximization)i% (Y7 &> b : 14, KIEEE : 4 [E) % H
W3 IRILT —H# & 7 — ) AT 2 ROt OV 2 & L7 RICBERIT (B T T
STz, I - U BN T SF-FDG 23 b iR < R U 7 fE i 2 B RE I
(Region of interests; ROI) & LCPET & CT Z#EA/-EE FIcE R LT,
SUVmax X ROTI N TLLFORA FHWTEHAI L 72
SUVmax=SUV {#H#% F #E (MBa/g) /["F #&5H-& (MBq) /IAHE (g) ] } ®ROI W
TORKIE
2. 1.5 HERHgHT
MUNBASEH K VT E I3 BIEK T H £ TE24EFWIM (Overall survival;
0S) & L. MGIBAIAH L0 i3, BT, F7I3BIEK T H £ T4 Mm A 17 1l R
(Disease free survival; DFS) & U7z, #aHENTIZR V7 b7 =7 ver. 4.0.3
(R Development Core Team) & FHVNTAT o7z, HERIHLEUTIZE T Y D x *MiiE
BELOT 4 v ¥y —DIEMEMRBE X W, SETEFICB W THEER R
(Positive predictive value; PPV) &Ry (Negative predictive
value; NPV) ZIRET 72 DIZ%EHEHIEFME (Receiver operating

characteristic; ROC) Z M 7z, BZEMEHNTIX Kaplan-Meier 5% W T5Ehi

19



L7z, AAFHRR I O ZE OH G A B % log-rank IEZ W THRF LT-, 24
BMNTICIE, Cox Hfl N9 — REFE T /L (BIC; Bayesian information
criterion |2 & 2 AEIERE) & iz, THRIHICET 5 p EOABEKIEDT
0.05 A¥iii & L, ZZ&MHT Cld p 8% Bonferroni ffi 1% AV THIIE L7z, 95%
{E4EIX[# (Confidence index; CI) (XMifHlIREZ1T> 7=,
2.2 fER
2.2.1 BEER

BRI fE R o U TIRIB U BRI IR 21T 2 72 123 AD 9 B §F 69 A

¢
m

LEBAE DTS £, BEOREER 3 1T, BEFHO TR

i

65 % (HiPH : 44-95 %) Th o7z, HME B3 A (76.8%). &Pt 16 A (23.2%)
Thole, ANV T7AF—D—KEHIREA 27T (Karnofsky Performance
Status ;KPS) 1% 100 23 3 A (4.3%). 90 A3 48 A (69.6 A). 80 7% 18 A (26. 1%)
Tholz, VLT IT 03223 mg/dL 28 9 A (13.0%) . <23 mg/dL 2% 27 A
(39.1%) Th o7z, THRHEERZEFE (prognostic nutritional index ; PNI)
[3>40 23 59 A (85.5%), <40 73 10 A (14.5%) Th o7z, Fv—/L Y U IHFHRE
f5%k (Charlson comobidity index;CCI) (% 0 2% 43 A (62.3%) .1 2% 13 A (18.8%) .
29N (13.0%), 3282 A (2.9%), 4230 A, 5282 N (2.9%) Tho'=, 14

FERNZIX M T CT EINHRENIRE S TE Y, PET JefTERNIE 56 A (81.2%)

20



Tholz, PP FEIEIZEICR Y 7T F 2 (Nedaplatin; NDP), 7 H 7 —/L -
FAT ) e AT T B Y 7 A (Tegafur, Gimeracil, Oteracil potassium ;
S-1) (62 A, 89.8%) T. —MxAYZRAEHITILNDP 1T 80mg/m’ Z ¥ HIZHK G-, S-1
T 8Omg/m* % 1 H-14 HETRAKZKEL T\, TOMIZT AT TF
(Cisplatin; CDDP) /7 /LA @ 75 L (Fluorouracil; 5-FU) 235 A (7.2%) .,
RT HMAY 2 N (2.9%) TodH o7z, 53 N (76.8%) 7% 50.4Gy/28 [Al, 9 A (13.0%)
23 650Gy /25 [F] D F R R A 5215 72, 60Gy /30 [Bl D RN 2 321 F 7= D1 7 44 (10. 1%)
Thoto, WENEEIZ 0 28 11 N (15.9%) . 128 19 A (27.5%). 2 2% 27 A
(39.1%) . 32312 N (17.4%) Toh o7z, BRARHNL T B2 7 A (10.1%) . 1T 4
4N (5.8%) . TIT HiA> 41 A (59.4%) . IV IS 17 A (24.6%) ToH-o7-, ¥
BERALIZSHT A E (Cervical esophagus; Ce) 10 A (14.5%) . Ma¥l LEAE (Upper
thoracic esophagus; Ut) 9 A (13.0%). Mg $ & (Middle thoracic
esophagus; Mt) 39 A (56.5%) . Mgl T &1E (Lower thoracic esophagus; Lt)
8 N (11.6%) . A1 'H#E# (Esophagogastric junction; EGJ) 3 A (4.3%) T
boTe, 9N (13.0% 7% CRT RICEIEUIRINT 22T TR, £DH>HD 6 473
SR AAA 522 ZR ) (Pathological complete response: pCR) T -7-, WaKIR
1 TIT-TV 81 1-11 #) & Ebi LT SUVmax>12. 85, CRP>1 mg/dL DFEFIAIZ L

fECH o7, T, U U EERBE N B HRET SUVmax>12. 85 782 <, PNI<40 @

21



BEC CRP21 mg/dL DIEFINZVMEIZH 7= (ZHZH p<0.01, p=0. 026,
p=0. 010, p=0.023) (F 4, 5),
2.2.2 By AT L
SUVmax O FF L 1E 12. 85 (#iPH : 0-31) TH 72, & Z T, BHF % SUVmax >12. 85
(28 AL 50%) 3 L1 SUVmax<12.85 (28 A. 50%) O 2 BEICAY T 7=, 15RO
CRP X2 CAFAGETH > 7=, CRP O RAEIL 0.18 mg/dl  (HiPH : 0.02 K&
fiti-31 mg/dl) Td o7z, ROC Hiff (B4 3) 12K 5 & 0.79 mg/dl DRFIZESE 67%.,
R &L 78%. PPV 52%. NPV 87% Cutl/eh v M A VHIZ/Z D B X bz,
ZOMEEEE X SOHIK TOERO LT EEBZX CRPOT Yy bAT7EHE LT
1 mg/dl 2R L7, T DORE, JE&EE 80%, FritJE 61% T o7z, 2 FEOHEALIT CRP

>1 mg/dl (20 A, 29%) & CRP <1 mg/dl (49 A, 71%) Th o7,

22



# 3. BEY

5 %
JEBIEL 69
i 44-95
G2 i 65
(%) <75 58 84. 1
>75 11 15.9
PER] 7 53 76.8
s 16 23.2
100 3 4.3
KPS 90 48 69. 6
80 18 26. 1
>23 9 13.0
Pre Alb (mg/dL) 93 " 9.1
onT >40 59 85. 5
<40 10 14.5
0 43 62. 3
1 13 18.8
o1 2 13.0
3 2.9
4 0 0.0
5 2 2.9
CT 69 100
IR AT A sk 69 100
PET 56 81.2
AR - Rz g 69 100
NDP/S1 62 89. 8
b9k CDDP/5FU 5 7.2
L 2 2.9
60 7 10. 1
kR E (Gy) 50. 4 53 76. 8
50 9 13.0
0 11 15.9
. 1 19 27.5
BFRN Stage 2 27 39. 1
3 12 17. 4

23




I 10. 1
I 441 1 4 5.8
(UICC 7 i) 111 41 59. 4
v 17 24. 6
Ce 10 14.5
Ut 9 13.0
JiUFE BT Mt 39 56. 5
Lt 11.6
EGJ 4.3

i 12. 85
TR SUVmax >12. 85 28 50. 0
<12. 85 28 50. 0

— oL 0.18
CRP (ng/dL) >1 mg/dl 20 29.0
<1 mg/dl 49 71.0
AT ﬁaﬁtﬂ wﬁ 13.0
b 11.6

KPS: Karnofsky performance status, Pre Alb: prealbumin, PNI:

prognostic nutritional index, CCI: Charlson comobidity index, PET:

positron emission tomography, NDP: nedaplatin, S1:

tegafur/gimeracil/oteracil, CDDP: cisplatin, 5FU: fluorouracil, Ce:
cervical esophagus, Ut: upper thoracic esophagus, Mt: middle thoracic

esophagus, Lt: lower thoracic esophagus, EGJ: esophagogastric

junction.
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F A ETIUDRREE T 4 vy —DIEHEWEZERTE (SUVnax)

SUVmax > SUVmax < p fE
12. 85 12. 85

i <75 % 25 25 1%
>75 % 3 3

el A 19 22 0. 37
L8

KPS 100 0 2 0. 43%
90 20 20
80 8 6

PNI >40 23 24 1
<40 5 4

CCI 0 21 15 0. 51
1 3 6
2 2 5
3 1 1
4 0 0
5 1 1

BEIRIRER I-11 0 8 <0. 01%
I11-1V 28 20

UL A 27 0 0. 010%

B pilis 21

JFFEERNL Ce-Ut 10 5 0. 23%
Mt-EGJ 18 23

SUVmax: maximum standardized uptake value, KPS: Karnofsky performance
status, PNI: prognostic nutritional index, CCI: Charlson comobidity
index, Ce: cervical esophagus, Ut: upper thoracic esophagus, Mt:
middle thoracic esophagus, EGJ: esophagogastric junction.

1 T 4w Uy — D IEEMEERERE

25



# 5 ETVUDBREE T 4 vy —DOIEHERERKEE (CRP)

CRP > CRP < p fiEi
1 mg/dL 1 mg/dL
i <75 % 15 43 0. 28%
>75 % 5 6
P B 14 39 0. 39
%8 6 10
KPS 100 0 3 0. 44%
90 13 35
80 7 11
PNI >40 14 45 0. 023
<40 6 4
CCI 0 13 30 0. 19%
1 4 9
2 1 8
3 0 2
4 0 0
5 2 0
ERIRH]  I-11 0 11 0. 026%
II1I-1V 20 38
U oNE A 19 39 0. 16%
a2 il 1 10
JFFEEAL  Ce-Ut 6 13 0. 77
Mt-EGJ 14 36

CRP: C-reactive protein, KPS: Karnofsky performance status, PNI:
prognostic nutritional index, CCI: Charlson comobidity index, Ce:
cervical esophagus, Ut: upper thoracic esophagus, Mt: middle thoracic
esophagus, EGJ: esophagogastric junction.

ki Ty U — O IEREMERIRE
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X 3. FETHE]D CRP @ ROC iR

1.0
08
=% 0.790 (0.784, 0.667)
R 06
-+
=<
0 4
0.2 —
00 —
| | | I 1 |
10 08 06 04 02 0.0
+ mm=
R

CRP: C-reactive protein, ROC: receiver operating characteristic.
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2.2.3 P

A OB P I X 45.7 W A (fEPA: 3.1-68.9 W H) Th o7z, &
FEE D 2 4 0S F8 L OVDFS 1T 24 61. 6% (95% CI: 48.6-72. 3%) . 49. 5% (95%
CI: 37.1-60.8%) Td o7z, log-rank IRiE% AV 7= Kaplan-Meier Hi#RD ik
T, SUVmax>12. 85 HfIE SUVmax<12.85 FEIZEL~, 0S WA RICE S (p=0.049) .
HREITXENZI 14.3 B H (95%CT: 8. 41 7 A-HRiE) &RE, 54 0SIXFN
2 38.6% (95%CI: 19.7-57.2%) & 64.4% (95%CI: 39.0-81.4%) Th-o7= (K
4A) 5 DFS 122U T i SUVmax>12. 85 BED 5 4F DFS 30. 6% (95%CT: 14. 4-48. 5%) |
HgefE 7.2 1A (95%CI: 5.4-47.6 A J]), SUVmax<12.85 }£ T 5 ££ DFS 40. 6%
(95%CI: 14.0-66.1%) . T effi 54.3 H A (95%CI: 9.5 H H-HKE) &
SUVmax<12. 85 £ C EUf 72T B > T2 D ZEITHFICAE TR d o 7z
(p=0.057, % 6), CRP >1 mg/dl Bfo 5 4F 0S (% 30. 8% (95%CI: 11.5-52. 7%)
THYEIL 10.4 U H (95%CT: 5.8 W H-AKE) ., CRP<1 mg/dl #£PD 54 0S I
53.4% (95%CI: 36.2-57.9%) THIMRMEIIAE (95%CI: 33.5 U H-AKjE) & CRP
<1 mg/dl BECRIHFTH 7= (p=0.013, [X| 4B), CRP >1 mg/dl FED 5 4 DFS I
20. 0% (95%CI: 6.2-39.3%) THIRAEIX 5.4 #H (95%CI: 4.6-11.2 =7 ), CRP
<1 mg/dl BED 5 4E DFS (% 43. 5% (95%CI: 25.9-59.9%) THIHRAEIX 49.0 4 H

(95%CT: 14.5 B H-FKE) Z2bbHH CRP <1 mg/dl HETRIFCTH 1=
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(p<0. 001, 4B), IRUNT, CRP D1 > N A7 L~yL% ROC fhi# C/RIB S i

0.79 mg/dL {Z LT 0S, DFS [T DWW THERS L7z, CRP 20.79 mg/dl #£D 5 4 0S &

28.8% (95%CI: 7.9-54.5%) THIYMEIX 10.4 Z H (95%CI: 4.6 B H-K3E). CRP

<0.79 mg/dl B 54 0S |3 51. 3% (95%CT: 35. 4-65. 1%) TH HAE 1T A3 (95%CT :

20.2 7 H-K3E) & CRP <0.79 mg/dl BETRIFTH -7~ (p=0.039, 4B ).

CRP >0.79 mg/dl B 5 4 DFS X 23. 1% (95%CI: 5.6-47.5%) CTHYEIL 5.4 4

A (95%CT: 2.1-47.6 71 H), CRP<0.79 mg/dl #ED 5 4 DFS 1% 40. 5% (95%CT:

24, 7-55.8%) THIHEIL36.1 7 H (95%CT: 9.6 WH-FKFE) L2bHHE CRP <

0.79 mg/dl FETRBIFRMEANT B - T2 D32 B B2 1L 78 x> 7= (p=0. 055,

4B’ ), CRP >1 mg/dl 7> SUVmax>12. 85 FED 5 4 0S 37.5% (95%CI: 14. 1~

61.2%) . FIUfE 15 B H (95%CI: 11. 2-RK5#) T CRP<1 mg/dl 7>> SUVmax<12. 85

FED 5 A0S 76.2% (95%CI: 51.6-89.4%). HUflEAiE. CRP >1 mg/dl 2>

SUVmax>12. 85 #ED 5 4E DFS 20. 0% (95%CT: 4. 9-42. 4%) . FYE 5. 4 57 A (95%CT:

3.9-9.5 7 H) TCRP<1 mg/dl 7> SUVmax<12. 85 #ED 5 4F DFS 38. 8% (95%CI

8.3-69.8%) . HULfE 54.3 7 H (14.5-K3%) & CRP & SUVmax [ /5203 \EET

X 0S & DFS 1T EICE - T (Z1E4 p=0. 0080, 0.0028, 4C), CRP,

SUVmax DA DER T TlE. 75 AT 54 0S B3 LONDFS DIEE WD (Fihu

Z4153.8% [95% CI: 38.2-67.1%] vs. 0% [95% CI: NA-NA%], p<0.001, 41.0%
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[95%CT: 26.5-55.0%] vs. 20.5% [95%C1:3.2-48.2%], p=0.019, X 5). 75 %

PLERE & 75 B A 1 C CRP, SUVmax @ 1% THIK 7 & L TOH A% log-rank

MEXHWCEN TN LTZ, 95 & 75 sl BERET CRP 2MEWEETIEZE W

HEL bl U CHEIZ 0S & DFS OIER 277 (0S: CRP >1 mg/dl BEDH J-fE

4.6 14 [95% CI: 3.9%NAJ, CRP<1 mg/dl BEDOHYAE 16,7 71 A [95% CI:

14. 2%-NAJ. p=0.0021.DFS: CRP >1 mg/dl BEDOH A 3.9 B A [95% CI: 1. 4%

NA]. CRP<1 mg/dl DO JLfE 10.9 & A [95% CI: 8.7%NA], p=0.0013), &%

72. 75 FEATEAE Tl CRP 2MEWEE CH EIZ DFS OIER 258 7= (CRP >1 mg/dl

BEORRAES. 45 H [95% CI: 4.6-24.7]. CRP<1 mg/dl BEDH Hfl 54. 3 I A

[95% CI: 15.0-NAJ, p=0.0024, K 7, 67,

If{F CRP fEIFZZE BT CHAER TR THIAF L LTHK-7 (0S: Hazard

ratio [HR]; 0.25, 95% CI; 0.08-0.76, p=0.014, DFS: HR; 0.28, 95% CI;

0.12-0.69, p=0.0051, % 8),
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# 6. 0S BILDFS IZEIT AKX T-RID log-rank EIZ L 5 AL BMNT (IR D

HAr: H)
SE %L 0S i p 1 DFS 1 JufE p 1
(%) (95% CT) (log- (95% CI) (log-
rank) rank)
R f <75 % 58 NA <0. 001 47.6 0. 019
(84.1) (33. 5-NA) (9. 5-NA)
>75 % 11 13.9 8.7
(15.9) (3.9-16.7) (1.4-10.9)
CRP <1 mg/dL 49 NA 0.013 49.0 <0. 001
(71.0) (33. 48-NA) (14. 5-NA)
>1 mg/dL 20 10. 4 5.4
(29.0) (5. 8-NA) (4.6-11.2)
CRP <0.79 mg/dL 56 NA 0. 039 36. 1 0. 055
(29. 2-Np) (9. 6-NA)
>0. 79 mg/dL 13 10. 4 5.4
(4. 6-NA) (2.2-47.6)
SUV gy <12.85 28 NA 0. 048 54.3 0. 057
(50. 0) (46. 9-NA) (9. 5-NA)
>12.85 28 14.3 7.2
(50.0) (8. 4-NA) (5. 4-47. 6)
CRP/SUV,.,  CRP <1 24 NA 0. 0080 54.3 0. 0028
SUVyay <12.85 (34.8) (NA-NA) (14. 5-NA)
CRP >1 15 11.2 5.4
SUVpax >12. 85 (21.7) (5. 8-NA) (3.9-9.5)
S 4 I-11 10 NA 0. 30 54.3 0.19
(14.5) (2. 0-NA) (2. 0-NA)
III-1V 59 41.9 11.5
(845.5) (15. 7-NA) (8. 1-NA)
JRFEHEAL Ce-Ut 19 NA 0.58 NA 0.37
(27.5) (13. 7-NA) (5. 8-NA)
Mt-EGJ 50 46.9 15.0
(72.5) (15. 7-NA) (8.7-54.3)
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RO i A 9 NA 0. 387 NA 14
(5. 7-NA) (5. 4-NA)
HE 60 41.9 15.0
(16. 7-NA) (8.4-48.9)

Ce: cervical esophagus, CI: confidence interval, EGJ: esophagogastric
junction, Mt: middle thoracic esophagus, 0S: overall survival, SUVmax:

maximum standardized uptake value, Ut: upper thoracic esophagus.
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4A. 0S. DFS |ZB84 % SUVmax fifE « SUVmax {EAETE D bhiis

10 . 10
SUVrng, >12.85 —  SUV,,.>12.85
SUV, 5, =12.85 SUV a0 12.85
08 08 -
>
z £
= B = 06 -
= =
o ©
S S
Q 04 1
04 e
2 a
o
02 02 4
p=0.04 p=0.05
00 | 00 4
T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Number at risk 0S (H ) Number at risk DFS (H )
SUV,pyy >12.85 17 13 1 8 7 5 0 SUVpa, >12.85 28 12 10 9 7 6 4 0
" 21 18 16 13 8 3 0 suv,, <1285 28 19 18 16 13 6 3 0

SUV,,, <12.85

0S: overall survival, DFS: disease-free survival, SUVmax: maximum

standardized uptake value.

% 4B. 0S. DFS (ZRY4 % CRP B fliff « CRP {EAERED Lk

TR —  CRP=1mg/dL — CRP=1mg/dL
ﬁ": == CRP <1 mg/dL CRP <1 mg/dL
08 -
>
> =
= 2 s
© 8 teeh
S 0 2 o
a A
02 4
p=0.01 <0.001
00 - 0.0
T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Number at risk 0s (H ) Number at risk DFS (ﬂ )
CRP=1mg/dL 20 10 7 6 5 4 4 0 CRP =1mg/dL 29 6 5 4 3 3 3 0
49 38 31 2% 20 1 6 0 CRP <1mg/dL 49 33 28 26 20 1 5 0

CRP <1 mg/dL

0S: overall survival, DFS: disease-free survival, CRP:

protein.

33

C-reactive



4B’
% CRP EflERE « CRP EAERED kil

107 i —— CRP= 0.79 mg/dL
. -==- CRP= 0.79 mg/dL
08 -
=
£ 06
5
©
O 04
[}
=
o
02 1
00
T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Number at risk OS
—— CRP= 0,79 mefdlL 13 7 5 4 4 3 2 0
41 33 28 2 12 8 0

-=o- CRP= 079 mgfdl 56

0S: overall survival, DFS: disease-free survival, CRP:

protein.

%] 4C. 0S,

— CRP=1.0mg/dL + SUV,,,,>12.85
- CRP<1.0mg/dL + SUV,,,=12.85

>
X e
a
3 |
o 04
[e]
fs
o
02
0.0
T T T T T T
30 40 50 60 70
Number at risk 0S (H )
CRP=1.0mg/dL + SU 15 8 5 4 3 3 3 0
CRP<1.0mg/dL + SU 24 19 16 14 1 § 3 0

CRP D1 FAT7 L~UL% 0.79 mg/dL & L7z & @ 0S, DFS (TR

1077y —— CRP=0.79 mg/dL

-~~~ CRP< 0.79 mg/dL
>
=
e
©
O
o
e
(ol

T T T T T T T

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Number at risk D FS
CRPz 0.79 mg/dL 43 5 4 4 3 2 0
=== CRP= 079 mg/dl 58 kY] 29 % 19 1 [ 0

DFS (ZB9-9"% SUVmax  CRP & fEEE/ .

C-reactive

UVmax « CRP {EAEEE D L

— CRP=1.0mg/dL + SUV,,,,>12.85

10 3
W{'; ==== CRP<1.0mg/dL + SUV,,,<12.85
08 o 1

rrrrrrrrrrrr B e ot S
> !
= 06 by
Q0
©
Qo 04 o "
(o]
et
o '
024 —l
p=0.002
T T T T T T T
10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Number at risk DFS (H )
CRP21.0mg/dL + SUV,,,,>12 15 4 3 3 2 2 2 0
2 17 16 15 12 5 2 0

CRP<1.0mg/dL + SUV.

0S: overall survival, DFS: disease-free survival, SUVmax: maximum

standardized uptake value, CRP: C-reactive protein.
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%] 5. 0S,

08 -

(=
o
1

Probability

=]
N
1

75 Uk
75 BRI

R

TR

oo p<0.001
T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Number at risk OS (ﬁ )
N 6 2 2 0 0 (] 0
75 % L sg 42 36 30 25 15 10 0

75 AR

0S: overall survival, DFS: disease-free survival.

DFS (2B 7 % maF et - (A EnfE O Lhig

— T5mMLE
10 N
75 AR
08 -
>
s
— 06
O -
S by
]
804 J Lo
p -
[al
02 -
™ p=0.018
T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Number at risk DFS (H)
e 3 2 2 0 0 0 0
;g%ﬁ% 36 31 28 23 14 8 0
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7. ETEEE, REREC T 72 & &0 08, DFSITBIT 2% SUVmax & flff -
SUVmax {KAEAED E# . CRP @il « CRP [EAERED Lhifi

SE %L 0S H oL fiE p 1 DFS 1 JufE p fil
(95% CT) (log- (95% CI) (log-
rank) rank)
75 SUVyay  <12.85 3 14.2 0.134 8.7 0.11
% (4. 6-NA) (4. 6-NA)
LA >12. 85 3 4.6 3.9
i (3. 9-NA) (1. 4-NA)
CRP <1 mg/dL 6 16.7 0. 0021 10.9 0. 0013
(14. 2-NA) (8. 7-NA)
>1 mg/dL 5 4.6 3.9
(3.9-NA) (1. 4-NA)
75 SUVyay  <12.85 25 NA 0. 067 54.3 0. 096
% (46. 9-NA) (14. 5-NA)
* >12. 85 25 33.5 9.5
it (9. 9-NA) (5. 4-NA)
CRP <1 mg/dL 43 NA 0.18 54.3 0. 024
(33. 5-NA) (15. 0-NA)
>1 mg/dL 15 46.9 5.4
(6. 7-NA) (4.6-24.7)

0S: overall survival, DFS: disease-free survival, SUVmax: maximum

standardized uptake value, CRP: C-reactive protein.
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X| 6.

CRP =1 mg/dL
CRP <1 mg/dL

EAEEREIZRT D 0S, DFS IZBH9° 5 CRP EfERE - CRP AAEAE D Lk

CRP =1 mg/dL
CRP <1 mg/dL

>
=
i —
= )
= ©
= o
©
o O ud L ——
=] B n
L
al
=0.0021 =0.0013
T T T T T T T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Number at risk OS | Number at risk D FS
CRP=1mg/dL 4 y 0 0 0 0 CRP =1 mg/dL 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 2 2 1 CRP <1 mg/dL 6 5 3 2 2 2 2 1

CRP <1 mg/dL & 5

0S: overall survival, DFS: disease-free survival, CRP: C-reactive

protein.

7. IKFEEEIZISVT D DFS (ZE93° % CRP &R « CRP IRfERED L

— CRP=1mg/dL
CRP <1 mg/dL
>
= H
a "
o ]
o i
] L
o
p=0.024
0.0
T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
DFS
Number at risk
CRP =1 mg/dL 45 6 5 4 3 3 3 0
CRP <1 mg/dL 43 30 26 24 20 1 5 0

DFS: disease-free survival, CRP: C-reactive protein.
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# 8. 0S BILUDFS IZRET % Cox LB AW — REUFDHTIC L 5 L8 BT

Cox Hfil N — RET L 0s DFS

HR 95% CI p 1 HR 95% CI p il
Age 0.24 0. 08-0. 69 0.01 0.33 0.12-0.93 0.04
(K75 7% vs. 275 %)
CRP 0.54 0.21-1.37 0.20 0.43 0.19-0. 96 0.04

(K1 vs. 21 mg/dL)

SUVnax 0. 50 0.18-1.39 0.18 0. 64 0.27-1.51 0.31
(£12.85 vs. »>12.85)

cStage 1.15 0.22-5.94 | 0.87 0.95 | 0.24-3.68 0.94
(I-II vs. III-1V)
Bi&eT v

CRP 0.25 | 0.008-0.076 | 0.014 0.28 0.12-0.69 | 0. 0051

(K1 vs. 21 mg/dL)

CI: confidence interval, DFS: disease-free survival, HR: hazard ratio,

0S: overall survival, SUVmax: maximum standardized uptake value.
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%3

W7e 2 AEEOILEBSRIERICBIT DTV I 7 ROBEBEOFETHIRF

L LTk

3.1 J7ik

3.1.1 %t&:

2009 4 8 A/ D 2021 4F 6 H £ TO R KZEZLEM BRGS0 5 BEE

BEEZBRITHINSHE LTz, 5L LICAEIILITOmEY Th o, (1) RIGED

D CRT Z 52\ F7- 3%, (ii) CRT Aij 2 W B LAPIZHLRE CT A v v 2% 1T 7= A

(ii1) JFUEIRZDNREEATO B CT THERS T & 72838, IR O FE#EIE UTeC-

TNM 548 (UICC-2009 AFEEERR « 25 7 ii[35]) 12X VAT 9, AWFEIE TSR AIC

X9 BRI RIC O W T DORIRER D T — Z N — 2 ZFI M L 72 B 5

[ EAEGE) (EEES :3372-(6)) & L UMBEEEZX T TETH %,

3. 1.2 159

EREOEFINAT O T BB kT AR H YO RT 1%, 6MV F 7213 10MV D

TV =7 nEEs 2 VT 50-60Gy DRt TITH Tz, IESTAIL, 3D-CRT

F7201% IMRT 237430 TNz, GTV I CT. WSS, FAIREZARIEA PET A% v Dk

RICHKSETERL TV DIER & U, IR EBIIES OB RIZZ 24 3-5em,
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IJFIZ 2em D~—T D -k TH -7, PEHIIERE L T\ o7z,

SIBEARNCA T 7= CRT TIXRT & 77 FF _X— 2 D8 2 o — R & [RIREOF

ALTED, JEFNZE > TIERT BIAEFRENR S - 2 a—RX BT\,

3. 1.3 IR EHE

CRT %411 7 A @ CT Wit & NHHSEME CIEERN R EEZTTo -, FD%., 24

FTIIR 34 B A T LIZCT A ENMRESEMRA., F72013X CT REDOHREIToT-,

ZILIREITA 6 - AT 18] CT fedk & AHREIRA, 7213 CT A DR 21T o 1o,

3. 1.4 CT #f44fk & ROI OFRE ik

CT Ml Aquilion LB (¥ / U AT 4 BV AT A AERES(E, BAR) &1ff

M L7, BEEIL 120 kV, FERIL 350 mA TH->7-, Rotation time % 0.5 F,

FOV [X 500 mm T~ kU v 7 24 XF 512X512, 7 E/LH A XL 0.5X0.5

mm’> TH o7, REATA AZLIL2mm ThHo7-, JRFEED GTV 2 ROI & L., HE

Z EEWICHENT L7-, Pinnacle3 ver. 9.01 (Philips Radiation Oncology

Systems, Fitchburg, WI) % HWTHSBRIGHEEDY ROI 7% E L1z, H7e 20 B3

DOEBEDOIZSLSXZEOT-DIC, T XTOEBEE 1x1x]l mm® DR 7 EIVIZH

WAV I/ DY

3.1.5 743 7 AEE ORI

Pyradiomics ver. 3.0.1. Z T, #iiSN/7ZROI BTV F I v 7 AD
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Frim 2 L7z, ROI 283, JRIRFFE, X b7 7 A E, 77 A F

¥ B (gray-level co-occurrence matrix, GLCM; gray—level size—zone

matrix, GLSZM; gray—level run—-length matrix, GLRLM; neighboring gray-—

tone difference matrix, NGTDM; gray-level dependence matrix, GLDM) 73

HWH I, & ROT 12 LT, 107 HOA4 Y SF VR ME L 744 [HO T = —

7Ly MFEENIE ST, T ORFEEIIMEERN DR STITRT,

107 EOF Y PFNAFEED 5B, BIRFFSEN 148, & X N7 T LFFSEN

18 {E., GLCM RF{#E DS 24 ., GLDM FF{# &Y 14 ff. GLRLM FF & 16 &,

GLSZM F¥{CREAS 16 fH, NGTDM S5EAY 5 A Clo otz T b DR DOHCER

TEFIL. https://pyradiomics. readthedocs. io/en/latest/features. html [36]

(2022 -5 A 15 HR%) TCHEGRAIEETH 5,

3. 1.6 HEEHAEMT

FREBEIAG H KV EC E 3B T HE T2 0S5 & L, MBI H XV #5358,

FELC, F7ITBIEHM T H £ T% DFS, MSTEFNAEIE, BT, FE3BISEKTHE

TZJHETHERIE (Local control; LC) & L7-, #EtfENTIZ R Y7 FhoxT

ver.4.0.3 (R Development Core Team) % W T{T-o7-, Python ver. 3.8.8 %

M —Fa 42 ICEE L TRLBRZIER L, BEET A hak— e 7—

va rar— FOWTINIZEIY i 72, BEMEEIZIIET Yoo v BER X
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VU7 4 v ¥ % — D EREREERE & o, BZERMENTIX Kaplan-Meier % H

THENE U7z, A AR O 22 O FIA EMEE log-rank M2 E 2 W TRt L 72,

NS
RSt

EREATIZIE, Cox Hufl ¥ — RlEUFET /L (BIC & W 7= 258 mE) % H
Wz, THRERFICEIT 2 p [EOAEAKAEIT0.05 Kl L, Z2E &M Tl p fE
X Bonferroni i iEZ& FIWTHIIE L7-, 95%CI XM E 21T -7, SR OW%E

TIT > T RERHENT O T 7 b 7 A > ORI 2 B 8 127~

X 8. #aRHENTOT T T A

FZ2 kak—Fk NYF—T3vak—F

6’%?@%%?5851@5‘?#) / \

7 ZEHEEFEETEEN, 15807
YF I 2BHEHNOSHD FETFE
HAFeLTRFE N

@Zm158MAF® J bpEAEL
10EDEF % ZEEENT, 22 0E]

%ﬁ{ﬁié Tz \
[
\\k J// @I m2oDRAFEEEEEIN ///

0S: overall survival
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3.2 FER

3.2.1 HEE

A P IC BB ORI CRT 25215 72 F 13X 180 A ThH -7, TDHH 28 A

1Z CT TIREDHAENRARAEETH 72, CT TIHENDNHR TEZ 152 ADH b,

Bl CT 238 STz 101 4 e L 72 BB RITIC S E 7z, Fria R 9

R T, BEOFERO PRI 67 5% (FPH : 41-84 %) . HMEIX 76 A

(75.2%) . tElX 25 N (24.8%) ToH-7-, KPSIX 100288 A (7.9%) . 90

2356 N (55.4%). 80 2337 A (36.6%) Td-o7-. ¥ LEEIZ99 A

(98.0%) THYEIZ2 A (2.0%) H-o7o, OFHILFEEIZ, FIZNDP (80mg/m?

91 HEIZES) - TS-1 (8omg/m* 2% 1 HES 14 H HIZ#E) #EET 96

AN (95.1%) ToHo7-, CEHEEE (CDDP : 70 mg/m* 2% 1 HHB. 5-FU 700

mg/m2/day & 4 HEFHHGE) 136 N (4.9%) Tho7e, 734 (72.3%) 12

50. 4Gy/28 [A]. 18 A (17.8%) 1Z 50Gy/25 A, 104 (9.9%) |2 60Gy/30 [H]D R

WaAT-> T e, BRARRINE 125 0 A (0%), TTH#258 A (7.9%), TIT A

23 A (22.8%) . TVHIZS 70 A (69.3%) T o7-, JFIEBALIL Ce 16 A

(15.8%). Ut 19 A (8.9%) . Mt 47 A (46.5%). Lt 16 A (15,8%). EGJ 3 A

(3%) Tohol-, GTV IO FIEIZ 35.83 cm® (& : 4. 24-330.59 cm’) T

bolz, CRTARIZ 27T N (26.7%) BNEEYIRRT 23, €D 55 11 A7 pCR
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Thote, TOM, %inkE L TEFRIE, BEBRIRE, WEERRIDIERIN 2%

F=oFEn i 30 A (29.7%) ., 11 A (10.9%) . 4 A (4.0%) TdH-ol=, »°*

MEE 7 4 vy —DIEWHERMETILZ., A Fak—rER)F— g0

B— FORIZEIT 2o T,
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#9. BEHE =R
BRI Training Validation P i
(n=101) cohort cohort
(n=71) (n=30)
Ffip e 41-84
(7%) Hh A 67
<67, 47 (46.5) 31 (43.7) 16 (53.3) .37
n (%)
>67, 54 (53.5) 40 (56.3) 14 (46.7)
n (%)
PRI H, n %) 76 (75.2) 56 (78.9) 20 (66.7) .19
%, n %) 25 (24.8) 15 (21. 1) 10 (33.3)
KPS 100 8 (7.9) 5 (7.0) 3 (10.0) .75
90 56 (55.4) 41 (57.7) 15 (50.0)
80 37 (36.6) 25 (35.2) 12 (40.0)
HELA @ B, 99 (98.0) 69 (97.2) 30 (100) .35
n (%)
ez, oo (%) 2 (2.0 2 (2.8) 0 (0)
TBIRAT CRP | #iPA 0. 02-20. 34
(mg/dL) o il 0.80
<1, n %) 53 (52.5) 34 (47.9) 19 (63.3) .18
>1, n (% 47 (46.5) 36 (50.7) 11 (36.7)
TR i 2. 05-31
SUVmax Hh o 14. 48
< 12.85, 22 (21.8) 14 (19.7) 8 (26.7) .24
n (%)
> 12. 85, 40 (39.6) 31 (43.7) 9 (30.0)
n (%)
TR¥EHT SCC | HabH 0.5-29.2
(ng/mL) Hh LA 1.9
<19 n % 49 (48.5) 33 (46.5) 16 (53.3) .44
> 1.9, n (%) 47 (46.5) 35 (49.3) 12 (40.0)
bRk NDP/TS1, 96 (95.1) 67 (94.4) 29 (96.7) .63
n (%)
CDDP/5FU, 5 (4.9) 4 (5.6) 1 (3.3)
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n (%)
VADST Sy 60Gy/30 [a], n (%) | 10 (9.9) 6 (8.5) 4 (13.3) 0.56
(Gy/I0) 50. 4Gy/28 [, 73 (72.3) 50 (70.4) 22 (73.3)
n (%)
50Gy/25 [ml, n (%) | 18 (17.8) 15 (21.1) |4 (13.3)
BRIR T 443 I, n % 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0.78
(urcc 2, n (% 1 (1.0 1 (1.4 0 (0)
7 i) 3, n (%) 32 (31.7) 23 (32.4) 9 (30.0)
4, n (%) 68 (67.3) 47 (66.2) 21 (70.0)
B A7 440 I, n (% 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0.18
(utce 1, n %) 8 (7.9) 7 (9.9 1 (3.3)
7 i) 111, n (%) 23 (22.8) 13 (18.3) 10 (33.3)
IV, n (%) 70 (69.3) 51 (71.8) 19 (63.3)
JRFEERAL Ce, n (%) 16 (15.8) 13 (18.3) 3 (10.0) 0. 84
Ut, n (%) 19 (8.9) 13 (18.3) 6 (20.0)
Mt, n (%) 47 (46.5) 33 (46.5) 14 (46.7)
Lt, n (%) 16 (15.8) 10 (14.1) 6 (20.0)
EGJ, n (%) 3 (3.0) 2 (2.8) 1 (3.3)
GTV {K7& P 4. 24-330. 59
(em®) SRS ) 35. 83
< 35.83, n (%) 50 (49.5) 34 (47.8) 16 (53.3) | 0.62
> 35.83, n (%) 51 (50.5) 37 (52.1) 14 (46.6)
IR FIf 27 (26.7) 17 (23.9) 10 (33.3) | 0.95
=375 30 (29.7) 20 (28.2) 10 (33.3) | 0.64
SRR IR 11 (10.9) 8 (11.3) 3 (10.0) 1
PSR BB 4 (4.0) 4 (5.6) 0 0. 32

KPS: Karnofsky performance status, CRP: C-reactive protein, SUVmax:

the maximum standardized uptake value, SCC: squamous cell carcinoma
antigen, RT: radiotherapy, NDP: nedaplatin, TSI:
tegafur/gimeracil/oteracil, CDDP: cisplatin, 5-FU: 5-fluorouracil, Ce:
cervical esophagus, Ut: upper thoracic esophagus, Mt: middle thoracic
esophagus, Lt: lower thoracic esophagus, EGJ: esophagogastric

junction, GTV: gross tumor volume
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3.2.2 1wy hAT LYV

TBIERTD CRP & SUVmax Z &< TR TCOEKBK T, T4 3 7 2 s

L. 7 A hak— MECBIT 5 HFIEIZHES T2 IR 73107, CRP &

SUVmax |Z2OW T, B2 EDOMIEIC L VGO Yy FAT7EHIZE Y 2 B2

LT,

3.2.3 HfER

AEAFIER OB P IAE1X 49. 7 » A (&GP : 5.5-142.7 » ) Th o7,

BEEITEIT D 0S FHRAEIX 25.6 4 A (95%CI: 16.4-37.3 7 A). DFS Hiefi

X 7.7 70 (95%CI; 5.6-8.7 4 H), LCHJfEI%£8.8 4 H(6.3-38.4 B H)T

HoT,

BE R R T T RTDT VA I I ADEMREIZHOWTT A hak— AT

BT 21T - 7= (3% 10), Kaplan-Meier BHRDLEETIX, 7 A b2k —k

WIZBWT 158 DT oA I 7 AR EN 0S OV #% PHIKT& LCRIE SN,

TS DRI R G RN D S2 IR, D5 B p ERMEN - T2 10 7T

T ARNar—  NTEEEMIT LT Z A, Root Mean Squared & Low—

High-High (LHH) Median |ZZiZiL#— Kb 2.64 (95%CI: 1.33-5. 26,

p=0.0058) . 0.30 (95%CI : 0.15-0.60, p=0.00061) & 0S OF% FHIKFT

HHZENHALENE o (FR11), T A hak— FEEIZEIT 5 Root Mean
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Squared & LHH Median @ 0S {22\ T ® Kaplan-Meier HifE 2 W\ 7-Fist 2 1L

9, X 101239,

TVF I ADRHEELIMNIT A kAR — PN TAEFARIZEZE LK TFIX

DFS IR A4 (Il 69 iRl 4.88 # H [95%CI: 3.52-7.82 7 A1 |

69 meLl b 8.71 4 H [95%CI: 7.33-17.35 7 A1, p=0.012, K 11) THo7-,

7 A baR— NOZERMFT THEEZO DN 2 DO T2 T—va

apR— NNTHEZEMTZ L7~ 2 A, Root Mean Squared 23 VWVEET 0S A

i 29.24 » H (95%CI: 8.48 » H-NA), fRWEET 41.95 » A (95%CI: 9. 72~

100.60 » H). p=0.45 & 2 M CTHEZEIZIR O/ h > 7=, LHH Median D E LY

BETIX 0S il 43.66 4 A (95%CT: 9.72-100.60 » H) . {KWVEET 16. 43 » A

(95%CI: 7.20-NA), p=0.26 * ZH 6 H 2B THEEITIRA OGN o7, 2

DODKFEFIE 5 & Root Mean Squared high + LHH Median low E£iZ 0S

HOLfiE 73.30 # A (95%CT @ 32. 13 1 H-NA), 54F 0S 64.20% (95%CT: 30.22-

84.8%) L&t T EBU4F. Root Mean Squared low + LHH Median low &£l 0S

LA 9. 72 » A (95%CT : 2.50 77 H-NA). 54 0S 0% (NA-NA) L ixd THRAER

T. p=0.00036 Tdh -7, F7-. Root Mean Squared * LHH Median ZfHA& 1>

W 7-BEDOH T Root Mean Squared High « LHH Median Low & ZF DO ORE

(Root Mean Squared Low ¢ LHH Median High #£. Root Mean Squared High -
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LHH Median High #£. Root Mean Squared Low * LHH Median Low Bf) 7% Fbilikd-

% & . Root Mean Squared high + LHH Median low £l 0S HrofiE 73. 30 + H

(95%CT : 32.13 7 H-NA), 54 0S 64.20% (95%CT: 30.22-84.8%) . ZDOfthd

HEIE 0S HHLE 10. 64 # A (95%CT : 8.48-43.66 » H). 54F 0S 18.4% (3.7~

42.1%). p=0.011 & Root Mean Squared High ¢ LHH Median Low £ T# Ofthd

BELYBHREGFRTH-T-, (F12, X 12, 134, B),
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— N s e N
#10. 7 A hak— MBI D HEERNT CEFHIRIOEA © A)
iE Bl 5% 0S p fif DFS p fif LC p fE
(%) P fE (log- P ffE (log- g fiE (log-
(95% CI) rank) (95% CI) rank) (95% CI) rank)
34 22. 4 0.77 4.86 0.012 | 6.34 0.31
<69 T
ki (48.9) | (9.92-Np) (3.52-7.82) (3. 58-NA)
(%) 37 24.3 8.71 10. 58
>69
(52.1) | (13.70-42.64) (7.33-17. 35) (7. 33-NA)
56 23.79 0.76 7.59 0.97 8.71 0.63
5
(78.9) | (14.19-37.29) (4.83-9.07) (5. 91-NA)
el
15 22.57 7.43 18.30
LS
(21.1) | (5.85-NA) (3. 58-8.90) (3. 58-NA)
R bR 69 23.79 0.72 7.82 0. 26 8.80 0.82
P (97.2) | (14.19-37.29) (4. 86-8. 80) (6. 01-NA)
HA T
2 18. 46 5. 45 7.33
s
(2.8) (NA-NA) (3. 58-NA) (NA-NA)
34 25. 56 0.72 8.51 0.090 | 13.77 0. 36
TRIEEHI <1
(48.9) | (18.46-42.64) (5. 85-13. 60) (8. 02-NA)
CRP
36 20. 96 4.86 6.34
(mg/dL)  >1
(50.7) | (8.64-NA) (3.58-7.82) (3. 78-NA)
14 37.29 0.42 8.38 0.98 18.30 0.35
< 12.85
TR (19.7) | (9.23-NA) (3.58-8.90) (6. 34-NA)
SUVmax 31 23.79 7.33 7.59
> 12.85
(43.7) | (12.02-47.61) (4. 63-NA) (4. 63-NA)
33 25. 56 0. 36 7.82 0.20 10. 58 0.59
TRIERI <2.0%
(46.5) | (11.30-NA) (4. 63-17. 35) (5. 85-NA)
scc
35 22. 41 7.33 8.02
(ng/mL) > 2.0
(49.3) | (9.23-37.29) (3. 58-8.90) (3. 78-NA)
24 22.57 0.39 8.02 0.49 10. 58 0.70
2-3
A2 (33.8) | (8.64-37.29) (4.17-9.07) (4. 83-NA)
T #) 47 26. 18 7.43 8.08
4
(66.2) | (13.70-NA) (4. 63-8.90) (5. 59-NA)
20 23.79 0.93 8.80 0.71 69. 19 0.29
G TI-111
(28.2) | (6.01-NA) (3.58-13.77) (4. 83-NA)
v 51 22. 41 7.43 8.02
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(71.8) | (13.70-37.29) (4.63-8.51) (5. 85-NA)
26 24. 31 0.67 7.82 0.53 8.08 0.67
Ce-Ut
(36.6) | (8.64-NA) (4. 83-8.80) (4. 83-NA)
JU B
45 22.57 7.42 13.77
Mt-EGJ
(63.4) | (11.30-37.29) (4.17-9.07) (6. 34-NA)
35 21.91 0. 32 8.38 0.21 18. 30 0.24
< 36.738
GTV {5 F% (49.3) | (10.51-NA) (6. 01-10. 68) (8. 08-NA)
(em?) 36 26. 18 5.85 7.33
> 36.73
(50.7) | (11.30-37.29) (3.58-8.51) (3. 78-NA)
36 18. 46 0. 0021 7.59 0.63 8.34 0.72
<- 38.79 (50.7) | (8.41- (5.59-0. 07) (5. 91-NA)
22.57)
RMS
35 47. 60 7.43 18. 30
> 38.79 (49.3) | (26.18- (3.58-8.90) (4. 63-NA)
NA)
35 47.61 0.00014 | 7.82 0.31 69. 19 0.079
< -0.087 (49.3) | (24.31- (4. 83-10. 68) (5. 85-NA)
LHH NA)
Median 36 14. 19 7.59 8.02
> —0. 087 (50.7) | (6.01- (3.78-8.34) (4. 63-
22.41) 10. 59)
35 12.02 0. 00032 | 7.59 0.83 8.08 0. 65
< 169. 51
HLH (49.3) | (3.41-22.57) (4.13-9.07) (4. 63-NA)
SDHGLE 36 NA 7.43 18. 30
> 169. 51
(50.7) | (21.95-NA) (4. 86-8. 90) (5. 85-NA)
35 NA 0. 00065 | 17.33 0.73 13.77 0. 89
< 0.039
HLH (49.3) | (18.46-NA) (3.58-8.80) (4. 83-NA)
LDLGLE 36 17.58 8.02 8.38
> 0.039
(50.7) | (8.97-22.57) (4. 63-10. 58) (5. 59-NA)
35 14. 19 0.00081 | 17.33 0. 69 7.59 0.23
< 0.47 (49.3) | (8.64-22.41) (4.63-8.71) (5. 59-
7P 13.77)
36 NA 8.08 69. 19
> 0. 47
(50.7) | (24.31-NA) (4. 40-10. 68) (6. 01-NA)
35 14. 32 0. 0015 7.59 0.83 8.02 0. 47
RLNUN < 0.900 -
(49.3) | (8.64-22.57) (4. 63-8.90) (5. 59-NA)
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36 NA 7.82 18.30
> 0. 900
(50.7) | (24.31-NA) (4. 40-10. 68) (5. 91-NA)
35 14. 32 0. 0015 7.59 0.83 8.02 0. 47
< 0.9
(49.3) | (8.64-22.57) (4. 63-8.90) (5. 59-NA)
RP
36 NA 7.82 18.30
> 0.95
(50.7) | (24.31-NA) (4. 40-10. 68) (5. 91-NA)
35 14. 32 0. 0015 7.59 0.83 8.02 0. 47
< 0.96
(49.3) | (8.64-22.57) (4.63-8.90) (5. 59-NA)
SRE
36 14. 32 7.82 18.30
> 0.96
(50.7) | (8.64-22.57) (4. 40-10. 68) (5. 91-NA)
35 14. 32 0.0015 7.59 0.83 8.02 0.47
< 0.42
(49.3) | (8.64-22.57) (4. 63-8.90) (5. 59-NA)
SDE
36 14. 32 7.82 18. 30
> 0.42
(50.7) | (8.64-22.57) (4. 40-10. 68) (5. 91-NA)
35 NA 0.0017 7.82 0.25 69. 19 0.13
< 0.092
HLH (49.3) | (18.46-NA) (5. 85-10. 68) (6. 34-NA)
GLNUN 36 14. 19 7.59 8.02
> 0.092
(50.7) | (9.23-23.79) (3.58-8.70) (4. 63-NA)

T,1,8 7 A hads— MIBTHHRE

CI: Confidence interval , CRP: C-reactive protein, SUVmax: the maximum
standardized uptake value, SCC: squamous cell carcinoma antigen, Ce:
cervical esophagus, Ut: upper thoracic esophagus, Mt: middle thoracic
esophagus, EGJ: esophagogastric junction, RMS: Root Mean Squared,
SDHGLE: Small Dependence High Gray Level Emphasis, LDLGLE: Large
Dependence Low Gray Level Emphasis, ZP: Zone Percentage, RLNUN: Run
Length Non Uniformity Normalized, RP: Run Percentage, SRE: Short Run
Emphasis, SDE: Small Dependence Emphasis, GLNUN: Gray Level Non

Uniformity Normalized
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#Z1l. TARak— oD 0SITBITALEEMHT

HR 95% CI p &
LHH Median 0. 36 0. 18-0. 76 0. 0069
HLH Small Dependence High Gray 1. 64 0.43-6. 22 0. 46
Level Emphasis
HLH Large Dependence Low Gray 0.69 0. 15-3. 25 0.64
Level Emphasis
Zone Percentage 2.74 0. 33-28. 50 0. 31
Run Length Non Uniformity 1.74 0.80-3. 77 0.16
Normalized
Run Percentage NA NA NA
Short Run Emphasis NA NA NA
Small Dependence Emphasis NA NA NA
HLH Gray Level Non Uniformity 1. 52 0.56-4. 07 0.41
Normalized
Root Mean Squared 1.81 0.82-4.00 0. 14
BAEET IV
Root Mean Squared 2. 64 1. 33-5. 26 0. 0058
LHH Median 0. 30 0. 15-0. 60 0. 00061

HR: hazard ratio, Cl: confidence interval
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1
73

9. T A Radk— FD0SIZEIF 5 Root Mean Squared @ high « low @ LK

1.0t Root Mean Squared
—H
0.8} ==
>
5 o8 p=0.0021
£
& 0.4 1
0.27 LL"""' -t fromeet
0.0

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 (mo)

0S
Number at risk

H 36 17 10 6 2 0 0 O
L 3 145 6 5 5 4 2 1

0S: overall survival

10. T A hadks—hDO0SIZEIF A LHH Median @ high « low FED LL#g

1.0+ LHH Median
—H
0.8- ==k
Z 0.6
L
© +H
S
i 0.4
p=0.00014
0.2 -
0.0

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 (mo)
0OSs
Number at risk

H 36 18 4 2 0 0 0 O
L 3 19 12 9 7 4 2 1

0S: overall survival
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X 11. T A Fad— kD DFS IZFHIT B E A « (AL D g

10 -
— 69 WU
“TTT B9 mRTE

08
~. 06 -
= p=0.012
©
O
S 04
D_ “ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

024 &

s o aeCC DL LR R R L PR R PR e oo +
00 -
[ [ [ [ [ [
0 20 40 60 80 100 120
(mo)
Number at risk DFS
69 UL a7 8 6 4 3 1
. 34 4 2 2 2 1 1
69 A

DFS: disease free survival
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#F12. N F— g arR— MIBIT 5 Root Mean Squared . LHH Median .
Root Mean Squared + LHH Median OfLAE I OWTOHEE &M (A1F
WM OBAL - H)

median 0S p-value
(95% CI) (log—rank)
Hich 29. 24 0. 45
i
& (8. 48-NA)
Root Mean Squared
41. 95
Low
(9. 72-100. 60)
Hich 43. 66 0. 26
i
& (9. 72-100. 60)
LHH Median
16. 43
Low
(7. 20-NA)
High » High 9.72 0..00036
igh < Hi
srome (5. 06-NA)
73. 30
High * Low
Root Mean Squared * (32. 13-NA)
LHH Median NA
Low + High
(10. 64-NA)
9.72
Low * Low
(2. 50-NA)
. 73. 30
High  Low 0.011
Root Mean Squared * (32. 13-NA)
LHH Median 10. 64
Z LS
(8. 48-43. 66)

0S: overall survival
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12. NS5 —3 g amk— MIBIF5 Root Mean Squared . LHH Median (2
DN T D AELERH

10 J Root Mean Squared o Median
i — H
b g
08 08 -
p=26
> >
£ 061 = 06 1
o] a)
[4] @©
e el
o o
& 0.4 a 044
02 [ 02
0.0 ! 00 -
T T T T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Number at risk O S MNumber af risk O S
H 13 5 3 1 1 0 H 19 13 9 5 3 2
L 17 1 8 5 3 2 L N 3 2 1 1 0

0S: overall survival

13.A NUF—3 g ark— MIBITA Root Mean Squared + LHH Median
DB DO T OAELF R

Root Mean Squared « LHH Median

0.8' i...i :'“i
>
= 0.6
Q0
(4]
Qo
2 0.4
o
684 = | ]
0.0 T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 (mo)
oS
Number at risk
HH 7 2 1 0 0 0
HL 12 11 8 5 3 2
LH 6 3 2 1 1 0
LL 5 0 0 0 0 0

0S: overall survival
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13.B NUF— g amk— MIBITS Root Mean Squared -+ LHH Median
DOFAIE DRI HOWNTOAELFHBE (2 7

10 - Root Mean Squared - LHH Median
— HL
R (1904
08 —
= 06 7
=
S -
o :
® 04 5
1-.-+__:
02 7 L....+ ____________________ —+
p=0.011
0.0 1
T T I T T
0 20 40 60 80 100
0S
Number at risk
HL 12 1 8 5 3 2
Fhhist 18 5 3 1 1 0

0S: overall survival
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WAE ER

4.1 B2EDOE LD

% 2 TEOWIE CHAZ EMNTIZ L 0 IBERTO MG CRP {E & 4E#H 1% 0S « DFS O,

SUVmax (£ 0S D FHKFTHDHZ &N hoT-, FEEICOWNTIZHFIMEL 65 %

ThoTtend, BMimind & TSN D-EE Oz 51 CRHld 272 75 1%

Wy AT LLE Lz,

CRP DFEAEIIIEISIC XD RIEIC L 0 HE 3 2 BERSCE MO oW S d

SHEREY A B A 2T D 116, 1L-1, TNF-a 72 CORE #Z T 537,

381, FRICA & —uA X2 61%, RERMREEZSIE L, RIE, YOG, 1K

we?

ARENCBIG 2 ZHRE T A PO A L D—DTH 5 [39], IL-6 [FEE LY

B U TR M bREA S v, OS2 TEMEEd %5, CRP I IL-6 (IZJE L

THFI CREA S, RIEDE Z 5 L P REN ER$ 5 [21], L7edi-> Tl

D IL-6 N FH9 5 L CRP OREANEINT 5 EOFHBEN I STV 5, 1L-6

IR b B A 52 5 2 LN RIS TS, IL-6 DY 7T IV RER

BIX. BN ORMINE O IL-6 ZR/EZN LT, moOET2 g4 5 =

EDRHER I N TUWA[40], BERY EREIZRBIT D IL-6 > 7TV GERIT

MEFEB IO R EZHIETHZ Sk, BoREICES LTV

FREMEN D Z E NN > TS [41], BDABREFEOIMTE CRP E L T#
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DORARIZ., BZOLLEHTZR b2 0THY . EEH0I3MH S
TRV RIEMEY A U A BB AVBEOMIE CRP EIZEL- LT\ 5 ]
FE AR v oy SIS

SUVmax (22T, Al TE . Rl L v ©2 < o "F-FDG Z B Y
AL Z LR TE DI, SUVmax [T DOFAETA TOMRBIEMEZ /R L, FWOTESE)
PELBIE LT D Lol NS Y [10], T PRIKT- & LC SUVmax 234G H T
HHZEDOHEBIZRVGD,

BB O ML CRP {E « SUVmax & MR OB 278 LIZWFRIZN < 20 d %
AT E A O TRIBYIRRIN AT TWD [11, 12, 23, 24], SUVmax (Z
DOWTOMFFE[12] Tik, FAFE721Z BSC (Best supportive care) JEfl TR
6.7 L7cEE, BELYSWVEECIXAFYIR P IAE (median survival
time; MST) 288.7 # H . {KWEETIZMST 28 20.4 # H (p=0.016) Th -7,
CRP (2 DWW T DAFFE[24] TlE, CRT+ Fily 24T o TEB] TRIE % 90% Lhilis T 5
mg/dL & L7z & & CRP BNEWEETMST 28 11 I A, IRMWEETIEIRZETH -7

(p<0. 001) , ASHIFFEIT REHE D B BIEHR T I 1T 2 18%EAT “F-FDG PET O
SUVmax & MMy CRP fED T4 THIK & L COAMMEZ R LI 72 it 9E o —

DThH D,
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SUVmax D7 v ~A ZEREIZ DWW TIE, FRAEZ AVTW 2 HF7E 10121

VN RAFZETTH HRE A VN 2, ARBFZED MST  (Suvmax 3EWEET 14 4 A

IKWEETNA) &2 FIN£RT 24T - 72 e THRGE (SUVmax 23 OET 16 7 H L AR

FETNALLL]) T 5 e, RERFEHEITIRWVWO Ty hFT7 L1 e LT#

URETHoTEBZBID,

CRP D J1 v A ZEIZHOWTIE, Hhik TIE T 7 v 7 AQEEiEIC KX 5 i

15 CRPEMIEZIT > TWD A, ZAETHEEINTVDZE S OMOBIZE Tk

FELEIEZ AW TER Y 0.5 mg/dL ZBME S L7ZEHICHOWTHEE LW ELiE

223, 2471, AHFZED CRP F 9l 1X 0. 18 mg/ml Tdh - 7=, Z OEIZEGIR

MR ERITANEEZ BN, 2 CTROCHIHEZ VT 1.0 mg/dl ZRfEE L

7o ZOFENEATZETH OGNy AT L-UL L RISRED S D7D

DI B2 TIZAR WA, CRT 22 & L7z Wang & O [24] & 2D L WEED

MST (2 K& 22Tl 72, LR o T, By bAT7L~b s L CHRATIIE & b

L TREANTZLDOTIHRNWEB X D,

4.2 FEIEDE LD

55 3 O TITRIEREBE OIGHETHE CT (B W THIEHRD CTV 26 T DA 3

I AR EEZE L, AFHMEHEOH 2HB AP LN Lo, EORIR,

Root Mean Squared high + LHH Median low #£iX OS Hroufil 73.30 » H, 34 0S
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73.3% (95%CI : 37.9-90.6%) EL&HKH THREGFTHY, MMORHIAEREIZTHA

BEThoT,
Root Mean Squared |ZIRDIN TR I 5, 7 BI/ED F P-4V 55 Th % [36],

Root Mean SquaredZ\/NipZ?Z’l(X(i) + C)2
ZIZT, clIEHETH D,
SF VD ROI NO BT BNED/NSWEER/NSL 72D, T A Fak— FHNTIE

Root Mean Squared 2MEWEETTFENE NS, DFE VD . CTEI/N S WEE,
ZAXPELGEN OEEFCARRE 72 L [42] BN TRRICHEI L TW D ATEEMED B 5 23, A0S

TIIHFFIZH LN T A Z LT TE o T,
Median (% ROI NOE 7 B /MEDOFRIETH S [36], LirL, SEFFELTELD

X7 4 IV EZ IR Z DT T 1% OB O TR e B E 2 L+ 2 L 1IN T

D,

-

W OMNDIFZET, EBICK L TREEZ T T-RBEDOTETRITET VR T

A A HWTEREN TV, Wang[30] 51, &IEFEIIK LT CRT 2%
F 72 154 £ DBFIZOWTHRFERTO CT Z VT 3E0S 2 FRIL S 27 VA

U ABEMR R A1 S (TR L, 50 EOMEE (NARIZAD) ZMnTEFL

\z

En

Bz W= 02E 9 I ARHTH D, Luo[31] 6%, BIE

SR

;Id_}ﬁzﬁk Lf:o =5
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%t LT CRT 2321772 221 ADBEIZHOWCRATEE EALEYIM (local
progress—free survival ; LPFS) ZTHIL 9 27 A I 7 AREE L IGRATO
R CT Z W TR A EITHRF L7z, LPFS O FRIKF & 72 01525 17 fH 0K
w (FV TR EREE Y = —T7 by MM I3 ) ZRFE L. NOFHTRE
R LEEDETTHRTIET VEAER LT, Gong & [32]11FRIER T3 L TIRIA
RT Z521F 72 201 NDBFEIZOWTRATERIAEFZR (local recurrence-free
survival : LRFS) Z THIL 5 2T /VEIREATIOEE CT ZHW-T7 VA4 7
AR A FVTIEY | 196 N EF TR & ICHEE L7z, LRFS O FRIK 7 &
UGS AEOFY IR EEZFFE L, b & T, RO TR
EORE, B TFEH A7 ZHOTHEE LT /LT LRFS O FHINATRETH
572, Luo & [31]X° Gong & [32] 15 CT A fH L TV 5 72D ARWFSE & 13 7
D R DR o T FIREMEDS BV AIFFE T HET L OME A HIE L72h, B3
DREDT=OWrE LT,

Aa = CT #2850 Aquilion LB D27 44 X1 0.5X0.5 mm’ TdH
Bo CT AT A AT 2 mm THAHA, WEOHE[30-32]12H] Y axial Wi TO

TEERB R Z BT D7D R 7 B ALDOERIZIZ 1 X1 X1 mm® T upsampling L7=,

%2, 3T CHRFIIIEGRICEEL B2 )hoT-, ZOHEHBIX, CT

THER CTE DGO AR & LT T2 D B OBFHE DT TH TROBNEE N

63



Z < EENTWIZATREMER, 5 B TIIY o T A XDVNE o e T DITR

K THIVIFEIE LTS LIV WRHIER] O F > CRP <2 SUVmax 75 5 W VER] 23

ARG ENRDPSTZAREMEN B Z B D, o, B2ETIXIHNT A

(10.1%) ., ITH#AN 4 N (5.8%). BBEIZETIT I AN 0 A, ITHIZ 8 A (7.8%)

& REPEGIN D ThoTelob b B 6N D,

4.3 Tt BIFREDOIREED Z R

3B TR, 22. 8%MEEIRIEH] 11T, 69. 3% N EGEIRRH TV & HE1THA D JE ]

WL T2, THRBIGEETIZ 5 4E 0S 28 64. 2% T o 7=, H AR EESFZE

JL—=" (Japan Clinical Oncology Group; JCOG) 9906 ZX 5 & . E&KIFHA

ITBIRII OEEICT 5 CRT @ 345 0S 13 44. 7% [43] ThH A, Shisx it

FIEE 1T FHERBR . ERIRIAEN TV ORIEE ISR 5 2 42 0S 1% 31. 5% [43]

—WERRES 11T FIRRBRCId. BRPRH IV ORIER KT T 2 342 05 11 23. 0% &

721451, T 6 OMFETIE, BUFERIEI 60Gy/30Fr, {bEikIE CF &

% 2~4 %A 7 W T-> Tz,

AP OFE R, K9 EZ EdD7- NDP/TS-1 & bt #i i & 50. 4Gy/28 [A £

721X 50Gy/25 [AIAY, 72 < & % Root Mean Squared high « LHH Median low #f

WXL CHSRmmE 2> 2 L AR L TWA, IBEITIZNDP/TS-1 & Mg

EOPFNFIETH Y . BELFFRHMETHD L MES TN DH46], F7-,
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AFRTAT OAVIZ 3 =AHRER [47] TITEAT IR P LA IZ B W T R & FRLI
CDDP Z 3% KV & NDP Z OFH L 7= I 8 AEAE I 2N IE R L 72 L #REE ShTwn
%o, NDP/TS-1 OFIFIE, BFHMEN CFRIEIZ LR 22 & & CFEED LD
(24 B 24 BEE O RFBE AR DS LB N T O SKE TIRIE R EE/R Z L 7 U Th
Do
BIEREOEBREIC OV THICA CIImEmN DN D L ZAHTH D, KIE
TITbh =% 7 N — 7L [FERER INT0123 385k (Radiation Therapy Oncology
Group 94-05) THEUEMRE (50.4Gy) & @fim (64.8Gy) DIENTHIL, &
RRERE CAETFROBMMEN R SN2 o 7272 48] BRKTIL 50. 4Gy 234 )5
ENDHZENRZ, —T7, TVT MBI 606y LLEDOFHTRFHRNENE WS H
HERH D 19], AFTIL, LLTFO X 9 BN O IATRIREOHEGR ST\ D
[50]60Gy DIRSTZ1T > TWH MR Z VY, £4°, INT0123 3Bk TI% T4 1% 17 4
(8%) DHDOEERTHDZ b, TAREHFNTK L TH 50. 46y 23 F i &7 D
NI ZORBOLZNLIXFT VNN DTH D, RIZ, LV EHRETHEET
52 LMW TIHERE & ORI TIX UIEREE 725 Ce AT DWW T 6,
50. 4G AEFMNITENTIXR WO Th 5, BUESFHIIBUT 50. 46y & 606y
DMk 7 v # MR AT Th 5, AR TITH 90%DRERIZ

50. 4Gy/28 [l & 7= 1% 50Gy/25 [BIDO R 21T -7, L7223-> T, D72< &4 Root
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Mean Squared high « LHH Median low #£CldZ O#METHIEIFEEE Z X D
Do
4.4 THARRBEOIRRIEDELE
AWFETTHRABREE L SR EITE M - ZRMEDfHER ST
551, 52]RT & REZX®)L « VAT TF o« Tty T

(Docetaxel [DTX] « Cisplatin « 5— Fluorouracil; DCF) ®REIFiOFA (DCF-R)
HHEELTH LXWind Livevy, E72. CheckMate-577 3B [63]1%, ERIRIF I
1T, TIT 310> B R V- LB F 72 13 TINAT CRT (I & 0 IR B PRI B R )
PN TR LT, AEUIERIN T RO VBRSSO N BEEZRR L L2 111
R Ch D, MEBFIC=AR N~ T e iE VEMBELG Lo E A, MR
7u s 7 MY A K1 (Programmed death-ligand 1; PD-L1) FEEEIA
R B EEFHIE B O R AEFHIR A =R L~ 7R 22.4 WA (95% CIL:
16.6-34.0 7 H) W L7 T7vREE11.0 A (95%CT: 8.3-14.3 W A), N
— FEE0.69 (96.4%CT: 0.42-0.88, p<0.001) & =RAL~TBHT2HETH-
Too =N~ TREOERAEREGIDET (17%) . TH (17%) . B (10%) .
Bz (10%) THEANZBE Lo HERAEFEFRII=FRL~THET, 778N
BT Thole, TNEXT T, HEARBETFRINA 7 A 13 AT b

BIRIER L OFAIN ZATVIREI A SE 2R DG S N > 1256 Otk =4
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v TPHELR RS HEIET 2 (mEF U ADME A) ) (4] LTW5, AIFEDOTF
%A BEECIEFRRIC CRT (IR B ESER B INE D e o 7o h . Filf, &
DIZ=RNV~T D ZEBETHXETHA D,
4.5 ARMFFEORF

ARIFFEUNNIN L DD IRA RS 5, H—IZ, SlVmax & 7 VA I 7 AR
ZIEMEICEET 272010 CT THABTEDEEOAZXNRE LTI ETHD,
L7223 o TARBFECTH B 2N L7z T4 TRIK 2% CT CHEE T & 22 BN I
HATEDMEARHATH D, F72. SUVmax [TFFEE - i U R FHDORhT—F
SOV 3@y & Lz, L, JRIEE LHR U o ~EiA [ U K 5 2 Fra ¢
OMPIARATH D, WHE 2 IZOWTITHBIMENE L 25T D5 L TE LR
DI Z 729 2 TOEMEZR CORENLEND, ORI E LT, HFRHTBW
TRREHERBR 21T T D 2 & &, 2014 A LIRTIXEIC 60Gy 2410 LTz
To DAL RRE N E S 5 2 & R L RENESREEH D = L #

THREMTETH D Z L. EBIENRROND Z L TH D,
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4.6 fEim

BIEFEIZKTT D RTIZBW T, TR °F-FDG-PET @ SUVmax & i} CRP fi.,

TEIERTO CT HEIZEB T AFRED GTV W HELND T U4 I 7 A METH

% Root Mean Squared & LHH Median X P& PHIKNFE 720155,
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EJOYINIY BN SN ST VS = it S R4 SN N7 B2 VSR S R Q€ N LS S ALY A

RO T EMEBIRIE LA L BT, AFFEICEZ KRR 585 % W

D E Lo, ABHEE R R PG RAE A TERE O P AR 2R Bh 8 AR AR 2 ER IR

TR BE B Rk B TR MRS SR e oD T N R — R . OO R S I

AT R 0 B IS NGRAD, R R SEBhE rhsesronBh#. EsmBhE. B
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12 | Run Percentage

13 | Run Variance

14 | Short Run Emphasis

15 | Short Run High Gray Level Emphasis

16 | Short Run Low Gray Level Emphasis
GLSZM i &

1| Gray Level Non Uniformity

2 | Gray Level Non Uniformity Normalized

3 | Gray Level Variance

4 | High Gray Level Zone Emphasis

5| Large Area Emphasis

6 | Large Area High Gray Level Emphasis

7 | Large Area Low Gray Level Emphasis
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8 | Low Gray Level Zone Emphasis

9 | Size Zone Non Uniformity

10 | Size Zone Non Uniformity Normalized

11 | Small Area Emphasis

12 | Small Area High Gray Level Emphasis

13 | Small Area Low Gray Level Emphasis

14 | Zone Entropy

15 | Zone Percentage

16 | Zone Variance

NGTDM 4515 &

Busyness

Coarseness

1
2
3 | Complexity
4 | Contrast (mod)

5 | Strength

GLCM: gray-level co-occurrence matrix, GLSZM: gray—-level size-zone
matrix, GLRLM: gray-level run—-length matrix, NGTDM: neighboring gray-
tone difference matrix, GLDM: gray—-level dependence matrix.
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#82. T ARadk—FAD OS DHEE ST CHEZOM-THE (158THH)

R p fE
LHH Median 0.00014
HLH Small Dependence High Gray Level Emphasis 0. 00032
HLH Large Dependence Low Gray Level Emphasis 0. 000649
Zone Percentage 0. 000806
Run Length Non Uniformity Normalized 0.00149
Run Percentage 0.00149
Short Run Emphasis 0.00149
Small Dependence Emphasis 0.00149
HLH Gray Level Non Uniformity Normalized 0.00168
Root Mean Squared 0. 00206
Large Area Emphasis 0.00211
Large Area Low Gray Level Emphasis 0.00211
Zone Variance 0. 00211
LLH Run Variance 0. 00216
Large Dependence Emphasis 0.00234
Long Run Emphasis 0.00234
Run Variance 0. 00234
LHL Small Dependence Low Gray Level Emphasis 0.00243
Id 0. 00262
Tdm 0. 00262
Inverse Variance 0. 00262
Size Zone Non Uniformity Normalized 0. 00267
Small Area Emphasis 0. 00267
HLL Dependence Variance 0. 00281
HLH Gray Level Variance 0. 00282
HLL Maximum Probability 0.00371
HLH TIdn 0. 00407
Large Dependence Low Gray Level Emphasis 0.00442
90 Percentile 0. 00445
Small Dependence High Gray Level Emphasis 0. 00446
LHL Mean 0. 00446
Dependence Non Uniformity Normalized 0. 00498
Difference Average 0. 00563
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Small Area High Gray Level Emphasis 0.00613
HLH Dependence Non Uniformity Normalized 0. 00644
HLH Joint Entropy 0. 00651
HLH Difference Entropy 0. 00679
HLH Sum Entropy 0. 00679
HHH Gray Level Non Uniformity Normalized 0.00715
HHH Id 0.00715
HHH Idm 0.00715
HHH Idn 0.00715
HHH Inverse Variance 0.00715
HHH Joint Energy 0.00715
HHH Uniformity 0.00715
HLH Id 0. 00762
HLH Tdm 0. 00762
HLH Cluster Tendency 0. 00781
HLH Gray Level Non Uniformity Normalized 0. 00796
HHH Dependence Non Uniformity Normalized 0. 00863
HHH Run Length Non Uniformity Normalized 0. 00863
HHH Run Percentage 0. 00863
HHH Short Run Emphasis 0. 00863
HHH Small Dependence Emphasis 0. 00863
LLH Contrast 0. 00888
HLL Large Dependence Low Gray Level Emphasis 0. 009
LLH Long Run Emphasis 0. 00921
HLH Gray Level Variance 0. 00943
HLH Tdmn 0. 00949
HLL Joint Energy 0. 00996
HLH Large Area Low Gray Level Emphasis 0.0102
HLL Contrast 0.0103
HLH Uniformity 0.0103
LLL Maximum Probability 0.0104
Idmn 0.0121
HHH Gray Level Non Uniformity 0.0122
LLH Dependence Variance 0.0124
HLH Inverse Variance 0.0126
HLH Difference Variance 0.013
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HLH Zone Variance 0.0134
LLL Root Mean Squared 0.0138
HHH Run Entropy 0.0139
Large Area High Gray Level Emphasis 0.014
Joint Energy 0.0142
Dependence Variance 0.015
HLH Skewness 0.01b5
HHH Difference Average 0.0153
HLH Entropy 0.0155
HLH Run Entropy 0. 0157
LLH Sum Entropy 0.016

HHH Difference Entropy

. 0162

HHH Entropy

. 0162

HHH Joint Entropy

. 0162

HHH Sum Entropy

. 0162

LLL Dependence Variance

. 0165

Complexity

. 0166

Joint Entropy

. 0167

Difference Variance

. 0169

HLH ZonePercentage

. 0169

Idn

.0173

HHH Maximum Probability

.0173

HLH Large Area High Gray Level Emphasis

.0174

HLH Difference Average

. 0175

HLL Long Run Low Gray Level Emphasis

. 0181

HLH Complexity

. 0182

HLL Small Area High Gray Level Emphasis

. 0186

HLH Long Run Emphasis

. 0189

HLH Run Variance

. 0189

HLH Contrast

. 0191

Short Run High Gray Level Emphasis

. 0192

HLH Large Area Emphasis

. 0196

Contrast

. 0199

Difference Entropy

. 0199

HLH Kurtosis

. 0199

HLH Run Percentage

e Neol ol ol el =l el ol el ol N ol Feol E=l =l ol Holl He il Hell ol Bol E=N K=l el el )

. 0203




HLH Contrast 0.0213
HLH Joint Energy 0.0213
HLH Sum Squares 0. 0223
HLH Busyness 0. 0242
HHH Large Dependence Emphasis 0. 0253
HHH Long Run Emphasis 0. 0253
HHH Run Variance 0. 0253
HLH Large Dependence High Gray Level Emphasis 0.0274
HLH Large Dependence Emphasis 0.0284
LHH Gray Level Non Uniformity Normalized 0. 0289
LLL Small Dependence Low Gray Level Emphasis 0. 0299
HHH Dependence Variance 0.0301
LHH Large Area Low Gray Level Emphasis 0.0323
LLH Small Dependence High Gray Level Emphasis 0.0325
LLL 90 Percentile 0.0333
HHH Contrast 0. 0344
HLL Long Run Emphasis 0.0345
HLH Gray Level Non Uniformity 0.0363
LLL Mean 0. 0368
LHL Gray Level NonUniformity 0.0377
HLL Large Area High Gray Level Emphasis 0.0379
HLH Small Dependence Low Gray Level Emphasis 0.0379
HHH Gray Level Non Uniformity Normalized 0.0379
HHH Tdmn 0.0379
Elongation 0. 0389
LLL Joint Energy 0. 0392
LHH Uniformity 0. 0401
HLH Dependence Entropy 0. 0403
Large Dependence High Gray Level Emphasis 0. 0409
HLL Large Dependence Emphasis 0.0415
HLL Run Variance 0. 0415
HLH Run Length Non Uniformity Normalized 0.0417
HLH Short Run Emphasis 0.0417
LHL Gray Level Non Uniformity 0. 043
LHL Gray Level Variance 0. 0431
LHL Large Area Low Gray Level Emphasis 0. 0438

82




HLH Cluster Prominence 0. 0442
HHH Cluster Tendency 0. 0448
HHH Contrast 0. 0448
HHH Sum Squares 0. 0448
LHH Dependence Non Uniformity Normalized 0. 0457
LHH Run Length Non Uniformity Normalized 0. 0457
LHH Run Percentage 0. 0457
LHH Short Run Emphasis 0. 0457
HHH Small Dependence Low Gray Level Emphasis 0. 0459
HLH Gray Level Non Uniformity 0. 0465
LLH Small Dependence Emphasis 0.0476
HLL Dependence Non Uniformity Normalized 0.0479
LLH Gray Level Non Uniformity Normalized 0. 048
Uniformity 0. 048
LLH Large Dependence Low Gray Level Emphasis 0. 0483
HLH Gray Level Variance 0. 0487
LLL Complexity 0.0487

0S: overall survival, H: high, L: low
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