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ST AT T S IS LT, MG E L CTHRABI RT £ 7213 CCRT 2475 721251 &
BT, —EOIGHE WiBIRE) & LTHFERMEM 2479 2 Li2onTid, i <13 1987 4RI,
IBHIE A M ZXFSIZ, B HIGH HAEE & U SEFR 2 IR L2 26 Il 2 479 B o
RCT A3t 7zl M AAIINIE 2 B CED R h o 720 EREATHEOREICA BT
Lol

2003 4E 12 Gynecologic Oncology Group (GOG)study & L THEEFZ 4cm ML E o IB I
xF L C, O SR B (RS & I R ) B & ORI 2 O W LA T i Al & 47 5 B
RCT A3t SN 72?, 2HEM T OS, PFSICEDN R -7z BEAEA EHR (serious adverse
event ; SAE) DSHEEIC S D0 Do 720

2012 4E02, IB2 & Micx L, CCRT 12 CR(complete response) A3 & 4172 4iE
ZRHE LT, TEMBMZIT)BELITOLVEICE VAT 2 RCT P& S hizs, 2o
BRI SR D SREBEREDHE T L 7zoRPTHILINTWSEY, HILE TIZEFHKI NI
61 Bl% 2 BEIZEN D AT 72T Tld, OSICED Zd o 72,

2013 AE 2 Hi S 72 RCT &, CCRT (FHIESS O &) B2 /MR IGE# & 2 B 8 L IR UL TFH
SR % 2 28R R L 727, PES, OS & b ICEDRh - 72,

2021 EEFRFEDORCT DA ¥ TF Y VAL B E, CCRT #0TFEHEix, OS, PFS %
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VEXY, BEEOKRADR VRN LT, T3RRGO EL D3I —HICRGEZ
B 5 HIY TG IEEZRICTFE 215, vwWhw b adjuvant hysterectomy 134EER %
LR

=77, BOBGERRIEE 0 L TS E IR L LTFE 2RI T 2, whw
5 salvage hysterectomy I22WTiX, RCT 3% <, —#OBEMEcaAFR2EELE
BN A7 BT LRI RE ST 5,

Japan Clinical Oncology Group (JCOG) ® % jitiik 3t W72 T, RT/CCRT A% % M5 5% A7
3d BIEBIZDOWT, propensity score-matching @ Fi: Tl E 7z, FEHE AT 4T )
EALZEFREREATH 71 Bl O R S 7Y OS I YLfl 38 4F vs. 15 4E L IER &, PFS
DIELE, 5 A7 ® HR1Z 045 THh - 720 SAE X Ef AR Bl 99%, M 42%
THHLL, HEEEEE 570 FOM4A >DOBFTHNKE T, salvage hysterectomy
BOFIE L SAE OBENHRE SN TV,

20 Bl RT #% O T EH M %47 - 22 CTld, 3FOFESEE, 7L — K 3a bl o4& e
M 24% I\ E L& ST,

40 Bl RT 512 E K TR B I I RERE S 72 S SRAF PSR L C TRl % 47 - 72 4%
WA MG L2 T, 10% IS5 H DY, FRSHIBREAT- 5 2 Il & 17 - 72Ef o 13%
WSR2 RO 720 NI E SR 24T o 72 BEIFRD R Do 72285, JRILT- 5 24 i
TG PHE 27.3%, BUUIAOHE 545% & GOHERD &> 720

15 1> CCRT I FH il il & 2 0F 72 B3 & 2 /7 LIS GT L 72 il <, 3 Bldssfm
I L, BERERIREEEDNS IE SNz ILILTFE SR MM M A S IHER? GRS
WOTEIT L ELTRDY,

RT #OTEfMM O 5 B, 581D 1 cm YV EDELFEHL D - 72 BE IOV THRET L 23
TlE, 7 L—F3~4 OBEREEN104%, 7L — F 3~4 OREREED 86%I2A S0,

TR R I 2\ FRAT S DA M % HI 2 3 5 SO W T H IS 4 %0 Bk o5 Y T,
CCRT 12 10 #1C MR Wi g LB OFRAFASB o 722%, WHRHTELCHREATEH S h iz D13 Z 0
IH 3BNEET, WG CTORMIER OB IIEEATDH 5,

W2, CCRT & DIRAEEE DGR T LD % 2 D& Wt L7 #is Tld, MRI CHRAFIEL;
B3OS B, 30 FHLEIMEHEITDT L DRIEREIHE L TB Y, EENLT
LZORBEEEEN 2cm UTOLONIFEAETH o7, CCRTHRTHEIZ2cm LT D
WRAFNES: %2 MRI T#R®O T, B HIZ salvage hysterectomy Z47H ¢, EEICKHAZRLTD
Twvrd Lk,

PLEX Y, CCRT/RT % MEATHRICIEIERDFRA LT 2 BF ISHBEHEE & LT E R il
(salvage hysterectomy) 2479 & OS ZIER L3 A 7B LW ERXH L 0D, &%
AR T E R IR FRAE S ORIl B 25k L T 5. BB ERIRICOW TR, 6
BICLDMREEZE LIS BOIET v AOERP N5,
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BT RRARIGRBAAC IR E 2 A 3 2B FITH LT,
IBHITIED SN DM ?

ORBME - ER~DHAOBRFEDSS, EEOHMEEBNE Uk
SHEREIES B U\ (FERH LSRR S (CCRT) MRS NS,

3 HEOEE  2(1) IEF>ZALANIL C

L BN EEISREOBRREOES, ERENY QOL DETEB<CCEE
B Th N B ENREH A BN RS NS,

HREOBE 1(11) IEF>XLANIL B

»a
SRR BRI P58 2 A9 5 B S 3 A USRI O B IS O W THRET§ .0

o I

TBCH AR BRSO FEFEN A IR T 2 UG IR O B aelx, WA RSN F 7213 g~
BWTH o0, EANTFLRREERETHLIPICL > TRL L, BREEEZIZEE~DEMD
FHIRET, IR O 2K IR DD BES I L CEtm & S35 2 L5 E %
B 2id, BSOS L B LRE RS ROEIS L 25 36 HE~ Z), 20X
LRHEORENZ b DL LT, OMBOFRNEE OFKEIIRZV LSS BB > il
#%, ® Oligometastasis (AEM GMELT & T 5EEDN L W) DOREIEE) OBANBITFS
N5,

With o5 BNTEIE TROEBRG RS RKIGIT OB A, BB IBR OB & 2 5 1 REEAS
by, HROBRPLE LTIE, OBFEBEHEEMB VIV AT IF 280V I X TO
CCRT, @FMiZe EH 5. EH ORI, K&, EEHPI X > THBERFEIZR RS
A%, LB RS, FRICIERIBICBRE L2 B, B8 G E) AR IE B 2 AV RRELC
ELTCOWARWEE, EEESILEI/NS 2 BH R T, SRR (+/MREE) 12X > T
B2 R R & e A F R 5 T 0 B, AR & CERFEH DA WIEAIZIE,
NIRRT N B ASEIL & 22 D, DEBIOBTHENZRECL EE L 00, LY
B 2 AT S T 519 NEEIBI OB 3 RTINS S /NI TA (3 dimen-
sional image-guided brachytherapy ; 3D-IGBT) #4179 Z & A¥E F Ly, F7EETIE, K
BB 5B ST R TG 9% (stereotactic body radiation therapy ; SBRT) O & &b % /R 2 i
bdhh, SHBOFEIBREINLTY,

FRNFEIIEFNIH T 5 CCRT X5 THRAERICE & E 2 b 00, BUTHIGH AL O Bk
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LT, M%D D VIERe R RIF 2B L IRAFREIREN TSP, CCRT OfF
P2 GEW % RCT 13225, AHRIGHERIETT O 5 BNEIEIT8 LT, CCRT I3HBHD
BIBDO—2 L D155, /M T, RILTFE 2N OM LB SUER OB
25 AT R ¢ (intensity modulated radiation therapy ; IMRT) 2SH £ &N 5 X )1k - T
WAHA(CQI6 2BH), Mk EET I 525 RRGR S IMRT OfF HES#RE ST T
BIY, YR I7F e EULERER T 5 IMRT $H 28I W & 2 0 135,

HE W O R FESE BT, BEIEIEEC EIEE 2 TP L T W 2 BE & BTk L Tid, TR
EHEESND, LaL, FBPIFEREOIINT 28R OMmE1E, £ & L TigHEa
P T R 2 IR ST B N BT 2 D O TH 0, itk & IHE (&G, WETRAARE -
Perg, WPA%ER &) OBEDE L, MINIEEICHFT S RETH LY,

FEREIIR Y >/ SHi RS REE ) ¥ BN IRE L2 TR § 2 ic L Tid, 2h
FTHWVIE T VA LARVOBRRBIZITDIN TS, BLET L ) BEHREFR MR » L
CCRT 28frbh, EMALTLHEEDN VL Z EFME SN TWD, RIFIZBIT 5 5 KEIR
) VSEI O IR EERE 84 B DR BRI TIE, RHRIAHEE MR W L CCRT %47 - 724
R, SAEALFHLEN 3% TH -7 HREIRY ¥/ SEH RIS T % CCRT 122V TiE, 4
BB OB TG 2055, Yl RAF 2 rp RIS O S Tn 31017, F 7,
WIEREFRR B RBIR S & O8(F LY A\ HiEodh 2 VB Mo BFITBWT, F8NH
2L L HIHERENRB X O8E L) v 3N d CCRT %247 - 72 K BLIMIIZE T & iy
B2 GO REA IS ST b 2 e h oW, HREIRY) » SHiRsE gy o @ic e
L7zF3ThHLE, BUSHIGHEEMZ WL CCRT 2B 2MMifidd 5. 72721, Mg
HEEHE CCRT 2 K L7z RCT i3 e\ F 72, V) Y/ SEIFISICA 3 2 b2 i B G 5
X TEHLPRIET Y AT R,

SBRT &1&, £ JMh HAEBIREICE MR 2 HEh L, JEE P o I E ROt 2 ] %
BN IR B IR RIECTH ), EELAEFRRZREI T L, R 2RPTHIER)
ERWFTE 5, TETIIMRE 7 & ORI oligometastasis (2% LT SBRT 2479 &
&T, EFORFTHRIER SN, B OIS OIENRRARRA N LT 5725 TRL, P
BHLE SN D WHEMEIVRIE ST W92 SR SHIH & L 1~5 fll O k5 oligome-
tastasis A3 5 HE KT 5, R BRI HGE#E & SBRT & O F v & AL T
REROKEE, SBRT IZRFHMEOM EOAZL S TREMTFHOLFZICLFGT LI LIRS
N5 BUE, B4 %9 IE D S @ oligometastasis % %512 SBRT Ok B8 B B¢
AR B & B R R B AT o T H 5 (NCT03862911, NCT03721431, NCT02759783,
NCT03137771, NCT02364557) o 4%, T ESHMEAH S D oligometastasis 12032 EFE L LT

LWES L 252,

5 - ZREOTRWEOYE, JERENR QOL DT 2B <2 & % H ISR
WHIEHEIT DN D o AR BREHR OIS & L TIERk A ZIRREIRIT o505, R
boL LT, iRk L S oBERIHRICOWTHRRS,
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RO 4 B A R L 72 RCT (GOG204 #ER) 2547 b 7=>2%, 0S, PFS, ZExh#C TP #kic
BDLDIE R, TPBESEERRE T I ELZENTIIBRELR > TV,

HNVRTSF VAT AT TF VAL WRD EEGYRIZENONNT, X7 7%
TV E OB (TCHE) TR 0% DEMFEAIRINT VB, ANVKTFTFVIETATT
F ¥ LHARTEHEAMR Y, WA - WA 2 v, fidEdEE MR, BRRE I U T 5=
EFMTEDL L) D S, T2 TCHIETII NN Y ¥ F Lo 3R G- 250FET
FIRBI ORI A LB L L iz, TP #E & R L THEED S, INOE2HE X T,
JCOG T TC # ik TP k23 % %M % MEE 3 % RCT (JCOG0505 7R ER) 3T b 1,
OS T TC #:0 TP EIHH T 2 HLUATR ENZ, —F, T 7 V—THHTl&, 7
7 FF WA G B (CCRT IZBIT 2R HWE L2k 5250) 0% WEFTIE TP
WEEDR TCHIEL VO RIF L FHERL TV, U EX D, FRCEREEENGHE SRS E
Bl 7 7 F F R GO B 5 I EFH xR LTUE, TCHEANERE S L TiRES N5,

T LIVE OGBS T S 4V RA ORGP BE SN T 20 REOF 7y a v e L
T, WD FEFH V(O FEFHY), EILVEY, FAYFELYEVATTF O
BWEIDOMNZ, AV I FH eV ATIFONE LR AY T IF VD OMHEENRT S
Nbe AV I)FHAVEVRTALYOOFFHA)VERMULMEAL VY AT —E I HEETHY, ¥
AT TF v OPFHFETIZE9% &) REFLRBERREIREIN, HBHELERTELZDOT
Hotze TOWMBITBOTHETREHREOD 2 BH L 21% &L vizoW, MoREL 1t
BLUCTERHEIEL R ) AERLORIBIEIMEL o 2 MEIEH 575, A THGTE
EEMGIBIRED—DEEZLOND,

— KT, TI9FFHAADTVIVF =0 IYE, WVET T TV ORRERECMO T 5
FFHHNNOET 2R AL b H LY, ToFF8AEZE TR VIABEOLT T a v
ELT, N7V XFENVENRTAY (O FTH V) OBABEENBTONDL, hik$ 5N
VAT O EFEREEBGE L 72 RCT (GOG240 385%) Ti&, 1@ LT TP#iE:d L
LW ZNFFENETNRTH Y (I FTH V) OHAEENHCON, 77 FE2LE b
RTFH (O FTH V) OPHBE TPHERH L HRTH > T2 00, NNy A< THEH
BLT25%, "NY X THMAD Y T49% DRERMFIIRE WY,

BEAF DAL AT E ) 7 0 — T VHURRARS T3 7% E 055 TEMGHREZ A GDE 26
PEIZ DWW T HBEEAT DTV %o HEFE TAHERIR U5 (GOG240 #B%) T, TP kL
NIV I FEV+ bRTH (O FTH)ERABREO 2HEEOLEREZNZNICH
VEGF (vascular endothelial growth factor) JLiED XN Y X< 7 %I 2. 725 4 #E O B E
HHGE S, 2017 4R IS IRAEAE 2S8R I N2, fLFRBIIARN Y A TE2MA S Z LI
EoT, OSOHIEA168 /7 H T 36 # HMEE (HR 0.77(0.62-095)), &% MG FEO
] L, PFS OIEEAVR SN2 WEHERIEZ AT 5 BEN 5% E M7 2 OHERET
&, AREEERE L NN Y A THEHIBE T 15% 1222 FLB L OMEILAYIE L T 7z,

QOL IZBI L Tid, GOG240 ABRICS M L 7= B 2 x4 & LT, © FACT-Cx TOI(Functional
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Assessment of Cancer Therapy-Cervix Trial Outcome Index), @ FACT/GOG-Neurotoxicity
subscale, @ BPI(Brief Pain Inventory) @ 3 D D% JH v CEli S 7z, Lo &~
INY AR THERRE, AL O T, £A I 7ICH L TMiETREIZED S kdo
el EAHE NIz,

TCHBIINNY A T HIMRIZHT — 2 O THAETIX, BR=A61%, 0S DR
7725 77 4, PFS OWYLfiliA*109 7 A & Wiy SN 7z BUEHERIEZ A9 2 &2 71%
HENTBY, FIBIOBILOBEFEIZ11% TH -7219, ZoREETIX, $271) 5%
EVBLUOHINVRTTF v OFERR R LI L B PIRBIC, ~NY X 7T HAITHRS % fk
THIERHFRELTEY, 57%DHBEIIANY X2 THAR G TbN TV, "NY X3
7 HiH) T DIHMRBEDS BRI 2 IS A 5 LR S 575, BRI CHEIUEICB T X
INY A3 THAN X BAEFREOFRNIEIZH S 2 TlE B, NNY X< T DS o I AE
ERCTHLET 4 T=T VO EFEEHRIIOVTHIREES N2, ZhEToL ZAHME
WWREN TV R,

b5 3: 1250 PD-1(Programmed death PR TH XA 70 ) X~ 7% B5H L7-30%
%7 2RO &I L7245 AHRER (KEYNOTE-826 k) ¥ 247 b iz, b3 TP
FED LI TCHBET, "NV A TOMA LR SN AL HEICRLATT ) AT
EMAHZEI2E > T, PFS OHILEA 104 # T 22 # HiEE L7z (HR 062(0.50-0.77) )
24 At OEFER, RATOY A THAI504%, 7T RBED 404%72 - 72 (HR 0.67
(054-0.84) ) o PD-L1(Programmed death ligand 1) ® %83l % CPS(combined positive score)
ZEHWTHEL, PD-LI1AEHEBL T 5 (CPS=10) %7 7V — 7 Tid, LFHIEICRA
THYARXTEMZBIEIZL>TPFS O YLfEA 104 # A T23 7 LKL 72 (HR 058
(044-077))0 F7224 W A OAAERIEF, RATOY) A TN 544%, 77 2 KER
446%72- 72 (HR 0.61(044-084))c NAT T ) AR THTIIRAT ) A THEOfFESR
LUEIWML72b 00, Ra7a) X3 T X 2O A ERL O S X 0L 7E#
FLEBRATHY A TOAERZORRII R h o 7,

PR G 0§ 2 AL A EE O A R % BGIE U 72 FRR SUBR D B:$30E B 0 KR 73 130 P L
BHEDIEBIT, BIRDOAZ R E L 72 KBB 2 RRBRIITbhTwiv, GOG Tirbh
72 3 2 DR AER (GOGL79 ik, GOG204 #AER , GOG240 #BR) |2 56k S M7zl b & O
i *V- b B2 HE DAER & i V- _E Bz 8 O REF O Wk et (DR BREERE D ) 2 Felse L 72405 Tl
B X BB RAEIR L, BIIEBNIIN T B AL HEOBFHLI D W GRS X 27213
LwEBEshTns Y,

SEGFRBENSHDORE

BEHEIROBEL 7 AL FH I OHRIERIE L LI 53 A & LT, dose-dense TC #ik:%& TC k&
T 5 FL A LR EE§ A JCOG1311 3B (B R 45 I/ N AH) AY 920 & 722520, #5 T AHERIC T dose-
dense TCHEOBEMMATREINT, FMHRBIIITbN2d o7,
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AR, TESERISNT ARIET = v 7 R4 v MRHEZE (immune checkpoint inhibitor ; ICI) D &%)
PICIEEPHET o TWAB(CQH7BH), AFTIIMPD-1HEETH LA 710 X< THEH
E< A 7a% 554 b ARRENM (microsatellite instability-high ; MSI-High) %& (2%} L CTHEFEAL BT RY
WCORBREH & 2> TB Y, MSI-High D FEH SR ICIEIRATR Y A TORGVPEE I N5,
KEYNOTE-158 ;l%IC & 0, —ZEHO T &S BE»IERE &R TE#EE A 27 (tumor mutation
burden-high ; TMB-High) & % ), XA 70 XA THAREMNTH I EBWEHEIATWBEY, $7-,
MO PD-1 A TH 5L I 7V TOEMEDLRINTWE?, 7T FF X=X DIbFE A
WCHE L - T E SRS ESEN O PD-L1 ORHEOFEII»2bOT) 205 L LTirbhizk 3
TV T EHAULFEBEE O RCTIZBWT, I 7Y 7O 0SI1312 7 AT, HAMLFmEE
D85 A HLILEL THEIZED 572 (HR 069(056-0.84)) . Hilk® KEYNOTE-826 iEx A1,
BB ICH(T T VY A ) B LI/ W LAINY XX T E2BHT 2 BEATcc® 2 b Tw
%o ICLUAOBHAZEREL LT, MR TIAROEYWEERTH LTV YT RFF U 5H 5,
102 B O P58 T & SR 13T L CHAIT ORR 24% (95%CI1 16-33) # 78k L TH 2, A3 & o PRI
OIS0 5 o
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FHRIER R IBERHR T HAAR DR FICH LT, RIELT —
JI VB =% HOBATF 25707 74 YY) VRIS
DVIHEERROONE N ?

BEFREOBEYRIIIVITEBRUTHAY ./ LAOT7 710 ) 7 EEZ X
L, &/ LAEBICEDVEEERZIEET 5.
#HREOEE  2(1) IEFLZLANIL C

»a 8

WY — 7 o —E R W B TSR VIREO A, MEDOY 4 I V7, RidkE
R, BERIR, MERICTFNINLHR, ARR EEEFHDRICOWTHRET 5,

o I

BT8R VAL, kI — 27 =~ % — (next generation sequencing : NGS) % % Jf]
WCINI T 52 8T, NRETLBIZTOERREY RN T 22 L2 CTE RV, #IET
NANVBEOFHEICOVTIE, MEEZICHT 2Ty 220ERE S, fEfEicsy
THOHRBDOERABIZ B THIE T SANVRET F I A4 N—BET2MINT 5 2 & THAFER
BETHEEINTWS, 2020 4 8 HIZiX, European Society for Medical Oncology (ESMO)
L0, AT LB - /R, BN, SRR, TR EomBSA BRI,
NGS IZ X 2% HEMIHATARETH D LHERTLMEN RSN T0EY, KIFICB
J25 P YAV = 3t V) —FORREDIEIND,

BIZF /SR VAL, HEOBEBMETFERO hotspot ® A7) ==y 7 TELT v 7) 2
vkl REEEW - WA/ RRAERR € —HZML, BEEETF 2Ol TE 20
Ty FF¥xTF v —iEIlKEND, "N Ty F¥yTF v —Ex g Em1734000
A, WRMAAYT L7077 A4 v 7k (CGP Midt) & LT, 2018 4F 12 712385k
BEINT, 2Ok, HEERBESZVETESABE, FLRRIEITS LR LA LIRS
EHEPHT LB ABE R THEAAENEEEEE)ICH L, OncoGuide™ NCC % ~
8%V Y AF A (NCC # » 3794 )V) & FoundationOne® CDx #A %7/ A 707 74 )V
(FICDx) ® 2 2® CGP MAEAT20194E 6 AH 5, F728 L L BIENABEZ O 5 55 H
L 7z 0% 2> & fil i U 728 8 DNA (cfDNA) O3 {z 1- %5 A5 ) % 47 3 % FoundationOne®
Liquid CDx 28A %7 7 271 7 7 4 )V (FlLiquid CDx) %% 2021 4E 8 H 2> & PRBRIG X L7z,
WD CGP A D, DAY ) KAEBREAT) BAT ) AEBEPEI R, WREEE,
HRBEICBWTIRBOEA & 2 ), #EEFHERE D LI LML S N zbGH e 2RI %
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CENMHE > T WA, NCCF ¥ a 82V Tid, FEAAZNSGE L, #EFOEELE
oo WA/ RRER, BIZFHE BEFEAICI AT, %2 R AL (tumor mutation
burden : TMB) O [f I % 47 9 o MBGALAR & FEMEEEALAR CRAS L) O X7 AT X o TH
FHANL RH A S ARHII A RO WA BETH 2%, T v8=F VBl s LTRH LN
TV (2021 46 6 HHIFE) . —J7, FICDx i, HIL@EH - i A/RKE R L BT HE,
BIETEIE, ~A4270% 754 FA%RENE (microsatellite instability ; MSI), TMB o [F] FF
MAEZAT) o TMBIZT VIVHEN 5% U EORFEREB XL OERBLEROBRKEZRIET %
Z & T, mut/Mb DHALTO TMB A2 7H#EINL, T X=F VBI#E LT, JIHE
Wi, WIVZBRNE X L C BRCAL/2 AR 25, /M liRG (2 U A EGFR #I%F
EHE, G EGFR 7V ¥ 20 TTOOME £, ALK @i&#{5T, ROSI@i&E5T, MET &1z
FLry v 14 A%y ¥ 7ER, BB AKH LT NTRKL/2/3 WA #I5T B L ORI
MSI, FLFEIZH LT ERBBB2 2 ¥ — 5w, BEEFHRHNE IS LT KRAS/NRAS ARl B
X OB MSI, BRI LT BRAF V600E 3 X OF V600K Z 52, FHEHE I3 LT
FGFR2BVEBIZT OB DFRD 5T 5 (2021 4 8 HIRTE) . Flliquid CDx (XML #R 4k
ZHWB CCPRATH ), REHEDMLL, BMESRNTE ZWERTYH, AT AR
DAY —ERZ D ENTEDL Lo RFTZ2HD, %5, Flliquid CDx &, E¥#W%
PR CRE S AR 2 ek & L7z CGP M hs RN 2 By 5 R0, MESHHAL % Hl 72 CGP AT
RRZRON Lo 72 EICRY, B2 20ekd X O A & O f 2 IS ie i3 2
LT, FEETHIENTE S (2021 4 12 HBUE) . BlRERTIE, BFLAIZOE 1 RHLHY
5 T&T, FlLiquid CDx %2 %M L 728 %13 FICDx 2 HETE 2V I LIZHET %

BALT 7 WE#O CGP At E, SEMHEIZ B W T IS015189 o = H Rl # 2T Tw»
B AR F 721 EAA T ) B EFR PR CHRARERETTRECTH B0 HHRTETOVSEITD
72 o T HMP AR D SIRRADTEL 2B 2 00, BAT ) LAEHFETERFRE,
FORBE, R CTHY T L EMAME L 0, ITRRICES QB StoRED /DD
F A= bRV EREMIAT) C EDEHNT SN TWBY, CGP MBI, MY
DALFIRBNCT 204 NI 4 VD&, 2HREB X OISR RES 25, AT
BIALFHE OIS & 72 W RETED R W & FEIREDHIW L7251 L CER-T 256 12D
HETED, 72721, % CGP MAIIMHREAE CILEF 3BMLU LA ET LI L0, K
W EORREEZWHRT 2720121, MEZHHLERTLE54 IV 72 RS LVEHICT
L VEN DB,

TESIED NS 4 /83— T, The Cancer Genome Atlas(TCGA) TEMNT & L7k 5
L LIBEMABTONTVEYA, TV F UBWEE LTHATELLDREELT
Wi, fRENR BT A N—BEETIHT 2327 v RS O RIVR SN, T ESEER
HICRLCTHEBRIDHTE MR H %,

AR, TR LY TE S IO L CREF = v 7 R A ¥ bIEESEO A A
FEENB LI o7z, TNETERPTRLATOY AT E2HHT 2HE121E, MSI R
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75C MSI-High 2 %€ 2 LED B - 720 7272l <id, MSI-High ofilic PD-1/PD-L1
¥ 87 B 58, TMB-High 2L PD-1 A (XA 7w ) X=x 7, =KV ~=7), it
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	頸癌GL2022パブコメ募集ドラフト2022.3.31 (3)_Part142
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