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Table 1 BEEEB L UZWEOEIR

S BR s B L PR I B 5 LB pfl
REBIEL : B 34 34 —
SEER () 692+97 712+98 NS
TR Bk 15:19 18:16 NS
HRER B (%) 11 (324) 34 (100) <001
EREERE B (%) 4 (118) 11 (324) <001
JEERIE W% B (%) 4 (118) 1 (29 NS
Ry 6l (%) 0 (0.0) 21 (61.8) <001
B B (%) 0 (0.0) 5 (14.7) <001
KERD B (%) 3 (88) 2 (59) NS
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FOMBRIIBKTH Y, BERBEZEOF»L S
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HEDOE A E Do 7.

3. BEZEHLUVEEY—H—-EDEE

PERRBEERBEICBIIAMET I 7 —E¥EI
54,0 +388TU/1, MiE Y 7S — B ff i 43.7 + 3741U/1,
&~ — % — & LT CA19-9 5399 +12289U/ml,
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Table 2 HEEBIUVEE<—I—

PR B 5 LA PR I B 5 L p f&
mE7 37 —+¥ (IU/1) 54.0+388 56.6 +65.6 0.85
miEy /s—¥ qU/D 437+374 96.5+116.1 0.12
CA19-9 (U/mi) 5399 + 12289 13990 + 47207 0.34
DUPAN-2 (U/ml) 2052 + 6686 1377+1112 0.62
Span-1 (U/mli) 2127+5189 1259 + 2598 057
CEA (ng/ml) 77+191 48 £ 167 052
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Fig. 1 HbAlcfE ()

56.6 £ 65.61U/1, IiLiEY /$—XfEiX 96.5+116.11U/
I, JEFE~—H—& L TCAI9-9 13990 +47207U/
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7275, WAL L EETH o7, HbAlc (3HER
ERERBET100+19%, HERFEFEERET
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FERETIZ 66 (176%) L FEEE b o THERK
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Diabetes mellitus as a risk factor for pancreatic cancer

—For the realization of efficient screening of pancreatic cancer in patients with

diabetes mellitus—

Masao TOKI", Junji FURUSE?, Isamu KURATA, Yasuhito UCHIDA, Kouichi TABEF,
Hideyuki HATA, Tomohiko HASUE, Kazuhiko HIRANO”, Kenji NAKAMURA",
Yutaka SUZUKI®, Yasuharu YAMAGUCHI”, Nobutsugu ABE”, Yasuo OHKURA?,
Masanori SUGTY AMA®, Hitoshi ISHIDA, and Shin'ichi TAKAHASHI”

Key words: Pancreatic cancer, Diabetes mellitus, Risk factor, Screening method, HbAlc

OBJECTIVE: We conducted a retrospective investigation to establish efficient screening for pancre-

atic cancer in patients with diabetes.

METHOD: Of 287 pancreatic cancer patients, 68 patients who already had underlying diabetes at the
time of diagnosis of the pancreatic cancer were included in this study. These 68 patients were divided
into two groups: Diabetes—related diagnosed group (Group 1), in which the pancreatic cancer was de-
tected by diagnostic imaging at the time of worsening of diabetes, and the Diabetes—non-related diag-
nosed group (Group 2), in which the pancreatic cancer was diagnosed independently from diabetes. Clini-

cal factors were compared between in the two groups.

RESULTS: There were 34 cases in the Group 1 and 34 cases in the Group 2. There were no significant
differences in the levels of symptoms, tumor markers, or tumor size between two groups. Mean HbAlc
was significantly higher in the Group 1 (100 +1.9% vs. 86 =21%, p=0.006). The surgical resection rate
was also significantly higher in the Group 1 (41.1% vs. 18.0%, p=0.02).

CONCLUSION: Intensive examination such as diagnostic imaging might be effective for early detec-
tion of pancreatic cancer in diabetic patients with elevated HbAlc greater than 10%.

U The Third Department of Internal Medicine, Kyorin University School of Medicine (Tokyo)
2 Department of Medical Oncology, Kyorin University School of Medicine (Tokyo)

¥ Department of Surgery, Kyorin University School of Medicine (Tokyo)

9 Department of Pathology, Kyorin University School of Medicine (Tokyo)
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BH  hTEREEREEREICHNT 5 AT MAEE covered metallic stent : CMS HHIEX h,
CMS ZH—EIRELTVBHERSE 2L, UHAULESE, hTHEREEREICHTS CMS &
uncovered metellic stent : UMS OO T > & LMUEBABOBRIPBEZ O, AT b
OREBHBICEEERROOSNEVZ LRI TNWS, —7F, ETEREOEBEMEIL gem-
citabine (GEM), S-1 (TS-1), TOF=JHEDERICEYELEL, BRLBELEED
IZUMS O HBEEBFERTHS tumor ingrowth [XHIHT A ENTREE R YD DHD. Fh
ICHEVUMS ORFHFIZER L, CSEEERNHITERIFLAATREIEONTVD, &5
ICUMS (1 CMS EHBRUTATY MREICHDOAELSRE, BMEACHIERETHEZEWVD
FRZzBLTWS, LD > CETEREOTEEEERITNICHII D AT MNEETIIEHHE
MMEETEHIZERED re-intervention HEH %K UMS % first stent & U THUVEEBOEZAV N
ATV PMICMS ZAWAS LR E, BREXERIZELUTUMS &£ CMS £2EUL\VRTB I EVE

BETH%.

Key words : uncovered metallic stent, covered metallic stent, pancreatic cancer, obstruc-

tive jaundice, chemotherapy
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Chemotherapy and Biliary Stenting in Patients with

Advanced Pancreatic Cancer Treated by Chemo-

therapy

Taro Hara et al

1) FEENAE Y 7 —NHER (T 260-8717 F 3T
PR FZNT 666-2)

2) W\ H{bERAE

3) FERFREREFHFERERANRE

7Y MEROEREIRESEML TS, ThbLHE
BOAE HIE LENBGERDY, O, HUEBREZE
EPORET) LODERNEELLODOH S, L
7ehio TEATBIEO AT ¥ MEEIZBWTIE, JHEX
7 ¥ MER EALEREOTWE 2 b ORI 7 R R
PEETH D, FAaTIEEE, BROHET LWET
BRI C B A UESRIE EJEE X 7~ b (UMS) O
FRETHELEZRZT ),

I. A7 MER : UMS H CMS H» ?

T ERAHE R ZE IS T A HE N L S — Vid plastic
stent : PSIZHA B @ & self-expandable

825



metellic stent (SEMS) 2%E—EIRE &N b, SEMS
[ZIEAF Y FERES YY) 20k ETHE I - CMS
LB I N TWeWw UMS 2% b, 2004 4E Isayama 5
DAT o 7= Fp T EREM AR E LR 22 1243 5 UMS & CMS &
L8 U 7> randomized control study 12BWT, RiEE
FREECMSPERIZEN TV EOREN RSN
72V LA LiE4E, UMS & CMS OFEFIM % Hik L
7D RCT OB T, WFRIZBWT L BT
MOBEEIRINTB RV, X512 CMS IZRH
(migration) R BEEL 2 EOXREDEHENLTE Y,
HAE, B, A7 MNEEICE) EH, BHes
FER EXFYD, CMS ICEMERRENTWARVWES
Z2 59,

—7, UMS ®F%FAZFERK CTH % tumor ingrowth
3, BAEOLEEEOMEIIEVWHIEIhooH Y
BREIFTIZ UMS X7~ F OBFEHBEOEEHE
DOHNTWE, T2 UMSIIEEECHELHET S
WD CMS IR EER, R E08
BRAHEXRICDLVEENE, DEDXHITHE
THERICHT 2 A7 MABRCBL TIIRAERB O
», EHERHEROSS T & BN 2 RN
FEELZ)ATAT Y FBIRETI LERD 5,

I. ETEEARBEDES

JT4E, gemcitabine (GEM), S-1 (TS-1), =0
F =7, FOLFIRINOX 7 ED i e GEEOEHME
MEE S, ETREEOEEREBIALEL TS, 1)
BABEMEAT IR 2 0% & U R R C 13 A B
RfE 155 BEBZ5bD0bEERESHh, HEDIBE
BAADE LD 7290122 { DERRABRAT O TV 5,
1t > 7 — 2B 5 IEUI BT TR 328 ik
BHEEZ R L7z GEM B& O MST 82 A GEM/S-1
DEEEEE MST 100 B, RHE 48% & GEM ¥
EHABmD CTRIFEBENREN T, 2R
ETHIEICNT B S-1 + BT TIIRIE 41%,
MST 177 B &, &HICRFRBEIRENTWV2Y,
PlbEo X 95T H#EATIE 23 A IR O R B2 5,
UMS OBZEE K T 5 tumor ingrowth (3B % 7 buliE
BEEICEY, W2 LD TEEE ) DDH b,
UT, bbb ok Bi) 5 EFEER BT A HE
BRELEER T b (UMS) OREREz B LE
BEITHo

MST

Survival

R S-1+RT 37 5238 (17 Mo)
GEM/S14t8 106 299H (10 Mo)
GEM 185 231H (8 Mo)
Rate
1 4 =
8 7
6 1
4 A
2
[
O n "’l,@,w‘v,,.,,.,«,,MW,.WW,,.E

0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000 2250 days

K1 TEENFAYLYY—IZBT5IETRETER
DIRFERAE (N=2328)

g1 BEREOAR (n=109)

1L © S-1 + Radiation 13 B
CDDP +Radiation 4 #l
GEM + Radiation 2 %l
Radiation B2k 34l

A5t 22 Bl
EHEEE  S-1+GEM 32 Bl
GEM 42 5
GEM+ ¥ V¥R 415
S-1 5 %l
5FU+CDDP 4 154
&EF 87 Bl

. RfEEFEEL UMS REHRORE (B8R
BT DH%RET)

1. WHREFE

HEIE 1998 E 5 2013 FEF TICTERN AL Y
¥ —BILUOTERFEFHBHMERREICBWTUMS &
EBEET, VUEEEEE L TLSRED 5 Wi st
R+ ALFRE % 1T o 7o IR R AETTRESE 100 B, P4
%5 1 65.6 %, HE1% 66 B, 2 43 . Stage IV a 41 1,
IVb68Hl, A7 MEEIZEFINMREZE (BILHE
WEE) 21TV, A¥ Y v 7 A5 v MI&ef UMS %
Bwi, HLILZATFY MEV—%—% v b (laser
cut type) AT ¥ M 44 BNZER L, A I AR
7~ b (braided type) % 65 BN L/ze BEEIIXS
TAHRERGREOARE (K1) IR L7z LFHRS
FREEEEIL 22 1 (20%) IZHEAT L, €09 bRYEE (13
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2 SEPIOEFRME X T v MEFEIE (n=109)

Bl) OFEFNH LT S-1+ MEHREEZ T Lz, £
7o FLFEREEIE IR L TiThh, 93% (101/109
B DEBNFT LT GEM & 5\ S-1 2MEH S iz,
A7V VEEPEOERIIAT Y VEBPOHET T
L, A7V MHERCAFLTWAEMIITHEEY
& L Kaplan-Meier ¥ % W CTBFMET L 720

2. R
OEEPIOFHEFIE L X7~ S BEHHE
EREFIOAETFEAR RS E (MST) & 336 B (11» A)
(B 2a)0 £FEBMDO AT >~ b OBRFEIE R ILEIZ 315 B
(107 A) THo7z (K2b)o
QIBBEDEH D2 7 >+ FIFEHE

K 3WHRERENO X T~ MRAFHE AR L,
A5 v MFATEHIM Bl CR, PREE445 H (1487
A), SD# 2458 (81» A), PDH230H (764 A)
CHRBERYBICEABICHAFNROERNS RO Sz
(CR. PR vs SD or PD) (Log-rank test; P<<0.0001)o
OREHRIEEOEEL X5 M RN

B 4 A EOREIC L A5 X7 Y VEESR O
fERZAR LI, BATRIREREEDO A T >~ MR
fEIL 370 H, L@ EMECc268 HTH D, {bEE
FEIN 2 BTG % 1T o 72 BT A C I BT R R
WIERT A MEIAED 57z (Logrank test; P=
0.0493) o

@EEN DA 5 > b BRI

B 5 BB OAT » FRAFHEOBRER L7,
A7 v P EREHE P EE CRT B 370 H, GEM/S1
R EOLHIBEAEE 392 H GEM/or S-1 7% & O BAIEE
246 HTH Y, CRT #, SHIGEHEECIXBARBICHN
A7 v MEFHESEBICIER L Tw/z, (Log-rank
test ; P=0.021)
ORFIEICEEL5 2 5 RTFOKRE

~—  CR.PR: 4458 (40f)
SD  :245H (38f)
wmeee  PD 1 230H (31151)

CR.PR vs SD or PD
(Log-rank test ; P<0.0001)
BEEDG TREERICHEEERRI TR,
Patency (%)
100%
145

0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000 2250 (day)
3 BERYEL AT EENRE

HEEEICEEL 52 2FTFOREOKE, HEE
TRAT LIRS, ZRIBFRABRRICEEERZ DL
M, ZEEBT CRBERYEOAVERZEFT
Hotz (£2) (P=00002 HR 0228),

®A T v MBI AHHE

A7 v MEBICHE AOHER, TEEEK 2 61 (1.8%),
BEOSMEL2H6 (18%) LIEKETHD, BEILE
BETITTAMERRO LD o7, BEEIEL LT
WRBEAT 161 (09%) HEHRIAEE CHEILE it 2
Bl (18%) LBMEMHEDRETH -7z,

JEEBE Vol 34 FRFFETISFRS 2013 827



—— CRT# 1 3700 : 221
- ZEIGRE (Gem+S-1ftH) : 3928 : 39
— BB (GEM, S-1) 1 246H : 4841

(Log-rank test ; P=0.021)
CRT#, ZEIGAMTEIFFERIER

— WEERAEE (+) 3708 (226
— W#REE (—) :268H (87f)

(Log-rank test ; P=0.0493)
MEHRAER T IEFIR TR,

Patency (%) Patency (%)
100% 100%
1= 14 3;1
.81 L 8 4
Lg—__+_~4-_.__
4 1 4
21 e T ) 21 -
L . g
0 0
0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000 2250 (day) 0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000 2250 (day)
4 WMEREEOEEEL X7~ M AFHE 5 JRENOZT v EAFRRE
x® 2 BHEUECHEERSEZ2RT (WER/SEE)
MRl AT RE BEEER ZEE
(days) (days) P-value  P-value
i 70 LA E/TO LT 392 262 0.069 NS
5 B - 392 315 NS NS
EITE stage Va/IVh 369 276 NS N.S
A5 v V38 (Braided/Lasercut) 431 315 NS (0.14) NS
HEHRELOE X/ 370 268 0.0493 N.S
% HIBF F B /& 392 246 0.0021 N.S
. 0.0002
VYA I
BERINE CR.PR/SD.PD 445 239 <0.0001 HR 0298
WZHE S &0FE, @B re-intervention ® 3 s % 1
V. & = SCEB L ECEINAT Y NSRS E TS S

EDEETH L,
1. NESEEDESERT Y Mak OATF > MHFHHE : CMS vs UMS : HR O Y7
BB D & 3B ) ARFIT BT TR E E 72 12 YA

95X 5~ MiEFEE tumor ingrowth F B O EE A
5CMSHHERES h, F—BIRE LTV BHER DS,
LA LIEEEEOR B X 2 EFHMOER 4
Vv, CMSHZEJIL BB INA2 L) ICh ) HERD
WIS E EO-EHN R ATV FIRERIESLEL 25
TWh, F7/2CMSIZUMS &g L CBEE, Bl
JEDZ {, BAZEREOD re-intervention NHEETH B % &
- RMEAELEREIN TS, Lz CHIEERE
BRIt e LUl RERIE (3 5 2 7 ~ MRS
BWTREIZ, OA7 > MEFHE, @27V VB

27 v PERAFEARCE L TiE, CMS id UMS & g
L CHEREMEW EINTERD, FERKRTTbR
= ZDDORCT RTINS UMS & _EER
BAEMMOERIIREN TV W™, £33 lcond
TIZEL E N2 CMS & UMS OBIFHIRICBET 5%
RTOBRBOERER L (20134F7 ABE),
BFEHEIICBWT CMS B2 EIRENTWEEH
TIEINETIHREENTV D, —DIFNEENV —
k6 DA TY, 2213 PTCD v— b & W72 RCT
TH 5%, PTCD V— b ZHW/Z2O RCT I, »
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% 3 CMS VS UMS : Randomized Control Trial (Fully published data)

Reference TEFIEL AF v b HEE

Isayama GUT 112 Diamond (EfE) CMS>UMS
2004 Japan

Krokidis Cardiovasc Int Rad 60  Viabil/Wall (PTCD) CMS>UMS
2010 Greece

Krokidis Cardiovasc Int Rad 80  Viabil/Luminexx (PTCD) CMS>UMS
2011 Greece

Telford GIE 129 Wallstent CMS=UMS
2010 Canada

Kullman GIE 400  Nitinella CMS=UMS
2010 Sweden

Kjell Scandinavian JOG 68  Hanaro CMS=UMS
2013 Sweden

(2013 £ 7 A¥E)

FhdH CMS (Viabil) & UMS (Wall/Luminexx) T
BERLZoBEORAT v MMERSLTEBY, Mk
covered vs uncovered D IERE TIX %2 W EICES
T D, ATV MEBENV- PABEAEBINE
NTVBNHEENV - P AT R nEEIEF VX
ELTOBIZERMPE-NLIABTETH 5.

=%, MAT Y PORFEHHICEEEZERLE SN
WD SWMBME SN THATY, Thei3T<T 2010
FEUREICHRE S NHEBEV— M 5DOHTT, W
NZBWTH AT VEFHHICEREZII RS LTy
e FNENOEMEIT CMS B & SN
252 B L CHEEZE R LATHI7 Bl & ERISL, RE
V=1, BERBOITbI-ERELRAMIEHEL
HE, TEF VAL LTECMS E UMS®O A5~ b
HAAMICEEZEED OV EHT SN, T2
1,000 FILL D RCT @5 — 7 % 4T L 2 8 # D meta
analysis DFERICBWTHFABOBRETH ), BN
CBWCHESMEZBIRE Lz CMS OBAMIRR X
NTWawY, EpE IEETIT SN EEORE
NCCN #4 FF4 2012, =0y HLF54
012 I BWTHEEX T Y MIETAHEHSREN
TV A% CMS DRI XN TR b2,

2. EFEEEE AT MR

B & 912 GEM, S-17% EDFWHT L ) YIBAEE
TR OBEREIA EL, BEOBBEYTREIIRE
CEHFLTWB, 2011 4£12 ASCO THE S - KHE
7 RCT (GEST study) DOEERMEE, GEM/S-1 6
FAEEOMST 31017 B L BIFZBEEIRENLT Y
BY, 2D XS B EEOEITHEE O BERE O LA
5 UMSOBEERR D L % 5% 5 tumor ingrowth i
AR PEEREIC L D IRTREL 2 ) 2DH Y, Z
TV UMS 27 ¥ M ORI OERIZD S5

TWb, bULbMOBREFICBWTCILIBEEYEL AT
YIEFRRICHBEERREO LN, BEREDE
(CR, PR¥) DB 445 H T3 L CIERIFHTIE
PD# 230 H, SD# 245 H  BYBICB W CHEICH
FHEOEEDSRD ol FREENOBREIZB Y
T WENEE T 2 PUEEEE % 1T - S HI PR #
R LEREHRIAEE CHENMOERIRIN TS
D, TNLOFERDL SHEEEEICL Y UMS O in-
growth BSPIRI E N T WA Z ERHER &b, —F, 3k
=0 (PD#) CTREFIEILIEVWERTHY, &
HEHELCIERIHE (PD ) o395 UMS O ZER I
tumor ingrowth {Z & A2 RHIAEOWEEI G2 &
AR EN Tz L7zt CEEERTIEBSC %2 SHUEE#
EEIT D WIEFCYUEEEE O RIEFETE 2
JEFITIECMS 2 8IRT 24 L, ZERERLREBIISL
TUMS & CMS WG 5 Z ENEETH %,
QA7 v NEEICHED EHHE

AT v MEEICED SHHEIR CMS TIRIEEL 5~
10%), migration (2~17%), APHESEMEKT 15~30%
LHEENTWRITM . UMS AT Y MR
BEODLOIE) AHEMEETH Y, BERFITOR
HTHLAT Y MBI AHER, THERK12%, B
EDEMERESR 24%, migration 2% 1.2% & B8, B4
PIEL L DICEDLDTEETH - 72, HELL DR
BAPEEICE L Tld UMS, CMS & DBV T
BUABERR DD oL OWMED B B0,
migration 72 & OIS HEZ SO &R TOEHE
13 UMS 15.7% 2% LT CMS 374% & UMS B L
T CMS Tid 2 U EO & BHEDHE ShTWwa,
Pl kdizasy MEEICHES B, BEEHEC
B L Tid UMS A5 CMS iCHAB & 2 IR TH Y
UMS ICB D ERD b b, BEREESIIL FIRER
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R 6 CMSHZE:: JHRHE (RFY M EE®B 107 A)

FHRERRIERME~2 ) =V Y, Fa2—-TAT7 Y MVEEBOATIRIEMEL 52 (HRETHEA

LEREH 2 M) o

BaBa b iz, EEREER O G BHE T
[EEEL 72 BT, WREZBR ) BAITIRE % A Lk S
BUEND D, TD L) RBED OILFEEE L AR &
U 7B RS TR WE R 7 v MEIZ AR ORE L
UMS % Hv, JUEEREREL)SIO tumor ingrowth B
FERFIZ CMS 2 AT 2 &) FEPWERER TIIE
ENOMENRAT VT4 VgL EZ 5N D,
@A T~ FZER:O re-intervention

AT~ b EER® re-intervention {2 L Tk CMS
& UMS ClXELHERRNRL 20, €0ENE
BHELZ) A THIBT B2 LENH S, TTCMSOE
HHERRKIZBREETH 5, CMS IZJEERBEHA
TETELNTVEDAT v MEEE LCiTkOE
DF2—T ATV MIEWEEEWZ 5. L2doT
Fa—TAF Y M ERBRICEMORBE L DICAT Y
MRIZHRIRAER S, BiER 60 ARRED S HIBH
ENERIIRAET S, SHFEUROIBRIZE > THELR
A5~ b (K6) X stent cleaning % stent in stent @
ADOIIE T ZORBRATGTHY, BHICIRRIC
L AHBENRALNS, Kida 5713 CMS BIER O
& & L TR ERRM % AT o 72 5E BT 13 BIAEEA R g
263 HE RIF T — 8 2 iE L TWAHD, —F Tl
DHRIT o T2 HE I AT 2 RFMES0H, A2V F
AT v bELTPS M L-5a I BAM 37 B
&, CMS FIZER, HESSHD HEETH o 7 5ERI TR
HEPEOTEENB VI EREATHEY, o
9 RS, CMSHAERIEAT v M BfEZHE
LERETAHEZTTOIRENALNL, Lo L
HEHO SEMS (UMS, CMS) OiEFIFEAIE LT
BLEINTBY, RFREELZENE LTELONIZAT
YT, FloAFHEOERICEY, REEE
SNz A F 2 M cover DREIRSL ML ¥ D& BHE D

Bashb, HIMAORF TR IELERES N
CMS @ tumor ingrowth D& PEEIZH 90% UL & &
HEENTENY, Zaete, BYWEOHH S b CMSHK
FASEER I E & I 2 v

—7%, UMSOHZEERERODIZEAEE XA v ¥ o2&
12 KT A tumor ingrowth Th b, T4 b H UMS H
EIIEEHETH Y, WEFAZER CEM L RRE R
TdH 572 re-intervention & stent in stent IZ L § &
DICKHIBTRTH A (H7), bhbiliddaqFis
27 AR BbNBEMTIE TS A, 22 AL
DEGF BRI S NS IESTIX CMSIC X 5 stent in
stent #1T> TV, EHEARDO 2 Y Mo — VoS
L %o IHFEBNC T % re-intervention Tl ingrowth
FEELTHREREET L CMS OFEIZHS 2 TH
D, UMS &I H Y FAT ¥ MIECMS D
AL E Lo Togawa 521 UMS FIZE# D CMS
ERWIE A RATF PORBERELTEBY, £
S X % & PIYRIAFEAR 220 H 2Rk L7z Kida 5D
CMS HhEFRBORATF Y FEFHEH L AE0RITFR
F—=FPRENT WD, LIzho THREDERE DR
B THIIL UMS # first stent & L THWHERO
second stent & LT CMS #HTAZ L2k D £<
OEFITIIHEHE? /-9 2842, BELEBER
WO THEEEZOND, LEDOLHIZ T
AL ARWIZBWT CMS BFFNHOERIZED O
T, AIHECHEROMNIE 2 EOMER DKL LT
Ko Twd, L7zAts T CMS WHEEEEOR)RA
HMBETELWEEETHRIEND S BSC R &RH
ingrowth B F &N LEFICH L CHEHAT S 2 &%
BRWREEIC L o CTUMS & CMS % v riT 5 BN
HrrEZONL (M8,
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7 UMS BI% : Ingrowth (AR5 ¥ MNEEBH 97 A)
F 72 BAZEFE I tumor ingrowth : A7 ¥ M NEIZ BISRER 28 7 A IREHESFAT 5 729 Sluge BRI
L, ~WENEEIF L FFEOEETH 5030138 S (CMS 12X 5 stent in stent THIE) o

[ Chemotherapy ‘ ICRT'

Uncovered Metal
Stent (UMS)

In-Growth

o

Progression after Treatment

Best Supportive Care
or

Plastic
Stent

8 FEUINEFTEERR X 4 stenting strategy

V. FEHESERORE

EATHERIC X AP TEEERZEIZH T4 UMS X7
Y N OB FE L 72RER, (CEREOGRRIE
DS LA L TWA I AR E N, {bFEE
RYPITIIREFLHFHE EONE I L2, Bk
BHTRWEEERF V74 ¥ 7 TREFEDORE S
UMS 247V, FZEBIZCMS X PS#HEEAT L LW
IBEHIEE EETRETH b, 5, (LFEEEHTT
BUCBITBEH Y FAF Y M & ED-BHE OREKRR
BRICk 27— s EBMPEIEFEE N5,
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fEERE, BEICHT HEMLAROMER

PIBRAREEIR IC 51T %5 EUS-FNA ik z v 72
WAREHY 7/ DRAT IS & B M8 BTG HEHE AL D 5 A

SERRERERY - Bk 4
B OKEED - D
=R T Bk HAY
e S U

CKEOELY - bR fEY
CEE B - R
cHE S wY e EEY
CRRE FEY o ®AY

BY EE, BETEARETOESICKYERRS / LOWBHS T ERERSITEEL>T

W3, &7z,

BERAAETEM (EUS-FNA) OERIZK Y UBRTREREICHSVTHERR

EERTHIENTRELR>TEY, HLDOFTFEMRNRFEICE ULBRHARA DD
AEL>TVLS, bhbhITIRTREBEEMNEXNRE L TEUS-FNA RGZRWET LA
CGH % (array-based comparative genomic hybridization) (C&3 4/ LAE—HOERE
HE 2T > TV, KRRICKVIIRTERENDS / LG FBROEFEEITOLEDIC, &
BEICIIBEREO T/ ABREACEFREDRBEDR EOBEZRE L, NMAT—H—0O
U %ZBIET. AW TIE EUS-FNA #EZAVWEEETFEAOBRRKEMER, HXUbhbh
DIT>TVWBT LA CGHIERIC LD T/ LOE—BRRICOEHHL, SEORZICDNTE

BETD.

Key words : &%, EUS-FNA, 7L 4 CGH, HERbiE#E

kUL ®IC

ek, WIEARRBEOFENER IS LAY I
LB E SN, BETSIR AV IE
¥ +x)yuF =7, FOLFIRINOX % & OFi 7= 7 it
BROFEMUETHESH, HROBREIHEZ-OH
Cbo =7, WTROEBRECBWTOHRTFMHAT &

WZEDWHBEATI PIZonT, WHRBEREN VO
HRTH %,
I E THETREICT T AU I B A LB

Comprehensive Genomic Analysis of Unresectable

Pancreatic Cancer Using EUS-FNA Samples

Kentaro Sudo et al

1) TEEFAL Y 7 —HLRRNE (T 260-8717 7%
TR KA F %] 666-2)

2 B BATFII LBV —

BICESCEENBEFICIVE—HIITbhTEL
A%, F—RERCHERT 5BETH o THZOEMFEN
PSR TH Y, e OREBIS U7 BRI biAEE
OHRANBETHALZ LERmET RV,
FLRAEOME Yy 2L LT, —EOBEICB TR
ko 7o ACEE2EE %9 driver mutation 7¥
Fesh, ThEHET L TFENESRIN L RE
L7256 ETHLP LR TWE, BEEHEAID
BT B ber-abl A EET & A~ F =7, F/i
Wiz 51 5 EGFRER L 77 1 =F 72, EML4-
ALK B BIETF L 7YV F o7 L2 DB TH 5,
BEBEICBVL TS & b2 2R B3 aF 4N
ZRLFRBHRANEELEZ b5, 0F, BzTH
MR ORI X DMLY ) 5 ORBBENS T IBH%
WAL 2o TBY, ¥/ Aa¥—HHiT s
J NN, Ry — 7z v — VIV — A
AT 72 EATO R, BOSTAY ORI
TR HAEKEIEL T2, FRC, #BEE
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NHMET M (EUS-FNA) OERITL D, YIBRAHE
BERERERNC BT H MR RIS 5 2 & ASWRE &
oTHBY, BEEOSTEDFNEFECS UL
EBEANOBENE T > T b,

AHG Tk EUS-FNA #ifk 2 W72 B2 F B o
Rz, bhbhofioTwb EUS-FNA Bk % A
WIZRRRRY Y LI —HURITIC O EMBL, S5O
BECIOXEELTI.

I. EUS-FNA &Rz ROEBITOEER L
MR

PIBA BRI B W T, EUS-FNA X6 HCFEM
RAERNTEXARDMELHETHL, 2, flrD
B BV B o F YRR O GREOUGEZ E
BB T 256, ERBREDHITIT) 2L ZEETSH
%o ERRRIZB W THEIE D 80~90% DIEHI SV B A 88
DIRBTHRRARIND I LEEET 5L, EUS-FNAR
& B 7250 F A AT R DRESL O B EME I &
PTHb,

LA L, B AR B 054 72 < | R
RaEkI Lodwnizd, BIEFRToH L VIEED—
DEEZLNTVS, E5IZEUS-FNAMAEZ v/
B, BARDS/NTaH D, MR RAEfiNE 2 &Ik
MNBRAD A, MEMROSHERPRBEE 25,
w4 rayitra rOFHEERTHRED DS
AW I T & BRI () BUNR EUS-
FNAMIKTEPNIIT ) 3L TLOESTiEh v,
F7z, BV CREENRT T 4 R E T
&, BRBROFKILE &L LT <, BITRE O RE 5
Bo LLED XS 26, BRRGEHRIZB T 585
AT DA TR R AR BRERP EETH Y, U
WA RBRED % ph G & L -MEh iz v,

BERE DB OMEIZBNT, TRETRM
FHAEA TV D DI human equilibrative nucleoside-
transporter 1(hENTI1), deoxycytidine kinase (dCK),
ribonucleotide reductase (RR) & D7 A ¥ & €
WS s ThH D,

Ashida 5913 35 BIDYIBRARERAERE B 2 R & L
T, 7 &5 ¥ VMO EUS-FNA Bk % v,
hENTI1, dCK, ribonucleotide reductase subunit M1
(RRM1), ribonucleotide reductase subunit M2
(RRM2) 7 & mRNA FEBL L~V & IEHER % Wt
L, dCK R EBHFENROBEEZRE L TWH, £
7z, Ttoi 57 % 35 BIOLIBRA BB & k5 & LT EUS-
FNA #fRI2 & ) RRM2 mRNA ORBURN % 17\,

FAYYE Y O/RTFMETFE LT EREZHREL T
Wb,

3, hENT1IZDW TIZ I BREEAR 2 v 72 KHRE
LBRENIBWT, FAY ¥ E VT 2B mERED
WRFUERF L LTOREIHEShBY, —%, 4)
BAREBIC BT BHEFIED R, SRBROT— 7 ERKIC
MfFshs,

. W@/ LaE—8EENR

AL EE, MRRak o >OREFIE—
ETAHD, BEOREBEFOMIESCRELLED Y —
BEEICLY, REBREUHRPEANDEEIENT LS
EPHILNT VD, HADOWEIZHENT, TE¥-KE
HIIFEROERLZNEFTH Y, HERZ (17q12), MYC
(8q24) % & D@ fZ180E, pl6(9p21), p53(17pl3),
PTEN (10q23), Rb (13ql4) 7 & OFEHGHEEEFD
RENHFESINL, 7L 4 CGH # (array-based com-
parative genomic hybridization) A& OB 2
i M K~H K X=2) Oa¥—BEE T/ 4
ST ) WIS 5B TH D, RAO#
(BAFFET OV THRINITRETH 5. BRRR L DM

WETRBEORE ST, HASEMECE D S RAD#
BEFOBER DT OV LA EHNTE 5,

7 LA CGHED BRI 2 FI A1 IR, £7,
B X OME Iy P -V X DL A
DNA ZWifb L., BOBOWFR - ot Hic T
NS B, RWTwA 707 LA LoTu—T7 L
HIINL TYFA¥ = a 88, wEY 7
BEEAET S & TREE LoFBIICBITsaE—
BOMBEHET L. ML oY ta—roaE—
BAFLETHNET LA LOARy MI#ERE RS,
PRI T o ¥ —EAn L TR, B L Tw
MU EITED o BRBRIETIE T 0 — 7RSI
KR—=2EtwWI)BlER~t 707 LA b AFAREE
o TwWh,

X 2 \C B EUS-FNA Mifk &2 WV CfF o 727 L A
CGH#NT OBl % R 3o Yelufhk LD ZEALICBIT 5
Y —HOBBAIFRCTRINTEY, Elhohkwié
BHRO0DT 4 VICER L, gain DA T T A
12, loss DBAIETA FAMIERT 5, AFITIE
KRAS (12pl2.1) @ gain 3 & ' pl6 (9p21.3), p53
(17p13.1), SMAD4 (18q21.2) @ loss ZFD T\ 5,

Z N T TR O SR IR R T BAE AR % i
W 2547 b h, SMURF1'Y, SKAP2/SCAP2'Y,
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Control Sample

77 LDNAD I

DNAZRTF{L - 85625 (k- #)

/J:ED LT?’(7D_7[/’(L\,
N TYESLE~ g
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7 — R
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it —HRELL.)
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p242 . i S I

peit
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HE DR AR FLIRONT BUT 208 5T 2 ¥ — BB TR E NS, Bl nwlifid
BRI 0 D5 4 JTER D, gain OMEIET T AWML, loss DB AT~ A F B ELF
T 5, KRAS (12p12.1) @ gain B & ¥ pl6 (9p21.3), p53 (17pl3.1). SMAD4 (18q21.2)
D loss FHEDTWE (EHD,

PAK4AY 72 OGRS X b, F7, BER HCK, E2F1., DNMT3b #tf{s f @ gain, 1p36 ZB1LF
BN & OBE S P58 EA2H D, Loukopou- A p73 HAxF loss, 17q23 1281+ % PPMI1D {5
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T A2 47, CPGL IZ T RED PHRAR~Y— A — &
2N BEREL TS,

HB. ThFIFCEUS-FNAMEzHWAET LA
CGH f@ T 033513 472 v Birnbaum &' 39 o

EUS-FNA #efkis L 08 plolilliatkz w727 L A
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