World Journal of Cancer Research 5T 4T, 2017, 7(1), 11-19 Hans X
Published Online January 2017 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/wjcr
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/wjcr.2017.71003

Individualized Treatment of
Advanced Non-Small Cell Lung
Cancer Based on Analytic
Hierarchy Process

Wenjing Zhou?, Jianhua Zang!, Xiang Gao?*

'Department of Oncology, Qingdao Hiser Medical Group, Qingdao Shandong
’School of Mathematical Sciences, Ocean University of China, Qingdao Shandong

Email: ‘gaoxiangshuli@126.com
Received: Jan. 1%, 2017; accepted: Jan. 19", 2017; published: Jan. 22", 2017

Copyright © 2017 by authors and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Abstract

In this paper, the individualized treatment plan of advanced non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) is
given by using AHP, which is the well-known comprehensive evaluation mathematical model. Firstly,
we developed a patient-oriented and relative importance comparison questionnaire with the follow-
ing five indicators: efficacy, safety, tolerability, response time and economic performance. Then, we
made a statistical analysis about the scoring sheets which were feedback from 10 experts in the
non-small cell gastric cancer field. The five kinds of treatments, including surgery, chemotherapy, ra-
diotherapy, targeted therapy and immunotherapy, were compared and evaluated by the curative ef-
fect, safety, tolerance, remission period and the economy, and the relative importance score tables
about these qualities are obtained. Based on these, we use the professional software yaahp of analytic
hierarchy process to analyze the “individualized” patients, and we obtain the importance ranking of
the five treatments, including surgery, chemotherapy, radiotherapy, targeted therapy and immuno-
therapy. And the individualized treatment of later period non-small cell lung cancer is come true.
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1. 7

AN it fifi g (Non-Small Cell Lung Cancer, NSCLC) A2 fififes 7 5 5 WL K AL 2242870, T4 SR R0 AN
Wi, TITERELL R AR, #ORABICER B m R . EAETaFEFAR. 7. BUT. $EH
HBIT IR IR YT IX TR ILIRIE YT 07 (3 W[1]-[6]) -

XFFBZWE) NSCLC &35, RGuiayy 7 RAEE RS FAIX 5 16T, TER “AMEk”
BTN — K%, BIFETFIRIRIT ATt B R TR I 587 HEER, N5 H B4R B ks
r, HEmif e G A BE R MR 0IT RS 7] [8])-

Bl BB IR TR “fB5 87 WFAR 7. BUT. FRIANEIT R iR T ke e i
EABFEIRIT TR ? X FEGAHREIRIT TR 2, N2 75 AR 18 L &G
TR AF NS L BRE, MFEEIENL. SRRk — N T 524 E B 4 & 3R
i, NIRRT GIN T B R ITidix — 2 2 45 VPN BUEAR A

2. BAEETERSRE R HAIE/ R R A ME L IRTT)

JZ K43 Hridi(Analytic Hierarchy Process, f&ifK AHP)Z 3 [EIZ%& 2% 5 T. L. Saaty ##% T 4 70 4%
HIFE ) — M i RE T S 2 e PR ST, T DA — S8 BN % . OO i) 4 H ke
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S REIE I RS T 58 4 E B M 1 1)
BHERO TR, W N YA P BT (Z 9]):
i) IR IR G R
i) A3 H 2% SR R B BT A R
i) R L SR g
iv) RS HER R B

2.1. B RRGEHIREL

I FH 2R G5 A A AP 0 R 5 ) A, R A AR A . IR, MG — AN R IR A R
TEXAMERLR, B 4% 0] A A R N TC R UL G 7 IR0 AL LR R R A TR K. L— 2
R TT A UENINT S — 2 A R u R AL SCRCE R

T B R /N i it AR Ak Y6 7 HoRs 2 = AN B IR

i) BfE: X—BRPRAE—NI0ER, L08R msE s B8R, RIN « g BAE /S 41 i i
FEIRIT” o

i) MENE: X — B E 7 Sl AR T K 3T, AT TR SRR 5 NMEN: 7R
AN, TSP SRR R DL R &G .

i) HHRZE: X—ZREHE TSI ARl gEE SR 5 Mk % TR T T SRR T A
G JEIBIT

BARPEI B IR EmE A 1.

2.2. ¥arEHeRAERE

R R SR T R R Z I E R, BT i 5 NN 507 R 2 d 1 5 7 RAE B R
P BT (LR — AR, USRI H b, B R . {F B S RS TR i
[T 228 25 T o 0 LTI 308 ) ) = 5 2 1 e 6 R 53 A

VEILAEBELLAE n AT X = (X, %, | MR Z 0N, O T3R5 1050E ., Saaty 26 A2
AT LR BB BRI 74847 76 74 b 2 e S vt SR R 1 o BRI AN BRI 7 X, i x> Bl @y 26 X, i
R Z RIS BRI A= (o) 2R, BRAHZ — X Z AR LA AR (6

PRIVWTRE ) o o ReoxT P TR P ) 70 3K T #2 R 0 R 1Y) Saaty FREERZEFE (4 1) (B M[10]).
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Figure 1. The individualized treatment hierarchical structure of advanced non-small cell lung cancer
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Table 1. The Saaty scale table of judgment matrix through pairwise comparison

= 1. TP AERERY Saaty AR TR
PRI P

1 FoRPIANEZEAIE, BA R E T
3 RN ZEML, —ABERLS AR R EE
5 FRHANHEZEML, —ABERLS A BRI R EE
7 TR AL, —ABERLS AR R EE
9 TR ZAHLL, —ANBIZ S — AR i 2
2, 4, 6, 8 IR AR AR W A
15154 B0 5 j LRI aij, WK j 5 0 LLEHET aji = 1/aij

23 “MEL” SRTTHENEEMLLRIEE

N YRR R MR RR SEELET X AN F AR “AMAAL” 3697, BATG ] TR AN AL
TR B A, P e E TR et Wk BRI (] DL 2B EX 5 MR A SRR,
AEANF IR AN X 6 MEFR 1 B S DUREAT AN EEVR AT 7, B RS Bt ik 2.

Blhn, fEImARSEE, FArm ARG B SR s S K S W 3.

RLFZ IR 3T 1L 3R A yaahp, FATAT LAt 45 X Tz NS, 7Rk, ath. maert. 2
iy 18] DL 035 PRI 6 MR FRx H i) B ENE R W0 N R PR (R 4) . H AT DAAS 26 1200 A\ 1 = 321
ENRHE PR 2t T RE . SBRE stk eI, AT DUONERATA L E “AMAL” 36
ST R P EESE

24. ERIT ;R

BT WRANITRIG, ST AT SL BT 2 R BB AN 169708 ? X BRATHR 2
TRFAR 7 BT BAEYT MREIRITIX 5 FAYT 7 ZAX T8 24t W2t SRnT
[ DA R 5 PEIX 5 AR & AR ZEM . S THEMSEILIX — a0, FRATE T IR BRI %, Hlin 5
FIVEIT 77 AR 97 RCPE I AR B B LU SR U R BTz (32 5)

JERE R 10 A7 BN M Rl T SUBIN B FOR BRI L, R R B AT R AT T Gy
BT, ZEATEE TR 5 ANFARL 7 BUT SERNEST FREEIRITIX 5 AA YT 7 AR T R
AL WEZPE GEART R AR 5 AN FRFR AR X H BN  R (E 6).

AN o RN ESG —FIMRFE 5 FiRIT T FHXT T 5 MRFRAN EEMAE, FlnE 6 ks
—FIREX TR S, FA M7 BUT EEIT MRBEIAITIX 5 FGIT 7 R0 E E
BCEMKYN: 0.0403, 0.3328. 0.0718. 0.3520. 0.2031.

2.5, —H4KIE

FiRfE 6 RINREGZAEPRERNGZEG A HER, R REBS BN, o ME ARG
IR o RIS Dy AR RS A o . S B8, JRAIKHLREAT — B s, BT AR,
(i) tHE—EEsE R CI

Cl = Zno 1

HCH A 2 FRORT A B O A K AR A L
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Table 2. The comparison questionnaire of relative importance for the individualized treatment

T2 MEE RN ERMEEREE

A WA« NIRRT 7 AR B L RS B
49 48 47 46 <45 <44 <« 4«2 1 2p 3p 4p 5 6 7P 8P 9P i
49 <48 4«7 <46 <45 <4 <43 «€«2 1 2 3» 4 5p 6P 7> B8P 9>
49 48 47 46 <45 <44 <43 4«2 1 20 3p 4 5p 6 7> B» | 9>
49 <48 47 46 <5 44 <3 42 1 2 3» 4 5» 6P 7> B8p | 9>
49 48 47 4«6 <45 <44 4«3 4«2 1 2 3p 4 5p 6 7P B» | 9>
49 <48 47 46 <5 44 <3 42 1 2 3» 4 5p 6P 7> B8P 9>
49 48 47 46 <45 <44 <43 4«2 1 20 3p 4 5p 6 7> B» | 9>
49 <48 47 46 <5 44 <3 42 1 2 3» 4 5» 6P 7> B8p | 9>
BN 49 <48 47 46 <45 <4 <43 <2 1 2 3p 4 5p 6 7P B» | 9>
AN 49 <48 47 <46 <45 <44 43 €42 1 2p 3» 4» 5 6B 7K 8P 9B | iiC
Table 3. A patient’s comparison questionnaire of relative importance for the individualized treatment
3. RAmAR “MEE” TR EEMEEREE
A VAl “BRRIAE N RE T 7 BIAE R B A e B
49 48 4«47 <46 <45 <44 4«3 4«2 1 2 - 4  5p 60 7P 8P 9p
49 <48 47 46 <5 - <43 €2 1 2 3» 4 5p 6P 7> B8p | 9>
49 48 4«7 <«6 - 44 <43 <42 1 20 3p 4 5p 6 7> B» | 9>
49 <48 47 46 <5 <44 <« - 1 2» 3» 4 5 6B 7K 8P 9B | s
<49 48 4« - <5 <44 <43 <42 1 20 3p 4 5p 6 7> B» | 9>
<49 <38 - 46 <45 <44 <«4€ €42 1 2 3» 4 5p 6P 7> B8p | 9>
49 48 4«7 4«6 <5 - 43 <2 1 2 3p 4 5p 6 7> B» | 9>
49 <48 4«7 <46 <45 <44 <« - 1 2 3» 4 5p 6P 7> B8p | 9>
49 <48 47 46 <5 44 <3 42 1 2» - 4»  5» 60 7> Bp | 9D
ZAANIEN €49 <48 47 <46 <45 44 43 «2 1 2p 3p 4 - 6» 7> 8 9p
Table 4. A patient’s importance of treatment index of advanced non-small cell lung cancer
= 4. RAR ARG AR AT IR E R
sy seht R FanT Byt &
TR 1.0000 0.3333 4.0000 5.0000 2.0000 0.2344
4 3.0000 1.0000 6.0000 7.0000 4.0000 0.4942
i 524 0.2500 0.1667 1.0000 2.0000 0.3333 0.0678
SRR 0.2000 0.1429 0.5000 1.0000 0.2000 0.0440
EZY g 0.5000 0.2500 3.0000 5.0000 1.0000 0.1596
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Table 5. The relative importance comparison of the five treatment regimens relative to efficacy
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Table 6. Relative importance comparison of five treatment regimens relative to efficacy, safety, tolerability, remission time,

and economy
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<3

<2

<2

<2

<2

<2

<2

<2

<2

<2

<2

1

1

A 4
2p
2p
2p
A 4
2p
2p
2p
A 4

2p

3 4p
3 4y
3 4p
3 4y
3 4p
3 4y
3 4p
3 4y
3 4p
3 4y

5p
5p
5p
5p
5p
5p
5p
5p
5p

5p

6» 7»

6» 7»
6» 7»
6» 7»
6» 7»
6» 7»
6» 7»
6» 7»
6» 7»

6» 7»

6.5 MUBTT A REXN TN, ReM, MR, EMIENRZFENENEZMIRE

8y
8p
8y
] 2
8y
8p
8y
] 2
8y

8p

9
] 2
il 4
] 2
9
] 2
il 4
] 2
9

] 2

TRE FR &g i Cid BRYT GBEIRTT ME
EN 1.0000 01111 0.3333 0.2000 0.2000 0.0403
i 9.0000 1.0000 7.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.3328
BT 3.0000 0.1429 1.0000 0.2000 0.3333 0.0718

HIEST 5.0000 1.0000 5.0000 1.0000 3.0000 0.3520
g 5.0000 1.0000 3.0000 0.3333 1.0000 0.2031

Zakk FAR ey i oxg EERIT GEIRYT MNE
FA 1.0000 0.3333 0.5000 0.2000 0.1667 0.0471
i%id 3.0000 1.0000 3.0000 0.2000 0.1667 0.1056
BT 2.0000 0.3333 1.0000 0.1667 0.1667 0.0597

BRI 5.0000 5.0000 6.0000 1.0000 0.3333 0.2942
GRERIT 6.0000 6.0000 6.0000 3.0000 1.0000 0.4934

(g FR &g i Cid BRYT GBEIRTT ME
EN 1.0000 0.2500 0.3333 0.2000 0.1667 0.0430
i%id 4.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.2000 0.1667 0.0886
yisCid 3.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.1667 0.1429 0.0767

HIEST 5.0000 5.0000 6.0000 1.0000 0.3333 0.2917
g 6.0000 6.0000 7.0000 3.0000 1.0000 0.4999
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SRR IR FAR W BT R FBERST WE
FAR 1.0000 0.3333 0.3333 0.2000 0.3333 0.0566
i%id 3.0000 1.0000 2.0000 0.2000 3.0000 0.1955
s i 3.0000 0.5000 1.0000 0.3333 3.0000 0.1600

BEFIBIT 5.0000 5.0000 3.0000 1.0000 5.0000 0.4991

GBI 3.0000 0.3333 0.3333 0.2000 1.0000 0.0887

L2713 FA I BT R FBERST WE
FAR 1.0000 3.0000 0.2000 0.1429 0.1429 0.0575
i%id 0.3333 1.0000 0.2000 0.1429 0.1429 0.0366
s i 5.0000 5.0000 1.0000 0.2500 1.0000 0.1892

HIEST 7.0000 7.0000 4.0000 1.0000 3.0000 0.4849

GBI 7.0000 7.0000 1.0000 0.3333 1.0000 0.2319

i) AEFRA N (I BEAL— B e bR Rl ®fn=1---,9, Saaty 4 7w~ RI FIME(E 7) (3 W[10]).

iii) THSE - HE ) CR =% » 2 CR<0.10 I, WAJYPIWRE B () — BSOS W] A2, 5 DU X )

Wi BEEIE 1B 1.
] yaahp #cft, H—EbE RSB F R R, Bl Sk R E RN T 0.4, BRIiE T gtk
R4 (35 8).

3. R
ST SR BB, BATTUL A% 4 57 6 8 H A ES TR ES N, SmARMT:

= A A A, An

B JZ S8 HFBUE
JzB a az an
B b1 b1, B Dim by,
=
B, b2y b2z B b2m Z b,;a,
1
Bn bnl bn2 e bﬂm z b"JaJ

REMFHI TN E, PR AST BUT EFERTT AR IX 5 MG 7 R BRI &,
(9

PR e 45 31 B 0 s B HE PR OO R iBdT ERNEIT . AT BUT. TR WO TR AT
By mARH MR T TR PRI SRR S .
4. iR FNLEL

AL T Z O TR e IR N B e AN IR TR, BEFRS S TR AR <A
AL ZRAEIE, SO AR/ IR T U T K AR T 77 Rk AT 7 e B S, 2 MERRfE
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Table 7. Stochastic consistency index
7= 7. BEN—EBUMETRHR

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

RI 0 0 0.58 0.90 112 1.24 1.32 141 1.45 1.49 151

Table 8. Consistency ratio

F 8. —HtEE
WESHll /N B B R Y T R AR —Ekb
Ak 0.0829
PR 0.0599
B 0.0788
it 0.0902
SR ] 0.0841

Table 9. The weight of the five treatment regimens

F# 9.5 MIBTT A RMMNE

WBWIT TR WE
FAR 0.0473
(25 0.1506
i cig 0.0887

L Cibyag 0.3471

RBIRYT 0.3663

AR IR TTRMITTE . UL R G PR Dy A TR BE AR A R T . BOR KT R TS B
19777 R E ERIAS L, 3R AT BUE il B SEBL “ MR J67 5 R REAL 8L

F—I7 . WERSHT R ST U . HOCHAE TR 50 5 MFARL 7. U7 ik
ST RIS PEIRITIX 6 MRIT T AN TI7 8k 2t etk Gt (el DL 3t 1 5 MEhr Al X B2
PEST 7232, IXAT DAAE I PR SE B b AWHE IR 2 HiE g% .

B
A SR 5 R A A SO0 LA BSOS B L
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