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ML B - B 24T © e-P/D) (F 721 radical
P/D), IhLDEMIEE LEWwHE4P/DE
THIEERRELTNEY,

P/DiZEEAMPM (TINOMO) |2 b @Eie '3 1,
MCR% 154 Z L IZTRETH A 2%, BEIFICITR
HEHEOBEWEPPEL EBIRT RELDERNDH 5.
IASLCO%ETCIE, curative intent CHFEHAREDS
FE s S 41721,708%] (EPP 1,22561, P/D 4794,
ZoMOAR 4 6)) D9 B, 1HTIIEPPEER
DOMSTA3407% B 1234 LT, P/DEMEEOMSTIZ
23 ATHY, EPPOBENRIFTH 59, T2LL
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P/D % & Trtrimodal therapy Ti&, MCR%155
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T, eP/DIZ X 1) 38613761 (97%) ICMCRAS
BonTwb e L, Bolikbasbid, eP/DT
MCRAZ 6 N HEDOMSTA33 A TH DI
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Fray ba—VORREORHAVEETH L. B
1, HHETIZCDDP+PEMIC & A RIS
2 < P/D +HAiTPEM A LA Dfeasibility
study?2ThnT\w5b. FREETE, eP/DO
HE 2B S AT 572, CDDP+PEM+e-P/D
D BB ETEH S T 5.

ft & &

1. —RiEFEEE

CDDP-PEM & CDDPE#F5-0 51IAH FLIBE
B0 o i 232003 2B &5 6 12 S T LR,
CDDP-+PEMAMPM |73t % AZHE ) a4 V28
EIMEBEDITENTWE, F0%, 10E58
L7298, INEEET LH{bEEEIL L. Best
supportive care (BSC) % xFi& & L 7= S5 IIIAH A 5%
T, CDDP+<A b=A4 ¥ (MMC)+E > 75
AT v REENRE SN0, MSTICEEE
B o72. THEPEMZ & T 20wz,
& X DY R EEEAEE o o 2 LD 1D
w2 5 b. CDDP+PEM & BSCO HlEt B
®EBIT) 2 LIEATETH 545, CDDP+
PEMZCDDPHLFIIAMRE & ) SMSTOIEE & ik
B EROUEISELND 2 HEIMERET
RENTWADTY, BSCE CDDPHA] & (22D
gL Th, BSCL Y H CDDP+PEMIA
BETCMSTOIENREND Z L FREEINS,

CDDPI2#: 2 TH VAR T 5 F >~ (CBDCA) % F
WA, EEACLEREB T2 WS,
CDDP+PEM (n=745) £ CBDCA+PEM (n=
752) & BT A L, BAIEE(26.3% vs. 21.7%),
1 4EAETEER (63.1% vs. 64.0%), HEsEATER R o
i (median time to progression ; TTP) (7 2* A
vs. 6.9 ) 1%, 1 FIFME&ETH A1, CBDCA+
PEM O #32 A &1%, CBDCAATAUC 5, PEMi
500 mg/m2TH 0, 5 IR (n=102) T
#=%h518.6%, TTPIX6.57°H, MST12.7%»A T
H AW, WEMLEEEC, CDDPIZE: 2 TCBDCA
B TOREOMPIIFETE 5.
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75, HAITIZCDDPY K dactive TH 5, 20034E
DEIOMPM®D 7z Bkey drug Th o727 L ¥

IR BE 525

YV (GEM) I, PEM EAESEMEH 2 7R$ 2 £ 2%8
» 5L, PEM +GEMBEREEAET S 47295,
CDDP+PEM%#EET 5 b DT o729,

HF L) HCDDP L O FERER - A7
EBDIEL>TNE EZEZ LTV AR, CDDP+
GEM, CDDP+ 1 1) /5% ¥, CDDP+¥E ./ L
VE Y (VNR) DEFHEIE B BLR25~30%TH
5. HeE#EAz& T 3AGHEY, 2HIBEHLY
b BIF & ORIIT 2 v,

PEMIZEH OB MEE R ICHET 5
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CHWwBN, XV b LFE— b MTX) DHHE
HE&E BN BIF2BHEFE LTz,
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HREEICEEICERT A L BEL <, bIE
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PEM2SE L, B %P EIEEEAEE S 202
2, RERELEEEDkey drugd L TONE
PREEZDBDIZLT WD,

B, MPMIZxTs A EEYEET, b ETH
HHEEEENTWAEDIZCDDPEPEM®D 2 F D &
TH5.

2. Trimodal therapy|C &\ 2 fiigi b2 HE*E

MPM 255§ Atrimodal therapy |3 VEEED
B, HRHEENED, WO BENRH L. b
KB 72V, AL EENER S LA &
A%\, PEM _ETETNIZCDDP+GEM T8 - 7275,
B 5T A {LFREIIEERNREER D
CDDP+PEMT& b, trimodal therapy DZ551
DOMSTH262> A 12xf LT, stable disease (SD) &
7213 progressive disease (PD) ®¥%41313.92* A
TdHh 59, FIFHRM trimodal therapy Tid, 5441
i 341 (5.3%) | ZREEEERY complete response (CR)
PRERR SN T W B,

Weder 5 DEEEHTIZT, EPPREIALSEE L
BRI E T ER L 2B 0RERERS, §il
WHRFZE 3 4F, R HRIUATSE 7 O RRIRHER T
1$3.8~11.8%, “AAFHIR (0S)139.3~35%H T
H5H. —7F, WEAEERECH C EPP+ UG
BROREREELI, RTINS &, B
HRFZe 2 O EEREE T 0~6.7%, 0SIZ22~
5970 A T A, B BT A LATRIL R
TORBEFRIFTH 5.
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$ 2 EMMERKEEICHT 2CDDPHPEMIC £ 3 MTRIbFREHICH < MIER SR HT-HTERA ORI AR Z
TeskHER
KE Krug, et al(2009) 10 ®iM Van Schil (2010)9 H A (JST-01) 2
BEH(M/F) 77(56/21) 59(46/12, ineligible 1) 42(39/3)
B FEYE (TNM) T1-3NOMO T1-3N0-1MO0 T0-3N0-2M0
R (%) 80.5% 53.4% 67%
B bR CDDP (75 mg/m2) CDDP (75 mg/m2) CDDP (60 mg/m2)
+PEM (500 mg/m2) +PEM (500 mg/m2) +PEM (500 mg/
X 4%A4 7w X34 7N m2)
=3 desagr = 83% 94.8% X 347N
By 32.5% 43.9% 93%
EPPEE (%) 54(70.1%) 42(74%) 33%
FATRELEIET (%) 2(3.7%) 65% - 30(71%)
WA EE % (%) 40(52%) 37(65%) 4(9.5%)
Median OS 16.8M 18.4M 17(41%)
2 SRR 37.2% 19.9M
Median PFS(H) 10.1M 13.9M
3 (RF EhE/ ) 8/12/3 6/10/0

)

A

B OMPM ORI 5EREEFRSERTD, CDDP+
PEMIZ & AR LFBE DR EEIL83~95% T
HAH(FE2).

Trimodal therapy il $ | 3 I GG A5

EPP,P/DRICHEIC 2 5D BFrER"TH
. EPP 2194, P/D 133#]MDFlores DEERHTIZ,
firstrecurrence sitelZEPPD33%, P/DD65% %%
JBETCTH 52, MCRZER L, €DHDFATZ W
DAY A= VT APDPEELRFEETHA.
Trimodal therapy T3 R DORTAEE S 415 73,
AT OIDREEN AU D o T, TREEZFRIET
FAE (IMRT) 25 ST b, BE O3DRST
3= (conventional 50~54Gy/25~30 fractions) T?
JBFBEHEEE, 0~10% & BIFTH 5 & OHE S
NTR5—HT, 80% L EICHET % & O
bdhb. U BB (N1/N2) TiE, EPP
TOMSTA18.120 A 12k LT, EPPIRICRTZ N
2 BHE21BICEEDT\WAD, $72, CDDP+
PEMDFiTRILZRE ORI RASD £ 7213PD D&
L, MBEICRTZEMT A Z L2k ), MSTA®
16.800 A 52840 BIZIEET 52,

IMRTVEEA S0 EBFOH 22 & BHE D &
L7205, MPMIGENDILHPEIF SN T WA,
M. D. Anderson Cancer Center TOEPP# D864
IOIMRT O B T, 5 461(6%) 12Grade 5 Dl
B ALNIN, 2EEBO/HTI Y hu—LE

H

271% & BIFCTH o7, ZOEPP+IMRTH DT
72 A ERILEBER (59%) TH Y, 1461(16%)
WKEFFBREIREDO LN TS, IO DFE
FEDHH, 8§ NICEHERE 21T 2EMICE%
PEDFZEDRD b N7, HEORNETIE
MPMOEBEHEZ 432y hu— )V TE T\
W EDRRTETD 5.

ESTS/ERSD20104ED H A K5 4 Y OTIX, Jifi
ZIAF L7 IRREE COMRBRTIZIER E LT 5
%%, Memorial Sloan Kettering ®Rosenzweig & I
P/D#ED20%ER % & 43661 IMRT 2 EE L, &
B TOIRED LB A L NTZDY, B
ZIRAF L7CIRRECTHDRBHRIPH R TH S5 Z &
THE L TVHY, MRERTOERIECE L T,
CDDP+PEMIZ & BRI LR ICHE < EPP 4
BRTOE 1 AREAE AL L BEAERABRMN TH#LTH
TH5.

18 Al 1t = &

MPM D& 453 90 1L CTPRELEDOZER)
PEHNE VD, BT HEMOHD, MPMIZ
A ENIEEFEEN TS, iETIEE
BFEROFE L MBERCERT 284 & &
BIZHAEDS D D, »HHREEOMEILEEREDIT
TATWVS, MPMTIRIEEGROTFHETF & L
TERCCI1 (excision repair-cross complementing
group-1 ; BEFBAEAEARRERE 1) £ TS (thymidylate
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synthase ; 7 I VVIREHESR) 2WET <1, PEM
 EULEEEOBEFRNIETIE, TSERS
Bz iz L, TTP, &4FHESE VD,
EPPOF#IZE LT, TSEERCCIEHZEHD
GREREOMETTIX, TSHE & LEFHEIZIE
B A S NT, ERCCIOEEANSLWITE, &
HEAFEIE DS R\ & ) 8T (P=0.06) D53 51T
W32,k BAEATFCE ZERCCIHLEE
W RE ARG T, 20064F DL IZHiR 1
BEDSZE L L T Bz, IGEME T T 5
ERCCI%ERE L 2\ X DR H Y, BHED L
Z %, TSHEH, ERCCIFEH CIHERRE T FHlT
5 EITEEL W,

FRAETZ 2 52 B (desmoplastic mesothelioma)
REARRE RN L <, AR L 724
MR EZET A, BRGBEIZHLOTERETS
A, MPMIZIZEHA CRBIZEET LD 00D
5—HT, LBWEHMEZEL, £FHE0E
WEEBIDH 5. RREOFHAER T (1) 3E
EREEL (2)B1E, G)EATERRREE, @PSKE,
(5) M/ MEHES, (6) AMEkRES, (7)VEGFEE,
PHEISNT WA, CALGB T b /- i Ez lE AR
AEROBAE T, 4077 /mm3LL = o1/ MEE o
BB D A= AR il (MST) %%6.220° A V23 L ¢,
4075 /mmiRimi9.40 H TH L. TNEDFEA
BEFOL % WEIBRTTEEMPMIA L Cld, FEfR
B IR 0 T { & R DO IEE A3 i
TZ5.

B b

Fiti - MM - AERRRE - LEET —B & L CUIRT
B RATR D MR 2447 (extrapleural pneumo-
nectomy ; EPP) Tix, &BEEIC X 2B a v
P = VADERERRE (, —F, MaNEAF S
N5 fE/MiTE ORIIESI - B3R (pleurectomy/
decortication ; P/D) Tl&, EHEMiEED /-0
ESTS/ERSD20104EDH A4 K54 T3S & &
NTVAMERRE 2 BTV 55 BENED B
F, FldEAb B EPIGE D BFEE
INLEZATHA.
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TRTOLEH (T AN b) OEHAZEL (20064E)
ENTHH SEIEBR LD, TANRZ MILE
DIEREE, fRE LTREZMEL LTH
ET A, TARA MNREOW AL, FiOBHEL
(FAhn) LHBbr O ERIT. ROMETH S
T AR ML, DO TEWEBRREE 2 &
TEIET H720, EEACERIZELEINTD
EFR 7 EEILEE S Twiw, £ Dk
HETHE, POTOREDOTANA MEEEE
B2, TANRA MEESEIMERICH 5. B,
AT ANA MREDOREHHE L 2 B DI,
D H3E TV EHIET DR EEY) D IR EEER T
HAH. o, KEESERCL, BERBYRL
W#%%&#%Aﬁ EINDT AN D HE
WAL 25

T ANRZ MEBRFICH BEEMIED S 7% il
E&f%@“ﬁc%@ Yipapat ToPA=IAN
F4FEAWH) - TEYAL N CGEEH), BRh
E%%OD? vy AN (BEAER)PIREICHEDNILT

&7z, bOETE, JCHEE % T B i E T E
TR, JUNE R A SRR, ZEE
g i e ne 7’2 N MERRAYH D, 20064E D
BELOFETIE, 2EBIPHFOTXTOT A
NX%%M@wmﬁifK%MLTW%.¢E
EREKBNE (Dayao) Tl 7 0> K54 MEPRDS
WERICEELTWA D, BRABEFOOT A
NZAMREICLY, FRICHFEENS {RBEL
TWwAhY,

6 T T e B FER L B B R S B T
% B g JE e B i (malignant pleural mesothel-
ioma ; MPM) 5% 4. ™ RzJELAL O ffEE M fE
BB Y B (synovial sarcoma), M AME
(angiosarcoma), JEI5PIJE (liposarcoma), 7
A% B (Askin’s tumor), MY VoNE, E
P TIUFE 1 e 14 BB (malignant version of soli-
tary fibrous tumor) %z £ A%, TILHLDE
Be T AN MEE L OBEIZEH L 2> Tld v,
AR EMPM %m0 2 i B A e 28 % ik
T 5.

PR DS

R B (mesothelioma) & AR R AIRB IS H AT 5
FHRAROEMEECTH Y, ME®5.5%)IHT,
BN (13.2%), LE(0.8%), BLU &b TH
(B IR ZER 0 ETE T H A IBEEEIR (0.5%) 12

* Ashestos-induced malignant pleural diseases.

% Takashi NAKANO, M.D.: SREBERFR S PIRH L SRCUBH 663-8501 SR 7 # T 21 HT 1-1) ; Division
of Respiratory Diseases, Department of Internal Medicine, Hyogo College of Medicine, Nishinomiya, Hyogo

663-8501, JAPAN
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FEHET AY, REIEESHZIERE TH - 7228, ICD-10
HVE A B 7219954E (500 N) 70 5 2,448 1288 2|
20114E DFET-Hid 1,258 A (B /% =1,007/251) T
HbH., BT TOEBMPYEL > TWAHED, Thid
TANRA NBEEOREVBFIZEho7:2 &M
BETHAL, FEREORELTANANEEL
DEBIZHL P THAH. T ALDEEEET
O HE & FARICEIMEM AT A DA D, BE
T, TANZ MEHBEOY -2 131995 TH D,
200547 b IZEES0NEE THER L T\ 578,
20104E DEEE Tl F 72 BENMERT A2 B L7z 9,
—7, TARA MEE*BRIBD ST THrL
504  2EE L7 KER A Y = — 7 2 T,
MEEORAEZY — 7 28X, WAT aEmIC
H5.

FinlE— R R ERIRE S —

R EEROBEFICMm T, BEL LS
DRERFVEEICEE TS, 7TANZ MYE
ST A AMINEL, SEOBR»HEA
FEE DS [ L B EIR OB EE—E
DEBEEVE] (20124 3 A) 28T, EWREICH
LTEBWRRENZINTWE, GRITED
MafsErts = RO G EEREE s L 6 2,
BEIIEETHARFICELTHHT .

SelikoffpS¥gHa L 738 1), AR DOFE LR
TBDEE %R { 5T 5, Markowitzb 139, 72
AN BERIE O BT B E DY A 71,
JEREE D3.66m (2 D), BUBEDRED IR
BTOTANA MIMREED ) A 25D 5
ZERLTWE, BUYEL T AN MEEOW
HOTFETEHUE) A7 08D, FITRE

ELTHRMMPFRET 25613, FEREDT X

N PEEFBEOMBY AT 2/ELRY,
T AR bEE D EEE THNILY X 7 H338k
LB, ARIREICEAR OMESRBERSETE
TAHDTIEA L, BEORERFEEMEO MR
EEWE V.

IR B2k 55

FEEOREER
— T AN MEHEOER E B B RRE—

1. BUREPFEEBOLTREREIIEET 2
Dh?

T AN NRERZ, HA0FEDOEWERIIFIC
M OEL 7O APETT S, TANRA
FERRREOH T, RHERABIEVDIEE
AR TH Y, 10FEDH2LRED b, 10~
19ETRL R, 20EDERETS 4%
(D, AWEDEERTALIZEAYALNR
(e B9, —F, HEEITBRERNI0ETRET
% 2 E D%\, atypical mesothelial hyperpla-
sia (BRI R B O 2 ChREICE
BEWIEBRET O AE L ELI L ERRTT
Ty Al ev. UL, —EOMPMERNICIE,
R RE SR D A ~BEERNIC MK EF R = &2 72
TIEDH B, B A OFETBKRITHALE
Ryprzldbdl, Tof% BEFELT, #i
HEMPMOERERZ /-85, ZORKEFE I,
MiEZERETH Y, BEL EOMERTRR
TAHRR %L, Wb BRI 7
GUOBMERMBRATE LTl TWB Z EANNE
EAETHSD.

BERABEBA T 5B 7 7 e — 5,
S THREAR TH A, HEREICESFTR
72\ &, “nonspecific pleuritis/fibrosis” (NSP) &
HE I N, followup &N 575, FDOFHETMPM
DFET AGENH B, Daviesb DEFED T,
MoResstat o £ L7142 A%, 44 A% “non-
specific pleuritis/fibrosis” T& 0, W5 A(12%)
W2, TORBRPEESSELTNL. &, Mk
FFREBINT L CTARES IIEFERE 24T 2 &
WLy, RIS ORBERE RS
BEDEZ TWD. 4%, MPMOSATIERE
DIRREFRIHD IR S NS,

2. TANZ MEHOEREEE

TANA MEMEOFEREEL, (DT ARA D
B, QT X(EE B, QBRERE -
BEIE, @WABOMAEEER, THRES
Nz, AREEMROFTAEM(Z7 OV F74 1) [Na
(Fes*)2 (Fe*)sSis02 (OH)2] & A (7 EH A 1)
[ (Mg<Fe?*)sSisOz2 (OH) ] 12 MR = BRI
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Jieses. —F, BEEMOEAM (7)Y
& 4 V) [MgsSisOu (OH)s] DFFEMIZFT . D
e iz BB HEERIZ500 0 100 1 TH A, BIZED
HEBIIFRFICE(, MERTmOWELEIZ X
ZEMEEREE (ROS) - {EMHEFEMEIC L0 Rz
BEPBESNL. 7)Y A VIESHEET LY
v 7R LEBETH A0S, ARAAR SR
R R IE SRR N LV ADEET A L
DBRENTWAY, INHIXFLT, 4L FF
Sy, BRIV FF vk ORI EEDE
AT AY, EFOREMBIZEF AL RFT Y
mRNAR T2 L ¥ ¥ VBT EmRNAITZEA L
TWiWAS, MPMTEEERS A LN, MET
FLURFEVIDOLARNVBMPMTEEICERLT
RV-L

MAENLWHERROEELRFTHY, B
££0.25 umPLF, £ 8umbl EOM { TRV
MEWC X NFREE D B, ZORROMAERLT
ANRANTH L TOREBEZTRT. A—FrF
JF a2 —7(CNT)IZ7 AN b e & FRkIZ,
Ay DIEAFREICRE {, REESHY, T
MoHEERBESELIEIRENT NG,
TANA MHEL FIREIL, w2177 —YDCNT
D& ETLRE T “frustrated phagocytosis” TH 1,
DA MAA UHSERER Y, REAZICCNT
ZBESEH L, ROSOEHE, DNAOEE,
NE-xBDEMALZ: &, 7 AN ML 7 UL
WD EDVFEREINT VAW,

T AN MRAR, PRSI TIIMmICE o 72
T AN N MEATEICE A B % P
R EIFATHWEY, 700 FI4 M7 EY
A N EOBRAERBOMPIEEEEITE VDS,
7)Y ANVIEE, FOEBITESOMgHE
H USRI SN2 -0 Th 5. LB
BWT ANRZ ME#ET L, BEEIR.

3. PREE L EENER

FREEDRE &7 AR MBRENFEICHG
THZERHLDPTHY), bTDRBEDT A
NAPMBRETOHFREDIRET L Z LN
Twah, LPL—FATIE, BEETANZ M
FAZIT T HED10~20% (R IE 2 BET 5 75,
ZLRBREREYZIITCO PREEORE DR
HWHENE, TN TARZ MIHTLEED
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THELDOTHD. FM—DH
BCHEETARECPEESERFEET L L
PHONTWA., COFRFEERMEE, TANA
MNEEREAFE-EBRRETZIT I ENEREE
ZONTERY, FRATOT ANA M
bESE T HET ABEHNEROMS O TR
hEZHND,

R IEA 55T HRED 2 F%12, BRCA-1as-

sociated protein-1(BAP1) :B{z T @ germ-line
mutation (AJERIfEZEE) = Testa b AT R LW,
C IR BRI PR BT A R 7 B (R TR
AED SN TV A, BAPLIZAESCFLIEME 2 &
TOEEPMEN TV L EIHEETTH 575,
BAPLEHI LB T2 £1323% ODMPMIZ A 5
ne AT EERIMPMIZE (RO LN
B ENHLPIZENT VAR, Testab O
L-FRRIEDSHT 5 2HKATIE, BEIER
. (uveal melanoma) DPFFEDFRD LN TV 5.
% /-, BAPLiE{ZFDgerm-line mutationid, FEJE
DEMBREPLRE)ERBELZEDOAT T
A NHROBEEVLFET HERIIBWTHAEH
ENTWAW, Fit, 20X %2BAPLERTE
B2 45981200 LT “BAPI cancer syndrome”
DEEEIREEN TS, ITEOEBRAOENH
AT, TFYEBEEIIEARALID SEDIIC
% BET D), WBHaREEE 7
R ERAEDOHFRITBIREN L ZE TIEFHHD
HEETH 5. BAPLEEZFSED L HICHES LT
WAHEDPE LTI R,

HR 7 JE ClXCDKN2A/ARFBIGTHE D AR EF A
HARKHE C OEFTRD b, FTNF2
(neurofibromatosis type 2) BILT b S HE (40~
50%) 1R L TV 51, FEEHEREAE 1T 24131
PR EIE < BRI 7 C MM RIE R« BET 5
BEWEETH A, NF2RRICHEEOSEED
BHIB V) HEE L.

4. T ANZ NS ORERTF

HAETIE20% DHEZEEZFET AN L &
DEADVHD NG\, TARAZ MLAMZ S
BEOFELEBRTAIERTFEH A, P IR
TFIM)THEDA v S FETIEHEENE
%4 5t (Tuzkoy, Karain, Sarihidir) 25% 1), T
RO44% D PREETRTLTWAY, ZoliiE

BEEDB E TR
Iz
Z



24 424

RS H24% %55

1 BIERESREORES
A THEEMMES EEOLIE (HERE), B @ MR IE O mEE (HERG)

BIREICEDIL, TOHRICER S NLHHEIRY
FTAMTHHrI)LTFA MBPEREREEZ BN
TWwWh, Z)+F 4 METARZ M EIcfgd
EFREWXSHY, 7 s ORERN, BERICHRS
T5HEBERIIHEENEET B, EETA M
KIWEDBER L72bDTHY, bIETLEE
WEHSNE, V5 A MIFO—FETH 5
A, e MR ARBELH D, TARCE 1 HIC
TEINTWAE, DPETEL) FF+A4 M2k
B EREREDIRE I WD, EEBDREE -
EADET ) T4 MIFEET AW,

AYNFEFRTOINL DN TIE, REOREE
BT F A MIMEbONTE oD THEE
DEFRERPE DO TE WA Z OHIFOFHE
THEEVPERLTEELTVWERRLEZEI T
R WRRAOFEEVHEL 2R Y, hREOR
EVWEENZERIES LW REEIE 2 5
NTWE, AT z—FU~OBR(EZE1H) DA
ETH, MAPLOBEDPEERARITH
SNMIENWT EATRENS | L) G A b OEEE
B ETRWE2HEBREORE - T, PRE
DEEN DD BT A N—BIEFOEREICH
EHED A ILE TTREED D 5.

w2

1. R T

MPMI3 BRI (60%), PIREZL(10%), B X TF
& DIRFET 2 AR (30%) (B 1-A) DFFHERA
BMESH A, MBEEIRLEELZTFRETFTH
D, HEDWEICHEGRE ARET L REE

Thsb. REREHLOIEEICERL, &
E3HEEDFTRDE ., —F, LEAILEE
e L, 3EMEAFLTWAMPMOITE A
CREERTHB.

WER OBHRERTdH 5 EMER R E PR IE
(desmoplastic mesothelioma) (B 1-B) i B D
MEHEVERRE S (fibrous pleurisy) & MERREASELIL,
EADS LT LIEHEE 25, DT RIEFRESS
FRJ5 Y 72 P FE B “sarcomatoid foci” 252 BT 1% 3L
D, WEEOFRESRNICIIHES & R ER I~ —
H— & R ERM —  — O g m i ZITH T
T 5. BIEIZIE A VL F = (calretinin), YA
N4 5 9 v (cytokeratin) 5/6, WT-1, D2-40
(podoplanin), #3#I|Z13CEA, Ber-EP4, TTF-1,
MOC-31, Leu-M1(CD-15) %% 5 .

2. RSP EIIEE (=RICEFEBIK) &

o R EMRARIETE DRI —R - BEOHERI—

T AN+ EEMEE R OB & MEgEsE
DERICONT, b TREEHOMPM (meso-
thelioma in-situ) & & z2 5 1L A EBI DI 2 T
5. FUSPER IR £ & mesothelioma in-situ
OEFNIHEETH ), RHOMPM % Fbh¥ 5%
FIBRRENTS, B - BOUESHEL:D
[BERRY ARG RGBS A A D v 2 & DY
Vi, BIEE DRI IZERIER A L NS 72D,
atypical mesothelial hyperplasia& $ F3H &
A, RRIZEG:, BRI, WEE, &, S,
MEE T OfifE, Fiif, sME, FFRFENIER
B ETH L, AIEREAOMREENS <,
EHMEOBEICIEASN R WO LT, $BE
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&1 QSR ERIIEE & R R TE DA

FURCE v B AR 4 A (R i)

o R JE M At A ()

MEREDI 2 HEREVGHETDH S
Tmﬂlﬁliﬁf‘? EhERAE <, REBROR MREESSC, BETHI VR
Bl A b BEVFALND

B B oMb 2 % JLERE S
BICHEET MY — MR LD

BRI EHTERLL T2
ME T I Wzl rAons

IAEY i BRI LEEZAONS
FIETRIZL (A BND FHIEFTRIEZ L\

BRI E FESEEREER, AN % HESE
IR R O]

EMA ;| BE R (FBHEERE20%)
p53 & &M (FH1HEER0%)
Desmin : #% Bik (B 1E280%)
GLUT-1 : &t (5 HR0%)

EMA : &% 5 (FH1EEE80%)
p53 . BB (FHiE=R45%)

Desmin : @& B FBHEER10%)
GLUT-1 . ## Bk (B iEsE89%)

SHREENE (, METHI N/ -MRER
#%@,%&%@TJ@RMHM,EMA@WQ,
GUT-1(90%) DGR R e ~d. —7F, it
A B IO RS TH B, IMIG
(International Mesothelioma Interest Group) i
BRSO AT A FT 4 > (20094F) DELSE
FT-oTwaD, R CWEOENALRT.
FISHE T Dpl6EfEF DR L1 B E
BWAEIIE R, REPHTER LTSNS
7S, FESREETOPI6EETREDFHIEFISH
FEORDDICHWARE TR \WE LTWA2,

;& BhES

1. hEEOMSEEME~ —H ——MiBECEAL N

J—

W7 B O SRR AR e CIECEAI R 2 B8
Mx—H—THY, 5B TICEHTHI LB EN
557, MPMOCEAZEIIEIETH 5.
—77, MPM & O#ERIASTHRE L 72 5 i Cld80~
100% 5@ SN, FREEREZH AL KT 4 >
TOCEADNE DT iIZEH WY, oF ) CEADK
TR, PEELHGRT 5 ERCHMESD
A% ZHUIIMIEIC b S, HEEICCEA
EOEIMIEA SN2 DF ) CEAIZHE
BMERE~—F—TbH by, #EMIFHILF
FREDT MG 72 5.

2. FEEOMERME~— 5 —

YA NI F ViIhEEREEEDORIEY —

(3CHk & Y 51 ML ZE)

H=ThHY, ¥4  Nro7F FEET 4T A
FNOTBER 75 7 A b ThAIMECYFRA21-1
fEd, MPMIZBWTHINT 5. L2 L, HiEo
40% 12 b IS A LN, FREICRITAS. T4
Lo Ty ORERED B VIZEOBENETH
BHTPALFEIfRCH L. —7, WAV T VH
1~ 7F K (soluble mesothelin related protein ;

SMRP) lIMPM DR - FrREDSE . Luob D
SMRPEGESR LD A ¥ T+ 1) L AT, BE64%
(95% CI : 0.61~0.68), 4#EE89% (CI . 0.88~
0.90), DOC (diagnostic odds ratio)19.35(CI :

10.95~34.17) TH 5%, Megakaryocyte potenti-
ating factor (MPF) iZ, SMRP & [& U #UBR{R A
ROREZIEERATH Y, FE LR <

AL (r=0.88, P<0.001), &4 B WTEEIX
&% TdHh 5%,

B, fRSES v THBT AT 3
(fibulin-3) A%, HEEMEL T AN MEEZZIT 72
BEANEZRHNLZAANA LT =N —IRBED
HEDH 2D, Rz EEEMIL I fibulin-3 125
XN, MPMEEZE EMPM Tid 2 WEEDLET
i, M4 fibulin-3i8E OROCHI#FR I, fibulin-3
Dy bF 7E(G2.8ng/ml) T, BEC.7%, 4F
REBEHTHY, RHMPME 7 AN | EEE
BELOLEBTE, v M4 7{ER46.0ng/ml &
L7z%4A, BE100%, FEEMIBTHLI L
PIREINTWAS.
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2 FiEmREREEREGEHR (T1E)

IR 8524% &£ 55

AL B b RO P E O fakEgEpr R (IMIG Tla). BERMEIZIERIROEE RO HiLb.
B BEHIMEDES & BRI EOEEE AT 51 b (IMIG Tib).

.

3 EHRETREEOCTES(T28)

3. hEEOMERFREEE

ZCOREREMBIZS Y -0 F 06
(interleukin-6 ; IL-6) % EEA L2, MPM Tl
EIL-6 LV OBEMARD b, M/MRECRP
i EDBEHREEANEMT 2. Fiz, &
R B IZ TS - ok o o I P R A e e Bl IR
(VEGE) D LSV sE <, F# & VEGREASEAR
B4 %2, MPMIZx L CVEGF % 28912/ 3%
WL ORI TIBEN ThND Z L hH 520,

EERE & RRER

MPM I3 BRI DRERCIRESS THIZ T 5. &
b RENCEEREAREOARE L, B
i R\ S SRR b M v (IMIGA Tl a,
2-A). KT, A BEEPER SN

(Tih, & 2-B). =Dk, EHMELZ &L T
DRIEE 20§ & 9 I28F L (12), MPM
BAHOEBREETA L1225 (X3). FMEIC
HRIEGBEE (T2) 0BT ), MER(T2) W
MFRRE (T3), HEFRABRAMAR (T4) \CBE T X5
7 5. REAERRIERRE SRR (T4) X B HEE I
ThIz, ZLSFVEEERRETH HERIE
SREFMEOEEFMAEETH A, FHEE
FRAE I B e e AT 2 FATRLC IR - T, BRI
BRI, WBNE(CEBELZERTA. I
IMPM OB REETH 5.

ERPRREIR (ZMf & 57 VEREIE A 8% (DOE) Ta
3. FOETEEIRTH LS, MAKIENT S
WZoNT, MEEER, DOEXBETA. TIH
WM 13 7 v s, TeRIBEIC B IG E 5
CEACHE - BEEYEET AL ICRD,
REIDSETT A L ERREEE LS. WEOE
EVRED 251200 T, BRI OIF
MEENIEE L, foMET A, BRI, &
BEROEELD V20, BB TOER
EHIT DR, EREIERET I CRETLLE
KOEFFRE L, BEEEERETEETS LI0%5.

2T 7 O—F

T b REIOMPM D ERFRAT R I3 EAE R IR 7 T
BHb. Lo T, BM0E—RITMKMRE
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T b7, R RS A T O Ik
BB R AR T 5 2 LA% <P, European
Respiratory Society (ERS) & European Society of
Thoracic Surgeons (ESTS) D20104F D FR 7 fE
HART 4 VBB OATHET5ET
vk LTwWas.

D 7 AR A FESE ISR A iR IdRiEG A T
Hh, TRFORMPBHICHEETH A, £HK
TEERTE, IREAAEE - B A A, BT
SR REIOVTIIVERIL, /2, EER
EERBELBRDONAMEDOW T ZHRIT 5 Z L
HEhD BTV 5,

A
1. SARHERE— ISR T & BREYIRS - AR

RE At

MPMIZxt$ 2 7 RHAEO B i9iZ, WHRRYSE S
) (macroscopic complete resection ; MCR)
#1852 THAE. MPMIZBEAIMIIE 25T A
et~ — Y AT, RO R EREE
&b TEV. MWERAE I LFEE & AR
WEETMAEDEEFIEEO—RE L TE
WY AUBEFPH L. WAL, ME - - R
e EE - e LT 5 MR 2Rl
(extrapleural pneumonectomy ; EPP) & 2 lfifi
RIRA S8 B MBI - BT B4R (pleurectomy/
decortication ; P/D) %% 5. P/Dizi¥, T KAy
2R % R % debulking P/DH 6, IR
Uk 0B 7B L TMCR%Z ZR T 5 ex-
tended P/DE TH& 1 5. EPPIZEERN 2L
TR THY, EPPIANEE 2 ILBENHLL
HRWIEEIZE, MR OP/DEERT A L
W& 5. MCRERZEIZEPPD FASE WA, Wi
ROBFHEE T, FEIP/DOFED
EPPL ) b BIFCTH 5%, F7-, HEFHBRTIE
BV, BEIBEEORNFRNARTE, £
FEAR i (MST), 2 4F - 5 EEFRIL, [
BRIZP/DDFEIFTH 59,

IASLCDcurative intent THBHABRAE K 2 L
721,708 DEEF T, 1 HABITIZEPPEKE D
MST#%%407> B 124t LT, P/DEREIZ235 A T
®HY, EPPOREDO D RIFTH 5%, T2l k2
[BEIHEET 5 LP/DTOMCRARATEEIZ ),

24 427

EPP2SL B 7 B 9%, I1 BARLRE L 134T 2 o0 2 v
WL AMSTIZE T A LN TV, B/EFT
BN T H BEPPOBEZEH L2 %
D37 <, EPPAHML Rk HEMIGROMIERA LI
SR 7 HiE L T4 N 7=MARS study®® 25—
FNIZEZLDDTH o7z, MARSORER L,
EPPIZHA & 20 (AL 2R R BAARICH 5 L v ) Y
BFETHoToh, EYHENHEYSH ), MPM
3T A BHEEO FAEEZ AL LIS A L
WTELPoT.

FE/NFAFOP/DIZEPP X 1) b iRRREIRIZ A 72
¢ (EPP=7%, P/D=4%), P/DOMSTOFHHE
VW) BRI RET R, TR IS
MEOMSTIZZEDFRD Sz v & v ) JASLCO
EEHER PG, LS LU EICP/D%
ELERINME Y ERT 5 2 L DRLEDDH 5.

2. W AR A E

MPM OFREHIBEHRAE OB ERIL <, f -
FF - b EOZERBBFEELZTIT 2D, R
5 BB OEHREE (RT) & BT ) R& TR
7% {, RTIZEFMEEN—RE L TEPPRIZE
fEs 5. HMEAFRBEHRGE (IMRT) IEMPM®
£ REMEAIROEE B L Twb. Gomez
5 1ZEPP+IMRT %47 - 72864 OMST7514.77%* A
T®H 1), Gradeb DIfFEMEA5H1(6%) 12451
7%, 2EEORBFRT Y MO —VERET1% & BAT
TholZ i HE L TWwDEY,

ERS/ESTSD 7 A4 K5 4 » (20104E)™1%, Fi%
B U IRREETRWEIRT 4T T L ITEERTH
%75, Memorial Sloan Kettering Rosenzweig H
XP/DED205ER % & 13661 IMRT % 3206 L,
SMEETOREA 1AL NS, B
it & IBAE L 72 IREE T O RBIEHIRTAS T RETH 5 =
EERIELTWADN HERCIIBAMN TR
FLUIRRECRTE TN &E TR,

MPM i ffEge R | SR R TEATE Z 5
CSRICHT B FRENIAEN TH B I L HEE
BALRBTREND, F0%, BETH LK
REDH D, BEREOTFH2HG L LMk
ZRIBEA~DOBE % 350 5 RIWIT 2 .

. fbkFEE &

MPMIZx+3 A EHERF AL EEE, VAT
5 F > (CDDP) & x4 b L'F+ F(PEM) DHtH
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BHETH S, CODPEAFHGZ I Y FE— )L 7 —
Lk U728 T AREHER T, =305%41.3%, &
HETHM P RES 7B, MSTOAEENEE
(12.172°8), HitsgE - WEOWEITREN T 1A,
PEMLEH#IOF—FI vV THAEAF LY ¥V
(GEM) L PEMDOGHEEIE, CDDP+PEM % #
BILLDTELRP o/, ANETSF
(CBDCA) Lt PEMOBEHIE, EIEALILERET
1£ 7%V ASCDDP+PEM & 1 T[R4 DB HTE S
NTw 59, PEMETE OLERED X 5 7 F
) U ADERE, BREICENT, FERERERET
IZCDDP+ F3 VYLV A, HETIZCDDPS
& b active TH - /29,

PEMELEEIZH T AGEM+ Y/ LV E
(VNR) I, Z=45210%, MSTIZ10.9%8TH b,
GEM+ 4 %%V 75F Y IiZFNFN6.9%,
610HTH 5. ‘

MPMIZVEGF®D L~V 358 ¢, VEGF% 1ERY
L L72CDDP+GEM =+~ Xw 7 O/ EAL
EBHBIITONL AR RSN LD -
7229 %72, CBDCA+PEM+ Y X< 70D
ERhERII34.2% TH 5%, PDGF, VEGF % [7 ks
WZHIH T A A= F = T OEHERIZI0%, N T
ZT7E11%TH Y, BEDOE ZA, MPMIZHT
BT EEEETIEELVERBRIBEOA TV
V., TRYSVRTWERA VT V- F AT
£, amatuximab) 355 I fHEER % & T L, CDDP
(75 mg/m2, day 1) +PEM (500 mg/m2, day 1)
+ 7w VX7 7 (5mg/kg, day 1 & 8) 12 X
bk U HREBROMER, =a5E39%, i
EAEFHH6I2ATh ol L HE SN
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Multimodal and chemotherapeutic strategy for malignant mesothelioma

t B % 7 H i T &

. BRI R NE, MORERG R, MIRYDER - BB, SREZSRBAHIRAIR,

T HA YT vk

i C &I

P IE R R IC AT 2O CTFHEIE
DEMEETHY, WE B OE BILUY
D T E AU EIEEIRZSE D EIR TH A K5 H 8
JRICHET B, MIEFEA» R S %  BESH
}z Ji (malignant pleural mesothelioma: MPM)
FATHICHEREEE IS, 1 ZE AL
TRTCOMELEELT 5720, OF ALES
Pl rr R Bl & SIS, G 3B M 2 )
L, WG 2R (extrapleural pneumonec-
tomy: EPP)IZ & % W BR 19 52 4 4 I (macro-
scopic complete resection: MCR) 235 51T b,
Wk~ —Y v ORRIIATRTH Y, HEMEN
JEFRIRILRET v, EPP #ORFTERIL
BOTEETH), WiEZEETIIEMCRE
DREHBEERDICL B ta—
{CHEBEORAPEECTH L. BEHNIZIT 5
(LB E -+ MCRHT 72 RT 12 X 5 EZAIEEDS
MPM B OME 52 AHE—DFETH 5.

MPM 239 % & 9 —D2 DM TdH 2 ML)
B - BilisH B2 47 (pleurectomy/decortication: P/D)
&, AR TH B EPP I A/ I &
DIF &N, MCRIZE L TiZ EPP TOER TS
B\ EPPIZBEEATH 57200, MikaPHER
ERBE TSR L 2 BE 2B 2 T B,

BAEL TEPPOFAEZRHFRICAE L 72 %
DIE7% {, EPP &AL MG O BAE AL
B2 B8 L T1T b 72 MARS study
(Mesothelioma and Radical Surgery random-
ised feasibility study)?%%, TNICEZBHH DT
Holz & ZAH, MARS study DAEYHEETS
ZHEDSH DV F T ARHEROBE IS FIEN D o
72, BIERIC R L CHIRE D%\ MARS study T3
o 72, FOEHNE, EPP IS bk
WZHBEVIEDTH o7z Tz, FERCHEE
ENBH Lo TE72P/DDBEFHN M
2 & % EPP 25 P/D OFG#RY L E o T,
MPM (25 B A EHEHREICE T 5% { O
ERIEERITI LRI o7

FAE TIEATEAL R 1T < EPPHAlT 2
RT OEZHIEE D feasibility study 25T L,
BIE, M fbEEEE2h < P/D O feasibility
study 237h LT W5,

FRTIE, MPM Y 5 YL & R0
BRI T 5.

BRI R RE IS T B

best supportive care(BSC) #xfRIZ, ¥ 27
5% »(CDDP)+<4 b4 ¥ v (MMC) +¥
> 75 AF v (vinblastine) §f F & E O 8 TILAHER
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sz d iz, A HE AP EMST IcE
A LN ol T XA PLFEF
(PEM) 2 & WbLEEETH ), dL b
Forh R B IE D8 A o 72 2 E B D—D L %
Z 5N A, CDDP+PEM #tH#E 3, CDDP B
FBEELD D MSTHABICERL, Mtk -
KROUEDBSND Z & ITHRB TR
EhTwbY LatsT, BSC & CDDP Hi#
OEITHREIZ R VA, ZHICERZ W ER
ZL T3, CDDP+PEM iZBSC X b & MST 28
EET LI ENTHEEINS.

1) #IEMbSEE (—RIE2ER)

CDDP=+PEM D% 11 #H3XE& O B A% 2003 4E
WWH S 28T LR, CDDP+PEM ¢
MPM (233 % HZ# 1 40) B L2 I AL E D1
ENTW5E, F0%, 10EMERLNI %
BT AALSEEEIL 2 v, 2003 4E LT O MPM
DEDkeydrug Tholor sy sy
(GEM)1Z, PEM & OAMEMEATRD 51,
PEM-+GEM 7%3#i5t & 7245, CDDP+PEM %
BETHHDTE %D 572° PEM LEiLE
EIRBICHMS T AL 0137% L, 88IBET — A4
DA TFN) Y ADOFERIL, BRIEFRICELZL
BEFEREECIZ CDDP+ FE VIV E ¥ a8 B
TiZ CDDP % b active T& 5. CDDP+PEM
D NI HE Y T3, CDDP+PEM ORI
41.3 %, MEAELT R PP UM (median time to pro-
gression: TTP)235.7 A HC¢& Y, CDDP Hk
BEHL ) MSTOAEEICEEL (1214 H), Hf
HREREFOUE L/ LN TN,

EHEFRTIE, CODPIZEZTAHINVRET ST
»#(CBDCA)  HWTIHREZ AT 12 AN L WA
BRGHIBEILR v, BEBILILERER
Tix %A, CDDP+PEM (n=745) £ CBDCA
+PEM (n=752) DI T, T (26.3% vs
21.7%), 14EEFZE(63.1% vs 64.0%), TTP(7
HHvs 697 ) FIZREORETHL
EDRENTWAY, CBDCA+PEM O3 f &
1%, CBDCA #%AUC 5, PEM & 500 mg/m’ T&
D, I B (n=102) T BRI % 18.6 %,
TTP 654 H, MST 12.7 7 A C& 5. #E{LZ
JEHEIZ, CDDPIZ# 2 CTCBDCA %o THA

SORMBIEEFETE 5.

HH LD 3 CDDP L DR - £fF
HMHEEDBIESTWALEELZLNTVADY,
CDDP+GEM, CDDP+A4 1Y 5% >, CDDP
+Y¥/ LIVE Y (VNR) OERIZB B 25—
0% TH 5. '

PEM BB OEBAHBE L RRFICHES
b, O TEBEREIREECEEECE X
CHwbLR, XML FH—F(MTX)OHH
EHERS CHEBWRITF2EEIE ST,
LaL, M- BARESE2&-9hEEICKE
MTX B2 RECERT LI 3L, &
VETIEEREL 2o

2) FFENEEGRL AhREYVE

{b2aEk

a. MEFEEEE

MPM (M #7 A4 BESE % F V721G A
LITWwa, o, OFEERRTLE
AR HRYEEE F (VEGE) Z2BAEI L, EFHRE
ML 5-10f D VEGF # AT 5, @VEGF
R EEMBO BEEBERETTH S, OMPM
DI - MkH O VEGF L)V i o B
I HEL, VEGF LARUBEWIETE, FHEHS
B\, (O FEEMME O microvessel density 255\
IFEFHIZEL, MBI PS LM LT
BRARTTHS, DEOILIRIRTVS
PHTHA.

VEGF @ monoclonal antibody T& %XV
< 7 (bevacizumab: BV) % CDDP+GEM IZ
& B ELFEEEICHHE L 72 CDDP+GEM+
BV O % I M ELEEER T, BVBMOAERIED
R0l BEOEENILEEELETHS
CDDP+PEM |2 BV(15mg/m?) %80 L 724 11
AT, BHEIT40%THY, EHEL
LRI (progression free survival) 6.9 7 A, &
AR (overall survival: 0S)14.1 7 HTH -
7z. CDDP+PEM 4% 111 ##E# > CDDP+PEM
HOTTPIX57 7 BTHYY, BV ZEMES L
FEAEED )BTz

LEpr A, MERERERICL B IBEE
O FIFHEREN TV RV, WERRE T
MEFAEZENITT HHEBOFENE RN,
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Wi, 79 Y ATiTbNTw5 CDDP+PEM+

BV DMEAE R ALEE I/ I EER D BE A 72 .

b. Epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR)
FOY ¥ —HHEEE

EGFR ®BH| 5313 MPM @ 70 % LA EIZFED
5N, 77 4 F = 7 (gefitinib) ORI ERIR SR T
HIEIIHIAS A SN2 2 & h 5, Cancer and Leu-
kemia Group B(CALGB) % JE 219 5 7
7 4 F =T O EALFEREE O 21T o 72
(CALGB30101). L2°L, FLWEME TR L,
MSTZ6.8 % H, 3-month—progression free
survival i340% TH - 72, = O BRI EFGR
mutation & IGERIROBERAHE 5 I E NS HI
BB EN72d DTH B%, MPM O EGFR#&E
EFERITIZ% IR D b N, KRAS6.5%,
BRAF 4 %, PI3KCA mutation 1.3% T 5"
T uF =7 (erlotinib) MEFHIE, Southwest
Oncology Group 27o T\ 575, 64 FlD &R
BT, FEMLEEEICEREIL R {, stable
disease(SD) 47 %, progressive disease(PD)
43% TH 5 (SWOG S0218). F7/=, =ruad=
THBVOHHTHRIRIZRD SN TR,
KB HS A Dt EGFR ikl Tl KRAS 2 2.5
ITEXTH D, KRASZE £ ‘negative selec-
tion’ DY —Ah—2EZ LN TWAHED, MPM IZ
ST AHREDEGFRF T Y & F—PHEE(Z
L BRAEITTT Lvd Dldiwn,

c. MAVFTUHik

AVTFY r OERPLRZENIAL 2 TIE LW
A, HEELDAMCIREIE 2 S TREIED LN
TWa. IEHE TR EMIZRRRENICHEEL,
FFIZRON-EBOREHETH 5720, BEE
DEMICHIS LWEEZONTWS, FiA VT
Y ¥ ¥ A 7 BBk (amatuximab) & CDDP+
PEM & OB & 5 8 AHRBRDSER 2 1, &
WE522%, SD51% THo/2 Tz, recom-
binant anti—-mesothelin immunotoxin T& 5
SSIP D& THRBRIIET LT\ 5.

3) Tkt

a. ZRibZEEE

PEM % & % % WHIIGRIE D H 5 MPM O =
RALFIRIE X PEM B#IT17 9 25 HAETO

TRALEBEON S L 2 B MPM D3 & A EIX
PEM BEiG#EBITH 5. PEM ELIRERNIHT T 5
GEM+VNRIZZ#FE 10 %, MSTiX109 7 A
ThhH, GEM+F %) 7F5F 32 #Fh
69%, 61 HATHA.

b. EAFFOY X F—HEHEE

MPM (2§ 2 IEGFF 0 v v ¥ F—EBHE
FEHAMDOR R ZRALERE TR E N T3
BFHFLVWERER TR V57 2= 7 (soraf
enib) I3 VEGFR & [HEF 5~ V5 —E[HE
HTHDHD, MPMIZIEMREIZASNT (CALGB
30307), A =F =7 (sunitinib) DZEAIFEIL 10 %,
NES=F311%THY, FLL AW

c. EXAMVBETEFIVLEEEREE

e A b VBT v F VALEESE (HDAC) BRESE T
HHEY) I AFy ME, BAE, RETHREY ~
PSEEICHRMRED SNTWABA, FREMRRO
TRAIL(TNF -« related apoptosis —inducing
ligand) B2k % &%, PEM BEEERICH 2
IR TIZ 15 % OBFENELN, T+
R e O MHLERBIIRT LT 5.

4) HER(LEEER

Je/NH g GER L J8) 123t LT PEM
+CDDP 2 & % @M C6t < PEM B#
W2 & B kMR R O A A AR T
R ENT V523 (PARAMOUNT trial), MPM 12
LT FEBED T, PEM HH O MR E
2B U CEEALSE TAHRBOER S L TWw 3
(CALGB30901). 3FE, MPM IZx§ 5 HEHeE
B CRHEERICA RN EDTRER S iz b DIE %,
MPM 1203 5 MEFEHEETH BT Fv
A FIZE B AL v FHEREEE, BB
B+ Fv 4 F(200mg/H) DEERLE 11
MR CTTP ICA BEIRE LD o 72
BV 2 X 2 Mg, Je/NIIRmE I3 2
GEM+CBDCA h# % O & LA LB R ER 12 B
WTHHEREITRENT VW,

5) {ERLERE

MPM 08P R B LSEEEAER) L 2 v
A ERESFEET S, iR TIIEEFERD
AL HRIER CREAERNICFRERD D, B
5RREOENLERIEA TS, MPM Tl




718 HARERIR 71 % #5715 6 (2013)

BB ROFMET £ LT ERCC1 (excision re-
pair cross complementing group 1: BFEEE
FEAAFERE 1) & TS(thymidylate synthase: 3 ¥
VEBREBER)PBEHENTYS. PEM2&T
{LE3E D % 21 ) 7o MPM O# 5 BLIEFE T,
TS & YR 7EEBR VT E, TTP, OSHE
W, EPP#EDOFRICEH LT, TS & ERCC1 ¥ ~
N7 FEROREREORKE T, TSHHL 0S
RS A LT, ERCCl1DIENRE I
g, OSHRVEIA (p=0.06) 25D 5°. i,
2006 4E DLEIC ERCCLEUA D REDZAL L Tw
57207, BEBE T Y 5 ERCCL # #8#& L
T OHEVH L. BAENL I AHTS, ERCCL
HECTHBNEELFET S 2 L id8 L.

FEHE T 5% B v F7 JiE (desmoplastic mesothe-
lioma) DIFEBITB L 2 L, BHEOKMERIC
ML -8EE 2L TWTh, BRERIED
THEMETHSD. MPMICIZE D A TEEICREE
THLOPHH—FT, HEHEIBEREL,
EHEHEORWERD D 5. FRIEFESER
Fi2iE, OFLEM, @FBHE O ETHERKE
B, @PSAR, ® /ML, © HIMERkEZL,
@OVEGF &, 2o hTwns. Zhb0FHE
AREERFOL 7% IR EE MPM 23 LT,
BEICEES D TV EEFBEOEE DS
R CTE 5.

| B R B R

PIBRTTRE MPM 12603 A 2 AIEHE L, R
i # TdH 5 CDDP+PEM IC & A L&kt
IZMCR % B L THRHEE 21TV, 20,
RTICXARMBEZBMT A2 FHETH A,
PEM L1f#07iZ CDDP+GEM DfbFEEETIiThH
NTE7 2O trimodality therapy D4 EHEE
FEPP CEBENTWAREEYTH Y, &S
O feasibility study DG EEILTRIL 9.5 %
TH b, PIETEE MPM 20§ 5 BHAEDEFH
BREOWRAE, VAZICREY REREZES
CEVTELDONE VI THS. EPP &AL
SRR BE IR O ILBOR 304 72 MARS study” ©
& RO L, EETHETWRY. BT

— . 0 CDDP+PEM IC & BB LB 3 R
{ EPP+1ii# RT ORISR 8 TIARRBA T3,
KEDRAE (9 Hizk 77 61) T13FMEEIETE
(52 30 B BA) 4337 % (241), 0S72516.8 4 A
TH Y, WIMN(EORTC) T DR #™ (11 5% 59
BT T EIL TR £90 B L)X
6.5%, 0SA°184% B Th 3.

fiti - B - BERRRE - LMEA —BEE L CHIRTY
BIEAMA D EPP Tid, W RTIC L 2B
Y= VoBENrKE L, —F, MNRES
NBHEMERO P/D T, HERIEED 72D
WERE ENTWAMIBRT 2 E4I12479 2
PTELBINEOREILENT VS,

1) ERREREICH T 3{b%EE

MPM 125 5 R IFEOLFREICHEL
T, MiE0 vs MitE O HEGRERIL 2 VDS, ATRTIC
EEND Z EPE . LEEEIZ CDDP+
PEM T& v, PEM LTiEiiZ CDDP+GEM T
5. Weder 5 DEEITIEY, EPPRITLFERE
+RT % Ejfi L 7256 OWEBER TR,
TR 34, TR 7 o BRR R
T3 3.8-11.8%, 0Si393-35 7 B TH5B. —
7, #iRifbEFEEEICE { EPP4+RT OREREE
R, RIHHMORIZE S, BRI 2
HOFRAEFET0-6.7%, 0S1E22-594 AT
5. BT 5 & AR LSERE T OB
MBEIFTH 5. BAEORH B R ERR BRI,
CDDP+PEM I & A fir ik 82836 10k { EPP
+RTTH 5.

2) EFEGREICE T AHARLEE—RERE

i & BEELIRR - BRI R AT

PWARMR D EPPIZ, MCREDE L, #ifgic
RTALLR T weE W) fmsd s KHE, W
EHHEDS <, TREREIEIT MARS study Tid
F#1215.8% (3/19%) TH Y. —7, Bz
BAFESE5P/DI3, WHEAHE BEHET
A, MCREZEIZEPPIZH Y, B0 RT A
L, WO B FRRE T, FEMMC
P/D OFEED EPP L ) BIFTH 5% HEGERER
TRZWY, KRENEREOMTRNHBE T,
MST, 24F - 54EAFRIZEPP L b b P/D AR
FchbHY.
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P/D 1378 MPM (TINOMO) 1= % #5433 1,
MCRZ55 Z LIZWEETH 275, REHIIE
REEDOEVEPP 2 BINTRELOBERID
5. IASLC 51T, curative intent THEHE
BN E N Z L7 1,708 B (EPP 1,225 %1, P/D
47961, Z0E»roOMEAB) DD B, THHIT
(& EPP %0 MST 4340 % A12x} LT, P/D
ERBEO MST 1223 7 HTH D, EPP DRLEA
RIFTdH 5% T2 UL EICEENHET S & P/D
TOMCRVPAWEEIZR Y, EPPALEIIL S
A5, TR 3AlT = c X 5 MST 12 1d A D
f{U:C Wy 13)'

fa/NFAT O P/D IZ EPP & 1) &R EILI3
A7, P/DOMSTHEPP X hEwE Ik
FRE e BERE R Y%, L I iEmar o
MSTIZZEDFED SN & v 9 TASLC DT
WEERPLD DB MM EICIZP/D &
LEEMEBELERT LI EORYMERD .
BAE, BAHE CHIRITLEEE 26 { P/D O fea-
sibility study 23T/H N T 5.

WM D, BEE R o S 1 PN e A
THD 570, FEEHINL O BEMEE &R T
BT, LR RT L OB EE & 5.

BRI DR % K% P/D Ik 540 RT I,

ERS/ESTS D 20104EDH A4 RS54 v D L H

CERTH DO, FIBAE HBICER
é»lﬂlruuu y fﬁf il JIHEETH TR BIEEE

ENTVAE LIS, BB TIRRE %5 DH
BIRELRETH 5.

3) EFHBEICH T 2R MR EE

Mg RTICE LCid, firpi{ba&# %k (CDDP+
PEM) 1%t { EPPxAli#% RT 0 % 11 AH ML B 3UBR
DR CHEITHFTH A, TR EL SRR
(IMRT) id 44 22 TR 0 BRETEF IS E L T\ 5,
ERS/ESTSOHA K4 "L, MiziRF L7
RETORIBHRT IZERTH 57, Memorial
Sloan Kettering ® Rosenzweig 5 & P/D #® 20
Bla &t 36 BIICIMRT 2 i L, SEMEME T
DT LFNA S NTA, BRI ZERF L
KRB THRBWRTWRETH L I L 2HEL
Twa, L2*L, M.D.Anderson Cancer Center
DREEE U7 Gomez 51, IMRTEDE5
BHENY -V IIEBERBTH Y, FL-RIAHERE
FICITERERE 217 2SS RIS
b2t i, BEORHECHEED D~
PE— VLW EZH TV A,

BbH YIS

€ B T BE MPM U2 3t 9 5 48 &2 1906 & 13,
MARS study D%, #/NFifiOP/DABRE I
5 X 9127% Y, EPPX P/D OE/EA LB R
DB o TETWA,

SR ST R T TP R TR
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