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72394 % optimal surgery, lcm PL E D34 % suboptimal surgery £ 95 2 £ 35% <,
optimal surgery #4179 2 &L TPHEILET L L XhTws ™, X512, KTl com-
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YIBRICBE Ui, BRSO & 12 B CHRIEFISE & O 0 720 HIEY) B 2 %
2121,

HEBR IR~ O IFAER I % B0 72854 121F, stripping L < & full-thickness resection %
ERET W, BRI ORG-S 5 2 & Tcomplete surgery D3ERELE T 51,
M~ ORI % O 72 B A1, WA D ZET 219, 2ofh, FEB~OFHE



60

PR SIIE S

FHASER - KL TV 4, WIS TE 28l0 PHRERHE SIS 20,
T 12 complete surgery O%4T% ZR3 5257,

PRI > SE OB MR, IEREZ AT 2 5 LT OBWIY ST ST
VDA, BRI ERELT LML S Tw v, AT LT, BB
PRI ARSI C & 72 S B W CHRIEI Y » SRS % Z 8T 5o AT
$ (b - M - VI 23 % & LT [EIEEY ¥ o3 amistt] & (iKY ¥ o5
WO ERMT 28] 127 ¥ 7 2L L 72 BGERBR T, RIEBEY > /)5 00 R 3635 A3
PFS% A BIZ % #HE L Ty, OSICIRAHEERAD LD 727 M), optimal
surgery % 5% LIR7EBITIE, V) ¥ /8Higki% I3 PES # 3 5 WM AR S h 721,

1152 =SEEICXHT 2 Fild

FEE QRO LRI VDS, HEHICBWTH WIRMNIRAES A% Wik (complete
surgery) = HIgL 7z, WmAKMOMESHEM (debulking surgery) =179 T EAFEF LV, &
HIRE, RAEWNE, GIHEORBEZMIRLCTFHN 77 V2V TH I EVEETH L,

WS B &, BOREDORN, (OHFEEE DT A & M & BHE AN 3 % O THERILE
L2, PREAEMN %30 H LN ORECHRIE, T0MKMTLE% THAHDOIHL, 70~79% T
136.6%, 80MLLLETI.8% & LA T5, EDRKE LT, Mgk, Wi (24%), MR
4 (18%), OA% (13%), ik - ZE8HE (11%) 25%555%, WMfHE 2 bl + 754
T AR + KRECI R D FEARM T2 Tl <, W BB CIBRAN, RERRIEEDBRAty, WA LA 2
E T OBEVEDIE S 2 L TR A DHE AN T 5 0T, MREHICEESLETH LY,
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H5bo TORKE, IDSHATHEIZIERATRN L, OS% 33% tii# L7z,

GOG152 B2 X, %) F4if < suboptimal debulking (2§ — 7211 - IV I 0 ¥4 550
BNZBIT B IDSOFHANDOF AL G L2 TH 5, PDSTHE/S 7 ) ¥ F L + &
AT T F ACFEHEI A 7 VRIS U T 2L TE 2 U48BNTH L, T 05| &k &1k
FHED B AT L7 hE & IDSHEAT# AL & Jid7 L 72/ & O[T, PFS, 0S¢
DICHEAENBD N WIERTH - 72,

D220 ¥ MLHEBGRBROKE RS B2 28 H & LT, EORTC-GCGRERTIZNV
WREBI A% <, W Tl OREEERITRKEVDIZH L, Gynecologic Oncology



64 H2w IR

Group (GOG) ®ER T ARHEE M EEIC X ) PDSHMTHOI TV R R, K
FREBEDN SV E W) HBET LN T WD, $hbb, WRERAEEEEDR S Ve
TiE, IDSOEZEMEA L D PHRUGE ISR Y L TW B TRENEDY D 5.

(ZE 3]

1) van der Burg ME, van Lent M, Buyse M, Kobierska A, Colombo N, Favalli G, et al. The effect of
debulking surgery after induction chemotherapy on the prognosis in advanced epithelial ovarian
cancer. Gynecological Cancer Cooperative Group of the European Organization for Research and
Treatment of Cancer. N Engl ] Med 1995 : 332 : 629-634 (L/N\JL )

2) Rose PG, Nerenstone S, Brady MF, Clarke-Pearson D, Olt G, Rubin SC, et al : Gynecologic Oncol-
ogy Group. Secondary surgical cytoreduction for advanced ovarian carcinoma. N Engl J] Med
2004 ; 351 : 2489-2497 (L~NJL )



CQ04 65

Co 04
WP A T BB A O Y R i ?

J&2
(mi)

OEFBEHEREFEOEIRICOVT, THBEAYTx—LK - OVEY 2T
3 (JU—KRA) .

@ FREMERFICHIFIEFANIIMNNE UT, FBAIESERELMT + KRR
fiT + B2 ZIT D & H S ND (JL—FB) o

3 Staging laparotomy [CEFEN AT E LT, LEICMA THEIIIED
i, B - EREIRY VI EIDER (385), BEASPOERDERE
&ans (JU—ERC1) .,

(B#]
IEZAPERAF I BT B TN, WEEOEERNCHETHOREZ TEH7Z2THR) 2 &
R FATSNBLEN D B o WZRVHRAHE BN 0§ 5 RIS OV THRE§ %

(A#8]
IREEIC B B IR DML LTEE S NS b DI, SWBLHIRA S & R
WEMETH 5.

IR VEIRAE DS BIG & SN DI BRLRR ISR & U Cid, SEmtEmls, RS iE B X
UMW T, BT Ia B X O fbEdsgrade 1 T 723 grade 2 TH b, T2, I
ZVERAF DS E R SN AR FASM L LCid, FEEsRAIT, EATH I (i
WRRE AW AKMNBZEYE) B X O MLED grade 1 £ 721% grade 2, & 5\ ZHETTHI Ta
HoOUHIEIETH %0

SR B O MRV IRAF R R O MR E M T 5 &, #ITH Tallo ) b grade 148
5.2%, grade 22%20%, grade 3%50% & 72 %, [EERIC, MEATHI Ic Tl grade 18%,
grade 27%21%, grade 3%%33% & 70, LELOMEZMEIRA OFEAMRSF S % W7z
LTwaeEZoNBYT, HATH Le ]I 29 OB TI&, AL B 5] % i3
H~OBREHI BV THEEI N EARENTEY, +FREEILETH LY,
bbb, REHEREWB W SRR 2 WS 2RO —D2 L R b 205, 2D
ZWT R MG R B U IR EE ) b 2 iE 7% & 2o A HR R e BEHLER 27 19 55
T, MBERPHLET TETEHET L V) ZRIIER D Z L IFEBSH D, AAE
KU X % IEHE 20 PR W 2 FF D L E DD B o



66

PR SIIE S

WILAAR =S DA, TR & ) ZEIRMNEM D ER T L LE N DH 5. Thbb,
O BERADPIIRANOBRNFHE L 5, MIRWEERERTH D 2 L, @ BH L KK
PRI R R RAC TR, RO WREMEICOWTHICHM L TnwA 2 &, @ hik
OEICO A MELZFBBIEZICHELTWD 2 L, @ ANBHES 28 L 72 AR
RICE DIHEBRVIEENRBENRETH L 2 & R EPNEELRFERNEMTH S, DI
DWTIE, RAFEMEHROFHN TS B0 - SRS AT NLFEMTH L 2 EHHEE
T ARG RY LT HHEDLH 2. @ T, HikOFHEMGFIZH OB L 5
TUIEZPERAAA T L, BT (CHWTM) 3 0EZ L T4IC3HLT
BLLENDH L, @ T, MEI0FEHTOFEHAOMEDH Y, WERICTFHROEE
HREDFHLE ) LENDH L,

BARR A IO W TIIER S E ISR AR 20T, LWV EER,f Y7+ —2F - avk
VM AZ ENUETH B, HAMRA T EINT 25410, BAMHE SR AT, K
HEGIBRAT & ) AR NI UHTH B0 T/, WIS TFENEMEZ ClkZ e &
DOFHIEAAT LI TV R WA, FRESEAE O T HNEE % B/ 3 % 72010 FE N ERIE
RO 2L b EET LN AR TR AEETE 2 BEORICH o T, IF
MR AT =V v IR EREN D, Staging laparotomy (2 & 5 T, WIRE il
LT ERVBISRCER LMECE LA ICOABKEEE TE %,

PRI LB I 2 T~ D f i R ki, RIS AE D FED & 2 v grade 1 DY HLIHAE
BICBVTIE, SHPREANOBMEE TR IEM L ShTwa B JIETHEEIKT B X
OMBEAE S LD AEREZ#T 2 2 L bEZET 5 &, WIRIIZIER 23 [ AR O A
MR S NS,

BREIEY) 2 oSEEE B LC, AERTY AR MR £ 72 13N RS T BN ERE S
BB D 2 WA, BROBESD VI ESRE SR TwE MY F2 ) v
INETERE I X AR RS O 7 OIS 5 N WD H D, R OfESRAHME W
LRIHIN SN2 EE, BERICE EDB I ERFESN S,

AELEBEGOTHE-MWIIABLE SATWwE 2 E25W, WY HVIZHzoT
AN OFEE & TG B R D E v,

(ZE 3]

1) Satoh T, Hatae M, Watanabe Y, Yaegashi N, Ishiko O, Kodama S, et al. Outcomes of fertility—
sparing surgery for stage I epithelial ovarian cancer : a proposal for patient selection. J Clin
Oncol 2010 : 28 : 1727-1732 (L /NJLI)

2) Zanetta G, Chiari S, Rota S, Bratina G, Maneo A, Torri V, et al. Conservative surgery for stage I
ovarian carcinoma in women of childbearing age. Br J Obstet Gynaecol 1997 ; 104 : 1030-1035
(LAJLID)

3) Schilder JM, Thompson AM, DePriest PD, Ueland FR, Cibull ML, Kryscio R], et al. Outcome of
reproductive age women with stage I A or IC invasive epithelial ovarian cancer treated with
fertility-sparing therapy. Gynecol Oncol 2002 ; 87 : 1-7 (L /\JLTI)

4) Morice P, Leblanc E, Rey A, Baron M, Querleu D, Blanchot J, et al : GCCLCC and SFOG. Conser-



5)

6)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

CQ04 o7

vative treatment in epithelial ovarian cancer : results of a multicentre study of the GCCLCC
(Groupe des Chirurgiens de Centre de Lutte Contre le Cancer) and SFOG (Société Francaise d’
Oncologie Gynécologique). Hum Reprod 2005 ; 20 : 1379-1385 (L/\JL1I)

Borgfeldt C, Iosif C, Masback A. Fertility-sparing surgery and outcome in fertile women with
ovarian borderline tumors and epithelial invasive ovarian cancer. Eur J Obstet Gynecol Reprod
Biol 2007 ; 134 : 110-114 (L ~\JLID)

Park JY, Kim DY, Suh DS, Kim JH, Kim YM, Kim YT, Nam JH. Outcomes of fertility-sparing
surgery for invasive epithelial ovarian cancer : oncologic safety and reproductive outcomes.
Gynecol Oncol 2008 : 110 : 345-353 (L /\JLII)

Anchezar JP, Sardi ], Soderini A. Long-term follow—up results of fertility sparing surgery in pa-
tients with epithelial ovarian cancer. J Surg Oncol 2009 : 100 : 55-58 (L/NJL1I)

Kajiyama H, Shibata K, Suzuki S, Ino K, Nawa A, Kawai M, et al. Fertility-sparing surgery in young
women with invasive epithelial ovarian cancer. Eur J Surg Oncol 2010 ; 36 : 404-408 (L-\JLII)
Fauvet R, Poncelet C, Boccara J, Descamps P, Fondrinier E, Darai E. Fertility after conservative
treatment for borderline ovarian tumors : a French multicenter study. Fertil Steril 2005 ; 83 :
284-290 (L~\JLD)

Moore MM, Tewari K, Rose GS, Fruehauf JP, DiSaia PJ. Long-term consequences following con-
servative management of epithelial ovarian cancer in an infertile patient. Gynecol Oncol 1999 ;
73 1 452-454 (L N\JLID)

Morice P, Joulie F, Camatte S, Atallah D, Rouzier R, Pautier P, et al. Lymph node involvement in
epithelial ovarian cancer : analysis of 276 pelvic and paraaortic lymphadenectomies and surgical
implications. J] Am Coll Surg 2003 : 197 : 198-205 (L ~\JL1II)

Morice P, Denschlag D, Rodolakis A, Reed N, Schneider A, Kesic V, et al ; Fertility Task Force
of the European Society of Gynecologic Oncology. Recommendations of the Fertility Task Force
of the European Society of Gynecologic Oncology about the conservative management of ovarian
malignant tumors. Int J Gynecol Cancer 2011 ; 21 : 951-963 (L \JLTI)

Benjamin I, Morgan MA, Rubin SC. Occult bilateral involvement in stage I epithelial ovarian
cancer. Gynecol Oncol 1999 ; 72 : 288-291 (L ~\JL1II)

Marpeau O, Schilder J, Zafrani Y, Uzan C, Gouy S, Lhommé C, et al. Prognosis of patients who
relapse after fertility-sparing surgery in epithelial ovarian cancer. Ann Surg Oncol 2008 ; 15 :
478-483 (L ~\JLTM)

Cho YH, Kim DY, Kim JH, Kim YM, Kim KR, Kim YT, et al. Is complete surgical staging neces-
sary in patients with stage I mucinous epithelial ovarian tumors ? Gynecol Oncol 2006 ; 103 :
878-882 (LNJLI)

y




68

PR SIIE S

Co 05

BRCA1%»%\ & BRCAZEIE AR Z D OLMITHT S
risk-reducing salpingo-oophorectomy (RRSO) l&HE3%
ShBh?

BIEHD 'Y IHEGHIE S UICREBEDHIFHHE > TLDHEERICHL
T, MERERICLDERZRIIC LT, BRRARERZSRARESE
FIEDERREGEFIECEE U TRRSOZ{TD T &N #HREEIND (I —
KB) o

[B&Y)

BRCAI#® % \WZBRCA2 (BRCAI/2) BIZTERZAETHRLMEIIBITLHEEDI
WIEIEIE Y A 7 13 EETH Do RRSO DYNHEIE - INEHE O FEIE ML DA T T3 5%
MY %o

0::57)

BRI EYE (hereditary breast and ovarian cancer ; HBOC) D384 % VP
HHBT, PRI EYERM (bilateral risk-reducing mastectomy) % RRSO A3Fk K
TRIEEIATORTEY, ZOHROBIZTRRSO I L ) IR - IR - FLIEOTIEY 2
IHWA LT WBYY, 284040 BRCAL/ 25T EREHT 5 UMD F— #1235
A 5T F) Y AT, RRSOBOIIHE - JREFRIAE) A 7 13— FHO.21LISHA L
72V ZoXFTFY Y ATRMEN SR TR Tk, BLE3FE0BI%E
WM TRRSO % % 1F 7 h - 72283 N (BRCAI # {5172 %1734, BRCAZ#E (5T 7% 7
1104) @9 B 124 (BRCAIBIETZ¥10%, BRCAZELZTZER26]) \[ZBRCAM
i NEHE O FSIEDHER S N7z D% LT, RRSO % JitifT L72509% (BRCAI#f&T
JEHL325%, BRCAZGEETAERIA%) TIX3HIIEBREATIE L72e SO 3FIT W
Y BRCAIBIZTEREZ L OEMTH o720 TbH, RRSOEDBEIESEDOFAED T
SEEL, S N2 AR SR R 4 B R R LT H B Y,

19744F %> & 2008 4F & TIZ BRCAL/ 28 An T A RV HEGR S N 7224824 % K 512,
RRSO 23Z D% OIS - FNEOTEIEY A 7 K & BIE TR F IS RITT BT 5
R8I 7 % i 6 I 1 A — MAFZERE A ShTw Y, AWF%ETid, RRSOEZ
DHEDOIVEREIERE) A7 %, BRCAI, BRCAZHEIETEREGEZO VTN TH D
BAEOHEZAD L TEIMRL, S HICRRSOBOALFHRSIVHE - IES SIT&TH



CQO05 69

FEHRZ D FRHCRLT S5 CPOBIENIR 4.6 ~8.44) LI T2,

RRSO % EDWEHNIAT ) RETH LI L TIE, WIfEZ I Tw v, —7,
PRENE - INE RO Y A 7KMo BT, BRAFEF 2T IERHMIZ0% F T
TIDOHEESNDD, LEBITORES Lh ke NCCNHA FF 4 > 20144
T35~ 40K D HER T E 7213 FR T b F W I RIE B W 4R i 12 250 < AElT o
RRSOZHEFE L TV %, F 7z, —MRMIZPHRERT T OPPEHS #2213 ROV & ¥ i Fe s
(hormone replacement therapy ; HRT) #1795 Z &2 F L \w2%, HBOCIZBW Tt
HRT OFIEFEAE ) A 7 R RN DB 2 5 IR 2P 204 & L2k
¥ MEBRBOATT, SHOENERAL TN D,

(ZE K]

1) Rebbeck TR, Kauff ND, Domchek SM. Meta-analysis of risk reduction estimates associated with
risk-reducing salpingo-oophorectomy in BRCA1 or BRCA2 mutation carriers. ] Natl Cancer Inst
2009 ; 101 : 80-87 (L~NJL 1)

Eisen A, Lubinski J, Klijn J, Moller P, Lynch HT, Offit K, et al. Breast cancer risk following bilat-

eral oophorectomy in BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutation carriers : an international case—control

study. J Clin Oncol 2005 ; 23 : 7491-7496 (L ~\JLII)

Kauff ND, Domchek SM, Friebel TM, Robson ME, Lee ], Garber JE, et al. Risk-reducing salpingo—-

oophorectomy for the prevention of BRCA1- and BRCA2-associated breast and gynecologic

cancer : a multicenter, prospective study. J Clin Oncol 2008 ; 26 : 1331-1337 (L/NJL )

Casey M], Synder C, Bewtra C, Narod SA, Watson P, Lynch HT. Intra-—abdominal carcinomatosis

after prophylactic oophorectomy in women of hereditary breast ovarian cancer syndrome kindreds

associated with BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutations. Gynecol Oncol 2005 : 97 : 457-467 (L /\JLII)

Domchek SM, Friebel TM, Singer CF, Evans DG, Lynch HT, Isaacs C, et al. Association of risk-

reducing surgery in BRCA1 or BRCAZ mutation carriers with cancer risk and mortality. JAMA

2010 ; 304 : 967-975 (L~\JLT)

6) Rhiem K, Foth D, Wappenschmidt B, Gevensleben H, Biittner R, Ulrich U, et al. Risk-reducing
salpingo—oophorectomy in BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutation carriers. Arch Gynecol Obstet 2011 ;
283 1 623-627 (L /NJLID)

7) Rebbeck TR, Friebel T, Wagner T, Lynch HT, Garber JE, Daly MB, et al ;: PROSE Study Group.
Effect of short-term hormone replacement therapy on breast cancer risk reduction after bilater-
al prophylactic oophorectomy in BRCA1 and BRCA2 mutation carriers : the PROSE Study
Group. J Clin Oncol 2005 : 23 : 7804-7810 (L ~\JLII)

2

N

w
=

4

fy

ol
b




70 H2E JHIE

Co 06
B PESE T T4y X HED 7

O BRR CIREEFMICRDIREFIMCIEEVL (JL—RFC2) .
@ ETEOEENSR, HlRNZENE UcERERE FFillE, REFN
([CRD2FREEEDHD (FL—ECT)

BRI FiZzT3588(1CE, BFERRBARARREZIRINEEEXCEEETR
R\ENBZREMREE L BRRAERZSRAREBEEFIEZMA T —LF
JIFEEHFHIICKD, WHRFERERE UL TITINETH S,

(B#]
OUBE RAVEEES TIIIESE T PIAIE <ATDR T 22, IR IZ S VT bR L
OB EBETT %o

(#735]

EHIIREHE S B IEEB T AT — ¥ v 7 R L BT E ol TIE, BRiE A
7205 NFHIESE 5 P BE AT 2SR ICED W E £ 2 SN, RS T R, il ss
DAL ENE ShTwa! Y, F7, BTN, Redsh Fdssgmnic
I ENFERITIE, BEERE OBIER T OUEIC BV CEEESE TH 5T,
T T AT — VR A% LT HEENS T AR & A HE AT IR R 6
BWT, R AGREIITOEFERIGEENZVE STV Y 2% BEFMIC K
N, PNBES OB A RISR S 5 £ T AMERT 2 o — VR AR
THLEV)HEED H3d ) HEFR E TS 2IERTV S EFSVEEn, —
JITNCCN A A B 54 ¥ 20134EMITIE, MIES T TMI, Wi oh, &
TR 7 A5 3 2 AT VS 2 IE BN LT3 2 OFRER S 5 7 di ARHIESS 8 M R34 & & At
FEENEL L LTWY, KHO [HEARARSETR A K74 > 201348 T3,
HARPERHm AR S R BT - H ARNESEINEH - S EAMRAERE & H A N FHiE
BrE G AR B M 2 R 72 F — & F 723838 HNC X 0 47 ) RIS ELR 0 5
FEPESE T TR 1S, BUEE S TSRS 2 220 OIAIE Tz v e LTw a2, 5512,
JEATIRENE COMENEPNELEE - MARERIUE H 9 U722 JEPESE Rt B A b 2 %
TR0 E2 LT 50, BEREMCOVTRBATIZIED SRR wE LTnEY,



CQ06 71

W LTS, BRI A IEESE T P oS ICiZBEn L 25 5 v ¥ o Ll
BAERA T <, FHAMIRILCZ LW EEL S22\, T 72, B S TREBIGE D &
NTBLT, EFICHES N BRI COBREIRE 2 5,

(& 3Ck]
1) Jung US, Lee JH, Kyung MS, Choi JS. Feasibility and efficacy of laparoscopic management of
ovarian cancer. ] Obstet Gynaecol Res 2009 ; 35 : 113-118 (L N\JLII) B

2) Ghezzi F, Malzoni M, Vizza E, Cromi A, Perone C, Corrado G, et al. Laparoscopic staging of early
ovarian cancer : results of a multi-institutional cohort study. Ann Surg Oncol 2012 ; 19 : 1589-
1594 (L ~NJLID)

3) Lee M, Kim SW, Paek J, Lee SH, Yim GW, Kim JH, et al. Comparisons of surgical outcomes, com-
plications, and costs between laparotomy and laparoscopy in early-stage ovarian cancer. Int J
Gynecol Cancer 2011 ; 21 : 251-256 (L\JLIL)

4) Nezhat FR, Ezzati M, Chuang L, Shamshirsaz AA, Rahaman ], Gretz H. Laparoscopic manage-
ment of early ovarian and fallopian tube cancers : surgical and survival outcome. Am ] Obstet
Gynecol 2009 ; 200 : 83.el-6 (L ~\JLII)

5) Ghezzi F, Cromi A, Uccella S, Bergamini V, Tomera S, Franchi M, et al. Laparoscopy versus lap-
arotomy for the surgical management of apparent early stage ovarian cancer. Gynecol Oncol
2007 ; 105 : 409-413 (L\JLTI)

6) Fagotti A, Ferrandina G, Fanfani F, Garganese G, Vizzielli G, Carone V, et al. Prospective valida-
tion of a laparoscopic predictive model for optimal cytoreduction in advanced ovarian carcinoma.
Am J Obstet Gynecol 2008 ; 199 : 642. e1-6 (L ~NJLI)

7) Park JY, Kim DY, Suh DS, Kim JH, Kim YM, Kim YT, et al. Comparison of laparoscopy and lap-
arotomy in surgical staging of early-stage ovarian and fallopian tubal cancer. Ann Surg Oncol
2008 ; 15 : 2012-2019 (LN\JLII)

8) Spirtos NM, Eisekop SM, Boike G, Schlaerth JB, Cappellari JO. Laparoscopic staging in patients
with incompletely staged cancers of the uterus, ovary, fallopian tube, and primary peritoneum : a
Gynecologic Oncology Group (GOG) study. Am ] Obstet Gynecol 2005 ; 193 : 1645-1649 (L-/NJL1I)

9) Chereau E, Lavoue V, Ballester M, Coutant C, Selle F, Cortez A, et al. External validation of a
laparoscopic—based score to evaluate resectability for patients with advanced ovarian cancer un-
dergoing interval debulking surgery. Anticancer Res 2011 ; 31 : 4469-4474 (L ~NJL1I)

10) Wu TI, Lee CL, Liao PJ, Huang KG, Chang TC, Chou HH, et al. Survival impact of initial surgical
approach in stage I ovarian cancer. Chang Gung Med J 2010 : 33 : 558-567 (L /\JL1I)

11) Abu-Rustum NR, Sonoda Y, Chi DS, Teoman H, Dizon DS, Venkatraman E, et al. The effects of
CO2 pneumoperitoneum on the survival of women with persistent metastatic ovarian cancer.
Gynecol Oncol 2003 ; 90 : 431-434 (L /NJLII)

12) Havrilesky L], Peterson BL, Dryden DK, Soper JT, Clarke-Pearson DL, Berchuck A. Predictors
of clinical outcomes in the laparoscopic management of adnexal masses. Obstet Gynecol 2003 ;
102 : 243-251 (L ~\JLID)

13) Romagnolo C, Gadducci A, Sartori E, Zola P, Maggino T. Management of borderline ovarian
tumors : results of an Italian multicenter study. Gynecol Oncol. 2006 ; 101 : 255-260 (L ~\JLII)

14) Lécuru F, Desfeux P, Camatte S, Bissery A, Blanc B, Querleu D. Impact of initial surgical access
on staging and survival of patients with stage I ovarian cancer. Int J Gynecol Cancer 2006 ; 16 :
87-94 (LAJLI)

15) Fauvet R, Boccara J, Dufournet C, Poncelet C, Darai E. Laparoscopic management of borderline
ovarian tumors : results of a French multicenter study. Ann Oncol. 2005 ; 16 : 403-410 (L /\JLI)

16) Gal D, Lind L, Lovecchio JL, Kohn N. Comparative study of laparoscopy vs. laparotomy for
adnexal surgery : efficacy, safety, and cyst rupture. ] Gynecol Surg 1995 : 11 : 153-158 (L \JLI)

17) Smorgick N, Barel O, Halperin R, Schneider D, Pansky M. Laparoscopic removal of adnexal
cysts ! is it possible to decrease inadvertent intraoperative rupture rate ? Am J Obstet Gynecol
2009 ; 200 : 237. el-3 (L N\JLID)



72

PR SIIE S

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

Ramirez PT, Frumovitz M, Wolf JK, Levenback C. Laparoscopic port-site metastases in patients
with gynecological malignancies. Int J Gynecol Cancer 2004 : 14 : 1070-1077 (L ~\JLII)

Vergote I, Marquette S, Amant F, Berteloot P, Neven P. Port-site metastases after open laparos-
copy - a study in 173 patients with advanced ovarian carcinoma. Int J Gynecol Cancer 2005 ;
15 : 776-779 (L ~\JLID)

Zivanovic O, Sonoda Y, Diaz JP, Levine DA, Brown CL, Chi DS, et al. The rate of port-site me-
tastases after 2251 laparoscopic procedures in women with underlying malignant disease.
Gynecol Oncol 2008 ; 111 : 431-437 (L \JLII)

Ovarian Cancer Guideline (Version 1. 2013). NCCN Clinical Practice Gudelines in Oncology
http://www.ncen.org/professionals/physician_gls/f_guidelines.asp (A4 KZ 41 >)

HARE B i AR BLEE A M. Pl AR BLEE T A7 4 5 4 >~ 20134FR (S5 200, )it
By, 2013 (HAARKZ12)



CQO7 73

Co 07

R PR R AYED 5 NS REBE

iTRIEHE, WHRATR CRIMY - IRRERM - BEOHEHNREEFES (CIF, M
REDESD [CHTPRERIEREN RO 5ND (JL—FB) .

w7O0—Fv— M SH

[B#Y]
PREE O T BV TR < ATD T & 72l sl B AR 0 Bigk & BRFH D THhiaT
T 5,
(28]

W, BB EMRA e & OWEBET, T~ — 7 — TR S R R
HbIUBREBNZIE, M RERERAEZ T 2 & O TE 2 EREREBICHMNT 5 2 L8
MRS ND, T, WANCEEREECEE I SEb e & DirHIC Bk - BERUEY - B
PEDOHZD DD RIEBNIKH LT, WHER Y i RaR R % £ 8T 5.

SRBELHESSIC BT 2 Pililr i, ZOMBEIMREREIC L > TES b, 2O Lh
O, MATEEAM, AT O R g E AT 2 B A, WIS R UeE T B TR
HRHERAENEECTH b, IHEES O REZH OIEB R RRBH L O—F%) X
91~97%, LEMSEREMERE COEZHRIZ5~84% LK (KE44~87%,
FRLIE64~98%), WA & U MANGEE X M BINICH 5 2 AR S Tw B,
KRS, REEPEIESE © 2 o B ARG T,

M R BRI I T O X 9 RBASH 5. —21, FEHIICE D ERTX
BDIERPOSRO NG 20, BREEFRET 2ERZER BT, 7Y rrsh
P2AREATL S L D ISR E TR AR WIAY D 5o FIS, BERZMHENES CHIBIC 2 5
CEDL W, F7, HAREEARZ WSO RLRY) VEENRT T 4 BRI AT
ZWRIZAL (BEAROINHAY, BIER, BAE) % &7 L3 <, BAHIBASH 2
Bahd b, NS OMHPRHEHEEMAEORFICH T2 LTk, T3, Bkzith
T AHBIIEF & UCORBEEE AR 2 42 1 U, $H YR B R s P IRAIT R o R 72 Bl 5% & 4
RIFWELTH S TH Do WEHEIPIEEIMOMKRZLLLEITE, [ v 7 RRE %R TH
RO, ZOEEPARICEHRUIEMT Y, F72, MBI ICLERFREHR R
PEAERE, R, MR OA 8, NPT, sk o A8, ks E oM
JER~ — 7 —) ZMEFEIEZTBL LR, BAIT X o TR IR 62 720 9 BT WL



4

PR IR S

T BRI PR I DT B LB D B0 BEITH LTI, ERLOBRRZMHEIC & <
HHIL, BEBHPEESINGL 2 N2 THE < ZTOM, RIS IZH

ToD

MERE LT, BARRIEEG 2 MM TH 5550 L@ HETH 10em PUF

ThHHYAE, TIRER S VBRSO WSSV LTI EY,

(ZE 3]

1)

3)

4)

5)

8)

9)

Ilvan S, Ramazanoglu R, Ulker Akyildiz E, Calay Z, Bese T, Oruc N. The accuracy of frozen
section (intraoperative consultation) in the diagnosis of ovarian masses. Gynecol Oncol 2005 ;
97 : 395-399 (L~NJLID)

Stewart CJ, Brennan BA, Hammond IG, Leung YC, McCartney AJ. Intraoperative assessment of
ovarian tumors : a 5-year review with assessment of discrepant diagnostic cases. Int ] Gynecol
Pathol 2006 ; 25 : 216-222 (L N\JLII)

Rakhshan A, Zham H, Kazempour M. Accuracy of frozen section diagnosis in ovarian masses :
experience at a tertiary oncology center. Arch Gynecol Obstet 2009 ; 280 : 223-228 (L ~\JL1II)
Akrivos N, Thomakos N, Sotiropoulou M, Rodolakis A, Antsaklis A. Intraoperative consultation
in ovarian pathology. Gynecol Obstet Invest 2010 ; 70 : 193-199 (L \JLII)

AR, REM—, K B AWHZ, =R, OEEE— L PEES S A s
AT, HIm s 2k 2003 5 21 : 328-333 ([/’\1[/]]1)

Houck K, Nikrui N, Duska L, Chang Y, Fuller AF, Bell D, et al. Borderline tumors of the ovary :
correlation of frozen and permanent histopathologic diagnosis. Obstet Gynecol 2000 ; 95 : 839-
843 (LNJLI)

Pongsuvareeyakul T, Khunamornpong S, Settakorn J, Sukpan K, Suprasert P, Siriaunkgul S. Ac-
curacy of frozen-section diagnosis of ovarian mucinous tumors. Int J] Gynecol Cancer 2012 ; 22 :
400-406 (L~\JLTM)

WIS JRRIEE O MYy 7 A JRMEE; O iR dEE I, HEL & R 2011 5 29 © 856-860 (L
NJLWV)

Seidman JD, Kurman RJ, Ronnett BM. Primary and metastatic mucinous adenocarcinomas in
the ovaries : incidence in routine practice with a new approach to improve intraoperative diag-
nosis. Am J Surg Pathol 2003 : 27 : 985-993 (L \JL1I)



CQO8 75

Co 08
B2 I PR & T L7200 ) i 7

BRIEIC k% staging laparotomy h¥#E$H 5N 3 (JL—KB)

w7O0—Fv— M SH

[B#Y]
MHTERAE, A S U < Ul i B A IR & LA T2 T L,
AR BARAL L B\ TIRHRURE & FIB] L 7EBI DO HLY 120 W THRES S 5o

025

SRR I, SR & L CoMITH, BHRT L LCOFMEEREIIEE R &K
FTHHIEDNS, METFMIIBNTE, ETHOREICLELTFREEOMRE LT
® staging laparotomy &, WEHOEEY % BE L 72 KR OMEE =M (debulking
surgery) =179 2 EMEHITH S (CQO1, CQO2E M), Thbh, WINIGHEHIGE
KCOWBRENIRZE OB W, EATHOPE, WEE O KNS FE O Lo %h 5 2
EDIRENT V5,

FEIC BV TIE, Mt R CIRMERR LIS 2 WIS ORI X 0, itk s BRI 7
HIRRA S I3\ TR 2 FAEAT ISR I L 0 & 7 v T A7 — T SN LW EetEDs
Hbo BEOHETIX, N TOHRAT—V ¥ 7P SNREBNIH LEREIZ X 5
staging laparotomy % MifT L72& 25, 16~50% ORI TT v T AT — Y Shizld,
T TAT— Y ORI E 7 o 720 HE OO T, BB, EEsg, BRI,
I »oSH, IS X OB, KHE, SHRE, Zofbr hgEpicbzs Y,
7y T AT =Y SRIERIC O VT, RS LBE R SRR T2 v & F 5 WY
R, MR grade L DM A o728 T 2HEY bbb, Ty TATF— Y ShIE
BloORCHIRICIES OB W b o 725 AR ZD1/3~2/3BEx% b L &
NE39 IR IE S % 3800 7 W RIS OIER 12 22% 127, WIRIGICIEH 4 B~
ERI22.8% ICBO LN EOWEY bHD, Tz, BRI T & HEE S hi R
WZBWTORBEE (- SREIR) V) o R SHADEEERIZI0% /Mt shTwnb
(CQ01 =),

COXHIT, WHRMIZIEEDINEICRE T 5 & & 2 5T bR 72 i i 5 A
staging laparotomy THEFR I N B & — 23V v, AN R ERFEROMIBIZ L 5



76

PR SIIE S

EHRAT =Y Y 7 OBEN S, MEFHTToRAT =T Y I fTbTniwis
121E, ZWRERICBOWTLHIFAICDZ 2B B E L7-HBEIC X 5 staging lapa-
rotomy 179, F 72, staging laparotomy % JifT L 7 %2 o 72 JEBNE S 4T L 72 5E ] & L
L CHIREY A7 255 <, 1IEHE 7% staging laparotomy D E il FHRTFD—>Th
200, HHH T ¥ 5 MMLEGRER OB 2 5 b, MR 2 HifT LT Wik
Cli staging laparotomy DT & D HREB LU Y 2 72 A ZIAET LY, FiEs
staging laparotomy O FE G I ERB M ERICBWTCHEETH 5, %8B, T4 7% staging
laparotomy #4179 2 & ST E WAL, W ARHEE S MK O W 5 Bk R T
THEF) ZERHEET 2B,

NCCN A4 FJ 4 ¥ 20144 BT O ) HVAvREshTH P, —F4T
TFBHIEIC & 4 staging laparotomy % 84 LIS 7% WA, BN RERAWELRH 5 2
EERMELTHBRILFHEZ 6 A I WMITHI L E LTV D. NG HRAT =TV 7H
DRI BT, LFIREOHATA TR OBEIZD %22 THEMED S 51210,

JFEHIE LTI ICB W T FMIC B 2 B0k BT X&Th 5
B, FRDATRERFEBN T LT A 7 VoAb ET %O IDSOA ML REN
TWwWbZensH (CQIAZBM), WRITAWH%OKE M TH O 2R RAARED D 5 %4121,
CHUCHE L2 e & LT HRERIfT 2 O IDS b B S o FIETFAH T 157 A
T=Y Y I T I~V & SN BERNCK LT, YWERTHEE 2 5 b5k
FNEEE D 5 WA X HHIEIC X A debulking surgery OfEfT, YIBRAGEE & 2 S bH5%
FENEBEH D 5 W O\ I R AL F L 6 ~ 8 4 7 VO NEAT £ 7213 R b2 3~ 6 9 A
7 VD IDS DHifT % £ %",

(&3]

1) Young RC, Decker DG, Wharton JT, Piver MS, Sindelar WF, Edwards BK, et al. Staging laparot-
omy in early ovarian cancer. JAMA 1983 : 250 : 3072-3076 (L ~\JLI)

2) Soper JT, Johnson P, Johnson V, Berchuck A, Clarke-Pearson DL. Comprehensive restaging lap-
arotomy in women with apparent early ovarian carcinoma. Obstet Gynecol 1992 ; 80 : 949-953
(L~NJLID)

3) Stier EA, Barakat RR, Curtin JP, Brown CL, Jones WB, Hoskins W]. Laparotomy to complete
staging of presumed early ovarian cancer. Obstet Gynecol 1996 : 87 : 737-740 (L ~NJLII)

4) Grabowski JP, Harter P, Buhrmann C, Lorenz D, Hils R, Kommoss S, et al. Re-operation outcome
in patients referred to a gynecologic oncology center with presumed ovarian cancer FIGO I-1TA
after sub-standard initial surgery. Surg Oncol 2012 ; 21 : 31-35 (L /NJLII)

5) De Palo G, Kenda R, Luini A, Spinelli P, Pilotti S, Musumeci R. Restaging of patients with ovarian
carcinoma. Obstet Gynecol 1981 ; 57 : 96-98 (L NJLII)

6) Garcia-Soto AE, Boren T, Wingo SN, Heffernen T, Miller DS. Is comprehensive surgical staging
needed for thorough evaluation of early-stage ovarian carcinoma ? Am ] Obstet Gynecol 2012 ;
206 : 242. e1-5 (LNJLIM)

7) Steinberb JJ, Demopoulos RI, Bigelow B. The evaluation of the omentum in ovarian cancer.
Gynecol Oncol 1986 : 24 : 327-330 (LNJLII)

8) Ayhan A, Gultekin M, Taskiran C, Salman MC, Celik NY, Yuce K, et al. Routine appendectomy in
epithelial ovarian carcinoma : is it necessary ? Obstet Gynecol 2005 ; 105 : 719-724 (L ~\JL1II)



cQog 77

9) Zanetta G, Rota S, Chiari S, Bonazzi C, Bratina G, Torri V, et al. The accuracy of staging : an im-
portant prognostic determinator in stage I ovarian carcinoma. A multivariate analysis. Ann
Oncol 1998 ; 9 : 1097-1101 (L ~N\JLII)

10) Le T, Adolph A, Krepart GV, Lotocki R, Heywood MS. The benefits of comprehensive surgical
staging in the management of early-stage epithelial ovarian carcinoma. Gynecol Oncol 2002 ;
85 :351-355 (L \JLID)

11) Takano M, Sasaki N, Kita T, Kudoh K, Fujii K, Yoshikawa T, et al. Survival analysis of ovarian
clear cell carcinoma confined to the ovary with or without comprehensive surgical staging. Oncol
Rep 2008 ; 19 : 1259-1264 (L ~\JLI)

12) Trimbos JB, Vergote I, Bolis G, Vermorken JB, Mangioni C, Madronal C, et al. Impact of adjuvant =
chemotherapy and surgical staging in early-stage ovarian carcinoma : European Organisation

i

for Research and Treatment of Cancer-Adjuvant ChemoTherapy in Ovarian Neoplasm trial. J
Natl Cancer Inst 2003 ; 95 : 113-125 (L~\JL )

13) Engelen M]J, Kos HE, Willemse PH, Aalders JG, de Vries EG, Schaapveld M, et al. Surgery by
consultant gynecologic oncologists improves survival in patients with ovarian carcinoma. Cancer
2006 ; 106 : 589-598 (L NJLI)

14) Petignat P, de Weck D, Goffin F, Vlastos G, Obrist R, Luthi JC. Long-term survival of patients
with apparent early-stage (FIGO I-1I) epithelial ovarian cancer : a population-based study.
Gynecol Obstet Invest 2007 : 63 : 132-136 (L /\JLI)

15) Ovarian Cancer Guideline (Version 1. 2014). NCCN Clinical Practice Guidelines in Oncology
http://www.nccen.org/professionals/physician_gls/f_guidelines.asp (4 K74 >)

16) Dizon DS, Restivo A, Lomme M, Charbonneau N, Brard L, Hughes T, et al. For women receiving
chemotherapy for clinically apparent early ovarian cancer, is there a benefit to surgical
staging ? Am J Clin Oncol 2008 : 31 : 39-42 (L ~\JLII)



78

PR SIIE S

Co 09

R SN ML AiEo v I X ik e

O TC#E % (conventional TCEHE) Hs@a<EHSND (JL—FA) .
@ Dose-dense TCEEBEHSND (JL—RB) o

EJO—Fv— M1 BR

[B#Y]
WML FRETHEHGEROL Y 2 ¥ L35 EOERERIZO W TR %,

0257
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% 3WER T THIRIES- L, ZDH%ICH VKR TS5 F ¥ (area under the concentration X
time curve, AUC5%72136) & 1] THAIRIZ 53 %0 x5 WFIE3EH, 644 7L
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1,000/ mm? i, 1f/MEE75,000/ mm® i, dose-dense L' ¥ % ¥ D day 8, 150 /3%
1) % 3 OV BABGIRE S AP P ERE 500/ mm® A, IV EL 50,000/ mm?® i) % Grade 3 LA
LT O MBEHLEDSD 2L EGIEHEGEZEH LT, AHEPRO LN T2 LG 2 MG
L7z FEBMEUF P ERIRAD R 5880 % b 2\ 7 H UL @ Grade 4 DiFhERIRAD, T 7213

*x6 REEOHEEE

Conventional TC Dose—dense TC
Level | HKRTSF> Ny 2% HIVKETZF> Ny 2%
(AUC) (mg/m?) (AUC) (mg/m?)
0 6.0 180 6.0 80
1 5.0 135 5.0 70
2 4.0 110 4.0 60
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ZH)2Y, JHHE & B ITHRBETSEICH SR TW B,

WAL HEE Z AT > T v la~ Talll grade 1, 67HEGIOH L BMKET T, W%
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XhTwz9, F7- staging laparotomy |2 & - CTHEE L721a - b grade 1, 20
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HEFHGEH,S, UEED VAT I5F V20K ST E 7, 19944 DI, KIEZ
FUMZIPHEEIC D W T W DD T ¥ ¥ AEHE SRR B s S 2 w0 %
WRETIT b3 0 DR THELEDF R WHEL A LN TWV 5D, SWOGS501/GOG104
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552EMIC L C, PDSEEE L LNAC (79 F ML ¥ X ) + IDSBED P14 % Hlk
L7z T, OSONY— FH230.87 LIS % VEETE M RBME N TS, A
i G BHE R optimal surgery B H B2 & X ) EORTS55971/NCIC OV13 28k & [l kk
ICNAC + IDSOZL4EERLTWD, LA LAaD S, PDSH S NAC + IDSH: b Tl
FOPRMEA1205TH Y, HTED L OFHHID 5.

AFBTH NAC + IDS & BAEDFHEGHE TH 5 PDS & WK L 7z[kk D T » & A LR
HRERJCOG0602!Y A3 B4k T L, BUEMN T TH b, 4 ZOMELADENAC +
IDS SEHEIHEHE D — D DFRPL & L THEBIN TV TREEEYND 5.
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[B#Y]
Ty LA A HRD: TRARIRDG SN TR DOHEFHML LD IO W TIRES T 5,

(25

INF T S NI 3 B R LRI D W T O RBUBRER IR AER & L C
GOG178#Ex", AGO-GINECO #Ex?, MITO-1:EY, After-6 Y w4585 %,

GOG178 #Ex" 12 GOG & Southwest Oncology Group (SWOG) & »I:F#ERC, 1 -
VZx%E L, /8270 % Ft) (135mg/m? 438%) 12X DML 304 7 vk
By B 1294 2 V5T AT v ¥ 2L LR TH B FEDLE (27761)
DR S N2 T O IRITIC BV CPESICHI S 0055 394 2 VEE2L 4 A vs. 12
A 7 VE28 0 ) AHAL, SWOGORE - aMWiHiZE & X 0 #1203 ) @
THIIEE R o720 LA L, OSICIFAEAENALNTY, Grade 2L LOMRREA3H A
7 VEE15% vs. 129 4 7 VEE23% ERIMT 22 L b Y, #ROMBICHE LT3R
DBEPNBIRIETH 5720 2B, 20094F (2 X N7 BHRR AR Y 2B VTH PFS
T3 A 2 VBELIAA Hvs, 1294 2 VEE22 H B L AR LN, OSICIZAE
FENSH BN D5 120

AGO-GINECO ##? Tixllb~ V#1308 2% e L, FMEFAY (VX¥FH V)

WX BHEFRE AT A 2 VR T BEAT D WIS v ¥ 2 L L7225, PFS GofB#E18.5 %
Hvs. MEFREDARE18.2 7 ) 125 0S (44.547 Avs. 4317 ) IS FREEASN LD 57,

MITO-138Y T3 Ic~VHI273B 2% L L, FETFH Y (VFFH V) ICX D
FREAY A 2 VBT OB AT WEEC S v ¥ 2L L7275, PEFS (W EEE28.4 % H vs.
MEFRRIETELS.2 M H) 12 OSICHHEAIZALN D> 720

After-6 38" TIZIb~ V20081265 & L, %7 1) ¥ ¥V (175mg/m? 3
WX BMERFIRL6T A 2V ETI M ETDRWEIZT ¥ ¥ A b L72A, PFS (i FRHE
307 H vs. MEFREERESA A ) 128 34:0S (86% vs. 78%) ICH A EAIALN L 572,

WA, RN O ARG L L MR LRI oW T D T ¥ & ALIEGK
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BROSERDHE SNz ZORBTIIT ~ D526 % L L, TCHEESHAL 7LD
%, 77 FEN (40mg/m® weekly) |2 X BMEFIIRDE 2404 7 VAT BEE AT
bRWECZT v ¥ 2L L7228, SAELNO TSR (W IREE23% vs. MEFHRERE20%) 12
H54E0S (86% vs. 85%) Wb HHAERAON D ook, MFBERTIIAEEC
Grade 2 VL F.ofliea k. O IREE6 % vs. MEFFIEIERE16%), &G (8.7% vs.20%), K
MREE (52% vs. 70%) D% h otz LM sh, HHEIRRVESRTHEY,

73, GOGI78RERY TPFSOMEREZ/R L7282 1) ¥ FLNiZonTid, HED - N
IR 2 kR & LT, 7821 ¥ FE v H L Widpolyglutamate KV 7 vy 3 UEEME)
INZ ) F XWX BHEFIRE 129 A IV RATHO BT DR WEE LIS Y 7 Akt 5,
0S % FEFMIEH & L5 MMHRBEATOILTEY (GOG212)7, 2o Rasfiizh
2L IHTHb,

Bl TR ERR0 X912, 5REBATTOSOUFITRSNT, GOGL78 RERLIAL O 4
RERTIZPFS T S #HMBEATR SN o 72720, BB S AK % 7L
FREOBRIIGEMEEZ SN, RS2V, L LEE, 5 FHENHEREICE S
HERBRZE O IRE SN TS (CQIBEM).
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PIMIGHE TR ARG ONL Do 7oA DRI ?

EBIEE (CRIEZEECHIRAEE) PRARBRANDSIN, HH5WIE
best supportive care (BSC) hEEENS (JL—RKC1) »

[B#Y]
MG CRAETEIRDHE D N2 o 7258 DRI O W TIRE T 5,

0::57)

PIERE TR EERPH LN WS (7T F F BAHIARIL M platinum refractory)
FHGEDHEETH 52 NCCNAA N T4 201346 T, W) mIbasfe: i A5
17, AZ, F3FHET 2 EICIE, BIRAB~NOZM, BSC, &5 \WIIT5EH % i
WLTW2Y, o HE L LTI QOL OMER: - &3, FEROBMEE—ICE L, K
CIEGHIRICOWVTEE S NL, WROMRAL TR LY, Z0lERMs %Rt
TRLEDRD Y, 5 TEENEREE G0 728 LW EFEO RS D 72012 b Rl 72 ik
RBEAOBMHALENLT, BRREBR BSCOM, H5VIZBIMAEE (FiinR) %
79 HWHE, BEOPS, WEIA, ERZE EICEDOCTENWICTIRETH), &
BOMFEWMIIDVUEETH b,

BIEE ORI EIARE L LEMEDO 2 VD DO ZEIRT 2L L b2, HMEEELT
AN X 2R 2 BIRT 2 LD DH 559, Lizdto T, HEFLHFEET, HHERT
PRBBTRE R L Y X U AHERE S B, NCCNH A FF 4 ¥ 20134 Tk, 77 FF
AP TH LG EOET I F FHAZECHABEREL LTFEs T2V, TR
YAk, FAYEEY, VRY—=AERFVLET Y, RS ) SN, FRT
Ay (VFTHhY) O6FIZHERLTnE05, EFORHEIWTNIFAFLEEZON
% (CQ26BM). 72, T REMAEECEME—~NY X2 T2 R LTwEY, 7
Z T BHIAISE - HRPUE BN 3 5 B — R PRI KRR TH 5720, Hx~ OIEF
EIRIREAEREZEZWMEL DO A DBHBLEEAVTEGENS I EDHETDH
b0 7T F FHEAASIGNEINHE TR T 2L FELEOFRMEE, CR & PRI stable
disease (SD) % Jil 2 7= disease control rate (DCR) TEHliT %Xz & H %, SD
THHTHLZLERBHEIIMELTLSL) ZLIEETHY), SDOIREZEERIRY
EMICHERF T A5 228, HRMWICEFORERICORNELEEZ OGNS,
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WA CRABMIE SN VAL, BH 0 QOL MR AEE I NS, I
Pie &l & L2 BGHRIC ﬁﬁW%KﬂE?Néﬁﬁhm,%ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%kbtm%
BUEROARERIRE Sh w21 7 FHEBEEAIC X 2 M, Zo%ok
PF2E 7% & ORI & B AERIC  BAEIIE R SMRHT R 7 &1 X 0 BRI IS 6 L
E%@@l%ﬁ&5:k@&wlv BT 2LENH L (CQIORM) . Rk
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BEERIE (hypersensitivity reaction ; HSR)

ONTUFFEIEEDTFTVRAICIEFHSROU R IDH DD, Rl
FENWBZTD (JU—FA),

@ AIVIRTSFVICKD HSRZRIE UCBEBICIFRIHRELEL (T TIFER
DURIHEL, HEHNDEELHBIEFEESENEBIND (JL—R
Cl,

E(ESRAEIR (B, T

DEBKICHUTIERIET DHA RS54 VZSRO L, HIHEIZEICFER
9% (JU—RA) .

@ BED TRICIFIERFIONRABEZITD. tICEHIEZREDEEFITIE
HR, NMRARESEERHOBENEEEZTD (JU—RA),

SRR - REMIFPERRIME
WINTDHA RS54V ZESRO L, HEEYG-CSFREIZBYICHERT
5 (JLU—RA),

=1:9)
LI AT ) BUSTER T N EAHERR LRIV TRE T %,

0::57)

LFBEIC LD AERLZOTE LD L LCRBEERES (HSR), HAbZER (K,
THD, L CEREH - BEMELF R IERRAEDET SN B,
HSRIGEKRZAEFLO—DOTHY, X7 ) ¥ XL VITRYBER, A VETTFF
IBIIFREENC G &N D, 287 Y F RV OB SUS IR F 721k 2 [ H o512
%, &L OKBE, HIR, MR, PR, siE, RInE s ST 5, F
Bl IZ i de sl e SN, ol TG 300 T ¥ A5V v 20mg, 7=FI
S50mgZHiFE LY 72 K93 50mg % #1453 % short-course premedication
DM > TBYY, TNIC K % HSR OB IZERRED &0 4.7%, FIEIZ0.7% &
WEENTVEY, FEZFENITBWT BRI 5 45 1R TR 2
LTIRI9AH 14 NICHSRAVSSAE L 72 L OHiE b H Y, Nt 4 FLILIZHSR O fek
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Db ERBMLTBLLER DL, 77 FFRANEEOHSR & LTid, # VK
TIF LB DOPRENT, LERG 21T 2B L2 0% v (6~211M,
SEH&M) o Rk L7z2%27 ) v )UIC X 5 HSR OFEIRISHN 2 T, MoEtig, &5k, N,
Wi, B, THRRESERERNSALND, KB r—ZA2 ) —X2X5E, W
KT T F v % BEHRG SNIIEBIOR10% ([ZAEL S & 3hatY, BETREEE, 7
Z F F WA T WM FH S THSR AT A et mw?Y L2 6h5b 2L Th
5o MIEIEORALIC L Y S RELHID H 2705, £ 381 7 VEINICT UV HSR
PRIELTLEI 720, FTIFFRANNOLE, 075 FFBA~DOLEETS i
BAERETY % EATbNb. HTTFFRANNOEEIE, 7T F F 8H 2 5

HUHMEDT TR L %5, MO T FFFRBANDEH IS AT FF 27, 74
75F Y CHVWERIEORE L H LD, WTNLEMARAD L TV ALANL
V. Y RATTF UADEHTEE R HSRAHHR LT L2FIRY, 257 7F v~
OEHEIHEIRTE WV ETHHE? LARBH SR INT WS, BUEE#E LTI
KL CHRHSNTWDLHETH L0, EROFE, $5771, HSRIMBIROMIL % &
B L SNDLHERELEEF - TELT, kI Lils L 7a b a— Vv TirbhTw
LONBURTH B0 AITIIIET T FFHAND 5 VIO T T FFRANEE IS Z
ENL R, HHE - BEECHTLIERLA V74 —LF - a2 FPLETH
%o F I 5 CCALYPSORERICBWT, /$2 ) ¥ F Ll EDMAabe L
LT0EULETYRY =2 FF VIV E L Y EDMAGDLREIZHANVEKET 5 F » DHSRH
Dl T HEY 2, WY LRHREOL EAINVKTTF L 2T ARIPLHEET S
T L CHSRZZWNZHHICE 22 L 3285 a3 hTwni,

LB L TIRBEICH A FI A UFHTENTBY, P ARIOREIZ X ) EE -
SRR - WRRE - AR (M) VA ZICHEENS, ENEFNOY A0 UCEEIIC
HInE# 2 & AT 59,

THID LIELITEEZ L L 2P AROAEERRTHY, LEHMHTHLIL
o, WY REIEHN RSP LETH L. GHHED RV TRICH L Tidu T I FEEH
BRI CTH B0 PHITINA T, W&, PSOEAL, F83k, RliE, ks, i,
Bk E2 A0 LTW AR, ABoOL, i, PUREERG % R ORI G5
BBBEEENLY, £) ) Fh kB FHBRICERELTLZZE0H), THAD
MIBIREETH D, 1) /74 VISR L EREO FRAD ), RO THIZa
U SEBETT PR AR TH B, ASCODHA K4 219 izt bL i
RO RT3 FEERBNIRT 2 ZRALFHE E S TW 5 2085, RIBTILPRBREH A3 7 Vo

BRI - SEBMERF P ERIR AR RIS L TH AL KA 2T s RlAT S T
B, PRI G-CSF #A 2 @UIAEH LR LIT9 o

ZFOEPOFERZLE LT, VRY—=MMEFF YV E Y VIFTFRERRERONLR &
DRI A EFHED BT 5 2 OIEEFLETH 5,
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PIMHEAHED L < EFRAEBII R 9 5 mReE & LT
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EFREEHALT, TLZORMESRAS UTON/NNYAYTHERBEIN
21, ERTIRICE, EELCREEROEEEEFROE-F—HDLR
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IRRRTG IR L L CON TR O A M2 BRETY 5.0
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JUEIE TR OMFBFEIN T B0 FEMNEHEIIRN T AR T TH b, XNV AXT
&, ML PR B KT (vascular endothelial growth factor : VEGF) ZkF3 % Pk
ThY, KIETH RN, WK, WAL TREINTVULEHFTH S, 2013411 1
WZATIPEERE R 5 B RDHE - A A B MO ARFEANE S Lz,

INFTIT, PIEIEICHT 5 T v ¥ ALt ERIZ 4 2T b I Cnw b,

MEMLSRE B 2 "N Y X< T OREWN 2 FRRBIE, GOG218#ERY & ICONT
REY TH Do GOGSHERY M - VHIZ MR EL, 7—21ida>y bo—VEEE L
TTC#: (conventional TCHEW:) 694 7 MIZIZATT IR %E TCHE2H A 7L
HE D WEEMEE15HHHE ETHE, 7223 TCHE6H A Z VITMATRNY X
715mg/kg, 3% TCHELE2Y A 2 VH» L TCHEER TH T THRY, 7—231%
TCHEB6T A 7 VITHRZTNNY AT 2294 7 VH X D HEBEMIBIG A HH T T&%
59%, LWH3T—LDOFHAL Y THolze MREFT =23 vu— i (7
A1) 1S LT, AEICPFS®O38 7 ADEER L 75 L7275, OSIZEZ RO D572,
ICON7#ER? 1 GCIGIC X W FibN 7z T v & MLl CTH Y, I~V EHHe L
TNz 79 R2HOL V2T —20FHA 2T, I M a— VHOTCHL,
TCHEEE + "N Y A 7T H (TCHEIIANY LT 7.5mg/ ke % 3HEIEIHER L, TC
WHERTHANY X 72 FARTIBEEII36HEM (1294 27 0) HH5THEVHI LY
A V) Tirbhz, ERIITCHE + "NV A THNRPFSZ2 1.7 HERE L7 B%
RESE TS, 77 F F AR UFRBEGC, GCHE (FAY Iy + ANVKT T F
V) W LTONNY X T O EREEIHER SN, 75 F F BHGE S
TY, fLFRIEICANY X270 L REREI MR S Y,
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PLEX Y, SESEOMEEE, 7T FF BARZEERY, 797 ALY
L, EORMIZBVTOERNY AT O EEEREIRENTZ & LR D05, Atk
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WV, F72, RIS, EIRIEE A ER L LT GOG218 3RS L 7225,
FEBHITCHE + XY A= THEFFBEFIC B S NEGNIE D55 1261 T, RIFTH
NNY A TG OFEFIIMD TROLNTWEL I L ZRHE L TBLEXH 5,

NNY X TIPS AR L IA & W2 5208, BN ERRAEERRE LTt
BEEIL, MARZEREE, ML, SIGHEEERIE, m, AR, Bl BRERH], EAYE,
I o Mk OIS, WSRO ENEERER, Yav 2y, 7374 5% —, WEMN%
MR PERUNIERE 72 S HE SN TBY (R7), HHTLEIIE, HEZBEERE
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O BGIGHEE D B 5 BEHE IR IEEIRE SN TWzD, ZRTHHLEICET
HEFRG (7L - Bl - i) OBEIANY A TRET34% L. T RE (1.7%)

x7 GOG2I8HBRICHEF BN XY TICHHENEEEER

TCHEE + NNY XY T 15mg/ kg —> NINY XV T#fEFRR 5 3
"G5
2FEB] EAES
R M RBIE 608 12

FEERE #£Grade | Grade 3Bl E | £Grade | Grade 3L E

AL IL 12(2.0%) 10(1.6%) 0 0
JIEEES 19(3.1% 18(3.0%

MEBRE s | B0 | MG | 0 ;
15 I 196(32%) | 60(9.9%) 3(25%) 0
BUBS AR AE 22(3.6%) 10(1.6%) 0 0
i HAESR LA O L | 223(37%) 12(2.0%) 6(50%) 0

AR Al R 14 1T 3(0.5%) 1(0.2%) 0 0
HER 51(8.4%) 10(1.6%) 2(17%) 0
L 12(2.0%) 8(1.3%) 0 0
pp— I BRI A 580(95%) | 528(87%) 12(100%) | 12(100%)

FEBNENF R ERIRAE | 27 (4.4%) 27 (4.4%) 2(17%) 2(17%)
JEYLE 225(37%) | 55(9.0%) 4(33%) 0
9 o Mk AN G 3(0.5%) 3(0.5%) 0 0
Yavy, TF745% Y — 2(0.3%) 0 0 0
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