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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the dosimetric advantage of the parallel optimization (PO) algorithm on
upper thoracic esophageal carcinoma in IMRT. Methods: 15 upper thoracic esophageal carcinoma
cases were randomly selected which had accepted IMRT and their treatment plans were based on
the dose-volume optimization method. Keeping the other optimization conditions unchanged,
re-optimizing the treatment plan after changing the optimization method of the lung to PO and
comparing the dosimetric difference between old and new treatment plans. Results: Two groups
of treatment plans can meet the clinical requirements. PO is better than dose-volume optimization
on the uniformity of target (0.07 + 0.02: 0.07 £ 0.01, t = 4.14, p = 0.001). For organ at risk, PO sig-
nificantly reduces V5, V10, V20, V30, V40, V50 and Dmean (P < 0.05) of whole lung, D33 and
Dmean of heart optimized with PO are higher than dose-volume optimization(P < 0.05), and dose
of the spinal cord has no statistical difference between two groups of plans(P > 0.05). Conclusion:
Esophageal cancer optimized by PO can effectively reduce the dose of whole lung in IMRT, not only
to reduce the probability of radiotherapy complications, but also to reserve space to further im-
prove the dose of tumor target. So it provides the possibility to improve local tumor control rate.

Keywords

Parallel Optimization, Dose-Volume Optimization, Esophageal Carcinoma, IMRT

CEEH .

O,


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/wjcr
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/wjcr.2015.53008
http://www.hanspub.org
mailto:fybre@163.com
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

e B fee R SR BT P AR A B B 7 B 2 LU A T

i LB R E R EEBT MM EERNFIESE
Eb B o%

BB BT, FREL £ AL £ OB, BEE?

Aok B vE M N R EERE, PU)1 BERE
200 1145 bR EE B J ey, DN RS
Email: *fybre@163.com

Weks HE: 201547 H3H; FHEM: 20154F7H24H; KA HM: 20154F7H27H

HE

H#: BT H:47404k (parallel optimization, PO) B E7E M B & B AW E T F R &R H. F
W FENERISHCEZABRBH BTN EEEERERE, RBITHIBETHE - &R
(dose-volume, D)L EB R, KR T RIS B ftiik T B BCaPORAL, fRIFRABMRAL KA,
EFRAZBIT R REFIRETHRINFEERER. &8 WHRTITHRIBRHRIRKRESR, Pofh
A L DVARAL X X 35 57 14:3F (0.07 + 0.02 : 0.07 + 0.01, t = 4.14, p = 0.001), X} /& K2R EPOMALI B &
& T4£MV5. V10. V20. V30. V40. V50FDmean (P < 0.05), L:iiD33 R DmeansZEPOMRALE DV
RALE (P < 0.05), BRZEFAITRNELRITEER(P>0.05). &it: M EBEAEEFBRBUTEHPOMR
R MR ZRAE, MUBBRRR AT RERMBER, FEHH— SR ENEREXH]
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HAr, A& - #4f(dose-volume, DV)NE:RLT H ALK E & B AN bsdE, XFO7iES T
R, SRR, WFE2ERITEAL, ERES BB E TR, A E N E BLIG R S R k1], (B2, LA
VIER TR NIRRT H AR R AR BRI R IR, TR - R A 5 U 1142 75 & A4 R L U7 P (dose vo-
lume histogram, DVH) 8% i (P EEAE, A REXT R4 DVH #2878 0 75 ) 2 21 29 s AE FH [2]-[4]. @S bA
FA7 Ak (parallel optimization, PO)X ¥ DV flift., HH ik R RRM:. PO b sihr F&—FEY) B ks
AR EL, T AR R e AR, E AR R R B T R S R AN BN . PO AL LR
FTEFAT fa e 3w rRIEARAG b, AR B IE F s AN PR O R i, TR RS 4. AW 7 S50k i
Bra il ) DV 23R B0 PO 293, FF0FA PO DAL J7 V248 i b B 87 e TR SR TBCT T Hoxt Jif R R 4P 4 FH o

2. MM ERZE
2158 - ROV EREH

FEAHETH IMRT {46, 26 DV (19 H ek Eo iR LN 2 1. f6 [z 4% & (organ at risk, OAR)3
EARRLHGE CN: V(D) < Vi, BT/ EORY 1 fE M & B EORMUGRIE R T771E Dy AR T
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Vi SRk —BREIEIN B AR RS, R 5 — G Do(D, > Dy), M2 AE M DVH | V(D) =
Voo XA, FRR BT A

f=%(pziH(Dz—Di)-H(Di—Dl)H(Di—D1)2+~.) )

X, RA G L& R BGHER T D5 D ZIAINF, A% 1% H ARk Beh oomk . 56157 8RR )
DU A 3735 751 B2 V0 ] PAY (1 D) SRR B2 PR ] 1) 4

2.2. FiTHRAL(PO) BFRRE
FEAT AL B BV E N L o S5t = B 8 FH 5 ShBE M AR BT W G2 2R, BB AT RIS B . HH AR

B MR
g(D(x))=[1+(Dj;)J } @)

X, DOOEEIIFIE, do(Gy)esHa, i TD(B0%), k Emfas, BUHEE N(1.0~4.0). 7E
R, FRAT O B B 2 W BT A AR R AR AL TS
2.3. B LB R/ERE A=

P T RIITE Monaco5.0 THRI RS FEm, 12 SR RIS EIEAT IR R AL, TR 505 R
LKy 3mm, REEMN 0, WEEZMEH RS HANRE, FEIEHIERET S Axesse 6MV X
25, MLC 7£ 25 0o b5 52 55 B O 5 mm, B K ST EF A 40 x 40 em?, R 5 iR SR FH XA 9 (1K Jy: 179°~181°).
PRI TR AR HE X (PTV) FIER 23 16 B 2% B (AN . O JIF 258 ) R 240 TR 25 A AR NS, A e 2 il F 24 o 2% A1
(H PO it #E DV flifk), PO RALIKEIMARZEM N SHHE N 20 Gy, FHZEIRE AN 25%
Fe A (AR R K /NSRS A 22 57, &SR8 3, 3 EI—/ N ria 7 iRl Im PR AR 75 7515 52 SCh: PTV = 60
Gy, %/b 95%[1) PTV AR 52 B4 J5 751 & BT, 42l Voo < 30%(4:/42%5% 20 Gy FI & AFUN T 30%),
BHE Dy < 45Gy, OMIF Vs < 67%, How IEH 42 8 R HEMK[5]-[7].
2.4. VHEIRITIRI

X LU LSRR T A A A B IR AR E 7 (DVH)s 6 I X R A K o B 52 IR R g il 2
IHT . HEIX TR FRZ Dosy ¥925)PETE % (homogeneity index, HI)F13& 15 i (conformity index, CI), /&
T BB 3 M 52 B E R AT IR R AR R G 40 b, tn Al Voo AP 2875 8 (Diean)~ CHIER] Dag A1
Dimean~ BB Dy 250 HI (I H AR TR N: HI = (D, — Deg)/Dsos HI BUE#HENT 0, &) ME#LT; CI
AR RN A: Cl = Ve Verys FHH Very ASEX AR, Ve NS 55 B 4 A5 BT XSk AR F .
ClEMIEIT 1, &M EEELF. DL R R HTHaFR R SPSS 19.0 #R A0 Bt i 4T Geit-2 0 b, &
TR A AR 22 (X £ 5 )R, PR R & 24 10 FL SR FH O A 30T Geih 2% 0 i, P < 0.05 A%
LRS-
3. &
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72 B IR AT 2250 o FEIX AN TR A ke (X 2 52 2 7 R A, SEXGRIE I B 2200 MK
TR O ERE, PO AL 4h R IE W H 252 KA & (645 5 Gy, 11 Gy. 17Gy. 25Gy) X 15 /113 [ B & /)N
T+ DV bRy R

3.2. FIEFEFRESE(DVH)

2 BoRA— B EH X LR fE L4 B I DVH #hgk. Wisiiiik 77 PTV I DVH iRl & PO
Ty FARARAT A5 A il (10 52 1) B ) 2 PR, o IR 18 11 52 R R R R AN, A [X 5k (bodly) 7E A 7] 2
(5~10 Gy) X 45 — & 2«

Figure 1. The dose distribution of the same Esophageal cancer case (from left to right: cross section, coronal plane, sagittal
plane; from top to bottom: DV, PO)
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Figure 2. DVH of the same esophageal cancer case’s target and OAR with two
optimization methods
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# 1B T 15 BLEF AL X DL OAR I EARAGe i Edl . Boxt T A4 BR e,
PR T, BRIX (PTV)95% A R4 57 1 771 2 (D 95) ALK X I B & AR L (CN ¥ E G it 2= 5, $EIX 525
PEFEEL(HI)PO AL T DV 41(P < 0.05); LtEk PO fhifkift DV AL fE KA B St 45 Rl &, Al Vao.
Dmean [P 53 N B 3.9%. 1.5 Gy; [FICo i D33 Dmean “F¥J5E 7 #3601 0.2 Gy. 0.1 Gy;
HHE Dmax “FHIFEIEIN 0.4 Gy. XPIFRAL 77156 45 B 145 RABEATEC T K5, 42 fili Voo A1 Dmean
P <0.05, PO AL TG 24 il 2 IR AR T DV AL 5, A Siit2E o Fk, "R N7ER b
BB SR BOT R AL PO A 7 725 i B 4 B il () R4 4 B AR T DV 4k

22 2 BT AR IE B AL LA 7 AR AR (VE-V0) I ZE it St . M Geit 45 ST LLE H PO A4k 7

Table 1. Target and OAR dose parameters TAB of 15 patients
7z 1. 15 flBEREEX K OAR FIESH Gt =

X 5HEE DV 4L (Gy) PO f4(Gy) t P

PTV

Dos 60.0 +0.00 60.0 £0.00 1.000 0.333
Cl 0.99 +0.09 1.01+0.08 1.059 0.306
HI 0.07 £0.02 0.07 £0.01 4.140 0.001
M

Vao 28.7+4.9" 24.8+52" 7.874 0.000
Dinean 155427 14.0+28 8.658 0.000
nwilid

Das 12.1+9.2 12.3+82 2.701 0.170
Dinean 12077 12.8+82 4.049 0.051
i

Dinax 40.0+0.8 404+10 1.777 0.096

"ELA %

Table 2. Target and OAR dose parameters TAB of 15 patients
7= 2.15 BB EMFEX K OAR FIES¥Stitk

AHRE
DV 4k (%) PO 14t (%)

Piil)-—3
PAFA e IEHHL e IEHHL
Vs 714+16.3 327+9.38 67.9+175" 306 +£9.7"
Vio 60.3+14.2 229+74 51.4 +13.6 21.4+72"
V2o 28.7+4.9 10.7+ 4.4 248+5.2" 11.2+45
Vs 143+43 6.1+26 12.8+4.0" 6.1+27

Vo 7329 3314 6.7+28 34+15

Vso 37+17 1.8+08 3215 1.8+08

Veo 0.8+0.6 04+0.2 0.8+0.6 04+03

“FR P<0.05,
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IRAEG AR T IME (5 25 Veo M) EMET DV AL R, FFHSHH45 R P () < 0.05; PO fiibiIER
HYUEACHE X I(5~10 Gy JE[H) AL T DV AL i4s (P < 0.05). M #E—HHIE B PO ALY _E B
BB R BUT R OAR HI{RIER T DV itk

4. ¥ig

H b bR O RALFIVEAN — AN BT T RI B O R, AR S 71 & S 5 N S B TR B Al
EERMH AT RIS . H bR RE R ERT W YT IMRT) R AL 2 G . B2 AN
2w, HALTEHEFEINMERRR. KA LB VLR IEHEHA RS ok, s
i 2 (tumor control probability, TCP)F IF# 2H 23 3 & hE & 4 28 (normal tissue complication probability, NTCP)
72 H B2 B K Z (8]

AT, KRS IMRT RIS 5T 77 & sl & - RSS2 a2 A EAT ALK [9], 2 R
PRPEAATIAE, 5%, RTHEMAL, TTHZA DVH I ERE - R4 H, X% DVH TR Y, *f
THREAMRFEMAL, EATWBUE TR L, (H2E E XA MRt mRN, Rttt
RCNAE; R, EANRE 7R o A I R R IR A SO R R B ARG AN, el R AE e AR B AN B S R
AitEHt R [8]-[13]. FHAT M (parallel optimization, PO)J& T A4 H AR LAt sk 5 —Fh,  BARAL R EL1E N2
WA BN A 5 DI REVE A BT SR e H 2, BE AT B . AL 7 VR 2 R 214 7E DVH
2k EXERIN DV RAAA ZE SR il 26 b3 SO 77 5 B0 2 LRI, %20 A AT H b bR B0 ok 25
TIERRE X 1 PO MRACE R B KM Sl R IR ESK . TR, SAES e s A = s b, A=k
A R HORT DA PR () 45 1) B 2% DVH 202K, X T IR HLVE H i Ry EH (LK 3).

B BURIT hENLS B a2 OIE S, RAE S KT IR A A . R,
Foe R PR FE F 42 ) UM ) 52 BB 77 2 i BT FOE 78 B . R 15 9 b B R 9 DV AT PO B R AL
TEREE R, BATRIE MY BR L) R A AE0y PO 2 HEAT DLORIESE X R H B s J 2 B 7l & 00 A
AZRIRTIRT , BRI FRAR T 20 Ve~Viso 52 R, 3300) BRAR 2 Al B VR IT I RO 2 I F 42
mEEF AR EA HER L, PR a MR X A R A AT R, R, 2T PO LA IMRT 1t
KA OAR R E— AN HEAF: T DV MRALK) IMRT THRIEA OAR A4+ B B 2 AN A4 FH k511
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Figure 3. Schematic diagram of DV optimization and PO optimization
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(R AT & B s B FR) O JE 52 IR B e TR AR SR AP B 250, TR T RO I 32 IR R E M R 220 . R
W TR A AR 2 Ak T B IR G RO A A A B B — 1k, w8, K PO DAL MLHT - HAt R 4T
J& Reas B I A SRAS 56 A 78 0 BORE TR —0 HIBIE TE B A

B2, HHETET DV ALK IMRT 1RI2 A AIbRE, PR EIRRX AL TT it T DS B BT
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