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87.8%. SimpsonIl TI£100%. 80%. & 51ZSimpsonlV®D 9 HeRTHTI393.3%. 81.7% TH H—77.
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EERBOLICL 7,
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BERRHE (X P 2 A A TR - < D - BRI TREOHE L o TV, BEEEDKEIZWHO grade
SENS 7 MR CH LBk T A 0T, TICHS T2 REELETH Y, WIRWEREESTER
< B HEEMMIZFTE T S meningothelial celld 538424 EFRBIRESE CTHLH, — T, HERKENLOD
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Simpson grade

all 1 it v

number of cases 104 53 14 37
age 56.5+12.0 60*x11.7 51%12.7 53%13.2
sex (male/female) 28/76 11/42 5/9 12/25

17.4£22.8 174247 1594229 18%26.1
9394485 89x51.3 110.6+47 94.6%=44.6

volume fo tumor(cm3)
follow up period (month)

(Zgradell? 12T A2 DB D, TNSOHIZIE
HEEZHDEL, TERARZEILH S,

WHRENE O ERE ORI AR TH D 2 L
MO ET L SO TCORRMERZ Bif+ 2 &
& 7% B 19574E 12Simpson®’ A3 E H E D E W IC X o
T BT ENREL L 2 & 2 L, L#ESimpson
grading? i E FHROMEBHBED 1 D& s8N TE
72. Simpson gradinglZ I 25 VIZaiFsn, 1 @ JE
B ORI 2HE T & A A SO L -0 0, T :
HE 355 0 AR 1 44 & Rl A 25 0 % B A e L 72 D
O, T EEORR SR O A TRETOLEIL L
TWRWbOW - SRR, Voo B ER L EsR
ENTWhH, FERIET : 9%, T :19%. I :29%.,
IV 44% & S, FEREPTERICRKE (b Tw
HIEERLTWD,

L2 L7256, HRICEAZS MR | B v TR~
DT TH—F OREEER M, P2 & OB E
W omAEOHEPHETHLZ LD, WA
Tzt 35281303 LEAES TldZ v, Chen
5 OFFLY 12 b AR B RSIE T 13 I UH 2 JEC AR | 2
H~_morbidity, mortality: d WFNdEHwE ENT
Who LAL, BRI RMEEETH Y SRHES 4
¥ 5 2 & CTmorbidity, mortalityz EO CTL F
LR LTHFETELRVWIETH L, (2Hhrb
53, LA & D A7 A RAEHEOHIZ BT H 2
W22 EMWEEDOIRATH A Z L 2R L TUTIEH
59, {HRFLICHE ) OMFEPTE 2 L) L BEORK
REIRAT & I 2 Z 18 L 7GR D W T &
N7=bDE e n o7,

COLH) BEFORT, BRI BT L HEF KR
IR BEEA NI 7TV -3, AIRMERH 2 BigL
oin b, BREERAEZREL L L. MERIE L O
B, INLLEOERIEIZ X o THEERES I L
W EATE AN L 723 A 12 O A E i % R S
. RIARESHIE L v S SRR (51 4
DI o fih#iia#E. B iZStereotactic Radiosurgery

(SRS) ZBEHT A E VI F7%2/87 54 K% HFZ

ol &, EH

JEBRY THUE L. 19944575 5204E M — B & L TiT> T
ETW5,

Z 2T, ARWIECILBHE B IE o G fa st O MGk
EREL A BRI E LT, LEoEETEHIC B 5 BIE
I L JEEE RIS b B N T R N2 OBz D
T INFETO4EM DT — % ZFEHNMRET L. 90r
AT o770

I. WREAE

19944F 4 A 722520134 4 A £ TO204F M2 IIJE RS
I FEAVE 2 5278 L 72 Rl IEAE25501 0 9 &, BHZEHE
JEHE 2312561 Cd 0 . O CHg T % §if7 L 7210461
EXRE L7z, B, MPEinEE, £RMWRE. ikt
FRMENE RE D FE BN BRAL L 720 SFI4E#N1E56.5+12.0
i (23=79% ) VERIN B 12851 (27%). 2Z PET6M61

(73%) Td o7z FIgREEEILHII1293.9+48.57
A (16-22247F) Th-o72 FE1)o

T T B IE ISR R 0 A7 I ) MR, I R L Rg1H]

(tumor volume doubling time: Td). SI ratio (SIR)
on the MRI T2 weighted images. I 3 % %k ir 7.
Simpson grade. MIB—1 Labeling Index (LI). K4+
MREORME L7z,

i) BEEAEATERVESIEADESE

[ 55 R A% 13 F 7 v 7 (FUJITSU EGMAIN-GX
V2.0) IZHY A A 72MRI gadlinium enhanced T1WI
axial WM& DO JEBF/MFE R 7 1) — N K CH &A% il
EL. ATA AMREL R L5 HETIT-o 72,

JES R OHEIZO0ya b DHEY I2H D L H IS, T
YN L 722205 O JES AR A SR L. &
DI LR ED, S EBAT T B L 720 ZH)ik
BOFIEDE. 8% TH o 72720, S, #0248
Td5H10% L OB % E K L EFR L 72,0

i) REEfELRERE
Tdidt % MRIF & B 22 W 1. Vaz 9 o] & 95 R F5 .
Vb%x Vazn: btH # O fE AR & LT, Td=txlog2/
(logVb-logVa) OAKEFWTRD 720
MIEMRICHERAFIES: % O 7% B D1ZChob ™ O
FAZE N0, lem® & iE L CTd & Ko 72,

i) T2 SIR

fif 55 T AR O % b s Vaxial A T 4 A DT2 signal
intensity DIES; I & KR DO FIGMED I 2 FH L
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Simpson grade

total 1 it v

Case No. 104 53 14 37
tumor location
Anterior fossa 25 17 4 4
olfactory groove 12 9 1 2()
tuberculum sellae 8 7 1 0
optic sheath 4 0 2 2
others 1 1 0 0
Middle fossa 38 21 3 14
sphenoid ridge 29 17 2 10 (3)
plamnum
sphenoidale 4 3 ! 0
cavernous sinus 4 0 0 44
others 1 1 0 0
Posterior fossa 41 15 7 19
tentrial 17 6 5 6(3)
petrous 11 7 2 2
petroclival 10 1 0 9(5)
juglar foramen 1 0 0 1(1)
others 2 1 0 1

iv) FREBARRF AR

LRSI 1 2 E BIWHO 2 HE 12 30 v O BLEE Y 2
W2 & DB Sz TEEEREE DM & L CIEZMIB
-1 LIZ M %€ L 720 Ml 52 12 1ZImage-] (http://rsh.
infonih.gov/ij/) D757 A4 V7 NI T7THAH
Gunma-LIZ A LY, e P M L 725 b B
HEHLELD L N LEF T ORI & 1TV EHE L 720

v) Simpson grade

WIRED AL & A4 2 8 B OMRIEI{§& % 23512
)92 L7z Simpson grade# € L7720 F 72 FMF T4k
(Z204E R, FEARMIC 1 ADOMTEDHWT, $HEI2TiT-
TW5,

vi) BEAE
TR HES AR L B R RS SRR 6
5 Simpson IV OEFNT IR ORI Db 5
3. B 1 AE DI O B U SRE R & 1T L 720
272U BB SIER ISV, H DIk
MRITDFEAHRZEDSARHBE CTd - 7EFI R EE D2 H O
FHEISEHON Do 72T ZORY) TiE v,

vii) HEETEEAR

FRAEO LRIl + FElEFEEL L, p<0.05%
WRHFENE R & Lz, 2HEMOFI o higidstudent
IR E & 7o BRI 3 13K aplan-Meier B#R 12 T
progression free survival (PFS) ##5t L. Logrank
MEIZ CEFOLE A 17 - 720 B AN T 134 ED
VAT 4y 2 RGBT BT o720 X HIZH

0 10 20 30 40

50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120
(month)

1. JEEHEROR] % S1220 R

FOH MR A D7D ICROCHNT bIT o720 TH
DFTEHHNTIESPSS 20.0 (IBM, USA) TiTo 720

]I[. =] %

i) BEAE

i WAl 2 4T L 72 BE 35 HE I HE 104450 H . Simpson
T A35361, MAS1461. IVABTEITH - 720 FALHIIZ A
5 &, HiEZE K Cldtuberculum sellae 1261, olfactory
groove 8. optic sheath 4, others 1, FRUEZ
Ji. Tl sphenoid ridge 2961, plamum sphenoidale 4 1.
cavernous sinus 4 5, others 1 ffl. %A ZE K Tk
tentrial 17%l. petrous 11#1. petroclival 10%l, juglar
foramen 11, others 2B CTH -7z (K2). EHITHH
WAl D AHEAT L 720 1387H1 (S HE) . i iz B KB 5% AT
JEE (% L C 1 AR DN O BB G H KT L 7203
1760 (eRTHE) TH Y. TOWNFULEPITRL TV 5,

eRTHIZBII DHENEE LTIH vy ~F 1 70%16
5 (50% isodose “F-3912.8Gy. range 11— 15Gy) &
B 1B (59.4Gy/33fr) THotze Hr~<F A7
GBI PR AR R L AR
NOWREHRENT7 - SGyIREIZB S 2 bNb LH I
TT Y TITo T\ A, Tl b GG E T
HEIE 385,600 HTH o 720

i) FEIEAR A

Mits. 10% L o FRdg K % 52 72 & D 1318/10451
(17.3%) T. S#I56, eRTEH3IFITH V., FHHK
OEEIZ10-1104 H (51.9+28.4) T (¥1)., 54
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2. Simpson garade]®Kaplan-Meier 4 7 Hi#5

MIB1-LI(%)

10

9 P=0.163
8 n=93
7

6

5

4 |

3
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1

0

Progression+ Progression-

3. JRHEAARIC BT S Simpson gradelll o FE A

DIPNZHER % 5B 72617361, 1% Tdh - 72,

Simpsonfll T I A% 2 /5261, I 2% 3 /1461, IV A
13271 CTH Y. ZNENDOHFHRKDOEE1X3.8%.
21.3%. 35. 1% TH > 72,

i) SR

54E B X U104 JEE Hl #1213 Simpson 1T TldZ 2
N91.6%. 87.8% T & Y SimpsonIl T (%100%. 80%.
& 5 12SimpsonlV @ 9 HeRTH TI1393.3%. 81.7% T
HY . ZIESimpsonIl, 1M &#HEWiERTH - 72,
—75. SimpsonlV ® 9 &4 BB GHE & 51T L T
BWHDOTIET70.7%. 56.6%TH Y, HEIZHIEIZEIX
Ko7 (P<0.05) (H2),

iv) FHEHHE
TFAfT 12 X B mortality i 0 % T, morbidityi5/104%1
(4.8%) TH o7z, MitaEMNCH 72 5 RS EIL R
3 BHIBIE 2B R OV b 2 JEBESE D FEBI L 72 22 725

W, s, EH

3. JREMEARIC BT S Simpson gradell] O FBE AR
Simpson grade

histopathological diagnosis II I v

meningotherial, fibrous, 250(4%)  2/11(18.1%)  9/28(32.1%)

transitional

angiomatous 1/2(50%) 1/3(33%)

atypical 073 1/3(33%)

chordoid 1/1(100)

other 0/1 0/2

T HT# OKarnofsky performance scale (KPS) (&
MrET & D EAL L7223 0132/10461 (1.9%) THH., =
NHIZWTINDBKPS80% D 570% DK T CTH - 720
HET A D EATETI2. 0+ 8. 962l % T1392.6+£8. 12T
HVITIERO o720 20 MEHHEICLLE
PHEILFRD 7EBNE 2 225 72

v) RIEEREFERARET

FRERZWTIZ97/104451 (93.7%) #SWHO gradel THY),
M 81 1dmeningothelial 58%1. fibrous 18f1. transitional
1361, angiomatous 5%, psamomatous 2. secretory
16T >720 WHO gradell1& 7 6 (6.3%) TH 1,
atypical 6 5, chordoid1 5l Cd -7z, L‘@@*ﬁ%ﬂ”ﬂi
gradelliZFADO LD o770 FEBFIEK & ORI EIZDOWVTIL,
W LML C % Simpson gradeﬁ‘%b‘kiﬁﬁ@'é@
mTHhorz (£3)o

MIB -1 LIIZ#E K Tld4.5+4.22, FEHERIEETIE
2.6+2.70TH-o7z, (M3)s MIB-1 LI& TdD A
Tldr=0.516 (p=0.059) & LLigny B4l B OFBIAH
RO BTN, JEBIED D e WD RIS

TlE%ho7z 720 MIB—1 LIA10% LI EDH S\ i
grade Il DJER] TIEEBITAA2000 L FTH -7z (X

4),
vi) T2 SIR

T2 SIRIZ., ¥ KHETL. 08+0.69, JEBE KHETO. 61
+0.20CH Y., WAETEHEWENTH-72 (K5),
vii) BB IEAREF DRSS

10% L EoF R EFEZIZEG LT ART &Mt
TEH0, LEAT AT 4 v 7 AIFSITIC L AT %

1o 720 BRI RIIAERG . PRI, AT TR 5% A7 E 55 1R
figi%, MIB—1 LI (>10%). T2 SIR. F-HAfstis
EROFEE L (£4)s CORTHEEZRDL
bOIIMIB-1 LI, FREESAEME, T2SIRTH Y, &



SR ECRHNRE OB ST O 7.

=-95.101+1236.977 n=17

i=0.554, p=0.021)
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4. FHEKEEIZ BT AMIB-1 LI1& TdOHHE

® WHO Grade Il

doubling time (day)

T2SI ratio
1

0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

0

P=0.082
n=99

Progression+

Progression-

5. MEERRHEE & I KIED T2-WI signal intensity D HBE

SI2T NS ZROCHNT T 2 & FRAFIE 55 R A 23 i b T
BHERIZBS- LT/ (K6).

I\ =

A) RERREESIE

LR OUHF R IE 0§ 2EEA T TV =L L
THEREIRAT & RIS RIM 2 KX 2BE & L. WIRK
ST HBLAZYS . TR LOBEIC X - TH
REREEAEL ) 5 &) iirE oM X By
PRAE S 7R LCid, AR (1 ERA)
DENBFERELZ AT HE ) 8T 51 A%
FL. 199MEDB20ER—HE L TIToT& 7%, £0
FEA . BRI E13 10450983, 7% FAlrmortality 1&
0 % T. morbidityld5/104%1 (4.8%) & FLUT 7 ¥k
Th o7z CTHE AL OIS CILBAZR AL 2B L
T lZMathiesen 5 ? %% 5 4F Ji 5 il 11 % % Simpson I -
I T9%%. IMT25%. IVT45% & L TW5b, FziE
£ TIZOhbat OMED R T, 5 EHIHZDT79.5%.

K4, FEHERRICHED 2 E T OB
(BEUY AT 4 v 2 FIEGHT)

Odds ratio 95%CI p value
age 1.009 0.950-1.071 0.778
sex 0.697 0.145-3.346 0.652
Regidual volume 2.353 1.199-4.617 0.013*
MIB-LI 1.253 1.027-1.530 0.027*
T2SI 1380.321 4.304-442632.493 0.014*
Early SRS 14.755 0.885-245.893 0.061
1.0
7an
Remaining tumor volupte™
0.8 .
/ T2SI ratio
[
o |
= |
o ]
= |
s 98 ./ MIB-LI
=
[¢)
2
@ 0.4
0.2 [J
0.0 T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
False positive rate
6. FERACES R, MIB-1 LI, T2 SIOROCHHT

104EHIEIZE2%66. 4% TH -7 & LT b, KRIFFETIE
5 4RI E=1388. 9% . 104EHiH=1376. 5% TH > 72,

E 5 |2 5H F B E T4 C ldmortality, morbidity
MM TH 5 A5, Mathiesen & * AS19474E 2> 5 19824
T TOF LD % THEMEL T O BT IZ B0
% mortalityl$10. 8% T&H V) . 104ELLNIZ9. 7% S3E 1
L7z #iiE2 L C\wh, F7-Samii ™ 12 gEEA
B ER B E o T4 12 BV Tmortalityld 0 72 o 726 @
@, morbiditylZ17% T& - 72 & L. DeMonte 5" &
TR e R TR 8 4 e D A7 51012 48 v TMlortality 16 %«
Morbidityl8% TdhH -7z & LT\ 5,

Chenb® o F LHTYH, HZERELICBWTIEE
Vmortality, Morbidity D #5218 LT & 720 M FHIZ
BF Hmortality O %, Morbidity4. 8% & \» 9 #iH1: =
NHEOHEICHRTOIEFICBIFTH AL LEER D, &
TUIWANEHE D AR THELITHO T, WIZF — AEET
BEOWRRTE Y RELE LR B o TET
HRTHDLEEZ LN, BERRFEA T TV — DK
DR H T 5 t¥aElAT & BHIEGHIHO &6 & b E
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LTwbEwnzbd,

Multimodality ¢ 43 B 12 35 W T 58 A7 W ST Rt v 9 1
ZOHEADZE L  HIEIEGE I BT, FRICHERATE
MEBE R 2 EERRHFELE L LT EDS I Tw
b0 HENEREZ B9 5 A ARG L A i A
ERZD, HEFYEET LI LICLVE NV E
WM EREN L CE LS TH L. FOREN
stereotactic radiosurgery (SRS). Wb b 4>~ F
1785, Hy~<FA7IX20MEHD 330 M607T ~
TR PRI A S A, B 1 I ER
WIS EAT ) 0 2 D720 H ORRGHHATHI) 424
W R R S N A DS, REHARESEONTE T
LTI Z e, EEREHE~oRELr b aEsn
bo 72 r~F A4 7 TIFHERTE 7 L — ARFEICTH
B2 4T 9 72 O BMGE 20, 2mmBL T & v ) KEEZR 255
TR O N TL 9. wHEETmE L TlddEe
50% O &5 & #H18 % marginal zone& L CTik%E L. 1=
B JE BN~ D REES B L CRIES N5,

BEE~ D mariginal dose® L C. PLATIZ20GyFEE
W= TH - 7205, ik TldIwai b OFFF I
&b &9 Zlow doseTH EMHIHATEETH S =
EDELNTED, BBLR12-18GyREEY Y & &
NTnd,

VS EHEE DO >~ 4 7HBICBWCHEE 2
B DOHMAE - HRLAANDETH B o MO
O A= IS O A= E B2 & SNTWw5E a8
BRI L TR 2R 2 ST 2, MIHITIR
Tishler 57 AN DOMEH 8 Gy LT TIEI LA
BEEILFEO o728 L, Leber 5% (2 BBGHEE10Gy.
10-15Gy. FNLLED 7L — T2 B\ CHL MR EE
DFEEMFEIZZNZN0, 26.7%. T7.8% ThH-o72&
L Twb, F7zMorita® " (Z8SEHI 2% L T 1AL
I23F910Gy (1 —16Gy) THRE} % 4T o 72 A%k Fehy 7
BETLFID o/l LTWD, 2O fliish
5 AR TR O = LRoO 8 —10Gy T
WEIT) MRS BB . FENEE,» SR E T
OWEEE 2 - Smmll EoOWEHZnELEZ D,

WAL~ F A 7 B OGE RS O s b 7%
SNTHY, BHFEREE I 35V TIE9E IZMorita
5903 5 FEHIFEEDO5% TH - 72 & L. 20084F 12 Twai
5% 35 FEHIHZEIZ% . 10FETI3%E L TWhH, &5
1220124F-1ZStarke 5™ 14 3 4F 5 4E104F O JEBS | 115 2
FNENI9%. 96%. T9% TH-o7- L TwbhH, 7
JEBEZS ECHE S b &0 725300E B D hEAE (B3 AR
379761) % xF 512 L 7zSantacroce 59 @ Ak Hlstudy T
X5 4E, 7. 54, 104EHIIZA395. 2%, 91.3%. 88.5%

ol &, EH

ThHolzb LTWh, ZNEMBEREER I L CH
FrL7-MECADE,92.7%.86.4%.83.2% & LT\ 5%,

DL BRSO T~ F A 7 I IBENE O
FIEIZBWT, AR modality Th b ES 2B, Lo
LS s, MBETEEZR Y A X, kR s ORfRZ: &1
RS B 5720, SEHIERIZB W TRKROSH L %
8729 2 TG 2179 2 LT Y BIF 2B RS
LNLHDEEZLND,

B) BIEADEH]
ARIFFEIZ B\ THEERZ RO 725 O1310461 111861
(17.3%) TH o7z, T 151861 % Simpson grade
Bz A A L, Simpsonll 252 B (3.8%). A2 f
(14.3%). VA 136 (35.1%) THH ., RiThEE
DFBENR DR RIHE L 52 TWH EEZD
N5

Ichinose & (3 AP AFIEIE % FR O 7256 BIIR
BHEERD 5 4 2 v 7L L CMRILEFEB A Z 80 72
AMIB1 284 %LU EDOERE LTRY) . ZNLDAOYE
SRR AR A )i L o Tnb, TOHEME L
T AN 2 720 T O MREAH AT 2 S WBR L, s
M4 A 5 O Mt % W€ X AUEE RO Re A3
B EIRRT WD, LBFE L THMNET S O+ 7%3
i & RRIME D S OIFER  FATOEAl E LTw5
A3, KRB G IR U R SRS A 7 BT
REVE: X0 M B 0D ) R I AR D S ZE DS X 0 /N S iy
WMORPEETHLHZ s, FIABEHREEY1T-
TWwWhb,

O L) IIMBEMFRBRED Y A4 2 2 712O0n T
HWAETIIEERZ 2 2 v AR ELNTB 5T, Mk
TLDEZTROLNT VL DONBURTH 255 KHF
ZED HERBIA S PO & LCl0-110%4 A T,
2 = BELNIZHBENZ W E W) RPRONTED
it 1AELINIZSRS 24T 9 &\ 9 4B T IE 41k
ENLIDEEZLNS,

C) BEEXICEAHZAEF

R oOEBBIREOMBEL ZE T 5 LT, B
BR LD OHMES B EROEYFINE TH 5,

MIB-1 EKi—-67Hif kD 7 a—> o 1 > THI
Ao Gl., S, G2, MUITHRET 2, 2070
MIB — Wik CHRER G 21T & GOHILL oML T
KMMNICH RS 2B 5 2 L5, Jl o e %
KBy 2 & E 25N TWh, BiEEDOMIB-10EIE
& L TRoser 5% 1360061 @ §fEIE OMIB — 1O 5T %
TVWWHO grade I Tl3F393.28. 1 T9.95, M Tl



SR ECRHNRE OB ST O 7.
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¥ 720hba®" 1ZWHO grade I TOMIB — 1°F- ¥
732. 27 Cgradell and MMiZ2.6072-7-¢& L CT.MIB-1
fiElZdH < T CHIMEZ RET S5 S O CEME LI
FTLL LAV ERRNTVD, RUFFEOMKRTIE
WHO grade I ®MIB - 1*F3¥41{H132.67TdH V) . grade
TIZBWTIEFHI. 1ITH ) miETh o720 BFE. F
HPHEFE L CMIB-1% 812 & 324, cut off

fiiz L IR ALV FERb LR ENTEY 3%,

4.2%%, 12%" 72 BIRIL B SN TV D, 2L
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ABSTRACT

Background: Function-preserving total resection of skull base meningioma (SBM) is not always
possible due to important neighboring structures, and life-threatening complications of SBM are not
acceptable due to benignity. In our department, although we have performed gross total resection,
we have used stereotactic radiotherapy (<1 year) for intentionally keeping tumors at high risk for
potential complications. Based on our 20-year accumulated data on this therapeutic strategy, this
study aimed to establish treatment guidelines for SBM.

Subjects and Methods: 104 patients with SBM who underwent resection from April 1994 to April
2013 participated in this study [S group (resection alone): n=87; eRT group (adjuvant radiotherapy
for remaining tumor): n=17]. Examination items included tumor enlargement, doubling time,
magnetic resonance T2 image signal intensity ratio (T2-SIR), pathologic findings, Simpson grade,
MIB-1 labeling index (LI), and radiotherapy.

Results: In Simpson grade IV, tumor control probabilities in the S group [70.7% (5-year), 56.6% (10-
year) ] were significantly lower in the eRT group [93.3% (5-year), 81.7% (10-year)] . Mortality (0.0%)
and morbidity (4.8%) showed good outcomes. Significant factors for tumor enlargement were MIB-1
LI remaining tumor volume, and T2-SIR.

Conclusions: Our treatment guidelines for SBM were beneficial. It is important to treat and monitor
SBM patients based on biological tumor characteristics elucidated by this study.

Key words: Meningioma, Skull base, Stereotactic radiotherapy, Remaining tumor volume, Tumor
control probability



