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Value of the CT radiomics combined with clinical features

in the prediction of EGFR mutation in lung adenocarcinoma
LI Jian-wei' , YANG Zhao> , WANG Xiao-lei’ ,ZHANG Shu-hai* , XIE Zong-yu’
(1. School of Medical Imaging ,Bengbu Medical College ,Bengbu Anhui 233030 ;2. Department
of Radiology , The First Affiliated Hospital of Bengbu Medical College ,Bengbu Anhui 233004 ,China)
[ Abstract ] Objective:To explore the predictive efficacy of CT radiomics combined with clinical features in predicting EGFR mutation
in lung adenocarcinoma. Methods : The clinical data of 125 patients with lung adenocarcinoma were retrospectively analyzed ,the patients
were divided into the training group (n =74) and verification group (n = 51). The radiomics features were extracted based on CT
radiomics. The support vector machine (SVM) classifier was used to construct the clinical model, radiomics model and joint model,
respectively. The receiver operating characteristic curve( ROC) and area under the curve (AUC) were used to evaluate the predictive
efficacy of model. Results:The AUC of clinical model, radiomics model and joint model in training group were 0. 749 (0. 653 —0.843) ,
0.818(0.711 —0.898) and 0. 860 (0. 760 —0.930) , respectively. The AUC of clinical model, radiomics model and joint model in
verification group were 0.753(0.612 —0.863),0.797 (0.661 —0.896) and 0.855(0.728 —0.938) , respectively. Conclusions ; For
the prediction of EGFR mutation status in lung adenocarcinoma,the CT radiomics features are superior to clinical factors and CT signs.
The radiomics combined with clinical factors and CT signs can further improve the prediction efficiency.

[ Key words | lung adenocarcinoma;epidermal growth factor receptor mutation ;radiomics
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1.1 —f&FAH EE 2019 - 2020 A3 B 27 e 2R
— i = B A 8 125 191 28908 FHLUE S Sk il B e B4 98
N, 551 1,2 74 ), 405 29 ~ 82 % N ARRIHE:
(1) RHT 2 J& 32 52 B MR CT #idr; (2) CT
R A B AR AL AT ATIAIT ;5 (3) o BEESE S Jili R 5
(4) I IRBERLSERE . HEBRBRUE: (1) RHET 2 F N AL
Z BB NS CT KA (6 f) 5 (2) RIEATHRIA T
ARIAIT (8 i) 5 (3) CT Kt B 252 3 72 4 1 sk J 3
PEIRIT (3 1) 5 (4) AR J5 s B 52 K A il i 96 (8
) 5 (5) A I BH ZE P Jili AN sk ol Al fil 356 95 4% (8
) 5 (6) I IRBERA TR (3 #) .
A5 A EGFR 22745 77 {4, B 4= A EGFR
48 i, 4% MR 6.4 BEHL S W ZRdL (2 74 5], Hop
EGFR %875 49 {5, B4 B EGFR 25 4] ) AgE4H (3
51 ), Hrh EGFR 287F 28 4], %74 & EGFR 23 #]) .
I AR GBI R AR RS 0] B S . AT A BB AR
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1.2 BELFE Fram AR CT it

UE, KA a2 A SE R I ABUEMY , 3
HYEHE M 2R Z K, R GE Revolution 256 HE
CT( GE Healthcare, USA) , & HiL £ 120 kV, % HL i
380 mA ,#2#E 0.992: 1, HEF 444 mm x 444 mm , F3
JZIRAZBEEY A 5 mm, % 98 800 HU, i i — 700
HU, BHEE =2 EH 0. 625 mm,
1.3 CTAER o4 FEAEHREE R ETR T,
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FE DY 3% 5 M EZE Fr DL K 6 AR AL 2 F R AR
FRY , BREMERILEYI SR AR 1 A9 AUC ¥ T
AR BRI R AL (WL 2)  BRARAL &
ZH AR RAST R ELA T 2 A TR (LT 4) .
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2 2k, 664, 2878 RIEGFRIM B9 A

®1 MBRERANERERS CT RS ;8B (%) ]

i B B
8
EGFR( -)(n=25)  EGFR( +)(n=49) X P EGFR( -)(n=23) EGFR( +)(n=28) X P
i % 63.24 £12.89 60.47 £8.27 0.98*  >0.05 63.21 £10.31 62.75 +9.39 0.17" >0.05
P
b 12 (48.0 18 (36.7 15 (65.2 6 (21.4
(48.0) (36.7) 0.87 >0.05 (65.2) (21.4) 10. 00* <0.01
T 13 (52.0) 31 (63.3) 8 (34.8) 22 (78.6)
A
H 5(20.0) 23 (46.9) 5(21.7) 15 (53.6)
5.11 <0.05 5.36 <0.05
% 20 (80.0) 26 (53.1) 18 (78.3) 13 (46.4)
KAV em 2.80(1.35-5.40)  3.00(2.10 -4.00) 0.532%  >0.05 3.27+1.85 3.34+1.67 0.14" >0.05
F 16 (64.0) 26 (53.1) 7 (30.4) 14 (50.0)
0.81 >0.05 2.00 >0.05
AEL 9 (36.0) 23 (46.9) 16 (69.6) 14 (50.0)
UL
T 24 (96.0 42 (85.7 4 (17.4 1(3.6
i (96.0) (85.7) 0.91* >0.05 (17.4) (3.6) 1.39 >0.05
TR 1 (4.0) 7 (14.3) 19 (82.6) 27 (96.4)
SMHE
f 18 (72.0) 41 (83.7) 18(78.3) 23 (82.1)
1.40 >0.05 0.01 >0.05
% 7 (28.0) 8 (16.3) 5(21.7) 5(17.9)
EHITE
A 7 (28.0) 26 (53.1) 7 (30.4) 17 (60.7)
4.21 <0.05 4.65 <0.05
o 18 (72.0) 23 (46.9) 16(69.6) 11 (39.3)
i g
P 3 13 (52.0) 12 (24.5) 14 (60.9) 7(25.0)
) 5.60 <0.05 6.71 <0.01
el 12 (48.0) 37 (75.5) 9 (39.1) 21 (75.0)
=<1
H 5(20.0 14 (28.6 10 (43.5 8 (28.6)
(20.0) (28.6) 0.64 >0.05 (43.5) ( 1.23 >0.05

x 20 (80.0) 35 (71.4) 13 (56.5) 20 (71.4)
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i bR IIF4]
” EGFR( -)(n=25) EGFR( +)(n=49) X P EGFR( -)(n=23) EGFR( +)(n=28) x° P
(14
i 3 (12.0) 12 (24.5) 1.60 >0.05 28.7) 5(17.9) 0.29* >0.05
X 22 (88.0) 37 (75.5) 21 (91.3) 23 (82.1)
FINIRIE
H 4 (16.0) 15 (30.6) . 0,08 6 (26.1) 6 (21.4) 015 0.0
% 21 (84.0) 34 (69.4) 17 (73.9) 22 (78.6)
25 AE
f 6 (24.0) 12 (24.5) 0.00 0,05 4 (17.4) 5(17.9) o1 0.0
% 19 (76.0) 37 (75.5) 19 (82.6) 23 (82.1)
2 AE
1(4.0 ) ) )
H (4.0) 1(2.0) B Loo” 1(4.3) 3(10.7) o.10% 0,05
% 24 (96.0) 48 (98.0) 22 (95.7) 25 (89.3)
7SR CREAR
A 5(20.0) 4 (8.2) L o0? 0,05 4(17.4) 5(17.9) 011t 0.0
% 20 (80.0) 45 (91.8) 19 (82.6) 23 (82.1)
J R i <
H 1 (4.0) 2(4.1) 1(4.3) 3(10.7)
0.37* >0.05 0.10* >0.05
x 24(96.0) 47(95.9) 22(95.7) 25(89.3)
SR Yl
A 5(20.0) 19 (38.8) ) 66 0,08 4 (17.4) 7(25.0) o.10% 0.0
% 20(80.0) 30(61.2) 19(82.6) 21(75.0)
ufii ez
A 10(40.0) 33(67.3) 8(34.8) 22(78.6)
5.09 <0.05 10. 00 <0.01
¥ 15(60.0) 16(32.7) 15(65.2) 6(21.4)
W R
H 11(44.0) 23(46.9) 0,06 008 13(56.5) 10(35.7) - 0.0
% 14(56.0) 26(53.1) 10(43.5) 18(64.3)
i 35 T
H 11(44.0) 20(40.8) 7(30.4) 12(42.9)
0.07 >0.05 0.83 >0.05
% 14(56.0) 29(59.2) 16(69.6) 16(57.1)
s B
H 4(16.0) 11(22.4) 5(21.7) 7(25.0)
0.43 >0.05 0.07 >0.05
X 21(84.0) 38(77.6) 18(78 .3) 21(75.0)
IRV N A NGY N
ﬁ 10(40.0) 13(26.5) L0 005 8(34.8) 11(39.3) ol 005
I 15(60.0) 36(73.5) 15(65.2) 17(60.7)

7R L AR Z 18 R (8 VORB IR
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AHESE B LR TR AR AL 45 5 i PR i Ji e
EGFR ZRADIRZ AL RE . ARBFITILNA 6 1
SR “F FRAE XS il B EGFR 1) 5 AR IR 248 47 131
AN R AR UEZH A AUC 2050355 T 0. 818
0.797 i/ Tla RN RS CT IER A BSRE, 4
PRI A S RN RS CTIER 5, FE B 24 g

13— R, AUC 4351353 T 0. 860 5 0. 855,
JER T AT EE J1 . ZHANG 251 (i 73 4
TR 2N EGFR 19 58 AR MR A ELA B AR 1% F
SRE, HAE U ZRd] SR UELL /9 AUC 4391 80. 759 |
0. 770, P F I R AE £ 5 52 AR AL 2F R AR 5 G i R AR
A, H AUC 430042 =51 0. 861 0. 872 , AHFFT 45

BARGZ —80, AR R BT IR 52 AR 5550 (A
CT .MRI,PET-CT) %4k 0 7] % & B 5218 FRAE , AR it
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R AR AL AT RS MERE B b, R AR
Wl T LS B ML AR A AN REIK B 1Y BT K die
B AL TG RIE S 2 WX T a0
5 R X AT AERE R 10 A A A R 1) I K s T Il
PRI FA S A

B3 BT 3 1 A 5 AR A 2 A
Fz2 3 FERFEINSRAFRIEAPE AUC
AUC(95% CI)
VIIE R Lanil
IR 0.749(0.653 ~0.843) 0.753(0.612 ~0.863)
AR ERR 0.818(0.711 ~0.898) 0.797(0.661 ~0.896)
ISR 0.860(0.760 ~0.930) 0.855(0.728 ~0.938)
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W FEEAE A — B R AIE (First order) , T4 14 J&%
DGHR DX I IR BE (R AT R BEIN AR E 4R Y 48 X0
BUEBOR , F7R H A 0 B 28 19 BE R #2255 1E 2540 A
2 S EERROR Y AURIF ST & B, iR EGFR 28
AR S Y AL I B O BB R R, XS
DIGUMARTHY 45" (YRS A — B, Heobh, — I
TIFSE A B W RS W LA Ay g ol A A 1Y
B EY A B T B A PEAG EGFR 28 748 R i
o NP AR R YT RN, IH— A RUEE DX S 1
)1 (size zone non-uniformity normalized , SZNN) J&
TR JE X8 K /N 5 BE ( gray level size zone matrix,
GLSZM) F#E , Ay 85 B SCHURRAIE | J2 i B R AN R OR
NIRRT AR PE A B AR —I500F 298 451l
NHHFFE S o BFE A W kEF-49 CT ) VOI i
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J&= EGFR RAF W fa i 3|, AR 45 R 5 2 — 3L,
TERATH 2047, JE T CT BEG A0 fifod B K B AR T
AN EGFR 2875 (1) I 25 F0 P 7, i 3 T 52 AR 4 2
Wi K 2D H 44 (%)) ( Maximum 2D diameter
Column) 15 EGFR 2R, AT N, ixX Fp
255 AT LIS o M bR DU SR RE . CT L IPAl M
BRI i K2 BT TS, B R T
JI IR () — 4R B T3 T RUST A SE AR A 2 R iR 0 5
JET A . AU & B EGFR 2878 AU 5 By A
TR il g o5 A TE WM . GGO g I 2 iy TIA7AE
TS, Jemriral e R IEWE B GGO LU M
i J5E 22 7 & EGFR 28 48 BH P 1% ik ~7 130 0 A 7
DANG %) [ B 5% [R) B B0 0F T 3% 45 S, WANG
A0 ) EGFR 2878 R R85 A 1 GGO A FH
o3 LB S TP A R N X — 25 2R T B 5 EGFR
SRASAENNRE Sy 32 R i vh SR WA G, HiAE CT |k
WH LN GO S E ML, BTt A B
53 R EGFR ARSI GGO Jok, 77 A 4 i
(1) J5L A AT RE SRR A IR PR 22 T B, BFEE
SRR e LA A e R R S R R A
FEPh R T , 8 3505 kh S0 AR AE | B BG4 CT 1
GHATIIIE

ARIFFAFAE LA R Z AL (1) AR /N (2)
Skt VOI J& f BN BHEE A= F-3h o3 B S8 i, — 8 PR B
2 BERE LR A R R A g A
GGO o A ERIAELL T, e 40 5 548
T IE BB SE BTy ARG  ME G A B 255 (3)
AHIRGE g BRI 5T, A7 — RE IR

S FRATHIBIE S & B B EGFR 2828 4R 8
5RO SR U SRR 22 (R AFAE — 0 B AH S, ' 1R
ZH 2 EEAT B S 5 EGFR 28728 (VS TE B A= 1
FRichy, X SRR E S G im RN R 5 CT k4 J5 7] LA
T A e, 000 il R 9 B9 EGFR 2 28 4R 45, N EGFR
SR N Bl PR HENR T S B S
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