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ABVD + STNI vs ABVD + IF-RT:
Bonadonna, JCO, 2004 [1+]
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Percent integral dose

Radiation Oncology

A comparison of mantle versus involved-field radiotherapy for
Hodgkin's lymphoma: reduction in normal tissue dose and second
cancer risk
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Second malignancy risk associated with treatment
of Hodgkin’s lymphoma: meta-analysis of the
randomised trials
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Breast Cancer Risk in Female Survivors of Hodgkin'’s

Lymphoma: Lower Risk After Smaller Radiation Volumes
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Berthe M.P. Aleman, and Flora E. van Lecuwen
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Long term outcome after IF-RT:
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Risk factors:

A) Large mediastinal mass

B) Extranodal disease

C) High ESR

D) Three or more areas involved
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Reducing RT fields: from IFRT to INRT
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[nvolved-Nodal Radiation Therapy As a Component of
Combination Therapy for Limited-Stage Hodgkin’s
Lymphoma: A Question of Field Size

Belinda A. Campbell, Nick Voss, Tom Pickles, James Morris, Randy D. Gascoyne, Kerry J. Savage,
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Reducing RT fields: from IFRT to INRT

Involved-node radiotherapy (INRT) in patients with early
Hodgkin lymphoma: Concepts and guidelines

Theodore Girinsky® ™, Richard van der Maazen®, Lena S pecht®, Berthe Aleman?,

Philip Poortmans®, Yolande Lievens', Paul Meijnders®, Mithra Ghalibafian®,
Jacobus Meerwaldt", Evert Hﬂﬂrdijl-:', on behalf of the EORTC-GELA Lymphoma Group

Radiother Oncol 2006;79:270-77
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GHSG HD4:
EF 40 Gy vs EF 30 Gy + IF 10 Gy

Muller at al., EJH 2005
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