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1. EGFR (epidermal growth factor recep-

tor) JHE

1) ToaF=J
EGFR OBFE AR I FEAREFO—D2 LD
BE» 2N TWw3,. GEM & HERI/EGFR ¥
oy v —YHEERTH BTN TF=TOH
FHE R D358 M AHERER (NCIC-CTG PA 3 study)
Th D Tldd %5 GEM BT h~REMEIR
2R L (GEM+xVvuF=7#624%H:
GEM #5.91 4 H, p=0.038), #EfTHEE X
T 3LEEED T v ¥ MU RRIC B W TH)
T GEM BAIc N ¥ 2 EakrBoe’, F
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- TTP/PFS

: n p MST | p
2001 |Brambhall Marimastat 5 mg bid 104 56 days ‘110 days NS
Marimastat 10 mg bid 105 59 days 105 days| 0.045
Marimastat 25 mg bid 102 57 days 125 days NS
GEM 103 115 days 0. 0001 167 days
2002 | Brambhall GEM+ Marimastat 120 92.5 days NS| 165.5 days NS
GEM 119 96 days 164 days
2003 [Moore BAY 12-9566 138 1. 68 months <0.001{ 3. 74 months| <0. 001
GEM 139 5.2 months 6. 59 months ]
2004|Van Cutsem |GEM + Tipifarnib 341 3.7 months NS} 6.3 months NS
GEM 347 3. 6 months ‘ 6 months
2005 [Alberts GEM+ Bortezomib 43 2.4 months NA| " 4.8 months NA
, GEM 44 1.2 months 2.5 months
2006 | Friess GEM + Cilengitide 46 3.6 months NA} 6.7 months NA
GEM 43 3.8 months 7.7 months
2006 | Richards GEM+CI-994 86 92 days NS 194 days NS
GEM 88 103 days 214 days
2007 |Moore GEM+Erlotinib 285 3.75 months| - 0.004| 6. 24 months| 0. 038
GEM 284 3. 55 months 5.91 months
2007 |Kindler GEM+ Bevacizumab 302 4.9 months NS| 5.8 months NS
GEM 300 4.7 months 6. 1 months
2009|Van Cutsem |GEM-+ Erlotinib+ Bevacizumab | 301 4.6 months 0.0002| 7.1 months NS
GEM++Erlotinib 306 3. 6 months 6.0 months
2008|Spano GEM+ Axitinib 69 4.2 months NS| 6.9 months NS
GEM 34 3.7 months 5.6 months
2008 Cascinu GEM+Cisplatin+Cetuximab | 42 3.4 months|. "~ NS| 7.5 months NS
GEM+ Cisplatin 42 4.2 months| 7.8 months
2009 Saif GEM+LY293111 68 3.7 months NS| 7.4 months|. NS
GEM B7 3. 4 months 7.5 months
2010| Philip GEM+ Cetuximab 366 3.5 months NS| 6.5 months NS
GEM 369 3 months 6 months
2010|Boeck GEM+ Erlotinib—>Capecitabine [ 147{ *3. 4/4. 2 months| *0.0036/0.43| 6.6 months| 0.78
Capecitabine + Erlotinib—>GEM | 132| *2. 4/4. 4 months 6. 9 months
2010|Kindler GEM+ Conatumumab 41 3.9 months NS| 7.5 months NS
GEM-+AMG479 42 5.1 months -NS| 8.7 months NS
GEM 42 2.1 months 5.9 months
2004 Gilliam G17DT 79 NA 152 days 0.03
Placebo 75 NA 82 days
2005 | Shapiro GEM4+G17DT 199 3.9 months NS| 5.9 months NS
GEM 184 3.9 month 6. 6 months
2009 | Buanes GEM+GV1001 183 1.9 months Y1 5.9 months K
~ GEM 182 3. 7 months 7.3 months

TTP : time to progression, PFS : progression free survival, MST : median survival time

* ¢ Time to treatment failure (TTF) of Ist-line therapy/TTF of 2nd-line therapy
":IHRO0.595% CI0.4~0.7, *:HRO0.8 95% CI0.6~1.0
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BICDO VLT DRV T grade 2 PL LD KB HBE
Bl BRI ERERICRFTH - .
KRASBEFEREOHE LIBRHRICOWT
HIEGE X N/DS, YUY A XHPE ) 2
IZ wild-type DEIEM21% &4 bbb
b HBIBHRIER & e p o 7,
© —%#, GEM+IZluF=Tb LAy
FEV+INRF T2 —RKIEEICTY, ZX
BRTHEINETNEZRETSE (ARVIEVD
L ¢ i3 GEM) B MAARBRMSEmS ¥, FH
BRI TE B i — X & ZRIEE D time to treat-
ment failure (TTF) D1 (TTF2) »8E & Nz,
271961 5 b ZREHE CTEMAE TH - 7D
12 141 61 (51% ) TH o7z, TTF2 L LEFHHE

EEBEEN Do T hs, —RKHED TTF i3F -

BICGEM+IAnF = THTRDP o7, 0
HIATH KRASEEBEFEROHE L LR
L DEEIC D W THIEEAE S iz 204 Bl ORRE
X, b5 Tl wild-type # /% mutation #f
LR L BB EFRRIERBOS N (8.0
S8 :6.6 88, p=0.011), ], RAETE
WIS L GEM, AT FEVE LD ISR
B & OO OB MAERERDHETHTH 3.

2) tipifarnib

KRAS BEFERIZH 90% D BBIESI TR

» o, Ras EHEOEENLEELICENS

L E¥h3, b Ras 2 EOMIBREHREDE
AL B B 7 7 LR VEESEEE R HET
3 I & T KRAS BEBEFHBEZIMEI T 2 A8
AN, FOERRE L7 7 V2O NVEER
BEEEIHERE TH B tipifarnib & GEM DHEH
F & GEM HAIBO KRS fTb s, EFHN
f, EREEFERRE, EURCTHLERED
Roohnholk? HBETIE, TTIKETL
7B T KRASBEFERDODEEH S
o TV B AREEZ—DZIT T3,

3) VXTI

EGFR icxf$ % ¥ X SBIE 7 7 u—F VPifk
THHEY X w7 L GEM OB b E ML
T 5B (S0205 study) A34T b+ 7z A% GEM HHl
R B R E N0 (GEM+ & Y
¥y 78635 H :GEM# 5.9 72 A)°.
GEM+ YA 754 v(CDDP) kY ¥ <7
EMEZ BB %E &5 v ¥ AU T A HERER
bEMINT V5%, EEFHEEETH 55X
ETOHENRIIMER I N LD -7 (GEM+
CDDP++t Y ¥~ THEMNFE17.5%, EHFH
Rt RfE 7.5 4 H : GEM+CDDP # 12. 2%,
7.8 5 8)°.

2. MEHFEPEERE

1) MMP BHE%

Ayuras7—ERkiEEPLIceEA A v
2B TEANBEERT, ZO—HTHE>
My o2ARXFusus 77— (MMP)ICIZHE
A A vEENn, iA=L Y 27 RD5fE
T FIELEMBERNDODEEITEH
EnTw3, ZOBHRRIEEZEOWD
POEMETRO 5N, MY Y720
WS, mMEFE, BEERE EBREETIRE
BEtEAsdH 5, MMP FHEZ CTH % marimastat
ZEH U 7= HUlCEER A3 £ TR X 1 2001 4,
2002 £ E Z Nz, —D I marimastat X
GEM % I # LLig 3ABR ¢ marimastat 135
Bl o TIHBREZINL L2LERE
GEM X h%H#T, S HERROBEEER
% LEDSNE", b H—2ix GEM & mari-
mastat DHEFARE & GEM B EED Lhie 55 48
RBThHoBLEFEEPRIBOONG Lo
7=¥. MMP-2, MMP-3, MMP-9, MMP-13 %
BHEMICBEE T % BAY 12-9566 % GEM & @
HBGABR D3N X N7 034 P CHBRE SR L
TNk,

E‘-ﬁ?lﬁ?ﬂlﬁ%’#l}ﬂ—‘t Vol.26 No.1 2011 111



2) VEGF fZ%

VEGF (vascular endothelial growth factor)
2 ZDFEKRTH B VEGFR (VEGFR-,
VEGFR-2, VEGFR-3) D8RSI e 12
T IR DREHEP T DI & DBIED 51
ENTVS, VEGF KT BHEETH B~
v A< 7 L GEM OFFREEIC DWW TE TR
% (CALGB80303 study) DS X 11743, GEM
BAN N LIEGRIRIZR D 5 izd - 72 (GEM
+ AN A T8 A H GEMEES 9 A
H ) 10)'

7BV D GEM+ T A0 F = Fic RNy X
< 7B LEIRE EE E o REDTThN
72 (AVITA study)". GEM+ xlad = 7ic
RN A2 7 H B i placebo Z A A HE T
o MAH I ERER T, <3y X= 7S placebo
BN ERICEHEREFIEVRIF T -7
bODU.6HF 3.6 A, p=0.0002), £#F
W13 h o7 (1.1 AH 6.0 H, p=
0. 2087).

VEGFR-1, VEGFR-2, VEGFR-3 ic%¥ 5
| SEY 7 IAESETSH % axitinib 12 GEM & 0t
A GEM HE| & HIRT % 7 v & L {05 THER
BpEfME Ne?, FEHEEETH 2 E7H
BN OHFIREC 6.9 4 H & GEM BRBED 5.6 %
A LRI WEREPERD & 7z 7 O 5 MARGER
~BAT L7, L L3S AR R O
B, EMBRETR SN N, A¥EH»
SIREROFPIEBHERIN TN S,

VEGFR OMIfas 45 & & b 1gGl @ Fe
4y % A& X+ 7z aflibercept 13 VEGF trap & \»
b 2 REDOEAKFEZ b IMEHEHEEET
VEGF E BOEBAETHAET I I LTHRE
FET 3, GEM & DOftH & GEM +placebo T
D L 88 AR SAER (VANILLA study) 257 h#
7o SRR ORERBIEDTERTE T, T%
5 bR DFFE S NI,

g
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3) MIEEESFHEEER

HIEEEE ST integlins DHEKTH 2 cilen-
gitide (EMD121974) i3 integrin avB3 & avB5
ZBRIDICIHE T 3, integrin avp3 ix FGF (fi-
broblast growth factor), integrin avBs &
VEGF B Mg #i4 2 HET 5 L £ o1,
Z ORBEE IR LETHBICN L GEM & cil-
engitide DHFFEFEIEDS GEM BH %2 Wi Ic 7 v~
5" IS T A R BR S MG & 4172 A TR S
358 & dehr o 72 (GEM +cilengitide #£ 6. 7
AP GEMBT.7THHE),

y ToMm

EHINERE, AFAENERE CHEF € 4UTY 5 Raf %
+—+, VEGFR-1, VEGFR-2, PDGFR (pla-

" telet-derived growth' factor receptor)-f 7z &

DHEEHETHSY 57 x =75 GEM & Ot
T8 I HIR AR 237 GEM + placebo CiEAT
FTH 3. 1FHIC c-Kit, PDGFR, FGFR (fi-
broblast growth factor receptor) % IR [H
ETs5Fuy ¥ —EHEEETH B masiti-
nib #% GEM & O 6 FH ¢ N 48 ELisS A SR A3 %
GEM + placebo THEETHTH 5.

"3 EXPMCUBTEFIEEERESE
BEFEROREDILIE S 22T 4 v 7
REFLENELCEEINTWS, L7
2 F L, XFNACDBREISEOFRIEDTFH L
DEEPTRBREINTV S, T FMLDORE%
RET 3R V7€ FL{LE (HDAC)
FHE#RKTH 5 CI-994 b GEM & OHHAT GEM .
HAEZNBL LI v L{0E T ESERDIE
Wi X 7228 negative BRERTH -7 (GEM +
CI-994 £ 194 H : GEM #£ 214 H). Mgzt
bHLR S,

4, HREEEER |
LY293111 a4 a b Y oy BAZEEDT



v 4 3= A b T PPAR (peroxisome prolifera-
tor activated receptor) 7 # 7 I=A b TH D,

7EF—VALHBIESHICETSELE
Bl&fZ¢, GEM LTI v A{LE T
AHBURAIENG & 1743, GEM Ml i~ 1T
SEEETH % 6 A HEFRIIHE L kd o7
(GEM+LY 293111 2 61% : GEM ¥ 65%)".

5. TOMOHEE

HlasE2 244k 5 (DRS) RIEECEER L VS
FEL T3 I LS TwS, DRS 211
LU fifkicsEee VR Ju—F 7T
= Z N HifkTH 5 AMG655 (conatumumab) %3
b5, FEEECBLTL YA VREEREF
1 BI52 44 (IGF-1R), IGF-1, IGF-2 DiBFIF
BLbMESNTED, TNoORAICED
PI3K-Akt #%F%, MAP R % G X ¢illlg
DEE, BEEZRTEING, ZOIGFFIRIC
WY B5ELE FEIE )/ 70— FLHE AMG
479 ¢H B, Tt b conatumumab+GEM,
AMG479 + GEM, GEM + placebo T7 ¥ ¥ 41k
B IARREEES N, EEFMEEE D 6
HBEFERIIZENETN59%, 57%, 50% T, &
FHIR R EIZ 7.5 4B, 8.7T4H,5.94HT
Hot, BRERXZVHOOMARBTRIFRKE
R, 5% AMGATI+GEM IZ2oWT
X o ARIAMEHEINTVS, ZAHVE
HTHE I b HRBRINETHTH 3,

MRA (tocilizumab) i & MMb¥it b A v & —
o4 % 6(IL-6)ZEMHE/ 70— FAHET
H Y, Castleman FPORAH Y v~ F 4 & THRK
BRI NTV S, BEEE T IL-6 EIRE
ACHRBOZ EPHREINTEY, BRER
ERREMNLOBb Y NRBEINTY S,
GEM & MRA O#fFIC X hiERSE, BEH
B4 EROERICESS Z LRHRFL, B
EE I /ITHRRPEBENTN S,

1. 77F %%

SOBEORA b

o BRI TH T U F U REDPREFEENICHAS
hTnva.

o LLEEHBRIZD ALY, GEM IR HERIGIER
THRLHNTLRL.

1. GI7DT

[ B Mg CCKB/A A + Y v ZEAKD
FRELTWB I EDBRINTEY, GITHAb
VY BLUOTV S VIER GIT AT Y UHsiE
&% % Z & TEGFR, MMP % £ DIREEE%
EEL, BREACEEOMIED—R L ZoTw»
BIEBERINTVS, ALY VHREFRT
H%GIIDT RENSDAA LY Y DT I/ K
VR EREMICRINT AHEEFERL, FALY
VDREBEGADHEEEEET 3, (LB
LIBE 5 5\ IE R E L WiETEE 0 B I
¥ L GI7TDT 7 2 4 v & placebo T M AHEAER
WBiThbh, GIIDT HTHEERIEMZIRIHER
XNnTw3”, 0% GEM & DT GEM
BEKN & LR L 7 SRER D IR E S - MEREIR I
Zo oo™,

2. GV1001

FEMBRFER L Twi7r X7 —¥icn
THERTF R FTH B GV X se-
quential combination & > 9 J%C GEM & D ff
AsfTbi, GEM HAIL o ks I AH R D3
ENE I 72208, EMFIRLIZ2 0 &I E R
k& o7, BEGEM+ ARy IEV =
GV1001 ©% M#H5358% (TELOVAC study) 2%
TLTWw3,

3. PANVAC-VF

BeREMlAE D 90% B EIc B L Tw 3 IRAE
R (CEA) B LU LF ¥ 1(MUCH IR 3
RBGERET 27 75 Th 5 PANVAC-
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VF i, CEA & MUCI % 3:%8.7 2 BE T4
BWZRY I ATANAT I FVTH B,
GEM AN 3 U2 W AHSAIR D3RG & 7z,
OB B b L ¢ 3 best suppor-
tive care TH o7z, Lh LB S AIHEL <R
Brfik & o TV B,

4 WT179F>
74 VL AEEEEF(WTD EARREY 4 L
LREEOBRREET & LTHEX - BEF
ThD, —HTWT B2 E 0 &E
EHEECHREANIREIN TR I LG, &
NEFEHELEWTIRTF FU 7 F DR
FEBEMS N TS, FEICEWTE 1THER
Botfibh, GEM & OfATIflickESn
AR P IREN 259 HCH o7, 5B OME
DRI D,

5. OTS102/KDR169
OTS102 1 VEGFR-2/KDR (kinase domain

receptor) & FFEMYICFRHR L BB MBE N A

HHIE %523 % CTL(cytolytic T-lymphocyte)
PHRETERTF P IFTHB. OTS102

DEMBELTH 5 KDRI69 & GEM D HEfmE

BB I LEE T AR T b,
2mg/body PEBHE & RE I N, BRI,
OTS102 & GEM Dt F##EH3 GEM + placebo
R E L O/IHE R (PEGASUS-PC
study) D3HEET L T3,

6. GVAX(GM-CSF 77 F )
&9 GVAX & R R AT fark 2 R i MR
Besuvzyr—Yauz—RMEF GM-

CSF)DEEFEZEALBSMBEHN LY 75

v Th b, HEN B GM-CSF xRz
TEHE UIBEMROE T 2 BHURICN U RIS
BhRFETHLEEZOND, VIBREEEICH L

114 EATHALARNEL Vol 26 No.1 2011

5-FU IC & 2L REE & OB TE I
%ﬁ%ﬁ#%)fﬁé‘ N, EFHEPRMED 26.8 5 H
ERIFLZRBZ TR LSBOMEBHZFE N
39, '

BhiJ(Z

DL LA b % OEERRRBDE
MEXNTBY, TANARI ¥ —2AGEER
TR &S X R AT S b IEAE
ARoNTVD, BEEFERARLEBRTHY,
SHLH RRRENSHFI NS,
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OEE@UIRTHED 2\ L F RIS 233 5 £ —BRIIIBUE gemcitabine TH Do B2 D |
WRIE LD 728 gerficitabine IMBOTEH & MASDELGRREIHS CRALI, 7y |
LEY I J VBEELEERA, MRAVAS—VIEEE ERRETELZEEOHAICES
gemc1tab1ne ﬁﬁ‘\}: @btﬁ’“ﬁtgﬁﬁﬁbhtﬁ‘ B IES ?ﬁ%‘ﬂi‘ré"ﬂl’(\ﬂ&\r\ FEEST
By (‘“%K L gemcxtabme DRRENEICRIT STV B, ME— gemcﬁabme L erlo-

‘tmlb DUFAREID TP TED BHFEEE S o TEMPIRERLADOATH o0 LU .

o fﬁ gemcitabine % Fiva 72V ig#fiE & L T5-FU, leucovorin, irinotecan, oxaliplatin @

“fwmﬁ§<mnmmmmoﬁxgmmmmmamWLfE%c&ﬁ%m%Lﬁurmﬁﬁ

010FEICFEEBRENEEZIBUT WS, pa NOZEOFRMTIE, FRHABIEE I YIBRARBE

PERE 20§ B LEERIRDOIR RS DBIHIC DOV THili< 5,

@ key words | ETTEEE, gemcitabine, FOLFIRINOX, {bS32EE, MEHeEEE
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Blzuni

FERE IR I CHEIR R B Th D UIBRARIE 2 BT
& BME—DWERFIETDH HH% $980% DIEFIALIBRA
e RBE TR AN TV LDV FRIRTH 5, TR
TEETH o7& LTH TEDAICEHLI E, 3ELDA
1290% 3T  DEFI THEREITRD bib,

DX YIRS B VT EREEII L5-FU
A L L /-4bE R & best supportive care & @
T v ¥ ALHBERER T, LFEREEITo B THEIC
EFHMOERIFED 5N THE NP, X 5T T
SIERENT VD, LdisT, EHREHRINT
VB YIRS BB AR | L C I LA S
%o ”

19974E |25-FU & gemcitabine (BLF, GEM) &
DHBERER T GEM IS B LR EGKIELFED b2
EDRE SN, LItk GEM 2SRRI 3 A 1Lk
\CB1T B key drug & LTREDIT 6. AFTYH
20014 4 BICHERE O3 LIRBRINE &, BREICED

Y EXY AR 5 — R AR B IR

FTHE—FHRIEL LTUERRTHER ST TW 5,

Hco ez

GEM ¥ 3 ¥ v ARHREMEICHE SN D, X
LA FEFEMATHY, MBRTEY VEMEICE
B S 4L DNA AR TRATEAY 1 FRE LIS AR % 5
HTRLEEXONTWS, 1,000mg/m?% 305758
1E, 3:AMEIRIES L 1 BKIET 2 HiEd—igiy T
BB, BITIZ ] TI— A B DK 7 EESE L 1 BkE
TAHHED ELNTWDS, EITEREICHT 5 GEM B
R ORI ESHRARERETHE5~20%, 2%
TFHIM AR REIES ~8 4 B, 1EAFRIZ%FTHE
THd (F1, 2o

WREBMD B OORSEOTRE LTHRESEORM
&, »50IEGEM OMaPEEDORERILE "o -
EEHFEE (fixed dose rate infusion) ASEA &AL/,
GEM #2,200mg/m*IZ & L% D305 T 5§ %
HikE, GEM 1,500mg/m’% 10mg/m*/min T#H5-
T %51 (FDR-GEM) % b L7k A L8 I 4H
RKERAYTHN'Y, EESFHEEE TS time to treat-
ment failure (2 FNZFN1.8F B L2 1 BCTHEE

THAUARSEEE, 33 1 1839~1849, 2010
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#1 GEM Bk EHHERE (BMIE) O

REE  WEE - aRE

- nificant, NA : not available

ooy, ATEMEPREZENEN5. 0N AL
8.0% H T FDR-GEM B HZEICRIFTH o720 L

P LEOBRTORASIMHERER (E6201508%) Tt
GEM 1,000mg/m*D305345%5-1k & LEFFHA R D it
IFEERT X o7,

n  RR(%) TTP/PFS p MST p
: v (month) {(month)
2002 Berlin'? ~ GEM+bolus 5-FU 160 6.9 3.4 . 0.022 6.7 NS
_ : GEM 162 5.6 2.2 5.4
2005 Di Costanzo'™ GEM+Cl 5-FU 45 11 18weeks NA 31weeks NA
‘ o - GEM : 49 8 . 14weeks 30weeks B
2005 Riess'® GEM+5-FU+LV 230 4.8 3.5 NS 5.85. NS
GEM. , ' 236 7.2 3.5 6.2
2003 Scheithauer'” GEM-+capecitabine 41 17.1 5.1 NA 9.5 NA
high-dose GEM 42  14.3 4 . 8.2
2007 Herrmann'® GEM+capecitabine 160 10 4.3 NS 8.4 NS
GEM ~ 159 8 3.9 7.2
2009 Cunningham'® GEM+ capecitabine 267 19.1 5.3 0.004 7.1 NS
GEM 263 12.4 3.8 6.2
GEM+fluoropyrimidine : meta~analysis® HR 0.90 (95% C10.81, 0.99)
2002 Colucci®” GEM+CDDP 53 26.4 20weeks 0.048 30weeks NS
- GEM . 54 9.2 8weeks 20weeks '
2004 Viret® .. GEM+CDDP 42 7 65days NS  241days NS
GEM 41 5 76days 201days
2006 Heinemann® GEM+CDDP 98 11.5 5.3 NS 7.5 NS
, S GEM B -7 4 9 3.1 : 6
2010 Colucci® GEM+CDDP 199  10.1 3.9 NS 8.3 NS
GEM 201 12.9 3.8 7.2
2005 Louvet” FDR-GEM+oxalipiatin 157  26.8 5.8 0.04 9 NS
' GEM - 1586 17.3 3.7 . ‘ 7.1
2009 Poplin'® FDR-GEM+oxaliplatin 272 9 2.7 NS 5.7 NS
: : . FDR-GEM 277 10 3.5 NS 6.2 NS
GEM 275 6 2.6 4.9
GEM-+platinum : ;neta-analysisaz’ ‘ "HR 0.85 (95% CI10.76, 0.96) -
2004 Rocha Lima® GEM-+irinotecan 180  16.4 3.5 NS 6.3 NS
GEM . 180 4.4 3 6.6
2006 Stathopoulos®® = GEM-+irinotecan 60 15 2.8 NS 6.4 NS
‘ GEM - 70 10 2.9 6.5
2006 Abou-Alfa® GEM+exatecan 175 6.9 3.7 NS 6.7 NS
' : . GEM 174 5.2 3.8 ‘ 6.2
2005 Oettle® GEM+pemetrexed 283  14.8 3.9 NS 6.2 NS
GEM 282 7.1 3.3 : 6.3
2005 Reni®” GEM+CDDP+EPI+5-FU 52 . 38.5 5.4  0.0033 NA
’ : GEM ' 47 8.5 3.3 NA
RR : response rate, TTP : time to progression, PFS: progression free survival, MST : median survival time, NS : not sig-

GEM & fth DI HBESZEDH A

GEM |-l & BRI T B = & TRy LS
BONDPREET <, B E CERRRIRA S < 1T
PRTES (1) HEIXSTRIEEE L OB
FEELTRALNTED, He—GEM L OHAET
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F®2 GEMH¥E GEM &{ER L4 WABRED

HEE BREE - REE v n RR (%) TTP/PFS p MST Jo)

(month) (month)

1997 Burris'® 5-FU 63 0 0.92  0.0002 4.41 0.0025
. GEM 63 5.4 2.33 5.65

2001 Bramhall®®  marimastat 5mg bid 104 2.8  56days 110days NS

marimastat 10mg bid 105 2.8 59days 105days 0.045

marimastat 25mg bid 102 2.8 57days 125days NS
GEM ‘ 103 26  115days 0.0001 167days

2003 Smith*? ZD9331 30 3 2.3 NA 5 NA
GEM 25 8 1.9 3.6

2003 Moore*" BAY 12-9566 138 0.9 1.68 <0.0_01 3.74 <0.001
GEM 139 5.2 5.2 6.59

2004 , Cheverton®™®  exatecan 169 - 0.5 85days NA  151days NS
GEM 170 7.6 132days 197days

2009 Ychou* 5-FU+LV+CDDP 102 NA 3.4 NS 6.6 NS
‘ GEM 100 NA 3.5 ' 8

2010 Conroy*® 5-FU+LV++irinotecan-+oxaliplatin 171 31 6.4 <0.0001 11.1  <0.0001
’ GEM 171 9.4 3.3 6.8

RR : response rate, TTP : time to progression, PFS : progression free survival, MST : median survival time, NS : not sig-
nificant, NA ! not'available

t.

GEM B & I LT Tiddh 2 0H ERIESTH R
% 528 7 erlotinib DIRED & H 525, DFIERYIEE
FIZDWTEAIIIMBIEICERY , & TIdAIREE L o
BEEIZDWTIER B,

1. GEM+7 vt I I F8K

7 v1bEY 2 T U BEAL L TREEIREY (bolus'?,
continuous infusion'®) 75-FU & OEEEAERA S 1L
TeDES R RIEIR E Nz o 720 leucovorin b B
L ToORER (CONKO-0025858) b EMEN/-d5ER
{2 negative T o 719,

#EOA) & L T capecitabine & O#FH I & 2 LB,
B3 % ), 3 H Cunningham S3ED 7
W— TN & B MARRER T BT D BRI CAETERA
MOFBELRER TR LIRS N/CDS, BB CIaR
BN OABEIRD b Ad oY, Ll
capecitabine Bt CIXAEFHMIERE S LA ERIC
HY, ALHRIXNTIHTO R FEITHFEHES N
capecitabine SfRBIEDERIIR LR L - L] &
T3,

R THE SN 7 vLE) IV CREHTH B S-1
(TS-1) 14, 5-FU D70 FS v ¥ Th b tegafur I
EV a2l —%—T&H5 gimeracil & oteracil ZE&F
%I LIZX N5-FU D3R E O OOBMER 2 8RR 3
B L HWE LROFEEITH 5, BRI LT

AU - BB TRV A4Thh, 2|52l 1~
37.5%, MEMSEHIRIFRMES.6~3.740 8, HLFEHIM
HHLES.6~9.24 B &\ it 2R L, 20064 8 B

E DRI SNz, ESLITHBREBO L
GEM.& TS-10#F FME b A b, Z|APE32~
48%, EIEE () HIMFLE4.92~5.90 B, &
AR P SRAET . 89~12.5% B & BITFR Bt e &

NTWna2® :

PLE»5, GEM & S-1IC & 5 HEER R SERASATR
TEE SN e 1 DIEHEFKFERED IV —FI2L D
GEM H#|& GEM+TS-1 (GS) HEDE sk M4H
BB (GEMSAP study) THBo &I TOD GSHE
it GEM # day 1& day 1542305 T# 5 L, S-1id
day 1~14iCPURR L, 4MT1 I—X &V FHEhs
BE S Nize 2006~20094E (25T 106FIABER S 1,
20104 DK ElFRERIES 52 & C© i BT OIS 7 &
N7=®, EEELFEHEPREEEEN3.67 A,
5.4 B LEFEICGSBTRIFTH o7z (p=0.036),
ETFHIE T SO BT ORI s LS,

b9 124k GEM BHIx$ 5 S-18K| DI,
GS DIFERRMEZARFET X ETE S M- Sk ER 0%
MAE#ER (gemcitabine and TS-1 trial ; GEST) T
HBo I THGSHEETIE, S-1i day 1~14I1CF3
ARL, GEM % day 1, day 8iz#&5, 3@RE% 12—
A & T B IRBEDAE TP b 4 THRERP D g,

[Ekla-A x2S

B533%5512%  2010411A
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o S N7ze AFEE B D & 20074F 7 B ~20094610
B TREITON . BEERBIITSR Th o 7
25, FAREIICIISIABIDESR S Arze BT ALIZ20114F
BRI ARE SN2 TFRETH D, BRI
nTV2, | v
BLE 2 DORERBERERIC & ) ECCHEICE
S-1ASIEHAE L LT GEM DR L % ) 185 2
¥ =13 GS #EEA GEM (CAAh 2 85— 4RI L %2 0 18
BHDWL N ENBTFETH Y, DoEH SO
7z 'eyidénce PRIEXNDL Z EAEAFEENS,

2. GEM-+EB2EE
B4esH L R b EENICEA SN, cspla-

tin® " %2 oxaliplatin'®® & DB OPIREE

LTV B o FIS A BB CATEIRI SR B
5 b OOE 4~ DE AR CTILHET I E B RIESR
SHENLERD N o Tme 7275, A F D TIdk
FHREEDEISRENTE Y, SHRESRIFRIE

BITIIRET LB B L B EN TS, F/, oxalipla-

tin IC2WTIEGEM = & & 72 v regimen T first-
line, second-line & L T DIRKRAERDIV> < DT
NTBHFZFRT 5. '

3. GEM+ % D5 #ERISE

FEA VAT —VIEEREL LT irinotecanaa)34)%
%\t exatecan™ & GEM DHEFAERE & 7275,
| GEM ¥# X Hk L GEMBRITRERTWaV, ¥
7z, HEERFETUIEE LT pemetrexed & OPFAHS GEM
By Hlt S 7oA, negative ZiERTH o725,

GEM # & ¥ 7= % HI B FIRtE b R RER AT b
720 GEM IZ cisplatin, epirubicin 3 & U5-FU ##t
BE%INA 72 4 #) (PEFG) & GEM HH|D#% 47
7= IARBRERT T3, ZEEHS 2 ILE1138.5%, 8.5%
(p=0.0008), HEHEEALZFNIMAS. 40 H, 3.378 (@
"=0.,003) L HEIZCPEFGHTRIFTH o7z 72711,
= OEMAERERIS salvage therapy DR PR T 5
Y BB CEESMIEB A4 b B ENEATRE
oTHBY, FNLEN60%, 28% & PEFGHTHE
o Tze MHEREEL THBITT 5 F TOMM
BT CHRSE Th oo L b, MHEATFROER
PR RIS RIS 2T b L VO TRAEVRE NS

BRI NIH, EFME 2T 51213 sample

size WVINK &, FIERBN STV AV, EE
B AT DOV TR Th B0 T B b B <

R EIRIE L L TR ARG TV b,

- BIERE S T 2 EA O 1012 nab-paclitaxel

W BHo FEREMIL L £ DEB DM EIE SPARC (se-
creted protein acid rich in cysteine) %BFIZEH L
TWBIEDPHOLNTEY, BHFIIRE DREDI 7RI
ENTV23%®, nab-paclitaxel I7 VT3 V& #EEE.
7zF /#F (nanoparticle albumin-bound) 2 pa-
clitaxel Z# A Lf:?’égﬁﬂ'@‘, SPARCETFNLTI VD,
HAIZ X D EE D paclitaxel & 1) SigEOES] 1 1B
ICEFEE D Z AT HEE % B, nab-paclitaxel &
GEM D #t R0 E I /I HRBRIIT b2,
GEM 1,000mg/m? & nab-paclitaxel 100~150mg/
m*% 1 A 3AMZES L 4:BMEIEEZITo .
nab-paclitaxel 14125mg/m®s* MTD & &4, o5&
b S ot grade 3/4HEFRIIFHIKBL TH >
720 AOBIDFHETIZ 1 BIDER % & 526.5% DERD
HE D7z, SPARC BEBRFE TIMRSEREE L H~F
BICEHEIED» o7 (75% vs. 26%, p=0.03)0
ML MAHRERIRET STV 24, nab-paclitaxel
& D TFIEHARIE S & - MDEH & OFFE, GEM
FISBNXTT B R EORBRLITHN T 2,

| GEM ZRLBVARE

GEM ¥5-FU & DHELY T GEM SEERE & 58
TUE, GEM H#l & GEM 28 L 2 Wik HiiEHl
& DB D W ohFERS N (R2),

CHHE#E L LTI matrix metalloproteinase inhib-
itor T# % marimastat®® 2% 5-8 %725 X GEM & @

- BBATONLALETHY, HERROEEERD
SLRBOLNz. EFXFL matrix metalloproteinase

inhibitor T#& % BAY 12-9566"" % GEM I f~<451k
T, BEBRESRL B THIE S, SERRHREEET
&% ZD9331"? & GEM & D HIAT /bR 7%
<, BEEICAS2 BIFRD SNFERTIEE o720 P ARA
VA5 —EIHERETH S exatecan™ b BH| THE

SERAYTHNIZAS, negative study THo 720

BIRO & 512 GEM %2R E Lio{LSEMEN L Vi
RELEATVRVZ EDHY, GEM &2 WEH|
BEEBREORA L ITHN TV b, 7YY ) 3V H
HAR & B LRF OB { OPIRE X Mo 5-FU
& leucovorin, cisplatin DBER (LVSFU2-P)*, *k
B CHEShTW %5~FU; leucovorin, oxalipla-
tin DHEFETH 5 FOLFOX®, 5-FU, leucovorin,

1842 T N{LEAARE @33%EE12% 201045117




1.00

0.75

0.50 A

probability

0.25 1

0.00 -

HR=0.57 : 95%CI(0.45~0.73)

stratified log-rank fest, p<0.0001

T T T T

0 3 6 9 12 15

—— ! gemcitabine

18 21

24 27 30 33 36
months
—— : FOLFIRINOX

(X#R48) (FR3E) LWEIH - 8Z)

1 GEM ¥ FOLFIRINOX 25 I H & B OO &= TR Bl

irinotecan M PEF T %5 FOLFIRI' 72 L2551 F S h
5o

LV5FU2-P & GEM BH| & ® M T first-line, sec-
ond-line & U CH M LA EZ RV IT b AILC
(FFCDO030158%) , LV5FU2-P i leucovorin 200mg/
m*% day LiZ#%45 L 7:#%5-FU 400mg/m?% bolus T,
F @ #%2,400mg/m* % 4685 B 3 % 8% 1, cisplatin
50mg/m*% day 1, 2i23%53 % b 0T 2 EMEICHE
RE(THo EFYBFRMEIZENZENG.67H, 8.0
KA THEEBEZER»>7: (p=0.85), LVSFU2-P ¥
102650, GEM ZE100BI D 5 & & I #1695, 55 A%
regimen & A#VE X ZIRIGRAIERM & 17zo GEM &
TWRERE L TER LB EEEESIERICEH
BT EWTREN, GEM 2 —WIGHREL LTHWS L
WA HEEEXBETICEES o/,

FOLFOX i3 oxaliplatin 100mg/m? & leucovorin
400mg/m’# day 1124% 5 L 72 #5-FU 400mg/m®%
bolus T, ZM#3,000mg/m?* 46B5H22F T 5-¢
%5 FOLFOX6SE N MHRBRTH LN/, 1T3—X
12 2BMTH o7z, 0BIVEERS N, BRHF27.6%,
BN M S fE4. 00 B, AR P RIET .50 A
T&H o7, FOLFIRI i irinotecan 90mg/m?¥& leu-
covorin 400mg/m®% day 12 #% 5 L 7z &, 5-FU
2,000mg/m?% 4685 B H1F T35, 5-FUMT BRI
irinotecan 90mg/m*% IBH#%5 3 5 FOLFIRI 3%
THERER TRV LNz 1 T — R i3 2 B T4~

BRI, TRYIRIT 5%, EIEEHRH hIUES. 60 A,
AETFEAM P12, 17 B & BITF e R L7,

2 HIZ5-FU, leucovorin, irinotecan, oxaliplatin
DAFEPFH LB IHERES 75 20T Vv—"TF
#B5ER SN0 FOLFIRINOX & &4 & N7t
& ¥ oxaliplatin 85mg/m? irinotecan 180mg/m?
leucovorin 400mg/m?% day L2 5 L 72, 5-FU
400mg/m?% bolus T, * D#%2,400mg/m>% 468: [
T TERETHHET2HEB IR ES NI 46
BIASEGF S NBERNZE26%, IEHEEHAR b ES. 24 B,
EAEIAMI R RAEL0. 20 B Th o 720 = DEEIARBER
I35 MAHER (PRODIGE 4/ACCORD 11 trial) -~
BAT L THEAT &, B EITAE 054 E20104E D%
ERREEFR THRE 2 S/, EMEREBRTIZ
performance status 0 % 7z 1 DEMEIEFE & £ B
RO E S, GEM BB L FOLFIRINOX B
TNTNOREILTIFFOEF I N/, TEFFMIEE
ThHHEFHAM P LML, GEM BEA#6.84 A,
FOLFIRNOX #11.1% § £ %% b - T FOL-
FIRINOX DIMEMFEIRAR E 17z (HR=0.57 : 95%
CI 0.45~0.73, p<<0.0001) (H1)*®, Z=kh=db 2
T19.4%, 31%, EHEEAGFHMDL3.34 8, 6.4
A & FOLFIRINOX "B EICRIFCH o0

GEM i3t L TN ZVTBE R = CE B OERE %
RO LIERERTIINTH ), BLREERT
HBo Ll I OREMERDATFOLFIRINOX %

HALRRSIRE 8833448125 20104F11H 1843



| GEM oA B BHELIETH B L AIBS 5121w <
SHORENE D, 1 DEIIESEET, KEBED
FEBIOBEH TR L SIBRIEE L D72 ve SECD
SERCII Y Y WV E U ESER EROL 5T & 5358
SNTHY, BENERITHD LV 2 Do BIZEM

B BIEE F L — VEANOERFSEROFSR

B Do leizsd, TOL ) REETOREIH
ITTEDDON, SLLZLIERIEEIND, TLHEHRD
ETlX5E0 FOLFOX, FOLFIRI ®# TAHMERT D

F#Td 575, grade 3/4DMLiFME, & IZIFPER

WAL B> b b, FOLFIRINOX B Ti345%
\2 grade 3/4DUFHERIRADERD b, 7.2%IC 5
MEAF IR & B0 700 B REIRCTHILEFER 2
EDIEMmEEME D FOLFIRINOX BTHEICE (&R
HoEN, TNEHFEHROWDIGIIT DR EEILE
& Bo TN XD IZ FOLFIRINOX 56\ £ > /82
FERRLAD, FEISEL, RBREB L 2o Tz
RN EBEHEL I L ED OB A TR ZE
WL AR EN TRV, BEMEAIMEIFER S
NBDH, SHOFFEOERICHFLA V.

Eereome

YIS B 72 BB AT R L5 L TIE1960~19804F
A T N BRRBEERD P 5 55-FU 2 48 A L 7L
SR (CRT) 2YR#EERE LT AR
NTE }

BEHRERE (RT) (2DVWC ORI 3R 5 25,
JT4E1Z CRT D4EIH T GEM BEDRERA L o
HE SN T2, GEM & RT O#FHE LT, HFKT

. % THEREA Tld GEM 250mg/m™ BHRIRE N, %

T ARBRER™ TOZERZII21%, MBI P2l
4.47 B, AR RRED 57 B &\ ) B CTH o 720
5> ¥ AMLLBRIRTRAE D Li 5% 3%5-FU+
RT (50.4~61.2Gy) ¥ & GEM+RT§¥&:%7I’L%’:}1
1661, 18610 RATHTHMEE 8 0 17 (WA
CRT ##EF0E & LT GEM BUBAR M) iR
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