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7Rl & Bl & O TAT O GRS 2N 13D CEHETH D, »S—2 T —T L

23



%%wtmwKi6A&Fﬁ%ébtﬁﬁ@®%ﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁ¢%ﬁ®%%’ﬁ%f%
DEOWENDHD Y, Fio, PEERNEOBZKNIR T A NESENR SIS KL —
(endoscopic naso—pancreatic drainage; ENPD) T T =T IV % T ] O R
HaEs DA FATEDS I S B 72, 2~100% & BN 7= B IR AN STV B & 1 19

ZESBRERRE

179222 HRIUT) ZEE2|EBETUTOLR VI L E2RITO RV I & & HiHELE
% (FRUVHEDE) % (%M’% &) BT D (BHWHESE) RS (FROHEDE) (L
8% 92% 0% 0% 0%
BHH~DRS

RO THRUEIZIT L RN T 5 2 RO EETH D, CT, MRI, EUS 72 E D
G WHEDHEANT XV | R ORI L S D BT 2 TE T 5, ERCP 1Tk
ROV AT ZED BAETH DA, EUS-FNA 23 e 71K 5 720/ )i 28-S0l L 5z P s & 7 B2
WL 5 DME—DREIETHY | A% TOEERIIEE L B 2005, 7o, B

JITED B CARETERER ORIV TIE, WICHEE & OB %2 SERICE S WERH D |
ERP |2 X D EE B OFE M2 I EEETH 5,

CIVEEB N

1. Ralls PW, Halls ], Renner 1, et al. Endoscopic  retrograde
cholangiopancreatography (ERCP) in pancreatic disease: a reassessment of
the specificity of ductal abnormalities indifferetiating benign from
malignant disease. Radiology 1980; 134: 347-352. (/r—A =z hmr—/l)

2. Adamek HE, Albert J, Breer H, et al. Pancreatic cancer detection with
magnetic resonance cholangiopancreatography and endoscopic retrograde
cholangiopancreatography : prospective controlled study. Lancet 2000; 356:
190-193. (aA&— 1)

3. Ikeda S, Maeshiro K, Ryu S, et al. Diagnosis of small pancreatic cancer by
endoscopic balloon—catheter spot pancreatography: an analysis of 29 patients
Pancreas 2009: 38: e102-113. (/r—AT U —X)

4., Li H, Hu Z, Chen J, et al. Comparison of ERCP, EUS, and ERCP combined with
EUS in diagnosing pancreatic neoplasms: a systematic review and meta—

analysis. Tumour Biol 2014; 35: 8867-6674. (X %)

24



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Sherman S, Hawes RH, Rathgaber SW, et al. Post—-ERCP pancreatitis: randomized,
prospective study comparing a low— and high osmolality contrast agent.
Gastrointest Endosc 1994; 40: 422-427. (=d— k)

Loperfido S, Angelini G, Benedetti G, et al. Major early complications from
diagnostic and therapeutic ERCP: a prospective multicenter study
Gastrointest Endosc 1998; 48: 1-10. (=d— 1)

Freeman ML, DiSario JA, Nelson DB, et al. Risk factors for post—ERCP
pancreatitis: a prospective, multicenter study. Gastrointest Endosc 2001;
54: 425-434. (A —1)

Cheng CL, Sherman S, Watkins JL, et al. Risk factors for post—ERCP
pancreatitis; a prospective multicenter study. Am J Gastroenterol 2006;
101: 139-147.  (=H— 1)

Mikata R, Ishihara T, Tada M, et al. Clinical usefulness repeated pancreatic
juice cytology via endoscopic naso—pancreatic drainage tube in patients
with pancreatic cancer. J Gastroenterol 2013; 48: 866-873. (7r—AT 1 —
)

Kimura H, Ohtsuka T, Matsunaga T, et al. Predictors and diagnostic
strategies for early-stage pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma: a
retrospective study. Pancreas 2015; 44: 1148-1154. (r— AT U —X)
Sugumar A, Levy MJ, Kamisawa T, et al. Endoscopic retrograde pancreatography
criteria to diagnose autoimmune pancreatitis: an international multicenter
study. Gut 2011; 60: 666-670. (=d— )

Nishino T, Oyama H, Toki F, et al. Differentiation between autoimmune
pancreatitis and pancreatic carcinoma based on endoscopic retrograde
cholangiopancreatography findings. J Gastroenterol 2010; 45: 988-996. (/7
— Ry ha—/))

Takuma K, Kamisawa T, Tabata T, et al. Utility of pancreatography for
diagnosing autoimmune pancreatitis. World J Gastroenterol 2011; 17: 2332-
2337. (r—Azar bhur—)

Iiboshi T, Hanada K, Fukuda T, et al. Value of cytodiagnosis using endoscopic
nasopancreatic drainage for early diagnhosis of pancreatic cancer:
establishing a new method for the early detection of pancreatic carcinoma
in situ. Pancreas 2012; 41: 523-529. (/r—A T —X)

Kanno A, Masamune A, Hanada K, et al. Multicenter study of early pancreatic

cancer in Japan. Pancreatology 2018; 18: 61-67. (=xd— )

25



X 1 JFJE D ERP 12

BEARERIS Sem RO ERERZENH O | RAEE OILHRZ G0 Do PR O OB OYR
EFRD B,
ERP : WNARBTR A TR 3 5

26



DD2-2 B2 RBWI T DO DRD AT » 7L LTRY b VWiEiE (PET) i3#
RINDIN?

AT —hA B

W2 2Wi T 2720 DRD AT » 7L LTRY ba UWiElE PED X TR N2 & &4
®T5

[(HEROBRE BV, 2T A0OMEMGES) : ¢ (33) ]

fiREEH.

e oW IXEE 2N EE T, @ &R, CT. MRI, EUS 72 K3 HEfT 415,

FtesE D2 kwf\%Hiﬂ%ﬁﬁébﬁkmﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂf“ékéhfvf\@

Ei%%\%iﬁﬁm%&ﬁ%éMTwé”o—ﬁfmnmaaﬁE%%%&E?%
Boiit: & 72@2.6 ZEnmEnTVnS?

R 2 Témn&CT@w@ IZBIL T LR A X T | 3imo BRFE LRI
@9%2ﬁ*“ON@VWﬁmwmﬂ@%m%’#i&w&w5M%fkoto1%@
PR ERENTZE (s nla & BIE3T9E) TUd PET 1% CT (S kb UAASHRCEE , HRHLE 2tk
Lz SN T35,

ABFENTIZ L D & PET OREEZWNCIT DS /R BT, 91% (95%C1, 85-94%)

72% (95%C1, 62-81%) T, CT 0)@&22//¢§§%f“~1\ 85% (95%CI, 80-90%) ,55% (95%C1, 44~

64%) T o7, Fio. 3MOBFEMMIETIL, THLH PET OIEBZHFEN 93.6%.

CT DIERZHRIL 88.6% ) | PET DJRIE /HFFFLEE AN 100%,89%, CT DIRSE /5 FLEE 1% 92%,
52%°) . PET DRSS EEN 92. 7%,/ 75.8%, CT DK,/ 51T 88. 5%, 70. 6%
) ThHo 7‘:0

I DWW T, PET X CT & RIZEORZWHEEZ A LTS DD, CT & MO
m@%hfwﬁwo@%ﬁa&\U\WLHEQE®@@@%®&®X?yftLT

PET 21T 9 2 RITZ L,

E 512, PET 1 IERE OMEE 2 Wi DD TR WIGA ITIRERBRIE IS 1 72 B 220 e, i

%%&ﬁﬂ%w REMTHHENS S PET OF AR EEZ bR b,

7272, PET (% CT & He X THtlfigRin® O Wil W CldRe R EN & < A HER R ENT
WHZ LD, gy (I, G, B &) ~DiB R b 535681%. PET 2175 2R
IZOWTH %2 DEE THREIENHNETH D,

BHH~DRS

EREFZ W Z 3N C PET 1% CT & ik L CRIZEDOZWIRE T, BAIMEITRD bl o7z,
PET [XE4A A TH V4B OMBE, REEISOMES H 5, tt PET 13— HIic 42
a2 A7) == T TEHRETHY  illfgs ~DiE N bl BETONL—F T

27



PET 217 9 B R h B0, 15 CT b & 72 5 B (ST LV F— AKU8E i B
EXMERE(L T 72 &) T PET Z2Wr oA FEIZ DWW TOREHZ SOV TIE PET OF M % 214
TAHIZTHEBOMEEEZEZOND,

ZESBERR
TOZ Lz | TTOLER |(TTODRVI [fTTDRWVT HELEZ L
I (BWHE | B2 E30HE | L2 RETDL | 2HEETD
%) %) (5 HELE) (FRUHELE)
0% 12% 71% 3% 12%
51 FH SCHR

1) Rijkers AP, Valkema R, Duivenvoorden HJ, et al. Usefulness of F-18-
fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission tomography to confirm suspected pancreatic
cancer: a meta—analysis. Eur J Surg Oncol. 2014;40:794-804. (A %)

2) Kato K, Nihashi T, Ikeda M, et al. Limited efficacy of (18)F-FDG PET/CT for
differentiation between metastasis—free pancreatic cancer and mass—forming
pancreatitis. Clin Nucl Med. 2013;38:417-21. (BBEHEFRE)

3) Treadwell JR, Zafar HM, Mitchell MD, et al. Imaging Tests for the diagnosis
and staging of pancreatic adenocarcinoma A meta—analysis. Pancreas 2016;45:789-
795. (A %)

4) Wang X, Yang F, Jin C, et al. The value of 18F-FDG positron emission
tomography/computed tomography on the pre—operative staging and the management
of patients with pancreatic carcinoma. Hepato—Gastroenterology 2014;61:2102-
2109. (BEERD

5) Ergul N, Gundogan C, Toprak H, et al. Role of 18F-Fluorodeoxyglucose positron
emission tomography/computed tomography in diagnosis and management of
pancreatic cancer; comparison with multidetector row computed tomography,
magnetic resonance imaging and endoscopic ultrasonography. Rev Esp Med Nucl
Imagen Mol 2014;33:159-164.  (FAEHEF)

6) Ghaneh P, Hanson R, Titman A, et al. PET-PANC: multicentre prospective
diagnostic accuracy and health economic analysis study of the impact of combined
modality 18fluorine—2-fluoro—2-deoxy—d—-glucose positron emission tomography

with computed tomography scanning in the diagnosis and management of pancreatic
cancer. Health Technol Assess. 2018 ;22:1-114. (BEER)

28



29



DD3  FeEZWr
DD3-1 HifuR., M2 IR OEESHIE L L THREIN S~ ?

A—=T F A b
ERERZINIC I TUE, MIERS . AHARGZ IR Fr R L BITEm AT O T L 2R ET D,
[%&@%é:%m TET R @%%ﬁ(ﬁé):06$ ]

figEan SC

g & SAEMERRIR o2 O O FERER & OFERIZIMNE 1GHEFTEFOUTE D 1= DI T
EHETHDLN, BEZHOLTENZITY Z L30T LHES TIERy, EEICHgZ
W CHEE 23 B D AUBESE -+ FEIGYIBRIN 21T o 7IEBI O T, 10. TR BRI ED R
MIRBE > T- L OWELHH Y,

WEsE DI FRZIrEE & LTIk, BRI\ T EUS-FNA, ERCP FREIRHINNGS . A I
fERE AR 72 EBM TR TS, 250D 9 5 EUS-FNA I3 bV RE, FFRELZA LT
WAHREBIETHY . ZWREICE T 5 A X 7 U 2 A TiX pooled sensitivity 7%
0.85(95% CI:0.84-0.86) ~0.89(95% CI:0.88-0.90). pooled specificity 7% 0. 958 (95%
CI:0.946-0.967) ~0.98(95% CI:0.97-0.99) & M ST 5 BUS-FNA (X2 WrhE
FSNOREZHIEE L THE - IGBIRESN D REMEIE L VR D, ikCT%mlﬁ&
DOEEFZWT & BUS-FNA 2 0FH3 2 2 L 10, LV mWEE L RFRECHmE RN cE 5 2
EDHE SN TS 7, BUS-FNA OBFEIE DS ICRE LTI AT 0-10. 5% | IEIEHE
FEOMEEIL 2. 2% TH 72 Y,

ERCP FHERGAEES 1X, RRALEERICAS D N T HER R A &2 W T2 BRI L T o 5, EUS-
FNA (T FE AR 2 ORI TR < . (L0 D O CIIERAIIEES CRUE 21. 3%, &
fui2 CIE 48.8% ThHo7 ¥, ZD— ﬁfﬂ%@%w% IZB W TILE W2 HTRE D
HEINTWD, AR OITRY O (stage0-1) | féﬁ@%@ 2 DORKEEIT 65% & H
WHIEN T & ARE LY, F28U8 513 ENPD B4 %T#ﬁ@%m%w (SPACE) &
JEIX 100%, FRELE 83.3%., L2 95% & ENPD ®4 (& T HEMnIEHAmINGS (SPACE) Of
RAMEZHRE LTS Y, B SIS DICHEE RN OZINIC I W TR O E 23
76.5%. ENPD %41 FAEIBIFERMINEES (SPACE) %479 2 & T 84. 6% & BAF /o pliis 4
L7, ERCP OMBFIE & L CITAMEIER OB 2.9-6. 8% TH 0 1219 ERCP fiifT
DEIZIT 0 R EERLETH D,

o8 B RN AR AR LTI, AR BUERN S BB T A R RR° CT A R 7 EoRsA G
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WEREZ W6t 4 % EUS-FNA ORZMWraEIZ$ 25 3 KD A X T F U A D pooled
sensitivity I 89-92%. pooled specificity I 96-96. 5%, @2Wr4 XLk 125. 2-168. 3
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NEEWHELEZ NS, EE MCT IIMEEEOL REORBIEORm SR END,
i & 2Ttk OIRHIEZWr & resectability OFMIAIEE L TR ZHIN TV AMES
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W26 LT, 3R MRI SR 1L 67% (95%CT, 59-74%) . HrHEEI1E 94% (95%C1, 91-96%) &
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PPPD, pylorus preserving pancreaticoduodenectomy . non—-PPPD, conventional
pancreaticoduodenectomy £ = ix subtotal stomach preserving

pancreaticoduodenectomy
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80 LA LDl A R (2% U COMOTRIR 21T 9 2 L 28215, L Lanb,
BEATHITLDDTET U RAZZ LT =2 Lin/a< | A% OO RDFF-15,
[HEROMS : EWICH, =T AOMEME (GRS) : D GEEIZHV) ]

FiREEH.

FeSET R R CHEERM S A2 2 80 L LOPERRAERIILTER L L b
IZFE 2 ML TV 5, 80 mEFOEHIRMITIB L Z 9-12 - TH 0 | FEORIGAIHIFRIC
T 0 A OEENE SN S, —15T 80 MACDEMBIIE - HERITF LT 6% L #H
HINTEY ., BIRFETPICTHERA X SB3BEAET D AREERE N, 2D OBE
BECIRIRUIBR B DA RHRRBI A CTHH 0 E ) NI EERGFREE L E 2 DN D,
A SCHRIR SR DRGSR, 80 ik LA LoD il e & 25 A4 LA LB TofRRFZE L LT, 1%
A EAFE 8 Rzt L7z '™ (R 1), EIERLEEEER, A7 ~T 1 v 7 LEa—
RAZT TV AIHFE LRI - T, 80 UL LD mlin B R IZI VT, YIRIZK DT
BHRLET D, WBREIHEIEELRETHDLENI T Y M LAEEEMR LT, FAk
F eSS CUIAMIPISEIC K DI SE TR, UIBREMR ML, QOL MK FT25&WnWH T
7 N N EFHE L7,

80 7k AL rE b F R o0 A AE AR Th i1 12, 4-30 A TH Y . 80 FAM Tl 13. 0-
35.3 A EHMEIN TS, 3RO > T80 ikl EO TR ITFAFEMICHEIIR
RTHoR? 5RO > TIIAEZAEIIMR I N ol 80 3%Lh LT3
RETOHDZ EE2HE LI "2 I2B8W T, MMbIEDREIT N PRI 2501
SNLTETETHRTTHLSZ ERRINTND,

F7-. 80 LI L& 80 FERIM DO ERIZ I T, Performance status =<° ASA score D
WEE DL 80 kL BT IS 1T DEUIERT O SE TR IT, 0-15. 5% & AT 4L "5, 1
5 (15.5%) ZFRE . BHEEOETFR (0-9.3%) &EHFHFHAEAITRE STV
W IR A DHERO I TIL T, 267 " O BRE A4R >°  CTEN o2 &R
WEINTND,

it QOL OFEAMT & LCi, fEREAZL S & A ~OIRBES * % ik U725 3003 6 fmirrE
L7, 80 Ll L OTER: H L 3O LCTIER LT Y +%5, HE~0iBkR
1% 63% & FHHEH O SBOFLE L Ik L THREICIERTh -7,

Kinoshita &3 ', 80 mklh bk Eiina s O AR GIBR O EF IR L IE O L [H]
HTHDHN, UIREE TR L RIE %2 5818 T X 12 BH TIEH NI P50 REF
Tholiod, URETHLGAEITBEERIPEE CHL Z 2B/ LTV D, Lo
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1) 1) 1)

3% 92% 0 % 0 % 5%

A ~D#EE

80 i LA bl E e o6r U COMVEHTE R ITEFR SN D M3, I MlBNIRIR O 52BN 14
DYFEIZIZEETH Y, MBI —ED QLK FRA LD T, IFTo A SR E
TEEZOND, BT, #EREZITHI OO ET U RAIZZ LWT —X L/i<,
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F 1. 80 L LS ERE 2B 3 D16 E

EIHEA /A POEA BEE | A | BT | AOF | fEBE | BE | P value
Ef g | R JES | B | BB
il (A) 2
Kinoshita/2015' | =80 B 26 12.4% |0 8k 26 NA <0. 001
vs. <80
=8 {b L 20 11.7 NA NA NA NA
<80 GIRR 314 27. 1 NA NA NA NA
<80 fb 1L 333 11.2 NA NA NA NA
OB+ BRI | 6 23.4% | NA NA NA NA 0.034 vs.
GIBRD 2
kR 7 20 10. 0 NA NA NA NA
Sho/2016° =80 Yk 99 16.6% [1.0 |18T |[NA NA 0. 006 vs.
<80
<80 GIRR 1302 23.2 2.0 231 |NA NA
Turrini/2013° >80 % 64 30 4.7 |56 21.4 | NA
70-79 B 288 35.3 2.8 |63 22.8 | NA
<70 IR 580 24 3.3 |56 24.9 | NA
Melis/2012" =80 B 25 17 4.0 | 68% |20% |NA <0.05 vs.
<80
<80 IR 175 13 0.6 |44 14 NA
Sugiura/2017° =80 Bk 28 14% 0 25 18 NA <0. 001
vs. <70
70-79 YIkR 75 20 2.7 |28 20 NA
<70 BBk 124 30 0 25.8 |20 NA
Khan/2010° =80 Bk 53 13.5 2.0 |5l 13. 5% | NA <0.05 vs.
<80
<80 Bk 564 18.9 1.0 |37 11 NA
Hatzaras/20117 | =80 GlfR 27 21.9 3.7 |52 15 NA
(18% ; NEC) <80 G 490 33.3 3.7 |59 13.3 | NA
Finlayson/2007° | =80 B 2915 11.3% % | 15.5% | NA 20. 4% | 63. 3% | <0. 001
70-79 B 13,478 | 15.6%% [ 9.3 [ NA 18.2 |80.8
65-69 LI 7125 16.4%% [ 6.7 | NA 17.4 |89.4

NA, not available; NEC, neuroendocrine carcinoma.

T Clavien—Dindo classification I1I1-V
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I 5-year survival rate
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RO10 JEERIZXFT % RO BIRD 7= D DELTEIIHER I N E M ?

AT —hA b
WERE TR 2 RO BIBROD 72O DIEEREIIAT O Z & 2 RET D,
[HERDFR S - JW, 2T ADOHEEME (RE) : C (59) ]

FiREEH.

FERE 1 IAVEHOIBR S ME—ARTR 2 FIHE & - 2 IR Td 2 23 IRIAEIFR D 72 DI i 2
I L5 BEDFET D, S DITHEUIBRZIGHRAAR O M B XL 0 | BEOIBRE O FRIER O
HHHML TWD, —J7, BEERINIIFERERE D522 BEHEIZ K 2 BAENE IR CHESN 70 i
BERE N2 & DG OHEZ & 72 U, BESS /o UIERIN (BES+ —FRNBUIBRIN /R R 5 BIBRIN)
bl U TR I QOL ME N5 Z EnfEtl S s, T 6 AOHES QOL O T & /il
T2HEY ., BROBSG CHREAMINNREBEIND 2 &0 b 5, BERHEO 714 % IE0IER
Bl & DI IV THRGE L 72, E 7, BRI OB IR, QOL X T IZ DV THRGEE L7z,
BEFROYGE

BEARFRNT & FEGIBR (NA /XA FAT) A Ll U7z RCT 1 1 O AAFAET D, BRI EE
D1, 2, 3, 4, BAFAFR AWM T REIZZNZ 1 88.8%, 81.1%, 60. 3%, 34. 4%,
18.5%, 36 » AT, FEUIBREECIL 1, 2 FAAFHE, AFHM P RE2 45%, 0% 10 # A
ThH V. BRI CAFMRPSAEICER Lo (1), £/, BIERAS rlae e e 23
L IFUIRO AR T 3 FAEFF 0% [2] R0 1 FFAAFER 26. 8%, b FAAFEE 2. 9%, MST8. 4AM[3]
EHESNTEY, £ < OB CHREARMTIFEUIRICIER L, THRISGET D EE
Z bz (AR 53-67%, 3 EAELFER 20-36%, 5 FEAEMFER 12-34%, A7 Jofil
15-24 » H) [4-9],

LLEO#EITZ < D3FREER b 5 A TORME TH 2035, I, FREER I3 2 BRI 7244
FHIBREAE D S ST D (1, 3, 5FAMFE, AFHH P REIXZE 4 82%, 49-
50%, 41%, 26-32 » ) [10-12],

HE PR AR O YR

1, 3, b MEMIEALEHIM MK OVEEFF I i 49%, 16%, 5%3s KON 1IM & #ds &
nTWn5s9],
i 1 S Al

% < OBLENIIE THRERRIT O B T s 23 BB+ 45 G U1 BRI & o bbi THis S
LTS, TP OFMBETHIL 2.6-9%[7, 8, 13], INEAIHERAESR 31-74%[5, 9, 13-
15] & s Sh, BB+ HR B UIBRIF OINR G IHER AR L EZNR 2N Ll SN TV D,
QOL

Billings BJ & [4]i, 1985 475 2002 |25k L7 FFFRE D 72\ 27 4 OFEEEIT%
HIZ DU Short Form—36 (SF-36) & Audit of Diabetes Dependent QOL (ADD QOL) (Z
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K% Q0L HEZIT o7, FERIINTE Y 7.5 £ TH o7z, SF-36 |2 L D7 T,
B IRBOBEEEFE 1345 « MER &2~ » F S A D QOL ([T AAFEIIE T LT3,
ADD QOL (& X 25Hli Tl A > AV S & H3 ORI BE & DI 0 -
2L HE LT W5, Belyaev 0 5[15] 4 RIEROME 21T > TV 5D, 2009 4E124T -7 10
£ DEATBEITEBIT 5 QOL §fi % SF-36 TIT-o7=, it 3 BL O 24 » H DB {RaOfE
FREE, REAPROMREEREE & &1, IR REAR T LTV, A VR Y U EHZE
T OMOBERIFEF D QL & OLEETIE, RETHoTo e MELTWND, £/, u W b
[16]1%, 2000 475 2013 4RI 24T > 72 36 4412 SF-36, ADD QOL {2 X % QOL 7
ATV LTV 5, s AR % T i C 5. 9 4 T o 72, SF-36 12 L 5 7l T,
i - MR 2~ o F S AD QL IZHR8 SO FRED I B, 6 5D FHLRE
REBPAEIET LTEY . SRR, FErRUEERE & b ICH BT L &

LTWA, ADD QOL IZ X AFAHCTIE. A > RV Uy % B A oo R R L g
5He. HEERBETIE, 19D FMIREF S SOLNAEREIIKTL, 2V 14 RETITA
BN TZERE LTS,

Epelboym I & [13]1%, 1994 4EH 5 2011 4EI2AT - T2 A A O QOL % [FIHFHA 12
1To T WEEE+ —FRIG B Otk QOL & bk U7o, 4R, JFRER. HERIF (BRI BRI
DSTRWBE R 1R B L AN AT PRI 23 72 < IR BEIR IR 12 70 o T BEER+ 45 1B U0 FR &
F) b~y T SETPELMHREE 174 C I+ BB YIREEE 14 4 & 0 QL % ik
L7-. HERFHAIIIN L TPy fif © 45 » H TH o 7=, #FfilX European Organization for
Research and Treatment of Cancer Quality of Life Questionnaire and in Cancer
Pancreas (EORTC QLQ-30 and module EORTC-PAN26) & ADD QOL TAT -7z, MiRER] D HE
R 72 <, EORTC QLQ-30 and module EORTC-PAN26 (Z X 23 Cix. mMifED QOL
ICHBEZRDR) o7z, ADD QUL IZ K 25Hli Tk, BERMBICHES EEIND EEZXH
NDRIR, FR1T7 & DOHIRHNEERNC B W TIHEER%EE TA a7 BME - 7223, thoH
HTIZED 2 BEROR a7 EEECIIAEZEZR D Rho o L LTV 5,

UbZFeos e, BEERMNEEMAFETIX. —ED QL IIRN, 4 AV U7E
& E9 D OFERFEE LIFIEFRFEO QL THDH & OWENRZ,

L b, BT 2 RO BIBRO 7D OPFELRFITIETIRRICH R, TRIZEESND EE X
LD, ABHERARIIMOBEGIERIT S IZIEFRETHEEINI D EEZLND, S
irte BB CIL, —ED QL IXR7zdv, A v AU RS &2 25 2 o PR E B &
IZIEFRZEDO QL Th b, FEEFEMICEID . A VAV ERNZETDHERFE 720 . QOL
IR T 20, THREIGEPHIFTE 2, @lnd=C PS RREITIE, S HEr sk
DD,
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THOZEHHLET | 179 Z L 2BE | fThRWZ E 21 | TR & 2 HE | #E52
% (FRUELE) T5 (F9VVHESE) | BT 5 (35 VHESE) | L2925 (FRVOESE) | Ze L
23% 76% 0% 0% 0%

HH~DIRE

KCQIZKTL2EDOEmNWTET  ZIARR LTW DR, BEERi & FRUIRZ k4 %
RCT D F2fi 1T T FERNTNIINEE TH D, I DOIFFINFEA SR E H O HH A
> A G ROV IR LSRR OBRFE 22 12 K0 | AT RIE—E D QOL frFr
WAREL 2> TETZ, LML, BRI T 2 RBIGEIIRIZME TS b DT, B
IRD RO LN EEND, BEEIN TR AMBIRIE ORI TRAME | iraiiaH 2

D& LT BAE SRR IR D BRFE S0, Bl o B 2 521 2% 8 SAE B EEHED

EN, SBROBETH D,
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RAT SOBRFIBERERE (6 U CINRIABIRIR ISR S h 5 2

AT — KA B
EHTPHA~DONESSE I~ O FE N IZGEH STz, YIBRmTHelEEIC
X9 DITHIMHENERIE A TO R W & 2R ET 5,

[(HEROME : T/, =TV RADMEEME RE) : C (89) 1]

fin

BeiE, 72 & AN 21T > THINREERP RS TRAAR TH D20, YIBRNIC
Iz CTHIBIEEZ OFHT 2 2 & BEWNAAN O R TRA BN TE T2, kxRN F— D
WIRIED 9 6 WERMBFRIEN R TR ELUGET D LV D 2 LI RBIUR A iR
TREICREA STV D —J5 T, INRTRBIIRIEILE OERRE RS PRE TR, 17T
MIPREDIRANE R ZRHIT BT, REITPROUEDRZFET 5 2 L 302
THDHDITFE I ETHRWVMA, INATHBNERIEN Z DR OUIRNCEL B2 KFT 2 &
FEENDO LS B (EIREIRGE I T8 Ho OB bLETHY . SHIC
(IARTRTRHBIIRIEE D b D OFHFEFLLMBEHR OMLENE, 2 2 b OFHEZR £ 6 INkd
DREND D, AR CQ T, RMT&I X OENHIRGE & 5 BLED ST BREIC
BT 2ZNETOREZHRL, MATERETANESFELSE X THRFI LT

1. REIPRICET 272

TRTABFRIE O R PR EGENR AT 5 2 L2 B L TiThN /2 5D T U2 A
{bEbiaRER  (randomized controlled trial) OFEFE-72Y 2015 FEIZAHR W T UG X
N2 W oOWs HAEGIERE G EE Y EE TR CRBRA P I E Aeo b
WHIHLDTHoTe, DI B Golcher b VORERTIL 264 4% 7 ¥ AMET 5 TET
BHoTey, T3ADBBEESNT=OHTHRI &I, F7- Casadei b Y ORBRTIIHBEDH -
V324 TELTWEbDD, AHBIRIEMATEIL 18 4 . Al BIFEE I AT 5
(T 20 4 DBEKIT L EF VD WTHORER T HATRTHHBIRIE ORI BRI LN S
Nipinodz, 722018 4FICiE, 8 1L/ FERER & L O R SN2 ERRRBROE 11
FEERAY 25 Reni B Y X VG SNz, ZO8 I A IX EEFMEE 2N 1 %0 A X
(R, BCEEZED) BERTHY, ARICEMTPEIIGE LT E ST
WTORLHITZ STV, ARG ILREROE T HRBRIZAT 22T v 7 D—D
(272 D ATREMEIX & 5 25, BURE AU CIIAN AT BNFRIE D TR UGEN R LTI T 5 72O D=
BT AL LIRS Th D, 2, ARERFBROE 11 AE > O S o 38545 %
FANT2E8 TIT FRRRBRII S S eV 2 L S IRE L T %,

Mokdad & YZ7 a3 F 4 —Ray7~vyF o 7EZ AV, National Cancer
Database 7> 2000 44 EL_EOARIHHBIEIE T TR & 6000 44 LA E O RIFRIEIENTT RS
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ZAH LT L, RTHBRIEREO TR/ A BEICRIF ChoTo b EL TS, L
NUARIEITIET & 2l %I (retrospective) DT THY | DT LT X
LAULEREMN TH D, 51T, R L7 FETHE ST hoim e, B—Higkn
D ST E OMOFRICTIR, IRTHIBIEEMAT B & FEMATBE OMICA B EN
o omE LA SN, E—EM (inconsistency) @O HID Y,

2018 #£™ ASCO (American Society of Clinical Oncology) #a<>TlL. YR vRENKFE
¥ L OVGIBR AT RESE S & x5 & L CINRIE F AU RIE D BER ARG T2 7 v 4 A
B TIT FHARER (PREOPANC 5AUBR) Dt R2SFER S, INATIRIERIATEED J5 23 24710
BV T RAFARBEMICH o T2 b ODOFEATE N o1 Z EiRrEhic Y, 272l Z
DR TITYIBRFTEBE AR (Borderline Resectable) BN EHREROKLHEENT
BY . UIBRATRERERE I D AREDOBREPA LN T L0 T 2 & LTI
Rt Thsd, BLELY | BURE R CIENRTHBIEIEO BRI PRI L T2 T v A
NV DEVREIIFE LN E SO E D 25720,

2. JEANEIRREIZ RIETREICET AT R

IRTHBIRRIE D BR R R E 3% 2 310 B BICIE, DIRRAT ISR 2 8 (Aifgaic &k
ETHE) LVOBLEADLOFMELEETH S 2 LT TR~ 728, 2 oBURICEI L
THZEF U ALV EOREFIE, RO Reni b Y0 F > & MEHEABRITE
WA DHE~OFENES N TR O, £ TR HIEE 22 o7z ERED 2 #
DT F DMEHEBERER P TI, 2 OBEEEEOD 7 S X0 BT BT~ T
FREETH -7, ZHBDT X MERBRLA T EF v 2 LUL O i IR
HSNTOROA, WATHBFEETDO TSR AT L ma L A% Th D L)
Wi WA BRI DS ARG OHEAHE X DA H 2 & O, PERETE AR
BT 5 &S BB RS D b S ),

3. UIBRFTREMERE (233 D TR BRIE D LE & F A MM L 72 Bl R C ORI

GIBR FTRERERE |2 k3 DA ATAIBIRIE L, —RBICEOARLL oS 2245 2 &

5. b LEDOIREIRNZ LW A IR I S 81T 2 O Tl ning
WOBEORLENRSOZEL ) Z LITmnb i WEETH D, WTRTHBRIEO BRI R
ZRIH > CTPRIT 5720 O EKEM R FIEN2VBUR T, 1HEEDENZ LT UETEE
HUZIRB DT L CUIROF v U AT famEn H o Z LA R ELSET, 2ol &
IINRTHIBIRIE DRI E SO I D 2/, 2L, MANERAHE AR IR T
BICHETDIZEETTENE I DEERT L LIIRETHY . Flo20 L RA
BT & & 2 JIEF CIEEIBRIT A 0y 2 > TREFICAFIEZ 72D EWIHI B X H HIF
TEL., T LAMTRIHHBRIEDS FIRES OB EHC 2 5 L OB R H D, LL,
bR OBEFTISN 2 TR BIIRIEZ Db O DFEEFELLa A M b EETIUE, YIERAT
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% (FRUHESE) T 5 (FHVHE FT5 BWHE | BEFD GRVHE | L
1) 1) 1)

0% 5% 87% 3% 5%

A ~D#EE

BIBRFTREMERS (k3 DINATHIBIEIE IS DWW TR, =BT A LoUL OO B AR R

MEENE W) ORBRTH D, TDO X H 72T, UIBRFTREREICKIT 27 A 2 v
HEERYE & S—1 ZPRR L 72 fai i B E D 7 v # 2B 11T AHRBROS AL Tirbiv, BE
IFEBIEREDE T LTV D, 2O X REOEWVEKRBROBENFND L AT
BV TORERIZE > TUTFERICAR CQIZHT D AT — K A v MDBSGT S5 ArRENE
LD, I DITITHHIEA ORG-S RGHEDO W R b #IREEO B LY
WA E DD IR b 2T 5 Z E BT I N, Z ISR RRTHBh R
DERERNSZLT2RELH Y, 5B BIERTREIHRETH D,
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B (7 Ly X B UERRERE 25%, S-18E 21%) . % (ZNTh 13%, 5%) Th-oTo,
4 BB E R T~ Z B U PERIRIEIC & D IR A B L R

ESPAC 1% 730 BIDPERRUIBREL DA 27 Lo & B VBRI AL L 7 A v X B Ui
BRYE+ T~ & E U RIS I E 4 (2 0 11 72 ESPAC4 RBRE 1T o721, ZOfER
X, AR REIEL S A X CUERRERE 0 25.5 W AL T AV H B RRRE X
AEURE28.0 WA, FAVHE EUEERE T U X B UNFREIEO S AV 2 e R
HEHAIFIEIC R T BT 2 A R b & T 5 — REIX 0.82 (95%CI : 0.68-0.98) T
HY ., TLTEE BB U2 OPFRBEIT S LY 2 E R AR
NP OREFEABEICWET D 2 EAURENT (p=0.032), RREEOEE LA
FHELQT, FAUH BB EAIRIERED 26%DBFIC, T LT X CHRRE A+ B2
D PERBERED 24% B ITRELL, WMBECHEREIT RN T,
5 Modified FOLFIRINOX JBVEIC & 2 itk fliBh b aeis

75U R E BT EDS1E, modified FOLFIRINOX JEE & &5 LS & © L Ml BRI 15
Ze bl U 7= % ik e R VR 2 (b5 111 #H38  (PRODIGE 24—-ACCORD 24/CCTG PA 6) i
ARG S Y, AR CIL, FOLFIRINOX IEDFEMEEZZE L, HWE [V F—k
7 A 400mg/me+A U T T 180mg/m’+ A F Y Y 7T F o 85mg/m? (W F L day
1) +7Ar w70 2400mg/m’, 2 WAE, 12 %A 7] L7z modified FOLFIRINOX #%
EDRM T, 2012 424 AD 445 6 4 AMIC 493 FIAVBRER S L7z, FEFHEEAE 1T
AR AEHIRE ©. F O I modified FOLFIRINOX JEVERE 21.6 » H . JIES LI ¥
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YR R YR B PRVERE TlE modified FOLFIRINOX JRVERE L 0 NI @Dy o T2, fF BRI
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M-, M. HANZICHN T modified FOLFIRINOX JEIERE CH EICE < o TRIEEERIX
modified FOLFIRINOX 815 66. 4% . 7 b Z B L BARIERE 79. 0% (p=0.002) ToH -
77

123



6 £&80

L EDFET- 2R R A M L. 31T CONKO-001 3XBr “° & JSAP-02 3Bk © D I
o | WIRAMRIBEIBR M T O 7o B 3 2 IR ML RIEIL, 2 hziTH 2 &
FHAR L7-, F-OREICBWTE, ZOL T A L LT, JASPAC 01 2B 2B L
CONKO-001 7Rk, JSAP-02 ERODFERICE D& S-1 HAPRIE L 7 Ay 7 © U RIRE T
Fl Bk 2 HESE L 72

B e R S 2 e R EE 'Y & modified FOLFIRINOX #y% Wik, ¥
SMZRBT 25 T FERBRICRB W T, 7 A v & B U HERRIE HAIRTE & el U CAF IR
B OEAMEA R LT2AS, 2019 4F 1 ABUE, BIERATREIER (Zxr L ClZ b E OfRRIC
I SN TWARWBR AL, KHA RTA4 U TIETHI ZEZ2IRETDH FH0HESR) (12

& DT,

ZERBIERR
1.

L EIRIE 21T 9 2 L 2 HER T 5,

179 2 &z HESE
T2 (FRVHESE)

1752 L&t
5 (55 HESR)

M

7

TohnwZ &%
ERT D (30

%)

IThhnwZ &%
HELES 5 (G5 HE

%)

e 1E
L

95%

5%

0%

0%

0%

2. WML FHIED LY A %, S-1 AL HESET 5,

1792 L A HESE
95 (FRUHESE)

1792 L a@E
4% (G5 HESE)

IThhnwo &t %
BEZT D (F5

)

Thani Lt
HEAE9 % (59

%)

i

L

87%

13%

0%

0%

0%

3. S-1IZKT DABENMEVERE 7R ETld, oo ¥ v U iEmtE BAREZT 9

EHERET D,

179 2 & e Heit
T% (B HELE)

1792 L &R E
T 5 (9 HELD)

Thlhnwl bz
=T 5 (33

)

Fbrvc bz
HERT 5 (3300

%)

HE 5E
L

78%

19%

3%

0%

0%

e

4. F 2 ERREE+ T R Z B EHEE (RBRARINE) B X O modified
FOLFIRINOX &L (PRERARINEL) #1795 Z L 2#_ET 5,

179 2 & e Heit
95 (FRVHESE)

1792 L2 %E
T % (53 HEDE)

IThlhnwz &%
T D (59t

1Thhnwz &%
HELES 2 (59 HE

HE 5E
L

124



A
Z
)

0% 69% 8% 0% 22%

GERERNOL =1

SRR DI A B L 2R I B W CL A TIT O TN D 7 A v X B MR Rt BRI

EHF N E ARG T TN U 2R VGEEE S OF 111 M EERGERER Of5 BN
TAABNIRDTETHY . ZOMRICHER LIz, £, FAvF e Ui
Ty & P AFEESS FOLFIRINOX #iEIL, D23 E TILYIBR vl RefeE 1okt L CII R
RN TH D, 5%, THOPUIERATRERREIC BRI SN D 2 & b HIfF L2,

(51 A 3CHK]

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

Bakkevold KE, Arnesjo B, Dahl 0O, Kambestan B. Adjuvant combination
chemotherapy (AMF) following radial resection of carcinoma of the pancreas
and papilla of Vater - results of a controlled, prospective, randomized
multicenter study. Eur J Cancer 1993; 29A: 698-703.

Takada T, Amano H, Yasuda H, Nimura Y, Matsushiro T, Kato H, Nagakawa T,
Nakayama T. Is postoperative adjuvant chemotherapy useful for gallbladder
cancer? A phase III multicenter prospective randomized controlled trial in
patients with resected pancreaticobiliary carcinoma. Cancer 2002; 95: 1685-
1695.

Kosuge T, Kiuchi T, Mukai K, Kakizoe T. A multicenter randomized controlled
trial to evaluate the effect of adjuvant cisplatin and 5-fluorouracil
therapy after curative resection in cases of pancreatic cancer. Jpn J Clin
Oncol 2006; 36: 159-165.

Oettle H, Post S, Neuhaus P, Gellert K, Langrehr J, Ridwelski K, Schramm H,
Fahlke J, Zuelke C, Burkart C, Gutberlet K,. Kettner S, Schmalenberg H,
Weing—Kohler K, Bechstein WO, Niedergethmann M, Schmidt-Wolf I, Roll L,
Doerken B, Riess H. Adjuvant chemotherapy with gemcitabine vs observation
in patients undergoing curative—intent resection of pancreatic cancer: a
randomized controlled trial. JAMA 2007; 297: 267-277

Oettle H, Neuhaus P, Hochhaus A, Hartmann JT, Gellert K, Ridwelski K,
Niedergethmann M, Zulke C, Fahlke J, Arning MB, Sinn M, Hinke A, Riess H.
Adjuvant chemotherapy with gemcitabine and long—term outcomes among patients

with resected pancreatic cancer. The CONKO-001 randomized trial. JAMA 2013;

125



6)

7)

8)

9)

310: 1473-1481.

Ueno H, Kosuge T, Matsuyama Y, Yamamoto J, Nakao A, Egawa S, Doi R, Monden
M, Hatori T, Tanaka M, Shimada M, Kanemitsu K. A randomized phase III trial
comparing gemcitabine with surgery-only in patients with resected pancreatic
cancer. Japanese Study Group of Adjuvant Therapy for Pancreatic Cancer. Br
J Cancer 2009; 101: 908-915.

Neoptolemos JP, Stocken DD, Friess H, Bassi C, Dunn JA, Hickey H, Beger H,
Fernadez—Cruz L, Dervenis C, Lacaine F, falconi M, Pederzoli P, Pap A,
Spooner D, Kerr DJ, Buchler MW. A randomized trial of chemoradiotherapy and
chemotherapy after resection of pancreatic cancer. N Engl J Med 2004; 350:
1200-1210.

Neoptolemos JP, Stocken DD, Bassi C, Ghaneh P, Cunningham D, Goldstein D,
Padbury R, Moore MJ, gallinger S, Marieitte C, Wente MN, Izbicki JR, Friess
H, Lerch MM, Dervenis C, Olah A, Buttrini G, Doi R, Lind PA, Smith D, Valle
JW, Palmer DH, Buckels JA, Thompson J, Mckay CJ, Rawclife CL, Buchler MW.
Adjuvant chemotherapy with fluorouracil plus folinic acid vs gemcitabine
following pancreatic cancer resection. A randomized controlled trial. JAMA
2010; 304: 1073-1081.

Uesaka K, Boku N, Fukutom Ai, Okamura Y, Konishi M, Matsumoto I, Kaneoka Y,
Shimizu Y, Nakamori S, Sakamoto H, Morinaga S, Kainuma O, Imai K, Sata N,
Hishinuma S, Ojima H, Yamaguchi R, Hirano S, Sudo T, Ohashi Y, for the
JASPAC 01 Study Group. Adjuvant chemotherapy of S—1 versus gemcitabine for
resected pancreatic cancer: a phase 3, open—label, randomised, non—

inferiority trial (JASPAC 01). Lancet 2016; 388(10041): 248-257

10) Neoptolemos JP, Palmer DH, Ghaneh P, Psarelli EE, Valle JW, Halloran CM,

Faluyi 0, O’ Reilly DA, Cunningham D, Wadsley J, Darby S, Meyer T, Gillmore
R, Anthoney A, Lind P, Glimelius B, Falk S, Izbicki JR, Middleton GW,
Cummins S, Ross PJ, Wasan H, McDonald A, Crosby T, Ma YT, Patel K, Sherriff
D, Soomal R, Borg D, Sothi S, Hammel P, Hackert T, Jackson R, Biichler MW,
for the European Study Group for Pancreatic Cancer. Comparison of adjuvant
gemcitabine and capecitabine with gemcitabine monotherapy in patients with
resected pancreatic cancer (ESPAC-4): a multicentre, open—label, randomised,

phase 3 trial. Lancet 2017; 389(10073): 1011-1024.

11) Conroy T, Hammel P, Hebbar M, Abdelghani MB, Wei AC, Raoul JL, Choné L,

Francois E, Artru P, Biagi JJ, Lecomte T, Assenat E, Faroux R, Ychou M,
Volet J, Sauvanet A, Breysacher G, Fiore FD, Cripps C, Kavan P, Texereau P,

126



Bouhier-Leporrier K, Khemissa—Akouz F, Legoux J-L, Juzyna B, Gourgou S,
0’ Callaghan CJ, Jouffroy-Zeller C, Rat P, Malka D, Castan F, J.-B. Bachet
J-B, for the Canadian Cancer Trials Group and the Unicancer—-GI-PRODIGE Group.
FOLFIRINOX or gemcitabine as adjuvant therapy for pancreatic cancer. N Engl
J Med 2018; 379: 2395-406.

Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
CONKO-001 -0.2744 01122 778% O0.76[0.61,099] E =
JSAP-02 -0.2614 02102 22.2% O0.77[0.51,1.16] —
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Bl Borderline resectable EEHRIZKT L CABEITEEITHER SN S0 ?
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Fafl L. VB UIERATREDN SR N DORGET 21T > T2 R ICERT 5 2 & 218 ET D,
[(HERDE X . TV, 2TV ADOMEEME BRX) : C (59) ]
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AFIZEB W TIE, BEERBEOEAAE 7 MCTUERTREME % (Resectability
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B EITE Y NCON A KT A > L[FAIER, resectability I “resectable (WIFRFAIHE) ",

“borderline resectable (WIFRA[HEEZR)”. “unresectable (WIBRARE)” IZ40¥E I
Do
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HDAFBIGIBRZHET L C b @RI EE L, AFHFIEEIR LB L Z N TE N
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L72xU. BR BEREISKE U TR Bh R 1% + SMVEHBOTIR IR O T o BB 2 A2 ET W
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BR A D AT [RIE LT FIRJEAT vs. fITAEIR O Ligakiri 3 7 < B AM & R — |
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L OVRETEAT IR 31T 2 BIN AT vs. IRRITRREO®% A1 & 2R — MIEDS 1RV H 5

(£ 1), LD > T ME TV THTETTAERIZ & - T BR D RO BIFRE DA E (M)
ERGBH oIz, TRICEL TE, AARBONRERT 7 — FREICREWT, 624 FlO
BRIERE 0D 5 BN 539 B D FREHT T AN RITERIERETTHE 482 41 D A A7 IR TP RAE S 12. 1
iy HCoH DOk LT, INRNREEIMATRE 57 Fl O FHIH P i’ 23.8 » H & BRIk
O AR RIS D IRRIA RO R 2 #E LT (P=0.023) ¥, % AME adk—
NS 6 B O 3L~ & BR PRI R DINAIHEROAMED R S D LB D8, il
BRO LY A UBEMIETNT Y X005 7D, TR DR A B g T X 7euy,
2018 AFIZHEE D & UIFREE SR 12 B\ CTRINEATIS R T D ITRTE R DO A M 2 fRdiE 7
% 2 Jiti % 3L [F VR 2 LElaRBR s iy Sz 0, TRIEIR DO L Y AV idv = Ay A B+
R FR RS 54Gy 12 X D ML FRIETH D | 58 Bl 23K Ek S AUITRITTRIR & T TIC
FUoAMMEENT, FEFGEBIL 2 FATFRTH Y . intention—to—treat T K A
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FT LA STV eh o 7223 SIEREE e 36 K OVR T EI T IR A Re e o A 7 1]
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& 1. BREEEICHY 4 FM5EIT vs. MADEE

=5 3 3| HERTYA A FEBI%  CIBRFIREME S48 RO (%) MST (R) * P value
Kato et al.® 2013 B % 2mEHR FWET 482 BR NA 121458

TR AR 57 BR NA 23.8 4R 0.023
Fujii et al. ® 2015 =N B AHMERER FTkIT n BR-A 20 (40%) 13.1 w B¢

ATCAR (EZEREHREE) 21 BR-A 18 (100%) * 29.1 # B¢ 0. 001
Hirono et al.® 2016 B ®AMEFER FWET 124 BR-A 64 (62%) 13.74R

fiTRTA R 46 BR-A 32(80%) * 19.3 47 A 0. 069
Murakami et al.® 2017 =N %A mEHR FTEAT 25 BR-A 4(17%) 1.6 7 A

WRGAR (U LR E+8-1) 52 BR-A 34(72%)* 21.2 %R 0. 001
lelpo et al.” 2017 ARA Y ‘rmERER  FkT 19 BR NA 13.57 A

firaia & 26 BR NA 43.6 ¥ A 0. 001

(FLIBE AT TR Y B X+EIL)

Michelakos et al.'® 2017 USA ®AMEEHER FilixT 155 BR/LA 84 (54%) 25.1 4R

firaia#& (FOLFIRINOX #&i%) 110 BR/LA 87(81%)* 3.1+ A <0. 001
Jang et al.? 2018 BE EEAEEEEER FWMET 23 BR 6 (33%) 124 A%

WAGAR (7LD 2 EU+REHRER) 27 BR 14(82%)* 21 4 B¢ 0.028

BR:border|ine resectable pancreatic cancer. BR-A: borderline resectable with artery involvement. LA:locally advanced pancreatic cancer
* 2 P<O. 05, *x : YIRRGIDAIZE TS MST

& : ITT &t GRUIRRGI L ET)
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# 2. BR-PV&JZ & BR-A R D FEDLE

=5 3 ES| HERTYA UIBRTTREIE 2 48 RE15I 3% RO (%) MST (B) P value

Kato et al. ¥ 2013 =N #AHMERR BR-PV 326 72. 6% 14.0 4 H <0. 001*
BR-A T 55. 3% 13.74H
BR-PV+A 142 (BR-A+ BR-PV+A) 1.0 8

Murakami et al. ™ 2017 =P ®AHMERR BR-PV: 145 95 (66%) 17.4 7 A 0. 001
BR-A* 56 28 (50%) 111458

Hirono et al. © 2016 = ®AHMERR BR-PV 76 NA 16.4 7 R 0.160
BR-A 143 NA 14.4 7B

Fujii et al. ' 2015 =N % AmEHR BR-PV (Ffifi5iT) 102 69 (68%) 20.1 w B¢ 0. 044
BR-PV (A& 217 26 (96%) 28.4 7 A®
BR-A (F%kiT) 81 48 (59%) 10.0 &+ B¢ 0. 046"
BR-A (fifRIT;AE) 21 17(1% 18.1 4+ B¢

Yamada et al. '® 2017 =P #AMERR BR-PV: 55 NA 1.3 xR AERELL
BR-Ax 50 NA 14.3 578

BR-PV:border|line resectable pancreatic cancer with portal vein involvement. BR-A: borderline resectable with artery involvement
* o fiTATE FRAE B (L BR AT

#: BR-PV (n=326) vs. BR-A (n=71)+ BR-PV+A (n=142)

## . FUTELT vs. TRDAE

& : propensity score-match £ MD#EE
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B2 JERRIIHR A EARS OFEIBRIIHERR S B 5> 2

AT — KA b

1. JEMEER  (DPCAR) 13T H Z & #RET D
2. FEIARIZAT S = & 28%ET D

3. GBI IRIZA TN T L B R ET D

(MRS : FEFICHV, TET U RADOHEEME (RS) :C (89) ]

fiREe.

a2 %9 D ENR A OFOIBRIX 1970 21875 regional pancreatectomy & L CTaldr b
VT E TR & LRMEDOBLED B RTE—MHI i & 1372 > TV ey, BR-A/URLA
(2B T HIBE B G O B E TS 2 [T 5 & D B DIXEIIRA DRI S LB L 72 D =
ERH DN MIREFHEIRZITOTICIUIRS 2 WVIT R2 UIBR TR DD Z &1+ &
AP &3 Tlde W, & BICHIRZAT > BIROEN. (LGRHIEEINR (SMA) . TFEIIR
(HA) . MEREBIR (CA)) 12 & - TERIRAIERIZEN B 20 EN B L TIEZR Y,

A SCIR SR DRGSR BIIRA OFOIBRME1 A 10 BILL & TedE il FAFSE 15 i (1) -
(15) . SMA & PFEIFRZ 2 < etk A E BIZEHFZE 1 R (16) . DPCAR & f b2 < fifT L 7=
Hifitiak D% A a1 & BLEFIE 1 #w (17) . BRI D DPCAR D Z iz L FEIWFFE 1 #m
(Klompmaker) (18), v AT ~T 4 v 7 L E2—3#(19) (20) Q1) #HH L1=, WIE%
(LGB IIAFAE U o Te, BB AN, 2AFR, FEEEwmbarEs, iigs
OHERAR, BLOTRE NI T U M AEZEEHR L, 7235 15 fR ORI AT
? 95 7wk DPCAR & i@ % DP % bhig L7298 T o 7223, ENLISD 8 ffidak # 7250
NOBIARGIBRS G TRV . BIBREALR OB ITFEE S T e o7z, YIRS
TeEIROEBNL DS FERL S Vi AR T 5 & NEEEIR (DPCAR) 218 5], JTENAR 104
B, EREFEEAR 42 FlCThH Y . EIBFEBIRGIRIZD M CH -7 (K 1), BAREGOHD
BR DS X AT RTEMG 35 K O H AT L CEIIR A28 A Te 2Rl AY & D IEFNC X L TiT -
eV HFERN% < PRIRICHIR L7z & W ORI A BTz,

2011 AT HE E7- Mol lberg HD Y AT ~T 4 v 7 L E 2 —TCIXEIRE BEUIERIX
BARIEGOFIBRIC IR U 1 4R, 3R E LI o7 (19), 3FAEFRNTTHEH S
T2 10 FRITHOW T, AT 72 SRFEAHE R TS 3 AFAEFRITEARS HFEIFREEC I
WTHEIZED o7z, 7272 LEREOFIIBRGID 345, 5 FEAFHRIT 0~28.6%, 0~
15%ToH Y, UIBRAREL D IZTRIEENSE LN D FTREMED & D, DPCAR 2DV T DY
ATT A4 v 7 L Ea—TiX, eI L HFEFEIL65.2%, 2 FAFRIT
30.2%. 3FEAFRIT18. 7% Th o7z (20), HMERIZI TR K DIEFIEOHFFETIE
L, 24, 5AAEFRITSL L, 56.9, 32.7 %E B THD (17), F-UIBRARREIER] &
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DPCAR % Hrils U7= 2 fRTlE. HEIT DPCAR DAAELFRDIE H NEIFTh 72 (9) (13),
TR AT IR 2 50 L7230 S0 13 3 Th o 72 BIIRE OFUIBR D MST X 7~25 7 A
Td o7z, DPCAR (T DU NTHE & DIERF] DA AF IR 23 FLHLE S 4v72 8 FwSC 71 JEFI D Pooled
analysis TIXEHAGFRIRIL 24. 12 » A TH - 72 (20), Hfitigk T K DIEFIE DML
AL 30.9 » HTH-72(17), —77. SMA & 0FUIBRZ £ < & TeBls2ist

(16) TIE 12 FNTHiAT S 4L, WEREOFRAFIIRIL 29 22H . ALEHI o Sl x
11 A THoT-, ZHUTH LT, Suker HIZ X 5 UIBRABEIERE %95 FOLFIRINOX
pooled analysis T KAUVIZERF S417= 315 il median progression free survival IX
15 7> . median overall survival % 24.2 0>A TH-7-(22),

ARG ORI & BIRIES OFEIBRD RO BIBRENTLHR S N7z 8 FX D H b, BREHFE)
BREED RO 21% 30. 8~100% T > 72, SR OFAFER TIIENIRA OFEIBRENIZ I\ T I8
] 1 R YA S = A A=Y A

BR A OFOIEREE & BRIES OFOIBREE O i4 & OHER RN TR S N7z 75 SCTIiEz
ILEH 34.6~92.3% & 23.5~60.3% TodH o7, SR OFAHER TITBIIRA OFOIBRE] T
Wits B OHERERDNEVMET 258D b= (p=0.07), DPCAR (4L L 7=BE# D 2 4 fif
BT CI% DPCAR & i@H DP DA HERARICHBEEIT o7z (20), BIIRA OFOIBR
EBIRIES DFEIBR OMTRTERLSE U RN FEE S 11 GRSCTIRENEI 0~23.8% & 0
~5.9% T o7z, SR DFEHEIR TITEARE DFOIBRGEIZ I TIRRIEBTAE TR mn
BRI FED B A7z (p=0. 05), DPCAR (ZHF{b L 7= BE# > A Z fi##ft ik, DPCAR &% DP
DETFBD Lo T2 (20), ZOJFEKE LT, DPCAR (FENRFFEE DM BN 220N 2

&L HIBEFEN W ERERT 5N TWD, 7272 L% TR DIEFIER DORFZE T
IFTEBEE T HIL 5% (4/80) THY . BB LM ThHo THHHEDDP LV b EHET
HDHZEIFEEEET LT, S HIZHITORKIN 20 iz 23T % 68 4 DPCAR (2D
WT D% A EBEMZE TIIFINET R 16% EIEFICEH VO THEENSLETH D
(18),

%ﬁmﬁ#é%%éﬁ@%@ﬁ%%t%@ﬁwm%%#%%%ﬁubt% X7

o 1272 LEIARA BFOIBR b FEGIBR D —ERCTd 5 & B 2 U, EEEIBROTERSE - R OK
WMAﬁ%&??éﬁ%Liﬁm\hMmaEi%%ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁm@wUﬁmfbfwé
MR CIXPEBH+ 4R IBIE OSE T EMENZ L2 HE LT 5 (23),

LLED X 91z, FEUIBRGES] & BhRA ORG24 B2 ELEE U 7 ailm S AFJRIT 20 72D,
@%@%@aﬁi%t_%%fi&woﬁ%@%%@ﬁmﬁx%ﬁm_ DRSE 270
PEORARIN LI X0 | SEEEFEHIRITEIIRG FOIBRIER] & A% Ch 5 IRtk & 5,
ZDO—F5T, BIREOFIIBRES CTIEmE R & I1LE 220 3 HELL Lo BMIATF O W Helk:
W5, EETARERE LT, BAREGOFEIRRIIINE G OMER LR & TEFEFECFER &
B2 5720, BARAOFIBR A2 LRI E N T & 2 HNEE > TV D k2 B8V T T
IRETHY, fEIRIEEARIEDNT A BEICTHMAT ILERD S, T7hb
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b UIBRIC L o THERSEC T 2 /TREMEDN B L0 b a2 &I EREGIHEIC L -
THIBRERZ T DN TICRMICHIEET L, BRIV 2> TTFEREHMEDTL
EOWRMR DL Z LR EEBHAL, T+l e Rt L TRIEZHG L& EEZD

no,

ZERBENR

1 MEREEhk (DPCAR)

IMTO L atE

Py
ES

\o¥
O

IT9 Z & BHMELET | 4T5 2L ZIRE | IThRWVWIZ L2 | ThinZ L 2H | HLE
% (BRUHESE) T 5 (FHVHE FT5 (BWHE | EFD GRVHE | L
) ) )

3% 92% 0% 0% 5%

2 FEARIIITS 2 L 28—ET D

IT9 Z & HHMERES (4175 Z L 2IRE | 1ThRWVWIZ L2 | 1ThlnZ b 2H | #ilE

% (FRUHESE) T 5 (F9WHE ZT5 @3 | BETD (FRVHE | L
5y 4E) )

0% 87% 0% 0% 13%

3 EIBMEEIRII TRV EERET D

7O ZEHRHMERET 179 T Z2BE | 1ThRVWI EZR | 1TORNI & 24 | H#E1E

% (FRUHESE) T 5 (55 75 B3 | BEFD GROE | 2L
5y ) 1)

0% 3% 79% 15% 3%

HHEA~DIS

SR ORI CIL R & OB (7R, #78) 1 & > R UET 5 mhe
PERFER STV B (15) 1), Ak, HFRIEEERELE & 4T - 7RG BRAE L C i & %%
SKIT J o> TEIIRA BROIER vs FEGIBRIELAOIGTRRE 4 Hl T B BEARARIRIC & > CHI B A6ic
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1997 ; 98 : 615-621
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#1

Author Year CA HA SMA
Klempnauer 1995 0 9 5
Ogata 1997 5 14 2
Miyazaki 2003 2 9 2
Shimada 2006 12 0 0
Stitzenberg 2008 10 2 0
Boggi 2009 12 12 6
Sugiura 2009 8 10 8
Amano 2009 0 15 12
Wu 2010 11 0 0
Bockhorn 2011 8 18 3
Bachellier 2011 8 15 4
Takahashi 2011 16 0 0
Yamamoto 2012 13 0 0
Okada 2013 16 0 0
Peters 2016 17 0 0
Nakamura 2016 80 0 0
Total 218 104 42

CA ; celiac artery, HA; hepatic artery, SMA; superior mesenteric artery
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B3 BR EEEIIXT AT EBML B IR I NS0 2

AT —hFA b
BR EREIT AT L TR MBI L 2RI 21T 9 2 & 259 <HELE (2% 175,
(HERDOME : TV, TET U RADOHEEME (RS) :C (89) ]

FiREEH.

BR (BIFRwTREGESY) MRS IS xE3 DA b RIE L, AR TH L rEetED @V,
Z ORMD—>1F, BR BRI KT D IR AU FHRIE DA M 2 R LT D B oiw X o
T=HTHY, b H—DOOMPITEIFRT X 7= BR P I X UIGR IS & H D FRER U &
EZONDZETHD, BERBFHEOBINIINZ T, Wik A BRIE D
A7 BN X0 BRSO UIBRGIIEEIN L TN 5 &35 2 HdL, BR BRI R D& Al
ERFRIEDBERZHLMNCTHZLIZEETH D,

AlEl, BR BRI T 2Tt L A OB e Z R LTiwC & LT, SEBILEFEMT
ZE 1Y LRAME ak— MFZE 1L IRY Ot 2 E %R L 272, Kato b D B ARELIHF
REDT U r— NREIZ L DIEFIEFEMIEIC L D & BRI TR LTIl B s
EAT o IBEDAGFRIL, WRMIRIEEITORPSTERLV b RIFTH-Y, Ln
L. WML EIT > T2 RE AT DR S RO BEE ROV CORHEH N 2\ iz
B, T LB IMREHIREON RO L > TAEFRPLE L L BT 5Z 21X T
TR, LWV D DOIR, MBI LIS REBOR B EBFECEHICHIE LG A
T2 N2 ENZ DT, WERMBEIEIERITE ClX% 5 L7oHiBIEELS N O R T
AFENARRERDARERDHZ0HTH D, FIRH L TIHMEFFREC AT
FEHNZ DN T HELHA 2, 1> T BR B IC KT DI MBI LA RIEDO A B L
TARBXOTET ALY EEW STV 2 720y, F72, Murakami 513 Af) & 27k
— NFZEIZHUN T BR IEREITIR IS 7 A v X B & S-1 2 0FH LBk i 211 - 7=
R B A RmR GO L 2RELTWD2, LinL, 2 OmIUTIEM
BRI FIRIE AT D72 WK IR B E SIL TR W2, itk i b2k 517 -
TEREEAT DR DS TEREOAFR DI S AU TWR, 18- TAGR LD BR FEREIZXTT 5
BRI FIREDO AL R T T ETF o A LU b Emn &I 220, 2k 3t 2
e WML E O FEEFLOBES QL 125 2 28 PIFf# I TE
LT ARPTH D,

BR I 25t T DI BB L FRIENE N TH D 958 9 —2OOMRIE, YIRTXx
72 BR PRI I UIBR I REREE & H ARRERI L & BEX DD Z & TH D, BRIEEEIZ, L5
FIREIR - SATENR - NEREEINR - ERABRIESER - PAIRZR & o0 R g |2 JAHEFH IC 8 L T
WA= DOYIRRRE & R AMERITE NS OO, URRATRER S b7 v, F LT
RAYIZUIER T & 72 BR i, GOBRWIRElERs & L A PRRE 2 A3 5 L B2 b
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%o &9 THIUX, YIBRATRERSE I3\ TR 2B AR R > THZIEDSFER &
N T BT MBI LM ¥ 28 BR FEREICRB W T H A Th 2 aEMITE W B2 b
%o 7272 L. BREEEOFMIL., mEEICIEAIEIRNAMNE L 7257 SR L 72
D AREVED B D 728D IR IR EE DAL F LD AT ATRE S 2ME B 62 Tid e,

BR s D14 QOL ICBI L T & & F o 7oA 13md Th 7,

LA ERSRAT2 91T, BR BERE TR D i i b P RE DS B N 72 rTRR R R s ) & B 2
b, Lol BRIEEEITH T DI FRIEDFEINEZ R LT T v & MMEE
RER2 EDOTET A LUV D E WD SUIFE LRV, 56> T, IBR RIS LT
B FRIEZAT ) 2L 2 Mm<SHELRET 2 EWE T2 2R TE VD, AT —
M AR E LTI TBR BRI L TR RN P IE 21T 9 2 & 285 (35 < HESD)
T5) L7,

ZHSBRIER R

IT9 2 & ZHERT | 179 Z & Z2RE | IThRWVWI L2 [ 1ThhnZ L 2H | #H1E

% (BRUHESE) T 5 (FHVHE FT5 (BWHE | EFD GRVHE | L
) ) )

8% 92% 0% 0% 0%

HHE~DREY

BURE A UL BR R 1T BRE U CIRF R MBI b RIE D A 0 A RRGIE L 72 7 o & Mk Eig
AT 2D BR R ISR MBI L FRIEN A2 T D LW O iR = v o A%
7euN, LU, s BRI XT3 2 AfrRTE L O B IR T IE R IR A T T
WDHDT, A% BR ISR Dt B L FREEIC BT 2 s I3 5 2 & AR
INDd, fEo T, EVRERIZIE BR B ISR 3 2 B b ik O = 7 » A 0VEFE
SNDHZERWFEEIND,

71 FH TR

1. Kato H, Usui M, Isaji S, Nagakawa T, Wada K, Unno M, Nakao A, Miyakawa
S, Ohta T. Clinical features and treatment outcome of borderline
resectable pancreatic head/body cancer: a multi-institutional survey by
the Japanese Society of Pancreatic Surgery.] Hepatobiiaryl Pancreat Sci
2013; 20(6) : 601-610.

2. Murakami Y, Uemura K, Hashimoto Y, Kondo N, Nakagawa N, Takahashi S,
Shintakuya R, Sueda T. Survival effects of adjuvant gemcitabine plus S-1
chemotherapy on pancreatic carcinoma stratified by preoperative

resectability status. J Surg Oncol. 2016; 113(4): 405-412
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3. Uesaka K, Boku N, Fukutomi A, Okamura Y, Konishi M, Matsumoto I, Kaneoka
Y, Shimizu Y, Nakamori S, Sakamoto H, Morinaga S, Kainuma O, Imai K,
Sata N, Hishinuma S, Ojima H, Yamaguchi R, Hirano S, Sudo T, Ohashi Y;
JASPAC 01 Study Group. Adjuvant chemotherapy of S-1 versus gemcitabine
for resected pancreatic cancer: a phase 3, open—label, randomised, non-—

inferiority trial (JASPAC 01). Lancet. 2016; 388(10041): 248-257

2. 1591E (Treatment)
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L1 JRETEITOIRRA BRI L C—RIGRIIMM B HER I D52

AT —hA b
D) ACFBIBIRIEETT 9 2 L 2 RET 5,
2) ALFERIERMZAT O Z L2 RET D,
(RO S : TV, TET U ADOREME (BRE) :B (F) ]

fin

JR T EEAT OB AN REIRE 13, SRR BRI 2 R RIS TUIBRIZINEETH 2 23500 57070
MR 2 D 2RV RRE T, MO EIZ I U, R R bR 24 L 2 HIE 2
R, TRRRIE L LT AL RRIE, AL REEIN, BURBRIERI 2 Eb Y | &
DIRFIEDR R BENL T DD OV THRHZED b TE o, 2 E TRATETYIRAR
REREE 2 0t R & LIo BB HIEICET 5 8 2D T v 7 MU A HE S TR v (F
D VY RSN D —RIRRIC OV TRRET LT,

1. ALZEBORBRIERE & BN BRI B 0D LR
KED Moertel &1, RFTEITHIRAREIHLAE IS LT A m U Z LB b
RIS & ORI YA D — TR T o & MBI A FEfT L . BB AL
SRERIE D A A BB Ch o 7o CEFHIM PRI 10.4 # 3 vs. 6.3 3 H)
Vo Zp#. KED Gastrointestinal tumor study group (GITSG) . Z/A w7 T
VBB OB S (40 Gy BE. 60 Gy #F) & BURBIFRIERIN D T o &7 Sl %2
KiAT U AL B BRE O A B A A BICRAF Th o 7o (EAFBIRFE Il < 10.6 1 1
vs. 10.1#H vs. 5.7 HH) ?, —J. KIED Eastern cooperative oncology group
(ECOQ) 1%, ZNAmr D T b= A h=A 2 CORFRME SIS R IE & T p 5 B
DZ & MR A S U, AR O ZIT o7 (AR fE . 8.4 T A
vs. 7.1 H) 7V, ZORBROFHEFRREI 7V Any o<, bvA v C
LD 2AIPFHOT-DICHEFZOREBRFNEGVRAEICHE S (p=0.0002) , ZiAEFH
MO FIZFE Ot 23 e o T2 ATREME N B 5,
VLD & ACF G RIE O AR T RIS RMICHE LABICRAF E B2 b D,
2. (LZEBERRRRIE & RRRIE D L

HA® shinchi Hi%, 7/vA v v Z VO LU #R#TE & Best supportive care
DT o Z MMELEGABR 2 61T U AL RS RRIEO A FHE N A BICRBIF Ch o7z (4
FEMIRIH AR 13.2 9  vs. 6.4 W H) O A EHGRITE LT ALEHSMBIFIED grade3
DENEIL6. 3% TH -7,
3. (LEBUR BRI & LR E BUM o ik

KED ECOG (X, 7 A r v T VMBS RRiE L 7 v A n w7z Kbk
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FHAERID T > B DG HBGERER &2 AT U AR O 2213727 o T CEAFIRT b o fE
8.3 4 H vs. 8.2WH) Y, ZOMBTITRMED 40 Gy LDV E NS FERINH D,
—J7. KED GITSG (X, 7AAr T T U AGFAME RS RIEL A P LT F Yy v+
VA AT CHTNFA T T T UV K DEFERRIERI D T o & DL ek 2 i T
U AL B BERE O A A BIC R CTh o 7o EAFBIR T A 0 10.5 U H s,
8.0 A) Y,

AR AT IR & 7 b v 2 B RIS X DL RIERM D 2 >D T 7 A1k
BN E I N TS, 1 DL 7T AD Fe de ration Francophone de
Cance ~rologie Digestive/Socie ~ te ~ Francophone de Radiothe ~ rapie
Oncologique (FFCD/SFRO) 23 7 )V A 1w T v & v A7 T F U 0 AL SO R &
7 2B IR X DL TFRRIER O T & MEERER A Fi b L AL TFRIE RO A4
ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁf%ok(ET%%@%@-S@M%m 13.0 7 A) ", AEFL

(ZBAL T, grade3/4 OFIEIT—UFIES & HEFHRIET O &5 & bALA B BRIE TH
BAZE Mo Tz (—WIHEIESF £ 65.5% vs. 40. 0%, HMERHbLSEIES - 78. 1% vs. 40.0%),
Z OB AL R R O AR AR O WS L 0 AR AR & LT, R T
BRNWTINFAR T TN AT TF D2 TH T2l DA ERRR®L | MR
BEERRIED T by 2 B IR ORG L ek G BEPAEITE» > 72 2 LKL
TWHEEZ LN TS, —J. KED BCOG 1Z7 L & © U R O L s
EE T D2 RIS X DR FFRERM O T 7 AL iGAER A FE i L | AL
MIRED WP A BICRBIF Ch o7z CEFWIRIPRE : 111 0 H vs. 9.2 1)

o AFEHFEZIZEL T, graded/b OFEIGIILFHEBIEIE TR 7208 (41% vs. 9%) .
grade3/4 OEIGIIMBETEII R o772 (T7% vs. T9%), ZiLH 2 DOBRIIBEREM
P, BPTHRBRAKT LTV ad, MBROEISHToRBAREESh TS
HL# « BLRE R AR OR BRTE LA FRIE B OB M 2 e T 5 2 & i“(’a‘ 72
[

LI LRGN 5| RPTEITUIBR AR ISR L CIE, 1, 2 THlb_72 X 9 IS RRIE H
ME T VTSRS & D) B I BERBFREDN R SN D, £72 3 T~/ k51T
LSRR A AL SFHRIE RO T o F SMEIEGRBR T T 2R TH Y . ZOES
IZOWVWT—ED 3t B 2355 TR, (LB R & AL B 322 4
PEHEL<, TCICERMBREE L TAIREL TV D, BIEFIEORIIL, 1BFRA 7V 2
—/b, AEFERONFCRBBEE, HIFF SN2 PRI ZRAEGFES ., EREMOE )
HREFOMER - HEIZL>TEDY 55, LoT, K CQITxHd 2HELH I P AU
Pk, ALFIRIERM AW H L CTIRETH 2 & & L,

PRI DA - 15
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ZERBEERR

D) ACFBEIBIRIEETT 9 2 L 2 RET 5,

)
175 2 L iR

1TH9 ZEERE | TRV L& | TR LA HE | H#E5E
% (FRVHELE) T2 (FHVHERE) | BT 2D (FHVHERE) | 5292 BRVHESE) | 22 L
46% 51% 3% 0% 0%
2) ALFEERMAIT S Z LA RET D,
ITOZ MRS 1T Z LA RE | ITORVWI &R | 1ThRNWI & & | H#E 4T
% (FRVHELE) T 5 (FIWVHELE) | 292 (F9WVHESE) | 5292 (FRVHELE) | 72 L
56% 44% 0% 0% 0%

A ~D#EE

JR T TEIBR AN REAESE O VERR AR 1 TP AR Wiz L v b L om B L
TETWD (LR 1, LC 1), FEMWRW DO TIEHR L, KRR COIRRHIE N
FNDHRWTH D, (LFHFFFIEOF R & LTIE, ALFEREHEMIC I U, 2 4FEFE
G EOF RN AGFEEOR EERND 2 L RATHIEIC X 2R S HIFE T
LT ENRHDL (LR 4, —FH., ALFEEFMOFRIL, LFBOHREECE LA
EHRGNBETH Y | HRIBIENATRER Z BRI b5, A% OBEKRRRIC L > Tl
TRIEOBEMESTERALNIT LI ENEETH D,

71 FH TR

1) Moertel CG, Childs DS Jr, Reitemeier RJ, et al. Combined 5-fluorouracil and
supervoltage radiation therapy of locally unresectable gastrointestinal cancer.
Lancet 1969;2:865-867. (7 > & L)
2) Moertel CG, Frytak S, Hahn RG, et al. Therapy of locally unresectable
(6000 rads)

radiation alone, moderate dose radiation (4000 rads + 5-fluorouracil), and high

pancreatic carcinoma: a randomized comparison of high dose
dose radiation + 5—fluorouracil: The Gastrointestinal Tumor Study Group. Cancer
1981;48:1705-1710. (TF > & LX)

3) Klaassen DJ, Maclntyre JM,
unresectable cancer of the stomach and pancreas: a randomized comparison of 5-

and maintenance 5—

J Clin Oncol

Catton GE, et al. Treatment of locally

fluorouracil alone with radiation plus concurrent

fluorouracil-——an Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group study.
1985;3:373-378. (7 & L)

4) Gastrointestinal Tumor Study Group: Treatment of locally unresectable
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carcinoma of the pancreas: Comparison of combined—modality therapy
(chemotherapy plus radiotherapy) to chemotherapy alone. J Natl Cancer Inst
1988;80:751-755. (T > & L)

5) Cohen SJ, Dobelbower R Jr, Lipsitz S, et al; Eastern Cooperative Oncology
Group. A randomized phase III study of radiotherapy alone or with 5—fluorouracil
and mitomycin—C in patients with locally advanced adenocarcinoma of the
pancreas: Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group study E8282. Int J Radiat Oncol
Biol Phys 2005;62:1345-1350. (7 > 4 )

6) Shinchi H, Takao S, Noma H, et al. Length and quality of survival after
external-beam radiotherapy with concurrent continuous 5—fluorouracil infusion
for locally unresectable pancreatic cancer. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys
2002;53:146-150. (7 >4 1)

7) Chauffert B, Mornex F, Bonnetain F, et al. Phase III trial comparing
intensive induction chemoradiotherapy (60 Gy, infusional 5-FU and intermittent
cisplatin) followed by maintenance gemcitabine with gemcitabine alone for
locally advanced unresectable pancreatic cancer. Definitive results of the
2000-01 FFCD/SFRO study. Ann Oncol 2008;19:1592-1599. (Z > 4 LX)

8) Loehrer PJ Sr, Feng Y, Cardenes H, et al. Gemcitabine alone versus
gemcitabine plus radiotherapy in patients with locally advanced pancreatic
cancer: an Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group trial. J Clin Oncol 2011; 29:4105-
4112. (Z & L)

K1 JRFTEATUIBRARERERE (9 5 T v AR

o o || LA

g || R | e (e |m |

o e | o || ||

| ()

Moertel” 1969 | 35-40 Gy+5-FU | — — — 32 10.4 <0. 05
— 40 Gy | — — 32 6.3

Moertel? 1981 | 40 Gy+5-FU — — 5-FU 28 10. 6 <0.01

GITSG 60 Gy+b-FU — — 5-FU 31 10.1 <0.01
— 60 Gy | — — 25 5.7

Klaassen® 1985 | 40 Gy+5-FU — — 5-FU 47 8.3 n. s.

ECOG — — 5- 5-FU 44 8.2
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FU
GITSGY 1988 | 54 Gy+b—-FU — — SMF 22 10.5 0. 02
— — SMF | SMF 21 8.0
Cohen® 2005 | 59. 4Gy+5— — — — 55 8.4 0.16
FU+MMC
ECOG — 59.4 — — 49 7.1
Gy
Shinchi® 2002 | 50.4 Gy+b-FU — — 5-FU | 16 13.2 0. 0009
— — — — 15 6.4
Chauffert” 2008 | 60 Gy+b—| — — GEM 59 8.6 0.03
FU+CDDP
FFCD/SFRO — — GEM | GEM 60 13.0
Loehrer? 2011 | 50.4 Gy+GEM — — GEM 34 11.1 0.017
ECOG — — GEM | GEM 37 9.2

5-FU: 7 /A4 wuv oL
SMF: A RV R <A h~A2 2 C ZAFarIign

MC: A h~A T C

GEM: A L % © Lkt

CDDP: v AT FF L7

n.s.: AEZERL
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2. 1591E (Treatment)
ST T Y BR A BEEEE D16 L (L)
A, SRR E (Radiation) (R)
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LR1 JRFTHEEITEIRRABERERE 1T/t U T AR XT3 R S v B 0> 2

AT —=hFA b

1) JRPTEATOIBR AR RRIEE Ok U T U BIRIE 21T 2 581X, 7ok 1o
FPR AR OO ZRET 5

2) JRPFTEATUIRRA RS 5 U B PN EIE 21T S HAicid, 7 Ay 2 B U
WEDORZIRET D

[ HEDOME : 5\, =T AOHEEME (RS) :C () ]

fiREe.

JRFTHEA TUIBR A BB (2 53 2 B RRIRIR IC DWW T, AbREZ RO 2 &
T, BHRIEREMIC R THRBEET D ENA X T T RAORRY TREN
TWb, AXATICER SN T ¥ Mt IT Wb, 74 nrnu 7ok
NR—=2 & LTALFIREDNA NSO N TWAS Z LD, Zvda o T o LG bR
FOEDEEEIRE & LT ST & e, — 07, FillofFHERNlc W TR, v
U R Z TR AEICET D T 04 MU 1T FERER > V03 S TITbniz b D0,
55 11T AHRRBRIT 22 < . AFUCB W TR & 72> TW D 7 A2 B Ui, S-1
B LT, KT & AME BRI Z b T2,

7el2 L, Ay Z v R (2002 4 L0 REEIGE) . S-1 (2006 4F X 0 PRIRIGED)
A L O RO L PSRRI O T, 8 1. 1T MR Z s & U7 AFgehs 3
DENAATHEZ CMESNLTND

T b SRR E ORI OW TR, EHlOR G- EA@E E (1, 000mg/m2) KV
Tﬁf(%~m%@ﬁm&5%fL1@ F 7213100 mg/m2 LA F IR STl 2 []) .
45~54Gy (1.8Gy~2.0Gy/1 [Al, 1WFENE) OFSBYERLE EHAGDEZ LY A )
ZMEISNTEY Y7, %m)@ AAEHI O 1% 8. 2~16.6 » H Th - 7=,
Grade 3 DL FOW LS A ERLRIL 12. 5~57% L ME SN TWER, D% TR
BERRIEETH -T2,

S-1 & DOPHIITHOWTIE, 50.4Gy (1.8Gy/1 [B], 1@H 4y ENE) ODﬁiﬁffiﬁgﬁﬁ
mg/m2/day @ S-1 Z[EIEGEH (dayl-14, 22—3510 W IS R IR OEE P )\ ES
721% 50Gy (1.25Gy/1 [EIZT 1 H 2 [\l mLLNﬁﬁmm%ﬁ%& S-1 % 80
mg/m2/day . dayl-21 TEETHL AL WRPFESNTEY . 24AFHIM O Pl
1£12.9~16.8 » . Grade 3 L EDORMEMOWMLIEAERHLIL 2~24% ThHh 7=
(#),
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ASEIOHIRITIBNTIX, 7ok ) IPUREIBAH, BROT L2 v s
DFRGFEZIRET D0, Hxe DL YA TOHEINOEG B G HE, BEHRIEOR
MESCHEIRE R L, Hi— SN b ol uniy, TN TH 2011 LIRS E S iz
IR & 2AEFHRIOPRMEIL 12 » ABDOZEBADHDONREL ., FRZ 2~3F4 1
ZLOEMAEMFIOHAINTEY, HETREATHD, T HD Grade 3 PL EOE
WHEEFERIT 100K CTH Y FRFEANLEE X N5,

PLEEX Y JBTETUBRARRERSE I Z AT 2L P BIRIEIC B VT, HARED L
DAV EHRT LN ET R FRNEOO, L TR Z L L EGIE
P ORE RO, AN EAEMICB T 268 AMEH#HER LSS, 7 v{be ) I ¥
VRPIRAI, TS AV X B UERRE & ORROFRRIEEZRET D,
T2 UEBIR TR, AV Z EUEBEORG VY A U ERIZE > THlkx Th D
EWHALER SR L MR FEMEDS T WEE, U T SS1 O FREFEREm N E VD
ERLHV, 200 LA EFRIUHEL LTk T 2 0I5 % OREFERETH

50

LB RBEERR

1) JRETEITUIBRANGENERE (5 L TR ISR IE 21T O S5 aiZid, 7 vfbe') SV
RAB AR OO ZIRET D

IO 2L aHERS | 1T5 2L RE | 1TTDRWVWI L& | 1ThhnT & &2HE | HilE
% (BRUVHESE) 5 (B0 | ZTD GV [ BT v L
%) 1) %)

53% 47% 0% 0% 0%

2) JRPTEITUIBRANRERE (8 L B RIRIE 21T 9 BB IiE, Ay 2 e i

e DM ERET D
1T 2 &R | 179 2L Z2EBE | 1TTOhRVWI L2 | 1ThRnZ & 2HE | #HESE
% (FRVHEDE) T 5 (FHVHE £T5 (FHE | BT D5 (GRVWE | 2L
5y 5y )
33% 65% 3% 0% 0%
A ~D#S

TDOCQDTEF L ADICI 5 TN D 2000~2010 FFROFTEF TOIBEIZEE~, IF
ETITHUR RR TR IR O E ks FE L 3 . 3D-CRT (CT Z V7= 3 RociaEETm) Ik
D IR A~ORREAE T & B IEF R~ O IE S BIRN FTRE S 72 0 | ALRRIE DO RE &
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% & STIL I IEIE D AT ATRE L 7o o TE TV AT, 5% S LR HIRESR
O EREIFREESND, o, REEFHBFIER (Intensity Modulated Radiation
Therapy ; IMRT) 2MREBRAGR S, ARLT 2B HEShoobh 508 07, EgE R
BT O T DI E O RN MNATH Y | KRB — A TITH) FNREE
LV,

51 F 3CHk

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

Sultana A, Smith CT, Cunningham D, et al. Systematic review, including
meta—analyses, on the management of locally advanced pancreatic cancer
using radiation/combined modality therapy. British J Cancer 2007;
96:1183-90 (A & fif#T)

Hurt CN, Falk S, Crosby T, et al. Long—term results and recurrence
patterns from SCALOP: a phase II randomised trial of gemcitabine— or
capecitabine—based chemoradiation for locally advanced pancreatic cancer.
Br J Cancer 2017; 116:1264-1270. (7 > % X)

Oberic L, Viret F, Baey C, et al. Docetaxel- and 5-FU-concurrent
radiotherapy in patients presenting unresectable locally advanced
pancreatic cancer: a FNCLCC—-ACCORD/0201 randomized phase II trial’s pre-
planned analysis and case report of a 5.b—-year disease—free survival.
Radiat Oncol 2011; 6:124. (T & L)

Blackstock AW, Tepper J, Niedwiecki D, et al. Cancer and leukemia group B
(CALGB) 89805: Phase II chemoradiation trial using gemcitabine in
patients with locoregional adenocarcinoma of the pancreas. Int J
Gastrointest Cancer 2003; 34:107-116. (3ET7 > & A)

Okusaka T, Ito Y, Ueno H, et al. Phase II study of radiotherapy combined
with gemcitabine for locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Br J Cancer
2004; 91:673-677. (FET & L)

Girard N, Mornex F, Bossard N, et al. Estimating optional dose of twice—
weekly gemcitabine for concurrent chemoradiotherapy in unresectable
pancreatic carcinoma: mature results of GEMRT-01 phase I trial. Int J
Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2010; 77:1426-1432. (FEZ & L)

Shibuya K, Oya N, Fujii T, et al. Phase II study of radiation therapy
combined with weekly low—dose gemcitabine for locally advanced,
unresectable pancreatic cancer. Am J Clin Oncol 2011; 34:115-119. (GEZ
VAN
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8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

Loehrer PJ, Feng Y, Cardenes H, et al. Gemcitabine alone versus
gemcitabine plus radiotherapy in patients with locally advanced
pancreatic cancer: an Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group Trial. J clin
Oncol 2011; 29: 4105-4112. (J & L)

Cardenes HR, Moore AM, Johnson CS, et al. A phase Il study of gemcitabine
in combination with radiation therapy in patients with localized,
unresectable, pancreatic cancer: a Hoosier Oncology Group study. Am J
Clin Oncol 2011; 34:460-5. (3ET > & L)

Sudo K, Yamaguchi T, Ishihara T, et al. Phase Il study of oral S—-1 and
concurrent radiotherapy in patients with unresectable locally advanced
pancreatic cancer. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2011; 80:119-25. (FEZ
5 2)

Kim HM, Bang S, Park JY, et al. Phase II trial of S-1 and concurrent
radiotherapy in patients with locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Cancer
Chemother Pharmacol 2009; 63: 535-541. (3T > & A)

Tkeda M, Ioka T, Ito Y, et al. A multicenter phase II trial of S-1 with
concurrent radiation therapy for locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Int
J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2013; 85:163-9. (T & L)

Shinchi H, Maemura K, Mataki Y, et al. A phase Il study of oral S-1 with
concurrent radiotherapy followed by chemotherapy with S—1 alone for
locally advanced pancreatic cancer. J Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2012;
19:152-8.  (FET & 1)

Ducreux M, Giovannini M, Baey C, et al. Radiation plus docetaxel and
cisplatin in locally advanced pancreatic carcinoma: a non—comparative
randomized phase II trial. Dig Liver Dis 2014; 46:950-5. (FEZ & L)
Fiore M, Trodella L, Valeri S, et al. Prospective study of cetuximab and
gemcitabine in combination with radiation therapy: feasibility and
efficacy in locally advanced pancreatic head cancer. Radiat Oncol 2015;
10:255.  QGET & 24)

Krishnan S, Chadha AS, Suh Y, et al. Focal Radiation Therapy Dose
Escalation Improves Overall Survival in Locally Advanced Pancreatic
Cancer Patients Receiving Induction Chemotherapy and Consolidative
Chemoradiation. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2016; 94:755-65. (REfF|4E
F&)
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17) Goto Y, Nakamura A, Ashida R, et al. Clinical evaluation of intensity-
modulated radiotherapy for locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Radiat
Oncol; 2018 13:118.  (FEMIEERE)

£ UIBRREE SR AT TR S R DAL SR R TE 00 L 872 55 TTAHRABR O R
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Grade3LlE Grade3ll E

WEE (RS ; * 4 e EFHETS 1F4EF 284£7F SUHELE BREELEE
jipakepuisss £ OERB BARRE HREPRE Tigm) ®mon =k EEESR AEER
(%) (%)
Blackscok AW GEM 40mg/m2
(CALGB. US) 2003 | 43 |50.4Gy/28fr | gy oSy 8.2 33 5 28 0
Okusaka T (E3ZAY GEM
. 2004 | 42 [50.4Gy/28fr [250mg/m2 4 95 28 23 57 0
~AtB—) B
b2
GEM
Shibuya K (BT&RK)| 2011 | 22 |54Gy/30fr [250mg/m2 & 16.6 74 14 14 95
el
(Cl:cri?aennaelle:iis and GEM
; 2011 | 28 |54Gy/30fr |600mg/m2 & 103 30 11 125 NA
Bren Simon Cancer A
Center, US) =
S-1
Sudo K (FEK. 80mg/m2/day,
FEMApoay | 2010 | 34 [504Gy/28fr | T TR 16.8 70.6 NA 24 88
35
- o1
Kim HM
(Severance 2009 | 25 |[504Gy/28f |B0M8/m2/day, 12.9 43 NA 20 NA
: day1-14, 22—
Hospital, Korea) s
o S-1
[}
3;‘)'”""' HEERE | 501 | 50 [50GY/20fr/blgs o /mo/day. | 143 62 27 4 0
id -
day1-21
Ikeda M (% HEE% 3t ik
ks BRI 12013 61 |50.4Gy/28fr |80mg/m2/day, 16.2 72 26 2 NA
R, B&) ]
B5H
DOC
Ducreux M (% 5% 20mg/m2+CDD
0. 5502 2014 | 50 |54Gy/30fr (oot 96 41 NA 51 24
B8
! GEM
g‘i"'_eMM d@""‘"“s 300mg/m2+Ce
9recleo 2015 | 21 |50.4Gy/28fr |tuximab 400— 15.3 66 28 143 NA
University, €%1)
250mg/m2 &
7) -
= * Cape
Hurt CN,(gm‘&# 2017 | 36 [50.4Gy/28fr [830mg/m2 & 176 63.9 16.7 12 NA
B/, 1¥UR) A
* GEM
38 |50.4Gy/28fr [300mg/m2 & 14.6 474 105 34 NA
el

GEMAEEES LS BE Y | Cape: AL AE Y DOC:RE4F 1)L bid:1 H2[EI BB 5T (hN1E:8 5 BB ST) . NAnot available
* 12;E1 8 ) GEM+Cape ) E A L2 % % [ Cape B & GEMEEZE|Y {1 [+ &N FzRandomize d I 5 B
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LR2 JRATEITEIRRAREREEE IS0 B AHRIBIR & L C, T Y v _EiER R
FIIHERIN D ?

AT —RFA R

SR THIBR A REIAERE | ot 3 2 R iR L, KEIIRIEDE U o 7B~ T 55 BEHIAT
DRWZ L ERET D,

[(HEROM S  FERITTH., TEF U RA0OEEE (RE) : D GEREIZH) ]

JRPTEATUIBR AN BB L2 6r U CIIAb P AU IRIE 21T 5 2 &R ST D, £
DERD BRI O RR R AFE (clinical target volume : CTV) & L C. WIRAYNE
JEARFE (gross tumor volume : GTV) Z/RFTOBAMEERIHER O L E Nz 57207 T <,
JERDZ2NY o HisER (FRIRY Y > ~EifEE) 250 5030 & 5 NI OV TRET L
7o W CTV IZBET 2 7 v & MEEERBIII TOhN TR LT, MV ET VA IFEL
7200, FRICKENRIEFR U > SEi~O TR Y 2~ ESEI & & 6D T2 A FRE BF O 5513 TH
(EERFEFMEN TR 725 LV ) HEABEBEH LT, KR CQIZxr3 2HESREA1ERL LT,

BEREIX Y o IR SO B PR O BEEE DS B T 8 FRICEICK TIEPRE U 2R
fEIKE LT Thil 726 L3 AT E COERENR Y o Higak 2 & A 72 BT E CIRR T
bV TE 7o, RILFHRBERIEOE X, WETH PR Y Vil 2 & D 72 A0
NI A HWGIND Z ENRZU,

L2 LR ATHEAT UIBR R REREE [k LT, R AR ORIENNE TH Y | TR Y
VONENEIRE CHRIFIZE DI BRIZIZ LW ETIEIEBXHTND 5, F7-UIBRE O ELH
WRFRBER OIS TIE, BBHEEO S WY U EIIEABFICIRF L Tz e 5 50
DU U RTRORAVIEEREIR Y I A (R T~ R T D LD bR L VICl
FoTNDIENZNETHHLORH D P, TOTDRHALERIEE T 25651,
GTV DI, ET721X GV LR D Y R Ei O IR G LI BAHEDN KA B D K 91272
S>T&ET,

INETORE T, THHEY Y /S EfEE RS 21T © 151X 2007 FLLRTO WA 732 < |
EAEFHMOPRIEIL 8.2~14.5 » A TH -7 7, SHAPEANIZ 7V An 7oL E
Tl T by 2 © R I 2 , kF L TTRIR Y BRI R 21T D W iE T o4
AR O T RAEIL 11.2~16.8 » A TH Y, THY v SEISEIRERE 217 5 ik & b
AL AL EOFRERNREN TN D Y, FRIZ 2011 FLIBEOWE TIZ 12 » HEHZ D
HONEL . PERTIRNAKNLY Lo 2 LB F 7213 S-1 3%,

—J7. PRIRI Y o EifEIE A B O T2 IR BRI EF O 55 I T IRGHATENIC & £ 41 2 &
RN 2, LR B ER TR 72D T A Y v M H D, KEAREF Y > <Hiz TR Y
oS E L2 A 2 v R OF AE BB R T O ABFZE 1 HIZB W T,
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ZEAZE R (RFE (Planning Target Volume: PTV) 73 500 cm3 LA C Grade3 LA LDk
R OHEE N BEICE N> 72 (<500 ecm3: 37.5%, =500 cm3 76.9%) LMELTWD

W PBERE 21T\ A 2 v R O AL O RRIE R T O ABFZE 1 ks
WTH, MREEPHNIANTG A Graded DL EOTELEEMEOHEN G EIZE WD & B3 #H
HEEIRTWD Y,

ZDO LRI EBIRWNT I Y N EifEiER E O LBV, FFTHEOmE» S b
BEFROBEPO HLHENZ LR RBIND, B R TORERERZ CTV X GTV+0. 5-
1.5em E&F 2 HiL, EHIT0.5-2 cm OFEMEREN U4 IIE L2 PTV ~— 2 U 21 %
5L CHEEITEED U o REi (peri—pancreatic nodes) ARG FiLDH, F-RREEL
WA VLR ER BN A FRIEEE (SBRT) 1P ol AT AU BIAE (IMRT) "1 THRRE D
EPEEZEO L HEBHNGND X 512> TE 7=, SBRT TIE CTV IZTFHR U >/ i
FEI 2 4 < GO R WIREE, IMRT TIXEEB OBEERE WY o E ﬁ%a@%%%#
WHINLD Z EBLND D BRENESCHRISHIPH O I DUV TE A % O RFIRERER I
HRGENVLETH D,

LLEXY, BRI WTE, RFTETUIERA B O 7 B SR IER X, B
FRIBIE ORI, B X OMLFRIEOIHAZZBET 5 &, TR o EiEik RS 3 HE
T, RBAREFE Y > _fi~O TR TN & 2 3_ET 5,

Z BB R

IO LMY | 1T9 ZL2RE [ 1TTORVWI L& | TORV I L2 | 12
% (BRVHELE) 5 (35WVHELE) | D (B3 HERE) | 4895 (FROESE) | e L
0% 0% 100% 0% 0%

HH~DIEE

RS FE T RRIB IR BT DB L0, IR LT b MR TR o s O U BRIG IR 203
T2 X 9127~ T 8 7R RESELHIZ DWW T, U 2 SRR OB 2 ARHLIC LT CTV
ZBOE LT IR O ILEGBR 21T 5O WER D 5,

71 FH TR

1) Brunner TB, Merkel S, Grabenbauer GG, et al. Definition of elective lymphatic
target volume 1in ductal carcinoma of the pancreatic head based on
histopathologic analysis. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2005; 62:1021-9. (=7
— )

2) Nagakawa T, Kobayashi H, Ueno K, et al. Clinical study of lymphatic flow to
the paraaortic lymph nodes in carcinoma of the head of the pancreas. Cancer
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2. 1591E (Treatment)
HFIRE A2 A DR OREE (W)
A, bZEYE (Chemotherapy) (C)
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2. 1591E (Treatment)
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BIBRRRERERE PR E L 72 EBD & PTBD % bt L7= RCT OEIL /e A3, M HEPHZE
Zx9 % RCTVIZERW T, FHREDRIZASE (89% vs T6%), TRMZNHE (&) 1X EBD
WA BEIENTEY (81% vs 61% p=0.017), BIEFEZRE EBD (2~ PTBD TiE< (19%
vs 67%), 30 HLINIET-R A EIZ PTBD THWE R TH -7 (16% vs 33%, p=0.016).
Ko TEBD St s 5.

FEMEESIC K 2+ 45 as 70 E QN RIK C+ i 5 = FLEA £ CINRREBI O 25 D3 K
725, BENATHE T O IR NEE RS 23 K2 C EBD WARIh O 1E, RERIIRE &
L T PTBD X° EUS-BD 2%#4R &#1%. EUS-BD & PTBD % Lbig: L 7= RCT*? Tid, FHRRIIR
(95.5% vs 92.3%), TAEZELIFR(1.1% vs 90.7%) &N, BIIER (10.6% vs
29. 6%) 1% EUS-BD DNV 2R ThH -~ 72, #%AM S BEMFEO LR 2> 7 TH1E
FREDFRERTH Y, DEEbEAT3 %@Mﬁ&6ﬁ@%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%@%&mk
PTBD ZH#E L72Y AT =T 4 v 7 L E a—& A X ¥ ik, FHARTIERILESE T (0R,
1.78; 95% CI, 0.69-4.59; I*= 22%), VAHEZE2N=1T EUS-BD 2ME T Y (0R, 0.45;
95% CI, 0.23-0.89; I*= 0%), BIAEHRE EUS-BD TAr72u(0R, 0.23; 95% CI, 0.12-
0.47; 1%= 5T fEHETdho7=. £72, reintervention OHEE & EUS-BD THEIZD 72\
EHE SN TWD . —HIRIC PN L T & % EUS-BD IZ4M8ED PTBD (2 R TALE # DK TR
b7, Fa—T7ERELERWIZOBEHEAN DIV, TR CThif 725 7]
REE WO FRTITAR L, B LIEWNHEEENMT O RETH Y, SEE, BOHBREE 5
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L, WD+ 22X G AIRE 72 —E DO RiaX CORMITIN D DNEE LN EFE R D.
—J5, EBD & EUS-BD Otk A & BIEAFFE CTOLE: V& /W5 &, THARIIE, HRED
RICEFRL, BRERLELRWVERTH Y, BEEITRWV D OOPER OB X EUS-
BD 2MEWN & s K TUN A, 7277 L, EBD & EUS-BD 23 B4 % filia) X AFZ2 1345 e,

EUS-BD %% EBD [REERs OREIRE & OMLEFTIZED S 720,

ZHSBRIERR

ITH ZEEHMSET (4T 9 T L 2R | IThRWVWIZ L2 | IThianZ & &4 | #E1E
% (FRUHESE) T 5 (FIWHERE) | BT 2 (F9WVHERE) | 3292 (RVHERE) | 72 L
19% 81% 0% 0% 0%

A ~ORS

2018 4EIZ 72 V) EIEE A k52 & L7- EBD & EUS-BD % trils L 7= RCT 23 S 0. (BIE

R, WRIR L bICHEAT RS,

R LS — DB R BT o IR D 8 5 3%,

TELL RO EERENTEY, FiM B E L TRFOIRREIR L OFRRTH
S LTWA, 7272 L EUS-BD 23 EBD D X 5 ICW KT 272 OIITHADT S R L F
BEOMSINUATSH .
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SSt2 PBAZEMBEEZMEI RO S LINAIOBEIIN LTS ITRAT 4 v I AT
VEEAFV I AT U MIELLRHRINEN?

AT —hA B

1. AZ Vw7 27 FOMERZIRET D,

2. FHNEIRIN NG R T 7 AT 4 v 7 A7 NOEHBIRET 5,
[(HEROME : Fv, T RA0EEME (RE) : ¢ &) ]

fiREe.

PR ZEMEBEE 2 £F O ERE ABRE OAFRIIEE N L — %47 D BUIE, B0 7R 2h B 0r
A I LEEZ LEE LW EREETHY . S HIITENTH O A OHEIZ 2
ERIFIBRNZELEETHD, A7 v Nl LIcdh & FREEAE D MBI 72 5 HA
ELTIE, A7 NORAENR K TH D03, FEERIZITAT b OB TR
R ETHHUENPLELRDGENHY, AENXINOEE LD T (A7 FR
4] LEFRLTHFI L,

BEEN BT OWTIE, Haapamaki® 575 149 FIOMFI T, T AT 4 v 7 AT 2 MR
80% (101/126), A Z U v 7 AT NEED 61% (14/23) THEBAF T 0 Wi H 21T 72
Mo Tz &S LT 5 (P=0. 058), Decker? 51X 29 BIOMFIT, T AT 4 v 7 AT
REEDS 67% (12/18) THEBIF CTH-T=DIZx L, A XV v 7 27 FRETIE 100%
11/1) TH ol EHMELTWD, MATR L= BIT T TAT 4 v I AT R &
AZY w7 AT v MR LICHEICBW T, BEERIZOVWTELE LTS H DI
DI, TFEICRKRERE NIV O LB s,

ATV MREBWZOWTE, AX Y v 7 27 hOFGRAEEHRET D2 HONRZ W (£
1), Tol® BILANMA & 2k — MMFZE 161 BIOMFHIB T, T AT 4 v 7 AT Mt
T30% (31/102), A XV w7 AT MEET 6% (3/49) I AT v MARERD T L&
L T2 (P=0.003), ABFZEOFHF AR 5 EREE CTH Y | Wb FREE DT E
BT 21T 2 BAIC B W TR B E RISV b o L Bbi b, Crippa Hid#E 1O
RO — L EENDALZTFT IV ARZBWWC, YT AT 4 w7 AT MET 14.8%
(42/283), A XV vy 7 AT MET3.4%(B/88) L HARICT TAT 4 v I AT b
BETAT UV PARENZNE LTV (P=0.009), A NHOZEHIOHELE LT, 77
AT 4 v I AT NDOHRDOEKAETILSH 573, Sasahira® b RS HERR D% Al & AFIE T
NEARAE DIEMERRZZICXT LT T AT 4 v 7 AT 2 & FHWTTRT R L — Y O RliE %
ML TWD, MEICED & 1B HIORREEI T I AT 4 v 7 AT v NEEZAT
VK120 A OFFRFEAR T 51 51 (38%) ICAT v FAREEZRDTEY | Tol? b it &
FFERIFEOKAETH T,
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F7-. T4 borderline resectable FEEEIZXT L Tl b (NAC) Z#—EHIRIT -
729 ZTHREMEAT D EF HHM L CTER Y . NAC 217 9 SEFNI KT L Cilis & bhlk L 7=
HHHA S LD, Tsuboi” HI% 20 BIDAHGE K L — %175 72 NAC JEBNZIRW T, 7
TAT AT AT METT2. 7% @B/1DIZAT Y NAREROTN, AXV v I AT
 MEETIERRD 72> 72 (0%(0/9)) (P=0.01) L LTEY, EBIZ, TYTAT 4 v T A
72 MEFITEE® 60 H T 45%., 90 H T60%IZAT v MAEERBDT- L HfEL T
%o ATV MNAEREWEST ZBEOMBE S L U QIR A —E L TO2RWVER S
V. KFlZ. borderline resectable Ji&JE C NAC 21T D JEHNZ DUWNTIL, MR E
HHNELS D7D ALY v 7 AT ERARETR D,

AR OEPHEICOWTIX, T AT 4 v 7 AT METHE.3-43.6%, AX VY w7 A
TV MET6.6-40% ThH o7z ™ 0 SOHEDERB LR D120 MHREIC L - THRIE
REDHDICRERENH D OO, WMFERIZAETRNE LTWD b DORZN, &if
JERNCHEAT L7z Crippa? D A X 75 U L 22BNV T, FEIKRICOWTIE, 7T AT 4
v J AT MRED 11.8% (51/432) . AZ U v 7 A7 NN 5.1% (8/159) TH Y, 7
FTAT A w7 ATV METHEICEL (P=0.04), HIIRICOWTIZ T T AT 4 v 7 A
TV MEDN0.7%(2/269), A XV v 7 A7 MEEDN0.7% (1/131) L RIZETH -7 &
HLTWS, 72720, ZOAZTF IV ADFRERBITEAENBZAMEHZIED DT
»H b,

UELDFR G, =7 AL THO LIV RORRT 2 EARERD RN &
IRMCTAZY v I AT FNOMERERET D, LNLRRE, ME—D RCT IZHBWTH
WHEARAY 14 HRETZR THIULX, ATV PREBIZBWTH T TAT 4 v I AT U hNERAH
Vo7 270 MIFREONRBETH D, 5T, K TIIHEA BRSO ET R L) —
ICTTAT 4w 7 AT MEFL TSR D h b T FET 5 EEbhd, 2
NHDOREEE X, FHTHIRIAEWGEICIXT T AT 4 v 7 A7 OB B RET
LHZtlliz, = HT, ATV RLIARBEVDIRANITTIRAT 4 v I ATV RS
DM THDHD, —ETHLAT Y MBI TARET D &, FRUIZITAZ Y v 7 R
T MNERELEGALIZEREFEOIRXA NRLELRD, £, ATV MRLEERD
FTHA I VT Ko TUEFIMPIE & e D 0[RS H Y . WTIDO AT o b & BT
HNE, BEOHRELME L2 5 2 TRE L2TUuT e b2, 2B, AX U v R
T v NERETLEE. AT Y hOBMEASAFEARE G L & AIFER) D
b HFEEDOHBEL & > CHIHANIALET 2 L 5 FANZ CT 28 L THET 52 &0 E
HTH D,

Z RS R
AT—=hFAV 1
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) L EHMELET | 1TO Z L RIRE | 1ThRVWI LA | fThRnZ L2 HE | #HESE
(FRUHEE) T 5 (FHVHE ET5 (BWHE | BEFD GRVHE | L
1) 1) 1)
5% 94% 0% 0% 3%
AT —hA 2
THZEEHESET | 1T9 2 EARE | [TORWVWI L& | [ThhRWnWI & & | HlE
% (BRUOHESE) T 5 (FIWHE T2 (FHE BT GRWHE | L
) ) )
8% 94% 0% 0% 0%
A ~D#EE

PAZENE THIA 2 14 5 B O iR IHE
Vo AT v Ml U283 13 L TL v &

TV 23, ARCQ

RLF—JIZBWC T TR T 4w T AT hE AKX

- AP e A P4

MR Z TRV, NAC 21T 9 SEFIEE 2 5o b ABUR 2B E 2 3, BTN E
SRDIEFINEZ D2 TRIN, TORAZY v I AT MBRARIENZD, L
LIRS T - iR OB HHER LIZOWTEARZRR B L. AQICHTHTE
T U AEES DO H L ORCTIC L 2BFBBETH D,
(£ 1) FHFHIMTICRIT D AT 2 FARO R
wEE (F) 2Tk SERIE | MRMEREE | R T~ b AE | MR
3 10Fr PS 102 N 30% 5.258
Tol JAetal.” (2016) L -
C-SEMS 49 6% 5.3:8
7Fr PS 11 72.7%
- 5) l we4g*
Tsuboi T et al.” (2016) CSEMS 5 »1) % ¥84H
10Fr PS 43 16.3% 14.2H
6) L
Song TJ etal.” (2016) C-SEMS 43 ® 4.7% 12368
10Fr PS 176 7.4% »Y 110
Haapamaki C et al.” (2015) i HYorklL / ) H
C-SEMS or U-SEMS 29 3.4% 7L - 348
7 7Fr or 8.5Fr PS 21 86% 102H
Kubota K et al.” (2014) Hl)
C-SEMS 17 24% 120H
10Fr PS 18 39% 24H
2) o [/
Decker C et al.” (2013) SEMS T AN 0% 75

PS: 2 R7Fv 7 RF> b, SEMS: BEHaRE X %Y v X7k, C-SEMS : covered SEMS, U-

SEMS :

uncovered SEMS

* B EERSY A 2L (15 4 2 L21R) + B PR RIS TR 21 B
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AT —hA b
AL 7 2T b OFEREHERES 2
[(HREOME : AV, =TV ADKESE (BE) (A (G8) ]

FiREEH.

MR AT > N ORI &7 9 BRI EE 2 OIIBFECTH 5, BEEICIRS T, JELIRROE
PERGEPAZE CIZ AT > N OBATFMEIZ L » THRE Q0L oAb IERkSE O nl 572 E ) 8k
. PAZEICIE S IBERIIBEDOAFERCHNHESHERZE L, BUEMRZ L b dH D, Bl
TEAT v N OBMEEICEE U T, RER il B0 70 < AT 2 FAZECHERE AR 272
EmX T IR R DM FENRANSG N TEY | Meta—analysis & REE/RNTH 5,
Tokyo criteria TIX AT v b OBATEMEIIIRE B ZEIRBED I (Recurrent biliary
obstruction : RBO) A& 2 £ TOHM A Time to RBO (TRBO) & L CaFffid 5 Z & A3
RRERINTND, RBOIEAT » MAE L BB LV ERINTEY , 5% OE LN FF-
N5 (1), BIFEME L RIERICEZE 72 DA RBO LISADOIRFIE TH 0 . BERCNEFER e E3E
b DTh D,

Plastic stent(PS) & Self-expandable metallic stent (SEMS) DLbigz 1795 kT,
LERORRER TN 2 ARD Systematic review & 5 ARD RCT Z ¢ H L. systematic review
BiToTlme TNHDTETF U ZAEFEL TV 9 2 TREETH - 7= DIE. IR EENFHZE
HALIC L > TRESNR TR BATREL TV Dmizdbintnwor ot tchsd, 4
BIEEH L7z 5 ARD RCT Tid, BERIZHRZIRE L7 DIL 1L RIZITTHD (2), Z DA
D 4 RiFFEENZL 250508, TORFFTELELTHD 3-6), £/, 2 KD
Systematic review HFERTH 72 (7, 8),

WEHEDNG A %EZ THRZRD 51285 7--> T, Time to RBO (TRBO). RBO D#H
JE L FEEH. RBO LIS OMRFEIE TS, IRSER OB, == A MBI L THET L7z, TRBO {2
ML IR ORZ S E LIERBRIT 1 KLV, 5 KD RCT £TE 2 KD
Systematic review T SEMS DFBHAEICEWVWEWVWIFERTH-7-, RBO DBEEIZE L
TH, HEIZ SEMS OFPMRNE NI FERTH o7, BEROBEEIX | KD RCT T SEMS
DFER OBEFEN 13% & @ TeBN B E LTIHL.3%E 1.8 EEb Loz, £,
MEFER OB 2. T% & 0. 4% & SEMS D AR o 7, A MIBI L TIX.PS KV b SEMS
DFBEMTH D3, FAEND T IUIABE, BEOFHNEEHT 515 O TREMIZIX
SEMS MBI TV D & Shd, FEBERITMHT LT\ 5 RCT 13X 1 AR7Z1F T, SEMS O 23MEN
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R4S AT o PEAZE & @ TEFR I TS, Recurrent biliary obstruction (RBO) 3
BEDENMERSHIEHHEOTOICREBAGECIE U — VR0 e 2y BEOD
Quality of life (CKREREEELE 25, FTMERONMFER 72 L RBO SO MEIIE G M)
¥eTd D, Self-expandable metallic stent (SEMS)|ZiZ B/ S—ffZx (Covered SEMS)
&8 —HE L (Uncovered SEMS) 723&% YV . BiAFEM: & MFEIEIZ D Z MEt L7z, Uncovered
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FEZIN T 5, Tumor/tissue ingrowth OFFHIZ X Y Covered SEMS IFARAEEEIZ [EE X
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X 1. EfELESEAT > b,
A. uncovered stent (Niti-S H+_+8BH AT ~. Taewoong Medical L)

B. covered stent (Niti-S H+ _$5EH a2 27 b, Taewoong Medical fti)
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2. 1591E (Treatment)
FHF - fEFRE (Supportive & Palliative Medicine) (S)
B.  FF - BEFPEYE (Supportive & Palliative Medicine except Stenting)
(Sp)
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WA RTAFEES 2048 @R (FA K74 )
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AT —hFA b
et B LT, EERIEET O 2 L 2R ET D,
(HERDOME : BV, TET U RADOHEEME (RS) :C (89) ]

FiREEH.
American Cancer Society (ACS) 3 L ON American College of Sports Medicine (ACSM)
DA RTARENED 2013 ENAD I ANEYT— g0 T4 R4 (AR
BT —ya VEFR) IZBWTL, WTLh ., BAIREF - % OEB A2 FEHET HERIC
IXRERND U R 7 ERAE BT D0, EEOFEMEIILRETHY ., KJ7 - #5571 - QOL, I D
BB THD ., LRGSR TS, L L BRI TRR L 22> TV DR AFEIT,
FLA A« BISERRDY A« IR AN K3 2 B TR Y | FEREIZOW TOEBRIEO R
LTI EE R ET VU ARGELILTWVRVORBRTH 5,
Z T, Q& (it BTk LC, HERIEZAT ) Z S idHER st 2 &L,
e B 2 PRI, i OEEFIEO R AMEIC DWW THETT 52 & & Lz,
SCHRIRSRIZBA L T, —IRA 7 U —= 72T, FEEBRE XT3 5 EEEIEIC B E O
BHDLFCE S L, kA V== TRARNEY TRV ERE L, 14
PR L7,
Yeo 5 U iX, WEHE - JLEGEREBATL B 102 4 2 RRIC, MARE (HETHMAY v 70
BSHR 70 UCAT O EERYE) L xBEE GRE O T) ITEESIZER T, AMARETIE, B
BERTIC A S 7 Ly b CHEEEE (RETOBSR, 20 4556 40 55~ H Kl %
HEE) ONEZEEL, H1BOEFTCOD v ) > 7 2FE, Elhe L TEHDHK
H(20 436 40 3~ R AZEIRCT) & 3 ATV, EEhFIER A Rk L7
SR REOUGE (EEME9) (IZBIL TiE. B8Pt 3-6 2" HIREi T, SF36 O Mz HE Th
% PCS (BRMAIE DA 2 T) 23, S ABECHRICE LS, /), EENARE: &
HRMREDRIM X 22 < . FRERMEORIENH D Z D, e T U ADMEIEEE (0)
EHIE LTz, QOL ek (M 7) (2B L CTid, iBEt# 3-6 2> K5 T SF36 0 FALIA
HTo® 5 PCS - MCS (AU DA 277) 3, St ABECHBIZEGEN AL, 1
LDOHDFERTHDZEMD, TEF U ADOBI IR B) SHE L, AEEROMH
JE DRy (EEEM: 6) (B L Tik, iBEEf 3-6 20 H AT, BEK (FACIT THHE) - &
Jig (VAS CRHI) 3 ABECAHRICHE LD, 1@wmXOADRRTHLZ LG, =
TUADBIIT () LHELL, —FH, AEFROHEEOHEM (F) (HEME) I
BI L CTlid, iBPit 3-6 22 HIRe i TOAFFEZRIL, STARE L BRI W THEZEDR 20
SR, 1L OHOFERTH O | FHEHFIFT BITOI TR, TETVAD
R S1EEY (C) &HIE L7z,
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XD, ERART Y MIAIHTHZET VAOBRSIIEB () ~C (55) ThoTo
ZEnG, BENRTIET U ADOBSIIC (53) & LT
& LCIE, SRbgae (75 7] - EENARE) . QOL DB, BAIERIC K 2 HFFROM
EOWRWLRFOI, —F, FHE LT, EIRIEIC L2 A EFGOBEITNA L IREET
HEROIRNSTZIEND, EEONT VA TMETH D W L, 6> T, ik
OEEFIEIEN DR BERREVRETH L0, ZLOBEMTI L2 HETH
EBZ BV, BEOMIER - ALICB LR, EEEITE L SEER RSV D,
DAUBEIZRH LTI T —2a v aE T 52T, IBDABEI ALY T —T 3
VB OZEHRINEED FEETH 2 B ABEH O FERENEEDEMETH Y | BEEE DI K
TOEENTE W, @B L CHIAR Y v 7 OREO E & TfT 5 B T Tk
1% (Supervised—exercise) & EFEMERIC B CEBEIRIR CHiti I 5 = S ITBIEDEFRIK
FITIEHEELY, —FH, BECTHMRAY v 7OEMZR L TI7 5 E#H#{E (home-based
exercise) |%, HEWEIED D OEFEITLER L, BEOa X MAMITAD R FEMTE
5, BETOEBKIEOFS|IFE N7y M) Z#ERL, ABRHFICU BT —2 3
VERIER U B Y T g CEMEE GRERE L FEIRELS) SR8 1TO. 2
L. BEML—=27HbRTD, AT ERRE OSBRI FERR LA fER T 5 72
LT, 7TRET IV RICEERTHLERD S,

ZESKRERR

T 2 Z2HERIUTO ZL2RBINTOL RN L 2 R{THO RV D & 2 HEHESR
% (FRVHEDE) L (FWVHERE) =T D (F5WHERE) RS (FRVLHESE) (L

3% 97% 0% 0% 0%

HHEA~DIS

WEREIN 12 DMEENFEIE DR I OW T E ISR STV, — ikl mid 72 3%
FIEBRLETH D, iz, MIEHMFIROMRIOBFEMP IR Y ) 7 — 3 R0
i, Wi 5 [Prehabilitation] Otk G OHE TR0 L HERE DAERF « ceE TR
HAEIERBRAES L2 2H 2 DT REIOBET A KT A L kETOBRZITMRGT &2 3%
Th b,

IR

1) Yeo TP, Burrell SA, Sauter PK, Kennedy EP, Lavu H, Leiby BE, Yeo: A
progressive postresection walking program significantly improves fatigue and
health-related quality of life in pancreas and periampullary cancer patients.
J Am Coll Surg 214: 463-75, 2012.
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SSp4 ETHERBEIC, TRRVR « T « 5320 FH8TH 2 LidHEEHh
B0

AT —RFA R
WATHERBEIZ, TRV ZR T « 5320 5479 2L BRI 5,
[HERDH X : v, EF U 20OmEEME BX) : C (59)])

FiRISC

T KRR« T« =27 (Advance Care Planning; ACP) &, EEIEHRES
AT DAL, B OMEB AR L, EEREEOBEERIERIZ OV THIIZE 2,
S DOIGRL T TIZHONWTO BERCEMZPEIC L, O A FRESCERE LFHLE D
TLEMTEDLIIHICTHZETHAIL],

TR 2 A9 5 18 sl E DR NI LT, ACP 1T 5 Z &A%, ACP 2477\
& BE S TICHART, BEOBRIC B LIEKARI 7 Ok, QOL o b, ERAf
& DIERINTHONTDEFE LAV (End-of-life discussions: EOLd) D3, 1REDE
B OFH, RO E 72 EROPINEN Y | A OBEMREIZER R0 E S h
R DTOIT, BRIV B o — & 1T o 7o, TR BE D25t R Lo i2 4 5EI
o Tl MEERNEITEERIZIAT 28 2 A, WEALEGRER 4 14 & B2t
ZE 8 HEM[EIE S 47z,

Epstein &%, MEBENFHE 38 4, EITEIEREEE 265 4, BEONHEE 194 4%,
SEAEE (EATC U TR R E 2 Wik 2 2 o =7 — 2 a URHE, BEICxL
TIXEREE Y A b (Question prompt list: QPL) &t aIa=4— g U f5E) Lxf
FRREIZE D ]S 2 BEVE A L ek BR 21T~ 72 [2], I ABET BOLd 25 EISHII L7273,
QOL, #&ARWIOWMERER, AFHRICHEMZITA Do Tz, RIFRO ZIRIEHT S
fThiv, EITEERE 170 4 &L Z2ON#EEIZBWT, MABETTRICHET 25585
Te QPL (ZREHE L7255 LAV (EOLd) 2AAFEICHIN L7=[3], Clayton &%, &7 T ED
PEEZT HDMWEITNARE 174 4%, QPL ZH W58 L W72 WBRICIRIES 12 0 A+
ol Z A M ARETEOLd A RICHEM U= [4], F7=., Stein HIE, BBEN AEHE 120
Kk, SIANBE (ACP 2 EBlo/ 7Ly hE2EL, DEE L mER L TR IT 28R
RECHBEELZFE LG 9) EIEMARRCEI D (11T 2 BIEA LGB 21T - 72 (6], 70
ABETHTERIO L Y B OB T donot-resuscitate (DNR) ¥8/72% /L HA7=7%, DNR
DI /ROBEES Intention—to—treat fifHT 21T -7 & Z AR IR (KR OEE 72
) (R BRI RN T,

BlEFTE L L Cld, BB EE S HRIEZRIT, EOLd BNh o7t & o e DT
U N A UK E O S hEaR R & 2R — MR 5 HRIE Sz, BE - FE
322 FIZ BT, AFZEBHAARIIC BOL 288 - 7o BECTIE, 72D T2REIC T, BRI o)
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FEZRBERR BETHT 1 AR OEFIERE AT, AT GDIFRRE ., (LFHRIE, BE RE)
WE BN Do To iy A 27 THEIOMEAIT o2 & 2 A, AR 2%
& WiginoTol6], NfEZ RO T EE 325 4128\ T, EOLd 8% > 72 HECTIEE
B LIeERIN T 7 2 T2 BB DA EILE o 12[7], BAE BAOEREES
TlE, EOLd 238 o 72 BETIE, BANC— L7oERKI 7 7032 < | SR B O FE 72 =R )
Lipmno7218,9], 1o, AADIZEXGIT LA, EOLd 3 d - I FECAF N A

SZEN o T2, ARAFZE Tl BEOLd OFEETHHER A 2 T L A2 MIENThi o1z
(Mack), FANE TT v FkEANDEBEBRE 292 41288\ T, EOLd 238 » 1= BE Tl
K OWE 72 BRI BE DA LR - 72 [10],

Mack DIE, EEBMEMRE & D TR G E MR B 1231 44 25651 L 72 R Ol & #8152
W5 21T 572 [11], EOLd 28& - 7o HETIL, 2202 o T REITE AT BRI O FE 72 R 3
HEIZWD Uz, Zakhour &I, s AFHE TR L7z 136 4 & xRk H RIS
ZiTo7-[12], FET® 30 ALLERTC EOLd (ACP IZHOWT O LAVDORH) 1 -7
BEIX, oo T2 BRI T, SR OBE R ERNAEEICD 7 2RISR 2
TR o7, FT2, Temel B, 1RIEABE/L B 100 4 OIEENEHE & %5
2. RS2 IEIZ Code status IZOWCEET &L 92 Email CTHE#&9 5 (Email prompt)
ANZEANLT-[13], —FRBIEZ L, BARID Historical controll00 4 & bl L7 &
Z A, BABOBEZ TSN NALT ~D Code status OB AEIEEIN L 7-,

PLEXY, BRI (BEOBMIC B LR 7 Ot =i & 0K R
DNTOFE LA WO, #R IO EE R =R OPD) D3R S 7y, B e (4
I O 1R Sniehole, LBRLARRL, 26O TREE Z XIS L LI
ZETCIE, EITEERE OBUIV 72 FLEHAANERRE L TWRNI EnD, BHEHME
R H D, Flo. TAOEEMN G IMABLFEE OERL 72 STV
HOLVIRAREDASAL T ANRHY, TET VA LULEFTRWEB X B,

ACP | ZEBF DMEBC L O, HEICE SO TED TN ZEBHFETH D, ACP
(x5 BE - FEOE L, BEREICKHT 2B AORER, REE 2RI 2 kbl
Tk IR« TSRS 25385k, E7R - IREORER IRV R B2 oD,
Lkﬁof\*ﬁ@&%‘/7?*@@Wﬁ@MP%ﬁ5@T@@<\@ﬁ®%%'§
ROMMMEBIC, Eim - B - [>T, WD s ED X DT ACP 24T - TV L st
THZENRLEE LY,

PLEX D, EITHEREFIC, ACP 2179 2 & 218 ¢6OMPTND_E®EWME
LTk, LR ETF N5, BENRINNDDOEERCEREZITDI2HT=-> TRENIZ
TVETNZ L EREEICH>TBOWTIELWI EBNH I EHERT 5, \%i::h#
ORI T TIZOWTEELE D LD B 5 & B 2 BALIUXIRE 7 712>\ T (It

PABREDR DI T & TR T AR DRk 2 A LT 5 > - SERFEF 2 B SE 35 0,
TRIS DR ZE EORREMY 7o BRI 2 > TERHZEZ T I Lz
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D, NEDOERKEREICZ T T WERE - 2T 72 RWERIZH 50 OFLE - Ein - BIE
IZOWTEE LA D, BRI, FHAh, BRAROHE L, @$Y—ykwv—w—@5§ﬁ@®
EIREN B L7205, B - FR (H2O2WITREOEEL VD AN) ORI
FEiLES TV ZENEE LV,

[&6&=x]

TS FRERE R
TOZEEHRIUTO 2L E2RETUTL R W & 2 RTh R\ & & e
(FRUHELE) % (F9NHELE) | RT D (FHVHELE) R 5 (BRVLHESE) (L
0% 97% 6% 0% 3%

HH A~

AFEIFRE SN2 XHRITETHESZENO DL D -7, HARTIE, BEMEAD B AES
HOREHEZ T TR FRL GO BRI T TOBBIRELZEA LS UL, LT L
LHEICEE LADLRTHLELAI R 5, S%IE. BAROIZH -T2, BF -
FIROEBIVEZ B A UTc ACP OB & AMEDKGENLETH D, £z, EHTRD
5 ACP BRI DT A KT A4 U SHEINTEY  2EO BIRIETEH ACP OELY AN
o TWDZ LaWHD L PERZIHEOBUIGIZIBWN TS AP ZEX L TN ZENEE
LWeEEBZ NS,

IR
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SSp5  FOLFIRINOX $&i%, GEM+nabPTX HRIEDRMMHIEREEZICR LT, L AN
Yo, TauXeF 3R EIN502?

AT —hA B

O FOLFIRINOX %%, GEM+nab-PTX JEIEDRIFMHREIEF I LT, 7 a v XtF o ffi
MERET D,

[(HEROBE : Ty, T AOEEME (BRE) : C (59) ]

2 FOLFIRINOX J1£. GEM+nab—PTX #&{E D RAMRRFEEIZRI L T, LAY Offi
FEEBLTEH IV,
[(HERDOBE : /U, TEF U RADOMEEME (RX) : D GEEIZHEW) ]

fiREe.

FOLFTRINOX #8435 &L OY GEM+nab-PTX #{EIX, RFTHETT UIBR N HEEERE (2 kT L C—WiR
RCTHIES N TV DERLHRIETH D, 2NHD L YA TR RIBIFEDIENG SN
B — )7 TR S (chemotherapy—induced peripheral neuropathy : LLF CIPN) @
FBENEEE 725, FATHFSEICE 1T D FOLFIRINOX #&1EE K U GEM+nab-PTX &1L TOD
CIPN DR BIRIZZNEN T5% (ENEE AR V. 17% (Mo IAERER) » (Grade3
k) @< BESRPELNTOWDICHELL T, RS2 ST ECIRE T RICE
L5286 HD, AITIEINAEYFRIEI O RIFMRIEE~ R A  FOFH & 2017
R B O CTRBEIGA E R DN T 2 un X F o 2B (BE595 2 L OFHWVIRE,
MERHDENVHPEEOTZET VR) | L LTHREIN TS, ZHE TIIBALE
FAEIZBIT DT and v F o0, MREEMEERICHEICE AT 27 LAY i 8 ChE
WIERMZ RTINS OO ENFERE SN TR Y, 2 b EZ RIS 21T 7=,

O TamFeF ABE LTI LD RCT (4 BRI D1 =y MR (EN)
% O TR
LT, 2O RCT ORGEEFILT T TFTREBIOF IV ROV AV BRRIELTE
V. CIPN IZPED A DA T OIR FE A EFEFHEE & LTWb, k&L LTIET 2
2X T UG TITARIC(P=0.03) [KTZBHTULNDIN Y, HH5EINZ88 4D H
H 124 (13.6%) IZBWTEWEMIZ EDRFEFILICES>TWDS, TanFbFr ok
BIVEFNZELL, IR, FRIZENTTIZMmonTWED, ZOHEToORS &iTvm
30mg/ H TBALA L. 60mg/ HIZH &R IZFHMEM THON TV AR BJRINDOOEDEE X B
Do AILTILCIPN IZKT DT 2 m Xt F o OEHITRREIC TH Y | EERIZHBWD
T CIPN #fn B CHEM T BRI 60mg/ H EF CHET 57— R IO THTHDH, €D
72DEHEDP D HARNCEB T DRI OWTIIARATH 2 RICTHEEDPLETH D, HiZ
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Z @ RCT TIEBBIRMT N FE i ST D, 7T F T 250 A TIEIR A DK T s Hi Rt
FICHERR SN2 (MD 1.06: 0.48- 1.63) L DD, X FH R TIEZDET LD /INED -
72o (MD 0.19: -0.61- 0.98)

— A vy MIFETIR, #XV %R, ATV FI7F U EHOMPBAKIZELS, LU
ERAICH L TCTandxtF X 20 BI2 BT ARAME 4 BE%OMREE
VAS (visual analog scale) THEZL TW5, T araXxtF B TIIRADEK T2 30%
EBAZDEAPABEICE WV ERHERIN TS 7, 7272 L Z OFZEIEm AT 34
B & DBHIORETTH LD Z LITMA RRBEIZT VAN R0F LA RELUIR
FEIRICHEPFON AN SN TWD Z L ICEBERLETH D,

L7 o CRWEAA~DIR &R H XV U RIS T DNENAR 14 ThH 5 a[REVEIL H 5 28,
CIPN | ﬂbfmnfﬁb@fw%#ﬁ;éhtﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%®ﬁ NRENT & HAE
EL, 720Xt F U OfHEZRETHZEE LT,

ZBR B R

TOZLaMET (179 Z L2 lR (TN L&l [ ThRnI Lal | #f1E
% (FRUVELE) 5 (35WVELE) | B35 (B9 ERE) | 4295 (FROESE) | e L
0% 76% 6% 0% 18%

C)fvﬁﬂUyK%LtMl#@%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%(EW)%i@l#@ﬂ%my%
e (st %

wf&ﬁbtmﬂﬁww%'tmmwﬁﬁamfﬁf ITVHNRY e H 2 VB2,
FHBETN, 70T B AR ERRE ST EBE 100 fl 2 G UTmEt S Tnb, 4%
U TZF L 41 B, PTX (B3 Bl) ZETeL Y A BT SNTZREEZNRIIT LY
N G OFEIZT, BGR1# D CIPN % CTCAE (verd. 0) TaFffi L T\ 5, A FH
U 77 F ATk U CERSGE DGR H 172 (HRO. 556 95%CT:  0.364-0.851) 28 & %+
VR TITRD B0y 72 (HRO. 656 95%CI: 0.405-1.059)%, F£7=/34 1 v MFFFETIX
XYY BXVNEGTERSE 46 BlE RS0, IRERIGANC S VN UREE 7 TR
BEZO T TR G E2AT o Tod, JEROUENRITBD bhvkno72 7,
EoTHVIANY AT L TUIDEBI D% A S BIEMETAXY Y 77 F ATk
DNERBO LN TIENDL OO R TE LT AL LTCIFERFICHIMEHES
BLTHIWE L,

ZEREER
7O LMY | 170 L2 RE [ 1ThRVI Lzl [ 1ThhnZ L aHf | HE1E
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% (FRUELE) T8 (J9WHELE) | 292 (5 HELE) | B335 (FRVLHEDE) | Ze L
0% 62% 6% 0% 32%
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