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1. BRAWLAFRE IOCESRERB&E

AMFFED —FRIZLLT O IR L7,

1. EAY ghGE, /& Rl b KRR, AT @i, BA FzL EAK
OFik B—. AT Z5—, AR Gk IR Fas, TR 0k, 7l Jesl,
SRRy )

Dosimetric advantages of daily adaptive strategy in IMPT for high-risk

prostate cancer
Journal of Applied Clinical Medical Physics. Jan 19, e13531 (2022)

AKWFZED—ENILL T DFETHRFE LT,
1. HAS 5AFE. PERE KRS, /ME EEE]. HA &, A F2 IEK fH—,
I Z—. xR R IR foE, ER/ fft. il s, At

Dosimetric impact of the adaptive planning frequency for IMPT of prostate

cancer using daily in-room CT images

The 9th Korea-Japan Joint Meeting on Medical Physics, 2021. 9. 9-10,
Virtual Meeting

2. HA BLF. AU ZF—. WER RIS, ME EEL SR S B Fe,
THK A — PEa ok Bl 1A Fos, B4 bR, Fi o At s

AT T R R 108 5 5o P A8 i 5 - MR R DB =N CT g & 7o AR TR
e & HE D FFATh

H AR IS 2 55 34 M2 RE . 2021, 11. 12-14, 4> T A Bl



2. W=

2-1 BRI DR

SR 2 FIEATBE NS RESNTANOBESICE DL, BARADIER
DE—(LIEN A, AT EER, BEEANIEE LR DAL A CHITA
FETHED 27.6% % 5O T D (EAGME, 2020), L-T. 4 A2 1 NiEH
ATHELTWSONRBURTH Y, SEIERIEBEMTONDEROFTEH N
PAREOEEMITE N E VR D,

ST R 1A 20BN L TV A A D —FE T, Fig. 1 12779 X 912 2018
FEDOBMEDTALRN B AREEIZIBNTEHE AL R > TWD  (EENATEE
H—, 2018), F7-. BINIENEE X 72 & L CIT A AR ANDOEE Ham V-
Z iz kA Emil, RS R EPUR (Prostate Specific Antigen : PSA) 12X 5
W LD KRBT b,
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(ESZNAMFGEE v 2 — D AUEHRT— B A L0 #RE)



2-2 BISLARE I3 5 iU R Ia 5
2-2-1 1B FEDRIR

ATSZ S O VR T I TS BURBRIE . FWREL E LIk bl > T
5o £7. TNM 3HEIZHESWTCHIBT SN 29WH, 770 Y o 2a 7z K508 AM
R DEMEEE . PSA D OIRREOBFRESTHRZ THIT 2 Y A7 58BN THOILS

(National Comprehensive Cancer Network, 2018), & L C, ZiL b OEKIE
WA B OF kN, RHIRER EE2ZE L TRETEN BRI TWS  (H
R R#F 723, 2016) (Fig. 2),

HC b BURRIR IR IR B MK S, AR TIHRRE T 220N TED LS 2 &
H b0 HERMAHEN/NS S, EREBEOFRE - BRI T D HIF CTE 5720, 16K
#%OAREOE (Quality Of Life : QOL) O & i BRIBH O J - 3&%EN T
RENENR D,

omom )
[ REtERE ] [EFJ?;’EFITE%J [ BRi 1t ]

—

[ ) A9 7%

[ BYRY ][wa‘wz’)][ BURY J

T stage T1-T2a T stage T2b-T2c T stage T3a

and or or
PSA <10 ng/ml PSA 10-20 ng/ml PSA > 20 ng/ml

and or or

Gleason score =6 Gleason score 7 Gleason score 8-10
EAREE
Focal therapy
FiE
MR A

RILEVEE

Fig.2 BN AREOIRET LTV XA (RINAREZIE T A R4 2 L0 iRSE)



2-2-2 EBRIBRORKE

R SZ IR (SR 2 B G TEIC W Tid, 1980 AARIC CT Mg A i it iz A
WA Z ET 3 RILIREFT A RIEE & 72 0 CT W5 TRISZR & J8 PH O IE 5k %
EREICHRETE D L9127 o7~ (Battistaetal,, 1980), X HlZ, 2B a—H
Bl o AT L D VB FH 2L E O FHE RS o M E | Multi Leaf Collimator
(MLC) ZfEH L7 EERRICE - BABOER A FREE 72D . 2 mn D
X e+ L CaiviRICHREZE D S 2D = RICJFUKES (Three
Dimensional Conformal Radiation Therapy : 3BDCRT) 2 % i1 T X 7=
(Koper et al., 1999 ; Fiveash et al., 2000),

3DCRT OFEAI & LT, Wi miaiEetE (f =R 7 T ) [THEDE &l
72 =R TTAR B AR L, ZERINY, RERIAIIC A — 7o B oR & > X ##
&% J7 100 b WA 2 50 B 28 A U AR 6 4% (Intensity-Modulated Radiation
Therapy : IMRT) 7235BH% S, 5E3kD 3DCRT L v &+ 7 & & iR
FIERDS, EFMEKICITEERAEFZLEZIR2VE S ICHRELINA D
ZEDHRBIZ AR o T BIE, BINZIYE O BN FIEHEIT IMRT A EHR & 72> T
o7z (Zelefsky et al., 2000 ; A ARBUIHNFRIEE 743, 2011), L L7223 5, IMRT
DRB\E LT, ZHMNG X #a BT 270 DIRBEIRDERN D . IR A
DY AITNEEDLZ ENEMINLTWS (Followill et al., 1997 ; Hall and Wuu,
2003 ; Fontenot et al., 2009), ©=Z T. 2 flAI6 0 B — A CTRBERZ I 2
7235, IMRT & RI%NENLL EOBESHZIERTE D0 T RRIRENER S
b X 91272 o7 (Trofimov et al., 2007 ; Underwood et al., 2016 ; Tran et al.,
2017 ; Cella et al., 2001 ; Soukup et al., 2009),

X BROVERED AT AR ERE TOE L KT v 7RI, EE L L
HATHRE D FEEEIEIIZIAD LT, B 1R DGR B o0 A7 | I RAE D& It
IR CRENRRERDZT T v 78— 2K L, TNE 0 HEHICITEEL
WERRREE A RO (Fig. 3), ARG RIZT 7 v 7 — 2 2FIHT 5 2 & T,
2 =0y b (EBENREEZ T2 _&E ERO TGO I[CEfELd b Lk
NH, BHHOEFHBE~OBREZIH TE L LW s TREEZRLEDETRE
PO EOWRE HEEWZ D,
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AT, HARMICA TH BB RE X2 ITHEIMERIZH 5
(Particle Therapy Co-Operative Group (PTCOG) , 2021) (Fig.4), F£7-. HAIZ
BT 2016 FIZ/NED AATHT DB FRRIBRE DS RN RBRE G & 72 0 2018
FEATIE RGP VR T AT YERTSC e . IR IS X D ARIE DK EE T H 5B #kEIE
W FIZE = WRRESE 0D R - b B 20 B < BEERHE MR R 2 B F-RRIBIR DR R
INEE TR B AL, B 7R 2 38R 2 pin s s X InEmic H 5,
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Fig. 4 tH{ ORI -Hlitax B O HER
(PTCOG A —22— (BHH : 2021-07-20) 755 (—Ek%))



2-3 BT RRIEEETE
2-3-1 1REFHBE DOIER

fERIOIRIR I D BE RN HEMEEZ b2 E 572012, xR EE B2 T
BRETEIH O CT Mk S D, TO%R, 1BRFHEELEIC CT Wi &4 BV A2,
Ko—rr vy N & TR B BB JE PH o AR O BS.0iEE (Regions Of Interest:
ROD ZAER LTV, ¥ —F v MIX L CHERBREZREG LR 5, IERHE
Mk U IR AR E 2 2 720 K9 ISl 2530 T TIRRET B O s b 217 9.

BRI RN X #R & B OREN R72 D72 0 [6 U Biff a0 U &
NTHHIEE I SNDEYNRITFE LI bR, B2 DRI X 5405
W% e T DI I3 EM I Lt (Relative Biological Effectiveness: RBE) 73
Hubivsd, RBE 136 5 4EME R %2152 OB FEERUN R (A 1% X #7)
DWIHRE: Dphoton & [Al R EZED DIZHLE R B E T D HH (GHR) ©
RN Dproton PEEE 720 0 LT O (DIZ L - TEZRS LD,

Dphoton
Dproton M

5 #RIGHRETEIZ 1) S5 RBE (3 —#&HJIC 1.1 THEHESNLD Z &%

(Paganetti et al., 2002), A#FZEIZEBWTH RBE 13 1.1 OFEEMEZ HV -,
BBF#RiaH T 70 Gy (RBE) & i#l L7235812i3, MEREL 1145 L TEDY
HIN R A BRE LT EN T0 Gy E WO B TH D,

RBE =

2-3-2 BT HX

B AR D BBS FRUTITHELRIE E A% v = ZHED 2 ORFET o b, #EGL
RYETIE, MRS HE S IV B — A 2 BELR TR AR T, B S
FRISDIEMNITIZY v 7 4 Vv EZ WD Z & TR AN Y ZFf-7- 8
—LEBDZENTED, T LT, JANY R BRI L CTHET RIS
Y A=K BRI FANIAR—T A EMEIN D Bt as B2 BEEICER LT, E
BORAZA DR T-REE21T 5,

AXy = TIEIZBWTIER, ARy N EMETR A IEERD S I S v 7z
E— AL BELSIE DL Z <, BHADERFEIZL > TE—Aadhiox L CEE L
TR BDREH NI Hbivd, T LT IREFROEN Y TRV —2 B2 TT T
v S =7 OAEEZFE L, BEEORRICEDLETRANREL 725 (Fig.h),
Fo IREEIHELE KV U AR v MIE & =R L F—EIREITV, K& DA
Ny NOBMI ZE{bdT 52 LT, ¥—7 vy MUREEZEF SERBLIEFH



MOMEITINZ D X O IZEEICER S NIMESMPMER SN D, S HIT, A—
TR Y A=2O L) RBEHFEREZ VR THIREMTA D720, HELIKRE
(CHANTHEFORAEDR DR E—LORMMBRBE, & 5ITIE, FEEA
EEA LW, RERYA ZORFE TR TELHL VI AT v FbdH D,

§ Spof tatus
Spot Scanning Status G1
[ Select View
& 1 Perspesi RESET VI
Plan Actual / Preview
C.P. 15 5
Spot/C.P. 84 0
Total Spot 754 212
Gantry Angle 75.0 751

Fig. 5 A% v = 70 BEHH

FHRO X DTNV E—AD ARy b & B — A3 L CIERER S HIZE Y
DHEL TN, 1 ODFHEZEBEYSOS LKZD L, TXIVXF—2 B2 THRIDR
RABWRDERZBY DS L TN, ZOEEZFEVIRL, 2 TOFERZEBY S5
T & ORI R R M T TV b,



2-3-3 MEFHEOREL

A Xy = TIEOFRBIREGHIIC T 2 et &0 2 KT D720
I, A B — TN U CTREFHREZITV., Z—7 y MBS — R &n7m
BIFOND X IIZAR Y NOi#E L Z1T 9 Single Field Optimization (SFO)
ELBE—LTRDL ERE—BESHE 72> TVDN, HBEDOE—2DETO
ARy b FIRCR#EET 5 2 & T.SFO X 0 BN &0 A3 15 5 4L D Multi
Field Optimization (MFO) (2317 5415 (Franketal., 2014 ; Zhu et al., 2010;
Quan et al., 2013) (Fig. 6), T, mERIBEEME L CHER STV 558
G153 (Intensity-Modulated Proton Therapy: IMPT) (%, #fiv 22
DNE—LEZOEERS L, WUR Y- LAMEICEAMHIEDL LT =Ty
MIBRF Lo ESMEZAERT 2 HMTTH Y . ARy hOFKEkIZIE MFO 23
Aunsinsd Z EnZuvy (Kooy et al., 2015 ; Lomax, 1999), MFO # W5 Z &
TH—5y MIE#ET HEFMHEBN S 255 TH, Z2H M ORER E— AN
FHRE S AL, IEE R O R A RIBIAKJ T 2 1R EH R 2 ERd 5 2 & 23 AlRe
2%,



Fig. 6 4 075> 5 B3 2 mi L e O 1B EHE x4 5 SFO (a) & MFO (b) (2
B 54510 ORRES3AR DE

2-3-4 B NR MEREHE

PER DG FRIRHE CTld Ve BRI AW 251 CT Wi X BRLs 1 8
UL ERTCEAG L7z b O Th 225, M GZROSE 138 1-2 2> H /)
\ZHRRIE IR 252 10 2 B O & L5 CT 28 3 A5 & Tk~
BB EL D Z LMoo T (van Herk et al., 1995 ; Roeske et al.,
1995 ; Stroom et al., 1999 ; Mageras et al., 1996), = L T, T HMNFKA & 72
D WIHNEREEIE & EERICIRS Sh o EN M & ORICTREENSA T, #—5 > b
~OREENR531270 D, & HWITfallEzs (Organ At Risk : OAR) (2 FPHIL
TRV ERRENE L D AREMENERM S LTV 5 (Zhang et al, 2007 ; de
Crevoisier et al. 2005 ; Andersen et al., 2012 ; Wen et al., 2013 ; Wang et al.,
2011 ; Moteabbed et al., 2016 ; Thornqgvist et al., 2013 ; Xu et al., 2021 ; Suet

10



al., 2019 ; Maeda et al., 2018 ; Maeda et al., 2020).

Z D KO RIS AT X DB ES A OBAITHIS T 5720, X #RIREGT
BT Fig. 7 12779 X 912, International Commission on Radiation Unit and
measurements (ICRU) Report 62 (ICRU, 1999) (Z %\, Clinical Target
Volume (CTV) (2%~ — > Z{/ll L 7= Planning Target Volume (PTV) [
W EZFRETHZ & T, CTVR PTVINTEEIL TWAIRY . CTV IZxd
HRFEITHAEIND EHELTWD, iz, BBRY—V UV DORE ZITONTIE
van Herk & O3 —#KAIZHW STV S (van Herk et al., 2000),

HGELAIE DB -HRH Cld. XBRIGHRICR T 2 PTV OEEZ BB L T % i
EbdD, LinL, BT HOGE. XfREERD O — A3EN TRz IEE
LREEZATH, OQFE— LAORBIT AT =X /LX— TR E 5 72D NEHZRM D
FRT—EDNENSZAT D, O TORREDJE BH O 5 O Mg 1)
ZAb (FRITIBE RN DT ARG I8 EEER ORI DWEOFE) TRELSET D,
IN6D I B FICE— LD MDA S 1T, B — DGR D120,
BHHIZ CTVIZPTV v — YV 2R ET AT TlIxLcx 20y, & 512, IMPT
TIEHEE—LDOMEDSHIIAE— Lo TWNAHT®D, MEEZL2 0D
DD ARREFEMEIZ XLV RESAITEALT VY (Lomax, 2008a ; Lomax, 2008b ;
Albertini, 2008), %= Z T, A& ¥ = ZIEOBE#IEES IMPT 167l ClX
CTV 1T PTV ~— VU EHET H I EI1TET ., SifbIC A MM 2 EHHE A
e NA RNRVRIEGHE 2B T 2 FIEDAH W B LTV D (Unkelbach and
Paganetti, 2008 ; Unkelbach et al., 2018),

- GTV : NERMEEERE
CTV : BRERHIZ g i

CTV TV © RS TS
ITV PTV : SHEE TS
PTV

GTV = CTV = ITV<PTV

Fig. 7 ~—Y v OE&
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2-4 JREEHE O FAR
2-4-1 REAEFEL A NI F A

TR IS E Tl 3 OB IRIFEGTRIDMER S LD 72D, 2 IRTCOE
BT CREFHM 21T 5 Z S IIREETH 5, £ 2 T ERIERES U R 7 s
ICHRE S 2ME L RBOBGREZ 77 7L LT-RERIEE X 877 & (Dose
Volume Histogram: DVH) 23\VEH#EEFH % 7Hi 9~ 2 9B Fa0fEE & L CTA< v
5TV 5 (Boladeras et al., 2018), Fig. 8 ZHIN RS DOIGFEFTHHEIZR T 5
DVH ¥, —fAIC, CTV ITiE, Z< DREICH —REmMEr &5 T X& R
®O T DVH 2345 Ei228 & 72 2 OB BRI T, G, B X 578 2 7 ki3 iR
RN EE2 DR LURBREICIZ 72V T DVH IIAE FICALET D O E
M TH D, BT RIBEREAVIEAICE, —BROICIIE O Dose (Gy) 13,
Dose (Gy (RBE)) 28\ 641, RBE 1.1 & LCRHA IS,

wa

100

80

40

Volume (%)

Rectum
20 Bladder

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Dose (Gy (RBE))

Fig. 8 RINZARE )T 5 B -Ria % ETm o DVH
RREH AR, HEEIRE SRR E R L T D,
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2-4-2 HREARERIE

HGHRRIEREETE TIEZ — 7 > b & 72 DSOS 2 MR L & | BB O E
M OFEEESGEZMMZD L2 BIE LTWD, SRR E O ELL T 13,
JFHIE LT PTV N b E 7z % ICRU AR (EHERUES) L LT, £h
(CEADWIZEEZ T T % (HABSRIES 72, 2020), —J57 T, IMRT {5/
FHE (B FRRE RGN S [FEE) TITMEIIEFER )T & 72 572, ICRU AT
R RV HMELZERTEIR, SHIZ, OAR OFEFELE AL 7201
X, MEZT TIERL, HOBREVRRN SN OIERHELBETLIETHD, £2
T, ICRU Report 83 T, & L7744 D ROLIZEKT H#&E L KEOREGRE
79 DVH 53R b D M ERREREHE 2 8 7o e EfEiR & L TER LT
% (ICRU, 2010), RERZRMHEEMAFEFEHEIL, CTV 72 & DIEERIEIED & 55y
DS SN D8 EE L 35 CTV Dx (CTV @ X% HS Sh o) . H o
B Y A7 g & 72 2 APHO OAR IZHRS S DK Vy (Y Gy DL B RRE &
% OAR D) 2 ETH D, B FRIBROEEZ W= %HEa12iE. RBE 2
LT, Dx (Gy RBE)) &IN5,

RIS~ IMRT 05 BRIV TR, TS O EEREREHE & L
T, PTV® D95 X° CTV ® D99 REL Hnwbivd, £72, OAR & L TIE, 1H
BEFR & LTER., RERE LT, IREENEETH L0, HiEB L O
BED> V30, V40, V50, V60 72 & DFREMARTERRHEA KD S v, B H ML RIE
Bezgle & OBpHIREE & OBIRMEZ E0EE < HE S TS (Akimoto et al.,
2004 : Shimizu et al., 2014 : Olsson et al., 2018 : Sanguineti et al., 2020 :
Wilikins et al., 2020).

13



2-5 JEISBRBHER

HeGHRIEHE ClEatm H CT Rz FF A C o BE O fifEIRE & TRty T . DVH
D X5 AT 2 W T UIRIEIRA EFHR LM T 5, RIZ, FHEA CT
& H 2 OIRFERF OS] L rOREE N —E L W iuX, BEERTICHRE L7e CT W
%> CBCT Eif}7e &2 2 g FHE A #RT5% (Image Guided Radiation
Therapy : IGRT) 2LV, EMERAMESDOEZITI 2 & T, HA OIRFTILEH
HOAZAT DD DS, 1R IS BRIG I & 52 1) 2 B3 O 5 RE S 1 X5
CT i & X ThE 2 7 # A LA — )L TERELT TV D, B2, RS
LDAAEND K 9 e B AL OB X | JREOEFECIRERER) O K 9 70505y AL O 8)
x| AN IRORRRREAGORIEE D L 572 1 HELLOE X | EEOR K -
N IREOHERE: EOBGA BEALOBE X N3 55 (van Herk et al., 1995 ;
Roeske et al., 1995 ; Stroom et al., 1999 ; Langen and Jones, 2001), <15 A3
JRIR & 720 | EEO R CIIEHl L CW R E DA ORSENE 2 bil, ¥ —7 v
Mo ER & SR o720 OARICTH LA miRENE LY §
HREND D D, R FRIBEROGE 1 IMHREZ LR E Db 6w D ANHEFEME
IR DRE DN EW T2, BETERNCMES DT OO Lz CT HiBe
CBCT Ef 6 EBRICHRE SN OMESMEHEE LT, HAx ORG2FHHEIEY
IATON TN DD EHERT D EIXXAEREIV b EE L 2D,

o B R TE % (Adaptive Radiotherapy: ART) T, {&EMARHICHEAS L
THEBEZHNT, BREICHF SNABEZHE LIEREZBFHEICT — R
AN 7 DS BB R E A2 ERL T 5 2 & T, B 4 OfFIEEZ bIZ xS
LTCIRIENAIRE & 72 % RINZEE IS T 2 5 RGBT EH . ART ZHW
%2 E TR IERERIEEEARMLT 2 Z E i s T s (Fig. 9) &

S BT, B OB FFIAE CTiE, EF, R TR~ 7 IMPT AHWH1
HE Do TETED, IMPT & ART OFE N ETemER & L Tiiff ST
W5 (Jagtetal., 2017), Thorngvist HIXRTN IR, FEFE, H#EY L Hiz ¥ —7
v h& LTHRKR 10mm O~ —Y 25 E L7z IMPT /EREHENZ DUV T, TERH
A& EE 89 FiR S CT B a2 HWTHEIE LI ERICRN IS
HEERR B 2 ARG & bl U7z, R & UL ANZIRICHE O IA E 7o e &
B~ —T1—Tky b7 v 7 %175 IGRT #H W THRHE L&A TH, K
? DI IIATHNERGT I & LR TR T ABAE L R0 T2 b, v — V%
RELTH, HHWFT IGRT zHW-EFEEY T v A IC Lo TIxy—7
v FOBEHLLIZELNE L, ART IZX > TR TX 2 RMEEHEZRIE L TV D
(Thérngvist et al., 2013), Maeda & /XA RFE KT D BELIAIEIC L 2 B 74
TR Z AW T, BN IR EFELY CTV ICETeE U A 7 BEO RISLAREIE B D

14



WT, BEHRIERENICRE S CT HEE A2 AW THRIBHERICAES D
B D7D Sz CT (AR, daily CT) gz W T, EBEBICHE D
MEOHEZIToT2E T A, 193 DR E v v a T CTV V5% 3 HI TG
FHEOE A HERFCX 2EA IO T 40% L FThHo7- & L, FBE~OHEY 25
BEWHRT DOV ERELTHE, BEGRENHELE 50T, B
MEZ T RN ORBEES~NDOBREZHLRTOIRWVWFEREE LT ART 2FIFTW5
(Maeda et al., 2008).

Fig. 9 EB (a) IXBEEHE A CT Eit o S VERK LI Biia#E IMPT) O H1H
e B O RS, B (b) 13 daily CT HEifg 2 SHEE L= EBICIRE SN D
BREA, TEB (o) 1% daily CT Mg 5 VERR L 7= 3 i TR 5 H il O SR &y Af
RISEIR (). KE3E (BERk) . ER (ORER) . Mt OKf) @ ROI AERRILTW
%o (b) TIXEBAREOHEKIC L 0 REESFNCH L S =720, wIEEET
TS LGS IO REA~OREDNR T T 2508 GREAD . BISTRE T C R &
THZET (0 TRTEIICHEE~DOBRELZHRETE D,

15



2-6 AHFFED HHY

WSIEFEETEIZ W 2 213 CBCT.CT.MRI /2 S EFXETHD (Yan
etal., 1996 ; Qinet al., 2015 ; Nijkamp et al., 2008 ; Ferrara et al., 2020 ; Jagt
et al., 2020 ; Dunlop et al., 2020 ; Tocco et al., 2020), Qin 5% X # IMRT &
PEFHEZ DT 22 JEFI ORI AREBE O H 0 CBCT i) b FIHIEH G
CESSIREEE TR LB A DY I a2 b — a v E ToTn, ETOREAY
Va— )V EHIEEETE THRHNT S L CTV OZME—#&E (Equivalent
Uniform Dose: EUD) 23K T 14.4%K F L7=DIZx LT, @STR Rl TR
42 & CTVDO EUD IZHEARKTH 1.3%DKFTHo72 &t ME LT 5D (Qinet
al., 2015), EUD [ZESECIEF AR & Db 2 FEICKT LT, R —IHER 5
R DN RED A FRINR & A ERER Lo S T 72D E L 72 D) —72
PREAM CHRE S fE L LTERIND (Niemierko, 1997 ; Niemierko,
1999), Dunlop &1 5 ERI O IMRT {H# 12OV T, MR-Linac % VT
37 MRI &6, WIHNEIREHE & @ISR TR L7256 OHEE R
BEHMAE L, ¥—7 > F& OAR & bICHRERIK 2 ER T 2EE81T. Y1
TR & @SR RHR TE I ZEI 93% & 95% CTd v . TR IR Hh IS5 A iE
ETE LTV DIERF] CIERIHEERm TR L CHRIEZRVW S, F—F v &
OAR Nif#E LTV D X 9 ZERNCHB W T, BISTRRERHE O 5755 OAR Ol
RESFO RN HX—7y POMEEZHLETE S Z L 2" L7- (Dunlop et al.,
2020),

LU, B IMPT V65REHEIZBI 3 2 & 134070 < . TR HIR R IcE iR
gaInlEmmED CT Hiffx T, A& OVRKRZ A HNER G & IS aEET
B THRH LG EDOY I a2 b—ra UEITWD, HEE LIS E DRI DUV TR
247, ART O 2R L7 G 133k 2 O bR 0 720,

Z 2T, AWPETCIE, IMPT & ART OFEA L 72T OITERI 721 53 & 3G 9
HZEABRE Lo, | A RKNERNITHEEN THRSG L7z daily CT Eifg A FIH
L C, IMPT {3 HENZ DWW T, &2 TOIRHRE AT ¥ o — /L CHIMITRIR G 2 FRAST
9 H0E3K1ETH 5D Non- Adaptive Radiotherapy NART) & | #&[A] daily CT [#Eif4:
2> B TR A E 2 /ER L CREST 95 Daily Adaptive Radiotherapy (DART)
ZAE LT ERI R 2 EIT L. BT OIRREIED % — 7 |+ OAR OHEE M &
T 52T, ZORMZERTLHZEE LT,
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AP B LU THWIEEIILLTO®EY) TH D,

ART Adaptive Radiotherapy

CTV Clinical Target Volume

DART Daily Adaptive Radiotherapy

DCP Dose Calculation Program

DVH Dose Volume Histogram

EUD Equivalent Uniform Dose

GTV Gross Tumor Volume

GPU Graphic Processing Units

ICRU International Commission on Radiation Unit
measurements

IGRT Image Guided Radiation Therapy

IMPT Intensity-Modulated Proton Therapy

IMRT Intensity-Modulated Radiation Therapy

ITV Internal Target Volume

MFO Multi Field Optimization

NART Non-Adaptive Radiotherapy

OAR Organ At Risk

PSA Prostate Specific Antigen

PTCOG Particle Therapy Co-Operative Group

PTV Planning Target Volume

QOL Quality Of Life

RBE Relative Biological Effectiveness

RIR Rigid Image Registration

ROI Regions Of Interest

SFO Single Field Optimization

3DCRT Three Dimensional Conformal Radiation Therapy
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4. ik

4-1 XFREH

f& H ISR BE s AR o Z — I CRINCIRIE (233 D B B 21T - 7=
23 SERI OIRWEEHE A CT B & mEINLE DO IR S 1172 daily CT Eiffg )~ &
VIalb—va VHOWEREEZ RN Lo, AFTRIEE A RIERE (19-15) B
L OIEE R bE (20-014) OfMEEALZES L VAR I TN D,

CT WX HEXDHEEEN CT #E (Aquilion LB, Toshiba Medical
Systems, Tochigi, Japan) MW\ THUG L7z (Fig. 10), &&E& Tt A CT
B 1ty b BEERTO daily CT Hif§13 36~40 &~ Mo o728, ARBFZED
7a haEWRIOE Y M bk L7z 21 By NEMEH L, 28 SEFIAET
T23 %y hOFHEH CT Wi & 483 &~ b @ daily CT Bz H L7z, CT #ix
IR L T, BEEBIIIRGIREE Ny 7L =0 (RSF-19G] and ESS-25,
ESFORM; Engineering System Co., Ltd., Nagano, Japan) % {#H L C{HEAL
L, ALEE U CEEH CT 38 X1 daily CT R OEEIR B i3 AT REZR R ¥
WO IR TR Lz, B HOREANCEEREE CHERAELs =41 7
LT, B0 igik L TR WG aIcid, B ICHOKkEE R LT, g7 m
ha B L TiE, BHEIH CT OFEE, EHEItiE 120kV, 480 mA, daily CT
X 120kV., 150mA., EZ /%A1 XX 1.07X1.07mm2 T 2mm DA T A RJE
THH#ERN L7 (Maeda et al., 2018) .

Fig. 10 BAERXDIREEN CT % L [EE R (Maeda Y et al., 2018 L v 5| H)
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T, MEFREZITHOBIC, daily CT i %2 2D E AV 5 L IRD[AIHRGRZE
MEBEFENTND O EMRREHEESEHE LW EB X AR TR O BRIREA A
EMIET 572012, &2 TO daily CT BHQITHSBIGHRER SR Y 7 U =7
MIM (MIM Software Inc., Cleveland, OH) % fii > T Rigid Image Registration
(RIR) #%EA 7L, #tlif] CT WL 6 M CEMNEZ — B S 7= % Ol % H
L7= (Fig. 11), 7=, BiEE 2 — B 3721412 daily CT #i & 5+ A CT Wi
DOHISLIRG TP DNEE D2 oA, BEE., mif 510 CHlE Lz,

CT1-PRI1
te

g Planning CT image

CT/CT Za—Ya il

Bone matching

Fig. 11 RIR #&REZ 5217 L CatEM CT Eifg & daily CT Hiff % 6 il CHHE 4
(A RSRRAY >
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4-2 VI 2 b—3 g VABESEOER

AW TIE, ¥ = b— a3 IR E VQA (Hitachi Ltd., Hitachi,
Japan) ZHEH LT, £AxH 2 FHRNLOE—ALT, LLTFD 2 20 IMPT 15
PRI (FIHREGTE & VAR ) 2 1ER LT (Fig. 12), A5 # &1 63 Gy
(RBE)/21[a1& Lz, Fio, MEFHEZ Y » F¥ A X3 2mm, RBE 3 1.1 THE
EL Lz,

a. PINEWRGETE : A58 TIL, TRYIOIRR 2 Bia3 280 1 AT iR Lz
FHEA CT BB 2 FH L CRESMAmE(LEIRELITO 2 &) LERT D, 1IEH]
IZDEIT 1 FOYHNEEFHEDER SN D, RBREREE I R R IE 2T O
FHEAH CT Eifg L v RiSCME, KigE, B BRERGILER S WHREBBATH 5
JLR9E ). BEBED ROI 2 1ERk L7z,

b. ARG - AR T, Tdaily CT i 25 U CHRREShfiE b i
RBAEATH 2 L) LEFRT D, 21 BOSGEIRFOGE . 21 FOBEIGTREEHEHME
S D, EIGTREGTEICE T S daily CT Wit ROI fERIE. £3° MIM ©
Deformable Image Registration (DIR) #%6E 4 H\ T, #IHIEHE I W -5
H A CT mitgo ROI #R#E L L, daily CT Mifg_Ei1287-72 ROI Z1ERk L7-%
W2, MBS U TEIE L,

VQA
CPlanning CT image ) [ Daily CT image .94 ]
ARy FEElE ARy bR
AR Rl A/3Z ik
WEFH BEFHAE
| eEEHE = Emfﬁ%%ﬁlsﬁﬂst

Fig. 12 JRFFHEEEE VQA % 7= IMPT J55% &80 DO 1ERL

20



BBt ROIICEI L T Fig. 13 19 L 912, W< 25 ? daily CT Mg CTlt,
R EFHDP AR Th o722, BERED EERNENNTRIT T =, Lav L., A
ZE T, WENTIRR D Z & < NART & DART D H#RIZEB W CR—? daily CT
BB ZHEH L TWD 72, NIRRT R & 0B % 5 2 70\ & 2 | daily CT
B OB SN D EIICIRE LT, BBk ROI Z AT L7,

Fig. 13 o B3 K1F Tz daily CT g 4

Fex X, HEITHEATZ L DI, RO EN G, mkE RGO
NMENRKRERERELFFOE T LL, & U X7 HORINAME TIX, CTV IZIEA]
SVIRB L OREEEED D Z EBHERINTWD, Lo T, AL CIIEREDORE
DY AT HICEHD G RIERZ & U A 7 BEORINL S & AE L, 25ER] T CTV
TR L O ERIR L LT,

TR EER O EHIK (LT, planning goal) (Z2OWTiX, L FD LB
Thb, . ¥—F v MBELTIE CTV D99 > 63 Gy (RBE) L1 CTV
Dmax < 69.3 Gy RBE) & L7, ZZT. D99 (% CTV ® 99% D{AFE ) B Hf &
NHER/NMREETH S, IMPT {BEFHETIEZ —57 > MIxt L TRMPR~—Y
VEPERT DI TR, TR T o B OIEFIREE O Tl T E WL
7Y e EN LA SOV ATREME SRR ST D (Pflugfelder et
al., 2008 ; Fredriksson et al., 2011), = Z T, CTV |{Zx L C~—Y IR TEH
912, Pflugfelder H23MER L7 FIETH HIREMBF Oy b7 v 7, RED
MEZBAEL CHESNTEZ 7 — v U A OMER/IME, B L ORERKIEN
LR EIZ TS < K 9 I b 45 worst case optimization % i - 72 1# /3 &

MRS L L, BEHIEFOREIZA LS inter-fractional
motion, LS H 24 U % intra-fractional motion (2L Dy 7 v 7D
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AW SNTHIET 2 3mm, HEEBLIERELLIC X D TREE DO ARHED SITHIGT 5 3.5%
X E LT- (Pflugfelder et al., 2008), OAR @ planning goal (% E}5 V50 <
20% (k LWVEBNZATREZR R VK<) . B/ V30 < 50%. It V30 < 30% & L
7oo 22T, V30 BLUNVE0 IXE, BEEIZ 30 Gy (RBE) ¥ LT 50 Gy (RBE)
LENBH SN 2K THS, DARTICE AR AL S a2 —3 a3 570,
23 SiEf 21 [A153 D42 T D daily CT B> & iRl 2 ERK T 2 B & MG
HEEHE & FEED planning goal TIT - 7=,

A TIE, VQA Z H W 7= FIHIER 36 L OISR ERIC 31T 2 47
BEEL R LICE LR R A 5ek LTz, £/, 1ERR L7201t oD 1 X 2
N AR S 7o oIS, WIENERETE O T A Y 2 & 6 S (A, /&, HA,
BRI %) 12 83mm YT R EEETT U LEEH CTEBOR s Lo CT
H% £3.5% LSBT T DEH 8 X —r DT —2F U A ZHE L TR
BHFRERZITV., JCOYIENERRGE & O 224 70 L7,
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4-3 NART & DART v

AEFFETIE, BINZARE~D IMPT (2B T, LA D 2 DOIREIED ik %47
ST,

a. FEiE A A B IE7% Non-Adaptive Radiotherapy (NART) : 21 [H]4 CHIH#iiA
WEMEZ TS 2 5k, A, B SNhDE—L0 /T 2 —& —F[[—
Th b,

b. BN H A #1578 Daily Adaptive Radiotherapy (DART) : 4[] daily CT
B bR G 2 /ER L TR 2 ik, SR A Sns e —20/37
A= (BE—LFm%ERS) BERRD,

R 2 oOREEA IR T DD, ERIREENICEEEN TG L
daily CT Wi 2 FHL T, I =2b—a il oT, UTOREFFIEEZIT
WV, REREREREHEL w325 2 & & Lz, MERHEORRIZIE, R
IZBWTHIN R A DTS5 2 &L 2E LT, BINZIRO8(m F 0 2 5
A CT & daily CT D7 A V2 ZIZL T, Ait 483 &> M@ daily CT HifgH»
5 CTV, RiSZAR, FE. B, BB L T, UToHERELZ R L,

1) HERERRE 4 OHEEREZRREM S ICHMIC Y 27— LIz
ERfRE, 7o& 2, 21 HHCTHLH (X H) @ daily CT Eifg 2 HW T &
FHRE L TR LZZ 0 A ORI E Dx=3.0 Gy RBE) 084, B EEEHRE
#=3.0X21=63Gy RBE) &t7¢%, 1JEGIZOWT, 21 FD HERERREN
Bohd,

1) FFEHEEHRMRE  daily CT BEBEHWTHREFNR L THELNLLEDOHD
W EZ . DIR Z W TERE Lo, =& 213, 21 RIS T, D1 + D2
+D3+ - - - D21=63.4Gy (RBE) 054, FEHEHIE=63.4Gy (RBE) &
2%, VIEGNZOWT, 1 EOEEHTHRBEN GOSN D,

LR B AR ERRE, FEHERREORMICH T > Td, MEmHEE5E
T2 7mw22HEIL L, SR EREREHEOF R M 2 8549 5 2 & T, 20
KENCHHTEX DL 912T 572D, NART & DART & $12, iBEHEIERICHE
L7 VQA TidZa<, VQA LRILFE T VTV X A%FEE L7 inthouse Diff
EiHH > A7 & (Dose Calculation Program : DCP) (2 & v FEtRE S /- #EE
EZE W=, DCP 2 LM ERIHEOY —27 71 —% Fig. 14 (Z
T, VQA TERL L 7= wIlia#E s ks KONl RER o~ 2 > 7 —4% (ROI,
Dose, Plan) % DCP ~#515 L, VQA TRELT-E—LAE, ARy b —H%&
134 29712 daily CT i 2 W CRREFRFE M Thi T,

DCP O ENRE 2R T D720, TVXNKT7 7> bAEHEHALT, VQA
& DCP T & o THEHI 5 DR —OIEREHE 2 FEHE Lz, Wic, MIM 2fH L
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T 3D WU ~fEtr237 L. VQA & DCP |2 X » CTHIHRE SN BES /D —
HAFN L7, PHMERE%EL 1 mm/ 1%I2 L72FFD pass 313 99.96 = 0.023% T
HY . VQA & DCP D CRAF e —E &R LT,

DCP

Fmmm e e m oo DART - -,

- NART -------- mTTTTTTTTToT o | i
: : [ Daily CT image ] : T P T I, :
| | 1

: . ! I |
' - ' | Daily CT image 4, L BERIAESHE, '
! e ! [ 2 T e :
1 ——a 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
| I I : 1
1 1 | 1
I | [ Daily CTimage,, | ! B TARR L, '
1 1 | 1
1 1 | - 1
]

Fig. 14 B 1610 NART 5 L O DART % 487E L /=M EHFHHE

DCP T34 daily CT Mt 4 FvV T, NART (3525 S - AR O~ 5
> 7 —4 (ROI, Dose, Plan) % RIZHREFEFIR ., DART (FH525 S 7 i i imik
FHE[ D7 T v T — 2 & BT B R & SR T
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4-4 Clinical goal EERRE D FHMH

S CT WG TERL S L7 A1 G 2 iV 5 NART O34 Gl CT
R & LT, RIS N LT 5 daily CT Wi CHEHRE S z¥—57 > K
OHEE R BT planning goal ZFERL LRV Z ENRLV, Z 2T, 2 DOTEFREL
ZARE U CHEITA SN AEE 483 By b H R EHRER LU 23 JERIDFE
EHEERRFREIZ DUV T, BRR TIaR T 2BRICIFA S D #EHIK) (LT clinical
goal) %% E L. clinical goal %% L 7=EIA 122\ T NART & DART Ttk
L7=, #—7%" > b ® clinical goal (ZB L Cix CTV D99, iz D99, % D99
> 59.85 Gy (RBE) (planning goal £ ¥ & 5%fKVME) & L, OAR IZBH L TldiA
HEETEIERKIRF O planning goal & [FIERDERE V50 < 20%. H 5z V30 < 50%. 1%
BE V30 < 30%., & OICEAREROFMNE LT V63 < 10 ml, Ej Dmax <
66 Gy RBE) #&%iE L7z, B#EAREHEHE T NART & DART OZZhic
SONT, HEATERIRED clinical goal Z kL L7=E &2 (2), FEHEEHRR
B0 clinical goal ZERK L7-E&5% (3) X HEH L=,
Clinical goal R (%) = fractions tilg‘; z}i:liit)enzllnlcal goal % 100 @

patients that achieve clinical goal

Clinical goal ZR%F (%) = 23 patients x 100 3)
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4-5 WRFFRNT

HEHENTIZIZ JMP PRO version15.2 (SAS Institute, Cary, NC, USA) % F\»
Too HAEIEITKRT D AINZIRO BT FH L DB IOV TS, B, iR M
THETIZHENT 23 D72 DIT, I LB I, ik L Hifg W, BEE & Rt
MDOZNLENUZONT, HeDH D t MEELITV, MEDLZEMEZBEL T
Bonferroni i (E & 1T\, AR /KX 1.67% & L7-, NART & DART [ DR &ER
FEHEHMEDRFIIA BYEIZ O W TII A EKAEE 5% THIGD B 5 t EZ1T > 7,
NART & DART [ O# & AFEFHEFHE D clinical goal = DM EHHIA BAMEIZ D
WL, AEKUE 5% T McNemar € %175 7=,
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5. FER

5-1 B4 OfEEI#EEDOEA

FAIEBNZ BT 21 FOIRFEHMF ORISR, %, B, BEROKRELELE
Fig. 15 1Z7”d, 4 23 JEBI O FE A CT #1692 daily CT g5 O 147
ZALDFEIE & FEAEREIT, Ac R, KE2E, B, Bt ZnZ£41T-0.96 +4.16
cc, 0.82+2.63cc, 7.58+ 13.91 cc. 46.55+57.89¢cc Tho7-, F7-. EHIEHE
FOWEBEIZHB W T, daily CT #REFFOMAFEAFHEH CT S RFOARFE LV &K
XL o EBIAIT, T1% (342/483) 35 X 1Y 82% (395/483) THh -~ 7=,

ATILAR I

20 20

10

Volume variation (cc)
o
L
o
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.
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.
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o
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= 2l
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AR I i
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e
e
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[EEE—
e
—
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-s0 . -200

Patient Patient

Fig. 15 FHERI ORI P ORI, F%E, B, BtOREL
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%VW’

(A=

ELAR
300 200
250 N
150
o 2004 oy
c c
QL [
3 3
g 150 @ 100
i n
100
50
50-
0 T T T T = T T 0
10 8 6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 & 10 -10
A BESICH T SENIROMEEN (mm) L =2
A& ITE
200+
o, 150
(e}
f=
[}
3
o
2 100
50|
0 e ,
0 8 6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
%A BEREICHT SFIROMUEZEN (mm)  #TE
Fig. 16 &7t 483 &~ k@ daily CT HifgiZ

B % 21 [E DT T OB REE 63 2 AL O Lo

& (£, BEE. Biglim) % Fig. 16 (SR, A5 & EEE T, EEﬁ
M) & Bt 5 M ONLEENAZ I TR EZDRO G, SR W & itk
I ) O E A IR A BN O S - 1= (A J7E L SEE 716
p<0.001. Z£4J51A & B JiH - p<0.001, 5EE 710 & Btk )71 : p = 0.9800),

BREARA

ﬁmﬁ#%%ﬁ%m%@%$bmﬁ®£m
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5-2 FIEATEREETE O A

23 SEF O WIHNEREFIEER OFRIZ, FEFHRE B X O kIc 2 L7z RFEITF
#2214 T o7, Tablel T 23 ﬁiﬂ@%@ﬁﬁ CT i H & VERK S 7= F1H
TRIEETENC 81T 5 CTV, AR, KFE. EG. BEDEOREARFETGEHE O HE

CHERERAE A R LTz, CTV @ planning goal ZE% T 5 Z &7 OAR LV HE
fe&iz7= . CTV @ planning goal Z£TDOREH TER I, —FH T, OAR

DORREHFINCDOWT, B V30 1TEToBE . B V50 1% 23 NﬁJEP 20 JFEF] D
B BEBE V301X 23 JERI 22 JER TEER S T2,

WIHNEREHE O 7 /82 k'rézﬁ%ﬁa“é =, By T v TORME) & & Smm.,
CT [EDOARMENE & 3 5%BIHE LT T —F U A THHESINZHREICS
WT, BTOZT —F U F L PIHNEREHE & OffEA13 CTV D99 T-0.54 £
0.46 Gy RBE). E.5 V60 T 0.31 *+ 3.21%. MMt V60 T-0.04 = 2.01% T

-7,

Table 1 {RWREHEERFFD CTV, RINZIR, FFE. B, Bt planning goal &
23 JEBI O YIWNAWEFTENZ F5 1T 2 A B ERFERTE HE O 2 E AR R 22, planning
goal JZERLR

Planning goal ) FEYE(R 2 Goal R
CTV D99 > 63Gy (RBE) 63.5 Gy (RBE) 0.2 Gy (RBE) 100.0%
CTVDmax < 69.3Gy (RBE) 67.4 Gy (RBE) 1.0 Gy (RBE) 100.0%
AT HR D99 n/a 63.5 Gy (RBE) 0.3 Gy (RBE) n/a
K52 D99 n/a 63.4 Gy (RBE) 0.2 Gy (RBE) n/a
[E 1 Dmax n/a 65.4 Gy (RBE) 0.8 Gy (RBE) n/a
Ef% V30 <50% 32.1% 7.1% 100.0%
Ef% V50 <20% 17.0% 3.5% 87.0%
[ELH V60 n/a 7.5% 1.9% n/a
JEEiE V30 <30% 18.2% 7.5% 95.7%
I V60 n/a 4.6% 2.6% n/a
I V63 n/a 4.1ml 2.0 ml n/a
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5-3 HEEMRE DT

Fig. 17 {2 NART & DART Z#EL7-¥—%7 v b & OAR O HER EHRRE
(483 v ) Zlbig L7cfEf %~ L7z, NART & DART O ERFEHHE
28T 5 HEEERREO LY EEFZIT CTV D99 : 58.18 = 6.37 Gy
(RBE) & 63.55 = 0.26 Gy (RBE) (p <0.001), R z-fF D99 : 62.94 + 0.97 Gy
(RBE) & 63.69 + 0.39 Gy (RBE) (p < 0.001). ¥5%& D99 : 54.93 + 9.01 Gy
(RBE) & 63.37 = 0.33 Gy (RBE) (p <0.001), [EJ5 V30 : 32.53 £ 10.54% &
31.72 = 7.12% (p <0.01)., Ef V50 : 18.23 £ 7.32%<& 16.51 £ 3.49% (p <
0.001). Ef% V60 : 9.16 = 4.36% & 6.88 = 1.93% (p <0.001), FEft V30 :
13.69 *+ 5.44%& 14.52 *+ 5.07% (p < 0.001). FERE V60 : 3.35 = 1.96% &
3.71 = 1.67% (p<0.001). JEME V63 : 4.08 + 2.85ml & 4.50 = 2.12ml (p
<0.001) ThHY, 2 TORMBRETEHEICIS W THEH AR ZEZEDBD bz,

Fig. 18 IZ NART & DART Z#EL7-¥—%7 v b & OAR OFEEHEERIRE
(23 JEB]) Al L7k %~ L7-, NART & DART O& B EAFERIHEICE
I D FEHEE RS RO T AR 21T CTV D99 : 60.81 = 3.47 Gy (RBE) &
63.24 = 1.04 Gy (RBE) (p <0.01), Ai Zi# D99 : 62.99 + 1.28 Gy (RBE) &
63.43 * 1.33 Gy (RBE) (p = 0.2529), 1% D99 : 59.07 £ 5.19 Gy (RBE) &
63.17 = 1.04 Gy (RBE) (p < 0.001), Eff V30 : 32.54 = 9.57%& 31.95 =
6.17% (p=0.6709). % V50:17.43 + 5.88%¢& 16.16 + 3.16% (p=0.2881).
Bl V60 :8.15 £ 3.23%¢& 6.77 £ 1.97% (p=0.1143), JEE V30:18.92 +
8.92% & 20.28 = 8.09% (p = 0.0594), ML V60 : 3.86 = 2.93% & 4.28 =+
2.20% (p=0.1641), JEMt V63:3.01 + 2.34ml & 3.43 = 1.80ml (p=0.2271)
THH, CTVDI9 LK% D9 OAMEHFEIABEZEZNRD LT,

+ I+ |
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& NART 80 p <0.01 e NART
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g 20 p <0.001
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> p <0.001 :
[ . :
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Fig. 17 NART & DART OGS IC DWW T daily CT [#if ) & FHEH5E L7- 483
v b HBEREERRREZ R L2 O

H— sy MZOWT, Bof#kiE CTV D99, BiSAAE D99, k52 D99 @ clinical
goal ZF&K L T 5, OAR IZHOWTIL, BOMKRIXER V30, JRE DOAFRIXE R
V50, Sk OMAR TN V30, F Ok#RIZEEME V63 @ clinical goal 22 L T\
%
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70

o NART p=0.6709 o NART
& DART r ca DART
704 p<0.01 p=02529 p<0.001 60
— — — 1
== = = =
(3]0 R = L TR LT T T T T T T T TSP AR S epya
- % . % 0
w —~
2" g
> 404 ]
5 :
2 304 g p=0.1143
o -----------------------------
O o/
o ==
0 0
CTV D99 HILZAR D99 faz D99 BhZ V30 EfZ V50 BERZ V60
& NART
50+ p=0.0594 o DART
!
. 401
£
L R e I
(]
£
32 20
g p=0.1641
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[ P N S R S AL
I
0 o — T
BBt V30 RERE V60 BERE V63

Fig. 18 NART & DART DOi&IEHIG IS\ T daily CT [ifg)s & HEHE L7- 23
JiE 5] D S HETEAR AR B % LR L 72RO

B =7 MZOWT, Bofi#tid CTV D99, mivzfig D99, K2 D99 @ clinical
goal ZF&K L T 5, OAR IZHOWTIL, BOMKRIXER V30, JRE DOAFRIXE R
V50, Sk OMAR TN V30, F Ok#RIZEEME V63 @ clinical goal 22 L T\
%
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Fig. 19 {2 NART 5 X O'DART (281} 5 H R ERIR & 2 e 2 b L7z
FERZRT, AR D99 IOV TIEAETOSERIT NART & DART & bl K&
IR T &R LTZIERNIIA Lo 7203, K2 D99 Tixk DART &b LT
NART TR & <K T4 2IEFIA I 5, 21 [0 4T DR A 77 ¥ 22— /LT clinical
goal Z R CTEX7=DIX 23 IEH D 5 6 2IEB DI T - 7=, EMG V50 ITIEH] 5.,
11, 12, 23 {238 T NART T clinical goal R I 72h~ 7223, DART C
ESESH A=Y (W

Fig. 20 {Z NART $ £ O DART (235 1) % 2B HEE MR & 2 SE B4 2 bel L 7=
R AR, BN D99 X clinical goal %R T & 72/ - 72 JEHIEL NART &
DART & B2 1 FIOHTH > 7=DITx LT Ki%E D99 1% NART 7% 12 f5], DART
21 HITH Y NART 1 THK LB OIER CREAN T34 Ue, B V501X, BHiE
FLERARE O i & FIERIC, JER] 5, 11, 12, 23 (23 T NART T clinical goal
ISEERR S0 7223, DART TIEERR S 7z, BBt V63 i NART & DART
& HIZETOIRERT clinical goal 23K S 37z,
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Fig. 19 NART & DART (22T, R AR D99, F52E D99, ES V50, BEff:
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Fig. 20 NART & DART (22T, R AR D99, F52E D99, ES V50, BEff:
V63 O I HE E MR B % iE B 1512 L
AR T AR B AR FEREEHMEIZ %95 clinical goal 238 L T\ 5,
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Fig. 21 1 Z[F—EF GERF 9) D4 21 [MORFEHIF 21T 5 daily CT Hifg
HHEE SN2 DVH % NART & DART TH# L7-fE R4~ L TW\5, NART
& DART THMEMEFRFHEOFHIME £ FEEFEEIT, K2 D99 : 56.67
4.94 Gy RBE) & 63.32 = 0.18 Gy (RBE) (p < 0.001), 5 V60 : 8.93
1.99% & 8.02 £ 0.47% (p<0.05) TH Y, Mt FHEBZEDRBO D=0, BE
it V60 : 2.06 = 0.71% & 2.06 = 0.30% (p = 0.9896) TH V. #HitFHAE
ZITRD LR o Tz,

=+
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= = «CTV-NART
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Fig. 21 JEH] 91281 % 21 [H D daily CT B H 5 HEH5E S 7= NART (BE )
& DART (5E#%) OH#EE DVH O

ARIL CTV, FHIFAMNZMR, Bk SE, FREITE, AKREIFEEND DVH Z2& L
Tb\éo

5-4 Clinical goal R O

Table 2 {Z NART & DART #487E L7- HHE ERit & & FFEHETRREICS
WT, BFMEMREFEFHED clinical goal FERR & G Lo fE R 2R Lz, AHF
JRIZH1F 5 clinical goal (ZDW T, #—4 v MIB L TiL CTV D99, #iz R
D99, F5% D99 > 59.85 Gy (RBE) & L., OARIZBEH L TiL, EH% Dmax < 66
Gy (RBE). HJ% V50 <20%. [E5 V30<50%. [EM: V63 <10 ml, BERE V30 <
30% & L7z,

NART & DART ##HE L CHiHE I HERERRE 483 &> ) ©
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clinical goal FE=RI% CTV D99 : 56.5% (273/483) & 100.0% (483/483) (p <
0.001), AIZAR D99 : 98.6% (476/483) & 100.0% (483/483) (p < 0.01), f5%&
D99 : 37.9% (183/483) & 100.0% (483/483) (p < 0.001). EfE Dmax : 53.0%
(256/483) & 85.7% (412/483) (p <0.001). E My V30:95.0% (459/483) & 99.2%
(479/483) (p < 0.001). EH V50 : 69.2% (334/483) & 89.2% (431/483) (p <
0.001). JEMBE V30 : 99.0% (478/483) & 99.8% (482/483) (p <0.05). JEHE V63 :
96.5% (466/483) & 98.1% (474/483) (p < 0.001) THh V., T OMEKREFE!
E CHFHFIIAEZEZEZNBO Sz, L L., WA TR V50 DR &)
KB TE R -T2 3 JEFITHET 5 &, NART XL DART (& X D EE
V50 @ clinical goal FERITZNZEH 49.2% (31/63) 35 XL 52.4% (33/63) (p=
0.6949) TH V. HFHFHAEEZITR D SN o=, £7-. WG E TRl
15 V50 D Bl % 2R L 72 5% D D 20 JEHNZOVWTIiL, NART I LU DART
IZ XD ER V50 @ clinical goal ZERKRITZ L E 4 72.1% (303/420)F L 1V 94.8%
(398/420) (p < 0.001) THY ., M FHIAEEZNRD LI,

NART & DART ##8E L CHHtHE I -EEHERRE 23 EH) O
clinical goal EE =1L CTV D99 : 82.6% (19/23) & 100.0% (23/23) (p < 0.05).
AR D99 : 95.7% (22/23) L 95.7% (22/23) (p = 1.000), #5%E D99 : 47.8%
(11/23) & 95.7% (22/23) (p < 0.01), EH Dmax : 95.7% (22/23) & 100.0%
(23/23) (p=0.3173), [E V30:95.7% (22/23) & 100.0% (23/23) (p =0.3173),
E 5 V50 : 69.6% (16/23) & 87.0% (20/23) (p = 0.1025). JEME V30 : 91.3%
(21/23) & 91.3% (21/23) (p = 1.000). Mt V63 : 100.0% (23/23) & 100.0%
(23/23) (p = 1.000) T&H Y. CTV D99 & #5E D99 DA THEHFHIA BN R
Do, Eio, PIHNEEGETER V50 ORE &SI Z ik TE 2o 72 3IE
il Crbigd % &, NART 38X DART £6 5 4 iEl; V50 @ clinical goal % i
% LT IERNE 1 IEBI DI TH 7=,
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Table 2 NART & DART @ Clinical goal %3RO L

Clinical goal =
MR
@zpr  Clinical goal A f RUERR R R (N=483) FEHEERRRE (N=23)
NART DART p value NART DART p value
CTV D99 >59.85 Gy 56.5% 100.0% p <0.001 82.6 % 100.0% p <0.05
RITAZHR D99 >59.85 Gy 98.6% 100.0% p<0.01 95.7% 95.7% p=1.000
H5E D99 >59.85 Gy 37.9% 100.0% p <0.001 47.8% 95.7% p<0.01
B % Dmax <66 Gy 53.0% 85.7% p <0.001 95.7% 100.0% p=0.3173
B V30 <50% 95.0% 99.2% p <0.001 95.7% 100.0% p=0.3173
Bl V50 <20% 69.2% 89.2% p <0.001 69.6% 87.0% p=0.1025
JEEIE V30 <30% 99.0% 99.8% p <0.05 91.3% 91.3% p=1.000
JEERE V63 <10 ml 96.5% 98.1% p <0.001 100.0% 100.0% p=1.000
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6. %2

AHFFETlE B % J8 P O i i RS 2 b3 2 miNE i st LT, IMPT Ja%6Et
) VR U CHRET 217 9 BRIZ, R TOIRFEAT ¥ o — L CHIENA# G 2 v
% NART & 18RS BHAAE RTICiREE L7= daily CT B4 HAIER S 2 @) iaiE
BT Z VD DART IZDWT, BT OIEHREM CHRENT 2 E LTI
2 b—ya VEITW, =7y b - OAR ~DO#EZ 45 Z & T DART O
FERY 7o R s 2 R A L 72,

NART TIEAGZME D99 D) H R ERMRREITUGHREL Y L DOT MK
TULIERETH 722, K2 D99 XU HFMEL D B8 18%IK T Lz, AWF%E
Tl U A7 BEAME L, 2JER T CTV TR IR BRERE L TESE L
b, CTV D99 IZB LTt AR ERBEMET Lz, 1KY A7 BEORISIR
BB L Tix, CTV DBRINIROA L EFR SN D20, IR D99 OMER T
MO T N THo72Z &5 NART I TH o ThoaREMERH D, £,
NART THs%E D99 OIX TNBEZE & /e~ 7-F & LT, daily CT R DOE
REENFEH CT LD B RELS Lo TV L2k, FBEONEN A
FHieHLHaEnzz eEnBxonsd, oMol & LT, daily CT fREkED
FEMCARFE 2N EHE ] CT HRHE & Ebile U TR FITIAN o 1272010, KEFEDNLE N
BT U S ER e (Fig. 22), AHFZETlE 483 &~ k@ daily CT
B ORHESNERB I OBENREED > B, 711%B LT 82% D& v k THH
BEOAKRFE LV b RKE < 2o Tz, Mak HIZERGE X OREROEKREZILIZ LD
FEFEDONEENIZHOWT, 771 & v F O daily CT Eitg ) HFERONE BT S
AR R ET ATV FERRIT RS S BEI D E G AR & K FE DO IR T M DAL E 2
PAZTRWFHBEBIR N B o 72 2 &L B L O OALE & ORI 5 W OAL
BN RWFBEBR N H o722 L /R LT D (Mak et al, 2012), F7-.
Frank 5%, #tEAH CT #REZEFIZRTT D IBEF ORI RIS X O 2 DAL E AL
ZREL, FEOFVRINIRE Y bAEEMNREL Ro 2 LN bEFEO~
— VU EIRSBRETHRETHD EHEL TS (Frank et al., 2008),
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Fig. 22 B & BEBEORFEZCIC X 2 B EIC T D RO E AL

B PRI ENZENVER & B OEREEIC X D FEFEDAEEN 2~ LT
Do BILANZAR, TEARIIMEEE. REITEN. KEAITENO ROI #E£ L T\ T,
1RIEEED ROI 2 3281, FHEFFD ROI Z iR TR L T\ 5,
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ARG CTYER L 7= IR T > b7 > T ORHE SITk LT 3mm, 7R
FEDRHE SZIZX LT 8.5%IZFRE LT-m /N A Mg b Tz, m/3N A bk
il L. WIHIRIEHEOT A Ve 2% 6 5t (A, /£, B8, 2. B, %) 12
3mm > 7 b IR TT LA CTEBEOR Y LT LD CT A% £3.5%%
bE&B7TT7 008 8 X —r DT —F VA EERLE, =T —3F
4 & WA R EI OO CTV D99 D 7#1%-0.54 = 0.46 Gy (RBE) &/hS72MA
ThHol=Z &6, PIHIEE L 3Smm. 3.5%D RHENSIZH L TrANA BT
HoDEEZD, Xu b IMPT BEE O o N2 MMgmbicBWT, By F 7 v
T DA E & 3mm TERE L7z 10 JEG O PN E >\ T, CBCT Hif:
MOHEERELZHHAE LT, 3mm OARENSTHFOTHL EHEL TS Xu
et al., 2021), L22L, —EOBRE TITHEE~DBREHLEN R+ THoT22 &
HoR LTS, REIFFEICBWTHRBEORER NS S, 483 &~ b daily CT
%% 72 NART #487E L TR SN2 CTV D99 O SEEHEE MR EIX
17.4%DJEB] T clinical goal & ZEK L 72> 72, AWFIEFEFR LD 2 TOIREAR 7
Y 2 — /L CHINEEEE A2 VWD NART ICB W T, 23R Mgi@Efbot v b
T T ORMENS Z 3mm UL EICERET AVNERSD D L2 L TWAN, &
v N7 T ORFENSEZRELTDHE OAR OMENEL D ENBESh
%, NART BT 2ty N7 v 7ORENSERESRETHZ LICLHHE
AR ~D DT TS B O TR E o> & & Lizuy,

NART & DART CTHEG~O HHERERBEL L LT & Z A, DART ILE
V30. EM V50, EM V60, EH; Dmax (28T NART LV & A &KL 72
72, S 512, DART O clinical goal ZEZIZ DWW TH NART L0 A EISH
WEER E 720 . BB ~OBEEIZIB VTS DART OFHEN RSz, L
L. ABEEREREICBWT, DART TH 52 7~ ~ (10.8%) TES V50 O
clinical goal NIER SN2 oT2, 52y D D B 60%I%, A ET
B V50 ORERIK Z @k T& Ao 72 SIEFNICHBWTAEL Tz, 20 3JE
Blo 5B 2 FEFNE, 4 21 RIOMRESAAZBIE L7 FHEHERBRE TS clinical
goal ZER LD oTc, LIh o> T, FENEMGITEEE L TWD KL O 72 fEH 5
HIRFE S & DAERI T, MIHNAEGTEICB W TR EZEOREZ MR L2N S| B
DO EZIRT S Z E AW TH Y . DART 2T bk S D mTREM TR
WeEZ LD,

NART & DART T V30, Bt V60, Bt V63 Ltk Liz& = A, FHE
HEERBRE CIIH A BEITRO bR o=, L L, HEETHRIRET
X DART 573 NART LV b A EIZE L Zeo7z, 7272 L. clinical goal ZEA
TR % & AR ERBEICB VT DART @1F 9 28 NART LV A EICHE
{Tlpolz, HEEME LS clinical goal FERCRD G THJE LIS RR G LNTZD
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1T, BMEFFFIZHAWS daily CT B O —E5IZB\W T, BEBED ROT 28K 1 T
T2 ERPEREICEL COERREERH D, 2D DI & ZREHI A W
LT, BEPE~O#EIZEA L T DART OENMELBET 2D TIERNEEZ D
N5,

AWF7ED DART el Tid, MEATICHRSE S 7 daily CT B DA HAWN
CHJSTRERTEZ AR L CIRH T Z 2t s LTEY . ERICHERZT 5
B2Z1E MR-Linac 22 EZ AW T AH A L TE=X Y T %475 2 & I3MEE
SN T2V (Dunlop et al.,, 2020 ; Mannerberg et al., 2020), £ > T, DART
O AR EHE O v N2 M@ bicix, U 7V A LIS ORI
intra-fractional motion (ZXST 25y M7 v TORMHENS %2 3mm (T E L
72. Tang Hi%. IMPT {GHEHHEIZSOW CHREFH OFINIROEN & O A% B8 LT
T —X M5, intra-fractional motion %5 L CHEERICHS SNT-MRELHEE
L. #IHEFEHE & OZXEEZFME L= Z A, CTVD99 O FIIifm iRz L
TYEHT2%U T THo= L #HE LT 5 (Tangetal., 2013), L2rL., Gill 5
1L 1 MRI Ej{4 % W CHINZ R & F5%E @ intra-fractional motion % & L. Aij
SR & RO EZACIITMHBEN NI L 2R L2 b, FINIR & 2R
2% CTVIZETem U A 7 FEORINLIE 2% L Tl intra-fractional motion @
WA CE R WATREMER B 5 (Gill et al., 2014), 5B OFREE LT, K%
@ intra-fractional motion ZE =% U 7 L7= U 7 VX A LB 2 Mt L
TWSHERDHD EHEZBND,

LB C DART % %HE9" % £ T limitation (X, 483 & v kOIS TAEE A
DOREEFIR & B (bl LB PRI 22.5 7y L Bivo T2 & TH D, Gill 6
IE. BIZR E RO B X TR & & B ITHEAN L., 10 4% L 7= e S C e R AT
IZET D LR LTS (Gill et al., 2014), D72, WISTEFE T E O/ERIC
T HEREIEAIRER RV < T X&ETh D, L OMETIL, a7 E 2 Hun
HEE AT —2 a2k, ROI ERRICE T AR 2 CcE 5 2 &
HE I TS (Chaetal.,2021), F7-. Matter 1%, #)NIGFEH 7 o7& 2
|2 Graphic Processing Units (GPU) #& A5 2% Z & T, A7 IMPT 5%
HETHIUE 5~10 D TIER TE 5 Z L 2#E LT\ 5 (Matter et al., 2019),
DART B(BZ TR AR 7 1 A DN S B ORETHH EE X 5,
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7. WIEB X OWER

AR EARN G ONTFHAMAIFILL T LB TH S,

v RZAEICXT S IMPT I8V C, {5 D 1 EMLL ERNCERE S
7eatEH CTE& 2 B AR SN2 WA 2 2 T OMRF A ¥ 2 — /LT
MAWA0EkD NART 1%, RINEIRO A% X2 —57 > hET DKV 27 BEORIN
BRIEIZOWTIEH — 7 h~OFREEHLETE 508, AR & EERE ¥
=7y T Dm Y R FEORIN BRI OV TR FE~ DR EK T 23 e
ST Tosd, mENENAEETE 2 FRk LTRSS 95 DART " Eh 5,

v OAR ~DO#iHE % NART & DART TL#:$ % & 21 BIOIGEAEE TRt
LFEEHERBREICBW T, HEIFRAEEITRO N2>, BAx D
MBS CiMli 21T > BEEEREREICB VT, Hip~0fEIX DART ©
M NART L0 b ABIELS TH2 N TE2Z 05, DART (34—~
v MO EAEZEGE LR S EB A~ O E AR T 2 REME N RIB S
7o T2 A~ O EITX DART ® 5728 NART LV b A EIZE S 72 o723,
clinical goal ZEKZR TR % & BRRMICIIREZR WVEREDORETHDH Z &
DRI T,

v IMPT EEEFEIO 2 X 2 MM bl oW T, Xu Hi% 10 AoEETE > k
T TORMENEZ 3mm & bmm (ZERE L 7= AR EE I & ERk L C.
CBCT ®Hif2>5 NART #4HE L2 EHE 21TV, By N7 v T OARFEN
XX 3mm THAOTHD EHE L Xuetal, 2021), LaxL., AHIZRICE
WTC, HBE~NDOBREZHETH-OI0E. By T v 7OREENSIE 3mm
TIEAR T+ T D AlREMEN R S L7z,

T, ART (2B 3 2RI A Tl T B 48, X4 IMRT (ZB8d 28
MIEEAETHY, BF# IMPT (ZB3 2 #E 13780 o7, IMRT {GEETHE
(2T IMPT (R RHEII A M S 1255 <, BRI IS S D8R &0 A0 1351
BOIZRORWAREENRD D, ZD7H, ARTIZED AV v MIXHLY LK
XL E X D, AR B, RIS AR (%35 IMPT 7a% 3 % v C NART
BLODART ##EL7=¥—47 v - OAR ~OfMEFE A L. DART ©
AUy hEBELMNILEZ LT, SBOBEKROEICE VT, DART #Ik4 % 2
LBt nZ LR END,

AWFFE D IMPT {REFHEIO 7 AR Mgk s LTEy N7 v 7ORENS %
3mm ICRELTZ, By N7 v 7 ORMENS % 3mm ([ZRE L7=%5H5 D NART T
ITHE~DORELZHETE W ERHLNI RS0, By 8T v 7O
S % bmm, 10mm & KX T 5 LEE~ORBELHRTE AN D 5,
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L By Ty TORENSERELSTDHE, 2—5 v NEAFHOBEGCRER
~OMENEMT D720, 5%iFEY T v 7ORMENZIERE L LEFRFD
NART IZ8F 5% —% v b - OAR ~DORREFEZ TN L, s R m T
MU % DART & OES Z 5§ 28 B S 415 5,

F 7o AWFFERE R CIIEEHEE R E T NART & DART % i+ 5 &, CTV
D99 L 1EFE D99 LIS DR EMRIEFHEIC B W T Mt FIA B Z2ITRO L7
MoT=N, BEEREE%L NART & DART THEL/-E 2 A, £ TOBERE
R FHEIZ BRI FIA B EZNRD bz, R THWIZIEEA ¥ 2 —v
% 21 FIOZERHF TH o725, ImH, 1 EFREZEN L OFIEREZ D755
HOEIFRFHNC BT, Widmark 5 (343 EI[E15c % 7 (8] & 55 E B OB
BT oA A L7 (Widmark et al., 2019), E4EIMEIC BV TIE, B % DOfE
BOMDEALDRREICGZDEENLIVEHEZEL D ENTHIND, 5%
LSRRG ART OF HMEEZFHET 25803 B S 9 5,

AWFRIZ LV & U A7 BEORINMVEIZ R 2 DART OF AMERR L7253,
TR GHE O R R L Ol LI R 2 32 L 72 50% limitation & L T2
T B %, Daily CT fgig i b TR 2 ER L TN Z 3T 5 To7rrt
A IR IZITV, I SITIEBH PV TAZ A A THE—Fy hOBIEZE2E=H
Vo 735H5ZET.DARTDOAY v FRLYREAREDIZRD 2525, DART
Tutv AORHEILEF =7 FDOYTNEA LET=H Y o TICHET DN
HBORETH 5,
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8. BEF

AL EAERT DIZHTe D TR L THFEL 15V £ L7 duiEE K7 R5h =
FMFERREE T v — oL o7 — [P ER, A E KRR E S
WFZERTRC R E R s MER FIRHEHEBR ICR L L BT £,

AU 2 BT DS 2 5 2 TIHE £ L7 AbiEE R R E R B i
PREB T HE KM —8dz (Bl KIRKFRFPLE TR B #G
PTG IE) | AR 2 XTI D IChTe> CHE XV EER TS 2 THW=IE
FE RSP R B AP CBe i AR R B 52 AR 2 e, b el et K RIS
B, AifmE R R P RER et S mABBUC R L E3, £
7= IMPT {&EFHE O 1 /SN2 N i bic DWW, B ZHE W72 F Ladt
B KPR PP L sebes H E R &7 Lemn B i UHE#
B2, m R DR AR AT DI H T2 VRt ZE2THE £ L
LB R FIRBEER « ~V A A = 2R e—2 a 2=y |
T A A2 — FREG— BRI L £, ARE R
PRl R By pEE T HARICIE DIR 702 U X A& T BB 25 L C
HELXVEHELET,

AR THWB CT BHIIME I RANLRPL 80 ekt o % — Tl
SNTeT—H# T3, REGERT —F 28k L TIHZ, Journal of Applied
Clinical Medical Physics ~D#faia ICB W TEELR ZHE2THE F LG
WSTIRRBERG FRR S ATE R o & —  BTHE 54, Vo2 ReeAe, (LA & e,
AR RIE AR IHLH L BT £,

N E U TREFERE~DOHET A 588 CTIH M 72 2 H P A BB AT = 2 1%
U8 &2 ALyEE K FR B AU B O B kk . AbiEE KB = 5 BEES O BE AR
WD BALRE L B ET

AR, K IZ < D2 D ZHINCH A BN TER LIZBDTHY , 22
IZETOER~SLOLLEHFOEERLET,
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