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Current lopics in chemotherapy for breast cancer patients

VA

- P ff0* kR EfE O BWE T
EQEEOJ}E%" TOI Masakazu SAJI Shigehira BANDG Hiroko
SAEOIESt
Capecitabine B#3:5F © Median 1£6.1 # B, Docetaxel
i U &I BRSO Median 24.2% B¢, AEEFEDL

B BT R L WESEEORE - BRUEBRR
Ehe, WEREBEE, L CHMEEREN LR
FfTbR T b, FICKE, BROTH LWEA,
HLWHRERIESHESR, Y14 FIv 7 CBRLTY
4, 2 CHBERIEICHET B Docetaxel +Capecitab-
ine B, WEIGH#EICE TS Anthracycline—Taxane
BERRY LW TR S,

1. Taxane+#& 0 FU A%
BRABERAICBVT, WEHE DL LERC
LW EFEBOATFUEMEFERT L o LIIHETH S
LELELLATE,, EIAMRRILEST, 2
DEL T LA 7$5L) 2HAERICOIRE S
RBLH ot —2REILHAANELEI TR
Herceptin+ Paclitaxel #E TdH 5. Her-2BHERREIC
%t U, Herceptin-+Paclitaxel #1513 Paclitaxel EAFHIE
EICHL, B FHREPERT S, 5T Paclitaxel
BYRETE % S - EBIEE O 2/3HH 1 Herceptin BEEE
ERUTTWAZLEZZRTHE, BEOL)RVER
HoEfEASEEL BT T L0ERITREV. 3
U ko o fif H#5E1E Docetaxel +Capecitabine #£i:C
& 5. Anthracycline T EDWBRAERBIIETS 5 W
I EREFBSLLE & MR I24T s Docetaxel + Capec-
itabine ¥ vs Docetaxel IO HEHRBRC B v
.C Daocetaxel +Capecitabine JEIE 3 EFF 2 RIT TR
EBWTHEOYES R L.
¥ 5 A # ¥ 2 — Wik Docetaxel +Capecitabine

2 B> T Docetaxel 75mg/m’/q3, Capecitabine 1,250mg/

m® twice daily 2-weeks, Docetaxel B 13 Doce-
taxe! 100mg/m*/3q TH %. Partial response (PR} Bl E
O EEEHEUEE I 5 i3 Docetaxel +Capecitabine #%i
BE42%(23F L, Docetaxel BEMIMIERI0% T, TEE
BE e & N7z, Stable disease(SD) B L arER%, %
BB TH o7 WEPHET TCOHEIL Docetaxel +
HRELEARRAR ER

ATWwaA, E/i, BERBROET® A5 L Doce-
taxel + Capecitabine S ETED50% ETFHE X 14.5
B, Dacetaxel BB EROS0% A FHMzI1.50 A
T, ZZTHMBERMOEFRBECB - THEEI RS
LRTwa, IThids, REHEEFEREIE0R
FIIBVWTHRATHL I LARTHITTAR L, Rl
RS B VIR oW ERCEET WIEEOT
BRI oSBT RETTE LT b, Grade
Jor AOBERIIOVT A B &, FRMITFPIRES I
BETASERED O TWEWA, TH, BX, O
M4, Hand-foot RIS ARBEEICLSVTHL S
CERTH A, 0, OWNE, Hand-foot FEMEHE L
Docetaxel +Capecitabine SFIERIZ BV TI20% A O
EFHTHRDLRTEY, FHRAHICBV THGREEY
BT oSS EELMEA IR 5 TEEE S 5.
Taxane L BO FURICHHCHET 5B EFRET
% Docetaxel, Paclitaxel, 5'-DFUR, UFT % & &
HELBIINITHR TS, BiF, ERHIZLD
Docetaxel+5-DFUR BEOHEEY R L FME T
LR AITHA, RFLREIHESIN T B,
Taxane ##EQ FU BB IESE, B5Ar Vo —
N EFREPERIT R EEE R 0N, FOMRER
@¥%RE & LT Thymidine phosphorylase(TP) % 4i- L. 72
biochemical modulation dZFEE N TH Y, KERK
HAHRRAELECH S,

2. fiENEEC 11 5 Anthracycline—Taxane 5
AT, FOMREEEEOE L HIBT
FoE—TELOALRLY, FHERIObOLL,
ELITFRMIIEEEORET THRL > 2EEL
HEERECTH D, 52, IETRERRT AR
AR v, BEEANC I, WFRIESERE IR T
R, BEREHEEBHE LGP TEL. L
L, WERWEREEIC BV TN G A g
BTN d Xy, T/ Taxane A, HEE
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Adriamyein (A) 60mg/m*--Cyclophosphamide (C) 600mg/m’/q34 ¥
A4 7 VETEAIC L D REENESTHE oCR 2B L N EROT
fhid, SEpCRULIMEL, FECAFTH-7. EpCR EFTE
FIFRERCFRAR Y 72y b ThL L) PR PRIETEL
WE S H 25, pCR BENFHNRFERTLL 2 & OBERGES

BREN,

WESICHWSLRB X H2% 2 &, Anthracycline,
& BVrid Taxane & DA SHEI L 2 HATREL T
WrEEL I8, DIHOBRMEABICT S AR
BB h, KEERERB BV TR SRE LS
o7 StGallen I ¥ EXHRIHITHE, KEH
DGR T,  THILE CR SRRl i
HMBERIE L LCTITDRTVE, 85T, ZREFHHEIC
BATAZ LR FREBERELIENRIE v EL S
N5, FIMEEREOM LR, DkEfEdnR
BB OBEEGRLLTHET 2052
(WBRECREFROBRERCLINETE 2 W),
Q@I ORIEDEEFFHRETFETIHNEF L 20 S
5, QLEURRIERETH o BE Tl sws
tu:bﬁ#ﬁoﬁm%mwéctﬁtéé,&Ef
BB, PTH, 1,5BFDEREMABEENEE SN
72NSABPB-I8F S A 7P VOBBIIEETH 5. Adr.
iamyein (A} 60mg/m’-+Cyclophosphamide (C) 600mg/m’/q34
A 7 N EWENCHET 58 EH R HITT 2 B4 1
BLAFFETI, LEREFOBEED, #iskan
D60% = B LATIGIREEC68 % LHFATISmB I B v
THEELERTho. B2, SemBlLoBEEL
OV — T CRHRRERRET % DI L, #8
B CR2UPRERTH o7, FiRICRIZ TS

BLT, 2f0EFECBVTEMEN T/ %,

BRONLho. 22751, FHEFNELHE (OCR)
R ONLWATERFRECE, FEpCREELRBL, &
FBTAFERERFED LN (H1). S0 pCR
BIOFH B SMONRERTIIB T 2R T L Fig

THh, BRWILZMRLELZONS, pCR 2 7F
FTEFFBENIITERT 2T 7y b THAE LV
THTFERTFHLEES H 55, pCR A&l LA
FHEETL L2 EPFE-BREESEIELATHE. £
LT pCR ROEMISHEoFEm LIz o %42 W
A, BEER, X512 AC(60mg/m®, 600mg/m®)
X 444 5 Docetaxel (100mg/m?) X 4 ~DHFET
bR # #45 L /- NSABP B-27 00L&
SHdz. PCREFEII26% LHET AC HEBD13% 2
REFBIEFTH o7, EECRITTYRE T 0%
HCHLH, Ph{EDH AC+Docetaxel DIz X
Y, BEFLFHEIFAFCE S pCREFAOH S TN
TAHEELZLAL B, weekly Paclitaxel—
FAC(5FU, A, C)BFAFHEL BV THIB% 2 BT
pCREMNMD 7 ¥ ¥~V v A—T L W BESAT
V25, Anthracycline—Taxane BEFEREFE L B4
WET<EFHLEL LD,

BEbHiC

BUE, HFREIC S HEIAE v 2 DoBE LR
2L b B BIE, MEFEMEHR S Thyrosine
kinase FHEH| L (LEMEOR ST LA LRI ShT
VB, S0k RS TENSEL O ERE
i3, Herceptin ®F 2 HITHETH L {ILBOBEIC
KELA D12 b SR BTEENDS. Zhonis
BICBBIHE LoD, FrdisMEoRRELYTy 4
BB L.

(F—T—F)  MEMEFEE  docetaxel capecitabine paclitaxel
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] Diagnosis of metastatic breast cancer

e

Hormone-unresponsive (ER- and PR-)

ot Life threatening

'd N

Indication for Herceptin
{Herceptest 3+ or confirmed
gene amplification by FISH,
enough cardiac function..)

v v

Herceptin Anthracyclin
Herceptin + Taxane i

No indication for Herceptin

{poor Her2. heavy radiation
to fields including lung, poor
cardiac function..)

Pretreated with

N

Hoermone-responsive
and No hie threatening

v

Hormonal therapy

Anti estrogens {TAM etc..)
LH-RH analogue
\‘ Aromatase inhibitor

Not pretreated
with Anthracyclin

v

Herceptin alone
{Herceptin + others)

in future...
Capecitabine

weekly Taxane

weekly Taxane

AC. FEC.FAC
'T;-r AT —

Capecitabine + Taxane

1 SIS Lst line therapy OFER7ILTULL

HIEEEE QOL 085 ALV ERsA
XA,

VT ¥ IERTEEALARICH L Tt ss
—REBRTHD I LIZKE BT RV,
Hortobagyi OEEISETRERFICII L d o 72 Her-
2 BBURRIZHET BB R OB E
A&Nh, FOERIE, Her-2 BREMHRE
En—tFF s h Her-2 BERB*H T AEE
HIJWz B TEWHEENR, 2L (FRoE
EOEEZL/-63 2 EMEHINZ LD
5. Her-2 AEEHTE T 5E—RERILS
A=t FFHHBREEEZ OGNS LS IIE
b, HoW5HIEEEFEET SET Her-2 BHIZ
B4 A2HRELIT) 2 EM—MLLA Zhidsn
EUREIIBITARALE VSREREORELR
BT, ORI B WTHREN L BT 0.
BAENGREFEZ LIZoWTIRMBIIE LY
A, LAPLN—TF r OFEEDOHETRET
B EPHBEERIRIIBULAEI ATy T LS
3,

B L FEFEROEIR L Paclitaxel (PAC),
Docetaxel (DOC) & % 12 Her?2 SRS F THR
HEIBWZ ML TED, HiEmAEDR

PURFECES, PlRiE, §7TII3LIAZETD
LB % T A RIS ER . P — L
7z weekly PACGH [ HH#%5) &£ DG TIX60~
BOUBDEIIFE(CR+PRIVIE XN TV B, F7,
Hortobayi &t weekly DOC & @R T63% D
BNEMBELATVAEY, Thi TORERE
BRI RROUFZ LT L EFHRBOLEREC
BUOPRW EPRIETH - 708, HN—tIF
AR T 2 2 LT, EROUEL
ELIAEFRFMET S, LI, 60 LOE
Bl 2 FHHOFEOERFIANFEL SN
AFETH Y (20024F ASCO), HMBEHOWDRES
B EEZ ONAFRBEHICBT2EH
HATER S B,

=X TF s DREEH L, PORBRETT
YAZHA L) Y EERSRTORVERILE,
AC, FAC(Fluorouracil, Adriamycin, cyclophos-
phamide) , FEC{ Fluorouracil, Epirubicin,
cvclophosphamide) R EDT X A S A 2 1) »
EEULIAVPEIBRE2B(X1). LaL,
X EEREBREZZLDMEEDHATE
0, EBLFIVCHRRFETIIHENYT 52 Li3H
WTHhB, BeEFIIGLT, VAZ LK
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Bl BRASCHYT 2EEREAOMERBROY v U~ (AT 858)

Study, entry period  No. of patients Entry Treatment and OR(%) TTP{months) 0S{months)
and report year {median age} Criteria doses (mg/m?
Jassem® 267 1* line 1: AT(A+PAC) /3w 1:68 1:83 1:233
96-98, 01 {50) (50, 220 IE: 35 II:62 IE: 183

II: FAC/3w (P=0.032) (P=0034) (P=0013)

{500, 50, 500)

up to 8 cycies
Grasselfi* 27 1* line ET(Epi+PAC) /2w 76 10 29
96-96, (11 (36) (90, 200)

up to 9 cvcles
Carmichael® 705 1* line 1:ET(Epi+PAC) /3w 1:67 1:67 1:138
UKCCCR {34) (75, 200) I[:56 I:65 II: 137
9699, 0L Ii: EC{Epi+CPA) /3w

(75, 600)

6 cycles
Nabholtz" 429 1% line 1: AT(A+DOC) /3w 1:60 1:28% NA
TAX 306 (50, 75} I: (p=0012) II:19%
01 IO: AC/3w (no progression

(60. 600) atly)

(P=0.015)

Sparano®™ 54 1 line AT(A+DOC) 57 76 (TTF) 275
ECOG E119% (52) (Phase II) + G-CSF/3w
00 (60, 60)

up to 8 cycles

NA, not available ; A, adriamycin ;: PAC, paclitaxel ;: FAC, fluorouracil, adriamycin and cyclophosphamide ; Epi, epirubicin :
CPA, cyclophosphamide ; DOC, docetaxel ; AC. adriamycein and cyclophosphamide ; G-CSF, granulocyte colony stimulating

factor; OR, overall response ; TTP, time to progression ; TTF, time to treatment failure ; OS, overall survival

BEEEERL 2o, UTIOBR<5 L3 L3EH, #&5
EOBRYSTETH S, SHEEALVLESLEEZ
LRAHLY A Y, ERICALTUTICRRS,

1. ATET) 8%
TYAGHA 2] v+ 534 RERGELES
DI LRI RAWIR TS, ERELE
AT 58 1 RINE L LTOBREREI TR T
27, PAC L OBAEHETIE, WBREZ L
Lz V=7 FAC fEEICHEEL, EDRO%
#(68% vs 55%, p=0.032) & EFFHARhIEDIE
BEHELTv5(233 vs 1837 H, p=0.013,
R1)Y, o7 -7 ZIZRBECEGR
(67%, 76%) %WEL TW5HAY, EWHROUE
ET UHAFHNERICE T Pk b EL
LNTBY, A FVRATN—FOERTLEFE

11%DEIZ S b 63, SEMMTiRENRD
BRTEWY,

DOC TEMEE 2o %, PAC LDHEAE
HETid Adriamycin OMHEEEAPERIC L b
EAL, LEEOBEEIFEE LY, WD
POHRE T, Adriamycin OE# 360 mg/m’
FTETHIE, @ADL AEHE
Epirubicin & §5 2 & CHAWETHL LS
Twa'3, DOC LoMAEGTHLETIL,
Nabholtz & @ TAX306 study group A%’
Adriamycin (60 mg/m? +DOC (75 mg/m?, &
BI3BITLHE)TACRBEICHE L BIHED
A1k (60% vs 47%, p=0.0012) & FHEETE To
TR Z#HRE L TWAY,
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£2 BREIABCHT HELREAZEABOY T Y — (weekly Taxane)

Study, entry period  No.of patients  Entry Treatment and OR (%) TTP(months}  OS(months)
and report year (median age) . Criteria doses {mg/m® SD{%)
Perez'™ 212 2 3" line PAC/w 215 47 128
01 (60) (including (80} 418
Taxane/3w
treated)

Seidman®” 39 2", 34 line PAC/w 33 NA NA
S e I oo e
Burstein, Winer'® 20 1% 2" line DOC/w 4] 55 NA
98-68. 00 (57} Phase T {40) 17

6w treat

and 2w rest
Hainsworth' 41 1, 2% line DOC/w 36 7 13
97499, 01 {74} Phase B (36) 36

(all patients >=65) 6w treat

and 2w rest
Ajhara™ 37 Phase II DOC/w 38 5 12
02 (40} 8

3w treat

and 1w rest

NA. not available ; PAC, paclitaxel : DOC, docetaxel ;: OR. overall response : SD, stable disease ; TTP. time to progression ; OS5,

overall survival.

2, weekly 2%9>

TYAZHA 7 YEEIREL, b L AR
PR Th—t 7 F VREROBRFETCE R VE
B LTI, 739 REROBEHIBIREN
L. R 38 1 B SAEETH A, B
HDERAROER > CBENE, $HELLIESR
1 ES0FBEIRENTEY, BEOEBRY
AMEREL LTIWbWw 5 weekly # 340
VI AVHFLIILIZRAWLRTW S,

PAC #F\v 72 Peretz LOMETE, TV A
YA 2>, FFHORERAY STEM
HLT, F2REBRSLUIIEIRERELT
80 mg/m’ PAC @B 5547 h, ZEIhE21.5%,
SD(Stable disease =NC) % & ir clinical benefit
41 B%DUHTH 72", BRI ORERE
L7-SERIL 7% Tdho7:. Weekly PAC D
dose limiting toxicity Ta A KigrEEEI1
S5%208m % TORBANS {, grade | 38%,
grade2, 3DRBLIIUERETH 7. BRTH
BRI VHR USSR TOREI N oh
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B, BHRIIOWREELHEIRTNE27,

DOC @ weekly 53 ABEFEBOERT 2
W, E2D LI, BIYRL0%HTHE, Clinical
benefit 60~70%RBENHRE SN T 59", EA
Fage TR AR S AR BT AEA S LT
D, (FITARLEIETHSY, BEAE LTH,
FIRFNCRID L2 Wil ER AR O @A a2
5. ¥/ weekly DOC ICBEORIER L LTAR
FEEOEBIZILEE HEShCwa, EER
B{RWHOo0, BRI L - TRAFREOREN
BEERTILLH L0, EEVLETHLY,
bbb DOC/weekly, PAC/weekly,
PAC/bi-weekly % LD B2 RN~ 2T o
Twad, & IIE—RKBEIRTIT -8, BiF
HEEXE, time to progression{TTP) %18
Ta™,

3. EOruUH
KRN 25-FU 5 H1BIH L THERTH S
Zkix{FgehTsh, ChEBERMIZERT
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3 BERABCHTILPREFHHESBROY 7Y — (Capecitabine)

Study, entry period No. of patients = Entry Treatment and - T OR{%) TTP(months). - OS (months)
and report year ~ (median age) Ctiteria - i . doses (mg/m? SD (%} T
Blum®' 74 34, 4™ line Capecitabine® 26 32 122
97-89, 01 (53) Taxane treated  {1225) {SD=31) (duration of
(Anthracyclin response=83)
used in 96%)
Phase II
- Shaughnessy™® 95 1* fine " 1: Capecitabine* I:30 1:41 1:196
01 {ali patinets >=55} Phase I (1225) I:16 : 30 II: 172
O :CMF/3w
{low dose)
(O’'Shaughnessy™ 511 2" line I: POC+ Capecitabine* 1:416 NA I.137
XBCSG (Anthracyclin  1I: DOC 1.297 II:1ill
00 resistant) {p=0.006) (p=001)

*2weeks treatment followed by a 1 week rest ; OR, over all survival ; SD, stable disease ; TTP, time to progression ; NA, not

available ; 08, over all survival

HFERELTEAOTFU FOBENTOUTE,
Doxifluridine (7 )V 1 ) /capecitabine, UFT
EFEORFEL LTHRAATELEH STy
4. Capecitabine (/@5 Xeloda) id
Doxifluridine & FEkic & { W IEEHG&N Cing:
OENMEESE Thymidine phosphorylase (TP) 12 X
o TIEEENCER SN BBHITH B, BHTEL
ZERRABRA A TE D, 98FELOIEIIHE S
i Blum 608 2 fidBOERTIE, DOC,
PAC, TVASHA 7] » R EDERET TR
T8 3 ROEBRE LT26%MiHROBHRL
30%BI# ) SD % Capecitabine DXL
(1225 mg/m’, 2EYRE 1 EKIE) TERL TS
b, EFHHOBRRED 122, AL BIFCH
(#3)¥, ZThoOHEREELEITT, FDA 12934
W28 3 ROEBHIFIGREL LTAREL T
B, F7e, S5RPLLOEREIBIIHTAE IR
ThfEL LT Capecitabine & CMF 2B L7234
BETIE, CMF @D16% 2L, 30%DEHEE
TR LT BRI CRA R R Z RO Lo 7oA,
(196 Avs 1725 H) BRI LHES T LT
LENRTORENPMETHI LR EDD, &
CIEHEDOE 1 RGHRELTEELRERTH -
722,
BB ICHI L R T W B DI ¥ F4 2 REHK

EOBBTHDL, TYATHA 7)) ibwiEHi
AFS1IMICTH LTIThbh/z DOC Bk,
DOC +Capecitabine it BOLEREECIE, 25
(29.7% vs 41.6%, p=0.06}, EFEAMBAL1»
A vs131# H, p=001) & HIHEI M EAHS
N, ThESTFDA 200142 DOC & Dl
HREDLETE2RIGELEL L TOEREAEL
7=, ZOFFEIE DOC P BRSO TP iEHH:
PR S, L OERNCESE S-FU ASEEHC 4
MEANLZILENEELBEZZBRTWA,
PAC T FfLER EAMHIOLTEY, Th
EOBHHIRENLELOND, ERMIZIZFF
I FEHN & B TP G LR I35 8 B~10H
BRCERELLZESANLATEDY, LK
F &Y BRSOV A Y L OAAEHEIE
DHNMD, SEROBRABROME T, BB
BOE 1 KEEE UTHESHATELEN DA,
cyclophosphamide (CPA) % IRk 16t B A %42
ST CEMFMESRTBYE, BERKTHRE
hTwv 3 7)oy (Doxifluridine) +CPA D
BARRZOHE B o R HELVE
%. Capecitabine & OHFHNIRD S5 EHWRE
B L ER 5.
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II. WHISEICHT B{LREERORE

RMCEERE L FRTREL2RHABICH LTI
VIGRERREIIEETHD, 42, 3ETAEL
RETHHREN R, BRI LSRR
RAETAET R, b8 EEmELT
T T&7, L, WEHhEkcsnTs
IO LR AMERA I Tbh B £ 12 b,
ey R rAEA, RBMEZSIBuONRD X
Wb b, TVATFHAL 2V, HHWEFF
& ORAE I X HWEEHEE PR e,
TH, I HoEREIRITIT) gy m i
Y, AHBRERREIIBVLTRITENE LI
Zolz St Gallen 2 V€ ¥ RIZETITIE, K
ZROMBH T, T HAH TEIESNERLER
EVRBRREREL L TiThbhTwa, Lizds
T, CNEMANCBITTAZEICFNIFERES
EHURE 2V, 72 CALGB9344 54 7%k
E, ¥xY Ve HEMpRETHWS 2 &bk

AT — RSO T4 ¥545 53

EHARBIZBOTRI R Y —BELTwB, #iy
AL REDORIFIL, OfbERERIO LM+ R
HOBRMEE LTHET A2 L AT E 2 (B
BRETHEELZOBEERTCLINETE 2V),
QI OFIEDEENFHE FET AHRIETF & 4
D185, QAEVIRATAES Th o 0B % #ih
SEDHILIZLY, BFWOBSELFL LAt
T&3, RETHAL,

CHE CROIHE YT b R bR R
BEOID, BREOERDLDERA TR,
BEREER1 523 A0 NSABP B-18 b 54 712,
698 A @ EORTC 10902 + 54 7%, 300A®
French(Curie Institute) F 54 71" &&0,
RN ALEREO T OBEERETLH
B, MELEREOERM CETFEOERERT
T, Tbb, BEATIHFRMEEREC L
THEARAMPEEROEENE SR AR %
W, LA Lz, FHRTREFLAE IS LATaT{kaaR
EeB/IRT 5 L CAMBIIAE L EHRE
hTHY, (LEREORFREFTHIUIHTEE

£4 REVGHWLFHEDERBOY 2 U —

Study, entry period  Number ~ Median THMctiteizand  Treatment - OR, cCR. pCR{%)  Type of DFS{%! Q5(%)
and Teport year of patients  follow up{m)” entry population (%) o Surgery (%)
Broet, Scholl” 30 105 T23. N0 [:46%FAC 1:82.30. NA L:51RT.3IBCT 1:39 1.6
{Curie Insfirute) 1273 =RT+M/BCT I:8. 41, NART) 18 Mt I:35% I: 60
8690, %9 T3:27 I1; RT+ My/BCT D:46RT.32BCT  (W0y. p=04)  {10y.p=018)
X041 —4xFAC BM
NSABPBI§* 1523 il TL3, KL 11 4 ACKH0/600) 1:80,36.13 1. 7BCT. 33Mt I:67 I8
8893, 8 T1:28,T2:59 —Mt/BCT T:60BCT. 40Mt M:67 l:80
T3:13, No:74 I: Mt/BCT-+4X AC (p=0002 5y, p=084) 5y, p=083
EORTC 10002* 698 5 Tle4db, N1 1: ¢ FEC(600760/600) 1:49.7.4 [:3BCT.&0M: 1:84 1.8
9145,01 T1: 14,7258 —Mi/BCT=RT M:22BCT. 14 Mt I:69 0:8
T3:2LT4;5 I: Mt/BCT (dy. p=088' 4y p=035)
NG 48 —4XFEC£RT
Smith. Heys* 168 NA THT*N2 1. 4XCVAP# response 1:83.36.31 TA N NA
(Aberdeen Univ.) T2: 36 T342 ~4xP0C 1:61.33. 154
999, 02 T4 22 N0, 74 I:¢xC¥AP—~if response [H:47. 1118
N1 M —+4xCYAP (P=00¢ [ vs T}

IL: 4% CVAP=if not response
~+4xD0C

NA, not available : RT. radiotherapy : Mt. mastectomy : BCT. breast consetving therapy ; FAC, fluorouracil, doxorubicin and

cyclophosphamide : AC. doxorubicin and eyclophosphamide :

FEC. fluorouracil, epirubicin and cyclophosphamide ; CVAP,

cyclophosphamide. vincristine. doxorubicin and prednisolone : DOC, docetaxel : OR, overall response ; ¢CR. clinical complete
response | pCR. patholewical complete response : DFS. disease free survival : 0S, overall survival,
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DBISZIET A LCHBiRAE L hvwEEx bh
Twh,

WHNGROR & RFEDT &2, AEDRA
B TH o IR % BENETT 22 L HTE
BHETHAH, NSABP B-18 CIIHAEBRD60%
CHE LS HE CO%FEERTH - 7
{P=0.002). ¥/ 5cm U LOBERELSF L
— T TRATREFBET 8 % DIt L, WlidE
HTRU%PEEM CH oo, BER~EBL 128
BOMBLIIBHFROBINTHEH, “ors
AT VTEERSBINR A RADOBBIRD X
hTwZw, LaL, 77 v—7c50 7465t
TIRAELTORETL L IZRFTBEREOHY
(129 vs 81%) M0 bR, WROBALEME
BITEESDELEL 505,

SHEOEE T AERIIEI B oL ERT
572745, NSABP B-18, EORTC \#*ho b
747 VT RBENELHR pCR) 218 5l
MR CIATEIC B 2 BB EEN D 5
nTwv 5 (RFS : P<0.0001, OS: P=0.008),
PCR 2 R EGIRAMCFRET Y Ty
FCHBLVHI FETFUBFHLAED H 595,
pCR BN 2 FHEATF 25 Z & oK
MERIERTHD (F1), 5512 pCR KD
X EEOF 0 b1z 025 T HEE .,
EORTC 74 7N Ci3ERivg {, & DR,
ERREORIH L CH AR E B HREL o T
BN, CoOBEIFEHERETVASHL2)
DEEFBLTWA L E 2 5h, Adriamycin(A)
60 mg/m* (234 LT Epirubicin (E)60 mg/m* ‘¢
BT7LRHR TR d o 7= (90 mg/m*BEHNR
FLEIOGNB)OLEEILRTWS, LA
> C, WAMEERRC BT S R LS,
HE-EDPFENIDEE LT 701213,
EHOHLEDLE, HERTISHOOEESLHS
LB D5,

BHIOHEAEHHIZONWT, ABLAEE &
XY RERETEDS LEEBICEGS AT
ET) R RBMAF R REA % L ORI
PEATZL00, BWBYEPTRTIE2G5

NT0d, 77ANDTN—7E AT4H 4 2L
{A 60 mg/m’ +Paclitaxel (PAC) 200 mg/m?) 3,
BRK% AC4H 47 v (Adriamycin
60 mg/m*+Cyclophosphamide (CPA)
600 mg/m*) £ ) TR L ERFEL, 56
(2 AT 644 2 L TIE35%0 pCR 458 5 5 &
|ELLY —F, Z1RTHIZH 5 Smith "
Aberdeen REZ NV —TDEERIL, pCR 2E5
NBERL VA VI L TREREH P52 Tn
B. CDMIATNTRT VATHL 210 v s
AIZCVAPHBRER AF A 7 M fiatid b, £
PRONLCENELOTEISOII4F 420
CVAP BRBEMB LD DDE, HAT4¥ 42
M@ Docetaxel (DOC)~EE7- 2 BE#E L
Twa, EENIZIZDOC ~TH LA-BC1%m
pCR &, 0% F#G L /-BD154%- % L5
MRS BEFPATWE 547
MEZ DX ) 7% sequential 2 b BEOHALL
DETpCREBAZLZHEL LTEY, BE
# 47 s @ NSABP B-27 ¢t AC(60 mg/m?,
600 mg/m?) X 4 & DOC (100 mg/m?) X 4~
D70 b 2=V T26% I DpCR AN 35
HINTWS,

T, BESEDIASKEERBOR R,
WAMLEREDSBEERT S 5 2 ThwiziEE
ENb. Tl N—LTF OB ET{ESE
ENOBEPHHEE ALY A THLY, B
Dana Faber Cancer Institute Ti7bhn T 5 b
FATNTCRN—ETF A 2+ Lk 3+
FlA0BI % U — 2 7 F o (HE) + PAC(3 8
) OIS TbI, BV pCR ABLATWES,

EbhYic
FEFIH AT 1 27V TE DX ERESERD
BORAHEE SN bk, Erki -
B35, SolSBmEHEmASH >
Thyrosine kinase inhibitor @ & 5 LB HF
BEERZEH], Vinorelbine (F XLV )D kS
WHFCRIS 2 055 T LRI » T
<. CROEDEFUIE L ooMB4 DFEBIC BT
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abstract

BEEEAMECDOVTHRMATAHLL,

I

BRI R R TheterogeneousTH 5D, &
h b L Dheterogeneity b K 2. BHERL L
BTho-ThH, BrDBECL>TTFRES(RS
3. LBESHE LT, XORRICI(CEDTLE
FEOBERIZANLREY, BLOLANCRIIT,
EREROERICHTIBREEELCEL25, =
@ X % iZheterogeneity DBV I A, G oEk
LA LA BB ICEN S L DI 281

Bh 2N, EENCIRFHRE, RHRRE W

C EBMEOWTRE Lo THIMIC BT A BEN L

Fik, BEEEEET S, BULLELOROBERH
%, HIEIEBLERRIES RIS Y 20
WL REY - EWEHHROLRI LA KB Y
7Y ADRBY, TOCTNAIOEREF b

1970SEHLLIRE, S MENEMHELS, FECESE, RELEBRERCLIIBALE
OREF -4 OKHR, RF, BEIEF/ZOMBITbhl. [MAZTLIEKRER
OHE] 2WMANG, SVEBHOREEERNTIZLICEY, REOQL S SHED [
Bt rUETCRITOIE, HEAOALBERKAOLEE EXTRES LGOI MR
RELTHY, REZAPVEDINDLERTHISN, ZLRENCHELCLEERCBRALHR
KOMIAELEREBVETILBMLL, LEF-T, BECETD [WE] X5
LEWTHEBICETS (0] EFIZECRBEPENETERORS. XRTIE, B
BRI SAMOMEYARE (global standard) ML EF S, FRCEROR

BLOBARH I L, EBHCh > TiRftoR
RLFBRITENRTYS. BIR20014EMHICRES
NEELCEY B eh A ERELEC T A HR
WHRAENE A BE - (LEREC Lo TSNS
annual reduction in odds of relapse (ARCR), ¥
HBLERV A ORPOERMEE I LD OT
H5P., FEMED (B32VIEEGREN, I
B&Y) oo gE, BERE, BEsn
DFENE Y EFHOBRARRL Y, HeO0ERHG
OFIE - TR TS ERNFESTRICE -
hol¥dbhsn, cOEROBEIZSTVED
it EBCTCG (Early breast cancer trialists'
collaboration group) (Yoverview analysistZ#-'{
F—FN—ATHEY, TIKRRBEFAOEESR
BRERICEM U AR EEDF— oo s
hTwa, o7t XEHPLT L EEDY
FTLHRIELTE LRI ED SR E
&, heterogeneity W EREH I —FOL NI E
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ACX4 ACX4
AEXVT1 ACKA and and
(%) (%) HE£S7x IMOUSLELXY
(%) : (%)
Age<Slyears ‘
ER+ 50 30 65 -
ER— - 40 — 55
AgerSlyears
ER+ 50 20 60 —
ER— — 30 — 48
ACX4 ACX4
2TXY 71 ACX4 and and =
2 .+ 141

W) BRIy X | R 5y SR ERMEAORRAN
Age< 50years E Al]nual Reduction in oddsiZ & 5 ¥l
ER+ 25 25 45 _ SERLT o SERS
ER— _— a5 - 51 AC.LTFYTRAYY Bimg/mi+ ¥ P ORATT
Age>>50vears 3 F60omg/m22 44 4 2
ER+ 25 10 a5 _ oY SRR 15meg/m? 44 7 REACIH 4 2
ER— — 20 — 40 LR

ER ! Estrogen receptor
BB IENEBLTWS., ELIHLELTEL DETREEBL, MHHAGTHS.

ht, AR REoRE, GEOREH - #5
{t, b s B a2 OHBORI, overviewdt
AMOBME T2 b BENICERSR, —FOK
BRELLG LWL LS LV, ZOIER
T, AMERIC BT S TEE(] & TE3ME] T4
bh [HREECBT A MG s L FRED
BEYEROFEG] IHEZIZEBATHWS.
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FE VREREROBEREERLBE T DR
TWEIREMECD O THE. BETTOLE
HEEY S NI EERIEMIL,

Ok P BROBIEE TN £ > SHEORBER

NG ¥ 5 -
OEFIMI BV TRV E Y HEBDAOTHITE
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OERUIBIC BV TRV T WL RICERE

HW+5.
OERUAB BRI 2 L0HBE500 5

HEETH L.
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