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1. BEh'A (ﬁﬁﬁ.l:)?ib“_/u) LR ORI

1) REMBERSA KT 2 EBERAEAE
¥ Stage 0~ 1

TBRE O RIEMEN A life-threat-
ening cancer ~FERB T AEREL, £ OEMIL
- RRETFH THLAIRETH S, LirL 50~60% &
WIBWEERE IUMZEE L 2BEN A~
DHERSHEETHD, BEFHEZEHE LB
REARECET 285 D trial BfThhTw
%

a, MBAFIEARE

FRAENSBAENE MMC % ADM 24t %
BTREFEIRL TH B, Kz BT ADM
% 7213 epi-ADM BEREA RS D RCT 7348
1,732 1D combined analysis 25fThh, @
& control B, ¥ 4b b EFREEFEYIKR(TUR) D
HTRBRY A 7 217 Hazard Lo ©— 7 134ff
B3~ 0AE (BE) L2 £8UE (B
D2IEELEDENET L, @ADMEREW LD
FHID Hazard lLiZ AT 248, B B3 28
FRIVAZRBAFTERB I ERHLLITLIY,
Z DR BREUESADHRERKER KT
WA BRIBERARAREOBKNER 2B S
DBRLEBDEVL S, |

DEDRO Y — 7 ik, B AMROEEHAERE,
AR T CRBTEZMIBARE, Fxdh
TUR TEREL-HPAMBER EXEET 20T
HY, BHEOE VY — 23 initiation #2F Tw
Joe FEMBRANH AR L OB L EEED, &
& I promoter DAFRA AR F W THALT 3720 &
WHRHEE/RTEZT—FThHD, Thibifs
AFIBEBEREARE R EHO C — 7 o5 LT &%)
T 5 I EPERAICHER S hui,

b. BCG AR

BCG (Bacillus Calmette-Guerin) @ EEBEFIIE
ABERRBARLD LIBS S BN -BEYE
B X UERMFIZIR % H T Twvw 3%, BCGERA
HEA LR control #EEEL 7- RCT (n=86) iz

BWTBCCHRIERSANDERSER NG

U, BWEREE S£FRZEMLEIE2 LHELR
BBBREC BV THERINT VLAY, $1, 25
HEEBENW BCCOA YT+ v ABKIEOLT

B ALSECA

VIRESNBEREANTVWEY, ¥4 Fladx -
ETF Y ADERBREIXIRAZTF ) v RidA
BTV, &8, BCG iLERRIBHE, 2 &
RETREWER BB AT IENTEW F, 288
BEROBD L r b FHREINRTHR I DS
BCG EABGREZEE, BRIt 2742 VEFDR
REBEBROBRENVLETH S,

2) R bEEEEE: Stage 11~II

BB T 2 REETHE S A OERE L%
BRERSEHTH 25, ZeVIRFITL 5EER
B2 50~60% LBH TARTH 3, £ DERD—
2L LT, BEFEHNERC T CICBEN RS
FELTWwR LWIEZ REENTHY, Mk
BEOIE MR E B X UL HEiHB L ks
§<@H§?ﬁaenf%koit,ﬁﬁﬁmq‘”

&, M-VAC JE#ETIRFEE D complete response
(CR) 888 20% kB oh 3 25, BEHESE~
DHEEH ZE < L WA E T H AT EE A
BEESIhBZELERoT,

1995 SR D 7 NV — T s & & DB

 FRECET LA T IV ARVIDTRES L

o EDODRTB RCT 2B ATV FEFNIZDOWT
AR oM{Thh iz s, Wl bR iiTaE ¥ JEMET
HEBOTEFREBEEERRBLW ISl ho
29 L L, COMFEBVTRIEFEEREDO LY
ACESDENHD, 5D CDDP Bk i%
CEENTWA I Ed»s, FRIHEERENTR5
THo I AHEELH 5,

CREXL 1999 PR NN, » 757
A-A M2V T REDSHBEHB W & 3 RCT
B, X7V A Y ERLBmEDOBIFETHL
Ew 2z 5, EERHRHEE T2-T4, NO-Nx, M0 0
BE s A 976 B 2345 B modified-CMV 3 32— R 5
TTRECHBITERCEIY i3 h, Bl
REBFEERREEBTE, £HFB0OEITHI
Tzo 3FAFEIIMET CMV MITRE T 55.5%, 3F
MITEET50.0%TH D, WebEEE0E R
ERLTHEEEINLY, LrLZOEmECEAL
T, BHLER EREENBOLBRE -
R<iThbhv Tl YOESRH D, Bk
7R ® SWOG (The South West Oncology Group)
I 5M-VACERAWL KBERCT DR
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Blhd, | ,
PEIDZEFYARRETSEREELTIE, B
AR AT BEREHS A 3 2 WTRTHEEMEEE R DT
EEERT A4 O7F - RARATRE
L Zev, UL, fitAifbFEEEEBITLT &
FEOHEbORTOBOBMAIERTPTOKES
REEIDEET 2L LE»THY, AEREBER
BoEERHELLTHLY, SBOAAEDO—
ELT, Z0XIRBFEORREEZHALLIIL,
E S W ITAEENESPES b E2FRT S C
EBEEEFILN D,
3) Mk bFEE Stage 1111
EMAEER O »Th BERBERERCIRET
% pT3b-pTd RV /@B EOEMIL T T
WEBEBRTH L EEL R, MEREHLER
EREMT 2L TTFROUBERSI T35
LB ENTER, LoL, ZHEHTORCT A
7)Y ADRERT Y, BHOBHEREED
—oORCT i X NEFBHE, EFECBVT
LR ITRESEMTRCY LEBC TR
FHEL EBRT DY, Zh s ORI TY
4 o¥FEhicELTELIBRAh TR D, B
RIEr L TESMERIIALGS T —F Lidwvn
B39, SRR RCT 2 B FHMEAS
L ENSEZ EBEREEN S, B, pT2-pT3a
FEFIC B LT b Ak fiigmantEReos Al
PHRTIEHETELT—Fidawn,
4) E{THIA Stage IV
=i, BRE, BcEET IREBTLENA
RIS AFIC T EEORRERRT I ehb, &
1T 51> T b CDDP &l & L7z (b RS
EEBECTbhTE L, EREET5, 7234
BARpe R FRE XA T 2RO ESFIGE
{b2# 8% & L Tt CISCA (CDDP+CPA+ADR)
3 M-VAC (MTX+VLB+ADR+CDDP)
g, CMV (CDDP+MTX+VLB) Bikix &%
H 5, Fric M-VACH & i = 2 @ randomized
controlled trial (RCT) WX » T, ZDBEEES
BEINLEDBEAERTDBREST WS,
—ix MD Anderson Cancer Center 23 %
CISCA 28 & L7 trial (n=110) T, F=%p
3 (65% vs 46%), ATEHAR] (48.3 weeksvs 36.1

1057

weeks) & b i M-VAC BMENRT w3 Z L2 ER
AN, £z, Indiana KEEFRLE LIS AV—
7 kD CDDP B ¢ M-VAC OHEHER (n=
259) M{Thih'?, REEGBREOREbIREEL
Tw3 D, £FEHMBERC M-VACHTERS
RTWEHD0, 6FEL EDMHALZLERFIX M-
VACETLHDL I »3.7% LB TR
W, Tk, WEEEGR LT~ G-CSF %4t
B L7 M-VAC #E® dose escalation DBZE
DWW THRET &N/, EELEHER D ben-
efit BN TRV, UL, KwwBiT s
& R EIEE (n=89) Tt MEC &k (MTX +
EPI-ADM+CDDP), intensified MEC # #:
(MTX+EPI-ADM+CDDP+G-CSF), M-VAC
BERO=ZEE%2HEE®ET A5 RCTIC L D, inten-
sified MEC B#MNEDECHERCELTWS I L
DIRENTB Y (52%, 76%, 471%)'®, EHTFE
ORI NG,

Bllo ks, B8 E 0 3VIBRTeEE TREE
FEHACHT A I F Y ARET L BREOE—
BIRELTHERM-VACERES DT NS, L
L, &ia#kid CODP IS0 EROEWER N S 18
MElcEF L Twa 2 bdD, HoERETI
EETASHEERRER TV, Lo T, 20X
B> TREHAMOVPALZ LEFRED W
CEeERFHECBWE LT, ExOEfIBT 20
2 FEE D benefit-risk ratio -+ RS T 5 4
ENb b,

IRFE, ES T taxane RSB AFP gemcita-
bine # S HHIGFRAIEFEREOCERAENE
BRI IThbh Twad, BETRE - L{{Tbi
TWwiza,

. Bfmiah*A

T~ T O Stage: no chemotherapy recommended

Stage 1 ~1II: adjuvant cytokine therapy (IFN,
IL-2)

5 A OHE: under investigation

B oiEs:C

Ref. 18-20)

Stage IV: cytokine therapy (IFN, IL-2)

IEFADHE: Ib
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Ref. 23,27)

1. BfarANESERES LU A Y AA >

FEEOBUR

B A X ALEREENCIRIE L AV RG
Liz, LicdioT, HREVHRS 15 RETER
AT, IR, RAENEERTSTOLRS,
7z, BEPHETCERXVWETHATOHEN
BRRMTOThN S Z 2 { v, Lizdio
T, BHSA THRIBGHREESLY A F A4 VK
EPRIBFN A TRERENCGEREN S,

1) B#ifad A RIS VIRR T 8 1# Bh &K 1% Stage
I ~1l

WrerEBhEE £ LT O interferon (IFN) 25513
HERB, PRI OBERTITHATWEEED
3, IFN-a #Hwi-E#Bo RCT TiRiF: A
ETRTOMBTEORIMENREFTEENLT
-2 L, A7 O ETF AR EEE

5 RCT BT T 5T, SBORNBLET

H5,

2) BB A StageIV

Lﬁﬁ%MmAkﬁfaéﬁﬁﬁthﬁ ﬁ
FHFOEZAIFN 2B U ELL-AEEECDLT
PEBNOEREBRWIEERTWEDAT, W
Al X 38R VYA bizd, F4710Dx
VT ARCE T BEEBREEAS DOV,
B BERTEBCBVWORLTHEYA r A4
i3 IFN-&, IFN-~y, & X U interleukin-2(IL-2)
THBH, Th S BERES TOEMRIT 15%51E
TESTHY, BL—HREOL IFN-o FEEICL 3
CRizbT»2%Th220, IFN-« OBHIA
ADBEISIFERATEL T THER I B mf%ﬁén
Tuwih, BERMBsREITIA 7o
yxﬁ5¢#6%%§én1m&mabf@m§
BOMHEERT -7 22 D REDNH LD H
THb, £77, MEIN T EHS { OBEKAE
PHTH, BB L - TRESE, #58, #5
R, SHRAE, ZTHMCWOETIRERRD 2
PR EORENE ST FE—XhTBLT, 25
THIAOQKRTREEEEZ o2, —5,
RCT L T b KL trial DIRG TP x4,

F DT 1999 Fiww & F Medical Research

FEALSRUE

Council b 58 &3 s RCT(n=335) 1k IFN-«

DHEZME% placebo control i VW RET THEER
L7 TEEL Bbi s, T 2 THAEEK me.

droxyprogesterone acetate XS5 S hTw 3%
B, 1EEHEE 1% vs 43%), £EHM 6
Avs8.5»A) bR IFN-a HBERT
e IL-2 WERETRMBOFA P44 v EF
ZTH DM, RERSEERCIDEPACITRE
EEPERTERZLpOERENTL S, L
L, RCT TORSRITObRTEB ST, MBI
Buex+sdRbEETH S, IFN-yBHL T
1998 FEwHF ¥ DIV —7Kk & D placebo %
W E L RCT (n=181) MBE&ahTEY, =
%h=, over-all survival DWW IFh b EBEERLL L
wEah, IFN-y BEZORHEREES L
7229, i, A b AA CHBEERECELTR
198 FWX 75 ADTIV—0nFEELIL-2,
IFN-a, IL-2 and IFN-« #FfB® 3EEFHEL -
RCT (n=425) #db 2, Ch i T hiEEHE
(6.5%, 7.5%, 16.8%) = event-free survival
(15%, 12%, 20% at 1year) TREFBEIERE
W BT 48, over-all survival itZE i <,
Lod IL-2B3E X UHRAE T grade 38 E
OEEAVEREE {HEAL TS Y, HEARED
benefit IFBH bW EEERL T3,
FISAREY A4 b B4 v O W 28R
% OEH B 5,199 FIZFFE S 7z Pyrhonen
5 k5 VLB B L IFN-« and VLB §tH

=D RCT (n=160) T, SRR CEEIMD

BEWCERL (37.8 weeks vs 67.6 weeks), 45
BEORIBEGER 2B E LT3, ZOBK
B IFN-o BHBESHAAE R THLRL AR
RIBE7EH, PIBNAKE IFN-a FEOERAKE*®
level I TEERAL 7z4HTOD RCT tFE X b3,

BEXDIEFrRAeESSERELTH, #
ITEHMEPACH T 2238 EL LTI IFN-q,
IL-228bhFsns,

I HHEES
Stage 1:adjuvant chemotherapy

seminoma A8, LEFADE: IIb (#1450
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Ref. 28) .

non-seminoma FHHA, TE7ADE: Ib (&)
&N B)

Ref. 29)

Stage II~IV, =7 20HE: Ia

ErE0Ms: A

Ref. 30,31,33,34,37,42)

1. BEEEOLFEENRR

R % b 7270\ Stage [ seminoma i, T
WDOAHTIEEACREVEFENLS, UL, F
BRTFC > TREREBSRT Lo, B
SRR X BT Y o N M RESRET
ENTE. TOBR, 2l BcERLIzE
LTh, FERGBUUETHLZIELD, —RK
7Y aS MITEE A NRD™, Stage | non-
sermninoma T, {EFEEDT I a3 Mgk b

BrHREESBRIT5 I LBE,PDLERTY
5208, R VEHRLTH, TOBRDIBETHEHLA
POBRRBELEL L, 7Yy MUERED
HEE X UEHORIEREE 2 3 &, £OHEIGIK
R0 aBENLETH D,

TS B EE L CDDP 08 A LK, {5k
P EBEFEEEONABHUVIROHBIK LoT
70~80% DEFI TIRBEPHREL 2 b, {EFFET
EHEOEBRISELNIHIRLERSLAD—D
TH D, 1977 Fiw Indiana KFE L DEI NI
PVB i (CDDP+VLB+BLM) % ¥, 1981 Fic
Memorial Sloan Kettering Cancer Center
(MSKCC) X »#4 sz VAB-6 ik (CPA+
VLB+ACD+BLM+CDDP)*W e ok L TH
% { DO RCT BPESNBRVBIML N TETSH
D, EEZD S B ) ORI >
EYYRABESNTNE, BRCE>THIET
VAWKETS(EFOBRERRLVETINEERRL
WZ B, FTEMICRD B EREIEAK, BEUER
RHTL A EREREBELRZVLID, EFRE
FLTLHARERSLETH S,

ETBREEER T OFERAERTCEISLT,

SR EDE WL good risk # & FEAT R poor

risk BElC 0 THRE D T EMEn, FEE
LT Lo T I DHERENFE -SSR TE & TiREL
BIEL T Wiz, 1997 iz & 5 %  EE54E (Inter-
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national Germ Cell Cancer Consensus Classifi-
cation: IGCCC) 2337 & /= 5%°2, F L LIFTIC 8
Ea NI BERASRII IR T good risk/poor
risk OB EBEL TS,

U I PVB EdiZETHRRIES 82
BEEEF LIS LD, YHWrs VLBIKELS
MR EEMNMEE 2o Twiz, BE, 1977 i@
Einhorn 2341 TR L 7- PVB#EIE A v 7 X
T1HMNET L, SHEOBELD 12% L% W,
ZoH VLB #HEL THRTSL-EEYND
4, # 2T VLB #ETP o z 7> BEP #i:035
Feah, PVB % OXBER RCT (n=244)
M{Tbh®, ZOHR, BEP 4a20—XETRE
83%iZ, PVB 4 I —XBTH 4R CHBAZLE
EXEoh(FEESR L), BEPETIIHEGS
HENEEI A ¢, high stage EF| T O EFFLEH
BEWEWI L5, BEP BiE TR REE
DEALEREDERBBEEELA AL EIND I
oTwd, 28, VLB REROBFELFERE L
LTIFM, CDDP D ffBETHws N TWwL,

1) EFTHEREREZ —good risk #F

good risk it 0GB OEMTRIBETELE
ENBIEhb, MEEORL L L IEIFRO
BRI DT b EFFICHRET X N T &7z, Southeast-
ern Cancer Study Group (SECSG) TiX, good
risk Bioxt U BEPE®E 3 I—A 4 a0—A %K
# 72 RCT (n=184) 2T\, EHIRBHREC
BWTHFRCERRE L, BEP3 I-AREHE
WwEEERL .

—75, MSKCC T3 VAB-6 E 517 % BLM
DEMER* BT ~<{, VAB-6EEX 32—k
EP &k (ETP+CDDP) 4 7 —R & TRCT 21T
v (n=164), ¥BER 2B LT EIFRVER
ENBIEMIEBREN, EP4 20— A R iEHEBRE L
FELID, o8, COEPERCBEAL TRRK
Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group (ECOG)
MBEP 32— A+ EP 32— %2HEL7 RCT
TEPEEORENEL Z I 2B I LY,
BLM OEEM#EHL 7z, ThicxL MSKCC

TS EER O retrospective study (n=214) @

#ZHE EP 42— BEP 3 I— R LEFOHE
THBELTWE®, 7 OfFFEIE Nationa! Can-
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cer Institute 234 >~ —*» b TAAL T3
physician’s data query (PDQ) BT BEP
B3 3 — AW BWTiE BLM 4% essential T#%
2r1L, BEP3a2—X, EP43—AWH5% stan-
dard LT3,

BEED, €7 AT SR EEE
—good risk B i ¥ 5 B A (L3 5% 1 BEP &
HE3I-AXNBEPEELI—RATHLEWL
Do o
2) EITHERAEEE —poor risk B

poor risk R FERIR CRIBEF X 30%R1%
wLdBohd, ZhsEfhcxtd 2 kEkiE
DELPREEZFREL > Tw3, BARTHR~AL
PVB & & BEP B O B HECY LI, poor
risk HEOBALFERFEEE LTI BEP 4 21— X3
BEEY 25> T3, TOH, EBEEOR LY EE
LT CDDP #3879, RO HFLEEED
VA2 TH B VIP B % first line & L THA
T5O0 EDRBABRCT Lo ThINnizds,
BIfEMA IS8 & N 5 7210 T BEP Sk % 28 < iR
CEBUTTwRYy, o

—74, EEEREREEHA L AB{bEEEE
poor risk HOHEALEREE L THVLZEA D
a3 T3, MSKCC T poor risk 2 30 i
VIP 2 2 —A%MTL, BE~—»—OFEE»
Bh2EMCIIREBLERE 1~2 30— %, Fh
AR VIP 20— ®2E@MT3ckick g
#HT57%D CR #87, Zhix@%D CDDP %
sk LIz VI A OB E R L THEICBEF
LA THY, poor risk BT AKBILERELE
Bl MA T2 2 L CHRERORENPFTE 2 L
L7z, ZOWER RCT Tl wi-H PDQ el
WT b standard L iIX AR IR T, FHE
BEP 42~ ARt BEP 2 a—2+kE{5Esk
(CBDCA+ETP+CPM) % Hk# 3+ 5 RCT »34
THRTH 3, '

PEEY, 87 AwET ST EE-
poor risk B xf 3 5 B A {LEEE X BEP 55k 4
A—ATHY, ABLFREOBFEICOVWTR
BEETHRO RCT 0BERE 2/ hohidk s
V3,

3) ETHEEREE TR

BALSREE

BALERE (FBREEZO/ABBHIR) & -
TCREG oL EBOBERE>, BALEEET
B~ % —»IEEL B vWiESho X T 5 8E L
WL LT, PYBEEB LU BEP Eiko
BIMDbL D CDDP L OMEZRED & 2
IFM ##&8 A L /- VIP (ETP+IFM+CDDP)/
VelP (VBL4+IFM4CDDP) Eikadtaifyhr v o
ATH5H2, AL LU THREEN PVBOIBA
it VIP #, BEP DB &ix VelP #Bw3s, L»
L, Indiana X¥ W8 2 RESABEEORE
(n=135) w I hif, ~RBEFLCLEREEL LT
VelP R4 32— R 2 1T L 72848 © failure-
free survival 12 24%iz & ¥ % > T 349, =

FRILFRLE, —REFBZRUBOBELE
Etutxﬁmiﬁ&%gxf5ﬁ&ﬁaén,(

ML RENTWEH, RCT W X 25K &
Ty, J/E, BINT—RBF(LEREELEE L
TVIPEM : VIP+ K B{b2EE P KT 2
RCT #EfTHTH 349,

BEED, TEFyRcEks ETissEE

OBFCFRTE DOEIR L VIP/VelP Tk L w2

%o REICFREDENEIC OWTIZ, BEET

. O RCT DEREFL 2R 50,

IV. BiIiEHA

{LEREORE: NS WBECELIEHEDE 2T
FTEIETRiZREv, _
{BZEAS WEREE D Stage IV L TR 8

WL L VAR E S bORE VRSN TS Y

IAHTHS,
IR O®RE
Stage 1: %, = tF > ADH: 1Ib
Ref. 46)
Stage II: monotherapy: under investigation
neo-adjuvant hormonal therapy:
YTV ADE: BRgIR: Ib
EEREER. U7 Akl
Ref. 48,49)
B E: B
Stage [Il: monotherapy: T ADE: la
BEoms:A
neo-adjuvant hormonal therapy:

B L e T A L O S Y o P
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T EF v ADE: BEhRE: [b

EEZREE TEF AL

DS B

Ref. 50)

StagelV: = £ 7 > ADH: la, 72721 Maximal
Androgen Blockade (MAB) k22w Tid, £77H
RIEEOMENH B LT HHDELBETLIHD
HEH la VRAVTHREEN TS,

EEDESA

Ref. 51,52-55)

AR ERIR DS A 3R under investiga-
tion

. BISIIRANA DORESIBEEOIRIK

m4ﬁﬁ&khwfﬁ,ﬂﬁmﬁﬁk@5m$
EEIEES TREE LY, KA, &EAZ B
BRI EMERIRIERATH L, LrL, TOHRE
DEMN 2~3 ETH B T E, %7 impotence *
libido DIE Tz E M ECBIEFRASREE 2 D,
FOEGWRBRBHE, Lisi-T, RBAiRE
2 A TRHARE T P BAHREEOBIE L & h
% ,Stage | T, HELZRBREDAHTH FHEN
ThbhnkToHENEDD, BKTILERNS
< DEFIH Z TS T B9, Lizdi-> T, LR
AT L ERIA S R E DI & & 7 3 DA
Thd, LLEA RABRRNKAICISVTIRG
B 5 ISR, 2R EESEARE
L, &Y 7 v 7 Ak placebo i X % dou-
ble blind RCT T, AV T v 7 AR
PSA doubling time & progression free survival
DEENTD S l®, ZOREX 2001 F5 B3E
EFLSBEINTDOT, RXOBRMIFL-ND
Y23 ThY, FHRICLYD Stage 1~k $ 3
R EEDEADBED 2RIglESH 5,

1) fifaniEEh s v v EE

LH-RH 7+ o # % pure antiandrogen DR
wk D, BEREETI-T2NOMO fEFe X+ %
neoadjuvant hormone therapy (NHT) OFE B
KOWTORENEZENTWS, NHT @ down
staging R 5 X VIRR TS E DR ) o VHiER
BoOBYELTHA, ZL{ORCTIKL>TETD
HEMSERI LTS, 1998 £ Bonney 543 7
HER 1,354 B0 A7 7Y v RA%EHEL, NHT
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MEATE R NHT ERTEHCEEE 2 FEL
TD pT stage MEL, YIRFHBERE KW
FEBEZRLLT, L L, NHT S&EFErE
BEWIWHLMR I T AREBATIHES N
T 6T, & trial ORBTFROBFIER 242
TR 6 R0,

2) EITHAISIES AW T 5 NS WEE

RIS FIRPIEBNEELEOMIG T\ Stage 111
~IVEXf LT, AoEERINEREh, EaihE

BELNT WS, Stage MIO—ETIXFH P
SHREED TS Z L bbb 50, —RICHER
PAT B ETHEI IR A OIEEEE ISR,
R REREBC LT Y VENEETS
5o LanL, IR T OTEE & 341, BRI 1940
EICFET S B EYEBREA I N TS,
KERESIZLTWRLE LS T IV, 1985 Fic
Labrie BRI EEEAO7 v Fos D55
WUHHEBHETH B LDEZI S, B (BHE
ki LH-RH 7+ o 27#%4) & pure anti-
androgen @ flutamide # A3 2 Z L T, FHEB
FUBIBAFO7 v Foy »eilfid 3 maxi-
ma!l androgen blockade (MAB) OERE2#1®D
TR L1259, BLsk, MAB EfTRINIER A A DIGHE
LT FRE o T ERY, EBEME
HEBELUEBTFEEEETI0E I PEREOHNR
EloTwnd,

Prostate Cancer Trialists’ Collaborative Group
(PCTCG) IXETEINIEEMSA I T 5 22 HER,
5, TI0EFENRE LIc AF T F ) ¥ A 21TV,
MAB §k & RS R E CETBRCEEE
LEHELI, L, COHBRDENMIBAT
oA FEHRT > Fasy wHO cyproterone  ace-
tate EALI-LOMEENTEY, MABEXL T
RFEeTHo-alfEENH %, T TINS 2R
HLIAZTFHFI YR (1358 2,922 fE5) b

b, o X nEJEEREME, £FBRE

HILBEBK MABEENENT WS Z MRS
N, @Rk 27 HE, 8,275 BRI RS DR
DAZTFVYATH, FATOA FRAT >~ F
o4 vElTE, MABBrEELRZEEERED LAY
T,

—%, SWOG = X 2 K#E% RCT (n=1,387)



1062

BT, 8+ lutamide R 5B L £ &
i+ placebo e E5F L OB MBITHON T, FHE
FHEEEIE T33.50A, BER29.9»A,
over-all survival WBEER 7 <, # flutamide
BEBTIRTH El0oRELFECRIEHN
ERaniY, AEBR TR EBMEBITL
Ty, LH-RH7 o7 858 THEE
% flare up PRE 3774 7> A% ¥ O bias
L TBY, EEEOERECET—FTH
F QAT -8

Ll E, IRE S TiX, MAB ORI 2WT O
SR DIHELY,

& &
EITH AT BRI T A DF
EEREDS A
M-VAC

MTX: 30 mg/m? div day 1
VLB: 3mg/m? div day 2
ADM: 30 mg/m? div day 2
CDDP: 70 mg/m? div day 2
days 15 and 22: MTX 30 mg/m?
VLB 3 mg/m?
every 28 days
B HRELt A
1) IFN-a (300~500 FEA) % 1~28Kk 1 H
T 1 FHE%E,
2) IL-2 (70~210 FEGD) %3 B AREEHE,
RBEEE
1) BEP
CDDP: 100 mg/m? div day 1
ETP: 100 mg/m?* div day 1-5
BLM: 30 units im day 1, 8, 15
2) VIP
CDDP 100 mg/m? div day 1
VLB 0.11 mg/kg iv day 1 and 2
IFM 1.2 g/m? div day 1-5
3) XEBEEE (CEC
CBDCA: 500 mg/m? divday 1, 3, 5
ETP: 400 mg/m* divday 1, 3, 5
CPA: 50 mg/kg div day 3, 5
PBSCT:day 8
BILBRDI A

BeA' S 8%

1) LH-RH 7= =2 } 1 month depot; Leu-

plin 3.75 mg £ /2%, Zoladex 3.6 mg
2) 1) A4 > 375mg/day £7ziE, HV
F v 7 A 80 mg/day ZHtH
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