Computerized Tomography Theory anc

BREBCTRRA B R

R, & %

Research Progress on CT Radiomics of Esophageal Cancer
ZHOU Jianwen and FENG Feng

TELR B2 View online: https://doi.org/10.15953/.ctta.2021.006

BT BRI AY HoA S T

Articles you may be interested in

ST B CTRAR AL A PG A Al B i DK i sk e 2

Evaluation of the Severity Degree of Esophageal Varices in Cirrhosis Based on Radiomics Features of Hepatic Segment CT
Imaging

CTHEE 5 N ST 2021, 30(6): 717-726

AR AR PPl RS B TRl B A 7 I SRR AL ) e PR A (LB

Clinical Value of Applying Dual—energy CT Radio—mics Model to Evaluate Serosal Invasion of Advanced Gastric Cancer after
Neoadjuvant Chemotherapy Treatment

CTHRS 5 ST, 2021, 30(5): 591-602
SR I RERE C TS ik

Research Progress of Energy Spectrum CT of Colorectal Cancer

CTHRE 51 FIFFSE. 2020, 29(6): 751-758

CT5i A M 5 B i IO 252 AL A A BAE I T 3RaA T OC &R
${suggestArticle.titleEn}

CTHEE 5 1 ST, 2017, 26(6): 737-743
FETHRIEF 2 (T C TG AR STt

Research Progress of Low Dose CT Imaging Based on Feature Learning

CTHEE 5 R WS 2019, 28(3): 393-406
rh SRR A T 7 ROAR 2 PPN S

The Research Progress in Imaging Evaluation of Efficacy of Radiotherapy and Chemotherapy for Central Lung Cancer
CTHIE 5 R WS, 2018, 27(6): 805-812




H31E 5 CT e 5 M WA Vol. 31, No.5
2022 4£ 10 A (687-696) CT Theory and Applications Oct., 2022

FAtdSC, ik SR CT R4 ek R [J]. CT B M AWIFY, 2022, 31(5): 687-696. DOI:10.15953/j. ctta. 2021. 006.
ZHOU J W, FENG F. Research progress on CT radiomics of esophageal cancer[J]. CT Theory and Applications, 2022,
31(5): 687-696. DOI:10.15953/j. ctta. 2021. 006. (in Chinese).

paragly— = as
BEEECTZRAFMRIHRE
R T S
1. P R 2F B JE R < e s A% k), VL9 Rl 226000
2. KA NRERBSE, TTH #hik 224000

BE: GRSk LIAEEL — RABRSMIET FR, CTRERARZM CT B+
WOR R SE AR A AR, EAT il B B 0 A, AN TR A B 25 A7 IR S vk (KA B . Pk
LI N T R R R 0 0 BTN, YR T RPEAL S PR PR AT T . AL
58 CT AR AL 22 A0 B o v IR NP Bt et AT 23k
KA VRS ARG R EBRRANNE

DOT:10. 15953/ j. ctta. 2021. 006  HEHES: R814; R735.1  ICEAFRIZAS: A

B A U WS PR 2 —, R B AE R TS 6 KR A . A4 1 fr
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(esophageal squamous cell carcinoma, ESCC) & FHLZH KM H i &8 1697
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HER 30T 97 200 B R DRAR Ty 7 R Il o R B & oG R B

TR GRG0 2 T MR TR A, TSR AL K DR R T % G54
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(2) BB E. BE T AW G A 20 ROT KRS, 2] ROT I 75 36 4 (1
EATTRIAE LM AL . R X F A Faar#. FaghaRIl & 1 8h5#.

(3) AL, 8. MBRA AR Bon th R ook, RUEEE LR, WH it
AT Wi 4t L 2 B v A DG RIANER 2 K AR AL R AE ™

(4) TR, Sl (AR A T ARSI R, 99 Bl 5 DR A 5l A

2 BERE CT ZGAFHExIRKNAB
2.1 N T 7787

TR TN 2 S 2 AR 4 R B R, A 240U, AR 85 58 LU Ay
LA R AT VAL . R A L I, KA BRI S &2, 5 44
HIMHFALT 30% .

AT, E0 RIS (T1-T2 WD W s OS2 FARDIB: il (13-T4a)
B AT AT VSR AR AE B 5838 e AT o 2 B 2 i B s Ay, IREAR 5 JEAT B8k 7 s e
(T4b) T AR EFATHRIG " Ik, T 2 W RIHER AL T LU &8 A
7 TR T E R 2R A

TR CT 4 - B B A2 ) U B AT T 200, (R Be R 7s g 15 J [E 41
ZPIRFR, A EERERIMFTIZ UG BIARMEDC T1L T2 F1T3 ), 1 CT B4l m]
B e B B B R AR R, Tl SRR AR T 2 4, R I IR T o3 g it o 245 .

Wa 45" [l BB 5T 154 161 2895 BEAE S ESCC TR VIR %, T2/ 0 3L J5 K i 1
ROT A T SR 2 2, s R UK LA 56 RE (gray level co-occurrence matrix,
GLOM) . KUK ESEE (gray level run length matrix, GLRLM). K& ZSTa] X I%HE [
(gray level size zone matrix, GLSZM). &BisliKJE 7 43%EF (neighbouring gray tone
difference matrix, NGTDM) ZE4FAES ESCC 70 A EAHIC; BbAl, 5 sk 0mkh 1 b e AR
HIEE, GLCM. GLRLM. GLSZM A NGTDM 45 A4 il oxf A 44) (T1-T2 31D AN (T3-T4 )
ESCC F9 % T 4F (AUC 4330k 0. 694 1 0. 795) 0 2R 5 MIAE"" A 40 451l B BE T1-T3 Wi fr s
Je S CT MG PR ISR IR, BRSO R IRSUR S HUE P I 2200, A B R0 DRAL
BRSO e e B — 2 e W e, RS Wi (i w3 BT R e B
T1-T2 M1 &% T3 43 . A" PR T 36 ] (0 FR 3 1 ik CT BB 6 AN 8 L AR A
GUERSH, KIVAERE. 5. W2EEE 3 NS EEEN A T . T2 31, T3 AR s B 2
HZERBAS IR X

DL I S R B T A IR, RO, 0 s PR . R S B 5K
FESATIISEARERE, s, UGB Y, JRSMELURO,  100 22 s i LR S 1) i) S Pk
RECPRI Ry sy S ek s, W ZE BRAE Bk o X UR PR 0 ZE R SRR IE S AL, R e RRSE
by TR A T - AR bR e, B NI IREE A AT PR IE T 2 (S5 (5 B

2.2 FUNKEBLERER

MEE R R MU SR R R TSN R . HET, HRHCT 2L
M EREAE > Tem AR MEM AT K2 WiberE . (HO2, JCUUNBHPE# CL45 1B AT R
HERIPEIL R 46% ~58% ™. BEAESARALFEIGE, WRRHENIRIEET CT BUR ML 5
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RESRAL B 22 145 JEOR S Il B9 v A () S ok, S A b TN b £ 45 4 7%

Tan 254N 230 49 BEUE S5 (¥ ESCC M, = 4i/a i g 2 k39 CT €144 ROT, Tl
SUHLIFHT RN, He T I A HUE 5 AN AR AR A PR S R FIOASE 8 m] % ESCC AR bk I &5
R AT B 222 (AUC 24 0.758) 4, Shen 2™ 197 il £ 598 M (1 AR 41 2
fIE CT HR A5 (1 ] R bk 0 25 BORH IR 67 8 3 /N DRI 3t T I i bk L S S R TR T U A
RILH L CT VPA5 R B 45 F 75 e RN 0. 61, TS A% 4 SRR HE VP45 90k B 45 56 % 1 e
FEIL 0.8 tHULRI L, SEARA o3 st 6 I K T 45 5 7% B TN R CT S T . Ou
AN 334 IR LGS B SR AT CT SAR 2% o0 HT, N TR AR AL Y 11X 43 ESCC /35 1)
X Bk 45 #: %2 (regional lymph node metastasis, RLNM) FlAEX Bkt 45454 (non—
regional lymph node metastasis, NRLNM), A4 T & AJEMIZCE (AUC 24 0.98). X1,
TR GRIT T RLNM 55 NRLNM )X 73, CT 52 A8 41 “# R IR T 254> RLNM (KITEAE DL 3 I 50 A
A AR A2 55 R4

A RLNM PR HT RN, o] oA AR A S RS i 8 =, MO 2 4 ik L 4 T3
DAYk b0} 255 (147 5

PLEWEST, SRR AR R PR IS ey A U SO (BN TR IR, B ik
(1. D2 P s 1) AT () R AIE o X SUREAE AT e AN A& LA4 75 ESCC 3 1R i o8 e o 1
AT K D255 o o T e IRoX LePR ], THAHAE (computer vision, CV) HIERAEL: )
PEARARFE H o Wu 2"V R A 411 1 ESCC i3 AR BT B Ak CT MG Hh S U A5 41 22 5 40T
SIMIRIET 5 A T AF9 ANFRIER M T T, CV IR BE 22 3] SR A 22 B . WF 90 R T
TFR 2 2% CT 5EAGZH 2 R J& ESCC 3 Wk I S IR A 000 (1 Bee (AL (AUC 24 0.875), 2
Wk e e T T DR AE R B (AR 4 2R (AUC 2 0. 725) . S5 5RE W] OV SR 2% ) ) LLR
eI L 5 TR Y FRORG 52, BB S DTN T 1) IO A 2 5 e %

2.3 FMRESIIEE

T R B AR B 5 IR ) 5 R L AR R ME SIS A OG5 R CT M oA i 1 g 3L
SR TE e BIOGT LU ) T AR e R R A R R oA T A R R SRR R, W AR B
X o> TV T 2 45 B o il R AR UG A R AR v DALE £ 8 o A T v e P T
KINFER

PR 745 5l 4 AR T 30)/2) 1 160 4] ESCC 51K ROT, LT 9 AN 2 Xk 4
MR QIR TT 25 SRR F U R AR BV R sl . B R MR L v K LB % [ B JEE
38 22 IR FEAE S (RS A RN A D @S T 10 ESCC (1) HE 43 A RE FE ) 248
i logistic Y, 45 RRBIZAIIY v] LAX 3 i h /- A R /A B (AUC 2R 0. 791D, Jit
RIAT A S5 R AR A LG, AR AR CMoRg g iR/ INANEE, Al TRl AN A, 2 0w
RIVE R, AL AR50 MR S ™. 534k, Kawahara 257 @RI 425X 104 61 =
S H £ e S CT G b N IR S5 A5 A 2 RR I, S TIOmASE 78 X 43 i o o A R 43
Wt s, RIIETLME (neural network , NN) [UHLZS2E > BEAL (AUC 4 0.92) 1
TP GEAL TAEFE PESE5: % (matrix laboratory, MATLAB) /3 rf SZHI IR H AR Y . 432k
K94 (classification and regression tree, CART). ¥Fml=EAHNL (support vector
machine, SVM) #l K T4l (K-nearest neighbor, KNN).
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PA_E Py TR 5 45 SRR T AR AL 2 o0 A vl LR AR IR S ik, % ESCC ) B (R JEE T
TSP 2 1B, HUEE S SIAT B T3 P A AL e

2.4 FRNGHEMERE

WM (lymphovascular invasion, LVI) 235 88 40 Mo 42 £ T I Bl bk (24
o HRFRER ALV 2 f i B TS AN RIGSR bR, JFH S R RA G, Bk, LV
T e] gexs ESCC i RAEZE M WG ME. HHr, LVI HEeld ARGHLURE 2, R
WAL N AE . Jedr,  SEAREN 7 SRR WA TN I 9 LV J7 AT W e i I AR A (B

Li 2516 1] ESCC i3 CT 15t G P B HUE 5 AR AL AL, 454 I PR ST T
PRl S G (AUC: IIZREESN 0.876, HE4EA 0.867), KRILHAT LVI MR L ik
A LV [ hyes BA R BRI A AR s R K S 2 AR 5 PE (gray-level non-uniformity,
GLNU) fi. XKW HAT(RERIYE B 1) MR S0 45 2y ) A2 VT, T LV PR 7 25 A b 8 e s 1k 1)
Hm, GLNU m] RAEA LVI BB IO R -, S il S o ek s 28 1

2.5 VRfEFREBNSLTT R R

BB IALYY (neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy treatment, nCRT) J&nLATFARGIM:
CUBUE S5 AT DACS 35 R S0 ESCC I T 4%, e nll A2 B 3k 21 B 72 2 2%/ (pathologic
complete response, pCR) [, (2, HA 33%~49% (K HE# 3545 T pCR™, w7
JICPE A AE ] B A2 52 M YR 7 NI IR 22— R, Y897 ROV B TR nCRT 1) S A A5
L)W

Yang %" )\ 55 {5i] 455 FEAIF S ) ESCC B # CT B8 3%+ T GLCM. GLSZM. GLRLM %5 5%
B SREAE, WAL, JF T 3 A T pCR UM AR B 4R (R AR, R I EATTRE e 7
WZRAE (AUC 737110 0. 841 0.84. 0.86) FNIGAESE (AUC 73 %% 0. 71, 0.75. 0.79) 1R
L H I pCRo K43 % 4552 nCRT ) ESCC (835 HEAT B sE AR A 22 Wt 90 3 B4 v T g J
Wik, AT RIS AR A S R AL A T O TN A R A B AT T — e k. Hu 26 F
Ay T 231 % ESCC A Bl BBy 7 /i CT 35 B8 v iivya py R0 g Jal 1 X 3 ROT,
FORIMHET A7 £, WERE. GLOM. GLSZM %5 ZHUd r 20 A B v] X 73 J2 15 ig 1A 21| pCR 1)
B (ACU: IZr4EN 0.906, BGiELEN 0.852), XK CT B M SRR 1k A B T VP AL
ESCC &5 4 [ JBAIT IR o o AMEAS — 32 10 2, Hu 255 DS ol 790 406 DI 5 1) 26 AL o 6 ) 2%

(convolutional neural network, CNN) HvHZHY 231 41| J5) 2B 03] ESCC M5 YR B 4% S U 1E,
TR T HE TR 2% X ik R DL ESCC £838 6 nCRT HIVAYY [NV, A RN-SVM AR 7R 2
IR, I HAEREIL T T TR AR A 280, AUC M 0. 882 $27131 0. 901, IXIHH5T
AN HH CNN JIT AR J PR REAE L ] DA A B 22 B B DA% 5L, [l st it B T R B 2 ) AT I
iR % ) S Bk R e 7, IR AR B R JR a2 Bt A 20 23 mT et BEMGBR A

DRI, VR 2% STARFAE A, ANOn] DABR s il 2 28, 3 ] LAYg /> = 120 v H 3R 1)
76, BCEERIR TN R RE .

2.6 FRMAET MR FH &L TE
BN % (radiation pneumonia, RP) fE N & EWIBUT N EEIFRIEZ —, HEH
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(235 R DA RSB AR TS B DIA G o (R, RP AR R TN X T sl o B8 A3 M T8O T 7 %6
AWl HET, RP U PPl 32 S8l i il ) 2 S B AT T, 53 A — SRl R AR
BR300 WRH 58 BEAE I < [RIAPA0TT . AR R WA 5 RP IR A4 G,
R, H AT TGt ik S S FUII R 35 A X d Bk i LR
AT HESE —FIBT IR Rl I R AE R AR B2 S U B R R, Du 5%t 96 44 ESCC #
BT IR 3 AR (58 3 L B8 4 JARIEE 5 FD ERHETZ R CT BT A5 417
YT, SR RP FIIASEAY s 25 BURIRES 1IN PO AR A 24 55 3 W (AUC 4y
4 0.700, 0.663. 0.699); A RINE 1 N WIEARAL V> M 3 M IEARRIE (2% >
5 Gy VR IT B4 AR AR SR e e MR 2 1) ST LR B 2RI R A B 45
B RAR AR AE I S5 B 2R P S 4 o T 1000 RP XU ) B 77, AUC 4 0. 836, Wang 254
ILT 400 44 & 8 S R IT AT CT Se R AL e (CTL) JJBUIRYT e CT SR 412 ik
(CT2), M CTL 2| CT2 F A A RHAL A AR SHIFE SO0 del ta AR A 4L,
BTG, 55K 3 AR A 5 BB R N B AR 7 R R G, S R
delta G AR S E2MBUTENI K (severe acute radiation pneumonitis, SARP)
RS EFAMR, HIXEE RG] SARP 1L RERAT -
CT SSA5 20 2 ] LATGE S WAV, 0 4 O i AT 58 B0 BT, B OO e Pl ¢, DAMER
KIIGYT . BR T RP LAAh, AT IS AFAE HARAR I ARE (U8, CT 3%
A7 R] RE FSCA TN TECS T I AORE B4 B T+

2.7 FUMMEXRERE

WA AT S B R IT S2 B B O, SLrP R TR S i A s . AR
PIET 54K 1 (programmed cell death 1, PDL)/FEFMHIET-Z &Mk 1 (programmed
cell death-ligand 1, PD-L1) #50], wILAwAk T 40 00540 5 598, A% Z0 IR 40 1 .
CD8 + I Tk L B (intra—tumoral infiltrating lymphocytes, TILs) fEhFH
s T 4NN ARAEY), T RE T3 R WP LE 2%, S ESCC 1 S BEih )T U™

e b gL At L, AR —Phar . dERRI. JSRIvEAL PD-L1 A1 CD8 + TILs /7
ARG RS PR WG] )y Wen &5 Al EiME 4T T 220 44 ESCC i, M CT Bi58 B 15 42
T 8 AR A L L SR AL A, S I RS AL i ST A A A, ] BATI PD-
L1 J CD8 + TILs &1k, KRINEIGIRBIEAH L 41 -G A8 W 7s R L i Pl g8 7, el PD-L1
FIEH) AUC M 0. 669 3925 0. 871, Tl CD8 + TTLs FAM) AUC M 0. 672 BI 45 0. 832, BiILE A
CT SEAR AL 2R AL AN i PR A2 5 7T LA i CT #7148 183 PD-L1 A1 CD8 + TILs & 1 T fE

CT AR 2= vl e A P 7R S 5 V6 TT 3R 28 (1 A bR &)

2.8 #EERAF

B IIE N G4 2T 2, SORVER o PP IX B L R 58 4% 1) S b 12 B 1A
PRASBA IR HE, (X HAT 52 A BBAE I R o AR 2E M T LA CT 512
G P ERIOR R BARIE, R EALIPR R A . Dk, AT LK CT &5 B AT
DRI 2H 2 R i IR P Ry, AT SR E R KIS HE AT 0T

Hu & EFRI 231 ] ESCC #3580y N (M Al R, SO 3L 40 451 ESCC H25 f RNA ]
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FEER AT T AR A 22 08T, RN A K2 50w SR 103 A AR I 5 Fa e+
52 B AV A nCRT N S IEAR G o IXIG 7R T MO8 G2 B 23 78 ESCC [ 4 (AL 2%
PO RO B o AT S TN AN I . IR S (R AS AL 2 AR AE T RNA U B A
FRF IR M BALREAE, HAEARRR DN, HF BT KA — DI, DA ILEiE
7RO A . Xie 23 4R BT 106 9] 4% %2 nCRT [¥) ESCC H#% nCRT 1« nCRT J& &
delta (nCRT ¥A¥7 I Jo B 4L 2 e AR AEDN A8 40 — 41 R A 22k, F TPl e 52 % A4
f£#% (disease—free survival, DFS). fHHIIZrEET 28 44 B F 10 FE R 3 7518 ke /il & k.
MRE R BFEZ N ZERRISE (differentially expressed, DE) HE[H, 1E#%5 DE FAH
KIFEAG UL RAE, MR 1 (AUC: WZhEESH 0.912, WHEBIIESE K 0. 825, ARHEALE
N 0.749); AKET DE LA FFERAT AR A R b £, MBI 2 (AUC: YIZR4R
h0.925, PIBIGIEAEN 0. 782, SIS 0.679) . 45 FR I T AL K41 SRR AEHEAT
AR 220 VR B AE DFS T 7 i LA S A P A

YTy FAEYEIERE, UG T R BT AR B I BRI, AR AR
WY TR B Ry S v, RS AL AR IR TR AR R B BRI ST

2.9 FNTE

TEE TG A R0 3B R R il R R F R . R T V)R & 9 10 2 8008 77 Al
A HERE, (HRE B 80 % I B EMIATEVI ARG 1 2~3 E N R ™. SRR
SRS R FEAFAE A DG, AR P e Bt T LA ESCC [ 1

Qiu %5 "4 EL 206 1] ESCC 3 CT 3 5 F% h 1 R AR 412245 4E, R I GLSZM.  GLCM,
GLRLM ZERFAiE Z 40 vl 4 nCRT Ji5 B F AR5 1A 2 pCR 1) ESCC i3 A e 52 5 R ¥ A7 25 Tl
Ko bk, 45650 A 2= RNIRIREFE 52 5 4124 51 2k I 5 Bl ) seAG AL 2B B, X 3R
73 pCR [ I ICE R A AF R N AT e bR, C FR 3 0. 685 42714 0. 746, T KfH%E™
49 B ESCC 8 70 A R IR G B R B A AR R IR G KRR, S9N e RILS)
WK, K T AN 20 BE RIS (B AE P AL TR) 1) 22 3B B vk 22 e S 32 DA Ay R e i
T A EGAR FA S IRRERE, RIS FE S T BMR AN TR o IR 1A 4 45 g

Tk, EHUECK, RV BTN & A S B R R .

3 MNEERE

TN CT R A 2 — P LT BN R TV, FEBEAE iy B AN W Je
WA T — 2, LR @2, BT IR TR R iR gt T — e . CT R4l
SRR IR e — 2 2 R

(D AR bRAEGI AR A R IR E, AN [F] 1 T 2 00 5 AR 41 22 R AE R A 2 1
AIRKIEW, HWFR" R I AR 2FREE BT SRR TG (8 e AR KRR B e T AE
PR G ks A ERE D —SURELL T, ERAEDFREDIRAE A (inage
biomarker standardisation initiative, IBSI) A MPE$Em TV & 524 41 2R E )
AEETE .

(2) VP22 AT I T RIEE, Fahadifm, B0, HaesfgiEhaf
TR R i 9 55 E 5 R A, AR AR — @ e A IR, BE T UREE S ) I R 4 BB
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Research Progress on CT Radiomics of
Esophageal Cancer

ZHOU Jianwen'?, FENG Feng'™

1. Department of Radiology, Affiliated Tumor Hospital of Nantong University, Nantong
226000, China
2. Department of Radiology, Dongtai People's Hospital, Yancheng 224000, China

Abstract: Esophageal cancer which results in a relatively higher death rate is one of the most common cancers
throughout the world. CT radiomics is a study to extract radiomics characteristics which are generalized from a
large amount of CT images. These characteristics then underwent high-throughput quantitative analysis so that
more heterogeneity information of the caner can be obtained. CT radiomics has been gradually used in forecast
clinical stages and pathological differentiation of esophageal cancer in recent years, and applied in assessment of
treatment effect and prognosis evaluation as well. This paper focuses on the application of CT radiomics in
esophageal cancer and its progress.

Keywords: in-depth study; CT radiomics; esophageal cancer
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