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Abstract
AIM: To investigate the efficacy of radiotherapy
for esophageal carcinoma and to analyze prog-
nostic factors for esophageal carcinoma after
radiotherapy.

METHODS: Eighty-five patients with esopha-
geal carcinoma who underwent comprehensive
non-surgical treatment from April 2004 to April
2009 were enrolled in this study. Clinical factors
influencing prognosis were evaluated. Survival
was analyzed by Kaplan-Meier method. Univar-
iate analysis was completed by using log-rank
test (Log-rank test method), and multivariate
analysis was performed using Cox proportional
hazards regression model.

RESULTS: The follow-up rate was 100%. The
1- and 3-year survival rates were 65.9% and
29.4%, respectively. Univariate analysis showed
that age, tumor site, lesion length, clinical stage,

treatment mode, radiation techniques, and short-
term effect were prognostic factors for esopha-
geal carcinoma. Multivariate Cox regression
analysis revealed that treatment mode, clinical
stage and short-term effect were independent
prognostic factors.

CONCLUSION: The long-term survival of pa-
tients with esophageal carcinoma after radio-
therapy is poor. Treatment mode, clinical stage
and short-term effect are main factors affecting
the prognosis of esophageal carcinoma.
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