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5-FU/LV &%

5-Fluorouracil/Leucovorin

\bA0935V)b,/04 3R VEE

CapeOX &% Capecitabine, Oxaliplatin ARYIEY, FFHUTSSFUEE
CART cgll—free concentrated ascites reinfu- RS
sion therapy
CC socre completeness of cytoreduction score | FHEVIFRZ 37
CHPP (F:)z:fzi:il:)ius hyperthermicperitoneal R
CR complete response SRR
CRS cytoreductive surgery T2V
DCS &% Docetaxel, Cisplatin, S-1 RegFEIL, YRTFSFY, S-18%
DFS disease-free survival REER
. - . | N -
DPAM ::)sssizmlnatmg peritoneal adenomuci T m——
DS && Docetaxel, 5-1 RegFtil, S-1 8%
DWI diffusion-weighted image IhEGERER
EIPL extensive intraoperative peritoneal IR B
lavage
EPIC early postoperative intraperitoneal e SR L
chemotherapy
ic ul fi L N N
EUS-FNA ’::;‘:;tcl;f'c ultrasound-fine needle | o s mer Fmma I
FAS full analysis set RADBTIRES
FDG-PET ::J:gerc;?;]%ucose—posmon emission to- JIADOFAF 20— - BEFHEHERY
FLTAX % 5-FU/I-LV, PTX ILAODS VIV LRRUF =K, NTUIFEIL
FOLFOX &% Folinic acid, Fluorouracil, Oxaliplatin | 7+ U>E, JILAO09SVI, F+HUFSFY
.+ | Folinic acid, Fluorouracil, Irinotecan, | 7 U>VE&, JILA09352), AU /THY, 4+
FOLFIRINOX %% Oxaliplatin BUSSFY
HIPEC ?gep)rzr;f;ermlc intraperitoneal chemo- Py T
HR hazard ratio NY—RLH
IDS interval debulking surgery thRS R E AT
IFL &% Irinotecan, Fluorouracil, Leucovorin | AU /FAY, ZIbA095Y)b, OA JRU VEE
IP &% intraperitoneal chemotherapy ISR L 2R E
LAMN fev(;/pgsan(je appendiceal MUCNOUS | oy amyssmmp sy
MDCT multi-detector CT ZHIIEHERE CT




MRI magnetic resonance image W HISEREZ’T

MST median survival time SFHEPRIE

MTD maximal tumor debulking SEVRETIRR

NACT neoadjuvant chemotherapy AT LR EE

NIPS {ff;;{\“g;’;g:yrape”t"”eal/ SYStem- | st S BHL SRR
oS odds ratio 7w Xt

PCI peritoneal cancer index

PD progressive disease T

PDS primary debulking surgery YR EF i

PFS progression free survival RIERERER

PIPAC ;;r}::g;z;caipi;ltraperitoneal aerosol NIRRT 7 OV AL
PMCA peritoneal mucinous carcinomatosis

PMP pseudomyxoma peritonei RERR{ARGRAE

PPV positive predictive value R EIhER

PR partial response ik E=3)

PS performance status L EIREE

PTXRAM &% Paclitaxel, Ramucirumab NIUIFEIL, SLYILITEE
QOL quality of life &EDE

RCT randomized controlled trial SV LMELEEER

RECIST E:ﬂp;nse evaluation criteria in solid B A AR R

SD stable disease TE

SEMS self-expandable metallic stent BCRBEEBAT Y b

SOX &% S-1, Oxaliplatin S-1, AFYUTFSFY

SPIC Z‘Z‘:fi;:;‘o‘zﬁ:f‘;gjrat"’e INUAPEItO- | s e snmmopa(L

SP &% S-1, Cisplatin S-1, YRATPSFUHAEE
TCEE Paclitaxel, Carboplatin NTUIFEI, AIVRTSFUEE
TFI treatment-free interval BRIREHAR




P T cooetetise bbb b iii
B RS EETEZEE S +vverereeerere et e L iv
BT E B e vi
1 &8 KAHARSA O OBE o .
1=1 ZRHA RS A I ITDUNT e 2
1. ij‘,r |\“5/{)®§E’\] ...................................................................................................... 2
2. EBA RSAUDTEREE - ovvvvrrrrmmimiisiiii i 2
3. AAARSAVEEAT BDERDERTEIR v 2
A, BEITZTA RS A E DRI -oeererrmmrermmeme s 2
5. $jj‘/r I\“f/r \/@%EQEJ“E .............................................................................................. 3
6. BEREFUTEAGIT v ovvveverererersssssms i 5
7_ %?SQA@EQET ......................................................................................................................... 5
1-2 FAARSAVICBIFIBEARBIE oo 6
1. NIRBIBEPRIETE C BAMERAURBARIEAE oo 6
2. Peritoneal Cancer Index (PCI) s 6
T, TRERIIZK oevveereresoreems st 7
A, SRR cooverrremsm et 7
. BSAEEZE +veeeere e e 8
6. BEXKBEERREEFIA
(Cell-free concentrated ascites reinfusion therapy : CART) s 9
2 = EEE' B L 11

COT  HREREBEEEICBCTP o2 PERTUN L LTHRISHT 5 2 L

%*&ﬁj‘ Ty D D e 16
CO2 HyEEEEMEEZ 2B W T Peritoneal Cancer Index (PCI) Z V& FiMllKF

S T R R R 18
CO3 HRERFEOZW O-9I2 FDG-PET/CT #4179 S L #3507 e 20
CO4 R REIRZ D 7\ R E IR FRE BN U, WA WA o B 22T HL R il

B = —ELBE | EBEEHEZIT) T EBHEILT B0 2 22

CO5  FHBHERBINC B CHRE~ — 7 — BRI B 2 o 2



CQ 6

ca’/

ca8
ca9

ca10
ca1l

ca12

ca13

ca14

ca1b5

caQ16

ca17

ca18

ca19

Cca 20

Cca 21

Cca 22

ca23

ca24

Cca 25

JEBIRFE D Be b 2 AT HRIEPNC B W CHERBIESE 217 & L 2T 2
7\7‘ P

8 BB B v & 32 S 72 B IZ B W T Conversion Surgery O % PLiE
T5H) R CTHERMENEGE R HEIE T DA 2 o

WUBHERLZ A5 B BT B 2 LR R MRS B A 2 oo

RN AL 2 X 2 R IO RE & 72 (3R AK & £ 5 B L Teaa
TR HEIET 2 A3 P coveroeremreeereemm e

IO I % 55" 2 TR A L C I AL 2 ST B 0 2 oo

HEREAERE % 479 2 BHR LS L TR CORIET = v 7 R4 ¥ FHER 04
BPFE BB JERET 2 A P covveeseoeeees e

JERERERE 2 43 % BRI L TR LA (HIPEC) Z 383 52007
V)BT ReAEAT B HE OGP IR R O 70 & U CHEE PN E Lo
(HIPEC) ZPFMET % 2 & ZHEIET Ban P s
Pla (BRI A 15 B 1A Y UG BT 6 2 IR AL 25 L C
) USHIERE ZPED RO AT ZHEBE G B A0 P oo
LR CTIHED L 3NS5 N2 B 2 A5 5 BRI L TRIG
ZHME Lz BURRM 2 HERL G DA P o
WERARAE 2 453 2 BRI U TIE 28 iz ICRG 2 Hiv & L 72 B U BRAi
AT o 725, MRIRIR IR T B P :
IR A IS R A 2 A5 9 5 B8 1SR L CAIRAY RO Tl 2 H AR L 72 I8 4t
(Total peritonectomy) ZHEILG B An P coveremmmmm
AbLAFAC X o TAIRRBY IR IR RE A3 2 L 72 B (R L TR &34l (Total
peritonectomy) ZHETEG D A 2 oo
BHEIZR 9 A FATIC B W CHEMSE I IR (POCYL) & 3BWr L7285
SRR, D2 Y 2 /IR HEIET 2 A0 D oo
B OB I B W TSN IE G PE (POCYL) &3 L
T A AL AR IR G DA P e
BYIBE S N7 BER IR R B PE (POCY L) JEE IS L THli s b2
EEHEBE SFUZ A P orreemeemmemmmeeee oo
JEEARA IS ) A 7 BWRIEGNIR U CH YR 2 itifr 3 2358 2B K&
TEHR A HEIEA 20 3 P eerremmeeeeemes e
JI53 R4 e P 768 1 £ B W S R B L2 03 B AT AT and/or AT £ D IS IE AL SR s &
BEH L 72 LRI B HESE G B 70 P v
JERERAE 1 & A RHAEEER GHALE Sz - KEHE - TREZAE R L) 1S3 581
R I o i Ao RSO
HHEE RIS A 7 OFWEBBEDO 7+ 0 =T v 7BV, @HE OB
BELRLZLZ 740 =T v FERHEIRT DD o

ix

50



3 N 140 71
COT  WEEBGEREOBNE L LTl (g~ —7 —) ZHEIET B2 2 76
CO2  FRREERM OBWE L L CHEMRA ZHEIE T B0 2 s 79
CO3 R OZWEE USRI ZHERET 20 7 83
COA  JEEEFMDSEE DN D BRI LT, HAMEIERZHEILT D007 s 86
COH  JEFEHFEZ A T BRI L CaR L@ E L HEIE T B0 2 v 91
CO6 B2 AT 5RO T BN AR ZHERE T B0 7 s 94
CO 7 JEWREREZ A5 2 B0 LTl Tl + IR L A i 2 3§ 5 20 7

........................................................................................................................................ 97
CO8  RFANIGBHE CTHHERN RGO NG 2 A4 2 B 0 L CRIEREUIBR

(Conversion Surgery) ZHEZEG D7 2 oo 99
CO9  BMEEMIERER 2 A5 29 (POCYLD) 18 U CEIBRZHESE S 220 P e 102
IS5 4 HEREREARTI 7 O U e (Pressurized intraperitoneal aerosol chemotherapy:

PIPAG) (27D (VT #orrereeessmsessmss s 105

L & KPR 107
COT  KEEBEERRMEOZWIZH VT MRL, PET/CT ZHEFET B0 7 o 111
CO2  KREHEBSFEOBIIC B W CHREMMES 2T 570 7 o 114
CO3  KEHERGAYIBRZ OB PN 2 5 HF2 w5 2 & 2SR5 507

....................................................................................................................................... 17
COA  JEBHRREREVED R FAREGNIC BV CREMBZ 2 HEIE T 200 2 s 120
CO5  RBEMEEIREOF#% I P 5%, Peritoneal cancer index (PCI) % H

WA D T B B EREG B 0 P e 122
CO6 KBRS 3 2R IR 2 HESE T 20 7 v 124
CO7 KRB (kR Z & ORI (0 L Coe 4l bR + B iR 24

(b2ARE: (CRS+HIPEC) ZHEZET D23 P oo 127
CO8  REGREMEBHERIT 3 2R TN R HEIET D00 2 v 130
CO9  KIGHMERIRRE (FREZ © OREEE) HRUIBREIN RT3 2 M s wih b5

TE A HERE T 2 0 P oveerrers oo 132
CO10 YIBEARE R IERE (R & ONCREE) IS 2 &5 by iz

B g B 0 P oo 134
COTT KRR (FREEZ & OSSR (203 2 BB NAL 9 GRREY)

B AR B D P e 136



xi

B & BERBAREIRIE o 139
COT  JEERSHEIE DS B L OTRHEEEIND 72 DI 72 IR 2 HELE S B2 oo 144
CO2  JEFBRSEIE ISR U TR ETH (debulking surgery) ZHEFET L5027 reeem 148
CO3  MEMEA RGN 1% U Cod 4w T4l + M N 281k 2798 (CRS + HIPEC)

BeHEIE T ) 200 P cervreeee e e 150
CO4 BRIt L CIPIE e GRRB B HIET B P s 153
CO5  BIBRARREREAT S BIMI EHENE X L C A AL B R 7 2 oo 155
CO6 BRI IR LA SAL I T B P o 157
COT  IIBEHHEHENG C AN 7 2 ABHIBEHEZHEIET B A0 2 oo 159
CO8  IBUHHNEN B KRR [ L7 + 0 =7 THEEIIET B P o 161
OO WIBSHAIEEE O FRTMIHNI % 2 W T &5 2 & £HIET 2707 164

O & BREE o .
COT  JEPIRM 2 A3 2 W REATON SR 0 U TR L B 2 3§ 5 0 2 e 17
CO2  JEEREE 243 2 AT HRE 1 U RS T ir ke L IR I PR B b ek

(HIPEC) ZOFHT 5 2 & ZHEIET Do oo 175
CO3 IR AT % S IUUA I AL SRR 2 T 7 2 o 178

[ B FBHEREIK o 181
COT  KEBKE P 5 BRI X UL HEIET B 2 oo 186
CO2 KWK HED WBHFREF A LT CART ZHEIET 50 P s 190
CO3  WIBHER A IS KRBAIS LT, WHE— RS v ¥ M AT 0 7 192
CO4  JEMEAkary o=V YT LAY By TR b= FOBRENT S I3RS

FUZy 75 2 oeressesesoes e 194









m AHA RSAICDONT

1. XA >4 2OHK

KA NTA Y DET2HHWIE, EEICHAES 2 BRI &) B2 R L2 8H
X9 2, BHCE T AR T 5 & & BT, AR 2 IR 22 BRI
AR R WIS L, DAENI BT BRI Z A5 5 HYA BE O LA & A
D (QOL) DM EICHKT 522 Thb, €I T, BEEBFHBHICHDLEMOAZL S
3, EDANOEFREFE, BEB I TORBESSHOME 2 R L, RERER
R, EZTELRBEREEZAIMTAZ L2 HIE L CAFEZER L. T2, 94T
ETF YA ONTOBRWIET =< 2 522 5 2 & TSRO BRI FEDOIHEIZ D 2
o2 ERHFT 5,

2. KA FS5A1 2ONKRE

KATA RTA > ORESNL ERMHEL, WEREE 249 2 BV EE OB ICHE
D HIEALEIVRE, EFENFE, mARELZ EORREZIZ LD E LT, FHHEA, SEH
% EORFIEFETH D, HMILO—MBEIRESCEREFE MR T, BEPEEL X
L &3 2 ERHMHGERICHOEAT L RITRZOINRERL L2 EL TERL
720

3. KNA 51 2% EHY SBR0AEER

AHA R4 %, HLEETOIRRET T CICEBAMMERICER SN X Lo
T v AR NR—= 2 L CHE LGB e 179 72008 Th ), EBROBEITS %
BT 5 b OTIE R FHIC, SEARELME) FHICHL T, oMMk AW
I, 4 DBEOWENVEIIE CTHEZRETRETH L, L2 >T, AiA
FSA4 ERERESE, RRBNACHE L CRAMEAYPELEZHE DD, SRS
HEREDZ V. T2, ATA P4 T, BEFREOZW, HEICE L CTREBEG
DB S & O THEMMW G TFM AT o720 SN S DMEBEANOZHIEE 2 HY FiF7-
CQIZBVWTIE, AT—PMA Y FHDLVIEMHH LI TEOEEZWELTHZ LICLZDT, H
WS DG A RMISOB AN H L L ZHHEE LTRSS FSAL 02 TR LT
W/z7Z & 72wy,

4. BHAzHA F5A 2 OBk

KIAA T4 Y TRY LT B EDBAMDLHA A B F 4 21, 2000 4 LI WA R



1-1 3

ENHPEEEED R LD O BICHFEL, FVAMERICBT 5B WiEHEORE L %
5> T2, BEFIERICE S 2Bl iz <, BRI AL L 222 W indast %
RRT B LWIEBVDDLEEZ D, FVAMOBUTHA N4 ¥ L OBIZ—EHNEICH
WD BESDEET 5725, TEF VALV OHER BB ICBE S 2 2 ¥~ A0
BRBHEZEIZEBIDEEZTWIZEE 20,

5. KHA FS51 2 DREFIE

KA T4 Y OREL [ HARBEBIRM 784 ] 2EARE LT o 720 JEBHRRE 2 2k §
BN, B PR, Kb (ERBHREZ &), RS L et A IbGE§ 2
FEMENEKZ D S MoV 72 r v a v (FHE) 00, FMOZEREBIUOEHAA N
— D EBHFERICE o THEM SN, 2017 4F 12 JICHET S 7z [Minds 87 A K74 ME
Wew =27V 201717 12 T, 2020 4F 1 A2 HUEERBIMA L 720 #i5® COVID-19 J&
K020, ZEHEEMRG L TERRREZ TORRZEL 2 ENML o720, &
ryavZeilF v T4 v amkEiE, R ZMRL, [2I] [HR AR TLH
% FoNERKZNIa e TEEZ TV, Web ETRHEFSREZ EAZ

(1) HA RSA VDB EEEEF

IR LT, RIS, SEOER, B ERICHETLIEANEHERIE LTELD
7oo WIZ, HEZHTHIIZE) 7—~, FFICEBSRREZHRICNA 2 F L% CQ & LT
L7z WEBESERLE, 5 - BRPAOHRTORRLIRETHY, Hrh7 70—FToO
BWE - RIED R SN TELRMD D B2, N A LNV DIEF ¥ X272 23
FTEDHIWATHEE L v & b 2 HEICHE L CHRMMICCQ & LTI LIFME§5Z 12
L7z SNHDOCQICKHLTEMOIZEEDT Y ML ERE, BHETLF—T—Fh5
MR ATV, BEL T P AT LIV ATITA v 7 L2 —%4TW\, WEEEDON
TV ARERUTHEREZNRRAXTIE L. RE, YAT37 14 v 7L Ea—I2
Wi s TN T — 23R TS, &7y a VRERBEWMNETERL. ZORH
AT, HAFTEPMHLE EHICHREL KL v a Y ARSRICIREL, #HRveEs
HETOHEMODOHLIFE LTV, HIBEOREIEE L,

(2) TEFVZADORERE

TRTHOCQICHLT, BETAF—T—Faitxl, FEHIE LT 2000 4 DLEE~2020
EFTOPubMed 27— ¥ R—A & L CTREMENMEREIT o720 B M T2 XBDL %0
—#o CQ B L T, MRS PubMed, EWEEdiL, ASCO Proceeding ® &M
Mgk, Ny FH—FI2 & Basc bt Lz,

(3) YAFTITa4vILE1I—EIET Y ADBEDRE
£CQIIOWVTIHEEDTY MALZMIML, &7 7 AT T EDONMH4D

RRIZDOWTHIZE T4~ (e AWRZE, #I8F%E) T &1 [Minds i H A NI 4 ERK
2= a7 V2017V 2BEIL, ZRLORTIEF VALV (FR1) 2RELL. 2hb

WS VAUITZAS M m



=1 MEOIEFVALARI

IEFV2R
LRI

G EEEEEEENRE UICBOEVS VI AMEEEGREBRD UK EXIFPF UV

EEREEEENRE UCEDS DS VI MEEHE *, BHDIES VI LML
HEFBRS FOREDDTNERIAR C—EDFRMNTRESINS

(% NA TP AURTPIFEFEDRVDO, ERFEZSCETREEREZNRE L
125 VS MELBSHBRO Y TE#f 23 0)

g5 ERIFEREZNRE UCBBODTHERRIT, BOBWVEMERERT

ETHHEL | EPIEEAR, EFIRS, FPIROER

" B

th

HEREDLOHDT O MALERDIET Y ADES (EXRYE)

i WRDETEBHIHREZRT DB (TE<HRIEN D2,

h WROHEEBHHEEZSR T DBV (CPEEDEEN G2,

EE] WROHEEBHHEREZRT DBV (CN T BEEEREN TH D,
ETHHL | DROBEBHHRZZRHI DBEUSICIFEAERIETERL,

w2

|0 o>

DRGSR T Lo, B SHE, HWBNA 7 A% E2 MR L CEHMEEH L, &
2120 CQIZHTT S [T Ty A#fk] & LT, GRADE Y A7 A% ZE IZFHI L,
120 CQIET A [Ty A0l %, [5], [, [§5), T&TdEW] 0 4 Bk
L7, (3R2)

(4) HEREDTTE
BHEBO/NEHATCQ I LEIL, TEFYADMEITIESNT, [HR] & [HEom
S OB, HIIES VT4 AR B L, KT, RIS BRI ED L
PR ERERIC L 2B adm i, HRLHERCI o THOND R EEDNT ¥
AMAT, BAOMEBIRAHE, EREFOBIN, B X OEEO B C a7 v ko
EDEEREE L TRAEMIHI Lz, DLEOKET, £t a VISRERBOM T
WA ER, RN Z2HEROR X1, GRADE Grid FIC#E U2 EIZEOSWTIE Lz, %
7o, BEICBLCRUTOWRERFEZ L 52 L2 HMICEL, Web RKEORIEFHIZON
TIE, M EHE L2 TA— LV ToHREY [0 & L7,
OUTFOWT N ORI 1 D% BT 5,

w | 152&% TO3TEZE | TDRVTEZE | ThidLWTEZ
7 mHRTs | BHETS | BFUEETS | BadiERETd HRZU
B o (BULHES) (55L\HELR) (GRULHESE)

@EREDOME LIRX DYLE

RADEIET 70% L EOREPHFLANE, TOF LENFZREEL T 5,
PO EREPRHOME (179 ATb % 23R ICREL, KO ENOHEZED

20% 2 A BWHAIE, ZOMEICEHVIEREE T 5,
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LROEESMVH LN LD o 725E1E, TORREZRRLOOBEN®ZITY, H&
FEEEL, ThTOERICESRDPo72LE1E, [HEREL] £ T2,

R DHEFEDLE R T DR & AR R 2 AT, DA RS S IRBUY TR
DEHIHEIEL AR L 720 [HRVHESE] OBE1TIE R HEIET 2 ] F7203 THESET 2,
[EWHESE | OEIZid, [RET 2], RS THER Y 5, T85<HERET 5] Ofpbs
WMRICIwR B> THEHAT B L & L7

(5) SEREF@, /NTVUwITIXU B

HAEEFRIE 2D [BHTA P74 VEHiRES ] \CX W EFilizs2) 72, £72,
MEEDR—LR—VZFALTRTY v 73Xy NOBEELRFTo720 TNHD, i
BEAIVIREEINTBIEEENSTY v 72X FORKEREZTREZRE Y FEARIC KX %7:
%, BERERE LT2o ATA P74 VBRI, S 512 Minds B & OHARGBHRFS
[DABIENA KT A4 VEHMERRA] SRR Z2 BT 52 TETH %o

6. HEIREFmMAR

RITA R T4 2 OFENE THABRBEHEEA LS ] PERE 20T 2FHETH Y, o
WA 7 % FR 2 & DB 2 2T T v, RIS S 720 0 2 BRI O—IE, JEET7@HF
FWRZER - JEA ST ATBOEE A R [ 2 & ol U 7oA AR O 8) o IR o H ) 1
& WA 2D B H AR A BRI E S 50178 (20EA1901) (RRFEH « LB -
NSRBI XD HIB B 2T 708, RO RFEED L OBERMIEI V. £, AT FT
A O S NCEHEI 2 Y L7 R R, BIXOZOBBEOFRSHBIRIEZ, HAREY S
(A A FIA VESIMERIEIET 4 72 2 12hEw, HOHELTW e wi, Z
DR, —TDOREIZOWTRIE L OMIIHE, BF7EEE) 28 U 72 FAH K AOEE L T
72, RIA RTAOHFNFR, BEHRILIES SO TH Y, FE 0B Bk
EDOMBFHRICL Y EHEZT D OTII R EHIE L7z,

. FRONET

EH DR ZDZALIPE AT A KT 4 ¥ b @I 42 R R BRI 2L EIC % 5
EEZEZ LN D RIIGETIUE 2024 48 (34EfR) Z T L T4, LEIZIE U CHFET
ATV, [HAMEBRFERIIES ] =2 R=JVIPRL T FETH %,

51 - &&XHk

1) Minds #2344 F 94 MK ~==2 7V 2017
https://minds.jecqhc.or.jp/s/guidance_2017

2) HARESE BWAA KT A4 VRBESIMEKILIET L 5 A
http://jams.med.or.jp/guideline/clinical_guidance.pdf
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N kA4 RS VICBI AEEEE

JEIRRARL, IR S8R U 72 R I S R L 72, JRIRE &\ ) PHSHIPEN LS AT
HaASHA SN B TEROEBEZ LM T % &\ ) FFEERINRET, #7325 & KREDIEK
GRrEK) 2, B, WKE, INEZ EOBERERMGROREZ KL, Whw LEIEEER & v
) KIRIRRE I 2 PRAROINETH Ho FIEMEHL, B, B KGR % & Ot
ERREONEE T LR AEMAED T TH 5 5%, Ml IHALE W E S (GIST) % £,
FLHE 7 & ORI LS O JEFENES 70 & OIFFE AT o T72, X ORBLANIFRECEEEE
EAAREIZ L BADKE WY — RIS, ISR B X LB K & 25 555 58
T5547 RER) BL VDI L, BREC A F VA BRILO L ANMIILD B MAEILO
BRI (REREER) 2162 2 %<, BHELSHWEND D 5. —75T, IR
WD &) WEEMR RS FEL, BETROFEFEZICL > TRECE LD, 2
D72, FHHEOMATE I P AT L ICR L L 0EP R SN TEERNERDVH L. T2,
SHRHNC BT, FAMESE, BEN (REY (b, BUKEBRMIT L2 &,
DRI L1370 BRI A OWAET:, R TPEDFAEL, —ARIIAFE TIaPRbR
EHAOERBM TH b0 T2, DBAEWIEIIH 5N 2P AR ORE LR G1b %
B2 h72o TV RDODBURTH B, ATA F74 T, BEOLEMKRKELZEL T~ D
FHRGREOHRIEZZHELTBY, F UBEERLHRE T OMIEIC X o THERIEA R
%HZELLARONDH, THIEDPAMIC X 2 WEIEHRIE D AW F 1M O & Sk
FTAHLDLHMHL TWZLEE e T, AL KT 4 2 TRY L2 HEHIZOW
TS %o

1. ANERAMIAEIRIERTE & SRS ARG AR IETE

TR WL TR O A2 S 2 RN ZE 35 & OV AR P8 02 C PRI LSRR S 1 2 JEER
WA Z ARMIEIRAE (P1) & ¥ 5o —J5, HAMMES LN TR oK 2 WL
JE e i rh O MRS TR A I & 7z b O & SIS EIEERE (CYD) & 4%, A
A KR4 2 TONRBRRRE A IR IEIRAERE & B R 2 50720 O 2 RT
%0

2. Peritoneal Cancer Index (PCI)

TRO X, BEENOERELY) 7% 13HTco L, %4 D5 OBEOREZ 0~
3D ABRIT, 3EHTOATT EBE L0 BMELL7b D0 /N0 M~k 39
HTHEERBY,
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Peritoneal Cancer Index

Regions Lesion Size Lesion Size Score
0 Central LS 0 No tumor seen
1 Right Upper LS 1 Tumor up to 0.5cm
A LJ 2 Epigastrium LS 2 Tumor up to 5.0cm
3 Left Upper LS 3 Tumor > 5.0cm
4 Left Flank or confluence
ob- ~l= 5 Left Lower
6 Pelvis
1 /2\ 3 7 Right Lower
8 Right Flank
(8 0 4w 9 Upper Jejunum
10 Lower Jejunum
716> 11 Upper Ileum
12 Lower Ileum
H PCI
(SCHk 2 X 0 iz
3. KEfK

WERIRREDSHEA T 2 &, Ml & A SN 2 AF N BGEIN T (VEGE) 7 &g
W2 XY B M EBEO T, U VoS OBERER SIS L 0 EK GEYEEK) ok
kT, PEOWBEAKTD CT AF v Y REHBEWR THRIBTTIETH 525, 1~15L 2Bz 5
IS EERD BT 2 X9 124h), HERALTHORIBREIC RS, S0 XHITkE
DR H T HIEFNIE B IREATE 720, ALERE ORI 2 a3 2 R RS cldst
RIZEIN TRV EB LV, RAA FFA4 T, [CT WRIZTHED SHFRE T
MR ICEARD R Lzb o] & [TREEKE AT 2 EEEREES | & e, REOH
HTHEI D HH LIz L7z,

4. Fbrftrzl

(1) EEEEESE (Staging laparoscopy)

WIRMY B & O BRSO E B 2479 L L DI EDOEITE 2T T 5729012
179 o DRNAThb N T3 BRBEM ID 5 X D IRB R 2 TFHTH 5. T4E, BAHEY
WILEORR MRS 57200 ZIRFANENES (second look laparoscopy) b JitifT S5
LI HhoTETHA,

(2) EEiEET (Debulking Surgery, Cytoreductive Surgery)
JELIGEG B D S A Y & 72130 RIS E R RO ISR & 17V, () AL P0G HA)
R @5 B THiAT S A MC, UIBRHEPH R FAle ], BRI ORE SITX ) kA
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BN INTWwWSE, —#%lZ, Cytoreductive Surgery (CRS) &, WEEAKIZIEA >
7oA L CHEE oS IBkE Hig L€, BEW O RERE A4k & ARG & w] T i1 80 Bk
T 5B (Total peritonectomy) % & 7258 ETMOEERTHWORLTE
0¥ YIRREOBAIEE O RWEE & LT completeness of cytoreduction (CC) score” 7%
HwbhTwb, CCsocre 13, AAFHYEIBRER O BIRIES; O KFED 2 2 7Lz v THIER
#i PR % FFA 9 % 7 C, WS R L CC-0, 25mm & : CC-1, 25mm-25cm : CC-2,

25cm PLE 0 CC-3 N5, Ak, thal 3 2 JEIENIREAL 7 (Hyperthermic
intraperitoneal chemotherapy : HIPEC) &#lA G LR THITINS Z ENEL, KRTA4 K
T4 TR, EAWEETM + NS PR (CRS+HHIPEC) & —HoimHFiHe L
T, BAMT LICZOHFHHE T LD0L, HEEONT Y AFTEREZ I,
IR MM L 720 —75, Debulking Surgery (E&EFA) 12, BAMWTERLEOTLYIEHE
BWEFMARISEL LT-BRNICHYORTE Y, BAREE T, #IGEE LT
179 Primary debulking surgery & b2 Zo v L# T %1247 9 % Interval debulk-
ing surgery, secondary debulking surgery |2, FAFHESE; O =2 X Y complete surgery,

optimal surgery, suboptimal surgery (25 H SN TW257,

(3) conversion surgery

AR O CHIH SN B 4 TH 575, HIRBIIRICRZEDLAY 5 S/EHYYIBR
DBIGEAH e\ & BWE & M7z Stage IV IBFHITB W T, ALFEIRENRR) LAY KA g & %
ADNBICHE L &M L TFEM 2179 &\ ) DhSconversion surgery DILRDEIRTH
%o LarL, WEBIREOLEE, 8T HAREDSTRCTHERT 5 2 L0 MERTE, HIK
M CHUEYIBRASITRE & HIMT C & 2 7 — 2134w, Lo L, RfE o b Bk oMz L D,
TR TR E OB LMD R TE Ly — A WA TETWAEY, KH 4 F
54 ¥ CRIEBREOFWH RN NISHERTE, ZTRAETIEERES R VWEEZ N5
SEBNZ XT3 A BB 5T b conversion surgery D il 12 & o 72,

5. {E2PEA

(1) "AEMEE (EREEEE)

JEBLRERE (203 2 BUKERUC OBEER 2 RIE R 2 L P RETH ), MoBBE AT S
BIBRAENE DY & L HRR DI L T A ¥ TIHE TN TW S, —#IZ, MEND LR
RO TEGHRG I NP AFNL, Wb 2 JEEIMHE M (Peritoneal-plasma barrier) 12
X o TEBHRENOBITEDI WD TRV 720, MomBEN L LN THBED RS Z L v E
EZo6NTw2 . LhL, BEHEZ AT BRI - 2 HRIRIE D% L, KREOH
PR Z P ) BEEIHEMIIN RSB SN TnE 22 20w, Lzs> T, MED
RABORERIZE DO TR EN TV L EEL VA VF, TXRTCOEFEFREREICE 5T
N2 M BREBRETH L0 DI L TE, EMEREOBLN L &0 THET 2805 %
LEbND, T, EE, RIEF v 2 ERA Y PHERIZ O RERELRASLLTY
BhS, MEBEAERRZ ST B AMEIC OV TR T 22+ A S TV RV O RsHLIR
TH5bs
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(2) BEALEEE GERE

JEBEFENAFAE T 2 BRI LC X D R RMICHASAK 2 RRZ ST L) L) HIY
TEEENICEBIEAT 2 KB, Br 2BABTEHS 2oRAONTELY, LaL, B
PRI R ) ¥ VB ICE AKRBHEWE OEBRED E 20, RIS LThHE I
WCRBATL, 2% ICHRTOEYHBW LA EID RN Lo n, KERT S
WCEEo T ah oz L L, &4, S LPREIEENY T —T V2@ LTS 75
FRHNRP 5 FH &MY R UEENICIRS3 2 HiEE AT 2 86 LFREoREn LA
W% WA B RO T DN, oA A ERR S 225 5%,

(3) BENREMELZEEZE (HIPEC)

Ak @ Cytoreductive Surgery {2V T, FFEk 2RI E % T 41~43CI i L 72
PSARN 2 BIPENIZIEA L, Rt & H AR TN RT3 — 2 BE O 354 2 Dk 5%
ERDLHET, o TR HERSVEEER (continuous hyperthermicperitoneal perfu-
sion : CHPP) &#L, ARIFTRIEINZZD DN, RBRINERIZIEES Lh o7z, LET
&, FISKWRE, SREIE R SO 2 AR L L THCROE M iR 2 i rbih, —
EDRFR D ME SN TVEY, REMEOEWEETHY, AIHED BWENICH 572
O, AFPTIEHFTHERLTWAR Y, L L, European Society for Medical Oncology
(ESMO) % National Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) OE#E T A K54 ¥ T,
K, WA KGR, PHEE 2 & ORI LT, @ 2R OREIRE +50 b
KR D & 5 M IC BT E W) o b L1IZ CRS+HIPEC 25 OREREH 1oL LT
ERENTWR MY, F72, B, MERY 72 HWTT 7 0 AL L 2Hihs A K %
P RS54 % i (Pressurized Intraperitoneal Aerosol Chemotherapy : PIPAC) 7%
=1y NERLICGHTERTE T2, T ZRRNTEF Y ARZ LY
SEa g Ak LCREER L 72,

6. FKEREmBIEA
(Cell-free concentrated ascites reinfusion therapy : CART)

N ISR AE e I 2 E DK & — BT L, 8% SRR 5 % B2 L 72 1%
SIS TR ZITV, BMSNIT VT IV -y a7 i EOEMES % MG
THEMEIRD S FOERNICR TIHRETH 5, AIETHRIES N, AR FIRA 2 &I
X BEHETHYUEE L R WERAE TR K E LT 1981 EICREET S hTB Y, [THLEsm
FRIFRAEZETA BT 4 ] TIEFZIHE D BEHRTEBAKIES§ 2 OB REO 12
) B s Tw ™ Y EIEREIC P ) KRR To IR D BAL L 7= 4% B 1
LTERLDSDH S,

31A - BEXE

1) Churg A, Cagle P, Roggli VL. Tumors of the serosal membranes. American Registry of Pathology.
2006.
2) Jacquet P, Sugarbaker PH. Clinical research methodologies in diagnosis and staging of patients with
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peritoneal carcinomatosis. Cancer Treat Res. 1996; 82: 359-74.

3) Sugarbaker PH. Peritonectomy procedures. Ann Surg. 1995; 221: 29-42.

4) Sugarbaker PH. Successful management of microscopic residual disease in large bowel cancer. Cancer
Chemother Pharmacol. 1999; 43 Suppl: S15-25.

5) Aletti GD, Dowdy SC, Gostout BS, et al. Aggressive surgical effort and improved survival in ad-
vanced-stage ovarian cancer. Obstet Gynecol. 2006; 107: 77-85.

6) Ishigami H, Yamaguchi H, Yamashita H, et al. Surgery after intraperitoneal and systemic chemother-
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Cancer. 2017; 20: 128-34.

7) Jacquet P, Sugarbaker PH. Peritoneal-plasma barrier. Cancer Treat Res, 1996; 82: 53-63.

8) Markman M.Intraperitoneal belly bath'chemotherapy.in: Lokich J. Cancer chemotherapy by infusion.
2nd edition. Precept Press, 1990; 552-74.
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fied? Curr Oncol Rep. 2006; 8: 439-40.

10) Kitayama J, Ishigami H, Yamaguchi H, et al. Treatment of patients with peritoneal metastases from
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669-78.

14) HARGG ARHES 0. IIEEDSAEHEAT A ¥ I 4 2 2015 4E0. @i, 2015.

15) HAWALZN S - HARNISE S . ISR AT A N5 4~ 2020 SGET4E 3 M. M{LE:, 2020
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FUHIC

HHEE D> ThAE TR b BEFOBVERIES Th - 722%, HE, vo) WEGEEO
WA TR EICE ) ZOHERMET LT, 2017 SEOBE T, BRIEBED 2467
LD 46, ZLTEETIE, KBBICRCT2MOBERE 2> TWEY, BEIZBL
THEBHRAE IR D FES R WIEREN T TH 5 L LB, 2o TR L VWiIEFERBERX
Thdho72Y —F, HROBHEMEGERIL, WESHICX2ETRBELEEATLI LN
Ll TNETHKRBONREL 25 I LBLHEVRETH 72, TD720, HEEEE
WHICHHE L 72 BICB L CHD TR T T VAL RV OBUIRTH 5, 2D LX)
ZRMIZBWT, HEEETOBEEH2 T L0213, EWICHEETIED 5205, BE L
HETH 5,
HEITHEEMOBIHRIIB VT, EEBEOZW - IGFEOMLIIIEH I CEETH S,
PR ORI L LT, Ml S I 3AGEIRY, /MSERL, BRI, R, Zofl
ALY, BEICBVTIE, MNEER, 0T AREROEEN S, CT & L Ol gk
TIIZMHEETH 2 & Lrzo MEREHRIE 2 M5 HHRESNE, SHMETRREICZ LW & &
D I E CHRIREBROMN R EZRDIZLL, HEZ2 T Y APZLVHEHEBTH L, 0
) BRRRT T, HxDOBBBIHEPITON TV LBIRE EA,  H R0 % B
HOTEF Y AR v AR FEICE OER L, BRI N3 228
NVol ke, ¥t HBETIERHMNE Lz, BAKICIE, OB MBEEEED 58
@z, ®ir#, @POCYL I3 2iHH, GORANGHE, ©7+u—7 v 7250 7T, Bl
WM ORI L RE LTz KAA F T4 U HBEREEBEOZHRIC BV CHHRES L %
D, BEOFRRIMT 22 & 2T %,

BERREEDS

HOETIE, BRIRCEHHTED S P AEIHW O TW5, PO R % 52
D, Pl JEFREEZ RO 5, &L, RIOH 5T, PLE2S 51T, FHFREOTRALIC
£ Pla, Plb, Plc ICHIZFLTHEY, COHZHIBZEOTHRLEMET S LI MEND
2V, —7J, BRKTIE, Sugarbaker © 25208 L 7= Peritoneal cancer index (PCI) 2SHI 5
N5 EHNL LY, BRI L 7216# Td 5 Cytoreductive surgery X I PN iG 23
% (HIPEC) DiBHMHIEMBT 52 EAHWEINTBY, INHOHKEEIT) ) AT
R EREFED LN TV,

BEERIBE D

BB B EBEERLL, KEBERLIEFOTN EE K IR 2 KT 5 2 &2
7 WHEZ WO MLV & ShTWwb, F72, FERTLNE S — o RS LRIENE 72 &
i, ZvFaFEF T s a—2x (FDG) O ARSI, BB % ZH+ 2 HiYT
FDG-PET/CT %3BMI¥ % &K D DY HHIZHE VT, KBIBERRE (REGATTA
R 12X AR TAEAE T O HY RO FHRUED AT E SN EICE )7, FLs
HEETFM & AT 5 HIYT, WEFAINICHEEEESEREZT) 2L R LTS, B
FEIBRIEAA 54 V86 M CQ BT, [ ML o Wl BEME AT LAY 75\ 47 5 R 1
LT, RS E O 7 O IS E RIS R AT A 2 L 2 HERT A I L o T b,



13

BERREED5E

MEREAE G 70 & O IEWGIN 7 % £ 9 BRI 3 5 EHERHIE, BSR4 FI A v,
NCCN #4 FF4 ¥, BEXUWESMO M4 FI A4 YI2BWT, @bt shTwn
250, Sgp bR BV T, JERIEE T2 b DMEAT B & A R AT b 7 KU R
RIS CTHRAMATEH SN2V VX VAR EN TS, SIS ORRRER I — SIS
FRE) HREDEINTEBY, HEEREE - TWh, BBERREZ 0% E L ERARD
WO TbNTEY, ¥4 ¥ K54 & LTO weekly paclitaxel, K= AR R
% FLTAX #tih7e EDWRES T2 Y, g, RO A2 AT 5 HlE R e L
725 % Y RHAAF O BN G- & A AL FEREI O A R 2 R 3 Wi e sh,
INEZTT, 8275 FLVEBRENB X OREIRESBLOS-1 2 NRSEL L VR
YHEREEN, EEN LSS LR TH D S-1+CDDP ik & i3 2 4 11T MR
(Phoenix-GC i) 721bi7z"s #HE, FEFMEE TH 2 2 ER I TOLELEII
2B BRI T X e h o 728, ReEMIERTVwE 2 e R, hEED
DWEKEAT HIEF TIIE VAN RD SN, SHOBEIMHESNSE, —T, Wk
R O B i 3 C AT AT S T A iREBULAA#R D (HIPEC) & Cytoreductive surgery
(Peritonectomy) (&, BEA$ % 2 & THBEHFMICHN L PRERMEND 5, L oLz D
5—7T, BRI E OWEBRES W2 &, £, BEENKE ReMEICHESS Y
WM TIT) LENH DI L L, HIRTEZHEBL X > TRV, F72, T4
HHRENR T 2 S A YL OAEA L ) EBEEHE A 1) HHRICBW TR S LN SE
WCEZER LR Y VB DA %2 YIE$ 5 Conversion Surgery D& 2SH R S Tw 575,
T DEFRDOBRFED S HOBETH 5,

TEMERHERRIERE (POCY1)

BRI (CY) IS THEMIL 2 380 256 % CY1 RO WHAIZ CY0) & LT
Who CYLIE, HMICBVWTREMETO12THY, TH7FFTStage IV & %2 5Y, 72
2L, BEMEERIEBER (POCYD) FitkBBEOF#IE, Pl LRIKT 2 L RIFTHY, 20
BAM SN PEBIRTE DI D D W T DMRE 24T o 720 BRI TIL, Fali +{L22E (B
BVILF S + T THRBESR TV IO RN THLSY, Lal, ®EREESER
A2 X D BFETIC POCYL AW S M2 a8 TIREO > OBRFGEIRB S 0, T + itk
L IAMC b, S L RE 2 ke 2 AR S LA RER I, FRBEESS Ty
BREEETLIHAELH D, WTNOBRED MOIERICIE R > TW i,

BEERIERE S ENaE

BRI X E T 5 &, B, KEBE, IREREL CoMERE 2721, BE
@ QOL ZXF S+, WEOMBOWIFICh b, TN OMEIRIZH L, AEREFH YN
ANA - NTHM % EOFMPIREAT » M BBEAT ¥ MR EOWEEIT) WD b,
INHIE, WONTFHROBEHICBITLZ2BEBNEHTHLOT, BHEOLGIRELEEL
THIGERETHRETH B,
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HREM ORI E Y A 7B 2 5N A0, FIEREEEEGT, MR
DARGHIIECTH D 2 L, S HITKRH 3R 4 BIFHE I BV CUE i IR R Al e
BELTIEDPMONT NS, BBIBETA FIA4 VB 6T, #ITHROMBED 7 +
U~777&&LTS#HS&@%$,E%7~ﬁ—,6ﬁﬂké®ﬁﬁ W2 HERE L C
WBDS, TOT74+0—Ty FEEE) FEEHIET LT Y R LR, BB
DG EIRTHWT 52 LIWEETH L L XY, BEHPTR - B~ —2 =23
PR CHEREZ T (IBREBEEZND) 247w, EHR 2 IKOEHRICBITTE S L91I2T562 L
NEETH LY,
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20) Fujitani K, Yamada M, Hirao M, et al. Optimal indications of surgical palliation for incurable advanced
gastric cancer presenting with malignant gastrointestinal obstruction. Gastric Cancer. 2011; 14: 353-9.

21) Migita K, Watanabe A, Samma S, et al. Clinical outcome and management of ureteral obstruction
secondary to gastric cancer. World J Surg. 2011; 35: 1035-41.

22) Nakai Y, Ishigami H, Isayama H, et al. Role of intervention for biliary and gastric/intestinal obstruc-
tion in gastric cancer with peritoneal metastasis. ] Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2012; 27: 1796-800.

23) Hasegawa H, Fujitani K, Nakazuru S, et al. Optimal treatment change criteria for advanced gastric
cancer with non-measurable peritoneal metastasis: symptom/tumor marker-based versus CT-based.
Anticancer Res. 2014; 34: 5169-74.
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BEERBESEICBVT P P ZFRTFABEFLE UTERILAT S L
HIRIZN?

AT—bhAH

BEEREESRECOSVTCPOEZTERTFARTFE UTIRIRILAT 2 Z £ Z255<H#HET S,
HREORS 1 55U TET A0S : C £8%F 1 93% (14/15)

R
FHEFRTZE CEYDBENRIRTEE 5D,
FRNIND Z &K FFENE U D TREMN S B0

B OWEEIRFL LR R TR OIFRER T TH A L & I, HEDOEVWHREIEATH %,
TNM 5348 CTII AR X s 2 & R IC—HE L€ M IS S A%, B OR
FELIE UC P BB s s R 5 2 L S 4 0 HARB X TV 5,

AIBO HREA A TIE, 12" $TIZ PO, P1, P2, P340 E Nz, lFze
SR IE AL O 1946 4R & 1990 4 F T HHE 10,000 BIOMENTIC AU ?, AT HE
Sz 5AEESESRIE, PO 1 539%, P1:48%, P2:10%, P3:03%%, IEFEOFLEICIG
LCFBEARE LD, LLEDH, Pl, P2, P3OFRICHEIFIICEEREN 2 h o
722k, TNM 738 L 04 54 13 Y TPX, PO, Pl ® 3 45¥IC®WET &7z,

KR 22 WEIEDTZ L 202 o 72 1990 4EARIT HE < 2000 4F DLRE Tl Ak 4 2o FraéAsii RS S,
BIEOWGHBAEDS L35 & &L 18, HAHE FEIHBET2HMEHONE L)%
720 £Z°C, # 150 TiZ Pl % Pla, Plb, Plc, Plx ([ZHI & /2o Wang 59 13, &
#5 Plabe 23%, P123 734, Gilly 778" % H\wC, BBUEHE % A9 % FH 309 6% %75
WA L 720 2 OFEE, Plabe JH Tl P123 5% Gilly 0 & LR L T X D 5vF
& DM %D, Plabe HHOAHMEZHE L T b,

UEXy, RROLELZZFETP HBHEITETUHEFE LTHELLDOHDEEZL D, L
2L, RIFITBWT Plabe 58 E PHRE T RKHB LRI 200w, Lad>T, P
SEETHETHRT L LCHRIBHT2 2 & 255 < HERET 2 L ibam L7z

BHEHADIES

P 3BUSHED W PIRO KB SRS LETH B, S 51T, EHMEFALEY
HRik, WUPENALSARRED:, HIPEC, MRBEUIERATSE o G R0 & IR BRI X O BRGEEL, P4
BN DR IGHROMEN LI NG,

wFER - BZICUEE"xEN
F— & N—Z : PubMed iR : 2000-2020 keyword * %% : gastric cancer, perito-
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neal metastasis, classification, filter : English, Japanese 97 #4
VUED)BARCQICHMED ) LW S N/zd dDiE 5 e CHkix 1-5 WK T-& LTy
EZHIWrCEm L 72,

51H - &3k

1) BWIZEam. HRERCBE  SGIE 12 . SR, 1993

2) v ESHERE . T 10,000 B K AENT . 9 & ALHE . 1994; 21: 1806-97.

3) Aiko T, Sasako M. The new Japanese Classification of Gastric Carcinoma: Points to be revised. Gastric
Cancer. 1998; 1: 25-30.

4) HARBTFSMW. BRI BE 88 13 B, 1999.

5) HABMEZAM. BRIk CEE %15 &N, 2017.

6) Wang JB, Liu ZY, Huang XB, et al. Implications for restaging in gastric cancer with peritoneal metas-
tasis based on the 15th Japanese Classification of Gastric Carcinoma: An analysis from a comprehen-
sive center. Eur ] Surg Oncol. 2020; 46: 1269-76.

7) Gilly FN, Carry PY, Sayag AC, et al. Regional chemotherapy (with mitomycin C) and intra-operative

hyperthermia for digestive cancers with peritoneal carcinomatosis. Hepatogastroenterology. 1994; 41:
1249.
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EEEEIEIEEEICH LT Peritoneal Cancer Index (PCl) &
FEFARFEUTERRIDATI EZMBZTEIN?

AT—bhAH

BEERBRESE LBV TEENBREE conversion surgery Z1&519 185 Peri-
toneal cancer index (PCl) ZF&FARFEUTERIRIGAT 2 &2 <HRT D,

HEOBRS 1 §5LY TET A0S : B £5% :93% (14/15)

R
FETET 35 & CESEENMBIRTEEE 55,
FRNIND Z &SR FFENE U D TREMN S Do

Peritoneal cancer index (PCI) (3ROSR ERN G EZEZ SALETDH
Y. Sugarbaker” 512X o THIE S h7ze RPFIIBIEN % 13 4 FTIC 5501 F 4 5L 0 8
D KEEE (Lesion size score : LS) % 4 EREICAaT7ALL, Zh b2 A5 LR EH
Wb iR/NAITIE0, IR KA TIE39 & %5, 2 D5 FHIEH 5 M International Workshop
on Peritoneal Surface Malignancy, Milan THiHIC BT A iR ROEBERMEO5HH E L CTH
BRI ARGR S h72?s

WK C I B IR I, YRS, KGR O IE IR 2512 xF L C, Cytoreductive surgery
(CRS) * Hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy (HIPEC) (44T EIZ &5
THEHE LTRSS TW 5™ JEBERHE 4 473 % KIS Cld CRS # PCI 28R4
S5 2 &9, SEATHEEEIN 0 O FT 1) 2 BFJ2 T1d, PCI 2% complete surgical cy-
toreduction D PRI F & %5 Z L7 HBHE SN T WD, LAL, TOX) REENALRE
b7\ PCI 3 FHRTFME T & %2 2 EEDTIE RV,

—7J5, MEIEIRFEZ A3 5 BRI 5 CRS % HIPEC oA RMEICE L Cid F 728 T
TWi\, CRS & EIERAL % 1T - 72 159 Bl % %1 % & L7z Glehen 5% o J5 HLAI
HEC i PCI 12 il DA B CH I A OL R Z B 720 Rau 571Z KA Y 07—~
— A% Tk Z 4§ 5 HHE B C CRS+HIPEC, % Hif7 L7z 235 #4 % Mt L, PCI ¢
0-6 (74 %4), 7-15 (70 %44), 16-39 (24 %) OEAPEhIMEIZZNZN, 187 H, 127
H, 57 HEAEX (p=0002) 2> TEAITHTRIFTH Y, PCI %7z BERIR
AEPE LA L7zo BUE, PCI6 LN 234 & LT CRS+HIPEC &l Dbtk & oLt
BB Cd % PERISCOPE II 347 CTH 2, £ 7z, Kim 5" (EBIHHE % 4 5 B
(X)L CHEPEAL A 2 BF ) L 70 s AL B W T PCT & PRRASHBIT 5 2 & 2
H L7, (PCI: gradel256 # H, grade II/III 163 # H ; p=0.023)

PLE XY, BERERMLSE3:%° Conversion Surgery % Miatd 4454 121% PCL 2 ¥4
WYE LTHRIGHT A2 L2 R 812455, HNOEELGRTHLEY
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b2 BT 5 PCL DIRRNEFZRIIAWTH Y, DOEIZB W TE—HRIICHEH ST
WRWVODPBIRTH 5,

BHEADIRS
AFIBIZ BT PCL M I D 7= JE R RE O ZPA X — B I H W S T e, RIS
BT 5 P I A, EEWY G- TH 5 PCL4H 2 W72 GHA R TR P Pl
KRB0 X O RAL TIN5,

BRERER - 2ZICUI-2XER

7 — & RX— X : PubMed ¥R : 2000-2020 keyword + 7% : gastric cancer, perito-
neal metastasis, peritoneal cancer index, filter : English & % : 70 #, keyword :
peritoneal metastasis, peritoneal cancer index, efficacy, filter : English #%3# : 31 7,
keyword : peritoneal metastasis, peritoneal cancer index, limitation, filter : English #%
236 .

DED)BEARCQICHED ) LIRS N72d D 11 HhE2RA L7z,

31A - BEXG

1) Jacquet P, Sugarbaker PH. Clinical research methodologies in diagnosis and staging of patients with
peritoneal carcinomatosis. Cancer Treat Res. 1996; 82: 359-74.

2) Portilla AG, Kusama S, Baratti D, et al. The intraoperative staging systems in the management of
peritoneal surface malignancy. J Surg Oncol. 2008; 98: 228-31.

3) Benhaim L, Faron M, Gelli M, et al. Survival after complete cytoreductive surgery and HIPEC for
extensive pseudomyxoma peritonei. Surg Oncol. 2019; 29: 78-83.

4) van Driel W], Koole SN, Sikorska K, et al. Hyperthermic traperitoneal Chemotherapy in Ovarian
Cancer. N Engl ] Med. 2018; 378: 230-40.

5) Verwaal V], Bruin S, van Boot H, et al. 8-year follow-up of randomized trial: cytoreduction and hyper-
thermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy versus systemic chemotherapy in patients with peritoneal
carcinomatosis of colorectal cancer. Ann Surg Oncol. 2008; 15: 2426-32.

6) Portilla AG, Sugarbaker PH, Chang D. Second-look surgery after cytoreduction and intraperitoneal
chemotherapy for peritoneal carcinomatosis from colorectal cancer: analysis of prognostic features.
World J Surg. 1999; 23: 23-9.

7) Elzarkaa AA, Shaalan W, Elemam D, et al. Peritoneal cancer index as a predictor of survival in ad-
vanced stage serous epithelial ovarian cancer: a prospective study. ] Gynecol Oncol. 2018; 29: e47.

8) Glehen O, Gilly FN, Arvieux C, et al; Association Francaise de Chirurgieet al. Peritoneal carcinomato-
sis from gastric cancer: a multi-institutional study of 159 patients treated by cytoreductive surgery
combined with perioperative intraperitoneal chemotherapy. Ann Surg Oncol. 2010; 17: 2370-7.

9) Rau B, Brandl A, Piso P, et al; Peritoneum Surface Oncology Group and members of the StuDoQ[Peri-
toneum Registry of the German Society for General and Visceral Surgery (DGAYV). Peritoneal metas-
tasis in gastric cancer: results from the German database. Gastric Cancer. 2020; 23: 11-22.

10) Koemans W], van der Kaaij RT, Boot H, et al. Cytoreductive surgery and hyperthermic intraperito-
neal chemotherapy versus palliative systemic chemotherapy in stomach cancer patients with perito-
neal dissemination, the study protocol of a multicentre randomised controlled trial (PERISCOPE II).
BMC Cancer. 2019; 19: 420.

11) Kim DW, Jee YS, Kim CH, et al; PIPS-GC (Perioperative Intra-Peritoneal & Systemic Chemotherapy
for Gastric Cancer) study group. Multicenter Retrospective Analysis of Intraperitoneal Paclitaxel and
Systemic Chemotherapy for Advanced Gastric Cancer with Peritoneal Metastasis. J Gastric Cancer.
2020; 20: 50-9.
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BERRIEEDZIMOD-®IC FDG-PET/CT Z{75 Z L ZHRITIh ?

AT—bhA2E

BEISIREEZHIC 517 5 FDG-PET/CTHREDEEIE—ARBICITHN S CTIRELLEU
TELRRW o, BIEEEZZIT 28BN Tk FDG-PET/CT RBEZITHRNZ £ Z255<
WET D, EL, BEERNOREDREICIE—EDERMN GBI, FEBICIEH U TE
ERDBINETH D,

HREOBRS 1 55V TETADHS : C AFF 1 100% (15/15)

R
IERSIERE LI DR PR EETS R DSl
IR, IR

MR BRRE I, WET 2 7 — Y Y Z IS B TR FAGEIG O M, MihTREEmC s
VTR D bR A SR E Th 5. HHRBEBREZ I B T 5 mi§kiE, CT
% FDG-PET/CT (BLF PET/CT), MRI, US ®#E43% %A%, MRLIZA MBI 0 HE L2
FIEET, US IEECIREETIZH 2 00HBMICZ LA D 720, —KiylZidE
¥ CT % PET/CT »7bh T2,

ZWOBEEICBE LT, A 7 — 2 v 7B 2 RSk O %5 CT B XU PET/CT
DBIEIZZINZIN33% - 28%, FFREIZ TN EN99% - 7% L H|EShTwE Y, $72,
W TIN5 IEIEIERE S W D755 CT, PET/CT OERIEIZZN TN 636% - 182
%, FEEEIZZNZNITT% - 1000%TY, MAAT—Y ¥ 7 - Wik EEBHE 12, 4
BEIEVDHOOREIMENZ E2HEIN TS, TR T— T ¥ 7 TOEBEEREZ K
2BV, @& CT MAEICMA T PET/CT 2iifi 35 2 L OBHREY BT LML TD, £
OEMMEIRE NG h 72" —J5T, MATHR ) ¥ 74Tkl - HRBWICHT 5 PET/
CTHAICMLTIE, »b—E0EMEIRIATHEY,

DiEDS, HREPIFRMEZHICE %5 PET/CT REDOKIEIX, —HIIIfrbh b il
CTHMAEL KL TENLTIEBL T, BERFEMEZHOHNT, PET/CT Mz EML 2w
CLaEHERET 5, 2720, EENOREOBRBIE—EDHMEDD L5720, FEFIC
B LTS 2 D5 RETH b,

BHEANDRRS

H R IR S W2 3510 5 PET/CT MiAEDKEEL IS < 7 <, IEEHRRE2%E D L 2 FEFIZ
U CIEBAEESE I S NS S\, 72720, HFREMEGIE, SYRM T Cirb
NHREUIMAETH ), L VERETHEDOR VB TEOREI LIS,
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BRRER - B2EICULETXRER

F— % X—Z : PubMed MM :2000-2020 keyword * %4 : gastric cancer, perito-
neal metastasis, diagnosis, ct/us/mri CT : 174 #, US: 48 1}, MRI : 24 } Filters
activated : English CT : 103, US: 39, MRI : 18 ff.

TDIH, ACQICHMD O & HIT L723C#k%E CT : 31F, US:0fF, MRI: 0, %k
Tty PLAHSPET-CTOYATYT 4 v 7 LEa— 1 %58,

31A - BEX

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

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

3) Kim DW, Park SA, Kim CG. Detecting the recurrence of gastric cancer after curative resection: com-
parison of FDG PET/CT and contrast-enhanced abdominal CT. ] Korean Med Sci. 2011; 26: 875-80.

4) Kawanaka Y, Kitajima K, Fukushima K, et al. Added value of pretreatment (18)F-FDG PET/CT for

staging of advanced gastric cancer: Comparison with contrast-enhanced MDCT. Eur ] Radiol 2016;
85: 989-95.
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AIETHERZE DTS V\BERREEESICXH L, BEFrPMRELUNOEFRREY
BEY—h—FbEECEREE TS L ZHRTIN?

AT—bhAH

AIETHERZE DRV BEERBEES CR L, BRFIRDH RS TEZMEPERY—71
—FOBECUTERREZTD L ZhH<#RT 2,
HREORS 1 55U TET A0S : C £8%F 1 93% (14/15)

R
N IEENDRBDI, BRAEEECERT S E(CLD OS DIER
BRAEODIE

EIEAS A O R AR BV 2 A /NS g 0 3E# & L C, RECIST (response eval-
uation criteria in solid tumor) 2SWH SN TW2Y, HEZHTH, —MIYIZ RECIST %
TR EHEITDOI TS, RECIST THREZAT ) WAL, V) v/ Hilnk 1R i
BRL EOWERERZE &, KR EDOWEARIRZIZ T S, B ISR 51 1330
EWRHREL AT AR, DL RIREEZ AW THEREEZTH X E D, HWF
WCHEET A2 e DD, TDX I BREGICH LT, HiEO BN DR O% TS T
(@ %205, BRSNS W TR AT 247 ) B & i~ — & — AERICIE D W CREAE
EITOBED 2B TOS # RHIEL72E 2 A, BEVABICTREBIFTH -2 HIED
%", RECIST OEFEmIZi, [HHEBHETOM L 0BH B 2 Rk RIS
WTOEBRRZIHWONEZLZEBER LT 2] EHHEsATEBY, JCOGD7a b
I— )= a7V version 34 128, [MH4DBFITHBIT 2 EHFKGEOZIEOH WL, BE
%A CR/PR/SD/PD 12DV TAT ) O Tld 7 <, WHEHTRITNZ T, SERS B RPT L,
HAERAME S 2 ARG IR L TAT ) TERRIZE ] 1RO RETH D] LRBMINT
WY BLEAS, P RERZE O 2\ BB RE G LT, BT LR R ~
— H — O WRIT LA O FERIT R A AN HW L TR 2179 S L 2 383 %,

BHEHADIRS
UIkAEE - HRERHBAE ISV TR, AR EY RS 1 I 7T BRRTHER
FTHIEDTROEREIID %N %o WA REINL DD 7\ B R IBRRHLE 5] O AR 2
S BH 7 RS MEOHENEIN D,

BFER - BZICLEE"xEN
F— & N—Z : PubMed iR : 2000-2020 keyword * %% : gastric cancer, perito-
neal metastasis, symp” 87 f Filters activated : English 52 -
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ZDHH, KCQIZHED Y L HWr L7z Cik% 1 FERAERD - symptom % keyword &
LCHET 5L, PubMed ® HEj~ v ¥ ¥ 7 #HE T diagnosis T TAB L9124, 983 4
DORFEFERE ol BRILZWED BRSNS 720, symp™ & L7z,

51H - &3k

1) Eisenhauer EA, Therasse P, Bogaerts J, et al. New response evaluation criteria in solid tumours: re-
vised RECIST guideline (version 1.1). Eur J Cancer 2009; 45: 228-47.

2) Hasegawa H, Fujitani K, Nakazuru S, et al. Optimal treatment change criteria for advanced gastric
cancer with non-measurable peritoneal metastasis: symptom/tumor marker-based versus CT-based.
Anticancer Res. 2014; 34: 5169-74.

3) JCOG 7u ba—n~<==27) verd4 (FRIEMIFEEXTIG) .
http://www.jcog.jp/doctor/tool/14_34.pdf
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BEERBECHICSVTEEY - H—REZERET SN ?

AT—bhAb

EREIERBIEZIRICHE LT CA125, CA72-4 REDEHDEE Y —H—REZ{TOIT L=
FE<HERT B
HEDMS 1 55V TETADHEE :C AF%E :100% (15/15)

R
IERRIEREIR I R
RN, (BIRIER], BIREER TOEINRENDRES IR

PRBEBIS OFPAN T, BRESNIN U CTEEMNICHRE T 5l ~— 5 — & LT CEA,
CA19-9, CA125, CA72-4, STN o 5 Fi#filZo\ T 2012 4F ¥ T PubMed XCHkD ¥ 2 7
RTFA VI LE2—H5DOTY, ZO% 2020 4 F TOTHZ BN L7 CEA 250
12 CA19-9 122V TIiZ 1980 SN B L K OXLWAH ), HHEDOE=F ) 7 HEE L TD
AP SNTw B2 Y, IR 2 585 BREBICB Wi, 5O~ — 7 —
DS H CA19-9, CA125, CAT72-4, STN @ 4 DR~ — /1 — TIIEAEOFER] T35
WO EEEE <, 7+ 0 =T v 7HOMEF] TIZNEEFRE 2 5D 7- B O R = »
LHIMTTE B, HRIC, CAL25, CAT2-ADEHTH S LT 2HEDL W\,

B R IR A B 102 B BT 4 OIS~ — 7 — 2 W ICHE L2 R T, £
NZNOBERIZ CEA=19%, CA19-9=36%, CA125=46%, CA72-4=45%TdH 72"
FRIC CAL25 (IR AERE B Oy L 72 FHRINT-CTh h, AbFRETIC CA125 2K T L 7:
EB TR THRRFTH o2 e WME STV A, B BREIEBEREAES 521 BB WVWT 3
TR ONER~ — 7 — 2 W8 L7z R T, CAT2-4 OEMHEINBB Lxkdbm L, 3%
PR 5 2 & ThHMERIZ 62% & 7% - 72", CEA, CA19-9, CA125 @ 3 F%H % [l (2l &
L 7- B9 768 B (MERIRAERER 88 Bl & & i) 12B1) 2 EEIRREZ T TI, CA125 Ok
Kb E < (386%), FFELIE 984%, 1EBEIL5% TH 7", Nakata 51, L <[
IE12 CEA, CA19-9, CAI125 @ 3 #ifi% Jll5E L7z 384 B> BHEIZ B\ T, FEIH AR AE 51 B
PEERIE, CAL125 A9 b 5 < 394%, JEHIE957%, IEZH 908% & ik L Tw5"”, Nak-
agoe 513 STN ElEECTIZMEEHERE D odds 1781301 LR Tw5Y, CA125 ZillsE LT
FAMEREGE % 1T L 72 37 Bl i) ©l&, CA125 LAJER B CHRBEEME L TH D,
CA125 Al 51T I3 26 Bl 17 B CIERERGECd - 7270 ARNHINT LT, MEBEHES W
121& CA125, CAT72-4 DA HMEAE < CAL19-9 b & 5 BIEF ML H 5, &k, Bk
PEREBI A P TH L DT, HEEET S,

LALARS, Zhoolif~—7 —OREFHESH & BEOFHE8ET SN
DWW, HIEFZEMED <, HKRERD 2n/zo, MIHERTLIREIET VAR
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ZLwve b, MPIERERR R ONEE; < — 7 —REIEIC X o T, JEERRERIEY 22 2
FHATHETH S L OMEDD 205, B TIIRBGEN Tld v, BLbrs, M
REIHZE O 7\ B B IBERAEAE ] O B WT 2 35\ T CAL25, CA72-4, CA19-9 7 EOHEDNiE
W~ — =R T) T L 28 HERET B,

BHHADIES

EMCES Y= —%2 =5 ) VT 5L TREDTEIEZET L2007 LwHl
WISHT BRI Z L, YRR~ — A — XN ? E= 5 V7T D e B
B EOREOMEA,? BEOTFEIUET L9 ? QOLAFUHET L0 ? ROV
WX LT, Zfiak CORBIBLZ i1 & B E L TH 5,

RBER - 2EICUI-2XRER

F— & N—Z : PubMed IR : 2000-2020 keyword * %% : gastric cancer, perito-
neal metastasis, [CEA, CA19-9, CA125 CA72-4, STN Filters activated : English]
CEA ; 71 - 17 f:, CA19-9; 34 {4 - 4, CAl12-5; 151 - 3, CA724 ;7 ¥ - 2 fF,
STN : 1 -

HEZBRCTHE 20 Rz dlil L 720

31A - &G

1) Shimada H, Noie T, Ohashi M, et al. Clinical significance of serum tumor markers for gastric cancer:
a systematic review of literature by the Task Force of the Japanese Gastric Cancer Association. Gas-
tric Cancer. 2014; 17: 26-33.

2) Chen S, Chen X, Nie R, et al. A nomogram to predict prognosis for gastric cancer with peritoneal
dissemination. Chin J Cancer Res. 2018; 30: 449-59.

3) Komatsu S, Ichikawa D, Nishimura Y, et al. Better outcomes by monitoring tumour dynamics using
sensitive tumour markers in patients with recurrent gastric cancer. Anticancer Res. 2013; 33: 1621-7.

4) Emoto S, Ishigami H, Yamashita H, et al. Clinical significance of CA125 and CA72-4 in gastric cancer
with peritoneal dissemination. Gastric Cancer. 2012; 15: 154-61.

5) Li Y, Yang Y, Lu M, et al. Predictive value of serum CEA, CA19-9 and CA724 in early diagnosis of
recurrence after radical resection of gastric cancer. Hepatogastroenterology. 2011; 58: 2166-70.

6) Hwang GI, Yoo CH, Ho Sohn BH, et al. Predictive value of preoperative serum CEA, CA19-9 and
CA125 levels for peritoneal metastasis in patients with gastric carcinoma. Cancer Res Treat. 2004;
36: 178-81.

7) Nakata B, Chung HYS, Kato Y, et al. Serum CA 125 level as a predictor of peritoneal dissemination in
patients with gastric carcinoma. Cancer. 1998; 83: 2488-92.

8) Nakagoe T, Sawai T, Tsuji T, et al. Predictive factors for preoperative serum levels of sialy Lewis(x),
sialyl Lewis(a) and sialyl Tn antigens in gastric cancer patients. Anticancer Res. 2002; 22: 451-8.

9) Fujimura T, Kinami S, Ninomiya I, et al. Diagnostic laparoscopy, serum CA125, and peritoneal metas-
tasis in gastric cancer. Endoscopy. 2002; 34: 569-74.

10) Yuan SQ, Nie RC, Chen YM, et al. 200. Glasgow Prognostic Score is superior to ECOG PS as a prog-
nostic factor in patients with gastric cancer with peritoneal seeding. Oncol Lett. 2018; 15: 4193-200.

11) Luo T, Chen W, Wang L, et al. CA125 is a potential biomarker to predict surgically incurable gastric
and cardia cancer: A retrospective study. Medicine (Baltimore). 2016; 95: €5297.

12) Ohi M, Mori K, Toiyama Y, et al. Preoperative prediction of peritoneal metastasis in gastric cancer as
an indicator for neoadjuvant treatment. Anticancer Res. 2015; 35: 3511-8.

13) Yamamoto M, Baba H, Kakeji Y, et al. Prognostic significance of tumor markers in peritoneal lavage
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in advanced gastric cancer. Gastric Cancer. Oncology. 2004; 67: 19-26.

14) Kanetaka K, Ito S, Susumu S, et al. Clinical significance of carcinoembryonic antigen in peritoneal la-
vage from patients with gastric cancer. Patients With Gastric Cancer. Surgery. 2013; 154: 563-72.

15) Cetin B, Atalay C, Aslan S, et al. Peritoneal carcinoembryonic antigen level for predicting locoregion-
al and distant spread of gastric cancer. Surg Today. 2005; 35: 919-24.
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EREEORODN S ETEEEFIICSVWTETRERZTS L%
HRIT B0 ?

AT—bhAH

FERRIFREDTIREE DRV BREESI DGR EREDcH(C, BEERHRZITO J&Z55<
RIS,
HEDOHES 155V TETAD®SE :B &8F :73% (11/15)

T
SERRARE T D ke
[B] Rz, JR~

BIEOWEHR IS ZIET 59 2T, BOETELIEMEICZH T 5 LITKRALEETH %,
REGATTA #RERIC & o TIHER THIE T TOBUWERM AP EFANE OEREIZH S LR
CEAIRENZ NS, BYBRMEZIT ) BIIIFERERFOFEO RO KY) & %5,

4R, MD-CT 7% & W2 ERZ R E M E L TETWaED, JEEEEZHICEBT
BIEZHRIITLTEHVERIV IRV, —T, HFEBEEHEL, SFMELELTLHO0D,
RO B 2 B RICIT) T LITE, »OZFOIEZED 85~989% & RIFTH 5,
BRETERIZ 0~17%, A BHETAEFIZ 04~22% L Wil ShTwa ™, RERBIEM & o ik
WKCBVWTIEF Y AL NVOEWHA RS, RBRBEMT I e~ Tl A Be 1 o 5
7% 5 RO ER T TOBITHM OB #HE S hTwa?,

HARBEREAIT) S LI X o> THBEZ BT X 728412 85~438% L Wi s Th
D7, ECHRRER PE RIS RIEBINC & > TRA D, KB 3H (ESE 8em ML E) & 4%
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031), 2HAILRICHIT 5 EHERBIL 5-FUci L L Sz, 7272 LARBRICBW T,
KEJEKFEF 72 EWIHEAA SN TEY, Wb 2 R SUER 2 E Sk E 72 I8 IR B AR o F2 5 29
WIEBIAS o Fo L g S NIz, WIRIE IR RE G b 0 & M7z — RIGHDH
IIT AR (JCOG9912 #XB&", SPIRITS #XB&*, G-SOX i) D#EHA S, FELHENAH
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patients with previously treated advanced gastric or gastro-oesophageal junction adenocarcinoma
(RAINBOW): a double-blind, randomised phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol. 2014; 15: 1224-35.
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peritoneal docetaxel (XP ID) in advanced gastric cancer patients with peritoneal metastasis. Gastric
Cancer. 2017; 20: 970-7.

4) Yamaguchi H, Kitayama J, Ishigami H, et al. A phase 2 trial of intravenous and intraperitoneal pacli-
taxel combined with S-1 for treatment of gastric cancer with macroscopic peritoneal metastasis.
Cancer. 2013; 119: 3354-8.
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B £EHROEE, fEEROERD
[E] 5zsg, LEEET

JENGHETE % 479 2 VIBRANREAEAT - TR EMICBRE L7z fEF = v 7 R A~ FHEF O
RRBRIZ Wb DD, 2 LY X YU EOEBRIEE AT L UBRARREST - BREBE R E
LT2RNVRTDT T RITHT 5 AWM BT 288 % MEEd 5 5% [ AHRER
(ATTRACTION-02) Of§%, =RV~ 7OAELFEENE (MST 526 # H vs. 414 7 H,
HR 063, 95% CI 051-0.78) #VREN TV 5", RREEOH T 7V — T BT 2 HB
PATARBIIART Cla % ., WHBKHHOD D THDH I LICHET LLEND 505, B
MDA L 2L EMERERED T, BEERHEE2 AT 29 77V — 7BV T HEFERER)
e (MST :365 7 A vs. 312 7 H, HR 074, 95% CI 048-1.15) AR ENhTwb, 7L
— F 3L EOEEEEAEHEL (10% vs. 4%) B X OHEBBEEET (2% vs. 1%) 2BV
TRV T TRBETH 725 00, IWEHIEOKERH & 2o 72 HEFR (3% vs. 2%) &
BHETH Y, ZHEEIRGFTH 72, T2, HRAY TN GREREK 4938109 b,
HAN 226 B1) OFf%E, BEFHEZ AT 77V —7R3ERICTFEARTHL DD
HLUTEMAEERSE (MST 340 7 H vs. 169 # A, HR 025, 95% CI 0.12-053) AVRIE
ERTV2RY, RRBEORGITEHIREEAF (PS0 b LI D) 20 FLF— Vi LDk
RETHAKEE D NS EICEET 2LEEH 500, BEEHEOFEICL ST B L.
HREDRENT WD, Tz, =RV T 2GS L7-VIBRAREELT - I3 H M % low asci-
tes burden (LAB : JE/KZ L3 L <IGEEEEIEK) # 50 ] & high ascites burden (HAB :
hEEEED L IERBEREAK) BE 22 B8 LR L 7=t BRI O fE 3, Grade 3 DL Lo
AEFZIILABHTIHRO20ATHFNRIFTH Y, BZHEEGIEZIEN16% (43
Bk 7 60) & 8% (12 Bl 1 B), AWM fEiZ 53 A A& 25 W HCThH -7, HABHE
BERELTTFBRARTH L D00, FKOBAD LIZHKERDL 66 (27%) 04
R 97 7 H & BIF 2 FHBMELNTWEY s —T, {BRIEZ AT 5 R 2 1%
EL7ZM 7V Yy - FETVVORE TTAHRE (TAGS) IZBWTT 7 2 RITHT 54
FHERERF (MST : 57 7 H vs.36 #1 H, HR 069, 95% CI 0.56-0.85) AV/R&ENTHH, h
VTN Ty - FET YD SRR BEER L ShTwaY, BEEEZ AT
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BRI L, WTFNOEFIEIAICH LTI ET Y ARZ L, SRR
Thbo AU ZWBBUMBOBEIRINE L SNTVDEA ) ) 74 Vi3, BEkErd 5
WA LIZ W, DXy, BEEREE AT 2 BT L TREF =y 78 L 2 b
FHEFNE = REE LR IC B 5 &9 bEimE L Lo #ERT 5,

BHEANDORRS
EHALFHREE LCORET = v 7 KA BLEH O BRI 5 S IE R O 4 12 H 7
H 5 FTUBRAREHEST - FHREBIZ A RIATDONENETH L, — T TPSARBIR FLF—
VRS DK EAT B BRI 0T 2 HE T = v 7 R4 ¥ b HERIOBRGE
FIIAWTH Y, GHROMHIETD 5.

BFRER - BZICLEE"xEN
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(nivolumab OR pembrolizumab OR avelumab OR ipilimumab) 242 4, Filters activat-

ed : Clinical Trial, Meta-analysis, Randomized controlled trial, Systematic reviews,
English. 34 .

ZDH)HARCQICHED ) LHIWF S N/zid 2, H2ZH T30 3-5 2B L 72,0
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AT7—bhAZE
ERIEEZE I 2 5EICHNT S HIPEC DBEMUZRET 2REEH I, EBLFREL

DRI, HRRLET D,
HRLBL TETCA0HES:C AF%E:87% (13/15)

R
SEFHRNES
SHEDIEN, S5ERE

HIPEC IZHBVEZNA DV AT I F v R ED T I FFR¥EHIRP~ AL F~Af YV CA
D OALETHEIEN%Z 42-43CITINRT 525, FHIRWERH 2 SRS X ) 2% %, RIGH
A TIIA K ATDON TS, DYBETIREBRIGRES N TnianwZ & & 2085k S
JiAT LT B AR T %R, Gmd RN RS REE LW LITEET 2 L8 Y D
bo F7z, HMTIrbibs Z 37 <, #HI1X CRS (cytoreductive surgery) & & 12
fibhs,

Wik CORTIHMAITETH 5205, WATEENR G & g b RILEEIT-729 2T
CRS+HIPEC % 17 L 72 152 IOt 1 4EEA73 66 %, 5 AEAA7510.7%, MST : 158
A A, WRAPHE 23.6%, HHFEMEIE 39% TH Y, peritoneal cancer index (PCI) 6 LLF
AT FHRE T CTHo72 % Yonemura 5D Z NV —ThS5MEESNTWEY, FAYDrL
— 7 DEFkT— ¥ Tld CRS+HIPEC % JitifT L 7= 235 Bl DA 5 4EELF3 6%, LA
Higefi 13 % H., Clavien-Dindo grade3-4 Ot A HHE 17%, HRBIEIE 51% T > 727,
M5 D PCL6LLTA D FHRARLT, 12 X ) KEVIEFNIZHEREL 2vE LTWb,
HIPEC O A% % §Fili 3 % 1213 CRS Hifli L CRS+HIPEC % LK $ A2 L H Y, 7T ~
ADBHINE DT —F X=X 5% TH % CYTO-CHIP ikl o it S 1, CRS+
HIPEC # (180 #1) @525 CRS ¥ (97 #) £-XT PCI (peritoneal cancer index) @
HREAE VI 200 53 (6 vs. 2), RAEFHRIZARICER L2 (188 # J vs. 121
AR, 5AEAELEHE 1987% vs. 648%, p=0005)" 72 Z DRERT I A OHE R B M
HILLMETEDLLRWE SN TWS, Y7 7 )V — TN Tt PCI 6 LLFC CRS+ HIPEC
FEPAHBICTPHREET, BULETERRIAFIEDLZVWEIN TS, XVF=—056H
CRS+HIPEC %17 - 78545, &S 4 L. 1L CH/MEICIZR2D v PCT 12 BLF O
USRI P ILfliAs 247 7 A L FPHRVPEAF L MG ShTw2Y, FEO YR TOHET
HABERTIX, CRS+HIPEC #f (34 %) ®7J57A%CRS Bt (34 6) T, AWM E
BIEREL (P9 110 7 B vs. 65 47 A, p=0.046), SOHEICIIH B L E=N L h - 72 (147
% vs. 11.7%, p=0839)"c Z® X 92 PCI AL/ & v & CRS + HIPEC O P13 BLAF
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T, GBHEOHIMBABENTH S L) WMEEDH 5%, Hilik TOMER T — 7 X— R
L BROATH Y, Lk 45 M HIERER (NCT03348150 7 &) 3BEEFTHTH 5%,

% 7z, HIPEC (ZBAE L CTAT 9 72D IS BT 35 S EHEL VW E W) R D 5, T
NE TR 58 L\ & LT Laparoscopic HIPEC 25tz S TB Y, MiiiicifkblfT
5 L TYIBRTHEIC %2 o 7 AEBIAS 11%-25% fFAE L, A PFiEIL 23-11% ThH -7z & ShT
‘/‘Z>7' 8)0

Vil X ) SRR 2 ) B ICH LC HIPEC 2179 2 L X FHRIUET 5 & v Hidl
3B B DB bRk & O HBERERD 2 <, BHAMRRSAR L TB Y, FEFITHERRTG
BThoLOMERLET b,

BHA®DIES
PR (B L) & OIERRBRIC X ), HIPEC OB X 5 Efexh R % Bl
TREEEZ2 5N 5, Conversion surgery JiESI T HIPEC OHFIC & 5 EFgahRIzon
THMAHPLETH 5,

BREER - BZICULIZZXRER

F— % ~N—2Z : PubMed IR : 2000-2020 keyword * ##% : gastric cancer, (HIPEC
or CHPP), (peritoneal metastasis or peritoneal carcinomatosis or peritoneal dissemina-
tion) Filter activated : English, human 250 4

ZDHIHCQI2 LB L72d D 8 &AL,
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8) Newhook TE, Agnes A, Blum M, et al. Laparoscopic Hyperthermic Intraperitoneal Chemotherapy is
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YIRRTIREETREDIRGF MR ICERIRER DO T & U TERENRRERRE
(HIPEC) Z{#iEs 5 L ZiRTHN ?

AT—bhAH

FERREFRDBLLEIC HIPEC OB ZRE T 3RS H DN, EHLZEEE DHERNR
<, BRRTEHERGZLETD

HRIZL TETADEE :C &8% :80% (12/15)

R
EEHROES
BEHAEDIEN, SRS

BRI R Pk B IBGA T & 06T L 235 A T OB E RS vwE ShTwa, @i,
BN B 1k B TR TR ISR LA 2 AT, IR TR 2179 25, firar<
MRk 2 AL Bk 2479 S E TPRiZ XA EA D 2 ST %, HIPEC AYE EETE IS
T HEETH AT LD, YEETHEEEOMEBFM OB HIPEC # Bt 5 2 & Tl
BEFIEDWMA T B0 E D) D EIERT HMED SN Twb, BIETT ORI HIPEC % fffiti
L7TED BB T MO R ZAT 0 B HARTHERBICTFEPRIFTH o7z L W IH TN E H 5 \»
XA I X RS 2 ENA ORI, SO T VB, T XTHEZR? S OWMETH
59, X F KT T b HIPEC BT %% TR L P2 % ET 5 L ShTwb”, BIfE HIPEC
AT 2R RE AR A 72D DL ik L R 65 TAHRER (NCT01882933 7 &) 237N T
WBY, 22721, WBRAPHEIZMML 2w E VI HET L H 5D, BN A L v s
bHD, BWHEEEZADLI L b H L0, BRLEBERDOATLITIRETIX
Tweklbhs, 70, @ HAT S N A MR LR & O BB OHE D iz,
FHAMRILIA T EEZ DN D, ZOWHFEORFHRMED S ENTIIMED TH e WHHR L7
MDA TLPTONTELTEHD BN ITH L W OMERELRLET 5, S5
WCAREBRIIBBRINER I N TR W LI EEPVETH b,

BHADIES
W OMBL SRR 2 T, HIPEC #2179 2 & TSR D 592 WGl X & &
2z oMb,

BRERER - 2EICULI-2XRER

T — % ~N—2Z : PubMed MM : 2000-2020 keyword * %% : gastric cancer, (HIPEC
or CHPP), (peritoneal metastasis or peritoneal carcinomatosis or peritoneal dissemina-
tion) Filter activated : English, human 250 4
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Pla (BREEURULEHIEE 15 hR) (CAB= UARIGYIBROIRE/S BRARIBIEICXT L T
U INEREREZ S RO FiliziEdTdh ?

AT—bhAH

BERENEEAEDERCAREICREBL, REUIRN TR ERBREICT L TE, B
BRUBERYPREMRICRZBEZITI 2 T & ICK W EFHROERNRAZTN S TTHE
M%), 75T EZFHLHET B,

HREORS 1§50 TETA0®S : D &8% 1 93% (14/15)

fR
B jemOaTael, £EHROES
[E] Fiire8E, MiesHHE

REGATTA iBRTIE, WP, MBGERE, KEIREPEY) » SHiEgoRRER 09 b
1272 %A H#ETEBICH LTRETHE LTOEYKREIT) 2L 0EHIMES L
728, W TR O P HRUFEDRIIED SN ah otz o THMEBET A FF4 VE5IR
TIHBBRT 2 AT 5T HEIY LT PRoUEL B TRETH 2T b 22 & AR
CHEREN TS, 72720 REGATTA RERICB T B IEHEENT- & L CoEREMIZ, H
HEHR BRI S 12 [ P2/3 (BEATHE s & 0 )R O NEIE & 2\ L3Rk R IS o I e i L 2 e B
RRODLLO) MR LELTEY, FHPLICHYS TS, THAITHE & 0 OB KM
R Z 2D 5 | B3, ARHIBRORSEE 2 5h Tz, BREHERTA K74 V85
MOWBHRIRO T VT ZLICBWTH B P & LT, BRSO ERZ &I
DEAAFAET 2T, HYBRMOBICES ICURTHEZ b0, L oM D ) IS
Mg (CYD) &FlRish, HBistisE i L T2 otodhEN T £ X sh T
Voo BRI, WBHEIBRTRE 2 BT OB 2 ) BHICH LT, BB X OER
Yk & M RALFREE T L TPREREMEVWIETEX 2 MEHDH 27, 7275 L RE-
GATTA ZRERIFIRE, A2 IR 2 4§ 2 BAE O I B WBRIC X 2 P RUE IR
DTHELTY, FLBYURBMTITRIEENEVFRENTHLEOMELHY, HY
BRI IZTEE AL ETH bo

S0 X9 A BUEYIRRE RE B O B EGERE IS LT, WIRMBLEYIRRT R & D, Wk
FIZEHCFBERITI) NE DR EBIIE L 727 — 7 3 L Rz, WIRKBEYIR
RMHERT 22 LIITER V. 7272 L HYIRE X ORI B & i AL aEIc L 0 A&
HFHHOEEDRATNDTREMND D ), 179 2 L2 HRT 5. 2D X9 HEEFIH
LT, Uy SHisEOREICL 2 PHRELB LT -7 30w, ) v oSHiskEz &
DORJEITH REHPERTERVAS, Stage 11, 11T OHEFFHHIC BV CTEBLTFA & A5 A
(LT & 0 R 2 15 5 M 12 LT % 2, ERITREZ P T RO 2 Hig3 2T
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MzEfFoThInEni b,

BHHEADIES
WD FAIEGE 2 A7\, G RE 2 IR AR 253 W S N7HEBNC BV TR 2179 2,
LFHEZBEAT 20OV TIEE SISHEmDH 5 L TAHTH S, Stage [T OAELTHHEIZ
x5 B M AT LR O R R A WGE S 5 BRRBRBUE T b TB Y, TofmRELHE
REHROBRDPLETH S,

RBER - 2EICUI-ZXRER
7 — % X—Z : PubMed MM :2000-2020 keyword - %4 : gastric cancer, perito-
neal metastasis, gastrectomy, NOT HIPEC, NOT CRS ## 657 #f Filter English #% %
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ACQIZHED ) LHIBr SNz b DI 182 BRA L7z, GIHICHKE LT CQIL4 1% 6 18
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3R - BEXG
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(EREETHED UK RIDE SN EREEZE I 5BEICH UL TIRG
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EZRETHRD UL @\ WiES NI BRI EZH I 2BEICH U T, RO BRI Z
I3 TETEFRBDERNMEOSND T LB Y, BRZIBEEICHMULILETITSI L=

5<HRT D,
HREORS 1§50 TET A0S : C £8%F 1 93% (14/15)
e
& R OER

[E] Fiire8E, MiesHHE

Stage IV HHEICH LT, B LFHEIC X 5@ BEBEOMB LR L 72512, HER
HEERYBRT 5 2 L TRIFRBIEIHE ST T Y, CoRBHS oW, #hbk
Ba2H T 25 BRI HERMTHET 5 2 L3FERICHTH Y, YRR THh 55
FRIEA 1L HR IS X BT H R & L, YIRRWREZ N & L CH B & i) » 32
NEHIBR O R & % 2 & THIMI 2GR R 2 HTES 2 2 L1125 %o Stage IV BiI2L
FHEDHIARTH 2 S OO, ALAHEHZR) L CTHHGZ W 8 AN ST T s g 5
OHBHHIWT S NHETY, BRI CERERE & FEOBRRP R L T»
LWy H 2 EIINEETH D, FEBHUIEIER D X O 2 SETISRERLER AR L Tv
DG NIz, b EYRT 5 2 & TR 4 ELT BRI 2 BIGRYIER & W5
DY %EMETHLDTH S,

JEIRARAL 2 A 2 BRSO LT, i bamitii b L QIR L AR R E 2 PR L 72
BT, TORBUERMNE KT LaHE T, AL RERMICHR TP ROER & T
WOREMARENTRE YT, 72720, %< OWMB BB OM LD U < (/% e
B L THURZAT 272 & 2LARERDHNIK§ 5 H—HGREOHMTH Y, HUWERO
A X BT — 5 OWiid %, HWROMMPEEDRIIANTH b 72, HH
BIFAEIESE % AT o 72356 T b IBLHHE O A AE B I B WX A2 5% AT
LA & 2 IR O HE R BB IO VT, BRI D w2 ks 5T
ENTVRWD, (LEREOEORZZ IS5 2 EPWEETH L. $72, B
IR O PR AR & U CIE IR AR O IE D3 < AHRIBRIER 2wy

DLEX Y, ALk Tk d L MG o N BRI 2 A9 2 B IS LT, R
HeHWE LI-BHWRITZ1T) 2L Z2MHERT L 2 L3 TE RV, RIS OH B
(CHEDEIR T B JFTEHE S KOV Y v SHiIERZ AT ) & & TRV L 2 2 560
HY, WIEEEEIHE L CHWERZAT) GHEEEH DR D720, 179 2L 25yl
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Th, LPLFOIEF Y RIVRL, o5 B HKRBOTFT— % L B SN AT hE
PR, R E LB EHIE, BURKNOBN, Rls X OHEEIRORYE, HY)
Btz E IO T T oICHAT 5 BN D 5.

BHADIES
YR OBISSLLERTEE I A IV 720 TEBROD 27— 51350, SHOKE
BETH b,

RBER - 2EICUI-ZXRER

7 — & X—Z : PubMed ¥R : 2000-2020 keyword + 7% ; gastric cancer, perito-
neal metastasis, gastrectomy, NOT HIPEC, NOT CRS ## 657 ff-- Filter English #&
452 o

AKCQICHED ) LHBr SNz b DI 181, Db 6ME5IH L7, XK1, 8i13H4HE
FIWrCEM L 72,

3R - BEXG

1) Yamaguchi K, Yoshida K, Tanahashi T, et al. The long-term survival of stage IV gastric cancer pa-
tients with conversion therapy. Gastric Cancer. 2018; 21: 315-23.

2) Solaini L, Ministrini S, Bencivenga M, et al. Conversion gastrectomy for stage IV unresectable gastric
cancer: a GIRCG retrospective cohort study. Gastric Cancer. 2019; 22: 1285-93.

3) Ishigami H, Yamaguchi H, Yamashita H, et al. Surgery after intraperitoneal and systemic chemother-
apy for gastric cancer with peritoneal metastasis or positive peritoneal cytology findings. Gastric
Cancer. 2017; 20: 128-34.

4) Chan DYS, Syn NLX, Yap R, et al. Conversion Surgery Post-Intraperitoneal Paclitaxel and Systemic
Chemotherapy for Gastric Cancer Carcinomatosis Peritonei. Are We Ready? ] Gastrointest Surg.
2017; 21: 425-33.

5) Kitayama J, Ishigami H, Yamaguchi H, et al. Salvage gastrectomy after intravenous and intraperito-
neal paclitaxel (PTX) administration with oral S-1 for peritoneal dissemination of advanced gastric
cancer with malignant ascites. Ann Surg Oncol. 2014; 21: 539-46.

6) Imano M, Yasuda A, Itoh T, et al. Phase II study of single intraperitoneal chemotherapy followed by
systemic chemotherapy for gastric cancer with peritoneal metastasis. J Gastrointest Surg. 2012; 16:
2190-6.

7) Fujiwara Y, Takiguchi S, Nakajima K, et al. Neoadjuvant intraperitoneal and systemic chemotherapy
for gastric cancer patients with peritoneal dissemination. Ann Surg Oncol. 2011; 18: 3726-31.

8) Nakagawa S, Nashimoto A, Yabusaki H. Role of staging laparoscopy with peritoneal lavage cytology
in the treatment of locally advanced gastric cancer. Gastric Cancer. 2007; 10: 29-34.
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BRBEZRE Y 2 BEICH U TEFRERNRICIRGZBN & UT-BYiRilZ
IoI5E, & aRzfEaan?

AT—bhAH

EREEZH Y 3BEICH U UERFRERMRICIReZBN L LT BYIBRT Z /1T Uici
DifT&EEIE, MTRTERDFNDIZEE (TN U TEETgEREE TITS T L2 < 2R T 5.

HREORS 1L TET A0S : C &8%F :73% (11/15)

R
EEPROES
tEEENEEER

Stage IV B0 LT, LR6EIC X 2 mbRiEB oM B2 A L2k, B L
YIBR L2235 ORI AR D W THRGE L 72805 13 70 o R D IEBGER O3 & b A Bk
ThHHS, WEEIREZ A2 5 LT, fbPRakzeahti i B UIBRm & 5if7 L CHrRinG
P U 7R IB R 2 1TV P RIEES S N2 5. 72, Stage IV B RO b
BRAEBILZ 0 U T AL & 0 AEAEI R ASIE & L 72 2 s ST 527 IR M
FRAE Rk Ao B e DE - RL 2 Bt (Stage TV) YRRV REZ B L 72 BEBEIETE (Pla) %X
ZAC IR PO RRG B B & A B AL A9 1C K ) 23~27 % REFE D 5 AR A s i ST
B F e, BRI O MR Z LD BRI EH IR SR L RIE 2T & TR RIERL
EABON L VI WEDL H B,

Dl kb, PERREEZ A9 2 B L TIbRER%IcRE e Hiv E L7z B OBy
AT 2BETH, BUMNEBREOBRIITETE 2 Vin, MREEEZIT) 2L
A% < HEB S N, MBREEEZNNT 2 2 & 2 HEIRET 2 MREHEONE T BGE L 72
FeFZ VD, LY A YREEEIC O WTHETE WA, BR) L RieEE S
FICEGTRERNE B L BRI CHATS 5 2 29 S s, 272 LEOIEF Y A
%L, POLHL RERBO T — 4 % EAE SN B TR 720, W% e 25 M
L, MR HIY, N7, BRILE X ORI RO, Wl LICow T3
T BB B,

BHEANDOIRS
MEIBHRDO L T A R BB IOV THRRO S % 77— 513 7% <, GHROME DL
HThhbo

wFER - BZICUE"xEN
F— & N—Z : PubMed iR : 2000-2020 keyword * %% : gastric cancer, perito-
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neal metastasis, gastrectomy, NOT HIPEC, NOT CRS #i% 657} Filter English #&
B2 e ACQICEED ) LT E N2 DX 181, 9 b 325 H L7z, ik 2-4 1%
Y Z R WrcBIn L 720

51R - &

1) Kitayama J, Ishigami H, Yamaguchi H, et al. Salvage gastrectomy after intravenous and intraperito-
neal paclitaxel (PTX) administration with oral S-1 for peritoneal dissemination of advanced gastric
cancer with malignant ascites. Ann Surg Oncol. 2014; 21: 539-46.

2) Tiberio GAM, Ministrini S, Gardini A, et al; Italian Research Group for Gastric Cancer. Factors influ-
encing survival after hepatectomy for metastases from gastric cancer. Eur J Surg Oncol. 2016; 42:
1229-35.

3) Qiu JL, Deng MG, Li W, et al. Hepatic resection for synchronous hepatic metastasis from gastric can-
cer. Eur J Surg Oncol. 2013; 39: 694-700.

4) Kodera Y, Ito S, Mochizuki Y, et al. Long-term follow up of patients who were positive for peritoneal
lavage cytology: final report from the CCOG0301 study. Gastric Cancer. 2012; 15: 335-7.

5) Yamaguchi T, Takashima A, Nagashima K, et al. Efficacy of postoperative chemotherapy after resec-
tion that leaves no macroscopically visible disease of gastric cancer with positive peritoneal lavage
cytology (CY1) or localized peritoneum metastasis (Pla): A multicenter retrospective study. Ann
Surg Oncol. 2020; 27: 284-92.

6) Nie RC, Chen S, Yuan SQ, et al. Significant role of palliative gastrectomy in selective gastric cancer
patients with peritoneal dissemination: A propensity score matching analysis. Ann Surg Oncol. 2016;

23: 3956-63.
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WNIRKISRIBEZHE I 5 BEIC L TRIR RO Filiz BiE L I IEIR2iH
(Total peritonectomy) %Z#i29d3h ?

AT—bA2 b

MERHYEFRZ 528013 L) cytoreductive surgery (C HIPEC Z#H#H U ToiER CEFRIRDIE
RORAENZOREMNSH DD, FMiFRS MR ER(ICEFHAL TV BERSN TIRT
DRV & ZE<HRT B,

HREORS 1L TET A0S : C A8%F :87% (13/15)

R
EFHROESR
BUEHHERER

JE R4 dik (Total peritonectomy) (&, complete cytoreductive surgery & L CTIAR5
JEE, SRS rR R i B & ONRS IS L o0 NERRAR AR L3 A e iR & L CRICKRTIL < ATtb v T
VRS, BN L R OB LETH B, Lo T, MBS VEM ik T
TN baRETHY, GIHEREFRE TIFA121E, 180 HILL LORELSLE L OWMED H
%%, 7, FAHMTORNALLIZE SN W2, {LFEL OMHPLETH S,
T G4l & RERRIY (24T > T B 70— 7 TR &R % 17 - 728, iR B b
(hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy : HIPEC) Z 8t H 4 %, HidsAFKIE LT~ A
MRAYY (+YATIFY), FXFVTIFY, FEIVEY UL LDV,
Glehen & 159 HIOMENC LM, RO FMAUFETH - EFTIEIMST 154 H, 1, 3,
S5AREFRIZENZNG61%, 30%, 23% LHE I N TV A, RO FMIER S N720F
85 (53%) 2 X 7x % - 72 Yonemura 5 i NIPS (neoadjuvant intraperitoneal /
systemic chemotherapy) &FiL, DCS ##:%51: & docetaxel & cisplatin JEEPIP5-% 3
I — A NdT O, BEIE4#i & HIPEC % #if7. 419 Bl 266 B (63.5%) 12 RO YIkRASH] HE
THY, TOMST 205 7 1, 5EFIF 143% TH o7z L Wik L T2 RLOHE T,
PCI (peritoneal cancer index) 737 L EDOHE1%, 72 & 2 ERAREMIZ X - THAIRAY RO T
WAERENTL FHRARTH B L OWMENL WY, Lzdi->T, B (byosd:s)
O PCTEAE (6 LLF) DIEFNIH LTI, BRI ICBE AL 2RI B W TORELFR
DIEREDSWIFSIN D — el 70 BE I ARG I X REMIBE I 2 3 X CYIBR 9 % 2%, btz
TR DFRAF L 728050 72 VIR L7256 & DIEGERERD 2 7280, F5r BB LT BR 0 v] 751
ARHTH %, LLE, BRR T V7 O— Oz Ti1h it T 3 R4 (Total peritonec-
tomy) OFHMEZRET ZHEG I I NS 05, BHERTRE I L 23505 <, REY
BWRETHLI LX), —BERTIITbEV L E2MIHERT 2,
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BHEADIRS

DEOREREITT U CTUIBRIC & o THIRM RO IBRANER S N2 Ba L MU X912, #HE
DT BIEEDO R 2 YIBET 2T HRY) M A7 b I —OFEBREEE R 7 — 24 (P-1I) T
bRVWOTHRET 2lifEdd 5 L EZ 5.

BHER - 2ZICUIZTRER

7 — % X — 2 : PubMed I :2000-2020 keyword - %% : gastric cancer, peri-
tonectomy — 65 -

HFELUINOTG LD ) HIAATL 528, B L ZNERERNDI L WERTH - 72,
ZDHHARCQICHED Y &HIW S 7z 8 %R,

31A - &

1) Sugarbaker PH. Peritonectomy procedures. Ann Surg. 1995; 221: 29-42.

2) Sugarbaker PH, Yu Y, Yonemura Y. Gastrectomy, peritonectomy, and perioperative intraperitoneal
chemotherapy: the evolution of treatment strategies for advanced gastric cancer. Semin Surg Oncol
2003; 21: 233-48.

3) Rau B, Brandl A, Piso P, et al; Peritoneum Surface Oncology Group and members of the StuDoQ[Peri-
toneum Registry of the German Society for General and Visceral Surgery (DGAYV). Peritoneal metas-
tasis in gastric cancer: results from the German database. Gastric Cancer. 2020; 23: 11-22.

4) Glehen O, Gilly FN, Arvieux C, et al; Association Francaise de Chirurgie, et al. Peritoneal carcinoma-
tosis from gastric cancer: a multi-institutional study of 159 patients treated by cytoreductive surgery
combined with perioperative intraperitoneal chemotherapy. Ann Surg Oncol. 2010; 17: 2370-7.

5) Yonemura Y, Prabhu A, Sako S, et al. Long term survival after cytoreductive surgery combined with
perioperative chemotherapy in gastric cancer patients with peritoneal metastasis. Cancers (Basel)
2020; 12: 116.

6) Caro CR, Manzanedo I, Pereira F, et al. Cytoreductive surgery combined with hyperthermic intraper-
itoneal chemotherapy (HIPEC) in patients with gastric cancer and peritoneal carcinomatosis. Eur J
Surg Oncol 2018; 44: 1805-10.

7) Manzanedo I, Pereira F, Caro CR, et al. Cytoreductive surgery and hyperthermic intraperitoneal che-
motherapy (HIPEC) for gastric cancer with peritoneal carcinomatosis: multicenter study of Spanish
Group of Peritoneal Oncology Surgery (GECOP). Ann Surg Oncol 2019; 26:2615-21.

8) Yarema R, Ohorchak M, Hyrya P, et al. Gastric cancer with peritoneal metastasis: efficacy of standard
treatment methods. World J Gastrointest Oncol 2020; 12: 569-81.
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{E2EEIC & > THIRMESEEEEN X U e BEICH U TIEES i
(Total peritonectomy) %Z#i29d3h ?

AT—bhAH

{EZEEIC K > THERMISFRIBRENER LT BEICH U T, BEOSE VSRS (Total
peritonectomy) [FfThIaVWZ &Z@<HERT B,

HREORS 1L TETA0HS : C £8%F :93% (14/15)

R
IEREEREDFHA
BUVSHHERER

TN 444t (Total peritonectomy) & HIPEC % B L 72 1 42 2E 475K 40-50% Td 5 A7,
» X RPAAFNC X B AEMEEN L9 (repeated intraperitoneal chemothera-
py : RIPEC) f2IZFAF L7253 B X R O G PHUIRRIC X D RO WIBRDS T O 236
D 1VHEEFRIET0% ETH B EME SN TR, BHHEILE L BRI L 2%
WS, JERE AR I X B I, REGANE, MO A 7 SEAE EE O WA PEE A 15-30% 12
FAE L, FATBIMIED 5% Rithd 2 2 L 2 E BT 5", HBHONL L 72EmIcx LT
AR 2T e\ & iR HESRS %,

BHEANDRES
Hizal

BHER - 2ZICUI-TRER

7 — % X — Z : PubMed I :2000-2020 keyword - %% : gastric cancer, peri-
tonectomy — 65 s

HFELUNOT LD % ) HIAATL 52 &, EH L ZNERERN DS WERTH - 72,
ZOH)HLARCQICHMED ) LR SNz 82T (XY FAZ FI—DF Y TV F Vi
Ann Surg 1998 B . WD 72012, KI % . Tb T 5 JEIEFIL S5 + RO T
M DIEF A 5 IR 720

31A - BEX

1) Hall JJ, Loggie BW, Shen P, et al. Cytoreductive surgery with intraperitoneal hyperthermic chemo-
therapy for advanced gastric cancer. J Gastrointest Surg. 2004; 8: 454-63.

2) Glehen O, Gilly FN, Arvieux C, et al; Association Francaise de Chirurgieet al. Peritoneal carcinomato-
sis from gastric cancer: a multi-institutional study of 159 patients treated by cytoreductive surgery
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combined with perioperative intraperitoneal chemotherapy. Ann Surg Oncol. 2010; 17: 2370-7.

3) Yang X]J, Huang CQ, Suo T, et al. Cytoreductive surgery and hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemo-
therapy improves survival of patients with peritoneal carcinomatosis from gastric cancer: final re-
sults of a phase IIT randomized clinical trial. Ann Surg Oncol. 2011; 18: 1575-81.

4) Magge D, Zenati M, Mavanur A, et al. Aggressive locoregional surgical therapy for gastric peritoneal
carcinomatosis. Ann Surg Oncol 2014; 21: 1448-55.

5) Rudloff U, Langan RC, Mullinax JE, et al. Impact of maximal cytoreductive surgery plus regional
heated intraperitoneal chemotherapy (HIPEC) on outcome of patients with peritoneal carcinomatosis
of gastric origin: results of the GYMSSA trial. ] Surg Oncol. 2014; 110: 275-84.

6) Ishigami H, Kitayama J, Kaisaki S, et al. Phase II study of weekly intravenous and intraperitoneal
paclitaxel combined with S-1 for advanced gastric cancer with peritoneal metastasis. Ann Oncol.
2010; 21: 67-70.

7) Fujiwara Y, Takiguchi S, Nakajima K, et al. Intraperitoneal docetaxel combined with S-1 for advanced
gastric cancer with peritoneal dissemination. J] Surg Oncol. 2012; 105: 38-42.

8) Fushida S, Kinoshita ], Kaji M, et al. Phase 1/II study of intraperitoneal docetaxel plus S-1 for the
gastric cancer patients with peritoneal carcinomatosis. Cancer Chemother Pharmacol 2013; 71: 1265-
72.

9) Ishigami H, Fujiwara Y, Fukushima R, et al. Phase III Trial Comparing Intraperitoneal and Intrave-
nous Paclitaxel Plus S-1 Versus Cisplatin Plus S-1 in Patients With Gastric Cancer With Peritoneal
Metastasis: PHOENIX-GC Trial. J Clin Oncol 2018; 36: 1922-9.

10) Cho H, Ryu MH, Kim KP, et al. Phase I/1I study of a combination of capecitabine, cisplatin, and intra-
peritoneal docetaxel (XP ID) in advanced gastric cancer patients with peritoneal metastasis. Gastric
Cancer. 2017; 20: 970-7.

11) Alyami M, Kim BJ, Villeneuve L, et al. Ninety-day post-operative morbidity and mortality using the
National Cancer Institute's common terminology criteria for adverse events better describe post-op-
erative outcome after cytoreductive surgery and hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy. Int J
Hyperthermia 2018; 34: 532-7.

12) Gill RS, Al-Adra DP, Nagendran J, et al. Treatment of gastric cancer with peritoneal carcinomatosis
by cytoreductive surgery and HIPEC: a systematic review of survival, mortality, and morbidity. J
Surg Oncol 2011; 104: 692-8.

13) Rau B, Brandl A, Piso P, et al; Peritoneum Surface Oncology Group and members of the StuDoQ[Peri-
toneum Registry of the German Society for General and Visceral Surgery (DGAYV). Peritoneal metas-
tasis in gastric cancer: results from the German database. Gastric Cancer. 2020; 23: 11-22.
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BEICH T 2 FiICH L THEMRBLRRIRERER Y (POCY1) LEHULIKIBESIC
Bk, D2 YV I/NEFREZEHRETHD ?

AT—bhAH

TEMERRVRERIBIERZ I (POCY 1) BREAESIICK U CBYRE (b FBEZHAIE DR IESR
BUBEZITD C&ICKY 5 FEFEFIN 25% U LFHET BT &KW, D2 U V/NEiEEZ
#SBYIRZE<#ERT 5.

HEDOMS 155V TETADHES :B £8% :100% (15/15)

W
& am mHEr
B SRR BREIE, TSAHIE, TROILSRARSHOET

2001 42 5 2007 4F £ T oW 4 B S SHE B O F %A TIZ CYL BHED 5 F5RE
FREIAEAEE1E 166% TH D, CY1 BHEOAELERIIH A 13 iRIZB 1T 5 Stage 1B
(412%), Stage IV (20.1%) £ 3 RETH Y, P1 (119%) &Y b BIFTH 72", EHN
D /INBBLD £ HIRRETIZ BT, POCYL B2 L HYIBR % & ORmaHE 2 175 72
WIS — Tl 5 2 L, BRI OBED W Z LA ShTw s,
AFTIE RO YIBRWT AE 7 ST 64T H G & [ARR I S T & Bk ic X 0 il % HiE
TG SR SN CTE 2. BMEETA FIA4 VESROEEERO T VT Y XA
BT, ®EEEE ML &IZXH L TRESTTW 5, CCOG0301 5Bk Tl M/ ME % fE
LERBRY CAEEROWREZ &t CYL B2 0% & L, BAENEUKRZ EIT%IC
S1 WMk % 56 F 72 13 MEBEANRE & 72 5 F TAT 9 GRS R sk i S FZEI1C & - TRET S 1,
2002 4E 70 & 2006 4E % TIZ 47 BlVE SRS N 5 A AR, R RIIZNEN 26%,
21% T -72" KREOHE—HEF%I L 5 93 BIO% BRI OBE TId, 1brs: % %17
%I CYL 2SR b L 7B 0 5 B HYIBRiE T (20 B1) & IEHEATHI (7 1) O BRI
AN S (POl 25 4F vs. 23 4F) T o 7275, BEHEBI o BIEI ] rh e filis 1 4E
BETH ) EMAEGE~OBBEIRNTH 5% BUKIC L2 HECENEFIRENTDH
=T, ALFHEHMTHWRE RS EoOFEIELNIZE V) MBI RV, T 5
2L L BT R A B L BAMEIEO VTN HAEL WD I T v A
i< DS, AR LA DS EHEDTTIE L1 5 & B IREE T2 ICRRRE I 2 (Lt i 08
AT WEETH L, BUREEREO 122085, 2720, BFRIMETICLD,
cN3", pN3" ZZLEBMATICBVTFHRARE LMY LW TH A2 L, BUKKIZ
I BRASHE B HE AT B AL L DR ¥ Th D SPIHEO AR AL T LY AUR X
NTHEY, WEOHEY v SEHimB 2 ) GERSZHIHL 2 v oMb B ke LT L,
BUBROBEIS IOV THEEICRATRETH 5,
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KIBOL izl & % 91 BIORITHIIMRES TlE, D2 BlEoy v o3EikiE =045 § k%
W4T L7z 51 Pl EBIEHPH 2 i/ L7z 40 1 &L 0 & PR RAF (GAfAlR e - 220 A2 1
vs. 130 7, p=0045) TH Y, WHEABICTHRIZFEE (39% vs. 50%) THo72",

DiE X0, HOIBR & ALARIE 2 fLA G DR AR T 5 AR AEAFRER D% 25% DL AT
FE5HT LD, D2 »o8EEREZ ) bz RS %,

BHEANDRRS
BRASRE B A3 2 LARIEOHBERA N E L Tw b 720, BIAWIER THED 5
htc VEB O HHZ AL AL RO W X B BRR RIS DS T4 & b0 B FHBIAAAE L
%o WMSEIEBSRRERE (POCYL) SEFICBWTY, 1) ot 2) HUkZ it
frUififfbariti: 3) AL L2 T R ARESFECHURZ ZET 2, L) 320
WA Ty a v HAHR R TIIEN SRR T 272007 > Ad e v BUKR
D FHEAFRER) 7 5 L2 IR O FAEIS OPEICEETH 5o

RBER - 2EICUL-2XRER
— & N — 2 : PubMed MM :2000-2020 keyword * %% : “gastric cancer” AND
“cytology” AND (“surgery” OR “induction chemotherapy” OR “Chemotherapy, Cancer
Regional perfusion” OR “Drug Therapy”) Filter : English fHH SCHK @ 411 fF, 209 AR
CQICHED ) &I S 7z 30k % 8 HHRA.

3I1A - &G

1) Katai H, Ishikawa T, Akazawa K, et al;Registration Committee of the Japanese Gastric Cancer Asso-
ciation. Five-year survival analysis of surgically resected gastric cancer cases in Japan: a retrospec-
tive analysis of more than 100,000 patients from the nationwide registry of the Japanese Gastric
Cancer Association (2001-2007). Gastric Cancer. 2018; 21: 144-54.

2) Inada T, Ogata Y, Kubota T, et al. D2-lymphadenectomy improves the survival of patients with peri-
toneal cytology-positive gastric cancer. Anticancer Res. 2002; 22: 291-4.

3) Badgwell B, Cormier JN, Krishnan S, et al. Does neoadjuvant treatment for gastric cancer patients
with positive peritoneal cytology at staging laparoscopy improve survival? Ann Surg Oncol. 2008;
15: 2684-91.

4) Lee SD, Ryu KW, Eom BW, et al. Prognostic significance of peritoneal washing cytology in patients
with gastric cancer. Br J Surg. 2012; 99: 397-403.

5) Kodera Y, Ito S, Mochizuki Y, et al. Long-term follow up of patients who were positive for peritoneal
lavage cytology: final report from the CCOGO0301 study. Gastric Cancer. 2012; 15: 335-7.

6) Mezhir, JJ, Shah MA, Jacks LM, et al. Positive peritoneal cytology in patients with gastric cancer:
natural history and outcome of 291 patients. Ann Surg Oncol. 2010; 17: 3173-80.

7) Endo S, Nishikawa K, Fujitani K, et al. Is D2 Lymphadenectomy Essential for Cytology-positive Gas-
tric Cancer? A Retrospective Analysis. Anticancer Res. 2019; 39: 6209-16.

8) Yamaguchi T, Takashima A, Nagashima K, et al. Efficacy of Postoperative Chemotherapy After Re-
section that Leaves No Macroscopically Visible Disease of Gastric Cancer with Positive Peritoneal
Lavage Cytology (CY1) or Localized Peritoneum Metastasis (Pla): A Multicenter Retrospective
Study. Ann Surg Oncol. 2020; 27: 284-92.
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BREOSERRAIEZENC SV THEMRNEREERM (POCY1) LEHRLE
Fo [CEAELFREZHRTEN ?

AT—bhAH

TEMIRAISARIBIERRE (POCY 1) BEMESIICH T 2BALEEEDFMLITICNT B EM
MOIEFVREZ LWV, (EZEEED CY B ENFETFARFEULTSRUES
&, 75T LZHHET D,

HREORS 1§50 TET A0S : C £8%F 1 93% (14/15)

fRsH
CY DiEtAL, £FEHRNER
BUBRZITOHZEFFMTOELE, MRSHEDIEN

WK TiE POCY1 HHE IS M 5% D AAFRAMRCHE DL S IR g L L CTE
MUEFPRE AT T B— T D %, KREOHE—HiFkIZ L 5 93 PlOHITHIHE T,
(LA & 64T L 72 64 Bl o B R A A P 3 A B Cld 2w o0 HYIkR % 4k
FFL722001 X ) Bwv (174 vs. L14E) A ShTwaY, AR cid it
171212 2nd look %475 72 48 BIOMEFITBWT, CY AL L7 27 Blizketi b 2 b 7
W21 LD B PR (BRI Ll 25 4 vs. 14 4E p=00003) TH-
7oo AFOFAMHEB O FBIIME TI&, WaTfL= iAo & FareqT6 0P %1 &S
LGSR TWE DY, WREATAHETHESRTO RV OMPICEEZET 5, K
KU 3R - 4RI FIFICH T 2 MAT L FBELE ORI ZRIAET 5 7 ~ ¥ A LR Bk
(JCOGO0501 #kEk) Tlid POCY1 FEBI AT AL E 12 32 B, FARJeATHELC 28 BB ek S
M7= FAS RN CHTRT L HERE 151 ) & FARSEATHE 149 Blod 3 AR HAE3R 1 L O
FAEGARICEEZEDT, BHENIZ X % POCYLIEFIOEEHFADILBIZB W THEIIRES
N2 dr-7-"s Yamaguchi &3, ZHidkO % BMAIEICE VT, CY1 & 5\ i Pla il
VR LALS 9 & J647 L 72 150 90 & FoAlli & 5647 L 72 563 1> OS 3 & O RFS 312 IF ST
Hotz, EWMELTVEY,

ALEEFRER I CY BBHALZ L ) EBI O FERFRIFTH 5 & v ) Ji5 ITIE BB S )
2018 4E12 7970 1 (26 k) ZMEFL72Y AF~<F 4 v 7 LE2—Tl&, Sl £72135-FU
WCVRATITF 2, XS 2MA7z28F 2 3FPEHL V2 2> TCYL BIbzE R
72139 Bl CY FEREPEAL 73 BIIZx§ 2 45E 1= HR 13 042, p<0.0001, 12=625% T
5 72% RIBOB—HERHITB T B 47 BIOW AL RERATH O 5% RIORET T, bk
FR P T HUBRIET S, R2 WIRRBISRENGERE o 72 1 B2 B < 46 B (98%) T
WAL FIRED T DI, SREFO 5 FEEAFERIZ 250%Th Y, Fily + A LA #ED
EWARTEAVR SN R ICHE S B —HifkC BT % 39 Hlo kMR TIE,
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(LA IEAT IR (RIS 2 P L CY BTk AL % 325 72 13 0 A B U BR % i T L 72 &
A, SEFINCBIT S S FEAFERITZ289%TH Y, R1/2 & 74225 HY k% bl Lo>ORFED
BIEREDE SN2V L L35 CQL9 TIBA 72k B Y0 K % MiAT &3 (AL s ok
TR ) AR DV TSRO S S R bR E T 5,

Ml b EVEFUE S S O MEENIE A (IP) % BEH 3 2L @ BIEL ¥ 2 Vi, SHIEIC CY
BEEAL2S580 b, fAERGITEHFHRLELFAETH L I LG SN T, 2017 4E
\ZPOCY1 BHHE 38 BIZ MR E LS Z7 Y ZF LNV IPHHOL Y A ¥ EMEET 5 4 1T
B (CY-PHOENIX i) ORI AES I, WEAHIC L 5 CY BHEALIE 36 #1 (94.7%)
TROLN, VIEAFHRIT 842% TH 72" LA LB TIIEN % % 354 L 2285 °
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FHEBRICH R B X OB A 247 ) AR S TB Y, CY B LIS
CHEBRERNC X - CTHUIBROBIG % Mt L5720, §5<HERT 5,

BHEHADRS

HRREBIZ BT CYL DADYIBRAREHE T & 7% 2 BEEIX D %\ 72D KB 22 Jif i & 54
BRIIHATHEE TS 50 Sk X VIR T — % 2B L, PAEATED & b et bl
DEFIEIC OV THHMOTRF T2 L CHKT 2 LB D 5. F72, HEGEN L
D72V IZEMIACFIRE DR L ¥ A Y HEDPATRTH Y, BIENEG © ED72H B
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T — &% N—Z : PubMed MM : 2000-2020 keyword * %% : “gastric cancer” AND
“cytology” AND (“surgery” OR “induction chemotherapy” OR “Chemotherapy, Cancer
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ZD)HACQIZHMED ) & HIWr S 723k % 6 R HYFOH W T 3, 5, 9
387,
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3) Yamaguchi T, Takashima A, Nagashima K, et al. Impact of preoperative chemotherapy as initial
treatment for advanced gastric cancer with peritoneal metastasis limited to positive peritoneal la-
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4) Terashima M, Iwasaki Y, Mizusawa J, et al; Stomach Cancer Study Group, Japan Clinical Oncology
Group. Randomized phase III trial of gastrectomy with or without neoadjuvant S-1 plus cisplatin for
type 4 or large type 3 gastric cancer, the short-term safety and surgical results: Japan Clinical On-
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9) Aizawa M, Ishigami H, Yabusaki H, et al. Phase II study of intraperitoneal paclitaxel plus S-1/pacli-
taxel for gastric cancer with positive peritoneal cytology: CY-PHOENIX trial. J Clin Oncol. 2017; 35:
96.
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B smRnt, BREET
JZ N, BEBER

POCY1 B3 2R R O MBI LA # ko f AT E— g2 & 2 DBl otk
TGN L o TREINTE 2, BHIEIEH &) 3 Hi2 WIRIIZUIBRTRE 2 R+ &
L TR R E L, YIBRARERE T Tdh 5 NGNS EEEEIL X L08R & 5 69
MR ET BT & THEIN BRI ARIRE L1F 5. POCY1 B0 5 EaEE3IE, 1980~
1990 4EACDHEBI 2 % G2 & L 72 [E N M—1iii% o 55 B0 12 1 kG 10.8% Tdh - 7208,
2002 4E %> & 2006 4 % TO 47 % k5 & L7z CCOG0301 FRERTIX 26% TH V?, S1 % H
WAL DR A X o THEAFFENM L L2 LAVRBEE N5,

2015 4EI2 81% DT I T DLW E S e X ¥ 7 1) ¥ A0V HE S, MBI E YR T 72
5,908 i (35 3CHK) DFAINTTIL CY1 BIED CY0 BREIH T 54301, B3, MEHER
®D HR IZZN £ 351, 361, 415 T, Mty Bk o EIT=2% 25% 2L E.oo kT ik
HR ZZNh £ 356, 229, 300 Th Y, ML FHEAFIE, TR Z P8 L5
TEDRENEY AR TIRSHERIC X 5 KRB R BT b, BUNEEEREY)
Bl % & e 367 10 POCY1 BHEIC BT, itk S1 HHWRIERIATH] O F 1% 13 bl ok i
TBIE D b BRI (AR IefE 295 7 H vs. 99 7 A, p=001, HEEFIEAELAFIRH g
155 7 A vs. 57 7 A, p<0001) T - 72" ARRETTIIMHE SPBBEIATH O F B
Hane, &4 LR AP EREN 247 A A, 159 ATHY,
S1 Bk & W& CTh o 720 ALAHRE OB Jefitii S1 BAI2395 7 H, SP #EikAs
57 ATHY, SPHEEOEEMIMNZ ENERZINTVD, X% 2054 DS
PEEIZOWTIE, RIS Stage 11T B OM BB L8281 % ST HpugkIC
ST B BEAEDT ¥ & ALHEERERIC X o TR S22 AMET o I BRI 1 DS B
9.3%, S1 HME 12.9% THE 2T 4 < JERBHE I O TR s R OBk S RE 7228, W
B4 DS HIET 39%, S1 HMPIET 0% TH Y, LI A Y OREMIIRASETH 72
—75, DS ##i: & CapeOX #i:%° SOX ##iE & OB LR L 2ZBIRED e vz, 2hb
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4) Yamaguchi T, Takashima A, Nagashima K, et al. Efficacy of Postoperative Chemotherapy After Re-
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Study. Ann Surg Oncol. 2020; 27: 284-92.

5) Yoshida K, Kodera Y, Kochi M, et al. Addition of Docetaxel to Oral Fluoropyrimidine Improves Effi-
cacy in Patients with Stage III Gastric Cancer: Interim Analysis of JACCRO GC-07, a Randomized
Controlled Trial. J Clin Oncol. 2019; 37: 1296-304.
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& rRat, BRRET
DA, FREOER, GHAEDIEN

AIF OB —JiF BT B 1989 425 1997 4 POCY1 B 22 Fl O % HNITZEIZ B
T, ARG BRI BN K36 (Extensive Intraoperative Peritoneal Lavage : EIPL)
LWEENY AT 5 F » 100mg O % B L 72 7 B0 2 4E 477313 857% T, FHiri
M8 BID1.0% (p=0017), WY AT FF P WADIT- 72 7 HD 143% (p=0.025) &
P U AT BV AT RS A0 o 72" o EIPL ISHRIA I B YIBR % ifT L 72212 1L 0B f % v
7PN BE S & 10 [ A 5 T C, A & Wash out 12 & o TP BTN % 1/10°
WA S L BRI VTE Y, WRIFHRORAEAILIIE L Tid s 27T F VRN
Al X BEBD TNz, [T 1995 45 5 2005 4£12 POCY1 Bz w5 e 455 »
7 2LEGERERA T b, EIPL+4lith & 2 75 F V HuAi B 30 6, Toar Ophie 29 41, #lyep
AT T F L EAEE 29 Bl 5 AELEFFRIZEN TN 438%, 0%, 46% T, FF (B
FFE) FIXENZN56.7% (400%), 100% (89.7%), 96.6% (79.3%) TaHV, EIPL+
Wipy 275 F VAR 2 B & i L CAEREER (p<0.0001), FEER (p<0.001) A%

BlWE L TwY,

COREREZ, cT3-4 BRI 5 EIPL DA ERGET 5 2 205 v & ALk
RERDM T D7z CCOGL102 3R T 2011 4E4 5 2014 4E DI POCY1 D 17 Bl % £rde 314
B35 5% X, EIPL #F 145 1 & BEHEGR 5 150 B> 3 SR MEF 84473 (63.9% vs. 59.7%),
SIS (750% vs. 737%) ZAEALZROT, BEEFHEEEO Y — FI1IZ 092 T
o727 2020 SEIC[ARED Study FHA ¥ T 5 BRI 5 > & A LB RER O i T
KERAAFE S, EIPL B 398 {5 & A HE iH 402 51 mm IZBWT 3EEELLFE (720%
vs. 741%), WIELIEFE S EAERR (921% vs. 934%) DA FEAIHDSONah 72" wih
ORI B VT DH POCY1 O JEBIEHT AT DI, IEH% EIPL 2 & % P HUERN R 1352
DOoNLd o7,

POCY1 B IH 3 5 HEIBRIZ BTN 7 EIPL + ¥ A 77 F » O i IEFE N 12
I B FHOUBENEAITRENT VSR, £ T EIPL BMAADRFIZOWTIIAWT
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b oo MFIRMFIER) A 7 BRAEFNIT 2 HUERICH W TId, EIPL IZHMTIE D)
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ZDH)HLARCQICEMD ) LYW Sz 32 TR Mo $H4E O C Tk 4 %381,

3R - BEXG

1) Shimada S, Tanaka E, Marutsuka T, et al. Extensive intraoperative peritoneal lavage and chemother-
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prophylactic strategy for peritoneal recurrence in patients with gastric carcinoma. Ann Surg. 2009;
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4) So JMY, Ji ], Han SUK, et al. Extensive peritoneal lavage after curative gastrectomy for gastric cancer
study (EXPEL): An international multicenter randomized controlled trial. J Clin Oncol. 2020; 38: 279.
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PRITOND, ZO4TERE - KB 3 BERI S % S-1+CDDP #EDOMHI L= H D
AR 2GS 2 72018 MAHRERDS JCOG0501 & LTHifT S iz 20k HIE Tk +
S-112 & BB L - H B & S-1+ CDDP #61: + T4l + S-1 12 X 2w b s
BED 3HEEFRIITNZEN 624% &£ 609% TH Y, MEEMICHELAZ ARSI LidTE %
77z (HR 097, 95% CI : 0.738 to 1.292)",

NERE AL P B L Tld 2 3o LRGBSk ST B JCOG TIHEB R B i
Wk U Al i & T4l + CDDP N5 + 5FU & CDDP o #% ik 5- + UFT #& 11
P G0 % I % 55 MAHRER 2 5617 L 720 5 4FEAAFERIL609% & 620%TH D, H&nns
S MBI A F A B RO B I LI TE R o2 - EBERET RS G
B REAEBC AT LC, Mimifbasmtil & LCo8 o U & 5 VBRI IS e % 5 i & %
iR G-k 2 iR U725 v & A8 1L MHREBRCIE, FRFHIEHH Td 2 2 AR ITIENE
NHEGHET 64.1%, REEIRPCGHET 723% (p=0537) LW IHERTH Y, AELFERITE
SN o2,

—, BEEMEBREICS LT, Marmih bl e LToss ) & 3wV JEREN HL R 5
WA, S-1+72827 Y9 7 3L VREEIRYC G- 2 B L7286 TTAHRBRD T b7z, FZEEHM
JHH T 5 HEBEEEHRIT 676% (90% CI : 52.8-80.1) TH o720 FHIIMEERZEZ H D 14 4E
B DZENRIL T14% Th o720 BN D2 V) »28Highis 208 BRI AT S N, 3 EATE
X 780%, 54EAELFHILT4I% ThH 72",

% 72 Stage IITA, TIIB H#E20F U CliRTHEBI LML & LT o827 1) & 3 1) Hilal i e
WGz, S 1+ Y AT FF ¥ +37 ) & F 2 ViR G- % Mat L7258 1T AHER
T, FEFHBEH TH 28851 70% (p=0006), 3 FEAEFEIE 900%, 5FAEFFIE
771% T, HEFHFLRHMHOIELBEThH oL ME SN TWSEY, TSI D
AT CldoEbE ) v HiTs L BT R 2R 5 00, BERFBERO N kroiz s



66

WEshTws”,

SO BRI LT, Mt e LT r ) & 3 oV BEREN R 1
5+ S-1 RO+ 2327 V) & F 2 VREEIIRS G-, T, s fbsgiidl e Loy
U & VRN P G- + REERIR T 51 R 7285 TUAHRBR (GAPS #lBR) A3JeHE R
FL LCirbhrz, FEFGEE T 5 R %EHIL 804% (95% CI; 669-902%, p=
0.0016) T&H - 72",

B Clx, BB ERESEREEOERT T &) L s, Mif sz ¥ F
LIVIERENALSAERE O A PRI RIE S N5 25, FPRIERR) RIS 2 MEEN C#iY) 2 7
4 Y OFRDBIANRTH Y, B TIE TP 2 EENLE I T b w2 & 255
"d 5,

BEADIRS
GAPS sBRDAEAFIZHT % 7 — 5 BHAINE P TH 2 T/ GAPS sBROHR % 21T,
AFNVAGRNH T 2320 & F L VIERENES & & SR 02 O WB) LRk O R
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ZDH)HARCQIZHMD Y &KW L 72 3CHR 6 1% $- o
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1) Terashima M, Iwasaki Y, Mizusawa J, et al; Stomach Cancer Study Group, Japan Clinical Oncology
Group. Randomized phase III trial of gastrectomy with or without neoadjuvant S-1 plus cisplatin for
type 4 or large type 3 gastric cancer, the short-term safety and surgical results: Japan Clinical On-
cology Group Study (JCOG0501). Gastric Cancer. 2019; 22: 1044-52.

2) Miyashiro I, Furukawa H, Sasako M, et al; Gastric Cancer Surgical Study Group in the Japan Clinical

Oncology Group. Randomized clinical trial of adjuvant chemotherapy with intraperitoneal and intra-

venous cisplatin followed by oral fluorouracil (UFT) in serosa-positive gastric cancer versus curative

resection alone: final results of the Japan Clinical Oncology Group trial JCOG9206-2. Gastric Cancer.

2011; 14: 212-8.

Takahashi N, Kanda M, Yoshikawa T, et al. A randomized phase II multicenter trial to explore effica-

w
=

cy of weekly intraperitoneal in comparison with intravenous paclitaxel administered immediately af-
ter gastrectomy to the patients with high risk of peritoneal recurrence: final results of the INPACT
trial. Gastric Cancer. 2018; 21: 1014-23.

4) Peng YF, Imano M, Itoh T, et al. A phase II trial of perioperative chemotherapy involving a single
intraperitoneal administration of paclitaxel followed by sequential S-1 plus intravenous paclitaxel for
serosa-positive gastric cancer. J Surg Oncol. 2015; 111: 1041-6.

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

6) Ito S, Imano M, Uenosono Y, et al. A phase II study of perioperative intraperitoneal paclitaxel plus
S-1/paclitaxel for curatively resectable gastric cancer with serosal invasion: The GAPS study. J Clin
Oncol. 2018; 36: 4033.
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NTWV5Y, KHA 5 O TIE PSO-1 DHAIC QOL B3 & AL BT R~ OFIEAH 5
L s TV AY, A, BRI X ALE IR LT HOIERNER X 7~ b
(SEMS) HEMANETEN, ZOHEMUAIEH SN TETWE>Y KEEOHA, JREA
7 v MNRE - BIMEIC X o TERIGEM SN A0S, TOHROLEREOFIEIC X - TS
WM R % 5 S S TWS (MST - fbpfiED 0 /= L s 112/31 A H)7s EkzED
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FI35% EHE SR TWVDEY,
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1) de Boer NL, Hagemans JAW, Schultz BTA, et al. Acute malignant obstruction in patients with peri-
toneal carcinomatosis: The role of palliative surgery. Eur ] Surg Oncol. 2019; 45: 389-3.
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BIEEBEREFE ) A 7 OBEWEEIZDOWTIE, Wb B HRNBIEIEEDM R TIE
B %%, Stage I TRIEBHEMA R D LW &Y, JFE CEA L~V i) I IBHERE O 4 5
RPWHETFTHH LY, FEEE, V) Y SHEEROR, MM 5 LR 2SR O 7
L7z A2 WETHAH LY, D2 EHERIC S-1 Wbk 2 2 2 BE 2B v T, Wk
BB R L ) ¥ S HER AR D BEABEERO Y AV ETThHb LY, LIRS
TBY, BEESE Mg, A RSEE OB G2 BRI Y 2 7 258w &
L7

BREBPIEEEIE) A7 OBWEEDO 7+ 0 =T v TEICOWTE L LRI % <,
HIEERIRFE ) A 7 OEWERISH LT, BFOEBEZ LR L7 u—T v 7%
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UF CA125, CAT72-4 %2 EOMES~—h—H E%2BEICLah 5 L 0 iEEECHET L 0E
BHbEEZOND,

BHADIES
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EEEREE R (VMBS © 2019 SEo AR B EUI AR 40,600 A &, B R KEHE & K
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MLTW2Y, FECHERII, K, BSR4 E2->THBY, 2009 445 2011 4127
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MBI AT 5 &) RTHRAATEE K& SRR RN E AT 5,

W s 25 T I O f5: K% % 5 0 2 5t B i A 19 T, FOLFIRINOX?, Gemcitabine +
nab-paclitaxel” % EDL T A LV DBEYHZ LY, ZOELEBF B YE (MST) 138-11 % H
EHEEEN, AV FEVEMEHE (MST6-8 7 H) LS ICSESNTE 2,

R O TR IR CHELZ A T 2 EEFHEICE L Tk, 47 %55 popu-
lation-based study 12 & % &7, 1995 4E7> 5 2009 4E (2B W S UG 2,924 DS b, 265 %4
(9%) 2SBEBRSEAIIENRIRRE & 2 s, ZoAEFEMHhREIX 6 W Th o2 HME SN
720 EHITA T ¥ F 05 2005-2015 4F D FEEHE 19,098 4 @ population-based study (2 & %
&, TEREEREL 7.7 % (SR &, Z o AW P UM E B BEERIESE 34 2 H,  BEARER 2.3
AH, WREK22 7 ATH 722 LA S 7", Takahara 513%, 2000-2010 41230
N7z 494 BOBESTHERED D B, 734 (15%) AWK BT IEIERE % A5 2 BE
THY, ZOELAMPIMEL 7HB TH o ME Lz 20X ) ICHHENE T 5 G
DHHTHEBEFEELEOFRIIBO TARTH L, TOHHAL LT, BEAEFRICL2E
Wi - AR - R - B EIEE R KR 2 SR OBEER DT AR A . AR LFRED
AT A, & h ¥ R I A4 AALFBEOBARKIME O BTN, $72, B
BIEHEZ AT 2B DL BEEHEITHETH L L HAD 1 2L E L SN 5,

JEIRREIERE S B T T Y ARIEHICZ L Wb 0D, Re s va v Tid, FEEE
WG OBWE: (MRBN - MR - Bkl - FAEEMEGERE) PHEE (281t
s - PERENALAERRE - R AN H IRBE N bR - BEEIRR) 20w ) = A
JIAFavEREL, BEOLMIIETELEIATYT 4 v 7 LEa—%17w, HfREE
P L, MREELIRT 5,

ERRIBEREDEZGE | BIRIRE, MRIRE, BEZR, SEEEREE

JEREIRAE R O B AR SISARRA M 2 i3 % <, BRI, JEKASIERE L CT M Tl
ETEDLIIEDLIIEWALS, KHIER (omental cake) Mz iR L & IR SN
52 W%, JEEERAIE TRMIBZ RN T 2 2 L TR S D 2 LA% v, IR
HPMA, R CT M, MRIMA, #@EENEEE (EUS), K o vk (PET) %
EBHVENL, CT AN R W BB OSSR Z O FR BRI D O, IEIEIRE O
PR % /NS 2 W eSS 55 Y. CT, PET, PET/CT &bt il % ik L 222812 &
5L, PET, CT, and PET/CT D&EIL, 46-63%, 80-84%, 85-89%, TV, FrEE
1% 89-95%, 77-88%., 85-90%TdH O, PET/CT HVix b LM IEIEIFRE D #EPH %2 KWL L C
W Z EAHE ST WA Y, Aherne 513, BEAK - BRISEHSET - LIRS OFEBINICIE
real-time imaging & L COEIBEEWMA LT\, CT BATHES - BHEB - S BWRE O
ExA T\, PET/CT MATHEOHMZZWM T2 I EAEETHL I L2HEL TV
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5%,

— BB 72 ERE DJESS ~ — A —1d CA19-9, CEA, DUPAN-2 &£ SN TWwb 00, JEHE
PEREPENE B ORI R IES BRI CTH B0 F72, BB AR $ 5
B~ — 1 — @ cut-ofl fED THITIIW RSN TV v, Wfg LR ETEEEEICBWT
(&, JESE 42 mm %8 2 7R R R O R O fEBRK T Th ), 2o k) il
FHRED 65% HHAMESRA TR L BTS2 2 LM ShTwaY,

W5 R P EAT R N 2 WA A OB ALY, WA TIEFETE 2w
BAMEEN S L X WIRIEBIEARE % 20-40% OB HEICEM L A - A ShTw
27 R 1 2 O Lo AR T H V), W EBGERLEE TR E
B mm OZRKEHPEBNGEAET L DD Y, BAETRBE BT, BFEOmG
BN & 2 AR OAFTEZ T IR EETH V), RN R EBRIEOMBILEIN L,

IERBEREDBELE

— M IR & 0 S uhuE, PR R IR I & B REA R AL RO
MBS EE & 20 0 9K, B REREIMTbN VI &S, FEREREREICBI 2
RN L FRETH S b D0, KR L 285 KEDEALD SALFAHED
MR A Z 723 2 B BHLFRIEIC L 2 BRI ARTH Y, BHEGENIE
RS (KD D) OEEMHEpIEiE 6 M2 S 34 A HEHEShTwAEY, —
Ji CHRAPEGMRAI X 0 W S N BUNE IR S S O A AE I rh gl 7 7 & ek
ENTBEYE® WA OERASNTBE Y, S HRBEERRREFE O W 580 %
ENLEND,

B R RS R R T, ISR T IS E SRR AR L, — AL o Ji T
BIAELC, “UALFRERAT MR E WO B E AT 5, 2F 0, BUKIER 2 Hl#H5 X
<, JEMERRZE I L TR R OB WAL L DX Y ORBILETH ), OB
H B A AL L EEN A~ O SR 2 O 3 2 R IEAS I ST & 720 JEPERALS
R B e N IR B fk 2% % 1 (Hyperthermic IntraPEritoneal Chemotherapy :
HIPEC)®, MEMEIEPN = 7 1V v ALaE#id: (Pressurized IntraPeritoneal Aerosol Chemo-
therapy : PIPAC)™® 7 & O R & #i2 T 5 720 OMRIFSEAEST T TH ) Z DRR
BHfFE SN Tn 5,

JEEPAL A LT, S-1+ 728327 ) & 2OV #EEIR - IR B B LA %e gemcit-
abine + nab-paclitaxel + 73 7 1) & ¥ & VS P BF AL 2906 % 1 L 72 B R 3B ™ 24T
v, B AEAE 2 MmE SN TB Y, & IR ThbI T4 (UMIN000027229) o

39~45C Ot 2 RN £ D AT 9 WL (O A 3= —3I7) 1F, AT 1990 4F
XY DBAME &5 FRERBUEIG & 72 ) B FAINERO—RE L THABRIHVWLATY
Bo WEHEBIRAA FT4 V12 E 2 L™, BERHER S 504 78— — 3 7%, Hiimik
AL HR L OB HICEIT 2 B TR TOMEIcE LT 1, WA LRGRER I 2 <,
LHROMFEORE R0 57,

SRS N EIERNE 2 43 2 (PO, CYL) (LT, AHTIRZEWRI T TE 7
A, BOEOWZEIC L AL 2D X ) HBEHOBRBFIIARTH Y, LENEROEAN
,E‘:Hf% é h—(b\ %28*30)0
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REEREEOZENELE LTNRRE (BEY—7—) ZHEITIh?

AT—bhAb
IEREIBTEDZMICH VT CA19-9 REDEBE Y —H—DRAIEZRET %,

HEOBRS 1§55V TET>AMEE : C 58%E : 100% (8/8)
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IERSIETEI bR
DN, (BRRERI, (ARRIERITOEIREDEES IR b

PEEIERE AR R ZIEIRICZ L\ 7ew, BERIERIZZ I OfEICIE 2 5 2 nas, muiE
TR LRI, AL & OBEEEIRZE D A A, RO EAENER IS,

IS~ — F — DR OB W& L IZ CA19-9 % 70-80%, Span-1 %% 70-80%, DUPAN-2
7350-60%, CEA 7% 30-60%, CA50 A360%, CA242 %360% & iz s hTwa’s Lal,
WENDEITAAZRC LIREFRT L, BRORMBMICHE T 26 HEIIRENTH
2%, =05, W~ —h — R, TR BRMEOTIICE T RS T
WBET R CQ TS~ — 1 — DM BAETE O BT ICHEIE S D 2DV THRET L 72,

INFTOE A FEHEIEIERE NS A~ — & — OB WRE 2 3 L 22 B IER S
T 5, Alberghina 5 IZFEHE 136 HIITx) L, 5 M NBLEE TR S L2k & IR O
ML IC DO W THRE L, CA19-9>300 U/mL O JEEHHHRE K3 2 Z Wik, &IE 77.8%,
FEEEE 50.0%, 1EZFE 521% T, MG WHNHIEE TR S N2 JEK O BERIRTE 203 % B I
(&PBE 66.7%, HEFEE 847%, IEBE831%) L) bW L ZMELTWEY,

— 5, WA E O WA N ISR RE O fa B 1o i B IR R PR O P BRI & LT
DS~ — 1 —OFHEIZ O TUIN L DD OWED D %o G Z A& L 72BN I
FERI IE IR 2 Fa 4 S NERERBIIE & 70 o 7B CIIBUGIN 2 61T L7z 8F & L L €, A
12 CA19-9 & 5\ i3 CEA 23l CTH o 2 L iE S Tw 3%, 72 Satoi 5 I3 REST
JEERE 110 B0 2 R Gl e Aol si 2 920t L, 21 B (19%) (\CREIEEAE % 720, IS >42 mm
BLOKRRBESZDOEREATE 25 E2HELTWEY, &5 ICHIFRAERLEI S 2
b O EANEES CIHEBEIRE 2 SO BB EIEHREIN D, bW 5B R
DWTOMET, CAI9-9 EEDEMRETFICAY 25 2 LD fHiE S Tw a7, La
LIS TIE, IRBEOBZEERRLEIRRE - B LS rL3F L —H L Tuwi
WZk, JEBERRE S TR MANFER R E RS ITEEALET, HAMEESIC X
5 IR W % gold standard & L7236 ® CA19-9 D E# 7 cut-off (HIZE T o T\ iz
Vo

JEAT ] CA19-9 & I % L T 56 o B 28 it iy S T B, Hata & I3 AT 3B & O
CA19-9 ¥l (>37U/mL) & IEBEEREF 5O BMEME 2R LCTWw b, 72 Takagi 513 RI
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YIBRIZIm Z2 CHlaT CA19-9 ifil (=400 U/mL) A SRR IR 5 2 & 235 L C
BYY, HiEEEEEEREOFMICBIT S CAL19-9 DAL T TR TV,

Dbk b, BEERERIEOBII B S~ — 7 —OFH%ICET 7y A1
FTRZEVHOD, ZOWEICKELRELZAHOMWIMIZ L, ZHo—BE LTHELEEH
BLThIwE#Ezons,

BHEADIRS

JEHE RE AR AR | 253 2 B ~ — 7 — OBBIREIC OV TR IR S hTn e v, 72
72 L HE BB W IR A LTS~ — 7 — 2SR B 2 7R 3 3 5 B AE
T BB DEAE % BE D) ZBRIC e > TV B WHEMEDS S 0, IR FEZ W02 B0 % S HEIE S
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BRERREEDZEIE S U CTHRREZHETED ?

AT—bhAb

IERSIBIEDZHTE U CEBIRE (&% MDCT, MRI, FDG-PET/CT, EUS) Z{75C&
ZIRET B
HREOMS 1§V TET> A0S : C AF%F 1 100% (8/8)
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IERRIERE IR R
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CT 2 & EIEEREOZ MR I IZRA DS 1, KREE 41-93%, FFFEEE 78-96% & i S
TWho 7T b VBN CTIEABM & i L ORI AR ShTw a2y ™, |k
WIS BT B EBEEFEOZ RIS DO W TE T aICIEMET S L Tn v, R CQ TIIHIEICH
2 IR OB L & LTRSS D 2 IS0 THRGET L7z,

SR % BRI BRSE L 7 BRI A3 2 B AT 7)) 7 4 OBWTREZ Bt L 728513 7 20
o272, B4 OEVEIEE 2 A e BB IS 5 7% CT, MRI, FDG-PET/CT %
WiEZ At L7z AT <74 v 7 LE 22— LIRICD W THRE L7zo &K T 22 53 934 FEB]
(i NBHIESS 45.8%, THALesRIESS 436%, Z DM 22%) A5 & SN7zh%, BERE OFER
BIEIAHTH 570 B CTICHLTUT I8 WA HESINTED, Thoaims Lk
W OBk, RIE83% (95% CI: 79-86%), HFELE 86% (95% CI: 82-89%) T, K
P 437, BBV 020 TH o720 —7 MRIIC X 2 IR OZRIREICE L CiX
186 il % s 3w L TRGET S, JEIE 86% (95% CT @ 78-93%), HFH#L1 88% (95% CI :
83-92%) T, BatkLEEI 659, BEMILEI 016 EHESN TS, SHIZPET-CT &%
5% CT OFWREZ K L 723 & LT, 6 i X CTREED G &, PET-CT B L U0#E# CT
DIEIEIZZNZN82% (95% CI: 75-87%), 66% (95% CI : 58-73%) T, FFELIEIX 93%
(95% CI : 95-98%), 77% (95% CI : 66-86%) &, 7% CT L }IH#&L T PET-CT THIAF
BAERATRENRT VB,

JEIEGIER + HIPEC 257 & & 7z 18 ) % R LA 64 51 MDCT (2 X 2 JEIEHRAE 0 2
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MDCT OEHEIBIT 5B WHEIL T 75%, FFEE 92%, BatErydhEE 90%, k=g
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T3, 7272 LARGT O G388 B ER Th - 72720, MRICIREESLETH
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RWT, ZFHESY) T4 2L AFBOEBHREOZBHEL R Lz#E0 5 b, EEE
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ERCTICHT AW E LT, 3H4DHEICL D 25mm AT 4 AD axial Miff & 6 mm
AT A AD 3WICHHEEE MR BT 2 IR OB WRE % iR L 72t 23 % o axial W%
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T, M B HTA—BE2ELHBLZ L, RTomBREZHEEMTT 2 EElH s L
ARIEENTT, HBAKREICBT B EBIERIE CT BiICE ST S hTw 52,
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WEHBNIERAL S LT b, —T, BEE 232 BICR 3 %5 CT/MRI/PET 2 & % staging pro-
tocol DEHPEIZDONTHEA M EITHET L2 T, £ES VU T 412 & 2 IEEERAE 23 #1
ORI CT 57%, MRI 22%, PET 26% Tdh o720 D4R Tid CT OBWihEA LT
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ENTHEY, TRHOERES ) 7 412 X B EBEERE B ORAIRIE SR TWEY, &
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%\ EEREFRRE AR L 72 2 2 SRS ST )Y, MDCT I & A BUNE R D %
WIERA D H B Z EATREINT W5,

JEEMRINC X 2 B O BB OB WiRE 2 Sl L7z X ¥ 75 1) ¥ AW 3MHmHE S T»
A", MRIO4A3CT &0 bIMFRELEBEROBMBEICERL TV S L V) HEDL H
5—HT, MEFELTIZHEDDHY, EEODPEELETERENIIOVWTIEMIEIC L > T
v, BIEREOLAEBRICOVWTER LD RL, ZOBRRIZHS TR WIS,
BUNERZ BT A MRI OBWRRIZHE DOV DT AW EEEhTnaY,
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WP <, BEDREZ+DICRIR LS A TEBUIBREREFEREZITD CEZHET S,
HEDMS - BV TET > AOHRERY Gie) :B () &8%:75% (6/8)

e
SFHRBOER, ERORETD

o3

Bt

HEER

YIBRAREEATIE I B W TEBEIE TR ISR W THEO S WERIRE TH Y, Fik
AERZIFETHS ([IELDIZ] p74 2R, BRIZBW L, WIRMWEREEZ G328
BENRE L2 B b3k o R RABA SRR E S Tw b (Hp32, CQ8 %
B, BRI B TR BBRIE D 7 o BURDYIBRAREAITIRNG 0 3 2 B HE e 2 &
fLaF3Eik & LC, FOLFIRINOX ##3:", gemcitabine + nab-paclitaxel Bt HI#EiE?, 74 3
5 U YR AR, S-1 WAk, A A Y v U VR + TV O F = TR EE R
FEY PRSI NBY, BCARORRSZHEE LTROONTVRHEHTH L. WTFho
B RSB A2 33\ T b R BRSO 474 EL RSB/ L8 3K 2 b T4 £, lik

WZRE D2 T U i1ﬂzufsu0>1_ﬁra$z:$4’ AT 5B & FRISHE#E» TbI S, %8, FOLF-
IRINOX #1k: % #ediF L 72 305%" T3 19.1% 12, gemcitabine + nab-paclitaxel ff i #:2 ©
13 3% Hﬁﬁii‘%ﬁ%ﬁ?éﬂﬂ# RS NTV B0 AFROYIBRAGE £ 7213 TF AR L g
% FOLFIRINOX #{: 12 B 2 BIEZE Tl 399 Bilrh 49 1 (12.3%) (2 PERLIERE 2 520,
ke LTHRCIREREREERL TV,

ZO—)iT, BEEFEHE AT AHEOTRIIARE S, EFNHEPIEIL 68 E O
HbdH 5", Sasaki b O H—Hizk 303 BIOWETTIE, 75 61 (24.8%) IIEBLER % B0, %
RN T CAL9-9 fifill, MR L LB ICTFHRARNTL EhTwa", F72, KEEEHE
(I EEEVEER R s s - PgE, WRAFHRZE - MER EOEIHEZEVWR 3, LRDOI
KRG HEE RO DLEZIHLTAY ) T o5 E3#EEE ShTwb, HEBRRETIR
CT Fr i CH D EIESROMN2 IR 2SR DT OBEKE AT 5B ICIET O
BERDPITOIRTB DA, BlkEh S LI E Tllkid 2 2 BOBKE AT 2 W EE 0
LCOREMIHELLTEH T, HEZHRIKRO NS,

W TERAE 2 1 5 & L7-WRATZE & L, Takahara 5% (MK % A3 2 Bk B E 494
B % 2 R IRAT L, PS 0-2 DIEBINZ B\ T A S b 2 5217 72 21 #1¢id BSC 35 5
kktﬁxb’(ﬁ%&étﬁﬁﬂf'ﬁ@i_ﬁi’ A7z L iE L (124 vs. 50 H, p<001), #Y)7% BE&

BIRASET L 453 LTV b Bonnet 57 13 IEIEHEHRE % £ 5 48 ] 2 £ 5 BLI L IHAT L,
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FOLFIRINOX #1%: % 5213 72 36 ] 0 A7 I v Jefifing 1317 7 3 & BIF 2 Bif & i L <
Wb, L7eht5 T, BEHREZ A L T T @R bFBEICME THh L, —EDIHHRD
REMEFCEDLER D,

E 51T, WES OB 5 &AL O BB BT 2 120E v, YIRS
HIYIBRT] BE & 72 - 72 Conversion Surgery B0 BT 2 iR BGE 2SS ST W B0, FEfIHT
BLARVTIEH LD, EEHEFERIC BV TL 2B TR e 2 ), RINCAL
LB &SNS X512k o721,

DilXy, MERRAZIEK, wHIbE F%‘EJ%”?*?%‘J"&?: HOREEZHIELIEL S
PHEZ RV, EYLFREZIT) & IR LOEENLETIEDH 5705, BEHEOIR
B TR L72) 2 Tl a2 B bR 2179 S L 2T %,

BHEADIES

JEMBEHERE 2 14 9 BERE L2683 B Az B L2 2 i 1) & \SHRGE L 72 BRIR SR IEA I D A7 6
FHEFUC BT HAHATE L v e JEIBIRAC 134 LA O FH 25H)E LIZ < A PHEDS
Znip L, MOERERE &I EZFRICL T b, IR Z 5 B IS 2 il 2 b
WEEWET H7201218, FREZ R E LZHRRERIC X SWGEEDSLETH 5o

BRRER - BEICLEZRER

F— % ~N—2Z : PubMed MIf] : 2000-2020 keyword * %4 : #1 pancreatic cancer or
pancreatic carcinoma - 111,476 #% #2 peritoneal metastasis or peritoneal carcinomatosa
or malignant ascites : 36,768 #& #3 FOLFIRINOX or gemcitabine or nab-paclitaxel or
S-1 or erlotinib : 92,035 ## #1 and #2 and #3 and from 2000-2020 : 159 14

FRIOFDOLE2—BLUNY FYH—FOfHE, 90w Xa sk E LTRAL
720 SCHR 1-4 W3R B ERER) e e Lk & LT L 72

31A - BE

1) Conroy T, Desseigne F, Ychou M, et al; Groupe Tumeurs Digestives of Unicancer; PRODIGE Inter-
group. FOLFIRINOX versus gemcitabine for metastatic pancreatic cancer. N Engl ] Med. 2011; 364:
1817-25.

2) Von Hoff DD, Ervin T, Arena FP, et al. Increased survival in pancreatic cancer with nab-paclitaxel
plus gemcitabine. N Engl ] Med. 2013; 369: 1691-703.

3) Ueno H, Ioka T, Tanaka M, et al. Randomized phase III study of gemcitabine plus S-1, S-1 alone, or
gemcitabine alone in patients with locally advanced and metastatic pancreatic cancer in Japan and
Taiwan: GEST study. J Clin Oncol. 2013; 31: 1640-8.

4) Moore M], Goldstein D, Hamm J, et al; National Cancer Institute of Canada Clinical Trials Group.
Erlotinib plus gemcitabine compared with gemcitabine alone in patients with advanced pancreatic
cancer: a phase III trial of the National Cancer Institute of Canada Clinical Trials Group. J Clin On-
col. 2007; 25: 1960-6.

5) Todaka A, Mizuno N, Ozaka M, et al. Nationwide Multicenter Observational Study of FOLFIRINOX
Chemotherapy in 399 Patients With Unresectable or Recurrent Pancreatic Cancer in Japan. Pancre-
as. 2018; 47: 631-6.

6) Thomassen I, Lemmens VEPP, Nienhuijs SW, et al. Incidence, prognosis, and possible treatment strat-
egies of peritoneal carcinomatosis of pancreatic origin: a population-based study. Pancreas. 2013; 42:
72-5.
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7) Sasaki T, Kanata R, Yamada I, et al. Improvement of Treatment Outcomes for Metastatic Pancreatic
Cancer: A Real-world Data Analysis. In Vivo. 2019; 33: 271-6.

8) Takahara N, Isayama H, Nakai Y, et al. Pancreatic cancer with malignant ascites: clinical features and
outcomes. Pancreas. 2015; 44: 380-5.

9) Bonnet E, Mastier C, Lardy-Cléaud A, et al. FOLFIRINOX in patients with peritoneal carcinomatosis
from pancreatic adenocarcinoma: a retrospective study. Curr Oncol. 2019; 26: e466-e72.

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

11) Ichikawa Y, Yamada D, Eguchi H, et al. [A Case Report of Curative Surgery for Pancreatic Ductal
Adenocarcinoma with Peritoneal Dissemination after Gemcitabine Chemotherapy][Article in Japa-
nese]. Gan To Kagaku Ryoho. 2017; 44: 2014-6.

12) Kobayashi Y, Maeda S, Hama N, et al. Successful conversion surgery for unresectable pancreatic
cancer with peritoneal metastases after neoadjuvant albumin-bound paclitaxel and gemcitabine che-
motherapy: case report and literature review. Int Cancer Conf J. 2017; 7: 20-5.

13) Yoshii H, Izumi H, Abe R, et al. GEM + nab-PTX Therapy for Pancreatic Body Cancer cStage IVb for
Conversion Surgery: A Case Report. Tokai J] Exp Clin Med. 2019; 44: 85-9.

h
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BRI ZR I SREICHT IEENLFZREZHETIN ?

AT—bhAb

EHRERF T, BKETENKE TRVVES TIREENEZEEZIRET 5 (RESERAS) o
HEDMS 1 55V TETADEE : C a8%E :100% (8/8)

R
B&] iR I, £EPROER
BHESR, BEA— NOESHE

JEREERE D% ALK Z R, KN SN A8, HERMFEH I ) o6 D
JEB D & %o BIFIIMOERELZLA L, £ IhSERD EOEKICE ) BH QOL IHKT
L, b HE ORI RIEREN TP RIIARTH 50 HERDL RICHRE LMEKIE, B,
MR, HBEARZyISEIL, HROBEEENZ %52, —F, BHEEEIIZUERE M
L, TR0 AT O WA IPESE TIEIRRE ST SN LIERITH 1, BKIZRRD v
NI PRETH D, TO2WEEEFT D01, EHERTIIHETIED 205, ol
RoflE, MBkom, QOL, PS, HKAEWREZLEIIIKELREIZV»H S,

Takahara 5 O T, #FT L7 BEEIREE G CEEE KO A ZH T ZHEH L, ok
BENED > THRITEMBERDSHBL L 7ER T, S8 b5 RPEEA#E (57% vs. 17%, p<
001), AAFHIM LA (115 vs. 42 H, p<001) & ICHESDH L L VIR TH 2" &
AL PEEAB O LA P RAEIZ 124 HEARTH Y, AR REHROHFBEILETD
%o

SRR 2 BEE LA, YW EE L FAARD S-1 &85+ 327 ) ¥ v os
& - JERERPES- L Y A ¥ THtiAT M7z, Takahara SN K % A3 % 81T L 721 T,
UL HRELE T B B DS PS O R WIREFNIH LT S-1 245+ 37 ) ¥ k)L
D4 - NS % [ifT L, Progression free survival (PFS) HUins28 # H, 41F
WIMh YA 48 7 ATH 0, WRWEIFTh o722 WE L72Ys T2, A IS
5 RFATCIE, iR, K&K, PSAR (2UL) 24t Sz, —7, Satoi HI1FH
fiti i DA T, WAMIES F 7213 FBEIC TRM S W7 EBIRAEE B 26 L, Gemcitabine
F7213 SSIN—RADEHFHRER L, Sl 2HKG +37 ) ¥ e vosy - BEENE
R RE % B L AR IR 10 P HER 20 7 A TH Y, AEAERERBDLY,
% 72, Satoi HIIZ MirkILFIATZE T, MEIEIRTE D A THLOEMEEF 237 W Resectable, Bor-
derline resectable, Locally advanced SEBIZX) L CHO—k bLFHEE E L CRIGBHRE ORI R
ZHERR L, 33BITHERYE 33% T, AAANE I 163 7 H, 841 (24.2%) 12 Conversion
Surgery % Mif7 L Z OALEMI R defiliix 27.8 7 A Th - 727,

I OB T, Gemcitabine + nab-paclitaxel \ZfEFEP paclitaxel ¥¢5- % Il 2 7= iR
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AT SN TH Y, Takahara S IEEFEZ A9 % PSO $ 7213 1 OBESEIEYIER 12 B
T 5 —UALERR L & U CHE O T AR Z T LA R g L7225, 2O O PFS 1k
48 NHETNETORBE LI L TRIFTH S LW L2, Z OEKRBTIZRERA
FHTHIEMIEFEIN TRV, —7, Yamada 5 I3EBFREOMIHBIER 2 H S 7%
WA U CRTEEE 2 55 VILHRBR & LT T L7zo 46 B2 B8k U, A ] [ rh U fifi
145 # H, Conversion Surgery 17.4% & BIf k&R 2 5 LT 59,

g8+ EREN bR I, EBEBEOMICERBE 2 A X3, BEARERD WAL RD
ERBO BIFER THIIER ZIGHE L 2 D15 2 LAVRENTZ. —F, MO’
F2f L, EFREIEFICREFTIERWERNIIH L TOBEBAIRIIBRENTH S Z &8
RENTWA,

WEEOINTG VAT, LFHREOREIC L D EARRA L, EFHHERED RiAd b2
T, BECE Ay MDA LEEZONL, LA, {LEBEORIEROMIZ, BEE~
DHT—TVHBEIZL B BENORBLERFENOAMY D 5720, NT U A%2EZ D)
2T, WIRERERREEZMGET 2 2 AR ELEZ SN,

F 72, BEREPL AR R NG Tldd 2 2 eEER L LChifTs Ty, -
Fowi 2 B L7z 0@ ETH 5205, BEHIEEICAE L7ETH LIS INEH T
BEPHETH S, $72, TR MHEHIME I N TV RVWDT, 5BOPETDH 5,

HEHAND{ES
C TR R I THEFERRIEN 20D Y, TNO 20T BN R\ 720, AR
DI BN T B LED D %o
- FREETRE (R L EiREE) L OREEERIC X D, NSRRI X 5 ERER)
REMGETNE LERZHN L,
BEHTREEHMFAFEOL VA VIOV THRADPULETH %,

RBER - BEICUIZRER

F— % ~N—2Z : PubMed HIR : 1968-2020 keyword * fFE 1 <—kMiZE > pancreat-
ic cancer, peritoneal metastasis, intraperitoneal chemotherapy “pancreatic cancer” or
“pancreatic neoplasms” “intraperitoneal” or “intraperitoneally” “chemotherapy” or
“chemotherapy’s” or “drug therapy” or “chemotherapies” “peritoneal” or “peritoneally”
or “peritoneum” or “peritonism” or “peritonitis’ “metastasis’ or “metastasi’ or “neo-

plasm metastasis” 48 4

< ZWRKREE > PIPAC ZBAb, IEREIPEN AL AR I BRE © 6 1

31A - BEXG

1) Takahara N, Isayama H, Nakai Y, et al. Pancreatic cancer with malignant ascites: clinical features and
outcomes. Pancreas. 2015; 44: 380-5.

2) Takahara N, Isayama H, Nakai Y, et al. Intravenous and intraperitoneal paclitaxel with S-1 for treat-
ment of refractory pancreatic cancer with malignant ascites. Invest New Drugs. 2016; 34: 636-42.

3) Satoi S, Yanagimoto H, Yamamoto T, et al. Survival benefit of intravenous and intraperitoneal pacli-

23

it
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taxel with S-1 in pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma patients with peritoneal metastasis: a retrospec-
tive study in a single institution. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci. 2017; 24: 289-96.

4) Satoi S, Fujii T, Yanagimoto H, et al. Multicenter Phase II Study of Intravenous and Intraperitoneal
Paclitaxel With S-1 for Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma Patients With Peritoneal Metastasis. Ann
Surg. 2017; 265: 397-401.

5) Takahara N, Nakai Y, Ishigami H, et al. A phase I study of intraperitoneal paclitaxel combined with
gemcitabine plus nab-paclitaxel for pancreatic cancer with peritoneal metastasis. Invest New Drugs.
2021; 39: 175-81.

6) Yamada S, Fujii T, Yamamoto T, et al. Phase I/1I study of adding intraperitoneal paclitaxel in patients
with pancreatic cancer and peritoneal metastasis. Br J Surg. 2020; 107: 1811-7.
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RIRBEZR I S REICKH U TREFN + EENRRMEFREZHRT I ?

AT—bhAb

[EFRIEEZ B T SO U TCREF + BERRREFEAICOVTRE, ThiahLls
ZRET Do
HEOMS 1§V TEF A0S : D &8% : 100% (8/8)

]
EEFHRNESY QOLELEICHFTZESHEIET Y RFFELEL.
[B] B HHE, HEREET

e BB R\ o0 LTRSS Ik T4l (cytoreductive surgery) & JEIEPN IR L5 12
(hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy : HIPEC) % i L 22K BRI T TH
53, G L IEBIERBITIESIE SN TWEOATH LY, wind 8HILLTo4%
IEF DL TH Y, HIPEC ITHWOHNZHANII AT FF >, 5-FU, YAy Ly, <
AMIA TV CEMRATHDI END, HRIHEIIOVWTI LD I LIETE LV, BetkiC
DWW, Faruma O ISFEEIEBIERE 7 5E61 % & 18 FEBI OFEBIERMATIEIC BT,
WA PHAESR 55.6%, HEBEETH 56% & i LT\wb"s F72, Tentes 5 DGR

RSBV T, 8HERIH 2 BIOHHRBMIET & WG LT 27,

FEBIARLE 2 AT LT B REEBIIHEIHC B W THRESINTE Y, KiGHFEI S
B L TWZWARFRIZB W TUE— B OEFE THEGES 5 2 L IZHETH %,

Db XY, MEWEERAE 2 A3 2 R LSO L sl Al + IERE N IR B L 8 o W T,
ARECHIEZR ZE T ¥ AR, TOWBRBEIE R L TR WAFIZB W T R4
EABRT RN EN D, TThRVWI E2RET 5,

BHEADIRS

IR T + EE IR B L, KB R B O MR AR 12 B v Tl % o B R
DATHONTVED, BROBEBEHEICB XA, et iz erTyanzLlw
OHFHIRTH 5o LV EHEDE L EZ SN L RIEEREE IS 2 Till, &bk
2, BENRITREZ M AGDE TR FWHERICOVTOH 2T E TV ZAOFI AL
La&ha,

BRER - B2EZICUI-2RER
F— % ~N—2Z : PubMed I : 2000-2020 keyword - %% : pancreatic cancer, peri-
toneal metastasis, HIPEC #&% : 91, pancreatic cancer, peritoneal carcinomatosis,

HIPEC #% % : 49 f:, pancreatic adenocarcinoma, peritoneal metastasis, HIPEC &
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0 34, pancreatic adenocarcinoma, peritoneal carcinomatosis, HIPEC #&4# : 16 -

K CQIHED ) L HIT S h72d DId 3

51R - 2EX

1) Farma JM, Pingpank JF, Libutti SK, et al. Limited survival in patients with carcinomatosis from fore-
gut malignancies after cytoreduction and continuous hyperthermic peritoneal perfusion. ] Gastroin-
test Surg. 2005; 9: 1346-53.

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

3) Lin SD, Soucisse ML, Lansom J, et al. Cytoreductive surgery and hyperthermic intraperitoneal che-
motherapy in a patient with peritoneal carcinomatosis from a pancreatic cystadenocarcinoma: A case
report. Int J Surg Case Rep. 2019; 63: 48-52.
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KRN EBECTHEFEWRNMESNERBEZR I 3 BEICK U TRERFAERIR
(Conversion Surgery) Z#3g92hH ?

AT—bA2 b
SXFHEEICK Y EREBENHER UTCBEER I U TRERFEREYIBR (Conversion Sur-
gery) Z{ID L ZIRET B,

HROMS 55V TET A0S : C 58%:100% (8/8)

o3

it

fR
SFHR DR
Fii28E, MO

ERR AR D 5 AR EFRIIBAAETD 5B LLTTH DA, B THBBIEREZ A3 2 B
FHRIEWOTARTHY, ZOMST 7 7 AREL#E SN TWSY, $72, Tsuchida
513 H AR 23 DR B SHAT 2 2612, YRRV BEIRE C & o T H A el 2 e e
BHIBEPERER] & IR L PRAR TH D L OMEZIToTw% (MST 1 175 A H vs. 294 7
A, p<0001)?s ILEDALFHEOMSRIC LV, BBEHREZ A5 5B LT HE5m
BIFRTIHRBERIRIE S N O BEIEHEYIE (Conversion Surgery) 2SEHGEIRD 1 D& L
THEITFONDL L) hoTwD, LeLLedS, BURTZoO@MIGS R@ERIC 353>~
U RFHROEN TRV,

WERERE % A 3 % B LSk 3 % Conversion Surgery O IG#EBGRE & M L 728t 134 7
Vo Satol S IR % A 2 BRI LIENEN B X ORERIRN S 7 ) & e v b b
S-1 PIRBEIIC & 2 S22 RH S B3 2 2l R L 1) 55 TTHIBBRIC BT, JEEHM A5
533240 MST 13163 7 HTdh-72D2%F LT, Conversion Surgery % fiift L7z 8 4 ®
MST 13278 W A L ABICTPHALFE L2 EHMEL TS (p=00062)Y. %72, Satoi 5l
Hifti i D 2 T B S8 D 12 B\ T 47 44 O SRR %2 453 2 B B 13 2 G
& FNDANOEZLNERE ORI % L L, Conversion Surgery % hifT L 7-W#EE5F 8
BOTHHYE LI EB_Tw2Y o MST IZIEHEN B X ORBHIRIN S 2 1) & 5Lkl k
S-1 WARBF A3 T Conversion Surgery # vs. JEVIBR#E=278 7 H : 142 7 A (p<0.05), %
DB D LR EHE TlE Conversion Surgery # vs. JEUIBRTE=JEFE : 9 H (p<0.05)
T o720 Yamada & (SRR & A5 2 BRI LIRS 2 ) 8 3 v 5 & gk
M gemcitabine + nab-paclitaxel % 5-9F FIC & % £ 0 EF I3 2 L ltax 3L F 25 I/ T A1
AERICB VT, 46 %+ 8 %412 Conversion Surgery % JitifT LIEVIBREE IS L PR B TH
57z LB RTwS (MST : YIBRHE vs. JEGIBREE = FEFI3E vs. 124 A 1], p=0004)"c 2D
o & LT, BREEEZ 43 % B 123 LT Conversion Surgery 1 & 0 B2
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BONTV 2RI DR SN2, H%21iHH 1% FOLFIRINOX ##%:, gemcitabine
+nab-paclitaxel, A ¥ ¥ ¥ Vi +S-1 e &4 A LBEEE T LTB Y, FIHN
7 AblE AR S DRI BR, MEEBIIR G BV BR 22 & @ B BI BR DAt i IR S T 7z,

Conversion Surgery @S IC BT 2R ¥ 7 2 RIBED & 2 ALEFE L 72\, Satoi
5% Yamada & O T, BB O LB EMILE OB 2 T, HIsH
DOHENRIESG~ — H — DWW T ERRAITHIW L 729 2T Conversion Surgery #3141
TV, SRS oS TIE, BEESERON %S & OGS O Ktk % H A s
THEFE L THB Y, Conversion Surgery # &K L7zl COREBEEGENEH EEZ 26N
%o ZOMIZ EERREHRRED IR S N D A, PS BHEFF SN T B 0% EWEEEINL D,
FEBIBIOEIS DO W TIZ SR DOMAEDS L ETH %o

BRI THIRN RS & N BEREIRTE 2 A 3 2 B Oouh L TR BUIBR IR ) 4
PEICRL TR ZFL T MFIE R, LA TREEDONT YV AZKRE LIFS YTV
ZFFEE LRV, LA L, I E TOHE TIZ Conversion Surgery (2B T EEIMES
DROIRR, MATHEZ 29 ZIEBID3% <, @ BTl DB T 16 DR L % BaT As b 3
EEZOND, BEHEOMEB - HLIZOVTRBMDOD 5 MWD e T A MHEIZOWT
b, JEHENT GALSFHE OIS D% < BURTIE T CTERRE A #PA N OB Tk v iz,
FEEHERNE IO W TOMGESLETH 5,

DL EORGENT X0 B2 PIC &) BERIR DS 5 N2 EEREIZ B 1T % Conversion Sur-
gery Z—EDFRIEEMNENMIEIND Z L0 DERE LTHESNUEL D00, Z0OW
M BHEIZOWTIIHE LIRT, 4%OBETH 5,

BHEANDIRS

INE TOMETH LD B\ VIEL M & 2 BN G %2 06t L 72058250 T dh
D, BENHERONE B RORGEALETH b T2, WRNEDOHKIES S Conversion
Surgery [ZB§9 % RCT 2T 2 L bWEETDH 50 SHRORBEBEMIEDOM BRI G5 &
ZHTHbo

BHER - 2ZICUI-TRER

F— % ~N—2Z : PubMed, EHEk B : 2000-2020 keyword - %% : #1 [pancreatic
cancer] or [pancreatic adenocarcinoma] #2 [peritoneal metastasis| or [peritoneal dis-
semination] #3 [pancreatectomy] or [ pancreatic surgery| or [pancreatic resection] or
[ pancreatoduodenectomy] or [conversion surgery] or [post downstaging surgery| #4
[ multisdisciplinary treatment] or [ multidisciplinary therapy] or [ chemotherapy | & Y]
XEF ra— 115K, FHlis — MEFIC X 2 1 R Ak 50, B — MEAIIZ X
% 2 WY kA TH (+14) AFEF8

31A - BEXE

1) Satoi S, Yanagimoto H, Yamamoto T, et al. A clinical role of staging laparoscopy in patients with ra-
diographically defined locally advanced pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma. World J Surg Oncol. 2016;
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14: 14.

2) Tsuchida H, Fujii T, Mizuma M, et al; Committee of Clinical Research, Japan Pancreas Society. Prog-
nostic importance of peritoneal washing cytology in patients with otherwise resectable pancreatic
ductal adenocarcinoma who underwent pancreatectomy: A nationwide, cancer registry-based study
from the Japan Pancreas Society. Surgery. 2019; 166: 997-1003.

3) Satoi S, Fujii T, Yanagimoto H, et al. Multicenter Phase II Study of Intravenous and Intraperitoneal
Paclitaxel With S-1 for Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma Patients With Peritoneal Metastasis. Ann
Surg. 2017; 265: 397-401.

4) Satoi S, Yanagimoto H, Yamamoto T, et al. Survival benefit of intravenous and intraperitoneal pacli-
taxel with S-1 in pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma patients with peritoneal metastasis: a retrospec-
tive study in a single institution. J] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci. 2017; 24: 289-96.

5) Yamada S, Fujii T, Yamamoto T, et al. Phase I/1I study of adding intraperitoneal paclitaxel in patients
with pancreatic cancer and peritoneal metastasis. Br J Surg. 2020; 107: 1811-7.

6) HAWEE  EiEy , KRMIEE , . BERERE % A9 5 BEEEIRE 2 LT Adjuvant Surgery % X
LYIBsE L7 161 . i &AL . 2017; 44: 1880-2.

7) AAFEM, RHSETE, RIS . S-1/Gemcitabine, Paclitaxel §f FIE 2% URIB TS WREE 72 o 72
PENGREAE 2 £ 5 WEARETE 140 . 4 & AL . 2009; 36: 1191-4.

8) HEPHI , fa i, R | fib . FOLFIRINOX #%:C Down-Staging ®#% DP-CAR 2T RO LIk % fiti
T LA O 161 . 9 & L#E . 2015; 42: 1644-6.

h
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IEMERAISIRIEEZE I SEE (POCY1) [Cx U TREELIBRZEHRETSH ?

2F—hA2B
TEMIRNISIRIEEEE I DBE (POCY1) (S LTI, B (FifidiT) ZEiTbhiauna
EZRET D,
HROMS (5L IEFDADHS : C AEX:100% (8/8)
R
EHEEOTEEM

MESHE, MEROEFRERBEDET

Rk o> UICC 45 8 i %\ ix AJCC 45 7 WIS B\ TN 0712 51 2 JE I ka2
P L RinfE L R EN TV D 0D, KIFITBITF L FEBIGRBKY (B7 ) Tt
ITEECKBEES T\, 20T, [BHEZHATA FF4 2] (2019 400 B2 []
Joe e R I 32 B P Lo L CAHMBIIYIR IR IZHER S NS 2 2 | L w9 CQISHLTIE, [E
JPE B HINE R8s P O R L L CHMBHIIRIR 24T O RE DB S 2 TIE A v LRl
ENTnw5b,

2000 EC E TORER O T, YIBRTT BRI 123517 5 IEIEBE SR R5 b 1 12 FE U B R
FTREVWEDOFHBERTH S, TOMRME LT, BHEIEREZ B TIIBIPEE G
FaB e ml & BRUERI CRIASDO PR TH 5"V, &2 WIFBTEENIE & 0 4T L 7= kke & i
LCTWb 00, JEREHEGHILSGEEMTIIUBRTREREOTRICIIBEL WY 2L
LEINTW5D, 2010 4ELLRE D, NEMEBE I R2 Ktk D I BRAE BE R U < Bt 0 JEY) ke 61
I B TFHREFTH D L) HE (YIRG vs. WK =143 vs. 68 7 H, 160 vs. 69 7
H)>Y BB T o o T H BEYIBRIEATIC X 5 BEAELBIOMAAE"Y, BEBREICZLTLD
WS % X 72 S B VIEBIAS— BB T B L VIHIMEY 2D Y, TS IZKYERE
HRTHHMTH 5,

—J, 2010 fELARECIIELIBR 2 HESE L 2 W B OWE D2 TV 5, JERETR ML Rk
ZEERBITC L DM PHRRTE LT s, EEE FHRERRES 5 v
D YRR R EEMBELTWRY, 2ENBHE SN TS, HARRMYESIC X 5%
AL RIIFZE DS R ClE, TP 2R X W BRI IC B U A FRARN T TH 5720
BOIRR72T TG Z 152 Z L IZHEETH ), ML AR X ) R P& T &
% LT T B (BB B 2 M b8id ) vs. 2 L =182 vs. 126 7 A) ", 1
PEPEE NS % o <2 s ORI, TXTHRIBENITZETD O BB B 5l
BT LENREOFMIC X BHEA SIEILHEMETH L 2 L, FMNGIERNCBT 2 IEEE
ITED 5 VIR RSSO EZERR 2 EIN TV W L TH b,

VAR DOF B A AR DL KA L ) B L<2EL TE T 5, YIBRWREME:
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GRS VIR ST O gD ERE L, YRR IC BV TS 2 bATHINHHE OB
BRASBWTA BT 4 Y THBRINTWD, LA o T, EEDOL IR ER &
LWET 5L, BURTIIMEEDL SIS B R (X 3 2 AT BT Id R S h w e Bb
Nbo F7z, EHIEFHCEABLORE, FHRBEOMELTE % Z 5 L CREYIBRN O @5 % et
THIENRBLEEZONDH, WMETEROENE, BRI OBEHIOWTIZESHOHR
HThHbD,

WEEONT Y AL TE, TEPETEEHHIIER B e R Y B 14 0 A PHE 12D W CREIR S
N R vz, R LB EF Y AFHFE LRV, TA MIDWTIE, RS HE
(2B B R VT B FA UL ERBR B IEAR & IS AUER AT IE D B4, YIBRoZ 4%
ZOWTIEBADOEFCMHER D RECHET2LE2ATHY, 4% BEOBHEZIE
THREOHETHRFHT IR DD, 512, BOBREBRE BB Tk
TIEH 200, EHERGHIIEZ O W 3P RER RS LETH 5720, [
PRI RETH RIS BV TR EIIRIC BT 2 BISSHEETH 2 RS H 5, L7228
5T, BRBRE B THREBRESERAIC X ) BEEREIRS 2 EliTXENEI N E
B, GHOBETH 5,

BHEHANDIES

A CQ KT AHiM EM7E, RCT IHMETH S, L72h> T, BRI B W TIIATHETHE
B OB YIBRAS TN 72 o 72 BUE,  WEPEDGHII RS bt > 2 JEUS B AR Y BR T R ©
HHIEBNCBIT LRI EIEZ FHA Y $HZEILD, MO EFT Y ADOMENL TR
5o

BHER - 2EZICUIZTRER

F—# RX—2Z : PubMed, Erik B[ : 2000-2020 keyword - fF%£ : [Peritoneal la-
vage] or [ CY1] or [ Peritoneal cytology] [Paritoneal Lavage cytology] or [ peritone-
al washing cytology], or [Positive peritoneal cytology] AND [pancreas cancers | or
[ pancreatic cancer] or [Pancreatic Neoplasms| T1RKAZ ) —=v 7 —=89 1}t v b,
CQIYTZN—TICLBBYFMLY 7 v — F>64 4K FHlis — MEFIZ X 2 1IRED :AA
TI19A FHilis— MEHICE 5 2 KK D AAT 134K,
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>AS L
MEEEAI7ZOYVIVEREE (Pressurized intraperitoneal aerosol chemo-

therapy : PIPAC) IZDW\T

MEEERTI?OYVIULEZEE (Pressurized intraperitoneal aerosol chemothera-
py : PIPAC) (FISFRIBEEICH T D LLVEREALZEETH D, BEICEELZ 2 DD
Trocar ZAWT, BBKZHEREICKEEL, 12mmHg (CRD. Z0D%, S£ERIEKITEHE
Urefb2sglZ T 70V IMEL TR TS A P —(C TERAIICIEET 5. SIESEEA
TBIEICKY, EFERNDOBLE CERIZDTIEDNRNGDD LN, BRI
MRENSL R, 288/5K)BaWEREABRVLDH R TH D, TRIETIE Cisplatin
& Doxorubicin A*EICERIN TV,

Grass SOVATFI T« v I L E21—TIF, BEAISEABEEELER U TERODRTFR
AT EBLVRBREENESN, B2 BBMUICHEEN' BN >12”,. Alyami Sl 2
TYT 4w E1—T, PIPAC DEMEREEFREPIVEIFINERE ClF 62-88%, 11-
14 months, BEETl& 50-91%, 8-15 months, KBEETIlE 71-86%, 16 months, &
REETId 67-75%, 27 months T&HolcEmEL TN,

BE(ICX T B PIPAC TIIE DD DR ARNGIEAIERHBIHRESINTEY, T2,
BEMIFRIER <, £EHBPREF 9.2-14.0 months TH 12" VENE/IGEER
RIREER CH Y, BRICBESDOENH D, 5%, HIMITOERARABR CHRZHER T 24
EN'Hd. Ffe, ZRIDBIRICBEULTHSERDRBETH D,
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FU®HIC

RIRIZ BT B KGR D 2017 EDOREEIZ 153189 ATH Y, BHTIIAIVERE, Hickw
T3HFHIZE L, KETIRABRISKRNTES L, REORE) X7 13BME95%, K 76%
LhoThBY, BLAFHTRERLBEY 27 25EmnY, 2019 40 KB & 285
51409 AN Td by, FEELBLZ A% EIZHER (9 40%), SIRHER (9 35%), FATHR I (K9
10%) Thb, BUETIEIM, HITKNTIFHZED, KUETERDBECKEDOLZVEETH
57,

() I P P 3R A D B VXK I R D 4.5% & PR ISRV TE e 72, RIBRERIEY)
Btk D WMFETIEA & LIBT3 20% T 0 Pk, Mgk ickn s v, J§
JRFRAE 2 11 5 KEE 3o s iR & KT 5 L PHRARTH 5, EWHEIER) LIZL
WZ ER, KR - LB - KBHER S X ) &R IRREOBEE D b IGHE OMEHEAN
Wl e br—ANHDH I LR ENERE LTET SN, YIBRAREZ FRREEEEFEEOF
BT FREMSE AV U 723U C b AR AE I AP e ffiAs 11.0~17.9 4 J & IR R i &
R LTARRTH A", 207z, TNM 448 (4 8 i) TlRME#EER % Mlc & LT,
flDFERE L IZX B L T 5. KIFEORBRIF B (559 M) TIZEREZ DR Y v
2oV T 1 s iERiER % Mla, 2 et Ll EoEiEi# 2 Mlb & itiR$ 2 0l TNM 4
HEFBETH 525, MR % 20 2 BN IER O A TdH 5 Mlcl & B &
WiEB 2D 5 MIc2 IZKHIL T3,

KIGERRBED 4R

KIEHENLIETE O Staging ICIEAIBTIL P B H W S, IR O AEFE R
2R 5 S DN PL, HEEEICABORBEILEZRE 2 R0 % b 023 P2, HIBEEICS Ko
MR 205 5O P3 & 45", —75 Tili#hTld Peritoneal Cancer Index (PCI)
BHVLNREY, Zhud, BEENZ Y, 4B, O, A2 B, AR, AT
JEES, aiE, AT, GRS, hrzel, wirzels, EAEmEE, EmArmg o 13 FHikic
G, ERENEREZ L (040, 05ecm BUT (1 4%), 05ecm~50cm (2 50, 5em BLE (3
M) WZRxarfel, GEtL7zdo b, 0~39 FTOHME LTEENS, PCLIZ CRS
+HIPEC OISR PR FIICHH L sha?,

KGEEREED 5 &

KEGREORE L BRI L TR PR oA s HE ShTces ", KEEia®
A RT A TIERRMEEE (P1, P2) THAREL 52V THIUIEIEHR & [
ICHIBRT % L A HERE S T 27 LIBRAER Cld 5 A 313 287-364% Td ) JELIER
BlE L TP RIZRAFTH 72210,

JAREIC R BRI 2 520 235G (P3) CTRYIBROAMMEIIIEZL TV RWnb DD, B4R
#Fl7 (cytoreductive surgery : CRS) B X OEFENI L4 (hyperthermic intra-
peritoneal chemotherapy : HIPEC) O HHEA A S Tw a9, IR & 1 554
WA YIBRIE 1990 RIS Sugarbaker (2 X DRI S N72T7EETH Y, BEMBEELZ E0BR L, Ji
TPERELTBR A DWW TUE LB U Cllge & ORI B (FEmifhE s, M, Kb, D,
H, HELRE) 2179,
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HIPEC (ZHUASAH % 41-43C OB TIEFEMIC P S- L, 30-90 43t s ¢ 5, T 5
PBAFE L TIA ATV CHOLKRAFH Y TIF U 2id Lol L-A4# A H
WHEND ZEDL WV, BB REIC HIPEC 2 3 % 2 & CHMSTNIEE DIER %
%o BEREPNALFHREIIMTIC OB TS HIPEC O, #it% 4-6 H [T < % early
postoperative intraperitoneal chemotherapy (EPIC), #itc% s HiZhb 7z 0 fifr s 5
sequential postoperative intraperitoneal chemotherapy (SPIC) (24748 % 1153, HIPEC
LB L CTHR R RIERD Tuant Y,

I T O MM 1% Completeness of cytoreduction (CC) score 12X D479, WIRAYIZSE
Yk (CC-0), FAFMEEA 25 mm K (CC-1), FRAEMES; A 2.5 mm DL b 25 mm A
(CC-2), BRAFMESS A5 25 mm BA_E (CC-3) 1247 & 5™, HIPEC 12 & 0 $iA°A#12% 25 mm
DWRIOMMBEETHET L ENTBY,CC-0D LLIFCC-1 e aematlil Ewsksh
b0

2018 4F ASCO 2 TH 3K & 72 KIE R ME SRR RS AE B2k 3~ 2 S 4 d it T + JE IR P i 24
b5 (HIPEC) #F & 2 YIBREM (non-HIPEC) D&M EZ K L2777 &~
A% gk LM NS 5 7 o LBk (PRODIGE 7) Tid, 5 HEa4H13394%, 36.7
% EVTNOHICBWTD RIFRKEIFON TS, F72, LW o i gL fif i m i
TENETNALT A H, 412 7 THEAZRD T, MitkoG0HiE X HIPEC BICB W TE
WEWVIRERIMEOENT WS, F72, REOREZLTFHTHLI LS, RoNHiakD
ATEBEINTVLO0BLUKRTH Y, RIBOKEHGEFR A A ¥ T4 > 2019 4R TII5EEI
TR + HIPEC 12D\ T EBIIAPEZ i L TV % DI T H RS N7 EHEEE O
AT, KBTI EALTHRBEERZALTBLT, —BROEEEHETERTE 21H
TRV ERRShTwaY, —hT, ESMO a ¥t Y AF A FI 4 »Tid, TR
J& U 72 PR o0 B 2 B\ CIRH IR B R 72 i 7% C U S8 A A4l + HIPEC % % &
THIENTES] LRWENTWSY NCCN # 4 FF 4 » 2020 4T [ -3
BRI LTV T ROVIBRANER T & 2395613, RREE 2R TIEWREZZEL TS v, &
TEHRRE ASBRIE LT C RO VIBRASIERL T & 2 A13, RS E skl BV CaiE T
i L O/ F 7L EREPM L 2 E T 5 2 AN TE D] LS N Tw 4725, THIPEC
W2 &) GPHEDEINT 5 &3 FERLAHMMEICE L COHIT2HE2H D, FERIT con-
troversial Tdh % ] & &M, — kI % fiak TIT ) B E LTI S N TE S dm O
AL R

51H - &3
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KIFTEIREBEDEZRRICH T MRI, PET/CT Zi3RdT 3N ?

AT—bhAb

CQ1-1 KIGEIERBEEDZIICS VT MRI 2175 T & 25 < #ET 3,
HEDMS 155V TETA0HES :C AFFE :100% (17/17)

CQ1-2 KABEEEIBRREDZEICH T FDG-PET/CT 175 T & &55< ¥R T B,
HROES (g5 IEF> 2D : C 48X :100% (17/17)

R
PERSIETEI ISl
DN, iR

KGR EEIRE OB W BT, —BIISER L TS E{§HRAIECT TH Y, %
FTCT ZHWTEBRHFEOR 7 ) —= v 79 1bNh b 2 e 9%\, LA L, CT TR
WHOIFAEZWIZH WL TY, PCLOEEIZB W TILB/NEM & 2 ) 29 <, sensitivity
EHFICERF R O R & SREBALIC &L o TR 2 L S, HBHEDV/IEEIHTZ <05 cm
TIE 11%, 5cm B EOFRHRTIRFER 94% OWiEHH 2" o £ MIENDERIC & > Tk
PCI BRI METH - 72 L DMLY b 5 %o CT I KBHEEHEOMEAEZICIEHTH S
A%, 1EAEZ PCLICHY 2 MBI L LCHa Tl wilfetkrd 51,

MRIIZB L Cld, (2 MRIIEHGRGASCT LIRS N, FHEBWOAR ST, fiih
PCI ZIERECZIT L, A E L72EAL WY a8 MRI $5806 315 & I8 501 s
52 MRI O B FH C 13 RSB AR BE 0> /M i (PCT 0-9) 12 B L C b ANRi PCT % IEREWC 71T L 727
Prospective study T ANDBEHREEAY CT-PCI & MRI-PCI Z &l L, #ih PCI & IR&
L7z& 2%, CT &9 b MRIEEGRAG O ERENE, AR L2 fho#iEcd CT
@ sensitivity : 43.2 %, specificity : 95.6 %, positive predictive value (PPV) : 845 %,
negative predictive value (NPV) : 752% 2%} L, MRI 3 #0& #1412 sensitivity : 97.8%,
specificity : 932%, PPV :889%, NPV :987% T& 0, MRIILEERFAGIE CT & b I
HWHOBWIEL TV 27,

FDG-PET/CT 2B LTI, JEEHE O Wi 2B LT FDG-PET/CT & MRI $L#0#H %
® sensitivity, specificity, PPV, NPV, accuracy (& %11 FDG-PET/CT : 84%, 73
%, 84%, 73%, 80% & MRI JLHGHEFIE - 84%, 82%, 89%, 75%, 83% T, FDG-PET/
CT & MRI #30& G I E IR OZ N IC B W CRBICES W IEME 2R L2 iy 2
%7+ Y ATEFDG-PET/CT 3EEFEHE L FET 5ENZHEZHOES ) 714 &
Eh7="%¥, —J, CT & FDG-PET/CT ® PCI D IEREMED LEME S, CT & FDG-
PET/CT ®ifi}i & b BIEHEREZ M OB <, #@/Fli L 22 & Lzt b,
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Db X0 R HERE R (2 B 9 2 iR Cl3 RBI 2 CT, MRI, FDG-PET/CT ®
T v 5 MMEIEBGABD e WD BIZEDES ) T 4 BAHAPIEHS 2 TlE v, DK
IZBWTIX, ShoomEEZHThd v b5, PCl O IR TIE MR H5#0E 5
BHEME Lzfi3% <, PET-CT ICEALTH AR E L@ idZ whs, HofEROqH
bAAEL 720

BHEADIRS
KEFEEEEOFEBINICIE, EFEKR TR CT TRAZ V-2 v 7% $ 52 X%V,
KNG 8 W RSB AE D Wi {5 T (2 B $ % 33013 CRS + HIPEC O 5#)is % Pesd 5 B0 PCTIZ & D
BEEZR O E AP 2 M L2 A ETH S, PCLIZBATEICHV SN, RIFT
EdHFEYHVER TRV, RIFICBUT 5 KA IR B 5 % RIS - 72
CT. MRI, FDG-PET/CT % & OW{§Z M O Atk % i fi§ 5 2 E BV ETH 5.

BRER - 2ZICUIETRER

7 — % X—Z : PubMed HI : 2000-2020 keyword - 1% : KEi#E (colorectal can-
cer), JEMEHEFRE (peritoneal metastasis), W% K (diagnostic imaging) % keyword &
LCTHMELZEZA, 1954 ey b L7

IETFYAVNVHREWT ¥ & 2ULEEERIE 2 <, T & BIEEE & 1 ) BRI ZE D
5B % 151 2 BEIRL 720 REEIEIARRE OB I T 2 BgZ o 7T A L
NV D EWFSE LR O &EMET iﬁoﬁ‘%T CRS +HIPEC D#)s % kb 5B HW H
% PCI % WG CUUTIZIERE S 2 2O Lh% € %158 % CRS + HIPEC (& £ 12iEst
TN TWDE 72D, G XIEAF A, 5 Tl ;t& <, WHDOLOTHY, KIEHENEIGHERE o
B W 5531 CT, MRI, PET-CT 7% & OWi{&5WiA% PCI I #Y) A % M L 725
XNIFEAETH 7,
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FWANEIEG IHALER B 2B SR 2 MR T 720D AT — YV 7Y — )b
ELTRALATON TS, L LZOMEDITL A LB HINITIETDH D, st G,
BIG, THALOERENRL V EZEORKINETH 5. /2, £ LREREERESDH S
VISR ISR B A B Se 4z dE Tl (CRS) + BN iR B b9 (HIPEC) Oi#s %
R B MRS & L COBBEIWGE S NG TH S

BEOWMEIHBCWER R E2EOMPARENRE LZDODIELAETHD,
Carboni 513, 744 B (JRELHE, HHE, KB &) ’i’ﬂg‘k ’%ﬁﬂﬁﬂ*fﬁ@ﬁﬂ%‘l‘i%f&ﬁﬁ
BV R U 720 TANEEA 1L 68% 127D HN722599.7% 1 258% L, APHEIX 08%, FELTHI
1372525720 CRS+HIPEC D:#) & HIM X 7= 497% 1 giﬁm‘ﬁ#’)h, CC (completeness
of cytoreduction) -0/1 1% 91.9% \Z3EK X 7=V, MOMETD, FEAEH O T BEAE4
13 68.0~90.3%, BANERATHRIL 22~212%, MEIMEGEEEFIT 88.0~100%, A PFEFESRIZ
0~6.2% & BRI 2 AT HE ST 2>, 4R, KERIER %2 05 & L7285 A5k &
N2 X927k -7"", Hentzen & M5 & B8 KB 184 B LT —F T
FABES ATV, 772% OFMBAELZ T L, 130% ICHERITZEL72d ODMEIERN
MR BN HAT S, 75.0% 2 BT = EREGEETAMi AT BE T - 72 L i L T %, MiiFR
BPHEN 27%, MR TIEZ% <, 9161 (495%) 12 CRS+HIPEC Afifr 3, £D9HH
I FRBR BT AT 16 51 (18%) (AT DN7zAS, BRtERISihEe13 82% & HiFCTdh -
727,

FEIBFEN AR BENT 1 X B ARG OHE L 12~23% & IR ER T, ABMHOERE",
ZOHRDOEGICFERERGOBILEL 55 2 O TE S 2 LA EE L, HBAEMIES
ORISR (PPV) 1X630~97.0%TH D, 180~51.2% D IEH 0y k5% BRI AT 2 0]
T X WD RI S hTw ',

L2 L—hC, BT & ik LR A BESE Ci1d PCT % /NGl 3~ 2 W e EAT R S
T3 %3, CRS+HIPEC %3 & L TV 2 WAIIZIB W Tl PCLEFHli o 1L F TRed
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bid Z L3P, KFIZBT L EBEFEOFAEZIICHE L TIAHEEZEZON 5,
IR VERE i Ag, [ BN iS22 L0 7 TR FTE R ) X 7 JE B, Wi BB S A
A e < T h 56% & RIS E AR Sz 2 &, B FE S0y 2 mifg
BRIHEIE R I3 e e 5, MR, HRE CEEEEPREDNLYE, H5HVIE
JEBLFESE D A7 i THIRIED R 2 Y5121, FAMPESIIHER S N D,

BHEANDORRS
RIGREEBARRN 5 2 WAES L, AR TRHEZRICB N TTOBZMHMIATD
NDZENZ 0 TORERRTWRE, IHHM BT O [ 2 3 » Tt oWl o4t
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L7z

3R - &G
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CQ3-1 Stage ll, Il KEFERBUIREBOEREROUAIAFELT, pT4 (RIR/AE
EiEes=E) 2RV EEmHET 3,
HROBES @L TETA0MS B 58% 1 94% (16/17)

CQ3-2 Stage |V ZEZH e KIHEIRGMEROEREEBEDUAIERFLEULT, ERY
FEFRIEE, PR ERZAND & Z5E<HET B,
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FHETHT B & CEDEBENRIRTEEE 15,0
FRANNNSD T & (2 kW TRRBNE L B TR B

ARIF D Stage 11, 11 KIGHEBREMN %O 3205 I A EGR A (JFMC 7, JEMCI5,
JEMC33) 7 — % % W\ 7= IR T3 0 ) 2 7 WT- 2 et Lzm sy s hzs i
X ICE R HBSRS NIEREIE 3714 BITH Y, BEEHHEFREOHMFEIO) 22 K
FL LT, pT4, V) 5Bl k2560 LT, U ¥ SHiFhiE D2 25 2 vz,
¥ 72, Dutch Eindhoven Cancer Registry #* 5 MG 2 fifT = 172 KBGHE 5,671 FEf % Fl v
7o R R S 2 R L 23 L Tid ) A7 1L LT pT4, V) v /5Hilsf (BRI
pN2), HiffiHs, YIRRMmEYE, AR ZRTTwEY. ) D EORBIB AR TH 2
Danish Colorectal Cancer Group database % JJ\ 72 22,586 i 5 O ARG % 54T L 72 K
(TR O SIS D ) A 7 TR T pT4 & pN2, Z L CTH A & BTl
EYAZHTFELTETFTWEY,

Stage IV % & & 72 K EBGAEM R ORI Z2 723 ) A7 WFICHT L AT
RTA VI VEa—DmXB2AD 5. 1 AHOF@ILIZ 6522 i LA 5 16 am L& ik L,
Stage IV % 5% 72 KIGREBUAR 12 O BRI % 2 7290 22 W2 L 72 2&K
X & 512 2011~2017 40> 259 G LA HF 7212 T i LA M AT, 23 @sCx it L, Stage
IV % &b 7o KIGReAE M 2 O IR B R % & 72304 ) 27 T2 S iz, §XC
7 7 AMEEBRTIZ AR, 6T EFTE L 17 %A S TH o 720 Stage I, TTIEFID
AT/, Stage IV eI CHIEBFERE LI R AAFAE L TH, BIAMAIELT S W7 HER)
HEENTVLEFHTOMITTH > 720 IR Y A7 HWEEZBNDIHIZ, O
[ R PR I R A« 52 A U BR & 7z [ I P L RS R £97) C oD ML A P 76 1 54~71 % D
PHCRR®D, EHTH o7z QIFKFEIIEIN R © 524 )R S M7= 714 o [R] IR 51 e
HRASRED] T O PE B P56 1 56~62% DO HiIPH TRRYD, W TH -7z ORI « %
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R ILER O IEBHERETIIE L 27% Td o 720 OB/ EHIEARE (pT4) @ pT4 KO
TEIRAE ST 1 4E T 15.6%. 34FET 36.7% T o720 GRMIH « RHERE R R iR/ FN B
N O NEIEIRME 7813 11~36% DOHPHCTH - 720 ©FIE (i) Ml « M2k
BT O BBIEFE 1L 0~36% OHPATH - 72" MOBEBIFMERO Y A7 W1 L L
T, kLMD K 7 CAL19-9, FZEME KRB AMBRED ) 2 7 & LTHETF 6N T
W Z)G, 7)0

Dby, BRI 2 ) A2 H¥ & LT, pT4 R/ EHEAHRE) 325 7 )
VYA, 5T AERRERER O 7 AT R KB 2 2 R — FMBSENIED T X TIZB w3kl
L7z AZ T & LTZEND (CQ3-1). Stage IV % & & 7o KIGHEARIGN 5 0 6] R E B
AR, [EIRHE AR B R 3R 2 S 72 TS W EZ A 6N Twd (CQ3-2).
iz, pN2, 4w, V) P SHIFREARRE, UIRRWTRERYE, ARURSE,  AERRVRIEIRARAE, Wy
PR PRI A, K HAZEAL, MRk 2 OO R FVBRMIIe ), Teisliaisbutt, CAL19-
9, MEMKBHERED) A7 WNFAED 5,

HEADIES

KGR EERME D) A 7 WL LT pT4 G/ aflfiszi) 2 Lo, ZH0H
FOREPI R o TE2AD, HOBWERRMEZT) 2LI12X), XhIEeEFy ALY
DEC) A7 WT-Z2HE L, ThOORTOEENEZHRETLLENH L EEZEZ LN L,
T72, ARGBRINEANRFOAZ LT, HEEA LV O I TREHE AR5
DY RZHWFRL OIS0 E BRI 200 Lk,
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factor) % keyword & LTHREL7ZL 25, Ty 2EE3NALIET Y ALV OEV
IRRER DO LIE VDS, VAT T A v 7LV Ea— 4, A% T7FV TR 44, L=
— 3FEEO 172405 v b L7z

AFTF) YA, G NIMBERRERO Y 7N, KB a5k — MUSIIED 7 11 %58
WL 72

51R - &
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FERRIETEIR D AISREFIHES (C B (T D5 aHHIRE2E, BRROEN, EFROETEHE
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BHERNRIRBRERE D RIS
ElEESN

BIEICBWT, HSFRZIEEEED 2 VIE FHR TR T & L CORKRNER D
i, ARIOFEEAABRIIZBIT 5 Stage HFITLE N TS, L LRBEICBT
BRI ST 2 5132 S 3R HRNERIIAIATD 5,

2008 4F Rekhraj H I KIGHEAER] 1,182 Bl & kf 4 & L7 2kifiigis \Cd 86 v A7~ T 4
v 7 LEa— 2 LY BISHUBRE OMIBEEHERIE 152%, YWkHEIE 120% Th
N, MNAZ AT, RITHEROEMEEEL Tz, L LERFET L OB,
HEAACHT 2B O W TIHE S S 2 d o 720 2013 RS oS L7 18 Lk T A
TRTA v 7 LY a—Tid, RS EEREEREE W TCEY 51 (1.0~284) % T
HY, EHFE RIEE BEEEEEeITOHEE S v AERED LR, a2
P PEREDSREMERE ISR L THEICEETH o720 LA LTRICHET 25 Cld—2E oM
DD o722, —FT, Kobayashi 513 T3-T4 KERER 25 & L2L E 2 — %47
W, PR I A EICEEEEZRD WL OO, b ESAFRIT IS bk
FEB 37.1%, FEPERER] 71.2% & AAFROH B2 580, Peimila i i 3msr L-7#%
HFThsbILzWELTwEY, kIS, REMRZOHERENORBIZLVLOO
FHEANDFE LR L7 Homma 5 OHE TIX, 771 #lo Stage 0~T1I1 K % R RIZIT W,
5 AR A A T R AR A 46.8%, FEVERE 89.0% & A BT HIIRZ IR R TH
572 LTwa"Y, Bosanquet 513 121£ 2580 IO Y A5~ F 4 v 7 LE 2 —I2BWT, ¥
EREZ R T 116 (22~41) %, @F¥sEA v A 401, R - BEEEEA v
A 657, EHEAEHRITE v A 426 TWINSHAEWAEREL D o TR B
DBRBTH-Z2HEL, HROALLTFENDOBELRLTVSY,

IO XHIT, WEHIRZEEN R ERFROH MR EAROMT L BET 5 2 & 2R
FTHMEDRL VD, TONFZIIHETOMENALNS, TORRKEE LTI, *TRIEH,
WIS, AR, SRR ST LICH L - TEY, HBRPHEETHZ Z &
PRTFONL, LeL, WINOMEIZBWTHIEESIE, HIFHMBEZLTERED S VIiET
BTG 2 DWBIFAET LR L TBY, Fido 5t 2 Bl U 72 KB 2 i) & R
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KISEERIBIEDFEFHAIIC P 9%, Peritoneal cancer index (PCl)
EZRAVBRC EEHETEIN?

AT—hAZE
CQ5-1 KXGEEREEZEBOFERTAICP PEZAND CLZB<H#HRT S,

HEORS 1 L TETAORS 1B £5% :82% (14/17)

CQ5-2 PCl(F5EEREFilT (CRS)+EEMIRREZEE (HIPEC) ZHE(T U KIHEE

FEEEOTREEEVFERTAICAVNSD C L Z25E<HERTD, LU, —iDE
BMEFEAZRTUBEICSIF2EREC DOV TIIREINUNETH B,
HREOES 1 55V TETADMS :B &8%F :182% (14/17)

R
P BT D & CEYSSEMBIRTEES 115,
FRNHND Z &KW RN E LB TREMN S B0

SrERIHA S SRR ST X ) R S N2 IR TE 3075 61 (1984~1999 4F) OMEEIZEB W
T, 3AEEAEHIT P1 285%, P2 156%, P376% (p<00001) Td b, PHEIEFHE T
CAHBEREShTwY, $72, SHidkitR% A M X7 TR S N7z 564 61 (1991~
2007 %) OMEHIIBWTY, 5 AT P1193%, P2 137%. P358% (p<0.0001) T
HY, PIMRHLIRAE, ) oS, Wik, beiike L, AIRMIEGEDRE &3
I, PHRABRRTTHL EHMESNATVWEY, DEXY, PO THRTFIICENTHL L
ZEZON5B05, IO 2000 FELRHER b BE K EENTBY, SEOEYHILED
HL WS E ERT 5 L AR, BURZ B L T Wil gekAsd 5 .2012~2016
A O JE IR RIAR B % S U 72 2 Ma i JE [ i 1) & BRI JE A5 HEATH T b 1), S 1R OHLE AR
=h s,

PCI &1, JEMENZ 13 HITICT, %4 O OB OREFEZ 4 BRE (0~3) 12
Aa7fbl, ZROEEFLABRKTHY, REATTIZ0M, HEAITIXIHTH
5Y BUE, EBERREOREO S E L CEERICIALS VO T WS, k2 b
JRFFFEDEHEE LC, SZaim Tl (CRS) + EFENIRZ L A9k (HIPEC) DM 2SS
XNTHY, PCLIZPHET, F72 CRS+HIPEC @S EIZDHHEENTWEYY, b
2SETI1E CRS+HIPEC XM S M7z fiik CoRfTbTBY, Z0BkE# 22k, i
7 P MBI THEM AR REMETH 5 PCL 2, FHRTMICHI TS 501220 TId4H
DOWFE 7= %, EWNO CRS+HIPEC JEHtiATIE BRG] 2 5 5 & U 7= 2% ftiak 3L [ i
I & BIEHFZE Tt RO/R1 FAif1d PCI 25 1~6 ATl 37.5% 24T b T3, 7 MBLET
F52%ICE EE o TV REWMESNTEY Y, 48, PCIL L FRICHT 207 R 72



CQ5 123

N5bo
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RFREPAR B D P 738E, DI B W TR BRSNS Tod %,
Gk, WABHRREOHRRIEAHES L T T, POBOBRIRNA HIEORGEEZ 1Tw2o D,
PEIIE L THEL TV REEER B0 PCLIREBRMIHWSNTWE5HTH 5755,
DUBENZBW TR BRI N TV D LIZF ViV, B OB I~ E 85 L
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7 — &% X — Z :PubMed MR :2000-2020 keyword « % : P 43 IZB L T,
PubMed C, 2000~2020 4£, Full text, JiEa3C, F—7— F#% colorectal cancer, peri-
toneal metastasis, prognosis, japanese classification & L&, 9kt v b, EWNGER %
g & L7 fiak COME 2 BEIRL 3 1% 8RR

7 — &% X — Z :PubMed [ : 2000-2020 keyword - %t : PCI I B L T,
PubMed T, 2000~2020 4¢, Full text, JEikasC, F—7— F#% colorectal cancer, peri-
toneal cancer index, prognosis & LIE, 229t v b,

YA INVETTANT 7 M5 36 A IR, A ZIRNT 1 1R, mil MG 11, S
%\ 2000 AELAREDIEBI 2 R & L7 A &Mt 14, PCLIRMEGR L 1 % IR 4 4%
PRI
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EFHRERRIFEES] (M1, Stage IVC) DIFE, RO UIBRMTIRETHNIL, RFER LB
(CEERIBRERZVIRT 2 C & 2@ <RI 2,

HREORS 1L TETA08SE : C £5%F :82% (14/17)

R
EEPROES
BHHE

<AKHTO [HFHEE] 21E, RIFTHEEITONTWS [EEEOYR] & LTl
T 5o BRTEIA DN TV LB EDA ORI % & APt 3 % Cytoreductive
surgery WL TiE, CQ7 &I Nizv, >

KRIPRGIEIEATA T4 LI2BWT, REBEEEREEEICST2mEE LTiE, 20w
i (2005 4EH0) Y TO [PL OBAICIIBFIEEYIRE & b ICEEWRIEE L] & otk
Dok, —BELT, @ALEEZ b ITWEREE % BB ERRE IR b (R R HEI bR
EEBHITHHEYIRZIT) ROYIE) 72T Lw, LRI &, LiL, ZoRins
LCRIH S5 3CikiE, 2016 4R F TIRAISCEHCR Cytoreductive surgery il Th %
V) RERD o720 T Vo2 BROM, T OFAERIZARIRY & FFEHE LR 0 Y iE
DHEBL X, 2019 4R TlEZ DWW OB IH S B ICE 572, 2019 468 T,
[CQ : BRI 2 RO 7 f, FZEH EFFICUIERT 5 2 L3RI NLH ? ] DI
HLT, [HEEEE (P1, P2) TEBREBEELZLZVWIIRTHIUE, JEFHE L FIFICHE
iR 2 R3 5 2 L 2R T 5, (HEREL- 7 ALV 0) ] ERBENT
Whe DUTIZ, RIS OB RO KT L ERBNT 5. FICHIBNBILNZETH
B0, EOBMIITTHHELD 5,

KMo [EEERE grading] 70 Y 7 MiFge e LTI o 72, 1991-2007 4E12 K
5 8 TR) R Pk B B AT (9 (564 EB) & x4 & L 7= ik L FWFE ik, 28% 12 RO YIBRAS
b, FOALHIE P 25 4F, 5 FEAAFEIT324%TH Y, ZNUAORER (L7
WM i 1.0 4, 54EAEAER 47%) LR, BIFATHTH -7 FUERT, Mol
IR b v PLIEBI T ROV 21T 572 T2 BIICR > TMET L7722 2 A, 2D 71%
VBT 00, 5EEFRIT364% TH 72" 72, Hlliiks» 5 dWMELH 0, 1971-
2016 4712 A 1R e P IS B4R AR A 1) 496 BT, RO WIBRIE 94 61 (19%) 1247bh, #
DT MATERERE % £E D 2\ 78 BIOMETCUE, AA-HIH I fililX 334 A H, 5 4FEA4A7
I 287% Tho72% Fid_EZ L L TR, 54U EOREFEBIORKER (17 Bl
35 9B IIWMBRMLYELEEZ 2T TE 0T, WHEONEYIROG A RE I NS
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FRTH o 712% [ Rk 5 D 1997-2013 4F KM 7] VL B RS HR I 1) 248 B OMES T
&, SEFAOAFHI R IEIX 162 4 H, 3FEAFERIZ195% TH - 7275, ROIREIT-
723460 (14%) \ZBRAVEAAE W R 0 fiid 299 /1 H, 34EAAESR1E 483% L BIFTH -
7270 PLEo X 512, #REo RO YIREEB] 0 BT 2 BT R0 B A AR B 2SR S S T
Wb, XoT, HHELIBROARMEZ T 2 KEEERABIE 2 Wb 0o, [FIREER
WHAEB O T ROVIBRIC X ) REZZ T 2EHAPD 26 TH 5 Z LIZME TV, B
AL TV LK E 70 Y = 7 MFEOHn & BIgE T, BikS 7z 146 #
DT 3661 (25%) 12 RO/RLYIBRATTHO NIz EHE SN TV AEY, Lbkd s, B
FRAEREBI D 1/5~1/4 OIEBIT RO YIBFO@EIL & 2 ), ZOHE oA B iYLl % 30
NALEZLNS, FRIC, Mol g % b 2 WEBR M EE R T o dh T RO YIBRAS
WReZAEBNE, AVEHUYIER O 2 W TH 5o

—h, RO NEEIEE N 2RI OF AEICE L TiE, A2 6 ol
DEFA I NS, WITNBODEBIOHRETH 5, SRR 3 2 2V FH BB
OAHRMEEHREETIEIHAL TR, 4B ETH S,

BEADIES

- RIGREMEIAFR A L TR B oG HiRIgE 2 & 5 T& 720 AFHTHEFEITDN TS
EREOWER] X, I TIiTrb N Tw b cytoreductive surgery + HIPEC & 3R 7% 5,

AR S BHEHEYI RO WFER I, CNFEFTIRIFHETH 720, S OEDMITHE
WS ze TETF VAL NIVIEE IR0, RIBOTHEBERIE % ZHFT 24 H-TH Y,
ACQITHLTIEAA FIA4 Y FRER T [MMHERT L] & L7

- SRR S & T, IS 2RI oA HTEICE LT, SBRb T
2AEERLTOLDLEDLD S,

BHER - 2EZICUIZTRER

F— % RX—Z : PubMed MM : 2000-2020 keyword - % : colorectal cancer, peri-
toneal metastasis, surgery % keyword & LT PubMed (2000 4£~) THZE o7&
5, 1486 125 v b L7z, #VRHIER B (RO WIER) 2B L TidZ D K28 cytoreduc-
tive surgery + HIPEC 2B 2 5 CTH - 725

RIFTHETDONT WD [HEHEOYR] b L, T 7 2L & R R R %
WL Lz ¥ 7 v Ald v ROYIBR 50 BILL ECoitix, Kp@iseao [k
grading| 70 ¥ = 7 MIEORGHEMNIZE K4, 5) B X OBUEETIE ORI & 8%
Wige (OCHk 8), Hltik2 5o 2 DDl (LHk6, 7) DA TH -7z,

51 - &&XH

1) KIGHEWIZE S . KRBT A ¥ 4 >~ &I 2005 4ERR . 4R, 2005.

2) KIGHgessi . KRaitemr 4 ¥ 4 » BRI 2016 4E0 . 425 R, 2016.

3) KW Te st . KIGHRa e 4 5 4 » BEHIA 2019 4ER . 45 R, 2019.

4) Kobayashi H, Kotake K, Funahashi K, et al; Study Group for Peritoneal Metastasis from Colorectal
Cancer by the Japanese Society for Cancer of the Colon and Rectum. Clinical benefit of surgery for
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stage IV colorectal cancer with synchronous peritoneal metastasis. ] Gastroenterol. 2014; 49: 646-54.

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

6) Shida D, Tsukamoto S, Ochiai H, et al. Long-Term Outcomes After RO Resection of Synchronous Peri-
toneal Metastasis from Colorectal Cancer Without Cytoreductive Surgery or Hyperthermic Intraper-
itoneal Chemotherapy. Ann Surg Oncol. 2018; 25: 173-8.

7) Shida D, Yoshida T, Tanabe T, et al. Prognostic impact of RO resection and targeted therapy for col-
orectal cancer with synchronous peritoneal metastasis. Ann Surg Oncol 25: 1646-53.

8) Shida D, Kobayashi H, Kameyama M, et al. Factors affecting RO resection of colorectal cancer with
synchronous peritoneal metastases: a multicenter prospective observational study by the Japanese
Society for Cancer of the Colon and Rectum. Int J Clin Oncol. 2020; 25: 330-7.
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KIGEEIRIERE (AHER S URRE) ([CHUT
SERREVIR+ ERENEREFEE (CRSHHIPEC) =89 35h ?

AT—bhAH

KGEEREE (BIFEG S UICERY) (ST 2TRREFN (CRS) +EERERERLE
BE (HIPEC) FECBHDEFIERTITONTSY, KBENREFLGE - SHAFMRE
D|ENH Y, SEDHA RSV THRY - FROETTHE - HINTLBH, &FB
TDIEFVRIFZ UL, RiFA CHEEGHEFTERLRL,
WRIZL IETUADMS B T52&&5B<HREGA% (11/17), fTblaLl &
55<HERT B 24% (4/17), bW Eam<HRd S 6% (1/17), #HEEGZL 6
% (1/17)

R
EEHROES
BUVAHAEER

WAE, WOROB M a2 v, KRR ISR L3 5 SE 4w UI B + ISR 241k
ORI L ek, S OICHELZBERINCIVHEHOIREEDOONL L,
% G SN, BCRFEOEHEAT A K I 4 LIRS N TETw a5, 2w+
BERE IR B L2k T, BB OfF e 3 2 BERI G AR & BB AN pE R (Bss) % WIRIICSE
AYIBR L 721212, 30-90 D EHEN . (TEy) AL X 0 SR Z O E X%, /)
Wk X OV, RRERE, BF IENE R 2 &)L # P IR A DAL T A A LIS &
BHRVI DLV, RIEOME TETMEIHER 23-31%, FMIELTH 0-6%, 544
FE313 32-44% Td ), ALFBE L D B RIFTH B EME STV A" AR LS
G921 TFREEFEA a7 (PCD ThY, BEEBOFREIMKNIZE (PCILI0, 15
20) BUFHALEDE LN BT,

2018 4F ASCO 2B\ C, KBEIEBEREES 03 5 52 ik b B + I8 R 2 k2
#: (HIPEC) # & 24 UIBRHAM (non-HIPEC) Mo &EAREZ LR L-T7 5 v A%
MR SL RS 5 v 7 2 bk ER (PRODIGE 7) Of R 5E I N7z, i 638 71 H
OBEMICB VT, SAFENMohd M cEn ez 417 7 H, 412 7 A, #itk
CUHRIEFZED S Vb OOMBAPHESR (60 H) (& HIPEC #EZ3B T no-HIPEC o 2 fif
Tholze Himme LTIE, ENRBIARED LRERETEDOONT, GLAHET
HHLTEHDTH L0, OREWMEBREMEORMAI P LICRIFCTh o722 &
@ UL ) B T OE, OFF L LTo4FH) 75 F » OR4 M, @% ik (17
fii%) CBIBTFMTHOZ+ U F 13>y b a— Vo Lwvoln O ME )
ZFHN TV B IE, PCL11-15 &\ o 7 AR EERRREBIIC B\ Tt HIPEC O A Rk AR
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SN EPBRFHIN TS, BEENBIEAREOERIIL 2D 5T 40%EL D5
EREEPHEONTB Y, BRI 2 BBOWRIE TH 5 2 & bR s hzY,
K HERE IR |20k 9 2 S aiim I B + B NIR B LA L, ShETor—2A3Y)
—ADERE, AFTFIVVA, VATFITA v 7L Ea—REPSRbIET Y RAICHED
&, BCRICBOWTIREEDOTA B4 IS L iR n®, sMizic s v o
WHIZAT DN TV DB, AFCBIT LI EF Y AIMDTZ Lo T2, ATHRPUEH
DN S IARFTIC B THRBINER S LT nizd, @hf vy 74— Farky
M &R ECHEBHR T ZIZERRRL L LT LEDXD S,

BHEADIRS

KK O H iR 2> & QG T, —IO KB IEBARARE G 1k 3% CRS + HIPEC (i
IRIA DS 5 2 EAVRIBENT VDA, KIFICBIF AT ADHIE & IR
BT 2 AR B ICH A L - ERBE OB L TN 5,

BEEFR - B2ZICULIZRER

7 — % N —2Z :PubMed WM : 2000-2020 keyword - fF%L 1 KB B BLIEFE (col-
orectal peritoneal metastasis/carcinomatosis), ZE&KE T (cytoreductive surgery),
5 e P9 iR #2958 :  (hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy) % JH\» T PubMed
(2000 45 ~) THFEEIT-72L 25, 663 1AL v b L7z

ZOHT, T ¥ 2L S BRRRER 2 1, BRATA FTA4 231 YATIT A0
LE2—=BIUORASTHY R4, EPIHDES S liith s I & BIGIEE 2 fF, (b
L OWBRICHET 2% 1o, &5 12 ROk E #EIR L 72

31R - 2E3

1) Verwaal V], van Ruth S, de Bree E, et al. Randomized trial of cytoreduction and hyperthermic intra-
peritoneal chemotherapy versus systemic chemotherapy and palliative surgery in patients with peri-
toneal carcinomatosis of colorectal cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2003; 21: 3737-43.

2) Glehen O, Kwiatkowski F, Sugarbaker PH, et al. Cytoreductive surgery combined with perioperative
intraperitoneal chemotherapy for the management of peritoneal carcinomatosis from colorectal can-
cer: a multi-institutional study. J Clin Oncol 2004; 22: 3284-92.

3) Franko J, Ibrahim Z, Gusani NJ, et al. Cytoreductive surgery and hyperthermic intraperitoneal che-
moperfusion versus systemic chemotherapy alone for colorectal peritoneal carcinomatosis. Cancer.
2010; 116: 3756-62.

4) Elias D, Gilly F, Boutitie F, et al. Peritoneal colorectal carcinomatosis treated with surgery and periop-
erative intraperitoneal chemotherapy: retrospective analysis of 523 patients from a multicentric
French study. J Clin Oncol. 2010; 28: 63-8.

5) Mirnezami R, Mehta AM, Chandrakumaran K, et al. Cytoreductive surgery in combination with hy-
perthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy improves survival in patients with colorectal peritoneal
metastases compared with systemic chemotherapy alone. Br J Cancer. 2014; 111: 1500-8.

6) National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence (NICE). Cytoreduction surgery followed by hy-
perthermic intraoperative peritoneal chemotherapy for peritoneal carcinomatosis. Interventional
procedures guidance [IPG331]. 2010. [Accessed march,2, 2021].  https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/
ipg331

7) NCCN Clinical Practice Guideline in Oncology. Version 4. 2020
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http://www.nccn.org/professionals

8) Van Cutsem E, Cervantes A, Adam R, et al. ESMO consensus guidelines for the management of pa-
tients with metastatic colorectal cancer. Ann Oncol. 2016; 27: 1386-422.

9) Mirnezami R, Moran B], Harvey K, et al. Cytoreductive surgery and intraperitoneal chemotherapy for
colorectal peritoneal metastases. World J Gastroenterol. 2014; 20: 14018-32.

10) Baratti D, Kusamura S, Pietrantonio F, et al. Progress in treatments for colorectal cancer peritoneal
metastases during the years 2010-2015. A systematic review. Crit Rev Oncol Hematol 2016; 100: 209-
22.

11) Huang CQ, Min Y, Wang SY, et al. Cytoreductive surgery plus hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemo-
therapy improves survival for peritoneal carcinomatosis from colorectal cancer: a systematic review
and meta-analysis of current evidence. Oncotarget. 2017; 8: 55657-83.

12) Quenet F, Elias D, Roca L, et al. A UNICANCER phase III trial of hyperthermic intra-peritoneal che-
motherapy (HIPEC) for colorectal peritoneal carcinomatosis (PC): PRODIGE 7. J Clin Oncol. 2018; 36:
(suppl): LBA3503.
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KISEERIEEICH I 5B Fiiz iR 50 ?

AT—bhAb

KIZEIERIBE O U TRIIFMZ1T D C L ZREMETHRT D, FifiREBEURT,
MRICHFEINS QOL, £ FRZZEEL CEINVEREINETH D,

HEDOMS 155V TETA0HES :D &88%:100% (17/17)

R
ehN il
BHHE

JE AR FE (23 2 B AT S 1 X 2T LI LTS E 2 Y, LS
FENTR T 2 AR B & L2 BB, N4 S ZF4H, N TILMEZRH D,
PHZEERAL, MEREIRTE D A2 & DA NASTRE S b0 RIBMEIEERFMEIC B VT, AT
DRERFEFN ST 5 A E A 1A S W8 THRISINCAERE SN TW A28, il & 5
DOHE T Vo LI & I ANBHE Z 5 & U 72 IR IR (23 % RR A oAl & AGE L 72 >
AFITFA v 7 LE 2=V TlE, BHITMIC LD 45-75% OFER) TREITHBIASTTRE & 2 1)
6-47% CTFRIZER & 72 L, 32-7T1% X TAlr 60 HRIREIBIAS W CTH - 720 — T, JEHT
HAPELC=RIT 6-32%, HELRAPHERERII 7T-44%TH Y WTNLHETH 5, EmTPHkic
B TFEMHATIE PRI ISR TRIECTH 525, BE - EEE RIS T2
D T ERDEGTRICG 2 2 BIIHL»TIE RV, L L, ROENSTRERE RS
ETAL AL BT RE L 72 5 2 LD ) PROM LR T E 2 BERT-TH 2 Hil,
Performance status A~ K & JEBE K T-CH 5 L 3L PAZE, ILH#PH o JERIERE, /NB P28,
RALE D T X B IEBEERE O, EAE R I TRBROTEREARRT L ShTwb?,

KR M BRAE L 53 2B TR OISO W T OHE L L S % v, KA 5 D 21
BTG SN FEM O KA X 5 &, 18K 100 mL BL_EOFEFNIARA FAM 12 X 2 IEIR
BHOMBRIARTH - 72Y F72, EBIHRRE RO RIFERE 2463 5 KI8T 55
FEHEIBRIE &N A 2N A F 720X N TR 3 B i T 2 Jhik L 72 138 Bl 2 2 7 v
F ¥ T OWHT T, FIREDBEEICB W TEGTRERIFTH - 727,

—77, KBEEEFREOMEE IS LT, BEWE, N4 28 2P0, AN TP &R,
HALE A 7 ¥ DAL a0 LT, ~RIUNZ b 72 2 LS T % H /RS £
T NREERY S ASEIL & 7 B 2 LD b AT OHLE L 6-74% TR
L, ZOBEFMIILER23%, GOHER46% & & HITHRTH 5720, HLEHBEC
LTI TR & L CHERSER S n b,

VLl &0 R AR A | 2ok 3 2 SRR AR 1 3 4R 20 B0 1S B8 W CHRE TR I B R AL
FHERDOEANC I D QOL, FHEVWET LRSS VRIS, 72721, &2H5IR
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AR, F 7213 BRRRE 23R BE AT L 72JEBI TR R 7 38 < 2 ) Pl FHc b R
EMEmD720, MERIHFFENS QOL, AL PkEzZE L CHEIEZRETNETH 5,

BHENDRRS
KGR IC B 2B FMOERICOWTRELZ I T Y AR T 572012,
Filite D QOL % &l L 72 KB 22 2 — MFSEALEE 2 b0 $72, HMFMOBIL %
WIS S 2 728012, AP DEGTRICE 2 AW HMETT 5 0Ez D %,

RBER - B2EICUI-ZXRER

7 — % X—Z : PubMed MM : 2000-2020 keyword - % : K (colorectal can-
cer), MEBHERE (peritoneal carcinomatosis), #&AIF4F (palliative surgery) % keyword
& LT PubMed (2000 4F~) THEZIT-72& 25, 1860k v F L7z

FBAITANCOWT T ¥ 2 bB XIS v ¥ 2 bl & BR RS L2 R e Lz
YTy AIIEERT, oA ok — MFgEA 2 Rl S hv 7z,

3R - BEXG

1) Olson TJP, Pinkerton C, Brasel K], et al. Palliative surgery for malignant bowel obstruction from
carcinomatosis: a systematic review. JAMA Surg. 2014; 149: 383-92.

2) Santangelo ML, Grifasi C, Criscitiello C, et al. Bowel obstruction and peritoneal carcinomatosis in the
elderly. A systematic review. Aging Clin Exp Res. 2017; 29(Suppl 1): 73-8.

3) Higashi H, Shida H, Ban K, et al. Factors affecting successful palliative surgery for malignant bowel
obstruction due to peritoneal dissemination from colorectal cancer. Jpn J Clin Oncol. 2003; 33: 357-9.

4) Jeong SJ, Yoon YS, Lee JB, et al. Palliative surgery for colorectal cancer with peritoneal metastasis: a
propensity-score matching analysis. Surg Today. 2017; 47: 159-65.
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KISEERIBE (AL SUERY) REIEREICH T SiligmBbFEE
ZRTIN?

AT—bhAH

RiGEEEERE (A SUREY) SRR 2 EEREESRmIRZ DR
BMERREZTF <RI D, 2L, HEINBEFEEL I XV FHEIIL TLRL,

HREORS 1§50 TETA0HRS :D &68%F 1 94% (16/17)

R
& rRat, BRRET
JZK, AEER

IRV BE 22 [ REPE B R PE IR RS % 4§ 2 KR IC B\ C, BUsEHE L & b IRl 3
RS 52 EAFHRAFET & LTHESRTw 2 Y, S DIty
WAL L2 TPHRET & LT sz La L, KBRS 2 BUAWKRE O
bk B At 2 BGE L 72T ~ 7 2MEBGRBRO WG 1E 2 v S E TLlTmR kIR
AR L THUB IR A 2 S MBI O B I 2 PRI ORS B2 s ShTw s Y,
1997 4E22 5 2007 4E O KEEAIFE 4 (JSCCR) DT — ¥ NX— A% T, M@ Rk H
WA R ERRE (JSCCR 20T P1 @A) 2% LT RO YIBRA 2 & 7z 72 BIOFEHTHE
sty S 72, JEREPRIR AL (HIPEC) MifTHlIE RALCTh - 720 MitkliBiibs:
WELLTAY )T H I3 FFH) 755 0 & E A THEE (intensive chemotherapy)
X, ZNDAOER (non-intensive chemotherapy) (ZHbHE L CAFHMERICHSG L, £
BRI CTH FHREIFN T & LT s GAEEFS D 875% vs. 304% ; HRI.16,
124-678, p=0.04)s —77, 1971 55 2016 4R ICENL DA ¥ 7 — TIHE S N7z M)
L 78 PN RS R Sz (72720, P1USMC P2 b f%IcE&EEN). LA L, F
B DL BN TR A REOF W EGHRL VA VI PRRTF & LTl g s s
572" ZTh S OWRIZB TR R PBBIOMITTH 5 2 L, MATNRARZE T A — N
TI—3NTwianZ E, FMEMPLAREDORGERE - LY X UHR—Ehzd o
THWE & H 5 AR R BRI 2 s bk o/ T Wiz s 5 %
DI UEETH Do S HIRIFHEIEIREER IS % ROGIBRO@EINIE 2% ) HIRS NS
7280, GHRIENT— 7 OERMPUETH D, Tz, B RALSFHE0C X0 REGIH A
SN ERERR T 2 BIBYBROBRIZOWTH SHRMFADPLETH 5,

MBI LR L ¥ & v OOV T, 2020 4EISAFRA & K iz b ks R
FHaG L L7z mFOLFOX6 #tik & FAlTHifo 7 > & 2 LGSR (JCOG0603 #Ek) @
R SNTze ZORE, MMl FOLFOX #8134 B Mmiw A M 2 R L2
B, R OGBS Lk h o 7227,



CQ9 133

PibEX D, BB OMEE £ 225, FIREIEBRRTE O RO WG BR 1 O i # l
Wb RER PRIEEA HIOE LTT) 2 & 28RS 5, (B¥BEL V2 VIZonT
FAFH)TITF UL DX UPERMTH LD, RBRIEHL VA VIZOWTIEESHD
BETRETH 5,

BHEADIRS

KW O [ REPE RGN A G B Ak 3 2 AR i Ml AL F LS PR BLER 1 & % D 152 21
oL o T, SRIERT— 5 OFME & HITRBERIBHL T X V2 EIRNT 5 7
DOFERABROE AL TN 5,

RBER - B2EICUI-2RER

F— % N—2Z : PubMed [ : 2000-2020 keyword - %% : PubMed (2000 4E~) T
KM% (colorectal cancer), FEEEA (peritoneal metastasis), M HiBI{L2#1: (adjuvant
chemotherapy) % keyword & L TMZEL7-E 25 163 2% v b L7z,

fERENR LS9 (hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy : HIPEC) Z#f/H L
A B LSRR X 2RISR R RO ARE 2 R Lznin X RO 7 v X
IZZ L7z, it 2 BRI & a8 — MgeB L ERIFHRE L LT 12 o
A 3% AR L 72

3R - &G

1) Kobayashi H, Kotake K, Funahashi K, et al; Study Group for Peritoneal Metastasis from Colorectal
Cancer by the Japanese Society for Cancer of the Colon and Rectum. Clinical benefit of surgery for
stage IV colorectal cancer with synchronous peritoneal metastasis. ] Gastroenterol. 2014; 49: 646-54.

2) Kobayashi H, Kotake K, Sugihara K. Outcomes of surgery without HIPEC for synchronous peritoneal
metastasis from colorectal cancer: data from a multi-center registry. Int J Clin Oncol. 2014; 19: 98-
105.

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

4) Shida D, Tsukamoto S, Ochiai H, et al. Long-Term Outcomes After RO Resection of Synchronous Peri-
toneal Metastasis from Colorectal Cancer Without Cytoreductive Surgery or Hyperthermic Intraper-
itoneal Chemotherapy. Ann Surg Oncol. 2018; 25: 173-8.

5) Kanemitsu Y, Shimizu Y, Mizusawa J, et al. A randomized phase II/III trial comparing hepatectomy
followed by mFOLFOX6 with hepatectomy alone for liver metastasis from colorectal cancer:
JCOGO0603 study. J Clin Oncol. 2020; 38: 4005.
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VIR EEXISEISIRERE (AR SUICERY) (ST 22 LEEEZE
HRIZIN?

AT—bhAH

[EIRIEREZ B SR VIR TEEXBE LBk, EBEFREZITS CLE<HRT 5, e,
ERIEEZE S BV EEREE S AROEERL I X VERZR < HRT 2.

HEORS 1 L TET A0S 1B £5% :88% (15/17)

R
[ =R DR, EROLER
HESR, JRN

YIBEASRE R 3 0 3 5 & AL H L 3B O T MHRBROME R % b & RIS
FELLTWh, TS0 TIHRRICBWT, BEIEFMIIMMoOEEITM & X+ 52 &
7%, WRHER R TIBAIIBEI N TV, 2070, YBRATRA B EERE (5
W7 & OVRREE) 1209 2 &R LEE I EEGRTH D, Mol 2 A3 2 WERARE
KIGREDOLA L FEEDRIL VX v ORFHHEIR SN D,

72720, JEBERE A H 3 5 BB DA E R E Lz 2G bS8 KB % LGB o #H
Hx 7 <, BRI T 5 &S bR OANPEIC B $ 2 5 S BISFFE R W B AR
Wodis 2 x5 & U T S M2 RABRIC BT 2 BN OATH S, FA Y OHBFZIZH
B BIEgE) Tid, R EZ AT 2 KO TR, AV )T Ay, FFFYTIF
¥, T REREEOBEY I, SFU OAF 72T IR O L IRIERT 5 2 L AURIE S
NTW5D (MST 703 7 H vs. 179 1 H, p=0054)c #+ 7 > ¥ H 5 DEERNEY 2B\ T
b —KIHRIZBITF 2 RNY AT O EFEEHRIVRIZ SN TS (MST : 74 7 H vs. 11.0
7 A, FEEHHR=07 ;5 95% CI, 064-083), %7z, N9741 kBRI 125\ CHEE
W2 A9 5 LI Z MDA OER & AR —KIGEIC BT 5 IFL #1253 % FOLF-
OX FEDOFRILENREIN TS (HR=062, p=0005), X512, BEFEEELHT5
KI5 2 40 TR 3R o Je2 4513, CAIRO 3Bk & CAIRO2 RERD A AATY, bl
B AN BE R L0 g B — ki & L CHEM S N2 48 TIL HERER 14 B O RARIT 2B v
THREINTWS, UL, BEEHRMEZAT2EHIEENDAHNOER L L PRIEAR
ThY, (EFHECLIVEONDENA T4y MIRENTH S EOWE b5,

RO GIL, EHIREVRE % T —OERMDOATH Y, HEERIZEWTHE
By 5, SFREAR, BOENEE KEBEKE26T5 X9 2EEBEICME ) ERkE S
T2 BE T B2 EHEREOFME - BEMO LY TV AIHMOTZ L VWEWR b,

VX, YIBRARE R EIRRE (R 7 & ORI, ois® %83 2 WA
KEFEOY & L Fkk, SHLEPREEMHERT 5, 72, HRL I A VOBRRS ol
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BEHTHUBRARAERE L FERICIT) L MRS 5, 72770, MR AT %
WA, S bR M ICREA S 5 (vulnerable) &, S & & 574w (frail) BE
b% <, EHLEAREOBEINTEEICHN T 2 LEND D,

BHEHADIES
ALARE D FEWHEE DA (AN TRV BRASRERIHE O T BIIMEBUSM O TV 2 b D DR
RIS 2 HMMEIZ 2R TE 2 D TIE R BRI 03 2 8 72 2GR B ED
RKDHN D,

RBER - B2EICUI-ZRER

7 — % X—Z : PubMed MM : 2000-2020 keyword - %% : KIEiJE (colorectal can-
cer), JEEIEFE (peritoneal carcinomatosis), A&t (systemic chemotherapy) %
keyword & LT PubMed (2000 4F~) TH# L7z& 25 316 25 S 7z,

ZOHT, KIGHRERBEEOAEZ G L Lz bR o MRRIZ R <, $FI1H
AEROBIENT 11, T AHREROM AT 3 15, #2510 S BT 2 2 3R L 72,

31A - BEXG

1) Kerscher AG, Chua TC, Gasser M, et al. Impact of peritoneal carcinomatosis in the disease history of
colorectal cancer management: a longitudinal experience of 2406 patients over two decades. Br J
Cancer. 2013; 108: 1432-9.

2) Razenberg LGEM, van Gestel YRBM, Lemmens VEPP, et al. Bevacizumab in Addition to Palliative
Chemotherapy for Patients With Peritoneal Carcinomatosis of Colorectal Origin: A Nationwide Popu-
lation-Based Study. Clin Colorectal Cancer. 2016; 15: e41-6.

3) Franko J, Shi Q, Goldman CD, et al. Treatment of colorectal peritoneal carcinomatosis with systemic
chemotherapy: a pooled analysis of north central cancer treatment group phase III trials N9741 and
N9841. J Clin Oncol. 2012; 30: 263-7.

4) Klaver YLY, Simkens LH], Lemmens VEPP, et al. Outcomes of colorectal cancer patients with peri-
toneal carcinomatosis treated with chemotherapy with and without targeted therapy. Eur J Surg
Oncol. 2012; 38: 617-23.
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