24 = 1 BEE IYOHEREES

e B

#iBh#R: (adjuvant therapy) & (3, F@MaRoeE BT 35 T T A O 55 BLALER 7 1Y
PRI Wi R B ) A 7 % & e BN L CHIE TR H AT b S i RIGH# T
»H511P(CQA16), MBEMPMELEZEETLRTL LT, B v EER, FEHEGRS
MR, SHEREOWRS, M, REREQ7TH, £1M4LSR) 2E0BToN5,
INOLDOEFOHMAFELERS, KR AZHE, HY R, @Y AZBCGESINS, BE
(&, ) YOSHEIRRE B X OV B R ) MR ASRE HAUST, R SHHR IR R R IR R
A ON, FEHEAKECIEBIAHY ZAZBEL SN, ) VN HilB D D\ IE T E B (A
HIREZ AR LN LIEBIDTH Y A7 BEL SNABMIH L WY, 20 k) RilikER)
AVHTFZHT 5D DIZOWTIIMEMIEE L U CREIGHE, RGO s
(concurrent chemoradiotherapy ; CCRT) & % WIZ b E2EME L Tw 5, —F, 1KY
A7 BIRMBIETLIVE SN TWA, VA WHTOBIC X 2 it B8 s b o 2 2k
LIRWMEINTEY 9, WEMBEEOREICEL TIE, M4 oI 55 R BEt s
VETH 5 (CQ16~CQ18),

T CNEERBEIEGICE LTI, ZOmBEE - MK ) PRICSESD D, Wk
OB LETDH B L OFE ¥, FHEICHLTY 2ecm bV 4em 2 &, B4
BT OHRFOMP S UETH B L Ol P19, EELITM L2 FHRETTIE %L
) YOSHIHER O D AAN. L 72 FHRNTTH 5 L oG 0%, MM EREIZOWT
b, Phe R CTRBMORSEZEET LI L TTFRICEVDSAEL S LOWME PP D5, Ik
ERBOABIEROLZ VAT THY, FRIEVY DL LOWE D, ) A HEEO
FHRFTIED 2B FHRET TRV EOHE XY 25% % (CQ16).

T O SEEEA RSO X 7 FEFNR LTIk BRI ANEIS & ST E 2
A, KRECAeF RS & CCRT 2Lk L 725 ~ # 2 fb lL i3 B% (randomized controlled
trial ; RCT) O#§4, CCRT BT F R ARSI L T OS, PFS A REIZERTY
72, E512, ZOERE% & A7 Cochrane systematic review Tb IB1, TA®TY
A7 WTF %A BREBNEIM % CCRT 2 RAFE G SN T D 19, RIFTHOHEKD ) v /38
R E AT RPN TS CCRT OFHEIZED SN TWE Y, 1 HOEH) ¥/ il
B 5 VIZEREED/NSVEEBNZH TS CCRT ® A Y v MIW ST L P, Mkl
LML Z & D 7RV LETH % (CQ16),

Wit mfiBngD & LTI ) BREIIR Y > SEHISA~O FB FSHIZBE 3 2 KB 2 RCT 1,
INETOEIAENSH e NCON 74 F 7 A » 2016 FMUTIE,  FAliiRe o5 BRI
HIRRSR CTHEREIIR Y >~ SRR T2 S N2 A B X ORI §iR4 (CT, MR],
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PET) TEREIRY >/ SEiizR b TE & S0 SI7ERITIE, BREIIRY > 7 SEHHIE % B4l
PHIZ & 72 CCRT (= BENIRED) 232 L T b, LA L, BERMICEEREINRY ¥ s Hilnf
2% <, IHERIRA BRI S N TR WAL, MBS BT 2 FRIRSHPH IO W
TOWMERHEIZII IR TR 2(CQ18).

T - &) A7 BB 2 MRS, WBRALFHREZAT ) MAPAT L LI R ST,
FEEHRIIN LT RE oM BIRE 217 ) Fl e LT, OmFREsts oIl 23 i #tin
(5 1& CCRT) ICHE L W REVED D 5, ORUFBIRHEIER % LI 2 i HE54
PAZE, THY Y/ iR &) 2RI IELTENRNTEL, REXNETFLONS, LaL, itk
ILFREDOEBRICET 5207 v AGZ UL, B TN R E R 3
LEMERIRINTO RV, ZOBBICOVTIIEETHLRETH S (CQ16),
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CQ16
HERR S N A iRl bR ?

OBFHESF') A 7EC(IEREZERERECE (CCRT) KMEHSNSB (J L — K B,
@BFEPIRATEICEEVRATEFOH - BEICKL DT, BEHREEH SV (IER
L2 MEIHREDE (CCRT) BB S NS (JL— K C1),

BHEADIRE

RIRTI, WHRMMRREE LT3 - @Y A7 BRALSRES T S hCw b itigb v, L
ML, WMHRAEEREITZARESTENINTES T, SBRIMSNLIEF Y 2% b LI, LMk
AMERHIIRE L R D152 2 B L 2 X% 5 v,

1B IMFESHCHERREY %7 W27 H, %15 &4+ BEAIHLT,
HEHBE O AT D R 5.

7 51

MHBEFHE)AZEFE LTRDEEL DI, U U 5fiiER, e GES) Mk, M
WITH Y, WIZ, KEEHE SEPMERE REREISBTONLS 29, #ith, Ih
S5OV AZNFOFMIED ) A7 7S NHBIFRESER I N5,

P BRI TIE, O MR mYE, @OF 6 GG MREE BEO S G2
A7 BN, RN BRI L Cag BRI TE 7, Lo L, 2000 4
VAR T Al B & LT o [l AL A4 S % 1 (CCRT) @ & % % 78 3 RCT 28 SWOG
(Southwest Oncology Group) 8797 ikl & L CHIEF S /ze REFERTIE, JEILTE &l
MHATENZZTA2 IB- TAMT, By o S@iEBME 7= G E) MRk R L,
IR e e E SRR S 72 268 Bl R G & LT, ArBiEIGT & CCRT (& F#Hay & ¥
AT TFr+T7NFay 7y, 3 24 7 VoORKGHE, CCRT#®2%4 7 V)%
W U720 RRBRIZ, SIEBID ) Haig) v SHilmBREsId 85%% 2 2 TH Y, &
) oS BB S CCRT OARM: % MGk L - R E ZE 2 b b, TORRE,
CCRT I3 MU MLt e A (T IEER L C OS, PFS L b AEICENRTWAT, S5, 20
i R 2Bk % & A 72 Cochrane systematic review T IB1, TAMTY AZHNT2 46T 5%
BICIE, BRI CCRT SR TH 5 2 LS S 7z ¥ R THHED
) YONEIERS R AT BHRERNCKTT A CCRT O HMEIZRO HSNTWa 38, 1 o) »
INEIRAS B B VAT HESEEE 2 cm R OIEBNIKT LT, u RIS LS mEE Mz % 2 ) v
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IR Y A2 E L2 BE LT, GOGI2 Az o s, AEBTIE, IB
gy B REOmT, 1/3 %2 2 2HERM, REEE SETEAO 3HTO
)5 2HF UL EOMEIEIEY A7 WF2HT L0 &2 512, MR L MRk L
TEFBRBH 227 L O RCT 2MMTbONTB Y, MBBEHRGERE A B2 FREOK
THED SN0, ZolFEKRRE: % & A7 Cochrane systematic review Ti&, FIEH Y A
ZHEO 1B WHESITIL, WEOBSBEFR IR L M L5, OSICH L TEHL»
BWHERIRAIREN G o7z Fio, BUBRERIZY » N L EOFERL ML T HE
HHHY, VAZERER T4y F2EBLTERIRETHLLERTWD Y, HENS
DT, WY A7 BEH U TR R B G ARE & CCRT REZ2 B HIMICHRE L7z &
Z A, IMiE#EMIE CCRT THENE 2~ -72b D ®, OSIZTCCRT BNEWEHMA RS
722, LAaL, ENTOBIRDEA, BT, MEERET) 27 BB S N2
WXL CIE, MR RBIRE S LT A7 NT- 08 - BEIC X - TEBBA~ORRERED 5
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5 MARGABRDSEATHR T dH 5 (GOG263 3Bk © NCT01101451) -

NCCN #' 4 FF 4 » 2016 4ERUCId, ALY A 7 B ICx L Tl fdplisc i we 8
nTwnb,

{152 1 : WEEBIEEE L TOILEEE

[z AR & LCofba=E | ofESRICB LC, 45 58 Il H ARl AR =il -
AFIA Yy P RAI—=T4 Y7 Q01647 H, KT)T, X0 5 38R HEE 2 %I
WTHRELDELDERDL D o720 LHL, A4 FITA VERERESQ07HETA 15 H, 350
TIHIBRL 2V e OMTIEL DT, UTICZORM 2 EIRT 5,

[ T8 VR 28 Akt SR 3 A 1 3 23 A A B 858 4% Quality Indicator WFZEH I FRE - FESAATA | 12X
% 2013 44 [E B HE % 4% + DPC (Diagnosis Procedure Combination) 7 — % (£ AYA SSH LR b
DF—7) BRI T, FIEHP Y 27D 531%, B A7 BED 481 % 2tk b atidatrb
NTVDZEMH L7z, 176K, RIRODSABIILIIGEEZ 1L U &3 2 LB FAMibl 2 1) ik
TlE, UM ZEREOMM] 2 HIE L OLRRTFEEMHEMN 217, B8 A2 lTF%2 2612
MBI BRERDSBMEINTE . Lo L, WEMIBSRERE 2179 2 L IC X 2%, G
o) 2l EOBEBELRGHHEND LN 52 L b, BUE TN RILFHEAEIR S
NTVBHIHRD L AZTONE, TO L) REHOTME %W Hieik T L ot Wikt
SRR IR B A & I L Tl 2 WIS S TB Y, MRILERE ORI T o
PARREE - SEBREIC R & SARAET B TTHEVED D 5 6

—7J5, &5 57 al H ARl NEHE S 2 &2l ki 2% (2015 4E 8 H, B&W) Tirbhiz v A ¥4 Y &H
SRR B SIS T, HARER m AR 2w NRHIEE; 2 B 2887 — & 0 2004 4E X ) 2009 4E 0
FE S 9,565 B (FANTHR 5 D AT 4,626 B, BB SRIGHERE 2,976 B, AR LA RREkRE 1,963 1)
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FThbh, SEOEBENIZOWTHA KI5 4 v OBAFIHRTOMBIITI N0 5720 MitdidhE
BB LT, [TESEERETA K94 22007 0] Tl Tilr bk o g I3 5Tl
AATH L] LRBENTVDBIZ Db O T, RRGEREESOMEIICZB VT, 2007 4ELLBEICY
ONHIER B AT B IE BT IR AL OB AT 2, TR UG EAIRA T AR S
720 FTT, A FITA VIR EMORT & O HFHZHAEHOWE 2170728 2 A, BRI
R =R SN, WMRCFEFOATIIARSETIRV DD, B4 FI4 VEAKICHETEY A
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VbZETewd &, mARESHMEAEEE L ORI Bt 2 2 8547 - Twv 5 itk T,
WAL I AR TR TA R & TR 2 WITREE IR ST WA b oo, 4% L T
AT AL AR BRI T L b PHREE TR L, Y X7 OWINA A SN W iR
EBTERV, LoTHA K54 VY REATE, DLEOERZEZD - THIRTEZHEBICITTDhTwb &
W) 2T OREIR T ORISR, [T EHFREEET A F T4 2 2011 4ERR] 1S TSR
W LawiEme A L.
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Ay 1% G o HE G HEPR (308, 4 B s (4 IR IS © whole pelvic radiotherapy) & S
BV A i 5T o I PR RS 4R B (clinical target volume : CTV) %, B#Y ¥ /SHisH,
fg B (B i 2> 58 3em FHET), FEEEGEG) MBS L O ® &) MKTH 5,
W EBRBEICB TS CTV OBREICOWTIE, KEZLZ L IR CHRICH®BICX 5T
YR UH AT FIA VR EESN TS 2Y, CTVIS#Y) R~ —Y v 2D 724
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7 EOFETRHM I T R IR T E v, Lzdo T, ArERmiBie & L CIEkE R
WO BINE— BRI HESE S v 100 R T CHE O WIRAYFRAE S & 2 2 iE B Tl
Ji JEE A R o SELASR P PR B 0SB ISR S B 25, S 0 X9 2 BN AN R Al Bh e 0 i A
BT %,

FTAE, 1% B L2 0 28 SR R 5 9 (intensity-modulated radiation therapy : IMRT) A%
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AWONE L) Hho>TETWS, IMRT Gl H OHIAEA 4 10 3D-CRT & KL T,
ANV, B BB, B EOEFEMBOMEZ KT A 2 EARTH ), MRBHICS
FEEPHEDKRTICOLALd0L LTHIFSN T 9, 7272 L IMRT OHE#ICH
725 TE, IEFHBROM R, GHRGIED OR R ORI 02k, GHR T ok
Ui BB DAL B X OTEIRDZAL 1617 7 & & B JE L 7280 2 iRt 2L % Th 0, IR
WOEELPEE TH S,
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B REIRY > N Ei AN O TP S o @ )Io 1 ?

OBERIRE £ 72 (FRIELIVRE TEREIR' >/ EiEREkE 14 & ST S NIZESI T
ZESINS (JL—FKC1),

QHEFIRE THEXRER) > /N\EEBERIET SPMEN G, BXREIR) >/ \Eith
BICRT 2REBEBFIREN B INTOLRWESTREERSNGW (T L —
FC2),

EHBP TR DL EITOWT, Wik s L ToBRERY) >/ SEiss~ 0T B g
DFIBIZ DOV THET 5.

BERBIIR Y > 7S EIFEIRA O PRSI B§ 2 KBIELZ: RCT 134 7% <, wWihd EiR#DS
BEHRIEHE T D D INERMBIE L2 IR E L2 O TIE RV TOREIIOVTD, AfFHEN
BN BIFTH - 72 RTOG79-20 3k V & 4 7575 % 8 72 H* - 72 European Organization for
Research and Treatment of Cancer (EORTC) D ikEx 243 V), £ KEIIR Y > 7 SHifHIEA~ O
TR AR OB EIZH S5 2 DRIV THIERRERIE T TV ARV,

M FFET - &Y A 7 RPN T SR L Tid, 2F RN 2w Lag i
EVAT T F v EREGUACEHEC X B FIRALAE U B (CCRT) 2B H#E iR T d 5 (CQ
16, CQ17 &), LU 1 - THEGIOBEREINRY >/ SHi SR OBTEN IR O3 4
~21% L WMESNTEY Y, 2EBREHOATIIHREL T3 A N—TELVIEEL’D
bo HREIRY v XEiEBE O ) A 7 ZEEERERY) VRO G LR &K 5 TEAL
L, MEEEED 4 cm DL EOSREG], Wz v LEREOF#RY ¥ B BREs, e
INHIRRRER] 72 &3 RBIIR Y~ SEIRE D) A7 BE W ERHE IR TwE Y, Lz
Ao THTHTI AR A (CT, MRI, PET) CTEEREINRY > /Hilzfg 235 b N 2 IEBI R, Tk
YR W LEREOSE) R EilmE d 5\ Ik ) v SEilE A b L 2 RER] Tl
BERENR Y » SEiOAMEIT, ZOMRER, BRBEFTIIBEREIIRY) » /@i~ offitz 7B
W2 Z 3 %50 NCCN 774 K74 > 2016 £ TIx, BFRENIRY) >/ SEHE2 R B0 L
T, AR & L Cag B IRAC B REIIR Y > 5 FE I8 2 B i PR (2 5 o0 72 Bk K L B
(extended-field) 12 & 5 CCRT (= FEPIIRG) 2SR L T3 5, Z oA, WIRIWIZH S 2
LRk ) VONEI B X ORI IR DS ) Y SEI R ERR RIS ED T, 5L
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HagE 1 B E DY oMRMBIREE

&b 445Gy OMEERET 2, FRMEIIH - TIBE, & HFHSEoOREHIC 512
BlES 5% 59,

72720 BRI, WA F 72 R B A TR R R & B S NERI ORI HETH
%o MhHi A (CT, MRL PET) TEEREINRY > X Eifs® 2 m23 2t A7z, »o
AR TR, 2w URBAEIRERD 2 SN TR WIERNIZB W TIL, Mg s
LCRERBIRY > 288232 [ PRI 23832 287 222 L, WRERHESRIE
RENTORWY, 51T, WHTERRAE CHERBIIRY >/ EifRiE 2R3 2 i st <
ORI TR REME, Zowv LIREREIRER D 2 SN TV R WIERIT, ERZEEE, it
P LSRG #RY v 3§ i, g o E o wT N5 bR
WTHEEREIRY > 8832 [P 2R3 72032 LLLE, ZokHk
FEBNHLL 2B RIE R SN TR IR TH S 7,

FEREIR Y > /88 % WG9 2956103, LR EL Mk #HM: 4% E OB of EHE 0
mu, F72MEOBMAEELORIERIE L &5, RTOG79-20 iER T, BEKEIIRY)
> S BRGHE C R 10 SR A DRE O S A EAY ST A I (8% vs. 4%) s Sz Y
EORTC D72 TdH, Grade 3 F 7213 Grade 4 O 2 BRI LE & PHE 2B KRBIR V) >~ 2%
HiTRGHIEC 23 2V LAVR SNz Y il + B REIIR Y > 7 SHET RS IS bat i & [ g
PR 2 LA ERHLORERIIL D EL a0 ™, BETEE TRT24E D5, &
ETIE, IMRT IS X 58 + B KEIIR ) o/ SEiIRGT & A28 o [AIEBE T IS D T O ERRIF
NG SINT VDB 10,
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