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Az T, M2k PS, Stage. PUEEHAHE DA A% 5
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RIS B ME—DARIGIETE L. YBRTH 525, Wk
B 20%FRE LGS BB L IZ A EEREL
YIRAlTEE & 7o 35 5 EAEAFERIT 10 8% & v, — T, B
DK LHE S B AT 2 R0y 2o bappii i3
Bl FTHOWES HIFL TEL DRI
T 5, BE O b2, 1990 FA8HT £ Tlx. 5-FU

I S T 72 h%, 1997 4RI, GEM 2%, 5-FU &
NIRRT (RCT) T, Z%0885.4% L IREET
B o 72 H3 SERARAIZD R 23.8% & A I EE T, MST
L5. 7 HEABIENTH 22 s s, 2L
#%. GEM % Huls & L 72 b8005 iR HEVAHE & L TIn <

Tl

HOLNE L) Ich -7, AIBTL, BICHNT 2 GEM
DR G 2001 4F 4 HICAKR I N 2B A ¥
4> Tz, i%ﬁﬂi%féb:ﬂ@'éf%ﬁ%@-kﬁ&%& L T
RPINTD (HEIEEA)?, [N i N = S T
mc R E BT S, KOV /1'[3t ‘) T Y EElo S-1
DGR HEATIEIE IS L Tfrb i, 21.1-37.5% & B
TIENEEDAF L N2 2 & B3I, 2006 4F 8 i, W
JEICKT 5 S-1 OIS AR S iz, F 72, AT
FEEICH L GEM & S-1 20 L 72, BB ITAHRERIC B
WO, FEENER 449, FEREA AR (PFS: progression
free survival) 5.9 A, 14EEFFE 33% & RIFZc it %
RL72Z &2 59 LA, GEM H Al vs. S-1 H #l vs.
GEM+S-1» RCT (GEST study) 4%, EIIAHEER & L
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L2 L. BEx R BT 2 EHE0EHE. BL Vv
R L ) I N BHICBIT230THY . Ll
FD L e, HIREHERICE W TE CRERT 5. per-
formance status (PS) ARG, S, 3 Bk b 4]
R AEY Y (AR O)“C‘% 5, ARz id. I EER
BIRBEIC BT B BEIEZHFIC O\ T, retrospective |2 4
L. &fl. BIu. fbj@}ﬁffﬁf DIGI AR & BRT L.
TETHR T %2 L 72,

MR - &

2001 4 1 A2 5 2007 4F- 9 H F Clc i E R AR
TReWr, WEHEL 72, R ESE % SO BE 92 Bl 2 W5 &
L7z, Btekd ) g (Rl M9, performance
status (PS). JEOLERAL, stage). FIENEHE & ZDEORE
WAL L. EREGEFIC OV TRGEEL 72, Gl B
12, 200749 H30 HE L7z, TTP. BLU, EFHFHIZ
Kaplan-Meier % W TS L. T TRIET o FE
I21%. Cox proportional hazard % 72, HEZED
Mg 21X Logrank . 2 #ERI O ME IS 12 x2 Mg 2
W, p<0.05 ZFEEE L7,

& X

SEX5 92 Bl BF T FR L. B/ ©59/33 B, ST
SEHD 69.6 . WIRHE PS 13 0-1/2/3/4 5 68/17/5/2 1. %%

D ERAF BEER /AR ER © 39/53 B, stageI/II/I/IVA/
NV B :4/2/7/23/56 B TH - 7z, WIEAEREZ . T (VIRR/
Il 5/ BB /SRR b /by /BSC - 34 (14/
17/3)/3/22/33 BICTH V) | Hli BT & iﬁ'ﬂﬂﬁﬁm 20
4BZZ D1 BSC & o722, &FBICBWT, A
5 D BRI G I A AT & 1L 72 AT 55 15J (59.8%) .

BSC D ADEH 37 B (40.2%) TH-72 (Fl), 4H)
BT 5 B E1Z 238.5 H, MST 259 H, 14F
ﬁ$38.4%>\ 2 ARHEAFER10.4%. 5B B.7T% T
Ho72 (K1), EmTRICHFSGTI2RTEL T, LR
EHTIC BV TiE, Flp. PS. Stage. PUEEAR DA B
HiFLil, 20 4THEICOWTCEERBI 2IT-72 & 2
5. gz, PS, Stage. YUEEHAE DA IS, Fhar L
FHTFUMRTE L ThIFLsN(F2), PUESIGHREE
& BSC # o el ¢l3, MST 2 PulEEa#EE)T 338 H,
BSC#A7129 HTH V. PUEBHGHRED 147, 24, 5
FAELEL 38.4.19.2,8.0% Th » 7zdicxt L, BSC ##
Tl 1D 24 3% TH - 7205, 2 4L Eo L)
3 7Zr-72 (K2), Lo L. BUEEREER S BSC D
WRKT % ki3 % & BSC NI ) »EimE. PS TR
Bl % e &0 BRICIIRRENH 72 (F3).
AL HREHATRE COMET AT - 72, &flicB T, #)

11 24 FRE (MST)
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A FHRIRRIE (MST) 2598
15 /25 / SF4EFE | 38.4/10.4/8.7%

1 ZHICHFSMST. £77X

®1 MRADBEERSGREE

AE iy SESE (HEPH) 69.6 (46-94)
TR B /4 59/33 (64.1/35.9%)
K2 PS 0-1/2 68/17 (73.9/18.5%)
(ECOG) 3/4 5/2 (5.4/2.2%)
EBAL BEER /KR 39/53 (42.4/57.6%)
Stage 1/11/11 4/2/7 (4.3/2.2/7.6%)
NA/NB 23/56 (25.0/60.9%)
wlaEE P (IR HBIIE) 34 (14/17/3)
(36.9% (15.2/18.5/3.3%))
TR b s (3.3%)
b2 22 (23.9%)
BSC 33 (35.9%)
S REBIGHE DU BTG 55 (59.8%)
BSC 37 (40.2%)

i%-, ECOG . Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group. PS ; Performance Status



*xp HBTERN. STEBEMCLIFETIRF
HERNT | SRR
P HR 95% CI »
PRI 0.2533
A fify 0.0099 0.995 0.97-1.02 0.7080
ECOG PS <0.0001 1.52 1.14-2.04 0.0046
A 0.1222
Stage <0.0001 2.87 1.85-4.45 <0.0001
BUEEE RN A | <0.0001 5.00 0.10-0.43 <0.0001
*®3 MESAEREBSC#DEESES
PO S IE PR BSC # P
(n=55) (n=37)
£ Sl (#EPH) | 64.3(46-85)  77.3(49-94) <0.0001
P 5/ 37/18 22/15 N.S.
W2 PS 0-1/2 50/5 18/12 <0.0001
3/4 0/0 5/2
v BER /ARG 20/35 19/18 N.S.
Stage 1/11/10 2/2/4 2/0/3 0.045
NVA/NVB 8/39 15/17
B, N.S. ; not significant
] MST
1 SEFHMMST) 135.7%. FBHIBE (CR+PR+SD) I3 60.0% T -
% .8 72. TTPHyiEix 78 H. GEM i6#EAM1% 0 MST 12
i — RESAREY 216 HTH 72 (%5, X3), 72, GEM #5412 S-1
Z 6 — Bsc BHG L2 TONZ DN T b RE L7z, PS 13 0-1 % 6 )
F:d .- (85.7%). 2H°141(14.3%). v A% S-1 HElH6
' % (85.7%). GEM+S-125 141 (14.3%) Th -7z (3
2 4) D ZHNET 14.3% R EMHIHARIL 85.7% TH -
| 72o TTP v fifilx 69 H. S-1 &6#EBMA% D MST 13 144
0 T T T T T T T ET\%Of: (%5\ 3)0
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 302?
ay g
ilES e BSCE: = -
SR D RE (MST) 338H 1298 LR R AW B W T, 2001 4F 1 A2 % 2007 4F
14/ 24 / SRR (38.4/19.2/8.0% 243/ —/—% 9 H F TOH 6 FHDMIC, MitkFFHEE ZOIREL 92

2 HESAEEE BSC B#OMST., £77X

EREHE.  F 72 I3RS BT, BB i &
L. S bl & AT L 72 42 Pl 2 fbiieallie & L.
D5 B GEM USNoBirs AF 285 L 72 24 & . GEM
WD 17— (GF3mlks) KimTh - 72 5 #l % Kyt
L7235%% GEM & & L T, GEOBFER E Lz, B
Hi5 . PS0-1 4729 1(82.9%) T. Stage VB#%33
B (94.2%) & KEH¥E LD, WIRGEOL Y 2 i
GEM # #l 5 31 %] (88.6%). GEM+5FU %% 3 #i
(8.6%). GEM+UFT #* 1%l (2.8%) TH -7 (¥£4),
B Il 155 B, BG- o hIuEis 6 b, &
Pe b P Uit 7800 mg. iGH D ZERHE (RR | CR+PR)

BB L 72, £fEBlic 515 MST 13259 H (8.6 H)

Th -7z, BARBEESS (JPS) T & 2 BEE ek 2007
Tld. 21 FE TOBEREMBFEL T, 1980 F4X. 1990 FAX.
2001-2004 4E 3 A3 T, EFEEROHR 2 A EL T
WBAHL 2z kB &, 1980 F40UE MST 5.2 4 H. 1990
EARIT 6.5 H. 2001-2004 4E T 10.24 H L HEE N
T 39, BB THOHE MST 8.64 A &, 2001 4ELL%
DRELHEHE LT, £EORIEEGEG) & kL T, 4
BTl 80 LA L AT 22 8% L I TH B Z L HY
BT 5N (EEEERTIE 3.6%). ZOHEH., BSC &% b
R D Zdr o Telcd & FEZ 5N b, AHDREEZHENE
TP TOUREEL T ABIHIZ, —oicit, 4,



x4 GEME. S-1HOBEER

GEM #¢ S-1#
(n=35) (n=7)
TE AR BRI 4F i
SR () 65 (46-85) 62.9(47-81)
R B/ 25/10(71.4/28.6%) 5/2(71.4/28.6%)
THHEBLAR: 0-1/2 29/5(82.9/14.3%) 6/1(85.7/14.3%)
PS 3/4 1/0(2.8/0%) 0/0(0/0%)
Stage 1/II/II 1/0/0(2.9/0/0%) 0/0/0(0/0/0%)
VA/NVB 1/33(2.9/94.2%) 1/6(14.3/85.7%)
GEM 31(88.6%) S-1 6(85.7%)

ilalitfRy 2 2 >

GEM+5FU  3( 8.6%)
GEM+UFT 1( 2.8%)

GEM+S-1 1(14.3%)

&*5 GEM2. S-1#HOER

GEM #¢ S-1 8
(n=35) (n=7)
LI ] v 2hefil 155 H 144 H
5% (HE) hivl 6 8] (3-38 [a]) 56 H (28-168 H)
eI 7800 mg (2000-54400 mg) | 5220 mg (2800-13440 mg)
B#EE CR 0( 0%) 0( 0%)
PR 2 (5.7%) 1 (14.3%)
SD 19 (54.3%) 5 (71.4%)
PD 14 (40.0%) 1 (14.3%)
Z#5hE (RR=CR+PR) 5.7% 14.3%
HEEHEE (CR+PR-+SD) 60.0% 85.7%
TTP 78 H 69 H
BHBALE1: MST 216 H 144 H
GEMBHIE#&MST S-1BHtREMST
" . 216 B " ; 144 ©
.84 .81
% 28
> .6 .61
4 =
4] 41
.24 .21
0 o
0 500 10I00 15I00 20b0 (Day) 0 100 200 300 40°(Day)

3 GEM#<& S-1 #oammnE MST

BIEDIEFERAICETAZE T Y 2 F 50w D00 h 1) |
HEATHE I B U CHY) 2 ia B IREN L L H Itk > T &
R EEZLILED, L) —DITiE. 2001 G Prb
& 78 - 72 GEM. 2006 PRI )G & 70 - 72 S-1 #2113
U & DB H T S5 5,
LB Tl BIAE, VIR TR, & B Wit e F
FOWEIFICH T 210 L L Tid. GEM Bk %

AR E L CB ) F0HAL ¥ 2213, 1000 mg/m?,
30 i, M1 mE, 3HIKRD4HE 1 a—2, L
fo. BEHERY R L LT B, Bz OMETTlE. GEM D%
E125.7%. MST 12216 H (7.25 H) TH 72, %
DIFEE ATH . GEM HANGHFE D Z=h=1T 10% R4,

MST X6 —7 » HRRETH ). T’z OBEIZEEFOH
HLIZFAFED L D EFEZ 57z, GEM O HBBLLIF:, J§E



JBOETFRIIKIFICIER L. GEM D BIBIEHE~DERK
BIEFICRE L DD D 05, ZORIRITPL TR D
WBRE TR e <L B, R TS C e bR
DGR DAT LN TS, T E TV DD GEM
vs. PUBFIHANGE D RCT 25fTb itz h5(FK 6) ., M
EHFHARIZ VTN L GEM B3 ) »ENTE Y . GEM
%z bl 2 ia#Esh R Rk Twie w9, —F T, GEM
IZEWER DS IR A7 L MOFEF EHFH LT W &
b, GEM 2k L2 HE L 2HEHREI N T»
%, 2007 £ ASCO (American Society of Clinical
Oncology) T. Heinemann 513, 15 ® RCT. 4465 %/
DAZTF) L ZOBRS 2 L T 52079, ZDFE
T. GEM Hi5 & GEM + &Ml tEHiEH o ft o Mk
WEHz BT, GEM+ 7" 7 FF vz GEM +
7 Ak ) 3 o BRIESe ek AR (0S) % UGET
D2 EHTRENTz, T2 L. HEAMBEER I A AR DY
e b Tz DI, PS 0 D& HIRRED BIF e il o A T
PS1 L EDEF TIE, FrABENBEIZ 2, LA
GEM HANAEHE ZAT ) NE L DR TH > 72,

7 ofbE ) 2 v EEICOWTIE, RO 5-FU » 7
v 7w 7 THb, capecitabine & GEM OFEHICES L
T, 22D RCT »frbit, 1 2Tix. MST7.44 H vs.
6.0 22 H (pfE0.026) &. BHRABEDILARIRITRE N
72D 4 ) —H TR BEDTRD SNk h - 7219, AF
Tl3. Bk L 912, capecitabine & [E L. #1107 w1k
B DU EIEITCH S S-1 0%, IRICH L T BT
AR L. 2006 4E 1 13 I 0T L TR BB G SR FR
72349, BfE, GEM & S-1 OFEHBEE: (GS #ik) »
ok B, BEC, IR V—T0 5 BRI 70 i
DBEFHEEN 5130, LIt F BB (GEST
study) 2HEFTH TH 5, FIMNEEIC GS k2 EAL 72
Yotr. ZRIGHICB TR R e e b, v
DB B, WEEIZHEATR O, ZRIEHRELTS1%
BATE LWL Znizo, Bl O L w En

9#E 2L H N S-1 DG HERAIEDITIZOW T,
BAEAATH O KBBGRBRORER 2 FF O NN D 5, BLIK
TlZ GEM & S-1 O 2 ¥ 55 30580 5 2 Tld 7o »
72, MEETIE, RIGHEOBEIR 25§ 720, AR
FHE % . —RKiGH %2 GEM HAH ., K62 S-1
By L, Aok - Td, 20, —KiG# %= S-
1 HFIED:, KA BE 2 GEM HAED: L L Tw 5, 40
ORI, S-1 B5001%. B2, Bia# & L T GEM
LI NTEBY ., GEM #IC S-1 2 #5- L 72 M3 7
Bl & EFIEIZIER IS L DD =88 14.3%. S-1
BHAit2 D MST ¥ 144 H (4.845 H) L BIF L B#ETH -
720 ZRIGHEIZ D T KRB ThH 5 GEM H3 s &
7o FER B xS & L7z, S-1 #o 85 TUAHEBR T, 2550
2 15%. M EAEEHIRM 2.0 B, &R 4.5 H &
HEINTW L, e OBESTHITITRHEFDOBGRE T
B oz, r OB Tl AL L 2 FRETFURT & LT
PS. Stage., HUEEIAREDH DB 1T 5 L7225, 41l i
JEEIEHE 2 L F U DV TOMD WBRETHIIAT-> T e
WV, Gt ST VERTIRRIC e - 72 2 & T, FERAIUGEL
fere X ZRIGEUBEORGET b & 728 AR A L2
EHEZ B,

B, BRI BW T, AT ENEHRIEDBFE,
HEHIFHEZ L Wood ) R PTcHEEIC B W T,
S FREENRIRIE DGR AT Th 5, FIEHI T
5 I AH 38 BR ic 8 v» T, GEM & EGFR (epidermal
growth factor receptor) #AfZfjE L7zFwv > ¥F-—
YR H] T H % erlotinib DA O A PEHFEH & 1L
7219, Z DO R Tld KRIBIE OIS THRMEAEEH &
1L C\» % bevacizumab. cetuximab IZBJL Tix, & Hic
GEM &t DHH THMMEZ2 R T I LD TE Lo
#2020 VEGFR (vascular endothelial growth factor
receptor) . Ifil/IMREIRIEHE K T2 254K, c-Kit FHLE/EM
EHTAEeNTI—7y bokOF e X —vilE
FITH 5 axitinib 5. GEM & DHH O E THHRE TR

*E6 ETREICHIDIERCFREDRFRSR (GEM vs. FERIEAIAE SIMEEER)
B Ik B 205(%)  piE MST p i s, HusE
5-FU 63 0 NS 4.41 0.0025 Burris et al®
GEM 63 5.4 5.65 1997
Marimastat 5 mg 104 3 NA 110 H 0.163
Marimastat 10 mg 105 3 NA 105 H 0.045 Bramhall et al?
Marimastat 25 mg 105 3 NA 125 H 0.78 2001
GEM 103 26 167 H
BAY12-9566 138 1 NA 3.74 <0.001 Moore et al®
GEM 139 5 6.59 2003
Exatecan 169 0.6 NA 151 H 0.0993 Cheverton et al?
GEM 170 7.6 197 H 2004

W&, NS ; not significant NA : not available



x7

ETRECHI SEFFEREDEAKEER (GEM vs. GEM ZHiD & L I-ZHIBAiAR)

GEM+ 7°7 5 844

w3 B ZE%) pfiE MST(H) p i WA, WS E
GEM +cisplatin 53 26.4 0.02 30 34 0.48 Colucci et al*V
GEM 54 9.2 20 4 2002
GEM +cisplatin 98 10.2 NS 7.5 0.15 Heinemann et al'?
GEM 97 8.2 6.0 2006
FDR-GEM +oxaliplatin 157 26.8 0.04 9.0 0.13 Louvet et al'®
GEM 156 17.3 7.1 2005
FDR-GEM + oxaliplatin 276 9 NA 5.9 0.016 Ponlin et al'®
FDR-GEM 277 10 6.0 0.05 ) 000%‘“ cra
GEM 279 5 4.9
GEM+ 7 vfbE ) 3 2 8l

mOW B 2% piE MST(H) p WEE, WA
GEM + capecitabine 267 14.2 0.008 7.4 0.026 Cunningham et al'®
GEM 266 7.1 6.0 2005
GEM +capecitabine 160 10.1 NA 8.4 0.314 Herrmann et al'®
GEM 159 7.9 7.3 2005
GEM+5FU/LV 230 4.8 NA 5.85 0.6830 Riess et al'”
GEM 236 7.2 6.2 2005
GEM+S-1 55 44 .4 - 10.1 - Ueno et al® 2007
GEM + 4 FRERIE K

wmoOW 3 B ZE(%) piE MST(H) p i WA, BEE
GEM +erlotinib 285 8.6 NA 6.24 0.038 Moore et al'®
GEM 284 8.0 5.91 2007
GEM +bevacizumab 302 13.1 NA 5.7 0.40 Kindler et al?®
GEM 300 11.3 6.0 2007
GEM +cetuximab 316 12 NA 6.4 0.14 Riess et al?V
GEM 326 14 5.9 2005
GEM + axitinib 69 7 NA 6.9 (HR ; 0.71) Spano et al??
GEM 34 3 5.6 2008

WS-, NS ; not significant NA ; not available FDR ; fixed-dose-rate infusion

AR TH - 7229, BUE A OMER: D 2 L T. GEM
vs. GEM +axitinib o [E B[R 25 MIAHA R 05 A TH Th
N, ZNHDRRDIEFES NS,

KR TlE, EICHIEDIRIC BT 523 b REicon
THEL 72, BE3EGEoREZTH ). RNERF%
HigL Thka iRAD L IN T 5, SR~ 7Zeh - 72
B WAL RO L REH E ODH ) |
HEWICHATT 5 NEEHEZ LT3, T2, FUBIE
IZBW i, PAZEMEE, HLEPIZE. KT &A1t
FED Y P r—)LDIzéH D, interventional therapy 7°
BEETH 5130, EIREHE L EOEM 7, T L IER I EE
THHZEEBNTUI L S\, 26 DA, Hifiz
Hhb¥d o729 2T, AFHREOMAZ TS, Whrich
R, ORI AT ) 2, & D) S0 2o iE A g
DY &, EBEICHI2HNEEHZ D,
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