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BE WEE FEI(AC)IN & A F AR ULV ) i D7 Ak 2L AR AR DGk EL /K i (BCRL) AR G

FiE 20134F 11 A 2 20154F2 A, SR Lo v S0 20 B i A5 0T7 /88 28 1 . DA OGS vt KR 5
em 1 _E 10 em A& FEIRAAE A AME R AC; DL EBOE B K R 2 82 /0 F 15 em 2 AHEK AR ULV, St
ACHIULV #H 47T HH Z M Z N RLIE IH, 1155 Kappa 4L

R WUTHIS, P ACY In(ULV)RY Pearson Fl Spearman A ¢ R 4> 0.959 (P < 0.001), LPERIHIFHE R >
0.90, Pi# % BCRLZWi—&0%> 90% (Kappa 228> 0.492, P < 0.001).
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Abstract
Objective To compare arm circumference (AC) and upper limb volume (ULV) in assessment of breast cancer related
lymphedema (BCRL).
Methods From November, 2013 to February, 2015, 281 women with one-sided breast cancer accepting radiotherapy
were consecutively enrolled. AC was measured as the means of circumference 10 cm above and 5 cm below the
most eminent midpoint of olecranon. ULV was measured as the water displacement volume when the water sur-
face reached at 15 cm above the midpoint of olecranon. Univariate and multivariable linear regressions were used
between AC and ULV.
Results All the correlated coefficients between AC and In(ULV) were above 0.959 (P < 0.001). For linear equations, the
R*>0.90. The consistency of diagnoses of BCRL with AC and ULV were above 90% (Kappa > 0.492, P < 0.001).
Conclusions AC and ULV are consistent in measurement of BCRL. AC is reliable and easier.
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LR 98 AH G K B2 7K B (breast cancer related lymph-
edema, BCRL)J&FL AR I8 53 ik L 45T AR5 % WOt &
i, WY SR AR A TR R AR L IR R
B A L IR S TE . RIS OT L
W B 7 5 X Bk Y52 0 BCRL 8 & A= FIRR JE, (HEA]
JE 75 BCRL 2 W7 BU(EL A € i Bk = WP 55 B 1%
R L B L RRA RN B A7 BR AR RE R AR TR 2E A T
FMPEAL SN, BCRL A2 W FlE e DAl 32 AR EE ik
ZH 2R ] B bk 2 9 2 Y LA BRI 7 R o U
% (Perometer) F1 A= ¥ 1 BH $7T 56 1% 1 (Bioimpedance
Spectroscopy, BIS)7E [ 4 4 K )iz 10, [HaZ fRF
HERAEE N AEVERE . UEARIE . WA S St R,
FEI I &+ (arm circumference, AC)FIZK B ikl & b A
F (upper limb volume, ULV 42 & [# Il% K 34 BCRL
A FE M TR0 P O O R e iR A DL IR R
ZWrPEAT BCRL —E0PE i A W8S, 3 B E N A0 SCHR L
BAEAE RIE A 5% % 2L AR 9 R 5 B T s
AC ULV I & {5 #5647 AHOCHE 43 B, 50 P 1Y —
bk,

1 ZRE57HE
1.1 — 5k

20134F 11 H 2201542 A, LR ARG
1) 2 M BN 2L R R AR S (LD Y0 o s £ L AR o i 3 9k
ELZE T 4R 1 AT I BE (FL s ) Al B R bk L 5 1 X
T A 281 4l

PARRUE: OFAREWR 18~75% 5 QHUITHHEAR
J& 6 H LA 5 JC - sl fgem - fsoped s (- dr . J%
gu o MR T FINLIA RS LA A RS FE
. TR ), To . 18 DR 2 R
R Ak B

HeBgAnitE: OB M QRAUMFLIRE; OHLR S
RS

A 22 0] b B B K 2% 5 DU B B AR B 2 L 4
HEAE

WCAET B H A5, EARER . B Ei(em). K
Fit (kg) . FLARMIEIRAL(ZEAAM) . AR R TNM 43
W1 LR MR AR T N EL VIR SR LAY . W
[WEST =

TR BN £ 6 MV 5 E X A1 9~12 MeV
HL 2R (PR FLAR G B2 R 4 BP It H) (PR 1172wl sl Bt
STA/NEI DYEE IS8 P11 7 NV i X i) 111 S gl
WA IR, S~6 251K, Bk 50~54 Gy; TRILA

JE TR A FL B A EE 5 R 25, B 50 Gy;
SR FLAR I IR Rk 4 P b i 2~3 J, 4£10~16 Gy,
1.2 AC FIULV il & 7 ¥k

T UCE BT H T 45 BT (+1 d), 10 min N
Xof REA R EEA) - i S S I AC FTULV . U &y 75 44
AR BIETER, — ANFERTME, H—AFE
T DT RO BRI RS RS, A TH
BN, HEHNAREK
1.2.1 AC

AL F AR 76 R G TR M 28 A i oL A%
m—AELFK L, HA— A5 TR LT S em Al
28 1 10 em &b 138 ROKSE- 23 50000 1 R Rl 2 vk, O34 1L,
A ACFIAC ;3 AC=(AC +AC )2,
1.2.2 ULV

W ORI 37 °CH /K B il ARAR L =K
T T 28 1 O 90 0 W 5 A v 4 b 15 em &b, 0o BT HE
FIZKARER, ASHAE 1 ml, W20, HUAM.
1.3 Geit 5t

K SAS 9.2 e it B . AR iE 2L 5 R
(% +5)FIM(Q,, On)o LMEMCHTRT, Fif AR o8 IE
5340 o K Pearson Fll Spearman A ¢ R &, N E
MEZRBLPERIH, 2K E 5381 ACFIULV M
FEAEWE . LI 22 R AT TNM 208 . ZLAR
AR . BEMESHE . —BEERRH—BCRRM
Kappa % WAL, 2K a=0.05.
248
2.1 — ek

BE TR IR 1. B U R R AT R 167
(110, 198) d, 95.5% & T ARJF 4~5 1 H IF IR U7 -
T A, AR BAEFE SIS RS . SR O R
J R G K A R KO 25 3R 7 M 1R LA L e
2.2 AC FIULV I &1

T RT RIS, A AC AT ULV F- 34 {E F1
A6 250 L Ao 2y e A s o i £ 000 2 {8 % FH T BCRL
filio W2,
2.3 AC FIULV By 1

2% Shapiro-Wilk IEZ& K5, BT RS Mg M AC
PIRMIEAS . ULV AR IES /A0, 4 B3 RXEL
ARfe, In(ULV)IR M IE 2S5 o

felt ) % SY B/ 5 AC Al In(ULV) 11 Pearson Al
Spearman AHC R &4 > 0.95(P < 0.001), WK 3.
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R1 BEMRAMG® = 281 2.4 LB VE 400
5 H AR PO i B A2 In(ULV ) 25 5, LLAC K H
AR () 46.2+8.7 A AT R R EIE MUE 8, DL AC FUH A AR &R
L i (cm) 158.2+4.6 HAS I T 2 R R LM RIE 00, P& B
Pt (cg) 67.19.3 Koo ZWFESHTER, FW . BRG] AR TNM
IR ) 835 g WA B In(ULY) K (P >
LRI () 2= 145 0.05). {UAEHER: AC IS, In(ULV) s 5 i E 4 B A %
" i 136 (P<0.05). LM FLA BIFR > 0.90), W34,
ARHTHER TNMA () ki 19 2.5 ACHIULV ) —SCHE AT
111 13405 DA AC 22> 2 em A1 ULV 22> 200 ml(34 4 SCHik
I 84 HE 2 B BCRL ARME) A2 B, 17— Frds i —3
v 3 PEAS S, WOIT T IS — BOR 2000 93.5% H1195.7%,
it T b B 453 8 H () <10 32 Kappa Z 50351 4 0.492(P < 0.001)#10.727(P < 0.001).,
10~19 164 WS,
=20 85
FLARIE T AR I (n) I UIBRAR 274
PRFLA 7
R2 BEHEMITEIE ACHI ULV Sit#iik
N HOT R WO
o ik n Xxs iR R IME~R R n' Xxs iR B IME~R R
g AC(cm) 279 27.542.2 27.4 21.6~35.1 281 27.442.3 27.2 21.8~35.1
ULV(ml) 279 2230+ 345 2200 1365~3585 280 2210+£353 2170 1405~3520
A AC(cm) 280 27.7+2.4 275 21.1~35.1 281 27.6+2.5 27.4 21.4~35.3
ULV(ml) 279 22714388 2230 1290~3565 280 22534382 2220 1325~3610
T a. 1~2 {0 R % B = 0 i HHe
R3 BHACH In(ULV)HIEEEDH ()
i Eadii] BT IR
RaoE WE i el i el
AC In(ULV) AC In(ULV) AC In(ULV) AC In(ULV)
Pearson f Ay AC 1.000 0.963 0.951 0916 1.000 0.968 0.949 0.928
In(ULV) 1.000 0.930 0.950 1.000 0.930 0.953
£ AC 1.000 0.965 1.000 0.972
In(ULV) 1.000 1.000
Spearman fetAm AC 1.000 0.956 0.941 0.903 1.000 0.959 0.939 0916
In(ULV) 1.000 0.922 0.942 1.000 0.919 0.948
e AC 1.000 0.963 1.000 0.964
In(ULV) 1.000 1.000
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#4 In(ULV)F0 AC BIE 14 B4R 4547

it i) 53] n A ) GiES EdLEs
B SE tHE P R? B SE t{H P R’
BOTHT @ 279 W 5840 0.031 187.6 <0.001 0928 5837 0.031 1872 <0.001  0.928
AC 0.067 0.001 599 <0.001 0.067 0.001 599 <0.001
RELAR 0.019  0.016 12 0.240
AR 0.006  0.005 1.3 0.214

g 278 i 5870  0.030 194.4
AC 0.067 0.001 613

PREAAR

J8 L]
BOTRE @ 280 W 5.839  0.029 201.0
AC 0.067 0.001 639

RELAR

J8 L
B 280 W 5880  0.027 2212
AC 0.066 0.001  69.0

PREAAR

J8 L]

<0.001 0931 5872 0.031 191.0
<0.001 0.066  0.001 61.0

<0.001  0.936 5.838  0.029  199.7
<0.001 0.067  0.001 63.7

<0.001  0.945 5.882  0.027 216.6
<0.001 0.066  0.001 68.4

<0.001 0931
<0.001
0.021  0.017 1.2 0.222
-0.003  0.005 -0.6 0.531
<0.001  0.936
<0.001
0.009  0.015 0.6 0.565
0.003  0.005 0.7 0.483
<0.001  0.945
<0.001
0.016 0.015 1.1 0.293
-0.002  0.005 -0.5 0.645

T a. 1~3 00 R = Se a8 s Ht B As AR R TNM 203 3k D 2550 FD SR AR5 B g2 78 L
R5 ACHFIULViZEBI—EIES (1)

Fif (] n* AC2 >2cm ULV 22 200 ml Kappa {H 95%CI P{H
T e
T 278 7 250 11 0.492 0.290~0.694 <0.001
= 7 10
LiCidE 280 w 250 6 0.727 0.579~0.873 <0.001
= 6 18

e a. I~3 B F B Z S8R
3itie

fEFRE, ACHIULV #% H T BCRL ¥ Ilfi R &
Rl BFZE" (H = P 1AL BCRL — St pF 5, il
BCRL &A% ™5 A% BE AR LA R PRYT 24 L A RIAE
AR BN, TRBUTHNG, B/ AC 5 In(ULV)
B MEAR G SR T E PRl iz W BUE, U7 ) AC
FIULV A2 B 45 5 B — 50 P A TIE 5 22 UE 5 ]
DI B 54

HHET, 16K L BCRL iz WisdE S5 &E T2 Jr
P f8hs . EEEE LA O W B EAL T
HAHEE R & AC, 7K & 4k I 5 ULV, BIS I
Perometer 55", BCRL &4k fiE Y [ B4l 4] PR
I R A B B R BRI OGO A A I i s 1 12
Y s B2 2] Bk R A AR A

BIS Il AN [ A= L L BELPT R 25 57, 4G D 400 it

ANRARTR o (H 9 B A 2 A R A v H Tk
ELK B I W, NS 27 2 10 B 1 e B Ak 1
K™, BIS 12 BCRL #LiS BB H oA B F i
PTG bR HR A 22 57 80 3 SRR IE H T
Bl sh AR 227, IR R SR FR -5 e BE 47 ()
Eb > 1.106( A 4 Pt 3T &) 5% 113480 4 3E 8 3
FH) W,

Perometer FI| FHZELL MR E F AR, B2k
MR E PR — o B4, AR A R
MR 251, Perometer 2435 2% F /=7, b0 1 2 bsf
ey, BRI,

AC T faf o . (8 . A, (H T 58 o1 fi 51
B TC A I AR AR A ) i S 00 o ) — 0P o I R AR
A ARl bR A 0 24 X (U R 2528 v s L RS
16 5 5 W 300 ) R XoF (O g O 1 8 86 2 e B b o5 v s
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— TP 10 em AR 5 cm Ab) iR 5 bR ic 47 AC
. ULV A DK E L, HES a3 & A5 #Ea00

KA R L R GRS SRS . K TR
Wb KB — bRl 3 B R ESENY . Czerniec 4514

oy Bl (DA 228 i 0 88, 10 em 2 —
BZ), Lopez Penha 55" ZR 41 [ 3 s (EF5 G, HE
Ji AR DG 5~20 em [E] 5 5 cm Ab)I i, SRS N E
e R E ULV, BRI AC A1 ULV I 52
BCRL WY FRMEA P DA I & 2B/ AC 22 5
>2 cm 1, ULV 2> 200 ml; @ H/48@ 0 ULV 22 5 i
ULV HAE> 5 %K 10%7, —Seif 5y R B /iy
HERR R S, N AR .

RSB, MG ACTIEFA . 5, AR
s (A e ek (R 7 B ULV, (HAS
— SRR UE

AWEFE ) AC FI ULV I & 2 5L F il IR 50 0
SR L A0 SR A 2 6 D0 7 1 S B VR AR A E IR e . FR
AR, AT & T A 23 ™ B 52 i AC AT ULV AR XS G
ZIFAE . KA, ACHIULV 26 BCRL ) e 43 FHE 14
NERE . Bt iR, PIEXHSWIIT IS BCRLA K&
B —2tE, TR S EUTE RE, S5FAR . T k=
BRA R RS K EHIR A ., ARABFL N
i R AT R G OT R, A AA Tz ad
T e it — Y

M2, AR ER, FURIEAR G T BRI AT
Ja . BN ACH In(ULV)EM X R B E . RIHACE
WA BPAR A J5 i Y BCRL AT SESEH]
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