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Positron emission tomography-computed tomography 
guided radiotheraphy planning in lung cancer  

INTRODUCTION 

Lung cancer is the leading cause of cancer 
death in the world (1). Surgery is the most 
effective treatment modality. But surgery can be 
applied especially in early stage and 20-25% of 
patients. Concurrent chemoradiation is the main 
treatment modality for patients with locally 
advanced lung cancer. Radiotherapy (RT) plays a 
key role in the curative treatment of lung cancer. 
Unfortunately, locoregional control is poor in 
unresectable cancers. In inoperable non-small 
cell and limited-stage small cell lung cancer high 
radiation doses are correlated with improved 

local control (2,3). Also RT improves local control 
in postoperative cases with margin positive and 
involved mediastinal node (4,5). Therefore, it is 
important to improve locoregional tumor 
control which is expected to improve overall 
survival.  

Normal tissue toxicity is dose limiting fact. 
Also dose-escalated RT combined with 
chemotherapy is potential for significant toxic 
effects; like esophagitis, pnemonitis, and bone 
marrow supression. Therefore, correct target 
volumes delineation is very important for 
accurate RT planning. Three-dimensional 
conformal radiation therapy (3D-CRT) planning 
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ABSTRACT 

Aims and background: In three dimensional conformal radiotherapy (3D-
CRT), treatment planning is based on computerized tomography (CT) images. 
However, the data obtained from CT may not be sufficient in target 
delination. The purpose of this study is to show the differences between the 
radiotherapy (RT) plans which were done with positron emission tomography 
(PET) fusion or not. Methods: Patients with lung cancer between February 
2009 and January 2012 at our institution were assessed retrospectively. Sixty 
patients who were treated with 3DCRT, CT simulation images were 
registrated with PET images. For each patient target volumes were 
determined and normal tissues were revised. Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test was 
used to compare the two groups. Results: For gross tumor volume (GTV), 
clinical target volume (CTV) and planning target volume (PTV); median 
volume values, median mean dose values and median maximum dose values 
were significantly different according to use of PET. About normal tissue 
doses; mean lung dose (MLD), lung V20, mean and maximum esophagus 
dose, V50 and V60, mean heart dose and maximum medulla spinalis dose 
were analyzed. Conclusion: Within these parameters there were statistically 
significant difference except in maximum dose of esophagus and V60. In our 
study, we observed decreased target volumes and higher dose distrubutions 
for target volumes in PET registrated RT plans. According to these data, it is 
possible to say that optimal RT plans can be formed for lung cancer by using 
PET registration. 
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is based on computerized  tomography (CT) scan 
slices. However, data obtained from CT may not 
be sufficient for consistent target volume 
delinetaion (6). Several contouring techniques 
are used for delineation purposes and breathing 
maneuvers are utilized for achieving improved 
normal tissue sparing in lung cancers (7). Also 
interobserver variability has been observed for 
many tumor sites (8-17). Positron emission 
tomography (PET), has been a major innovation 
in lung cancer imaging and is being used 
increasingly in RT planning in recent years. With 
adding PET-CT to RT planning, target area can 
be detected more accurately and normal tissues 
protected better.  

In this study we aimed to investigate the           
PET-CT data for RT planning in lung cancer. We 
retrospectively analyzed 60 lung cancer patients 
who undervent 3D-CRT and compared their RT 
plans by using PET fusion.  In these patients we 
wanted to show that there may be differences 

92 

with PET fused plans.  
 
 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 
 

Patients characteristics 
The clinical records of sixty patients with 

lung cancer who had undergone external beam 
RT at the University of Ankara between 
February 2009 and January 2012 were 
retrospectively reviewed. There were 54 males 
and 6 females. They ranged in age from 46 to 83 
years, with a median age of 64 years. Of all 
patients squamous cell carcinoma is the most 
seen pathologic subtype with 31 patients.  
Patients who underwent PET-CT for staging 
and/or treatment planning were included in this 
study. Patients who had surgery didn’t take 
place. Patients’ characteristics are summarized 
in Table 1. 
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Table 1. Patients characteristics. 

Parameters n (%) Parameters n (%) 

Sex   Weight Loss (n=44)   

Man 54 (90) Positive 27 (61.4) 

Woman 6 (10) Negative 17 (38.6) 

Performance Score Diagnosis   

0 17 (28.3) 1 SCC 31 (51.6) 

1 34 (56.7) 2 Adeno 13 (21.7) 

2 8 (13.3) 3 Large Cell 1 (1.7) 

3 1 (1.7) 4 Small Cell 15 (25) 

Tumour Stage   Nodal Stage   

1 7 (11.7) 0 10 (16.7) 

2 19 (31.7) 1 5 (8.3) 

3 18 (30) 2 36 (60) 

4 16 (26.6) 3 9 (15) 

TNM Stage   Tratment Modality   

1A 1 (1.7) CRT 29 (48.3) 

2A 2 (3.3) CT + RT 4 (6.7) 

2B 7 (11.7) CT + CRT 23 (38.3) 

3A 31 (51.7) RT 4 (6.7) 

3B 19 (31.6)     
CRT: chemoraditherapy CT: chemotherapy RT: radiotherapy 

Fourty-nine patients had their PET’s before 
radiotherapy and 11 had after induction 
chemotherapy. If the patient had stable disease 
after induction chemotherapy, he/she was 

included into the study.  The mean duration 
from the date of PET-CT to the start of RT was 
26 days.  The mean dose of RT was 60 Gy and 
fraction dose was 2 Gy (table 2). 
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Procedure  
Immobilization and CT simulation were 

performed, as a routine procedure for lung 
cancer patients receiving 3D-CRT in our 
department. Patients were immobilized with 
wing-board. The treatment position is supine 
with arms up. The patients were scanned in 
treatment position on Varian Acuity Cone-Beam 
CT Simulator (Varian Medical Systems, Crawley, 
GBR) and GE Optima RT 580 CT Simulator (GE 
Healthcare, Beijing, CHN) using 5-mm slice 
thickness. Treatments were done with Varian 
Clinac DHX High Performance (Varian Medical 
Systems, Palo Alto, USA) lineer accelerator. 

  
Fusion 

Patients’ PET-CT and CT simulation images 
were sent to Eclipse planning computer in 
DICOM format.  CT simulation images were 
overlaid with PET images on planning program. 
In the fusion process PET and CT images were 
matched manually with the Eclipse version 10 
software program imagefusion option. Outer 
contour, heart, kidneys, and carina were used as 
reference. Normal tissue contouring was 
performed in the same way in both plans.  

 
 

Target volume delination and organ at risks 
(OARs) 

Gross tumor volume (GTV): The GTV includes 
primary pulomary lesions and metastatic lymph 
nodes. As a standart procedure in our institute 
both of the lungs contoured as a single organ 
and GTV is excluded from it. The GTV was first 
delinated on CT images (GTVct) and then 
defined based on PET-CT fusion images 
(GTVpet). GTVct and GTVpet values obtained 
from automatic calculation. 

Clinical target volume (CTV): The CTV 
includes the GTV and the subclinical disease 

region range. The CTV margin to GTV changed 
from 0.5-1.5 cm depending on pathologic 
subtype. For squamous cell carcinoma 6 mm, for 
adenocarcinoma 8 mm margins were standardly 
used. There were 2 patients which had 1.5 cm 
margin. Both of thems pathologic subtype was 
small cell lung cancer.  Elective nodal irradiation 
wasn’t done to any patient. 

Planning target volume (PTV): The PTV 
includes the CTV and a margin for uncertainties 
like organ displacements, patient movements, 
daily positioning errors. The PTV margin was 0.5
-1.5 cm according to patient clinical situations. 
Most widely used margin was 1 cm. 

Normal tissues and target volume were 
contoured according to ICRU 50/62 by using 
Tomocon Pacs 3 and Eclipse External Beam 
Planning Version 10. Treatment planning was 
performed using the Elekta and Eclipse Precise 
Plan treatment planning sytem. Dose constraints 
to OARs were lung V20<%35, heart V40<%50, 
spinal cord Dmax<45 Gy, and esophagus V55<%
50. 

 
STATISTICS 

Statistical analysis was performed using SPSS 
21.0 software. Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test was 
used to compare the two groups. Parameters 
were tested in univariate analyses with a P value 
<0.05 for statistical significance. Several factors 
i.e. GTV (mean, min., max. doses, and volume), 
lung (MLD, V20), esophagus (mean, V50,V55, 
V60, max. doses), heart (mean, V40) and medulla 
spinalis (max. doses) were tested. Parameters 
such as RT dose, normal tissue doses, time 
between PET and start of RT were expressed as 
median (Interquatile Range-IQR) value. Z score 
is the number of standart deviations from a 
mean data point is. Number and percentage 
values were given for the parameters such as 
sex, performance status, pathologic subtype, 
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Table 2.  PET and RT Parameters Values. 

Variables Min; Max Median (IQR) 

Time between PET and RT (Day) 4; 72 26 (25) 

SUVmax value 2.5; 36.9 13.1 (12.4) 

RT treatment dose (Total dose) 50; 68 60 (7.5) 

RT fraction dose (Dose per fraction) 1.8; 2 2 (0.2) 
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nodal status, and treatment modality.  
 
 

RESULTS 
 

The GTV-volume and GTV-mean dose values 
had significant changes with using PET-CT 
(p=0.007 and p<0.001). The GTVpet volume 
decreased compared to the GTVct. Median; 
GTVpet and GTVct volumes were 96.4 cm3 and 
123.5 cm3, respectively. The GTVpet mean dose 
increased compared to the GTVct. Median; 
GTVpet and GTVct mean dose values were 63.2 
Gy and 61.9 Gy, respectively. Also GTV 
maximum (max) dose value was significantly 
higher with using PET-CT (table 3). 

As a result of GTV parameters’ changes CTV 
parameters had differences too. The CTV-
volume, CTV-mean dose, and CTV-max dose 

values were significantly different (p=0.008, 
p=<0.001, p=0.039). Also PTV-volume and PTV-
mean dose were different (p=0.009, p=0.001). 
The CTV and PTV parameters are summarized in 
Table 4 and Table 5. 

Compared to CT plan parameters, PET plan 
parameters showed better type of change for 
organ at risks (OARs).  For lung; mean lung dose 
(MLD) (19.2 Gy / 16.1 Gy) and V20 (36% / 
28.5%) were significantly higher in CT plans 
(p=<0.001) Esophageal mean dose (32.9 Gy / 
24.5 Gy), V50 (39.5% / 27.5%), and V55 (24% / 
17.5%) were significantly higher in CT plans 
(p=<0.001, p=<0.001, and p=0.001), while V60 
and Dmax were not (p=0.05, p=0.45).  Also heart 
V40 (28% / 19.5%) showed increased 
percentage in CT plans (p=<0.001). For spinal 
cord Dmax (44.9 Gy / 41.4 Gy) was higher too in 
CT plans (p=0.004).  
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Table 3. GTV parameters values comparing. 

GTV 
PET planning (+) PET planning (-) Test statistics 

Min; Max Median (IQR) Min; Max Median(IQR) Z p 

GTV-volume (cc) 6.9; 1408.6 96.4 (144.8) 10.3; 1592.7 123.5 (174.0) 2.716 0.007 

GTV-mean dose (Gy) 50.1; 71.8 63.2 (8.6) 51.0; 68.3 61.9 (6.1) 5.036 <0.001 

GTV-min dose (Gy) 43.8; 67.2 58.3 (8.5) 19.3; 64.9 58.1 (8.8) 0.938 0.348 

GTV-max dose (Gy) 52.1; 74.8 65.8 (8.6) 52.2; 71.9 64.3 (6.8) 2.529 0.011 
IQR: Interquartile range 

Table 4. CTV parameters comparing. 

CTV 
PET planning (+) PET planning (-) Test statistics 

Min; Max Median (IQR) Min; Max Median (IQR) Z p 

CTV-volume (cc) 37.6; 1913.5 265.3 (271.7) 66.5; 2294.9 296.2 (302.7) 2.650 0.008 

CTV-mean 49.6; 70.8 63 (8.9) 50.2; 66.4 61.3 (6.5) 4.543 <0.001 

CTV-min 2; 64.5 54.7 (8.4) 19; 63.1 55.8 (10.3) 0.619 0.536 

CTV-max 52.6; 75.2 66 (8.6) 52.3; 71.4 64.9 (7.6) 2.061 0.039 
IQR: Interquartile range 

Table 5. PTV parameters comparing. 

PTV 
PET planning (+) PET planning (-) Test statistics 

Min; Max Median (IQR) Min; Max Median (IQR) Z p 

PTV-volume 127.5; 2457 587.6 (497.4) 62.6; 3077.6 712.1 (509.6) 2.628 0.009 

PTV-mean 48.8; 69.5 62.2 (8.7) 50.2; 67.1 60.8 (7.5) 3.314 0.001 

PTV-min 21.3; 62.7 48.8 (7.7) 17.4; 61.8 47.9 (11.5) 1.215 0.224 

PTV-max 52.7; 75.5 65.7 (8.9) 52.5; 71.4 65.5 (6.6) 0.391 0.696 
IQR: Interquartile range 
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DISCUSSION 

Three-dimensional conformal radiotherapy 
treatment planning is based on CT images; 
however, the information provided by CT data 
often can not meet the requirements of target 
volume delination (6). In recent years, PET-CT 
has been increasingly used in RT planning, 
especially in lung cancer. The delination of 
target volumes and organs is a very critical step 
in RT planning (18). Furthermore, studies have 
focused on the utility and impact of molecular 
imaging for both SCLC and NSCLC (19,20). In this 
study we have analyzed 60 lung cancer patients’ 
RT planning differences according to use of PET-
CT. 

SUV is a semiquantitative value that is 
affected by factors associated with cell 
proliferation. In retrospective series, SUV value 
during the diagnosis may be a predictive 
parameter for disease control and survival. In 
univariate analysis, threshold for SUV is 5-7, 10, 
15, and even 20 (21). But in Shervin’s study no 
difference was found for disease free or overall 
survival (22). 

One of the major issues is the elapsed time 
between PET-CT and CT simulation. In Shervin’s 
study, median duration of this period was 38 
days and there was a non-significant 
improvement in survival if this period is <30 
days (22). The mean duration from the date of 
PET-CT to the start of RT was 26 days.   

Although it is important to meet the 
requirements of target dose distrubution, 

protection of normal tissues is also important. 
Complications of RT caused by very large 
irradiated volume or very high dose to OARs 
should be avoided. Deniaud-Alexandre et al. 
delinated GTV in 92 non-small cell lung cancer 
(NSCLC) patients by PET-CT and found that the 
GTVpet was reduced in 23% of patients and 
increased in 26% of them compared to GTVct, 
also 21 patients had a GTV change of ≥ 25% (6).  
In our study 31 (52%) of 60 patients had a GTV 
change of of ≥ 25%. The GTV of patients reduced 
in 24/60 (40%) patients and increased in 7/60 
(12%). Bradley et al. contoured the GTV from CT 
and PET-CT data sets in 26 NSCLC patients and 
found that, in three patients with atelectasis, the 
GTV and PTV obtained from PET-CT images 
were significantly reduced compared to those 
obtained from CT images, the MLD decreased 
from 14.83 Gy to 12.93 Gy and lung V20 
decreased from 25.33% to 21.33%. They also 
discovered that the MLD and mean esophageal 
dose increased with the increase in the GTV in 
11 patients whose target volumes increased as a 
result of additional detection of metastatic 
lymph nodes (23).  Also in Erdi’s study 7/11 
patients showed an increase in PTV with the use 
of PET-CT. In three of seven patients, PTV had 
less dose than the prescription dose (30-95 cm3 

of PTV received a dose less than 10% of the 
prescription dose) (24). Lower doses to the PTV 
raises the risk of locoregional and distant 
recurrences further. However, higher doses may 
cause toxicity in normal tissues. Samples of GTV 
and PTV’s changes are shown in Figure 1 and 2. 

Figure 1. Representation of PET and CT simulation fused planning coronal slice from a patient with a mass in right hilar region. 
Red line is the GTV which is delineated with CT images (GTVct). PET-CT alters RT target volumes. GTVct can be seperated from focus 

of intense. GTVct has a smaller volume than GTVpet. 
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 Shervin investigated elective nodal failure as 
a result of involved field IMRT in 60 limited  
stage SCLC patients. Only one patient in 30 with 
recurrence was isolated elective failure (22).  In 
De Ruyysher’s study with the use of PET-CT 
elective nodal failure was 3% (25). In Intergroup 
0096 study, 2-year overall and disease-free 
survival rates were 47% and 29% respectively. 
Also in RTOG 9311 study failure rate was 8% in 
NSCLC patients (26). No patients received elective 
nodal irradiation in our study. 

In our study; median volume values of GTV, 
CTV, and PTV were significantly lower in PET 
planning. This means that the irradiation is 
performed from a smaller area. Median dose 
values of GTV-mean and GTV-max were 
significantly higher in PET planning, while GTV-
min was not significantly different. Also median 
dose value of PTV-mean was significantly higher 
in PET planning. 

Severity of acute radiation-induced lung 
injury is associated with irradiated volume. V20 
is the most frequently used parameter in the 
evaluation of treatment plans. Graham et. al. 
found that V20 and MLD were associated with 
grade ≥2 acute radiation damage in the 
univariate analysis. However, in multivariate 
analysis, only V20 was shown as independent 
predictive factor (27). In our study, V20 and MLD 
values were significantly lower in PET planning. 
The parameters and remained results for 
radiation esophagitis are variable. Algara has 
found that V50 is the most valuable predictive 
factor (28). However, Topkan showed that V55 is 

the parameter associated with esophagitis (29). In 
Kim’s study, V60 is stated as an important factor 
for grade ≥3 acute radiation esophagitis (30). We 
showed that median values of esophagus mean 
dose, V50, and V55 were significantly lower in 
PET planning. Maximum dose is the main 
parameter to predict radiation myelitis. Median 
value of maximum spinal cord dose was 
significantly lower in PET planning in our study. 
Also median median values of heart mean dose 
and V40 were obtained significantly lower in 
PET planning. 

Most of the PET-CT guided planning studies 
include small number of patients. In addition, 
most of them are dosimetric studies as our 
study. Histological or clinical outcome 
assesment study number is a very small amount. 
Limitations of our study include the small 
number of patients, manual registration during 
the planning (as a result of software program) 
and lack of treatment and toxicity outcomes. 
Treatment and toxicity results of these sixty 
patients were designed as another trial topic.  
 

 

CONCLUSION  
 

In our study, we observed decreased target 
volumes and higher dose distrubutions for 
target volumes in PET registrated RT plans. 
According to these data, with today’s technology 
facilities, it is possible to say that optimal RT 
plans can be formed for lung cancer by using 
PET registration.  

Figure 2. Three dimensional view of PTVs. PTV with blue colour belongs to CT guided delineation. PTV with orange belongs to 
PET-CT guided delineation. In this patient, PTVpet has a smaller volume than PTVct. 

 [
 D

O
I:

 1
0.

18
86

9/
ac

ad
pu

b.
ijr

r.
18

.1
.9

1 
] 

 [
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 ij

rr
.c

om
 o

n 
20

25
-0

5-
16

 ]
 

                               6 / 8

http://dx.doi.org/10.18869/acadpub.ijrr.18.1.91
http://ijrr.com/article-1-2780-en.html


Babalioglu et al. / PET-CT guided radiotherapy planning in lung cancer 

97 Int. J. Radiat. Res., Vol. 18  No. 1, January 2020 

Conflicts of interest: Declared none. 
 
 

REFERENCES 
 
1. Parkin DM, Bray F, Felay J, Pisani P (2005) Global cancer 

statistics 2002. CA Cancer J Clin, 55: 74-108. 
2. Pignon JP, Arriagada R, Ihde DC, Johnson DH, Perry MC, 

Souhami RL, Brodin O, Joss RA, Kies MS, Lebeau B (1992) A 
Meta-Analysis of Thoracic Radiotherapy for Small-Cell 
Lung Cancer. N Engl J Med, 327: 1618-1624.  

3. Zhang QN, Wang DY, Wang XH, Hui TJ, Yang KH, Li Z, Li HY, 
Guo LY (2012) Nonconventional radiotherapy versus 
conventional radiotherapy for inoperable non-small-cell 
lung cancer: a meta-analysis of randomized clinical trials. 
Thoracic Cancer, 3(3): 269-279. 

4. Douillard JY, Rosell R, De Lena M, Riggi M, Hurteloup P, 
Mahe MA (2008) Impact of postoperative radiation 
therapy on survival in patients with complete resection 
and stage I, II, or IIIA non-small-cell lung cancer treated 
with adjuvant chemotherapy: the adjuvant Navelbine 
International Trialist Association (ANITA) Randomized 
Trial. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys., 72(3): 695-701. 

5. Lally BE, Zelterman D, Colasanto JM, Haffty BG, Detterbeck 
FC, Wilson LD (2006) Postoperative Radiotherapy for Stage 
II or III Non–Small-Cell Lung Cancer Using the Surveillance, 
Epidemiology, and End Results Database. JCO, 24(19): 
2998-3006.   

6. Deniaud-Alexandre E, Touboul E, Lerouge D, Grahek D, 
Foulquier JN, Petegnief Y, Grès B, El Balaa H, Keraudy K, 
Kerrou K, Montravers F, Milleron B, Lebeau B, Talbot JN 
(2005) Impact of computed tomography and 
18Fdeoxyglucose coincidence detection emission 
tomography image fusion for optimization of conformal 
radiotherapy in non-small cell lung cancer. Int J Radiat 
Oncol Biol Phys, 63(5): 1432–1441. 

7. Sager O, Beyzadeoglu M, Dincoglan F, Oysul K, Kahya YE, 
Gamsiz H, Uysal B, Demiral S, Dirican B, Surenkok S (2012) 
Evaluation of active breathing control-moderate deep 
inspiration breath-hold in definitive non-small cell lung 
cancer radiotherapy. Neoplasma, 59(3): 333-340. 

8. Ashamalla H, Rafla S, Parikh, et al. (2005) The contribution 
of integrated PET/CT to the evolving definition of 
treatment volumes in radiation treatment planning in lung 
cancer. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys, 63: 1016-1023. 

9. Bowden P, Fisher R, Mac Manus M, et al. (2002) 
Measurement of lung tumor volumes using three-
dimensional computer planning software. Int J Radiat 
Oncol Biol Phys, 53: 566-573. 

10. Court LE, Dong L, Taylor N, et al. (2004) Evaluation of a 
contour-alingment technique for CT- guided prostate 
radiotherapy: An intra- and interobserver study. Int J 
Radiat Oncol Biol Phys, 59: 412-218. 

11. Geets X, Daisne JF, Arcangeli S, et al. (2005) Inter-observer 
variability in the delination of pharyngo-laryngeal tumor, 
parotid glands and cervical spinal cord: Comprasion 
between CT-scan and MRI. Radiother Oncol, 77: 25-31. 

12. Hurkmans CW, Borger JH, Peters BR, et al. (2001) 
Variability in target volume delination on CT scans of the 
breast. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys, 50: 1366-1372. 

13. Riegel AC, Berson AM, Destian S, et al. (2006) Variability of 
gross tumor delineation in head-and-neck cancer using CT 
and PET/CT fusion. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys, 65: 726-
732. 

14. Saarnak AE, Boersma M, van Bunningen BN, et al. (2000) 
Interobserver variation in delineation of bladder and 
rectum counturs for brachytherapy of cervical cancer. 
Radiother Oncol, 56: 37-42.  

15. Tai P, Van Dyk J, Yu E, de Mey J, et al. (1998) Variability of 
target delineation in cervical esophageal cancer. Int J 
Radiat Oncol Biol Phys, 42: 277-288. 

16. Van de Steene J, Linthout N, de Mey J, et al. (2002) 
Definition of gross tumor volume in lung cancer: Inter-
observer variability. Radiother Oncol, 62: 37-49. 

17. Yamamoto M, Nagata Y, Okajima K, et al. (1999) 
Differences in target outline delination from CT scans of 
brain tumors using different methods and different 
observers.  Radiother Oncol, 50: 151-156. 

18. Bentzen SM (2004) High-tech in radiation oncology: 
Should there be a ceiling? Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys, 58: 
320-330. 

19. Sager O, Dincoglan F, Gamsiz H, Demiral S, Uysal B, 
Surenkok S, Oysul K, Arslan N, Beyzadeoglu M (2012) 
Evaluation of the impact of integrated [18f]-fluoro-2-
deoxy-D-glucose positron emission tomography/
computed tomography imaging on staging and 
radiotherapy treatment volume definition of nonsmall cell 
lung cancer. Gulhane Med J, 54(3): 220-227. 

20. Sager O, Dincoglan F, Demiral S, Uysal B, Gamsiz H, Elcim 
Y, Gündem E, Dirican B, Beyzadeoglu M (2019) Utility of 
Molecular Imaging With 2-Deoxy-2-[Fluorine-18] Fluoro-D-
Glucose Positron Emission Tomography (18f-Fdg Pet) For 
Small Cell Lung Cancer (Sclc). Curr Radiopharm, 12(1): 4-
10. 

21. Joan Manel Gasent Blesa, Vicente Alberola Candel, 
Mariano Provencio Pulla (2009) PET and PET-BT in the 
staging and treatment of Non-Small Cell Lung Cancer. 
Cancer Therapy, 7: 309-319.   

22. Shervin M Shirvani, Ritsuko Komaki, John V. Heymach, et 
al. (2012) Positron Emission Tomography/Computed 
Tomography-Guided Intensity-Modulated Radiotherapy 
For Limite-Stage Small-Cell Lung Cancer. Int J Radiat Oncol 
Biol Phys, 82: 91-97. 

23. Bradley J, Thorstad WL, Mutic S, et al. (2004) Impact of 
FDG-PET on radiation therapy volume delineation in non-
small cell lung cancer. Int J Radiat 0ncol Biol Phys, 59: 78–
86. 

24.  Yusuf E Erdi, Kenneth Rosenweig, Alev K Erdi, et al. (2002) 
Radiotherapy treatment planning for patients with non-
small cell lung cancer using positron emission tomography 
(PET). Radiotherapy and Oncology, 62: 51-60. 

25. De Ruysscher D, Bremer RH, Koppe F, et al. (2006) 
Omission of elective node irradiation is associated with 
minimal elective node irradition on basis of BT-scans in 
patients with limited disease small cell lung cancer:  a 

 [
 D

O
I:

 1
0.

18
86

9/
ac

ad
pu

b.
ijr

r.
18

.1
.9

1 
] 

 [
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 ij

rr
.c

om
 o

n 
20

25
-0

5-
16

 ]
 

                               7 / 8

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18439766
http://dx.doi.org/10.18869/acadpub.ijrr.18.1.91
http://ijrr.com/article-1-2780-en.html


Babalioglu et al. / PET-CT guided radiotherapy planning in lung cancer 

Int. J. Radiat. Res., Vol. 18  No. 1, January 2020 98 

phase II trial. Radiother Oncol, 80: 307-312.    
26. Bradley J, Graham MV, Winter K, et al. (2005) Toxicity and 

outcome results of RTOG 9311: a phase I-II dose escalation 
studyusing three dimensional conformal radiotherapy in 
patients with inoperabl non-small cell lung carcinoma. Int J 
Radiation Oncol Biol Phys, 61: 318-328. 

27. Graham MV, Purdy JA, Emami B, Harms W, Bosch W, 
Lockett MA, Perez CA (1999) Clinical dose-volume 
histogram analysis for pneumonitis after 3D treatment for 
non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC). Int J Radiat Oncol Biol 
Phys, 45: 323–329. 

28. Algara M, Rodriguez N, Viñals P, Lacruz M, Foro P, Reig A, 
Quera J, Lozano J, Fernández-Velilla E, Membrive I, Dengra 
J, Sanz X (2007) Prevention of radiochemotherapy-induced 

esophagitis with glutamine: results of a pilot study. Int J 
Radiat Oncol Biol Phys, 69: 342–349. 

29. Topkan E, Yavuz MN, Onal C, Yavuz AA (2009) Prevention 
of acute radiation induced esophagitis with glutamine in 
non-small cell lung cancer patients treated with 
radiotherapy: Evaluation of clinical and dosimetric 
parameters. Lung Cancer, 63: 393–399. 

30. Kim TH, Cho KH, Pyo HR, Lee JS, Han JY, Zo JI, Lee JM, Hong 
EK, Choi IJ, Park SY, Shin KH, Kim DY, Kim JY (2005) Dose-
volumetric parameters of acute esophageal toxicity in 
patients with lung cancer treated with threedimensional 
conformal radiotherapy. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys, 62: 
995–1002. 

 [
 D

O
I:

 1
0.

18
86

9/
ac

ad
pu

b.
ijr

r.
18

.1
.9

1 
] 

 [
 D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 ij

rr
.c

om
 o

n 
20

25
-0

5-
16

 ]
 

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

                               8 / 8

http://dx.doi.org/10.18869/acadpub.ijrr.18.1.91
http://ijrr.com/article-1-2780-en.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

