ALK TIrb N, gemcitabine DX G & Z T 7B
ZEEDII D D S 2IAERE & AFHE A EN
TV Z NG Sz GEREHR 1 23.8%
vs 48%, p=00022, HEAFHHEFRIE 5657 A
vs 441 5 B, p=00025)2. KETIEIDHERIZ
FEOWT, 1996 F I EME X T 5 gemcitabine D
ERPAZEESN, BEATH 11 NOETEEES
AR E LEIHRERYEZET, 200144 A &
) BB 2414 5 gemcitabine O RFR#E A A3 KRR S
n7-. BEREICHTT 5 gemcitabine DRI R IZF D%
b % OBRABRTHASINTEY, ThHOH
2L B L, HETEEREICET S gemcitabine D
WHE AL 10 ~20%, EFHHHRERZE~T »
B, 1EEFEHEI20%BETHIEEZELLN
5.

112 gemcitabine DIZHER 2 x5 FH L& R
3. AEEEIMHA D 1,000 mg 1AL T L E
o gemcitabine % A2 A KIZIER L 7214305
T CEEEL, ALR3ERITTERSGLES
VEKIET D, chEla—RE LTHRKOHES
M B GERE L BER RO O N WIRD
BE5%# K7, Gemcitabine %% 53 5 &\ IZ
I ELFNREEZERITY, WBCH
2,000/ pl i B L < (& PLT A%70,000/ pd 86 D 355
S35 24Kk 5. Gemcitabine 3B b 2 EIE
B, B, HitEREE, WRERER L
M BD, —HRICERETDH ) /R TOIRBEN T RE
ThHsb., MEUMEI1~2%DEHICERL L
BHLNTBY, % - BYhZz & OFR2EIRZ
bbAA, ERLBERRLERORR . & 2E0
7B A SRR A % o TRER T ALEND
5. BIRBERLEL LI LBE0N, LR
BERkZ S L TIRATFOA FR5-HT, %%
BREER ESBRASATVS,

Gemcitabine D5 A7 22— VIZH L TiT,
R 1,000 mg/m? % 305 CHBHET 5 Hik
Oz, 10 mg/m¥/ 55D HERW - h & L7zE
BECHEEET A HEMLERMB N, KADN
TWwa, Zhid, Z0#k5#EH gemcitabine &
ELCY VEMLT ADICERBE TH B L)
FRRICEOWTERENLFETHY), EHEHE

i (fixed dose-rate infusion) &N TV 5. b
nbhid, BAANDOETEEESE 16 ALHRIC
gemcitabine EEBFEEOEIMRABE TV,
1,200 mg/m*/120 3SR SN B 5HETH 5
CEEBELTWAE(EBREOEF M P RIE
73 # A)*. Gemcitabine EBEFELIT T ~ ¥ 4
(LB NHABRCRIFAEBERLI-Z LN LH
BENTWAS, 2006 F1CHE SN RBELR
EIMHRBROBERTIEBEORSGHELD OB
SPICEN-EGHRERTIENTE h o
720 (EFF R ROl | EEEEEL60 2 A vs 8
k497 B, p=005)°, HEEEFEE LTI
SNTWVZw,

3. L VMLFEEE

1996 4E |2 gemcitabine @ survival benefit A¥GE
BHENTLE, SHICENIHEEZ RO TLCE
ADF LW LEEEFRAFE S, KAONTE
7z. L L, %< DEHRITHITHERART gem-
citabine B & 0 b S P ICBN AT
ARTIENTEY, BEBEIIE 2S00
2. FD L) BRI H T Wz 2006F 12,
gemcitabine |Z erlotinib * A &¥ 7- 4 FE L«
S ETEEREHOEFHIMA, gem-
citabine BB E T - BB HOAEFHIM LY
LI FENEEER L > TENRTWAZ L ERT
EIIHARBROBEIF T RE SN (EFHEPR
fi5 0 6.37#% B vs 591% A, »p=0.025)°.
Erlotinib 2 &2 O3 TENFEX (Fo ¥ ¥+ —
YIHEE)TH Y, gemcitabine D@BHE IS ITH
HLT1IA®74D100mg(—HDER T
150 mg) AE RG-Sz, 77 AEOEERT
K EED SN, BIERIEI—KICBRET
Hote. HENTHRBROERICHED SKECEKM
T3 gemcitabine + erlotinib #f F #EE AN BERE 12X
LTEEEN, BEARTOHBEFITON TS,
Gemcitabine +erlotinib X #EATFERB I LTI L
& T gemcitabine BMEE L ) b EFHE« L
B o 7iEE e LCER SN, Rl ozEs
HEYVKEXLhholzZ &5, gemcitabine B
TEEIZE > ThbbIEEE Vo LEDITIZIE
Wit TR,

1050 4 # Vol.69 No.9 (2007-9)



13—X 23— R
day 1 8 15 22 29 36 43 50 57
| | | | | | | | |
gemcitabine f f f 1 1 1
1. Gemcitabine DIZ¥M LI5S A%
Gemcitabine i, day 1, day 8 B X UFdayl5 2455 L, day 22 (3KET %,
1Bl&7-h 1,000mg/m? % 30 M CHBEEETAH. 28821 2—AE LT, G2 LHWRD
ARG ZEMEH 2O L VRIS 2N ET.
13—X 23—2X
day1 8 15 22 29 36 43 50 57 64 71 78 85
| | | | | | | | | | | | |
1 28 43 70
R ETE S-1 5% (tegafur 4 &)
1.25 m? #ifi 80mg/ H
125m? Lk~ 1.5m? kil 100mg/ H
15m2 Lk 120mg/ H

2. S10OERENLHSSE
-1, RRERICAERESNI RS ELHRGEB LU REZEDOIA 20, 28 FEIJL_ H

M5 L, #0% 14 BEKETS. 2H%13—AE LT, B2 LHIROENCHGEARE
LEMEH RO VRS #80ET.

v 13—X 23—X

day 1 8 15 22 29 36 43
| I I I | I l
gemacitabinef 1 f 1 :
s [ [ooe or o ]
1 14 22 35
REREHE S-1#%5-& (tegafur tH4 &)

1.25 m? il 60mg/ H

125m? Ll £~ 1.5m? kif§ 80mg/ B

15m2 Ll F 100mg/ H

3. Gemcitabine & S-1 #HEED 141
Gemcitabine (%, 1[E& 1,000mg/m2 % day 1 & day 82 30 3B D FiEEHETRS L, S143,
REGHREICAE-BREE AR KEVAEHROIR 20, 4 HMEEEORSL, £0%7HE
HES S, 21H%213—A& LT, HAL2LRIROENMRLHBEAELZEER 2RO VR IZ
B &R,

4 ® Vol.69 No.9 (2007-9)

1051



Gemcitabine & cytotoxic agent DA & L
Tlx, 2005412 gemcitabine & #&115-FU R
# D capecitabine (¥ 0 — %) x il AEE /-6t H#E
&A% gemcitabine BB E L h b EN - EFHM
R L2 EHNERDSHE SN (EFLE A
JUE 7448 vs 604 B, p=0026)". L»L,
gemcitabine +capecitabine {28 L TiZ, 3T
BHICAA A2 L THIV—TroHESR
72 9 — DD FENIAHAER T survival benefit 25k
BHaINnhhrolZ hb, WRHZFMIET -
Tz,

—%, BHPETIEEOS-FURHBEED S-1
(74 — A7 V)BT 5 BRABROSBIERERE
L THERBICITbR TS, S-11k5-FUD 71
Ko v 7 Tdhbtegafur iZ5-FUD G EEEE
(DPD) ®RHEZHE T 5 gimeracil L HILEEFEHD
Bk % BB & L 7- oteracil potassium A&t
LEREETH), BREEDETHITIELE
BT A HEESRIRmE SN TVD,
LT, ETEEENRE LATZONEII
AR HATITONI, EREE 211 ~375%,
AR D IESS ~ 92 » A O B RiERI‘ HwE
EN7EY, INLOEERFZITT, 20065E8 A I
BRI 5 S-1 0RBEERAAR SN, ERIK
DB THEHINBOTWS, M212S-1D—fKRY
S HEERT. AREHR>GOBRELIKRSE
- A2 254E L, 28 HWNARL 721% 14 BARE
TAEHFEZ1I—-AL LTHEYERY. BIFERAPE
ETHhTRECE L TRENE*7REE THE
WTAHIENTETHAS. S-10BL Z2EIERI
BREEIG & H LSRN, BRUEBELETHE. 2
NoDFEMT—RRICEELZ LPF0H, L&
THRPONK:Z EORBEBENFANL I EHFDHY
EEVPLETHS.

. Gemcitabine & S-1 D HEEICBEL T, B
EIEFERIITON TS, MEOHAGEIC
Bt ARBLEAY a2 — VLN IR > T
Vs, bbb il gemcitabine # day 1 & day 8
12, S-1%day 1~14FT#&E5L, Thzla-—
A& LT3AMI LR ETHEL AV TER
HERZITo TV HOY, FEIHRBROBRE X

THbLNEIITHRBRTIE, gemcitabine
1,000 mg/m? & S-1 80 mg/m* # MK G E L L
T4 NDORBEBEE T ABEEE ICERTIT
W, BhElS444%, EFHBPRMELNI0L1 2 AL
V) BT R DTERD H 7.

INHDS-1DRFEBEEZITT, ETERE
I=%xt9 % gemcitabine B vs S-1HJMH vs gem-
citabine +S-1ff A& 0 % NI HEAER AR F R
KhHHFETHEBESNAFETHS. 2B, bhb
NAT o 7= gemcitabine +S-1ff A E D 1148
HRERIEELRWER IS L o720 0D, 80%D
B# 2 grade 3L LOFFHRESIBROON, Bl
VERIC L BRERSPIEELEL T 5 EHI IR
ozl bbb, BIIHRBRTES-140%
o LB EHRSEICHVONLETFETHD
(E3).

PLE, #ATEER R LTI, BAEZ B gem-
citabine BB EAMREGBRICHNED T o N TW
50, FFILOWARLZEERELIMESNBOTVDS,
7-72 L, gemcitabine & fDPBE L D2 &
DI LWEFICE LTI, REEEE L TiTbhn
BREMBIOTICHHAZEXZENTIE R OB,

@ IRBIC ¢ 3B

1. {tFBEDNUED

B YRR BN A HMBEEDOE 2 FITKE L
BRINTRLE-TBH, KETIH20ELL EFTNIZIT
b /NRELEITHERBROER 2IZEOVT,
B S 5-FU & RS RET O MEREHFH e A L7
(bR R R DR R DRI E DO
bRTwS, —F, BT bemE T
APENEEFERICITOATEY, &I
European Study Group for Pancreatic Cancer
(ESPAC)-1 DERIFTHE SN TH 5L, BEEY

- BRIRICHBMEEREERITIEADILCERLTY

5%, ESPAC-1¢&i3, REZHEDHD LT HEKMD
ECiTbh /- HIHRRT, UhEROREESR
PALEBEDOFERED X OLFERGTREE DR EIC
T4HIZFEIL, FRENDBEEOEFHE~D
M5z @ L-RBRTH B, {LFEREICZIEE-FU
¢ leucovorin D HBEEFHV O N, EOK
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B, bFEELZIEHIZ T o728 LD D

BAFHBIRL, EERGRBEERILLA
ST AT ADZEEZSERATVAHZ EHIR
M &7z, ESPAC-1id#h F Cirb /- EiEH
BEEOSIITHRE E gL THENFKE (,
Witk B L # B @ survival benefit # 7R L 725K
By L CHRADIIA V7 Va2 208, RERT
YA Y OBRMESCHETRBED I A )T 43
O—VDbb S EXBRICHHINZEROHFL
LTwa,

LAETDH, ESPAC-1D#EF L gemcitabine
DL RANAE > THEBOWHZ IHBLFRELZT D
M2 Twb, BOBEETE25L, 1bLF
FEEDEI R (AT B MR O LB RE %
RITILERRBEBRIZFIDLZVTHA)
A5, WHRWLEa Y ARG EERN R HEE

BT AR EFREEELE) THAS.
~ 2. Gemcitabine

ESPAC-1Tid, #i&HB{L#EEEICS-FU &
leucovorin D AEE L HRHA L7245, £D%, B
FeOEKIT, ETEICTLTS-FUL D LEN
7oA TF ARG % 7R L 72 gemcitabine % W & § 51k
FREIZVTFLTVS,

FA Y CIBEYIERG 2 45812, gemcitabine
vs observation ® £ III ##ER 2317 > 1L (CONKO-
001), primary endpoint T& % R4 FHIM I
B8l Tlx, gemcitabine #A%observation# &£ 1)
bEBEICEN TV /I LHRE S/ (bl :
1347 H vs 69 A, p<0.001) %, ZOHERT
i3, gemcitabine (2B A& L CTYBRE 6 ALA D
SRBEN, AEH6 01— ARG TAHFEVRMAS
Nz, BIERIZ—BICEETH Y, {LFEREICL
LHIGEEERIED o7, EFHBICEL T
3, BEZZIREN o7 DD, gemci-
tabine B 2 BIF 2 A ASERD S Nz (R SLfE
221 % B vs 2027 A, p=006). BA T FEEk
YR Bl % XF 4% & L /- gemcitabine vs observa-
tion £ T HRKBR AT HITH D, 200746 A
CHARFEEAREATIORENAES R
7219, BAORERTIE, WLEREROEE I
4%F3 0 — A ® gemcitabine D52 T2, E

BREMERIZ N Th o755, grade 3L EOH
ek 4 A% gemcitabine DK 52 I BED
0% 220 b, BREUREZICEEREZIT) &
WIZEROMBIIEENLETHH I LHTRES
N7, ZMBEICEL X, BREFHBG
gemcitabine E CHEICEN TW/=25, £HFHMH
TIREEENZD LT, CONKO-001 DR E
HUL T (BEREFHB P RE: 1144 7 A
vs 497 7 B, p=001, EFHMPRIE : 223 »
A vs 184 # A, p=029). ¥7:, ESPAC-1D#;
B %2177 ESPAC-3 Tid, gemcitabine vs 5-
FU +leucovorin M K348 7 85 T AHRBR A BIE A
THTHY, BRERMVEBEINTNDS.,

Gemcitabine B ELA DL I XA VIZEAL T
%, #491Tlderlotinib X capecitabine, HA¥ET
3S-1% EPEREINTWADS, BE A TIRER
MRONTEY, FHMERBES MR > T,
PBRBNALEEERIT ) ST, FEUREIL D
B REINE] R AL EEATE BB T 5 T RetEd
HHI LR SEIIBEWT, THIlEEEZTAHIL
WILETHS.

@, -
B b 6‘.@

Lk, BERRICH T AALEBmEOTIRE BE T,
HEATH, CIRRBNZT TS L 2. RIBREHE
EEHANRD EFERICEL CIBMLTRESD
nl, BBERE o TVWAEHIBBELNTY
. Lo, ARTRBRNAL) I, BREIHT 5
L FEOHFERBILEEFRLLTEBY, £h
1o THEBEEESROFRIWET H 2 &1 H
FENTWS, BHRTH, BRIIHT 5 REELR
SRR EFRRBRIERBRA SN TEY, 4EDOK
RPEHSINS.
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Chemotherapy in pancreatic cancer

o bEms: 285

HEE TH RE EE LB 5B
MORIZANE Chigusa OKUSAKA Takuji KOSUGE Tomoo
wabﬁlw%%tﬁ%5u%5wé ww* Jkﬁﬁé%%w%ﬁﬁfw

3 ’(a* gemCItalbne b\Lupﬁ‘)J%O)Té *LTJE—E iﬁﬁté n’(L\é = bh.l‘]%ﬁma* ‘
Qy@%ﬂkﬁﬁéWéw%%%TBﬁﬁ%E@%ﬁmLEﬂTénfﬁU.Egé
L TOB, bﬁb %f@ﬁ th%éTEEﬁ%T@U éb%é %&k

;Q&%Lmﬁ %%%ﬁ%gfﬁé

L B OERPRHERE

1. YIBRTEERIC XS B1bpiEE
1LEFADBIC & MAEDIZLE L
BEDOBERBEROERS S, EREBFICIIL
FHE, BUTETOI I LB AERE R
BLEINTE, LAL#ERT S gemcitabine
(GEM) (H 1) & 2 &3 bEFED BRI HE
INTHHIL, FAETHICS GEM ICX 288
ILFEREIITONABEIMTHZTBY, EBZN
7 IE 40T 2 BRRRER DR R D 3y S B T v
b. Tbb, BRI AIEREOHEIRIL,
EREBH DO Z 6T, RFAETH S SOk
TPl R s ho0dh 5.

KEE A+ 5 THEITBE LR E LTTbh:
55 11 MHABRDOKE R, WEIEHEE LT GEM %%
Eyid

B XN-BEBROFI5FU 2 H5 3hi-B

Day1
|

Day8  Dayl5 Day22
+ + i TS
gemcitabine 1 ”
1.000mg,/m2/30 55 £ Lf_l 4 kg
T A/

1 gemcitabine HHFEE
LTERAF V2T, REDBLALBEIEDOLNZVERD
ER ST T 5.

X D REREARIR, EFHRE DICEEEERR-
TREFLZBEETHL I EnMESIRZY (M 2).
CORREZT, GEM IZEITIEE I 55—
BIROFUER & LTHFEMICRDON TS, b
HIETIZ20014F & 0 BEAE L 3 2 PR Bd s A EE
PRONTWAS, LA L GEM DEFERICDHER
RBHY, BEE 5 ~10%EE, SFHMTR
fE5~6 » AR GRIBERRH) & T2 2MET
E5HDTII R, BT TITHETEEIE DOEHEK
B Le BIEL & F 82 BRI OBRMES 72 X
nT&7-.

ELA At > 5 — b RmBFIEREPTR:  *FIEIR FEIRRA VR 55

Key words : i AMCERE Ay 5y
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gemcitabine (63 A)

20| 5-FUB3A)
t

o T

00 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 H
5-FUB¥ | gemcitabine B P
EHEG 0% 5.4%
SRR | 4.4148 5.65% F 0.0025
LIEEFHIG 2% 18%
SRR DR 4.8% 23.8% 0.0022

2 EITEEICHT 3 gemcitabine & 5-FU DHEEER
(k1 & b)

2. GEM E5LUIBEORERFELKR

1) BRI FEE

GEM LIAL D ZEH]

BT TICHEFE LT GEM & I HHRERT
g & N7 FEHE matrix HFEERHER]TH 5
marimastat 8 X FBAY12-9566, topoiso-
merase I fHEH) T % exatecan D 3K TH 5.
CRB BT RORIERIC BT bGEM B

BICAFARPRE, 3B EEERL
THY, GEM * EETAHEAIIChITOL
ZAHAHELMITENTV RV (ER]D).

Gemcitabine & (FDR-GEM)

GEM i, #AaAT deoxycitidine deaminase
X oT=) VBt E T, DNA 8 BHEY
A5 LI W HEERREREBT A, M HEALEK
HIZBWT GEM 0= YEBALEY Ol % # 5
#1HRARIZL Y, GEM OR#E 2 MAENREEIX
#120 yumol/l EMESNT VD, ThbHDRERIC
BT, ZOEHEMPRBELZRRL(BL72D
1213, GEM {310 mg/m*/ 53D & EE (€ HEHED)
THEETAZEVPRETHLEINTVES, KE

TBWT, ZOEHREHEE L300 0%E
T OEMEAILE I BRBSIThh, ERFE
EAEFHRIICB TR 2EE L RL, S
nTwi., L LZD%, BENKSED GEM
B, EREEED GEM HA), EHEEHELED
GEM +oxaliplatin DBE#EE L V2723 T— 4
D I ARBAKEIC BB CTITbII. 0%
B OEERSEO GEM BH LB L Tiho 2
BROEREIAEREGDRETRT I EATE
Lhol?, oF ) EEEEED GEM 1355 11
KBTI E LOBREIEONZ S ODFE I
SRR TEFNPKRILTE Loz, 2L d
WENEEOMETHERE I FENICHVW O LR EE
BTV AW,

2) GEM-+HtiFI DG AfEx

BT TIZ & 8% GEM +iH o5 Bk
A 111 MRERICB VT GEM B & s T
&7:. GEM L HFH S h7-#HKZ, fluoropyrim-

£1 ETEBICHTI2HEPEZOE I HER
gemcitabine HMliE# vs gemcitabine WAV BLH| R

ess HHFHA
& B
WEE HEE: EE 5 e gud () pfE
Marimastat 5 mg 104 36 0.003
Bramhall SR, 2001 | Marimastat 10 mg 105 35 0.002
Marimastat 25 mg 102 41 0.26
GEM 103 55
Moore M]J, 2003 BAY12-9566 138 37 <0.001
GEM 139 6.6
Cheverton P, 2004 - | Exatecan 169 5 0.093
GEM 170 6.5

GEM : gemcitabine



idin ZOEH & LT, 5FU, 5FU +leucovorin,
capecitabine %%, ¥ 7- thymidylate synthase fH
EH)TlX pemetrexed 7%, topoisomerase I fE
#)Tid irinotecan, exatecan A%, HEHHAITIX
cisplatin, oxaliplatin 7% GEM & $f & tuidat &
hiz. SoIZHaFEMEREL LTI matrix 5
REEFEHEHR TH S marimastat, farnesyl

B OLEFRE 287

transferase FAEH|® tipifarnib, epidermal
growth factor receptor (EGFR) tyrosine kinase
FHEH#|TH 5 erlotinib, vascular endothelial
growth factor(VEGF)Hi&Tad % bevacizumab,
EGFR ¥ifATH % cetuximab 75 GEM ~® L3
FERIZOVWTHRET S W, Tho DOfFREED
3%, BEETIC GEM BiH) X o THEHEHIC

g2 ETHREICHT 22H5REEAOS I HER

gemcitabine EHii&E# vs gemcitabine B 1EH#E

s =2 11|
Ea/aE B
WmER/REE Fiat;:374 HH q:‘%ﬁﬁ(ﬂ) pﬁ

Berlin, et al, 2002 GEM+5-FU 160 6.7 0.09
GEM 162 54

Riess, et al, 2005 GEM+5FU+FA 230 585 0.6830
GEM 236 6.2

Herrmann, et al, 2005 GEM+capecitabine 160 84 0314
GEM 159 7.3

Cunningham, et al, 2005 | GEM+capecitabine 267 74 0.026
GEM 266 6.0

Oettle, et al, 2005 GEM+pemetrexed 283 6.2 0.8477
GEM 282 6.3

Colucci, et al, 2002 GEM-+cisplatin 53 30:8 048
GEM 54 20,8

Heinemann, et al, 2006 GEM-+cisplatin 98 .75 0.15
GEM 97 6.0

Louvet, et al, 2005 FDR-GEM+oxaliplatin 157 9.0 013
GEM 156 7.1

Poplin, et al, 2006 FDR-GEM+oxaliplatin 276 59 0.16
FDR-GEM 277 6.0 0.05
GEM 279 49

Rocha Lima, et al, 2004 GEM+irinotecan 180 6.3 0.789
GEM 130 6.6

Stathopoulos, et al, 2006 | GEM+irinotecan 60 6.4 0.970
GEM ’ 70 6.5

Abou-Alfa, et al, 2006 GEM-+texatecan 175 6.7 0.52
GEM 174 6.2

Reni, et al, 2005 GEMfcisplatin+5—FU+EPI 52 NA 0.047
GEM 47 NA

Bramhall, et al, 2002 GEM+marimastat 120 1655H 095
GEM 119 164H

Van Cutsem, et al, 2004 GEM-+tipifarnib 341 193H 0.75
GEM 347 182H

Moore, et al, 2005 GEM +erlotinib 285 6.37 0.025
GEM 284 591

Kindler, et al, 2007 GEM+bevacizumab 302 : 57 0.40
GEM 300 6.0

GEM : gemcitabine 5-FU : fluorouracil

FA : folinic acid FDR : fixed-dose-rate infusion

EPI : epirubicin NS : not significant NA : not available
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1004
;:.E 75‘
if
ES
%J 501 gemcitabine+capecitabine (267 A)
% .
= 25] -

gemcitabine (266 A )"~
. 0 -

0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27H

Gemcitabine Bt Eae;;?e(c:iit:gmz% P
ZHEE 7.1% 14.2% 0.008
AR h 6.0% A 745 H 0.026
(95%{Z A X 1) (5.4~17.1) (6.5~8.5) )
1EEFEE 2% 18%

3 SEITHMICIT B gemcitabine vs gemcitabine +
capecitabine &5 I11 158
(Cunningham, et al: European Cancer Conference (ECCO) 13,
2005)

HEEZEZF> TEGHRIVRINLLV I X VI
GEM +erlotinib?, GEM + capecitabine®” @ 2 &
HoarThb(E2, K3, 4). LIL, wih
DL I AV HEBERBEORNRELD-LL
bOTIRE L, FAMRARERC B TR
HHEET BN H D, TDDINO DR
B, BIERC Az ) ALEZ bhaEHK
ORI RBEITAERERED 12 LT
WMED Hh, GEM BMAHIIERERERHRE
THEZDNERTHAH. B, BIE erlotinib,
capecitabine & b BEEITRS 2 AGRIIAF T
BohTwiwn,

II. BEOBEK

HHETIE, BRICHT 5 GEM ORBGEG A
20014F 4 BIZAZRENTLIE, GEM HAIEREN
AT LTI fThhTnd, S HITHEE
T, #MO fluoropyrimidin READ S-1 DIGER
AETEE IR LTiTbh, BHFEZEDEE
(21.1~37.5%) 5583 SN 727207, BRI
% PRBEE IS A%20064F 8 A AR I /2. GEM +
S-1 OB EOS Haak LR 58 11 MHEABR TI135451
TN TON, BREIE44.4%, ERELFHN

gemcitabine+
erlotinibB¥ p

zhEs 8% 8.6%

gemcitabine B¥

EFMAMPRE | 5.914A 6.24»H  [0.038
LEEFEIS 17% 23%
(95%{5<H) |  (12~21) (18~28)

4 SETHBICHT 5 gemcitabine vs gemcitabine +erlotinib @
S AR O3 L D)

1595 H, HFHEPIELL» A & BIF 2B
Thol". ZOKRERIBEDLIETILET
BRI 5 S-1 OFMEERIET 5720 D%
1T A 3B (GEM HE#E vs S-1 BIEHE vs
GEM +S-1 ffHiE# : GEST trial) 255tHI S T
BY, FHICBIBESNBTETH S, $72, #HHT
survival benefit 25EB] & 172 GEM +erlotinib
L TiE, BEARIRTORRELY BIs LIBERAT
bl Twab,

1. EITEREICHT 5 2 XA

FEATIENRE D TR BURRIE] L I N 72 B D A & L
T, RIZHIT L 0 ERE 1 KIEEOFFEL LD
2, A% 2 RIEFRORBHLEELRETH 5.
BERERE I 5 2 RIGH CIREBRE VWA DD
Dixv, BREFTICHEST—5E2K3 1S
R, BUE T CIziTbh -8 T 4H:AERIZ Rubite-
can vs physician’s choice® &, 5-FU +EfE (FA)
+oxaliplatin OB FFEVSFFHRIED 2 KO A
ThbY. Db 5FU+FA +oxaliplatin OFf
FAEEI ISR L B LA ARICR
Wi 2 AR E NS, EBIEDST B EKE (165
B & 0 KIEIZA R\ 468l DA TR A Th L7
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F3 EBITEBICXT 3 2 REER

HEHTEE | UM
HEEBEF B #H BEY | £HEs | HMhRE| PRE piE .
| , A | 0
Oettle, et al 2000 | Paclitaxel - 18 6% - 4
Kozuch, et al 2001 | GEM+5FU+CPT-11+CDDP+LV - 34 24% 39 103
) AR
Milella, et al 2004 | 5-FU + celecoxib - 17 12% 18 34
Reni, et al 2004 | MMC+ Doce +CPT-11 /I 15 0% 17 6.1
Cantore, et al 2004 | CPT-11+Oxal I 30 10% 41 59
Jacobs, etal 2004 glli::ixc:: s choice i ;?? (13:/‘; iz 23%(13 0626
+FA+ -
Oettle, et al 2005 gg g FA+Oxal I 52 _ ‘2‘:2 00077
Tsavaris, et al 2005 |5-FU+LV +Oxal IT 30 23.3% 5.06 575
Demols, et al 2006 | FDR-GEM + Oxal I 31 22.6% 4.2 6
Reni, et al 2006 | Raltitrexed +Oxali i 41 24% 18 52
Morizane, et al 2006 |S-1 i 40 15% 2 45
Boeck, et al © 2007 | Pemetrexed I 52 38% 16 46

rII : randomized phase II

GEM : gemcitabine CPT-11: irinotecan CDDP : cisplatin LV : leucovorin 5-FU: 5-fluorouracilMMC : mitomycin
Doce : docetaxel Oxal : Oxaliplatin  FDR : fixed dose rate FA : folinic acid CBDCA : carboplatin EPI : epirubicin TAI:

transcatheter arterial infusion BSC : best supportive care

28, ORBEPEEBRE LTXITARLR
72 3EVEEL, FOMICET — ADRERTRR)
g4, HFHR e & CHBR R RBHEZ IO T
Wwhr LA e LTI, GEM+5FU+CPT-11+
Cisplatin + Leucovorin O#ff#E, GEM E#
EED: +oxaliplatin OFFFEHEE, Raltitrexed +
Oxaliplatine DT ELR EBHITON L. AT
ETIRBRAZFEONTB Y ACEBRIGA IR T
W5 S-1128WTid GEM iR Z 5 e L7z
8511 HABROREE, ZHEE15%, EREAF
M2 » B, £FHE45» AL BEHE LT3R
BHRFLEETHo 72, '

2. kB LEEE

*El? GITSG (Gastrointestinal Tumor Study
Group) ASUIER HUhEE & M8 LR + HERF
ILEREROT R BB L2 2h, BET
EEBSEBICBIFCHhHo 7L HELAY. 2o
MEABE 23— v 23T EORTC (European

Organization for Research and Treatment of
Cancer) 2555 111 HHRER % 1T o 7225, CIEREIHE
LR LR L ORICEEEZ RO L
ol T AMENRINAY. & HIT20044E1C
i X 7z ESPAC (European Study Group for
Pancreatic Cancer) 2 & 555 II1 #H58% (ESPAC-
1) T3, WEALEBEHRRER CIREMRIRITR
XN o72h%, 5FU+Leucovorin $EHICL 5
WAL IR O R AT A LA R AR T
BXyLEBIZRIFTH -7 (P=0.009)". 2007
#£0 CONCO0-001 (Charite onkologie) D¥iE T
12 GEM 2 & BT b ik i 17960 & UIBR B
MEL7SFIA B SN, GEM BORERLER
W OEELEEHNRD 5N 7z(p<0.001, BE5).
L LA R B O AT Tid GEM BHIC RIF 2 1H
HARONLLOD, HELEEIHFEONLE» T2
(p=0.06, X6)v.

AR TILE 455878 B A FEBI B &R FREE
EID 2B VT GEM 12 & A bRt L U



290 HS\EiiE#E Vol 97 No.3 (2007 : 9)

(177 A)
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96H

__________

gemcitabine ¥ | £ BBIETE 4

6.9»H
(6.1~7.8)

IFR S 17 AR
L
(95%1Z FX )

13.4% A
(11.4~15.3)

<0.001

R5 RgEmEmehiekciad 55 I 4588k (CONKO0-001)
(Oettle H, et al : JAMA 297 : 267-277, 2007)
itk gemcitabine MAIFEEE vs BBRBRE EFREFIAM

B HREE 2 W 5 45 111 AHERERDS, BRMICEB W
T GEM 2 & A fiifb#EHBERFEL 5-FU +
Leucovorin BERIC X AR L mERE %2 T
% % 11 AR (ESPAC3) 2D S NTHR Y, #
BAfE-NTWA, 20X ) BN SR
e LTk GEM Z .0 & L7t b5 i
FhFEOoN TS, L LKREZHGE LTI
BOLERGIHRE BB ICHARE T 282 b D
D, RS CHERHEEEL L CotRWERER
FITHEIL L TV,

1. S&OFGmE
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X [:13
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22.1%8 20.2%H [0.06

A7 HAR L8
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#itk gemcitabine WA vs BKABER AW
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WKE%

I R %EW% E8

(BS) pT,LROBEBOBET, FHBEEIRTNENSHHE
AOBBHETSTHS. BT 1990~ 2006 ETHRRL 1T, , AOH
B 123Blh, FFSMBEICABSINRBEROE N -1 5 AIERREL
TRILL. SEEERBEROIIFS, FMEBRE (n=15) 0%
BEMREH (1=7) & UL BRICRI TH - 1o (BELFR50% Vs
0%, p=0.01). —%, UV /IHEBERDIHOE, FHBEIR
(n=19) &3REE (N=6) DAEFRZAF (0=087) Th-1-. HREH
EEOERESRROEEPIRRMIHOBIEES BELBEEHN
Y, B HERERICAET SETEBEBEE, SHEEFMBEY)
ROBITHD & HASNS |

ll

1ok, THEBOLERICL ZHERDOH
EREETEL) ZE2EKRL, WEOIETREREE
Lﬁwgrubuti%+ T B R < AT41AE R &AL B, T, FHiBEEEDOY
EICRET A, B ICIRE Y RO - ERICR YSEIAFAMBE SR L THINETRETH B
mmw@%ﬁa%eu JFAVIBE * S BFIRR T 5 Ehb, FAMEEICRET RO VIFEICIE, F
VENH D EIZERIEI RV, LAL, pT,LUE BrUEICLTEENZ VO LI, FFIEE
DEFEFETH->ThH, BEICHL 2 REEEZED m%%ﬁaxUVLM&w:tuaa
WAL, BT ZHBEREORE L HEIIT) DEEICE LTI, DRiroEmsERTE
BT, BB &6 T A RE DT HITH tm.éifiwm 2003 4 D L} T DY BB
LMo TV, A ERE BEREY MR ELTELY, REETIIHBENRED
1990 ~ 2006 4E DFEF) D A % 14512 L THKRE %
To72.

i U &I

¥—7— K BESRE, BERHE, FIMEEDR, WHiEE
B R &

* Is extrahepatic bile duct resection necessary during

surgery for advanced gallbladder cancer ? E i_é ﬂ-O),’i&xEﬁ?b‘
** Y. Sakamoto, M. Esaki, K. Shimada(E&), T. N
Kosuge (B ) : ET A5 AL ¥ & — S smbRE AR 1 MR ETE
SVEHS104-0045 FIRUERHRIX SEH5-1-1). 1990 ~ 2006 £ 1 - ¥R TR 2 4T o 72 pT, LAE
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®1. HEFNEERBE3D 5V T, BEE
BN FHREF. HEBMM

A F n  SELEFE(%) P
pT(TNM)
T1, T2 39 81
Ts, T4 20 34 0.001
FEHE
7L 41 76
Hy 18 a1 001
) Y RERHE
L 19 89
Y 40 50 0.02
iR HE
7L 30 85
0 29 33 0.002
T B
7L 37 82
1 22 33 0.005
iS4
7L 54 71
<.
g 5 NA 0.0001
1) v SEREERS
7L 34 66
54
HhH 25 66 05
I
Rt 51 69
BB 8 47 030
JRER (TNM) v
IB, IIA 31 69
B, IO, IV | 28 62 030

NA : not available

JEBEERE 123615 5, HFIEEREIR (n=3), 1EkK
T (n=10), MIRIE(n=2), MFEAEREZINEH]
(n=4), Z0f(n=2)%K\7-9161% BATTH
& L7
[HETIREE IS T 2 UBOFHAHICOVT]
i) WhwBHEABREICDWT : pT, LUE L 2k
L7z REEESE X U CIZPBEIR T EE D IER A ED

S EIR & 4 5 REERS Ml (L KHEEEREAT) 2 EF

ELTBHBY, Nol2bel) ¥ EDOH>»T7) v 7k
JEEE W Im ODEZW 217 ) . HRER IR m A
D& RFABEDRZEMT 5. HEIZREL
72RRESEIESIT, No.12bc') ¥ /3EIICERE w780

WRARR ()

1. pT, LIRBEEZOHEEFWIBEERHOEE
"o RI-eEEE
EH EBERELR L (n=59), A& BERH
»HH (n=32)

Wigai, BRIE LT+ ZHBREOSHE
Thiwv, ) VSEEBBEDORER Y v/ Hik
BrEHHal, FTHHEERECEETARBD

1) Y SEISRIE AT O A, BBEUBROBIGRERIEE
FIZOWTII M B OHIMTICER OGN TE .

il) FFYIRRERIC DWW T . FFR~NDORBE %D
FEBEER (O L Cid, BEE5 12T L TUIRR TG 2
BHEICERE D 5 &0 IR EIT) . RHEBZS,
TSHURICIRZIZDbL R, 20, BEOR
H#EFE I UC, MmAFEYRREET G
BEAT) .

R E L1 BIoMONERIE, B 11
B, ¥LAHRFE306Y, AFS, IR 1160, ILAMA
ER246, MARFALEDRRAF, BETZHE
BEIBR 1160 (D b, MAREEDBRIEREE T
B3 B 2 EL) Th ok,

DAL, HEBFIICEEICRBEERDOG
R2FTHY, BEICRBELRD 2P o72DI1359

CBITHor. BELRBEEROLZHOEFT

FEOVREE & E0RR L 72,

—%, BERBELRD L2 o 7259FDMADOA
FUTBAHLAERE (n=8), R (n=27), IS,
TStk (n=9), HEEDKR(n=6), ZOMD
FFOIE (n=3), BB+ 48R %66/ L722AT
P (n=6)THolz. ZDH L, BEZYKRS
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a. Y O NENERBIBERY. FAEE
YIRRBI (EH, n=19) &iBHFFI(S
M, n=6)I2, EFEROEFFD
WS EEFE65% vs 67%, p
=087).
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b. U NEEGBEEMER. FIMEE
IR B (EH, n=10) LiBHEHI(E
B, n=24)IlEHFROELYRD
WG ELETFEEI% vs 66%, p
=0.84).

2. V) U NETGEBIRME (a) LR (D) ICH U S FSEBYRRO FRICRIZTESR

N7z 5ERIE 2961 (49%) Th - 7-.

2. BthAE

HBFEICHERBELRD LD 2725960F
HBRFIZDOWT, logrank MEIC & 5 BE BT
¥iro7c. 59HI%, V) ¥ BB OGS (n=
25), FEMBl(n=34)ICBAT L, EHIIBWT,
FFAMIBE O - BRI L > THELTFHOEN
HEPERELR. T, HEREARREORBES
(n=22), BHEH (n=37)D&HT, BEEDKRD
EZTREBICKRET L. BRFHEIZUICCD
TNM 33D ERICTE> THEL 7.

3. B B

HBFEN L RERBEOBGES (n=232) D5F4
FRIT13%, BRI (n=59) D5FEAEFRILI66%
Thl), FELEZFRDI (p<00001, 1), #M
BEMICIRERBEIEETH 55965122V,
BEEMTRE, TRFORE, FR#E, )N
ERE, #RiEHEH, ERAERE, FEBOFE
IZDWT, EDOFRICEEGZRENAONIZN, Y
v REREB R YIBRETIR OA E, BRRH ORI
DWVWCTIRTFRICEELRZL2ROEPoTC.

a) U NEEBOFE & I EETIRR

) BRI 2560, FBRME34BIOKET,
FACVIBEE 2R L2 V=T EBELE V=T
DEERFIIRAETH-7. REUROEE X
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U RBIEEEETIE65%, BHETIZI20% T
B, FETHEZIED -7 (p<0001). LAL,
) USEEER G, BUYOSETIEEDROFE
W EAEFREOEIITRO L o72(K2).

b) R EREZBEDHEE & FHBEEVIRR

MR E R EE D -2260T, FABEEZIR
FEL-7B TR L 15F0FERFIIERR
Mr GO THRETho7. —F, MEEHERE%
Fohho237805 L, FABEZUIRL
46T, BFELA23BL D b)) 1 EEEH
ERIZED LN (64% vs 17%, p=0.004) 7%,
R REIZFEETH o 72, HFMVEEDIROEE L
R E IR SR T 68%, MiXEMHIREENY
BT37T%ThHhH, fIBECERIIEIP 27z (p=
0.02). #WZXEFBEBME226F, FF/EE LY
L5 BIERBELATEICHLT, AEICR
HhaEFEETrRLZ(K3a). —F, #ERAER
HEED37FIIBWT, EEDBROYE - BRF
EBFHOETRD Lh o 72 (K 3Db).

c) HRAEIZHEOESE
EEEREEROLVEIFIIBVT, WiEEE
EEBERHE (n=22) IZREE (n=37)ICkL TY
BT EE L L AHESEREILER THo 12
(27% vs 5%, p=002). 7=, HEFMEER
HEBED/R2FEFSD-E£IFNIBNT, FEE
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b. R EE MR, FIMVEE
YPIBEI(ER, n=14) LEHFH (=
B, on=23)IlEFEEOELRD
W (SEEIFERTE% vs 86%, p
=0.38).

3. HREAEREBME () LEMED) ICE U SFNEETROFEICRIZTES

%2 HRAEAEOEELEEEEY
IR DRSRIC DL T

6% FE) B3 18
L HY
e EH
L 37 22
50 7, 09 < 0.001
BlHEE L EEREOD W IICEE L FBEELY R

bf@<0wn[§ﬂ

W WW#$%%mLé&é®#E#awqm
BH(Z ERLZAMEBEN L RBENHY, —8
M* on‘éw HE#EETHH(E3). LarL, B
EROPERBAOTFHRIIELOTRRETHLH
WCEHE Y, BERELARERRECAER
RAEEARO LN, MEEFERBOAENLZT
BABRFTHAH I EFRESINTVASY, Kif
FEOFKRTDH, BERBEGO % ICHZEEBRER
Mz, BEREBEZEDLPo7259FHIB W
T, MEEBRREEEF CRBEEFICH L T
BRETIRD TR & 2 ZHEEFEEICE o7z, M
FEREESEFICBNT, BEZEETLIEER

1304

EREDLOTRRTHo722 05 (K3a), H
RERREL RO L EFTIE, THBZBEDR
#iToziE ) v iERINS, LA L, i
JE) B 5% 1B D AT AE % 487 i TS R0 T BT R0 H IERE IS
WL LIEETHS. LicdoT, F+Z
Teis MBI E R T 5 EATREEIRESI T3, AFSLHIE
BB EITo CRARBAMEL FHIICEET S
BIEHMH B EHEEL.

A L EREDOEE % 1980 ~ 2003 4E O YIBRIE
BUZDWTIT o T &2V, RERE TIINRIES %
LD EIED 1990 ~ 2006 FE KD, RIL ) FED
ER xR, LoL, »AWMRNOEREZREFT S
H# T, retrospective lZ5&B%BREL, FEFEI
Bhnw TV ERER L TTFHY LB - RET 5
HEIZZNAL T AOMEINKRE L, BONIHHR
SEEICBERTZLESH S, BENICEIEEY
BROVLEWSIEERBREMEEZZEL, SR

*FED S v F AL BRE LT o THERET HE
’Czbé LAL, BERIEREOERNEETSDH
0, [ss LJ\(THE*%F’CHH BHEOLEEFAH]

R ETCTHRRBRLITIDOIEEFSTIE v, L
#55 T, high volume center @ retrospective %
REEEP S FOMANOBERLRHFTTHILD,
—DODBREN LRI THLEERDbNS.

Y YR OEN ) SIBEREOEE 2 TRA
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3. BEEICHTIHEVROERICEAT 2HE

" pT2 LARHBEERE IS BT 5
& () MRHEEE) n WA B A
Tsukada 5 ©  (1996) | 1981 ~ 1994 142 JERI& 5
Kosuge & 10:1)  (1999) | 1980 ~ 1996 55 B, Stage IV
Kokudo & 9 (2003) | 1978 ~ 2001 152 EERHE, ) v HEmBEYE, AREE
Shimizu &5 12 (2004) | 1985~ 2002 ~ 50 JEHI 2151
Suzuki & 13 (2004) | 1978 ~ 2001 53 FIEERLLS
Sakamoto 5 12 (2006) | 1980 ~ 2003 136 EEEE, VU RERREL Y
F B BOREE SIBR R
HEE () e B
Tsukada 56 (1996) HE JEERERMD) v NEVESEROBL LRETH S
Kosuge 5 10:11)  (1999) HEERY Stage AN IRE IR - BB EBL /22%, I T4
HRIZEDN LhoT:
Kokudo & 9 (2003) | V U ESEOBMTREEN BERHEOLZW) Y SEEBBHEIICB T, BEDR
DEREIZE > TEFELHERICEYRED 2o T2
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