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diomics B & U radiogenomics FFZEIZH#EA TV S S DD,
radioproteomics 72 DA I B ST TlE A7 O D 7w,

KIFFEIL, RIEOFMHIZHDEEY X7 12T 5
LbOTH5. & hoKoFTITMigsREOTT —%
B S8 ) BSAMBEAEICIHEEL T B2, £
D &) S AN % FERR L THET 5 0EOMMA D
fiiboTwad, AEMBOBKRMEIE, PAMEEZ &
A9 5 & HLA (b FHIMERBUR) %240 L CHllesb iz
O ERRT 5. T AL TCR (T AL 25 14) %
LT INZ Bk LML 2 2 & TOAMIE 2 B
T5. BADREZD NTVDE ZOHMAE I AGIE
B EIER™. LaL, PAO—EImEEH
PoHENDL IO, FHRRER FMICHELEL, B0
AP 2 T M I RERR S L Ze v &9 1903 & $0i 5
. ZOL) RENHONREN LS OPRET = v
IsRA P THB. PAMBOFRECTHEBLL TW
HPDL1 &)y oy L, THiBORMmIZZES
LTCWBPD1 W) S v BAREE LA,
THIEIZ T L —F 0500, BAMEEZZETE 2w
FIEIHI ORISR 5. HEF = v 7 KA ¥ FHEHA
1%, PLPD-L1 HifALPL PD1Hitfh 2 T, fEF = v
2 RA Y MyTTdhADPDLYPD1 D7 L —F % iy
52 LT, THRADPAMBEZEETELLHI2T5
(Fig. 1).

AWZE T, BT RS RETF = v 7 KA ¥ Mo

HAMU M 27 2R



| 1137

How Immune Checkpoint Inhibitor Work
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T- O EATEEDS BT E B PIZ OV THRET 5.
FIETF = v 7 KA Y M FOEESB WSS, 2F D
BAMBEBETEZ 2 WIREBOLEIZIE, ZoGE) %
HESZZET, BEFzy 7 RA 2 NHERIDRR
TLUERENEL D EEZONDY. Lh>T,
b LG RICRET = v 7 RSV M T O
THERPEEN T 0IE, RIEF =y 7K,V
NHER D ZRN T 5 BE & IR W R AT TS
% radioproteomics FFZEASHER T & 2 W HEMEDSH 5 .

1. B &
1-1 EERHEH

ARFEEETIX, The Cancer Imaging Archive @ The Cancer
Genome Atlas Breast Invasive Carcinoma (TCGA-BRCA)
% JHv72Y. TCGA-BRCA I21&, 139 BIDFLATA EH O
MR %, FHEME5, mRNA, SNP 7% &0 7 — & 5L
ENTw5. Lal, IXTOEFTELZS L OIFE
0 MR Wi {4 & BIZFIHEHAHR > TV DD TidZ W,
TITARERTHE, ROZ(OBETHREA SN TV
PRI E RS T, S 5535 1), 7> mRNA 77— % 7%
BB 49 FER T BN L TEBRICH W2, 2B, AWZED
TR D720, REARFOMBFELEZEROKRE LG
TWwa (fiBes 1534 7).

12 BEFREBICLBIREF IV IRIL bFFD
AN & AEM
TCGA-BRCA 77— % X— ZH D RNA-Seq 77— % £ 1),
49EBIDO MRNA 7 — ¥ G L7z, bR )T
b — A f#HT (transcriptome profiling) O =T FEE D %E
Hfifi (gene expression quantification) = ¥ ™7 > 12— F L
T, BIzTRETHEBE % EHIL L 7 transcripts per kilo-
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Cases with high PD-L1 expression were defined as those with high activity of immune checkpoint molecules

base million (TPM) #H1EAS TNz T— & % B CTHE
BRI L7z, Figure 113, MEEHIC 3 _TOIER D FEEx
EHFS, M PDLl ORBEZ BINL 2 & 2O
%R L TWAD. PDLI OFEBIZ L - T THIKONE
BT L —F 0o TV AIERZ REF v 7 KA
Y NHER O ESETE DER & E 272 BRI
BUBREF <y 7 B Y FHEF ORI 10%-20%
EHEENTWEY 2 EE L, PDLIEHED L
B20% % IEF v 7 KA ¥ b FOWETEA E B
(10 ER), ZNDA 2 iHEAMERCEE (B9 ER]) & LT
EFL72. 2502 D MR W4 radiomics L &=
EHAWTHRHTEZ NIV THF 1T 7.

1-3 Radiomics 42 DETHAEI

49 FEBI$ T O MR B RIZAT LT, JES O D
WRERDATA AMGE VKGRI L, JE5HEE % %
BO1N (BHRNGTHSMLER) PFHTY—F >~
TERATV, RFEEFMHERL, LEPHNIBIEEZTT-
7z. Figure 2 IZJEB B O~ —F v 7 OB 2 RT. F
72, MFRMBOIERLELTH 72012, $3TO MR H 5
(T FAEORAMEDS 0, FAMAI1023 127 5 &9 IZH
T BB AR 2 4T o 72, KIS, JEBS I 5 275 18
H @ radiomics & % 51l L 72. Radiomics 5 = O
FHINCIE, — AR IR TW A EERITY 7 v <
7 MaZda (Version 4.6) '™ % fl\v»7-. 2753 H o R
X, EA NS T ARBEIEH, BREAROFHES
HH, Y VY7 REDLT 7 AT v FifE 20 1
H, WSS 5% 2 b &7 IR
#:0 { Haralick 7 7 A F v J§ft& 220 HH, HCO W
ETNWVICEDSSFMESHE, V-7 Ly MZED
HF#E 16 JHH TdH 4. Radiomics F & % 51l 4 %
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Original Image

Fig. 2 Example of manually segmented tumor region

WDINT X —F 1%, MaZda D7 7 + )V Ml % F\W7z,
B 21X, Haralick 7 7 A F ¥ H#E % 5Hll 5 2 B i
FE L FRATH 2 FHE T AR NT A — F 1, R
16, MM OHHEE 1~5, HIIE 0, 458, 905,
1BETH L. RUFZETIE, BEEO~Y—F 2 70EN
WCRELEEEZIT VL)L, KRESRBIRICHET
% radiomics FFEREIZMHA L T, Tz, BERH
MBI THDLI s, BEOKELEBEH LT
7 AF v EHEEFHIIL Tn b,

1-4 Radiomics 482 D:&4R

Radiomics ### & 13 275 HH T 1), EBRIZH W72 4E
BI%Hs 49 (275> 49) JEBITH L7200, DO F £ TIEGR
BT v 7 RA Y MO EARNEEE T 57
DOHBHEBMO T AL ENTE RV, 2D
B, BN H 7 radiomics S E % # IR L CTIKRIT % HI
WY 5 LEHDH A, Radiomics S IR % HE 14T
I &, BHREEICH L CERT S, EBRL V028
DHEZ SN0, 27513 5 radiomics FFEE x,, 1,
e Koy D 2T Y DA B DEIZOWVWTIHNRL Z LI
) BENTRY., — M2, FEErz—>7 28
ML T RN & EFGEPRH SN D5 E605% W5,
COFETIEIHHERLOKFEREZERETEIREN
FAEDEDR WL OD 5 LIZRG 2 WHEDNH L. £ 2
TARWIZE TIE, least absolute shrinkage and selection op-
erator (Lasso)"™ " % F\v» CHIBIZ A F 7 radiomics 454
BEEIR L7z, Lasso = fl W 7245 s 0 BN Cl3 b E
ORGSR T H L HEERT LI LN TE L7120,
VHEWEIHETREWHAEGLEEZHRLI LN TE S,
AWZE TR E L CREITHRRLZ2B T AT 4 v
7 e R L7272, Lasso {3k (1) TH5-2 51 5.

Segmented tumor region

/}lasso
al T b+’ 5
=1?a;({2[yi(ﬂo+ﬂ x;)—log(1+e” ") j-;|ﬁ]|;

0.
’ i=1

ZZT, y i FHOREMOREF =y 7KLV Ny T
DWEVEEARTEEOEHR, « 13 radiomics H# & OMHE, B,
EEIHE, B LEAREL, pTIE By, B, B) N MV
DHLE, A=0 1 3HM/NESVEHIET /87 2 =% p
1% radiomics FitE OB A £ T, AKWFzeTiE, RO
W TEMREZ KO 5 B2, Leaveone-out % F\»
72" Leave-one-out ¥4 % SR L 7 FLHIZ R AT CTIE R 5.
MEtatro 79— 7 8 TdhbHREE (Version 4.1.2)
D% cvglmnet (Version 4.1-4) % W iuX, p k& w
OV AT 4 ZARETFNVOEMERIER KO
LIEHNTELY. ZOXHICLTROZZRAD LI
L CTEMRBEOMEAE T4 5 %\ radiomics Fifi= %

NOBIRL 7.

15 @EEF v IR M FOEMEERNEEDH R
AWFZE i, HPEEICT Y 27 1 v Z EEE RN
L7z, REF v 78 A Y Mo THEHETH 2HEE
p(xp), RNEMWETH 2HERE po(x;8)=1—p(x;8) & L
72, p(xp) 13k (2) THASN A Y,

1
T+expl—(fo+ frar+ ot By )} (2)

h(x;B)=

TIT, BMEe)=1/A+exp(—2)) &, TV AT 1 v
TR ENEND., BV AT 4y JBBICATIT AL
¥z OEB531E radiomics J¥BE & O E AR OIS
ATHY, nkICD radiomics FFEEZEH CTHH D 726

HAMU M 27 2R
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Fig. 3 Illustration of discrimination by logistic regression

ORFREZERT 5. ATz DL, GEEGI 255
R GBI OLETFTOELLIZHEREL, ED L5 WEE
NTW20hzEEfbL7zbDTHY), AT AT 14y
IBEBANDOARINR D, O AT 4y 7 BB ATO
2fE% 00705 1.0 DWERICEIRT B 012l S b
(Fig. 3). Y A7 4 v 7EEoOEIEZ UL, &
BTz 7 KA L MGFANEMEL T2 WA e
THHENE0, AT 2O IMEZREF LTV
FIEDH 5.

AW TIEO D AT 4 v 7 \W)HET IV O5E LEFb
|2 Leave-one-out % $£f] L 7-. Leave-one-out %%, n ff®
FEBI D 5 —2DFEB Z I L, n—1HOHEF THHE
BT oI B L2 1ERZ T A P 5T ETH
. ZOEEE n B RS LT, nHOREG %
fliss. L7zds>T, ¥HET A MPMILIZFTHNIT
V2% . Radiomics FF#m OFER & [F UFHli 7k 2 3R H 9
52T, HFEHLTANOBIZT—4 ) =7 — (data
leakage) 23584 L T\ 7o\, B 72 ik B 258 O BFAM 1L,
receiver operating characteristic (ROC) BH ## DL o i f&
(area under the curve: AUC) % H\»TA7 - 7. ROC fig#T
121E, ¥ TRFTHSE &N/ LABROC 7))V I1) X 4
i AV

1-6 Radiomics 3 EZED 7 — 2 5 D e[ Rk

% K IG D radiomics FFB = Z TN H DD ORE N %
EWMAERFEL-F F 20 TERIATENLE, AT
FTRTDHZENTE D729, radiomics Fi &= & 0%
F v 7R Y M FOEEOBRESTHILTE 5.
AWFZETIE, 2 WIC R EERE G (multidimensional scal-
ing: MDS) ' % F\» T n K IC D radiomics 4 8 & 22 [
% 2 RICZEMIZ I L 72, MDS (2R RAE S 52 & I
ENBBWILRTCHBED O EDTH Y, FRENDIE
B[ O radiomics FFEE DOBEE % fR¥F L 72 IREE T X
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TORER % 2 RTTZEMIZH T 2 FETH L. BAW
(20X, BREGIHE OBBLEEATY] 2 H v CTRIE O ZE 111751
eVE L, TOMDITHIOEA N7 Mz HWT 2R
TCIHHE T 2 Y RBFE CEE AR T, WHEHT RIS
BT v 7R Y M TFOEEEANEEE T S
BB EEINTEDNENE VW) ZETHL. £ T,
n RICZEM T @ radiomics FFE & O 534 & 2 IRTLZE2H 12
BRLTIHLL, ZofEReE81 7.

2 & R

Table 1 12 Lasso 12 & - TEIR S 4172752 D radiomics
BHME 2R, 727AF Y ICHTAEMEN=2
(#1,3,4), HURRET VIS 25D =D (#2,6),
EEE 2 M7 NS L REEED D (#5) RSN
7z, 25 O radiomics FEBLE O FEMIZ OV TIESCR Y
N7, EIR S U7 radiomics FiE ORI N
DTHY, RWEF Y 7 RA Y N T O EWE
DREBIEAS10IEB TH 5 Z &5, 6 RICOIFHEZE
BIC 10 ST A2 &R D, 7 — % OBENBRIC
b, EPIHEERSTZ EIIWEECH D25, radiomics
FHEORTE 2L LTT -y O%EE LI/
I, PULHERER L D IEL K FHli§ 2B~ O F L
V. Figure 4 1%, Lasso T/¥F A — ¥ 1% AL & 272
O radiomics FFEE D REAEDOHER 77 712 L72b D
Thb. EhSEMICIEY T4 o 72 radiomics FF &
13 S(0,5) Correlat T&H 1), KIZSigma TH 5L Z & Ab
5. INLOMEFREET = v 7R A ¥ PoToOlf
1 & ATEEOH BN E T H - 72 radiomics FEfE = O JIH
FxFLTBY, Tablel (X7 DJEFE T radiomics FF#=
ZHRTWE, 22T, ZONEF T radiomics Fr = %
ZOMHRDINZVEDTOHMLLTE, ThbZA
NELeuay A7 4y 7% To72. Figure 5 DX
1%, radiomics F¥EE OE L HHITERE L LT AUC DB
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Table 1 Six radiomic features selected by Lasso
# Feature Category Description
#1 S(0,5)Correlat Texture Correlation
Cooccurrence matrix S(0,5) is the between-pixel distance
#2 Sigma Autoregressive model Parameter o
#3 Horzl ShrtREmp Texture Short run emphasis
Run length
#4 Vertl LngREmph Texture Long run emphasis
Run length
#5 Perc.01% Histogram 1% percentile
#6 Teta2 Autoregressive model Parameter 6,

Please refer to reference'” for details on the definition of radiomic features
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Fig. 4 Change in coefficients when we used the different parameter 4 in Lasso
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Fig. 5 Relationship between the number of radiomic features and discriminant performance

=2 O radiomics &% AN

EL72ua T AT 4 v 7 BGEOHBIERED R S & < AUC

13081 THo72.

DT —

Figure 613,
5 53 & 2 RoGZE

= ® radiomics F &
ZHeH L 72 MDS OifE R (F

) B L OKENOFEFOE R (HH) 27RLTW5. 2K
TCREMANOEZED I OIZFH L RO T — ¥ &% - T
FRENTVDLHOD, FEF v 7KLV MFTO
WEEOIER A AN, NEEOEFI S NN 5T 5

HIA SR 2 SR



| 1141

25

°\
2
b l
15 a b. o
1 \' o) . o
05 © ® 8 °o
o~  oF B &
0 o o
R &). o
3 00
< 08 o) oO
-1 o o ©
. Y
-1.5 o) O \
2 S f
@ Active q \\e
25 11 O Inactive g
3
5 4 3 2 - 0 1 2 3
Axis 1

Fig. 6 The distribution of 3 radiomic features is projected on two dimensions by using MDS (left side) and MR im-

ages indicated by arrows (right side)

D 5. L7zh> T, BEFRIZRET Y 7K
A ¥ O & AEEZ S 2 EHsE N T
VBRI D B T LRI S T

3. B

Figure 5 DK DOFER D S, =2 radiomics FF =
BN LBICAUCS08L &), HEF v 7R
A 7 MO L ATEEZ HB 3 5 ERE R b v
Z Wb o7z Figure 4 DIRE/N A% B4 &, BEEhH
Lo 2V 2 5 =D O radiomics FFE DO REATE
OTaWEZ S S, HEIMIZHEML TBEWPEREbLL
EL VI ERNS, TS D radiomics FFEEIZLE L
TWbZ e bh A, Figure 545K 1E, radiomics 55
EEZODPHADICOE DT OHR L 72EE O ROC Hi#
ZRL72bDTH DL, T2 LT ROC D7
HERYBEBNZ E DD D, =D radiomics FFE
WA, R 82.1% (32/39) @ & X FEE 70.0%
(710) THotz. LEzh>T, TOEFIVIE, HiE
F v 7R AL NPT HRRNEETD R % H 59 5
DIZRILDE VR D, EHR ERE O QAL
B o TIIRET = v 7 KA ¥ NEHEFDZR) L 74
WIREMAZEL LY 2wz $Thsb. LL, &
e EHREE Lo TTHIRBO RN B 2 G LA
D72WEFIZE ST, REF =y 7 KA 2 NEEH
DEET HREG, 2F D, KIEF v 7 KAV MNT
MWiEETHHREFZIEL CHBT AT EDPEETH
b, ZOX9) A2, ROC HiIFR O AUC Tid 7 <,
precision-recall (PR) Hi#® AUC % i\ CE 7V % fiz i
ftL, EF v 7KLy MREFDPEZRT 2 ED %
BWHRERBECHI TE 2 ET IV EHEET LLEND
HEEZOLND.
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D ADEBTIE, WERKE VD HLERA T W
THREER, FMELITLE L THMRIC b
DB L E 2 5N 5 BEIH LBy R ETh
N5, COMBTEYEEOREIL, PAOWEIZL -
TENYDH LY. MR THIITILAAMILZ R L
THWHN R ER 2L ENTETH L &0
5, IR W R CEBEGELZIRET 5 radio-
proteomics D xF KA 7 B DI RTEHEYRFIC R 5. 2
OMTATSEYELE T, M) TV ATT 1 THAP AL
THRIEF = v 7 RA v MEERZ AT 2 H ks iEHE
ENTWE Y, MY TWVAFT 4 THNALIE, F
EVSEETHALIA PO UERAkL Sur AT
V2R, HER2 ¥ /X 7 H O =D FH AMBLIAE
HELBRVIDBATHY, SNEDEEDY =7y kin
FEL 2z, [LFESfTbN s, Zofbs
BEIZRIETF 2 v 2 KA Y FHER ZHHT 52 12
Lo T AT YR E O RS ET 5 2 &, PDL1
TEDIE D) BZDORED BN ERREENT WS Y,
L72555 T, AW RIIMT AT REICB VTR
BTy 7RA Y NHERIDPENT AW REEOEVE
BTOBPUISHTEZ L EEZOND. =k, ZORRIZ,
WHET = v 7R 2 FHERDRIT 2RO E W
REB % kG SRk A L & WA A5 b T
PHT A4 THINAZHT 2052, FHhEFUT
LG ™ O EMAGDEDLLEND D,

REOIIE L BETEREOMRE X RNICHNS
%212 genome-wide association studies (GWAS) 2%H1 & 1
T b, GWAS ORCRIC & o THREMEEE T2 5
MDY, ZOMBENRE L0 FRENESHE SN
7z, ZHUSH LT, BiRPTR GREORBIE) Lo -
BRI 5 O BRYE = 88 5 179213 phenome-wide associa-
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tion studies & MIEI 5. £ OBIZTEREZED BA
3, REF =y 7 KA PHEROBEPERP NI &
BESNTVD Y, BETERNL TN, HED
RHBIZZ K OECPHEB T 2 RESHCEE 2D
5. Figure 6 DFERIE, WEORBI CHIZTFERD
ZIER % [XB L TV 2 REME S & 5 72 %, phenome-
wide association studies D FEZHHE L T, T 6D
ERBRIEZ B S 2T 2 BN D 5.

KWFFen) 37— a i, W§EBZEFRBEED
F=F L LIHI-72b DA FERI & Vol b
THbH. EBRIZHWTEGDONT Y FPERIEEE
FIZL TR RMEEZ HETE W0, Sk, R
BAaEPe L OB 20ENHLEEZ LN,

4. & B
FLE MR Bifg %2 VT, 0% F = v 7 KA 2 MrFoik

P EATEM A AUC 25 0.81 OFGEETHIFIT 2 Z LS RET
otz Lo, REF v 7 RA Y MAEFIHZER)
THEELRY L EF L BERACTHBIT X 2 HE
Pesdh 4. FHREE T T A N R B % B M iHHRED
BN T 5 radioproteomics WIZEDEHASMIHTE 5.

R
AT D —EB1%, JSPS B E: (FRAET 5 JP21K12707)
X oTHrbhs:.

ARFZE D 13 B MR & MIATAI 4 45 BERK
Z= (194 1)) K4 (2022 4F, filiy) THELZ.
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Abstract

Purpose: Radioproteomics studies investigating the relationship between lesion phenotype and proteins have
been progressed. The purpose of this study was to develop a radioproteomics method for discriminating between
active and inactive immune checkpoint molecules based on lesion phenotype. Methods: From the public data-
base TCGA-BRCA, mRNA and fat suppression contrast-enhanced T,-weighted images of 49 patients with breast
cancer were selected for the experiment. Using mRNA, we defined cases with active (10 cases) and inactive (39
cases) immune checkpoint molecules. To discriminate these cases using lesion phenotype, 275 radiomics features
were measured from the tumor area. After selecting 3 radiomics features by using Lasso, logistic regression was
employed to discriminate between active and inactive cases of immune checkpoint molecules. Results: Evalua-
tion of ROC analysis showed that the AUC was 0.81. Condusion: Patients whose immune cell function is being
braked by immune checkpoint molecules are likely to respond to immune checkpoint inhibitors when their activity
is inhibited. Therefore, our results may be applied to predict the effects of immune checkpoint inhibitors in breast
cancer treatment.
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