Made available by Hasselt University Library in https://documentserver.uhasselt.be

Postoperative radiotherapy for lung cancer: Is it worth the controversy?

Supplementary material

BILLIET, Charlotte; Peeters, Stephanie; Decaluwe, Herbert; Vansteenkiste, Johan;
MEBIS, Jeroen & De Ruysscher, Dirk (2016) Postoperative radiotherapy for lung
cancer: Is it worth the controversy?. In. CANCER TREATMENT REVIEWS, 51, p. 10-18.

DOI: 10.1016/j.ctrv.2016.10.001
Handle: http://hdl.handle.net/1942/23068



Table 1: Studies evaluating PORT in pN2 NSCLC patients
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NA: information not available; PORT: postoperative radiotherapy; R: Retrospective study; P: Prospective study; RO: complete resection; R1: microscopic incomplete resection; R2:

macroscopic incomplete resection; neo: neo-adjuvant chemotherapy; adj: adjuvant chemotherapy; Linac: linear accelerator; OS: overall survival; LR: local recurrence; CT:, thoracic, and
upper abdomen CT scan; Path: pathological; PET: positron emission tomography.
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Table 2: Studies evaluating toxicity after PORT in NSCLC patients
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Dai [27] 2011 R N2 221 2005 NA (72,9%) 43.4% decision 2D 60 Intercurrent death 7% 8% 0,497
1998- neoadjuv ypPN2
Billiet [56] 2016 R I1I-N2 150 2012 RO/1/2 ant 46.6% and/or linac, 3D 50-66 Intercurrent death 5% 9.3% 0.29
(100%) R1/2
6% 6%
TOTAL 0.80
(233/3903) (178/2907)
Machtay [47] 2001 R 11-111 202 NA RO/1/2 No 100% NA Linac ?rieGayn) Intercurrent death  14% NA NA
Neo
Mantovani 2003- (21,2%) .
201 R 111-N2 R 1009 N2 L D -54 | h 9 NA NA
28] 013 66 2008 0 or adj 00% vyp inac, 3 50-5 ntercurrent deat 5%
(34,8%)
Neo
- - 0,
Lou [33] 2012 R :\llle 61 ;ggz NA gt(:joa/‘:j)j 100% ypN2 NA 33-64.8 Intercurrent death  21% NA NA
(24,6%)
1991- Adj 0 randomiza 0
Wakelee [48] 2004 P I-IIIA 488 1997 RO (50,4%) 100% tion NA 50.4 Intercurrent death  13% NA NA
ypN2
Decaluwe IA- 1999- Neo . Intercurrent death
2 R 2 RO/1/2 NA L 1- 9 NA NA
[30] 009 N D 2006 /172 100%) :’;%m ihac >1-66 (in all patients) >%
1B- 1990- Neo 0 doctor's Intercurrent death 0
Taylor[62] 2003 R A 98 2000 RO/1/2 (100%) 44.9% decision 2D 27-70 (in all patients) 13% NA NA
TOTAL 4906 PORT patients MEAN 7.3% (358/4906)




NA: information not available; PORT: postoperative radiotherapy; R: Retrospective study; P: Prospective study; RO: complete resection; R1: microscopic incomplete resection; R2:
macroscopic incomplete resection; neo: neo-adjuvant chemotherapy; adj: adjuvant chemotherapy; Linac: linear accelerator



Table 3: Studies evaluating LR in pN2 NSCLC patients with or without PORT

WITHOUT PORT WITH PORT
Study Stage Patient Chemotherapy # patients Study Stage Patient =~ Chemotherapy # patients
group with LR first group with LR first
site site
Amini 11-N2 RO, Neo (100%) 47/153
2013 ypNO/1 and adj (14.4%) No data available
[13]
LOW-RISK PATIENTS
(RO, ypNO/1) Billiet  11I-N2 RO, Neo(100%) 25/64
2016 ypNO/1
[56]
TOTAL 72/217
% 33.1%
95% CI (0.27-0.39)
Zou 2010 I11-N2 RO Adj 28/104
No data available [26] (100%)
Billiet I11-N2 RO/1/2 Neo 20/70
HIGH-RISK PATIENTS 2016 [56] (100%)
(R1/2, ypN2)
Lou2012  llla- NA Neo (100%) and 7/61
[33] N2 adj (24,6%)
Askoxylaki 11I-N2 RO/1 Neo or adj 5/53
s 2014 (100%)
[32]
TOTAL 60/288
% 20.9%
95% CI (0.16-0.24)




CT: chemotherapy; S: surgery; PORT: postoperative radiotherapy; RO: complete resection; R1: microscopic incomplete resection; R2: macroscopic incomplete resection; neo:
neo-adjuvant chemotherapy; adj: adjuvant chemotherapy; LR: local recurrence



