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Clinical Practice Guideline for peritoneal metastases
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HIRIRFBICH 2 PRA R DIRAETH 5, IR FMEE L. B, W Kbk 7x & oL E R L
PN % 32 & U 7 MR SHER I 23 1T H 2 25, Wil B HAL E IS RIS (GIST) Rl
I 7e & D 7% & OIEEE LS O JFFIES 2> & OREFE S FAET 2 % 7oy Z ORI
PEEEIE A3 AREIC X 2 0 RE W (1), —RIC, TREYE R 0 (L BUR ki |3 FLIR K & 72 A B 3
%353 5 2 4 THEEI) 3% oIkt L, R 2 F L 2 BRI O E APEICA A 2 AL o
BRI GRIBIRELRD) 2 1E 2 2 e 3% < BIEE D M2 H 5, —75 T, IEERRRE
DX ICEEEMRO RO FAEL, BE TR FEREEICL > TRECELR D, 20D,
EEOETE XA LICE R 2N R I NTELBEENERED 2, T2, BEIHIC
BCh, FEMEPEEE. IEPEN GREVICAEE, MK RS R & M oERIRE
LB T B ENRARTE ISR OBRETE, IWIRFREDEET 2 L &b, BAFEYREICH S
NEPBAFKIOHIED NV T =2 a VIEEATHWEDOREIRTH 5, KHA4 F T4 VT3,
W DR %l L Cflil 2 0 FRCPIRIRIEDOHERE 2 F R L CTh V. [ LEMELIHER
ECHEEIC L o CTHERES R 2 2L b S 4 Ao, S &IEEIC X 2 8RR
DAEYANIEE DECZ KR T 2 b D L HEL T2 & 72w DUT, AU A F 74 v Tl
D B HEE. HEIK O W TR 5,
1. PIRRAASRERETE & BT AR R Tl

H{RAT R CHA & 2 i & 1 2 JERRR A 5 X VB AR IESR 1< CIAIRM IS fERE & 1 2 R
W2 & WIRRIEIERERE (P1) & 32, —77, BEMEBEECIEESZRcE oKk R w LIE

PR o TS TR AR & 7 b o & BRI IEERERE (CY1) &9 2, A4
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A ¥4 v Cog R I IR IS IEIRTER & SR IEERE 2 80 - b D2 BEK T 5,
2. Peritoneal Cancer Index (PCI)
TR X5, ERENOKIELY 7% 13 fEATic L., %% Dy OREORE L 0~

3D 4EREICH T, 3EMDORAIT ML d D2 EELL 72D D, /0 Ri~H&K 39

RTINS (2),

Peritoneal Cancer Index
Regions Lesion Size Lesion Size Score

Central LS 0 No tumor seen
LS 1 Tumor up to 0.5 cm
LS 2 Tumor up to 5.0 cm
LS 3 Tumor> 5.0 cm

or confluence

Right Upper
Epigastrium
Left Upper
Left Flank
Left Lower
Pelvis

Right Lower
Right Flank
Upper Jejunum
Lower Jejunum
11 Upper Ileum
}\ 12 Lower lleum

AN
N VA
L kW — O

-
-]
1

-

=4

T

PCI

3. REEK

MERERFE DS AT 3 5 &L FfIIE D & PEAE 3 1 2 I8 N EESEIR T (VEGF) 75 & D528 X
Y MRS M EETED TTHE, U v 38 OPAZERIT 70 &1C X 0 UK IERRK) DTl %2 % 7297,
YEOEKTH CT 2 F v v RIFEEE R CRIRETH 225, 1~15L 22 2 BICah
FHEAERD 232 X5z, HEFTRCOMIAEEIC R %, 2D X ) CKREDKEH
T BIENI R EIREED 72D AL EREORIIE 2 BET I 2 RSB T RICE T

TWwinZ ed%\n, AHA FI4vcld, [CTHIERICTERE OREREET ICBE I IE
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KRR L7z d o) % TKEWKEE T 2 BEEEREEG ] &ER L. REOHEHE THIEIY
WH itz
4. Ffirfhi=

(1) #FHMENGE (Staging laparoscopy)

PRI 3 X OCBEMEBEIIE RO REE 2T 2175 & & b ICZ DT REE T 2720 1C
1790 LATNICITO T 722 s BRBAIEHIT I (D 2 X W IRIZEE R T T H 2, IT4E, DS A R
BB EMERT 57200 “RFE LIS (second look laparoscopy) b MifTE 3 X 5
72> TETWn3,

(2) JEERFE 7 (Debulking surgery, Cytoreductive Surgery)

REREIR B oD SE AR HE & 72 13 AT T IS i K IR D ISR B % 17\ GRENVALAREE o iR Rh 3
%= ® 5 BN CHEAT & 2 i c. UIBREIFH > TR, EERMES O K & X1 X Y k4~ 7o)
M I T, —fiRic, Cytoreductive Surgery (CRS) & 1%, MEIEKICIL 28 o 7- 1F
I L ClEB o aYIbRE BiE L <. BEMI O IEIR Atk & BRI IR & AT R I VIR 3 2 2
JEEEIBR1HT (Total peritonectomy) % & 72 2B FMOER TH W S TH Y (3). YK
D RIS D B3 & L T completeness of cytoreduction (CC)score (4) 25wy & T
%, CC socre (%, AMEHOYIRRE BRSO A D 2 2 74t % v CYIRREPH % Sl 3
% JiikC. JEE 7 L 2 CC-0, 2.5mm Kiifj : CC-1, 2.5mm-2.5cm : CC-2, 2.5cm BAE @ CC-
3 e EIN G, AifiiE. B3 2 EHENIRSVL AL (Hyperthermic intraperitoneal
chemotherapy HIPEC) &flAGDLETHEITIND Z &A%, RAHA VI 4 v Tl B2
TR AT+ PR B R (CRS+HIPEC) % —H oGl FHie LT, AR LItz
DEBHIEE T L DD b WL EDOANT Y ACRHCEE R I SRR 2 3 L 72, — 5.
Debulking Surgery QEEFA0) 12, AN T d &0 CL VAR AMBFM2IETSEL L
T—MWICHW LN THE D, I ARMEE CTIX, FIEA#E & L CTFfT 5 Primary debulking

surgery & LEFER 2\ L TR ICHETT 3 % Interval debulking surgery, secondary
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debulking surgery I, FR{FMEEE DO &EIC L Y complete surgery, optimal surgery, suboptimal
surgery (K E T3 (5),

(3) conversion surgery

HALRRE OREIL CHEF X N3 R TH 5 A3, HIRBWIREICIRZ DIEA O 22 & SR YIBR
DGR VEZBENERT—Y IV BFICE T, EA[L¥EE (Induction
chemotherapy) 23Z%h L £V v 27— a6 Nz, RBVIRE BX L CFMiz21{T
L\ D2 conversion DICKRDOEKTH 5, LU, BEEEEOE &L, SHT 5L
DT RTHEKT 2 2 L R CE . BRRANICHRIGYIFR S AT RE & HIlT T % 2 7 — X 3D,
L2 L. GO L gk oA Ic X Y | SEMENESTIC CHEBIRZS o FIR i/ N iR c & 5
F—ZBMWAZTETNE(6), KHA F T4V TIRTD XS RIEGNTHT 5 0] i) 72 [EE Y]
447 & conversion surgery DHIIEIC &9 7=,

5. fbeffik
(1) BAEYFRE (ZHCERE)

RE AR 130 3 2 BIRE s C O BRER 2 A R I E 2 L ERIETH V. thoEBEFE 5
VIBRTHEE O Bty L FIBRDIRIEL ¥ A v TIRIEMTO N T 5, —fRiIc, BN D L < 13#%
OCeG#5 INEPBAFNT. Wby 2 EEMKEIM (Peritoneal-plasma barrier) 1€ X -
THEERZE ~ DBATHR R D TR 720 OIS & X THREBENREIZ L v & F 2
bNTWw5(7), L L., BEBINE%ZE T 2 5EHICH o 72 BRRITE 13 7 <. REOHEMIE
KD BEEETHERNII R R LRI N TV B 2 b %\, L7zd-> T, 8E ORERAER
DRERICES W THIE I N TL 2 HEL VAV, TN TOEBFHREEICE > TR}
BIREHETH 20 &9 »ICB L Tt EYEEOBIADL &0 TRaT I o /Mt H 2 & Bb
N2, Eiz, L, BT = v 784 v FHEAZ O s b RA o T 223, &
BRI ZZ IO T 2 BRI OV T Z P aBERIEIE O LT Vo BBIRTH 5,

(2) MErEnfbassas GRREY
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BERRER I IS HAE 3 2 RIS L C X OB RIICHIB AR Z BB XS L v HI
THEENICEEEAT 2 5. S EXEAaPAETEL 2 oAb TEZ@B), LA L,
MEIE XM 2 Y v B ICE ARKEEYE OFE RS E W20, RFTic#E L CThE S I
FUCREAT L. 2F 5 I~ T b FERENREM 2R 2D v 2 e MR S . IR RT3
ICEE > Twird o7, Lo L, G, R UEREICEENA T —TAr 2B L T 7 FF
BIFL &2 4 v B VR LIEENICS 3 2 ik AT 2 A BRE O Retk & Hi
MxBETT 2 BRRBRM T, 2 oFHME RS o205 % (9,10),

(3) MEREMREME Y% (HIPEC)

R @ cytoreductive surgery ICHEV Ty FER 7R AL E % v C 41~43°CIT i L 729t
DA & BEENICIE A L. FRfeR IR & FH TR c RN AR IC 3 — 70 R o0 S % 2 58 &
& 5T, 20 T R il B4 I8 15 R i (CHPP:continuous hyperthermicperitoneal
perfusion) L Fi L, AIBTHHFE SN2 b D, RBIERICIZE S Ao 72, EETIR, T
ISR, IS 7 ¥ O IR 2 R & L CRCKk D E 3 % Ul I T b i, —E DRE
BAEDME SN T30, REEOECIEETH Y, AFHED BWEIICH 5720, AFT
BT O ERL Ty, LA L. European Society for Medical Oncology (ESMO) %
National Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) DiG#EH 4 F 7 4 v Cld, K. MEE
P Rb I, SREE 72 & O BERERRE IR L < B 2B 08 IR & 43 7 iR IRRER D B 2 fisk
CBEVWTEWIFEMAFD D Lic CRSHHIPEC 2AFOERED 1 o2& LTHfEah T
(11,12), F7z. EHE, MEEY ZTE2H VT T 1 Al L 72508 A # & B i< R 5
9% /51 (Pressurized Intraperitoneal Aerosol Chemotherapy :PIPAC) 232 —w v <% Hul»
CRITENTETWE2(13), R H TR EAHRN T e T v ABZ L, Sllida T 4k
L CRe#k L 7z,

6. ME/KIEBEMEFFHTE (Cell free concentrated ascites reperfusion therapy: CART)

NE R P RS 8 DIEK & — BEfR G CHLY H L, I as Tl 2 FRE L 72, 25
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BTHUE L R ERAMEE KGR L LT 1981 FICfRigEErT S nCs . NHLEEERNT

hiE

WA K74 v ] CRIFEZICH S BHETEIEAKIC 3 2 R O@E R O —2 1l

ET ST B (14), IR I 5 REREK TRERIED ML L 22 #FEE o LT

LDoD®H 5,
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JrtaTdFxy s na—2X(FDG) O Y AADME L | IBIEFERE % 23 2 HiW < FDG-
PET/CT %83 2 EED PR\ 6), BREICHEOTIX, ABEEERABR(REGATTA ER)

19



I & Y IERIEIR T T O BYIBRO PREEIRPEEI N L XY 7)., AHEFHE
Tl 28T 2 HIYC, REBRRATICEREPERRE 217 S L AE L TWw 5, BREHREY
AN T4 VE6RD CQITH T [ RENRERED R REMEAS FLl Y & AT BB IE BN 3 L
BRI EHRE DT DI EMEEHE Z TS 2 Z L 2B <HRT L] thoTwd,

BRI IR D 1R
HERERERE 72 & O IERIER 7 % £ 5 B ICn 3 2 B8RRI, B2 A F 74 v,

NCCN %74 F 74 v  BXUWESMO /74 F 74 VicB T, RHLREL ShTwnb 8),
9),10), EHLAFREICE W T, IHEHE T % b DT B 2 N RICTIT D A7z KBURERIR
AR IC CHEMAEDSAEH I N2 L P XA VBRI N T w5, b OEFRRER T ERE R
M2 BEdasntsh FEREL hoTwd, 77, BIEEEDO 22 MR & L 72
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NBZRENRECH Y. L VERECKEDOSWSHITEOHAENEEI NS,
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BERER - Z L XREHR

PubMed (2000-2020) KEY WORD: gastric cancer, peritoneal metastasis, symp* 87 {f
Filters activated: English 52 ffF Z®D5H, K CQ ICBHHED b & HIWr L 72 k% 1 H-EH
symptom % KEY WORD & L CTHiZk 3% &, PubMed ® HEj~ v &' v 7 HRE T diagnosis
FTAL LT, I83HOBERMEL o7z, BERILAWIRbBE I NS 729,
symp*& L 7z,

51 P SCHR

1) Shimada H, Okazumi S, Koyama M, et al: Japanese Gastric Cancer Association
Task Force for Research Promotion: clinical utility of '*F-fluoro-2-deoxyglucose positron
emission tomography in gastric cancer. A systematic review of the literature. Gastric Cancer
2011; 14: 13-21

2) Wang Z, Chen JQ: Imaging in assessing hepatic and peritoneal metastases of
gastric cancer: a systematic review. BMC Gastroenterol 2011; 11: 19

3) Kim DW, Park SA, Kim CG: Detecting the recurrence of gastric cancer after
curative resection: comparison of FDG PET/CT and contrast-enhanced abdominal CT. ]
Korean Med Sci 2011; 26: 875-880

4) Kawanaka Y, Kitajima K, Fukushima K, et al: Added value of pretreatment (18)F-
FDG PET/CT for staging of advanced gastric cancer: Comparison with contrast-enhanced
MDCT. Eur ] Radiol 2016; 85: 989-995
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CQ4 : HIETTRBRZ D x> BB REERIEAER 0 L EHRAT RS D BRSPS~ —
H—FOSEIIRPFREZIT) C L 2R T 607

RAT7T—FAV}F

HITE FTHERZS D 7o\ BB IR FAE G 16t L. HHRAT R 0 & 7 & BT B e~ —
N —FELSHFEIC L TRELHEZIT) 2L 25T 5,

[HEoiRE 55\, T v 20X C, AE%E 93.3% (14/15) ]

fiEa -
AR REREECYI2 2 ick 2 OS DIER
E L HRBEORIE

3 A DGR RERIC 35\ 2 FEEHE/ N FHE o FEdE & L <, RECIST (response
evaluation criteria in solid tumor) 2PFLHEI N T3 1), HEZETH ., —i%AYIc RECIST
G TRERHE BT T w225, RECIST CHIE 21T 9 IRE X, ) v HilEk 3o F
W7 EOBIERTRERA & . 8K 7 © O MEREERA ICH T b, BRG] 1
HIEFRERAEZ G T2 LD, DX RIFEEZHACTHREEHEZ1TH & 5, H
WHCHET 52 bbb, TOXDRIEFITH LT, Hfiak o iy B o % 77 R
TldH 225, RN D W CIRIEEE %17 5 #f L 5~ — 7 — ERICHE D W CREE
EATORD 2T T OS IR L8 25, BEVLABEICTRRIFTH o7 L
bH % 2), RECIST i icid, [HEZETOfE 4 D BHFICH T 2 iBEkE D 2IE
KOWTOERREICH oL Z L 2ERL T LRI TED, JCOG DT
o bka—<==a2F N version 3.4 12 b . il &4 DEFICE T B iEEM D ZIEDHIWT I,
WEZhE D CR/PR/SD/PD ICHDWWTIT 5 O Cld 7 BRFTRICI 2 T, fERP Bk
P, SEMRAEESEZAAINICIEL <75 TERRIZH | Itk REThs] Lal#]
ENTW3 3), LUk o, BIERRERZE O 7o BRI BEREEEG <N LTk, BYprR S
JEI5 ~ — 71 — 55 ORI RS D ERIR AT R & SR AT I L CREEE 2179 & & &l
35,

HEH~DIRE

CIbRARE - HRBREF CS VLTI, AR RERZEY 224 1 v 7Tl ) B2 T
52 LEHBTROMRICORD D, HWIE RN DD 7 TSR RFAE D] D G530 R %
HIET W7 mBWREDOFEN LI NS,

WERER - Zi1c L2 KRER

7 — 2~ —2Z : PubMed (2000-2020) KEY WORD: gastric cancer, peritoneal metastasis,

symp* 87 {4} Filters activated: English 52 ff 2D 5 5, &K CQ IcB#EDH v & HIWT L 7= 3CHik
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% 1 tFEFHERD © symptom Z KEY WORD & L CTHi% 3 % &, PubMed D HEj~ v v v
7 BERE T diagnosis ¥ TA S X5 1Ca b, B3 HFOMBHRR L h o7z, BEKIL = \W3CERD IR
HEInz7zo, symp*e L 7z,

51 FRDCER

1) Eisenhauer EA, Therasse P, Bogaerts J, et al: New response evaluation criteria in
solid tumours: revised RECIST guideline (version 1.1). Eur J Cancer 2009; 45: 228-247

2) Hasegawa H, Fujitani K, Nakazuru S, et al: Optimal treatment change criteria for
advanced gastric cancer with non-measurable peritoneal metastasis: symptom/tumor
marker-based versus CT-based. Anticancer Res 2014; 34: 5169-5174

3) JCOG 7'm b a—n~=a T verd.d (BRIFFEENIS) .
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CQ5 HEEERESHICBWCEE~——REZHET22?

AT—FXAVF
B IEERTEZWT IC 35\ T CA125, CA72-4 7 E DBER DS~ —h —ExfT> 2 ¢ %
55 S HEXE T 2,

(RO t 55\, TET VY RADEE:C, A

tﬂ]ﬁ'

=% 100% (15/15) ]

it : NEREAR TR G R
E o ax b, BEMEG. BEEESCoBMREDRELE a2 b
PRI S OHIFHN T, BREAEGNCN L CEEHER ICE 3 2 i85~ — 7 — & L T CEA,
CA19-9, CA125, CA72-4, STN o 5 f@$Hic > \»C 2012 4E ¥ ¢ PUBMED (kD & 2 7
< F v I LEa—2b230TC[1]. ZDHk 2020 fFF CoOERE BN L7, CEA &b
IZ CA19-9 12T i3 1980 £ 64 K DR H Y, FFROT=X2 ) v 7 HikL LT
b H A HE S v 5 (2, 3] EIRIER % 5E 5 BIEEGIC B \»w it 5 FEEO L~ —
51—® 5 b CA19-9, CA125, CA72-4, STN @ 4 DN~ — 71 — TlLEEDREH T IZIE K
FBREOFREEDRE . 74 8 =7 v 7HOEFC IR % &0 72 B O AlREE 2 5
CHIMTTE B, Fric, CA125, CAT2-4 BEFTH 3 L+ 2HE1%
B RN IERFEAER] 102 B 35\ C 4 FEE OIS~ — 7 — 2 FIRHICHIE L 28R Tk, 2h
N0 CEA=19%, CA19-9=36%, CA125=46%, CA72-4=45%CT & - 7= [4] i
CA125 X IEERRREREG] DT L 7= FRIKT-TH 0 . {LEEETIc CA125 2METF L 7 fEf]
THRRIFCH o7z LG SN T\ 5, [FRRICHREIEBRIBTEER] 521 i 351> C 3 i
@H@%v—ﬁ —ZHE L7245 Cld. CAT2-4 D13 35% L imd i <« 3 Ff % ff
33 2 & THMERI 62% & 7 o 72[5]. CEA, CA19-9, CA125 ® 3 fEsE % R ICHIE L 72
¥ 768 5 (MEIRIRFRIER] 88 il % &) ICH T 2 IEEEREZ W <13, CA125 OGHRA
b 15 £ (38.6%), L 98.4%, %i%ﬁ%f%ok%k?@bm%i\ﬁb<ﬁhu
CEA, CA19-9, CA125 @ 3 f@ifi %l L 7= 384 il FHE < BT MEERRREEGIG 1R
X, CA125 23 d < 39.4%, FFEEE 95.7%, 1E2% 90.8% & #i: L CT\» % [7].Nakagoe
513 STN i fili#e < 12 MEBHETE D odds Heas 13.01 &iR~Tvs 3 [8]. CA125 ZHl5E L THEAE
REREGT % 61T L 7= 3 7 floatcid, CA125 L%W@Jéﬁi TR cH . CAL125
EAEFI <1 2 6 Bt 1 7 B CREREBECH - 72[9], RAEMITHINT L <. EIEEEZHE
CA125, CA72-4 DF D E < CA19-9 b & Z)&Eﬁﬁﬁlirb% %[10,11,12]. 7 3. {z\%ﬁ%ﬁ
FEGIASEERCH 2 DT, FEELET 2,
Lo Lads, 2hb offE~—7— OIFERESN & B O Tzl 2 AlRetkic o
W, A E BRI D A KL EGAER D vz, BECHERT A RE T v ARZ
L\, 7ok, iSRRI O g~ — 7 —IREEAE IC X o ¢, IEERRERE ) X2 %27
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HIATEECH 2 [13,14,15] & DIREL B 2 23, B S CIREEE clx v, ML Eas . Hl
FEEERZ D 75\ B B R IR IR H] 22712 35\ T CA125, CA72-4, CA19-9 72 ¥ D#EH
DN~ — 1 —BEZITH T L 25 HRET 5,

HH~DRS

EHRC S~ —h —%2E=2 ) v /T3 2 L CHREDOTFERLILET 25?2 &) v
T BRIIEZ L, B AESE~— A — 3 e ? =2 ) v 2T 3 E0E AR &
DIREDMFED ? BEDOTHRIUWET 55 ? QOL 25eET 55 ? L ORWiITxf L T,

% gk T D KB A Fi i & BRI B LETH 5,

BRER - SE L RER

PubMed (2000-2020) KEY WORD: gastric cancer, peritoneal metastasis, [CEA, CA19-9,
CA125, CA72-4, STN Filters activated: English

CEA; 711 - 17 fF, CA19-9; 34 fF - 4 ff:, CA12-5: 151 - 3. CAT24; 7 F - 2 fF
STN; 1 fF, HEERW CTERF 20 2 H L 7%

5| SR

1. Hideaki Shimada et al. Clinical Significance of Serum Tumor Markers for Gastric
Cancer: A Systematic Review of Literature by the Task Force of the Japanese Gastric Cancer
Association. Gastric Cancer. 2014 Jan;17(1):26-33.

2. Shi Chen et al. A Nomogram to Predict Prognosis for Gastric Cancer With
Peritoneal Dissemination. Chin | Cancer Res. 2018 Aug;30(4):449-459.

3. Shuhei Komatsu et al. Better Outcomes by Monitoring Tumour Dynamics Using

Sensitive Tumour Markers in Patients With Recurrent Gastric Cancer. Anticancer Res. 2013

Apr;33(4):1621-7.

4, Shigenobu Emoto et al. Clinical Significance of CA125 and CA72-4 in Gastric
Cancer withPeritoneal Dissemination. Gastric Cancer. 2012 Apr;15(2):154-61.
5. Yan Li et al. Predictive Value of Serum CEA, CA19-9 and CA72-4 in Early

Diagnosis of Recurrence After Radical Resection of Gastric Cancer.
Hepatogastroenterology. Nov-Dec 2011;58(112):2166-70.

6. Gun Ick Hwang et al. Predictive Value of Preoperative Serum CEA, CA19-9 and
CA125 Levels for Peritoneal Metastasis in Patients With Gastric Carcinoma. Cancer Res
Treat. 2004 ]un;36(3):178-81.

7. Nakata B et al. Serum CA 125 Level as a Predictor of Peritoneal Dissemination in

Patients With Gastric Carcinoma. Cancer. 1998 Dec 15;83(12):2488-92.
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8. Tohru Nakagoe et al. Predictive Factors for Preoperative Serum Levels of Sialy
Lewis(x), Sialyl Lewis(a) and Sialyl Tn Antigens in Gastric Cancer Patients Anticancer Res.
Jan-Feb 2002;22(1A):451-8.

9. T Fujimura et al. Diagnostic Laparoscopy, Serum CA125, and Peritoneal
Metastasis in Gastric Cancer. Endoscopy. 2002 Jul;34(7):569-74. doi: 10.1055/s-2002-
33228.

10. Shu-Qiang Yuan et al. Glasgow Prognostic Score Is Superior to ECOG PS as a
Prognostic Factor in Patients with Gastric Cancer With Peritoneal Seeding Oncol Lett.
2018 Apr;15(4):4193-4200. doi: 10.3892/01.2018.7826. Epub 2018 Jan 19.

11. Taobo Luo et al. CA125 Is a Potential Biomarker to Predict Surgically Incurable
Gastric and Cardia Cancer: A Retrospective Study. Medicine (Baltimore). 2016
Dec;95(51):€5297. doi: 10.1097/MD.0000000000005297.

12. Masaki Ohi et al. Preoperative Prediction of Peritoneal Metastasis in Gastric
Cancer as an Indicator for Neoadjuvant Treatment. Anticancer Res. 2015 Jun;35(6):3511-8.
13. Manabu Yamamoto et al. Prognostic Significance of Tumor Markers in Peritoneal
Lavage in Advanced Gastric Cancer. Oncology. 2004;67(1):19-26.

14. Kengo Kanetaka et al. Clinical Significance of Carcinoembryonic Antigen in
Peritoneal Lavage from Patients With Gastric Cancer. Surgery. 2013 Sep;154(3):563-72.
15. Bahadir Cetin et al. Peritoneal Carcinoembryonic Antigen Level for Predicting

Locoregional and Distant Spread of Gastric Cancer. Surg Today. 2005;35(11):919-24.
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CQ6: B LN 2 ETERESICE W CEEBER 2T C L2 T 207

AT7T—FAV}

S REFEAE o n]HETE @ 2\ B REAER D 1R T #HRTE 7 & ISR L AR OB L 72 D 5 5
AT BRSAEHNC B 1 ZAEHLER D /-0 1, BEMEEFE 2175 2 L 255 RS 5,
[HEREDORE 1 55\, T F v 2D®MX: B, A8K 73.3% (11/15) ]

fiER
fit + ABRGANE T o [l
& REMZEL, =2 b

BHREDIRE S 2 RET 5 5 2 C, EOMETEZ EMICZHT 2 2 L IZKEHEETH %,
REGATTA iRB&IC X - CTIFRHER F7E T Co BYIRM A AR O RICHF 5 L s\ C
ERRENSZZ LD, BUIRM AT 5 BIIERERN T O EED o 23kl L 42 5,

TR, MD-CT 73 & % Fl W 72 BREZBHREEE 3 A LT & T 303, JEFRIERZETNIC S T
ZIEZRIFRL TEWEIE AR\, —H., FEBEES X, 2R E2LELT200
O, EIEFEHOZW 2 KREICIT) B TE, 22X DIEZED 85~98.9% L RIFTH
%, bR 0~17%, ABHHERAERIL 0.4~2.2% & W XT3 [1-8], HERBHAELMT
EOWICEWTI YT VAL DEWIRE X A3, GRERFIIEITIC H~ itz AR
o7 & R ORE F coBTHIR o fiEsIHmE ST 5[9],

BEMEMGE 1T LI X > CHIEA T % 7281413 8.5~43.8% L WG T h T3,
RS [A1EER & PG RFERG ER & 13T R — & A& BRI RIERIC X > THRA D |
KA 3 (JEEE 8 A b)) 2 4FBIZx R E LB ADBIERIZ 35~56% & FLBE
—J7C, T2 IEDEI TR Z R & L25E13 25% & 72> T 5[3,6], HAEMPERED
BRNIRIC OV TOMGITiE, BHERORmOEGAICORFEIND L OWRELH 2
[10], WREZRE L 2 5E ICBEEREEIIEHTH 2 L v»R 5,

AL 2Bk o S MAHER RBR (JCOG0501), £ MARERRRER (JCOG1002) 32 %
. KB 3G L < i3 4 BER], Bulky N 3 L < 1% No.16a2/bl SxFEAEH] % MR ICfTH L
7B WIS SEGIE SR O FAMERESE A & I [11,12], —J7. [FRRICKA 3 AlS
20 4R E R e U225 AR REER (JCOG0210) 1c B\ CTIRBAIEMESE S THh N7
o 7208, KGRI IEBIBIEREG D% 2> o 72 T L A3 3 HEAFRICHE L 2D H 3
EORE I N T B [13], EEET B IO 2 IR L ERE MR R V20 bH B
e, JREITO AT — Y v 7% b WITHEFLER O 72 © IC BB ITEHTh 2 L E 2 5
ns,
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POCY1 & 2l & L7z fEfil ﬁ?é%?ﬁ&%@%@%m@ﬁmﬁﬁﬁiénféfw
(14128, Z OEWMESTHEL X A, KRR NI VR LIETS 2 2 L DT 3 HBEENE
ﬁﬁibﬁ%t@ﬁ&bfﬁ%ﬁﬁ%héio:&5&%1%%50

PAE XY, MEEREEOTREM: O @ WEERI ORI #HRE. 7 & MR L 2 o )G
&7 0 S BHETHIBIENNC B BAEHLER O /-0, BEMEPER 1T 2 & 255 SRS
%

HH~ORE
JEIESE T F 0@ HE 2R e L GETHRICIER I i, GUERFAE M o [a]EE & v
S LEEBREROER ITEN T THSL 5, — T, mmm#%& » 5\ i3 CY1 5
X3 % induction chemotherapy ®H FTEATERL T uiviE, *% @ﬁgﬁ% X 0 IERE IR
%9 A CERREPOEZROBWEEEMEGR I EEREZ L0 2REIEC R LEZLD
ns,

BRERER - SFIC L2 REHR
7 — X ~_—2Z : PubMed (2000-2020) KEY WORD: "gastric cancer" AND ("staging
laparoscopy or diagnostic laparoscopy") NOT "gastrectomy"Filters activated: English

3156, 2@ 5B, KCQ ICBE#D b & W L 72 >Crk%E 11 A

51 FASTHA
1. R.F. Ramos Staging laparoscopy in gastric cancer to detect peritoneal

metastases: A systematic review and meta-analysis. EJSO 42 (2016) :1315-1321
2. Nikolaos Machairasa at al. The value of staging laparoscopy in gastric cancer. Annals of
Gastroenterology (2017) 30, 287-294
3. Takeo Fukagawa. Role of staging laparoscopy for gastric cancer patients Ann
Gastroenterol Surg. 2019;3:496-505. DOI: 10.1002/ags3.12283
4. Valentin Muntean] at al. Staging Laparoscopy in Gastric Cancer. Accuracy and Impact
on Therapy] Gastrointestin Liver Dis. June 2009 Vol.18 No 2, 189-195
5. Pierre-Anthony Leake at al. A systematic review of the accuracy and indications for
diagnostic laparoscopy prior to curative-intent resection of gastric cance. Gastric Cancer
(2012) 15 (Suppl 1):S38-S47. DOI 10.1007/s10120-011-0047-z
6. Tomoyuki Irino et al. Diagnostic staging laparoscopy in gastric cancer: a

prospective cohort at a cancer institute in Japan Surg Endosc (2018) 32:268-275.
doi.org/10.1007/s00464-017-5673-z
7. Ibrahim Nassour et al. The Yield of Staging Laparoscopy in Gastric Cancer
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is Affected by Racial and Ethnic Differences in Disease Presentation. Ann Surg Oncol .
2017; 24:1787-1794. DOI 10.1245/s10434-017-5805-7
8. Hisahiro Hosogil et al. Staging laparoscopy for advanced gastric cancer: significance of
preoperative clinicopathological factors. Langenbecks Arch Surg

(2017) 402:33-39.DOI 10.1007/500423-016-1536-7

9. Kenneth Cardona et al. Role of repeat staging laparoscopy in locoregionally
advanced gastric or gastroesophageal cancer after neoadjuvant therapy Ann Surg Oncol.
2013 Feb;20(2):548-54. doi: 10.1245/s10434-012-2598-6.
10. Kevin Li et al. Diagnostic staging laparoscopy in gastric cancer treatment: A cost-
effectiveness analysis. ] Surg Oncol. 2018 May;117(6):1288-1296. doi: 10.1002/js0.24942.
Epub 2017 Dec 4.
11. Masanori Terashimal et al. Randomized phase III trial of gastrectomy with or without
neoadjuvant S-1 plus cisplatin for type 4 or large type3 gastric cancer, the short-term safety
and surgical results: Japan Clinical Oncology Group Study
(JCOGO0501). Gastric Cancer (2019) 22:1044-1052. doi.org/10.1007/s10120-019-00941-z
12.  Seiji Ito et al. A phase II study of preoperative chemotherapy with docetaxel, cisplatin,
and S-1 followed by gastrectomy with D2 plus paraaortic lymph node dissection for gastric
cancer with extensive lymph node metastasis: JCOG1002. Gastric Cancer (2017) 20:322—
331.DOI110.1007/s10120-016-0619-z
13.  Yoshiaki Iwasaki et al. Phase II Study of Preoperative Chemotherapy With S-1 and
Cisplatin Followed by Gastrectomy for Clinically Resectable Type 4 and Large Type 3.
Gastric Cancers (JCOG0210). J Surg Oncol 2013 Jun;107(7):741-5. doi: 10.1002/js0.23301.
14. Ttaru Yasufuku at al. Conversion therapy for peritoneal lavage cytology-positive type 4
and large type 3 gastric cancer patients selected as candidates for R0 resection by diagnostic
staging laparoscopy. Gastric Cancer (2020) 23:319-327. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10120-
019-00994-0
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CQ7: SRR & 20 & hi- BIIic B\ T Conversion Surgery D#EIL# RET 5 L TEF
BEREE TR 55?7

AT7T—FAV}

NERERRAE S 1 & 2T & 7 BIRIC B 1T 2 03 AP EZERRHI<lt. Conversion Surgery @

BICERET 2 L CEEBRIEEZITY 2L 25 RS2, (BEFE 86.7% 13/15)
(DR X 55\, T TV ADME:B, AFFE 86.7% (13/15) ]

weE
it : SABRBANE o [l
& REZE, 2 b

FEBIEIR 13 AR D& D conversion surgery 120 T, D IEHIER 10 5
eRTZOEMEICOWTIFERDODH 5 & 2 A TH 55, BENERS %X L@i?’/u'ze%ig
EOHEHICE T, ZOEESIRINTETWB[1-7],

conversion surgery @)ﬂi;’ﬁ?af ZoWnTIiE, AFEWRE ORI BT, RO Ffias R1/2 F4if
JOEBICRIFCTH o772 T 5HED %\ [3,6], —J5 T, Ishigami & [4]lZ conversion
surgery DiIE % CY ot b, A OWEEA T 72 13Mi/h e LTw 223, itk d 2 E Mk
WO L ARE 2 kit 35 2 & T, R1/2 Flfic s TH IR RIF L@ s/ oz 2 &
EET L &b, MBAENBEEOBEREMEICOWTHERL T\ %, conversion surgery
DHEICHERET 5 9 2 TlE, DAEYEE T 2ZMELET 2 L AEETH Y,
RAREE T IC 2D VR LT Rl e A IEER IS A I C©H 5,

DS ARG 712 D B A IENESE O B 12 O W C DMl A 3R 13 A 23, BlEtERIZ 0
~10%fRETH v [7,8]. VIEIFEEEEFOBAE L IZIFFRETH L, L2LAaBb, BAE
YRR, O, B ST X BEMIC X o T, BWIEEIME T 3 5 nlREE IR R E
TZ 7z, Conversion surgery ICF 1) 5 RO FilitEo HFHERA L LTl b IEEEE?S%
WZ EBHEINTVB[7], BEOBEEBEEROZHIEEORAZ T T 02 Lk

PAE XY, MEERRIERGTE & 220 S - BRI 1T 2 23 A SEYRIEE I < I1X
conversion surgery DJE)GZRIET 5 L CHEREBEEST 2175 L 255 < Tﬁi“é?’" %,
HE~DRE

MEHERRFERGPE L 22 X 7= BB ISR 37 % conversion surgery IC B\ T, FAMGHEFMRE
DE DB DIERICH G T 55 L 5 21375 > Tz, Conversion surgery Dl
JGZRD 5 5 2T, ZOHMMEEZ THITE 2RTOML, "N A~—h—DFREIEEN
%,
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BERER - Z L XREHR
PubMed (2000-2020) KEY WORD: "gastric cancer" AND "conversion surgery"
Filters activated: English 47 tf Z D 5 5, A CQ ICBH#E D v & HIWr L 72 k% 6 A
1. Joji Kitayama et al. Salvage gastrectomy after intravenous and intraperitoneal paclitaxel
(PTX) administration with oral S-1 for peritoneal dissemination of
advanced gastric cancer with malignant ascites. Ann Surg Oncol. 2014
Feb;21(2):539-46. doi: 10.1245/s10434-013-3208-y.
2. Kazuya Yamaguchi et al. The long-term survival of stage [V gastric cancer patients with
conversion therapy. Gastric Cancer. 2018 Mar;21(2):315-323.
doi: 10.1007/s10120-017-0738-1. Epub 2017 Jun 14.
3. Hiroshi Okabe et al. A Phase 2 Study of Induction Chemotherapy Using Docetaxel,
Cisplatin, and S-1 for Gastric Cancer with Peritoneal Metastasis (KUGC06) . Ann Surg
Oncol. 2019 Jun;26(6):1779-1786. doi: 10.1245/510434-019-07229-7
4. Hironori Ishigami et al. Surgery after intraperitoneal and systemic chemotherapy for
gastric cancer with peritoneal metastasis or positive peritoneal cytology findings. Gastric
Cancer (2017) 20 (Suppl 1):5S128-S134 DOI 10.1007/s10120-016-0684-3
5. Itaru Yasufuku et al. Conversion therapy for peritoneal lavage cytology-positive type 4
and large type 3 gastric cancer patients selected as candidates for R0 resection by diagnostic
staging laparoscopy. Gastric Cancer (2020) 23:319-327. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10120-
019-00994-0
6. Masaki Aizawa et al. The clinical significance of potentially curative resection
for gastric cancer following the clearance of free cancer cells in the peritoneal cavity by
induction chemotherapy. Surg Today (2015) 45:611-617.
DOI10.1007/500595-014-0979-0
7.Masaki Nakamura et al. Conversion Surgery for Gastric Cancer with Peritoneal
Metastasis Based on the Diagnosis of Second-Look Staging Laparoscopy. Gastrointestinal
Surgery (2019) 23:1758-1766. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11605-018-3983-7
8. Cornelius A Thiels et al. Repeat staging laparoscopy for gastric cancer after
preoperative therapy. ] Surg Oncol. 2018 Jul;118(1):61-67. doi: 10.1002/js0.25094. Epub
2018 Jun 7.
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CQ8 : MERELH T 2 BRI 2 25 LHRE 2R T 507

AT7T—FAV}

WHRAVRERE R R 2 6 3 2 B oot L. AU AR 2 m S 5,
(HEEDIRE B\, TET Y ROMI: A, ARE 100% (15/15) ]

fER
i - AR DIER SER D RA
HAHERER

WEATHECRIEEREL G 2 2 L% | I oG C I IERERE I PR A RIRT &
AN 1), —H. RHOHKARICE T M T TFRARRF LTI hTwnizwn2), B
& LTAH TR CT & CHR IR T & w2t BB & BRI Bo 5 2 U
RIERES L W AW LTEZLNS, ARMERIEED 2% H 7 2 HEicns
2R O 13D 70 2S, MO RBICE VT OS2 84 » A2 S 153 » A L& X
NTw3 3)-5), AIRMIEEIEED %% H 4 2 HHEICxH LT oW T O 1A B ER
(JCOGO106 75%)6) DR T ld 5-FU FfieifiF (c)Eik & A b b L ¥t — F +5-FU ik
g -G8, AFEEicEEREZIRo b (m0S: 94 » H  vs. 10.6 ~ H,
HR:0.94, p=0.31). 222> % NRICEF 2 EHEHBE L 5-FUCHEL & Sz, 7272 LAHER
LB WTIE, KEIEAEIZ: SRR ST 0., Wb 2ERREER IC B8 hE 7 %
HEORE DT EFIA S 2> 5 72 L BEE S Nz, WIRMWIGBIERRER b R ICE TN zftho
—RBEO S M AHHE (JCOG9912 38k 7). SPIRITS itk 8). G-SOX ikk# 9)) DfEH
26, ROBIATRECRERK 2 bR WHIRIEERFEE*H S 2 H@icownTd, 7
vbe ) IV vEEI L 7T 5 S REF| O RERES S BIRTH 5, —J7. WIRIIIEIERE
FEREWH D —RIBEIC B\ T3, Best available 5-FU (—EHEECHWAEL I XA Vv EA 3
5-FU LY A v) &30 ) & F e Vgl G k% iR L 72 7 v & 2405 11 AR
(JCOG0407 #ER) 28TbN7=10), 774~V —x v FRA4 v+ oEFERARICE T
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WD O B ICAE I T 5,
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it MERERRRE D HIfE, AEfF IR O TR
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JIRFDIEEPAL EFRE I E, FICWOR THEME T T 2 72 RN IR B LA RE
(hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy [HIPEC]) SHaLbi¥ & Wz FENINE = 7
o ALk (pressurized intraperitoneal aerosol chemotherapy [PIPAC]) 23& ¥ 5
23, AR CQ TIHIRELIET % N 2 7 WIEFENAL FEE IC D W TRET L 72,
MR 2 3 2 BRI L <, UATE~A P=A vy CRv R T T 5 vin EDFRENK
E3RA LN, AMEERERT 2 ICEEDL T, L2 X Vv RIUEA OS2 ) 2%
T, FexFe) BRENEES L2 AEREOHRREDORAESTON TV 2,
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(SP#ik) & Hld 2 55 IHHE: (PHOENIX-GC i) ic&wv T, M < i eA 1
fic 513 2 e F 2 I BRI I MGE X s 5 72 (p=0.080, HR 0.72 [95% CI 0.49-1.04]).
L2 L. WREREIC S0 2 KR OMR Y %% L 7= BT o #55 (HR 0.56 [95% CI0.39-
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29.9%]. SP#f 6.0% [95%CI 1.6-14.9%]) 7 & 25 1%, X7 U 2 F L VIEENELS OFF
IRII 72 G DR E Lz 2, BT, ml O REKEE A2 ICE T, 27 ) X F 21
NEIEN T G- D H 3% R 3 2 5 NHRE 5 X O/ A L s AR ER o A5 R s X
nTw3 12,14,15, £7-, %K o4 - JEENERSG 0 LEERE 0 5 THEERIC 3w T
1 FERAEEIE 60-82% & RAF AR BGE A ME ST 5 1,3-11,13, XML T
X, ThE il I N CoREICE T, 28 - EENES IR SRR A
BRI N TS 1-15, EENRGICEEL 2AFEFERE L Tid, 131 flofRghcs
WTC, AT—TEA%E (8%). MEMER — MEG (7%). & — FEAFHE T ~0#ii (3%) 7
EDRERER — P BEEATHES G SN TH Y 16, ERER — F OBFBICKER LTRSS LET
H5,
PEX Y, REAMEOKIEICIZE > T d oo, 258 - BYENE G 0L 5L
(2. EIRHEAS % £ O BN 2 HERHER CTH 2 L LRk L AU oAt 2 F 5
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UV FAVvIE, BEREND BLEARMEHLIC W), ULy, EEELE S 2 55
X LCRIET = v 7 A v FHERNL 3 KaEUEICE T 2 25 EERE LT
95,
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HH~DRS

LR LCOREF = v 7 FA4 v b BHEH OB REEF 13 IR RE o 45 112 220>
D O TYIRANREEST - HRHIZNRIITONIEIRETHDL, ~HTPSARFILFLF—
YR T 2 EKER T 5 RIS I 5 fE T = v 7K A4 v b HEF OBRIRIE
HIIAHTH Y, SBROMHNHETDH 5,

BERER - &Fic L E2ZXEH

PubMed (2000-2020) KEY WORD: gastric cancer AND (nivolumab OR pembrolizumab
OR avelumab OR ipilimumab)242 4, Filters activated: Clinical Trial, Meta-analysis,
Randomized controlled trial, Systematic reviews, English.34 % @ 5 HA CQ IcB#EDH » &
W03 2, k3 zERERE L CEML 72,

5| SR

1. Kang YK, Boku N, Satoh T, et al. Nivolumab in patients with advanced gastric or
gastro-oesophageal junction cancer refractory to, or intolerant of, at least two previous
chemotherapy regimens (ONO-4538-12, ATTRACTION-2): a randomised, double-blind,
placebo-controlled, phase 3 trial. Lancet 2017;390:2461-71.

2. Kato K, Satoh T, Muro K, et al. A subanalysis of Japanese patients in a randomized,
double-blind, placebo-controlled, phase 3 trial of nivolumab for patients with advanced
gastric or gastro-esophageal junction cancer refractory to, or intolerant of, at least two
previous chemotherapy regimens (ONO-4538-12, ATTRACTION-2). Gastric Cancer
2019;22:344-54.

3. Shitara K, Doi T, Dvorkin M, et al. Trifluridine/tipiracil versus placebo in patients
with heavily pretreated metastatic gastric cancer (TAGS): a randomised, double-blind,
placebo-controlled, phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol 2018;19:1437-48.

4, Hironaka S, et al. Randomized, open-label, phase III study comparing irinotecan
with paclitaxel in patients with advanced gastric cancer without severe peritoneal metastasis
after failure of prior combination chemotherapy using fluoropyrimidine plus platinum:
WJOG 4007 trial. J Clin Oncol 2013;31:4438-44 SCHkac #ik
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CQl2: JREEEZH 3 5 B L CTERENERMLARE (HIPEC) Z#329 357

AT7T—FAV}
NEM R A 3 2 HiICx LT HIPEC %2179 C L TPERAERT 2 L o MR » 3
2, BEACEREEE OIS K, HEREEL L5,

(HEEL, T©7 v 20X C, AER 86.7% (13/15) ]

fE
fx - AR O R
& AFEDHIN, TREREEs

HIPEC R ZN 2 RO v X 77 F v s LD 77 FFR¥H| <4 b=4 v CAY
DAERTHEMEN % 42-43°CITNIR T 5 23, FH LI 72 L IfiRkic L Bx 5, KGHEIT
AL AT T W2 25, WOETITRIRINE T W CTwien 2 & & 2 OFFkRIED & i
TLCwpfligk2stied Th 7 S d MR aE LT L W L ICHERET 2480 H
5, 7z, HicfTbid Z &3 | @K I1Z CRS (cytoreductive surgery) & & b IC
T s,
HiftiEx C DBITHIBITIIE CH 2 23, RiEENR G & 2R b EiiE 2T 72 kT
CRS+HIPEC % JiiifT L 7z 152 Bl D Bt i3 1 F 477 66%. 5 FAMFH 10.7%., A7+
Hfil 15.8 1 H. iR G OHE 23.6%. 1GHEBHESE 3.9% TH b . peritoneal cancer index
(PCI) 6 LA F 23532 PHRAFTH -7z & Yonemura 5D Z NN — T HiEINT W5 (1),
FAY D7V —T0%EkT — % Tix CRS+HIPEC % fifT L 7= 235 fl O i 13 5 HFEEFFE
6%, I YLiE 13 & H. Clavien-Dindo grade3-4 Dfitc A HHIE 17%. RS HESE
51%T®H-7:(2), 5 b PCI6 LT D PRARIFT, 12 X ) KE WEEFNICIZHELEL
2\ e LT %, HIPEC O F#E%GHEi 3 2 1% CRS Hijli& CRS+HIPEC % M3 2
RERBHY, 7T VADDLAIANE DT — X=X 358 TH % CYTO-CHIP iRE& 23
#H &N, CRS+HIPEC #£(180 ) » /545 CRS B (97 )l ~ T PCl(peritoneal cancer
index) DHIMEAEICHBID 5 F (6 vs. 2), 2AEFHMITAERICER L7z (188 7 H
vs.12.1 7 A, 5 FEATFE 19.87% vs. 6.48%, P=0.005) (3), % 7= Z Okl T3 it & HHIE
CHRBEREEL D WM TED LAV EINT WS, 77— T TIZ PCI6 LLF T
CRS+HIPEC #2 HBIC THREF T, 13U LETCREEMAERFIED T INTHE, L
¥—2 5% CRS+HIPEC %175 72856, #&ME D 4 55 LT /MEIcizilod 72w PCI
12 LAF O fEF 2 A FE AR o filizs 24.7 H H & PERARIFEHE I N TV 5 (4), FEOH
g% T OB IMAHRERTI1Z. CRS+HIPEC #:(34 f5) ® /525 CRS HfE#E(34 H) Hb~_T, £HF
WA RCIER L (PR(E 11.0 7 A vs. 6.5 71 A, P=0.046), &HHEICIIEERAEM 7%
otz (14.7% vs. 11.7%, P=0.839) (5), Z D X 5 i PCI 23Eighy/N & v» & CRS+HIPEC
53



DY ZITRIFC, AUHEOHMDABANTS 5 L v o HEidd 55, HlEik cofieT
— A R—RIC X BHFEDOHTH Y, HhaakILFE S MAHGER(NCT03348150 7 &) I3 HIFEME
fTHhTd 2(6),

% 7z, HIPEC BBHAIEL TfT 5 220 IC BRI TS 2 S L L W e WO R H B, T
ZrR3 287 L\ ik & LT Laparoscopic HIPEC 235 ST b MTETICHEERIIT
T & CYIBRATREIC 72 o 7JERI 25 11%-25%FF(E L. AUFIEIR 2.3-11% TH o7z & Ih T
%(7,8),

PLE XY IERRRERE % £ 5 B LT HIPEC 2175 Z & 3 FPEPWET 5 & W&
b B B3R B EERE L OHRGERERD 7R <. BEERIRILOSA R L CH 0. FER SRR A%
THL-OMREERL LT 5,

HAH~DIRE

e EIE (25 k) & oligEERIc X v . HIPEC offHIic & 3 355 % K
TRxLE2 b3, Conversion Ffifhl ¢ HIPEC oA IC X 2 EFEERNRICOWTRERET
Z’)S\%‘%’G% 5 o

BRER - SF I L RER
PubMed(2000-2020) KEY WORD: gastric cancer, (HIPEC or CHPP), (peritoneal
metastasis or peritoneal carcinomatosis or peritoneal dissemination) Filter activated:

English, human 250 ff, 2@ 5% CQI11 LBIHEL 72 D 8 fF % EA T,

51 FASCHR

1. Canbay E, Mizumoto A, Ichinose M, et al: Outcome data of patients with peritoneal
carcinomatosis from gastric origin treated by a strategy of bidirectional chemotherapy prior
to cytoreductive surgery and hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy in a single
specialized center in Japan. Ann Surg Oncol. 2014 Apr;21(4):1147-52.

2. Rau B, Brandl A, Piso P, et al; Peritoneum Surface Oncology Group and members of the
StuDoQ|Peritoneum Registry of the German Society for General and Visceral Surgery
(DGAV). Peritoneal metastasis in gastric cancer: results from the German database. Gastric
Cancer. 2020 Jan;23(1):11-22.

3. Bonnot PE, Piessen G, Kepenekian V, et al; FREGAT and BIG-RENAPE Networks:
Cytoreductive Surgery With or Without Hyperthermic Intraperitoneal Chemotherapy for
Gastric Cancer With Peritoneal Metastases (CYTO-CHIP study): A Propensity Score
Analysis. ] Clin Oncol. 2019 Aug 10;37(23):2028-2040.

4. Topal B, Demey K, Topal H, et al; Cytoreductive surgery and Hyperthermic intra-
operative peritoneal chemotherapy with Cisplatin for gastric peritoneal Carcinomatosis
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Monocentric phase-2 nonrandomized prospective clinical trial. BMC Cancer. 2017 Nov
17:17(1):771.

5. Yang XJ, Huang CQ, Suo T, et al; Cytoreductive surgery and hyperthermic
intraperitoneal chemotherapy improves survival of patients with peritoneal carcinomatosis
from gastric cancer: final results of a phase III randomized clinical trial. Ann Surg Oncol.
2011 ]un;18(6):1575-81.

6. Koemans W], van der Kaaij RT, Boot H, Buffart T, et al; Cytoreductive surgery and
hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy versus palliative systemic chemotherapy in
stomach cancer patients with peritoneal dissemination, the study protocol of a multicentre
randomized controlled trial (PERISCOPE II). BMC Cancer. 2019 May 6;19(1):420.

7. Badgwell B, Blum M, Das P, et al; Phase II Trial of Laparoscopic Hyperthermic
Intraperitoneal Chemoperfusion for Peritoneal Carcinomatosis or Positive Peritoneal
Cytology in Patients with Gastric Adenocarcinoma. Ann Surg Oncol. 2017
Oct;24(11):3338-3344.

8. Newhook TE, Agnes A, Blum M, et al; Laparoscopic Hyperthermic Intraperitoneal
Chemotherapy is Safe for Patients with Peritoneal Metastases from Gastric Cancer and May

Lead to Gastrectomy. Ann Surg Oncol. 2019 May;26(5):1394-1400.
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CQI3:YIBRPIREEST BRE DRIG FINEFIC B A D TR & L TRRENREML AR
(HIPEC) %#ffEd 5 C & 2 g3 250 ?

AT—FXAVF

YRR AT REMEST B D MIA TR i HIPEC % #ffE3 2 & EIEEREHMD 3 2 & v 5 itk
B BN, BEAEE L DA R, B A CIIHERmL & 32

[HeftmE L, —TveF v ROilX:C, 45X 80% (12/15) ]

fE
fx AR O R
& AUHEDM, RHRBHIE

R I B IR T & 61T L 25 A T EIEER RS e S hTw 5 (1), .,
GRS E B < IR IR B R 2 T, BEEBEEFE T 21T 5 235, fiTETe
ik 2 LR 2179 2 L TP 2R 2 A b R Eh T3, HIPEC A EHEIEHE I
W 2EETH L Lrs, VIRAREEEORETMiokic HIPEC % i3 5 & & CF
MEFFF DN 32 5 &9 % MERT WD ST b, RIBFMOERIC HIPEC % fiffii
L7z BRI T D R 24T o 72 REICH R CHBICTERARKCTH o7z L W IH I E H 5 »
1318 A 0] E RN 2 E AR Dk 2 RO TV 3 28, T RTHEH A S DHETH 5 (2-
6)o A XfEHT<dH HIPEC BEFF %2 TIi L PHEIET 2 L 3T 5 (7), BlfE
HIPEC % i3 2 2h R 2 W72 3 % 72 © D % ftask I 58 AR (NCT01882933 72 &) 437
bNTWB(8), 7272L., MEATHERMML 2w W REG57)dH 205, #iNd s
WIHOREQ)DH Y, RIEEES AR B b H B 7-01C(5), AL KD A TL A
fToRETHAVERDND, T, WHEIET X W 2RI LAEE & o G O i
HL RV, BRI A+ e E2bNn 3, ZORBEORIKRM: A & EN TldMko T
DI SEHAL B DA TL 2TONTE S F5% D — M 72 ST L v 7z o HESERE 75
LT3, ILEARBBIRBNEHI N TRV LICOHEBLILETDH 5,

7 — & < — Z: PubMed(2000-2020)

HE~DRE
W OMBLAREE I A T, HIPEC 21795 C & TEFELIRSH 2 22 RELT < F &
Eronsd,

WERER - Zi1c L2 KRER
KEY WORD: gastric cancer, (HIPEC or CHPP), (peritoneal metastasis or peritoneal
carcinomatosis or peritoneal dissemination) Filter activated: English, human 250 {4
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CQI12 LB 2 L HWL2d D6 ez <, HUEHB AL 2L O XRHLL, 4 %8
7z,

5[ F>CHR
1. Nashimoto A, Akazawa K, Isobe Y, et al; Gastric cancer treated in 2002 in Japan: 2009

annual report of the JGCA nationwide registry. Gastric Cancer. 2013 Jan;16(1):1-27.

2. Beeharry MK, Zhu ZL, Liu WT, et al; Prophylactic HIPEC withradical D2 gastrectomy
improves survival and peritoneal recurrence rates for locally advanced gastric cancer:
personal experience from a randomized case control study. BMC Cancer. 2019 Sep
18;19(1):932.

3. Reutovich MY, Krasko OV, Sukonko OG; Hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy in
serosa-invasive gastric cancer patients. Eur J Surg Oncol. 2019 Dec;45(12):2405-2411.

4. Fujimoto S, Takahashi M, Mutou T, et al; Successful intraperitoneal hyperthermic
chemoperfusion for the prevention of postoperative peritoneal recurrence in patients with
advanced gastric carcinoma. Cancer. 1999 Feb 1;85(3):529-34.

5. Yonemura Y, de Aretxabala X, Fujimura T, et al; Intraoperative chemohyperthermic
peritoneal perfusion as an adjuvant to gastric cancer: final results of a randomized controlled
study. Hepatogastroenterology. 2001 Nov-Dec;48(42):1776-82.

6. Kim JY, Bae HS; A controlled clinical study of serosa-invasive gastric carcinoma patients
who underwent surgery plus intraperitoneal hyperthermo-chemo-perfusion (IHCP). Gastric
Cancer. 2001;4(1):27-33.

7.Sun ], Song Y, Wang Z, et al; Benefits of hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy for
patients with serosal invasion in gastric cancer: a meta-analysis of the randomized controlled
trials. BMC Cancer. 2012 Nov 16;12:526.

8. Glehen O, Passot G, Villeneuve L, et ai; GASTRICHIP: D2 resection and hyperthermic
intraperitoneal chemotherapy in locally advanced gastric carcinoma: a randomized and

multicenter phase III study. BMC Cancer. 2014 Mar 14;14:183.
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CQl4: R BEEOMBREICH L TY v HiEE %2> RO FMZHET 3 ?

AT—FXAVF

T R o IEERERE IO L C B YIRS X OB R UIER & il b i ic X o A o i
ERFRATNAA[EEELRH D, [TH> 2 L2 ERET 3,

[HEREDORE 1 55\, T TF v 2DMX: B, 8K 93.3% (14/15) ]

fE
i BEOARENE, EFHIF LR
& TR, iR A irE

REGATTA ifB&<ix, HFisfs., MERIER, KRENRER Y v 8 odEaER o 5 5 1
DR T ERAET AETEFICN L CRETME LToBEYREZITY 2 L oBERARILI N
25, HE MO PREEDRITED Sk ho7[1], Lo THERENA FI4 VE 5K
TIRRENT 263 28T HEEICN L TP RodE 2 BIE TIRE TN 2T R n» 2 & A4l
CHEREI LT3, 7272 L REGATTA HB#iC 1) 2 IRGRIK T & L COMEERKMEIX, B
FEEUR CEURIEE 12 [ P2/3  (REfTHRSEG & 0 M0 BERE B 2\ 13RI o G R | 48 A
HAADZHD) ZHRELTEHY, [FPL YT 5. [HTHE X 0 BE o S A
IR 520 5 | HA . EUIBRONREEZ 5N Tz, BIEEBETA VT4 Vi
5 ROIBFEIRO T L) X2 BWTH B P1 (BEEER BRI 15 k) & L
<. BEABP KM ORE 2 &I EIRGES 2 #&tic. BUIERMT O BRI A 5 i UIBR AT RE 72
b, LoftFEAd b IEREREMEZ G (CYD LFIREE ., BFETHRE L TZ
Dt DIEHIR T & KA X TV B, FERRIC, RTEVIERATRE 2 85 o IERIRRTE % 11 5 B
XL <, BUIBRE X OCREREYIER & AL 21T ) © & CTRIERE SR T %
WRED D 5 [2-6], 7272 L REGATTA ABRIFIRR. JAH 2 IEIEHETE 2 6 3 2 BARAER] I 1%
BYIRRIC X 2 PRUESRIZZD TE L T(3-6]. % 7= FYIRHEMECII FRIEREMNESRE
HThdeomsdd (4], BUBROEICICIIFEELLETD 5,

2D X 5 RBYIRTTHE 2 B o JE R I L, WIRIRIBYIIR X % 2o, Ylkke 3
IS H U PBRIEZIT ) REPRERLE L 727 — 2 3TFEE L 2wz o, ARMRAYIRZ
MRS 2 2 IETE R, 72 L BYIFRS X ORI & it b ggaiiic X 0 A7
W OIER A FAZ N ER[REMA B 0 . 7O L 25 KHERET 2, 2o X5 RfEFlicR L
T, VYA HIFEOREICL 3 PHREAMK LT — 230 nnizo, )y A HifiEz & o
FREETT 5 NE A S KT ERAS, Stage I1/11T D 3EST B HE I 3\ TERIFA & it
BRI X 0 IR E 1S 2 IR ICHE U CF 2, EErRERHiPH < RO % BIE &8 Fii %
fToThIwnEwnz 3,
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HEH~ORE

WD I A 2 17\ VIBRATRE 75 B RRAE 2552 W7 & M7= ERIC BV TR 24T 5
., ALFEEEZEAT IO TIREILICERDOH S L T ATH S, Stage [l DHEITH
JE I3 B TR L 2L O B R 2 MEE T 2 BRRGUR A BIE T DN TH Y, Z DR D
B E 25RO PLETH B,

REBER - SEC L RER

PubMed(2000-2020) Keyword: gastric cancer, peritoneal metastasis, gastrectomy, NOT
HIPEC, NOT CRS #%5 657 F Filter English #5 5% 452 #f, A CQ icBH#H v & HWrx
72b DI 18R M L7, SIS LT CQ14 i3 6 fHEH

51 F>CER

1. Gastrectomy plus chemotherapy versus chemotherapy alone for advanced gastric
cancer with a single non-curable factor (REGATTA): a phase 3, randomised controlled trial.
Fujitani K, Yang HK, Mizusawa ], Kim YW, Terashima M, Han SU, Iwasaki Y, Hyung W],
Takagane A, Park DJ, Yoshikawa T, Hahn S, Nakamura K, Park CH, Kurokawa Y, Bang Y],
Park BJ, Sasako M, Tsujinaka T; REGATTA study investigators. Lancet Oncol. 2016
Mar;17(3):309-318.
2. Efficacy of postoperative chemotherapy after resection that leaves no
macroscopically visible disease of gastric cancer with positive peritoneal lavage cytology
(CY1) or localized peritoneum metastasis (P1a): A multicenter retrospective study.
Yamaguchi T, Takashima A, Nagashima K, Makuuchi R, Aizawa M, Ohashi M, Tashiro K,
Yamada T, Kinoshita T, Hata H, Kawachi Y, Kawabata R, Tsuji T, Hihara J, Sakamoto T,
Fukagawa T, Katai H, Higuchi K, Boku N. Ann Surg Oncol. 2020 Jan;27(1):284-292.
3. Gross appearance and curability are predictive factors of a better prognosis after
gastrectomy in gastric cancer patients with metastasis to the adjacent peritoneum of the
stomach. Saito H, Kono Y, Murakami Y, Kuroda H, Matsunaga T, Fukumoto Y, Tomohiro
O, Fujiwara Y. Yonago Acta Med. 2017 Sep 15;60(3):174-178.
4. Significant role of palliative gastrectomy in selective gastric cancer patients with
peritoneal dissemination: A propensity score matching analysis. Nie RC, Chen S, Yuan SQ,
Chen X]J, Chen YM, Zhu BY, Qiu HB, Peng JS, Chen YB. Ann Surg Oncol. 2016
Nov;23(12):3956-3963.
5. The value of palliative gastrectomy for gastric cancer patients with intraoperatively
proven peritoneal seeding. Yang K, Liu K, Zhang WH, Lu ZH, Chen XZ, Chen XL, Zhou
ZG, Hu JK. Version 2. Medicine (Baltimore). 2015 Jul;94(27):e1051.
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6. Predictive factors improving survival after gastrectomy in gastric cancer patients
with peritoneal carcinomatosis. Hioki M, Gotohda N, Konishi M, Nakagohri T, Takahashi S,
Kinoshita T. World J Surg. 2010 Mar;34(3):555-62.  (CChkaC#ki%)
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CQ15 : LB ETHED L I/ PB O W - EEREL2E T 2 BRI L TRBZ BN
b L7-BYIRMN 2 #3520 ?

AT—bFAV L

LEEFHETHAR D L IFM/ING O N EERE 2 A3 2 HRicn L <, iz HIE L
HUIRM 2175 2 & CAFHMOIERELRB LN 2 LAH D, 1752 & &5 it
%,

(RO 1 55, TvT7 v ADME: B, AEX 93.3% (14/15) ]

fE
i - AR TR
& FMHREE, ik A OrE

Stage IV HH#EICH LT, HUFHREIC X 2 ERIEHEOHEZ ML 2&I1c, HFEAER
#YIBRT 5 2 & CRIFRIBIFIGES G ST 5[], 2], CoBEhrolRIZ. EiRk
Befd 2 BB ERERI BT 5 2 LIIIEF ISR TH V. UIBRARER T C°H 253
BREEAS L AR IC X Biaa R e L, YIBRATREZR A7~ & L CHIRFEE L il Y v ~Hi %
HEHIFROIR & % 2 & CHIMM B 2 s 5 2 L icd %, Stage IV B3l
FIEDBFENRTH 5 b 0D, ALHFRIEDZER) L TR P35 A IVEE CiZhRints
DHRZHEWT T NG AETH . JRBRICE O TERIEEE & RS ORBERAEF O T
02T 5 L BNEETH D, ERRIZEFEHR B X OREE Y v oS =R L Tn
25005z, b zYIBRT 5 2 & TYIBRWTRERET BRI S 2 IR IR & [R5
DFREWHST 2D TH 5,

MERERERE 2 G 3 2 Bmicn LT, &Rk L BEEMNEARE R 2 L 728
BaIT V. Z DRBUIBRM 2 /1T L 728G <l LARERMICH X TP ROIER & Fiff
DEEMWIRINT VB[, 3-7T], 727 L. %< O IR OEAD L I3/ 2 1
R L CHUIBRZAT o 72 & T 2 L BBEZRBNIC T 2 —InEiEo ki TcH v . BUIFRD
A X B HIRT — 2 oW 37 <. BUBROMHMIRBESRIIAHTH 2, L. AR
RICHEENRIES 217 - 7256 T b EEFE O fFEZ T CRILZIT IR0 H 5 [8], Mz T
L2 ic X 2 IR RE o I B SRHIE I DT, EMEIN 2D 8 BN 7 5 R A3 10 i HleaT
INTwRVed, LHREDOEMORE ZFHMICEHT 2 Z L REich s, 72, B
Ylkrtz o AR & U CIERRIRE SR 25 < RIBRILE < v (3.

PlbE &y ALERETIHAD L B o - B2 63 2 B L < Rin
ZHINE L22BUIBRMN 2175 2 & 23RS 2 2 L 3T v, BEMHFEOERRIC
FEDSERT 2 R B L IR ) v oS HiVIFR 21T 5 & & TR ATREL R 2 LGB0 H
b, B EEEICHET L CHUIBRZIT ORI D VS5 720, 179 2 & 28 (st s
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b, LrLZoxe Ty RIV7%RL, o5k HEBGERO 7 — 2 78 8535 b 4 2 ATRENE:
R0, MR E 22 BE I, BURNTO BN, Bils X REIRORA. BYIFR
HRFEE T DT IcFi T 2 BB D %,

HE~DRE
BUIBRM OISR B X A4 I v I OoWTIRILO B 2 7 — 2137 L. 5RO
HETH 5,

REBER - SEC L RER

PubMed(2000-2020) keyword; gastric cancer, peritoneal metastasis, gastrectomy, NOT
HIPEC, NOT CRS #5657 ff., Filter English #55 452 ff, A CQ icBH# B b &l X
NbDIZ 18, 5B 6 x5l L7, Tk 1. 8 (ZHZFHWrcEhmL 72,

5| SR

1. The long-term survival of stage [V gastric cancer patients with conversion therapy.
Yamaguchi K, Yoshida K, Tanahashi T, Takahashi T, Matsuhashi N, Tanaka Y, Tanabe K,
Ohdan H. Gastric Cancer. 2018 Mar;21(2):315-323.

2. Conversion gastrectomy for stage [V unresectable gastric cancer: a GIRCG
retrospective cohort study. Solaini L, Ministrini S, Bencivenga M, D'Ignazio A, Marino E,
Cipollari C, Molteni B, Mura G, Marrelli D, Graziosi L, Roviello F, De Manzoni G, Tiberio
GAM, Morgagni P. Gastric Cancer. 2019 Nov;22(6):1285-1293.

3. Surgery after intraperitoneal and systemic chemotherapy for gastric cancer with
peritoneal metastasis or positive peritoneal cytology findings. Ishigami H, Yamaguchi H,
Yamashita H, Asakage M, Kitayama J. Gastric Cancer. 2017 Mar;20(Suppl 1):128-134.

4, Conversion surgery post-intraperitoneal paclitaxel and systemic chemotherapy for
gastric cancer carcinomatosis peritonei. are we ready? Chan DY, Syn NL, Yap R, Phua JN,
Soh TI, Chee CE, Nga ME, Shabbir A, So JB, Yong WP. | Gastrointest Surg. 2017
Mar;21(3):425-433.

5. Salvage gastrectomy after intravenous and intraperitoneal paclitaxel (PTX)
administration with oral S-1 for peritoneal dissemination of advanced gastric cancer with
malignant ascites. Kitayama J, Ishigami H, Yamaguchi H, Yamashita H, Emoto S, Kaisaki S,
Watanabe T. Ann Surg Oncol. 2014 Feb;21(2):539-46.

6. Phase II study of single intraperitoneal chemotherapy followed by systemic
chemotherapy for gastric cancer with peritoneal metastasis. Imano M, Yasuda A, Itoh T,

Satou T, Peng YF, Kato H, Shinkai M, Tsubaki M, Chiba Y, Yasuda T, Imamoto H, Nishida
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S, Takeyama Y, Okuno K, Furukawa H, Shiozaki H. | Gastrointest Surg. 2012
Dec:16(12):2190-6.

7. Neoadjuvant intraperitoneal and systemic chemotherapy for gastric cancer patients
with peritoneal dissemination. Fujiwara Y, Takiguchi S, Nakajima K, Miyata H, Yamasaki M,
Kurokawa Y, Okada K, Mori M, Doki Y. Ann Surg Oncol. 2011 Dec;18(13):3726-31.

8. Role of staging laparoscopy with peritoneal lavage cytology in the treatment of

locally advanced gastric cancer. Nakagawa S, Nashimoto A, Yabusaki H.Gastric Cancer.
2007;10(1):29-34.
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CQl6 : BEBEZH T 2 B ICH L TLEFHERMRICRIEZ BR & L - BYIBR 21T -
GG, WRIBREHERT 507

AT7T—FAV}

IR 2 A 2 BRI L TUPHREZaiit iciin g Hiv & L 7 BYUIRRIN 2 fiifT L 72 &
DRIEHR I, MTHTREROZER ORELICIG U C R RERHEF <17 5 & & 2 < ST 5
[(HfRo@EE @y, Tv7 vy A0 B, AFEE 73.3% (11/15) ]

fE
fx - AR O R
F AL PREDOEEFER

Stage IV BJEICH L €, (L EHEIC X 2 &R R OHR 2 MR L 7-12ic, BHIRAEHZY)
i U 72855 & DI EIAEIC D W TIRGEE L 723 1378 v 2 RREES 23ISR D 356 b Rk C
H 505, MEEHETE 243 2 BRI LT, ALSEEREER R 1< B YRR 2 fifT U CHlTATIA %
ICHE U 72 TR IR IR 2 T W PRIER S O L7z lE 03 H 5 [1], 72, Stage IV HiED RO ¥)
FRAEGIIC N L i b s Ic X 0 AR IE R L 72z L G S T 5 (2, 3], RIS
JEIR R 2> D NG R 2 5 1E (Stage IV) RUIBRAIRE R [RfS L 72 IE/EIERE (Pla) %
I WIRIIRIAYIRR & b A BB X D 23~27%RE D 5 FFEFR1IIREIN T S
[4,5]c F7z. W DMERRE 20 5 B I BUIBR & i L RiE 21T 5 2 & TTRIERK
B LNZE VI HED B B[6],

PAEX Y, MEERREZ A5 2 B ion LT E s iciifz B L L7 BUIBRI 2
T2 7256, BUIBREIMCIHEASE O 15 RiAR I 7 (., MitRinigEx 175 2 L oG
DERHEN I N D 70, 179 S MRS 5, IRIGRONAE ZIRGEL 727 — 2 137z
Wiz LY VRIS O W THUE TE R\t BRI L R INTRTAER . 2 I ]
REe A S L AR CifT 52 2 oMt ang, 2R LZoT T v X3h 7L,

D205 b HGEERD 7 — 2 2 U033 b N B ATREME (FK 720, WR & 72 5 BF T, 1l
FIREDO HI, WA, Rils X OHEBERORA, FELIcoWTHociiil g 3 L%
b5,

BHH~DRE
MBIREDO L X v B BEIC O WTRIlOH 27— & 137k L. SHBOWMH 34
BETHb,

BRERER - SF I LEXRER
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PubMed(2000-2020) Keyword: gastric cancer, peritoneal metastasis, gastrectomy, NOT
HIPEC, NOT CRS #3657 ff Filter English #55 452 #f, &K CQ ICEH#SH » & < 1
b 18, 5B 3R GIH L7z, STk 2. 3. 4 IFHYFHBTCEML 72,

51 FASCHR
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CQ17: WIRMWISEIREF 5 B L CAIRM RO 4% B L - ERERM (Total
peritonectomy) % #3233 2 ?

AT7T—bFAV b
MR E 5 % 328 72\ cytoreductive surgery (< HIPEC % ffH L 72 5Ef cAEF AR 0 TR
BELAE N AIREME D B 2 25, Fili s X IR EHEICEH AL T 3 s AS ClidiTh
e HERET 5,

(HEEOME v, TeF v 2D C, AFE  86.7% (13/15) ]

%ﬁ
AEFHE O R
DRV ATHER AR

=P

~Y + A2 b I—1F, complete cytoreductive surgery & L CHykilE, RGP EIES X O
fi e B e O MR 10t 3 25 HETR IR & L CRCKR TIA K TN T\ 523, mRE i &
RGO PRAESBBIETH 5 (1)(2), L7zdio T, BEBOL WHi CTfTbILb & TH
D, BOHHEREXREZ T 51, 180 FILA LRSS HE L OMED H 5(3), £z, Tl
B coRBEF RGNV, LFHFREE OHBLHTH S, Y bA 7 b I—
ZREMBIICITo T B 70 —=7TiE_Y b4 27 b I—%BI o7tk i ICREML %
#:(HIPEC: hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy) # it 3 %, PIAAAEIE LT~ A
F~A vV (FRTTFV), AFFVTI7FV, FFyAET VREHVWLRS
(3), Glehen & @ 159 ffloREIC XX, RO FAlT2A[HETH - 7= EHITld MST 15 2>
A, 1,3, 5 £FIZTZNZ N 61%, 30%, 23% LTI N TW»5E 23, RO FAMioERE L7z D
1 85 f](53%) 1B ¥ 725> > 72 4), Yonemura 5|3 NIPS (neoadjuvant intraperitoneal /
systemic chemotherapy) &#FL. DCS L% L docetaxel & cisplatin N 5% 3 =
— ZfEfT D%, <Y FF 2 b I —& HIPEC % fiifT, 419 il 266 1 (63.5%) i< RO YIER
HHEETH Y, ZD MST20.5 2 H, 54FIF 14.3% THo7zeMEL T3 5), wil
D Tlx, PCI (peritoneal cancer index) 287 A EDEHIF, 722V b7 b I —
IC & o TR RO FIiBSER I N TH THRARTH 5 L OWEHL 0 6)-8), Lizhio
T, FMERE ({befiEts) o PCIKAE (6 AT) OfEFNCH L Tk, =V P42 P I—IC
BALZZMRICE N TOREFRDERMBGF I NS, —RAYZR~<Y F 427 b 3 — (2R
GRS % 3 R CYJBR S % 23, ALEREERICRRIE DR L 72350 72 D UIBR L 725564 & o HlGA
BT, HHRY) P A2 P I —0a[BIIAHTH 5, MUE FIRAAIDRERENTR
BB ORI L TR ONTEL T, THLOTCREINLIMHOT — X D7z
o, —RERTIRITOARWC L E2mHERET 5,
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BHH~DRS

DR DIBRFRICH L CYIRRIC X o CTRIBK RO UIRASER I NS A L REL X 5 ic, #%iE
DIFAET BIEED A 2 VIR T 2500~ ) b4 27 b I —OREREEZH T — 24 (P-I) T
b RVWOTHRETT AlEIZH 5 EE X B,

BREER - SF L2 XREH

PUBMED (2000-2020) Key words: gastric cancer, peritonectomy —65 i, 5 #&LAYL D 5>
BH 7 Vil AT 32 &, HELENBEXIEN DG S WENTH o7, Z2D 5 BARCQ
CBRE D b &I & 7z 9 SRR & B
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5) Yonemura Y, Prabhu A, Sako S, et al. Long term survival after cytoreductive
surgery combined with perioperative chemotherapy in gastric cancer patients with
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intraperitoneal chemotherapy (HIPEC) for gastric cancer with peritoneal carcinomatosis:
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CQ18: fLEfikic & o THIRAIREIBE A L 7= BRIC L TEELHN (Total
peritonectomy) % #3233 2 ?

AT7T—FAV}
WIRAEIE2SHA L T2 I b o 3, BEZUIFRT 2 2 L33 oiciREZNA 2
ZeThY, fTbhwz e zm #iEd 5,

[(HEREDIRX v T v 2D X:C, HEFE 93.3% (14/15) ]

i
» HEB SR O
FRWAIFERAR

aull

B B

~Y b2 b I—& HIPEC ZfifHI L 72 1 SFAEFHR 40-50%TH 5 43(1)-(5), X * ¥ v 5
P AFNC X 2 RKIEHERENAL 7%k (RIPEC: repeated intraperitoneal chemotherapy) &
ICHRAE L 7256 8 B X ORI O AHFUIFRIC X 0 RO VIBR TN 72856 D 1 FAEFERIT
70%LL ETH 3 L TN T 5(6)-(10), EEEHEL L 72 BERBERIZFTE L 2o\ ds, <Y
FAZ B I—ic X i, AN, FRAR R SEIEE O & WETHED 16— 30% 12348
L. FiBHEsED 5%tk 5 & L 2 EMET 5 L (11)-(13), FHEEDIHK L LAEFIH LT
RY A7 P I=%fTbRVWI L EEHERET 2,

BHH~DRE
gz L

BRER - 2F i L2 RER

PUBMED (2000-2020) : Key words: gastric cancer, peritonectomy — 65 ff. &+
DFIX 072V iAATL 22 &, BEELZABRCENRZS WERTH -7, 2D H
AR CQICBHHED Y LS 8 SkEEA (=Y P A2+ I—DA Y I Ann
Surg 1998 ;BN), KD 7=oic, K2 F.OIcirb it T 3 EENIL &L + RO Filfo
RIEAE % 5 MR 2 7o

51 P SCHR
1. Hall JJ, Loggie BW, Shen P, et al. Cytoreductive surgery with intraperitoneal

hyperthermic chemotherapy for advanced gastric cancer. ] Gastrointest Surg 2004; 8: 454-
63.

2. Glehen O, Gilly FN, Arvieux C, et al. Peritoneal carcinomatosis from gastric
cancer: a multi-institutional study of 159 patients treated by cytoreductive surgery
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intraperitoneal paclitaxel combined S-1 for advanced gastric cancer with peritoneal
metastasis. Ann Oncol 2010; 21: 67-70.
7. Fujiwara Y, Takiguchi S, Nakajima K, et al. Intraperitoneal docetaxel combined
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CQ19 : B ICHT 3 Fic I TSR EERERY: (POCY1) LEBHTL 25AICTHY
R, D2 U v ~EiERE 2 HERE T 520 7

AT7T—FAV}

SESSERIEIEIRERGY: (POCY1) BREAERIC N L CHUIBR e LRk A A bE - B
HRRREZITS T LT X b 5 HEAEFRERIDS 25% L EfF7EST 2 2 L kb, D2 U v o Hiskik %
5 BUIBR%E 55 S #E3E %,

(RO E t 55, T T v RO B, AEE 100% (15/15) ]

fE
i &
i AR, RIS
& HUBRIC X 2 REAE, IRAIHE, MROFREERIEDE T

2001 4F2> 5 2007 4F £ <0 0 2 E B RS RIEG O FHEFAE Tk CY1 B0 5 FRE
BERIAEFRIZ 16.6%TH Y, CY1 BREDOEFRIZALD T HFIZE 13 ik 1 % Stage
I1IB(41.2%)., StageIV (20.1%) £ h 3 AR TH Y, P1(11.9%) X v b RIFCTH - 7z[1],
[ N Ak /NS D 12 RIS 35T POCY1 B Icnt L BUIRR %2 & D REMIAIR 21T
SIS e —HCcR® 5 T & MEEREHBOME SRR W L ARG I hTn
%[2. 3. 4], AHTIE RO YIBRATRE 72 ) FTHEST B & Rk ICE R i & L sgisic &
D iniE B TR RIIR I ER I T & o, BREIRIEAA N 74 VI b5 IROIBHEERD T
LT Y XL BENTH, @RI M1 &2 L CEiiE T3, CCOG0301 ikbkT
(I INERE R & G RBIR Y v B O UIERGI 2 &8 CY1 BlEZ R e L, RIaHEY)
PR BEF TR0 ST NARE TS & 72 IXMEBEARBE & 70 2 % ©FT 9 TRIED 4 a1 % ffF72iC X
> THET X AL, 2002 42> 5 2006 4E % Tic 47 HlA3 &Sk X N 5 FELEFR, EHB AR
X NZN 26%., 21%TH o 72[5], KEDH—}EiEIC X 5 93 HloE R 0 <
X ALEL & JeATRIC CYL 28tk L 72 5EfI o 5 b F UIBRAET T (20 1) & FEREf 51 (7
151) o P BB AR SR 2R AR IR 1R 5 (PP Rl 0 2.5 4F vs 2.3 4E) T H o 7228, BREHER] o B
frpdefEizy 1 FRECh ) RIMAEGFE~OREIIRHTH 2 (6], BYIFRIC X 2R R4
FZBRERTH 5 —J7 T, ALRERIMcHYUIRR L RS Lo PEAMEF O L v S e
v, 7 v X AL L S R A TR L AR E RO WIT NI FEEL R0
T TV AREL R, FTRE L iR O REESFFE LIS 2 2R T Ic Rifin
bR T RE T h T, BYIRIGERE O —2 L 05, 72720, HRTHIMR
HiC X b, cN3[4], pN3[7T] XL ERBMITICE T TFERAR L R 2 MV L KT TH D C
&, BYUIRZIVIBRAREEE IO T 2 B PR L © 2 v Th 5 SP LD BREMENMK
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WZ EBIRINTHE Y., FEOHEY v HiEB R GE LA L X v ol
PEER LT L. BYROBEISICOWTEE IR TRETh 3,

KH DLk X 2 91 Flok AT i, D2 LD ) v EighiE % 5 BUIkR% fi
17U 72 51 il SRIEHIPH % /N L7z 40 il X 0 b FPHERRBAF (A7 el : 22.0 ~ A vs
13.0 7 H, p=0.045) T&H Y. MEAEFILCEIZFEF(3.9% vs5.0%)TH > 72[7],

LLE X0 BHUIER &AL ik & Mo b 72 E2E TR IC T 5 R AAERERI A% 25% LA EAETE
T52Lkh, D2 voSHIENERNS BUIRRE S S HERET 5,

HH~D)RE

IBRARE B 1N 3 2 (L2 E L DR RGE S [ F L T 5 720 BIBYIBR CIiBiEoe o
7R WIER D i 13 b 2 B o AR IC X 2 ERIRIIFIRE 25 T4 % L (0] 2 BT L 5
%, SEMEEMIEIRRERGYE (POCYL) JERlICB VT, 1) 2ELHEE 2) BUR%EiE
17 Uil bopfgtik 3) (L Bk x T B AP SE cBUIREZER T 5. L) 320ih
AT a v BHEPBREE TR ENDMHERET 22T eT v Ridh v, BUIRR%
DEMEFREG 2 EA L 5 3 FHIR O S FHRDEIG O RE ICEETH 3,

BRER - SF I L RER

PubMed(2000-2020), Key Word : “gastric cancer” AND “cytology” AND (“surgery” OR
“induction chemotherapy” OR “Chemotherapy, Cancer Regional perfusion” OR “Drug
Therap y ”) Filter : English fili i >CHik © 411 £, 2D 5 bR CQ ICBHE D b & HIWr & 41723
Bk% 8 e, 4 O Hb <3k 9 ZaBM L 7=,

51 FASTHA
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4. Lee SD, Ryu KW, Eom BW, et al. Prognostic significance of peritoneal washing
cytology in patients with gastric cancer. Br J Surg 2012; 99: 397-403
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6. Mezhir, JJ, Shah MA, Jacks LM, et al. Positive peritoneal cytology in patients with
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CQ20: B D HBERHRIIZHIC B\ CHEMER SIS ERE (POCY1) & 2MiL =8A1c
BACERE R HEIR T 500 ?

AT—bFAV L
SEOSSEAIEIEIRERGY: (POCY1) BREAEMIC A3 2 38 AL 2k o T T Ic 03 5 B
HoTeF v 2132 L, {bEE#Ro CY1L LA TR TFHIRT L LTS2RLES 7=
D, 1o e B HERET 5,

(RO 1 55, TvT7 v ADME: B, AEX 93.3% (14/15) ]

35 1 CY1 oAt
= BUIBREZIT O GE XTI oBIE, itk & HHE DB

Bk Tk POCY1 BB IS 2 itk D EFER MR CHE 2%  UIBRARERRiE L L CEA
Lk 21T S S LRI TH 5., KE DB HigkIc X 2 93 HloHT RN T,
Lok & Je1T L 72 64 il o 5 Rr R AR A E XA Cld e v b 0 O YRR % 5k
fTLz2901 X b Rwv (L74 vs L1 2 e AWE ST 3 1), Alitcidfb ik
{1141 2nd look %17 - 7z 48 floMFHc BT, CY1 2L L 72 27 flixbartit 2tk b
R 21k 0 b TRRRA (BRI A E AR I 2.5 4F vs 1.4 42 p=0.0003) TH >
720 ARIOFAHERG] D 8 /7 BT X, AL ARERTTH & Fleirilo ¥ RS
LEIN TV S22 2) ,3), HERETHHETHEI L TRV DRICER 2 5
%, KAI3A - 4 RIFHR IO 3 2 AL AR O B RE R REES 2 7 v & 2 L bR

(JCOGO0501 5B#%) <k POCY1 FEWI 23if il gkt ic 32 il FAfsefTific 28 filsk
& N7z 4), FAS N CHIRTL ZREETE 151 il & FATEITHE 149 Bl 3 SELAETFERB LW
MEFAGFRICERZRO T, BHIFEITIC X 3 POCY1Ef O 2EFOHIIKICE VT 2
INENIRD o 72 5), Yamaguchi & (%, fflizk D% G RIIFZEICE T, CY1 H %\ Pla
FEGI N LAk % 64T L 72 150 fl & F4li % %647 L 72 563 il OS 35 X O RFS 11313
A% THo7z, EHEL TS 3I)

fesffgtiitiic CY1 L 2t S FEGI O PRI CTH 2 & v 5 WG IITHHER S b |
2018 412 7,970 ] (26 CHk) WAL= RTF<=F 4 v 7L ¥ a—TlE, S1 £/ 5-
FUIRYRTI7F v, 2XHvEMA2/EE3AHL Y X vic k> T CYL it
R® 7= 139 flo CY1 FEREMAL 73 Filic i3 2 2561 @ HR 1% 0.42, p<0.0001,
[2=62.5%T®H > 7= 6), AFRDHE—Jizkic 1) 5 47 Fl DR LB EFT 6] D £ 07 FRr B
PCid, AHERRIC 2H CHYIBRDHEIT X 1. R2 UIBRZICHRAIAE & 72> 72 1 il % Bk
< 46 Bl (98%) Tt fL L Thi, BAEFID 5 F£247FHRIL 25.0%TH b, Fir
+ AT AL D @ W AR ER R I N7z 7)o SEFICHRE S - f—fikic 31T % 39 f
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DBRITHRIRE T lE, (LARERTRICEEMEIES 2 f L CY1 B2t 2320 72 13 fEfI
DAHRBURZIT L2 A, BAEHICEH T 5 5 FEFRIZ 289%TH Y, R1/2L7%4D
YRR % [E58E L A% 0 RG0S S 37z 8), LA L7t CQ19 TR 7Kk B
b % fid T8 3 I L EBRE R TR 2 179 ARtEIC O W TSRO EL 2 a2 5 J 5,
A He e e R 5 0 HERE NI AN (IP) 2 iR 3 2 ofiih L o A vk, &S IC CY1 k2
Moo, AERRIEFARELFAETH L T LBHE I N TS, 2017 FIC
POCY1 B 38 Bl fRE L1827 ) X2V IPHRHDOL Y X v BRBEET %55 11 SR
(CY-PHOENIX i5#) ofEREANER SN, MiEHaHEIC X 5 CY1 M:{kix 36 4

(94.7%) TED LN, 1EFEEGFERIZ8L2%TH 7-9), L LEHFKECRERFEZZIE
fili L 7252370 < PUEESE D [P (IR L L CIEEBTE Rz, FREEHEIC
frEM T b3,

7 v X L ACHBGAER & B R 2 T L 2R S RO TN D FEEL R/, E
MUSEED FEITICN T 3L EDAT vV RICOWTI VT vV X TZ L\, {LEEE
BT BUIBR K Ol ik 217 5 AR I B 0, CY1 B ic o < fEFE
M X > CHYUIRDEIGZ AT LT 2 720, 55 S HERES 2,

HEH~DRS

HHRHEHNIC 35T CYL D ABYIBRARER T & 72 2 B 13D 75\ 72 80 RBUEE 7 Fif ) % GA5R
IHTHREECH 5, Shtiax X VERRT — 2 2B L. FHIEITRES & Lk et rEdl o
BIRAGE IS O WO RN 2% L CHRT 208035 5, /-, REEHRER Eo
7 D IR R O FHIL ¥ X VEIRSAR IR TH O IBIENES 2 &0 0L
VAV ORFEIEEIND,

BREER - 2F I L2 RER
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Therap y ”)Filter : English it >k : 411 #F, 2D 5 bR CQ IcBiED b &I < 11723
Bk 5 (R, HHYE o< oCk 3. 5. 9 ZI&.
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peritoneal cavity by induction chemotherapy. Surg Today 2015; 45: 611-617
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W AEEEE B, BRERET
EZ:axb, EHER

POCY1 Bz ot 3 2 IR VIR O fiBh Lk o F I ik ic X 2 2 EHl o5
FIRRETHC Lo TORINTE 72, FIFEFER LY v o iz AIREICYIBRATRE R 7 & L T
HEHIBR DR & L. YIBRARER T C & 2 NEIPE P BEREAIAT I3 (L 2B T X 2 IR SR
&35 2 L MBI RIRES R LIS 2, POCYL HRED 5 F2EFEIZ, 1980~
1990 ERDFEFI & IR & L 7z EHN O B —fiizk D 55 Hil o %7 11T 10.8% TH - 72 8
[1]. 2002 4% 5 2006 % TD 47 il xR & L 7= CCOG0301 iB&Tlx 26%TH Y
[2]. S1 % w72 bk D IC X o THEERAE E L2 L ARB I NS,
2015 fEIC 81% DT VT O EEL A 2T F U v A HE S, BIENEVIREZiT- 72
5,908 {4l (35 3CHiK) DA cld CYL BiEo CY0 B3 2 25T, M. IEER
Fo HR 32z 3.51, 3.61, 4.15 T, gtk o T35 25%LL E o k<
T HR lZZ N2 3.56, 2.29, 3.00 TH v, btk i, FricBEEREZ 7L
B3 2L WREIN[3], BIBTIRLHEZHRIC X 2 KB 2% R 2T b, MU NEERE
TEYIRG % &1 367 il POCY1 BFHEIC I\ T, e S1 b Tl o T2 13 bk
KAATHI & 0 b BAF (SAFEMb g 295 # H vs 9.9 » H. p=0.01, MEEIFA 1
Mg 155 # H vs 57 7 A, p<0.001) TH-7= [4], KTk SP kG
Tl O F R MET & iz 2, 24 X CERBEFRR P REIZ 2 h2h 24.7 7 A,
159 » ACdH b, S1HMEE L RS CTH - 72, {L2AEEO MG by 3 S1 HiE28
9.5 7 H. SPHEDR 5.7 7 ATH Y, SPIFEOBARENME W L B3FERI LTS, 2%
YV &2 T 2 DSIEIC DWW TId, WRERHARERY Stage 111 B OB L EREIC B
F % S1 HERE I 3 2 MR 7 v & 2L EEGRER IC X o ORI Nz [5], AMGEToE
JERR R FR 12 DS B 9.3%. S1 HSREE 12.9% CHE 137 { BB EH O T B R o
BRI IRE 72 25, JEEIA 13 DS HET 39%, S1 BMEET30%THY, LI AV
DEAMIZRZETH - 72, —J7. DSHEELE CapeOX HEE SOX ik & OEHELEL 7
76



SRMIZE D iz, TS DHAEED TR L W ERI2 IO W TiE, BRI
MTERV, SRS OFFEERIC X 2 POCY1 BHED FRUGEMREOMIEA -1
%,

7 v X L ALHBGAER L RS R 2 AR L 2B EH RO VLTI FEEL b e T v
RNTFR L A3, BHEERIC X 5 KB e 2 /T HRBGET DR R IC X o TRAERF B X O IER
AFHE ORI EARENTE Y, ST 22wl Rk 2 im i+ 2,
HH~D)RE

FAite D S-1 T X 2 fPMLARE OB 1 T3 T <. I FEERIR RS 2 IE
MEAZEDLAIHL Y X v ORKELLETH 5,

BERER - SF L RER

PubMed(2000-2020), Key Word : “gastric cancer” AND “cytology” AND (“surgery” OR
“induction chemotherapy” OR “Chemotherapy, Cancer Regional perfusion” OR “Drug
Therap y ”)Filter : English fiH{3CHk © 411 4, 2D 5 AR CQ ICBHE D b & [l X 41723
Mk 4 R, 5242 oIl < SRk 5 Z BN

5| SR

1.Inada T, Ogata Y, Kubota T, et al. D2-lymphadenectomy improves the survival of
patients with peritoneal cytology-positive gastric cancer. Anticancer Res 2002; 22: 291-294
2. KoderaV, Ito S, Mochizuki Y, et al. Long-term follow up of patients who were positive
for peritoneal lavage cytology: final report from the CCOGO0301 study. Gastric Cancer 2012;
15: 335-337

3. Pecqueux M, Fritzmann J, Adamu M, et al. Free intraperitoneal tumor cells and outcome
in gastric cancer patients: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Oncotarget 2015; 6:
35564-35578

4. Yamaguchi T, Takashima A, Nagashima K, et al. Efficacy of Postoperative Chemotherapy
After Resection that Leaves No Macroscopically Visible Disease of Gastric Cancer with
Positive Peritoneal Lavage Cytology (CY1) or Localized Peritoneum Metastasis (P1a): A
Multicenter Retrospective Study. Ann Surg Oncol 2020; 27: 284-29

5. Yoshida K, Kodera Y, Kochi M, et al. Addition of Docetaxel to Oral Fluoropyrimidine
Improves Efficacy in Patients with Stage III Gastric Cancer: Interim Analysis of JACCRO
GC-07, a Randomized Controlled Trial. JCO 2019; 37: 1296-1305
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8550 ?

AT7T—FAV}

PEREIR R Y R 7 BEGhc L CEYIBRIETT 3 2 54, PUEAl 200 L Zr BT
DIFIEN K BIEE IITO R W & iR g4 5,

[HEREDORE (5, T TF v 2DMX: B, 8K 86.7% (13/15) ]

fE
i s AR RE B HRERET
Hax b, FiiHEOER, AOHEDHEMN

AFRDOH % Ic B % 1989 £ 5 1997 £ D POCY1 B 22 Hl o 5 HRIIFZEIC B
W, BRYIERIT I IRIEN KRV (EIPL) L JEEN S 277 F ¥ 100mg D HEf %8
U7 7B 2 FFREFERIT 85.7% T, FMHEMEHID 1.0% (p=0.017), it 277
F VEAT D ALT o 72 THID 14.3% (p=0.025) & ik L HE I AR 5 - 72[1], EIPL
IARIBI EUIBR & JEfT L 721210 1L R Z2 W2 @RS % 10 MKE T 2 FikT. A
TR & Wash out I X » TN EEAEEMIIE Z 1/100 12§l & ¢ 2 BERICHE W TE Y, 2
H iR DRRAFIEMIAEICN L Cld v R 77 F v IEENEUR I X 2 iaER3 Tz, FlEsXT
1995 4E2> 5 2005 41 POCY1 HH#EE R L T2 7 v & 2L ILEEABR2TH i, EIPL A+l
Y 27T F BUREE 30 B, TATEREE 29 B, itk X 7T F v BRAREE 29 Bl 5 4
AT ZNZ N 43.8%., 0%, 4.6% T, FF (EIIEERF) FixzhZ56.7%
(40.0%). 100% (89.7%). 96.6% (79.3%)TH Y. EIPL+fliths 2 77 F v B3 fh o
2 FEL R L CEER (p<0.0001), FHFEE(p<0.001) HE ICKE L T 72[2],

ZOREREZIT, cT3-4 BIEicntd 3 EIPL oG8 2REE$ 2 2 oD 5 v X 24 bkl
ATz, CCOG1102 #HERTI 2011 205 2014 FEofHic POCY1 o 17 il % &
314 filp3 &5k & 41, EIPL #¥ 145 ] & #FEHEIRHERE 150 B> 3 M FAEH (63.9% vs
59.7%). 3 FEFH(75.0% vs 73.7%) I EEZ RO T EEFEHE OV — Pt
0.92 TH - 72[3], 2020 fE£ICFBED Study 7H# 4 v TdH 2 EEILF 7 v & 240 ik o
HEIARATAG A NER & du, EIPL #F 398 fl] & BEHEVATEHTE 402 {5l 0 LI 5\ C 3 2 AF
R (72.0% vs 74.1%) ., MEIRIEFEFRATE (92.1% vs 93.4%) DHEEIIRD bNRd >
7z[4]e WIFNORERICIHE VT POCY1 D JFilf#T 23 Th L7243, [FAfkiC EIPL Ic X 5 F
BUGEMR IR bNmd > 7z,

POCY1 B ICxt 3~ 2 HUIRRIC B TN 7 EIPL+ > 2 7' 7 F v ofift I FEN B 1
L2 FPHROUENRPZRINTWB 2, £ 2Tl EIPL BN AR ICOWTIFAHT
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»5, MBEREEAESS ) R 7 BEIEGNICN 3 2 BYIBRIC B T, EIPL (3§ C I35
THDLILNRT Vv XLMUHEGBRIC L o TRINTEHY, TR & 2mliEs 2,

HE~DRE
EIPL 135 & 72 2DV T W 7= O GHMED L S NIEHEE L 5 216RETH 5, il
25 AF DIFIEPNTEN E 72 138U 2 0FH L 72356 DIRERE IC O W TRGEES 2 Ritins H 5,

BREEE - SF I LEZXEHR

PubMed(2000-2020) Key Word : “gastric cancer” AND “extensive lavage” Filter : English
SR < 30 . 2D 9 BAR CQ ICBHE D b &Il & 17z 3 SCHkZ2 A8, 5248 o Hlk
TCHR 4 %2380

5| SR

1 Shimada S, Tanaka E, Marutsuka T, et al. Extensive intraoperative peritoneal
lavage and chemotherapy for gastric cancer patients with peritoneal free cancer cells. Gastric
Cancer 2002; 5: 168-172

2 Kuramoto M, Shimada S, Ikeshima S, et al. Extensive intraoperative peritoneal
lavage as a standard prophylactic strategy for peritoneal recurrence in patients with gastric
carcinoma. Ann Surg 2009; 250: 242-246

3 Misawa K, Mochizuki Y, Sakai M, et al. Randomized clinical trial of extensive
intraoperative peritoneal lavage versus standard treatment for resectable advanced gastric
cancer (CCOG 1102 trial). Br J Surg 2019 106: 1602-1610

4 DOI 10.1200]C0.2020.38.4_suppl.279 So JMY, Ji ], Han SU, et al. Extensive
peritoneal lavage after curative gastrectomy for gastric cancer study (EXPEL): An
international multicenter randomized controlled trial. JCO 2020; 38: no.4_suppl (February
01, 2020) 279-279
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E RS A P i B ' s FiE S 1S 5 3 2 AT AT and/or AT D REIENAL F95E % & Tl b
WEEITbR W L2 HERT 5,

[HEDRE 1 55, T v 20X C, AEEK 80% (12/15) ]

fE
it BB 0T R
EHAEHER AR C)

— R, MEMERR IR S P B EER & L C 4 B - ORI 3 RIS - R A
HFonsd, 2o 4BHE - KA 3AEEICT 2 S-1+CDDP #iE o ffiifb HEiko
MBS 2 72 0 IS IAHRER 25 JCOG0501 & L THEfT X N7z 1), % DFEHEIZ FAli+S-
1T X 2 liBh (b 2Bk RE & S-1+CDDP ik + T1fi+S-1 i1 X 2 il Akt o
SEEFRIZNEN624%L 60.9% ThH Y, MfFHIcHEE* RT3 Tc&Ehro
7= (HR: 0.97, 95%CI: 0.738 to 1.292) 1),

REEPAL R T B L T 2 R EEBiBR 2SR5 S T B, JCOG T ISR 5
It L C Rl B & T+ CDDP IEEN#: 5-+5FU & CDDP 0 #% ik 5+ UFT #&1
e 58 % el 2 S MAHERBR % JafT L 720 5 FFAEFFEEIE 60.9% & 62.0%TH V| & s
S MEERNIC IR FIICH B A2 A0 5 2 3 TE b o7 2), - EEREERSG
b REREGNIC T L C. MR L L L LCo8 2 ) & F 2 AR RIIE e N 1% S ik & %
RS Sk 2 L L 72 7 v X A AR © 1. FEHEEE © 5 2 2 SR ISR
WNI%GHET 64.1%., REEIRIEGHET 72,3% (P=0.537) L WHFERTH H, FEAER A
bl d o7z 3),

—Ji. BRI BRI LT, AT L AL L LCo¥ 2 Y X2 F e VRN LA 51
MAL S-1+-327 0 2 F 2 UREEIRE G-k 2 aT L 7238 TR A T b 7, EEEHHEH
TdH B RETEERIT 67,6% (90% CI: 52.8-80,1) TH - 7=, M iJHENGZ % 5> 14 i D
ZNHEIZ 7], 4% TH o7z, 2Flic D2 Y v i % 11 5 HUIBRSHEIT X . 3 AR
12 78,0%. 5 FAEFEHIT 74,9% TH -7z 4),

¥ 7z StagelllA, B HHE KT L CHTRTABNLAERE L Lo ) 2 % 2 v B EEN %
Bz, S-1+ 3 A7 5F v +527 ) & X v LRI 5352 e L 7285 T AHEER <.
FHEIHEIEE CH 2 E5KIF 70%  (P=0.006). 3 FEFEKIF 90,0%, 5 FEAFERIT
771% T, AEFERCMBAMELBRE TH > - ME I N T W2 5), 0B
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DT CIRIERR Y v IS L TR HE 2RO 2 b 00, EEERITRD bivkd -7
EEINTVD5),
SEICHREIEGRIE B oo U<, ITRTBI LA R & L Cov 7 U 2 F e A EENE RIS +
S-1 R G-+ 327 U 2 F 2 VEEEIRIR G35, FAfr. bt Egit s LTovr ) &
* 2 VLGN G + R EIR S G535 % BV 72 58 TTAHRAER (GAPS SR 03 SEEE R & L
Tfrbihiz, FEFHIIEE CTH 2 BT EEIL 80.4% (95%CI; 66.9-90.2%, p=0.0016)
THo726),

S cld, HEEEREHRS RO EREN IE -2 ) L &, flifi-~27 ) 2%
L VHGEENAL AL OB RE IR R S 5 23, FPRIEER IS 2 MGk <) 72 7
AV OFERBAFIRTH Y, BIRF R CIE TP R IEEP LRI T b v 2 & 255 <
"3 2,

BHH~DRE

GAPS B D AT IR 3 2 7 — 2 \FIRENE R TH 5, £72 GAPS kB D FEH % 21T
A FNVZABRICNT 237 Y & X v VGHENE G % & TITRTIT: O # B L 55 o s
MFHEER (PHOENIX GCII) 2HGEEITTRTH L, INO OBRORENF-ND,

BRI - SH1C L7 I

PubMed ; Filter activated: English, KEY WORD: gastric cancer, peritoneal metastasis,
gastrectomy, adjuvant: 119 {f, neoadjuvant : 39 #} intraperitoneal : 89 f}

ZD 5 HbARCQICEED Y L HIKT L7230k 9 7 % B A

51 FASCHER

1) Terashima M, Iwasaki Y, Mizusawa J, et al. Randomized phase III trial of
gastrectomy with or without neoadjuvant S-1 plus cisplatin for type 4 or large type 3 gastric
cancer, the short-term safety and surgical results: Japan Clinical Oncology Group Study
(JCOGO0501). Gastric Cancer 2019;22:1044-52.

2) Miyashiro I, Furukawa H, Sasako M, et al. Randomized clinical trial of adjuvant
chemotherapy with intraperitoneal and intravenous cisplatin followed by oral fluorouracil
(UFT) in serosa-positive gastric cancer versus curative resection alone: final results of the
Japan Clinical Oncology Group trial JCOG9206-2. Gastric Cancer 2011;14:212-8.

3) Takahashi N, Kanda M, Yoshikawa T, et al. A randomized phase II multicenter trial
to explore efficacy of weekly intraperitoneal in comparison with intravenous paclitaxel

administered immediately after gastrectomy to the patients with high risk of peritoneal

recurrence: final results of the INPACT trial. Gastric Cancer 2018;21:1014-23.
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4) Peng YF, Imano M, Itoh T, et al. A phase II trial of perioperative chemotherapy
involving a single intraperitoneal administration of paclitaxel followed by sequential S-1 plus
intravenous paclitaxel for serosa-positive gastric cancer. ] Surg Oncol 2015;111:1041-6.

5) Shinkai M, Imano M, Chiba Y, et al. Phase II trial of neoadjuvant chemotherapy
with intraperitoneal paclitaxel, S-1, and intravenous cisplatin and paclitaxel for stage IIIA or
IIIB gastric cancer. ] Surg Oncol 2019;119:56-63.

6) Ito S, Imano M, Uenosono Y, et al. A phase II study of perioperative intraperitoneal
paclitaxel plus S-1/paclitaxel for curatively resectable gastric cancer with serosal invasion:
The GAPS study. ] Clin Oncol 2018;36:4033-.
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CQ24: MR IC X ZREMEIR GHLEDRAE - KEHE - REWRE R L) iTnts 2 BUMAHE
MG Z RS 5027

AT—FAVF

MERERAE I X 2 FEEEAEIR TN LT, 2 IREED RIF 2235 & I BUMERIBEEZTY) 2 & %
55 < HESES 5,

[ E 1 55\, T F v 2DMX: B, A8EFK 93.3% (14/15) ]

B

%ﬁ
U ERERIS N3, 2 ORICTIRESIT© XL, EFEIIOERISIGCE 3,
& 0BG, AIHERERER,

BIENEIEEOERIC X ) WL OhDFEHERD AT 5, 1) LB IC X 2 HEA%E - @
WEE 2)RERAEIC X ZKERE  3) MEPAIC X 2 BAZEMRE, LB IC X 515
PAZEZ A LT 2858, A S22 ATHLMER 2 Lo Filiz 175 C & <, B

B - ROEIROKES RSN D, Fric, KEREOGEIXFELIC O 5 s 5 5
ORI ONADBBEILCR LT —2Ab %0, Lo LEFRERROBF IS 2 Tl ol
BAMIED ) 227135 < (58.1% 1), 7-44%2), 37%3). 24.5%4), FHIELTERD 6—
32% EMEINT VS 2), A0 TlE PS0-1 oéric QOL ik & 4 LR
~OFRDH 5 MG I N TS 4), EF, FBEIC K 2HMEPE IO L T ACHR

BE|AT v+ (SEMS) HiEishfrEh, z oA ERE L T&E T3 5),6), K
BIEDGA, REAT v FEE - BANEIC X o TERIZBEI I h 225, Z 0o bk
DEMIC X > CTEFRITRZ 2 LME I T2 (MST: {b#EiEdH v /7L 11.2/3.1
HH) 1o MEAE OLEITIIRREN - NHENA v 24— vy a vicXoTHFF L
— UM Tbh, BEFHFRISDLEHRETINLTNS ),

BHH~DRE

BRI 3 23 LWL AE R IC X 0 AAFHOIER A b T \w» 5, @Y B AaE %
19 2 CRBRENLELRIY, HHZAMCHERT 2 2 &ick b, B2 EFHRE
Erifscx 3,

WERER - Zi1c L2 KRER
PubME(2000-2020):Key word; astric AND peritoneal dissemination AND obstruction AND
surgery : 6 7wz RETL 72,

5 FI>CHR
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1. Boer N, Hagemans J, Schultz B, et al. Acute malignant obstruction in patients with
peritoneal carcinomatosis: The role of palliative surgery. Eur ] Surg Oncol. 2019
Mar;45(3):389-393
2. Olson P, Pinkerton C, Brasel K, et al. Palliative surgery for malignant bowel
obstruction from carcinomatosis: a systematic review. JAMA Surg. 2014 Apr;149(4):383-92.
3. Madar BS, Jayakrishnan TT, Gamblin TC, et al. Surgical Management of Bowel
Obstruction in Patients with Peritoneal Carcinomatosis. Journal of Surgical Oncology
2014;110:666-669.

4. Fujitani K, Yamada M, Hirao M, et al. Optimal indications of surgical palliation for
incurable advanced gastric cancer presenting with malignant gastrointestinal obstruction.
Gastric Cancer (2011) 14:353-359
5 Nakai Y, Ishigami H, Isayama H, et al. Role of intervention for biliary and
gastric/intestinal obstruction in gastric cancer with peritoneal metastasis. Gastroenterol
Hepatol. (2012)12 :1796-800
6 Faraz S, Salem SB, Schattner M, et al. Predictors of clinical outcome of colonic
stents in patients with malignant large-bowel obstruction because of extracolonic
malignancy. Gastrointest Endosc. (2018) 87(5):1310-1317.

7. Migita K, Watanabe A, Samma S, et al. Clinical Outcome and Management of
Ureteral Obstruction Secondary to Gastric Cancer. World | Surg. 2011;35: 1035-41.
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CQ25: HEEEIBEHR Y R 7 DEVWEED 7+ —T v FicBnT, BEOBEEE LA
3740 —T v THERHRETEH?

AT—bFAV L

FEMEEIREER Y X 7 0EWEHEIONT 3 7+ 0 —T v 7R, BiEkicowTl, @i
DHEBEFLRR L 740 —T v 7% {RT2ICR 2T vV R I, BEDOHARE
ROHPRT R Z XV FERCBE T I20E R DL L E b, HREEL L T 5,
(ML, T 57 v ROl C, AEK 73.3% (11/15) ]

fE
i - NRIBERRE S o FLFE RIS 9 TR RO O N
HoRICARL

BREEFEEER Y 22 0F0WEHICOTIE, WTFhbL b rxx2r 74 7RB%EE
DFERTIZH 223, Stage Il TIHEEFEEIRD LT & 1), B CEA L~ &l 8
BEEO AR R THIR T TH 5 2 & 2), BERE., V v fiinf o, MR AL I8
JEEEFE DA L 72 ) R 27 [AT-CH 5 2 & 3), D2 5iERIC S-1 i Bk 22 - 84
ICBWT, WIRMEEEL ) v A EifEE 0 & d BE A EEEEO Y A7 RFThb &
4), mEPIRINTE Y, FHEH SE R, MHBRR UM 0 856 1 B e E R E 5
27 ST LI L 7=,

BIEIEEIREER ) X7 0FWEBEO 7+ v —T v TTRICOWTE R L 27 7R <. H
FEMEIERRE T ) X 7 oFmuwBF I L <, BEOEREE LR R 27+ v —T v I &2AT
IRZLTEZIETFTVYRABFHELRWD, CQ3IRENzEBY, BREIEEREEO G2
B3, FFEETIEVD OOKEMENC EAHE SN TE Y, BEERCHEPIMAES IO
CA125, CA72-4 e YOS~ — = Y% BHIC L A0S X ) FEELBE T 20821 H
2EZLNG,

HE~DRS

HHERREER) RZ20EVWEED 7y u—T v 7RI e T Vv RRIR LAY
v, BEERRMEICEN 7+ —7 v 7EORFEL L bic, ZOERZIELCFHET 2
T VADEBER KD LIS,

BEER - SE L2 RERN

PubMed (2000-2020) KEY WORD : "stomach neoplasms"[MeSH Terms] AND

("peritoneal dissemination" OR "peritoneal metastasis") AND ("follow-up" OR

"surveillance")154 £, D 5 b, K CQ I HEH v & HIWT L 7230k % 4 HHERH
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51 FRDCER

1, Kim JH, Lee HH, Seo HS et al. Stage-specific difference in timing and pattern of initial
recurrence after curative surgery for gastric cancer, Surg Oncol 2019; 30: 81-86

2, Hasbahceci M, Malya FU, Kunduz E et al. Use of serum and peritoneal CEA and CA19-9
in prediction of peritoneal dissemination and survival of gastric adenocarcinoma patients:
are they prognostic factors? Ann R Coll Surg Engl 2018; 100: 257-266

3, Nakanishi Y, Ohara M, Domen H et al. Differences in risk factors between patterns of
recurrence in patients after curative resection for advanced gastric carcinoma, World J Surg
Oncol 2013; 11: 98

4, Aoyama T, Yoshikawa T, Hayashi T et al. Risk factors for peritoneal recurrence in stage

I1/1II gastric cancer patients who received S-1 adjuvant chemotherapy after D2 gastrectomy,

86



87



ICBIC

REPEREEE (AT M) 0201948 o PR BT 4ERHI40,600 A & | B LRI & Hg
LC1/3-1/50fEEETH 2 b DD, 2030-344F £ (348,040 NI FiE 3 3 FLIA D THE 2 #4N
LCTwal, JRCHEEIN, K. Bk <4t e > THH ., 20094FE2> 201 14FIC3A &
2T X 72 N DSERN AEFEZR I R RE D 72%., BHE67.5% 105 L CHEIE138.9% 1058 X 7%
Wi, ZoBHE LT, FEIXZHIERRICT0-80% 1 VIBRARETH V. £ DI X Z 1 E0%=ENR
S 2RI 5 L) RTHAARE KE B 2EKRNFEEE T 5,

JREIERZNTIRE D I K% 8% o 0 2 i i ieds < 1. FOLFIRINOX?, Gemcitabine+nab-
paclitaxelP7s ED L ¥ XA v OFYIC X Y | Z 0B (MST) 138-1120 A & i
AN, Ty vEMGE (MST6-820H) X WAL ICEINTE /-,

RIS O OIS IR CHE 2 H I 2 IR EICBAL Tk, A7 v &b 0
population-based studyiC & % &4, 19954F 2 & 20094F IC @2 W & NFIE29244 D 5 B, 265
% (9%) 2 PAMERAI GRS & 22 X v, 2 oA Pl 6B TH o 7 L i &
Nize I HITAT VXD 52005-20155F D fFEFE19,0984 Dpopulation-based studylc X 3
& JEIRRERLIZT.7%ICR2W . X O AR R R E I PSRRI 583,40 H . BRIRTR2.3 20
H., BEH22,»H Th > 7= 2 L 3 X725, Takahara® 130, 2000-20104F IC32HF & 41
74944, OHETHEED 5 b, 734 (15%) SBE/KPICEMENEREEZ G5 2 8H TH
D, ZOEFHRRIEIRTER Ch o L& Lz, 2o kS cEhiniETh o
TH EEEEEE O FRIIMO AR TH 2, ZOHEE LT, AR ICX 218N - &
AT - IR - IHPAZE LK B 72 L OBEFEREIR D Fe A3 A3 < . B AL AL D il T
I, A Y P4 MEAEEOBAERMRWC e 23b T oN 57, 7z, BEEEEL
HI 2iEH D% K BEEETETH D Z L b HBD—2 L EZ LN,

NGRS 1 2222 2 T8 T v RIFIEFICZ L Wb DD, Re 7 v a v Tld, FEmiEE
R oWk (ERZNT - R E - BEESR - FEERESERE) inEE (@51t
AR - PEREP LIRS - R TN H IRAAEE L SR - IRUIER) icowT sz ) =Hh
JIAFavEREL, BEOEICHET I AT vT 4 v 7L a—%&fTwn, #REL
REL, HREZRTT 2,

JEEIRERE 0N H i « ERRE. MIRRE., RN, SEREMGRE

EREHRAEIRRE O F AR S IR AR AR R 8% < BRI ICIE, BEK 2 L CTHRE CRIE
T& 213 & DL TR, KHIMER (omental cake) PffEERIEE L & dIcHKR I NS
e, MEEEERME cEMaE RIS 5 2 & TRRiE NG T L%, IS
P, ERCTHE. MRIE, EERNESE (EUS). & v vWiEE (PET)
mEBHVOLNE, CTHREIX/NMEGCHEIEOREHIRZE OF IR ® b | NG
D i %/ NEEA S B AIEETEDS B 578, CT, PET, PET/CT & #lirhif i % Heilik L 72558 1c
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X 3 ¥, PET,CT, and PET/CTOEJE X, 46-63%, 80-84%, 85-89%, TH b . HrHfE L
89-95%, 77-88%, 85-90%C & v . PET/CT A3 b IEHE IC IEIEHRTE O &P % S L C v 7=
T ERHEINTNBE20, Aherned 1d, 8K - MERRAEET - JLIRIGE D FTEZWTIC [$real-
time imaging & L C OB E RE 217\, CTHRE CHEl - IEE - B3R AL O FE 217
v, PET/CTHRE CIREDHIFZZH T2 L AEECTH LI L 2WMELTW 3,

— B H 75 S D S < — 771 — 12 CA19-9, CEA, DUPAN-2¢ SN T3 b DD, JEfiK
R RS R RN 2 EEBETUR I CH 5, F 72, NEIERERE O fEFE 2 /R
2IESE~— N —DNy bAZED FICRTE STy, iR ERATE TS R
T T, MEER42m % 48 2 72 R RS O - 7E 23 IR R o fa R K75 b |
ZD X5 REBFEHD5% S H NG A CIEIERE & B s h- 2 LG ST
vy ZD 130

M5 b SRt TR (oo 3 2 AR A OB A IC X Y| WA CIXFEETE
RCEAMEIRT D L < (ZAIRAYIE IR 2 20-40% D B F ICBWT L 2 7- 2 L G I T
W 51218, IERRRRAE R (X 2 O A BEMEER ISR < H 0 . ARSI EE ©
FREEEMmO L HAEHSEBICFEET 2 235 0, BKIEFEER BT, B
T OW{GZWIC X 2 EERE O FAEZWNIINEECTH v . SR RIFEZHIE DR
EiInsg,

RE BRI D 1R R T i

— R I PR & 2 & L. TR ERR P KT R I X 2 REA R 2 L FEEE D
ffe oS MEE & 72 b 23 <L BRI ZIBRATONE N T &b S\, FEIEEEREEIC 517 2 17
HRNAR X2 L EERETH 2 b DD, JKITRIC X 2 25 IREDE LD b LA RE O
BICK % & 7292 L 3% b, 2 LFEREIC X 2B EE I AR CH Y | PAMEETI IR
HEE (EKkdY) oEFHRRIEE 6 B2 5 34 »pHEREIN TS 46, —/HT
FENMEPEFIRA I X0 20 & W BuNEEREE BE o A F M EL 7 28 dldE s hn
Tk y 128 R AR OER A LN TE Y | SHBEBRIEERSE ORI O R E L
ind,

RS R FE 3 <, IR E T SR I K AT 235 2E L L — RALEERIE o A THAR
DR . SRACEBRER TR MR L WO R R T2, oF 0. KA 2T~
REMEPIRZE 1ot L TIRIBIIR O m LA L O A Vv ORREBLETH Y, TOBIE»H
B AR L RN ~ O R TS 2 0F 3 2 18RS R S T & 72, IR L AERE
19-22 fEpE R 2L 2% (Hyperthermic IntraPEritoneal Chemotherapy; HIPEC) 23, T
fEREN = 7 v v b ik (Pressurized IntraPeritoneal Aerosol Chemotherapy; PIPAC)
2.5 75 E DIRFNR 2 RS 2 72 0 DRI ETTHh T H 0 2 DERBIFF I T 5,

HERENAL BRI B L €L S-14-% 27 U 2 F e VREERR - IEIREN DR L s <
gemcitabine+nab-paclitaxel + ¥ 7 V) & F w LGN AL 2k % i L 72 B R SA5R
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V238 b, BIFREFERAR2AME S hTs Y, F3IMABRATOL TS
(UMIN000027229),

39~45°C NN % FBREIIC X V1T 9 WERE (N AN —F—3I7) 1T, AHTIE
1990 4 X Y JEfEIC X & FERFIRIEEIC & 72 b ERNREO —BR & L THAABFICH
LNT W5, BIEZIENA VI A4 ik s e 2o, FEEEICNT 24 =3 —=3I7

. AR L ARE L O FICBE T 2 2 A E colGic L R Y HE
BACLEEGRER 1372 { . SHR O TEDOBRL RN 27,

SEI S IS RS % A 3 2 el (PO, CY1) 1ot L€ AR CLEEYIBR 03T h T & 72 23,
BIEDIFFEIC L 2 L T X ) R BEEHOBEREIARTH Y, EAMHEEDOE AR
INTWD, 2880

FE R R R i 3 2 AR A

MER RSB IEIE A 2 6 T 2858, LI LSRR, IBEMAE. KBE, &%
mERPRET 2, cnbictie, BREAR, B, EO - Er, FEE BEL AL ER
IRBEPEEIR & & 723, BEKETEE IO L B K@ R ERE S (CART). BB A 1Tt
LCiE s 2 fff, ANLALPEER. HEhEek. A7 v FEER L, KEREICH L CTIRE
AT v e EEER e L, IERAZ IS L CHER 7 v b o B CRENIREES LT &
RO, BWREIC X 3 F — AEBESARAIR E %, B KEIKITFREEIC 51 2 CARTDE
AlZ, BRI 72 & IC 2 B IRBE D#ERF 2 ATREIC L T AE 2 R ICEATREL 72 5 C
LD T Tw» B,
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CQl. FEEERE 2N L L CRE (BE~—h—) 2HRT30?

AT —HFAV
HEREHRTE D 22T IC 35 C CAL19-9 7 L DffiE~— H — DI E R IRE T 2
MO 55w, TEF VY RADEX ;5 C, HE%X 100% (8/8) ]

figg
HER AR IR R BRI Z L W72, Eﬁﬂ?fﬂﬁ BT DRI IC I3 72 b 7R\ 3, R IR
CHEE A, (7 & OIEEIEIR 2580 2 55k, ISR O L EZ R I N5,

F NG~ — 5 — D ﬁ@i’\Lﬁ@‘st ¥ CA19-9 %3 70-80%, Span-1 %% 70-80%, DUPAN-2 23
50-60%, CEA 7% 30-60%, CA50 %% 60%, CA242 3 60% & s XT3 (1], LaLl, »
THOETVAZRS LEE KT L. g0 FHIRWIc s 0 2 FRMEIEREN TH 5 [2]o
—J NEE~ — A — 3RS, TR, REMRO T BT 2 FAES R ST 5 [3-
7], R CQ TiIlEE~ — 7 — 2MEBURRE O ICHERE X 1 B :ouxﬂﬁﬁq‘ L7,

INFTOE A BIERIEIEEICN T 2 @~ — 7 — o2 A L 72 s IR s
T\ %, Alberghina &3 136 ikt L, %aazﬂzm%%ﬂaiﬁénfzﬂﬁyk&ﬂﬁﬂp%%@@
BEEME IC DWW TRRET L. CA19-9>300U/mL D IEIEHERR 10§ 5 2Wrae 1. [RE 77.8%, HF
B 50.0%, 1E23%K 52.1% T, HHF RN T & W72k o IR 0§ 2 2 (K
£ 66.7%, FFEREE 84.7%, 2% 83.1%) X9 bV & ZWMEL T3 [8],

VAR e o VT R HE R A o fE B Rl 1 e AT R HE R R R i Fe 0 P RRIR - & L C
DIEE~ — 1 —DEREICONTIZIWL 22 DWERD 5, HIRZ B L 7Bl {8
FEI I BRI R AR % 510 & WARBRBANE & 7x o 2B CIIRIBIT 2 HEfT L 2B L ik L <, AR
IC CA19-9 % %\ d CEA 3R CTH o 7= L RE I LT3 [9, 10], F 7= Satoi b (X R
FTIERE 110 Bl &2 MR E A REMESE 7 0 L. 21 B1(19%) 1 I IEIETE 2 2850 EEAE>42mm
B L OREIES Z OfEEIR 7L 725 2 L 2 HE L T3 [11], & & ICHi{iR et ic b B
b b FEREMEESE CIEEREE L &0 2B EBER S L. Wb 3 ENEREREICD
WTOMETT, CA19-9 SfEAERIKFICAR Y 2 5 2 e pME ST [4, 7, 11-17], L
2L 2 OIS ClE. NREED BEE R CHIGHEE - B REES 4T L —B L Tk
W k| JERRREZS TR BUNTEES R E 2 A D 2 LICEESLE T, FHEMEMESEIC X 3
HEREIRFEZ I % gold standard & L 72356 @ CA19-9 D E#E 7t cut-of fHIZE F > TWix by,
JEHA CA19-9 & RSHERE T 76 0 Bh# 2395 X T %, Hata & 134l & X OHfits CA19-
9 &Efi (>37U/mL) & GBI O EM 2R L T [18], %7z Takagi & i3 R1 YJkk
Nz AT CA19-9 &ifii(=400U/mL) 2 EREREREFF S ICBIE T2 2 e 2L TH Y
[19]. iR RER O FHlic B 1) 5 CA19-9 DAEMMEIREINT V3

PLEX Y. BEEEREEoZWIcE T 2~ - —oFHEIET 2 e 7 v 23+
STIEHEVD DD, ZORIEICER L K& RBHOBMI A o L CEiixEE
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LThiweEzobhi,

HH~DES

ey IR o 5 2 IS ~ — 1 — O BZWiREIc D W Tl F o iciIE E hTtwn iz v, 7
72 L HEZRIC S I EGRIT R LU g~ — 7 — 2B S % 7R 3358 1 3B TER
T i WRIRFS D FEAE & 58 O BRIC 7 o T B AREED B O | IEIERRTERS NN IC 35 1) % & T i
~— 7 — DR cut-off [HOMEI AL ETH 5, ZDH 2 THiAE IHF—MIBITE, Th
5 D cut-off fHZ 7= ZWiREDREEA E E N 5,

BRER - ZFIC L RER
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"malignant ascites"[tiab] ~AND"biomarker"[tiab] OR "tumor marker"[tiab] OR
"biomarkers"[tiab] OR "tumor markers"[tiab] OR "biomarkers, Tumor"[MH] OR “CA19-9”
[tiab] OR “CEA”[tiab] OR “CA125”[tiab] OR “Dupan-2”[tiab] OR “Span-1” [tiab] OR
“CA50”[tiab] OR “CA242”[tiab]
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CQ2. FemfEERE oL L L CHEREZHER T 5 ?

AT—FAVF

IR o 2 & L CHlifff?E G&E# MDCT, MRI, FDG-PET/CT, EUS) %179 Z & % {&
K53,

[(HERDIRX s 5\, TETFVRORX 5 C, &EZE 100% (8/8) ]

il

CT 1T X 2 [EIIEFEDZWIHE IC IZIRA 23S U | B 41-93%., FFREE 78-96% & i <
T3, 72T INEECIRRIGRE & i L CRESE WABEED R S T v B 28 4 )
FEIC B BB O ZWEEIC O TR Fa iR S hTuivy, K CQ TikEEICE
F 2 IR O WL L L CEEBRESHERE S NS 2o TRET L 72,

IR % ERE T BRIE L 72 IR RE 1S 3~ 2 BT &X' 7 4 OBWihE & Mt L 7285 137 2
o7, HE 4 OIS & & T IERRRL I N 3 2 3& % CT, MRI, FDG-PET/CT D2k
BEEMF Lz AT<T 4 v 7L ta—1 fRcoOWTHRET L7z, & T 22 33X 934 SEf

(it NBHIEES 45.8%, M{LaRRIEES 43.6%, % Dfth 2.2%) 250R & =25, BERE D EH]
BIIAHTH o7z, it CT ICBAL Tk 1I8FX ik I NTH Y, bzt L EE
R OZWIEE X, B 83% (95%CI: 79-86%) , FFHifE 86% (95%CI: 82-89%) <. Mk
TP 4.37, R 0.20 TH - 72, —JH MRIIC X 2 JEERE 02 WiEEIC BT L <id 186
FEG % &1 3 30 olat & 1, & 86% (95%CI: 78-93%), 7 ¥ 88% (95%CI: 83-92%)
<. BHEEL 6.59, 2R 0.16 ks SN T3, X HIC PET-CT L CT 02
WTRE %2 HLBL L 72 & L €L 6 L CIRREEDRET & 41, PET-CT & X OER CT 0K IX %
NZN 82% (95% CI:75-87%). 66% (95% CI:58-73%) T, FFHEEF 93% (95% CI: 95-
98%). 77% (95% Cl:66-86%) & . % CT &L € PET-CT CRFAFEIREINT
W35,

HEHEYIBR + HIPEC 237 iE & 4172 18 f§il & W Il 64 5] MDCT < X % BEHEREFE o 22 M7
REZ MRt L 728k < ik, AR BERA T R 2 IEIERERE 02 @ gold standard & L 72856,
MDCT D &RZIC I T 2 2 WiHE IR 75%, FrE 92%, FBIERMHE 90%, kiR
79%T®H - 7228, 0.5cm Kiili D/NRZICIRIG S 2 L IEED 43% F TRT 35 2 LR h
T3 0 7272 LAKRET DI RILE AN EIE T H o 72 72 o ERICIZTESLETH 5,

DWT, FHEX Y 7 41T X 2 s D ERIsts D2 WiRe 2 et L 2k 0 5 b IEIERkE
ICOWTERD B - 7= 3k % Wt L7z,
s CT IR 23k E LT, 34DFEICE D 25mm AT 4 AD axial H{R L 6mm
AT A ZAD 3 RITHHEEEIGIC B T 5 JEIEIEE O 2WIRE 2 R L 72 W& 235 % . axial BifR
97



LB T BRERRTHE TENTN 72%, 50%, 51%., FHEREEIR TIZ 69%, 42%, 48% T,
PO B CAR—BEZEL S 52 &, WHOEIBRITZWREZ TS 2 AlREMED H 5 2 & 25K
BInz7, RBEARGICE T 2 EEERE X CT frilicEoncEZan w325, 15mm
LU E o iR & eflifii e N F ATED omental cake BT R %2 9 5 1T L 72 BE IEEFEH] 1%
FRobc s, —J7, B 232 flicxd % CT/MRI/PET I X % staging protocol @ ¥2Y4
PEICOWTHE A EICHET L 72 lE Tld, FEX Y T 410 X 2 MR 23 flodahFi
CT 57%, MRI 22%, PET 26%C®» -7, ZD 755 Tlx CT DZWRERRIFCH o7 L # 2
bNdboD, JEERED 5 b 2GS OREFNLREFEIC X VI TEfiich sy, oh
5 DHREX Y T 412 X 2 EFERMEZHORA IR IN T3 8, 2512 MDCT i kY
JRFTEELTH & B2 X 72 i % ot RICE A NEIE SR % AT L 745 5. 7-19% 1 B SRS 3]
BHL7-C G EnNTsY 210 MDCT I X 3 U/NEBIBIED W ICIZRA 2 H 5 2 &
BRINTWD,

JEFERE MRI 1 & 2 Jishs 0w ists D2Wie 2 dHili L 72 X 2 7 F U & A5 3Rk ST v

%2 18, MRI @/ CT & b b IMERECHEBEIS OZWEREICEL TV 2L W HIRED H
2—/C.AFELTIHEDDHV, EDO02ERT EXEICOWTIEAMICE > T
WV, EIRRREOFEZKIC O WTER LD DIER L, Z DBWHREIZIA S 2> TR W25, U
BRI T4 2 MRI O ZHEE IR ED WL b DTlEAWnI &I NT B 1,
JRESEE DI AW Ic B % PET & CT OHRICBAL C 1RO A X7 F U v 205 % 12, PET
DIRFBIFE O ZWIEE IXEE B X R RE IR ZNZ 1 67%, 100% T, CT DKEF X OFFR
J& 57%, 91% & R L CRERENR G . ERBIEROZMIcHEN T 2 LI T3 12
L2 L MRI [, EEIEEOEESHICOWTER LD DR L. ZDLWEILHS H
TR\,

EUS i X 2 B O UIBRvTREME IC o 3 2 BWIREZFFMMi L 72 A X 7 F U & 2 1 i db % 23,
GBS HRAE D 22 WTRE IC D W T IE G S LT e 15, EUS I3 W2l iaex G L. CT L 1t
2 L CHEKDIEEZWRED & < . ¥ 72 EUS-FNA IC X Y JEEHEQ G2k ihETH -
VWO HEDRLNE O 108 WIRINREN ZRETH L L2 b (BIE 0.3%)
1, JEIGIC DWW CIIEERICHET T 2 B E R B 2,

HEH~DIRE

INFE COWE CIIIEEREOZN - E&e LT, 1) FEEIESD 2 WIZaBRFIEIC X
5 AR 3 X TR BERHARA RS, 2) BUKMIIERZ I X 232, 3) ERIRHGE 2 Nk L 72 i
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Fibgk & L ¢, FOLFIRINOX %% 1), gemcitabine+nab-paclitaxel fff &% 2), 7 4
v R VIGRRIE BN 3), S-1 BERE 3), roav e viERE+ T v e 5= TG
DERMEE 4) PRI NE Y, BUCARHORIREZH L L TR ON TV IIRKTH L. T
N D RS IC B\ T b WIRAIIE I RERE O A 7E BR 0 BRIME IR 2 DI T <, @
R RTRE 23 70 O LIS D = R is s 2 3 2 s & Rk I fTb s, kb,
FOLFIRINOX &k ##aE L 72588% 1) T1% 19.1%IC, gemcitabine+nab-paclitaxel ffFi#& ik
2) T3 %ICHEERIELH 3 2MEFAEHR I N0 5. R OUIRRAEE £ 72 LR I
%t9°% FOLFIRINOX #ik 1 51 5 BISEHFIE < ld 399 filvh 49 1 (12.3%) 1< B RSRRFE % 72
O, 2kl L CTHMTMARIRR L fiamL T\ 5).

Zo—F7T, BEBREZAE T 2REOTRIZAR L Ih, EFEWRFLRIET 6 B L O
HdH5 6). Sasaki b DH—fiax 303 FIOMETIE, 75 F (24.8%) IIEEREREZ 0,
%25 BT ¢ CA19-9 &ifil, APt & I PRARKF L INTWS 7). 7z, IEMERHEE
TR TERE K CIGE TS - PAZE, IREPAE - AL Lo AIHEZ w3, ZEDIEK
PGP AR 2BECH L TA Y /) T AV oRERERE ThTwd, HEEKTIZCT
T i cagEr FIEE o IcRfG3 2 HERLAT OE/KEZH 3 2 BEICILEE ORE
BT T35, FPE» O I E ki 2% BOEKEE T2 BEEZE LT
DLEEMIIELL T T, HEELHMARkO b5,

NEREHRFE 2 Xf R & L 72§ PRAFFE & L C, Takahara & 8) 1ZEEMENE/KZH 2 FlEEE 494
il % % IT RN IENT L, PS0-2 OFEFNC B\ TR B L% 52 1) 7= 21 ] <ix BSC 35 4l
SR L CHEARAFHROER #7072 & L (124 vs. 50 H, p<0.01), @b]74x 83
HEINPEE A5G L T\ 5. Bonnet b 9) (ZMEEREEZ M5 48 Hil % 5 /7 11MIC AT L,
FOLFIRINOX J&i# % 52 \J 7= 36 o LRl 1x 13.17 # A & REF 7 B % e L T
W3, Lo, BEFREZA L T T 2 {LEEREICMATH UL, —EDIBFRIR
ZHFFCE2LE 2 5.
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X 5T, WES DRI T 2 2B L AREOIRIEGE 2 M F 3 5 Iff v, YIBRA eSS 23
YIBRWIHE & 72 o 7= conversion surgery f§l O RAT BB MAE A S LT 5 10). FEFIERS
LRV TlED 523, JEREREGNC BT A LERECFMmlRE L 2 0, RINICAERFL %
BIREAREINE X Hiciko7-11,12,13).

LAY, IEREERE K, i CEPAZE /K EE 7 & B F R 2 2ol Bl X ¢ 2 &0F
TEZ RV <, R EEEREZIT O RICITM O OTESLETIEH 253, BEOREL 1
FICHIZE L7 LTl R L EREZIT ) T L 2T 5.

HH~D)RE

R RSB 2 £ 5 WM 14 2 B L ik 2 i1 & ICHREE L 72 BRI A o A 7 &
FHEICHEWTOEE L\, JEIERREIC 132 B L FE O 5 2355 Lic < < A PHER
Ln7n &, M DGERRIERS & 3B & T LT 3. IEEHERR 208 5 B oot 3 B ol 7 v
FEEBET 272011, FREEZNRE LKA X 2 BEESHETH 5.

BRERL - SF L ZRER

PubMed #AfH]:2000 —2020 keyword: #1 pancreatic cancer or pancreatic carcinoma: 111,476
i@ #2 peritoneal metastasis or peritoneal carcinomatosa or malignant ascites: 36,768 ff #3
FOLFIRINOX or gemcitabine or nab-paclitaxel or S-1 or erlotinib: 92.035 #fi #1 and #2 and
#3 and from 2000-2020: 159 i L& 159 DL a2 —B XUV FH—FOFEE, 9D
A EGIHCHENE UCERA L2, STk 1, 2, 3, ) 13 o 3 2 BHEN e B b ik e L
TEML 7.

51 FASTHA
1. Conroy T, Desseigne F, Ducreux M et al. ; Groupe Tumeurs Digestives of
Unicancer; PRODIGE Intergroup. FOLFIRINOX versus gemcitabine for metastatic
pancreatic cancer. N Engl ] Med. 2011 May 12;364(19):1817-25.
2. Von Hoff DD, Ervin T, Renschler MF et al. Increased survival in pancreatic cancer
with nab-paclitaxel plus gemcitabine. N Engl ] Med. 2013 Oct 31;369(18):1691-703.
3. Ueno H, Ioka T, Tanaka M, et al. Randomized phase III study of gemcitabine plus
S-1, S-1 alone, or gemcitabine alone in patients with locally advanced and metastatic
pancreatic cancer in Japan and Taiwan: GEST study. J Clin Oncol. 2013 May 1;31(13):1640-
8.
4. Moore M]J, Goldstein D, Parulekar W, et al.; National Cancer Institute of Canada
Clinical Trials Group. Erlotinib plus gemcitabine compared with gemcitabine alone in
patients with advanced pancreatic cancer: a phase III trial of the National Cancer Institute of
Canada Clinical Trials Group. ] Clin Oncol. 2007 May 20;25(15):1960-6.
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Study of FOLFIRINOX Chemotherapy in 399 Patients With Unresectable or Recurrent
Pancreatic Cancer in Japan. Pancreas. 2018 May/Jun;47(5):631-636.

6. Thomassen I, Lemmens VE, de Hingh TH et al. Incidence, prognosis, and possible
treatment strategies of peritoneal carcinomatosis of pancreatic origin: a population-based
study. Pancreas. 2013 Jan;42(1):72-5.

7. Sasaki T, Kanata R, Sasahira N, et al. Improvement of Treatment Outcomes for
Metastatic Pancreatic Cancer: A Real-world Data Analysis. In Vivo. 2019 Jan-Feb;33(1):271-
276.

8. Takahara N, Isayama H, Koike K, et al. Pancreatic cancer with malignant ascites:
clinical features and outcomes. Pancreas. 2015 Apr;44(3):380-5.

9. Bonnet E, Mastier C, de La Fouchardiére C, et al. FOLFIRINOX in patients with
peritoneal carcinomatosis from pancreatic adenocarcinoma: a retrospective study. Curr Oncol.
2019 Aug;26(4):e466-e472.

10. Satoi S, Yamaue H, Takada T, et al. Role of adjuvant surgery for patients with
initially unresectable pancreatic cancer with a long-term favorable response to non-surgical
anti-cancer treatments: results of a project study for pancreatic surgery by the Japanese
Society of Hepato-Biliary-Pancreatic Surgery. | Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci. 2013 Aug;
20(6):590-600.

11. Ichikawa Y, Yamada D, Doki Y, et al. A Case Report of Curative Surgery for
Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma with Peritoneal Dissemination after Gemcitabine
Chemotherapy. Gan To Kagaku Ryoho. 2017 Nov;44(12):2014-2016.

12. Kobayashi Y, Maeda S, Nakamori S, et al. Successful conversion surgery for
unresectable pancreatic cancer with peritoneal metastases after neoadjuvant albumin-bound
paclitaxel and gemcitabine chemotherapy: case report and literature review. Int Cancer Conf
J. 2017 Nov 21;7(1):20-25.

13. Yoshii H, Izumi H, Makuuchi H, et al. GEM + nab-PTX Therapy for Pancreatic
Body Cancer cStage IVb for Conversion Surgery: A Case Report. Tokai ] Exp Clin Med. 2019
Dec 20;44(4):85-89.CQ5 : JEIEERE % 3 2 o 1o L CRB L HRIEE T 2022
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CQ6 : IS 2 A 5 B i3 5 PR L AR E 2 #3235 0~ 7

AT7T—FAV}
4 B IRRE BIF-C, JEKITEE 25 K& C 7 WIER T IR IERE P L FIRiE 2 1R 2 (IRBUE L) .
HEROBRX s 550, TEFVYRAOME 5 C, =% 100% (8/8) |

fR

HEWERERE D % < IZIRMEIK 2w, RIFICZD b 2 23, HIRIFH X 0 & 380 b 2 5E
HldH 25, FIEIIMMOWEEEELE L, % idFEEU EoE/KIC X Y EE QOL KT L.
LEFEE DN R IZRERN TTFRIIARTH 5, hERELL LICHR L 228K, IR IR,
BEARZLIZEC L, SO EEENZET 2, —77. BF I FICIUREZEK L, Fif
REE O X AT AT O T AN CHERR R SR D N B EFITH U . EKIZFERD v T4
HBTHd, TO2HEREICHT 201k, ERIKTIINEETIEZD 225, thofiEHE o MK,
JEk D&, QOL, performance status, KERFER L ICIIKERIFZ V23D 5,

Takahara b OE TIE, HEIT L 72 EEREEGCEEE KO A2 G 2IEH L. LOIE
B3 B o THRICEMEIK A B L 72 ERI < 13, 2B L ARREE AR (57% vs 17%, P < 0.01),
AR R (115vs 42 H, P <0.01) &dICERB DL L VIHIFRTHo (1), 25
(LA k8 A o LR REIE 124 H E AR TH O AR RIGEROHRE B HETH 5,

I 03 2 BRI Ak 1. YB3 A LRk S-1 2885+ X7 ) XXk rD
25 - JGRENK S L Y A v CE(T & 17z, Takahara & (ZHEMWEK A H 3 2 17 L 72 <,
TRACEAFRELARE T B B A PS D RGEEFNCN L C S-1 285 +57 ) X X2 LD
25 - [GPENT S % 1T L. Progression free survival LAY 2.8 20 H . A FFHAR - oLl 23
A48 02HTH Y, WERNRIFD 57z b L7 (3), T, EFHEICEES 3 2 K7 ©
X, FFisf, KEEK, PSR 2 LLE) &7z, —/7. Satoi b I HfEZE O T,
TGS £ 72 1XFAMR I CTR2WT & L7 JEIEERRAEER 1 5 L . Gemcitabine ¥ 72 1% S-1 *— X
DGR GI L S-1 25+ 37 ) XX e rose s - GRENEGIREE] & ik L,
AR LE XA 10 2H &K 20 A TH Y, ARARER %2R0 72 (4), 72, Satoi b
13 % e L FEIRFSE <. BERRIETE o A Cfth D 3E FRELEFS 23 7% W Resectable, Borderline resectable,
Locally advanced SEFICH L TO—XALEERE & L CRIGREOMIR 2 EZ L. 33 Tz
K 33% ¢, AR E 16.3 22H. 8l (24.2%) i< Conversion surgery % fitif T L %
DETFB T ILEIX 278 A TH 572 (5),

IO TlE. Gemcitabine +nab-paclitaxel IZ JGEN paclitaxel % 5-% il 2 7= 1B E A3
MEr X LTk v, Takahara o (ZJEEREEZ G 3 2 PSO £ 7213 1 @ IEUIRR 1 2 flicnt 3
5 —A bk & L ClREE D T MR Z 1T L AR ZIRE L 7225, Z OFED PFS 11 4.8
HHEINETORBRE L CRIFTH S LRE L7 (6). Z ORRRHER TR
AT 2REGNIXERE LTy, —7, Yamada & 13 IEERRE O RIS 26 X 720
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R 1T U CRINRIEE 2 58 1/2 MHEABR & L CHETT L 72,46 il 2 B8k L L AR AR il 14.5
72> H. Conversion surgery 17.4% & R fERZ2HME L T2 (7),

25+ IEEMN L RE . BRIERREOMICIEE R 26 & 37, BKIZZD b Eos
HIKRED RIF IR FERICHRAIVUTAMN RIBGELE L 2 V185 2 AR E iz, —F ., thoisg i %z
AL, ZEIREIER I R ClE 22 WIEGNON L CORFBEIRIZIREN TH 5 2 L AR &
NnTn3,

L EDONT VAT, ALFEEORIC L Y BOKEA L, EFARTERE D RiAD 5 2 &
T, BFICEA) Yy b HH 2 eExOLND, Lo L, ALHREDREIER offic, NEE~D A
T—TNVHBICL2EE~DRELEFEE~DAHELDH 5720, N7V RAEHE 2 5 LTIL,
AT iGN R A BGE T 2 S L B EEE X b D,

¥ 7o BEER L AR LR BRE AR T ld b 2 3 eiEER L L CiEfT S Tl b, IR
W% Bie L 720 O® L Ch 2 23, EFIEMEICAE L 0EH] T H NITS I Tia
BOAARETH 5, £7z. X PiHliERE ST w0 T, SBROFETH 5,

HEH~DRE

® SUHRAICIZIR L 2B REER 2 05 0. T b &3 1F 2 HHER 7o | IR
FMDIRIA D 2 AT 2 M EH DD B o

o IR (g L RiE) L oHiEEERIC X0 ERER L ARIEOHIIC X 5 e
MR EBEEST ~E LEZLN 5,

® (T RELEFMAEDOL VA VICOWTHMGIBHETH 2,

BERER - SF I L2 XREH

— R f % PubMed (1968-2020); Keywords: pancreatic cancer, peritoneal metastasis,
intraperitoneal chemotherapy“pancreatic cancer” or “pancreatic neoplasms"“intraperitoneal”
or ‘intraperitoneally" “ chemotherapy”’or "chemotherapy's"or "drug therapy'or
"chemotherapies"“peritoneal”or "peritoneally”or "peritoneum”or "peritonism"or "peritonitis"

“metastasis”or "metastasi"or"neoplasm metastasis" 48 i

ZXWER (PIPAC ZFRAh, BN AL ARaE I BRIE) ¢ 5

5| SR

1. Takahara N, Isayama H, Nakai Y, Sasaki T, Saito K, Hamada T, Mizuno S, Miyabayashi
K, Mohri D, Kogure H, Matsubara S, Yamamoto N, Hirano K, [jichi H, Tateishi K, Tada
M, Koike K. Pancreatic cancer with malignant ascites: clinical features and outcomes.
Pancreas. 2015 Apr;44(3):380-5. doi: 10.1097/MPA.0000000000000290. PMID:
25636085

2. Irisawa A, Takagi T, Kanazawa M, Ogata T, Sato Y, Takenoshita S, Ohto H, Ohira H.
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Endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine-needle injection of immature dendritic cells into
advanced pancreatic cancer refractory to gemcitabine: a pilot study. Pancreas. 2007
Aug;35(2):189-90. doi: 10.1097/01.mpa.0000250141.25639.e9.PMID: 17632329 No
abstract available.

Takahara N, Isayama H, Nakai Y, Ishigami H, Satoi S, Mizuno S, Kogure H, Matsubara
S, Yamamoto N, Yamaguchi H, Tada M, Kitayama ], Watanabe T, Koike K. Intravenous
and intraperitoneal paclitaxel with S-1 for treatment of refractory pancreatic cancer with
malignant ascites. Invest New Drugs. 2016 Oct;34(5):636-42. doi: 10.1007/s10637-016-
0369-0. Epub 2016 Jun 23. PMID: 273398091.

Satoi S, Yanagimoto H, Yamamoto T, Hirooka S, Yamaki S, Kosaka H, Inoue K,
Hashimoto Y, Matsui Y, Kon M. Survival benefit of intravenous and intraperitoneal
paclitaxel with S-1 in pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma patients with peritoneal
metastasis: a retrospective study in a single institution. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci. 2017
May;24(5):289-296. doi: 10.1002/jhbp.447. Epub 2017 Apr 19. PMID: 28301088

Satoi S, Fujii T, Yanagimoto H, Motoi F, Kurata M, Takahara N, Yamada S, Yamamoto
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Feb;265(2):397-401. doi: 10.1097/SLA.0000000000001705. PMID: 28059968 Clinical
Trial.

Takahara N, Nakai Y, Ishigami H, Saito K, Sato T, Hakuta R, Ishigaki K, Saito T, Hamada
T, Mizuno S, Kogure H, Yamashita H, Isayama H, Seto Y, Koike K. A phase I study of
intraperitoneal paclitaxel combined with gemcitabine plus nab-paclitaxel for pancreatic
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020-00982-7. Epub ahead of print. PMID: 32772340.

Yamada S, Fujii T, Yamamoto T, Takami H, Yoshioka I, Yamaki S, Sonohara F, Shibuya
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CQ7: MEREZ A T 2 R ICN L TREFMN + EPRSL AL 2R 200 7

AT—FAVF

H’Eﬂﬁiﬁi%ﬁf 2 WESEE Tt U IR AT + AERE IR BV AR Ic o wW TR, fThhwnwZ &
FRRET

[ﬁﬁ@ﬁé;%m,le?yx®ﬁé;D,A%$ 100% (8/8) |

fR

R S R B4 e o oo L S IR T4l (cytoreductive surgery) & HEEN IR BVE 757k

(hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy : HIPEC) #% fitifT L 7zERRAER /TN T
59, FEFERE & AEFIERBIFESHE I NTHEDATH S 1)-3), »wIind 8 FHILITFD
VYEIEGIOHETH Y, HIPEC il oz 277 F v, 5-FU, T oy Xe v,
~A b= AT v CliRATHL I LD, AMECOVTERLE 52 LIZTE v, Kk
IOV T, Faruma o [FRFEMEIEERE 7 JER 2 & 18 SEFIOREFIEMEITRIC B T, A
MHAABHESR 55.6%. BRBIEILTHK 5.6% L WME L TWw5b 1), 7z, Tentes b DAEMHIE
RERFFTIC BTl 8 ERIH 2 il D IGEBHER C % i L T 2 2),

FEERICAREEE Z T L T 2 EIRERE IZEINC BT IREINTE Y, RNREEIE
Bl T nARBIC BB TIEROEREE CEMET 2 2 L IZNEETH 2,

PLE X b, SRR %A 3 2 B con UCiE Tl + R a2 AR >wWTid. B
SPEICHHE R T © T v ABFIERE T, TORBERE I L ChinRficksnciiiett
BPRTHRWZ b, fThhnwI L 2RET 2,

ELRDONT VR
i AFR O ERE® QOL A Fics T 3T v F v ZITFEE L 2\
= RS OHE,. REREE T

HEH~DIRE

P T+ PEPEN IR EME AR R L. KB B R O JEIE RS IC v Tid % < IR ER
% {ATbI T 25, EOEBHEEIC 5 TIAME, Ketb btz e 7T v ARz L
WOREIRTH 5, XV EEESE W EF 2 O NS B ICN T 5 R, 2H R
L BEENRFRE 2 G bR 7 BERERICO WO T €T v A DRI S E
LINTn3

BRER] - BFIC L RER
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PubMed #i[H] : 2000-2020, Keyword pancreatic cancer, peritoneal metastasis, HIPEC 5 :
9 fF;, pancreatic cancer, peritoneal carcinomatosis, HIPEC
f5 5 1 49 #F pancreatic adenocarcinoma, peritoneal metastasis, HIPEC #% £ : 3 4, pancreatic

adenocarcinoma, peritoneal carcinomatosis, HIPEC #%5 @ 16

KCQ ITBED Y LHWT I nzd DL 3

51 P SCHR

1) Farma JM, Pingpank JF, Libutti SK, Bartlett DL, Ohl S, Beresneva T et al. Limited
survival in patients with carcinomatosis from foregut malignancies after cytoreduction and
continuous hyperthermic peritoneal perfusion. ] Gastrointest Surg. 2005;9(9):1346-53

2) Tentes AA, Pallas N, Karamveri C, Kyziridis D, Hristakis C. Cytoreduction and
HIPEC for peritoneal carcinomatosis of pancreatic cancer. ] BUON. 2018;23(2):482-7

3) Lin SD, Soucisse ML, Lansom ], Morris DL. Cytoreductive surgery and
hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy in a patient with peritoneal carcinomatosis from

a pancreatic cystadenocarcinoma: A case report. Int ] Surg Case Rep. 2019;63:48-52
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COS:EXMEETIHBENREBON-EEREL2F T IREICN L THEBEIR
(Conversion Surgery) # #3295 2> ?

AT7T—FAV}
LFHNAIRIC XY BB DS K U 722 a1 L CIRFERLYIER (Conversion Surgery) %
792 L2 RET 5,

oM s 55w, TEF VRO ; C, AEX 100% (8/8) |

fig e

RS D 5 EAETFRIZBITE T 5% FCh 5 25, HhT b IBHEIE 2 4 3 5 Mol o T4
IO TARTHY, ZOMST 137 » ARELHEINT WS 1), £7z, Tsuchida 53
H AT 2 o JREA B SRARAT % B 1 . YIBRTHERRIE © & o T b i rh Bl 2 B A 1 1%
BEMAED] & IR L PRARTH 5 L OWMEZIT> T B(MST : 175 7 H vs29.4 71 H,p<
0.001)2), EFDLFREE DM X Y | ISR Z G 3 2 @ o L < b BRI iR
BONEDE O N7 B OJFRFHYIR (Conversion Surgery) pHARBERD —o L LTI bh
BLIICRoTwE, L LAt s, BURTZ OBIE L EMEIICB T 2 2 v & v 3 X35
HNT V7RV,

NENERRTE % 4 3 % g I 3 5 Conversion Surgery D RERGE % MGt L 72385 1340 7 v,
Satoi b (ZNEEREE 2 F 3 2 B o0 LIEEN B X OREFEIRN X2 ) 2 258 S-1 A
MBI X 2 SE22IRIR IC B 3 2 S ftia LA AR Ic 5w <, JERFEZH 35 33 4
@O MST 1 16.3 # HTH o 7zdicxt L T, Conversion Surgery #ffifT L 72 8 % ® MST (%
218 r HEABICFPHREZSELZLHEL T3 (p=0.0062) 3), £7-. Satoi b ITHifE
K DOBITHIIIE DG IC BT AT L OIEEREEZH 3 2 B E O3 2 iR L 2 h
DIAS D S22 0RO IR ERGE % L L. Conversion Surgery % fifT L 72 liffE&SEF 8 Lo F
BDYE L7z Ll RT W5 4), MST IIEHEN 3 L ORERIRN Y27 U 2 F e i 5L S-1 N
At F#EC© Conversion Surgery #f vs JEUIEREE=278 + H : 142 » A (p<0.05), % Dfth
DL IRERETIE Conversion Surgery #f vs JEVIFREE=FERE : 9 » H (p<0.05) TH
27z, Yamada O (IR Z A 2 Wm oot LIEREN X 27 U 2 F 2 A2 5 & R ERIRN
gemcitabine+nab-paclitaxel #%5-0fH I X 2 4R ICBE 3 2 L ik LA 5 1/ 1T AHERER I
BT, 46 £ 8 %41 Conversion Surgery % fitif T LIEVIFRBEICIHL L PRRIFCH - 72 Lk
XTWw5b (MST : YJBRHE vs JEVIERTE=FEZE vs 124 » A, p = 0.004) 5), Z DD
e LT, EREEY A 3 28 cxt L€ Conversion Surgery I X 0 BRSO T
W B EFIHRE S B TS 6-8), HERIIHEIE FOLFIRINOX #i%. gemcitabine+nab-
paclitaxel, 7 & ¥ 2 € VIR +S-1 70 Ok A I L AIRE R BT L CTE 0 . FITNA D i
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A PRIbR. PRI A ORI 7 &8 BRI EEY)BRUASL D iR iR 0 IR T LT 7z,

Conversion Surgery DEJGICEAT 2R T €T v RIIBED & Z AFEEL 72\, Satoi
5% Yamada b DR Tld. MR O X L R igss o B Licin 2 <. JRFEH D
fia/ NSRS~ — 1 — O 7 ERRA TN HIBT L 72 ¢ Conversion Surgery 23{ThiL T 7z
3-5), T o Tt EEEE O ML S X OCHERESE TS o et % F A Ve ol
L TH Y. Conversion Surgery # X L 72K i COBEMEIEHE LI EHEEZ ON D, Z Db
IC T B AR EE DS PR FF X 115 2>, performance status SfERF I N T W B 0 EBEE I NS
23, FEBREISHEIC D W TSR ORI B ETH 2,

EAHNRIR CIRBAR S O - IR 2 F 3 2 oot L TRFEREUIBRICE 725
REMICBEL T L oo II <. o TEFEDOANT VR ERGIL S 2TV
ZFEREL RV, L L, Z1E TOHE Tl Conversion Surgery I35 W C FEEHIME A
IR, MATHHE %2 829 2 0EM125% < . ETLFATLL I R & OFE 1200 3 2 BRat 25 22 & %
ZONB, BEDIMMERL - HHEICOWTEHMO D 5 WE D 2o I X FFHIICOWTH,
PEN R GALABRE O 3% < BUR T3 CRBOEMHEIPIN OB Tldh w20, REH
BENEICO W T DMGEEASETH 5,

P Bt & b RIS X D B 2515 & h 2 AR IC 51 3 Conversion
Surgery l—iE D PRIERMEABIEE NS < & 5L lHRE LTHASNI 2500, 20
WA 2 IS O VW CIRIHE LSS, ShoIETH 2,

BHH~Die s

INFE CTOMEITHIEZRD 2 0 IS L 2 EENES Z0HE L 2 ndhoTch .,
EEWBEONBEBIROMIEA VL ECTH 5, Tz, IBBENEDORHM: 2 5 Conversion
Surgery I3 2% RCT #flbr 2 & b RFETH 5, 5RO KBEIMIEOBRLIF-ND L T
A2THD,

BRERL - ZF I L2 &K

Pubmed, EEE: Keyword:#1 [pancreatic cancer] or [pancreatic adenocarcinoma] #2
[ peritoneal metastasis | or [ peritoneal dissemination | #3 [ pancreatectomy | or
[ pancreatic surgery| or [pancreatic resection] or [ pancreatoduodenectomy| or
[conversion surgery| or [post downstaging surgery| #4 [multisdisciplinary treatment |

or [multidisciplinary therapy] or [chemotherapy ] #YJGHYX X 7 v v — F 115 A& FHfi>

— MEFIC X 2 1R DIAS 5 FHilis — MEAICX 2 2 RV ids 74 (+11F)

HEt 8 1
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1. Satoi S, Yanagimoto H, Yamamoto T, Toyokawa H, Hirooka S, Yamaki S, Opendro
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World ] Surg Oncol. 2016; 20;14:14.
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2017;265:397-401.
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T FDG-PET/CT 2R EHFRE % [FE T 2 BN HEZWoE X ) 7 4 & I ik 12),
—7i. CT & FDG-PET/CT o PCI o IEffEt v kst & v, CT & FDG-PET/CT O
75 & b NEARTEZ W D E R XK <L BNGHET L 72 B & LEm X b il 7z 14),

PUE X0 R RERERRAE (< BE 5~ 2 l{REZIT < 13 RKE 22 CT,MRI, FDG-PET/CT @ 7 v &
LEHBGEAER D e W0 HICE D E XY 7 4 A EHA S 2Tl e\, FAEZRTICE W
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Tk 2o OEREE S A 50223, PCL O IEMEY: <l MRIEEGRFIG S HR L L
#iiE% <. PET-CT IcBIL TH AL Lz % a3, WoRER O D F1E L 72,

HH~DRE

KIGHEIE RO FEZWNIC T, EEKTIICT TR 2 Y —=v 7% T35 2 L% 08,
KIGFENE EREFE O [HifR 2 W7 1< B4 % i ~C 12 CRS+HIPEC DIt % ¥ 2D PCLIC & D
WE{RZWI S E 2 2 MET L2z e A Y TH 5, PCLIIICRICHW LN, AT
FHETVHCONTVARWE®, KIFICE T 5 KIGEIEERERE B3 2 EERICH - 72
CT,MRL, FDG-PET/CT 7z £ O E{{RZR o FHMEZ 7l 2 2 L 34 ETH 5,

MERER - ZFIC L KRER
Pubmed (2000 FELARE) ¢, KB (colorectal cancer), HEJR & (peritoneal
metastasis), HRZWH (imaging(diagnostic imaging) % key word & L TR L7z & 2 A,
NZ@#EVFLKOIET/Xv«w#mW7/ﬂAkw&ﬁ%i&<\ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ
EEITEITE 0 O BT 2 15 il 2B L 72, KIS o fFEE2 I IcBd 3 %
@% SHOTET v AL AL DEVERXIE LRt TiERo2 59, CRS+HIPEC 0ji#
6% kD ZERICH b5 PCI Z B CAUTIC IEFEICZWT T 2 02 DX 3% < 2 hio %,
CRS+HIPEC iZEICHITITON T W 2720, GiSIAF 25 TiEal, Db DTH
D . KEERERERRRE Ol W B3 2531 CT. MRI. PET-CT 7x & O i{R2 W23
PCLICHEY] 2> 25T L 725 X3 Z & A L TH 5 Tz,

51 SRR
1) J.L. Koh, T.D. Yan, D. Glenn, et al.:Evaluation of preoperative computed
tomography in estimating peritoneal cancer index in colorectal peritoneal carcinomatosis.
Ann Surg Oncol. 2009;16: 327-333.
2) Esquivel ], Chua TC, Stojadinovic A, et al.: Accuracy and clinical relevance of
computed tomography scan interpretation of peritoneal cancer index in colorectal cancer
peritoneal carcinomatosis: a multi - institutional study. ] Surg Oncol. 2010; 102: 565-570.
3) E. de Bree, W. Koops, R. Kroger, S.et al.: Peritoneal carcinomatosis from colorectal
or appendiceal origin: correlation of preoperative CT with intraoperative findings and
evaluation of interobserver agreement. ] Surg Oncol, 2004; 86: 64-73.
4) Rivard JD, Temple W], McConnell Y], et al. Preoperative computed tomography
does not predict resectability in peritoneal carcinomatosis. Am | Surg. 2014;207:760-764.
5) Low RN, Barone RM :Combined diffusion-weighted and gadolinium-enhanced
MRI can accurately predict the peritoneal cancer index preoperatively in patients being
considered for cytoreductive surgical procedures. Ann Surg Oncol. 2012; 19:1394-1401.
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assessment of the peritoneal cancer index before cytoreductive surgery. Br | Surg. 2019;
106:491-498.

7) Dresen RC, De Vuysere S, De Keyzer F, et al.: Whole-body diffusion-weighted
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Cancer Imaging. 2019;19:1

8) Low RN, Barone RM, Lucero J.: Comparison of MRI and CT for predicting the
Peritoneal Cancer Index (PCI) preoperatively in patients being considered for cytoreductive
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9) Low RN: Preoperative and surveillance MR imaging of patients undergoing
cytoreductive surgery and heated intraperitoneal chemotherapy. ] Gastrointest Oncol.
2016;7:58-71.

10) Russell N. Low, Robert M. Barone, Pascal Rousset: Peritoneal MRI in patients
undergoing cytoreductive surgery and HIPEC: History, clinical applications, and
implementation, European Journal of Surgical Oncology

11) Michael Soussan, Gaétan Des Guetz, Vincent Barrau, et al.: Comparison of FDG-
PET/CT and MR with diffusion-weighted imaging for assessing peritoneal carcinomatosis
from gastrointestinal malignancy, European Radiology volume 22, pages1479-1487(2012)
12) Jinkui Li,1 Ruifeng Yan,1 Junqiang Lei, Changqin Jiang: Comparison of PET with
PET/CT in detecting peritoneal carcinomatosis: a meta-analysis, Abdom Imaging (2015)
40:2660-2666

13) GABRIEL LIBERALE, CELINE LECOCQ, CAMILO GARCIA, et al: Accuracy of
FDG-PET/CT in Colorectal Peritoneal Carcinomatosis: Potential Tool for Evaluation of
Chemotherapeutic Response, ANTICANCER RESEARCH 37: 929-934 (2017)

14) Enrico M. Pasqual, Serena Bertozzi, Stefano Bacchetti, et al.;Preoperative
Assessment of Peritoneal Carcinomatosis in Patients Undergoing Hyperthermic
Intraperitoneal Chemotherapy Following Cytoreductive Surgery, Anticancer Res. 2014
May;34(5):2363-8

15) Dohan A, Hobeika C, Najah H, et al.: Preoperative assessment of peritoneal
carcinomatosis of colorectal origin, ] Visc Surg. 2018 Sep;155(4):293-303
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CQ2 KGEBEEEOBW IcE W (BB LR T 2507

AT —PFAV b
A NGRS B/ NG & 7 2 R[REE DS D B D D D, RAEICHEEIRRE & 22 L IR BHIE
ffizEhEEL 5 2 27— v 7y —ne LTHEHATH Y, RKBEEBRIEEOZRTICH W TH
B 2IT S 2 L 259 HERET B,

(HROEX 55w, TEF Y R0 B, AEFE 94% (16/17) )

EHLH

figea
BENMEVER THLAE IC B T 2N R BRES 2 2T 2 0D AT -V v 7y —r e
LCHRIAKATON TS, LLZoMEDIZL AL IIRITHIIIGETH Y, ﬂ%ﬁﬂi
WG, AL OEREL R W EEORIINEECcH 2, 7. L XEEBREZ D
WIS EFEEGIC 3 2 IE T (CRS) +HimEML 2%k (HIPEC) oj#EIG % i3 % fﬁ
HifRE L L COBEPBRAL S N2 lETH 5,
BEOMEITFERCINEE L L 20 MEH 2N RELZDDOBIFLALETHY,
Carboni & 1%, 744 % (JREAE. B, KBER L) 2NRICEEEREGROGREEZ %
RIICEEM L 72, FITREE 1L 68%ICERD H L7228 99.7% 158X L, A HHEIX 0.8%, LT
B3 722> > 7z, CRS+HIPEC Di#IG & W & 7z 49.7% 1 Filissfrhh, CC
(completeness of cytoreduction) 0/1 1% 91.9%ICIERK & 7z (1], fhOWETH ., XNRAE
Bl D FM BT EIG 1% 68.0~90.3%. BHIEMEATHRIL 2.2~21.2%, MM &R IZ
88.0~100%. APHEFRAEHIT 0~6.2% & RIF R BAE S HE T LCT\w» 5 [2-7], IE, KIGHE
FEBI & XTR & U 7S 2SR S 5 X 5 17 - 72[8-11], Hentzen & IZMEIEFHEF % 5E
5 KIGFERER] 184 Flicxt L T —F v CHEREMBPER 217\, 77.2% 0 FiBEE B o
L. 13.0%ICFAMERATZ 5 L 72 © D JEENIRR I 2HNCHE T X . 75.0%I1C RAT 70 fEIPE
FiRHii2SHRECH o 7z LHE L T %, MIRATHER 2.7%., iR TIE R <, 9141
(49.5%) i< CRS+HIPEC 23ifT & . % @ 9 bIFBRATERBRGAIE M 25 16 5] (18%) 1<
o5, BIHERICHIFEIE 82% & RIFCTH - 72[9],

FETRE DT EABREA NG 1< X 2 it & OHE X 12~23% & ki E R, AR o K[ 7],
Z D% DO BB LRI OBIEL 5 L LRI TE 2 2 EEE L, FHEMENS
DIGTERIGHIHEE (PPV) 14 63.0~97.0% T b . 18.0~51.2% D IEIAHE M EABRFHAZ M % 5]
WECE B HREEA R S v 5 [1-10],

L2 L—75C, BAIEFAM & i U s EREES <1k PCI %/ N3~ 2 lREME 3 fefi < 1 C

W 5[4,10]25, CRS+HIPEC 233 f L T\ WARFNIC BTt PCI 2Ll o IEfENE £ ¢k

bbbl AICHT EEFREOFEEZHICBL TITEHEEx N5,

[ERFERE RS, [RIRFEIR SRS, 22 A0 7 LR FE S U X ZERNE . iR EEH 5 2 72

HEREFFFE A3 72 < T 56% & @ ICHEAEFE D b iz 2 L [12], EEEFE I3 5 i
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2 A TR 4 R N /Y ) {%% BRRARE CIERERE RS DN S HE. 25T
MENEEFE O I Ciaftik s B s 2 56 1C 13, FEBEMERIIHRE IS,

HH~DES

KIGFENE ISR TR I 3 2 B AMEIESF I, A CRHEZEICE T2z 0B ENIC T
5 B%\, ZOREMECEZMEE. IRERIIBHIEM © ML B st o o s E
b A[RETIEH % 23, CRS+HIPEC ZIFHEER L L T nwARIcE T 2 kIO W T,
A R COMGENEE N,

BERER - &I L2 KER

KH#E (colorectal cancer), HEHE4EFE (peritoneal metastasis), AEESHE (laparoscopy) %
key word & L € PubMed (2000 fF~) THREZ{T\, 147 fF23e v b L7z, il & FRK
RO T v T v 23 <, BUEEITTE, 2k — MgEL LT 12 D@2 R L 72,
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multimodality treatment strategies. Surg Endosc. 2018 May;32(5):2288-2294.

6, Jayakrishnan TT, Zacharias AJ, Sharma A, Pappas SG, Gamblin TC, Turaga KK.

Role of laparoscopy in patients with peritoneal metastases considered for

cytoreductive surgery and hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy (HIPEC).

World J Surg Oncol. 2014 Aug 21;12:270.
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surgery and hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy for peritoneal carcinomatosis. Br ]
Surg. 2013 ]an;lOO(Z):285—92.

8, Leimkiihler M, de Haas R]J, Pol VEH, Hemmer PHJ, Been LB, van Ginkel R], Kruijff S, de
Bock GH, van Leeuwen BL. Adding diagnostic laparoscopy to computed tomography for the
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study. Surg Oncol. 2020 Jun;33:135-140.

9, Hentzen JEKR, van der Plas WY, Constansia RDN, Been LB, Hoogwater FJH, van Ginkel
RJ, van Dam GM, Hemmer PHJ, Kruijff S. Role of diagnostic laparoscopy in patients with
suspicion of colorectal peritoneal metastases to evaluate suitability for cytoreductive surgery
with hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy. BJS Open. 2019 Sep 18;3(6):812-821.

10, Passot G, Dumont F, Goéré D, Arvieux C, Rousset P, Regimbeau JM, Elias D,
Villeneuve L, Glehen O; BIG-RENAPE Surgery Working Group. Multicentre study of
laparoscopic or open assessment of the peritoneal cancer index (BIG-RENAPE). Br | Surg.
2018 May;105(6):663-667.

11, Hentzen JEKR, Constansia RDN, Been LB, Hoogwater FJH, van Ginkel R], van Dam
GM, Hemmer PH]J, Kruijff S. Diagnostic Laparoscopy as a Selection Tool for Patients with
Colorectal Peritoneal Metastases to Prevent a Non-therapeutic Laparotomy During
Cytoreductive Surgery. Ann Surg Oncol. 2020 Apr;27(4):1084-1093.
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Goéré D. Results of systematic second-look surgery plus HIPEC in asymptomatic patients
presenting a high risk of developing colorectal peritoneal carcinomatosis. Ann Surg. 2011
Aug;254(2):289-93.

136



CQ3 KREBEREYVIBREOMEERAE T2 2 AF2 A5 Z L Z2HE T 557

AT —FAV T
CQ3-1 Stage II, Il KIGHEHRIEVIEREZ DOIEBEFHR DV 2 7K1 & L, pT4CRIE/ Tl
EE)AZRWS & BB HERET 3,

[HEREDOBX (3, TEVF VY RADRX: B, AE%E 94% (16/17) ]

CQ3-2 StagelV % & 7= KIGFEMRIA MR O IREFEHFED U 2 7 A1 & LT, FFPEIERE
et RN ENZ RIS 2 e 5 & & 299 SHERE S 2,
[(HEROEE : v, TvT7 v 2D B, AFFE 88% (15/17) ]

figea
KA D Stagell, I KIGFaRE M2 D =-> 045 I #HEHKHER(JFMC 7, JEMCI15, JEMC33)
DT — X2 IEEREHFE O V X 7 K72 85T L 728G Sz 1), il %1
%taxH © EFk X W FERIEUE 3,714 il TH b . IR HMFlo Y X 7 [A¥ & L
T, pT4. V v 3 Hignis ke, Fiinds 60 mLA T U v ~HiskiE D2 st e vz, %
7z, Dutch Eindhoven Cancer Registry 7> b MRIGH % 61T & 4172 KIGE 5,671 fEH] % v 72
B G IR FEE R 2 MG L 2530 Tk Y R 27T & LT pT4, U v S HilsfB (R p
N2). Wiha. VIBRWm . GRS Z 280 T3 2), b 5 0D KRBT CTH %
Danish Colorectal Cancer Group database % F\»7z 22,586 FEF| O HRIGHT % e T L 72 KigkE
IO CRENERRAE o B HFE D U R 7 K FiEhric € pT4 & pN2, % L CHHIFEG L BaF
iz ) 27K T& LTHEF T\ 3),
StagelV % & ® 7= KIGFEMR AN O EERHRERAEZ 2 723U X 7 AT I1CBI3 2 Systematic
review D X 2 KB %, 1 KH DI 6522 525 16 im X H M L, StagelV &4
9 7 RIGHEMRIBMI % O EIREEH R Z 23V AR L7z 4), 2 REIZHEIC
2011 F~2017 £ D 259 G XD LHT72IC Taw X &R MA T, 235w & L. StagelV % &
& 7= KRG O RS 2 23 4 VR RT3 S e, £ TT7 Vv X L
fLadBRTld7a <. 6 R ZMIIT e 17 2RI ZWFETH o 72, Stage II, IILFEFI D & Tl 7x
<\ StagelV EF] CIEBHEME L INREAE 23777 L T b MRBIMAHET $ W BRI & 0
TR ERTOTCTH o 7o, EERFEHREY X7 03meeE 2o s IEIC, ORKFHEIE
JERERE © SE2Y)FR X 7= [RIRFPERS B R (] © o NE IR P56 1L 54~T1% D HiPH CTFEo
FETH o7z, QFRRFENSZEINEIR © SE2UIBR & 72 007 o R0 SR fE R ©
DIGHERRTE 7S 13 56~62% D HiFH TiRY ., METH o7z, ORBEELEFAERELED
HEHERRRE S 13 27% CH o 7z, @R/ TR (pT4) : pT4 K o HE R REfE F 7%
1Z 14£C 15.6%, 3 4£C 36.7% T H o 7=, GRHIRI EH AR Kt/ FN A A oo BRI
FEFFE T 11~36% DHEIFCTH o 7=, OIFE (Vi) MAEE2 G M2 G HE G < o KEHK
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BT L 0~36%DHiHTH > 72 5), MOMEFREMHEKO Y R 7T LT, EideH
B ¥ CA19-9, PAZEM RIGHE S IEIRERE O YV R 7K+ & LTEF LT 5(6,7),
PLEX Y, MEERREICET2 ) 22T LC, pT4 G/ TR A2 T7F Y
v A I AHERRER © B 7 b K 7 2 — PSR o e Cickswdh@L 72
YR Z7EFE LTEHRS (CQ3-1), StagelV % & 7= KIGREARIBHT 2 o a1 AR5 R
[FIREPEAIOT PRI SRR (I IE R % & 2 THE S m W e E 2 bhTw s (CQ3-2), fth
I, pN2, £Elf, U v oSHEISRERREE., VIRRWIREGTE, ARG, RIRFEISRERE, R
MNZ DN RS, K gL, Ao Chioia - FNEfife ) . seifiieae itk. CA19-
9. FHZEMKRIGRER DY 2 7 WFH2E085,

HH~DRE

KN FHEERE A DV 2 7 AT & LC pT4d CEE/AEIEEEE) 21U o, SR
THHL IR o TERH, BHOEWERKRIIZEZIT) LItk XhzeTvrLr~n
DEWY ZZ7NTEEL, 2RO NTOEENEZRHTILERHLLEZLNS,
¥ 72, SRBRIFERFIANRT O 2 63, BB T L~V DT IC TR NE R
DY RIZHRFHLVHALD L R BL 20D Livkn,

MBER - Z2F i L= - RER

Pubmed (2000 LARE) <. KI#E (colorectal cancer), HEMER%FE (peritoneal
metastasis), ) A 7 [H - (risk factor) % key word & L TR L7z & 25, 7 v Hafbah
EIET VAL ADEGERRBOMLII RV, YATF2T 4 v 7L a— 4F 2
ATF I v A AR L a— SHEEEDL ANy LI, AXTF VAR
IABRPREABA D 7N, KL = 8 — MBEERIFED 7 fisC i BN L 7.

51 FH SRR
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Stage 1I to IIT Colon Cancer. Dis Colon Rectum. 2018;61:803-808.
2 ) van Gestel YR, Thomassen I, Lemmens VE, et al.: Metachronous peritoneal
carcinomatosis after curative treatment of colorectal cancer. Eur ] Surg Oncol. 2014
Aug;40:963-9.
3) Ravn S, Heide-Jorgensen U, Christiansen CF, et al.: Overall risk and risk factors for
metachronous peritoneal metastasis after colorectal cancer surgery: a nationwide cohort
study. BJS Open. 2020;4:284-292.
4) Honoré C, Goéré D, Souadka A, et al.: Definition of patients presenting a high risk of
developing peritoneal carcinomatosis after curative surgery for colorectal cancer: a
systematic review..Ann Surg Oncol. 2013;20:183-92.
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metastases after curative surgery for colorectal cancer? Int | Hyperthermia. 2017;33:505-
510.

6) Yang SH, Lin JK, Lai CR, et al.: Risk factors for peritoneal dissemination of colorectal
cancer. ] Surg Oncol. 2004;15;87:167-173

7) Imaizumi K, Nishizawa Y, Tkeda K, et al.: Prognostic Impact of Curative Resection for

Peritoneal Recurrence of Colorectal Cancer. Ann Surg Oncol. 2020;27:2487-2497.
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CQ4 FEE RN O KIBEFMAESIc 3\ THE I 2 #2E 5 2 22 ?

AT —HFAV
g HERFR P o KIS TER I 30 2 eidiiiess iz, BRI, £FE0KT & B
HIZH[EEER DV, 1T 2 e 25 MRS 3,

(RO X 15\, TVF VY RADRX: C, HE%K 82% (14/17) )

figEa
BREICHE LT, M2 IIEERHED 2 WIZ PR THEIK T & L CoRNERIRED b
N, KO FRIY T HKICB T 22T -V I KEIh T3, L LAREECE
2 pEEsIIIE2 I BT 2 W 134 < 137 K ERIRIERIIAHTS 5,
2008 4 Rekhraj & 3 RBHEAER] 1182 il 2 iR & L 7= eiiilea2 icBA 2 v A7 ~=7 4 v
7L a— % L[1], JRAERYIBRATOMIEZEMER L 15.2%, YIR#EZIX 12.0%TH
. M2 GE XS ERE, JATHEEROEMEBEEL T, Lo LIEIRES L O
L, EFICET A REICOWTIREE A o 72, 2013 SRS O L 72 18 SCHko
VATZT A v 7L a—TiE, iR ERE 2 TS 5.
(1.0~284) %CTHYH. &fFE. k. BEHERIIIbHEAELS Yy AR L &
fiSe. VEEIRZ GRS R IC I L TRECEFE TH o7z, LA L FRICET 28
STl —E DMEANZFED 7o 72[2], —J57T. Kobayashi & 13 T3-T4 KIGHERER] % R
L7 ea—%fTw, FTHHIEZHE I EERICEEEZRD NS DD, 5 FER4F
LI 2 BB HER] 37.1%., FBEMER] 71.2% & EFROFE R A2 RO, el
B 1 3AS7 L 72 PRRIATFCTH 5 2 & 2E LT3 ([3], [k, FEElg2oBREE~D
WEIZL VDD FE~DHE LR LT Homma b O TlE, 771 D Stage0~3 K
i e R RICAT ., b AR A A 23 5 PR 46.8% . B2PERFE 89.0% & A B I ¥Eiiig
ZBUREBARTH o 72 & LT 5 [4], Bosanquet 5 1% 12 #2580 fflld v A7 ~7F 4 v
L Ea—ilBnT, iR 11.6 (2.2~41) %. @fFIEA4 v Xt
4.01, JET - RT3 A v X 6.57, RAFRITA v X 4.26 T I HEHENAE
ExD o CHREMIZEERPIAR TH o722 L 2ME L, BROAL LT FHR~DHE
b LTw3[5],
o X, FElEE o i (BRF. BEHEE. RTHE) LTk oBEIC s\ T
—EDMHADFED LT AW & X b, BRATIRpEliEEZ ORI EZRITAHTH
5, ZOJFRE LTld. NERIEF, @IS, MEE, RiFe2GER e EAME S LIk
moTkY, WKANECTH L Z LAHITONE, LEL, WINOREFITHELTHEH
Olid, TREHHIIEZ 0 HAED 2 WII TRICH R 2B IS 2 LR LT Y., Lidosk
T2 iR U 72 KRB e Al 2 BRRGEBRS NETH 2 T L Z#REL T b, X HITiIvd

aul
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MBI E DS PR IC G 2 2 B 2 B 2 iR BT 2 BRRER S E F L v & DfF
i I hTw3,

PHH~DREE

MERE R R MR TIE IC 5 1 2 vEiEliea2 12, HREPTRICG A2 ERH L LT
HEn2b00, oI T VY ADBRINTELTHMERRENTH 2, R, &
B BREE 2R — L zila 2 ERGERIC T, ZoFMEZEHES 2 2 L ¥EEN 5,

BERER - &I L KER

KW (colorectal cancer), HEHEAEFE (peritoneal metastasis), Vi (lavage). M2
(cytology) % key word & L C PubMed (2000 4F~) THRZIT\, 12428 v b L

2o ZOFT, YATYT AV /L Ea—BXUAXTFI LR A4MHEED SMERAL
726

51 SRR
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2, IMIEER, JURRA, NEPER, BE@E TS X 7=7 4 v 7L a—Ic X2 KRIGEE
WG ES DERIRI E R OMET. HAKIGALF £ 2 455(0047-1801)65 & 4 =
Page197-203(2012.04)
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CQ5 KIGEMEERED T THlic P 948, Peritoneal cancer index (PCD) Z i\ 3 2 & ##
"/IE0?

AT —PFAV b

CQ5-1: KGEEEFEEE O PR TEICP 2 EzH w2 2 L2 H#iEd 2,

(HREOmX By, TEF Y 20| B, AEF 82% (14/17) )

CQ5-2: PCLIF KIHENEISRED T L BE L PHTEICH VW2 2 e 25 RS2, L
7> LIS Py dE% Bl 2 MRS 2 2210 TR BB ETH 3,

[HEE DX t 55\, T TF Vv 2ADME: B, AFK 86% (14/17) ]

fiRaR

SER S I X 0 B S N IEERETE 3075 ] (1984 4£~1999 4F) offafics
W, 3 AEETERIE P128.5%, P2 15.6%, P3 7.6% (p<0.0001)TdH v . P /3MEIZ T T
CHREEREIN T2 1), . ZltiadtRIZm 29 BB S 7z 564 6 (1991 4
~2007 4F) ofEFHicE T, 5 EAETERIT P119.3%, P2 13.7%, P3 5.8% (p<0.0001) T
HY. P3IHEUEE. UV v o sEiits, s, it L. WIRRIEERYIRE & b
. TEREARKRTFCHh L @I T3 2), UEXY, PR THRTHEICER TS 3
EEZOLNDH, TNbOME T 2000 FLAFHES B S EFENTH Y . Rl OEYE
FOEFELOESZERT 2 L AEROKEIL, BURE KL T WATREER B %, 2012
~2016 4F O HEREAFRFEAEG] 2 8658 L 7= % s L MR & SISy sEfThch v . SHowk
EBFEND 3),

PCI & iF, BEIENZ 13 2RTICO T, &4 DR OIBEAGHi ORIEE% 4 B (0~3) I
2aTbl, TN G L2RECTh Y, REAaTIZ0 M, KEAITIX39HTH
% 4), BfE, EEREREORE 0L L CEBENICA AV TW S, BUREZHLICHE
R oBHRE LT, WIRMTE2YIRR (CRS)+iThIEHEN AL 2k (HIPEC) o g
G I TEY, PCLIZFHRIAT. £72 CRS+HIPEC OHEGHREICDHHE ThTwn
% 5,6), HAHETIZ CRS+HIPEC IZR SNk CoORfTONTE Y, ZOIRKEE 2
%L, {7 P I CRIACCEMCTH 2 PCLA, TR TUMICER TS 2510
WIS OIS -5, EP D CRS+HIPEC JEMEITIEBUERIER 2 MR L L%
B 3% e [E AT & BIERAF5E < 1. RO/R1 T4l PCI 28 1~6 £ Tid 37.5%cfThbh T\ 7z
. TR ETIES2%ICE Yo T EINTED 3), 5k, PClL & Fi&icBI3
LI TEAE RO 2 B,

HH~DRE
KEFEITAHK O P ok, BAEICBWUAL I Wiz Shinlikcd
5. Stk EBGEE O BHESES L Cn e, P MR AMMEOREEZ T2
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O, BB U THEL T RE EE2 2, PCLIZEBEHICHWONTWESHETH 3
. BMBEICBWTALEHBIN TV B LISV, IEERRE D B E 2 ok~ & 3
BLTnw b, PCloT—2ER@rs0EL 3 EE26N5,

BERERL - ZF 1T L 72 &R

P 5p#I1cBIL Tk, Pubmed T, 2000~2020 4, Full text, %35, ¥—7—F%
colorectal cancer, peritoneal metastasis, prognosis, japanese classification & L, 9 fF
by b, ENAERIZXNRE L 724 iax T Ot 2 @R L 3 2 84, PCIICBAL T,
Pubmed . 2000~2020 4, Full text, &FEFm. ¥ — "7 — F % colorectal cancer,
peritoneal cancer index, prognosis & LIRR, 229ffFe v by XA PV ET TR T2 F P
5 36 MF& IR, X Z bt 1, Bila 2GS 10 SEBIEAIZ \» 2000 4F LARE DFER % 5 5
& L7tk a1, PCIEREGRSC 1 28R L 4 fF 2 849

\*}k

51 FSCHR

1) Validation and clinical use of the Japanese classification of colorectal
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2) Clinical benefit of surgery for stage IV colorectal cancer with synchronous
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CQ 6 : K% OIEIEBREIC N3 2 SABRITIER 2 #3295 52 ?

AT —HFXVEL
[ RFPERE R REE ] (Mlc, Stage [Vc) DA, RO VIERZSAIECTH L, HFEH & [FIIRFIC
MERRE R 2 VbR 3 5 2 L 2 HE%ET 5,
<HH 2 > R ERE R EEN DK 1/5~1/4 BHEHGYIRO N R & 72 v Z D4 fE IR b
JAEIZR 30 7 HEME S LT n 5,

(oM iy, Tv7F v 20X C, A4FEFK 94% (14/17) )

figea
<AKIHTO [HARIYIER] &3, A TEFEITONL TS [HEROYIFR] & L Cil#d
%, WORTEITON TV B IFFEELIANDEECIVE % b A 0FUIFR 3 % Cytoreductive
surgery ICBIL T, CQ7 z& I Nz, >
KIRIGHERIRT A F 74 vicks T, KIGEEERRERICN S 2GR E LTld, ZDHIR
(2005 ) 1) <o [Pl DGAICIZFEFREYRE & IE2VIBRAEE L] LOi
LUk, —H L <, @RAEELZ D I ICUIBR A RE 7 RS R XAV R VIR (RFEEY)
PR & B IIBMEYIRIT S ROVIER) 22T L, sdd@la &z, LaL, ZoRHle
LCHIH SN2 3CHkIE. 2016 AR 2) & CTIIAIGHCS Cytoreductive surgery afi XL TH 5
EVIHER D o7zs IV omOH, T OBUFERICAH 2 & FRAE BEYIER 0 HEE
PHEEUHRRE 21, 2019 E3)  TIRZD WK O»FIHINZICE 572, 2019 AR 3)
Tt [CQ: BRI R0 756, FIER L FERHICYIRRT 2 C L3RI N2 7] ©
fvicxf L, TIREMERSE (P1, P2) CHEAREL &6 aWIIERch L, JHEFEHE L FIRE
IR 2 VIR S 2 C L 2R 5, GIEREE 1 2T v AL~ O) Lat#id
nTwz, UTIiC, Ko ORRMEREYIFR OREER L MM T 5, FICHRITHNBIZIZ
TH D505, Z OBUEIC ZFHBELD 5.
KGN 4 o [IEEERE grading| vy =27 P E LTiTo 72, 1991-2007 4EiC K
o Rl R AR R AR RE (] (564 EF]) Z AR & U 72 % hak L FfFgE <k, 28%c RO VIFR
BITbiv, = 0L PRI 2.5 4, 5 FEEFEEIL324%TH Y 2 NLAHDIEH]
CEFFIRIh ULl 1.0 45, 5 SFAETFE 4.7%) L, RiFaTFHTH o7 4), [FUEH
T, oM T % b 7\ PLAERIC RO VIR Z 1T 72 72 IR > THET L7z & C
A, ZDTI%VHFET LD DD, 5 FAEHFEIL364%THo725), T, HlExH»H D
WEDDH Y, 1971-2016 F 12 K RN RRAERER 496 o h¢, RO YIERIL 94 fI
(19%) icfTbi, %o Cfthto MITHEIRRE % b 7w 78 flo et <lk. ARk
{1 33.4 7 A, 5 FAFEIL28.7%TH 72 6), Rt T _& L LTiE, 5FUELOR
WA ORI A7 Hlo 5 b 9 H]) IIRfMPtEREEZZ T CE o3, HEOHFHY
VIR GRS RB I N HERTH o7 6), [F Uhitiax s b D 1997-2013 A RHE [FIRFPERE
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AR EAED] 248 il OMGTT Ik, SAEH] O EEPIRh I X 16.2 » H. 3FEEEIT 19.5%
TH o708, ROVIRETT - 72 344 (14%) (CRRAEEFERMPIAEIX 29.9 » H, 34454
TFRIZ483% L RIFTH 72 7). BLED X 5 ic, #&ED RO VIER O RiF 2B
RIAAGFHISEEIRE S hTwb, X o T, HEBEYIRRO A% A3 2 REBEEGR
B3 o, RIS ERRRES o hc RO YIRRIC X v B A2 25 EH23 0 7805
TH 2 EFMER Y, HETONL T3 REEIES 7 vy = 7 M ORI % 5%
WFEcld, BEx sz 146 Hlodc 36 il (25%) 1< RO/R1 VI fTh7- L& T nT
B 8). FIEHMENEERREES D 1/5~1/4 OEHIT, ROYVIFROBEIGICR 2 & Bbhd, FF
I, D MATAESES % £ b 7o W RS PEIEEREfE © o ¢ RO YVIBRASFTREZRFERTIZ. HMEHE
YIER OFERRI 72WIG T H B o

—77 . BIRHE O MEERR R R O8N 3 2 ARSI o H A ICBI L <k, AR 5 oot
TR EIN 2, wihd DBHIOWME TH 5, BEFEBEERE I 2 4B YIER O
BREEFRESCEAL 2 TR, SHBRIRITBLETH 5,

HH~DIRE

KRG RERAE 0 L CARIB I E Oz 2 & > T& 72, ATl {TbN
TWw3 [EHEEOYUIFR] 12, I TiTbi T\ % cytoreductive surgery * HIPEC & 138 7
%,

KD O IR YIFROEGER I, TNE TIRITERTD 57228, T OEF DR
ICHBUBIRE N7z, T 6T v AL VR 13 s, RO IRREIE % SR 3 2 53R <
HH, RKCQIZNLTIEFHAFIAVvRERLE KT [HHRET L] & LT,

FIRFPEREEEREAE b & <, FREIC 3 2 AR UIBR O A HTEICBEAL T, Stkd =
BT VADEML T LEDH 5,

MBER - BFIC L ZRER

colorectal cancer, peritoneal metastasis, surgery % key word & L T PubMed(2000 £~)
THREITo72L 25, 1486 fFote v F L7223, SEHEEYIF: (RO YIBR) 1cBAL CTix
Z DRH:23 cytoreductive surgery tHIPEC ICBH 3 2 &G TH o 72, A THFETHLOIL T
2 (R OYIRR] o2 &, 7 v & 2 Lhim RGBT R 2RI Lz e 7 v i
75\, RO YIER 50 BIA LTz, KinEitstao [EERERE grading] Yoy =2 b
e DT HRIIITE Gk 4, 5) & X CBIRETIZ O i % BISEHISE COk 8). Hifiax s
5D 2 o0 CLHR6,7) DATH o7,

51 FSCHR
1. KIGHEITTE 2. KIGFEGEHETA ¥ 7 4 v ERIF 2005 ik &5 K
2. KIGHEITTE M. KIGFEGEHETA 74 v ERI 2016 k. &5 HK
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3. KIGHE TR, KGEERTA ¥ 7 4 v BRI 2019 £k &5 HK

4. Kobayashi H, Kotake K, Funahashi K, et al (2014) Clinical benefit of surgery for
stage IV colorectal cancer with synchronous peritoneal metastasis. ] Gastroenterol 49:646—
654.

5. Sato H, Maeda K, Kotake K, et al (2016). Factors affecting recurrence and
prognosis after RO resection for colorectal cancer with peritoneal metastasis. ] Gastroenterol
51:465-72.

6. Shida D, Tsukamoto S, Ochiai H, et al (2018) Long-term outcomes after RO
resection of synchronous peritoneal metastasis from colorectal cancer without cytoreductive
surgery or hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy. Ann Surg Oncol 25:173-178.

7. Shida D, Yoshida T, Tanabe T, et al (2018) Prognostic impact of R0 resection and
targeted therapy for colorectal cancer with synchronous peritoneal metastasis. Ann Surg
Oncol 25:1646-1653.

8. Shida D, Kobayashi H, Kameyama M, et al (2020). Factors affecting R0 resection
of colorectal cancer with synchronous peritoneal metastases: a multicenter prospective
observational study by the Japanese Society for Cancer of the Colon and Rectum. Int J Clin
Oncol.25:330-337.
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CQ7 KIGREMEIERE (Rt & CRIHE) 1o L CTRERRYIR -+ EEEPR S EmRE
(CRS+HIPEC) % #:3% 3 3 22 ?

AT —PFAV b

KIGHEIENRRE (R & O BIERE) 1ot 3 2 522 E IR (CRS) +IEE PR EME
L (HIPEC) BAHITIRIZEA A LASEL, R oEMiEx cfTbhTw

%, % TR RS - FIAFBGEOWME2AH 0. KEOHNA F 74 v Th 5
- RO & THERE - I LT 32, A CEHAERIERIZ ST hTE S, BHREL Tl
MERHERRIZTE o,

(HEAL, TeF v 2DME:B, 175 & 25 R 64%(11/17), fThbwI %5
CHERET 2 24% (4/17) | fTb T & R HELRET 2 6%(1/17) H#E3EAR L 6%(1/17)]

fieast
AR, WK DB % Fu0ic . RIBFEIEERETE 1o 3 2 se il & VIR + IR iR 2V L 2
BEOAME L Rt T OICHEHELRBFERICI VBRI ZEDONL 2L, BB

S T N[1-5], WCKRBEDEBEHN A F T4 vicllEiEhTE T 5[6-8], 5EREY
B+ HERE PR EME R < ld . IERRERTS O fE7E 3 2 BEMING IS & MRS (leies) % PIRRHAY
ICTERYIBR L 728212, 30-90 7> DAEIEN GREY LA Bikic X 0 BEMEIINZS O 5L % X
%5, /N X ORI, #ZIEREE, - 48R e &I IR IR 23 e 3 2 556 1%
WG &R D RN T L%V, FILOWME TIRFMAIHERE 23-31%. FMiLTHE 0-6%. 5
EREFRIT 32-44%TH Y, L HREL VD RIFTH B bEINTWS([1-5,9-12], &
FIeRdDHFSGT IR REFEEEZ 27 (PCD) TH Y., EEEEOBREIME VI L
(PCI<10, 15, 20) RAiraAfErEon s [2-5],

2018 4F ASCO 12 BT, KIGHEMEEEEAEG] i< 03 2 Se i E VI bR + I iR BV
ik (HIPEC) Bt 5e 2 BYIRHEM (non-HIPEC) Bt Re2 K L7777 v 2
% it AR 5 v 2 2 L ER (PRODIGE 7) DfEEAFKEER I N, Tyl 63.8
7 HOBIEIHFIc B W, 24F M oh I Eizmifcznzin 41.7 » H, 41.2 » A,
MR CHEIIZLED b\ b O OffigAHIHER (60 H) 1% HIPEC BfiC 51> C no-HIPEC #¥
D2f5TH o7z, fhame LCid. EPENEEMLAERED EREEHDRIIADONT, B LS
HETHZLT2HDTH A, ORLMEYVIFREIMTOBGEL PR LICRIFTH - 72
To, @Oz ity R T oE, @FF L Lot *H) FIFvrogbit @%
fas% (17 fEg%) I 2 FMiFHEo 7+ V74 av v —L o, Lozl 25D

aul

WEDZ IR I N LRI N Tn 5, Lo L, EBEPNIREMEREE O H I IC 5 D>
HHF40%ILL D 5FEREFEIFONTE Y. KGO RIS i 3 2 BERRIYIFR I 1E
HorREOREMERD L EEZLND [12],
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KIGHFENENERRRE I 3 2 SE 2B YIRS + IEENEEL ik, cnEcor—3xv ) —
ZDEM, ARTFIVVR, VATRTA v 7L Ea—REPLARLIET VRICHD

. BRICBWTEIEED A F 74 vicldkd L < idad# E 1[6-8]. HMEERIC BT
FERRICITON T VB A, RFICE T 2287 v AR TZ L\, JiaSAF D IEREN
HRaABCs O TRRBIERD S h Tk o7, BRcREEETH 2, BRREE LTS
DERD 5,

HH~DIES

Bk o B 2> © O C©. KIHENEIRIRRER] XT3 5 CRS+HIPEC I3 EKRNA
MRS 2 2 LBRBINTWER, AFICBWTIERO Lz [EEERE O A CiThbivTE
0. ARIBEICBET 2 HRIMICEA L ZEBREOERAE T NS,

BMBEE - &I L7 RER

KIGHERG IR (colorectal peritoneal metastasis/carcinomatosis) . Jik& Al
(cytoreductive surgery). fifHHEFENIREVL 77k (hyperthermic intraperitoneal
chemotherapy) % H\>T PubMed (2000 f£~) THEZ{T-7-& T A, 663 v b
L7 2o, 7 v LALhim 2 EREE 2 . 24 F 74V 3. v A7~=7 4
YL Ea—BIUORXRTFY R AR, DS S stk A n % BRI 2 .t
SRR L OHEICBT 250k 1o, &t 12 M oSGk z# R L 72,

51 FHSCHR
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with perioperative intraperitoneal chemotherapy for the management of peritoneal
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Cytoreductive surgery plus hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy improves survival
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phase III trial of hyperthermic intra-peritoneal chemotherapy (HIPEC) for colorectal
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CQ8 KRG I3 2 EMFM 2 H#AE S 202 ?

AT —HFAV

KIEFEIE R FE IC T L CIERI T2 1T O © & # &t 2 oiftdE 42, FiifEmEe ) 27,
iz IcHiFF 5 QOL, M TR E2EEL CHICZRET RETH 5,

(B X 55, TEF VY ROMI: D, 4EF 100% (17/17) )

i et

HE AR AR 1ot 3 2 AR AN TR0 32 I IS I X 2 I L RAZE IR L TG & 2 0 . AL ZE
XS 2 AR OB E B & LGB VIR, S A S 2 Ffi, ATAFESR23H 0 |

PAZELRNZ, MEERRRED /o fiic X 0 sl i S v d . KIBREIEIEIRRE IC 5\ <, FERI Tl
DRERIEANIC 3 5 F X A & HFJE CROEINIC D EERE ST\ 5208, i & GA5R
DI\, HILEHE & I3 ABHE 2 R & L 72 ISR (ot 2 B8R0 Tl 2 MRaE L 72
ATT 4y 7 LEa—[1]Tid. BRITFMIC XY 45-75% DRERFI TR I ATHE & 7

D, 6-47% CHEA%EZ & 72 L. 32-71%3FHl7 60 HRR IR OB AIRETH 5 720 —H.

JEAMIHASE C 1T 6-32%, HEERAIERAERIL 7-44%TH Y WInbEHERTH L, EMT
BB O CFME TR FMIEMITR IC LR CRIFCH 2 23, BE - EET R ISR T
B0 FMTEHESEGTRICH 2 2B IHL 2 TIE ARV, LaL, ROBEIRAHEE L 4
% & TALEREE G ITRE L 72 5 2 L 3B ) PO Eiciffc 2, BERTTH D
=i, Performance status & & JEBK T CH 2 L FHIECEPAZE, [LHIFH O EERERE, /)
HAPHZE, ROL X0 A< % 2 IR O fErE, BRI EFiliko FHRARRK T L I
w3 [2],

KIGHEENERRAE 1 5 2 fRAF D AR IC OV TOME X ST Sich 7z, KHH oD 21

BlcREt & AT O B IC X 5 &0 8K 100ml LA E OFEFNEREFIFATIC & 2 etk
MOMPEIARTH 572(3], F 7. MEEREREGIh0REIRIES %6 3 2 Kb 1< 51 5 7%
BYIBREE & N A S F 72 13 N THLF LGSR THE 2 Heig L 72 138 Bl offifa R 2 7 = v
v 7 DR CIE, RAEEYBEIC B LT EMTRARIFCH - 72 4],

—F. KRIGHEEFEREOMERAZ TN L <, BEVIR. A 2T, A TALMER.

HALE AT v P B3 Y ZEFNCN L <, h~RIAIC b 7 2 HLERE % B sty £
T RSN B LS EIG & 7 B Z LD B, BEAITAME O ML E AL 6-74% TH
AL, # OBEFMIITCEE 23%, AOER 46% L LIcEmETh 3720, WLEHEZE R
L CIEERFM & L CHEERAFE I N5 [2],

BUE X 0 KGR IR A 1< ot 3 2 AR A TR0 0SIR 0 2 E IS 35 W CREHBHER 2 i L 2
FERDFEFANC XV QOL, THEMPUET 2 lREEL S W I N2, 2720, 251K

REDARR, ¥ 72 13 NEBERIE A E IS HEST L 22ERI IR T Y 2 2 23 K A 0 FHiFE B IR
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EM & 725720, iR dn s QOL, LM PRzEE L THILZREST RETH
%,

PHH~DREE

RIGHRENSERERIC 5 M FMOBRICOVWCRELZI T Y AEMET 20 ic, F
gD QOL % &l L 7z KBS 70 = ok — MIFES R L 72 5, £ 7z, BRAITAHT OIS %
fEiC 3 5 7200c, AT LM TRICEZZHT DRSS 2 86H 21D 5,

BRER - ZFIC L RER

KI¥E (colorectal cancer), HZHEFH (peritoneal carcinomatosis), #&H1F-ffi (palliative
surgery) % key word & L C PubMed(2000 £ ~) TR #{T->7- & T A, 186 tF23e v
L. #AIFMIiconwT 7 v X 2l LI T v X 2 L DHijA % B RGBSR 2 Rl & L 72
T ET Vv RICITEES T, iE AN 2 & — PIFSES 2 Rk X 7z,

51 SRR
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CQY RIEMEEsE (R b CRRE) IBRYIBRGNICN 3 2 IR MEBIZSEYIRE % H#EdR
T5H5?

AT —FAV T

KIGHERG IR (R 72 & VB 1BIEYIBRGIC N 3 2 B IR E R SIS Y] R O flr e il

B iE 2 59 HERE 3 2, 7277 L, HER I N LR L ¥ X VIS L TRy,
(RO X 5\, TEVF VY RADRX: D, &% 94% (16/17) ]

figea
IBR AT RE 7 FIRF IR MERE RS 2 6 3 2 KIEIc B\ T, AR L & b I EERRE R %
FIRFEIBRS 2 & & A TPHRRIFRT & LTliE I w21, 2], & SIcfireiliBhib s it i
MW7 L7z PRET L Uit e nz[1], Lo L, REGEEERERE N3 2 RiaUIkREZ O #
Pt A M2 MEE L 72 7 v X 2L HBGEABR O S (372 v T TIC RIRHERE IR
R 10t U CHRIRYIBR 23 70 & 1L 7 BB D 12 77 B 75 T HMT DA R 23 S T v 5 (3,
4], 1997 %4> 5 2007 FEDOKREHENTER (JSCCR) DT — 2 X=X 2T, @Rz
Behi i ARG EIERE (JSCCR 4048 C P1 o &) ioxf LT RO YIBRA 72 & L7z 72 5l o fi
Pk 2 s & 7z (3], HEREPREVL 77k (hyperthermic intraperitoneal
chemotherapy : HIPEC) fafT#liZ xR CTH - 72, izt ydgike LAV 2 7Hh v
34 FYY T T F G AER (intensive chemotherapy) (£, Z nLLAS DB
(non-intensive chemotherapy) ICH#E L CAEFFHIRIER ICBES- L, A BMITCH T
BifA7 & LB ans (5 EAEGFFK 1 87.5% vs. 30.4%; HRI.16, 1.24-67.8, p=0.04),
—J7. 1971 4E5 5 2016 FICERL B A& v & — TIHRE S 7= [FIRE 20T R 78 151 it 5
BRE I (72720, PLEAMC P2 W RICEENT), L L., THROLEREMENTC
Pt e O A ML B L VA VIEPRIET L LTt e o7z[4], 2abo
W7 RN R DB DT CTH 5 2 & FEITRR B 2+ — PREITHR—I Tz
WZ b MR EREE O GRAE - LY XA VR AN D TRWT &S
IRF RIS VTR o0t 3 2 iR L ARE D R TR IS DO W CTE X b R 2 ET S BT H
%, X OICHRIFHEEELRZ IC 3% ROVIBROBEISIZ 272 VIR E 2 o, SEES T
— X DEEBVETH 5, F7-. RPN ZRACEEREIC X 0 WBGITH 23S & 207 IS I
W ARBYIROERICONVWTH SBRRINBHMETH 3,
Tt L EgEE L A v OFEFUCT D W TiE, 2020 FFICARH 2 b KR UIbR% EE
xR & L7 mFOLFOX6 ##ik & Fifi#iio 7 v & 2 LR (JCOG0603 #Ek) i
ErdgE e Nz, 2 oR, ik FOLFOX ik 13 F Bic i AR 2 & L 7-
23, AR O UGE IS L e - 72 (5],
PAE XY, BIHEOME ICH £ 225, AR EEERE O RO BREVIERE OB
LRI TPRIERZHE LTIT) 2 & 25 KRS 2, [LEREL YA vicD 0w TR
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AXFV T I7F VALY A VBMERITH B2, Bl RIBEL VA VIO W TS HEOMR
SERETH B,

HH~DRE

R D [FIRFPERR RS YRR (3 2 TR BN (L A FE S PRRBUEIR T & 72 0 15 % 2213
Lhtiro T, SRIENT -2 OERME &b ICRBERIBHL VX V2 EIRT 2720
DIFRARDO i EEN D,

BMBEE - &I L= RER

PubMed (2000 F~) Tkl (colorectal cancer), AEHEFE (peritoneal metastasis), ffi
w“ai L %E (adjuvant chemotherapy) % keyword & L TR L7z & A 163 i e
v b L7z, HERENREL 7L (hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy : HIPEC) #%
O L 7 w2 B ALARIE I X 2 T liB 3 BaE o A0k %2 7R L 72 difa & R RE B o = v
TV ARICZ LW, MR ARE R AR E T 2k — Pt E X OTESI#E & L C
12 i DFmC 2 &R L 72,

(SRR
1. Kobayashi H, Kotake K, Funahashi K, et al. Clinical benefit of surgery for stage [V
colorectal cancer with synchronous peritoneal metastasis. ] Gastroenterol. 2014;49(4):646-
654. doi:10.1007/s00535-013-0820-3
2. Kobayashi H, Kotake K, Sugihara K. Outcomes of surgery without HIPEC for
synchronous peritoneal metastasis from colorectal cancer: data from a multi-center registry.
Int J Clin Oncol. 2014;19(1):98-105. doi:10.1007/s10147-012-0505-6
3. Sato H, Maeda K, Kotake K, Sugihara K, Takahashi H. Factors affecting recurrence
and prognosis after RO resection for colorectal cancer with peritoneal metastasis. |
Gastroenterol. 2016;51(5):465-472. doi:10.1007/s00535-015-1122-8
4, Shida D, Tsukamoto S, Ochiai H, Kanemitsu Y. Long-Term Outcomes After RO
Resection of Synchronous Peritoneal Metastasis from Colorectal Cancer Without
Cytoreductive Surgery or Hyperthermic Intraperitoneal Chemotherapy. Ann Surg Oncol.
2018;25(1):173-178. doi:10.1245/s10434-017-6133-7
5. Kanemitsu Y, Shimizu Y, Mizusawa J, et al. A randomized phase II/III trial
comparing hepatectomy followed by mFOLFOX6 with hepatectomy alone for liver
metastasis from colorectal cancer: JCOGO0603 study. ] Clin Oncol 38: 2020 (suppl; abstr
4005)
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CQ10. YIRRFREAHEIEIEERE (RRrEZ o ic BEFE) 13 3 2L AR 2 R
T507

AT —FAV T

JEREIRTE 2 X WUIBRARRE RIS & ARk, 2B b EE 2T C LRI 5, £
7o EIEIRHE 2 A X 2 WYIBRARE R IGE & R DB L & X ViEIR 2 g4 3,
[HEREDORX (3, TEVF VY RADRX: B, AE% 88% (15/17) ]

figg e

VIBRARE R 1o 3 2 4 5 SRR I B 0 55 T AHEABR DG IR % b & ICFHEIR IR A3
VL Tw3, 2o o HHRABICE W, RIEEE I oo e XAl 2 2 &%
7l . BSHMER - THRARBRIN TV S, 00, YBRFHEAEEEERERE ([
Rtk 7 © OVNERIEYE) 1S3 2 25 SRR IEEHEIR R T H U | thoisB % H 3 2 VIR HE
KIEHEISE L FREOBEL VA v OSBRI NS,

7L, EEIEEAH T 2 BEORENRE L - 2B LS o R 7 L ik Bs o Wi
(TIE QL IEIERRRR 0 3 2 2 B EERE O G ICBE 3 2 I 1B I VIR A RER
FEEXTR L U CHEM X Nz BRI B T 2 BT OATH 5, F4 Y oHjiEkicEs T
LRI 1 clk. MEEEE 2 AT 2 KIEO TRIZ. AV /) TAhAV AFF D775
V. OTENEROBSICHEN, 5FU DAL 2 IZEEEEORR L LRER T % 2 & 2VR
I T3 (EFEFRYRAE : 7.03 22H vs.17.9 22 H, p=0.054), 7+ 7 v X 2> & DEIELHF
ZE2ICHNTH —KIBFICBT BN X270 EFEEMEIREB I AT S CEFEHIM
thufil 0 7.4 22 H vs.11.0 22 1. F%E% HR=0.7; 95% CI, 0.64-0.83), ¥ 7-. N9741 ik
DENNFANT 3 1B\ CHEEREE A 3 2 £ MIZ 2 WA O EH] & [FERIc—RiBEICE T 5
IFL LI i 3 FOLFOX ik D THRIER S /RE X T3 (HR=0.62, P=0.005), X
bic, MERERE LB 3 5 KR ICn 3 2 0 FEER A o Ffee2h iz, CAIRO 5% &
CAIRO2 RER DA IANT 4. VIRABERIGRE T4 23—k & L C i & 7= 5 1T AR
B 14 RER OO 4 B W THRRINTw3, Lo L, EREHELHT 5 EMIT%
NS DEME L FRIIARTH Y, EYRECIVEONLI A7 4 v FIIRERNT
H5LOWE6DDH D,

BIRABR O RIZ. 2EREVRIFR S —HOERMOATH Y, HEEFKICE W TRER
T3, EERERR, ROBINEE., KEEKEZHET2 X5 RIEEEREICHE Y IERE2ET
2 BF TN T YL RME - ROz e T v RARFMO TCZ LW EF X 5,

LAE XY UIBRARERGEIEIEIERE (FIRp: 7 & CVERIRRE) . fhoiinfs 26 3 2 VIR A HE
KIS G L Ak, 2B AREZE MR T 2, $72. IBEL Y X VY OERD fthofisfs
AT 2UIBRARERIGIE L RIRRICIT S C L 2R 2, 22 L., EREE*H T 55
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. BYPEEOBEISICRIELR B 5 (vulnerable) HE ., @G & & by (frail) BEDL S
. A REOMEIS T EEICHW ¢ 2 W ERDH B,

HH~DRE

VLA D FRYFR S O HEH I TRIEYIBRASRER I D P12 IZARBUC I VT 2 b © D IR
FICNT 2 AREITE MR TE 2 b O Tl JEERERICN 3 2 8 72 2 iGIRGFE 235K
3@ r\O h 6 o

MRER - ZFIC L7 RER

KH¥E (colorectal cancer), HZHHEFE (peritoneal carcinomatosis), 451t 7k (systemic
chemotherapy) # key word & L T PubMed(2000 F~) TR L 72 & & A 316 tE23hH &
Niz, ZOHhT, KIGEEEREEO 22N R E L 72 B0 EEEE O MR L <. 56 1T
FHEABR D BT 1 #. T FHEABR DA S NT 3 M. £2 5 A 2 BURITIE 2 2 80 L 72,

51 SRR

1. Kerscher AG, Chua TC, Gasser M, et al. Impact of peritoneal carcinomatosis in the
disease history of colorectal cancer management: a longitudinal experience of 2406 patients
over two decades. Br ] Cancer 2013; 108: 1432-39.

2. Razenberg LG, van Gestel YR, Lemmens VE, de Hingh IH, Creemers GJ.
Bevacizumab in Addition to Palliative Chemotherapy for Patients With Peritoneal
Carcinomatosis of Colorectal Origin: A Nationwide Population-Based Study. Clin
Colorectal Cancer. 2016 Jun;15(2):e41-6.

3. Franko J, Shi Q, Goldman CD, et al. Treatment of colorectal peritoneal
carcinomatosis with systemic chemotherapy: a pooled analysis of North Central Cancer
Treatment Group phase III trials N9741 and N9841. J Clin Oncol 2012; 30: 263-67.

4, Klaver YL, Simkens LH, Lemmens VE, et al. Outcomes of colorectal cancer
patients with peritoneal carcinomatosis treated with chemotherapy with and without
targeted therapy. Eur ] Surg Oncol 2012; 38: 617-23.

5. Franko J, Shi Q, Meyers JP, et al. Prognosis of patients with peritoneal metastatic
colorectal cancer given systemic therapy: an analysis of individual patient data from
prospective randomised trials from the Analysis and Research in Cancers of the Digestive
System (ARCAD) database. Lancet Oncol. 2016 Dec;17(12):1709-1719.

6. Franko J. Therapeutic efficacy of systemic therapy for colorectal peritoneal

carcinomatosis: Surgeon's perspective. Pleura Peritoneum. 2018.
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CQ 11. RimiEkE (Rkkk o Ic BRH:) i3 2 R ERREGRERY) ZikiE
T5H5?

AT —PFAV b
CQ11-1
[FIRFPE S U < IZ RO EERER N L, GRREY IEREPEARE TR L 25
CHESES 2, [HEEDMX t §v, TE¥F Y RDME:C, AEEK 88% (15/17) ]
CQ11-2
KM% D IEERF T B offite GEREY) MERENL AR Tb R\ & 255 e
By 2,
[HEAEDIR X 1§\, TETF VY ZDMX: B, AEFK 88% (15/17) ]

il

fig e
K < B 1) 2 JEHENAL %5 X, hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy (HIPEC),
early postoperative intraperitoneal chemotherapy (EPIC), and sequential postoperative
intraperitoneal chemotherapy (SPIC)® 3 DIiC KAl& 15 1), \»Iidh, cytoreductive
surgery (CRS)#& DIBIETH 2 FHA AT, HIPEC ic oW I HIEICFEMZE Y . AR
Tl EPIC, SPIC icDWwTih~R3,
EPIC ($@%, fifitk 4-6 HEMEIT X 05—/, SPIC i3flie¥io AR T S b, HiosAHAl
ELTIE SFUZFMRE L2V AV I NG, 7 v X 2 LaBRIZ D 723, CRS+
Gl L g (EPC&SPIC) & B L iRk % 7 v X LW L 72 W& R H 5 2), 20
W cld, CRS+HEMEAN{LAEEHE (5FU 550mg/m2 fEEE A & leucovorin (Isovorin)
30mg/m2 EIRFESFH EPIC % 1714, 4-5 EE <Rl 6 |1 (B4R [Fskic SPIC & L
THERE (n=24) )&, 2HHERREL LT FOLFOX6 % 12 44 74 CGEERM) T4k
728 (n=24) ZHEZL T3, #5813 MST=25 » H:18 # H (p=0.04) HEIC CRS+
MERE AL BB RIFCH o 72, L2 L 2 OEBRIBAEFIER A R ic Tk d -3
BROFERTIEFIE D V7, TET VAL VKW EF 2 5, £72 5FU & mitomycin C
ZMw7- EPIC % HIPEC & IR L, 5 FEFRPAR T, HILEFA D Loz w5 L
Fa AT T4 TGP 3), IF—PRET 4T RV PR —LRXT 4 ITENT
SPIC 28 HIPEC & » PERARTH oG d i oh 5 4)5) 2 225, EPIC £ SPIC & \»
> 72 JEREANEIE P 2285 1 R IE IR 10 L TR E B X 2 G I T e &
Wrxhs,
—7 . HIPEC ic EPIC % SPIC ##lAH b 2 7EDMET I N T B 5, KE, Z0HH
HIEER O N2 L A5 TH S 6) 7).
WINICE X FREOEENZR G R TN BRR CARBICE W TRBRZ I N TED
T, HRABRCcOE L 2R OEMHBEN D & 25 TH 2,
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MG T B DB 2k & L C o IEEN b 2AEkic 2w, Noura b (%
mitomycin C DGR T & L CoREREN L BERE OB RAEA S L CT\w 3 8)28, AEfl
Bobihnwr b xxr 74 7@t ch s, 7 v 2o illEcid, 5FU/LV OfEREAN &
FEEE A, 5FU/levamizole £k & LR L, Stage3 or TAFEFIICHERCTH - 72 ED H 2
9o L22L 1998 FEDWETH b, WL 72 2 RHAREN R 2BHECEBL T TH
FERERLET X2, ZoMhD T v X 2L TIL 5FU @ EPIC I X b A & i L. %
VR BT L7z DMED H 55 10), EFHM T Stage2 D AICHERILERE RO b
., Stage3 & &% 7= 2K Tld negative & fi R TH o 7z, Nordlinger & D5 MAHGER O
TlE 11), Stage2 d L < 1% Stage3 BEZ MR L LT, 5FU R— RO H U LR
(n=753) &ffitk 5FU DAL 7%k (EPIC) & L < IZARFIRAIAL Ak % 52 1 7=
. 5FU ~— 2 D& HLAREE 2T TIT - 72 (Z L2 1 n=415, n=235) & DLLIRICE
WS - AL D O SRR b h o Tz,
LLEo#iR2 & EEEFE T EN Ot GRSV BRENLARE IR CTH 5 L IZE
%3, Lo H T mitomycin C DEFENIEG DAL, RIFKGE S iz 535 1370 0,

HH~DE

Slal GREREY) IEREPLARE L. B icmsltcitb i Tw 2 IERENIREM LA RE
(HIPEC) cl~, T 7 v RIICHESE L & DR L 72 o 7243, HIPEC 23[R b 7z

MEEX TL2ATA R WAL TIZ, MRV Y A v, H5iER EO T RORMDTE 2 HEET

HBLBERD, Stk BRFERICECT, ZoFHEORF ZEATH S HAEE L

AbNd,

BRER - I L ZRER

Pubmed (2000 ££~) % F\>T [colorectal cancer| ¥ X U8 [intraperitoneal
chemotherapy | # ¥ —7—F& L7z& 25, 3540wty b L, ZoHH b EPIC
b L < E SPIC I DWW CTHig E 7z 32 i & fli L 72,

51 FH SR

1) Murono K, Kawai K, Hata K, Emoto S, Kaneko M, Sasaki K, Nishikawa T, Otani K,
Tanaka T, Nozawa H: Regimens of intraperitoneal chemotherapy for peritoneal
carcinomatosis from colorectal cancer. Anticancer Res. 2018 38(1): 15-22

2) Cashin PH, Mahteme H, Spang N, Syk I, Frodin JE, Torkzad M,Glimelius B and
Graf W: Cytoreductive surgery and intraperitoneal chemotherapy versus systemic

chemotherapy for colorectal peritoneal metastases: A randomised trial. Eur ] Cancer 2016

53:155-162
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3) Elias D, Benizri E, Di Pietrantonio D, Menegon P, Malka D and Raynard B:
Comparison of two kinds of intraperitoneal chemotherapy following complete cytoreductive
surgery of colorectal peritoneal carcinomatosis. Ann Surg Oncol 2007 14: 509-514
4) Cashin PH, Graf W, Nygren P and Mahteme H: Intraoperative hyperthermic
versus postoperative normothermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy for colonic peritoneal
carcinomatosis: a case-control study. Ann Oncol 2012 23: 647-652
5) Cashin PH, Graf W, Nygren P, Mahteme H: Cytoreductive surgery and
intraperitoneal chemotherapy for colorectal peritoneal carcinomatosis: prognosis and
treatment of recurrences in a cohort study. Eur ] Surg Oncol 2012 38: 509-515
6) Glehen O, Kwiatkowski F, Sugarbaker PH, Elias D, Levine EA, De Simone M,
Barone R, Yonemura Y, Cavaliere F, Quenet F, Gutman M, Tentes AA, Lorimier G,
Bernard JL, Bereder JM, Porcheron ], Gomez-Portilla A, Shen P, Deraco M, Rat P:
Cytoreductive surgery combined with perioperative intraperitoneal chemotherapy for the
management of peritoneal carcinomatosis from colorectal cancer: a multi-institutional study.
J Clin Oncol. 2004 22(16): 3284-92
7) Chua TC, Liauw W, Zhao J, Morris DL: Comparative analysis of perioperative
intraperitoneal chemotherapy regimen in appendiceal and colorectal peritoneal
carcinomatosis. Int | Clin Oncol. 2013 18(3): 439-46
8) Noura S, Ohue M, Shingai T, Kano S, Ohigashi H, Yano M, Ishikawa O, Takenaka
A, Murata K, Kameyama M: Effects of intraperitoneal chemotherapy with mitomycin C on
the prevention of peritoneal recurrence in colorectal cancer patients with positive peritoneal
lavage cytology findings. Ann Surg Oncol 2011 18:396-404
9) Scheithauer W, Kornek GV, Marczell A, Karner ], Salem G, Greiner R, Burger D,
Stoger F, Ritschel J, Kovats E, Vischer HM, Schneeweiss B, Depisch D: Combined
intravenous and intraperitoneal chemotherapy with fluorouracil+leucovorin vs
fluorouracil+levamisole for adjuvant therapy of resected colon carcinoma. Br ] Cancer 1998
77 1349-1354
10) Vaillant JC, Nordlinger B, Deuffic S, Arnaud JP, Pelissier E, Favre JP, Jaeck D,
Fourtanier G, Grandjean JP, Marre P, Letoublon C. Adjuvant intraperitoneal 5-fluorouracil
in high-risk colon cancer: a multicenter phase III trial. Ann Surg 2000 231 449-456
11) Nordlinger B, Rougier P, Arnaud JP, Debois M, Wils J, Ollier JC, Grobost O,
Lasser P, Wals J, Lacourt J, Seitz JF, Guimares dos Santos J, Bleiberg H, Mackiewickz R,
Conroy T, Bouché O, Morin T, Baila L, van Cutsem E, Bedenne L: Adjuvant regional
chemotherapy and systemic chemotherapy versus systemic chemotherapy alone in patients
with stage II-III colorectal cancer: a multicentre randomised controlled phase III trial.
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IFCBIC

IERE AR E (pseudomyxoma peritonei: PMP) [XEFIRZIIRRE & L CTIZIEMEN © —E 2
bARFRICE ) —REMEAITE T 2B TH 5, EFRe LTiE. Carr 51242083 2 it
FHIC infiltrative TV o HIEEEC L ER ~ DRI 23 % > T B "broad front invasion”
LMEEN BT, X HICEKOIEERICHE > THIR & & b ICIEIPEN IS IRES

% "redistribution phenomenon”IC X 2 & E kX ch 2 lEE L E 2 b T\ 5, (JEIE
WAHERE DT 1D\ T ARV ERIEHA DS AT RE 7 — i D IERERTE & 135272 5 ,)

FEREIR KNI PAMEIC 72 o T e\ ds, JEIFESEAL X R D) 90%., I A 7% & s T T
W5 FAMEE LTIZ100 I 1-2 ANICOREL 2HmPBEERTHY [2]. KM v
K LACABR D AR ITIE < | BRA e fiak 0> O GRS T & D b T 2 HEEHERE O FLfE
FTEE->TELT, BET TABICE W CIEEGRTRIEGET A F 74 v iz,

4 R e 0D 2 T D B T 7 s SRR SR IC 5 VT B IR BRI a2 b CET RS IT) & 9 48 oo el (i
HIEZIT - IERENEHED TH D . BRSO T 2 IGHEZ & TTPRICKE (G L TWw 5,
— XA IRFEERAL & LT IR IC 35 1T 2 JE AR R O 3= 72 2 A IR Y o
FAI[BICREE & LT 5 (WHO 5058 & OB AEME %5 F8) K S FE o Rk 1 o o sy
(mucinous appendiceal neoplasms) T®H b, U v o fiofth, L OB T KWL X
nal4l, FMREEAL, BAEEO WIS X REIE 05 E AR L U -COfiiE & €
DT E 5, BEERRRIEORKICZR Y 5 2 2 L bEtdianT w3, #hhr b oREN %
& LTid, 1995 4£1C Ronnet[5]28, MBI TH 2 peritoneal mucinous
carcinomatosis (PMCA), @B 7 MIAVERIE - SRAETEIC X 0 HERK % 17 IRIBREREE L F
AL, M348 7% < RIEOMHME CTH % disseminating peritoneal adenomucinosis
(DPAM), @ LRI 7 & I iED PMCA & DPAM Ol ff D RS % & 18
A, T3 PMCA L FItko EREE 2 H 3 528, Rk, B0l 23R 6e<dH 2 i
A4 > PMCA intermediate malignancy (PMCAim) @ 3 BEICH8EL 72, % D& 2003 i
Misdraji[6] 23(Dlow-grade appendiceal mucinous neoplasm(LAMN), (@mucinous
adenocarcinomas(MACAs), @discordant(3%)®D 3 #EIC/HHE L. 2006 £iCiE, Bradly[7]
23(Mmucinous carcinoma peritonei low grade (MCP-L) . @mucinous carcinoma peritonei
high grade (MCP-H) D 2 #RIC L T3, F72 2010 Ficix WHO[4] 2> 5 Dlow
grade, (2 high grade ® 2 D EEI W S iz,
WTHEClE, 2016 4E1C Peritoneal Surface Oncology Group International (PSOGI) [1]iC 35 \»
T, (Dacellular mucin, (2 low-grade mucinous carcinoma peritonei/DPAM, (3high-grade
mucinous carcinoma peritonei/PMCA, (@high-grade mucinous carcinoma peritonei with
signet ring cell/PMCA-S @ 4 533k OGN S Tz, i OMR TR EH O WD
PHEEROCREDPI RSB E EOTwd, L LA Z RET 2RIV o2 MED
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HYEF, 1) MBI A =2 PVERTBR L CHRFEGIAZ S 0 . [F UG T b HREE
KXo TEWMBELZEGAERDD L, 2) FBEOIENIC X » THEAIC heterogeneity
RO, FEAER CBEEECHBES RS 2 &, Ed» 5%  OFh o S %
IO eMREFLwEINT S,

22 OHIFH (ARSI - BN EIE) O FFMME & U CIRERHINCRRET L 223 170 v, IR
R D T2 23 NS 2> & BEIEN DR 3 1 2> & RIS D 72 0 Mg ic b s 7z )
—IROKEETETH 0 . %1 90% LA LA OB CHo b Twd Z &ic kY [8]. HEif&AT
R7e & IS FANRFIC 3\ CHESHINE & K & O F R R FES W 2 RN E F 2 5
N5, BEARICIERBIEN Y o BKI[31icit o 72 P pfEIC CRELINTw B 2 e
LS, T CIRERRA I ISR 2 iR LS 25T H 5 PCI 9] v b o205
%5, L LIEEOHPHZ IEMICHIE L T 22, BEROK 2 L ZA5TH 5,

BEIRFWNIC 13— A CT EP RO HEH I AT Y, HEOKERIET o R h 5
TR D BRENPEZILR L 72§08 A o1 [10]. T 726K, £& 2cm DA E o fiEE
7% b N RIEEED ARG ITENE DT L FEZ b T3 [11], & HIcHEEN ORGHT 1%
MEKETH & 8RN B 6 D %23, heterogenous TREEERE 23780 b N B 6
omental caking, SEEfifigs DR IC I T 5 scalloping FTRAR LN & H %\,

Z Ofth, MEEHEERRE IIEE» OIHRENTH YV FRARBETH Y, IMEL ZIEES K
Mo o —4g[12], MRI <13 T2 #F#CHEiES. T1#H#HCIHMEFES & LTt s h,
K b o FRBERSE 2SR = AT R < & 5 [13],

BB D LT, BITEARF CIIKER 7 Dtk < IS 2348 0 R LYIBR & 4 2 JlE Fofrik 23
— R L LTITON TV 5, ZDF4IT 5 4E/10 FE4FEIF 15.3~20%/0~8.3% & F
BAREMENR R INT B [14], AT THR 2 L 1990 FFLAFTE Tk, [FERICHE
F &R0 R STEBEEPTON T V223, 1990 4% 41T Sugarbaker 23 fEE K & FAi
(Cytoreductive surgery: CRS) 1l 2 CHERENIREME %% (Hyperthermic
intraperitoneal chemotherapy : HIPEC) #1795 Z &Ic X b, 5FEAFHEH 80%LL Lic/k 2
T e [15] &, BIE, Wb <3 ES R E T+ HIPEC ik s IEIE s RE I 1o 0 5 %
& AERHREE LMIED T b T 3[16],
Z DIREDTTEIE (*CC score(completeness of cytoreduction score)). FEREUIER % 17\ A
IREICTERIER (CCO) b L < ILFEAFIES 248 2.5mm i (CC1) 2L, Z kg
WICHID AKN % &8 7- BRI K % 42-43 *C o < 0.5-1.5 FFEER L&A L5 2 58U
RIS 5 2 & Th B[4, 2012 FICFER S 7z Chua b D 16 Hisk o ISR E FilF
+HIPEC % JafT L 72 I A R il 2B 2298 SEF| DT Tlx. %2 @ 5 /10 FAEFEKIT
74%/63% & RiF  RIATHAHE S Cwv 5 [16], RGEEITERELZ O, SHIIEE0E
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KEDFIER A E . MIER S NS & o 7223, JEFIOERBZXK 22y 2 —{L2fTH C
Lick ., APHERDET & BIRESE O, SPHRICE W TIEERRL Lo Tn 3
[16,17], 7272 L. AH <3 CRS+HIPEC DEMEIG I 7 < . —FR D BB C D A
DHEfTICE EE > T3,

LRI oW TiE, EERLEEE L &R L HREIC OV TIHE I T 5, ISR
Fi+HIPEC il 2 CTHfre 1~5 H HICIERENL L% 1T 9 early postoperative
intraperitoneal chemotherapy (EPIC) D #5434 \»[18], _EFE® Chua & O CIdIEEA A
g B 2298 JEFI D 668 i EPIC 23iE{T & LT\ 7223, EPIC ZEf3 5 Z & T4
BEPUCET 2 AlRelE B BT TR I N3, SRR T LZRTFL ik b
ed o 72[16], REALEEICH L TIE. £ 2% o85S LRSI S 3 25, high
grade HEEPRREIEICBI L Clx 2 O FEDH 2FEH O 221k > T 5[19], HAHK
mad— ML S DRPICHE T 2 b DD, FRrh~KLHIRD A DB E T,
Cytoreductive surgery (CRS)#& O 2B L FEREIC X ) PRIERATRE I N TV 5
T e h o, MEIRGREIE R R UIBRE D IR AH BN LR TR A A B RS 2 Z 8 L CIRIE
THRIEDREFLWEExLND, 2L, BELY A VORGHIITOhTELT, K
DBAFETITINEPANCHEC CTEH I NS Z &%\,

AECTIE, FVEBRTH 2 EEBEEIC O W, KBS v X 2R R I 5, =
ETVALRVIBIEFICZL Wb DD, ZIRIREICOWT I )= ANV I T AT a v &K
EL, VATRT A4 v 7L Ea—%fTw, REEEEZONIFME FIRE L CHEEZ
WRIE, T 5,

(2% 3]

1.Carr NJ, Cecil TD, Mohamed F, et al. (2016). A consensus for classification and
pathologicreporting of pseudomyxoma peritonei and associated appendiceal neoplasia: the
results of the Peritoneal Surface Oncology Group International (PSOGI) modified Delphi
process. Am | Surg Pathol40:14-26.

2. 28 A SRAG R/ TR A 7 18
https://www.mhlw.go.jp/stf/seisakunitsuite/bunya/kenkou_iryou/kenkou/gan/index.html

3. RIGHEWTTE 2 RIEEER D P BHIEE 9 Wi (2018) & HIRR, S
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4. Jacquet P, Sugarbaker PH. (1996) Current methodologies for clinical assessment of

patients with peritoneal carcinomatosis. ] Exp Clin Cancer Res15: 49-58.

5.Ronnett BM, Zahn CM, Kurman RJ, et al. (1995) Disseminated peritoneal
adenomucinosis and peritoneal mucinous carcinomatosis. A clinicopathologic analysis of
109 cases with emphasis on distinguishing pathologic features, site of origin, prognosis, and
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CQ1 : ERERBIE O BWT & X NBIRIERIND 720 Il 7 5 REZ H3E T 500 7

AT —HFAV
JE AR E D 2 B X WREEEIRD 7201 CT Mk 25 < #3432,
(DX My, TEF Y RADMX: C, 5E% 94% (16/17) )

NERE SR D2 I X AR EIR @ 72912 MRI #2558 < T 5,
(RO : 5, TvT7 vy 20 X:C, AEFE 88% (15/17) ]

HE B RE TR T D 2T 5 X UNEEEIN O 72 1 TELE SR 2 55 C HESE T %,
(o 55w, TEF Y RADEX: C, &45E%K 88% (15/17) )

JIE HEAE R RN oD VR B IS EIR O 7= o I S ~ — 7 —#i#x (CEA. CA19-9, CA125) #
55 < HESET 5,
[#BDMmE 58, TEF VY RADMX:C, 55X 88% (15/17) )

il

HE R KB WG TE D Z2 T 3 & ONIRIEFHEIN D 72 © I B NGt 1159 < #ESE 5 2
[HREDmX : 55\, TETFT VAL : C, A5FX 94% (16/17)]

gzt
HERE R iE  (pseudomyxoma peritonei: PMP) 3 T TR AR GIRETH 2 23(1), Y]
TrWihi e T IRE T (CRS) & MEREPNIREML 2L (HIPEC) 2MTbi =% ic 80%
U b 5 FEAFZWIFTE 5 (2), PMP 2R A v M ZJFEFRE O EIIZNT L WA DL
230 SRR CRINEZHITH 5, PMP OJFEFRHEIZIZ L A EARTEICHEL, DEBIT
YU 75 LI FFER R ERD D 5 JRFEW I D T 7 2 AHARIY (3RS A B oo Rl Pk i e 5
(mucinous appendiceal neoplasms: MANs) T» b, U v i@ REsfs OS5 13K >
(3)o HIERERAEIR CHAET BB D %\ 28 30%IRETH V. Z Dtz AEEPN I+
5% ) —IKYE o BN HE 5 Bz, I e & L IFFFRC©H 5 (1), HIEDGE IXRFE
~V=T | KEOGEIFINEEEG L L CRRINIGEED DR Ry, b OfEkSe
JRIEATED & N7z A 1T 1E PMP OTEfE % QUHICE & Wi 2w %,
PMP O ZWiici b A TN 2L CT Th 5, JRFFEH RED MANs D, K
WU ED NFIC X > CTHENESILEL T2 0235880 bt s, AL 2cm DL L3 E
B md 2t cH b (5), REEORBR IIEEOREMEL R ITHATH 5(6), MEHE
WOREITE I8 72 2 KT & L TIRZ o 256D H 528, HLAIRYIC 1T heterogenous
THREERSE DD b N 2 5E 3% v, Kil~DiRIHIC X % omental caking 7z & EH
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fif#s 25 < D AGEITE IC X B scalloping (FIRYI D R &) & MEEN 2 pr IR <5
%o
WS PR A 12 i > D IEREERICTH U . PMP OoZWcHER & TH %5, Que bl
B4 SR A WRGEE L. B L 7GR K o b o = o —Fg A& - FREE O
WHTRTH 2 L LT3, PMP ICKHEN =KD scalloping (%, KB IZE D O DFFEE
RV E WS FERTH 2 72(7),
MRI ¢ PMP (3 T2 5 & WA mES. TR CMEES & LTt s n s, Mt o
FREEREIE 12 PMP O EE L RFEIVATR CH 2 23, BEBEIRESC CT CRRx bk n T &
» Y. MRI o diffusion-weighted image (DWI) 2FHREELH 5 (8),
KGN FR A © R OHIC MANs I X 2R ot 220 2 56085 25, A
RZFTRICZ LWESED S W, L Las o HEMEICITFEIRE, &2 WIgEKHEOK
WHRZE DOFE DD 75 { T 2 & 55 (9), TR O RIS 12T 2 2 L e F L
v, KiCH oI PMP 0l %270 2 560% w2 L5 (3), LEHLENEE %
7= 8 NS (endoscopic ultrasound: EUS) 1€ X > CTHEHEN ICTATE 3~ 2 Rl e i
fEAT O X0 MBI n[gE L 7 V. £ 72 EUS 474 FIC fine needle aspiration Z1T\>, J&
HAPNCHEEZW 21T 5 2 L 0B RERIE S Tw 5 (10),
FDG-PET #3559 5 0 B HIZ I (6) ©° TR DERMLICH I TH - 72 (11) & D& H 7z
INTWw3B,
HE NSRS D IR HTIC B TIE PCL 23 b RKAIS N TW AR TH 5, CT FOfiHiHE
GBEEHWC PCIZEIM L <. flisho PCL & %47 o 723855 ©ld. AR IC X 2
PCIIFHRFIC/NGICHFIES 2 A % TSR C & 7\ T L X 2/ NaHTiicfia b 237w
LA HER & T %, Dineen 5 CT % V72 X 0 fli{#i 72 3Ffli (simplified
preoperative assessment for appendix tumor: SPAAT) %#EFXL TIE L T3, Z DFFfl
5 C IR & o FE AR IC BT % scalloping DT RIS 2 T, /MNEREIEDORHE 2 X b it
795 2 L X o TR 23RS 5 X 5 1ICHHAE L T 7/ NGV NG RIIR O FEifE I X - <
WARIEAR I 2 > TR T 2 LS IR A BFTRICRAaTDEALEZ DT 5 Z Lic k- T,
I DR C 130/ NGl X LR d o 2o/ NIBREIIE DIRZE Z ATRTICIE L < BHli5 2 Z & &2
AT (12), fiiATEERREIC L 2 PCIHREDHEALLNTEH Y, ffiho PCI 2T L
B9 2 C LA ME I N T 525, R Y IEPEN OERALIC & o TEKRFHT H 2 1308/ NGl
Thed Al ER T h w5 (13),
H{REZW 72 £1C X o T PMP OZW235EE T & R\t BRI ARE TE Zwa,
VIBR D W[ B 23 HIWT © & e Wi e LICEEIEPER ST ON 256535 5 (14, 15), Iversen
bick s &, WIS %5 A3 % Al CRS+HIPEC 0778 CRAIRM % 1T > 72 iEH] 0 -
B3 BRIE & 7 o 7z icxf L ¢, WANEPER 2 8 A L 7= &3 [FERICHTATIC CRS+HIPRC
DG & # 72 b N IAEH] D825 CRS+HIPEC % E{TTE b o725, £ DD 2/3 DIE
BT FAENEESTIC X o TREZRBANE % [BhEEC % 72 & i L T 5 (15),
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i~ —H — o Ccid CEA, CA19-9, CAIL25 2 UJRRAIREME-C TR MBI 2 2 LR &
nCHY, MEfcllE S5 C e n3¥F Lw(le, 17),

HH~DES
IE RS IE D 2 W (IMEZ X T nin\n, JREBOIREECTEE 2 IE L < FHli L. @Y7k
BEEREINT 2 2 L IZBEOFRIA FICORR S,

BRRERL - BFIC L2 K&
HERE AR W (pseudomyxoma peritonei) & i2Wi (diagnosis) #¥—7—F& L C
PubMed (2000 4f~) ZH V7B E2ITo7- L 25 841 CRkA i X 7z, mim & iff5e %
Rle Liex e 7 v 2ICIIERELS S, BIRHIZE. 28— MR L LT 15 SCRRZ BRI L .
Z Oftic BE & Bbh 3 BRSO SRk 2 2 B L 72,
51 SRR
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CQ2 : FERfR R I N L CIREFHT (debulking surgery) %3R3 220 ?

AT —hFAV}
SERMEYIER & M ENREVE AR IC X 2 REVIBROEICA 72\ b L < IZYIBRTRED
FEGNCN LT, FFEYIRR, Wl ER IR, KEUIER. MR P L —v R Eic X 3iETF
it (maximal tumor debulking : MPD) %175 & & %500 & TR T 2,

(RO 5w, TEF V20X C, AER 82% (14/17) ]

figea
TR Tl % 4 0 IR IR (serial debulking surgery) 13222 T TN T W 2IREETH %
. 5, 10 FEFRIIZNT 15.3~20%, 0~83% ¢ AR TH-7-mEI N T3
[1], I Tl GEMHEYIER (maximal tumor debulking : MPD) & R X v, Fin
PHEE 7R LI X ) mREFM ©H 2 e VIR & TP AR NIREV L2
(CRS+HIPEC) DA 7 Wi, /B d & OV IR IC 22 43 1 FE C A IR v b bk
D3R A BN U<, SRR & AR oIt R % HiicfTh i 5 [2,3],
Hkpyicix, FFEVIER (RBmYIERRE 2 1 BEEVIRR) . mlHEERVIER, KHEUIER %8R
INd, MPD %Zi&E R &2 21578\ X 9 BIEFICIZES ok - = -l Licky
DI CHEOMHZ Ko Tnd 2 eH% L, KT, VIR GkAANTLILMER) &k
22t H5(3]
MTD %fitifr#&id. 1 ~24F bz VIEREMB XU QOL oltE#HiffcE 2L anTE
b [4], #PEBUIK) 2 FERBEIRCTH o 2 LB I LT B ([5], E72. R ICEAL <
. RITEFIL 0~2.5%, 3FEB L5 FLEFRIT 34~66%, 15~39% L k&G I TWw»
51[3,5-7],
—[\[d MTD 28 serial debulking & © BN TW 2 23w ZFimo Rt d 28], —
BRI IE, IEFMAEVET L ICX VEESEEL &Y, MATHRBLEA TS 7%
B, GOHHER LWNFLEIEINT 2 L FE 2 b N T3 28, BB OMEYIERIZEFEZKGE
IEL I HED D 5(7,8],
= TFric B9 3 % Randomized Controlled Trial I3 FEE T, + AT T Vv ABH DD
FTiEav. LALAadso, s L CRIKEIZFFAES LR CTH 5, PMP 3%k
PRETH Y MICICE T 2 2 e h% <, HTe v 2 —CcoREI RTINS, k. HE
FilT & v RERINE L 7023, FifT o AaGbETH Y., REEICH CTHETAIRETH
%,

aull

HH~0fE
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EHIRELRR S L IR ASEEERE D 720 2 EVIFRSA ] ZfEFIc o L I E VIR I
BT DHB, KERECE KRR —FHAM (omental cake) 7z & D 7= & I FAfiY I 1
RSV, L7z o T, BBRob 3RO Nk cirbnd T EREE L\,

MERER - ZFIC L2 ZRER

MERE AR (pseudomyxoma peritonei), J8E T-fii (palliative and/or serial debulking
surgery) % F\»C PubMed (2000 ~) THE*fTo72L A, 4 ey b5,
7 v X u s KT v X 2L o & BERHERIL 2 < WIS EFIE D D 7 W BlLEEE
KOOI NT, 1 THREFIED L BIENTE 5 8, fwaiss 2 ], QOL icBdd 2
Wrge 1o, &5F 8 il o CRkAHhH & 7z,

51 SRR
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CQ3 : EEMRRE IC N L CREBEFN + REERREELAFE (CRS+HIPEC) %Z#iEd
557

AT —PFAV b
RICK C 13 IR R A 1 %) 3 2 SE IR VIR & BEFENIR BV Ak o IR IR & L CHEST
I, RIFABE MG S TEY . ToaRief LEMoERE-A T C & 25
-t & et T 2,

(DX : §iv, TEF VY RDBE:C, AHEEK 76% (13/17) ]

et
PMP x93 % i b A #hnipikix, BIEVIER (peritonectomy) %% 9 eI EVIER
(CRS) & ffiEEpiREMLE (HIPEC) offladbeELbhTWw3,
CRS+HIPEC (3% 8 KR E 2 H 3 3 mIRETFMCTH Y, MKkTlEev2—fLss2 e
IC X o TREFIO R A MY . FIiFROLENICHE: S AIHEDKT & RIFGE O [ 1234
HINTEHY, SPEEREL RoTw5([1,2] ,
HEREYIER 1% 1990 AR ICHR A H X 2172 Sugarbaker’s technique ICfEW{THIL 5 [3], Thb
b, BEIIERE A UIBR L. WA OIS U CREREIUIRE 32 < Lo X Y BRIIEEE  v)
PR35, BRRICiE, ORIEEEERREELIER. @ BRI, @& BRI (AL A
FYIBR (+ 4t cid FEml A E R IR . @RREYIER £ W + ARk R T IERRYIER. ©
/NHEYIER + R + BYIER. ©RFBEIBR. ORI FIERUIER <& 2 . ARALAT /7 UIBRAfT
AT L 25 PRI AN LA 2 &5 3 2. el EVIRIE o o FE 2 MG
bEdZLickh, WIRMICTERYIFR (CCO) b L < I3FERFESESS 2.5mm A
(CC1) iIcg3ztERINS[4],
WHIRIIAREVIFR W EE & 2 2 & 0 2 FERNE. /MEEs X VNERIE~ O RBER 23580 d D
BPREMTH 5[5-7], Z0EHEI1E. EWHEYIFR (maximal tumor debulking) 2%@R X
ns,
SERTREYIRERIC, BRERIICPISAAAS 2.5mm D X OfflikE cRlET 2L I3 N3
HIPEC % ffH3 2 2 & T, BAMEERIESUIER%Z X%, HIPEC X coliseum technique % [
WIEEEZFI Y B, Bt ARl % 41-43 *COIRE T 30-90 rfik x4 5, L2 L. HIPEC
IS 2 3R e G 8, MfTRMICE L Tids%  ofiE 8 d v, AL xh T
T, A P24V CHLLEAFVIY FI7F 2 IO E L-ASEAZHNONS
T en%wnp, RIABICE L Tl iIcEE R E XD %20 72[8],
CRS+HIPEC DiRER#EICB L TiZ, Moran & (3 1000 5l PMP ixf L T2l E Uik
1% 73.8% TEM X 1, MIRILTHEIT 0.8%, 7L — F IUI/IVEHHEIX 15.2% T, 34, 5
. 10 FEOLEFRIIZENEFN 94.1%, 87.4%., 70.3% L& L7z [2], & oo, EE
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fEhEer:2s (PSOGI) %5 @ 2298 il D % fifigk 2 4 — FWFZETlx. iR TEIT 2%, 7L
— FII/IV &HHE X 24%. 10 FEAEFFRIX 63% & L z[1],

A TIE 2014 4F 11 A X 0 JeitEER (B) [HEREGREIRAE 1< 3 2 eI YIBRATIC 35 1)
bffithD~ 4 b ~A4 v v CIERENEG R UMiRD 7 v 4w v Z o VRN G o Of -
L UCHi % GABRIC X 2 Ltk L ARt i AHED b T b, BUICERITHKT
L. B RERI2S 5 AERGEE D 2022 48 2 AARRICEHli 2 413 TETH 5, CRS+HIPEC 1
EMEERTHTH 205, RO D 2 HEMD X v & —ClRHKM R 2ICifTcE, RIFARR
TEARAENG, L L, KB TRHARBEISHTDH Y, BERO D 2RO - EERE
BBIIC B W TOATONT VDR BRTH 5,

HH~DRS

CRS+HIPEC i & 2 0f@YIFR2MT Z VT RAF 2 iliii s laA £ 5, CRS+HIPEC 1ZRCK T
BEETITON T L TR TH 25, A TCRBLAEHICENTOAThbI T3,

AFICBNTHEHHE, v X —LIC X 2ERIOFRZM 2 Z L ICX Y, JRED X L 2R
BH & WRIEGEDO M LA EE N D,

MRER - ZFIC L7 RER

HE B R HEE (pseudomyxoma peritonei), JH&E T-ffi (cytoreductive surgery). 77 A= HEHN
AL L (hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy) % Fi\»C PubMed (2000 4£
~) THEREEITo72E 25, 323D e v b L, 7V XML X UIET v X 2 LD
ZERHBRER AR L Lo v 7 v RICFEEY T, ZEOEM DM b DA &
BRI LB D 5T, TEFE DL WS IEE D% A 10 % B0 3 M. T8 (1)

EFR (14 1996 4F) @I (2 ) 1BIS 253, HIPEC IcBi3 2 7 v & 2L & 35k
(1#) o, &k 8 oscikss it &z,

51 FH SR
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CQ4 : MR I N U CREEPHL AR GRREY Z #3855 02 7

AT —HFAV
HE M AR e (oo U CHEIEPM L R 21T 5 L 2K T %,
(o 55, TEF Y ROMX:D, 5% 71% (12/17) ]

st

NE R R (o ook L <t JE T (CRS) & IEREPIREME AR (HIPEC) o ff FIRE
DEEHER I if e L TR AN LN T w5, HIPEC I ik ic{Thbh % 25, CRS +
HIPEC FAlifIcHBE I Nz h T —T & FL—vRFIHL T, itk 1~5 HHICHKA % I
AT ICHEENFE 53 % early postoperative intraperitoneal chemotherapy (EPIC) B3 %
WEDH 5, EPIC Of|mie L Tid, CRS E# CERAESE S R/NNRICKR > Tw3 & 2ok
Hciz bl fiiIchERENCE C 2 BIGIBRAT T3 5 Bl EY A IEREN I —12 5
L, kD7 4 7Y Y& IC X 2oz KR cE 2 2 enbiFons 1),
2298 % @ PMP BH & &1 % ik iz /7 tRAYHTSE Tk, CRS+HIPEC ffif2IC 668 4 D HEF# iC
EPIC 23itifT X uC\ 7z, EPIC ZiBhN$ % 2 & TRAFINET 5 el A Bfigi ©
IRENTDS, SEBMBHT TR LT 21375 hd o7 2), FEEIC PMP ICHd 3
CRS + HIPEC offitgF-#ic, 5-FU i X % EPIC %8hN L 7= Btk o $ /7 1A% < 13,
HEIEP LR 2 BN L 72 B O AP S BRI RIFCTH o 72 (N3 — F 1 0.30, 95%fF
FEIX[ 0.12-0.74; p = 0.009)3), F7-. CRS D#JGIC 7 & 72\ PMP ot L A ic fE e
L2 % AT - 72565 2 BRI S X 7z 4), WIlEl o PSS ™ HIPEC ftifT i i IRJE N
T RAR—FEEEL, 6-8 Y4 7 Vo AR o BEENALHERE & E1T L 72
& T A, 2T % oEE T 22 4 C CRS+HIPEC %179 Z & ASA[REIC 72 - 72,

CRS+HIPEC /il 2 TR IEREMNAL ERE 21T S S L Id BT v RICZ L »Was, B
BAE D S N B AReE IS S hvCw b, BlkTid, PMP ofREE, 2 EIREE, 1RJEIC
X BAERER OB T, FiMio V) 27| ik COBRBER R &2 RAMITHIBT L, @5
AT 2B D D, b, R TIEIEERREIE NS 2 B AEOEGE wi s
25 HEICHE N THOREEICZ A L T,

aul

HH~DS

SR kGRS 1o 0t 3 3 CRS+HIPEC OZhBIC O WTH S { DIRENR D 3 —F T, FERAT
DIEREPI LR E IC D W T DO 134 7 v, CRS+HIPEC WKk TlI3fE#HERE & I Tk
D . 5113 CRS+HIPEC i 33 21 CHEVENAL AL ORI R 2 BEE L T B ER D
5 o

BRFRER - ZHIC L ZRER
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IERE AR E (pseudomyxoma peritonei), FEMEPN{L &% (intraperitoneal
chemotherapy) % ¥ —7 — F & L C PubMed (2000 :~) THRE%ITo7z, 474 FH e
v b L7, RPEFFBEVIER (cytoreductive surgery: CRS) & BN IR AL K
(hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy) ICBHE L 72Xk TH v . IEHERL AL
MOUCERE L7 7 v X 2t X OIE T v X 2 b ofia & MR Z IR Ile Lz e 7 v R
FEREL 722> o 72,

51 FH SRR
1.Soucisse ML, Liauw W, Hicks G, et al. (2019) Early postoperative intraperitoneal
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review and critical analysis. Pleura Peritoneum4:20190007.

2.Chua TC, Moran BJ, Sugarbaker PH, et al. (2012) Early- and long-term outcome data of
patients with pseudomyxoma peritonei from appendiceal origin treated by a strategy of
cytoreductive surgery and hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy. J Clin
Oncol30:2449-56.

3.Huang Y, Alzahrani NA, Liauw W, et al. (2017) Early Postoperative Intraperitoneal
Chemotherapy for Low-Grade Appendiceal Mucinous Neoplasms with Pseudomyxoma

Peritonei: Is it Beneficial? Ann Surg Oncol24:176-83.
4 Prabhu A, Brandl A, Wakama S, et al. (2020) Neoadjuvant Intraperitoneal Chemotherapy

in Patients with Pseudomyxoma Peritonei-A Novel Treatment Approach. Cancers
(Basel)12:2212.
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CQ5 : YIBRAREETHAMBIRM IR ICN L TR L ARE 2 RS 557

AT —FAV T
YIBRAREHES T PRI AR IR 1IN L TRRAIINEERE 2 S0 -2 gLk 2175 T & 21
H94 5%, [{HROBRX v, TTF Vv ROMX:C, =X 94% (16/17) ]

figea

CIBRA REAMET T P MBS (R R I 1 nf 3 2 BB AR 2 e ik ic o v T il 2 3R 13
7 <L B IMTAHBER TS S LT Zawv, HIERBERZ 23 7 W B3 %\ T & 2 bIiniER)
HRHEPEE L <. IEFERSRIED FIC b low grade PMP, high grade PMP &\ o 72572 %
2L 2 Lo, BRFEEBROMIICH EEL2E T 2,

R Z AR L LC2 2O ERMEINT VS, =4 F=A v by xe vk
Ik %40 AExGE L2 THEE T, 38% D EFH IR b L  IZRADRE
BRoNT=Z e h o, ALEEREOFERMEATR I N TS (1), BIEBRMHIEA 17 »
AL 1A 84%, 2 4K 61%, MHUEAFNRIC O wWTdE# I Ty, &
OEE T, MR & L T disseminated peritoneal adenomutinosis (DPAM), peritoneal
mucinous carcinomatous (PMCA), PMCA with intermediate or discordant geatures
(PMCA-I/D) ® 3 0D Ru 3 EMAGALNRTH o7z, Ki, Ay xEevlvsn
7 4+ A7 7 I FOPFREE % 23 N CRifi L 72w % B3 5 % (2), EEFHliEH (3 g3
EAGFHIME . BRI IEDS 22.4 » A, SEHEEAFRITRREIZ 95 » He@mE TN
TWw5, NREZOMMIX 22 A28 low grade PMP, 1 A 73 high grade PMP T& - 7=,
%A & OBIRIHFRMERIHR S Tld. KIB2A L HER. 5-FU, ARy ZEVEWnozT v
fbe ) IV VML, 202 X—RIC, AFFVTIF7FV AV THYPRAVR
~ 7L OFERE (3-6)3 b 7r o T 5, MEREEEEIRT i 8-13.2 » A, &FF
WM Yl 26.2-27.9 » HTH o 7z, Z Dfth, KEREZRIEZ & T REEEES & L

T, 7vbe ) IV VHEMEECA XYY T T F A4 Y 2 T h v offRELREOR RS
WMEINTEY (7)), "NV X2 T % LfEdd 2 & & CREEARFRN., 2EFETMogeE
PREBENTNS(8,9),

PSOGI/EURACAN clinical practice guidelines for diagnosis and treatment Ti%, low grade
PMP iZhf L€, =7 v AL ~_Lh low TF < HE3E 3 % (weak positive), high grade PMP
(FIBRMIEER D 2/ Licrrbod) XL TiE. T 85 v AL L2 moderate T5
{ HERES 2 (weak positive) & XT3 (10), 7, A CIZAEBEBREEICR L Thins

AR DLRGHEG L 75\

HH~DRE
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HERE R R 1O LTy BRRSURIC X B AFHEIR RO R T 1 % o AL EREE DR MG
b WIEG O, BN X SERZEE T 2 20 DMAS S EE 8D, £
oy RS RE IR D PRI 4 1ot L TR 2 R I =PI AAI D o 2 L 26 Rk 721k
FREED PV LT OEES BRI NS 2 LI NG,

BERER - &I L KER

HERE AR E  (pseudomyxoma peritonei), {7 (chemotherapy) % Fi\»C PubMed
(2000 F~) THEEfTo7zE A, 581F2e v b Lz, 7V X LMLBRUIET v X 4

LD HiF % BRI 72 <. B &IE7 v X 2 ftadlii e LC2filomERINTEHY, &

21 & QBRI CIEFIER S 23, 6 SCHkAl T 7z, Z D, MR R RUE 3t e 57 o

—HE LTEHE TN TV EBIEMIE L RO 7=,

51 SRR
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CQ6 : EIRFARIIRRIBRG i L CREBI & B L ERE 2 S5 5 52 7

AT —HFAV

S A AR 23 (AU it 23 A /N BB 23 A D35 A1 1. R RE I i b Bl i ok L < ol
B L RERIRET 2,

(fEomm 55\, T¥F v R0 D, 5% 88% (15/17) ]

il

figEa
1985 2> 5 2006 4 F T National Cancer Data Base (NCBD) X b . H1#8% 11,871 #ic
B e cid 1, MRS mucinous (50.3%) , non-mucinous (40.5%) , signet-ring cell
(9.2%) 2E&EEFNT Wiz, Stage -1 © 5 FAFEIAGITZNZ N, 74.9%., 63.2%.
51.1% CTH - 7253, LERMNTIC I W CTHIBNMELEE D FMEIE mucinous type, non-
mucinous type TZNZ NHE R THRREIFRTTH -7z [HR0.78 (95%CI 0.68-0.89;
p=0.0002) . HR 0.83 (95%CI 0.74-0.94;p=0.002) ], —/7. Stage IV fEflTix. K1k
B 2 HIBRAATIE IS B3 W C D AL B LA A D EFIERR P TRE I NG Z &b, Tk
B LR OB R S AR IC X o TEA 2 A[ReES R I T3, Kolla Hix, 103 4l
O HHEPPEORETIC B VT, @ LBR A Tk, ITERMPLAREO RO FRIC X Y
FEHICEZRD D272 d DD, F~ECRRRYE B X CHIBRMIIRE <X, iremibibs:
BEEEL R TFREFCH o7 EMEL T 5 2,
LAEX Y. BN aR— Ml o ORIWICH £ 2 b 0D, FricH~ KL A
DHEICIE, CRS ROMIEMBI S L EEREIC L) PRIERATRRINTNE T Lh b,
G s R R AT I Bt O A B L E R 1359 C HERE XA g (B Snb, 7L,
BEL Y XA VORI fThbhTE b3, KEBAICECCT7ALAr YY) IV Y, AFH3Y
T IF VRINERICHE LT Y 2 XN, ANKRTTF VERERING, hE, B
Rl TIIAFIC BT 0D 72 P03 A S SRR R IE IO LIEIGZ A L Tuel,

BHH A~ S

MR K R T VI BRI~ D i B L Pk 1k, W Tl e T v AR Z L WnwZ &
5. EWARESHIFE I N B IHEL VA v 2 H v CHimb % BERREBRIC X 283 - Bk
ETHb,

MEREER - ZFIC L 72 ZRER
HE Rk (pseudomyxoma peritonei) . ffiBi{t=/%i% (adjuvant chenotherapy) %
T PubMed (2000 4£~) THREZ{To7/72& A, 826Rey L, v XLt
OIE 7 v & LA OHiTm 2 EEARRBRFERZBMLE Lz v 7 v RT3 ERESE T, g
2k — Mgt L EFIFRE & LT 21 oSGk i & 7,
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1. Asare EA, Compton CC, Hanna NN, et al. (2016) The impact of stage, grade, and

mucinous histology on the efficacy of systemic chemotherapy in adenocarcinomas of the
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2. Kolla BC, Petersen A, Chengappa M, et al. (2020) Impact of adjuvant

chemotherapy on outcomes in appendiceal cancer. Cancer Med 9: 3400-6.
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CQ7 : EEPRIRIE © A 7 2 IRAER 2 HERR S h 5 0 ?

AT —hFAV L
REERRZ L C IR TR, REHRRE & R RS 2,
(HEEDME R\, TVF VY RDME:C, AEF 88% (15/17) ]

FERICH L ClI o8 AJETRICHE U 7o SEReit 2 il SR 5 5
(DX 3, TE7 v 2D C, AEFK 94% (16/17) ]

FR A% I U CREIR 2 4B 3 2 I O EVEE 21T 5 & & 25 & Tt 5,
(ORI 5, TEF VY RAORX: D, HE% 88% (15/17) ]

figea
HEFES P R v e R T4 (CRS) & MEREPIREME EE (HIPEC) I X o TIREA S L1
2856035 577 C, TRUIBRPNEERLE D% (. E-HHEOHED E\v, PMP (34,
D R LRI 22 1T X o TEIA RIS s O @EfESE 1 X Y #E. QOL DK
T REREOMT 72 &2 48 < A3, JRFEIA 51T R 3 O (R BRI AE oo Rh 1 Ha o id5;
(mucinous appendiceal neoplasms: MANs) 28% <. [ HK (T slow growing TH Y K
T o TRER DI 3BT 72 2 GG 3D 70 < T,
BEDO QOL %k bR ) DIFEFETH V. EREMND 7= 0 FEYFEEIT WHO o 27 v
77X —(1), BREHEREERO [BRAEROIEYERICET 274 K74 v ] 2)IcHE
> TIT 9,
R 2 IR 228 o0 BhH I X 2 BEERIE G (0t L I3 & FAfr (debulking surgery) 238 X
b, TRUIRICE DL ZWEFMNB TN 560 RIFAEm %13 CRS+HIPEC i b~
TARTH 205, MEAEIHEZD RS FMTD I LA E R #HVRLIETAIRETH %
TP OIEREIICIZRWFETH 5 (3, 4), MiBRZREETFM T b 756 O A AR
IHUET 3L OMERDH Y (), FWEFM 2K LMETL 25E1CE
CRS+HIPEC &}~ T 10 FAEFRIFIARTH 508, 5 FEFRILHON R L DRE D
#%(5),
NEIEN DRGIE DFRZATTEIR DN K Z K FE5F 2 28, HRAKCcH v BEICHFES
52 bz, B EREGE R Tl NEE 7R A D % v, BHIEIC X 2 REPRE I
JEIRSCGEICEHTH 225, MV RLRENLEICE I GEL% (., BE~O AT L
7m0, BENES 2 V7R bR L o B ERE ST 5, Kelly 513K S5mm OG5 |HE
A U 72 JERESE TRGRBR L 2 S L Tk 0 . 2SRRI chEfTrlaE <. Ui 2L ©
KRz brEvlge T, 2fERUGE. BAAE COMMIZHRiES3 » HTH o 72 L&
LTWw5(6),

aul
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W8 DPHZEIC K L T ALALFTERR N A4 ¥ 2, IREGDPHZEIC L TIRIREAT v b %
BEREE I NS, FrCE DPAZEIX PMP OM#ITIC X > TELR T, BFD QOL %
KEIREERF L 87 9 2. PAZEERNIS S R L 3 < AVEHWY 7 AL 23 TR 8 7 3555 2370 75 <
72\, Berkovic & (7) IZBFEFAZEICH L CREHERST (33Gy % 22 #lIRE) 217w, E
WIREIR O GE % 15 5 NIz EF DG 21T > Tk Y, PMP T4 2EMEELE LTD
BB DO FIREEZ R L T\ 2, FRAIREUHIRIGEIC O W Cix, AL 2@, 5 0
BHEHIET 2 HN b HEFOWME D R dhTn58), mKNICIBEEZdGE T
Z R WA ITREIRRE S TD S (9),

HH~0E

ERIERICET 2 U5 v 2D 72 9113 QOL OFHli s KAl K TH 2 5. PMP 13
EETHBZLdH Y, PMP EFZFD QOL iIcfF aMatizc vE THaiciTbTE b
7. SBHOMETH 5,

WEER - FIC L “RER
MR E (pseudomyxoma peritonei) & &R (palliative) ¥ —7 —F & LT
PubMed (2000 F~) ZHWIHBEEZ{To72 L 2 A 47 k3 i X iz, wila 2 WF9e %
BiLE Lz e 7r v zici3fhEe 3, BN, a+&— M. EFEEG & LT 6 k%
L. 2ofcEREe BhnzE® 2 thaif L7,

51 Sk
LSRR, editor. 254 DA D O DFFI. 2 ed. HH: B HIAR 1996.

2. AR ERARMERE A F 7 4 v REAR, editor. 25 AR O HEYIFREICE S 5 7
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Pseudomyxoma peritonei. Eur J Surg Oncol38:962-8.

5.Jarvinen P, Jarvinen HJ, Lepistd A. (2010) Survival of patients with pseudomyxoma

peritonei treated by serial debulking. Colorectal Dis12:868-72.
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CQ 8 : KRB RIC KRN E L EC 7+ 0 —T v 7EZ#ET 2007

AT —HFXVEL

MEREE AR D 7 4+ 0 —T7 v FICDOWTEE o kR, KBEEFRIC 74w —T v
TERRET 5, 7272 LIRS low grade DY E X TPREIFCH Y . KIBFEOME L
DY —_A TV ZADBE RO 5 AR H 5,

[HEDIRE 55\, T T V2D : D AEFK 55 HESE 656%(11/17) (1 58 < H#E%E
35%(6/17)]

figg s
MENE R IEM H D 7 4 v — T v 77 iECRIREIC D W Tt L 72 1 7 < L IR RS IR
JE IS 2 B VIR D 5 FEAEFRD 65~87%, 5 FEMHFAFERL 56~78.3%TH Y
(1-9), #BHHRM MET I KIGE iR ICHE L T 3 ~ 6 » A I~ —7 — (CEA,
CA19-9, CA125), CT $721Z MRIICT7 +# B — XN T35 I & H%\,
AHAR I low grade D b DIFHEN FRIIRIFCTH Y, =4 7V ZAOHE %S &
5 A[ReMED B 5 —75C, high grade ® b D 1% 10 FEFED 34,8~40.1% & THEARTH
06,7, =<4 7 v 20[EEFEL T3, /. fiiHioEE~— /7 —25EfE. PCISfE
D PHRARKTLINTEY, 20X AEAICOEEY —~4 7 v 2 ZBINT 22, 8-
11),
M DFEFIERAL & U CIEIEFEFA 81.1~84.8% L i b % £ (5, 8), K\ Ol £ 7= 13 fafiEic
%, VY SHIEBEIENTH S, HREOHEE L CEICESE~—»—(12)% CT(13),
MRI IZ X 25HliZ1T9. %72, CT X b & MRI © 525N ~D ROl 23T v v &
TEWMEDL D 5(14), HROIMICOWTIZ PET oM O#HE D H % 45, 56 fEf &
BIDBORETH Y KD 72% & E L mnizo, SHBRIEFOEMBHETH % (15),
HR T colilohR{Ei: 25~26.3 » AT 3 ELUNICHEIET 5 2 L 2% 1729 (5,7,9,16)
Z ORI —_A 7 v AWM Z O ICRET 5, — T 6 M A THIET 2 EHIT
D 3~5% LAz o (7). itk 6 FHUMIIFIC 1B E T2 E -4 7V 2OMHE
ZWOLTRWEEZONS,
R R A2 RN % £ 2 7 K B AL B i AR TR MBS 12 D W C It O IR 2 R0 e o T2 &
T5HMEDRD 553(17-19), FEFIED DL 7+ a—=T v THEICOWTO5r et 23 e
EINTVARVOREIRTH 5, HEFILLEH - 72 & L TH AR 2SIEMEN I 72 X F
FIIDPR e T IMENRL >, — T TR BEREN IR DS o T il 2 &9 % & 5
~23% CHEZRD - T EMELRD Y (17 20-22), KGEOMBICHEL 727 0 —T v
THEEND, HREET ORI 2 FELUNES W E T 2HE D HE(20,21) | 10 LA E
RCHAELZEMDERE SN TE Y (17,20), R 7+ —7 v 7HRBL Cld—E&ED
RRED 7\,

185



BHH~DEE

MERE AR IERT e D 7 + v — 7 v 7t IR IC D W TRET L 728 1d 7Zr v, fHRRE I X
STTHRVPRESER L7720, B 7+v—7 v 77ECRIEICO W TEHABRICE L
7oA E OFHMEEALEFE LS,

BRER - SFIC L RER

MR E D 7 + 1 — 7 v 7122 T PubMed T [pseudomyxoma, follow up | IZ CHi
WL, 266 mOXABRE I N, THNODIRD 1 KRR T Y —= v 7 CREFIFRE % B
T36MOLEREREY, 2RA 27V —=v 7T 22 BHAA CQ k¥ 2 MR CHk & 7o 72,

ETHITHEE T, 748 =7 v 7RO THEMRET L728&E 137 <. 12 BIHE

ERREIN B D Ptk & SMERICH T 5 7 4+ v —T v 7THEICOWTOWME T, 4RI
BORETECOWTOWE, 6 RIZREMEREE DO 7 + 0 —7 v 71OV TOHET
HY, BIAEICT 8 —T v 7HECOO TR L 728& 13705 72,0
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FmWweFEZ b5, 72721, CRS+HIPEC A T DLRBHEIG 137 < . BB 2 fa% <t
ITINDRELD 5.
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BIRAA N 74 v Cid, S0 X0 WIREETIN R 03 2 IEEP L ARE D IHE 22 5 Y |
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