HREFEOFRFERICNT S
BatmaE s L TR FRaER
HERINDD?

A

HE 32

afd
HRFEOREEREICHTIREEAEL LT, ATEROERIFBETSE 2HE, cQ6
BFEAEETICLERETE3 (TETFYALARIVD, 55 HEER).,

dJ5 5

BHGERRI, MREESFEIC BV TNA ) A ZEFIZ BT 2 A RATaEE L
T—HRMIZHW STV S BREOERIZ L) /NBH A EROBRBGHE L E
L. REIAEFEIHEML TW57%%, REEFICH) BIAEEERL ZRPADY)
A7 HFBNCEI L TV D 2 EAHMONTE Y, HHRICHE ) BRI Z QOL @
RTFAMEE 2o Twdo Tz, MREFEIIEDRIZZ W20, JKlETH - T
REMOBEEEZRPHBET 2 TRREFBRE SN Th 5. B #iniinek
DGHRGHE & B L CTiE R IR, IEFRIE~OZE 2 R/ RICHIZ %
ZENWRTH D EPMREFIN TV D, RIHTIE, DT OFMETICRME - ERE
T, MBI B W TESAILD S B FRUERSHESE SN D 2 MET L7z,

C TR

PubMed % H \» T [Key word : proton AND neuroblastoma, & #&English,
AR © 19804FE1 H 1 HA*5 20164E8 H31 H T oMEN T EL /-2 A
116#R D ILHRATEE Y L 720 1168 D HKEZ SADEMRICE Y, M LT A M
BLUWEIED T, [HRESFE, Brins] ([CBES 2 3Ce il L7z, 1
~2 NOHTHIH S N7 FERF 2 17V, SADEEZ/RZCHEHRIRL, 8
Wi —UGEIR L 720 01k, 8XBOARILOANE % #if L T [Clinical study,
Clinical trial, meta-analysis, Randomized controlled trial, case report GE®I%5

DLk, & sCE D e vz o BIs M I b 2v) | oz 3Tz L

67



68

PRI IE L3 2 iR, AESRR, WESAOYWHEEIIOWTERELH S5
i & BRI BRI L 720

T3 B O UG I BT, SHILLE OB T-HEH & XRiEH & oS
A LEERAT OB X AMAEFE L, NS OME TIXIMRT % & 72 XMiEmw & B
TR L OB EN TV, WTFROREIZBWTH, ik
ENTFESEOMEEPIEZ ER L 255 EFEBANOME IS THEE (e
IMPT) THEIEKIRETH o7z MiE LT b, Lo L, BN XARIGHE
(2 & %2 IMRT & F#tiaHE (JERKE —a3%) oMz OWEm2ERL, X0
BN T2 & HIIT S N2 iEBF I CEBICHE L2 L 2 8iEY <1, 1361
L1 B CR FRUGEHR DSBS 7225, 55D O 245 B CTLEB A O E AT IMRT
DHPENT 72720 IMRT ASEIR SN T W7z ZRPASEY A2 IZHT 5
WEZ 2D 0, B TREE FRICIMPT) 12X %) 2 27 KR T REVE A R IE
ENTWBEY, T2, PUHTHROBEZZE L 22KPAD) A7 FIT TR,
AF v =V FHEICHANT, JEKE — 480 X B THIERICBW T ZRDSADY
AU DIBEEND EOWELHHLY,

AR SE BN 5 B TG Z 4T o 72 B RE O M X3 SCRAFTE L 720
Hattangadi JA 51, 9BID/NA ) 2 7 i3l (HR-NB) (20 L TRy FHia i
ZHEAT L, 387 A OB b Il CRANIER S, AERSOHFEHFANT
HolbWE L T2 (MIIAERSR  BMaaRLE 16, KELF) Y, Hil
Kayser C 5%, 13#1®HR-NBIZA} L TIMRT & B F#AEBED 75 > 2 ER L
L0 BN A OGEETE CTIHEE LT o 720 1360, 1161 TR T-#IGH DS
RSN, BEMmPRHEE16HH L EDRIHERE T ML Tw b L mE
LTw3", Oshiro Y 51&, FRIEBZ &0 721460 Q1EAL) OB % H
HELTWDY, HEMGHOBISNE T IE (&f 217 H, £FE 307 A)
(2B B 3EQRFTEISHIEERIE82%, EMAEEFRRELTEELR LT R,
Ml EES & L CLENAEBRR8EIZB W TREIRS 2 (BERIERS D)
A EVE DMK ST 2 fRO 72 L i LT\ b,

X & OB LB OHE 5, MR I3 5 B Fdinii, %<



=1 NEHREFEICH T B FIREEDEEME

FERIER REER
F H
%i’ﬁi‘z‘ﬁ’ ;_H; (FRREHAR) g HA RS BFrHIfE=R EIMEA TR SEER
= (INSS stage) (Bt /477 E)
Hattangadi et al, | S/R 9 38#A - 2FIBFREE | =EBR 4 | - EBRETF S
2012 (3) (2005 ~2010) - EEETEF 2
(Stage IV : 9) - R/ 1 2
Hill-Kayser et al, | S/R 13* 16 7B - 25 BFrHIE - CHEF 1
2013 (4) (2011 ~2012)
(HR, 13)
Oshiro et al, S/R 14 -2158 (&F) - RERSEELEIG | - ADERAEG] | - WDHEBAREG
2013 (5) (1984~2010) | - 3048 (EFH) SEHIEER ¢ EHRE 6 EBIRETF 1 6
- MIERAE 8 82% =B 2| EEEEFE1
(Stage I : 2, - BETEEER | - BREEG [RHRIE 1
Stage IV : 6, R EHFRE - BRAET
HR:7) BHEFN: & | HEEERE 1 EIRERE 1
- BRIAHEG L E=REER 4| BRE:S
(R:2,HR: 4) PRS0
2
S : BFEIEIE, R: #AMEFMZE, HR: highrisk, RD : recurrent disease
* 11305 11 I TR FARARR £ 81T, &Y 2611 X #R(C & 2 IMRT 2 5&1T
=2 NEHBRFEICHTIBTIRABDEEER
£z FEGIEL FBER
(R E) (GAEHARE) R HARE BEHEEER BREEEER ZRNA
= (INSS stage) (&fk/%£77E)
Hattangadi et al, 9 -38#4HA - KBER Grade 1:5 | - EE&EZELE 1 ER iy
2012 (3) (2005 ~2010) - BB Grade 1: 3 | - BiE (VB 1
(Stage V : 9) cRBWIET 2
- ¥5IE Grade 2 : 1
Hill-Kayser et al, 13* 16 4 H - E@#EHLE L - BHEEEEL L ok U
2013 (4) (2011 ~2012)
(HR, 13)
Oshiro et al, 14 2178 (&%) - BB% Grade 1 : 2 | - KEIRIRE (BB L
2013 (5) (1984~2010) | - 304 A (£=H) | -BiE:2 REMAEFIH V) 1
- fEpAES - IHFEX Grade 1 : 1 | - #HEREREE 1
(Stage 1 : 2, CBE
Stage IV : 6, - EEGRILE
HR :7) Grade 1 : 1
- BRIAEG
(IR:2,HR: 4)
HR : high risk

* D136 11 fI TREFHRER £ 11T, 7%V 206013 X#RIC £ 5 IMRT Z 51T

za
Gl

CQ6

69



70

DFEGITX MG L ) b BRI 2o fi 2 et T & 2 Wt d 525, —Ho
FEFIZ BV TIEXHIC X 5 IMRT O 8 AT 3 M 0 A5 2 SR T e e 35 & b 7%
TELD D720, ZOBIIIH 2o I THLREIDPLETH L EEZ D,

Wi TGRS & 2 ARSI 3 B IR O 13407, WL b ERIEL
WO VHEREOERE Th o720 MIHHEE DT v &7 MUILEBGEER S 1 L 2,
ANBIES &) MARETH ), XBEHE & DT v & KLHERDS R EE 2 M E % i
ATHEME D review THONTEF Y ADMRSIIRENTH Y, D& L7,

HESEH 2 (X CIIM RS BREN TH % 720 WEETIEH 5%, X e It
LA ERROBIESIEETE 25 A3 THIGEYIT) S L7 UTHL Ll
WL, HEROBSITEBELH (85%) T [§5 SR & Lz, SHBROBGTHEH
BT 2Ty AOBRPEF SN L,

1) Fuji H, Schneider U, Ishida Y, et al : Assessment of organ dose reduction and secondary
cancer risk associated with the use of proton beam therapy and intensity modulated
radiation therapy in treatment of neuroblastomas. Radiat Oncol 8 : 255, 2013

2) Hillbrand M,Georg D,Gadner H, et al : Abdominal cancer during early childhood : a
dosimetric comparison of proton beams to standard and advanced photon radiotherapy.
Radiother Oncol 89 : 141-149, 2008

3) Hattangadi JA, Rombi B, Yock TI, et al : Proton radiotherapy for high-risk pediatric
neuroblastoma : early outcomes and dose comparison. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 83 :
1015-1022, 2012

4) Hill-Kayser C, Tochner Z, Both S, et al : Proton versus photon radiation therapy for
patients with high-risk neuroblastoma : the need for a customized approach. Pediatr
Blood Cancer 60 : 1606-1611, 2013

5) Oshiro Y, Mizumoto M, Okumura T, et al : Clinical results of proton beam therapy for
advanced neuroblastoma. Radiat Oncol 8 : 142, 2013



