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Abstract

Esophageal carcinoma is a common digestive
malignant tumor. Evaluation of the stage and
response to chemoradiotherapy of the carcinoma
is very important for the treatment decision
making and adjustment of therapeutic protocol.
To date, a variety of imaging techniques have
been used for staging and monitoring response to
therapy, but most of the procedures are invasive
or of radiation exposure. Moreover, most of
the techniques evaluating esophageal cancer
are based on morphologic changes. As a non-
invasive and non-ionising examination technique,
magnetic resonance imaging can quantitatively
evaluate this cancer. Nowadays magnetic
resonance quantitative technique has progressed
greatly in staging and monitoring response to
therapy of esophageal carcinoma. This paper
focuses on the quantitative evaluation of stage
and chemoradiotherapeutic effect in esophageal
carcinoma using magnetic resonance imaging.
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BAER 2R, HARNNEEN . Aol ke
B, Sl R AEE AN NG m K%
S, LA A R R 40 O T B A2 R
CTHY A 3 2353 A%, ASREHERA s B8
B BE IR IR B, I H. 32 S0 R s
J¥9RE fie RAR AR AL HEAT T T ROPEA, {ELIRT ) e K
RN Z HIAEIRIT 5, B 138 m 254
SR IR SR T HOR I I, e RHYT 2ol
WA AIILLE g /N AR (b 1) R BICTHE LA
X EEERTT HIBCRAE HYFY. PET-CT/ i
2 FH T il s8R 7 RPN, A AR A 4 )
S R I 42 7 4 B (fluorodeoxyglucose,
FDG) R # I, HAWMH, FBOLNH %
PR, W 4R 5% (magnetic resonance imaging,
MRDEFRHALR iR m. 260 27
P ZSHBEER R, I H2— R Ie e,
TSR A, B MIMRIZE & & 1N £
JRBR T I 2 T7 M. B = 3 9% W AR 1 2
F K S MR PR & e, MR &8 1)
SE R IR 2, T H 3 B TR AR L
PR HOAL 14 (diffusion weighted imaging,
DWI). fittdRik 1% % (magnetic resonance
spectroscopy, MRS) S G B3 A5 1 5
0 B A SO AT T RO AT VAL,
FAME H ™ 2, A SOt & 8 4 1 SO A7
IT R LR E BV O T R HEAT VPR

1 DWI

1.1 AAME

1.1.1 J222: DWLZ B MR #5217k
Iy F BIREACIRES, 20 HA SO 2, kA
MEEARL LT K 731 B3 Bz 5), AT a4
L2 % B AH R A A D TS B B TE A
TSR T RE .

1.1.2 bia: §HUBUR A F, MR& UL T FIX
BUZ s R I BUSAE L, =X Bus sh Rk ik
WEIFeAR. bAE BN, v 3R m 5 et 1)
DWIENZ, (HXF7K 514 #iz 2 ks il A U,
52 Ho A A2 B I 52 e AR, T 2 2R it HE v
IR G T8 35, bEBR, XK T4 Huz
AU, HDWIEMRAE M L BRAIS, #EBUR Dy
SRR AR T AR T i 2. (K] b AR 1) 3 3 5
DWIHES H 2, (H5ZPr_EbE )& ik SR N
A, HETH T I AR PR A b — R T
0-1000 s/mm™",

1.1.3 AP 3% &2 HAL++ £ DWIEGEE L &1L
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HIZR UL B & $(apparent diffusion coefficient,
ADC)K#H 474, ADCIE T E AR ADC =
(InS,/S,)/(by-b,), by~ b, 73l eI I 6 N 1
BURR T, Sy~ Sy Al Al gy S s B2 3
J [F)— A B A 25 S 5R BE . e U A8 A7
TN B K R 28 ) JZ AR RSB X (region of
interest, ROI), ¥ MROIR ZIEADCIE £ X,
L3 (1
1.2 DWLER & 5 W 6 2 A L2 8 R )
SR T, T MR g AR B R
WS EUR AL B, AR TR
ZR, EDWIRFE{ES, ADCHEMEK, X2y
BB AZ TE Fih 98 B2 o (10 26 4 2 SR A2
AoyagiZ I UR I, BE BHEALIADC
EHBOE R 8 R S, JF H A g w44
MADCE 5 MR BE% . Wkt . 40
ML f A B L R IR G R L P
AR RO, AT H A0 Eid s
1L AD CAE AT AN & 8 i 31T 12181 Weber
ST, R R AL ADCE L IE #
1 RE IR PRI, R EN I ADCIE AT LA
& IRt 4T 2 . SakuradaZs !N 2445
Ji BE AT ORI, RO R E R ADC
591.26X 107 mm?/s+0.29 X 10° mm?/s; {5 H:
A BN &8 R (4.2%), 23610 & & i
JE(23/24), XAEFNTEEM . HA S 6 4
KEZH. X TR, DWIF BT &E MmN
oRlB
1.3 DWLEAE JE 21 P 89 5 A AoyagiZs "
I, KILEE R H M ADCE S HIE IR 7
SR, THARE6HEHA S ADCHE &5 T
T3MTAH, T2 EBHEHALADCHEE ST
T3FITAH; NOJA & & s H 2L ADCE i TN
;3 T e A 4L ADCAE A B T -390
SEGHEAL, JFH 1 EEsHEHSADCH
SV EEHEER, 150V
HEEeHE A SADCHEEAEHEER. XN
Il AR 1) A BRI VR TT 7 R4t T A 8UE B
VandecaveyeZ! W 7T, RIN R MK ES5
ADCy1000fE (RT3 D = 0 s/mm’ b = 1000 s/mm”
EUE I35 SE P E H FADCIE) A 1.19
X107 mm*/s+0.22X 10 mm?*/s, %Pk E 45
fIAD C 1000 50.85 X 10° mm?/s £0.27 X 10”
mm?’/s, 3 H.LLADCyy 1000/H 5 F0.94 X 10°mm’/s
N foe A S PRAE, 6 R M Ik B 4 A i) UK
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XoF 50 bk 2 g R T 0 U . R
P R B N94% 97% 97%. M3
H 25 AR T PE E e[, DWITE# EL 4G
3 AR R B0 T Ak 2 5 A R T T LA R R
PE. SakuradaZel' s, F Ak EL 4511738
ADCIE N1.46X10”° mm*/s+0.35X10° mm?/s,
PR A bk (0 45 B & G 1. {HAbdel Razek
S TR R I, FER VR R4S ADCE B E K
F RV R EH KB SEADCH, I H S &2
TCHEZ. X0 Re 5090 I B0 U S 5%
ADCHHE 7 HT AL AN A A K.

1.4 DW LA 55 A TF 7 203818 F 69 5 R
L R BT VA T, 5 R 4 R T
W, VAR, ARSI RIBRIE B8, K15 Bl
I, ADCE T, fEVF 2 3PsEae H, J8UT 8tk
JTJEADCIE T & B T IR A& 2 U8, W7 8007
ity S T 0 Wi 0 Ao B S a2
B FRGE, fEEERBUT R P B, X
JEOTT A 258 PR Ji R F A D CAEL AR b 56 5 T8 I 2
HIMADCIEZ AR I B 2 5, 1P
{16 e 88 K /N8 A SR SO AT B i 2 S P,
ImanishiZEP B 50t R T, Sof T Hh i 3 4tk
S, TERUHGIT R IA20 Gy MUY, J7 3%
U () B e LA D CAR LA I &8 i T T
% JEHE1.0X10° mm*/stE AHADCEAE Y
I FAELIS, ARG 797 S0 BUREE . R
S RI979% 74%. van Rossum&EPH w4 18
AT T AT I & B A D CAR B o7 20K
. TNELYE. De Cobelli Wik K
L, B VAT R G ADCAS AL AH 5 i Rg 25 45 4>
VIR DG, T MR AR g, SRR T
JE AR TR A L BBEAT I, IR 4 4y
gk, U HCAR A IR A0 A Ll
b, AoyagiZe PNt B8 W A TR I, IRIT AT
B i 4 A D CE R = L AD CE B
AT 8, F H g iE A S ADCIER S
YL AD CEBR A A= A7 % 5. Wang 25t
TEBHETI, RIETT G/ E S ADCHER
BIT AT R TR R, S ADCE A AT
T B8 B 7 00, 38 R T T R
M. WeberZE" I3 68 B AT 9T, RILIGTT
AT R AR ADCIEECIE 7 & B B, JAIT 5 H
ADCIEI N, 5458 BALMADCH th Al
F T8 s BB T S804
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ANF I T I 1 R S U AD CHL
T AR, B s fEER. HiE
EMRISIA AN A AR 2 B % s 7>
B s AN T 56 3%, DW IRy —Fh TE €1k
REMARBIAR, 78 8B 8 20 W ST 9T R
i, 5 79 A2 9 RV T PR IS P I SR R OR
.

2 MRS

2.1 JR 3 MRS M F W LR FE A A4 5 2 AN
WAL REAE L, KR8 S5 A% R A A Ptk AT
SERAMT, SR A IE B LA R A AR
HHE B AR 7. bR MR S 3
fith, 7E4EE B LI AN, [F— 5 A%
RLFARI A 2 b, FLak Bl to A 22531
DR S B4 58 [ T 1208 Bl 1 HL T = 1 45 4 22 3))
77 AN, PEAAN = s i, 51 %
JEF R Rk B AR & A2 AR Ak, MRS AT R4S 3]
KRR, TEM RIS AN, T AT i 4
F G5 AN ] T B0 [ — i A% gk B AT R B
S G RR A EM IR, MRSEAR,
SEAERILIRBOAR B FERE - % Rk, HIhbk
ORGSR T 5, RETE 731 /KPS B Ak P 9 A2
5 RPY,

2.2 MRS &5 b7 W 69 2 )

2.2.1 B SR LR AR A T AR E R R A
RFE RS I RE R, bl TR IR S S A
BRI ARG, SEA R, B, ARk
FALBRSE R 0 i Je G R AR AR AK, T 5
HAMEThEE . SR AT, TR L) R A
EHRHTH. PC. UNATTOSA K, BlItix L
A 3BT ¥ 80E Bob 7 B R R A%
(19 71N 531 TE 45 78 137 Hh A AT 7= AR R 8 1R A%
HESEARPLE. Yang PO Fu4RaE, FIH 4
B A8 e 5% TH-N M RG24 ik e e 413 1F
W H LR A AT AR AL 2 0, AAT LA
SR E RS IEE aEHS, e 5.,
AL B B . Mukherj iR 5 R,
& H SR 5 Y)(choline-containing
compounds, Cho) & &R IEH B i UL &
W, HAEE & 50U (creatine, Cr)fLL
B A0 B o T E R I L, ARAE K B
I ) B R X ). AF R B, MR S50
IEH &% 5Barrett &8 L 8 I A 1R R RS
FE, I HEAE fBarett & & B I b 15 K AR
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ffIBarrett 8 & &iE _E B MRS A ARFE 1A W]
B AL PR R B, MRSHAG AT M 4 41
AR 1) 53 S0 B e AT L2 T
222 REMMBP I o R FRAT A
AR ML LR AR A 2 v LE 1 bR AR b
HY), LUK FE L 2 G 516 Fd
B AR Ik S H A gy T B ) SO TR
TR AL AR AE i A T R AR R A 5 AR A L
AW S S, AT 9 i 9ee 1) R e S fit 3 e )
FAFE X AR ) (1 AR BE A LR IR B &
LG5 ARG Zhang 5 T it £ A
NI R A BEAT H-NMRAGI, KA 12504
AR5 B R VIAOC. Sg R AL
e, SRS IR, RO, B-R T
B2 BEMN . BERR S EIGm, TSR
REZR . LR R 8 J i % 0 2K 2 & U BEAIK. 59
AR, AT 3 H-NMRAS I 2 %559
B e B SRR — R Bl B R U7
%, R 8 K B e R SRR
R R U FE S e B A bR B, IX 8 Fh
REARE 0 N EEE AR AR
B-FREET IR MR . HAMNZ. VIR & —
FR SN 4 (4R, I Fd4E il 'H-NMR
o W ) 8 A U 4 5 A € 1% - 1% 25 (liquid
chromatography-mass spectrometry, LC-MS)#5:
WA PR &5 & X T X 8 S5 E A
AR A B M E S AT
1EF M, WAREFHEM . w7 R B,
PRIGARAS AT H-NM RS I %o 46 1) £ 85 08 2B 3
g N BABE IR 55 7t IR
—FEHER AR B ROR, Xk A B
SR 5 RN T7 T B BAT R ORIV RE.

2.3 MRSAEREHEL ¥ e A HlF
MR SX £ 89 43 B B0t 9 32 225 IR T4k 4h bk
AW, WA B E R, T 4R 4
PRI B AR A 2 A, TR 2 L P % A A R )
2 g A8, WangZE N e K IEH B S
BT AHEAT RSN H-NMRIF 7T, Hh %58 Hi45Fh
R, Horb 1280 5 88 o S VIR, 12
FRACHR P 3 0 e ET R . R IRE — R
(adenosine monophosphate, AMP). i
M — 1% R (nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide,
NAD). W&, WUEF. —H f#(dimethylglycine,
DMG). —H 3 H % (dimethylamine,
DMA). —Hf&(trimethylamine, TMA).
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HEERMIR. M. y-Z T R (gamma
aminobutyric acid, GABA). 1MX 12F L4
Az 5 T ReE. B A B Jf HiE
I A2 i f5e /s — 3 H 3 73 At J7 s (orthogonal
partial least squares discriminant analysis,
OPLS-DA)IE A8 AR i Hb % 5 AS [7) 31 501 1) &
FE L R OEE BRI, MerchantZ W 50k
K, BEEBERT WK, A8 maN
OO A 242 8519 i (4,5-dihydrosphingomyelin,
DH S M) & & 3Z Wi 8% n, 1 ¥ b Bt o9 8% A
(lysoalkylacylphosphatidylcholine, LAAPC)#
IR, BEE R T RSN, R
1 R HE T H 9 (phosphatidylglycerol, PG)
I I HE R IH AR (ly sophosphatidylcholine,
LPCHFRZHD; AMEERIEEPGE &
EEM EVE R F AR, ZR Y EA ST E L

EAR B AT B REMRSH T 2 5 IR
TSN T, B B AR A
T MR RSS2 MigieiiaT, JF HiEHE
BOR B PE R e, MRSTE s 2 Wik R,
FLRIEE R i A L i 5 .

3 )RS RIGILIRAR

3.1 RE AN BB LR A (dynamic
contrast-enhanced MRI, DCE-MRI) & F F i
PEXT LU RE 4 7 4L EAT AT, (A 19 R 2, T3 it
T P55 7R, 20285 M 00 1 5 2E ZRUR e Al i A5
MR R I, IR HLEAT 2 8 B EUE By
. BHT2 R E &L, 18 HEAWsh )%
FERL R, I 18] — 9 P ih St A7 H  &
TEL Bt % Tl e S e R LA 5 ) N T i 1) %
e RS, HAP K ME O R AR 3
O VE R g I B bR 4 435 AN
3.2 DCE-MRIEAE B0 o 5 IEH 1
U, IUE A R R I AR R S P
AR IR G A, RAEH SR, T
Za 5 O A RAB B A S A i A .
SR, LEMRE SRR I A B S B L8 A
FSCHRT SV AT 8, TR R I Y i AR T
I Tl A SR P I A s R
R L ) A S e R, B TR MR R A
M, 5 S0 R I 2 5 A R 4 28 n ™
BRI, e 2 & e 3% 1 E 1 S
S I B B IEAH 5. LGP m F R W,
R E ALK ™™ E . KeplE(HZE )
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S I IE W A, NI TT R
FE. AN, A ARPRE, BARKK A S
BT B SRR (B R e )t A — S 0 S Ay
{8, S8 6T LU A B R L e K, (EL LR L
T B A e e 5 . (EA 7Y FE Y, DCE-
MRDG T 88 3 B 1 F 4 bn 5 25 1] HE 2
BYIRAR, A E T N 12 B o e il
BT Jiggg () 43 L.
3.3 DCE-MRIUER & J& 4897 97 2R 46 F 09 5
B TR ST BRR S AR A, A5 iR R 1l R
Mk ARt IRE, B A, AT R, 55
M FERE > B i B I PR, 2 R
Yeqb, T BEARK " (E, DRt il & 15
K" e F 0T 9T ROl B A — e A AR
OberholzerS:™ i 7t K B, & ALY Je ik
fTDCE-MRIKGS 75, i it ifi 5 B i) L) ) ==
FIXHEIT BT IR/D, 383 DCE-MRIK 4 & &4t
A AR R YT I T S . Chang
LA ARIE, XROT A NEFE IR IT EK T ME R
TR T B PR, TG B IR T TS G R
k.

H A6 DCE-MRIZE & & 58 12 W L Abyr
I 30 VAl 7 T S, B 4
SR A ROE, (HAE ARG AI . DRtk
BHAR, &R AR S E.

4 HMVWREIIEREREBHEEE
PEIN A

B 7 CLEFRRFIFIDWI. MRS, DCE-MRI
FSAG X BB AT 2 BA B SUTT IT  E
PPN AN, AlperSE OiaE, IR FH O H fid R i
i 18] e 7% & (short time inversion recovery,
STIR) W] % £ B s 18 2 bk 2 4 47 € B 0 Mt
R4 5 B 2 EE SHEE80.73£0.30,
TG 85 5 R &85 5 E I A2.03 £
0.40, B 1A%, @i X SRS HSTIR
Kr H B T 1 bR 2L 4 1) 0 F8E ATV S M 40 )
81.3%41198.3%. Alper’sif g, %W F b
163% I BH PR L 45 B A2 1<1 om. £ 4518
STIRTE BB N7 HA 7 T A — € [ B FH ANMA.
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A0 T 6 8 9 4 0 RO T T RO A 1
DWI. MRS BG 5 a0 A 38 s 4 i i A,
ANTRIF 9 3 B R R PR R LR A% 2 80 B
DHTTIEEARRE, iRt A ER;
—UE T A, AR T EERNT R, EaRE
I o3 W BT 9T RGPS U T, R 'y
PR SR B TARK IR 3, R R AR BT
I7ROFA 5 T RESE AR 1 AR A2 s
BN RO R KM KB s R, AH R 2
Mz bR, B O PR 3R N . PRl
BRI R R, BEILIRAE 690 10 5o 3 2
I VT A 7 THI K 8 2 0 SRk v PR AT 5 5 1
HrH.
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