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2. fES
2.1 WARHES O

JEA G BYE H3 53R U T2 Wopk 27 FOMEHE® - BEDO N DBEFEHI BT 54
MERt, 35 K ONE A ABFSEE v & — D A DBIERERHE 5515 5 18 ABELE 7 — 4
WZED e, BDAUTEARANDREROE A TH Y, 2015 FOENIZIIT D03 AE
TEITHI 37 FAT, RFECEREROK 30%TH 5 V2, IE, ESEE - =%
SOPPESE & W o T ARHEIC X 2 EHE /ML TEBY . 5% S50 B4
BoEmNn I Tw»5s (Fig 1),
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Fig. 1 HAIZKIT D ARHEEIZ LD CEOHER
T SERER - RN - DR & BT ERE NN L, FEEEAEEIN L TV 5,
(ESZNAMFZEE v 2 —D N OBREREHT L DM AETE T — & K D FRE)



2.2 R ABHEEIZIT 5 B BIEE

2.2. 1 FrHRInH

PPN RETT D IR ITIRIE, AMRHEOIRIR (L FIRIER KOS RIGRER H Y |
o ZEHEMITHAEDE THRARBEPITOIL TN D, BETHRIE R ITIE F AR
& D AR DB IR ZME D2 Z R L, IEFEMERROMREZIRF LR b8 A
MR 2 ARTE AR RS2 Z LN TE D HIETH D,

2. 2.2 HHHRRIBEEGT

BB RIE, BE 2 L ITIREEHE A O Computed Tomography (CT) &% 5%,
WAL, 5007z CT B A b L2, IR L E 2 v CHEE (¥
—7y MREFMB TH D Y X 7 Eat (Organs at Risks: O0ARs) O BH.CoAEIE
(Region of interest: ROI) ZPH\VN, #—/4 v RMIxI L CEMMBNLT L-fRE%
B cExs L IckEbHAEZITY, MEARBEICBTDLDZ —F v ME
International Commission on Radiation Unit and measurements (ICRU)®
Report 50 3 X O Report 62 [ZTHEINTEY ., FfilZz<° CT - Magnetic
Resonance Imaging (MRI) 72 & DEMESE CTHEsd T & 2 BB AT 2 EW S 5 WIR
(PIRESSARE (Gross Tumor Volume: GTV). GTV IZxt L CEAMBIAI 7253 A 0D i M i
& VIR U o HiE 2 & TR AAERY AT (Clinical Target Volume:
CTV). CTV IZx L CHRAggs DB X 12 KX 22 (Internal margin: IM) & BEHD
Ty N7y IREEICH R T D AN S (Set-up margin: SM) Z & e TEIEEAYR
f& (Planning Target Volume: PTV)., & EFIILTWA **(Fig.2),

. GTV: Gross Tumor Volume (PIERAUFE B A 15)

...... CTV: Clinical Target Volume (ER PR BIIZ891KTE)

----------

SM: Set-up margin

PTV: Planning Target Volume (Et EI1ZR1{AFE)
Fig.2 #—7"» NOIRHEDER



2.2.3 EFHEIRN

FESEO T ERE T, IO BRMAERK & LTEE D V3,
PR ARG, SR, IRERE, FINENREGE e EnmbonTuns, 2
WO ORFEZHT HREFNTKT L, itz mBiigis s L TagBRE» ThhTn
%00 EBEREICIW T, MG - KEG - B E W o I IERE OB, BRE &
W o T2 IE AR & BRSNS RS S D = B Id, BEx 2R R E ORI & e
%o EEMERHE T, BTN O 400D EHREEND 2 Lk s AN
BRI 72 E o iR, NGO KIGIZ R U CIAEPIZ SRS IR XD =
CIWXDTHIZ EDGEBEREN LIZLITRDOOND |, ZTNLHLDOHEFRS %
P AR L LT, National Cancer Institute (NCI) @ Cancer Therapy
Evaluation Program (CTEP) 23/ABH L CUY% Common Terminology Criteria for
Adverse Events (CTCAE) ver. 4.0 <°,Radiation Therapy Oncology Group (RTOG)
L BEuropean Organization for Research and Treatment of Cancer (EORTC) 23
5B LTV A RTOG/EORTC Radiation Toxicity Grading BAFHWHILTUWA *9
HE LA FFGIIROFWIRIEDORK & 5720, RERfflEE 700 W10,

2. 2.4 X BRI X 258 EEE T AR

TR XBRBIE TR Y — 7 v Mk L TR W I IE & 7970 28 5 R i
769 (Intensity Modulated Radiation Therapy: IMRT) 23 M L Cu %, IMRT C
IX. FIZED Multi Leaf Collimator (MLC) % MV T & — AGREE Z 48 L. Segment
EREEN D /NS IR RSB 2 U O TR E DR & Ff > 7o &0 A 2 1ERR T 5.,
ZOMEBEAR RS T-MEBEN M EEEORRAENSBFIT A2 Ik, #
— 7y MCRF Lo e —IRoeRE M2 ERT 62 &R TcE, #—F v b
IEOEF B~ ORMBEZARILT 5 Z LA TE S (Fig. 3),

b AR )9 2 2 F R ICB O TH IRT WSS K 5127 Th
D . Btk D = ot R R BB 5 7% (three-dimensional conformal radiation
therapy: 3D-CRT) |2 X 2 1R & i L C. BRI E O E A KT & | ik
PECIFE RO Y A7 DMECEX 5 Z ENH LN E > T D 1Y



Segment 1 Segment 2 Segment 3 Segment 4 Segment 5 Field Dose

.
L <Ll R+l Rl

Fig.3 Step & Shoot FHffr O X

AIZEDOMLC ZE)d 2 & TRENME LS EDH T LN TE D, Step & Shoot
TRENEICEB T D IMRT 1XIREHA E = L 15D Segment & FEEAL 5 MLC T X # 4
a Y A— N LEERESMMEMAG DY CTHREZFTHZIT-o T 5,

Dose fluence

MLC

2.2.5 B #IRE

B T RRIG I G RO —FETH V. 7 v bu U LEoliEzz2 v
IR U7z @ = p L X — D51 % BE Ik L CTHRE T 218 ETH D, e T
MRS NG T IIXWENOE T EFHAEEATHZ LR =k X —% K0,
—EOEIIZB W THEDE— 7 (Bragg Peak) Z T 5 (Fig. 4), KRN D
Bragg Peak MRS £ TOR-HOBENEEEZ R L WV, IE S N7z kL ¥
—IZ R o TRENBRIE SN D, B HIIRE TlL, RIEDHE72 % Bragg Peak #H
RELEAHZ LIk Y, YEKk7 T v 7 —7 (Spread-Out Bragg Peak: SOBP) %
R L, 2 =7y M L TH—ICEMEL N2 203 TE5 5 BiE
FIX, ZORRBE Y LEAISHABRB B S0 E WS FEEZ b Z Lz
L0, Z—Fy MR L THREEZER L, XL L THX—F Y MEFOER
FFRA~OMEZIRT 2 2N TE 5 & LT, WEENDO R SR T
THRIRIFEICH T DL EE Y | JREMEE S EN L T DIEEFIETHD ',

B AR ORERIT, MENOE T EMHAEERICL > TRESND =D, (ANOE
TEEOENEE L 25, B RIREFE T, R E CT @ CT A
(Hounsfield Unit: HU) & KZEME E DEBRT —T NV EHNTWS, By b7
» TRMEY DENREWT — T NV OREIZ L > T, B #RORFRIL 3. 5%
DARENSEZHLTWDZENHLNTWS ) Lo T, R i,
Ty T v IRMEANTOY =7y NOBEEZBE LIz~ —T TR, B
T HRORBEDO RN S EZEBFEB L~ —C 0 ORENPKRD SN T WD, il
(LEFEfEI S L CHREM L IcEAD~— 2 (distal margin(DM) & proximal
margin (PM) 38 X O Lateral margin(IM)) 28 CTVIZXf L TRt X5 T,



120

SOBP: Spread Out Bragg Peak
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Fig. 4 X#R& B RO E S 5y
X R L B R O RE E S i(percentage depth dose: PDD) Z x93, PDD I&/i%
ﬁk%%@ﬁﬁ@% LW LIRS DORABRER L TWD, XBRIZ—ED
RS TIRRT LT — L0 | ZOBEMATIFRESHTET 5, —FH. BT
ﬁi EDRS TRRRTRLF =LY ZN X EMIITTRLF =25
SN2 E VYD Bragg Peak 9, BRDIHEI D Bragg Peak ZEHiAHHOH,
Z =7y FOBIRICEDOETZSOBP 2B T2 2 L2k, #—Fy MI¥—7&

WMEZ G A, =7y N OBEMPNSAAAET D IEF Mg~ OREZ KT 25 2 &
MTE D,



85 HR D FR 7 X RAN L C EHBELRIERS Y 77 —1k & W o 7o BUELIR RS
HE ARy NAX ¥ = 71 (Spot Scanning Proton Therapy: SSPT)X°7 A
AX XY =V TEE VST ARy = TIREHENR S D 2, ARSI, Inids
TYELNTZB RO L)L B — A& 4 JE OECGELIR T B — A HULE 2 SRR 7 1)
IR, X =7y FOFBIRICEDETZ RS HE MK (2 ) A —2) R —T A
ZHOWTEFRRE—LDIENY 28V T Z Lk 72—y MZAEE LR
BOMETEKRT 52 N TE D5, BELRBEHE T, AR EFIROES FRORE
HW—ETH DD, Z—7 > b OJEFHOIEF ORI b m i &k ¢
x50, o, HEUARFEDORG FHIRFEE CTIX, 2V A—FRR—F AL
DRESIZE>THIBELRH Y . 15emX 15cm~20cm X 20cm F& 5 O FRETEFIZFRE &
N5, EBEBH L EOREBRBFHTZ(ERT 27-0I121%, BT Z R 50
EHVENRH T,

—F., AX vy = ZBRENET Y — AHULENS T LB R NT 2 B OERER
[EANTH RO VL E =L ER L, RS HFHATIEEZRO = R )LF
— R LT, BESI RS TR O UL E— AR HAASbEA LIt 5T
2=y NOBRICEDRTEMESAEKTHENTED, LTEN-T, A
Ry b ARy = ZHRBHETBELARRSE R LT, L0 &2 —7 v ORIk
BB LT-MEDMZTERT D2 ENTED Fig.5), SHIZ, al A—Z0R
—F A7 EIC X HHIRA 72 < BELARREE LV & R & 22 MG EF (30cm X 40cm)
ERTE D E W HHNH 5,



(a) BRELIKIE (o) RFx¥ =27 %
BT 5 BT

: Lo, 28—

ARELIA

EBBWA
Aperture

Compensator

Fig. 5 BRELIRIE & A% v =0 ZVEO BEHEEIZ X D BR800 OE N

BCELIRTE () 13 2S TR S 72 B 7R DX 2L B — A % BUELIR CTHEL &
D2 EICE D BE— A uLEhCx LT M L ONES Fic~_X b E— A
ZINT Tk, a) A—2THE =7y MEgRicEbETE—228)0 14, —F,
A%y = THEO I RO 2L B — A% B ALl 6 L CRE TR
NIEREMAEZ AV CTER L, B FHANIMELGS O =RV F— %2 {5
ZlliZEY, F—Fy MERICEDEEE— AR5,



B R IRiRIE. B0 b OWERROREE N D X BRIAHR & i U CIE R Ak~
DMMEEIEWTE D Z ERHIFF SN (Fig. 6) . T3V E THEX 2R IEBICx L CB 1
BB & X BB OBESAM 2 T DN R S C& -, 2BBRFCE
WTH B FRRIAR & IMRT OFREAR % Lol L 72AF3E 3 72 S, BHeIE ~o
MBI TEDL ZERNRENTND ) L, MikEEelHERED Y 2
7 Rl U 728513 T v Ty,

(a) IMRT (b) SSPT
Field 1 Field 1
s - Dose
Field 7 T Field 2 L 4. High
o 0 ©
Q Gl @ [ &
Field 6 % & Field 3 % | Low

D 8 L)

Field 5 Field 4 Field 2

D : Target D : OARs + : isocenter

Fig.6 IMRT & SSPT DR &4 4i D&

2 —7y MR L TR UBEEMN G L L9 & 42854, (a) IMRT TiX, £ mH
SIS 2720, BREERASIKITIEN > THnERN, () ARy hAF vy =2
7 B F-RRIEHE (SSPT) 1%, B 78R Bragg Peak &9 B ZTEN L, B — Lo
Distal MNZHRENH S22, (KBREEBIIREHICR D,
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2.3 HAHRIEEETE O FEAL

2.3. 1 iR B A N7 A (Dose Volume Histogram: DVH)

FEGHRRIR G I B CRH R SRR R & RRE O BEfR 2 Rl S AR B, fEihiC
KETHOLD LI ONMRERFEE X 277 & (Dose Volume Histogram: DVH)
Thd, DEBRBH CHWS ROL 2 W Fig. 7 I2#l7R L7z, DVH X ROI Z &2
EDOHWVDEFEIZED B WDOMENRE SN2 00 % R~ TEEN 2 FEE &
LTIES FHWHRTWAS,

T RRIE R BT EE B2 B T CT i EICREAR 2 S Emfkic TR Lz b 0
WRREATIX T D (Fig. 8),

X HR & BT CII R OFEEE N B 722 5 726 [7] CIRIER & % RS L C b AW
LRIIRRNRITEE L T2, X R & BB RROME A L9 212, AEWRash Rt
(Relative Biological Effectiveness: RBE) Z AW TR T 24823 &% 5, RBE
. JEYE L 22 D R (250kV D X)) 1ZxF LT BB RBE (ZLL F oz L -
TEZINTWVD,

B B LYY FHIZ) RN 8 ZE 72 YR BB FETEHHTHR) 0

JFIZED ALY I E AT B2 YR FR N 7R
X BRCIE RBE=1. 0 SV HILTWA DS, B -# Tl ICRU Report 78 (Zfft\ >,
RBE=1.1 & L CRREFREI M THOND 7,

RBE =

3

Fig. 7 MEAERE X 7T A

MHhIE RBE 2 & 8 L 7B, fits A RSN D, T 2Tk, FEREICE
J% %= M (CTV & PTV) 6 L ONMER A% (B3t. B, Bowel bag, KEREEA
&EBE) D% ROT @ DVH & iR L7=,

11



ol

Fig. 8 &EMEMREHTIIT B EDAR X DOHF
Axial WIEIZIIT A IMRT OIEFEEFE CT FIC/ERR SN2 BEICB T 5
B A RT, IR CH S -HPHA PTV TH 5,

2.3.2 fpEERME - RES M

B OB Z T 585, ¥ —7 v Mo+ o EET 2 /R T e &
L T Conformity Index (CI) NHWHINTWD, Z OFFEEIL, AL GRRESIRE X
NTBRFE & PTIV ORFEDHTH B E 41, LITEWIE E PIV TR o s ik
DEWZ EERLTWD, [FERIC, #—7 v Mk oMEY L2 R L
L C Homogeneity Index HI)NHAWHINTWD, ZOFEEEIL, PTV NOFRELL
ThHbbD S, 1ITEWEE PTV NOBER —MEREW I 2R LT D M5,

2.3.3 generalized equivalent uniform dose (gEUD)

DVH (2B 1) BB I BT 23 Tid, DVHIZH T 2 —m D& Ll ¢
=7, DVH 2R Z7MET 2 2 ENEE LV (Fig. 9), £ 2T, HAEMICK L TR
PV 7N IR Sic & & L E UEMFEN B % ) — 7R /0 AT CHA
FLUIZHEAEOREE LT, &MY —#&E (equivalent uniform dose: EUD) &\
IWEEDS Niemierko (2L » THREINZ*, ZOED &V ) feEiX, sHfiL Xk 9
&35 ROLIZHEWT, ROI OEFE %2 N E OB NX BN T+l &S
DI D S T D ZEOBUNKINZ /3 E U, BN 2 & O Fl i 58 0 8 A e 3
MR I AR TND ERE L THE SN D, FHl ROT (AR — 7 i &
A TIRE SN T-5A Oy NKE 2 & ORIIAIE DI AR A L L= b DR
S ROT RIROAMIASEDIAMR & 70D, AE)— 7o mE oA TR S i=G6
DHIEIE D F LR & [7) CAMARSE D A MR 2 ) — IR B /oA CHEERRT 5 DI
VB2 8N EUD T 5 (Fig. 10), Niemierko IZ. EUD Z—#%{t. L 7= generalized
equivalent uniform dose (gEUD) &% L 7= %, gEUD % DVH O E S TD
FRED R U D DVH Z 3T 5 7= O DIFEE L 72 > T B,

12



Plan 1 Plan 2

(LY
LY

RE

Fig. 9 DVH IZE 1T A M EFHIARIZ IS T D Ll DR A
Plan 1 & Plan 2 TR EFHH S (O) (2B 2 EFEIZE U TH 525, DVH 2K T
WA DHMIZHDZ ERDND,

i
1
N

| BENH

ol

FY—REN T

#
4

1
i ‘.
L3 i
H 1
| gg-l : Tife !
Q! |
s i
ol |
B MIRECED ROIZ KD ROIZ KD !
Tl DR MRRATEQD 5t TR HREORERE

Fig.10 equivalent uniform dose (EUD) DJEF%

I L 720 ROT I2%F L C, R¥E—7eff &0 CHRE S =58 Oyl = &
OFMIRSEDFE A M %2 FEE L7z ROT RO O A MR & | 7 UREM L
72U ROT (2%t U CH)— 7o & /oA TR L 72356 @ ROT KD MAESE O 3 A fife
FNRFE L TH GG, MEITEME H72 T ENTE, ZORFOE— &N
EUD TH 5,



2.3. 4 JBEFHE O XA ME

B P RIREIT, ITRIEHEIC L s TIRESN T E— 2T —% (BT HROT=FRILF
—BIOAR Y NEELET D HEEZ &) 1I2HE-> T, BEICK LU T8 & mg
IZHRINT 5, ARy MAF vy = ZTHRENETIE, By N7 v S LD EHEE ¥
— 7y N OALE R O BB E MRS 71 e 2 (BE ONEMORS R Z &
DIFENZR E)IT R Y | B — LR OB E SRR & RETIF TR 5 72
D, BT RROTRENEACT D AEMERH D, ZNHICHKT D AR v FOMET
AUTREDAICEE L 5 42, JRFEHEREL D b EMENRF SNAHR Yy B AR
v MR =5y M L TERIC o2 En B S h2na— L R2AR Y b
DRETHREEMENH D, KR, ¥ —7 v MIXT2BOKRTIX, #—7 > b
Wkt U CIRBIC 2 B EN S 5 SN Ll b7, FRIRAIZTHE & 72
Do LIENR T, ZNODREN ST D+ o7 n "2 MEORHl 21T 5 Z &
X, =7y MZxHT 5B EOK TIEFMAMRIC T LRl e Enk s ans
ZEMBRNWZ L E2HERT DO A THEETH D (Fig. 11),

- RRIBIEIZ BT A1 EHE O v N2 MMEZFHE T 5 7S LT, OQ@EE D
16 EHE (Nominal Plan) (2% LTy b7 v 772 EICHRKT 5 RN S % 7 Hh
T BH720IT, isocenter DAL Z B E) X 7= 1651 (Shifted Plan) Z1ER%3 5
Tk, OBE T ASNEY DEALZ: & H 2 ORN ORI 72 2 ki kT 5
R & Z 5l 2 72012, B8 O ROT O CT il % 18 & #a % 7= 5% 51 (HU Plan)
EERT D HER ERDH D, v AR MENTIZE T DRREDAA~ DO EBOBEX
#79 (Fig. 12),

Blanco & IZ1E W ¥ (2 %t 3 2 B 1 SR 16 K & (8] 45 5l B 28 3 B3 BR TG R
(Volumetric Modulated Arc Therapy: VMAT) O #8454 O L MFEIZ T,
Nominal Plan (2% L. Shifted Plan & HU Plan ® 2 i@ Y OJREFFH O /3 X |k
PEDFENT 21TV, CTV D 98%23 F bt S 4 2 K B (Dogoy,) & 1EFAAKR D DVH (21T 5
FRE AN AU CRHME 247 - 72 %,

14
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Fig. 11 AR bOSFHEE & B2 D58 OB ES A ~DEBO AN

ARy MLETIN WIS, BB A 2T LN TE LM, AR
v MILETIURAE LGS, R — 7B E&EN0mile b,

N__Jislsi)

IMRT SSPT
i P LT = Sun (J:ctv
@ ey Q/ (” L, :
(S
S & PTV
CERANSS - ATRNSS - P
.ﬁ € \ 7 \ / [_J:oars
%< \ ST S
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Fig. 12 > 7 N L7 B O ESA O A O
TR L% Z CTV, CTV OO 7 A CTV 12 SM & IM 2415 LT
PTV & L, HHEC/R LIZ&EFAIZ 0ARs 3FFE L TV 2 ERET 5, A2 IMRT O
FEBRR 70 R B3 AT . A I2Y SSPT DOBUE) 7o M B A A 797, ALE T AL 72 VB
AR 72169 5HE (Nominal Plan) OAREERY 2R MR B0 AR 1%t L, isocenter % Left
JFENZ bmm BE) S E 72354 (Shifted Plan) OFEESMM AR Lz, AR
DRI TEMRE IR EEZ R LT,
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2.4 HBEBREEZED Y X 7 T

2.4.1 NICP &5/

TR RRTG T B CHERL ST W BRRY 72 MR B0 A 279~ DVH 2 B IR D A=
W 7 IS 2 I D HCRE BT L & U C, IR F AR 38 A e 28 (Normal
Tissue Complication Probability: NTCP)ET /L35, Z @ NTCP ET /LI,
Lyman |Z & o THt & & HEITIKIET 288 LT B — BN mIcBIT 52T
LELTIRE SN, Lo L, BHRREICB TR &0 fm CTREN SN D
Z L=, Kutcher, Burman 512 X - T Lyman OF T V& R¥E)— 72 #8E4
YRR L= T VR RER & 4. Lyman—Kutcher—Burman NTCP  (LKB-NTCP) &5
JVERHEN TR Y BE, Kb —RIAWLILTWA NICP 2 THIT25ET LD
OEDTH D, NICP DD /NS WE EIEFBE~DEERAED Y X7 B ENZ
EHERLTWAD (Fig. 13)27°

09 NTCP model function H : g h L k
0.8
0.7
B
ﬁ 0.6
Eﬁé 0.5
ot
ﬁ 04
&
ﬁ 0.3
0.2
0.1
0
Dose [cGy]

Fig. 13 LKB-NTCP &7 /L D& (X

LKB-NTCP <& 7 /UL IEH AR IS RS SN DM EICIRIF T 2 B s L TR S 1,
NTCP DAEA R & WM FE EEFAR O ERAfERENE < (High risk), NTCP Off
/NS UVNE EIEF R DR ER AR IMEL (Low risk) 725 Z & &2RTET L
ThD,

16



FEG 515D B 7e DRI X D IR ER A D U 2 7 2 ik « §Hli§ 572
DT, LKB-NTCP &7 /L& FWZAFZERN T TR Y . Jakobi & IXEASHARAEIEIZ
BWTHRIBE TGS LN TE 2RELZRITET D722, LKB-NTCP
T NEHNTND #9 Makishima S I EIEREIZI T D <D~ DB BRI
& L C LKB-NTCP &7 /L Z AW T 5 ) Toramatsu O IXAFHIIEE ISR T 2 ikt
BRRFMEFREER DO U 2 7 8 fli & LT LKB-NTCP EF L2 HNT WA * = k)
(2. LKB-NTCP &7 /L I3Ak & 7o BRIk L CIEFHERDOEE 2 i+ 2 9 2 TH
R BETH 5,

2.4.2 ®EMEBEICIT D HHREED U R 7 G

fit NEHEIS ) 5 A E AR BRI 6 LT, 3D-CRT & IMRT (2317 5 ik 7tk &
MR gD ) 2 7 Z et 4 7= 912, LKB-NTCP &5 /L& W= 23 T T
=7,

CTCAE 7' L — R 3L Lo Mgz £ 0 ALFEEIEOIRIECIRE O 1k % 43
2 ENDHT=, CTCAE 7' L — R 3L o MiEmtDKEAEETHDH, 2 E
T B HA~OBE L MIEEMEDOBMRIZOWTE S < OFZER 72 SN TX 7, Mell
5X° Albuquerque & 1315 S0 O [ R O BEIEIC B 1 2 2F RS T o
R 106y MRS SHTEBE (Vigey) BET 206y MRS SHTEEE (Vaggy) &
CTCAE 7' L— R 3L O MEmEMEICHBERNHH Z 2R LT "Y, £72, Song H
I ZBGFRR DB E AN DUV T DVH Z W TRE L, IMRT OFRESAR LV L1
BB I EH~OIREER A B O TN TEAZ L A2R L2 %, Bazan b
I LKB-NTCP &7 /L% I\ CTEEER~D B BIRE 21T > - BE 12O\ T, 3D-
CRT & IMRT (28 1F 2t U A 7 7l 247>, IMRT (X 3D-CRT & kb LT
CTCAE 7' L— R 3 LA Lo st n ) A7 2K CT& 5 Z LavRr& 7 %,

GEBIEICOWT HRERIC, IBEOREEHEENS S Z LRI TND Y,
Khosla 5%, #MEHEIC%3 % 3D-CRT & IMRT O V&¥E 1 %4 LKB-NTCP &5 /L % i
WTCEE L. IMRT Cid 3D-CRT & bbifs U CHEFHFAICA BT NTCP OfE % (K8 T
x5 Z L %KL T, RTOG/EORTC Radiation Toxicity Grading TalAfi L 7= 5.
IMRT THEBRLEZWTNROEREL 7L — R 3 UL EOBEFRENRE L ho7z &
WELTWD Y,

L2rL723 6, LKB-NTCP &7 V& W B IREHC X 2 5 - RiRE &
IMRT D MiRFEMECIFEFMED U A 7 Z 5l L 7=0F981E 2 E TIThiu T
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2.5 ARBFZEIZTHLNZLEWZ &

AW TIE, ARy N AX ¥ = Z B R AR E 2 H O 7o b AR Lkt
T OB HEME N, IMRT X2 2FBBH LT, ¥—7y h~OfE%
W& ST E ~OREIBAFTRENENEHLNILE ) E LT, £
T7o. ARy NAX ¥ =0 TR IREHEIC L 2 2B R, IMRT (2K D 42F
MERRET & bl U, Rl a 220 U 2 7 DMK T RED S 5 & LKB-NTCP &
THEHWTHLMNILE S & LT,

2.6 AHFRICL-THLMNI -T2 &

AL TIE, b AR Ot a2 X5, ARy NAXF Y= 71
THRIRIR & IMRT OIRIFFHEI O I ATV, AR Y A% v = Z B RIRR I
IMRT Ll L, #—4 v M T oMEZ ST 25 2 272, BH~Of=E
PIRARETH A Z EEHBENE LT,

WIZ, ARy b AX ¥ =2 TG #IRHR & IMRT 232V OTREFHENIZ % LT
TBERHE O 2 N2 MMEIZOWCRME 21T > 72, (KN TOFE ONEM DL
Ty Ny THREREICLAAR Yy MIETIUAAE LG EIZBNTH, AR
v N AF ¥ = P BARRIEED Shifted Plan & HU Plan |X. IMRT @ Shifted
Plan & HU Plan & H#E LT, #—7 v MIXTHMEEZE E ST, FH~D
MEZIEEAETHDLZ EEHLMNE LT,

S 512, LKB-NTCP &7 /L& AW TCTMEEED U 27 i 21TV, AR v b A
X ¥ = VB RRIEERIE. IMRT & He# LT CTCAE 7' L— K 3 LA Lo ik #tE o
VAT R CTEDZ L aHBENE LT,

—J7. NICP =7 /L Z AW &M Y 2 7 3 Tix, IMRT (2 L 54 EHER
FHED ARy NAF v = T FRRIRIC L D 28BS 0 J7 723 gEUD & NTCP
DABE 2 FIINCAH IR L TV D, £ D ZEIT/NE o7z, DVH OFEHmIZ T
W mte L MBIRRIC H D & S D MEFHE AR (Vyggy) [TV THEEHFRIICH B
TR O oTe, TBNEIEFNZ L - TX, BEFED Y X7 2K
TE D A[REMEDN R X LT,
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3.

EHIES

AXPE IO THNZIEEEIZILLTOmEY TH D,

CBCT
CI
CT
CTCAE
CTEP
CTV
DICOM
DM
DMPO
DVH
EORTC
EUD
FPD
gEUD
GTV
HI
HU
ICRU
M
IMPT
IMRT
LM
MFO
MLC
MRI
NCI
NTCP
OARs
PDD
PET
PM
PTV
RALS
RBE
ROI

cone—beam computed tomography

conformity index

computed tomography

common terminology criteria for adverse events
cancer therapy evaluation program

clinical target volume

digital imaging and communication in medicine
distal margin

direct machine parameter optimization

dose volume histogram

european organization for research and treatment of cancer
equivalent uniform dose

flat panel detector

generalized equivalent uniform dose

gross tumor volume

homogeneity index

Hounsfield Unit

international commission on radiation unit and measurements
internal margin

intensity modulated proton therapy

intensity modulated radiation therapy

lateral margin

multi field optimization

multi leaf collimator

magnhetic resonance imaging

national cancer institute

normal tissue complication probability

organs at risk

percentage depth dose

positron emission tomography

proximal margin

planning target volume

remote after loading system

relative biological effectiveness

region of interest
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RTOG  radiation therapy oncology group

SFO single field optimization

SM set—up margin

SOBP  spread out Bragg peak

SSPT  spot scanning proton therapy

VMAT  volumetric modulated arc therapy

3D-CRT three—dimensional conformal radiation therapy
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4,  FHiE
4.1 HFEextsR

2008 25 2014 FIZALHFE K FIRPEIS TEEIC UG R 21T - 72 13 4
DOIF NFHEBE OB (FESE:8, e 4, IR 1) OIEREHE CT 2 H
VN, RE IR A AR E U7 VA S (IMRT £, SSPT #%) Z/ER L 7=, Table.1 I
BAEFI D B2 T, AWFZEITALE Kbt B ERRF R A ZE S LV B
FEEIARFER (014-0055) & L TR I TV A,

Table 1 W95 D @M
1D RS IGREFE T RRIBERHA ST RF ORI

1 EREE It 48 Wit maEmN Y o Ei 3

2 - SR 40 Wt BN

3 EREE U] 48 itz

4 B A 66 Wit JEWTRE S

5 B 59 With WG PR

6 BT SH 38 Witk BN Y o EIES

7 B SHE 40 %

8 T S 33 it s

9 T 66 7% 2 W v 7327

10 ' S 61 it i/ F0i7)

11 B SH 43 it - AbRIEE ERmE IS
12 ERCLIN 39 WAL REEE Wik BRI 74
13 N B g 69 W BN Y o HIER
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4.2 HERRIEREEHH

4.2.1 Contouring

VEPEEHE2EE Pinnacle® (ver.9.0; Philips, Inc., Madison, WI) ZHWTC.
2mm F 721X 2. 5mm D A T A AJECHpfd A7 IEREETE CT Wi EiZ3~=To ROI
o7,

T E SRS TS N OWRIEGNZ KT 5 IMRT @ CTV XEHTA K7 A 1Tk
VW, X —47 > b ROI & -7z, ARWFIECTIEHERME%ORER 2 x5 & LT
WD T2, GTV IIIFE Levy, CIV ISR E . SMEE. WIFE. BRI Y o)
HifEik & BB X OV E RS 5 Y, PTV X, CTV (2% L C 5mm D —
Bele~—T 0 2z, 1Bk LT,

DEBERGCIIT S 0ARs & LT, FERE, EA%. Bowel bag, KEREHA L BHi%
RTOG D7~ 3B BEICXT T 2 S BRIg R IC B 1T 2 E Wk Contouring
Guideline (Zfit> CTPH-> 72 *, Z Z T Bowel Bag IZ. /M & K IEHEN THE) <
#iH & EFSAL, PTV O B F 2em O TH o 72, B86I%. WE - (g - #E -
Hog - BB 36 L OMEHME - ILMEDN 3 £ 41, Bowel bag & [FIERIZ PTV @ K 2em O
JHCPH - 7= (Fig. 14)

Axial Coronal Sagittal

Fig. 14 AR5 2 —7 > k& IF R ko B
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4.2.2 MRENTT

IMRT #£& SSPT BEL T, PIV 0 95%DIAFEIC 25 [A10D 5y IR S CHLIT i i
(45Gy) AT H- S4B L 5 IR A VERR L=, 510, A7 & PTV O KRS
D 9L, EDRFRALTTHEED 93RRI S 4L, 22>, PTV DIRFHD 10%LLF D
RFBIZ AR 110% DB ENIRE S /P = & 24k & L7 (Table. 2).

RTOG 0921 D711 k =t — LAl IE 5 F AR 2 5k 2 BREHIFR 1T . Bowel bag |2
xt LT 406Gy PRI 412 1658 (Vyo6y) <30%. ELAHIC KT LT 406y FRST S 7= f4RFE
(Vaogy) <60%. MEBEIZ ST LT 456y M S U7 IHE (Vysgy) <35%, RBREEH (2% L
T 30Gy MRS S U7 RTE (V306,) <15% & L Mell 5= Albuquerque & DRI,
BHEIZKE LT 106y FRE S A7 MRS (Vyggy) <O0%, B BEICKE LT 206y HRS Sz
(BH8 (Vag6y) <T5% & L7z (Table. 2) ™70%,

Table. 2 PTV & 0ARs 2% % #i & R

Organ Parameter Objectives
PTV Dgso, [%] >99 [%]
Dogso;, [%) >95 [%]
D199, [%] <10 [%]
‘B Viogy [%] <90 [%]
Vaogy L[] <75 [%]
=R Max dose [cGy] 5000 [cGy]
Vaogy L] <60 [%]
B It Max dose [cGy] 5000 [cGy]
Vasgy L[%] <35 [%]
Bowel bag Max dose [cGy] 5000 [cGy]
Vaogy %] <30 [%]
PN S Vaogy [%] <15 [%]

4.2.3 IMRT /&5t

IMRT 1% Clinac CL-iX (Varian Medical Systems, Palo Alto, CA) LINAC |{Z#x
WAL S 7 IBHR RS Pinnacle® 2 VT, 6MV O Y6 T-H% Step & Shoot MLC
Btz T 7 FBRE (7 U — 4 [deg] 10, 51, 102, 153, 204, 255, 306)
DIRFEFHE A VERL U7, TRRRHEEEE Pinnacle® (CR I DMEFHR 7 LT Y X A
X BT AR—REHEEDOOE D TH 5 Convolution/Superposition 1EZ .
MLC JEIR & Segment O = A K ZRNRAJIZ K L Tx 5 Direct Machine
Parameter Optimization (DMPO) & 9 sk ks % Fvy7= )
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4.2.4 ARy R A%y =2 T T RIGREE

857 RRIB R ENE IMRT & [F]— DR ETE] CT _RIZPH - 72[F—® ROT 1Zxf LT
1To7=, 1BMEEHIERE Pinnacle® TYERL L 7= ROL 1. EME(GOWE T a ka-
IV TEFE UT-HEYERM T 5 Digital Imaging and Communication in Medicine
(DICOM) O itk 1A% F  DICOM-RT % F V> CIAR AT & Pinnacle® > & 1AM AT
B 2EE VQA (Hitachi, Ltd., Hitachi, Japan)Z#Hzi%E L7~

KRZ DR R 5 E PROBEAT-RT (Hitachi Co Ltd, Hitachi, Japan)!|Z#x
WAL SRS EERE VOA ZHWVWT AR Y F A% v = o VBB HIRIE DT
FHEZERR L7 P, o7 v b Al X0l S iu7z 70. 2MeV 5 220. 0MeV &
TO 95 FEHO =RV X—DGFHBEHAFRETH DL, TNENDOE RO
isocenter [ZBITDHERHF D AR >y MH A XX 6.8mm  (220. 0MeV) 7> 18. 3mm
(70.2 MeV) TH Y, FEHRITZEE e THL, ARy FEFREIZ VA Ik > TH
BIAICIRE S 4L, AWFZE Tl 4. 8Smm > 5. 6mm Tdh o 7=,

SRR ClE, e bFEEE E L CHRE Z S ICEAD~— > (DM, PM
BELOIM 2 CTVIZx LT EEnD ™Y, B ORBEORHENS 25 BT
ZH72DIZDM & PMIFBLTFTORX (@) 2L v EH L=,

DM, PM = 0.035 X R + 0.1cm (2)
ZZCLORIMMREDNS CTV @ distal il K OY proximal D% £ T KEME
TOMRE, 0. lem [XB FRROTEERICHK T DR NS 2R LTS S, KI5
T, DB EZOPM IXZ1F40 6. 0mm 735 9. Omm, 2. Omm 2> & 4. Omm CTdb > 7-,

F7-. A—F v MIENTOEELE Yy N7 v 7B AEEICL > THS
FIZHILESNAMLERH S Y IM T2 0MEL ST efERE LT TOR
QX EHE L,

LM = 0.04 xS+ 0.3cm (3)
ZIZT, =7y NOREED LD RN SITE —5 v FOF A XOEIAY
STHEMTHEEZLNTEY, SIZCIVORKOY A XKL TWDH, KEFZE
WA IMIX 8. 5mm 25 11. 5mm Toh o 7=,

VA IR T DI it E TR, S TH —F y Mkt L TH— T EE 5
7% Single Field Optimization (SFO)Eiffiz H\NT, HAiitgxt 2 PO IRH G
ZERE LT,
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4.3 JEEHBRIBEETE O FEAM
4.3.1 PTV OFp &AM

IMRT #£ & SSPT BEENEINDIREEE TH LN ESAA DI 21T o7,
PTV IZXF 9~ B AR &I, TR ED 93% DR RN RS X412 PTV ORFE (Dgse,) « AL
TP IRE Z D PTV DR (Dyse,) 36 L UL B D 110% DR RS i
% PTV OARFE (Dy190,) {22V T DVH & FHUTHEFHAIZ AT L 72,

PTV ICE 1T DR EE T Z I 9 5 7212, CLIZLL FOREN @) 2V CH
L. FEFHIC AT L7z %,

Cl =V, /Vpry (4)
Z 2T IR MENRE SN2 — 5y R OEEE Very 13 PTV DR 2 7R,

PTV 2T D&Y — M2 3l 5 72912, HL XA FoREXG) Z W THE
ML, SRHRICRENT L7 v,

HI = Dpyax/Dinin (5)
Z 2T\ DpinE PTV D/ PREE. Dy i3 PTV DK ETH 5,

4. 3.2 1E% LR OB R

IEFRRRIC T DAL, BRHEIC 3 LT 106y B S AU 7ARFE (Vyg6,) B LY
20Gy FRES ST RFE (Vaoy) « RERE I LT 306y M S U7 8HE (Va6,) «
bowel bag (Zkf LT 406y MU ST 8HE (Vyogy) « EIGITKE LT 406y MRS S 4L
T AFE (Vaogy) 36 L OVEEIT R L T 456y MRS S 72858 (Vys6,,) 12D T DVHs %
W THETHIIZAEST L 72 (Table. 3),

Table. 3 1E 7 fHfk O Fp A 5

ROT R RN A
V. [%]
AL iy 106y
i Vaogy [%]
N Vaogy [%]
Ji5 Pt Visgy L%]

Bowel bag Viocy [%]
KIRBE  Vioq, W
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4. 3.3 1RIEFHEI O 1 R A MO T

4.3.3.1 B b7 v FITHET DR E O

B OIRMEFE % Nominal Plan & & L. Nominal Plan (Zxf LT, &y +7T
v FICHET ARMENS Z LT A 72012, isocenter Z#BEh X B 7= 1R EHH
(Shifted Plan) Z{ERK L7z, /BIEENTOEED Y Y b7 v TNLEFEE B
#h J7h] (left-right (L-R), anterior—posterior (A-P), superior—inferior (S-
1)) % Fig. 15 ®OFEICEFE LT-, Shifted plan . Nominal plan (2% L T Fig. 15
TIE®D D PEFERNZ 7 - TEF 6 AT isocenter Z bmm T 5 L CHEEHEZTT-
b ThH D 28

Anterior Superior
A A

Inferior Posterior
Fig. 15 m/NA MEDOFHIIZIIT 57 b RO ES

H10a Y isocenter T&dH Y . Shifted plan T4 MAIC% LT isocenter % 5mm
BE S CREFEEIT- T2,
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4. 3 3 2 WENEMIZ X5 density 2L DFHAM

B ORER P IR A X D AR E Z 3l 5 72912, Bowel bag N CT
fit %ﬂl@%’%ﬁ@ﬁ@@ densi ty fE (HU=20) |2 /B & # 2 72 W AHI 2 PRk L. R
BRIHEAZIT o7z, LR, HU Plan &%,

4.3.3.3 1 NA RMEO I
Shifted Plan & HU Plan (22T, JEfTHF9RICMV . CTV D 98% S HRET 5
HRE (Dogo,) & IEHHLAE O EFEAN A (Table. 3) I TRHIE 21T - 72 %%,

4.3.4 generalized equivalent uniform dose (gEUD)

B E L Bowel bag (ZHEST & 7= 4R B A2 AW FHCFIE 3 5 72 1T gEUD Z v
7=o gEUD IZLL F R (6) 12 L 0 & H éihé AT

gEUD—(Z ,d9)1/a 6)
::“C\ Z 2T, vlEjEHEObinic 7‘6%?‘ d (3% B ObinlZFB 1T 5 #
a lZ—ED/NT A =X T1/nlcZ 1L <, FHARAMERIKATT DI EMR

?&TZ@ V. k 1ZkFEHDbinxFET,
4,.3.5 R EEO U 2 7 54

4.3.5.1 Normal Tissue Complication Probability (NTCP)
IMRT #f & SSPT BEDOIBHEEHEI NS 2 H A7z DVH 2 W, LA F® LKB-NTCP &
FNOR(T-10) 12 X 0 ke & & FMED NTCP 28 H L7,

NTCP = ¢(t) = \/_f exp( 2) dx (7)

_ D —Tby, ®
m + TDg
TD5o(v) = TDso(1) - v 9)
14
Vref (10)
ZIZT. miI/NT A—H | TDsolZ0ARsIZI 1T 5 50%! ’Dlﬁiﬁﬁﬁébéﬁi D
X R MEDN D DERFEVICIRS SN L EOMETH Y | TDso i TR IRFE %
EEL T, TDsqWIZEEHZ D Z LN TE D, TDso(W)IEFE **ﬁ(9 10)@%&4
S, niTAFEREL ViefIF0ARSDIAFE TH 5, LKB- NTCPD&TMi TDSO m\
nd 3 DOD/IRT A—=HTET MMEENTNDHP3 RIFFETIE, X®) Iz
MRE/RT A—HDIZgEUD R A LT=Y,

v =
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4.3.5.2 IMiEmEMED U 2 7 34

CTCAE 7'L— R 3L bofigzttn ) A 7 #5457 012, & (6-10) IZfEA
T HEBENRT A—% L LT, Bazan H03EH L72TDsy=35Gy, n=1, m=0. 27 % A\
C.Nominal Plan (Zxf L T NTCP DfiZ& & H U7z ¥, [AARD k% H T Shifted
Plan & HU Plan (2% L C% NTCP #&H L7,

4.3.5.3 IHEBEMED Y X7 M

BEFED Y A7 23T 2572912, X(6-10) ITRATHEBENT A =4 L
L Cix, Khosla B3 2/XT A —# (TDg,=55Gy, n=0.15, m=0.16) % T,
Nominal Plan {23t L C NTCP flZ B H L7z,

4.4 HEEHEHT

IMRT & & SSPT BEZ Lbife 9~ 2 72 D12 X T OHEFHENTIX JMP PRO ver. 11 (SAS
Institute, Cary, NC, USA) Z M\ T. the Wilcoxon signed rank test Zf7-o
7oo FRRHFHIAEAKNEIL p<0.05 & LTz, ¥ —7 v MIxtd HifaEsoAm O &
LC, PIVICHIT D8 (Do3gpn Dosoys Diroy,) & C1 3 L OVHI TV THERFAIZ
fiEdT L=, IEFMEMRICH T O2MESHAORME LT, TN 008 B A
(Table. 3) (Z DWW CHEFHAIICARNT L=, MmNt L IBE MO U A 73l & LT,
gBUD & NTCP {Z DWW THEFHIIC AT 21T - 72,
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5. FEHR

5.1 RIS E O FEAE

A5 A

&

5. 1.1

~

4 13 FEFINZ UV T IMRT & SSPT & 12 PTV O &I BR A 72 9 16 i 2+l A3
B S Av7, IMRT #£ClX, 0ARs O EMIR AT 7292 & R EEZRAEFIDS 1 fild -
72 SSPT BETIX, OARs DA EMIRZ 723 2 & NINEE/IEFIN 4 Bl o> T=, £
NENDORREDAT OB %~ (Fig. 16),

IMRT

SSPT

Fig. 16 &4 D4
W EASAT OB Z IMRT (1) & SSPT(F) 2R Lz,

5.1.2 PTV O EZEM

PTV DFEHE (Dggo,) D FEHIEIL, IMRT B£T99.91%, SSPT #£T100.00%CTH 0 |
Mt FIAEEEZRD T (p = 0.0352) , PTV D Dgse, 35 £ Dy 199, TIEFERHFIA
BEETFRD b7 hy 572 (Dggy,: p = 0.3101, Dy190,: p = 0.1855), Table.3 (Z PTV
DR AR DFEE RIS R 2 T

F7-. 13GERID CT OF-LfEIE IMRT #£ T 0.97, SSPTHET0.96 TH Y . HI D
SEYIMEIE IMRT #£C 0. 97, SSPTHET 1.24 TH V| HEHFEMAEZEITRD b/
Mo 7= (Cl:p = 0.3177,Hl:p = 0.8473) (Fig. 17),
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Table. 3 PTV 2% 2 Hp &AM

IMRT SSPT p &
Do3o, 99.91% + 0.15 100.00% + 0.01 0.0352
Doso, 95.17% =+ 0.20 95.25% + 0.21 0.3101
D115 0.39% + 1.01 0.66% + 0.76 0.1855
1.6
IMRT (n=13)
SSPT (n=1 3)
14
()]
=
s
I
><1 2
Q
©
£
1
f— |:I:|
0.8

Homogeneity Index (HI) Conformity Index (Cl)

Fig. 17 PTV \Zx}d 2 M it Al
PIVIZEIF 5 CI & HI ZF 44 boxplot THRAx L7,

5. 1.3 1EHHLAR OB &5

413 JE B o B R O R E AL R (Vigey & Vaogy ) P B 1 IMRT B
(Viogy: 83.47%, Vaogy: 64.86%) T, SSPT B (Vyggy: 55.14%, Vaggy: 42.63%) TH ) |
HEHEHIA B2 Z BT (Viggy: p = 0.0002, Vyggy: p = 0.0002), 4= 13 JSEGIDHE
BED DVH 736, SSPT 1% IMRT & Ebile L 306Gy X 0 &KV VKR B AEL O (R FE A3 72
WZ ez (Fig. 18),

Bowel bag DO#EEFAM A (Vyggy) DFEMEIZ. IMRT #E (Vyogy: 25.81%) T, SSPT
HE (Vaogy: 24.61%) TH Y | HAHFHIABEEITE O DNRD 2 T2 (Vyggyip =
0.1082), Fig.19(b)Z Bowel bag ® DVH Z =9,

KBEREEED DVH (X, SSPT BEi IMRT A & bhiz LT 306Gy L 0 &R AR s fE bk
DEFEN VIR TpoTWND Z NS (Fig. 19(a)), KEREIEDOMR BRI I
BV THEHFRIA BRSO LT (Vaggy:p = 0.0002), — 75, EM & BERETIE

30



FREGHIT R IC B W TREHERIABEZ R L O b h > 7o, B L FEDED DVH %
9 (Fig. 19(c, d)), Table. 4 \ZTEHFHAR O ERTAM R OREFHENTRE R 27577,

Table. 4 IE% AL O EFEAR AT I1T D s HRAT G SR
IMRT Bf & SSPT BEIZIS 1T D MR A A O SEME & A U (R 72 & WG RS R 2 7R
‘j‘o

ROT PR A AL IMRT SSPT p fiff
i Vioy (%] 83.47% + 230  55.14% + 3.00 0.0002
A Vaosy (%] 64.86% +3.18  42.63% + 5.20 0.0002
=N Viooy [%] 53.34% + 5.79  50.68% + 15.28 0.1219
it Visay [%] 23.35%+ 11.01 26.16% + 13.13  0.1367
Bowel bag Vioay [%] 25.81% + 4.19  24.61% + 4.92 0.1082
RFRE 5 Vaoey [%] 7.28% 4+ 4.53 2.09% + 2.34 0.0002
100 IMRT
: .-« SSPT
80 ¢
S
T 60 | s,
fa|
- i
iy
20 ﬂ ﬁHHHHMﬁﬁﬁm
0 HIFHIIT;
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Dose[cGy]

Fig. 18 & 13 JEBNCI T D FHED DVH
1I34DODNWHEEHLELDERL, Ly VR KNE. R/MEEZRLTWA,
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a) Femoral heads b) Bowel bag

100 IMRT 100 IMRT
.. SSPT ] -+ SSPT
80 80
S S
GE: 60 0E> 60 o
= =
S 40 S40 | Tl
20 20| T
0 ""-----.................. 0
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Dose[cGy] Dose[cGy]
c) Rectum d) Bladder
100  fes, IMRT 100 frevwveeis IMRT
-SSPT
80 SSPT 80
@ 60 @ 60
5 5
S 40 S 40
20 20
0 0 .
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Dose[cGy] Dose[cGy]

Fig.19 Nominal Plan (Z331F 2 IEHE AR ® DVH OfF] CRBREEA, kL. EG.
Bowel bag)

b HIEFNZI T D (a) KERFEE, (b)Bowel bag). (c)EE. (d)EEPED DVH %
IMRT (Line) . AR > b A% ¥ = FEG#IEHE (Dot Line) TENLEIUR LT,
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5.2 HUAHRRMIREETE D v SR NEOFEAT

5.2.1 CTV OHFE &N

Shifted Plan & HU Plan @ CTV(Dggy,) % FIVNT IMRT #E & SSPT BEDOZ N
DIBFEHEICBIT X —4y For N2 MMEZFME L. ZNEN0ME R 257
(Table.5), Nominal Plan & Shifted Plan 35 J OVHU Plan (Z31F % CTV (Dggo,)
DEAFEEZNEIRT (Table. 5), £ 13IEHNZISIT 2 HU Plan D CTV  (Dggop)
DAL, IMRT OFE (—0.8%) & SSPT D (—1.0%) T 7=, SSPT HETIZ
R T—14.3%I2 2 LIIEBIAFRO Hau7=28, IMRT BETIE9_TC 3% TH -
72, F7z. Shifted Plan @ CTV(Dggy,) D FHIZALFIT, T X T IRLINTH -7
(Table. 5),
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Table. 5 Shifted Plan & HU plan (Z351F % CTV(Dggy,) & Nominal Plan 7)>& DHZELFE A RT,

IMRT SSPT
CTV_(Dgggy) [cGy] AR CTV (Dogo,) [cGyl SEHEE Y
Nominal Plan 4580.77 =+  36.62 A517.75 +  69.06
HU Plan 4544.62 +  38.43 —0.8% 4472.14 +  205.98 ~1.0%
Left 4551.54 + 24.44 —0.6% 4496.69 +  44.85 ~0.5%
Right 4555.38 +  20.66 —0.6% 4520.36 +  67.49 —0.5%
Shiftod Plan Anterior 4546.92 +  40.90 —0.7% 4514.16 + 70.77 0.1%
Posterior 4539.23 + 32.78 —0.9% 4493.40 +  48.66 ~0.1%
Superior 4543.08 + 52.66 —0.8% 4489.11 =+ 55.78 —0.6%
Inferior 4554.62 +  38.65 —0.6% 4499.21 + 53.57 —0.4%



5. 2.2 IEH AR OMR AT

Shifted Plan & HU plan (231 5B H#fi® DVH % Fig. 20 (Z7~k9°, Shifted Plan,
HU Plan & $1Z Nominal Plan & [RIEEIZ SSPT <CiX IMRT & kb L 30Gy AT D#
BB OEREN D WENRENTZ, Shifted Plan (ZBW T, H O EIEAL
iR (Viogy & Vaogy ) D FEEIE & AR HENR 2513 IMRT #¥ (Viggy:83.75% + 2.32,
Vaogy: 65.38% +3.16) Td U . SSPT HE (Vyggy: 54.78% £ 2.82, Viggy: 42.91% +
5.01) Tdh o7z, [FERIZ, HU Plan (28T, A BEOM RIS Viogy & Vaoey) P
VEINE & AEEIR T, IMRT ¥ (Vy6,: 83.77% £ 2.31, Vyg6,: 65.33% +3.23) TH
D . SSPT # (Vyggy: 54.77% + 2.90, Vyggy: 42.10% + 5.74) T o7z, F 72, Nominal
Plan (Z%F9 % Shifted Plan MOZALIRIX, IMRT BETIET X T 3N TH -7
(Viogy: —2.4% ~ 2.3%. Vaogy: — 1.8% ~ 1.9%) 73, SSPT Hf Tid—4. 3%IT = L7IE
BIRFRD BTz (Viggy: —2.2% ~1.7%. Vaggy: — 4.3% ~ 1.5%) . [F4£IZ, Nominal
Plan (Z%F9 % HU Plan ®Z k=X, IMRT TIX T T 1%LLNTH - 7=
(V1ogy: —0.1% ~ 0.0%. Vzggy: — 0.5% ~ — 0.1%) 73, SSPT BETIE, —11. ThiZiEL
TIEBI DGR B ALTZ (Viggy: —1.0% ~ 0.0%. Vyoey: —11.7% ~ — 0.1%) . IMRT H#f
& SSPT #2412 41D Nominal Plan (Zxt9 % Shifted Plan 35 L ONHU Plan O/
B DA A (Viggy & Vaogy) (2361 2152513 % Table. 6 (27”7,

Shifted Plan O KBEREEADOFRERAM A (Vaog,) 13, IMRT #E Tl 1692 2 5 5
BN AFEFI TR HTZ D% L SSPT BETIX T R TOHA T IR TH - 7=,
Shifted Plan & HU Plan & %12, SSPT BTl IMRT #f & Heilge L CHEEFFAIICH
B RBRE BH O EFHE R (Vag6,) ZIRBS LTV D Z & DR S Llz, KIREEA
DOFFEFAM R (Vaog,) O Nominal Plan {Z%f3 % Shifted Plan ®Z{bL3IE, IMRT
#¥ (—80.9% ~140.3%) T&H U . SSPT #£(—100.0% ~2124.4%) ThH o7z, iz,
Nominal Plan (Zxf9 % HU Plan ®Z{b3I%, IMRT £ (—0.8% ~0.4%) TH YV |
SSPT #£ (—6.9% ~2.7%) Td > 7=, Nominal Plan 2%} % Shifted Plan B3 L O
HU Plan O E¥JEAL#E % 777 (Table. 7),
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Table.6 1/SA MEHTIZIT 5B EEOBETAG A Viggy & Vaogy) D FHIZEALE

IMRT SSPT
VlOGy VZOGy V10Gy V20Gy
HU Plan 0.0% —0.3% —0.3% —-2.3%
Left 0.0% —0.4% —0.6% —-0.3%
Right —0.1% 0.0% —0.2% —0.2%
Anterior 0.7% —0.4% —0.2% 0.2%

Shifted P1

tited Blan - p sterior  —07%  0.0%  02%  —0.2%
Superior —1.0% —0.8% —0.8% 0.0%
Inferior 0.7% 0.5% 0.1% —0.8%

Table.7 1S MEHFIZ 351 % KBEETH (Vaog,) O T

IMRT SSPT p fiE
iU Plan —0.1% —03% 0.0002
Left 2.9% 297.3% 0.0002
Right 2.0% 286.7% 0.0002
. Anterior 8.7% 0.1% 0.0002
Shifted Plan i erior -7.3% 1.2% 0.0002
Superior -39.6% -78.1% 0.0002
Inferior 59.7% 380.9% 0.0005
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Fig.20 Shifted Plan & HU Plan (231} 5 &8 DVH O ik
I3 JEFNCIIT D IMRT (Gray) & SSPT (Black) @ Shifted Plan(a) & HU Plan(b) ZHLFN DO DVH DL > V2K L T\ 5D,



5.3 JFRHHERFEED U X 7 G
5.3.1 IO U R 7 Gl

Nominal Plan (Z331F % B> gEUD O F-HfE1%, IMRT £ (2663.32 cGy) . SSPT
7 (1793.32 cGy) ThO ., M P EEEZRDT- (p =0.0002), £7-, CTCAE 7
L— R 3L oMzt U A7 %773 NTCPffi%, IMRT % (0.19) , SSPT £ (0.04)
THY ., M FAEEEZRDT (p =0.0002) (Table. 8), LKB-NTCP &5 /W24 T
1L T, IMRT £ & SSPT #E 4 Z 1V Z 1UkHHIZ gEUD, #t#hlZ NTCPfEE LT e
~ L7z (Fig. 21)

[FAEIC. BB gEUD & NTCP df#i%. Shifted Plan & HU Plan T _TIZFW>
<. ssprﬁ$ﬁ>1MRTE$2:tt$xL,7:ﬁ§< MEHFMA B ZE %2807, Shifted Plan
& HU Plan BT 5 BH ﬁO)gEUD & NTCP fiEds L UERHIEATAS e & /v 9™ (Table. 9),
Shifted Plan & HU Plan (Z331) % IMRT % & SSPT #ED & B gEUD & NTCP fiE %
Rz gBUD, HEdhic NTCPfEE L TENEN 71 v k L7z (Fig. 22, 23),

Table. 8 Nominal plan |\Z35F 5B #ED gEUD & NTCP @ khifi

IMRT SSPT p fE
gEUD 2663.32 £ 10191 cGy  1793.32 £ 154.60 cGy 0.0002
NTCP 0.19 £ 0.027 0.04 +0.012 0.0002
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Fig.21 Nominal Plan Z351F % LKB-NTCP &5 /L% Fi\V 7= CTCAE 7' L— K 3 U |
O i 7 M O FEAT

it NTCP i & Rdihc gEUD DA IMRT (X) & SSPT(O) TFm v kL=, AR
v AKX = TG REE A AW e R R X, IMRT (2 X D 2B &
Lhig LT, BB EBEICHRS S A ENMEIE S 4u, CTCAE 7L — K3 LA ED
MiEFEED ) 27 2B TE D 2 ENRESTz,
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Table.9 v/ XA NMENTIZISIT BB HED gEUD & NTCP DfE D Lhik

gEUD NTCP
IMRT SSPT p fiE IMRT SSPT p fiEi

HU Plan 2655.58 + 98.51cGy  1737.66 + 160.66 cGy  0.0002 0.187 + 0.026 0.033 +0.012 0.0002

Left 2660.53 + 102.94 cGy  1781.06 + 150.01 cGy  0.0002 0.188 + 0.028 0.036 + 0.012  0.0002

Right 2663.80 + 101.76 cGy ~ 1785.29 + 158.41cGy  0.0002 0.189 + 0.027 0.037 +0.013  0.0002

Shifted pla, Anterior  2606.34 % 103.56 cGy  1787.98 + 156.95cGy  0.0002 0.173 + 0.027 0.037 +0.013  0.0002

Posterior  2718.44 4+ 102.81cGy 1785.60 + 157.57 cGy  0.0002 0.205 + 0.029 0.037 + 0.013  0.0002

Superior  2667.03+96.86cGy  1803.50 + 162.95cGy  0.0002 0.190 + 0.026 0.038+0.014 0.0002

Inferior  2656.21+116.99cGy 1757.03 +152.16 cGy 0.0002 0.188 4+ 0.032 0.034+ 0.012 0.0002
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Fig. 22 Shifted plan(Z331F % LKB-NTCP &5 /L% 7= CTCAE 7' L — K 3 LA
R) IR E==2 E AL ]

it NTCP i & Fdihc gEUD A IMRT (X) & SSPT(O) TFm v kL=, B
A MEHNT (Shifted Plan) (28T %, Nominal Plan & [Ak§IC. Shifted Plan
BT SSPT 1E gEUD & NTCP i & H IRV Z EAVRENTW D,
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Fig. 23 HU Plan |Z31F % LKB-NTCP &5 /L% i /= CTCAE 7' L— K 3 DL koo i
TREME DR

HEdhZ NTCP fiE & #5Hilllc gEUD OfE % IMRT(X) & SSPT(Q) TFm v h L7-, B
A MENTHU Plan) I8V TC %, Nominal Plan & [AARIZ, HU Plan 2B W TH
SSPT /% gEUD & NTCP fii & H IRV Z & AR ENT WS,
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5.3.2 IFEFEMD Y A7 FHf

Nominal Plan |23} % Bowel bag @ gEUD O E-4E 1%, IMRT £ (3775. 68 cGy) .
SSPT #£ (3689. 79 cGy) T& 0 . NTCP O -4t 1%, IMRT #£ (0. 026) . SSPT #£ (0. 021)
Th, TNENHFFICAHERZEZN LI (gEUD: p=0.0134, NTCP:
p=0. 0266) (Table. 10), IMRT ¥ & SSPT B % Z 1L EAURREHIC gBUD. fitdhiZ NTCP &
Liz7Z7ic7ay b L (Fig. 24)

Table. 10 Nominal plan {2331} % Bowel bag @ gEUD & NTCP o kb

IMRT SSPT p f&
gEUD 3775.68 + 104.69 cGy  3689.79 + 125.64 cGy 0.0134
NTCP 0.026 + 0.008 0.021 + 0.007 0.0266

0.15
NTCP model function
X IMRT (n=13)
O SSPT (n=13)
o 0.10
>
M
>
o
O
|_
Z 0.05 <
g?@@x
00O
0.00
3000 3500 4000 4500

gEUDI[cGy]

Fig. 24 LKB-NTCP &7 /L% B\ T- B4 Bk O B4
fEdMIZ NTCP il & AfiiliZ gEUD OfEZ IMRT(X) & SSPT(Q) T7u v k L7=,
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6. &

i

SSPT #ECTId  IMRT B & Ll U CTEBEDVyg6y & Vaoey WA BRI ES TR Y |
PTV D Dgso, & D190, 3 & NCT & HIIZBW TR FIIA B EITRO SN o Tz,
F7-. SSPT BED CTCAE 7' L— R 3L Eo izt U 2 7 %<4 NICP fii,
IMRT B & bhil U CA BRI <41, SSPT I IMRT XV & EEARMIKEMED Y
7w AR B FTREME DS RIR KTz,

Fo, FHEICHT B 3R MEDOFHEHIZIS VT SSPT Tl Shifted Plan &Y
HU Plan & 12 IMRT & b LEREOV, 06y & Vaogy PRI L TV 2 F 4 7R LTz,
Dinges ©Id, SSPT A% IMRT & kb U, ‘H#flCxHd 2 BEHRESME S T
HTEERL, RV a=r IO LI H KT 2 RN & ORIk
WTHFEBEDOFERZRDIZ L RESNTND X AHFFEORE R Dinges b Dk
B —FHLTWA, AW TITHIZ, Shifted Plan & HU Plan (233 T, CTCAE
7 L— R 3L EDimik@EED Y A7 %779 NICP fE 4 % H L. Nominal Plan & [A]
FEIZ. SSPT #£iX IMRT Bf & bl L C NTCP fEMEI SN CWA Z L 2R LTz, LU
235 SSPT IX IMRT & Fhit L PTV O EZ RIS 5 Z L 72 <, BHOMREZK
WL, EERMEEMED Y A7 2L 95 Z NI, TOBRITRT Y 3
= TRRH I EACICH R T D RN SIS TEDDL Z M nEEZS
o,

CTV D u XA MMEDOFEAMIZ YN T SSPT Tl 1 5] HU Plan (2T Nominal Plan
&l U 14, 3% DAL 2RO T2, — 7, IMRT TIEXT X TOIERIZIBV TR
1L 3%LAN T o7, T HOFERIL, SSPT 1 IMRT XV & 1232 MMEAMEVVE
BINTFEL I D EERLTWD,

TESHBEORIBIRFE L LT, Fifk &bz, M= X —X Mk 225 R
&t & Remote After Loading System (RALS) % FH\U 7= B & INERIREIZ X 2 e BE &+
ZOPR LIIBEIEDNESL LTS, Y AT SF o adin & LA FHEEE R
THZEICEY ., RFTHIEREE EFROR LRI TN D 0 st
EEBIKT DAL FHEHRIE R ICB O TR BEEOSWAEMAERERTH 5,
3D-CRT TIL CTCAE 7' L — R 3 LA EOFFFGEN 15200 TROLNTHY | (bF
FEDOPESLHIEDFRK & 72> TWD % Brixy B, (LFHBUNFREIEIZ T,
IMRT | & B & E ML 3D-CRT & ik U, ALFHEIEO P IEZJ S LT 5 &
HLTWD ) KRR CRENTAME RS, SSPT 1L IMRT & bl L, EE 2RIk
ROV 27 BRI TE D AREM A TRIR L TV, 2O Z ik, TEINI-IRE
DEATE L VFERIZTLHHOTHY , JRIFEGEN LIRS EEZLBN5,

A BIDOKFFERS R TIid, SSPT #EI& IMRT # & Ll L T, Bowel bag DVyoey (2 E
IO oT=, £, BEBMED Y A7 2345 Bowel bag @ gEUD &
NTCP DFEIE CIIFFH AN ABENBD LN b DD, ZOZETMD T/HNI )
> 72 (Table. 10) ,Marnitz &3 20 4 Ol NFHEE 3T 2 2 E B IV T,
IMRT., Helical Tomotherapy. VMAT 33 J OV JE 25 38 15 + #2169 (Intensity
Modulated Proton Therapy: IMPT) DI EFHE % kb L, IMPT Z HV 7= 3 FHRESS
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BITHZET, BE~OBREZRBTE DL EEZRLTWND 2, ZOFEOEN
1L, Marnitz &% IMPT Z HW = DIZxf L, ABFZETIEL, SFO 2 W2 iz kb
AIREMED & D, SFO CTIXMRHN Z &) — R E DA E KT DL OITAKR Y b
Bl & i l L WD 0k Ly IMPT (22 CH¥— 72 BN A=K T 5 L 9
ARy MEE Z & 5 )7 Multi Field optimization: MFO) & W5 =
CIZE - THEIEN, SFO LY % —F v b~OREETHEEZ E D, 1IEF R~
DB T D LN TE L HESE L THIRFSNTWD P, KiFETiT- 72
SFO & TR & 4T & 72 MFO OiEW & 7+ d (Fig. 25),

MFO % FHVM7= IMPT (%, SFO B EICTRIEDO RN S0 v BT v T ORI S
UK TH D72, SFO KU HIGEFTE O N2 MEDK TR EINTWD
LI TR, IMPT D N A MEZ O D -0 O bt B FEOKRG AT 0 5
NTWb, 5%, IMPT ZHW\W5 2 L TEERGERMEDO Y 27 2K T 50
E I MIZONWT, IMPT IZ8BT 5 R MEOFHLIZE O, B2 D MREtBME T
boHrEEZLND,

(a) Single Field Optimization (b) Multi Field Optimization

Field 1 Field 1
o OARs ™ ol 0ARs| ™
Q Q o Q
- Target Lo Target L
Total Dose Field 1 Field 2 Field 3
EEEEEE] Il J=]
| oAR
0 t
LL e
=
| OAR |
o H -
L —
= B ;‘
f‘ i

| ) L O |

Fig. 25 Hd b itH HIEDEWIC K DREE DA DE W 2 &K

B 72 R RSB T D i b i R T EOEW ZEERIIZ RS, Single Field
Optimization (SFO) (a)lZ# —/4 v MIXF L T# Field TH—IZ725 L 9 ITHE
DA ETERT D & 9 I {LEHRE N TN D, —J, Multi Field Optimization
(MFO) (b) 1ZZ —#" > MK L T4 Field 3R — R ESHATERT D08, #
—77y MZKk L TIEA Field 28R THZ EICL VY —RBEDHZ2EAT D
L IR LR E TN S,
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7. WEB IO

7.1 KRN GELNT-FHA

e NBHES Ot BRI B N T, ARy MA® v =2 JG IR
BT DIGHEGHHEI DD LKB-NTCP &7 /v & AW Tk @&k & & w0 U A 7 OFF
MiziT o7z, ARy FAF v = 7 #a#IE, IMRT LHEg L T —5 v b
~OMBEFEL ST, BHOMEZ R FOICHERICEB TE 5 Z L35
Nerlpot, 51T, LKB-NTCP &5 /L% VT CTCAE 7' L — K 3 Ll L o> ik 75
WDV 27 BB TEDZEImENT, —J7. BEBED U 27 5 Tix,
Bowel bag ORREFHNAIZEB T D EEZ HIK T T o=/, B
HIFTENRD LN DFER L 72572,

7.2 FHROER

B LW 2 T T TR IR TE 2 FEBRITAT 9 BRICIR, TEROIERE & g L CTiR
BRNBEOM LA EELRDOEEE V-T2 A ) v FOABIFE SN D Z ENMETH
%o AMFFETIX. IMRT #f & SSPT BEOVRIEEIE 2 i+ 5 Z &1LV | AFHE
IR T D% 2 E BRI N T, ARy FAF ¥ = I FRREHNEIZ X
Beg MRS, IMRT & bl L CEEZMEEED Y 27 2K L 5 5 Z L2
ARSI, 2D EiE, FERICIR RN OIS RS TR LT, AE R
F B TR CIT O BRI RABIL L 72 0 9 B,

7.3 S®%EDX D RMIENEEAIND D)

7.3.1 MikEFMED Y 2 7 FHAmIZEE 3 2 W5

ARWFZE TR, B2 B e 2R e U CliE s EORMIIC W0, BiE 2K
WIZOWCEMBEE AT HERE D25 Z &3, MiksEEE2FMmT 5 5 2Tt
FTIRWATEEMED & 5, Dinges BT, M EDO~— I —& LT "F-
fluorothimidine positron emission tomography (FLT-PET)|Z X A HF#&E D&
MIREZ A3 252 L. B #iak & IMRT O 217> T\ 5 * 514,
PET <° MRI 72 & OFEHREMIR & fusion L CiEMAEREIZ S A Y C Tk #EED U
A7 Ml 2N S D 5,
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7.3.2 WBEFEMED Y 27 FHHIC BT S H%E

Z:[A], SSPT i3 IMRT & H#k L. Bowel bag @ gEUD 38 X O &EHMED Y 27 %
R NTCPAE AR L TV 22y, ZOZEIIMmD THh T/ ThY ., £72, Bowel bag
DVyoeyld. FAHFHHBEZTRBD R o7z, AL R 55O SFO & iz
B HIRIE I 21T > 7273, 2671175 O MFO & AN 72 IMPT |2 K 2 1B HH T %2
1TH2 LT, IHERELZRETCXAFEERHDL EEZOND, LL, MFO %
FHUN T2 IMPT 13 SFO DL EICTREEDO REEN S0t v N T v T O RN SIZHUE TH
H72%, SFO LV A MEDIKTAMEE SILTWND % T, Znb0
RN X E2EEIT H 7012, worst—case optimization <2 multi-criteria
optimization 72 E D /R Mg b & WV ) RIBETFENRBREINTETWND
2, Atk IO N MM b Tk 2 V2 MRO (2 K 2 IMPT TR % (E
LT AIc BT A EEED Y 27 ZEHMET AN EB S ) 5,

7.3.3 CBCT |23 B HF5e

AW TIX, S B Z & OEE ONEYDOZEAIZ L D55 Ofifs w7 221t
[ZHRT D RN ST OV TRl 5 72912, Bowel bag @ CT & NEM D
VIR 73 CT fE CiE & #ax 721691 E (HU Plan) Z1ERK L. v XA MENT 21T 7=
23, {REHIMHICEE D CT B SN TE LT, IHEN DT AME| 1) 7228
LI H kT 2 IR T O RHED SITHOWN T RBRFBT 2 TRV B, K
DAR >y N AX v = TR HREEREICIL, 250 X i 2EE (Flat Panel
Detector: FPD) 30 . Ho " U —Z[\Eligd 5 Z 212X Y, Cone—Beam Computed
Tomography (CBCT) Z#pf8 4 % Z L3 T& % (Fig. 26), ZHUC XV, {REHIRF
DEFE DERNOREEZTIRT 5 Z &N TE, JBETOEE L EOEIZHONT
Pl A 3 5 F9EICEE T AR BB S v D D,
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Fig. 26 JbifE KRBk 1Al o ¥ — D3 E 3
ARy hAF ¥ = FTHRENEZ T L2 TR BT EEE T 2 56 XA fRfgedt
BELLWTH Y N —ZAMESEAZ 210X CBCT 2T 52 LN Tx %,

7.3.4 FESERGREICB T D5 TR OGS

TESFEORIBIRE L LT, PilT e & BT/ REIC X 528 & RALS (2
X DRIBIRF AL LTS, ABFZETIL, I OB 24T L2, &
S ORGSR T DG TR ORI N 72 i) 5, IRIBRHOGE, 75
BXOIEBENIFET D720 BRI IS G L7285 E . 758 ORI
BEOBEN TSN, TNHE ED LI I 2, BRI KM I E D00 E 0
STWRZENEB SN D 5, £72. RALS & T 2 BRI EEAR R OGO -1
BN RALS ORIEL 720 5 500 ENE WO FFENER S 5,

7.3.5 g NBHEZE LIS O T O
AWFFE T lrdhm NBHE S O M4 4B 8% BRSO SIE B &2 5t B IHRET 21T - 72,
ZIET, LKBNICP T NV EHWCTHEERDOY A7 2 FHIT5HZ L%, 8ESH

FOIES . RERCHTIRE 22 & THATOATWD %, Zo X 51T, m ABHE
VISR DENL TOMENEBS LD DL BERBND,
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7.4 ABOWE

AW TIE, BETLEORFAEDEVDERICOG O TRELZRIT S0
\ZHTZ KA O 2 FARRGT CRMET 21T > 72, Lin X, B 5RO NG O k%%
U2 Marnitz 1%, 3 ARG (RIARID NGO 2 P L1405 1 ) TOMREEZIT
STWD Y BEFEO U A7 KT 5 7 DI2iE, Bowel bag DOfEEFHMA
(Vaogy) (CKT T 2B AARINT 2 0 E DD, BT N —DHBEZTE)L
TR AEORTT 52 ENAH%OMEE LTET NS,

A TIL, ARy N AX ¥ = I REEZ T2 ARHES I %3
5B ORET21T o T2, BUE, I ARHES IR 2% 25 RS )&
BB LTAR Y P AT v = T FRIGRIEIAT > TRy, ARy b A%
Y= G TRRRRICE A EE RPN EREIITHO DI, e ha—L%
ERR L., BRIRERER & L TR 21TV, MR sEEmE St ORE 237 2 M43
DD, 7 ha—EERL ML TV Z ERSHROMELE LTEIT L
a3
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8. EEf

AW DS AEHEE R R P BE I A SRR AR AR 2 IS e E R R

FREE AR S REE Y AR EROIFED L LT b DT,
KT T — 2 gt is L O SUERICH T2 | ZRZE L WEE B HE
KO BL e THREZ WL E £ L, EHEB OJtEE KPR PR E PSR
BHTRES S B B2 A 13 C O 0 E R RSB E S e R B R R
WRIEZLE THKM —2Bd%, ALHEE R AHBE SRR R R LT B
X, 7 b a— VDR - WFETTIE « T — 2 DI - ET ) B SCEICE S E
T, BUTELRIHEEEZHY, RAEH VT LET,

AR E MG 212 H 720 | ALHEIE RS KRB E A FER O R 1 5240 B
FEE RN NSRS GO ALEED A o F —) | dRHEE R RFEBLE
WFZERHRRIE 257 B SRR TABNE (B AU - R R R A T R AT oA L)
CTIRBEWEEE L, Zo8R2REY L TUE#HOBEEZRLET,

T IBRRE B 2 A ER T 212 H 72 0 | ALE RO SRIG R AR
FHEBIZL mRELOIEL BARE S B2, ALHEE RS T2 el s - B — 4
T BRI EAN 2 RS2 e E £ L

KRIFFROFER O = AR KT DITH72 v . ALHE K7 KPR LA RS
BFE—A TS0 MHEA S ER, at7in 28 - 2GR 2 THW o dbiE
REERZFBEE A IER BRIRRGT 200 8 OHiRES —HEBdR, S S £ TXEZ
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