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- FEWRIEICIE, IR ERMEIZ B & LIomiBM b RE L, SEMSCIERARE RN 72 & & H Y
& LT UIBRAREMETT - FRIERIBIE S0+ D MIFRIE D 6 %

RO ERRO VD A AL, EGK T GEITE, M, FUEREAL, A === L)
MOEIFFSNDRIZT TR, BRNT (BEHER, QL, mRa X Mel) , E8EK
¥ (Fin, OHARE, MESNDRIERICH T 2084, 1BIREMRR L) 5B LT, 42
EMEERE ERENLEE L EC—HICIRE T #ZRE T 5 (shared decision

making ™ ) .

- RELOLRIRZH & LT, KRIBEICKT 2803586 H LTV D EEAREIRERIC 2 354
TLLTDOL DR H 5,
AR EE © fluorouracil (5-FU) , 5-FU+levofolinate calcium (1-LV) , tegafur
uracil (UFT), tegafur gimeracil oteracil potassium(S=1), UFT+calcium folinate
(LV) , capecitabine (Cape), irinotecan hydrochloride hydrate (IRI), oxaliplatin
(0X) , trifluridine/tipiracil hydrochloride (FTD/TPI) 7% &
S IERITEREEE .« bevacizumab (BEV) , ramucirumab (RAM) , aflibercept beta (AFL) ,
cetuximab (CET) , panitumumab (PANI) , regorafenib hydrate (REG) , encorafenib
(ENCO) , binimetinib (BINI) , entrectinib (ENTR) , larotrectinib (LARO) ,
trastuzumab (TRA), pertuzumab (PER)
T = v 7 IA > RFEEZK : pembrolizumab (Pembro) , nivolumab (Nivo) , ipilimumab
(Ipi)

1) fEBMEFRE

- R MBI SRIEL, RO BIBRDMTON IR EIERGIII 3 LT, MR Ll L P& 2 s
5 HET, WRICEmSID B EMFRIETH D,

1t s D J A
(1) RO GIBRAMToAL7-Stage MIKMHE (REMHIE - ELMHIER)
(2) A PHED HEIHE L T 5,
(3) Performance status (PS) »0~1 T 5,
(4) FEWEAERED RIZIL TV D,
(5) HEERINEREIHE (RIYE, HERRRLE) D,
- Stage MUKRGREICIE, e miBh b RIENHERE S D, (CQ 6)
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- HEY R BEStage TRIPEICIE, Rt FRIEOEICE BT 5, (CQ 7)
- EENE TOWISIT OV TIZCQ 8 B,

- 15 WREERS BOIBR B ~ OB L FHIE DTN IZ DOV TIE, CQ 21, 0Q 22 B,

- JET SR B ERERT O A A~ — I — IOV TIE, CQ 9 B,

LAy (CQ 15)
BEAR BB IC B W TE AR/ R S, AR CRERZE & U T rTRE R I iZ B bs s L
VANILUTDOLERBY TH D,

oxaliplatin (0X) FFHEE CAPOX
FOLFOX
7 ofbe Y 2 U (FP) HUMERE capecitabine (Cape)
5-FU+ /-LV
UFT+LV
S-1
B 51

KGHIEe WA ZIFAIE T 5,

a Ak

1
2

A LRI, I8 WMEE TICBtAT 5 Z EMEE LUy,

Stage NIfEAGHE & &f5 L L7-0X OFAEEIE, FCKTHEESN7=3 DDORCT 12T, 5-FU+
LV LR THERFRMGB KO TREEDRIERIN? Zenbitsng
(HESZEEL) . —J57, UFT+LV 38X Cape 1F5-FU+ [-LV (x4 B L MR ENY , S-
1 1FURT+LV 1233 2IEB R ST DY (HEREE 2) , — T, S-1 @ Cape (Z%f
T AL RSN oY o (CQ 6)

Stage MIAEMGNE 2 %t & LIk 7 3iEIc BT 5, oX JFAEOR 5], K
FLORCT (ACHIEVE #ER) A &T06 DORCT OO TS -, 3 H HABE5EIT,
ERGTIE6 I ABGRHCH T D IELHENRE N2 o724 (IDEA collaboration) 9,
CAPOX #5411 CiE, FFICHIIEY 27 BBV T6 B A GRE & [FIFLE O &M 2h 5
Zm L7z, ACHIEVE #ERCH, 3 WARGH L6 7 AKGHO3 FEHAFRIXFERE
T 72" o MRS EDRIBIS ARG TAEREICD -2 . (0Q 6)
BRI 2 x5 & Lizupfront surgeryf® OHIBLFHIEIL, #ilfE & X T=EeT AN
VIS DO, FUESORITHENE L RE RN EEBXLNDLZ L0 b, Ml
DTZET Y AHLBEIC L TEmT 5,  (CQ6)

Stage I A 2 X5 & LT fir i b AT, UFT Bl G (1 4R 13RIl
Hifh &l R CTH BRI IHI D RIIAFLDORCT TRENRD 72, UFT/LV FEEDRIH
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1

TP TIL,  TORZE, AL - 2, (R E - KR, 208 YU o SETE R 2 AR
WOWT N AN E Y A7 Dstage T EEIZX LT, UFT/LVIC X 2fifitg (b7
WEEIL, FIRHEI L D SAEFRENEOATRREN R SN (CQ 7)

Stage II/IIREMGIE 2 x5 & L7l miBi b ieikic VT, 5-FU+ -LV IZIRIZPFH L

EHAED ERESHFITTENTE O, IR OFFFIFHER SN, HFEEEEDO A
PELRENTRE LT, O EMEEIEOIRITHESE S,

RIS BRI OIERG 4 x5 & Lol b Pk O ITe VTV D, FIERBIE R kR
B %55 & Ui b k28 €, UFT+HLY 38 L OFOLFOX (X R4 M & e~ T

BRI R BAFRORCT TRENFZO D | Lasl, WTFho LY x o P
M & bR U AFHIM O RN FII R R o7, (CQ21, €Q 22)

Stage II/MIfSEME & X5 L LBERRBROD X 2 7 U v AZBWT, ARASERB IO
BRAF 75 5% (MSS) X7 % U A 27 K+, MSI-H/dWR [ZFFEIK) A7 KNFTH D Z & 2H
HINTNBHIY | FEiz, MSI-H/AWR FEF]TIXFP BAMFEDFMIENRZ L2 L3
HENTEY, HEEISNRNSW - —T5 KRASIE RS0 BRAF 78 BOATHE |2 5 < i Ainh
{LZFIRIE D T2 L 2 A IR O [ MPEIZ DWW TIIBIRRIC 72 > TV 7RV, KIBHEIC
9 2 MBI FIVERT D RAS/BRAF 1948, I A~ v FIEMEHREXRIE MSI/MMR) AR ILPRER
WHER->TND,

shared decision making (F:[EEIEFE) EygEH & BENIEFE LT, BEICE - T
BOEREORELZ TTICELIIa=Fr—a D7t AT, BESMBEROR
BERT, EROA T —A R arbr by, BEREICHZ Y BENTARICHE
PO, BEOMEBREZ L EERT D,

2) YIBRRREEETT - BRARGRII T 5 RYRIE

o IR E FEE L72WIGA, GIBRREE &I S oA T - BRI O EAF IR
il (MST : median survival time) ITKI8 W H LHEINTWAD 9, FiEDOIY)
FIEOHEHRIZE > TMSTIL 30 » AZ#i 2 5 F CHEE L TE72 199 %) W TRE
BT - LITEELVRILTH B,

o WL D B EIINEROMEST A BIE S, TR EIERT hr— LT 2L TH
DN, MFENZE L, BEBREMNEEOR SIS EIE, BEXE ORI 5GE
L b,

o PSO~2DBEERGL LT ¥ IMUHEGERO A X7 F 1) L 2ITBWT, FY
FEIETE TP IR 2 AV 22 WD ERRTE (BSC) BEL Y A EICAEFHMNERET 5 2
EIRENTND Y,
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L OWIG & 725 (Fit) BF LI1X, 2FIREN R T, HoEEK
BRI T, BEEROMPREN R, —IRIGED 0X, IRI R4 FARHY
TRBEROPFARIEIC T 2 2RISR 22, RSN BETHD
(—KIERD T ZRET HEEDO T v 225 M),

WL DI IIEN & % (vulnerable) F L 1X, SHIRAES, =2
BastRE, DHFRAR EDTD, —IRIRED 0X, IRI 05 TEEHEHRIED
OFREIEICRTT 2 AR RER D S, s sEBETHD (—KIA
WMOFEHEZRET HEO T n 2 E2 5 M),

EPREOMIG & 72 720y (frail) BF L1, EFRELPRRE, £72013
FERFIERES R TN TR, EERIFREER T 272802, K
WL OBEIS N 2N E T SN D BETH D (—RIBEDHH AR ET 5
BEp a2 EBH),

o EWPFRVEDNE L ATRE & fIT S AL D BE TR LT, —RIBHBRLERTIC RAS
(KRAS/NRAS) BABTIRAE, BRAPUBIR TR, MSI/MR BREZFEMT 5, 7272
L, AT T TIZZN O OREMK R L T L5613F DR R 225
Mz,

o CET, PANIL X RAS (KRAS/NRAS) EARFBFARD B O HEIL S LD,

e Pembro LI A~ v FEMERERE XA (High-frequency Microsatellite
instability [MSI-H]/Mismatch repair deficient [dMMR]), = 7-I3MESHE(nT4
WENEVY (Tumor mutation burden-High [TMB-H]HEFZHIZD AL S5, Nivo,
Ipi (X MSI-H/dMMR @ 32D it S5,

o ENCO, BINI X BRAF"EARA-ZEEEGAEE] D BF I OB I S D,

e PER, TRA IX HER2 [t D BBFIZ DA )IG S 4L D,

o ENTR, LARO T NTRK AR TBEED BFIZO AR S b,

(1) BN TG R ERORE TH L Z LR s T\ 5,

(2) IR RE L 2T STV D,

(3) @ IRAERC, THEIERE, B R OMARBOA I LV EYFRIEDOWEISH & 5 (fit),
F I TIEWRRE OIS O & 5 (vulnerable) LTS5 (KIEHI OB CEE
ZM),
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FREBROT S ERET DT 2+ X

HRRISNAL DA UANDBRZERT LI ZEHARETH D, HIESN DL I AL 25T
BIRA[EER L 2 A 1T,
WTHERATRER LU A Y| OIEA SR

A RBRIZ I W TAH A RSN TR Y, ofRZE S L THE

FYBVEDBEIG I &I KR

BEERD
(Fit)

|

RREN'H D
(Vulnerable [Vul])

G ETRS TR
(Frail)

MSI/MMR, RAS (KRAS/NRAS), BRAFVEE L FIRE

SR |

non MSI-HdMMR

MSI-H/dMMR

l

Fit/\Vul: Pembro

RAS/BRAFEFAERY

RE753 AR 2

RASZESREL

el

BRAFZERT

I

Fit: Doublet™ or Triplet“ + BEV

Vul: IwALEU S22 5+BEV'S

Fit: Doublet™ or Triplet“ + BEV

Pl

Fit: FOLFOX or FOLFIRI + CET or PANI

Vul: IwALEY > 5+BEV'S
CET or PANI

Vul: IwAEEU S22 '5+BEV'S

k=Gl

Fit: Doublet™ or Triplet* + BEV

Vul: IwAEEYU S 5+BEV'S

Pembro: pembrolizumab, BEV: bevacizumab, CET: cetuximab, PANI: panitumumab

*1 : HER2 B2 AbE TEMT 22 bBEEND (2 A FOEER)

%2 1 G LR AL O LA & VX NATRERS, SRAERE, B, AL IXEM, AT, BRITHR
55 2 FR 3

%3 : Doublet : FOLFOX, CAPOX, SOX, FOLFIRT, S-1+IRI

%4 : Triplet : FOLFOXIRI

%5 7 okt V 2 P BFU+/-LV, UFT+LV, S-1, Cape

%6 : BEV OUFNHEIE S LD 28, IS & e HRWEAIE T (b I UV BMBEEEIT
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*1

<IRSEFE>

*1,5

<ERBF>

FOLFIRI
S-1+IRI + BEV

FTD/TPI + BEV

J—f

REG

CAPIRI

1,5

FOLFOX FOLFIRI
CAPOX

REG

FTD/TPI + BEV

]

SOX

REG

IRI *5

*1,5

REG

FTD/TPI + BEV ]—>[
FOLFIRI

FTD/TPI + BEV

)

,%2

FOLFOX

FTD/TPI + BEV

REG

CAPOX + BEV
SOX

REG

FTD/TPI + BEV

FOLFIRI

sa+Rl | *BEV

FTD/TPI + BEV

REG

FOLFOX +

REG FTD/TPI + BEV
<—GRE> <TRARFD> <EEFR> <IRGEF>
1
) T 1,5 *5
*1,%2,*3 FOLFIRI
S-1+IRI + BEV FTD/TPI + BEV REG
CAPIRI
FOLFOX +| CET L o5 4.5
PANI .
FOLFIRI  + gbl REG FTD/TPI + BEV ]

—

*1,

o

*1,*3 *1,*2

REG

*
o

( N\ ( A FTD/TPI + BEV
FOLFOX
FOLFIRI  +| CET  [—> CAPOX | +BEV
PANI SOX
& J & J REG

FTD/TPI + BEV

*
X
&

REG

*
o

I R ]

1,72 *3,%4
s FTD/TPI + BEV
CET
FOLFOXIRI + BEV PANI + IRI
|\
REG

FTD/TPI + BEV

*1,*3

5-FU+/-LV

<mRER>

Cape
UFT+LV
S-1

+ BEV

LRO—RERUBDTH SRELHIMTEND LA EERY D
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<—IREE> <ZIRER> <= RiaR> <IRSER> <ERBFR>

- *6
4 N\ ( _ N 2
PR T RO— AR EORD SRES SN SL UA S ERRT S
Pembro — KB TPembroZEAUTLWRWMES(E, LD TIAEUEORB/EE S > TPembro, F/z(dNivo, Ipi+NivoZENid D
*7
( 00E Y& (=275 (=1 \ (
BRAFVeOOE S (E F 2R R 51 ENCO+CET or ENCO+BINI+CET
N I ROSREBMUEORD SREL NSNS LS X S EER
RO REROIISEE T Lnoskam, SRRSREROBISAES ST 3
3 ) L ENCO+CET, Z/=(XENCO+BINI+CET %X/t d D )
*8
- N 8
HER2B5 14 PER +TRA
DA 5 il s . —_ _ - IRV . N —
LtEpNemoTLoER JUIEUSSY, OX, RIS - FRAIC, LRORARMMOBIEARES > TPER + TRAZENT S
ERS)
N J )
*6
N\ ( N\
TMB-HEZ % Pembro
st
fRoReRoTnoRE IVEEUSSS. OX. IRICHIS - REBIC, LROSRATRUEOREMERS A > CPembroZ £33
RS J/
*9
o N\ ( N\
NTRKECEBIRF I3 ENTR or LARO
.
AL B EROREREOREARS (> TENTR, $/2ZLAROERITS S
L 5 )L J

BEV: bevacizumab, RAM: ramucirumab, AFL aflibercept beta, CET: cetuximab, PANI:
panitumumab, REG: regorafenib, FTD/TPI: trifluridine/tipiracil hydrochloride,
Pembro: pembrolizumab, Nivo: nivolumab, Ipi: ipilimumab, ENCO: encorafenib, BINI:

binimetinib, ENTR: entrectinib, LARO: larotrectinib, PER: pertuzumab, TRA:

trastuzumab
*1 : BEV, RAM, AFL, CET, PANI 7¢ & D4y FARAEHERO AN HELE SN A 23, His &2 57
LA b FEIE A 24T 5

%2 1 OX PFAMRIGAE AL & LT, MEFRRIE~OBITHEZEEIND (CQ26 25 H)
*3 : CET, PANI X RAS (KRAS/NRAS) BPAERIOIAZiIG (22 X v F@% S M)

%4 0 IRT At T2 AT IRL Z0F A2 0082E L

*5 : FTD/TPI+BEV, REG 22\ Tl 0Q22 % &M

*6 : Pembro (X MST-H/dMVR FG{HEf51, & 721% TMB-H BB O A3, Nivo, Ipi I MSI-H/dMMR
BatEplic o (2 A2 R @), 6, Q23 &)

*7 © ENCO, BINI |3 BRAF B R T RIGHEFIZ O A G (72 2 F@%EZ )

*8 : PER, TRA |Z HER2 [HEBNIC DAt (2 A > F®EBR)

*9 : ENTR, LARO (& NVIRK Rl G BAR FIEMEBIC O A S (2 22 FDEZ )

[—%ia] (CQ25 25 #)
« FOLFOX20:21.22) | BRY16.17.23)
- CAPOX*? +BEV*
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1 » SOX+BEV'®
2 « FOLFIRI?**?) +BEV'?
3 + S—1+IRI+BEV*®
4+ FOLFOX+CET/PANI'® %02 (2 X > @A Z M)
5 « FOLFIRI4CET/PANI* % (2 X v F@ % &)
6 « FOLFOXIRI®" +BEV!'S 323
7 « Infusional 5-FU+ /-LV**%) +BEV®6%7)
8 « Cape®® ) +BEV)
9 « UFT+LV* 4249 4 BEYy*)
10 * S-1+BEV®
11 « CET/PANT*®47:48)
12 - Pembro (=A@, CQ23 #ZBH) 9
13
14 [ ka9
15 (a) X ZEHTeL ¥ A AL « Riit& 72 072856
16 » FOLFIRI?» 4-BEV® 5
17 » CAPIRI +BEV®?
18 » FOLFIRT 4 RAM? 5
19 » FOLFIRI 4 AFL%
20 * S-1+1IRI® +BEV
21 « IRI®" +BEV®®
22 » FOLFIRI +CET/PANI®%&”
23 » CET/PANI + IRI®! 5
24 * Pembro®™® (2 A h@®), Q23 &)
25 «Nivo®  (z A h@), 0Q23 & HR)
26 « IpitNivo®™ (= x> h@), €Q23 ZZ& M)
27 - ENCO+CET®” (2 X ¥ h@% S H)
28 - ENCO+BINI+CET®? (=2 2> h@% &)
29 - ENTR® (22> h@DZZH)
30 - LARO® (2 A h@DZEZSR)
31 (b) IRI Z&Ee LT A IR « Rt & 22> 723854
32 » FOLFOX™ +BEV®% 7V
33 » CAPOX™ +BEV®"
34 - SOX+BEV
35 - FOLFOX+ CET/PANI
36 » Pembro® %Y (= X +@®), Q23 Z&MR)
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[«) NS IS NSO R A e = Nc e <IN e ) NS B~ NGO \C I =l e - B\ e N &) B SO\ =)

«Nivo® (z A2k

« IpitNivo®® (=t X

@), Q23 M)
» RO, CQ23 &)

« ENCO+CET?" (2 X v F@%EBIR)

- ENCO+BINI +CET®"
« ENTR® (= 2>k

(aA2 FDzZR)
DaB M)

- LARO® (X FNDEZMR)
(c) OX, IRI DM FAEET LA NIRIE « Rilit e 7o - 7-3538

- CET/PANI™ 4RI

B9 (0024 A5 R)

« FTD/TPI-BEV 18089 (0Q24 % Z:[R)
- FTD/TPI®*®  (CQ24 Z & M)

* REG™
« Pembro®® (= X
«Nivo® (X k

« IpitNivo®® (= X

VRO, ®, Q23 &)
@), CQ23 ZZ&MR)
> R®), Q23 M)

« ENCO+CET?" (2 X F@%ZR)

« ENCO+BINT -+ CET®”

(mA v F@DzZBR)

« PER+TRA #2878 (2 X > N % BHR)

« ENTR® (=X k

@DEZH)

« LARO® (a2 X FODZEZM)

[ =iaE L]
- CET/PANI™ ™ 4+ IRT

(0024 A B HR)

- FTD/TPT+BEV 1! 8089 (CQ24 A2 [R)
- FID/TPI®*®  (CQ24 Z& M)

* REG™
« Pembro® %Y (= %
«Nivo® (A >k

« IpitNivo®® (=t X

VRO, ®, 0Q23 Z&MR)
@), CQ23 ZZHR)
L R@), 023 #HMR)

- ENCO+CET?" (a2 AL F@%#ZR)
« ENCO+BINI+CET?” (= A > F@DZEBR)
« PER+TRA 28089 (= 2 o RB®ZEHMH)

« ENTR® (=X ok

QzzM)

« LARO®  (z AL FDEZH)

£1 FTD/TPI+BEV
FTD/TPI 35mg/m?/[H]

1 H2EMR 5 HAMR2 BIREZ 2 BV IRL, £0O% 2 BRE 4
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WfEICHEY KT BEV  bmg/kg §E 2 WARITHE D KT,

72 PER+TRA

PER #]a] 840mg/body FfHE, 2EEu%memw%&;mAWEwymﬁﬁ,2E5u
B 6mg/ke FinE 3 IR
iti,%RJM-T»ET»uL:ﬁ~E7»77mAﬁ%@@%ammm-WMg
30000U/body Fz FiE, 2 [ B LIS % 600mg » 600mg » 20000U/body FZ FiE 3 W4EITHR Y K

R

O BEFEM EOFE S

BHRENRARR, BRI R Ty, BERIMPRELE TS
(frail) B ILFRACITIEYBIEOBEIGN /20, T OBERNC XV, fEHEIRE
EZTHILFEHLVD, MOhOEMFLEE =TS 2 EIETES (vulnerable)
EHIWT SN DHAITIE, —RIBRE L T7 (LU X PUABEV OFR% L, 72137
ALY Y XU BUMRTE, HLEGFR HUARFE ML N BB S D, 7272 L, MST-H/dUMMR
DBFINIZY AT XX 7 4 v FOELE)IS Pembro NEE IND (—RIBHED H it
ERETHEOT 0 A 2B MH),

TBRERIICIE, PS, 281 ZuH A ) (KHE, HEIERR & OB IRFT R, Mg,

PRIRATFT R 72 & 2 s U, B G- A w] &l &4 5 5 258 O 7o 5 B 1T R O JEH %
EET D,

TRPFGEREIRE LTI, AT OIED, AR 5 R ORI A FEF R U4 st LT
W OO RIS 2T L it@aﬁa@&%%@#éo

TG 2= A& M0 KT IGERICIE, EEEOAHEFR CRIEMRES, RCKE, B8
K, T, &ﬁam,%E%%&BHQ%%?éOMET%Mﬁ%%ﬁ,%6mmﬁ
K& 72 5 ARk L ClElE 245,

B ERROFMICILA E FE45® G5B 1E (CTCAE[Common  Terminology Criteria
for Adverse Events];
http://www. jeog. jp/doctor/tool/CTCAEV5]_20210305_v24. 0. pdf) Z 5 Z & »
EFE LU,

TBFNRIE, CT, MRI 7 & Ouib) 72 B2 W4 WV CHIE T 2. BEEGHE/ DR DH
E & I% , RECIST(Response Evaluation Criteria In Solid Tumors;
http://www. jcog. jp/doctor/tool/RECISTv11] 20100810. pdf) A4 K Z A > %
HTEMEELW,

RECIST & L < IXERRAICIEEDRENRD DL oA (RIR), AEFRIC
K0 Bk N R EE L HIT SN D5 G ORI, B OIES 72 EO%RE121E, 1Rk %E
ik L, AIEECHIUIRIGR~OBAT 2 MET 2,
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@ RAS (KRAS/NRAS) &Arn¥-28 BITUIBRARERIGHE BE DK 500 ZF2D b, T b DR

A 5 BAEITKE L THLEGFR HLfR3E (CET, PANT) ORIERBHIFFTE NI LARES
NTW5D, SDICHRIETI, FREESESASLEM (M7, S IR, BB of
FAZKE U TE—KIBHRIC BT 251 EGFR HUADRR A @m0, B (BG, EATHE,
R TAERG) OBRFITHTDRIZZ LV ERMESINTND 9% LEN-> T, Y
VLD FERED FTREZL BT BV TR, —IKIAHEANC RAS (KRAS/NRAS) BAGFRE LTS
TR I D,

DNA 2 A~ v FEHE (MR) FEREXRFR (MSI-H/AWMR) 1%, GIBRARERERIGHEDK 4%Z58 D &
N5 O, YIBRARERIGE —KIGHRICE T D Pembro OARNE & 2L, 7 2MEE
111 FHERIRFRBR Cd 2 KEYNOTE-177 BRERCRGES L ¥, 7 ok E ) S v R 3K & 0X
F 7L IR K B RIGESEN B 2 IEBNZ %9 D Pembro, Nivo/IpitNivo DI & 224
M % FET v & 2LER 11 FRERR SR C & 5 KEYNOTE-164, Checkmate=142 3R CREA
Shpz o,

L7223 o THEWFHED IS B DRV BF IV TE, —RIBHEATIC MR BE6E KR
B&EZATO Z LR HERES LD (CQ23 22 ),

ARIBIZIBNT, BRAF A28 BITOIBR RN RE R 8 O 5%ICBd b, Zhbd
BEREGT 5 BB TEVFILEONRENZ L THRIBMBD TRETHD %,

BRAF" 38 A+ 25 E 5 ME @ B BR A B8 K I = YR WG 36 & O = RGBS BT 5
ENCO+CET, ENCO+BINTHCET A5 zhth & Z2athilX, 7 v & LMEE 111 FHEERKRRTH 5
BEACON Bk CHRGE S vz o7,

L 7228 o THPpFIE OB B O 22 WEBFIZIB WL, —RIGHRATS BRAF B
TREZIT) 2D HERRIND, Fo, BRAF; m%@ﬁi)/%r@ﬁ@ﬁ%@*
ELTHLAHTHY, WREEREBKIEZ A LY U TEMREN SIS BE TR L CHRIRE
BATH ZEMHEREIN D, 7035 BRAFCU BB TR O SEARH BRI OV TIE JSMO K
MABIRICE T 2 BE FRIEMRAED A & A5 5 a5,

(B HER2 BRI 1 XU EERIBIEERE D 2-3%2 388 B i, HL EGFR HUASED RN Z L

W ATRBIES A ST B 9199

HER2 5% D UIBR A GE RIEBETE B %32 PER+TRA OF N & Z2MITET & A
L5 11 FREGARFRER C & 2 TRIUMPH 35k CREAM S 7z 59 RBRBRCIix 7 vbe' ) S Vv,
0X, IRI 3 X O EGFR HLIRIRIZAE « ARiit & 72 o 72 RAS B An+ B A 7>> HER2 Bt D
BEDPXIG LIRS TEY, ZNLSNOBEITIT 2 HINE, BRMEITHR S LTV,
L2>L, fid U728 D HER2 BEtE KA CIEIPt EGRR FUARSE OB NZ L 2 & 3l &
NTWADZ &ENbD, Ht EGFR HUAIEOTERRIEN 22 W B 1Tk LT % PER+TRA JEEVEITHESE
INnb,

HER2 HR AL IZIRIRBRIAART OB Y] 72 % A 2 2 7 CHEMT 5 Z L BHER SN D2, HEEO
HONC X D ISR AR OB ORI Y OB ZBE L, —KIGHEBAAATIC MR #H7E
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IR RAS/BRAF B FRELEOECERT LI bR Y EEX D, £7o, HER2
BEDOaALNR=F B LT RN ZF ultraView /A7 =—HER2 (4B5) ] (IHC) 3

LN [RAE Y3 HER-2 DNA 7Yu—7% v b (FISH), [Guadant360° CDx 7%AiE/(m
TR BPERAFEETH 50, BFENRAY ) 5787 7 A VRRERIZ T HER2 iﬁéd@
ROOLNTGE S, TF A= bR HER2 G & HIWr L PER+TRA 225325 2
IEYEEZD,

RIFFEIZI1T 2 TMB-H D% <X A~ v FEBKEIEXRIELZ A LT Y, non MSI-H 7>
TMB-H 13 6% & HEE S D o7,

FRAETRIR I ARG « AR 72 TMB-H DEJERE XI5 Pembro DA M & ZaMlE, FET
& 2 11 ARG ER Td> 5 KEYNOTE-158 FRBR CREAT &7z 0, AskBRICIT AN 2
EENTE ST, TMB-H 2> non MSI-H OKEGHEIZxHT 5 Pembro A MM IXH & 2>C
F72 DS, BEVEIRIR I AN « ARt & 72 o 7RIS 3 C TMB-H 2 A3 54954121, Pembro
EIRPEPRE L LTEET A28 13%M B XD (CQ23 2#5H),

NTRK Gl B AL IO AR RE R I HE BB D 0. 21% (95%ZHEXIE 0. 16-0.28) IC#—DH BN
W INLOERERTHREETHRAR L ARERRESh TG 1,

NTRK Bl T8 AR 1B D R e % & Lo S e .2 %89 % ENTR, LARO DA 20 & 22T,
FaBEITTO 3 SDOEBIEFRS /11 RO T — 2 & > & AV CRHli S duiz 99,
ARFTIX NTRE A BAR Do L x=F 2 32Wi & LT FoundationOne® CDx 23MRER{ER I
nTnsg,
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EPAEIZENHDOD, pR HIERAREICEWVHR Th o7z, RFTHRERITEHRS O
Rz RN 22 DORBRIZIB W TINAHE S SR ERE CA BRIV R TH D, F58
FRiRAE, AEFRICB L CXmBHC 228D o 7212 | DR RIE L L CoO5-FU &
Capecitabine D7 & AMEHIGEER T, W& OHE L ZEMITIFETHDL I ENRS
Nz Fim, 7ok ) IV ACxT 50X O EREGRERE L2 T X 2L
RO 5 B3 SOMERTIIOX IAEFEFREHIMESEL05pCR FIE, RPTHl#E=, Afrs
ZRT D RRIREN T E0 ) 1 OORBR TITAFFLRIET R, pCR HIE, MRA
FREFEIC A S22, NOON HA RIA TEBAMES#IEL LT, 5 FUEiE
Cape HAIZHELE L T2,
(6) ML F g #R#: (chemoradiotherapy: CRT) (22 % IRWHEIG & L C a8 3P
1L 2 IRATEH AL AIA A2 Total Neoadjuvant Therapy (INT) DBR% 23Tk, IO
ITT FERBROFE RN HE STz, LovL, BEIEEL A IS TE LT, AHIC
BT oMM EHBROBE ©Z LW, ZEMESCHIMEICET 545 % OREEITNETH
%, (CQ 12)
(7) INATHAEEZIZERIRAITERZERN (cCR) DIERK SN A I IR 21T OISR 72 1R
7%??9#?1/1?5’9@@ (Non—Operative Management; NOM, *ﬁ*@ﬁ"]ﬁuéﬂ%‘%, Watch and Wait
FEE) IZOWTIE, BIRESCIFHEE S 2y, (CQ 13)

il FR

(1) FEIRE ORI, pT3LURETIL pNE7e E DO RFTHIE DR Y A 7 & 841 L TR
WIBZENTEXDEZETHD, MBIBEOXRST, #7F ORS8N &2 51k T
RN L, BBIKIOES LTI ST EE O EFRROBHEREHL D2 LT
bbH, Eiz, WERITEMOMEIIPRL 20, BERESHERR D2 THD,
(2) itk REHIIN% 6~8 £ CTICBHIAT 52 EMEE LUy,

(3) IRZIRHHIC X0 RETHIERRAD T 508, AFEROEEL L0 IRV EnREIN
72 Fie, ARFERE L O TIIRITERERIE T T 2 b 00 aMEa FEHR N
L, GITSG23) 38X X Mayo/NCCTGT9-47-51 5kB#R24) 1%, Grade 3 LLEDOHEFG)N25~
50% I8 LTz,

(4) IR B & T b P BRI E A i 2 7 & MBI T, 5 4
EAFRITET RIS T2, IRATRNEE CRTHREEN A EIZKL, Grade 3 L EOAE
$%@ﬁ§%ﬁﬁ_ﬁwotoﬂﬁﬁ’(%A@f) EL A5 ST 73 A B & )T & AL 7 S 131
DD b, FERIBIEBAD AT - BRI CHRICE - 122, LEER- T,
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(5) AHBHEBRE £ T SRR IC K B E EE R & LT, S8, (FEU)4,
PEENEER, (HRLE, HLFIORGERE 2 End 52590

(IRMicE )
JFTERFE DIRIK & 72 2 A5 A BRIl RM) , U5 Y " EiZp SIS L TRE 2 &0

) [ L R 2 ke C B R B ISR I MR B A IR T X 5,

EEE ERE

a. SMERIRETIE
IS OJF AN BRI B BIBIRIERS 20 2 & Th D,

S

- EEERRRICIIRR R LB Y N (R ISR ISETR Y ORI e B0 5 &

D= TH D, FrEY ke LT, BEEREE (BEEEY v Eiate) , NEEY
oRfhnEk, PASHY »ooSHifENR, (UERTY oo HifEE S L, BEAIONESS (BB, AR,
T, 1) IRET25E8IIIAEE Y R EiERLE DT LD 5, ITMEIRE £
1, LR I S e SSEE (I 3BV T, R Y U 3 Ei &3 0 7o BRETEF R E D 26 49 MEIR
SHTWRNY,

© JERML TORIRIINLDPRY —R— FOMEHEZEZET 572 L LT, /MMEE AT LB IREHA

FENDREET 5 L9850 5,

© NG B R EFRORE 2GS 2B 03 FIRE (TR LOWIRTT) £

4 MRS (RifRds L OWHATT) BHERE SN D,

« D7 EH6 MV LLEDX BRFEATEE CIHET 5 Z ENREE LW, iz, N O

1210 MV LA ECTOMERENHER SN S,

- RSB B IE 36 D BREEATIRUSRRIBR DA LT b Tz

(¥t B ElvE)

-+ 1[11.8~2.0 Gy, M5 ElD@E HEIRIEN K TH 5,
< ORERAELE, IRTRTHRES 0O %51540~50. 4 Gy/20~28 [B], iR D55 50~50. 4Gy/25~28

B3R TH %,

« UIBRARE 7R RO R N ERAT L, /N7 ERBREHATENIZE 7205121355 ~60 Gy

REE THREZENT 22 L 2BET 5,
(OF FHREE]

- INTRTERES, IRRRERAT & b, LFRE & OB IFHAMERER TH Y, OFLSHRIEIE5-FU

g - IXCape’ _75)*%@(25) A 16,17, 29-31) .

b. fref RS A
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SNEFRIBE T D3R5 R F 72 X SIS AR S A Rt o m EEHB E T 5,
R IE)
- PRGERPH W, TSNS L CRIET D,

BB 201 T35 2 E MBS, BRERNMURZ WS Z b H 535
- EHT 2 E RO T I — [T O ST U TREBTe9~15 MeV 72 K2 %R 5,
559
- SNERRIBE T 3T HE 7 I XS RIS G E OB A 1310~15 Gy, WIRAIICIEMEDSA 1315~
20 Gy MR 2,

CUOFU 225 mg/m?/H o FeeEE W85 A EIZT B (BSRRIAREIR )
" Cape 825 mg/m*/[|l 1 H2 [EINAR 5 HRAXT B (HH#RIGHNIET)

2 ) RRFIRRBERBRRREE

a. BN (CQ 26)
CENIESC X AR, HilL, SEEREE R Y ORI LT 5,

(R & o EliE)

-1 [A]1.8~2.0 Gy, ##EEE46~50 Gy ST 5,
- R, TEROREICE o T EEZ L < L CTHBIB THREZXTT52 b b 5,
b. HEEIRE
(1) Bk
KR O, JRAVE IO TR, FHREO T & inRE BN LT 5,
G & 4y 8]
W RS TIX30 Gy/10 |, 20 Gy/5 [El, 8 Gy/l[EI7p & DFpESEIZHWD Z L% L,
BRI & Oy B IR G TR D 82RO R RITEIT RS, BLEIHRSS 0D J57 D35 A IRE
DOFFST R @ MERIZ & 2%, TEMHURBAR T, 35 Gy/5lEl, 24 Gy/2[E]7% & Ok
SEIDRAWSGRS,
(2) s
(R & 0 EE)
< (RERER TENL B RRIE R Cldkk & 7 BB VLD 03, 40~60 Gy/5 RIZHEAT 25 2
EDBZ,
(3) Miisks
ChRE L 47805
© T 3R/ N IR 5 D BN S RIE R CH VWO A MES B 2T 2 2 1% <,
RIEPEDIRA Tl 40~55 Gy/3-5 [, FHXMEDIHZ TIL, 60 Gy/8 [HX° 75 Gy/25 [A]7e &
OREZFEINEICHW OGNS,
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<RSI K D HIMSLRE 2270 & OERIC K U C, JEREER 2 B & Uiz e #x
Mt &5, 20~24 Gy/4~5 [Al, 30 Gy/10 A, 40~50 Gy/20~25 [A]73 E DR & E| %
And Zen%<, 2RELTHREZE L GRIRT 5,

(4) MR

A MATHEBOEEZ SR (KiH-21~—)

(Rr i & k)

- RMFRE T 30 Gy/10 [BIMEHERTH 203, EHIRES PHRIIE U CRESFIORIRE
ERET D,

- ENLHURHBERIL, MR OIEERIZIS T, MESEIZRETT 2, /NS RIEEBIZIE, 5
RO T 18~25 Gy/1 [mlE L, 3 cemZ MR 4~5 ecnfefE £ COMIRE IR L TiL, 4
B EN ISR OIS & 720, 27~35 Gy/3~5 FRAVSNE I L RSN D),

=V

1 BRNRZE
- R, 7R EoBREAER, QL OEGEEZ B & LIS BEREERITE 2 Th 5,

- EFREE & A S RV EIER AN REELIGRS R T R 12 38U T, M/ L T HROGIBRAS AN I RE 7255
AT, RIBHIBERBRERMTOND Z &R b b, (CQl15)

-+ 45 Gy DL EFRE S AU BE T ORERAEFN R ITE R8I %, HIl79%, MfMERERE2%, HE
BEDIEPEIZ K DIEIRT1%, B HHK50%, WIREFHAVER22%, € DfOSER42% TH -
723

o JERFEFERR I IX3~10 A TH D,

2 CEBIMRE

SR e AL v L TR - A0S RV E R Sy RO )2 N (S P S el e g N )
AN ROUELLFL TIT ).

(1) B
- MATVEERRE O IE A 2R
(2) FFlisRs

- MATHEERRE OTH 2 2R
- SemPl N, MESBEEDY 3 BLAN OIGEIS, (R EN SRR OIS & B 83 5,
(3) Mt
- MATHEERB O Z S (26 X—) |
- 5emPAMN, FHRREEANMELAN OBEIT, RS EN S BRIEHR OIS & BT 5.,
(4) Misfs
- AT OIH % 5 I
(5) Z DfhDEAL
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Q4 BREMKERIZZAT v MEFIIHR SN 502 N

OEDFEOWEIS L R OIRVBEICRT S, EREMEZEMNE LEXT  MERIX, BE
DEER - DEPAEIDRL, BROBREE LTTI 2L 2BHRT 5, (HEE
2« BT A LN)LB)

QEMIIEDOHEL L R D BHEICRBIT D ATV MEEIX, ThhRnZ 2R HRTs,
RWE2- =TV AVARAB) AT MEEZITOENC, BMREHYELZ SR FTIRR
DHEYE &+ IOV TRET A LERD S,

ORISR B EIERZ RiTR & LT=IAT D PBAZEMEIRILE (bridge to surgery :BTS) & LT
DAT v M, 75 2 L 2BH<HERT D, GEEE2 . 7 VX LB)

\Z?Vbﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬂ,$ﬁ%ﬁ5%ﬂ§&+ﬁk@ﬁkohfﬁﬁ?é%%ﬁ%5°j

HELERE | 1TH 2L A2M | 1TH 2 25 [TVl sz | frblnw s | HEERL
<HELET 5 < HELET 5 59 < HELET B g < HELET 5

Ca-D | 4% (1/23) 96% (22/23) 0% 0% 0%

CQ4-@ | 0% 4% (1/23) 87% (20/23) 4% (1/23) 4% (1/23)

CQ4-@ | 4% (1/23) 87% (20/23) 0% 0% 9% (2/23)

O FEYREORIG L 2 HIRVEREICB T D, EREMEZBENE LEAT v MR
JERHIT X 2 BAZEIE IR & £F O UIBR R BEMET TR R R, UIBRATEC & 2 M A hE 72
FEFNZ T 2R & L CO AT o ML, A LILMER 23 TR Rt ~, 8
HOHRN - DERAHO DI NEIE 7RI TH 0, BINE(LERNESEY2 (ESGE) DA
RTA4 L THIESNTWDY, GEEMIAT > MBI EAVE T4 bl L7 igst o 2 2 75 1
VAT, AT v MEFER CA LILF SRRSO RO A IHER A, SEEEMED T
2V L, EREERE A AT HBE TR ENME T L, AEERBEMT S &
PREESNTEBYYY, [EEICHENE BT 2 0ERD D,

@ HEWEIEOWE I & 72 B BFITBIT D AT MEE

SEWFIEO SRR TEL TWAREICHT 2 A7 > MEEIL, RIFICK DR
g/ NSO ST K 2 4L - 2D FIREMEN B D728, A7 o MEE OB I TE E I W
RETHDH, ATV bEHFHE LG, B#AO YV R BNEED L OREY 13 H Hbevacizumab
DAEFNZDWTIE, EEOUFIN DB AR EMIEIZIENT, A7 MEEZ LTCEEFE L LT
RWERE TRILDY AT IIEDL LRl DWRENRH 72V, LrLaens, YEmEix
FEEEOIRFICB N TERIND b O —HOIRFRERIE CTh 5 N TNLF@ERR & ik L 72 iF5e
TN Z &, BIERAREET T FF38 KM OO A=A 1) B 2330 7 AT 2 BURIZH W T
EHIRE LG EOREEREREN AP TH D Z &, FINE Ui ORESEY R
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EOBIEN TR 2 D BB ELES D &, BIRFATIX, bevacizumab ZEEM ¥ 2 FED
BEICT AT v MEEITEET 5 & L& 25D (regorafenib, ramucirumab, aflibercept
IZOWTH ZHICHET D), AT MREBEEIT O AN, FEMFREHYEZ S 0% e OH
& &+ W THRETT 2 EN B 5, £70, BETREE I T3EMRIE OB L)
HoBETH, ATV MBICL2BAOMENRDHY, EESLETHDY,

® BISE LTDORARTV HEHE
RIBHABIYIRZ AR &S L72BTS & LTORT v MEETIE, BAal DRIE Ot
IZ R BETFINAELEE L, UM - Y2 R TR TN AT © 2 & T, INERAOHEZ K
LT LN TED, BIS L LTORT LV MK EBEFNEL B LIS OAZ T &
AT, A7 v MAFEECA TILMEREMELS, —HIwaERinm, e 0HER D7
WZEDRRENTNDY, Fie, BILMA Lo RFIC K DBUEIC I, VAR, &0
BEDC & —IREBRBE2 ATRE, MRS OBILE rIEE 7 & DRLE A D B

FEAR D PAZEME R BRI 253 2BTS AT & hEH & BEFi 2 g L 7=, sk D25 DRCTD
EHIRAENARK S, SERAFEE, BRHAECHEERTIRP T L RE S,
—5 T, WMEDRCT XV, 27 MNABOEOZILD RITHEHRCIEREE 2 HL L, T
AL X5 ATHEMEDMER STV D, 20204EROESCEH A BT 4 LV TIX, 4RI PA%EM:
KRG H T 2BTSE LTO AT MBI, IBET — 20405, #ilo) 27, EMT#

FrBURA RIRFIZOVWTHYE L BE DM THEISIZOWTH2ICHRT 5 2 & 2 HER
LTW5, 223, BEIBEICHTHBISE LTHO AT v MEETIE, DO HIZAT 5 RIBH T O
I B E KIET (FR, IMBANRAREIC R 258038 %) 720, PHiE1TH 4 FHE
&I OWTHRFTT 2 W E R H 5,

WU L ThH, AT v MARIZZAR EOERBBRIEDO Y A7 2D Z LITHEL,
FHRACH @ L2 EATD, BRIEICKTT D +o72xR (BATFMNRE) NENDRETITHI N
X TH D, AFO Lk L FIRE X BIEFZETIE, FR0 - BERAERIhERIZ0% U ETH D
—77, RIEOFRAERITIEERI AT o MEE TITZEFL2~5%, PAZE10. 3%, #L1~10%,
BTS HID AT > MARE TIEZEFLL. 9%, Bl 2% &M ShTnb?,

BRI AL PAZESEIR 23 22 W MERISC, MBS PNAREE A il rl B 70 FR JE O M2z 12 x4 2 TR /e
AT v NEEIL, ARERBRIEORAELZ LT D720 T, A7 MABOFHEES &
725720, RHATTRETIERNWY,
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(5 PIRAEEREREBEET S Stage TV KI5 ERELEIRILHELE
INBEM?

O OIBE TITHIEHREE 2 FREIC L 2ERNRH Y, BRRELEZRLL2WVERTHIIE,
FREZHURL CEFEYBELITI L 2B RT3, (HREL- TV AL
()

QEFEREIZ X ZERPZ2VEEIE, FREEZURETEFEMBIELITI Z L 2B HR
T 5, JRE2 . =5 R LLB)

HELE TOZLEZM|ITHOT L2y [(TORVWILE |[ITORWI & & | # 18 E

SHERRY SHERRT e HERES S | RS HELET D mL

e

CQ5-@ | 96% (22/23) 4% (1/23) 0% 0% 0%

CR5-®@ | 22% (5/23) 78% (18/23) 0% 0% 0%

GIBRANRE 2R RS & A7 9 2 R O U BEIFR O WG IT &R D2 W TH 5, PAZE
R &, PRAFHOPRIE TIIHIE RN 722 iE R 2880 4% B B TIT O 5 IR BRAIERIZ OV
TIXEZRB DI, KB E 226 200 FIBR ChIT, FasE A2 OIBR L CRENC 28 KM
EZ2ATH Z RIS,

— 5, ESER R LSRR DS EBIZEGN e DI IE S E S ERBATRHY, THIZS
AVDIER DO HBUC A U TR ROIRZITO L OFAMENEEE 0 b, Bon-4EmT
% D72 THRIE RO CIBRDIERAEF 72 £ DQLOWFHEIC ENFE EHGT 0% THlT 52
RS TIE e P, RFREITEEOHETHERETH Y, FINAIHESCTHTE LT O Y 2
7 BEWT LD, B R A GRS S EMRELIT O IRR T2 BET 20BN H 5P
4

ZOED RIEFNTX L, JRFEFEIBRZ 51T L7213 5 A 3WIRTE & 1T LT2REf K 0 417
HIMAER L, JERICxS 2 B 225 iS85 BhEE T & 72 & DB ITHAMIGED A 27 F U &~
ADE DRI 50,

—07, EAAND, GRS 2 O BRI O KRN (FEERE ZR<) (2B
% JFOS EYIBRICEE 3 2 S E A L b iR (JCOG1007) DFERNRER SN, EEMEE TH
B AR (0S) 1F T HYIER 217 > CHMYPFEIE (mFOLFOX6 & 72 1% CapeOX +bevacizumab)
wAT o T BERE S FPRIE MO BERE L ORIIEN RV CEFHIR I fE25. 922 Hvs.
26. 470H) T ENWESN, BIGHEEE CTh 2 AFEFL, EWRIEOBEBRIZT S
RN ORERROGIFR M T DT IEGI OB & WEEH] TR R o7, LLRB D, ARER
T, BEPEORERL A 2 — 7 AR A7 &, B R CTIREER T 5 2V OHEITOHE
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WP DN FAT K o TIFR BT L A AR RN BT 2 FIHEME DS & DIE B 51T 2 IR
HHRYROBERIZOWTEL, V7 7NN —T T ORBREND RSN TWRWD, £z, BF
DQOLIZE L THMEES N TV, JRR IR 24T O T RMRE T 1T - 1o & DIR&E D
12IFFFRBEIC L DIEROHBLTH 5%, ARRBROIEYBIEHEIMBHTR N T, FREICE S
JERSHH L TR 28 LB OB TH 72, BEHRICB W IR R 2 ke
Oy T EHNRIEEROFH O ML AT > T A1, PSS ILR & O FURE A DHE D24 AfH
FAERITINE ML SN TRV Y, FEOHEECTH T,

BUEHIMI BV T OB O AR A (LB A E TR TH Y O, 2B ORRB o
%o CAIROMARBRIIA T &« T o ~=—27 I TUThNR R TH V, FEFHlITEH THh H0SIZ
DN E UL SN TWRNAS, 60 HIE TSR ITFURRYIREE CTL1%), SEYHRIE ML T
3% L HEAEEZRDZ (P =0. 03) 2,

LLEX D, O RIEACILEGRBR O R B I, VIR iz R a5 2 ek o
JRFEBAZXIT HUIBROBRITZ LW EEB X b D, 7272 L, FIERIZE DR L <
XA ZRIEBNC bR 2 IR ENZ £ TR Y, IR OIEIR, BB OIRRE, £HREDIZ),
TR, FINO U 27, YIERIZ K DAERFER O T Tl 70 & DERR B 7k il & i A I H
Wi 2 LENH D,
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@D Stage M KHFFEIZKT L Toxaliplatin FHREEETTH Z L &M #HER T 5,

(HELREE 1 - =BT R LNL Q)

@ Stage MMKMBRWIK L TT7 v ) I DU BMEELTT 5 2 & 25 HET 5,

(HELREE 2. TS R LUL Q)

B &

LR DA

it

Tt s BREEE

oxaliplatin ft A%

X 1

BRY R 2720 Ul b

IT952¢%
50 < HELE S
)

752 ¢ %
g5 < HE LT 4
%

fThrnz &%

55 < LSS

fThirnz %

50 < HELES 5

HE o R
L

Q6—D

91% (21/23)

9% (2/23)

0%

0%

0%

Q6-®

9% (2/23)

91% (21/23)

0%

0%

0%

<Stage NIfEPREIZ%ET boxaliplatin JFHEEOZEF 2 >

Dukes’

B BEODukes’ C XL LIZBCKTDIDD T & MU LSRR DA T

IZFBWNT, 5-FUH-LVIZFATHAM & bl U CHEEFIEAFHIM B L ORAFHHOER 2R L
72V, & D%, Stage MIFEME & xt5: & LTSN MBI L PRIV T, 6 A Doxaliplatin
(0X) GFMEIE (CAPOXHRIEIS K OSFOLFOXIFRYE) 1%, 6 U H D5-FU+ I-LVICEE~_TH¥ - 56
T OFHRE Y A7 % 5920% Wb S5 2 LRSS 5 1Y RIFT/NA U A7 Stage 111
(26 L CITH A IEACTS-CC 0238887 CTiX, UFT/LVIC*Id 2 SOXFENEMM: 2 /Rt 72 o 72
DS, TESEFIEUICREETH S TCRBRCTH 0, i/ NaHlIZAT 2 72V, CAPOXIEEFS L USFOLFOX
PRI, WK TORERZIME L, AMIZBNTHEMRIGREIE E LTl HRIN S,

<Stage MFHEPEICTT5H 7 b I DU HEMBEEOZETF A >
Stage IAEMGHEZ RIS E LI MBI LFEIEICB W T T vib e ) I U U HMUEE L HE
[TEn5b: (1) 5-FU+ IAVIZxIT 5 (2) Cape (X-ACTEERY) F LN (3) UFT+LV (NSABP C—

06:XBR”, JCOGO2057ER!) DIELME, UFTHLVIZHR 95 (4) S-1DFELME (ACTS-CC
ARBRY), Tk

PIRENT=—TF, Capellxfd BHS-1DIELMEITFEA I TV (JCOG0910
MSI-HKIGMN AT TFHR B TH Y, 550D T & 2MLEEGRER DR ST IZ BV C, Stage T
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x5 7 oAb e Y I U BMEIEIC X AR MBI LEIE O, FiEMIC kT 5 X7
4 v MIRERTWARND,

IR BT D E >

OX DFFAIRIEIZS-FU+ FLVIC N TH EIZGrade 3~4DTRMEHEA EELORBAENEH L Z
EVHE SN TN D2 > Y0 BRI R L, R 720 T BMICEFEd 5 2
ERMEE 7220, BRER TR HER SN D AR TP - IeRIEIT RV, ZORIBRAEESE
LEMFINDRDONT 2% L 5L, IBFEMIBICET 2 Bt 1T Ddz, Stage IIf
JGE 2o b5 & L7-OXPF FHEYE  (FOLFOX, CAPOX) 1T X Al b AL oBare, ENo
RCT (JEMC47-1202 : ACHIEVEZRER'Y) Z&Te6 DDRCT (TOSCAFAER, SCOTFRER, IDEA France
FRBR, 807027k, HORGARER, ACHIEVERER) OFEAMENTA TN 7= (IDEAGRER™ 1©), 374
At GREEE) o6k AEGHE IR (1oxbd 2 IE5ME, FRHIEE o SR AEFE
BT, BIFMEEE TH 2 EEFERICBWTH R RIICITREA S e 7 (S
AR (N=12,834) 9 : 74.6% vs. 75.5%, ~~H— REl. 07, 95%54HX 1. 00-1. 15, 5
AR (N=12,835) 19 @ 82.4% vs. 82.8%, ~~W— REkl.02, 95%(F#HXM0.95-1. 11),
—F, AEFLBERNGII3V ARG TS, Rril6rade 200 E DR MHARIH AR E DI
BUSEFE & KIBIAR 2 &R &tz (62> H BEFOLFOX/CAPOX 48%/45%, 37 H BEFOLFOX/CAPOX
17%/14%) . F72, 1BFRBFLIGH LT A (FOLFOXEE & CAPOXAE) & DRI HAER 2GR
541, FOLFOXHETIX6 M A 5-HED3 A BRI T 2 RS D — 757 C, CAPOXEETIZ
37 ARED6H AREICK T DIEHTED R EdTo, Fz, FANIFHE ST 7 v — T fighr ¢
X720, FFRIK Y A7 SER] (T1-32>DN1) TILCAPOX 34 A #HREDIELTEN MRS ST,
AH CIEHE X AUIZACHTIEVERER C b AR OB M RS S =1V 10, 20k, FEIEFBUCR
FETIEH 72D, HEDOWE STz A U A7 Stage 11 &Stage ISR Z X5 &
L 720XPF &1L (FOLFOX, CAPOX) 1T X AR MBI L FRIEDOHTT TS, TRFEIR LIEHK L
¥ A (FOLFOXF & CAPOXEE) & ORISR HEAEH 3388 L=,

<KBEHPHIBNIZ K DIEHL T A VIRE >

Stage ITLAEAZHRIT0E U COXPRABRIEIC X DINGRMBULTFRIEEIT 5 2 L B3 HERR S LD A3,
FRICHIEIRY 2 7 BIIZI5 NV TIRCAPOX 320 A #5077 v ke ) I VU Bk (60 A) b
TRERIE L 720 155, BETREHREY AR L LTUL, WEFEHNAT—Y T A1 -
N KF2B%FBivd, Stage TITREHES, 05161 DK RBSEEE BT 2B A L LT

DOFEMEHTIZ T, IDEA HBRCHEH SN2 Y A7 5% (RY 27 :T1-3N1, &Y A2 : T3 or
N2) ZHWT, FHRELICEY AZBEETI-N2ETANI-21203E L, OXOFARE (60 H) @
BRSBTS AR A7 B, & U A7 FEOWTIUTBW TS, 0X JFA%E (FOLFOX,
FLOX) 12 & 2t it iiElE, 7 oMb ) I ¥ U BBREIC L TR EIZ BAF R 2 AAF
HHRIR LI (RY R 7R - % — RE0. 79, 95%{SHEX 0. 66-0. 95, &Y A B« A~ —
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RE0. 84, 95%EHEIX[#0. 71-0.99), CAPOXRIETIE, 1KY R 7 BED A TEAMES RS T,
—7, @YU A7 EEORTHTANI-2IZB VT, OXPEREEDOEENEIIR Shih > 72 (N
— RE0. 95, 95%{E#IX 0. 71-1. 27),

3 A MTOWTIE, MOSAICERER (Stage NIAEAGNE 2 X GUZOXPFAMRIE L 7 vk E Y I V0
HFRIE % L) 2 O FBE L LT — 2 % b EISARH T FE i S v 7= 2 F K sh R fiight o s>
e, OXPFRFEEITE A RICENTIRE CTH L L RESN TS,

LEX Y, FHERKRTIE, Bl L7 —# %, CQOTiLak D & HRAS, BRAF, X XA~
FEBEBERE R A EONA A~ — D —% 5B, BRI A7 LHfFSh 2R (K1),
BEFEL, BRI A N, @R EOFSIRERERO S L2, BEOEFREBOIREE
HEDLED, RENRHETOL LITIREL VA L LRI A 8IR T2 2 EMNEE LU,

EFE BT T A >

Stage ITTEFHEIZI1T HUFTHAR (1 /) O FHTBAMIC K 5 BRI A FIC IS 1T 2 ik
P (N — FE0. 52, 95%(E#H X 0. 33-0. 81, P=0.0014) (NSAS-CC #&ER) ' 2> %) Stage
O/ MERGRE SIS HS-1 (14E[]) OUFTHAR (14RH]) (xh2 @M (9 — R0, 77,
95%{E #H X 0. 63-0. 96, P=0. 0165) 2571k AT 5 (ACTS-RCAAER) Y, —757, upfront surgery
B OB E L L TOXOFAMEIC DWW TIERRESNTE ST, B COAD)
PEZSME L CHESRE T 26 D E T2,

WS CIRE AR 3 U CIETRTER D FERE S D 2 &2 <, REATHHMERIZH 5
(CQ11 ZHR), AT B ES O AHBIIRIEIZ DU Tid EORTC22921 FREBRIZ 50 THRGIE
S, AL RIS B X O L B RRIEZ VT RUCB W T, 7 vk IV
NR— 2 DI EAAP L FRE L 2 AT RO MR A TR I B LY 5 X R WEN RS 2,
WML R EE D ypStage 11/ 111 [E IR UIBRIE B CHr 4 B L2 E D e 1 T
AIREZR R ITKRIT D, i FOLFOX & 5-FU+1-LV D7 v & AL EEGRBR I BT, OX fFH
L DA BICEN - HRIEIEIREN TN D (N — KE 0,657, 95%SHEX M 0. 434-
0944) %, —7J5, pCR < ypStage 1 IZH T 2 ZNRIZOWTIIHL TR,
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CQ 7 Stage II KEFBIZINEMBMLFRIEIIHEIR I NS H?

DTN L ZF[HRET S, HRE 2. BTV A VN A)
QOFEXE® U A7 OBFIITMEMLERIEEZITO ZE2HHRETE, HEE 2. 5 v
Z Lyl B)

HELIRE [1T5 2 L& 179 2 & 29 [ {TORWVWI &% | 1ThRnwZ &% | f 53 &
<HERES <HERES 5 59 < HELET B g < HELEF 5 L

CQ7-® | 0% 0% 90% (19/21) 10% (2/21) 0%

CcQ7-@ | 0% 100% (21/21) | 0% 0% 0%

3, 238 44 DR NG - EGE (Stage IT:91%, Al 71%) Zxt4 & L7z 5-FU+LV+ levamisole
& FITEIN A bbl U7z QUASAR 3R T, (L FRIEREOHR R JOAEERIT ARICEAT
T, 5 FALFRT 3~4% O LFEDENHL LD, Stage 11 D 2,146 4 DA TIIAE
ZEITRD BN oT= YV, END T v F MMEEGRERICEBW T, Stage 11 AEMEICRHT
% LAEM O UFT #5:0%, FHTHEIICR L 5 FAEFRITENZI 94.5%, 94. 3% (NHF— K
e 0.93; 95%ERIXE 0.66-1.31) & A E/RAFFEINHINRILAE 727> 72 (SACURA 7K
B2 AXT7TF Y R 3BVR SEER database review® T, [LFEEREOAEGFHIR S B/
BRRH LS ODOHERTIRIN TR, £72, 7 v{bE Y I VU _"—R R L ik LT
oxaliplatin ~N\—ZIRPEDEERINEZFE L7 MOSAIC 3B © KT8 NSABP C-07 7Bk ¥ Tl
FNEN 40%, 29% O Stage 11 DEENEGENT=2, Stage 11 FEFREOY 7 7 L—7 fiE
FrZBWTCHESS, 477 L IS ERERIEFFEH STy, BLEXY, Stage 11 K
TIE, AR A2 2BEET RIREMIEFIRIELTT O 2 LIRS AR, o
A RTA Tl Stage LI FEGREDRMNICEHRER Y A7 HEREL, Hfishs e
THRESNDEIEMRZ 500 Liz 5 2 Tl B b s 21T 9 NRET 5 2 & R HERES
TS (R 1), BIfE Stage LGOI Y 2 7 KA1, FEARFEFARF CER
NTVDLD, BLXINVLDOTET CAZESS O TIEHRY, ZETUVRAEFARRTHHD
D, TNHTPRRRLRYT TN —TI > THBHEFIRIEZIT O &0 9 B2 k%z
HiLd, RO FIMT O FRAERRE 7% F5O Stage 11 KEFEIZ 81T 2 Tl BEIRERIC
55 UFT/LV JIEDERR A AVE % LiRet 45 aurﬂ%%ﬁ%&ﬁﬁn(JFMC%ﬂzon75@#\1?“
MiAT S 40, T4IRZE, 290 - 218, (RSl - Ko, 206 Y o EifEE 12 RGO 5 b,
Hip &b 1 ODOFME AT E U A7 O Stage 11 K BE (2% LT, UFT/LVIZ X Bl
BACFRIEY, TR E 0 b AEGFERE W LR ENT Y, BRI CIEERS Y A7 B
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WCEBWTHEEHF LT A2 LT, B OMEBZE E 2 TR Tt 2 D E+
HZ EDRHELEIND (shared decision making 7 7'm—F), 7ok, ERAFEFHIR %0
WA 2 DFFFE Y A7 ZTRT 0L 20D Web Y — AR HBFETH 54, BE LIRED
Bt D720, KIBEHESOKR—L—2I2b BANT — % & A= Eiis v% 1
W E7I7 ANRAEINTWAS (http://nomogram. jscer. jp/nomograms)? ., FIE U A4 &
IXZ 2 A~ v THEE OMR) BEEE R A A3 5 Stage 11 fERGEIL, BN H O (5%
5 8WRRFE) MO T THRIZBFTH S, ENNOEERRERAE RS 7 (L) I Dy Bl
BIXFRY A7 RNEEHAREMENH VITORWZ E R RSN A 720, 1BHEATO WR & L
<IE MST Fdy (PRERIGEHD ALEETH D 1,

BIEm Y A2 Stage 11 RIBFEIZKTT 21 LU A v EIREBIEIC AW T, &imddien
TW5, FARIZIE Stage 1T ASIGHEICUE Ui L E RGN ZYB LEZBND, 7
LB IV R—RIEETHIUL 6 WA TH S, Oxaliplatin ~_— A JEFEO G HMIZ
DWTIE CQ6 123D L 51T, IDEA collaboration OFf5EEA35 Stage 111 #5508 T1~3 M
S NI JEBIC BTk CAPOX 3 A bHEEShTW\WD W, =4, B¥EY A7 Stage 11
KGO B G OME%Z L= IDEA collaboration DFEEMMTORERIL, 6 4 H#%
Hit4 5 3 0 ARG OIELHITR SN0 - 7228, Stage 111 [FKE, CAPOX THIIE 3 B
HE 6 1 AEEOFIETEERIICERE CTh o7 12, CAPOX O 3 1 A 51T Rtk
FBERIILOBERMZ O DL Z LD, BIsE Y A7 Stage 11 KGN T HIRHEIR
ED—>Th b, HAMITICE EN D AMORER D128V TH, oxaliplatin ~<— 2 DFf
BALZEEE ORI OFAE 1% Grade 2 B EORRMMIREEE 2 HBEICHED &, Aotk
%, 34 DFS X3 WAEE L 6 W ARGIXFAE T3 W ARENEIRKE L THEES N
RThotz, T4IZBIT D 3 B AELIE 6 7 AT LOSOTRR G 23R R 7o 23 A
HILHN, IRRERICHI > CTERMEBEGOEMEL DONRT A EZBETHZENLEEND,

#1 ASCO, ESMO, NCCNH A4 F T A4 WO CHIFonTWnbURY
-1
OV i 12 R A
T4
o e - FIBRAIRRE - Rhie e
ZE LA
IR Y o NER TR
PERR IR
W s R
CEA &fE
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(008 80 LI OBRE I HAE BB L ERIE IR S B 2

OPS BRIFTLFRIBICE L CTY A7 LR D EMER, HHFEEN 2 < EERIFHEEI R
noniig, 80 R EOE#E CHMBRMEMLFERIELITO 2 L 2B HET 5,
(HERREE 2 - =T VAL~V ()

@0xaliplatin fFRABEDOEMICEI L TIX, 7V IV UIiZxd 5 oxaliplatin ® E

FEEPHRIIABTIIRVWZD, ThhWI L2HE#HETE, HBEE 2.5V
~L Q) y
HELEREE | 4TH5 22817522229 [1ThRnWl &% | iThbwnwI L& | #5351
HELET % <HELET 2 55 < HELET 5 R HELES D
8- 9% (2/23) 65% (15/23) 9% (2/23) 0% 17% (4/23)
CQ8-®@ 0% 0% 83% (19/23) 4% (1/23) 13% (3/23)

ZHVETIZ 80 kLl EOEME O A% xig L Uitz B L F G O mim & RBRIIFE L
RS, BOKRCTEEL Sz 5-FU N— 2D R MBS RIEICE T 5 7 o & MM HEGER D
pooled analysis ZCl¥, 80 WLl EOEIME LRE L LTEHEN TV 1Y, EkEHD
National Cancer Database (2006 fF-~20114F) ZHAW\/= 805k 5& 8, 141 L& b Lzt
FHAIFFE TIE, 42. 8% M BMEFIFRIEAE =T TR Y, Ml b REZ = TIER O T2
BlifCThHo7r= 7,

OX PFFEIENEEIEIC BV CRIRS D EIAIE, £ 20~40%FfRfE L B ER L R LAR
IR TIEH D H DD, 80 ikl LOF#EIZB W TH, —EMHE T oxaliplatin (0X) ff
ENBREIN TV Z ERKkE R RE S TNS O,

BRI L TiE,  BIN 5 BENZKIT D 80 Ll Lo mElE 2 x5 & Li-mat T, i
B L FE T X D ATFHRERE DR IIRBO Snieno7= Y, — 5T, KENSOH|ET
%, 80 UL LEDEEE 2RI D 7 b E ) 2 DU K D EFYIRER SR, HEE LFH
BETHo Y,

BEFRICOWTL, 80 5kLh LOFEEE OADREHT ZAVE TIZR I TWRYY, 70 5% LA
FoEREICHTH T VL) R U rE AW ISR BT 2R T, Al
BRI A 358 < THMEMITIT Do 7228, ZOMMOIE BT LTI 70 AT ORERF] & 721720
Sl ENPESHLTND Y,

£ 2T, 80 kLA OB KT MM L FRIEICE L TE, MY A7 6BEL
729 2T, Performance Status X°EElastine, (LFRIEICELTY R 7 L5 )k
HERBSCOHMFED 2T IR, IR RIE 21T 5 2 & 24T 5,

7o e I VU BMPEEIZ 0X 2 LY A A IOV T, 80 Ll Lo mEEnE O A
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ZRIGE LML, ZHE TICHEM STV, 70 B EDO &g 12645 0X fRH O
A AR 2 BEHIEEAFAET 508, MEFR A 2E M OUGEICE 2 A 20
ZOWTE—E LR RIIBF TR D Y 0 X5z, 76 5kl E&xtg & U7 KE D
LOWETYH, 0X JFABIEIC L2 EFHRIER DRI OV THEEZ eh o7z ¥ (SEER-
Medicine, /¥ — KLk 0.84, 95%IZ4HIXH 0.69-1.04, NYSCR-Medicine, /~#— Kk 0.82,
95%{5 #E XM 0. 51-1. 33),

LLEX D, 80 mlh L@l o7 2 OX JFHFIEICB LT, x ofEplZEic, U X
JRRXT 4y MefgEt Lz ) 2T, ZO@EMIC OV TEEICHET 248N H 5,

SCHk

1) Haller DG, O Connell MJ, Cartwright TH, et al. Impact of age and medical
comorbidity on adjuvant treatment outcomes for stage III colon cancer: a
pooled analysis of individual patient data from four randomized, controlled
trials. Ann Oncol 2015; 26:715-724.

2) Folprecht G, Cunningham D, Ross P, et al. Efficacy of 5-fluorouracil-
based chemotherapy in elderly patients with metastatic colorectal cancer: a
pooled analysis of clinical trials. Ann Oncol. 2004; 15:1330-8.

3) Goldberg RM, Tabah-Fisch I, Bleiberg H, et al. Pooled analysis of safety
and efficacy of oxaliplatin plus fluorouracil/leucovorin administered
bimonthly in elderly patients with colorectal cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2006;
24:4085-91.

4) Alberts SR, Sargent DJ, Nair S, et al. Effect of oxaliplatin, fluorouracil,
and leucovorin with or without cetuximab on survival among patients with
resected stage III colon cancer: a randomized trial. JAMA. 2012; 307:1383-
93.

5) Sargent DJ, Goldberg RM, Jacobson SD, et al. A pooled analysis of adjuvant
chemotherapy for resected colon cancer in elderly patients. N Engl J Med.
2001 11; 345:1091-7.

6) Abrams TA, Brightly R, Mao J, et al. Patterns of adjuvant chemotherapy
use in a population—based cohort of patients with resected stage II or III
colon cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2011; 29:3255-62.

7) Bergquist et a. Benefit of Postresection Adjuvant Chemotherapy for Stage
IIT Colon Cancer in Octogenarians: Analysis of the National Cancer Database.
Dis Colon Rectum 2016; 59: 1142-1149

8) Sanoff HK, Carpenter WR, Stiirmer T, et al. Effect of adjuvant chemotherapy

35



O© 0 1 O O = W N =

[NCI NG NS e e e
W N = O VW 0 N O O R W N =R o

on survival of patients with stage III colon cancer diagnosed after age 75
years. J Clin Oncol. 2012; 30:2624-34.

9) Vermeer NCA, Claassen YHM, Derks MGM, et al. Treatment and Survival of
Patients with Colon Cancer Aged 80 Years and Older: A EURECCA International
Comparison. Oncologist. 2018; 23:982-990.

10) Jessup JM, Stewart A, Greene FL, et al. Adjuvant chemotherapy for stage
11T colon cancer: implications of race/ethnicity, age, and differentiation.
JAMA.  2005; 294:2703-11.

11) Yothers G, 0 Connell MJ, Allegra CJ, et al. Oxaliplatin as adjuvant
therapy for colon cancer: updated results of NSABP C-07 trial, including
survival and subset analyses. J Clin Oncol. 2011; 29:3768-74.

12) Tournigand C, André T, Bonnetain F, et al. Adjuvant therapy with
fluorouracil and oxaliplatin in stage Il and elderly patients (between ages
70 and 75 yvears) with colon cancer: subgroup analyses of the Multicenter
International Study of Oxaliplatin, Fluorouracil, and Leucovorin in the
Adjuvant Treatment of Colon Cancer trial. J Clin Oncol. 2012 ; 30:3353-
60.

13) McCleary NJ, Meyerhardt JA, Green E, et al. Impact of age on the efficacy
of newer adjuvant therapies in patients with stage II/III colon cancer:

findings from the ACCENT database. J Clin Oncol. 2013; 31:2600-6.

36



0 N O G Wy

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

(CQ9 JAWHIEMEIEDRNCANAAL v — b —BREIIHREINE )2

(DRAS, BRAF, I A~y FEHEMEERIE (MST b L< 1T MR) BREZITO Z & 299< #334
%, (HEAREE 2 -« =5V R LU B)

@sStage 1I/I111 RKEBEOIHEZIZOVWTIEII A~y FEEBEREREZITI 2 L 25 H#
"1 5, (HREE 1 TV A L~YLA)

HEBEE THo2 21T 225 [1ThRWVWZ L% [TV L& | #: Lt B
HELET % HELET 2 55 < HELET 5 g < HESE T B L

CQ9-D 22% (5/23) 78% (18/23) 0% 0% 0%

Q9-©®@ 96% (22/23) 4% (1/23) 0% 0% 0%

AT gL & L Cid [Stage T1/111 KEGFEIC)ET DT MB L0505 T AR %t
T DAL F RO R T ) 8R4 2 BTN E 75 BB b b, ThE
TIZHEMPAEIZ L DTEFENRB L OTR THIE LTS A= =D —DFRAMERTRE I T
W5, BUE, RIGEZEICBWCHIEREER NS A~ =7 —& LTI RAS BIn AR (K
RO ~50%), BRAF B TR (~7%), I A~ v HEEMAEXH (MSI-H/dVMR : ~15%)
3 L OVHER2 R 7HE (=5%) & 5203, BUEE CILEIRHIEEMRIEIC BT I b3 A
A — B =S < FiE & GBI T O TR W e, %A\ XIS A~ — D —fif
BT &AT 2 TR D X Z AT 720 U — VIRHTIC K DG 2 1T o e, 7238 Rk B 3Emmiges &
HER2 & fz 7- B8 O BRI O W TE 0 22 A S S e o 72,

® Stage II/I11 KIFEICH 35 5-Fl-based DML FIRIEICHOWTIL, BHOE
ITTFHFABR D A & AT IZ 3N T, RAS B n 28 BT EF AR B LT DFS (HR, 1. 365 95%CI,
1.15-1.61; p<0.001), 0S (HR, 1.27; 95%CI, 1.03-1.55; p=0.03) & HICAEICARE
ThDHILDRENTVND ', BRAF BIn FAR G HEEOHF 111 AHRBRD A X it Ok
T, RE7Z2DES (HR, 1.33: 95%CI, 1.00-1.78; p=0.05) L T*0S (HR, 1.49; 95%CI,
1.31-1.70; p<0.001) EHEICHET 2 Z L3RSz, 728, BRAF 15 74 BTkt
L i, 5-FU/LV XV FOLFOX % L7-#ET 0S 23 BAF 72l A3 b7z 2, FAfrHAl
T 1% B4R MSI-H/dWMR 1%, 5-FU IZ K I EAHMLFARIED A Y » MzZz L * Y,
FriT Stage LIIZx U CIEFATEAMICH 223 & 0, 5-FU BA OB b L %
179 _&ETIEARW T, [T Stage 11T MSI-H/dMMR KAGJEIZ%F L C 5-FU Bfl T it
BB PRI L IR AR & bl U COFH 2 UE L7222 & 28 ACCENT 77— & _—
TOT = IRITICBW RSN 8 —HFTAHXH Y 7 I7F 20 L7561, 5-FU

37




O© 0 1 O O = W N =

W W W W W W W DN DD N DN DD DN DN NN = = == = = = = = =
[«) NS IS NSO R A e = Nc e <IN e ) NS B~ NGO \C I =l e - B\ e N &) B SO\ =)

o & e UC DRS (HR, 0.47; 95% CI, 0.27-0.82) 3L 000S (HR, 0.52; 95% CI, 0.28-
0.93) ZoGET DM AR LIS,

®  [EJGEEIN AT L P I EIEIZ DV T, 24U E TIZ RAS BB 28 5, MST-H/dMVR {22\
TAZRMT DT TN D, RAS BIRTZ R, pCR <° down staging &\ o 72EHIA 7e
RN RV TITE AR L 2230 h- 7228 1, DFS (HR, 1.55; 95%CI, 1.19-
2.02) & 0S (HR, 1.33; 95%CI, 1.13-1.56) IZARETH D Z & NITEDBIT TREN
T2 0, —J5, MST-H/dMMR (X MSS/pMMR & Fhifiz L CIRIEZIRE L O ICHE R /EWN

RO LR Do 72 1 2, MST-H/dWMR /R FTETEGRE (S5 L CIIE T = > 7 R A
~ Bﬂ%:—%l DEWAENEDRREN Y, KRB EITHCH D,

o JTEBUIRO T LA F~v—— L DERIZBWT, B R ZBITHITHoh TV
Do FRATIZE ENTAFFRDIZ & A L TRTEUE FIERTTOILTOED, WIFho A #
FRHTIZI VTS RAS IBAn AR "I RICA R 72 RFS(HR, 1. 895 95%CI, 1. 54-2. 32),
0S (HR, 2.24; 95%CI, 1.76-2.85) &FHBALT7= M, F7=, BRAF Bfm 255 17 § [AlERIC
ANE72 RFS (HR, 1.89; 95%CI, 1.54-2.32), 0S (HR, 2.24; 95%CI, 1.76-2.85) %R
L 72 Y, R UIBR 2 12DV TIL KRAS IR A B TO A ZEHT A H 0, 21XV RFS (OR,
1.49; 95%CI, 1.01-2.21), 0S (OR, 1.981; 95%CI, 1.61-2.43) NHEICARETH -T2
B, T2, — AT (i) BIERATREAEGIL R U CIAT () BIBRAAT 91325 N Pk %
FEETEXHAREMR DY, T 9 Lo o I~ ——DFEED T DI (i) IR % [k
FTRENCOWTIEARATH S, L7285 T, RAS & L < I% BRAF B in A R4 H T HIE
BT, (i) UIBRB%OEERN 7+ —T v ITRLETH D,

JETHISEMEIE DRI D NA A~ — D —REZFET 57 AU > MIRW—FT, RAS #Eis
FZ5 5L, BRAF 2RI TH% THICESIOFREM N H Y, Zh oI+ rBmEEZITH 2
EFHERE SN D, FTo, I A~y FEEKRE R (MSI-H/dAMMR) #41Z Stage I1/111 O
MBI DIRFEERFUICEATH Y, 172 2 L 2T S, RBfERMIZIZINDIC
ctDNA 72 EiTaie A A~ —h =1 5/ R H 5,

SCHR

1 Formica, V. et al. KRAS and BRAF Mutations in Stage II and III Colon
Cancer: A Systematic Review and Meta—Analysis. J Natl Cancer Inst 114,
517-527, doi:10. 1093/jnci/djab190 (2022).

2 André, T. et al. Adjuvant Fluorouracil, Leucovorin, and Oxaliplatin in

Stage II to III Colon Cancer: Updated 10-Year Survival and Outcomes
According to BRAF Mutation and Mismatch Repair Status of the MOSAIC Study.
Journal of Clinical Oncology 33, 4176-4187, doi:10. 1200/jco. 2015. 63.

38



O© 0 1 O O = W N =

W W W W W W W DN DD N DN DD DN DN NN = = == = = = = = =
[«) NS IS NSO R A e = Nc e <IN e ) NS B~ NGO \C I =l e - B\ e N &) B SO\ =)

10

11

12

4238 (2015).

Des Guetz, G. et al. Does microsatellite instability predict the efficacy
of adjuvant chemotherapy in colorectal cancer? A systematic review with
meta-analysis. FEur J Cancer 45, 1890-1896, doi:10. 1016/j. ejca. 2009.
04. 018 (2009).

Guastadisegni, C., Colafranceschi, M., Ottini, L. & Dogliotti, E.
Microsatellite instability as a marker of prognosis and response to therapy:
a meta—analysis of colorectal cancer survival data. Eur J Cancer 46, 2788-
2798, doi:10. 1016/j. ejca. 2010. 05. 009 (2010).

Ribic, C. M. et al. Tumor microsatellite—instability status as a predictor
of benefit from fluorouracil-based adjuvant chemotherapy for colon cancer.
N Engl J Med 349, 247-257, doi:10. 1056/NEJMoa022289 (2003).

Hutchins, G. et al. Value of Mismatch Repair, KRAS, and BRAF Mutations
in Predicting Recurrence and Benefits From Chemotherapy in Colorectal Cancer.
Journal of Clinical Oncology 29, 1261-1270, doi:10. 1200/jco. 2010. 30.
1366 (2011).

Sargent, D. J. et al. Defective mismatch repair as a predictive marker
for lack of efficacy of fluorouracil-based adjuvant therapy in colon cancer.
J Clin Oncol 28, 3219-3226, doi:10. 1200/jco. 2009. 27. 1825 (2010).
Cohen, R. et al. Microsatellite Instability in Patients With Stage III
Colon Cancer Receiving Fluoropyrimidine With or Without Oxaliplatin: An
ACCENT Pooled Analysis of 12 Adjuvant Trials. J Clin Oncol 39, 642-651,
doi:10. 1200/JC0O. 20. 01600 (2021).

Clancy, C., Burke, J. P., Kalady, M. F. & Coffey, J. C. BRAF
mutation is associated with distinct clinicopathological characteristics in
colorectal cancer: a systematic review and meta—analysis. Colorectal Dis
15, e711-718, doi:10. 1111/codi. 12427 (2013).

Peng, J., Lv, J. & Peng, J. KRAS mutation is predictive for poor
prognosis in rectal cancer patients with neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy: a
systemic review and meta—analysis. Int J Colorectal Dis 36, 1781-1790,
doi:10. 1007/s00384-021-03911-z (2021).

0’ Connell, E., Reynolds, I. S., McNamara, D. A., Prehn, J. H. M
& Burke, J. P. \Microsatellite instability and response to neoadjuvant
chemoradiotherapy in rectal cancer: A systematic review and meta—analysis.
Surg Oncol 34, 57-62, doi:10. 1016/j. suronc. 2020. 03. 009 (2020).

Swets, M. et al. Microsatellite instability in rectal cancer: what does

39



O© 0 1 O O = W N =

VSR VR \CRE \CHE (G \C R \C R N R i e e T e e e e e
N O O R WY RO 0O 0NN R W N R o

13

14

15

16

17

18

it mean? A study of two randomized trials and a systematic review of the
literature. Histopathology 81, 352-362, doi:10. 1111/his. 14710 (2022).
Cercek, A. et al. PD-1 Blockade in Mismatch Repair—-Deficient, Locally
Advanced Rectal Cancer. N Engl J Med 386, 2363-2376 , doi:10.
1056/NEJMoa2201445 (2022) .

Brudvik, K. W. et al. Meta—analysis of KRAS mutations and survival after
resection of colorectal liver metastases. Br J Surg 102, 1175-1183, doi:10.
1002/bjs. 9870 (2015).

Passiglia, F. et al. Can KRAS and BRAF mutations limit the benefit of
liver resection in metastatic colorectal cancer patients? A systematic
review and meta—analysis. Crit Rev Oncol Hematol 99, 150-157, doi:10.
1016/j. critrevonc. 2015. 12. 015 (2016).

Tosi, F. et al. Effect of KRAS and BRAF Mutations on Survival of Metastatic
Colorectal Cancer After Liver Resection: A Systematic Review and Meta—
Analysis. Clin Colorectal Cancer 16, el53-el163, doi:10. 1016/j. clcc.
2017. 01. 004 (2017).

Gau, L. et al. Impact of BRAF mutations on clinical outcomes following
liver surgery for colorectal liver metastases: An updated meta—analysis.
Eur J Surg Oncol 47, 2722-2733, doi:10. 1016/j. ejso. 2021. 05. 039 (2021).
Huang, J. et al. Prognostic value of KRAS mutation in patients undergoing
pulmonary metastasectomy for colorectal cancer: A systematic review and
meta—analysis. Crit Rev Oncol Hematol 160, 103308, doi:10.1016/j.critrevonc.
2021. 103308 (2021).

40



O© 0 3 O G = W N =

—_
_= O

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

s

-

CQI0 ERRFEICK L CTHIF BRSNS " ? )

JES TRABEREKES LIRS YD, BEREZEER T3 ROEGEICIIAT S & #H

B35, MFY o EEBOBKEBIBIESNTRLT, R TIHUGHELZEKT

& DIERDOFEBEITH S 0TI R,

@ WRTE 72 i3 2B TR Y BB BE OB AL, AIFEEET O T LR H#H
BT 5, (JAREL - =T AL C)

@ WRTE 7213 P 2B TRIS U BB R DR S ORI FEE O AT RBEDRIT
RERTH 2D, RTEROMHERPPFETE 20T Z L2 HIHETD, (G
BE2 - TR LNYLB)

J

HELEREE (47952281752 L %29 [1Tbanwi & | 1Thhnw &% | # 48 pF
HELET 2 HELE % 59 < HELES B g < HELES 5 L
CQ10- | 100% (23/23) | 0% 0% 0% 0%
CQ10-®@ | 4% (1/23) 96% (22/23) 0% 0% 0%

AITORITIRAFIEICE D &, FEEGRO 15-20% D @ © @ Oizfj5 U o3
B NMEET Do 5 D 2 Bl K TIE B TR DIE LR X DN DEI R H D
—RIZZNDHDOTHRIIRRTHHDS, RO GIBR LATIERITIE 45-55% 1 @ @ Oz 5 44
FERFHND 2 E NSRS STV D, FRT Y 2 EBE S D 2 W ERT O N i 8
I DV HRRE SRR L 7 ORI 5 #RIE h R @ KIEAF7E S 2 E G815 1995~
2004 4ED pT3 « T4 FEBELAGREIEGI O IA 2 =2 7 AT 2 O TR T, DT EREH1 o 5
ERAEAFRITIERRIGEH & R L TRAFTH Y (68.9% vs. 62.0%) ©, FimimEg ol
U 2 RE AR EEE R T 2 SE BN (XA 7 ZhIE DT R UCEN R PFAET 5 2 & &R Lo S sk
Wb H2D  £72D3 U L/ SHIEREOXR L 72 5 FIGFEAR U > "Eifs I, 5
> NEER DENE D RALE O 00 B TR ORR L L T—ED/SA T AR H o T
WHRBEER S D DO, BEOMIIZE W CENEIRE R~ T 5 —8 LRI E LN
TRV, MGENEIC L) AFEERYFS NI BERIIREZ VW EB X LND, IR LSRR
WL AT LT IEBNCERV T, IRRANCIER L7 Y v BN ET 2 58 IS LTR%
BHMGT Y R EEEEREERTHD ZEAWME SN TEY, MFEEOEIEITHERE S e
VY (11)(12)(13>O

B &2 l05 Y O ANEERRE O IR WEFNZ IS 1T AT ERE O ERICEI LT, JC0G0212 FRER
TIIAMTAT CT £AIEMRT (CCTHEL 10 nm LLEOIT Y L 8GR FEES, JE5E MR IEM5
SCERES X 0 FLFBNSAL B 5 G 2 x5, WERAFMN 2 S ERHMEER & L CEB
BEEIER (ME) FEO ELIGRHIIE G 4+ 15 #53E (ME+LLND) FEIZ %92 IEMED i S a7z,
T ORER, MERARAFWRIZIN T, MEALLND BEIC X325 ME #EO N — REIE 1. 07 (90. 9%

41



O© 0 1 O O = W N =

W W W W W W W DN DD N DN DD DN DN NN = = == = = = = = =
[«) NS IS NSO R A e = Nc e <IN e ) NS B~ NGO \C I =l e - B\ e N &) B SO\ =)

fEHEIXE] 0.84-1.36) TH Y, FEM~— 0 D EIRA 1.34 & L7-ARBRICBWT, ME #
D ME+LLND HEZKRET 2 IELHMEITHEGHFRICGE &g v~ 72 (P non—inferiority =0.
0547) OV, JHFTFRE OB ILME B (12.6%) (ZH~TME+LIND BECHEITIRE (7.4%)
Tho7ehy, MEEOMEERALFIRIImD GEEIL T Y, RIKITFHMEEH Th 2 8E 7,
BRI AETFROVTIC O A BEZEIT o Tz, — 0, IERSE Sh-EHBHT—4 T
%, 7THERPTERREAFR MEALLND vs ME; 82.9% vs 78.9%) & 7 MG HEERAEFR

(ME+LLND vs ME; 85.3% vs 80.3%) (% & HIZME+LLND BED G R EAFTH Y, cStage 111 %
MR ETHY T T N—T AT NT, ME+LLND B0 BEREAGFHEITAEICBFTH -
729 AP AEIZ RV T, MELLND BEIZIZH) 100 43 D FANRFRIAER: & £9 240 m1 D H
MBI D B, Grade 3~4 OFTAHHEIZME £ (16.0%) & EL# L TME+LLND B

(21. 7%) TEWMEA B - 7209, PEIRBERE, BIETEMRE T A B RER 2N b O 1009,
DL EOBESRERRE ORAIIME BEL VD & ME+LLND BRSO MEI AR 7208,

807 30985 28 r= S AR L CAL B S DIV TV BECK T, 15 U 2 B 3 etk &
SENDIEGNCE L CTiE, MIAFEEEZITDORVZ ERHEI N TWS W9 L LR,
JC0G0212 FBRDFEF & 1%, MIIFREIRITIER L7 U 2 _EAELE L 22 VWEFNZ I T H A
TG & —HRICEIRT 5 2 L ITRETHIE OB R0 DHERE S Au72vy, JRETHIE S A UGEIC
B LTI ENE ISR SN2V RORREZFEFR L, FiiY R 7 - iiitstiefEs & 0T 2
AN EE L QL 2R ES XE Th 5, 725, WAk BT ssiE 23 1T S 75
IR FEMEE AN B A IFEEDEZRIZA SN TR, RFTHEERZ T2 Z & DR
BIEICOEET D

BERE A CUA T 2R3 & A WS T & DIEEI O FEHEITB 5 2> The\u, IR #EE IS 7 Y
L RERERIE & A5 ORI RN D D & D RCT OfE BANAI 6 MG STV 5 BSEHES]
BRbipd B ZOEROFEMEEBRGEL-RBR G v, Fi2, 05U 2 B O IR
B OREEICOW T Tl BT EEEOMNLIZ S B OMETH 5, KIGREITZES DO%
FRHMFFRIC L 5 &, VR ISR D05 U oo Eis OB WRE T ERZ 10 mm 20 > b4 7 &
THROBERS mE Ay FAT E LT RRIFTHDLN, 1EROTREIECLD Y 3
B OHE ML LI-BWHREORR RSN TS @Y, BIE, EAHMEE MRD 2 H V=0
L8 DO WT L UE O FENLIZ T 2 KIGRET IR O S sk e N TR TH Y, Vo HioE
EFEROMAEDLRIZL ST 90%LL EOREETY VA EERB O A AEETH H Z &N
WS TWDE @)

SCHR

(1) Sugihara K, Kobayashi H, Kato T, et al: Indication and benefit of pelvic
sidewall dissection for rectal cancer. Dis Colon Rectum 2006; 49: 1663-1672

(2) Kobayashi H, Mochizuki H, Kato T, et al: Outcomes of surgery alone for

42



O© 0 1 O O = W N =

W W W W W W W DN DD N DN DD DN DN NN = = == = = = = = =
[«) NS IS NSO R A e = Nc e <IN e ) NS B~ NGO \C I =l e - B\ e N &) B SO\ =)

lower rectal cancer with and without pelvic sidewall dissection. Dis Colon
Rectum 2009, 52: 567-576

(3) Ueno M, Oya M, Azekura K, et al: Incidence and prognostic significance
of lateral lymph node metastasis in patients with advanced low rectal cancer.
Br J Surg 2005; 92: 756-763

(4) Kanemitsu Y, Komori K, Shida D, et al: Potential impact of lateral lymph
node dissection ( LLND) for low rectal cancer on prognoses and local control:
A comparison of 2 high-volume centers in Japan that employ different policies
concerning LLND. Surgery 2017; 162: 303-314

(5) Inoue H, Sakai K, Nozawa H, et al: Therapeutic significance of D3
dissection for low rectal cancer: a comparison of dissection between lateral
pelvic lymph nodes and the lymph nodes along the root of the inferior mesenteric
artery in a multicenter retrospective cohort study. Int J Colorectal Dis 2021;
36:1263-1270

(6) Ueno H, Mochizuki H, Hashiguchi Y, et al: Prognostic determinant of
patients with lateral nodal involvement by rectal cancer. Ann Surg 2001; 234:
190-197

(7 Akiyoshi T, Watanabe T, Miyata S, et al; Japanese Society for Cancer of
the Colon and Rectum: Results of a Japanese nationwide multi—institutional study
on lateral pelvic lymph node metastasis in low rectal cancer: is it regional or
distant disease? Ann Surg 2012; 255: 1129-1134

(8) Ozawa H, Kotake K, Hosaka M, et al: Impact of lateral pelvic lymph node
dissection on the survival of patients with T3 and T4 low rectal cancer. World
J Surg 2016; 40: 1492-1499

(9) Hida K, Nishizaki D, Sumii A, et al: Prognostic impact of lateral pelvic
node dissection on the survival of patients in low rectal cancer subgroup based
on lymph node size. Ann Surg Oncol 2021; 28:6179-6188

(10) Ueno H, Mochizuki H, Hashiguchi Y, et al: Potential prognostic benefit
of lateral pelvic node dissection for rectal cancer located below the peritoneal
reflection. Ann Surg 2007; 245: 80-87

(11) Yang X, Yang S, Hu T, eta al: What is the role of lateral lymph node
dissection in rectal cancer patients with clinically suspected lateral lymph
node metastasis after preoperative chemoradiotherapy? A meta—analysis and
systematic review. Cancer Medicine 2020; 9:4477-4489

(12) Ogura A, Konishi T, Cunningham C, et al: Neoadjuvant (Chemo)radiotherapy

with total mesorectal excision only is not sufficient to prevent lateral local

43



O© 0 1 O O = W N =

W W W W W W W DN DD N DN DD DN DN NN = = == = = = = = =
[«) NS IS NSO R A e = Nc e <IN e ) NS B~ NGO \C I =l e - B\ e N &) B SO\ =)

recurrence in enlarged nodes: results of the multicenter lateral node study of
patients with low cT3/4 rectal cancer. J Clin Oncol 2019; 37:33-43

(13) Kim MJ, Chang GJ, Lim H-K, et al: Oncological impact of lateral lymph
node dissection after preoperative chemoradiotherapy in patients with rectal
cancer. Ann Surg Oncol 2020; 27:3525-3533

(14) Fujita S, Mizusawa J, Kanemitsu Y, et al; Colorectal Cancer Study Group
of Japan Clinical Oncology Group: Mesorectal excision with or without lateral
lymph node dissection for clinical stage II /Il 1 ower rectal cancer (JC0G0212)
a multicenter, randomized controlled, noninferiority trial. Ann Surg 2017;
266: 201-207

(15) Tsukamoto S, Fujita S, Ota M, et al: Long—term follow-up of the randomized
trial of mesorectal excision with or without lateral lymph node dissection in
rectal cancer (JCOG0212). Br J Surg. 2020;107(5):586-594

(16) Fujita S, Akasu T, Mizusawa J, et al; Colorectal Cancer Study Group of
Japan Clinical Oncology Group: Postoperative morbidity and mortality after
mesorectal excision with and without lateral lymph node dissection for clinical
stage I or stage Il lower rectal cancer (JC0G0212) : results from a multicentre,
randomised controlled, non—inferiority trial. Lancet Oncol 2012; 13: 616-621

%)) Ito M, Kobayashi A, Fujita S, et al; Colorectal Cancer Study Group of
Japan Clinical Oncology Group. Urinary dysfunction after rectal cancer surgery:
Results from a randomized trial comparing mesorectal excision with and without
lateral lymph node dissection for clinical stage II or Il lower rectal cancer

(Japan Clinical Oncology Group Study, JC0G0212). Eur J Surg Oncol 2018; 44:

463-468

(18) Saito S, Fujita S, Mizusawa J, et al; Colorectal Cancer Study Group of
Japan Clinical Oncology Group: Male sexual dysfunction after rectal cancer
surgery: Results of a randomized trial comparing mesorectal excision with and
without lateral lymph node dissection for patients with lower rectal cancer:
Japan Clinical Oncology Group Study JCOG0212. Eur J Surg Oncol 2016; 42: 1851-
1858

(19) You YN, Hardiman KM, Bafford A, et al : The American Society of Colon
and Rectal Surgeons Clinical Practice Guidelines for the Management of Rectal
Cancer. Dis Colon Rectum 2020; 63:1191-1222

(20) Nagawa H, Muto T, Sunouchi K, et al: Randomized, controlled trial of
lateral node dissection vs. nerve—preserving resection in patients with rectal

cancer after preoperative radiotherapy. Dis Colon Rectum 2001; 44: 1274-1280

44



O© 0 1 O O = W N =

—_
(@)

(21) Ogawa S, Hida J, Tke H, et al: Selection of lymph node-positive cases
based on perirectal and lateral pelvic lymph nodes using magnhetic resonance
imaging: study of the Japanese Society for Cancer of the Colon and Rectum. Ann
Surg Oncol 2016; 23: 1187-1194

(22) Kawai K, Shiomi A, Miura T, et al. Optimal diagnostic criteria for
lateral lymph node dissection using magnetic resonance imaging: a multicenter

prospective study. ANZ J Surg 2023; 93: 206-213

45



0 N O G Wy

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

[ CQll BIRRTTREZE S o L CARIIG IR S h a1 ?

ORFTEFREY A7 BEVEFICH LT, WML RREL

(HERREE 2 « =5 A LU B)

QRPFTEHE D X7 BEVESICH LTiE, RRMEZERE (BHEBRER L), Thkw

LERMET D, HERE2. 2T XL 0)

179 Z L 2BH<HERT S,

LT

P

792 Lzl
SHESES D

75L&
<R B

fThinwitx
55 < L2 5

T\ L%
SRS HERE TS

HESERE 70 L

cQ11-D

9% (2/23)

91% (21/23)

0%

0%

0%

cQ11-®@

0%

13% (3/23)

78% (18/23)

4% (1/23)

4% (1/23)

AFTIX, TEREAGEITREIZRT L TIX TME (& 2\ ME TSME) + B AR IR A 7 2635 235
WEIAT DI, B3R, RFTEREL bICRIFRAEI#E ST TEY 2, BCKTHEET
B DA SRR IR TR TR VWO RBIR TH 5,

M5 U 2 EEERE D3 22\ E R S ILTEBNZIS N T, AT S AR E R 123 T 20
U 2 REERIE OF A L LT ARS8 1T D T 0 F AEEGRBR TIE, WAt MR E,
BAEFRICET R, ATENG 25T L2 WEE CHRICHEIRIES, MEReREE RS D 7202 &
DERESNTWDD P, 45 Il L DEBFIORH TH L Z Lnnd, ZOREDERITRENT
b5,

LR Y, RIFNTEIT DUTHTEE SFE O R R IRIC B T 2 EREZIR, HDHWIE
MHFERIE DR E L COFECONTIE, SRR TH LR T v A3 <, BEHEEHR
% upfront surgery T D,

IR T RE 7R LR L oe 3 D ANANE R, A7 ERE AT O WECKIZI N T, JRFTHEFFER
DARIE & FEREBTE DA GHEEEE 2 B AZIERRBAFE 2 e Sz, MiEsNRE, E7213 ) /3
HRRE RGO IE I 12 % T 2 IR UIBR1: ORERNC 33 2 ite fliBheik & LT, ML L,
(BB BN, BRI HEAN, B AREETE L AR E A A G DR TR D A BRI 7 7
DABH S U7 BRBRICI W T, USRS AL FIRIERE 2 (LB DO TR Tl b FFFE R
MEDSTZ Y, ZORERLEE 2, NIH a3 ZAEEHICBWT, Stage 1T £7213 111
BRI SR DR MBIERTE & U C, AbFRE & UL A G O T IR HERE S
i ¥, 20k, RGBT BRIRIE & IR RO BRI A T o & bl U 72 3BT
b, WAL FFRERECRATHIE=ER B o 7o 2 L B lE s hiz ¥,

Z DM OEIDERIRRER L A & 7 F U 2 22T, MRS SREIC L v, AfFERom k-
IO R2NHE OO0, RFTFERROETNRINTND T 89 Z OOk T, RET
ELRGHE (SR U CHF RIS IR IE 24T 9 2 EDNMERETH D0, Wi Idkkx 2 ) 2 7 K+
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[NCCN/ESMO TA KT A4 L THEF LN TND Y AR HEERAL (FEER), 13/4, U~
REERBEME, CRM involved, EMVI[+] (2L » TERHL S TR Y, KN EKETHFE—T
X7 100 FE T TR A S LT A, IR, PEEREREREEE, MERSRERE
FH, 2 WA EOFEFEFZORARENEMT 5 12 1% 0,

ULEXD, ko eT v 222 B3, RFTHERY A7 8@ PRSI IERIC R
W TINRTES BRIE 24T 5 Z L I3 BRI D,

WTRTHE BREIE D ik & LT, TR #i9%1% (long course CRT,  LC-CRT) 23MEYERY
TH DD, BRM 2 HC IR i R SR B 1% (short course RT,  SCRT) § S S 41T
%, LC-CRT & SCRT b Tld LC-CRT 28 pCR HRIZ@mW\ b DO, JHFFHIHER, AfER L O
R ERGIIRE LGS TWE 19 190 SRR IAH (intensity modulated
radiotherapy: IMRT) & FH W 724 F A BREIE O S 11 FHERBRICEWV CTIE, 2EEHEL
FREME OB RITRO LN TE 5T, SBERMAFFRE S 5 O 72 IMRT OF TS
ONWTORMERABETH D 17,

BT LS RRRIE DMEYE T b D HEAMC B W T, FEITIER Y X 7 GER 2 5f 5 & LT
MRS X 5 FFSR A6 L, @REB OhIEIC X 2 EFFom B4 BIE L, BURR
$ & DR WINRHME P HEE D A2 R~ 3 57 —Z S HT& T %, PROSPECT 3R ITHE
FIFRAT T 23 AT REZR cT2N1,  T3NO, or T3NL (Stage IIA, 1IIIA, or IIIB) DLV 2~
JiE 51 A SE ST RITAL B RIS R & AT b R VERE (mFOLFOX6) 127 > % AME L, fFAiE
SEPEIERE Tl non—responder D AR BTN AL SR Bt 15 % Sk 3~ % 5 1/ AH AR
ThD, TEFMIER O 5 A8 FSRH FOLFOX #£C 80. 8% (95% CI, 77.9~83.7), b=
TSR IERETIX 78.6% (95% CI, 75.4~81.8) & FOLFOX BEDIELMENGEH &h, RELSE:
HITE R MR & FOLFOX #ET 21, 9%, (L FHBUBRIRIERET 24. 3% CThH o7, 72k, AL
VERETTIE, 10 4%DHE B CHT A E 72133 5 IS B BRIGHR S E i ST\ 5 19, FOWARC 3R
1%, T4 RS TEEMREREE WoTlom Y AV ERZ G Te cStage 11(T3-4N0) /IT1(T1-4N1-2) %
Xt & Ue 5-FU/LV Of Rl Ai k5 i ek (FUHRT) & mFOLFOX f R Al b R e v
(mFOLFOX6+RT),  FRF AL 27487 BAM (mFOLFOX6) 0> 3 B Hhifie ©, mFOLFOX % & TeiBHRED 3
FERR AL RICB T B2 RGET 2 B IR CTH 5, 7ok, Mikibhb ik
FU+RT #£ Tl 5-FU/LV, Z Do 2 B TIE nFOLFOX TH -7-, FEH, 3SEMEKFAEFERICAE
721372 < (FU+RT: 72.9%, mFOLFOX+RT: 77.2%, mFOLFOX: 73.5%; p=0.709), mFOLFOX %
BUIEREEOBBIEIIRENRD oo b 00, RAFRL L ORITHERICOAEZTR
DO oT= 90 HAE, cT2N+ or c¢T3-4aNany, MRF uninvolved Z%I& & L7-, (b2
SHRPRIEI RT3 D TR LR L (CAPOX) + B R b PR BRIFRTE D IES M A . % CONVERT 3
B ETHCH Y, pCR FIIWMBEFSETH D Z EBHE SN TWDER, %O EEHGEH
DINERFEND 20,

WML FHIEIZ DN T, BB Z & <, PROSPECT kB IZ L W JRATEIE U A 7 A3 el K
WSS TTIEL LC-CRT & AR b it IR L O SRR E O IR PEDSGE S T2 H O
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D, FHOIFHERHR T H S upfront O FHFRIE & O HEGERIT R, & HIC, FFTHEEY A
7 3 @EVEFNTR LTI, AT ESERE D - OA MBI R TIIBAE TIZRWZ &2 D,
TN L2 HRT 2,

72¥5, Total neoadjuvant therapy (TNT)3SJTXNon operative management (NOM) (Z-DU>

TIE, T Q12 BXOCQI3 22 E 7=\,

SCHR

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

Fujita S, et al. ; Mesorectal Excision With or Without Lateral Lymph Node
Dissection for Clinical Stage II/III Lower Rectal Cancer (JC0G0212): A
Multicenter, Randomized Controlled, Noninferiority Trial. Ann Surg.
2017;266:201-207.

Ozawa H, et al. ; Impact of Lateral Pelvie Lymph Node Dissection on the Survival
of Patients with T3 and T4 Low Rectal Cancer. World J Surg. 2016;40:1492-9.
Nagawa H, et al. ;Randomized, controlled trial of lateral node dissection vs.
nerve—preserving resection in patients with rectal cancer after preoperative
radiotherapy. Dis Colon Rectum. 2001;44:1274-80.

Prolongation of the disease—free interval in surgically treated rectal carcinoma. N Engl J
Med. 1985;312:1465-1472.

NIH consensus conference. Adjuvant therapy for patients with colon and
rectal cancer. Jama. 1990;264:1444-1450.

Sauer R, Becker H, Hohenberger W, et al. Preoperative versus
postoperative chemoradiotherapy for rectal cancer. N Engl J Med.
2004;351:1731-1740.

Van Gijn W, et al. ; Preoperative radiotherapy combined with total mesorectal
excision for resectable rectal cancer: 12-year follow—up of the multicentre,
randomised controlled TME trial. Lancet Oncol. 2011; 12: 575-582

Sauer R et al. ; Preoperative versus postoperative chemoradiotherapy for locally
advanced rectal cancer: results of the German CAO/ARO/AI0-94 randomized phase
III trial after a median follow—up of 11 years. J Clin Oncol. 2012; 30:1926-
1933

Rahbari NN, et al. ; Neoadjuvant radiotherapy for rectal cancer: meta—analysis

of randomized controlled trials. Ann Surg Oncol. 2013;20:4169-4182.

10) ESMO guideline
11) NCCN guideline

12) Peeters KC, et al. ; Late side effects of short—course preoperative radiotherapy
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combined with total mesorectal excision for rectal cancer: increased bowel
dysfunction in irradiated patients——a Dutch colorectal cancer group study. J
Clin Oncol. 2005; 23: 6199-206

13) Wiltink LM, et al. ; Health-related quality of life 14 years after preoperative
short—term radiotherapy and total mesorectal excision for rectal cancer: report
of a multicenter randomised trial. Eur J Cancer 2014; 50:2390-8.

14) Birgisson H, et al. ; Occurrence of second cancers in patients treated with
radiotherapy for rectal cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2005 Sep 1;23(25):6126-31.

15) Bujko K, et al. ; Long—term results of a randomized trial comparing preoperative
short-course radiotherapy with preoperative conventionally fractionated
chemoradiation for rectal cancer. Br J Surg. 2006;93(10):1215-23.

16) Ngan SY, et al. ; Randomized trial of short—course radiotherapy versus long-
course chemoradiation comparing rates of local recurrence in patients with T3
rectal cancer: Trans-Tasman Radiation Oncology Group trial 01. 04. J Clin Oncol.
2012;30:3827-33.

17) Hong TS, et al. ; NRG Oncology Radiation Therapy Oncology Group 0822: A Phase
2 Study of Preoperative Chemoradiation Therapy Using Intensity Modulated
Radiation Therapy in Combination With Capecitabine and Oxaliplatin for Patients
With Locally Advanced Rectal Cancer. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2015;93:29-
36.

18) Schrag D, et al. ; Preoperative treatment of locally advanced rectal cancer.
N Eng J Med. 2023 Jun 4. Online ahead of print.

19) Deng Y, et al. ; Neoadjuvant Modified FOLFOX6 With or Without Radiation Versus
Fluorouracil Plus Radiation for Locally Advanced Rectal Cancer: Final Results
of the Chinese FOWARC Trial. J Clin Oncol. 2019;37:3223-3233.

20) WJ Mei, et al ; Neoadjuvant Chemotherapy With CAPOX Versus Chemoradiation for
Locally Advanced Rectal Cancer With Uninvolved Mesorectal Fascia (CONVERT) :
Initial Results of a Phase III Trial. Ann Surg. 2023; 277: 557-564
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CQl2 ERFEEIZXd 5 Total Neoadjuvant Therapy (INT) IIZHERI B2

ERBIZXT 5 INTIZfThRNWZ 2 HRT 5, (HEE2, =521~ (0)

INT &%, RPN I dGE T 5 23, i WREERE O Ml o P 5% B 2 RS R S 3T RV
L2 stk (chemoradiotherapy: CRT) D538 & Aised D720, BAAMEDE T #ih
(LRI I V) 25 S IFRIE 2 INRTA R LA A TSTRIEERIG Ch 5, 2 —WEIEE,
MTRTRRATIZAT 9 induction chemotherapy (INCT), FURZIZFAlr £ TOFFERIMICIT S
consolidation chemotherapy (CNCT) ®BAFEAMTHIL T E 7228, BRENE (long course CRT,
5x5Gy AT (SCRT)), FEWIED L VA URMIBIC b —EDar B ARG LT
IROVDNPEIRTH %,

BT ZL2M (1T 2825 [ThRVWI L% [ TDORVI L& [ #E5EERL
JE€ <HELET S <HELESD 59 < HEES D[S HERY D
cQ12 | 0% 4% (1/23) 70% (16/23) 4% (1/23) 22% (5/23)

<TNT (INCT/CNCT) vs. CRT>

INT & CRT % MEEZ bbbl UaikBhiL, BRSCTRISRT 5 oGS5 [1-9],
BRMECB LT, HREFEEZRE (pCR) RITHOWTIE, RAPIDO 7kER (28% vs. 14%) [6],
PRODIGE23 3R (28% vs. 12%) [3]TiX, pCRFEDOAE M EAME L TWDHN, AEERL
LT rdmELH D, —F, FHERITO RO YIFRENABEICUE LTz & TR E 1T,
FTRFERIZOVWTIIFRICSE L & T 213722V —J5, RAPIDO iR D i D T,
FAEBNC IS 1T 2 5 ST AFERIL INT B TR < (12% vs.  8%), TDOZ i %E =
7o LTZJEFI T 7= & LT B [8], RAPIDO k& [7], PRODIGE23 3Bk [3] Clim@iiss i
RITZENLCH(INT BE vs CRTHE),  23% vs. 30% (54F), 17% vs. 25% (34F), #yi4:
FHRITONVTIE 2% vs.  66% (54F), 76% vs. 69% (34) CAEMLUEBELZHREL VD
0, AEERLETLIRBROBRE LH D, —7F7, 5L LRREIEEZ1To725 2 C, &4EF
F(0S) NUE Lz & DT,

FPEICBI L CiE, CRTICHMIRIEZINZ D 2 & C, Bl & 92 8HEN LD, GCR-
3WBRTIL, MBI HRE & i LT, TR Tl G842 R oo, EMEILEOE
PE(G3/4) R T & @E LTS (19% vs.  54%) [1],

DT HIMEREREGT 3 DD CRT & INT % Hifs L= A X T OfER T, Wi
b INT Tl pCR RN LN TWDE SO D, #5EAFSR (DFS), 0S (B L Cld—H L7k
ERFoNTEbT#mnEs & 2 ATHDH[13-15],

<INCT (E 3+ long course CRT) vs.
50

CNCT (long course CRT+ & #Mpiik) >
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CAO/ARO/ATO-12 #ERIL, RA Y TIT4417= long course CRT (Z 3 YA 7 /L FOLFOX % /I
Z 72 INCT 35 L OV CNCT DA 2tk % b U 72585k CTdb 5 [10, 111, CR F (X CNCT B CTH EIZH
< (21% vs. 28%), HEREALFR B, QOLIZIZENRL, IBENEFAEEER TR
X ONCT DHELES LD EfbimDI T D, F72, CAO/ARO/ATO-04 kiR & DA MENT T,
long course CRT IZ%I9 2 TNT DERAEFRA~D ERELRIL/2 <, INT TEHEF2 BT
—HDBEIZ L o TOBRPRILTE &t T2 [16], OPRA 3RERIL, KETITHiE long
course CRT {Z FOLFOX & 721% CAPOX Z Iz 7= INCT & CNCT Dfa#MEE e A R ba b u
— LR LT BRTH S [12], FFHEE THDH DFS 1Tz hr—/L bt U CHlj#E T
EEBOIRNST-H OO, BEARRBRIGFEE O LE TIX, RIF0IF (total mesorectal
excision: TME) Z[H#ETE 5, TME-free survival &9 #H LWEIKRAIFEMIEH A3, CNCT
HECTAHBEIC ERS Z EMREI, CONCT 23 FEUIERTAEME (nonoperative management: NOM) %
BIETHAIIIAMATH L 2 LEAVURmB STz, NOM OfFEFIZOWNTIE, Q13 B RIEX -
[

—H, AEALO INNICET 27 =X 132 L<, HHiR»LOET — 25 11 B2
DESINTNDDHRTH D, Konishi 5iF FOLFOX + bevacizumab #%(Z S-1/RT Z1T 9 INCT
DA - REMEZFTHI L, MR AEIHESRZ FH S5 Z L 72 < pCR N 37, 2% & mFET,
AT INBIRTE LS L TWA[17],

TN E CORMBEERRBROFE RS, INTIC LY pCR FLNM OF v > AN EHT 252
EDRHIFFCE 200, RAFROUENRIIRTEH LN TR, F, RAOEHEIRET
o D FIRFATIEN L i U, FIiO S E0M A IHERZ R LRSI THETHY, 18
OLEMEIZT 2R3HMHIE AR+ TH D EFLID 25700, MA T, IBFEDIEE & 705 w]
REME, PARELDL Rz IR MM OER, EREOHENGMETH 5,

LLEX Y, BURCIXEIEIC T2 INTIX A FER E L TiThRn D & 255 H#HEET 5,
B AR BRIE PRI RS 18 L T 2RO ER TOZE S 72 INT OB AT Z 5 _R&ETH Y, INT
(XU RHE SN ERIRERER & LTITV, AR TOIREREEZ A LN L 9 2 T, 15%xf
SRIVRERL VA VBRI RETH 5,

SCHR

1. Fernandez-Martos C, Pericay C, Aparicio J, Salud A, et al. Phase II,
randomized study of concomitant chemoradiotherapy followed by surgery and
adjuvant capecitabine plus oxaliplatin (CAPOX) compared with induction CAPOX
followed by concomitant chemoradiotherapy and surgery in magnhetic resonance
imaging—defined, locally advanced rectal cancer: Grupo cancer de recto 3
study. J Clin Oncol 28:859-65, 2010.

2. Fernandez-Martos C, Garcia—Albeniz X, Pericay C, et al. Chemoradiation,
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10.

surgery and adjuvant chemotherapy versus induction chemotherapy followed by
chemoradiation and surgery: long—term results of the Spanish GCR-3 phase II
randomized trial. Ann Oncol 26:1722-8, 2015.

Conroy T, Bosset JF, Etienne PL, et al. Neoadjuvant chemotherapy with
FOLFIRINOX and preoperative chemoradiotherapy for patients with locally
advanced rectal cancer (UNICANCER-PRODIGE 23): a multicentre, randomised,
open—label, phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol 22:702-15, 2021.

Bujko K, Wyrwicz L, Rutkowski A, et al. Long—course oxaliplatin—based
preoperative chemoradiation versus 5 X 5 Gy and consolidation chemotherapy
for ¢T4 or fixed ¢T3 rectal cancer: results of a randomized phase III study.
Ann Oncol 27:834-42, 2016.

Ciset B, Pietrzak L, Michalski W, et al. Long—course preoperative
chemoradiation versus 5 X 5 Gy and consolidation chemotherapy for clinical
T4 and fixed clinical T3 rectal cancer: long—term results of the randomized
Polish Il study. Ann Oncol 30:1298-303, 2019.

Bahadoer RR, Dijkstra EA, van Etten B, e al. Short-course radiotherapy
followed by chemotherapy before total mesorectal excision (TME) versus
preoperative chemoradiotherapy, TME, and optional adjuvant chemotherapy in
locally advanced rectal cancer (RAPIDO): a randomised, open—label, phase 3
trial. Lancet Oncol 22:29-42, 2021.

Bahadoer RR, Hospers GAP, Marijnen CAM, et al. Risk and location of
distant metastases in patients with locally advanced rectal cancer after
total neoadjuvant treatment or chemoradiotherapy in the RAPIDO trial. Eur J
Cancer 185:139-49, 2023.

Dijkstra EA, Nilsson PJ, Hospers GAP, et al. Locoregional Failure During
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Compared to Long—course Chemoradiotherapy and Surgery — A Five-year Follow—up
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CQ13 EFFEMAIIEEE cCREEFNIZX} 3 5 Non—Operative Management  (NOM)
RIS ?

IThRNWZ L 2T/ HRTE, HEE 2. 5T VXL ()

e R | 170 L aM [ 1TH 2L [fTbRnc b a [fThRnT e | HER L
s CHEET D | HERTS | BHEET S | MRS

Q13 | 4% (1/23) 4% (1/23) 39% (9/23) 52% (12/23) 0%

K TIE, cStage I~111 ERGEE DO R U 2 715 U TR F RO EREHE (nCRT) Z1T
DI EBMEERIELE STV D, BT, 2018 4FEN D, KEINCCN HA K7 A > Tl, itk
FHBNPRIE Z TRITIZAT 5 Total neoadjuvant therapy (INT) 23HELE S iEFRIIIINZ &
i [1l. 2L T, o OEMHEOMANTEREZ IZBRIKITEERER) (cCR) MR I N
B, FINEITOT ISR 2R Z 1T © FEFITRE EE (Non-Operative Management; NOM,
FEMRAORR I EIZE, Watch and Wait $#%%) DM SND Z EB3H 5,

ELAGRE 62 NOM 1L, 2004 42 Habr—Gama & [2] (12X ¥, nCRT 412 cCR &Rk L7z —
HoOBEICKHT D ARBRILE L CHA CHID TIRE SNz, YIBRFIEEZR G
A 2656 AIT, TRETHIBIEEE & LT 5-FU, mA 3R U, 50. 46y ORBUNHIARETDIL,
21D BN cCR Z Rk LTz, 2Dk, FHEBHMM 57. 3 » ADOMIZ, 34 (4%) 2iElR
WA, 2 4 (3%) WNRFTERAZRIE L7228, RFTEIIE, /MR £ 72 IR a9 )
BRAFIZ & 0 e SH7-. R RS L OYERESE T 3R IE, NOM B CENEN 7. 0% 8B L O 0%,
FITHET 13, 6% B LN 9% Th o7z, Maas 5 [3] 1F, NOM 23EIRN S 7z cCR BH 21 4 &,
SVEHYIER 2 52 17 7= pCR FB3E 20 44 OxRERE & Olis)m & i L7z, NOM BECiX, *HFREEE b
T, KR a7, BRI TR, SEHPHMERED DN Ll S, 2
JAETESE (DFS), 24173 (0S) IZOWTIE, MAERICHFHIY22 2213580 bz d o7 (NOM
BE 0 89%, 100%, *HHREE: 93%, 91%), T OMIZYH, NOM OAWEE 2otk 2 /R4 HELo
WFERERDP O ME SN TV D, L L, ZOIEFEEAERL Er AT T 4 THHETH Y,
BEHLZIGICD25 [4-9], U ha AT T 0 THIRLUSNCIE, OB —HiFIZ X 500
] < BFFE, NOM AE (n=880) Ok KT —4 &~ hToH D International Watch & Wait
Database (IWWD) [10], I OEOND A X T F VU U A[11-13]725 & NOM D B 472 i 23
WEINTND,

2022 FITFER STz OPRA BRBR (1411, EFORRZEmD L L2 AL Lz INT (2
NOM % #HAR5A A TE R DRI & HEAEZALES 11 MR T o7z, Z OMBRTIE, INT 2321
72 BRI B O R CIREHEAF A ATHE TH D 2 &, nCRT IS HIE DAL BRIEEIT 5 2 &8,
pCR 3R % Fe KL T 2 Bl 72 Bl C b 5 ATREMED R STz, OO T1/111 FRFBR OfE R
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HEDED L, nCRT & B C T 72 B ABE DK 10-20%728 pCR 2159 25 [15, 16 ]—
FHC, INT LY A &8 A L7854, pCR 21T 20-60% 27 5 Al REMEN & 5 [14, 17, 18],

NOMAZDOWT D BAFARFERNH D —F T, NOM DK E R AREEZO—oIL, HET Lo
FEHIMRBREEORETH D [19] . NOMIZEMNCHEMAY 2 —_dg T ANKIAT, H
£, EIGHEZ, WHSL, WRI IC X DB RGBS ERER 72 51k & SND P, et +aleahn
= EIZE W, JEE O TN cCR BRF D 25-30% T 2V [10] , DL TR D 1
ERNCAET 2 FRRETDLIFEAETT h—L7en, FHIHL CHLRAMHIENTE 2
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2022 4F 4 H D> BRI & 72 o 7223, mm&noﬂwﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁbfméﬁﬁ®ﬁ%ﬁ%
PEMERR X 25 20 (BRI THR : 6 23T, B 18 : 18 2o, WiJ7 : 1 ) & 7w, fRBRE
JRDARIL & 7 o T3t 10 TUE, R PR ARIRIC L D 3EATFEHE 8L 8%, 3 4Rl
76. 4% L BAFRRRAE 2R L, —MRAY7R X BRBHIC BT 5 SCRAR A & Eel U TR #RIBIRE O Rk
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KN BRAF T D ATREME DS RIR S U7z, B RaR OIS I3D 73, 81 2 Gy FAY (—&6
LFHREDER) ORE 21TV, 3ERAEFE 1%, RFTHIERE 80% Th o 7= 'V, TR 1-#HA
PETRERINRBR OFER D25 84. 5~89. 5 Gy MM DOBEEMNITONTRY, Shiskk s
BB 72 AR 12 KU D BRI R O 5 47 51%, JRETHIEEEE 88%Th -7z,
R L CIIARA CE sk pim E RN EITHR Th D A% ET VA L-ULDFE N
WEDHG SN D,

WTNOWE THAEFLEAEDHEIZ OV LK LOFEFAN & &2 bz, X B
\Z & 2 @RS AR - B - RRTEHE - BRI RGO BUE & BRI U e s 1372 <, 2
O, IRFEIC L - TRE - G RPN R L7720, I1GEIEMNOHEREEIC OV TEmM TE 513
EDTET AT, o T, MEOwEIG & BSTE ChL-HaHC X BRC K D B
PRIBIRSE) OBFUZOWTL, SIS 2R ETRISNOIAEFEFRLSERT, ok
BRa AT HURRRIREZ R X THBISN D Z ENEE LV,

RE, HRERE O BKIEZ A3 2 JRETARIEF ~O FRANE, U A 27 B OMA#HENT
HRBE~ERELZ RS T2ENHEE LRI L H Y, Fhe LaWiisk b2 \0», iU 27
ligas DACERMR, AR OMFEHHEZ & LICEHMREOHRFNMTOND Z L RH DN, &
fii« AX w7 Lo 7T TR 8RS T BRERIZR IR S5, XARZ L D EEE
FFRIE RS BRI RIRIRE O 12 L AUE 3 - REFRIT 37%~61% & thikHI RAF CTh o7
D, AEFZOBAEBEIL21%~3T0E @ -ole 2 EIZHERTRETHDL 9, 22k, U X
7 N~ DR Z Y SOEFICEm R E L 57 25 BB T, BAEHRIERIZHEITLTA
NP —ZJEHE L U A B OMICTEAT 22 L8355 % 19, BEOEFIRIES, BEN
DB OIRBL, IFF SN D EMTHREZTHITEE LT LT, BRIZA—H—FF
ADTZ 5 EHW SN DEAICB W TIMRET 5 2 ERARETH 5,

(B : ACQ oGy FitlE, W Equivalent Dose in 2Gy fraction: 2 Gy #aB5&Af
MEICHE LD THD)
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CQ16 FEWRIEHNZL) L TEKR LHK LB RO YIRRIIHER S 5027

I ERIEIZ T

EEY CT LHk LRIk L Tix, #iTamic
EREHRTAWVWTURELXFEL, UIRTHZ L2 #IET 5,
(HEAREE 2 - = F U R LUL ()

EOB-MRI % it L, #-pidds

e E(ATOZLam (1T 2 Las [TORNI Lz [ {ThRnT Lz | #REERL
i3 <HESET D <HELET S 9 HERRT o0 | mHER TS
CQ16 | 57% (13/23) [ 43% (10/23) [ 0% 0% 0%

{LSRIEL S RIGREATERE B0 5-25% 058 CT ERIESH R Rm5Z t3bv ¥ 2, L
EPEL G2 W CTHER TE 72 < 72 o 72 9R A 1L disappearing liver metastasis (DLM) &
FEIZNTWD, HF, DIMIZXET 5 i einE Akl W Tida r e v B ARG Tnd
A=A AR

DIM 24 URF W& LT, SR
W ALFHRE, B 3 Lk, RIREFIERET bns P 2,
N D BN E LT, WA 7E27E%) (complete pathological response, CPR)
DEIHE LN TS DT TERL P, DIM D 34-83% TIZBAMENAEFEL TWHDH EEND Y
9O ZNHODIMIL, TTTTFJIJK?)Zob\ I ORENHETH Y, T TITEYFRIENER LT
DIM ZYIBR7 2 B2 BRI AHATH Y, DIM % & Z F TUBRT REDT OV T~
IR RN D D,

BAED & 25, DIM OIRFEHR &L HEAERE TIT b 7% T MBI ICR O T D,
DIM L WX ELAEFEDAVMBELAFELTWVWDHERBERD -,
diethylenetriamine penta—acetic acid—enhanced magnetic resonance imaging (EOB-MRI)
TR I AR AT
Z W= RERE 2 YIRS A S T 5, CE-T0US (i o T0US TIXFE T& RV EE %
FERICIRIE T & 27280, Rl BRES OB TR A OUIR T, K& E&ZENE &
iﬁ%)”

1ER CT CIXAE CTE <7572 59 ADHBEE D 275 8@ DIM d H &, EOB-MRI ClRIE L T
GIBRT X 72DIX 26%C, =D 5 H Q2% AEFEMRNA LN LT HMERH D 9, IBHIC
CE-T0US Z W25 &£ & CT CTRIE TE 72 < 72 - 7= DIM @ 60%23 & S 4, GIER L7z DIM @
TTMC AT A A BHL7=, —J7, EOB-MRI T% CE-I0US THI[FIE SR dv- 08I &
AT DIM D A AEFFFERIE S 2 DA, BIBR L2 o 72 DIM D 5 B 4% X L=, U T,
EOB-MRI T# CE-I0US T [FlE S22\ DIM NI AN 2 & ToB A 8%7Z» 72, & D
6, BOB-MRI & CE-I0US % FV /= DIM DRk & VIR EEM N R SN D 9,
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£7-, 20 AOBEIZFEE S 7z 111 {8 DIM (2% LT, EOB-MRI & CE-I0US % AV 7=k
AETIE, BIBRINZA TOREOFRAFLIEUI BRI A OB R D W 5 7w A OFIG X, EOB-MRI &
CE-T10US TlRIE &N 794 Ti& 100%Z, EOB-MRI T[RE T & 72238 CE-I0US TIE[FE T $°3k
BIBR U729 Z8 Cld 71%, EOB-MRI TIlAlE X472\ A3 CE-10US CAlE LIzJiZ Tl 15%, EOB-
MRI T# CE-I0US CTH [AE SNARVHAETIE % Th o7,

PLEo#E D X 512, EOB-MRI & CE-TOUS % W T & & S 472\ DLM (T Al 234547 LT
WD HEERIE 10%AH & HE S 415, B8 TIXFIE T X 220 DIM K LT, B -ikal o a5
AR A 2B L CEGONMEZ TRIL TUkRT 2 FiEbd 5, LanLl, Z0HiETIEY)
BREipEN A< 22 0, FFOIBROAINC L 2 il BB, TR OER, B R A2
EOEPHEDHIMAZMES Z e RTINS, £iz, kﬂ%ﬁﬂ?%% ’ﬂ@“éﬂ?@ﬁ%ﬁé@ﬁ%ﬁ%
X 70% L ERTH Y, FHIFTERLZ I NRAT 272012 CE-10US Z Bkl L 72 #/0 Bl kRA 2E
WO IO LR TC, ER CT, EOB-MRI, CE-10US @ 3 S DMEi{g s T b [FE T& foab\}@
B, ALFRIERT O G E 4 TA L CRRMAICEIBRT 5 _&E LIXE VLA T2,

KERT T AT, BYFIEMNIZ IANARED~ —h— - E L %ICUIBRT 5l
HiTh TG W2 SRR ERTO EEEEA 20mm A5 T, REE lem DL EO AL 19 {#
v —F U T HBIRoT,, EYEIERICZNG OERO 46%23 Wi EiEK L), ~—
XU T IEIRRS T VAP AT o 7o, RIS, BFFIEIC LD CPR OFIE 1T 29%
LEBENTY,

YIBRE IR 2 HE LA, R U7z DIM K L CIT Ok, ik, Rk
BOYIRR V7 EOBRENFET D, 2720, (WFFRREORELLZBAETY, BEEED
7o OITITIFUIBRIC X2 B O UIBRIZEE CH Y, Hifg L IFE ATRE 72 AR A IS I kT LTI
MR 72 GRS EE L W %“é%‘%%?mi‘%@a L CHifg BV U7 KGN 28 12 %4
%, DW-MRI o 75 §ii 2 Wr g o 2 %4 12 B 9 5 B B 3L A o #8122 #fF 98 (DREAM  study,
JCOG16091INT) 3% 2016 4F :Bﬁﬁééhtoﬁﬂﬁ TR 199 B O DIM 3Gk S 7728 2021 4
3HITHEAE T L7210, 2023 ERICEL DTN TEI N TV D,
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(0Q17 KBRS 2 EE BRI Sh 5 0? )
O THUIBROEHFHB L OEY F& IXBEEFURICHEBE L TRIZERWLEHFTH
5729, BEESLCEGETRICER LI LETIT ) Z L 2B HETS, HRE 2. =5
VAL Q)

@—%, vRy FNEXBFURORZEMESCHEIEIC OV TIX, FHARBZ, (HERELRL -
TEF A LU D)
J
HELT 1THZ2 L2 | 1752229 [1ThhnwZ &% [ fThhnwZ &% | #HEEER L
HELES B HeLE T % 55 < HELET % i < HELES B
CQI7-® | 0% 100% (23/23) 0% 0% 0%
CQL7-@ | 0% 13% (3/23) 0% 4% (1/23) 83% (19/23)

HA® National Clinical Database MEEFHZ XAUE, 2011 45 2017 H0 6 A

TSN MERESE FHTEIRS: (BAF, LLR) 1% 27, 146 {4 C, 24. SkDATFEIRR S IEIEE:E FI2iT70 b
NTW5, 2011 £ TIL 9.9%TH Y, LLR O JKITEGRITHEA TV 5, KR, IR0 805,
A OIRR, AMIKIREIER & v 9 FARRY 221 =TIk 80. SBICHEEEE S AV BN TV D, SETER
% 1.0%C, BARENFEIRR (BLF, OLR) Tl 2.0%Tdh D [1],

RIGRENTHERS 2 55 oD T NI 563~ D IFEIERICF U T, LLR & OLR D Jlif 4 bhise U 7 B fid
P [2-4], Sl IR [6-8] D% TR T o # MEEGRER[9-12], AT ~T (v 7
LU a—[13, UWIBHESINTWD, TOLLIE, Hi&EEEOHE, TEREHIRk 2 &
H503, ROUIBRE, 2AGFHRSCEERAEFHBIIASTHS, ET5b0THD,

AA 7T 2005-2016 41T 193 GO KGRENTHARS B % 96 5D LLR BE L 97 o> OLR #¥
RV T, AHERZ2FEFMEE & LT v 7 abikBRBAITbhz
(LapOpHuva) [9], #EHANIC, APHERIL LR THEICER (11.5% vs. 23.7%, p = 0.025)
T, TEBEHIM OfEHE RSO HA7e (4 vs. 6 H, p <0.001) 23, FAirief, i, RO GIERE
A, RIS SEFHIM TR ZERD o7z, /0D = —TliE 2012-2016 4
|2 280 4 DR IFEITIE A Z 133 Bl LLR BEE 147 51D OLR (28R Y 43, i 30 A LA
DEPHERE FEFHMEEE & L 7 v & ALtk (0SLO-COMET) [10]1 23T iz, FH
B IE LapOpHuva REEDFE R S IZIEFERETH o 72, B OATEDE % HRQoL &V 8 fHIK
DM Tl L & 2 A, e 1 7 A CTix 4 58I, 4 0 A CIX 1 8EIICH VT LLR A%
THEEOBIZBRGTE 72 [11], —JF, BEBAFHMSSSAEFHRICIABREEZRD 1o
7=[12], 2D LS &, BRINTIThiniz 2 20T o # MEERBIL RO R 2R LT, LLR
TlE OLR (ZH#R U T i B RIE DB AL RO H Z LN TE D LT WG & 5 [16]723,
RE O BHPE AN THRICE 2 DR BIIAHTH 5.

LLR 2 Z R BN 572D DEEMERHE S TE Y, Ivate criteria [16],

72

IMM criteria




[17], Hasegawa criterial 18] MREHITH 5, WILIEMEL fisk = &I+ L, 24
PRI ET 272513, LR TIE, REITHRAHELR D 2 &72<, OLR &[AFFRVL BAF 2 FH
THEMFFCE D, BERIEITHSAIEEREINIZB N T, LLR TO R O UIBRITHELE
b,

—7J7, By FIHEIFUIBRIZOWT S, Bk [19] & 5 IS MR (7, 8, 20]7 6D
BHASIND D, ZOEIT 3 LTV AT, RiZeR y b ZBIFUIRO FIEFEEs LT
WA LTV A, TRy R EEAFEIRCIE, LLR IR L THWD Z L O TX B8+
W LAV IFOMTOBETRR Y T —ABNFET D72 DICHHEIZHIRR S 5,
F72, LLR CHAT 2B E R OIBHEELEE 2 2V, FRORENN#ETHL, REOREA
LdDH, vRy FIAEFUIERIE LR (ki Uy e R 2RISR D b T D &
35 2T, BRES TN 7o —F HIETHY, RONIEHFE TIThNas & Tho,
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MCT) SRV DIV T WD, KGR ITEEB IR TS £ C, A & 52720, BUEERE L
B“ORFTHERILIEETHDLN, HlI 10 FLNOWMETIL 5. 1-32. 0% L HEL TETND
[1-9], FFUIBRIEITH% D RPTEREERIT 3-12%(1-3] TH 0, JpTHlHAE I AT HIR A BEE [E R v
2SI EE > TV D, KBS 2 OIBR & BB ERIE & ik LTz v AT =
T A w7 LY a—RR FENTERSCTCIE, RFTERERIFOR TERICIKL, BERAEFES
EEFRLTFUBRBERE CHH L SN TVWH,10-13], L ->T, YIBRATEEZ: KIGHEIT
B I IXIFOIBR NS — IR E 72 5, 72721, HIBRE RFA CTIXATE T OHE LN &=
(10, 12, 14] T, ABEHIFINEM CH L Z & [UIEFHE L 2T E2 b7,

ML H RS BT LT, Rl K2 KR A BT 5 BT, —HOERIZIL RFA %
FEA T3 DD AR N TMES N TV D, FFUIBROEMNS LoD &t S iz sk
TOYIBR+RFA OFHEE & GIBREAMBEO LR TlX, YIBR+RFA BEO TR 29% & mE T
BT HED LT, AL FRRIER & ORTFINRRE B OE, BEBEFRSCREFSERICE
BEARDRN- 2 (2], FREOREITMIC RO SN TWB 3, 15-17], KiFREFiEZIC
X HAFEIBR T, T0%2h L& SN D EmWEITHBERATRINS 2D, ZHRITIERELY b
PRI 22 1RAT L7280 0 UIBRANE E L < [18,19], FRICHZES R ORI 2 IFOIBRTIg,
—EOFUIBRIC KA EBOZEURA LT L b REEZECIEe <, BIFUBRSCEZNIRE
IRV BRI DS LB & 72 5, IR D RYIBRITINEECTH 5 L S - Hac, FFUER
AT RFA Z /2 & DR T2 IR ITER OO E D & 72 D,

72, M OKRIBREIRBICB T DEE NV — T TITo - H T T v & MU T,
BIBRASBE R IR AT R (2% L C FOLFOX & N = 7 % _— 2|2 L 72 EWp I RFA & 0F
AU EREDEAZMGEE L7, RFA OFF 60 5] & b9 IEEAM 59 Bl 5 F/ETF=RIT 43. 1%
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Q18- 0% 4% (1/23) 4% (1/23) 91% (21/23) 0%
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FEREEE I )T~ 2 AR EIRTE ClX, 7 ¥ AR BE/I9 1k (radiofrequency ablation, RFA)X°
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BETHDLTLI2RERDHD(8,9], —F, Wl CRFTHEESCEFARIAEEERLDT
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YIBR AT RE 72 FHE R (o 9~ A TR L R RIE I TRV L 2/ #1E T 5, (BT VAR
JVC HEIREE2)
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JE SHELRES S HERES 2 9 <HERES D [ mSHERET S
CQL9 | 0% 9% (2/23) 91% (21/23) 0% 0%

YIBR T RERFHERE (2 KT 2 B & A RN AR IR BE IIAMBOUIBR T D, LS LIRIAYIBRTE D%
TR HEARE LS, L —BOTHREELHNE LIEEFRBREIRD 5T 5,

R UIbRZ Z 8T 2 BR21E, THINRZ2UIBR ATRENE ) F W EEARE RAF, RIFA &
EJE LRI X 0 YRR ATEEME 2 Il 5 2 Lz, B2 BBk aTRENE) S E Y
JRSEBERAT, R lid, MFiaimek e, [REREREEIEATisfs, JEE~— 77—, RAS, BRAF i&
BFAER (CQ MWD Z &) 72 EHDRIRB ARG OBMEES BET 5 2 L3k b
NpWOE@WEO =7 RO ATREME TR Z B lakE < B Y, ARE, NRHE,
THHREHE 22 & LR FEF— 2 (L F MDT; multi-disciplinary team) TR LiikH)7e4)
BRATRERFHEE W 21T 5 2 EMEE L NG,

BIBR T REHF R REAE L kb3 2 I AT b B OFLEIE,  IEEHE/ N L 2 UIBR & ORI IC
L DB RO WO BREIRE O, B L D2 WU NEBEOIRE® 10,
WL DO HIEDN BIFR DML ZIT O BEOSEILT 52 LN TE 500, EHED
BTSSR 32 TfEGEE 10 WA b5, —JF, RAITIERZBICIIAEEE RIZ X
2 TP UIBR OB 2 2 9 ATREMED S &5 © 10 Hias AAINC L B P RE R 5O JE I 1 & DFE -
SETCEIG OB, ALZFRIEIC X o T LI SR B O YIBRAS R EE & 72 0 [f52 B Y 7%
THHREM DS 5 02 L Th D, TAVE TICUIBRATREAFHER I LT, IR FREE D Tl
B NEFEREZEE LT LWV ) T EF R 3R0, BUE, HHHICHIRIZTTEETH 5 28
S A IR R R R N E & L D RE BN 9 D IR R L% oA ATEIZ DWW T, B
J}E%ﬁh%ﬁ <E LT%?&?EPT&) 5 (12) (13) (14)O

—J5, MEEBUIBROMTRIE & Otk o BT b7 2 B L CTid EORTC40983 3R 12 19
New EPOC #ERP U9 > 2 SO 111 AHERERA T 72, EORTCA0983 3ERI%, BIBRATRE /AT
Wi (K 4 f) A9 25 364 el Z2, FHrEM S L <IXFHiTAi#£IZ FOLFOX4 % 6 1 7 L
FO1T O BRICEENEZR T EIY (11 TRGES L7z, JATIHINC FOLFOX 4 2479 2 & T, FIFEM
(AT EMIEE T 5 B EAGFHMIIAEICER L), RmIcAEFR2SET
D2 LIXTERPoT 19 U9 New EPOC 3RER 1Y U9 ¢, YIBRATHE & 72 13 U1k AT RESE S A8
OBz AT 5 KRAS =7 V> 2 BpARUK G BE & T8 O U BRET% (2L 2Rk
(oxaliplatin + fluorouracil, oxaliplatin + capecitabine, irinotecan +
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Cetuximab & K DIRIENE) LIS BED LD o721 b0 b 57, FH IR PFS 123
RN D HN T ORI IR &, REEIIZ cetuximab £ 5-HET 0S 2% 26 » H &G L
7=
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%tbiﬁﬁ%ﬂ“bf:x BT AIFAE L0 00 BT b L O HAR L P A 21T FOLFOX
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E A EE U AR 2—3 A IO 5 90, ik~ Eefiidks KOS 520 72
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CFIRERE CTHRICRF CThH o723, OSITAEZAEZRD RN Te, ARREREMKIN, T4 T
Fhi SN 7ENG RBR A B ATV T, 5-FU+ I-LV JRIEIC X DB b5k
IEREIZ AN EAM & LT, AEEITRVBDDPES, 0SNEEFTH Y, LR Tk
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CQ22 KPR DINRERZ I L CINRBIBRIIHR S WD 2 ?

ORIBEIBR AT RE /R FREMERS K O RE IV EEEB I LT, SIBRT2 2 L2 HRT 2,
(HEdREE 1, =T ALULB)

QBRI B X OIIREB U OUIRTREERESE 2 FRFICE T 2586, EWRIELZER
T 28, REBOHMKIZL 2 BRERDH 2581, BREBOKELIREITH Z &
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CQ23 BIRREERBEICX T 0BT = v 7 RA v MAERIIHER I D 0?2

-

OMSI-H E7iZdMR DEIBRABE R —RIGHHBIIZ, pembrolizumabf®iE41TH Z & & 54
HEART %, (HEREL. =7 VR L~LA)
OMSI-H F7213dMMR DEIBRAREERFREBEIR B2, pembrolizumab{E, nivolumabfRik,
¥ 72iZnivolumab+ipilimumabf®@iEE1TH T L 2R #EET 5, HEREEl . =TV R L
~JLA)
@TMB-HA>>non MSI-HDBIBRARBE K IBREIZ, pembrolizumabfRiE%E1TH Z & &< LT3,
(#E3RE2 - =5 X LLB)

J
HEGEE TH2ZM| T2 29 | fThhnWl Lt | TR\ &% | HEER L
HELET 2 <HELET 2 59 < HELET B g < HERES 5
CQ23-@ | 100% (23/23) | 0% 0% 0% 0%
CQ23-®@ | 100% (23/23) | 0% 0% 0% 0%
€Q23-@ | 0% 96% (22/23) 0% 0% 4% (1/23)

DNA X 2~ v FfEMHE (mismatch repair : MMR) #EHEIZ/RIES & DML (deficient MVR :
dMMR), BARANOKEEIZI T HMSI-H OBEIIN% EESny, <1 7a¥7 714 bR
ZEM (microsatellite instability—-high : MSI-H) Z /% L, A2 R o ZEFE

(hypermutation) 205, XA T U FFUEE L0, GEFMERE,

MST-HE 72 1ZdWMR DY R AR KA ) [BHEHR G 2 % 52 H1PD-1  HLikFEpembrolizumab

(Pembro) & AZ#EYEHE (FOLFOX/FOLFIRI =BEV/CET) #% bk U 7= 25 M AHFRER (KEYNOTE-177)
TIE, PFS (FPembro BECHEICEIFTH-72? (PFS fl16.5 H Hvs. 8.2 B A ;
P— R 0.60;95% {EHEX M 0. 456-0. 80 ; p=0. 0002), 0SH A EF2IL72\ N O DPembroff T
B 72 T~ 7= (= REE0.74 ; 95% {EHEIX[H0. 53-1.03) ¥, Grade 3 LA EDOFHE
F 5 FPembro BETIRVMERNIZH D (56% vs. 78%), FofEBEEHA EF LRI Pembro BETE W
T o7 (31% vs. 13%), LLEDD, MSI-H F 7~ 1ZdWMROUIBRARBE R D —RIGHE L
LU CPembro JRiES TR HELE ST, TRHEBALARTIIMMR-THC A & L < 1IMST W& F2fi L C
MMR  status ZEHOENICLTELS ZENREF LY,

—75, BURIRG (eEF = 7 RA v FHESRITORIGH) TiX, Pembro, #HIPD-1 HiAZE
nivolumab (Nivo) LD MAHRBR WA S, @WEREIG & BEAFRBRE S
7=t P, Fie, Ipi tNivofF LI, ZRhEIGE5%, 1 4FPFS HT1% & S HIZ BRI/ EHEAN
R ENH—J7T, Graded LA EOFFFROBE L @Y 2 &3 A i Tn%, Ipi+Nlvo
BFRFRTE ENivolstik & 2 EH LR L2 Cld e VRIS BN RLE TH D, LlbEns, b L
—IKIEHEE CPembro3Mii l S0y » 72854, Pembrofiéi, NivoyElE, F7-1EIpitNivoiEs
ZATH T R HER I N D,
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AN OHEAT » FEFEEEREIZ I\ TPembrofIEN AL T 5 Z L 3 RE S 7z (KEYNOTE-158
ARER) 7. LaL, KEYNOTE-168RBRICIT KRG EAT IXE EN Tz, TMBA 27
10mut/Mb & N9 B b A 7 AN E Y] 2% E D K B %3 2 EEE ORI TR 72
B, DNAR Y A 7 —PROEHERER FE ] (POLD1H L < |FPOLEE s+ DR H) Tl %)
ERFREEND DD, TNHERS EAIMERZ LVEWVIRELH LY Y, RIgEE
FHERICAISE 21T - R CTh D Z L AZE L, TMB-HREEIZX L, PembroZ JRjiE
R E LTS 2 Z L I3EEEIND L OO, TMB-HKGED 9 HNon MSI-HD B3 (#16%)
(2% % PembroD A ZNEIZIH 523 T/ <, EEEROTMBA =27, DNAKR U A T — PR IE B #
TEEOFER L SN DR EHEE L, FTD/TPIEBEVSCregorafenib/s & Do ih
FORI, HESNIAEFLFICL DL AFE S EBE LT, £ Oils & HEIHIWr 5 228
D5,

EFELUSDOPMMR (MVR proficient) /Non=MSI-H/Non—TMB-HOD KRG % L Clx, #fEF —
w7 RA v MREFEEOG NI SN TR LT, Bl CIRERRBRLS CIEEHA Sh
HRETIE 20,

T = v 7 RA v MNRBEEOEHOBIZIE, fEbEf EHa)N—EHEE TR L,
X DIZHICTLA-4  HUASEORRFE TIX, MmiEIcis 288 & Rk, HiPD-1 HriRSKHAI#
HEHE LT, TOHEEREL 2D D, FRICHTZ> TIIEERVWE=FY 7 L%
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CQ24 BIBRABERGREITHT 2R GIGRIIHR SN D2

7 9{b¥ U I, oxaliplatin, irinotecan, MAEFAEPHEIL, HIEGFR FifkIE (RAS B4
BOBE) CAELEIAT BEEREEEE) LRoBA, BHIBREITH 2 & 2l
T 5,

(OFTD/TPI+BEV $¥E (HEAREEL - =7 0 X LX/1A)

@Regorafenib FEH: HERE2 - ST A L~ULA)

@FTD/TPI #iE (HEIRE2 - =F 5 X LLA)

J

HEGEE To2¢ZMmITo 225 [1ThhRWnWZ L% [{ThhRwnwa L& | # 4 B
HELET % <HELET 2 55 < HELET 5 R HELES D L
CQ24-O | 96% (22/23) 4% (1/23) 0% 0% 0%
0Q24-@ | 26% (6/23) 74% (17/23) 0% 0% 0%
0Q24-® | 13% (3/23) 87% (20/23) 0% 0% 0%

YIRARRERNGHE Cix, 7 v{bv U 2, oxaliplatin, irinotecan, L4 B4 MHZEZK,
PLEGFR HUAIE (RAS BAMDYE) ISR ERIEARm &5 Rz &) Lo zEok
JFiE#E L LT, regorafenib #35 (REG) 3 L Otrifluridine (FTD) /tipiracil HigHg (TPI)
Hipgeis (TAS-102, LAFRID/TPI) oA AMED, BANRE bE N7 7 B R REREIL
7155 AR FRBRCORRECT #&B&" 2 35 XL ORECOURSE #RERY 12 &LV, MFES LT 5 (CORRECT #&
B AR E6. 4 vs. 5.0 B A, ~HF— KL 0.77, 95% {FHEXH 0.64-0.94, p=
0. 0052 ; RECOURSE & : &AM IE7. 1 vs. 5.3 B H, ~PF— Kk 0.68, 95% {548
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I AHGRBRIC T BRAF A ERRIE S NS 5 O 2D, BRINZ POl ZIRIGHEB 2 I E
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TITEMEK - 47 PERBORD 72 E DMK mEOBEN G <, AEFROT 07 7 A )VIRFEIR D,
$ 72, FID/TPIIZBEVZ (975 2 & TP ERER - i/ IMREGED & o T i d oL, %
55, AN, @iiE%EOIEMEEEDOBEN T2 Z L AMEIN TS, LEXD, REG
F L OFTD/TPI, FID/TPT+BEVIZWF 4L & EFHIH OIER SR S TR Y, BIERICEEN
VETHLR, HRINDIIERTH D,

W OIRIR & AT 2 202DV Cid, REGEFTD/TPI & 72 1&FTD/TPI+BEV & E 2L L 7=
RCTIZZ2WNS,  RIBEEAIFEE 23T - 72REG & FID/TPI D% 7 AR S22 6 1T % 65044 D 6] A
a TR TIE, AR O Y — RECIZ0. 96 (95% {S4EIX[E 0.78-1. 18, p=0.69) T®
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F& " L7-FTD/TPI+BEVASE HIRIE O — Ik & B 2 523, BEVOUF A K e BF 121
REG, FTD/TPTHMFIEDOWT DAY A7 EX_XX T 4y MEBE L) 2 TERIRTHZ &
WEE LW, 7283, PS 2 LI EOBEFIZH L CTIIREGE X UFFTD/TPT, TD/TPI+BEVAOW T 4L
BRWE - REVEIHEN . SN TR LT, 1GRHEININE LIHERIEZ IR T 200 E L, F
7o, BEMEED D0, REG 2OV TIE, 160 mg/ H OFEUEF B CIRFE % BlthHE9, 80 mg
HHNE120 mg N SEME LEWERANBRE CHIITHE L TV A NI T O—RNRH 6T
BY, AEZRALDTICREITE S TE D AR EERRB ST DY 10

PIEGFR FURIRIC RIS DRAS BARNCK L, —EHMBPIECIR Hiifsd %2 & e Wi 21T
S T IRICTHEDIEGRR AR Z #5325 U F v L o VBIEOBE M TIbIv N g, —kIGH
& L CFOLFIRI+ $HTEGFR HUAIEGF LA ATWERIN RO b B & MR, IRIBHE
& UCBEV fFRMEEMEATH, —WRIAM & L CCETHIRT #iE& 1T O % L FHRRAER (CRICKET #&
BR1V) CIEZhEIG21%, HEAHIEEIA54% LS h, BN L BE TIE, 1BFE
BT MK TEBREEEDNA (circulating tumor DNA ; ctDNA) FRATIC TRAS ZBE WD S h
ST T ENWE INTWD, £z, HIEGFR FURIFIEICR R ZR D, HIECFR HARIE AL 5
IRWNBIRIRZAT > 121%, ctDNARRAL(Z CRAS, BRAF, EGFRECDIZZEE 73880 70\ & k41T
PANIFEE AT 5 25 I AHFRBR (CHRONOS #RBR'Y) TIL, BahEIA30%, FablEE 563% & W&
SNTWVD, AFTH, ctDNA 226 RAS B FEREZ MM T H0ncoBEAM™ RAS CRC % b
732020 48 AIZIRIRER STV D, UL D, ctDNA R CTrAS Bis 11 % s
% Z L DIEREZRS, T Ok FITHESHIEGFR FUAIEKD U F v Lo DIRIEDL IR &
L COHELZIZ DWW CHLRE R CTIEBIRE CTid 72 <, BUEETH O 7 v & MR OfE R %
HHizu,

A

Briziath G L L, VEGFR-1/2/3mF 11 % —VHEHKTH HFruquintinibdF
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(cq25 BIRREERIBIEIC KT 5 MA MRS OYERRIE IR S 15 70 2

Oxaliplatin DFFBASEMIRIEBRLEHRIC, BED QLELERL T, MEFRIEIIBIT TS Z
LEHERTD,

@ FOLFOXIRT+BEV D7 v L Y S DU+BEV (HESREE 1, =BT 2 XL A)

@ FOLFOX/CAPOX/SOX+BEV M 7 L ¥ Y I L +BEV (HEIREE 2, TEF LV AL~L

A)
® FOLFOX+CET/PANI %% ¢ 5-FU+1-LV+CET/PANI (HEIREE 2, — b5 X L)L B) )
HEGEE THTEZM |17 2525 [1ThenwZ L& | TR\ a &% | il
HELET % HELES 2 59 < HELET 5 g < HELET 5 L
CQ25- | 100% (23/23) | 0% 0% 0% 0%
0Q25-@ | 35% (8/23) 65% (15/23) 0% 0% 0%
Q25— | 9% (2/23) 91% (21/23) 0% 0% 0%

BIFRARRERIGIE X9 2 —IRIGE DI EEIL, Conversion RIEMARFIA HE5 Lig )72
LY AN X DEAIEYBIENMTON D, L L, BASEMREN R L — e W%,
UL EOEERE NI FEN SIS, AFFRFEICLD QL (K2 TE 72T E
BELZ2 3D, JRBGIEENC LA AEFERZ HIET 2 BB 70D, DF 0, WAEA
WL DTRIT less toxic 72 LT A N K DHERFRIE 21T © 1RSI FAET 5, B 203,
FOLFOXTRI+BEV J¥EIT, 1E & A EDEFIKHABR T 8 - 12 YA 7 )L O3 A FRIEA IXFHERYIC
7ok E Y I VU HBEV I K DHERFRIEICBAT T A REA SV a— e LTRESRL T
IR

oxaliplatin IR MEARMARRIEE DOEFRERRE L 720, FZ LE L2V 20,
ZDT7=, IRk T 2D TIERL, BEKGELBE LT 12-16 BERICFHHIC RS %
T L, 16-24 8 & 72 1XHEEZ ICHE AT S “Stop and Go” BNEH L MBIBEINTE L,
oxaliplatin AFFFRIEDHERIIEICEE T2 T v & MELEGRBRD IPD A&7 F VU R
VT, Gl OIS U TREE L 72 Dk 5- 217 9 BE & FHEIIIZ oxaliplatin K
1E9°% Stop and Go TIEBEFMIMICEN oW LA RE N7 (3 3BA, 1,271 4, HR 0.99
(95% IC 0.87-1.13)) *, FOLEOX/CAPOX+BEV HIEBHIA IC NS L < IIRBLENT Sz
BACHERFRIRICBA T DB L BB O ERGERBR DO A 4 7 U AT, 7 v{bE U
2V +BEV I kX DHERHRIE I A EREHEAFNMOERITFE O 00 (X277 &
A o PF—RE0.66), RAFHMITAEELZRORNoTe (A FT7F V2 =i
0.88) ¥, —J7, BEV HUMIZ K DHERFMIE & BB & g L7 IPD A ¥ 7 U v AT,
R BT M EA IR OIER 23 D370 3 (NF— R 0.78) TholzZ&nb,
HMERFIRIE & L C oo BEV HMPRIEIIHELRE S & iz, LB &5, FOLFOX/CAPOX/SOX+BEV
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FRIES OHEFRIRIE L L7 v ) S VU +BEVIRIESERINE & L TR SN D,

FOFLOX +CET/PANI |Z L 238 ASEWRiEt% OMERHFRIEL, BIHREBRA 2 <= B 7 v AN
Z L\, FOFLOX+PANI J%% 6 ¥+ 2 /L4%|Z FOLFOX+PANT fk#gifE & 5-FU+ /-LV+PANT HEEp1E
BEDZ X MEFE TFERER (N=164) T, MHEEAGHF, 24AFEMRIZRRETH -
DS, MR E MR CIRECTh o7 Y, F72, P EGFR HriE KOk
TR JEREE 72 & QLR ISR I D 208, A X T F U AT, HiEGFR HLiRSE A fikfe i
R UL72077%, $UEGFR HUARSEHPIiRE & b UC, M AAF I, 24 723 BAT 721
Zor L7z P, BUREA CUE, FOLFOX+CET/PANT JEE#% OHERFRIE L LT HEMMEDBLE NS 5-
FU+/-LV +CET/PANI 234 7' v a v D—D &7 5,

—7J7, irinotecan {FAPIEIL, BHEBIEICOWTHEL 2 2N R 70 <) HEFF
FIEIZONWTOTET VAITZ LW, FOLFIRI L% 2 70 H ke L 2 20 H KR35 2 B G-
BE Mk GREA i U7z 7 v & MMERBR (N=337) ClE, MREGEET3.5 I A OMEEH#E
W (drug holiday) 2355 7=23, MEEEAFHIR, 2AGFHM, AEFRICKRE AT
RDIRpoTz L EIITND Y,

70, BASRYPRIERIRB NG E LT R R TO— R 2w 2R IR I (RalEies) b, A
Z T F U v AT FEE & el UCH O 03 2 B OZZRBD R o o LG X
NTW5 (678, 2,907 6, HR 1.04 (95%CT 0.87-1.25)) Y, BEDOHFLESLH M)
A NVAEGIE R T Iy JRDR e & Z 7 WVREPE b 30, BE SN LBINKE 20 15
5o 1212 L, B ECp B I 7e & BE R OK %58 L T shared decision making
DHERESINDONEE L,

7%, HROAIED LA L2 5E (RIR) OiaiEf ik L 220, RIERICEANE
MR A LGB ok ORI) RFHEr 2 &5 h 0561213, EAHREE

(reintroduction) (2 & 2RI RDMFFCE 5, L ZBEIX, DIBEOIRET A U I2kT
HRBIBIROBRNE L L TEE IS,

ey e, S 1 3 2 ™W

1 » i 1 I

| EARVRE | L OMEESRENE

: : i :

1 1 1 :

: ! : :

E FOLFOXIRI i i IVLEUSSY ! BEA

i +BEV ! | +BEV : (Reintroduction)
1 ] 1 r'y

| [ FOLFOX/CAPOX/SOX |} ! 5-FU+/-LV :

i +BEV : ! +CET/PANI .

1 1 e — 1 A4

! FOLFOX ; SERTRE —IRIEHR
i +CET/PANI : (BHERAICIEU TRER3R) (BILSA>)
1

L 1
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CQ26 BIBRABERBE X 2 E/HNBAT ) 2707 74 ) TRETHELE
SNDEMN?

2 IRRE R OIRA SRR S 1 b AR TR I I BRIE DOEIL & 72 2 W BB | W AE Tkt
L, EEREHIC, AFEMBRAY ) 27aT7 74 )V IIREEITO Z L ERFHET S,
(HEdREE2 « =5 2 X LLB)

i
J&

1192 & &R
SHERRS

1792 &L &5
SHEDRT

fTolnZ &%
55 < HELE9 5

1Thnwz L%
g < HELES B

HELERE 70 L

CQz26

4% (1/23)

91% (21/23)

0%

0%

4% (1/23)

ST ) 27T A4 ) A (BLF, CGPRRER) 1E, 28 OEE 1% MM fiEdT
T25 ) 5707 7 AN BIRETHEEOHB) & 72 2 BEFRE OERES T, Bk
AR FE AR T 272 DI E i SN b, TSR Z AV SCePREICN % T, M
iR % AW CoPRE DI FABE INTE Y, EEMAMRRAESI SO NERIZH L TH
CCPRRET N TIRE Td 5, KM TIX, NIRK, ALK, ROSI 7% ¥ OFhE & s+ R CTMB-H, ERBB2
HWIE 72 EDRERBEDO R L0155, 203 bNRE BlA 85 BT I
entrectinib/larotrectinib FEiENLY, TMB-H Zidpembrolizumab JE{ED NIKFAIB S,
FEHBHEE LA TE 5, £72, oW 20 OELEFEEITH LT H IR0 RS H HH)
FEOIER R S L VIREA R CE D AREMER H D, 72721, CCPREDREFRIZIE S E 1A
PITONTZBE TN % EHRE SR TEY, ZNHICHT HIEFEEEZ T -BETORL )
IRAEFIERIIR SN TNy,

CCPRREITEE DN AT /) WERFZHLERRE « #Lsmbe « BRI CORERT 5 Z &
MTELHIWD, ENLSNONEFR TP Z a7 dBRICITBER P LETHDH, £,
BE 1T ANC XA AR Y EErEETH D Z L n, WYY A I v 7 TOPRAER LW
BEBNIMTONDERETH D, TOXA I 70, OGP SRR F Clo@my4 HFELL
FET L R0, MR, I T OTR R IR I E R E R R E WD L 2B E L CRE
T %, 9 TIZECOG PSR, HEOITHERERET, BHREREE R & CTHRIEO RIAZ B2 )Y
HIZIE, MEOBIGN 72 725 2 & 2FETIUL, KFEEE CII%FIRRBITRFE Tl
Bl 7emEIC, CGP M A FEME T2 Z ENEE LV, ok, EMEFRICE WO TAREL BFIC
RRT OB, ERITREZZ T BB O BIBRICBINTE 2BEOESITEL 2n
Z L, EBREOBEOIRRE X ~D@PEe EOBAMIZHEE T O LER D D,

COPRRE DFEHISIE SIS DWW TE, iy — 7 = o —S& &2 W8 SRV
WZHAS LS BABIRTA XA (AKRERIES =/ B AR/ BAREYS), RKERA
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AIHEREIND 0 ?

O KBBEYIBIESNCIT 2 BREHEXBEORAEHEE I —REF LV &L, EHNZ2KEAN
REREZITO LR HERT D, GEREL. 5 XL~ULB)

@ BEEPAEREE LERBYI—_A 5V ZAD0EHITRENTVARWED, IThRWVWE
LEFHIET S, HERE 2 TUFURALNLC0) BARZSOLERZERL, B
HRBRBERDEDORRYTH D,

MEBEEXRBEICR LTI, BRI v TObEIEEBRAD—_A TV A%

\%ﬁrﬁ”éd‘é@ﬁ&)é MREMEXBEZEIA FF7A 1 3R) |

HEGEE THo2¢ZmMm 1T 225 [1ThhnwZ g [1Thhnwa & & | # 4F B
HELET 2 <HELES 2 59 < HELES B g < HELES 5 L

CQ27- | 100% (23/23) | 0% 0% 0% 0%

c27-@ | 0% 17% (4/23) 83% (19/23) 0% 0%

RIGHEIE, ZFKH, EENADOEWEAEY 27 2HT 2BEEREE S H, B
BIICB W, BIREREEEERNT2 2 EREECH Y, BEMEREEIC K L CidEy)
ATV TDE EIZEERBADOY—L T RAEFEMT HLENDH D (BB
FE2WAIA K74 ] ) L

— AT, BGOSR I 1.5~3% & S5 20, ZHTIREER & ik L7

D 1.3~1.5 fif L @< 508 | KIGr R X R M R OfERIR+Th 5. Rl
WA S A AR 2R E B0 78 [RIIRFMEZ R0 A T2 E R ° TlE, LUMERICHR AT 2 SRR I
DY A ZIE@E, ERE e NERBETR A 12 X 0 8 R S 4D BRI GIE O 90% 23 1H I B BR 7]
RETH Y %, BEHERGEEZENE LIERG Y — A 7 AT THROUEICHE EB BN
Do

HELE S U D351 O KRB REERAE D A 7 ¥ o — /WIFHEST ST b DA 01 BERPE R
Iodee | 315 3 AELAN OISR D G 25512 RS SN — XA T 2D R &
T U ATIE, BRI D% RERITIE 3 45 F Tl 0.63~0. T4% TH L DIZKF L, 36
D H 282 CRIBREN R SN HHEREIE, 0.45% (fiitg 37~48 70 1), 0. 34% (49~60 7> 1),
0.29% (85~96 7°H) ST 5 . KW OWIEIFITRFIC 230 2 &0 5 BEE 2~T7%
E AN LG 2 fiith ISR AL S D BREME I I AT AT AR C A U 7= [A)
Mtk RE b EEND LB DN D,

it #1E] O KB IARBER A O B A TRERN TR A OB AA S D2 P, — il
ﬁ%&l%ﬁ@@ﬁﬁ%ﬁéhﬂﬂ“% WANZ 2R OBENREETH > THIERNIZIE, &
D RIOEmENLEE L 1, 2B, ARRONESET—_A T AD AT F U VAT,
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HITONTEY, 6 I HRBR CIIAR ARSI HmE SN TWD23[13, 14, 15], F 11T
R COMGEIITONTE LT, SBOMFMIHIfFIND,

T VT NI LT AT T I RE 2R IR (5-FUHMMC) =B A& & sl L 72 AR H D5
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WMC DBEFRIE 11 D 72 8 T BB GFER I ZE L 2o 7228, 31 B OfEMT C 2 A8 A7 77, 4%,

2 FRAEAFH 93, 5%, 2 HEJRPTHIEIZE 83, 9% L RAF AR CH Y, EELAEFEFGUIFAL
ot [16], —F, A THITHE, BN EFHAED 5-FU (1000 mg/m2/day) Z0fH L7z
WL [17], BEVESCHIEICEB LN D, IREA 7Y 2 — v B IRETLUERS D,

IR, BREEAINOEA T LV, A~ O @O EE P2 KR LR 5, BB~
BRI & AT6E & 3 2 AR BRIA R (IMRT) A HEEK CTHWBN D X 51272 b,
RT0G0529 FABRIZ I THLFE R V- BRI 5 IMRT O MM RGE S, Graded LAk
OV S/ M LE A EFSR, KO Grade2 LU O MEatEO B ARIMER L7Z 2 & 2R
L7z, L2 U IMRT 13, a5 RRAHE & B~ M2 IR TR R WO B RS R LA B4 572
FEIEIIIRBROH D A v 7oMigk D FTITH Z EnRkp b5 (18, 191,
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T4a 491 39.3 % 16.5 % 20 % 8.8 % 10.8 % 4.9 %
T4b 155 63.2 % 77 % 8.4 % 9.7 % 6.5 % 45 %
LERERS T1 520 88.1 % 8.1 % 29 % 0.8 % 0.2 % 0%
(Ra) T2 612 775 % 9.8 % 75 % 3.1 % 1.3 % 0.8 %
T3 1641 54.1 % 14.6 % 15.7 % 7.8 % 5% 2.9 %
T4a 345 371.7 % 15.4 % 17.1 % 11 % 14.8 % 4.1 %
T4b 96 54.2 % 10.4 % 14.6 % 8.3 % 7.3 % 52 %
TEHER T1 970 88.4 % 6.7 % 3.3 % 0.4 % 0.4 % 0.8 %
(Rb) T2 1126 76.6 % 10 % 6.8 % 2.1 % 1.2 % 3.2 %
T3 1903 52.4 % 125 % 11.9 % 5.8 % 6.5 % 11 %
T4a 45 44.4 % 11.1 % 13.3 % 4.4 % 15.6 % 11.1 %
T4b 191 45 % 11.5 % 13.6 % 4.7 % 7.9 % 17.3 %

RIGREEIR WARHEMUZ & 2 (KSR - 2EZEH  2008~2013FEH)



F4  StageRBEYIKRE

(T & : FEGIE0

|Stage | lla I1b lic llla I1b lc [~Ill
SEBAL 99.7%  98.6%  95.2%  87.1%  99.5%  96.6%  89.7%  97.4%
(C~P) 8128 7653 1471 738 1256 5266 2112 26624
ES 99.8%  99.1%  95.7%  89.6%  99.5%  96.7%  92.1%  97.8%
(C~S) 4558 4881 1137 480 635 3130 1103 15924
ERESHKER 99.9%  99.2%  95.7%  89.7%  100.0%  97.7%  93.6%  98.2%
(RS) 911 909 185 97 166 724 264 3256
FERER 99.8%  98.3%  90.6%  745%  99.4%  96.7%  89.6%  96.9%
(Ra) 907 856 128 51 166 749 268 3125
TEER 99.3%  96.0%  94.7%  786%  99.3%  952%  82.8%  95.7%
(Rb) 1673 967 19 84 281 644 443 4111
FIF%E 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%  94.6% 100.0%  89.5%  70.6%  88.5%
(P) 0 0 2 26 8 19 34 208

(KIGEMES - £EZSK  2008~2013FfEH])

Stagen#H(3 [ REFRERWVANEMR] 2L 2
BRtIRE = AP RORIBEALES, F i EBEK



K5 EBIREEEERFE (T EHIED
Stage

\%

\%

| lla Ilb llc Illa Il1b lllc I-111 [\
EBAL (CurB) (CurC)
LI 93.1% 88.3% 78.3% 76.4% 91.5% 80.6% 65.8% 86.0% 49.2% 17.7% 26.7%
8,081 7520 1399 642 1250 5079 1891 25863 1483 4028 5511
55 95.0% 88.9% 69.0% 78.1% 88.8% 72.9% 59.2% 83.6% 40.0% 13.5% 20.7%
(@) 543 477 108 53 7 325 156 1739 119 356 475
LiTHE RS 91.7% 87.2% 75.7% 72.5% 91.8% 81.8% 60.7% 84.6% 43.3% 16.2% 23.6%
(A) 999 1333 257 65 128 177 278 3837 221 642 863
BTG 92.0% 88.8% 77.5% 78.0% 89.4% 78.5% 63.3% 85.2% 49.8% 14.1% 25.2%
M 732 773 184 65 71 413 163 2401 145 344 489
TITH G 95.2% 86.8% 69.4% 78.1% 96.9% 81.9% 56.2% 85.1% 43.9% 21.0% 26.3%
(D) 295 379 105 25 37 226 52 1119 49 187 236
SIKIES 93.9% 89.4% 82.6% 80.1% 91.4% 84.1% 73.9% 88.2% 52.6% 19.0% 28.6%
(S) 1970 1862 432 222 319 1281 364 6450 401 1091 1492
ESSIKER 93.1% 88.7% 85.8% 70.0% 93.7% 80.4% 72.3% 86.4% 56.0% 19.0% 29.5%
(RS) 909 897 177 87 166 707 247 3190 201 535 736
+EER 93.7% 90.4% 73.9% 81.1% 95.5% 81.0% 59.1% 86.2% 46.6% 16.5% 24.7%
(Ra) 903 839 116 38 165 721 240 3022 169 462 631
TERER 92.2% 86.1% 81.7% 70.7% 88.5% 77.5% 68.1% 85.6% 52.0% 21.9% 31.3%
(Rb) 1655 924 18 65 279 612 367 3920 159 380 539
AIF9E 91.0% 60.5% 50.0% 74.3% 87.5% 44.6% 47.9% 12.7% 33.3% 24.8% 27.0%
(P) 75 36 2 22 8 17 24 184 19 31 50
b 93.3% 88.5% 77.6% 78.2% 91.3% 81.4% 65.4% 86.1% 47.9% 17.1% 25.7%
(C~S) 4539 4824 1086 430 632 3022 1013 15547 935 2620 3555
+ - THER 92.7% 88.1% 75.0% 74.6% 91.0% 79.4% 64.5% 85.9% 49.3% 18.9% 27.8%
(Ra+Rb) 2558 1763 134 103 444 1333 607 6942 328 842 1170
Stage/#81 [RIGEEIR WRKENR] 2L 3 (KEGEM RS - 2EZH 2008~2013FER)
*6  ABBEEREIEERGIZEE
Jiks it fEpE Z Dty

288z (C~P) 10.5% 3.6% 4.3% 3.9%

EBIE 37943 3976 1353 1641 1495

=B (C~S) 11.2% 3.3% 5.5% 4.2%

FEBI% 23119 2581 754 1262 975

BEiSAIF%E (RS~P) 9.4% 4.0% 2.6% 3.3%

FER% 14824 1395 599 379 484

(KBRS - 2EZ$% 2008~2013F5E41)



KT KEGEREUIRRINE OStagefIBFHR L MR RAFHA REBHHIREK

Stage BHEE MR BFEHAI REBRHIRE MRbFEZBA CHIRT 2
(REBHAEGE) BEOIPEEICED DEE
GEBI0) (B HAER20) 3F 4 5% [€nzTE9)
| 4.7% 83.9% 86.2% 95.4% 0.19%
r (2141) r (100) 73) (75) r (83) "W
I f 14.2% 85.7% 92.7% M 97.4% " 0.36%
r (2516) f (356) (294) (318) f (334) " (9
I f 28.7% 89.1% 94.4% " 97.5% " 0.70%
T (2558) (735) (631) (668) " (690) " (18)
S0k ( 1191 87.7% 93.2% " 97.3% " 0.43%
r (7215) f (16.5) (998) (1061) T @107 " (31)
(BREFETEGIG3M I REBHRHBETIEBRA)
(REGEMRS - EEZESHK  2014FER)
%8 Stage IKBFREBHE (RSIZBERBL LTERD
Stage | EFIH  BREFH BFEX pfE
BRI
S 1281 38 3.0%
- p < 0.0001
El 860 62 7.2%
T1 1237 47 3.8%
p=0.027
T2 904 53 5.9%
BRI & REE
TEB Tl 798 24 3.0%
p=0.91
T2 483 14 2.9%
El T1 439 23 5.2%
p=0.022
T2 421 39 9.3%
(KBEMRS - @EZF  2014FEH)



®9 KEEaRUIRMTROMFAEBRIBAIH B & MREBFM REFRHIRE

R BHEE iR B FHB REBRHIEX LS EZBRATCHIRT S
(BHREFIZ) (RIBEBHRAEG ) BRONSEICED DEE
GEEF %0 (BEEED) 3F 4% ¥ G20
BT 5.7% 95.2% 98.0% 99.5% 0.03%
r (408) T @13 T (384) " (390) T @
i r 50% T 87.2% T 93.0% T 97.1% " 0.14%
r (358) T (299) T (319) T (833 " (10)
fiafe r 2.6% T 90.1% T 945% T 98.9% " 0.03%
r (186) T (163 Toan T a9 T @
B M 1.6% T 785% T 87.9% T 94.4% " 0.08%
r (112) r (84) r (94) T o 0!
YA r 1.0% " 80.9% T 89.7% " 92.6% " 0.07%
r (72) r (55) f (61) f (63) "5
Z ot r 4.0% T 83.6% T 913% " 95.6% " 0.17%
r (285) " (230 " (@51 T (263) f A3
Stk M 16.5% T 87.% T 932% T 97.3% " 0.43%
T (7215) r (1191) T (998) " (1061) T )

(BRGS0 REBRHBEZRTIZBRN)
(RIBEMES - £EZH 2014&E5EH)

£10 9% - BBEICH T 3 NRBRBUIBREDL
B (ROFEMBAE LTHED)

&b B
BRIERAL p1E
" (4536431) (2679%1)
5.6% 5.8%
BT i ) I 0 NS
(252) (156)
i 3.6% 7.4%
r r p<0.0001
(161) (197)
& 3.2% 1.6%
BE ML y 0<0.0001
(144) (42)
S5 0.7% 3.0%
B 74 ° 0<0.0001
(33) (79)
Wat 0.7% 1.5%
A5 g - S ’ p = 0.0006
(31) (41)
Z o 3.3% 5.0%
fte ] $ | ° p = 0.0005
(151) (134)
% 14.4% 20.2%
= ) ° ’ p<0.0001

651)  (540)
(KIBGEME S - 2EZ 8% 2014F5EH)




£11 smERRERE ) O/ EEE (00 336 &£ V) E)

AEM FaEMS
smBRER (M) Toom n(4) (%) FEH (4 (%)
head invasion 53 3 (5.7)

0<X<500 10 0 (0) 65 0 (0)
500=X<1,000 7 0 (0) 58 0 (0)
1,000=X<1,500 11 1 (9.1) 52 6 (11.5)
1,500=X<2,000 7 1 (14.3) 82 10 (12.2)
2,000=X<2,500 10 1 (10.0) 84 13 (15.5)
2,500=X< 3,000 4 0 (0) 71 8 (11.3)
3,000=X< 3,500 9 2 (22.2) 72 5 (6.9)
3,500=X 30 2 (6.7) 240 35 (14.6)

1,000 pum B EOEFHEGI D ) > A FHEEEHEIZ 125% TH > 72,
head invasion TV @B EETH- - 3FRVITNRY lyEETH -7,

FESRURE

1.0

0.8-

0.6-

0.4-

0.2-

0.0

1 StageRl RIEFH L H IR
(RBEWMES - @EZ& 2014FEH)

p = 0.0040

10

—fstage I 214145 (100%7))
—fStage II 25161 (35641)
—fStage Il 255845 (735451))

RN I B RS2




EEERHRT

REBRLRE

N B, Max

0.8
0.6
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p<0. 0001
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0.0

BRITOEH

—FEz 40845
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BRERE
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B MEHBR. RAER

10 —BFEE 1124
—mRHER 724
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