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RECIST 1.1

Response
CR Disappearance of all lesions and pathologic lymph nodes
PR = 30% decrease SLD
no new lesions
no progression of non-target lesions
sD no PR - no PD
PD = 20% increase SLD* compared to smallest SLD in study

or progression of non-target lesions
or new lesions
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AUC 1z AR AR 1-3 8 &
Fs-T2 per 0.808 0.442 0.846 0.5
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# 7 Fs-T2 Homogeneity 2 ADC Homogeneity 77" 5™ & f# (AUC)

(A )t P B
6-1 2%tk
AT RN A BRI 4T Sl o FRR BT A B E D
AR ez VT U £ KB Y R A Dissimilarity 2 Entropy & 5 $-#c¥ o
A A

Bpoorgascie sy LR > £H 4 Dissimilarity & 5 PP A o G e
Dissimilarity w &= d¢% o - BF L ATF T E 50 o

6-2 FE 3 ehiB U

AT BE SR T AR Y G A X ETLHREF LR P %
Sl WEBRFlhef 0T BEEe F - ’%:zzﬂ;b*fﬁfgamﬁﬂxg;;@ +:rigu+_
B3 15 LB AE AT R ERE(SD) R F 2 F o v BB R R 0
LS o AL PR FEB PR ARk c A Fla PR
Ol% 5 HASHRBRE ¥ i FIRAY LRSER T2 A RH A g &7
K@ ig & ROI BIE 1 e 38 B aL L iy § % #F%]ﬂ,zm}_vab o B3t L IE
AL AR+ 1 LﬁFm”?’ 2T AL O RIBA ST 2 % 2 e B B
EAT UL RRER B ERT A BE ORI AT R ﬁé:%l.a_’ % 7
B UEER > EMIEL o

6-3 &%

AR YA BIRFFACR 2 Fs-T2 3 Ap > BRI ITHE T RH
W EF2LF ),@ﬁﬂﬁ;?ljfg:% BB S NEE T F AR R AY LAY
BE PR L ABR o AT Y A B E A 7 2R LROI#%].—*\ Hok
%E'Ié’ﬁii'ﬂ Hp ¥#\iﬂllﬁﬁ{—:m&;}7§\b&’ Ht’-rgls;gi;a:iviﬂ’“ R
4ot b ek A P Entropy i3 S¥Hcix BV U k- ERR 0 AP R
PRI SS f‘“ﬁﬁ;?}%% A E R R RIRRIELS A B s AR

SR o Sl R U= LY c A R R é_fllia"iév’?f},;‘aif'f’_%“ I3 L EF g e 0 AR

%A@%%ﬁv#m@%fé °

d/ F_&
=

1\‘5 =

W

(=) B4

[1] World Cancer Research Fund. Worldwide cancer data.

[2] G2 AR IR Sest Al 107 & B A 5 Flst B %,

[3] Chang CC, Lee WT, Lee YC, Huang CC, Ou CY, Lin YH, Huang JS, Wong TY, et
al. Investigating the association between diet and risk of head and neck cancer in
Taiwan. Oncotarget. 2017 Oct 24;8(58):98865-98875.



[4] Department of Veterans Affairs Laryngeal Cancer Study Group, Wolf GT, Fisher
SG, Hong WK, Hillman R, Spaulding M, Laramore GE, et al. Induction
chemotherapy plus radiation compared with surgery plus radiation in patients
with advanced laryngeal cancer. N Engl ] Med. 1991 Jun 13;324(24):1685-90.
[5]Ma, LiuY, Yang X, Zhang CP, Zhang ZY, Zhong LP. Induction chemotherapy
in patients with resectable head and neck squamous cell carcinoma: a meta-
analysis. World J Surg Oncol 2013, 11:67

[6] Vandecaveye V, Dirix P, De Keyzer F, Op de Beeck K, Vander Poorten V, Hauben
E, Lambrecht M, Nuyts S, Hermans R. Diffusion-weighted magnetic resonance
imaging early after chemoradiotherapy to monitor treatment response in head-
and-neck squamous cell carcinoma. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2012 Mar
1;82(3):1098-107

[7]Anunoocievbnke. Head and Neck Tumors.

[8] Park JH, Bae YJ, Choi BS, Jung YH, Jeong WJ, Kim H, Sunwoo L, Jung C, Kim
JH. Texture Analysis of Multi-Shot Echo-planar Diffusion-Weighted Imaging in
Head and Neck Squamous Cell Carcinoma: The Diagnostic Value for Nodal
Metastasis. J Clin Med. 2019 Oct 23;8(11):1767.

[9] Fujima N, Homma A, Harada T, Shimizu Y, Tha KK, Kano S, Mizumachi T, Li R,
Kudo K, Shirato H. The utility of MRI histogram and texture analysis for the
prediction of histological diagnosis in head and neck malignancies. Cancer
Imaging 2019 Feb 4;19(1):5.

[10] Mirestean CC, Pagute O, Buzea C, lancu RI, Iancu DT. Radiomic Machine
Learning and Texture Analysis - New Horizons for Head and Neck Oncology.
Maedica (Bucur). 2019 Jun;14(2):126-130.

[11] The Radiology Assistant > RECIST 1.1



