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carboxylesterases, at least toward irinotecan, p-nitrophenyl acetate,
and 4-methylumbelliferyl acetate (Table 1). Expression levels of
R34W and V142M variants were higher than those of the wild type
(252% and 360% of wild-type levels, respectively). We measured
mRNA levels for the wild-type and the variant hCE-2 ¢cDNA-trans-
fected cells. Levels of mRNA in the cells transfected with variant
cDNAs (R34W and V142M) were comparable, whereas those in the
wild-type cDNA-transfected cells were 68 to 75% of the cells trans-
fected with the variant cDNAs. Therefore, the apparent lower expres-
sion of the wild-type hCE-2 may have occurred at the translational
level. Another possibility is lower transfection efficiency of the hCE-2
wild-type plasmids. _

With respect to amino acid residues Arg-34 and Val-142 of hCE-2,
these are conserved in several animal species, including human
(Schwer et al., 1997), rat (RefSeq accession: NP_598270), rabbit
(Ozo0ls, 1989), mouse, and monkey. Furthermore, both residues 34 and
142 have been shown to be located within the conserved domains of
carboxylesterase type B. Particularly, residue 142 has been known to
be located within a conserved domain common to esterase, lipase, and
thioesterase families, as well as other human CES proteins, hCE-1
(Ketterman et al., 1989), hBr3 (Mori et al., 1999), and the recently
reported CES3 (Sanghani et al., 2004). Based on the remarkable loss
f catalytic function of R34W and V142M, we propose for the first
ume, to our knowledge, that the Arg-34 and Val-142 residues are
critical for the catalytic function of hCE-2.

The in vitro splicing assay has been used to detect possible splicing
errors due to base change(s) in the exon-intron junction of several
genes, including steroid 17a-hydroxylase (CYP17) (Yamaguchi et al.,
1997), CYP3AS5 (Chou et al., 2001), and prostacyclin synthase (Na-
kayama et al., 2002). Generally, transcripts are obtained by the intro-
duction of plasmids carrying the gene fragments containing the base
change(s) in question, which is called a “minigene-assay”. Our in
vitro splicing assay revealed that the transcripts produced from the
variant construct (IVS8-2G) were mostly aberrant. The most frequent
transcripts from the variant had a 32-bp deletion at the 5'-end of exon
9. This deletion resulted in a frameshift; thus, the sequence down-
stream of residue Leu-441 was altered to produce a premature termi-
nation at codon 509.

The three amino acid residues, Ser-228, Glu-345, and His-457, in
hCE-2 are highly conserved in carboxylesterase family proteins and
are an active center of the enzyme. Moreover, most of the CES family
proteins have a C-terminal HXEL tetrapeptide that is required for their
endoplasmic reticulum retention. As compared with the wild-type
hCE-2 (559 amino acids), the 32-bp deleted variant yields a protein of
,08 amino acids that lacks His-457 in the active center and the
C-terminal HXEL sequence. Thus, our findings, obtained by the in
vitro splicing assay, suggest that the variant IVS8-2A>G might be a
loss-of-function allele.

The SNPs, R34W and IVS8-2A>@G, were found in irinotecan-
administered Japanese cancer patients. The plasma concentrations of
irinotecan, SN-38, and its glucuronide conjugate SN-38G were mea-
sured up to 24 h after a 90-min infusion of irinotecan. The metabolite/
parent ratio of their areas under the plasma concentration curve
(AUC) [i.e., the ratio of the areas under the plasma concentration
curves of SN-38 plus SN-38G to irinotecan: (AUCgn.55 + AUCgn.
38G) AUCjpotecan] COuld be considered as an estimate of the hepatic
carboxylesterase activity. The heterozygous R34W patient, who suf-
fered from colon cancer and was administered irinotecan, showed a
low AUC ratio (K. Sai, unpublished data). On the other hand, the
AUC ratio of the IVS8-2A>G patient who suffered from small cell
lung cancer and was administered irinotecan was a little higher than
the median value. Since the patient had a homozygous variant ABCG2
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(Glul41Lys), which was shown to be associated with the increase in
AUC of diflomotecan, another topoisomerase I inhibitor (Sparreboom
et al., 2004), bile excretion of SN-38 and SN-38G was presumably
lower by the ABCG2 variation, and as a result, plasma concentrations
of SN-38 and SN-38G might have a tendency to increase (K. Sai,
unpublished data). ‘Thus, the clinical impact of IVS8-2A>G is un- |
clear. All these CES2 SNPs might be important for disease suscepti-
bility as well, although it seems difficult to correlate certain diseases
with SNPs with very low frequencies.

In conjunction with the large substrate-dependent interindividual
variability, it could be very valuable knowledge if our analyzing three
SNPs were associated with the large interindividual difference, since
the difference is known to be as high as 5- to 45-fold (Hosokawa et al.,
1995) or even 3- to 5-fold variability in irinotecan and p-nitrophenyl
acetate, and butyrylthiocholine plasma hydrolytic activity (Guemei et
al., 2001). However, considering the low SNP-frequencies (0.003) and
the low activities of the variants observed throughout irinotecan and
the two typical carboxylesterase substrates, the contribution of our
SNPs to the observed wide substrate-dependent interindividual differ-’
ence is less likely.

In conclusion, two nonsynonymous SNPs (causing R34W and
V142M) were identified as deficient alleles. An in vitro splicing assay
also suggested that IVS8-2A>G might be a low-activity allele, al-
though studies on more patients with the IVS8-2A>G are necessary
to obtain conclusive data. The information on the remarkable func-
tional changes in vitro caused by the three CES2 SNPs would be
useful for the modification of dosage regimens in irinotecan therapy.
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BABNRA (JGOG)

ACTIONS OF THE JGOG FOR CLINICAL TESTS
Toru Sugiyama
Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology Iwate Medical University School of Medicine
' Key Words: JGOG, Clinical Study, Data Management

Concepts for clinical studies protocols are selected from among those submitted JGOG
members. The chosen protocols are then discussed in a public forum. The necessity and
importance of a clinical study are widely recognized by the members if the protocol is prepared
on the basis of the opinions of the members. Members can easily register a protocol. We check
. and certify facilities, employ a incentive system for members who register to create a competitive
spirit and accelerate the registrations. Moreover, it has been confirmed that the data center
plays an important role in protocol design, rapid reglstratlon of cases, quality control and
quality assurance.




i

ERIRTFFE - EMIRETHIRE Vol. 25, No. 1, September 2005

FRABRICB Y 27— < flEh SIEIERT T & ToRB L MES

— 415 - EBH (NSAS-CCOD 75 —

ENLAsA LY 5 —FRElE  WLaRPRE
HE HEE

FL®IZ

N ¢ SAS (national surgical adjuvant
study) ERIEEREEMT A NS4 VERE B
ICRES N [RBARIHREFAE] 0 &
(19974 & b AMEHE 5 T3 O T R B PR 3B~
BIT) AMAL BB - BEBBA. BBALK
RITIT b N I N R BRI OF A 2 REE
THERRTH 5,

G - EBAAOHEETR., ITEmUIERKE
% (Dukes C) #XH & LU F THiRAE L
R X TN B R O R b R
Biibhic, TEFMEEREBREGFRE T
0. BIRMFEAEEZEERETH - (F
1)o ZAFHERIT19964E10 7 12 B8R A BA S 11200
146 3 Bt BT U, ABTRF—<
" 5 7o b I —IERE X UBSEHED S
RTETOM, RBEBLTRES > -MIEH L
Fadl - iR IC 2Ty,

SAREPAEIREA

FHEeEMN l *UICC TNM Classification 1992
hREH
: - EBAE

<BHIHRERT> )
i (EIBEM vs THRER)
pT(T1,T2 vs T3,T4)
pN*(N1,N2 vs N3)

e

o)

pT*(71,T2 vs T3,T4),
pN*(N1,N2 vs N3)
i

UFT 400 mg/m?/day FHEm

SARE-2BEKBAEM)

>Primary endpoint : EE X 7 #/) (Relapse-free survival)
»Secondary endpoint ; £ (Overall survival)

M1 HB7F¥r v

1. 7—7REMNBRMIRET

199548 9 B, H—EH OB MR k&80
BMEIHA IO PI— VR O2WTREET - 120
D% FOETE S EOEEKKEOR, 1996
E10H K ERIBIES Nic, KRBEHIGT S
KHl-TOREEESE MoV bo—UE
ZFRBEMETEREDEDP] 0D 2 ETH-
oo BB, BATEIERLEL LTEORMA
FOBENRERTH D, FHidMEIY bo—

CVET B LR L TRABRES D - Iofcd
THoleB, COBRIKHELTRGE S ORRE

HNTRBEET- 1o, TOBR, 4K, BEX0
HRRAS TP B LR EE (R
HIRARD OHLMREMERRIN TG
ool &y JELAWSATWRUFTOHA
WA SMIZT B 2 EMMEEISERATEL T 57
DRBETHBZ L, ThoARTDIZED
BomWBRRARET &, EDa v Y
Y ABBoNT, PE, W1 EROBERRE

BT, o b a— Ui UBRBRIA & 7T - T,

0. EREEHIDIETET

19964£10R &£ D BEMBHB S h, 20014 3 A
KEBRKR T R -l, 2O, ZRbMEE -
T RENEBDENTH T, ZTOHICHEL
T\ BRI D 20RROAEETH. W6
BEFELUTE I, UTiHEL 11T - k BARR%

EREBATS (2o

1. FAERBICETIRE
- BMEERENRICARREICET 2 BN



ERAREBRIZ B 1 5 7 — < igEh SEMERTT £ ToBE & MBS

BEIT» T, EMBORAEREREEL L LB 0D
23 BLUR 4 1R U (RFAEIR 2 @BiTFh
hics, B2 EORBERFETRLE), &
EHORRICLE &, £ERIOEIKRIER
FHHID16.5% BAHBOMER &1 - Tt D
Ebnd (B3) 2hu100%& UBa,

BRROFP 1T - 12 BEN56.8% HIKIIC
AR U BEMNB9%E NS &z (H4),
MBI A0, WREFITH D EMNSEYE
MBI EIT DI - 72432% TH 2, ZOH
B AL, MhoRBR~DOBE . MR
BRADEBFETHOIROENI O &L,

EFE#D T o ba— VB OBENEE

EREBHHIMT Ui ) R ETH »120 —T5y FiM
2 UTBRABEES LRS- HEEOD
i3, TUFTORIERZEBNTHES L.

TUF TAMEHUWIDICEE] TEERR
EBRERILEER] Thote, ThoDk
RedblitakLE T, 7ERRONR LT
LEBRETRTIBEI~BREMOBENET
BT LEEFERLEN, 5101, Blehltos
HOEFREILODWTEROTMAEFTT 272, &
WER 2 ETbh, ZORELBEH TR %
fTotehi, QEIOHAEOERICKEITENIE
50T, RAEHHOHL & L &b IEREMD
BEMEEA D ORI BFEEHY LA -7,

2. WEEREAREIC & B ESREE
EHRUSBEE O BASIIE TS 2 HIGR
ORFEH, MURAEEHE L. BHELEOT

900451
BRgEA—-Z

gwn!mm
61048

BT sy riyenny 1y N
BBE 2 20015F

BERRIL

T
19965E 19978 1998

X 2

DO FECODOTELE -, 22Tk, H
BEREGMIC LT ETHBRICE  BFRM DL, il
HRADEFOIT-> T3, RZSHENEEE,
EDBEANE  Ebhic, BRI BRER
BONKTOCEENEh - o, BEEOFELEL
Ik > TREEPHEBROBEZFER LRI &
MTELOTHE VAL BbNi,

3. EFIOEERE

UFTHREBOUF TAMECRMET I Z &
DRFEPET S hi, HUEBRTHBZIZEhM
bo3, UF TRERCEEENSEEWIR
WERIETZZEVBEHNTH -7, Thitk
D, BEORBENEPTL LS, HYENSBF
ZULPTLEE, BEBRREIIOUNIER
bEENATVE LT s h, RBREF LY

(]  [Dukesc]
62.1% 16.6%
2AME | | 6% | ) xMm|  [FRERO
2o | [7] eoow 7] snom
27.9% 16.5%
100% Ll
BB (29.9%) (15.7%)
ey 38.2% 11.3% Py
Lol
{n =1543) (40.4%) 15%) {n =243
HyaRRBIEETE RSB WE199752(1 AR

B3 FEERBERERTER-1
(19994 4 H 1 H~19994E 8 A31H @ 5 4 AR

Bl [E5]
43.2% 30.4%

FHRO {30.0%) 8%) .
s (@3.8%)

100% [—
EXEA (FE]
n =243 56.8% 25.9%
. _ —{
{n=243) (70.0%) (36.2%)
YRR EIEERALIRE 1997F2A1R ~v1997$ﬂﬁ31 BoO7rAM

K4 FEESGBERERER- 2
(19994£ 4 A 1 H~19994F 8 A31B @ 5 7 AMD



UF T OMEEHREEEA LT,

4. EMERDEMN

L. F23MER TR A RS Lic s, HBRE
Bk D I0MER DBINETT > oo ZH SBRPEM
MR & D AIBIMEF I NI A, THIERKEE
106D 7 %1k LTz,

5. BRUMOEER - |
MH. 2 EROBEIRETE L T,
2 DO BRYRER 170, BI04 540
DEHFHB &3 - 72,

6. ERIEEXMSICXITEELD
FI4SER O BB KR c BESASD
HTCOL0PI mBEFES N, ZHIZHEEFKD
6826 ICHHY T 5, BRIBEED I DIZHE U ILHE
P& DIREMBEN S - 1o hIEET 3 & & I3 HEE
THLEH, PR SBBIINTITE, DEAM
SEMEED 5 PERE Lk ARBER T
ETHBY, ZVOYEND > -OTRE D E
Bhbhi, '

EbhYIC

19954E D 7 — < IR, 557 9 FERRE U 2 BLEE.
FEGIBHARICA - T3 (EEEICB LTI
REERBRESI NI, 2O &5 RKRBER
BRiZBWT, 7—<EE» SEFIER. HER
Wt CEEII DRI —DORBREDDETS -
EITFEE I REE A S A8, WE20044E., BEIEEIC
BOTARABORBESHRICATTRIET 2
EMTERI LR, CORBICED 725D
BGEOHS - BHORBELELNG, L L,
B DR TRETHIC B L ISEFIERREN
BIZiThi 3 & 3 HEERICE - TE T B, Hx
ERROAB ST INETITbhAEZ O

ERORHF T - AL HEtBFEE Vol. 25, No. 1, September 2005

KRB b REEARNE L, KDECED L

WRBRAITH., FOBREEFHRICRETER L
SBHT~ELBDNE,



BRRBRICH 1 2 7 — < REL, SIERIERTET £ TOMAB LIS

PROBLEMS AND COUNTERMEASURES CONCERNING
PATIENT ENROLLMENT IN A LARGE-SCALE CLINICAL TRIAL:
THE NATIONAL SURGICAL ADJUVANT STUDY OF
COLORECTAL CANCER 01(NSAS-CC01)

‘ Kuniaki Shirao
Division of Gastrointestinal Oncology, National Cancer Center Hospital

Key Words: clinical trial, enrollment, colorectal cancer

The National Surgical Adjuvant Study of Colorectal Cancer 01 (NSAS-CCOL) is a large-scale
clinical trial to compare UFT after surgery to surgery alone for stage III colorectal cancer. This
study was started in 1996 and patient enrollment was completed in 2001. A delay in patient
enrollment was encountered during the study. To counteract this delay, we took the following
measures: the actual conditions for obtaining consent at each of the participating institutes were
surveyed, direct visits were made to the institutes to request the promotion of patient enrollment,
UFT was offered without additional charge, additional participating institutes were enrolled, and
the period of enrollment was extended. Although we could not ascertain the effectiveness of each
of these measures precisely, 610 patients, corresponding to 68% of the planned' patient enrollment,
were enrolled over a period of approximately 4 years.
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INTRODUCTION

~

Extrapulmonary small cell “carcinoma has been
reported in the salivary glands; pharynx and larynx,
esophagus, pancreas, stomach, colon, rectum, uterine
cervix, prostate and skin (1). Two cdses of small cell
carcinoma of the esophagus were first reported by
Mckeown in 1952, observed among more than 9,000
autopsy specimens examined (2). The incidence rate of
small cell carcinoma of the esophagus ranges from
0.8% to 2.4% of all esophageal malignancies (3), with
only approximately 230 cases described in the medical
literature (4).

The clinical behavior of small cell carcinoma of the
esophagus has a marked resemblance to that of small
cell carcinoma of the Tung, with a high frequency of
regional and distant spread at diagnosis and early sys-
temic relapse after local treatment.

The ohjectives of this study. were to retrospective-
ly analyze data on the epidemiology, clinical charac-
teristics and treatment outcomes of 14 cases of small
cell carcinoma of the esophagus seen at the National
Cancer Center Hospital.

METHODOLOGY
The medical records of all patients diagnosed as

Hepato-Gastroenterology 2005; 52:1738-1741
© H.G.E. Update Medical Publishing S.A., Athens-Stuttgart

having esophageal carcinoma between January 1990
and December 2001 were reviewed. The clinical data
for each patient with small cell carcinoma of the
esophagus were reviewed in detail. Demographics,
presenting symptoms, diagnostic modalities, and dis-
ease stage, treatment, and outcome were summarized.
The staging system used was similar to that employed
for patients with small cell carcinoina of the lung: Lim-
ited disease was defined as a tumor mass contained
within the esophagus or periesophageal tissues,
including regional lymph nodes. Extensive disease was
defined as a tumor beyond the locoregional area (e.g.

liver, bone or distant lymph node metastasis).

The staging evaluation generally included esopha-
gography, endoscopy and biopsy, computed tomogra-
phy (CT) of the chest and abdomen, and chest radiog-
raphy. All of the esophageal tumors found in the 14
patients were histologically diagnosed as small cell
carcinoma, on the basis of bidpsy or esophagectomy
specimens. Immunohistochemical studies were sys-
tematically undertaken, using neuron-specific enolase,
chromogranin, and synaptophysin as the main neu-
roendocrine markers.

The common chemotherapy regimens were as fol-
lows: The EP regimen consisted of etoposide,
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_ TABLET Patj’ielftg’fchér@¢léfi§ti¢s -

Stage Distant

Macro-

Pts Age Initial symptoms Smoking Alcohol Tumor site scopic of metastases
no. (yrs) Gender PS - /duration history history /size type disease site
1 46 M 1 Dysphagia /2 months Yes Yes Middie third / 9.5cm 2 Extensive  Cervical lymph node
2 64 M 3 Dysphagia / 2 months Yes Yes Upper third / 8.0cm 2 Extensive  Cervical lymph node
3 70 M 1 Dpysphagia /2 months Yes Yes Lower third / 9.5ecm 2 Extensive Para-aortic lymph

node
4 71 M 1 Dysphagia / 2 months Yes Yes Middle third /4.0cm 2 Limited -
5 63 M 1 Dysphagia / 2 months Yes Yes Middle third / 11.0cm 2 Extensive  Cervical lymph node
6 52 M 1 Dysphagia /4 months Yes Yes Lower third/ 10.0cm 3 Extensive  Cervical lymph

) . node, liver

7 65 M 1 Epigastric pain / 5 months Yes Yes Lower third / 6.0cm 3 Extensive Liver
8 63 M 1, Dysphagia /2 months Yes Yes Lower third/ 10.0em 3 Extensive  Cervical lymph node
9 37 M 1 Dysphagia / 2 months Yes Yes Middle third / 6.0cm 3 Extensive Lung, liver, bone
10 63 M 1 Dysphagia / 1 months Yes Yes Lower third / 10.5cm 3 Limited -
11 45 M 1 Dysphagia / 2 months Yes Yes Middle third / 7.0cm 2 Extensive  Cervical lymph node
12 53 M 1 Dysphagia / 2 months No Yes Middle third / 6.5cm 2 Extensive Cervical lymph node
13 66 M 1 Dysphagia / 1 months Yes Yes Lower third / 4.0cm 2 Extensive Cervical lymph node
14 51 M 1 Dysphagia / 2 months Yes Yes Middle third / 4.5cm 2 Limited -

100mg/m? intravenously (IV) on days 1-3; and cis-
platin 80mg/m2/IV on day 1. This treatment was

repeated every three weeks with or without radiother-

apy. Radiotherapy was given concomitantly with
chemotherapy. Converitional fractionation (2 Gy/day,
five times/week) was used.

The CP regimen consisted of irinotecan
70mg/m2?/IV. on days 1 and 15; and cisplatin
80mg/m?IV on day 1. This combination was repeated
every four weeks.

The FP with XRT was as follows: 5-fluorouracil (5-

pital. The incidence of small cell carcinoma of the
esophagus as a proportion of all patients with
esophageal carcinoma seen at our institution during
this period was 0.8% (14/1, 678).

Patient characteristics are summarized in Table
1. The median age of the patients was 63 years (range:
37-71 years) and all patients were male. All but one of
the patients had a history of smoking and heavy alco-
hol consumption. The most common presenting symp-
toms” were dysphagia (thirteen patients). Thirteen
patients had a performance status of 1 and one patient

FU) 400mg/m?/d as a continuous infusion for 24 h on  had a performance status of 3 on the Eastern Cooper-

days 1-5 and 8-12; and cisplatin 40mg/m?/TV on days 1
and 8. This treatment was repeated every five weeks.
Radiotherapy was administered five days per week for
three weeks at 2 Gy/day, concomitantly with .
chemotherapy. These schedules were repeated twice Patient
every five weeks, with a total radiation dose of 60 Gy.  1O:
The FP regimen consisted of 5-FU 800mg/m2/d as 1
a continuous infusion for 24 h on days 1-5; and cis- 5
platin 80mg/m?2/IV on day 1. This combination was 3"
repeated every four weeks. 4
Response of the primary tumor was evaluated by 5
criteria of the Japanese Society for Esophageal Dis-
ease (5), and we used World Health Organization 6
response criteria for measurable diseases (6). 7
Response was assessed with repeated wupper 8
endoscopy, esophagography, and chest and abdominal
CT.

Survival
and status
13.3 months, Dead

Treatment (response)
EP x 5 with XRT 60 Gy/30 fx (CR),
CAV x 2 (PD) '

" 5-FU/nedaplatin x 1 (NE), EP x 3 (PR)
EP x 6 (CR), CBDCA + CPT-11 x5 (CR)
CPx 1 (NE)

FPx2withXRT 60 Gy/30fx + FP x 4
(CR),CPx 7 (PR)
CPx 3 (PR), EP x 2 (PD)
EP x 3 (NC), CP (PR)
CPx5 (PR)
9 - FPx2(®D),CPx2(PD)
10 Esophagectomy

. 11 Esophagectomy, EP x 2 (PD)
Overall survival was calculated from the date of 12 Esoihagectom; FPx 1 (NC), EP x 1 (°D)

initial treatment until the date of death. The Kaplan- 13 Esophagectomy, XRT 89.1 months, Alive
Meier method was used to estimate the overall sur- 14 Esophagectomy, FP x 1 (NC), CP x 3 (PR) 13.4 months, Alive
vival curves (7). EP: etoposide and cisplatin; XRT: radiotherapy; fx: fractions; CR: complete
response; CAV: cyclophosphamide, adriamycin (doxorubicin) and vincristine;
PD: progressive disease; 5-FU: 5-fluorouracil; NE: not evaluable; PR: partial
response; CBDCA: carboplatin; CPT-11: irinotecan; CP: irinotecan and
cisplatin; FP: 5-fluorouracil and cisplatin; NC: no change.

3.0 months, Dead
28.2 months, Alive
0.6 months, Dead
24.0 months, Alive

8.1 months, Dead
13.3 months, Dead
7.3 months, Dead
5.6 months, Dead
2.4 months, Dead
6.6 months, Dead
3.6 months, Dead

RESULTS

Between January 1990 and December 2001, four-
teen patients with small cell carcinoma of the esopha-
gus were treated at the National Cancer Center Hos-
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ative Oncology Group scale.

The primary tumor was located in the middle
(seven patients), lower (six patients) and upper third
(one patient) of the esophagus. The length of
esophageal involvement was <5cm in three patients,
and >5em in 11 patients. Three of the fourteen
patients had limited disease. Eleven patients had
extensive disease at the time of diagnosis.

Treatment courses and survival are summarized
in Table 2. Nine patients were treated primarily by

. chemotherapy with or without concurrent radiothera-

py. A variety of regimens were used. The common
chemotherapy protocol was cisplatin-based combina-
tion regimens, such as cisplatin and etoposide or cis-
platin and irinotecan, which are standard regimens of
the small cell carcinoma of the lung, and 5-FU and cis-

- platin, which is a standard regimen of esophageal car-

cinoma. Three patients (Patients 1, 3 and 5) achieved
a complete response to first-line treatment, with a
duration of 11, 19 and 14 months respectively, and two
that responded to second-line treatment have survived
more than 24 months from the first treatment. There
were two treatment-related deaths. One patient had a
poor performance status, presenting with severe neu-
tropenia after three cycles of cisplatin and etoposide.
He died of bacterial meningitis at 3.0 months (Patient
9). The other presented with neutropenia and severe
diarrhea after the first cycle of cisplatin and irinote-
can. He died of sepsis at 0.6 months (Patient 4).

Five patients underwent esophagectomy with

' three-field lymph node dissection as the primary treat-

ment with curative intent. Three of these patients
(Patients 11-13) were diagnosed as having extensive
disease only with cervical lymph node metastases
before the initial treatment. Three of five patients suf-

“fered disease recurrence and died early after surgical

treatment. One patient (Patient 10) died of rapid pro-
gression of the disease at 2.4 months. The other
patients (Patients 11 and 12) received systemic
chemotherapy for recurrence, but their treatments
were not effective and they died at 6.6 and 3.6 months,
respectively. Two patients are still alive: one (Patient
13) has survived 89.1 months after esophagectomy
with radiotherapy after recurrence in the cervical
lymph nodes; the other patient (Patient 14), who
received systemic chemotherapy for cetvical and medi-
astinal lymph node recurrence, had a partial response
to cisplatin and irinotecan and has survived 13.4
months.

The overall median survival time of the 14 patients
was 7.7 months (range: 0.6-89.1 months), with four
patients still alive more than 13 months at the timé of
the last follow-up examination.

DISCUSSION

Small cell carcinoma of the esophagus is a rare
tumor, but its incidence has increased since the first
description by Mckeown in 1952 (2). The incidence of
small cell carcinoma of the esophagus ranges between
0.8% and 2.4% of all esophageal malignancies (3).
Although Japanese studies have found that the inci-

dence of small cell carcinoma of the esophagus is high-
er in the Japanese population than that reported for

other countries (8,9), a recent review from Japan

found an incidence of 1.6% in the Japanese population
over a 20-year period (10), and we found an incidence
of 0.8% during the last 11 years. Thus, the incidence
rate in Japan is similar to the rate calculated for other
countries. The majority of cases have been reported in
males; a review of the literature with 199 cases estab-
lished a male to female ratio of 1.57 (4). In our-series,
all the patients were male. The tumor most common-
ly occurs during the sixth to eighth decades of life, as
was the case in the present patients. The most com-
mon presenting symptoms are rapidly progressive dys-
phagia and weight loss, as seen in the usual types of
esophageal cancer. The distribution of small cell carci-
noma is similar to that of squamous cell carcinoma,
and in most cases, the tumors are located in the lower
third and middle third of the esophagus (4), which cor-
responds with our study findings.

Although the risk factors are not exactly known,
they seem to be similar to those of common esophageal
carcinoma. In our study, all the patients had a history
of alcohol consumption and 18 of the 14 patients had
smoked. However, the small number of cases we
examined does not allow us to prove a cause-and-effect
relationship between tobacco/alcohol exposure and
small cell carcinoma of the esophagus.

Small cell carcinoma of the esophagus shows rapid
tumor growth, and widespread metastases are often
present at diagnosis. In our study, 11 of the 14 (78%) -
patients had extensive disease at initial diagnosis. In
the largest review undertaken to date, the incidence of
extensive disease at diagnosis was 49% of assessable
patients (4).

" A standard therapy for small cell carcinoma of the
esophagus has not been yet established. Although the
role of esophagectomy in treating small cell carcinoma
of the esophagus remains controversial, esophagecto-
my* may be effective for improving the survival of
patients with limited-stage disease (10,11), because
the longest reported survival times seem to be in
patients who undergo esophagectomy combined with
chemotherapy and radiotherapy (11-13).

In our study, one patient with esophagectomy hag
survived 89.1 months. However, all patients treated
with esophagectomy developed progressive disease
early after surgery, even if the procedure had curative
intent. Thus, based on the results of the current study,
the impact of surgical treatment might be small.

In the management of small cell carcinoma of the
esophagus, systemic chemotherapy seems to be effec-
tive treatment modality (9,14,15). Moreover, radiation
therapy can contribute to good local control (16). In
our series, nine patients had received non-surgical
treatment. They were treated with cisplatin-based
regimens, which are commonly used to treat small cell
carcinoma of the lung or esophageal carcinoma, with
or without radiotherapy. These regimens seemed to be
effective, and three patients achieved a complete
response to first-line freatment. In addition, two of
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them responded to second-line treatment and have
survived for more than two years. However, there

were two treatinent-related deaths, which may have

been associated with the aggressive features of this
disease.

1
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EEZERRLIZDDIZ, BB ABRSBAIEE—RK
7 (BAIEE—XK) @ MMC FI¥E/MMC iv/ 7 H 7 —
Vpo DHTH N, EBE TIRRBRILFRENES
#—xF7e Bbaf—X) @ MMC iv/5-FU po DA T
HHW, EEECEITRE CORENESTRBIN TS
2%, WHRFEI stage I WE T Tz ), BEEOZ
NHEPHIRED DV 754 7 ACHElH o720,
BRI+ THorzn &, BERLTDH DTV
DOWOMAEE B o7z LRI NTEY, oL
DIHETERAE R — IR TRTE S LTV 22V OHH
KTh b, BRIZBITAIDL S 2E0FU RIUESO
BRI 5 72002, T dRe L/zs D
OB Y VT, SRBRICERSNIEN T8 %
€78 | CHMTT A Individual Patient Data (IPD) A% 7
FV) AT N?, FOMKRE, &OFU RILEFI
SEASFHTEIREE L LT, EFCETAIYAIHT

854 HILBHR B28BES T

Mayo LU X > (EFIE LV, 5 ERNER4~ 580, 6 A

Machover L ¥ X > (SHELV, 5 AMES 48R £/d Mayo LU Ay, 6HE

0.913 (0.836~0.996, p=0.041), HEEILEIFIZD
WT )Y A HA%0.833 (0.766~0.907, p <0.001)
CEBERROI, TOEMITHEREREL ) EREICS
WT I NEEEIZRDLNLZ EDRENT WS, F T,
WARZENRETTEME (FMTC) @ 3 D D4EER
DAY TF) AT, FOFU RFPEAKSIZX
D, FUHTEIMBEICLS, BTV A R11%, BEY A
2 #15%BAEED LI HEEITREINT VB,
PUREH T ERIA T 7L O KGR BN LR R 2
(NSAS-CCO01) Tid, KIBHED stage MAEBID H % xF
e LT, UFT BM#58 (UFT 400mg/m*/day 5
H#x5 2 BIREE, 14ERD) & FTEIREE O LB RS
Tz, FEFITIC TREIBEICE L T E75ERIZ
Howizvwas, EEE T 3EETERIZIBWTIY
vs 81% (p=0.0048), 3 FEBEFHEFFTIIBNTDH
78% vs 60% (p =0.0014) & UFT BELXHZIEN
TV 5 & D) FERD20044E ASCO THRE S Lz,

| OO & BB s

1. UFT/LV && _

5-FU/LV EEDHE MM b SRE T OB R I
ED X HIZERD SN, ThbFEOFCEZBRZ
7GR (URT/LV) L QBB T h L7, &
THATEE - SRM BRI LTEHKT 20D
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NSABP C-06 |f 5 4R L 5 FEREHFER

NSAS-CCO1 it 3 FAEFRE 3 FEFREGFERERLE
#1 RPMI LU AL, 2418 '

#2 Mayo LU, 2418

#3 RPMILT A, 328

#4 de Gramont LU AL (GHE LV IR 5-FU 20FEEE T+ 22 BBRERARE, 2 AER, 28E), 248

FEX (CA 146-011, 012) 2Thh /=799, AT1FER
BB W THEICZEE 2 L, UFT/LV BEDI S HE
AR E N7z L FEFIC, MBI LT URT/LV B
DT PEENE, TH, EFEOONKLR EXEHL
AN EAGRE NIz, HROBE CTEYERRICE
37 <, BHARADII) ZFROBESD R VE VI
BEHRINTHEY,

NSABP C-065E& T, stage I/ MIRERERE OATHEH
BifbZEEE & LT ?5-FU/LY 8 & UFT/LV BE% It
BL, ZORMMERH20044 ASCO THRESIN?,

5EATFERIIWMEL H78.7% LA LTH Y, 5EEH
BEFELFEEZTBDORD -72 (68.3% vs 66.9%) o
EMHDOFEBERL grade bZEIE L <, QOL FRiTik
UFT/LV BIZBWT L ) I WERME L iz,

BN TR, stage IR - EBEE B E L
5-FU/I-LV #8% vs URT/LV ek 85 I FLEatER
(JCOG0205) HSEFTHTH B, 200342 B X D BALE S
NTWBA, EEISHDDIIEEL L %22 RAHTH
%o

2. ANRLEEL

UFT 37 XU B T EZHRERTH 575, BHT
EHEN, TTEEL DETEREIN TV B REOPE
RIS R 5 ThH B, EITHKGEL TS L L5
FU/LV EE L OREEREE LT 2 o0k E &I
SEEDATH NP, primary endpoint TdH % EHHE
i, BRIV ECVENMEN, AR, EEE
HEEFESETH -7z, T, TH, OR%E ER,
REDSIRRII IR F VB TIEL, grade3 Dk

DIFFERHA S H 2V ¥ ¥V BETEETH 72, L
L grade 3 OFEEFEBE L E L) VY VIEIXS-FU/
LV #X ) EEICED bRz,

Stage MAEAFE & 3t & L -8 MBI LS3EE O
MEER (X-ACT) T, AT ¥ U HMES-FU/
LV HHE s, £ O RIAETA20044F ASCO THE
BN, BREMPIREIS.8ETH S5, 34EE
TRETFERI364.2% vs 60.6% (p =0.0528), 34FEATF
BRIE81.3% vs 77.6% (p=0.0407) & AT F v
FEPENL TV, BT T 7 7 AV b EITRBE L
BTHY, IR FEICXHHEMIbEEEER

5-FU/LV EECR DV ELZ LD TH B k%ﬁﬂ:éh
720 AFRTIRANRY I EVIERARTH B, LK
BENDLRAALTH B,

1. CPT-11/5-FU/LV (IFL) &%k

CPT-11/5-FU/LV (IFL &< Douillard J&HE)
20004E 1 F DRI R R TR RER S 1, Ekﬂw
WCETRBEOBERERLNESITONE L 12
2 572% . CTP-11% B\ -t L 3E D
B L L TlE, KED intergroup trial (CALGB
C89803) %% % (F2)o stagellFEBFELTHR L L7,
CPT-11/5-FU/LV (IFL) &5-FU/LV D HEHREET
H D, 20044F ASCO TZDHBEITREITRE S
7o AR RS EICE BRI b ko
7275, IFL BT grade 3 DL E T Bk & FsikE
FRERRAPEREICEERICED SN, IGET O
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2.8% vs 1.0% (p=0.008) EEEILENo7,

DIk X ) stage IASTBME OMEI LSRR & LT IFL
BEHEEAT ) RETEZWERR ST o/,

IFL #E, 5-FU 2K —5 A CHE 1 EH%5 35 A
TP a—VThH BN, BREKRGETORET, 5-
FU OG5 EREBIEE L ) HeimsfERi o3 ) 23,
RIS {BESD VI LATRENT WS, #BIL
EERET Y, EEEHERIOS-FU/LV ISEEHER O
5-FU/LV L3hRIIFASETHEEI DRV ERE S
nTwa®,

Z ORHFEEEIS-FU/LY i (LVSFU2EEER &)
12 CPT-11%A4hn L 72 b @2 Douillard #&¥ES FOL-
FIRI S TH B, stage I/MIEEBEE SR E L,
FOLFIRI # & FUSLV2EE O LEEER (PETACC-3%
ACCORD-2 tiral) (XEFIEMREASHD Y, BATRERD
MAFEFRENERALTH S,

2. 1-OHP/5-FU/LV (FOLFOX4) %

FEYV IS F VITHATRE S B0
SFFEEITH Y, FRENEEIOS-FU/LV L OFFA
#iE (FOLFOX4IE) A5-FU/LV & HE LT, &
FHEICE T 2Wb 00, BHELEEEIMTER
ICRIFTH B L HESI NP, & 51T, 20024F ASCO
2BV, N9741 trial DFERDZER S 1, CPT-11/5-
FU/LV (IFL), 1-OHP/5-FU/LV (FOLFOX4), L-OHP+
CPT-11 (IROX) @ 3 BHBIZHB VT, FOLFOX4%®
g, EMEAHE, AFHMORIMEDO VT
BT HMOEREL VERTBY, »oFEEID
BV EATREN, BEREREEEIRRRIE 1-OHP/S-FU/
LV fEE#E (FOLFOX4) &EZHNB X HIT%o
7=,

Stage Il / Il DFERHE € A HRIZ, T FOLFOX4RIE
LA XY TTFEET R LVSFURIEE AV
TR LSRR O MABEER (MOSAIC trial)
TN, 20034E ASCO 2BV Tk L& TH BT
s s NI (FR2). SEEFFICITIATELRD
BN o 7zhS, FOLFOXARE T primary endpoint
ThD 3 EMFEFEIERICRIFTH D, B%OH
351 R 7 BB bz, REMB LTI, Fh
BiRA, FEEEITFREREY, MBS, B, TEREL,
TFTHIE Vo 7oL FOLFOXAEET L D &=RICERD 6
Nice F72, FXF )75 F VI MEHRIE
R E | OWTIE, 12.4%17 grade 3 OFMEATHIIR

L7728, 14E1RICI3IE & A K% grade 1 BUTICERER L
TVi7z, All cause mortality IXTEEE $0.5% L %D
5, FOLFOX4BRIIZEICHATTE B LifEmoT

LTz ®,

5-FU/LV SRE & N ENHREATR ST 2
5, FEBC 6 7 B OWEMEERRELIT ) BE, 1WEE
HOEBEREELMBEE BEbh b, X)) 7S5
> OFEGHRENB00mg ZHBX 5 L HHEEESBET S
LVvibhTEY, FOLFOX4FEE (1-OHP 85mg/m’#%

2 BEIHRE) B129 A 7 VT B BIZIHE R RIES
W B EFRBENS,

BEEEDS-FU/LV L RPMI LY X V) &,
FRACHEFY) TIF U EINA AR L
NSABP C-07 trial % 20004F & Y f7hod, A R
HWESNDRLHTH b,

FRER R ORI E LTh o & &L, »
SEBEOTRIC & ) BHERDE 5N B TN D
B L) BRERBVIEMO D B o FTEIBRERD 5 SEAETFSRI
20~50% T oo FEBTEDIERBAED & & 72 BIE LD
Ted 3SR, B - BRAIOTT 2 IBEEEE 1T
BIEDEEL - TCE S, FUBREOBEREIITRITE
FAM0%BLL L, R THiEERED20~30% 1A b, BT
YIRBITZ D 2 DOFETFHIBRE L % b, FUKRE
OWEEEIECEIIEROFH 2 B LTI
T5-FU % Fh & LA FEREEREAMTh T & 72705
a7 EOMATHERS 2B 2 L5 T &Y, FRE
IFEIL L Tz,

BE EORTC T, SR REFFEERA1IC 3\ C FIF
BOXhEE A AR & L7z FOLFOX SRR DOMTRT + AT 4ED
AR B R EMEET 5, KEEZ EMER LI
5Ex (EORTC40983) »fThbhTwb, F/z, JCOG
KGENRZ )V — 7 ClBTE, FE - EFETER
ERIRB OB LR LT, FINBMRE T iR
& L7z FOLFOX6HREED IBEABRA FHE S TV B,

MG HREOBRHAD 5

= OEAE DI RIGTE ORI TREIEESE
(¥t EGFR PL{E°PL VEGF #U) 2SARE NS X5
W22, AR LEEE T FOMREBEET AR
BT TICW DD EITL TV B, 75 Y AITBWT,
FOLFOX4%} CAPEOX (AR Z ¥ v +FFH1) 7T
F) %3 % B FOLFOX7 (1-OHP 130mg/m?, 238
4F) + bevacizumab ?HLEERER (MOSAIC-2) »SEAT
HTHbD, 7AYHTHREBEIIC mFOLFOX6HEE (-
OHP 85mg/m?, 2 M) * bevacizumab O HMEEER
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MOSAIC (Completed)

S

NO 16968 (ongoing)

Adjuvant Therapy for Colon Cancer

MOSAIC 2

-

NSABP C-08

NSABP €~-07 (Completed)

INT NO 147

http ! //www.medscape.com/viewarticle/473658_16 X ) &EH
1 SHROKXBENZRHESEEROF RS ERE T 3 Rk

(NSABP C-08) % mFOLFOX6X%f FOLFIRI Xf mFOL-
FOX6/FOLFIRI (3 7 A4F) £ cetuximab O HLEGRER
(N0147) 25EFTHTH B, INSIFVTIND stagell
REEEERRE LTS (1),

SBRONGENEU L EREORRAR T, £
FIGERBEEIC XL VAR ZO TV L) DIk
OAmERbN S, BEEOHLE @OVERIO%
&), EEEBCEEOEHE (MOSAIC-2), GEMME
UL (FRETFHTFv—h—7%L) 2LbEEL:
T P TIThN TV &b THA I,

KEBRE 2R B VSIS Z DI0ER L F DI
& CHEF U7z, KIGBNBRE{tEREICOWTOE
AN DO ESRER 2 REE L T A B &, stage IIEBIEIE
REIBTE DM EEE O 2D IR ST B\ TR &
NIEETH B, AFRITBWTD, FHIFETIES-FU/
LV &, 6 BRI LI bDLEZ NG,
Stage I fEBHEESNNT 5 MEMESFBEOERICD
WTIERZTHIREEE N TB 5T, SHOBRETH
bo EIFEIIDOWTIE, Bk A CHBIEEDRS
DD ET2 o T B 720D, AFRTOEMEREE TR
T EAHEETD 575, HEFATIX UFT 2 L0
PUEAI E 72 35-FU/LV RS HR SN D L EZ
B

SHOBRABR T, BEFRERECENST%
F—y e L7BEREEDEASIN TV TH A

HibaA R 552885 5 5
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