EFE3IENIB!

.tﬂ‘ .@éEiﬁ&\

sLLL

o

4

20094E X b FIGO (International Federation of Gynecology and Obstetrics) ® T %
FEOMATIH A RET SN 7ze IHETIZ DA ERER M0 SN D05, T EHE
ARG IO SN VD D TH o725, FHBETRIEREOY A X2k o T[TALM
WEPAem PN b D LT TA2H  HHEF4em 2R 5 DI Sz, Th
13 FIGO Annual Report database 2» b D7 — # fi##i <, H#EATHWII A DR T HEFTHI T
B L MRS, RAREBESTRICEEY 525 ZEDBHLPIC R TH D, A
ThH, HAEMMGARZZZ PO FESRETHIBOUE 22 sh, 1B IH®
L OBIUC D SN D 2 e PHEIN 5,

1) FiEELRBERKEED

WK T, ARTA IR SGE e AR A R A AR A IS B W TR L A % »
EEXNTHEDY, KEDNCCN (National Comprehensive Cancer Network) % NCI (National
Cancer Institute) DT ESHME I T2 #1 N5 4 » (NCCN Clinical Practice Guidelines
in Oncology : cervical @ % \» 1 Physician Data Query ; PDQ® : cervical cancer) T,
IB - TAMICH LT Mk & B E RIS LiGHt 72 a v e 3 Tn b,
F72, IBHICKH LCTRFME VI BIRBUIRE N TRV, L2255 T, IB2ZHIR
JES A X34 em 2 5 T AWK 2 FAEEOWI O 7 — 7 1B & 1
BLTA%wve RITIE, HARERR AFHA S AR 25 B 2 0 2008 45 BE - S
BEERICDRENTVSE LH1Z, IBHIZBWTD 48% ICFAEE BN I L T»
%o THRAFTIE, IRILFEARDMRDSEAARIC L ) IREEo Sl e LThIES R,
ZDHEL DN LDO TR - SWROKRE, EREOEAE LTI TEL
WO BERIZ X B, LA L, 20004EE 0 IBHIIZ95% CTFRMi# LT S T 7225,
2008 4E1E1348% LA L, NIBHIOIFMOANT11% (THEE T, 89% Tl LD
TEN T2,

F7:, TA2- IBUINCK§ 2 MR MRmAER D & L CIA UL 5 S AR A% AR AR
THIMESIN TV LD, WEROILNTE R & I L CREOWRBESIRE AT 50
ZEALH L 7-Ai A HIESEIZ 2 v L L, AR TFRICET AL Y2 —Tid, EX -
ME L DI, L B ICFSEOEEEE A 2N 2 I8 A H 2R HE
BIEIZIZFEETH L EOHEDPRHETH ), SHOLETTEAMAUELTEE R L7,
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2) fiTRi{bEEx

JEHEOKRE WV IBH TAM G FIGO#MATI A ETHO IB2 - TA2H), Hs i
IB#IZx LT, FHYEL HWICMT (L4 (neoadjuvant chemotherapy ; NAC)
BHATEIND LD DD, TNTIFHRIUETLLVIWMELIE T 2135 L
NACO#BIGRHHMEICH L CRESBROMFTRETH D, 72, INHDIERNIIH LT
SHUEIBETEE D B S b,

R A PHE 7 & CTARRE SR 2 B3 512 B T H BUA U BEFR 2RI S
%o MR BRI 2 BN 2 A1 FIR L O SR (CCRT) A F LWy,
A OLNTT 2 RBEICH L CQE T2 BEEs 2 SN TB 5§, To@AICIRER
AET 5D,

3) 1B - IHDZREIREDEH & LE

TEFRICBWTREOI A IIWMIMETIZH D, 2RoH25% 2 5D5, Ll
B ICH L L 722 B 7 v A LV O EWIREREHI B S Twn v, £ ORRRRET
LIAEBIE G ATV Y, T RIERBAE SN0, HREEEIESRTY
HOOBHIRTH 5,

P & LR O FRICH T 5 B ENRETICHET A IS IO 3 TB
D, THHICK D EMETHAHESIZE, BFOTPHIEL 2212, B4 X5 Pk
ARETE SN, 4em 2B R BIESOHE, T F LRI HGRIBER O Y 2 7 b5 <
FHARTH S EENL L3V ) U RMEBIIEFICEE R PHRRT T, Tk
DN AT T ~ IBYI OGO FHIZY ¥ SElEE A 2 W& 13 5 444 A391 %
L BIFCH A, BEBADHDIEMTIEI0 ~ 34% L IFEWICEMT B EWEINTVDY,
72, WFERMERBELTY Y RHEERLEO LI HELH LY, WEOARNT
LIMLIEBETFHPEL 2B I LB HME S TRE T,

e & R LR OBy — L ICh@En A H D, BHSIE3741610 1B - 1B
O TFTRHEGI O % S HIIRET T, WA O I B R IR D 08% 13 L5% LA
BICE oM LTS (IBHIT02% 54%, TBHIT2% %10%) %, A
2 MHIIGENDD Y, LRI v RBEERS COICRT, WET
FIMAFHERE AV E VI WL 52 Y,

WREE OBRBICOVTIRIET Y AL AN VOBV EE R Z VY, GOG2DH 7
TOV—FRNTT, AT I B TRV, RERE 4om 2B AEEED ) B2
OPLDOY 27 W2 BT BRI LEEFERTIIHER RS SN Do 7208 &%
WD ML A REEHED T ¥ ¥ AL CTlE, L2 S0 IR T EEEICB VT
R IR T ISR DML A o 22 L HIE LT 5 19, Landoni 5 0#HHIC X 2 &
1B - I A OTRHEE S SRR RD 5 ¥ ML RO Y 7 7V — TN T
X, SAEAAEE, WRARE S PRBESAEICRIFCh 22 EdvREshzY, Th
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SOMIEH L FTHH T 7N —THITICBES, EFRRIESNTBYAREIZON
TERLIBDD LTV e,

4) FEBEEOIREHNKSHRaE

OFZHER BB G &

BRI BEHGER IS B W TE, ARSI T 2 <, X D EEPEICERZEN
MR 2 N2 76 AT L 2 S D, BRRRERTOMIEIZBIERN TIE WA, REE
PRERET RN 28 (Pattern of Care Study : PCS) DB HF MBI X 0, FENRESHEH
LG O M THBNRIERS X OEFRICHEAEDSD H 2 EARENTVS P,

HLERERSS O BESFERAL 1, AT IREIR e Shdo BERENIRY ¥ SEIEIBAN O F iR
WOBBIEI TR, fEk, SHREHOBAIE, XHYIalb—-22HnT
EREEAEEE LTRESINTEZ, LALEETIE, CTYIalb—%ZHWn7z3Rk
JTCR 2 EHEETIENC X 0, EERAEAY KA (clinical target volume : CTV) 2 E3%& L 729 2
TR 2R ET LI EDPMTONL LI IThoTze KELR S WICAIETHEHEY) /3
WO CTVIZOWT, T TICABEICL 2SR D CTVRECH T B4
4 FTAYHPRESNTVE P —J5 FHERKGHKE SO EREO CTVICHT
LIERALD D SNODOH %,

B2 RN~ ORI E Z T 5 &, SHBRIFICHEH T2 2 AV F—136MV DL K
DY TH Do AR THROEFETHH STV L0110~ 14MVTH 27, ZhE
TAIRTIRATER 2 M CHRE SN LA 0o 72205, B/~ O 5
BENO L)Y —2Edb 2 B LT, migsn 2 M2 6 oS 2z 72 E%
4 M R4 (4-field box technique) 25% < IV SN D X2 D)oo Hh 5 17, B4 MRS
DYFEIZAMVEE ) ]85, AlE ) ojE, BRRET ) CSEiEEB L S e T aED LI
)5 BB O - BIFICTEREZ L) UESD D, T2, KBEEHAOME, HD0IEA
THEZEOEBIZL 2B IOABET ILEND %,

@iaE RS AE

B RE 25 AR T R A 9% (intensity-modulated radiation therapy ; IMRT) 1, &% O4
SRS (24P RS & IR L CHBEICAMEN B X OB A HED AR 2T S ¢
2 ERMESHTVE Y, KRR TORERERICINT T, CTV ORI,
BB X CHEBRY TR O SRBE 2 &% 8 L 725l 4K R (planning target
volume ; PTV) @ 3k#4fb, 1 2 7 fifi#s (organ at risk ; OAR) & PTV O & {7 &,
THEBENC X B3 v AR L AL TH B

RS

JEe Y B 8T (intracavitary brachytherapy ; ICBT) Ot RIZOWTIX, AHH»1 520
DT v F MU OM DD 5 190, »FRIZBE W T B EHRESR (low dose rate ;
LDR) & E## % (high dose rate ; HDR) & T, RFHIEZFICEN LW LARER
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72o LDR & )8 L CHDR TH & XMl & 0HE O B AEFEA BV E I HE b 5 5
20 HDRIC & 2 # ST 0%  CHMHED AL IIFANTH Y, FEH
IR TOMBEIRIZEALERVEEZ SN DL, LDRICHEIITEB L OFHEL OWRERE
BRI D BHIIED 77 ) 7 — 5 O, BEOER L EZ2MET 5 &, HDR AR
WL LTHERS LA,

OERMIHEAEI T 12—

AF L KETIE, BB Y 2—VRREPRE RO TEENLETH S, K
ECHEIR SN TV BEBA Y V2 — LTI, SHBIG, FENERS L ISR L b Bl
BABEEINTVE D, KIOBHEAY V2 — LR L LT, JhEBIRSH (4 ixiagt)
(2@ S HYSERAREA S5 2 &, BN EE OME AR ETEI TR HE ST
WEHIERBHITOND, R TRES L FEIFMIIRVER SRR SN BEA Y
V2 — P p5 R L I EST ST &, SORAF Y 2 — VIS X ) ER RS
W SNTE LMD B THAEOERER & ORMDIBBENTE 72, AHT
DEFEREHFE (PCS) 1B VT, FMHEIHE TR, 1 - THITHBEBIARE D S bk
ARETLAS V- pSEHA S I3 b w1 - THo6~ 78C30Cy
DIRE I Al S i X T b 2k, MBICT20Gy A5 Wiz #EH T 2 27
Va—HRFEALHEHSL T AW EaBg 27, —J7, HDRICBT T,
BBURIELVBRHICEREINRA 7 V2 — VTR XN TWE I g s,

WAEARIFIT BT, RIBMHETHRIGH FMB X O'CCRT O % jiti 3% 3t W iR s B A3 T
bz, TFEEE4ecm KO T - THFIZHRE LT, hiskiiz 20Gy & 0 ki L
HDR-ICBT 24Gy /410 % 47 ) (FAt#iG A EM) A 7 ¥ 2 — VO e & ARtk %
WRET 2 Wi 5 L B R 50BR (JAROGO401 / JROSG04-2) ASFEHE X M 7z0 F 721 - VA
X LT, ek 30 ~ 40 Gy TRk L HDR-ICBT 18 ~ 24Gy /3 ~ 412 T CCRT
4T 9 % Mk L 45 T AHEER (JGOGL066) AT rze 4t 2 S OB O B D
ANFENEEND D, BRI TINS OBEAY V2 — VT AHOEEYL LThLRED
IR VHADPEOENTVELDEEZBNL, UEEVAFA FI4 T, HERMR
PABHICEMENTZAr V2 — V2R T, RI1DAT V2 — VA K CTOHESE
BIRAr V2 — Ve LTIRT %0 b, hsEiz Rl 25003, iy > SHigs
O CTV %38 L7\ & D EESAUETH 5B,

®HaREPRRST

FE R AR O B R, T O RN IS TORFHEASHEEEE Z 2 5h 5
FEPNIR L Cd, MRS ASRA S D 2 203 B0 BB X 2 FLBIY BT 70 Bk
DPHEINTVREDRAD . SHENSVEOHELH LYY, HIREORBELIEVT
BoOPMEET 5720, BIHICKELTRIRROBELHETRF S, EPEEL
W,

K R AR O B A 5. X 2 B A BN T TH L I LIRS RTn S,
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F3-1 HRBHBEEXT 21—

A GO K = %) PRI PEIRAT
N g e HDR (A i)

IBl- 1T (UM 20Gy 30Gy 24Gy /4 n]

IB2- T (K) -1 30Gy 20Gy 24Gy /4 n]

40Gy 10Gy 18Gy /31l

VA 40Gy 10Gy 18Gy /311l

50Gy 0Gy 12Gy /2]

HDR : @

®* 11118 ~20Gy, B5BPETIT ) o WIRIZTHABAFEDIN LD ) /85, TRHEHT RS IR A fEE I
EY A TEHREMITE L TE, SHBIREHNT X %3800 (boost) 6 ~ 10Gy Z M5 § %o

#:1M5~6Gy, #H1~2METITI.

American Brachytherapy Society (ABS) i3 # G 2 SHEBLINICE L5 X 91
HAELTH Y, REAKILZ B LT R CERERT 5 L) ZET 5 0%
B 5bo

BUSHERT OMBRREZ —ED RICRIET 2 2 L PRUEGEICEETHL LT
Wit 0 2, WA AT A M OB oA I b REASLEE Shb,

1458 | B EEEH ST #5585 (intensity-modulated radiation therapy ; IMRT)

WHEOBIANTE— Xz e EE~ofagEh it Bo-mR ke LTSN,
W7 IGFEET (inverse plan) 12250 %, Z2[IMY - BERIIICAE — 2 UHREL DO — A
LSBT 5, ZHCE D, BERRICERLBESHAZ/ER L, R GRS
NOREBREWIEE T 5,
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I1B1 - DAL O FE EBIE) I LTHERS A B ?

LRFESRALNS S VLRGN RRaELIHEEEND (JL—FB) -

(B - BY]
I Bl - AT % 58Y) 2 WIS DV TG L 720

(7% &)

FEHENE IBL - TAIMoEEHEE LT, JEBIDIEES, performance status (PS),
GOHEDH M7 &0 U TR RRIED B SRIG R 2 EINTNETH S5, HAREFREA
B &t NBRHESE 25 B 4 0 2008 4E 5 75 S E MV IC X B &, 11,968 61015 Sidi
A En, IBLIL55060 (14%), A #3316 (3%) 1,881 61 (17%) 23 & T
Wb, ZOWEITIE, TAMPTALHE TA2HICHIG S CwAhvnbon, Zhb
1881 x 95 EfE#E L LT, 1,608 (86% )\ FAli# 205, 257 61 (14% ) \HUaHRiA
PERENT W5,

1) FiiEE

AFTIE, —RIIENTFESMMAIBEMRR L L ORBRENTW b, AHTOL
WA AL 19214 SRS X D SR Y Th 225, BiA O EEHRO
B IERER O 720, BRI, PEME, MEge s LakEE S, ik QOL L F oo R~
Db bo D70 HHMREEEAT 2MROEHE T ARSI L & &b, HofHh
LMEEINTWS (79H, CQI28H), %28, MEHYRICEL CIZCQI3ZERIn
72\ (82H),

MO LTI, WO OHED D ), FEHFHE 1B - 1AM ZH5I,
ML PLT- B AR AR RE & R UL T- 5 A58 I & o 2BEH C ORI RN T, TRER
DFRICHEEEEZRORVE VI #EY R, I BHORT R & % LKt
T, BEHE2cm LT ORESNIIRERERL TGN Y @il 27 {, 54
HAERD08% L VI HEY Y H B, X512, IBLEHERTY ¥ 3l 2 320
7 WIEBI TR T E B R 2% LK S, U YRR % R e WIE B R LT
EATINE L8 S5 EEAERN 5% LEr o7t T2 E YA, chbnl
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LSS 2cm UL T @ I BUIOJERI T, Mo/ homfittdEx ons,

IR &M OB O IEEEDOYIBRIC OV TIE, BMEEL NV TORBLEEL T,
1437 surgical margin # 5§ AL F LA, 4 OEFNIIS U THR§XETH
%o IRULFEAERIAR IS B 2 WIBRBRAEOFRAEIZ OV TiE, BREYIER O PISMHED2em
FEEE 2 ) 5L D95 5o IRRIMIEREIBRIZIE 14372 surgical margin DA TH 5 A
—75C, BEEOWEREYIBRII MR E PR E R R T L2 b 2572000, JEFIC
Lo T H HFEEERER TR T E VI RE D LEEEZ SN b,

2) HEHRARE

HiRoE BRI TR, IB- TAMOK0% DIEFNIH LTEHiBHEE LTRiHidE
RENTVDD, ZHITE TR % S T LRI IS AR E 2 58I L T & 72K %
DRI S50 5o KEINCCN R NCIOFEHEHICHT 274 K74 B Wty
IB- TAMTHEEFEAcm DT OBE, BOHRERSI TR & W5 Lzt 7y a v &
LTHRRENT WS, 1B TABNIK LT Tk & BHA N R iAm % kS 5 i
FRIEZRIC BT, MBI OSEMRTAEFR (L H1274%), SEAEFR (L H1283%)
CEBAEZRDT, grade2, 3OGIHEDSTABBRCHEIIL Do 72 L 2 HED H
Hbo LALIORBETIE, FHEECE W TRESREIB X 0T 5 685 ARk Bl 23
ZLEENTHBY, WREED SEECTONHRETH L L2 ZBICARZTE
Hoh\Ve FRAMREICE LT, BTG L PAREO KT, B QOL TIImE M
CATARBVEOWEY L H 2, TNLDOZ L X ) AANBUEERIE TS
5HOTIEARL, BHILAEHREE LTRIREN S 2 E 2605,

3) EFRIVY D INEES

FESWICBIT AL F RV YNERER, B8 SEHEHEICL A TR v 288F
JEZBWT 2 HEE LTHEIINTwS, il 59374V M=7(RDE, BIY
FOBHARFIATON TS, BALRRTIIREN R T, €OEMEIBEES
TWBEBE VD, LaL, U F 3V YNHREDOR Y& a7z 23 30k 842
BIOMFNT TIX, RIFEEBRILEOPFHETHRIIEIT%, BEEI2%, RIFHM T MR
88%, IIE92% L DRI EN TV ST, 72, ZHFILFIC X 57 Y MEHGE R
Tb, TAI~NVBMD507 Bl THRIBESI%, KETT% Th- 722, MHEHE2em
PUF OB BAUSHINER 94% (Wif192%), BEEEIL% & RUFA A bR Twa P,
FHRMECE Lol & EMEESLETH ) BURTITFERE L TV 2 2 WwDds, 4% Ih
W FEr =Y a YRMRBHERISH ST LTRSS 5 L b s,

ERIER=t it B
TR 2 AT 5 AT T 5 FRIE BN X 5 P & L Ci 75 S A
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(radical trachelectomy) %% 1), Z Oz & BB 2 £ 251990 SECLARER G X L Tw
%1920 = ofifRE, WEWS VAT 5 FEEL & TEBHAME LI =2 & [
YIBRAIPH CHIL 35 2 & T, AR E R OO FEERR L IRAT AWM TH 5. BROBLEE,
JRULT- e SEER AR 12 SN B, TERESE T TR Y v SEIERE 2T ) ORI TH B,
ENFESETRMLM AT 5 2T, EFHORGFEZEIALLTED, »OMICH S 2 %R
WEEDP W LIEEARZMGTH D, ToOMBo@EEIEREL LTk, OFIGOM#ATH /5 HAs
[A2- IBIMICIRERBES 2V &, @FIGO#ITHAEA AL CIRER RO D 254,
GMEFAED 2cm LT CTHIGHT IS TEHENITHREDSRB L TWA I &, QLR & 3Hilx
B LWZ L, QMBI RYEEETZIETHL L HHIFHN 5203, EEE
IZ2WTIE, 2em P ECIRRAFICHERIEVET2MED 0 H 575, BHEELY INTED
PODHMNPEETHLETIMED Db, 72, 2em B A L EEEICH L TIZER T
DB ELTWA2MEDHH Y, EEFICE L TG IC X D #gEESR L2 > Tn b,
IR E SR IS, PER DL UL = 2RI & Wik U CRS DL Lo Rz A5 % »
ZRE L7280 B R E e ve L L, BTN ClE, ERESESTHIUILNTE
S AN & AR AR TR DZE D 5 W E T AIENL W2 2 e T & T
I LYE, WHBROSHHEICHE L CRMEICARETROON oL T2HELDH 5
AW B ERTFR ORI L L BT L CTE Ak 2 IRIE < SIBRTRET
HbHZE, FEEABLLTVWI LD IFOND, —F, BXAFMITUBRERAIKL 250
O, WHEOWEENEAED LR ERERECIVHEL R E VR S, K ROEHED—D
12, THHEOHRE S ITONS, TOFREHEIXI0~15% LT 20, & &ICTERIMIES
HEWEEZ L CAE0RH 5. 2612, TEIEOPRERLTEHSEME OB BSAIE D 5
K&y, RTABOILIRICIIARIZH 7 EOAFERMBIEREI LB L 2 555040,
MBNIEIR L 723 B O F RISV T O HANIC Tl 21T 9 UERD 5. BALNT =T
1 A £ 0 I JR B 256 1 % Biad L 72 #4520 Tld, st trimester TO D E41318%, 2nd
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I B - I Omi o L Be9E) 128 UCilipifL ok
(neoadjuvant chemotherapy ; NAC) (3#IRE N5 ?

ERDILHDPXRELICKOTIFHTAILEEE (NAC) [CKDHGBHNEES
n3 (JU—KkC1) .

[E= - BHY)

I - TMOAR2TLHCTFHOEY 1B bulky 20 5 TBIICE W THRT{L 5 HE
(NACO) IZ X B P HUBEMESBFHEEIN TS, T2, NACIZ X Y EEOMINZHS 2
L CHINFER O REMRE D BIfF S T 5,

B SICBWTT - THOFHOWEIINACHEHIRT 20 E0 2 e L.

0::237)
NACOHGHWERIIKRDO LI T D ONDL, OEHEOY A X &M T5Z LICk
D, FioEEREEE N L L, FAEIEROEKASHIETE 5, Ok
FREA T AR RIC X 0 R oWk S TE 5,

F7z, EHEBETDSHFM, BEBEEORIIABAR G T5 I L IFIRD L) 7T
THATH L EEZONL, OFMCBEHGEHRIC X 2 BEH~O MR E? F 7250,
QBEHERRIC L 2 BHEEZZTB 5T, BRI 2IREICDH 5,

—77, NACIZHEI ARG L LTRD L) i EZ 5D, ONACOHER L edh o
7o A\ R B AG T VRS O AR & BF RS 5, @QFAMTRIE O RAT AT HE &
o 7o B BT BEHGEFRDSRIR S N D GEH L DS, SRR OHicAT bz b
LA R BT HIE R AR B U CAFNC ) < WREMEA'H 5 (118 H, CQ22EHE), Bk
PRI X2 EMO 7D ACMFMATE R Ro2 ), fiid - WMRIEWMASLEE %25
R & 5o

WS SN2 NAC + FAEEICE T2 T ~ 5 2 fLILEGER (RCT) % 3-21I/R L
720 NAC + T & TR (BUBIGE R Z BN L72Ed &) L oz L7:#k
el LC, 9, Sardi 512 & %48 (NAC + T4l + W gHR G, T4 + BURBIR
BB B, NAC + WA O WA S T o h bV, Z0WMED RN, T
NAC + FA4l7 + I iEH o (T4EAELE3 1 65% ) I2B\WTC, Tl + O RRiGmeiE (7454
138 0 41%) B X OSSR iE# HBE (78R40 47 36 1 48% ) ISR TH B AR oW
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®3-2 NACICEIY 2E4 T > 4 LMELLBHER

A HMRIRSS JREPRREY

WmilE BERE EAR ETHSE HERNA bt L ¥ 2 v S 4 (Gy) #E(Gy)
Napolitano, 2002 192 IB~MB NAC+Svs YA79F»50mg/m®> 21H% 50 30
et al? SorRT ¥y 7Y AF v Img/m? 33—2A
TL A< A4 ¥ Bmg/ m’
Benedetti, 2002 441 1IB2~I1 NAC+ Y AT5F >~ 80mg/m? 21 HiE 45~50 20~ 30
et al® SorRTvs. 7VL#<A4 ¥ r15mg/m? 2a—2
RT or
Y AT FF ¥ 50mg/ m? 7 HiE
¥y 272+ vImg/m? 63 —2
71 F <4 ¥ v 30mg/ m?
or
Y AT TFV 43mg/ m’ 7 Hig
AHXA7 73 F35mg/m? 7Ta—R
or
Y275 F ¥ 40mg/ m 7 H g
62— R
Chang, 2000 124 1IB(buky) NAC + Svs. Y A79F»50mg/m’ 100 50 25.8
etal'? ~IA RT ¥y 27 AF v img/m? 33—2A
TLA< A4 ¥ Bmg/m’
Sardi, 1998 295 1B NAC+Svs. YA7/5F50mg/m®> 10HHF 50 25~ 35
et al? RT vs. Y279y AF Y Img/m? 33—2
NAC+RTvs. 7L#*<4 ¥ 25mg/m’
S+RT
Sardi, 1997 205 IB NAC +S+ YAF5F50mg/m®> 10HM 50~60 25~35
et al? RT vs. YY1 ZAF v 1Img/m?> 33—2
S+RT TL A=A ¥ 25mg/m?
Sardi, 1996 107 1B NAC + Svs. YA75F>50mg/m®> 10HM 50~60 35~40
et al'® NAC+RTvs ¥ Y2 1Y ZF>1Img/m?> 33—2
RT TL4~<A4 ¥ 25mg/m?
Kigawa, 1996 50 ITOB~MB NAC@iH)+ Y A79F>»50mg/m? 21H% 50 24 ~ 38
et al'V Sor+tRTvs. 7L4<4 3> 30mg/m? 2~ 33—
RT 2
Chen, 2008 142 IB2~1B NAC+ YAT5F100mg/m> 14 H%H —
et al® (4ecm % S(+RT)vs. (dayl) 23—R
25) S(+RT) <4 +<4 ¥ Cdmg/m’
(dayl ~ 5) i
5-FU 24mg/kg/day
(dayl ~5)
Eddy, 2007 288 1B2 NAC + Y AFSFF50mg/m?® 10 HiE 45
et al? S(+RT)vs. ¥ ¥ 27U AF¥Img/m? 3a—%
S(+RT)
Cai, 2006 106 IB NAC + YAT5F Y T5mg/m>  21HME  45(+45
et al? S(+RT)vs. (dayl) 20— EREIIR
S(+RT) 5-FU 24mg/kg/day )

(dayl ~5)

S @ surgery, RT : radiotherapy, NAC : neoadjuvant chemotherapy
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DWEBD LIz LA L, ZORERTIIFFICTM + B MIGHRRE BT 5 EFE IR
<, @Y% FMATh NIz L9 DITEEM A% 5. Serur 512X 5 IBIICET 5%
FHHREBE TIE, NAC + PR ORI B W CTRATE BB IR LS A FR oY E
ERDNEEL DD TIE D72 (80% #69%)?s %72, Napolitano 5@ I B ~IIB
W25 L72RCT INAC + FAili (+ Basiase) b Fair (+ BEHGH <, 47
TN =TI B VT IB - TAWHEG OS5 FEBHAFRIZOVWTOANACIZ L 2H K
R EDO SN (TT% W64%). LA L, IB- DAMHER OSEALGHR (79% xf
73%) Ok, TBHILL EOREBIO 5L (69% K 64%) 3B X U5 AEMEIH A 173 (56%
X 57%) DUFEIHDHH 72V 51T, BEHRE Sh72Eddy 512X % 1B2M1 2 x
G & L72RCT (GOG144#B%) {NAC + Tl (+ BUR#IGHRE) X T4 (+ B HLEH#) | o
BEHI BV T NACIZ & 2 PHREERRIEZD 503, Chen 5d 1B2 ~ 1B (I
BEAcm %82 %) # W RIC L72RCT INAC + 47 (+ Bt stia#e) & F4M7 (+ gt
BT O SERMITOME, NACIZX 2 FHUBMEIRD SN o2 —7,
Cai 5D I BHI 2% 412 L72RCT {NAC + FAlf (+ BUF#6REE) b Fl7 (+ B stin ) |
T, ¥ 7270V —FWITICB T I B2 05 EALER L A M ohILiiT, NACIS
LBERELYWENL BICRD LN/ GEEFE 1 85% xF76%, AWM : 834 H X 55
A AV,

NAC + FA L & I BRH & Ol T O (I 2% & L7
NAC + FAit & Bt sig %ﬁ@%kkﬁxtf_SO@RCT#%@f FTFYVAPIES R
TWa7, 2RI B E, 87261 L IEBIEAA 7\ b DD SAEELER B X U5 4L M5 A1
FIZDOWTNYF— FH0.65, 0.68 & NAC + FHMiOH THE L FHREEERIRIR SN,
L2L, ORI O 2 R SHGH IR E L TB Y, FIRLA RO s 2
(CCRT) Lo lEIZfTbILT Wiy, ZOMIZ, NAC + F47 & BUHRRiG# % ik L 72
RCT & L TBenedetti 5 & O°Sardi 5 D#HEHH 55Y, TN 5200HETIT - THIE
BIDONAC + FHFIC X 5 FHOUEIVRE N2, FFiZBenedetti 51, I1B2 ~IB#io
bulky % T ESEMICBRE L72H 7 7 )V — 7T CH4E A fF 3B L ON5 4R 2E 7728 (65%
X 46% B X UN60% % 47%) D HEHE LTV b, ZOWRIE, MoRFs s ik LiE
%ﬁﬁ%<itwﬁ%i<Fﬁfyént%m&ﬁﬂﬁ%féé:kib,ﬁ77w—
TN OT—% TEHAMEHIMET S, LA L, (ZIZFRBROIER % % & L7z Chang
S5O TIENACOFHAMIRTESHTEY, MimE—&LTwinl?,

—J, AP LOWEEL LTIB2~TA2MZNRE L2V ATIFrETLEYA
¥V OFEIC X 5 NACHO Tl & bt i i 2 ik L 72k sinid 5 1V 20
FEF, NACOZRR) L 72 18BI D 3FAAFHEN86%, NACHIIHET B LT 276 T
1343%, HAHBREEEMTIZ50% TH D, NACIZER L FMH AT T & 7ERIIZBR Y
THROYHEL ROz, L L TIREHRREGEHREEM L WK L NACIZ X 5 PROWET
BD Lotz R oT T\ b,
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B WCCRT L DI TIX, RCTTIEHRWH DD Gonzalez 5IZE BTV AT IFTF
BIWTFLY I EVIZEBNAC+ Tl v AT 5 F VB OB HRIRBO LK H
o FNEN2BAABLV24 N AORBABISEIM CRISEDEFEEZ 722 HEL T
22, F BRI TIES 200 IB2MEHS L LkiFilE s LToFi
NAC, CCRT @32 ®if#E D st (KGOGL005 iER) T, FAM LTI IR D B
HThor i shTna ),

Z DX I ITNAC + T & BUHER M L o i TIEHTE OA AR I T
WBA, FHEEEHMB 5\ WIZCCRT &L DT ZOAHBEIIRIN TV,

£ ZAT, NAC + PO @IS & L CHaung 513 NACZ %372 1B - T A WHEHI
BT B FHNTOME A5 35 %L EORER T, EEES5cm Ll Lo bulky tumor 2%:#
PrELTws ™, $7- Benedetti 513 1 B2 ~ MBI 075 %4 & NAC 05#)E T
HHEWHELTWDEY,

—77, AFROL Ntk FRR AR 7V — 7 CTH 5 HARBRIRESEWZE 7 v — 7 (JCOG) & v,
IB2 - TA2MB X O IBY 205124772 BOMPHE (TL A4 Y+ B2 R
FU+IAIIATUCH VAT TFV)4T— A2 X B NAC + RT3 4hE Bl + i
SHEIRHE o BRHETRIE AL T &9 A + B e #) O RCT O T 38k S
72 (JCOGO1023k%E%) ¥, 24Uz &V, [NACZAT-Th, AAHIHAEHERIIAH IS
s A B IID T K, FREHEOHL LA I RIN TR W] & v ) #iR
PREN, REBROBER P IEITRE SNze KRB TIT b7z BOMP#E: O =R Z A3
FEDVEPo722 L, 432 L) PR DBELZNACERBESTFON TV L%
E WL OPORMERLIBERHEN TS, ZO1IDODORCT DR EANAC + PilfE4
BOARBEEZREIBETSEDOTIE RV, LML, YATIFF iV bFERIC
X B NAC Z4TVy, RIBTEEAEMITON TV L FHEE LB L 72D TORCT & L
TEHITREHERLEVZ S, 512 AFHEMIES AT 7ERME (JGOG) Tk, MR/
B2 TIA4<) =2V FRAL ¥ b LT TESE Ui P B 1B2 - T2 52 L
PMHALIREA ) ) T h v+ 2 57T F 48 TAHRER (JGOGL065 ikER) | i Bl 4 5%
DY TITHRT L, TOWMERRDFE NS,

Pk&y, REZE) NAC + FAHESFHAHERMS 5 WIZCCRT % LM 5 T ¥
TYRAFIVEIIREN TRV, L2 L—#BBIIBW T, BEOIF) R RE X
Lo TIENACIK L 2HEHAFEE SN TH I VWEEZ LN,
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