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(Studies on the association of the preoperative muscle mass and nutritional status with short- and long-

term outcomes after esophagectomy for esophageal cancer)
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BEEOFMEE IR ELTETWw a2, WERICRIHTFRIITRTH 5, BB 5 FiliI3R
BHNARTH 528, MERREIC X VINREIHEORERITE V., ol - RUIEEZ Fl$2 5
Z T, fiiffio Y 2 7N EETH %,

25 O EHE X, Computed Tomography (LA T CT) D 3 JEMEEAI W o KIEFHHEEZ B RO 2 3§
THR L 7z psoas muscle index (AN PMI) &AHBIS 2 2 L IS N TH Y | Bex A s O K Tl 0 (K
PMI 25l o S HHER ML FRARICBE S 2 LG T2, AWPIFE TR, PMI 25k O A HFIE
PRIAT®RICE 2 3B IC O TR L 72,

<WFE O>
i 4k & 75k

SRR NEESALBEEE T 2009 45 1 H 225 2012 4 12 H ¥ CICHEfT & 1L 72 BlE TAER] <.
flifiio> CT <5 3 MMt D PMI % MIE © & 72 483 il (1 390 fil. &t 93 fil) #xfse L7z,

W ANTZHWT, CT O 3 EHEHAZNTIC 31 2 KIEMHIF % manual trace JECTEHAIL, R oD
2 FE(m2) T L7~. PMI (mm2/m2) ZBH L 7.

A IHE. RIIFPRICOWT PMI 2 &8ATET - iR+ %2 v TRAGHEICRET L 72, 61, B
EHETHER ICc s W CEY) R PMI O A Yy b A 7EEREEBT 228 L LT,

MieEHHE O EHT Clavian-Dindo 2348 (LAF CD 4348) # . {7 I B3 2 #5) 1% overall survival (L4
T OS). recurrence-free survival (LN RFS) % 72, #aH#EHT 12 EZR version 1.35 software® (Saitama
Medical Center, Jichi Medical University, Saitama, Japan) Tf7\>, p<0.05 THEZEH YV & L7z, /2. H v
b A Z7EOFEHIC I, R3.4.1 software (Thaka. R., et al. 1996) % F\»C classification and regression tree
(AT CART) 1€ TfT» 72,
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BRI ICHE L CBEETcHEREIC% < (male PMI vs. female PMI: 530.0 vs 364.1 mm?2/m? ,
p<0.01), F720S, RFS 2 & b IcHMICHIKL TR THREICRIFTH 72729 (3 year OS; male vs.
female: 68.7 vs. 76.5%, p=0.01, 3 year RFS; male vs. female: 61.4 vs. 71.4%, p=0.02). it &0HE. K
THOENTZ BT I T L & Lz,

B Mfitg G OHEDOME TiZ, PMI 1 CD=IIIb o HEA BT cHE &K (CD<Illa vs. CD=IIIb:
533 vs 492 mm?/m?, p=0.03) TH > 7=, LEZ BT Tlx. F# (odds ratio: LA F OR: 1.15, 95%
confidence interval: LA CI: 1.03-1.29, p=0.01), body mass index (LA~ BMI) (OR: 0.66, 95%CI: 0.47-
0.91, p=0.01) BEERTHEETTH o7, KEDMBRAIHEDOKE CIL, HEARMIT CHERRKT %
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BYED OS 1B 3 2 5t . PMI IZ A BT CHE =K1 T - 7= (hazard ratio: LA HR: 0.998,
95%CI: 0.997-0.999, p=0.03), LZZEMENT T, Fhv. BMI, firafiE, FliR. pT. ly 28 PERET
Th o7z, BMED RFS ICBF 25 Tlx. PMI & 3BHE %2380 v o 7z,

2o OS, RES B3 25Tk, Wwind PMI & OBF#E%FED I d o 77,

DEofER% 5% 2T, BHOMBREIHESL OS LBE %30 2 KF o ¢, fifHiMAIC X b GET
20[gEEDH %5 PMI & BMI ICEH L., 2N 2oty bA 7% CART iIc X YV EH L., PMI
1% 600 mm?/m?% BMI CiE 185 kg/m? & L7z, ZRENAA v b+ 7K TH 25610 1 fix bt
5.4 % Preoperative Nutritional and Muscular Score (LA T PNM score, 0~2 s DO#ipH) %€ L 72, fli
BAPHEICBE L THET L7z & 2 A, PNMscore 235 W I AR EDR L WIERTH - 72 (PNMscore 1:
2:3;7:13: 24%, p=0.01), %72 OSICBIL Tix., PNM score 23\ EFHEARTH o7z (p<0.01),
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e E KRB ERIMREIT € 2002 4F 2 H 225 2016 4 3 A £ T oA Ic BB YIBRA % fiifT < v 7=
150 1 (54 124 @, otk 26 f5l) RS e U<, 9t @& FERIC, ilieaiHE. BT #Hicow,
PMI % & o AlTRi - A K7 %2 v CERITHRIICRET L 72, PMI O#llE X, BT #4v 7 % v T manual
trace i TiT o 72, T 72, % OTE® 72 PNM score DZYHICDOWTHET L 72, METH R, Hatidhr
JiiE e QL FEkTH 5,
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B it & OHEICBE S 2 Gt PMI 12 CD=1lla ic s W CHARMIT cAEEARRTTH Y (CD
<Ilvs. CD=IIIa: 611 vs. 493 mm?/m?, p<0.01), Z#Z8f#T T HERKATTH -7 (OR:0.995, 95%CI:
0.992-0.998, p<0.01), Lt DM AIHEIC BT 2 Mat<it. PMI XM % 30 75 - 72,

OS. RFS icBHF 25T Cld, Bl b PMI IR 2320 0 o 7z,

PNM score DZYE# T L= & 2 A, score 2,3 DFET, B:<To CD=llla DAHHEXR = ICH
fEc® -7 (PNM score 1 vs. 2,3: 17 vs. 55%) .
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YORERLZEL VD REVWED, BHOARATPMIZSFHREEELAZDD L EbNLD,

e, PMI o7 v b A 7{l% 600 mm?/m? & L7235, ZhE <o PMLICBAT 23t Cidhy b4 7
fEIT—E L Cnhdol, /2. SEFZICREL7ZPMI & BMI D4y + 4 7flD 672 % PNM score
ETPBTUICAEHTH o 72, 5513 PML BMI 0t %2 HI & L 72T O A AT EZBET L T {088
BHb, EoHic, WHEBEEZNRE LEY)AMHRINA D SHROBGERETH %,
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BEoBHEREEE BT, PMIDOA Y P4 7{E%E 600 mm2/m?2 & EH 7=, PMI,. BMI®H v F 4+ 7
fili % AW CEXE L 72 PNM score 12, F#£% Filll$ 2 ECcHERTH - 7=,



