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W OE.BWM WURINBEANEERBEALREARRTFOEAMR, FE W10 EFENL,RERF TR
B/ HURBERAAEEEEE, & 3 MK X (clinical target volume, CTV) B 45 & 9 & B (CTVo) . 41 & £ K
(CTVs) B E#EX(CTVet+s), R #HEFH CTVet+s & F 1\ [ AF (lateral, LAT) |, # H (vertical, VRT) #a 3k i
(longitudinal ,\LNG) | #& & #Z fr & # E /N LAT(4. 2440, 23)mm vs (5.154+0,.41) mm], VRT[(3.23+0. 22) mm vs
(3.4940.30) mm],LNG[(3.1140.25) mm vs (3.51+0.31) mm];#HEF 4 CTVe & F Wiy B HER £ 4 E D
[LAT(3.5540.14) mm vs (4.2140.24) mm], VRT[(2.55+0.17) mm vs (2.8540.27) mm],LNG[(2.55+0. 14)
mm vs (2,64+0.16) mm];CTVs AAKFF i\ £ HEFBANBHEMIRZ L E/N[LAT2.55+0.13) mm vs (2. 63+
0.16) mm] ,Z R H ALK FEX(P <0.05, Hit FMEACLEZXRELZRDILREREBTEMLEZ.
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Application of cervicopleural fixation in postoperative radiotherapy forbreast cancer

Jiang Zhou, Huang Haixin, Wang Zhanyu, Yang Hui, Liang Weixue, Lu Ying

(Department of Oncology s Liuzhou Worker’s Hospital » The Fourth Affiliated
Hospital of Guangzxi Medical University , Liuzhou 545005, Guangxi, China)

Abstract: Objective To observe the effect of cervicopleural fixation device in postoperative radiotherapy
for breast cancer. Methods One hundred and ten patients were randomly arranged to use the new (cervico-
pleural) fixation device or the old (body membrane) fixation device. The registration results of three CTVs
(clinical target volumes) were compared: the CTV of the chestwall field (CTVc), the CTV of the supraclavic-
ular region (CTVs), and the CTV of the overall target volume (CTVc+s). Results The overall set-up er-
rors of CTVc—+s in each direction [LAT(4.24+0.23)mm vs (5.15+0.41) mm ], VRT [(3.2340.22) mm vs
(3.49+0.30) mm],LNG [(3.11%0.25) mm vs (3.51%0.31) mm]. The local set-up errors of CTVc in dif-
ferent directions were also smaller in the new device group [LAT(3.55+0.14) mm vs (4. 2140.24) mm ],
VRT [(2.552£0.17) mm vs (2. 8540.27) mm |, LNG [ (2.55£0.14) mm vs (2. 6440.16) mm . In the hori-

zontal direction, the local set-up errors of CTVs in the new device group were also smaller [LAT(2.55£0.13)

mm vs (2,63+0.16) mm] ( P <<0.05). Conclusion Cervicopleural fixation device significantly reduce the
set-up errors of postoperative radiotherapy for patients with breast cancer.

Key words: breast tumor; postoperative radiotherapy for breast cancer; body fixing; set-up error

EEWMB . W EAMITRATZRNS AES RS (220200887, 7220211436)
F—EE® N LA A982—) B Wt FIE BN L BFIT O 1) - FLIRE A YT . E-mail :jo_821020@sina. com
BIRAEE B A (1979—) , L A8 4, AT B IE A8 55 J5 1)« FLAR i BUET IR UT » E-mail : luying0630@aliyun. com

— 417 —



2022 4

EERANEY PRV SR

503 4
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o3 JE P L PR R A 1 R ER 5 Y. FLARIE R
J& BT (post-mastectomy radiation therapy, PMRT)
0 REARFL R R AR A o I PR 0z oL P I 8 s
(intensity-modulated radiation therapy, IMRT) , $& &
DR 5 A0 PR R A PR L S D 8 K #s B (organ at
risk, OAR) 4, H LR BT I 1K 85 JEE K A iz
o] A 4B 0 R 25 AR KT . AR A B A 2 IR
o7 [ 7 2 ARV 1R 22 B WF R A5 R AR 1, R IEL

A8 TECTT AR A7 T 7 2 A 3 R AR B ) B 4 A7 1R 2
SR T Y AT A . 5y Ak CT BERLE AL
W 4%, 7L 96 40 X A Y (planning target volume,
PTV) , ANALE 75 & Jmy #4507 15 22 16 2 7% JE T W 52 3
U, ASIESE AR 0 T 00 20 i R+ AR AR A
] 5 24 B ORI [ AR IR AR 25 5 IR AR AL
[ 5 4% AT LA, [) i 3k 43 B 1 e BE 5 88 AL 22 1R Y
iz B AH DM L IR 4l 428 A6 152 2 T I A B ok i S il ]
B AL 8 2 BT R N PTV AN .

x1 IBHMHBTRGFREMRINREMNEERRILCS

RGIRE Fifi L 1% 22
(= [#] 7 2% o8l
LAT VRT LNG LAT VRT LNG
CAI G 4 2010 Vacuumbag CBCT 2.1 2.3 3.1 1.8 2.0 2.3
DONOVAN E M £ 2012 Breastboard CBCT 1.5 1.2 1.2 3.0 3.2 2.9
KIRBY A M % 2011 Breastboard CBCT 2.8 1.8 1.9 2.7 2.6 3.1
PENNINKHOF ] % 2012 Breastboard EPID 2.3 2.4 2.8 2.1 2.3 20
SHAH A P % 2013M Breastboard AlignRT 1.3 2.6 1.4 2.2 3.2 2.2
TOPOLNJAK R % 2011H% Breastboard CBCT 1.2 0.7 1.3 1.2 0.9 1.0
VAN MOURIK A % 2011 Vacuumbag CBCT 1.3 1.5 1.4 3.8 3.0 2.9
WHITE E A % 20070 Vacuumbag CBCT 2.7 1.7 2.4 2.2 2.4 2.9
VELDEMAN L 4 20120 Breastboard CBCT 1.5 2.8 1.4 7.3 3.2 2.3
MULLIEZ T % 20154 Breastboard CBCT 2.7 3.1 2.8 3.6 3.8 3.4
X WHR R TR AN R E T Van Herk A R,
1 &EMFAFE ®2 WABRE-—MAR
L1 BFREXT% L2020 4F 6 H—2021 4E 5 )P . BE AL BREE .
N T TN B BER 7 I FLIRIE B I 4. gIA : (n =56) (n =50 .
= o i/ % 45.2146.24  44.45+6.15  0.643  0.522
Pl : DAFES 18~70 27 s @ BLEH 12 o 7Lk s i T A kg 51.2348.37 52.347.97  0.712  0.478
¥z T F AR M FL RS B A OECOG (eastern FAI L <0.001  0.983
cooperative oncology group) ¥E43N 0~1 43, HEE&E#R Eiﬁii 31 30
N _ . . LA 25 24
W - D F A E MR 1 OB TR FAS T 1w, s o o6
A T S QB AR BEE & 90°; @ ELAE ZE A 23 20
wRUIRE v s O HIAS KA 0 G 04 A B e . 3 fl 33 3
N s MRS FLIX 0.286  0.593
A 110 Pl BT B AL 56 o Hoh ARA R 31 4, B 16 13
TRFLAR 25 s 220 23 451, A7 M) 33 4515 16 {51 Bt 555 P L 75‘ 40 i

X 4FE Y (45, 21 £6. 24) % ; R H (51. 23 +8. 37) ke,
IH3 B2 54 ], Hoh AR yA AR 30 i, PRFLAR 24 415 22001
20 B AT 34 515 13 5] BRS PN FL X5 AR IR (44, 45 +
6.15) % IR E (52.34+7.97) kg, W 2,

L2 W E BEYEZRIT , 2 B R
WO M 4H (radiotherapy oncology group, RTOG) %
g A S DX A R R AT ) ) BE BT (CT Ve (BLF
15 D0 HE S P 2L X2 P 2L o L 5 B R/ P 2 R A 9 [
I 5 4k EL 2 BH A P 3L XL 355 T M B T D L B
X (CTVs), CTV 4" PTV MR #E Van Herk #H 1
AR 2,524 0. 70, TR BRE S A RIENL R
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RN ERBHBEU ()R T, ITR R RIEUMK
(n)&k7F,

ZEH B H (Mean, ) KR #E 25 (SDy) . 2 Bk ¥ 4K
(Mean,) B ¥ 8000 ¥ ME 22 (SD, ), 6 T 2 I iR R U 22
(SD) I (RMS) (£ 3 28 4 i ik T 3% 28 200 B
AR g R B AL A AR ) . i
Jr PRI ZE SR 95 %0 SR B LR 3% PTV., B 2 hnl &%
6MV-X £ # #43 F BEF, Ab 75 7] 4 . g BE BF (CT Vo)
DT50 Gy, 2Gy/f/d, 5 {/w; 8 L X (CTVs) DT50
Gy.2Gy/1/d,5 {/w. /D 835 T 32 48 3 7 48 &R
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ST ROCR VHT 5 R ACHS 10 WL 15 ¥R 20 IR AT I B o8
CT(cone beam CT,CBCT) Bt , &4 883 8 K.

®3 ETFEENENHMIRENRFRENRAEZ G

Patient Patient Patient Patient

i Ji]
2 3 4
Dayl 2 4 1 3
Day2 1 —2 —1 —3
Day3 1 2 2 -2
Day4 1 0 2 1
Mean, 1.25 1 1 —0.25 Mean; =0.75,SD; =3=0. 68
SDy 0. 50 2.58 1.41 2.75 RMS=6=2.03

1.3 RGREE AR X TH AR AL [ %6 & BT o 1
CHE ) BT 2, 5 TH 2 R R DX A T Sk S &
TR E o WCIT € AL O M B RS >
90°, F2p B B o5 PRI, W AR DTV A0S [ g . A R R
B ORI G RE [ 2 A0Sk K T TH 2B RE [
€ 2 i H_EIKF

L4 iy i S yr it &l A Siemens 16 HE CT
HEATHICST 1T 5E AL, 45 4 0 DA I B R & 2R 5
mm, & . I A Ray Station (RaySe-
arch,Stockholm,Sweden) & 4t 4 B IGIT7 TR, R R
JCT 1B 0 A A% I8 2 O R

1.5 #BARZES M CBCT 5% CT B #E 4
BB AR R Ry AR AL 18 25 . — 44 I R T 3R o7 B2 Uil g
17 EMRIECE 55 — 44 22 30 2 6 1 e e S92 Ui 2
g, R 4E 880 Bk CBCT Mt &% . CBCT El&

x4 MAEEBEMBBEMCIREHDBNOLILE

SN CT 7ELR B, ¥ X AL 45 i BE BF (CTVe) (Bl E
FEX(CTVs) VEERFLX (CTVe+s), CTVe+s B
SRR IR 2, CTVe+s Be S R 5 H AL W
AT DI C e 25 R 2 B 25 O R R R 25, T
LAT/VRT/LNG J5 I 15 & G015 22 (3) Fl Bl HL 1% 22
(6),

1.6 i RE A NG DLiz oh iR B PEAL X BT e B 41 i 3 ot
A M B 0 I L a0 s B2 DA M BE S Bl i R I e 0
92,6 BB ORIV, R 2 MR 3 A7 (LAT/
VRT/LNG) Wiz g i B . 383 X 4% O i A g B i
HE LA 32 Sl R BE . XF i R A JUL S8 3t R 10 R O 12
343 M7 - 30 % MO 350 55 95 & 43 07 38 B iR CA) L AR I
Van Herk A0 i Pz sl B it 1 em W4R
PEAS I 0. 45 A SRiHA Mg BERF PTV AhY M,

L7 it R B R AT SPSS 22. 0 Bt
PEATGET I3 M o ¢ A6 56 VE AL T A T4 67 152 22 25 S 1)
EM, P<<0.05 NESAG 2 E L, Pearson # ¢
F B BT a8 55 % LI 3l iR 22 80 A AH S

2 HR

2.1 BAKFURFBIEM DR ZE M AR R B4 A 1R
LR 4 FioR, 75 CTVets 8RR 2% 0,
&7 1) R E A N T B4 CT Ve /Y R i 48
PRz ELA T LR AW/ T IHEEH;
CTVs FE/KN-J7 1] b, o 2 AL Jmy 0 428 07 15 2 th B2
INFIHEEMN, ZF AR E X (P <0.05),

B :mm

CTVe+s CTVe+s-CTVe CTVe+s-CTVs
CES
LAT VRT LNG LAT VRT LNG LAT VRT LNG

HH New Old New Old New Old New Old New Old New Old New Old New Old New Old
n 448 432 448 432 448 432 448 432 448 432 448 432 448 432 448 432 448 432
Mean 4.24 5.15 3.23 3.49 3.11 3.51 3.55 4.21 2.55 2.85 2.55 2.64 2.55 2.63 2.17 2.14 3.24 3.32
SD 0.23 0.41 0.22 0.30 0.25 0.31 0.14 0.24 0.17 0.27 0.14 0.16 0.13 0.16 0.15 0.15 0.13 0.14
t —40. 465 —14.303 —21.219 —49.589 —19.692 —8. 804 —8.804 3.817 —8.704
P <<0. 001 <<0. 001 0. 001 0. 001 <<0. 001 <20. 001 <20. 001 <<0. 001 <20. 001

# :CTVets k& FTEKEMIE 2 ,CTVet+sCTVe Ft CTVe+s-CTVs 2 5K % B B X 8 An g & F R th B AR £,

2.2 BEEAMINEEHNRFIREC) MBEPLIRZE
(o) BB REA R 22 R (1. 12~2.15)
mm AR ¥E Van Herk 924 FH R 1) PTV T 24N
T A (4. 10~ 4. 58) mm; [H 2% B 241 1 3% AR 458 7 1% 22
JEFE A (2. 41~3.22) mm, MR H PTV #5240
H(9.56~9.83) mm, i EH CTVe JoffiE A%
(0. 72~1.34) mm. HHR PTV M5 FH A (2. 39~
3.90) mm, H2EH CTVe BRI R 2 R (0. 93~
1.42) mm, M0 PTV AMY [l (3. 17~4.30) mm,
A EMH CTVs ]y 4207 1% 22 4 (0. 83~1.19) mm,

A PTV M35 il 4 (3. 24 ~3. 56) mm, [H % & 4
CTVs JAB AR 2 M (0. 88~2. 26) mm, I PTV
AR A (3. 64~7.00) mm, W 5,

2.3 VEAN B RE RIS LAY A2 Zhiw B T A R R A
LAT 771 b3z 30 Jy (0. 66 0. 37) mm, VRT J7 I
J9C0. 884 0. 47) mm, LNG 77 [i] (0. 91 0. 46)
mm, JGILFE LNG J5 7] iz 3 I8 &y (15. 37 £ 3. 56)
mm., W3 6. %L i BE AT Au] J5 1) (432 2l 35 TC AR 5
PELILIE 1,
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x5 MAZEMRFREMEINRELER B :mm
CTVcets CTVce+sCTVe CTVe+s-CTVs
ALESS
LAT VRT LNG LAT VRT LNG LAT VRT LNG

3 New Old New Old New Old New Old New Old New Old New Old New Old New Old
b 1.23 3.15 1.12 2.98 1.31 3.03 0.98 1.14 0.72 0.93 1.34 1.32 1.19 1.21 1.03 2.26 1.02 1.67
o 2.15 2.41 1.8 3.22 1.79 3.22 1.17 1.22 0.84 1.21 0.79 1.42 0.83 0.88 1.14 1.93 0.97 1.71
PTV 4.58 9.56 4.10 9.70 4.53 9.83 3.27 3.70 2.39 3.17 3.90 4.30 3.56 3.64 3.37 7.00 3.24 5.37

#:CTVets ko BEREMIR £,

CTVe+s-CTVe #1 CTVe+s-CTVs 27 &R & By B X gt f EXE 0 R HEMIR £,

x6 MEEZZNMREM PTV S AL : mm
LAT VRT LNG
Wi H
Average SD Average SD Average SD

Rib 2 0.53 0. 32 0. 85 0.22 0. 81 0.41
Rib 6 0.68 0.43 1. 06 0.51 1.02 0.52
Total 0. 66 0. 37 0. 88 0.47 0. 91 0. 46
Diaphragm — — — — 15. 26 3.47
95™ percentile 1.29 1.61 1.57
0.45A 0.58 0.72 0.71
PTV 4,36 3.43 3.78

Pearson r==0.046 p=0.7274 Pearson r==0.058 p=0.6612 Pearson r=0.067 p=0.6123

2.0 . 2.0 2.5+
E ') E ’E ] °
é1‘5_ %o ., 51.5— o 52'0 .
o - . = =
3 . ..°’ o o j . - ..o. n>:15- ...°. .
= 1.0 o, = 1.0 0 = R L .
= o o % © 000 © o o0 S 4.0 . .':.
g < e E Sl E RS
3 0.5 ee %o o ﬁ 0.5+ .o ..'.. .o.' ° é -l . (4 .. o':
5 A S o, e y e )
. . o ) . ®
0.0t 0.0+ 0.0 e S A e
0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30
Diaphragm LNG(mm) Diaphragm LNG(mm) Diaphragm LNG(mm)
1 Ar R L4E 34 18 JE By Pearson AH & 4 AT

3 iFit

AHIEFERT L T TH A [ 5 26 R 1A R Ry B4 oL
PR 22, I X RE 55 I8 WLV 0% G2 Bl 3E AT 4 . B R A
R B R 1 22 R T IH 2 B4 CT Ve R4
R 25 7 L BT A B AR 45 U7 ) BT IH R R A A
CTVs B0 iR 2 LB | A4 LAT Jim b IIH
ReE AW E /N, HEEEA PTV AN WRE M E /N,

PEBRICTT I 2 R YT R IE S 1 5 25 R4 R P 1R
25 QNP sz g, Bk 22 AL IR R GRS IE RS
A BILI IR 25 DA B J) 3 #5207 158 220 AR 9% B T ofE
Ji Jy B ATV 15 25 SR B 2 1) T AL R 43 5 (R B, PRI A2
Bl R RE AR AR 25, T B RSP IR R 2. LEE ]
G Alpha ZLARFESE . KB A T 43k
W2 1. 8~3.3 mm, GUERREIRO F 20 R
TETOT 8 IR R 2238 % <<3. 2 mm, THOMSEN MS
EUEFHESE MV R & L IR 9 50T 30 Ta) g B e
H e Rz sh iy 1. 1~3. 3 mm, HIRATA K
— 420 —

SRR SE AN A B ST B H R I 1R Y B R B B
AFALIE K 0. 6~1.5 mm, YUE NJ %57 (45 1
7N I BENEIGE AN A 1 mm, DL 5 AR BIE 5 45 1A
Lo R AT 5 & R i B 55 08 UL A9 32 3l TS AH G 1
AT IM 0. ASA THE N BE PTV 4h 9 MK T 5 mm.,
H7E CBCT fEZALIE A48 F . i B 3 & it PTV 5b
P75 mm B A] LR 3E 80 X

ARBFFEAFAE — € R R, & %, U7 T CT &
PUE L IRITIEAL T ABAL R 25 8 32 N 5Ema ; I Ah .
THREA RN T L )R B 2% S R AL IR 22 A — E
WA, e SRR ST T ORREA B R TR A SRR
N 26 10 B8 (optical surface imaging, OSI) 27287
B I 2 B (reverse semi-decubituss RSD) ™ F1 5 I
W B# <. (deep inspiration breath hold, DIBH)
AREOHRAR TR v 14 2RI AR S 0T O =X

BT AR GE TR L A WE S8 A R B B A7 [
SE 2 T 3 1 AR I [ T AR R T TR SR
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