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T A EZRAMET S, ChIIBRFEERE FH
CHESHEI LPBEDBLERTWE L, IREREO
WAy, MR L EEHERT S LI EREL ST
EDDITH, WEREROBEHILODIZLELS
LThb, LREL, FHEESEREESE, W E
ROMEZRY ¥ OB 1 &2 ETHE, {beF
BEBAL, BYPHEETLICLLERT .

1) FEAHAK

EAMRITE T BFHIL,

- WA IR AR R A

- FEHMA

- Rtk - AIRMERRELN DG, JEEH
DO DITHRBEFR T 5 KEWERA, 8§
KRBT FFIRE T CHIWr ¥ 2 KBE SRR
CLHLH, HIRMICEBRZWEE, KEYBRWT
{2 & - T optimal debulking & % & 2 WIBA IR A
EAUIBRE (BATRIBET) 2179,

- IR | BN HGEEREERE MO &
LTITH S eddb b5, ARBICEELZBEFORRI
FESLL T,

- BB oS (ER - BRTIR)BEH (DL
) L EERRT RS I ] £ TOEMICE, TR
EDTDIWLBELE SNDBA, BEEY ¥ SHiRERS
BEOTHABIUSEET S LT HHRARBROBE I A
Wy,

2) MEIEH/IMIT (cytoreductive surgery)

BEHDRFFHEREODIXLBETH Y, £
DHFEIIE LR OIEAMRITM R ER EOT LM
AT, BB, BRTES, BEW, SEEE,
BWBET 2 L OBBEOBEEREZEEE & &Ik
T5.EHBEOY S ABBNAORME, SREBICLE
B BD IR BRRAYEETY. S50
B ICREERE & RO B EIERBNICUR TS
LHEMT S, —FT, WEFMITRGEEDRC
L&, (LERRBIOIFESRSIRS Seeil
WEE2E20d5.

3) RIS

WEMVHETL, BRABEVERIZVIZEEESAK
ITEHERENRATYLES, b LOIEEE TR
BECEMEMICESE L, ToMCESETEN L FEHE

(JREEDS A)

& HERiEs2% 8 5

ARk

THERPHYEOHMSFEEN L BEL EOFHFE
PUZDCTIEHEBBROA T TOREHARIC LD 5,
COBICIBENZHE LEREPEBEOKE &,
iR, MEX S LER BEroBEdEmRAL
BREO—H LT 5.

2. {bE#E

1) FiEm bR

ETEBICBE VTR, EMCBIEKuTaak
TLFEFER T TH LD, BEOERTHS, FIgE
HOWBHERNL, T FTRAOBIBICL > THEL
TwaA, ThTH b, Ocll, VIERR, i
B FH 5 O RIFIH R 2em B LOER OF #HITR
RTH Y. (LB, BREEEEI DSV ORE
MUEFB N EFHMSN TS,

LFEREROBRIELLRETH 5. 4B50RL 2
trial \2Z 00 L 728, 13051 DB & AT L 2R T, 7
SFFEHOFHEEFETSFFEAIY LEL, S
FFFIEHEATHEATL L) DA &M LA
DTN o 72, F 72, cisplatin & carboplatin DA%
HICRESRCEREINTVDY, ZOBEOHET
i, cyclophosphamide *X° adriamycin & $f 4§ 5 %4,
A FERRPREER £ L T cisplatin 75mg/m*% 3 ~ 4
BITLIZ6 A~ AEEFTHOPEARLENT, 20
RAEIL60~T0%, 5 ELEFHRII20%HHE V. car
boplatin 300mg/m*% % \ i3 cisplatin 75mg/m*% cy-
clophosphamide 600mg/m?*& #f /L 72 & @ L ¢
i, B|RIE, EFERFICEE R WD, carboplatin
DFHMAR - Bt EOHLEEIRC TR, iEH
BHEGV EME XN TWBEY, carboplatin @ J5 235 8
TV 0T, BRI B L WIES R BUILAE O
fEBR D NER] % 01T carboplatin 2%4F £ 5 )
255,

paclitaxel i&, #ETIFEMCHERINERICHEATY
15~20% DE VBTN RE S T2, paclitaxel
E LD LEFEANCIE A 6 hk AN BB RUS (hy-
persensitivity reaction : HSR) # 7R3 Z & #3H 5 D T,
512~ 14BE B AT B & OF 6 ~ 7 B BT I dexametha-
sone 20mg % FHE, %5304 A1 ranitidine 50mg % &
%, diphenhydramine 50mg # IR 3 52 &0k o T
HSR #F 03 2 L EHNDH 5. paclitaxel DX 5= E %
5RITOWT, 175mg/m*E 135mg/m*% S 512 2 H i
T, TNEN24REM, 3 B TikS LRI T, 175
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mg/mD T BRI RNKRE {, FuRERSED
HFHR RS PSR TRADEBRELARIE -
ZEHE SN TS, cisplatin & 6 L 7235 &,
paclitaxel ® %3 1173%, median survival (#3873 T
& - 72 7%, cyclophosphamide TiZ € & h60%, 24
BT» Y, paclitaxel D FVEBICREFTH -2, —
FEELBAERIIOWTERERICER 2P 7220
9. BELIFRIRBD 8T 5720121, BEHIC pacli-
taxel H v C cisplatin 2% 5T X & Th 5", Tz,
cisplatin & BT 2 & 13 AEIEME O B A H24RF
LA E L, B4 TId, paclitaxel & carboplatin @
FRHICELTHZ S OBREYRALNS L) ITL
D, ABREOCENFEIRESNA TS, BEOREY
BiEE LT, RETOERIRVIMBAANL, paclitaxel
& carboplatin D Td 5. paclitaxel i3 QOL L2 5
SEZE S P ERE & Y DDdb 5. paclitaxel DEIEH
124, LA HSR @37, RNARERE, & RIS (i
TFHRERIAY), WPIE - BHETE, BB S B 5. K
FEEEEL, cisplatin & OB TRRE L R A HMEIC
H5.

BIEARBIIBWTD, paclitaxel + 75 F - 8H &,
cisplatin + cyclophosphamide O §f AR = D L #, cis-
platin + cyclophosphamide &, & &I adriamycin % I
AIZEIEBRE L OLBRBRIETRTH 5.

ZoHERES RS,
paclitaxel 180mg/m? iv, day 1(3 BEfi%5)
carboplatin AUC=5~6 iv, day 1(1 ~ 2 Bifi#% &)
3~4HHBTe a—X
J{D
paclitaxel 135mg/m® iv, day 1(24#FH#5)
cisplatin 756mg/m? iv, day 1
3~4HAMRTEI—X
LE3hTwna, FHEECEREORRIZE - T
#®55,

paclitaxel Z E T L VWHAIZE, ERHrSFEHE L
TWAHRFEL LT,
cyclophosphamide 900mg/m’® iv, day 1
cisplatin 75mg/m’® iv, day 1
4 AMRTE I~
J{)
cyclophosphamide 500mg/m* iv, day 1
cisplatin 75mg/m?® iv, day 1
adriamycin 30mg/m® iv, day 1 (THP T2 #iX30mg
/m® iv, dayl, EPI THNIiF50mg/m’® iv, dayl)

F UREBA)

& 1331

4 AERTE I—2A
BED, HREOBH/TELHARETH S,

2) & 7 &1L % # i (Dose intensive chemotherapy
with/without G-CSF)

G-CSF R X% AT A I LITL Y, BHEOLFERE
X U dose intensity # & D L2 BHEICE T 2 e
HRENTVAD,

Murphy et al."’iZ, cyclophosphamide 600mg/m?*+
carboplatin 300mg/m’ + adriamycin 50mg/m? ¥ 72 (%
ifosfamide 5g/m*D 4 B L 6 I—RAFH LR E, £
D¥EE4RATL 20 -ARE LB OEEL{LL
B 3.5% (randomized control trial : RCT) 247 » T\ 5.
ZDOR, A& T % b b dose-intensive chemotherapy
HCHRNEDEPERBICRFCh o @MELTY
%. Kaye et al'® % cyclophosphamide 750mg/m’ + cis-
platin 50mg/m*% 72 {Z100mg/m*% 6 2 — A& 5T 5
EEBLEBERBRLITY, BEVERIIRFThH-o 1
EHEL LA LZoBOMET, REFETIENW
HERICRELEPAON R o722 L0 5, cisplatin
ORI 5 B IL75mg/m’, 3HITETHBHEBTW
5. 199540 S 75 F FHH % doseup LIZENES
LIRS R S TWaY, AEETRDLLETS

FHZAR LN WO Thigpen®™ (X, cisplatin D ¥
5 R A25mg/mY/BIET S TRESROMRICHE
VHBRMRO LASAONDL D, ThEMRZAHEZD
BRRITI P—CRB5OTREVPEBRRTVE, D
¥V, GCSFHGIZL N beEREoksRE EIFTH
BHREEEMETES L9 oHBERILVEVLTX
W,

3) EMEAMEHMIC X 5 KE/LE5 3 (High dose
chemotherapy with hematopoietic progenitor cell sup-
port)

EMBREREESELEEETH 2HEH T, &l
BHRBEEEEA T L THFRERED 5 ~1015F
THRSBEOHMBIWEE 22, Cho2fHLTOH
FRTRBOBPESRESHTVE, FAFETOER
MFBEEOMEIZVEEDHvA, T - VEES
=20) TP 4 FEEFHE2%, 4 FWHEFRT%THo
72 O|E?, M (n=46), V(n=19)TD 5 HE4E
TFEMBENENESL%, 33.7% ThH -2 L OREDHFD
5, LyL, REEOEOFMELFMT 570121
EVEBILILE RSN ECTH A 9. dose intensity & —
EUEICEIFS 2 8IS X YIEEROS 57 515,
DFNRESROE_OHREITHETLZLLBETE
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0O, HEESICBOTIIMENEBEOBRRE E v
TEwn?,

4) MEREM{bFR (P #ik)

EREMICEEL Ty BB LT, fimAltEE
BRI E T 5 RADERIZE Y, BEEAEED
B L, HEBBOKRE D SIHEBIIHT 2PN
FWEOHEHI Z T B, cyclophosphamide 600mg
/m*® iv & B B L 72 cisplatin 100mg/m® iv % ip ®
KRELHLERB T, BYENELEN6%, 51%
(p=0.08), PHAFEHMEEAH A, 495 H (p=001)
EHESN T B, BREEERD2em BT OEH
T, cisplatin @ ip WEOHFBivHEELH HENE
CHETHHZLIMESATVAR®, EhHRE, B
RRADFEEMEN O, BEPEZEREONETH
B9, —FIEABEBO NS TN, BEOORBEEED
8B HE SN, FHLFHEZ L oMELBLTY
5. BEENEEPEDLRER TR, SFETHIRSEOH
REPRONBENENEL, B—BIROBFEELT
IERVH L.

L BERENICEEPMESRET BT 256, 7
T F+EHEECHLPREICREIRDOD - BB T
i, cisplatin % & LoBERILSER B BRIT & BUS 2 /R
T EHFHEINTVE™,

¥ 7> second look operation A& DFER =T B,
consolidation therapy & L TOBEBENILFREOER
ICH LT, BAEALITH O prospective study DEE %
FOUENH S,
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V. PEEEHEOEY% follow-up

FRESF O FIRRRH O RE % follow-up DHEBIZD
W IZEBLA V>, NIH consensus statement” Tl3, £
ERFESR2EMNIE 3 ~4 7 ATE, 2FDBIRTH
IDLRVHBTIVELTYAS, NCCNDA 1 F I
1 2 CHIERIEAKTH S, HICH LTS,
BLOO2ERII1IAATE, ZoRIZ2HAATE,
ENG YL EEZRI TS, I, VHOHETE
CBWTIE, BHRE2EUNICERET S EHE W,
EB, BREAOBRERPRET L L, 1EDAYS
X Z50%, 2EUNIZRBLZ0%PERTLESN

Proportion Surviving
Progression-free

6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48
Months after Entry into Study
Median

No. No. with Progression-
Progression- Treatment free Survival

Treatment free Failure Total (mo)

— Cisplatin+ 28 174 202 13

cyclophosphamide
==== Cisplatintpaclitaxel 45 139 184 18

F1 - VEERICB T 5 b2 # 1 5 Progression
Free Survival (McGuire, et al. 1996)

TWBEY (1), ThoeDZw2EETHE, Il
& b hiEE 2 SEMI, intensive % follow-up Z 17\, B
ROBHRERELEIAIRELEZ OIS,
F2UIBPHARORELRY. 1FUNR1AAZ
L, 1~2%8EiF2AATL, 2~3FEE3IHATL, 3
~5FFAAATE, SHEYBEIPFETL LA Th
LOEHEIVLE EDM, VHOETHICER SR
BREXEZONDB(AFTY—2), BREOL LRV
I, THEFATEDIPLRZBHBELH I T L
FEZON5%, 2EUROBMBERIZLLA#ETHL
DEHEETHIEDVDRTEYY(H2), B
LTHZoEEZRALZW(GIFITY —2).

203 ;

Number of relapse

55

o 12 2 3% 48 6 72
months after diagnosis
B2 I-THEMCBTLIERECOME
20351 HhEs B AR, BREIO50% 455 51874 B L
PIZ, 75% %336 # A BANICESE . (Raymond, et al.
1997)

200743 A



20074E3 A

1334

E ORELBA)

HEREEs2% 8 5

£2 JEEHEFREO follow-up DIk

wmEME feizzts ~14 1#AZE
~2 4 2HRZE
~3 4 3HAZE
~5 4 4R
5 4~ 6HATEL
W, N »5TY—1
I, T A5y —2
P8, wEHE
AFIN—1 WP, HB [
JEiE < — A — (CA125) £
BEHLVIEE8ETR 3~6HHTE
AFLY—2  HECT 7213 MRI 6NRTLQEMBIRIZAATE)
B3R X % 12HATE
HFTY—3 Ga>¥rF¥5h, BYUFrI A, IVP, BFEH HEH

P, MAEMEBICEL Tid, NIH ° NCON T,
HBEHRLE LABEHRE CAISEE < — 7 —)
MEZHILL TV, TOZORBELELRNT, o
RpgEVWHBEZEZONLZ(HTITY—1). LPL
BASHERREE, JFEEBNTHh OISR THEICH
TT&E20T, LLIBETHRIHZHFTEIME
RWHRETHA (I FITY—1). F/HEECT, MRI,
W XEDPEE~1ECIERFzy 7 LI T
TY—2), RS Ga vV FI5h, BYVF IS
2, VP, BEESERELR EDLBCRLTHITTZ (2
7Y —3). R2IIPDE, HEHHORERILR L

CAIZBIZ D WTHTER Y %, CAI2GIZ e LRk
SIEMOBRIBREOBVI -1 —Th s, BROK
BICHHERATHA. 35U0/m Ehy M 7MET A E,
BRUDO0%GUEREEEZR T, LA LEFS,
PREMBE IR E L TR RSB S R SR T
WBHIENEL, HRBBALABON v M 7%
HBHITARE LOERIZL W, Gard and Hough-
ton', Sugiyamaetal.?iZ £ 415U/ml, 16U/ml, #*
Ay bEATEETREELTWS, /- CAIBEOE
BRNELEAZ LI VEROBRYZHE L LY &
TEHRADHHY, 1A AIZ25U/ ml L EOED EF
BALNLEH, 2HMEERLEAOALNSE
PV TERPBEDR I ETAWMENH B, DL
A2, —REFHD follow-up I2B T, CAIAEDR
FUCOWTREEFVLETH S,
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VI. £Hh 2 Ky VFiH

Second-look laparotomy % 7= i operation (SLO) i,
P& [WEFNEEBIESNOMBLERETH
YhoHEFANE L, BERMICEMEERDEL
bW T 52HEBEEN] LEHREN TV,
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ZCTEMEFRHOTEEIIZERET, BROICER
DR 5N REFNC NS 5 B R,

SLO DWW THRRBE L &7 5,
SLO ix, FEFMBOBREEE T HILFRED

K3 EAHVEFNy sFERTOREE(I/IN

No. of patients

First author Reference Year Percent positive

Total  Positive
Podratz Am ] Obstet Gynecol 152 © 230 1985 57 10 18
Walton Obstet Gynecol 70 © 770 1987 95 5 5.2
Free Gynecol Oncol 26 : 290 1987 47 11 23
Chambers Obstet Gynecol 72 © 404 1988 30 2 6.7
Lippman Cancer 61 : 2571 1988 10 2 20
Podratz Gynecol Oncol 31 : 9 1988 85 15 18
Podezaski Gynecol Oncol 36 : 43 1990 26 5 19
Potter Gynecol Oncol 44 © 3 1992 102 19 19
Nishimura J Jon Soc Cancer Ther 30 : 1721 1995 183 18 9.8
Takakura Acta Obst Gynaec Jpn 50 © 111 1998 31 1 32
Total 666 88

Weighted Mean (95%CI)

132(106—15.8)

Fd ANV 7 BRTCORESE(D/VE)

No. of patients

First author Reference Year Percent positive
Total  Positive

Gershenson  Cancer 55 . 1129 1985 246 161 65
Podratz Am J Obstet Gynecol 152 : 230 1985 77 48 62
Gall Gynecol Oncol 25 : 26 1986 92 50 54
Free Gynecol Oncol 26 : 290 1987 42 23 55
Podratz Gynecol Oncol 29 : 274 1988 134 84 63
Chambers Obstet Gynecol 72 © 404 1988 37 27 73
Hainsworth ~ Ann Int Med 108 @ 165 1988 47 28 60
Lippman Cancer 61 : 2571 1988 58 47 81
Podratz Gynecol Oncol 311 9 1988 165 101 61
Krag Gynecol Oncol 34 : 88 1989 62 30 48
Hoskins Gynecol Oncol 34 : 365 1989 67 41 61
Podczaski Gynecol Oncol 36 © 43 1990 76 48 63
Potter Gynecol Oncol 44 © 3 1992 110 65 59
Gallion Gynecol Oncol 46 : 29 1992 95 52 55
Nishimura J Jpn Soc Cancer Ther 30 : 1721 1995 104 32 30
Tuxen Ann Oncol 8 : 643 1997 308 183 59
Hempling Ann Surg Oncol 4 : 349 1997 100 63 63
Williams Gynecol Oncol 66 : 171 1997 216 153 71
Friedman Gynecol Oncol 67 . 88 1997 78 35 45
Takakura Acta Obst Gynaec Jpn 50 © 111 1998 25 8 32
Total 2,139 1,279

Weighted Mean{95%CI)

59.8(57.7—61.9)
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