#3=  1BHEIHOELRE

e B

—fIC IB I, THoEsifialc EinE s LT SN2 O T & BUE R REHRG
gt (FR LS O R (concurrent chemoradiotherapy : CCRT) &%) T %, NCCN
HARTA 22016 FEMTIE, IB- IA BT L CRMimeE: & BBty L7 Gk
F7TariahTih, IBHICH L TEFMEEL VI ERFIIR ST EWY, &
L, WORIZBUT B AL F 5 &R IR 25 2EAR191C Wertheim i Cd 0, AT AEAT 15 S
IR LTI EIZE b, SIS LT, RIBTORIFEEMILAIZEK S 12X 5T,
L OREEOEWMIAE LTI N?Y, ZOBROENZHOTHR - WHORE, ZRED
BV E LCTHEV . SN TEZZ W) RN D 5o FIAREL LT 498 LA (05 e T2 s
BRI RBICOBEL, CHEEEICUMTAIEICE T, EHAB LR X0 IRHICY
BReaZe2uillLcboT, IBHMTFEIICBTLIMBEEZREDZ, Thbb, A
BT BIERFE &R IEHORD 2 L 13, BREMEICB W TR L 2L ICRET A4
TZhd b, LLEoHEA»S, RIFTIE, IBMICTBWTS FAFEENEIRENATEY
(CQO8), AFTH IBWIA S IB MO LRI 2 EHEREL LT, JRLFEE
i AR B & OBE W BUR R G #E (CCRT % &) ol % 25858 & % 2 51 5 (CQ06~
CQ08), 7z72L, AHTOMMMNIZ L ZHEHMFOT—F1ZZL L, FHROIET VR
DEM - BEVLETH 5,

IB2- TA2#, AW IBICH LT, #raifba# i (neoadjuvant chemotherapy ;
NACO)FHATEND Z L b B DD, FHRUGERNRIZOWTIERZH S 2Tk % v (CQ09) .
TESFIEOFMFGE T, EE, RO TORMBLILTEE&RHBMITMZ T, wLD
POBEFEBERPEDROOSND L) ko7, T, MEERFHE LT, BT - oKy b
T T TORNFEEMER I TbUED TWA (CQI0), F2TA2- IBLIICHLTIX
EAVERATHRE & L COIRNFESTERBBMIHA SN TW A (CQIT)., 512, Fi#k) ~
INEIERE RO voXFEE T A HTOL Y F ANV ) YREIERL KA TV S
(CQ12)0 INHIFMHRMICIIEERFE LTROONDDOH Y, RIBTLEHE, HRH
fFshd, Lo LBUIRCIRIESRERRLE FClaEVilE, WARESESEMEIC X > THoIc#E
IS BET L7 ECHifT SN ARETH D, TNHIZELTHE, #H7zi2 CQ ik TREL L
RS U720 T2, IR = AR BRI quality of life (QOL) DRI A SHER 2 IR L 72 |
TINHEAEDHEIE X NS (CQ13) 0 BEREIIRY > /i EM - SIEITERNIC L > TIEE S
Th kv (CQl14).

FE SR OMGA I BHRGE TIX, SHBEGHC, X0 fE R ICEE R 7 RN IS & i 2
TR RERE L Z 2 SN D, AR IC B 2 N oE, PENIRSoME, EERA T
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Ta— VLT, WHERRTOERSALN, RIBITBITLEELSK SN TS,
I B2~ I B W17 & S CLIBUR RO SIA R % BIRT 2 55121 CCRT "2 F LWk E 2
515 (CQ07, CQO8)-

B M B, M BE WS B W T HIMEINICH V), BAER TESEEEROR
5% %05 Y, PRIHLLZZEF UV A LNV OEWERIES 2V, R LR &
DY - BRRIAERAVR SN TE Y, BRI  IEIRT & & Lz(CQ15),

(&3]
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Takayama operation. Surg Gynecol Obstet 1921 ; 33 : 335-41 (L NJLIV)

3) Wi RE. HARER G NFHE i ARHIES; 2 B e, 2014 AFEE ARk, H PE RS 2016 5 68 © 1117
235(LNILN)
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C 06

IB1- DA1WRFEERZECHLTHRINSHEHRIE?

O FE2HEH WS 5 WV (SREHNREHREERAHREEINS (J L —F B)o
ORERZEBHLBVEERTOERHREFNXINZEBEINS (JL—F
C1)e

IB1 - DA 1IN 2@ 2 BHE IO W TIRE§ 5,

IB1- TATMNCH§ 2 EiRHEE LT, AMTEFMBELEEZEL CEIRLTE2, ThIC
RO IR = SR AT I X 2 REMEZ R 0D, MR ORERRIRAE % X 5 72 DI T
MR AYEHE LR L CTEREESD L. HARERG A2 (HER) i AFHEE 2 B S o
2014 FEFESEEZFERVICE S L, IBLIICBW TRMHENIIT & 72 E RN
90%, FHHHRLEEAITH T HFBGREIRIRS N2 DA9%, TA1HTIZENZEN 66%,
33%TH -7z

WAMI BT 5, 1B - TA WF RS0 L CRMRE & BAMNRER G ik d 5 5
v 7 LI ERER (randomized controlled trial ; RCT)? CTl, 5 FEMFAEMFRKL X 05 F4
HFRICABRAIRD SN o7 BHEENTOY T 7V =TI Tb 4ecm LT 7V —
Z(IB1- TATHNIHE)IZHB T, 5FEMIFALESR (T 80%, BUTHRIGH 82%), 5
SEAEAFER (AR 87 %, HUHHRRIGHE 90%) ICA B4 IZRD SN adh o720 NCCN #4 K5
4 ¥ 2016 4ERR Y Cld, IB1- DA 1D W TR GG T & 365 L 72 iRue 4
T arE LTRIREN TV S ARIFT S IR IY BT HRIG 13 2 i i R S8R o FE it >~
Za T IVORN Y& U T, FRICHEN RS O BREFHC BRI O LD ST
7o TESMIBL - DA 1M L TIIER OEH, performance status(PS), A PHIED
A7 228 U TR BIG  G R 0 2 B IRT & TH %,

IB1- TATMNCH S 2 EHAE LCTMBIEZRIRT 22 L0 2 v M, ORHEH
WA R D W2 HIE ) A 7 OFFliATEETH ), TOROERIIB W TEL Z L O
BMEASHRECTH 2 2 &, QOB HIKPIEOF THHRFEINRETH L 2L, @IB1- TA1H
TR IS % B S N B REGIAILIRNZ VA, ZOREII3MNAEREI b Rnw L,
Thbo T2, QEETRDVAERED QOL XEMEINL X HITARY, HERICBITHI0H
PR OBEEESERSIND LI IR o722 8 b, PR BN 2BAIMb->TWw5
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(CQ13). FAfrfEdE, ARIBTIEMMMKIC X 2 LN T &M EiEf e ShTws
7%, C ORI TR EBNO AR O 720, LIZUISHHR, PHE, VEREREZ: St &
n, Mitc® QOL 2ME T2 L W) MEND 5, TNERWT 5720, BEMEZRAT S
MrAASPRIE S, FTAE TR 20 R 22 RO S L & BOE U 725 R IR AR 2T B R s
LB, MEDO QOLM EICAMTHA I EARENT WSS, IB1 - TA LMK
LT, BRERA-ND R MR ORITrILE LnwEEZbNb,

MR DM/ LTI, IB - TINCB TR T 5 i AT & #5075 4 i i
TPHOZEZIZVETLIHEDDH Y B, 1B 1 PHEBNIH L CHERIENT =Mz 17 -
ZZHT —AOBETD, SHEAFRITIBYEBIFTH-722, —HTIBILHD S Bl
JEEFEAT 2 cm LAF & S N7HEBITIEF 565 (B8 MR OB I 2% 12 LT, 2em %
CZBIEBITIE 13% L AREITHENE C, SEAEFED 2cm % 2 X 2 EFATHREICTFER
K(96% vs. 92%) & oG 2 H 5 2, WL TE &M OZ Y ICE L T, BT,
Japan Clinical Oncology Group (JCOG) T, MEFE2cm I TO T =S I B 1 I3 28
LT E oI T v & 2MEBGEER B (JCOGL101 #ER) 25 H#EATHCTH 5 2,

IB - TA MK AHAEMBEHERICOWT, TRE TR TY Wik, S BIF 2k
TR FEAT ARG RS ST & 722, 2012 4R IIEARIR T b 1L 7= 2% it i B 5 A 00 B AR B
OAERDHE SN 2 S 4 cm BLF (MRI T2 5@ i #% CaHID o 1B~ 1B MR- -
B 60 s Esk S, BISIhILfE 49 7 HC, 2 4FEMmEFRAEFE 90%, 2 SFAAFEE 95%
ERIFTH o720 F72, Grade 2 OMNAEPHED 4 FIICFRD H 7228, Grade 3L LD H D
FRDONLDoT20 UEXD, RIFICEWT OB G I FREEICE 20T
7R, WHI L2k e LOGERESMES EEZ NS,
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CQ 07

IB2- IA2WRFEERZEICHLTHRINSHERIE?

[LNFEERELM (+ HBEE) 3 2 W (XML BETHREDE (CCRT) AR S
ns(@JL—FB.

IB2- A2 T %Y 2GR O W TR 5,

IB2- A2V ERHECHS 2 T HEE A L BEHRGETH 5 205, AFTIE
RRAZHARTIRR 5 SRl 2 R E L TS RIS T & 72 H il AR
FES R B AW O 2014 FEFESIEEEFER VL5 L, B2 BV CTRME AT
ENTDDIET9%, FHR2ITHOTHRFRERZ BIRL72bDA719%, TA2HTIEZIhE
N59%, 39%Tdh o7z WA, RITIEZ DIV — 7120k L CTHEHE 28I $ 2 E 4 050
MBI d 25, HIRE L TR B L72ERVP L D Z GBS TV S,

IB - DA MNIH L CFMHRE AR BE GRS 2 RCT 234 2V 7 X ) #Hi
SNT DN, PR (£ BORRGHR) & BIG I BUEBRERE T 5 AR A3 (& D12 74%),
S5AEALFH (L DIT83%) ICHEAITRO LN o7z BHERICL T T 7V — T T
W&, SR - MR RRES S 4om 225 LT - U T o REETL T
BARTH D Z EAIRENTz, FRORRIZEL S ORI TORENTBE Y, HEHE
4emZ T ZAHAE(IB2 TA2 )&, EWHBSMA 7T S 2 OB L2 M3 % 2
Bhdbo NCCN HA KT 4 » 2016 4EMTlE, 1B2- TA2HICH T 2L LT,
CCRT, ILULFH il (£ W% 4, i CCRT), CCRT #OMBMLF LIRS
Twb Y,

AIBTIE T & L CTHIATEICEN S &8 2 N5 MR & 2 IR ILF 5 R il 5
AT N T &7z, FAFREOF N E LCiE, WIEARRENI ROV ) 27 OFF
MliATRETH ), ZOHRDEHRIZBVTES Z & OMFULATTRETH S 2 &, JHEB B 4
CWCXDIPRIRAEDSWEETH S 2 LABT N, —F, MMM X 2 IR IL 75 6 i
Tk, LiZLIEgRNo ARG ozo, JR, P, L S ESh, Wiko
QOL MK T2 &) MENH 5. 4, 1B2- TA2HICEBWTHE#EREAN Ko
ARIVEREE SN TV D499, HfTICB W CIEREEDIRZND 2 LR TDH %,
IB2- TA2HIENFEERIN 21T o 72356, Wi (CHiBIR LD LB & 72 B W RetE DS
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W it CCRT & A 2 WU G 8 il 2 )i % RCT I2C, ik CCRT BEOFH A &
WCRIFCHDHILARENTY LALAEDS, WEMiBi#e LTCCRT 2 #M L7235
FUCEMMAERROBEIE T 2 2 LSS 7,

THEEZ TR E LA+ 7Y a v & LTNAC B 575, Cochrane systematic
review TILFAMHAM & LI U CHR AL, AR HICWHEL, TH8 S Mk
) Y SEIER 2 IR S B LW Sz Y, KE A S O THIEER (JGOG1065 3ER) i
HTIERDFILT6%, FH 142 %4 2 VCTHMIERS RO N, FEFRITFAHPANTD -
729, —%, BOMPHE(TLAYA Y v+ 2 RAFy+< [ MA YV C+IV AT
F )& MW 72NAC TIA M IZED 5 Nk H - 72 (JCOG0102 3 Bk : NCT00190528) 1
(NAC 2B L Tid CQ09 &#),

BRI H & B L L7286, CCRT 2 BUSMGHHM & I L THEISIET DY X
7 %ML DS LEAKENCBI MO RCT TRENL I, RTOGI0-01 ik Tl CCRT
WX B TPHEENFEIIN - NVAMEFRBICIB2: TA2HIZBWTLREN, BETLY
EREERREE L IR, FEEOFEIEA S T F Y P ATHORINTEY 617,
IB2- TA2HICBWTIIBUEHAEREME ) b CCRT 2ME#E R L TR IS,

CCRT DiZEM#aAb &P L XN b VAT 5 F 40 mg/m?, weekly, 5~6 HIEZK5-H HAN
TV L C ORI G WRLAELDHEE SN TEL, Zozn, - VA MEZHS
I2 L7z CCRT D% ik I [[ 4 T AH#ER (JGOG1066 3B%) 23T b, REMM MRS WY,
L% IB2 - TA2HICH$ 5 CCRT OAMEICHT2ARTOILY 7 v 20 HERA WS
N5, CCRT 2B 2 s in e g, RREEAYARS (clinical target volume ; CTV), ##
i, AR S, BERGREMOBEICET %,

—7, CCRT BICEHILFHREEBINT % & BEHFENLETLIENRATTFI VA
WCTRBEEN Y, CCRT Hiflte CCRT ##ICHIBIFREE L T2 ) XN EANVKT T F
YEAVA 7 VBT HEEE KT 5 RCT A EATF TdH S (OUTBACK B
NCTO01414608)» ¥ 7z, CCRT HilZ NAC %17 ) G0 % TR T b, BIFZ&iHH#
Wik & HEVEDRIB SN P L B FE 2T, CCRT ¥4tk NAC-CCRT @ RCT 7381 i
11 CTd % INTERLACE 5% : NCT01566240) o

HHROEIZH 72D, WHHEO QOL OMFIZEETH S, [B- TAMIZOWT, Filf
& BUAR BB RE AT b NI % OB A BHE & QOL ICH§ 2 Masfrbhcwa 2, F
MHECTIIIRESR, BOHRGHERE LB R OB S IHEOBESH RICH W I AR SN
25, WMFEIHEHFEO QOL DR E REIFFROLNT, HEEREICEHL T ETLZVwE ST,
BHHEO QOL IZoWTIE, e o BA TR, Mk, BUHRIEHR )% GRICHE) 25K &
SWBTHEEZON, AFICBIATF— 2 ELIET Y A2 B LLEN D5,

(Z&3H]
1) Ffske. FARBERHE AR 2 ARG & R AW, 2014 4R HERIEE 2016 5 68 1 1117~
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I B ikt P LB SN LCTHER S N D IEHRIE 7

[LNFEERELM (+ HBEE) 3 2 W (XML BETHREDE (CCRT) AR S
ha(JL—FB),

11 B I V- L BEHE S0k % @) e i 61k & & IR BRET T % 6

T A B WNCX 9 2 EEFIAT L R TIER & (R > Twd, BORTIZIB #IC
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T, X BUBEOE W L SN2 MM RAILILTFH &Mt ok e L frbh T &
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WELTGEMIZ 4% TH OV, 2004 D 60% I RTHWAMAINICH % 55, MR, TAls:
EEBEHFHE LTEATDNTWE Y, — 5T, HREHIGESFHR L L GRIRS ERNIX
2004 DY 18% TH - 7=DITxF L, 2014 4E1212 39% LML T 5,

Tl & CCRT ORI O W CHEREKZ LZBRRBFIE NI TIibhTE b
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% L OIEBITIE, T AT CTHMBRMIHEDI LI L 55 FEBE, AT 2014 FI12F
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Td % (OUTBACK #ll# : NCT01414608) . ¥ 7z, CCRT HilZ NAC %479 WL 4 I AH
REED T DI, RAFRERRR L BaEIRBEN®, Tha ¥ F 2 CCCRT Hlik
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BB DN PARE SIS K> TRMTEHMEZEE (NAC) Z A S H 7B
ZEEN3(JL—FC1),

BAANDRE

VLAE, AT % 9 (neoadjuvant chemotherapy : NAC) O FEHliAS A DO H ), —HDO X ¥ 7
F 1) Y AETIE QOL Ot % &7 NAC O HMATRIE I N TWAED, CCRT 7 LEIHEGRHIIH L
TIHREENRERTIETFT Y 2AEELN TRV, NACEMFI TR THRREIFCTH S L v ) iE0%
{, NAC IZBIT BHHEIR, &5 HEoRBELE & DIIEFOREN 2 L, XY EJMLL 2@ EToO T
BuEr HIETHRRBRI LT N5,

B 1
I - TR BRI O T OIS TPROARZ IB2 M2 5 IBMIZH VT, rai{bassi
HE(NAC) 2179 C LW PRUGEIZHIKS 2 002 2 WGS9 %

NAC O HIIE, EEOY A X252 12X, TiioMatkegaett ik s+,
TFHUENREZBL L THD, FHETD LT, BEBEROALERELE 217 2 &
EROETHMNTH S LEZ HND, OFMRLBEHRIEHC X 2 R~ Mk &34 U T
W, QBURBHERIC X 2 BRI EE 2 TE LT, IR R 2IREBICH 5,

NAC 12 AFIIEE L TIRRDENE Z 5N b, ONACBER LR d - 25E 121 E
TEH PG R IE S O MR & k3 A d 5, @QFMIRIEORAT I WEE & % - 72356 123K
SHEIR DRI E N D BB DL A%, BURBHEIR O FIZAT D N7 AL AR LA R T i %0 A 47
B L TARNCE) < fabtEdid 2 (CQ21 ZHR), OALFEHIEIC & 2 B0 7o HCIMEF LA
TEL R, i - RIS LI L 7 b RS F 5.

NAC & Fili & @D 7. B FMERD FHRELET 2 0E2 L TE, RBICk->TI 2
75 F v (150~300 mg/m?) R AEAFE (A1~66%) 3R a5 2 L bH Y, WD
RTWiv, NAC OB Z RTIFZED—212, 48 (NAC+ T4 + BatasE, T4l +
BRGSO R A, NAC + BURMIER) O ILEGAERD S 5 Vs NAC + T4l + it
MRIEHRTE (7 AR A7 1 65%) T, Al + BB IGIHRRE (7 44473 1 41%) B & OBUGHA
P HUIEE (7 AR A73E 0 48% ) ICHRTH B L AR OWE RO bz 72, NAC+ Tl
(+ b)) & Tl (+ O RIEH) O RCT Tld, NACICX W IB2Mo 54EAFHR L
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OS DA ELWHENRD Iz P, HEHRIAET & OB TH FKIC, NAC+ FHHEICHE
BTRUEBNELRD L EPMEIN TS Y, L, NAC+FHir & Fhir % L L7251
O RCTY T 7 AL (70% vs. 66%) R FFFHEZE (32% vs. 37%) A E A A TRD ST
mméNAc+¥mk$m@%:ﬁ%w%iﬁwziﬁ&<NAC@LF&%%u&wkT
HRCTYDH 5. NACIZHT 52200 X% 7F 1) v ATIE, NAC 2 &0 E¥4WiERE
179 2 & TTEE GRS MR R ) ¥ SHifs A% D, TR i RA N & TR
L CHER AR - 2AFROUEIYETE L LM "ICE->Twb, —J, 1B2~1
W A BB D —DTdH B CCRT L ORIETIE, FMEDELERE ST 5% M
S 219033 5 DAT, T2 mIEf STy, BIFE Gynecologic Cancer InterGroup
(GCIIZBWT, IBMD L BEHES4emZE 225 IB2M - TA2MICK LT,
NAC+ FAli#: & CCRT & % i3 % RCT (EORTC55994 #k# : NCT00193739) 4347 H
TBY, EENRERIR NS,

KIO L Hid R E LTl 2 DO RITREN TS, BOMP #E(7 LA~ A
VIUAEYIYVAFUARANIA T Y CHIYRATTF )AL 7 VI K B NACHIRLT
B AR AR £ R RIG R vs. BRHE AR (L UL A I + U RRiE#E) © RCT (JCOG0102
) Tl BOMP # i OB R 323 66% LK<, WO 5 FELEFFICHEATRD O NR
Mol —J, NACIZA V) FHhyex T 5F &Mz R (JGOGLI065
RER) TOZEMFEILT6%TH Y, P 142 %4 7 )V THU/NDIEM?E SR, HERGIIFAHR
PN TH 727 WTFROREED NACH T - THOFHRUEICERT 2 & v ) fm % i<
ICIEST, 5%, SOLLRIZMEAPLETH S,

FE SR\ B IR AR A O LT 5 SR ) LB T FMRAILE Voo dH D,
WA TIEI NS & NAC 2 HlA A DE LR 2 AN H 5 (CQ10, CQI1 BH) . EEE
BREVHETH NAC BIILIFH SRR 2179 & & THIRIED % < 20~29% T4
WREA oG HW2, NAC BICIEMESE T FMi 217> 72354, ok~ —2 v %
BRah, AIHESL R RMERD TR TH -2 0WME iy, T¥F U ARERSH
DOH %,

PR E R & SR IS A NAC oW T, o nwbon, WFERE
WL I L CHEMIM R ZRICEBR VI ERA T TF ) Y ATRENTVS 9, K
DO YLD S OWETIE, BIEICHT 820 8 F VBV L FEdFLL+ I VKRT5F
Y OFRNFILT8% ThH - 7217,

NAC OFH-e & L TREIRIX 5 (NAC-TIV) DM #% 15 Bk 5 (NAC-TA) 238 % 6
TG, T4+ B PEN IS 15 Gy, NAC-IV+ F4li, NAC-TA+ T4 4 BERCTWIZ BT 5
SAEAAEHITIZZED 2  (T3% vs. 68% vs. 83% vs. 80%), NAC-TA % #INT 2 EHKITZ L\
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LT 2720121, TEROEEIGIEICZE S b WEEE L HERE - FHRERLOOHEE T Fiio
LR ZRDB72ODHE - BEEOMIPLETH b, T72, BEMRLGWIEICHET 2 AREH 507 —
YRERBL, ML TV I BEETH D, TWVIFRICEITH EHERETOERITHONE I L
LAEE L

JEBED/NES 2 IB - T ZdR & LRBMIc B COIEBESE T T, vy MHRTF
WAHERE S N B D EDE AT %o

W B R I 2 IR E AR AR IC oW T, 2014 4F & 2016 AF IS T F1ly &
0y MR PRV TRERSE & L C—EOENER TEM 5 2 &5 S h
720 HIHUT TN (BPESET Tl O 0 R bS8 T T 2 BREm N & 2 D R B 2003, fEK
DOEEETRHRICS S e WIGHRIL &L R RSN ECER SN0 89 il H 5o

IB - IS0 2 B NTH 2 IR ILFE AoV T, RIS Tl & IR Tl
DT 7 b ALERKELZZRCT R A Y 7F Y ¥ A PNIGET 5 EES T R OF sIZkD
Lo ons, OMIMEHD D LEIMEIANAT 5, Q@RI OR A 7 itk
W OBEEDRE & 72 5, FMHIEIHED D %, O DBFRIIH 238 < AL AR A3 Vo
ZTO—7T, BESTFRoOMELE LT, OFMEMIE:, @Uk~—Y Y (BEORE,
TR FE B (R E) MO R S ] PWE CHBREN S 50 Lz w2 R sh, F
BB & RBDPVETH LI EDEIITH2 Yo L L, BHEGT T & T
M O [ THFHNZ D W THRET L72RBRORERZREGT 5 &, Uk Y 3Hifi%, OS,
DFS, SIS Z 223w L EofIRE 20, AHTH 2014 4 X 0 475 570 18



CQ10 93

BORMESFEGEHICE T FEEMIA2, 1B, TA1MZSRICERES T TArdsk
HEFRE LTiTbhTw b,

—J5, WA, wHTIRE Ry PR T EROE LD EFE L v KN E MBI B 2
WEgE T Fai & oKy PEERTFM LK LAEEO R Y 7F 1) Y AT, YIERY ¥ S
RHEE, MEREMGEREROMATEZ EORRICEEZ R L, £ 5% BT 203 MEoEh
PHEFZEOEMTENTIVESNSE Y, Ry ML RMIELTOMTEE THANE
1k, 3D M%7 L OBEREE AT B 7O BB R CHEE AR, PR T TR & g
L Tl R BT BB E TOHBD N L W) FIRiasdh 259, BRI TIEE
HADENE V) KA D Y, WHEOHMEAESLHRICEGLE T T % BINT 2 058
EWTH D, LHERTIIBYMEITORY MEBETFMZT) 2 EEDLNTWED,
JERESE T PR E 0 Ry PEBTPRZHELAZLE2—Y% 25 T7F Y 203 FL LT
TAMFCEIRLELTBY, IBMICHT 20Ky bR TFFRMOZ UMD F 7215010
FESN TRV LICHEET 2LEDND S D &b BB & RS OBBREL H 3 5
ML T R AR 2 T3 5 2 L ALHETH %o

JEPESE N A LT A AR 12 B T b BRI Tl TGS L 72383 H (CQ06~CQ09, CQ12)
YT F %o OMRERAMNIC L W BEEEEE D 2 & & CHIRBERER R GE 2 PR 72
% 8 ORI HRE (NAC) A O LRI 5 A il < b Wi - o4 2 S 0 5HR B %
EOWERESE T FM OB DR EIND Yy GRS FFM R oKy b3 TP C b Mgk
L MAEGHLE L Z LTI ¥ F &2V 1) ¥ /35i (sentinel lymph node ; SLN) % T ] &
HREELES W, 512, BMIA 30 kg/m® 2 2 2 MG BEOS4E, ST Tircid
BT A OHE - BURTEL IS BoBF LH%L ShTns 17,

Pk, IB- DHICHT 2L FEEEEMICBWTHERT RO MIEE L, Wit
DO—EBTIIEHEEHE L L THES. SIDoDH B, NCCN #4 FF 4 > 2016 4EWUT b #Y) 72 3l
Mz Z I RS B AT T EAERTH S 2 LD SN, IRILTE &R AT IZE
JEFW L 723 - oKy PR T FROVT A THITT A e TE LI Tw
%W, BETHRICOWTIE, BB & ST - 0Ky b8 T RAT OB T DFS % g
3% KB RCT (LACC &b : NCT00614211) 27N TH Y, FROMRIFFIN TV 5,
—J, AITIE, TEMZSNEERHE IS VL, FORTICBVTIE, TliTHIC
FBA L IR ANFHES S MBI XY, B WIZNHEEEAT RE R & i ABHIE 5 5 M E o 175
TMEHIO FCTHiAT SN D RETH Do Hligk T LA TAMEIS % HINT Lol 2 i o 2 @ IR R &
THY, BN L RO RBEBGES RSN 2 AT L Y S EETH %,

I B2 WL EoF Sl TEBPEIZ CCRT Z WV 246, WWHATOAT— Y ¥ ZIZHEET
Fi T % 75558 %o FRITEH IR RO R BRGT AL &2 F i Ic & & 2 2 KB IR 3
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