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(E. interval debulking (cytoreductive) surgery (IDS, ICS) )
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(F. second look operation (SLO) )
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(A. {L2mEICET 2AEOES )

PRERCAEENETNDTIEE TH D, —RICETEOEEI S, BHETHLE
LIEBRTZ NS5, SLDEMAIEAREDHRE L 5, (ELEREODBENE Z DR
TREHEARIICHEEL, TaSICHIZEL 1

A& E BERBEOR LEZBNE L TITS OE1EE
first-line chemotherapy B
et EE MEFMICEL > T, £ RBRFRIERICIRE

neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NAC) FiNEEFROE EAEEZBRE L TITHEREE

M bEBE BRFRICRIPEEE BN E LTI EEE
maintenance chemotherapy/
consolidation chemotherapy

TR EE BREBEXYER{tZEEICERERL 25E
second-line chemotherapy 175 e’ E
(salvage chemotherapy)
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(B. YELZEEE  first-line chemotherapy )

SRS TN T B AR LR 1 & % Y L BE L 75 F FREAOHERET, KEOL
HOELTINTYEE1I(T) ENNKTTF > (C) DHFEE (TCHEE) 7' 5,

< IX7 YA XL 175~180mg/m? &45E, day 1 (3R5EIES)

TCHEE . -
(7VLFM - HNKTSF L D AUC 5~68iE, day 1 (1 BRIHES)
tRE3~4BERBET3~6T 17
. <IN 1) 2% 1)L 80mg/m? BT, day 1, 8, 15 (1 BEERS1#RE)
dose dense TC&EE . -
(5L —F B) “ANKTZF L D AUC 68E, day 1 (1 BFREIS)
FR% 3BERTE~9U 1 7L
XU b

MEMEZEEEDEE (X 2-2)

L.

1980 4EDIRE, AL HHEC T AT I F U AEAESN, Y70 F-A773I K+ F
FUNEY Y (T RYUTIA YY) + T AT 5F >0 3K (CAP #:)
O HEAHE L7 (GOGAT) Vo 2Dk CAPHEMEE CP#iE: (Y 70k 27 7
SN+ RTITF V) DT T MMEBRABRA T SIS, FFyred
YEDMAEDETIE, FRICENRLSHERZOADH NI EIZED?,
FEVILE D Y 27 CPHIEOH IR S MRS & o2 Y
ZD%, TPEE 7YXV +TATTF V) L CPIEEDT v ¥ 2L
BGABRA AT S 7z TPEDEEEMRTOAEMFARTOARIEY, 20
BRVEATR SN, TPHEAREREGRRE o725 Y,

TIFFHAE L TCHNKTIF U ETVATSF 2 K LIGE, PUEE
WMHIIF LY ThH 205, HBHEOBRE @HEMEICE D I VR T FF 2 HHRINE
N5HZENL W, BlIzIE, TCHE:L TPEEZ b L /- HRABR TIEmE D
WIS EDN e h o 720, BREOW T TCHRENENRTEY, ThrxEie %
572870 KITH, HAAIBIZ TCHETORE - REMWEHAT D72
DEFRE TR AT S 2810,

D Eo#EE» S, BUETRMBIEEREE LTOE - ERIZ 7)) ¥ F L0
(175 ~180mg/m?) + # WK 75 F » (AUC 5~6) D3~ 485 <,
6 A4 2 NVTHbH, 72721, interval debulking surgery (IDS) Jitif7 7% & D
BRERESICEIA 7 VENTAZEbH b, B, 87 1) 7 FELokh
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X 3WER R G s h s

5. TCHEE X W B AL IRLEOH LWL T X Y OMET D721, TCHHE
R DVERRT 2T 5RO EIOEFE N 72, 3HOHEE, 2o
TR OER 2 & AP 2K HBEED S 7 — 2 T4 312EM 2K L 725 ~
5 LALHEGRER GOG182-ICONS 281iifT S L7278, FH#ERETH 5 TCHEER
FHEAEFEROUFHZIZEDL IV A LVIZBWTHRDLNTES T, HRAMIC
b TCHRIENSEERFRETH L 2 LIZEb Y Fhdho7 1,

6. IS B I L LTIk GOGIS7 B Y b iF b s, Zhid
Ie, T, BIOEGALT2IZHMBIED Ta, IbEHEMZ E2 5 e L
729 ¥ ¥ MMEEEGAER T, etk TCHELZ 3V A 7 ViEfr#EL 6394 7
VHGATEER CHAEHIRRZ B L7zo 394 7 VEE27T%, 64 27 VEE19% &
BB THIEEIR2/3IELT LTVt A WICAE R TIE o lzs 0
%, K¥B R 2507 v % AMEILEGER (ICON1, EORTC, ACTION) %5%#k
HUIO Ko, RSN A WAL O A AR SN, Thabb,
7T F R AR L U bR SR & R L 0 T v ¥ A4kl
BGABRIZ X > C, 79 F F8AE W 7ALFEREIC X 0 BRI BICE
ENBEVHIERTH o720 72721, W% 7 surgical staging = 17 - 72 sub-
group CTIXF AL ARED T T RICEDR o722 &0, HE % stag-
ing®b & THET ¥ ¥ LML % 1T 5 LBV H 5,

7. TCHRG:ZBEHEREL LB NS ~ 7 2L O #5132 JGOG3016 24
EpsmElcdh ), ik E dose dense TC (dd-TC/weekly TC) #i:1&
iz ZR LTV, EOMOmM I IEEEE LD TCHELE L FHETH - 72,
ZRNFIIMAE L DITH NN THEEX RO LD o728, M5 A A7 IR X

RS -

CPA/DXR (CA)
1 GOG47 (1986)

CPA/DXR/CDDP (CAP) CPA T S /OKRT 73R
DXR: F¥UILESS
| Goasz2 (1989) CDDP : ¥275F>

CBDCA : HIVETZF>
CPA/CDDP (CP) PTX : /X9 1) &% 1)L

GOG111 (1996) DTX: P&t
0V-10 (2000)

PTX/CDDP (TP)

l GOG158 (1999 ASCO)
AGO (1999 ASCO)

PTX/CBDCA (TC)
SCOTROC (2001 ASCO) / \ JGOG3016 (2008 ASCO)
DTX/CBDCA (DC) weekly PTX/CBDCA (dd-TC/weekly TC)

2-2 IEFTCREDKHELEEENEE
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dd-TCHTIOHN AU LA BLREEZED T, Ll L REEDOL T Y
a v ELTHEREIND, 41, dd-TCH Lz & —BIROEAERE & LTz
TAH70121E, TEFVALNVEEDO OO KRBEERREIC X 287
— Y BUETH D, 75271 ¥ F XD weekly ¥ 5 EBIGE < LT
WS, BRER TR AN AEETHLLEEZ LN S,
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(c. TCEED=E )

1. TCEEADEZIREIERF
INT)BXEIN—>HIVKRTSFLDIETHRS TS (FL—FKB),

2. WVRTZFLDHR5E
HIVKTSF L DIBEEEHICIE mg/m? Tld i < AUC (area under the concentration
X time curve) # W3 (L — K B),

3. TN EXEIXRHIVKTZF A ILBEMERIC (hypersensitivity reaction ; HSR)
PH37-0, ARENBIGVDETHD (JL—KA),

XU b

1. X2V FFEVDI)VT I VRAZVATTF L HBICHEGTHE25%KT T
bo TDD, N7 )X ENVITERNT S LD EE LG M 2 553,
RN FFRENRIZYATIF v 2G5 THEENEMT L ENTELY,
L7zAoT, @A77 ) FFLVeHhG LBV ATSF LGV
RKTIF 25T 5,

2. WNVETSFOHE AUCIIH T 5 I 5- 80813 Cr-EDTA 7 )
T I YATHIRETH HHY, HEZHTIE Cockeroft® % Jelliffe? i
(23D CRERKIE MR (GFR) S D720 Ofiifiik % b 212 AUCZ 5§ 5
ZENL W,

CalvertIC& B2 DWIVKRTZF % 58=HE AUC X (GFR + 25)

GFREH D - DEEEE

GFR= {98 — 0.8 X (F#—20)} /MiE7 L 7F=
X {RRETE/1.73 X 0.9

GFR= {(140 — &%) X A&} / (72 xMiEI L7
F=>)x0.85

Jelliffe (1973) ¥

Cockcroft (1976) @

3. [HILE DS L OBMEBH OS] (B LT3 28-V-F. BIEAR RO 1) # ik
PR 5 % 2o

1 f:TCEEIDEES

1) AUC = 7V L CIREMHEPITHIT BI2% 2,

2) HNET T F v LAMF O MR R AUC L 0HMET 2%, BIfEE T
HNVKTFF G5B VT, mg/m* & AUCD T ¥ ¥ MEIEEEBRIZELE L 2 At
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FROBEATHANKT T F G ROFERIIE AUCHHER S NS,

3) FELOfEETEBICH SN S AUCHEHE o BEE AUC % 20% % T [0l % n] REdk As4E4
Thtws?,

D RZ )XV EDIHBEO A IVETTF > OFE# AUC DEEFEIIHET STV,

5) M7 L7 F=vo@EIc I 7 L7 Fo /EcES NS 2 e Eh T, H
Mk Tor L7 F = EEEHRLTBL I ENRET LW,

6) - PHIRIEE (594 7 Vi) I L Tl — M2 k813 0w as, £ < DR TIZ 7
L — F 2Ll Lo Basil (G rp k% 1,500/ mm® A, M/MEEL 75,000/ mm® i) % 7
L — F 3P LOIEMEHELEA D 2 5651013352 EH L <, WE RO 5NTH L 0HkS:
FIGAED SN b,

TG EOETFRLEGIEOLETIH LTD YT ¥ AW T 2 was, TCHED
T & 72 o 72 Bk T O IRABR O iR HEHE S T R, ZhICHE U THiAT S W2 AFTO
iR 3R (JGOG3016 3k © tri-weekly TC vs. dose dense TC) @71 b 2 — W {Z3D<
RSN BTSN D ESEE L b, JGOG3016 BT, kAT
BB bbb w7 HEMU Lo 7L — F4oifmekgd, /2137 L — F3oHmfEm
289 /MR A B L < 13 10,000/ mm? Kl D M MR AIRD 5N 72BIZIE A VR T 5
F Y OBEOFREL L, 7 L— F2U EoMRHEI A L72BE 10387 ) 4 2o
WA R L LT be JGOG3016 sk 5L EII TERDOEBY THD, T2/ L —
F3LLLOMREEEAFEEL, 7L — F2LIFIEEE L Wik asEoEsicix, X271
7 XN EPR LR FEOD, HEVIE RS FEU~OREHREER LS ZESND,

B

JGOG3016 tri-weekly * JGOG3016 weekly * (dose dense)
Level HIWKRTSF> X7UZXHIL HIWKTSF> NX7JszXHIL
(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

KETHT ¥ & LB 7T b a—v X )51
* JGOG3016 s b 24 p. 34 £ 0 511
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(0. BENIEILERADA T3 Y )

TS LMEEBHBROBERICEDVWT, UTOREENF T3 e LTHITFS5N 5,

Rt xtIl+HILRTSF>
(DCE&EE) (JL—FKB)

- R4 *F+JL:60~70 mg/m?
- HIVKTZF > AUC 5~68%, day 1,
tid%® 3~ 4 BRERTHEES

AT FUBE|(JL—FKC1)

Eel

DIWKTZFBE| (JL—FKC1)

- Y RXTS5F > 1 75~100 mg/m?
Eele

- HIVKTSF > i AUC 5~68E, day 1,
tie% 3~ 4BRRTERE

IXU b
1.

DCHEIE (R XNV +AINKRTTF V) & TCHEE(SZ7 ) X+ Hv
RTIF ) LT 57 v ¥ 2 LHEEEER (SCOTROC ; Scottish Ran-
domized Trial in Ovarian Cancer) T, ZExhE, M TEALEHARM (progression—
free survival ; PFS) TM#H 242 o Lh o7V, DCHEEDOEM FH~D
TWHEHEE L TR, RIS O G IHEAfER S BRI LT
X, DCHHEDEIRNEZE SN S,

RHENY 72 TCHEER DCHEEDAMI B IR D CAPHIE (2 7 ah X7 7 I F
+REINET V(T RYUTRA YY)+ AT TF V), CPHRE (Y7 usk
AT 7IVN+TVRTIF V), T3 7T FFHADNH TSNS D ICONI K
BoOF =212 RV TR EFRAOMBICEZBO VI EH6Y, &K
FLELTCEHFEEOL LT T FFHADOARERENF T a v E LTRIRL
72

(& k]
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(E. #H@R%ZE L IBL2EE04 T3 )

BB DILFEEDEREIZLETH 51, ERMRAREPHRMEREICH L T, EEM
SRERES ST 2R EREEE LBASLUDTALEIET AR ELEFESATLEW
(JL—=FC1),

dXV b

BRI & R P i | AR PR R BN IR S LB TP AFNC X %)
KA S PR EDHE SN TV 5, BRI AT TlE24% V%2 5 5 &
SRR ISR CHE 2 DT 5 A, WK ORSRRERIC 31T 2 WL BRE O
BHEEIEH 8% MR LK, FREEFREDS T R TOMMBBICBE VW TRD AN TH 504
WHCTH 5o WHITERI T 2AL¥ 0 ZR)=1: CAP/CP T 11 ~45% %7,
TCHEHT22~56% 78 L ST b, TCHETE ) BRI L OHEDS
LEHINTEY, BERETIIHMBIRIE N LT TCHRESHERIN L, —H, 1
V) 275 v DSHRIBLIREE 2 in vivo, in vitro CHRITH B EHE SN Kk
HTEIAV ) THhY+ AT 5F 2 (CPT-P) OB B RARIICE ST X
7242 g T T bR S KB A T HIOTESE T CPT-P#6E#E)S TC
FEEBE A A7 A3 % BUFCa D Y, optimal (23R T & 72 T~ IV BB
R & CPT-P#i:biid TCHEERICIL, MR AFIEZICRIFCTh o2 #i
Tt T > 7 2L TAHRERTH 5 JGOG3014 :KERTHINNE [ e~V &2 4129
Mk e LT TCHEE 032 ) # 3£ 180mg/m* VKT 5F > AUC=6) &
CPT-P#EE (L) 2 5%~ 60mg/m? dayl, 8, 15 + ¥ 275 F >~ 60mg/m* dayl) ®
iR A2 AT o 748 R, M EALIMIE CPT-PHRIETRR R TH o 7oA HAER
o9 ZoOMBEEREE A, HIAHREBRE LT TCHP: & CPT-P#id: % LK
T B ERNT > & MMEEEEER (GCIG/JGOG3017 k) ABUEE S Twa 17,
PR BERS PR E 1L, AFICB T EEURNEREOHN13% 2 Hos L b
23V, BREATINERE IR TR L R L OB REECTH Y, KB
U LT 2D S OEBBAL W EAVRE X TWw2 ¥, BRI
R PRGN & WS N E B DAL LA HRIL 12,5~ 26% > 1920 & b THE
W EDRHE SN TV S, BURTIIEMERE TORRICHEV TCHEDHEIE I
BB, Bl EHREIER I N T WD, RIFICBWT, HILEEICAERE Shb
FEHYTTF B LSO REEOF T AIERER Y I HRE R % L
THbITWS, £72, GOCEETTCHEL T FH Y TIF Y, ARV IE
YPERERE L S OMFITNRNY A= TR Z 72 48 % iR 5 EI Y 56 T AH AUk
BEbNTVnE P,
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BITEAXM R THEE) LTI, (EEBREDFTERICHICT 5D EHREEDEIR
ICHICT 20D EICH T O N D, IIEE(LFREEERT 5 L&, DEGHEICKHE
BEET Do

1) BEMERIERR

1.

INTYRXEILE EDE XY D EIFIC I BEMRIS (hypersensitivity reaction ;
HSR) DU X7 H & 2 /=%, BIRFENEIVETHS (JL—FK A,
AWVKTZFLHEEDTSFFHUAANERERSTSHEHSROY X I HY), FIE
BIIARENE ST TRBREDY R 705, BBRERSPHENDEEL £
ETH3 (JL—FA),

jxyh

RIIH b BEIC L 2 HEHLO—DOTH Y, EHPIHELR T VWS
4377%@@ F IR G- O%, Lo TBh, RERURER, %
HIRRER & X L TR SN D 2 ED% v, 2327 ) ¥ F 2 )VITRIASERL, AL
KT 7 F V3HRNIERN I N, R EORZ L5 EHFT 5 (F2-5),

1 & EFHMOBES
1) % %4 > 5

X7 ) & F VI THRERICB W CRIIELR LOWE, 1394 7 V44 70 TrL—
F3F72F4D HSRAPHI L7z TORIITI VRSV Y, V72V RIFIY, YAFIUIC
L BRI EEAIT) LTI NI NVEUETLIZE TS, T0FA 2 Vh T L—FR252H9 4 27V
OHE, TR, HEEL bR IALY,

MW ORIBEIE 12HERIAT & 6REBIRTIC TR 25V v 20mge Y72 K53 v50mg%
Wk S8, HEGEMICTFEY 252 20mge V72 F9 3 50mg 2T s v b
DTH o727 H, WK 27204 WAL S R, ERTOBHES T TF ) Wi s —i
M7 o T & 7o BEB R ILERBRIZIT DTV AR\, R O#ED A T HSR O IF B
HEDAT%, FIEIX0.7% LD 283BIDr — A3 — XV BSHEXRTBY, DA
FLKE R IENHB R D & T, Z D% O RBUER IR AER T AT OBHE D & TAT 9 B3N
— R 72 5 72,

FE&FLNMIIBNTY, 755 TIHbN BRI 2 58 THRB T LW i3 %
—PLrorb ZAI9ANI4NIZHSRAFIE L 7Y ZORBTIE FE ¥ 3L i3 4H
100mg/m* TITbM T 5 2 &%, BUETIIIEH R FEHKE LTAT O, FA OV —F >~
THHGENTVWEIEREVD, ZOF—FE2FDTENTIIDLILIRITEL VA, F

RS -
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L7 FLUHEKO HSRICEBT2HXEIP e oo, Wiglsrd s 2 L IidiB#L Tk <
VBB 5o
2) 75 FF 5

T FFRAPEEOHSR & LTE, VKT IFLICEBDDOPRENTH S, TTF
FIEZVEFFA T U C AR G- 2 T o 2SI E LD 2 0% L, KB r— 23y — X2
Yok, HREINVKETTF V2GS NIHERIO 10%FEE> O I1I2EL 5 L S,
EEITREHME LT, FF: 9 VBANCK S HSR &, 7T F 85K C HSR DS5E L 72
Yity, WS TIE HSRATHHET 2 MRS WY L 2 b b, iz mibd 52
ECHBEGWRERBDL D LD, L RETA 7 VUNICHUPHSRARELTCLE I 20, O
T 5FFRH~DEE, @QANVKTS5F V2L % HSROBE, VAT TF ~DEHETY,
OB ER S T % Eavib s, DI, BRIMEFOESE, 7757 FRZHEHETHIUL,
75 FF WA OHES TEMEIRK (75 F FBHZHES LT W2 EMU Eoga
60% LY it sh, 7y AMULERBRICB WY, 7T FFRAOHEES kT T FF
BIFNNZ L~ B4 T A I (progression—free survival ; PES) 28F i Iz &b & ¥ h
25 720, WE~OHEMVEDH TIPS 5 WHEN DS % HAHEIZ 4 2, @ TR

£2-5 NJUAXEILBEICHIVRTSTFICL 288 MRS

AV o )7 AIWVKT FF >

Wi #14% #12%
SERERF - I F 22X 2 H o 5L W - RIRGHBICTIET 5
- e iZ 8 M H (HEPH © 6~ 21 1A])
- 9L D MBI T CTiE R <, 304D
ECTHIET B & B (50%)
JE IR - EHOFBE, BIR, MEBE R, 0 - WA ZC, e, EERE, W, MW
BIE, ERmEZRE A, W, THWAREZEEREREALNS
W5 AT UL PG5 EIT5729 2 COFEED - ZLOYEAT A V54 EOME % 1T
WHETH B SeDBLOFHEGTHRIET DT, Fk
- WE 2B RE R LERI T, B3R TH 5
Nt s Fencd BMEBHKe T 3E - BUSERE TR G52SR TH 5 & Ot
[FE A=A Wb
CHANKRTSF VBV ARATTFUIEE LT
BUReTH 2 L OMEND 5705, —HTHT
BlHHE S TWw5
FIf AL - long-course premedication : ¥ 5- 7 12 ~

14HFM B L6 ~TRIETCT FH 2 5~
20mgB LY 72y T3 50mgh
e, 304 Rl =FY50mg, Y7k
K93 50mg, FFY A%V Y 20mg it
ERALES

- short-course premedication : #%5-30 23 HilZ
TXYF AV Y 20mgiftiE 7=7 Y 50mg
HHEE Y7 2 e RT3V 50mg RS-

-+ I ft premedication {21 2 C, &5 2 W
BilcR3IT T2 M1IOmg DWIRYHEH TH
5L OHENH DT

(NRITFIAMHY YL T LIVE—MERE KSR OB
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D7D ABENLIEN % DD % <, AL FE LR S S N5 &N H 5o SCHk
2k B PG ORI IZ88% & E\v Y As, B HSRASHS LIET L 726 & 572 25
ENTWD7, OIF4~5BROMEDRE B E ML, 4~ 12BBEOWERLZ TV
D53 5 )7E T, AHEROBLEHAGHETITbN A Z DL\, IO A BT
FHBESTERDLCIFASN TV L HETH S, Mifkll X > TR THITL TR 2 LD
HAHD, BHOME, P55k, HSRHBEOGE R E, Sk SNLHERET - T
BOY, MkZ LIl a7 03— VTR TWAONHIRTH b AR TRIBURIEIL F
EHEVIThhTELT, ORQOIVER T L ITHEF LMK LOOTbN TV EONBRD XD
Thbo ENTITON TV LBBEIEL VX v O—flzRT (F2-6).

x2-6 HIVKTZF U HRBRERSD—B]

@O FFH 2 &V 20mg + 5-HT3 Z A AP LA + A AIEK50mL /15 45

@ z7an7x2=93 1A +AFANEK 50mL/15%)

@ HTHGFERDL/1,000 DA VKT S F >+ EBAKK F1250mL /1 FHH

@ B FERDL/100DH VKT S F ¥ + AEBATK 51250mL /1 FH

® HE5FERDL/10D A NVKT 5 F >+ EHEIEK 5H250mL /1 K

® ~BDFEY DANEKTFF >+ AFAEK 5 250mL /1 HH

@ A= ALK 50mL

B=>®, @=06), O=>@IBLTIEEBENA ZVEF 2y 7 L, EREBZVWI EZHERDI Z AT Y
TT v T h,
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2) HEERERER

HILERER (B, TH) ORMBEELZFEEN—DOTHB (JL—F A,

IXU b
1. WA
BREHDAFNC L D B SN DA DOFEE LRI N A3 2 F2-7, FK2-8
WZRT

1 & EBRXIEOERE

D) BEEHNTHRINTVE FXH A7 Y OFERICIE, BASmeh7zh) FxH A5
Yi36.6mg LAEHEINTELY, FEFAS Y U 20mg &5 T 51T RANL 24mg AL
FTBLENRDD, 5B, WIREIZIZZOREIAETH S,

2) AL H ofIESR 1L, LS RaE BRGNS 3 %,

3) BAEAARTHNT ENTWAS-HT: k0 b= Y ZRET ¥ 7 T= A M, bRtk 24
FILL A% L 72 @B OSSR HR & LTI S, 7325V v 2w,
high risk (21X 7FH% 2 ¥V 8mgx 2~4HH % T, intermediate risk {ZIE 7 FH x ¥
Vr8mgE2~3HHFETHG TS, &b, kKIftoka = vgHEAKT V¥ T2+
Thru/trarid, ENTITbRALT Yy e boyto HmERICIEES K
RERITB VT, BN SO T56.8% vs. 44.5% L HEEEZR LY, &b,
COrIZkturtolBRBOKRICESE, Su sk bo r oERNKZHER
0.75mg 7575, M/ TI120.25mg & 0.75mg D LBGERER D H- % 612 0.25mg THRA XN T
Wb,

4) 7=t tu rifEoxSEICE LT, /A Ti20.0lmg/kg & 0.02mg/kg & 0.04mg/
kg L D RILEABCTENRDOON LD o/22 8, 6 DODHMKRRBEDOAS TFY VAT
LEDNED LN Lo/ eh b, FHA A T4 2 TldImg/body 23S I LT 5,
[P TR BRI I B Tl 7 < MDA U 72 BRICH 555 L v ) T4 Tiibh,
KBHEDN3mgE o728, LBD6DOREBTIIAT A FBFHINTELH T,
2704 FEHTFTORGRICETEIEFT Y ADhh o722 bH Y, 3mg/body A
RSN TEZ, 20094127 > CTEINTAT B A FEPH L CTiib 7z 3mg/body 12k
THIELWTHFA ¥ OBRRBEOM BV 2HIES T sh, 7=k ooy
EIZEPNTH Img/body & LT IWIRIRIZ R - 72,

5 77 VESY Y MIEAAHBERISEET LD, daylOTFH 257V o5 aid
20mg A5 12mg ICEH T L LE DD 5,

6) FHITEME SR, BIL O LEERMOMPEL LT, TVT IV I LTI TE LN
ASCODH A FF4 Wl X T\na,

P i
TS LIXLIZEEZH LOZMPAKDOEERERTHY), L3IZHWmWTDH
52D, WU LIHHREPLETH b0 FIAN ) T h Y 2G5 L &1
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x2-7 MEECEEEFOETOU X7 EFHMEORSE
D) Z 7

NG| ]I b
(WA AT DR HIE) P PUEAE
High (>90%) Y A5~ 50mg Pl 77LE¥ UM, 1, 2, 3HH
Yr7uFrA773FL500mglll  5-HTstw b= rZ8k7 v 4 2=
A b, 1HH
FEHA5V v, 1, 2, 3, 4HH
Moderate (30 to 90% ) HNVKTSFF 5-HTs+tu b= U235k 7 v ¥ o=
VAT TF v 50mg LT AN, 1HH
AKRAT773IF FEH Ay, 1, 2, 3HH

YraxA7 7 3 K1,500mg A
FEILVETD Y (TRYUTIRATY)
IV VYT~
AV ) THhY

Low (10 to 30%) AV & 5% FXHXxyV Y, 1HH
Ft&Ftn
IhFRYF

Minimal (< 10%) A2 I PEZIE U Ty

(American Society of Clinical Oncology Guideline for Antiemetics in Oncology : Update 2006, Practice Guidelines
in Oncology, version 2. 2006, Ovarian Cancer Guideline'®, Xy th%s)

*2-8 HIHEOEREAE

Tl I 2 (LR PR D5
T7FLEY Vb T dayl 125mg, day2, 3 80mg
5-HTst w0 b=V ZHAEKT7T V7 T=A b
ry=—trur FHE  Smg ™ F22IAHEIT : 2mg
A AN Gl N = HHE - 4mg F 721388 - 4mg
THE o v L 0 10mg F 7203880 - 10mg
FEL TV #E 0 0.3mg F 7213880 - 0.1mg
Na/kra v i##E : 0.75mg
FERYFRF Y e F 2RI T,

1Y A2 =8mg, Y AZ=12mg

* A FLA) S

F, TR 28R EETH 5,

EOHED W IR L TIZ XTI FOMEEAERTH Y, 1H2~40 T+
VEHWS B,

TS Z T, Wik, PSoEAL, FEEk, WufdE, fFrpEkiid, Wi, Bk %
P LTV BIERNIIARD D 2, Wi, PUREERG % ERI ORERTY 72 G #5
L Ehb,

ASCODHA K54 Wi+ s FLAF ARSI FEDBICHT S
second line & ENTW 5725, RIBFTIIRBLEA S STV v,
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3) EBEHIHIR

1.

colony stimulating factor (CSF) ®JIL—F > D{ER G HE I N, EF %@L L
7O ZTCOFEAPRATHS (JL—F A,

granulocyte-CSF (G-CSF) I BAEAEFSRARFABREZEE S 2001 O G-CSFHEIE
FRHA RFA4 L ICiE> TERTS (JL—F A

FEEMESF R IR D (febrile neutropenia ; FN) (23 L Tld, EX»IC) X VHE #1T-
EOACHEYGMEARAEELFARTIVLEN N H5 (JL—FA),

OIX b

1.

H AR G # S 2TlE, 2001 48 1R E R R IE 55 42 2 (ASCO) @ CSF i 7 A
K54 92 g3k U-di727% G-CSFMIERA A4 K94 vERLTW
5 (AARKERIRFRRRBREEA2001) SNHDOHA FI4 ViZ Ty
A LNV OFECEERIFZE 2 FICEDTER L 72D D TH LD T, s DX
WMOZETFT Y ALNVEBELTL AL L7,
SEENMEIF TP BRI AE (febrile neutropenia ; FN) 1&, (RO X ) IC8FKEX N5,
- S L IR A 38.3C LA L, F 721% 38C DL At 1 e DLk Fihio
AP ERIRA ¢ M R RE R ERELAS 500/ mm?® K, F 72131,000/ mm?® AT
4500/ mm® KA FHE N5
FN iZ oncologic emergency D—2TH Y, HRMV A7 ZHELZD 2
THY) R HURSIB 2 IG5 2 L EETH B 2,

ft & : CSF MEENRE & FHNRS

CSF O ld i s, —RP iy, R TPHRS 20T 5N b.

1) BRI

a. ALFREED FN & BIEEGGED 1) A 7 (560 IF b BREU A 5 2 2

b. HEEYUFTEREAS 100/ mm?® PUF O ARBEDS 2 MRS 5 &, EIERYEZ PS5 Y
27 BHEC AT B,

c. BE DI v ¥ 2L RER (placebo vs. CSF) OfEHTI1d, FNIZx$ 5% CSFH5- 1 A
WS % 4 LS ERER 2 spefii© 1 AL | (> 500/ mm?) S 7278, Pk B
FEEIRAEENALN TRV, 2O EH S ASCOD CSFRAN A 74~ (2006
), BHEOBAIIEINV—F VICCSFARMHHTRETIEAR L, FNOBAETH CSF%
N—F VPRI E T RETEZVE LTV S, B (I0AM LR EPHEh D)
APOEEZ (< 100/mm?) HFHEkKA, 65 LR, BEREOa Y ba— VAR
Wide, MEART - ZhamA4 (i), MRS, BT TIChoMHTARL
TWwiz, REDEPEDEHRINT %A 5 FNAERNIIK LT, CSF &IHEEDBEHG
*EET 5o

d. RFETIIRBRHFNEIC X DA & LT, b5 & AU ki A THF i 5k 1,000/ mm?®
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Kl T38C UL DFEHA~5 HFe < ar®e, IFPER500/ mm® K DB 4 % DO T W 5B,
2) TG

—KFBiEHWE L3535 IR St v, FNOY A7 H20% U ERAENS
LD BNAN) R LR Z FE L TV AHAICIE— RPN G2 EET 5, LIFIIRT,
IR BRI A ASBIE U 7235 B R GHEHR DG HHED ) A 7 VL E 2 OB &M% 6T 5iE
BlOYtr, BISMINC—RF i 5551 9L S 2 IR SN Twihv, T0 X9 %5k
i, 655Dl o, performance status (PS) ANE, FN OREFE, JA#EHH O T Cco
SRR OB, A OEHRMEIC X 2 Bk, KAE, BRAl, 720133 CTIORGYEz
HLTWDS, EFHICETLPA, BLOMOEELZAEIE NEFEhb,

TR (bFFREE2 A4 2 VH DT O CSF Ofli) & LT CSF#%5- b Vv —F » 123
"INV, CSF 05 TARWIN, & h ki AE O, PiEsEoMHE I35 d 5
Mishbds, CSFZLGLTILEWED A V2 — Ve 2 LTHEFELMIISGEL %
WE L EBBRO HEDEE T L IRHINIEE 2 EOWE 2R E, £ OWETIHLFRER O
WERSPHREOLERENFTEEEINLIRETH b,

f 52 : UGT1A1 (uridine diphosphate glucuronosyltransferase 1A1)

A )5 h v OREHDOFHEIRAICONWT, UGTIAI DMIZFERINERETHLNSIE
BIOYt, ) A7 BEEMNT 5 L) #HEVDH Y, ENTHIES v AR ST RETH
Bo 72EL, AFTFITATIRAY 274 O 1EBGREHL v (250mg/m? P L) B4
HOPICY R DL %505, HRATHEHEINEE ST L THWONE, 2200l bib &
(150mg/m? LA F) TIRY A Z ICEBERAONTWAWY, UGTIAI BEFEREZHRET S
Wiy, WEHERDE Z B & IR L 72 BRI 2 m OB R W2 E Mo TB A LEDH 5,
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(G. mEmRPtsEE intraperitoneal chemotherapy (IPE6E) )

optimal (Ci 8 F4ii A T & /- EFTIREEAEN] (IMHR) (Sx3 L TId, IERERIEFEEEDRR
RERYZEEHET B,

dXV b

IETFTVALARNVEIITHDY, ThrOHM§2 LRIV —-FALLRS
REThb, L2L, BEEARGZOD00FHEITREO NS, HHEOME
7o & IPHRE A BT 2 MAASNAMIIRE W C &, 72, el 3 w2
EOPEDVAKIGEI 720, HRE D Z TR L 2h o7z, FilMEZ T 572
D DORRABRO TRV L T NS,

GHYIE DO REENIRZE IR L ClEERIRE ORI AR 2 Bl S5 2 LA HEL
IPHEE, DETE D Y2795 v 2o ST a2V, MlRNE S & E
WeNIe 53 L DR DT v 7 MMEILEGRER OfG KAV S 10721994 4 LR, K
% i IPHEE 2 AT 2 HITTO0 T v ¥ MU RERS R HE S h
7228, 209 b 1o0REE DOZ T IPHBEHOAESBIFTH Y, FEBKD
Z\VRETITb 72300 ER (TRl 2, £2-9) TIIAFOABRLEELHS
NTWwa, —J, INhLORBROMIE K> TN OHEMROMTHKKE L
TtV TB Y, WEREEREE LTREDOL VX YV ERT 5 2 L0
RN THELEEZONSL, L2LGYEL, HEBDOT ¥ ¥ AU E & KIE
EHEFZERT (NCI) THbN7z A Z 7F ) Y ADFERIIUETRETH 5,

F f:IEEICHT S IPEIOEELRAR

1) GOG - SWOG - ECOG o 37l i st s ¥
PR Y GRS 2ecm DL F) 546 B LTV AT I F ¥ (iv) + ¥ 70K A7 7 3
Fv) &Y AT7S9F 2 (p) +¥27aFxA77 3 F(Gv) 2G5 LRET L7z ZofER, 4
WMl (414 F vs. 494 ), U 22 (1 vs. 0.76) & b IPEEDIE D A5G A BIFT
Holze HEGICE LTS IPHIEMT, BORE, PR IR Z &3 BIS8 AN
JEDA 7 <, ERENI SR OB HE L TWw b,

2) GOG + SWOG - ECOG 0 3t [l Fi K it 7
DU I GRAFIEES 2 Lem BLTF) 462 ISR LT3 2 ) X2l (iv) + Y A 75 F ¥ (iv)
EANVKRTSF Y AV)2HA 7V +282) %2l (iv) + VAT TF ¥ (ip) 25 LGS
L7z0 1P #ECHIGEALWIM (PFS) OFERIER (224 H vs. 287 H) & &A4F B (0S)
DER 527 H vs. 637 H) ZiBo7zh%, HPEbM, BENHEHRERE L IR TERne
LCWwa, IPHICEHEOA VRS I F U 3NEkES-sh, Y2775y ofkbrbLwn
720, IPHEEL IVHOMBER OBEIZEZSELLDITLBROFRTHD, ZAXIPHD
PFS, OSOUFEIZO Loz HEND H 5,
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%29 BEIERERSE (PEE) CBIRRNIESE (VEER O 5 LELEEHER
A7 (2 A)
Y= REHERR BRI RERER]  REBIEL
PR SR RSN G
SWOG8501/ Y AT FFv AT TFV g 546 41 49
GOGIM®  100mg/m® iv; 100mg/m* ip; TRAFNE B 1% P =0.02
J7uRAT7IN YOORATTIF <2cm
600mg/m* iv 600mg/m’ iv
SMEME 64 20 3FEWE 6 A2
GOG114/ YARTIF Y VKT FF > 0 3473, 462 52 63
SW0G9227” 75mg/m’ iv: (AUCY)iv 28 H4gx 2 FRATIESS 1% P =0.05
RVAEE D) YATTFY <lcm
135mg/m’ (24hr) iv 100mg/m? ip:
3EEE 6 A7V T FRL
135mg/m?*(24hr) iv
36 A 7V
GOG172? YRATIFY VAL E =Y I 4, 415 49 67
75mg/m? iv ; 135mg/m?(24hr) iv: FRAFNESEEE P =0.03
RVAEE =T YATTF Y <lcm

135mg/m?(24hr) iv 100mg/m’ ip:

3B 6 A7V YRR
60mg/m? ip day 8
3MHE 6494 7V

3) GOG172 k% ¥
PP Y RAFIE SR 1 om R05) 415 61K L, 28270 ¥ 31 (v) + ¥ 275 F 7 (iv)
ERZUEFEN(v) + VAT TF 2 (p) +237 0 F F )V (ip) (dayd) B35 LIRE L 720
IPHCTPFSU9 N A vs. 247 H) BEXUTOSMI A H vs. 677 B) BABICHERE Lz LG L
TWb, 2L ZOMETHHRGHEH DY AT 5F O EPIPEIZBVWTERESH,
F7 )8 X VOBEENEGPBMENTWD 2L, HEE2 IR L CliHE o
HELETHI LR BbNb,

DL, BHRRETYA OB & GOGL14 3k & GOG172 BRI B 5 TP ikl
DFPEDO ML DS, 2006 412 GOG172 BRER D HEAF BRI AT & 2012 7% % LU IP HE: 0 A H
PEARRBERIBS 5 R R, BElERE L LTIIRED LR TV AL 572, LA L, GOGL72 3Bk
TOHER OSOERIZMHTRETHVE V) E22H, NCI& GOGTIFINF TITHE
ENT VT 2MEEBREBEIZOWT A S 7T F Y Y A% T 572, TORE, IPEEFHLTDOY
A7 F&2UBFEWMT B EARENTZDTH D (= FIL0.78), ZHE, WROINEHEHIC
xf UCIVIHRE R AT o 7255 O A i A 445 TH L 2 L h s, Thaeii2h HER
L7722kl %, DEOKHREE D 5T, NCILIZ, optimal (ZJKE AT X 72 4TI HIE B
LTIE, IPEEEZHEIETRETHL LHEL TS,

L2L, ZOEEIIOWTREAERD S V. 20T 4IEIE PO EE 2 N TH
bo T2, NSRRI LTIy b= VIENHEDOEERRETH L /37 ) ¥ 3 &)L
+HNKTITF U ThuEV) ZEH/WMEIN TS, GOGI58#HER, AGO RERIZEBIT 53
705 XN+ HNKTSF U EEOEIFHBIE GOGI72 BB 5 IPHO b O L =D v
EVI)EHRLD B,
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I VHEHMDOL RV IPEEEFNE L THANVKT ST 2O BMHENAIEEFLE LTHEA
TWbo HNVETTF ¥ RIERENICHRS LR a o6 AEER2mIoRshTns Y,
72, WRPRE 70 224t & A RSO W T IR B TR RIS Y RICHib N2 T
REDICBVWTORENT VS, TRODORBRICE B E, /X270 ¥ F 41 175mg/m? DFHE%
BERHLANKT T 5 2N GRS T 256G 0% &5 /1E AUC6TH S Z LR &
NTW2b, 5%7 7 2R Z 17T LIRS 2 LEH» D 5.

INBZHBELT, A, a—uvo8, RETFIZIPELEOFR MHILERBTHhI
bo WTFNOMBTHEERBII N7V XV EDNVETTF L OHRNEGTH D, &
HTREAINKTTF L OEENEG OBZREWIET 5 ¥ v 7V R Z 51l LT b,
GOG TEANVEKT T F » DIEIENE G O EMHERBA T L, ANVET I F L EENES
B LU GOGIT2 B D IEMENFE G- L Y A v 2 MGET 2 HIWT T » % 205 MAHRER % Blds 3
BYPHETH D, T—0 w8 HFF TSN TV LREBEIERIE Y GOGL72 ERD TP #%: %
AT/ MHREE %> T b,

Z oM, TP HEIIIEBRIIC X AR CIEA D T — T VO%E, RO KA, HEIA R
WSS b T EIEENE SR OGIHE Y Y ST B 720, BT —TFVOME
BIRZG & IPHEEZ SR L TSI R EE L LETH Db, F72, B5EH O HEH
G, BEEHE & OBl L v ) HTEA O — LI 5N Db EE5 BT RER
BB EN TS,

Dbl X5z, EEICBWTE IPHEOAHEEZRD SN TWED, IV RETHEIR
IPHBEOBIED720IZ L) —BOEHDRD SNTV D, MERIO 720 IR R~ D S
ARSI N5,
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(H. #idH{3®% neoadjuvant chemotherapy (NAC) )

Mt EEEE1TO 2 &IC &Y, interval debulking (cytoreductive) surgery (IDS, ICS)
WITEIC, BMEBEHEDRD CEEHMHE ML L, BEEAFHE (PFS) ££4
1ZHAR (OS) & primary debulking (cytroreductive) surgery (PDS, PCS) & FZ D eI EEME
WHB, FIETZEFMHARATEEE FRE W BEFICIE NACHED IDS/ICS 133SI h B
(FL—FKC1)o

XV b

TEATIR HAGIE O O R HE TG HEL,  FI T4 REIC maximum debulking % X - 72 1%
WALSREERITH) L TH D, L L, HIETFARICEEME AT & P S
NZIEBNZH LT NACOAAESHET SN Twd, H4E, Ml & VR %
WHRELTTCHEESZ VXV +AINEKTIF)ICXAHHHEN RS v
7 WAL LB R ER AT H S S, NAC 12 IDS # 17 9) #E & PDS I W mfbapi: %
179 B COMMEALINM (PFS), 2EFHE (0S) 2% THE I LRSS
72o COMFETIZIDSEZIEPDSOELLDFHMDY A4 IV ZI2BVTY,
optimal debulkingZ Hf§ 3 Z L ICHmARKDHE N ZIEHIRETH S LABXTWw
2V, B E T, WESEETRAAR & FH SN EERICIE NACHD IDS
IRY R EHEETH D EEZ ON D,

F+ 5 : NACIZE8d BEahRER

1) NACASPFS, OSDOUEIZEHG T A7 L) ML TIE, BABINAENS C NACH: &
PDSH#E L OMITPS R4z CHBETRICELZRO Tz, IE, ET v 7 2Ll Tlk
HDHODNLE ORI AT L LS hTBY ?Y, NACIZ X T optimal rate ®
ER2Y ERHEIHEDORA Y, QOL oMY, 0Snk#E? RSN TV,

2) SEAE, BIHHM T v & 2B (EORTC55971/NCIC OV13) A5fb iz, 2o
B, NAC 344 7 VI IDS %47 9 #EAS, BHEWRHECTdH 5 PDS#HICW M LSk %
TOBIH L THROBETE L LW L 2 WFET 2SR TH Y, e VHITH LT
D NACHIZIDS 2479 #E1E, BHEEFRIE L MEDOPFS L OSEH L TWD I LA s
720 BIRRITIE, WIRIZEETMAATEEE PRI N DR O M NACHD IDS Z i3 5
A3, e VO %2 THARIEETM T EE L P SN D HEF TIlE NACIZHERE X Lz v,
%123 L T1d EORTC55971/NCIC OV13 o fiii2, ¥ o> CHORUS k" 2 A <o
JCOG0602 KBk 1Y b BAEMEATHTH Y, BHD T ¥ & MMLLBRBR O %2 fp0 L EH D
HrEbhs,

3) KITITb N7z JCOG0206 :kER Y TiE, NACHI O ZWinyBINE R IEHESE 1 X 2 g3 L
bUHTHRWI ARG SR, FN %2 THAE JCOG0602 3ER " AiEATh Th b, T 0
RER I T, WSZ 0 (ER X, CT, MRID) LHHEE - Mk o TR
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YT MBI EE S NS 2 &, BRETH IS 2 ViVl LB LEns 2 &,
PR 2 E oM E A L Th B 2 L, BLOES~— 7 —7 CA125>200U/mL
72 CEA<20ng/mLTH5HZ e &, Wk RHEELZHWTNACZIT)I 2L E LTWwa,
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(1. ##5t2#E  maintenance chemotherapy/consalidation chemotherapy )

HWFHMEPREOARMERIIASI N TH ST, BARABRMA TIIEEL LW (L — K C2),

XV b

GRS Cld, FEHER 22 90 FAly &AL L 2 AT o TR IZ e 25 2 E WK
TECTYH, WNEBPERHELTWLZEDRHY, LLIEFDOHRERT L7720, i
F LS BREOF AP SN TE 72, ERER SN RBBERRABE LT
GOG178 # B Y, AGO-GINECO #B?, MITO-13Ex®, After-6 35" » 43
BT 5N B0, TOFTRTTEREMBE (0S) oi# 3R Sh$, GOGL78
AR LA O 3B Tl MR A AW (PFS) 3 OB RAR EN o727
O, BIRFE T, FEEFRE L CORBAH Z 7R b Ao Z#IITIT
BESN TV D, 20104FE 12 GOG218 3 ERY & ICONT RERS O sER 12 B\ T,
NNY AT % TCHEE BRI, N EMMRELE LTS5 752 L TE
BEEEIE H @ PES YA At L7z & OFE RSS2 5720 OSNDORER
woE P G, WM Y, XK N D B 7 OFHERHE L 1TV A s
HELZEETH Y, 5T ENHERETOMFREEOERIISEI S 2R -TL
LEEbhb,

F & MRMEEEERICET 3 ERARRER
1) GOG178 ikl
M - VI OHRHAE CTHIM T4 & AR TRt I - ZER 2 MBI/ 7 ) ¥ &
V135mg/m? % 4MEIT3H A 7 VIG5 AREE 1294 2 ViS5 T A E KL, TED
FR27T N) HHERR S N2 C O I TR EDSHIZ IS LCPEST28 7 H & 214 H]
EHRBIo/2720, S - REUFMBRS LV EISEsS D &bk e 20, HERIA
RKENTz, ZOWHEOT =5 TIEOSOEEESALNT, 7 L— F2L LomEds23
% vs. 15% EWMT 52 dH 0, RBEOBREOMPUCH L TR 2 2 RETH -
720 20064 ASCO THE S N7 BT AR R TS PFSIZ22 7 H vs. 147 A E HEAED
AR OHNTZA, OSIIIHEANAR NP> 72,
2) AGO-GINECO kB
b ~ VM O REBFEOIIHEAES 1,308 A% TCHELE6H A 2 M ED FRF A 44 7 VD
HDHEELICT v ¥ 2 b L7225, PFS GRERIGHIE18.24 A, xTHHE18.5 47 H) b 0S (43.14
Hvs 4457 1) bEREIASN L7,
3) MITO-1#
IcIRS NI 273 A% TCHEG6H A Z VED MRTH VAT A 2 VOEFEYVHELIZT ¥
¥ 2L L7275, PES GREGGHIE18.20 H, #2847 H) b OSHHEEAEIAL N

272,
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FMETITFF+832 1) ¥ XLV 6H A 7V CRAeEME ER L2200 A& 8y
) ¥ ¥4 175me/m’ % 3BT 6 A4 7 VBT AEEOE DI LICT v ¥ 2L

PES GRBRIABE34.5 7 1, WHERE34 7 ) & 3R ArEIG GRERIAHNE 78%, A HARES8%)

DHEEIALNL o7z,
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