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#1 The ADCmin and SUVmax are associated with FIGO stage and histology on pretreatment
assessment of primary endometrial cancer

Baseline characteristics ADCmin SUVmax

Numbers mean + SE P-value mean + SE P-value

Stage

I 89 0.69 £0.16 13.69 £+ 7.59

I 12 0.59 £0.13 0.040* 14.37 £5.76 0.765
I 22 0.56 =0.14 <0.001* 19.01 £ 7.39 0.003*
v 8 0.61 =0.07 0.017* 18.85 +6.99 0.004*
Histology

Endometrioid adenocarcinoma

Grade 1 75 0.69 £0.16 12.59 £ 7.07

Grade 2 20 0.62 +0.16 0.085 18.92 £ 7.35 <0.001*
Grade 3 18 0.56 £0.12 0.001* 18.94 +4.33 <0.001*
Other carcinoma 18 0.62 +0.11 0.034* 16.43 +£9.22 0.054
*P<0.05

FIGO, International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics. (3CHk13 & 0 5[H)
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WCE B AHBRR AR (K2).
HAFIZOWTHET 217 72%, receiver operating
characteristic (ROC) % Fl\», cut-off 7% % % 17 -
7z, EFFAAFEE ADCmin Ti30.59 (AUC=0.673),
AR ADCmin Ti30.54 (AUC=0.795), HEpA4
ff # SUVmax 13 17.70 (AUC=0.736), 4 ‘£ ff

# 2 The ADCmin and SUVmax are associated with clinical factors on pretreatment assessment of primary

endometrial cancer

ADCmin SUVmax
Variable Numbers mean + SE P-value mean + SE P-value
Age (years) 0.467 0.463
<60 74 0.64 +0.16 15.39 + 7.47
>60 57 0.66 +0.15 14.40 + 7.84
FIGO stage <0.001* 0.002*
I-1 102 0.68+0.16 13.88 = 7.42
m-v 29 0.57 £0.12 18.75 +7.19
Histology <0.001* 0.011*
Type I (G1+G2) 95 0.68+0.16 13.93 £ 7.55
Type I (G3 +other) 36 0.59 +0.12 17.69 + 7.21
Depth of myometrial invasion 0.002* 0.009*
<1/2 89 0.68 +0.17 13.78 £7.39
>1/2 42 0.60 +0.12 17.46 +£6.39
Cervical involvement 0.001* 0.065
Negative 104 0.67 £0.16 14.33 £ 7.61
Positive 27 0.58 +0.11 17.36 £ 7.31
Lymph node metastasis 0.018* 0.002*
Negative 115 0.66 +0.16 14.21 +7.54
Positive 16 0.56 = 0.13 20.36 = 6.00
LVS involvement <0.001* <0.001*
Negative 100 0.68 +0.16 13.69 = 7.60
Positive 31 0.57 =0.10 19.06 = 6.18
Ovarian metastasis 0.075 0.44
Negative 117 0.66 = 0.16 14.78 £ 7.67
Positive 14 0.58 +£0.14 16.45 +7.29
Peritoneal cytology 0.495 0.403
Negative 106 0.66 +0.17 14.69 + 7.50
Positive 25 0.64 £0.12 16.11 £ 8.14
Tumor maximum size <0.001* <0.001*
< 4cm 86 0.70 £0.16 12.41 +7.33
> 4cm 45 0.58 +£0.12 18.96 + 6.27

* Mann-Whitney U-test.

FIGO, International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics ; LVS, lymph vascular space. (SCHk13& 0 51H)
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SUVmax ?18.42 (AUC=0.836) TH -7z (X2).
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2 Receiver operating characteristic (ROC)
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# 3 Prognostic factors for disease-free survival and overall survival selected

by Cox’s multivariate analysis

Hazard ratio 95% CI Cox’s test P-value
Disease-free survival
FIGO stage 8.603 1.066-69.440 0.0434*
SUVmax 5.664 1.398-22.945 0.0151*
Overall survival
FIGO stage 10.291 1.415-74.858 0.0213*
SUVmax 5.866 1.129-30.469 0.0353*

CI, confidence interval ; FIGO, International Federation of Gynecology and
Obstetrics ; LVS, lymph vascular space. (SCHk13& D eZE L CHIH)
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