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EE LA A2t d,

9 o BURD W T, BITRFZEHE [l 25 A S a #Fo E 1c 622 7 SRR HE i 1< BE 3 2 ff
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%, AIPECHERERE L LTHY BT 72K 2@ CQ ITIG 2 3 RCT AFHR I NZ DR %
BEtL, EIETHA N IAVE LTHRTE 7,
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COMBICBIL Tk, 27 Y 20D RILIE TR D | milmot AR 2RI LTl
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BQ: background question, CQ: clinical question, CPG: clinical practice guideline

FR: future research, GPS: good practice statement
1) Good Practice Statement, GPS
ERIT PR EOERLORCERITRHICONT, ity ATvT 4y 7L a—%
1o &b, PERBEERIRILCK E 2R IEROERH S L WA F 74 AERK 7V — 7%
T L 2ERIT /2R 2bD] THD,
- EEEERFVEZ HAC L TR L 2CQITX 3 2 [HIE 2 GPS & L TIRIR T 252 & 95 2 13 H
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2LINd, GPSOLH - BHOBERINTE Y ZO@EHICITMOOFEELHET
H5,
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2) Future Research Question, FRQ
(1) Future research23M 4 X L % 1]

IUTYRCHEER DD, ZNICE > T, NMARLBIEEED AT VA7 Y AHESHE
Ko TCLEIFETHELE, 2D X)) BAMOME IR I N R T E LT, 20D
etz Gl (BREH) 32 7 o ORIRER & %ﬂ?ﬁcﬁfﬁ&C“)bx“( b, REINZZTH S,

BRI ICFuture research 2RI N2 G & LTk, SRIOBEHN A F 74 VERRIC
WT, éﬁk%iahfﬁfﬁﬁ’ﬁtfvx?v%4yﬁvz;—%ﬁok#\@Wﬁ

BRI N ol BE . FRRBBEINLZTXCOMLDENEL ko BHET
» % (systematic reviewld T, HEIREAE)

45N X 7z Future researchid, BRRIIZE & L CTHEE S, REIETRRICIE, =7
VAELTGERHINE Z LRI NS

(2) HAFTZA AR A =T 13, Tid O~@icowT, algEAR Y 5Eliciern T 5
[4] .

(D Future research 234 X 3 2 EFREER (Future Research Question) #FC#k L

@ ST AT ~YT 4 v 7L a—DkeERERL

@ mEwEr» (R

@ SHED XS T D (ATRE R AFFTE i o 1)
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HEL xS < 72 < (5] R R THIRINICEMT 2 20123, NMEZIRVERCTEHO—
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(B0 A BEIC BT 2 EERETME (GA) B X UERERSIIRIETM (CGA) ~
FER]

H3E T, BAERYIEZ Elnod A BF TN L GEYNICHEM T 5 720 OfEE(CPG) & L
T, Al ERRERTH 21T 5 2 L 299 R T 2 I_RE 2T o 7, AE T, SERAIEICEE
DR EREERI DY AT~ T 4 v 7L a—cHoE, BREFEIC O W THETT 5,
IETVABTS TR &b, SH%ROWMFED I HPE% R T Future Research Question
ELTE LD,

CHRERERE & 4R
BT — & <—2 : PUBMED

BEBER (MZ%EH 202148 H9 H)

#1 | "Neoplasms/diagnosis"[Majr]

#2 | "Vulnerable Populations"[Mesh] OR "Aged"[Mesh]

#3 | "Geriatric Assessment"[Mesh]

#4 | #1 AND #2 AND #3

(neoplasm*[TI] OR cancer*[TI] OR tumo*[TI] OR carcinoma*[TI]) AND
#5 | (Assessment*[TI] OR Evaluation[TI]) AND (vulnerable[ TI] OR aged[TI] OR
elderly[ TI] OR old[TI] OR geriatric*[TI])

#6 |#4 OR #5

#7 | #6 AND (JAPANESE[LA] OR ENGLISH[LA])

#7 AND ("Meta-Analysis"[PT] OR "Meta-Analysis as Topic"[Mesh] OR "meta-
analysis"[ TIAB])

#8

40 #7 AND ("Cochrane Database Syst Rev"[TA] OR "Systematic Review"[PT] OR
"Systematic Reviews as Topic"[Mesh] OR "systematic review"[ TIAB])

#7 AND ("Practice Guideline"[PT] OR "Practice Guidelines as Topic"[Mesh] OR
#10 | "Consensus"[Mesh] OR "Consensus Development Conferences as Topic'[Mesh] OR
"Consensus Development Conference"[PT] OR guideline*[TI] OR consensus[TI])

#11 | #8 OR#9 OR #10

#7 AND ("Randomized Controlled Trial"[PT] OR "Randomized Controlled Trials as
Topic"[Mesh] OR (random*[TIAB] NOT medline[SB]))

#12




#13

#7 AND ("Clinical Trial"[PT] OR "Clinical Trials as Topic"[Mesh] OR
"Observational Study"[PT] OR "Observational Studies as Topic"[Mesh] OR
((clinical trial*[TIAB] OR case control*[ TIAB] OR case comparison*[ TIAB]) NOT
medline[SB]))

#14 | (#12 OR #13) NOT #11

#15 | #7 AND ("Epidemiologic Methods"[Mesh] OR "Comparative Study"[PT] OR

"Multicenter Study"[PT] OR ((cohort*[ TIAB] OR comparative stud*[ TIAB] OR
follow-up stud*[ TIAB] OR prospective stud*[ TIAB] OR Retrospective
study*[ TIAB]) NOT medline[SB]))

#16 | #15 NOT (#11 OR #14)
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FRQ

s A BFIC 3 B ARRER O BRIC, milnE AR (GA/CGA) %175 Z LIFHM
> 7?

AT =AYb

SAERERHTD GA/CGA IR AHHEZ TS 2 2 L 8F[RETH V. 1iTATIC GA/CGA
ZITH T LITERDLD B,

7272 L. AEHEEHTIC GA/CGA 233 % Z &I X 31l PR o EMR 1T+ 1R
TN Ty, (Future Research Question)

A CQ ickF 3 PICO

Patient : il oY A BE

Intervention/Exposure :  #EHEEDERIC GA/CGA % Ei(FERICE I NAZED) *
Control : SEHEIR OB ICEE FhE 3 2 3. SCRpRE

Outcome : v A OFAE

* GA/CGA fERICHD KA L IE. & GA F A A Y ORFITH LTI b 2D EEHI A
ZIT20DTH B, UFICZD—flamd s, B Oz L 2/ AJTiE IR R v,

B R O, GEER RO HMER, HYRE(TL A e T ay - Y ae )
T—vav), KERG, EHEM, ¢AETH. LBV YR v BEBESER Y

EERNC A T~T 4 v 7L Ea—

FRIHSCERRBRIC BT, mile A BF 1T 3 250 F1iTRT o GA/CGA Ll & IHE &
DR % WREE L 72 BEREER 2. 7 v & 2 LGRS 2 i & Ailm 2 BI5E0T9E 8 M. faim % El
EWE 7 FROEE 17 FRfrE L 7=,

(1) & @BZE GR 1)

AT GA/CGA LINREGIHED FHIICBE T 2 %M X BIZMNIFIE 7TwRH . 9B 6k
T GA/CGA DR RENT W5,

70 i LA L o FETE A A FAMTEE 462 Filicxf L <, HEEIRRE, Ko, WAl BEIRE ) % B3
% VESPA (Vulnerable Elders Surgical Pathways and Outcomes Assessment) % F\» 72l Hif
GA LA DHEDBE %2 BEt L 7295 ©ld, VESPA X a7 o B 3B AGIHED Y 2 7
KFTH Y., VESPA 2275 1 siMINT 2 HICEEAIHE (A K, 8, il KRE)
ETFMAEHHED Y 2 27 23 L T 72(OR 1.3 [95%CI: 1.2-1.4], OR1.2[95%CI:1.1-1.2])
(11,

70 KA o KI5 2s A FAlTiE# 310 il 2 SR IC, SRS HE M7z frailey OFHEZ 72 L |
GA 12D S AZ AT - 72 M (n=203) Ll 7 7 %217 - 72 (n=103) DR A HHE 2 Ll L




T FEFDO B SE C i, AMARE T 7 7R &t L € IADL 0 825 | JRAE, LAk
HEEBEOEREPFREICE ., AHEREERIZL H >72H DD (75.9% vs 56.1%,
p<0.001). flitet A% & % OMEFIEMIEOFAEFITET L Tv72(11.3% vs 29.2%, p<
0.001, 10.3% vs 26.2%, p< 0.001) [2],

75 7K LA o BB A TR 91 Bl 2 R, Tl GA & fiifeg AE D BIE 2 MG L 720
72 Cl¥. MMSE(Mini Mental State Examination) & GDS15(Geriatric Depression Score) 2%
WAL L 22 AR THIK T TH - 72 (OR 1.4 [95%CI: 1.2-1.6],p<0.0001, OR 1.3
[95%CI: 1.1-1.6], p=0.004) [3],

75 ik A LD KNGS A FATEERE 156 B2 0t I, iRl GA L 1frfz 30 H AW D& HFHED T-H#l
RE & Bat L 7272 Tld. GA v — & LT MMSE @ B 23l 0 A HHE & 2 AZ 0T
L 7= FHIR T TH - 72 (OR 3.882 [95%CI: 1.649-9.872],p=0.002, OR 2.565 [95%CI: 1.082-
6.213],p<0.0001) [4],

70 AL DIFHNE L A L CIFYIBR 23 T b7z 71 Bl R qic, fiTiT GA & firi & 0fE
DIEMRAF 2 AT L 720198 Cld, G8 DRH (G8 X a7 <14) 2%irtk 30 HUMN D AHHED
A7 L 72 fERRIR 1T H - 72 (OR 24.4 [95%CI: 1.66-157.08], p= 0.0198) [5] .

75 LA L DT A FITEE 416 Hl 2 DR ICHTRT GA L ifffRe A= OB 2 BEt L 720t
72 <l¥. CCI(Charlson Comorbidity Index) 2 2@ 7 >3 (OR 1.821 [95%CI: 1.054-3.145],
p=0.032) . IADL %% (OR 2.074 [95%CI: 1.181-3.645],p=0.011) . #&ffliE® v (OR 1.760
[95%CI: 0.985-3.146],p=0.056) 2337 L 7=1iitk ¢ A% ) R 7 A1 THh - 72[6],

—75 T, 70 kLA Lol ARES A FAiT R 60 il % R icifiaf CGA (ADL, IADL, CCI,
MMSE, GDS, MNA, KU 77 —<v—) itk 30 HAN DO AHHIE & OBE 2 85T L 72
ek, WEREOHMN, PS>1 TH 3 2 & AEBAIHEDOH L 2 FHIKNFTH Y |
CGA DF& F AA VL L 2= PRI F & 1375 b 78200 72 (7],

x1 kA XEEUR

kR Cohort Patient GA/CGA Outcome

Pollock Y n=462 TORZEA b VESPA(ADL, TADL, CCI, TUG, Mini-cog, PHQ-2)  VESPAA =7 ARLAUSINNMRIC U A 2 #1/0

J Geriatr Oncol. DA W30 A LANADHE: OR 1.2 (1.1-1,2)

2020 BESHHEEAE, 8, BE, SR 0RL3 (1.2-1.4)

Tarazona— n=310 TORELL L ASA-PS, CCI, W, ¥AE, WEHE, 3% GAAT ABE vs JEH S T RE

Santabalbina FJ FEGI % KigHi A kT AT 11.3%vs 20.2% p< 0.001

J Geriatr Oncol.  FBF%E GAT A (n=203) BAESDHE:  10.3%vs  26.2%, p< 0.001

2019 ilH 4T (n=107) WA APHE: 75.9% vs 56. 1% p<0 . 001

Yamamoto M n=91 (A= Barthel Index, IADL, MMSE, GDS15 HgEAE

World J Surg. RN MMSERG @ OR 1.4 (1.2-1.8)

2016 GDS15%%: OR 1.3 (1.1-1.6)

Mokutani Y n=156 T5hELL 1 Barthel Index, TADL, MMSE, GDS Witk & BHE

Dig Surg. KA A MMSES 5 OR 2.368 (1.037-5.574)

2016 kAR
MMSES%: OR 2.565 (1.082-6.213)

Kaibori M n=71 TORELL L 68, VES-13 e B BHE

Langenbecks Arch [FFHIRLAS A GDS, CCI, MMSE, MNA G8 < 14: OR 24.4 (1.66-157.08)

Surg. 2016

Korc—Grodzicki B n=416 T5iELl 1 ADL, IADL, Mini-cog, CDT, NJR, ®fl, e gt

Ann Surg. 2015 B A CCIA= 7531 OR 1.821(1. 054-3. 145), p=0.032
ADLFE 3 : OR 2.074(1. 181-3. 645), p=0. 011
=S Y OR 1. 760 (0. 985-3. 146), p=0. 056

Suh DH =60 TORELA b ADL, IADL, PS, CCI, MMSE, ASA, GDS, MNA, BFI, #7#30H LA DHE

J Geriatr Oncol. AR A 0ARS, polypharmacy PS>1, e T s TR

2014




(2) wife 2 @O (£ 2)

fitTT GA/CGA & iR G OHED FHNCEE S 2 HiM X BENR L8 WD V. 5B THICH VT
GA/CGA o F MM REI T 5,

65 A E D KIGD A FMiEE 500 Fl 2 MR i, G8 % KCL(Kihon check list) % {# i L 7= ffi
At GA & filit2 30 HLAN @ Grade2 AL DAGHE D F#llkE Z2 et L 72058 T &, KCL F&H 2
EEPHERE DML L 2 FRIRTCTH Y (HR 1.88 [95%CL: 1.16-3.04]), FFICLHifi4 ~ v b
DFA L B#E L T 72 (8],

75 i LA L O AR R 3 AT R 517 Bl & R SIC, iRl CGA & fifithe A= D Bl % it
L 72#f9E<ix. CGA & L T ADL (Barthel Index, HR 1.20[95%CI: 1.03-1.44]),JADL(HR
1.46[95%CI: 1.22-1.77]). MMSE(HR 1.29[95%CI: 1.21-1.39]). GDS(HR 0.88[95%ClI:
0.82-0.94]) D2 a7 HRxnE i, ittt ALRIEOMT LY A7 KT & LTt d ik
[9],

70 % A - D EERETE 28 A FAl R 165 ] %t R fiiAT CGA. SAS(Surgical Apgar Score)
& itk A BHIE o B % et L 7252 Tk CGA(OR 6.2 [95%Cl: 2.9-13.4]), SAS(OR 12.5
[95%CI:2.8-45]) D 5 13 Z L 2 it 30 HUANAHHIED M L 2 FHIRFTH o7z, %
7. CGA 0 B2E131lit: 1 FLAN DI T O L 7= fEf&E K+ T H - 72 [10],

65 i A - DAL ER R 23 A FAMT RS 75 Hl & 0 G ATHTICIT 9 GA @ F A 4 v & itk 30
H LA O &6HE Tl % 2714 L 72898 <13, ADL/IADL+GDS+BOMC(Blessed Orientation-
Memory-Concentration)/CDT(Clock Drawing Test) ® 3¢ AR 72 GA & v bl x .
MNA (Mini Nutritional Assessment), TUG (Timed Upand Go) ., CCI, KV 7 7 —< ¥ —
(4 or 5 HILLE), SSS(Social Supportive Scale) D F X A v B E A3 2 % 15 itk A HHED 1E
m3 sz ermaEnklill,

75 LA D KIS AT RS 83 il % MR IC, Fried @ Frailty criteria [12] % i\ 72 i
GA (At 30 HEAN @ Grade2 DA b GO D THIRE 2 M5t L 72098 Tld. frail (BiiAT GA
DEE)TH B Z LI G OHE DM L 7= FHIK 7 TH - 72 (OR 4.083 [95%CI:1.433-
11.638]) [13].

70 KU E o R AFMEE 178 HlexfRic, #fini CGA 1< X h B#FIRE % fit,
intermediate, frail IZ538E L. fiit% 30 HEAN @ Grade2 DL D& HHEE D FHIGE % gt L 720
FRICHB VT, iR ATHERAEFIZZ N Z 1 33%., 36%. 62% & frail HECHEICHINL T
72 (p=0.002), frail TH % Z & X Grade2 LA EDOAPHEDI L 72 FHIK T CTH - 72 (OR
3.13 [95%ClI:1.65-5.92]) [14],

70 LA L D FETE A A FAliEE 460 ] (FLA3A 216 i, JHALER YA 146 fil, WIKERDA 71
B, Zofth 27 ) Zx5ic, iiET CGA & ikl % Mt L 2%t cld. CGA @ 5 % BFI
(Brief Fatigue Inventory) ® % #; (RR 1.46 [95%CI: 1.18-2.13]), IADL o % # (RR 1.36



[95%CI: 1.04-2.05]) 234t 30 H AN AGHAE D fZ L 72 FMIKFC & - 72, % 7z ADL.JADL,
PS OBEALIF, ABeHEOMER & B L T 72[15],

—77 T\ 70 LA R ORI A FTEE 190 B2 5 RIC GA LAtk 30 HEAN®D Grade2 B E
DEPHIED THIGEZ MG L 720152 Tid, 80 iA ETH 5 Z & LBAIETFMI©H 5 2 & 3 Jhar
L7=THIRTCcH Y, G8 % fTRST (flemish version of Triage Risk Screening Tool) @ & 7
Y —= v ZEE M L2 FRIRT L 137 5 705 72 [16],

® 2 HiIAE BRI

b Cohort Patient GA/CGA Outcome
Tamura K 2154 65mR L L 68, KCL 2EUHE (C-DAYED
World J Surg. n=500 KA A KCL > 8 : HR 1.88(1.16-3.04)
2021 FFICOBA 2 b & B p=0. 002
Maekawa Y Wi 75m% LA b MMSE, GDS15, Vitality index, Barthel index, IADL, PS fffftrA%
Geriatr Gerontol n=517 HAEE D A Barthel Index$&%: HR 1.20 (1.03-1.44)
Int. 2016 TADLFA: HR 1.46 (1.22-1.77)

MMSES % HR 1.29 (1.21-1.39)
GDSEH: HR 0.88 (0.82-0.94)

Kenig J Hijia% T0EELA | ADL, IADL, BOMC, CDT, CCI, GDS, TUG, MNA, MOS-SSS, 30 B LA G HHE (C-D5YE grade>2)
J Geriatr Oncol. n=165 M EFA A Polypharmacy>7, SAS frail: OR 6.2 (2.9-13.4)
2018 SAS: OR 14.9 (5.9-38.0)
Fagard K E2 1 T08%LL E G8, fTRST #7530 H LINSOFE (C-D4¥ grade22)
J Geriatr Oncol. n=190 KB A ADL, IADL, CCI, GDS, MNA, MMSE, #ff], Polypharmacy>5 i, SR T 7w —F ik (BRorlikEs:) 25T
2017 HE T
Kenig J HifR 655ELL 1 Basic set (ADL/TADL+GDS+BOMC/CDT) k30 F LIRS HHE (C-DAE)
J Geriatr Oncol. n=75 HIEFHR A MNA, TUG, CIRS-G, MOS-SSS, Polypharmacy>5, EEPHE: OR 2.7(1.4-5.3)
2015 G3LL EABHE: OR 4.0(1.4-12. 1)
Tan KY YT 7oA b Fried®Frailty criteria i B OHE (C-DOH grade22)
Am J Surg. 2012 n=83 KA A 15-ft walk time , Orip strength, Physical activity , frail: OR 4.08 (1.43-11.64)
Weight loss, Exhaustion
Kristjansson SR EA T d TORELA L ADL, TADL, MMSE, MNA, CIRS, GDS, ik & OHE (C-D&Y 81
Crit Rev Oncol n=178 KD A Polypharmacy frail: OR 3.13 (1.65-5.92)
Hematol. 2010
PACE E2 T TORELA B PACE(PS, ASA, ADL, IADL, GDS, BFI, MMSE) 30 B LA A OFE
Crit Rev Oncol n=460 B3 A BF1 mod/severe fatigue: RR 1.46(1. 18-2.13)
Hematol. 2008 TADL : RR 1.36 (1.04-2.05)

(3) i % Feik itk (randomized clinical trial, RCT) (5% 3)

1 2H® RCT %, 65wkl Eo#LE 2 Akt LC RS ahm & 7z 137 fil % R, &
A D BAEEAI N A (PR, SEPPE B, RERIRAE. MERRIBRE. thasddR. 2 AN
FOBB IR &) %% T 2 RE(n=69) L EH D7 T %5\ 2 EE(n=68) % HB L 72 55 AT ER
TH 5, MR, FEBHICEERTFFE~ DM IIT DO LT E DRk bﬂtozﬁ
FEIEE T H B iietEk HE0E, 7.23 H vs 8.21 H(p=0.374)TH v, MR cHEAIL
DoNIRD oz, 7a b a— L EFEEL IEFNCIR - 72 @b (PP fi#t) <13 5.90 H vs8.21
H (p=0.024) & /v ABECHTRTERE H D FfE 235890 b 7225, M ARET 50% % 48 2 5 i fii 53
RO LNTEHYBERICIIFEILETH S, 72, BIRGFHEEH & L <, fiitAiHERER
1% 17.4% vs 20.6%(p=0.668). 90 HLAWNFABEH X 21.7% vs 25.0%(p=0.690) & I d
MM TERERRD b N h - 72[17],

2 2H® RCT 13, FHATNICFEE L 7= frailty OHHE(LA N > 1 DL %5723 5 VES-13>2,
BREFARE (O 2, 1SHEPAZETERR B, BHREREE GFR<60/5/1.73 mi), AIRERE
%\ﬁ%%ﬁﬁka%\67Huwm5%ui@%§ﬁ9xSﬁui®$v77—7y
—) & 723 65 LA LD 7 L A A KIGA AT LT AT EHE X v 7z 122 Fil & kR, i
Al GA fERICESCNAAERIT IR, BEO 7 72T 52 L 2B IR TH 5,



T HEFHEH <5 % Clavien-Dindo 4% Grade 2-5. ¥ X CRIXGHGEH <5 % Grade 1-5
DA IHEIX. MAFETPLCO R WEMFED SN E b DDME THEEIXFZED b
727> 5 72(68% vs 75%,p=0.43, 76% vs87%,p=0.10), %ZBfFHT Tlx GA FEHIcH S A
A2 Grade 1-5 OAPHEZ D & & 2 37 KF & L Tlifti 4172 (OR 0.33 [95%CI 0.11-
0.95]) . k. RilBIZ 7 LA VEIRBABEFEINRTH Y, 1 2HD RCT & IdnREH
DR EICHET AHERD (18],

LAE. #liAT GA/CGA fERICE D  EBEEFAWMNA L BE 7 7 # KL 72 2 2D RCT ©
2, MR AIHEZR &R PROUGEMNRITT I NA D o 7283, frall KIEEEE ST 5
GA N A A OFIE % ) & & 2 AlREME D R S v Te,

&3 HiIAE HEGEUR

SCHR n Patient Intervention Control Qutcome
Nipp RD. . ¢ SEH T Primary: F#7ERE A ¥
T Geriatr Oncol. 137 6552k EEHGFE ORI RO A ITT:7. 23Hvs 8.21H, p=0.374
2022 Intervention: 69  iH{LERHA - DRESRABR - HHITFEL PP: 5.90Fvs 8. 21H, p=0.024
3 3 o gt . s
Control: 68 (H/ A0, K, AFAEHE) A E R, DEREERE Secondary : ik & UHE
CIEREER - AR ITT:17. 4% vs 20. 6% p=0.668

CRAETE - BEEE R PP 6.7% vs 20.6% p=0.137

Ommundsen N. o P Primary : G2-54ff#% & OHE
Colorectal Dis. 1% GAFERIC S < A T 68% vs 5% p=0.43
2018 Intervention: 57 655k L - RIEHEN - SORIEEL

. Gl-5HifE A

Control: 65 KA CEAETE - S Seconary o P
GATCfrailtydh b - PHEEICRT 2 WMERS Y
AR
GI-5Hf#-&BHE : GAST A OR 0.33 (0.11-0. 95)
ERR)

INETITONTE LS L DB ICE VT, GA/CGA @Y — 1 frailty DRLHET R
725 b 00, MFNCEY ZAFHEZ 175 < & iE, BAEZD T, #AEZETMEBRAIHED
THNCEHTH 5 2 EBRBI NIz, Tz, il 2 DIREE T T {fTRIC X 2 REEE 0E W
bEPHEZ THIT 2 HELRKTTH D T L BRBI NIz,

7272 L. Sl & 1172 RCT Tld, GA/CGA DF5HICH:-S AR ASEE 07 T L H
L CIBAIEZ S EY TREZEEI T L IR THIORINAR DL 572, DDA
JEPTEFIB DR N=BEHCHE > T3 2o, SBRIMIT_REEEARETDH 3,

Tl 23 A BB DB ARIBRCKRD 2 77 b H LA A DIREE < IRIIC X o THEZ B AlEEM: A
mA, —HEELRMGAIHENET 2 L. QOL 3% L (KT L., lFEFEMmIHEiET 5 &
Wtkdid 5, GA/CGA % Efk L L AiiaiaEHIIc O & | SFhRER b 2o THAFERERO T
MWzL7) AT, EDXIBRINAZITINED, BRIMGPLETH 5,



BAXEBCER T 7 GA/CGA v —n

GA/CGA A7) —=v 7Y —)

G8 Geriatric 8

VES-13 Vulnerable Elders Survey-13

fTRST flemish version of Triage Risk Screening Tool

VESPA Vulnerable Elders Surgical Pathways and Outcomes Assessment
KCL Kihon Check List

PACE Programs of All-Inclusive Care for the Elderly

OARS methodology | Older Americans Resources and Services

GA/CGA F X A4 vy —

5 RBERE | ADL Activities of daily living
IADL Instrumental activities of daily living
PS Performance Status
ECOG Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group
ASA American Society of Anesthesiologists
TUG Timed Up-and-Go test
VI Vitality Index
Barthel Index
DFEFAIE CCI Charlson Comorbidity Index
CIRS Cumulative Illness Rating Scale
SEA Polypharmacy
K MNA Mini Nutritional Assessment
FOHIBEEE | Mini-Cog Mini-Cognitive assessment instrument
MMSE Mini Mental State Examination
CDT Clock Drawing Test
BOMC Blessed Orientation-Memory-Concentration
K[97 GDS Geriatric Depression Score
PHQ-2 Patient Health Questionnaire 2
MMSE Mini Mental State Examination
a8 | MOS-SSS Medical Outcomes Study — Social Supportive Survey
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BIRGE GOl 7e—5Fv—1)
SCHR I ARIE R TR ICRE T 25 D 5 b, milinds A BFICB L TR & 7=k
L. = v 7 v REHli &2 L 72,
e 23 A BE T 2 BE i X CHE R WM T VY —F TR L 7
B EFEEMFICECTIE, FRICEELZRIZTT EEZOLNIETIKOVTEE BRE
Wik o CHEINTON TS Z L 2 AL L7,

BRT—EIN—R(BEHIES1) 833%R
F1231F KE203HR FTEOTR Eh218iR DRES0iR
FEAII1GE FTS@EI0OR M- E51E

} 1RRAD)—=24  MeiRE R

1RAD)—=25
BRIZEET HXEk 117iREHE
B10if AB13E T2l FhociE [N244F
FEFII0E FEE0E S 20 90¥RE IR ot
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FEHEETHE FEHEI0E s B0E
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COM RIS 6 11 10 20 o 0
COOTIRNLIZERLAGL 1 0 3 19 0 3
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GPS
mlin s A BE N L CTHRIBFINZ1T) 2L 3o o s ?
AT —hFAVE
A ABFE I LT IEERSABE L RRRICIRIBETN 21T 5 C &SRB oi
RKeins,
<L, B AERE L R T
O LG IHE-CHRBEEN S ERICH 5,
@ MBICR~DOFE I L CEMickoThEA Y, —HickHROTF 2 2 Lk
TE7R\,
@ @EFHEIEEICH B,
b, Ml A BE I L, iTRTHERE & FINRROBEZHIZ L7 LT, D%
JiE D B[ F ARG N I3 2 HE A D 5,
kb, FEOEBOMEREER - KRG L, BBERREERT) 2 L8ET L,

CQ DERE L BHY
BICRB T EERER (CQ) k. Eli2A BEFICH 3 2 RIGEWFMIBE 2 A
(Exposure) & LT, % (Control) &7 2#@E%Ed L I3RBFBFE LK LED T ¥
ML (BEIRRE) PUGET 2B, THDL, LirL, AT 4 v F v & Ll
Bk (RCT) (I@BRIBLR 72 &0 R A RECES LI TH Y | FEEICITTEGI LR R & 7
LGER%L Z0EHREIELSFHEIT % 2 & A TE Twinyy (Future research question)
¥ 72, =il A EE O ADL % &9 7= B RBERE L FAIE 75 L I3IE e A B L IR L X 0
Zikch b, BIREE L L CEHis 2 2 & 23RS 56 S % \» 2 L b, fERIE CEF] ic
P32 Z L BRELEZ DD, FABE IR FIMNERZZR T 23, 2o
NACEZHE QROT Y VA LB L CEDT 7+ A L) 3Emis A EE L LKL Lo X
ICHERBE o T 2MFET 2 2 22, BFLIERE L oM EERE (Shared decision
making) ® L CTHEETH L L FE X, Tt Y K CQ IcHF 25 PECO Zi%iE L 72,

A CQ icH1F 3 PECO

Patient : TIBRITIC X I AR T & 2 A B H
Exposure : BRI FMRE % 2\ 7= milin s A B
Control : BIRFinaE % 2 0 72 Ik im0 A B

Outcome : e B HHE - RBRE, eIt TR, AR



I T v RARETE (EEN A TF~=T4 vy 7L Ea2—)

FERDBAZIRITA F T4 v OXERRICE T, CQ ICE%YT 2 3CkZFHli L, 23 W%
M L7z, Lido PECO iIcko &, FICBIZMED L K IINAMEOFEy 7 70— 7fig
FrafH L7,

A A BFICN L THRIBFM L WO NMAZITI 2 LT, FERmPAERE LKL TR
DT 7P ALDECHRINT NS,

O MBREIHECEREELZ VHEMICH S (T T v ADiEX 1 C) ,
@ BRI L QR TRIS o Tld v (ZET VY RDMEE 1 D)
@ LEFHHEIEVERICSHZ (T v 20X 1 C) ,

INLDOTY M ALEBE A, ATAFIA4 vEREESTEERPABEICNT 25480
WD X5 — 1+ A~ b (Good Practice Statement ; GPS) & L C RS T %,
e 23 A BFICHUA TN 2 17 5 5E Ik, &ilin# Tl A OHE - 8 RE 23 % W k) ic
H Y, EleE IR S 0 EFIRITIEENE L R LR WATREE S D B 2 & SR E
A TZDEMDO AR ZRAENIHRETTRETH 2 |

T TV A EH D S

523 ek (BF02 4 EATEE) 1< X2 L. 80 RO A iz B A 9.34
L MWD 1225 FTH Y | mERH A BE TN L CREAHAREC© % 2 56 1 IIRIBIRE %
frocicky AFHHoEESHfFE S (1], EMROHCE 2 LHIT 2 &
50 M A 1 AEMICIETT 2 AU 2 nZF N 243 A, 145 AN(/1 TABH=0) THBDIC
LT, 80 mBELTIEZENEFN 4384 A, 211.7 A(/1 TTASH-0)TH Y., & iddes
i L T, HFEROB{L P Tl N v bic X Y AR FAE T 5 ARk
B BLEX Y, Sl A BE IO L CREEZ ) IR R THHAENERCH 2085 5
RWEET 2 L IHEETH D L HE XD, i A BH &L 22 &k A BE T T 5
BIBFMICE T 277 b Ase LT WigAEIHE - BBE. iiRst R, B % b L
770

(D) hitREIHE - i (& 1,2)

Bl X BRI L 7 v X 2L HEGEAER O ST & L <. mlnE Cn 3 2 FnaEE o
BAOHEREREZ TN L 2388 7RFEELZ (R . ETHESA KT 2 BMEIE kR
frIC 35\ CHAINE FiT & MEIESE T 0l O IR % Hei L 72 7 v & 2 AL el o S i
ik se, 60 U LETH B Z LidfigetiHEDRAEICHT oMLY RI7ETFTH -
7= (+v XH(OR) 2.362 [95%CI : 1.236-4.512] ; p=0.009) [2], *7-. [IkED 20-80 j%
DHETTE A3 AR B AP S YIRS 35 CBARE 07 & IEHEEE T 47 o e RS % Heie



L7z 7 v X ML o HE TSRS Ic X 5 &, 60 A LTH 2 2 & R eAHED
FECH T M LY A Z7EFTH o7 (OR 1.562 [95%CI : 1.087-2.243] ; p=0.016)
[3lc iz, B A KT 2 AN BEUIBRITIC 17 2 5AE. MRS, vy bSHR TRl
D RGBS %t 2 IS 3TN - Hol L 72 3RBRic BT b AR 60 LA ETH B T & IdfliE
HEFRROEEE /3 TH % Clavien-Dindo 74 11 LA o ffitc & HHEICH 3 252 L 72 Y
27 HWTFTH o7z (¥ — FEH(HR) 2.223 [95%CI :  1.024-4.824] ; p=0.043) [4], &5
Iy R EIRHAIE NIRET 25 A (stage TA) &R & L CRZEYIER & 55 UIBR o k6 ki %
W U7z 7 v & AL HBGRER D R fRTIC X 2 &, Fli28 10 #7285 Z &1 CTCAE v4.0
7L —F 3L EoMiBAERED ) 2 2 BEEIC LR L7 (GEHR[10yrs unit] © OR1.308
[95%CI : 1.001-1.709] : p=0.049) [5]. —77. JEEEAS 2cm LAF DI/ 23 A % 5ot
RITHHEEGIRR & KIRYIBR % L L 72 7 v & 2L I BR o e fdfTic X 3 &L 76 LA ET
HBHT LTS5 T &KL T CTCAEVA.0 7' L — F 2 LU o F A BHE D AR A
LR WEA R 1 A B2 13 e o 72 (OR 1.25 [95%CI: 0.84-1.87] 5 p=0.28)
[6], ZHICHI LT, EFTINEAABFICE T 64 A FOIEEE & 65 bl Lo ik
“CHEIS IR AT O FIHA - R HH R & HOR L 72 B e n S BISTEIC X 5 &L mimEIc BT 5
it 30 HLAN o2& HHEFRAER S 31.3% TH % DIkt L CIERIE Tk 22.9%TH v | #
SR EE D VD OO, Gt CHES WD b, (p=0.355) [7],
T o, 75 M L OER D ATt 5 ERGVIRRMT O R - RIS % 75 ki & ik L 7-
il & GBRIC X 5 & FEFHIEE <5 2 A IHERAFIL 75 sl Lo 33.8%ICk LT 74
AT Tl 23.8% & #MEH ENAEELZRD & h - 72 (p=0.162) [8],

it D BB AE DFHM & L <. BB A K3 2 i Filite o LB X IERREREE
D) R EFZFHE L 725 2 N L RETE L7z (3R 2) o WIEHIAVIER % ftafT L
7o TERER A AR 107 Bl R e L CRIATEZRZHFAE L 2iHic s T, BEiERFHE O
RETH 2 & I s Kirwan 738 Z AW Tl O RS ZGHE L 72 & £ 5. Flindd Kirwan
¥ grade3-4 OERESICN T MV L2 A7 KT ThH -7z (OR 0.93 5 p=0.013) [9],
F 7z, TS5 AT O TERER A 701 il xR & LCllys Y v ~EigiEm o o f fkic X
2 BEOMEEEOK T 2 E L 2R ICE W CUEFE O Fl2 56 LA ETh 5 2 & 23 IIEF-
5HMFEIC X 2 FhEMEEDIKT (hIME[IQR], il & DB 1Cxf 522 LAY X2
TehdZePHEIN TS (4[1-11] vs 8[1-14] 5 p=0.02) [10],

LA E. 8D AR BT 3 BIETFMIC B W CEIRE 11IEE Y & ik Ui A HE - %
BIEQSE RS WHRI RO bz, 27 L, ZhEZNoKRBICE T, Ay b A7 D
il A PHECRIBELE O G 75 Z OREAHK— I N T AW EICEREBLETH 5,

(2) #it 30 H/90 HAFT-X (5 3)
7 v X DAL R O A FRIT P RTR ¥ - fam X BIRHIIT & LT ITRRIE TR % 53l L 7=
HERIT 4 REE L 72, 75 bl F B A3 2 EIETIRH% o ititg 90 AZET 3,



75 R & N THEBRED bNd o7 (2.5% vs 1.2% 5 p=0.560) [8], E7=. KKy
FHAFE/ NG 23 A % 0t R & U 72 I EEGTRR & S UIBR D 7 v & 2 AU Helsatlii o S it 1
X% L. flitz 30 H/90 HAECHRIZFEMG TRz R0 a0 - 72 (FEEYIER 5 30 H/90 HIE T
60 LA T 87 filrf 151/ 1 5, 61-70 ik 142 f5ilh 1 4511/2 f5i, 71-80 js% 111 f5ilvh 1 f5/2 3l
81 LA L 17k 141/1 651) [5], X &1, stagel EARAAZNRE L 72 KHEE 2 & — +if
FEIC BT, itk 30 HAECRIZEBEFEDFERHICH 2D O T 0.7%UFTH -7z, —J7. [
FEICEBIT Bt 60, 90 HIETH(E, 74 KA T A Z N2 0.3%, 0.3%I1x0f LT, 75 mIA
ETiEENnEN 0.9-2.3%, 1.2-51%TH -7 [11], F7/z, ETINEP AT 258 - 5
KEIRY v A~ EAERE /MG - KB & v o 7= fllisids & 0FUIBR. AN THLFTIE AN 2 &t Reliss ik 2
i BT, 20-69 R DT 30 HIELEHDS 1.5%TH - 7= D ik L T, 70-79 % T 6.6%.
80 LA E Tl 9.8% LML A 2> - 72 [12],

LLE. Sl A BFICHT 2 HATMIC B VT, BT RIIIES RS & Hol USERE 13
EThor LT IMENL RO ONE T T, REEIE VT ADL ~DZE K E »
FANCEE L T, ElE TR CEDRE L 2 L OWEDFEL T 5, EEICE T 51l
BHCE~OFBICEAL CiIfiilic ko THEAR Y, —BRICHEwmO T2 2 L IFTE R0,

(3) R

7 v X LACHEGER O FR MNP & - Rm 2 HRE L LT, 24FHRE (0S) %

DI AT R & Sl L 7238013 120/ B - 720 BB B BRICET 2T Y F A4
(OS. MEEFr BRIV EMHIE) 2R 41, K4-21CF o7,

K[l Surveillance Epidemiology and End Results (SEER) @7 — % ~— 2 % i\~ 7= FLHAJE
/NN 28 A (T 1a) i i3 2 JifitE: 8,797 Bl fiftr < lix. 50 meRiiTd 3 2 & 13 70 Ll b
IZxf LT OS D ¥ —FE 0.25 [95%CI: 0.10-0.60], 50-69 mTdH % Z &1 70 kLl b
X LT — FEE 0.55 [95%CI : 0.43-0.70] TH Y. 70 Ll LSy L =28 ) = 2
KFCHh otz [13]e 7. FE/MRERGA A (BfH) 1o L CHliYIBR 23T o 4172 854 il o fig
Hrcix, Fl2 10 % LA T2 2 &ML L72EC Y R 7T TH -7 (OS-HR1.36 [95%
CI : 1.24-1.48]; p<0.001) [14], Afics»Tid, MiEEHFFHREDOL Y2 MY 2Hw-9E
/N 23 A UTBRGI (29 HH) 13,010 B DfiFETIC 35T, 5 FEEAFERIT 50 ekt 50-69
. 70 A ETEREN 69.9%, 66.0%., 54.9% (p=0.0000)TH Y, 70 KL LTI Y =%
7 DAL L CrEd o7z [15], JRATEST (T4) FRNMIRENGA A 215 BIDETCH . 70 A
ST L2258 ) R 2 A TH o 72 (OS-HR 1.516 [95%CI : 1.061-2.167]; p=0.022)
[16], —77C. FE/INIEMiI23 A stage T -Ta <0 L CYIRRER 5 4ER5H L CERFE L T 7z 369
Bl (55 120 Fl25 70 WA L) ZRR E LT & i 5 FEEREHRAE L 727 (10 £475%) ¢
X, FWF IO L 28T Y 2 7 /T Tk 2 - 72 (p=0.70) [17],

HABEEYSICX 2 2EEBERT — 2 2\ stage | B A D KHIE 2 & — M5 T
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