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HEI10EHETERES (2021 £9F 7 H)
CHERCEROME (BHRREI V=7, TV a v ATFA ATV =7, -
RRED: 7V —T)
%11 EMETEES (2021 £9 A 28 H)
CHERESCIC T A IS . (UL IV — T, TPV a v AT AL T —
7, ZFE - ALV —T)
FE12EHETEES (2021 £10 A 26 H)
ST T X akET (5 1IEH)
E13EHETEZES (2021 £12 A 13 H)
TN T X LRRE (B 21H)

2. F-I7%H
F1@F-TJ%H (2020 £8 A 22 H)
- SCOPE, EEEHKEDMT

11 ABBFHEHS XUTNTVY7IX2 b

RAA R T A 21 2 DOIGERRHI 7 v — 775 b OFHili % 5Z21F 720 1 213 H AR 227,
BERE (R - AVRE), ARMRESE (BRI A K7 4 VRPl) BFZEs, B3, ICREL TRiES
NI R RS (R2) 12XB5DT, A4 N7 A VEFHliy —VT®2% AGREEI % H
W EIZERIRE 2B b ORI 20 72 (202242 1 H8 H~1 H 28 H)o 9 1213 Minds



1. ASFHES STy s aAY K 11

F2 HEFHMEERE (BXABEFMELEL AN 1 O HEBFEES)

=M K# g
SHRER (ZER) | WO == | ERABEHXBFESEESSREOHRRER & RTE2EN
SLBHEERR B HEA | BREKFEERES
SLBHEER xH RE | UHWARFEZRE S
SLBHEER hE Bk | RBRFHILERNF
SLBHERD 2l BAI | mRFH KRR
ATHEER FEE H | EiLRREEANER 2 -t 2 —
AR Wi xR | HEEREABBESRBERERR
AR BK RF | FEZHELIUZV Y
AR HE T | MBI AL Z—
DAREEF Bl FE | RIAFEFHMEFR
BE B K
BE CEK

=3 SEHMEZEE (ARMEEA B REERRESTMEE)

=M K# g
S AT ELT Bl == EE%MK&%%?’%KS‘EW?# Bt 2 —/BEAA NI RERS - B
FLBR - BB AFHERT ¥ BT | ERNERRRESAR/Z2EA M K71 S HIEFI8s - B8
THEERATHERD =iE BE | OIXFS TV U/BEAAM R CFHMEEPINS - BRE

FER - NEFHERR g PBMHAEAKRRTSERPRERERE BREARERRKRAEZE
BRPREY - RIS Pa—/BBAA KT A LFHEEPIHS - B8

A b FHERR BEE # | ERMNERSREASBAHET/BERA 1 K51 D HMEEPINS - B8

MEBL TS [BRTA T4 AFFEHE] T, AGREEI & HW T EISER T i

B 72

EH1I, HRERSSOF—ARXR=V%FHLTANT ) v 73Xy NOEERITo T2
(20224E 1 H18 H~1H 31 H)o /37 v 7 3 A ¥ FOFELIZE L TlE Minds 74 K51 >~
FA475)0 [MEEFHERSDBHISE | ~OBEL A=) ¥ 7 ) 2 OFHHICE YL L
MNZBOe SNOEOHEREHIEIE /X7 ) v 7 3 A Y NOKEREEB L, WML Z guE
L7z

EBIIHA FI4 v HRZICIE, Minds 12 & 2 A%, B L OHREHERERDPAD
WA NI A4 VFHEZEBR R L 2PHFEHES 2T 2 TETH Y, b ORRE KELED
YETICIRTL Tl k&2 Tna,



12 EAARSAVIOWT

12 SEOE]

L5 L EZOMRRLH SO E & LI IS TA2ZENED RE BT 5 L FHS
No57:0, ZOHAL 74BN GERTSSHRXENLEIILRLEEZOND, IhE
TEBY3~4ETLZOEISETT 58012, LEIIS U TENLIANC D B ET 2 17
V, HAERFEDO R — A R—JIIREL TV TFETH b,

13 HIRSAIODEZIVT

JEREZR N A B 54~ 2022 SERLDREOREFE, FEHIIR & OTRBEO A #EE 98T, & 5128
RSB A R4 V202240 @ O MEEER & FHEER 2 5407 L, SHOWETIZmiT &
BRIBIwETHDIC, UTORETE=ZY ) V7 2iEL T\ b,

1. EZ2UTOBE
TN TTEWEZ ) Y TICHELTWA EEZ LNS CQ 2 A LI L7 (A5
10 1) o
CCQILIIHA FIA v ORBOREE, EHERK L OTEEOH L G % 720 OB
BB L7 (AFT 311D,
- FPREOEBEMELS Y IA Y - Ty = e LTEZ, HRBERFESZA-) V7)) A%
EHLTREEZNSRE LTHIA L (202241 &0 ),

2. EBOAAIT
< LIH 20224 1 A GEFIE4EH)
CH2MH 202341 B (BFIPEAER)
CH3EH B 2RHFEFTOEZY Y VS ORERESI L, BEOFEIME, 2l
EHERIR & OTERESK Z v GO%LL L% HEE) LW S A 861E, BNt % et
T 5,

3. HE1EBE=Z2VJTOHER (BIE)
- FE MR 2022 4E 1 H
- HRYAEE 334
CHEETA FTA OIS L - E G

cQ D14 D20 RO2 LA1 LR5 LC3/MC3
—HE (%) 87 47 36 83 21 80

cQ LC4/MC4-2 SSt2-1 SSt2-2 SSp7-2 | SSp8-1
—E (%) 69 64 81 4 45




15. FIEHERICEAL T 13

FAA BEAARZARESME L 1 BEARKD COl EERERB DHREEH L BER S

1. REPENZBENE L LHFEOKE, BERBOFECHME
HAERE 1 100 HA/ &%/ F 2%X4% : ®100 M=, @500 A=, ®1,000 AA=
2. HOREFE, TOBRKLPSBONZFE (BE 1 EFHOFKRKICL ZFIR)
FHERE 1 100 FH/ %/ F £%X45 0 D100 FH=, @500 A=, 1,000 FH=
3. EPEMEENE L HED, SHFFEFERM E L Tihbh -5
HHERR 1 100 AH/ ¥/ F £2%X4% : O100 M=, @500 A=, ®1,000 FH=
4. 1 OOEEPEMEANE L AHGLUSHOLE (BER, BISEE) CHUZbh B, #EERk EOHRH

HAERE 1 50 TH/ 3%/ F £%X45 : ©50 AH=, @100 A=, 3200 AH=
5, 1 DOLEXPENEBMELARBHI N T LY b, ERESREL EOREICH L TXih- L ERH
HAELH 1 50 TH/ ¥/ F £8X45 : ©50 TH=, @100 A=, 3200 HH=

6. 1 DOREPENEENE LLAAGHRBHT 3MAR (EXRAME, SHWR, LREL)

HAELE 0 100 HR/D¥E/E £%8K4% 1 D100 FE=, @1,000 FH=, @2,000 FH=
7. 1OOREPENEENE LAt rRET 58y (B FHe

HAERE 0 100 HR/ D%/ E £%X 45 : D100 HA=, @500 FA=, 31,000 HA=
8. f¥k ENRET ZEMHEE

DELEHSOEMBEECHE L, FHEPEBICEY LT N: 100 FAMED S D % 52H
9. ZOMOEM (X IFEHECEERL EVRT, BEREE)

H5E 5 M/ RE/E 28R4 05 FA=, @20 FA=, @50 HA=

(BARESS, BEHA RS EESNEREES 14X, 20178 &) 5|H)

F4B BENHAFIARESMEICHH S8 COI FEHE LRTEEFEULOLBXS

6. 1 POLEPENZBANE LRI RET IHRE (EZHRFFR, MR, BBRELE)
HAERE 1,000 HA/%E/E 2%8X4S 01,000 A=, @2,000 FA=, @4,000 HH=
7. 1 2OGEXEFNZ AN E U LHAAESRET 28RS () FHe
HAERE 1 200 HA/ %/ E £%X4 : 0200 AA=, @1,000 FA=, 32,000 FA<

(BEREHS, BEHA RS EESMERBES 14X, 20178 &) 5|H)

14 & &

COHARTA MNBICE L 7ZE &I TN THARR S EHE L7, HARRER S O%
DLFEMEIZE Y A 2 T4 Y RFERLEHOWY 58, 1B, AR e h» 2 BHORE %%
F72A3, 2N OSHRDPIRSHERANEE T RIET L DO T R h o7,

15 FIEBRICEALT

1) FIEHERDRE

20174E3 HICHARBR S L ) ARSI NTBIETA F T4 VIRESINERIEIET 1 5 2
(LLF, BT A 72 )05, H A FI4 CUETRRERR, SHBEEMZE R 2 3T
BEICHIAE IS S DIE > TGRE SEMGEFA KT 4 Y AETTO 1ET EOFIZHK (COT)
DEIREITo 720 BEHICKELTIE, OZBARAD COIL, ZEOEEE, @1 BEBIEE 21X
A - MER AR % A3 250 COL, @FE VTR HAHk - HFTIZ A A2 #fk COI %,
DML A 50 ADED B COl HUHEFICTEHAK ) (FR4-A F4-B) L L bITHE
L7




14 AHA R4 IZDVWT
| smzocoasssEFzys |
< BTRAEELEOCOIE? >
0,
HL BEETREN G COlREE Y, REER — y
¥ /- 240D COI IR EE *EWW@T%*# LS
WEEHBIEREN(EZER)
ERATICLEE T
DEHMRSAUEEICESNTES CPGRENDRE BT
ANDEEPKREADS
MEEALE LT, @B
vz O /REERR - IN—T2H0F 1y 7 LEIREEDEL
e - COIDZARMILIE E BEEDULEM ?
5 C A TR R DRIMED LB ?
IEZTEE
X2 2EIAANIA %E*M%@CO”WE@?E
(BARERS, BEHA RS EESNERBES 14 2. 20178 &) 5|H)
=5 BEHANIAUHEZEES, 2EHAI NS ORERESR, VATVT14 v I LEL—F—LIZS
M9 2FEDOEW EHBRIEAELE
COl FR&EIHE FREAELR £BXHO £BXS@ £BXPG
BACOl |4 HBEH 50 FA/f%/E | 50 FE= 100 FM=, |200FM=
<100 AM | <200 FM
5. IN>T Ly ki EHER | 50 AA/R%/E |50 HA=, 100 FM=, |200FA=
<100 FM | <200 HM
6. ZUANAEE 100 AM/2%/% |100 A=, | 1,000 /M=, | 2,000 FMH=<
<1,000 5A | <2,000 HH
7. BEEHE 100 FM/2%/%& | 100 A=, |500FM=, |1,000FMH=
<500 M | <1,000
9. ZOMOHEM (£8) |5 FA/A%E/E 5 FM=, 20FM=s, |50 AME=
<20 Ff <50 H
184 COI*" | 6. TUHANFIRE 1,000 FA/2%/% | 1,000 FA=, | 2,000 FA=, | 4,000 FH=<
<2,000 5A | <4,000 HH
7. BEEHL 200 F/4%/% | 200 FA=, |1,000FM=, |2,000FMA=<
<1,000 5A | <2,000 HH
[AEEREMA]

ZERE"? 2BERHQOICHLTIEEF 635481, RAE LTSMEILBIRETHL

RELZER RBIZEER):

BT 2BEE - RBPAORIRHANTVIHRENEERS (DF/F)

EAA RSA RIEEES,

(BAEZES

REEXESR, VATIXT14vILE1—F—L
BEAA RSA VEESMERBEES 14> X, 20178 £ 15 [A)

S2HXPO, OICHETIEAI» H 2581, RAE LTSNS EINETEW




17. BE - WRAITEHRE 15

2) COlI NDIIS &Ik

ZE L) O COl HEFITH AR 2 FHR 2@ U T, HABERY S COl ZAESIZHRT
SN, BIEKICOVWTOFEEL 2T (B2, F5), HFENFEHK (COI) F 721354
COl AT HERIE, HREPBIIBITLHEMICIEISM U225, COLICEET 5 CQICELT
IRELEREL, FEEREFICL)RELL,
3) COl B DFR

BINHEHEH A5 AV I FEORTEREEB L OH A FI4 2 AEOFED 5B 3EMD
COLDBRAEDTBY, BIEMEN A 5 2 ADED LITEDORERIHE> T, %YW (4
A B 74 YEETRE L 2017 4£~2021 4%, ZHRaHIZE B 13 2019 4 ~2021 47) 53 @ COL i web
27y 78—FL, QRI— F% p. x (2B L 72,

16 A1 RS ERETARBEDZHDIX

(1) VBT 7V — T &AL, TOFIETFIC [Minds BB T A KT 4 MER~Y ==
7 2020 ver. 30 129 CUEIEE L H#D, FA FTA4 Y OEDA L EHIZ,
MENECERBESTHEIC L o THFL LT, BRRPHEHRET 2 L)% %
To 726

(2) EELLCTHRTALEEDIL, A28 —Fy FTHEHTLTFETH 5,

- DRSS A — L=
- Minds A — 24—
C HAREIR PR R — L=

(3) FEEM L LIS, HA FT A MEBARTESNFEOT v 7L — T
WL 7R R 2 AT, (ERORBR L) FERNAEZ ) 72 WEtE A v & —
2y FETHETELL)IZTATETH b

(4) #H2M~E5MERE, 7L T) XA, CQ, AF— A Y e LL, EEEEC
BEITLTFETH S,

17

BE - MERITEESE

BERRGE R EO— DN A DPEIEZROBMHZ RO L & L 12, BEPERE L OMA
HMREEPRIAZE ML C, THRBHETA N4~ 2013 4], [BIEZHT A F
T4 22016 4R, [HERZETA FT4 2 2019400 2 b L2 [RE I ADLODOHED
WAANTA O] TRESA - TEWE - —IRTROZZODEREZRETA ¥4 > 2016
OFFL, TEH - TR - EREZ D% CEREZRTA N7 A4 2 2019 OfFE ] Aiiils i, 4
Y7 =4y PETHRREIN T L. GRIO [BRZHEAT A KT 4 > 2022 FFhi] 125V T
b, Ihed LIlBE - RS N7y 7 2R LIBRT 2 FETH S,




16 FAAFZAVIZONWT
18 tAhE

RAAFTA RERHIH OB X > TR E N (b.v B,
19 &£

1) HABERSSBEHRZIETA T 74 AMERUNERS M. BHArRIIc i BB H T A B F A~ 2006 4%
M. B, éi\f;ﬂﬁﬁ 2006.

2) HAKEFESWREHETA V74 MEBVNERS . BHAIICZS CRIREZSHE T A 7 4 >~ 2009 4F
W B, $J$,ﬂﬁﬁ, 2009.

3) HAWNRFSBRRGHRATA P74 MEB/NERS . RPN IS IR AT A4 F 7 4 » 20134F
WL B, s, 2013

4) HAMRFSBREZHRTA P74 VUETER TR A ¥4~ 2016 4ERR. REE, 45N,
2016.

5) HARBIRFSPIEZETA 74 VUGRTRBS M. BIEZHETA ¥ T4 2 2019 M. H L, BT,
2019.

6) HARRNE 2 M. BRI BR 7 ORI, Rt & MR, 2020

7) HAEFEHEEE MR Minds 74 RS54 547517, Minds 804 FI 4 Y~ =27 ) 2020
ver. 3.0.
https://mindsjcghc.or.jp/s/manual_2020_3_0

8) HAREHEBIRAA FI 4 VIRESNEHIEMREST A ¥ A 29 4 3 H. https://jams.med.or.jp/guide
line/clinical_guidance.pdf



CQ+* ATF—hXVN—E




CQ No. cQ ATF—FX2 B
1. 2Mri% (Diagnosis) (D)

BRI B DFTRIEIE - 8BS L T,

BRI B D B BLIEIE - BB L TR o T AR

Dl | BEOWREM 2 ZE LR EIHEE SN | 2 EBLIBERIRET 5,
B ?
D2 PR EE I LT, WESAEOMRE | 18RRI LT, WEESEEZE L R0
PeaZE L FORBISIIIERENLE D ? | 8B2IT) L2 RET 5,
R LRSI E IS o B I LT, | IR AR ES o B o LT, BEERE o
D3 | BEERSE O RENE AR ERE LR - Bl | HEME A Z R L o - BB AT ) T L2 RE
BSOS SN DD ? T 5,
KIERE - PR 22 &5 & WSS AE Oz | RBERE - IR 2 & SRR A o Bzt 2 75
D4 | AZPEEDN A RIIEZ IS LT, | BEDNDIRIIEF I LT, BIEEWREZRET
BEFMRAIRER SRS H ? bo
YIBASHE IR B U, ISR Z | SIBRASRE RO B O L ¢, MR 2 I wiz2%A
D5 | WS ABIEF /S A VIR IZHER S | EIETF /SR VREZ IR T 5,
D ?
YIBA e BB o L ¢, Miiefk % | YIBRASRERE B S L ¢, Mk Z w7254
D5L | W72 AEE T SR VIR R SR | BIn TS A VREZRET 5,
B ?
R BV TR RINCH T 2815 | 1. AAB L OMBZEORIFA) A 75z HE L
TSRS N D H P oA RN T A lETREZRET S
o BCRRBORR) .
2. PR EATIRECR LT, A58y Toavs=F
D6 VB E LTD BRCAL/2 DRI RGIIE N
U Ty Ml sl PR R R 5,
3. HBEREZAETAIBEICH LT, F53%) Toa
YS= K VB E LTD BRCAL/2 DA SR
FIREY N 7 ¥ MICBE A EETREFIRET 5,
DBABET /SR VIR & TR | BEIEEMRERET %,
7 HEBEAIN RG] & B\ AT R 5 3k
ZEEAWNY) T 2 bR AROTA, B
Z\EIEHE IR S NS D ?
MWABRT /SR VA7 & TR BRI | I\ BIZMHR 2 RET 5,
DS AR R G 3 B\ AR R 5 sk
ZEEIFRENY TV PR BED YA,
B EEHRRIEHER I NS D ?
D9 WS % 5 - 72354, ISR A (US) | izt 72f, 77— AMAFy 7L LTUS %
BEWEE LTRSS ? 79 2 L2 RET B,
D10 s % Bt o 72354, IHERMRLIZZWIE L | 2 55 723581218, HEE MRI 2479 2 & 2%

LTHERES N L ?

T 5

FEEE D) L RIERT D GRWIESR), OFF) L ERET S VIR, b L2 RET L IR,



CQ-AT— AV I—E 19

e IETF > ZOmEMH REEH () BEEX (%)
A~D | @ | @ ] @ | ®
g C 51 0 98 0 0 2
g\ C 51 0 100 0 0 0
CEIN C 49 4 96 0 0 0
g\ C 51 0 98 0 0 2
GEDA C 48 0 100 0 0 0
g\ C 48 0 96 0 0 4
g C 47 0 98 2 0 0
**********************************
**********************************
g\ C 49 2 98 0 0 0
g\ C 49 2 98 0 0 0
g5\ B 51 4 96 0 0 0
GEDA C 51 2 96 0 0 2

DITbewZ 2T 2 GRVWHELE), OHERL



20

CQ No. cQ ATFT—hFX2 b
DI gl & ko 7o, BE NS (EUS) |EUS I, WEZ SEETRINTE L 205, B
FEMRE LTRSS ? ZHES 1WA EUS 2179 ST 2 RET b,
PRz Bt o 7o e, RDAT v 7 & LT | MO WS WE: T IAEVERZE & 8l A3 A i 7 e i
D12 | NBLSERYEAT IR G 52 (ERCP) 1 | k%2 % 2 W IZ R ORI O W a2 % & IR B2 12

HERINDH?

LT, ERCP 2179 & 2 |ET %,

Wik % 56> 72854, FDG-PET I35

Wi & B o 723 & 10id, AFEBHT - BB R BN O

DB 1y U ciiseshame FDG-PET # ik C & 4 3%+ 5.

Dl4 PEREIE 35860 SN B B A1, EUS-FNA | BRI 25RO S B 612, B W& LT EUS-
BHEBWIEE LTRSS A ? FNA #4179 2 L 2 ET 5,
WENEREASEED SN DA, IS | BIERE 2SO SN a1, HESHEE LTER

D15 | 4 FFERERIEIES & U | BEHYT A4 FTEMAEREIT) 2 L 2 RET 5,
BENDLD?

D16 W OMBIZT-REBW & UCHHERIINE | OB T REBWE L THAEREZITH) 2L 247
WENDLH? %35,

JERIE A S N WSS QBB R EE | JERIE A D N WSS O REIT L3 b b8

D17 O 5N BY4, ERCP % WP | &, ERCP Z W72 EMIZ 2179 2 & #4_%ET
BRI LD ? %o —iT, BMAEHOSMERIIETHEESLET

H5bo
FE 5 MRLEBERE O 20, YIBRTAEME | B E IS B CEE MR B2 W, Ik AEt:
D18 | FHMilCHEIE S B A ? M, AR ICFEBORBICBWTHERTH Y, RKifrd
HILERET S,
EUS 3R DS U2 W - IR Rk | EUSIE T T, N KT, MEREOZHICENTS
D19 | FMMICHEIE S B A ? 0, IR - YIBRTREME ORI % 755 CT THEE T
ERVHE, BINT 52 RRET D,
FDG-PET 13 BHE D RIEEIT - CIBRW BE | i OB W B W T FDG-PET I CT & ) fR5LE

D20 | MEOFEICHER SN DD ? MENT0, ERER DB DN 541213 FDG-PET

BTS2 ERIBRT B,
FAREE SR LR PR & B D R I | B AT IR 85 1 BT 2 O MU T ISR R IR IR A O Mt

D21 | ZWoOFHEIcHER S L0 ? WCEHTH Y, B OBYZI O R ARG

19 2 ERIBRT B,
TR BB OB\ ML ARA L2 R F 2 L | A0 B0 0 S 38 IRRE R AL 13, R Tl R F o B3

D22 AE D7 R (A - 1§ | % - MRS HERED FIICHF 53 2 W2 H

Wig7Ze L) OFHlizdT) 2 L3RS
L7

INLOFHIEAT) S EEZRET Lo

I. ;A% (Treatment)

1. YIBRTIEE (Resectable) BEEMDAHEE (R)

A. SFE#EE (Operation) (0)

RO1

JRHE T I T BIE D S W IR THEHIG
WEZT B ENHREINLH?

BERE TR PP DL Wik TONBHYEREZ 1T
ZLERET S,

FEEE D) SRS S GRWIESE), OFF) 2L ERET DL W), OffbewI L 2 RET L (H5VER),



CQ-AT— AV I—E 21

e IEF Y ZDHEN REEH () BEE (%)*

A~D @ ® ® @ ®
GEDN B 50 4 9 0 0 0
BRI C 50 0 94 4 0 2
gHu C 50 0 10 84 2 4
GG B 47 11 87 2 0 0
GEIN B 51 2 94 2 0 2
GEI C 51 0 98 0 0 2
GED D 49 0 100 0 0 0
GEI C 51 0 98 2 0 0
GEDN B 51 2 9 2 0 0
5 C 50 2 92 6 0 0
GEIA C 51 2 94 4 0 0
EIR D 49 8 90 2 0 0
GG B 51 10 88 2 0 0

DITbRnZ 2RSS RV, OERL
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CQ No. cQ AF— KX B

RO2 PENE DR S B I LR 9 2 VB | BEIE kR R B8 B MR L L€, FAliBATIC X %
HHEEHERESN L) ? SRR E T DRV L FIRET 5,
BRI 2 PR A DRI IZIEIR S NS | RIS B W THRE IR THRZEET LS, W]

RO3 |#7? LATIE RV BREIBRPHHINEEAIIBNT,

MIREPFBREIT) 2 &L 2RET 5,

WERE RS9 B FREEIBER Y o /SH - R0 | BRSSP RERGL R ) oS H - AR SRIE 3 4

RO4 |G IHERINLH? FRELICHFEST LI LG RL, b btz

A A

WEBE -+ —3RIGYIRR OB 0 & 4 R | IR BT IS BRI S L iRk T ) 2 &

RO5 | I3 LT, KR REET IR | 2RET 5,
FHERI N H?
WEAR R IRV OIS O H 2 2T | 1. BERESE T BRSO BRI sl L 72 Mk <179 2
AT LT, AR AR R SR B Al (2 3 LERRET D,

RO6 B e (I N T P < o 5 [ e S T 13 i ek 1 e T
3% - 2. TRy bR T AR ERY) BT 1L PR L 72 it j% T

792 ERET S,

ROT B OV 5 4E DL Lo I e #m Bl | BRYIRRE 5 SELL LA EICD, Fl& & REICH:
BRI EN L9 ? L EMN L RBBIE21T) 2L 2IRET 5,

ROS MR - Wi OPERERZMFE LTI SN | AL WA & 2 05V d 556, i - 4l
LR B EREEMTOIRE 21T S L 2 RET 5,

ROY 80 7% UL b o> B s B 2 1) L CAMEY | 80 mk LA L DB IR ASH BE T B i B L2k L
HEIER S NS D ? T, NEHERZIT) Z L 2I_RET 5,

RO RS 2 TR LI R 0 72 30 DWEAHMNT | BERE 23 2 GBI D 720 O FEERf 2479 2 &
BRI N DA ? BRET D,

B. #BhEEE (Adjuvant) (A)

RA1l

LRI BB (2 L ORI B R 13
/"ANBH?

)BT REBEAE L X % A RTBb AR & LC L Y ¥

Y IR + S FRIE 24T ) S ZIRET b

TS D Sl B (L e 13 R S B

. WIRMBGR SRR 23T D 7 s 25 2 Al e i D

7 L&fekid, 179 2 23T %,

”””” WERBLEHEDO L Y A 2 1E, S 1 Bieke
,,,,,,, iy ey 20
STICHT 2EEEIMENERE LR LTI, &Y

P E NIRRT S LR T 5,
HNOE MR RICHDE, Y27V

W + Ry 7 ¥ Ui (RBRRIR) B

X ¥ modified FOLFIRINOX ##i%  (fRBR A I )

1T L EBRET S,

RA2

3%), @79 SLRWET L (HHER), OfTbRnI L 2RET D (HiEdd),



CQ-AT— AV I—E 23

IET > ZDMEEMN EEE (%)™
RO WEEH (A) = ;

A~D ® @ @ @ ®
GEA C 50 2 8 80 6 4
GEARY D 51 6 88 2 2 2
TR A 50 0 4 22 74 0
GEAR C 51 2 86 2 0 10
GEAR C 50 2 94 0 0 4
GEAR C 49 2 92 2 0 4
GEAR D 51 4 94 2 0 0
G C 51 2 98 0 0 0
GEAR C 51 0 98 2 0 0
GEAN C 51 0 98 0] 2 0]
GEAN C 49 14 86 0 0 0
R A 50 32 18 0] 0 0
R A 47 87 13 0 0 0
R A 47 74 23 2 0 0
GEAR A 47 4 87 4 0 4

DITbewZ 2T 2 GRWHEIE), OfdERL
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CQ No. cQ

ATF—hFX 2B

2. tNERTEEIESE (Borderline Resectable) FEED

aEE (B)

A. S EE9E#EE (Operation) (0)

Y TT RebE B L0t L CHVRHRY IR

EOER T BB SRR (o L TR AT T R <, AT

BOl | INhL? PR ER SRR 2 FERTI L, (6 bk s 2
B OBRE AT o 2 RICET 5 2 L 2RET 5o
LR T RESE SR I L CBIRGORE0ER | 1. MBI IR & OF KR AR E0ER (DP-CAR) 13479
BRI NS ? ZEERFET Do
BO2 T
2. WFEIREDHIBRIIAT ) 2 L 2 R_ET 5,

L HEEIR & PR OIBR 13T b e\ & & ZHRET Do

B. ##BhEEE (Adjuvant) (A)

VIR RESE SR X LT, ARl bR

BIBR T RESE SRR LS A ANHTA B & LT,

FIEIHERE SN B ?

BAl | HBFIAERS L2 D) AR R TS o L 2 IRET 5,
2) AR EAT) S L R RET 2,
ag | DBRTHESSIUBAES R L, BT | YRR T RS L L OB LA £ 47

ZEERET S,

3. BFTEITYIERAEE (Locally Advanced) BEED

aEE (L)

JRATEAT VI BRASREIRERE L0 L T — ki

LU s prasiesg s nz 2o 2

L AL RUN SR % EERET b

(v

S

1

i

2. ALERRIE R 2 1

e

I L ERET D,

A. HgHRE#E (Radiation) (R)

JRATEAT VI AN BRI (o L THL A
MRS AHELR S B A ?

LR1

1. JBFET I BRANRE R (I L TAL S Mt &
THIHBEE, 7918 3V U R AEOH
MERET %,

JRFTHEAT VI B A REIENE L0t L AL B s ik &
THIWEITE, FAYyEVEREE Ot 3
F9 %o

JR T HEAT D B AN R IR L0 5 B IO %
LT, PRI o SE ISR
/"WINDH?

LR2

AT EAT O BRAS R ESE L2 B U R L T, R
TR B > 3 ANOT IS T bR W2 & 2 h
F9 5o

JR AT O BAS BRI Lk L THL A
MR T OB AL R E LR SN D
7

LR3

R AEAT YD BRANBEERE L0 L, RS2SR Bk il
Ay YRR BRI & B T
Tbe\wZ EZRET 2,

A% b ) YIBRANREMRE (3 LT, S5
AT 2 TR 0L IO R
FHERE S B2 ?

LR4

I 2 A 9 BB BRI L0 LT, HRERICH TS
TR IR B R A LA U R 2 % EERRET o

s S

1792

JE T HEAT YD B AN BRI L3 B U Ao
e LT, ERERSHREE REEER
TOHHRRERE, AR SRR A,
THER) RSN LN ?

LR5

JR T HEAT D B AN RN 2 o0k U C oAl EE IO MR o &
ORI 24T ) 2 & 2 ]RET %o

EEERO

19 2L 23T 2 GRVIESE), OFF) S L2 RET S BV, OfFbewI L 2R ET L (H5VHED),



CQ-AT—rAVI—E 25

IETF > ZDMEEMN EEE (%)™
HERDH & WEEH (A) = ;
A~D > @ | ® ] @ | ®
GG C 51 2 94 4 0 0
GEA C 50 0 96 2 2 0
. L L T e I L
gHw C 49 0 0 90 8 2
. c | 2 | w | 2 | o | 2
GEAR C 44 2 98 0 0 0
GEAR C 49 8 92 0 0 0
7777777777777777777777777777777777 E%b‘ B 48 4 96 0] 0 0
GEIN B 48 6 94
GEAR C 47 4 96 0 0 0
GEARY C 47 4 94 0 0 2
GEA D 49 0 14 84 0 2
GEA C 47 0 6 89 0 4
GEAR C 50 0] 100 0 0] 0
GEI C 50 0 98 0 0 2

DITbenZ 2T 5 RV, G3ERL
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CQ No. cQ ATFT—hFX2 b

JR T AEAT Y R AN REREHA L2 0§ B AL | R A AT YD BRAS R (20 L, AL U e ik & bF

LR6 | Mgk eI ANA = =3I 73 | HLTHA 28— — I 7 2479 E2IZHE N TR
BENLN? B 2 IR 2 PRIR T & v,

B. {t¥#% (Chemotherapy) (C)
JRATHEA TSI BRASREIRENE LR L C— kAL % | RFTHEATUIBR AN RE IR \ x5 2 —IRfb &k & L C,

BRI HHEIE S N D %> 2 1. FOLFIRINOX ##: #1479 2 & 24 %T %,
2. FATVHUVEME+F T2 ) S RS
LCl1 HEEITH)ERRET D,
3. LYy UHREEE R O B RET
%o

4. S-1 BMRERT) S L A RET 5,

YIRS REREIE L0 L C AL i | 1. —RIEEAR ISR OB BRI (20 L T kb

R"INhpp? PEEAT) L ERRET S,

2. FAYYE VIEREREEL VX VBT vE R
TNV (LR) R F—=bANVTTL+ ALY )
T VIEMEORAY ) R Y — AWHIGEHER

3. FAYVI U VIEESEEL VX VB TIE T v A
Y5 VVEEL Y X v (FOLFIRINOX #i%, S-1
HAuRE s at) 2R%ET 5,

(ﬁé) 4. INAUY T NVEEL VA VEBETIESAYIE

YRR L VA VR RET B,

5. WHHE~A s uYTI4 FAREEETH TR
7Y A% T HAEE R RET D,

6. EEBETEARERAIT7 THNERATHY X
< 7THURE (2021 4E 8 H 24 H O RS 5Tl
PRERRIGR) Z#R%ET 5.

7. NTRK @8 aFxilohd, =X L rsF=7
Hplytidh b nwidsa b Ly F = 7T &3
%55,

R OEATIRERE R U C— RIS | BE o BT IS L Co—k{bEF# 1L, per-

3 HHEIE S LB P ? formance status R PR E T FERE L T

1N HC R FT82) F e MR
BERITH L2 RET S,
2. AV YV IR B R 1

|

EERRET

(v

))
3. S-1 MWL ZAT) 2 L BRET 5o
EEE D) SLRMIET S RV, 1) SLERET S B0, OfibavI L& RETH G0,




CQ-AT— AV I—E

27

IETF > ZDMHEEMN EE8E (%)™
RO WEEH (A) = ;
A~D ® @ @ @ ®
JEge
D 4
AL 9 0 2 6 0 92
me c 8| o |8 [ 0o | o |0
GEAR C 43 23 77 0 0 0
GEA C 43 2 93 2 0 2
"""""""""""""""""" e | ¢ s s a5 o | o
GEAN B 44 68 32 0 0 0
GEARY B 44 55 45 0] 0 0
GEAN C 44 5 95 0] 0 0
GEAR C 44 2 98 0] 0 0
GEAR C 44 0 100 0] 0 0
GEARY C 44 0 95 0 0 5
GEAR C 44 0 98 0] 0] 2
GEAR C 42 0 100 0 0 0
GEAR C 42 0 98 0] 0 2
"""""""""""""""""" e | ¢ | a2 0 T | o | o | o

Db E2HET 2 GRWHELE), OHERL
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CQ No.

ca

ATFT—bFX 2B

LC4
(MC4)

LRI SRY) BRCAI/2 DIFIISY T v
b E A B I U T b i
IR I NS D ?

1. 79FFLIRXICEBLFBERIRET B,

2. 79FF VLI RA TR BETTHZ S
TElEEE T AT AR REICH L TE I Y T
2 & DR EZ HPGRIE O —D & L TIRET

3. T9FF LI A T—EYEHREEITIIZ SN
TR AT YIBR AR REER B I LT 58y 7
2 & B MEFRR L & BHGRIRNE O — D & LTIRET
Z)O

C. 4#9A#E (Operation) (O)

LO1

HFB I BRANRE T & 5 R AT NG (2
T 5 EFNEHE O IR BT S
o ?

WBRYWBRAIETH 2 RFTET IS L TIT o 72
SRR AR L) Lt b B3] B & I S 7z iR
FE, FERDBRET) L2 RET 5o

D. #Bh#EE (Adjuvant) (A)

LAl

MBI Y BRASRE R T AT I L 25 B R
FERL R B\ R B L SR I IR &
hoh?

W5 W) BRAN BE SR T AT I L2 %) 9 2 IR e LU R £
TR LR R R T b

4. EfREEEHE TS (Metastatic) BEEDEES

(M)

A. {tZ#% (Chemotherapy) (C)

HFAERE 2 A5 B BRI L T— AL
RIS N D 7 ?

RS 2 A5 B BB § 5 —RIbEHRE & LT,

1. FOLFIRINOX #:%179 Z & & #IET %,

2. FAVYE B+ ;T80 ) ¥ F ViR
HEEAT) S e RS 5,

MRS N D ?

MCl1 72720, EFRERERL EDS LRHENE X %
W LT,
3. FAYY U VIR RHMEEEIT) Z L 2 IRET

5o

4, S-1 MAIHREEIT) S L2 RET D,

MC2 | YUBRAREIRNE (2 U C ik b iddE | LC2 2R

(LC2) | e zhe

MC3 | FEiE OMATIEE I L C—IbF#d: | LC3 s

(LC3) | idfhffEdzshnsd?

MCA ARG BRCAL/2 DAY 7 v | LCA BIR

(LC) b 2R T B BRGS0 LT L A

1%), ATbRVI LERETE L),



CQ-AT— AV I—E 29

IEF > ADMEEY EEE (%)™
HROBE REEH (N)

A~D ® ® ® ®@ ®

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, we o 4 % 0 0 0

GEIN C 47 4 94 0 0 2

g C 47 4 9 0 0 0

G C 50 0 9 2 0 2

g D 48 4 94 0 0 2
I U A B8 L T T I

RS A 43 91 9 0 0 0

N A 43 5 93 2 0 0
"""""""""""""""""" e | oA | 4 | 2 | . | o | o | o

DITbRnZ 2RSS (GRWIELE), OERL
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CQ No.

ca

ATFT—bFX2 b

B. ###VA#EE (Operation) (0)

FERE DM RIS - FEFERAIH L THMY
LIBRIGHER SN S ?

1. BB T 25 B WIERIEAT ) S L 2 RET b

2. AR5 B AV BRI G & I R

HERINDH?

MO1 TS S L 2 RET 5,
3. ZoolER (F2L) (8T 20rwwksE
bV L #RET 5,
WNLRIRARECTH 2 EIRIER 2 1) I | 2 RYBRARECH 2 mEEE 2 ) g T, B
MOZ RN B BRI E OIBHERE | BB L OERBIEB ICEANEREIRI LY 4T

HoTH, EHEELT ) RELELIEIH L, T
X722,

C. m&HE#% (Radiation) (R)

Wi % A B ENR A TR L IO R 1

A& AT B BERE B IR (U R & 3R 3 5

MR | s sz
BRI, IS LU | 1. R, TR Y o HEH I 4 L C RO s
gEEsnLr | 475 L eRETE.
MR2 2. MR LR 2175 & 2404 5

3. AT L ORI 2 Tb w2 & 238 %
ERAD

5. Xi% - #EMEEE (Supportive & Palliative Medicine) (S)

A. X5 > hEE (Stenting) (SSt)

YR AS IR L K B R R L — Vo)

CIBRA BRI L2095 M3l B L — IS BB e
1oz

Tu—FEt L THRERREEILER
V— MFIERESNLH?

SStl | 77— F ke LCHBBIEILE | LEIICAT 2 & 2 0ET 5.
V— MRS NDLD?
PRI 2 08D IR TTRE, H2Vid8) |1 AV vy 27y MERKY S,
Sst2 | BRATRESSROPHUCK LTA T Y 7 A g s WM OB &3 75 ZF v 2 A7 ¥ b
Ty MIERI NS ? LIRET 2.
FSEVE B % 5 VIRARRERAIC K LC | A= E X5 Y v 7 27 ¥ PRIV A 2 L R ILE
SSt3 | AN—fFERXAS Y v AT MRS | T5,
nonhy?
LA 98 % 08 5 WA RRIEAR (O XE L | LA MIgE % & 72 L2 WIRASHERRAR (S XE L, PO
qopg | Cr WBRIORMCE AT Y MEARISE | SIOHILE AT Y MEARERET 2. RO T
RXNDA? B S N BHOE, SEHIRE 2RI Gl & IR L
ThEu,
R TIRMIE R OO LB & B | B b TR ISR & P R IC X B SRV MO (2 )
sop5 | BRI T 2ILE KL F = Y07 | FRIEFLF =YL LT, FRISAM LR

IARBRREHILER Y — P 2 IRET D,

FEEE O L RIERT D GRWESR), OFF) L ERET S VIR, b L2 RET L HIVIER),



CQ-AT—rAVI—E 31

IETF > ZDMEEMN EEE (%)™
HERDH & WEEH (A) = ;
A~D > @ | ® ] @ | ®
7777777777777777777777777777777777 5'5‘/‘ D 50 0 92 4 0 4
gHwn D 50 0 90 8 0 2
GEA D 47 0 4 94 2 0
He 3z
2L D 50 0 6 8 0 86
RN B 50 84 16 0 0 0
GEARY D 50 2 92 2 0 4
e ®e | D50 |2 | e |2 | 0 | 2
gHwn D 50 0 12 84 2 2
ggwn B 45 9 91 0 0 0
7777777777777777777777777777777777 Q'Eb\ C 45 13 82 4 0 0
GEAR C 34 0 82 15 0 3
GEAR B 43 12 88 0 0 0
GEI C 45 4 96 0 0 0
GEARY D 40 10 88 0 0 3

Db E2HET 2 GRWHELE), OHERL
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CQ No. ca ATFT—bFX 2B

PHEETEROE Z PF O UIBRANEMSE 120 L C | PHEEME RS & & 0F L 200 BRA iR oL

Lk, BUIRERAT I BRI, AY | (g (T I BICA 2 ) v 7 27 ¥ FARET
sstg | VY7 AT Y MHERERSNLp? 2.

2. BHHRIEZITOBICA Y ) v 7 AT~ b &38R
FTREPEDPIII S THV,

B. Xi¥ - #EFf18E% (Supportive & Palliative Medicine) (SSp)

B - RIEORGA - LI O | AT RS - KBS L CRM»SEMT 75—

SSpl | W& B L2 AIHERE S B H ? AR EDEWIEF — AL BRHEWENMAZRITH 2

EERRET D,

DA B ERBF I, A A |1 BAKND D B ERBEI, B Ut 4 FEms

FHURIE - A UoF 4 FYURR, HhiE7 | A EF A FRORRE SN 2 C L e R L,

S0 B 7. SUBIROMMIEIRSNL o Jsppehinigs 5 B BE S, MR Ty 2 &4
D ﬁ\?

or
5
=
o
2
=
A

ZEERET D,
3. BRSNS D BIALEC, SRR
RWC EERFET b
SSp3 WAl B0 LC, SEBEHOEEAT) S & | BRI LT, EEE AT 2 L R IRET b
BRI NDLD?

BB LC, RN EER LY & | BOREERE IS LT, MiancEsREEz b)Y
SSpd | HLUNEYF—va VIREET) LR | T a VIRREIT) L RRET S,
I NDH?
EATHREEIS, TRNVA -7 - 7| EITRREEIL, TINVA 5T - T530=207
s
1

SO S S R LR ENE AT | £ T L ARET B
FOLFIRINOX ###:, 743 % ¥ M | 1. FOLFIRINOX i, 743 % v i+ F 773
W+ 5778279 7 3RV HRED KR 7 V) & XUk O BRSO LT,
MREEICH LT, LN Y, Fa TVUANY) YEMHT L EERET 5,

BELF L, 30N YIS ND |9 FOLFIRINOX fil:, 743 ¥ © v el + F 7%
Ssp6 | 27 7)) 8 % ROV O KR AR R L LT,
FaudtF NI ERRET S,

3. FOLFIRINOX ¥k, A 7 ¥ VIEMIE +F 7%
7)) & F 2V FRE O KRR E IS LT,
IaAN) COEHEEETH L RET b

LA FE 247 ) VIR 1S, #F | 1 ALk 24T ) I 1S, BIRIMAR SARAE D

JR ML A ZEARAE - Blj 0 72 D HLdE B HE I % BUSIE PRI D728, K31~ 81) Y12 & B HusE

fiycrigsnanrr ] RIEEAT) Z L ERRT B (HETRERRER) e oo
SSp7 2. AL 1T WA, BRIV IE O 9

BUERE TR D720, AR/ BLRE DB FR I &
LUUEEREIE AT Z L B RET L (HATIRE
FETF RIS I PRBEAR AT o

TEEE O SRS S (GRCIEID), OFF) L EARET S IV, OTbL I EERET L (FniED),

b:



CQ-AT— AV I—E 33

IETF > ZDMEEMN EEE (%)™
HERDH & WEEH (A) = ;
A~D > @ | @ ] @ | ®
GEAR D 40 8 80 3 0 10
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, i e e L
2L D 36 0 14 11 0 75
GEARY D 48 4 96 0 0 0
GEI C 48 63 38 0 0 0
G50V B 48 0] 92 6 0 2
GEARY D 48 6 10 67 2 15
GEARY C 49 0 94 0 0 6
GEI C 49 0 88 0 0 12
GEAR C 49 0 100 0 0 0
GEARY C 48 0 100 0] 0 0
GEAR C 48 0 96 0 0 4
GEAR D 48 0 94 0 0] 6
GEAN B 48 0] 92 4 0 4
GEAR C 48 0] 94 2 0 4

DITbenZ 2T 2GRV, O3ER L
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CQ No. cQ ATFT—hFX2 b

HETREREOEREICH LT, 7L |1 ETEERZOEREICH LT, LY Y251k

VR AERSE, B IIUET I R B D% 2179 2 L # KT .

SSp8 | & T BRI A LI ADHIE | o Jeqipemi i E O BRI K LT, WHT I S ME
ERES [ YA HUL & % A A L BB A O PRI DV
TUZBIRGE T CHRE 2SR T E

TEATWERE B O BEVERE KR 5 2 JE I | HE4T RS B o BEPE B K TR 3 2 BE SR i i n L

SSp9 | RIS KT B WEHEE LT CART 13 H#ESE | CART IZ2 W CHIR S THAEZRHERIFORTE 2 v,

ENBD?
EEEASDSAICHEB T2 EELZFE LAV | KMV ACHEETLIERELRFHELAVOBEOI I 2
SSpl0 | a3 3 2= =3 a YEMIE | =r—a VEMIMEE 252 L2 RET 5,
(CST) #1333 NZH?
EEE: OfF) 2L R IR S GRIED), OF) 2L RBETS BV, OFban 2 RET S Gk,




CQ-RF—hAVL—E 35

DM & IE?: fg""ﬁ;ﬁ N éﬁz(%)* —
CEDR D 44 0 100 0 0 0
ijfif D 44 0 7 0 0 o3
jjfif D 49 0 16 0 0 "
e b 47 62 38 0 0 0

DITbRnZ 2RSS RV, GEERL
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1 BES2RICHITIZHDUED T

HAENZ B 2 BEREOLTEIIHMO—E 2> TV 57, T OTRUGEIIZRIZ M
BEANRTHY), TETYAIEDSCBMA NPT 7V —OMEL & LA EE L EH % H
Jo ARHTIE, BEOBWA N7 7V —%, VAV 7705 —, FERE BGZH, WS
W, SRIIRS T - SRR REVERFAN IZ 0 TR o

2 VRII77979— (&1

Q BERKE - RixtEE

R D 5~10% TH—EEBF IR OREE G T 5. 20O &) BRI KBEERE
JELEREN T DY, RIEVERERE LS OB % BOSVEE & 28R L e, BosRE o
E—ETHECBIAREY 221, 15~17/HTH 1Y, —F, REUEEERRIIBVT
&, EBEICFEERENS I EEEORAEY A I L, £EIBEIEEN 1 AnD
BAIZ A5, 2 ATIZ 646, 3AL LTI R2BEMESNLY, &512, 50 Mkl T
L72BED VB RIRMEEE A TIIER DY 27 393/ % T EAE$ 2%, WO RIS
BRI T3 5 The European Registry of Familial Pancreatic Cancer and Hereditary Pan-
creatitis (EUROPAC) & German National Case Collection for Familial Pancreatic Cancer
(FaPaCa) O&FIZETIL, RIEMEERER A% 3Rz, RS HESICONTHE
T & BIETAEMDEFT HMEE RO TS (70 64 HE—49 %)%,

EINTIE, 2014 412 H AR S 2 SRR & 8k HE (JFPCR) % #3Z L 7z, JFPCR
TIEEDOPETOREEREREG OEFMEL EHWE L, B> SR E CIRL TS ED
S5NTw5 (p348, AT L3 %ESMH).

@ ETEURT
FEE O BTN RN BT N) 7 v MIBEEY A7 25 5 EHE ST 5 (D4
F1EBE)LY, IR O WRBMEENE (B #ETHY, #H2O TIEET 2MHERIE 1/
2THLY, BEFE (BEEEIIIETHAEEY 2 27) B4 OBIET NI T Y MIkoT

:/%3\:&;@)0



2. VRO I7059— 39

=1 BEURII7749—

H F JZ7 LA
R BB FE—ERREOREEE I N 156~1.71

RIEMERHER R EERHEOMEEE 1N 451, 2A:6415 3ALLE:32f
B BIEMERHEEIRR D4 (k1) =M
S B2 fE 1.7~1.81%

B 1.1~1.31& (7L a—ILER 24~50g/R)
. YEPRTR 1.7~1.91 (BE1EXRMH 541, 2FLH% 1.5~161)
£EBIER -

B & 1.3~1.4 15

1SR 13.3~16.2 & (JFICBE 2 FELIROY X7 EW)
pigem - | IPMN PRE CHIREEY £R 02~3.0%, HHERENER0~1.1%
HEIRFR | prggta 3.0~225 f&

=N 6.4 15 (EHEER  =2.5mm)

BEH - ABZEHE AT BBE 1.7 f5, PEEREHMN 0 1.3 15
% Dfth i b OBILINIZOBD 1.9

RESTE EOUE :1.41%, BERRFX :1.6~571% CEHFR 15

F—EBICRIEMESBEETN TV B AR S V)

O 7
A B IE
EINSLD A &7 F1) 2 AT, B X AR A7 131 22 (RR) 1779 ~18% L4
HEINL. BEsg) A7 IR (BLEAE < HIR) (CHEBI L 8L, ZHEA DR E )
FWVIE &R BN D B75, EBHIC) A7 I3 HRA T LY, Jemi L [ L ~)vic
FEHETICH20FEL2 TS 29, BUEIX, BERAE, % S X AHE) 27 28NS &5 K
FTHNO, BEMERESRBE BT OB EFEE M ATA 5D (56 1 vs. 71 ) Vo
B L )R A 7 REOSHEE SN LA, ZET U AFEL R TV W,
B. &k &
A TF)IRICEDE, THOT VI — VIEBREA 24 g9 ~50 ¢ WP FOKIBERE TIE
RR 1L1Y~139REDEN ) A7 BA SN LY, PEEUTTIIER) A7 13 AL Tw

Vo

O +£F58ER
A. FERIR
XFTF)TRAEBE, FERIROBERE) 2 7 1ZRR 17 W ~19 Y DR b DTH 575,
HERIEERS 1 BRI ) 27 93 (54)1), 2 M %1E 16, 5 £\ 16, 10 £DE
BBT B E 15 L, HAIETEMEZRTY FrslssiEe 2 s ME LR LR B 2
DR END Z L H 20, HERFRIEOMA L R A 7 128 L CIRSEHI OREIC L -
Thv AW (OR) 7508~17 LS FEFTHY, 257 F )V ATOHERGELITHES



N dpo 721,
B. BB &

A&7 F )T AT (body mass index (BMI) : =30 kg/m?) TR X 713 RR 1.3~
14 SN TWDE (B 14, &tk 1.3)%, BT BMI 35 kg/m2l LTI A
713 RR 15, & T BMI 40 kg/m?PA T RR 28 £ T8N 29, BMI 285 kg/m*4 2 % &
BEfE ) A 213 L1A%, v 2 A MEFREAN10cm ¥ & 115105 2%, ENO 25— Mg
(&, BRI BMI 23~24.9 kg/m>*OHERIC TR 2 2 ONF— R 25 17 f5 T2,
20 AL DE IR D ) 2 2 I FIEE I BMI O£ T35/ TH - 722, I
XD BEE ) A 2 ERESHIF S NS, TEF Y ARMESRATBA L,

O B&E - BERFTR

A, ISHEER

AFTF) VAL B E, BUERRETIIREY A 2 A 133 1% ~162 /%Y L #iE s,
KRBT R OB WL 2 LI 2 7 25 <, SAERGAT 2 & 79145, 94D RS L 35
BIIRT 4 2%, COMRE LT, bedEBELTOAEEICE) HEEREE ATV
WD RIZENTHE NP, 204FEL OB THD &, BYERES SR OBREFERIL 5% L
TEWIHENDH LY, —HT, EN 2 fEZOKRAM XTI, BIEELDOBWE 2 £
FEGE L 2 BE T O REOEELRER (SIR) X118 EEERTH-72E LTHND, —E
DRIFINEIE > TR\ DAEIDOIFFETIE, ZEHECEILERO 720 ORI % 47 - 72
FEJEE T, BRI AA B L Twi®,
B. BEMILEEMSREES

IR PN FLEE R IR (intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm ; IPMN) (25 D 584
BHTH 5, ERNORMELRILRFIRICL S L, RIRRLTERETIE, FEERISGERM LY
EM o) X7 058, SEITII ERER, BRE, BRNEESIV R 7775 —-Th
Y, #'4 FF A4 Th worrisome features X high-risk stigmata (2B 3 % K Tdh 5%,
WM 2P E T, R, BE, BIHER, o a9 A NMIOTSED 20 CHEIHER A
RO IEALRDE , SEEFERHNT, IPMN (2584 2 BERE 1213 IPMN HskiEERE & 0f
RN S 525, BN O KRB 2R R CIE, RO EEER IPMN 12, #
FERERE O 9 FI L1340 IPMN (25825 LT 722 4348 TPMN 123515 2 HI SRR EHE & F
TERERE D F A AE R 1Z 2010 4FUEH F TI3 & 4 3T 22~30%2%, 07~1.1%%% L #i s
W72A3, D% high-risk stigmata %78 & 22 WAl IPMN R 3PS 5 mm Al O 4kl
IPMN D #i5 TIRER 02~07%, 0~04% LR T TH - 720 2015 £ 12 KEHALER
FST, R EEEIEL D W <3 em OFEERMEIRZA TR E SRR 2w
SR SETRBBEFRTTLNA NS4 VERELLDY, HETIESEBUBOF—X
15 2 ADLEMERIEY BRERIHE Sho2H 5%,



3. BRE 41

C. BER - BRER

%% CT (computed tomography) =*°BF#5 MRI (magnetic resonance imaging), IE&5 US
(ultrasonography) 7 & OWEGIRA THREEIIATFEO SNz AOBEE ) A 7 3B 5N AR
— M N> 3~225 15575 R AR % 3800 5 A TIX6AREY D) A7 BB STV 2,

0O z ottt
AEAT - PEZELIRRATY, WM R AM OBESE GERILRILAF)Y, mii (30 #)2,
ANY ANy y—En ) g BRW - C RIS AV ARG ETEE Y 2 7 O LRA
s TWwWb,

3 RRE

B IR R ZEIRICZ Lz, S EITIIE TSNS, Lo T, BRRTERIZT
WIFEROBIEL 32 52 \wD5, I, W, #E, RERD 2380 256 W R OH
BIFEIE, WMEOWEIIREOTRIEEZZE L, MAELIT) ZEZEE LV, BER) 27,
MG R R, B~ — 7 — bl W3 - &% - AW Fy 7 - R EoREL R EEigH
B B EEREEIT R A RO A 5E, SOICHEREYEHT L2 L I1CX ) EEORHE
WriZ 2% A%

BUfE, RIIFRE LR SN T ARnDS, FEEED ] cm DU OB TIL 80% L Eod 5 44
FHEPRE SN TBYY, BRMTFROMIFETE 28 L BT 5N 50 1em T O/NEE
3EZ CT T, LIFLIERIBTE LW 8 H ), BEHMNHEE (endoscopic ultrasonog-
raphy : EUS) 12X W HFEDTHREND Ze0H 27, 72, BRESEDO L% THNHR
FRY AT S 15 (endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography ; ERCP) (2 &
B EHAMIEZ IS L D BINICESD 2 LA 5o FFIZ Stage 0 123443 5 FEWHETIE, EEO
EENZFZIIREETH Y, EUS R MR JHERES %5 (magnetic resonance cholangiopan-
creatography : MRCP) TOEFEEORBI 2%, HERFOER, & CT TORFBH
IRIGTLAE, B & OB R A ZRICBI S Tn 2,

W

s - ISR - HOE - AR - BERRO B - M B R R AT o
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BEM RS HTT A LT S & IS MOMIRHAES £ 5 WEE1T) .
B R 2 7 7 7 5 — % 3 BRI IR b % 17
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Do
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(Sharma C, et al. World J Gastroenterology. 2011; 17:
867-897 & V) 5| HAZE)

HICHR NG . BOPFEF S 25% D BE I EAKORER % D 5509 F7- 4
PRGNS D 60~81% 12305, BEFRIFZ Wi 2 £ LA I IEENE & 300 S T 295 ) Jl R
DOREESBUTOZREZ 72 5 72 DIF 4~5% T 5%,
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THh, K

‘M’?
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IEGE L LT S S,

B. BREILR - %%

BEEIRO B 3mm LlEE SN Twb, BREIREZ RO 258 1382 & 5 BER%
R IPMN ORI EDOHFEL EE T L LEDR D Lo 7272 L, BEREIREE, BIFEE HE ke
IS BT A AT TSR E & 728w 3D b, T2, NEEOEE,
MRCP 7 ElZ BT 5 RREREREZROL D 5,

C. BBEHR

BRI CIIEE 720 T {, IRERIZEICHE ) IREIRD & 723 2 & 0% 5
D. Efa

BEFERLIE, BERIC X > TR SN R 2 BB B L OBEY A2 772 % —Th
% IPMN % %

E. FREMEEE
Stage 0, I OEEHETIE, 5 CT BT, 42% 2B ISR - Btk % 3 5%,
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wAMIE L, SR L) BRI A R 2 2 LSRR & % o 720 RiTzE 0> 1980 4F
o> & 2000 4EACHIEE AT D 72 FEIRBER T I, (LAt 12 BT 5 ik o L3
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JEERE V253 B AT TR (IORT) &, BEKE /LIRS CRIE & 7 2/ 72 &R
&S O B EE B 0 TEH AR A& BRAE T IS HRTER MR S 6, B & T 1 SR E
X WiED D ITYIBRBOIERE R0 L ST 2ERIETH 50 RFTEITYIBRASREREE (26
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BSC : best supportive care
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(Burris HA 3rd, et al. J Clin Oncol 1997; 15: 2403-13. £ V) 5| )

1 FLYREVERBEEINAOTSIINICE DT 4 LELEBHBRO
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(Burris HA 3rd, et al. J Clin Oncol 1997; 15;: 2403-13.4 & V) 5| FHE&Z)
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ERB LT 5N D, Burris HYOFX A F EVIEBIEE TV A0y 5 UV O R ER G A
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L, ERREERIC & - CIRPFTESTH & RO CREREDS R > Tz L2, YIBRAEE
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720 WL O FOLFIRINOX i (A ¥4 0 75 F >, AV /) 7h ViEWiE 7vtay s
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BERE X2 DT & & B ISP CRE B L OB X2 LA, Bk HEIC
L HPAgEEE, IEEYEIC X A58, FAER T BB oM tEIcEETAZET
BEAT BB ARSI L 2R, AR TR ENAONLZLDHY, BEOHEE
HICKRE BT %,

BEFRIZ BT B AT v MEEIZE—I1Z, IEEOHAERHEIIY LTI BB A 7~ MEET
5. BE, IBESR, FHFEERZ CERERSLFHZB L OEFOE (quality of life ; QOL)
DYUENEDPRE ENTW Y, 25 2 P OB, RBWEMHTHED 79 AF v 7 A
7 M (PS) &, RREITIIEDLBMRE 2HCIRIA YY) v 7 27~ | (self-expand-
able metalic stent ; SEMS) 7’ 1), %% 13MHROBIE I A /N— % Wi 72 57 /N —fF & SEMS
(covered SEMS) & #/N—4E | SEMS (uncovered SEMS) #® %, H 1%, HILE Ok
R LT ) HILE R T > MEETH Y, EIZSEMS AV b N5 YIBRAEE 2 B
T 20% I THALE PIZE 2 2723 & &, PERIEAVEHG B 225 A ST S T X 7225,
1990 4ERIE2 H 1+ 2 2 & EIBHILE~D A 7 ¥ MEAM O &M L AR S &

. MErE, AT 2 EOBRRIEIR 2 B 2B S TwaY, 27 v MEER
B ORI A b3 BE QRN TR, Mk ORIIIE U CHE kB L OEEANER S
M, REERIRIZERS LT\ B0 BEHESIRT A BT 4 » 2019 ERUCTIELSCH; - SAREO—

ISRETF s hTwaY,

BER T > MEE

JHE N L — T OFEL, RN DNFIT 7T —F &, ISR T 70 —F Th DK
FEFFRYARE N L F— ¥ (percutaneous transhepatic biliary drainage : PTBD), PHREEARETL
GHAYRE KL+ — (endoscopic biliary drainage ; EBD) T®h A 7%, {HEORE, &0HE, &
FAXFRhR, AT ¥ MMERERNBIETHEEFAM 0L % EO@lE 25, BAE T EBD ARG
L L TMED TN TS, L LI RIS —EDOMER CIRERDPFELT 5 2 L ITERILE
Th b, L4, EBD Iz THEBERANMEE (EUS) %AV BERNHEEE THHE N1+ -2
(EUS-BD) 23PRFEIIGER S MEMEFR IR Lood ), FHzkHE N L+ —Udke LTt
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HET Y, UIRTTREE 72132 2 )¥ 254, BRSO BEOMRTIRE <L
F =D, EEMTTHIEFREIREEN- L b H Y, BERIRE 5% E R HEFEIC
S %2 &, GIHEPRERTH L 2L, FETIHPICHEOREZ LEL 2w &, R
HOBHHEICHE LW L EWROONL, TE, BIND O BEEEHEE 1203 2 My aifH &
FLF—=2IZB LT, PS = H\27z EBD 8 O FH B EEOHE 2 BN S & 2 Wtk s %
Z&, FAMEIEE N LS — DIEEE TR OB CTAIHE, SETHRISEDS R WIS
Wk st —FENTIE, B AECE X ) BWERICH Y, EBD G175 KIS
JEI - BRI RS oML AE AR & 2 AR 2T 2 B L T b 2 &, BE A IR
TIEMMBED THAZHRLNIIC W E L ERLEREFMIE L IEVZRVIRETH
%% BERERSIRATA BT 4 » 2019 4ERC I, ATATIC covered SEMS % V272 EBD %479 =
EERREL, WM AEH OB IX PS OO ERT INEL Lo72Y, Shb ZOM
SRITICBEL UL, BRIRMEREE LTS B I P UELEZ 5D,

UIBRARERERE (2609 % EBD T, (EREZOFHRE AT ¥ M ORENMZEE L TPS &
SEMS WS T &7z, PSIE, ML CIREN O ADE S TH %75, A
HHIMTH D, EBERCPAZEIC & 5 5CHI2HE ) R & E R L T SEMS % #IRT 5 sk 23 i
LTWb, BEIEBIRTA N7 4 > 2019 TIPS & SEMS D#EHRIZE LT, SEMS % 5 <
IR T HAER L B 0 ZOHEMAMWDTEE L e o 72720, S RO EKRZEED, S BRI S 7z,
SEMS O Ff##HIZ1Z, uncovered SEMS & JEH#; D A 7 > b~ ingrowth Z il 35 Z & % #ifs
L7z covered SEMS 3% % kA5, UIBRARERENE (2K 9 %2 EBD TIIHEHFFREA &
M & ZE LT covered SEMS % #IR L 735454 <, uncovered SEMS & D ILELIZ B Tif
A BT L T 20 X RO WS BEF S 22D 5191Y, —J5T covered SEMS 13
FEREO TR I L2V IRED R CTH DR TAF T 55, @D IENZ 2 &,
BB X 2 RIEDSAONDL T L EVHRETH Lo BIEZIHEN A N7 4 » 20194EhR
T, YIRAREREE ISR 3 % EBD IV A HHE A 7 >~ b & L C covered SEMS O ffi i A%
RENTWLAY, 5%, BOTHERE (LEREOERICL Y, RYMEA T~ NagEz
By 5 BEOHMSFHEINS 729, uncovered SEMS B & U covered SEMS OIFFEIZIE
TGS, B X O ERE, ALFREZ T L TV A BE BT 2R AT~ b
R ENEEZERRAETDH 5,

T/, ATV MEEFN R CILCER L TEAZ LI, HBBRAT Y NEERICE
BHETH H AT >~ MO, SR, BUEIRFER EAA L2 E OIS S EEE 7 BRR
BIREEE o> T b B, AR, ATV s ) —= v 7ok, AT 20
FERLF =V ORI ESEEDOHIMI L > TR ENIGEDNEL L, ZOMYRIEHRIC
BT 2 BEIPLEEEZ O D,
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RO ZI_IGA T » ME AL & VRIS 2B S o BRGET T, TR, &%
BT RERITIZ IS T, Bl 2 LEMEER O, FOENEHE TORMB LA
BEI o %THE, JECEROMT, I A S OHEERIR L EHHIE TEMLTH 2 —75T, &, M
%, ER % EOMEDRE S TW BB, BHESHRA A FF 4~ 2013 FEHUCIE i
SRBORRE T T, HENEHO T HAMETE 2 BE TRV E 2B A %,
EWoOTPHSIMGECE LR VEBETIITZRBAT ¥ MEAWMEZRET LAR L o 7205,
2016, 2019 FERLCIXTE OERIIHS 2 TE AW ERRB S Lz, BEEOL R S, FROEIL
TR B X OMLEEEEA F COMM OB S o6 E, WHRENHLE R T ¥ MEAMIE
WD B EEZLNDH, FHICEGIRED BIF TR BRI S N2 56130 R0 E 22
W 6t & IR L T AR D A7 { e vae F720R4E, JENESR T B =W A4 O Ha 1751 238
ML, % 7: lumen-apposing metal stent (LAMS) % 7z EUS &4 K F B 225 &4 H3E
HENY ) L) IRERICHET TR AREBESHH SN TEY, ke b, THKER
IRIGHCTD R, BEEME, AWM, AEEROTSE, I A M, AbLPREOHAZ EOBlE2 S,
HALE A 7 > MREDBEIGORE FEE 2 RIAETH 5,

A1 RS1 TR EF=2CQ

EHRZIEATA B 74 2 2019FEMTIE, OUWIBRAREERE ST S HENL S —Y 07 7' —
FI— &, Q@PAZEMEIE =08 ) ManERg a5 2 HE N L — 2, QPZEMEHEIE % ) Ik
AR ISR AIEE F L5 —2 (A7~ M OB L OV SEMS OFEHOREIN), OWHILE
PZE % & 72 L 72U BR AN AR | RT3 2 WG O IR, DLk 4 S OERIRIIERED S 5 2D CQ
PEM S N720 T2 AT ¥ b EALFFRE, WOREEZ a7 4L LTI LiF7z,

A OWETTIE, TR COHRET &S /2 CQ DINE X HEMER L7z, ZOME, Wik EUS
HARFTRLF=VEDRER LGOI e s, BET 70 —F)b— MIET 2RE0
B LI S N7z QIEBETRZ NV — 755 PS & SEMS OfEHICB L C, EfFE 2 A M,
TR DRI = ZHE L 725 2 L g b H 0, 4l b ikt L 72 MET 22 Ll Sz, @
1% SEMS EIR D Z L I3 27245, covered SEMS & uncovered SEMS O:EFUICEE T %
HEBTAIIRES A3 70 BB & I S N 7zo OIXEAF DOIVEHIEE & WS IIIGHR O 2 1 £
A, MEOWBAS SHICBE LW SNz, DEhs, SH420CQ 2D TIERT 5
k& L7- (SSt1, SSt2, SSt3, SSt4).

FIEEIC, #r7: 2 ERREREDIGE S Nz, B4, YIRS B\ T, FRAECPHZEDH
EEHILEOMEICRED SN BEFEREINDLD, ZORAEORENLF—20T 7 u—
FHE M OHIMNICTZRONTnE, COREEZHE 5 CQ%E £TSSth & L THxlL7.
SHI2, Wi aF 48 LTHRY BIF7z, A7 > b AL, BUSSUREICE L Tid, B
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TR V=70 e OBEL;FE O NEE R ERIGRE L HIk L, BESEEL &L
EIEASRERERE |25 L AL, BUR#R L 247 9 B SEMS OfERICEIT % CQ 2 Hax L
7z (SSt6),

K5I, ATV MABOE RIS THREL TV AR EICHE ) 2L AT HER L &
DEBFENDORIG, F/2AT ¥ MOHE LS EOMEPERERBRNWREL Shiz, 20
EICELTCOYATYT A4 v 7 L a—dTbh/d, CQILTA2ETOTHRIET Y
AWZZLL, AZa st LTRiT A Lz, Uibds, 2022 D AT >~ bk
WL, 620 CQBLY2o0aFTATHRINLILER ST,
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R L2 22T HME T HEH, AEZOMOITHEV) | LERSN, ZTOk
RSN [HAFSEIEERAG I 212 BT [ SRR - AL OER - HANERS0 [4
N5 ~ORIS (BT T) ZBEEPSATH) 2L xHB LT, BHEEZORED
QOL »a L% HIEL T35 D THA] LFHMINTWD,

—J5, HFEE LI, LD L RDABBEBICB VT AT B IHERICE D ABHED
FBy - B (B EAER 2 &) 2 HIYE LZGHREIEL Tz, L LIiEiCR o C
THHREORTEERA LN ILFRICEE D QOL %] | S8 2 ih# & i 2 W3kimicig s £
2o TRY, ZOHEE, BT 7 EORBNTEREL 2>TWwh,

2010 4£12 Temel 5%, B2 AT 2 I/MMILiBEE LGS E L T2 S 20 HUA
WZHRER 7 7 HMEREMEEM Y G OB 75— A0BEICMb A T3 AKD
QOL OYFHITIZ T, HEMFHRAER S 2R WEY LT, R0 5 05 P a9z
7 (early palliative care ; EPC) #SdE& T\ 5,

IR I E— M AT AL FREAABTH L L, ZLOBREVYBRARTRERLEIN, 2
Wik I IE SRR IR L1552 2 2205, [REIDS I=[3BWE25] & %275 — A0S
<, W5 | OIEREMR QOL A L4 BIR L2287 7u—FrZEN 5,

LR Temel b DI, FEEE 2 HOETREELNRE LA RCT TH, EPCHTHE
I26 71 AAD QOL & - #1) DA AL N EHEENTWEY, 975 L a—%ik
LHET2EEOXYT7TF)VATYH, EPCHETHEIZQOL2SM L, fERISERL-Z
LAVRENY, Zho oW & 0 TSR RS IO LTIt BRSO 0% - %
MBEEPHEIE SN TV b, KREKREREY% (American Society of Clinical Oncology ;
ASCO) O [EBMERERZHETA K4 21 12BWThH, WRERRY ZWREY (2
LWLEF L) D OIERRPCEAIREE, vV — 2 v VY R— N RN RN IT) 2 &,
BB T O ERE T A 2 LR R ST B,
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O CQEeNE - BBE BREFTYIRRAEE (L)
BEHOFR L1, LR1, LC1, LC2/MC2~LC4/
CQ B&= LAl MC4
D : Sk ALE R #ER - --LR1, LR3~LR4
RO : UIRRTTHE - AMEHI LI : - AL LC1, LC2/MC2~LC4/MC4
RA : YIRRTTHE - MBI - B LR %---LC3/MC3
BO : YIM T REBE T - AMRHI AR - &GRS BRCAL/ 29619 /N ) 7 > |-+ LC4/
BA © YJBRTTRENER - HiBiE: MC4
L : BTt FRIRY) > SHISHIE RS- LR2
LR : RITEATYIBRASEE - RO AR BRI LRS
LC : RFEAT IRASEE - (b NAN=H—=37-LR6
LO : RFFEAT YIBASRE - SVEHI A Conversion surgery & Offr ik - LO1,
LA : RFTHEATEIRARE - Wb LA
MC : EfEiERdH 1) - (LFEE
MO : &R S O - ARG RS =fREEH ) (M)
MR : SRS ) - B (b2 %®IR---MC1, MC2/LC2~MC4/LC4
SSt: A7 Mk - bR MC1, MC2/LC2
SSp 1 IHF - RAHEE - AL R -MC3/LC3
- AEGEINE RS BRCAL/2956I /8 ) 7~ | ---MC4/
##r (D) LC4
1) A2 WE---D1~D4 W - FEEEAOHEHYEE-MO1
FLI Vg Y AT AL - BIETFHA-D5~D8 SR IRHEFE B O conversion surgery:--MO2
W25 WT-D9~D13 FRBEANOBFHIGHE: - MR1
SEHSWT-D14~D17 WitaEERe - HREEAOI G- MR2
WIS -D18~D21
T EFAf--- D22 27>k (SSt)
JEE N L > =207 71 —F ik --SSt1
YIReETEE (R) AT ¥ b OFHE--SSt2~8St3
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fF EH
DA E OB ESEY T, BEREE B B B BRI A 25.9% & IR b S
<, Inoue 522 & B2 HHENIBIT S 2k — M (Japan Public Health Center-Based Pro-
spective Study : JPHCS) @ 7" — VAT I B\ THESRIFIZBEE DO FSIE ) A 7 % H 4T 1.85 %,
IPET 133 fEH N & & % L i X T\ b, Batabyal 5213 88 HEED A ¥ 71 ¥ AT &
D, BERBEEICBAEEOREY) A2 13197 EETH Y, BRI 10 £ Lo
BEIZBT LR A 7131361, 5~9FETIX 172/ THo72DIZx LT, 1~44FTiL 1.86
5 1TERBOEE L 6.69 5 & AERBREMH A ECEZIIB O THBEORIE) A7 5 <
AHZERWMELTBY, FIHHIFEES MR EER BRI R END Z L 24 L T
V2%, Pannala &% {3 512 (10> FEHE BT 0> Z2 IS MR 2 052 L, 429 K I IR 5% 2
FZWEEEEIZ BT APERIEICERL, DI L IB L2EFTIEe ozt Lz, €D%h
TG, 7 BMIME, BERBRIEREDFIEIEOEE RN T TH LI 2 WG Lz T MR
JREE 2 4E A 0 B \HVEHIG IR & BT L 72 & 2 A, iR QIR CH o 72D 43% 12 L
EF o Tk L, BEREIZ BT 5 Hrsl S RERE IR (L B RS IR Cd 2 TTREME 2 7R L 72,
POHFSTERE R B IR RIED ) A2 7 7 7 4 —Th A0S, TXTCOHRBIZAY

) ==V TERATIIERREAKRE T E D720, FHSSIERIRIREE DR 005 ) A7 O
NZHESET B 72012 5E SN2 BTV AR E SN TV, Dong 5°13 171 & 242 il
matched case—control study %47V, 8§ oD~ —7# — (BMI, HIRIFFSIEERS, B BF R A
VARG, Y VE Y, ALT, 7 L7F =, APO-Al, HIEkE) #&HFHlET V%
FL7oLZh, EFVOMMTERE (AUC) (&K 0815 Thorz L LT\ 5, Boursi
SN\ TE L 7B R B 109,385 fl 2 iR & L2t AIM & ak— MFEZERGL,
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ILAFA—), NEFOLY, ZLF7F=r, ALP) »5hb#BHNETVaEls Lz #
SDOEF VT AUCH 082 TH Y, WFAZ ) —=2 7 OFH) A7 BEA 3E-T 1%
BIESNIZGE, BN REAZ ) =0 722 A AN E DT 0 619% 1235 3 2 & AT g
Tdh 5720 Sharma 571, 72125 L 72HE R EE 1561 BlE M RIZHEAME 2K — M
FeERFEML, REOZL, MAEMOZ(L, FEFEFHO 3 O DERO A TR S L5 Bkl #
BIE TV (END-PAC E7)V) %B%EL70 SOEFLD AUCIZ087 TH Y, MiFa+r—
kN Tlx, END-PAC 227253 LL L6, BKEE 78%, FFREE 82% OWEEMHFE S, &
HBHN—Z2D 3K — b ORFEEREL082% 55 36% (441%) I L7z, Dk, #Hirz
VZFSE L 72 BRI D 13947 Bl EZ ORI T L ) KRB A MGE 24T > 72 & 25 AUCIX 075 C
HY, B, FERE, BYETIME B XOBRETHEL FREN626%, 785%, 20%,
BEUNTIBTHH-7Y, 2750, TNSEFVOAMNEE & T &% 4 4 CHREE L 727
MERBEDOT— 51370, GBSO RIBRDPLETH S,

BEFRIRRE 16 5 CT AT A% A1 & D%t & LT, Pelaez—Luna 5 13 EHEZ W
D6 HAHLHOCT AESN/Z306I09 5, 20% CTLIBRT 2 EE OIS TTRETH 5 72 &
W LTV 5o EOHITHIRIRIIERO CT BT R CIE 3 BIZSIEREE, 6 F125IRT8E, 4 B175)
PRARE 2 BEHE & RO 72 Lt L, UGHRARHE O R OB 125 9 2 Bess e ) ko EEEAS
R ST %o FERAFEE 10T 011 & O AR E L THE SN T2 b DRI
A, Tlés 5013 36 7 H LN O F# SRR R E 11561126 L, CT % gold standard
& L7z CA19-9 B XU US o MMEAMaET L7zo 10 BlC CA19-9 E5-% 3850 72 WSz 1780
T, B TH-723BITIECAIIY R ER LT aro7 BME3FHOI L, 16113 US T
AR THY, 3HAKBO CTICTBM SNz, BE, HFRE, BETHME BLOEE
FilMEIE, CALI9-9 TIXZENZN 0%, 904%, 0%, 979% THV, USITZNEI 66.7%,
100%, 100%, 9% CTdh -7z LG L, HxR A2 ) — =¥ FIlETIE R - 7z &bt
TV %, Damiano 5 Wi 50 % DL b O Fr#UbE IR IR 115 6110k L MRI 2 5647 L, 121%
VIR 3 WA REE 35 <2 fHLfE % 500 72471 & D B & 5B, 52% IR A SRR -2 e S HH
THholzbWMELTVDED, HOLREET L ZEE TR WL TE Lol b 20
BRFUZHE R LTW5B, Ogawa 5213 55 i LA LB SRR, BEREOEAL, R
A, BEEER R CAL19-9 15, US TORERFRELED 7 74 7) 7 &Ml B 87 Bl
5t L ERCP #HifT L7z & 25, 7T%\2B VTR & I S 72A72 6] 3 cm DL EO#EATHET
Holztzd, BHZWNIEG Laho 7z Lo T %o 34 LI OBERHTHLZE R
H139% 2k L, 3ED Lo RMIMEIRFREEMMAZ AT 2EETIE2% (p=00442) L HH
FEIEHEPRIREE I BEAH IR CRO N L i LT b,
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BIF DB — A T 2 2% LDRRIZAT) 72O DREED R VA 7 ) — = > Fik R kiR
ENGHROMEL SN D,
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1) HABRSSEEERER S, B EsRE 2007. with new-onset diabetes. Gastroenterology 2018;
JEERR;, 2007; 22: e1-427. () 155: 730-9.e3.(r — 22 > hu—)b)

2) Inoue M, Iwasaki M, Otani T, et al. Diabetes mellitus 8) Chen W, Butler RK, Lustigova E, et al. Validation of
and the risk of cancer: results from a large-scale the enriching new-onset diabetes for pancreatic
population-based cohort study in Japan. Arch Intern cancer model in a diverse and integrated healthcare
Med 2006; 166: 1871-7.(2 & — 1) setting. Dig Dis Sci 2021; 66: 78-87.( 27k — })

3) Batabyal P, Vander Hoorn S, Christophi C, et al. 9) Pelaez-Luna M, Takahashi N, Fletcher ]G, et al
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Surg Oncol 2014; 21: 2453-62.( X %) tive review of CT scans and fasting glucose values
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tion 2018; 98: 209-16.(7r — A2 » F T —)b) years when diabetes is discovered because of acute

6) Boursi B, Finkelman B, Giantonio BJ, et al. A clinical symptoms? Diabetes Metab 2004; 30: 203-7.(JF 5 ~
prediction model to assess risk for pancreatic cancer Z )
among patients with new-onset diabetes. Gastroen- 12) Ogawa Y, Tanaka M, Inoue K, et al. A prospective
terology 2017; 152: 840-50e3.(7 — A3 » Fu—)b) pancreatographic study of the prevalence of pancre-

7) Sharma A, Kandlakunta H, Nagpal SJS, et al. Model atic carcinoma in patients with diabetes mellitus.
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ﬁg =i

TBPEIESE & BEHE O B 2 45T L 225U S BEE ST %o 1BTERE 4 & IR o S84 12 B
Lo EER R TIIC X AR RHEEM (effect estimates : EEs) &= HW/2METIC L 5 &,
MBS I 2 £ LN @ EEs 1 16.6 (95%CI : 12.59-20.73) 7245, 54E#% ™ EEs & 7.9
(95%CI : 4.26-14.66) L@ o72Z Linh, BUEEBHLOGEEELEE, BRLZHT5
72 DI R CATh s S L DD 5T nBY,

Raimondi 513, BMWERICET A5 LOA Y 7)) 2 A%RITWV, BUEROBRED ) X &
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WL, BEREREEICET 2EMEEREZONT - FHIZ6IRBEFEIIE NI & 2
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M 564E) 205 1961 (37%) \ZHEHEATSSE L, ML REELA 118 (95%CI : 7.1-184) T
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B ZETEFER
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75 —ORA ¢ at risk] 225 [FREEEMNESR - AP-RAP), [HEEMEEES% - Early CPJ,
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3) Duell EJ, Casella DP, Burk RD, et al. Inflammation, 1993; 328: 1433-7.(r —A a3 » hu—)v)
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components and risk factors for pancreatic adeno- tion due to confounding? Gastroenterology 1997; 113:
carcinoma: a case—control study in China. Digestion 587-92.(r—Aa» hu—))
2012; 86: 294-301.(7r — A 2 >~ ha—)b) 12) Malka D, Hammel P, Maire F, et al. Risk of pancreat-
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gery for chronic pancreatitis decreases the risk for 13) Goldacre MJ, Wotton CJ, Yeates D, et al. Liver cir-
pancreatic cancer: a multicenter retrospective anal- rhosis, other liver diseases, pancreatitis and subse-
ysis. Surgery 2013; 153: 357-64.(7 — A3 ¥ b — quent cancer: record linkage study. Eur J Gastroen-
V) terol Hepatol 2008; 20: 384-92.(7 — A 2 » F u—)l)
6) Wang W, Liao Z, Li G, et al. Incidence of pancreatic 14) Pedrazzoli S, Pasquali C, Guzzinati S, et al. Survival
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7) Raimondi S, Lowenfels AB, Morselli-Labate AM, et 7.(r—2Aavbu—n)



15)

16)

17)

18)

Bang UC, Benfield T, Hyldstrup L, et al. Mortality,
cancer, and comorbidities associated with chronic
pancreatitis: a Danish nationwide matched-cohort
study. Gastroenterology 2014; 146: 989-94.(%7 — 2 2
vyha—))

KM B, EEFEA BUREASHREZOTHRB X
OB B9 2 Meat. TR A 5718 & B0 g 2 B 4
R IR B T AR Ze S S M VR PR RSB 5 B A AR
fFge Pk 19 4R REARSS - 4 4ERFJE . 2008, 98-
103.(r =221 —2X)

Kamisawa T, Tu Y, Egawa N, et al. The incidence of
pancreatic and extrapancreatic cancers in Japanese
patients with chronic pancreatitis. Hepatogastroen-
terology 2007; 54: 1579-81.(7r — A1) — X)
Fernandez E, La Vecchia C, Porta M, et al. Pancre-
atitis and the risk of pancreatic cancer. Pancreas

19

20

=

=

D2 83

1995; 11: 185-9.(7 — A3 ¥ Fu—)v)

Greenhalf W, Lévy P, Gress T, et al; Working group
for the International (IAP-APA-JPS-EPC) Consen-
sus Guidelines for Chronic Pancreatitis. Internation-
al consensus guidelines on surveillance for pancreat-
ic cancer in chronic pancreatitis. Recommendations
from the working group for the international con-
sensus guidelines for chronic pancreatitis in collabo-
ration with the International Association of Pancre-
atology, the American Pancreatic Association, the
Japan Pancreas Society, and European Pancreatic
Club. Pancreatology 2020; 20: 910-8.(#' 4 K5 4 ~)
Whitcomb DC, Frulloni L, Garg P, et al. Chronic pan-
creatitis: an international draft consensus proposal
for a new mechanistic definition. Pancreatology
2016; 16: 218-24.(47 1 N5 4 )

R

5

—

T

K2



84 1. WL (Diagnosis)

cQQ_________________________________________

BRENILENREESDEEICHUT, HEREOTEEZEZERL

D3 hms . gesmspmEcnsn?

p AF— KA N
BERNILESREEREDREICH LT, HEREOIREZERUIER - BEHRZ
T3 EZERET D,

(DB : FL, TETVAOERYE (G8X): C (3)]

7

g%

BN LB ERE S, (IPMN) 3%  OREEERTH ), A Ny 7 R ETo 7
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HTHoTH, BIBIIEETAH I & TRIEMICIZEELL, Z#EE IPMN HREERE) 12
FCHESTT B LD D BHY, ERNOBEIEREETR 10 mm Mo FREE IR 2 I3 B % 55
EFFTRE LTEEHIN TS S, EHEFRTIEZENS 2F S 2\ IPMN ISEB L, &
70720 2 CROBBIEO N L 2 B 2 eSS WY, WG ICBEERSE 2 A S VR
IPMN 349 Bl HARE 2 15 L 72 b DSE O L ik L FRFFE Tk, RS i sh g 3.7 42C
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RANDDRAFRE) A2 OFFl & Lo & BIESE/ 28— MR AR, ¥—2A3 >
N —VEFZE 2 8T, R X BRI 1Y 2, MBEFOBARREY A 7 O & L CHI
& ok — MNFSR/BIEIIE 4 M0, BRI E BB LS 2 3R L7 mRORIRE OB
12DV CIE POLO BRI R L 72 BRCAL/2 OEFEMIFLATIRE N ) 7~ s DR 59%
DG E A L7220 AR OB, #h, HERAFEOTEELEIC OV TIZ 2D >
AFITFA Y7 LEa—HOo#Er  3EOF N X MRS 2R L7207,

RAA KT A AGEHETRZ N — 7 LB OB » S ERRHAERQTBY), 22T
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IRHN) T2 N OB, =L 5 ADRIEEIZOWTY) VT A MEH o7z (-~
T Y AZOWTIE DA 2B . BEE X —MRBEERERO L LRI L VAL TED,
K Up—Eala (Bl Wobdlitk, ) WCHEEL 2 ALLE) v #iadigngasn
T&7e TNHOEFRITYTULF 2 M EE 2B\ T 10~20% 52 5 12 A Al R 5w N

VTV IDRROLND T ENPRESNTBY, BRCA2, CDKN2A/p16, MLHI, MSH2,
MSH6, PMS2, PRSS1, STK11, TP53 7 EHWZF 5N, i b HEDE D7) BRCA2 T
BRaOFI 5% E|MESIN TV D, TNEDMIBETF ORI T ¥ MIBEBFIE DO ) A 7
EmOLEINTBY, ZOTENEHT =L TV ANROBEHEEZ SN T WD, FFIZY
A7 s & LCSTKI1, PRSSI, CDKN2A/pl6 3% F 51575 (D7/D8 BHR),
INEDBETOIRHNY 7 > FOBFEIF VTN BHEEE D 1% K TH 5,

AFEAIRFIRTH N ) T > M, RIEVERE O 8 #1554 5 5 e B8 T3 10~20% TR
HEND EHE SN TWBR —HTREEZ B0 2 WEERZ B VT 4%EER
HEND EDWEDD LD, 2070, FEROFEIZ,IPHST, BEAFZICBVTE
THANRTRAI N 7 > FOBEES DI LI E T, BEBLUORBEOSHROBENRE L 20
MOEMEREDFERED ) A 7 FHHITEHA T X 2 HHMAME 55, HRTIE—ED5M%m7z
L 7-7L0E - PR S (O 3 2 B RVEFLE - IR A B & L 72 BRCA BRI
SRR CERUTRETD 5%, BRI A ) A 27 Gl H B TORBIEZFREICBVTRD
Y (kNI E /I

—JC, BRCAIL/2AFEMINEARYR N 7~ M AT AREEE T2 7I9FF 1LY
A U HDOMEFHEERRG L LCOF 78 TIEENNCHRISH SN TWb, 20F 587
O#MIE xRS 5 HMWTBRCAI/2ABMBARINIHEHIN) T Y POFMEFL
BRACAnalysis 753 »/8=F &L L THWHR TS (GElld LC4/MC4 2 .

DA AT OFFIIIC BT, TEIEFICL ) BAORIER - FRICD %225 W fElkE
Wb HDIEE N DD, TET VAR, BEELIIVR RV, F T35 T OEFEREL
OMIIIRE 2 VESL L, BEMHRBROERSSH 2 TIEZET VAL XU EHWEWZ S
25, POLO #BRCI3 A FIMOERIZFFHIN TV 2 WEITEEITRETH 5,

R ER ISR LR BRI O BRI TR IR IR REIZ 2 2 b 0D, KADOKLE ST
RO B RIT L LR TH L, BEEGEHFERE L CERT 250 b H5—77
A ARLZ OB, HEWAFEOTRELEE Wo /2B 2 DV IEL—THb H ), WEEE Ol
BIR BRI LIS SN s (REMIE D7/D8 2 ),

FAT— I AV MIRTHEEORE, BHEHICVTNOAT— M XY FHTH) L xR
F925 (§hnifEsE) Loz,
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1. ZW#iE (Diagnosis)

B ZEREGER

2F—RAYNT
yzrE ycrk fibhucls |FbReILE |
SRS B GRVIESR) | 42T 5 GIVESD) | HRET 5 B9V IE3D) | 385 5 GV Ese) |

0% (044) 98% (46 %) 2% (1%4) 0% (0%4) 0% (044)
2F—RXZ k2
k% k% fibhnslt  |fibhnZit |
AT B RIS | JRET 5 (B350 | HRET 5 (V3D | #3855 GaviiEse) |

2% (14) 96% (45 4) 0% (04) 0% (04) 2% (14)
2F—RhAY N3
Lk fFrcrs fbhucls  FbhullE |
WSS B GROIESR) | $RT 5 GRVIESD) | $RET 5 BV E30) | JE38 8 5 GRviiese) |

2% (14) 98% (46 %) 0% (0%) 0% (0%) 0% (04)
BHE~NDIRE

> National Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) # 4 FJ A 2V 3 F R &
DEFRTEEN 2220 & T HERE & W S NI p T3 _T o BE I 7 AR5 o0
(LM % HE3E 4 5 T3 % & 5 CT\wb, American Society of Clinical Oncology (ASCO)%
TOFII I N L DD LIEZ O TRIE L DI S N2 T X CoOBEFIE, BERMEERHO (K
RO b &olz) VA7 OFliZ %52 NEThb, Lokl b, Fm
T RBREEA 7 { T EFEMILRIHR N ) 7 > N EAETA2HANH L L, Tz, BT
BN EENSL BB WD ERTTRE 2RSSR SNTLE 9 2 &% EASNCCN 74
FI A4 2 OO T B 525, HARENOSG ORI & ZIREREDND B EREHCH
EHED HEDEICBOCERMBICHEEL LIZTTREDD D, FROBEYRMERE 7 1 —
KNy 7 ZOBOMIE, Lokl GEEAY v v T -0, BIKE - BEHEOBOPH
RS, F— A T2 2K DD ) B2, BHICEEREIRETFREL E/HT 2013,
RELZBTREED D 2. L L, SEBRBBOBEICED L EER X, Vi bEEEE
BEHO (REBEOFEN R &b E072) ) A7 OFFIICRIGTE % X ) @mES oMz &
W22, BEO=— XG55 &) BRAEHI O (B Ea T OBIZAHRAEE L WiGE,
RBE D BAZAHRIV RN DBV — MR D &) DPUETH DL, T2, BWROENA) A2
A H B COBIETHRAECT — N1 T v AORBARLLEIN L,

© 5|
1) Golan T, Hammel P, Reni M, et al. Maintenance 2) Brand R, Borazanci E, Speare V, et al. Prospective
olaparib for germline BRCA-mutated metastatic study of germline genetic testing in incident cases of
pancreatic cancer. N Engl J Med 2019; 381: 317- pancreatic adenocarcinoma. Cancer 2018; 124: 3520~

27.(ak—1) 7(ak—1p)
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104 1. PHE (Diagnosis)

WABILF/N\NRIVRER E TREERE [CETEMIIRYIG 5 W FETE
D7  #ERERIIERZER SHN/NU 7Y N 2R IcinE, BEISETCHER
FHREEINZIH?

b RF— R XA b
BEICECHERZRET B,
[(HREDRET 5BV, IETYAOEEME (8X): C (58)]

NABIGF/INRIVIERERR E CREEEICASE ‘fﬂiﬁﬂ%ﬁu&‘]é WIE&5E
D8 R RIIBRZZE SIRIN/NY 7 R ZRH RS, MiEEITE(GIE
RIFHEREINDIH?

RF—hAZ K
MiFE (OEGHERZIRET Do
[#HEDBS 1 FHW, TIETFYRADOEEYE (G&E): C (8)]

fF EH

2019 4E20 5, DSAGEIRT 7S VIRAE DSERHETGIRDSHE T & 7o o T2WEREIED, & 5\ I3HET A%
A E N D BIRERNR L CRBIDGR S Nz DSABMR TSROV, B R
5] DNA b ###73 % OncoGuide™ NCC # ¥ Z/532 )V A7 24 L ARHIL DNA 721 % T3
% FoundationOne® CDx 2SA%"/ & 71 7 7 A4 )V & FoundationOne® Liquid CDx 2SA %/
LTV T 7 AN 3TN D Do FRHTORER, NCC A ¥ I/ )V TIEZRIFT R L IHEN S
AFEMN RS EIE T ORI 7~ b A S 41, FoundationOne® CDx Cld Z kT Lo
BV N AR E LT3 7 > b (presumed germline pathogenic variant ; PGPV)
M &b, PGPV & A § 2 EBI AL R HBR OBIZF/N) T > M Th L0 %N
57290121%, HEBDHEIZ X 28MOEEFNHE (HRRE) P88k 5,

TR R R PGPV D BIRA RE(ETE S AR (PR SRR TITh A TF A
IS= bXANVDFEFN X o TH R 25, /IMSHEDED 5 55 EIRT (DS A BT/ 3% IV iids
TORIOITR,  BEER HESRERIY 2 b (ver. 3.1)V%° American College of Medical Genet-
ics and Genomics (ACMG) #MfE3ES 5 KT RBREET ) A b ver. 30 (73 #Ef5T)?
ENR—AEESND Z EDE V. TNOEETFIZAMIERTIRN N 7 ¥ MR 5
BSICERRI A a~ h— T A v FOSTREE F 2 5TV B #EIET (actionable gene)? T
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=3 izt AFEMRRRIIRE/NY 7 2 FETRHEEE AAA DEEF (16 BIEF)
EInF BIEHARR SEHARNIA>

izié . ﬁﬁf%ﬁ%iﬁ(Hmm)%ﬁﬁfFﬁf>
MLH1
MSH2

U > FIERRS _ - e

MSH6 EEMABESES T K512 (2020)
PMS2

APC Rt KGR EE
MEN1 | ZRMERDIBESE 1 &

RET ZRMUENDIBESE 2 T

RB1 MR MR fE INBHABESHA RS54 (2016)

THr by YU RY (VHL) fRESES
1 K>14> (2017)

SRENDRESESES 1 KT v 7 (2013)

VHL T byNIL- )RR

BMPRIA | e i — o 2 INE - BRAD 0 DEEMFK Y K — S ERR
SMAD4 ZEAM K51 > (2020)

N - RADE=HDH YT UEEEE/PTEN B
BB REEIZE S M K512 (2020)

N BRADE=DDRAY « 1 H— XIEEERE
BEHM K51 > (2020)

- T XA _ERBZEHIRNIA
(2019)

PTEN | 797 AEMRRE

STK11 | KR4V « O H— XEHFE

TP53 J— - 759X

b, FRBEDOY =1L T v AR FRERE EHR~ A — 2 2 ¥ boFETHIEIGT 5
HERBEEOEBICRE CMKGET 2720, TOEBISLTHRET L EDVEDONL, b
TR, IGHECIR S BIRAEIE S NS AAA T2 70 16 BIZTF (FI)VIZVF s BHHES
BREVER OBIET A B4 YHIMER SN THB Y, BEESED) 27 LAV EfE /3
TYMEEENDY A=V AN (=L T VA {HERE) IZOWTRENTW S, H
RRBGRET ) A MG EEMIER 2B S 5 b O LG L R e A e R il (5
FIMEAL EENB 20 7 NEFRICHED 2k TR AR TOREEROLIER X 5
b, FHEEEEREOBRMERE & EET L 2L B EEICL D AIMSIEO ZIRHT LR
RBET ) A MTIE, BETAN) T 2 M EBOZBICERS ICHREHERT L LV L,
PGPV % FB0 - BRICHER H O BIEZHIIMA 2 LI L $5 LAV, 2N 4 B2
ENTWE, EEOWAYT ) AEHETIZES DNA ZFoBEE1TH) 2L 4L, MHT
ZEIEAR A E B0 2R R 22 PGPV 2 BHT 572007 VT AL HER L TWwh, B#FIC
PGPV % B0 /=B ORI R MAFE MBI HELE IR 505, Kk o@zmyk ey L
TWbY YA MEETIToTE Y, #F 1~3 T HBREOMEER 15, EORi
T EDBEETRENZT 5N B D% EOBRIETHICA/BER TR WY 7 AERE
R THNIMAEEZHREHIE - TBY), TASOBRENZITS5NE T L%,
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1. ZW#iE (Diagnosis)

BIZFN) T 2 b OFFFEEOFAMIZE L TldkE 4 % 4~ Z1b5 % 72, ClinVar, MGeND 7
EORIETF— 7 R=2ADIEHRESHZIZ LoD, ACMG/Association for Molecular Pathology
(AMP) @4 FF 4 »PI2Hl» TR 5 LEDH bo FEMEARHEE (variant uncertain
significance ;: VUS) i@ B MR A—3L (conflicting interpretation ;: CI) D¥&121%, <
IR~ A=Y A MWD Z LI TEY, CORFEMRHEA & D X ) 128D % p{EN
LT REDH 22Y, BB, DAREGT/ SAVIREE, SR % druggable 795
BN 7y a3 22 FHMELTBY, EHOBMEAIMRAIZ AR THRIIRE -
FERPE & OARHEEMETE V. T2, R ENZNY 7 2 IS ERREET ) A MZEER R Ww
b, TXFAN— MRV ETTHHICHEL THE 2RO 2 L8 R D 5,

BIEMHROERICE L T, PAEZDOLHORERHESWERD 5 VIIFEERICO T
SICEE L CTB K REDD Lo MAREORY, MAIHE) FIzk L ARG, BH, N7~
MBS 2B EMRAOBS, BRI~ A=Y 2 ¥ FOFEFTER LW TR G
ez AT o 72k, PMBEBORED S & TRIZFIRASLHROTRZIT) NETH S, 2003 4F
WZEIN OBIEEE 10 2312 & o> TAR SN [BIEFMREICE T 2474 K14 | T,
ZOHOBIZ THIEZA Y ) v 7 (IR &, #BEMREORE - Rk /2132
DU RRED & B Nk LT, AifakEt Lo#ER T B S OBEETHRE LITEITE 2 L) IKE
RENBWE TV, BERFIMREICE D SBETHRE EOBE R EREIRIL, 38T 217
BThb.] L LTwb, EERTIL, B 2@BEERORMICEEE ST, FRRIHLDOE
BRI 22— a3y 70k A e 7420 VOARNGERREZEET L L TH
%%,

Db, 25A7 7 AEIRICBIU 8 F/N) 7 >~ b O, #EAH% & SR o i
EFEBEEIZOWTRL 22, BFEMIERATIEE TN 7 2 N OBEAEE (15~87%5Y) 12
LEeFrzl, SFEFRBETNVT VP TEICHRERED) A7 LAWICIEDNH D S
&, AT AEROERINRNC &, BFEEZT 5 BERLREDLFIRERLFRIZE ST
ik - AFIRICKRER BN DH L THH) L Ens, RCQIINTLIET VY ATZL
WEWDLEDLEBRV FRIC, BEERHSOEEMHE (D7) 12645187 AUHK L,
FHEIRIZ BV TEIMEEE OBIZME (D8) * HIy& L7 LN ERAWATRE W
EEZOLND,

T4 D7 (BMEHE G OMEHK) ICELT, #ROT7TY P ALLT [RAODADIR
YRR (B L EA T2 RN ] 2EL (D6 22, EOT7 7 b AL LT [H
M EAEASAE T I RENE (9 DR EBENOFEK) | 252 L7z, [EHEOBIRIEREE
DU FEENI OV TIERICDEICD R VL0, MFEOHHEECTERINTE 2 008 F 2,
R CQ Tldas LM L7z, [EBBE OBMRIEREDOTREME] 1B L T, BIEICBIET 28R
PERBDIZ L A EDE ORI (B #ERATH VY (D), BERIMIE SN
TV MEEFICEoTEESETH LY, F—EABHT I EET RSP 1/2THHI LI
RO Z ETH D720 AT YT v 7 LEa— (SR) 3frbah ol (R E
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T AHUEREME] [ZOWTIIBEESNICET 2SI Z Lo 72720, Mo ER B AEREE IS
BIFAHIAIE IR — MR TH o 7225, BIZHHR/BIZFWA % 2720 » T RER: 42 6]
DI B 12% D MAEE 12T AFREEEBHRL, 7%59 D, 5% A b L ARELFE L T
5%,

D8 (IfFkE DEMEMFE) ICBELT, 8077 Mo & LT [EEEEREDZINI D%
HUTHEME] & [EREEHICRILDEHRSEONL RN 5o, Eo7o A s L
TIREEMRETH L 2 DD T LI L 2|, TSR GRS - B -
PREEZ: &) - 2RO Re ], [actionability @2 L\WEIR TN 7 2 b ORE, NEEIHL7E
IR BTTRENE] T Sz [HEEERE OB D228 A W HEME | 12D W TdRR O #
FHCSRIZERE L, [MEEFHEICHERZOHERIMEGFON LN 2OV TIE D4 IZFE L 72,
BRCA N 7 ¥ MAFHERRIEMER MBS 2t RE Lic@ina Y v &) v 7 LY —
NA 5 Y ATORMET Vo — MFROHED 2OV ASN7275, WFNOWRETH Y —
NA T v ARG LT 3 4 A ORE CERIEO LR RS IR Em 2 7R LTz, F
7o, RIEMPESERRDIZ ) B BRCANY) T v MEEBIZHARTEIEICN T 5 ) A7 Bilkx i
CHELTWwY, BRCANY 7 v MEEEIZHS 5 BIGHI/BIE SIS 5 SR T
(&, L OBETHRLL (17 HKEET) BPAICKHT IR D258 < 255, 148
BAIIYGEMENEZ R L TWh, 72720, 1TEALDOIIZEIL 12 SEDFISEINCTH v, A JEK
B IS 27 OREZIHT L E LTRATSEZZ 52, [HAWARF
e LTI, EEFRAREFC X BRI T 2 22 RER S hTw Y,
DL BHAWELES S E L TRERTEX 2F0013% 3w, SR PEIES e
THbHIEWbhrol LI L D RBIMAIEG YD R BB ERILCY OFFIREDN DL, 75
¥ AT 2000 FEHI IS BRI 2SRE 2 AL SIS 2 ), 2005 4IPS ICR L TNy
T N RETLIREAENAFIGEWSL 2 L2 UiET AEENED LN, 20K, 7TV
A D BRCA MG ZE D 32% 1%, BHDOY—A 5 0 2/ EHaH#E RIEZ T, BE%F0
BREOKREZ 6 W AUNICENFEICHCHEL TV L W) HERASLN S, KETIE
2008 fE I IR ZE IR (GINA) 25l S, BIRIEHRICHE D BRI B b
HENEEEL T35, BIETHEM 200~400 HFREOEFRVTEEL, €0 H) b 7 HIIAH
)8R LCRBITF SN TV AAS, 2 BIFLE CIIAEDLH L LT 5%, Tactionability D2
LWHEIRTN) 7 7 NOWE, AREBH 2R BN I2owWTid Ty AL %5
T SN D oTce NA - A ATTIV - T4 — AR AERE V& —O Tung 1%, B
Wr b Lo THEMIIEOhEE) 22 Th b ATM, CHEK2, PALB2 D/N) T ¥ Mi&
FTIR, IUROY—RA TP ATINETH LY, HEF—A T AT HIETFT Y A
FEZZLw] ELTwaY,

PDEED, T BTy AL RNV %055, [MiFEEOBRFIBRE L — XA T ¥ AUL#EE
RO RYIZH & BY) BRSO R B REMD D 5. BEEEOVPABET S A VIR
7 & CHBEMIRTEET/NY) 7 2 N B WIE PGPV 2380728k, F3EREOEMEH
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2WE (Diagnosis)

|

1)

W MERMAEEIT, BETH o AL, BB OMERMAEDIT) L E2RET 5,

B ZESHEERER
AF—RAT N1
FHZ % Frok% Fbhnits Fhin s rar
&?5@@@@% PRET 5 (FIIE3) | RS 5 (B3HESR) | #2242 GRudise) |
2% (14) 98% (48 %) 0% (04) 0% (04) 0% (04)
AT—RX N2
Frze% Fizt% Fbhrni s Fbhrni bk .
BT 5 GRVIELD) | IRET 5 (B33 | 1532 (Fui30) | 383 2 Gaviesy) |
2% (1%4) 98% (48 %4) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%4) 0% (04)
HHE~NDIEE

ABILT /NI NV W27 2 2707 7 40 Y TOBMIEDAT ) DIEwRN» S M7z

B IEHN EPABE T DI L TH D, BEHEYRMGE O BIAHRLHERMRAIC L
H & DG # DA ORI OEHH, CREEH OHIRIC X 2 8% - 57 EHEBFEAE L, Kk
NORIOPVRHEI L o TIIRERKICHET 5 2 L b H 5o BHEEFE T RO MEITHEREE
#1® performance status # ZE 3 5 &, L ) B TOLRME T & i o SRk FH 25
b,

T2, BAT 7 AEROBERIZFEZEL, 0% 8RR E RRERE OBEEA Do
TV, GRO7 7 AEFIZ L o THEHRDPER L, LV IEEZEEF/N) 7 2 - OFFHbED
LEINDLZENFES NS,

© SRR

1) HARBEFBFZEE S, AR5 @R #ise s fmEn 4) Richards S, Aziz N, Bale S, et al; ACMG Laboratory
H SRR E R [ERAZLL T/ AR Quality Assurance Committee. Standards and guide-
W x T B 72D OFEEBI T - E & R E lines for the interpretation of sequence variants: a
FS & AT IWF 2R WEZEfUERE AMSIE ], joint consensus recommendation of the American
B ABIET 7S ROVIRTE R A G R Ver College of Medical Genetics and Genomics and the
1.0. 2021. Association for Molecular Pathology. Genet Med
https://www.amed.go.jp/content/000087774.pdf (7 2015; 17: 405-24.(% 4 K54 ~)
1KI4) 5) MR/ vk v 7 OERME, IR B M

2) Miller DT, Lee K, Chung WK, et al; ACMG Second- Rt M. BEAv Yy v a7V HEES
ary Findings Working Group. ACMG SF v30 list for B BnC, FYLAE, 2016, 2-5.
reporting of secondary findings in clinical exome 6) Horiuchi Y, Matsubayashi H, Kiyozumi Y, et al. Dis-
and genome sequencing: a policy statement of the closure of secondary findings in exome sequencing
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110 1. 2H¥E (Diagnosis)

Bz o156, BEBEERIRE (US) [FE2RTAL L THEREIN

D9 dh7?

> AT—FMA B
BEESFSIEBE, J77—ARMATYvFEULTUS BTD T EZIRET D,
[(HEDEE 55V, TIETFTYADERYE (8X): B ()]

ﬁﬂ =i

fEEEE A (US) I ZfEIDIBEN R A7) — = v FIREET, EREZ RS
AN Ry 212 WO NEREETH 5. A F v 21280 28RS TORRESS BRI
0.004% & i ST BY, SEHEFHI BT 2 BB ORI & 72 - 72 §ZkE TR US
Db %, FRAEIRE R COMBERTE (1) 2505 L 401% RS TwbY, £7-
RIS 2 cm AT OB (TSLIEEE) (B2) T 405% & &HETH 5720 TD L H 12 US
BHIERROROEELAI) -V IRETH L. BIEOBKRITREZET 2 EEHEIITL
T, BIEEZEEWUS ZE T LI EPEHTH DL IOV T, ZOFBMERIZOWVTHR
LAY TFI AL INE TA4mEE S NRTHE (R4),

2005 4E @ Helical CT, Conventional CT, MRI, US D Wike & VIR AEM: % bk L7 £ %
7)Y AVTIE, USIC & BIEROZ W3R 76% (95%CT : 69-82%), H#EJE 75%
(95%CI : 51-89%) &5 SN T b, —J7, Helical CT 13/&& 91% (95%CT : 86-94%),
L 85% (95%CI : 76-91%), MRI I3J&HE 84% (95%CT : 78-89%), HF¥LEE 82% (95%
CI:67-92%) THhh, ZN5 LB L TUS ORERE, HREL HICBHELE LTHLELT
VB, BRI R OE VR BB T 2 LEN D ) BERE L Lz,

2017 SRS &SNz A 5 7 ) Y AV TR, EBH LIRS R & SR T b
TWw2, US, CT, MRI, EUS OZHWHEIZDWT 52 LA LAY T+ S ATH D,
US (BEEEEZHZHWAEEEZUS &) T, KE88% (95%CI - 86-90%), HFHfE
94% (95%CI : 87-98%), IEZ% 91% (95%CI : 87-93%) &SN Twb, —J, CT T
(IKE 90% (95%CI : 87-93%), HFELEE 87% (95%CI : 79-93%), 1EZ%89% (95%CI :
85-93%), MRI TIZIERE 93% (95%CI : 88-96%), HFHJE 89% (95%CI : 82-94%), L%
#.90% (95%CI : 86-94%), EUS TI3&IE 91% (95%CI : 87-94%), ¥ 86% (95%
CI:81-91%), IEZH 89% (95%CI : 87-92%) THh o720 TN O DOM{EHA L Wik 2 &
US DIEFFIZ %5 D ODFML R VBETEE VWR b

F 7o US IZHHME L 7222 MET L2 2 KD A 4 7+ 1) L ATid, MhoE G iREs: O
Wiz 7 <, &% US HIROB W 2 T L T\ b, 2016 EED B DI, 2005~2015 4 F TD
18 SCHRA AT L 72 A 7 7 F 1) ¥ 2T, BEEIZ 90% (95%CT : 89-92), HFEZ1X 88% (95%

£



E]?erﬁE.

EHRIR

1 BREOER US KRICH T 2EEMA ; EREHGR
A IR AR AR O - IEE E THELREZD 3,

2 TS1BHEOERR US &
BESRERIC 19 mm KDIDE AR LR T 0 —fEE & THENIRZED 5,

€I OB (TS1iEE)

=4 BEOZERE X2T7FUIX)

FEER

-

BREE | BE (95%Cl) |$HEE (95%Cl) | EZE (95%Cl) | Z#iF v XLt

us 88% (86-90%) | 94% (87-98%) | 91% (87-93%) —

55 Us 90% (89-92%) | 88% (84-90%) — 56 (30-106)
91% (87-93%) | 87% (79-93%) — 67 (34-113)

CT 90% (87-93%) | 87% (79-93%) | 89% (85-93%) —

MRI 93% (88-96%) | 89% (82-94%) | 90% (86-94%) —

EUS 91% (87-94%) | 86% (81-91%) | 89% (87-92%) —
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1. ZW#iE (Diagnosis)

CI:84-90), Wi+ v X1k 56.38 (95%CI : 29.91-106.33) T - 720 2018 4ED b D3,
2007~2017 4£ % TO 10 CREERIT L 72 X 7 7 1) ¥ 29T, hED 5 Ok E B IHRET &
NTWb, 385 US OB WIHER, & 91% (95%CT : 87-93), HFHLEE 87% (95%CI : 78-93),
FZWiA v AL 67 (95%CI : 34-113) THo7zo WTFNDO AT TF ) L AIZBNWT LY
US DFWEEIEEm Wb Do 72,

INFEFTDORAYTF) Y ADFERDBIL, B E 5 - 72560 US iR ldaE <, Mo
s & i LR Ze <, BRI 179 2 L 0B W ENORED e WA e Ak
ThHaHIEND, USIFIRPEBEL 2 SIS TRV RITE LTI DIE L Twb, L
7L US IZBEEORRI LA S ORI L ) HEEICES BT WA TH Y, FFICHERE
W OB L {, BEEORHBIZEAN»H 5, CT X MRI &KL, BEHEH TOH
BEDENIZ L ZBMHED IS DX B WAE SN D, TD721 US THIEEA D 5Nk wiia
121, Mo CT % MRI % & OWEHE D -8 TITH) 2 L8RS NS,

PEXY, BEz8to7/204, 77— A ATy 7L LTCUSEIT) T EDREIN S,

B ZEDREGR

ffrzek fIrzex fibzwZ fibhnilx sy
33 B GROHESD) | 3RS 2 (BOIESD) | 15T 5 (54D | 38 2 Ghuvaiesy) | T

4% (2%) 96% (49 %) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%) 0% (0%)
BRE~NDES

AE S RA & V7252 US X, BITED & 2 ARMEE I L @G/ Cldd 543, BF
FEL NIV THATHRE & 7 o T\ %o TERINIZIEA S 2 50l 2 MM E 2 3 L5 2 L12 X
D, NI TULICREROENO—INCZY, MNEEIZBWTOIREDFIEZM B L OH
IR RE L o T\ do R USDRA S T F ) T AT, EEI0~91%, FFEE 8T~
88% L wlragidm <, Sk, —HH RV L T 5,

© 5|

1) KHEIF#E, AR—A, R EEkms 5% modalities in the diagnosis of pancreatic adenocarci-
RS N7-0FE - JREE, WEERE O PR oOMET. HAR noma; a systematic review and meta-analysis of
WHALZHE RIS SR 2000; 38: 608-12. (i H7) sensitivity, specificity and diagnostic accuracy. Eur J

2) Egawa S, Toma H, Ohigashi H. et al. Japan pancreat- Radiol 2017; 92: 17-23.(* %)
ic cancer registry; 30th year anniversary: Japan Pan- 5) Lin LZ, Li F, Liu Y, et al. Contrast-enhanced ultra-
creas Society. Pancreas 2012; 41: 985-92. (4 [#7) sound for differential diagnosis of pancreatic mass

3) Bipat S, Phoa SS, van Delden OM, et al. Ultrasonog- lesions: a meta—analysis. Med Ultrason 2016; 18:
raphy, computed tomography and magnetic reso- 163-9.(# %)
nance imaging for diagnosis and determining resect- 6) Li XZ, Song J, Sun ZX, et al. Diagnostic performance
ability of pancreatic adenocarcinoma: a meta—analy- of contrast-enhanced ultrasound for pancreatic neo-
sis. ] Comput Assist Tomogr 2005; 29: 438-45.( # plasms: A systematic review and meta—-analysis. Dig
) Liver Dis 2018; 50: 132-8.( 2 %)

4) Toft J, Hadden W], Laurence JM, et al. Imaging
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D10 BEZRE-IfcmE. IREB MRI [FE2ENELE U THERESNS D ?

p AT—FMA BN
BEERESEIBEIC(E, BEEMRI 2173 & ZRET D,
[(HROEBE 55V, IETYADOEEME (8X):C (58)]

i

g%

JEE8 MR &, 37 A F OB & HOCTHERBIEE52 2 LD TRICZ YD, BEEO
HEZWIC BT 26 HEPHRE SN TV 5, BEEOZREET I L 2 E{EZ Mo A 5 75
VAL B L, CT OREEEIE 89% (95%CI : 82-94%), HRELFEIE 90% (95%CT : 80-95% )
THHOIZ L, BEEE MRI D& L 89% (95%CI : 81-91%), HFEFLIE 89% (95%CI
74-95%) & WEOBWRIZIFIZAETH - 72510, B & O REEELOEINICBIT 5E
HCT LHEF MRIOZIREX WL L7z A5 7V P AICL B L, BEEHCT OKEIL59%
(95%CT : 41-75%), FEFEE1E 99% (95%CI : 88-100%) T 5 D%t L, JEHE MRI gk
1$84% (95%CT : 68-93%), HFHJEIL9I7% (95%CI : 87-99%) & ik MRI D5 Wi JE A
JEEE CT & 0 @aro 72122

EHIIMRIZIE, T1w@FAMG, T2EFE, 7 NV 7 A@ERH % 7z MR oA,
JLEGEFG (diffusion weighted image ; DWI) % MRCP 7% 043 %5, DWI 137K5
TOWEZ WG T 2 HETHY, £ OEWEE CIEIHMET T2 2 L 2w CER
BM$ 252 EMTE S, Park 5P, FHEOBHIZB VT, 8% O MRI OKEA 75-76%
THHDIZxL, DWIAINZ 5 Z & TREREA96-98%IC AT 5 L 8E L, BEZIICBT
% DWI OFHMZ#E L7z Wu b1, BEROZHICE1T 2% DWI & PET/CT D@k
L7225 7T 2 AZBWT, DWI DKL 85% (95%Cl : 74-92%), HEFEEIX 91%
(95%CI : 71-98%) T# 5 DIk L, PET/CT DEEEIX 87% (95%CI : 82-91%), Hiipe
1383% (95%CI : 71-91%) & MFHDZWRIZIZIZFAETH L L 2His L%, DWIIZ L
LRSBEDZMBEEAMRET L2 A Y 7Y VAT, \ABHICBWIHEHATH LI LAVREN
“C\/\é%'%) ( 3)0

70, BRI RIS B A RIZT I DS W2 LA 5, MRCP 1220 E T
%572 (R4), MRCP & ERCP O EEERTIE, BEHEOBMIC BT 2 % L B REICHE
EEBORNI LD F72, MRCP OB 23T L BIEOBWNIC BT 5 95%,
BRELEE S 82% & 5<%, MRCP i3 ERCP & A% @i s A L T\,

JHEAI L2 B SR A 12 B Y 5A £ B gadolinium ethoxybenzyl diethlenetriamine pentaacetic
acid (GA-EOB-DTPA : 7UEVCA L) &, ¥4 F 3 v 7 A% 7112 % 5 IMTEENREDFF
Nz, RIS A0 31T A R FFRE S oM 2 Wl gL L 7-% (D18 2H8) (B 3). MRI
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1. 2#rE (Diagnosis)

3 BEHEE s

A. &5 CT 248

BESICEE,RBD 5N, EREBRADRBEEEHS (%K), B S6 (C AP shunt #*
FHhNBPEASHTIEE WV (5KFE),

B. L&A

BESOEEIEMOETEET 5 (K, FFS6 ICIEAMDET 22T 2 EBEERD
% (K8,

C. EOB BT#mBatE

BT S6 DAFfeE=EHRREICHB I hTwW3 (KEE),

4 BFERE
A. & CT 28

RAGEICER R0 (RH), RAMEOHIRLED 513 (KR »"EELHEIBE
THIEIRETH B,

B. MRCP

FEAERDIEER CREE R L (RED), BAIE IR L TV B3 RENVBARICHE X
hTwn3 (KH#E),
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&, RNEED S 5 BERBEAELE T S ATIIHIRE N 275, CT LHEL T X Mk

BEA 2T &,

52 ENHREEN D,

B ZESHFER

RO T LIVF =D hnZ e Eh s, BEZICBVWTLHwLN

Fyzk% Frzk% Fbhrnits Fhina ks s L
HeB2 2 GRVIESE) | RS 5 (B3 HESD) | 3253 2 (F5\30) | 384 2 Gaviisy) |

2% (14) 96% (49 %) 0% (04) 0% (04) 2% (14)
BHE~DIEE
MRI 12 & 2R DOZWIRRICOWTIE, &R DWI 42 &8 F &F ekt lAGbE b

ZriZ&h, CT LM%

bLARENDEOZMREZH T 52 LAVRENTWEDY, BH

HIEFFEEDATH Y, AR EICEETER L, SHERGEEIS ORI R EDPLETH L, F
72, BEEROMENRIC X ARG O EE O R EEE NS,

©® 5|

1) Shin SS, Armao DM, Burke LM, et al. Comparison of

2

3

4

5

6

7

=

=

fud

N3

Ndd

=

the incidence of pancreatic abnormalities between
high risk and control patients: prospective pilot
study with 3 Tesla MR imaging. ] Magn Reson
Imaging 2011; 33: 1080-5.(2F— k)
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racy and differentiation of CT and MR imaging.
Hepatogastroenterology 2011; 58 996-1001.(% — A
1) —=2R)
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8

=z

9

=

10

=

11

=

12)

13)

spective evaluation in patients suspected of having
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BrEzoI5E, BERRKRE (EUS) (FZRNAL UL THRETIN

D11 Zh 2

p AF— KA N
EUS 3, BBEZERECRHTEDIEN S, BEZRSICBSICEUS 2752 &%
RET 2,

[(#EEDRE : HL, TEFTYADERMYE (38): B (H)]

ﬂ’q’: =i
EUS IZEBEENEEEZTAHI LICLD, BEREMTZERICAEELEET S LT
bo TN, BWEMAHRELAELTEY, BEOEGZIIIBWT, FHzmkiEz
SN b. EUS I & 2RO ZMAEIX 97.7% (96.9-100%)9, CT |2 X AL MR
876% (86-892%)°9TaH 1), EUSIZCT & il L THEISIEE IEE 2§ 5 2 & A
TE2Y, Bz, NEEOMEIIIENTH Y, Stage 0, THEZFRE LHARND
% ik AL RIREZE |2 CREREAFAE BT BELL, EUS 28 763% 2% LT, CT X 515%TH b &H°
HiEESNTBT, FHE T EREIEZ & OB I R IIRER O S L s Sh, M
BT R 20 5 b MOERZH CREZ O R WIHEITIE, BEERO-OIZEUS % tifTd
HIEREETHL (B5). T/, BELENIEOEREEFMICIRBN 2 BEE R %, it
%7, EUS TIRTa—fl e L THB SN A Z L iE shTway, 5612, CT T
M % T T & e 2o 728D EUS TOAETERZITEEICRA S % X ¥ 7 F1) 2 A T receiver oper-
ating characteristic curve (ROC) Hi#i FHIRE1Z 0.8 (0.52-0.89) & BN 7S lihe % b 57,
HSEROBES Y A 7 B (RIRERREZR, BEMEER) (S0 L<C, MRI, CT, EUSIZT
7+ U —%ATo 728, EUS TORNEO REFT OB AIE1E42%, CT, MRIIZBWTIZ 11%,
BB THY, B AIZBEOYF—A 52 2ZBIFLEHELRENTVSY, RIS
) A7 BETH B BFEENFLEREMES (IPMN) OfGEBEIZIZB\ T, IPMN BHAEFEZH
DIEEE, FREEEX, CT (56%, 100%), MRI (50%. 100%). EUS (100%, 100%) T
D, =L F Y RACBIEEREDIRENRTOEY, LALRDS, 1T A EORREN
23 EUS TR o —iE & L THE &N 5728, EUS TIREWZEDEIZIIZIZRA
2 %o EUS THH S 2B/ MRZE (15 mm BLT) O# 60% 3B Tid % <, EUS THiH
ENTIREDOWH OLEMRBMAEETH L L HWEEINTWEY, 22T, EUSIZED, 1l
OWE TR T XL VWINEEEZ RO AL, BN N—F=y 7 ERY 252175
TAVBNZEBWGET N AR Y M RATH 28T, MOMEBIRZ & OENZI 02 Wk
A LT %, N —F= v 7 EUS CTid, BRIIRE L I 2 & 2w s LD
S, BWREICHE TS A5 7 F ) v AT TIKEE 93%, HFEEE80%, ROC M Fiifk 097

&
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1. W% (Diagnosis)

5 MBREDEUS &
FEAERIC 10 mm ADEI I—[EE (X5H), RAKEOHR (KH) 23803,
EUS : BEEARE

EHEENTWA, CT L& N—F= v 27 EUS 2 L7222 Tld, 2 cm DU /NS
DHEMZMICB T, #E2 CT (UKE 1 706%, FFRE 1 919%) LHBL, EEn n—FE=y
2 EUS (&JE 0 912%, ¥ERJE 1 944%) THEIZENTWAZ EAHEShTwEY, &
72, #gN—FE= v~ EUS 13 EUS-FNA 1B 5 B2 =T 2 2 TRl dzH 257, —
F, MEORBIIKRELMMET LI EDNHEE o T b0, TOMBEEFRT L HEE
LT, #&@N—F=v 27 EUSTTROERILLITORTVEY, &512, ¥ N—F=v
EUS TIiE CT R MRIIZBWTHEEH T LIV F— R BEHBEBEEICTI — FREEZFDPMEH T
ELRVHEICOHEHTEETH S, LeLads, BHIED L 2 ABEEEZANILEE IS LT
BERBREA SN TV v, —F, TIA NI 7 4 TIREBIIECRESE LTl sh, 2
MIEEICBE T 2 X 7 7 1) ¥ 2PN T, & 98%, HREIE 63%, ROC M T A% 091 & #ii5
SNTW5,
PiE& D, EUS IMioFE G L ) b EVBEEOFIEZ RS L VENZREZ AL TE D,

N OB BB 2 & H 2 H o Tw b,

B ZETEFTER

frzek fIrzex fibwZ fibhnllk sy
33 B GRHESE) | 3RS 2 (FOIESD) | 15T 5 (VS0 | 38 2 Ghuvdiese) | T

4% (2%) 96% (48 1) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%) 0% (0%)
BE~NDES

EUS 13D B & & NSV Z AT 2 b 00, —KIFERIZB VT, +aicE kL
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BREZROI5E, RORAT v E U TRRRE THEERES

D12 % (ERCP) [FHHEREINZN?

p AT— KA b
b DEHRIZEE TRAEMERE & DIERIN R REERES 5 W\ (& R DEEO TN
HBBREREICHUT, ERCP 2175 TLZRET D,

[(ERDES 1 HFL, TETVADMERME (8F):C (5)]

ﬂ?i: =i
CT, MRI, EUS % EOE§ AL ES L, HEFWZ WL L LT EUS-FNA 2k <
B LB BN TUE, BEOZWH I ERCP 247 ) &I L TE T b, Rl
T BEIE O FIRB NI BT 5K 21.3~636% L s TH Y EUS-
FNA 2 X 2 BB OB  IE R Ve LA LA S, BEE RO £ 0 mFE &
WRELEDLNERLBEBED L VISIEE MO B O A% (autoimmune pancreati-
tis ; AIP) & OERIRBEE G OFEAM & 5] X HivTHT ) BEIHIRZEZ 12 X > TOABIITBE 7 B
ERANREDZWTIZ B\ TIZ, ERCP OEEMIZIEFFIZE V.

B O RE IS LR S RET 2 REBHEERETH L7200, 1FTLALEDEE TS )
DEFEBROEALDZRO 5N 5o S BEI) 72 NHRSERY ST RS &R (endoscopic retro-
grade pancreatography ; ERP) %1%, TBEE OB%E - P L BAIREE OILER, Rzifo ik
AR TH 5o ERP GOFMIC & 2 BHE OB, 77— A 2 ) — AWF2E TR EE 70~
9%, 1Mids A5 T7FY) Y ATIHKERIES79%, HAKERE 906% L#EsNnT»
B0, G E FENCEEM T 5 2 L3R OBWNICA I TH 575, ERCP IZIdm\ RN L
PR EOMBIEOFTEL VIOMEN DD 5, TF— MIRICKL 2B ERCP 12X S
SRS DS EFRIT 07~11.8%1 | BEHEIZBGE L7 ERCP (IR 0584313 36~115% &
HEENTVRBIO,

ATP OFZMIIBWTEEZ ERP AT, £@BEED 1/30 L% 52 Rk, 5k
W& FmPEEEONRR L (K5 mm), ZREMME, EEEPMED? S 05 BEORE TS
B0, F 72, PAIERE =3 cm, SEMIELA S OBBOIRE, FAlER L ) EREE OEEDZ L
WSS, R L L CAIP THEEICEHHEEICROONAFIRTH Y, FHE L OERIZINIC
AR EHE SN TS (K6)81%, MRCP (3l 7> D% &2 B (G O -l A ] g e A i ©
H), AIP OFEF R OIS LI LIEFEH &b, MRCP ICIZB%E L - & O L OFF
AT RETH 5 &\ ) FlTH D 525, RFE AIP R IERIERE % & B O&ENIc B W TE
RS S O HREEOJREZ LT 5 2 S IZRETH D, AIP LR LE DS
BiZi3 ERP S ETH %o
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1. 2#r% (Diagnosis)

6 BELBECREMEROD ERP %

A: JEIED ERP R BEAERIC 3cm ROEMEKEN V), BAMEDHIRERD 5, KEHE, S DS
ROIREILERD SH B,

B : BRBMEB CRZEMEERD ERP &, Santorini EEAFICHERMEEZ D5 (K, AHEEEDIRE
WRIFTH D,

ERP : RIRERAETTIEMEE &R

P o ESE (Stage 0, 1) O7Z42I2iE CT, MRI, EUS CidfEf L L T2 52 LS TE
3, EUS-FNA (Z & 2 Mk BREUASH B 7 B8 S FFAES 5o 4512 Stage 0 O _FREHEIZ DWW T
&, RO RSSO R LD T & b4 <, ERP I X 2 BRSO 25 7 2EAM &
5§l & v TIT ) BRI 258 N 13D CEETH 5o /S — 17— 7 V& i 72 ERP
W2 & B BEE 2 GO BEEGOFM A FMAVNEEOZMICEH TH L LOWMEDL H
59, F72 BLEEMNEOSZENIC BT 5 NN RS L)+ —2 (endoscopic nasopan-
creatic drainage ; ENPD) /1 7 — 7 V& FH W7 B OBERGIEEE O & FAESTRE S, 1%
J¥ 722~100% & BN 7B I HE ShCn s (D17 2) 202,

B ZESKEERER
fToz % TH2L% Thirnle® fTbhnwils SedE 7 L
RS 2 (BRCIESE) | 3RS 5 (FHVHED) | IRET 2 F3iEdR) | 46253 2 GRuiess) |
0% (04) 94% (47 %) 4% (24) 0% (04) 2% (14)
BAE~NDIEE

ERCP 32RO ) A 7 % F ) Mg Td 575, EUS-FNA 2ShifT IR 72 /s ZE R I -
BN % FRER A IS LS 2 E— o Th ), SHRIFOBEEREIETLIEEZON
bo $72, BRBMOHCREMELEDOBWNICB VT, FICHEEE OEN T SFICELE
A ), ERPIZ L2 BEEROFFMARFHIEETH S,
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D13 BEZR--ICHZS, FDG-PET [F22HiiAL U THRINSH ?

p AT—FMA BN
BEERE S EIBE(C(E, TFEZHRT - BHEZEBEND FDG-PET Z1THhRBVC E#FRERT
Do
[(HREOBE 55V, IETYADEEME (8X):C (58)]
R

RY ba s (positron emission tomography ; PET) &1, B ASRA 2 (KNI
5 L CHL T 2M&ETH 5o MGHEERO—FTHL 7V u T+ F 7 va—a (2-
[F] fluoro—2-deoxy-D—glucose ; FDG) 1%, ZIVa—AELRKEIZI VI —ZA F T v AKR—
F =& o THIBMIZE A S L2k, ANF VX —BIZL ) FDG6 ) Y& BH, i1
DO fgEr I E & 7 59 FDG6 ) Y B F FMAMICEFE 3 5. FDG-PET &, WSH4E
HHELTFDG WA Z & T, MERFHANEIAL L T 2 B HIES 2 12 FDG A3HUY A £
N5 LIZLo THEEPHEONLBETH D FEHfEIZ, FDG-PET ORI E 2
ETHONTWAEY, KHAFTF )Y AL DL, JEHE CT R MRI, 850 N
(endoscopic ultrasonograpy ; EUS) 7 & & It#g L C, FDG-PET 2" O FEAEZ WL B 1%
WP TV D EEv 2 72\, Treadwell 512 & 5 BEE O S EGRAC X A ZWHED X ¥
TFNDAZEB L, #&#F CT OREIL85%(95%CI : 80-90%), FFEEIX 55% (95%CI :
44-66%) TaH o703t L, FDG-PET DAL 91% (95%CI : 85-94%), HFEEEIX 72%
(95%CT : 80-95%) & & DBWIHEIXITIZFEETH o 7217, Toft 512 & 2 BRI T 2 4%
FEBZZWICE T A5 7F ) AL B L, #i52 CT OEEIL 90% (95%CI - 87-93%),
PR FLE 13 87% (95%CI @ 79-93%), JEH MRI D& 1 93% (95%CI : 88-96%), HFF LI
89% (95%CI : 82-94%), EUS D& 1L 91% (95%CI : 87-94%), HFHEEE1E 86% (95%CI :
81-91%), MEHHEE WA O KE 1L 88% (95%CI : 86-90%), HFHEEF 1% 94% (95%CI :
87-98%) TH > 72DIZxF LT, FDG-PET D&KL 89% (95%CI - 85-93% ), HFrEEEIE 70%
(95%CT : 54-84%) & FDG-PET OBEERZITIC BT 2 HREOE S 2T S LT 589,
JFERERZ T2 BT A 835 MRI @ DWI & FDG-PET %2t L7244 7)) L ATix, DWI®D
JBJE 13 93% (95%CI : 84-97%), HFHJF 1L 86% (95%CI : 75-92%), FDG-PET ®R&JE ik
889% (95%CI : 83-91%), JEFLEEIE 78% (95%CI : 66-87%) & ZIFFEETH 7210,

& 512, FDG-PET OMEEMIIEHETH L 2 &, M#k % T FDG-PET %1795 %
BIEEREOMEZIPLETH D 2 &, GHHREES S 5 2 &, FDGIE 7 Vv a— 2P
HThodI L OHERER EEMEREOIEZARETH LD Z &, KIEMERE & OfRIDH
R ERENL, HESHRLENZWO-D12, B CT RMEE MRI 12012 T FDG-PET
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2179 BFRITZ L\, [FDG-PET, PET/CT #'1 K51 » 2020]12 & % & FDG-PET D
ZDWT [ LT GBI & 2B H IR L 3R OBIEEN T X %
WHEFIZHEIT 2] LS Tw Y, MESNOEEIREDNAGEIZHV LN, R YK 4
O EFZORIEIZIE UC FDG-PET OBIGAHIM S b ETH 5o

B ZESHFER

Froew FHo e Fhhwiesr fFbhwks o
A3 2 RIS | 35T 5 (B3 IESD) | 3R 2 (B HES0) | 383 2 GRuviksg) |

0% (0%) 10% (5%4) 84% (42 %) 2% (1%) 4% (2 %44)
BHE~DIEE

FDG-PET (3 EMEGOZWICHEHTH 2 Z LIS TH 2575, BUEO BN DReT)
O RN 5 2 LIIREETH 50 FFRAVIZ/INEZ b IRHE T & 5 BI{FLELATT e
%% PET BN TS UL, BROFEZET - HIWZIH~HWD 2 & b HIfFTE %,
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2020.
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JEREREASFRO b B Y56, RO M2 SHEICEWEES TN S BERFIEMREIC
&, R DM MR I, SRRV, HCSRIEME R EE TN, h
5OEBIZW NI E I Do TEDOEEZIT O _ LI, £ DBREIZBWTHIGS
WriZ & A BB OENSTTEEE ko7 L LGAYS, BERZNTCILER Rk B8 &A1
L, Z0 X9 ¥4 13 EUS-FNA 12 X 2/ BZ IS & 2 A 05K & v, EUS-FNA & CT/
IO —TAEMOBEERE ST 2 S REE L i L 72 RCT 128 W T, EUS-FNA O
ARENSY, BMTRDMEBIGR S22 & 4 E > T, EUS-FNA 3 &ERIZE < %%
L2oDdHb, —HT, WHEER EUS-FNA THE L 72 B R A % Bt 3 2 WEZ IR O
FRERCHAMN 1C & 2 B WTREIE 22 13 ETE T %0 BEEZ 0L CIEDPSUREARO K TR S
n, HEAEE LTSRS BIRE G MR 3 5 538 (BIRRTRES L OW)
PETTREBES) (X LT, MrArHiigil & L TIbsRE 21T S L SRS Tnw 5, R
DB WTHFERINREZN 2856 2 L IIMO TEETH Y, BEEOEIIZI 217 Tn
ALFFRERT OB AN =T > AR T % EUS-FNA O = —X95&mE ) 90 dh %,
EUS-FNA OHEIEEZJET HICH 720, IELE, WBIEAEREE, needle tract seeding (28
Filgt o @B ERAL ISR 4 R0 2 BR) AL UM L 72, BEER I3 %5 EUS-FNA
DBWHEZ M L7 3MFD A5 7T ) T A& B &, KL 84~92%, HEFLEE 1L 96~98%
FZHIL86~91% Th 727", EUS-FNA I, BEOZWICHEHLMEETHL EEZ D
No05, BB TR BHIERE SR TIED 2 DHFET 5o ANREIZKT 2 e
WCHRAND 0, EEENOBWRE % 5HME L 72500 HETiE, 10 mm DL EORETHIEDS
HAIYT% TH-7-DIZxt L, 10 mm KiilfOFHE TOIEL I 64% & A BIMRNMEITR S 1L
TWAY, T4, L)% < OMBEMORINE 1T 72012, TR R 7 + — 7 Sl
It 2 I LD & T LR EIEHDOBIROERL 2ERIEHOWBIED LN TV DL, ZNHOE
gt & 5 2 &C, MMBEEDORINTZEOBAREL RIS 5 Z LW REL 2 1), EUS-
FNA OZWrael 127> 2 & 23 & 5%7, EUS-FNA 1 CT, MRI, &%\ 3 EUS
% S X BEIRRZWIOS R E N7 ) A THEMBIND . FHATOERZI & EUS-FNA OREZ T
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1. ZW#iE (Diagnosis)

&, IEBENTHEERESEICE D 2SRRI X 2D ) A TEDOHRDERTHEREL
TV ZEPFETH 5o

DOE D 22 iz BN L 72 % Mgk L FRFFE O s Tk, EUS-FNA IXHE ) BFAEF A4 3 1%
172% (234/13566) T b, MMl & FEESFE L BEIETH - 72Y, Needle tract seeding %
A, 005% (7/13566) TH Y, BKEETH 720 I5WMOMEE M2 5T F1) v A
T, HFEEEAETRIE 098% (107/10941) TH Y, FIHEH, B, mfE, i, FEE,
JEHAPED T 5T %?, BERBEEREOWEIIHO T 7% <, EUS-FNA I35
FEDIREBWE L L CREIHITIREE £ 2 51h, L2 L, needle tract seeding (345 (24}
B2 KT 2 BE BV TIIBHTE 2 0EHRTH 20, HEBEREADEBRI IR
B L B B 2 0% K, BRRIBIER 0 L CREBE AR AT Z &, YIRRE IS 20
V= FTHLEENREGEINL VI ENERE LTEZSNDL, 211E TlZNeedle tract seed-
ing FEA = % {IIA X ZFFG L 720281370 <, EOBERIIHL M TIER V. —HT, EUS-
FNA D EIEIRFE ISR LA HRIC S 2 2 B A S ISFHE L 2512 KH 0, wih
DL EUS-FNA IC L BB G728 0n) bOTH- 720, 727221, bAED 14
Ti% 2 B 5 BERYIFR 301 BloMEtcld, EUS-FNA % fifT L 72 & D 34% (6/176) |2 nee-
dle tract seeding % 2T 5, Needle tract seeding F4: 20 NS F 1421252 5 82
B9 % —E D RIFIE v YIRARERE O A7 & T OB RERE 1 0h L C O RIENGE# L LT
{LHBEAT DN L BEY | BHESBIZ BV C EUS-FNA (37 TIRA S AW TH 5,
HO needle tract seeding F84E=(L, 50D EUS-FNA OfRE#Jd 5 ) Z TEHELR 7 7
75—l )BTz, REMEZEIN S AL VS22 Sz,

EUS-FNA 12 X 2 REZWOREBFE L LT, BERED L VIZHEBEIIHT S CT/2a—
TFAERY, ERCP 2 M7 Ml RIS F -+ 18~ IS5 R a5 5l
Mite EDBITF O N5, MIEERELZ &L TV 5 ERTIE, EUS-FNA 1273 2 T
FRHE FLF =V LI LISTTbNh b, OB, MBS IS EMRAFHER 2T b,
EUS-FNA 2 & BRI & 72 % r — A3 D 7% { oo EUS-FNA O3 i A3 A 70 B
HL LT, PueEoh k2 W2 83, EUS CHEE O A LvEE, PRI mE
R EDFAEL, B CERT S EWEE R EE L EABIT N, NS IIRBTE A ME
STAHHME B JEK, R, BEREIIRY o/ SEilE % & OB E I LT EUS-FNA %
Ty, ZOBWREZ 5HM L 72 8s b #iL S, RIS 3 % EUS-FNA &[5 07 ik
AIRENT VD (82~97%) 72, JEFALEEOR D V12, M OIEERIES; DNA Ve~ 1
ORNA® % =47y e L72)Fy PAL AT —8EHENTW S, BIETLERERD
DHRHELT, BOBWIZLEHTH S Z LDME SN TWEA, JEEHMRIC A TRIEE)
W Z EARRETH 5,



D14 129

B ZETEFER

Tozt% TH2 k% Thbrnwl s fTbhnwilr e |
IS 2 (BRCIESD) | 3RS 2 (F9VHED) | IR 5 G3ViEdD) | 46353 2 GRuvdess) | &
11% (5 %) 87% (41 %) 2% (14) 0% (04) 0% (04)

BHE~DIRE

IAE, BIZFRRICED DAY ) AEREDPLZ C ONAETEELTETBY, BHEICE
WT b BISETIE 2o FEYIRBITIE EUS-FNA Mk % IV CGEIZ T b s 2 & h'%
Vo BIRTFEITZAT 9 7201213 £ ) % OISR ORIATRD 515 720, BIIEDFE
ICHILDEREZ N LRD S, RWZHE 2 W5 2 L RERIAE AT & vo 7o TR
KENB. F72, FEEZT TR, WBEDNP S OB 2AMIRNE —D2OFETH S,
JERETE % RO 12358, BMOAR L S THRAT ) AERT Hilk L7- EUS-FNA O EfidS v g
FRDOENDEEZEZ BNLA,

©® 5|AXHER
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atic mass lesions. Gastrointest Endosc 2006; 63: 966- of endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine-needle aspira-
BT 7 N) tion for histologic diagnosis in Japanese tertiary cen-
2) Banafea O, Mghanga FP, Zhao ], et al. Endoscopic ters: multicenter retrospective study. Dig Endosc
ultrasonography with fine-needle aspiration for his- 2021; 33: 1146-57.(a2 K — 1)
tological diagnosis of solid pancreatic masses: a 9) Wang KX, Ben QW, Jin ZD et al. Assessment of mor-
meta-analysis of diagnostic accuracy studies. BMC bidity and mortality associated with EUS-guided
Gastroenterol 2016; 16: 108.( #* %) FNA: a systematic review. Gastrointest Endosc
3) Puli SR, Bechtold ML, Buxbaum JL, et al. How good 2011; 73: 283-90.(* %)
is endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine-needle aspira- 10) Minaga K, Takenaka M, Katanuma A, et al. Needle
tion in diagnosing the correct etiology for a solid tract seeding: an overlooked rare complication of
pancreatic mass?: a meta-analysis and systematic endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine-needle aspiration.
review. Pancreas 2013; 42; 20-6.( X %) Oncology 2017; 93 (Suppl 1): 107-12.( — A 1) —
4) Yang Y, Li L, Qu C, et al. Endoscopic ultrasound- )
guided fine needle core biopsy for the diagnosis of 11) Ngamruengphong S, Xu C, Woodward TA et al. Risk
pancreatic malignant lesions: a systematic review of gastric or peritoneal recurrence, and long-term
and Meta-Analysis. Sci Rep 2016; 6: 22978.( % %) outcomes, following pancreatic cancer resection
5) Takahashi K, Yasuda I, Hanaoka T, et al. Diagnostic with preoperative endosonographically guided fine
Fine-Needle Biopsy of Small Solid Pancreatic needle aspiration. Endoscopy 2013; 45: 619-26.(2
Lesions Using a Franseen Needle during Endoscopic F—1)
Ultrasound Examination. Diagnostics (Basel) 2020; 12) Tsutsumi H, Hara K, Mizuno N et al. Clinical impact
11: 27.(aFk— 1) of preoperative endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine—
6) Renelus BD, Jamorabo DS, Boston I, et al. Endoscop- needle aspiration for pancreatic ductal adenocarci-
ic ultrasound-guided fine needle biopsy needles pro- noma. Endosc Ultrasound 2016; 5: 94-100.( 2K — )
vide higher diagnostic yield compared to endoscopic 13) Kim SH, Woo YS, Lee KH et al. Preoperative EUS-
ultrasound-guided fine needle aspiration needles guided FNA: effects on peritoneal recurrence and
when sampling solid pancreatic lesions: a meta—anal- survival in patients with pancreatic cancer. Gastro-
ysis. Clin Endosc 2021; 54: 261-8.( * %) intest Endosc 2018; 88: 926-34.( 2 & — )
7) Kamata K, Kitano M, Yasukawa S, et al. Histologic 14) Yane K, Kuwatani M, Yoshida M et al. Non-negligi-
diagnosis of pancreatic masses using 25-gauge ble rate of needle tract seeding after endoscopic
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patients undergoing distal pancreatectomy for pan-
creatic cancer. Dig Endosc 2020; 32: 801-11.(2 & —
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Motoi F, Satoi S, Honda G, et al.; Study Group of Pre-
operative therapy for Pancreatic cancer (PREP). A
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& S

R SFR0 DN B GEITIE, BEE L, B ORBMEE R &0 SREMEE B R MR 75w
JESS &\ o 7o BFEER & OEINERE L 25, MFREOEENFELLMELTETWS
P, ZTNTHEGMEOATHIELEE S 52 L IIHETH Y, UBRAREREICBS VT
PEEZATH I L CiE, WHEFENRMEEZISLETH S, S O ITEE TIETUIBRT RERE 12
BW ORI LT LD 1240, BEEOBRNIHWEZRIINHEEZ DN,

R DORMB ML L LT EUS-FNA SR - HRELZEPENTBYACERLL TS
25, EERIC EDORiR T b AT RE % DT TIE v,

JEEHEE D T A R TR EMIE, EUS-FNA O K% DR 5 B OREZ Mg & LT
ONTELFETH L, M, BEHEBEWETA FTEREROZIE L FEHRZHGEL
I OREZRE L L COMREZET Lz, MoRREBIE L oEELEICEL T, &
HoL, AL US £721& CT 74 FFEHIA# (CT-FNA) & L TEUS-FNA &0
RCT 1", EUS-FNA & D A10 &M 12 %2 Fv7z,

T PR S VR ZE V25 B SRR W /7 A BT 2R AR R 0 B IE AR AR R IER 13 89~97 %Y & $it
HINTBY, EUS-FNA & O T MARICRICH B ITRO o7z (S
WeAi A N TFZER A 0 89.1~91.3%, EUS-FNA : 86.7~100%, p=00192~07812)%,

FRELESWIAEIC BT L Cld, JREE 62~99%, HFELE 947~100%, 1EZHIE 71~987%, Btk
R 92~100%, FEPEHER 755~947% Th - 72138, JHEZWE & LTl - Mk
BITIE, #MKEZ DRKEE 94%, 1EZH 805~90%, MIZDEIE 87%, EZH 786~91%TH
D, M MZ R I LA I E 94%, BB 935~95% Tdh - 7224,

ZRIETHITOMETTIX, 18 7' — VRIS DKL 926%, IEFZFR933%IIHL, 22 75 —T%
HISF DI 923%, IEZH923% T, EHIEOF — VRN & B A ERIRD L h - 7Y,

JEIRZEDEBALF TS, BHSHEIRZ I BT 2R 929% - 1IR3 938%, BMARIIRZICH
\F B IREE 952% - IEBH905% &, HEEIRD LR, 72Y,
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1. ZW#iE (Diagnosis)

EORETIE, M MRS L L IEE - ERRIAEEN L, o s — VI
FoTOAEBEEIRD o7

ULAE, US MU DFEIEN L 720 Il BE R EHHIAH SN L Z LD H 0, FREOHM
PEEOBIICENTHH L ENTWEY, EEBEEY A FFERIAERICBWTY, @
D B E— FTIIHIEEL & FFHIELRDO R FUHTD Z 12 WIRZE R, HARMOEVNFEEIZBIT S
HRUEDPHIES N TWd, BE— FCHHKNEETH - BRI L EEaBE sy 1
TFLEREME AT 5 7235 T, 962% THIERIEAERITREE 72 V), EE D 905% TH - 7217,
BEBENR T A FTEHAEROFEHRIZEH L CXEIMEEESL L TR~ (0.6~
18%) 148 3884 (22~42%)%2, WML (02~22% )28, Iz R I % 7 & O B YehE (2% )19,
HEME ST (04%)47 7% Ehd o 71275, BEZBREOFREIRD 2D > 120

JEEREBE M /A R T 2R AL EUS-FNA 2172 2 \Wiik<e, MifT F TR A5 % Jii
W BEORIEICL > TEUSFNA XU LB L TWa LHM SN AAIIE, WS &
LTHMDOREIATA D THETH Do

B ZETEFRER

ffrzek fIrzex fibzwZ fibhnilx sy
33 B GROHESD) | 3RS 2 (BOIESD) | 15T 5 (54D | 38 2 Ghuvaiesy) | T

2% (1%) 94% (48 ) 2% (144) 0% (0%) 2% (1%)
BRE~NDES

JRELRSWTEE & L Cld v < o OMIBRERIUT 23 5 7%, Misx DRI EE DREL R L
LS ORENOWEL L ERTRETH 5, WETIEIVAT /) AEEOFRE - FRIHE
vy, E ) 2 R ERAR 2 BRI 2 72O IS B O AR 1T ) LEPELL L H S,
Onsite TOBIEMAERIAHI T & 2 WG % ETY, OB 312 A i
ZHR D R UAHRRBRICAS AT R 72 1R, BEIRFE721) T % MBI e B & b R 2w (D
PERTEDLZ LD HLHREDPOHIE, JEHBEWRT A FTEMERIIERZTETHL L
FRAOND, 7272 LA - ZWRRIC B E R EORREDLENREN LeEh
TIEZe b7\,
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1) Horwhat JD, Paulson EK, McGrath K, et al. A ran- 3) Matsubara ], Okusaka T, Morizane C, et al. Ultra-
domized comparison of EUS-guided FNA versus sound-guided percutaneous pancreatic tumor biopsy
CT or US-guided FNA for the evaluation of pancre- in pancreatic cancer: a comparison with metastatic
atic mass lesions. Gastrointest Endosc 2006; 63: 966- liver tumor biopsy, including sensitivity, specificity,
577 N) and complications. ] Gastroenterol. 2008; 43: 225-32.

2) Matsuyama M, Ishii H, Kuraoka K, et al. Ultrasound- 4) Di Stasi, Lencioni R, Solmi L, et al. Ultrasound-guid-
guided vs endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine-needle ed fine needle biopsy of pancreatic masses: results of
aspiration for pancreatic cancer diagnosis. World J a multicenter study. Am ] Gastroenterol 1998; 93:

Gastroenterol 2013; 19: 2368-73.(7 — A1) — X) 1329-33.(7r — A1) — )
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D16 REEOEILFERSZIE UTHERIHERSINDD?

AF—RAT K
BEOBCFEEZHE UTEHERZITS CEZIRET %,
[(HREOEBE 5BV, IETYADOEEME (8X):C (5)]

'

2019 4F 6 HIZASABIR T/ S A VIR DS IRIEIIER S 1, BEEHE BV T RESI LTS
(7L v 3> CQ D5)o 2021 4F 10 ABIE, — FEIZHEEL D EAR T 5 A T RE 70 R HEAR
v —/ » % (next generation sequencing : NGS) M & LTIdv A Ay 7 24D
OncoGuide™ NCC # >~ 2/84 )L & Foundation Medicine #1:® FoundationOne® CDx 75A %
JATaT 7 ANVHFERITEEL 2o Tnde, TNEOBEIL VIS EEHMAT RO DNA
TR R E LTV D720, TGRS O ORI LI E 20 b o B EE T/ 3F V IR
U, DIBRARIE R LR - BRI RILATT, & 5 VIO AR L v %, BUE
HHETHEREOZWIIE, YRR IZ EUS-FNA % US-FNA 7% & 0dt itk 2
WL ZEDNLV HHAEMOBIERNGSHAEICBWTOEFHTH L Z LTI TIZHSNTWS
ALY Ltk BRI R E 2 b BIETREOHES ML T A2 L, FRENLE L 4
LR H D R END, VB UMBME - BaeIZAMEIT) HEE LT, W TEER
DA FAHEIZ O THEE L 72,

FEEIZEHERO MR T NGS Mot % F2Hi T & 72 B IR RIER 12 DV TId 574~100% &
WE SN TV D, BEDPSHEIETIE o2 8l e LT, M= - Mz ERfEof e
%, DNA OSEH A EAET 5TV 258, RO BIERERIGRIZ E T 2 K &
LCld, WEDEMRERE D7y — V5 ENBITON LD, BHIC LTS LERT Y X
TA Y I CERE SN DTV THho72 (19 F721322Géhvs. 256G 4L % v
A 219, 95%CI : 1.08-447, p=0.031)",

F 72, $HERZAT ) EEHRA B L LTk, EUS- US-CT ZEWH Y, EUS LISt OFERE
FNA O5#E EBAERIEERIE 792~100%5Y TH ), EUS-FNA OB IERAERICE 672% & 1 j#
LTWAARENED D - 727°, BEEIBRO 2D - 729 EUS TOAEKI I fine needle
aspiration (FNA) & fine needle biopsy (FNB) & %% V), Elhanafi 5 ®## 12 L 1uiX, FNB
T, FNA LB L C, T RBRARERIA T & 72EE6055 < (909% vs. 66.9%, p=002),
SR EfRHTTH FNB (v Xt 495, 95%CI : 1.11-22.05, p=0.04) DA A NGS RED 720
D3 AR E B L T 720 F 72, FEHEDA» S &g LT, ERIENE
Bt A US-FNA %, WEICL > CER US 2 L 205479 2 & T, NGS#AED
L 100% Tdh > 72V
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BIETRESWICERBREZ HO 56123, T RESEORNOM % 53, DNA -
RNA OSE bbb IS 720, [7 7 LRSI AR V12D Ty &
MBEAS 7 ENBVEDH o REHMOEWERILV<Y VEENT 7 4 Al (FFPE) W&
TIZ DNA OBEHLASEZ ) R\ 7o, FrilEE Mk x 72356 X 0 & NGS BIhEEss
Bz & HEENTE Y, FFPE AT NGS BB 1% 84.8% 2k L, FriffEEikco
NGS Mt DI IL 974% L B> 72 (p<005)Y s L7243 THIH 12 & BUE A
ETh LY, BIZTREOREERIZOWTIE, KRAS (88~9%6%), TP53 (68~78%), CDK-
N2A (34%), SMAD4 (16~32%), ATM (12%), BRCAI (6%) 7 &85 S nTw
A1) KRAS ERDBWIREIZ OV TIZ, A% 7 F 1) ¥ AT FNA BETOZ ALK
72~83%, FREEE85~100%", LMEEXNTVL, ZOM, AWM RHYIBRER L 0
KRAS, TP53, SMAD4, 7 X OEfET- R4 OB T, 833~100%D—HETH - 724,

HERRIZOVWTIE, IMENRE LAY TF ) AT, 2798 61> EUS-FNA O
SHEE LC, 2R (11%), 8 (06%), WHEER (03%), HiIm (02%), 52 (02%),
Tl (01%) DIFA, BELIEH - HEEEZ S8BT N0 I X - TE
FREDFERIZ 0% & DML L H 29, Zoft, # FNA Tixhim (83%), %M (21%)
T EDOMEL HBY,

B ZESKFER

FHZkn ek fbhucls |FbheIlE |
eSS B GROIESR) | SR 5 GRVIESD) | 1RET 5 BV E30) | HE32 8 5 Gaviiese) |

0% (044) 98% (50 %) 0% (044) 0% (0%) 2% (14)
BHE~NDIRE

SHEMUIYIBRASHEIENE T O AR BE T, L2 S ALSEHREERMGHT OMAR 2 RN T & %
ZEns, BMBLUHHBONA A= —DFELIT) 2L T, SBROMHIMLERD S5
RAHREICHG LI LIS

© 5|

1) Berry W, Lundy ], Croagh D, et al. Reviewing the 4) Gleeson FC, Kerr SE, Kipp BR, et al. Targeted next
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B LB MDA SN TV A, T, BRMIZIC & - TEEOZBWHE L, 448
RO IE R O R FRHA OBEHE & BB S N2 IEAIIM L TB Y, 20% 1 LRI
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EUS I3 TEF, NRAF, MEZEOZKIICEN TS, REIEZHT - YIFRT &M Z
B CT CHECERWVESE, EBINT2TLZREET D,
[(HERBDEE W, TIEFTYADERYE (G&X): B (F)]
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EUS 2 & 2 BEORNZ I - IRT ORI L <, TR, NREF, mEEE b
B REEZ N ZENIC DO WVWT Y AT IR T A v 7 L2 —/AF T F ) T AMRTbNTWnw5b,

£

1. TEF

2006 EICHE SNV ATY T4 v 7 LY a— GROH)VTIE, EZEIE, EUSA
68~85%, CT #323~75%Tdh ) (F5), EUS BEH TH LMD H 5720 T WTF DB
REICBI L CCT LA 7 v Ad 7R why, EUS HIEOBIIFEIC D W CRBLRERL &
B L7225 7H 0 22 (16 OHL) YA 2014 FEIHEE ST b (R5)o T HT% T1-2
& T3AIHE LR L T2, T1-2 OIS TIE, BKE, FRE Bt v AR,
FNENT2% (95%CI : 65-79%), 90% (95%CI : 87-93%), 2469 (95%CI : 10.68-57.07)
Th o720 T34 DHPHETIE, 2R 2N 90% (95%CI: 87-93%), 72% (95%CI :
65-79%), 2469 (95%CI : 10.68-57.07) TdH-72o N5 OHEH S EUS 1& T BT DI
LEHEICEHATH L LR b,

2. NEF

2006 ENCHE SNV AT T A v 7 L 2a— @@V ClE, EZHEIX, EUSH
44~75%, CT H°38~63% Tdh -7z (F&5)o EUS HARDZWIREIZ D\ TREBMRR L i L 72
014 FED A5 T+ A (16FOHL)YTIE, EUS DR, FREE ZW+ v Xz, 2
NZN62% (95%CI : 56-68%), 74% (95%CI : 68-80%), 6.67 (95%CI : 3.29-1351) T
Hotre T2 2013 EICHE SN/ EUS & CT 2L TFHY 2 @fFOHL)YT
(X, EUS K, RS, M TR (AUC) &, 212 58% (95%CI : 44-70%), 85%
(95%CT : 73-92%), 79% (95%CI : 75-82%) TdH o720 —7J7 CT DKL, FFREE, MHHRT
R (AUC) &, 2121 24% (95%CI : 16-34%), 88% (95%CI : 77-94%), 51% (95%
Cl:47-56%) Tdh -7z (F5)o NRETIZBIT 2 EUS OBWIHREILHL T 5 b D TEZR WA,
CT LYENLTWz, INHOME 26 NKHFOBMEEICE L T EUSACT L h LT
720
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1. ZW#iE (Diagnosis)

3. MESHE

2006 FEICHRE SNV AT YT A v 7 L a— ORI BIF 2 EZ=iE, EUS A
68~100%, CT #741~83% THh~7: (£5). EUS HIEDZWIHEIZ DV THIBIMLEL Xtk L
722014 ED AT TF ) YA (16 MOFHY T, KE, BERE W4 v A, 2he
1 87% (95%CI : 80-92%), 92% (95%CI : 86-96% ), 56.19 (95%CI : 24.46-129.08) T -
720 2013 4EICHIE SN2 EUS & CT 2R L7242 7)) ¥ 2 (12fD#%30)Y Tld, EUS
DOREE, KRR M TEE (AUC) 1, 2R 2N 86% (95%CI : 70-94%), 93% (95%
CI:88-96%), 95% (95%CI:93-97%) T -7z —J5 CT D&, Kpipe e THE
(AUC) &, 22 58% (95%CT : 45-69%), 95% (95%CI : 89-98%), 91% (95%CTI :
88-93%) THh o7z (F5)o INLOMETH S EUS ITIMEREIZ BV TIEMEZ2 W 25T i
T, CT LK LFASED 5 W ZENLLEOBIEEL A L T\,

4. YIBRTTREM

2006 FEIZHE SNV AFI T4 v 7 L a— BHmOH LY TIE, EZHIE, EUSH
63~93%, CT #°60~83% CTdh -7 (F5). 2013 4EICHif S N7z EUS & CT % Il L7z A
7+ v AV T, EUS oK, $REE, M TEE (AUC) 1§, #h2n87% (95%
CI:63-96%), 89% (95%CI : 63-97%), 94% (95%CI : 92-96%) TdH>72o —} CT D
R, FREREE, IR TR (AUC) 13, 22N 90% (95%CI : 77-96%), 69% (95%CI :
41-87%), 90% (95%CI : 87-92%) TdH 720 F72 EUS I& CT 5t I WIRABEIRZ D[]
EREEEOL L IHEHTH o2 VI AT TF )28 55, S 5ICHBRTREEICD
WTEUS & CT 2l L 72 2020 4EDEE LT EF Y AL B A% 7 F 1) ¥ AY Tk, EUS
& CT T UIBET B EFRG 12 B TR OBMHRET, EUS OKE, R, Bt v Xk, M
MR (AUC) &, #N2N87% (95%CI : 70-96%), 63% (95%CI : 48-77%), 1151
(95%CI : 355-36.81), 75% (95%CI : 66-84%) TdHo7zc —J, CT OREE, Fp#EE, 2
Wit v XM, TR (AUC) &, 2121 87% (95%CI : 70-96%), 70% (95%CI :
55-83%), 1591 (95%CI : 483-51.62), 78% (95%CI : 69-87%) TH -7z (5. hbH
DFEFR S EUS & CT (X UIBRTRBEEFGIC BV CTIRIZFEFEOBZMRETH - 72

INLoME*ELHL (F5) L EUSICEA2BE0MUIZET (T W¥, NRHF, mEER
H) Tk, NHTFOBWRHETmMLT 2 b0 TIERWA, TREF, NRETFOBERE, mER
HOBWEEIC BV TWINS CT L) ENR, WHZIOREIC AN TH 5. WERTTREED
FHEIZEE L Cid, EUS & CT 1 ZIZAEETH 5. EUS IR HT, CIBRFREIEEHEIIC B\ C
EBWZHREE AL TBY, BHCHFST500EEIONL. L L EUS IO B GZ I &
HA, —REERIZBWTHAICER L T0b E3FVEEC, WekiikbRons, 724
HHTODMREEDBEEN D, SHITTHLE LHENZY) >/ T - RS OFFEIZ (3R
R bo L72H3> TEUS B X 2R 1, YIBRW setharfiddfdE S ¢, @2 CT T
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ERXBATFUIR/IDATFITA4 Y7L

M EF 122w T,

Ea-—)

TEF (T1-2/T3-4)? N BF? Jiik=p=FeRd YIRR T AR
MEHE®E 95%Cl MEMEME | 95%Cl | HEHTERE | 95%Cl |HEHE[E| 95%Cl
72/90% g?:;gﬁ/o 58% 44-70% | 86% 70-94% | 87% 70-96%

= [00/72% |7 9% 85% 73-92% | 93% 88-96% | 63% 48-77%
65-79%
'(DPER;/ ?ﬁ;/)s'% ?:23:;_21';4/ 81% 68-89% | 88% 82-92% | 61% 46-76%
(NER\)/ ?NZL%O'm 8;;2:8;21” 64% 56-71% | 90% 82-94% | 88% 72-97%
AUC | 90% — 79% 75-82% | 95% 93-97% | 75% 66-84%
+ v X | 24.69 10.68-57.07 — — — — 11.51 3.55-36.81
Lt
FE$% | 65-85%" 44-75%" 68-100%" 63-93%"
CT
B — — 24% 16-34% | 58% 45-69% | 87% 70-96%
BEE — — 88% 77-94% | 95% 89-98% | 70% 55-83%
PPV — — 67% 52-79% | 90% 78-95% | 66% 49-80%
NPV — — 51% 43-59% | 75% 69-81% | 89% 75-97%
AUC — — 51% 47-56% | 91% 88-93% | 78% 69-87%
+v X — — — — — — 15.91 4.83-51.62
Lt
F#®R | 23-75%" 38-63%" 41-83%" 60-83%"
PPV : FBMROsRER, NPV : BeifIhR, PLR: BRMEAREL, NLR : BRMALEL, AUC : Bhig TEE
TETELWEGEIZEUS #BINT 52 L 2RET 5,
B ZESIEEER
ﬁz:t% - fFHcx - fibhnI b - FibhirwI bk e
HESET 2 (BRHESE) | $RZET 5 (BHHESE) | RS 5 (B9 HEST) | HESES 2 (R HESE)
2% (144) 9% (49 %4) 2% (14) 0% (04) 0% (0%)
BHE~DIEE
EUS I3 Z=f 3 FRed m <, FEMZ WGBS RE72 28, —ERRICBW T3 %R LT

RERMER D IRONT WD, LM R TOBMREEE L BE S5,
1&$ EUS 2 & 2 3Ffiliostiss S ihd T & 7288, F 72 Rt L b
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1. ZW#iE (Diagnosis)

EHENTZY) Y SEHIOFHEICIZRAD D B 2 EITRET Ho T 72MOBGZRNIC N TRER
BIATHY), BEIEIZ03% L MEINTWDH, BISICH L CIEEEICHET 2 LEX D
V., #&% CT & EUS 12 X 2Hi5ei 2l K> 5 %,

© 5|

1) Dewitt ], Devereaux BM, Lehman GA, et al. Compar- 484-97.( 2 %)
ison of endoscopic ultrasound and computed tomog- 4) James PD, Meng ZW, Zhang M, et al. The incremen-
raphy for the preoperative evaluation of pancreatic tal benefit of EUS for identifying unresectable dis-
cancer: a systematic review. Clin Gastroenterol ease among adults with pancreatic adenocarcinoma:
Hepatol 2006; 4: 717-25; quiz 664.( #* %) A meta-analysis. PLoS One 2017; 12: e0173687.( #

2) Li JH, He R, Li YM, et al. Endoscopic ultrasonogra- %)
phy for tumor node staging and vascular invasion in 5) Rahman MIO, Chan BPH, Far PM, et al. Endoscopic
pancreatic cancer: a meta—analysis. Dig Surg 2014; ultrasound versus computed tomography in deter-
31: 297-305.( £ ) mining the resectability of pancreatic cancer: A

3) Nawaz H, Fan CY, Kloke ], et al. Performance char- diagnostic test accuracy meta—analysis. Saudi ] Gas-
acteristics of endoscopic ultrasound in the staging of troenterol. 2020; 26: 113-9.( X %)

pancreatic cancer: a meta—analysis. JOP 2013; 14:
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p AT—KMX b
RIBERRDEZHICH VT FDG-PET & CT KWREENFV®H, RREGBHEDND
5 (Cld FDG-PET Z175 T &L ZiRET B,
[(HEDRE 55\, IETYRAOEEME (8X): C (389)]

® B
#

B

DIFIZ W YIBR T RETE S HHIC 51T A PET OAF MM MET L 2micid, 247+
VAN 2, LY =233, EFIERSS MDY, AFT T ALPET & CT O MR
A1 4@, PET HAOME A 172 -7 PET £ CT 2K LA 7F ) v A5, T
FlionTEIEY Ty 2% L, NEFIZOWTIRHEARRE BEimke L), MEFIZOVWTIE
CT LY bERENECHERTH S EEROITONTWEY MEAFOZIREE, CT DR/
BREEEDS57% (95%CI : 36-75%)/91% (95%CI : 81-97%) T -72DI2kf L, PET Ti
T/ 67% (95%CI : 47-83%)/100% (95%CI : 95-100%) TH -7z, F 7z PET Hijh
TOAYTF )T ANS, NRNTOKE/MEREIX 64% (95%CI : 50-76%) /81% (95%CT :
25-85%), M HT OFF#zFE 2 3517 2 KB/ FF L1 67% (95%CI © 52-79%) /96% (95%C :
89-98%) L#iEEnz?,

FREEER L Y2 —2 513, THERFIZBT S PET/CT OKEIZZNEH 22%/100%
L OHEED R, PET HAMO K/ FRIE L 0%/100% & OHEYHH Y, T HFI2B1F5 PET
OF T S N TV, F72NRTICBIT 5 CT OREE /R 1L 37%/79%, PET
DIRE /R IE 1L 30~56%/63~93% & iy S MY, NHFI2H517 % PET O ML G S 1
Zaro 7287, —H MEFIZBWTIE, PET TR 727~91%, CT T30~63%& Sh>7,
CT &9 & PET OFHMENE W &35 S /e 72 PET/#5 CT Al Cid M KT 0 &
FEIE61%/57% LAV AS, &R CTICPET 2P % 2 & TRREA 87T% 12 17 L 72 & o
bdH oY,

RO PET (K18) DREIE, FERTIX67~97% L Sh?, FEBEOKE SI12
I 1em P ETIZ88%DBMIEETH - 72D I3 L 1 cm Kili TIZ 50% (KT L7z & ot
2d 5%, MidEAs Tl 14~53% LK< %Y BIEDMERWER & L CTHiEREAVNE 22T
HHZERMREEEAE) T —F 777 FBBITFENTW S, [BEERICEBIF 5 PET/CT

JRFE X7 2 83.3%/50% & JEBHRFE DI IE PET O3 SEHTH % & 3 2 HE
DB —JT, CT DI BPAR/MNFEOBMICENTHL LI WMEV L H Y, —EDR
fRIZE STV, BT, PET/CT OEREIZZNZN100%/125% T 1), Bk
ZWiZ B 5 PET O D HE S Tw s,
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¥ 8 FDG-PET IC& 3 EfREigsas i
A: SREF&ER, B: 2RMER, C: BAR L/ &HEE, D: Th3 EHBNEERE

M REFOZMRE% PET & MRI THE L 22530 CTlE, #EREBOZMEEICBIT 5 PET/
MRI DREEE 1L Z N2 67%/44% TH ), WEBEAMBITIE, FFEETT71%/61%, Bk -
EIEARRE T 40% /0% & i s h72?s

DLy, BEOWMUEZIIZB T, TRERFRNREFIZOWTIEPET OFMEIZFED
LNWAS, M EAFOZBRIZBTIEL CT IR RIED S C BIEE S W2 &5, PET
EBHEBOZMICEHTH L EEZL N,

B ZESHFER

Frzk% Frzk% Fbhrnits Fhinz L% i
HeB2 2 GRVIESE) | 3RS 5 (BIHESD) | 3253 2 (J5W3E80) | 384 5 Gaviesy) | 7

2% (14) 92% (46 %) 6% (34) 0% (04) 0% (04)
BHE~NDIZEE

FDG-PET (3 fRBIGR S N2 AETla D 2 B SMimETH ), WEZL—F
T FDG-PET %47 %) B AR OV T HIGEH STV v, LA LATRTO FDG-
PET 12X 1) 11% |G ST OEEAYTh LI &) HEY R, 16% IR 2 FAf % [l T &
EVIAHEOLH ), BEAMNEICOVWTIISHBE 2 ET 2HETH S,
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tests for the diagnosis and staging of pancreatic
adenocarcinoma: a meta—analysis. Pancreas 2016; 45:
789-95.(% %)

Zhen Wang, Jun-Qiang Chen, Jin-Lu Liu, et al. FDG-
PET in diagnosis, staging and prognosis of pancreat-
ic carcinoma: a meta-analysis. World ] Gastroenter-
ol 2013; 19: 4808-17.(# %)
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18 F-fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission tomogra-
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Nucl Med 2008; 49: 1408-13.(7 — A ¥ 1) — X)
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SEIOE SERES Z 5 S BEORMRHONE RS NS
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p AF— KA N
BEEAEGFREOM/NTERCEREGEORZRICERTH Y, BEOREEZH DT
(fICEERIFEZTD CEZRET D,

(DB : FL, TETVAOERYE (G8X): C (3)]

ﬂ?i: =i

AR, FRAOM/NTESRLIEREROZINIIEN, BIEORMZE O A
HATHBEEZLNTWS, LA L, HEBEESGICLAEBECHBEEOMELH S, 20
BT O A MENESE O BE ORI 3 28 AEIC O W TOMFHIEE 2 R RE L &
AbNb,

2015 FE LD FERIEIEGOE A2 L-kAm & ak— Mg 46, BLOAF T
FUTA2HERGICE LB,

2019 4\ ZY)BRT] RE 70 a5 & VR I HEATIRERE (o0 9 A A TE SR O A RIS B R
158 Q776 1) O X% 7 F 1) ¥ ANHE SN2 AFTHGERE TR S s nz
1756 Bl 5 5, 350 B (20%) A3EAMEHESEIC CYIBRANRE L BT S 4L, BT EITIE 242 #
TIX 86 15l (36%) AIHANENESEIC CYIBRARE L BT S 17ze Mimm e LT, FEEIEEOHENE
WX TARELREMZ#T 2 2 R TE, YBRESHLELZE LTS, —h, FHaMEkE
I THEMOBNTFIERE R EEEZRE L L LB L7272, 0RO BERICYIRAEE & 2
SN (BREEER) 125% (1406 BlH 64 1) THorz e L T 5,

B TOFELEEG O ENGILIEN N, T AN 5720, FEBIESGEO T 7 b h 2% Bl
BT E v TDL) %eh T, FMEORMBERTFT 5L, FEMBEVESEIIFERTOM
INFFEERE R B RE 7 ORI OFMICEA TH ), T &K 2 2R EE 2 &
BB PEETE L WS, NELEM 2 5720, FEBEEEEZ1TH) 2L EHATH
BEEZ Do 29MDAL T F) TV ATIE, B, TEHBIHENEER 3,305 B HEAT L 728 A
JESEIZ X o TYIBRERIZ 61% 7> 5 80% 12tk ¥ L7z & DR L H 57, FEEIEHEICL - T
ANELHE T 2 BT E UL, MEROFOEM, TEREBROEHOMEGETE 5, 2561,
YIBRAREIENE & 7 o 72 BT 5, AL EOZ DEROE R 2 G #HA~O R Rl 0]
REICZ2 D), FRIEEMEIMFONDWTREMEDLEZ ONL, D720, BERICB/NMIEER
JERHEAE I L o THIBRARE L 2T S AT REED L U &y, T2 X L 72 BT #E TG &
U BRARES 2 R T R E 2L V) BERLH 57,

—HT, FEEEGE L IMBEEIECHMEDL 5. HFAMEIEG ML EBEIL 15 4

&



=6 MEFREZHICSTIBEEEREOTIMALAL

D21 153

e -3 WEFH A > xt& BEX 79 RHL 1BRE1EE (%)
BIRZHT : 2% 0EfRER
Schnelldorfer , o Stage I-II (3 0
A L 136 BB  11%08R | 20 0%
HEBED
EEREEE DG : CT T
YIRRAIEEE S hEBED
De Rosa et . 24X MR & | ogpn T CA19-9; 150 U/mL | - ..
57 < = N = 7o
al? 2015 | X427+ 1) X review EEAE L %% EEE 30 mm Ll EEAa L
toEELERERT S
EHTARE
. B AR T B 19% (CBEREERE, 15%.C | _ ..
3) 4 5 7o 4 = s
Satoi et al.? | 2016 | £ A A X% - 67 NFETS 5 BH ZEA L
EEBEMRE
YIR5 15 R A% PIRRIEREED 5 b 25% | 1%, HiaAaE
4) BAE 7o ,
Peng etal. | 2017 | AR ZHAE poe 75 I BB EAE & S Y0 - 155
ficsd
. | EETYIRTAEE & N1 | BEERET
o | DT 0 o 5 5 o0 iR | Bate e
Taetal® 2018 | X4 F7FUT R BRrETR ﬁﬁﬁﬁ% BETYIKRAE, BE | h/-5%»H
2 @ (n—papy | TTHEMEE & N 36% 1708 | KK, YRR
= eSS THIRRTAE Ber
P 8% \ZFTE:%5, 10% |-RERE
Suker et al® | 2019 | % 5 H 2 Hi% ﬁﬁﬁﬁh 91 BB, 1% HTEEH & JEIE | SR L
= BREm S %R /-

(049%), FETIE 1B (003%) THhor-EWv) A5 TF1) 3 ADREENH 27, &bt 156
DI B, BEYET MM 20%, K— b A MEJ20% R DL, MISHi%, g R—
MA MEZR EZGBD 5, ZOBNNG, FBAMBEWESIC X 2% EPHEOHE L5 < 1dk
WO, BRI 2 FREBELEMIAT) OTIE R L, BREEEOBICEE 2 IET S
CEHEELHRRETH S,

Fii xR L BEREICB VT, BEBEESEOFENEIHELE S N5 BN ERBERE D/
AN AT EEERBIT LWL O Om XA H 57, CT TYURTRE SNBEDOLRNPT
CA19-9>150 U/mL & %\ 3 EHE 30 mm Mo B3 E, BIEMEBEZO N ) 27 B
ELCHAMEIESE 2 ERiTRE EHE SN TV A, Fong 513 1,001 610 s % % AT L
B (v X 18), YIKRWEEEREE (v A 21), BIrETEE (v X 76), it
Biia# 2 L (F v X 27), CA19-9>394 U/mL (v X1 3.1), BEBHEE (v X 18)
D 6 WT %2 BT 2 E R ONA ) A7 77 7% — L LTFUREER LY, $72, Liu
5 235 Bl BB AT L, i 62D, B, EEEE 40 mm PLE, ALT 125 2L
F, CA19-9>385 U/mL, BEKREFED 6 T % BIEREBERONA VA2 777 5 — &
LTI 85%, HRELEE 69% & 7 5 TR 2 1E K L 2%
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2WE (Diagnosis)

L TOFRANMEFE O EFR T BAIZ BT E 2\ 0s, ARSI R Oyt 20 75
BEOFHHICAER TH Y, HFAEMBEIC L o TRELRBFIEM 2 8T 25 2 & AT S YRR
E32EE2ON5, —HT, HEEEHRICIZ2BREOMELHL720, 0L REH
IZHAMEG 247 ) PR 2 E DD Do 2 LT, FEEESE KT L, FFOBRKET2 7%

W ENTZBETY, ZOROHE TRIBIZ BN S NUIBRARE L 7% 2 BIEMEIA &
B EIHEBLARTNE RS20,

B ZETEFRER

Frze% Fizt% Fbhrni s Fbhrni bk .
BT 5 GRVIELD) | IRET 5 (B33 | 1532 (Fui30) | 383 2 Gaviesy) |

2% (1%4) 94% (48 %4) 4% (244) 0% (0%4) 0% (044)
HHE~NDIEE

MDCT, MRI, EUS, PET/CT % & Ot <&, JF3m OfyNFRE < Bz O FF
il REEZ Z &2 5o WANPETIRIBIZA 2 5 ) BIEOMMZ I ORHEICAE N TH D,
NLBERRER 2 A S, PRz LI 2 PRI TVL, L L—HT, %
FPEREFI X AHBEOME L H Do ZOBIED S, FEEBMERZ N TORRER 21T
DTEZL, Tz L EFOLRDPT, BRI CRBEEEZTETE WAL A
IRERFELT, FEEES L E/RT H2LENDH 5,
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1) Schnelldorfer T, Gagnon Al Birkett RT, et al. Stag- and meta-analysis. Dig Surg 2019; 36: 251-60.( £ %)
ing laparoscopy in pancreatic cancer: a potential role 6) Suker M, Koerkamp BG, Coene PP, et al. Yield of
for advanced laparoscopic techniques. J Am Coll staging laparoscopy before treatment of locally
Surg 2014; 218: 1201-6.(2 & — ) advanced pancreatic cancer to detect occult metas-
2) De Rosa A, Cameron IC, Gomez D. Indications for tases. Eur J Surg Oncol 2019; 45: 1906-11.( = & —
staging laparoscopy in pancreatic cancer. HPB M)
(Oxford) 2016; 18: 13-20.(# %) 7) Hariharan D, Constantinides VA, Froeling FE, et al.
3) Satoi S, Yanagimoto H, Yamamoto T, et al. A clinical The role of laparoscopy and laparoscopic ultrasound
role of staging laparoscopy in patients with radio- in the preoperative staging of pancreatico-biliary
graphically defined locally advanced pancreatic duc- cancers——a meta-analysis. Eur J Surg Oncol 2010;
tal adenocarcinoma. World J Surg Oncol 2016; 14: 36: 941-8.(2 K — 1)
14.(3Fk—=1b) 8) Fong ZV, Alvino DML, Fernandez-Del Castillo C, et
4) Peng JS, Mino ], Monteiro R, et al. Diagnostic lapa- al. Reappraisal of staging laparoscopy for patients
roscopy prior to neoadjuvant therapy in pancreatic with pancreatic adenocarcinoma: a contemporary
cancer is high yield: an analysis of outcomes and analysis of 1001 patients. Ann Surg Oncol 2017; 24:
costs. ] Gastrointest Surg 2017; 21: 1420-7.(2 & — 3203-11.(24H—1)
) 9) Liu X, Fu Y, Chen Q, et al. Predictors of distant
5) Ta R, O'Connor DB, Sulistijo A, et al. The role of metastasis on exploration in patients with potential-
staging laparoscopy in resectable and borderline ly resectable pancreatic cancer. BMC Gastroenterol

resectable pancreatic cancer: a systematic review 2018; 18: 168.(2 & — k)
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- Modified Glasgow prognostic score (mGPS) :
A 27 0, CRPfE=1.0mg/dL
2371, CRPfE>10mg/dL 27 IV 7 3 V=35 g/dL
A a7 2, CRPME>10mg/dL 727 V7 I <35 g/dL
- Neutrophil-lymphocyte ratio (NLR) : #FHEk# mm®/ ) >/ S8k mm®
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- Platelet-lymphocyte ratio (PLR) : Il/IMEEL uL/ V) > 7SER% mm?®

- Lymphocyte-monocyte ratio (LMR) : V) ¥ /3Ek# mm®/HEk# mm?

- Prognostic nutritional index (PNI) : 10x 7 )V 7 3 »f g/dL+0.005% V) > /SEk% mm®
AL (AR IREZ &) Ol (B9)
- Total abdominal muscle area (TAMA) : && Wi R mm?

- Normalized total psoas muscle area (nTPA) - Psoas muscle mass index (PI) : 24 KNE

© S|AXER

ARG mm?/ (5 E m)?
- Visceral fat area (VFA) : MIEAE & mm?

- Mean CT value of psoas muscle : KE#5 CT
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BERE (RS 5 FIIRA PRI IE, MIIRIEEFEED 2 W IEFIIRIEREASEE b I B oxt LT
IGEDH BN, TOBFRIIOVTUE T FICHLS N T v, MIREHIREZITH) LT
RO FAlT & 7 A BERE B 1 21E, EMEROBEGICB TSN TB Y, AFIHH, &0HE
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EPATRTA VI LE2=—DHEDRTHbL, €L TEZDTRTH, PIREBEUIBRHEFTH
EPIRAEBEEIBRIEREATH & OB TH ), PIIRIZERENE (0 L COIBR L725& L IR E L
72856 O EBHRES D 13 7
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RO TSN L o 2B EOMPR FHELARETH o722 L2 5 MIRE IR T EN
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LLEZONDL OO, WiERZET Y ZFBIRTIIFEL 2Vve I A FEHiIZ DWW T,
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PRIZNT LR ENEBENDLD, SRHRIIINHIZOVTOHEG D RIESLETH 5,

Fortner & ® regional pancreatectomy ®# 2 VL%, [ IR % Wik o —ih & % 2 CHIAME
% BICMIRE PRI %179 1 (FHIMPIIREG IR Lo and o724, 2ot
EXFFTHIET U ARITEAE RS, BETE, BLALTTORLTh ARV, $£72, MIRE
HOREICL ) ETERLTHRIRNECERZYY ) YRTEIZOE SN LHE b H AU
RN RIS EN LS EL DD, FRBROWEIX, CNSPRIELLMHEZ-THBY, 1
LEHMIEIHETH L L FDLEL2ER V.

DBy, B9 5 MIREPFIBRICE ST 2R T 7Y AT TRAVWEEDLE
5B hwns, BHIRTIEMIRE I EENZ ST TS EEZ N, IhiiT)
CLETROUBRELAGAEICIIEEBLTHIVEEZ NS,

B ZECSHFER

Fazk% Frzk% Fbhrnitd Fbhnz s s
HeA2 2 GRVIESE) | 3RS 5 (BIHESD) | 3253 2 (J53iE0) | 884 5 Gaviisy) | ™

6% (34) 88% (45 %) 2% (14) 2% (1%) 2% (1%4)
BHE~NDIEE

PRI DAEEE LIS U 721G ERE O RIE D 72D IS HEATE & i — L 72 TOMIREIER D
H i RS AT & W58, RCT SE L SNb D, £ORETF A VI mHNEB A5 b
WEETH %,
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ma. Br ] Surg 2016; 103; 179-91.( % %) 9) Delpero JR, Boher JM, Sauvanet A, et al. Pancreatic
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96: e7335.(r — A —X) Francaise de Chirurgie. Ann Surg Oncol 2015; 22:
5) Yu XZ, Li ], Fu DL, et al. Benefit from synchronous 1874-83.(7r — A1) — X)
portal-superior mesenteric vein resection during 10) Chua TC, Saxena A. Extended pancreaticoduodenec-
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sis. Eur J Surg Oncol 2014; 40: 371-8.(* %) a systematic review. ] Gastrointest Surg 2010; 14:

6) Gong Y, Zhang L, He T, et al. Pancreaticoduodenec- 1442-52.( 2 %)
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B (XA FR R E AN C, MO ELEE IR Z DY ERGEBGR IZBO TRRTH
5o LDL, NEHUYIEED ADMRBIERTH D, WTHETHIUIBEBAIIFRILE Ly, D
HIETIE 1980 4FAA 5 90 SFRUTHTF T, BRI 2 RO 2 WEIRIIH LY VS E i i
DIERETE (bW DILAFM) 25Tbi, FIUIL ) FHROUENIELND L OHREHS
Sany =7, BCkiET b BN LRI 2 h KB E 1T - 7285135 5725, &
PHAESSLE R AR B R B D AR TH - 2 L OWMEDN L - 7257, 20w
ROKFEEICTIE, BB LT v/ SEi R i s sl 2 tE b 2 WEIB (VbW B T4l 28
TONLON—HAE R, FMBEMEROMAPR#ZEIND L)k o7 LALIND
DEROBELEIIWITND RCTICLBMETIIANVW ETH o7,

1990 FERZL LD, BEE I3 AEEFM L RFHOME L LE L/ RCT /45T
ERETHR O THE S (R 1), TNHOHMETIE, WFIIZBWTH ke YH
IZEE W, EWIHIHRTHo7. LA L, FOKRFEED HEE S 7 RCT 2B B HEKED
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Dolze 22T, DAEIZBWTHRCKRDOVHW 2 ik T4l & H AR ORUE L 723K Tl
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Johns Hopkins ™ (2002)* 17 Mayo Clinic (2005)'"
U >/ NEERIE =2 I VS = HK =2 N PN
BEH 40 1 41 146 | 148 40 | 39
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U > NEERE AR 133 | 198* 170 | 285* 15 | 36*
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BHHER 18 (45%) | 14 (34%) | 42 (29%) = 64 (43%) | TH8% | TH42%*
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417 HRRIchRE 112 | 167 30 28 26 . 188

N % 7= I3 FHE & ol
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1) Ishikawa O, Ohhigashi H, Sasaki Y, et al. Practical 3) Ishikawa O, Ohigashi H, Imaoka S, et al. Preoperative
usefulness of lymphatic and connective tissue clear- indications for extended pancreatectomy for locally
ance for the carcinoma of the pancreas head. Ann advanced pancreas cancer involving the portal vein.
Surg 1988; 208: 215-20.(7 — A ¥ 1) — &) Ann Surg 1992; 215: 231-6.(7 — A 1) — X)
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S /PN S R R | /N
51 50 83 86 30 30
426 547* 356 420* 305 j 446
2.1 2.4 0.1 0.25 — —
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ITAFEOERESE T FML TRy FIEETFME Vo B EFMOMBIHE T L <, K
T IR IR 12 BT D BN TIE 7 v (AR BEFETA T 3885 VI BRI (minimal invasive pan-
creaticoduodenectomy ; MIPD) 13 2020 44 B2 [V ¥ /3Hi - MfEEITE 2 | [E2E
OBz L) | EEEG O LT IRBOEH & % o 7228, R TIT ) I3 e
NOMATED LN EEDSH ), MkBEL ZIT TV LU H D, MIPD A {72
MENTHL—HT, FEFMICHERZEEETE S R, EEANICHS SN 2ED I
HELHRRETH 5,

FESE b L, BIERETE+ 485 YUFR (open pancreaticoduodenectomy ; OPD) & g fEss
TIEE+ 38U ERMT (laparoscopic pancreaticoduodenectomy : LPD) % ¥ L 7273C 3
MWL, OPD L u Ry M TEE I8BYIERA (robot-assisted pancreaticoduodenec-
tomy ; RPD) Z L7231V 2 M L7z WIh b &AM EBBRIETH Y, HifmE
T 2T MU A 8 T ) Y AR o 1o FAMOREMEOMEIEE & L Tl
T PATEEAOHESRESR, WiED A, b B, EREHE, oncological 7 Mt
HHE LTEEFHME ) Ty M AZEEM L2,

LPD & OPD % i L7z 3 & b Il (2 IS L3 124 B 137800 % 42 727)%, Sharp &Y
13 10 BRI OB B O ICRS & LPD 2B AR TERPFEFEICE oz Mk L Tw»
bo TATEEAHAEICHE LT, Kuesters 5213 Z OFERIWME TS EHELTHY,
Croome 5% 13D S X E TRZTH > 7245, LPD 125\ T HHEHRIE D S5k 5% s
AT L2z L 5 L w2, i i 1E Croome 5713 LPD IZB W THEIZ A 25
Rl LTCBY, MM LT LPD ICBWTEETH - 22 L AME SN T
529, F72, TRTOHEIZH T LPD (25T OPD 2l LIERE H o i1t Hh
7259 M BV TIIWE TR%ETH - 72 L #Hil ST 52%Y, Croome 513 LPD
B TEBRBAEFPEPERICER L2 E@ME L Tnb, 20BME LT, LPDIZBWVT
Wil B 5 7% 90 H LINIC B S 72 BB DIRPE o ol ITTwb, £z,
RPD & OPD % Ml L7z 1" 12 B\ C, FATBIE A GHE TSI M CTR% Th % 25, RPD
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MIPD (& Z 15 OFHAHGE L7 Mgk CHifT S5 2 & ZRift L LT, MRIEsE %
BT BLWREMEN D B0 S, JATT Bl & MIPD 05l B X CEMIBEOMEH 2 Sh
LEHEZON, FbDEIIBVT ORI S N7z LI X ) R4 HEFIERDSED & &
AbMb, LaL, BRATIEIZET Y AR5 THY, BT HRT 57201238 L 72
Mgk CT179) S L 2RET D, ETHOPRNEEZOND,

B ZESHFER

fyzk% Frze% Fbhni s fFbrni s el
A 5 GRVIELD) | IRET 5 (B3 HE3D) | 1K 2 (T 330) | 383 2 Gaviesy) |

2% (144) 86% (44 %4) 2% (1%) 0% (0%) 10% (5%4)
BHE~DIEE

BRSN7-HiETldd 545, MIPD 28 OPD (ZHx, AT & BHE S8 AE 3 - firdp il - &
AR ML - A RAERE H 5L - RIS L oM B0 5, L L InsidiuE
L7z CTHb N D & W) RIRIZE SV TV b, 5% RCT 74 EHilA & B COMEEIC X 5,
BOBWIE T Y ZAOMEI RO LN L,
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retrospective cohort study. Int J Surg 2018; 55: 162- 183-9%4.(r—Z2a > bua—j)
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2) ORw MR TRMARSBIBRIT SRR U ICHEER CIT D T ZRET B,
[(EEDBE : FUV, IEFTYADOEEYE G8): C (58)]

g EH

WAEOMEERE TR u Ry MR TFM L Vo HEREFMOMSITIHEE L\, 2020
FIZIZa Ry MR TEERIYERESREET & 2o TR Y, IWRETFM 2 /T4 2 8E X
WMLo2®H 5, BRBREFMICEIT HIAMRRR, 1EBEHBOEM, BEEZ EoF R
ZnboLEbid, Lo Lads, REMEER IS 2 RREEERF LR (minimal
invasive distal pancreatectomy ; MIDP) SRR FAT 12l T4 5 % W\, oncological
WHHFESNLPENE, EERLRBERFEELEZ OGN,

SRR AL L, BRIERRIR R ERYIBRMT (open distal pancreatectomy : ODP), & MIDP %
R L 72 A 10 X EFE 2R Y L AT T4 v 7 LE 2 — 287, JEHESE TR R
F#li (laparoscopic distal pancreatectomy ; LDP), W3Ry b33 FREARIVIRNT (robot—
assisted distal pancreatectomy : RDP) % Hii L 72 A 10 X B 20 L v 257~
FA4 YL Ea— 1M 2R L7zo RCT BHFAEL D o7z FMOREEORFER & L
TR AR TR, FBESHHES AR, BB FEE, rdhiies, 7EFEH %L, oncolog-
ical ZMGETIHE & L CEEFHME V) 77 M A2 EIEH L 72,

RO LER G E Lz Yang 5Y O MIDP & ODP # KL 723 AF VT 1 v 7 L ¥ a—
T ARAEIRE =S, FABE & ORESS SR, TEbE H #03A &2 MIDP Tk <, RMIRGHRIC
BUTIEBLUSEEFIZETED TRV, S 52U & MIDP TF &I
Dotz LTWA, 2LMMOHRLE MR E Lzvan Hilst 5P DY 25754 v 7 LE2—Tlik
MR, PSS E, i B T2 ITR0 T, 2AFNM L AEORETH %
b OO, MrEAIFEORGH A MIDP THA o 72 i LT\ 5. BIND SRk TiTh
172 MIDP @ oncological 277 b A ZHMA 37 - < v F v 7 L7z (DIPLOMA #
B%) Tix, MIDP 230 ) 7 EifE 2RI L Tid ODP ICE~_D b oo (14 8 vs. 22 1,
$<0.001), ROWIEEZIZE C (67% vs. 58%, p=0.019), EMAFHM CIZEIIED LW
(MST, 28 #H vs. 31 # H, p=0929) &3 L T35, American College of Surgeons—
National Surgical Quality Improvement Program (ACS-NSQIP) @ 501 Bl 75— % % v
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P2 TR T R R B D J A 123203 7 <, TARBIE A BRE SRR, Al I &
RAERE H 203 A (2 MIDP TA 2w i LT 52,

LDP L RDP# KK L 729D I SDY AT T 4 v 7 L ¥ o — T RAE TR
FTRA MG PHESS A, FREORAEIIEIT SR, ERHETRDP NAEEIZE W & X
NTHBY, oncological e & L CUIBMIIRICE R L7723 _XTORLT, RDPIZBWTRO
PBRIIEBRETERENTVEEHELTWE, Qu Y13, HMZIZHIT5 LDP & RDP
WZOWTHIAIT « vy F U 7L B AT Wl AR R, TR E A B ES A
FOFEBEOSE, i ibinE, EREHZOVWITNSmEFICET R, AFPMICEZED
TV,

INSOIMEDS, MIDP P L 72tk lcB VW TERS NS Z & T, MRS ICH
LTIREHTHY, EHBETHELIZ LW EEZONL, L L, MEFZEIH L HE
HRMEEHUIREET BT LA LITDON TR, 2O L) RBEOREEITFE T
ML L TORWI L 3FBHTRETH S, $72, MIDP IZHAERBIEK S LTV B, %
T TIT )L ENZNOM N TED b NI fiik EMED D V), RiikilE & T TV A LED
H%o

B ZECKFER

AF—RAT N1
Fazk% Frzk% FbhnI bt Fbirni bk —
W32 5 GRVIERD) | RET 2 B3VHESD) | 1K 2 (FViE30) | 385 5 Gav i) |

2% (1%) 94% (47 %) 0% (0 %) 0% (0%) 4% (24)
ATFT—RMX2 k2
ryze% Frzk% Fbhni s Fbrni s AL
A 5 GRVIELD) | RET 5 (B3 HE3D) | 132 (T 330) | 383 2 Gaviesy) |

2% (14) 92% (45 44) 2% (14) 0% (04) 4% 24)
BHE~DIEE

MIDP i&, ODP |2 HAli AT el & BAFC, RMIBGEIZBV T ASFORMTH 5o %
72, RDP & LDP O HERIZ BT HMREIIRBI IO 2 Ve LA LRSS, #lL7:
Miix TITHONIBSRMRIZE £ > T i SRIEDVETORRDOAZ R E L7 KHE
AT S BRI L D EOBWIE T U AR L T2 ko b,
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1) van Hilst J, de Rooij T, Klompmaker S, et al; Europe-
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g

an Consortium on Minimally Invasive Pancreatic
Surgery (E-MIPS). Minimally invasive versus open
distal pancreatectomy for ductal adenocarcinoma
(DIPLOMA): A pan-european propensity score
matched study. Ann Surg 2019; 269: 10-17.(7 — A
avrua—))

Plotkin A, Ceppa EP, Zarzaur BL, et al. Reduced
morbidity with minimally invasive distal pancreatec-
tomy for pancreatic adenocarcinoma. HPB (Oxford)
2017;19: 279-85.(7r — A3 » Fa—)v)

Yang DJ, Xiong JJ, Lu HM, et al. The oncological
safety in minimally invasive versus open distal pan-
createctomy for pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma:
a systematic review and meta-analysis. Sci Rep
2019; 9: 1159.(# %)

4) van Hilst J, Korrel M, de Rooij T, et al. Oncologic out-

comes of minimally invasive versus open distal pan-
createctomy for pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma:
A systematic review and meta—analysis. Eur ] Surg
Oncol 2019; 45: 719-27.( * %)

5) Qu L, Zhiming Z, Xianglong T, et al. Short- and mid-

6

7
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=

term outcomes of robotic versus laparoscopic distal
pancreatosplenectomy for pancreatic ductal adeno-
carcinoma: a retrospective propensity score—
matched study. Int J Surg 2018; 55: 81-6.(7 — A2 2
viha—)

Daouadi M, Zureikat AH, Zenati MS, et al. Robot-
assisted minimally invasive distal pancreatectomy is
superior to the laparoscopic technique. Ann Surg
2013; 257: 128-32.(7 —Aa v bua—))

Gavriilidis P, Lim C, Menahem B, et al. Robotic ver-
sus laparoscopic distal pancreatectomy- The first
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ﬁﬁ =i

BEREMF LTSS 1AM 2 2 ELIICRIET B S E DT LA ETH 5720V, iAo 2 45
E3~6 7 AT LI, ZNLREIZ6~12 7 A T L ISR 5 SERTRGBEIE T 5 Z LKA KT
A > @ 2016 Fh (58 4 f) TRES N7z, itk 5 M OREBIE LR 2 B Al ARET D
FEHEERIZBWT—HWIITDON T L, —F, L TIEFIZITICE T 250 fA LS
M OMER L SI2 L), ERTFERSMBECE 2 BENMZ OOH 5, itk 5 FELE
HAFEN IR B B R RSB BIER O BB L C 2019 MK (55 5 B CTIRES N, 41D
FlEfEE CQ & LTHET L 726

BRI IIRIR L L CTHEEITIED S W DD, T Tld Stage 0/ I ORMAZWBI b 2L TETH
D, FRUHEW 5 EL EOEIAEFEOWEB LB L TWA2Y,, FETEETY, WK
e CEFIERICE ) BHAEEDPEOND L) h ) 20H b, BEOMBELNEFEE
WZBWTC, HEHENTWAEELMELO—DOPBHMEIORETH ), BIKLE, Wb bk
oL MR T LI LIERERT %,

Wb W LFERFEREIIIMENRE OREFRE L, IR &SRO A T 5 R
LS D Do BEITHHE LV IELSETLEEICH Y, MESERDBEICRET S0
D% FREMELFRFETHH EEZHNTVEY . TR OBEFEESYRTTEE A, Y
AT & TTFEND LEEMETEX L LOWMENL VAT — 5 CHIBRARES 2SS
ENLGWNATADRD Y, EMAGFE BT 2NHEOEMRELBEHEIAHTH S, F
T HER G RE L IREE TR 4 - 0 OIS EEE OB T A LERH 5,

—7, BRI 72 28 ORATIAE ) BUETHRHRESS NSRS A ED Y R 7, #FER
EHFEREORAHE, 2 5IZEAMEIRICHET 2 EFEERNMEN R XEIFEETH ), BEIZ
LFHENDLIEEEETHICHP L) 2 TRIBEIE 21T LWEDXH 5,

£

1. FREEE

FEIE TIRZ O JEFIC, iR &£ 2 5N T WA K FRAEETRZ (pancreatic intraep-
itherial neoplasm : PanIN) @5 Z LI HE QKRB C LITLITREBRI N TB Y, B
D% BRI DEI A SR S TWw Y, L L, BEOS Mk IIcEIRE L,
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1. YIBRATAE (Resectable) BEEMAREE (R)

FRBEIEDISET ARNCIZ E A EDBEDIFETE L TWAZRBEMNEDH V), I N F THRESE = 25k
THRRIZ Loz MM S NG, —J7, 4, WERIAR T2 BEORIMNIEy, 5%
JRERE & FEER T AR RO TE T\ 5,

HED S HE SNz, SEHGTIER ORISR TEREIER BRI (5 6 i) 125D SR T
A3HEsE L 72 Stage 0/ T WS 200 6 % 84T L 72 2 ik 3t RRFZEY <id, 3161 (155%) |2Hiffs
VRIFERE & 300 72 2 & YRS S 7z, ATTE 10 4E 4 fE R 13 Stage 0 T 94.7%, Stage I (TSla;
JEHEE<10 mm) T938%, Stagel (TSIb: fEH#E>10 mm) T789% LM T, &
ERET A 7 SIS BN REBBE SR ETH B Lk TWwb, 72, Tkemoto 513 30 D
Stage 0/ T A BRI 2 W0 & 1 8E L (RoaBlsz M rp i 539 7 H), 861 (26%)
DIEREERED M2 16~85 W A HIZHEREL, 9 b ABID MR 5 FLL LB L ThHLDRETH -
72T ERMEL TV A,

—F, ETEREYEREAO 5 FL ERIMAFEICD, BREBENPBET S Z 0 RESNTw
%o Matsuda 5% 1ZBEHEYIR 379 B> 9 bR FAE 14 61 ()% Stage 0/ T A 561, 1B/
MA/IIB9BI) % FEMICHRNT L, IR ISRERT 2500 [ Tl 2 22~160 7 A TH v, 10 Bl
BRI 2 AT RE Ch o 7o L 2 Lz, T/REBIEREDOV R 7775 —& LT
BWNFLITRG R MEIES (IPMN) OPEfF2SEREl S, IPMN A7 (40 B1) GIBRT% 548, 10
PRI R A FED16%, 475% TH D, IPMN FEGHAFEERE (339 B1) YUk 5 4F, 104
PRI BRE SR D 68%, 99% L D AFIZE W & &R L7z, MIZd, FIENEETKRE S 4
DL RS L 2 BB RO OMESHA SN TB ), BEifi RIS O BEE
WS, BEEORMIZW, YRICX A2 FROEICES L TV AR I N TWE, 4K
WEDANERS Y b7 —2 (NCCN) #4 K54 29T, BEIBREIRED MR
OLE, YREEZBTATNITY) XLPRENT V5D,

BB DSFNINRZE & 3R O REHRELHIETH D0, 5V IIHREORERETH
BHOEINE, FEHIIINEER A%\ Gotoh 5V IZYIREER O EIE -2 RMAT R, f0iE
M LR E O TEYHENFEE WL 2 LT, HOEEENNPTETHL Z LM
5 LT\ %, Hashimoto 57135z 50 il 2 #ead L, FYIREE (37 B1) o#ETFA2 55
BesEiati E CoMMIE 36 » A (11~139 7 A) TH Y, FEHUEFEDO 18 A (4~36 4 H)
IDEEICEL, BUEY» O OEFIMFIEIL 422 7 ATH Y, EFUBRFED 123 71 &
DEBICBHTH o7 L5 LT\ b, FREEYINE 17 61 THIREZ & BRI O RAS #i5T
LHRA WL, KRASZESE, HRASEERP—RL7-0ZZNEN1HTOTH Y, WIHTF4;
BRI A L 7R R IS R L R TH A WHREEDE , UBRICE > TPEPIEET S
WREMED S B L IR RT W 5,

Maruyama 5'V1d, BEGIK 395 B0 ) bl iR ERE (EUS) % M-kl
T2 72 45 B2 D WTHENT L, EUS IX CT % MRI & g U CR ST =05 <, Bom bk
HORBBIZETIE CT * MRI 12 & A FEBEECY ¥/ SHEBEREOMRIMZ T EUS I
L B EFERIEOMBENLETH S LT\ 5,
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BEFR AR (2 R I FE 3 2 E IR BRI O 2 20 Tld, FFRERZ LI Thizs%
<O JEFAREE T O B EREO PRSI TE L 2 LD %A M AR TREN
TWBPW EBEAA R, WhWw b+ TER TR LR S TB )Y (MO1 2
HR), Kitasato 5% O TIE, YRS & 7% o 72 b 0SE O RERER LR 20 610 B Wk
ULl FEEREUBREZ 43 A (11~163 7 H) T, 595568 (25%) AIRFEHUIEN 5
ELLERERBITH > 720 BHECIRMTRMAGEE 1B A S SAEICRE T 2 G IE 2w
W, —HN B TH L EE R, WRIFEREDY A7 7 77 % —RAEHETIE, KL
WIS LB R AT ) —Z 0 TR fTo T TEDET Ly,

B ZEKRFER

fTHze® Fyzk% Fblhnitk fibhn bt —
32 5 GRVIERD) | RET 2 (B3IESR) | 1K 2 (F5iE30) | 385 5 Gaviesy) |

4% (24) 94% (48 %) 2% (14) 0% (04) 0% (04)
BHE~NDIRE

BEREAT B b A AEAF 13T S e S REMBIS 2kl S 2 2 LR T Ly, BAEICHE) U A
7R BBEOERERM, BHANE, BIREEORYZE & RIGRRAIC X 2 TRIER O
FPEE, MBS OB ~OET 2 E, SRMULPIZL TR iidz b 2 Wil %

., SROMEDERPIFFIND,.
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1) Egawa S, Toma H, Ohigashi H, et al. Japan pancreat-

ic cancer registry; 30th year anniversary: Japan Pan- 6
creas Society. Pancreas 2012; 41: 985-92. (f[#7)

Kanno A, Masamune A, Hanada K, et al; Japan
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Study Group on the Early Detection of Pancreatic
Cancer (JEDPAC). Multicenter study of early pan-
creatic cancer in Japan. Pancreatology 2018; 18: 61— 7

7. (T
3

=

cer diagnosed at an early stage: the value of endo-
scopic ultrasonography for early diagnosis of recur- 8
rence in the remnant pancreas. Pancreas 2018; 47:

482-8.(aFk— 1)
4

=z

ductal adenocarcinoma: a retrospective study. Pan-
creas 2015; 44: 1148-54.(7y — A2~ Fu—)b) 9
Gotoh Y, Ohtsuka T, Nakamura S, et al. Genetic
assessment of recurrent pancreatic high-risk lesions

5

=

in the remnant pancreas: metachronous multifocal
lesion or local recurrence? Surgery 2019; 165: 767-

Ikemoto J, Hanada K, Minami T, et al. Prospective
follow-up study of the recurrence of pancreatic can-

Kimura H, Ohtsuka T, Matsunaga T, et al. Predictors
and diagnostic strategies for early-stage pancreatic
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=

M4.(r—Av1)—X)
Thomas RM, Truty MJ, Nogueras-Gonzalez GM, et
al. Selective reoperation for locally recurrent or met-

astatic pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma following
primary pancreatic resection. J Gastrointest Surg
2012; 16: 1696-704.(7r — A 2 » F 1 —)b)

Miyazaki M, Yoshitomi H, Shimizu H, et al. Repeat

pancreatectomy for pancreatic ductal cancer recur-

z

rence in the remnant pancreas after initial pancre-
atectomy: is it worthwhile? Surgery 2014; 155: 58—
66.(r—Av1) —2X)
Matsuda R, Miyasaka Y, Ohishi Y, et al. Concomitant
intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm in pancre-

atic ductal adenocarcinoma is an independent pre-

=

as/english/pancreatic.pdf

dictive factor for the occurrence of new cancer in
the remnant pancreas. Ann Surg 2020; 271: 941-
8.(r—2Av ) —2X)
National Comprehensive Cancer Network. NCCN
clinical practice guidelines in oncology. Pancreatic
adenocarcinoma, version 2. 2021.(#' 4 K54 »)

https://www2.tri-kobe.org/ncen/guideline/pancre
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p AT—KMX b
BN MERERZ P ZDRVN S BIHE, Tl - iR ICEBRHREEZITO 7R
E£I 3,
[(HEDRE 55\, IETYRAOEEME (8X): C (389)]

B

g%

R PIYE B RE A B D, N IAE A D ISIAEREE R VE Y CTH LA VA ¥, A
To R ERGWL, VTR =Y, TIT—E, M) TV =T EOMEY
BB AR W L, WAL REDO KIS 2 o T b0 TIE OREREDSEYIFRIC X 1) B,
R&ET 7280, KIIRREOMEFH L@ 2 FTEHEDSAN R & 7 Do MFT - WO NI W
BEARGITH LT, JFRIIC A » A Y FHREDS TN S,

—7J5, AW REAR 4 (pancreatic exocrine insufficiency ; PEI) (IENE O 458 R BEYI B
W&V, LR 2 SRR TR () SRR E 2 5] S 2 3 WiET
Hbo THREEEDEA (W) ST, BEROFREFEHETE S, HILRNEELZG &
FEZIWED PELICE INb. PEITIX, R, &H, BARILMO 3 RAEFEHEOHLBIE
EDIID, aVATHE—), REWLESY I v, BTEER: SOWINURE b A F o THME 2 RRE
BET 5L, IBRIIKEREEMTTE: (pancreatic enzyme replacement therapy : PERT) # AT
9o B, PELICx L ufioss 7 L) S—PRFIDEBGET & 2> TB Y, HHIATY
5o

e B TIP3 18 s L PHZEMEIE 58, BEUIBRIC L ) PEI 2 BT 25600 5.
FEUIBRBI RS 3 Z 40700 - 2D PERT "G H Th 5 2, THRUGE, WEKERE - ek
5, MM OSE TR O M & ) BEE L 720

1. EEEFROUE

Roberts &V IZ MR D% 2 10 S 52T, WEHE % & Co BB+ I8 LI BRAT AT 469 fieh,
PERT & 202 #1 (43.1%) |ZHEfr & h, MZ L7z FHREF (N — NI 1072, 95%CI:
052-099) THAHZ x5 L7zo 6, HEAIT~Y Y F L7 129 BIOXRTHENTTH,
PERT (357 L= FRET ONF— R 057, 95%CIL:0.38-097) THH, ¥77v—7
fENT CIEEREEED 3 mm UL LOBETHETH o LA L2 (p=0006), & HITHES
&, EENZ B S 1998 4E 7200 5 2014 4FE @ retrospective population based observational cohort
study (2B T, WEEBE 4554 1% AT L 727, PERT 12450 987 #1 (21.7%) \ZHtifT
ENTW7z2s, E4E PERT 17301 LA L, 2014 F 135 BE M THE GEVVEREHER) <
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1. YIBRATAE (Resectable) BEEMAREE (R)

13 257%\2, AVEHEERETIE 141% DRITR SRS Lz. S 512, 807 B matched pair 12
L BT CPERT I3AEICAFHMBA 2 ERE L2 EME L T b OV = Rl 1262, 95%
CI: 227-3.02),

2. fiERERER - FERDE

T I 407 1 D BEA M3 W AR BEAS 4 BB (B DM O WERE il FE Rk S SRR IR B L OVEIR & T
H#Y B ED I EMGEE L 72 RCT A8 VRAFET 570 Witk 2 3Rl 0 0 & IERE I 20T S 7z st
TTIERREAN B 20k L 7 H M9 double-blind placebo-controlled study AT 1172, &%
IR % (214% vs. —4.2%, p<0001), @EHRWIUREL (189% vs. —10.3%, p<0.001), fEH
FERf&E (—24.0 g/day vs. 6.1 g/day, p<<0.001) (IEIMEREMFTHEEF CHEICWE T 72
Bize EHIZ, Mk 51~52 HM, S MiERERMmITREzM L72E 25, RIIURE
(536% vs. 784%, p<0.001), &EFRWINLREL (528% vs. 74.6%, p<<0.001), fHEHEN= (46.7
g/day vs. 19.1 g/day, p<<0.001), HEfER%: (24/day vs. 1.5/day, p<0.001), 1K (682% vs.
705%, p<005) FHEIZWEL RO, BENTITbN I iRk A m X BEE T, &
$E 7w a O IR L, R OREERF & S MR R A + B SR & A
B LR Sz MR 1 7 25 6 7 IS, CIiiE 7 v 7 3 B L BEAESE
BILBRETRIEFTHY (p<005), itk 3 77 H H D 10% L EOKRE A BIE G HE B IR
Thort b WESN TS (290% vs. 527%) "

3. HTEBERRET DFETRIZIR

PERT %M t2 G O34 2 TR 20 &9 222w, 28D RCT & 1w DOBIEN7EA
HHE LY |ME STV WD KRB IOEE R OBREEA RS S, r AR
WX E 72V B O BRI SN T B, Satol 5213, BEFEISHY 2 B+
TR YIBRAMHES 2 0 5 & L, il F & o BEmESRH (28 B1) & & yffileiEsRA (29 #1) @
RCT DR & i L7zo EZFHMIEH Td 2 % 5-Muatk 1 £ U ORRIIFEER G, &)
iR R G TIRETH o 72 DOFEEITRD h o7z (39% vs. 21%, p=0.123) Xf
HRTE TR 2 S84k L 72 10 Bivh 5 Blid m il 4 512 L 0, IR o g 2 52 72 & #t
HL T b, Yasukawa 591%, BEEA+IRBEIRMHES 20t R & L, Airfsim s il o REm
#I (39 f) & EMEOKEREEA (41 B1) @ RCT DK%z L7z, FEFHHE TH 2%
HEMGtR 1 E LN ORIFEAE S, SHERBERGHTARICRETH 2 2 L 28
L7z (195% vs. 64.1%, p<<0.001)o & 512, xtHEEECTHRIGIF %2 5648 L 72 24 Bk 22 Bl s A
BRI X 0, TR OSE % B0 72 LG LTV %, Yamazaki 5 1ZBEEEH+ 6
PIBRBI 2 G e L, i@ m o BEREA (91 61) & m Mg + o 43854 (31 61) ofly
RGBT DIEIIFFEEICD &, RAIM S IZHEME L7z. itk 3 77 ] B OlRIIH3EES]
HEHBHTHREICKETH 72 e W& L7z (65% vs. 308%) 0
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DibEX Y, mg Ao PERT OF Mz G LG ML Twsbon, =7y
ZE 45 13w 2 %2, International Study Group of Pancreatic Surgery (ISGPS) 12 & %
R’ETIE, BEUBRZIEIMNASLHEE PP DL LT, BN EOEEE ST 5 72
O, BEAZEERSEZI V) VI RETHDHE LTS, E512, PDHOEETIZPERT
BV—7 1 VICRtE N, Pl 6 AMIRRRENZREELTWET,

BEAV IR RERAS T & L C, BIfEDLHETIX BT-PABA 3% (PFD 5% @ AHERERIX
I NTw5b, BT-PABA SERIIMAETTEEHMETH V), w2 Bk S Tkt &
LAHREDRENDY, EBIATbONSL Z 3L kv, Lo T, ERT52ME (F
AR, TR, BRI, b, EEAIRZ L), KEIRE (FE, EREAE TV v
i, I VATO— VB, NEZFOE U ERLE), BEHTR (BERESR, FREERELIE) B
SR, BEEM R L) REOPRT, PEIZZWE /213580 CePEETH L, £/, TBIHME
XAV IR RE D 90% DL E2SBEE S ALCHRID THRTEAL 5 Z & %, Bt 4T > Cwiuld
FERE LTHNT, PEITHo CHRMELZROL VI L LV EH > TEBIRETH 5,
e aHitti TId5ee 7% PET & %2 1), PERT 2%AZHE 72 548, REHEE CEEEIR%E - FEL
R FEESIEL TW 5D X9 286, BRI FZHBENRE L 2W/eO PElI & 2 b, 20
£ B BETIE, ZWSNRE, a2 S PERT 217) LEDP®H %,

B ZECSKRFER

Frzk% Frzk% FbhnI bt fibhnI bk .
W32 5 GRVIERD) | RET 2 B3VHESD) | 1K 2 (FViE30) | 385 5 Gav i) |

2% (1%) 98% (50 %) 0% (0 %) 0% (0%) 0% (0%)
BHE~NDIRE

RKCQTHD [l - MEOMHRHABEIIER SN, ? ] 1T 5, BEENZLY
TYAFARRL TS, 5%, BOBEVEIN SR LITVRGET 2 L8 H 5, —7, PEI
2% % PERT ORLZEHER AL S  OWFET/RENT W%, PELICK T 2 >R E
B2 - ML b BB L EZ D,

® 5|1

1) Roberts KJ, Schrem H, Hodson J, et al. Pancreas exo- domised clinical trial: a 1-week, double-blind, place-
crine replacement therapy is associated with bo-controlled study of pancreatin 25 000 Ph. Eur.
increased survival following pancreatoduodenecto- minimicrospheres (Creon 25000 MMS) for pancre-
my for periampullary malignancy. HPB (Oxford) atic exocrine insufficiency after pancreatic surgery,
2017; 19: 859-67.(IEF » ¥ 1) with a l1-year open-label extension. Aliment Phar-

2) Roberts KJ, Bannister CA, Schrem H. Enzyme macol Ther 2013; 37: 691-702.(5 ~ ¥ 2.)
replacement improves survival among patients with 4) Yamazaki S, Takayama T, Higaki T, et al. Pancreli-
pancreatic cancer: Results of a population based pase with branched-chain amino acids for prevent-
study. Pancreatology 2019; 19: 114-21.(Z & — ) ing nonalcoholic fatty liver disease after pancreati-

3) Seiler CM, Izbicki J, Varga-Szab6é L, et al. Ran- coduodenectomy. J Gastroenterol 2016; 51: 55-62. (Jf
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Satoi S, Sho M, Yanagimoto H, et al. Do pancrelipase
delayed-release capsules have a protective role
against nonalcoholic fatty liver disease after pancre-
atoduodenectomy in patients with pancreatic can-
cer? A randomized controlled trial. J Hepatobiliary
Pancreat Sci 2016; 23: 167-73.(5 ~ % 2)

Yasukawa K, Shimizu A, Yokoyama T, et al. Preven-
tive effect of high-dose digestive enzyme manage-
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ment on development of nonalcoholic fatty liver dis-
ease after pancreaticoduodenectomy: a randomized
controlled clinical trial. ] Am Coll Surg 2020; 231:
658-69.(7 >~ ¥ 1)

Gianotti L, Besselink MG, Sandini M, et al. Nutrition-
al support and therapy in pancreatic surgery: A
position paper of the International Study Group on
Pancreatic Surgery (ISGPS). Surgery 2018; 164:
1035-48.
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ﬁﬂ =i

[EESEE DFE (20194F) (242, HRAOFEFHEAE, B 8141 4%, itk 8745 %
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2l BILUYBRTREEE DA TOY 7 70— T T b YIRTT BERENE 13 4K T OB Rk
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1. YIBRATAE (Resectable) BEEMAREE (R)

CBIFRERTH 722 L 2%, KCQIZHT B AT — b A Y b & L ORI %
1) ERRET D (F9HEIET D) &k Lize RELARBONGEE L, HRHEFTRT
B THLIEMMHEL-EZCHEEIN TV, BEELETLEEITRTHo T
R (Tis) IR TE b o722 &, FRHIR (20~7954%) AEESIN TV &,
performance status 250 F721X 1 OBZFDOADPHRE L > TVl a2 SHICEES, Y
PRTTBERENE & I S N7 RCTOBE I L TR B s i s hiob iy cldzawnwa &
AL CTBLLEN D S,

Versteijne 513 2020 4E (2 Y0 BT RERBERR 35 & ORI RESE SR 2 0 & L TP LAt
HRLEDBREWETT 5 7 v ¥ 2405 MAHHER (PREOPANC-1 #i#R) Off R % i L 720
RIE TIIAMAHRERATREO1Z ) BEEFHHICB W TR ZERICH - 72b 0D, FEE
E o7zl EAVRENT. L L ZORERTIE, IR RS AR & B E RO 5 E
FNTBY, YIRTREEE IS T 2 FREOBRLASPIIT L7200 T v AL LTI
A5 Th 5,

WA EE O BRI FHREEREZ M T2 2 L % HIE L TITb N7z 28D RCT O
A% 2015 AE L HR TR SN 722900 ) WE RO b BB R FE Y T Ed
TR E o2 I LD TH o720 TDH 5 Golcher 5V DHERTIE 254 Bl % T >~
T IS HFETH - 72h, T3BINEGEEN-OATHE SN, F7: Casadel 59 DEET
EREHD 26 % FELTWboo, Wi ERATENE 18 41, Mrarwibh# LIk
FAENE20FIOEERICE EF ), WTNORERT ML OBKRNERIIHS s h
edrotze F72 2018 4FITIE, &/ MAHER L L Car % S N/ ERHERD 85 T AHE 425 Reni
57X )i SNz (PACT-15 B . = 0% TR FEFMIE H AT 1 EHD A X2 b
(F%, T Lx &) BELRTHY, ARICEMTPEIUE L0 L) IO ToORE
FR SN TRV, KRG ROEIAHRBRICMT /ATy TO—212 % 5 ieHEdH %
A5, BUR T CIIMTRT RO FRUE R LM T 27200 T A L L TEATHT
Hbho B, RRBFOE TS CTHEH S NAZEHZHOEMHARBIERSI NN &
PREL TV 5,

WM B B AHRER (PRODIGE 24-ACCORD 24/CCTG PA 6) O#EFEN 5, #yhC
BT BRI L5 & L C modified FOLFIRINOX ARG D —D & 72 - T
Y, WM LEREOM S OB 5 b, WRTEEOER IOV PN LETH
bo HE, VIR ICB VT, M7 mFOLFIRINOX ###: 2% LAlTRT mFOLFIRINOX o
B Z T 2 L ikt EETIHABEISITHLNTB Y (PREOPANC-3 & B,
NCT04927780), & OHEFRALYIBETT BERERE |2 0h 3 2 AT E O v 7 A0 ER 255
T5HEMREEINS,

2. EifEERICRIFTHEICEIZIET YR
IFHTABYAEE: O BRPR RO B & RPATT B BR1C1E, 5B 038 Y, SIS 2 18 (A
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B RITTHE) L) B, S OFMi b EETH b, Prep-02/JSAP-05 :ERY TI1E, 4]
Bt 2550 S L7 BB IS BV IR B & AT L 72 fE & AT L e e o 7oRER IR L, T
MR, M iBE, WREHERZEICAEEZEE o2 b@MEL TV, —F,
PACT-15 #E" Tl AMM & HHENDOBENFM S TH 53, 72, PREOPANC-1 &
Y TR REREE OF 7 7V — Z Il B W TR S IHERICEEEE b o L #iE LT
Who F2mt THERA IR E 2572 ERELO 28D RCT %9 Tk, 20BEREHO L2 &
I BRI A THENOFEMIENETH o720 TNHDRCT UATIRZEF Y AL NVDOE
WIREHIIRE SN TR wds, ML 2 Tb T ISRz T L -G e L RS TH D L
VI IRE, WICE BT R WHSEMEI A IHELHE 2 2 EINICH B & O, BSR4 T
WA B &V HESRZT 5,

3. UIPRTIREESE(CXE T TRl EA DT & EZ Mk U o3RI = T O

COBE T REESE 20 9 B AR R BRI, — M HGH DL B 2 H 2 2 b, b
L £ DBFANRDZ L WIS I I3mR R ICEESET T 2 0 TE 2w v ) BHEOAR
BIIDOEE L) T LITHNG L VEETH L, METHIIREOEHENREH S > THFUT 2
72D DFEER 2 JTED R WHUR T, AR Z LI USHER P IR 25EST L TR O
T Y A RTEBRMDSHH L2 EHE LAY, ZOZ LIEHIIREOETEEDE S
2GR 7220, TR R A AR ISR P RICRE T 2 EEIT T L0 8 2 EE
W5 b2 LIIWEETH Y, 7220 L) 22EET 2 2727 BB TRUBRMD D2 > TEH
ARG Z D726 T LW BERTIFEL, & L AMTETHEBIER L2 T B L o F s S
B EDERLH L. EBROEITIIMA THHIMBIREEROAFERRL A N EET S
DEPHHZLIFFE) TRV, RETRONEZEREICBVTE, R ) iTaiHBhE
FEOFHRUENREZE L THET 2005% L THA 9,

R=A4VEE

B ZESKREER

FHokh ek fbhucls FbhuIlE |
eSS B GROIESR) | $RET 5 GIVIESD) | $RET 5 BV 630 | 38T 5 GRviiese) |
14% (7 %) 86% (42 %) 0% (0%) 0% (0%) 0% (04)
BHE~NDIRE

CIRRTTRRIERE (23 2 7 A v 7 ¥ U RRRIE & S-1 2 R L 72l RiT i B0 7 >~ 7 A L5
MAHERBR DA RATOAE & ) Hilr S, THifliBifR 2179 2 L OBMMEAVRENAZ LIk
REGERD DD, SR, WHTHBIEREE LTRZ MR LY A 32, MHieHE sk
DHEFNED D OHDN | FHBER R TRER S & OFHEREOMMEL L) 05, Fol
ATHIHEI R OIEIL N S, BRELPILPICTRETHY, T EITEHTE
HETH 5o
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1. YIBRTIEE (Resectable) P&
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1) Unno M, Motoi F, Matsuyama Y, et al. Randomized
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phase II /I trial of neoadjuvant chemotherapy with
gemcitabine and S-1 versus upfront surgery for
resectable pancreatic cancer (Prep-02/JSAP-05). ]
Clin Oncol 2019; 37 (4_suppl): 189.(F > ¥ )
AR RIEBIHEN A ¥ T4 Y UEIRB SR,
WERES AT A BT 4 >~ 2019 4ER. 2019410 H 19 H
—EPELET.
http://www.suizou.org/pdf/guide2019_P176-179.pdf
(A4 FF4 )

Satoi S, Unno M, Motoi F, et al. The effect of neoad-
juvant chemotherapy with gemcitabine and S-1 for
resectable pancreatic cancer (randomized phase 1/
Il trial; Prep-02/JSAP-05). J Clin Oncol 2019; 37
(suppl 15): 4126.(5 >~ % 2v)

Versteijne E, Suker M, Groothuis K, et al; Dutch
Pancreatic Cancer Group. Preoperative chemoradio-

therapy versus immediate surgery for resectable
and borderline resectable pancreatic cancer: results
of the dutch randomized phase I PREOPANC trial.
J Clin Oncol 2020; 38: 1763-73.( » ¥ )

Golcher H, Brunner TB, Witzigmann H, et al. Neoad-
juvant chemoradiation therapy with gemcitabine/
cisplatin and surgery versus immediate surgery in
resectable pancreatic cancer: results of the first pro-
spective randomized phase II trial. Strahlenther
Onkol 2015; 191: 7-16.(5 » ¥ A)

Casadei R, Di Marco M, Ricci C, et al. Neoadjuvant
chemoradiotherapy and surgery versus surgery
alone in resectable pancreatic cancer: a single-cen-
ter prospective, randomized, controlled trial which
failed to achieve accrual targets. J Gastrointest Surg
2015; 19: 1802-12.(5 » ¥ 2)

Reni M, Balzano G, Zanon S, et al. Safety and effica-
cy of preoperative or postoperative chemotherapy
for resectable pancreatic adenocarcinoma (PACT-
15): a randomised, open-label, phase 2-3 trial. Lan-
cet Gastroenterol Hepatol 2018; 3: 413-23.(5 ~ % )
Conroy T, Hammel P, Hebber M, et al; Canadian
Cancer Trials Group and the Unicancer-GI-
PRODIGE Group. FOLFIRINOX or gemcitabine as
adjuvant therapy for pancreatic cancer. N Engl J
Med. 2018; 379: 2395-406.(F » ¥ )

Mokdad AA, Minter RM, Zhu H, et al. Neoadjuvant
therapy followed by resection versus upfront resec-
tion for resectable pancreatic cancer: a propensity
score matched analysis. J Clin Oncol 2017; 35: 515—
2.(r—Aaya—))

de Geus SW, Evans DB, Bliss LA, et al. Neoadjuvant
therapy versus upfront surgical strategies in resect-
able pancreatic cancer: a Markov decision analysis.
Eur J Surg Oncol 2016; 42: 1552-60.( * %)

Mirkin KA, Hollenbeak CS, Wong J. Survival impact
of neoadjuvant therapy in resected pancreatic can-
cer: a prospective cohort study involving 18332

12

=

13

=

14

=z

15)

16

=

17)

18

=

19

=

20)

21)

patients from the National Cancer Data Base. Int J
Surg 2016; 34: 96-102.(2F&— b)

Fujii T, Satoi S, Yamada S, et al. Clinical benefits of
neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy for adenocarcinoma
of the pancreatic head: an observational study using
inverse probability of treatment weighting. J Gastro-
enterol 2017; 52: 81-93.(7 — A3 » hu—)b)
Christians KK, Heimler JW, George B, et al. Survival
of patients with resectable pancreatic cancer who
received neoadjuvant therapy. Surgery 2016; 159:
893-900.(7 — A1) —X)

Okano K, Suto H, Oshima M, et al. A prospective
phase II trial of neoadjuvant S-1 with concurrent
hypofractionated radiotherapy in patients with
resectable and borderline resectable pancreatic duc-
tal adenocarcinoma. Ann Surg Oncol 2017; 24: 2777-
84.(r—A 1) —X)

Sho M, Akahori T, Tanaka T, et al. Importance of
resectability status in neoadjuvant treatment for
pancreatic cancer. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci
2015; 22: 563-70.(r —A 3 v Fu—)v)

O'Reilly EM, Perelshteyn A, Jarnagin WR, et al. A
single-arm, nonrandomized phase II trial of neoad-
juvant gemcitabine and oxaliplatin in patients with
resectable pancreas adenocarcinoma. Ann Surg
2014; 260: 142-8.(7r — A > ) —X)

Tzeng CW, Tran Cao HS, Lee JE, et al. Treatment
sequencing for resectable pancreatic cancer: influ-
ence of early metastases and surgical complications
on multimodality therapy completion and survival. J
Gastrointest Surg 2014; 18 16-24; discussion 24—
5.(,r—Aarbu—)

Motoi F, Unno M, Takahashi H, et al. Influence of
preoperative anti-cancer therapy on resectability
and perioperative outcomes in patients with pancre-
atic cancer: project study by the Japanese Society of
Hepato-Biliary-Pancreatic Surgery. ] Hepatobiliary
Pancreat Sci 2014; 21: 148-58.(7y — A2~ b —))
Takahashi H, Ogawa H, Ohigashi H, et al. Preopera-
tive chemoradiation reduces the risk of pancreatic
fistula after distal pancreatectomy for pancreatic
adenocarcinoma. Surgery 2011; 150: 547-56.(% — A
arbha—))

Eguchi H, Takeda Y, Takahashi H, et al. A prospec-
tive, open-label, multicenter phase 2 trial of neoadju-
vant therapy using full-dose gemcitabine and s-1
concurrent with radiation for resectable pancreatic
ductal adenocarcinoma. Ann Surg Oncol 2019; 26:
4498-505.( Kk — )

Toyama H, Sugiura T, Fukutomi A, et al. Random-
ized phase II trial of chemoradiotherapy with S-1
versus combination chemotherapy with gemcitabine
and S-1 as neoadjuvant treatment for resectable
pancreatic cancer (JASPAC 04). J Clin Oncol 2020;
38 (suppl 4): 724.(5 ¥ ¥ 1)
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RA2 | BEOMSBEMLERAGHESNBD ?

p AT—KMX b
1) RERGMRBYIBRITON I BEEICH T ST ML REES, 7D T E&ZHET S,
[(HEDEE (MW IETYRADEEME (G8X): A (8)]
2) MEEBMEEEEDLIAVIE, S-1BMEEZITS CEZHET S,
[(HEDRE (MW IETYRADEREME (G8X): A (8)]
3) S-1 [CHTBBBENMBEVEBRELGETIE, FAYVIEVERIEEMEELEZITOIIE
ZHRT D,
[(HEDEE (EMW\ IETYADEREM (G8X): A (8)]
4) BHOENEHBROBRICEDE, LY IEVERIE+ ARV IEVHAEE (R
BRKURE) B KU modified FOLFIRINOX & (RBRKUNE) =175 T EZRET
o

[(HEDBS 550 IETFTVRADEEME GBRE):A (38)]

7
1. HimBh L3R & UIRREE & DHEEMRES

AL & OB B % B L 72 RCT & LC, FA vV &l R IR 0 354 41
RUAY YU AN X 2 Wi B LR L MR AR IS S v & A SEN ) AL 7
CONKO-001 ZREEAST L, LR X 2 BT M oA E R EEIR S Y,
LWL, W LEREDSE R OFE R IER 2 RTICIEES ah o7 (p=006) 75, 0
BOEMOBHHAETIE, BEEFPHEO L ST, EEHH2 LABICEES YL
S E N T 72bAETD JSAP-02 3ERATTH N, CONKO-001 3ERD 4 D5 &
FkE, 703 % ¥ BRI X A ML A A O B R EEE2 b 726§ 2
L s s,

%72, CONKO-001 #ERY & JSAP-02 HERY DFERANH A TF )V AZFTFHI &, KAy
5V U ARRRE O YR EMII AT 5 SAEMIZ BT B — FHI 076 (95%CT : 0.63-093, p=
0006) T, ZOENS LAY LIRS L 2SR, R
LU THEEICEEE2YESEL 2 R ans (B1),

g%

2. S-1 [CKBilik R b2EE

DRENZBWTIE, BRI LFRE 7V — 7 (JASPAC) HEEHEDIBRZOMBILS:
EILIZB A7 425 € U IRRRIE HAEE: & S-1 BEE o 85 AH B ER (JASPAC 01)
AT o 720 ARRBRD P RIAT O R 1L 2013 FF 1A S, &F&EGI% 5 ED L nEisE
L 7245598 2016 4R 12 S vzt ASERTIL 385 BB SN, ZOFEE 5 FAEFERB X



198 1. YIBRATEE (Resectable) EEEMAEE (R)

Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Hazard Ratiol SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95%CI IV, Fixed, 95%CI
CONKO-001 —0.2744 0.1122 77.8% 0.76[0.61, 0.95] -
JSAP-02 —0.2614 02102 222% 0.77[0.51,1.16] — =
Total (95%ClI) 100.0% 0.76[0.63, 0.93] P
Heterogeneity: Chi?=0.00, df=1 (p=0.96); I?>= 0% } } }

Il Il
Test for overall effect: Z=2.74 (p=0006) 0‘1 0‘2 0.5 1 2
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

1 FLY2ECBRIBICS 3MEHEMEZEECETEIX27F UL R

OHAF I A B 1 S—1 BMURERE - 44.1%, 465 W H, 7 A ¥ © U RGBT ¢
244%, 2557 R, SS1OTF LAY Y E VBB T AT E A XY b ET LN - NI
057 (95%CI : 044-0.72, p<<0.0001) T&H Y, S-1137 AT ¥ & IFEIEIZ BT 2 D
EHEFEEBIIYET 5 I LAVRE NI, Grade 3/4 DFEEHLR GRLLE) &, YA 5K
> IRERR MR Tl BB A, R, IVMRORA, NEr a2, AST -
g, BARNIR, 57, S-1 BRI ek, ek, NEFm e rEd, m
IAINRIEA, 57, BERAIR, THZSERO BN, 7 AT ¥ ¥ UIRRRIE MR RO 2 B grade
5 DRRGHE (BE R 16, Mkl o7, 7FAd sy ¥ IEME HAMRERE 42%, S-1
HPE R 28% DS E RN HIEL TB Y (p=0005), ZOELHEHIL, HFEREE (A
VY E U IRRRIE AR ERE 25%, S-1 HUMURIERE 21%), F5E (22 13%, 5%) TH-o
726

3. FLYIEVEEIE+ RV I EVIHBABREIC L3R bEEE

ESPAC 13 730 BIOBIEUIBR B O BB % 7F ALY & © VIRRRIR MR L 742 5 ¥ Uil
BRI + /1Y & U RS T v 4 A IZEI ) fH1T 72 ESPACHA BB %2 1T - 72Y0 TRk
FE, EFHIH R IUEIE 7 A 2 8 © VU IRRRE AR R 255 W H, ATy E IR +
RV HEERE 280 7 H, KAV I VIR + Yy EUBHRED S A Y
&V B RIS AR A N b T A — R 082 (95%CI : 0.68-0.98)
ThY, FAy IR+ A RY 5 EUPEREREIE T AT & © VIR AR I R
BEIEM RO EEHF 2 FETIWET D2 AR ENTz (p=0032), HREEOEELFERER
&, 7Ly E UIERE RO 26% OB, FAY Y E VR Ry ¥ ¥ pE
FFRERED 24% O BH B LM CHEE L E IR o 72,

4. Modified FOLFIRINOX E£IC & BT i b2 &%

75 AL HFFH 51, modified FOLFIRINOX Ji: & 77 A 3 & Vo S e HOMuse = %
F L 72 % 7% 361 RCT (PRODIGE 24-ACCORD 24/CCTG PA 6) D#s A5 S 1729,
ARBETI1E, FOLFIRINOX 0% £ LigE (K1) F— b7y 7 4 400 mg/m?+
41 75792180 mg/m*+ FF% 1) 75 F > B mg/m® (WFhdb day )+ 7hF Oy 5y
V2400 mg/m? 2384, 1244 2] L7 modified FOLFIRINOX #7437 bH 720 2012
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4 AD0 446 7 AMINC 493 BIABFH S N7z EEFEME B X MmAF T, Zohi
1% modified FOLFIRINOX ##iEHE 216 77 H, 7 A ¥ ¥ 2 WFERKE Bk 128 7 H,
F— NI 058 (95%CI : 046-0.73, p<0.0001) T& Y, modified FOLFIRINOX #ik:HH O
WPEATR SNz F72, M OPREIL, modified FOLFIRINOX # L 544 71 H,
FAT YRR HAE R 350 7 H, N — FH 064 (95%CI : 048-0.86, p=0003) T
&> 72 Grade 3/4 DA EFHS1L, modified FOLFIRINOX #i:# 759%, 74> & ¥ 2 Kk
HH M LR 529% CRO LN, BEDO 1PN EFERSE (MEEME) 020t L7z,
Grade 3/4 O MEFHEMEIC DWW TIE, /MBS 4 2 & € 2 3R EE EE 5 Tld modi-
fied FOLFIRINOX #EH:BE & ) BALICE 22 o 720 WP ERIRA T BRI D R 2o 724%, G-
CSF O ffifif 1% modified FOLFIRINOX & HE CHEIZFE 22> 72 (p<0.001) . Grade 3/4 DIE
MEFEE, FRRE, EFE RIS, J57, Wk, 8, N84T modi-
fied FOLFIRINOX & CH I <, 1BFEE1E modified FOLFIRINOX #ik 66.4%,
LYY E IR AR 79.0% (p=0002) TdH o7z,

5. YLYIEVIERIE+F I INT U I FRIVHRAEEIC & BB E

M1 RO/RL U S CT CTHRAFIED 2725 7% < 7% o 72 (T1-T3, NO-1,
MO0) TECOG PS 0/1, CA19-9 %100 U/mL #iii THIGEH & Z T T WEE 2@k L L
THrb7z. EEFHIEE B T& 2 M AFMZR B &4 8 O MR - i - 7787 ) &
Fr+ 7 LYy RGO FREERE 194 7 23 LCTO A v & © U IR MR LB
188 71 I, MR THEHFEM 2 A BAEIER SN2 o7z (O — N 1088, 95%CI:
0.729-1.063, p=01824)"s Z D%, 54ELU EOBRIM DD - 7Bl TOMMRE T, 54
EERIIFT TN ) XL+ T AT E VIR LD 38%, ATy ¥ U IRER
HHMIRERED L% T H T EDIREN, T 77 ) F X+ 7 Ly F €V IRIRIEG R
RO AT M OUE A RATRIE S 7Y

6. T&H

Vb7 5 RS ER % 576 L 3212 CONKO-001 #ERL2 & JSAP-02 3{B2° Ot 1230
&, WIRBIGIRRDIT O BRI T ATt bl 247 S L 2R L 720 F72

HHREIZBWTIE, ZOL YA LT, JASPAC 01 38" 5 & 1F CONKO-001 3tEx
JSAP-02 HEROAERICHED X, S-1 Hplh & 7 A 2 ¥ U IRERIR L 2 a8 L 72,

AT EE IR+ Sy 5 L BERIEEEY & modified FOLFIRINOX $3:813, /M2
zué%mmﬁ%uﬁwf,fAvyEyﬁ@ﬁ%@%&tkﬁtfiﬁ@%ﬁbﬁé%@
xR L7228, 2022 4F 1 A3ILE, YIBRTTHE W26 LT D D EORBEICIGER S Tnin
HIRIZER, RKIA FFA4 UTIITH) T E2RET L (Fg0ifEsR) (2 o/,
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1. YIBRATAE (Resectable) BEEMAREE (R)
B ZESIRERER
AT—RXT M1
THZ k% 752 k% Thbirnwl s fTbhnwzlx SedE 7 L
33 5 GROVIESD) | IRET 5 F3VIESD) | 1243 5 BRVIEdD) | 3383 2 (Gavdese) | &

82% (41 %4) 18% (9 44) 0% (0%4) 0% (0 %) 0% (0%)
AT—RXA N2
o2 &% f1ozt% fTbhni bz Thhnl bz s L
%3 2 GROIESD) | 3BT 2 (F0HED) | 12555 G3VIED) | 4353 2 GRuodiss) | &

87% (41 %) 13% (6 44) 0% (0%) 0% (0%) 0% (0%)
AT—KXAURN3
THZ k% 752t % fThbnwl % fTbhnwzlx eAE7e L
He3E3 5 GRVIESE) | 1RET 5 FBVIESD) | IRET 5 B3V ISR | #3235 Gy |

74% (35 %4) 23% (11 %4) 2% (1%4) 0% (0 %) 0% (0%)
AT—RKXU N4
TH2 k% TH2 &% fThirnwl % fTbhnwzls A5 L
39 5 GRVIESE) | 1RET 5 B3V IESD) | IRET 5 B3V | #3235 Gy |

4% (2 4) 87% (41 %) 4% (244) 0% (0%) 4% (24)
BE~DIEE

YIRT BB I B W I T IS 2 M BB L E 247 9 2 L ASMEEERE & 2> T
bo TOBEPRFBIEAIITIEDLDBIENNDOOH L, LIL, Ty CUEBE+ Y
5 ¥ e FOLFIRINOX #ikid, HAE TR BEERE 120 L CIZBRBRINE T

bHbo T,

© 3|AXHER

1)

2

=

3)

4)

NS DYIBRTT RN 12 b RIBINER S B 2 & b HiIfr L 72w

Oettle H, Post S, Neuhaus P, et al. Adjuvant chemo-
therapy with gemcitabine vs observation in patients
undergoing curative-intent resection of pancreatic
cancer: a randomized controlled trial. JAMA 2007;
297: 267-77.(5 » 5 1)

Oettle H, Neuhaus P, Hochhaus A, et al. Adjuvant
chemotherapy with gemcitabine and long-term out-
comes among patients with resected pancreatic can-
cer: the CONKO-001 randomized trial. JAMA 2013;
310: 1473-81.(F » ¥ &)

Ueno H, Kosuge T, Matsuyama Y, et al. A ran-
domised phase II 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 » ¥ )

Uesaka K, Boku N, Fukutomi A, et al; JASPAC 01

5

6

=

N2

Study Group. Adjuvant chemotherapy of S-1 versus
gemcitabine for resected pancreatic cancer: a phase
3, open-label, randomised, non-inferiority trial (JAS-
PAC 01). Lancet 2016; 388: 248-57.(5 ~ 4" 2.)
Neoptolemos JP, Palmer DH, Ghaneh P, et al; Euro-
pean Study Group for Pancreatic Cancer. Compari-
son of adjuvant gemcitabine and capecitabine with
gemcitabine monotherapy in patients with resected
pancreatic cancer (ESPAC-4): a multicentre, open—
label, randomised, phase 3 trial. Lancet 2017; 389:
1011-24.(7 » & 2)

Conroy T, Hammel P, Hebbar M, et al; Canadian
Cancer Trials Group and the Unicancer-GI-
PRODIGE Group. FOLFIRINOX or gemcitabine as
adjuvant therapy for pancreatic cancer. N Engl ]
Med 2018; 379: 2395-406.(7 > ¥ 2\)

7) Tempero MA, Reni M, Riess H, et al. APACT: phase



II, multicenter, international, open-label, random-
ized trial of adjuvant nab-paclitaxel plus gemcit-
abine (nab-P/G) vs gemcitabine (G) for surgically
resected pancreatic adenocarcinoma. J Clin Oncol
2019; 37 (suppl 15): 4000.(F » %" 2)

8) Tempero M, O'Reilly E, Van Cutsem E, et al. LBA-1

RA2 201

Phase 3 APACT trial of adjuvant nab-paclitaxel
plus gemcitabine (nab-P+Gem) vs gemcitabine
(Gem) alone in patients with resected pancreatic
cancer (PC): updated 5-year overall survival. Ann
Oncol 2021; 32 (supple 3): S226.(F >~ % 2)

b



202 2. YIRREIAEIESR (Borderline Resectable) BEfEia#%: (B)

tIFRTOIREIZSR (Borderline Resectable) BEDESEEL (B)
PA SIRIE0BEDE (Operation) (O)

BO1  tIBROIREIRFTEREICH U CHBIRBERISHRSINS D ?

b AT—KMX b
VIRROTREIE SRR (O U TFEMIET IR LK, A ER (CaBENRZEEHiE L,
SBRVBROIEEN S D DRI ZIT D IR ICENET 2 Z L ZIRET Do

[(EEDRE : FUW, TETYADOEERYE G8): C (5)]

B’

NCCN %4 Fo 4 VB Lo [EEIERVHY (B 7817128135 “borderline resect-
able (BIBREEFL)" BEHEIX, TATEATIC X 20VRHOUIBR % 5T L C b MR as#sk L, A7
MR E 215D 2 LT ER VAL D O, ME LR ED B ISR LA U
FOBEZEDSFER SN TN L, Lo L, YIBWREBEFEE 28 L TINRIGHEIC L 2 FH O
FIZBF B EMIER T L STV,

BB REBE TN D AU BRSE L 72 FAl 54T & RGO BGRER 134 7% <, 2015 4R LI,
“BAME 2R— MiFZE 6 /@, RCT 247> Y 0adiE ST (%3), 2019 4, Nagaka-
wa SIZHARBEYINIGES 7 v — b a2 F 2o T, YRTTRESI A IZ BT 2 MTRIGH O H &
B LTS L 7e SRR ILIRIIIZE & L TR A I X 12 884 BIO YN Rebs FUERE  (FAlToetr
354 B, ArEiiEHE 530 Bl) EAT L7z, MEIAIA 3T - < v F ¥ FICFRMTIEAT 297 B, HiiEl
G 297 BIOYIREEE, ROZE, TSR L7z GEUIBER S &), PIRRERICE LTIk
FASEATEE 93.39% 125 L CHTEIARIGEITEE 751% L %2> 72 (p<0001) b DD, RO =il
RIAIRFEITAE 85.7% & FAATHE 704% & KK L THEICE - 72 (p<0001). FHICEL
T, A ORE HIEFTMEITHTIETME, MEniaEE CidiamaEmBeE L LTnb
WS, FMATHEO A PR A 190 7 B TH L OWxF LT, MrRiiGHE T o A7
HILEAT 257 1 (p=0015) &, YIBRWRESEFLENE O A A7 310 1S3 A AT RTGHR O Rh R
RHELTWRY, BIEETO, HBAME ak— M5 RO S YR B SR 1
X9 2 AMTRIEREDOARIVEIRIE SN2, WREHEO L 2 A Vid#H— S TB 5T, MG
HROMPEA M TE v, Tz, MAHLSFREED 2 W IERTAT LR R o &
5L OB TFHRULEICHE TH S0 WS TIE RV, ko Nagakawa 5 O T, ATHIA
FRBE TR L2067 & AT AT LA RO ses & Hole U 7oA 5, AR L2 i o0 A A T v ol Al
H3292 71 A CTd B D\Ixt LT, Mmif by U o A AR i v g fili A% 225 71 A (p=0.130)
EFRIASETH - 72,
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%3 BREEICXT B FMiLIT vs. HHTAE
s2/5/E | RBIYAL AR B “”ﬁ"ffﬁjg RO (%)* | MST (B) | p value
Fuii ot o FAlFSEAT 71 |BR-A |20 (40%) |13.1#R"
ujil et al. P T [ e e e
®BAFEHER | s o 0.001
/2015/B &2 1ITIFIIJ{|:|4§ Cla=¢0 21 |BR.A 18(100%) | 291 # A1
A
i AT 124 |BR-A 62% 13.7 7R
/Hzlrg? g /eé' ;_I('m BABBBRER |- oo e 0.069
MRnaE 46 |BR-A 80% 19.3 #H
Murakami of o AT 25 |BR-A 17% 11.6 7R
urakami et al. P =t /__‘_‘ """"" : """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""
/2017/B %S BoMEHR iaaR (7L % | o I groa 72% | 272 #A 0001
E>+4+S-1)
FAFSEAT 19 |BR NA 135 5 A
lelpo et al. . . waem
R #AEEHE | WAE 0.001
12017/ 21 29 (FLY2E>+7+| 26 |BR NA  |436 58
PAVAIE L& 3]
FATET 26 |BR 77% 373 H
Miyasaka et al. . . wmaem |1
#AEERE | MRS 0.0024
/2019/B%" (5L 2E>++| 31 |BR 100% | 838 H
TINT Y ZxHI)
Nagakawa et al ®AE EHER | FMTET 297 |BR 70.4% 19.0 7B
oo R | (BEEERE [ 0015
%) hiAa 5 297 |BR 85.7% |257 #R
S & LML | FiikiT 23 |BR 33% 124871
Jang et al. AR {T“Aﬁ(#Ag """""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" 0.028
/2018/8E? (ZWEER R | WA= ~ 2 9 t '
) B +stgss) | 2 | o 82% |21 %R
F 28 LMEtt | FM%T 59 |BR 13% 132581
Versteijne et al. A ER ﬁ*"*#ﬁ(’rA'}? """""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" 0.029
/2020/#4 5> 40 | (ZHkHE | MR e 0 t
ekl Eormsags) | 54 |BR 79% 176 7B

BR : borderline resectable pancreatic cancer, BR-A : borderline resectable with artery involvement

*YIRRGIC & 175 ROK, TITT #BAT GEYIBRGIHE L), MST: £FHRFR(E

FAGIEAT vs. WATIEHE D RCT OFERE LT, 2018 4 I E 2 & YIBREE IR 12 BV CF
AT R B AT HTGHE O F $h 1% BAE T 2 Sl [ 7 » & AL RBR S HmE S
729 WHIEREO LY A 237 LY 8 © VR + BUSHRIEST 54 Gy 12 & 2 b2 Ui i
TH Y, 58 PIAVESE S VUITHITEER & TTRATIC T v ¥ 2 b &z, EEFMEH & 2 FE44F
FTHh ), intention-to-treat |2 & BAERITTMIEAT 0 26.1% (EAFHIH FRAE 12 7 H) 12xf
L CHTRTTAEEE 1 407% (CEAFHIRIrh ol 21 1 A) & CIRRIE TS 203 A ATRTTAE DO AR
P (= R 197, 95%CI : 1.07-362, p=0.028) % L7zo —F, 20204E124 T 0 %
Amsterdam K725, B EE 246 B (YIBRTTREREHE 133 41, CIRRTTRESE A 113 61) %
TGS, FATEATION S AR LB (5 Ay 8 ¥ R 3 O — A LU 15 %
24 Gy) OF M % Bl 5 EMAHZ iz RCT @ PREOPANC # i L 72748, &4 F o
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YIBRETREIESE (Borderline Resectable) BEHEMDA

4 BR-PV#fE & BR-ABBEREDFHRDILE

% (B)

Z&/%£/EH HERTHV 1> | UIRRVIEEMESME | EEBIEX RO (%) MST (B) p value
BR-PV 326 72.6% 140 5B
Kato et al. 4 =rga | BR-A 71 55.3% 13.7 H B .
: : <0.001
/2013/8 &2 womess | TN (BR-A+BR- [T 0.00
BR-PV+A 142 | pytp) 11.0 48
i BR-PV* 145 | 95 (66%) |17.4 H A
Murakami ets)al- wAEESE T T A I 0.001
/2017/B 7K BR-A* 56 | 28 (50%) |11.1 #R
Hirono et a|_ . BR*PV 76 NA 16 4 j] H
g T e e 0.160
/2016/B &Y BR-A 143 NA 144 A
BR-PV (Fifi%kfT) | 102 | 69 (68%) |201HA* 0.044"
Fujii et al. ) ___|BR-PV (iiaiia®) | 27 | 26 (96%) |28.4HA*
/2015/ B4 BAOFEEMER | P S B R I P
BR-A (Fi%kiT) 81 | 48 (59%) |10.04A 0.046"
BR-A (fi#iam®) 21 | 17 (71%) |18.1H4A* '
Yamada et a|_ . BR*PV#< 55 NA 17 3 jJ H
] S e ES Tt HEEL L
/2017/B&"Y BR-A* 50 NA 143 7B

BR-PV : borderline resectable pancreatic cancer with portal vein involvement, BR-A : borderline resectable with
artery mvolvement NA : not available, MST : &7F4ARE hR1E

1T1 AT

o iEEmx a7

H SIS AT SEATRE 14.3 7 SR L CHRTRIG #ERE 16.0 77 7 &,
RROBPo7 OVF—=FI078) EWELTWRY, LaL

AEAER X kRSt
: BR-PV (326 fjl)

vs. BR-A (71 f5l) +BR-PV+A (142 i)
T FiSkAT vs. MRTARE

XY FUTROER

FUEREZRERME L T, TATIEtT ARG 2 5t L 724

AT B8 156 71 H
SHATE L o2 DD,

YIBRmTHE

MTRTIR

TR,

. BIBRTTRE
LI TT B

Iz

AT PR O A I S5 23 17.6 1 EATRTGIH IS FAT AT I8 L TR LS

f: (p = 0029) o
ORI
YT

E

L7 L, PREOPANC #B#IZ

BT B YIERTT RESE SN |

T%&iﬁ%
JEd & LIk BE
g Tl T TR D
MTATIGERE O LA R 825 14.6 7 B L AfraniG#E oA
55 FLENE T T EATRE O A AF I (it 132 1 A,

TREIEEL

2xFT BAMETE R DOE

CORBOEEFMIEH T3 A V20, TEF Y A LOVIEE L RV,

PESYE I

BWT, YIBRTRE

B g

e, ERoE

JEIIBEES, Mk

ANORFD B %780 H BR-PV Bz & BEHIBEEIIRCIREEIR & 180 BRI O3 fl - %

%780 % 70,

ABEFEOF

LiBR—AH%ﬁNi,BR—PVH$
IR R U 100~181 47 AW THh b

& B \TAEHTEDIR O A H il -
%1%, BR-PV EEOT
WELOVEEICT

IR BB

BEFASETHDL LV WED L H D,
BARETH L4121 BR-A BESE DY RGO EAF
W33 % IETFATE N X 5 A AF R

j(_m

=i % 8% 5 BR-A IR IZEFR S 720 BR-

/\@i&ﬂ:—(

Yufii 85~186 A AU L W LT, 9 L b FRHFEIHR &1V 2 BV ER b EFET

(F4)o I

V2R3 B IEFAFE DR R AR E (L TE T 2B,

12

BR-A JE
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FELZXT L CIITRNGEE 21T - 729 2T, FEREili L, BEYBRTELT 2 OME 21T - 72612
FHEEERETLHIEDPEETH S,

B ZESKEERER

Fazk% Frok% Fhhnle® Tbhinz k% .
323 5 GRVIERD) | R%T 2 (B3VHESR) | 1K 2 (B5iE30) | 383 5 Gaviksy) |

2% (14) 94% (48 %) 4% (24) 0% (04) 0% (04)
BHE~NDIEE

wHTﬁ%%h 2BV TFMIEATION L CTRFETGHE + 4 2 fif7 L7288, ROY)
K, BB SRR MEITH 572, Lo L, FAEROTEICKE L T, MnGHEET-
tiif,@@&Efﬁ%mt,mﬁ@%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁiu@ﬁiéﬁ%ﬁ%éoé%@
MEEE LCOEML DX v, OfLEEED 2 I LF R ORI, @Y felE ik
FEIZ BT 5 BR-PV IFEfE & BR-A BEREOZNENDOERT IV TY) ALREL EDVDH L. B
RATHO S EE2AIMEHBROBRICLD, X0 ER) % UIBRTTRES FUEE 0§ 2105 T
VT X LOREL IR E NS,

© 5|

1) National Comprehensive Cancer Network. NCCN vant chemotherapy with gemcitabine plus nab-pacl-
practice guidelines for pancreatic cancer, versionZ. itaxel for borderline resectable pancreatic cancer
2021. potentially improves survival and facilitates surgery.
https://www.nccn.org/professionals/physician_gls/ Ann Surg Oncol 2019; 26: 1528-34.( 2 & — k)
PDF/pancreaticpdf (#'4 K54 ») 8) Nagakawa Y, Sahara Y, Hosokawa Y, et al. Clinical

2) HARBERESS . BRIER S 7. KR, & impact of neoadjuvant chemotherapy and chemora-
R, 2016, (GldR7Ze L) diotherapy in borderline resectable pancreatic can-

3) Fujii T, Yamada S, Murotani K, et al. Inverse proba- cer: analysis of 884 patients at facilities specializing
bility of treatment weighting analysis of upfront sur- in pancreatic surgery. Ann Surg Oncol 2019; 26:
gery versus neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy fol- 1629-36.(2+K— 1)
lowed by surgery for pancreatic adenocarcinoma 9) Jang JY, Han Y, Lee H, et al. Oncological benefits of
with arterial abutment. Medicine (Baltimore) 2015; neoadjuvant chemoradiation with gemcitabine ver-
94: el647.(Z & — 1) sus upfront surgery in patients with borderline

4) Hirono S, Kawai M, Okada KI, et al. Treatment strat- resectable pancreatic cancer: a prospective, random-
egy for borderline resectable pancreatic cancer with ized, open-label, multicenter phase 2/3 trial. Ann
radiographic artery involvement. Pancreas 2016; 45: Surg 2018; 268: 215-22.(F ~ ¥ 1)

1438-46.(2 & — ) 10) Versteijne E, Suker M, Groothuis K, et al; Dutch pan-

5) Murakami Y, Uemura K, Sudo T, et al. Survival creatic cancer group. preoperative chemoradiother-
impact of neoadjuvant gemcitabine plus S-1 chemo- apy versus immediate surgery for resectable and
therapy for patients with borderline resectable pan- borderline resectable pancreatic cancer: results of
creatic carcinoma with arterial contact. Cancer the dutch randomized phase Il PREOPANC trial. J
Chemother Pharmacol 2017; 79: 37-47.(2 7 — }) Clin Oncol 2020; 38: 1763-73.(5 » % 2)

6) Ielpo B, Caruso R, Duran H, et al. A comparative 11) Yamada S, Fujii T, Takami H, et al. Evaluation and
study of neoadjuvant treatment with gemcitabine proposal of novel resectability criteria for pancreatic
plus nab-paclitaxel versus surgery first for pancre- cancer established by the Japan Pancreas Society.
atic adenocarcinoma. Surg Oncol 2017; 26: 402- Surgery 2017; 162: 784-91.(Z & — )
10.(ZH&— 1) 12) Kato H, Usui M, Isaji S, et al. Clinical features and

7) Miyasaka Y, Ohtsuka T, Kimura R, et al. Neoadju- treatment outcome of borderline resectable pancre-
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13

14

15

g

fawt

=

atic head/body cancer: a multi-institutional survey
by the Japanese Society of Pancreatic Surgery. ]
Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2013; 20: 601-10.( 2 & —
M)

Murakami Y, Satoi S, Sho M, et al. National Compre-
hensive Cancer Network resectability status for
pancreatic carcinoma predicts overall survival.
World J Surg 2015; 39: 2306-14.(2 & — )

Fujii T, Satoi S, Yamada S, et al. Clinical benefits of
neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy for adenocarcinoma
of the pancreatic head: an observational study using
inverse probability of treatment weighting. J Gastro-
enterol 2017; 52: 81-93.(2 & — 1)

Yoshida K, Iwashita T, Uemura S, et al. A multi-
center prospective phase II study of first-line modi-
fied FOLFIRINOX for unresectable advanced pan-

% (B)

16

17

18

N2

=

z

creatic cancer. Oncotarget 2017; & 111346-55.(2
F—1)

Michelakos T, Pergolini I, Castillo CF, et al. Predic-
tors of resectability and survival in patients with
borderline and locally advanced pancreatic cancer
who underwent neoadjuvant treatment with FOLF-
IRINOX. Ann Surg 2019; 269: 733-40.(Z &~ — T+)
Conroy T, Desseigne F, Ychou M, et al; Groupe
Tumeurs Digestives of Unicancer; PRODIGE Inter-
group. FOLFIRINOX versus gemcitabine for meta-
static pancreatic cancer. N Engl J Med 2011; 364:
1817-25.(7 » ¥ 1)

Von Hoff DD, Ervin T, Arena FP, et al. Increased
survival in pancreatic cancer with nab-paclitaxel
plus gemcitabine. N Engl ] Med 2013; 369: 1691-703.
(75 n)
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BO2  IFROIBEIRFREAE(ICXS U CEIMRGHUIBRITHRESNDH ?

> AT—MAU BN
1) IERFEIIRE SHHERARLIRYIRR (DP-CAR) XTS5 T EZRET S,

(DB : HL, TETVAOEEYE (G8X): C (5)]
2) FFEiRSHUBRIFITS T EZIRET B,

(DB : HL, TETVAOHEREYE (G8X): C (3)]
3) LIBREERSHTIREITDRVC EZFIRET D,

[(ERDEBE 1 HFV, TETVRAOEERYE (B): C (5)]

;T
1. BIRSHUIFRESER

BR-A R BT AT UIBRANEE (UR-LA) BEE QT Cl, BIIRJE P O R854 & [l 5 %
ORGP ZEST A2 ENDH D, L L, BIIREIFIREEOMR & etk il L
2RI ET Y ARV LEEIEL 2\ BEOBIIREG GFEIRR T T 0MERIERIC & 0 IS

ik (CA), FFEIR (HA), LEEHBESIIR (SMA) @ 3 DOWRIZIHE S A2 TS, #Hik

TE UMM REIKRE R D,

N B —F R EGREN SRR O#E R, CA, HA, SMA @ 3O ) bW ro
PR 10BILL BT — AT > b u— Uit % 22 #, IENEENIR & PR ML) BRAT (dis-
tal pancreatectomy with celiac axis resection : DP-CAR) 23T AL AFT~<T 4 v 7 L
Ea— 3, SMAAPIIRIZET AV AF~F 4 v 7 L a— LiERM L2, $xC
retrospective ¥R TH Y, RCT IO LD o720 T I AL, ERTEROKT, BH
FEEAHIMOER, MG HEDM, MERERECROMMEREEHE L7z, 7¥—Aa > b
T —)VHFgE 22 D 9 B, 10 #id DP-CAR WATRES 2 b R & L72hF9%, 2 Mid HA & 8RB
2B B Td - 7206810 BMIITIZL2) 2 gy i) 10 i 13 3 2 DFEIROBIR A B RAYR
TE L7205 Td o 72207182085 0 99 5o gk — MiF5eD & & 6EE S W B RO & 4
719 % & DP-CAR 437 f5l, HA 307 51, SMA 121 I Tdh-7- (F5).

FTERG IR RIS T ARG O DIl FRSHRE EN IR AT AT~
T4 97 L 2 — AN % HAT L 722581213161928) | JEgIRa ) & i L T A HEEIZR S
T2 500, BIREIEIREIO 3 FEEFERIL5~57% &, FEWBRFH O 0~32% 12 L CTF
R B @ % R0 7z AAFII R guE (MST) (CBI L C b BIIREPFUIERAER] CTlE 192 7
H, FEUIBHERITIE 9.7 1 H L IBRANRERER] & 0 BIIAAEE SN D Rt R S vz (b
<0.001) o MEFFEAAIMICE L CiE, #Hifl, Sl T2 MG B3 2 < G R EE & )
W L 720 A BHEICES L CIZ4mERA L 72345 T, Clavien—Dindo 43748 Ma DL EOFEE A
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2. YIBRFTEEESE (Borderline Resectable) FEEDAEE (B)

5 22#mOIAKR— MAKICK B EHYIRRS h - BHARODEE

wEE k3 w8 | CA HA | SMA
Shimada K, et al ” 2006 | 12 12 0 0
Stitzenberg KB, et al.?’ | 2008 | 12 10 2 0
Sugiura Y, et al 2009 | 26 8 10 8
Boggi U, et al.¥ 2009 | 30 12 12 6
Amano H, et al.¥ 2009 | 27 0 15 12
Wu X, et al.? 2010 | 11 11 0 0
Takahashi Y, etal® | 2011 | 16 16 0 0
Bockhorn M, et al.” 2011 | 29 8 18 3
Yamamoto Y, et al.®) 2012 13 13 0 0
Okada K, et al.'” 2013 | 16 16 0 0
Peters NA, et al.'¥ 2016 | 17 17 0 0
Nakamura T, etal.'® | 2016 | 80 80 0 0
Sato T, et al.'” 2017 | 10 10 0 0
Miyazaki M, etal.'® | 2017 | 21 0 21 0
Tee MC, et al.'® 2018 | 124 49 60 15
Zhang Q, et al.?? 2019 | 11 0 11 0
Yoshiya S, et al.2® 2019 | 20 20 0
Yoshitomi H, et al.2” | 2019 | 31 31 0
Loveday BPT, etal.?® | 2019 | 20 10 10
Del Chiaro M, et al.'® | 2019 | 35 5 27 3
Loos M, et al.?% 2020 | 191 59 | 102 30
Bachellier P, et al?® | 2020 | 113 50 29 34
&5t 865 | 437 | 307 | 121

BHESSAEFE 11.8~100% TH - 720 FIFT LT ¥ b U — VIEOREE O M0k BT 7

% 72 ORRET AR N EE T & 5 2%, BIIRE OFUIBR ik DT 2 & PHIEFE A 3R 13 I & 72

D70 MBAEFIETIRIZE L T, 0~17% ERRIED D 2 b OO, fiitca IHER AR IZEIIR &

PROIBREBALBIEHE L T 2 & DD iz, BEMN R aHFIIRHlREE TH - 720
KIS, R L7530 5 B BRI 7 7 1 5 OFFli 24T - 726

2. CA (DP-CAR)

2020 412 Lan 5°Y1&, DP-CAR # {7 L 72 32,109 5 % %} 5 & L 72 32 #i D30 % #5112
T = VRN ATV, VAEAEAEER 50%, 3 AEEAEE 21%, 5 FAAFE 10%, AEAF I H o fE
(MST) (147 A LG L T b SRR L72#SCNIC BT 2 Y BAERIE 1 F L7
24~45%, 3 EEAFH 0~32%, 5AEAEFHE 0%, MST 97 # H &, DP-CAR Rif7Blix LIFREAS
RERED] & 0 BRI F BRI Th o 720 MR AHESAZRIZE L C DP-CAR &% DP O g
IZH L L 72 4812 X A &, DP-CAR EFIT 11.8~92%, #%H DP T 19~60% & 4 %2 DP-



CAR FEBI Tl A PHER AR mHETH 5 72 (p<0.001).
(LETEED 2 W 720 PTEBAE LR

3. HA

HA &I L L 72 S L 2O A TH Y, 209 6 1RITEEDERLE L T L HE
Miyazaki 59 O TIE, HA SHIRE 21 B0 1 4471 476%, 3 4F
MST (& 11 7 A L FEGIBEBIIC I L CF
TCTH o - DERLTHIIRD T, FHRUEICHFS T LM T
BEGIBRIZ B AR EIIR,

VC?) D 71216'22)0
A 6.6%,

A OFEIBRAEBT

4. SMA

DA & SMA & 0B 3O BIR & HF LB & 13—

5 FEAFF6.6%,
Mtk & PHEFEEER1T 81% &

HoHEEZOLNL, LrL, WEIIRE
A AR IO RE CED Y, BIIREEOERIR
L TH XM LS N7 2 Z T 282615,

A P EDAR,

eeswaran 5DV AT T4 v 7 LY 2 —TlL, SBERAZ 39~91%,

LI ENTBY, FFICBEOKX MR TH LY,
IASEOTHRTH Y, ELENT V8T Y ARMREE L SN, BT

BRAEfl & 1EL

WX L CHEAT S R EMA L LT E T AIZZ L

PFOIBRE B &

it 121 BITH - 7293,
I b edrolze LAL

ABER L 7250
SMA & 0FIBRICH L L 725
ED 2 TIITEBFETRIZZ TN 6.7%, 57% & SMA &1

FBOT,

BO2

L% L DP-CAR IZBIIR T2, 74

L TREZED Lo (p=0320),

BEIFTH o 72,

ERAFBIIRZ &
HZRERORL L2 E25, HA

e & S, 2017 40 Jegath-
TEREFE TR 20%
—7TMST £ 75~115 77 § £ FEY)

BT 5 SMA &
Rl 72 77—

Pk - BROZEWDN ELOOH AW RELRINTEY, SRL5|IEHE TR A7 L
RIIPROBEELBENIZL ) SMA GHHIBROZEIFEZ#Em L THIRETH D,
H EESIEFER
2F—RXT k1
yzrE yzrk fbhucls FbhuIlE |
HEAET B (BRVIESE) | SRET 5 (B3VHESE) | SRET 5 (B3VIE3E) | 6383 5 Ghudese) |

0% (04) 96% (48 %) 2% (14) 2% (144) 0% (04)
AF—RMAVN2
FHzkr otk S R AL (W
AT B RIS | JRET B GV IESD) | HRET 5 (V3D | #3855 GaviiEse) |

0% (0%4) 100% (49 %) 0% (0%) 0% (0%) 0% (04)
2F—RAAY N3
yzrE fyzrk fibhusls  |fFbheIlE |
HEAET B (RVIESE) | SRRT 5 (B3VHESE) | HRET 5 (BBVIESE) | 6383 5 Ghudese) |

0% (044) 0% (044) 90% (44 %) 8% (44) 2% (14)
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BHE~NDIEE

2P

ROBAMTATH Y, HREE

FEBIIC & o TR 2 PR

% (B)

PLbo X5 IR OFOIBRICBEE L 7227010 S 7R3 3, COEFII VLU TIE 2
ENHTELHLLDOD, M IHEIARCAERILT
MEAZHEAT T & SR S TV S TR Tl b LS R

ETHbo T2, BAMSWEDL EO TEIUIBRIVNOME AT TH Y, SIS
IR LMK ERE BT L TV LD EEARETH 5,

©® 5|AXHER

1

2

=

3)

4

z

5

N2

6)

7

=

8

=

9

=

10)

11)

Shimada K, Sakamoto Y, Sano T, et al. Prognostic
factors after distal pancreatectomy with extended
lymphadenectomy for invasive pancreatic adenocar-
cinoma of the body and tail. Surgery 2006; 139: 288~
B.(r—2Av1)—=2X)

Stitzenberg KB, Watson JC, Roberts A, et al. Surviv-
al after pancreatectomy with major arterial resec-
tion and reconstruction. Ann Surg Oncol 2008; 15:
1399-406.(7r — A 1) — X)

Amano H, Miura F, Toyota N, et al. Is pancreatecto-
my with arterial reconstruction a safe and useful
procedure for locally advanced pancreatic cancer? J
Hepatobiliary Pancreat Surg 2009; 16: 850-7.(%7 — A
) —2R)

Boggi U, Del Chiaro M, Croce C, et al. Prognostic
implications of tumor invasion or adhesion to peri-
pancreatic vessels in resected pancreatic cancer.
Surgery 2009; 146: 869-81.(7 — A2 3~ ha—))
Sugiura Y, Horio T, Aiko S, et al. Pancreatectomy for
pancreatic cancer with reference to combined resec-
tion of the vessels, twenty nine year experience by a
single surgeon. Keio J Med 2009; 58: 103-9.(4# — A
) —2X)

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.(r—Aa ¥ hu—)

Bockhorn M, Burdelski C, Bogoevski D, et al. Arteri-
al en bloc resection for pancreatic carcinoma. Br J
Surg 2011; 98: 86-92.(7 — A3~ hu—)b)
Takahashi Y, Kaneoka Y, Maeda A, et al. Distal pan-
createctomy with celiac axis resection for carcinoma
of the body and tail of the pancreas. World J Surg
2011; 35: 2535-42.(7 — A 3~ hu—))

Yamamoto Y, Sakamoto Y, Ban D, et al. Is celiac axis
resection justified for T4 pancreatic body cancer?
Surgery 2012; 151: 61-9.(7 — A 2~ b —))
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.(r—Aav ha—))

Gong H, Ma R, Gong ], et al. Distal pancreatectomy

with en bloc celiac axis resection for locally
advanced pancreatic cancer: a systematic review
and meta-analysis. Medicine (Baltimore). 2016; 95:
e3061.( % %)

12) Klompmaker S, de Rooij T, Korteweg JJ, et al. Sys-
tematic review of outcomes after distal pancreatec-
tomy with coeliac axis resection for locally advanced
pancreatic cancer. Br J Surg 2016; 103: 941-9.( #* %)

13) Nakamura T, Hirano S, Noji T, et al. Distal pancre-
atectomy with en bloc celiac axis resection (modified
appleby procedure) for locally advanced pancreatic
body cancer: a single-center review of 80 consecu-
tive patients. Ann Surg Oncol. 2016; 23 (Suppl 5):
969-75.(7r — A1) —A)

14) Peters NA, Javed AA, Cameron JL, et al. Modified
appleby procedure for pancreatic adenocarcinoma:
does improved neoadjuvant therapy warrant such
an aggressive approach? Ann Surg Oncol 2016; 23:
3757-64.(r—Aa ¥ ba—))

15) Jegatheeswaran S, Baltatzis M, Jamdar S, et al. Supe-

rior mesenteric artery (SMA) resection during pan-

createctomy for malignant disease of the pancreas: a

systematic review. HPB (Oxford) 2017; 19: 483-

90.(# %)

Miyazaki M, Yoshitomi H, Takano S, et al. Combined

hepatic arterial resection in pancreatic resections

for locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Langenbecks

Arch Surg 2017; 402: 447-56.(7 — A3~ b E—)L)

17) Sato T, Inoue Y, Takahashi Y, et al. Distal pancre-
atectomy with celiac axis resection combined with

16

=

reconstruction of the left gastric artery. J Gastroin-
test Surg 2017; 21: 910-7.(7 — A1) — X)

18) Tee MC, Krajewski AC, Groeschl RT, et al. Indica-
tions and perioperative outcomes for pancreatecto-
my with arterial resection. ] Am Coll Surg 2018;
227: 256-69.(7r — A1) — X)

19) Del Chiaro M, Rangelova E, Halimi A, et al. Pancre-

atectomy with arterial resection is superior to palli-

ation in patients with borderline resectable or local-

ly advanced pancreatic cancer. HPB (Oxford) 2019;

21: 219-25.(/r —ZAa > rua—))

Loveday BPT, Zilbert N, Serrano PE, et al. Neoadju-

vant therapy and major arterial resection for poten-

tially reconstructable arterial involvement by stage

20

=



21

22

23

=

=

=

3 adenocarcinoma of the pancreas. HPB (Oxford)
2019; 21: 643-52.(r — A3 » Fa—))

Yoshitomi H, Sakai N, Kagawa S, et al. Feasibility
and safety of distal pancreatectomy with en bloc
celiac axis resection (DP-CAR) combined with neo-
adjuvant therapy for borderline resectable and unre-
sectable pancreatic body/tail cancer. Langenbecks
Arch Surg 2019; 404: 451-8.(7r — A ¥ ) — %)

Zhang Q, Wu ], Tian Y, et al. Arterial resection and
reconstruction in pancreatectomy: surgical tech-
nique and outcomes. BMC Surg 2019; 19: 141.(%# —
AT —2X)

Bachellier P, Addeo P, Faitot F, et al. Pancreatecto-
my with arterial resection for pancreatic adenocar-
cinoma: how can it be done safely and with which
outcomes?: a single institution’s experience with 118

24)

25)

26)

BO2 211

patients. Ann Surg 2020; 271: 932-40.(7 — A 1) —
2)

Lan J, Chen Y, Wang S, et al. Distal pancreatectomy
with en bloc celiac axis resection for pancreatic can-
cer: a pooled analysis of 109 cases. Updates Surg
2020; 72: 709-15.( £ %)

Loos M, Kester T, Klaiber U, et al. Arterial Resection
in pancreatic cancer surgery: effective after a learn-
ing curve. Ann Surg 2022; 275: 759-68.(7 — A 2~
ra—)

Yoshiya S, Fukuzawa K, Inokuchi S, et al. Efficacy of
neoadjuvant chemotherapy in distal pancreatectomy
with en bloc celiac axis resection (DP-CAR) for
locally advanced pancreatic cancer. ] Gastrointest
Surg 2020; 24: 1605-11.(# — A2 ¥ b a—)L)

5



212 2. YIRREIAEER (Borderline Resectable) BEfEia#%: (B)

B fEEMESE (Adjuvant) (A)

BA1  IBROIEEIRSTEMEICX U T, MiRIEEBIEARANHREINS D ?

p AF— KA N
YIBRTTBEIE SRR (X o BT AL U T,
1) {EZMEHREEZITD CEZIRET B,
(DB : FL, TETVAOERYE (G8X): C (3)]
2) {EZEEZTS CEZRET S,
[(EEDME : FUW, IEFTYADOEERYE G8): C (5)]

BF EH

BT EESE R (BR) BEEICBR L Tk, A4 K54 >0 BO1 [YIBRWRESE FBERE 120 L
THREE IR S NS ? ] £ ) CQIZBWT [YIBRTT RERE SRS 128 L T Tl sedT
Tld7% <, WHrHBIBERIERMR 2 A L, TR RIS OBE £ 17 - 727212
FERT A ERRET Lo ERRMSN TS, BAT Tid [V FEBE AR (5T L CArer
FEBIFRE I HEIE S NS A7 | v ) CQITHT L TE 21T o720 DT A AL LT
SAEFEIN, EOT Y M AL LT grade 3L EoJEST, BIEMEM %, AL ERIRAE,
BRARIRE L7z,

BR EERE 2% LT upfront surgery & 74 ¥ ¥ ¥ U IEERIEOF F a3 (GEM/RT) % It
B L7-RCT E 2 BdH 5 (F6). Jang 1% BR-A BB X U BR-PV g2 it R & LT
I/ MAHEER % e L 72V, 40 (0S) oHdefii (MST) (&, upfront surgery 0 12.0
A A% LT GEM/RT BT 210 # B (O — FH 051, 95%CI : 0.28-091, p=0028) (G
TIE GEM/RT 2%} 9 % upfront surgery DY — FIb & 95%CL 2558 #i S N TW57S, K
TH Tl upfront surgery (289 %5 GEM/RT DJiiE 2 /R 720M B TRILLZ) THY, AE
WA ZERE L7z, Lo LR BHIEAPITH % 2%, FERFE 110 112k L T 50 f
BERIRE TR S BB RIS T L, #ERPARER S NIz TN O BOKEED R E
% EMEDOLERICEEITRY, BROMPUIZEZELILETH L, ) —2iF, YIKRTEE
s & BRI 20t R & L CEM S 72 E MAHRE D PREOPANC B TH ), BR KL
FORBRDD 57 LOBE SN T 70— T L LTI s z?, BR F#EO MST 2,
upfront surgery # 132 77 H12x LT GEM/RT #12 176 7 H (ONF— FI. 062, 95%CI :
040-095, p=0029) ThY), GEM/RT HETHEICAEFHHEZER L7-. &4 OEBOY ~
TN A XHPNE 7D, 2UEORBRIC L 2 A5 7F1) P A% FEHEL 72, 0S 128V T GEM/
RT & upfront surgery {23 LT/ — FIEix 058 (95%CI : 041-083, p=0002) &A=
AFEZERE L (R2), FHICoWTIE, EYB L CEMARIES Jang H TOAFE S



BA1 213

6 BREEICXTT B upfront surgery EF LY 2 E VIERIEGHAKSHRELLE DT > 4 L{LILEHER

FHEE YIBRFIREME S48 Loy FEBIEL MST HR (95%CI) p &
GEM/RT 27 21 H A
Jang et al. 2018" BR-A/BR-PV 0.51 (0.28-0.93) | 0.028
Upfront surgery 23 12 4R
GEM/RT 54 |176 5B
Versteijne, et al. 20202 | BR-PV 0.62 (0.40-0.95) | 0.029
Upfront surgery 59 132 7R

MST: &778iRIhRME, HR: /N¥— KL, Cl: SRR, GEM/RT: 44T 2 E U ERIEHAMSHIREE

Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio

Study or Subgroup  log[Hazard Ratiol SE Weight IV, Random, 95%CI IV, Random, 95%CI

Jang, JY_2018 —0.6733 0.3059 34.8% 0.51[0.28, 0.93] —

Versteijne, E_2020 —0.478 0.2236 652%  0.62[0.40, 0.96] ——

Total (95%Cl) 100.0%  0.58[0.41, 0.83] i

Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.00; Chi2=0.27, df=1(p=0.61) ; ’=0% | | | |
Test for overall effect: Z=3.02 (p=0.002) 02 0,5 1 2 5

Favours CRT Favours upfront surgery

2 BRIZEICXIT B upfront surgery &5 LS 2 E VIERIEHRAMSHEEEE DS > 4 L{EEBHBRO LS
SERBEICHTEX4TFUTR

NTWBED, W d grade 3 UL EIZMAE L QDD o720 HIEVENIZE, FEEEIT P ER)E
AMEIFT SR & DM S LT e v,

Z ORI LF H g & LC GEM+S-1/RT?, GEM+ 4 %41 755 > /RT?,
S-1/RT Y O Fp s S, MST 13 184~308 7 H TH > 7275, I BEEHRERTH
BHOFHMEIRETH B, FIZOW LA MM %% GEM + 4 %41 77 F »/RT T74%
B 7= DAMIFFAHIF T - 72
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b
— — SMF SMF 21 8.0
Cohen SJ | 2005 | 59.4 Gy+7/#+Ay S - - -
etal® < JL+MMC 55 8.4 016
ECOG — 59.4 Gy — — 49 71
i i . AOn < )1 ]
Sh|nché)H 2002 ?O 4Gy+70AAT 7 . . 70N 7f 16 132 | 0.0009
et al 22 A AP1%
— — — — 15 6.4
Chauffert B | 2008 |60 Gy+ 7 /L4 0% 5 . -
etal” % JL+CDDP GEM o9 8.6 0.0
FFCD/SFRO — — GEM GEM 60 13.0
Lf?jng 2011 | 50.4 Gy+GEM — — GEM 34 1.1 | 0017
ECOG - — GEM | GEM | 37 | 92
SMF: X RLTRII* T4 RTA4Y2C, 04095, MMC: %4 h3142>C, GEM: FLY 2E

LIEERIE, CDDP: Y XTS5 F 2™ ns. i BEELL

HEAT L, LR O RSB EIC B CTh o 72 (EFEE PRl : 132 7 F vs.
64 7 H)Y, HEEHRKICEL T, LFiRsHEEED grade 3 DEIE1E 63% TH o770

3. {EEMEHREEE S AR IMO L
KEDECOGIE, 7NA1™Y F VIV L RETRE L 704 0w F 2 IUIC & 21k
FEHMMO RCT 21647 L, LA O 25 - 72 CEEI b0l 0 834 H vs. 8274 H)%

C OB TIEARMHED 40 Gy £V E W) RN D 5o —T5, KEOD GITSG 1&, 7+

R RO - 1HIH
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0y 7 Y VBRI L A ML T Y v v, by A Yy CH TR T
WS K B LR EER MO RCT & AT L, AL s R0 EF S EBICRITFTh o 72
CEAF IR L0E 105 4 A vs. 80 71 H) Y

WAE, ALERRER L A Y v E RIS X LSRR o 2 fE 0 RCT 25h S
NTwWb, 121377 ¥ AD Fédération Francophone de Cancérologie Digestive/Société
Francophone de Radiothérapie Oncologique (FFCD/SFRO) 27 Vvt uaw s ey A7
T F BRI LEERRR L A Y v ¥ U IRRRENC X 2R MO RCT 2 Ejit L, 1k
LR H O AV A B Cd o 72 CEFIIR ol 0 86 7 H vs. 130 7 A)”s A
ERRIZHE LT, grade 3/4 DFEEG I —RIELEH EHEFRRER O &5 & LA BRET
BREICED? o7z (—EEP 0 655% vs. 400%, MEFHMLEE DA 0 781% vs. 400%). 2D
AR DA RRE O LM AR OHE L ) SARLZIB L LT, BENTLEV TV
FUTTINVETATITF D 2K TH o 7272 DIFERHLEIEL, MR bREor
LY 8 EUIRRIROR G R GEPERICEP o722 LR LTWwE EER HNT
Wb, —F, RKEDECOG &7 &% © VIRERIRGE AL AAHRRLE & A 7 ¥ U 3RRRIR
2 & B LA EM O RCT 2 %l L, (b BUSREO A MAE BIC BRI TH - 72 (4
IR RIS - 111 A A vs. 92 7 )Y BHEFRICBIL T, grade 4/5 DEIEG 3L
HETE D725 (41% vs. 9%), grade 3/4 DEIEIIWE CTEII %> 72 (T7% vs. 79%) o
NS 2HORBIIEFERPELS, SR THBOIR T LTws 720, HBOEIId 55k
MR EIN TS,

Pibar &, Bl RUTILA U R L AL OB 2 D1 5 2 L I3 TE v

D bEotgasnr s, RFETUBRARERERE 0 L CiE, 1, 2 Til_7z X 9 (g il
F 73S FIR T L OB S I F USRI SN D . T 72 3 Tl L) I A
SRR L AL O RCT IZM T 28R TH Y, ZOBEHIIOVT—ED I VL v
PRI LN TV ALF RS SALFREE I L2 b & <, 3 TICERBE L
LTAKREL TS, £oT, KCQITH T 2HETILF RO HME T, bk iz i
FILCIRET A2 & & Lo MHEEOERIL, HEAT YV a—b, FERZONECHEI
B, WIRE SN LRI Z2AFEE, KREMOE V2 S BEOMES - HEIZL > TE
HOEL, BEIEWEREICOWTHML, BURSHEREZRMA WHEEIZIEe s v P E
A VEWRTEZENET L,
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3. BFMETYIRTAE (Locally Advanced) BEEDAEE (L)

AF—RMAU N1
FHr%k FHz k% Fbhwits Fbhnwi ki o
HeFd 2 GROIESE) | 353 5 (B5IE3D) | 3R 2 (B3 HESD) | 353 2 GRuvies) | ™

4% (24) 96% (46 %) 0% (0 %) 0% (0%) 0% (0%)
ZF—hAV K2
FIor% FHo k% fibhnz ks Fbhnts L
M35 2 GROIESE) | 35T 5 (B50IE3D) | 32K 2 (B0 HES0) | 353 2 GRuviksg) | ™

6% (3%) 94% (45 %) 0% (0 %) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%)
BHE~DIEE

T EAT O BAREIENE O I, OIS A SR & F 72 09 R B A FE ORI 1 &
D ELCT&CTw5A (LR1, LR5, LC1),
BEDSLENLRITH S, (LFREHRREOR ML LT, fbFFREEMICI L, 2 44
FEE 7 EORBEIN 2 AFEGREHRERS 12X 2 BlEomn L4 Xihs 2 & (LR5),
BRI X BEBERADPHEFCTELZ 2D 5 (LRA) . —7, (L3 HoF) i
&, AR L LS OB ERRARETH ), BRI O CHRIGEIES
BRI ENPBFOND, SHROEERAERIC L > THHHFEEOELCHMEDIT2HL2IZTH S
EDPEETH S,

© 3|AXHER
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FEMWRN D DTII AR L, BIRREBRTOEHR

Moertel CG, Childs DS Jr, Reitemeier R], et al. Com-
bined 5-fluorouracil and supervoltage radiation
therapy of locally unresectable gastrointestinal can-
cer. Lancet 1969; 2: 865-7.(7 ~ ¥ 2)

Moertel CG, Frytak S, Hahn RG, et al. Therapy of
locally unresectable pancreatic carcinoma: a ran-
domized comparison of high dose (6000 rads) radia-
tion alone, moderate dose radiation (4000 rads +5-
fluorouracil), and high dose radiation +5—fluoroura-
cil: The Gastrointestinal Tumor Study Group. Can-
cer 1981; 48: 1705-10.(F » ¥ )

Klaassen D], Maclntyre JM, Catton GE, et al. Treat-
ment of locally unresectable cancer of the stomach
and pancreas: a randomized comparison of 5-fluoro-
uracil alone with radiation plus concurrent and
maintenance 5-fluorouracil-—an Eastern Coopera-
tive Oncology Group study. J Clin Oncol 1985; 3:
373-8.(7 v ¥ 1)

Gastrointestinal Tumor Study Group. Treatment of
locally unresectable carcinoma of the pancreas: com-
parison of combined—-modality therapy (chemothera-
py plus radiotherapy) to chemotherapy alone. J Natl
Cancer Inst 1988; 80: 751-5.(F » ¥ 4)

Cohen SJ, Dobelbower R Jr, Lipsitz S, et al; Eastern
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Cooperative Oncology Group. A randomized phase
I study of radiotherapy alone or with 5-fluoroura-
cil and mitomycin-C in patients with locally
advanced adenocarcinoma of the pancreas: Eastern
Cooperative Oncology Group study E8282. Int ]
Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2005; 62; 1345-50.(5 >~ % 2)
Shinchi H, Takao S, Noma H, et al. Length and qual-
ity of survival after external-beam radiotherapy
with concurrent continuous 5-fluorouracil infusion
for locally unresectable pancreatic cancer. Int J
Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2002; 53: 146-50.(F >~ % 2.)
Chauffert B, Mornex F, Bonnetain F, et al. Phase 1
trial comparing intensive induction chemoradiother-
apy (60 Gy, infusional 5-FU and intermittent cispla-
tin) followed by maintenance gemcitabine with gem-
citabine alone for locally advanced unresectable pan-
creatic cancer. Definitive results of the 2000-01
FFCD/SFRO study. Ann Oncol 2008; 19: 1592-9.(5
VL)

Loehrer PJ Sr, Feng Y, Cardenes H, et al. Gemcit-
abine 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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A HRESE (Radiation) (R)

BFMEITUIBRA R (O U TEZREHRBA XA D RTINS

LR1 o

p AF— KA N
1) BPTETUIRTRERREICN U TERMEHREE 21T D2 BEI(CE, TvkEUZIY
FMDPAERDHAZRET .
[(EEDBE : FUW, IEFTYADOEERYE G8): C (5])]
2) BFTETUIRTEERIE(CH U TEEREHREEAZITSBSICIE, LAY IEVIGHE
IBEDHAZRET 2,
[(EEnmE : HUW, TETYAOEERYE (G8): C (5)]

&

EH:I

R AT HEAT YIRS B A L2 0 2 U IC D W Tid, (bR R AT 5 2 & T,
BRI LRI R T ERIUET LI EHBA Y TF Y VY ADFERVTRENRTVL, ¥
TFUYRHHENLZRCT ZVEFRE, 7htuy oy e N— Rk L7 by i
WHENTWBEZ ERh, 7F 0y T VLA R & L CHEsR ST
&7zo =7, HHOBMERIOWTIE, IRVIECR NI F VLR EICETLI VS
2ALEE TARRERZ Y A5 TH b N 72 b 0, EIHIERERE 2 <, DHEIZ BV TR &

I
BoTWBLTY LAY Y VG, S-TICBLTY, KBEEL T v & 2 LBifThbhCwi "

7272l rAY Y ECEERE (2002 4 X0 BRBRIDGIR), S-1 (2006 4F & U PRERINEL) B
& ORI LR GHRE LR IO WX, B 1, TMHREZ .0 LU RSENS T
¥ EshTwb,

FAYEEUEBEE OBFHIZOWTIE, EHlokSEYEERE (1,000 mg/m?) L)
T (25~60% A2 DG THE 1 E, %7213 100 mg/m?LL T OAE THE 2 ), 45~54
Gy/25~30 43 (1 [l 1.8 Gy~20 Gy Ol /%) Oibhgstd: s flAafberzL Yy
AYELMESNTE Y, 2o OB HH O REiE 82~166 7 HTH > 72,
Grade 3 ML EDOWALEAESERIL 125~57% L i SN TV, D% IFEL, BEHRR
W ETHo7,

S-1 EDBEHIZOWTIE, 504 Gy/28 7 El ORI 80 mg/m?/day @ S-1 % [l KEGF
M (day 1~14, 22~35 10 F 72 FIRE 1SRRG 12Y) $ LY A v s Ts b,
EAFAM O R gEIL 129~190 #7 A, grade 3 UL EOZMEIHOHLE A EFRIL 2~24% T
Hot: (F8),
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=8 YIRARER

FREITIEE ICX § 2L REREEDEE L [ HEABROER

grade 3 BL | grade 3 XA
R SFHE | 1F 2% -
H N 5
HEE FXT | o gy | PR | A Tane | mew | apm | DU LREE
—T/HEE% =973 =237 (B) () ) ILEEEE | LEFS
° ° R (%) | BER (%)
GEM
?éa:té‘g’kjg\)’ »|2003| 43 gg'z\gﬁ’/ 40 mg/m? g2 | 33 | 5 28 0
’ - B2 mE, 58
Okusaka T (EiL GEM
" N 50.4 Gy/ .
PhERE> 2004 | 42 | o0l | 250 me/m 95 28 | 23 57 0
% — R fERR) 75 EA
. GEM
?_2_'2;;’35? 2011 | 22 gg Z\yg/u 250mg/m? | 16.6 74 14 14 95
R a ‘Eﬁ
Cardenes HR
(Indiana Univ 54 Gy/ GEM
and Bren Simon | 2011 28 30 %yg“ 600 mg/m? 10.3 30 11 125 NA
Cancer Center, " ‘8
US) 9)
S-1 80 mg/
Sudo K 50.4 Gy/ | m?/day,
(FEA, FEE |2011| 34 > 168 | 706 | NA 24 8.8
Bt )10 28 9% |day1-14,
2235
Kim HM (Sever- 50.4 Gy/ ri;)da8yo me/
Hospital, |2 2 “2 : 12. 4 NA 2 NA
Kores) ospital, 12009125 125 5% | day1-14, o 8 0
2235
. S-1 80 mg/
y A
'féja 'VE'];S?E" 2013| 61 22‘2}25’/ m?/day, ®| 162 | 72 | 26 2 NA
], B g
= S-1 80 mg/
% S+
:%ka ;;f;?’ff 2021 | 51 gg';‘}g;’/ m?/day, ®| 19 | 667 | 369 10 NA
’ ™ SR
DOC 20 mg/
Ducreux M 2
(S53tE, 7| 2014| 50 |oaor M TCDOPI 95 | 41 | NA 51 24
52 2)1 30 4E |20 mg/m*&E
Fiore M GEM
(Campus 50.4 Gv/ 300 mg/m?
Bio-Medico 2015 | 21 28'%4 +Ev%vv| 153 | 66 | 28 14.3 NA
University, 1 % " 7 400—250
1) 77)19 mg/m*&:8
*Cape
. 36 gg';‘}gﬁ’/ 830mg/m? | 176 | 639 | 167 12 NA
urt & —_
=BH
(MR, 1| 2017 e
£12z)?
38 | 204 a0 mg/me | 146 | 474 | 105 34 NA
28 9E | .
B

GEM: 7L 2 E IEEIR, Cape: hRIZE L, CDDP: ¥ XFZF >, DOC: Ft&F+tJl, NA: not available
*12 38R D GEM+Cape DEA(LFHEERIC Cape B & GEM B ICEIW 7 & /-5 > 4 LEETHERAR
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2011 AR DABR I 56 R S M7 ISR B & A o R EZ 127 A2 B2 5 0% <
TR &7z JCOG1106 (A B, RT 504 Gy+S-1) TiE, 2011~13 4E|2H T CHRR R
MEMS N, SEFHBORIEL A H, 2EEFE368% &, W)L HIP LR
RATE N5 &) IR HHORME L CTIRIFRIC B2 EREESRE SN TWwb, Ib0
grade 3 ML EOBAA EFRGIT 10% K TH ) FFAMBNE ZE 2 5 b,

PR XY, RATET ORI 103 A LB HIRIE I B VW T, R oG &Rk
I, BATREORMER T EH R L ER— SN Tw i niew, HAMHEOL Y A%
RS LN T ARV OO, F1, THEEZPLE LZBIREORE RN S,
7oALY ) I TV U RMIAAFE, 237808 ¥ UIERE & ORFFEBE L RET S,

FEHIRTIE, 7o) IV VRIDARIINRETH ), 7Ld 5 E U ERRIEIIEGE
THrzw, EHLEHEEINLPIIEANDMMBEBIC L > TERZY, HYEOMITERI
Lo THHIRT & B BIY AL D B WTREVED D 5 o

B ZETKEFER

AT—RMX2 M1
Fyze% Frzk% Fbini s fFbhrni bk .
BT 5 GRVIESD) | IRET 5 GIHESD) | 1K 2 T\ iE30) | 1383 2 Gaviesy) |

4% (244) 96% (45 %) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%)
AF—hAY K2
Fyzk% Frzk% Fbirnitd Fhin L% .
HeB 2 GRVIESD) | RS 5 (B3HESD) | 3253 2 (F5\339) | 384 2 Gaviesy) |

4% (24) 94% (44 %) 0% (04) 0% (04) 2% (14)
BHE~DIEE

PLAE TG F 2 O = R BEAL A% A, 3D-CRT (CT & M7z 3 IRyt HEEtm) 12
£ 2 WGTHURIEIZIR R L, HEAOFEGE D &R PHIEFEHBEAN O WIRER AT R & 7% -
72728, SRIMEEHREL U X Y OMEE X0 B AL E BB R ET = v 7 KA Y
NHESE & OUFHIDHRET END L) 2R HWHRENED ® b 724 LRE O CQIHR S 7z
£902, SRR GREEZFT GG, AEElE IR iaHE, RFnk) 7°
BAINODHY, L) —BOHEIIN X 2 RITRIROMEME, $ 7GR O XD
RPN EFCERENAITTE 5 2 & T, #RIIZRATEIT UIBRA BEEENE O th A i L
NOFG P SN D,
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1) Sultana A, Tudur Smith C, Cunningham D, et al. Sys-
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tematic review, including meta-analyses, on the
management of locally advanced pancreatic cancer
using radiation/combined modality therapy. Br J
Cancer 2007; 96: 1183-90.(# %)

Hurt CN, Falk S, Crosby T, et al. Long-term results
and recurrence patterns from SCALOP: a phase 1T
randomised trial of gemcitabine- or capecitabine—
based chemoradiation for locally advanced pancreat-
ic cancer. Br ] Cancer 2017; 116: 1264-70.(5 >~ % )
Oberic L, Viret F, Baey C, et al. Docetaxel- and 5
FU-concurrent radiotherapy in patients presenting
unresectable locally advanced pancreatic cancer: a
FNCLCC-ACCORD/0201 randomized phase II tri-
al's pre-planned analysis and case report of a 55~
year disease—free survival. Radiat Oncol 2011; 6:
124.(5 ¥ ¥ 1)

Blackstock AW, Tepper J, Niedwiecki D, et al. Can-
cer and leukemia group B (CALGB) 89805: phase I
chemoradiation trial using gemcitabine in patients
with locoregional adenocarcinoma of the pancreas.
Int J Gastrointest Cancer 2003; 34: 107-16.(3E5 ~ %
)

Okusaka T, Ito Y, Ueno H, et al. Phase 1T study of
radiotherapy combined with gemcitabine for locally
advanced pancreatic cancer. Br J Cancer 2004; 91:
673-7.3E7 » ¥ 4)

Girard N, Mornex F, Bossard N, et al. Estimating
optimal dose of twice-weekly gemcitabine for con-
current chemoradiotherapy in unresectable pancre-
atic carcinoma: mature results of GEMRT-01 Phase
I trial. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2010; 77: 1426~
32.3E7 ¥ 4)

Shibuya K, Oya N, Fujii T, et al. Phase II study of
radiation therapy combined with weekly low-dose
gemcitabine for locally advanced, unresectable pan-
creatic cancer. Am J Clin Oncol 2011; 34: 115-9.(Jk
AR

Loehrer PJ, Feng Y, Cardenes H, et al. Gemcitabine
alone versus gemcitabine plus radiotherapy in
patients with locally advanced pancreatic cancer: an
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10)

11)
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13)
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15)

Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group trial. J Clin
Oncol 2011; 29: 4105-12.(5 » ¥ 2)

Cardenes HR, Moore AM, Johnson CS, et al. A phase
1T study of gemcitabine in combination with radia-
tion therapy in patients with localized, unresectable,
pancreatic cancer: a Hoosier Oncology Group study.
Am ] Clin Oncol 2011; 34: 460-5.3F 7 >~ ¥ 4)

Sudo K, Yamaguchi T, Ishihara T, et al. Phase II
study of oral S-1 and concurrent radiotherapy in
patients with unresectable locally advanced pancre-
atic cancer. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2011; 80:
119-25 (k7 > ¥ 4)

Kim HM, Bang S, Park JY, et al. Phase I trial of S-
1 and concurrent radiotherapy in patients with
locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Cancer Chemo-
ther Pharmacol 2009; 63: 535-41.(JF 7 >~ " 2)

Ikeda M, Ioka T, Ito Y, et al. A multicenter phase I
trial of S-1 with concurrent radiation therapy for
locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Int ] Radiat
Oncol Biol Phys 2013; 85: 163-9.(JF 5 ~ " 2)

Toka T, Furuse ], Fukutomi A, et al; Hepatobiliary
and Pancreatic Oncology Group (HBPOG) of Japan
Clinical Oncology Group (JCOG). Randomized phase
I study of chemoradiotherapy with versus without
induction chemotherapy for locally advanced pan-
creatic cancer: Japan Clinical Oncology Group trial,
JCOGI1106. Jpn J Clin Oncol 2021; 51: 235-43.(7 ~ ¥
)

Ducreux M, Giovannini M, Baey C, et al. Radiation
plus docetaxel and cisplatin in locally advanced pan-
creatic carcinoma: a non-comparative randomized
phase II trial. Dig Liver Dis 2014; 46: 950-5.(FF 5 >~
)

Fiore M, Trodella L, Valeri S, et al. Prospective study
of cetuximab and gemcitabine in combination with
radiation therapy: feasibility and efficacy in locally
advanced pancreatic head cancer. Radiat Oncol
2015; 10: 255.3E 7 » & 4)



LR2 227

BFMEITUIRRTBERAE (C X T DIGTREE L UC, TR V/VEi

LR2
EIEIRET BRI NDH ?

p AF— KX B
BPMETUIRRTRERSE IC X I D MGHRESE T, KEBIREIE Y >/ VEINDFRLIREIT
DRV EZRERT D,

[(HEDBE 155V, TETVADESEYE (8X):D GEEICHEW)]
@

JRATEATUIBRASRERERE L L Tl bR E 2179 S LB RSN TV 5, ZOBED
TR O B R AZ A4 FE  (clinical target volume ;: CTV) & LT, WIRMESMAFE (gross
tumor volume ; GTV) (2R OBEMBENEROAZMAZ 5721 T {, RO W) V3
FEIS (FRAR) O REHIGE) R & DUENH LT O WTHRET L7z, B CTV ICE T 5
RCT I THbNTELT, TETFT VAL NIVOEWHREIIEE L 2o FRCKEIREF ) >3
i~ FBI) o EEIE R B O 72N IR O & I THILSR B 2 b L) ELE
ZHLT, RCQITHTHIERLIERL 72,

BRI v B R MR IR E OB EAE W 20, FRICWCR TIE TR Y > X EiE
& LT Thll 225 L3fHiE F TOEKREINRY > 2 SEitEIS % & A 77 FBYTEF CIBEA T h N T X
7oo MRALERSREOE AL, 4T TN Y NEESNE &0 A CERFFEIHVS
nbz D%,

L2 LA ETYIBRANEE R (o L Cid, R BARORIESHETH Y, Py >3
EifI E TR ICE DL BRI Z LV ETIEZ D 5. T 72 UIRBI OB B
ROWE T, BREEOEY) VSEIRBERPICFB LWt 35500, 1) v o8
DAUTEERBIIR) >/ EisH 2 R T~ R T2 L) LNV EEoTwb T
BLEVETDBHONDBY, ZOORIALEHREL T 2561, GTVOA, 7213
GTV LA DY ¥ 3F ORI L 72 BEHESRA SN D L 12> TE 7,

CHETORET, PRI o SESEBIRE 21T 9 783 2007 E LT OHEN L, Lk
MM O hYfEiE 82~145 7 H TH - 7257 BFAHSAEEI 7 vA O T2V E 721347 4
YU VIRRRIEN S e R L TFHIRY VOREISEIRE 2 ITh vk o B FM ok
JUHEIE 11.2~168 A HTH Y, FHRYY » o SE SIS 2179 ik L e, FED LR
ATREN TV B, B2 2011 ELIEDOHETIZ 12 W HZBA B b D0% L, SRR A
BIZTS LYY UBEBIEE 7213 S-1 %,

—F, PR YONEEIS R O 72N IR OB & I XTSRRI S 1 BB OB
Wz, HALZREES L 25T 2 ) v M 3d b, RENREY > /38 % FEK ) >/ HiH
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3. BFMETYIRTAE (Locally Advanced) BEEDAEE (L)

Wl L7z ayy € RRIEBF AL UL T O AT 1 fRI2 BT, FHEER &A%
(planning target volume ; PTV) #%500 cm® Lh_E T grade 3 P\ E O bEsd O E &
o 72 (<500 em® © 375%, =500 cm® @ 769%) LT LT AW, PR AT %
WL Y F IR O LSRR T O ANZE L R IC BT, IR A W E
5 7% grade 3 ML EOMLBRBMEOHEN A FITE W EARE ST Y,

DXL ESIRNTHNY v @ISR EO LI, BFTHIEOmE 25 b HE
HEOBLEP S N EATRIREN D o BIRE A TOREER 2 CTVIEGTV+05~15cm &
ZAoN, E51205~2cm OMFRMEREIZ S &2k L7z PTV ~—Y > 212 5 2 & TR
gD ) v o8HT (peri-pancreatic nodes) bWt &EF N5, FZBEHHATAIC XK EREREN
TG A (SBRT) ™ %2k i 28 A (IMRT) 91 TR Bk % #5027 b H
WHND K% o TEF2 SBRT T CTV IS TR ¥/ EifEIN % 42 < & % W IREHE,
IMRT TIEEBOHELSE W) Y RHilEY EORESHC NS Z LSS, TR
GHER HRHHIPA O B D W TR S R O BRIRRERIC & 2 MEEAS L TH 5,

DLEXY, BlRFIZBWTIL, RFrETUIERARRESE O MU BRERE 1%, B
oM, BLOMFREOHHEEZEEST S &, FHRY) v/ SEsEBRIHIHEE S T,
KEIREFR ) > 7 SEIAOFEIRIHIAT D W L2 RET 5,

B ZECKFER

Frzk% Frzk% FbhnI bt fibhnI bk .
W32 5 GRVIERD) | RET 2 B3VHESD) | 1K 2 (FViE30) | 385 5 Gav i) |

0% (0 %) 14% (7 %) 84% (41 %) 0% (0 %) 2% (1%)
BHE~NDIEE

R EE IR BT OB 1 L 0 BRI LT OB R O = WIS E DT 2
Loz, WY L IEHIPIZ O WL, ) v SEIRB OB AR LT CTV %5k
L

%
58 L 7 HEGSHEPR B O LB ER 2 1T ) BN D 5o

© 5|

1) Brunner TB, Merkel S, Grabenbauer GG, et al. Defi- radiation/combined modality therapy. Br J Cancer
nition of elective lymphatic target volume in ductal 2007; 96: 1183-90.( £ %)
carcinoma of the pancreatic head based on histo- 4) Blackstock AW, Tepper ], Niedwiecki D, et al. Can-
pathologic analysis. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys cer and leukemia group B (CALGB) 89805: phase II
2005; 62: 1021-9.(2 K —h) chemoradiation trial using gemcitabine in patients

2) Nagakawa T, Kobayashi H, Ueno K, et al. Clinical with locoregional adenocarcinoma of the pancreas.
study of lymphatic flow to the paraaortic lymph Int J Gastrointest Cancer 2003; 34: 107-16.(3E 5 ~ ¥
nodes in carcinoma of the head of the pancreas. )
Cancer 1994; 73: 1155-62.(2 & — ) 5) Okusaka T, Ito Y, Ueno H, et al. Phase II study of

3) Sultana A, Smith CT, Cunningham D, et al. System- radiotherapy combined with gemcitabine for locally
atic review, including meta-analyses, on the man- advanced pancreatic cancer. Br J Cancer 2004; 91:

agement of locally advanced pancreatic cancer using 673-7.(JEF » ¥ 1)
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Magnino A, Gatti M, Massucco P, et al. Phase 1 tri-
al of primary radiation therapy and concurrent che-
motherapy for patients with locally advanced pan-
creatic cancer. Oncology 2005; 68: 493-9.(3E5 » %
2)
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NTWB3Y, 72721, LS OERE (40~50 Gy) %25F- THET 2 L8R H Y, EH5
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3. BFETYIRTAEE (Locally Advanced) BEEDAEE (L)

EEALE D ERET A2 A IR L LB T 25 MeEr BT 208l H 5 2 &
6, O3 L OEEERIC 80 Gy L EOMEIHE G SN LD TlE RV EICEESLETH
%o Crane 513, JEH & HLE L OFEED 1 cm DLEEEIL T W A BE IS L TREWIMZ 1T -
720, lem UWFOBEIZBFEDOTRE T2 7% EOREEIT-> T 52439,

T2, WHEBO—METHLENTHR (ZREH) RHTFHRE VoM TFHE AV ZHED
EREREO—D2 L LTTbTw a5, BICHARENTIX, X AR E D bR T HER
B3 2 BB OIS AEINER T 5. MTFHIEHEOMBEOHNA L LT, MTFHoOYHE
WEE D LIAEMREE MK L TED KGR TH S Gy (relative biological effective-
ness ; RBE) 28V 5 b, TR F#iAE T, 432 Gy (RBE)/12 77E4*5 552 Gy (RBE)/
12 57% F TOREBIMAFT b, Zhid EQD, 1244 5 & 50 Gy (RBE) 205, 70 Gy
(RBE) #i4 F COMEHMAITHONI-Z L2 BT 5, MEMMOER, SHERHO
139 DNRIREGEDT BT Ch IS H 0, AAFHIR gl 22~25 4 B, 2 SEAAFER 46~53%
SN TV A BRI EETEICEND 2 EARAD A1) v FTH Y, Shino-
to DG L B & W THIGHEE O 48% I fER; & HALE OHEES 0mm TH Y, 512
4mm D TFTOBELEDLLE BB EHOTEY, HLE LEESEET 24 0BHIZBW
THEBEICH L THEVWHREZ RS TE LI EEERER LICFS L TwiEEZLN
=8 BRI A AT, DRTISEHEE R & L THIAT ST\ 7as, 20224E 4 H X
D PRFRIEL S 7z,

HEHRICE LT, BHREZIT) 2 & THILERED ) 2 7 BINBBE S5,
grade 3 DEELZ KW IFED L DA TH 572, 1EHKD 3D-CRT TITHEF D) R 7 fsids % #F
THHTLZLPRETH 7205, BRERFICL T, LYV RERBHFTRE o2
Zibhs (F12),

DB &0, BT I BRA RN \Zo0h 9 2 S B ST 3D-CRT & Hilg L CTREE 2 i &
5T L CRERBEMMATRTH Y, S OICENPEFBREN LICESLTnb e
ZONT. BEAZ LI, SRR 2 o GRERMZT ) 2 & AERREICES L
TWBEWHZETHY, SRBEREHMEHWTY EQD, 50 Gy BBEDEEZITHI OTH
uE, 3D-CRT TEQD, 50 Gy BEDRHF 21T HE LT, FEFLZMRTETL)R
ARSI ZE D S vk v ) ETH b,

B ZETREER

firzer ez N S R VS N (P
WIS 2 GROIED) | 3255 2 GIBD) | 55 2 GBIBD) | #3532 GRoedesn) | ™
0% (04) 98% (49 %) 0% (0% 0% (04) 2% (14)

) ARSI AR ARG ER T - LRI AT b2z b O THh 5o
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F 12 BEEITUIRATRRERE (X T 2R EEMEAROBR

. N SEHE 2%
SABR #HBiRE/E¥ | EQD, grade 3 LI ED
& e B =1 El &=
BEE | F Ll |BEH) OBE ) oooom) | 6yt “"(ﬁjL —*“(fo)* M EEEES
271 X 18 50.4/28 50 14 — |®LG34
Chang . (1.4%), &t
(Yonsei univ, | 2018 | E2EIE (0.7%)
Korea) ! HER 107 | X8 57/20 60< 21 — lmeicsazn
L
Krishnan 153 X #3 50.4/28 50 15 19 | THIG3 (2%),
(Texas Univ 2016 ®BAMBE B G3(13%),
and MDACC, BR 47 X 1% 70.4/39 | 60< 18 36 |IRBICLBER
us)? L
HAEE H M G3
Reyngold . (8%), HILERA
(Mskce, | 2021 | BAEE L g |y 75/25, 82 18 38 |EG3 (1.6%),
us)? HER 67.5/15 BB 3 % G3
(3%)
Hassanza-
deh (Wash- #%AmEE B+16BES
ngton Unv. | 2020 | st 44 X 18 50/5 83 16 37 | a3 @n)
US) 4)
Kim (NCC, ®“AME o - -
Korea)® 2020 | e 81 | BT | 40~50/10 | 5463 | 15 0%
Hiroshima ‘AR - 50~67.5/ o
Ggx)? 2019 s 42 | BT J 50-71 26 51 | 0%
72 |®ure| 327 |aoe7| 20 35 | 9
Shinoto HEEE:S " 55.2/12 fg GS_“ %),
5 2018 BRFIR(8%),
(@sD = a2 |EmhTe 05T soe7| 24 48 | BE (1%)
T B550/12
Kawashiro SAEE 508~ BEE G3 (1%),
(SRR, |2018 | 0 72 | ERTFHE : 63-67 | 22 46 |AE®FIEKGS
B 4)9 B 55.2/12 (3%)
Shinoto . .
(AMERT | 2016 | Z2PE | o4 |mwrm| s52/12 | 67 25 53 | B/ G3
Loy HEr (3%)
*AMEBERF L ANEBREHRFRIABREL 42—, *"RFHFAEROEMIZ Gy (RBE)
HHE~NDIEE

JRATHEE T & 2 ORI IR 2 Bl S 5 2 LI X B R RodeE, RiG=m_ L)
WfF SN bo mEABEERSGRIC LD RATRIRAEIZEY, L) @eiERTRZ ##H$ 5
CenifFE . L L, MHERERIEET 2561218, &3 LPRESPREBEYT
LEELERERHI s, RIREOERERT 2 EPREETH 2. BIEdTom I

£, BEREERS 2 PR L RPTIERISE L 20 R 2 LIS T E UL, D0, EhE

FEOES L) R 2 HETRE & 20, RPGROERIZSISICREC R EER
bMbe ERLARELMAGDE, EOL) MERIZ, LD L) HEHIIRGRRE 21T
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3. BEETYIRRTEE (Locally Advanced) f&fE

5<ED,

© 5|AXE

aEE (L)

XLRDHIEF Y ADERESKD NS,

1) Chang JS, Chiu YF, Yu JC, et al. The The Role of

2

3

4

5

=

=

z

=

consolidation chemoradiotherapy in locally advanced
pancreatic cancer receiving chemotherapy: an
updated systematic review and meta—analysis. Can-
cer Res Treat 2018; 50: 562-74.(7 — A ¥ 1) — %)
Krishnan S, Chadha AS, Suh Y, et al. Focal radiation
therapy dose escalation improves overall survival in
locally advanced pancreatic cancer patients receiv-
ing induction chemotherapy and consolidative
chemoradiation. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2016;
94: 755-65.(7 — A 1) — X)

Reyngold M, O'Reilly EM, Varghese AM, et al. Asso-
ciation of ablative radiation therapy with survival
among patients with inoperable pancreatic cancer.
JAMA Oncol 2021; 7: 735-8.(7 — A ¥ 1) — X)
Hassanzadeh C, Rudra S, Bommireddy A, et al. Abla-
tive five—fraction stereotactic body radiation therapy
for inoperable pancreatic cancer using online mr-
guided adaptation. Adv Radiat Oncol 2020; 6:
100506. (7 — A > ) —X)

Crane CH. Improving long-term survival in patients
with locally advanced pancreatic cancer via the
delivery of definitive radiotherapy doses. Oncology
(Williston Park) 2015; 29: 561-2, 566.(7 — A 1) —
)

6) Kim TH, Lee W], Woo SM, et al. Efficacy and feasi-

7

8

9

10

=

z

=

=

bility of proton beam radiotherapy using the simul-
taneous integrated boost technique for locally
advanced pancreatic cancer. Sci Rep 2020; 10: 21712.
(r=2A3y1)—=2X)

Hiroshima Y, Fukumitsu N, Saito T, et al. Concurrent
chemoradiotherapy using proton beams for unre-
sectable locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Radio-
ther Oncol 2019; 136: 37-43.(77 — A ¥ 1) — X)
Shinoto M, Terashima K, Suefuji H, et al. A single
institutional experience of combined carbon-ion
radiotherapy and chemotherapy for unresectable
locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Radiother Oncol
2018; 129: 333-9.(7r — A ¥ 1) — X)

Kawashiro S, Yamada S, Okamoto M, et al. Multi-
institutional study of carbon-ion radiotherapy for
locally advanced pancreatic cancer: Japan Carbon—
ion Radiation Oncology Study Group (J-CROS)
Study 1403 Pancreas. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys
2018; 101: 1212-21.(2 4 — 1)

Shinoto M, Yamada S, Terashima K, et al; Working
Group for Pancreas Cancer. Carbon ion radiation
therapy with concurrent gemcitabine for patients
with locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Int J Radi-
at Oncol Biol Phys 2016; 95: 498-504. (35 ~ %" 2.)
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cQ________________________________

BFMEITUIRRTBERE (C X T DL MGHREE L AT B\ /N —

Re o =Fmanzn?

p AF— KA N
BFmE TR EERZICH U, (EEREHREELHALTNAN—Y -7 ZTIDE
WMFIIRFR CIIPERHERZIETR CERL,

[(HREOES | #EBLRL, TIEFTYADERMYE (38%): D GEEICHEW)]

fig S

39~45C DI % BREIENC & 0179 BRI ONA 78—H— 3 7) &, bAETIE 1990 4
LD HAREI &S FEBEIRBRE & 2 ) UL AL RE & OIS X B AR D
—BE L THABRICH STV S, HEEYAIZEIC & 1) 39~45T o hniid & FE 2
RHFNRHOZL R L2 X ), PAOHIEE FHS 52 EARENTVEY,, REKE
PEASE < 425TC 285 LR 2MICE £ 40 MRS X ) IEHHRIE M2 20z s L
HENL—HT, BRI MEEMIZL GREEF LTV EZFMLTWS,
72, BUETARBTE O AN (KERSE, s, Mo SHD) 128w CGREAOHUEL )
EABELNRTVLASHSNT VDY,

DOETER L T2 HFEERNREE X OFRKLE (K—FR) THEREHRATE S
, ZOAMINCEE S NS EMIC HF FORBE L MR 5. KOER L) KE 2EZOEMR
A2 L BREOBRBEESIH— L 2 VKOG ETINRT 22 E0TE S, K—F AN
DWEEEEEGEHT 52 LT, HERMOBEE - P 2 Wf LIEBOMRR 2 mo 5. 11
40~60 73FEEE, J 1~2 0], HORRER IR I CR 5 MIRREETT ) 2 LA,

WO _EaR O VEERFEIR A RS A NNA S—HF =3I T2 HT AL LT, TESEES
EHE T O RCT 12D A5 7Y L ATHEEAR STV B, BIERIE, &
BB X R TIRIOMR; - R A UELH, £ Id—BTlMTh L, gHmEE
DEWEH OB, FESHELERED RCT I2BWTHED TV AW KCQIZBWITRH
BTHEAT IR BERERE |8 LTI AU R L L ORI TER S NN = — I T OFZR)
TEIZDWTHRET L 72,

JRFTHEAT IR AN BB IR | R 3 B AL U R & N A 83— — I TIZ oW TR S N7z
XEHRELZEZH, 1MONANE GET v 7o b2 7—24, SMAHAMESHZE) & 3
D% A S EEPZE A S 2T U (B TRaR L &) R REMLREo N
FIEEEFET, WINO/MABELRIRETH o720 ME—DNAN—H = I TOFEE LI L
72 RBIZETIE, 40 BIDNA 78— — 3 TR B O LR Il (157 H) &, 28610
FEDERITE CEFHIMApRE 11 A H) B LBIFThH 7Y L Lads, BEMEICX

&
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3. BFMETYIRTAE (Locally Advanced) BEEDAEE (L)

BIRY T, WRERG (13%) b&E TN/ HBAMEBEMEICB VT LN /S—F—
ITHEHBECOAFHMOEE 4O 5 b OO, BBEEA30 6k & /N TH - 7257,
INA == I 7 ORI L ) BUH R A EE R OMIN RO B0 572,

PDEDXHIZ Ty AL LTRCT O34 L, 1HFOFE THRABRE PEO%A M E#H
WL IFEFICRONT Wz, L oC, JIANETYIBRAREIENE (03 2 (L BUR BRI
A28= =3I 7 OB EAT ) P EDIIBEE S T R ER AR T A 2 e TE RV E L
720

B ZEKFER

myzrE yzrE fbhusls  |FbReIrE |
A B (RVIESD) | KT 2 (B0 | RET 2 (BOiD) | #5835 Ghosesn) |

0% (044) 2% (14) 6% (3%) 0% (0%) 92% (45 %)
BHE~DRESE

BaHRRE L BT ANA = — I 7TOMESE LT, A oaERREEFICEE
FoBEHTIE, AUPELNLEo2ETLMENSV, T2, HEXITo TV A
BBV < RO AE EE B R B 7 IR AN RE 7 BB TE OB O E B S R L
WX b EMWRERMRE LT, HEANA N=H =3I T7EEDFR— 2= (https//
idsc-gunma.jp/congress/jstm) IZFRRBEMEABIMS N TV S, T4E, MR ECINRT
FEOMAIZL Y, BHEO X O REHIES T 41C 2B BIF 2 EHRE LA 2 ER L7 <
o TBY, SOLDEKMEOERIEENL, BUIE, RPTETERICH LT, BA[LF
L AT L 72 (ICAT DN AL BRI IS N A 7S —=H = I 7 &2 A % 24D RCT
(HEATPAC study, Clinical Trials.gov (NCT02439593)) 2SHifTE N THB Y, ZOWMEINE
Haha?,

© 5|

1) Datta NR, Ordoriez SG, Gaipl US, et al. Local hyper- 4) Maluta S, Schaffer M, Pioli F, et al. Regional hyper-
thermia combined with radiotherapy and-/or che- thermia combined with chemoradiotherapy in pri-
motherapy: recent advances and promises for the mary or recurrent locally advanced pancreatic can-
future. Cancer Treat Rev 2015; 41: 742-53.(5 ~ % cer: an open-label comparative cohort trial
) Strahlenther Onkol 2011; 187: 619-25.(Z 74— 1)

2) Lutgens L, van der Zee ], Pijls-Johannesma M, et al. 5) Ohguri T, Imada H, Yahara K, et al. Concurrent
Combined use of hyperthermia and radiation thera- chemoradiotherapy with gemcitabine plus regional
py for treating locally advanced cervical carcinoma. hyperthermia for locally advanced pancreatic carci-
Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2010; (1): CD006377. noma: initial experience. Radiat Med 2008; 26: 587-
C2ZEN 9.(/r— A1) —X)

3) De Haas-Kock DF, Buijsen J, Pijls-Johannesma M, et 6) Maebayashi T, Ishibashi N, Aizawa T, et al. Treat-
al. Concomitant hyperthermia and radiation therapy ment outcomes of concurrent hyperthermia and
for treating locally advanced rectal cancer. chemoradiotherapy for pancreatic cancer: Insights
Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2009; (3): CD006269. into the significance of hyperthermia treatment.

(7% 2n) Oncol Lett 2017; 13: 4959-64.(77 — A 1) — %)



7) Shimomura O, Oda T, Hashimoto S, et al. Survival
impact on triple-modal strategy comprising hyper-
thermia, external radiation, and chemotherapy for
unresectable locally advanced (UR-LA) pancreatic
ductal adenocarcinoma. Surg Oncol 2021; 37: 101542.
(r—=23v9)—=2X)
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8) Datta NR, Pestalozzi B, Clavien PA, et al; members
of the HEATPAC Trial Group."HEATPAC"-a
phase II randomized study of concurrent thermo-
chemoradiotherapy versus chemoradiotherapy alone
in locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Radiat Oncol
2017, 12:183.(% ¥ ¥ )

b
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B {b%ESE (Chemotherapy) (C)

LC1  BFmETYIRTRERREICW U T —RIER2EA AN HREEIND D ?

p AF— KA N
BFmE TR e RSN T 52— bR EAE LT,
1) FOLFIRINOX EEZ1TD CEZIRET B,
(DB : FL, TETVAOERYE (G8X): C (3)]
2) SLYIEVIERIE+ T ITINT U IFTBIVHBAEEZEITDS CEEIRRT B,
[(EEDME : FUW, IEFTYADOEERYE G8): C (5)]
3) SLYIEVIBRIBEMEEZITD L EIRET B,
[(EEDME : FUW, IETYAOEERYE G8): C (5)]
4) S-1 BEMEEAZITD L ERET B,
[(EEDME : FUW, IETYADOEERYE G8): C (5)]

i3

= @

BERE XS 2 A LFREORIEE, 1R, UIBRAREREZ IR L TH#O LN TE 7,
bbb, RIETOERAR (DT, RPT#ET) 6L mZREREIOmE 2 & &8RN % Y)
BRApElEE & L CIRRERBRICE SR L, T OERRRERIC X o THEMRIRAVR S NIHHTER,
JRATHERT B & PR A B DT |6 § A RREEEE L LB SN T & 72, (LAETIE, WE%
DB L 7B BAZE b 1D 5T 2 %%, YIBRARERAE DX 25% 128 & 2 W RATETHl O A %
MRELIZETFT Y AORIMIEEL <, B L) ZERAEDOEL L H L2 b, K
CQIZHTAIXMMA Y V) — = 7%, JAATETERRO AR S §, SIBRASRERENE R s
Bl e L7zl & & o THlith L7,

7Ly UIRRIB R L, RITET A SO URARERE SR E L Tirb
RCTIZ& Y 70 F 1y 5 ¥k LAl B LA R LRI At S Y, DI AERERE
W9 2P L L THW O T E 72, DAETIT b RT3 2 5 TTAH
BRI BT D RERDILFERBATAE (TN AT 5 Y VBEH) 12455 BV BRI &
N2 e n, RFTHETERICN§ 2 RERRE L THES T 5N Tw b, 74V S VI
FRIE OB D, ARGHEZ o il & 975 RCT % {AThC &7z, A CQ TIEBITE,
DOETREPER S TUA W H N TS S-1 MRS, 7 AT ¥ ¥ IR +S-1 ORI
%, FOLFIRINOX #{k, 74T ¥ EUVEHRIE+ - 7/87 ) & F L IVIEHEEICOWT, 7
LY HEVIRRIR R IR L 2B IR T e 7> 2% L2, BFETEREA~O
B R MBS R L7,

o
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1. S-1 BEMEE

S-1 AL, YIBRASBEIERE A )0 % & L7z GEST SEBRICBWTr A Y & ¥ v ki Hh
B & Ol ThN, EFHHIC BT 2IELEATR SN2 (= R 096)Y, RRBRIC
G ENDRIETHNE 243% Tdh - 72755, BAETBIOADY 7 7V — Tl % AT LIS
BRI TBY OV —FH084), FEFHRZOBEDIZIMNFLEZONLZ L
Mh, FAYY Y U IERENMRE R SNL LY XA Y Th D,

2. FLYIEVIEEIE+S-1 HAEE

PNV YRR +S-1 PERAERE, GEST SBRICB W T/ A Y ¥ © o KR ERE B
A ENC ER B EGRIIR SN o7z O = RIR088)Y . L, RIS BIIE 24%
LPEENTESLT, 2O 77V — T CIIAEZELRBE ONF—FIL067) d/RENT
WD I EhS, RFTEFTEREICST 2 A MEIIESICTE SNz bIF Tldkvy., L, &
® & 9 72 negative study OV 7 70— TN OGRS IZHME R ERmEEE T I LI TE
T, SHOMETREETRETH L, HBETIE, 725 © R bl % it
WRIRPBEOND 2IEHS P TS , MEHEERLHEHILSEEE L COBEPERICE (IS
HIEeMn, HEREINLL I AV LTV RV,

3. FOLFIRINOX &% (#F¥BUFPSFY, 41U/ FTAVIERIE, Z)ILb4093V), (L
m) RUF—RAIWYOLMBRER, SLAYIEVIREIE+F NIV IFEIVIHE
=i
FOLFIRINOX & 7 A Y & ¥ VIEEEE + 7 7327 ) & T VBB E IR, Theh

Prodige4-ACCORDI11 i3 £ O MPACT sERORE LY, 74> & U v R BT &

WAFEHQIESHEICHEHATL2000, TR ESHIEGIIRERIME SN D LB s T

Who EH L L EBERAIOA TR E L2HERTH Y, RFTEITESRE I 2 R4

ATV R WS, EBERBRGII N L ORESNZ T YT v A F RFTETENC b AME L TR

HILRHESNDLEVSE23H0, NCCNDH A K54 X128V T b RFTEFTIERELC

B BEBERR L LTBITONTWAZ L, b ETHREBEHSTRETH D Z &,

AT R S 2 A E RO ME S No0H 5 2 L2 s, RFTEFTHE IR L TR

SNDLLIAETLILIIHARSNDLEEZBNS,

DLboiasn» s, JRFTETHER IO L THRINL LI X VL, FAY sy ¥ VIR R
g, S-1 HiplyE:, FOLFIRINOX ik, 74 ¥ ¥ U EmIE + F 7327 1) 7 2 )Uif ik
HBED4AOPEITENDL, ENDBEOIEF L AW DTIERL, FAv vy ¥ Uik
WREMIEL LA D L Y X VFEL % L 7238 BR 3 Wiz, KITA FI 4 VERERIIBWT

FECHENATIEARY S AV T ARHCE N, DHETIHEEODH L LEOADLRKRY) F— M HNT T A
HERBGEH & 7% 2 T 2,
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3. BFMETYIRTAE (Locally Advanced) BEEDAEE (L)

LI A VEOBSEHWT A L IZHEETH L. BIE, RITETEREEEZHRE LT,
modified FOLFIRINOX JiE S A s ¥ ¥ VIEERIE + 7327 ) & 32 VI RREO HRE
AR RN - L, & D AERGHEE L EIRT 5 B TAHRER (JCOGL1407) 33
S, WESFEFTATEEINT VD, ML T A Y DELIZOWTIRRAIENT DR R 72
B, RRBROEZ DB NT, WilEe b7 LY 5 VBT MREO AL £
[\, modified FOLFIRINOX #iE & r AT ¥ ¥ VMR + 77857 ) 7 v VB HESEO
WL AT TG | B AL R L L CHEYITH D T LR SN, KL T A Y
WL 2 HEERRONERFTIMERE, GHRETE (FUEME) 0@whs, HEL Y A ¥ OEIRIE
BHEOEHIRE (performance status) RMEER - HLIC L > TEDLVEL, Lo T, £CQ
ISR 2RI ERRAPDOL YA VR WH L CTIRET LI L & LT

B ZESRFER

AF— kAN
Hzex iy ex fibhnlet  |fibhnlit |
AT B GRS | SRET 5 GIVE3D) | HRET 5 (V3D | #3835 GaviEse) |

19% (84) 81% (35 %) 0% (04) 0% (0%) 0% (04)
2F—RXT k2
yzrE yzrE fbkulls  FbReIlE |
eSS B (BRVESD) | SRS D (VD) | RET 2 BVIED) | #8383 5 GRvies) |

23% (10 44) 7% (3344) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%4) 0% (044)
AF— kA3
FHzex o ex S L PV
SRS B RIS | JRET 5 GIVIESD) | HRET 5 (V3D | #3855 Gaviiese) |

2% (14) 93% (40 %) 2% (14) 0% (0%) 2% (14)
2AF—RXT k4
yzrE ez fbhucls FbhuIlE |
eSS B (RVHESD) | R B (BBHED) | IRET 5 (B | #8855 Ghvdies) |

5% (244) 9% (394) 5% (24) 0% (0%) 0% (04)
BHE~NDIRE

JEFT AT IR AN BB L0 3 5 — AL, IR o5 3 2 556 L A A%, perfor-
mance status % & O HIRENBIFCH UL, FOLFIRINOX ke 7 4 v ¥ U VT +
F TR ) F X VBEREEDSERNISER SN T 200K TH 5. SHROEKRT—¥
DOERRPHMMEFERICLD, 0L RBHEIZEDEEL ERTREPTHLLIILTRL
VDD 5o
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1) Burris HA 3rd, Moore M]J, Andersen ], et al

2

3

=

=

Improvements in survival and clinical benefit with
gemcitabine as first-line therapy for patients with
advanced pancreas cancer: a randomized trial. J Clin
Oncol 1997; 15: 2403-13.(5 » ¥ &)

Ishii H, Furuse ], Boku N, et al; JCOG Gastrointesti-
nal Oncology Study Group. Phase I study of gem-
citabine chemotherapy alone for locally advanced
pancreatic carcinoma: JCOG0506. Jpn J Clin Oncol
2010; 40: 573-9.(Z K — 1)

Ueno H, Ioka T, Ikeda M, et al. Randomized phase II
study of gemcitabine plus S-1, S-1 alone, or gemcit-
abine alone in patients with locally advanced and

4

=

=

metastatic pancreatic cancer in Japan and Taiwan:
GEST study. J Clin Oncol 2013; 31: 1640-8.(5 » ¥
)

Conroy T, Desseigne F, Ychou M, et al; Groupe
Tumeurs Digestives of Unicancer; PRODIGE Inter-
group. FOLFIRINOX versus gemcitabine for meta-
static pancreatic cancer. N Engl J Med 2011; 364:
1817-25.(7 > ¥ &)

Von Hoff DD, Ervin T, ArenaFP, et al. Increased sur-
vival in pancreatic cancer with nab-paclitaxel plus
gemcitabine. N Engl ] Med 2013; 369: 1691-703.(5
PEN)
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LC2 (MC2)  UIBRANEERAREICX U T TRIEZA RS NDh ?

> AT—MAU BN
1) —REERISEDUIBRTEEERRICW U CTRIEREEZIT S T EZIRKRT D,
[(#EDBE : B, TETFTYADERYE (38%): B ()]
2) TLYIEVIEBIEREL I X VETEIILAOISVIL+ (LK) RUF—RAB
WO L+4U /) TAVIERIEKY YUY —LARRIHAREZIRET .
[(fEEDRE : HL, TEFTYADERME (38F): B (H)]
3) ¥LYIEVERIEREL Y X VE TR IILA 09T VIVEEEL I X (FOLFIRI-
NOX X, S-1 BMEEZST) ZIRET S,
[(EEDBE : HFUW, IEFTYADOEEYE G8): C (5])]
4) JWAOIDSVIVEEL I AVE TR LY IEVIERIEREL I X VU ZIRERT B,
[(EEDME : FUW, IEFTYADOEERYE G8): C (5)]
5) BHEENAJ70YT 54 MBZEETHNERLT O AX TEIMEEZRET D,
[(EEmE : FUW, TETYAOEERYE G8): C (5)]
6) EEECFERESAI7Z THNERLTOU XY TEIMEL (2021 £8 H 24 H
DEREFRTIIRERING) ZIEET B,
[(HEEnmE : BV, IET Y ADOEERYE Gi): C (5)]
7) NTRK @&EEGFZERONLE, IX NV IFIJEMELSVWESONVIFZ
TEMELEIRET B,
[(HEDES : HL, TETYAOEEYE (G8X):C (5)]

I

VIR BB 2R 9 28881 7 7 (BSC) & ZWALFHREDO A X4 ) 75 F v+ 7 )vF
TN+ R F—= by sEREDE: (OFF %) @ RCT (CONKO-003) 128\,
OFF ko & AF I i iX48 7 A TH Y, BSCH 237 A L I L THEIZEIFCTH -
72 (N —= R 045, p=0008)Y. ARERIETEEFEIESTRBTHIE S Ay, #AT
BERE 03 5 AL ERRE DS IR R A AT 5 2 EAVR STz,

Z0#%, CONKO-003 Z7 VA a5 +5k1) F— Fp vy AEH#EDE (FF#EE) &
OFF =% Wl § 2 B IMARRER & L CHA Y — b L7zo Wil 160 B354 & A fE i it
A3 FF D 33 7 HIZxF LT OFF #1359 7 H OV — NI 066, p=0010) & OFF
REPH BB 2GR TH 72 L L FFHRECHLTRALS AR ) 75 F v % 1
et L 72 FOLFOX6 #iE0 45 MAHEkER (PANCREOX) Ti&, FEFFMMlisE B o b M A 17
M Yeftiis FOLFOX6 & T 31 7 A, FRHELET29 A LM TEN L M=Kk
098, p=091), EIKEHMIEH 4 EFHIH gL #2s FOLFOX6 ##ET 6.1 7 H, FF#ET
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Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup log [Hazard Ratio] SE Weight 1V, Random, 95%CI 1V, Random, 95%ClI
Gill_2016 0.5766 0.2549 28.5% 1.78[1.08, 2.93] ——
Oettle_2014 —0.4155 0.1625 34.9% 0.66[0.48, 0.91] ——
Ohkawa_2015 0.0296 0.1354 36.6% 1.03[0.79, 1.34]
Total (95%Cl) 100.0% 1.03[0.64, 1.67]
Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.15; Chi?=11.45, df=2(p=0.003); I’=83% | | | ‘ | | |
Test for overall effect: Z=0.12(p=0.90) 01 02 0.5 1 2 5 10

Favours L-OHP Favours FF/S-1

F3 7204077 IEELI A ETIAOISVIVEEL Y A +F XV U T F U HAEEZDS
SEHEICHTEIA2T7FUIX

99 71 A & FOLFOX6 n A EIZ Tl -7z (N — FH 168, p=003)Y. bAETIE, 7
VAT T LIV S-1IA X)) F5F v & EReR L7z SOX D RFEDS, S-1 Hplyk
HEeDT vy MUBETHRERE L CEBS Nz FEFFME B o> 858 5 A 7 1 b el 13
S-1 HREAY 28 1 H, SOX #iEA30 A H (N — FH 084, p=018), EIXKEHEEHE O
ST UL 1 S-1 R EAT69 7 H, SOX EEN T4 H (N — K103, p=
082) TH Y, SOX DI FIIRE 275 72V 3 OO TEEMIIIT T 54+
P T5F D ERERRIGECDE D L7280, XAFTF) TV ARERL . SEFEHEICE
WTTINAETTIVEEL D A I LTEFT) T IF VL Y X2 v o= Fito
FAEIE 1.03 (95%CI 1 064-167, p=090) & 7NA T TV IVEHEL T X > % kI 5RER
FEShzho7 (R3),

AV T H VBB OF ) Ry — MUK TH D A ) T VIR VR Y —
LBH L FEIEEON (FF+ 1) 7 75 YRR V) R — L8510 %) A5 FF
PR A MARRER I TEF MM OEEAVR S Y FREEE 1) 2 77 SRR KA
Y )RV — ABRF OB T FF BEEO SEFE R 42 7 Bzt LA ) 2 75~
WESEKAY VR Y — 28FNL 49 7 A ONF— FH099, p=094), FF #E & FFE+ 4 1)
J TN VIREEYEAKAIY ) R Y — ABH O WE Tl FF BSOS EFIE ULl 4.2 7 B2
*UCTFF+ A /77 VBRI )Ry -2 8HNZ 617 H ONF— R 067, p=
0012) TH o720 RRERIL YW FFHEE 1) /70 CHEEREAKA ) R — 2855 Bk
T2 2HOREE LCHIBEN, #FCTREBETYA VL EINFF+ A1) )70
WG KA )R Y — A BHIEEAEIN SNz TORE, FF+ A1) /7 5 v ISR
1) AR Y — ZBFN FF o L CAFHB CRE® 2072,

AFTF) T ADRERRLHEET A L OMBEIIES b OO, FREEL D b EMEEICE
N7 (OFF iER WL FR+ 1) /77 VHERRIEAKA )R Y — 285D 23 1),
BSC & D HENI T TIEBWATF LAY ¥ ¥ VRIS L 2 X V%0 RSB O 6y
BRITIZITHEE L EZ 5N D,

HOAETIE N E TS FMEED T LY & ¥ VB TSIEE 0k 2 HE R 2 BER
W Tdh o720 S1 ZIRE LTS1+4 Y /774 VEERIEY, ko S 1+ %407
FF Y HHVIESI+ERYF— NI AV R LT v 7 A TAHRER D E H &



250

3. BFMETYIRTAE (Locally Advanced) BEEDAEE (L)

N7zo SS1+HRY F—= AN MIBMAHRER E THEAZZY, EMAIRERTILIITE
Tehro 7z S-1EEE G LT S-1 ARG & ik L 72T > & 2L THREBRTIX, S-1
BHHS OIS ERT I EETE aho72Y WHTIIEVAF =T LR XY FE 0
NVEVYFZT) R+ IR E AT FE Y )L X F =T+ MK-2206
PEH & mFOLFOX 2 % Wik § 2 5 > L LES THIERER D E I S N7z B IEA R R 2 " § 2 &
ETERDolze (LEFEEE AHEEICE > Tr Ay ¥y ©UEREED 5 1 modified FOLF-
OX6 #iE) L AL + eryaspase & i L72T » ¥ AL THREAE RS 2, F5
SEAHIE H O—>Tad 5 asparagine synthetase (ASNS) FSEIEE I 3B 5 AL i 1%
LFRERET 49 7 A, b5 +eryaspase BT 62 7 A (ONF— FH. 063, p=0.056), Fl
WEHIIE H CTd 5 ASNS FEHLUC X & W& BE 2B 2 A AF I b gl 1 b i © 44
71 H, AbEE#EE +eryaspase HET 60 7 A (O — R 060, p=0008) &, HLLERTH -
720 COMEREZIHLAEE (KLY EVEBE+ 5782 ) 3w VIEEED L it
modified FOLFIRI #:) & fb&#9 13 + eryaspase % It L 7245 MAHEER (TRYbeCA-1 3 Ex)
MEME Nz, 2021 F 10 BO 7L A1) Y — ATld, FEFMEE Th LEFHHOLERE%
R ZERTE P oz L SN BIEIEY, H50I3RAIMEHEY Tldd 57,
LYY Y UIERRIERE L U A U %0 FOLFIRINOX #i: (& %\ & mFOLFIRINOX #:)
DHERMERET BRI TS,

DEEY, FAyy U VIERIERMEL ¥ X U O LSEREL, FE+ A 7 77 V35
kR )Ry — L8], ZolEr7vday Sy VL Y 4 v (FOLFIRINOX J#i:
S-1 HplyRi 2 &) RIRET 5,

TNFUYT T YIVEEL DA RO ZIRACFREICB T B BRI 2 vas, — kAR
@& LTS LT\ % FOLFIRINOX %> S-1 Hiflygd:y, 20db L &% 2% RCT 2BV
THL DBENHALFHREE LT LYY U RIS 2 21 T\ 51817, FOLF-
IRINOX JEEAIGERE (SR 2 ZUA b L LT, BISEMETIEH 2057 43 5 ¥ v Rk
W+ F 7870 8 RV IREOA R R 2m X EhTwa®, BExy, 7
NABT TV L YA U BROZRACFREE T LAY Y E VBRSOV Y A Y AT
)T ERBET L, BARWIZIE, FAY 5 U ERRIEEMRER S LY Y Y VR + 7
N7 F VB RRREDER & % Do

AR CHEIT 2RO - mEE~ 1 7 037 5 4 MAREN (MSI-High) %43 % EIEE
BT RATTY) X3 7 %Gl L 72 RO TR T, B % &0 12058 7% 2 TSR
2RO 86 Pl EER S N7z MR P IMEIZRENE, 2 4EAEMRIT 64%, FBMFIL58% &
WD TEWERIED G SN T2, BERE 8 I CIXTELZFR 25%, 5 28%h 38%, Zahzid
63% THh o719, ~a701) X< 713 MSI-High THAMZ b T ERIEI TR SN B
BETO MSI-High O#ZEIZZNITEL L vk INTWAAS, MSI-High TH ITEEEEL
BEOMEPHETE R VIR TONRL 7T XY 7T TOBRBREIRET 5,

HERCET 2 BOEREE T2V I0BOMPPAZHRELTRLTOY) XY T %
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APl L 72 EEF O 55 TAHRRBRIC B\ C, [Ef#RnFAERER A 37 (TMB-High) T 57z 102
BICTIETERER) 4%, ThrEE%) 25%, ZRHIL 29% THh - 72. MSI-High % Fr\ 272 81 B
WTITTEEER) 4%, s 25%, BRIFEIT 28% TH o720 —F, EEEETERESKA
a7 (TMB-Low) T®H -7z 688 Bl TIXEEHRR) 2%, HAEE 5%, BRFEIZ 6% TH -
722, SR T TMB-High OHEIZZHUTEL L v & ST WA, TMB-High T
HAUTIEEEFR O EVFCTE LR VIR TORLT O Y XA T TOHRBTIRET S,

NTRK (neurotrophic receptor tyrosine kinase) & BInT 135 { OB AFEIZ BV Tl &
NTWBEFEEEOBRTELTH ), MR WARE, FURR o wsE, FLIRRIRHEARE, SR
PR SESFEE CIEE IR 5, —71, B TIEHIFEICHTH Y, 1%KL SN TV 5,
NTRK @l & BIZT 2RO LERHEEELHRE LTI MLy F =T %5l L7z 1 HOH
[ HRERE 2 0% THRBOMEMIT CII, BELZ &0 10564 19 ORI o 54 F155#
MFENTze IRy 21 7 A, 20 10 4 B, EEAGFMIE 11 4 A, Z8h%
E57%, I BLRELEFAH (T%) ThHholze T0IH) BLEEEZ T 3FIF 2 HIH 525D
20, B2 G TR TCORBRTEN R 072 NTRK BE 5T it e S &
(68 f1) I2B1F % grade 3L LEDOELFHEFSR (10%L 1) &M (12%), FKEKA (10%)
EHBMEMTH ), RADOBFEBRIIER I N TRV 0D, FEEDNT A5 0°
KEWweEz b/ NTRERGEBLTFZROLIEREESELHRELTCIOIN L F=
TR LA ERGRE L2 1O THEER, ANEEGRE L2 140O% 1/ THRER,
BEUBIUBAZNG L L7z 1 OB THRBROM AT I, BEE 160250 11 #
7% B X OBEANED 55 BIASRIT S e ZRRIZ 5%, ) beaZm 16% Th - 722,
FERRIZ BT 5 NTRK Bl A BIn T OFEBEIIRR O Z & D TR WS, EEREOR)E
PHFTELVRR TOEIMAWHETE LIS X ML F=THEWIETIa LY
F=TILDEBEIRET 5o

B ZESKFER

AT—KXT M1
152 ¢% TH2 &% fTbrnwl s fibrnwz % SeAE7 L
HE3ET 5 GRIESE) | IRET 5 B3V IESD) | RET 5 B3 iEd) | #3235 GRuiEsy) |

68% (30 %) 32% (14 %) 0% (0%) 0% (0%) 0% (0%)
AT—RXT N2
fiyzes fiizes fibhwI Lt FbRnI Lt o
IS 2 GRVIESD) | BT 2 (TS | %5 5 F3iEdD) | 333 2 GRuodess) | &

55% (24 %44) 45% (20 %4) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%) 0% (0%)
AT—KXURN3
ek ik bt fibznit .
HE3ET 5 CGRIESE) | 1RET 5 (B3 IESD) | RET 5 (B3 iEdD) | #3235 GRuvdEsy) |

5% (2%) 95% (42 %) 0% (0%) 0% (0%) 0% (0%)
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AT—RKXU N4
Frzk% Fizk% Fbhni ks fFbhrnl bk .
3T 5 GRVIESD) | RET 5 (B33 | 1RE3 2 (T iE30) | 1383 2 Gaviisy) |

2% (1 %) 98% (43 %4) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%4)
2F—KXT K5
Fyzk% Frzk% Fbhrnits Fhina ks s L
HeB2 2 GRVIESE) | RS 5 (B3 HESD) | 3253 2 (F5\30) | 384 2 Gaviisy) |

0% (04) 100% (44 %4) 0% (04) 0% (04) 0% (04)
AT—RKXANG6
Frzk% Frzt% Fbhni s fFbhrni i .
BT 5 GRVIESRD) | IRET 5 (B33 | 1K 2 (T iE0) | 383 5 Gaviisy) | &

0% (0 %) 95% (42 %) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%) 5% (2%4)
AF—RAV N7
Frzk% Fazk% Fbhrnitd Fhina L% ——
HeB 2 GRVIESD) | RS 5 (B3 HESD) | 3253 2 (J5\339) | 384 2 Gaviis) |

0% (04) 98% (43 44) 0% (04) 0% (04) 2% (14)
BHE~DIRE

HOGHREIRE LTz LY A v DA G DERZ DT,

BERE 205 2 B R FEH S i I DU b B LT & 7o EATIRE R O T RUGEIC
(&, —UREFRIZ BT 28 AL ORI TR, ZKEHK, ZRERITED—
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FAYYEURBIRE+ T80 ) e VBEREEE, O RS L L EEO -
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VATRTA VT L Ea— & To kR, CSIRICMEMM L EE 2 T oo L Th 2
Mo 7 REOIBFNAE & I L 7253013 RCT, &AM & EHEE, wIhbhrolz, €072
0, CS % &L BEDOTFHRNT 2 AT L WS 2% CSBOTHE R L 7285 2 M L
720

Cloyd & Vi3 BArEFT i 38 % & tr 622 B O WU BB O 2 4 LA W L2 %) 5 B AT
AT, iR RES ML FERFO—2Th D LHE LA (v X10.69
(05-095) o Groot &2 L FRER IR E 1T > 72 RFTETUIBRA AR (93 61) & YIkmT
REBE FUENE (138 1) DFFNT 21T o 720 T DOFER, Ml Pk i T o B A AR (109
AR BIOEAEFIM (227 7 R) 3 EAPREAR T (R AFDN 070 7 1,
AN 154 7 H) ICHRTW IS ARICER L TE Y, MBIz %K
FTholzo TNHDOTHEIFMBEMILFREIZL Y CSBREFOTEIUHZEINLZ L%
TR LT 575, YIBEARREFTHEITEIR 2R o 728 TldZe <, UIBRTT RIS ° U B Rt
FREEN G EN T D, T2, MiREOL DAV —E TRV LITEENLETH 5,

CS HDFHNRMBMEN TS 3D ) £3°, Hackert 5% 13 292 B D GIBR A RERERE 12
LT CS ZAT\vy, AAFHIE R IEE 153 7 HCTh o7z iy L7z (it bk T
K 696%)0 Yoo H 1 88 BIDLIBRTT HEBE BN, YIRS BEIERE 10 L CILA L I Ul
ATV, oA T ILiEIL 254 7 A CTh o7z (ERBIALAEERERIATER 78%) o Asano
593 34 10> CS fEBI (UR-LA : 26 5], UR-M : 8 Bl) O F#H%2MEL7e D9 882%
A RALFHED AT S, T OEFHIM P RAEIL 53 FTH o 72 (MBI LT

&
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3. BFMETYIRTAE (Locally Advanced) BEEDAEE (L)

3£882%) 0 TNH D b YIBRAERRFTHEITENE O A T2 <, YIBRTT R BI R Y B 7] AEHE
FHREG, BBIEFSEIN TV L, 72, MRIEFREITON TR VWEELZIN TS
D, CSEOMBMLAEREOAAMEEZR LabIFTldZewnwss, CSHBIZIEE L OBE Tl
BHLAREP TN T BIRZR L T2 HE TH %o

CS DML L THEDL VA v 2#RTLIE TV 2 e h o7, 291 BT
LI A Y ORENERD LNz ZONRIET LT 7 © R 220 51, S-1 B 36 41,
FOLFIRINOX #5146, 743 ¥ € VIR + h RO ¥V EREE 1260, 7oy
CURERIR + 7% 0 ) 7 X VIERELE S B, ATy ¥ UIREE + S-1 BRI 16,
S-1+ B #a e L 16, /X2 ) & FeVBERENIES- 161, /X2 ) & eV IERENIE S +
FLAYEEVEBRIEREHRE S 10ITHD), kREo/2L I A VIFEXE BT EERLTW
Z)3—7>o

DEX Y, CSBICHiB b a 479 2 & CAFMMAEE T 2 iEEH 558, Zox
EF Y ALV, T2, B ARHREOL VA VT 5 T E T Y AQFETEL R\,
E 521X CSHID LS (Btkl) #EB L OV CS 12 & Y B O performance status 2MET L
TWLHEEED H Y, BEOEFIREZEINHE L7295 2 T CS HOMMALEEE 179
CEDPRESIND,

B ZECKFER

Frzk% Frzk% FbhnI bt fibhnI bk .
W32 5 GRVIERD) | RET 2 B3VHESD) | 1K 2 (FViE30) | 385 5 Gav i) |

4% (24) 94% (45 %) 0% (0%) 0% (0%) 2% (1%)
BHE~NDIEE

RS V2R 2 SEAENERE O RBRIZ X ) CSIEMIZHEML T A2 L BbN b, 5% CS
BEICRE L7, Wt bEEoa8EoaE 2100 2y, HSHEICKT 2810
XRCTICE AT ADOMES M IN S,

© 5|

1) Cloyd JM, Katz MH, Prakash L, et al. Preoperative with folfirinox results in resectability in 60% of the
therapy and pancreatoduodenectomy for pancreatic patients. Ann Surg 2016; 264: 457-63.(/7 — A2 >~ b
ductal adenocarcinoma: a 25-year single-institution o—))
experience. ] Gastrointest Surg 2017; 21: 164- 4) Yoo C, Shin SH, Kim KP, et al. Clinical outcomes of
74.(sr—Aary ha—)) conversion surgery after neoadjuvant chemotherapy

2) Groot VP, Blair AB, Gemenetzis G, et al. Recurrence in patients with borderline resectable and locally
after neoadjuvant therapy and resection of border- advanced unresectable pancreatic cancer: a single—
line resectable and locally advanced pancreatic can- center, retrospective analysis. Cancers (Basel) 2019;
cer. Eur ] Surg Oncol 2019; 45: 1674-83.(7 — A 3 ~ 11: 278.(r— x> ra—)v)
bo—)) 5) Asano T, Hirano S, Nakamura T, et al. Survival ben-

3) Hackert T, Sachsenmaier M, Hinz U, et al. Locally efit of conversion surgery for patients with initially

advanced pancreatic cancer: neoadjuvant therapy unresectable pancreatic cancer who responded



6

g

favorably to nonsurgical treatment. J Hepatobiliary
Pancreat Sci 2018; 25: 342-50.(7 — A 2 » F u—)b)
Kimura Y, Nakamura T, Hayashi T, et al. Clinical
usefulness of conversion surgery for unresectable
pancreatic cancer diagnosed on multidetector com-
puted tomography imaging: Results from a multi-
center observational cohort study by the Hokkaido
Pancreatic Cancer Study Group (HOPS UR-01). Ann

7

=

LA1 267

Gastroenterol Surg 2019; 3: 523-33.(#/ —2 2~ |
a—)v)

Natsume S, Shimizu Y, Senda Y, et al. Conversion
surgery only for highly selected patients with unre-
sectable pancreatic cancer: a satisfactory outcome in
exchange for a lower resection rate. Surg Today
2019; 49: 670-7.(r— A2 > fu—)v)

b



268 4. ER&BBZET S (Metastatic) BEDREE (M)

EREBEETS (Metastatic) BHEDARE (W)
PA {EEEE (Chemotherapy) (C)

MC1  EREBZE T BEREICKH U T—RIEZEEF AN HREEINDH ?

p AT—KRAZ
BRI ZEE T DBEICHT 52— RIEEEEAE LT,
1) FOLFIRINOX BEZ1TS & &EHET B,
[(HEEDME 8, TETYADOEERYE GaS) A (G8)]
2) FLYIEVEBIE+ T TNT VI EIVHAREZITS T EZHEET 3,
[(HEEnME 8, TETYA0OEERE GaS): A (G8)]
ErEU, 2BIREYPERBGEN S EEEAENMESBRVES(ICH LTI,
3) S LVIEVIERIBEREEZITO L EIRET B,
[(HEEDBEE : HL, TETVADMHEEYE (8E): A (38)]
4) S-1 BEEHEZTO L ZERET B,
[(HEEn|E BV, TETYAOEERME GaS) A (G8)]

®

RS L L CHEBOWRIREIRD AT 236, BEOFERLAIR (performance
status) 7% EOFEGFEAFIC LY, BEFEOMESREIIZLT 2. —RIFFEDOERITIHFZHEIC
BULZERELHETH ), BROBKEBOBRLEHL, HEELRT L) CQEREL
725

75 ¥ AT b N EIMHERERIC B\ C, FOLFIRINOX #&iE (¥4 755>, 1)
T VMR, TvA a3y, (LAR) R F— MV AR oA
FOMEIZ 111 A A THY, WEETH L2y UVIEMEREO M IE 6.8 7 A
R L CRFTFMICEERIEENE S N7 (N — FH 057, 95%CI : 0.45-0.73, p
<000V —7, ETH BRI HERHD & FREEESE = 2 — 03 F -0 27 i
5 %2 TEY, AFEHRRIINT LT REFEEVIVLETHS, LrL, grade3 DL EDJEST
13 23.6% & IWEBYEERIZEPE L7228, XBEEDO S L ¥ ¥ UEMBIERETDH 178% & EEIC
BHFL72720, 200 AT HITHEIFRICERE TG o7z 72, MEMMMZIZOW T
FHliS T o/z,

HARNIZH T % FOLFIRINOX LG & M EMERT 572012, B7 — A58 TH

N TIRFR Y F— AV ADPHGWSNED, BAETRIEEDOH S LEDOADLKREK) F— AN T L
HRIBBEH & o TV 5,
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SERAYEM S 41, 36 B112%F LT FOLFIRINOX SBEA G- & /=2 A A v e fiid 10.7
7 A CHEIMHRBOREE L IZIZFASETH > 7288, FeBEFhERIR DA% 222% & BRIZEH L
725

20729, HARTIEEE L7z FOLFIRINOX #EO B MM L ettt a5Hlid 57290, 7
Fuw sy VaEKE R L, 4 7 OG5 E% 150 mg/mAZ & L 72 modified
FOLFIRINOX #E D H 7 — A 85 TAHRERAS, 69 B L CTiTb =Y, Sesikifrh ki 4
DEPEFRIZBT% LA L, ZOAFHM PRI 112 4 & LR L e VihR
THo72,

DErs, RRENLZVLOO, EFHHOERED KEWV®D, mEEONT VAP ENR
TH Y, FOLFIRINOX L EMEIER 2 1) BIEO—kiGE L L THERETEx 5, 72720
EMNDLRL\N20, performance status O BIF 7 BEANDOIZGSHIE I NS,

TAYYE VIR TR0 ) 5 F e VIR GO AR EIZ 85 A ATH D,
MEEECTH D7 LYy VIREEREOEF I P UIE 6.7 7 F 1k L OREHAICE RIS
BB A TR L2 ONF— FH 072, 95%CI : 062-0.83, p<000D)*. —7, ETH HMH
B, KRR EE S 2 — X F—B X OESO) A7 HIZ 15 2B THY, #HY)
BAEDLETH Do K12, MEMMRIZE SICEBLT 22 M6NTEY, BEE S
Bl 5 E % G069 5 %2 B OB ) A 7 HANORS 3T 5 EEPLETH S,

AARNITE7 A5 EUERRE+ 7730 ) ¥ 2L VEEO BRI & eVt 2 R T
B2l B — AETHRBPERS N, 4P LTr Ay 7 EVEmE+ 7732
y & VREDTDNZY s T OEEYHE P 135 7 BT, WIMETHERBOREEZ K
& ko 7ze —J5T, BEMELFRERAD O G613 5.9% & FOLFIRINOX ##i#: & I L Tk
ThHo7l,

PLERS, Ay U+ 7782 ) % 2 Vi IS X O FOLFIRINOX i
(modified FOLFIRINOX % &) ZRR°ENL VL 00, EFHHOERE S KE W0, 1§
EEONG UAPRENTEY, EWHBEEEZED BREO— KBRS L TR TE 5, 72721,
EMNPLRL\N20, performance status BIF 72 BHEANOZRG BRI NS,

HA& L BED 2 Bl THEM S 72BN 2 0 RIC L7256 MAHRER CTH 5 GEST #Bx T
&, AFHIMIC BT 27 A2 8 © UV IRERIEFGE IO 5 SRS L AL Y U VIR
MRYE I 0rS B 47 A Y & ¥ VIR + S-1 B O BRIEATREE S h 728 miEIC oW TidseE
S TE D (FAY 7 C U EIRIE 88 A H vs. S-1 97 1 A - N — FH 096, 95%
CI:078-118), HFHFFWTE Lo/ (KA Y EVEMBIESS 7 Hvs. XAV ¥ E VI
Wl +S-1 9 101 7 A - ¥ — FH 088, 95%CI : 0.71-1.08, p=0.15)s L72A5>T, 74
Ty U VIRRRE + SR, EREB AR BEO— kG L L CTHERTE 2V, —F
S-1EETETH L MEMEM T 60T 2 ERIR720, MEAMREOEH) X7 235 n»
HE AV UVEBED) A FBVEEIZOWTIIHERETE S,

TFAYYEUIERE I vOF = T RREO S ILEL 65 7 AT, HEFETH
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4, EREBEZET % (Metastatic) BEEDBEE (M)

B0 Ny 8 E VIRIIRFRE O A A T Il 5.0 4 BISH L OGN B A AR & At
L7z (OVF—FH 082, 95%CI: 0.69-099, p=0038)"7%, ZDifidbTHrThY, ET
HLEEMMRDO) A7 W LTR2 L EETHALI L EEEBTLHE, WEEONT LV AITEN
TWBEIFWAT, FAY YU HEBE+ TV aF = 7#EER, #BER LD BREo—K
EFE LTHERTE 2\,

T NERP LT LYY VR + TV 0 F S TEEOMEE T TE L hENIION
THEBOWMEDL D 5o PASREROY TN 251k, KRAS B £ U EGFR O nT1H#H L,
FAYYEUEBRE IV F = TREORE TR TE 2w e o, $hbb,
KRASHAROBHICBIF L7543y ¥ VB + v F =T HBEE r L 78
IR + 77 2 REEO N — FHIX 066, 95%CI @ 028-15 T, KRASZEERE D EH DN
F— FIIE 107, 95%CI : 068-1.66 ThiatFH =IO bk dr o7z, £72, FISH #EIC
BT % EGFR BB L HEEE O N — FHIX 090, 95%CI:049-165 &, 26556 L#
FHER R AEITIRO SN o728, —J5, Wang 12 L 2 TIE, 44§ & LEBIO#HE T
EH B0, FAY Y UIEEE+ T vn S = TRER RS SNIBICB W, EGFR AR
PEEHL EGFR BREMEZH LD b, WEHIEE S (85% vs. 33%, p=0001), MEHHEAALF
M GO B Hvs. 247 H, p=0004) BLOEAFHM 87 H vs. 6047 H, p=0044) 12
BOTHAHENEMICENL TV e B L Tw b,

FAYYE UG+ Ty a S 7GR R GRS, X UERESE R RO BB ITE
I OLED L ) il 722, BERICZOEE FHUTE T, R3) —kiGHEE LTH
WTXLBHEIIWES NS,

7Ty VIERRYE + evofosfamide D EMAHRBR TIX, 7 7 Hlk TlZ R % FRo 72
DOD, MAHFIICEBEICAFIMZERE T2 83 Ta b ooz, #RTLILIET
X &b,lo)o

BEOMEIZHER DY, X5 LHWTLz. $4bb, RELZLEOHREZRIZTS
BEDVIUE, R ERAIRO RN ERIE T 72w e RS H L, KA, BEHEOM
HBO LRI R T D BN D 5o

B ZESHRFER

AF—RXT k1
FHzkr FHex S R AL (W
AT B (RVIED | R 2 BED) | RET 2 BOiBD) | 1883 5 Gy |

91% (39 4) 9% (44) 0% (0%) 0% (04) 0% (04)
2AF—RXT k2
firces fyzrk fibhusls  |fFbheIlE |
HAET B GROIESD) | IRKT 2 (BIESD) | RET 2 BV IE30) | i3eT 5 Gaviese) | ©

91% (3944) 9% (44) 0% (044) 0% (0%) 0% (04)
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AT—RKXAUN3
Fyze% Fizk% Fbhni ks fFbhrnl bk .
3T 5 GRVIESD) | RET 5 (B33 | 1RE3 2 (T iE30) | 1383 2 Gaviisy) |

5% (2%4) 93% (40 %4) 2% (1%4) 0% (0%4) 0% (0%)
AF—KAT N4
Fyzk% Frzk% Fbhrnits Fhina ks s L
HeB2 2 GRVIESE) | RS 5 (B3 HESD) | 3253 2 (F5\30) | 384 2 Gaviisy) |

2% (14) 98% (42 %) 0% (04) 0% (04) 0% (04)
BHE~DIEE

AERZDA—T, EFHMOER b M\ HI PR EI S L, B#&O perfor-
mance status R EPHER & E R L 723EFEIRD, BEOTFHRLT LV EET 2 TRESED S
bo Airld, BEERCEEON I~ —h — % EFBNZBEERICESVT, Rbigs
EONT Y ADQENTRRE LIRS L L PEHOBETH S,

B, rLYYEVEBE+ 782 ) & F BB X OV FOLFIRINOX (modified
FOLFIRINOX % &) I2DWTC, EELEEETLIRED, HHE2TIEE AW LA, B
BT 2 BRRBROSLETH ), BUE, DAETHERBAFER ST 5,

® 5|

1) Conroy T, Desseigne F, Ychou M, et al; Groupe GEST study. J Clin Oncol 2013; 31: 1640-8.(5 » ¥
Tumeurs Digestives of Unicancer; PRODIGE Inter- )
group. FOLFIRINOX versus gemcitabine for meta- 7) Moore M]J, Goldstein D, Hamm J, et al; National Can-
static pancreatic cancer. N Engl ] Med 2011; 364: cer Institute of Canada Clinical Trials Group. Erlo-
1817-25.(5 » % ) tinib plus gemcitabine compared with gemcitabine

2) Okusaka T, Ikeda M, Fukutomi A, et al. Phase II alone in patients with advanced pancreatic cancer: a
study of FOLFIRINOX for chemotherapy-naive phase Il trial of the National Cancer Institute of
Japanese patients with metastatic pancreatic cancer. Canada Clinical Trials Group. ] Clin Oncol 2007; 25:
Cancer Sci 2014; 105: 1321-6.( 2R — ) 1960-6.(7 » ¥ &)

3) Ozaka M, Ishii H, Sato T, et al. A phase I study of 8) da Cunha Santos G, Dhani N, Tu D, et al. Molecular
modified FOLFIRINOX for chemotherapy—naive predictors of outcome in a phase 3 study of gemcit-
patients with metastatic pancreatic cancer. Cancer abine and erlotinib therapy in patients with
Chemother Pharmacol 2018; 81: 1017-23.(Z2 & — }) advanced pancreatic cancer: National Cancer Insti-

4) von Hoff DD, Ervin T, ArenaFP, et al. Increased sur- tute of Canada Clinical Trials Group Study PA.3.
vival in pancreatic cancer with nab-paclitaxel plus Cancer 2010; 116: 5599-607.(F ~ %" 2.)
gemcitabine. N Engl ] Med 2013; 369: 1691-703.(Z 9) Wang JP, Wu CY, Yeh YC, et al. Erlotinib is effective
VY N) in pancreatic cancer with epidermal growth factor

5) Ueno H, Ikeda M, Ueno M, et al. Phase I /I study receptor mutations: a randomized, open-label, pro-
of nab-paclitaxel plus gemcitabine for chemothera- spective trial. Oncotarget 2015; 6: 18162-73.( % %)
py-naive Japanese patients with metastatic pancre- 10) van Cutsem E, Lenz HJ, Furuse J, et al. Evofosfa-
atic cancer. Cancer Chemother Pharmacol 2016; 77: mide (TH-302) in combination with gemcitabine in
595-603.(2 4 —b) previously untreated patients with metastatic or

6) Ueno H, Ioka T, Ikeda M, et al. Randomized phase 1T locally advanced unresectable pancreatic ductal ade-
study of gemcitabine plus S-1, S-1 alone, or gemcit- nocarcinoma: Primary analysis of the randomized,
abine alone in patients with locally advanced and double-blind phase I MAESTRO study. J Clin

metastatic pancreatic cancer in Japan and Taiwan: Oncol 2016; 34 (suppl 4): 193 (5 » % )



272 4 =EREEBEETD (Metastatic) BREOBEE (M)

MC2 (LC2)  tIBRAEEREREICK U T TRIEZEAISHREIND D ?

> AT—MAU BN
1) —REERISEDUIBRTEEERRICW U CTRIEREEZIT S T EZIRKRT D,
[(#EDBE : B, TETFTYADERYE (38%): B ()]
2) TLYIEVIEBIEREL I X VETEIILAOISVIL+ (LK) RUF—RAB
WD L+4Y /) THAVIERIEKIY URY —LARRHBEEZIREET .
[(fEEDRE : HL, TEFTYADERME (38F): B (H)]
3) FLYIEVERIEREL I X VETIEIILA09SVILEEEL I X (FOLFIRI-
NOX X, S-1 BMEEZST) ZIRET S,
[(EEDBE : HFUW, IEFTYADOEEYE G8): C (5])]
4) JWAOIDSVIVEEL I AVE TR LY IEVIERIEREL I X VU ZIRERT B,
[(EEDME : FUW, IEFTYADOEERYE G8): C (5)]
5) BHEENAJ70YT 54 MBZEETHNERLT O AX TEIMEEZRET D,
[(EEmE : FUW, TETYAOEERYE G8): C (5)]
6) EEECFERESAI7Z THNERLTOU XY TEIMEL (2021 £8 H 24 H
DEREFRTIIRERING) ZIEET B,
[(HEEnmE : BV, IET Y ADOEERYE Gi): C (5)]
7) NTRK @&EEGFZERONLE, IX NV IFIJEMELSVWESONVIFZ
TEMELEIRET B,
[(HEDES : HL, TETYAOEEYE (G8X):C (5)]

A CQ DOFAFIEHTE LC2 & 2,
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MC3 (LC3) =EmEOETREICH U C—/EZARANHEREINDH?

> AT—KMX2 b
S E DETENREICH U TO—RIEREE(F, performance status PHIFEEZZEL T
1) LY IEVIEBIE+F ITNTUIFEIVHBBEZEITD T EZIRET .
(#fZoEs i B, TETYADERE (G8X): C (3)]
2) FLYIEVIERIERMEEAZTS L EIRET D,
[EREDBE : FW, TETFTVADESEYE (8): C (5)]
3) S-1 BREEZITD CEZERET Do
(fEREDES 1 BV, TETFVADEERME (8%): C (5)]

A CQ DFILHIR LC3 & 2,



274 4 =EREEBEETSD (Metastatic) BEOBEE (M)

&SEHERIRSI BRCA1/2 DfR/NU 7 MR BT DEEEIC

MCALCD st ciepmrmpiRznsn 2

p AF— KA N
1) PSFFUIRVICELDIEZTERZIRET Do
(DB : HFL, TETVAOEERYE (G8X): C (5)]
2) FPSFFUIAYT—EHRARBETHINZ SNERGEEEE I 2EEEEICH
UTA SN JIC KB EZEEERBEDO—D & UTIRET %,
[(EEDRE : FUW, IEFTYADOEERYE G8): C (5)]
3) TFSFFUIX Y T—EHREREETINZ SN BrmETUIRTEEREES (I
UTA SN JIC KB A BEERBEO—D E UTIRET %,
[(HEEDME : FUW, IETYAOEERYE G8): C (5)]

A CQ DFRFILHIL LC4 & 2,
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B HRINEESE (Operation) (O)

MO1 REDOMERERE - BRERICH U THRBEIRRIIHERINS D ?

p AF— KA N
1) BEICHT 2HBBUBRIFITO & ZIRET B,
[(HERDEE : TV, TETVAOERME (8X): D FEEICHEW)]
2) FhEfE(ICX T ZARBRISERZEEICREH TITS T EZRET .
(BB : FL, TETVADOERMYE (8F): D GEEICHEW)]
3) ZOMDER (FRE) (SWT 2ARNVBREFITHIEVT EZIRET 5,
[(ERnEE : HFHUV», IETYADOEENE GaX): D GEEICEW)]

&

EH!

BHEZRIZ BV T REIEHRIC L) PRIERMRDIE SN, MR - HIEEICHT 2
CIBT OME bIER TE TV Do MiRiER - RO THHEAC L0 HIRHL 0%
DFPHBELRDZEPHOENTEY, ZOOAT— A Y MIEE - FEEEINC 5T T
RLilk U720 Foslas sl TIEREHEREC, BREZOLLvnbw 54 1) Tt Tol)
BRBIOMEPERZ TETVED, AT =AY =Xy =23y ba— VIR TH
BYD, 2RI L BB EDPE SN b OOAME SNAIMMNAI T AL H Y, -
FIINEDOYIRIC L 2 EDBFEIRIZET 2 HOE T ET Y AR, 15 - HIEEROY)
BRICH7Zzo TIFMICLD2EELREIEICLD, 22> TQOLMET LT, Pz aiML
TLEH) WA S22, 2HHUEOTHTH 5 2 ENDENNRALH 5 EFHNT
MaWmELZWI EORESN, BIGEHEISRO 2 LENH 5,

1. REBH (RO7 Z28R)

FREED A OFFHE IR & ) FHREEMHESEONL Z LG s Ts >, 4k
BEDAEHRA Y FT—2 (NCCN) H A4 FF 4 28T HRED DTS TH ISR
REEBTHTNT) ZAAHIRENT WS, Miyazaki 52 IR 170 Flo h CREED &2
RO L 67 Fl% M L, REDREE (1161 & IEWEREE G661) @ 24 & 5 EEFE
WENETIL61% L 46%, 19% & 62%TH D, G % ki 3T IUITRBETFIERRE R 3 2 I
I IC PR IER RN S 5 2 & &R L7 Yamada 5913 bAE D 114 Bl o @) mE) K14 1 4
Db i PRI PR 56 B OMES 24T\, BRI YRR 24T o 72 90 19 O At e A A7 ] rp il 20
26 7 AT, R 2UGO 147 A L VEBIZEP 72 2R LIz, $I2 2 [0 H OIS
65 A T A IR B AT, B 20 mm Al CRERNG L D 10 mm ML EEERCW 25507
B BIFT, BRIETBROBWEIE TS 5 Lk T 5, Gotoh 5735 FEWFMMHTIZ L D
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4, EREBEET % (Metastatic) FEREDBEE (M)

VRIERE IR 12 Bl 2 MR E DOTRSE (4 61) & REELIERE @ #1) 1200F, MRIFMRIEE
KA CRIE &L DB (PIfE43 7 H vs. 21 T H, p<001), FRERLIERTR 5 FAAFEADS
BETHIA L D E (80% vs. 0%, p<001) & ERL7zo F7-FRZE ORI DU
HLEIRNBHOTRIED S B vicw, RS EH TUROERNH L WREMEZ R L7
75, WEHRZE DO FF5E & SRFIEL FEHE 2 W 2 ST R L T K A ORED TR S

2. FEcisEFR

JEEHEANT P R PR R AS T ZE 2% O 72 A TR 38 1 X R O R DS 0 = PR s & 0 2
Wit D P DM EREBIERZ L D b BV EAHE STV 5%, Zheng 5% 1317 7%
F o HEREBVNOME 217> TB Y, FMEFM2S5HET TCOMMIIM Gtk yE 15 4
R) 250 (M5 A), EE (F6rA), wE) v 38 (M1l A) &L, BE2hE
OO (PUE 2047 H) 25 B (F5AA), BE (RM7H48), &) 238 (F
107 H) LY E,Po7Z & 2HE L7z Lovecek S VIMGH iR (561), M + Ml 2ees
BEE (15 61), MyMuEIRERE (96 B1) 1200 THRET L, WIRIFir2: & FEEZH £ ToH
Al e As (fpoefil 354 7 H) 25, fili + s gsdnts (F) 17.3 7 H), flisMibisgsizts (15
957 H) &0 EL, SEFED MR (FUgE 814 4 H) 45, i+ tilidsizts (H 234
# ), MMt (616247 0) LY Ero7-2 L2 L7z, F7- Kruger Wil
BB RO AL, BREMEEMEE 10 MY (hJefE 3137 H) T11EELE
(PRfE 187 #A) LV EBEICENP-o72ZLERLE (p=0003),

EREROD 2N DbW 2 A ) TR TR b A 5N Tw b2, Kitasato 5213 b2
El 2 & OFEGIFHRE 20 Gl O BEREM R THIEE £ Lo, WRPEYEAT2 5 3 CoHIH
Jfti43 7 A (11~163 71 B), EBEHKPEME 1 1~4 ), MisBUH%EoRZHE 24, 545
R ENZN93%, 24% Th o722 & %55 L72e Thomas 5VIZEEHELIK 700 BlOF
TRIRAT 0 &, M f2 USSR RE TR 56 V) BBl 21 B O TR 58 23t o> 405 Bl O 58 OSSR &
N < itk 217 7 A vs. 79 1 A, p<0.001), Mid=fs HAIBR 4 O LSS (not reach,
1~48 1 ) Hrsftlks (6 7 A, 1~26 # ), BArEREOE OV H, 3~14 4 H) &b
bEDPoZ LR L72e Groot 5% IIBEYIRE O 96 Bl % AT L, Wi ykz
7o 72 19 Pl O MR SEA AR & A FENMIZFNZN 3B A E 689 W HTH Y, MtmisiH
BAS AL, A IRIEESI R 2 S iz fe 338 £ oM 216 7 AU ETH 2 BFOHEHEOTF
BPRIFTH o722 & EHE L7 BICRE L 72 RIFM RS EO 4 ) TiEBH (3~4
ELLN) D% h HEE % ERTL2O0PEF L Bbis,

B EEORE LRSS VEAE & O RIA E & 20 5o BRI HIERRE O Tk
SNTTPREFTHo72BED L2, ROFREMEMRES—ERE TN TS LS
N %o Kurahara &2 3B U B4 O MBS IR GO FHRARIFTH ), sk by g
Bl &) B LIRS & EHATRETH L 2 L 2 LT\ b,
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BHOPAETHD, o+ ) T

EREEOUBRTENAEENEONIYELRH 575, 1L ALIERHETH Y,
Schwarz 5WIIBEM RO+ ) TR SELUA) 1233 2088 (25 6) OIFIIREGED
SAEAEIIMAIEEIRERE (8 41) LB L CHEREICE,L-o72 (368 W Hvs 92 H) T & %#k
EHLTW5ED, FUBRED D B 14 BHIAFYIRERT LBk a2 L T 7z,

B ZETEFRER

AT—KX M1
ek fiycer fibhwitt btk .
He3E3 5 GRVIESE) | 1RET 5 FBVIESD) | IRET 5 B3V ISR | #3235 Gy |
0% (04) 92% (46 %) 4% (24) 0% (04) 4% (24)
AT—=RMX2 M2
TH2e% TH2¢% fThrnZ ez fibewnwZl it s L
IS 2 GRVIESD) | 3R5T 2 (F0HED) | 3255 5 GRVIESR) | 4353 2 GRuviEss) | &
0% (0%) 90% (45 %) 8% (4 %) 0% (0%) 2% (14)
AT—KXAURN3
fiyzrk >zt fibnnl et fFbuwI Lt .
HE3E9 5 GRVIESE) | 1RET 5 BBV IESD) | IRET 5 B3V IESD) | #3235 Gy |
0% (0 %) 4% (244) 94% (44 %) 2% (1%) 0% (0%)
BHE~NDIEE
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DOYIBEENE % Ped TV 72D IR L 2 1 i 5 e WRIES D £ v,

1) Thomas RM, Truty MJ, Nogueras-Gonzalez GM, et

2

=

=

al. Selective reoperation for locally recurrent or met-
astatic pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma following
primary pancreatic resection. J Gastrointest Surg
2012; 16: 1696-704.(7r — A2 > 1) — X)

Kitasato Y, Nakayama M, Akasu G, et al. Metastatic
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p AF— KA N
PZEHIBRAEE T H 2 =R ZH DBE T, FERIUD KRR ICERFaEN
SMUIBEE TH O TH, AREBEZITOIRNENENIASHTIEZEL,

[(HREOES | #EBLRL, TIEFTYADERMYE (38%): D GEEICHEW)]

g EH

IR & 1 O UIRRBEREIE (IR BIIRE B ) > SEigfs 7 EREIR) VN R 2 2 5 1) Vo
fiEBr atRBER T AT ARMEERIN TV DY, BBER T LD WRA B 12X
LCEESFRENHEIRE SN TE Y, ARIEROBEIGIE 2w E ST E 72, 2010 F412
%V, EEEEEATLIUBRAREEICBO T A Y Y UV EMEEMRE L CEE
\ZHAAFIIM % LR ¥ % FOLFIRINOX REE? & 7 A3 & U VIR + F 7782 1) % 2 Ui
EYD200HM R LY A BB THRE SNTze 2 LT, YRR T 21055
Bk LC, FOLFIRINOX BEB L O AT ¥ © UG+ 77327 ) 7 32 VBRI ED
BADIEE, SWHUEERIR D S EREBGEIIEERICH EL TWwd . 2R, [bFFEIC X
0 FEERFEANH K L down stage 235 54, GEYIBRAT AR & HIHr S M7z B ICBRE LT
2R AT 3 A VEIEHE (conversion surgery) DEBRENHEZz 2oH b, LrL, FHhiE
MRDNEE SN DA, TEROBEIRICIE L THRYIREZIT) 2 L IC X2 G IHERETED
WP RUFEELIBEEIND HFER LMD UBRAREENE M3 % conversion surgery @
AP TH Y, EERERAEDD 5.

EIBIERE % PE O VIR AN REIERE I B 1 5 conversion surgery D& FHVEICEE 5 8 Ex1X, 7 —
ATy ha— V6V E L Ea— L7z, RCT 3FAE L o7z (R 14). HIRER %
YIRS RElERE DO YIBRER L 2~43%, RO 1% 51~88% Td - 72, Conversion surgery el D
I Ll 21.9~56 7 HCTH O, FECIBRFEG] O A I A e fif 1% 11~164 7 H TH -
7o BRINZ i AL e U, B % £ 9 YIRS REREE 127 112k 3 % conversion surgery
OIS E LT, OBEFEHACIBRTTRERSE, YIRS FUENE, @CAL19-9 2RI I L
T 0% L LA, Oihi#tk, MERERANE LD WL T EE TR - /bl Twb, L
TWb, gl FEBNEER LSS, FERBSHEE L2 oWERIZITH T, Bko
A& LT, Conversion surgery (& 11 B (YIF# 85%) (2ATh L, YIRBI A
RMEIZ39 7 ATHY, FUBRILAHIVAEBECTHREZLELLERELTWEY, N7
WAV T RKF 05 QS TlE, FOLFIRINOX #:f%, conversion surgery (&, 6 18D
EIEEER (B DY), @CT 2BV TEBEZOIFEEITA 2V, @FHAIZYIBRTT
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% (M)

B#REIC BT B conversion surgery DAERIE

=&/ — o o
il = BRI BEN P
Gemcitabine-based 44 %
Crippa 5% - FOLFIRINOX 8%
[ ZHeEy ~
2016 ONES 5 2003~2013 127 PEXG/PDXG 40%
Z D1tk 8%
Wright 595 e FOLFIRINOX 61 %
. ~
2016 AE 2008~2013 1,147 Gemcitabine—based 39%
Frigerio 5¢ - FOLFIRINOX 67%
2017 1207 2007~2015 535 Gemcitabine-based 33%
Satoi 57 S-1+/30 ) & X wILERES L URERE
2017 SN 2012~2015 33 s
> 8)
géT;b s 2011~2017 135 FOLFIRINOX 100%
Tanaka 59 | . . 101 .
2019 NNV 2001~2017 (FEAEBIOH) FOLFIRINOX 100%
PEXG/PDXG : cisplatin, capecitabine, gemcitabine+epirubicin (PEXG) & % \ 3 docetaxel (PDXG)

;mk

BAH

%Z)O

INLT,

w RIS B AL T (70%),

UREEAPYAS o

(=)

IR A ELZ
JETEETE (16%),
Z OFERO T EEFAMTE B X YIBR T
EFR% CALI9-9 150 U/mL £ CTHA) THYH, F#

, BWEOKE T E L CRimimts % 1 9 YIRS RERE
ﬁﬁﬂﬂi%@%ﬂﬁl%?é ELTWABDS, &ifF72 T conversion surgery O FMTBEIGA S F XF T
S 512, MHIGRRNE R IEH M,
FBHEAS DR DA M7 & DI E I
Thbo FlZ,

DFHMHD A7 5§ 5%

B &) IETITb I, ZOFEHR, conversion surgery 2K & L7z,
BIEEE 101
0 58 L, BAAERFIC
23219 7 A, FEUIBR 164 T HTH D,
B L 7295
(4%) ThHo7Y LhL,
E o,
DL

T FEEEAL D ERMY B £ O conversion surgery BF i

@EEMIHFE TR

- 40

1) ¥ N (7%)

i (2%),

BT, BHBRTIXTRRZY) XY 7)) ¥ AT W
TR RS % PE ) YIRASREIERE (2009~ % conversion surgery (2BWT, BZEHE

BRI R ORI D L2 7 d % 5%,
HHEERIIC S ERIRE S v ST L, BlElgd 5 0,
Wdo72Th» ) 2T 5 DD,
IR E & FFEEEOFEYR A ERTE 20D,
EAAE

Db XD, K CQITKT ARl & W

Thbb, Ol =

, RCT I3 mTH ), r—2a> ba—)dEEH

IR 21D )
5 RIS ST R R R B s A% 43 B (BUBR=E 43%) 1247
BB AR L 2 méﬂ,#ﬂﬁk&otowhmwéﬁ%ﬁ¢?
SERUH L ERELTWEY, b

FHIRT (E3EHE D 50% LA
FRIE T 285 LT e,

\Zxf L conversion surgery

o PR AL L
o LA 5N £ 723 L 72
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FIBI I 5 5 ARED SERI D& .
R % 2 % % H B
sy B (%) o ROE (%) | #i5E (%) | &M@ (A)
FFART5 175 & 5 W\ A o o IR 39 7 A
% (n= = =k R4 RCEL L
B RS - f 85% (n=11) | F (v=11) CRELEREL s 11 55
B (n=16) SANERE fy 2
s=Hs L 2% (n=23) |f5 (=6) mELL | EEEL ;%ig?;ﬁ;gﬁ
BB (n=2) :
Eig ., FFEmNE 45% (n=24) | B (n=24) 88% EHAL | GRGI56 # A
BEMIE CIEEEENE | | EEEE100% | __, . 801 27.8 7 A
pommkemmsag | 20 078 [ (_g) 75% 0% LIRS 14.2 5
GBES 1 BT HOBE . o 861 32 5 B
% — ERE IR % SH
G 59% (n=8) oEL L 75% cE AL SRS 14 B
F (n=30)
GBEN 6 E (EBRE i (n=1) k1 21.0 5 7
43% (n=43) | Y > /¥E (n=3) | 51% 2% (n=1) - X

b)) »OREYIRRETRE

fEiEiERR (n=7)
Z0fth (n=2)

FELIRRFI 16.4 H A

YL TEF Y AL NI RN 2D, )

ZIFUIBRANBE T D & mbssis & 1) B ICxT 9%

EFMEFRBEDOINBIGHEZIT ) RETH L) ME, BIFR TS~ TR,

B ZETREER

Frck% Froe% bz L% fibhno s ——
A 5 GRVIELD) | RET 5 (B3 HE3D) | 132 (T 330) | 383 2 Gaviesy) |

0% (0%) 6% (3%4) 8% (444) 0% (0%) 86% (43 44)
BHE~NDIEE

E B % AF O YRR RERRIE O F A UGE D 72912 conversion surgery SFF S LT 5
735, (Dconversion surgery #IGAERIDFEE, QOfLFHED 5 VI LF IR TORHL ¥
A sE, @conversion surgery DIATAD Y A I 07, @HE L, ERBIEE L 2HE 0
WAL AL OO F #, OWERMPIREOE S SR L 21T Ud % 5 2 WikEIz S v,
& 512, conversion surgery (3 HEETIX % <, YIBRARREE 63 2 GO Z I o —
DL L T IUE S S vy YIBRAEERE ICXT 3 4 conversion surgery DA FTEICEI$ %
i, BMERBROATIET v A LNV, BFE, [YIBRASRERE I2A 3 %5 FOLF-
IRINOX S F 72037 A v 4 C VHRFRIE + - 77327 1) & F L )V BEREEC £ 0 Uk & )
W S A7 e B O B SR EATIISE ] (PC-CURE-1 : UMINO000035668) AT 4L TV % 7%,
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tumor resection following favorable response to sys-
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1 C  HEHRESE (Radiation) (R)

MR1  BH7ZET DFHEEEZCIGHREAFHREINS D ?

> AT—RFMA B
BHEHT DREBLEICHGHREEZHET 5,
[EDEE 8y, TIETYADERYE (8X): B ()]

B’

TEAEIESZ X 2 BRI 25~T5% DA ABETALNLA, BIC X 2 BEBOBE L
MOFERIEICHAND D% FEREZEO P TLEGIE5~20%REE SN, LiLk
A5, MEREEEBINL TE 22 LR, BRI T 2 &S REOES M) FHROE
BI2Eh, BlEsHEs 22 BEOMMATEIND,

R EIEEIC X BERE LTRLLVOIIMA TS 0, BUHEHEEE 75~90% DIEFiE
HREZ S OENLRERETH bo & SITEKFRMORL S TREBEE 2 5HE2H L
FEFA P EOPUEERLGBHE (VL FayBEET A~T) AT b
BThH b,

MR OME - FEIEEICOWTIE, 20 Gy/5 4], 30 Gy/10 7%, 35 Gy/14 77 &
Vo Z2EBOTTEDTOIT X 7229, 2813 kE RTOG (Radiation Therapy Oncol-
ogy Group) 12X % RCT ¥ 5 30 Gy/10 3 ElnMEilE & KT & 7227, BN % Huiiz 8~10
Gy HAIRSHEDA AT b His SN, WK, STREMRE LI EIRY & 227 Ao 72910,
ZOHDRAY T F) T AN TY  EADUY R EHRIL T G & IR T
F2\02S, PSRBT TR L2 2 L R STV b, TR ETICH -
PHIRRERID A DOV C 2MOHED S D, 13 61 18 THAL F 721 33 Bl 48 FhAL D45 A% 12k
5 RS E (W 9 b i 30 Gy) (2L, 87~92% & BERIEIFEM DTS 5
N=d oo, EFHFEP#EIZ 30~31 7 A LM TFHRTH o /22 LG SN TN B9,
PLEX D, SREAICHE LTk & OMESENC X B iR b B2 B TH 575, M
FRAAEIAR 3 4 A LA, W H WA EE, SRS 20 L C v B354 7% 21d 8 Gy HilalFa gt
PENLBIRLEZ 2 5N 5,

FHEITICE LT, WES CRED 50% LI EICHEEAS A S N5 2VEEZE D 25 cm L
EOBEIIE) A HEL, FHiE B E LNEE & BUSREDSEIS & 252, x5 T
F1) 2 AT & B & BT & SRR TS TR B IR < & A 216
B EDHE SN TVEA, FUNORERLT B &R LRSI HE§ 2 2 & AE
Thbo

FEBEOBTEE~NOMEIIE ) FRHEEERICE L TE, BEEE ML ) 418
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\HERS IR % YIRR LN RIS 2 N2 2139 AR CTH 5 & L ASRE D % ik L FIRFE T
ENTVRBWA, ZOBZIZO W TIEE D 72\ 2 & R o A O
WL YV RELCH DL EOMBEEAII STV 5 FEHERE T3 TR IEDGERIN &
N5 EdPh, mERATOA FEBREHEEIHVOND 2 LA Z v, TR
AL R 15 B3 2 BB EOBRENC & 5 &, 20% 0 BE THREKLEEDE S L, 60% D
BETRBEEZH LN TELLRESNTEY, BRIZBVLTO AL S S 2 L%
R ENBY,

NS OB T 2 BMHREEOAERRIE, Bk SAMHOBRME b OICRES
FEHME BV E SN TV GRB Y ORWER O, 5> 2 T, B¥o0 QOL %
D) A TENZERETHL L VR b,

BT, AR R Lk R BT 2 V22 i RS (24 Gy/2 438, 16 Gy H
ARG &) bRALNT VS, FAEHET 2 BT L, KB B HIGHE 12 &
B R (24 Gy/2 43E]) & 3D-CRT |2 & A0S (20 Gy/5 40E) % L 7-
Shii% T v 7 2L T/ MR T, KRB RIS CHBICE L, AEERRBERS
BEEE o727 BICEMTHSIATE 2548, SRR % A7 EiE i
FHISBOBEED—D L EZ LN D,

3

B ZESKFER

Lk ek fibhucls |FbkeIlE |
HSET B (RVHESR) | $RET 5 (VHESD) | 3RET 5 (BVHER) | 6383 5 Rudesy) |

84% (42 %) 16% (8 %) 0% (04) 0% (04) 0% (044)
BHE~NDRESE

HIRHFE 2 B § L B IREO FRITEHCFHETH 505, BRI FERDBETEIL L
TELBEICH L TRSERRED A TH L2 LR LIT LIS S NS, IREISLTH Y
T A FRBBHE (L FarfBE s/ A<7) o EEyEb Hiatbeoo, gt
FRRE AT BE 722 Wik CIAERRI I AT S 2 2 L D HER SN Do S5 E RS AT 2 v
7ot T O BN L 2 0155, 2 LAEEFRE BT L7202, RICEHLFREHT
HELGEIBHFHEEZRES LT ERVI L, FA Y U U Z #E L T 23548 1305
HREF & DFFRIZER E SNTVDEZ &R EIEENLETDH 5,

WIILIZL T, ERRPTHLR &b HO 7RI IED  IHEREIEOBENZ T L,
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MR2  BEEOMEERTE, BRECHWU TREHREEHERINSD ?

> AT—MAU BN
1) FFEE, FEY V/VEER I U CTHREHREEZITS CEEIRERT 5.
[(#ERDERE : FUW», IETVADEERS G8X): D FEEICHEW)]
2) BhERABICH U CHEHREEZITD CEZIRET .
[ERDEE : FUW», IETVYADEERS G&8X): D FEEICHEW)]
3) FFEfE(CX U TR EZITDIBRVC & ZIRET B,
[ERDERET UV, IETVADEES (G8X): D GEEICHEW)]

&

E&

R tRmAs - HEROWRIE NI TREGEWREDP T TH - 720%, FHYEFR
DI LA WIIRH IR L U 2 EORFTIER 2 A 72 RFERERIC L), B
BIDEHND &) I12% > TE 7o FFICERBELEA D 7w ) TR TSI IER, B
W CORIHERIC L WV E A BN 2, RBOBEREEFIRE S TETWRYY, i
8, EERE OIS TR LT, mARBURRG R & L CTHERO MR 1250 2 2L
SHRERGT LIS, iestg, IR 7 SR 2 R~ O BTG #E (SBRT) APk
B E LCHfTITREL 72 o TB Y, 2020 FFICIENERE, SN OA ) T8k, wf Ik irmEhE
Bt L COBIBIEA S N7z K CQ TR LD &9 BB ICHGHRRIL OB H 57, &
72 FEB GRS P RUGERIR D D 5 DI OWTHRE L7ze TR O R, BE %
R E L7zHTA S BRI OME 1372 <, ax— ML =22 =W TH Y, 6
HREJRFTESE - BTE Y 2 oNERR, iR, R0 3 2120 TG L 72

1. SFE% - FRBY V /\EiEcisBHR

RFTHECHTE ) /S ERRB NN T 5 3 IRITTEARIRS % i v 72 b i ik o 3
oML (1861, 4141, 3061) Ti&, AFEHMPRESZNZN 1597 H, 161 7 H, 175
HATH-725, ZMHEEERICH L, grade 3 ML EOILEREIER 2 M DS TIEFED
TESHT, 1 MOHETIL grade 1 -3 AT U TH o720 BITFEIIINT S SBRT @ 3
Mot (1841, 3141, 51#1) Tix, AFHIHPIEIZ I3 A, 16 7H, 181 HTHho
7259, AMAEEERICH L, grade 3L Lol bEEMIZ 5% (B X &R LY
A), 0%, 2% LEETH o7z, F72, EREMMRICE LT, SBRT @ 2fOMEIZT, 1
AT 63% DIEFEFMELRL, b 1RWITEFHEMBEHIZOWTHIEA58%, 50% i A
31%, 20%iREAS9% &\ ) FERTH o720 B FRUGHE 30 B, Tk FHUGE 30 BHloHE T
&, AR TRE 26 7 ATH Y, HEEREOM EAVREN T W20, fEH
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B2 DWW TIE grade 3 DALEEROMEIZZNFN 13%, 0% THh - 720

2. FhECiBER

Downs-Canner 5%1&, a&— M2 T, KR 0 FHREIMEZBZ DA TH - 72 41 61
D5, REGHE (Fii 560, SBRT 460 : Tl & = 1)) % hifT L7z 8B GhHEHIOIL
SFREGT 625%, BB OILFHENRTT 875%) DAL AP ILitA 27 # H TH - 72 L #H
H L7z, WD o QAN A IIEL, RBETGED 675 W A Tho7zDIZxf L, fbadiik
it (2361) 338 7 A, MEiHE (10 61) 299 7 B &, JRFTEEMEATIC TR B A AT
ELTw/ (p=0.006)

3. FEiEER

Mahadevan 5'V1&, ZHi%DE5T — % 7 5 IFEB I LT SBRT % 17 L 72 427
Bk 20 B) 2 f3Ar L, RESEEBIOAEAFIIM P E, RIBw27 7 A, w21 2 A, WA
BHERS 25 # HCTH Y, BiE 10 7 B, KGR EBEDAOMELEE 15 7R, BR6 7R LD
QAEBICAGFIMPER L Tz @i L7z (p<0.0001)o FEHEICE L Cld b s
L, SBRT 12 & 2 FHRUEBEXEIIHS 2 Th V. AEFRRIZEL T, grade 3 U EOFESR
RIIHDO SN D> 720

LLEORRE 25, JRATEIE - g >/ SHssiE ¢ & it F I8 120§ 2 R I3 %
BT TE, TPRUEDRIWEFETE L2200, BFBREEZIT) 2L 2RETHIL
EL7ze =0, FEBHEIIINS 5 MGHREIIZEICITTE 5 b 00, TRUEDRE
RO LMED RN, BHFFRELITDR VI L2 RET LI L LT

B ZEKFER

AT—KX2 M1
ek fiycer fibhrwi bt btk .
HE3E$ 5 GRVIESE) | 1RET 5 BBV IESD) | IRET 5 B3V IESD) | #3235 Gy |

2% (14) 92% (46 %) 2% (14) 0% (04) 4% (24)
AT—RKX N2
fFrze% ficex bt btk esmr L
IS 2 GRCIESD) | 3BT 2 (GRS | 3255 5 G3ViER) | 4333 2 GRueiess) | &

2% (14) 94% (47 %) 2% (1%4) 0% (0%) 2% (14)
AT—KXARN3
FrzrE >zt fibnwl s fFbrwI Lk .
39 5 GRVIESE) | 1RET 5 B3V IESD) | RET 5 B3V IS | #3235 GRuviEsy) |

0% (04) 12% (6 44) 84% (42 %) 2% (14) 2% (14)
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4.

EREBEET 5 (Metastatic) BEDA

BHE~NDIRE
L, BUHRAREOBIG & % 2 BB 4 ) TR 4 L O ROMML L FHRIERME
MRS 5 720 ORI & BRABRSLETH 5o AROWMILICE LT, WEEDT ) LENT
2T, BRI 2 R34 ) TR O 28% I HFET A 2 EHE ST

ﬁk)m),

© 3|AXHER

% (M)

INA F =71 = ZHED L RFTGREOBEINII DRI 5 2 EPHIRSI N5,

1) Thomas RM, Truty MJ, Nogueras-Gonzalez GM, et

2

3

4

5

6

=

=z

=

=

Ndg

al. Selective reoperation for locally recurrent or met-
astatic pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma following
primary pancreatic resection. J Gastrointest Surg
2012; 16: 1696-704.(7r — A ¥ 1) — X)

Downs-Canner S, Zenati M, Boone BA, et al. The
indolent nature of pulmonary metastases from duc-
tal adenocarcinoma of the pancreas. J Surg Oncol
2015; 112: 80-5.(Z K — )

Nakamura A, Itasaka S, Takaori K, et al. Radiother-
apy for patients with isolated local recurrence of pri-
mary resected pancreatic cancer. Prolonged dis-
ease—free interval associated with favorable progno-
sis. Strahlenther Onkol 2014; 190: 485-90.(7 — & &
) —2X)

Habermehl D, Brecht IC, Bergmann F, et al. Chemo-
radiation in patients with isolated recurrent pancre-
atic cancer-therapeutical efficacy and probability of
re-resection. Radiat Oncol 2013; 8 27.(7— A 1) —
)

Wilkowski R, Thoma M, Bruns C, et al. Combined
chemoradiotherapy for isolated local recurrence
after primary resection of pancreatic cancer. JOP
2006; 7: 34-40.(7r — A 1) — R)

Comito T, Cozzi L, Zerbi A, et al. Clinical results of
stereotactic body radiotherapy (SBRT) in the treat-
ment of isolated local recurrence of pancreatic can-
cer after RO surgery: a retrospective study. Eur J
Surg Oncol 2017; 43: 735-42.(7r — A > ) — X)

7) Ryan JF, Groot VP, Rosati LM, et al. Stereotactic

8

9

10

11

12

<z

=

=

—

=

body radiation therapy for isolated local recurrence
after surgical resection of pancreatic ductal adeno-
carcinoma appears to be safe and effective. Ann
Surg Oncol 2018; 25: 280-9.(7 — A ¥ 1) — %)

Gkika E, Adebahr S, Kirste S, et al. Stereotactic body
radiotherapy (SBRT) in recurrent or oligometastat-
ic pancreatic cancer: a toxicity review of simultane-
ous integrated protection (SIP) versus convention-
al SBRT. Strahlenther Onkol 2017, 193: 433-43.
English.(7 — 2 ¥ 1) — %)

Mizumoto T, Terashima K, Matsuo Y, et al. Proton
radiotherapy for isolated local recurrence of prima-
ry resected pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma. Ann
Surg Oncol 2019; 26: 2587-94.(/7 — A ¥ 1) — X)
Kawashiro S, Yamada S, Isozaki Y, et al. Carbon-ion
radiotherapy for locoregional recurrence after pri-
mary surgery for pancreatic cancer. Radiother
Oncol 2018; 129: 101-4.(7 — A ) — X)

Mahadevan A, Blanck O, Lanciano R, et al. Stereotac-
tic body radiotherapy (SBRT) for liver metastasis—
clinical outcomes from the international multi-insti-
tutional RSSearch® Patient Registry. Radiat Oncol
2018; 13: 26.(7 — A1) —A)

Yachida S, White CM, Naito Y, et al. Clinical signifi-
cance of the genetic landscape of pancreatic cancer
and implications for identification of potential long-
term survivors. Clin Cancer Res 2012; 18: 6339-
47.(ak— 1)



SSt1 289

345 - $EF0EE (Supportive & Palliative Medicine)
{A AT MEZX (Stenting) (SSt)

VIBRREERR R IC X T BB R L —I D7 FO0—FEE UTARE

1 o
SSU ies )L — N B N B 2

AF—RX B
VIR BERNEIC W T B AEE R U F— VEARERIRAIENICIT O T & ZIRET B,
[(HREDBRE 55V, TETFTYRADEERYE BX): B (4)]

2

E&

PHEEME TR % O YIBRARRE G (O A 003 N L — D1, ALFERERT O IO A2
57, FHL QOL OUENHEETE 2720, BBIIITIRETHL, CNETOHEF
L =Yo7 7u—FEid, WHENRIENIEE FL -2 (EBD) B X RTINS
FLJ—2 (PTBD) 23 Eii Th o 7245, FAFEBE RN 2 H 72 NHE R ELE L —
b5 OFBE W NS FIHE N L+ — (endoscopic ultrasonography—guided biliary drain-
age ; EUS-BD) OoF kb #HLEEN T2,

PR ICIRE L K7 70— FE2 B L2 ME I ETCOLIAHFELE
Vo HEVEIHERIZEIZ 0 A EBD & PTBD % i L 72 RCT VI2B W T, FHEII IR
(89% vs. 76%), THBZRNE (MER) IZEBD VAEICENTEY (81% vs. 61%, p=
0017), MBFEFREHEDL EBD IZHANPTBD THi< (19% vs. 67%), 30 HLARSETEH L A
IZPTBD TEHWRERTH -7z (15% vs. 33%, p=0016). F7: 34D RCT & 6 D%
EHEMEOEUS-BD £ PTBD 2 B L2V AT YT A v 7 LEa—E XAy TF1) 2 29T
&, PHEIIEEFRST (v X178, 95%CT @ 0.69-459, 1°=22%), {HEZEHE L EUS-
BD 2WENTHY (F v Xk 045, 95%CI : 0.23-089, I*=0%), H5siEs4% b EUS-BD
ThR (F v X023, 95%CI < 012-047, 1=57%) LW ) &R TH->70 £ ->TPTBD
1233 % EBD %° EUS-BD O IR SN Twb, F2—HIcNELTE % EBD %
EUS-BD (Z/ME®D PTBD IZ N TILEHR O AIZA %, Fa—7EBOLEDL 2 BEH
WALV E V) BBV THETAEE LwEEZ b,

—7, EBD & EUS-BD % It# L 72 3#D RCT *¥ & 4 itk A0 X HEMEY 0y 27
RTA VI LEa=L X8 TFY AT, FHEEIE () A7 1.00, 95%CI : 0.96-1.04,
P=0%), HERMFE () A2 098, 95%CI:094-103, *=0%) Z[A%TH Y, WIRIE
g () 227 1078, 95%CI : 050-1.20, °=8%) b#EiF VW) FERTH -7z, EUS-
BDiZWE 7 EBD ® L) ICHET LT L 3w 29, BTN ZABEONTWEIE, &5
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5. X - 0% (Supportive & Palliative Medicine)

WA & 2 HFAEITEE QOL 2K T S5 0A% 55, BRIIHBHINEEICBITL 21
NI ST, MO THTIEDH HPBICW LHED I N TS, L72> T, TXTDHERK
THATASHRE L V) DIFTlE % <, SVRHE, BURMBHEIC X 2 ot aknNy 27 v 7
BHOD L skl B\ T L 2 NHEEEDT ) XE THh S, EBD % EUS-BD "R T 5
Hi S W2 FEAERET, MATNHAER) 2— 24+ > ¥ — 2B\ T EBD ANEIEE o EUS-BD
DREATHER IR 7 <10 B 5T EUS-BD 4% EBD W #iiE > (A 55# & O RifE o113
b Sk, Lo TEBD SE—#RE 2 ), WO G# & LT EUS-BD & PTBD 7%
AL, Mgk ofE TBIRT 52 L 21—%ET 5,

B ZECKFER

Frzk% Frzk% Fbhn s fFibhnI s Hesmr L
ST 5 GRVIESD) | R%T 5 (B3I | 1K 2 (F5E30) | 385 5 Gaviesy) | ™
9% (4 %) 91% (41 %4) 0% (0 %) 0% (0 %) 0% (0%)
BHE~NDIEE

JHERLF—YDIT—NV A% >4 — KIZEBD Th b, —F, EUS-BD ISBEIHENHIE

THEATEA 7 >~ M EMN (EUS-AS) Z#lAEbE#i7% L —V@ErRHE S, A7
Y FOEMBESPFEENTHEEY, LA L EUS-BDATEBD ® & ) I2E KT 5720
HHTNA AOBSE FHROMNY., L TEBD & LR L 722861 Toarm & R0 b#Eg
ELETH Lo

© 5|
1) Speer AG, Cotton PB, Russell RC, et al. Randomised controlled study. Gastrointest Endosc 2018; 88: 277-
trial of endoscopic versus percutaneous stent inser- 82.(7 ¥ L)
tion in malignant obstructive jaundice. Lancet 1987; 6) Dhir V, Itoi T, Khashab MA, et al. Multicenter com-
2 (8550): 57-62.(7 » & 1) parative evaluation of endoscopic placement of
2) Sharaiha RZ, Khan MA, Kamal F, et al. Efficacy and expandable metal stents for malignant distal com-
safety of EUS-guided biliary drainage in comparison mon bile duct obstruction by ERCP or EUS-guided
with percutaneous biliary drainage when ERCP approach. Gastrointest Endosc 2015; 81: 913-
fails: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Gastro- 2.(r—Aavbua—))
intest Endosc 2017; 85: 904-14.( % %) 7) Kawakubo K, Kawakami H, Kuwatani M, et al. Endo-
3) Bang JY, Navaneethan U, Hasan M, et al. Stent scopic ultrasound-guided choledochoduodenostomy
placement by EUS or ERCP for primary biliary vs. transpapillary stenting for distal biliary obstruc-
decompression in pancreatic cancer: a randomized tion. Endoscopy 2016; 48: 164-9.(7 — A2 ¥ 1 —
trial (with videos). Gastrointest Endosc 2018; 88: 9- )
17.(5 v ¥ 1) 8) Nakai Y, Isayama H, Kawakami H, et al. Prospective
4) Paik WH, Lee TH, Park DH, et al. EUS-guided bili- multicenter study of primary EUS-guided choledo-
ary drainage versus ercp for the primary palliation choduodenostomy using a covered metal stent.
of malignant biliary obstruction: a multicenter ran- Endosc Ultrasound 2019; & 111-7.(#/—2 2> |
domized clinical trial. Am J Gastroenterol 2018; 113: o—))
987-97.(5 » ¥ 1) 9) Téllez-Avila FI, Figueredo-Zacarias MA, Mufioz—
5) Park JK, Woo YS, Noh DH, et al. Efficacy of EUS- Anaya E, et al. EUS-guided biliary drainage in
guided and ERCP-guided biliary drainage for malig- patients with distal malignant biliary obstruction

nant biliary obstruction: prospective randomized requires fewer interventions and has a lower cost



10)

11)

12)

compared to ERCP biliary drainage. Surg Endosc
2021; 35: 2531-6.(r — A3 » Fu—))

Holt BA, Hawes R, Hasan M, et al. Biliary drainage:
role of EUS guidance. Gastrointest Endosc 2016; 83:
160-5.(,— A2 > b a—)b)

Tonozuka R, Itoi T, Tsuchiya T, et al. EUS-guided
biliary drainage is infrequently used even in high—
volume centers of interventional EUS. Gastrointest
Endosc 2016; 84: 206-7.(7 — A3~ fu—)b)

Ogura T, Kitano M, Takenaka M, et al. Multicenter

13)

SSt1 291

prospective evaluation study of endoscopic ultra-
sound-guided hepaticogastrostomy combined with
antegrade stenting (with video). Dig Endosc 2018;
30: 252-9.(7r — A v hu—))

Yamamoto K, Ttoi T, Tsuchiya T, et al. EUS-guided
antegrade metal stenting with hepaticoenterostomy
using a dedicated plastic stent with a review of the
literature (with video). Endosc Ultrasound 2018; 7:
404-12.(r—2Aa v ra—))
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M EEZ A SYIBRTIEE, 5 WISUIBRTIREIRFRDEEICT LT

P2 U wIRF Y NEHEEE N ?

p AF— KA N
1) XIVUwIRTY NZERET B,

(DB : HFL, TETVAOEERYE (G8X): C (5)]
2) {FEREMEHREDBEE TSI AF v IRTY NIRRT %,

[(EEDBE : FUV, IEFTYADOEEYE G8): C (58)]

7

ﬁll

PFAZEME A 2 0 O R B E OMTHIIEE F L — V%17 BiE, FL - —JREIcpk) &6
JEAA 7 O PRI IS HALEZ LB LW I EAERETH Y, S5 IIITEMH oAb
FEWCHWEEZ RIS WS EDEETH D, A7~ MEER, MR i FLE DL & 7
HERE L TIE, JEEO ingrowth RIBIRIC L 5 AT~ MEN—KIITH V), HEDLEV,
L2L, EBIEINSITMA AT ¥ PO R &ETLFRENLEL 2255056, 4
XIS OERK%E F LT RBO (recurrent biliary obstruction) & %E#% L THET L 720

R L= VU@ AOREICIE, B g%, fEFEY, R, i, il Lrdbl, Zo
HEIZ T T AF v 7 AT FET0~636%, A¥ VU v 7 AT MNET0~28%TdH - 72117,
MEICL o THEEZDOLDITKRELREND H DL, MEEBIFE DU OEWEG S £
NCRLMEID LT HL720, BEROBERIZENSHL I L, WEIZL > TUTEIE
DEMPIZRBO D EEINTWAL I L, BENERLNL, MFEOHBIZOWTIE, 7 ATy
ATy FET461% (47/102), A%V v 7 A5 ¥ NEET 245% (12/49) &, I AF v
I 252 M THW (p=0012) &$ HME—ORIAE 2k — MiFFE" 2358 545, RCT 4 AKL568 %
G2 OMOME TIEMEEIZAE TR VWE LTV,

VAR, BEBROMTRTRI IR, YIRTTRE, CIRRTREEER, wIholRiichbitbh s L9
WX oTze SO0, HHETEIUITM AT - TOZZBR L BT 5 & IR R
FloTBY, WHICRBO # T L0 EHEIIR>TETWL, ZOHIZBWTIEA
)y 7 ATy FOFEREERET L0 L 0N, ZOLELIEr—Aay bu—)VAY
FATHY, MATHIEEOEELMEICL o TE LT HTH B2, —F, SHRET L
724 ARDRCT 9D 5 &, AFRTHBIE D & &6 T > TV A ME—OHEY TId, A A
)y 2 AT Y N TRBO VDR VR TH 5720 TDIEIHNDORCTIZOVWTIEr—Aa 2 b
0=V A% 71 L RRICITHIELE 2 To T v, H20IE—HOAToTWVE L)
WD, TNHARDRCTDAZ T F )V ADKETEEZIIAZ Vv 7 AT I T
RBO 7847\ (U 227 H0.349 (95%CI : 0.179-0680)), &\ #5HTdh - 720
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MO SBHEICOWTIE, TIAF v 7 AT Y bHETE3~72%, A%V v 7 A5 i
T 67~52% 7101 T g o 7o BHHEDERARA B2 0WEIC L > THRERZO D DIZK
ERENDHDHLHLOO, MEMIZEZLZVE LTWE DL,

DEDFERDS, TEFYZIZELTH3E IRV R ARWARBO A2 0E V) HTRAY
Vv 2 AT Y NOBHERET 5. —H 2ARDRCT I2BWT, fF#FHHEA 14 HuigThn
X, FOAF VI ATy bEAZ Yy 7 AT b®RBO OHEIIFETH A LMEENT
Who 612, ATV INOMBETIAF v 2 ATy N (B4TH) BSAZ Y v 2 AT b
#2077M) L0 d&MliTHLH, CNSOHERE Z, FHTIR2S 14 HFEEE & A2
TIAF I ATV FOMHBI—ETH I L & LT

JAMIBELTIE, A7 Y NEAROEE AIULRIEO@EY 75 AF v 7 AT 2 N9l
Thb, LHPLEDS, RBOD/DODAT Y MRHBEMW TS HE AR TS L, ABEE LT
13937 mi (2021 4 8 HBiAfE) (DPCHABE %), FHHE (NHEEMIEE A 7 > b & &l
(K688))] & LT 11540 HASEE Y, EHIZTFAF v 7 AT ¥ +OMlKELFEE & LT
b b, Lh>T, RBO T—ETLABET AL, FRMIZIZAZ ) vy 7 A7 FEREL
THAEEVLEL DI A NPRE L LD, 72, RBOZRI TS A I V7128 - T, firel
WD, SOICEFMAEN L 22 WEELH ), WIRORAT VM EFERT 2501, &
FOFHLBMKL72) Z TREL 2T 5 v,

B ZESHFER

ZAF—RAT 1
yztE Lk R N AL (W
ST B GROIESD) | IRET 5 IS0 | RET 5 (FBVIE50) | 1383 5 vz |

13% (64) 82% (37 4) 4% (2%) 0% (0%) 0% (04)
AF—RAT K2
Fyzes frzes fbhulls |FbRuILE |
HSET B GROHESD) | 32T 5 GIVIESD) | RET 5 (V3D | #3835 i) |

0% (04) 82% (28 %) 15% (544) 0% (04) 3% (144)
BHE~DERESE

FHZEME S 2 0F ) B OMRTIEE F L+ — 1B W T, iz it LT 7 I A
FOITAT Y NEAS Y AT Y NERBLIZEOBNIE T Y A3d kv, 72, H%E
PERE % 4 ) R T IR AR D RICA > T e HE b L v, KCQICKHT 5T
CF v ARMEST 57-20120%, BRICIRELZX DV Z{DORCT IZL 2P ULETH D,
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5. X - #Bf1E&E (Supportive & Palliative Medicine)

©® 3|
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7)

Tamura T, Itonaga M, Ashida R, et al. Covered self-
expandable metal stents versus plastic stents for
preoperative biliary drainage in patient receiving
neo-adjuvant chemotherapy for borderline resect-
able pancreatic cancer: prospective randomized
study. Dig Endosc 2021; 33: 1170-8.(5 » ¥ 4)
Kobayashi K, Kobara H, Kamada H, et al. Compari-
son of plastic stent versus metal stent in preopera-
tive biliary drainage for pancreatic head cancer with
neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy. ] Hepatobiliary
Pancreat Sci 2021; 28: 856-63.(7 — A2 > b —)b)
Latenstein AEJ, Mackay TM, van Huijgevoort NCM,
et al; Dutch Pancreatic Cancer Group. Nationwide
practice and outcomes of endoscopic biliary drain-
age in resectable pancreatic head and periampullary
cancer. HPB (Oxford) 2021; 23: 270-8.(7—A 2 » b
g—))

Kuwatani M, Nakamura T, Hayashi T, et al; Hokkai-
do Pancreatic Cancer Study Group (HOPS). Clinical
outcomes of biliary drainage during a neoadjuvant
therapy for pancreatic cancer: metal versus plastic
stents. Gut Liver 2020; 14: 269-73.(7— A=~ b
a—))

Cho JH, Yoon YS, Kim EJ, et al. A multicenter pro-
spective randomized controlled trial for preopera-
tive biliary drainage with uncovered metal versus
plastic stents for resectable periampullary cancer. ]
Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2020; 27: 690-9.(7 » %
L)

Olsson G, Frozanpor F, Lundell L, et al. Preoperative
biliary drainage by plastic or self-expandable metal
stents in patients with periampullary tumors: results
of a randomized clinical study. Endosc Int Open
2017; 5: E798-808.(7 » ¥ 1)

Tol JA, van Hooft JE, Timmer R, et al. Metal or plas-
tic stents for preoperative biliary drainage in resect-
able pancreatic cancer. Gut 2016; 65: 1981-7.( 2 & —
M)

8) Song TJ, Lee JH, Lee SS, et al. Metal versus plastic
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15

=

=

=

=
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fu

=

stents for drainage of malignant biliary obstruction
before primary surgical resection. Gastrointest
Endosc 2016; 84: 814-21.(5 > ¥ 2)

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.(7r — A3 >~ k1 —)b)
Decker C, Christein JD, Phadnis MA, et al. Biliary
metal stents are superior to plastic stents for preop-
erative biliary decompression in pancreatic cancer.
Surg Endosc 2011; 25: 2364-7.(7— A2~ hu—)b)
Vehvilainen S, Seppanen H, Nurmi A, et al. Use of
self-expandable metallic stents for endoscopic bili-
ary decompression decreases stent complications in
pancreatic cancer patients receiving chemotherapy.
Surg Endosc 2022; 36: 614-20.(7 — A2 ¥~ b a—)L)
Tsuboi T, Sasaki T, Serikawa M, et al. Preoperative
biliary drainage in cases of borderline resectable
pancreatic cancer treated with neoadjuvant chemo-
therapy and surgery. Gastroenterol Res Pract 2016;
2016: 7968201.(7 —A a2 ¥ ha—)u)

Nakamura K, Sho M, Akahori T, et al. A comparison
between plastic and metallic biliary stent placement
in patients receiving preoperative neoadjuvant
chemoradiotherapy for resectable pancreatic cancer.
World J Surg 2019; 43: 642-48.(/r — A2 >~ Fa—
V)

Haapamaki C, Seppanen H, Udd M, et al. Preopera-
tive biliary decompression preceding pancreaticodu-
odenectomy with plastic or self-expandable metallic
stent. Scand J Surg 2015; 104: 79-85.(7 — A 2 > |
o—)v)

Cavell LK, Allen PJ, Vinoya C, et al. Biliary self-
expandable metal stents do not adversely affect
pancreaticoduodenectomy. Am J Gastroenterol 2013;
108: 1168-73.(7 — A3 » b u—))
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FAEMEBEZH SUBRTEEREICH U THN—[EAXAIVUYIRT

BB aimansh 2

> AT—RFMA B
AN—FEXAIUVIRFTY MZAND C EZIRET D,
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JHE A5 > b OFZER B ) JHEFZIREEDOHE T (recurrent biliary obstruction ;
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OFREMO—KRE b 725, FAETIHLFAFEOMEARIZ L) BEREE O PRITERES 5 I
W2, PZEOESIIWMLTWiEEZONL, F72, (LFFEEORATIC L ) RS M
THZENRE SN TVEY, Coo, L) EHNBOIBERFEREOHEREIIIHTE, £
T2HENDRIEDES R ATV PO RO SN TV 5,

AT Y NITITRF v T ERXE) v 7ICRKINENL BIEZETA 74 2 20194ER Tl
PAZEMETE % 0F ) WIBRASRERRE IS L C T I AF v 7 A7 v P EHOHRRM X 5 ) v 7 A5
Y (SEMS) OELLDHERSNDNE V) CQAEDHY, 25 ) v 7 ATV MaERT 2
(HEROHRS R, TET Y AOME T A) LG SNTZ, TIAF v 7 AT v P EREL
TSEMS OFRHMIEHLNTH Y HA KT 4 2 2022 FERTIECQ & LTHY EiIFsnTwn
2\ SEMS &1 3—ff % (covered SEMS) & #1/3—7 L (uncovered SEMS) (25313 5
., 4o CQ Tl covered SEMS & uncovered SEMS OFAZENRSE % By - MEFF3 A0 &
EERENZ DV TGS L 72, REFLEHM 2R B A 7 > F OFFli&#E TH 5 TOKYO criteria T,
PREAFIRE Y M 2860 L LTAT » MAEDS RBO % 2729 F CTOHM (time to
RBO : TRBO) % #Hilid % & £ AHRE STV 2%, RBO DJEKN & LTIk & %D H % o
Uncovered SEMS Tl PEBE AL MILBCREFEAY 2 7 > I IZHESE L tumor/tissue ingrowth
IZEBM%EEZ XL T <, RBODELRERTH S, —F, covered SEMS Tl uncovered
SEMS @ ingrowth # ¥+ 2 B THEOWHOB ) ) aryR) 77 70t0x
F 1> (PTFE) LW 2EMTHN—ENTWDE, ZOHEIZL Y ingrowth # P TE 5
— /T, AT ¥ MHIHEREICFEE SN AR WO ®REATE 2 ) 9 < &), RBO OELRENR
b 72, RBO DALOMBEERE L L TIIERSCIBELRZ E23H Y, b b SEMS 0%
EWERFHET %) A TREE R D,

Covered SEMS & uncovered SEMS # H#{ L 72 RCT (X 10 #g L FAFTE L T 578, %
BERECB 5 T B RCT 2D A TH o 72V, 7 70— TR CREHE 2B L TR %
#1072 RCT 1 1T, AAFBITE % MEFF 2 BEJ) I3 A B2 covered SEMS AN TV 5 2 &
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WG S N208, BHRSRONTE ) SIENIREZBIEICE - 72 2480 RCT % 54l L 726
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LTI 21T > 72 RCT 2 & ® 723/ TiE, WINd TRBOIFEREICEWHER L %2 572, RBO
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ered SEMS Tl 0% Ta 4 —7, uncovered SEMS Tl 26% CTH o 720 &P L Tt 248
& b covered SEMS, uncovered SEMS & $ 12 01 TH - 7-c RBO DA DEIEAEIX, BEHDS
covered SEMS T 1%, uncovered SEMS T 2%, NBFERIZZN TN 1% & 2% TH ) Bz
W 7%ro7,

G DA OB B D S AR O S A7 <54 v 7 L E 2 — R TG ShTn 412,
Wb PZEIHAE & B - HERES 2 R0 I3 RSE v Lid covered SEMS DT ) 2SN TV 5
WRTHo7o SSITHISERERIZOVTII6MTIIAEA.  MET, 14 T covered
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FEIEFEAFRIIFET OME L VIR TH - 72,
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Eablfr - MRS 2 REIIIRICIRB T 2 L ERTBY, BRSO REZ & A TY L
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A, PZEREOLEANEEL VO FEA AL, MHICE > THBERORA ML ADBL RN 2
12, PZEREOIENES Th Do UL XY, PHZEMEEIE % 1) SIRARRIEERR |20 L C covered
SEMS O # R HFEST L L L L7z Lo L, BBRICEEZRELZ RCT 472 0n7-05
WS L L7z IATDOAE D S EIR % 92% & mERICE D RCT 23 S 41, TRBO 13 covered
SEMS THEIZELBRBEIIFAEL VIOKETH Y, KCQDHERENZ L THL I L2RL
TR EEZLNLY,

B, COMHLTIEEL -  TRINV-TIY)HEIIOWTHERETH L L) frfix <
O, BT L) BEER WSS CPAZEMEE 2 B - MR 288007 & L CRERL 72,

B ZESRFER

Frzk% Frok% Fbhrnits Fhin L s L
HeB2 2 GRVIESE) | RS 5 (B3 HESD) | 3253 2 (J5\30) | 383 2 Gaviesy) |

12% (54) 88% (38 44) 0% (04) 0% (04) 0% (04)
BHE~NDIRE

Covered SEMS & uncovered SEMS % i3 % RCT 1Z 10#wLL LFED 5 b DD, FEEZ /K
NZAZDDIZ2WMDOATH 720 RO, 5 IEROEEHE\ RCT Tt covered
SEMS OAEDSH R Tdd o 7225, MOEEITH T 2MBEAWTH 5, 4%, BRICEEL
FREL72 RCT O¥fNE, TNHz2db bl v ATY T4 v 27 L Ea—IlL ) EVIET
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X5 EERALERAZEIS S LTI 2 SV B 225 St AT h T & 7295, 1990 4R
LEHTHILE R 7~ MEAMOFHREA S, 2000 FH0 S I13FICARE LY V72 A
72 MEARIAITOID LD 127% > TV B, NIREEIIEILE 2 7 > MF A & SR 22
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BOD, WTFNHHLEAT ¥ MEAMTHVE VIR TH - 72,
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&



SSt4 299

ALY TH o720 WTNOWIEIZE VT ML HEIN T 2 kD S L0 A -
I £ TOMIMIZHEALE R 7 >~ MRAN THREIZE W Z EATRSINT W5, HILERZEREIR
FFIxTT A A, 156% - 57% & 347% - 33% &\ 3L b HVEHI B ZEiEW A TR
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4 LEEHIEEEEXT> b
A :uncovered stent (Niti-S B+ BB X 7> ;, Taewoong Medical $t&)
B : covered stent (Niti-S B+ _#5BEHAI>EXF > ~, Taewoong Medical #t#4)
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DiboiERe s, H - + B AEER D BRI X 2HEERE IO T AHENL -
ELTUE, THEM - BEMEIDIEIAEZICE W EUS-BD #8 %9 5, 7272 L EUS-BD O
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FLEVIZOW TR EDEEN D), TOROEE A THEIHL 72,
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BHE~NDIEE

Al E & N7 SCHRIZREDTTEFEE 5 Db O TH D, EINO RCT IZA SN D572,
HATIE, EFEAOBHREMESCHOHEREZT TR CEES S0 BRIt T TomEkE
ZEALLZLR, LTLIMEISEELEDLRTOELE) ULV H 5, 4%i1E, HEAD
G o7, BE - ZEOMEIEE EA U7z ACP OR%E &L AMMEDBEENLETH %,
F7:, ERHEFEDPS ACPHEDT A FI74 Y PHEINTEY, £EOHGHE - i - 9§
Bt - T - HEI R & TH ACP DM A BEAIL > T D 2 EIZHiAD &, E
HEZROBIBNTH ACPZER LTS ZEPEILWEERION L,
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1) Rietjens JAC, Sudore RL, Connolly M, et al; Europe- Between Oncology Clinicians and Patients With
an Association for Palliative Care. Definition and Life-Limiting Cancer: A Cluster Randomized Clini-
recommendations for advance care planning: an cal Trial of the Serious Illness Care Program.
international consensus supported by the European JAMA Oncol 2019; 5: 801-9.(F ~ ¥ 2)

Association for Palliative Care. Lancet Oncol 2017; 7) Bernacki R, Paladino J, Neville BA, et al. Effect of the
18: e543-e51. (Rtdk 7 L) serious illness care program in outpatient oncology:

2) Epstein RM, Duberstein PR, Fenton JJ, et al. Effect a cluster randomized clinical trial. JAMA Intern
of a patient-centered communication intervention Med 2019; 179: 751-9.(5 >~ ¥ )
on oncologist-patient communication, quality of life, 8) Johnson SB, Butow PN, Bell ML, et al. A randomised
and health care utilization in advanced cancer: the controlled trial of an advance care planning inter-
voice randomized clinical trial. JAMA Oncol 2017; 3: vention for patients with incurable cancer. Br J Can-
92-100.(7 » ¥ &) cer 2018; 119: 1182-90.(7 >~ ¥ &)

3) Rodenbach RA, Brandes K, Fiscella K, et al. Promot- 9) Korfage IJ, Carreras G, Arnfeldt Christensen CM, et
ing end-of-life discussions in advanced cancer: al. Advance care planning in patients with advanced
effects of patient coaching and question prompt lists. cancer: A 6-country, cluster-randomised clinical tri-
J Clin Oncol 2017; 35: 842-51.(F » ¥ 2\) al. PLoS Med 2020; 17: €1003422.(5 ~ % 2)

4) Clayton JM, Butow PN, Tattersall MH, et al. Ran- 10) Patel MI, Sundaram V, Desai M, et al. Effect of a lay
domized controlled trial of a prompt list to help health worker intervention on goals—of-care docu-
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Clin Oncol 2007; 25: 715-23.(F >~ ¥ 2) clinical trial. JAMA Oncol 2018; 4: 1359-66.(7 >~ ¥

5) Stein RA, Sharpe L, Bell ML, et al. Randomized con- )
trolled trial of a structured intervention to facilitate 11) Yun YH, Kang E, Park S, et al. Efficacy of a decision
end-of-life decision making in patients with aid consisting of a video and booklet on advance
advanced cancer. J Clin Oncol 2013; 31: 3403-10.(5 care planning for advanced cancer patients: random-
VE L) ized controlled trial. J Pain Symptom Manage 2019;

6) Paladino J, Bernacki R, Neville BA, et al. Evaluating 58:940-8.e2.(7 » ¥ 1)

an Intervention to Improve Communication
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A, BRI Bl nwZ e L), TV ADREFEEIZIT L EFIT L 72 F 72,
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Tumeurs Digestives of Unicancer; PRODIGE Inter- trial. Int J Clin Oncol 2015; 20: 866-71.(F » ¥ )
group. FOLFIRINOX versus gemcitabine for meta- 8) Smith EM, Pang H, Cirrincione C, et al; Alliance for
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ACCRU pilot trial. Support Care Cancer 2016; 24: neuropathy. Cancer Chemother Pharmacol 2018; 82:
547-53.(5 ¥ ¥ 1) 787-93.(7 ¥ ¥ 1)

4) Salehifar E, Janbabaei G, Hendouei N, et al. Compar- 10) Otake A, Yoshino K, Ueda Y, et al. Usefulness of
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40: 249-57.(5 » ¥ 1) 11) Smith EM, Pang H, Ye C, et al; Alliance for Clinical

5) T A, {EREEA, MIEETE, Ml Oxaliplatin 8 Trials in Oncology. Predictors of duloxetine
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6) Yang YH, Lin JK, Chen WS, et al. Duloxetine trolled trial-CALGB/alliance 170601. Eur ] Cancer
improves oxaliplatin-induced neuropathy in patients Care (Engl) 2017; 26: 10.1111/ecc.12421.(5 >~ ¥ 2)
with colorectal cancer: an open-label pilot study. 12) FINHER, BRI, MR, M JrosAsEicpE
Support Care Cancer 2012; 20: 1491-7.(JE 5 > ¥ ) 9 RAYFRERE 2R B I TN Y DOEREE

7) Hirayama Y, Ishitani K, Sato Y, et al. Effect of dulox- fili. BEHEHEE 2021; 47:1-9. (aF—1)
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