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Abstract

Objective: To analyze influencing factors for radiation pneumonitis (RP) in lung cancer patients re-
ceiving radiotherapy. Methods: A cross-sectional study was conducted on 143 lung cancer patients
treated with radiotherapy at our hospital from April 2024 to March 2025. The incidence of RP was
recorded, and Logistic regression was used to identify influencing factors. Results: Among the 143 pa-
tients, 51 (35.66%) developed grade = 2 RP. Factors significantly associated with grade = 2 RP in-
cluded age, history of diabetes, smoking history, pre-existing thoracic diseases, and immunotherapy
(all P = 0.05). Other clinical factors (gender, hypertension history, alcohol consumption, pathological
type, cancer stage, surgery, concurrent/sequential chemotherapy, CD4/CD8 ratio, prescription dose,
and dosimetric parameters V10/V20/V30 of bilateral lungs) showed no statistical significance (P >
0.05). Among dosimetric parameters, mean lung dose of the affected lung (MLD_affected), mean dose
to both lungs (MLD_total), and the V10/V20/V30 of the affected lung were correlated with grade = 2
RP (P < 0.05). Logistic regression identified smoking history, pre-existing thoracic diseases, immuno-
therapy, MLD_affected, and MLD_total as independent risk factors for grade = 2 RP (P < 0.05). ROC
analysis showed AUC values for MLD_affected and MLD_total were 0.683 and 0.593, respectively. Con-
clusion: Smoking history, pre-existing thoracic diseases, immunotherapy, MLD_affected, and MLD_to-
tal are risk factors for grade = 2 RP. MLD_affected demonstrates higher predictive value for RP.
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1. 518

P AR N AR RE A AU T e IR A, 7 e N RE[1] . BOT /RN SR AR IT I O F B2
—, TEARVATEIRTT . HBRTT R b BRI AR BOREE M E . SRIM, T LR RO 1 R 4 g
O TRIES) S AN T 38 G b 2 6ot Aok ] A6 ) I it 2E 0 i S 52495, 51 R U 14 il %6 (Radliation Pneumonitiss,
RP). RP & filide 0T Jo & W H ™ 5 i R e, HRAERATIE 13%~37%, IGRFI T MNER. TCRER 5
B B f S A PR AN, R R B ARV R K AR TR [2]. IR ANER I il 5 38
JYIG KA RP [ fa R 3 HA BB 0 R S R e fa N St A R A T TS, R Ae ey vl
(L B2R R I T X835 8 PP 4% o1 v 771 o USRI Ml 477 245 4 s v TR 7 B S T B R RP
PR B 3 2 A 58 IR YT s TS (B [3]. RS O KEWF 70 8, (HREE U7 HARR GHER
JRE(UNRSRIBOT « SEARSE FBOT 112 M) BARHT BT T AR (A S 2 VR 9T A TR B UG T ) BT, A
a6 R 2R S FAH B A 75 AW S50 E . Dk, AT B 7 FR G [ B 43 T 5 e it g B 0T R R
A RP M SCMERG R 2R, as B B B R R MR 1897 7 R4 KA RS HE A4, AR
FEAET AR PEAGTATT 77 SR PR BLAE UE A o

2. RS E
2.1. IGFRER
AT 5N G 9 U T e 5 B B RE T30 BRSO 1 143 5195 191(2024 4 4 H & 2025 4 4 H), IAFr
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#E: 1) 2O ERGS ISR G B 2) RIRIIBEIRESIE D (KPS)ME T 70 705 3) #E2H M
FT HALTT7IEIE 50 Gy LL ks 4) SERESERUBUN AT 4 E; 5) H& s BRI K2 T B ST ik R 5
klLo6) T RkET BN 6 N 7) PR R 3 AL HEERbRE: 1) FAEBUTERIE; 2)
CEYRE P 3) AR, B AENEAR DIRERRAT; 4) A IFHAREIEMOE; 5) BRI EBUT#: 6) &
FRRRGAE I . TR, B 143 LR E T & LW FihniE.

22. &IT %

PG W TR R R bR A CT BBLE BRI iS4 5 mm JZ)E), @id Monaco J&I7 1HRI R4
SERL YRR . BEIX T A AT IS AL, B B I AT R O B DA R AT R A
LFMATE N, BAREEAETEN T 1) MRS X (GTV) AL bl Filil i & kSR il 5 2 B0 AT 1 )
s PRI kL0 AR B AT AR bR . 2) BRRE MRS F e AndE: MR > 1 om ISR H
CT 7% XL X EH ARG : IHRHEX (CTV)E SCA GTV =4E5M™ 0.8~1.0 em FE2 R I I A< AL
X3 WRELSE 51X CTV 75 58 87 o AH DL 24 ik R BE 454 s TR RIFEIX (PTV)TE CTV a4t — 4 5
mm PEIRGE B M2 S s 3) JBUHAIT HiAR 2% KA Varian Clinac iX BZEINE# R4, 6MV-X 28
4) FIEFSHER: WHETE: 60~70 Gy (T AfI&E 66 Gy); H.X7IkFA&E: 1.8~2.0 Gy/ik; 5) A
ST B H RIS, A 5 AMEITH . FTa X A EY S Kelsey 255 e #E X 10 & — 8 [4]. Frfs
W7 R A I A R AR R BT B (DVH) BT & IR, TSRS (R fE K 28 B 52 B A [E Bk QUANTEC 7l &
(Ealp i

2.3. SRRSO AR

BT NG R AE = AN ORI A) 1 A e 2 50 CT Ml U7 Al B A (V7 IR B ET 7 RN)s 80T
MR EGRIT AN 4~8 Ji): BUTEREVITEHERIT A RE® 1~2 M HEZE 6 H). XT>2 Z{(CTCAE
V3.0)BURH AR 5], TR DL R RRIE: 1) SSARSERRAE: TR BT A R B R 0 A AR A ) S B 5/ S
255 2) IR =BRAE: W (VAS 17 >4 77) FFRIAXEMMRC 7048 > 2 %) AR # (1R 37.5°C~38.5C);
3) SLIECH: CRMEH > 10 mo/L fEMPTIMP(ESR > 20 mm/h). HEEHZWIRH2 44 &l 25 AT B i) Bk
HRUTRHL 4 BRI RE FANA, RAEEMAL A EET Delphi AR ILIRIZH . %2 KA
CTCAE V3.0 B Pl 2 br it o
2.4. FET R Gt

Firf B B B e BB vk, BEVI &R0 2 UL BB R B R A, B S risad SPSS22.0
AT o THECETRER F BRI/ B3 (Yo) R o X SCER 1) & TR 3 AT SR R A, W B Gt E W)
RN Logistic 2 (N2 [0 A 40Hr, 852 I AR AN 22 R 3 15>2 44 RP (MRS, 114 HL A EL (odds ratio,
OR) [ H: 95% & {5 [X [H] (confidence interval, CI), #\-&1% %A Hosmer-Lemeshow #3546 . £ 521 & . 4F
FF1IE (receiver operating characteristic, ROC) i 28, #45 #h & T i £ (area under the curve, AUC) K& HFil>2 2%
RP Ml A E . PLP <0.05 NZEFH S EE L.

3. &R
3.1. BEIGHRHE

ARSI B E 3L 143 4], R > 65 & Ik 4k 85 151(59.44%), it < 65 % 1 ¥ 3L 58 17
(40.56%), Hrh T3 5 106 191(74.13%), 2t 354 37 1411(25.87%) . >2 % RP K454 51 151 (35.66%) .
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Table 1. Patients’ demographic information

* 1 BEEFRER

Ap i R FE R LE (%)
U

<65 58 40.56

>65 85 59.44
1

5% 106 74.13

% 37 25.87
g AL 5

& 122 85.31

A 21 14.69
W PR

& 131 91.61

A 12 8.39
A s

7 62 43.36

A 81 56.64
A s

7 90 62.94

A 53 37.06
A P 0 9

7 97 67.83

A 46 32.17
g 43k

NG 97 67.83

rhi 13 9.09

T 33 23.08
T EE A

i 72 50.35

fif 3o 45 31.47

N 26 18.18
Jif9gd 43 14

| 3 29 20.28

13 23 16.08
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1t 68 4755

IV i 23 16.08
RHFA

1 122 85.31

2 21 14.69
I

1 18 12.59

2 125 87.41
BRI

1 96 67.13

2 47 32.87
TR YT

1 88 61.54

P 55 38.46
TR 257 (Gy)

<60 71 49.65

>60 72 50.25
RP 44

<2 % 92 64.34

>2 % 51 35.66

3.2. BEAE Logistic EYIHHr

KA E Logistic [T 5>2 % RP AHXIIRE EMAEHE. WEREZEF, Fi,
BEPRApE s, RO S, BEARRRERE, HIEIRIT 5>2 2% RP MI55(P <0.050); HAMIGKHE OISR, &
M s, PRI s, FRERRAY, A, FARMYY, FPEUF ST, CD4/CDS, HUT b7 fIE, MifE%S
WUt V10 (RI5Z2 3] 10 Gy 7 & MG AR R o 28 IR AR B & 23 L), WUl V20 (RP=Z ) 20 Gy & i
SRR B AR o T I A AR 7 43 LR, XU W30 (B 52 £ 30 Gy 7515 HEL T (1 Jili A4 AL o 1E 5 Bl A4 AL 1) 1 4 L))
BTG 225 L(P > 0.05) . 7752 K & o A il 32 fiti 77 2 (mean lung dose, MLD), Ui MLD, & fii V10,
Bt v20, il V30 5>2 Z¢ RP #HX(P <0.05). L3 2,

Table 2. Univariate Logistic regression analysis of grade > 2 radiation pneumonitis (RP) in lung cancer patients after thoracic
radiotherapy

#=2. MEBERIHITEEZE>2 & RP BB K E Logistic EYI5THT

A MIEH A% bRdEiR Wald P HIXSERRE 95%ClI
WS (565 vs. <65) 0.745 0.372 4.017 0.045" 2.106 (1.017, 4.363)
(5 vs. %) 0.532 0.421 1.602 0.206 1.703 (0.747, 3.882)
g I -0.379 0.518 0.535 0.464 0.684 (0.248, 1.890)
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PRI B 1.409 0.640 4.849 0.028" 4.093 (1.168, 14.349)
% SR 2 0.783 0.367 4554 0.033" 2.187 (1.066, 4.489)
I sk -0.524 0.373 1.971 0.160 0.592 (0.285, 1.231)
B A 1 508 3 1.179 0.374 9.911 0.002" 3.250 (1.560, 6.769)
Jigga 43 (i s, ) 0.554 0.597 0.863 0.353 1.741 (0.541, 5.608)
Jigga 3 i (R vs. i) 0.278 0.417 0.445 0.505 1.320 (0.584, 2.987)
Jities 2 (e vs. ) -0.164 0.406 0.162 0.687 0.849 (0.383, 1.882)
fitigeg S 24 (/N AR Mg vs. i) 0.477 0.465 1.054 0.305 1.611 (0.648, 4.007)
W24 BN 1A vs. 1 1) -0.421 0.575 0.535 0.464 0.656 (0.213, 2.027)
WL 500 B vs. | H) -0.598 0.456 1.717 0.190 0.550 (0.225, 1.345)
Y IOV 1 vs. | 39)) -0.234 0.567 0.170 0.680 0.791 (0.260, 2.406)
FARIBIT 0.813 0.477 2.898 0.089 2.255 (0.884, 5.750)
W7 -0.681 0.508 1.798 0.180 0.506 (0.187, 1.370)
HIaIRTT 0.559 0.357 2.454 0.117 1.749 (0.869, 3.520)
RIEIRIT 0.981 0.370 7.037 0.008" 2.666 (1.292, 5.503)
CD4/CD8 -0.047 0.238 0.039 0.842 0.954 (0.599, 1.520)
TS TR (260 vs. <60 Gy) 0.284 0.350 0.656 0.418 1.328 (0.668, 2.639)
il MLD 0.152 0.043 12.744  <0.001" 1.164 (1.071, 1.265)
Uit MLD -0.104 0.051 4.125 0.042" 0.901 (0.816, 0.996)
il V10 0.045 0.017 6.964 0.008" 1.046 (1.012, 1.082)
it V20 0.044 0.021 4334 0.037" 1.044 (1.003, 1.088)
it V30 0.065 0.023 7.875 0.005" 1.067 (1.020, 1.117)
it V10 0.019 0.021 0.880 0.348 1.020 (0.979, 1.062)
Bt V20 -0.025 0.029 0.746 0.388 0.975 (0.920, 1.033)
Uit V30 -0.042 0.038 1.236 0.266 0.959 (0.890, 1.033)

7E: "P<0.05,

3.3. ZEE Logistic EYIAS T

BEERSITEERS>2 2 RP M RAR BEMALMERIRENANLZEE Logistic BH5Hr, SRE
N: WRE S, BEAERRERER, SRR T, Bl MLD, XUl MLD J2 & 4E 2 UL E RP BB GG R R (P <
0.05), W% 3.
3.4. 2 WFIEF S BTN E 54

¥ il MLD FIXU MLD 15 816 3628 B 31T ROC B0 #r. 455 R, il MLD AIXUiH MLD )
AUC 435124 0.683 1 0.593, UL#% 4 FiE 1.
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Table 3. Multivariate Logistic regression analysis of grade > 2 radiation pneumonitis (RP) in lung cancer patients after thoracic
radiotherapy
= 3. e R EMEMITRE & E>2 & RP B% A Logistic [E)3534fr

A EVEES PRt it Wald {# PA FEX S o B 95%Cl
R 1.170 0.442 7.018 0.008 3.221 1.356~7.655
REAT: 0 1.125 0.436 6.641 0.010 3.079 1.309~7.244
RIEIRIT 0.954 0.435 4.818 0.028 2.595 1.107~6.081
#fili MLD 0.195 0.051 14.549 <0.001 1.216 1.100~1.344
XUl MLD —-0.211 0.067 9.881 0.002 0.810 0.710~0.924

Table 4. Predictive value analysis of grade > 2 radiation pneumonitis (RP) in lung cancer patients after thoracic radiotherapy
=4 PR BEBERUT R & E>2 ) RP BITUMMNE S 4

e AUC 18 AUC 1f 1] 95%Cl P& B GER LN
i MLD 0.6830 (0.5947, 0.7712) <0.001 8.83
XUl MLD 0.5929 (0.4914, 0.6945) <0.005 19.72

Stepwise Logistic RIS EZESHRH
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[source shua |

Figure 1. ROC curve for predicting grade > 2 radiation pneumonitis (RP) in lung cancer patients after
thoracic radiotherapy
& 1. FhiEE B E BB AT & £>2 9% RP B ROC HiZk

4. ¥
i A TR A 3 LS R 2 —, R B A T SR DRI [5] o O B R AT AN IR R F 12)
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I PR R IX, I A A A S R R (Y IZ s e, S R A b R ORI . O B AN W SO R —
SEFEE BRI T S S B RS, (RO AR RN R SATIREH WL[6] HF S ot B 52 M 3R sy
R RP MR AE 2R ik 30% [7]. AE NI BOT B W70 S BR PR I AORE ,  TBCH Ml 98 AN B #25 w
BITROR, E o BB IGIT G AR 8]. NIk, R AT T ZRdl e iR, e
B OREE X B R e R AT T, A R HIBOR Il R 0 R AR 2R, BONIR IR PSR 1) S8 N R [9]. A
WEFEANN 143 147 R80T (O ilie 8%, >2 % RP R AE %805 35.66% (51 19), &= TREAERFTT, XAfResS
AW R AT F LR BB S R AETETOT 2 B, MR R 2 50T BT RIZBIT A 5%, BT RIT
TBIT 3 B MR B KT (0 S B ST T 6 o8 1K 2kt i 3 A0 R o 2 o b A O P Ml 8 o AR T 5 I PR
AT 2 R 77 B DR AT T 5 il BB B0 J0PT S5 R AE>2 ) RP IR OGP

ARWFFRI, M, m LR S, PR SR, RERA, 5, FAREYT, FPEUT LT, CD4/CDS,
HAEIT S5 — RAVIGIRIN R 522 2 RP MIRAET K. BREHFXRTIRKKES RP AHIME B FRkIE,
{HR Z Bt Ao 45 A —20[10] . X LLIFRE R LT AT LMERN RP T R R AFAE S, FHEEZHIK
FEAHIF FT A 52 F T A4 o

P IR SR YT Z AAEAE R IR B EIAE F 9 ELAE 22 NI PR ARS8 003 4515 o 45 BIHIE S, (HR,
AbAT IS0 TF 8 it 2E 2R 0 A 3 AN T G R BEME AR5 [11] [12] 0 FEARFI G B4t (Durvalumab) © 8 v F T- A W] 1)
Ik AR TITHA A /I A et 58 28 TR T I IR VR 97 E I RS HH % B0, Durvalumab 7657 41 8838 il 98 &
AR T 22 ) 2H B3 (34% vis 25%) [13]. &% KEYNOTE-001 55 Y — 740 Bt % B0, 11450 Bk B 47 (Pem-
brolizumab) % i /N 40 B i £ B — 58 IR YT 8RR R I 22 52 sk 1 350 57 S 3 TR it 46 A
Tk 63%, T A FE 2 A R BT I R il 4 R A 2R 40% [14]. Pembrolizumab B2 3744 E A1 UG 97 (8
Gy x 3 F)VA 7 o H B 1 il 4 140 JRU G B B 4 G 28 V6 T7 1 FE 3 151 (26% s 8%) [15]. LA SR BH, 4%
PR 2X SN (immune checkpoint inhibitor, IC1)JAYT HABUT H M EE B RS RAEBUFEM % . X5
AR FEAL R A& 1, BRATHIBE AR I I8 7 =& TN A 2 4L b RP AT fa S R 3%

BT A IR 51 RNl 2 BINLE],  H ATA S 40 R A S e R AR AR A DA G . B
LRI, TR P 9% 23 1) S A i v e Y Hh P 5% 38 O S bk R 4 IR Vi P 4. 23 [16], 1 7 BB 11
PERADCHENG 56 B rh, HLA A E VRV Y 15 LEL CD8* T 4l £ ik A i 2 [17], AE Tk
W, EE ARG 4 B RV EVE M, CD4Y T 4 548 1 I fr[18]. IXUeLERRE T T 40
JHLE TS SR 1 B S e VT 96 R AR I AR R A MR B PEAE D o 0T AT S A R A DNA S H At 4 i 28 44 ) 5
SR, B P S AN S B 2 AR R A R, IR — DR T AUME[19]. 2 BUMRIRE R IR IR A0
TEGRPEIRTT IR AT RA H I T A2 4k, SRR e In] Be=2R97 5 B 5421201, HULFT ., BUTH
TEIETT IR IR AN MR I B4R, 1T I S 20 AR T R AR IO PR i 4 (1) R A= v S B B AE P o

FHECIRPR I 2, B B 2R Fa bR 5>2 2 RP AHSCMETE N2 Lo JSC 1 M 48 F R A XU 5 i 2L 21
ZHRARF R A 2 A OCE . H AT SR IVEFE V20 (RI5Z 2 20 Gy 7715 JR S I i A4 AR o 1F 3 fili A
[ E 4 L) A MLD 7 N 1) — S 7] i 2% DR 2555 T30 A il 9% 1 R A SRR P R R FE 5 IR G . Graham MV Z85%F
99 HIHE/NaH it & 3D-CRT AT I [RIB I 73 A2 B, V20 &k A4: RP A SZ UM K1 [21] . Tsujino
BRIV 1k BA A F 9 B D) 3 R0 22 (R 2 0 T 340 S 7 V20 5 80 1 A 98 1 % A 7 AR 9 14 [22]  Luna 253 it % 203
51 Je3 0 MG S AN 200 e S8 AT PRA, A E IO IR 66.6 Gy, K 1.8Gy, HARMERE
SIHTRIL, fili V20 A MLD B4 Ay T s 1R Il 8 ()98 7 P Am[23] o AR I8 IR 1) & 7 FRATTIIT 5 A W
HEX IR, XS RATMREAR LT A A . IATEEEZIERE XY, M2 ant, &4 RP
BRI, 28 6~8 Gy, (HEB I LUZ BIHR ST, RP FIMIE— A 20~30 Gy [24]. AWf7 LI #
fifi MLD FIXifi MLD 5>2 2% RP fZ M55 (P < 0.05), I H.&fifi MLD L XUl MLD St A 1 fii % B
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B = ) BNAN B (AUC 0.683 vs 0.593). BRI,  7EJBUT vF il RS & R i) MLD {5 PABFAR RP XU

AW FRMAFAE—E R R w5, [FUBTEAF 73 G R f, ik 35 4 A0 2o S B v o
S, FLAE T T A RTBE PR TN AR . JEUk, BT R ICH i, HARRP 25T N
PR BIECE IR, MELAVPAASTE 1CT 29905 Uil R AR e . e, H T AR TN AN [ 43 AN
PR e R, FRAT TGRSR B 1 il 26 5 B AR AR TS 2 TR () 2R &R

R PR, WS, BREAEMRESEN, %EiasT, B MLD, XUl MLD 2 K4 2 A RP kST
fER 2, - HLERAT MLD 8O % il 4 i 75 04018 58 v

B
A LR B S R

SE

[ ¥25F6, SEMK, SRARD, SO, B, W S E BRSO SO T, PR 4k 2024, 45(5):
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