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celiac artery (BEHEBIIR)

common hepatic artery GEJFEHIR)

CT during arterial portography (FEEIIR MRS N CT)

CT during hepatic arteriography JFEIREZ T CT)

clinical target volume ([ FEEE 745 )

delayed gastric emptying (H#FIELE)

endoscopic biliary stenting (NASEAYIHE A 7 > b HFEAlT)

endoscopic nasobiliary drainage (P#HSERIFERIGE KL F—2)

endoscopic nasopancreatic drainage (WSS RIEE FL F—)
endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography (PA$E 18 47T VR4S 4 & 52)
endoscopic retrograde pancreatography (WAL S 4TS & 5)
endoscopic sphincterotomy (FLIEFER 5 I BT )

endoscopic ultrasonography (&8 i P #L§%)

endoscopic ultrasonography-fine needle aspiration GB ¥ 9% PItHSE T 22505 [ 2)
gross tumor volume (WA IR A NEBS 474%)

intensity modulated radiation therapy (3 25 i UG %)

intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm (% P LB RS 1 il 57 )
laparoscopic distal pancreatectomy (J§EHE T AR ERUTBR )

laparoscopic pancreaticoduodenectomy (eSS T BETE T I YT BR 1)
multidetector CT

magnetic resonance cholangiopancreatography (MR JHA 4 1% 5)

open distal pancreatectomy (B I8 AR 580 Bl )
pancreaticoduodenectomy, pancreatoduodenectomy (FEHE+ —3RB LI BRHT)
positron emission tomography (K ¥ b & > Wi lg#ii

pylorus preserving pancreatoduodenectomy (¥4 "] i iid A7 B B8 -+ 5 W b0 it
percutaneous transhepatic biliary drainage GEREZFEITFIYIHE KL F—7)
planning target volume (GRS

portal vein (FIR)

stereotactic body radiation therapy (A % 7 i G #)
self-expandable metallic stent (HCHERAI X 1) v 7 A5~ )

superior mesenteric artery (R FIEBIR)

superior mesenteric vein (1 M EEHIR)

total parenteral nutrition (FF-CERIR 2 38)

ultrasonography (¥ % Ji )

unresectable (VAN TE)
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BRI ENDREPETH 5, M5, BRO 2T EREICE
1tz & 728 R VERAD LR RO ET 5, ZOY4, ERCP T
AINLES - MM CTIOWBLZITIZNEECTH ), EUSFNA 25HE— D JE
TR ZIRHEBWEE 2D, 2O X YE121E, EUSFNA® X
Uy beFAYy b BEICHHCHP L CERERFTT L2 e
HEND, {LFEEERITO BICIE, B2 A BRI 72012 b B
W aITH 2 2RI B

HRERIGE I WL OPIFAET 528, BEOREZ LB L TROEE
THEF % )7 % BIRT 0 MR O FRIZEHA B L OFRER
Lo TREESNERETH S,

94.7%

N stage & J& AT A5 1238 O 3l 122w T, EUSIZ % MDCT % 3%
EMRIEFS%D LWtz A3 52BN BWETHL, LoL,
HbAE OB E L THBEUS O RRN T4 TR AW &, k%
WX BBWREOENAE LR T WE W S DH 5, I MDCT,
WEEMRIDHEIT T & 2 WGE<e, IMBEEEUS O WiaE A% v ik
TIZRPTHELIT OFHHC EUS S TH %0 72, #EEMDCT R
FEMRIZST & 2 WA O EFER OB W12 FDG-PET (PET/CT)
%, WFREOMNTIRRE R EBHEEATE E T & 2 Wi & IR AR
R, VIS U THAGDE S 2 & THEOEWIRI G H DS
Nb, TNMETFIZBI 5 H£HBAEOK B EZHEZ BT AT, K
LR X C IEMERRMZWATTE 5 X 5 ISR 23T 2 &8
BETH S, PET 2 EFICHBELRMAEL 22 0T, BRANNEDL
F, BIIEDY A7 DN D X ) ITHET %,

e D resectability 13 € D EJ/ASEMIRINICKETH Y, BEOH
B, OB, NERELE—SRTuRW, SN, HAREBES LD
[HHETERCHR) GETH) 235628, BREZPV & AICHEHT 5D
SEH O resectability 230 S L7z, 1Mk TOREREIZE S L
TWb DT, LR TOMMEHIELZIT, DHEX ) HikT—
Fa i L, BRICXHT 2w B2 . ST, B O T4
WEICHEMT 5 2 LS5,

100%

MDCT, MRI, EUS, PET/CT CTHIERWREEENE & W ST o,
IF 210 O M/ NT iR R I OFHIIE W E 72k TH 5, HRM
JPe & 2 EERE I W 00, resectability DFEEM Lo —Bi & R B DT,
FAMHEGRORE EZLIR L) 2T, LEIZN U CHY 2 %
BATIT) ZENET L,
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Wi COVRHII R 1T
BT ENHERES N D ?

B APERE DT, iy e AE BEd] i o Bk 2 B8 L
e, FRBIEOZ Wi CHRHIIEHR 21T ) 2
EERRET Do

CQ No. cQ ZAF— kA2 b HREDR
D7 EMFHI2MEFETE 2 | 1. BRYFEIEGTE 2 o RE & I ZEEE)S
R o ZW T 5 1emBUFTH Y, EREONIR, BERMEHREN L
WEEIT5H007 MR E LTEETH S,
2. USHo 3 MDCT T o 1 52 1 Hi A% K 3 70
WA 12X, EUSEF 2 EMRCP 2179 2 & 2% 2
5,
3. EUS CHiBMHRZA % i 5855 X EUS-FNA % 9
79 2 L ZBIRET 5,
4. WRIHH 2 B seze - THEARR, 9B BEE 0Lk
D LN AT ERCP 2 1647 L, o
BERMIZ 2175 2 L 23K 5,
2
3. JAEE (Treatment)
A. Resectable (R) BEEDAEE
S\ RHYBHE (Surgery) (RS)
RS1 Resectable E#12%F LT | Resectable B IZx L CTid, FHRAPRIFZR0, I
HVRHGIBERIIEE SN D | PR L D AMBHIER 24T ) S & BT 5, JE
e T & VR B ORI A DHE D 2213 &
PTIE RV, 1
RS 2 R TIITMBBOZ N | BT, AR TROKT, FRIECROKT, T
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AN DIRE

97.4%

WAL ClE, BN 243 2RI 5 A7) —= ¥ 7 ORRED
&N Twb, The American Cancer of the Pancreas Screening
(CAPS) Consortium |2 & 2 B H O CAPS3ITIE, VA2 7772
¥ — %A B IFEIRDFERIC B WTCT, EUS, MRIZ MWz 2%
V== Y 7 ORR, EERICHEEFRAEZERALZEHESINTED
BHFT RO EIFICIZEUS, MRCPACT L W HHTH o7z B
£, EWNIZBWTD BRI R EEREL VA M) ZRRES% W
& UCHRIEEFRRE ST 2 880 B S NEFETH Y, K
WL A2 G D72V A2 77 7 8 — % AT HERICBIT L A7) —
=V TR ORI E NS,

ENPD i T OB G2 2 H V72 Wi g5 X &G
3D Do MMZHIEER O REIBEROUE, T 2 — 7/l 25w
R WEERER - BRRIREG OB W - M2 SRS R E DA PHE T
BHbo GHRESIZEEBBICBT AWMV VLETH S,

g R R B 2B O BT RS SN Tnwb, VA
777 =T HEMIH LT, ko btk RB i &
WO, EMSBIOBRTFPERICEEL, X227,
FADB L ORHBIEZ1T) VAT 2 OREI RO OB, S, B
HORM, B RIE, X% &% E 58 LRI E TN 5,

100%

YI BT BB SR U CIEAV R B A HESE S 5 2%, BIBRT] REIEE
WOFBWITIL, £HOBFHASCHKFANEIES 2 &2 X 5B
staging ST H bo T 72U REtE O 2 26 (W BRTT B - Y RRs
- BIBRAER) IV F 2R ORI H 5 T LI BT RETH
%o LA, CIBRWRERANE SR L CHATATEHDSAA L L TW 573,
MEHTRIRAHESE S N D BRI LT, PIEAT S raiiaiiJedr <
EL LN L) FHRUFICEGTEINRIANTH ), HAEEThOR
It & LL R R 3R (Prep-02/JSAP-05) D HAE 72N 5,

100%

FHIEFI DL Wik TlE, @ETEOKT - HERETEOKT -
M AL B I o0 455 O’ RS B 2212780 B, BERIESVERA
high volume center TiThN b Z LML E N5, LA L, high
volume center O EFEAST 7 ITHRET T 7w f1 R BERE DAL 35
BOAEATY DI, BEAFHERO BN O 7 — & 34 v i
WCIZERDPLETH D, T2, WMADEGDY A7 G ENL SN
TWVWRVWHICOHET H2LEDNRH 5. DOPEIZBWTH, National
Clinical Database (NCD) 7 & O KB T — & X — A3 %Al S >
Dhbo G, NCDT =DM BI) A7 EFTNMITED ) R T
BENTH 2T, FMOEENEERT 7 b A OREIHE S
NLEREXTHbH, KBBTF—7ho 85 v A2z, high
volume center DEFRAREEINL I ENEFT L VWEEZ b,




26

CQ No.

cQ

ATFT—=hFX2 b

HIEDIR S

RS3

Borderline resectable i
FHITRS LT A1) 1R
RO BRI D D H?

Borderline resectable & (203 2 i il iG585 (X /4B
HEIBROUBR%EB X OROFZ M EL, P LIS
DRVBLUFENEDD 5o & 5% 5 KBS AT &
Rkl e 24T, a3 5 2 ez s,

%L

RS4

JIGE T e ¥ 0T N 5 g e
HAAZR L CTHMRE I I 95
DEFRIDHDH?

LI B R 52 B 1 D EHE LR L CHVRHI IR IR 2 AT
IREDPGIEW ST R V.

sl

RS5

BETET A 2 ) L C o
B wERIZB W
T, BT hRATILE
RIHDHHP?

FRBEERAG (O3 2 B+ bR BT, &l
b L IEHATE 2T % & T AR I &
o MEE S Rve —7, &b LREER %
WA S 5 2 & TALEER, MRaiHEICEE R <,
JEEBH AR WX L C OB+ e bIkkic B V» T, &
Hb LCRMERZRAT S 2 L2 /ET b

RS6

JREgEV R LT PIRA DR
BRIz FRE ST L0 ?

BERE LT3 2 FUIR G DFOI R IZ P e 2 S5 2 0, W]
5Tl ve ROFM A S B 5 &2k E
PROIBRZEATH) S LR EEL T L,

%L

RS7

JESE R L TR v
3B - MR E RO R
#IDHHN?

ERE L3 B ALK Y & 28 - MR R A AR A 3R )
FIZHFEGTAHIEIE L, H—IfTbirnwi E
ZHERES B,
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AN DIRE

100%

Borderline resectable J§ % 13 7 5l 16 35 £ Ol B wli B e ik & &
D 7B ENBEWOTEITIC L o T, FHEILET LWL RV,
Borderline resectable & O HHEEAE O Lo 720 OFfEE LTl
O E B 05 52, @ALZEFRE vs. [LFMHRFRD, @OFMEL ¥ X
VR EMRRLRTFIUE L SR WITED LV BRI KB X
R FRBRDS L T D % 25, MEHAREOR R IIEMMErFE ST
%o BARBRNESSPERIER B R R 2 L) DB B8]
(BETHO) 2356 T &, resectability (X R T ORI ORELE & EZ bz
DA ENZE D, resectable (YIBRTIHE), borderline resectable (4]
FRTTHEBE L), unresectable (WIBRANRE) I3 HHT 5 2 EAMRIB S 7z,
Borderline resectable s D€ IZH L CTIZ BR-PV & BR-A & 125
HEINTBY, SBRIIINSICETE, SO0 5 BHEEEERL
ODREPSFEEF ST TV AZRE L T LERD 5,

100%

PSR T TEVE B D5 D TRV 20, IR ) v lfifzi i EoF#
W25 2 % 528, JEREPLEEEEML 2 & OB A2 BT L E ) WHE
HizH s, LhErLushicek, UBRFEMOZAIFICOWTIISHD
SEN T — 5 O%ER - RIS N5,

100%

PPPD & PD O RGN BETHERIE R FLIFE 2 6 C S A7 2 TR &
L72b003% <, BEHEICE- 203 d v, B - RHo4
PHER QOL Z A LT ICB W TH, TOERDPWM LI LITH
%Y, MBEEOMEHI BV TRMBISE L 72 D13d v, REo 2
¥ 75 Y ATIE, PPPDAPD & O PR A <, il A4
WA, PRIZEDLS LWV EDWENREHTH D MR E PRI
FDOHTIY, ML RBOGIHE SRERE, Kk QOL
7 EIZOWTHENC KGR 3 5 RCT DERAEZ T b,

94.7%

FIREBEOIRRIC & ) PHEIGEET L L W) WELZ Y7 21, B
REETIETATREZVWEWDELZELRVY, ST TOHRELLIE
high volume center 2B W TR0 & 7% % Z & AR X 1 2 MR & BF
YRIZHESNL L EZZ 5N 5,

97.4%

DAEE TNz DHEDZEADRCT T, IAPMIZAEFEE
B ECHEG LRV EDRH S E otz W TIRAIRREYE S
ND LD BFMEAT AL L, W—M IR ZRE KB PH
Y UoRHi e S RHP Y 2 SEERE 24T ) IMAFMoOBRIT RV E
Bbhd, 72720, EWICE-TIE, WEUEEYBRT 272012
MRS RPRICEVBIC 22548 0H D, 20X ) RERICD
WTOFMOEBIIE LI Z2EHRLIVLENDH L, T725%, &
WO FIZX ), X /ANSRBEED DD o A R4l
TLVOHh, ZOL) BIEFICZZFIWRTMEITIRE RO DM
HLTWLLEDLIDH S,
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CQ No. cQ AF— KXk DB
RS8 (BAIE#) FEVIBRBIco | 1. AERYIK:Z B RICBIIE LIEYI B & 7% o 72 A
S PAR WAV A€ F) W LT, MRS 52, 2 )
ENBNP? Beb N BYEIZIRE N A N2 247 2 & &R
%35,
2. AEHEIRR E HIICBIIE LIEW B & 7% o 72 IR
WK LT, TR T D0, 7 5
HASEEDN B G BB N4 78 24 & 47
)T EERRET D,
RS9 BESRIW U CERESE T | 1. D ASE TIOR3 5 e s T IEsE 1+ — 451
FMOEFKID B0 ? YIBAIIIRR B TIIED SN TE ST, BK 1
RERDATIIAT DL RV L 2R %,
2. DHE TIZBEHREN A3 2 SRS T R R ST YR
13 7 8 & G 72 9 MR T oo AR BRE T &
oo h, BRRREMIIOW TS HEDAEN
DERMHIPLETH L5, HANHENRES, H %L
ANFIRBEAVE S 4%, ISRV B ZE 45 0 3
2N ) TR S 2 AR SR N O Hi ) &
SEBIBERDTR SR BN T W5,
RS10 | B BEORBEE | BE~— 7 —0MllERE R CT OME &0 -k
BEDXHITT BN BRGRBSE R MR 2ERIE3~6 P HB X, 20k
136~127 HB & ICIRIETHMBOEMIZITH) 2 & 2
PRET S,
RS 11 RO B BB Tt U | RIS i O IR e 28 X 0 A 3 IR gk & DRE
TRERFIHESE SN | BERIDRL, BRIBRERELIT) SR IR—ET 5,
L
2
#@BhEx (Adjuvant) (A)
RA1 YI BT BRI W2k LT | AT A0 RN SO R AR IR &
MIATR B (DAL | Tz, YIRRWT BB (03 2 i fli Bl
GERB L F 7ok @1k | 3 (OfbS g R 1 & 72 13 @b ) IR R R
W) B ENDH P | BRELTITONARETHY, ZRUSNTIITD % )
w2 2: %f?%%j_ Z) o
RA 2 YO BRT REESE (SR L C | SOBRTTREIERE (20 L TR R I3 T b e v 2
M R e | L 2T B, )
ENBH?
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AN DIRE

BIROB CTIIEE DL K DIHYBER TH 2 BIREEET 5 L, JH
M, HLENA SAW I EREREETH B, 4, KEBZEHT
INASZMOEAITMA T, 4 ¥ 7=y a v ERomRERNZm
EBBHY, NA AW OWIL L FHRICET 2 EHEEDOEWRCT %
WHTITV, TEFVAZHEL T LERH D,

94.9%

WAL T, BRI S 5 LDP O WA TEFI Lo BN v, g
BEHBCHEDEAEPMFETELZEPHLNICL Y DDOH 5,
—7J7, LPDIZRATT A5 T3 & » F 72 EHE 3 2w BRI
A7 <, oncologic % T THEMIIF 25 2F ST Wb, Gikid b ATH
THFEO ARG EREE L 2O VERKREIC X - TLDP,
LPD D EHENPAS NI ENERETH S,

100%

HRBACERRER DGR E ), B ROBREIRIIH 2 T
5o FHEEZRINCBML, RINCZOROBHREEAT S 2 LHH
FBOFHREYET L0 MEEL, B REBEEZEEL TY
SCREDDHBHH, R, BRI 6E 2 FRR AR ORI A 2
Ihb.

100%

TR S Bt A8 V0 2 SRR O A RIS 2 T ¥ 7 > 213
%L, SREEOMIN R 2R - 7ZHADECERRRAB X ) P52
WCENBENETH D, 7o, BMWERBRELAEFG OB
B ONRIIFOMBEAMY LIF SN2 X512k oTwde i
- IRRE DR mMHALRERR O Z EI2onT, 4%
5 7% DIRE OLINED D B o

97.4%

BUAE, YIFR + Mt Bk i AT 0 & )P 5, MrnisiBhek & L C
DAYy YRS+ SR #0551/ 1A 3B (Prep-02/
JSAP-05) %, 74 ¥ % EVIERRE+ 4 90 75 F Vo
5 A 3B (NEOPAC#ER) 2 EORCT 27bhTwb, ThHo
L) \HRREER - DL COMGIMWE OB LY T v A &2 T
%59 ZCEETHD, /2, BARIELZIHAT 22 Lorsetk
RAGMYE, S ST BT B 3BT B TR B o
feasibility d T3 R EFETH 5,

100%

DAETIT DN RCT D#EFAD S, YIBRT BB 253 5w
$:& LCOIORT A HMEEEEH SN o 720 514, Hilh L2290
PHite & EMAEDLEIZIORT ORRHF SN L REM LD 5 &%
ABEN5,
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CQ No. cQ AF— KXk DB

RA 3 EREDOM B RINL A | BRGS0 3 2 ATl DL AR R 13 T b e v 2
W s D2 ? LERET D,

2

RA 4 S DAt A B2 | 1 WIRAYIRIG Y B 23T D I 72 I (SR 3 2 Al 4 Al
FAIHERR SN D H P B bspmesad, SIBRHEAIC eI 2 A0 1

WCHER X570, 179 2L 2R 5,

2. WHBMMILFEEDO L Y X Uik, SR & )
119 2L &S 5,

3. SLICH T A AAEEIMRER 22 & T, 74 )
7 ¥ B AR 1T 2 L BT S,

B. Locally Advanced (LA) f#fE DB E

LA 1 JRATHEAT VIR AR | R AT EAT Y BRASBE IR [ % —IRiEE & L Tl
WZxF L CHESR SN2 — | AL BN HER D £ 72 1 bk S X B J?Wr?&
IR 2> ? K"y b,

1

M gtiEE % (Radiation) (LAR)

LAR1 | JRr#AT WBRARENEIE | RATEATUIBRASRENERE (R U R R 2 179 8
LRSI B1L | AT, )
AR 3 A 2 ? 1. 791 I VU RBABAET IS LAV SE

VIRERE L O 2 IR—ET 5,

2. BUEHRHRPICI O WTIE, 3WITIHMEFT 247\,
NS5 V203 % IE A 7 HRG & IE % s 2~ O f K 1
WEELZ L &S5,

LAR2 | RFTEATWBRARERIE | R AT U B AN REWEIE (2R3 2 AR U R i C
WZxF L CAMB RO s | 1%, WIRMIEREARRE & BRHIE O R WY V3 Hil D
BT, DX R | AEGALZERENIEEZRET S E2RET S, 2
REM ARz ZET 5
DR LA ?
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AN DIRE

97.4%

RCT DGR &, BEIE IR 3 2 Mt 4l WAL 22 U ek o 45 Tk
FEEH SN hr o720 L L, RIVIBRESICK LEHTH 5 HE
WD e, BEBOr—2ay s a— Vs S Pz iEsE X
BAHUREEAITRENTVWSEZ L, 517X A Y7 EVEBIER TV
O 5 = 7RIS X B R LA B S O T AT 5 T h
52D, BB RAE D TRE 2T 2 LENH L. 1B,
MM AR R O 50, RO, RIVIBYEF TH b, R2Y)
FRAEBNZHE DEFR & L TR ORIEALETH 5,

BERE OM BB FEEICB VT, FA Iy VEBRE RO 7 v
L) 3V L OAELOBKABEOMEREILE A H LM 5
TETHD, SHITHBE Fryry vl ray s vl
Wi+ F 732 ) 7%V EDKRER, 7405 UHBEE
modified FOLFIRINOX & @ [LEGERER S Y CITb N T b, 51
NS DEFRARBORERICHEH Lz,

100%

T AT U BRAS BEIENE O TR AR (L, BRI A SR & W 72 Th R IS
IVALFoOMELTETWAD(LART, LAC1), T8 WL
LOTIERL, BIRKRBTOBREREILEINIIRNTH S, L
BUHHGE ORI & LCIE, fREFEBE ML, 24FEAfRR L
OHMENMZRAEERON L2 MRS Z R, R X 5%
MPWFETELI e NS5 (LARS) . —J7, AL HA o F
B, ARSI LA EREBRETH Y, SRIGHRE AT
R C EDBTON L, HEHETLCOBRIIIE, ENEFROHEHED
HEE & HITHBEE - BEA S Va— ), HERLRZEL &0
LHNET DI EDNLETH D, FA5HROMBERRERIC X > Tlii
BEDOBELRMNEDT 2SN T LI ENEETH S,

PR RN R 2 & 23R <, RANETEEICB W T
b, JRITERESGHELE ONT U ANEELEZ SN, LI
BRI BT A L Y X2 v OEEE, HREIIOWTIE, g
OB BHET Ok E, MEsE, BEHECL-oTIRELE
BINDLZ LIERSNIZV. B, IMRT & EOREF G ZE
AT BICH72Y, TRTREFEHE LTRITF O N T E IR ER T
THRIZDOWT S, JAE, RIS - I ED ST Y, HH
MREOYE L HERGORBICSHOBEI RSN S,

100%

TR BE RPN DB X 0, IS LT h Mo
BV IREDSIT R 2 X )12k o 720 #Y) 2 BEFHIAIC O WT
Z, ) Y SERRE OB A AR LT CTV & 3k E L 72 RGP 1)
DOREGEBRE ATV, BEEE o T (lifEiAH 2 L E R %o
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CQ No. cQ AF— KXk DB
LAR3 | RFTMEAT U BRAGE R | RFTEAT U BRI IR L, (Lm0
WZxF LTS O Sl | AL 2 RN o —2 L LTITH) 2 & %
I B AR | LT D, )
BRIIDHDLN?
LAR4 | WA ET O BRAGERSE | R T O BRASREESE (3 U Tt i it o 47
WZxF LA i SR | R T A B Y, T 2R EEL T
BRI H HH? I,
L
LARS | WFTHEATYIBRAGERERE | RTEAT Y BRAS RN (P 5 i A e L o eIk IS
WZxb L Ot e | xhLCid, AL
AL AR 12 QOL | 1. bR R QOL # 83 5 2 & AR S
PUYETHD? na,
2. BSHRHMEE I QOL 2 W ET 5 2 L SIS
na,
L
{EZE % (Chemotherapy) (LAC)
LAC1 | T ETWBRARERNE | 1. RATET BRI 3 5 — k(L& &
o LCHER SN B — LT, Ay s ¥ Uiy S 1 MR
AR DI A ? i, FOLFIRINOX ¥, Filxravsey )
WY+ 7827 ) ¥ R e VBHEBEE R 1T &
EERIRET D,
9 BB, FAYHC UM STEIRER TS | R 'L """""""""""""""""
TEEEZEELTD L, *
LAC2 | WIBARERENEICH L T | —RBEERISHE O BRAGERESRE (3 L CAEFLM O
UL E GRS | BEAEZE LA, SRIbEREE T L Rt 5

nan»?

FY %o
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AN DIRE

100%

JRFTEATCIBRAS RN 2 B W CEAML L 2179 2 & T, IR
T R 2 S HIER 2R L, FIRHL A RO MR IS8T 2
BIREZEI L 9 2 A1) v b B3D D Gk, ALFHREHEMBERE L DL
BHEOZRCTOEMZ LX), FIRALA AR SR IS A
LHE 24T 9 2 & BB LS 2 0 E 2P 5L Tw
SREND B,

84.6%

MRS OA I EZMRE L72RCT IR 2V 00, FE, ZEIEFO
BAMESWEOHEDD 1, ALFHEE OfF B4 & oFEBIFIT 1k
BIT 2 AGHRAEON TV S, BITETYRAREREE TN A 78 2
T2 Mitrs HBC1%, IORT 25 2 & 12X 1 1 TREE (20
~25 Gy R EE) #RE T 5 2 EAMEE 2 ), THICHI&HmNTO
ARG O W R AR 2 8HE T & 2 & v ) BRI 2R B
5o F72, FHREHC X B LA (40~50 Gy F2 1) IZTORT
ZEMU, BRSO ZIEEORIBTREE Z 2 5N HEL A
NMZETEDLZLIZL ) EMAEFEOTERESHAN S, Lo T,
ERTRERTERIIR SN D00, REEEEZITH & L I3RR0—
SLBEbhb,

94.9%

TSRS, DS AP 7 EOERTRNI AR 2 2 £13, HF B
TR ES NG BFHHEIL, WAL EORERE T &35
W& %o TVDIEE 2N S8 2 ERBETH Do BURHHEEIC X
DIFAHAFEA S AL, BURROBRRL P IEDOAZ S5, THRH
387 & OFUHIRORIE T S BRI T & o

FRANB BRI B W T, ETEFICHTR ) > SE e &2 7
BERIC &0 2 6813 7%, SERDOBEMMFEICY— T Y 25 L7
HHIFCTHor T Bo SRS OMETEIE, MBI X 2 B2
ROBEAH S TRV L&, mifin THEA HFHREoMmEHNS
WIS A S 2 Eh 5, 50.4 Gy/28101 /5.5 BFEEEAS LI E b
Nb, PHRARGITIE, 30Gy/100 /2380 X 5 1EFEI I % B
$ 5o BRIHOADPHITHIUILFHEZ I L2 < TD Lvay,
b UL 2 R 3 205613, AEFERSEmIN VL),
— Il 2 Gy R L DM F 5 HIG & 52 DL Mbh b,

A . L
Mgk (B), S-1HUplR
#:(B), FOLFIRINOX
WIEQC), ravse
VAR + 737 )
& &LV (C)

94.1%

(74.4%)

EREIERE 2 A B BRI LT A Y 5 ¥ Y IR B 2 L]
B IR H % 7R L 72 FOLFIRINOX %0 7 & ¥ & € v it + F
TNs ) 5 F VB RBEED, JRPET OB REBI 0 LT b Rk
DHMEE RS Ok, SHROBIRT — 5 QBRI X HR R
HEIEY, MSIT 2 EnlifFsng,

100%

BERE VK § 2 A IR ABHREY L2 2 &b, —IRIBIRICB T
5 X0 PFABREORIEIZI T TIE A <, SRR, SRIEE
TEDIz—HOBHEINE LTl L ¥ A v Oflda b
EEBEZ T LENRD 5,




34

T 5o

CQ No. cQ ZF— kX2 b HIEDHR S
LAC3 | YIBRASHEIE (S0 LT | YIBRASBEIERE (R 3 2bapiidaid, P 5-Ak e i ik 72
RSN L2H5 UM | AEHEZORB 2L, RENFH S ICH#EITT 2
ERL S0 LETHRGEMET H I L RRET D,
LAC4 | YIBAHERA I Lo | YIBRASHEISE o0t L CAGF IR OL R % £ 8 L 728
PRI I N L ? | A, RERE L TRIEBRE AT VW L AR
T 5o
2
C. Metastatic (M) R DAL
{EZE % (Chemotherapy) (MC)
MC1 WIS A T AR | 1 RRERE AT IO —RiGHE LT
IZxf LCHfER I NG — FOLFIRINOX #i#:, T/ 72T € UHEmE 1
YERENZATAS LY 2> ? W+F 782 0) ¥ X VpEEBEERTI S &%
LT %,
2. 7L, &HIRE(PS) 7 & & 0 BE DIREEC
Lo, LE2DODHEEIT) LM LW
BFICE, LAY 8 Y UEERE A A 1
3y VKRR + TV 1 T = YR e B
FF ST AL AT Z & 2SR 5,
3. BB, EFIREPS) % &l 4 OBEDREIZL -
T, FOLFIRINOX #ik:, F7-37rav vV
IR+ 782 ) ¥ F R VPHBER T S LA %L
WELWEREIIHR LT, YAV Y U EEE+
SIPEHIFREZITI S 2 E L TH Iu,
MC 2 Y BRASRE R 20k L C | — WA IR O YIBRASRE R LR L TN o
TUALERE GRS | BEAZB LGS, SILEREET) 2 L 2R 5
NnaHMHn? %35,
MC 3 YIBRASBEWESE 1SR L T | IBRASREIENE 1 0h 3~ A LRk, 505k IR 3 7
MRS N HEG5 ML | AEFRROBB LIV, WESH S 2T 2
ER S5np? L ETHRGEMET A LR WRET B,
MC 4 YIRAEERE ISR L Coe | YIRRASREIEIE IS0 L TGO EEZ ZB L2
PRI SN2 | A, R E L TRIEREEITb VWS L2 R
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ITEF>ZALANIL

AN DIRE

100%

s L

94.9%

T, BT, LIS R CHEADPISAREE LTHR
PEREANOIIFFIR & Vo — RIS RERT O PRSI R, 1L
FREE & B 0 /MBI DS 0 B S 0 s, 8 TAHRER S D
Ty MM EEND, AR, DB RERNABRTIEH 572K
ORCT SRIEBFEORLLEZ R LTEBY, TSR AR ET
HRBEOREPHFLEIND . BUR TR 2 BRI, X<
FHA ENLERRBE LTIT) 2L 2HERT 5,

100%

HEEEL
(74.4%)

2013412 HIZFOLFIRINOX, 20144E12 A2 A3 # ¥ U Higd +
F T2 ) 7 X VIRRES BRI S -2 itk ), —&
(2, YIBRASBENERE (R 3 2 BRI DA S5 720 — T, HAAN
WZBUF 558 DHBEROREY S, /o8 AR TR SN -3
PEE HAANDZNZITEWDDH 5 2 EARB SN, 5%iE, HA
MIZB1F % FOLFIRINOX ik & 7 A5 ¥ & ¥ HiRtE + 7752 1)
Z 3 OV FREE 2 AR S B AR X R B o AT S h
5o

100%

BRI B AR R PBEE L2 eh s, —RIBRIZBT
2 &R B OFAREORSELT TIZ A <, RIE, S0 E
TEHEOL—EORFERIRE L TRz L ¥ X ¥ Oflaa b i)y
BEBEZTOLLENRD 5,

100%

%L

100%

Tl s, W, bSBREICR CHELORDPABRE L L TR
PEREAOMFFIIR & Vo — ISR OIS T, 1k
gei e B 0 BRSNS RIS 00 B 2 D, S THRED? S0
T YT IMEPEEFNDL, T, DR ERRRTIED L0324
DORCT S RIEMFEOR L Z R LTBY, ThOOMIMNREN
MO EPHFLIND . BURTRIE ST 5 50EEEE, X<
FHAL ENLHHRRBE LT 2 2R 5,
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CQ No. cQ AF— KXk DB
KR EE % (Radiation) (MR)
MR 1 WEIE B R R AR U Tl | BRI X DI RRANC D W T & i 32
S o ? T 5o
1
4. ¥E% (Supportive Therapy)
ZF > MEE (Stent) (ST)
ST1 PIZE A 219 I8 | 1. WEBRAREEICTI2HEFL =T %17) 2 1
BBl HE F L= L ERHERET B,
RSN B% 7 2. IRARRERER AT B IHE F L — Vi, B
12X 20V BRI EE AT & D PIBLEE RO AT 2 4T O
TLERET S, 9
ST 2 YIBRASREERE 1235 % FEASREREN R (R A HIE N L — DX BRI
JHEFLF—YDT 7 ”‘) LERFET 5,
o —F)— Mi&, K
R & NG o &
LEHRL VW ? 2
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IEF>ZALANI ‘

aEX

AN DIRE

100%

IR % A 2 RO BRI & B LA RETH 500, Tk
WZPE D SERASAEAL L C & BN L TR G TH 5
CEIFLIFLIEREESN G, WEIIG L TAHEL A FRVL Fa v
B, 7 AN 7LD ASbEOD, R ik
7 ik CIIRM I G173 5 2 L 2R SN D, &g bEmEhT
HLGHEIEERRERTLOBEHZ2KREL LT ELNWT L,
PNV IR Rk LT AT RS & o b Id S
EENTVLZLICHERPVLETH L, T2, BEHREEO—HE
LTS8 L 274 Y b—=THFEIZOWTENTE fiix It H 4+ —
T VRBEDPAT O NAREDIRE N2 & EBZT, 20074EK X 0 R
Bttt & UCRIATTRE & 20 o 720 i BB 2335 BA 70 i 90 %0 A - 14
HIEF I EERI TR 528 5 X E T, [bpRdikiirt O fEF)
THEEZBISHIWASKD 5N B A, SHRGFERSREE 2 SA 7% L
JEBNZ X > TEBIRFEO—212% 0 ) b0 ERPFHLEEDLEDT
BARICHE L, BoEREmeitftL cnwd 2 erLIng,
MR 2 & FIEER I L TIEPM 2 2 2,

100%

B VE ¥EIE % O 9 FEUIBRIERE 1A 3 Z 0l F L — Vi, (b&m
B OWMEANDOAL ST, FHLQOLOWENSHHFTE 5720,
RARIITAT ) NETH Do HHEHOINE F L F— VISR 2 11E
TE&, EBS# &G IRABHWAE N L — VI3 A BHE O FEBE ML
<, BHPLBVEV)FERTH o720, TOHHIIBEDO D O
%<, BAEOERRLZ KL TW AWz H b, AT ¥ OPkEE
RLSEHA OMESIE L0, BIEOER L ~VICETL 72JH
BRLF—YOEMNEDOKEPLETH 5,

100%

BRI FLF =V I3NHEN F L = VIR TREESE W S
L, BAETIIBRE VIR RIBHE 7o Twh, L LIS
R LF— Y OmIEIZ100% TiZAWw EIERL, RSN K
LF =T TlEa >y b — U hs 2 B Pk ae 7 SR Ll
IS U TRERIFIEE FLF =Y 2T 20 EE Lv, 723
W ONBEEN N L — VDR EE R FERNI N LTSI NS
THE FLF =Y b 5ENH 5705, PO
BILTIESRMEDPLETH S, Z0 L) REFIL, EROHE
I ~RBAT A 2 EDEE L v,
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CQ No. cQ AF— KXk DB
ST 3 ERE L & % BISEMEFE A O IRE

ST 3-1 | BEMEIC X A ZEMEE | A7 > POMBEIC X 2ELIEHS A TIE%R L, K6
D) HAMREFNII R L | MRS U TR 5,
TATF v b OMEIET
AHEREE N D D ?

s L

ST3-2 | MIwIC X AHEMNE | 1. Y9AXAF vy 2 A7 M (PS) &0 b FMEOE
D9 HYIBEAFRIE B I WHCHEN X %) v 7 25 ~  (SEMS) O 2
WLTATFT ¥ O WERET 5,

HRAHEIRE MDD | o SEMS e Tid, BN O B & 1L BET
% (covered type) &5 Z L 2 WET 5,
272U, MERR S & oFdh, A, B oREIC

& o Tuncovered type X PS DN % ZE T %,
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IEF>ZALANI ‘

AN DIRE

100%

WAh & D BEREIC & B PR BRI 3 A ATATIHE N L) — Y O
TV A R I & BRREBRSHME SN Twb, L L, DOETIE
MRS B L — IR CEHEFRITES LT\ b 720, BUEIEH
) & R AT EE T 5 2 LSRR H 5. D720, 4
FODETIEKATON TV AIMNFIEE N L — Y OBUIRE AT,
27 v ORI T 5 CQERE Lz, 4k, DHECHiHE
FUF— I OFREICHE L Comim & R REL it 2 a0

g, 2oL, HENICHKEEER FCSEMS % o7z A7 ~ b
DOFEFNZOWTHMF L7ZRCTTLEF Y A2 HHT 5 2 LY
Ihs,

100%

BHIEETICHRESIN TV S L OIRABITHIENE 2 5 gl
(PRSI, BN, ) @i e &) 2 REE FICEfT S Ts
D, 72, ZOHIOFLEDH— SN Ty, F72[ U covered
SEMS CH RS R R L Z e8I TRy, BRREBN O
g2 WEEIC L CTwWd, Z0720RCT HIRO M - AU IZRTE
BHY, ZH)LRCTZ2H EIWZLIZAZTFY T AOFEROFHL -
RRICDIER LT ET S, COXI iz ¥iFTzse, HETOD
DIE DO BLRNZ 3 D B L 7 2 it i H4 [ 3R 12 38 W CfF B A B 72 i
Z Rz covered SEMS2MERE S B A%, HM—DRCT DFFERTH
HZEDNLHETZEL NIEFIW D E LT,
— J5, covered type 2 & partially covered & fully covered ® 2 fifi
Fd 505, EHHTELIBEABITHE SN TWw v, Partially
covered D13 9 DSEBI A28, IREMEREIZS Y, EWRECH
WRICEDHENL VL D) TH AL, HERRFER R EOBFREICE
LCRERD R L, SHRESRLMHEVGTITERLTWLEND S,
HEHRSEMSIZ10 mm F 72138 mmED b A H F ERIBA P 28121
EHENTE LAL, DAETIZIZmmEDSEMS b1l S
NTHY, THELHICHLTHRERDSEMS & DN ZHERT 2 LHE
HdHbo HitDAT Y FERELTWL ) AT, WO #EIE
M—FTX&ETHY, Hilidreporting systemBUEEEZ HNTW»
%o BOIFEF E N2 TOKYO criterialdFd & 9 ZBIRZITHT 5
TOIER SN2 DOTHY, SHOERPHEFEI NS,
F72, ALEBEOL VX VAL MELTETEY, SHRIIEEICX
E)f%ﬁgﬁ‘fiﬁrﬁ'%‘@& IR ZAL - T2 RABPLETHD, 25
w%ﬁﬁmv/x/@@wciéxszﬂ%T«® Z oI
b, FIERBEITOREHTRETH S FRICHHEIBISEAS
n%%%ﬂﬂ@ﬁwvvxyfww 27 Y PORENE, BLIUR
ATV A Y NORERIELT LN D D,
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%®&m_ﬁw#?

RET %o

CQ No. cQ AF— KXk DB
ST 4 AL PZER & 72 L7280 | BlRET CHOVEHIY B 225 &40 & AL 2 7 &~ MFA
BrASREREIE 120 L THF | iTOELIZH S 2T v,
FHIY 8 225 W A A & TH
L2 7~ MEAMIO L
55D HEREN LA ?
L
EFE % (Palliative Medicine) (PM)
PM 1 B RY - RIEOKM | 1 315 DI EDBABRBICEDAEM DAL ST FH
L FR T N OB Y M AEEE S5 0L WA F — 212X - THTD 2
XIS T P ? NHWMEr 7 247) & #RET 5.
2. WEEED F o) 2l L CIREWEHICIES %
FN TS HYR A ERT 5 2 L 2 RET B
2
PM 2 g o EIEEE, BN | L WAORK O & HAOFM 2179 = & &4 ]
WX B AT R e i T gD,
EXUEAN 2. AU A4 NI, + VA4 Pk 2%0E |
WRITH 2 & BT 2,
3.#%3%4Fﬁﬁ%,%ﬁﬁ4Fuibﬁﬁﬁ
Ao agaiciE, SENEhEL G TAs L 2
%ﬁ%#éo
4, fpETOy 7 RET LI L ERET S, 2
PM 3 Y) B A e AT %F‘if FFHPUIHED D D R T FR S N2 URA
T D B SR AR T REMEATIRRE B ISR L, Rk T 2 b % 2
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IEF>ZALANI

AN DIRE

100%

20104F 4 HICEWN TR S NHLE R 7~ MEAMIL, HLE R
R X7 LV ST 2 EEEE LTER LSO H
%o BUEE TOHNFYE 22w &4 & O HBGRERTIE, HZITHL
BIEBIA —EDOHAETHEEINTVE I LILEETRETH L. &
ik, WERER O A% x5 & U 7RI = & o 72 /i 1 & o BRI
RNLETN5,

FEAE, YIBRAREIIE IS0 LT DY AR S hTw 5,
AL A7~ MEAMOEGNC B VT, (LB IO H o
ERICHFG AR D HE SN TWBEDS, 27 v ORI % &
BET2MR0FELREICHLT, 5% E OIS RS LETH 5,
F72, MLEAT ¥ P OBERIZIAT B overgrowth 13#4% &
ShTBY, FIRESAER, RUNAGHE, AERNIAZ T 72
y—kENTWw5, HILE AT > Midaxial force, 1A% DD
FiE7e &N ZF OB X YV R b0, Hub A7 v MOX )
MR BRI HIEETRETH 5, EE, AENBOEEH
Iy & L7z covered type D#iE2SA 55 HS, 4% uncovered type
&L ORI E 2 RO RS F - b,

BT, AVEHS W A O 2 B D EESLETH Do ITAE,
JEWESE T B2 AMAEMLCTB Y, HILERAT ¥ MEAMOK
MEHKT 2BICRE T 2LESD 5,

100%

DASETIIH ) D OBHULKEAIRLE - LN BHE DL & % > THT
bIRTE, LA L, GEEERTO) ORHEZIILD, JEHIChIbH
BEARET 2 IEBEPRSN TV LD BUIRTH b, LMD
B 7L, 794<) - F 789 oo s E o Tnike
WHOREOBIRZR T A-707 5 000 TORFIZZ L. FH
I L—= Y T RITV, =54 F— P EHRLICHEERTO S
B, RHEEEON, 3 A MR TR S 2 TR D 5o
P9 DB T, DPAFRLIEIRIIE L TED L) IV T2 T
XL0NE Vo RER, FEFNRLN TV LREMEE R & TH
TN BAEIED & B EFEEIZ OV T ORI SN S,

F7, FHESITHTALBIIOVWTIIMEANZLL, ZESur s
LOMBNEIND,

T AR BT O EERIERTH ), #EITHATIZZ0~90% D
HOHEED O EEOMAZRERT 2 2 MG SN T D, LT
Do T, BREETIE, KMRAPEERREE 52, BEED
728 APEAENE, WHO J5 A ARG IR BRI S GE » THEYNITH A7
PIIRR 2 AT 212, 70~80% ML Lo BE THRImMBMAH SN L &
WE SN TVD, BHRICBEW TS, RN TEY) 28 hm e ¥
Nso

SRR X B PRIEHIC OV TIELARS, & 7o Bl 1ot
T 5 BUHRREIC O W TIEMR 1 & B,

L%, RCTOER R EICL T, W REFEORINRII % M
FELTWL ZENET Ly,
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B2 7 ILJVU X s
D1 BREREIR, PEEER/ EBE~—H—/ VXU T7797%—, US
D 2-1, 2-2 &% CT and/or &5 MRI (MRCP) and/or EUS*
I l
|
1
|
1
|
D 3-1, 3-2 : ERCP and/or PET
1
' : l
1 1
1 1
' ' v
1
D3-3,7 : : #MBRE / 4RI+
i . (EUS or ERP or US or CT)
: :
1 1
P l
|
v v
ZITHETE
*EUS & V) HYEE CT, %8 MRI (MRCP) A2 % L\, EUS 1383 L -HETITS <
ENEE LU,

**RIRELBR V) RIZRZMT £ 1T Do
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*RHTHETE

D4,6 * *

v

v

cStage O, 1 cStage 1I cStage I cStage V
N l DC3 i l
TIBRPIEE TIRRAIEEE R TIRR A EE TIRRAEE
(BR) (BFEST) (EfREEH V)
\ (DC 3, RS 3) (UR-LA) (UR-M)
----------------- L ——— LA 1
BN (RA 1) 1"} l
RS1,2 W v RS3 ¢
NEHYE & L= GHRE A (=29

(RS4~9,RA 2) (LAR 1~5)

(LAC 1~4, MC 1~4)

* : :
| |
| |
fBhEE (RA 3, 4) ' :
: : :
v v v

k% X7 NEE (ST 1~4), N1 IXZ2EX (ST 4),

matiREE (MR 1), #&Fn#E (RS11, PM 1~3)

cStage 748, Resectability 2483 H ANEEZ

IS IEAIICFHR) o

*EEEEICHWVTIIZEME Y 5 &E - HIERINES -
WIE2ZEFBEPDBEEL D, FMICEAL TEEREDESEHI FI18L0 BHR
BANEZEFS D HP (http://www.jspm.ne.jp/guidelines/index.ntml) £ SBB I h /=0y,

#RZ T2 MBS, NANNIEE, BEHEEESIEMNCEVEICE INBZIEENH S (E

= [FEREBER VK] (B8 7 hR) (S & 3o
(M) HEFRAS - ARG I
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FE(ERZEEDO7 IV IV X L

YIRRAeE (BPTETT)

VIRRTNEE CERRERZ &5 1))

(UR-LA) (UR-M)
LA 1 |
LR ||| — %A LA —RIbZEREE
BE CT LY R E U IREE - FOLFIRINOX &% (1/A)
HhEx (2/B) LY AEERsE+
LAR - S-1 BMEE (2/B) FTINT ) 2B IVHE
1~5 - FOLFIRINOX &% BiE(1/A)
(2/C) (EEB2 DDBEIPES L
LY RE IERRIE+ Wig4
FTINT ) axEI LY ARE IERIEE R
HFAEE (2/C) BE(/A)
F LY 2 IERIE+
LAC1, 3 T/LOF = JIERIEHA
B (1/A)
- S-1 BEE (1/A)
MC1, 3 l
v v
{LFE &% ZRibEEE (2/B) ZRibEEE (2/B)
LAC 2 MC 2

IEZBEEDWARE (L [HEDOEE (1,2) [ [ TEF > XLANI (A~D)| TR U=




AL - DITAFI>
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1 » EEEI= (Disease Concept)

@ %=EH#= (Disease Concept) (DC)

cQ
DC1 BEDURIT7o5—E(Eah?

AT—hXAV bk

1. BEDOURI I 79 —ICIFTEDHDHH S,
RIGRE : BRI, RIEMEREE (DC 238)
BILMERE | ECMRK, S EINERIERE, Peutz-JeghersiEIREf, =ik
MRS EBHRGEFIRE, EEMIERY R— AKGE (Lynch iEIREE), ikl
KGEREER U R— X
SHER | FERR, 1BMEX, BENIAELREES, BERE, IEE
IEYF : BE, KERE
B | IBR(ERILKRIREEICRIN DB
GHEDES 1 2L, TEFVAUN | BERKE (B), SCHEEERE (B), &G
MR (C), ¥EPR¥= (B), BB (B), B4R (B), BME®B), 7ILI—IL(C), R (B),
BEE : 100%)
2. REE, GHEE BEREDQDURIIT7 79— EBHET BT, BEOS
UZRTBEULTRAEZITO L ZRET %,
GHED™WE © 2, TEFTVAULANI | BERIKE (B), EcHEEEIRE (B), &Gt
BERX (C), #8FRI® (B), BEE (B), 124X (B), BME (B), 7)LO—IL(C), B2 (B),
BEE 1 100%)
3. BRENIBELREES SEERIE, BEOMERES U CEERRBRHRZTOC
EERET B,
fEREDEE : 2, TEFTVAULRNIL:C, 2% :100%)

2
1. BEREE, BEMHEBEERSE (TET XA :B)

R B E D 3~10% IZRORIEEAH 0 Y, bAEOHE T HECK & [EIZ3~7% TH
5%V, RIEVENENE (DC 28 M) ORI BT 2 Wi OB LR B — LM 0 6.79 15 &
, BBUBERORIETD 1.70~2.41 K L B F 72, 505 A 0 25 4EF665E O e B %
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BREC D54, FEERROZ R TIIBE) A 7 IS8 BE 2w, REERE T 2
793935 ERT AV BBTERRE R L 1, HEOBRBEETIC X o> TERNTEE
VLT HRBHOZ LT, BEMEIEIVEREMR, Peutz-JeghersEMERE, FIEEMEFRA
%S BEBE B A MESE R, ERPEIER ) B — ¥ A KB (Lynch FEMERE), R KRG IIE R
)R-V A, BIEMEEIEINDY,
2. BIZHRER (TETFALANIL:C)

BIAMEREE, TH—FKRI2HAL RI2h 7 ) OB EKEBZEI T, FHEFETHA
RT VA= VOEGR VL] EEFRESND, BEEREED60~T0%I2, #F+=v 7 b
) S ) —4 ¥ (PRSSI) #15F D pRIZ2HZE B & 5 W I3 pN2OTE R ARD 5N 57 s
DOBFEY A 71350 & 75 TENEN10.0%, 53.5%T, —HAITL D K60~87 1R T
»H5H>7,

3. HRK (TEF > ALAJL :B)

2IUPE PR BB BT AR R 713 1.94 4% (95 % 15 #EHIX [#] (confidence interval ; CI) :
1.66-2.27) 5\ o TERE O S IS HE BN D FIE 2 4E DU The b w5 < Y, BERRIN O HrHLIE 13
BRI OEREE ) 5 5o Tz, BUE, BURSIIERFEZ BT 2BEY A 7 258
22", BRI OBREICHET 22010ED A F TF Y T ATIEA Y2 Y RANVEKZ
REHIIWRE ) A7 ZHIMESE, A PAVIVIRERTEELEVIHERTH- 720, L
L, ZORBRICHESINZ2013FEDOA T TFY Y AT, WRBEEOHRY X 71314 2
> 1.5915 (95% CI : 0.85-2.96), 2 b AN I v 0.764%(95% CI : 0.57-1.03), 7V I~
FEAMARL0265(95% CI: 0.81-1.30) L WIN AR L EBIRDON LD oTze ANFZV
JRFEHIT L7045 (95% CI 1 1.27-2.28) £ 70% ) 2 7 H3IT % £ VI fERTH - 722 Wl
VA7 ICHTHHMRBBREOREIIOVTE, EMEMOKEREOETSDEXR
heterogeneity 25K & <, WfEZEGIIEHO N TV RV,

4. B &F(TEF>ZXLANJI:B)

5 & BEHEIZDWT, DAE T bR KHB 2 & — MFZEIC X 5 &, 204812 body
mass index (BMI) 7530 kg/m® LA b0 B TIEIEH BMIIZ HAIERE ) 2 27 A33.5 058804 %
TEMRENY, T, o200 3k — MFETIREEY 2 7 £ BMLIHBIZED Hh
TWanY, fcko x ¥ 751 ¥ 2 Tid, BMIAS5 kg/m* BN+ % & 11065, » T Z M
P10 cn OBIIT LIS, v A L - by FHO0.1EMA ORI T LIORENE ) 2 2 23850
L, BB O) 227725 —Thb I edmrshzY, F7, WY 227 I1EBMI
35 kg/m* LA EC2.61 4%, &K TIEBMI 40 kg/m* P L T2.76f5 L @l 257,

5. BMERE (TETF>ALANI I B)

PR PERE S DI B W 2> & 24E LIMNIETETE S 5 IR I & o TR L L Z I S L Tw 51
EABRETE RV B2 O 2 UND b O % A L IBMEREREZ Z /R E L iThbh/:
bHE DL i 3L [ % 5 10 X RO R, B OELREIZ11.8 L&, BB &
FLF— Vil &0 A BHER RO A2 B FIKT S22 e @E shie®, Frv—

&
=23
B
=



50 1. #EME4 (Disease Concept)

7 ORI WL BT ISR EEE OREEARIIER L ENE ~ v F 37 IEEE L I
RT6IME L, BEE2~4ELNTIZ14.665, 5~164ETIZ48METH B,
6. BENIEIAMES (TEFT > XLAJL:C)

W4 PN LR WP B 95 (intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm ; IPMN) (& 55 0 3898
B0 9 B0 HABENSIC L 2L b M T, TPMN HIRE B 1 a1
IPMNIZ% <, AERE TR A 1/3 % ), IPMN I BEAE L 72 8 TR i 13 0 B
IPMN 2% <, MBI RBREAR 1/32 50 5% £72, BELERHI O 2 3B IPMN
349 % 3.7 4% (Fhoefi) FEMBIER L 288 TId, 2.5% (2 IPMN HSRIEHRE, 2% 2 B AF BEsE A

b B, BEAEREEI O & B 20 IPMN % 354 (houfif) 6B 8BI%E L 228 < b ko
RTH o727 1em KO GHIIIPMN © 87 4 F (Frafefif) OFGHBIEE T, 4R O R
FHEFIZL1% T, 70 LN OFAERIZ19.5% & 69m LT X b @&, IPMN O#L#k
RO 2 T, BRI O 384 1 pancreatobiliary type 25 b % {, SAEAGFER D K
LARBTHLY, 72, ¥ 2— ¥ WiEHE (computed tomography ; CT) 2R IL 0 i {5
(magnetic resonance imaging ; MRI) TEIERL & R S N/ E OB Y A 7 X BB )
Y NOY TRY A=A SR
7. B {E(TEFALANI:B)

BLHEASBEAE DY) A 7 BB E 5 2 L13E L OWMETIRIF R LRMTH D, HERAIZ
BT LD 2 7131681 TH Y, BUEAKE OMBEARD She?, $72, Sk
104ELL ECH MDY 2 7 138 <%, BRI B AT 2 0B RIG, 2 oo ) 2 2
Tr 7y =k BB O) RS ARINS 5,

8. 7IOA—-I(TEFALANI:C)

TVI—=NVIRY Y ZUEARY) Y27 =x2%)—V125g) DL EHKBELETEEDOY 22
AL22MEHIMT 525, 3 Y ¥ 7 KO ERLU T TIIAE LY A 7 BIEEED 5k n?,
9. Bt ¥ (TIEFZALANI:B)

EFALRAKE OWEMR R Y 2 7 2Hims25%,

10. Z0ft

ABOIME M & BT DWW T, OBICHANTIEORIIEIEDO U 2 7 AEn, Ay an
7 & — ¥ ) ERIIEER Y A7 2WINSEL LV HERD Y, Eu ) Hid 5 g
BB & I FE A DVWTDO XS 7 F ) Y ATRBBEEND S L) BREIRENLTY
2%, REOKBM TR — NI TIE, RSO 2 WA IR TH IR O H 5
Yt TIUEREIR ) A 7 318358 L, TG o BEE LY A 7 & OBk %
#o%”oBﬂﬁﬁv4wxﬁ%’£wf HBsHUs % D 5 b, HBeHUs 1, HBV-
DNA ZSEE DY A B ) A 27 AT 5 L v s & 5%, IiiH 25-hydroxyvitamin
DIEANERE ) A 7 ZBINE €5 L VI MEDHHD, HEDIFLALZHATHZY,

=

I
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=1 BEUYZRY

RI&ME RIS 6.79 i
KR D WERGFAEF 3 50 e A T3 9.31 1%
WL 1.70~2.41 1%
B TEARVERE 98 60~87 i
TRV R B DC 2%
ERHERE | BRI 1.94 1%
HLi 20 %A1 BMIA¥30 kg/m® BL_E O BT 3.5
TEPEIEE 2% ZWr 2 & 44E LI IE 14.6 %
Z Wi & 5 AR LI 4.8 K%
IPMN SRR CIEAERT 1.1~2.5%
RELF L2001 1685, WAMARL & AR
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BARBEFZSORESEREEV I A N —

KGR L ¥ A M) —1Z, 19944£12 Johns Hopkins K%2® the National Familial Pancreas
Tumor Registry (NFPTR) 28R CHID Tk 8N, BAE, RETIIHISGOL I A Y =
FAET H. T 72, BRI TIX KA Y ®national case collection for familial pancreatic cancer
(FaPaCa), A ¥ Z®the European Registry of Hereditary Pancreatitis and Familial Pan-
creatic Cancer (EUROPAC), £ # V) 7 ®Italian Registry for Familial Pancreatic Cancer, A
~ A ~ ® Spanish national hereditary pancreatic cancer registry (PanFAM), *+—Z k51
7 @ Australian Familial Pancreatic Cancer Cohort (AFPaCC) 28% %, VY A bV —i& O H
MIIRENERE OB~ — 7 —, BTN L 2 RSB LRNZW, AR EREORSE L
A7) ==y 7 7u s O TH D, TOOOMEFEHRA, M - WEEAROIUE, Bz
FIERT, BRRRERDAT DN TV D, NFPTRICESKS Nz A7 BECH LTk, A7) —=
v 775 .k LTcancer of pancreas screening (CAPS) 233 TICHM L T 5, HATHE
DOREWRIFEL ¥ A M) —13 HABERS: 4 & Pancreatic Cancer Action Network Japan (73>
Fx T XY )ITE o T20134FEITFEV. S 711 HARNORBEEFERE OB HE L T o720 4B
—F, FEEBERKIIFEREEN VLA, TR IrOF v 7 ¥ — | THERR
L, AANFHEMEICRA LR, IOV“Y‘ﬁEﬁfE R L TV VAT AL 5TV A,

HARBENR 2% O & — 2 _— (http://www.suizoworg/) 7 & RERIEFERE B SRHI L) » 7§
L0y, W, RIEEEEERREERHIEOY A b (http://jfper.com/) 27 7 A TE b,
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2 = E2li% (Diagnosis)

® 2% (Diagnosis) (D)
cQ
D1 BEEORRIEEDKSICLESKLD?

AT—hXV B
1. B/, B&NER RPHOEGR, &8, AERY, BRETRAELE SHReEn
IERZRDHBHEICE, FEOTREEZERUREZITI CEZRET .
GHEEDIES 1 2, TEFVAULNRNIL :C, GEE 1 97.4%)

2. BELHCc—EDBRMN H2MIPHRBRPERY—H—ZAET 5 EZRET D,
GERD\BE 1 2, TEFVALNIL:C, §8FE 1 100%)
3. BRORIU—Z_VTDHICUSZITI T EZIRET B
GEEDIES 1 2, TEFVAULNRNIL:C, G823 : 100%)
4. BEDURIT709— (DC1B8R) 2@HEIIHEICIE, BREAZITIILZR
E e R

RO\ 1 2, TEFVRAUNIL:C, E8FE 1 100%)

[ERREDREE]
B, AT— AV NICHER] FA>TORBD oD, [E#H ZEIEBAL, GREREZIT I

ﬁg =i
1. E K
Jidia (78~82%), HHAMR (64%), HWIOMLEK (62%), #E (56~80%), MR &
(54%), PRI (66~84%), MERFEHBIFAE (97%), T5ibE (48%) = EH3H 1, FIMIIC
&, B, R oMK BEOKRERDO L) REKLE LIERTH L 2 DS
W, Lrb)l,m@}i’riiréa%%f\%W%@J“:Iﬁ%féa‘étb SR O WERE FF S LA A8, SR
YA TR IO L) BRIEIRAS B L 7285 HERETHY, bOEOKMETICE S

. WISSHEIR D 70 WL i154%f$ﬂ)”, 2cm LT OBREIZIR 2 L WIFIEIR & L CTIdIEE A%
m5%am%%w#,ml%#ﬁﬁﬁf&ot%
2. MR

BT I5—8, UYN—F, T525—F¥1, M) TY UL BRICERNTIRR Y,
WTOMET I 7 —¥, TIAY—L1DRFERIT20~50%TH ), BHIZ K 2 EERAC

&
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BRI 5720 EEZ LN TVDEY BEEKOZPTH FHRMORVWLI 25 —¥1
DRI ICAH A TH 5 L OBEBROWED D 5,
3. EBEvY—H—

BRI K EE 1X, CA19-97570~80%, SPan-14370~80%, DUPAN-2%350~60%, CEA
7330~60%, CA50A360% & i STV BHY, JEFTHEE KR < & BRI, O g
WEIFZ% CAI99TH->ThH, 2cm AT OB TRBIERIZS2% L MESNTBY, ME
TR BB T L < 2w BT > b — VAR BRI IZ CAL99 O B A IE R 5 72012
FAEZRTAHS, MEIRIGIC X A CAL9-9 R, 1M > P u— u2sgEm3 Ui L, B
BITIHE T L 3w,

CA19:9 %% & N3 B TE % 7R $ Lewis i % &Pk B T1E, DUPAN22SEITH 5",
PAAEVE B B CIE CAL9-0 X Bl & 2 ) RIS T O B S 1K 259, CA19-9/CRP>32 U/
mL 2 BEAEIES (R, THER 72 &) &35 L RIET6.5%, $FRIE6S.6% & OHEHH 5V,

PRERINER D~ —H — & LT, Tumor M2 pyruvate kinase, CEACAM], fibrinogen frag-
ment, DR-70, Prolyl-hydroxylated a -fibrinogen, G-CSF, M-CSF, macrophage inhibito-
ry cytokine-1 (MIC-1)”, CXCL7?, genome” - DNA methylation - transcriptome * micro
RNA - protein DHIRIIFNT 72 EAME SN TBY, SHOEEIF -1 27, WEDSD
etk & F v CRICETEYY, WERH O transcriptome”, JEMOMEITEHEY 2 EAEH S 1
TWwh,

4. [EEREBERIRE

B AR (ultrasonography : US) i CRED L WEERIRAE L LT, JRBHLRE
BIEBOTHHTH DY BEIT48~95%, FRIEITA0~1%EHRIZL Y RELHESDHL ",
HALE 7 ARG & ) EWAPGS - WEL, BO—Ed 5\ I KERS 295 L W #7236
WH Y, TSRO EIL 1 em DU ORES; O R 21350 % & K55,
3em Bl ETIZ95.8% & BEFTH 2 Y, IFIREMZ TOUSIC & 2 BEOAFTLHIZ0.6% T, I
5 RE120.007% LAWY, EHUSHBEMOZMREZ 1M LS5 2 EAHMESh TS
7%, PEBGE T

MEMES;~ — 71 — & US DBEEES Wk L 2 R 1187
5. MHPETLFEE

TR ML C R EE I ZRED 5N % KRASHEAIZTARN PanINURE T HEICHAO O L T &
DS PICH>TW DY KRASHBIZTERWE LB OREOHMEEZBLS 2 L3k
{, BHOBWICHERTERVED A Y T ¥ 25E s h'Y,

6. BESURIEEANDRYY—Z=2T

DC1, DC2 TRt N7am ) A7 BETx LT, WelEER, Wi~ —7—, USZATw,
RHIICT, BEENBLE (EUS), MRI/MRHBERE#&E (MRCP) & &I X 2 KA %
119 ZEMREENTWEY (D2BI),




64 2. #ZWiEk: (Diagnosis)
£1 MEEEY—H—EEBBERREOREZSHIEE CRET 8%
JREE (%) | HFEPE (%) | ButERyHRE (%) | MR EE (%) | R (%)
10075 T CA19-9 70~90 43~91 72 81 67
N CEA 15 75 NA NA NA
M e | US 48~95 40~91 92 100 46~64
Doppler US 50~9%4 80~100 79 88 81~95
Contrast
enhanced US 90 100 100 86 93

NA : not available, US : #3Fids
(Sharma C, et al. World ] Gastroenterol 2011; 17: 867-97." X v 5| k%)

BHEADRE

B RE TR A A T 56 ORI I3 7 & e s, IEEBIEIR L BE IR IB FEAE AT S N7 H12
RO REMEE BB L THRAELZIT) S L2 F Ly, RHoORE CREE~— 7 —miis
BRI ENEL NV, US THRAFILIR S TN 2 720 72 ) <2 ML i W & = 6112 13 MRCP %
EUSZA7\, RERZEZRD AL, B2 % < & b NSRS AT IR RS &
(ERCP) #4179 Z & T LENEROMIMICESL Z L 3d 5. BiEmY) A7 IS LT, i
Hift & USR MRCP, EUS#EHIciT) & & TR BRI RE M L5 L PHERS
A, B RORE DD, USREUSTHINE NS 1 cm LT OERIE, EECTTIEL
WELIEMIETE R W LICERSLETH Y, BEENHEE TSRS M2 (EUS-FNA)
WX DN OZMIICELZ Ehd b,
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cQ
D2 BYEZEROICIGaDREEL
D2-1 BEZEZR-SIEES, CT, ESEMRIIIEZHICERD ?

AT—RXU K
BRI ZH T B ICIRER CT (MDCTAEE LL) i D/ FTz[EMRI (MRCP) (&8
BRUBTASUENLEX LW Z1T3 L Z#HET B,

GEREDEE 1 1, TETVAUNIL 1B, G8F : 100%)

B
1. CT(&®&&80)

CTIRREDOKE S, MERILBVIRZONDIENY TR, EEFOBEEZHFEICED
MEDMKEEAHIBTEZ 205, HWBHICBVWTRLZLEDTELWIRETH 5,
e72L, A EMR L 2 WEHECT o B AR OB HNIC 368 S v, BRIR O &5
CTICBUAME7a ba—vix, Hil, BIIRM, BESEEAMH, MRS X 2 2R, &
JE (3mmbPLT) THREL, LIS LLRmmMEAEE Ly, /2 USIHEERTHY CT
X ARENEWC L, HLREOEIWZHVEETH S Z L ORINITONLIRETDH
5o

USIZCT L IZIZRS O™ L Z 2 5N 55, BEWEHH MR/ HE O
HRTH b, HEHUSORLEMIAEIZE7%, CTIRTI% TH- 2 MiEshTnrY, %72,
2ecmU T OHEIZONWT, HEAEZHVWEWUSECTZ KT 5 &, USOKEILS7%,
CTOIEIEIZ50% TH D, 7EHUS TIRIEIEA95% & CT DAL 68% 1t LA IS E W,
—J, CTIRZWEEDIEIZID, INEWVWA T A AER dynamic CT DIRIEIWFEL %21,
EEAIZHO2VWUS L) BUBHEZET2L0ME Y bdH 2, TOXHICUSECTIZ
AR TEVIHERBREEZ G TS5 00, BEOENZEORMIIT) NEMAELEZD
N5, #EEMDCT (R1A) 13 X VAR BRIREE o TB Y, WIROMALEBHOMAL S
FTIMERE R EOMBIEZWICE L THIKIESS~100%, FFHEE82~92% LGS Tw
579,

2. MRI, MRCP

VLHTIZ B RRESCT OZEN L D 355720, —HICIIRFEBME LTECT LD D
HILEN TV Rholze LAL, HEITF AT OMRIC L D HiREDSH L, Z0H ks
WESNTWEY, MRIOBEN2EZAIRCTERARY, HHMTORY ELORETD
XEREL W e TH Y, &Y A7 BT 2@ W% MRIMAIC X D RSS2 W 6
TholtTrHMEDLRENTWVE Y, 20k 5 ITHRIED &5 #RE D dynamic MRIIZ X
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VR ZIWREIL R CT L IZIZFSOKE, FRETHL EMESNTED, MRIECTIE
IFAEEOMBESTELT, BEDZOORETHLEE2 5N, $@% 0
dynamic MRI T3 7% <, $iL#kEH4 (diffusion-weighted MRI, 1B) ASMDCT & [F%5 (84%
vs. 86%) DEFEIEBZ R TH o 72 L MEER TV B,

OGS E BT WX 3% KM TH S EHESXNTHEY”, MRCP (R1C) i#CT -
USZ EDMOREIZB VW TEBHITE LR WA ICHITENEREMETH S, — I, HEIZ
BUTHBEBICEBIASASNDL 25, ERCPICHET 2 IEEIET0~86%, HFRIEEIX67~
94% X WS TWB®, MRCPIZERCP & O ERERIZ BV TRES & Uﬁ%ﬁe&%c:ﬁ%ﬁ%
BRDLNAEVA, KEETHH L ZHHICMRCP ZHEET 2 HEA L S TWEY,
F7:, MRCPHIMOMETTH 245, EEEAT05%, JEREEAS2% L DML b H LI L Hh oY,
MRCP ®ZWifgIZ ERCP & 11 L £ 2 5N b,

3. B GIEEEERIRE

AVUS L TR B MA L LT, RSB IIB VW THHTH %, L4, fhib

T 58— AR WS A 2 V2 USHY 8 AR W S ) &V 72 USY Rk o

1 BEOBKICE T 2REE

A JESESRRED MDCT ; ¥&82 CT (C THEEESEIC low density area & BAID %
BB ERD D, B EEIRED MRI HLEGAAESR (diffusion (weighted)
image, DWI) ; BEEESRICIEALDIE T 2338 2, C : BEEESRED MRCP ; B#EE
EREEE DRI & TERARE DK 2B D,

MRCP : MR fEE &SR
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ZWid: (Diagnosis)

WA FRTEDLIAN T T IADRED, BHEDT 7 VT X I VA A—=VITHINT 5
L CHEREOBMREZ N L3¢5 2 EAREINTV D, FIALEBREORRIIOVTEE
KW USTFHT 2RABFTONTVED, EH USRI L CIIRBIGEK S h
TVHRWVWRETH 5755, CTRMRIICBWTHEEH T LV F -4 E TR TE R
BECIIHICHNTH %,

= BANDIRE

R CT, MRIGFICHERE) 3O EEZRICHERTH Y, Mo REE, HEE~—7—,
US THERDSEED NMAEIRICAT ) REMETH 5o LA L, /NS VIR CRIER O 25K
W2 lddHY, EUSREUSFNA, KRS LENIRICH L TIZERCP & &b, Milgs
LMK 1 X B HEEBW A PRI BWTT) 2L E L,
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cQ
D2 BYEZEROICIGaDREEL
D2-2 EEZEsolciza, EUSIFEMICERD?

ATF—RXU B
EUS 3D BRI E LR T D EBEE XD SRETEMTES ), BREER-H I

BICIFEUSZEITS CEZIRET B,
RN : 2, TEFVAULANIL B, 8EF : 100%)

R

EUSIZ X 2 R OB W O IRIEIE, 92.3% (89~100%) " TH 0, CT % LMo
B RS 5 L ABICEIREICHIT A2 A TE S5 720, NNEEOMIBIZIZEHT
H5 (R1), FRICHENILFREMEES (IPMN) (285 ORERE 2 B2 51213, &d
WL HESBWTH S F72, EUSIST, MoOBETED SN VINEEZ R

i, EERTSIETY, BEAN—E v 2 EYY, 252N 74 X AR v
INYARX Y ML, MMOREEERE & OB DATR 5. R K77 EUSH XU
N—E=vy 7 EUSTIE, BHFIIFELERRTLLEZMEHREL L TRDOLN, TOEBF
i3, Th2EN86% (79~95%)>"" 5 X 1593% (82~100%) P Th %, %72, TIALTF
74 TIREEEIIECRZE L LTt s h, TOEZHRIZ86% (72~95%) %% Tdh 5,

1 BEED EUS &

ANy TR A-TIC LB+ BB TITED 5 DEIER, ARSI
BABORII-—[EE (AR 11 mm; XHE) #3853, BIREETE
EHREMEDT, CT, MRI, US TIRBHEIhTULEL,

SMV : HISEREESAR, EUS : BE MRS, US : BEFRE
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" HEADRE

HIEEOHEALE—BZHII BT, EUSHTHER LTV E IV 2 WHIRY S 525, &
BOEUSOERIZL YD, O RMBW - BIRGHRIC oL 5 2 E28IfFE b, Lal,
MO WRB N & RS 5 L BENZRAETH Y, EUSIZL D 0.3% IR AT 52,
B2, 0.03~0.15% 2 I2HALE S ILE X 7297200, EIBTLEIZEEICT O LELSH Do
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D3-1 BEZZIMITDCHODROATYTEULTERCPIFER
h?

S

US, CT, MRIB KU EUSIR EfthDEIREZENE C2 iR 3B S (C, ERCPZITS &
ZRET D,

MEEEDERE 1 2, TEFVAUNIL B, 82X 100%)

&

WeAa D 95% 13T & OB RA 2 0D 7200, US, CT, EUS7 & CHEEZIIT X Wil
IZBWTC, ERCPIZAHLRRATH 5o ISR DM 72 PIRLSE A  4T VI 3% 52 (endoscopic
retrograde pancreatography ; ERP) f§i%, FWEEHezE & RMFEEERTH 5 (K1), ERP
THEE ORI 2572, AR HIEE ORIMA R 2 RE&MEA L 720b, WS RS
F L 7 — ¥ (endoscopic nasopancreatic drainage ; ENPD) % 4 & U 72 # £5 |0l o i A i 2
DWE LR N ORI B WA TH 2 & OWMEHH 5%, FREAPM % 580 5 H ot
$087%H350 mm LA EOPM TdH - 7z L oW HH VY, EREIMAS R R A IE R
MR RO RENE 2 B RICAN D LER D L, T72, LREE OS5 mm Ul Lok EZ Db %
WIEEBRMNE, F 3SR EEE NG % R WA 0 B ARIEEIRER OB IREE 1289 %,

X1 BEFEO ERP &

PEAERICRRBMETRERE (RH) »H ), BRAIMENR (KR
EBDH B,

ERP : RiRFRETTIEBEEER
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FREEIZI%TH Y, BmEOENHHTHLY, L L, SWiERCP %I %O 55 H
FEIZ1.4~21.4% Y CTh Y, EHOBISEEEIHE T 5081 H 5,

= FANDRE

WERAEDOREICE D, 1emPL FOBEIRLENLE WL hoTEL, TD %D
i, R LTSI ENTET, MEBTROAZRD LML PR kv, 72, %
D &9 /ANHZETIZEUSENA 7% 812 X 2 ARRINSHEETH 0, REFIICHEEZ W T &
BWENH L, TAE, HOREMERICOWTOMEIMENL LDo2dHh 505, W& D)
BEELRA, Y PDO—D2Thb, 5, WL FHZHT 57201208, Bf TR RO %
WIRE SR AR LC, ERPHIfREB X OBEE 5 © OMRIRIUC X 2 |HB WS LEE 2 %
BENEL b LELZOND,
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D3-2 BEZZITDIcDDRDAT Yy TEULTPET [FEAN?

ATF—hX2V kK

BRREZIRIC BT B2 REBMOHERIIC PET (PET/CT) #1752 £ ZIRET 3. LN UERR
DINSTREER, BINSEREEDZEICHVTIFRFAN G S,
GERD\BE 1 2, TEFVALNIL:C, §5%F 1 100%)

7
B OB BWCTEY b a VBB (PET) (34— 3 BIER PR Z 0 BEME 087
CHWSRTED, EEIZ3%MEEHME S TWwDYY, PETHIL ) & CT L MAdbH
#7:PET/CT (B1) BZWife CEIL TV S L W) MErH 2%, L L, ACHERKES
ETLRBEE B e MONTEYY, BEFLETH L, BE L EROBEICI3EE
LDEEIRTH S, 2ecm T /MR oM AEIL, 68.8~100% & #iFI2 X - TIES
DENH VY, FLVFTNORET ORI %, HEEDO/NS ZERMOBWIBIT
BEHIIZE T > TV ARV, —7, 2em 282 2 EE TIIRIEIZI0% U ETHY, CTHb
WIZMRI & ] LT H A% TH 57, AT TIE, Matsumoto 5% 33k L 72 218 Bl DI
S % Bt 232000 % £ 5 1) ZASHRAT LTV 575, Stage TTA BLEICHEST L 723EHIT1E 90% L -

c 1 PET/CTIC &k Z2BEEOBH
A:CT CIREARESIEEZIRNZ LW E
BigE LTEBABNE, B: PET/CT T
CT OIERINSES: - — 3% L T FDG D& %
B, C: YIRRIEARTIE FDG DEE %R
o 1= E AR B RS 1,
PET : #¥ kO WiBIRE
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TdHo7=DIZXF L, Stage 0B & UFStage IA/BTIiE50% LK<, Whw 5 R IR O Z W
IR D 5o

BB OBWICHE VT, CTH 5V IEMRI & B LTPET/CT A HEIERERNTH
5EOHENDHHY, Lo LnbaiEs oMM I EBHEIc L > TO B2 5, HERICHL
TWEHCTHHWVIEMRI &A% L OHEd HIEY, H2L0WELH VY, BFATIICTH
BWIEMRIZER 2SO TIE RV, U ¥ /iR ORI AEIL51~56% TCT & 5\ 3 MRI
LSRR Th B, 2277, WM OHEKEIIRY ¥ EEEORIIZHEE O#EY 21D
D, BEILETH D, BEBICHLTIECTH S WIEMRICENTEHTH A2, K
BRI L CORMIIZE T o TwiRnT,

= AEADIRE

PET AL —#MIZCT H 5 WIEMRUCHARTRERADE L, V—Fromks v
RT3 v v ARELN TV DI TlER V. —F, &% A7) —=v T
TE&5Z L2, MBI GHATIEBWHEEEZ Rt 2 S U, B2 TG % [l
TEDWEEMELD B, SHIE, BHANERDL GO T, BROBWLHBREIZBIT 008 D1 % B
52N B i X WFFE 0 Fh & WITE L 72w,
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D3-3 #HRdz2, fHisE2ISEROZZICHERAD?

AT—RXU K E

fHRRE2, HEEZIIRE, HEEEDEL, BELMOBRKREEOERICERTHY, 17
S C t&?ﬂf%?%o p
GHREO™WE 1 2, TEFVALNIL:C, GEF : 100%)

an

PHER\NS

i3

R OB B VT, HORIEMEER L & O SAEPEREE B w5 S 7 &2 Do
JHERESS & DEBNTIER ST OPEICB W TEETH D, BEREDEED NUFRYI B 2 JifT S 7z
FEBITH 5~10% IZUREARICIIEEAFE ST, FEWRRTH 72w MiErd "7,

EUS-FNA ZFEEZ MR L C OBV REE L fFRRENIFTH 5. BIRZITIIH % EUS-
FNA OZWRIZOWTIE, TRETIRKOEDOE AT TF 1) T AV, pooled sensitivity
130.85(95% CI : 0.84-0.86) ~0.89 (95% CI : 0.88-0.09), pooled specificity i%0.958 (95% CI :
0.946-0.967) ~0.98 (95% CI : 0.97-0.99) T 572>, BRI IEBRIGR S N2 THTH Y,
BERE OIRBLEWI & LI —BINE L CTEEITREMAETH S, 72721, false positive
FEPID DRV BT 5720, EEI/LETH L. MIBECHLTERL TS XY
7 VAT, RS TOEUS-FNA OB FRETAEH 4130~105% Th 727 72,
HEATIRERE (2 5\ TR (LA O MR TR ) 247 ) BRI, e P 20 WA TR 05 R0 At ik 254 0
BREZELOHENE Loh D LITv, @Y KR IRE T2LEB’H L. TOXH BYED
MEAEZWNIXEUSFNADHHTH 2 L OMEDDH 257,

WIZ, EUS-FNA TS NMIRIC B b KRASHEAR T2 BRI MILE, M2 o
e LTOWREEDLEDH L. 2775 AT, BFEOZHIIY L CEUS-FNA BB X
'EUS-FNA/KRAS 381525 BT T @ pooled sensitivity 1% 0.806 (95% CI : 0.721-0.869)
25 0.887 (95% CI = 0.836-0.924) ~ L J 25 F % 2D % 2%, pooled specificity {22 Tl
0.97 (95% CI : 0.93-0.99) 25 0.920 (95% CI : 0.830-0.965) ~MEF % DT W 5Y, F 7=t

o TEEDIZLDENRKEVAD, HIRTIIHMBIEZH L LToMESIFICL T %,

ERCP T OMilg# 12 EUS-FNA O R ULHGIZ 13 i b T b T 2 lg 2 kR BE 0 — >
ThHoHH, BT 2B, Blods T BEMiE T21.3%, 77 Y #ilas
B88% THo72"s SHIERBIEL L CIBMERERAIEE 225, —J5, EUSFNA D%
AN AR SERI R, WA AT AIERITHE N L — V280 L TEET 250118 & 7%
%o & B\ LEMHEOBWIIE, BUKTIEIETANY 2 W — O € %&T%ém



78 2. &k (Diagnosis)

Z0fh, BEWEH A4 FFENA, CTH A FFFNA % EOM R FNA»$ 5, EUS-FNA &
B L 72092 Tld, EUS-FNA & OB THMRICE I hh oz LGS hTw b5,
EUS-FNA 2 U TR DB AS 12,

= BANDIRE

WiRTAER IR, MR&Z) ICowTid, BBEEROE S, FNAIL X 2D ) 2 7
FHENZ & o TTHIAEN S 2 OB THEN R ERL H 2, LaL, #inicHe o
W R WIC X ) B & B S N7 Z I BV T RIRBLS~10%FET 5 2 &, BRERG
WMOFMBERPIRKENZ L EZET L E, WMETEREIT) 2 & 2IRET D, DA ELEIBR
S CIERE OB MNICHES T 256 121%, WHZIHEESW 2R A D T EEE L, MiFidk
BIZOWTIRSHRMRENLERERECTH 5, ), BIEORPIEEREICE LT &S
RVIEBI S B VR OHEET b 2O, ERCP FHINEZE - MRS CI3w3 5 W1 R
ThY, EUSFNADME—DIEFM W 2 mHEBWEL 2% (B1), 20 X9 HEI121E,
EUSFNA®D XY v hEF XY v M2 BHEICHFICHA L CEBERFIT L ENET N
o ALSFIERAT ) BICIE, B RHEARIRO 7201 QRIS A7) 2 L 20 5,
HHRFRIGE XN S OPFAET 575, BAOREZ ZE L T d R THEF 2 k2 @IS
%o MMIRMOFERITEEB LOEHREICL > THRESINEZRETH S,

1 EUS-FNA IC & 35RIE2HT
A FESBUS CRASICIETI I —[EE%3® %, B: CT CHRIUBMICEZHRNS L WEEEED S, C:ERP T
FERSICASABEEFEBOE LV, D:EUS TIHETI—[EEE LT &N, EUS-FNA &£, E: M2 T
fefE & M. F o ARIAEIEIRE % E N,
EUS-FNA : & kPR T RIS #222, ERP : iSO fTiEpegysss, EUS | BEEMRE, US| BEERE
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D4 JRHADRBIEEDLSICLTHTON?

1. BEOFREZE (TNMSER) [FEZMDCT h D/ FcIXEE MR (LEGERZST)
TITO T & =EHRT B,
GERDEE 1 1, TEFVAUNIL 1B, §8F 1 100%)
2. WEICGUTEUSZ(TS CEZRET Do
GHEEDIES 1 2, TETVAUNIL 1B, G8F 1 92.1%)
3. FFents, FRFEEBEDSHEC(EPET (PET/CT), SEEEHRZAMNECIHUTEITITS

CEZRET B
RO\ 1 2, TEFVRAUNIL B, §8F 1 94.7%)
[EERRORE]

JREADFEICHBIFTBHEUS, PET, BEEMFHEOHE, BICOVWTEMRER o1,
1. EUS

EFMDCT PiEf MRI EBE EDSEHEE R I 2BNICERTETH D, LML, DA EDIRKE U
THEEEUSDENRENTDTIFRL, MEICLDEMBEDENELPLT L, EFMDCT, EFMRI
MHTCERVES Y, BBEEEUS DEgreein 8 L iR CldBPmETOHEIC EUSHERTH 2, Mtk
DEKRESHT, AT—MAVR2[MBIGUTCEUSEITD CEFRET DI HBAT D LB,
2. PET & EESEE

B MDCT PIEFEMRI DN TCERVEE DRMEEE DZZRIC FDG-PET (PET/CT) "EATH %. FFE
HEOR/\FFEBCEREENSE CERVESICEEERREITERTH 2. ULDEKESHT, X
F— XAV N3 [FTEsts, EREROSHEICIEPET (PET/CT), EBEEFEZNEICIGUTHETIS &
EIRET D] ZEAT D EERB ST

i

WESE DB W & YR BE Tl DWW, AU A IVCT, MRI BEEUS O Wik i L7
20054ED A 5 T F U ¥ ADD o 19904E % 5 20034F F T O 684512 X 2 MEATTIE, DM
IZDOWTAY HJIVCT, MRI, USODEEEIZ91%, 84%, 76%, FF#FEE1385%, 82%, 75%
LAY OVCTASKEE, BRREE S ICER TV (R, £/, MAFRE V¥ Hilm,
WA 70 IR A 7 — V23D S WRTHEF IO W T, A AV CT, MRI, US®EKSE
FENZN81%, 82%, 83%. HFREEIZ82%, 78%, 63% THh o7 UL, Ko
W & UIBRITRE T INCIEAY AV CT A3 b, USAICT, MRI & D EWEREAIVE S hrz,

0134EICHE SN AT T F U ¥ A TII29MOFL, A7FFL30BDOFRBEFHITONT
EUS & CTD#Wife % Wi LT\ %, N stage, IMAFEHE, YBRTHETHICOWTHEL,
N stage D& CT 24%, EUS 58%, IMFRIEOKIEIZCT 58%, EUS 86% & Wi iLd

&!I{I



1 EFZREDOD

BEDLE (BRE /HEE)

D4 81

CT MRI us EUS PET/CT
PEEOWT | 91%/85%" 84%/82%" 76%/75%"
N stage | 24%/88%? 58%/85%% 64%/81%°
MmERE | 58%/95%” 86%/93%?
FFes® | 53%/78%% | 87% /98% *¥ 82%/97%" j
US : A, BUS @ BEWIHEL PET K Y b o i i
* DWI (k36 ) &

CTICHARTEUSAMEN T Wz, N stage, MERMOIFRE, YIERWTHETFHOKE, R
FEIZMHF TIEITRSETH o7 (F1)o TORXFTF Y I ADORRENS, EUSIREREON
stage, MEFEHE, CIRTTAETFHOFFMIA M2 FBETH 2 2 EavRshrz?,

Pz’ OB Wi gD W CMDCT & MR BT % Feg U 7 /B 2k — MIFZE T,
MDCT ® &£ 53.3%, 455 77.8% 12 b~ T MRIJE BRI I1L R 86.7%, FFRLEIT5% &
5 <, MRIFEEGEH I EROZWICENTH 5%, 72, MDCT CTEbgif )32 WiEf)
WCRREIARPE FIIR ¥ 5 T CT (CT during arterial portography : CTAP) & FFEIBR &5 T CT
(CT during hepatic arteriography ; CTHA) # Jif7 3 % 2 & T, MDCT THFizfkatk & 3
ESNIEG DD B, AL1% B HEME L BRIz, 72, FiEBICH 3% CTAP+
CTHA : MDCTO K EIZZ N ZFN4.2%, 48.4%, FFEFI1X82.7%, 97.9% & K E 1
CTAP+CTHA TERTW/2Z &5, CTAP+CTHA (& MDCT I e~ T A% o 57 12
ERTVLERESRTWEY,

FDG-PET DR OZME AT — YV 53HITH LT, DY ATITA v 7 LEa—3dH
%o PETIZ X B EREDOZW O REIEIZ0.91 (95% CI : 0.88-0.95), N stage DEJE 13 0.64 (95%
CI:0.50-0.76), Wiz D EE1X0.67 (95% CI: 0.52-0.79), FFEEIXZZ10.81 (95%
CI:0.75-0.85), 0.81(95% CI : 0.25-0.85), 0.96 (95% CI : 0.89-0.98) TH -7z ThbbH
PET &N stage, HHsBZWOFREIZ I WS, KECHERDH Y, AT7—YZWOTEL
LCE 5 LidvianwiERkTdorze 77NV — TN TIE, PET/CTIC X 5RO
JEE130.82(95% CI: 0.480.98) T, PETHAM X ) RIFTH -7 ZOHRENHIE, PETIX
Wi DB DI 1L X A%, N stage L IFEROBHICIIAH5TH S & w2 2, jikiE
BAH T 5 BAEBESEOHHMEICOWT20I34EICHME SN2 x5 T7F ) 2 ars L
¥ a—=", 20144E® 3k — MY OFED S, BB CT TIFER R L K S
NIHEFIZ BT, FEIMOBUNFE LB EOZMICAHTH S Z EAVRSI N Tw
bo AR OVWTOFMIID 6 THNS,
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= BANDIRE

N stage & JRTIILAE R O FFAMIZ2W T, EUSIZER MDCT R 7% % MRI & %L Eos
Witk Z A3 2ENBHETH L, LarL, DAEOBIRE L THEEUS O K F +45
TRV L, MECLDZBHBEOEIELRTVE W) HENH S, EFMDCT, &
R MRIDHATC & WG R, IHPEEUS OB Biee ) A%E W iiak Tl R T AT OFFHli 12 EUS
PHMTH B, T/, EEMDCTREHMRIZTE 2 W4 O iER O 2 W 2 FDG-
PET (PET/CT) %, Wi OW/NFER R ERER G ETE W& I HFAENES %,
PVEE U THIAGDLE DL Z & THEDOREWIRINE? S O NS, TNMREFIZBIT 5 55
MO L BWREZ W T 2 C, ®OAMFE L S EMRBPZBWASTE 5 X 5 ICHAam % 7
THIEDHEETH D, PET 2 EFUIEHFHLMAL 25 DT, BHAMMEIE L, BIE
DY RATHENEL D X HICHIET %,

5| Ak

1) Bipat S, Phoa SS, van Delden OM, et al. Ultrasonography, computed tomography and magnetic reso-
nance imaging for diagnosis and determining resectability of pancreatic adenocarcinoma: a meta-analysis.
J Comput Assist Tomogr 2005; 29: 438-45.( % %)

2) Nawaz H, Fan CY, Kloke ], et al. Performance characteristics of endoscopic ultrasound in the staging
of pancreatic cancer: a meta-analysis. JOP 2013; 14: 484-97.(* %)

3) Holzapfel K, Reiser-Erkan C, Fingerle AA, et al. Comparison of diffusion-weighted MR imaging and
multidetector-row CT in the detection of liver metastases in patients operated for pancreatic cancer.
Abdom Imaging 2011; 36: 179-84.(2 K — )

4) Tkuta Y, Takamori H, Ikeda O, et al. Detection of liver metastases secondary to pancreatic cancer:
utility of combined helical computed tomography during arterial portography with biphasic computed
tomography-assisted hepatic arteriography. J Gastroenterol 2010; 45: 1241-6.(2 4+ — )

5) Wang Z, Chen JQ, Liu JL, et al. FDG-PET in diagnosis, staging and prognosis of pancreatic carcinoma:
A meta-analysis. World J Gastroenterol 2013; 19: 4808-17.( % %)

6) Hariharan D, Constantinides VA, Froeling FE, et al. The role of laparoscopy and laparoscopic ultra-
sound in the preoperative staging of pancreatico-biliary cancers —A meta-analysis. Eur J Surg Oncol
2010; 36: 941-8.(# %)

7) Schnelldorfer T, Gagnon Al Birkett RT, et al. Staging laparoscopy in pancreatic cancer: a potential
role for advanced laparoscopic techniques. J] Am Coll Surg 2014; 218: 1201-6.( 2 — )

8) Allen VB, Gurusamy KS, Takwoingi Y, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of laparoscopy following computed
tomography (CT) scanning for assessing the resectability with curative intent in pancreatic and peri-
ampullary cancer. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013; (11): CD009323.( % %)
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D5 BE&EEDresectability (FEDKDITRET DH ?

1. BFEEOREEIXHEXMDCT CiHMiig 22 &Z#ET 3,
OB 1 1, TEFVALUAIL : B, &EE: 100%) .
2. BECHUTEUS TIFS T L EIET 5. 4
HEEOBS 1 2, TEFVALUAIL :B, &% : 100%)
3. EREBOEEGEEMDCTHD/ B ERMR (EERBERESD) &7
U, ST 5 & BHIET B,
MEROD|E 1 1, TEFVAUNRNIL B, 88F :92.1%)
4. 5 UEREBINEEMDCT, % MR (G BEERES0) TEON SRIFNE,
WE(CIHG U TPET (PET/CT) D/ F e BEEIFEZIHETL, SHET2I & %R
EI3,
GERO|E 1 2, IEF VAR B, 85 :81.6%)

[GERFEOEE]

GERER, IMRIOBKHEFLLBVODT, ERGERIFECZETON, AXTEVWTELV]
[MEEGERZ ST B EN] COBRENH oI, Fio, [TEDDSRIFNE] ERELRWVIFSH R
[MBBENLNEELENBWES] & LESHEV] COBRBNG ST,

]
1. Resectabilty (YIERFTEEM) & iE
BERR M s OB EE O H &2 1%, FEEEEE (residula tumor : R) 225 He & s, HWHRE
2 AR A RIS D REEIR O 2 W ROUIBR, MARARIHEKR O H 5 RIUIER, PRI IS E i
DHDHR2YIBFICHFEND D, ROBIIEE L FPHREBERT L %o Twb, BFEOYERT
fEPE % [resectable (R) J[borderline resectable (BR) J[unresectable (UR) ] ® 3#EI251T 5 &,
[RIBEHGIBEI IR B X OEBNFLEERT DS £ TSR T 25 D TH Y, HIFIIC
KIME R A7 W OB BEHEYIER) 12X ) RODSERWHER S DTH 5D, [UR] BRI
BRI DD 2 b DL, EIFIERE % 7D 7 WSS kg KL (x(F'i’H#b‘*“E’C)JF?“C
R21IZ%45 X9 %D THY, [locally advanced| & bFRHEENTE 2, TNHOEMTH S
[BRZ, MEEMICITEEHEY)FRO A TIEROER A 72 & O T, [marginally resectable] &
BRIAINTELDDOTH D, L2L, ZORRBLUOKEHICTREBRS, BREURD
BRSPS EFEIETH Y, IR ZITANS NI L 7 B AL L h o 72
HASE T 2016 47 H 12 H AW 7 25 OB IIR B Z B 2 X0 DRIk BA ] GB
THOV AT &7z INCCN # A K4 (201440 ? L3RR R obDE hoTW
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. Wik (Diagnosis)

%o INCCN# 4 F 4 »](20144EM) Tld, BRTIEPV (MIRRZR~ORBMOA) & A Bk
FANDRMEBH D) LARF CICY o TH D205, MR (PVR) & BIREIEE (AR) #2044 6F
B L OPHRIEARTARETH 5 L O HABRYREOEET 7 — N TOKEY 2 F 2,
PVEALZHICHD RS LENH L EDEZ LY, FBHBERWHEB] ETHR) To
resectability 0 Tld, PVEAEZRNCIDHEH) 2L 2B LTV 5, [INCCNAA F7 4
V1B THEIATE 2 WLET LTV DA, ZDOHEE, resectability D# 2 R HiEd Bz o T
%o B, MR IEoE#I R, FEOERFNE, PVRICHT 2E T, EHEL N,
FMTHOL NV R EICL OV HIPICE LR > TWE D, SHROBFPEEING, bAEICE
WCTIE HARBIRS 2 & 0 BGET S 7z TRRAUR B GE7RHO 2 v TmaEt L, fES~ms
OREDOF =5 REZEZREBEL TV ZEDPLETH S,

2. Resectability DiTHTEEE

JAPTRE (BR, PIIR) & iR OMTHIEHIIIC X V) resectability ZPREEN D0 X7 T F
VYA AEDEL, BETLA (T,

JRIATET (EIR, FIIR) OEEFHICIZ6MD A Z 75U T ANH Y, CTOKE /FrREi
77%/81%", 60%/93%", EUS DL /4 B IE1373%/92%, 87%/92%", 70%/92%° T
o7z CT LEUSOIETIX, EUS TIEEEATFH (86% vs. 58%°, 69% vs. 48%°) TH Y,
KRR D F 0 #2572 (93% vs. 95%°, 94% vs. 93%°) o CT & MRI O i Tl ik
1371% vs. 67% T, FEREEIZ92% vs. 94% Th - 72" #ilik /PR / BIIR O L 12 70%/75% /
68%, FFEIEIZ84%/91%/92% TdH %o BRI D CT & MRIGHfi &2 L L 725 T3 &
JE1368% vs. 68%, JFEFIEIZ93% vs. 93% THEWII Ao 72, ERTEDEUS, CT DRKJE
BEALTYEY, BEEELR O THEPCT, EEMRIAHITTE 2WHE, RFRMET
iz LCEUS A0 b b,

ERIZOWTIZCTY, PETY ORREE, JERIEEIZ67% vs. 25%, 96% vs. 5% Th bo 4
BWFEZ4T A HPET Z MDCT I A AT 2 & (PET/MDCT) 12 & % staging 2% & 5 (2K FE
ZEOLMEELEHIN TV S, BEMRIGTEEOZBWICES TH S, PET/CT &
PET & O TIRIEEIZ82% vs. 67% Th - 726

Resctability (22 W T OMETIE~1) # )V CT, conventional CT, MRI, USDRKEE, Hpi
FEIE81%, 82%, 82%, 83% &, 82%, 76%, 78%, 63%TdHH, ~) A NVCTHELTH
727, EUSIZ90%, 86% & #Hits &, EUS & CT DI TIZ87% vs. 90% & 89% vs. 69%
T, EUSHMER TV, FER R MR &2 MDCT Tid stk 252 L k0, B
Jegs L CTOPHT, CTZT CRYIRTEED40% DIEWRIC R 5 TW 20 % 18% T T
HIENTELEMESRTVEY, —F, BESETOUSTIIIEE, HREIX76%, 82%
s hTwaY,

) Y OSEIERICOWTIE, PET ORKE, HFREIZ64%, 81%&HiEshTwa, EUS
1369%, 62%7 & 74%, 81%Y LHE SN T W5, EUSE CT DMLY CIIKEIZ58% vs.
24%, F3EEEIX85% vs. 88% & KTV 5,
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k1 JEEGKZHE T2, N2ZW, REXEZE, a2, YIRFREMHZH
1. T status
= L FOE " . " "
wmEE F ETHZ) T o - BlE | At R BEE
affl
EUS(T1) 9 303 | PC 50(33-67) 94(91-97)
Li JH. o4 EUS(T2) 9 303 |[PC | 68(56-79) 86(81-89)
etal.” EUS(T3) 15 543 | PC 76 (70-82) 82(77-86)
EUS(T4) 15 543 | PC 80(74-85) 90(87-93)
2. N status
Wang Z, PET 4 101 |PC 64 (50-76) 81(25-85)
i 2013
et al.
EUS 16 512 |PC 69 (51-82) 81(70-89
Nawaz H,
ot al® 2013 | EUS vs. CT 8 281 |PC | 58(44-70)vs. 85(73-92) vs.
24 (16-34) 88(77-94)
Li JH, EUS 14 516 |PC 62 (56-68) 74 (68-80)
. 2014
et al.
3. Vascular invasion
EUS (Vascular inva- 29 1,308 |PC 73(68.8-76.9) 90.2(87.9-92.2)
sion) BIO
PAC
EUS (Vascular inva- 29 1,308 |PC 4 v X (Yes/No)
sion) BLU | 40.1(16.1-999.9)
(Yes/No) PAC
. EUS (1998-1994) 8 328 | PC 89.8(83.0-96.6) | 95.8(88.3-100.0)
Puli SR, et RSN
al® 2007 BIU
’ PAC
EUS (1995-1999) 9 371 |PC 68.9(53.3-82.7) | 92.1(81.4-100.0)
BIw
PAC
EUS (2002-2005) 12 604 |PC 65.5(53.7-77.3) | 86.1(73.0-79.2)
BIo
PAC
CT (overall) 19 1,231 |PC 77(72-81) 81(78-85)
BIo
PAC
CT (1992-1998) 8 495 |PC 70(63-77) 81(76-86)
Zhao WY, .
. ZIOM 2009 BLO
’ PAC
CT (1999-2003) 6 281 |PC 77 (67-86) 81(74-87)
BIW
PAC
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CT (2004-2008) 5 455 |PC 85(78-91) 82(74-88)
BLIW
PAC
CT (venous sysytem) 9 409 | PC 75(67-82) 84 (78-89)
B
PAC
CT (portal system) 6 216 | PC 75 (64-83) 91 (84-96)
BLOY
Zhao WY, PAC
ao 2009
etal. CT (arterial) 3 174 |PC 68(51-82) 92(83-97)
BLOY
PAC
CT (vascular recon- 9 593 | PC 84 (78-90) 85(80-89)
struction[ done]) BIO®
PAC
CT (vascular recon- 8 373 | PC 62 (52-70) 77 (70-82)
struction[not done]) BIo
PAC
CT vs. MRI 8 296 |PC | 71(64-78)vs. 92(89-95) vs.
67 (59-74) 94(91-96)
hane Y. CT (arteial invasion) / 4 143 | PC 68 (56-79) vs. 93(89-96) vs.
» al§ ' | 2012 | MRI(arterial inva- 68(55-79) 93(89-96)
’ sion)
MRA vs. CT 3 110 |PC | 72(59-85)vs. 94(89-98) vs.
77 (65-86) 96 (94-98)
EUS 25 886 |PC | 85(76-91) 91(85-94)
Nawaz H,
ot al® 2013 | EUS vs. CT 12 441 |PC 86(70-94) vs. 93(88-96) vs.
58 (45-69) 95(89-98)
Li JH, EUS 8 294 |PC | 87(80-92) 92(86-96)
. 2014
et al.
EUS 9 315 |PC | 70(61-77) 92(87-95)
CT 14 731 |PC 60 (53-66) 93(91-96)
EUS (1993-1999) 6 234 |PC | 95(80-93) 95(89-98)
EUS (2000-2002) 8 337 |PC | 58(48-67) 89(83-93)
Yang R, - EUS (2006-2013) 4 187 |PC | 73(76-90) 84(76-90)
5)
etal. CT (1993-1999) 7 330 |PC | 56(59-63) 90 (84-94)
CT (2002-2005) 9 358 |PC | 74(65-81) 90 (86-94)
CT (2006-2013) 5 419 |PC | 60(91-96) 94(91-96)
EUS vs. CT 9 | 414/ |PC | 69(61-77)vs. 94(90-97) vs.
467 48 (40-56) 93(89-95)
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4. Liver metastasis

PET 7 266 | PC 67 (52-79) 96 (89-98)
Wang Z,
ctal'" 2013 | PET/CT vs. PET 7 316 |PC 82(48-98) vs. 97 (87-106) vs.
67 (52-79) 96 (89-98)
Teeng DS CT 4 157 | PC 25(12-14) 85(79-91)
maﬁm * | 2014 BIO
: PAC
5. Resectability
Helical CT 32 | 1,823 | PC | 81(76-85) 82(77-87)
Bipat S, 2005 Conventional CT 12 | 1,467 | PC | 82(74-88) 76 (61-86)
etal.”” MRI 7 616 | PC | 82(69-91) 78(63-87)
Us 6 1,233 | PC | 83(68-91) 63 (45-79)
Laproscopy following 15 1,015 | PC 68.7 NA
CT B | (54.3-80.2) !
Allen VB,
= o3 PAC
et al.
7 340 |PC 67.9 NA
(41.1-86.5) **
EUS 9 377 |PC 90(71-97) 86 (63-96)
Nawaz H,
ot al® 2013 | EUS vs. CT 6 250 | PC 87(63-96) vs. | 89(63-97) vs.
90 (77-96) 69 (41-87)
Handgraaf 9014 LUS (laparoscopic 17 1,255 |PC 76 (65-87) 82(75-88)
HJ, et al.'¥ ultrasonography)

JREE - FERTEIX % (95% CI: %) T/R L7,

PC : g, PAC : f23LUUTE, EUS @ WEINEEE, US : @Eimd, PET  RY bu r Wik, NA:

not available

FLCT 22 TUIRMRE L WS N/ ) b D40% MR E 20, CT & IEHEGEBH TR R L BT S h
729 5D 17% MBI & %572,

FECTZTYIRTHEE BM SNz ) bD40% HIEYIERE 20, CT & BREGEIHN CWRTRE L B s
729 b 18% NI & 7 o 720

FHEADRE

JFEJE O resectability 13 F D EJRDVIEMRAMICKETDH Y, BMAEOFE, i, WRkieEd
M—INTWZRWV, Sl HARRES X DRI BR] (7 23%%£ 3, BR%
PV & AIZHHHT 5 bASEMH O resectability 232 S 7zo 1itiak TOREREIIR S Tw
DT, Ll TORAEMIEZITV, DAEEX Y H%T7— 5 285 L, BRISKHT 1
HIABIREEDHEL ST, PR FRUGEICHIT 5 2 L2 s b,
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5|k

1)
2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

HARREIR 2 M. BRI BRI 7L R, SR, 2016, GLlkZz: L)

National Comprehensive Cancer Network. Clinical Practice Guidelines in Oncology. Pancreatic Adeno-
carcinoma. Version 2. 2014.(%' 4 K54 >)

Kato H, Usui M, Isaji S, et al. Clinical features and treatment outcome of borderline resectable pancre-
atic head/body cancer: a multi-institutional survey by the Japanese Society of Pancreatic Surgery. ]
Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2013; 20: 601-10.(7 — A > 1) — %)

Zhao WY, Luo M, Sun YW, et al. Computed tomography in diagnosing vascular invasion in pancreatic
and periampullary cancers: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Hepatobiliary Pancreat Dis Int
2009; 8: 457-64.( £ %)

Yang R, Lu M, Qian X, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of EUS and CT of vascular invasion in pancreatic
cancer: a systematic review. ] Cancer Res Clin Oncol 2014; 140: 2077-86.( % %)

Puli SR, Singh S, Hagedorn CH, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of EUS for vascular invasion in pancreatic and
periampullary cancers: a meta-analysis and systematic review. Gastrointest Endosc 2007; 65: 788-97.( X %)
Li JH, He R, Li YM, et al. Endoscopic ultrasonography for tumor node staging and vascular invasion
in pancreatic cancer: a meta-analysis. Dig Surg 2014; 31: 297-305.( X %)

Nawaz H, Fan CY, Kloke ], et al. Performance characteristics of endoscopic ultrasound in the staging
of pancreatic cancer: a meta-analysis. JOP 2013; 14: 484-97.( X %)

Zhang Y, Huang J, Chen M, et al. Preoperative vascular evaluation with computed tomography and
magnetic resonance imaging for pancreatic cancer: a meta-analysis. Pancreatology 2012; 12: 227-33.(* %)
Tseng DS, van Santvoort HC, Fegrachi S, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of CT in assessing extra-regional
lymphadenopathy in pancreatic and peri-ampullary cancer: A systematic review and meta-analysis.
Surg Oncol 2014; 23: 229-35.( * %)

Wang Z, Chen JQ, Liu JL, et al. FDG-PET in diagnosis, staging and prognosis of pancreatic carcinoma:
A meta-analysis. World J Gastroenterol 2013; 19: 4808-17.( % %)

Bipat S, Phoa SS, van Delden OM, et al. Ultrasonography, computed tomography and magnetic reso-
nance imaging for diagnosis and determining resectability of pancreatic adenocarcinoma: a meta-
analysis. ] Comput Assist Tomogr 2005; 29: 438-45.( * %)

Allen VB, Gurusamy KS, Takwoingi Y, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of laparoscopy following computed
tomography (CT) scanning for assessing the resectability with curative intent in pancreatic and peri-
ampullary cancer. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013; (11): CD009323.( % %)

Handgraaf HJ, Boonstra MC, Van Erkel AR, et al. Current and future intraoperative imaging strate-
gies to increase radical resection rates in pancreatic cancer surgery. Biomed Res Int 2014; 2014:
890230.( £ %)
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cQ
D6 FHEOREZHICIIEREIERZALEADEWVD ?

FAERRSEBCEREBOERICERTH Y, VIFRTEEREED 2\ dRFTETE

BEEZHE NI EREBNTE CERVWEMICH LT, SEERERZITO IEZRE =2
W
EESD =

BERD\BE 1 2, TEFVALNIL:C, §5%FE 1 100%)

Ahmed 5 AT - 72 2001 4> & 4 4E B O] & 2 & — MFFETIE, AU AV CT TY R
HE & B L7-5961D 95 & 37 B A MEESE & JifT L, 960 (24.3%) (S MBI ATRED H
720 FRAERESE TUIBRT HE & ) T N2 28 BB T4 2 iifT L, 20 9 b 4Pz
HDHVIIRITETHE L B SN D —), HFEBEEOREBREIZ14.3%TH - 72" —H,
o a2 & — MFZEIZBWTIE, 20024E5 5 D 44ERIIZ MDCT TYIBRT feliids & 2 S iz
2240 & Jey AR AT S 33BN LT, AN ESE T A2 (X BANEAN & fiAT LA M Z G L 724G
B, FAMEMESEIC X o TUIBRWREIER D 28 % & 32%, RAFTELITHEE D 33% & 10%12F 2
bR & BRI S Nz F72, FAMEMESIZFEM I HRT ARSI R 235 <,
cost-effective TH 5 Z &5, YIBRTRERSE I L ClI &N EREMESEZ T XETH DL L
DT HONTWAEY, 20104EICHE SN2 X2 2 7Y ¥ A TIE, 29%# 3,305 8112 BV TH
TIENES OB WaE 2 MG L7z, FEEESEOZR A v X 13104 (95% CI : 48-227), Ak
FEIESELC & B EIRREIE61% 5 5 80% i S, 7 7V — TN TR, MR
DIEEI1Z88%, 92% & RUfFTdh o7-. BFSREE LT, e, Mlige, B, i8I
i, CBREZEZR EDD Do T DMK H:12 heterogeneity DK & S ICHEDN D 555, AER
BHIGA 2 8E T SRR 2 2 W T 5 L VA M TOFRERShTWwaY, 975 L Ea—
T, R E AT EZ R E L2156 LOISBITA ¥ 7+ Y A&4T\W, 2095 bR
AEMNGE LT 340BIIDONWTH T 7N — T 21T - 720 TOMER, HEBEESO
resectability D& 12 67.9% (95% CI : 41.1%-86.5%) C, CT THIBRTHE & Wi S 7= 9l
DI, CTHHIZBY 2 IFWBROMEIZ40% Th 20k LT, CT & BAMIESE % Kif7
L72REBITIE18% & 72 1), YIBRWRE & W S 7=z 100 B A e 2 ftifr 9% 2 & T22
B AR R BIR 2 BT 25 2 A TER L VI IR 72 (E1Y, ZLOWEITBY
TEIBR T BEE BT CRE IR R 1kt 3 2 A NES BN R OB IICEH T, &~
PR BIE T & B U, AL omtl 7 7 % & O @) 2 GO F SRR A E I RE &
%5729, YIBEWREREE PR A EG A R T 2R L H 505, FEEMESEOBMIES
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£1 CTRICEITShABEERFEOZEEE

Ahmed SI, et al. ] Laparoendosc Adv Surg Tech A 2006; 16: 458-63. 69 % 100%
Arnold JC, et al. Z Gastroenterol 2001; 39 (Suppl 1): 19-23. 74% 100%
Contreras CM, et al. ] Surg Oncol 2009; 100: 663-9. 70% 100%
Fernandez-del Castillo C, et al. Br J Surg 1995; 82: 1127-9. 34% 100%
Kishiwada M, et al. Hepatogastroenterology 2002; 49: 1704-6. 100% 100%
Lavy R, et al. Surg Laparosc Endosc Percutan Tech 2012; 22: 358-60. 36% 100%
Warshaw AL, et al. Am ] Surg 1986; 151: 76-80. 82% 100%

(Allen VB, et al. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013;(11): CD009323." & V) 5 Btk 2)

BEREMEBI S 5 Z L ICHDIEEE LA TE AL W, BEBIEEIZZOBOERE &0
723 A M CTH BN E K137 {, cost-effective & W R 5HAY, T DMIZOWTIEFET
W b720, DRETOEBVBLETH 5,

BEADRRE

MDCT, MRI, EUS, PET/CT CTUIBRWRERE & 2 s hTd, HRIOB/NFE R
RS ORI E 7Z2WEECTH 5o BWANPEG NI 508, resectability O FFEEH) 1
DO—Pht%bDT, HFEBEEGFOHREELIR LD 2T, LEIL U CHEY) 2 2 #A

TIT) TEDEFE L,

5| Ak

1) Ahmed SI, Bochkarev V, Oleynikov D, et al. Patients with pancreatic adenocarcinoma benefit from
staging laparoscopy. ] Laparoendosc Adv Surg Tech A 2006; 16: 458-63.(2 & — )
) Contreras CM, Stanelle EJ, Mansour J, et al. Staging laparoscopy enhances the detection of occult me-

Do

tastases in patients with pancreatic adenocarcinoma. J Surg Oncol 2009; 100: 663-9.(Z & — )

3) Hariharan D, Constantinides VA, Froeling FE, et al. The role of laparoscopy and laparoscopic ultra-
sound in the preoperative staging of pancreatico-biliary cancers— A meta-analysis. Eur J Surg Oncol
2010; 36: 941-8.(# %)

4) Allen VB, Gurusamy KS, Takwoingi Y, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of laparoscopy following computed
tomography (CT) scanning for assessing the resectability with curative intent in pancreatic and peri-
ampullary cancer. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013; (11): CD009323.( % %)

5) Schnelldorfer T, Gagnon Al Birkett RT, et al. Staging laparoscopy in pancreatic cancer: a potential
role for advanced laparoscopic techniques. ] Am Coll Surg 2014; 218: 1201-6.(Z & — )

6) Enestvedt CK, Mayo SC, Diggs BS, et al. Diagnostic laparoscopy for patients with potentially resect-
able pancreatic adenocarcinoma: is it cost-effective in the current era? J Gastrointest Surg 2008; 12:
1177-84.(2 K — 1)

7) Mayo SC, Austin DF, Sheppard BC, et al. Evolving preoperative evaluation of patients with pancreatic
cancer: does laparoscopy have a role in the current era? J] Am Coll Surg 2009; 208: 87-95.(2 & — )
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cQ
D7 REFPERIHAGCEOIRHOEREZZHIDICEEDSTS

h?

1. RATFHIIECE RHOBEL BEBEN 1 cmUT TS Y, EREDIE
BIMRENERE LUCEETH 5. a
WED®BS 1 BL, TEFYRAUAIL :C, GEE: 97.4%)
2. USHh D& MDCT TS DEZMEN R RXSFE(CIF, EUSHTZIEIMRCPZITS
TEERET B,

G#ERO™ME : 2, IEFVAURNIL :C, §EZF : 100%)
3. EUS ClERMREZRHDIBEIFEUS-FNAZITS T EZIRET D,
GEREDEE 1 2, TEFTVAULRI :C, GEFE:97.4%)
4. [REMBGESEIAE - ORATE, DRBEEDILRNERD SNIHEEI(FERCP ZhEfT U,
BEHOOBRRMIRZZTO T EZRET S,
GHEREOBE 2, IEFVAURNIL :C, GEF:97.4%)

[EEIRRORRE]

AT —=hAVR2(CDVT, B9, IMDCT] THo7zh, [EFMDCT]ICEEL, GEREZETOI,

g &

2012 4F 1S H AR 4% & D BRI N EFO KK T, HEELcm DT OREF D5
SEEFHRIZ80.4% L ME SN TEY Y, YRICX 2iE% S CICEMPEMUHFTE 251
DFERGCHEATHEELON D, MEBEL cm BLF OFERITIZ39%2MIERTSH 1, CEA,
CA199?D ER1X15%, 39% LAKFETH - 720 MEEFE 11~20 mm OFEB] & DL T, #EAT
JERFRITHEIT, ) oNERME, BIREE, AR R R <, TR AR I e
MZd > 722 BREEGZWNICH T2 REIROMMICE LT3, ERSHR R
22T US THiE S, SO BEHEHHRIEUSAH17~70%, MDCT %¥33~75%°,
FDG-PET #50%" &, K TH 5, HHCTOHRE LT, FHAMTEBIUE, Mk~
FHHTRR MM & LTS WA R ShTw Y —J, EUSIEES O’
B R AI84~100% & BIFTH 57, 75 CT L EUSO I TIE, &5 CT /N FEfiT 55
R LAETEUS 2 1T L2 1326800 B W T3BICl cm LT O Z 2 L2 & D
WD, EEMIMRIIEUSHRECT X ) BIF &3 2852 5N, EUS OB TEARIE
ENTWhH, £72, EUSFNAIZIEZH92~96%, EIE75~95%, 475 98~100% & FLif
RGN THB Y, EUSH X EUSFNA XA N 2B W ICmES T 5> h 5%,
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. Wik (Diagnosis)

ERCPICEI L Clid, BEABEEEY B L0 — Y ERCPOAHMES#HE S TB) Y,
ERICHEEOREITRBASLN S, E, ENPDRE FOBEENPFEAIIEZOMEN A LI
B0, INEOEET EREDSE W &SP EUS-FNA & ERCP T RIS o bt H T2
R L AR D WE S hTwa Y,

Hi R ORGSR O BGRTTIE, B R ICHE YT % Stage 0D S5AFEAELERIT8.8% L & 5
CRIFCTH DY RN E LT, KEDEBIEHERICZ L oo atkkgk
WHRATT 256035 0, USRCTIC X 28 Ah EEE oL, TIRMWRE, B L OEREE
FERERFOELOTHRS L2 TH Y, MRCP 7212 EUSIZT, EHEOREN%E
B L2 OO SRS, FRERYERZE, EREONERRZ S s,
LW OMEREITIE, NV — Y ERPICX 29HIEE 2 G0 RE2REREIAHTH Y,
ENPD %4 & F O #0 BE I 2 o A FEAS S S Tw 21977 I E Rz R I IE SR % 75
HHIIWEETH 223, HERRDBAONESEH Y, US, CT TS OB EH 2K %
Y& TH MRCP, EUSZHifTL, BEORFEH R AMHRET 52 LIIFEHICHEETH L, B
WO 1612 B1 1R T,

MBI OEEMEICEI L TIE, #IEUS THEFE25mmP EF /-5 mm Pl LOERE A
9% 1,058 Bl D1 X FEMBIZEDOMETICBWT, 75,57 H OB T 12812 BIE 235
L, 42%7%%Stage | TTTHM Sz & OWMEY Hh bR, BMARSIE Bz A3
LIEGIOREMBIEESTIZ W O T35 0 L 2 A el H 5. 72, IPMNB X OHEFENRIX
HWHEEBEEDO ) A2 7727 5 —E ERTWAERY, IPMNIZHHAET 2@ % RN, BHAEL
2o R R & LR LT RIS S B W RS S 57, TPMN 0 5 1Y 70 5% 5 18
2222 2 EUS & W 22 Rl B A3 RAE S Bl R 0 BB TS D 7 A3 B T RENE
PH 5o

= BANDIRE

T, EMEFZETAREICHT A7) —= v Z OIS SN Twb, The
American Cancer of the Pancreas Screening (CAPS) Consortium (Z & % #ix ¥ @ i i CAPS3
T, VA2 7725 —%H§ HIEROIEBNZHBWTCT, EUS, MRIZHW/AZ 1) —=
YT ORER, MERICRETRZRERL2EHMESINTEBY, RET RO LIFIZIZEUS,
MRCPZCT X W A TH - 7% BUE, EMIZHE VT HARKIBA AR EERHR L ¥ A b
VEESE PO E UTRBERRE T 2 8@ SHGE I N PETH Y, RIEEREL
EOIVAY T 7 08— T REPNCBIT LA ) —= v TRROMESIFFS NS,
ENPD ® & T OBEIAERMNEZ 2 7238 MBI 3R T N & EY D 5. Mgtk
SEGI OB OTIE, T 2 — T HE AN 2 SR - BB ERAEGI DS Wr - M2k 5 2k
R EOBIETH L. SHELICEEBNCBIT L2RAAPLETH 5,

B s RS BT WO B EE L ME S Tw P, V22 772 5 =2 4T
ZAEBNIHR LC, MR PR R ik & IS 01T, RIS B X OB 2s 8% 12
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® PanIN-3

1 BEERRED 16 (50 mALH)

SRR CT TIRBHASICRRE L S RAB A B 5 7, THEDHERA S LA (A), EUS TREBHSOE
BEICHREN S >N, RAMEIIEEE> TV (B). MRCP TREGRREDRBILIE, &L0ZOREEIC
NWRRMRES & 5B, & -RELRAOIMEGPPEES TH5 (C). ERCP T MRCP TSRS h1:
BRI A RBMISROE N & 5 N 285 (D), ENPD F2— 7 4 BE L, HMEOMEMIE & 1617 (E). MBET
BB (BA8) TH - 1 (F)o MERBUBOREG), THEDWKECEE—HL T LEREN &5 n (L),

Z DFEBIC PaniN-2 #5585 5 - (1184 23), ERMME (), KA 20) #5805 N EO BRI RIEEOKE,
WIE, BERFEROLE S & P50 5 N, B0 p53 R BB TS - 7 (L),

EUS : #E%P#R45, MRCP : MR IBEMEEY, ERCP : NRSMNNTIHBEMEEY, ENPD | NIREIRRMN
BRLF—



94 2. #WiE: (Diagnosis)

#HL, A2V —=r7, BABIUCKABIREZIT) VAT LOMENIRDOONL, 5%, &
FOEME, BASAR, X 2 BE L RS E I 5.

5|k

1)

2)
3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)
15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

Egawa S, Toma H, Ohigashi O, et al. Japan Pancreatic Cancer Registry; 30th year anniversary: Japan
Pancreas Society. Pancreas 2012: 41: 985-92. (#[#7)

LN —. BEEEER S 721 cm BLF /MR OfENT. B & 2009: 30: 311-6. (4 i)

W i, VEEREZ, UL Stage I R O3 BT & R B O BUIR—45 Hiik O 3R iE ) 2l L T—.
FFREBE {5 2008; 10: 545-50. (77 — A 2 1) — &)

AEH L, SR, P EGE, il 1em VT O/NEIEZIICB T 2 EUSOE S, JHE B 2009;
30: 343-8.(r — A1) —R)

YRGS, AC¥PsEz, AribEs, b 1 em DVF/NEE OB O 720 0 7 70 — F—K WG R O Hig—.
JIH& B 2009; 30: 335-41.(7r — A1) —A)

Matsumoto I, Shirakawa S, Shinzeki M, et al. 18-Fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission tomography
does not aid in diagnosis of pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2013; 11:
712-8.(7r— A1) —R)

Yasuda I, Iwashita T, Doi S, et al. H. Role of EUS in the early detection of small pancreatic cancer. Dig
Endosc 2011; 23: 22-5.(7r — A+ 1) — X)

Uehara H, TIkezawa K, Kawada N, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine needle
aspiration for suspected pancreatic malignancy in relation to the size of lesions. ] Gastroenterol Hepatol
2011; 26: 1256-61.(7 — A > 1) — X)

BRI, AEEE @A W, fil. 10 mm BT O/NERE OB KICB T S EUSFNA O A M. 0 & B
2009; 30: 361-7.(7r — A ¥ 1) — )

ANBR W), BEEHTESE, BFH O, B, pT1ESE O RRRR B A0, B LasFE 2013; 57: 91-8.(r — A ¥
) —X)

Tkeda S, Maeshiro K, Ryu S, et al. Diagnosis of small pancreatic cancer by endoscopic balloon-catheter
spot pancreatography. Pancreas 2009; 38: e102-13.(7 — A ¥ — X)

AAF 2 —, W, (EE—EF, . ENPD F o — 757 T oMl IR X 2 Mie2 o/ NEE 2
Wi~oF HMEOME. HiEE 2011; 108: 928-36. (4 )

AW, JEHE—, 7510 35, b, e T AR - BRI 0N C & 2 B SR . THALe:
MEE 2013; 57: 56-62. (fiff 157

S, L, HRARRE, B, W REPEREOB NI RES . HERE 2009; 30: 317-23.(7 — AT — X)
AEH AL, SR AN, AR O RS, . W RIS BT A N BLEE I S W Bk, Gastroenterol
Endosc 2012; 54: 3773-82. (###7)

Mikata R, Ishihara T, Tada M, et al. Clinical usefulness of repeated pancreatic juice cytology via endo-
scopic naso-pancreatic drainage tube in patients with pancreatic cancer. J Gastroenterol. 2013; 48: 866—
73. (K k)

Tiboshi T, Hanada K, Fukuda T, et al. Value of cytodiagnosis using endoscopic nasopancreatic drain-
age for early diagnosis of pancreatic cancer: establishing a new method for the early detection of pan-
creatic carcinoma in situ. Pancreas 2012; 41: 523-9. (A7)

Tanaka S, Nakao M, Ioka T, et al. Slight dilatation of the main pancreatic duct and presence of pan-
creatic cysts as predictive signs of pancreatic cancer: a prospective study. Radiology 2010; 254: 965-72.
(24A—1)

H AR BE A S S A A P T4 VYGEIRRS M. B o S BEEZ T A ¥ 7 4 >~ 20134
WL 30 . AU, 2013.(7 4 5 4 ~)

Yamaguchi K, Kanemitsu S, Hatori T, et al. Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma derived from IPMN
and pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma concomitant from IPMN. Pancreas 2011; 40: 571-80. (4 #7)
Maguchi H, Tanno S, Mizuno N, et al. Natural history of branch duct intraductal papillary mucinous



22)

23)

24)

25)

26)
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neoplasms of the pancreas: a multicenter study in Japan. Pancreas 2011; 40: 364-70. ([#)

Tada M, Kawabe T, Arizumi M, et al. Pancreatic cancer in patients with pancreatic cystic lesions: a
prospective study in 197 patients. Cin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2006; 4: 1265-70.(2 & — )

Kamata K, Kitano M, Kudo M, et al. Value of EUS in early detection of pancreatic ductal adenocarci-
nomas in patients with intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasms. Endoscopy 2014; 46: 22-9.( 2 & — )
Canto MI, Hruban RH, Fishman EK, et al. Frequent detection of pancreatic lesions in asymptomatic
high-risk individuals. Gastroenterology 2012: 142: 796-804.( 2~ — )

Hanada K, Okazaki A, Hirano N, et al. Diagnostic strategies for early pancreatic cancer. J Gastroenterol
2015; 50: 147-54. (i)

REDLN, KGR, SIh—RR, b B FUSE R 2 B s s, IR 2013; 66: 277-84. (7 — A
Y1) —=X)
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3 » ;BEEx (Treatment)

A) Resectable (R) BRED;AEx
® 5 E8;a%EE (Surgery) (RS)
ca
RS 1 Resectable BEfEICH U CHRIBSEIIHEERESINDH ?

AT—KhXV b

Resectable BEEICX LTI, FERNIRIFRIYD, IFFMEERUANRIEEZITSC

EZEWET D, IFFMREENRNGEDSEREESHIEDZEZIFIHS D TIFEL,
G#RD™ME 1 1, TEFVAUANIL B, GEZF : 100%)

YIBRWRE & # 2 DN AP ICK L Tid, ARHEHE 21T 2 L8R S b, ARG
EIEFM e 2 Il U 2w & 3Bk (5~ ¥ A 1Lk ER (randomized controlled trial ;
RCT) JIZ2MfFAET 2532, W L UIBRTRE R BERE D 9 b —E8DHEAT L7261 (SRS cm
PLEY, MBREED DY) 205 E LTwb, SECHKOETZT Y M AL L2Re, Wi
Br e b SRR ASIETARIE X 0 BIFTH o 720 BB (F— 23> ba—v) o 14”
&, S - SUHE - BEER e EOBEBEFNA T AR R L TRET SN, hoUIBRT R
FREDO AR E LT, FifEIEFMREZ K L2 Y 7V EDOL Wif5ETH 5. RCT 2
NI AT TFY VA EBENEY 2 &0 A7 T Y ATIE, Wb AEHERE
PIECHEZLT S, EFUMEZERL, PHREEESIETS (B1,2), 72721, 4FH
HIR L IETATR: OGRS OHE & LR L 228 13 7 <, AR HRIR TR B E A%
BEERTWDEZ EVICEEZIL) LEVD 5,

Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log [Hazard Ratio] ~ SE  Weight IV, Random, 95%ClI IV, Random, 95%Cl
Lygidakis NJ, 2004 " —11 028 623% 0.33[0.19,0.58] ——
Doi R, 20082 —0.78 036 37.7% 0.46[0.23,0.93] —a—
Total (95%Cl) 100.0% 0.38[0.24, 0.58] L g
Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.00 ; Chi?=0.49, df=1 (p=0.48) ; 1?’=0% | ; ; |
Test for overall effect : Z=4.43 (p<0.00001) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours resection  Favours others

1 AAHER 28?2 (CLB3LREERETICETIA4T7FUIZ
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Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log [Hazard Ratio] SE  Weight 1V, Random, 95%ClI 1V, Random, 95%ClI
Lygidakis NJ, 2004" —1.1 028 20% 0.33[0.19, 0.58] —_—
Bilimoria KY, 20072 —0.81 0.04 96.8% 0.44[0.41, 0.48] [ |
Doi R, 20082 -0.78 036 12% 0.46[0.23,0.93] —_—
Total (95%Cl) 100.0%  0.44[0.41, 0.48] '
Heterogeneity : Tau?2=0.00 ; Chi2=1.06, df=2 (p=0.59) ; 12>=0% 1 1 1 ‘
Test for overall effect : Z=20.72 (p<0.00001) 001 0.1 1 10 100

Favours resection  Favours others

2 NAWME2H"? bLUOBEHREY CLP2LRERETICHTEIAL2TFUTR

= AANDORRE
EIBE AT R (2 L CIAMRHITE RS HERE S B A%, YIBRTT IR OB ICId, KO s
RRA R WAMIESE 2 &1 X 2 1M 7% staging DSWHT B B0 F 7 UIBRWTRETED & 5% (V) kR =

WHE - YIBREES - WIBRANEE) RV X ISR ORI D 5 Z L ITHETRETH b, A,
OB REIERE (o0 L C AT DA DTV 245, SPRHIGEHRAHESE S L5 R 1SR L
T, TARSAT EMEEREITTED B2 L ) PRUGRISHST 20 3R TH Y, BUEAEST
H ORI & LRGSR (Prep-02/JSAP-05) ORI E 72N %,

5|k

1) Lygidakis NJ, Singh G, Bardaxoglou E, et al. Mono-bloc total spleno-pancreaticoduodenectomy for pan-
creatic head carcinoma with portal-mesenteric venous invasion. A prospective randomized study.
Hepatogastroenterology 2004; 51: 427-33.(5 > %" 2.)

2) Doi R, Imamura M, Hosotani R, et al. Surgery versus radiochemotherapy for resectable locally inva-
sive pancreatic cancer: final results of a randomized multi-institutional trial. Surg Today 2008; 38: 1021-
(7 & L)

3) Bilimoria KY, Bentrem D], Ko CY, et al. National failure to operate on early stage pancreatic cancer.
Ann Surg 2007; 246: 173-80.( — 22> Fa—)b)



98 3. H#F: (Treatment)

cQ
RS2 BETIEFFMPIHMDOZVEER CTHRNEERZRZ(FHI LD

HRENSH?

ATF—hX2V kK

BETIE, £FXTEROET, ARFECTROET, FMEESHEDERT, el

DFERZER UGS, FiMblEOZ VIR THRIRERZTI CEZRET D,
GERDEE 1 2, TEFVAUNIL 1B, §8%F 1 100%)

%

R THVRHIIGHR & 2 2356, TR - ERIE TS - FBE G IHEFE LR - MifRAE
PEI 2 Z 83 5 &, FMBIEDL Witiak (high volume center) TIHHEZATH T & o5HfEdE =
NBo CHRIMIZIE, RCTIE 7% S BIEHIEOATH 55, ¥ 7V H1,000 61 L O
DPBBE SN T, BB ERG LA 5 7 ) Y AT, PHBIBOZ Wi
ETED BRI, 2 TEIMET (1), EEFETRMMET (R2) Y, figkfe
B I A3 (R34 LTh Y, FHREMESHED RIS 2HEZRD T2 (K
438 227U RIS BRI O AR G L T MOR R E o 22 Y BR A AR T I
WL 7-WF2e53% v 2 23512 high volume center D EFASHERIC L Y 7% 2 = & (high
volume center ME % : WELIBRAMER T106I L LY, 1681 EY, 236ILLEY, & 5w,
W6 GE T 48 B V) B A (pancreaticoduodenectomy ; PD) A34E R T 1061 0L 12, 12611 |12,
16BILLEY, 20100 RS, 216180 B, 256100 B, 28 BILL 17D 2 LICHEEALETH B,
T2, —BOBETREMLHEZERLTE Y, RENROERIRL D720 % ¥
) —F = N=ZRIC L B3 7 RAFEBTE R,

Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log [Hazard Ratio] ~ SE  Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl IV, Random, 95%Cl
Gooiker GA, 20117V —-069 02 257% 0.50[0.34, 0.74] —
Lemmens VE, 20113 —0.33 024 182% 0.72[0.45, 1.15] T
Gooiker GA, 20142 —036 0.13 56.1% 0.70[0.54, 0.90] -
Total (95%Cl) 100.0% 0.64 [0.53, 0.79] * ‘

Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.00 ; Chi2=2.15, df=2 (p=0.34) ; 12=7% 1 1 1
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect : Z=4.20 (p<0.0001) )
Favours high Favours low
volume center volume center

M1 2ECEETCETEX 277Uy 2"
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low volume  high volume

center center Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total  Events Total ~ Weight IV, Random, 95%ClI 1V, Random, 95%ClI
Simunovic M, 2010_19 85 908 47 987 9.8% 2.07[1.43,2.99] —

—e

Simunovic M, 201025 61 681 70 715 9.8% 0.911[0.63, 1.30]
Lemmens VE, 20113 20 82 7 202 4.8% 8.99(3.63, 22.26]
Gooiker GA, 2011 5 143 2 98 2.0% 1.7410.33,9.15]
de Wilde RF, 20124 67 608 70 1547  10.0% 2.61[1.84,3.71]
Kim CG, 20129 64 2026 37 2949 9.3% 2.571[1.71, 3.86]
Hayman AV, 201310 167 2469 47 2473 10.2% 3.74[2.70, 5.20]
Schneider EB, 20138’ 1114 16956 196 8508 11.7% 2.98[2.56, 3.48]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]
[ ]

—
—

t

Hyder 0, 201317 81 769 37 719 9.4% 2.171[1.45,325
Gooiker GA, 20142 23 492 11 353 6.1% 1.5210.73, 3.17
Yoshioka R, 20147 263 6489 87 4163  11.0% 1.98(1.55,2.53
Swan RZ, 20148 23 246 11 375 6.0% 341[163,7.14

—-—

Total (95%Cl) 31869 23089 100.0% 2.39[1.85, 3.08] - A
Total events 1973 622 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ?ﬁ\
Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.14 ; Chi2=56.52, df=11 (p<0.00001) ; 12=81% 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 =
Test for overall effect : Z=6.72 (0<0.00001) Favours low Favours high ’
volume center volume center
2 HBRECEOETICETAX47FUS R
low volume high volume
center center Mean Difference
Mean  SD Mean SD IV, Random, Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  [POD] [POD] Total [POD] [POD] Total ~ Weight ~ 95%CI [POD] IV, Random, 95%CI [POD]
Yoshioka R, 20147 405 229 2031 369 219 2123 64.2% 3.60[2.24, 4.96]
Shi HY, 201412 398 255 1319 356 228 1382 358% 4.20(2.37,6.03] =
Total (95%Cl) 3350 3505 100.0% 3.81[2.72, 4.91] [
Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.00 ; Chi?=0.27, df=1 (p=0.61) ; I’=0% [ i 1 1 |
Test for overall effect : Z=6.84 (p<0.00001) —100 =50 0 50 100
Favours low Favours high
volume center volume center
X3 MEERBEROERICET X 47F) R
low volume  high volume
center center Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total ~ Weight IV, Random, 95%CI 1V, Random, 95%ClI
Lemmens VE, 20113 59 82 50 136  23.0% 4.41[2.43,8.00] ——
Schneider EB, 2013% 8518 16956 3318 8508  29.3% 1.58 [1.50, 1.66] u
Swan RZ, 2014_19 26 142 35 129  23.3% 0.601[0.34, 1.07] —=
Swan RZ, 2014_29 28 104 72 246  24.4% 0.89[0.53, 1.49] —=—
Total (95%CI) 17284 9019  100.0% 1.39[0.75, 2.56] >
Total events 8631 3475
Heterogeneity : Tau2=0.33 ; Chi2=26.99, df=3 (p<0.00001) ; I2=89% 1 1 1 !
Test for overall effect : Z=1.06 (p=0.29) 0.01 Favou?;IOW 1 Favou:sohigh 100
volume center volume center

4 FHREESHECETIAZTFUI R3NP
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= AEADRE

FHHEGI DL W HiF TlE, S CEOMT - FEBIECHROMT - R AEBE I o FiE o %)
B S 23RO S, BEEAEHAEYE X high volume center TIThN D Z EAREEN S,
L2 L. high volume center ® EFHAS TGS SN TV W EREE DN OB D FA T
WBH, BENRHRERO BRI O 7 — 7 23D R W I RERSLETH B, Tz, e D
HEB D) AT RERLZEINTVLEVWHIZOABTLILEND L, DPEEICBWTD,
National Clinical Database (NCD) % & D KHIL T — & X— AP S o0 dH b, 4514,
NCD 7= 2B A7 EFNMIC L Y Y A7 P SN 2T, MBI L IEHERET
TN ADOHEPRE SINERETH D, KRBT 05687 ¥ AIZHDI W7z, high
volume center DEFEDVRESINDE I EDPLFT LW EE R b,

5|k

1) Gooiker GA, van der Geest LG, Wouters MW, et al. Quality improvement of pancreatic surgery by
centralization in the western part of the Netherlands. Ann Surg Oncol 2011; 18: 1821-9.(Z & — })

2) Gooiker GA, Lemmens VE, Besselink MG, et al. Impact of centralization of pancreatic cancer surgery
on resection rates and survival. Br J Surg 2014; 101: 1000-5.(Z & — )

3) Lemmens VE, Bosscha K, van der Schelling G, et al. Improving outcome for patients with pancreatic
cancer through centralization. Br J Surg 2011; 98: 1455-62.( 24— b)

4) de Wilde RF, Besselink MG, van der Tweel I, et al. Impact of nationwide centralization of pancreati-
coduodenectomy on hospital mortality. Br J Surg 2012; 99: 404-10.(Z & — )

5) Simunovic M, Urbach D, Major D, et al. Assessing the volume-outcome hypothesis and region-level
quality improvement interventions: pancreas cancer surgery in two Canadian Provinces. Ann Surg
Oncol 2010; 17: 2537-44.(Z & — 1)

6) Swan RZ, Niemeyer DJ, Seshadri RM, et al. The impact of regionalization of pancreaticoduodenectomy
for pancreatic cancer in North Carolina since 2004. Am Surg 2014; 80: 561-6.( =2 & — )

7) Yoshioka R, Yasunaga H, Hasegawa K, et al. Impact of hospital volume on hospital mortality, length of
stay and total costs after pancreaticoduodenectomy. Br J Surg 2014; 101: 523-9.(2 & — )

8) Schneider EB, Hyder O, Wolfgang CL, et al. Provider versus patient factors impacting hospital length
of stay after pancreaticoduodenectomy. Surgery 2013; 154: 152-61. (2= — )

9) Kim CG, Jo S, Kim JS. Impact of surgical volume on nationwide hospital mortality after pancreaticodu-
odenectomy. World J Gastroenterol 2012; 18: 4175-81.(Z & — })

10) Hayman AV, Fisher MJ, Kluz T, et al. Is Illinois heeding the call to regionalize pancreatic surgery? J
Surg Oncol 2013; 107: 685-91.(Z & — )

11) Hyder O, Dodson RM, Nathan H, et al. Influence of patient, physician, and hospital factors on 30-day
readmission following pancreatoduodenectomy in the United States. JAMA Surg 2013; 148: 1095-102.
(2A—1)

12) Shi HY, Wang SN, Lee KT. Temporal trends and volume-outcome associations in periampullary can-
cer patients: a propensity score-adjusted nationwide population-based study. Am J Surg 2014; 207: 512-
9.(ak—1)
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cQ
RS 3 Borderline resectable B (Xt U T (EEH) MR EE

DE&FHDH?

AT—RXV K
Borderline resectable BEE(IC X 9 D MTALAE I HEIVIBRODVIBRES LU ROEK %G
FU, FEBLEICDRAZOEEEN T D, TOHRDABERAIDTRRRERR E =T
V), &SI DT ENEREFSND,

HEDRE : L, IESFVAURNIL B, 8% : 100%)

&

Borderline resectable B & 1%, SVRHYIER % fiidT L T b a5 8k L GHLER =199
HE% 0 R1, WERAHEETE C R2), YIRS K 2 EGHIHER R Z1E2 2 LA TE WM
BoHrdbDr#E2 505", [INCCNA A FF 4 >~ (20154E) Tld borderline resectable
B DEFKRE TRO LI ITEDTWVEY,

OE BRI Lt \v,
@AM & Fm AT R A B & B R R IRRE 2 MERE L T 5 2%, b BB IR

(SMV) F 7213 MIRICHAMED L < IZPZEZR - 722 2D 5,
QRAEGZYBREHESWRRTH D, JEEBIR (CA) I X OREAHFEIIR O #2372 VAR B)

R~ D355 D A
@ SR EER (SMA) ([CH: LT 575, MAFBEDPHIL I 2 Twiav,
GBI B VT, CAICEL TV AP RBIRIZESAALTH L,

Borderline resectable &3 1253 2 AT AT £ 720 . E 72 b O TIE 28, firl
HFEIC L 2 ROV O LSRR FIZo 052 kb H ), TospENER S
NTwb, ZL T, borderline resectable B (233 2 MATHEHICOWVT, RI1IWIRT L9
ARG, FRHEATIC & o TRMIERATRRIC IR U T AW E T 5 2w ) 2T L8
WEEshTwaTY,

Borderline resectable B3 12533 2 TR LA MU SEE 2 47, 2 OALAHIIC BT 58

N7 R WE I T b‘és ¥, MD Anderson%* 5 O & T, AT AbL 3 g 2
borderline resectable B 160 B 173 % & & 12 & » THEBFHEE % 780 72 42 > 7266 61 ()
BREE41%) IS T & fiAT L72Ys 2 L CRNHEAT Bl O RO1L94%, EAF M poLftid0 7 H, 5
FHEAER36% &, YIBRAHE & % o 72 9461 CEAAHI A Il 13 7 H) & IR L THEIC R %
FHHAE SN2 E G LT3, Borderline resectable BE#E 1235\ T, MrETAL 7 iR
HEEAT o 72BN L TIT b e o 72 BETII TARBRNIX TR R < (p<0.01), ABefifgiE5 H



102 3. i&#E: (Treatment)

% 1 Borderline resectable BEE 3T B ATHTEHEE
H
*E(‘;)% R | Fe(s | (bwmE | BHE | R | OBE | RO if;f_f
Katz MH, | 1999~ | 24— | 7u4ua® | 30Gy $721& 160 41% | 94% 404 A
et al. 2006 MFZE | ST, 2% | 50.4 Gy (LB vs.
(2008) AR L X 134 1
W, FAY (FELIBRM1)
¥ Y Uil
W, ARy
Y v
Massucco | 1999~ | Ik— | ¥A ¥ ¥ ¥ | 45Gy 18 39% | 87.5% 204 H
P, et al. 2003 MiFZE | EERTE (BIBEMBI) vs.
(2006) 1044
(FELIRA)
McClaine | 2003~ | Ik— | A3 5 ¥ | FEBD26% 26 46% | 67% 2334 H
R], et al. | 2008 MIFZE | > M ER M | R RRBE (LB M) vs.
(2010)” N—Z (i | M 1554 J
Bl D67 % (FELIBRMB1)
I3 baE
D)
Chun YS, | 1990~ | a4— | 7t uy | HGHEREAR 74 100% | 59% 2374 H
et al. 2009 MiFZE | STV, | W (MM -
(2010)® INZ A 1]
IR EdREal
D)
Stokes 2005~ | Ik— | ARYFE | 50Gy 40 40% | 75% 23741 H
JB, et al. | 2008 M | >~ (LIBB1)
(2011)?
Sahora K, | 2003~ | 24— | A ¥ ¥ | fiff& 33 39% | 69% 227 A
et al. 2006 MR | o EERERYE + (BB vs.
(2011)1 B 124 A
SF GEYIB1)
Rose JB, | 2008~ | Ik— | #A¥ oY | {LEEE 64 48% | 87% 23.6 71 A
et al. 2012 MiFgE | CEERE+ | AT, RET (&AK) vs.
(2014)" Fes ¥t | #ITL7Y 1544 A
W £1350.4 Gy FEYIBRB1)
=N I

Bl o/zh (p=0.02), MEAPHERHIEITITAHESE TR >72. T LT, MHbRs
PR EAT R Y BR BN A IS T HRAIYGE SN, 2EDOMF AN % ER TEZDIER0
YIRHME S N2 EBI T - 2%, £ 72, borderline resectable BEfEIZBWTHNRY ¥ ¥ ¥ +
B & 2T BRI A T I BR B D 75%1Z RO TH O, AAF I Fh e filii3 23 77 H
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TdH - 72", Borderline resectable F&fii 12 35 1F 2 ML mEHMOMRE L LTray s
YHRS + %) 75 F ~ (NeoGemOx 71 k2 — ) O THIRBA T b2 JEY)
BB o AL A PR el 2512 0 H TH o 7202k LT, VBB oA FI R bz 22 4 A &
FHRIBAFICYE L7 (0=0.046) " LIERFII33BIF 1340 (39%) TH S b0, ML
I HUT B borderline resectable B O F&AUET 21NN H 5. 72, RLETIRY
LY EVIEBE S Py F e voarvr—Ta Vi E24EE V) BRI 2L
Lo TURHENIA8% &), ROKIZZTB THo7zb v HIEdH 5. AHHEZRIL16% THi
FEIZ0% & ZAaMEIC b Iz <, YREE X O BREI SR A E B P Y #iA323.6 7 ] &
B LT B (SIBRBIE BB el 21.6 7 T 81% ASEAFH) ™o PR - b i B i i
21 D A D borderline resectable FEHEICB VT, MRTLFBETREZ T L2225, JE
FEATB & Lk U CAAE I R UL B A3 23 4 A & 235 L 72 GERAT B o A {7 I s YL fiE 1 15 74
Mo UL, MR - b BB EIR G A% 12 o0 B A2 5 1 C L3 Bl b 3 O s i & 0
A YGE L2 b 0o, ERTICHAE LT 2R TIEMRI LB S L ) 7%
MY L oz b W L TwAY,

BRI IBRE I BT, IEEEIIRIZE 2 £F ) BRI INCCN A A R 7 4 ¥ ] TRUIBRA e
e LTHbLTw7zds, [INCCNAA K74 > J(20154FEM) 7 H I REIRIZSE ZAATY
2\ CA T TOR# L borderline resectable il & L CTihbh b2 & & %572 CARIFN
DR 2 O AR T, IR & DRUIBRA & 16173 % 2 & TRFTHER R S
N, BEEREATYET RN D H 52, S5 IR LR %, AR BRI RRAl +
S BIIR G EEIBRAT % JEAT 35 2 £ 12X 5 TRODY91 %, AEAFMIEIHYLEA26 4 A & FHD
BFELIEVIHEDDH ), SRISER OGS T 1) 1 S 5 720 OGO HAME
YIBROTHEED 55",

= BANDIRE

Borderline resectable FEHE 13 M7 Al G # 3B & O B2 4 BhHR 102 % &0 30 2 2 22 G O it 47 12
X oT, THIUFHET HHEMEDTE V. Borderline resectable R O E AR O] L 726
DR E L CIOBIES O, @Ofb@#ik vs, LA RETREE, OF#L I X ¥k L
P LT UER SR WITES L v, I RBIENR) & BRRREBRALETH 5%, ik
BORBIIENFE LN TS, HARRE A SRR BT H ST X0 DRI
WHLEL GE TR O 25T XM, resectability 13 BT ORI OFEEE L E BB OA I 12 X
), resectable (YW HE), borderline resectable (YWIEEW HESBEFL), unresectable (V]ERANTHE)
2T 5 2 L ASHRIB & 17z, Borderline resectable #0312 L TIZBR-PV & BR-A
EWHEHEINTBY, SBRIEINSICEDE, SOLEHIEEERL, DOERrSF L
FolT¥TF VAR REL TV LERD L,
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5|k

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

Varadhachary GR, Tamm EP, Abbruzzese JL, et al. Borderline resectable pancreatic cancer: defini-
tions, management, and role of preoperative therapy. Ann Surg Oncol 2006; 13: 1035-46. (Ft.#k 7z L)
Bockhorn M, Uzunoglu FG, Adham M, et al. Borderline resectable pancreatic cancer: a consensus
statement by the International Study Group of Pancreatic Surgery (ISGPS). Surgery 2014; 155: 977-
88. (Ll L)

Adams RB, Allen PJ. Surgical treatment of resectable and borderline resectable pancreatic cancer: ex-
pert consensus statement by Evans et al. Ann Surg Oncol 2009; 16: 1745-50. (Gt #%7: L)

National Comprehensive Cancer Network. Clinical Practice Guidelines in Oncology. Pancreatic adeno-
carcinoma. Version 1. 2015.(#' 4 K5 4 ~)

Katz MH, Pisters PW, Evans DB, et al. Borderline resectable pancreatic cancer: the importance of this
emerging stage of disease. ] Am Coll Surg 2008; 206: 833-46.(2F=— 1)

Massucco P, Capussotti L, Magnino A, et al. Pancreatic resections after chemoradiotherapy for locally
advanced ductal adenocarcinoma: analysis of perioperative outcome and survival. Ann Surg Oncol
2006; 13: 1201-8.( 4 — 1)

McClaine R], Lowy AM, Sussman J]J, et al. Neoadjuvant therapy may lead to successful surgical re-
section and improved survival in patients with borderline resectable pancreatic cancer. HPB (Oxford)
2010; 12: 73-9.(2 & — 1)

Chun YS, Milestone BN, Watson JC, et al. Defining venous involvement in borderline resectable pan-
creatic cancer. Ann Surg Oncol 2010; 17: 2832-8. (2K — )

Stokes JB, Nolan NJ, Stelow EB, et al. Preoperative capecitabine and concurrent radiation for border-
line resectable pancreatic cancer. Ann Surg Oncol 2011; 18: 619-27.(2 & — )

Sahora K, Kuehrer I, Eisenhut A, et al. NeoGemOx: Gemcitabine and oxaliplatin as neoadjuvant treat-
ment for locally advanced, nonmetastasized pancreatic cancer. Surgery 2011; 149: 311-20.(Z & — h)
Rose JB, Rocha FG, Alseidi A, et al. Extended neoadjuvant chemotherapy for borderline resectable
pancreatic cancer demonstrates promising postoperative outcomes and survival. Ann Surg Oncol
2014; 21: 1530-7.(a & — 1)

Hirano S, Kondo S, Hara T, et al. Distal pancreatectomy with en bloc celiac axis resection for locally
advanced pancreatic body cancer: long-term results. Ann Surg 2007; 246: 46-51.(2 & — )

Okada K, Kawai M, Tani M, et al. Surgical strategy for patients with pancreatic body/tail carcinoma:
Who should undergo distal pancreatectomy with en-bloc celiac axis resection? Surgery 2013; 153: 365—
72.(2%k— 1)

Wu X, Tao R, Lei R, et al. Distal pancreatectomy combined with celiac axis resection in treatment of
carcinoma of the body/tail of the pancreas: a single-center experience. Ann Surg Oncol 2010; 17: 1359~
66.(2F—1)

Baumgartner JM, Krasinskas A, Daouadi M, et al. Distal pancreatectomy with en bloc celiac axis re-
section for locally advanced pancreatic adenocarcinoma following neoadjuvant therapy. J Gastrointest
Surg 2012; 16: 1152-9. (2 & — 1)

HAWE S 2 M. BRBGRBA BT, Bt SEM, 2016, Ge#z L)
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RS 4 BTS2 EREICT U THARBEROERE DD
h?

ATF—hX2V kK

FERE S HRaE2 5 A DR IS U THRIBBRZIT S NENENFBAS N TIHEL.
GERDEE 1 7L, TEFTVAUANI 1D, &8 1 100%)

i
[ ] (6 M) V2B W T, IEHE T 12 3317 2 IEIEDE - M 2 0 92 1 75 1270340 =
D TERENA, T OREIGETE DB S TV R0,

PIBIEFIC BT, JEEPEEIEZ BTG & BRI O PR IRASTH 5 L v ) Hllkk s
1 X BFZEDERATL S N D — 527, BBIOTFRIIEFEICARTH S &) MG bR

SNB%", hk, FEUBESIZBEVTY, BHEEEBEAOFPRIIAEEZRDLEWV
ﬁ%%&hd,E%T&ékwﬁﬁ%%%b%hfwéwoit,@@KBH%%%E%
BT AR SDE Z ARV,

ZOCQITHT BRI X%, RCTIZHMTH 5720, MEPEDEEHIILZH R 0 L <
BEGIRAT 2479 N E hEmd, BEEHTRMS TR R V. 550 & 5 7% 5 R W

&!I{I

b,

BAEADIRS

ERE VL TR RE 2SR D TGV 2, BT R ) v SHilmR i EOFHRICH 2 B80S, I
NI S OB 2 HOTLE I MR D S, LrLunThictk, YWhFikok

IOV TIRESBOLEEN T — 7 OER - BI»HfEINn s,

Bl

1) HAMENSY 2 M. BRI BRI 6 L at, &EAR, 2009, Ltz L)

2) Yamada S, Fujii T, Kanda M, et al. Value of peritoneal cytology in potentially resectable pancreatic
cancer. Br J Surg 2013; 100: 1791-6.(7 — A1) — %)

3) Yamada S, Takeda S, Fujii T, et al. Clinical implications of peritoneal cytology in potentially resectable
pancreatic cancer: positive peritoneal cytology may not confer an adverse prognosis. Ann Surg 2007;
246: 254-58.(/r — A 1) — %)

4) Yachida S, Fukushima N, Sakamoto M, et al. Implications of peritoneal washing cytology in patients
with potentially resectable pancreatic cancer. Br J Surg 2002; 89: 573-8. (7 — A ¥ ) — X)

5) Yoshioka R, Saiura A, Koga R, et al. The implications of positive peritoneal lavage cytology in poten-
tially resectable pancreatic cancer. World J Surg 2012; 36: 2187-91.(/ — 2 1) — )

6) Ferrone CR, Haas B, Tang L, et al. The influence of positive peritoneal cytology on survival in
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patients with pancreatic adenocarcinoma. J Gastrointest Surg 2006; 10: 1347-53.(7 — A2 1) — X)

7) Satoi S, Murakami Y, Motoi F, et al. Reappraisal of peritoneal washing cytology in 984 patients with
pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma who underwent margin-negative resection. J Gastrointest Surg
2015; 19: 6-14.(7 — A ¥ 1) — X)

8) Clark CJ, Traverso LW. Positive peritoneal lavage cytology is a predictor of worse survival in locally
advanced pancreatic cancer. Am J Surg 2010; 199: 657-62.(7 — A > 1) — X)
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RSS5 FEREREEICK U CODEBET —HEBYVIERICEWVTC, £8%Z&E

FI2EREFHDIN?

AT—hXV K
FEERERRE IO T 2 EE+ HEBUIRICHEWVT, £BH UK FELEZEFIDIETF
WisEEERSN, BMERFDEV. —75, EBH UK EEEBZETFISILETER
R, WMERESHECELEFRL, FEESECH U TORET"ERBURICEVT, £8H
ULKBEZBEZERFIDILZRET D,

(RO 1 2, TEFVAUNIL 1B, E8%E 1 100%)

7

TR BHERHRE \oF L Cld ek, 2/30 H Yk % 0 9 EH -+ 38 Bl (PD) 234 < 1T
&7z IREARIBIRAE O E 2 O JAZHE, Bl & & I2H ZIRAE T % MM i AE RS 1+ —
1RIBYIBRMT (pylorus preserving pancreaticoduodenectomy : PPPD) %479 Mgk 754 < 7% -
TETWb,

PPPD & PD % it L 2 RCT 258 0 (3E30) #ik2d 'Y, TR S58WORCT & b2
PPPD L PDZJK L7z A ¥ 7 F ) ¥ A5 MG ST b (R, 5802575
AT, FAMFERIZPPPD2SPD & 52 <, WiME S PPPDASPD L DA%t 3550
WA TH Bo HHHE, THETIZIZEDLSLZWVETEHDD% . 4/ TIZPPPD £ PD TV
BIEEDLRVE LTS, 1M TIEPPPDAPD X ) FHRELFTHZ LML TW2Y,
% DX THRDWEFERE DA T % <, BRI ZIBE a0 RUIWE, SRWE, Bz
BATVD, ZO720, ) USFHBEOFMCHEN R ), HEYR O 4 ORF A5
oTWwb, F72, MO quality of life (QOL), BEHERE, RFBIREE L & 0 KK 7= 3l
Bl EHRL D Lo 2N D D F9, Diener H'VIZRCT M TORIKO F gm0,
WRDINT A =5 —DEADPRENZ L Z LT 5, 2072, Karanicolas 57 12 WiHE
DFEEBETT IS HICHERWIHE %, KE% P TA TUIFLELZLBRRTW LS,

PPPD O 454 DA HHIETSH 5 HPEIELE (delayed gastric emptying : DGE) 4% HIg L
T, M4 HiRARE T I8V (subtotal stomach-preserving pancreaticoduodenectomy :
SSPPD) # ¥ % ii% b d 5. HHE LY PPPD & SSPPD & # ik L7z RCT 252/ ittr ShTw b
(F2"Y, 2L B EDGEN DR ol b OHEY &, BbohM o7l T2MED 2d
5o LL, INB2MDRCT DMfEDGEIZDOWTAZ 7 F I Y A%FTH &, 1) A7 0.49,
95 % fE HEIX [ (CD) : 0.25-0.97 TH Y, SSPPD THEICHEZEDGED Y R 7 HEh - 72 (B1),
SSPPD 2 & % RAERBOYEEIL 2O RCT & HIZA SN o7z, SHOBEIPEBbNS,

lE_Iullé
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%1 PPPD &EPDZRBLAEXATFUD ADIER

Ticho | . . PD#*

WmEE () R PPPD #*1Bh % PPPD & PD CEH & LY Ens
Diener MK, |6RCT |578%1 |F4ieER : —68.26%" FERRIET L
et al.? (95 % CI: —105.70-—30.83, | OR 0.49, 95% CI : 0.17-1.40, p=0.18
(2007) »=0.0004) BHHE

HIME : —766 mL OR 0.89, 95% CI : 0.48-1.62, p=0.69

(95% CI : —965.26-—566.74, | 77

£»=0.00001) OR 0.74, 95% CI : 0.52-1.07, p=0.11
Karanicolas |6RCT |574%1 | F4liAERET - — 724 BT iR & HHE L
PJ, et al” (95% CI : 53-92, $<0.001)
(2007) HIME : —284 mL RHEAF#%

(95%CI : —176--391, p<

0.001)

aME : —0.66 HAL
(95% CI : 0.25-—1.16, p=0.002)

Igbal N, S5RCT |2822%0 | FMIRERE : —41.347, p = |BBRE ZL
et al? #&t | (RCT|0010
(2008) 32MF%8 |42161% |8 M1 8 : —0.93 £, p< |BEHE
&) 0.001
B#EE T 0R 17, p=
0.040
477% : HR 0.66, p=0.02
Fitzmaurice |6RCT, [3,893 |7 L JESESRIEDEFR - L
C etal? 12PS, | RCT (HR 0.80, 95 % CI : 0.53-1.22,
(2010) 25RS D $»=0.16), PS(HR 0.84, 95% CI : 0.7-
4385 1.0, p=0.95)
EILEENERFE
RCT(HR 1.02, 95% CI : 0.49-2.13, p=
0.3), PS(HR 1.26,95% CI : 0.46-3.42,
»=0.65), RS(HR 0.86, 95% CI : 0.6-
1.24, p=0.33)
MHIET :
RCT(HR 0.49, 95% CI:0.17-1.4, p=
0.18), PS(HR 0.63,95% CT : 0.34-1.18,
»=0.15), RS(HR 0.7, 95% CI: 0.37-
1.31, p=0.27)
QoL
Diener MK, [6RCT |465%1 |FHirEmE ARBRET L
et al'? (MD : —68.26%3, 95 % CI:|OR 0.49, 95% CI : 0.17-1.40, p=0.18
(2011) * -105.70--30.83) SEFER
fifeR HR 0.84, 95% CI : 0.61-1.16, p=0.29

(MD : =76 mL, 95% CI : | &fHiE
-0.96-—0.56, »<<0.00001)
PPPD : BB A EgE - e B UIBRAT, PD @ BEBHT 3R YIBRAT, RCT @ 7 ¥ ¥ AfLICEGAER, PS @ #i
& ak— MFE, RS: A& 34K — M5, HR: N — K, OR: 4+ v X, MD: FE##, CI:
fEHREX T

HiER Ty M AOESRETH S
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%2 PPPD & SSPPD % LE& L 7= RCT DO#ER

wmEE (F) FHA > | BNERE | PPPDA»Eh 3 | PPPD & SSPPD SSPPD H*1Eh 3
TEN L
Kawai M, et RCT 130 %1 7L QOL, 1k, %% | DGE:45% &£17.2%
al” (2011) N DGE O grade (A/B/
C) :16/5/0&1/1/1
BCO,: 1.3 AL 167
H
Matumoto I, RCT 100 %1 L DGE(20% & 12%, nL
et al'” (2014) p=0.414), 77
IV, AL A7u—
WV, R
PPPD : B P il A B BE 1 e B Y0 B4, SSPPD : fi 4 W i AFBEBE + B YU BRi, DGE : & HERAE, "
RCT : T v ¥ 2 blbi Rk %
MOTROWE b B - Bl G S
SSPPD PPPD Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total ~ Weight M-H, Random, 95%Cl M-H, Random, 95%ClI
Kawai M, 20111V 3 63 11 64 259% 0.28[0.08, 0.95] — &
Matsumoto I, 2014'2 12 50 20 50 741% 0.60[0.33, 1.09] —
Total (95%Cl) 113 114 100.0% 0.49[0.25, 0.97] o
Total events 15 31 } } } }
Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.07 ; Chi2=1.28, df=1 (p=0.26) ; ’=22% 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Test for overall effect : Z=2.06 (p=0.04) Favours SSPPD Favours PPPD

1 fiieEERhEECR T XY 7FUIR

BAEADRS

PPPD & PD OMGEHIREFRNE R FLEFM 2 A S SATHEZ W R E L2 od% <, R
ISR o 72 DI e B - RO & PIHER QOL 2 MGt LT icBn»Tdh, 2o
EFRDT LT LR, WBTORFICBWTRIBIE L DRV v, kDAY T
F 1V ¥ ATiE, PPPDAPD & ) TR <, MILEA D20, PRIEEEDLZWE
DEEDREZHTH Ho MR ZBEFIEO ALY, WP R OGIHE RIEEIRE,
FEpgRE, QOL 7% &lZ oW CREMINCMES 42 RCT D FEH A E T 5o

5|k

1) Lin PW, Lin YJ. Prospective randomized comparison between pylorus-preserving and standard pan-
creaticoduodenectomy. Br J Surg 1999; 86: 603-7.(5 ~ ¥ 2)

2) Seiler CA, Wagner M, Sadowski C, et al. Randomized prospective trial of pylorus-preserving vs. Clas-
sic duodenopancreatectomy (Whipple procedure): initial clinical results. ] Gastrointest Surg 2000; 4:
443-52.(7 ¥ & 1)
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3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

Tran KT, Smeenk HG, van Eijck CH, et al. Pylorus preserving pancreaticoduodenectomy versus stan-
dard Whipple procedure: a prospective, randomized, multicenter analysis of 170 patients with pancre-
atic and periampullary tumors. Ann Surg 2004; 240: 738-45.(5 >~ %" 2.)

Seiler CA, Wagner M, Bachmann T, et al. Randomized clinical trial of pylorus-preserving duodenopan-
createctomy versus classical Whipple resection-long term results. Br J Surg 2005; 92: 547-56.(5 >~ ¥
)

Lin PW, Shan YS, Lin Y], et al. Pancreaticoduodenectomy for pancreatic head cancer: PPPD versus
Whipple procedure. Hepatogastroenterology 2005; 52: 1601-4.(5 >~ ¥ 2.)

Diener MK, Knaebel HP, Heukaufer C, et al. A systematic review and meta-analysis of pylorus-
preserving versus classical pancreaticoduodenectomy for surgical treatment of periampullary and
pancreatic carcinoma. Ann Surg 2007; 245: 187-200.( X %)

Karanicolas PJ, Davies E, Kunz R, et al. The pylorus: take it or leave it? Systematic review and me-
ta-analysis of pylorus-preserving versus standard whipple pancreaticoduodenectomy for pancreatic or
periampullary cancer. Ann Surg Oncol 2007; 14: 1825-34.( * %)

Igbal N, Lovegrove RE, Tilney HS, et al. A comparison of pancreaticoduodenectomy with pylorus pre-
serving pancreaticoduodenectomy: a meta-analysis of 2822 patients. Eur J Surg Oncol 2008; 34: 1237-
45.( 2 %)

Fitzmaurice C, Seiler CM, Biichler MW, et al. Survival, mortality and quality of life after pylorus-pre-
serving or classical Whipple operation. A systematic review with meta-analysis. Chirurg 2010; 81: 454-
71.(# %)

Diener MK, Fitzmaurice C, Schwarzer G, et al. Pylorus-preserving pancreaticoduodenectomy (pp
Whipple) versus pancreaticoduodenectomy (classic Whipple) for surgical treatment of periampullary
and pancreatic carcinoma. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2011 (5): CD006053.( % %)

Kawai M, Tani M, Hirono S, et al. Pylorus ring resection reduces delayed gastric emptying in patients
undergoing pancreatoduodenectomy: a prospective, randomized, controlled trial of pylorus-resecting
versus pylorus-preserving pancreatoduodenectomy. Ann Surg 2011; 253;: 495-501.(F > #"2\)
Matsumoto I, Shinzeki M, Asari S, et al. A prospective randomized comparison between pylorus- and
subtotal stomach-preserving pancreatoduodenectomy on postoperative delayed gastric emptying
occurrence and long-term nutritional status. ] Surg Oncol 2014; 109: 690-6.(5 > %" 2.)
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|RS6 BHEICHU CPREHEIRIG Tk ELET DH ?

BREICH T BPIRGHURIF FRZNET DD, BHSH TEFRL. ROFHIHHAFEIN
SIEEICPFIREHUIRZITS CLZERBLTH KL,
BERD\BE 1 7L, TEFTVAUANI I C, SEF:94.7%)

- f2
PIIRA BEDI BV M DRI B B PEBNC R LT, B 5 WISATATRAS £ 72 1340 T L C M IRIZ B A% =
Bebn s Ya it sz (B1),
Ravikumar 5" 13 2 [l 2 WF5c & LT, 840BI0kE#E PD & 230 6 0 [k &40 PD O P %1%
&% CTh o7 LM L7z F72, Nakao H2 I3 HLIEREORERE L CMIREPEPD D P13
WREG L ) RIFTH o2 ME L7ze 2D X1, MIREBFIROAIETFRITFLS L
OFEFRR, IEYIBER & I L TMIREGPEPD O FRITHIFTH S L OFE2 S, MIREHE
Y2 EHEWN ERERT AWM BRSNS, GIHEICE L TIE, MIREMEPDIZ X )itk
BRHERZVETHED HIUL, AUHERESEZFASE T 285 H 5 Chuab”
LB 1458BID Y AF<F 4 v 7 LY 2—TIE, high volume center {231 5 45 &P PD

ﬁll

PRk

1 FIRR&S BFEIBRES]
MATER CPIRRE P EON, MhAR THRIBETARE TS - 2 - BBk %
W17 U 2o REFMICIEPIRRERE TS - /o
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OB EBHE, B, AfFRIE, EEPDEFASTHL ERESINL, INSOWMEITT
NTHRAMEMETDH 720, MIRGIERRE, MIRIEVIEREE, CIBRARERE OB R 1R #E17EE
BERLZSTBY, MMRIEEMRT LI LIETER Y,

Fil X 3B E LTI, Doi 5¥1EMIREN S &0 72 RIFEFT RS BT, ALk
RTINSO FEPAERICBIFTH o 72 L #Hii5 L7z Fortner ® regional pancreatectomy
DFE 2T LK, [TMIR%E RO —88 & % 2 THRIBNER -2 BN MIREBEIRRZ 4T (PR
REDEDER) & DEZ DD o727, ZOERZRRTHIET Y AITEAERL, BEIITE
AEFTbRTOAV, F72, MIREEOREIC XD ETERL FHROKE (DY, [NCON A
4 FF A4 2T resectable \IZHFHE NS HE D H 1L borderline resectable (23 I NS W56
LdH 5 RSIZM), LibOMEOHWMEE, CNOHANRLE LRI L > Tnd, MIRIZHOR
JEVZIE U726 I O ULE O 720121%, EATEZ— L 72 TOMIREIROF 2 ik $ 5
A EF7E, RCTALIEE SN2, 5ETOLIAZORFETVA Y IZWEETH %,

= AEADRRE

MAREBEEIRRIC &L ) PRIUET L E VI PRI E T 2, BRATIE 7 TiE s
Wb EDLEELWVD, 5F TOHMEHSIThigh volume center ICBWTROE 45 2 LS
RSN A MREPUIREFRE SN EEZ BN D,
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B ICK T DK V/\NET - REIENEFEED LICHES TS &EF R, B—HIC
FITORVNC EZHRT B,
GEEDEE 1 1, TIEFTYVAULARNI (B, &8EE :97.4%)

ﬁg =i
A A R BV A <, MO LR I R Z DS EHE BRI O TARR TH B
bo LrL, SR UIBRO ADHIGRIGEHTH D, WEETHIUIHBWTIREIE S L, b
ST 1980 4E8 72> & 90 4EARIC 201 €, mBRIRAE % 320 7 W IRHR L6k L ) &/ SE R Rk
DOPKEE (bW LIERTFA) 2597b i, T X ) FHROWEIGONS L OHmENS
a2 —7, FCKREE T SR LRI 2 3L R VI % 47 - 72 513 & 5 7%,
BPHET A RRIER TR, EEEEO AR TH -2 L OWEDN L7277, 2D
72D WCKFEETIE, BEEISKT LT v SEI MR SR & b 2 WU (Wb @ 2 BEHE TR
ATbNBEDOHR—FME R, THREMAEREORRIEZRENDL L) kol LALIH
5OMBFEOMMBEEIE, WINLRCTICXEAMETIERVWZ ETH o720

1990 4FACF2F X 0, BENEICH 3 2 FEAEFAN L IR FAM OME % K LZZRCTHA 4V T
ET A HTHERCTHE ST (R, ZhH50METIE, WIFHIZBWT RN
WIRNCAET R, WRAIHERSILRIBER TLVWHEINCIH L L VIR TH 72 LaL,
WOREEE 2> & s S N7z RCTICBIT HILKIEDOREEL, HAKXOME L720) o8 - ik
BHHEDPLTLOUTONTVEDbII TR AED o7, 22T, bOEICEVTH KD VD
W % R FAN & H AN OMUK L 72395 K FAl 2 el 3 % RCT (R4 578144 53 A B ZE B ik 4 AT
78) Afrbhrz (R1)Y, ZORCTIZBT BIKTHETIE, HOMEBILIZhD Db ST P
PILZ Y Y ORET - MRGEERE 21T > TV B DS, ZNTOMAOEMRITEIT S 14E, JELERF
I A CT78.4%, 27.5%, ILKTAMEET54.0%, 18.0% &K FMEEDIE ) 25T
ARTH o720 T2, WO QOL bILK TR OLEM THREICARTH - 72, 2007
AR DRCTIZOVWT Y AT YT A v 7 L2 —BIWAZ T F ) ¥ A% 7o ki s
W s N, BT BRI AR EICE ST 5 2 213, b LAMBAHE
SRR BMSELMENICH D LRI ONT VD, S HITHRIE, HEDSLIETIT-
ZZRCT LfEDO 70 M a3 —WIZ X AWM S, ZoRRD LAEORCT LT
BHot (FDYW, TNH5ARDRCTIC X Y FERGIH S 5 9 KIE 2 1 ) Tl 2 RO 2 e
THRMWE L, L ULAMBREIERLEEZ TFHT29 2 TITIRETREVWEEZ LN,
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x1 BECHTIREFHEBAFMELRL 252 F LMELLBHR

TXAAh
1451 78) Ezkm) %E‘M)
Johns Hopkins™®'® | Mayo Clinic'"”
(LS TN e it EIWN e VN e VN B VN
SE B 40 41 146 148 40 39 51 50 83 86
Py e
?:f;‘ ¥ 372 397 354 384* 378 450* 426 547* 356 420*
i i I
iﬂ?ﬁﬁ 1.95 2.07 0.5 0.5 — — 2.1 2.4 0.1 0.25
#(U)
PPPD/
non- 20/20 | 23/18 125/21 148/0 0/40 0/39 19/32 | 23/27 | 62/21 60/26
PPPD
MR YD kg — — 4(3%) 4(3%) (9(23%)|8(21%) [24(47%)|24(48%)|17(21%) |23(27%)
U ¥t 13.3 19.8* 17 28.5% 15 36* 13.3 40.1% 17.3 33.7%
SRiE I £ ’ ' ’ : : : :
RO(%) 73 78 80 95 76 82 94 90 86 91
,ETEE& 22.7 19.3 11.3 14.3% 13 16 43.8 42.4 19.7 22.8
e | 18| 14 42 64 | T | TH | P | TH | 27 37
& Bl R . i
(45%) | (34%) | (29%) (43%) 8% 42% 0% 48% (33%) | (43%)
TR 2(5%) 12(56%) | 6(4%) 3(2%) 0 1(3%) 0 1(2%) 0 2(2.3%)
rp i A A
11.2 16.7 30 28 26 18.8 19.9 13.8 18.8 16.5
WK (A)

PPPD : B4 ¥ i A7 B UE 1+ 38 B LU B4R, non-PPPD : #£3 o BETE + 38 1 Y0 Bl & 72 13 i 4 W iRAF I 0E
T 3R U BR A
TPeriampullary carcinoma % & s
*$<0.05 vs. HEiE
(Nimura Y, et al. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2012; 19: 230-41." X v 5 [ FH % %5)

BAADIRS

bARETHLNZZ DL ED5ADRCT T, APMIFELARN LIZEFS LEnWT &
BHLNE o7z BIETIIRWIRREIHONS X9 P27 2135 <, E—rizidak
FEERIE R KRENRE P ) » 8% &8RP Y O SHiZE 21T R TR OEFRI LW ERD
Nb, 72720, BN & - TIE, FZ @KL SRS 5 2D RIITHR TR I T VIR
AL ELHY, TOLI)BEICOVTOFTMOFEBIEIZ SITHTEERLLEND L.
F725%, BWIRBEOMLIZXY, XD/NSRERIPROD > A ICEEFHTL VD
B, O XD BB ZEMARFMEAT ) REZODHHET L T LEDPDH S,
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1. SRRz B8ICERE USRIBRE IR S I EREREIC LT, BBERENEET S
h, BENMRONDGEICAE/NA /NRMTZTS T EZRET .
GERD\E 1 2, TEFVAUNIL B, §8F 1 89.5%)
2. SEEYIBRZ BRICHE UFFUIBRE R I BEERERE ISR U T, T iElm=ENEE
T30, RENRONBEEICBEEZBYSE/NA NAMZTI T EZRET B,
G#RDEE 1 2, TEFVAUNIL B, 88F 192.1%)

[ERREDREE]

AT—hXU R, 20WITNBEY, [FEITZIDHROND] TH e, [FETBD. BELBEDLN
BIICEBURELUC, Fio, SBWF[FHN] AA>TOEH, AT—hXY MMIANZDIF, FHED
BELTDEDRENGY, ANICIORENETDIEER DT,

]
1. fEE/NT /N

BUE, JEUIBRBEERI 013 & A SITALFEREAEA I NS DS, BIEHTEOSS, 204k
WHETH D, FIEBRICUEBRAREIHNH L 22560 FHiIEE N 4 7S 242§ 5 RCT 1
%L, FTIWNA NG (BB N A XA, HALE N A 23S 2 DPEHE) 1SN T D 2#HD TR — b
WD HE STV 5D, Ueda bV 13 %A X 2T, JEUIBRIEIREBIClIALF LI LT L
TPBIMNRE - HALE N4 82 (RI) 2 M T L7213 9 2%, @EFEPRIFTH-7-2 L a ik
L, NWARZZ X ) BIEFIIN T L BNNAHRA S 5 2 & TR RO dil 2 7B
L, R BIF R PAIE LN L WREMRICO W TR TWS, —F, Ausaniab? 12k %
HilA EWEFECTIE, WA DHE DA BARELERITHMT 2 L6, BEONBGENIHE
AT v MREMORESLEE 2, FEZBIFDBEFN LT, H#E N S22 179 O
L IREREEZ ) BEICESL L WO BR O D 5. HERHEZ RO 2 WA RE RS
WX AT PRI EE N A RS2 Z24T 9 T L DRIFICOVWTERT 121, HIEIREICE
U % i e R 3452 2 22 AL 2R O AZ DO W T OFMIT & S Eenim X RERIC X AP E T h
b7:8, KAT—FMA Y FTIX[PRMIAE N A S A 2 SR - 2R T 5 L FRHL %
Nl
2. SHIEEINAINR

BAMEZ U BRASRE DS L 723 A O TR B 22 & 12D W TUE 28 O RCT A3 &
NTWB3Y, BIER SIS OB RE E A h o 72358 T B 10~20% (I35 R i 12 L5
DWBEEELR X725 2 EMS5NTHY, Lilemoe 5¥ % Van Heek 5 ®RCT T, B
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HIEBENA XX BRBWEET-o T3,

RICIEDRR & HIT L2258 S PRI B 2R A 2179 &, A0HE, PSS, WA
BEH%, QOL, PRISEEZKITTI LR, MRNWIHEEZLBWAENZT ) LESL 2Lk
5720, THIMEZEBWEMIIERLGD L EBRTVDE, ZO2HWDORCTIZE B X TF
) Y AD0IMEICHEE SR, TR E 2B A EOREE B ST, RPN
THALE BB E T4 T 2 HE 2K 35720, FIERICIEIBR E 2o 72356123 H 2=2mW
EMETo THBLEI PRIV ERBITTD, —T, ITNH2HDRCT AT b7k
EHART, PAETEINHEN T ZHEA 7 ¥ MIBERAZETOIL L) I hoTwh,
Z D720, FRBRIFDBIENIN LT, BZEWEM 21T ) O 5 0% + Z485EE 2
IGEICRL L VI BERb DL, DX ) IR EHEAD &, HALERE 2 300 7% W TR
W3 2 [ PRI B2 N A RS2 %2479 2L DRIFITOVTERT 5I1213H#H 72 % RCT
WX BMEIPEEN, KAT— P A Y FTRIFHIRHER A S 20 2 3% - JRET 5
WEIRRL 2 h o 72,

= ANDRE

BRR DY TR D%  DSIFYIRIERICTH 5 BURA BT 5 &, JHi#E, LB/ S A 7Sl
EEELMETH 2, HE, REBEREH TN SZHOEANIMZ T, £ 5 —rv s
YHEM ORI R LB Y, A SAWOMIE & T RIS 2 EBEEO SV RCT 280
TV, TETFT Y AZMEL TV RENRD S,
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1. DHETEEEICK T 2 EER NEETZIEBVIRT S RIZZETIIRHSNTH
57, BRERZRBRUANTIIITHOIBWT EZHET D,

GHEEDEE 11, TEFVAUNRNIL D, 5% :97.4%)

2. DY ETEFEEICH T 2 EEE TREAREIBIIRMT S B EZ R IR TDHR

BRERA RSN, BELPREMICDOVWTIISEDEFDE/NNETH D, BF

NREANRIESR, BARFERENRZSR, BRAGENBRRASDIZSNERETE
29 2 ERHEHENDORATEEFIEKDENTVS,

GHEROBE . BL, IEFVAURNI D, 8EBE : 94.9%)

[GERFEORE]

L9, 2015F10RBICERBREZITL, [DHETIRIEEICH T DIERE T F OB AMEFHER SN
THS5Y, BRABRUATHITORNC EZHET D, HERDRS 11, TETVAUANL D, 68
E194.7%)] TEEDW EBO TV, ZD%2016F 4 BICEREICW T 2 IR TEMARIBYIRRMTAY
RREA LB O, BESZRIIBEZOMONHERIN, GEREUVCRNBOEEZET 5 LHTE
Nic. ZDieeh, CQIBAHE, ARBSERERIRS, F-TJTABTZEREFDIR, AT - hAVKZE
fERraR TR+ 18 IR VIBR1T & IR IR R NRRMARERYIBRIT(C 0 1 CECE L, MDD 2BREDNEZ(E
IE-BIL, BEZEAA RSA VHEIRERZETX — IV TCOBEREZT O lce AT —hXTV M
&, MEIERERZE408%, OBFE39% (97.5%) CHREENWILL, OFE39EH, 58I S !
38%, GELBLI 1R, B 08 THY, GEEXRIZARTIGEDI] EFolce AT —hXU K2
&, EIERERZE408%, OBFE39% (97.5%) CHREENWILL, OBFE39EH, 58I !
378, gELEBVL 128, B 08THY, GEXI4.I%TIGED Y] Lo, @EBEDRNIC
(& ERFEE TR EESZEDBEVWFM CH Y, —EDMRICBVTLAERZETIDIRERETH
Y, BREBEDRRZBIKDD] EOBRNG S,
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1992 4E12 Gagner & 2MEMERESR IR U CTREMESE B UE + 48 15 Y Bl (laparoscopic pan-
creaticoduodenectomy : LPD) % Jif7 L CTA 5 204E DL E2SE# L7z M S S zw
KOPDORAY T F )T AT, BFESE TR BRI M & L TReIZFSETH D,
BHEAR & 0 & DA 7 <, ABHERA AR, TEBE HEAYE W & v ) R A S 512
ENTVD, LeLIBLAEDORYTF ) Y RAGRWHEED 2 VITRESRERE 2 &
F=AY ) = AERGH LD DTH Y, RETEREERR IS 2 BEREST T BEEUBRl 2 5 U
725 DTk WY, B 21X 20084 D Kooby 512 & % KE 8 ik DHEEITIX, 15951 IS
AR R BRI B (laparoscopic distal pancreatectomy : LDP) @ 9 & 313 10% (16,/159 %1)




120 3. i&¥E: (Treatment)

29 E4WwY, LPDIZB VTS, 20114E12 Gumbs H 232 N TIZH S 7= 2856 % 4%
LTWABD, Z09 bEmIZT66] (26.7%) Th - 72"

2014 4E D HARWBEGNFI A SO T v r— PRI X 5 L, 1990445 2013412 H 31 H &
TUIHAT S N2 IR SE T RO B I3 512,410 60 R BIIELI B 1,726 51, PD 301%1) Td %o
S0, RS T B IS T RGBT O RATEIE 43961 (18%) IC L EE > Twa " b
3E T ORI TR %723 ik 2B VT, LDPIZFHIE LTy v oSHigkig %
PED VL DI LTEIMG L2 THET 52 EAMHETH - 7258, 20164E4 H,
JEIPE BN AR R BRI B Y BR AT 12 35\ TR ) o S ETERTS & A ) IR L2 eh LT b Mtk 2 2 i 72
TR TOMADIR SNz, 72720, PRGBS ME S IR 2 9 b od@Ens &
o TWb, F/z, REMMGEED HIYTHANBGE S, HARFIHE R 2, BN
BLEETVEHIT T8 23 A3 324 23 5 ) “C B 5 9 2 A7 1 6% Sk ) 2~ o iy 1) & 451 %5 e (i 1) & B8 2% it
R ALFEEE) R IO TW A, —F, LPDIFEHI & L CIRE DA PHOIRE X U5 ¥ /3 is
HUBREED LV DI L TERMLZGAICRYEET 22L& h>THBY, BIKANHEE
MBI ZE & AT L2z IS T v & 9 2T b Bl - B o R EBAE LTw 572
W, BEFRHHS 5 LPD IR RBE A CTH % .

LDPIZBI LT, x5 % BRI HRb L7223 13 488 TdH %o 20104F @ Kooby 5 3% fitiik T
R L2120, BHIEIEAR R HEYI IR (open distal pancreatectomy ; ODP) & i L €
1B H O SN AR SN2 Mo 3MIEMERDr — 23 > b a— VFE2ER, w
NHERAKIZLDP THW I EAVRENTWS™Y, Lee 51X LDP THABHEF AR &
WELTWAHDS, Rehman HIFHE L AZEL LTBY, —EORMBIHLN TRV, 4F
HRIZ 4% L & ODP & LDP TENA LN A - 720

LPDIZB LT, W 2RISR IL L 72 IE3MTH % (7272 L 1213286171 1041) .
Croome 5'” 3 X U'Lai 5" ®FH L TId, LPD XM EAAHHICA %, ERHBIZAEIC
i, U YEEE AL, ROWBRHRICEEDN B o 2 THEL TWw D, MmHEEEICO W
T, Croome S EEMFHIMICHEEE I LD 57205, EHEAEFYMIZLPD THEICERE
L, ZOMMEL L TLPDIZBWTHiAHB#E LA 90 H DLNIZZ I 5 NEF O )58
Moz HEZFTTWD, —J, Bao 5O L TIXLPDICB W THIMEZ 2 4hh o725 D
O, FHFFIEEL, VU v SEEEERIEE RIS % <, ROFIIK @I (LPD 63%, B
JEETE T+ 8 YIBR T 88%) % R L, oncologic 7 & A IZBEMAAOF ST 52,

= BANDRRE

AL CIE, ISR 9 5 LDP O RGATIE BB O BN MV, S TERE H 80T WS o A A7 =8
PHFCTE 2 EPMOEDPITB D DOOH b, —T5, LPDIRKEATT BT 5 v E K
W25 2IERIHERTIE A7 <, oncologic & T TEEMF A2 HNTW5DH, 5HIEDHETD
JERE D AR R EBRE L 72 E OB WK X - TLDP, LPDOEZRSHL NSNS
REXTH5bo
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=4, ICT]THo e, NERCTINEEL, RREUI
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H AR T2 O R B SO FEFHR RIC L 5 &, B O SEARITRENICEHERA SN,
FREFICOER RALF 0BT, @high volume center TONIFEE, OF L Wi o b
M, CEBERKROTIT0BY, — BT, BEIBRBEOHEO MBI E HEBEOTHED
BEIEH 52 Th <, BlBighkIc B 2 W2 IREHIAAE L 2 v KREINCCN A FF
4 YTk, YBRHORBBEICHT LT IEMoNS & Ladass2Y, R0 RHZ ki
ZFOBRDOBMYI LGB O BB E VI EZ IOV, i~ —5 — (CA199) dllE, CT
DI B0 UIBRBREBIEE L, ME2EMII3~6 T ABEIITHI ZL2BO TV 5, )
Btk iR~ — & — (CA199) SIEHAL L 2 WBI TR PHRARCHHMARE S h 5 —757,
JEs~ — 5 — D LHR CTHFA L > TR S NAFIICH L TRINSHEELIT) 2 L2057
BOWFHEIIEGT DL VI WL T — 7 iE w20, [NCCNAA K54 v ICidmig 34
VB~ — 7 —llER CTIRFICOWTOIREE R L, 1ETLORBBIEEZIT) L v
FEBWMICE EDSLNT WS,

W G A Tt b HH SN TV BDIZCTTH b Lepanto b7 XM HOCTH R & L
T, Wik, ) U EHRBOEZ IR EZ T, BT AR, mEREA T
BB, LIELISHISZELR 58 & OBAHAWEETSH 5 L BT, Sheffield 5% 12 & %
BERERR YRR O CT o R NI BT 2 KB D% A M EWFR T, WME6AHH, 137
H, 187 ATE g dh, Mithwl CTHAIIMES.67HH, 2B IZWEH 2 53.84 1
%, 3HHIF2MEHAA 53974 HETIibh, #Aha3~47 AOMBETITbh s EmIZdh -7
EHEE L TWb, FAbSEE 2T EE, IR o®RIICE S W 8E, 5
MRk TROBBIZ 2 Z TV A EER 120 HUNOREHTE )£ L CTRERZ Z1T T,
EWING 7 CTMATIZ & 0 Bl & W7 IR BVE TS &R IR Bl 2 AR5 I & 7z e B 7iF
LR R L 726510 X2/ 5°Y Tzeng 5¥133~4 7 HB %, Nordby 5”136 %
ABEDOCTICX 2RBBLEEIT, BPHELZEE)HERPASLNIGEIHEECT 217-
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BE~—5— ETEEA
NCCN#A K54 22 | 24EDNIE3~6 7 H L CT : 24EPHIF3~6 7 H L
JASPAC 01" 3HHZE HA XM, CT : 24ELANIE3H
&, 2AEDRRIZ6 A AT E
JSAP-02' 3HHZE US/CT:37HZE
Prep-02/JSAP-05" EPIIE3 A AT, 24EDIBEIE | CT @ 24ERINIZ3 A A T8, 24F
6HHZE PRizer ATk

US @i

722 A, WIFHTIAEE%, BB TIE20%VMEEED D bICHIEEBW LA L HME LT
Who FEFEIENIE LTI, Tzeng 57 3 MR BVEFF 56 L IEBMTI L TEMS RV EHE L,
Nordby &% (FFEBMEFEFEDIE D BRI TH o 72 L HE LTWw b Wil e b MERIERS
TIHEBER TR N CRBEB RIS , HREOBRNLUSOBEBROBARNE L, H
SEBEFIE DBV E VI RETH D, RO VEBECTBIIT 2 2 L CPROWBEIIOL
DHWREMENH 5 2 L 23 L TV bo Tzeng 5 O TIIFIE D 8E L LAI2ELNT
Hotzl L, INCCNAA KT 4 ¥ Witk 24 M OB R R BIE 2 MRS 2L 2> Tw
%o FEBIIEHER T & DKW X 225, STAEOMBILFREDFSEL EA D &, DHETIE
MB2~3EMIZITHITE, ZOHRIZ6HIHTEORBBELITOIOBENLVEE LI LN
%o [NCCN# 4 KT 4 ¥ |2 bdEICB T 5 EABKABROMGRBISE:E 2R 1IRT20?,
—JT, BB B AFIEIT OV T U HE 34 7% <, B CT AR HES
BBEIZOWTHLEZDDD v, TR MIOWTIE, Witkowski &Y 254 54E LN O B
ERBGINZ, 1EHZ) ORI E AR CHRA N IR L TV 5b, 1914FICIE1ED
720 3EOWRHA 2, BHIL8TI KV Tho72b DA, 20054511 14EH 72 6H D
Weds, BAIE1,797 VIS 2 T iee [Tb N7z FEE D 89%ASCT T, 4K TlE51%7%
AT EOREZ ZF Tz, SHICENAEEHEORRS &, TEI 1 OED KA
CTHMEZIT->TH, 1HBTbhhoBFL L TEEFRICERI LD > 72 B
< —#— (CA19-9) OREZ Huls & L fEBBIER L, S 2 X b L AFHA~OEELH L7
BAMETENS 1D 5% MHLFBEERICPD 2T o ER A HRICLIE A, A7
Ta—VEME A VEEBBE TN 24.6 0 H, IAH703837 FLEELEDI
L, 67 HZEDCAINOMEID X BHBBIZ CIRAAEFENIIZ328 7 A LIEREL, 44
FEUEDERIZIE5,364 FUDBMETH o720 LAL, ThULOKRE, T42bb6AHA
L OCAI99MI5ES L UCT, 37 H L DCAIMETIIRELEIA MIMZ LD
D, 65 AT EDCAIIIRE I A TH G2 A OME R385 S Wb o 720 EMI %
WA X 2 FROEEHRIZOVTRIIS 22 MR H s ah o722 LT, [NCON
HARTAV]TIEZET Y ALRLIMEW 2B) LB LCTwa, Dbk XY, fifg24EHLL
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BBEOMBEZEIL TIWEEZEILNLD, RIKTHWESEH L TIZ6~127
HZ LRGBS ZIT) T L Z2RET S,

~ AEADORE

AR AL HEEIR OB L), HREZROBHRERBIIEE 2 T2, HIEZ RHIZZH
L., FHICZOBROWBEEAT 5 LV HEROTREYET A2 MEEL, B4 ikE
BIREEMEL T RLEDH 575, AR, PRE b R e 2 RSB ORI AT T h
%o
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1) Egawa S, Toma H, Ohigashi H, et al. Japan Pancreatic Cancer Registry; 30th year anniversary: Japan
Pancreas Society. Pancreas 2012; 41: 985-92. (2 & — )

2) National Comprehensive Cancer Network. Clinical Practice Guidelines in Oncology. Pancreatic adeno-
carcinoma. Version 1. 2015.(%' 4 K5 1 >)

3) Tzeng CW, Fleming JB, Lee JE, et al. Yield of clinical and radiographic surveillance in patients with
resected pancreatic adenocarcinoma following multimodal therapy. HPB (Oxford) 2012; 14: 365-72.(2
F— 1)

4) Witkowski ER, Smith JK, Ragulin-Coyne E, et al. Is it worth looking? Abdominal imaging after pan-
creatic cancer resection: a national study. ] Gastrointest Surg 2012; 16; 121-8. (24— 1)

5) Tzeng CW, Abbott DE, Cantor SB, et al. Frequency and intensity of postoperative surveillance after
curative treatment of pancreatic cancer: a cost-effectiveness analysis. Ann Surg Oncol 2013; 20: 2197-
203.(2k— 1)

6) Motoi F, Rikivama T, Katayose Y, et al. Retrospective evaluation of the influence of postoperative tumor
marker status on survival and patterns of recurrence after surgery for pancreatic cancer based on
RECIST guidelines. Ann Surg Oncol 2011; 18: 371-9.(2 & — )

7) Lepanto L, Gianfelice D, Déry R, et al. Postoperative changes, complications, and recurrent disease
after Whipple's operation: CT features. AJR Am ] Roentgenol 1994; 163: 841-6.(7 — Z 1) — X)

8) Sheffield KM, Crowell KT, Lin YL, et al. Surveillance of pancreatic cancer patients after surgical
resection. Ann Surg Oncol 2012; 19: 1670-7. (2 — )

9) Nordby T, Hugenschmidt H, Fagerland MW, et al. Follow-up after curative surgery for pancreatic
ductal adenocarcinoma: asymptomatic recurrence is associated with improved survival. Eur J Surg
Oncol 2013; 39: 559-66. (7~ — 1)

10) Uesaka K, Boku N, Fukutomi A, et al. 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: 248-57.(7 » ¥ 1)

11) Ueno H, Kosuge T, Matsuyama Y, et al. 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: 908-15.(5 ~ 4" 4.)

12) BRI REERE (20 3 2 Ak & L T 9 Gemcitabine + S-1 {2 (GS##12:) O %5 T/ T AH AR 7k %
(Prep-02/JSAP-05). UMIN000009634 (7 >~ % 2\)
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RERERAFPOFIRRE K VINERAMSHERERIIGL, BEREREZT
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JcC

EEIBERT D,
EEDEET : 2, TEFYVALARNIL:C, 8EX:100%)

ﬁg =i

Wit DRFFLIZE T 2 RCT T, Mtk A PR 78 A4 58 R0 IR AL M & DRAE T AR 58 & 5Tl L 72
bDNE L, Mk QOLRAEMICHET 2HEIRIEE AL RV, WL DPDRCT Tl EHEHE,
B, BWEEZ EMEPR L FREZELETHRLE LD DR, PDHIOAZIS L
L7200 MEs3NTBY, oAzt g e LBRKRRBRIIV L v, Z072DRCT HfR
DOFHM - FEFUIZRA DD D, €9 LARCTZ L EICLIZAY T FY) ¥ ADFEROFHD -
RBUC IR L ET b0

PD Il (i R @ 82 % H3WeH) & k4 & L 724 #% v B DR 5 22 (total parenteral nutrition ;
TPN) & KM & DRCT I 1AEAET %Yo AR TIZ, TPNEIIE LA BEIEANIES (o=
0.01) 1% U ¥ major complication (p=0.02) D3R E G EIZEIME 72, WEEOAFERIZ
ZEEZRD o7,

it fe s RAEH] & 5 VI RIERG REROFH AL EZ B L2 {22DRCTDH 5, B
FEERAE IS A PDBIDAE WG L LB ZIRMOAGET 57, ARBTlR, WghE
R ETE (n=35), ISR EN (n=33), TPNH# (n=32) O3 IZp T EZT-
TWwb, EHEESRAERIZENENL40.0%, 33.5%, 59.5%ThH Y, HRERERKER L TPN
TEHICEEEZ RO (p=0.05),

72, W2 &L PDBIORCTIZ2WAFAET %Y, Park 57 O TIIREM &M (n=
20), TPN#: (n=20) DEEIHERERIZENZEN30%, BB THY, AELETZRDLI -
720 —7Ji, Gianotti 5"1%, FEWHEIEE (n=73), REREAEEEE (n=71), TPNE (n=68)
D3BHEIZHE VT, EEMHERERIIZNZN43.8%, 33.8%, 58.8%Thh, I
REREE TPNHE O AR AT RBOEWME L7 (0=0.005) & 5 ITHRIEREREHIE
TPN B R U S RE D AR T 2872 (p=0.04) 0

U EDORCTIEME OB ERIWATREN TV R WA Y, WIET A Y ICHERH 5. —
T, RGICEE - H - BTN D 2 WIdEERE, B BELSOLNRERFERND S W
R A O A M 2 B L 72 KBUBERCT 233 MG ST w7, 15 CTidfisk
HPHEIXA BT (p=0.044) L7225, 50 28 CTIIAPHERERZKT S L h o7,
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126 3. iB¥E: (Treatment)

EN TPN Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight |V, Random, 95%Cl IV, Random, 95%ClI
Brennan MF, 1994" 27 60 13 57 143%  1.97[1.13,3.43] —
Heslin MJ, 19977 44 97 33 98 182%  1.35[0.95,1.92] =
Carlo VD, 19992 11 32 19 32 142% 0.58[0.33,1.01] —
Gianotti L, 2000% 24 7 40 68 17.7%  0.57[0.39,0.84] ——
Braga M, 20019’ 45 126 53 131 19.0%  0.88[0.65, 1.21] -
Barlow R, 20112 21 57 29 64 166%  0.81[0.53,1.25] —-
Park JS, 20129 7 20 6 0 Not estimable
Total (95%Cl) 463 450 100.0%  0.92[0.65, 1.30] <
Total events 179 193
Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.14 ; Chi?=20.64, df=5 (p=0.0009) ; [’=76% 1 1 1 |
Test for overall effect : Z=0.47 (p=0.64) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours [EN] Favours [TPN]
1 iTEEHHEICEET 32X 47FUTX

EN TPN Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight 1V, Random, 95%ClI IV, Random, 95%ClI
HeslnMJ, 19977 20 97 23 98 304% 0.88[0.52, 1.49] —
Braga M, 19988 9 55 16 56 259% 0.57[0.28,1.18] ——
Carlo VD, 19992 3 32 8 32 163% 0.38[1.11, 1.29] —_—
Gianotti L, 2000¥ 6 7 15 68 225% 0.38[0.16,0.93] ——
Braga M, 20019’ 0 126 30 131 49%  0.02[0.00,0.28] +———
Total (95%Cl) 381 385 100.0%  0.47[0.24, 0.91] o
Total events 38 92
Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.30 ; Chi2=9.84, df=4 (p=0.04) ; 12=59% 0 61 011 ] 110 180
Test for overall effect : Z=2.25 (p=0.02) ! Eavours [EN] Favours [TPN]

X2 WEEREEGHEICBETIX 47U

Wrte G OHETE LS, WREIMEIHEREREZ T Y M LI LAY TH) Y AORR%E
R (1, 2)0 WRFEHBEIIMEREIERIERZE T ST L o707 () A7 H 1 0.92,
95% CI : 0.65-1.30, p=0.64), MiREAMEEGIIEDFERZHARBILT S (VAL
0.47, 95% CI : 0.24-0.91, p=0.02)0 AN ICHV72RCT D% IR UN DKWL E T h
TWab I eREXD, WROFHE - BHRICITEEZ RS %,

BHEADRS

BEREUIRR R I 2 KL A MEICHT 5 287 ¥ 21342 {, SREROAI
R 2 TZEDECERRBIZ L DPISPICEINDERETH D, T2, BRUIBREZRNAE
FEIOBEIMZ A, BB ORI OFEAR Y EFo5h b L )12k oTwae WK - i
ORI B IMEH LB EA O RAER EICOWT, 5B E L LM OLENEND 5,

5|k

1) Brennan MF, Pisters PW, Posner M, et al. A prospective randomized trial of total parenteral nutrition
after major pancreatic resection for malignancy. Ann Surg 1994; 220: 436-41; discussion 441-34.(5 >~ %" 2.)
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Di Carlo V, Gianotti L, Balzano G, et al. Complications of pancreatic surgery and the role of periopera-
tive nutrition. Dig Surg 1999; 16: 320-6.(F >~ ¥ 2.)

Park JS, Chung HK, Hwang HK, et al. Postoperative nutritional effects of early enteral feeding com-
pared with total parental nutrition in pancreaticoduodectomy patients: a prosepective, randomized
study. ] Korean Med Sci 2012; 27: 261-7.(5 >~ %" 2)

Gianotti L, Braga M, Gentilini O, et al. Artificial nutrition after pancreaticoduodenectomy. Pancreas
2000; 21: 344-51.(7 » ¥ &)

Barlow R, Price P, Reid TD, et al. Prospective multicentre randomised controlled trial of early enteral
nutrition for patients undergoing major upper gastrointestinal surgical resection. Clin Nutr 2011; 30:
560-6.(7 > % 2)

Braga M, Gianotti L, Gentilini O, et al. Early postoperative enteral nutrition improves gut oxygenation
and reduces costs compared with total parenteral nutrition. Crit Care Med 2001; 29: 242-8.( > ¥ X)
Heslin MJ, Latkany L, Leung D, et al. A prospective, randomized trial of early enteral feeding after
resection of upper gastrointestinal malignancy. Ann Surg 1997; 226: 567-77; discussion 577-80.(5 » %"
)

Braga M, Gianotti L, Vignali A, et al. Artificial nutrition after major abdominal surgery: impact of
route of administration and composition of the diet. Crit Care Med 1998; 26: 24-30.(F > ¥ 2.)




128 3. i&#iE (Treatment)

DP-CAR

Distal pancreatectomy with en bloc celiac axis resection (DP-CAR) (& EEARER S 12603 B R
BT SO L7002, AT Z EREEIIR, SFEIIR S & b ISR TEAAA T—IIZY)
B3 5N CTH % (B1), DP-CAR TIRANHTICHEIFBINRE 2 4 v C@R L, EEMEERS S
THEFZRRIBEIR, B+ 88BER~NO T — 7 — FE23Z 3 THEBIR, 4 H KHEEIIR,
AIFEIRAN O MGEIEAF A SN % o F 7 Wi MR b & ORI BR 2 5 72 O BRFERI AR b B
b0, EHOlfFE BIET 720, Whw 2 B LE 4 - BB IRIEREAA R IR %2179
Appleby FAli & 135725 3 2 & 7 P OHATH 557, DP-CARTH H~OBEHZE R H D IliLiR
FENBETHNITEMIEMENLE L DL, BEOREBREOYE, NEPEE) IR
DWBEAREE T, M KEVIRIEE 25 K% 272 3fERsd 0, FEISLETH S, DP-
CAR Tl BEOIMER A B L REAPASHDSREE 2 (2 EIRUIBEII 2SR 2 ), S BTk
WCARRFENIR, FERESEIIR D 2 7 B O BYIRVIEERTG A3 % 728, BERE A & BOE IR IL % & 72
TR DL, F-HEHOBIMMEEED LIELIEHEAET S, TS OEHHEZ BIRET 5720
IR BE R S22 A (B A WIREEWE) 2Lz 0, AEEBIR % EAF L 72 DP-CAR
BRI THREDLTRPITDON TV S, EEDRBIVEEB O FMFHom LIZHEE L
<, F 7ML A B R 1225 D AR IR AR G U BR AT X & L CDP-CARAEH SN T&ETH
0, DP-CAR ZFEMIMIEA T B iik A 2SE TH 2 TE TWwWb, DP-CARDREM: & REMHE
ERTOPEDPSDIEF Y AL ARNVOECREDNR T -5,

X1 DP-CAR

RGA : A BBk, SpA: &R, LGA: £ B &Hk, GDA: B
+ 158858k, CeA : fERREHBR, SMA : LISRIMESIPR, CHA :
AT ENAR, IPDA: TR+ 5B E AR, PHA : E % BT 8Bk,
RGEA : 58 XMk
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© #HBhEE (Adjuvant) (A)
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RA T IBRETEERRRE(ICK U CiltafBIER A (DI EZMaHREAE T
(FALFEE) (FHERENDD ?

BTN DR EPRIATFEANDRNBEHEICSIBE SN TWVRW Iz, VIBROIEERERE (CX
I BRI E (VL2 MEHREAF I IFQILEEE) (FERAREERE LTITONZR
ETETHY, ZNLUANTRITODRBRVWI EZRET S,

GHRO"WE 2, TIEFVAURNI :C, B§EZF:97.4%)

[ERIREDRERE]

BREREDE, [(ThRRVIEZRET 2] (FRITDDTIFRIVDEDBEMRRS NI,

7%

Tl & AT B & ) S CYIBR T BRI & A L C D T O RN F 72 F 72N
TELLDOTIELBWI NS, WATHBIME (DAL BB F 72 1@ bR ) % itifT
L7=RICHIBR§ % &) HESRIBEN TS, T, #oMEITE% M3 % (down-staging)
ZEICX DU LT 5 L vy IR, F A3 ORI O @ - o) A 7 MK
T2 LV HIFFIEDSVTW S, 51T, MTarHihERE I R 2 B LA e L
WCRAELRBBEMZREH L) A2 Ay FEEZOLNTWSE, LAMALINFTFTOEZ
%, YIERT] REIE (g 2 AT HT A B L O B A AT L 72 RCTIIAAAE L 2o o AWHH B 3%
IR ORZEMECEH L CHMELR LT — A2 ) —AWM5Er o500, LY
FUYAELTRATSTH D, FARMERICE LT, WRTHBIREE + Wk & Wk + itk
Wbk % BRET L 72 A & 2k — MR SN A, EN6 ot —Eo
bOTIERL, TEF VALV L72A%- T, YIBRTREIENE (2R3 2 47 mi il Bh i
FERRBRE LTHIfTENAERETH D, BMRRBROERERATER TN ZEIZEYZD
HEEZHULPICITREPETH %,

1. REIRBICBEI 2 IET> X

o), ThETOEIAYRITRRER I T 2 Mmoo B2 i L
RCTIIAEAE L 72\ o Assifi 5V 13RI HEBIRRE (LA RE S & MLtz &) 1l
$ 5 1960~20104E £ TO 4D r — 2 ¥ ) — AR EH T A Y 7T+ ¥ 22470, YK
] RERE B A0 T Al BRI & AT o 7o O AAF I 12 15.1 4 T, 2@ ) BEJERBIT
13230 HCTh o7z b i LTWw5be %72 Laurence 5713, YUK BRI L2009 2 ivifL




130 3. i&¥Ed: (Treatment)

F 1 YVIBRFIRERERE (X9 2 RN EEICEE Y 2 h A E D 5 DRIEDHE
REE ; . . .. |EFHRE| 2%F -
Er oy Loxs [ wransE
() MEw | BREER A FEGIER ch s % Al & HHE
Takahasi GEM (1,000 mg/m", fi;rlz.iifB**)
5 day 1,815%5-% 3% | 188%1 (& SAEELE o) *
H, et al”™ | Ann Surg | % T4 £ 0) + e | 21268 B1) NA 549 DGE 8.2% Ny
(2013) 50 Gy/25 441 (>grade B**)
/e Z it 18.3% *
GEM (1,000 mg/m?,
. day 1,8 $¢45:) +S-1
Motoi F
= | Ann Surg (80 mg/m® dayl~ l 2HEAAT o o
?;ib oncol | P sy zrame |2 TR e 45,70 | 67% (D7)
REHZL2H 14 7 0,
W% L
. —~ N
Shinoto . 30.42**36.8 G}:E/8 ]J 54 A A
M, et al."¥ | Cancer EIAH | , AL R | 2641 18.6 7 H & 499 NA
(2013) L e

GEM : 74 ¥ % ¥ VIEHEE, PF - B, DGE : HHEILELE, NA : not availble
*Borderline resectable 80%1 % & %, **International Study Group of Pancreatic Surgery 2 & % & 3%,
***Clavien-Dindo CJIC X % 38, ™" Fhi T-HLIa 4

LRI E ORI T A B A & Tk — MFFE194E (1950~20104F) 2 A ¥ 7F 1) ¥ &
L, 00w B L i AT BE LS BT B VAEAEAE R O 4 v AA%0.49 (95% CI = 0.22-1.13, p=
0.09) ThH o7z WE L TWh, F72 Andriulli 571%, EEMML TWB 7 A Y ¥ ¥ iR
W — 2 DAL & R & BE T L 22 i B IS B A S H LT, 2002~
20104F 0 20 4 (YIBR T REREFE ST 2 S DX 7H) 2 A & 7 F ) Y A L, AAFHIHE T e fili A
188 AHTH ozt MELTWD, 2277L, IRSIIWTRHBBHEDOXA Y TF Y VAT
HY, TEFURELTIIEENTDH 5.

Z O b YIBR T REIENE (K9 2 A7 i AL 5 IO A T o0 R WG & MEGT L 72 e i3 i
%o BAHIME Ik — MIFFETIE, WL E BT + YRR & YRR + B wi Bl AL i As ke
ENTBEY, MELERRREERITEE O ) PR ENR TW 2 T 2GR H H—)
T, MECAHELEZRD L o2 T5300H5 W7 —20r — 23 1) — AR T
&, WD feasibility [CRTEIZ A <, BHIERTE LRI e fli2s15.5~27.2 47 A
Tdh 72", %3, Takahashi & IIHHTALHURRIRE: + YIKRIZF] X Fevs THFE TR AL R
Ba AT, SAEAERET% & RIF AR B L Tw5 ",

YRR REENE 2 xF R & LT & L TIbSE o A & JiifT L2 li5idd % {, +
SRAMZERIN TRV, Heinrich 513523 2 VB VAT S F 20 L7
WAL IRE O 7 — 2 85 TAHRER 247\, intention-to-treat (ITT) f#HTIC X 2 AAF b
JAEAI26.5 0 HE BIFTH o722 E2WE LT3 72 Motoi 137 4 Y ¥ € g
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ETHT=N - FXFIN 4T T YNH) T A (S]) &AL E LR T —
LA TR ZAT, 25N L5.T7% E RFTH o722 L 2WELTHBY, Ihbick
2 X HAEH AT R B A AT P T 217

BRI 0, R F-REREIC IS A5 D 2 ST b, Shinoto 5™ 13 26 4112 i k. F-#8
W27 SAEAAFA42%, Hong &' 134 XY 8 © 2 BRI TS & 17 A A7 T v
FAEASNT3 W HTH o7 LT0B, LALARDS, # U CTUIBRTREREE 03 2 47 il Bhig
EORMBHICHT 2T Y AL NIEWEZE &3 23, BURERU Tl {HESE S 2
EZ Lo YIBRTTRENENE 03 A AN AT REBIFR LIS B3 2 DS D 5 O OWE X R 1ITR T,
2. BB RIFIHECEATSIIET X

Gillen 5 1%, 1966~2009 4 |2 ity S N7 IR B3 S B3 2 48 T ~ I HTRABR 111 4 (9)
PRl REEAE B LI 35M0) & A & 7 ) ¥ A L, GIBRTRRIEREAE B LR LN i e Bl 2
WiAT L7236 ORI 13 3.9%, AOFERAERIZ26.7% Th o 72 & il LTV 525,
SIRBED 7 — 5137w, HARNFIBEIE 2 AT - 72 2 EERT T, WERTT BRI
B A Ei A B (LA U MRk, ALk % &) RAHERNC BT 2 B~ o8 L L
T, TR o, A i ORI, Wb H o8Nz o7~ TRERB X
IR ERICEAEAEE RO LN o2 LT R 00, BAMEDOLEKFHTH L™,
175, Takahashi & (BB HY) 2 58 %iE 6112 331 5 International Study Group on Pancre-
atic Fistula (ISGPF) grade BLA b D FEHE D 38 A % el U, i fb SBT3 ¢
11%, FEREATRET37% &, MHLAHEREATHE CH RIS ML S e o 72 & H
HL TR, GIBRATREREE L3 2 AT B O R A~ O BT 2 Bk S To
EF Y ALNVIMERWE WD E 5 Zf 780,

= BANDIRE

BUE, CIBE + iR wh DR AT 2 530S, AT L LCor A ¥ © i +
SGE LD T/ MHRER (Prep-02/JSAP-05) R, 74 ¥ ¥ ¥V HBE++ 40 75 F
¥ BE 6 O 55 A 3R (NEOPAC#RER) %2 EORCT A b T, TNHD X 9 I
Rk - RO TCORFADPEDOH T EF Y A2 EMT 59 A CHETH S, 72, Bt
MR O T 2 2 L OREMERAMVE, & O IIIATHTHEBY R BT B B A B
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+ 2 M~ DORCT O HY, IORTBE (n=74) & T HAE (n=70) O 2B T1E, LEAEE fi

BLUORIIEERICAEEZROT, IORTOAHMIEFH SN2 o7 B, TORCT
T, BEOY BT REREE O BLHEGHE TH A MM bR T 2Ty, Ly
L, UUBRTTRERENE 1203 % IORT OF A ZMGE L7z RCT 1, LilOIEA G EE HANE
By S ZeE OR T HE) 12 & 2 2 itii%k MO RCT DM IZ SR 2 Ve E2RCT 2 & A7 A
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Tanaka 5° 1%, TORT % HifT L 72 K I BR 61 TR % 47 o 72 1461 0> A A7 1] 1) vh Yo 3 10.8
HAATH- WL TWAH, Calvo 513, M F 7213 M 2 AL AT E 2 47 - 72
KL BR 6051 29 BIZ IORT % JitifT L 72 & A, IORT Jtif7# (n=29) & N8 (n=31) T
SRR L MRS AR LN o 72 L BE L TV B,

IORT & FAl & MIREIZAT DD 9 24T, THTF 72 130 O Ml B AL 2298 5 R0 U #e ik o 5
BH 2570, IORT HMOAERRZ T 52 & 13lid THEETH . Ogawa 57 0
WM, B2 YR IORT % k1T L 72 2106814 741 (3.3%) 12 National Cancer Institute-
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HLEIZRD %D o 720 Bachireddy 52 12 IORT % 4T L 72 23601 341 (13% ) 12485 & B i
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B, IEHATHE CTIRIEMH O T I R o7z L HEL TWDH, IORTHED QOLICE L T
FReEt L7225 i3 e o 72,

= BEADRE

DAETITHONIZRCT OFERAD 6, YIBRWREEERE 203 2wk L L TOIORT O f
MERFE S e dp o720 Gk, MIBMLFHRE 2 & EMAGDE/ZIORT ORRHIRE S h
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Wi AL U R IC T 2 RCT 68 O H Y, 74Fay 5y vER—R L LTz o
/8
RCT o 5 i (Bakkevold 5" (n=60), Kalser 5% (n=52), Klinkenbijl 5% (n=114), fi

Neoptolemos 5 (n=289), Morak 5% (n=120)) & ¥ A3 % ¥ v HEEEE % HW72RCT D 1
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Experimental Control Risk Difference Risk Difference
Study or Subgroup Events Total ~ Events Total ~ Weight IV, Random, 95%CI 1V, Random, 95%ClI
Kalser MH, 19852 15 21 19 31 65% 0.10[-0.16, 0.36] —
Bakkevold KE, 1993" 28 29 29 31 230% 0.03[-0.08,0.14] =
Klinkenbijl JH, 19993 48 60 49 54  19.2% —0.11[-0.23,0.02] —
Neoptolemos JP, 20044 125 145 112 144  28.4% 0.08[—0.00, 0.17] —
Morak MJ, 20085 38 59 44 61 13.3% —0.08[—0.24,0.09] —T
Van Laethem JL, 20109 26 45 25 45 96% 0.02[-0.18,0.23] —
Total (95%Cl) 359 366 100.0% 0.01[—0.06, 0.08] L 4
Total events 280 278 ) ) )
Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.00 ; Chi2=7.61, df=5 (p=0.18) ; IP=34% -1 —-05 0 0.5

Test for overall effect : Z=0.24 (p=0.81)
1 BEICXH T MBI ERSHEEEDS > F LAMEEBREBREZRAV X 2T7F )X

adjuvant CRT  Surgery only

Study or Subgroup Events

Total

Events Total

Weight

1
1
Favours adjuvant CRT Favours Surgery alone

Risk Difference Risk Difference
IV, Random, 95%CI 1V, Random, 95%ClI

GITS group, 1987'" 21 30 21 22 8.9% —0.25[—0.44, —0.07]

Yeo CJ, 199712 73 120 37 53 113% —0.09[-0.24, 0.06] —

Smeenk HG, 2005'® 21 33 14 21 56% —0.03[-0.29, 0.23] e

Corsini MM, 2008'4 177 246 149 180 18.3% —0.11[-0.19, —0.03] ——

Merchant NB, 2009'® 252 299 303 374 20.5% 0.03[-0.02, 0.09] -

You DD, 2009'® 66 92 39 42 14.0% —0.21[-0.33, —0.09] —

Hsu CC, 20107 453 583 427 509 21.5% —0.06[-0.11, —0.02] -

Total (95%Cl) 1403 1201 100.0% —0.09[-0.16, —0.02] L 2

Total events 1063 990 | ; ; ;

Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.01 ; Chi?=21.93, df=6 (p=0.001) ; 2=73% —1 —-0.5 0 0.5 1
Favours adjuvant CRT Favours Surgery alone

Test for overall effect : Z=2.53 (p=0.01)
2 BEICXT BB ERSEREEDs — X3 NO—IV R EHVEXE2T7FUI R

L., BAEBIIAHRBDEITHTH 2. DS, BEOMBRIL ARSI RRE SN § 5 2 574

ALIREF RIS b,

BHEADRS

RCT OfRA 5, BERENIH 9 2 A0 2 0l B AL 2 IO e s 0 A R IR REW] S 7 A2 o 726
L2 L, RIBIESISH LAEHTH 2R H 2 2 8, ZHAIOr—Aa > b a—)uif
PO TFHELRESELWEEITRENTVWE L, SHICTF AV EVIERESZ VO
= 7RI X BB L AR E O AT+ TH H 2 e b, BB fLED
VTR kS A A D b B, WRAIBNLFABET AL ORI, RO, RIYIERIE
BITH Y, RZYBIEBNIFEDOEIR E L THOMIEDLETH %o
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Wi AL 2206 & IBR B 2 Ll L 72 RCT &, BRINB X b 2sE & i icirbh T &
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Bl TN+ ay TN+ Y AT T F VHRER LYY S v 7 228 ) fH) 72 b A E O
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Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio

Study or Subgroup  log [Hazard Ratio] SE  Weight IV, Random, 95%ClI IV, Random, 95%Cl

JSAP-02 20099 —0.27115815 0.20519715 233%  0.76[0.51, 1.14] —

CONKO-001 20139 —0.27279481 0.11301098 76.7%  0.76[0.61, 0.95] -.—

Total (95%CI) 1000%  0.76[0.63, 0.92] <&

Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.00 ; Chi2=0.00, df=1 (p=0.99) ; ’=0% | } } |

Test for overall effect : Z=2.75 (p=0.006) 0.2 0.5 1 2 5
Favours GEM Favours Observation

H1 7Ly 46 ERIEICE S RERBMEERmACET 5 X 277U S 2

Y VIRERIE O B HAII T 5 BALFIC BT AN — N2 0.76 (95% CI - 0.63-0.95, p=
0.006) TH Y, ZORENPSDF LYY Y VIEIRIEIC X AMHEB LR ENI, YIFREHIC
WL THBICEAEFZUHR ST, L3Nz (K1),

2. 70FAIVI+RYF— MALD ) LBRABEES LT LD 2 E VIBRIEICK 51l
BB LS

European Study Group of Pancreatic Cancer (ESPAC) T, FEREYIERE D 2896 % two-
by-two factorial designiZ & o TLFHE (T v+ a s TV +KR) F—=baNVi o),
ZNA T T VOV B EREERE, AL RO SR + LA, UIBRHRE o 4T
2T ¥ F 2IZH AT, AL L S 28 vs. fL L 2 S E Vv 28, b
FRBEEGL2W v ALEBREEZE T RV 2TICB AN % ik L 72 (ESPAC-1 K
) o ZORE, (LFRHERDLZ & 2O AW LS RRE E S E w2l d
LD 35572 (p=0.05) 2%, 7NF0Y T YV aER—R LT obERLEL EH 28,
LRk G E V2 L) QABIEFENRMRIFCH - 72 (0=0.009) Z L2V7R &R,

F72, ZOHESPACIE, 1,088BIDBFwEIBREOEELZ 7V AT T TV +FK) F— |
AN DS & BMIMCEREERE L 7 L 5 U VIR X BB LSRR S vy A
FO AT 72 ESPAC3RBR 21T\, FA Y ¥ ¥ VERIERE 7V F Yy 7V +41) F— b
AT AHOMICAFMOFERZ T R o7, BEELAERREITY LY E VIR
WO TINATT T I+ R F =MV AEID VAR ro/22 L2k
wLeY,

VXD, Mifamlighfba=gid, 5oy A Y 5 ¢ VIR 2 v 7o ia i b =g,
FREMUCHART, MHBAEADE B X BB W TERICRIF 2L RL, £27
AV FEUVEBIEE TN A T TN AR F— M ANT T ALY S EELAERELEID R
Mozl b, 20124 F TIIM BB FHEDOEERRII T A Y ¥ ¥ VIRRIECTH %
EEDT Sz,

3. S1IC& BB LEEE

DA E OB L H BT 7V — 7 (JASPAC) 13, IR IER B OMBM LA B
57 ATy VIR RE ARG & S-1 R D0 5 AR EGAER (JASPAC 01) & 17\,
SIDr Ay ¥ UIRERIRICHART, BRURGEOSAEDB L UCEHREFZABICERS
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DB LEWE LAY JASPAC 01 Tid, WHRRICHRIAYIRATIGEAT & N7z Wefia fR % 385 Bl A
BRI, WROMMMALAEEREL LTra vy C UEBRIER L S1BEICT » & 228 ) Ay
HN7ze MBS 291 A B OBET — 7 THRIMN A 2 S, itk 24 FIES]
BET70%, Ay EMBRER 53%, S1OFAY Y VEBEICTT AT R A RN

FETHENF—FHIZ056THY, S1IEFAY Y VEBEICHRTHEICSE 2 i
T2 (p<0.0001) & EAURENTz, T2, WEEBEPO5EI HBI LT -5 12X 5%
HIRNTClE, SAREMFEB L ORI fii3 S8 0 441% B X 4650 H, rAv 5 €
VYRR 244% B X OB5H A, SIOFAY Y Y UHEBEICHTAREE L XY b E
FTHNF—=FIIZ057TH Y, HHMBHFEM S1E7ray sy v v HBEIC R TeEf%
HEICYET B (p<00001) & EAURE NIz,

U E»S, BEROMBHBIbSESEE LTk, FFSTHEMBEEZIT) 2 EAEREsR
bo TOBOL Y X VIZTASPAC 01I2H: U T, AHEMMICIE LT 11 40~60 mg (1R
1.25 m® i : 40 mg, 1.25m*Ph 1 1.5 m* A : 50 mg, 1.5m*LLE :60mg) ®S-1% 1 H 21A
RS- (1 H#80~120 mg), % 28 HMdfeix 5 L, €Dk 14 H ORI % 51T,
Dil6EZ1a—2E L4a— A BT EDEIDONL, 72, THIRETSLIIHNT S
AR IEGI T, 7435 ¢ VBB RMIRELZIT) 2 Lo ohs,

= AEADOIRE

IR DML IE IS B W T, FA Y EUVIERIE LRI 7 vk ) I Vv Lot
WEORABROR RS AW SN2 TFETH LD, SHICBIE, FAY I EVIEREL
FAY I UEBRE+F 782 0) 7 3ok 7L Yy ¥ VR & modified
FOLFIRINOX & DI ER S I CTIib N T b, 5%, Th o OBKEREBROM R HE
HL7Zzw,
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creaticobiliary carcinoma. Cancer 2002; 95: 1685-95.(F > " 2.)
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Locally Advanced (LA) BEDAEX

cQ
LA 1 BmETYIRABEEEICH U THESN S —REEIEO

h?

AT—RXU/ K

BFmETYIRRAEEREICX T 2 —RaERE U T, (EZREHREAE 23 b2 RAEM
([CRDBEZHET D,

GHEEDRE 11, TEFVAUARNI B, SEX: 100%) i

VIR C B 2 A3 Rt % 70 2 VR AT AT I BRASREIENE 2 0f 4 & L 72 U e il i
B, AR D, LSRRI A RCT & LCiE, W< IX19884E F ClcHiifs s
P ARRORER Y &, EBEOBEAT19804EA (FEFKIX 20054F) I2fT b7z 1O REY 0, F5
OB D 5o EDHRIAFERRCT OIREIE 2 Do 7285, 2002 4F LU AL 2O ik i,
bt il RIS % 3O RCT 284t s h 725, Zh O ORCT OfERE T &
® (F1), RFPTEITUIBRARERNE SN U CHEIE SN2 —RIGHEIZOWTRE L7,

1. {bEZHSHREE & MEHEE AR O LLE (3FRDRCT)

KE D Moertel 513, RFTEITYIBRABEN LR 187 #1 (FIE 64651 (TR LTI vt uy 5
3OV P EE RO R T & O RO TR R (779 2R & L CARB K % 1) & 125
VT ZEE ML B RCT & MAT L, ALAE R LR 0 A= A7 1) B AT HCS M0 1 BT 12 b
LAEZEICRIFTH S Z & #1969 I2HE LT b (A7 M v Ye i 13 b S 5w e i s
1044 A, B EmRE236.3 4 )Y, 20, K[E D Gastrointestinal Tumor Study
Group (GITSG) (&, RHTH#EATUIBRAERNE (23t LT 7 v+ 1 5 3 Ov bk AL 5 B0 R
B (40 Gy BE, 60 Gy BF) & b St AR & 128 ) 1) 5 RCT 2 7T L, fb iR
HOALMMPERICRIFTH A 2 & % 1981 FF12Hs L7z (A7 IR i e it ix 40 Gy oAb
ORI REAS10.6 71 H, 60 Gy DAL F R AR EEREAS10.1 4 A, B S O AT 35,7
# )Y, —7, KIE® Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group (ECOG) &, RFT#EFTHI A
REIENE 104 BT LTIV Aa s I YL e A M= 4 ¥ v CHERALS RS Rt e & i
PR HRE & CEI D AR 2 RCT & 90 L CBERII N 1983 4E 2> 5 19894F), Tl fif ] o> A= 47 11
BHCH R R AN h o722 & % 20054 12 #edy U 7z (AEA7 0] 1) v el VAL 27 RO e i %
847 A, BUHEHEHAMENT1H A)Y CORBOLEREEHRER TR 7 VAT Y 5
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x1 BAETUIRRTRERE CXHT 5 T > 4 A(LEBEHER

wEE . . E1FHIRE
N b S AR N bz a=a "
GRREER | & ;: . s | {CEHE %3 ; EG | RfE | plE
7)[‘/_ 7u) 1. 1. 1 (H )
Moertel 35~40Gy+ 7
" . — — — 32 10.4
CG, et al. 1969 | VAR IV <0.05
— 40 Gy — — 32 6.3
Moertel 40 Gy + 7 VvF - - T Fu o8 106
CG, et al.? =R Y 75l :
*********************************************************************************************** <0.01
(GITSG) | 1981 |60Gy+ 04 | T L . o1 | oo
oYY I ' '
— 60 Gy — — 25 5.7
Klaassen 40 Gy + 7 v o o 7 iua A7 8.3
DJ, et al.? o5 g 75l
2 5 T R e S e e n.s.
(ECOG) B _ | owdm oare | o
A AV 2R A A7
a +7)
GITSG 54 Gy_ ‘7 F B B - - 05
1988 | BNV 0.02
— — SMF SMF 21 8.0
Cohen SJ, 59.4 Gy + 7 v
et al.” tuaws v — — — 55 8.4
(ECOG) 2005 | v 0.16
— 59.4 Gy — — 49 7.1
Shinchi H, 50.4 Gy + 7 B B 7Vt ” 139
etal.? 2002 | ABU I YNV v I ’ 0.0009
— — — — 15 6.4
Chauffert 60 Gy + 7 W
B, etal.” Tuws — — GEM 59 8.6
(FFCD/ 2008 | | cppp 0.03
SFRO) — — GEM GEM 60 13.0
Loehrer PJ, 50.4 Gy +GEM — — GEM 34 11.1
£ e e 1 e
‘?t ?:Ibe) 2011 — — GEM GEM 37 9.2 0.017
E

SME: AL 7MYy *+34 bxA Y C+70Fay 50, MMC: ¥4 b4+ >C, GEM: »
LY H Y U, CDDP: Y AT S5F Y, ns. AEELRL

INERA MRA TV CIZE B 2RO A O 720 EHRORBE G A EICH
< (p=0.0002), ZNAAAEHR OB LK O A% hr o 72T REMED D % o
DibED 6, ALSARTERE O A A R R i BRI LA RIS RIF E E A B
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2. LEHESHREE & ZFREEDOEE (1D RCT)

HZA® Shinchi 51, RATETUBRARERRE 316120 LT 7V ra o 7 2OV BRI
PRPEETE & MG RAE & 2B 0 41T 2 RCT 2 JafT L, AL O SRERE O AR A7 ] ) 254 B
BIfFCTh 2 2 & & 200241280 LT 2 (A7 I o Sl I3 L2 O s I RE A3 13.2 71 1,
ERMREA6.4 )% AEHRGICHL T, LERATHEER O grade 30 #4136.3% T
Holz
3. LEMESHREE SLFEERIMOLEE (45DRCT)

KEIDECOG L, JAFTH#EATU AR OB LT 7 vt a T ¥ VPt AL
WERELE TV A 0D T VI X AL AR HEE L IZH D A1 2 RCT 2 afr L, miFER IS
EHH S DR ED RN T & 2 1985 FE I LT B (A7 ) A Je i i3 b 22 U R i B s
8.37 H, At phBEs8.2 0 )Y Z OB TII B OBHEAH40 Gy LA kv
IR D b —T, KREDGITSGE, JHFr#EITUIBRARERERE 3B LT vty 7
SOVBERAL IR E A R LT R Y VP 4L PR ATV CHTIVF R T T YV
X BALFHRE HRE & 1ZH D AT 2 RCT 2 HiA7T L, AL B R I o A A I 23 A B
RIFCTH 5 2 & % 1988 4R IS L 7z CEAEWI R i (I3 LA O i i 23 10.5 4 H, Ak
EABEDT.0 0 )Y,

AR, AL R & 7 A v 7 ¥ VIRIRIEC X B AL AR A 28 O RCT A3 &
NTwb, 1z 7 7 » A ®Fédération Francophone de Cancérologie Digestive/Société
Francophone de Radiothérapie Oncologique (FFCD/SFRO) 255 #4780 B AS BB IR 119 61
R LTINVARY T YN E D AT T F PR A BN MIRERE & 7 2 & & VRIS &
AR B L 2B D AF1 B RCT 2 M L, (L2295 BB o A A7 W B 23R B BT
TH 5 I &% 2008FITHTE LT B CEAEHI R b il i AbA O s il i 038.6 71 1, fbe#
FEHSREEDT13.0 7 H) 7o HEFRICH LT, grade 3/4 DEIEIZ—RFEED & MeFpmpah
D EL B H AL LR TH RIS 2 o 7o (— WL, MR Lsgtikh T8 2, b
T RED365.5%, 78.1%, AL HE:HEEA40.0%, 40.0%)0 2 DFREROIL B
PEEREO AT IR OIE L D SARZHBTE LT, INVF oI I NVETRATTF U
PR D7D EREI R, MFHLPHEO T 5 Y 5 € VIRBE O 55 B L e 5w A
BEIEDL 722 EPERLTVwE EEZLNTWSE, —7, KEDECOGIZ)mAr &Ik
ARBERETLBNKN L CTr A v & © CIEIRIE DR A Rk & 7 4 v & & SRS
L AL A HRE MR L ICHI VAT B RCT 29206 L, AL IO M 20 o AL A I 3 A B
BIfFTh 5 2 &2 201141280 LT 2 (EAFIT I o Sl I3 L2 O i i R E AT 1L 1 7 A,
Lo fe ik BB 9.2 7 H) Y. AEHRICM LT, grade 4/5 DAL A LR <
Do 7208 AL TR RE DY 41 %, AL AL HMTED9% ), grade 3/4 DFIGIXMHET
F\X % Do To UL U REEREDSTT %, ALFHEHARREDTT9%) o T 1 5 248 D kBRI IE

* RBRARIROMRAL -
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BIERDE S, B THEBRD T L Cwb 720, SBROEITN§ 28 EShTWw A,
Dibap s, B CAU U & AL OB Z RGO 5 2 L Id T E v,

DB, R EATOBRAREEN 0 L Tid, 1, 2Tl 7z X ) WU SR I o £ 7
(ESCFHRIE & DB 5L ARG RIREHERE S b T 72, 3TN X 5 ALY
MR E LALEHE RO RCT BT 2R TH D, TOEHICOVT—ED T ¥ £
AT HNT WA ALEBEBRE & AL RE GRS T TICHEBH L L TR CRE
LTEY, REMIRmNI s, EE5—RKiBHE LTSN 5 LHIB L7z,

= AANDORRE

JR T HEAT V) BRAN BRI D TR R IE, BIS AR E VBRI L D A Lol LT
ETWAH(LART, LAC1), F7ZMEW< DTIE AL, KA TOBRMIEI LI
BIRMTH B0 ALAMHFHREOF L E L TIE, ALt L, 2R Eon
RN EAROM L2 XN L 2 &R, R L 28 RNPNETE 22280
% (LARS5). —75, L& fRi HARO R, LB HURIE I LA ERRPBIZTH D,
SRR REZ: Z DT 5N Lo HHRITEHIGEDERIZIX, TNENOHEHROAMIEL &
HIZHBNE - BHRA T Va— b, AERRLZELFOLFHNZ T LI ENLETH L,
72, AROBIRFEBRIC X o THRREOBESRMES T ZMNOPICT LI EPHETH L,
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1) Moertel CG, Childs DS Jr, Reitemeier R], et al. Combined 5-fluorouracil and supervoltage radiation
therapy of locally unresectable gastrointestinal cancer. Lancet 1969; 2: 865-7.(F » ¥ 2)

2) Moertel CG, Frytak S, Hahn RG, et al. Therapy of locally unresectable pancreatic carcinoma: a ran-
domized comparison of high dose (6000 rads) radiation alone, moderate dose radiation (4000 rads +
5fluorouracil), and high dose radiation +5-fluorouracil: The Gastrointestinal Tumor Study Group. Cancer
1981; 48: 1705-10.(7 >~ ¥ 2)

3) Klaassen D], Maclntyre JM, Catton GE, et al. Treatment of locally unresectable cancer of the stomach
and pancreas: a randomized comparison of 5-fluorouracil alone with radiation plus concurrent and
maintenance 5-fluorouracil—an Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group study. J Clin Oncol 1985; 3: 373—
8.(5 ¥ 2L)

4) Gastrointestinal Tumor Study Group. Treatment of locally unresectable carcinoma of the pancreas:
Comparison of combined-modality therapy (chemotherapy plus radiotherapy)to chemotherapy alone.
J Natl Cancer Inst 1988; 80: 751-5.(5 ~ ¥ 2)

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: 1345-50.(F > ¥ 2.)

6) Shinchi H, Takao S, Noma H, et al. Length and quality of survival after external-beam radiotherapy
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Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2002; 53: 146-50.(5 >~ 4" 2.)

7) Chauffert B, Mornex F, Bonnetain F, et al. Phase III trial comparing intensive induction chemoradio-
therapy (60 Gy, infusional 5-FU and intermittent cisplatin) followed by maintenance gemcitabine with
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gemcitabine alone for locally advanced unresectable pancreatic cancer. Definitive results of the 2000-
01 FFCD/SFRO study. Ann Oncol 2008; 19: 1592-9.(5 » % )

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: 4105-12.(5 > ¥ )
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© tEREE (Radiation) (LAR)

caQ
LAR 1 SErmEITUIRRNEERTEICK U CHER SN A L ZMETHREDE

(&faTH 2

BFTETUIBRAEEE (O30 U CREHRE A Z1T S 1B5 (IS,
T tEU S I VRN ARFES LAY IEVIERIEE DHAZIRET S,
GRS : 2, TEFTVAUARIL B, §E%F : 100%)
2. MEHREEAICDOVTIE, 3IRTHESTEZITV, BRICKNT 3 IEHEGIRE & IERE
BNDIFEEAER D EZHET D,
GRS 1 1, TEFVAUANIL 1B, E8EE: 100%)

3

JR AT U B AS BRI LS 3 B ORI 1S D W T, AL 2 O (TL 2 e e )
THIET, ZREMICHRFEIUETLIENRAITHY Y ADKR) THLREATY
bho AFZTFN Y AMHIAFETH 5 723WMORCT DI H, WINIZBWTH, 7Lt
7T YN ENR=RE LIALFRESH WO NTWE 2 0 n, TVt uy T Y IVIILEEIR
BHREEEARAE R & L CHER SN T E /2o —H, HBOHERIIO VT, ARV I
YRFESFENGEECHET ST 5 LS THRRY 2B W TIibR 72 b DD,
EMAHRAEEZ <, DVEIZBWTRRIGRE o7er AT ¥ ¥ UHERE, STICELTH,
KEBEZ RCT I AT TV 22\,

72720, AT E R (20024F X0 ARBUDGR), S-1(2006 4F X D PRERIDGE) HA & o
[F BRI LSO R DWW TiE, B 1, TMHRERZ O & LR RSE YL c 5%
CHEBEINTWD, YAV EVHEBE Lo HICo i, ARG &2l
(1,000 mg/m®) & Y FIFT (25~60%FEE D% G- TH 1, 7212100 mg/m* LT DKM
B TH2M), 45~54 Gy (1.8 Gy~2.0 Gy/1 [, #%H50-8) O L fiadberz L
TRAYPELBEENTBEYY, Zh504EAHIIE8.2~16.6 7 H (i) THh - 720
Grade 3L L OWALERRMEIL10~40% L |G SN TV LA, 0% ILEL, BEFAER &
THolze STEDPHIZOWTIZ, 50.4 Gy (1.8 Gy/1 18], 8% 55 E) O BRI
80 mg/m?*/ H® S-1 % [dk:PEH (dayl~14, 22~35"%" F 7= 13 Mg HIcR 4% 5-"), 7213
50 Gy (1.25 Gy/11a1\C T 1 H 2108, hinsdss 55807) o fht#si:c S-1 2 80 mg/m?/ H, day
1~21% 5925 L Y2 I pMiEsn By, SAEFEMRNIZ12.9~16.87 H (H i),

s&
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grade 3L L OHLEHHENEIZ0~24% TH - 72 (F1).

BIR IS BWTIE, PRHT 23858, 58085, BEHIREIC BT % B0
i L, ALFEMEHREEOL DX v LTHELL72D DR WA, 2000 481 BLAR B
POk S 723 A & OB HHEEICB W T, 2~34FE2 A2 RMAGFHIBA S TEY,
HHIREMTH L, T2, INOHOBRRABL LTHESNZDDIIOVWTIE, EERM
BREOMEIXILEA LR L, AEFRRIIOVTHHAHIENTDH - 720

RGBT B SOV T, A Y & KRR A DL (I & (T S
NEFFTRTORBRIIBNT, 6 MV UL EDOET AV F—XH & 3Rt EARIRE 2 (three-
dimensional conformal radiation therapy : 3D-CRT) 2SHW SN THE Y, AEFLOBRIZ
DRV DEHNE NG REWPHR I N7 Fa—VilitoT, JRAVEEND
A 2 TSR L 23ISR 2179 2 E SR S N B BROR BRI R F%
(clinical target volume ; CTV) ®EEIZOWTIE, WIRAHBHROAII—Y v 2L 72 i

®1 YIRTEERFEITEEICH T 2 EZMFEREEDER 45 THHROER

e 1E | 2%
£ EFIB MEHSEE MRS | Rk | 1R | 1R
B | (%) | (%)

EE
(BRI IV — T/ $e3%)

Blackstock AW, et 50.4 Gy/1.8 Gy, | GEM 40 mg/m”,
2003 | 43 | . . 8.2 33 5
al.” (CALGB, US) 3 53 SE2m, EE
Okusaka T, et al.”’ 50.4 Gy/1.8 Gy, | GEM 250 mg/
X 2004 | 42 | . ; 9.5 28 23
(Exp At 2-—) W E m? A1, f5E
Shibuya K, et al.” 54 Gy/1.8Gy, # | GEM 250 mg/
- 2011 | 22 o . > 16.6 74 14
(REK) H o m? HE1E, 5
Cardenes HR, et al.” 54Gy/1.8 Gy, i | GEM 600 mg/
. . AU \%[ 2‘ \Ej ) /—-\Ja
(Inday|.ana Univ and 2011 08 53 m°, 1M, 5 10.3 30 1
Bren Simon Cancer
Center, US)
Sudo K, et al. 50.4 Gy/1.8 Gy, | S-1 80 mg/m?
(FEX, FEF AL | 2011 | 34 | @H5E dayl-14, 22-35 16.8 | 70.6 | NA
sS4 _) 10)
Kim HM, et al.'” 50.4 Gy/1.8 Gy, | S-1 80 mg/m?,
(Severance Hospital, | 2009 25 Bl dayl-14, 22-35 12.9 43 NA
Korea)
Shinchi H, et al.'? 50 Gy/1.25 Gy, | S-1 80 mg/m?
2012 | 50 . 14.3 62 27
(BEREX) T 4 dayl-21
lkeda M, et al.'? 50.4 Gy/1.8 Gy, | S-1 80 mg/m?
N 2013 | 61 X 16.2 72 26
(ZhearEmE) Bk g H

GEM : & ¥ % ¥ Ui, NA : not available
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bo, BEREBIIR~GMBERRoOMESEZ &80 0, PR v S@ifkE b0, 1ITkE
CHEENDLY, BRAICBOWTIE—ED T Yt rF 23R ve PRI ¥ oSEilRE 0 &%
ZOWTHEmDHDHEZATH LD, TIIIOWTIELAR2Z S I N2, FIEEEREK
& (planning target volume ; PTV) 122\ T, WO E) 2 vk LEEICHET 5
T EDNE T ND, RS E TR E (stereotactic body radiation therapy : SBRT) * %
B R 25 SR T R ¥R 9% (intensity modulated radiation therapy : IMRT) 7 & O B kS R %
KRB DAL EERASON TV, VTR HHBESRNOAEHE 2RI TS 2
i, RINOBEIMERSVWE LD D THSH, @) RIFREREx k% Shd
WHiAT ENAERETIE AL, BRRICBWTRIRENLREBTH 5,

Db XY, AT I BRASRE RN (3 2 AL F ORI IS BV T, HDRFEDL VA~
IR T LM T Y AR bd 00, F1, THEREZ L Lok Ers, &
A e BAMCBT2EHAEZHNL S 2, 7 91bE) I DV RIDPAE, 3750
& ¥ IR L ORISR IRET 20 BETRREICH L TRE AV F-D X%
v, WS O REE) & ) R 2 s ds Ot & TS E R L7z SRITHR T &2 179 &
EDHER SN G,

= HANDORE

B RN E R 2 73R, RPTETERICB W T, JRINGHE & 2 a iRk
EDNTG YANEEEEZ HND, ALFBEBREICBIT 5L Y X Y 0rEsR, HHkico
WL, GTRRRE OME R RGO E, BESE, BETRICL o TOREEESN
B2 LICEE SNV, B, IMRT 2 L OERKERBEEZEATLICH70, ki <EiE
L LTHEIFONT X PR EIN K ICOWT Y, HE, 2RI - IR ED SR T
BY, BEIROYE A ERROBRISHOBEIYES NS,
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BRRMEHI O K5 =8V — Va2 T 5 2 L THER AU OEEE SR TWw Y,
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P X D AHTHBI D 80% THEIF A S 1, BRI R PIETS5.2 4 A BFEGRE L 72 & v 9/

2



LAR5 163

1 BERERCKIEBEEMDR
wmEE (F) B3h=R" e
Ceha HM, et al.?’ (2000) 68% | HhEGT
27% | FHEGE
45% | A HE g

feta, By (2002)

PR, A (1994) 81% | ArrHas
A, B (1992) 57% | MRS, 7ovt a5 Y OvikE (SRS & S )

Okamoto A, et al.” (1994) 57% | b RS (B BRT REBI % & )
Okamoto A, et al.® (2004) 64% | ARG (BIBRTTRER & & Es)
Shibamoto Y, et al.” (1990) 90% | AHEE DD / F 7z A g
Shinchi H, et al.'” (2002) 80% | Z7NF T OVEEGE
Azria D, et al." (2002) 4% | YATIF Y+ 7NF a5 VOV ERER
Atasoy BM, et al."”” (2011) 50% | Ah Yy Y o R I D A
HIRPIO D BIHHIC X DK OEN S NIHER O S

k2 HMEREECLIEREEZRERIDR
wmEE (F) B3h=R" e
Morganti AG, et al.” (2003) | 75% | H4EEEHA
Morganti AG, et al.” (2004) | 91% | 741 T 2 VIEBGER
Kawakami H, et al'¥ (2005) | 52% | ¥ 275 MO (HRIBIE VAS 2 3 TR T HI% &)
B, Al ¥ (1994) 7% | e HEGT R AL & O A (VBRI e % & )
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@ {t3E;% (Chemotherapy) (LAC)
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MEHEMAECERL TV (B1), 2B, FEFRLE LT, FHAGSHIEICHEFNAE
ZH W E LW ST o 7 (O — FH4.97, 95% CI : 1.27-19.50)

— T, FEBMEAFRERIRASE, 95, L& ERAIRICOWTIE, WEERICHEE R ED
Lirolze LiLOMEEZBLbOO, FEMMHRBRICBWT, #HOT7 7 by A (BRI A
AP A RICGEH T E L h o 72 GSHEE Y, AU A FI4 U THERT LI L EHON,
BOBMABBREZ NS 525 7)) ¥ A LEMAHRER & 25 TR Z —F T3 2 2 &
TFI) VAT, BT LEBEEREINLIIET VY AOEE) L2 72,

4. S-1B¥hEE

S-1id, WLEHEDO AR L TL  ORICHILE D OROT7 vk ) IV VBFITH 5, Hi
R D GEST sABRIC BT, YIBRARERE 2 3t RIS, 74 v ¥ ¢ v HERIE AR I3 5
S-1 B O A IS B0 5 IEHEDWGE S, S-1HAREEE o A £ A e i3 9.7
AT, FAY Y R (8.8 4 H) ST 2L UAGEH S (N — R
0.96, 97.5% CI : 0.78-1.18)%,

EOQOTT MALAELELT, FH, ON%E BRIESERAIRIZS WA, i grade 3L LD
T (5.5%) B3 A Y FE VIRRRE HMEIE ISR TH RIS o 12720, #51XH7-T,
THRIERO e WBELZBINT L2 L LG HOEELREEBEZET 5, T/, BREEL S
LTV BEICE, AERLIEI DR TVWEINTED, BEOEREDD L BHITD
WTDH, HGEROREPLELRIEDNDH D, —HT, WEHEMEOEIIZA R <A%K,
IR BT R o il Sl & S OF S A BB T, MEMNiORE Y A 7 BEITHT 5 —KiG#E LT

JRETETH 5,
log Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup  [Hazard Ratio] SE  Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl IV, Random, 95%Cl
Ozaka M, 20127 —0.461029 0219678 11.3% 063[0.41,097] —&——
Nakai Y, 20128 —0.333155 0.204497 13.1% 0.721[0.48, 1.07] - &
Ueno H, 20139 013296 009273  63.6% 0.88[0.73, 1.05] -
Sudo K, 20149 —0.075353 0213746 12.0% 0.93[0.61, 1.41] I
Total (95%Cl) 100.0% 0.83[0.72, 0.96] <P
Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.00 ; Chi?=2.68, df=3 (p=0.44) ; ’=0% i i i
Test for overall effect : Z=2.56 (p=0.01) 05 07 1 15 2
Favours GS Favours Gem

1 SLYSEVIERIE+S-1 HABAICEISIXS7FUVR
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5. FOLFIRINOX &%

77 v AT THEN S 72 ACCORDIL iRERIL, #IRIER % A 3 2 B B E 324 Bl 2 J 512
LB MAHRBICTH B0 7 AT 7 ¥ 3RMeE Hple ik 2 5 IR ICR% € L, FOLFIRINOX (4
FHVTITF, AV TAVERE Tviursov, AU F—=bANT L) HREE
REAEEE LC, FEFHGIEHE Td 2 AN D v CREGH B O B DSHGE S iz,
FOLFIRINOX =D AWM P ILfEI1Z 111 A HC, 72 v 7 ¥ VIR M0 6.8 %
Ay #atrmaEIcEL T2 (O — FH057, 95% CI:0.45-0.73)'"s L2 L,
FOLFIRINOX 5 T, FEBMEIFhERIRD (5%) 213 Uod & Lz IniE#EtE, grade 304
LoFH (12.7%), BRI = 2 —a/8F—(9.0%) 25, 7 AT 5 E R
CHARTHBEILS o7

HAETH, @R LA 2 W EE 36602 R I L7258 THREBAER S, AA7
WM gl 23107 2 A, SRS EA LRI Il 1X 5.6 7 T, BRIERIE38.9% & B 2fE R %
RLT, 20134 12 HICRBIR S 2 LavL, UGTIAL G2 %2 H iR L
T, AV Th VIR OBEIGER S ENH MDD 2 BHEEZBAN L TEBL 2012 2
b 59, ENG THRERD 36 619 8B (22.2% ) (2R BT R ERIRAME 2 B8, B/ CTHE
i S N7 55 MM ERER & ORI K E %2258 % B 72 (ACCORDILRER T, UGTIAILELE
TEZMRAETFEHL TiRV), MVILEHEEORET, BN TR O &35 O )3
R GEBIEIR, F 35 T FF 2 70.98% (24.1~100.0%), AV 7 74 > EilE69.62%
(17.4~100.0%), 7+ aF 2l (K—F 2)15.86% (4.40~100.0%), 7N+ T I )L
(Fit) 80.33% (49.6~100.0%) L THY F— F A7 4 82.71% (62.2~100.0%) & +4
TE o7z,

FOLFIRINOX B0 5- % Bla 3 A HilCid, UGTIAIBIZ T4 RMAZE/L, BH
NDA VT A=A RV NOBEFRITRETH S, FOLFIRINOX #Eikiix, EED
A IR (PS) R 5 HibERE 72 & DIRA R IRIF SN2 T5 E TOREITIT I REEHETDH
D, BRI EEIC CHE RO BB EINE L) BB L HIFLIRETH D, F
7o, AV T VHEEEL, KIS THIGEHAMET LTw s 8RB %2 603 % 8
FHICRHESTHL I LIZHEE LV,

6. FLYAEBRIE+F TN U 2X VGRS

FITRIVFFEVEITNTI NI I F LN ERHGESEF I RTAL L2 BATH
5o EMFUTTHEIE S 7z MPACT RERIZ, =R 2 453 2 BN B3 861 4 2 Xt R 12T h
N MAHRET, 7435 C VIRRIEHMRE W IRBEICREL, 74 Y 87 ¥ /IR +
F T2 ) F R VA RERESEE LC, EEFMEE T 5 NI o TR
BB OBERMEDSHGE S Nz 72V 7 VR + 5782 ) 7 T2 VB0 A
FEIZ8 5 HTHY, YAy VIERERMEED6.7 7 A X )t NARICENT
W7z (V= FH0.72, 95% CT:0.62-0.83)'%s LarlL, #FAvy ¥ ¥ i+ 75271
VB EEE T, MR BRI 3%) I Lo & Lzt I, grade 3L
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EOTH (6%), S (17%), AEWMMRREE= 2 -0 3F— (17%) 25, ¥4 ¥ /iR
BRI IR THEICS 2o 72,

bHETD, EEEEEE AT 58S 34 2 35 L8 THABsE-R S L, A7
I PR A3 13.5 0 H, WS EAEAE G R 6.5 7 H, Z8R)=81358.8% & B = K R &2 R
LT, 20144E 12 SRR s 2, ENETHRBRTROON A EHLL LT,
grade 3Pl EOUFHERIRA (70.6%) B X O'HIMLERIFA (55.9%) 122 W\WTix, #/VTERI N
7 MAIRER & LR TEHEICERO SN2 b 0D, FEBMEIFhERIEAME 12DV Tld 346 2
Bl (5.9%) ICFRO =DM T, HEHVTHEM S 7285 MAHRER & M5O TH - 72,

Ty e SRR R & e R & L 7S o 5 ARER O A I BwT, &
LY FE VB + T 787 ) R VO N — FIH(0.72) 1&, FOLFIRINOX #
HEONF = FIHA(0.57) ICHRTREY T2 00, FHAMEFHIRBARELZ LD L Lz
Wi #HEE, HARANTIEFOLFIRINOXHBIETE S BOOLNL I L2 EETL L, DT
TRALEEDT T M ALDONT Y AIMAM LTV E, TOOBIRRT, YAV 2 EVE
B + F 7782 U & % R )V B & FOLFIRINOX S 0 BB 1300 5w &Kk
L7z

= HANDRE

20134F 12  \C FOLFIRINOX, 20144E12 HI27 A ¥ 7 ¥ VHili+F 7782 ) 2 ¥ &)L
PRI SN2 2 L0k ), —&IS, YBR[ 3 2 BRI AL AT
720 —HT, HARANCIB 28 DTHRBOMED S, O MRS R S zdk L
HAADZNIZIZEVD B D 2 EARB E N2, 4H#I1E, HARAIZEBT 5 FOLFIRINOX #
EEF LY VERE + 5 782 ) 8 VPR 2 T A R X R RO
TSR S %o

5|k

1) Yip D, Karapetis C, Strickland A, et al. Chemotherapy and radiotherapy for inoperable advanced pan-
creatic cancer. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2006;(19): CD002093. (27— )

2) Sultana A, Smith CT, Cunnigham D, et al. Meta-analyses of chemotherapy for locally advanced and
metastatic pancreatic cancer. J Clin Oncol 2007; 25: 2607-15.( % %)
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Oncol 1997; 15: 2403-13.(5 » ¥ 2)
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cQ
MC 2 YIFRANEERSEICKT U C TRIEZ AT HER SN S D ?

AT—hXV b
—REEAINEDOYIRAEEREICH U CTEFHEOERZZERB UIBEE, “XEFRE
IS TEZRET D,

GEEDEE 1 2, TETVAUNIL 1B, G2 : 100%)

KRCQODOFEFIIHB D LAC 2 2 S,

cQ
MC 3 UIBRAEEFEREICK U CHREINSKRSHEEFENISW

n?

AT—KhXV b
VIRRTRBERRE I I LR EEIF, RSMERBBEEBIROERI RN, HKEN
BHONICETI D E TR ZMIRNT 2 T EZRET D,

RO\ 1 2, TEFVRAUNIL:C, E8FE 1 100%)

A CQOFFHLILHETE D LAC 3 & 2,

cQ
MC 4 tIBRAEERREICH U CRERAFHRSIND D ?

S
VIBRREEREICX U CAEFHIBDIER ZER UGS, —MKRIRIKRE U TREBFRAZITD
BWIEZRET Do

GEROEE : 2, IETFVALRNIL:C, 8EF: 100%)

R CQDOIEFIIHTL D LAC 4 2 S
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 Column 4 |

BREFEEEZL2(CHITI DIHICEBRERINER

PERDWEIEFIRNTIZIT & A LB SN o 72 M AFEZ & & FOLFIRINOX #ik (2 f b %
BT, HHFERO-OICREITRELEbNDHE T LD,
1. HlrEiEE

PERDPENFHILTIZT & 3 & ¥ VR, 743 v U + S TR &
BEHPEDIR AL T X 3R E 7225, mEMNYE (HEC) Tdh % FOLFIRINOX O %:#;5 T,
B - MR~ A YA Y POREESB LTV 5,

FOLFIRINOX I3 HECIZHHH SN TB Y, 5 HTy A AREISE, NK, AR PEE L 7 %4
A %77 (UUFDEX) O 3HIE A HIHBEAHER I N T Wb, L LRSS, BEEEE TN
PEREAL T ISPV IBE 2 >~ b e — VYR &2 ), DEX OIS Tld R wsr — A b sz

bN%. TOWEIIDEXOMEM%Z L HICHZ 2L F ORIRENE 7 a v 0—2LE 25 A
oy fi
- R R SHT, A KHE L3 + DEX (4 H 4% 5 © 9.9 mg-6.6 mg—6.6 mg-6.6 mg) +

NK, SR FE i
- DEXAEAEOL 7 a > a7+ ba v (PALO)0.75 mg+DEX (day 1 D& : 9.9 mg)

+NK, e BRRE b3

2. G-CSF DTS

WERRRERIC BT % grade 3L EOFEEMEUF i ERIRAE (FN) S8 22% TH - 720 H
REFEREBFEXOFNBEATA FI4 0 Tl, BEEP20%2BZ5L I 2 2BV TIE
G-CSF O FRill) (—W9) B G 05ER SN Tw b, BYPERIERO ) A7 PRV EEZ NS
WEIZlE, GCSFE2MERT5Z B E 2D 9 5,
3. FXHUTSFUICLBRYBEREE

B ($e G~ 5B H D) ISR T 2 2 E L, RO S B IIKE L TEE
T REMEHBMEICKRI S NG, BEIHEHHFEETH Y, HERERICEL 729ERE %D
) B EEMOIEERENEIHT DL, FFHY) 75 F » BEHKG 850 mg/m* T10%,
1,020 mg/m* T20% & HiHEENTWw5BY,

5 | FsZiR

1) Komatsu Y, Okita K, Yuki S, et al. Open-label, randomized, comparative, phase III study on effects of
reducing steroid use in combination with Palonosetron. Cancer Sci 2015; 106: 891-5.

2) Aapro M, Fabi A, Nol¢ F, et al. Double-blind, randomised, controlled study of the efficacy and tolerability
of palonosetron plus dexamethasone for 1 day with or without dexamethasone on days 2 and 3 in the
prevention of nausea and vomiting induced by moderately emetogenic chemotherapy. Ann Oncol 2010;
21: 1083-8.

3) TIVTFy bERNIGE
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BRPREBR DL E

1. EREREBRE (3

B L WIEHIRHHE, BRI L R I N2, WO TR WS Z L5 T
&b WRHABEL X, ThSOHRERTER (O A) ORGI 4 Tz FFG§ % 7201247
IHIEIIZEEZ VDo KR, EEMREREGOLFIIEOREEL S o TRIGEH L 20, H
WHWCILEbND I LIl b, SOKEBD-ODHKRREBRD[RE]TH 5,
2. EBRRHBROESE

BB HMIID U T T, BIAMH, FMMHO 3B a2 b, & 1B CIZe
DREVE, FEYBHEOT— FIE, BLOHERAEAROREERIT) o PAFROE T AR
T, BEEBEDVPHE L 2o 2P ANBOBEPFRERY, BEFAMEZ FEEE$FICEMT
%o 5 IAHBBR ClE A AR RE 2 J5E L CARIME & Rt 2 RRINICEHIE T %0 45 TAHER
I L WIRELE OB R E ARG T 2 MEERERTH D, fEkOEEEREE 05 v & ML
AR E 70 5o BIAAHRBLEE, BEAPOTAEHR D L) L B2 LT E T 5k E 7
%
3. ERERHBROER

FRREERIE X R R A DR SN TO R WIBBROERTH ), MBI & 24t +
SR L7299 2T, BHEMICAT ) LD D 5o HRRBII AR 255 &3 2 EFHZE 0 MR
WEAITH D[~V v FEF ]2 TR L CHEMT 2 2 LR 5N 5, 20144, CED
BHpE EEEGEHAE ST AR E T 2 EERMIEICH T 5 MEEE ] A7z s S 7,
C OfFEIREHIE, MIREE R MIABREE OB, AR OER, > 7+r—2aFarty
b, MEATEHROLE, SR ERRAONIG, WEOEHEMERNR 2 SR RBICRE T 2 it
FHNCER SN TBY, ZOMIEIREHCH - 72 BRARER O ERiAT LT L 7> T b,
4. BEKHBROMAED T
E@OMESIEBNARLE TV ADOBARRTH Y, TEF Y RARERABICE > TESR
bo FLOIBBIIHEICKE 2L 2T 5N 50, BKRBRTZOFMMITEH SRS 2 L
G LALHRCODPHIRTD 50 FEEIRYIAMMED D % 2> &) B, HBofEINIEB#0 - w3
HINZEDEN T ¥ 7 2 LB GF ITAHRER) 25RO 5 b, £ 2 THHMEDSHER S i,
HARTATHIESN, BRENPOHEEIIASEREZND I LIX%5, L72di>T, HIMHR
BRCHE R 2 VB CIE, Fritiid E 2R e AL SN Tw 2 b Tidal, —
BOBERBYTIT) S LRI LNV LIk b, HERRBRTOBEKIEIDH K T TRBET R
WTHY, REMOBELEHIZ, BUIEOHERRELZITARELRTLIIEIIRD, L)
CEARMFELTBLLLEND L,
5. R

e RIRBR O TP BRAROPAETH 5o FE, F LWAER L EHREIHE .S T
E7205, FRTH LRIV RV, BHEEADOTFERDOI LR IUEDTD, % DEDEVERIR
REROFEREDSWFES NS,



MR1 189

® tEREE (Radiation) (MR)

cQ
MR 1 FEEEERIC U CREHREAITERN ?

S

BEZ(C K DERBENIC DOV TIIRFHRE S ZE R T B,
GHEEDES 1 1, TEF VANV A, &G8F 1 100%)

B B

HEATEDEMENES; Tk, BB I30~70% 1A 5N 525, BHIC X 258 ORI EiZ
MO FETHEN RS &A%, WRREBI O THEHEIX5~20%REE ShaY, Ll
BHS, EE, WREEEESEINLTEAI R, BEINT 2 85B oL I TF
BOPERLTEAZLIZLY, BEEFMEE 25 EHMOBEMBFHEEINS,

WAV HE S L9 2 U R IS oM 2 BN & 52 b0 TldZe <, Mo
SHZ X D IEIRZ AT 2 HIWTITbh, £ DREERICBWTAREIVREINR TV, FiE
BICE BIEIRE LTROZ VORI TH 50, ST IR EZ b oA N ik
BETHY, BEELITPNEEI > TELFEIA FARLOEHERL YL Fo Vi
T ARTIC K BHYPRLEE T2 2N TE S, Tz, REHERIIEREN 2T T%
SRR L RN EET 5720, BRI DFER SN HYEITRLEHTEED T,
UEL M END, BFEBEBICL2DALEA I LD E T AHERISN T2, Bk s
FbB L ORI LEERET 5,

TSI TE D IR AN B L COARFIZ75~90% & & <, 20 Gy/5%0#], 30 Gy/1055,
35 Gy/14 578 & Vo 72 BROTTENER TH 577, BEsiELoETEII>wTidInE
TRCTZ&64 < O X Wi S THY, kKIE TikRadiation Therapy Oncology
Group I & A% Mk L FAMFZE " OfEHA S, 30 Gy/10 5 E O MG AL ST X7z, —F
W &2 .02 8 Gy/1 M RAHE O/ AED Hs S, iR, SR L o HRes =
Dhahor¥e XFTFIV Y ATEBE, EIRBHADE LR OETI, SEmEE L
L% OB LIRS 5139 2588 L & GERBMHH L BV ET 28525 5057, BIsh
REREASNZVESTEHE ) bdH b, 72750, LRSS E HEIRECRIMZICB W TR—
TAANOFERG AT N &, WE B OEBRRPLEELWHRIIEDBALNLE W EPEED
XZTF) Y AT—HLTWEYY, B EERAEGB - 72 IR AR RS D W Tld 24 D
WiEAH Y, 136118 ERA F 7213 3361 48 EAL D F MR § 2 3B R EE (W h b
P30 Gy) 12X ), 87~92% & HHITERREAM DS ON b 00, AR pyLEiE3.0~3.1
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HAEEMTHRTH o722 EBMESN TV YY) DL, EREHICHEL Tz ok
SENC X D O ERE D AR I TH 5 A, BT B TE R WERMICBWTIE,
20 Gy/5457#1%° 8 Gy/1 7% L DA H5ENC L 2 W B EE T 5 2 LT L,

WEEITICBE L i, WMESCTHEEDOS0% U LICHIENRALND, X ETHEN
25ecm B EOLGEITIZY A7 E L, FHEHWE L2NEE & BEHERE I #IG & 72
57, A TF) Y A& B & VIR & 5B G TR TR IR0 4 B 1E
M BT ENWMEINTED, TOHETRAVERFNILE LD, FUNORRER T
B EOMRLBEMICHE T2 2 LU ETH S,

HHEB R OB E QMBI ) BRI ERERICE LT, Bk X v 44840
(AR NE S & IR LA R IR 2 N2 2139 25E R Td 5 2 & HAVRE D sk I [R5 < Wl
ENTWVBEAY, ZOBZRIZ DWW TIBEG A 7\ 2 & R M O R AT X
52l EOMBEARH SN TV Y, EHEHERE TIIPAIREIRIRS WS 2 L 13d %<,

FmATUA FERGHREDSHWONS Z Lh% v, BRI ERERZ A O B B 1561
20T BRI R OB L 5 &, 20% DIEGITRERSGEDTR BN, 60% DIEF TIIIEEL
BiCoENTEREMESNTEY, BRICBOTLHEMMNEDH S LR EN S,
FRE BN DV TR 1 B GT & 4B & o [ CRESE RS E R IR A T RICE T R v D
OO, SEWRE DTS DI BN O ESE TR 2 I 12 B 2 LA STV b,
HHRETFHRDPRIAD DI DERE LT LS, RIEVRENLHELETSH 5,

IO DFHBITT 2 EHREOR EHRIL, Eos Mo E b 0Il N
BB B RN & TR TS, FRB X OREHOMTE A SZ 2 TY, BFDQOL %14
D) A THENIZEHETH D LV D,

= BANDIRE

HIREER 2 A 2 G HRO BRI ESLFARETH 205, BRI JERDSBHTEIL L
TEREBNCH L CREHRENE N TH A 2 LI LIFLITRBR SN, WRBIGLTH Y
FARRVV RO Vg 7 ART R YL MG DEO D, BURIEA T HE %
R CIIREM AT 2 e ARSI NG, EHLAREPTH LG IHERLEMITS
ORI ERELTERNIE, FAY YU VIEEE 2/ L T 255 3R &
OPFIZEER L SNTWDE Z LIEEVPLETH S, Tz, BEGHEEO—F & LT Sr-89
LB 74V =BV TENTE R+ — 7 2 R 24T b A AR S h
7o 2 L ERZF, 20074ER &) PRIRIEHE & L CHEAT I RE & 20 o 7o B BRI 233 B 20 S 1 %0
IR TR IER I IER T 52 8 2R E T, LRk OE B C b B E 22 i
HIWEASK D 523, FHRGHAE O 8 2 556 7 EIEBNC & o TRBERFEO—212% 1 9
b0 JERRTHLZELEOTHRAMIHEI L, REZHERLIREL T EIEENS,
SOMRRRE 2 & LR E I L TlEPM 22 2,
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Rades D, Huttenlocher S, Schild SE, et al. Metastatic spinal cord compression from pancreatic cancer.
Anticancer Res 2014; 34: 3727-30.(7 — A ¥ 1) — X)

Rades D, Stalpers L], Veninga T, et al. Evaluation of five radiation schedules and prognostic factors
for metastatic spinal cord compression. ] Clin Oncol. 2005; 23: 3366-75.(7 — A2 1) — &)

Nishio M, Sano M, Tamaki Y, et al. A multicenter study to determine the efficacy and safety of stron-
tium (89 Sr) chloride for palliation of painful bony metastases in cancer patients. Nihon Igaku Hoshasen
Gakkai Zasshi 2005; 65: 399-410.( 2K — 1)
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4 » 5% (Supportive Therapy)

® X7 bEE (Stent) (ST)

cQ

ST1 EEMEEZHSIFVIFRAIICIEE L F—Y[EHEENS
h?

1. UIRRTEERRRICH T BB R L F—IZITS T EEHET B,
GHEDES 1 1, TEFVAURI :C, 8B 97.4%)
2. UIBRABERE(ICR T IEBE R L F—JE, BIREIC &K DNEINREET & W RREEHE
B ZETS T EEIRET D,
GRS : 2, TEFVAUANIL B, GEFE: 100%)

%
1. EERLF—JICL B FHROUEDE

FHZEVE O % PF O YIBABEBREE R 0% {1&, bSEET) 2B FLF—VIck 3
WHEZWIE T D, 72720, WMEMIC X2 FHROWHEREHR LOF 2R 725m 3034 %

o IR L F— D2 X FHANORRZ FLI L 725 3CE, 1960 4F48A & 1980 4F A1 ittty
ENTV5D, WIS ERZHIHTE wa&wlﬂﬂt@ LT, HERES L0 L BAIEA %
1T UG L B S W2 T b b o 25 EICB VT, HE N L — UHfrEE & JEEITRET
FHRERBK L 223%™, Sarr 5V ,1965~1980$i“6‘0)$ﬁﬁb75‘%455‘ﬁ857115]’2’79%
L, YBRAREEEE OB TR MR & G THRERE Lz, BN 2L T
&, 1080 12 BIASRNT Tz KL OIER 2 EFE L, R/ N A S AT & BRHIEIEC 51 T
TR e lWBMET L7228 25, 547 H vs. 3.5 4 HTIHENA S ZBFEDIT ) AT HR BT
Hotze Tz, MBENANARE S SIS L — VREEIBEE N L — DREIZ 5T i
ALz A, 657 H vs. 537 HEE FL F—VBETRR PRI RIFTH - 720
2. BERLF—2ICL5QOLOHEMNR

I BRAS B O TIE S O H 1Y O —DIHEIR® QOL DBGEDZITFT 5N 5705, Zhd O
HEAT o 2@IE A %o Ballinger 513, BZEVEEIE % PF 2 WA S 0 L BB
b L IIRERIFIICHE N L F— D& JifT L, SEIRSER R % %25 10 & ICHET L7z, JHE
F U — D& HAT L7z 19F & CHEzgeE L, 1160 (57.9%) TR SR SGE, 1641

ﬁll
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(84.2%) TEREARSUE L7z —7, EHPELIIUEL o7,

TR DAY D [ % 3 60 72 AR IR E SR 22 1209 2 WAREEIIHGE L — 2 D QOLIZH§ %
A% AL, MR 5N 5, Luman 5713, BEHE A BFATENIH L, the
European Organisation for Research and Treatment of Cancer (EORTC) QOL 7 ¥ 7 —
ZHWTHMESERIRE 2 7 >~ M EM (endoscopic biliary stenting ; EBS) & 4fi A Hij % D%
WEWM7zL 25, EBSEETHH, ANARE S REOL®E L BBz, Abraham 57
(&, CEVENHESR A EE O EBSIC X 5 QOL W I HE % JIT§ R T % LA BT IS THE
L, RERDEBEFREFNPEBSICE 5 QOLUHEEIFAKT & LCH%E L7, Barkay
5713, EBS% if7 L7 BN E ARG L, WAHIHZTT ¥ — FillAIC X 2 QOL
ORMEZIETL-E A, ZOWELZRD/ZIE02L, EBSIHERBEMOMEEZET S L
HEHLTnb,

3. ABHIEERNLF—Y ERMREEMIEE N L F— 2 Q&

SIRHIHE F L — Y L EBSOREKE L@ LEZ b 0, 7 v ¥ 2 LGS (RCT)
A ROV E A5 T F ) VA28 DD HTze Moss 5P 1EZ D9 HRCT 3#i % M
WeRAZTF) P ARWE LTV, TORXAFTF) PACBITAAFNEE FLF—D L

X
EBS (plastic stent) @ LTI, GOHHEDOHNT Y 2 7 IZEBSHE TH EIZH < (p<0.0007), ?ﬁ
30 H DI TEIZEBSHE TRV & o 7275, HEAEZBD L o7 (p=0.07). FHH%E =

DHRFY A7 IZEBSEEDIE ) BSEZIZE Do 7205 (p<0.00001), METFHEL QOLICER
HD o772, Taylor 5PIERCT 32 VIZAY TF Y Y AZHELTW5b, EBSE L
MEHYIHE R L — DEEOMBERICB W, RS, EREAHE 0HHTHK(Fv X

®1 ARBMEERNLF—Y EFMICEZBEENLF— T OB

Shepherd HA, Andersen JR, Smith AC, Artifon EL,
etal.? etal."” etal? etal.’”
stent | surgery | stent | surgery | stent | surgery stent surgery
FERIER 23 25 25 25 100 101 15 15
B/% 10/13 17/8 11/14 8/17 40/60 | 45/56 6/9 8/7
Fih 72.8 73.2 77 76 70 70 64.2 61.4
B 0) 48% 68% 76% 68% 100% 100% 100% 100%
HATHIRTN 82% 92% 88% 88% 95% 94% 100% 100%
ATRA B TH 92% 92% 100% 100%
AHHE 30% 56% 30% 20% 11%* 29% ™ iz}; ;g: f;jj 4212‘(:
30RH%T 9% 20% 20% 24% 8% 15% — —
PEEIRFE B — — — — 36% 2% — —

*p=0.02
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1£0.522, 95%EHEX M (CI) : 0.263-1.036) 2B L CIXH E L7223k d o720 —Ji, EBSH
EHBHIHE L — DR E IR L, ARELZ D - TR ELE L L (F v A17.23,
95% CI : 3.73-13.98)

Watanapa &'V 1, 1971~1990 4 (252 & N7 AVRHIONRE R L F — VI BI§ % 234 1,807
B & FR R REIFRYRETE K L - — ¥ (percutaneous transhepatic biliary drainage : PTBD) 12
% 7THi49061, I X OEBSICBS % M 68961 & LK L, MNHIZ W 0 ik, W LE O
B, IR AR I A5 R, MR EIConWT E L o7, YIBRAREIEE O
HIZOWT, FHIEIHEIEIHE N L F— VB TE o720, HER, F2—-THEL
EOBMEPHIEIZPTBD#E & EBSHF T W I &5 5, WKRAREER IS LB HMO -0
R 2083 2 RS 2 A I IEARNEE F L — VB RWHIETH B Ll RXTw b,

Raikar 5'213, YIBARBEIENE L3 12 EBS % JifT L 72 3460 £ SVRHOIEE F L F — ¥ % 1647
L7328, RAMEICHEDORREINE FLF =V 1Thh» B EZ KL 72, itk
G PHEZAVEHOREE B L) — D8E33%, EBSHE21% L 71k dr o> 72 I O1E R H Uz st
BRMEE FL > — V8140, EBSHTH (p<0.001) L FE#E% D > CTEBSHTEHL, #H
1318,325 FL £ 9,663 KV TH ) EBSEDIZ ) 23D % h o 7z,

Brandabur 513, #H % £ JEUIRIEREGN 03 2 SAEHOIE B L — DB (SHRHEE)
EIRMBIRINE B L J— Dk GESLRHEE : EBS 17641, PTBD 1561) Ofebe A%, APHE, 5C

T, IO WTHE L, ERHE, GHE RRTRIGELZRDO L o7205, BRI
DI ) 2D ol b LT 5,

= AEADORE
PISEMEIE 2 01 5 RV BRIBIE ISR 3 2 I8 F L — V1L, (LEEROME BN O AL S
T, PR QOLOUHEMNHFFTE 5720, MMM ) NETH L. SRIIHE N L —
VEARMBESHRETE, EBSTAGIFARIHE F L — VG IHED BN,
BHPLHVE VI FERTH 728, ZOHEIEBREDSOHE L, BEORFIRD & St
LTWZRWHAH L. AT ¥ b OUERERLNBENEAM OMEATE Lo, BITEOEEL N
WCRIL 72 HE N L — Y OF O DL ETH 5,

5| Ak

1) Sarr MG, Cameron, JL. Surgical management of unresectable carcinoma of the pancreas. Surgery
1982; 91: 123-33.(7r — A 1) — X)

2) Sarr MG, Gladen HE, Beart RW Jr, et al. Role of gastroenterostomy in patients with unresectable car-
cinoma of the pancreas. Surg Gynecol Obstet 1981; 152: 597-600. (7 — A ¥ V) — X)

3) Sarr MG, Cameron JL. Surgical palliation of unresectable carcinoma of the pancreas. World ] Surg
1984; 8: 906-18. (7 — A 1) — X)

4) Ballinger AB, McHugh M, Catnach SM, et al. Symptom relief and quality of life for malignant bile
duct obstruction. Gut 1994; 35: 467-70.(7 — A 1) — X)

5) Luman W, Cull A, Palmer KR. Quality of life in patients stented for malignant biliary obstructions.



6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)
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Eur J Gastroenterol Hepatol. 1997; 9: 481-4.(7 — A2 > hu—)b)

Abraham NS, Barkun JS, Barkun AN. Palliation of malignant biliary obstruction: a prospective trial
examining impact on quality of life. Gastrointest Endosc 2002; 56: 835-41.(7— A2 > hu—)V)

Barkay O, Mosler P, Schmitt CM, et al. Effect of endoscopic stenting of malignant bile duct obstruc-
tion on quality of life. J Clin Gastroenterol 2013; 47: 526-31.(7 — A 2 >~ F 1T —)l)

Smith AC, Dowsett JF, Russell RC, et al. Randomised trial of endoscopic stenting versus surgical
bypass in malignant low bile duct obstruction. Lancet 1994; 344: 1655-60.(5 > 4" 2.)

Shepherd HA, Royle G, Ross AP, et al. Endoscopic biliary endoprosthesis in the palliation of malignant
obstruction of the distal common bile duct: a randomized trial. Br J Surg 1988; 75: 1166-8.(F >~ ¥ 2)
Artifon EL, Sakai P, Cunha JE, et al. Surgery or endoscopy for palliation of biliary obstruction due to
metastatic pancreatic cancer. Am ] Gastroenterol 2006; 101: 2031-7.(5 » ¥ 2)

Andersen JR, Serensen SM, Kruse A, et al. Randomised trial of endoscopic endoprosthesis versus
operative bypass in malignant obstructive jaundice. Gut 1989; 30: 1132-5.(5 >~ ¥ 2.)

Moss AC, Morris E, Leyden ], et al. Malignant distal biliary obstruction: a systematic review and
meta-analysis of endoscopic and surgical bypass results. Cancer Treat Rev 2007; 33: 213-21.( X %)
Taylor MC, McLeod RS, Langer B. Biliary stenting versus bypass surgery for the palliation of malig-
nant distal bile duct obstruction: a meta-analysis. Liver Transpl 2000; 6: 302-8.( % %)

Watanapa P, Williamson RC. Surgical palliation for pancreatic cancer: developments during the past
two decades. Br J Surg 1992; 79: 8-20.(7 — A2 2>~ b a—)b)

Raikar GV, Melin MM, Ress A, et al. Cost-effective analysis of surgical palliation versus endoscopic
stenting in the management of unresectable pancreatic cancer. Ann Surg Oncol 1996; 3: 470-5. (% — A
Iy ra—)

Brandabur JJ, Kozarek RA, Ball T], et al. Nonoperative versus operative treatment of obstructive
jaundice in pancreatic cancer: cost and survival analysis. Am J Gastroenterol 1988; 83: 1132-9. ( — &
avha—))

%
B

7
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cQ

ST2 {RAFeEFEREICHIHEE RNV F—YD7 JO0—-FIb—h
(&, FEEHEFFNERRENDESSDIKLD?

ATF—hX2V kK

VIR RBEREICW T IEE R U F— YV EAREBHICITS T EZIRET B,
GEREDET : 2, TEFVAULANIL B, 8E£ : 100%)

ﬁg =i
JE AT HEAT VI BR A REIEHE O A B L 72 F L — ¥ (RI1) B L OB F LS —
Y (®2) OFIRICEHT 5 RCTIZ RS, EHEAEMZICHT 5 RCT TIINHEEN N L+ —
VDRI F L F = VIR TTRERI R (89% vs. 76%) THh > 72—7, WEEHK
(81% vs. 61%, p=0.017) ZAFIENR TV, T/, EIRERAERIZ19% vs. 67% &
FEAREIF R L F— Y Trid, 30 HEANFETESE (15% vs. 33%, p=0.016) b A& IHRHRENT F L
F—=ITEL, FRICEROBFEIIEAREN FLF— Ui s b, 19874 I2HEELEN
eGSO, r— 23 ) — ZAWEd ZORERTE FLF— Y BIUONHEN L —Y
OBPUZH T 2 W13 5o 7285, 2002 45 (2 LI BRI H 8 PAZE B2 5§ % 8~10 mm D
HOIRMA S ) v 7 A7 v PR HVIRERF N LT =Y 8 2Fr.O T I AF v 7 AT~
N2 WS B L — Y ORCT s S 72?s PHIIHRIZESE T (75% vs. 58%,
$»=0.29), W (71% vs. 42%, p=0.03), AW YLAE .74 Hvs. 207 H, p=0.02)
BAEBICRERTFFL =Y TERTW2, —T, BSEIIRERITF LS =Y TE AL
N72%3(61% vs. 35%, p=0.09), 30 HLAPIFELEEE (36% vs. 42%, p=0.83) 1ZZb 5% d >
2o TOBRNTERS BBRTVEY, EEYBRARERICHLTAY )y 7 AT Y M2
WNHERN F L =2 (R3) RN RGERE - TEBY, H—DAT Y 2w E
DILBGABPE TN S,

&

BEADIRE

R F L —=DI3NHEEN F L 7 = VIR TREESTW L2 s, BETEIRE
PRI B E oo TWhs LA LINBIEEN F L F— Y OBIIEIZ100% TIE W &I
FEL, WHEENFLF—ITiday ba— UasWEE 7z IFPEskse 2 S8 L CIEAEITN
UCRBERIFIRE L — Y2479 S E L, 2044, @HONBENFLF—
AN EE 2 JEB R LTSNS TIE FLF— Vb ITbaa0H 505, TH O
RPREMICH L TR E SR 2MADPLETH D, D L) RIRERNE, RO HER~E
THIENET L,
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K1 BEEZEFFLF—D K2 ARSBHNLF—2 X3 RMFHINLF—2
(FIRXFvIZXFTUH) (XFVyPZXF2H)
5| Rk
1) Speer AG, Cotton PB, Russell RC, et al. Randomised trial of endoscopic versus percutaneous stent 5
insertion in malignant obstructive jaundice. Lancet 1987; 2: 57-62.(5 ~ % ) {é

2) Pinol V, Castells A, Bordas JM, et al. Percutaneous self-expanding metal stents versus endoscopic g
polyethylene endoprostheses for treating malignant biliary obstruction: randomized clinical trial.

Radiology 2002; 225: 27-34.( >~ % 1)
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cQ
ST3 EEICKIHAERMUEEEDER

ST 3-1 BEICKDEAZEMEEEBED S BMEHEAIICK UL TAT
DIEFRIFEHHERENDH ?

S

ATV hOEHEICKZBIFASH TIFRL, FEFIWPHEERDINRICKH U TGEIRT %,
GERDET 1 7L, TEFTVAULANI 1 C, GEF 1 100%)

%

WK TUZDLRT 2 & BERE I & 2 PAZEMEFE SN 3 A A HTAHE N L) — Y OB F #EIC
WCREMAS R ENTETWA, FFiZvan der Gaag 512 & 2 BRI M AIAEBIC BT 5
RCTY Ci&, il K L — VR M7 oo R WP & 4~6 B oM F L J— i
2 R L C, EELRAIHENZTNZN39%, 74% LATRilHE KL F — D Rifi#ECcH &
WKHEWEWIRIRTH o720 — 7, FNBEEGHHEIZZENTN37% &L 47% THEAEIT %<,
R & AR & W CHBEAN R D572 U EOFERED S, BEEEREMREICB ) 5
MIHTIEE B U — VI PMRELZ LSS T, ©LAARIER R T2 Th Y, BEIHEREC
N —F Y MEHE N L F =V EAETHL EHwROTONTW5, L2L, 20
RCT Cli&, WWTMBEIEZH 25 F 128 L SR CFM2TbhTB Y, mEHRER
(YL AME14.6 mg/dLUL ) A SN T2 EORIREH 5 2 &, F-HE
F— VM ORE I HE R TR A PHE DR AR E R CHER X2 L b h
TWwb,

HETIE, BRI X 2 8RR AE G CIEHFRERBACT, Shidetd, M 2 & T i
T AMAMNFEDOREDH Y, MHIHE R L F— U2 ThbN TV b DN —KTH 5, Sugiyama
520, WHIHE FLF— Db Nz 76 OB T38BID 75 AF v 7 25~ b (plastic
stent ; PS) # & 381 O WL B HE F L J — ¥ (endoscopic nasobiliary drainage :
ENBD) # 2 l# LT F L — V@ EIHER P ERICHBEADN W EHE L TWw5 25,
Sasahira 5% 13, %% ? 422 81 O B THIHT  T6~15 H D% T & 1IZ ENBD 2% B
FLF—=VHEASTHEND RV EHEL T b,

% 72, i borderline resectable BEHEAE B3 2 M AL MU L ASEH S hvtw b

. RS0 XD AR O R WRERI T, AT 2 b EZEERAE W (39~93%) PS X
Db, AT MHERIMEL (0~24%) R OB CE 2 AR X ) v 7 27
~ b (self-expandable metallic stent ; SEMS) Z i3 X & L5 rMiEdAONS (K1),
Cavell 51, BESH -+ 3R B5 ) Bl (PD) 1 0 SEMSH i B 71, PSH B 14961, F L
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K1 fRIFFRARSPOR T FNAE

_ . W | RFEoN |
.. xron | mpm | U0 ST | s
2 s
PS 42 93% | F#106.5H
w M, et al.?
asan SM. etal.™ | <o\ iq 13 bY 15% | F56.4H
PS 166 5% |
Mullen JT, et al.” L
ullen JT, et a C.SEMS 29 H % ALz L
PS 18 39% | hfi2d B
Decker C, et al.® %
ecker C, et a SEMS 11 sl 0% | oL 17 H
PS 21 86% | PH102
K K, etal.”
ubota K, et a C-SEMS 17 bY 20% | FH120 H

PS: 75 AF v 27 A5 b, SEMS: HEWERIEM A% Y v 7 25~ b, CSEMS:
covered SEMS

F— T KMATHE 289 4 & fFAHT L, SEMSHE EHE CII MM IR 2, AIBEGEDZ < %
2b00, %m%iAﬁf E$ AN, MREE L= & LTHEATRETH 5
EHELTWS, &5 T, BRERRICHETTRE 2 fully covered SEMS (FCSEMS) A%
T END XI5 TWBD, Togawa H1&, 19BNIAHIIEE N L+ — 3 & LTFCSEMS
ZREL, WRAHERXTDOATH o7z WMiEFLTWh,

PDLEofERr s, B X 2 EMEREIET 2MHIHE F L — Y onEEoF &, A
7 v FMOFEFIZOWTIE, il 4 OFEBIOIRDR FAMT F TORREIN R T ¢t 2 57z
ORPIIB CTEIRTREEEZOHN D,

BEADRE

AL &0 ENE IS X B RISV 03 A ARIIHE N L o — ¥ O LEENE % 7R 3R ) & FRR
HFAHE SN TS, L L, DO ETIEMEIIHE F L — V2R  EMERRICES LT
WA 72D, BRI X B RER % i 5 2 L AWK H B D7, Sllidb
METELATDRTOAHMHIIIE FLF—YoBRZEAT, 27 FOHEEICET 5 CQ
RE LTz, Ak, DAETHHIIEG F LI — Y ofaR0ECR LT o & KRR % i
THWEVHIL, TOBIL, BEEHMICHKETEZR FCSEMS 2 G ® 7227~ F OMHIZ>
WTHDMELZZRCT T EF Y A MEST L eNEIEN D,

5|k

1) van der Gaag NA, Rauws EA, van Eijck CH, et al. Preoperative biliary drainage for cancer of the
head of the pancreas. N Engl ] Med 2010; 362: 129-37.(5 ~ % )

2) Sugiyama H, Tsuyuguchi T, Sakai Y, et al. Preoperative drainage for distal biliary obstruction: endo-
scopic stenting or nasobiliary drainage? Hepatogastroenterology 2013; 60: 231-4.(7 — 2 ¥ 1) — X)

3) Sasahira N, Togawa O, Yamamoto R, et al. Endoscopic preoperative biliary drainage in patients with
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4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

malignant distal biliary obstruction—multicenter retrospective analysis of 422 patients—. Gastrointest
Endosc 2014; 79 (Suppl 5): AB360.(Z & — 1)

Wasan SM, Ross WA, Staerkel GA, et al. Use of expandable metallic biliary stents in resectable pan-
creatic cancer. Am ] Gastroenterol 2005; 100: 2056-61. (7 — A 1) — Z)

Mullen JT, Lee JH, Gomez HF, et al. Pancreaticoduodenectomy after placement of endobiliary metal
stents. ] Gastrointest Surg 2005; 9: 1094-104. (7 — A ¥ 1) — X)

Decker C, Christein JD, Phadnis MA, et al. Biliary metal stents are superior to plastic stents for pre-
operative biliary decompression in pancreatic cancer. Surg Endosc 2011; 25: 2364-7.(7r — 2 > 1) — X)
Kubota K, Sato T, Watanabe S, et al. Covered self-expandable metal stent deployment promises safe
neoadjuvant chemoradiation therapy in patients with borderline resectable pancreatic head cancer.
Dig Endosc 2014; 26: 77-86.(7 — A 1) — X)

Cavell LK, Allen PJ, Vinoya C, et al. Biliary self-expandable metal stents do not adversely affect pan-
creaticoduodenectomy. Am J Gastroenterol 2013; 108: 1168-73.(7 — Z 1) — X)

Togawa O, Kawakami H, Isayama H, et al. A prospective feasibility study of preoperative biliary
drainage using fully-covered self-expandable metallic stent for pancreatic head cancer. Gastrointest
Endosc 2013; 77 (Suppl 5): AB307-8.(2 74— )
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cQ
ST3 EEICKIHAERMUEEEDER

ST 3-2 FREICKDEAEMEEED S BYIFRAREEMNICH UL TAT
Y NOERIIOHHHRENDD ?

S

1. PSRAFYvIRFT VU (PS) &UBHAFHRORVBECIREXIUY IR TV b
(SEMS) DFRZ1EET %,
BT 1 2, TIEF VAR :C, §FF: 100%)
2. SEMSDRENTIF, BEFEHRDERRN S (FEEE (covered type) ZRAWVD T &%
R
GHEDEE 1 2, IEFT VAR C, E§EF: 100%)
FerEU, MEsRT &, 2kl BEDIREEIC K > Tuncovered type ¥ PS DE
RZEZEET B,

R =
1. A7 b OEE

A7 Y POFFIIIKREL B TTIAF v 2 257 M(PS, B1) L HCHRIM A 5 v
7 AT v M(SEMS, E2) %%, SEMSIZERT 4 ¥ —ClAZHHROMEZ L TED,
Ml < BEAZIRETOINATTHETH ), WHEOHT-F v » AV 2B ge T, 2205 P
FEFBIZ BN TIIRT 2 & 10 mmAEEONESTHEIRTE 5, LA L, SEMSIZHHIRD -9,
PZER CHEALRE MR A (tumor ingrowth) L CHZET L Z LM TBY, 2zl
72D IZHE T @ covered type SFIF Sz (B3)e Z D72 DHERAI O HE H IR O SEMS i
uncovered type & MFRE LTV 5,

AT v+ OBRRETIE, @, TP ZE LFPEBIRE IR S hTiThbh T
WAD, JRFEHEERE L TR L2 BRREBRIZ D e\ Z D720 W T IR 21203 5 I
RRBEDL L IHEFEA60~80% % EDOTWVDE DD, TOHKIIRBT LICRL L, Al
TIRHL T 2 IR ICOWT, BEOELZ GO TRIITIRT,

JEIEH 2 BE LT WEIBRAS B M ERIHAE P ZE 2 2 RCT X, SEMS & PSD 1t
1, SEMS ® type Jll ® A #iss S CTwb, 9, uncovered SEMS & PSORCT i34
VS SRTBY, 209 bINEEEN F L — Y Touncovered SEMS & PSH{#E o Hik
E2#" Y, uncovered SEMS THIZERMK L, BHFEMHARWZ L2 WMEShTw 2,
% 7z covered SEMS & PSOREZIZ3M " H Y, 5 B 1Y 13 b2 E T b2 BB L
7R TH Do T NORERICEB VT covered SEMSIZPS & [k L THIZESRHMLL, B
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X 1

TSAFvIRAF M (PS)

A ZbL— B (PLRFTIVZLEIEH VD), Flexima (Boston Scientific #145Y)

MR TZy TEBL, 77 TEREAAICHILIBENTL S,

B: #7INEyTT—IE (h7v 7 38

MEHI Ey T T —IRICE > THY, REEBH<CBEICE> TV, BEAEZ B HOARAICEIFLEEB L TWVW5,
C: #Zx >N LE Double Layer stent (Olympus $1%Y)

MRIC T Ty TER L TWA PRI L,

2 BCHEREX 21Uy X5 > (uncovered

SEMS) K3 HSHEEEASZY vy 25>k (covered

JE # 7B & (uncovered type), WallFlex stent (Boston SEMS)

Scientific #18), MBRDOEET, MY 27280 3,

7R (covered type), SUPUREMO stent (TaeWoong

%E?Eﬂﬁfiﬁg’iff), PAEESCHER Y 5 £ 10mm 8, Century Medical #1BR55), MBI N TV 2728,
BEQNERFEIPIETS 2. BAEG A EE 2 B BAT 5 &Ik 3 EERENTHT 5.

mENFIRELFIRERT 5,

B SREWEWIFFERTH o720 LL, SEMS O/ EITIZE MY 2 A5k & Bl 252k S
i, FRICPAZERE, SOHEZRAERICIE, TOMRICHERTLIZ L H L, TOO, HMHLR
AERPHM 2 H S 2 wili - MEIiCB T, FENM L ) b Rela 8L L TPS % #i
BDO—2L LTERTLI LR E/ A, /2, MEFLF— VRICIZPSEHAL,
THIMIZSEMS 2R E L Tw Al H A0 T, HL T THOEMEEZ SHICE W ER
ThHhoHrILxBIMLTHEL,

ik o X 912, SEMSIZ i covered type & uncovered type23H V), TN o Z LKL 7
RCT @ 9 & i % & & 3B T full paper & LTHE SN TV A L0165 HY, x5 7
FU VAR T WME SR TV E, 25T Y AD ) B 1#ETid covered SEMS O B
BIEAAREICRVWE SN, ) IWMTRIARLREIZVEV)RRIMRTHo72, Thid
BB CTHE SN T hendpoint DEHRN L L T E» D, Bl 5 BB O - HED
WiETH 2 2 LICRET 2 EEZ Oz RCTDH B, BREICHE L2z Brd 2>, B
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x1 EFEERRBIICH T 2L T 2 b EIEBRHBROKIR

&3 _ _ " "
SERI L L s | EGIN | BEEE | 27U R | X7 NOBE | BEUEORS
T NDFEFE
Davids PH, U-SEMS | Wallstent
avie 86 | 88.6% U-SEMS>PS
et al. PS 10 Fr. straight
Wallstent, strecker
U-SEMS vs. | Knyrim K, U-SEMS
Ve BT 62 | 69.4% stent U-SEMS>PS
PS et al.
PS 11.5 Fr. straight
L . U-SEMS | Wallstent
ammer ]| or | 59.49% U-SEMS>PS
et al PS 12 Fr. straight
C-SEMS | PC-Wallstent
fsavama iy 31009, C-SEMS>PS
C-SEMS vs, | €tal PS 10 Fr. double layer
PS C-SEMS | PC-Wallstent
M PL allsten
T 85 | 68.2% C-SEMS>PS
et al. PS 10 Fr. straight
I H C-SEMS | PC-Diamond stent
SavEmat 66 | 100% C-SEMS>U-SEMS
et al U-SEMS | Diamond stent 4
i
Krokidis C-SEMS | Viabil =
1 80 | 100% C-SEMS>U-SEMS S
M, et al. U-SEMS | Luminexx
C-SEMS vs. | Kitano M. C-SEMS | PC-Wallflex
v | Ahand 120 | 100% C-SEMS>U-SEMS
U-SEMS et al. U-SEMS | Wallflex
Kull E, C-SEMS | PC-Nitinella
B 400 | 76.8% C-SEMS=U-SEMS
et al. U-SEMS | Nitinella
Telford JJ, C-SEMS | PC-Wallstent
elford J1. 1199 | 82,99 C-SEMS = U-SEMS
et al. U-SEMS | Wallstent

SEMS : HEIEERM X # Y v 2 X5 ~ b, U-SEMS : uncovered SEMS, C-SEMS : covered SEMS, PS:
T AF v 7 AT~ §, PC: partially covered
B T 7V — TIRET O S

WD T 7N — THRHRRR S NZRBREIHEY TH Y, WIFNd covered SEMS O Bif7 1Y
BATEWV & V) R TH o 720 $#12 Kitano 5 OHES 13, bAE T b N 724 Mkt H ke
MRBRTHHZ &, WREPBRHICHELTWSEZ &, il & N7z SEMS 2 b A3 E THIE i
L MHENTWEDLDODD—D2TH D LW BT, bLOEOHFIRIZEI L 7R RER T
%o ZORBOMER TS covered SEMS DRI AAEICRWZ EAVRI N L b,
covered SEMS D R S 5,

AT Y MRMEHT ABRICEE L O - BB Z0 TR, AIHELZ O ReNT
Hbo FHREMHEITE, R, BRTHD, PSTIEAT ¥ MHENL L, KW THRK
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4 Viabil biliary stent (Gore, Flagstaff, AZ)
WELPE TR I TWE WY, BATIRERTEL
TW3, 27> MNOSMANEREBALED 720 O fin HEEE &
nTwad,

A%\, SEMS TIXHEES, L, covered type TIPSR SN 5, HER, FHEIZ
covered type THWE SNTW2DS, AFTFY) Y ATRES GV LRI nsY, F
MRS ) AL BECO VT OIS 2/ T HE SR TV b WTROWE T b I

AR AT B AR ZE, MREAD LI ONEH) A HEEZEZONTED, 1
MCIIMERE A DRI A7 BETHLEMEEINTVD, LaL, THEICEHLTOFR R
BlE v, BEICHELTIE, BRTRIZVWI EAWRENTWS, PR LCTIFAEEY
Y BAAMT (endoscopic sphincterotomy : EST) 3G TH % & SN TWw/z%%, Hayashi 5D
RCTW 2BV TIEZ DA MR EN %A > 720 SEMS DI RHFETDH % radial force
¥ axial force!” 2SMEF ENTH Y, axial force DSPELEY R IR OFFEICEBELTVD S
EDRIEENT WD, F72, covered type lZHEA O G PEIE T % %L1 D v Tld radial
force £ DERATRIZE N TWB?, 72, EBLF5 L O fin 2 255 L 72 covered SEMS T4
BV EDHESATY S (R4)7 . EBEOB IE I 1E SEMS O ¥ H 2 [ oW R & fin 12
RESN LA IEFEED TSRO LN D, Do Ehs, APHEDE A 5 b SEMS
B & Weovered type DHEIRI TR L EZ SN D,
2. {bZEE, (EEREREEEITOICHT 2 AT 2 MEEADREM

ALFAFRERATH O A T ¥ MREOEHIE T ITHET 2 Tw b L idwv 2 v, Nakal 50
#%AIE OBRF? Tld, SEMSHEIZZ AT ¥ E o RGBT X 2 F1E S B R0 IHE &
Gek b BRAYEOBFE BB L o 72 EHE LTV 575, HAETO covered SEMS D%
Rk LR B T OB T, BT VIER b EE N TWD, (LFBEREOL Y X Y98
—THoHEDNA T AEH 2D EDOD, ALFHBERATHIZ BT covered SEMS D FFPHZER
BHEAL W E VI RERD MG SN TWD, F2EEEH SN TV B MRTES (R # ik

IZBWTD, AT Y bOBBIZOWT—E LWL, WETITYIBRAEL - Ak
BHER] - FEYIRRAER] & M3 covered SEMS % N3 2 DA D cost effective TH 5 &
IWES Y, covered SEMSIHEBI 51T BALFHEDLBIZ OV TIEE 5 %2 B AW
RThbo 7z, THEDODVENEA S NIZHIBEHHE XS TR 2558 <, S SITHEHIIH
bELSRZIENS, ATV MYBEBRENOZENEIBEIND, DYPETHITE 72
FOLFIRINOX @ % T AHE AGER T, 36605 B, 641 (16.7%) 25HE A 7~ MFEHIT
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BHolze NFFRT ¥ MEEG & I BB CRIEBELF P ERIEAE (50% vs. 16.7%), NHE A
N b (50% vs. 6.7%), WIIE (33.3% vs. 0%) DWW d HHFE AT~ MEEHITEL
[ Td o725 FHHIH OTRCIARB SN B L 5. 2 2 RIEARIE S, SHRIEH %
ERMULMET20EB DL, 72, 20X 2 EHH oM EFEOATICIE, bk
DOHEMEDORL LT, AT ¥ MBI B LZEMONYy 77 v THREELEEZEZ b b,

= AEADRE

WHEF TICHE SN TV % ORFRABRIIREIR L 2 RS (FEHE, HEE
NHIERE R &) EETICHATINTBY, /2, ZOFMiOLED RSN TV,
F 721 U covered SEMS T b iBEHBMA R 2% Z LW SN TH Y ™, WK RERM ot
RENEEIZLTWb, 20720 RCT AEROHI - RIZIZRA S, €9 LAZRCTE D
EWCLAYTHY) Y ADORROF - ERICHDERLEET L, COLIGnzEERS
&, B TODLYEOBUIRIZ K & A1 L 722 ik 3% [ 50512 35 W CF BUC BAF 2 it & i80
7z covered SEMS25HfESR S N5 7%, H—ODRCTOHETH L I &h 5, HEFRL NVIFHTH
bk Lz,

—7J5, covered type {Z1d partially covered & fully covered ® 234 %A%, [EHEHTE %
MBI S SN T Wi vy, Partially covered D13 ) 25 w28, HhEMEREIZ S
D, BEYERESCHRBICLAMENL VL) THLHH, HERRLERE EOBEIEICH L T
EHD R, GRESRECHTEZR LT LELD 5, K SEMS 210 mm % 7213
SmmeED S DR TFHIFHEIIIMHENTE 2, L L, DHFETIZI2mmED
SEMS&HiliENTHBY, THLHIZHLTHLIERDSEMS & DWW Z R T 2 LED D
20, MixDAF Y b ERELTWL ) AT, BEORKAEIR—FT_ETHY, Ll
reporting system S EEE Z LN TW5D, BRIEFERE N7z TOKYO criteriaid ZD L 9 %
BREFTHT 2 720 IR SN2 b0 TH Y, S5HOERIWFSALY,

T, ALEBREOL VA VL ERLLTETEBY, SHRIEHEIC L 2 HEETEREOA
SR & H o 2R LETH ), SHILAREDOL VX Y DENIZLDLAT Y b O
FAANOREIZOWTY, il EHBREITORETTRETH L, FICHBHBIEASINS
BRPIH ORNL VX Y TOREZR TV bOREE, BIORATY A Y POHERHELT S
VDD %o

5|k
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cQ

ST4 EEEREZEICUTCUIRRTEERSREICT U THRINE ZE

BifiEEEERT Y MaAMDE S SHERENDHD ?

ATF—hX2V kK

RIERCHRNBZEYEMSHEERT V MEANDES [FBHSH TIFEL,
GERDEE 1 7L, TEFTVAULAXIL 1 C, GEF 1 100%)

)

CIBRAN BRI SRR TUE T 3RS 2 & FATI,  EEREE T AT A S, AR
ORI TEAKFRIGEICHELZ 72 L3 o HALE R 7 > MlAMMN O 131990 44K
Bk b A SN, WHEZ V22 ERAHE ShTw ™, ARG E 2B Al & o ik
T, BAMEZOMEIIBWT, FHEDE, AFENTRREIZIERETH), Bre L
T, A ZREACEAEREIROUE, RN £ T oRMAHE, AR O/, LT
DT, FEHFEIANOHIEARE SN TWD, TO—FT, &, B%E, FiEkE, BEEo
BB OBEIZF SR TwEY7,

T % 2 L VAL PAZERE ISR 3 05408 A 7~ MF AT OFTIH & 2 BISEHFZE T,
gastric outlet obstruction scoring system (GOOSS) D 3E A5 H 5 i, TH 1L 94~
96%, AR rRRAEZ2 H, BIAAIIR s g1 270 H, AEAEI I il 13 82~99 H & il
ENTWb, GOIHEIX21~23% T, #9E, &, BEL4l, &, overgrowth, ingrowth
RETHo72M,

LSO LHINE LTI, WL MEL & 72 L WRBOREERE 10 U CHVRHY B 22l &4k
EWALEAT v MEAM O EH LOER SN L 2 MG Lz #EliZ1T) ICh ik Lz
77 M A, QOLol L, BFHIEOEE, GOOSSHUE, AHHEDEBITH S,

QOL @Iy EIZBIL Tid, 48D AFZE™ 3 L OO/ DB SE A H S 7225,
KEDHANIED VT IY, W RREFNIENE DS O I BRA B ESHE B 23% < & EhTw
720 WAT ANV AZ ZEALTHLH DD, WM EIZQOLDIEENRL - TEY, kD
HBGEHII N EE T o 720 RIHEINE TOMIM, AR, BEEIZ oK SR EE
FEXTHALE A 7 &~ MEAMICEAED A S L72A, M, performance status
(PS), visual analogue scale (VAS) TIXMF ICEN AR SON LD o720 WAFMMOEREIZE L
T, ARSI S, THROBIENZ ™ SR bz, MLEA T~ MEARZO
AL 90 H 725 300 H & it i o & 0sa o, AR B 22V &4 & o Feisc i3 e e & S
b7z GOOSSOYHIZB L TiE, 2 DORCT™ B L USMOBERMIEE " Ba o hiz,
ZNEDOFEREN S, Witk SR TOMMIIHLE A 7~ MEAME L, &Y
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DIEIRCFH RN FNINE Y E =W S AMBEN. TH > 720 SPHEDOFIICE LTI, 3w
AR L 9fi OB RFFES " 1 0N A S 7z, B A HES X OB SEREIR O,
FRHAEEIZHLE A 7 ¥ MEAMBECL WEHETH o720 APHEICAT ¥ N OEEAEE &0
PZHEDRIELTHBY, AL TIZE D 5AEM A O BRI L > TRE > Tz,
BIGIEE TIEAVRHY B 22 AR A3 R % WEIANC & 5 72,

P EOkE 25, BRI OTFHIAET X 2EMIIHEE 2w &M %2, Zhll
MOFEBNZ I A 7 > MEAM 2 HEIET 5 TED L A O N 5H, B A CIINLE %
T X7 LUIBRAREIOE ISR 3 2 ik L LT, LR T >~ MEAM &/ B E 22 &
WOBEL IR SN o7z L7225 T, 4 OFERIR ik ORI IS U722 EEED
BIRZHEIET 5,

" BEHADRE

20104E4 P CREN ST A 7~ MEAMNIE, LS EL & 72 L UBRARHE
WEREREBNZ R 216 HE L LTER LDoDOH 5, BET TOYEYE 22 &4 & O i
BeClE, SRICHALRIER A~ EOHETEHEEINTVWAL I LITHEETRETH L, 5
X, BEEROAZ NG L LR EZ &0 72010 & ORI LE N5,

AR, YIBRASREERE 20 L T OB AEIMRBRIGR I N TV 5, HLEAT ¥ MFA
WOREBNZ BT, ALFEFESRITEIBOERICHFS T2 WREL RESINA TS
A2 27V N ORI EET 2RO EL LI LT, 5% S 5 2R
BThbo

F72, HILEAT v bOFERIZIET B overgrowth i3f4% L sNTBY, +1BE
erel, BEMARER, BERENS)RZ 7725 —LSsnTwa?, ILE A7~ b idaxial
force, MABOEMOAELR EVRZOFBICIVRL L0, Hnd A7 v M XD
WERLDLWEEICHDEREITRETH S, T, FAENMOLES HWE L7z covered type
DWEHH 5N BT, L uncovered type & DRI E % BB O FA3 F 72 5 (R
1),

B, AR B EE A OZEEBICDERNLETH D, TFEIL, EESRETEEEYE
WAL TED, WHLEAT ¥ MEAMORHT & KT 2BICHA BT 2 LE VD 5,
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5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

1 HILEECHEREX 2V vy 7 X572 b (EMS)
03]

A : uncovered EMS (Wallflex Duo ; Boston Sientific #1%)

B : covered EMS (Niti-S Duodenal ComVi Stent ; Tae-

woong Medical $15Y)
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@ ZMEEE (Palliative Medicine) (PM)

cQ
PM1 BEERE - RIROBHDIZENERENDOMNREIE LA

{ah?

1. {153 DICIFH ABEICED DEEIDH G S TEZMPREERIE S DZHEF —AIC
KO TTONBHEIT 7 #ITS L EIRET B,

GERO™ME : 2, IEFVAULRNIL:C, §EZF : 100%)

2. pEEMEOIMSDICHUTEEHERICERZILVWGH SEYEEZRMRI D &

ZIRET %o
GHEEDEE 1 2, TEFVAULNIL :C, EGEFE 1 100%)
;-
BEHE B O D D DOAFERIZ20~50% & Hilh S, MAAME ) mHEZ LT8G b D

AR, —J, MEOHETHLETIHMELD S, KCQIZODWTIE, Wz EHELPARHE
DOHIH DT B B E SR LIRGE L7,

1. PABEOREMCIENERE 05 2) OFE

ook, PABEICRDBHEECTHEIT 2BMERTH 225, B EEZEME Lew
—fEDEREE D) D E BTG T A FL—= v V&2 ZIT T AW, RBZShed
W EARBENT VS, I OMEMNFEICEWIL, LERAAZIT) CEHFEETHY,
ADOx R ERLEERZNEL, LERAALVNIVZHWT L HENPLEE D, KEKRE
B2 (ASCO) I X B2 AD DA BZE DAL L) OO T L2454 K74 2T,
BABFEEZTTOLTRTOBEIN LT, 19 2R REOFEIRISD W TR 2 3- il %
frv, TAEEIECTAATE I L 2R LTWDY,

2. #1152 ADOMIE

P09 OWEAET BHAAITIE, DABRICHED BEMO & 7% & F R EHE > 0% 1k
HF— 22X > TN DMy 7 RE SN D, TIA4<Y - F7HBIZBNT) Oz
BLTWREAI—BOHEEGTHETLICLMDLLT, +oRiBEdtTbhTunini vy
MR S N Tz, SIS LTy 7 0EE M TbNh, ZOFMHENELESNT
Wb, Strong 52 1E) O E G LEBABEIH LT, M—= v 22 HHEMICL S
19 21 2 HEIREE R MR YOI, HASIRORM L Vo A AZBFH DT TS
MZ B LXK, BHEDOT T OHRIHR) DIERE QUL FHET 52 & &R L7,



PM1 213

DABEIEHT HH9 21T 2 B PWEICOWTIE, WS 2D DiRE & L)
FAEL, P 2RO HEIOVWTEIESATWEYY, L L, BiElcovwTiRwihnd
IOMBEERNRLLAZDDOTHY, FLBEINTOIEMIIONTOEHD 2009 0%
DL —HTHB L) L HRMLTBLLEDND D, B ORI B 2 @I
ELTEHPABEIEIT L) DWICELTD, — D) OWMBFICHE LB EIT)I 2 L
PWEE TR ARVPEEZOND, EBIIE, EENEREHMFEMER (NICE) ©, 2"AZ4E
GRS REREZETHRAD ) DWBHBEAA NI 4 V2B THEREEIIE U2 A
HWRIN TS, BIERNIRT 23YHEIE, VAZ - RXEAT 4 v PEAVNEWZ LBk
MOEBBRIE L I L TBH T, BRERECH AN LE RN, MEROLEI TR
5o HEIELL LS 2 (9 29) 1t LCRIEH 70 7 4 — VR EAEH % £ L <
BT 500 DERINT 5 2 EDREIN D, BARNICIE, ROOEBRINE L C3AE
FRHICE IR 2 BRI o b = ) AAKBIESE (SSRD, tab=r - V7 FL
FU D AARRESE (SNRI), / V7 FLF U AAEdE /Rt b = 2 EEEd )
DH (NaSSA) 225 £ %5725 90 MOWHERLRE B 725 LT WEERIL) 2 IFMMoN
) O TN L W ERHIFHIW TRAA L L EEH ), BHHEEEOE) Y IFIRGA S
REOMWERKMEZTIIHEATH 5,

= FANDRE

HHETIE, 9 OOBFITEMFE - CHENREDSHLE o TITDRTE . L
L, H#EKEFRPO) ORZIE LD, JRHICHh725 TEEZRLET 2 IEZEEIRSNTVED
IR TH 5. ZRWMBEOWMB 7 7ICBLTIE, 754~ - 775 ) o~OxtitEi#H- T
WEWOREOBIREZWE 2727075 MOV TOREIZZ L., B#MIC L —=v 7
ATV, I—T4 2 — P EHLICEIEEIT) FEE, RHEEEOR, I A MO RTIRNI
PBET 2 RN D 20 P19 DHIBHE T, PAMERERIE L TED X ) IXfivgiy % T
XD0ME VSRR, FEPBRON TV ERRNEE 2 ETET N80 B 5 G
FEIZOWTOREPHIRFE NS,

F72, RESICHTA2HIRICOVTEIMEANZLL, X707 7 20BN LENS,

5| Ak

1) Andersen BL, DeRubeis R], Berman BS, et al; American Society of Clinical Oncology. Screening, as-
sessment, and care of anxiety and depressive symptoms in adults with cancer: an American Society
of Clinical Oncology guideline adaptation. J Clin Oncol 2014; 32: 1605-19.(%#"' 4 K5 1 >)

2) Strong V, Waters R, Hibberd C, et al. Management of depression for people with cancer (SMaRT
oncology 1): a randomised trial. Lancet 2008; 372: 40-8.(5 ¥ ¥ 2)

3) Pezzella G, Moslinger-Gehmayr R, Contu A. Treatment of depression in patients with breast cancer: a
comparison between paroxetine and amitriptyline. Breast Cancer Res Treat 2001; 70: 1-10.(3E 5 > ¥ 24)

4) Theobald DE, Kirsh KL, Holtsclaw E, et al. An open-label, crossover trial of mirtazapine (15 and 30
mg) in cancer patients with pain and other distressing symptoms. ] Pain Symptom Manage 2002; 23:




214 4. SZ¥pE: (Supportive Therapy)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

442-7.3E7 v ¥ 1)

Razavi D, Kormoss N, Collard A, et al. Comparative study of the efficacy and safety of trazodone ver-
sus clorazepate in the treatment of adjustment disorders in cancer patients: a pilot study. J Int Med
Res 1999; 27: 264-72. (5 » ¥ 1)

Holland JC, Romano SJ, Heiligenstein JH, et al. A controlled trial of fluoxetine and desipramine in
depressed women with advanced cancer. Psychooncology 1998; 7: 291-300.(JE 5 > % 2.)

van Heeringen K, Zivkov M. Pharmacological treatment of depression in cancer patients. A placebo-
controlled study of mianserin. Br ] Psychiatry 1996; 169: 440-3.(5 >~ ¥ 2.)

Fisch M]J, Loehrer PJ, Kristeller J, et al; Hoosier Oncology Group. Fluoxetine versus placebo in
advanced cancer outpatients: a double-blinded trial of the Hoosier Oncology Group. ]J Clin Oncol 2003;
21:1937-43.(7 ¥ ¥ 1)

Depression in adults with a chronic physical health problem: recognition and management. NICE
guideline CG91. National Institute for Health and Care Excellence, 2009.
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/cg9l (74 K5 1 )



PM2 215

cQ
PM2 BEOLIEER SEbREICT 2BMEaEAEh?

1. BB ORRDEE FHOFMETS = & ZHEET 3.
WEEO®S 1 1, TEFYAUAIL D, AEE : 100%)

2. FFFEFT A REERR, 7EF A FICKBBRBEREZEITO I LZHET S,
GERDEE 1 1, TEFVAUNIL 1B, §8%F 1 100%)
3. FET A FERE, 7EF A RICKVEBRITTHREEICE, BREHEEIEZR
593 EZRET Do
(RDEE 1 2, TEFVAUNIL B, E8%E : 100%)
4, MEITOY I ZRMT D EZRET Do
GERD\E 1 2, TEFVAULNIL A, E8F 1 100%)

¥
g
f2 e
ARCQITH L Tld, [DSAIKIEOEMIEEICE T L A4 FF4 » 20144E MY 2 v Tl
':E::J‘Lf:o

1. BAORROTE & &4 DOFE

oA DIBFEEAT ) B, WADOENEFHADOFM AT o

HADOFEKOFHETIE, SRR, BEHRED SN & % 2 HEOI 2179 2 AL
DFEFEE LT, Hribs, IR LR EWD 256 IRRGR 2T %,

FiADFMTIE, WD HEEHTNOEE, FWHADNY — 2, FHHDOBME, JFiHDTHIL
FoH DR, FEAOMEIR, FWAOBER T, BPRKET, BAET> TOHEBHNORIE, B
DL AF 2 —FORPELEEHICOWTIIT 5. 510, SRR G % By RN
T 572012, Bl - 7 EOMLEHER, SREEONROEIH L L2 THRHIT 5.
2. FAEA A FEEEE, A4 FEBEICL2ZFAE

BEREIC X 2 EHEER, WO AICHE LI+ ¥ £ PR, ¥4 FEmEIZ X 5
PERIGIORN R % FHli L 72 RCT, AIARILEBGEABIL e BEEIC X 200 A % & de hs A 1
LT, WHO H R ASKIRBRED G TH 5 2 L BBMOBENRY TRBRINA TV,

L7205, BRI L 2 LB ORADD B HABEICKH LT, FEFEF A N, +
Yo A FEURIIC X 2P BRI AT BT 2L £ 2 5N b,

VDEXY, RHAVRIA Y TIIBBICL 2 FEE, THMOFHADOSLBABEITHLT,
F U A FERESE, 4 YA FEURIRIC X 2GR E1T) S L 2T 5, 72721, HERT
O A RYEE 280038 (NSAIDs) (3, THALVERRE, BREREREE, M 23 2 BA TIEET %,



216 4. SZ#p#: (Supportive Therapy)

F72, WATNSAIDs 2 HH L CTWAEFICBWT, TURSY 7SI V8K, Tab
Ry THESIE, NSAIDSEEEZ FHTAIENVATIYTA v 7L a—TCRENTW
5% Lo, BRICE2MADD S EHIZH VT, NSAIDs 253 AHAITHB VT
X, TuRy TSV VA, Ta by RYTHEEROWTNIIEMHT L L 2T L,

MAT, FEFA FORWEM D202 TEZWEAICIE, FEFAL FAL v F V7%
79 SHIZOWTIE, WMDY ATFIFA v 7 LE2—="31IB VT, +ELFA FOLHIZT
PRI ROUWH AN L TFBETH D LMo Twb, Lol &k, e+ A4
FORMERO7-DICHETE WA, T E¥F A FOMETII 048 MH O N
Hi2E, FEFA FAL v F 72T T 2T 5,

51T, BOE TS ORI X 2 HLE o@BpEE, El - Wk oM bEER % X
7 TENDB, TDEDBREEITIE, FEF A FHHEERIENICHY ARSI X,
FELTH 2 & IR ITHI N OB G OE T A MG § %0 BRI, Febei - FRie P
7237 = S VEREL, 7 vy SOV TR R & I B o
3. SEEMBNER

A A A FEIFE, FEF A FTHOLRME SN WEAIC, SURHMBIEIH VS
NTWV5, DA T MM HLIIRONTVE DD, FEFAERHIZOWT
&, A EE RERRZEIC XY, SRR ENTWE, LzAs T, F Y
FA FaELTHHoLBMENE S waR T 4 FOIE% & Uz it
HHEBETIE, FEFA P& RO 2 M5 2 L 2H#ERT 2, HHICH
7zoTIE, BMRICHZL, SR EEEHZ 0BT 2 081D 5o
4, MEIJOvY

BEFEIC & B AICR LT, B 7 0 v o L YRk oS R 2 i L2 RCT 5
WMEGLYATYT A4 v 7L Ea=2""", BIXUOVYRAF~YT 4927 LEa—OfEKEIC
WX N72RCT 282252, Yanb DY AT T4 v 7 LE 2 —Tld, WL BEEIE302
BlITTa Y ZHOADVASIZE.0TH - 7o WEFEMRE 70 v 7 22 72 BEHTIE, 3
Wtk Z - BB L R LT, HADVASOZEIE, 2% T-0.3, 4:H[H#%T-0.5,
SHMBT-0.6TH o770 FEF A NEHEIZBHR 30 mg TH o 7275, Py,
AL T, 2H T40mg, 43 H TH4mg, SHHT8Omg&, HEIN DL -7
B DOFBHEDMEA - 7278, TOMOBEMNICIZAEZIIRO SN, AFERKICLAEAR
BOLNLH o7, QOLICELTIE, ZhENOMETRL ZFHM T2V TWwi7z0,
Ll L CRHMliC& o 7oo FHH O, MEEAEE 7T v 7 I3RS EOSIRRIR LD 5 L
i L7zo £72, Wyse 571, THIAROBMICH LT, WHETICTI—7 1 N
BETOy 2 ZRMIAT) LT, WAOETEMZ LI ENTELEREL TV 5,

Db Xb, BEEEMREETT Yy 7 3R 2 LI L 5 LERORAZ PEERNT L 23
12, AEEF A FEHEZIKFSEAWRENHLEEZLNE, TOEPFHELZEICES
FIEERE ISR LCEMEE R SR A MR T Oy 2 2 LT, BTy 2 B X O



PM2 217

JEAMEE F 7213 < D IE T IEA D+ ¥ o 4 F R RIS O Fite 5238 5 .
L72D5T, KA A KI5 A U TRBEEICX 2 FEWBRICT LT, M7 ay 7 2ET 5
ZERIET S,

= AEADRE

AR EFOEELIERTH Y, ETHA TIZ80~90% DEFZ A HFED S HED
FAERET 22 EDME SN TVEY, Lzdt> T, BRBRE T, BB ELE 23
LR Do M2 DI ASIEE, WHO I XA ARG IE Ot o TEUNIEHE I 20K
R 2 AT 2L, 70~80% UL E o B TR AR 5N D EME SN T bH, BB
T, B CTHEYZERERPEIN D,

HPTRIREE S & BRI HIC D W TIELARS,  F72H R (203 2 Uiz o v
TIEMR 1 23,

5| ARk

1) HABMESREFES GHERTA N7 4 Y RZREW. PAEHOEMIRECHT 254 F 74 » 20144
W, 20 &EHI, 2014. (54 K94 >)

2) Ventafridda V, Tamburini M, Caraceni A, et al. A validation study of the WHO method for cancer
pain relief. Cancer 1987; 59: 850-6.(7 — A 1) — &)

3) Mercadante S. Pain treatment and outcomes for patients with advanced cancer who receive follow-up
care at home. Cancer 1999; 85: 1849-58.(7 — A ¥ 1) — X)

4) Azevedo Sdo Ledo Ferreira K, Kimura M, Jacobsen Teixeira M. The WHO analgesic ladder for cancer
pain control, twenty years of use. How much pain relief does one get from using it? Support Care
Cancer 2006; 14: 1086-93.( * %)

5) Rostom A, Dube C, Wells G, et al. Prevention of NSAID-induced gastroduodenal ulcers. Cochrane
Database Syst Rev 2002;(4): CD002296.( £ % )

6) Quigley C. Opioid switching to improve pain relief and drug tolerability. Cochrane Database Syst Rev
2004;(3): CD004847.( % %)

7) Mercadante S, Bruera E. Opioid switching: a systematic and critical review. Cancer Treat Rev 2006;
32:304-15.( % 7 )

8) Dale O, Moksnes K, Kaasa S. European Palliative Care Research Collaborative pain guidelines: opioid switch-
ing to improve analgesia or reduce side effects. A systematic review. Palliat Med 2011; 25: 494-503.( 2 %)

9) Yan BM, Myers RP. Neurolytic celiac plexus block for pain control in unresectable pancreatic cancer.
Am ] Gastroenterol 2007; 102: 430-8.( £ %)

10) Arcidiacono PG, Calori G, Carrara S, et al. Celiac plexus block for pancreatic cancer pain in adults.
Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2011:(3): CD007519.(* %)

11) Zhang CL, Zhang TJ, Guo YN, et al. Effect of neurolytic celiac plexus block guided by computerized
tomography on pancreatic cancer pain. Dig Dis Sci 2008; 53: 856-60.(F > % 2.)

12) Wyse JM, Carone M, Paquin SC, et al. Randomized, double-blind, controlled trial of early endoscopic
ultrasound-guided celiac plexus neurolysis to prevent pain progression in patients with newly diag-
nosed, painful, inoperable pancreatic cancer. J Clin Oncol 2011; 29: 3541-6.(5 > %" 2.)

13) Doi S, Yasuda I, Kawakami H, et al. Endoscopic ultrasound-guided celiac ganglia neurolysis vs. celiac
plexus neurolysis: a randomized multicenter trial. Endoscopy 2013; 45: 362-9.(5 > ¥ 2.)

14) Alter CL. Palliative and supportive care of patients with pancreatic cancer. Semin Oncol 1996; 23: 229-
40. ez L)

7



218 4. SZ#p##: (Supportive Therapy)

cQ
PM 3 YRR EEEITREICH I DD RERAFIREDIEICH

b ?

ATF—hX2V kK

BEENICRENSG U REBE THFESNBVRTETRERECH U, BORER
EEITD CEZRET B

BERD\BE 1 2, TEFVALNIL:C, §8%F 1 100%)

i3
CIRASRE AT IR 1O L T, —RIICEFOEB R ARR T WERORE L EhvHE
BEE LTEBINT VS, LA LEREOREL, REREDATRERBOWSEZEWRT
52 EITHEL v RN 2 AR L LTRSS 1 DD HETH 505, B TOH
HOREETHY, BIIELREDYV A7 BEZ L EM L, —T, ¥ 2237 B0 fR iR
DARPTFRINDBEFICLED RIS NLEHFEL 7 I /BT O LRz %
WIRGKRBEA L V7 — VR, ViEEEHOH 5T A 34XV ¥ U (eicosapentaenoic
acid : EPA) %7 ) X ¥ MRl &4 KB 2 BT 2 % EOWRGREBREERITH) 2 L
THEGTFHROGED RSN FEMEN ), EELAEFRIIR <, REMERS - Wz
EOQOLM EAALND LT 2HME D2, T L ¥y — VRIS A A AL
DIEEZBD TV LY, BRI L 2 RER I HROMFED WL 22 5, EPAES ¥ 3y
HEAER 2 HET 2@ X555 L b Twb, EPARIMOY 7 2~ bR filio EPA
L EULRERZZRIVEBIL22 25, EPAZ&GEHRER 2B L 28I HEICKER
masm b=V, F72, EiREOMAEE X resting energy expenditure (REE), total ener-
gy expenditure (TEE) 2ME T4 555, EPAY 7Y X ¥ b &AL 728134 %ICREE, TEE
DERARHR LN, KEMMAASNSY . CHOZEBT L&, WOKBREIAHFIRLED
ARFIRKBIBICHARER TH D EHEZOND, Tz, FEARIMLAHRE O BGRR Mk
R TIT T LRBR T I SRBEI NS DS, TN o ZMEt AT L33 % <,
SROMHN VRIS,

ﬁll

BAEADRS
G, RCTOFER G EIZL T, WOREIREORMWMREZMRILL TV 2 EHEL
L



PM3 219

5|k

1) Barber MD, Ross JA, Voss AC, et al. The effect of an oral nutritional supplement enriched with fish
oil on weight-loss in patients with pancreatic cancer. Br J Cancer 1999; 81: 80-6.( =2 & — )

2) Moses AW, Slater C, Preston T, et al. Reduced total energy expenditure and physical activity in
cachectic patients with pancreatic cancer can be modulated by an energy and protein dense oral sup-
plement enriched with n-3 fatty acids. Br J Cancer 2004; 90: 996-1002.(F >~ % 2\)

TRERHARI SRR

a) WS, BERODGAS, OB, M SDBRORRRAEAT BB 0S 2 SRE AR oA k. IR 2012; 27
649-55.(2F— 1)

7



220 4. SZ#p#EE: (Supportive Therapy)

BREREOERROFHERE & ZOXLTTE

HEFTHER OB RIEOFAZRIIE, K5FE, A, HPAORMBIC X 2 IFHEREE, BRI

5 EFEEE, BKRTH, W EINLZPAEORIEN, ¥4 FOff%R EhE 2
b, SHIZERIR, 92, AL EORMNERD SLHEAENGZLONELONL, BR
&iE, BHEOEBINEIRTH Y, MAPZOFEEEZMHELMD DEFH L, BHIZE 5> TIER
D72V ERTERVPEVIEIRD—DTH %,

BB O R X, Brief Fatigue Inventory (BFI) % Cancer Fatigue Scale (CFS) 7 &8
HY, TOHRERIA 25 —F vy PPOEHIIF 70— FTE 5, BFLIKE TR S
SRR T, BREAVEIG IR 2 AT TR & M5l © & 5, CESIZb 2 ETHE S
NIEREE T, ML 2R @EICEI N TV S,

BRIEOEMIEA L LTHRBOAT A FBPHCENDLEDD 25, RCHRE BT
B R TIZZ ORI EE L v B33 2 B0 AN IRV 63 2 B HRE A 70 & 138D R 72 4
ATH b,

BREOMKE LT, FTZANF 2T L7200 %17T9 o LERAKROITETH:
W%ENS L9118, HABRAZGEHLAEZYR—- b2, PV AV F—TIT 2 2 5501%
B THL, TAVF—ZEFA LT ELDTHRRICE>TLEIDT, BENLED
X% LBOTELDD, FRIIHAFTRIVEEZTWL OO0 % B fF L CTIRMT 2 LE
dbo HEEGEEE (ADL) ZERT 2 REICHEZENL, FELREDOA YN ENT
YARE D, Xy — VR EOMTEARIEPIRNET LD H LD, Tk
EF v AR v, BEDPRFEL I WEKL PO EZRET 20BN TH %,

HEL 25013, BEEIMMACHBINIS VWOTEOFESZHML X9 L OHT T
L, BEOFESIHNEGI LS L L L, BHEOFICHABII 2L EH L L DI, BREORE
WMAMRRL L) LT2LEELOILTH D,



221

 Column 7 |

BREEREDONEN - 28 - BBENREICK T D218

MBABENETT 5, OHR - a0 - BEWEEIZ, [Death] GEANOAZ - 24fi), [De-
pendence | (EIRHEFH R K 7e & DME~DUALE), [Disfigurement | GAFER THTIC L A EL
DEHE ZNIT X 5.05), [Disability | (fh 3% E % &0 & 1FEII DAL F), [Distance
(Ml & OBIRICHBEED A U5 2 &I X B BME - ARIBEROBE) Lvw) [52o0DIE LT
sy,

1. DIER - 2R - BEOBEES BEOMKEICH -0 TRE

TP X 0 B2 T - BRI L7282 A A IRIEEIR 1L.8% HEAE L T AY, 72, &
ADREBIZ X BN L T2 F 28 L 72813 23.6%, FIEOBRKIZ28.4%12 157,
DAEEF L, BABEOCIR - AR - BRFEHMENEE & % - 258, BR0%
BICHHETLILESHICEE, SHON OB S REEENTHZRTRETH S Z L 2
W B0ERH 5, BARNZIRIZUTOL ) b o Fohsd,
2. H=BEREOFERRE

RHIORIE, SR, MEIARR, SHoMELR L, ERNREEICH L, ot s
W, AMHSRERIEOTEHZRE L, MEOMIOZIZEEZIT) .

3. BEHE - Y R—FIIN—T%EL-XE %
BEHYE - Y R—= V=TT, WEANOHEIL, REELICHE) BIE, RERWKRY &0 E

ANFIRIER, BEBEMZLICH T Ao mER L, LN - S EE R L LTI &
Yo BARMICIIZMED LMK SN BHABEL LV 7 r 7THE R, Kk EVEFon
5o ZOHMIZ, OFHEMMEDII 2=y —2arZBET, BID ) 2HHRRNOZE(E
WLEZRNL, OMOBEEDII2=r—2a v 2@BUT, EiFEOREEIIET 5%
RER AR E LCHET S, @ohbnaIasyr—2varv2BUCHELZRYEY, &
Vo aZ EREITFLENEY,
4., FBR-Z-ZXDOWEBEEEY - v VT —H—AQIAHITF—2 3>

DFRNY - A0 - REIRTEICN 3 5 30 = — X%, RHINEEL IR E & HI2Z1L
T HWREMEDSE Vo BERT - BERRIX, ASABWING - BEH 2 &, BROG T LIS - RiE
B - AOEMEHRT LI ENLT LV, 4B, BH - FEP LB AL LS,
B = XN T = =D ATBIENTERTH S, EHY—T vy VT —h—I1F, f0kfEs
WL, BE L ZOREDLEORIILRLEEIE 70t 2 DM L Z DO F —/8—>
VHRERFNILZH 2T, MEFTICEH S ERONE L ERIE A1) & LT, Bk
DURII 2=y = v R IR IROLE LT

5|

1) Goldberg RJ, Cullen LO. Depression in geriatric cancer patients: guide to assessment and treatment.
Hosp J 1986; 2: 79-98.

2) BRI DAL A B L #5FE. Geriatr Med 2007; 45: 577-81.

3) JEATEIE AT A BRI TE S8 < 25 A B & RIS 7R E LR 2 A 7 2 O3 %8
Vi TR E Y OWMNACET 2 7 v — M S, 2012,

4) e R, b, PABE L ZORRE NG LT HEBMER D AT L HFED 720 OIEBERIZE, SCEHRAFHFHT
FEEAIB ST TRk S #2001



222 4. SZ¥p#EE: (Supportive Therapy)

 Column 8 |
VRN EERREDEM L EICKDRERE

YIBRARERERE (S B\ T, AR L CIEE BRI 3 5 L EORRER EASE Z % 2 L A8
HY, BEORFBREOEALIIOLRDN S,

BEAL AR BE RS . CTIARER DAL T 5720, EWATL SNSRI B2 L, S
(FRVZBRG) 33 i c B S 5o BITHRIGEA D 2 WS R e 2 LR EAIC X 2 5 8%
DYEIMEE %55 2 137005, R ERD D ) — 2RO BHEN T E 256 13 RHLE
FRICIDHEREERT 50 BIHUREREIAEFHEESCRHHICADETRIT 2, AFOKE
BRI T 2 OP RN TH 525, BEOMHR OF, &=, TBVWR L) S TEARIL 72
D, BEREARBERIZHTURMLZY LTS 5, BUHLEREIZEE O b 0% K&
RS 235G L BIMO b DEMEHT 255055 5. B LBEEE NSOV H D, A
BETRZOHCOLDICEFMET T2 L ORBETL0T, » T VEHEHT L2 00E
WLHETH Do YRARREER LB 2 BIHLBEREOH ML R TEHDOE IR 2w
A, BEOQOLOM L& HMIZITH T Lh RSN,

FEN IR RERE Tl A A ) YAtk S MR RIS AE U 0 A THED H D A
FHAVCEBA VR VP D T 5. PARBA TREBRITERAREL RV L%
728, ZEfERRIARIME 24 2 LR g\ 2V k SOV R EHIIMH ST, BRI 2k o LI
CWDPPARHERRLARAZENT 5 L EZTHAT 7)) = FEEZIGBEENR A > 21) ~
BWROMHEZELET 5, Lo L, YRGS 22 > b — & FHOBRE MG
L7ZEDOEWIIZEIE R e TN OEYIC X BT > a—vid, MBEESm 125 < 7 b
7Y =Y A LOR#EELZRITBEZNDD 556 BRIOGHRIED D 554, Bl
it LIRBED 5 DT 3 )L F — LD KIIRBICH S MPITHBE L TV AEE % LIRS 08 %
HTH?9,



223

BREBEZYIR— NI BEEER  \UF v I v )\

BT 7 avdy b7—27 OSvF v ) id, SAOBBEOTICL 5T, 19994 (2K E 1+
VBN AN SN BELIRIMKTH Do 30D I v v a v (AN, BE - RIEX
%, WEEOLD) Z|IT TR BERIGE 2 Hl T2, HARILHO/ Sy F v Y v 28 vid,
2006412 U < #HRIC & » TR & 7z

M4, SEAELFRP—MEOETEITHY, EXIIPAEOEB L%, ROUHFEILE
INTVLONPERETH D, DVETREFEITALENFTL 2oTBY, HEEZIKVTIHA
DR ANLE e o720 N0 F % VD X 8 TRIBFEFN—T V) RV ¥ v 537 % 20094
WCAF— &, HmoBHMELE BEZLHSERY IS —22ETH#EL T& 7

THIDBELCEEREORLEL 2D, HILWIEROBYTHL, NrFxy Vx0T
WRETHEZ 20D DETIIEZ R VERGO FF v 77 FHEE - TE 7, iz 230 7%
K7, BLTHEZFODOTIEZRL, B - REICEE LD BRIEEHET 2 LT, B%
BEHBEMDRT LB TE S, RETERBEIN T O5EL 220 ER S o 28
HOFEWNAKRD, BAREOEINICLY 2FEREE CTHEM SN, L L, KRETIIEEOBRIK
REBEDER 100 AL LN TW B LA, DAETRIOARE L%V, T, KE
NCONHA KA v DES T 7= A b T4 ¥ & LCTHB~OBN] 131 LT b BEHS Z
W22 &L, 2

F72, TN EOFEITEEEAEINRRE ED L, T A v 7 REMOEDL
BREIFVS7ZANCCON A4 FF4 VICRRIRENTY, bHEICHE W TS EHRIRRAE
Fhnizo, BFEIVOETH-THMI L9158, NCCNAA F T4 v OEERN
% EWCBRY, HARORBHFEWE R ETHEL 5 [EE R ISR 2520164F4 X ) v 7
F 7 Lo 72, WERGHRBERG L LA REBRHIE (2 2%y ¥ g — b2— ZAHIE) b
FFEICA Y — b L7z BRICHE LOEREZ EIRBETEL0D, AT =7 RVY—L—fICE
ZTWVEZN,




224

BRI

MRERR T — 7 R— 2 PubMed, EH5EWeb
TR R G101 20114E2 H~20144E8 H
PR E SN2 CQIZOWTIZ19904E 1 H ~20144E8 A

EL Yeil, HAGHE
M H 20144E9 f
1. REM=
DC1 BEDODURII7I9—&EAN?
PubMed

#1  pancreatic neoplasms[mesh]

#2  pancreatitis[mesh]

#3  diabetes mellitus [mesh]

#4  #1 AND #2

#5 #1 AND #3

#6  risk factors[mesh]

#7  risk[mesh]

#8  alcohol drinking [mesh]

#9  aging[mesh]

#10 life style[mesh]

#11 smoking[mesh]

#12 oncogene[mesh]

#13 “family history”

#14 genetic predisposition to disease [ mesh ]

#15 ABO blood-group system [mesh]

#16 coffee [ mesh]

#17 obesity[mesh]

#18 body mass index[mesh]

#19 helicobacter pylori[mesh]

#20 #4 OR #5 OR #6 OR #7 OR #8 OR #9 OR #10 OR #11 OR #12 OR #13 OR #14 OR #15
OR #16 OR #17 OR #18 OR #19

#21 #20 AND #1

#22 #21 Filters : Clinical Trial ; Meta-Analysis ; Randomized Controlled Trial ; Research
Support, American Recovery and Reinvestment Act ; Research Support, N.ILH., Extramu-
ral ; Research Support, N.LH. Intramural ; Research Support, Non-U.S. Gov't ; Research
Support, U.S. Gov't, Non-P.H.S. ; Research Support, U.S. Gov't, P.H.S. ; Research Support,
U.S. Government

@ HsrAs R 8891
EdEEWeb

#1  (BelslE s /TH or BEBIES; /AL) or (BEZEND /TH or BEFEN /AL) or (B /TH or BN/

AL) or (B ESS /TH or BEMEKE /AL) or (BEMSNESS /TH or e /AL)



#2
#3
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(febH¥-/TH or fabA¥-/AL) or fEBRIKN ¥ /THor YV A2 7 7 2 % — /AL)or SH=9% K
#1 and #2

@ kiR 2131F

DC2 FEHBEELFEDKRSBZHDN?

PubMed
#1  “pancreatic carcinoma, familial”[nm ]
#2  pancreatic neoplasms[majr] AND familial[ti]
#3  #1 OR #2
@ FAER 1511
ErEE Web
#1  (FBEAESS /TH or BERSAESS /AL) or (M /TH or B3N /AL) or (B4EE /TH or WEEEJ /
AL) or (BElBIES; /TH or BENEHE /AL) or (BERSIESS /TH or B /AL)
#2 R /TA or BInERENE/TA
#3  @MEEEMERE-EEYE /TH or @ @38 /TH or (& /TI and B /TID)
#4  #1 and #3
#5 #2or #4

@ AR 411

DC 3 Borderline resectable & (Fah ?

PubMed
#1  “pancreaticoduodenectomy”[mesh] OR “pancreatic neoplasms” [ mesh]
#2  borderline resectable
#3  #1 AND #2
#4  borderline resectable AND (pancreatic OR pancreas)
#5 #3 OR #4
@ AR 1511
ErhEE Web
#1  (PEBEAEYS /TH or BERSAESS /AL) or (2R /TH or BEZER /AL) or (B89 /TH or BEEE /

#2
#3

AL) or (Bl ES; /TH or Weligss /AL) or (EENEIES: /TH or B /AL)
(borderline/AL and resectable/AL)or (325 /AL and ¥JF: /AL and WEE/AL)
#1 and #2

@ HFE AR 671

2. ZHE

D1 BEORRIFIEDKRSICULIESIVHN?

PubMed

#1
#2
#3
#4

pancreatic neoplasms/diagnosis [ mesh ]

“pathological conditions, signs and symptoms” [ mesh ]

“screening” [ All Fields] OR “mass screening”[mesh] OR “early detection of cancer”[mesh]
#1 AND #2 AND #3

@ HFE AR T8
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EHEEWeb
#1  (BRIBNESS /TH or WEMNES; /AL) or (REZENL /TH or BEFENL /AL) or (BEHE /TH or BEENE /
AL) or (FERBIESS /TH or BEIHE /AL) or (BENIESS /TH or s /AL)
#2 (B & 9EIK /TH or #f8: /AL) or JiEfs /AL or £k /AL
#3  HR/AL or Z65 /AL or GEHIMGS /TH or 22 1) —= 7 /AL)
#4  #1 and #2 and #3
@ FAER 501

D2-1 BEEZER-SICIES, CT, EEMRIEEZRTICERN?
PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms/diagnosis[ mesh]
#2  sensitivity and specificity [mesh]OR diagnosis, differential[ mesh]
#3  (tomography, X-ray computed [majr]) OR (magnetic resonance imaging[majr])
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ RBAEA 19414
EEEWeb
#1  (BDNESS /TH or WEMNES; /AL) or (REZENL /TH or BEFENL /AL) or (BEHE /TH or BEENE /
AL) or (BEIBIES; /TH or BENEHE /AL) or (BESIESS /TH or B /AL)
#2 MRI/TH or X#CT/TH
#3 IR EIFREE/TH
#4  AHHME/TI
#5  (#1 and #2)and (#3 or #4)
@ MREAER  491F

D2-2 RREZRE->IciZG, EUSISE2MRICERN?
PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms/diagnosis [ mesh ]
#2  “endosonography” [mesh]
#3  sensitivity and specificity [mesh] OR diagnosis, differential [mesh]
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ AR 19414
EAEEWeb
#1  (BBNESS /TH or WEMIES; /AL) or (BEZENL /TH or WEFENL /AL) or (&N /TH or BEENE /
AL) or (BlsNES; /TH or WElsHE /AL) or (BENEMESS /TH or B /AL)
#2  (EEMRABEMA/TH or BEHAHEL /AL) or (B E W NBLEHA /TH or EUS/AL)
#3 RELFRE/TH
#4  HHM/TI
#5  (#1 and #2)and (#3 or #4)
@ mEAER 151

D3-1 BEZEZHTBIHDRDAT Y FEUTERCPIIERAN?
PubMed

#1  pancreatic neoplasms/diagnosis[ mesh]
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#2  ERCP OR “cholangiopancreatography, endoscopic retrograde” [mesh]
#3  sensitivity and specificity [mesh]
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ AR 8T
ErEEWeb
#1 PSSR EIRE RS G2 /TH or ERCP/AL
#2  (BEBRESS /TH or BENEIES; /AL) or (FEZENE /TH or BZENL /AL) or (BEEYE /TH or BENE /
AL) or (BENBNER: /TH or WElEHE /AL) or (BENSIESS /TH or 1) /AL)
#3 &I L EREE/TH or A /AL
#4  #1 and #2 and #3
@ BRAER 251

D3-2 BEZEZUIITDIEDDRDATY SEULTPETIFERN?
PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms/diagnosis[ mesh]
#2  sensitivity and specificity [mesh] OR diagnosis, differential [mesh]
#3  positron-emission tomography[mesh]OR PET
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ AR 85
EsEEWeb
#1  (BETHETRK R /TH or PET/AL)or (R k1 /ta and W& /ta)
#2  (WBIESE /TH or BESIESF /AL) or (F2ENL /TH or BEENE /AL) or (B8 /TH or W /
AL) or (BENSNES: /TH or WEEHE /AL) or (FENEIESS /TH or FEJE /AL)
#3  JREE L FFRE/TH or A HTE/AL
#4  #1 and #2 and #3
@ FAER 491

D3-3 f#iizzs, fBME2EEEOZHICERN?
PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms/diagnosis[ mesh]
#2  sensitivity and specificity [mesh] OR diagnosis, differential [mesh]
#3  cytodiagnosis[mesh] OR biopsy [mesh] OR histology [ mesh]
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ MRBAER 37T
EsEEWeb
#1  (WBBIESS /TH or BEEIESF /AL) or (F2ENL /TH or BFENE /AL) or (B8 /TH or W /
AL) or (BENSNES; /TH or WElEE /AL) or (BENSNES; /TH or & /AL)
#2  JRPELFFRE/TH or A HTE/AL
#3 (Ml /TH or Mf27 /AL) or Mk /AL
#4  #1 and #2 and #3
@ HFAER 931
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D4 REDFEEFEDKSICLTITOIN?
PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms[mesh]
#2  neoplasm staging[mesh]
#3  (tumor node metastas®) OR (tumour node metastas™) OR tum OR UICC OR (Japan pan-
creas society stage)
#4  #1 AND(#2 OR #3)
@ REHER 857
ErhEE Web
#1 OBEBENESS /TH or BEBENESES /AL) or (We2ENL /TH or W38N /AL) or (B4 /TH or WEFE /
AL) or (WERSHES; /TH or el /AL) or (EREHESS /TH or B /AL)
#2  (EEHETTEE /TH or #4538 /AL) or (FHE FEFREE /TH or M54 /AL) or SR /AL
or (JPS/AL and stage/AL)or 25— ¥ % /AL or EFNEE: /AL or (U > 7448 /TH or
) UoNHigERE /AL) or mFEEL#E /AL or stage 7% /AL or “stage score”/AL or stage/AL
or t77¥ /AL or n 43 /AL or m ¥ /AL or V) ¥ /3534 /AL or UICC/AL

#3  #1 and #2
#4 SRV /TH or #VEHGHEE: /AL
#5  #3 not #4

@ kiR 1031

D5 EEDresectabilityFEDKSITRET BH ?
PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms[mesh] AND resectability [ ti]
#2  pancreatic neoplasms/surgery [majr] AND pancreatic neoplasms/diagnosis [ majr]
#3  sensitivity and specificity [mesh]
#4  (“1990/01/01"[PDAT] : “2014/08/31"[PDAT]) AND (English [lang ]OR Japanese [lang])
AND humans[mesh]
#5  (#1 OR(#2 AND #3)) AND #4
@ MK 16814
ErEE Web
#1  (FEBEAEYS /TH or BERSAESS /AL) or (2R /TH or B3N /AL) or (B89 /TH or WEEEJ /
AL) or (BElBHES; /TH or BENEHE /AL) or (BERSHESS /TH or B /AL)
#2  resectability/AL or YJKR W BEM: /AL
#3  #1 and #2
@ AR 101

D6 BEORIAZHICIIEEEEEZRAVCANEVD?
PubMed

#1  pancreatic neoplasms[mesh]

#2  “neoplasm staging”[mesh]

#3  laparoscopy [mesh]

#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ FAER 1781
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ErEE Web
#1  (PEBEAESS /TH or BERSAESS /AL) or (FEZERY /TH or BEZERL /AL) or (B89 /TH or BEEEJ /
AL) or (BEIBIES; /TH or BENEHE /AL) or (BERSIESS /TH or B /AL)
#2  HANIES /AL
#3 (HEH’“?%‘I% /TH or HEH"“??%?% / AL)
#4 =S FIH or SH= %1
#5 #3 and #4
#6  (EEAETTEE /TH or NMEBFAETTEE /AL) or (IESEAESTHE /TH or il /AL)
#7  #1 and (#2 or #3)and #6
#8  #1 and (#2 or #5)
#9  #7or #8

@ HFE AR 341F

D7 REFPENMBGFCEIRHAOREZZIMIZICIEESTEIN?

PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms[mesh]
#2  “early detection of cancer”[mesh]
#3  #1 AND #2
@ HsRai R 1291F
EfEEWeb
#1  (BEDSNESS /TH or WEBSNES; /AL) or (BEZENL /TH or WEFENL /AL) or (BEHE /TH or BEENE /
AL) or (BENBIES; /TH or WElBIE /AL) or (BENSIESS /TH or I /AL)
#2  JEGOREZ N /TH
#3  #1 and #2

@ HFEMAR I

BEGE

RS 1 Resectable BEEICH U THEIBEEFHESINSH ?

PubMed

#1
#2

#3
#4
#5

#6
#7

#8
#9

“pancreatic neoplasms/surgery” [ mesh]

vascular OR (blood vessels) OR (portal vein) OR (superior mesenteric vein) OR (splenic
vein) OR (peripancreatic nerve plexus) OR arterial OR artery OR stomach OR colon OR
mesocolon OR (inferior vena cava)OR (other organ)

infiltration OR invasion OR involve OR involvement OR “neoplasm invasiveness” [ mesh ]
#1 AND #2 AND #3

#4 Filters : Publication date from 2010/01/01 to 2014/08/31 ; Humans ; Japanese ;
English

(“pancreatic neoplasms/surgery”’ [ mesh]) AND resectable

#6 Filters : Publication date from 1990/01/01 to 2014/08/31 ; Humans ; Japanese ;
English

#5 OR #7

(Randomized Controlled Trial[PT] OR Controlled Clinical Trial[PT] OR Clinical Trial
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[PT] OR Multicenter Study[PT] OR Comparative Study[PT] OR “case-control Studies”
[mesh] OR “cohort studies”[mesh] OR “cross-sectional studies”[mesh] OR systematic
[sb] OR (retrospective studies) OR Meta-Analysis[PT])
#10 #8 AND #9
#11 (Iva OR “Iv a") AND “pancreatic neoplasms/surgery” [mesh] Filters : Publication date
from 2010/01/01 to 2014/08/31 5
#12 #10 OR #11
@ MREAER 46811
ErEEWeb
BRI IEH LTV,

RS2 EETIIFEMBIMDLZLVER THRMEEZSZ (T2 ZENHEINSN ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms/surgery”[mesh] OR “pancreaticoduodenectomy” [mesh]
#2  high-volume OR (high volume) OR (higher surgical volume)OR “health facility size”[mesh]
OR “hospitals, high-volume” [ mesh]
#3  #1 AND #2
@ MRFAER 1241
EsEE Web
#1  (FEDSNESS /TH or WEMRIES; /AL) or (BE2ENL /TH or WEZENL /AL) or (BEHE /TH or BEENE /
AL) or (BENSNER; /TH or WEIBE /AL) or (BENENES; /TH or I /AL)
#2 (PR ERE OB/ TH or PERFEIER OB /AL) or FAiBI% /AL or EFIF /AL or
FHiE /AL or $EERE/AL or 3B /AL or ZHERI /AL or (FiIKFETT /TH or [KFETT/

AL)
#3  high/AL and volume/AL
#4  #2or #3
#5 #1 and #4

@ HFEAMAR 271F

RS 3 Borderline resectable BEEICKT U T (£28) ARIBEEDREEH BN ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms/surgery” [mesh] OR “pancreaticoduodenectomy” [mesh] OR
“pancreatectomy” [mesh ]
#2  “pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh] AND surgery
#3  borderline resectable
#4  #1 OR #2
#5 #4 AND #3
@ mEAER  861F
EdEEWeb
#1  (BEDRNESS /TH or WERSNESS /AL) or (BE3ENL /TH or WEZENL /AL) or (BT /TH or WEENE /
AL) or (WElBIES; /TH or WENEHE /AL) or (WEISIESS /TH or B /AL)
#2  WHALESLEL/TH
#3  (JVBHFAT/TH or 47 /AL) or BJK /AL or (SVEFFA /TH or #1#+/AL)
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#4  #1 and #2
#5  #1 and #3
#6  (RBIES: /TH) and (SH = ZERH#D:)
#7  #4 or #5 or #6
#8  borderline/AL
#9  #7 and #8
@ MREAER  461F

RS 4 [EREFHRRESIZ RO U CTHRINEEDREIEH D ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreaticoduodenectomy”[mesh] OR “pancreatic neoplasms” [ mesh]
#2  wash OR washing OR washings OR lavage
#3  cytology OR “cytodiagnosis” [ mesh]
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
#5  peritoneal lavage
#6  #1 AND #5
#7  #4 OR #6
@ AR 231
EHEEWeb
#1  (WBIESS /TH or BESIESEF /AL) or (F2ENL /TH or FFENL /AL) or (B89 /TH or W /
AL) or (BEIBNES; /TH or BN /AL) or (FEIEIES; /TH or B /AL)
#2  wash/AL or washing/AL or washings/AL or (7t /TH or lavage/AL) or (i /TH or ¥
% /AL)
#3  (MilaZ:4%% /TH or cytology/AL)or (Hlila#% /TH or Milldi% /AL)
#4  JEEEHINERS /AL or PEEHGIINEES /AL

#5 #2 and #3
#6  #4 or #5
#7  #1 and #6

@ fsRii R 251F

RS5 FERERE(CK U CORET"HEBVRICEVLWT, £28%ZEFI 2E5&HEHDN?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh ]
#2  pylorus-preserving OR (pylorus preserving) OR stomach-preserving OR (stomach pre-
serving) OR PPPD OR SSPPD
#3  #1 AND #2
@ HiskAE R 53
EdEEWeb
#1  (WBBERE /TH or BESHRHE /AL) or MESHIE /AL
#2 (WP IRAR BT R B YRR /TH or WAPT#R IR AFEEE T 48 B YU BR /AL ) or (B8 ') i T A7 e
TR CIRR /TH or MM IRAEEE T 38 t0RE /AL) or B 4 B IR A MESE -+ — 4RItk /
AL or KM ¥4 B IRAFHET Z4RIFEIBR /AL or W4 H AR T 13 YIRk /AL or (KM
AEWE 380 YK /TH or PPPD/AL)or SSPPD/AL
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#3  #1 and #2
@ MK H 661

RS6 MEEICH U CPIIRGHUIBRIE FRZNET 5 ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms/surgery” [mesh]
#2  (portal vein OR venous) AND (“surgical procedures, operative” [mesh] OR resect™)
#3  #1 AND #2
@ IFAER 991
EHEEWeb
#1  (FBEAEYS /TH or BERSAESS /AL) or (FE2EM /TH or B3N /AL) or (B89 /TH or WEFEJ /
AL) or (BEBAEYS /TH or WeligHe /AL) or (BEBENESS /TH or s /AL)
#2  (##R /TH or ##Ik /AL)or (MR /TH or Mk /AL) or (IL% /TH or 14 /AL)
#3  APFHIER /AL
#4  #1 and #2 and #3
@ MR 941

RS7 REEICHUTILKY V/\E - REREEDREGH DN ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms” [ mesh]
#2  (Lymphadenectom™ OR “Lymph Node Excision” [mesh]) OR ((plexus OR plexuses OR
plexal) AND (dissection® OR resection™ OR excision™ OR resect™))
#3  #1 AND #2
@ FAER 1371
EdEEWeb
#1  (WMBIESS /TH or BERNES; /AL) or (REENL /TH or BN /AL) or (BEEFHE /TH or BEAEHR /
AL) or (BEAEYS /TH or WelgHe /AL) or (BEBENESS /TH or s /AL)
#2 (U »oSERERE /TH or W ¥ 28HiERE /AL) or (U ¥ 238 Z8i% /TH or V) ¥ 738 /AL) or
JERFAM /AL or FLKZBI /AL or FEAYIER /AL or ARPD/AL
#3 AL /AL and ((V > 73883 /TH or #8i% /AL) or $Jkx /AL)
#4  #2or #3
#5 #1 and #4
@ HERAR 441

RS8 (FHiE#) FEVIBRBITDFRAHI/NA N R (FHREEINZH ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh]
#2  bypass OR by-pass OR choledochojejunostomy OR cholangiojejunostomy OR gastrojeju-
nostomy OR splanchnicectomy OR “splanchnic nerves/surgery” [ mesh]
#3  “pancreatic neoplasms/surgery” [mesh] AND ((splanchnic nerve block) OR (celiac plexus
block))
#4  #1 AND #2
#5 #3 OR #4
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@ RBAEA 10814
ErEEWeb
#1  WEES; /TH or WelsIES; /AL) or (BN /TH or B3N /AL) or (B /TH or BEENE /
AL) or (ENSNES; /TH or WElsHE /AL) or (BENEMESS /TH or BEJE /AL)
#2  bypass/AL or by-pass/AL or (N A 7S 247 /TH or /X4 7S A /AL)
#3  PRAFIOFAT /AL or SRAFIOALEL /AL
#4  GRIHASISHEMT /TH or JHAF 22l &4 /AL) or (8 22l W &4t /TH or B 22l &4f5 /AL)
#5  (PlEADAE /TH or PIIEAAE /AL) and YIBR /AL
#6 o #1
#7  (#6)and (SH=4VEH9 )
#8 (@71 v 7 /TH and @GR /TH) or JEEMRESE 70 v 7 /AL)
#9  #7 and #8
#10 #2 or #3 or #4 or #5
#11 #1 and #10
#12 #9or #11
@ AR 671

RSO MEREICX U CIRIFE FFMDEREH DN ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh ]
#2  “laparoscopy” [mesh]
#3  #1 AND #2
@ mEHER 1161
ErhEE Web
#1  (BEDSNESS /TH or WEBNES; /AL) or (BE2EN /TH or WEZENL /AL) or (BT /TH or WEENE /
AL) or (Bl E%S /TH or BEMHE /AL) or (BEINESS / TH or e /AL)
#2  (EREgEY:/TH or MERESED: /AL) or (BERESEY: /TH or MERESE T FAF /AL) or (EFESEE /TH
or MEREGHIBY T P4l /AL) or (H FHIBIIERESE T T4 /TH or HALS/AL)
#3  #1 and #2
@ MM 411

RS10 EEVIREZROBBHERIEDKLSICTIN?
PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms/surgery [majr]
#2  follow-up studies[mesh] OR prognosis[mesh] OR observ* OR surviv*
#3  “diagnostic imaging”[mesh] OR “tumor markers, biological”[ mesh ]
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ REHER 28114
EdEEWeb
#1  (WeB8IESS /TH or MERSNESS /AL) and (SH = #VFHIH L)
#2  REEBIEE /AL or (Fe#89: /TH or FEpEHEI:/AL)
#3 (¥~ —%— /TH or ¥~ — % — /AL) or (Bi{&3Z Wi /TH or Wi{§Z W /AL)
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
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B0

@ kiR 2871F

RS11 BEVBREEE(CH U TREBREEFEREINSN?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms/surgery”[mesh]) AND “nutrition therapy”[mesh]
#2  postoperative™ OR postprocedure OR postsurgical OR postresection
#3  #1 AND #2
@ BB R 631
EdEEWeb
#1  (flelEs /TH or WEIEMESS /AL) or (KREENE /TH or FE¥ENL /AL) or (B4 /TH or FE4EHE/
AL) or (BEBAEYS /TH or WEEHE /AL) or (BERENESS /TH or IEHE /AL)
#2  CRIEEH/TH or HRIHE:/AL) or (LY /TH or 9t /AL) or (K384 /TH or
RIEHE B /AL) or (RAEAI /TH or #3284 /AL)
#3  (frRI /TH or 4% /AL) or YIB:# /AL or (WVEFFAT /TH or T+t /AL) or (JFEFF4lT /TH
or MRFHHED: /AL)
#4  #1 and #2 and #3
@ AR 561

RA 1 UIBROIEERARE (K U CTHTRIMEBNEDE (D E2BEHREE S e (D EZEE) (3R EIN
dh7?
PubMed

#1  “pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh ]

#2  preoperative

#3  “drug therapy”[mesh]OR chemotherapy OR antineoplastic agent OR “combined modali-
ty therapy”[mesh]OR chemoradiotherapy OR radiochemotherapy OR chemoradiation
OR irradiation

#4  neoadjuvant OR neo-adjuvant

#5 #1 AND #2 AND #3 AND #4

@ HERAR 1871
EEEWeb

#1  (FEINESS /TH or WEMIES; /AL) or (REFENL /TH or BEFENL /AL) or (BEHE /TH or BEENE /
AL) or (BERSAESS /TH or BEBRSE /AL) or (BEBRAESES /TH or B /AL)

#2 (R /TH or AL RBUHREE: /AL) or (RO L3 /TH or BUR LA/
AL) or (iegt# b= /TH or chemoradiation/AL) or (itg+#fb4%#% % /TH or chemora-
diotherapy/AL) or Uit #1L 9% : /TH or radiochemotherapy/AL) or (G&¥#%: /TH or
HWpEd: /AL) or EW#EE /TH or AL#8 /AL ) or (BYIRNHES-/TH or Bl L/
AL) or (FUlESFA] /TH or HUESA] /AL) or (5= M9iE% /TH or 451931 /AL) or Hilik
9381 /AL or MliBhiE: /AL

#3 (il /TH or il /AL) or YIBRHT /AL

#4  #1 and #2 and #3

#5 neoadjuvant/AL or 2%+ 7 Y 232 b /AL or (@ &% 7 ¥ 228> M /TH and @ Jithd
ML 6D /TH) or MHTHCG R L /AL)

#6  #1 and #5
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#4 or #6

@ AR ST

RA2 UIFRTIEEESE(CH U THlTh R AFHERE S NS M ?

PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms” [ mesh]
#2  “radiotherapy”[mesh] OR radiation OR irradiation
#3  intraoperative OR intra-operative
#4 IORT
#5  (#1 AND #2 AND #3)OR (#1 AND #4)
@ FRERA 341
ErhEE Web
#1  (FEBEAEYS /TH or BERSAESS /AL) or (2R /TH or B3 /AL) or (B4E9E /TH or BEEE /
AL) or (BENSIES; /TH or WS /AL) or (BENEIESS /TH or FéJE /AL)
#2 (B /TH or Sk /AL) or (BUR#E: /TH or BUE#GHE /AL) or GBSt/
TH or radiation/AL) or irradiation/AL or W4 /AL
#3  #fith /AL or intraoperative/AL or intra-operative/AL
#4  #1 and #2 and #3
#5 AP /AL or (i BUR R /TH or IORT/AL)
#6  #1 and #5
#7  #4 or #6

@ HFE MR 231F

RA3 EEQMIEZMEENEZHEHREEFHERINSN?

PubMed

#1

#2
#3
#4

“pancreatic neoplasms/radiotherapy” [mesh] AND “pancreatic neoplasms/drug therapy”
[mesh]

postoperative * OR postprocedure OR postsurgical OR postresection

#1 AND #2

(“chemotherapy, adjuvant’[mesh] AND “radiotherapy, adjuvant” [mesh]) OR (chemora-
diation OR chemoradiotherapy OR radiochemotherapy OR “combined modality therapy”
[mesh])

#5  postoperative™ OR postprocedure OR postsurgical OR postresection
#6  #1 AND #4 AND #5
#7 #3 OR #6
@ WREAER 1251
ErhEEWeb
#1  (WeBBESS /TH or WESIESS /AL) or (Fe2ENL /TH or BEENE /AL) or (B89 /TH or W /

#2

#3
#4

AL) or (s E%s /TH or BEMEKE /AL) or (BEMSNESS /TH or Wl /AL)

(W /TH or 3 /AL) or (BEWHETE /TH or AL /AL) or (BIIRH25- /TH or
BJEAb e /AL) or (BUEREH] /TH or HUlESEH /AL)

OBUteids /TH or Jgwises: /AL) or g /AL

#2 and #3
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#5 (R /TH or AL R /AL ) or (BUSHM LA /TH or HUR#basgE: /
AL) or GEFMIGH /TH or 533 /AL) or (BN L% %% /TH or chemoradiation/
AL) or (it 4 # At 2% 9 3: /TH or chemoradiotherapy/AL) or (% & % b 2% # = /TH or
radiochemotherapy/AL)

#6  #4 or #5

#7 (i8] /TH or itk /AL) or YIERT: /AL

#8  #1 and #6 and #7

#9  adjuvant/AL or 7Y 285 b /AL or (7 ¥ 23> M L9 /TH or WG HAL
9 /AL)

#10 #1 and #9

#11 #8 or #10

@ HFE MR T

RA 4 BEOHEHEMEZEEIHERINDD ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms/surgery” [mesh] AND “chemotherapy, adjuvant”[mesh]
#2  “pancreatic neoplasms’[mesh] AND (“chemotherapy, adjuvant” [mesh] OR “drug thera-
py’[mesh] OR chemotherapy OR (antineoplastic agent)
#3  postoperative OR postprocedure OR postsurgical OR postresection
#4  #1 OR(#2 AND #3)
@ REHER 15014
ErhEEWeb
#1 OBEBENESS /TH or BEBENEES /AL) or (Fe#ENS /TH or EENL /AL) or (B9 /TH or WEE I /
AL) or (BEISNES: /TH or WSS /AL) or (BENEIESS /TH or FEJE /AL)
#2 (R /TH or W /AL) or (GEWHETL /TH or b3 /AL) or (BRIP4 5- /TH or
B L /AL ) or (BUIESS#] /TH or HUhESEHI /AL)
#3 (120 /TH or #it4 /AL) or YIBRER /AL
#4  #1 and #2 and #3
#5 adjuvant/ALor 7 Y23 /AL
#6  #1 and #3 and #5
#7  #4 or #6
@ AR 801

LA1 BErmETYIBREEREIC U THREI NS —aE(ah ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms/therapy”[mesh] AND (“locally advanced” OR unresectable OR “non
resectable” OR inoperable)
#2  “first line”
#3  #1 AND #2
@ BRAR  T9M
ErhEE Web
#1  (ORBENESS /TH or e /AL) or (REBEMESS /TH or WENE /AL) or (RIENEYS /TH or R
% /AL) or (BEENE /TH or EEN /AL) or (B9 /TH or BE459E /AL)) and JR#4T /AL



LAR2 237

or YIKATHE /AL or FEUIRR /AL or FAEE /AL or VIR EE/AL) and (SH = {G#AVFIH,
G, SRWEE, AVERIIEDE, BAE, SR, AR R RURT)
@ BFHER 2711

LAR 1 BFmETUIBRAREERE S U TR SN B (LR MSHRE A XD ?
PubMed

#1  (“pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh] OR “pancreatic neoplasms” OR “pancreatic tumor” OR
“pancreatic cancer” OR “pancreas cancer” OR “pancreas neoplasms”) AND (“locally ad-
vanced” OR unresectable OR “non resectable” OR inoperable OR “non operative” OR non-
operative OR inoperative)

#2  (chemoradiotherapy [mesh] OR chemoradiotherap™ OR chemoradiation OR radiochem-
otherap™®) OR (combined modality therapy [mesh] AND (radiotherapy [mesh] OR radio-
therap™ OR “radiation therapy”)

#3  #1 AND #2

@ RERAR 1051
ErEE Web

#1  (ORlBIES; /TH or JBE /AL) or (RNENESS / TH or BN /AL) or (REMENESS /TH or Wl
%5 /AL) or (FEFENL /TH or BEEN /AL) or (RN /TH or & /AL)) and U= AT /AL
or YIBEAHE /AL or VI /AL or FiAHE /AL or YIEkH#E/AL)

#2  ((OBUHsLs#8E: /TH or Hs#ba#s: /AL) or (B RALSEE /TH or (L BU ¢
#:/AL)) or (((CHEWp i /TH or fL&3855 /AL) or GEMHEEE /TH or W ## i /AL)) and
(R8s /TH or WU R /AL) or (BUR R /TH or BUR#EH /AL))))

#3  #1 and #2

@ HesRAER 1021

LAR 2 SFmEITYIBRARERERE (CX U THEMEHREA T, ED&K S RERENAEZRE
ITHDOHELH?
PubMed
#1  (“pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh]OR “pancreatic cancer” OR “pancreas cancer”) AND
(“locally advanced” OR unresectable OR “non resectable” OR inoperable OR “non
operative” OR nonoperative OR inoperative)
#2  “lymph nodes”[mesh]OR “lymph nodes” OR “lymph node” OR “target volume” OR “gross
tumor volume” OR coverage
#3  #1 AND #2
@ HERAE R 651
EdEEWeb
#1  (OBEBSIESS /TH or B /AL) or (RNENESS / TH or BENEHE /AL) or (REBEIESS /TH or Wl
%5 /AL) or (BEFENL /TH or BEFEN /AL) or (B4 /TH or & /AL)) and JRATEST /AL
or YIBRANRE /AL or FEYIFR /AL or FHiAHE /AL or YIRRAKEE /AL)
#2 (OB /TH or Hs#/AL) or OBt /TH or Ui /AL) or (R #: /TH
or BU G /AL)
#3  MGH/AL or (gt /TH or #tE /AL)or (V) ¥ /88i/TH or V) > /8Hi/AL)
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
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@ HRFE AR 451

LAR 3 EFmEITUIRRTREREEICK U TEZMEHRE AR DB AL ZEEDRRIIH DN ?
PubMed
#1  (“pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh] OR “pancreatic cancer” OR “pancreas cancer”) AND (“lo-
cally advanced” OR unresectable OR “non resectable” OR inoperable OR “non operative”
OR nonoperative OR inoperative)
#2  (neoadjuvant therapy[mesh] OR neoadjuvant OR induction chemotherapy[mesh] OR
induction)
#3  #1 AND #2
@ MK 11814
ErEE Web
#1 (BERSES /TH or Wl /AL) or (BERRIESS /TH or WEBENE /AL) or (RERRIESS /TH or BERRIE
%5 /AL) or (BEBERL /TH or BEBENL /AL) or (B4 /TH or 4S9 /AL)
#2  URPEAT /AL or YIBRANHE /AL or FEUIER /AL or FHrAEE /AL or YIERA#E/AL)
#3  #1 AND #2
@ MG R 521

LAR4 FFTEITUIRRABEREIC K U TR EHREEDMRIEH S H ?
PubMed
#1  (“pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh] OR “pancreatic cancer” OR “pancreas cancer”) AND (“lo-
cally advanced” OR unresectable OR “non resectable” OR inoperable OR “non operative”
OR nonoperative OR inoperative)
#2  intraoperative OR “surgical procedures, operative”[mesh] OR “general surgery” [mesh]
OR surgery[tw]
#3  radiotherapy[mesh] OR radiotherapy OR radiation[mesh] OR radiation [ tw]
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ WA 12614
ErEE Web
#1  (OPERBRESS /TH or B /AL) or (BERRATS /TH or BB /AL) or (BERSAESS /TH or BT
% /AL) or (FEBENL /TH or WeBeld /AL) or (&Y /TH or BEEYWE /AL)) and URFT#EST /AL
or YIBEAHE /AL or VIR /AL or FAHE /AL or YIBkH#E/AL)
#2 ORI /TH or BUR#WRE: /AL) and #fiH /AL
#3  #1 AND #2
@ ARG T

LARS5 FFmEITUIRRTREREREICXT U CRGHREE VL ZEMEHRENAE QOL ZET 5 h ?
PubMed
#1  (“pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh] OR “pancreatic cancer” OR “pancreas cancer”) AND (“lo-
cally advanced” OR unresectable OR “non resectable” OR inoperable OR “non operative”
OR nonoperative OR inoperative)
#2  radiotherapy[mesh] OR radiotherapy OR radiation[mesh] OR radiation [ tw]
#3  quality of life [mesh] OR “quality of life” OR QOL OR pain management[mesh] OR pain
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[mesh] OR pain
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ HERAR 401
EsEEWeb
#1 (ORI /TH or B /AL) or (RNENESS / TH or BN /AL) or (BEBEIESS /TH or Wl
% /AL) or (Fe#EN /TH or WEEN /AL) or (B /TH or 4% /AL)) and R r#EAT /AL
or YIBEANHE /AL or FEYIEE /AL or FAAKE /AL or YIBRAEE/AL)
#2 (B /TH or BU#/AL) or (R /TH or UGS #-EHE /AL) or (RS ### /TH or
BT /AL)
#3  (E{SOE/TH or QOL/AL)or (435D H /TH or /i D /AL) or (&3 /TH or #iii /AL) or
M /AL
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ FAER 171

LAC1 SEPmEITYIRRARERRRE (CX U THER S NS —RIEZEAI D ?
CQ LAT EI—,

LAC2 tIREREEREICH U T TRIERZEAGHRINS D ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms/therapy” [mesh] AND (“locally advanced”[ All]JOR unresectable
OR “non resectable” OR inoperable)
#2  “second line”
#3  #1 AND #2
@ FAER 311
EHEEWeb
#1  (ORBEEYSS /TH or e /AL) or (BEINESS /TH or WMENE /AL) or URIEIEYS /TH or FREE
%5 /AL) or (B4 /TH or W45 HE /AL)) and URFTEEAT /AL or YIBRASEE /AL or JELIER /AL
or FAIAHE /AL or YIRRMEE/AL) and (CGE¥#L/TH or 3WiGHE /AL or 3 /AL
or 18 /TA) or (BUlEEH] /TH or $TUMER;HI /AL or HuHiHl /AL or HUllisssE /AL) or B
Bi % IOk L /TH)
@ MRBAEA 2571

LAC3 UIBRTEERERE IS U CTHER I NS IRSHEIE ENSSVLH ?
PubMed
#1  (“pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh] OR “pancreatic cancer” OR “pancreas cancer’) AND
“locally advanced”AND (“drug therapy”[mesh]OR antineoplastic combined chemotherapy
protocols[mesh]OR antineoplastic agents[mesh]OR “drug therapy” OR “chemotherapy”)
#2  drug administration schedule[ mesh]or schedul®
#3  #1 AND #2
@ FAER 421
ErEE Web
#1  (OBERRIESS /TH or B /AL) or (RERSIESS /TH or Wl /AL) or (REREIESS /TH or MENEIE
%5 /AL) or (B /TH or WEENE /AL)) and RFTHEST /AL and ((CEW#: /TH or WG
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BT

#6/AL or W /AL or 1b&HE: /TA) or (PUIESSHI /TH or PUlERIHI /AL or HusE#Hl/
mxmfﬁﬁﬁﬁuhmﬁﬁgﬁﬁm$EMH)
#2 ($%FEFHW /TH or /AL or 7 — Vv /AL or /K3 /AL or 2 — A /AL or mg/AL)
#3  #1 AND #2
@ AR 191

LAC 4 HIFRAEEERE(CN L CREBELIFHEINDS N ?
PubMed
#1  (“pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh]OR “pancreatic cancer” OR “pancreas cancer”) AND
(“locally advanced”)
#2  “immunotherapy”[mesh]OR “cancer vaccines”[mesh]OR vaccines[mesh]OR
immunotherapy OR vaccine
#3  #1 AND #2
@ AR 261
ErEE Web
#1  (OBBIES; /TH or BE /AL) or (BRIENESS / TH or Bl /AL) or (REMEIES; /TH or Wl
%5 /AL) or (&9 /TH or B /AL) ) and UsFr#E4T /AL or YIERASHE /AL or FEYIER /AL
or FAiAE /AL or YIFRK#E/AL)
#2  (SRERL /TH or SeEieik /AL or (s 25 > /TH or W% 7 F >~ /AL)or (7 2 F >/
THor 7275~ /AL)
#3  #1 AND #2
@ MmEAER  531F

MC1 =REBZEET DREICH U THREINS —XaE &y h ?
CQ LACT kJi—,

MC 2 IRRTBERRE I L C TR bR A HEESI NS H ?
CQ LAC2&—,

MC 3 IBRAFBERRREICH U TR NBRSHBEFEEN< SV ?
CQ LAC3Ei—,

MC4  IRRAREREIC U CREFAIFEREI NS N ?
CQ LACA4 LJi—,

MR 1 BESEREICH U CREHREEAGER ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms”[mesh] OR “pancreatic cancer” OR “pancreas cancer”
#2  radiotherapy[mesh] OR radiotherapy OR radiation [ mesh] OR radiation[tw]
#3  (bone and (“neoplasm metastasis”[mesh] or metastasis))or “bone neoplasms”
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ HsAER 151
ErhEE Web
#1  (BEBSNESS /TH or R /AL) or (RENENESS /TH or WENENE /AL) or (RNENESS / TH or Wl
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%5 /AL) or (BEZENL /TH or BEEENL /AL) or (B4 /TH or 4598 /AL)
#2  (Hik /AL or ((EH5E# /TH or #x# /AL) and (5 IE%5 /TH or &% /AL))
#3  (RUHROEE: /TH or BURFHEHE /AL or BUNHEDE /AL or BURH/TH or BUH#:/TA)
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ HsRis R 121F

4. THHEE
ST1 BAEMEBZMHSIEVIREICIEE L F—J#REINBDH ?
PubMed

#1  pancreatic neoplasms[majr] AND (unresectable OR advanced)
#2  “jaundice, obstructive” [mesh] AND ((bile duct AND drainage) OR biliary drainage)
#3  #1 AND #2
@ AR 141
Erh&EWeb
#1  WENIESS /TH or BEIEIESS /AL
#2  EE-PAZEVE /TH or PHZEVEENE /AL
#3 JHERNLF—Y/THor JHE FLF—Y /AL
#4  #1 and #2 and #3
@ HFAER 581

ST2 YIBRTEEREICH T BIEER L F—ID7 O—FILb— M, BEEFN SRRSO
EE550KLN?
PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms[majr] AND (unresectable OR advanced)
#2  drainage AND (percutane® OR endoscopy OR endoscopic)
#3  #1 AND #2
@ HERAR 491
EdEEWeb
#1  FEBEAESS /TH or MEINESS /AL
#2  (JEMEgE /TH or IEMESE /AL) or #RB21 /AL
#3 JHEFNLF—Y/THor JHE FLF—T /AL
#4  #1 and #2 and #3
@ TR 1114

ST3-1 EREICKDHEMEED S SHMEHESICX U TR T Y MDA HEEEINS
n?
PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms[majr]
#2  stents[majr]
#3  #1 AND #2
@ MM 2701
EfEE Web
#1  FEBEAESS /TH or MEIENELS /AL
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B —

#2
#3
#4

%

e - ZEM: /TH or PAZEMEIE /AL
A7 Y M/THor A7~ /AL
#1 and #2 and #3

@ AR 31

ST 3-2 FEICKBHEMEEED S SUIRFAFEEESCX U TR T Y OB AN HESIN

dh7?
PubMed
#1  “cholestasis”[mesh] OR “biliary atresia’[mesh] OR “bile duct obstruction”
#2  stents[mesh]
#3  #1 AND #2
@ IR 92
ErhEE Web
#1  WEBRIESS /TH or BEBEIESS /AL
#2  (¥yE-PHZEYE /TH or PHZEME#E /AL)
#3 (A7~ }/THor A7 ¥ I /AL)and (VJBRAEE /AL or #47 /AL)
#4  #1 and #2 and #3

@ MFRRER 211

ST4 HLEREE =1 LIt FEIEICN U CHRINBRBY SIS HLER T Y M
AMDES ST NS 2

PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms[majr] AND (unresectable OR advanced)
#2  intestinal obstruction [ mesh]OR gastrointestinal obstruction
#3  stents OR gastrojejunostomy
#4  #1 AND #2 AND #3
@ AR 31
ErEE Web
#1 NSRS /TH or BEBEIESS /AL
#2  WP%E/TH or BPH%E /AL
#3 (A7 ¥ M/THor A7 ¥ b /AL)or (A5~ b /TH or stent/AL) or (B ZelsWy &4l /TH or
H 22V &t /AL)
#4  #1 and #2 and #3

@ B AR 251

PM1 BHERE - RIEOFHNENETBENOMROBIILITE DD ?

PubMed
#1
#2

#3

neoplasms/psychology [majr]

(depression [mesh] OR depress® OR anxiety [mesh] OR stress, psychological [mesh])
AND (patients OR patient preference[mesh] OR patient satisfaction [mesh] OR
physician patient relations[mesh] OR family)

#1 AND #2
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@ EFAER 4401

EfEEWeb
#1  FEIEES; /TH or WIEIES; /AL
#2 LA /TH or 0¥ /AL or F9§ /AL
#3  #1 and #2

@ FAER 521F

PM 2 REEO_LEEERE, SEbEICHT 2BMREREI M ?
PubMed
#1  “pancreatic neoplasms/therapy” [ majr]
#2  pain AND (analgesics OR analgesia OR opioid OR morphine OR fentanyl OR oxycodone
OR gabapentin OR pregabalin OR anticonvulsant® OR antidepressant™ OR “nerve
block™)
#3  #1 AND #2
@ Bk 701
ErEEWeb
#1  (PENEESS /TH or BRBEIES; /AL) and ((SH={0%IFIH, G#, EWRDE SVRHHRE,
oM, AEEE, REAREE, BURRER) or GEHE /TT or Tl /TI))
#2  (BEJW /TH or BEJ /AL) or (BE%6 /TH or FHE /AL) or (159 /TH or 59 /AL) or G5 /
TH or B /AL)
#3 R & T /TH
#4  #1 and #2 and #3
@ HEAER 101

PM 3  UIRRTEEEITIRREICN T DA RBEA(FIREDOWEICHN ?
PubMed
#1  pancreatic neoplasms/diet therapy [ mesh]
@ Bkig 171
ErEE Web
#1  (RBIES: /TH or BERBIESS /AL) and (SH = £59#1:)
@ HERAIR 9
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RSB A RS54 2 2016 FEhRDHEREHE DGR

KA T T4 AMNEBGEREDZ LR BIRBI A~ O @A W HeME % &2 2 BINICEH 3 2 729
. RITAFTA 2 (R ofEitk, 1ESICEEE D > Th RS ME 24 (WFR
<‘:5’1~ﬂ/—ﬁ) B EHEME LB WDSERIR AT A R4 VTRl L Cw A ERM24 GEEME, W
FER EAEER), AW AEMR L4, BERKLAOF 645 SHE S b 4HREHZ B
W&o T, MO L2 T bz (R1) o AHlIE, BHAA FI4 V2T Y-k
L CHAMICHW 51 Twb AGREET (Appraisal of Guidelines for Research and Evalua-
t@ﬁfﬂ?:?Fﬂiéﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬂn%mwfﬁbﬂto%%@%%%HTK??O&
B, THOEEEROY > TV A X064 &V nizd), HROMPUIETHrERETLILENRD
%o AHREHIIZR B O N D e w7z oS ME, BRIEEME, BEFEAETOLEE 50
BAThb b olze TOk, MBI OZRIHE, KAA FF 4 2 THBIETE % BRI
RHHNORFIZHFESMAZY, CQ, AF—MXA YN, HFEOMS, FEF, HH~OE
—BEREBINT 5 7 EOBIEEFETIRNIAT - 72,0

AGREE I (Z & % 5Ffi

AGREET 2 X % &Hiliix 6 fI ([R4 & HIY1(1~3), TRIEMRE OS] (4~6), [TERK
DRk S 1(7~14), [FoROMRESJ(15~17), FEMTEEME](18~21), RO (22,
23)]23@@15&(}“/\14(%%@21}-55(24 25) OFF25HEB 25 % % (Higk1). FHHEIIOWT,

B EI I O1A (WAL WV ](1~23), 7TH LBV 14 [
V\J(24)0)7Exﬁéf“a¥fﬂﬁénéo F72, FEHIE I XA Y FEEWRT 27200 3% oh
TWwh,

IS L OREHEAL R T (RS AT 8-ty F— Ve LTE#E(L L2237, &
0%~ 100%) (& Z2heh, [FHREHWI296%, [FERREOSMNILT%, [TERO
Jik#E K 193%, [HRROWIRES191%, [#HTREMEI0%, [MHEOMVEIN% TH Y, Xt
FEHMIMER O S B L OTHREOHVENIZOVWTIEFERTY S 00, [FIEMK
FZOBMINIDWTRIEEOKIAD L Z LAVRE SN (F1, B1).

FEHICH LTI, Fliamwdor LT, HEHL: [H4 FI4 ko Bl EA

RSN TWS |, HH2: [HA4 FI4 20 ) ko E A BRI S
TWwa ], HHEIL0: [HEREIET 2 HEFPEICRHERS N W], HE22: [E4IHICX
DHAA RKTA VONENEEIR TRV RETHY (R1), —KHT, iFlidEKd - 72H
HiE, HHS : [WRER (B, —t% L) OMEBIRITAN TFaIcEE s Twb ], HH
20: [ A KIGA VIZEZF ) VT - BEORDOREITREN TS ETH o7,

RGOV T, JHH 24T 2RO Z O] TN 6 72127 T, FHHIZ6.7 &
A o 720 T2, HHE2S I [RTA K4 V2B DL I LZHERT L2 ? &
WO BRISR L, 6 A&EDS[YES] &% LTz,
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zZ =

HARTA Y OMERHEN, EROKES, WMEOHMVEL EIZOVWTIE, WO
HEZHCTHEVIHESESN TV b0, FEBEBREOSNMP A K54 DTS
)y 7 BRI WTERHI MK 5 720 Al ERZERICEZRRIID LA A, HiEl,
SR, AL, FBEY -y VT ==L LIRIEAMZ RS, GEEECLEMLTY
727307, 127, BAERETIEHEMPLZNFICONT, RERZFERIWLIEE o7 &

%1 AGREE I OFFi#EE

R No A B C D E F FME
1. WREB 1 6 7 7 7 7 7 6.8
2 6 7 7 7 7 7 6.8
3 5 7 7 7 7 6 6.5
2. FIERFREOSH 4 6 6 7 7 5 6 6.2
5 5 6 6 7 5 5.8
6 6 7 7 7 7 6 6.7
3. fERDEK®E S 7 6 7 7 7 7 6 6.7
8 6 7 6 7 7 6 6.5
9 6 7 6 7 7 7 6.7
10 6 7 7 7 7 7 6.8
11 6 7 7 7 7 5 6.5
12 6 7 6 7 7 6 6.5
13 6 7 7 7 7 6 6.7
14 6 6 6 7 7 6 6.3
4. RIRDEAFES 15 6 7 6 7 7 7 6.7
16 6 6 6 7 7 7 6.5
17 5 6 7 7 5 7 6.2
5. ERPREM 18 6 7 7 7 6 7 6.7
19 6 7 7 7 6 6 6.5
20 6 7 6 7 6 6 6.3
21 6 5 6 7 5 7 6
6. #mEDIRICME 22 6 7 7 7 7 7 6.8
23 6 7 7 7 7 6 6.7
e il 24 6 6 7 7 7 7 6.7
25 YES | YES | YES | YES | YES | YES

A EEREFINFEE, B BOREMARE, C: BRRIEEMNEE, D@ BRIES MR, E &
YRt E MR, F @ BERE
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fis# 1 AGREEI #i8m ¥ 5 25IHH
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2. FIZEEZRED A HA RFTA AER T V—T121L, BERT 24 A
el TOEMRIN—TOREZ b > TVWD
5 HGAER (BE, — Mk L) OMifE R I A D A
THICEEINTN S
6 HA K4 v OMHAEPPMIZERSI N TV A
%
3. 1ERDEE X ; IV F Y ARMET 72D BB 75 T A8 A
AwnshTwnb
8 IV TV ZAORRIEME S HIE ISR S L Tn A
%
9 IV TV AR OE S & R AR 2GR 4
INTn5B
10 | HESEAEJE S 2 HEPHEICTER SN TS 4
1 HEROPREIIH 2> T, BELEORNZR Bk 1
H, VAZBEZEINTWS
12 WL ZNEXFETL2ET VR L ORILE 1
RAHHETH 5
13 HA KT A 2 DRFITET T, YIRS A
LEANTWES
14 | 4 54 VORETTHEIREINTVD 4
4, RIRDEBRES 15 | HESEASEARIGTH Y, BER TR W 4
16 BHEORERCHE OB U T, ThEk 4
i IR AR IR E N TV B
17 | EMHPEEGHERDIEL WS T 6N 4
5. HEHAREEM 18 HARTA v OBHIZH 72> TORMEER & A
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