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‘ Adjuvant/neoadjuvant chemotherapy for invasive pancreatic cancer
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M, WBh#IE, gemcitabine, T 4 LALHEEE (randomized controlled trial : RCT)

BEOREMBEEIFEATHZIETITIET VALANILDOBNT 4 LEHEEBE D,
K(ETREEHUHEFET POICHBRBEF TODA TV S, —4, BMNTIThhAAfE L EERB Tt
FHHBHELIC LARETHY, tEMEIFECTREYB| AL ILRROUONE COBRLD,
FiM &£ BET (2 gemcitabine (2 & 2{ERAEEE POIC L THBSEEF TThh TV 3. WaiWBAECIYE
HEPU o N\HEEELVBMHET 38 EONRF S EHMESITVSY, FHOUBICETIIET

ARELEBOATL AL,

WU »

O Miseipitk I EHTh I LT 3T
YALSNOENT ¥ A{LHEEES (randomized
controlled trial : BL'F, RCT) (347wt BED
£ 2%, gemcitabine (BUF, GEM) ZHhilh& L%
AT L EIE 21T 5 & L25RM L HERTIBR
AT D025 5, B TEMTHAIBINTE:DE
SRIVESE, HYENCE T S B O BUR &l
WBEICBT A F Y AR LE 2a—T3,

BEOMEMEFEICET S
RCT M EEsE

1. {EZEBREREE vs (L2RE

BEgE O HiBIFREE I BT 2 B RCT %211-
7= D AE @ Gastrointestinal Tumor Study Group
(BLF, GITSG) TH % (F1). GITSG i3k
BEEENi# 0 5-FU Z Av - iiamtiE:of
FtE% 14 MR D RCT Iz & > TRE L 7.
Onearm b3 72> 21 & 22 BloH#c k- T, 1k
TR EREN S TR M L T 2 504
FEHAR 287 LRSER L, 1985 fEIoilie L 22V,

B 63(13): 1747~1751, 2008

FX M T 12 European Organization for Research
and Treatment of Cancer (LLF, EORTC) @
DY &, F 7 Y P SRS IC AT 5 5-
FU Z BV L BHRRER (n=104) & FHfi
HHEF (n=103) #IEBL 2= Z MM RCT &
fThivd:. SRR ENICE- TEFihR%
A5 &, LFBRHEERER (n=60) T
BF (n=54) % E@E->Tidwv/za5, p=0.099 & #
AFRAEEELZRS IR ES T, (LRt
(XA OB e HlBh R S A Z LikT
ElxwifaRL LY,

FD#k, ¥E#ZL L LT European Study
Group for Pancreatic Cancer (LA'F, ESPAC) iz Xk
3 IHEL: EPR & HER LR RCT (ESPAC-1) 4T
bt 541 BlOBRMERBERERD 70 Floqt
FHRURFRIGHEE (20 Gy+5-FU 500 mg/m?x3 # 2
a—2), 74 PlO{bFiEEEEE (leucovolin+5-FU
425 mg/m*% 6 32— A), 72 BlO(bA AR+
L HmEket, 69 BIOFHT B D 4 BEICW b (113
G#L7:. 5-FU %2 L 7-{bEmEii ot e (bagm
HEICHE L TR FERRY 6 FEHFE 1%
vs 8%, p=0.009) TH2—4, {LEMMERE
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%1 BEEOREZEBRECHATIZVYALLERBROGR
. i 2554% | MST |ABE
= £ F| o EMBE g
HESE E& B TR mr n Byu/F 2% %)| ® o
Kalser" _ F#i+5-FU+RT 21 20
#*E 1985 | 1974~1982 6.1 NA 0.03
(GITSG) Fiie 22 11
Fhgex 29 11
Bakkevold | /L2 T—| 1993 | 1984~1987 20 NA 0.02
Fifi+AMF 31 23
Klinkenbijl” o FH#fi+5-FU+RT 60 20 171
AS4 | 1999 | 1987~1995 14.3 0.099
(EORTC) Fis 54 10 12.6
Neoptolemos” Ei#i+5-FU+LV 147 21 20.1
33! 2004 | 1994~-2000 413 0.009
(ESPAC-1) Fiff, CFIELL | 142 8 155
T+ —5- —
FWi+GEM—5-FU+RT—~| -
Regine : GEM
HE 2006 | 1998~2002 - 110 NA 0.15
(RTOG) Fili +5-FU—5-FU+RT
221 169
—5-FU
Ffi+5-FU+Cis 45 264 | 125
Hosuge B& | 2007 | 1992~2000 ' 99 0.94
(NEH) FHiRm 44 149 | 158
loke k4 | 2007 | 1998~2004 c s i ) g 2 12 o0
(CONKO-001) Fifigsm 175 ' 15 | 202 |

NA : not available, AMF : doxorubicin-+mitomycin C+5-FU, LV : leucovorin, RT : fi8J#MUE, GEM : gemcitabine, Cis !

cisplatin, MST : 2477 RE

B IE L BRER IV LD LA TERR
(5 4E4HLFH 10% vs 20%, p=0.05) TH-7:, %
Z T, ESPAC-1 CREEET#OMBMEEE LT, 1k
EREREDTH B0, (LFERERRERT LS
M hidh % LSRR 6, EORTC 12X 3
RCT & ESPAC-1 Of§#%E - T, BMTIdLE
ruiREo B Rt ED s ¥, (LERikHl
o EMIc B T ohs X ilko,

FHA T2 5-FU & cisplatin (= X 2 {LAFHEEERT &
FRTHHREE 2 LB L 72 RCT 25fTh iz s, %%
COPRPBICEELEREO N L» Y, &
512, ESPAC-1 £ Tic#ifh 41/ RCT O#GRIC
T AY 7+ > ADTbi, 5-FU 240
LF ALY A2 #EEICIET ¢
LB INsLY,

2. Gemcitabine (GEM) D&

1997 oAb D 7L — THHRE L 72 TSI
W 2 BNHHAS T, gemcitabine (GEM) D5
ZZ\ P AEBIE, 5-FU 052 ER LD
LEEPGBIANE, AFEHEE L EEICENA T
il 44

1748 P63 E

eI ENTS (5.7 »H vs 44 »H, p=
0.0025)%. ZDIRELE, GEM %5 5-FU il -
THEATEO IS A 3 2R e EE L 4 0, Db
BT H 2001 FF 4 HicREGEAFRD 51,
T, KETIE GITSG DFE» 6, 5-FU LI
SHEERE % R s iBEtE T A TH Z Eic s
7242 7=, Radiation Therapy Oncology Group (£
T, RTOG) it 5-FU % & A #Z{LFEisRRED
Aif2ic 5-FU #4885 L -8 L GEM 285 L 7=§
Z L - ABE: RCT ORRERELE. £
SEFIDRFHT T2 5-FU 8F & GEM B0 4 fr iRz
FEELRO o120, REAFHMOATHRE
L 7R Tl GEM B EEICTHRRIFTHL EL
7o (47EHAM 206 22H vs 169 22 H, p=0.033),
o3 —o v ATirhiz %% RCT (CON-
KO-001) TiF, GEM I L 2HibLyfikz 7>
F- BE I FUTHMBE I HoBE L T, BEEFEEFMRE
HEICERLZ EARE: (134 2B vs 6.9 2
H, p<0.001), Z? &k EEEFBRICOLTIH
St EESE O o (221 2B vs 202
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MH, p=0.06)"%%, ZOH# 2008 IF D HEEEHK M
LT, ARFEEORE, £4FHMTLE
WELLH-TRIFCH L ERRENT.

FHE®D RCT itbHETLITHNTED, B 14
EIRMEE S (ECCOM4) TRIBISHEG S,
Z @ RCT i3 GEM 3 02— AH#esE L FHidiED
HETHh, EEREFVMEIZ 114 28 vs50 B
BT GEM #HECEnTwi (p=0.01). L
ML, SEFHMCMLTRAEEXBO -
f- (223 »H vs 184 °H, p=029), FEERL
L T2 Grade 3 Ll EDIFHIREAHE 70% 288 &
f:. AERRATZ CONKO-001 DR E FEH 2
FPLTsh, KEBSEROBRESBO N
L2, GEM I & 2B LFEMEDLE L 7=
otz TE L TwaLEIONS,

B HbHYECSETIHMEENRK N

% 34 MAFBYHESLT vy — Iz i hid,
4 60 HEFFIZE VT 2001~2005 FEICWIREE{T-
B EEEER O 7 v r— P RAEICE VT, M
EHIBIR 2 T L TV A MERR T 53 MERE (93%)
Th3, TO7 0k a—it GEM O M 5L
‘b4 C 37 e (65%) THH, GEM+S-1%
5-FU RO A L OHFHLS 5 MR (9%) Ly
7=, UISERI S0 o3 2 Wi O FHEE &1 63%
THHHY, 2001 FD 49% 05 2005 FD 74% £ T
4 IO H 5. FBLERREETTEE (n=
1,016) & FHi#EEE (n=657) D 1, 3 FEHFE
&4 72%, 24% & 59%, 24%THY, log-rank
BE Tl EIE TSR REFTH - -
(p=0.007). F7, Stage FITik Stage HUELIZD
N ST O BB 12 % 2 R 45
D, FFIC Stage IVa TILAMEMITEF (n=400)
D1, 3FEEFERIT T1%, 22%LDIcH L TEM
HILEED 1, 3FEEFRIZ 3%, 17 L HAEEE
Frt- (p<0.001).

INSDEERD S, bYETHBROWEEZT-
TWw3 % DERTIE GEM ZHuls & L 2Bk
FT2>TED, MHBREMETTE I FATHEMEN I
B LTSRS - - LR LSS, L,
fidioy RCT & Lt 2 & g0 £ =

Diple DKEC, BIRASAT7AOEENHD LD
tFEZONS,

W WRMEEREORK -

Neoadjuvant therapy (fiiATHEBOREE) &34k,
WIER VT RESE G O WTRTIC MBI EE 2 T o 72 9 A TH)
BiCEOERECR TR TH D, VIRTRES
Bl L CHliBnaR 2 T - S RUIBRATRE L 2 -
74412, M preoperative therapy (YIBRATISHE)
ELTRAML TR T 2RETH S, Ldiks,
VIR SEER O RT I B E 2T I L wH 2 &
i&, HHBOBEEDSEERN L VA, MEIGETL
TURTRELELD ) A 7ERICHER>TV N6
TH5,

ATl HEBLREE IC D W TR B S s { 24D
HENH D (K 2), MATHINHEEEZOVEEREL 50~
85%THh, VIERHFAOEFHE P REZE LZ 2
ERETHHTY, MERER, YRS
HicT 28E, H30id) v HERBERZE
TFEL2RENHB EINTwD, Ko, Yk
IREEHERRIZ 80~00% KRS EHE TN TV,

LA L, HiBmtkselcHab 21T, EEEE
W RPGETHIE VIR £ 2 27 &, YIERAIREEE
PO TSI TFTHROBEFL—FERIL 2
EIL DA LOTFROBBHRSSSATAL
LTHTRATBEEIchD, —7, ERLEVIE
AlfE & AT L 7B T OV E 70~90% & Bk
H 5% 6, K 40%OFERT, Ml Z
WALZZETRERE LTEIRICZ - L T8
Ens. 7o, FEOEICHTETHEBIEZ T 9 B
R0 128 LT, THEEES & BT+ A
N2 LRATRETH S Z LFEToND,

PLEd 6, MaTHiBRE L o 2h R i3 SE1E 2 LB
BRTKRILT 20 B H 5, BE, WMHTUBRTHE
e 0 T BT U R SRR O A I L 55
fEA AR, TbI T LY, BT,
THiAE L IC T 2 e Fr AR o T Wi
WwElaaThus,

—77, RAGETIC X 2YEFREERIC BT H,
BIEEATRE I & - T down staging (ZERY) L WJERT]
fE & o tiEFIDHIES SN Tw5 s (R3), 20

B ®e3¥ W13¥F-20085F12H 1749




®2 YIRTIEEERRICHT WAL RRARREDORS

HEsE Tig CHAE HEERAE n & ERF (F)

#iHl 5-FU+RT 41 19
Spitz? FEEAEPM, 1990~1995 12 NA
#i#% 5-FU+RT 22

pt 5-FU+MMC+RT
Hoffman & EE, 1991~1993 (50Gy) 27 | 24 (45%) | 16

Pisters® FEREE 5-FU+RT : NA | 26 (74%) | 25

White! R, 1995~2000 5-FU+RT (45 Gy) 11 28 (53%) 24

Breslin'¥ [ROABRAE, 1990~1999 5-FU, Tax, GEM+RT 13 132 (NA) 21

Moutardier B, 1996~2003 5-FU+Cis+RT 61 8.7 40 (66%) 24

T3 EEHEE, 5-FU+RT,

1995~1997 ## 5-FU BPSE+RT
Talamonti e | 2006 | FEEE, 2002~2003 GEM+RT (36 Gy) 20| 20 | 17 (85%) | 18
5-FU+RT (40 Gy) 1 26

Takai 2008 | FEEE, 2000~2004 8 10 (72%)
GEM+RT (40 Gy) 18 20

MDACC : MD Anderson Cancer Center, MST : 24 MR {#, RT : MHGHE, MMC : mitomycin C, Tax : paclitaxel,
NA : not available, GEM ! gemcitabine, Cis : cisplatin

Ohigashi'™ 19 10 15 (79%) 62

#3 RAMETESCHT 3 {2RHBRERETROVMRICET 28E

2R SR/ | ENER| R
e . y 4 3
RSB E& . &L AR BMBEE Zifn o (%) ®) MST (RH)

i $E 5-FU, ST, Cis+RT| 68 8.5 20 (29%) |24 (YIR&EH1)
15) — |2000| 1989~1997 NA
Mt Sinai #iiE LM +/—RT 63 7.9 NA 14 (HBR4H)

& [Z]
White'! Dix 1995~2000 | 5-FU+RT (45Gy) | 58 12 11 |23 (19%) |20 (LDRRAY) | NA

#*E GEM+RT (30Gy) | 53 5 (9%) (11 (2fEH)
Crane 2002 1996~2000 NA 0.19
MDACC 5-FU+RT (30Gy) | 61 1 (16%) |9 (2EF)

]
Kim Mtc 2002 | 1993~1999 | 5-FU/GEM+/—=RT | 87 15 (3) 1 (1%) (18 (HIBR) | NA

#E GEM+RT
2005 -~ i

Ammoori | 1 o 2003 | 1996~-2001 (24~42 Gy) 67 13 9 (13%) (18 (NBRH1)| NA

Safran *E 2001 | 19895~1999 | Tax+RT (40 Gy) 42 11 26 | 4 (10%) |8 (LEH) | NA

MST : 245 RM, RT © ME#EME, ST ! steptozotocin, Cis : asplatin, GEM © gemcitabine, MDACC © MD Anderson
Cancer Center, Tax : paclitaxel, NA ! not available

Snady

BHRE—EL T, TAURESL 1%»05 29% F
TLEEL AT SDENKEL, FHE—FD
RBEEAICEE>TwAVEEZEILNDEY, EfEDOREVIIREO THRERIEFRTHD,
WA Rl 2 L W RS S LIBEET
H5. bHEDE  DHERE T S D FiBhIR LD

B &sHYIC -

BEfb We3 e W13 -2008iFE12H
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BIELN.

o KETIE, ERMEHERENHEHBFEEDORLEL DL,

e MM T AI-ARIEA ESPAC-1 TIE, fluorouracil (5-FU) %@ Lic{t2\|%EH
MTHDH, EFMHEREICLARETHDEBETIT. CONKO-001 OFERT
i2 gemcitabine (GEM) IC & B L2 BEMTHTIEAFH MRS L EBREFNE - £

HFHEVERICREL O

e BN EBATIE, GEM IZ&D{LFRENNRBEFLOPLLEL S,
o {iFIENREIC DU TISIRRERIR ) o/ IR OB LR EE LS LT HHREN
HBEOM, TEOUEIIMITDIIET AIFONTLVELY,

iF L &IcO

MO R EHEEIFRATHLETHIET
YALNLOE T 2 Y AL (random-
ized controlled trial : RCT) iz 4% vy, FOEE &
LT, BROWEEHN 20~30% LIEETHLZ
LR, oA THIZBWT, KELRK
MTCFo(BRerhntrboTELIERY
BhiFoeis.

HIED = = %, gemcitabine (GEM) (2 X 4 (L%

AR L HATIRFRMB#EOPLE 2T

VADS, EFETIE, @TEsEEORE BN EE
AET s C T AL EF » AlZDwTRE

5
.

* Y. Sakamoto, T. Kosuge |RlFE#). S, Nara. M. Esaki. K. Shimada
(FREREYEH) . H, Ueno (FFRERRATH @ FSidfA £ 2 7 —mot
R (T 1040045 WAL Y€ B0 5-1-1).
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FEOMEmERECBET 2 TEF Y ADELO

1. {EEBBERE vs (LFBE

B OMEMIEEICIHT 52RO RCT #
fT-7:m12, #[E® Gastrointestinal Tumor Study
Group (GITSG) Td 4 (Table 1). GITSG & fluor-
ouracil (5-FU) % il \» 7= {64 o gt s i o> 41 4%
%, ZHiakItF® RCT (2 & » THE L 7. one
arm b3 21 flE 22 B X SR LR
FER, LSRR AT E AR ISR L T
2 LM B EME LAY,

[% 4} T it European Organization for Research
and Treatment of Cancer (EORTC) 28H.[h & % -
T, MESAEPAEARIZN A 5-FU & Ml oL
SRR (n = 104) &, FATHIRE (= 103) %
H¥I L 2-% Misk 3k [F RCT #*frhhn/. EEEE
WHAEPUZ R TATFMME AL L, (LA
LB (n= 60) S FHHLIEF (n= 54) & Ll > T
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Table 1. BEEZEOMEMEBRECHT 37 Y L LHBEBROER

5% | @ 2 |RES| WM s n |ER S0 | 1T | on
.  FH+S-FULRT 21 ] : 20
Kalser(GITSG) | *E : 1985 1974~1982 Fien 22 : 6.1 NA 11 : 003

i - | AMF i 31 : 28

; : : '¥m+5 Fu+nr 60 : P20 1?1

iinkenol A5 | 1999 | 1987~1995 i- et 143 preeesiresesdend 0,00
(EORTCY s ; %Emaem : 54 10 126

5 : 5-FU+LV [ 147 : T T
Neoptolemos B 2004 | 1994~2000 L¥m+ ................. bireiiilt AH Eeveonm e peireaed 000
(ESPAC-1) 5 , | T, LPMEBL | 142 | i 8 1155

: 5 EEE'Q5 FUERT 100y : L1858 |
Regine(RTOG) | @ : 2006 : 1998~2002 ! frcid 110§ NA beeed 015

: :5 FU"‘S FU"‘HT i 221 : : ' 416.9

: ! : =5-FU i : ! ]

: ! | F#fi+5-FU-+Cis 5455 264 125
“Pf“%g B | 2007 | 1992~2000 ;- Dbl 9Q heintiwdlSd 004
(J E ; P Eﬁﬁﬁﬂi N i 149 1158

o Iam7 1098 $m+GEM 179} e 1 25 ;231;0%

(commjoon 2004 ; = P75 1 115 (202

MST : £EFIEM holl, RT : B(Hﬂﬂri NA ! not available, AMF : doxorubicin + mitomycin C +5-FU, LV : leucovorin,

GEM : gemcitabine, Cis ! cisplatin.

iEwnizd
otz
Z o, #Ex 9012, European Study Group
for Pancreatic Cancer (ESPAC) (= X & AHI4 Z [E
P2% figk 3t [ RCT (ESPAC-1) 8T bz, 541
Pl o 12 T R R R AE B %, 70 I L2 AT G HE
B (20 Gy +5-FU 500 mg/m?*x3 # 2 21— A), 74
1 ) 1t % % i 8 (leucovorin +5-FU 425 mg/m?*%
6 I—R), 72 PIOLERGBER + (LFREE,
69 PIOFHMMBED 4 BICH Y 6hi. 5-
FU % L 72 baeii B 28, JEbestadricit
BLTHEICTFHRAL (5 F£4E47%E 21% vs 8%,
p= 0.009) Th D%, {LFHGEAELFIZIFL
ERHBERLI VOO LATEFARG FEF
# 10% vs 20%, p= 005) Thot:. £ T,
ESPAC-1 TlilEMdi s OMiBhtiEL LT, L%
WiEEABTH A, (LFRARBEIL L A%
ENHDERERTITA. EROTC 2L % RCT &
ESPAC-1 O# R % b o T, KM TIZ{LF AR

HAENAEECBAILIIVWEL R

WiEOARGRROT, {LFEREHEEOE
Wiz SFohaLHichorz.

B#&2 51k, 5-FU & cisplatin 2 & 2{LEF#E
BE & R HAREE 2 LLBLL 72 RCT 2T /zas,
SERLPEREIAELZREDOLN L Do
729, 5|2, ESPAC-1 F TICHiESh7- RCT @
HRIZESWTAZTHY YAR4Thh, 5-FU
L ETAFHIERECD) A7 2 FEICE
TagsEMESNL.

2. gemcitabine (GEM) Q&5

1997 424k kD 7 W — 7 AR L 21T B
(=%h4 2 45 I 4 3488 12 31> T, gemcitabine (GEM)
DI 5 % S\ 7RI, 5-FU 05 & 3%
FlEh LERBRAGRE, EFNMELAEICEN
TwhzedpRsn/z(B72 A vs442 B, p=
0.0025). ZO#ELIE, GEM 285-FU iifib -
THTEHE AT HEEN 2 EHREL LD, DT
ETb 2001 4F 4 B ICREERLED Shis.

=T, kETE GITSG D#ERDP 6, 5-FU &}
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W FEZERIR—HCeRBRECL O RBETFEREY

Table 2. YIBRVTREREEICX T HINAIHMBIRUED RS

HEHE & |mEE|  mRemm | AR | n | vBeI® | MST(R)
i 5 L WRI5-FULRT i L s
: KE | ETEEENS, (30 0r 50G & ke 19 (246
Spitz MDACC | 1997 | '1g90~1995 - Y b MA L
N 5 d"&s FU+RT(506y) 19 | 22(3,7;91])
Hoffman *E ! 1998 | ﬁﬁ 1991~1993 | 5 FU+MMC+HT(5DG~,) 535 24(45%) 15(535&&'])
Pisters M?)i%{:é 1998. mﬁsm 5-FU+RT(30GY) | 355 26(74%) 25(1;13&5!9})
Breslin Mé%c:. 2001 1539%&@%99 5 FU(ST?% GEY"]“‘RT '132 132(100%) 21({;;];%5!;)
White Dﬁfjc 2001 wﬁ 1995~ 2000 5-FU+RT(S Gy) 53§ 28(53%) 24(53&%1)
""""""" 00— " 5-FU+CIS+AT | @ _13(@;;19;)',”
st ’E‘.ﬁ'?‘,. "??f’_‘_‘._ .“.m i 2"“"! ...30~asgy) | O1i 4000%) | oaeanse)
Ohigashi B 2005 ! gg’g%ﬁ% '5‘%"&?.%21%232&&) 19§ 15(799%) :62(*1]&%)
Talamonti | # i:iam"'é&ib'é"i"ﬁaﬁ"'é}iii'z:éb‘é'é‘.' """ é'é'ri»i l}ﬁﬁéé'é;}%'f"'éé'f'"i?'(éééé') """ éé'('ﬁij&éb""
; i 5-FU+RT@0Gy) | 14| 26(
Takal B& | 2008 | nm D000~2004 ----roamrrrosmiesrieris bneeecevenen 10(7296) ()
-. © GEM-+RT(40 Gy) 18 ; ' 20(0A))

MST ; =477 Wi ¢h Sififl, MDACC : MD Anderson Cancer Center, RT : H#f####:, MMC : mitomycin C, Tax : paclitaxel,

NA © not available, GEM ! gemcitabine, Cis : cisplatin.

SHgiE R p O ICHB R T AL TA I B
724> = 7=, i3, Radiation Therapy Oncology Group
(RTOG) #* 442 fEBI % AT 3T S & L - KM%
RCT o5 RA2 8% L oaf, ZoOREkIL, 5-FU %
@ AL E RS BIREOR #12 5-FU &5 L
7B L GEM ##5 LABZTHEBEL-LDOTH
4. SAEFOEHT T, 5-FU B L GEM BOATI
MicHBELBDOLo s, VIO M L5
HBELAMFTTI, GEM BXABIZTFHRIT
HoHELICEGFIMN 2062 A vs 1694 H, p=
0.033).

i, 3—o v TfTbh7:£Mai% RCT(CON-
KO-001) Tid, GEM |2 X A il ¥ ME%ET-
ToRRIE FATH B LT, EMIEAEF MM
AERICERLAZZENTRESNZ0342 H vs
695 H, p<0.001) 2%, L4 FMBIZ 2w TIdHET
FMLHBEERROLE D 722210 H vs 2024

H. p=006)". L& L, £0O# 2008 if K EER
RIEEE S 2T, :tr—HHﬁﬂf bAEEYH LA
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miE s,

[F#D RCT HHATHTHITED, 414 [
R4 2 (ECCO14) THBESME Sz K
RCT Tid GEM 3 I — A {RMHF & Flriiito
BTH), BHEEFHMIE 1142 A vs502 A
T GEM BBHEICER TV (p= 001). LA
L, 4 HMcEMLTREEETRO o7
(2234 A vs 1844 H, p= 029). HEHRL L
Tid, Grade 3 Ll E O iFREkil A4 70% 12728 5
N7z FEHENE CONKO-001 @t & JE% 12
BFULTED, SBEROBREI RO N
Eid, GEM (2 X BilitefiBi bR EORE L2
FHUERELTVWAEELONA.

Al BN FEEDBRIRO

neoadjuvant therapy (417§ ifi Bh ¢ i) & 13 43k,
VBRI REE IO W AT IS Wi 2 T 129 2 TY)
FRICEE L BRI 3 20 TH Y, WERERGEE
Bl L THWRTE# 2 T - 2R RO e - 2 -




73541, HIZ preoperative therapy (YJBRRTE##)
LLTENLTHRETHARETHL., LHLH,
YR RREFAORMN MBI EETI LV 2 L
i3, MEHRGEED RN L 2VBE IS, MENETL
TUBETREELDZ)AZZBIIHNRA-TVWERS
Thas.

WRi BRI DV TIE, BERS SV oh
O DH 5 (Table 2). Winy il By i (R D UIBREE
it 50~85% TdH 0, WERH o4 70 M g il (2
BLE20» ANETH LY, MG ANDHR, U
Bl 2 BT %R, HHVIRY) ¥ IR
BiEEZETIELMRVDDLLEENTVS. &
iz, YIBRNTHEBEYE R 80~90% TR AL i
ShTwatw,

LA L, #Bh#eikicmalz Ty, ERES
P2 R AT AT O IEVIBR & & B 720D, YIBRTTRRSE
HOPTELITROBIT L —HLEY LA L
L 2RI EOTHROYUEIEN, /1SATARE
LTt ATAI LD, —F, W@
WHEL BT L R CO— BN WERELY 80~
90% LRI 2% 61, WaTHiEh#t 0 QE#E
i 50~85% Th D78, WHiMhBELEAL
oo L THRE LTHDRE 2o\ 2D
CTHET A EICRB. 7o, FMRICHATHEBY
Wik %479 BOMBELAO—2 kL LT, THIPEH
& PR SR A AT ISR T A LIIARETH S
ZELHITHNEY.

L7 ->T, #in#ib#gEoEEico>wTE,
EEB AR THE CRIET LBV D5, B
1€, BT, GOBROTREREM (- 3§ D HTAT (Lo
BWEOREC L AEEBEHEBNTDATY
LAY, BERECIE, WTHBAREI T AL E
FrARBeohTwntwnaTown,

—F5, BEAREMICB VTS, WERR#EL
& - T down staging (2B L, ERWRES e 7
FERVHE SN TVEY, EHEIIOVT—ED
Fildt L, YBRREELHTHEELS X
Iz, MEMEOELDEFREVLEYD, XD
Ae@silliivicoTuwiznwiEZILNS,

BRI T HiffA - TRRNREe

BEbH IO
BEHOBREGEUBREOTFTHIIVELELRTHD,
R LBl WREEHZ LA
BTho BEXHEEBARTIE, GEM 2L 5{L¥EMW
EAEE O ZHERE L VI LESITI
ols. WAHBBEIIDVLWTOIETFY AR,
HEBTIIRORTWR2WL,

X ®O
1) Kalser MH, Ellenberg SS | Pancreatic cancer | adjuvant
combmed radiation and chemotherapy following cura-
tive resection. Arch Surg 120 899, 1985
Klinkenbijl JH et al © Adjuvant radiotherapy and 5-fluor-
ouarcil after curative resection of cancer of the pan-
creas and periampullary region : phaselll trial of the
EORTC Gastrointestinal Tract Cancer Cooperative
Group. Ann Surg 230 : 776, 1999
Neoptolemos JP et al ! A randomized trial of chemora-
diotherapy and chemotherapy after resection of pancre-
atic cancer. N Engl ] Med 350 @ 1200, 2004
4) Kosuge T et al : A multicenter randomized controlled
trial to evaluate the effect of adjuvant cisplatin and 5-
fluorouracil therapy after curative resection in cases of
pancreatic cancer. Jpn J Clin Oncol 36 @ 159, 2006
5) Oettle H et al : Adjuvant chemotherapy with gemcita-
bine vs observation in patients undergoing curative-
intent resection of pancreatic cancer . a randomized
controlled trial. JAMA 297 © 267, 2007
Spitz FR et al ! Preoperative and postoperative chemo-
radiation strategies in patients treated with pancreatico-
duodenectomy for adenocarcinoma of the pancreas. ]
Clin Oncol 15 : 928, 1997
Pisters PW et al - Rapid-fractionation preoperative che-
moradiation, pancreaticoduodenectomy, and intraopera-
tive radiation therapy for resectable pancreatic
adenocarcinoma. | Clin Oncol 16 : 3843, 1998
White RR et al | Neoadjuvant chemoradiation for local-
ized adenocarcinoma of the pancreas. Ann Surg Oncol
8 1 758, 2001
9) Breslin TM et al | Neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy for
adenocarcinoma of the pancreas . treatment variables
and survival duration. Ann Surg Oncol 8 | 123, 2001
Ohigashi H et al | Feasibility and efficacy of combina-
tion therapy with preoperative and postoperative che-
moradiation, extended pancreatectomy, and postopera-
tive liver perfusion chemotherapy for locally advanced
cancers of the pancreatic head. Ann Surg Oncol 12
629, 2005
Talamonti MS et al © A multi-institutional phase I trial
of preoperative full-dose gemcitabine and concurrent
radiation for patients with potentially resectable pancre-
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atic carcinoma. Ann Surg Oncol 13 & 150, 2006

12) Brunner TB et al : Primary resection versus neoadju-
vant chemoradiation followed by resection for locally
resectable or potentially resectable pancreatic carci-

noma without distant metastasis © a multi-centre pro-
spectively randomised phase II -study of the Interdisci-
plinary Working Group Gastromtestinal Tumours (AIO,
ARO, and CAO). BMC Cancer 6 : 7, 2007
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AFAREE & — 2008, up-to-date—

SHRSBRORE S

FFF U PR A 8 0 B B Gne

L g fe*
® R B N

B A R 54
g 5

B OB f B

%S| FEE  FFRBERE, FFPIEL, FFPYRSI AFPIATAREHE, LURRRGH

EE  FPSEESCHT A e R EERERVCESHISA T T, SHRBL
Ik AE— DARTE T REL BMETH 5. FTPIEIFAIBE R O /LB G RRES (3, T3
IFPEIEEEOHE L ERTH D, % REH PR ERNT 217 > THYRO%Z
SULMRNCM LSS AT, BIKEDRZ SRR, FOMEEDR, )
CABBEF LT S EThH L. EE=REURHCHIROSHR - FREMES
PO L ) R AF# O ZLIHTL I 5. FMEFAEERIREOFIERIEE
HEHBLTFHRTATH Y, ) o/ ERNEE - FAES - SRR E
ELFRARRTTHS. ) 2 HEBEUEA L FRTAOERTIISH 22¢, HES
LEBIZL o TRMEFROBONLBENH 5.

]
oy

o

1 Bubc

fald

i

-l

FFPISTABE R (o0t 3 AR ER 2 LFERE L
WE AL ENTE ST, SR ORRA
—DOBETTRER ERETH 5. FFPHEER
2, AR FMEFABEER(UT
HIHC; hilar intrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma)
& RO IFPIERAREE (LU T HBDG,; hilar bile
duct carcinoma, IEEMIERVEAVIZBIT A
BpHEENS D, b L { 13Bs,BmA EET
Bplz ¥ CHEBOERIERESD)IZFITEN

%. HIHC & HBDC %* iR & L < (2 BIBREEA
OFRBEFRRLLOENT LI LELITLIER
WTH), hoAEICEbILZ LGS
v, ABETIIYKRIZET S HIHCOWE
HHsT, CUIBRELEE P ICBET A,

fg& RS - 5RO

1. fiyRiESHR

HIHC O #3EER & L TROZ (AN D
OIRAERTE CH S, BEETRRERE
¥CT, MRl & K OB REEXT-> T, BHD

Minoru ESAKI et al : Surgical outcome of patients with intrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma involving the hepatic hilus
CEILA A v & — SRR AT RRIESVEE [T 104-0045 HUGTAR R X 53 5-1-1]
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frl, K&&, #RE HSR2LME~OR
HiEH, BEOMERM, Vo BEBOA
E(FAEBEEEOESIZFC, BB oH
B YR~ OEBLEE), B
KEDR ') » 1 HiES L CRBEBOHE L
#4 4. HIHC &£ HBDC %+ #iaij = &R+ 5 =
LIFLIFLIZTHETH 5.
EFOERE L QRESBWTL, WkH
SHERETD. MWAFEEDRETIBEIL
R 6 OEE &£ PR OERE, LK
FEEDBRZITIOBEEINEEILORES
79, ZEBYREFELLHE L FEEICR
HEFIRERFTEITS.

2. U INEERBERICH L T

W7D, #reR) 2 /SEREREBASHIRE L 2354,
FEIRELT ) D IIBRROHELEIATH A,
R TIE, FRBREROFRR ~
NEEBIIEBEBLREL TS, H#LE
5 211 5261l > fl 7 5 B (mass-forming type)
DFPBERIZ36PIOIERET R B OJEE
BMELB L THEILTFELRRTHY, hTH
1) S ERERTS I 1 0 21 B 0 M = A FEMA A S
267 RTholzbBEL. )1 HEBSE
PO AREERE O BREIR I 2 & R
7z, F/:WR 5¥I2HIHC &£ HBDC % [7 # 7
ATT)—DEBL L TILFEOFPILRIEE 1
& LT, UICC (%56k) DTNM 748 (NEF
(IREYE/FTIB ) BT D&/ EHEY) o8
BB TTons) " FEe ML T
Wa EARL —h HBALYLFAEBD
BRI TR, ) r I NEBBET Y
R » @ OATHIVUE, HEE R
LTHRAVMETELLHREL TWAE. YET
DHIHC YIBRBIDEET T ") /3 HidziB i3
BLrFEETF TR 2ho7:% ) 2 2iEER
FEFIIZ B 2 EFHMOPREI1IETH
A, SFEFXRI % EHEPICTFELRBTH

505, 2HLEORMATES b 376 96 (&
ROFSHTARBREFR)EDONL, BB
STIRIEEZINES, ABREHE) > /5
EEBESRO N TIYEBRETFo Ty
5.

dl

202

} | AT

AENREICHTIRENEL, KEFY
BRIZHR 2 TOPMIRBZERA 2 & OB 72 #F
HEBEIEETHS.

1. WD FE

FRIREDOHEIIERIc k- TEE &% T
HAHA, ITHREIC L 2BE AL ERST L0
AEM O+ BB ILFENEE F L +—
(ERBD ; endoscopic retrograde biliary drain-
age ¥ L < | ENBD ; endoscopic nasal biliary
drainage) 3N BT 2 DA LE F Lvr, 4§
T3 AERFAEE F L+ — 2 (PTBD ; percu-
taneous transhepatic biliary drainage) % & —
MIRELTWAS. ¥ TIZERBDS L < it
ENBDAEBENTVEHAS, FLF+—
AERBE £ O B HILE 512 PTBD
CEBELTWD, %6, WRIOBEELS
BB R DAL, REEFRZ 4 FFEDEHT
ROFEMFA*EGTAEELHFTHL,
LbTHiHY,

EEIIEA L L THRIBREOAL LTV 3
2 UIRREEICIEER K-S E S
I FLF—=%2BMLTWA.

b3 5 FIIREERW % 175 Rz, Mk
EYIVE ZEHS5mg/dILLTF, FEakd*
T RERMFEL ) VY - EH2mg/dlLLTF
ELTWwa,

2. PIBRiRZEALH

AREREZ ) FEEUBRL SRSk E
FELTVW2HEICIE, RFEREMASES
OIZFIRER AT OBC H 0T T2, FIlRIEE
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%1 FFMBFFARBES HIHC) 12+ 2 5= KRR S & U =KBUKEO R
1990 ~ 2007 SEELAA £ ¥ & — P RIEIE

SR, FeER HmEE BEoRE

BT

Fas
e () m)  ® B Té

H=EiEkE

1 67F 555 785 RO Hh T i 6 A FIRTE

2 48F 628 1125 RO Tl %L 9 A FRIE

3 6™ 780 2110 RO »Hh MMk, HAL 2E1BBFRER
= X EUER

1 82F 420 1300 RO Hh Wik, REitW 247 A RRIE

2 50F 630 1160 RO L %L 24F 1 A RHIE

3 70M 750 2150 RO L %L 5410 HEFEER

4 50M 621 5013 RO #Hh g 3t IFESAERLET

B 65F 766 1275 RO oL i HF it il IFE6HERART

6 69F 579 2166 R1 (IVC tI#EER) Hhh B it 1 45 H R85

7 73F 425 1920 RO & %L 14 6 A IRIHTE

8 68M 502 1716 RO &1 fEAiR, A% 2HEEEREH

9 67F 77 4251 RO Hh M, IR 145 A BRET
10 62M 793 1316 RO Hh i e P A 18 77 BERESF

5, 618 FAMIRVC) &8FE 103 G IR & HHUIRFE R

B2 TR, SHEAETFFE4L3%

# 47 (PVE ; portal vein embolization) (1982
EICERNLICE>THESNLEFRITSH
h, URFEMOMRErERELLE2~
4ERCERFERL, FERF(FER
BF) ok, FHREMEAEVRINS.
AFPIEpHEAE R AEDIIE, TR PAZEYERE S
LB o ONEEL - TV 25E
MNIFLALETHE. PVEQBISIETERF
L MEICGEHEICE>TRELTY
9%, BB L FFAEDR L =ZXEUERE
FELTVABSIZIZPVEEXRITT 5. —
5, WEEOREFELTWAEEE, PVE
FEHREETFICE) VE AMEDBET 2o THE
LIZYREToTWVA.

L b T 1998 4E A 5 2004 4F £ TISYIER % hE
17 L 72 PO &R R 75 76 4iE 1 48 B I PVE %
HEHLTEYH., PVE*#HL7-4800OT%E

RIFARIIPRETEIFD36% D 547% I

MALL?. Thoeflizeflmal Ty
%,
4 | siramst

W EA L LT, RRESVBRLELIL
FAFEEIEE, FFOMBEDIRR, ) v/ SHEIFRE,
EEFRACHY, BEEMRHRELTER
HAHEIL ST 7258, HIHCIXBHHICIE
17 L2 EH % { RIREIEROIREITH 20
21k, & b LEEE e FORR, R L THMIRE
BEUIE e T EIFBIIRO AR L) HE D
Hb.

1. EA=EKEE

A= EiRids L 2 2iF03/4 50
FoksThh, FEAZRBIIEFOBLL
/3L DI TH S, FIoE=KERDE

FFRBEE 57#1% - 200847 H 109



®2 HMEFABES(HIHC) o1 2 FBR S SO BB RO R
1990 ~ mm$lﬂﬂkt/9ﬂ¢&ﬁ%

ﬂ‘rjb I I.- i .-_.,_; ﬁ Hjﬂt

oLl ﬂ 2

P *" By @y MY R e B _

1 &M E;t Eﬁ:i 950 2612 al RO HEAE er gs}:gg
R R WHHERE BFHE
MR& 0B R

2 55F HRTRIEDE 520 1,672 a0 RO (H#EH~) Bk 14118
e B B IE
(PIRTERRZ L)

3 65F K¥ RHK®E 916 2,180 a0 RO (E#®~) MBHRN 15648
BB EEBALT
(MiRPAREZL)

4 B2M K¥E RIRE 609 972  al RO EWk#E %L 14
TSR B BREF
PURE BE) BT I

5 62M ZE=Emik 793 1,316 a0 RO (EfEwm~) MWEA 7H
4B A 4] B £ HREF
(MERERZL)

6 82M ¥ REHE 780 1917 a0 RO (N 4 ) FRHT 6H
FFSHRE DB mEkEE SFREF
(PoRRAEREZ L)

4 FE gLl
1114 A

IZBwTid, BREEARICERT A2HAL REMIZBVTIRMYBRASVLEL HMF S 1

DfEBEL S 25, BY AT OREINE, HES, MENZUBREITSH S LATEET
MIRERTXIT-o THEMEEEIITHT L HHEEZTWVAS,

T, THCRECHWITTAI LN TES. 4 2. FBAREHIIREERM

B TIL1990FE LIEHIHC (28 L, H=R% FFAEEEPOICRE LAFMEOFRIBE
YIBR3M(3.6%), E=XRTE % 10612 £, BEFBRSERSRIBEL TV
%) AT L 72 (F&1) 9. 13B4 96 (69%) i= BEI, ERBROSHDE - BRE -7
MEEHEXZOLbOD, ERECII, FFREOIBR DML E 2 28055, Hhdw
., MEENIZIZ13MF1261(92%) 2B REXEFBDROFRIZ, EEFHK: O
TIREWBREE o7 136 OEFEMM O $ W4 ER, AEKEIRIC L2 BRIBHRS
REII2ETH A THELHFERIZA% L LK —RBTHDHY LBRIZIBTI66 0

BRI AR ons. UEDS, #AHIE HIHCIZH ¥ 2 IR B AR & BF 00 % 1% - - iF 28
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%3 FFPIRGARERAS & BFPAIBFAASE A (HIHC) DRI OMIR
1990 — 2007 EI LA A 4 ¥ & — ehAihi
FPSEEE MR
£ A PR A8

H= IR + RAKELI R + FroHIEE Sk 5 3
HEDE + RIKEG M + FrHAEE Wk 86 24
EZERYIkR + RIKEDER + FFIHEE Ok 16 10
XD + RAKEDR + FFIHEE R 96 45
LT YIRR + RAKIEGRE + BFSHAR T Y] RR 2 1

#irsk

gl
FIAR IR i 26
JFF AR & B 7 iR i
(BHAR P AR 5] 5 L) P PR 3
FEEA -+ dE A S BR 9

3 (1.5%) 1 (1.2%)

205 83 (41%)

80 100 120

MissFm (B)
1990 ~ 2007 FEE L ATA £ ¥ ¥ — PR
E1 RO MBS (HBDC) & FFBAFAAEE % (HIHC) Mk O F &0 LR

oS L RT (F2). EPRICHEIRIZHE 5. YBRAREHAEEREOEFHMIZE XL
EEEEyREOEML6FR26(33%) TH 6~127 B THrRZ LExEETE, FH
. AETHREN R IRGYRITDORI. W% 900 - BT 5 AFEERLC X o THIBRAIG
6FlOEFHMOPREIIIFENAIATSD FikL, FHROEEIZEBMTEZLLERO
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‘4 EROFFMIEIEES (HBDC) & FFPIAFAEBE % (HIHC) VB 2O F B T

ZERBTOHR LR L) )

1990 ~ 2004 E B A A+ & —h e

%=e FHRFRET Oddsit - pfli.
HBDC
ROV T AW 1.9 0.024
##E (well, pap vs + D 1th) 21 0.011
) yoiERS 33 <0.001
HIHC
HAEBES ) 2.3 <0.001
WnICEASE (> 2.9 ng/mL) 2.6 0.005
rimIReG M & ) 2.6 0.016
) AE R (ly2,3) 46 <0.001
P 00 L T o P 1 74 0.003
ha. #ZHETFTH D (%4), HBDCiZ B EHE
: KFEARRTho 121,
5 | UIiRmE
B | BbbIC
1. EHF# &

EOFEE LT, IMAFEDKRIZES FAR
2, IBEZERY & CHENE» S OlEHRE,
BEERERIEE ) -/ SHIRIE (S BER, BN
FHRMERE, 8RS, MKER 2 EHHITS
NDYA, LHERICBITAWMEEREMZES
~4HMTaHN, ERECEII%THS.
MR IZ BT A HPEIEERYD RO EREIE
CERIINBELHEZN TV,

2. RBF#

HIHC & HBDC D851 (3 7 B B {8 LD A 7
59, MBHEBEMICL LIFLIZEA#ETSH 2
NS, TNGRREILTHRBREINTE
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