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T 65 kL EOTEMERIER DK 84% % (5T v . Z OREEM 3 B AL Eilin M 254
HHNFHER ORI GHEB L LT,
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1) BHE
BN FEEBHECHT 2 BHEROBHRIT 2

BRI R B W LIS D FE CREERZIW 25 5 = L ITHMR R TIIARATRE
NS CTh b7, HBEREUINATH D, FIRRCEBELETFRITIC XL 50 FEDERER
ERAHZLITE-T, LVRMRBEEORIRNBAREL 25,
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B3 T 2 AVEHER O HIIXLL T O 2 HCTh 5, OB TR oM E BB
FfRtr a2 Ete) & Q@ RIHEHIC XD EEABOBE TH 5, FHIMHMERINC X 2851
BT OFERIL, Sl BHFEIC W IR EE DL RICRIRIE OB B 2 KT T W Ee
PEREN D, ZO72, mlinE 2BV T HARHAEIC X 2RIV ETH 5, milnd B
BN THEE TN E AL, FEmln & ik U CRWaa M OHE D falRiE & Rt 7 i)
BRIEVDECTZHAICINE Y T =2 a VORBRNETH D, ZD7d, Hnihns
2 D AEPRAYOE BEREAR T IS B 2 3o A T3 O TR 21T 9 X&E TH 2, Cloney
513 65 L O BAEET 217 - 72 B 2EE 243 12 % L T retrospective {2 Canadian study of
health and aging modified frailty index % 7 IR EGRERI 2 5 LT\ 5 2, ZOFE
filli Tl frailty score @ &\ i (frailer patients) (X {E MR 7218 5 & A%RIN S @A H -
72o FE72. frailer patients DIEEAEIZIAIHE DL < ABREHIMIZEHTHY . E&KIICIX
EMTHZLRETHoT2EME LTS, ZOREIXIBERTD frailty index % 725
D B IEOIE RS THIICA I Th L Z L 2R LT d, £z, BHFEOFHRA
¥ & L CKE Radiation Therapy Oncology Group (RTOG) I age.performance status.



extent resection, neurologic function ® 4 IHH Z %11 CE V. FplIEE 2 TRE T ThH
L DMER LIS O BSR S IERSGRICE T2 2 L 2R LTV 5 3, milind BRI Elm DA T
THARA IR T O DI & 525, I @B AR OFERRAYTAREE DS FTRE R AEB & 75T
D72 B RERERHAN > — /W X D e SRR B 20 B 0 4048 (RPA classification)
AW TPRE T 21TV ERE LRI 2 2T RETh D, 4%, fErlikL
TR 2 "R & 9| miinE BRI 3 2 5 B AT 50 B INBR U 72 i RiTaRAm I O e
NEINEEND,
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BN kT 2 B HERY 220 BHA R 12 A 72 S C O FEMRAY 7 JE IS HI TR 23 26 — 184
M THY | AFEHFIERICERT 2 2 L WME SN TWD D, IEEREIH 2 LR AR 70 15815
i U RO RS DHE 2N & S D FE B CIIAEMIN £ 72 135 i @R s 5,
Bl (SR 2 MR CIE Vuorinen & 23 min MR BIE O SVEHERIZE L T, 7 & A
{EHEGERBRORE R 2 WS LT 5 2, Z OB TIX 65 sl O MR BAE 23 41 (B 2 1E
19 Bl 2 ZTe) HARER S AL, AR 13 4 & BRSEMEEHR IR 10 41 C Huiehit S v, BpIE i
FE & b HEHRIBIR O 2T &b o 7o, A AR A C LI BHEANE S LI RE 171 B AERRIREGE
LIRS AR H T v | A OFHE X BHSAIESHR AL D 1 FIZINTE i A58, BTl
ZE LTz, ZOWEITBREIEFELRER Th D05, FEmA 72 IEER H 2 sl 1B 0T
HAEFIIFIERICH ST 2 a2~ L7c, £72. Almenawer 53 60 ikl E o & ind
PEARIRIBIEIZ B L, MBS E R LIz 4@l DA X 77 ) Y A2 WEL T 5 9, 4
BHEERIT AT & subtotal resection (STR) . gross total resection (GTR) Z451) B4,
LA, 1% @ Karnofsky performance status, MEHSHEAFFIAR . S OHEIC SV THENT
Shtz, ZORER, FERRE 22 B AR AL X D BAF7RIRERE Th - 72(F 1),

£ 1 BipEBEERBIEOMRABIC X 5 BRE L Y

IEFEME | iR TI P mIEE Mortality Morbidity
") KPS 477HAR () (%) (%)
ARt 5.71 62.46 3.68 8.1 13.3
STR 8.68 65.16 4.31 2.8 12.7
GTR 14.04 75.87 7.03 1.5 6.6

INHEDOFRER LD | FlipD A TIHMATER 23 IR 9~ & T3 < | IFRTRHEIC THRET
ST L A7 HPH T ORI 22 SR I S i IS B W T HERE S LD,
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TH 5,
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HORX AR R TSR U o I T AR O A FE R 2 O HEAXZ L REEE O @ WMITRTR2 B
MARETH D, L., tOEEMEGSCRIEMERE TH D FREEEZERICRET HZ &
IIREECH D 7=, JHERR e INETH D,

HOAR AR RS T U BB 2 TR O EARIT SRR & i chH v | S8
IR FEMTOTPRIERNRITRD e D, T D7) SVEHERRE O GRS A
NEM TR E AT D20, AFHER B RO F IR ERITR/NNRICTRETH D, FFiom
W CIXJR TR T COEN ARSI, A5 FRFE T C & BLRFH] CHiAT I RE 72/ NBHEA
WX DA SN D, —J7, 2012 4E1Z Weller & [ ARAR % R IFSE MM U o S %6f
3 2 FEARAY 2R IS HE IS K D AR E R AR 2 s L T2 2, B TS K 52
17391 RE) 91 grross total resection 32 4 H | subtotal resection 31 4 H  biopsy 18 » H TH 1 |
B EAGF M G B OMEPNABEENE O, Loy L, MR 72 lE 40 A X B 5
BORERIN S . O DREEER A PR LTI Lz & 2 A, BEAFHR O E
721378 D b BRI OB AITIER Uz, BT B OB N TUERE B (B8 i~1
=T 7R L), ARREEREE O ORI T B 72 & C IR e S Al 2 B L DIE R B AT
ET 2739, BER T < & bmlE 2B W THERE T ~ T2,
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BEERSRHER Ch 2 ARIMIERBE CHREBHTR OBV, MIRAHHE b #E
VAR Sh T\, BICEFEOEHERERIEBL ., MREMHEDCERET L LTI

Cardiac risk, comorbid diagnosis, immunocompromised status 23Z&!F 5115,

(]

HAX AR RIS ENE U /ISR DA ERSVEHE R I AR I e AR & L7 R(R
B2 e RIS AR AT 0/ NBRBEIC X 2 AR M T oL T & 7o, AR RIRFE ML Y o3
NEIZ 5T 5 AR MR I CRWHEE RIX M3, Cloney b IXAMIN D% A OFHE 2
Glioma Outcomes Project system Z FHIWVTFHli L7 & Z A D, 282% & #E L TW\W5 2, &
DHEDNFRZFE 11T 7,

# 1 PIRERRRRENE ) B FH A BHE 12

Systemic 18.3%

DVT, Pulmonary embolism, Adverse drug reaction, Systemic infection, Myocardial infarction

Regional 7.0%

Intracranial bleeding, Meningitis, Hydrocephalus, CSF leak, Seizures

Neurologic 5.6%

New neurological deficits

Overall 28.2%

2T B OHE DO fERIA 1 & L T Cardiac risk. comorbid diagnosis.
immunocompromised status @ 3 X H 2 S, 2 OWME X & RE Clize < 28
MEEXNRE L b DO TH LM, G & LTl SN STEB TSR IS LD 2<%
VI ZEATLH D, ERINTH > THL—EOMERTEIHEIXHBELT 5720, A &
FREREREAT > — L & AW T2 el FERIRHM A ATV NS IS PE 5 B DSBS RB IR T 2 40E T 5
VERHD, ZNo0OeHIEZZIR L, IR ECRBRIEDEANZ B LI 22 ARl
ZETHTNETH D,

SCHk

1) D’Amico RS, et al.: The safety of surgery in elderly patients with primary and recurrent
glioblastoma. World Neurosurg. 2015; 84: 913-919.

2) Cloney MB, et al.: The safety of resection for primary central nervous system lymphoma: A

single institution retrospective analysis. J Neurooncol. 2017; 132: 189-197.



3) ERBVENMEESS

I E TR IR X 5 BRI RHE R T 2
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HCHVEHEE C b 2 ISR T3 BREEO/mWIREFE Th 5705, BN MRS O
WAL 720 5 D KB OISR DR & L CTAERMEILMEST LT D D, REID RS X
T OMIREFE S LI A2 b D, SMREIE 2 E CIEBMEMIER IR O
LA B Z2 o TO ey, DEERERE kT 2 A M OB T E S 4, R EnEERE
KTFTOAEFZLMEINTEY 29, THETIIAHERRY BlES2EmICH D, FFoH
E OGS, EEHIENEHTH-> THRIMERK MR TERVWAEFELTLH D,
Flo, MIGETFE L LT FERESROGIIME L WA S TR Y D, BINER CTIEZET 5 Al
REMEN B D72 RN D —2 L LTEET D2HLEN® L, TEEHH I X8 BRI T
TITON D T2, RN E R EREREFAN Y — L & W - AFERORE 24TV, AR FRA. OBk
BRI TZHET X TH D, £, FTETHOABHBROBEIGREICHETH Y | ALY
M#EE & LT Recursive Partitioning Analysis (RPA) 9<°> Graded prognostic Assessment
(GPA) Yz W= P TRIFHE A A Th 5, EBMEMMIEL 3 2 @il (SR L 724 R
TBRBEOMEITZ L, FREEROBA L VBT OB H D, D), 5%
(XA DIVEHERR AR 2 MRGE L il 22 VRSN & ATRE & 3~ < TS JEME 2 B ff L
FTRETHD,
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(CRSAN = i E B AN R (x5 2 AR YERIS RHA R O TR R T34 %> 2

EAEMSNFBHER CH 2 BB TR T 2 PR BHFRF & LT high Karnofsky
performance status & RPA class | 23217 b5, —7F . RPAclass 111 X eloquent
NG motor area DIEEHTE. HEHRIGE(IN) DBERE 2B+ 2 EF CIiINE A HERER
KRAETHD, BEBRE LBV TINARIRROBELNbEO T, X VEEIRES
BERPTRETH D,

[fizin]
Paek O (XHERMEMNAE S % U C RS AT & 1A T L 72 208 51l (FER o YA 59 7. 65 ik
AL 81% & T0) DIREGE 2 WS LT 5 U, e G OHEIX 16%IZ58® . ik 30 H LA D
mortality rate I% 1.9% Coh o7z, iR EGIHEDEMA K 1 I12R-7,

£ 1 GBI X2 IBEHHATIC 351 5 A OHE Y

Neurological complications 12/208 (5.8%)
Motor/sensory dificit 6
Aphasia/dysphasia 1
Seizure 2
Hydrocephalus 3

Regional complications 10/208 (4.8%)
Hematoma 3
Wound infection 6
Meningitis 1

Systemic complications 11/208 (5.3%)
Pneumonia 4
Urinary infection 1
Deep vein thrombosis 5
Hyponatremia 1

F7-. P#% B4R T & LT high Karnofsky performance status, RPA class I 22817 C
W%, Obermueller © I L[RIFRICHEAREPENMEEEIZ ) L C, BEBS AT & fg 1T L 72 206 51 (i
HAE 61 I35 1 DItk OIETFRIAE L ICE B LI A S LTV 5 2, Z OWE
TS D F7ER (motor eloquent tumor location vs non-motor-eloquent tumor location)
THHIE L Tk Y . motor eloquent tumor location Tl 21.4% 23t (2 =B FE AL 2588
7= (non-motor-eloquent tumor location TiE 7%) , S IZHTEFRELEAL DGR K1 2 fEAT
L7c & 2 A, HBER0) OBEE i S 7z, £ 72 RPA classification % H V7= 5l €



1. class III 7% eloquent motor area D IEEFIEIZRE D & F @R ICEB MR L A2 5 0F T 5
ZEBHIBI Lo, mEmE ISRV T, EB B IR AR T &[RRI AEm TR EL 5

ZHMRIEIRTH D, Z D=, RPA class III X° eloquent motor area DI FITE, Hf
FRRIR OB EIIIRZ G OMEN R TH 5720, TSR HIFICE U CIdEE 22 S G RHAE
DESFFE S EO)NEEND, £z, SIFHERFM TIIRFTHENERTH Y | FrICINE
MRS & RIS SIS B 2 @i s CIXEARRME S 20 5 5, TR RFTER T %

iy & U TR B BB BRI OB Th TR Y . BAFRIEREGR S A 40T

WA 34,
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L. RS FIHINEE 60 Gy/30 Z0HI & B EIRSIRE 40 Gy/15 /8 Z i L7 7 o % MMt
BRI, I BIRE OIELBNGTEH SN 2 . Eio, mnE (60 Ll E) OB
JEZ %t G & U, BRSSP BIRURRE, A BIMUNEE (34 Gy/10 73%)) | 7E Y 1 I NIAEHE
O =FEa iR Uiz 7 v & MEH BRI\ T A P Ei X E N2 6.0 2 H, 7.4
WAL 84MMATHY, FEWESEIRFREIC L TTEY 7 I NIREE CAFYIMIER 232
Tes, FHISEIRSEE L 7Y v I FEEBICAERRZITRO o Tz, L, 705 1
DIEFNZIR S & SRR e TR EIRRAEE, 7F > v I FIRERHE, Zh
ENHEBIAEFHMOEERZED bz, AFHMPREITZEAZN 5.200H, 7.0 024,
9.0 MHTH-71=3 , F£/=, HiE - 7L A NZxRE LT, FAHOEIRE (40 Gy/15 4y
) LB (25 Gy/s 0E) EIER L7-T o X SMEEGERER Tl AAAIR -
QOL WU W T HBEMOIELEIRENT- Y, LI EEZRIEET S &, |ilmE (60-70
A b)) o 7 LA VRGO SRR O R EFERE Th V| IREHEIC DWW TR
DEIRFOHER G EET 52 LR RIS,

7B, BHEEFICB W TERITROTREFTH Y | &lnE O TRITEFEEITHRT
RETHD, £l7EY v MEAORE COEGFHM P REDOZEIE, 65-7T9 Ml Tl
5.5 MAMD 6.5 HICEEED, £ 80kl EHETIITEY v I MEMICEPL 5T 3.5
MHRBRETH -2 L0 ERIBRE~DOTEY 0 2 MFHOBERIZZ LWVWEWR S,

(SR MIESEZRATA R7 422019 it AABEE (GBM) A K742 CQT)
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BERANFIIEHRETHY . FEIZRFO DB E 20, 228, KE B EIE S A
727 —=7" (RTOG : Radiation Therapy Oncology Group) (%. & IRAE - fFfin - THES
IS DARRE « MMHEREEE - 23 A AR DIRREZR EH 2 DR F- 2 BEA ST TR L, £Ofk
BETTHTHEZ TS HEEZBRE L5 (DS-GPA: diagnosis-specific graded prognostic
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R, BEFRICEIRVERELTND 2, INLOBRGEITENT, B e % -
FIEXT TIZC—EDOBRNB 72 INTWNWDZ EIZER EOFEBERLETH LD, il L HEE
SIS I B W TRIGI 2 B RO & U 72 BEYER BURBR IR 03+ 43 FEhE FTRE 72 =i v O —BE DS
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5 FEMEI A TR SR 69%., 5 FERETFE 28 —49%., 5 EMEAETFTERBI - T1%., 5
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WiB%E B L LB RIEE  (radiation therapy, RT) ORREICEI L T, 54F
e /E {7 (By progression-free survival, PFS) 69%. 5 4E2/EfF% (5y overall
survival, OS) 28 —49%. 5 FHEAETF= (5y cause-specific survival, CSS) 59 - 71%. 5
FEJSATHIER  (5y local control, LC) 70 — 86% & DMENH 5 13, LavL, FHEICHE
ENDRECETE I A T, IBREAA, MRERREPREICL Y RR>Tn D 2 &I
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IAITEFERE LV LDLE VO MEPNO0HLbOD, HFEHELFAEFETHL LV HE
SEBAAAET D, FSIIEE OWEHRAREIL, FRAEORE, EITERSICIYREARD
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10 30 /i it e
SBRT & i@ o HIME 2 ol L7z 7 o & 2 bl & LT, SPACE #Bk & CHISEL
RE D5 12, SPACE BBRIL, FINTAREE 72X FIRES O 1 HI3E/ N fa e B %
XFG, WEEIRE (70Gy/35 43E]) & SBRT (66Gy/3 73#l) Z# L=t DT,
BERIEG DAEHR T IAE AN 74 7% T > 72, CHISEL iRBRIZTANAREE « Hi5 > T HFE/ N
JRE BN T, EE O EIRR R (66Gy/33 43E| £ 7213 50Gy/20 /7#l) & SBRT (54Gy/3
SyEIE T 48Gy/4 ) ZHEL L= b 0T, T YLEix SBRT BE2S 74 i, 1EYEMR
FHEEDS 75 %72 o 7o, WisklR & @I 3%t 5 & 2o Ty, RAeMEICHBEIL
<. SBRT BED 5 BV EREAETE - 72,
SVEHPI TN & otk & LTk, BN Tz 80 skl E& x4 & Uie T H#10 FARE 5]
BEEEDERENSH DY, BN JCOG0403 CEERAFMFRAE : 79 5%) T SBRT A
PR IT 3 4 OS 76.5%. it g AN BRG] Gk gk fin o il : 82 73%) D 3 4 OS 1% 73.8%
Thol-, @& IZE 1T 5 SBRT X T & FIEOIRESEZWIFTX 5,

IRFBEA A BIBFRIZHOWTIE, T HIOTRIRAE O E THlE T IE 745 O b DR H 5
M. SRR 94.7% Th o7 ¥ . T b AR, RAEFRITThEN 15.7%,
50%C, Grade 3 UL EOAEHGIIRN-T2, £z, BFRIBRICOWTIE, Filif L
i 73.2 T, 2 4ED AT HEER AR, 80%, BAEFERD 84%., Welif EF T
ETHoTEWHIHENRDH D Y, &I T AN 6 U Chi-RRIBHE (85 7-5% -
RIFBA T AR 1T K DR EHINOR R O E PR Z & 6O 7o BUREIL SBRT & [R5 DI K
ECThHoT LW MENRDHD 0, = 7 AFIRIRICK T DB OV TOTZET R
TEZ 5 TIER,

- AR/ AR e

71 LA EDO PS 0-1 D & %14 & L7- JCOG0301 D T o & AMbEile sk BR O fl BT,
(L RRIERE (RAE I VR F T F > 30 mg/m2/H, # 5 [A, 720 ARHEE +
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R REH SR R R & 60 Gy) I3 SRR MR ERE (OSBRI & 60 Gy) 12T,
TEIMIEE TH D 0OS (overall survival) ZAEICEET A Z LD REINLTWE (£
FHEM S JE 22.4 7 H vs 16.9 7 A, HR 0.68, 95%CI : 0.47-0.98, P=0.0179) 7 .
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- BRI INHT R e
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REOFH S U < IEEREORH) 2 hEfT L7288, SEMERIEHMEE L Y OS OFBERIER 23R
DI EPNHEIN TS Y, LD OIRFEHEIIBE THH &b, A Thd L
D F 7 BRI TRFRSRE 2 )59 S/ 2 DT £ L < 7208, L2 IR O [RIRE O
HBx, TOBMEEERD LEEITHOMNERD D, RERKICBNTEIVATIF o+
MRS REEO B G- NEERER], &inE, PS ARANZIHEW TITEMEZ2 5 E LI
5+ RO IE NI SN D Z E R Z 0,

B LES m%%_owf@ 3 DORESE % T 4 Mg L7 RTOG0212 BRI
BWT, ElIEGRIERIKTOAERY AZRTFTHY . BAKERTOY 2723 15
OMERZ &1 12% EA T2 A S Tnd 9,
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B S AER Q&A, MEmIZB W CEImE IXEE N A OLEE . 65 Ll L ER I
TW5, B FEOTA BT A T/ NRaiE CIE 75 bl b, /NI fE Cid 71 5%
Dbz EEmE EEFRL TN D, 65 AT & 65 Ml LTl Lz b, =5y
AZZ LW, AENIHET A RTA4  TERSN TV D &g IcE LT+ 25 vV,

b5IEE 1 IR O S MFRFER & it B b PRIE L R & LTERET T, 65 Bl k
EUT ETIIRREAROZETRD T, BFEREL Y b HEAEEBLER PRICBEEL T
72o F£72 80 Ll ETH 2F RiE(performance status : PS)0-1 & BAFTHIUE, (overall
survival : OS)T 80 kLAl k& 80 LA F & TixEnFhn 7 H & 11 72 H (p=0.20) & A7
MHCAEREN RS, THEICH L TOABRREZBO TS TS, UEX
D MiERSIET A KT A > 2018 FEARTIL, B DA TEMBEDOR G LT 5 ~& T
2NELTWD, DF D HiE TH PS RAF THIVUTIEEREYIRIEOEIS & 720 9 %,
EBRICEZ A A BT A > 2018 FEIRICIE PS3-4 TIXEMIZ b b T HMFRIEZ1T D
RNEDHELEL T D03, PS BAFCHIVTREE (CHELE S 40T 2 I OFREE 2 L3 3R
56 DD, FEYREOHRER & 5,

NCCN A KZ 4 > 2 Tidmdlinsg it A 63 2 A L TR E
V) FEITIRFADOBBMEAFNTE < 23, R EoBEREOFRE &35 ETlE, 4
&0 BIEFI T & OBEER OWRIEDIE ) BT DN E 2D, Lidfish T, Hif
DERFETH- TH HEAEBRMEZZITT D0 &V ) sUTHREDNMERF S N TV DA
SZHEIDFRCFRIEIC L DIRIREIT O RELE L ETREI STV D, Lo Lans, mind
FCIXEREISH, Y. s TIREEOIK T2 EORAREN G b, ZH LY R
7 e ERES 5~ JERPIIASREREZIT> TS RERH D, mimbE i, Bk
T BRSSO EBE O = — X ESHRIEHINC o R R AL D LR RS ND
EENTEY ., PS R THIUMFIRIELIT ) Z LI FEIL <. T LAIREIEZD
3T R E LT\ D,
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TR EM L0 GEFRET TS5 2 LR TE 2720, ik OVHEIE %
EETREXTHD, LEBMEINTWD, 2OHT, BFIIEET D L Ebn ), ALfFET
HEIZFE D BOHEZERIET 2 U A7 13 d D50, BEITEIERICMZ bhd ., EWHHEEH
MREINTND,

Fio, FAHA R0 TR, BDABEOFEE LT, Fhnm, Timtkae. 0fHF
FE, AFONTAE ARG S L ORSEROHEE /e E T s & SihvTnb, ERERE
IIFELBEML TR Y, 5 - REFEMIZIE L 72> T b, 2018 4EIZIT i@ ER THOV B
DA T V=R A REH ORI G L e o7, Las L, BiRES T @ b i (AR HERY
WL OGS &FIEC X HEAITIER D 2720,
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75 Ll LD PS:0-2 OM/IVH ¥ 7213 FE 5 D EGFR Bin A RBHIE/ Nt
HEINSCLO)IZHT 5 L RIEE E LTH 7 4 F=7(GEF) D A& IXREHELHR
(objective response rate : ORR)iZ 74.2%. #EHSHEA £ 3R (progression free
survival : PFS)HREIX 12.1 22 A, 24 FHE (overall survival : OS)H5R1E
X 83.8 A &, FELZ LFASOEHMERHESINL TS, EoEmEICHT S
DTX iX PFS #5E 5.5 22 A, OS HHREIX 14.3 22H Th o7z,

[t ]

K Z A4 =iz - (EGFR, ALK, ROS1, BRAR)E EMxE%EH T 2 75 Ll Lo B#E
2, ENENDOBIGTERMELIERN T 5F T —BHEEZTO LOo#EI N TS,

75 i LA 10> PS:0-2 OI/IVI & 72 1358 O EGFR 8 n 128 S5 HEIE/ Nl e s
(NSCLOIZH % 1 kg & LT 7 1 F=7 (GEF) Z Mt L72 5 TR Tdh %
NEJ003 5B TIxY | EZEFHHIE B 0 F #1782 3% (objective response rate : ORR)I
74.2%, BEIREHTE B o M A 75 (progression free survival : PFS)H S fEE 12.1 7>
A, 24 (overall survival : OS)H AEIL 33.8 A & | EHHHE & [HHEDOHENH
HEENTVD, KbZ\ Graded/4 DA FFSRIT AST/ALT LA C, FMiEwErEEs LTiE
BZ(T1%), FHi(32%), BACRIE(Q29%) L. LRMEOHE THEFE L RFEO/RTH -
7o,

EGFR ® uncommon mutation, ALK &= T#z4, ROS1 #fx 154, BRAF &is T
ERICBE LT, 5 OV T 7N —FOF — 21370 R, — i — B ERI I EH S
DS HRE P MU AR & FE T2 oD |l IOk LT b B L I 2 L3 T
& %, EGFR-TKI OWFFERS RA WA T, Wiz A 7 A Tldk ALK Bix F-HalE,
ROS1 #f= 1#5#, BRAF Bn A RICK L TLX 75 L ETH X —EBHEIAITH &
INZHHFELIRAA BT A 2018 AFEI TITHELE L T D,

R T A N—Bin A RMRERM, PD-L1 GEMIE 50%A0W, & L <IZARB D PS 0-
1. 75 sl BSR4 2 —WIBHIZ I\ T B = A ARBE EE PR S A 217 5 K O 1THE
B"ENTND,

EEEICB O T, BIRRICG L TE LA E L (VNR)AEIC OS 2 4ERE LY
WIEDH B TH 5 Z L3 ELVIS B CHERR STk v . MILES #Bt~ T VNR & Fhlz L
TH L X E(GEMBRBEOAIMEEZ R L TWD Z L AR STV 5, MILES
1% 70 B LA EOH#EST NSCLC OE#IZH T, VNR + GEM fFH OA7 LT VNR HEHI &
O"GEM HAIZ B2 5 b O Tz,
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Z D%, A TIT OB IAEREBR(WITOG9904 #ER)Y I8\ T, FeZF kL
(DTX)iE VNR IZxF LT, OS THEZEITRD LN b D0, PFS THERIER %78
77

70 LA LD PS:0-2 O MB/IVH D NSCLC % x5, DTX HAIRE & VNR HAIRE & &
bl U 7= BB MAHRRER Cd 5 WITOG9904 75 CTik, ORR 1T DTX HAIREA 22.7%. VNR
HAIREN 9.9% T o7=, PFS FffiL DTX HAIREA VNR HARE L 0 Evo72(5.5 22 A
vs 3.1 7»H. HR:0.606, 95%CI:0.45~0.816, p<0.001), OS HRAEIZZILZIL 14.3 1>
HE99/mAT, FeX v /VHAREN 4.4 DAERE LT, HrtHa EZ2ET30
722> 72 (HR:0.78, 95%CI:0.561~1.085, p=0.065), Graded/4 O4FHERJ/IE K& & %
BAHAIZL o723, Graded/4 OUF HHERIME PG TG B e Z21TR O e o 1o, BEIE
(any grade)l% K& # Fw /LHAIRETEL o7,

LI X0 ElnE 63 DHEHEREIT DTX 213 Uth & U758 = AU AukE S E U A 5
FlEEZbND L 2B 5NS, SIOG = ESMO 72 DT A KT A 2 ThEH = i HI
BEE S5 M U A HLA S AR ICHESE S T B

IFCTO0501 #Bki% PS0-2 T 70~89 ik OHESTIE/ N ftifs 2 xf 4 & LT
CBDCA+weekly PTX ff fi#1k & VNR £721% GEM HA| & % ik U725 IR ©H
%, OS FRfEIXPEHEE & A TENEN 10.3 22 H(8.3-12.6) £ 6.2 12H(5.3-7.3) p<
0.001, PFS H14uii% 6.0 7> (5.5-6.8) & 2.8 72J1(2.6-3.7) p<0.001 & GFFHARECTHEITIE
Ra@ic, AFFRIL Grade3 LLEOIFPEREA T 48.4% & 12.4%, &ElLIE 9.4% &
4.4%., HESEN 10.3% & 5.8% 72 EUFAE CHEFSR L L RO, JFARETIE 4.4%0 5k
WCEVHRICEDRERTH Y

JCOGO0803/WJOG4307L ik PSO-1 T 70 kLA b OHMELTIE/ NI 2 %4 & LT
VA7 ZF 2 (CDDP)+weekly DTX {f f##ik & DTX HAI & % bl U 7= A H o 55 MAHERER
Th s, OS FHRAGIIOFHEE L Al L TENE 18.3 22 H(10.8~19.4 22 H) & 14.8 12 A
(11.9~24.1) HR : 1.18(95%CI 0.83-1.69), PFS H9ffil% 4.7 72H(8.4~5.1) & 4.4(4.1
~5.8) HR : 0.92(95%CI 0.71~1.20) & Jf BRI A OB A2 LRl o3, SRRk & 2o
7-90,

IO OREBROFERZ B E 2 THARTO Gl OFEMEIRRITE = A b F MU
FIHA N HELE ST D,

Fio ALFRE L R T = v 7R A v MAEHEK E OPFHICEE LTI bkl L
b ANRIERE L EHbi S,

FER - Rz e/ NIRRT 23 AT L C LR 77 F 2 (CBDCA)+3 7 ) % F& L (PTX) +
RNV A< T Bev)+7 7V U A~ 7 (Atezo) £ CBDCA+PTX+Bev & % Lk L 7=

75



IMpower150 5 CTix PFS 1% 9.7 » H vs 6.9 » HHR 0.52, 95%CI : 0.38~0.71), 75~
84 5% T 9.7 H vs 6.8 » HHRO0.78, 95%CI : 0.45~1.35)" L W HFERTH Y | Eilid
THRFICOFMRIR A RD Bz,

@RI 6k LT CBDCA+PTX or nab-/32 U % % /L (nab-PTX)+Atezo &
CBDCA+ nab-PTX & % Lb#% L 7= Impowerl31 iR TlX 656~74 i CTPFS 1L 6. 0 » H vs
5.6  A(HR 0.66, 95%CI : 0.51~0.87), 75~84 % C 7.0 » A vs 5.6 » A(HR 0.51,
95%CI : 0.30~0.84) L W I FERTH 728,

RS- Rz /Bt 23 A2 LT CBDCA or CDDP+< 2 k L' ¥ & R(PEM) +-3.4
71 ) X< 7 (Pembro) ¢ CBDCA or CDDP+PEM & # tbig; L 7- KEYNOTE189 #5k Tl
65 LA =D OS X Pembro OFHEE S > Tz, E7o, R ERmIZ LT
CBDCA+PTX or nab-PTX+Pembro & CBDCA+ nab-PTX & % ki L 7= KEYNOTE407
BRI 65 LA B OS 1% Pembro AR - TUNT-,

Ubo XSz, ¥ 78y M ClE®H 50, WINbRETFT = v 7R A o MRFEL
OO FER T CHHEN THDMHANREN TS, LirL, BEEOFERT L0
Ty MEFTI RSN TE ST, WTINoREBR L 5IE PS0-1 & 77 F 0t LS iE
ITAlHEZ: fit elderly TH Y . T XTOEBE DY T 0T TlEa, 5T 58I~
XA MIERTDOIMERND D,
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HLEIZEE) GILM £ TOERONEAR T, oz & i3 2 &NisIc X 2 ligastine o
IV N EFEDNTNWD, ZOTDEIE RS LS TSR D72 < BAEIRDZE
MBS L CI3ei@ T2 & O DGR & & R E IS B3 5 Nl O A 12 13— & D RARED 73
Vo LU, RIS X DEER) - BEEERR BB RIE L TV D ODBURTH 5,

BT, MoOTEILE & i U CORRRRY - BERERYIC BERE 2 72 0Nl I A © 2B BIZ DWW T O
BT 220, IERC K o T EEEERRRA OESIRTH < 720 BBEOIGENTR T L, &Y
ZBITED 2O OIRENEE 2355 < 72 5 L \Wbiu D, RIS K0 BIRRIEOFAIEZE M L. &
IEZALE PO AR A D U Bl T EROFERIF 2350k L CRIERA~V =T 2 2 L
RV, ZTORE, BRCHONANEEICHER T2 bbby, WRMERERE
FlEfE T, RIS NTE T, SOICRERENES R ZLRH D,

BIIMENZ & o CHMBENZEN T2 2 & ©, BESWAMET L, HWEE~O|BUIAME T
THEINTER?, BREOBEIIHT HENMET L, 7AEY U °NSAIDDs 1285
HAEMEEESE Z V3 < 72 d L SbivTE 2, Hpylori ®F1 RN b3 5122
T, 7 LIRS K o CHEAIEOZME D BPEIHEIT T 2 b Tidie < | R iiFic
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IKRHOEND X D7D,

/MBI INRIZ & D B2 Z I VB & SN D, A ORISR ORI T LAY
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B (T3) DleblEZXbNDH, AEFRLTANTHZERED 1 212725,

AEEZIZOWTIEIIC OV TOTLE OB A 2N b DR < DDIEBEA EHELIC

SUNTIHFHC RIS S BRI 72 0 | EEEGIIC 35\ CRIHRE & 7= BRI
R | I % TR B B,

i EHGg D ERSR
e QTR PO LT M AT

(=Graded) (=Graded)
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RT Stage I -1I 3 4 08 39% 8% 10%
etal. D 12% (T2/3)
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WZRWY, KE O KRB 72 BB DY ATRIR D% H T T, 70 A Lo sl iR b 75k
FRREIE D% IR A2 2 T 7o B & IR OREZ i35 & AR i 26 72 H vs
18 /A (Y — K 0.75, 95% (5 HEIX[#] 0.64-0.88, p<0.001) ThH~7=3, ZDOHET
X, FBRESOHEZ T 2 &< INAHE SRS RIEI LS E CHL AN TH 5 Ll
SN, miEE OORER B % Charlson Co-morbidity Index (CCI) TaEAM L 7= BIEA 58
TR, 1R % 7B TE IR0 TIER] & e ARSI IE + it 2 58 LG TIERF
PP B TIE CCTITME N - EME SN TV 4), VULV @ElihE 2 BER o TIHE
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WEBI 2SI 2 8D 8 - 72, & 2 TIIEFFRMEZE T 2015 05 2019 4F 3 H £ T
B HIER X — U — RITHRHBE L7230k 72 D ONCNREEANRI RSO T v r— b 2% JtiZib
7,

NCD 7 —# _X—ZTl&, 2016 GO T OIERIT 25 1) 72 813 36,852 I T, ZDHbH
75 mLh 1T 39% & @ E 3K 4 Bl xS Tz, EEE TS T OAPHERERIIREREINT
WR WS BAEE COAIHEIR AT 6.3%. 7% 30 HIELT R 0.7%, FHBEIEL T EHRIL 1.3%
Tholz, HEMMTCITEFEIL 17,670 1T 75 L _E2Y 38% & 4E i Ak 1144 P & BB
it S FEFROEIE TH o7, HEMICBT 2 2FEH TOEPHERAERIT 10.4%, itk 30
HAETSR 1.0% FHEEL TR 1.9% TH 723, FE@HIOT —Z TR SR TVRNA,
AANRES R RS T 77— B Tid 2017 4O P E YIRRT 1Z 7,582 B, J8E L= 240t
SEIE 23.9%., 9 BIFER - BERIED 4.6% L i b2 <. AR 3.3%. IR 3.1%., Mk
ZRBAHIE 2.56% Th o 72, BHAERIMIL 1,567 T, A LI-EAIHEX 40.6%. O HiEA R
28 9.5%., RN 5.9%, B 4.5%., MK EREEEIT 4.3% CTH o729,

75 ik UL B B UIBRIT D% A 1) E it C R 1L M2 72 E A OHED ATREM S B E D & &
NTWDHR, BEDHERAEDEIGIT 20.5%, MiZkDIEAEN 12.8% L S TRV, 2FEHD
TR LB L THRTEDL D EE X LI 456, TRICOWTREYED A ORF T
DFS 73 100%iT < & BAf Th o727y, EITHEE S E O M0 OS TIX 67~86% LK T3 H
% 456, 80 kLA EOMET CldkRat LRI~ TH D03, A IHEDRAELEN 19.5~
36.2%  JliZe DIEAFEIN 12.9% & Wi TV D 78910 A7 ARG L7t 130720,
Stagelll, IVORERIN 23%% d58D 5 T 34 OS 28 83.6% & STV 5 10, HilisH Th
S THAIRR EAIHEICERET 2 & PEICNHH & SN TEY ., 80 mkll k. RHIINAIME
WHERE DML T L TV DIEFI TR AR U ~NE U 7 —a U EEID TN D 7,
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85 kLA _E D RETTIX Clavien-Dindo 233 I LL_E D2 A OHERED 35%~38.5% & 80 1%L
FORE L @WMEN D B o 7o AFROBEHIREIC L > TENH D23 54F 0813 21.6%
~495% & STV 5 111218, L LIEER O 5 B, MFESKEEH L & ShTnd, 20
INCADHE « EFRICE L THEBS EFT5 T8I LT 5 2 bbb, ZOkHF
O*W&ADL@ﬁﬁﬁg85ﬁuk®ﬁﬁim®ﬁméﬁi ITAEALHD 19,
REWESE T FIFIC DWW CIINREIANEHRIR T A K7 A o CRaind B O A OFHE O L 5135
MEFM L RS CTH Y | @l bIEESE N RO L 78 b & SN TWD, RROEPHE -
PR AR LT CHIEMESE T RIS T Tl 0 . IEVESE T RN 720 OB kg %
BRLIZBEDZ WD, BHERTFNOHEISNH L LB DND,
i/ NFHAZ DN TONTH D RVBRE S TE Y | 80 kbl Lo HUIBRIEFIT Y o/ EiZh
BEREMIIT> T DFSIZHEB LW E T 2WE, RHEICIRET S LRATuERS OS
IIEHEGIBRIF & KRE S EDLRNWETI2MENRH DL, Lo, W bIERER D722 < th
DIEB S O TONRELRFT Td o 72 619,
ElinE BT D ANBHRIR O A a2 1Che . FTEREDOY X7 2@ LT,
7L CTHRET 5 2 E NEEMEAE RN S SICHED AR THRETH D L E 2T,
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HI0ES BOMLEEBE OB

5-2 H

SR

VRN 7580 00 B 6 O RS A SEMIRRE OIS/ PEIT . TRIRIRARIZ ¥ 5 102

FEE CThoTh fit REED 1 RN D SWRIBEE COEEBROREIL. FE
ERE L U CREITRV., LANL CGA 72 % V7= vulnerable 72 BBE D
FHE DA I DWW TR & OFEREITR STV,

(]

UIBRAREMES TH 2 HIE 2B\ CIE, FEHES AL & L TR L 2E T 7 vk
v I+ T TS RFI(E A aRAD) (HER2 BRI CIES HIZ h T AY X~ 7 %8
) L. 2 WIRHEIZ T Dy~ T 437 U X xR UL, 3 IRIAHE CT=R /L~ 7 Bl
MR IND LA THDL Y, WO LY Ay FlnE EHEERmE L0777
J—TIRHT N D AR K D IR RBAE~ OB O b s FRIREBR Tk & 72 2 fit 72
BEICBONTTEISE WL D 20, 722 L, 2D ORET CIImbsDERRD 60 mill B
575l EE —E TRV AICEEEZET 5,

VAT T FUERGL LU AT, AE CEERAFFROMENETZ L ARES
NTW5 D, SPIRITS #BRA T SPIKE(S- 1+ 2 75 F ) Tl S-1 AN+ 5 0S D
HR X, 70 mLL ET0.95(95% C.1:0.71-1.27) THY, VAT Z7F O LRERhEITIE
EROLITV, 2 Ziuk, @iEicisT s S-1 AL SP LA % IR L
BT hEETH o7z, 9 —J7, G-SOX RERICH T 5 SOX BE(S-1+4 ¥4V 7T F )
28T Grade 3 L EORIEARBFEIZ, 70 Ll Lo EinE (n=114) *IER b
(n=224) TIL, 4FHEREC (25.4% vs. 16.6%) , /MR (12.83% vs. 8.9%), FsEMELT
HFERIBIE (1.8% vs. 0.4%), T (8.8% vs. 4.0%), Hls (4.4% vs. 3.6%), 18EU& (10.5%
vs. 4.5%) L5 S, 70 Bl EoEmiE THEITOE WD S OO SICIHARRETH b
EEZLND, FEEREORBREEIL. 08 : 175 7°H (95% C.I:14.3-19.2), PFS: 5.7 />
H (95% C.I1:14.3-19.2)TH Y, &Kk (0S:14.1 »H,PFS: 5570 H) &l L Cifktare
WEERDHRE SN TS Y . Ko Tfit REmidickWnTid, %530 77 F AL
MHEEES D, JFRBIEOBIGIZEREN H 5 BEICB W TIE, #lE{EEEE L LT
capecitabine X° S-1 AL TG B2 GERN R E SN TR . {BEAL T v a Tk
D558, 2017 LI, BEAME L Lz mFOLFOX 23380 5 Tk0 V| ARG
SOBEREIR T2 L Y Capecitabine, S-1 0V 2 75 F o O HANKNEETH 2 5HE12 6 IR
e 55,

HER2 [GEBEICBIT D F 7 A X~ T OEF~O EFRELIE (HR: 0.66, 0.49-
0.88) b 60 KL EOY T VN —FTHRINTND Y, @milisd Clk, DifE R OUHFE
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BOBRSITHT L OO ToGA RER DT — & Tlx b 7 AV X~ 7GR TLNE ROA
FRERROBEIIMRD TR (1%AK5H) 9 | @20 28R NI AV AT RG22 5
HEIIRY =L, hTFAY X2 T e AFH VT TF oLy A 0 L OFFEOH M
EREMELHESNTND 9, 2RIBIRD T LA L~ T+37 ) X 3R )UREICB LT
i%. RAINBOW 3 BRD W 7t TlX, 65 mARim D7 7 —7TIET7 Ly n~7 D L3
FRRIZIRENTND HDOD, 65 %Ll b 70 A0 T HR 0.88 (95% C.I:0.66-1.18), 70
%L b 75 A HR 0.88 (95% C.I:0.60-1.28) t@iESNTHEY, FAvL~T DL
FHPRITERL DL > TNDE Y, SHICH T TN~ ORERLN S, T L)L
~ 7 ALY Grade 3 UL EOFEIME (14% vs. 2%) , HEEUK (12% vs. 5%), I HERED
(41% vs. 19%) OHEENEE L EnD, VAT « XX T 4y hATURAEBELI-LD
PEE SO R D B D, 3 WIRE D =H /L~ 7 BFEIEIZ DV TiE,
ATTRACTION-2 B DY 7 7 )L — T HENTIZ I T, 65 LA T nivolumab £ placebo
BEWCx4 % OS @ HR : 0.53 (95% C.I1:0.38-0.74) T, 65 WA OY 7 7 N—TD
HR : 0.76 (95% C.I:0.58-1.00) & i L CRFTH 726 . TCGAIZ L % B T4y
BHIZBWTH, T =y 7R A 2 MEEFEEDOER GV EB 2 Hid MSIF-H 1o 5y
TH AT LWL CEE OB NEN-T- 10 fEo TRIEIZBWTbRET = v
RA » MHFIITEERRERINETH 5,

es5tE (vulnerability) OFEARIL, FRK Ficd EHEDR #7225 T, Comprehensive
Geriatric Assessment (CGA) 72 &% AW\ = @il B e S HERE S Cn g 10, L
L., ZHE TOBBEFREORKRE Cix CGA IZ X ARTM X FHIIFIThN T 57,
AHMEZIAHTHL D, Lo THRlE 25 L LIaim R BR COMFPFREZND, £
T AR RO OB OMRABICEE L 7 1B IS O BB E SR I DWW T b+ 7T —
AT, T K B i R E P AKATR I K AR BN, 1 Lo R e CTE B
FOMELED LT, EOLXI REBRIRESENGNTH 20E5%ORFBLETH
Do

o X5, @misd Ch o THERRBR O EAEZ - T BF o R, fit Thih
IXFEE R E & R OIREBGE DR STV A, FIZIE vulnerable 72 BB S —38 & F 11,
DR BT DREBIN D D, —J7 T, MEATE L U7 HANRE T i) RAF 72105
BETRTHRELH D720, IBEREICBW TV EER AW 2 RkD 5D,
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Al EIE 7 O 2 Sy IR A 2

o EHIRAED RIF R EEE T DR T ¥ 2 MRIETHE AR TR H
5, EHREARRL2EHE AT e - HFAIHL A TIER,

(]

e T R AR LR LI, T PRI AR A B 0 TR DS S Ui B 2 CIE T
AT TWD B, ZO LD RBEITHT Dl &?ﬁﬂbﬂi%ﬁ@i@it'r/x 720, 1RiG
M7 HYIERIN 25T S 7235 T pStage IVIIT E2Wr S n=5HE121X. S-1 (2 X Bk
1 FEHONIRIARESMEEIRHE & STV 5 (ACTS-GC R, L?%L%‘E‘{’a‘y%ﬁ/r K74
VCHERE S BRI ET R I IIE R E A KR E LT ML SN D TH Y | Elnd
ERIGE LI OTIE AR, EEE. ACTS-GC ‘it%ﬁf 1% 81 MLl EIZZOx%h LR
INTWe, T 81 U EDOmEMEIZRIT 5 S-1 12 X DMl b RIE D AANE
LM, AT LTI, ACTS-GC HBROFEHR%Z 180 ikl DBAITHEM L
T BODENBH L TIERN 2,

BUIBR L, FHMREESSE Oz L - TEERIREEZ K LTV, FRCEEE T
B 7R RABIC K R IREBR AL E L e D BENL L Gl E CIIEEER CH
5 S-1 ML FREEZ O 4T ZERRETH DL, D2 ED, 80 Ll ED
B IZBVTIE ACTS-GC R CHES NS S-1 Mk a2iTo7- L LT
b, AT ITAT U AERDZLIIREETHD LEZOND, EEE TR, S 1IFR A
B3RO a VT IATUABMETT D2 LIk, BEEMET LTV 5 aTEErED
R END 9,

P kX0 S1 g iiE 2205 2 LN TE 5 L Bbhn s @i, S-14itk
B E A Rt 5 2 L AHERR S LD 03, el b RIE A =T 2 2 & AR ©
bDEEZLNDEBE ITMBIREZ B L2V, &) 2 L& TR EIEERM 72
Rm T RG22 &2 VT RGN T2 2 L BMETH D, L LERITIT
P 5 BOTRIR A FHIE ISR R BORE. 2NZ DIREN N2 LD, ZORE AT
L7 DEFKABR DB LI TH 5 9,
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HATHON, BHRBESET B LENHS,

(]

R OHELT - RIS 2 —RIGHE T, ASRAOMRITA FFLOBEN
5, VAT ITFLROAXRY I T TF OO LT LS TWD (JSMO &l
DBIEFRIET A T4 CQ4: 5 HELE, —e 7 AL~L C) . G-SOX % 70
AT & T0 L IS 2 T VR WIJOG 7 v—7 DT X MEiRBR R . Eiln s
(2B 5 —KIBR ORI DITHIL TV D,

AE, ZIRIBEO R U Z XTI - T AV TR, SIRIBED =R~ T
EOZNEIUTR W CElna 1T 5 Uk Z a7,

Muro 513 REGARD B & RAINBOW iR D W7 7 L — TN 24T\, /37 U X X%
YL e T A TOFRPRE. T L b~ T HIMRIEICRT B ERICET D a2 Wi L
TV 2 ZRBROXIREFITPS0-1 T, Fhd iz 21 REGARD KBk 60 m%
(51-71 %) . RAINBOW iklf; 61 7% (24-84 %) Tho7o, BEE 45 LI T, 65 Ak
T, 65 Ll B 0Ll B, 75 Ll EiZoi3 T 0S8, PFS, ZAaMEIZ DWW TG L7z, OS
(2B L Cix. REGARD B 45 i LA T HR 0.59, 65 iAdi HR 0.80. 65 kLA = HR
0.72. 705%LL L HR 0.73, 75 i%LL L HR 0.59, RAINBOW ###; 45 2L F HR 0.56,
65 A HR 0.78, 65 %L E HR 0.88, 70 i%LA = HR 0.88, 75 %A E HR 0.97 &9
FERTHY, PFS bIRMRIC, EilE CTHREEH L FRROZREMFHFTE /R TH-
2o FE12. 65 EOBFITH VT, XV Graded LI EDOIFHERD OEIG N EHT 5
D, T A~ T OB L FEDFIBE COEITFRD R0 o T2,

SWIRFIZEI LT, ATTRACTION-2 3B D %I 5% 20 1%L o PS 0-1 Th o 77
B, 65 Ll EOEIA TR T 29.6%(146/493), HAAND Y7 7 )— 7T Cik
57.5%(130/226) % 56> T\ = 34 | ZZHUTE W CERBIOZEM 2B M Thh bl
TRV, EIROMRNT Tl 65 A HR 0.76 (2% LT 65 % LL ETIZ HR 0.53 & \»
IFERTH Y, 65kl EOGEmMFIZH T b RMHEM L FRROIREZIHTE /R TH
STl WR D, . EF =y IV RA L MNEERORBIER & L THEEEa EES
(irAEs: immune-related adverse events)?3 7 51, i CTIXFEMIZ K 2 BWEFARIER DK
RIR R EN TV, BREE CIIRET S TuniRnorz,

FIEF = v 7 RA v FREEKNBSST HRTOBE TORRTH 508, RIGHEUET
BSC (Best Supportive Care) Hij# & BSC+salvage chemotherapy (K& # /1% L <X
AV TH)OEMIET > &7 2MERBRAMTONT- Y, JEUEPS0-1 07 by IV
R EASRAOM G 2 Gt —IRETUT ZRIGFREAK T LI2BE T, Tl B2 T 56
%[31-83] & ERRO HARANT —& L0 H47< . OS F9fE2s BSC #f 3.8 # HITkl L TR
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158 5.3 » A (HR 0.657, p=0.007) & AL FRIERE OBBIMED VR Siviz, i L 297 70
— TRRATCIE, ALSEIEREIL 56 LU T T HR 0.713, 56 mLl BTk HR 0.572 L 4FEHRIC X
LI AEFHIRIERNR 2RO, el (WHRIEONRE LT REX XL ELY) /T
VOMNZEET o T,

65 i LA LD B EE kPR & LTZIRAT, Ml 1T AT 212 £ LT
LE=2—0 12X dE, WIhOPBRED, BEABE LT it Zemimd 1oxt L CakR %
THZEEHREL TN D, 290V olT ¥ MERB~OEIE OSIL, fHEEESR
SORPL, PS, FHE - WFLEREE 72 ERk 2 2Bl DS TR ORBEE M@ 20 | FiRO
SRR EFRBENEGLIUCS W E WS EERH Y =BT V ADBENRNETH L, L
L. EBEIZIZ 65 L EOFEEE . OV CIRE Y @i ok L CREMIEIEEITH ) %m b %
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WL, ZORTHLEBEMEBOIERRE TH -T2,
R A XICB L Cldmilin s & IRl TEZ BT,
T i B X RO D B o 72 6 FRSCH b R SUIEIEEIRE T < | 1 B D A EiinE |2 H i &
DIEME RO T,
il BT 4 FRCH 3RS TRl E 23 % <L 1 RS0 CHERE D S0 T,
e & OHER AR TS ME 7 iSO 28. 6%, FEmlE 25. 5%, HTFERITEIRE 2. 7%,
JFEEIE 1.6% ThH o7z,
EMAFICBE LTk, SEERAEFRIZEBV T Hirokawa” O TIXIEEIE LA EICE
HTHoTH, ZOMDFmMIL TIIAEELZRD RN > T2, b FEAFERITFLH 6 X THE
ZTRD LR Do T,
Kaibori 5 ¥ 042 A ABED 2 78— MIFFECTOMAETIEL, FHIZE 5 2 IFOIBRIZ B
T, EWMEILEESRE & EARBEHEBETFROEIRD N2 NLOD, BRIEAETFRNE
BlIE o7 (K1) o FPEER KO AREEEHES Y X 7 & LR sE R T AR
R EPARBIZERTh o L L. BHERED H % il O )& R (2
119 & LR T T 5,
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Study Year Country Total Curt off Patients(n}) Other medical Mean operative
patients age (elderly/nonelderly) diseases{%a) blood loss(ml)
(n) (vear) (elderlv/nonelderly) (elderly/nonelderly)
Vamada et a1>) 2012 Japan 278 80 11/267 NR 062/1,091
Tsujita et ad) 2012 Japan 408 80 23/385 70071 522/556
Hirokawa et a12! 2013 Japan 220 70 100/120 NR 530/530
Ide et a12) 2013 Japan 256 75 64/192 NR 878/1,225
Ueno et a1 2013 Japan 252 75 66/186 3211 760/820
Taniai et a1 2013 Japan 416 75 63/353 NR 1.300/830
Wang et a7) 2014 China 208 70 56/152 1477 NR
Study Blood Mean Morbidity Mortality DES DES 0s 0s
transfusion preoperative rate rate at Syears (p value) at Syears (p value)
(%) tumor (%) (%) (%a) (%)
(elderly/ size(cm) (elderly/ (elderly/ (elderly/ (elderly/
nonelderly) (elderly/ nonelderly) nonelderly) | nonelderly) nonelderly)
nonelderly)
Yamada et al NR 52/48 O(LE)3.3(LF) 0/0 26/43 0.68 NR 0.06
Tsujita et al 13/29 3532 26/22 43/0.8 47/48 0.65 95.7/84.8 0.56
(at 3years) (at 3years)
Hirokawa et al 27425 35/3 32735 212 35/54 0.02 56/64 0.06
Ide et al 2321 49/49 33/20 31731 34435 083 59/68 0.64
Ueno et al 53437 5/4 26/19 01 NR NE NR 0.77
Taniai et al NR NR 3027220 6.3/2.8 3401215 017 40.2/45.6 0.62
Wang et al NR NR 53.6474 36/1.3 NR NR NR NR

DFS: Disease free survival ; OS : Overall survival ; NR: Not available ; LF ; Liver failure ; p<0.05

KRR 22 C AR AT OB 00/ (3 10

X 1.
100 -
_—
S
—g 20
Z 60
8
=
240 A
g
E
3 20 4 60-74 years
[ 60-74 vs. 275 y: HR, 0.96 (95% CI, 0.88-1.05) p=0.379
0 40-59vs.275y. HR,096 ©5%C, 0.56-1.06) p=0.3%9
A 0 1 2 3 4 5
Number atrisk Years after hepatectomy
2155 030 815 200 55 0 u
60-T4y 7576 3532 1141 é11 265 o5
H-59y 200 1417 s 3 143 ®

100
gg“ 80
E
N 60 -
E 275 years
@
T 40 60-74 years
;
20 -+
60-74 vs. 275y HR.0.87 (95% CL 0.78-0.97) p=0.016
0 40-39 vs. 275 y: HR,0.76 (95% C1, 0.67-0.87) p<0.001
B 0 1 2 3 4 5
- o Years after hepatectomy
=75y 2020 1263 654 433 251 151
60-74y <57 5307 B 2305 1427 261
40-59y 2001 2136 1375 1008 665 470

FIGURE 2. Survival outcomes. Comparison of survival outcomes after hepatic resection among patients aged 40 to 59 years, 60 to
74 years, and =75 years. (A) Recurrence-free survival; (B) overall survival. HR hazard ratio; Cl, confidence interval.
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(B L TIRT0mR LA b, B ICBI L CI80sk LA & @il & L CTIKAy L TV DI % < A
bz,

- BEIV RS
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FRZ @ E ISR MEREZ 1L U & T2 DMERE, MRESREENZERO LD, iFaif
FRBILEME IZBNT, AR Y 27 &2 KIBICHEIN S 5 /RerEnd 552, LLaloOBE
T, FERIPOIENG 72 & OOHFEIRED, v B O MR AEFRS R A FRICERE
HHZ2DZEHLRENTNDY.

RO TR - B OHE

JFAERIE CIEA B EEZRD RN, BHE CIXLIGm I CREE N TR AR Th o7, i
HBADHERPHIIE T RICITA B A Z R~ 1=, Kaibori 5% D4 H AR D =t Ak — M
JECOMFETI, IR B HFOIBRICEB W T, @i I XIER g & AT
ROETBD LR NE DD, BREFRENARITE o7z, R X OF R % 5
B R E LIMBRERERAERIIGHU ENEEICERTH T WA L, fHERED
&> 2 5 B O FANE TR AT O R & SRR T D,

- FTHE)S & A% O E

75~80m LA LD & D &5 2l b IEm i & RERICAT O SR BT M 7 < FEmA I+
WRTE L2002 —KZFITBOTIFINEISOFINZIBN TN, T AR ho o4
ERFED BV EERF I3 L COAFZITV, 2 OfE R4 IEEImE & MRt 217-72 2
XV AEFRITEN R oTob O, EHEIND, EINOMFOIFE A EITHE
RTOMGTHH Y, EinE DB TIPS EZRHICC WD & &R, LLR
23 b Kaibori & O KBTI, miliniTEEE O E THITABICRR Th o 7 1R
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Dy, WEHGIRIROEIS . F o6 URIE R & LT 272 b o TeARRIER OB A% 2 it L7
TR o0, %I, BB TINS5 2 N TRINDL D, ZRETDOL D
R REIREED B EE DA Z TIT 2 LW ORI TIEZe< 220 . “vulnerable” 7¢ &l
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Child-Pugh 3 A %7213 B THABEIIBRBER & 20T ZRIRFTRIENS N
LI RmA. b LIXBESBMAIEREIER LB a8 U RIERO#E
Al  ERsUE: YR

7272 L. Child-Pugh %3# B UL EOFFHEREDIE T 237 b 2B A ITITHARIER
DEMNIEEICHRNT LERH 5,

(i)
JF#mpasE (HCC ; Hepatocellular carcinoma) DA 1%, U BRIBIRE OMIAVEI T, T
A BEIH#ERFA © Radiofrequency ablation) 7 & D22 HIl R AT, FFENIRIL 38k ik
(TACE : Transcatheter arterial chemoembolization), 77 TAEHIHE &\ o 7= LR AT HEIEN
EIRARETH D,

FITZOIBR A RE 72 AR (2%~ B 5 — 1R OIREIETE S, FRC @S TIXEIHE L LT,
BEPET « FFEZSIPE O T REfE S, BRER OB EINEL AT 2 Z &LL< it
REASIREIC 22 5 Z L3\, Fie, BEEER. S0, IRERIE & W o e E I kv 4h
BRI DM & 72 DI WA R H 5,

RFA IZ T ORRIE L U Tieh —IRAUTEDY, IRE SOTH LS DI &\ o T2 Il O F7EAT

EIZ L > T T TERWSEERH 5,

FITARBETH ORI FTRIE DX G & 72 b e W E 3T R 2 x5 L Tix TACE 2583 %

23, Fir° RFA L el U CRaThlig=Riis s, 12

— 5T, ERANTHEHRRER I MR E A SN TR Y | SRR S (RILD:

radiation-induced liver disease) P& #HMED U A7 & & 5 7=, FFldE OIRHEIZIZIZIE A

WHILR o T,

UL, U4EREE U724 B EH(EBRT : External Beam Radiation Therapy) #ifi TH 25, =
Wt JF RS (3D-CRT: 3D-Conformal Radiation Therapy). 5 28 i1 HikiG % IMRT :
Intensity Modulated Radiation Therapy). K EN G #-IA# (SBRT: Stereotactic
Body Radiation Therapy), B35 #15% (Image-Guided Radiation Therapy)7s &£
EAWLZ IRV AFEFERD ) A7 2K holcF £, RN EOND X O @it
BEORBUIRIELZ FZ T 25 Z LR ARe L ol

HHEFRITENER CH Y | gL TRRETH D Z L BRROFETH L,

FRICBLM AR ICHE G OGS 2 R TR 1T KWV & 72 5,
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7272 L. Child-Pugh 43%8 B UL EORFPAHEENME T L TV D EEITB O T, M TR
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BE OIEAT - FERFERE O HOHRIBROIRRAIL & 5 1 2

FFFRREART-N TR Y fREIRECHFIMER D 72\ 75 LA LD BE TR LT,
TACE & SBRT % ffH L7cimE OIGREREIL. 3 FAEFERT 63.9%. 3 FRATH
BT 98.1% ThH o7z, FRICLHAFAEFELROEMIRIN TR,

FEEAE AT 5 SBRT B OIERREIZHA 52Tl 58D & bR BEMER S
BEThD,

(]
T4 TIE 8D-CRT ° IMRT Z V% Z LIC L » T, X WHEBEARIBIEHE AL TS 2 L TL
BITHIIRIEMT 25 Z LR EN TV S,
3D-CRT & L OV IMRT & HWTHRIEGTE 21T - 7S Tl V2 FJRFTHIEIER @ 73/62%,
TR L 70%, 1/2/5 FERAELFER © 60/40/21% & BIF /2B MfE N A ShTnb,

HCC 123 2 BN RS ORI DWW TR BB ERFIES 2 & O 7o S N ETH - 7248,
TR O A& kR & LTo iGN 2 TE TV 5,

BHO% A EHZETIE, 2 FERFTHIEIZE © 90-99%., 1 4/2 FAETFH : 79-82%/50-57% &
FARRAR BB SR FTEIZ TS 5 g S b T, 29

F72, YIFEB L OFHE HCC 12k LT TACE ff ] SBRT # fifT L 7= fifla) & HLlEa% &5 T AH
BRCIE. 3FERFTHIEE 1 96%, 2 /3 FARALFHE 1 81/6T% & RAF R BENHE ShTwn
5, P

i D HCC 2k 2 BURBIEIE O E 1T 700,

Child-Pugh 7358 7 ;8LL F 2 DREIRIECHTAMER D 72 HCC % 117 4412k %5 SBRT
DOHETIE, 75 EOBERICE T, 2R hRE 52 » A, 1/2/3 FELAFR
96.2/77.6163.9%, HEFRAAF  PIRAE: 18 » H | 1/2/3 T A7 50.6 / 30.4 / 26.6 %,
3AEHATHIEIZR : 98.1% TH o712 LR ENT WD, 75 Al DHRERE L ik L ¢, £&41ER
BLORFTHEE CIIABEEN 2L | BRAFRTIIFEERADN, 72721, 95.2%D
¢ SBRT Jitif 71T 2 2> H LANIZ TACE 23)FH &A1 TH v . SBRT BAOIEH AU Tl e
WEWNS ZEIIRETRERTHD, 5

APHEICB W TEIEMNC 72 2 ATREMEA @O S D & LT, USRS 1449 2 R ~2 2 A %12
R4 % & 7= 3R E AP 55 (RILD : radiation induced liver disease) 23 &1 & 41,
Child-Pugh 7338 B L EORFFMREN A R ARIERNC L < BN D,

LU, SRE AN OMEART X 0 JFlE O BAHAT S L ORI E DR SN Re &L o727
., it HCC 23T D IRMIC DV COSCRRIZH51T D RILD BAOHEIIH TH 5,
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( TACE: Transcatheter Areterial Chemo-Embolization) T&% ¥ . 4E#iZ X 38)%
EEIZONTO I RiTR,
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JRANFY 22068 i, RN T 7 L — 3 1% Bem LAF . 3 ELLN O FITA A, TACE
IR A TH 5, RIRO T — VTR T 7 L —3 a AIHERRAEDIBI TH Y |
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i IR CIXIER dnd IFHIIRRE & ik L C 27 L— K 3/4 OFRIER O BUBEE 13RI % T
BTN, AFREREAERIE, KRR Sl E THEICZ WD, IRRPIE I 52
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B IR H L ORIEROBEN LV EECTh -7z, HiEHun MEEo 0F F
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QOL |26 BRI 72 BA H7- 5 L2 9, £7o. 80 mklh LoJEF]CIXEE e BIVEHBEE N &
<, BMEHTIEBIG 20, &0 lF PSS 1 UL EE I3 IE ROAOHED H 5 IEH T
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B EE OIS A D second line DIREEKIIL TTF7 72 =T TH D, e
X, AFEEEMETLTWA I LRENW-D, HEICRETAZILAEETH
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A, W EHCC) D milnb3 38 L < . JUNIFEIFE S 04 Tk, 2017 0
H1%E HCC D 9 5 60%7% 10 i ETh o7z, ZDZ &nb, S%&EEmIEIED HCC IR
HIRRORENLINEE L 705,

HCC \Zxt3 2 FEMIFRIE I, IFENE(LFIRIE & 0 FIERNRIR & 3D 2703, (AL OTEH
HAFMC XD X3RRI S TR RV, B RECEA L I —Shiz L oA
DFAERT, first line b second line HHIE SNV TWRWOREIRTH D,

HCC IZxt3 2 70 FERRFEOwEIS T, A TR B AN 51T 5 Barcelona
Clinic Liver Cancer staging system Tl Stage B &, L <X C. KMOAEZEI A K
A > 2017 HRRTIE. FFPIREEA Child-Pugh class A T, [EEEDS 4 L E, & L <IER
FIRESCIHAMER 2580 DIEF & 72> T D, BUEHWHN TV D 5 FIERNRIEED 5 5
first line THWOHN DD, VT T72=T L Lo NRF=TThHY, V77 2=TRIGDIJE
Bllzxtd % second line THHWHN DD, LI T 7 x2=T ThbH, LI T7x=7 Hif
Doy TAEREREER L [FAERIC . ARIBIFAHEZ: HCC T, FFT#ifEA Child-Pugh class A DJE
PlCHVWERTWD, VI T 7 == 3, MK L 160 mg 2 3 @EmR G- L, 1
BERARIEST 2, Zhx 1A 270 LTHRYIEL, BEOREICEVEERET S, &k
BRI LT, AEEENME T LTS 2 enZ N, EHEICELGT5Z Lidkho T
WHN, B G BB G TR BRI 5 501 TIEZRW, S HIZ, 2020 £ 2 J 24
INT=HA RTA HETIRTIL, Y T 7 = = 7RG EGRET 72 3 IERIC TR IEL
7z, Child-Pugh 2338 A Tifi& AFP 400 ng/mL LI EOIEGNIZ T b b~ 712 K DRI
HLE P BEIMENTnD D,

PubMed (ZC [Elderly] , [Hepatoma] , [Regorafenib] % keyword & Lt v kL
72 2013 4E B 2019 F £ TD 1253 D 5 B, FEERITHF M & iR AR IC > W T ST
WeDIiX, VI T 7 =7 O% =R Th 5 RESORCE RERICEIT 2% &
RESORCE D7 — % % 1, £ 12 Exposure-response it 217> 7= ED A TH - 7=
28), RESORCE BRI 35T DT Tlx. 65 sl F> HCCER) 315 il & . 65 kbl o
258 iz ¥ 1+ 5 Overall survival(OS), Progression-free survival(PFS), Time to
progression(TTP) % LL#Gia L TV A28, WHFIZB W T 65l bk, IFTcL=a9 7
T = TIREBEDIE ) N THREE ThHo72L L5, —J, RESORCE B DIEFI D
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FALE RS I+ iR BYIBR-CIE R EEGIR 72 & OB R BN LERIGEH
2V, FEH - PHRFRICE SO RZEBIIEE > TR, BEOX X Z2F)F
IXEEE ORBHR - BERIRBICHEL 5 X 57H, ThbICAE 5 RmARE
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TR OO NBFE « R OARIE FANIC BV TR L 5 B 7280 BB X5 T Bt T
W, 75 %k db 2T 80 kA R A mln T & BT L. FEMmE & i L7 A X ORI T
X, I L o TRINEICEBEEITRD 2N E LTV A HE L HNIE., ElE TIixadt
FJENZWNETLHMELH Y FEROLTIE—HIIT@E S Z RO bRy Q223 ) . B
F& - JEEEIC KT L CIEFIERABME— OIRIRIER Ch 0 . EATEEIZIS U T, SRR EEER
MO HFAMBAE BIBRN & | SERITFZECIRR, FESA+ —FaF0IER. & 2 W ITIERITFIE U bR
+ ZFEAGUIBR(HPD) £ TAVERIR E 41, BIBRGLPH N K = < 72 D122 THOHE R TERTSE
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HiEE D 90 H AN DO FETISE L 245 LIRBRI. FINFEMOETEELRH L TnD D,
FETS RIT AT R SRR 6.1%. IHFEE 3.4%. AFPIIREFE 1.8%. 1+ f5 I LEE S 1.5%.,
BN AL IR 1.4%  EERERIE 1.3% T o o T2, Mzl i 5 & 72 3 Kk BIER 10.3% . HPD7.6%.
JFBAEL > v b Fi 6.7%. FFAMBEGIERA 1 5 FUIER 4.6%. 4 3 IKIkbIkR 4.5%., £
JFEIFR 2.6% T 2 X3 LA EDOFEIBRZ £ 9 i TlE 2% L EO@mVET IR 2 Z LB L
DNZ T2 o T, FRCHFFT SRR A i L2 k9~ 2 AP EIBR I LM B EE R TP O fERR =R D3 v,
7272 L, RS Climmna 1/l U7z IE R O FIFE L RICEE 9 2 £ 5HI T TV ey,

ARIERE AR ORIE & U IR EHECIE R 2 E-> TV D Z EBNEVERICH D, i
ATOYE(H & L CNHRSERRRSRIE K L) — (endoscopic nasobiliary drainage: ENBD)
LIRS 77 AT v 7 A7 > MEE (endoscopic biliary plastic stenting: EBS)7¢
EOWFHNE N LI D, AiE TIXROEMEL END T 2 — 7 ORBEICHZ T H
CHRELTLED L) RRBAEDCEE bBAI L. 2D OB ITITFIESA RN E T
HERL®HD 2, FREOVR— FAMHERSEREE TIXAE TO ENBD H#HIIHETH
DR RIAABERS LB L 72 0 | ERE OBINCEN D, EIIRHIMEICRE S Koy, EiR
BOFERING Sl TIIAS IR EMERE MY 0TV, B2 8 2 R RE
LEIHELHINTF 2 — T RNEEBEISN TR TITRAMD U 27 4 H 0 Sk o134
1% L#E 9, ENBD (3 EBS (T, IFRTOE R D U A7 RSB 5 A TIERL TV D
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25, ENBD B &1 O IHEME O T oRAME T ADL OBLE Tidde L AMENR L, T
TIXEBS f#E 21 9 MEKYL D Y 2 7 2 % 5 X< plastic stent @ FNiuZ FLIH L 0 JHE |
TN & LI HR O RS N 4 15 S HBE N BRI A 7 (Wb 5 inside stent) D B 4F
REAEBRE SN TETEY 9 | EilmEIERE ORI ISR A 2R TR & 5,
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&9 KB FH CHAUIFHAEITIEEIRE & FRRICHEEIND 8, 207D, KEFUIFR
DN & 72 D w12k U CTINATNC PTPE 21TV IERIE L 0 & R & FF o TR A FE
ZHERT 2 XETH D,
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#1056 IO RE OIBF
6-3 ik
RAHRIAR
O O BER O B BIE IR OIS/ S 1T 7 2

AL AEIREE, BREBREN D ARBRELET-N TOIITERICHI» DL THENE RS, {E
L. {LZREOHAZEDERRE LV bEEREICELEZRITTRETH S,

(i)
S DIR RIS & U C, IRERUHBER I & 72 2mBIE, £ & L TCRTEITEIRR
#8 (locally advanced /unresectable) &z, 36 L OWIBRAIHESESR (borderline resectable)
e 12 CTh D, IREBRMETOBGZ2 BN I\ TUIBRATHE (resectable) S & HIKr <2
Grtrid, —AICHRHIRIR D HESE S D 2 A3, milis O B CIIOMTER B TER 7ol ey
FEREIR T 2B 8 L THUHRIRIE 2 E OIS BBIRRE N BIREN 5 2 b d D . Zivb
FRIBIREISORIEE B b D,

TR 69~ 2 BURBAIRIE, AT O X 5 e FEMEER & ST, O) MESENX
45-54 Gy,/25-30 [0],/5-6 #[H, (i) EERAERAFE (clinical target volume: CTV) [ZHHR
B +1em BEDO~—Y B IOMEREINRY o~ HifElke & O PRI 25T, (i) &
THNF =X MU LD EMBE L IZIMRT, Gv) 7 A& B e &% i FEEOH
(concurrent) 1L UL 9,

HEHREREEMRICBW T, BENRER TH D &V ) RN EM T, FUEEI R, Skl
BERS, A EFRRORERLZLELAT L VIR PN BT U AT, EREO X
9 TRIEERY 72 g D BUHFRIERIZB W THEERTH Y . mili Th 5 Z & DA T+ &
I SN DT TR ARV, — T, HElEE 2 3 0 7z IS OIS RRIa I IL, E
X 2 mMEOREF ZRNEECT 5, WS OO FR RSN H 0 | milE CIEfE
WCHENKLETH S,

—O%, SRS ENOBESIEEE CH 5+ IBES . LRI HEET 52 TH
5. TFRBICR L, FRCAEMEICEHRES R SNGEIE. A EFES L L ToR
Sebi, 2L, AR, BAENRE LTV, @O BEICBW T, IEC R o e
WA O JFIR IR T 5 2 WA Mb o T2 fE R, B &+ fRIBNRE#EL WD
JEFNZEBT 52 & b2, ZOGE, BEEIND~Y— U ZEMICINZ CTEREREL
WIET D L, BEHREIZE ONKEE) (inter-fractional internal motion) % RiAATH, 4
JEE DD IRELFE D+ —FEM 2 full dose D RRE 2521 5 ATREMEDS @V, s sz M Cldze <
HIRNARKAFT DU A7 Lz D,

FIT, SHITRWERTOWME (B, +2%0. 225 23, BEOEFH %% cm DR
BECHIY A TS Z L ThD, MHREITHT 2 XBEMBAITH W T, FilinOrms 2 B
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Lo AHYDORY 22— LD LENHEE O E (20-30 Gy) #5%F 5 Z LId#ET bk
WV, ZOMBETITEELRMPAESES 2 S 7272 LIT@EFERVR, IR, I\, SRR,
THIE Vo B FFL ORISR D, 0K 5 R O ETER O R AR ITF
B CITRAT L7220 d, milinag 1O R84 LI A 133k @i £ 0 b xRS e 77— A3 %\,
SERDAEE, B, B L, BAKSCEMRERE O LS RN EBIIBIT LT
<, BIEDFEZEDOIHT I D2 EbB 2 biLD,

Bk, IR, B, BRiE Vo L FEERRS. S OIEUERY HATWSZ ETh
D, IO DIEEHIV DD D FEER 72 D T, SRR DL B B IR R ek 2 4
SENE, BRICHEBEICR D KO RAEFREET LI LIIMTH D, IRHEGHE O FEE
WCBWTIL, MEREE A N7 L2 LN L, Hl I3 TIZ, FIEE Ot
23 30 Gy A, F 7215 V30 (30 Gy LA L3I S 40 5 JIF I AR D It AR D IRFEIZ 35
HEIE) D A0%AE & VO FEERPHINTND 3, LLens, ZHULiTE, Bl
EDlg#T, M ftE> T, AT —# EBREL LR WREIC T I2ME T LT\ 2 alhE
MDD, LTch> T, ERRO XD 2RPUHEER, mimd 2V Tk v IEEMANE A7
HWEDRD D,

LED XS 725 L U A7 g OAEBIRIL, e b3 X C o aEE @D
HEFRHTHDL, LrLERD, mimdE ORSE B | TEEBUR IR 2 1T 535813,
MR L DERITL Y, BEELRAFFROFR L 25 retErEmid L aneBE2 5
o, RPTETUIBRARRISE ICx L Cid, (b RIERIMIEL, FERimE IV ChbifEltsi
DFERIE DD TH D 49, @i TIIRBO Z & LB RRE & il T892, (LR
EHMPEIREND Z ENRZVONREBLHETHD, NCCNDOHA RT7 A4 Th, @EinFIZE
WL, SRR I HIIC R S TR Y . EEE CIXEISERIO 4 50 1 L
(L HHHRRIEE Z T TN E WO ELH D 6

LU G, RFTIENC £ 2 PR OEENSIEFCE 2EMNTIX, mEE Th-oThH
FEMRAIZ AR ORI T 2 it T _X& Th 5, FkO 4B ZLI T O X 5 12l B
B LT, K RETHRNLBEHFRBEEOZI TN B2 bb, () BREE 45 Gy
IRz z 5., ) TRAMS 240 U CERAER RO RRE 2 AIRPIIES IR ET 5 . (i) 11k
B, O, BhgZR & o R s DR E AT O it Gv) RIROER OLE5 5O A & E
T VTR BB R B,

eI OREYE U BRI X, Mg CIFEEImE 056 L0 bIEEICHEIS 2 RFT~& T
b, BWRZIVUE, RERRER EAWEUNIEHME L TREFlZEL 7 v a T LR TE
U, B Th D Z LTI ORI EEICIT R DN E W R D, EHRIAREEEIZEE LT
X, BRESE] EEOVARRE, WRSTE. OFRREZR EOFEENEE) 2 HE L H Y | RBROH
2 BRI RIS K - T, JRERHER L OMRE G TS 2 ENREE LU,
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2 O BRI OB AT OTRREEIL & 5 7 2

SERREIT IO B IR L DRI b AN > TR,

(]

2000 FLIRE, 7 b2 v U R O BOR SRRIEAEERI G T S0 £ 9187
STHBIE, AT T O A7 Rtk 2 IIER T IS 5, ITHEDOTEFRK
RRIZ, AR P fEL s Lf12%7ﬂ@ﬁ¢ﬁ§wvomﬁ@ﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬁ$%’%w

. FEERII GRS G T S (F3E TR S h) A FORBEENIE
m#% ZHRTEDNE I DTS > TR, m<o#®mfﬁ DT A%IK i
ﬁ ZHRWT, BEFEROAEFHM P RE~OADEENRINTND N, fEROMRIZEE

T, BFRIEERE, AEFLEME BN L IBHEE (e, ENERE, IPREE) o
%%\éﬁf L AR EOBERMBAL TWD ATREMEICREETRETH S,

S OIZUHE T, AT EITRSE, FRCUIBRATRESE S (borderline resectable) [EHEIZ
LT, FAEERIE A AT S 72 BT dd THIGRHMIEIC X 0 WIS ER] A 8K L, AEiE
I L PRI BIRIE I CRBATT 5 2 & b2 2, 2Ok vy T 4 71BN L, BAMEFHR
FICLIELIERAOR LD A VIMER SN D20, i CIIMEZREDO BT X0 iR
BRIBATTERWBINSE S BAET DL ZENTFREND, BRMICERE 2K L LTOR
FRNRITEL RAED DD, MEFFEAICITIE LWEIR TH 5728, EEEKRICB WL TR

/NS A — /&R 5 B,

—F T, FRCEEEICE B U OBRBEEZ G L. JEmEE & Gl RN
ROLND LT LHRESH D, FPTETUIERNRER L OUIER AT REE 2%t L, 5-FU fFH T
¥ 48.1 Gy DALZA RGP 2 fifT L= 75 S 90 % (FFRfE 78 %) DA 42 JEH]
DR BT, AR P B ZFREI BRG] 24 41T 8.6 » H . BIERMEATH] 18 51T 20.6
rHE EFEMEDE AN v ary br— L LG L TCREREITRD 2072 9, /)
FrEEATUIBR N REIERE 2kt L ##ft 5-FU fH T 50.4 Gy DAL HUHBRRIEZ JidT L7 70 7%
LI E 19 0EF] & 70 %A 39 AEGI 2 bl U 72 W R IR ik, mik. 22503, 15HhlrRic
WIS WRECEIE AR <. AT IEIE 70 5LLE 11.3 » B, T0 RN 9.5 7 H &
D LABMEBEROTNEBEICEN T2 9, ZHhbOMEIT., EAERFHRISRILEmE CE
wf%—ﬁ@%ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁf%é*k%fwﬁé%®f%5ﬁ\%%%%ﬁPSﬁaﬂ@
BEMBRIRESN TV Z LTI ENLETH D,

IREER ENL U RRTR (SBRT stereotactic body radiation therapy) I, i)/ &
WEEBIAREIC SRS Z H b B — A2 PR S, —RIR#RE (5-30 Gy/E]) F55HE
(1-10 [B]) CHEEIC @M EZ RN T 25T CTh 5, WA PSR & 2k /i & AR
£ 2 JEOREER O KIE A BRI RBL T & 5, JEEHHMEZ XU ¥V IS BEHIFCcH 2
7o, EFEEEICEERIIC HRYE C & 2B BRE T I KON L& AT REIC - D 25 (& D3 5l S 41T
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WRITIIR, RO SRR T D ATREMED B D, WIEDS, ISR Tk, A< E X
LIIRIEEIN CTh 0 . IR 2 & CIERIEERIC bICH Shoobh 5, milin O B
2% % SBRT O 2B L Ci, ZaHIRK Ch 5 - oiai MR A E N GEH 2 HHE 2L
W) L AUy ke BETHOEREFIESCRRIE Z L OMERRENARNETHL V)T
AUy NOWMEEBETOIMLEND S, BHEICxT 5 SBRT OFAEICOWTIE, £724
B DT —Z OERBEFFOLEND D, @il OEREEIZ L > THERBIRKDO—D &
EzoNTW5S 9, FilziE, 24 G/1 [EIE721% 30-36Gy/3 [110> SBRT % i1 L 7= 28 SEHI D
80 ik LA L OB BE OAGF T RN 7.6 » HTH Y, BMELHFRHHE TH-T- 0D
WERH D 6,
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F10E-6 EROHRERE DIEE
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2 D PRI OBEHE 3% A SRRV OIS, 2 L (17 2

BRI B (26 B pRIE D) X, Performance status (PS) . 4%
Al B, Fi#ee7e &E O FEERIZIN X T, BRESCHSBRER E2 802 mM
7RRHMIC B D X HWrT 5,

[t

WERE RT3 2 SEMIRIE DBRFE 1T, 12 & A ED IS &t RICEARRER M Thil Tk
V. O RE AR & LAl & BB OME 1T, IR EE S L IRHEAT -
FEWEIE B9 2 FMpRIE O R M S BENTFETIE, @l 2BV T bR E & RRED
TR AN SALTV % 12 IRIERIORETCIE, Airelighfiéis & LT o S-1 HAl
. UIBRARRAlICx$ 57 L2 B (GEM) HALL S-1 AL, H50NE7vAr Yy
7 v (5-FURIER Z W TAALF RS BRIEIC DWW T b millind ORI LI @ in
LRECTH D EOBRENRD D 39,

PLF. @l 2% L2 A v ORI DN TR S,

1. FOLFIRINOX ¥l (74w 5, LARKYF—h, AFXHVFITF AV
J T H v OO
EPEERRS & fE ) R R 2 xR & L= GEM Bk & FOLFIRINOX J#ik & 0% TI1 #H
teigEAER (PRODIGE4/ACCORD11) (2 X ¥ FOLFIRINOX #RIE S UIBR A REMEE 2595
YRR & U CHESL SN2, [IBEBE X T U T Th-o7210, Lzn-T, 76 il b
DBREFIZB T D2HAIEB L OREMEOT — 21372 <, 75 LA FIZB W T Y & O 5 B H]
OEL - M, KRR AR E e E S b M FEE 2RO TR Y, 76 MLl O EE T
i%. FOLFIRINOX FEITHEILANE T 52 &N %UTh D,

70 LA LD EFIZH 1T H FOLFIRINOX JED A ME & e 2 Ft L& m 98T
X, 24X PROGIGE/ACCORD11 REROFER L FEETH D LA ST\ D
112 - L L., PRODIGE4/ACCORD11 O 2~ A BRI 057, Bl T
M THIe EORBBENE <. G-CSF O IBHESCHEFZICL 52T ILEE b EmWzD)
120 70 L O @ 1255 FOLFIRINOX #i O i X EE 21T 9 .

2. GEM+F 737V 2 X2 L0tH (GnP)#iE
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EFREARS 2 £ O R R 2R & Lz GEM BRIE & GnP Bk & o5 TIT FH ikt
(MPACT) (Z&Y ., GnP BIEOAMMEDHERS S, GnP SRIEDUIERAREIE (269 S 457
EIRROOE DL LTAS WG TWSD, MPACT Tix# Omtg I Fln D EIRA 72
<. GnP BEDOR ML 88 i Tho72 18 | Z D7, GnP MIEITHFmEIIR2 <. PSA 0
HHVT 1, o FEIEEFERES R TO TS EE T B RRICEIG 2T TE 2, T2
2L, T7R7 ) ZXRAOFICEY . RIHERIE= 2 — a3 F— J®97, BEREO
AEHEFZOFEN GEM HFFEICILNTHEA L Z L IEET 5, BT S5 H o
B E 2 FFOm AR T, GnP FHEIC LY SHICADLMETF T2 2 & 620, T 78
70 2x B LVOFMCL2AEFROREALEET L L. GEM OBEISHETMA, BHE
ARG ORRECFRAMRRE, FIROYR— M EEBE Lz, LV #ERBE@wRelT o,
GEM [ZEERAEFFLR L L THEMMEE 2 1-2%I2580, B SUR 72 &8 72 4
Nz, @AY A7 KF L EhTng 118 | Eind Tld—BAIHELZ OFE T 2 & B
M2 2L %<, RIS A IHEZ A3 0 Ml A Tl GnP RIEOBEIS T E T
Do

3. GEM HAI#E

ZAVE TEEIEERE T 5 GEM BARIEOZR M NN Dmb Y 37 | Z0OF
IS STV D, GEM HAREDORHEI E LT, DIEREFZV RS T CE 5 16 |
D TARRIEHIT B HEIIHI TH 0 . FENLEBNAS TH D, 3) # 1 [HO#EpEl X HIEK T
HY ., BHEANCEMMNREEZMR TS, 2B Fonsd, — 5T, GEMOEERS
EHLETHDHEEMEMES L, BEMRESICEmN Y 27 RFLINTBY, +uk
TR AL D 1419

LLEX Y, GEM HAFEILEI TH > TH MR EOGIHEN 2 FuX, fFHL Y
AUBELWGAICIRETE L UAVEEZLND,

4. S-1 HAFRE

S LIFRAFKTH W EENEETH L KE, HOEHPLETHD, ESind Tld, AR
NROWENR, AEFRRIRFICOAREME L TLES, RET FeT7 7 ACET 2
VRAIRHY, FEOVFR— NOFER E 2R L Tk,

S 173 ET LB Y I UREANIZTAL T 7 Y L DI LA EERN S ST
D, VLT 7 UCOERBERT 22 ENRMLNTWNS, @B TIEUAL7 7 U 72 Eht
BEERIEZZ T T0DZENZNT NG, LT 7 ) O RICIE e hr B
RefEl 72 CEEREZ =2 U U 7 LR b, WURKRESLHELITO., S TITAHITHY |
FORSD—DTHAXAT I NEFIALAr TS50 (5-FU) ORREEEETHAVE
Re vl I VUBKEBROMEEREZAT L2 EM0, AN 5-FU 04 fiFiklic kS
< MR ERFFIC X D HUES R OB RN TN O N TWD, —J, A 7 VLB PRI
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DIz, BHEREREFF]TIXF A 7 2V OPRIEIE T 272, 5-FU O43 il 23 Fifse 9
5. ZOREHR. 5-FU OMPIREN LA L, BERAFFROV A PNEEDH, Z07
. WIEMER A A R TIZBHEREIC U7 S-1 O ESCARIEOHENHRIT SN TEBY . HRiZ
S-1HABEROLA, 7V T7F=2 27 U7 72 A(CCr)7° 30ml/min LA T D FEE Tl
EENTWD, @il Clix, MiF Cr JIE ML FEAEM AN O 7= — LB AR X IE R & 8
HbNTH, HREDOEDCEAEIC L W ZEOBEEIIET LTS Z ER8b 5, BECR
R, KL BNRICE 2R ABIEOIKR TR, T L DBAKIZE>TH CCr iHE T 5
TDEET D,

80 kLA F OUIBR A RERER BB 1S5 S-1 OANE & ZaMEIc oW T, 70 AR & 70
Ll EDORE Z R LA SRR B 2 b Ty, 70 %l Lo &ERmEICk L TH
ARMENREESNTND O,

IR PR R ISk 2 MBI, 3 E T HEM S 725 T MREER  (JASPAC-01)
XD, S1HEFPRESMERERR E LT ST\ 5, JASPAC-01 IZ5Ek S - BE D
Z<F BT TH Y, T4l EOmREICET 27— 213470, Lol 7006
81k E COmMHE (MR 73 %) Z xR E Licth AMEFICIHN T, 70 skl &
FEE D BN RE SN TEY 8 | FHLFEIEICB W T H YIBRREERE O m il (o33
% S 1 OWISIZHE T T, 74 kLA ETH o THBEERE R & Olfiastie & & 0 7= @i 7ok he
FEfIC L VIS EBET D I ENREEBEZLND,

EF AN
WEREZIR AT A BT A 2016 FERUTIR, BIERANRE - FRFEMERE (20~ 2 AR METEHR X
FOLFIRINOX #iE £ 7213 GnP ik & STV D03, Z O & 72 DERIC OV CIEAR
STV, ARIETIE, FlIC K 2 EFRIEDBE ST OW Tl 7223, Sl 135
RS TR kx el ZZ BT D LENH Y | EFH O A CIHRIEDOE S 2 Hl3 25 Z
CIXEYI TRV, EREBEER SO EBRRER ST, OHMEE (IR L T0n 2 34
D EET) RORAEEES), KRR, HERBREE GRS | REIRE, Rk 8%
HENZEBE 2T 5 Bk (SR ETEEERFE: Gerlatric Assessment) NWEHETH D LIRS
LTW5, BERILFREE b S MERE TN 2 S S - BRI 7S S E 2 I S e 5 =
EMESBOBETH D,
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Rl RS = 5 5 SRS DRI & 5 1 2

B B E 12345 FOLFIRINOX (ZAFuv i, LRKY F—h,
AVITHY FXRYPYFTFo0AHGR) REET2IT LV 5 © U ERE
(GEM) +F 727 Y #X A0 (GnP) WETIL., FEBHEICL~ED
M- et BIZED LT IMELH DN, XREmB X OEREERETR
&Y RIZOBRBEDIEF TE 5, GEM £721% S112 & 5 BHIRETIE,
FmE L REORREEN RIAEND,

(5]

e RS SR L 63 2 B RIE ORI £ 220F 581372 <L BETE 2= BT v RiTkeuy,
% AMEPIETIL, HmmE EMRREOAE L Zatte " RmENH D 1Y, —J5
T, WL AT > - BEIERHE RS WE EAFEHRIAEVE Th 5 & T 58
b5, TNHOWEDMRICIL, HlhE & EHESNIZERRORR L 2o T IARL VA v
DENEBET HLENSH D, LTICEL T ANIDONT, TOMGFH L & bICIERR
H &g LI IR 2 %

1. FOLFIRINOX #ik

FOLFIRINOX J&iLI%, FEmlind 255 & LoRRER TR ShiBRiETHY . D
# @ FOLFIRINOX H#EIZ B 2 BRBRIZ S 76 sl Lo 1Lz L A EFEN T
72N 5T 70 LA B IR AT 1% 5 FOLFIRINOX ik D # () X Bla 7t Clt,
2AFHMITIERRE L RFRSRESNL TS 89 0 2 b0ME TlE, PIENEEN
BEHEOMES TN G-CSF B501 % <A Tbh Tz, Toraettt AoMnrs, &
ERERE B ICx T D MR A ADMER SN TS 810 —F5C, millgEaE cxd 2
FOLFIRINOX #RiEIFA HEHFRPILFI G & < | IRV H g T o970 2.2 A 9
LOWMELHD, UEXY | mEnE 2683 5 FOLFIRINOX HRIELT 35 722088 b5 Wr Je O
HIRE 723 5- M B O, FFRIESCENEMEBEALETH D0, 75 L T ThiuTHEm
H L RFEOMBENP I TE D,

2. GnP gk

CnP JRIENEEYEIGHR & LTSz S U724 TILAERBR (MPACT) 358k HE (S AR _E RS
7, BEREEEE 86 T o 7= 1V, MPACT DERIZ L 547 7 v—Fir T, 65
A D BERHCB VT GnP #RiEIE GEM BRI A~ TATFHIR AR M8 28 72
Sz (ANP— Rk 0.81[95%EHEIX[H : 0.63-1.03]) 23, 65 A M D23k Y GnP %
EOHEPELNRLT VI ERENTND (NF— Rk 0.65[95%E#E X : 0.53-
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0.79]) . F7=. MPACT OZEBMHTIZET 65 Ll LD BERET 65 A O BE R
ERTHEBEIZTPHRARTH 72 (O — Rk 0.81[95%(F#H XM : 0.69—0.97], p=
0.019) 12,
INETOEZAGP LD 70 %L EH L <X 75 5% LA EOTRIE AR I DV T 23
L, AHBOMETH D,

3. GEM HAI#E

ERIEE B 2 5 L L7z GEM BAPRIEOIRERAE L. W< D O%m X B L —
DD T o MMEEGGRBR O BRI OWE R H D, T HiE, 70 L ES L <X 75 L
FAExGE LT, RAFAMM T-11 0 (Pl | EEREAEIE 445 W H (P

i) . JREHIEEIS 30-70%. Grade 3 LA LD 23-59% L #HiiE LTl 0 1316 | Haht
BIOZEME bICIEmEIE L RKE B2 b5,
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1. ZFuavXery (GEM) HAEE

GEM HAPRIEIL, TNETAHARLUEEL SN TNV T4y Z o Ve g LT &
2ARES TIT FREREGERER I 3N C, FHEEHIE H CTh DI N A RICEN (p=
0.0022) . EIGFHEEH Ch 2 24FH b EN-o72 (p=0.0025)Y . ARFER OB HHE
X, KPS=80%., AN HD, ELEXREZHEHLTND, Ol —2Ili4 752
ETHY, BEREIRIL TR ThoTo, DL H o0MEss ek Flicx LTh, GEM
HARE DA EHES IR ThH 72 2 L b, AREILE RS TS I 18 ThE
Ez bbb, GEM BAEED @n#E IR o 72fiila & 7 2 &4 2MEEGEBR T /2008, # 1
WRTZEL, mlE Tho T GEM BMFEIEIIFESImE L AEOGMEEZ =T Z &M
Bfssh, BERRIGRIETD D,

F 1. SIS ERF T 2 GEM B E OB AE

- " A
E FYPAL X RAE BE 1 EEAEFRE
(Fr o fE)
JRIPT AT+
Marechal R, et al® | F&MHT | 70 L | ]__ 7.3 7 H N.A.
2 fRERfs: 42
Hentic O, et al? % Al & 75 L b | ERERE: 20 6.9 » H 40.6%
SR FTETT: 28
Imaoka H, et al® FEMNT | 70U | ji 8.5 7 H 29.1%
R 58
Oziel-Taieb S, =R 58 N.A.
% Ala & 75 Ll B 4.7 » H
et allo " (BSC: 12) Q FAGFEIA 5.3%)

BSC ; best supportive care N.A. ; not available
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2. S-1 HAPEL
GEM HiAlRE & S-1 BAIEE L GEM+S-1 ML E R Uiz T v & 2 I FH s
B (GEST #BR) 28, RAEFMM A4 FEIFHMEHEE & L TiThi, S-1 HAKEIX GEM
HAEIE I C T IS MEZ R LT (O — R 0.96, 97.5%F X [H]: 0.78-1.18) 3, A
BRI M4 W), Fl O EfRZ HHAANDR e S, 80 Ll EOBEFEIZBW\WT, EERAE
FHROFEE G R @D oTo7o, i CHEEHUEN 80 A ICAE iz, LarL, 70
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%o
EF AN
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FEMR O B CEIBFIE OB 2 FINr 2 Z 13l Tid7e < . EEmESREREMIZ X DIERNIC
iy CT2 I EE LUy,
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DX FMAEIHEIC OV THE SN DEE LDz, BTN L0HRETIE, 710 FH
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TL., AR EERN EFTDE NI FERE oo TS D, ZEIER 2 XI5 b FEGFFRE
g U7-sa &7 1SR d, 80 milh EORAFRO N — REIT 60 A2k LT 2.03
%, 70 RATMIZE LT 1.63 1%, 70-74 il LT 1.23 fF & ST 5, 90 HEAND
JERTHIZE S R @IS 2R DIt > THEIC EH LA v X T 2.4~5.02 fi5 & 5 ST
%9, UL, ElE ORBEREICET 27T =2 D% % mEMETH 0 | fim &R
T—2XZ LV, FEEREOERDP RIS LD B D & I L0 B FEMN R
D7 DRI HEE CTH 5,

B OEIHETEZ N OITNAICA LT A BEBR, FAZE, MRPHLN TSN,
AOHEDORREITFEIZ LV ZNRWE T LWMENRLZ D, T ORI AR TIIFERE LY &
WHTD 7 LA VN EE R A PHETH (Clavien-Dindo 237 L — K3 LU L) (A &+ 5
N ENTZ O, ZDOFMICTIE 65 L L 123 4 12HiTRT 7 LA AR 24TV, KRR T &
Witk B OHED BEE 2 ZZ BT Tt LTz & 2 A B TEE (N — KK 1.70, P=0.038) |
W5 (NP— R 20,P=0.012) , N7 p—< A« AT —Z ARE (ECOGPS=3) (
#— Kb 17.85, P=0.008) . Fried Frailty Criteria 2 sl E (A#— KEE 3.01, P=0.045)
2590 HUND 7 L— R Illa LA EOBOHELB#E L T e, 2D Z &b, JBFER LD b
A7 LA VRF RS EOHEICEE L TR Y | JBFERZ Db ONEERGIHED Y 27 [R+T
T2 W ATREME DRI S LTV D,

EE OB ERRITIIY R 7 265 72, ZHMT—LAOXEN S 585 N CHMIE
BIELDZNNARY 2 — L - B X —TIT) T ERHEREND, HHRICATHEANARY
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a—h - B X —TORBEBIED RO ERME SN T D7D, i) 27 BE0Eikn
F OB ARIRITIL, JBINAOHEICKIS FTRE 72 =% A/ 8— R o T~ A R Y 2 — A -
U —IZERNTONERD D,

Z oM, PHRYGEEORS & U TINATH L FRIES R Y A EENEIN R E s T
WA, EEE IR L7 gEix e < B R I T ey,

=1

EETFEE (5-year)
Liberman et al (2011)
Fairey et al (2012)
Nishiyama et al (2004)
Leveridge et al (2015)

SR SLHVAETF 5 (5-year)
Liberman et al (2011)
Fairey et al (2012)

Patel et al (2015)
Leveridge et al (2015)

90-day mortality
Liberman et al (2011)
Schiffmann et al (2014)

SCHR

12722
2263
1113
3320

12722
2263
804
3320

12722
5207

Age group
<70 70-74 75-79 | 80-84 =85 P value
54% 42% 23% <0.001
60-62% 55% 36% <0.001
71% 65% 60% 56% 0.027
40% 34% 28% 23% 0.007
Age group
<70 70-74 75-79 | 80-84 =85 P value
65% 60% 50% <0.001
66-69% 69% 52% <0.05
65-70% 58% 42% <0.001
42% 37% 34% 32% 0.522
Age group
<70 70-74 75-79 | 80-84 =85 P value
2% 5.4% 9.2% <0.001
6.4% 10.1% 14.8% <0.001

SEMBNT (1 — FLE)
e L
2.03 (<605miztb L T)

1.63 (<705RIZEE L T)
1.23 (70-745% 12 tb L T)

SERIRHT (1Y — FL)
A L

1.56 (<60ti=tt L T)
2.54 (<607 (=Lt L ©)
1.02 (7074471 L T)

LA BEBENT (F v L)
5.02 (<70REIZEE L T)
2.4 (<TOEEIZEE L )
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FI0E-7 BEOWIR - LR EERE OIRE
-2 JERE
BRI
T DR BLAS O O BSOS/ Z e (70 2

EREBZHEORWHBREE T, 2 OF R - SHHER & THBRITRRIER
ERBIRVEHERR, BRIV 2 EBR L/ SWIRB TRE P BEEFE
BT 5B EIRIBHIBEHEBAROBEIL L 2 V55, (LFRELZHFATLZ LB
BETIIH S5, INERIIHE S BRREC LBEREIR T D 7o DRI T ARV
i, BEPEEERATH D Z L2 TR LI S5 2 THEFHREMIBROBIL &
1%, SARHEOTRRDFIRRRE AT, SRR AR R RIEFIRCH RH) - HHH) -
RHEPZREBIZ L BABRRERERDO 7 + 0 —7 v ZHRBERESIX L TRS
(CEEERIEZAT O T LTI 5 R&ETH D,

(]
FEEHE DU n 1T 50 LA BT DREOREE T 70 Ll EOBFE N EEF DK 63% %
HTEY ., B LS OETE & LICBREROBMAEE SN D,
JE e 1 LRI B OB IC L o T B Ch A IRIR M & T T H B e iR
RS D, IR 1o U CIER bR AR LR 5 BB fir (TURBTIC & 2 15 MR AF
EIE LI2IRm st S dv, iR Ik L ISR 22 B b i ds L OV U o8
HiEBIE D IRAETRIR & 72 D,
AR 72 BURHBRIEIR N ZIE S0 O, IERERE % LD Wil iR ©. 2 oFH - A0F
SE7L & THMBHRIE IS & 72 B 22 WG TEEE D 72 GRS VIREB TR
DEMRAF A2 HET 2%A Th D, (LFRELZ AT 5 2 L DMEHETITH 253, IS
B REC DBBE DR T O 7 DALFIRIEN T 2 e WAL, BEMEEREA THD Z L %
TH L7 9 2 CTHRGTREEAMIRIE OIS & 72 5 B 72 I TE F > TR0 BE L
WERIEE LTUTRET b5,

1. JREARMANIRE ERECTHD Z L
TURBT CHRMZRENERICURINTNAH Z &
B OUREE N T3a LT THDH Z &
KEJEZ DN &
BHSRENMRT- TS Z b
g7 RN (Tis) & fEb 72 &
BB TR bem Rii(H 20T 3em LLF)THH Z &
JEEASARE 2N RAFICR =TV D 2 b

S Ll o
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FEMIRAF DBRICHEE T N & SITAEROBEMAIRFT 2207 AU » b (RIEE RO ORF
IR - ZZRIPZ TN & 2 IFR 72 i3 ) 27 O ERR, BN EHIC LD QOL DIET)
ik L, RINCELS EOMPANWT v —7 v 7 2FE T 52 L Th D, FrZmmE 2B
TUE, IER IS - THEIINT 2 @I EERY « BTS2 RRIE K 72 SIS fE S BEFRIRIED B LI H IR D
VETH D, SRR FTREZR S A1, BEICHERIRREDS AR B 2 B0 B R HY - #haxiy - %
RV BRI L0 BERBER%Z O 7 + v —7 v TR E BN L TR G IR AR
EZITH Z L3R 5 RETH D,

ITH-D systematic review? T, 70 L EOREFNTIT LT HARIGH e b S5k 5217
9T, BEERPENT 5 2 & EEE L RI% O E (cancer specific survival) 2375
LN Z ENHEINTIEY . Fln D Tlhs OF HE 2l <& Tideu,

BRI 22 U FRIE R 24T O I T2 M ZER 2 O 2 E N EE L D0, EOHE
L L CEmE A FEEE LM (CGA: Comprehensive Geriatric Assessment) (2 FE-5 < 4544
(Frailty classification) 2328 XL TV 5, CGA 1T H #ATREIE « SREEEE - K00 Eak - 41
DT e EOBEREIZIS U TENE ST O Y — 3@ ST, CGA % 34
HED D L EnE ZBOHT A7 V== 7Y —/L L LT G8 X° VES-13 72 U3 BHFE S
NTEY, BT G8 23 b robust TH2H EZXHNTND 2,

Frailty classification O FEHEITEEHRE SN TV DN, W bEkA ZEfEIC BT 1 F%
DITHFER 6 1 HLULNO T L22WAREE THIT 5 DICE A EHmE S TWnD 3,
eI |2 Rl L 7= Cancer specific geriatric assessment |ZELRES CHFZEEETH 503, U
D retrospective study? Tid Droz & 9DB¥E L7z Frailty classification (2555 < 73 FE#AS
£ ECOG @ performance status & WA TEAFREGEICHBE LI EHEIN TN,
CGA D3EREIE T 2 BUNBHRIR D BERIN T 0w RIZH 2 5 A L /X7 MZHONWT, 4%
prospective study TOFHMIINMLETH 5,
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BRI i OBS R O BE ORI IR OTRIRIRARIT & 5 722

65 Ikl B DIEGNT A U T4 22 iR IR E RSB S1 BRAT(TURBT) % 1L 9%
%L 60Gy RE OMEHRIERZ 6 LI BA OIEDIBRREIL b FEL4AFR
T 30~50%RE, BHFEEFRBLIVEREMETL LIZ50~T0%RETH
5, ®EFERIIMEL L HITETT 58, BREEEERIIERRHE LBHE T
% Th D, {LFREBHH CTERVWGEORBREBRETME CREBAARR L H
W SN B BAITEERRIGROBRENL 5 Z & 2B LTz E CHREERBIRT S
VERD D, BRI FEESR L LTIX, Grade3 U EOBHAESEROR
EBHEIX T%RET, BRE THoTH Y X7 IR I TR,

(]

CEYADE !
{B2ERIE O PR S ATRE 72 35 A DIRHRAE & LTI, 65 bl Lo Elind (o x4 2 Bk
LD systematic review T, 2 4F « 3 35 L OV 5 RS O RAF RO T Rl [rangel XL Z
AL 50%[33-93%), 43%[34-88%]F5 L 31%[27-88%] T o7=, Fiz, 24 - 3FB L5
RS ORI B A LER O L [rangel 1T 80%[60-82%]. 59%[48-71%]3 L T8 52%[37—
63%] T o7V, RAEFRIIMBITHEVME T2 2 EXME SN TN D 203 AR AFE
2DV TS D RTOG RER OFE AT T 75 WA ORE L 75 i LA EORETEZ RO 72 )
o 7o (5 AR AR T0%(T5 1ATi) vs. T1%(75 1% UL E) (p=0.84)), F£7=. EREMERIC
DONT b [ARRICEZ B 720 72(T3% (75 FEAm) vs. 72%(75 mk Ll E) (p=0.78)) 3,
— 5 ALFFRIE OO AN AR RE 256 BRI I CIIE R RICAR TH D Z & 13|
HINTWD Q@ FRPT RIS AEFRON, LFRIED R T 67%I2%F L CHRUFFIEHR
BETIE 54%)Y, F 7= 65 kLl EDJER & kF5 & L7z retrospective study(45 %, “-#ild 65~
95 ik (FHRAE 77 7#%)) T, FEdEASREREM CIREEDS A R &l S BECIid, BAF & H S
TRICHERTHEBICEEGTERENE >N — Kb 3.23095% 5 X 1.12—
8.64)(p=0.019))?,
INOORERNE FlE Th o THILFRIEOI N TR R G B 1T FE & A% O RGR
SRR S AU 5 T2 O O B CREBLIBATRIE OIS 2 HIWr 3 2 Z &3] CTra v, B
E -« DHERE 72 & OB T RIE OO I R 22 5 60w s BB RERTEAT CTIREER TR R & &
Z BNBIERNZ DV TITIRERAE NS D Z & B HfE LTz ) 2 TIRIEZBIRT 2 0N H
%o

[(FEHL]

HFIBRO B O LA E RS L LT, BERGER - JHREDE - JREDNA - 5%
PR 2 &) L IGIRIEIR (R » REFBANPRIER « B - 572 D) BT oD, Wit s R 2 5

211



LT 2~3 %N OIRAIZELIL, B THE 1~2 8RN OIEEICMND 2 ENE, —
G oA ERES L LT, REEMEICE U CRBEMIERCR IR A BEE 12 0F © $HR
PEPRIESR O, BEREH M A5 T B s, B mErE s L Cid, BN RIE - It - J5% -~
H - BEROIET - IBEAENRBO LNDHANH D,

BMERIFEEIIFEE DT H > THIRIET X CTOIEFICTRD BN DD, TR TIHRICEES
D2 LIEMTH D, —HWRHAREEIL, A LB A ICA D RIGHRENE WA R ] BT
THEGENRH Y, FIRERRY ZORAELZETHXETH D,

B> RTOG #ER OF AN ClE. HEBIEH% D Grade3 LA OB HIFEE O F8 A H X
T% (RN 5.7%., BE M 1.9%) Th o7, 65 %Ll F & 65 bl - THRABMIT L7-ik
RCIFHMICAERZEZRO T, BEREO ST O U 27 BMEMEF AR S 4072(65 5L F 4
UL L2, 65 Ll EORED A > XX 0.52(95% 4K M 0.11-2.48)) 6,
Monfardini » PIZHfis% D prospective study & U TSR ER RIS S OIRIGIEE R D
CGA ZAT\ N, [l - BlseEaE D 556%LL LR EERAGIHEL A L T2 &, CGA D
TSR OFBICELE L7Z ABE S L2 2 & 23 L, K712 CGA TIREEDNRRE L& 2
HNDHEEIZBWTEEEEFEMEDOINADBMEATH D Eftim O Tnsd, CGA IZHS<
WIS HIT-IRIRBR O 7 + v —7 v TS EIRHIC 5 2 55282 O\ T, 4% prospective
ZRHl S LB TH 5,
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F10E-7 REHOWIR - LFEGEREE OB
-2 JBERE
SRR
2 OB O R 25 A SEMIIRIE DS AT 2

e R X BHIRIZRL . VAT T F U HER T E B IEHI(CDDP Fit FEHI) Thii,
JEREE DIEHEIRR CH DT 7 FFR—RADILZEREDBEINH 5,

[ Az ]
PR 3 1T 2 L O I, ORIGTHE & OFH L2 AL 28E, OUlkRRredE
ITEMEE kT 2 BFLFIRIED 2 5D — AR H 5,

A) T 1R PRI e L2 ek 3 2 JE IR S S e 1

2019 4 3 ARER T, AT I1T 2 ETHISEME L, Rk ik e LTy R T T F
(CDDP) % B b FRRIENHEE ST D (BRI A KT A ViR 7 L — R A,
B DT & LR T AFHIM OIER 23586 6 40T 2 O VAT
MVACMTX+VBL+ADM+CDDP)#EiETdh 5 2, #ifi GC(GEM+CDDP)EIEIZ DT
(X, IRRERRE CTO T v ¥ MBI ThN TE 63, B HHARBROREDHT
Do BN, ALK EHLLE Lz 19 Mgk OffaT MVAC #ik & iR GC LD i T,
pCR RIZIFA%ETH L, O HAMEE T GC YL 64.4%, MVAC 5% 19.6% & GC %
EDIE ) BEN- T2 LA S TEY 3, Real world Tix GCHENRICHH ST
TW5,

B) GIBRAREHESTREMEEE (%3 5 by SR
2019 4F 3 HRERUC, ARFIZI T 2 TN O ERSEMIRIE T, 1t T4 0BT
FF R R D 20d T A4 ) Pembrolizumab TH 5 9, 77 FF_X—ADE
LV AELTMVACHEE GCHEIENRH D,

TRIR DI s

AB & bHIZ LFEEIEEZ B 272 ) #ISERIL. CDDP 2 T& 208 5 TR X
%, OEHRE(EGFR>60ml/min) . @PS(=1) | @EE LA IHEN RV IKEE THiLIZ CDDP
Fit \IZish, 77 F =2 BHREPRE S D, BRS04, CDDP Unfit (2
X%, PSO~1 7> GFR30~60 ml/min THiLiE CDDPEE TOKE L Igad 203,
BRI Unfit O%HATE, ATITEE L TRENOREZIB 729 0, FINbE# L WHEEICIX
BSC & 7¢%, Unfit B)DO#HA X CBDCA N— A DL HA]L F 7213 BSC 238K &
N5, 2nd 71 > TiZ.PS1 UL FTHIE Pembrolizumab 23#5E X C\Wb, 2D X 91z,
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BN DWW THEEIZHIBRIZ R <. AT THL0D E VI BBEDATHEHILNDITTND D
DTIEAR (BAU HA K542 9],

CDDP unfit ®ZAF

1.WHO or ECOG PS2 or Karnofsky PS 60-70%
2. CrCl(calculated or measured) <60 ml/min

3. CTCAE grade =1l audiometric hearing loss
4. CTCAE grade = Il peripheral neuropathy

5. NYHA class Il heart failure

2011 American Society of Clinical Oncology.

TR IT RREEEMEC HALEREIE OIS W 2N HE L D m i EIE R b FEET 5, T OHAIE
8l 2 DRET, FHl, AL TREL TV BER’H S, £O—B1& LT, Hurria 5%
B C 3T DA FRRIE O w2 TS 5 R A Al E BRETCTIRE LTS 0, il 72 5%
VL b. E b E R R g, SRR AIE . &, CCr<34 ml/min, WX, 6 22HLL
W1 EIPLEREE, 17 ey 7 BTHIRS 0 | FEAINARIZ SRS LEE, BEAIR TIC L 2420
EEME T, OIHETRAaT Y7 L, AaT7BEWEFBERIEY A7 BNE< D2 b,
RO S B IZ 5 b0 L b b,

MK Cid, CDDP Unfit JSEFIZ %% Atezolizumab, Pembrolizumab &V - 7- 10 #l
OEERPAR SN TWD A, 2019 4 3 ABUE, AFMTIIRAR TH D, FHRAVIC, AHT
¢, CDDP Unfit SEFIIZ IO F D 1st T A & TOMHAD AR S D5 WaEMED & ¥ . CDDP Unfit
DEIE BN TH, RERIENIEN > T A2 R THEND,

|}

.
[=]

&
CDDP: Cisplatin, GEM: Gemcitabine, MTX: Methotrexate, VBL: Vinblastine, ADM:

=ttt

doxorubicin, CBDCA: Carboplatin, pCR: pathological complete response, PS: Performance
status, BSC: Best supportive care, CTCAE: Common terminology criteria for adverse events,

NYHA: New York heart association, IO: Immuno-Oncology

STk
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2) Grossman HB, et al. Neoadjuvant chemotherapy plus cystectomy compared with

cystectomy alone for locally advanced bladder cancer. N Engl J Med. 2003; 349:
859-866.
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85 OBERE  SEHIREE DR EARARIL & 5 1 2

DB OB RABRE COFUETH 24, BlnE LIEEHE CIRRBEICZEZR 20
L DBENZL BBNDB, 72771, 2™ line TOZHIBFRLFRIEICIB VT,
5% &V EETIL 0S DREIZ R, BN LLOHRENDH D, 80U LD
EEE ORMFEORBE R THREILIZL A L0,

(i)

el DI DS A (kT DAL FRIE DB IS DWW T i & BR3Pk
FR 2 WEDHThH D, €- T, FRARIEFIFEL VA UPEENTEY , Elnd & &
BT HEMCBEETROREICL o TEL 2R D, I 5T, A& DOERD 651%~T5
WAy N7 ETHMRENL <, ERK THEGICHEAZELE S 180 Ll L) 1T\ Ti
T—AMFEAEMN ST, F72. Geriatric Assessment (ZJESW CEBRT A 72 Sz
WELRDoT, ZOXIIAY T — X OEETIESH S0, FITHERME TR S
NTWVDFRLE S &I, mlE 28T DD O FEMIRE OTRIFREARIC DWW T FICE &
Wi,

JERT A A
=3 LIA> RaamE Elderl n EIESHR | AESK EBRY | 2EFHE | Be
y iEE&E 5]
Leone | GC 76% Radical CR Ope Charlsonz3 F i (&
AR(1) | GCa 17% | cystectomy 270 46 | 17% 70% N/A 28M F &
MVAC 5% | 100% CR Ope Charlsonz3 FTlE
DDMVAC 2% <70 70 | 17% 54% N/A 35M TR
Chau | GC 100% ope 46 5l CR AE [CKBBBEE | 3yPFS(%) | 3y0S(%) | £ i
c(2) RT 254l =70 33 | 12% 3% 61.6% 63.2% T E R
GC B3 12 4 CR AE [C&BBBES L
<70 50 | 18% 4% 54.8% 65.8%

B O BRI S EO G M/ A BRI OV TIZ 2 DORENRH Y . 70 LI E L 70 B
TR L7z & 2 A IR AEESR 2AFMMICB O THERBICEREEITZA DN 2o T,
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EH AR

Stage Elderly
£H Therapy n BPHE 0s fhiE
BEXNT EHR
Abe T (3) Stage4 1% line GC 58% 267 119 N/A 16.0M AT 0S
PS=1 90% MEC 23% BEERU
MEN 7% <67 109 19.0M
MVAC 1% (MST)
PIN 6%
1 5%
Matsumoto R | Stage4 PIN 57% 265 62 N/A 8.0M FiEFRE
4) 2nd line GCa 13% EBAR.
PSs1 GC 13% <65 52 10.5M
86% fl  17%
Salah S (5) stage4 X 41% 270 102 2G2 MREH PFS 75 JL DSE T3,
2nd line BRI 12%vs 4.3M ZRIHAEECD
%2 & # A %% 78% 0s 0S DE’E(FRL,
59% zG2 Hfbeas 9.7M BHMEX D,
BHE 7%
%% 36%
Linardou H (6) Stage4 GCa 100% 75(media 56 2G3 &l 18% PFS ST CDDP unfit
CDDP unfit n) 2G3 M/MREA 17% 7.2M fEBITHE GCa (&
gFohEkiEk A 27% 0s FETEZ.
FN9% N/A
Jan AS (7) NAC57% GC 100% Dose reduction 65 A LDEEIIC
Adjuvant 21% 280 3 33.3% N/A GC (IFFBTE D,
Metastatic Pegfilgrastim 45l
21% 70-79 13 46.2%
65-69 12 16.7%
Bellmunt J (8) Stage4 Pem270 vs FHsROFHi(E7R L OS BfLbEr Filip(CRAFRR<
2" line Chemo272 <65 230 N/A HR 0.75 Pem T OS &R
65= 312 N/A HR 0.76

Ist 74 NZBWT, Abe HIX 6T ma D v A7 L LIZE, Hmiind & RERORIFER
BFFHND EHME LTS 3, 80kl Lo O GCRIEDME L LT, Jan HIX, &
%51 Pegfilgrastim I2 L5 FN =k P2 72 ->729 A T, AEFRITHFARATZHHLDOTH
ST LB TND D, Ak, GCHIED FN BIEHIL 4.4% ThH U | Pegfilgrastim O—K T
Bife 53R SN2, Bl E CTHHZLIXFN OV RZEFD 1 2THY | FEilnE~

O GCHIEETEITT D5 A IXBE NS LD EE 2 5, CDDP Unfit SEfITlE, Linardou
bOWETIL, @ilnE O GCa REDHMEITFHFATEHL LTS, ZokHiz, B
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a2 LoMDAITV, @EOZRMEIRIEZIT 2R, G CHIEEIE & RERDIBR DRI 15
HITW5D,
ond 74 2BV TIL, Matsumoto Hid, 656 E T v b4 7 & LI2GE. L TER
%Tﬁ&w&ﬁ%bfmé@o*ﬁ\&hh%iﬁmmuhvixgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁf®08
DEET < BHEAHALEMELTND Y, ZDX 512 2nd 74 VBT 2L HIE
WIS G- L TV O ME N A BTz, 7272 L, ZO#HEIT 10 FPRGHTOWME Th
v . KEYNOTEO045 R BRIZHB W\ T, 655a v M4 7 & L72A O Pembrolizumab O
I B 221370 < 9, BUEOEHEIRIE T o 5 Pembrolizumab (28T, FnOfilRIL
7200
A 1% D)

2019 4 3 HBUE, AR TIIRAR TH 523, KETIIEEX 22 10 1A 1st 71 | 20d Z
AUTHERBERSTEY, ZOI BN ONIARTHLAEBARIND Z R THREND,
NS DEEKREERT — & % 1 &2 Jodon B, milhE BEBEE Z 3T 5 10 FlDOZh R & FEikl
ONTLEa—L, @B ICEBOTIETRICE DBK, BRIOY 27 R"EmE D 2 EITER
WLETH DN, Hmind LTEFAFORBEIRL FEETH L LB XTN9, ZD kI
I0 FEAIZ RN T, FlsICBR2 <M ETH L L OMENRHZ BN,

i
GC: Gemcitabin+Cisplatin,
GCa: Gemcitabine+Carboplatin,
MVAC: Methotrexate+Vinblastinet+doxorubicin+Cisplatin,
DDMVAC: Dose-Dense MVAC, MEC: Methotrexate+Epirubicin+Cisplatin,
MEN: Methotrexate+Epirubicin+Nedaplatin,
PIN: Paclitaxel+Ifosfamide+Nedaplatin,
Pem: Pembrolizumab,
RT: Radiotherapy, CR: complete response, AE: Adverse event, PS: Performance
status, NAC: Neoadjuvant chemotherapy, N/A: Not Applicable, PFS: Progression

free survival, OS: Overall survival
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F10E-T BEOWIR « AFHSRESEE DIBER
7-3 @A

AR IIBU R (X5 FATICEE LIERE & AU 2

e B AN A OHES I 5720, ETHLSMNT b 2 RO REBREL
BL TN EzRET 5,

[t ]

EIREICB N TS, WIRIIZERIFIEL 23 72V REE (complete surgery) @ 5 VO MEFRTEIELS
DEKRIEGAE 1 em K (optimal surgery) % H¥5 LT, MEPENEEFRR I 2 & KFRIZY)
b3 2 MBS EN (primary debulking surgery : PDS) #4179 Z EMEFE LV, Ll
D, EEE TIEEMA HES T 2720, 2FRESCHKEBREL B E L TR
NERET D,

65 LA L OHETTIN R (IIIC/IV #1) ©. #IEIFhad TAEGIZ 31 5 T4 & AT & HE
ZeRRET L7 iiE Tl RS 1 em K C HAVUXFEIC L2 2EFHHICETA BN
7Rinolo VD, —J5, itz 30 HLLNOEOHE (Grade 3) FAERIT 75 A TlX 10%TH 5
DIZXF L, 75~T79 1% TlL 21%, 80 iElh ETiX 26% & |- 7o, itk 30 HLANDIET L
75 AT Tl 1%, 75~T79 &k TlL 12%. 80 kLA ETid 6% & 75 bl LT LA Lz, Rk
DEETIE, itk 30 HLANDFET I, 70 mARili D 1.6%5%F L, 70~T79 i#% Tl 6.6%.
80 ik LA L TIE 9.8% & i < | FETRIANZL, FE A4 (18%) & surgical site infection (15%)
N hoTz 2,

i, INEEEIT S D EEYETN (A 8 24 L + 7 i R+ R BRIl + 7%
NERRE U o SEERE) (TN A T, HEATE] I BRI -CRA g (. ARG BT 5 2
LT HEANRHD Y, L LR n, FINBSEME 213 A OHEZ: & OB A OHE
DT 5720, BEOLEIREEZEZE L N2 RET 5, £2FKEIX, Performance
Status X°> The American Society of Anesthesiologist (ASA) Physical Status Classification
System & HWCaHiid-%, ASA score 3 UL LD 2T IREN AR RGACIIE T V7 2 UE
3.0 g/dl LL N OfREIREE, My 27 V7 F=fE 1.2 mg/dl DL | JE/KATRE 1000 ml UL |,
IV 1, 75 WA EOSEFI TITFRCERT 5 U,

70 seLh EOMEITIREE (LIC/AV #Y) JEFIZ x5 & Uic, PRIl THE & iRk 7wk
#% O FThETT (neoadjuvant chemotherapy: NAC) #f & O Lkl Tlid, NAC #f T complete
surgery BRAEIZE < (71.4% vs. 28.1%) . BTHIAOHE S Dotz 9, —JF, B
DFRIITAEREZERBOIR N> T, LIz o T, EFIRENRERGEERERNIES
AT DEFICRBO T, AR OHERR O 72 D12 NAC 21T L, IREOBGEL 13-
72112 interval debulking surgery (IDS) & L T complete surgery % Hf&9,
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Q2 WLzt e e BRI R = ge o - Tunt = & ac v N

70 B _E OB BE I AR A HE R BRI 5720, +OREERSE
TH 5,

[fizai ]

AFIZBNT, TESE IB~1IB #I k7 2 BIRRISAINL 75 2 I (LHiBhs) &
BB TH Y . Zh o OIREIRIEFFEZELEEZX LN TS, EfE TR T-E 2
HIRFCRE D B ORESHIN U RS T0 UL LTI R L IINT 5 Z LICHERLETH D,

7 A U 71 National Cancer Institute (NCI) @ Surveillance, Epidemiology, and End
Results (SEER) 7 —# _X—2%H\\C, TESEEOIGRIESTHRIMF SN, 20
e e, A (IB1~IIA 1) Tl #IEFirRtiElE 50 Al T 82.0%, 70~79 7% T 54.5%.
80 ik LA T 33.2% i TSN THY . T0 Ll EIZBWTHEIZIERETH o7z, FIHEHNIZ
B DR EEREN (&) o EiENE) BE O @ ERE ORI TRIZENZ, 50
A T 58.9%. 66.8%. 70~79 )% T 35.8%. 29.0%. 80 %Ll T 20.4%, 9.1%TH Y,
50 AT I L C 70 L L CHEICED T2, £72. 80 UL LD Y o Hils s <
I, IR A B R R R T 2N 50 AT I b L T EIZIK > > 7= [Odds ratio : 0.06,
95% Confidence interval (CI) :0.01-0.35] , —JF5. THOEN CTix, FEIED Hazard
ratio (HR) 7% 50 A2 LT 70~79 5% T 1.35 (95% CI: 1.16-1.58) . 80 %LA LT
2.08 (95% CI : 1.74-2.48) & 70wl L CEiro7o, [FEROBME TIEL, FTEELZ RIS
NHEIEIEL 70 LA B C 70 A I U CTHEIZIRSE (16% vs. 54%) ThH Y, BiEED
HR % 1.6 (95% CI: 1.1-2.5) & @Eho7= 2,

JRYLF-E A AT A 7481 oD JEL AT 4 65 DFIE 20 A L 72 il CIk, 65 % BT 50 % BL R ic ke
L TIRAT O G OHEDNZ WS DD TG IHE DR ARICH BRI BRI T, L
U7 D, O AR 65 oL ECHEICED o729, —J7, KT8 2%
FEAT L7z 8199 FIOfENT Tl JEMT G DFHE DI A =1L 50 A C 22.1%, 50~59 ik T
24.7% . 60~69 1% T 31.4%, 70 ET34.9%L . BEMEICBWTERTH 29, 50
A & 70 LA b & oLl T, A OHE (4.8% vs. 9.1%) LTI O A PHE (10.9%
vs. 17.56%) . WERHHUEDHE (9.9% vs. 19.5%) D EIEICB W THREILS -T2, FT-,
JEARTHIE T HIT R TIL 0.2% TH Y | 70 mLh LTI 50 s 30 5o bz, L7z
o T, 70 B EOFEFNZ SN = ARG N A Hif T3 2 BRI, BN & IHEIC+ o0
TLHMEND D,
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H T P R L L I T AR 2 2

G EEE TRV THOEEETFN (nhy FXBEFREZET) TiX BREFHRCKL
L CTRMHEHERD 2L BRRIRBETH D,

(e

B B W TIIERFIRNC L 2 AT S OHES BN T 2720, LV IRRERIEVES T
FifrzBatT 208 D 5,

TE A 1 BEG 2 x5 & Lo, IETF & IEREEE T FTiaf TRE 6] O T 1% % Hhlhi et L
727 v % 2MEiRER (The Laparoscopic Approach to Cancer of the Endometrium trial :
LACE #5) Tid, B3R 65 m Ll LT 65 mAdmiZ L THEIZE > 72 b D [Hazard
ratio : 3.14, 95% Confidence interval (CI) : 1.57-6.26 | . FAFEEEZE W TFITHIE
ICEDEIERICETA NIRRT Y, RIS, BRETH I~TIA $lo7 5 #0424 L
L7o, BT & ERESE N Filio 7 o % 2 L#lBR [Laparoscopic Surgery or Standard
Surgery in Treating Patients With Endometrial Cancer or Cancer of the Uterus (LAP2) ]
IZBWT, IR L 2 BRRICEITA LT JEESR T FINHE CIIA B IR S OHER D
727572 23, LAP2 R 4 % GBI REHT LT RER, I S OHE O R A RITNEXFINEE T
(26077 b2 B5 L 6070 L TIalEs: ~ FIicl L TARICE - 72 (24.5%
vs. 15.9%, Odds ratio : 1.71, 95% CI : 1.31-2.25) .

—Ji. BERTFM & vy FISBRIEIES T R A i L 2SIV T 65 i LD
W B 23T 2 AN A OHEIZ n AR v R SR FMIC RN THEIEBE Th - 7= (4-8.3% vs.
20.5-30%) 99 , TOKLL L& /G e Lo ik, AT L vy FR FFIHET
PEFRICABRAEZBO Lo Tc (B 5 FAEFE - 87% vs. 94%, P=0.529) ¢, L7-
BoT, vy NEEZEGTEES N PN XEmnE IcBW O AR RN ESZS 206N
2,
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10 E-T WEROWR - AFHSRELBAE OIGR
78 WAR
MR

R T U IR L ORI 0 2

EEF BT HHIEEIIRITRIRE TH v . EITHI CITEEE L FEICFR
NN (VFEHREENERI ThH B, LALARRL, IBEICE L CIXER LMk E
EENLETHB,

(e

Al CIEFRITRE L D b BOBER A BRI WD HEINIC S 5, EAERN 2 BURBERR D
FMATIZE YD, S ICBWTOHEER LRFEOMFENRPHGTE D, LNLRBL, &
i CIXEMGRALFRE DI L 2 ks ERE A BT 5,

7 A U 71 National Cancer Institute (NCI) @ Surveillance, Epidemiology, and End
Results (SEER) 7 —% X— 2Dt Tl milinEE (6 LB sinR 2 @RI N5
ZENZoT Y, E#ATH] (IIB~IVA 1) 12X 2 BURBRIERICHE W T, BENES OHFH]
HIL 50 AT T 66.7%., 70~T79 1% T 58.9%, 80 mill T 46.3% T V| 70 mLh iz
THEIREThH o7z, 72 EITHIZI T 2 T2 OfEHT Tl JiEsE D Hazard ratio (HR)
23 50 A I b LT 7T0~79 % T 1.129 [95% Confidence interval (CI) :1.01-1.24] |
80 kLA T 1.47 (95% CI : 1.29-1.68) & 7T0mLl ETEL TRAR TH T,

—Ji, As— M PR aTICEY vy F 7)) LR OBARIGROAEFLR LA
NIRRT L7 T, 75 Bl B3 60 MRl IC e LT, JRHESE (73.1% vs. 76.2%) X°
TSR (14.9% vs. 14.8%) | HIEEEER (25.5% vs. 22.1%) BAFETH-TZH DD,
75 jskLA 17T 60 R I L CHBIC2AEFRMEDN o 72 (49.2% vs. 71.5%, HR : 1.487,
95% CI : 1.189-1.860) 2, AEHFHG L LTI, 75l L CRERRPAEICZBES L
7= (Grade 3 : 18.1% vs. 6.2%, HR:3.219, 95% CI: 1.013-10.491) , L7=23-> 7T, 75k
Uk @ E TR BIER ORI ER LRIFETH-72b DD, ERERICEET 24
PP R ST,

JRIPTHEEAT B SRS 2 BUHBRIB I CTlE, S A7 T F o & OO K 2 [FIRHE
#R1E¥E [concurrent chemoradiotherapy (CCRT) ] MMEUEIGR CTH D, £ Z T, 70 kLA
e (IBHI~IVAY) BEEZGLRE LT, BOHEMmEE (RT) & CCRT Of
MMEDR TR e Sz 3, T ORER, CCRT BETIX RT ##ICH LT 3 FEadfrR

(83.1% vs. 54.3%) F LUV RINELFR (87.1% vs. 56.8%) . MEHIEA(FHR (83.3% vs.
57.6%) MAEIZFE I >T-, Grade 3/4 OIifiEwENEIL CCRT # CTHEIZEHE (62.5% vs.
16.3%) Th-olobD D, FHMBEEIEITHER CTEZRBD RN o7, o, ElEICRIT 5
CCRT O #fat L7-#iiE Clk, CCRTIELHR LGRS L L L biT, 65
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i & 65 L EORECTHERRICENA LN N7 Y, LEER- T, FElEIcBWV T
CCRT oA HEN RSz,

—J. 5kl borESE T~V ) BELZXIGE L% AHIMRE T RT &
CCRT O#F L AERISH BRI S Nz 9, ZOREE, RT 45 Gy Kkt & RT 45 Gy LA
E#E. CCRT #0 5 FE2AEFRITTNEN 11%, 27%., T4%., 5 FEEFEFRIIZTNEN
11%. 24%., 64%TH Y, VI b CCRT HETHEIZE 2 »72, CCRT FEIZIH VT 6 A
INDY AT ZF > (40 mg/m2week) & 5-1% 52%DIERF THZA[ETH -T2, £/o. &
PEIAEF 503 CCRT £ CRT 45 Gy LL_E#EIC I LT, Grade 3 O H iR (22.6% vs. 1.9%)
RMIEFENE (9.7% vs. 0%) WAEEIZERTH - 7=, B A EHESL L L TiZ CCRT £ T Grade
2/38 DEGIEE (19.3% vs. 0%) CWRATEAEE (9.83% vs. 0%) BHEBEICEZBEIN
7o U EDORRENS ., 75 MU LD EEICB VTS CCRT XA THERG b A& H &
EZBND, LLEnG, KB ClE Performance Status <1 OJEF D B %15 & LT
WHZLICEERVLETH D, LIEN-> T, 75 MLl L CIIiMasae MR 72 < . AOHE
ZEm DI R IRIEN BAF CThHAUX CCRT Z AT rIRE L B 2 LD MY, FRIZH IBREE SR
FIECEBRT 2 BFETH D,
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il D1 A RHIE YR HORRTA R IS/ BT 0 2

e HEmEE L FROBEIS THh D, —FH EFRIEHFAHOFRMEIICEL T, BERR
T2 < JEBICE CTRETT 2 RER H 5,

[fizai ]

T SMER RS N R O YERY 2 B SRR S S & 72 D, o mEnE ICBT 5
T8 SR U FRIR IR I 381 DAL FHRIEOOFRICBI L C 705 L2 x5 & Lok AW
SMANIIEDRE SILTWD D, EfFRE2UEE LT & OWRE L ER R ol &L OME T
£ L., B S CIHEHREO I OFAMEICE L TIZA S E 2o TR U, FBAESE )
& HGEIFENRF OBRICEENNE L 72 5,

TEEE  FERBICST SRERRIIFIRNTH Y . FINTREREEIITFRNED 5
%o — 7 TR FARAE G 22 imlin & 5 AR o6 U CRUR BRI I — D DI & 7
% 2, FRUERY 72 BRI XN R + RN ST & 722 2

f&ds « & FomMEITRVWA, FESEEEREEE XD,

Sl - AR b T DSEEAETRIR 7203 miln C AN RG2S A IS AN B R TR R 03 i
L7025, Rao H23#45 L 7= National Cancer Database 7> 5 DA CII b FIEEO S 7]
FEECHNTABICIEFEEE L ET D L OREN I TND Y,

ONBLEE  HCARIR AR AR LIS Tl s & 72 720,

STk
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Rl R AU O B NSRBI R O RERIL & 5 1 2

A FEEERE LR L CUEERSEORBERRENTNWDS, —HF THEBERNEEEI
HELEZEOBELDH Y, FEBROBHIIEENBLEL D,

[t ]
(D) 7= S -
Hata 2% 1995 42025 2017 @i TO 10 Fa X ZMEt L7z review 2355 LT\ 5 D,
. Hgﬁﬂ"}i% I OHE T ﬁﬂb‘%héﬂ“ﬂii Db 10%FRED 72 E 2 FV Tz
. FEmENE LR U CIRIER S A B AR 5 AR RFTHIEIER(80-100%) 3 R STV D 1,
-£Ef4i23$ $f4f54w% 5 AERALFHRT 33-51% 1R STV D U,
< IBHE% O Graded DL EOEAEH M - BEREH 0 72 & OBIAA EE GO HBLEIA1E 3-15% Th
0. FEEiEE & L TR mB B L TV Z LR ENTN D D,
HBERNZ OB IESEE & R L CElnE CABICESEICHBLL 72 L oW
DREINTND 23),
R O SR LT D ARIER B AR XA FFELPN EHEICHBL L L ofE b &
L5, BUFRRprhl#EE & &L AFEE 2R L TR, ARIBETIEEBZ 2 bbb, T,
5 U KT 2 BOHBRRIR SR B ST AU B O B 5 8 NIRRT R S W B D &
I ->TEBY, EBEEIZENTHOAFRROBEBEAIFFIND,

(2) 7B 1A -
Dutta 5% 1993 7525 2012 4 F TOFMT AL 72 & i = AR 563 2 B e R
B35 13 # L& fst L 72 systematic review Z F £ O TV D 4,
- JRATHIEEIA 1T Stage T T 80-100%., Stage IT T 61-89%. Stage III/IV T 66-100% &
IREFLTUVND 9,
< 5 FEDOFIFAFESITNTNOHRETEH 80%LL EEZ/R L TW5, Stage I ® 5 FFEL7E
A% 80-95% LRI TUN D 49,
- B EHERIT 021% L REIN TN D 9,
JRETHIEEIG . FURAEFEIS . BRA EERRB RS L bICHEERE OWE LIREFRED
AR R ST Y . Gl O TR 722 75 A9 Tl ARTERIEBRIR RN TR
Biz7e v 9 %,

(= -

F & F oo minE ORI R DU BREE O X2V, E ST D BGRRR
W EFERLOIREELIT O 2 LD, FE SRR SIS 15T 2R IB I BRIR IR O H %)
MENHRF S5,
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F & FE o TominE OSMEREITKT D BOTHIBR O 1L 720 A Rao b3S HE L7
National Cancer Database 7> 5 O IZ 75 5k LA E DS B O ALFHIFR S R S 0T
Do TDTTTMBRDL L EEIE L EDTRED 5 FELFEGN 44.2% LRSS T
D DK LT, 15 ik Ph LD mE il O 5 FAFRE DK 26% LS TVWD ¥, Elomilmd
Th > THILFIEDOIFHNIEGH & ik LT, AEICBARIBFRAGENRIN TN D,

ik
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FI0E-7 BEOWIR - LR EERE OIRE
7-3 FAF
S TENE
T O ARHE O RS RE OIS/ ST 2

BB DI L o TULBRIEOEINIBE SRV, ATk, mARBOSEE

EFHRNELITT0ORALEBEHE L EBEL T D, IADL*DR 372K ) M
M, FREERET, PEARZTHIL S 5, MO 26 FRAREFTH D,
VES-13%% FiV T vulnerable &¥|E SN ZEFI T, WFRIBEOBMEIRE L 2
DT, WEEROHIEIZEYRLTWVWIZ EBHBA LTS,

(#£) % IADL, VES-13 OFMMIZOWTIE, TEnE NAER Q&AIOKR . # 1 &= &iENAD
R & B, 2. Bl OMEEITO Q2-1/A2-1, Q2-2/A2-2, Q2-3/A2-3 B D Z L,

(]

RN O 2 Jifi g I [F % T RIS VC, 275 4 OINEERE O 5 6 47 £4(17%) D 70 5% LA
FoBEE 70 AR O BE L T 5 & FiE I 2 e R R & 7 T OF
{LZHRIE) % 520 B EIE DMK < (70 1 LA 2 40%12%F L C 70 mATMAY 70%., p < 0.001),
PFS(HF LA 12 » A%F 20 # H, p=0.022)% OS & (H9fE 30 » A% 64 - A, p <0.001)%
molz, UL, SEEMIT CHO TR FZ2ET 2 L FmBERIE PRI 213k 572
Mo Tz, KIED SEER 7 — % ~X— Z(the Surveillance, Epidemiology,and End
Results-Medicare database) Z i 7= FHRAIHFZE T | 65 LA _EOINEE S 1759 4
K- 250(53%) DA T T FF N & N ToALTFIRIE A T T2 SasiaiiiE CAFIE
38%E L CTH Y ., M OEM & FEOIRBARENEHFTXLL2E2 b2, XoT
s i AR B ORI EE 5 2 5 ECIERRIR~OFE L BETHZ LITEETH D,

k[E GOG T paclitaxel+carboplatin #i5(TC #iE) ~D 3 X< 7 OIBINZY R % Wit
L72 GOG218 iR CHABED THIN F 2 Z AL RMAT L7 L 245, B & PS AR O 2 K+
AR LRV FRITTHIRFICE ENR0 o729,

7 7 A GINECO T 70 LA EOHETTIIRE BT & %152 LTz 3 DORBR(EWOT1,
EWOT2, EWOTS3) D#t & 9Cld, FIGO i 8 IVIILIAMZH 9 > (HADS A =2 7 (the
Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale) 1% E75E¥]K7) & IADL(Instrumental Activities
of Daily Living) DX F72¥ OS RE DO FH%IK 1 & 7272,

EWOT3 (28 T GVS(Geriatric Vulnerability Score) &\ 9 T A a7 MBER S,
GVS X ADL,IADL, 77 2 ME, U REkE, HADS A= 7 D 5 HHEH/R Y, 3IHH
VL ERGIEDOS S, BRI RIE T, Graded/4 OIEMEFIERI, SAE(serious adverse
event) I, FTHILZRWAREE LA, PHABRZTFRILZY, 20 GVS [Z8/E EWOC-1
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EWVWI NIRRT T F U HAI L weekly TC DT > # 2MERBRICEWTHWLILTWD
(NCT02001272),

[E Cancer and Aging Research Group(CARG) D 65 i LL_EOJEBE 500 4 & %R
L7oAb S RIERT O BE Y R Tl 2 TR 28 Tl m ARHEEE X 87T A (17%) & £
TU 7= 8,

K[E GOG TIThLiz 70 sl EOIREEBFE 212 4 & X512 L7z GOG273 D
Arm 1 TC K & Arm2(W VR 77 F B DN ik, FEGLCh - 7= [TADL
2T B UL EOFEHICR R D 7o METFIRE 4 2 — R 5ERE TRT 5 2OV TR Sz
Mooy, 17 HEL EOEHOHE A STt PRk 4 a—A%E) X, 7L — N3 LD#H
PEL OS #THILISZ?

£ &2 YT 95 VES-13GEIE Y — L D —o, 4Ffih & 7 Ok aED B 2T,
ADL, IADL (ZB87 % 12 OB Tt 13 O ZHR THWN OAF A% 70 Ll Lo sl 84 4
\Z6F LRI & ICBIER L72AFgEIc L B &L 42.9% 0D 35 7Y vulnerable (score > 3) & HE S 1,
2D OBFFTE MM/ IR FEMIK RN, (L FRIEORE R OF IR LD 20 & #
HEINTND 9,

BUEAT > TO DML  (EE TN TS TITONAE T, 5 3 HHRBR O il ¥ 7 b,
A~ BEABEOTRER LSRR, KB TR o PRIE#REZ
EERVBIE, T 5O EEE Y — L &G LR SRR SRS D,

TS LEEIRTTE

EN T O EifinE OFEnIC K 2 ERITED B3 Z Y )

TEAETEIRE 21T 2 DT 2 72\ OHIWrE4 BH(fit, frail, vulnerable ¢ [X47)

IR 24T o o e OIRWEGE. BtE. TR AR MR £ o THIRT
IRERIR 2l L CTIT o 7256 OIRREGR .. @i, TR BRI & o TRIK -1
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B O T E S OBMEIEOIREEIL Y 5 52

e PR DOV TOIRREAR TR TROD, FRO L ZRIICEEOEE LR
MORER ER/NERZIT 5 & TRRW,

(]

TESEFE O FIRRIT TN S L IIBRBRIER CTh 5, BRETH I~IA H1E CTIEFIRR
T, EZER T %R B IR 703 FERE S UL I g8 IR 23 M T 5, TIB #iLl E
OHEITHITIL, FIENEE & L COMNRE & NS O A DRI X 5 B#iaE (RT) 2
ITONTE T, 1999 FRitk OB DOIRRRIZ LY > A7 T F & RT OMAADLEIZE
HAL SRR G (CCRT: concurrent chemo radiotherapy) DEALMEDHEIZ LY NCI
735 CCRT #3357 7 — b S iz V. ZLIth, AARZ S DM OMGHHRIEHR &
VAT T F 2 40mg/m2/W % 56 YA 7 NPT D Z & DNEAEIRIR L e > TV D,

CCRT ek D RT X 0 IBERAE S BAF 72 DIZH H 23 Th 523 BUE T b w113
FREJMOIRIFIE L BRI N TND Z ENEL, BRUREHIRELZH L TWLHERTH EIZ
EREE OERIZL Y, CCRT BlIS SN2 R OFHUUT L EbhTng 2,

—J7. CCRT IZ X D IB¥R S 417z 99 il O 1= SHE R D 65 ik & 5l 2 BEIC DI 72/t ©
X, 27 Bl 65 kLA EDOBE ITEME B IR S 65 R DBE LAFThHoTo LA L
TW5 3 113 FlO % BB TIE 75 i B 7 E S A A 12T CCRT M 7610
5 HFEAIFRN 64% & RT BE (542 24%) L AEICIRRAEN BIFTH - 72743, grade2-3
O bgr. MikEMEDIARIT CCRT B E T L S @,

F£72. 70-88 ik D FEifkin 1= FEEE T3 B0 D 6 24 HIIZT AT T F 2 (30-40mg/m2/W)
H L<IER7 U Z X0 (60-80mg/m2/W) Z HUE# IR & 0FF L. AEZEILeWV RT #
X0 T BAF 7 E (3 FAEFE RT:54.3%. CCRT:83.1%) %#ilH. graded-4 O/
Ml OB X CCRT #EICE 22> 72 (RT :16.3%., CCRT:62.5%) & DD, BrifkEEIZIX
20872 <  CCRT \C X ARG S TW5D 9, & BTk F% RAIFZE TI,
65 ik LA_EDIEFNZ B H OSBRI A 7T F 2 (20-40mg/m2/w F-4) 40mg/m2/w) %
DF L. 89% (198/224) DIERFITHRAK 4 A 7 VG FRETH o 72, WH Offantiine
BT 5 65 T4k DEFREL T5 LA EOBER LK L AFFRBLOFRICL D 2 44
FRIZHMBEBOEIL R 2720 . RN BIREEE L UI R TIERWR, v ATF
F % H 8mg/m2 % RT LT 2898 CTH 70 kL LD Elind (IS Z RTINS Thi
EHEINTND 2N D DOEEE 255 & LTZRRFZEO®E Tid, IRIFERIC GA 72 XD
APV == ZIEFEMISN TR LT, x5 L 722 mind ot L COMEERMEIZ R TH 5,
TARICER U Cldf s 2 B Z CCRT % [EhEEJ~ & TiX722un 2y, CCRT DORfTiZ- oW\ T,
BEORMREEZEZEEL GA THUNCAZ V== T LENRBITIRETH D,
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T ESEICAT 5 2 LERIEITETERAICHV S LD A, TVB #ld K OVE 61 2 Xt
Gr L U725 1ML #HRBR (GOG204) Tik, 737 U Z %t/ 135mg / m2 d1 24 FEf 5+ 2 &
77 F 2 50mg/ m2d2/3W, WD 3 LAY (VAT TF 2 50mg/ m2dl+E/ LLE
> 30mg/m2d1,8/3W H LT FARTH > 0.75mg/m2d 1,2 H LIIF LV Z BV
1,000mg /m2 d1,8 /3 W) XV £ 78553 29.1%, 0S12.9 » A, PFS 5.8 A L HREICEL
AR LT, ZORMBRTCIXEDORECH T5 D 89 M COEME LE TN TV 5D,
B ML E LN TWIZDNIRHTH D2, FICEIE ICRWEFRERB - & OFe#
HRN T AL SN BHR7 U XX B 135mg/m2 dl 24 B G+ R ST F o
50mg/m2 d2 /3W (TP k) & 37 U 2%t/ 175mg/m2dl 3 K& G5+ R 77 F
> AUC5 d1/ 3W(TC #3502 T 85k (JCOGO0505) Tix, #miED 7 a7 7 A e
DM, AERRETHD 2 L ER L, 75 ML FAEAK S CTh o720, &g O A
FIARATHY, FroEfE I LEAEFSITR#E S h RN e

2017 4 VEGF BHEHA] Bevacizmab @ TC 5 & OFF MBS RERM I Y PFS (8.2 #
Hvs6.0H) . 0S (168 7 Hvs13.3 » A) OIEEN#RESNY | AARTHHET - FH
FE RIS & 7R o7, o2 L, BSRRRIEOBE CIREREEOWmE L H D7
DIEBENRLETH D, £lo, RET = v 7 RA v MEEK LTS AKOIHOBERHRBR S
BIEATON TV, 4% S IS FESEICNT 2 FRIEO R THENTILR L, Sl
B AEFRIEDEBIIC G SN D THA 5, Ll mEOREBR CTIXIHEHLARTIC GA
BREDAZ ) == ZIIMATINTE LT, ElE OWRETHIIIAIITHY | Rl %
EBREL, GATHUNIZAZ ) —=07 L, AEFRIEE LRV LERTXETH D,
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BRSO T Hol OBMIIE OIRRRAEIL & 5 52

EWFRIEOBRBAITAR TRV, BREFERBIIIY TRARTHY ., B

A3
e, RmiRE 21T o7 ET. RYRIEZEBNICRETT & TH D,

(]

T A X RS O S SRS O EWEE TH B8, FOEEEILH < £ TFi
WILETH D, INERIEAROIREZWIC LY, PEEY X7 L EOIEFNIK L, ABEER
WHIVD, BARTIEMEMBIELE & LT FRIENMTOND 2 ENZWVR, BOKCIEmH
Wit EHRIRIE M T oD, T D12, BEDFE RIS T D ARIEO R RBR O %
< DHEAT, BBl E x5 L LTERY, @ icxtd 21aKiEE LTOZET AR,

BB AR Tl O FEREAE LT, PERABMBI (RS WENBE, 5K
. BIE) N Z <. AT —UNEWEENRE N, LOLARNL, @EiE ISR L THRER
BRI TN TR Y KE SEER OF — % TiX, 75 ML EOJERITIZ Y >/ 3HizkiE O
B0 — W 72 R L T & 2 I RBIR OREI TR K< . ZDIED O FHRIR T ZBR\ T
t 65-69 D BEEREL L LT, 80-84 i T U A7 N 1.5/ (HR 1.54) | 85i%LL LT
IR 2fE (HR1.9 LsiTnd D,

LBIEICB W T B [EIBE T, K[E National Cancer database (2003-2011) % VN 7=+
B /K98 D high grade tumor CGHPIERE G3, Wi, PAMINDE) COMGE T, AOMED R
ZERONT S ElnOSER] (74 5Ll B) ITEFRIEMTHOI TS BEIME . 55 iAo &
FNTHER 7584 3% ClX 2% (HR:2.38) | 85ikLA ETIE 3% (HR:3.16) DIV A
DR SNTWD 2 D GOG #RBR & XU Eilin T2 A OIRRE A Rt Lz L 2 A,
70 LA EOOEBITIX, hremiBhis (B s L <IERIbFRE) Ofic B2 65
FEFID 53%IZ LOiAT ST ieinotz 8

WL L U UEBRIEEIT O 2 EDZWVEARNLOHRE (JGOG2043 #RBR) Tld/ s
U XXt/ 180mg/ m2+ /LR TT7F 2 AUC6/3W & REX X/ T7T0mg/m2+ A
ZF > 50mg/ m?/8W LIEHERFECTHD RF VL vy 60mg/ m2+2 A7 5 F 2 50mg
/m2/3W TOIELPERBRIZISN T, 5 FHEHEA 7R 73.4%., 79.0%. 73.3% & TH4ITH
MIRNZ EDRENTND D, IREOF | EIRIZ 75 5 TH Y, 70 %L EOfilix4 788
Bt 50 BlOBRTH D, BEFRICOWNTHICERE IOV THHEIT 2N Y,

R 2 31T 2L FHRIEIC DWW T A RO Bk D% T RRF Ch 523, 65wl &%
NRED R 2 X' B NKRT T F N L DIFRACEFIERES 2 L U 72t Cik, 1B%
B (E%h#, PFS, 0S) B LU, BIESCHWRICIZME SN RV, MEA M L
RN EEEICE L. Bl EN R D TR R L 0D 9,

—J. TA NS AREEIEE Ch S T E A (R ERENESE) CIE e RIEOAR
REZREAT AR, b L <IXRHIDOEZNER 2 AL T DIEFINZ 7 1 7 27 1 CRIFIR AW
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LNDAEEND D, BROFITH D Medroxyprogesteron Acetate MPA) A H A THE—, &
RFE RPN D & 5 HHI T 275, 1999 FITH#E SN KE GOG TR EAFFETIE
42 299 Bl 70 LA EOIERIZS 119 BIE £ TR H b 22 A% 80 ikl ETH > 72, MPA
200mg DIEHE & 1,000mg OB S, BIEImEICFEKTH - 7225, PFS
PR320 AL 257 A, 08111 7 HE 7.0 7 HEWTFRLbIERMERICEN -7, K=
MPA (35 OHEDZ W i 1 B REES RO O L > Th 2 @

T A BB T DRI DWW T, AT ATRE R SEAI LRGN TE Y |
FET—=20D, T2 L, mlE IS TR BRI % < . AT A IZSERI 3 2
VMEIANT 8 V) | ASKRFEMBAIC I RIE 2 BT R EEADRZ VT T TH D, L LR s,
AP A B SRR D TFITOIN R A BDEE R FE SN T E 2B EN D, S HICEDTENARR
Lo TUND, 2004 05 2013 4FF£ TIZ NCBD 128 Sk S 1172 48,871 A% %512 80 1% LA
LOEEE & 80 WA D 7 N — TN TN R B RIE DB MRt ST b, =
DEERTIE, 7 LA N] HEBTZ VAN - 2T LA ABRBESNATND, 714
Jb] TR &I S B IR AR (BRI 20 2 BENE L /R
FICTPRIZBRIF CH o To, ZHIEFRIEDOH G B RKE B b D,

A% Mo fEFEREEE, CGA (comprehensive geriatric assessment) 72 & & U, &l

Dlisaténe. mlin Az X 0 FEICITV., 82 OB THWER & [R5 OIEMERIR DY o]
RE/RJER Z T D2 Z LM ETH D ¥, £, R FERE CIIEENEG W ESbhb
MSI-H (&HE~A 7 ah T 74 MZEN) 5 I3 T = v 7R A MREA

(Pembrolizumab : %A ~L—4%) & EIIEGNMLE A2 7HE L 72> 72, PARP FHEAIRAM:
DHIEF = v 7 RA » MHEFORRFAR GHET L TRV . FEMEII ST 2 FRIED
PR EBANHIR SN S,
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RIS B (3 U ORI AT THE D 2

Iy A BRI B E T A LE XD 503, BE OEEEEIEVEELFRES
ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁb'@ﬁ) 2o

(]

HH B (259 DR MER L ZRIEI T, Z Y U BIKI L 75 F I RBIONREETH D, 1R
FH2 B DX TC L X7 U X ¥ E/L 175~180 mg/m2+ H /LR 7ZF > AUC 5~6, 3
W) & 5% dose-dense TC #ik (/X7 U #F%&/L 80 mg/m2, day 1, 8, 15+ B /LA 7T
F 2 AUC 6,day 1, 3 %) T, mW\—REME (ZhFE>T5%) BEHND, EITHIC
KL TIE, AN X7 (15 mglkg, 3 M) MEFHEIEL O LT, £2% OBRMERE
BELTHERENS,

PRELEE TIB~IV 8% %4 & U7-BR 56 111 #H3BR T& 5 Arbeitsgemeinschaft
Gynaekologische Onkologie Ovarian Cancer Study Group 3 (AGO OVAR-3) iRBRIZF\
T, 70 mLh L@ T3 d DAL FRIED FAT AIREIE D 4 F AR Sz v, b7k
BEOLI AL, X7 ) ZF%E)L 185 mgim2 & HIVR 77 F 2 AUCG6 (TC#HFE) HH0
I AFFF > 75 mgm2 (TPHE) Tholz, TORE, ML P ERBUDIE I Bl
T 70 AT OIEFNZH L THRIZE 2T b DD (5% vs. <1%. P=0.005) . Z Do
T PECIEMIEFE, quality of life IZMEE CREECTH o7, MmlinE Tl L2RIEO R
WrnZ < A5 (26% vs. 13%, P=0.001) . = D HH & L CEAEAE (10% vs. 3%, P<0.001)
LM (19% vs. 8%, F<0.001) NEL Abivlz, —J, A 7 VOBIECE 5 EOJR &,
granulocyte colony-stimulating factor BAICHIAERN DOFEHICH B /22RO o7, L
Tes o T, BRARRREBR DR S ME 2 72 T miln T IS W TR, Y AL T T
OO RFIEILME TR E B2 bivd,

ROSIA 3R Tl JIEHE IS DAL FRIEZ DN X 7 HANS L DML B )
T, "NV X 7 REMBOIEERDRED G S 072 2, [FEER O post hoe fEHTIZ IS W T,

70 %L b & ARG OIE G CHRRIC & RN & AER R S 7s 9, T ORER, 70 %
LI EO @ T 70 A O BEIZH LT, 42 Grade O (44% vs. 32%) . Nl (35%
vs. 25%) . MESIE (22% vs. 12%) B X N Grade 3 L EO@EIMITE (41% vs. 22%) . Ifife

FERIE (1% vs. 2%) NEL Hbivie, —F. A HEOh JEIXNER CHERE£%
Bbleholz (2870 vs. 256 02H) o L7eho T, XAV X2 T ORRILERFIZE
WTHRIETHY , BGICE L IR mECmie ZEREICEE L, X0 EEFEOE

BENPLETH D,

B T DIRMICER L Cld, BEOF T 5K - KR - HERB0 e 2 G Y
ZREM (Rl FEEEREAN) J° 2 MBI ST\ 2, 70 Ll EOETTINELE  (LU/IV
) BEEZRRLE LT, HVRTTF 2 AUCH £ 7 kA7 7 2 K 600 mg/m?2 (CP &
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5 ZhifT L., CPIRIEOFTIER T4 & milin B AERH N O BIES KRG Sz 9, Z ORESR,
5 DIREE & KTESE . Performance Score >2 2N B 72 B OIS PRI & 72 o 72, £72.
PAEFROMNE TR FIX, #1950, IVH, TREU EOFHETH -7z, LR~ T,
EEEERRERENIC L 0 EE R EESEAGTEE THIFRETH L Z R E T,
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5 5 00 SRR D SR D IR FEARARIL & 5 > 2

BB ICR T bR 2 IR & U T L A OB AR T &
60

(i)

beRE IS O IR AR I W T b IEE A L RIS, ZOTREAUET L L WE
SN TWAD V2, 7 X 1 % National Cancer Institute (NCI) 234 % Surveillance,
Epidemiology, and End Results (SEER) OF —# & W B ZHF5EI28V T, 65 2L E
OYIEE TIIIV 1 1759 6] (70 5%LL 1 75%) (23 DAL FRIEDO IR Bat S iz v,
ZORER. 7T FFEGEIZ PO E UTARFRIERATRE ClX, RMATRHCH L THET Y 22
2% 28% [Relative ratio : 0.72, 95% Confidence interval (CI) : 0.6-0.9] &7z, [A
#IZ, SEER OF —% Z v 7z 65 ik LA L oINS TIV/IV ] 7938 51 (70 mLA L : 76%) @
TR TIX, FIRFERMMETREO 2AEFHIF (0S) Ol XESRE L AR kA%
WMo bOO (227000 vs. LT A) | ALFHRIEHMEED OS HRAEIL 14.4 70 &
I RIF T o722, £z, REER (FIHFRIE+6 22— A LL EOEBE(FHRE) M ThE
D OS FIEIE 39.0 1 H L b RIFTH -T2,

PPN FEIRIC IS T 2 BER S T ARRER (MITO-7 38k) <Tid, INHE IC~IV # & k14
L LTTC ¥EiE O ) ZxtE/ 175 mg/m2+ /LR 7T F 2 AUC 6, 3i1E) & weekly
TC &% (%27 U ¥k 80 mg/m2+ /LR T T F o AUC 2. i) OF M itk
FfSALe 9, AT (PFS) 13 TC %k & weekly TCIRIE THERZAZZFRORN
S (FRAE 17.3 008 vs. 183 1) o Y7V N—TMHrCliE, 70 Ll ko il it
T 5 2D DIRFIEDORITIERINE L [F% CTh->7- (Hazard ratio : 0.93, 95% CI :
0.73-1.18) , £ 7=, weekly TC JEIERETIL TC HIEREIZ L L T quality of life score 23 < |
Grade 2 Ll LD HMERIAE (6% vs. 17%) CIEEMELFHERBDIE (0.5% vs. 3%) . Grade
3 LU LD/ IMIRAME (1% vs. T%) D ighotz, LIcido> T, @lE k3 2 HIE LS
PRIETIE weekly TCHIEN KV AR EZ 2 bz, —F, AR THAT S iz JGOG3016
FRERTIX, INEE TI~TV #l 2 %5 & LT TC # ik & dose-dense TC &L (/X7 U Z X)L
80 mg/m?2, il + B /VR 7T F o AUC 6, 3 #Hfm) O AN EmEF Sz, OSIETC
FEIEIZHE LT dose-dense TCHRIE THEIZIER L7 b OO, &lE (33 2L S
TELTAROBRP TSNS,

JRELRE TIIB~TV #2542 & U7 HiEakBR (OTILIA #UR) (230 T, 70 kB koo dEfin
(ZxE9 % TCPRIE+ AV A~ T ABREO A L 22 Ba ST g 9, J1Hf#ET
DORFER. mlinA e & IRl E 7T PFS i (20.2 701 vs. 22.6 7°H) B X T Grade 3 LA
FOFEMEERIE (35% vs. 32%) ([CHBRAELRBD RN oTlz, LIEN->T, Elnd 37
DN A T HFRIEO A AYED RE S Tz,
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BRIBFICBWTIE, 77 F RS IERRAER 4 x5 & LT C-PLD %L (pegylated
liposomal doxorubicin 30 mg/m2+ /LR 77 F > AUC 5, 4 ) & TC %k (X7 U
X %%/ 175 mg/m2+ W /VR 7 F o AUC 5.3 %) (2 X 2 AR %5 AR ER (CALYPSO
RER) BTz 07, ZOREE, C-PLD LD PFS L TC ML L THE
WZEDo7c (11.3 70 H vs. 94 702H) . —J, CALYPSO sub-study (23T 70 kLA £
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DWFHUCEBN T H MBS ETRD e o725 6T, 2016 FERRATN RS ARSI N
A RTA Tl RV BEIERTI IR AN D B MR O 5 13HELE 7/ L —
C2 b TWn5,
*ﬁfV%%@@ﬁﬁ’%b%fﬂ%L$%®$T%ﬁﬁi%b<QOL%Eﬁﬁtw\
%ﬁ@ﬁ@@ﬁ%wﬁA . BB A AT D RVTE VRIS AR TR L

ﬂ%%%&ﬁ_owfﬁﬁ@%%#%é EAU 74 K74 > 2016 TldA/LE
W%ﬁmjﬁﬁm$% IR LT O U A7 R0 E 0N INRIEIC X A B A EE
G PRI 5T OIHEMEEZ L —F IEHT 2 L3O s TnZziné LTn
5o BEOBIZIE, T AT TIHMEI LY T AMIENEERAERFLLE L CHLN
TEY, IV LABIOEY I D-FOHAPHESRES NS, EBGRNITIE,
BESDO T O OWRFA 7 ) —=2 7 TOWfOAEZHERTHLENH Y . Ktk
72 & ORI ENERIX B GRICIT 5 2 E BN HER ST 5,

AINZHR DS AR VB URE DB EEB L OVEIT Y A7 ~D

1O R IVE PRIEIC & o THEHET 2~4.6%, KEREITALE T 1.8~2.3% DB H K
THREZ S EHESNTWD, BEERTIIFLVE CEERBREHICRE VR, Z20
BRI EBIT Y 27 3B LT D L oG L H Y | 5L ERVE IRIEE ST T2
BEIZBIT D2 EIRERITIFRNVE RELZIT TORWEE & HATEWD & OREN
b5 (19.4%vs. 12.6%) . 7/ A= 71E. 7 X 2 I ARBRICB W T 7R
PeGREL T ﬂ%%@@b%iﬁﬁh%%@%%ﬁ%%%éﬁ\%%%E%%ﬁ
HERT O, fEo T, HRRE CHHRIELZ RO, BITY A7 BH RN TIET ) A~
7@&5#meNw4F74/J%fﬂﬁ%r®%%&ﬂ%ﬁ4F§4y2m5$
Wi 72 EDOEFETA KT o THERERSLTWD

VAN

BB A AT DmEing xR L LIz B3I XD IRREOZEH ORE TP 72 <
BE IR E L7 BT AN STV RN T &b, A%®f%®¢%#%%f
bbHLEZ LD, 5T EYIRFEOBRICI, /EALRAE (PS) . H %A TE®{E (ADL) |
FOVFEEM B EATEEE TADL) &\ o 72 B RESRERTAM O 72 597, SRINFSAERTAM
FErR KBRS ORI, R 21TV BIERSE DU 27 240 L
7o LT WEN AL O THETTR&E Th S,
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DI 5t 00 BRI LI O BEES A SR IR DRI/ ST 2

FRABNVE AGRER X OBHEBRARRERIL, FiSHERLICHD b T 1T
VA FIEETH B, (LEREEOBRIIOWVW TR, BEH TR BEOFERIIZ X
DTRODHIRETHD

(g ]

Hnfs 2 3 2 RERGUERT I Tl A PRSI E N T2 | il 5D < HifrR
MITTRERIIZIZ E A ERE LR, if:\ 'ﬁ’iﬁ@@li DI SR IEE  H O L 72 £ D
FERFEBLO GRS @ T2 O1Z, B DIEFl O 2 THRIR 2 Hl IR~ & TiEeu,

Wit 2 A9 2 BFRBUPERT W 16 L TR O EFES N2 & LT OFHALE 1R
W (TeoTny, 2P L2 IR ARFREE (Fe2xtn, AV a%tL), i
FHENARESE (T2 0 4-223) BEDE TR AMFETEIN TN D,

ZD DB, FBARLE ARRET L OB AFRERIT, oS AR DU b &
ITRRE L 72 S5 D, 7272 L, FiHAR LV IR CIXENE I L BHER BB T 5
ZERHDHTD, AIHEICITEE T A2 HNERD 5, {LFERIEKICOWTIL, @l TIEH K
W2 55l L T{ERIE OIS 2 5 Z L3t & n b, EEREEEEEYS (SIGO:
International Society of Geriatric Oncology) (%, &#n& B DI HEHZ OV T, &
FRCIE R BEOHERRBUCL > TRD HRETH DL ETHFHERE LT 2, 2O
(2 K AVE & i SRR BT ST LSk DA FRIE ORI I DWW T, (DR CEE 2B 0HE
D72 < BEREAIZIRNZ LTV 26Tl BEMERIRZ 1T X%, (DMiF5 (vulnerable) Tih
FRIZ X VA ATRE AR EERIE 2 A 4 5 01 Tl BEEEZAMN ADR ITHEAEGE 4 il T3 &
B)7 LA NV TIEE AR R R R A A T 26 Clk. BEICADETIERE i< X,
DR CHEHIERAIHEEZ R LTV DB TIE, BB RHERIEZ R ~& L LT
%o 2017 FEDOHELEIZ L X, G8 geriatric screening tool & V7= EEEIRRED 2 7 ) — =1
TRl AT 9 T EPREIN TN D I,

AN I T B IR 2 0T 5 2 ERE W EITOIRIK & 700 25, £, FLEUR
BIZL > THRERET (BHRE) CHMETZ2& 7200, BEEFHo U 27
MWEEDZ LT D, OLT=O0EIT DL, AFOEMET LS SIIFAEFSM b EL 72
Do BB E AT 5 EBRPIERTZE CTld, B AR AR CEERIESCHT RANKL HiASE(T
AR TN L > THEEER 2 G N TE D 2 EPRENTN D, T b DiRHE
IZOWTIE, @l THD I LR OIITIZ/AR S Z L1370, Bl s\ T bR
FICEE T RETHD Y
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FRANLVEVIRER (TS5 y, =U0PAFIR) | BEHBRNAREK (S5
VRIS 5-223) | ALFEEER (FEEREL, INRXDEREL) OFRICITIEER
WEBAEBEI R

(]

FHRABNVEAREET ET T B YLy I R AbLSBRIEI{T% TH > THiE
ITHICd > TH . BEIPUERT IR 6 U CRAEFYR 2 TR 95 2 & DN EMEA LR
BRIC LV RSNz, T LT, ¥ 7 7 —7 i Lidming THEEE THRRO R E
BT,

TSR RIESR T 2 7 1-223 13, BB O & 5 EFHRPUERT SR I3 L T4
MOEENFEIES Tz, £ LT, BFHEOIIRIC LAUTFEIRBNIBEN RO ZE T e o7,

Re4 %t (756 mg/m2, 3 M) (T EBEGMERTLIRE RS O HIM A2 7 BT
FL (PR 19.2 7 A, MK h3¥ 2 br U #16.3 7 A, p=0.004) , %JH 28 L .
QOL ##ET 5 Z LRS- 19, £ LT, U7 7 v—T T LiuX, AR~
BHRITERE D ST 5N (2 Y b b LY — FH 68 7% =0.81,
68 % <0.77. 75 % <0.80) 2, 7o, HIFHAMIEIC LU, X TR ELZZ T
BETIE, DRSCAHEFRICEH L UBERMICL2ABZ TV ERES N, IAAVHF
v (25 mg/m?) 1E, F&&FBAIEH% OEBIEEEHRGIMERTI I (6 L T4l
MEABIEET 52 LAURENT (PRl 151 A, *HRZEI b b B 12.7 4
H) 9, 2L T, ZOzRIL 65 Lo ThiER Sz (NYF— R 0.62), HiaiA
IO H BB GRIFEIC DWW CIE, AR E - LTI A20n 00 Clik ReZ k1
50 mg/m? (2 #f) 9, /3T X FE/L 20 mg/m? O3 G S, Wb Ao B
W STV D, FEEREDIEE N & 5 Eiln# 2RV, 5% 20 X5 2L - HEOR
FNREEND,
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10 E-8 WOEMIRESEE OIGR
8-1. =MEHIMmRK
OV BB (ML) OTRIRRARD D Bl TR 1> 2

AL AT HITHT-> T, mlinD7ZOIEE S & RR LRI & 2 R 67
WER, HDWIETERPNABICRR D FmARE TE RV, FTEREETH 508, &
LAEWORTE TR T 5 & PERPRE SRR D Z LITNRBZ A 6N D, AARNK TS
i DEMEREEIEN A N T4 > 2018 4R V) 2358 FI S au, il AML 2HR 124 5 < =
VAU NHA RRRENTVWDIDOTERTHZ L 2D D,

[t ]

[FE s O B AR BRI 31T 2 IR k]

AML @ daunorubicin (DNR) +Ara-C (DA) %L, Wbw5H 3+ 7 (10) 1% 1980 v
APEICHESL LTz, £ 0%, HARTIL JALSG 23 £ O 5t 2 HE s | FER#E Tlx 80%Hi
%OERTEM (CR) L 40%RED 5 FAEFRNMHELND L HITR>oTNDEY

[ AML O PR ]
K[E > CALGB 1%, DA %iED Ara-C % 100mg/ni/H. 7 HMEHEECEE L. DNR ©
&% 45 mg/mi/H x 3 Al & 30mg/H x 3 HM % 7 v & Ao T T IR 2 1982 41
W L7z, 60 mAdili TIEATE O CR R E < (7T1% vs 59%) . —J7. 605k LA ETldde L
AHEBEOFBRD -T2 (81% vs 47%) 2 o T 725 60 mill Lo &Ik 2t
RERE 8> 2 FTREME AR LT\ 5, 7272, ZORRIZ, EERICE L, oy 238 &
LG 7EHTH Y | EYEX RO rTRE 22 U E 3L, Bl - TR R, BB B R
EM T, GCSF ZIX U A A AT ST,
KA ® AMLCG 1%, 60 kLh oo AML f#255 % TAD %% (thioguanine, cytarabine,
DNR) ® %% DNR Ol &% 60 mg/ni/H %7213 30 mg/nd/H . 3 B STT v & LMEEHE
HERZITV, BIETCRE 54% vs 43% T, 5HFAEFHE 22% vs 15% & TEMPLET
HZEERELREY
Appelbaum 5%, SWOG @ 5 D DREKER Z it U, MlE 7P EEN LY A
27 AML 238\ T, 56-65 s EOFETB5 iRk &L D b, TRICKERENND Z L2
HBLTWDD)
HA D JALSG #F%E T, Wakita 513, 65-80 %> AML 4 % %4212 DNR40 mg/ni/H
(70 LA E1% 30mg/nd) X3 HRE. BH-AC200mg/ni/H X8 H vs ZDAF Y 2—/LiC
BHEDFEROFRAFEIG Tl 2803 2 A bin Z ligks L. CR #60.1% vs
63.6%., 4FAFHR 182 vs 17.4%., ZEMEIZRE RREDNEN -T2 2 & 2HE LT
%%,
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HOVON/SAKK/AMLSG @ & i AML (2%t L CTHEE#E & DNR(45mg/m2/H X 3 H
fil)+Ara-C & & & DNR (90mg/m2/ H x 3 Hi)+Ara-C O 7 > & 2 Al Helakbi 2 5k L .
& DNR B CR FITEWEERD GO, 2AEFMMICEEEEZRD 2D o7,
7272, 60-65 5% TiL, =& DNR A2 CR B L AEFRLARICH VR TH-12T

[ PR A 2> B Ol
LLEDNS | 60~65 ikl o B CHRRABRICRR TE 22 RETHIE, kg4I
LA MPFTEE CE 5, 60 kL ECIXFEE I LRI 2 2 &5 60 %L
LEEIE LT D, £l FIAMBRIERD ML S - WIHOBRECIE, EAIEA 2/3 1T
O L7l TRAEN B WD E WS RN G @il (TR R S FERPILETHH L &
RELTWD,

[ AML 2k D3LIR]

i CEEARRERICA D Z LN TEoDIL, @l MRNEEF It 2 O 2R & TlL 456% T
BV BE%IETRIBENZ T BTV, [AEEIC, Medicare OF — & %~ 7~
SEER O#ii51%, KE AML EEOFEEEARL TWDHEE X LD, AML 5480 4] (65-
93 ik, HRAE 78 %) DARDEAE T, Witk 3 HH LINICHLA MfFIaR A B Sz Dl
38.6% Th V., EFTIMENMBFEEL T2 A, IBRHY TenH LHEEN TS, —
J5. 46 I [RFEE MM AL A3 722 S 22 20 H OALFEHIEI 2SS T %, Real world
& ERRBR DR AR I Y TRl o 5 2 & 353D D,

EFAN
O 605k AR 72 BE THREBIRE, R IRIEN BAF CREEZ2 A ML TETWnd,
© AML DY FHIIRFH S Z ) FBIZFHIRRE L SO B H2ROBRN TR TED &9

\Z7g o7z,

@ IFFEFRPES L CTHBZRITIRENR TE D L 91T o7z,

UboZ et AMLIZHE T 2 ElOFIEEL 60 LV bEmdRETEDL LB LN
Do 1272, A Q&A TiE, FEARRERTIZ2 <, RFEZEO T CHElis AML 8#F %77 LT
WS ZEARBAICEIH L TWD, LIeRn-s T, etz fRT 52EH T, AML OE&1F
60 &8 2 T BBV T, BB R (CQ3 Z/) % L7z ) 2 T2
AN THRETHD EOBEDD 60 Ll LA mlE &L ERT H, I HIT, @k AML &
FHOZIRITE HRET DI HT-> T, FITEEOERDO—>THY | FlDRL->T
IR 2R ET D Z LITTE R,
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DA JEiE 4 HL & Lot RHEEDS 1980 R ICHEN. L Tonh 40 Fafm L Lo & L
TWAEEIZBWTH, AMLGEOEART DARIETH S, 4%, AIMEOLEHFITH
S T2y TAENNEIER S 2 & O IR e AN O S D Z LIC LY, El AML BFICH -
ERbTEbInd,
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BEE D ML 1T FROBNRER, BLTFEENREZL Ao, EEHEERME
LA EERED D D A b, {LFRESCHEHRRERICRIE L AL <, 2L
LU CIBREIGHEREL | PHRIIEN,

[t ]
UK-MRC AML11 B Tlx, T BAFYL@RBEEE, PR, RRBESZNEN 7.3%.
79.1%. 12.6%% 5. 5 FEAEFED 34%, 13%, 2% L HELTNDH YV,
il AML Clk, 53, 7., 17 FYAMRET | EHEI L Vo e THRABRYERET O
BENR @, £z, THRARL FLT3 @5 FRENZVWZ ERREINTND 2,
(b ZRERIETIEREFE 0O — 212 multidrug resistance phenotypel(MDR1)i& s+ DR 523 %
5, AKigfs 11X p-glycoprotein & 21— R L, ZOWEZ X7 i@ L, AIEAD S HID A

ZHEHT 2, EHIMMEEO -2 L LTRSABN TS, mild TITZTOFRBLRDN S
W

EFIVEN

B IR R R AROBE ISR RE R D 50T Tl THRAROREFID g
AML ICZ W2 ERMESNTWD, Lo T, W UHBAILFESE Y =i L-5ha. &
BRELTIECRELEMTHOIEEMELY A D LD, 1272, AR =
D DAREMEN BV | Z DRI DOWTIEA A 72 fE L7,

[44]
FLTS B3 3 Ui, BHA TR0 & L3I T TV %, AML MG
ENDZEIZEY ., BRI PDLTTHROBERHFFEND Y,
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Rl AL BE ORRIESEWET 2 EE & LCRER bORMTH 2

e 425, Performance Status(PS). EEiEHEREREAM (geriatric assessment,
GA), MfE - D TEEFENEE

[t ]
EMAREG 2T A RT A4 Tk, ki (PS) OOMEF R e E ORI XV 1EHEE
RRA N R—=T 4 7T EHETHEOEBOONTWD D, 7272, Sl Tl AZER K
TN, GA N LT TBRESDEE Ly,
GA OFMEE HIZIX, FRBERE, DHFE, WAREE (2. polypharmacy) . JRFIRHE, 38
HIEERE. RERR - DL IFE) (D) e - BERBR T oD, 12, ZOT_XTxHZ
WOPTHRHNT 2DIFTEHNH LD TAY ) == 7Y=L zffivny, 27 ) —=v 7 D5
HRTE F IR L7232 GA 2 FEhE 5 08, EENTH D,
A7 V== 7Y=L e LTE, B, FRIEOB AN G8 R, VES-13
(vulnerable elders survey-13) [1ZEE MKV, EORTC(European Organization for
Research and Treatment of Cancer) TiX, @&k OERARMFICIZI T G8, instrumental
activity of daily life(TADL), Charlson comorbidity index(CCI). JEEIRIT % BAKIRS 5
ZEEFME LTS (minimum dataset, MinDS) 2,

ThET IV

1) MRC-AML11 #5 3
i, PS, Y REE . AMEREL, AML 50806 TR FRIET VEER LT,
Score4-6 O BAFHED 1 FAAFRIT 53%, Score7-8 DEEUEY X 7 BT 43%, Score=9
DTPHRREET 16% L > T D,

# 1 MRC-AML11 A28, 1,071 Bkt

U2 7R+ Aar

PUSERUN RIMPEEYR7 1 m, BURZ 15, RB 21
HImER (X109L) <10 : 1 A, 10~49.9: 2 s, 50~99.9 : 3 s, =100 : 4 s
PS 0.1.2.3.4, A

s 60-64 : 15, 6569 : 28, 70-74: 3/, =755% : 4 A
AML % A 7 de novo : 1 /%, —RMEMFE : 3 4

i/
J

o (L7 5 A OO a7

V27 77— B 468 B, 788 PEE, 298 @mU Ry
3 EAFR BURZ 25%, HEEEY A7 12%., @Y A7 8%
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2) MD Anderson Cancer Center Hijifizk O {A#HE ¢
65 2L > AML & & U A 7 B BESRIEME R (MDS) 998 it L, 587172 b5
VLA i L7l 0% A & ORFTCTh 5, k7% & LTI high-dose cytarabine
|Z idarubicin, fludarabine, topotecan ZENFH SNz ¥ A T, FEEEE &
CRVIRARIBREB IR ENT VD, T BN 28%&E ENTWD, LEBMITICK
D FPBRARKF TEEZFEL. PEARKF OETHIUL, AFTREIE 18 20 H
T, 12fHO5AE. T2H 3L EHLZGEIT 1 H LV IRRERE L T D,

# 2 MDACC O Hifiizk. 65l AML, &Y A7 MDS 998 {5 DRt

S i N e A ]
M ZT5 ik, THROBWGHAARRE, BEEREH L L, IREREE=12 A
PS>2, LDH>600u/LL | creatinine>1.3mg/dL

BN T2 R T4 URr A RfE (A)
0 Ky =2 18
1- HEEREY 2 7
=3 YRy 1

3) AML L &l BEREREAT (GA) »
Klepin 513, 60 kLA D> AML74 5l 2 #EREREAT L. 580 22 (b 79515 2 F2hi U 7o plifi
EWEL TS, T0 L0 EAS 42.9%% (50 TV T, HEEEREM S, AML 38 % frail
(7L A ) | vulnerable (Ifi55) . fit (7 4 v b) O3 O>DHT IV —IZU ZAT4y
HLTW5,

# 3 Klepin ® GAIZ XDV A7 534

URZHTF Y — BEE R
ECOG PS =3
Frail ADL &2

K& 72 0f{7E(CCI % 721X HCT-CI>1
ECOG PS <3 TRX720MFIE/ R L
Vulnerable BRI A RE DR (SPPB score<9)
AR (3MS<TT7)

Fit ERCREE R L
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CCI : Charlson Comorbidity Index

HCT-CI : Hematopoietic Cell Transplantation-Comorbidity Index
SPPB score : Short Physical Performance Battery

3MS : Modified Mini-Mental State

[ 22 B]

1) &1, 21 LI TPRICET S 2 oBEITOT IS BRIRIFZE O A& 5%, high
volume & > % — TIRIE SIVTIERI T, £ D% < DERRMFIEICHAIA 17 & AML JE
BIOMPTH 5, Flind PS USMIAIMIE D Z A 7 « a0 ki, EEEN Y A7
KF L LTHDY EFonTky, BFEOERKEFABRFI STV, —J5, Keplin 5
X GAICLDBEDY R NIRRT OB OHERZ R L T\ 5 50, Zhz
RRE L7 S I X E 2720, 72720 4 F TIREAR & IR O E RFEFI iR 55> cancer board T
i, BE O IRRECIRAERE, MR O R A ST Cian L C. 2IiEs 2 e
LTHED, BREBRANCHES < ERE TR,

INETORENSHIFRTIE, RBITTRTEEERICESNT, X1, 22552
W ZRET D 2 ENERENEEZ LD, SPPB X 3MS X AARTIIMEN S 28
EWLRNDT, BROY ALY T —2 g VR &40 TV % shuttle walking test
(SWT) =6 A7k (6MD) &3 L CHllAIZ ICE DA AL 52 &
MEEHTH 5,

AARIZEBWT, mils AML 2GR L7 280 O AR 720 0 T, EAk® 2 high
volume center 73 & s AMLIJEFIZFFHE Y . 1000 BIHEBLOMET 217 - T A AR D EEM
DY A7 FIMIE ORI EED < TARFEIR & IEHRE R OBEHIHIRE L7z,

2) AML 6% O BE O REDOE(IZ DN T
i AML B3 O RS AR IERT# CH IR 72886 & /5t L7258 Tk, IADL, SPPB
RGBT D EPRESN TN D, UNE VT —Ta 2R aWRr 7 g
D HiD,

(5]

HARNOD &l AML B35 2 A0IZRHME L, ARHZZEESZER L. £ O OMREEN
ABTHY . JALSG ® =k — MIFZRIZHIFE LUy,
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F10E-8 BEHOEMIREREERE DBE

8-2. UV AME KA B Ml U o ~<fE (DLBCL)
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77 45
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éﬁi@ 10%% (58 Tz, ZHIUC K 5 & BUEDOIERERETH H R-CHOP JRIEIC L 5 2R
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(X EE LT BRI 2N B U 725 A I3 E VDA R = o = — iR 2 pF L. 2»
> Dox, CPM O 5-&% 50%! _1@@ LTW5D, 90%LL D3 7)S Dox, CPM O T iE#
HED 90%LL . RIZTFEHREGEED 95%LL OGN SN Tz, Z OB 80 ik B
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HIRIRIRGEN G OND Z L ER L2 &I/ 5 67,
RICOVER60 #AB Tix, ECOG PS0-2 ® 61 Ll EOBFEEXIRIZLIZ 6 A 71D
CHOP-14+tR vs 8 "1 7 /L CHOP-14+R ® 4 7 — L DR TH 5, 774 ~—=x > KRN
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(3R ¥ (N QAY
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% D%, International Myeloma Working Group (Z X % frailty score (myeloma
comorbidity index; MCI) (F/A< ZIFANBILTWD, ZHE, 3 DDHEIN X EARFER I
PRI NTZBETHEHR DALY O T, 4, Katz Activity of Daily Living (ADL), Lawton
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FICEDAaT7TEMFE L (R2) ., 2AaT7H0,1,2 L0 EEZnEh Fit,
Intermediate-fitness, Frail &9 % &, 3 F2AGFHIG & MEEAFESIIZNEN., 84%
L 48%, T6% & 41%. 5T% L 33% Th o7 Z L3l STV 5 3,

% 1. European Myeloma Network (EMN)IZ & % Frailty grade

Frailty grade : KR
Very fit DEBNT, IRLF-DHY. LWOLHLHVIIRFLEEET D,

Moderatelyfit : @F DEHITIXAJEETSAY, ZHLLEICIZEBNTIRE L,

Vulnerable MBADBNT R KEFETESRD, EBEFIREATVS,

Mildly frail CBW, JCRBoRE, £R0BRE, REREOREICF L
HBETHD

Moderately frail ;Kﬂﬁ@%ﬁl\ NB. BBt BRI —BLETH B,
Severelyfrail  TIRDEM. AA. HEl, BEINPATRTLETHS,
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1 Assessment for vulnerability in newly diagnosed MM patients

| v

. Limits in the major life Weight loss, fatigue,
Presence of chronic . . ‘o
. . activities due to physical low activity, slow motor
diseases or conditions . . ;
or mental impairment balance and gait
L : J L
Comorbidity Disability Frailty

¥

Consider drug interactions Need for supportive service
Incompatibility of treatment
Minimize risk of frailty

Minimize risk of disability

Minimize risk of mortality

Decrease risk of hospitalization

NELL D oal A

% 2. International Myeloma Working Group (IMW)IZ&k % Frailty score

HR (95 % Cl) : p . Score
Age, y : : ﬁ
<75 1 - 0
76-80 . 1.13(0.76-1.69) : 549 1
80< . 2.40(1563.71) <001 G 2
Activity of Daily Living :
4< : 1 - 10
<4 :  1.67(1.08-2.56) : .020 :
Instrumental Activity : ;
of Daily Living : : :
>5 1 = 0
<5 : 1.43(0.96-2.14) : 078
Charlson Comorbidity :
Index : : ;
<1 1 . — 0
2< . 137(0.92-2.05) : .125

Xk 2 hoHmELSIA
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CCI (Charlson comorbidity index), HCT-CI (Hematopoietic cell transplantation -
Comorbidity index), EBMT (The European Society for Blood and Marrow
Transplantation) score, GA (Geriatric assesment), PAM (Pretransplantation assessment of
mortality) score
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