Medulloblastoma

in Children
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15 medulloblastoma (hilsauzi3sluanesitnuannifudusunidungugieinuaz fogu Tnenssnwman
snfumssnuniausi msnndn nsanesd wavenaiivade msmesdiiunumdfgiieinsnsnssendin way
annsndusnidusvedse veuansanesidandudnuaey craniospinal axis (CSI) iesanwumsunsnszagly
14 subarachnoid space lause ognslsAinudessz Tawadnafgsannsane$ad SsdimsAnuiaunismssnuuay
madian1sanesad Wy Msanuiuasdleglrsauiusiaiivintn saudenisansssd multiple field wisn1sanesd

TUspourioannatamAesNoIainTu

auAnisni

Medulloblastoma tJuuziSsluaues embryonal
tumor Senusnniiaelugthewinuas Yogu Andu 15-20%
yoshnuiiosenluanedludihodniomn uasnuidu
30-40% W04 posterior fossa tumor Tuiiin wnnInse
az 75 vasithelasunsifindenaueny 10 U median
age finufie 5-6 T wumnnitluane Tneshsdune
Wesomandagi 2-6:1°

slin ua:awipnmsinalsa

nang133nemuidu small round blue cell 1y
Wiy embryonal tumor wlindue UL cell lines
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U3L0U posterior medullary velum (roof of 4" ventricle)
way external granular layer 909 cerebellum laglus
AIUANYAIENIY histological subtype Iy classic,
desmoplastic, extensively nodular with advanced
neuronal differentiation, large cell uag anaplastic lo
fodudu high grade tumor (WHO grade V) stavin 4iln
finuannilgade classic dunswennsallsalungs des-
moplastic uaz extensive nodular azdin1snensailsa
ﬁﬁﬂ’jwﬁﬂﬁuiuﬁumﬁmjm large cell waz anaplastic il
msngnsailsafiuenituariileniaifin subarachnoid
seeding lfnnndn wenanidaiinisAnuiszdiu gene
war molecular pathway wuniiiananieadestu 17p,



10q, 169, 8924, MYC amplification, hedgehogs path-
way, WNT pathway, p53 way erbB2 (Judu® (s1¢
aviBuanuensnad 1) Tnefin1sdne Medulloblastoma
Advanced Genomics International Consortium dis-
cover subgroups in childhood brain cancer (M.A.G.1.C)
© fifinw genome sequence ¥os DNA, RNA uag micro
RNA TulsA medulloblastoma Tnauuadiu 4 subgroups
lAuA group WNT, group SHH, group 3 uag group 4
1m® group 3uaz 4 il prognosis kEN11 group WNT uay
group SHH Tuaauedi eroup WNT mauauassionIssnw
fiflgn daugroup SHH YagdufinisAnwiAsafuen
targeted therapy fianunsaldld egalsfiaunissnw

wnsgutagUuddldnmu clinical risk classification LA
1PN133NYIBINUAMULANAINVDY gene WAy pathway
wiehdl Saoglunisinyiiiuiin dausuly phase Il study
294 St. Judes’ children research hospital (SJMB12)”
fifansanstaluud clinical risk uag molecular subtype
(WNT, SHH, or non-WNT/non-SHH) laeiiinguszasd
teAnennsanUSunassdlunay low risk insaany WNT
biomarker positive, Anw1n154fixl targeted chemo-
therapy Vismodegibiuﬂa;mﬁﬂw SHH-positive tumors
sudadnwnanissnwannisifisenaivida Preme-
trexate kay Gemcitabine lunqu intermediate wa
high-risk iliinyu WNT#38 SHH

M99 1 uansdnuaieiUIsuazn sneINsallsanny pathway 89 medulloblastoma

Characteristic Whnt Hh c-MYC Amplification Other
Prognosis Excellent Good Dismal Fair
Age (years) Distributed across Primarily in infants < 3 Children 3-10 Distributed across
ages and adults > 16 ages
Male to female ratio 1:1.7 2:1 1:0.7 1:0.5
Frequency (all ages) 10 33 27 28
%
Metastatic disease % 0 7 75 31
Histologic subtype Desmoplastic Anaplastic/large cell
Genomic abnormality Monosomy 6 c-MYC amplification
Elevated gene -Wnt pathway -Hh pathway -n-MYC -Photoreceptor -Neuronal
Expression -c-MYC pathways -Neuronal differentiation
differentiation pathways
pathways -c-MYC
Immunomarker DKK1 SFRP1 NPR3 KCNA1
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maiumziwaﬂﬁwmﬁmqﬁu (increased intracranial
| = = % = <,

pressure) WU UanAswr aduld ondou uazmnidulu

Wndl cranial suture aliTnauysalonansiany

macrocephaly 16 Tnstanizlunisn usnaniidsonanuy

DINTLAZTDINTLAAIDU AN UNRUSANDUNALTER 11U

cerebellar sign abnormality, motor deficit, visual

defect, cranial nerve palsy kagwniin1snszangluaiu

ulsgamladunds 919n53anue1nsuIands 81n1s

POULTI Y1 kAT BINNTNNTEULUSTAMERLLER Raund
° | aa a o

AUAILNYIRTn1snsEaneld TagenisAnudnd
aa' < = o

NFURYULURITIALTT SIUDENEINNTANU medulloblas-

toma $uAU syndrome #1439 lein Gorlin (Nevoid
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basal cell carcinoma) syndrome, Li-Fraumeni
symdrome, Turcot syndrome, Gardner syndrome,

Cowden syndrome Judu
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medulloblastoma
cerebellum Tngtaniz cerebellar vermis Lagmus
roof of 4th ventricle (lngiamzlunguitivengtios ag
WU roof of 4" ventricle lause) Iagainsumis
fiwu enadiediadeusnlsannnguieseniuauodluidin
3uq 18un Ependymoma (dausnndindiinainuiiom
floor 994 4" ventricle waglunu foramen of Luschka),
Choroid plexus papiloma (CPP) (A2Uu1nWuUILIa
lateral ventricle), Pilocytic astrocytoma (ﬁﬂwﬂumjm
HU288181INNTIMAE B1ANY cystic lesion $3u698),
Atypical teratoid rhabdoid tumor (fnwulungugUae
e1gdoundn egrslsiniuenalaiaiuisanenleafu
Medulloblastoma 91f imaging), Brainstem glioma (3nn

AN MRI 9gWUI originate 119INU3LI brainstem)

0 MRI Tu sequence TIWI danuanwue
hypointense lesion dleiiuriy signal U3 normal grey
matter @ulu sequence T2WI 9gWu intensity TnalAss
iU grey matter d1%3U sequence T1 with Gd 11nA77
90% 2gWU enhancing lesion lagdquuindniiu
heterogeneous enhancement 11 sequence DWI/ADC
LU restricted diffusion (low ADC values) kag MR
spectroscopy ﬁwwum'ﬁLﬁ‘mﬁumaa choline anaYey
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mwﬁ 1
A : MRI brain L&A medulloblastoma # posterior fossa T1 with Gd, B: T2WI, C : MRI spine T1 with Gd LL.&A3 seeding
#198991n radiopaedia.org(8)

NAA Waza1anU taurine peak 3118 WATAININITUNS
nsza1elUnu subarachnoid space 9¥NWU enhancing
lesion Tu sequence T1 with Gd uansiia leptomeningeal
seeding (subarachnoid metastasis) (1wl 1, A-Q)

Tunsaiildanunansyadae MR nsmsaadae CT
scan @130 neTIBUBNANwazYenauluATwr L tnglu
CT non contrast £inu hyperdense lesion Laza1any
calcified lesion (wulafe 20%), hemorrhage, cyst,
necrosis 338 @1l CT with contrast 111131 90%
YNV enhancing mass, relatively homogeneous W

CT scan agld@snsauans leptomeningeal seeding 16t

wlesanidlaniaiin leptomenigeal seeding
(subarachnoid metastasis) AUz 30-35% é’x‘iLLﬁi
2295UN1531dY F9AI5911 Gadolinium-enhanced MRI
84 spinal axis titen539v1 seeding $3uffu CSF cytology
ﬁ’gﬂnﬂiw LLasmim’J‘\m&ﬂ CSF cytology uag MRI spine
sy Wediuaulean1siteds mnvhifissedndla
gl Tenainnaaumegd 14-18% © waytaaa
fumnzadlunsnsia MRl spine AsviAeun1sHfe 1150
wdsnssndaniely 48-72 9lue iieanniserunading
WaIMIN postoperative change @ CSF cytology
917 lumbar puncture MSYNABUHIAANSOUAINTHGAR
TUudn 2 §Un9h Litevanides naauan 970 contamination
NN1HIEA oenslsinudunngnvEnidenisyhney
W16 1f10991n0138] increase intracranial pressure &4l
ﬂ’JWJJLﬁEJW\’E]ﬂﬁLﬁﬂ herniation ¢



N13n352918983 medulloblastoma luusnunile CNS
(usiesiwdes, nszqn) wuldtossnn (< 5%) Fadu
mﬁmi’amﬁmamﬁum‘du bone scan, bone marrow
biopsy Fauuziilivhianizae fifernisuans wsens
prIavesl fiRnisiasdoinfinisunsnseateveslsn

s:g:uovlsA (Staging) Jodusioniswensnilsa (Risk

classication)

WudnITneeIuLUITrez999l9A 91U Chang
staging® (A579712) Faudslae vun, nsananuvedlsa
waynsnIzae eglsinny msulssvezvadlsaillan
Fulugasd 1969 Fudugarounsld CT imaging uadl
wumemsSnwfiwanssiutiagiu danfutiegtudill
Ialdnsutaszervadsaiifovsuonuuanientsnuus
SRRNG)

Tutagiunissnw wasn1swennsailsa (prognosis)
283 medulloblastora Tdn1swusngugaedu standard
risk (average risk) Wag high risk Fauszana 2 Tu 3 voq
#Uaeardnaglungy standard risk uaz 8n 1 Tu 3 Ineg
Tu high risk TneBuifulladesiolull mniiteladonils ¥a
aglungy high risk)

A9 2 wans T, M staging (Chang staging)

- oy Tunguifthedifieny < 3 Tdedieglunay
high risk lngianizngudnmsn (Weendil U) a1nnns
Anwr CCG 9217 wudgftheenytesnit 4 U 5 year
event free survival (EFS) agﬁ 32% TuvauzUaeeny
4-14 T 5 year EFS 98l 50-70% vsiloraiinaniiae
nauiiilonany subarachnoid metastasis l#unnd,
nuratAsINMsinwlalid waglianunsasnvinig
mMssnwnsgula

- Subarachnoid metastasis: Qﬂaaﬁmmwu
leptomeningeal seeding 1131970 MRI spinal axis #3©
CSF cytology azgnimeglungu high risk

- Completeness of surgical resection: Q’ﬂw‘ﬁ'
Tilanansasindale viderdaud ualifouidonaunie
NN 1.5 MITNBURLIAT 31NN159599 MRl #8313
sdinnnelu 48-72 $lus (Weampostoperative change
Beo1aduauiu residual tumor 1¢) aeglungat high risk
oehalsAnalaeiluud Useana 80% veagfllie anunsa
rdnofouiesenlsvun viewdeteuietiosnin 1.5
ANTINIURALLAT

T staging Classification
N Tumor < 3 cm in diameter
T2 Tumor = 3 in diameter
T3a Tumor = 3 cm with extension into aqueduct of sylvius or foramen of Lushka
T3b Tumor = 3cm with unequivocal extension into brainstem
T4 Tumor = 3 cm with extension pass aqueduct of sylvius or down pass foramen magnum
M staging Classification
MO No evidence of gross subarachnoid or hematogenous metastasis
M1 Microscopic tumors cells found in CSF
M2 Gross nodular seeding intracranially beyond the primary site
(incerebellar/cerebral subarachnoid space or in third or lateral ventricle)
M3 Gross nodular seeding in spinal subarachnoid space
M4 Metastasis outside cerebrospinal axis
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M99 3 a3UN1IUUA High risk Uag Low risk

Factors Low risk High risk
Age >3 years old < 3years old
Residual tumor <1.5cm2 >1.5cm2

Metastasis

+/-Histology

Tutlaqiiu Tvanee nisAnw ilsiiides histology
1llun1suUs risk classification WazLWINIINITIAYI
S2ude (57971 3) iesannmsAnurnanfiiusiusa
ﬁﬁagmﬁummﬁu WUIINGY anaplastic histology Uag
large cell histology finsnennsallsaitugnii histology
uq Aldsunsnuiluguuuuifionty Foulumanes
a0y wazn 3AnwIf ongoing Tutlagtiu vfiedn
anaplastic Wag large cell histology L‘fJuﬂq'iJ high
riskd1UN1IN1TAUINITTNEINU gene tay molecular
oglumsinudaiinanludneiu

n1ssnun

ﬁﬁ]ﬁgﬁumi%’ﬂmﬁy’ﬂumjm standard risk Uag high
risk Wumsshwsaiimsinge nsaneded uasmsli
guafithin Tneisududienisinga maximal safe tumor
resection iellinaundetouis wiemdetouiian
%dﬂdmﬁlﬁ%’umiﬁhﬁm gross total resection (GTR) 2l
wernsaflsaiinnin egrslsimuiinisdnudaungaed
1925 U1 wiaunsanisin gross total resection W&
fimu usliidl adjuvant treatment sausie fifUaeies
1Au 970 61 AU TETAReEsOANds 3 Vldsunsidads
Fswuhnsme¥sdansadiusannsegsenld Faifumn
FENEINSHERTIATALieNsaNeYad Faagnanise
aziBunsiolunu risk vesfihe Tnunisanesdaisisy
melu 28 Junasnsedn 9INN15ANYIVe Rieken Waz
(12

Ang"™ wudUleniunisaneSdnansidaiy 28

Ju 2edownsnissendin (overall survival, OS), local

control k@ distant control kgNINGUNANBTIANENAS

o

nsHsntu 28 Tueeelidudfyy
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No evidence of metastasis

Classic, Desmoplastic, Nodular

Craniospinal seeding

Analplastic, Large cell

v A& | '

uananilszezalunisaiedsdfdmanonanis
Snvuiu nsszeznanlunisane$ediuiunineed sa
ms¥nwiugnin egslsimugtasdnunidasiane
AUswegtes analasunatrufsareszuuladin A
lunszgnléusedann CSi ausfpadouszariiaIrdians
awadennty dafuTsmsiiuumdunsinyiiteysy
ﬁuﬂizﬂaqLLazusimemﬂuQﬂwﬂf:jmfasmszﬁmﬁq
WU nsinsaliideslunsdfifinesinneda wie ms
fsaunls G-CSF Tugthefidinidenuniin letiuan
JrgElAINTNNIReTE waranlenaiinnatnafes
199 LU febrile neutropenia Wiso1ANNNTABSIE
U3as CSl dwliin cytopenia léunn uagansudiin
posterior fossa boost 138 tumor bed boost fau i
Tiszoynansaededvammaifuvdofiudosiian
visppfimsaUSuSinasdnends wide 1.5 Gy/Fx u
nquitheogtios lnglanenguengtiesnit 3 Y

Standard Risk

M335nwIngu standard risk lugsnaud 1990 fe
AMSHIRR 2R adjuvant treatment fen15RN859E
Weseg1aien Taganeuiian craniospinal axis (CSI)
Usunau$edisay 35-36 Gy ietlosu leptomeningeal
seeding WaEAUAIBNTANLSIAUTIIA posterior fossa
fla 50-55.8 Gy laenuimssnusuiuuil 1 event free
survival (EFS) agiil 60-65% siouni3uiinisnwiieai
puaiUUnTmAUNIR1959E The International Society
of Paediatric Oncology/United Kingdom Children’s
Cancer Study Group PNET-3 Study " wui1 n1slvien
1AsU1dA (vincristine, carboplatin, cyclophosphamide)
NOUNIIANB5E (CSI 36 Gy wag posterior fossa boost



an 20 Gy) i 5 year EFS @ind1ngusunsanesedvanis
HAnLeNoeReI0819lTuE Ay NeEta (74.2% Uaz
59.8% Anuaneiu) fatiudesiinisAnwneaiunslre el

o 1 o v

Y1UnsuAUNISRN85aENENAINSHIR AN T

E]EJI’NVLiﬁGHlI AnNuNatIABITInILLNI9INNNTRNY

1919y Ygywnmeszuulaiinined, Auie

Fedlgimnn’
Unfivesgeasluy, n1sasyiivlnvesnsegniaung,
neurocognitive function Wag msleduanas Gﬁﬂﬁagm
wienil duiusueny uasSinadedidiaelasy T
anzegeBalymifientiu neurocognitive function 410
waHadnaTsdivanggmsEnuineemuLIvngan
Winaddiieannadrafeavand Tnonsinuvems
213N CCG-923/P0G8631" ladAnwnsiUssuiisu
UTuNau39d CSI 36 Gy (standard dose Tugasiiu) fu Csl
23.4 Gy TungugfUae low risk (T1-2, T3a, 818811031 3
U, complete resection) Imaﬁy’qamndwmaaq 5y
posterior fossa boost #9310 CSI Aud 54 Gy WA
warliléFueneiivndn eghdlsimunsinuiladaas
Aeurmun Liesninnuinisaessd Csl Usinm 23.4
Gy Wi neural axis failure 10e 5 year EFS 994 standard
arm (36 Gy) Liguiu experimental arm 23.4 Gy agﬂi‘ﬁ'
67% way 52% (p=0.080) uay 8 year EFS Tu standard
arm aaﬂiﬁ 67% Way experimental arm a&“i‘ﬁ' 52% Fawa
nsAnwiifeaenndosiunisdnuves SIOP I 7 &
DunsfinwndSeuiisunslivieldlieiaivatn gns
vincristine, methotrexatellag procarbazine (wil3ifin1g
1% concurrent chemotherapy) foun15a85sd Uag
W3 ULUN1SR18598 CSI 35Gy Way 25 Gy %awui*meju
flane3ad CS1 25 Gy i1 EFS ueinin agffl 55% Wieudu ns
20548 CSI 36 Gy i1 EFS 68% wavusilungu 25 Gy 7ils
Supueiltitanounisanesedsiudie Admuliugnin
n&x 36 Gy i NISNYIUINTFIUNAINITHIAR UG
thizadunsmeded CSI 36 Gy mudae posterior fossa
boost s 54Gy (saufadnadunissnumdnlungu
standard risk TutaqUu filalanunsal# concurrent

chemotherapy $21678)

Pnmsfnsdiedu SedAnvuisndudestuns 14
concurrent chemotherapy WieanuSunasdsdves CSI
Ine3in15@n®1 non randomized pilot study a3 CCG™
TnganU3unused CSI wde 23.4 Gy siane posterior
fossa boost §19 55.8 Gy SauAuAISIA concurrent
chemotherapy Mg81 Vincristine nnedUnmilugaenis
218598 Uazmarme adjuvant chemotherapy N8N
AN5R1859EATU (g»3 vincristine 1.5 mg/m2, CCNU
75me/m2 uag cisplatin 75 mg/m2) Fanuinnissn
331 1 3 year progression free survival (PFS) 86% wa
5 year PFS 79% lilanesnituanisatessd CSI 36 Gy
nmsneneugmini Fedutligtunsinusuuoud
Fananeilumssnvmasgiuludiiengu standard risk
\iannadrafssiionnintuainnisaneded sl Tng
\an1zi3e3 neurocognitive function Inefin1sfnu POG

4 wuinlugUaenguengideniu (Mslungusinnad

study
uazlosndn 8.85 U) n1321859d reduced dose CSI (23.4
Gy) il neuropsychologic test scores @iniNgsl standard
dose cranial irradiation (36 Gy) waluud performance
Intelligence Quotient (IQ), full scale IQ, attention,
reading, Wag arithmetic ag1alsinuaInnsane CCG

@9 uugiannsanesed CSI wanias

Ing Ris Lazay
23.4 Gy uaafau Full Scale Intelligence Quotient
(FSIQ), Verbal 1Q (VIQ), way Nonverbal 1Q (NVIQ) €49
waneingnnguinUnfegefideddsy laednsinig
L‘LJﬁISJULLUaﬂ@E;J:ﬁ -4.3 FSIQ points, -4.2 VIQ points way
-4.0 NVIQ points ot kagnuInangeaziin1sanasved
VIQ snandmmne waziihefiongtosnin 7Yzl
wad1afies Intelligence Quotient 1NNIEUIEToNY
NN sitedAy
uammaﬁé’nﬁmﬁmm@mm adjuvant
chemotherapy Iuﬂajm standard risk Inan1s@ne CCG
A9961? stsamangunanadlisunsaesed Csl 23.4 Gy
foRaY posterior fossa boost f9 55.8 Gy $aufU
concurrent chemotherapy vincristine #14 CCG pilot
study Fremuluvasi adjuvant chemotherapy %84n1%
a1959@ control arm 1A%U CCNU, cisplatin wag

vincristine (»14 pilot study CCG) 1ieufiu experimental
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arm lasucyclophosphamide, cisplatin Wag vincristine
Fana 5 year EFS viaapsnay luunnsetuegedidodiy
685"171"82% uaz 80% i 5 year OS AliwuAnuuan
ssagefiitudiy ogfl 87% uay 85% muddy Fedu
adjuvant chemotherapy ﬂa'«qﬂ’umﬂsﬁlﬁﬁv’agm
vincristine, CCNU uag cisplatin VED vincristine,

cyclophosphamide Wa¢ cisplatin

uonanMIanUsuusidnITate CSl uda dadinis
AnwnAeatiunisate$sduiin hyperfractionation iean
nat1uAes lnens@ne HIT-SIOP PNET-4% TalU3eu
I7iBUsEINg conventional fractionation #ie a1y CSI
23.4 Gy mase posterior fossa boost §19 54 Gy lagane
1.8 Gy/Fx dUnviag 51U svesaaedednaun 42 Su
\Wiguiu hyperfractionation TngU3unussdsiuves CSI
A9 36 Gy uay posterior fossa boost £4 60 Gy uay
boost tumor bed £i1 68 Gy lngay 1 Gy/Fx bid #1ariu
8 dalue syenamsaneSeEnome 48 u uasides
ngu l@suU concurrent vincristine wag adjuvant
chemotherapy cisplatin, lomustine e vincristine N
WUI1 median follow up 4.8 U 5 year event free
survival rate 71 2 38 hiflanuusnsnseehadited iy
atﬂi‘ﬁ' 74% Tu conventional technique Wagz 78% Tu
hyperfractionation technique 115U 5 year OS W
Flifauuandsegslitoddauduiuogi 87% uas
85% muddu udsratnafsssonsléBuanas Al
mmu,mmfhaaEJ'Nﬁﬁf&Jﬁwﬁigﬁaﬁ”’umi%’ﬂmmmgmslu
Jagiudedanafunsarssd conventional fraction

v a ¥ v a

UBNAIINNAVIABNAIN CSI a7 N1TRIY9E boost
U130 posterior fossa MdUTINASYAgeEa 54-55.8 Gy
= = v = Y v a v
GZNE]’H]NNWU’]\TLﬂENLLﬂE]’JEJ’]%iﬂaLﬂﬂﬁlﬂLLﬂ cochlea,
temporal lobe, infratemporal fossa, pituitary,
hypothalamus Waz parotid glands @svinlimiia late
toxicity L WN neurocognitive function, SyRUgosluU
amamaum%mmmm f\NlIﬂ’liﬂﬂU’]LWE]ﬁﬂUiﬁJ'lmﬁﬁﬂ
U3 posterior fossa 1ng Wolden wazanz® Tul
2003 Anwlugie 32 ¢ (standard risk 27 918 uag
high risk 5 518) lneniendsnisiidn geaglasunis

' 1803 OWSHWSHU’IHUS\JHSHU’]Ha :1803NgivUs:INAlNg
6 Un 22 auuil 1 unsAL - ouigu 2559

0398 CSI 23.4-39.6 Gy AU concurrent weekly
vincristine Tngli#ias boost i posterior fossa Wt boost
NZALALS tumor bed §1 54-59.4 Gy WUl 5 year
disease free survival (DFS) Way 5 year OS afﬁi 84 uay
85% MNAIRUEIU 5 year Uaz 10 year freedom from
posterior fossa failure azﬁi 100% wag 86% LAY
LLazﬁ’mﬂiﬂaﬂﬂ%m’mﬁ\‘iaﬁ cochlea, temporal lobe,
parotid glands, pituitary waz hypothalamus lsiognsdl
Tedrdgyuonaniideiinas@ner Multi institution
Y 2007 Tunquithe standard risk
Tnea59d CSI 23.4 Gy maeg posterior fossa boost

prospective trial*”

014 36 Gy Wazsionae tumor bed boost 14 55.8 Gy 24
fiu adjuvant chemotherapy cisplatin, vincristine Wag
cyclophosphamide Wu11dl 5 year EFS 83% Wail
posterior fossa failure Lile) 5% SaMAaMTOAAUTLN
FaduS1ad cochlea, temporal lobe Wag hypothalamus
Igoghaiitfoddnfioudutoyansnuieunting fedu
Tuthgtuusidlifinanisfine phase Il study Tuides
USuau5sduiia posterior fossa uavianesa@atunle
insanesedzuuuy CSI 23.4 Gy #iesiy posterior
fossa boost 019 36Gy Wagmanly tumor bed boost &9
54-55.8 Gy unldludUaengu standard risk medullo-

blastoma

ndeyatieiu Jagduinisfinyn randomized
trial phase Il ACNS0331% idlaaglutaiusiusadoya
WiefnwimsanuTinased csi Tuftheeny 3-7 3 iesan
fhsengosifunguiiinnatrafesinnisane Csild
WNuasAnEINsanU3asedi posterior fossa tne
randomization wsn wuadu nguamuALAe CSI standard
treatment 23.4 Gy concurrent 738 Vincristine iU ngx
naResAe CSI 18 Gy uaz randomization fides fe g
USunau§sdusian posterior fossa 1gnlusias boost g
54 Gy viselal Iy nquAIUANAD NEnaY CSI 23.4 Gy
%30 18 Gy foAa8 posterior fossa boost 14 54 Gy @
lunguvaaes luifes boost posterior fossa Ui boost
Les tumor bed §4 54 Gy (1unizﬁ17i randomization 30
ag‘lumjwmaaﬂﬁ CSl 18 Gy 19 boost posterior fossa



WHUAITA 1 WaERan1Snaaeeseasil 3 989 ACNS 0331

Tumor bed 54 Gy

PF 54 Gy
CS123.4 Gy <

Tumor bed 54 Gy

Age 8-21

4 23.4 Gy) dwlugUaeeny 8-21 U aglaulinng

randomization U3unau$d CSl Tnennsneazlasu 23.4Gy
WuUstandard treatment @9y randomize Usunaused
posterior fossa boost 521114 54 Gy iU boost a1z
tumor bed 54 Gy Fawrunmd 1

High risk Ae1guInngn 3 U

n133nw1U8 high risk ﬂfcjmﬁ'ﬁ craniospinal
seeding #3901l residual tumor AMYUAINITNIFALINAI
1.5 cm2 fims¥hwniisnseenluainngu standard risk fie
USuneused Csl Famadu 36 Gy sauiu concurrent
chemotherapy (91U standard risk ¥nl# concurrent
chemotherapy 521978 @3nsnanUsuNuSEADLNES
23.4 Gy) \lesaniillenianisnduuiveslsaudian
subarachnoid space leu1nnd1 dauusunadedd
posterior fossa Sanatdiu 54-55.8 Gy 1130919 boost Ll
tumor bed 919 54-55.8 Gy way posterior fossa e
36 Gy wuieaiulundgu standard risk uenanil vy
Msa$ed CSl uan delinslisaiivitnsuee log
Msfinw CCG942°Y wudnsubgroup analysis lugiae
medulloblastorna T3-T4 3e M1-3 filssuaaiivhdn
vincristine, CCNU Wag prednisone AMendInTaesd
(concurrent chemoradiation CSI 35-40 Gy Wag
posterior fossa boost 14 50-55 Gy TaufuAiivITn

vincristine) & 5 year EFS ﬁﬂdmﬁjmmﬂﬁ%’ummﬁﬂﬂﬂm
MEAT concurrent chemoradiation CSI agnsdlitiadAty
aadA agil 46% uag 0% amAU (p value = 0.006)
mudu uenaniinisdne SIOP 12 fslvinadidenndes
Au Tpgnunenain1siidn n1sanessdsiuunisiien
wdUnUn (concurrent vincristine 531U adjuvant CCNU
uay vincristine) & DFS snnninnguilaneisdifioseis
WwenegadidudAymneaia (p value 0.005) pehalsiniu
usilu late relapse wuimshinaglalieaiivatnlad
AMNLANASDE1SHTEEIATY WA subgroup high risk ¥4
msenund T subgroup residual tumor, subgroup
brain stem involvement wag subgroup T3-T4 (Chang
staging) nauiildonesiiatn Sanmmy late relapse tioe
nineg1eiitedAyn1eada (p value = 0.007, 0.001,
0.002 Audsi) Sauanaesnisanenil msanesedsa
funslieneivnda W concurrent wag adjuvant 34
Junsshwwnsgiulungu high risk

yanandl SinsAnwieiugisunisine Taens
Ainw1 German Trial HIT 917 W3suiigunislvieiadl
Udnneu visenas n1sanesed Inglunguusn Trigad
Urianeunsaesed digenalivndngns ifosfamide,
etoposide, intravenous high-dose methotrexate,
cisplatin, wa cytarabine a'aumjuﬁ" 2 lognativrinunds
9598 megualivrdn concurrent vincristine 495U
n152185%@ wazenalundn adjuvant cisplatine,
vincristine wag CCNU lagnudn nquusn viliiin
myelotoxicity lutaslasunisanesedunnnin vinliaesd
mMvgainNsRNeSIENaNAIgINT1 uagsEEEIAINITANY
Fadurundingu adjuvant chemotherapy Fedana

19 flguns

negative impact ¢ Lagn15fnen POG 903
Tiewadiuntn cisplatine Waz etoposide WaINIHIAR
AuAae CSI wagcyclophosphamide wag vincristine
Wigufiunguinasgiufe a1e3ed CSI ndsnsidia gy
A1y cisplatin, etoposide, cyclophosphamide waz
vincristine Tnevisaesnaulif CSI 35.2 Gy w3y Mo-1
waz 40 Gy d3u M2-3 wag posterior fossa boost 4
53.2 Gy d15U MO-1 waz 54.4 Gy 115U M2-3 ogsls

Anunu snsInssenTinn 29 vosnguilaenaiivida
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reunaznguianesdney lifinuunnsiiegedide
dAn1eedii 83% waz 90% mINEIRU wonni ms
% lsignsenaivrinues SIOP/
UKCSSG PNET-3 sl Tungaigfthae high risk M2-3 wudn

nguilasugnaiiinda (vincristine, etoposide,

finw Taylor LagAnly

carboplatin, cyclophosphamide) 4 cycle ne#aIN1g
N8R 28 Ju wagsSuneaun1Innesed (CSI 35 Gy saunu
posterior fossa boost 20 Gy) 5 year OS azﬁ 43.9%
ua 5 year EFS gl 34.7% Sslallédluninnisfinundun
founthil sefunsldeeiividnnmendenisaissdss
Junsshwmesguluiegdu

atalsfinnu esannnisinuwadae concurrent
chemoradiation musesadvdn 1 Y nendinig
rdnlugiaenga high risk Selallimanissnuiduiiin
wela FsdinmsnwiAertugasenaiivndn Tnenisdnu
989 SIMB 96" Anwiiivifudose-intense
chemotherapy 185U topotecan #aINITNIFA FionI
AIRYTIE (CSI 36 Gy dm3u M1 uag 39.6 Gy d1msu
M2, tumor bed boost 55.8 Gy) Waza1umeaiivitn
cisplatin, cyclophosphamide e vincristine 4 cycle,
cycle ay 4 dUaii (59 16 dUan) Taw 5 year OS Tu
nau high risk ogffl 70% aenslsfimulunsnuni fae
a3leisu peripheral blood stem cell %38 bone marrow
stem cell 33usglunng cycle vaspuaivtn

Jagthuiinisfinwiwes ACNS0332%? 3esnsiiisien
\Afiv1Un concurrent carboplatin isnfisan vincristine
Tugassunisaneded CSI saudianisifiy isotretionin 470
gnAdUIUn vincristine, cyclophosphamide uwag
cisplatin T4 adjuvant treatment fsfinansly
wun il 2 ogslsfnuenidediegseninanisingm
AossonansAnmely

nsSnuluglosenglioanda 3 U na:nisn

Medulloblastora wulsi 20-40% w84 brain tumor
Tufftheengtiosndn 1 T (msn) waeiluuamsnsinwil
LLmm;hqaaﬂ"LUeTiaLLﬁd']Lﬁuﬂéwaqmjuﬁ%ﬁé’wmww
W3R 1u desmoplastic/nodular 1130 ¥iin extensive
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70

nodularity winswennsallsalunguiinetgiessinuend
inflongunnnindesanuaeqtiade dnssdalild
complete resection vilagannin, Tonaiazny
leptomeningeal seeding 3111114313 50% laglaniznay
wnmsn saudafUlsiianadiafssainnissnule

89 iqlugrefunissnen vilvldaiunsasunns

17NN77
fnwaupsunmelussznaiivinzadld saudwatng
LABINdIN155n¥IATYU Laglanizneurocognitive
functionsiufis growth failure wagnasiia
leukoencephalopathy 3sfinms@nuifeafunisidouns
218598 Tnensfiny Baby POG Y Tugjae malignant
brain tumor flengliesnin 3 T (132/198 Ausgifosnin
2 U) oy 31% vesheidu medulloblastora $nwn
gl naiivadn 2 cycle w99 cyclophosphamide Wag
vincristine AU 1 cycle 984 cisplatine Wag etoposide
Faaglenafivhdnaunind disease progression wieau
Tinasu 2 T wdndulmenenaiiiisauazarssed
Taglunguiiindn gross total removal (GTR) wag MO
218598 CSI 24 Gy way posterior fossa boost £14 50 Gy
(anUTinusadmdeiiios 90% lugithefiengliosndn 2 7)
wanugihenguild 5 year 05 69% lndidsstugihe
standard risk 13U LLazéf’m%Uﬂa;mﬁmﬁm subtotal
tumor removal (STR), M1 %393l disease progression
Turslasveuaiivade aglasunisanssed CSl 35.2 Gy
waw boost 71 tumor bed &4 54 Gy Tagwuin response
rate s naiiiitaifissognufoageds 42% (s
complete response Waz partial response) wagil 1 year
PFS Tunguengiiosndt 2 T oefil 39% uay ngueny 2-3

WAUNIWA 2 LARIN1NAABISTesl 3 @11 ACNS 0332

Isotretinoln



T #181% Tawsauil 5 year PFS 329% uas 5 year OS 40%
Tundnad19LAe991nn155AYT A19595297R cognitive
function wasnIslasueaiivndauda 1 U wsudu
Uszansundfienguiniu wuiilifinnuuaneiuegng
fitfodndy Feduanmsinuil Seasuléi madeunis
messdlaglienaivitaluden aunsavitld Wevndn
doamatnadssnnnsaieiidlutieigd uazuans
Snwniiladuiiumela eghslsinnaniied progression of
disease viaiiloldfusaiivataouasy 2 U visengds
3 U ansunsunisane3ed

YoNINRTENISANWIVEY Rutkowski wazmpuz®

\Aeafunisli intraventricular methotrexate wag
intravenous methotrexate 911U cyclophosphamide,
leucovorin, vincristine, carboplatin ez etoposide 110
sk AiiunUn 3 cycles §ald complete response
azsimsanesdsioly Taowuin 5 year OS uaz PFS agfl
66% waw 58% nudeu Tnewiowus subgroup uds wu
Jngu GTR 31 5 year OS 93% uay PFS 82% luvaii
N STR 5 year OS oeffl 56% wag PFS oeffl 50%uaz
dnsnsmevaussiesadivniesoeaiengil 62%
(@nwilungu STR fianansniavuin tumor 1) oensls
Anunslef intraventricular methotrexate AaeAniledis
Hat19fE9389 neurocognitive function #ae dslunis
ﬁﬂmﬁwui’] 19 970 23 AU ATIANU asymptomatic
leukoencephalopathy 970 MRI vena iU mans
$nwiasu Aade 1Q snddsnesgudinifionglndifes

fueghafitdudfyy ogalsinmumuidsnsnnninineny
Inaidenlasunisanesidndeyanisdnwineunini

Mnmsinninsuslefinsandsansinvuaia
Hradesiienafniuluftasegtosnds 3 Ylasany
naugtheengtiesndt 1 U) Isllewlvienadivrdandsnis
H1AnAUNIGUIeaEdl progression of disease n3aKUe
219171071 3 U wddlin1sshwsien1sanesad wiens
finmsusudsuinusidnueiguesiiie (uaneny
FufiFudunisane$ed) Tagvusulsauziiadinume
Uszinelng (ThaiPOG)™ ledaviuuamanisnyusunm
4@ Csl muogiindsiuandumsned 4 wazagunis
$nwtae Medulloblastoma Tusnsnsdi 5

InAdANTSan9SLa

Craniospinal irradiation (CSI) photon technique

msdavingUae annsavileitari supine #38 prone
Ingdofivesin supine Ais fUedAuazAmINAUIBIINAT
Tosanznsanessdiseddszornauuitu CSl anunsn
Javludumiaduladenin deideds ldamnsoiu
youn field wiaswes €SI 1¢ Tuwaizdivin prone ax
aunsaiuvean field CSI uasiiusosse (gap) U104
field €SI witfUnsonasimnulsiauiesluinduinniy
uenniimadl immobilization Tasgfasaslantinin
o1 e WiiumisfswenardnevesfiiveglndiAv s
wnilan

M19197 4 a3uUTinusad CSluag boost Tugtheengdesnin 3 U 61984910 Thai POG ©*

Age MO M+

12-18 mo Posterior fossa or tumor bed 54-60 Gy CSI 12 Gy Posterior fossa or tumor
bed 54-60 Gy

18-24 mo CSI 12 Gy Posterior fossa or tumor CSI 18 Gy Posterior fossa or tumor
bed 54-60 Gy bed 54-60 Gy

24-36 mo CSI 18 Gy Posterior fossa or tumor CSI 24 Gy Posterior fossa or tumor
bed 54-60 Gy bed 54-60 Gy

>36 mo CSI 24 Gy Posterior fossa or tumor CSI 36 Gy Posterior fossa or tumor

bed 54-60 Gy

bed 54-60 Gy
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M19199 5 agunsinwdiae Medulloblastoma

Surgery

Radiation Adjuvant CMT

Standard risk waz 218> 3 Maximal Safe resection
ﬂ, MO, residual tumor

<1.5cm’

High risk (M1, residual
tumor >1.5cm?)

Maximal Safe resection

IA
w
[md 3

Maximal Safe resection

e  yaulunm field spine

Standard field Tulaguu As single posterior field
(gantry 180 0ern) w30019ld multiple fieldsiiioLfisl
homogeneity Wag conformity saudsanu3ua high
dose meatulrdnafss ag1alsinuusuna low dose
seeurrdnafesiininniuge

Inferior border : ¥8Ud14%84 thecal sac 310
sagittal view %84 MRI spine finagfifuvis vaua19ves

S2 (@nagavisedninil Yuivengvesrioe)

Superior border : YaUUUBYUILIN C5-6 (ANl
mfigaidullly uelifalug) Welwuiinassdann
U3nseuniu field whole brain lnuusinifsus uazyes
Unnifesiign

Lateral border: 1 . fut19sie vertebral body

WAz ATOUARN sacral nerve root

WN']EJL‘WC{]] © WINAINYNNYRY field spine WINLAY
maximal field length vpuA3e1859E Jududedl 2
isocenters sinl4n13me field WUU feathering technique
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7 on 22 avun 1 unsiAU - Juigu 2559

1. CSI 23.4 Gy with
vincristine — PF boost to
54-55.8 Gy or PF boost to

36 Gy with tumor bed boost
to 54-55.8 Gy 2. CSI 36 Gy
(no concurrent CMT) with
tumor bed boost to 54-55.8
Gy

Cisplatine Based CMT

CSI 36 Gy concurrent with
vincristine —> PF boost to
54-55.8 Gy or Tumor bed
and residual tumor boost to
54-55.8 Gy

Cisplatin Based CMT

Delay radiation (Until
progression of disease
during CMT or 3 yr old or
complete 2 years of CMT)
UNEILIF : Radiation dose
AN Thai POG

teanU3anal hot spot 1o cold spot fimatinlausiau
fe field lneniswdsuruin field Tunnqduany, 5
fractions (nLiinvsean dUaviaz 1 93.) MUAINA 2

o vaulun field whole brain

nsaneadionau brain parenchyma Mavisin wag
C spine AufeT98s0AUIBUUUYY field spine Uil C

n’]‘wﬁ 2 wapsni9sia fields tng feathering technique



5-6 level lagld right lateral waz left lateral opposed
fields une1adin151de9 gantry v uluiulaud way 20
Uszamen LiloanuSinasdiiens divereent T saudsdl
msdin collimator tieliuunlfusadan spine field
§i divergence Fun Taednoen collimator ANGAT

L /2
SSD J

~

: af Ly/2
{ % \{)“,m,, =tan [%]
I \ | \" Kl\ I:\alma

umnngen :I \I“I I': \\

ANT 3 LARNNITATUINANAIYN collimator WaT couch Tifias

15uileannisfeusiuues divergent beam

(arctan(L/2)/SSD) tazln couch angle \ioan divergence
beam ¥o4 field whole brain fio1alunnnsenuuiinm
spine 1 TngAmyumnaigns (arctan(L/2)/SAD) (anailuans
Tunnd 3)

e  yaulun Posterior fossa boost
cTv
Inferior margin : C1
Superior margin : Tentorium cerebella
Lateral margin : Bones of occiput g temporal

bone

PTV

3-5 findlms margin 910 CTV Juagiu viauas
AuiveinnsIvaeuiuvsluiosneSadildlugag
218598 Inemisaguils posterior clinoid wag C1/C2

walle field 914 0191y wedge pair Inglvwuuluiu
temporal bone wagld wedge tiioan hot spot USIad
posterior WagLiiy homogeneity AUNNT 4

o yaulun Tumor bed boost

Tumor bed : $198991nVULIAVRAADUNLLSINBY
e wiUSulasumunednaTiudsulundanisende
HATATBUARA resection cavity oy 5@‘141@5@‘171"1/16%‘1/15@@&“]

CTV : iuveulwn 1-2 @i, 910 tumor bed wiilil
AUNTEAN wazduiliae tentorium cerebella (MU
finwn SIMB 96 CTV 2818 2 Lwuflums 270 tumor bed
TneUsused 54-55.8Gy luvaefinsdnw SIMB 03
CTV 9878 1 wudlums 310 tumor bed T4UTuas e
54 Gy©")

MNA 4 LaRINNTANeseR posterior fossa boost Wag 14 wedge
WaL5unnsnszanafed

v vy
o a

PTV : Winuauwn 3-5 13, 910 CTV Neiguiuail
LATAINNDYBINITATIVABUA WAL L LRI u S @ Nl
IS5 9E

Tnewaiianisane 1esen tumor bed sinlndiu
brain stem, spinal cord 52184 cochlear Farugessea
Usinadedsioafeazimani mn 3D-CRT luanunsals
Usinau§adfimunzauld e1afiansan inverse planning
technique 11 IMRT %38 VMAT lu boost plan Liaifi
conformity uazanU3inassdgegeioardnafesilang
andnadiu (il 5)
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MNA 5 WAAIN19RN859E tumor bed boost aeldimaila VMAT

Jgy1131nn152718598 CSI A8 conventional
technique A dose inhomogeneity L& inconformity
iluusim spine, posterior fossa Wag tumor bed 4
finsAnwiefunisanesed multiple field, IMRT,

38-40;

helical tomotherapy®®*” (nW# 6) FanunaunsaLivy
homogeneity way conformity lesnnTu saisanusune

FedgadeaTeirunidiufes a1NITanHATINABITULTS

a = v Ay ] v £
MR 6 1WaLaunisanaie@sag tomotherapy (Anwtne)
LAz Linacs based (#11277)®

Brip

!.
L]
3
3

1

-

P P o S
MR 7 wamadiunuiiantaueduasiileigednaAgsannnig

218598 craniospinal irradiation®

2 a - neanafddaelnnew, nw b : nsanafdsie
aunAldsnay
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1afn11 59md field size 10919071 @wnsoantyniies
m3sie field lasenslsAinunuinnisaeds IMRT agnu
low dose 7 organ at risk LLNINTUMIBLFU

nmsangsuanoslusneu

win135n¥1 Medulloblastoma sen1sanessd CSl
MenaIn1w1dn arlinanssnuilunisaiuaulsalinou
fradmala winsSnwineliAnnadrafesiuiuaele
wnniuify Lilesann fields Csl dvunelug) anadnades
SYOTIRUUNAU WU Had1aAswmeszuulainine (lay
RNIENIAN8593 CSI Tamdumsireaiiuntn), seunds,
Aduld, endeu, nduduin uariidffe nadhades
FLELH YU Ugym1ms neurocognitive function, s5UU
sowlsvie, A1ugy, Wi, nastewdla uasyia usiu
ufverainuzidauisiidesanuansenuresisdse
oY Und Sadudesiidesiioy T Lﬁaﬂmﬂijﬂwﬁawﬁq
Ton88us1 ware e uNTYTUNATIUABITEL I VA
luouan desdwaronunmdinvesiiaslanss Jadl
nsfnwAafunisanesdvinlusneudedquauln
brage peak fianunsoanuiunadidsesfoazunftrades

M uavane Ty

A15ANW dosimetric study w84 Clair WH'
U 2004 wud M Sedlusneu TugUie medulloblas-
toma asnsnanUsuusdresivizunidiafedldedi
feddey Weununsane$sdaae photon laiazidu
3D-CRT 30 IMRT TagU3unaudsdil cochlear (D90) an
971 101.2% U84 prescribe dose Tu conventional 3D-
CRT photon wag 33.4% Tu IMRT widewiss 2.4% Tu
proton treatment USwaissdaivala (D50) anasain
72.2% wag 29.5% v04 prescribed dose Tu 3D-CRT uay
IMRT photon treatment 1@de 0.5% &13u proton
treatment n13AN®Y1 dosimetric study SauAU clinical
study U84 Yuh GE wagauglul 20042 wuin U3
S3@USind cochlear, vertebral body ey exit dose ¥4
CSI UShnutasen gaiinstu Mnnsanesadviialusnau
tosninnneu og1sivuddey sudddwunnvidiabeon
177 lymphocyte i1 augasinnsanesdlunisaiesie
TWanew wigheaglasueaiivninseninaessdme
Ao wenaninatrafsndeundusu wu aauld



A = < & = v & a '
91ieu eems WWulhn Wuee finy drudurilali
sukse uazldfifUaefdesinnisaneSedainuadnaufe s
na1n uenantdulin1sAny) systematic review 199

@ Aerfunadnafeeszazeny tawn

Fossati P. Lasany
ruusianlivie, MaasaAulavessTINMewasnIYan, N3
Wannmsmeaneswazaiilya, nainususisiiaes,
nshagu, HasesyuvdUNUS, quamvesunsuetyUae,
nastorfila waz Uon lunsaeded CSl Sensinuiiiaue
71 intensity modulated spot scanning proton therapy
with multiportal simultaneous optimization (IMPT)
oduitnilfiausaannatrafsssvevenavaiily
pgnslsfinunadneAessrezedeiossenisanunig
Aatiasaly usien9asUaNNIsAnen dosimetric study
wazdoyavnanadaildnaniludieiuin msanesd csl
felusmeuanadumadeniidmadenviaiioannatn
\Reaaszardunarszezeniiionniatuldlugae

Medulloblastoma

19Nd1S9109v

mssnunisnauuivaolsn Medulloblastoma (Recurrent

medulloblastoma)

wiiagiunsine Medulloblastoma atuiiin
wala agdlsfmy fuieuseana 20-30% §apswunisn
Fuunwedlsa Tne 1 Ty 3 ssnumsfiSuansd uay 1
U 3 WU sunsnsEae uay 8n 1Ty 3 nuiiEesedns
s ngdmunnuainisnavanagiinniely 3 Jusn
wien15itade lngonanunisnszaneludinszgnuie

9 Ars$nwmanasnisieaivide

lunsegnlaunu
U high dose cyclophosphamide, melphalan,
carboplatin, thiotepa, etoposide {usiu 3ufunsugn
delunszgn Jagduiivansy msdnuniididsduiuey
VINSANINUIT awnsawiia disease free survival I
11 20-25% o
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