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Radiotherapy for Head and Neck Cancer
Masamichi Nishio

Radiotherapy plays an important role in therapy for head and
neck cancers from the aspect of functional and cosmetic
conservation. In 2001, 130,000 patients underwent radio-
therapy for the first time, and those with head and neck cancer
accounted for 12.5% of this population. However, we can-
not consider the management of head and neck cancer without
understanding the similarities and differences among the
primary sub-sites, because there is a significant difference
in the natural history of cancer among these sub-sites. Treat-
ment results are improving with the popularization of ster-
eotactic radiotherapy and concurrent chemotherapy, in ad-
dition to traditional brachytherapy. Trends in radiotherapy
for head and neck cancer are summarized in this article by
discussing the specificities and similarities among sub-sites.

Research Code No.: 603

Key words: head and neck cancer, chemoradiation,
brachytherapy
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EMIAEWIZ X H2001 FEDRECERITHIOTATS S
5, F0S LEEMBIBRDOK 2 % THYFLTE
Ly, L LB L BROBHF L VI RT, U
5FITHETHEHERITEELMEL O TWA. HERK
SHERERF 4 JASTRO) F— ¥ N—ARBEIT L 5 &EK
EHE AR OB E A TIX, 2001 4E 2 SHRGHE
FFHEERIIMIIFATHY, £09) B12.5%IXHEHA
WIBIEFThH 5. KFEE1320044E 3 A I HUEHRGHHRETHE
HAKIA V| Z2VER LA v b T4 (http://web.sapmed.
ac.jp/radiol/guideline/) L TH Y, BHER 2 IGHETH G
Bl X3 FbL b2 BE L LTHEE VW, $NCI-PDQ &
DZ L OEHRERS Z EFMTEEL O, FETIIELRER
oM 2EHE, LBLTWAEHZMEM)ZET,
FHSAETE OB HRIG IS B 2 BB S L B OB Iz DO
TOHEHT 5.
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A. TESHEREDIFEL

TESEERAE A (NENS - MET - 5EF - HET) LR (RS -
ERE) RS LTwATD, HEOHMIZEIZHEES B
BT 750 Tid e, RERQOLZ MR L CHEEIFICHE
2RI LVWEBIROLNS, 2 LT, HEEIRERET
MY Tide CEE) oS & OFfRe R, FERRALIC
&0 B OMRER AR TR 570, SIEERE - T
ik - AL L OB EREOS R A G DD EE
Thh, FLLEELD.

TESEEE DGR ORISR TH ), Falr, B,
HiE#I Omono-therapy 721 T £, #FHT - iR HRE b
FE L ORI EOBENERIITON TS, 7R
EEHE GRS, ©— v FES, KHEAEBYH b Rvaliic
EaBIEFD S, FLT, Sl TIRERFMERISE LT
ENBEHEIA R LR IRST IMRT) AT T 5,
) U EERICE LT Y oSEEER SRR TS S
75, IESERE CIRB SRR OB & DAV THIHNIER
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Fig. 1 Palpation of the cervical lymph nodes

ENB. 29 LIBRRRIGHREL B IRIRT 2 Ml
RKENB0, BOHHRIEEED HEI RS b 236 L
BITLEMNTES,

oI, HEIMEIIGREORBBIElTEE L B
DRETH L. BIZIE, WECTFEEEOBSHIEERD
EBIZZ 2T, ARG ICHERRPER 2 3K L7256
DHFILFFEE ICHEETDH 5 4%, HEIBEO—RIGERICH
Y P NERREASI B L 7o A L SR RN 1T & D iE DS
25 L, BEEROFEEIBRE L TCOLHHEEMNICI DR
BERLER D E ., o THEROHERLHREELY
CONEER I BB R IRRE T 2 {, BEEEOm LD
DIIIEBBRENEEL 25,

B. R LOEEMA
BEEOBVEDO—DODHEEIL, EIEIRZ T, W2
TELHUTHAZLHETONDL, Z0M, FHEHBHEIT
wOHEEL - MEZITTRELEMETH Y, TR RDEC
LB 1E e+ ERT 2SN EECTH L. FBHA
BIIECAM I DI D iThb A 720, BETHORIEITiERET
RETEICDWT DS  DEHREGATWA, MBI L 21EE
WAE DTEHIL, BETRRSEREER T OFEDRE L §
RIGAE. FDR, HEICYST - TIEHREERMERO
CEEOBHRLHATH Y, WEGEHEFECHRASE AR
&) EMELIEEFTRZICBT 2 2 L FEETH 5.
TFRIZKE (ST 28I » EHOBEIZB VT,
BEBAFRICRVIERNIZSN & LT, TELIE L 7-lZIc &
DSmmiEEEDY) ¥ SE E TR TTRETH 5. TIEBICIZK9150
~350M D) X EI(EHD ) ¥ OM3)HIFIEL, T
NMEAY — % GO OEIEREL & TIREHEICERT
CEREMOmML THB, NS YREOMBIZ L5
TIdFig. 1 IZRTTEL, BEOHRT N> T, HsELeE
BRIk L VIBEZE LAAT, SWHEROEHEIZHZ) »
NEI RN T AZEDEETH S,

C. HR& &AMEHE OB A
BEORBRELHERT 572012, shellz EOFEER % f#
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Fig. 2 Percentage depth dose of various X-ray energy

Table 1 Frequency of cervical lymph node matastases at ini-
tial diagnoses

O e 1 20~30%
e 1 75~-85% (40% I3 mEINE)
A 1 45~75%
TIRsEHE 150~70% (25% W mifEIE)

BUkEE 1 75%
AijE: 1 50%
ez 1 20%
WA e
EPE 1 4~5%
P9 : 30~40%
L3ERE 1 5~10%

AT 5., FOBRICHEEE THOMEMZ B LEE LIAE L
WEL L SRS TFIZAS VL ) BBy VT v T
LTEERZERTRETHSE., TLEMETITEBEL
TV BIELREEER ) 2RI d T BEDRS 0 EE
TAEGERFR— T AMEHHT A, Fig. 2 ICT RV F—§
DT > F OREERFEEZRTH, I FIZEEEL ) FED
AL DRI, FEHEZRD1/3 DR S AHB0% FHIR, 2/3D%
SA90% I L F 2 T, BolusDEAZMET S, H2IF
MV XHRMEHIREIZIE, 1.5emZEHh (BHER) 2°100%, 1ocmif
#TIZ90%, 0.5cmiEETIX80% &% 2 iE L\, BETEFD
REICE LTI, ) voEiEER R L e THAE
ERALDEEER ) > SERRE D BEIE & F R L TR B L EAS
&%, Table | ([ZHEFLFIOWBEED ) ¥/ SEiEBDHED
BEERYT. /-, HEMELEE) A \HEBIlER LT
W BSEBITIE, BEIETEY) > /S8 (parapharyngeal node) b 1
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Fig. 3 CT scan vs. MHI in retropharyngeal lymph node matastases

e+ _ETHAH, HIHFEY > 73 (retropharyngeal node)
O S OFIHIICHFEL, CTX ) IIMRITOR
FHHEHTH A (Fig. 3).

CTHi#HtE b LIC L CHEHE T )Rl RoTEL
H, FITRIFEBERE L)~ Elnf & WIRAEE
HRE(GTV) & L, GTVERBEFIEZ & LKA
(CTV) &k, 2512[EZEDE) Z (internal margin) & FRSHL
B DRSE R (set-up margin) % EJE L CRIEEEAY A (PTV)
FRDTWE, L LIEHSEIEOEHETE Tl ERROH ¥
* (KRBT OCT WS TIRIET 2 Z L BEH TR, £
D72 DR OEAF/NERIB RS & U CE#ETE %217 9
BEENTH S, BOORFOEREEICEEL T, i
SEDWTER ) ¥ EHIIEB R PR LT WAL D ZME L
T, DELHEBEBN T2 VI EZ TR 2 I L —
& —IZ X BHEFERIEOMMAESE LT, PIVIZ HIH" &
L CTEZIGHETHE T 2 D0 HENTH 5.

IHEEHE 7 & Cid, BB Z % CLENH HH, HBEHT
MOEEPEMRIBEEZES R WLRIWLEL 2 5. HEHE
Ao CBE, BB RO LT h R hwI L E,
aﬁ‘ﬁ"ﬁ@lﬂﬂgﬁﬂi#@iﬂ BTAHZENFAITHS. FE 55351
DEY % BEV B I b W2 F B TS0 BT S
THH7T Uy 2% ANDHETSH 5. Fig. 4 |2 LIHGEHFED
%545 Danterior spinal blocki®: &, ZDMDEOHD %
Y.

BB ORI TR IO T B HERIRET A &, T
AT CORERE TIE LR 3 EiEiR e & 5. EIHEENE
TRESET TGO, OEEITELET 7T
w24 AHIENETNS, PIFHERE TR EEROSE
JiE & SR ERAE B DM & g R )T A & ERE LT
WBHBHERET LI EDVLETH L. S HIZTOGy LD
M R A P RS LA, XD ALF -0
FEUERIE SR EATE U, HERENERE s EOBAEE
HEORED) A7 FEE D20, AFHIAICEE TS
THAH., TIHERTIZEFIITEEL SHIEEY) 2385 b &
W, FRTHITERAE L FHERE) o BN O ERIC

FERk164E9 A 25 H

i SN —,
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'Ef,\\_*,avyxh
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Il block? 3 8%

*BHEO DL E i E5~10mm &b \F Sskin gapik

#lFED S OBRHEOTHA (A (C$hBlock% B <
HiE

*BEZEICOEEE Eshift L T DA€ B TET IR OH
HE AR 553 (shifting gap technique)

% Fl—i@_.L T IZmatch-line wedge filter & {# B ¥ 2 H&

* Half-beam blocksix

* Collimator/couch rotationi#

Fig. 4 Irraadiation Fields for pharyngeal cancer

FE L CRBHFZIET S, RO 1 - IFEMHE TS
WA HULIZS X Sem D BN E CRISEEDEADEE T = v ¥
THIEL TR 2, AMLELETR EPEHELERLT
SHER ) > SHIEIR D O THET§ 5.

SN ORA) DT TI345~50Gy £ THRE L, €D
\VRAENES 2 FRATEF % 4/ L T20Gy iR 2B L, &#
1912 1270GyHii# (conventional fractionation) 44" % D)%
BRITH S, i, WHIEEME & MEEHE O B T RO 2B
L T 2280 72 FIRE T BARRY IS FEIR L 72 & O LLRT DR
XV EBECLTHE W,

D. flvai - MrRERS
HEATHRETIIETHRY 1 240Gy AR HE DT RTHRS % (- FAlTA¥1T
NBHS, Filtldchemoradiation DR T USHE < SFAiTI2 4]
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DA BIEGITIIRER E U THTRTIEST & 2 5. #itkiastix
WELRER % B L TITHOR TV 200K TH 2755, iy
BREHOHMIZ L > TLELMEIIEL S, Fig. 5 12tk
BHORBEOHLLRTY. EHEORIEISDILLEHA L)
Y ISEOEINZED B 5 HE1360Gy L E DGR ALETH
5. BBEEH~OBIII0EROTIMOEEEL L # 2
HUT50Gy P LTH D, 60Gy F THRETY 2354 13 BRI BE4T
BFTAT) . F 72 TIHESEAER A 02l 1 X B iR AE
DI FRIREIL0GyRE L # 2 b b,

E. 2BIENI X

% 551885 (Hyperfractionation, HF) 1387% 0 Mt
MFREICHAT | E#EE D% < L(1L.1~1.2GyRi%), B
SR E 2R b 6 B LRI T 1 B2 ML, &
B 2 28 2 9\ AR & 72~ T8Gy AR I 3 THE R ¢ HRSHE:
THb. WHRKICEIERHBEOo/BMEI /NS VT & % FH
LTHRREBEZHRPLTY, RHPAEFLIMML 2V
W AEMEH LB TIT bR T WA, hnk 55 0E5E
(Accelerated fractionation, AF) i3 1 [E{§#f % 1.8~2.0Gy,
1 H 2 [HS TRRE%250~55Gy$ T& L, BEHIM %4

#i L, IR0 RSSO PSR (repopulation) 2 ¥ 2., FFF
HsRE EF 2 HNTEL SNBEETH S, F72, 0
8% 57 HI B8 51 (Accelerated hyperfractionation, AHF) |3 Bif
_HOEPFARIE S L2 1 % 1.5~1.8Gy, 1 H 2
[EIRES CHEBREE XS5 ~60Gy R E % RS T 5 HEETH S,
D1 H 2 EESCIE, FBAD2EEORBS % H L7 85t
¥7T4T 9 7% (Concomitant boost) %2 & bbb T 5, L
"L, INODREHEIIHERL EOSM O ERIEA
MW EHRETHB,. Fr<— 2 ODDAHANCA (The Dan-
ish HEAD and Neck Cancer Study Group) 1, 3#1%% <
T 5 REHEOWICH NI Y AT WSS, BRET
132 53 EI B ST (Hyperfractionation) 33 & U8 4 4361 a5+
1% (Accelerated hyperfractionation) 1%, % 5-&I0RET & Hsk
L CRIFrHIEIE REF72A5, (1) 2RISR <, (2) Bk
BT 7= 704% <, B)FHROUE; LT L HED
BN &) B CEEHER 2 BBEHEIZIZE > Twiee,
L2 LREIZLERRE L OB CAEFRb LS5 L L7
WEDVHA SN, BB LEREREE 2o TWVb,

F. bS58 (chemoradiation)

SHSHERRE (X T 1-T2NOWI TR BUHRIG IR A —BIR T H
D, BITHICL2 CONTFERIFEHELIEBRTHS
7%, ol idchemoradiation S AT | VCHCS 2 IGHERRE
WESH, ETRETIIRETHEME ) LEEER 2R 2 5
2. MR EALERBEOMAS DI, B A[LEEE
(induction chemotherapy), [@EffFI{L52#81 (concurrent
chemoradiotherapy), #iB{t4# i (adjuvant chemotherapy)
EEHTH BN, BT TOMETRITHIME & SRk
DI LD %D B AL, {bHeik% B &
BFH 3 2 LMt (chemoradiation) & S 2= hTw»
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Fig. 5 Recommended doses of post-operative radiotherapy

4. Pignonid LMREENE % BR {, HSEMRE LR L% s
L7263 trial, 10,7411 (1965~-19934F) Dmeta-analysis T,
LFERECRERT 5 2 LX) AL 4% (2.8~6.5%)
JEF (RT + CT & CT-RT : 36%, RT :32%) L, H%h%K
EFRGHRETH Y, FHE L TR T T 5 BH &
SFUDSER) (p = 0.05) L 35 L TV 59 (Table 2). WHIORF
2 Cldneoadjuvant chemotherapy A% A (AT L7245, {LaE
PR BEBSHE Drepopulation it U B & & 053 i %
§3§Tgr"9"%7ﬁ’§‘l"E75"a?)ZJ e, HELLAnwEEZS
, BRRT—% % Q;EE‘]&ﬁ‘muaaé LoTWh, 8% OEME
%ﬁ%@i D R ENTWAEDY, ZZTRESEDEIRAR
128 b AFRI 2 5 D A % Table 3 122555, CDDP & f4t
EOFR LSRG OMERDFEOHRIIHAT 2 A H =X A
iX, CDDPAHRH %DM Dsublethal damage#* S D [l15 %
FES 5 &) HFEP, MIEIC BV TSRS A
BWG2HANORIFARI R EAE S hTwa

chemoradiation i3 BR§THLM & Hhigr L CHE S A4 Lﬁﬁ [
7%, 5-FUIZ & B84 % 8EFC, CODPHEKIZBEHT 2
" %R (CDDP 20mg/m?x 4~5 H) 2458 L TS5
TEHERETHRFLRERFHREY SN THY, Blins
AEDEIZBELTIE, 2BHELLTRTWS, E512
chemoradiation & %53 B4 & MG ¥ 7cheavy 2 (45 D
AALNTED, phase I trial TRBIF 2 BFTHIEE & 415
AP E LN TWE 10,

TR IS IS B VT O CDDPZ B L 7213 9 SRSt
e B L TREEEENT 2 b 00 BFHHELIER
BEFABEICAMLETAEVIFEVL L XA T3

SRR RFET X Bregimen®® ¥ 54 2 ZDOF 7= L HisEH &
DU EOMRVERSALIDEBDNE. $72, 7
7 F T RAN OB ES G & B % BT 5 1580 b BiRE X
NTWVBEDRZ ZTIEEET 5.

HAERSEE Hed% 75
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Table 2 The Meta-analytic results of chemotherapy for head and neck cancer

Tk categon Hazard ratio Chemotherapy Heterogeneity Absolute benefit
(95%CI) effect (p) (p) At 2 years* AL 5 yeras*
Adjuvant 0.98(0.85-1.19) 0.74 0.35 1% 1%
Neoadjuvant 0.95(0.88-1.01) 0.10 0.38 2% 2%
Concomitant 0.81(0.76-0.88) <0.0001 <0.0001 7% 8%
Total 0.90 (0.85-0.94) <0.0001 <0.0001 4% 4%

*Assuming survival rates of 50% at 2 years and 32% at 5 years in control groups.

Tabie 3 Current siaius of radioiherapy vs. chemoradiation
: ERAL g 15K FHHE o
& EGIE BBsHRE R CR HFER
BEE spmn T Lt i Sl = sms C3ce F
Al-Sarraf  _LIHZERE 69 70Gy = 24(3F) 47%(3 )
199815) 11+ 1VER 78 70Gy CDDP 100mg/m?x3 cycles 69(3F) 78%(3 %)
(concurrent, day 1, 22, 43) +
(CDDP 80mg/m2+5FU 1000mg/m?
x4 day) %3 cycles (adjuvant)
Lin JC FIHEER 143 70-74Gy - 95% 53.0%(5 %) 54.2%
2003'" 11+ 1VEA 141 70-74Gy  (CDDP 20mg/m?+5FU 400mg/m?) 85.3% 716%(5 %)  72.3%
%96 hours infusion (1, 5 week)
Calais hIREEE 113 70Gy = 42% 42(3F) 31%(3 )
G199921) -1VER 109 70Gy (CBDCA 70mg/m?*+ 71% 66(3 &F) 51%(3 &)
5FU 600mg/m? for 4 days)
%3 cycles (1, 4, 7 week)
Forastiere MEEEMITILILE 70Gy - 56%  MRERIRTFE 70%
AA =P9EE32% 70Gy (CDDP 100mg/m?+5FU 1000mg/m?) 61% 75%
2003% 7P9EE6E8Y% 70Gy (neoadjuvant) (CDDP 100mg/m?) 78% 88%
%3 cycles (concurrent, day 1, 22, 43)
Aderstein  FIREAEE 95 70Gy = 27.4% 33% (3 &) 23%(3 )
DJ EEEE 87 70Gy (CDDP 100mg/m?) x3 cycles 40.2% 51% (3 %) 37%(3 &)
20037 e |V-ﬂ'ﬁ (concurrent, day 1,22, 43)
89  60-70Gy  (CDDP 75mg/m?+5FU 1000mg/m? 49.4% M% (3 E) 27% (3 )
(split) for 4 days) 3 cycles (1, 4, 7 week)
G. ZEEOME y
SREOR & B

SEREIERIE & BIEBESIA Y 777 5 —T, field
cancerizationDf4 T S N, HEMHEINTEHET A, 4
B O FHEEHFER O 7 — & (1974~20014F) P Tid14.6%
(313/2144) IZZ B ERHDTEY, 20 H21%IE 3 EH
B ETH B, MIFEEESEOF M ISEE L, COE
107/603 = 17.7%, _FIHSEHE © 7/117 = 6.0%, HMHGENE :
63/257 =24.5%, TUHGEHE : 65/200=32.5%, WMEIEHE . 114/
558 =20.4%, M- BISIE 16/327=49%TH Y, FHFES
HEDE MRS IO X TESEEE, AERE, B, WET
Hb. LEBOFKEDLFEICBV AR LRSI E T
nas.

SEHL164E9 A 25 H

A. O

DR ERTG2/3, DR, kSR, O, THhA,
LR O 6 fEEIC X E NG, FHEED SHET B EM
JES 1§ B AR E N ENASRS R R o TWAHA, 2
TILEFEOEHL EF 5D B FRIZOWTHINE.

EHEOTI - T2igold standard & L TEHR 34 #R A FR ST
HIHTOIGENDH 595, T3ITHEAD R I TIEHEN
HF OIS & 72 5. MM S TIXFAMTRGE & B L T
ol VIGEBGE S SN TwaA Y, MM BT I EME
HDCs-1378HRIr- 192885 (V¥ ZWE Y - AT E V) HEIC
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EH S5 D5, Il TIERALSIC & 2 i 3 1r- 192458 1=
X BEHEDATHN, 60Gy/10F/5 H DiffEET, (i
HLREPIIESS & FISE DO BHDSIRE SN TWBY, T3 - T4IEF
B FATRUIRRAIERITH 55, SLEBIEET & kP
HEFHLCEET 2546055, ZOGERTREED
EEF L7 1375 ~85Gy S HEL TH 525, WEERRY
brachytherapy D#fik % % 3 5. MFTHE CHUBLPIIRET O
B &2 bR nHaR, BSHRERTORBEIIE 22
75, BhELOFH L TOMNRERST 2179 2 Lo TR b T
Wa,

FOMD R DG TIE, SHFIRE AT & 72 5 28,
FEICIZE— IV FER SI2 X B/ANGEZFIE LT, R
RBOMESE SN TV A, CIFEERE O MR B T IS
EHECZ-OFELET 54, FHBEBHIC X 5 OO
H TG TR IS S T OB B2 0 B 58 22 & W
FEFROREICHETH. LBEE) v @RI L
TIT TSR 12 & B BEIEATH 5.

B. LIAsE®E

WA T FMHEE ) > 2 SH (retropharyngeal lymphnode)
DRI ETRETH S, HIFHEY > 5H0H b, HiC
] EAIALE L TWB O Rouvier) ¥ /3 TH S, (2IREE
) SR, TR O SEHER T & (ERBIERTY
% CTNMHETHBIREICER SN TV R WA, T 28
R~ OERIITFEARTH S, LUATIZ T2 0 SR B
TH-o72H, wmILIICTRMRITZMHIL LIRS & e - 72
5, BRI S Twiw,

EMHEEHE DO TNM 5348 (55 6 Ki) "C 13 NHSE ) PR oD sk s
(IR AR D) B, TIETE - BONECERT 2 EE %
T2ak L, T2aTEEIMHEERMPFR (parapharyngeal space) iz
ZT2bl SNz, Z L CHME - B~ 2 55
®T3, PHFEM - B - QBT ® - TUREE - IR - N
MIFR (RLZe i) ICHER § A IS 2 T4 L B S e,

HGHIE, subclinical disease b Z R/ L Tlarge field T45~
50Gyfa4Sf2, #ii/ L CHRET0GY/35F/TWHIT: F CHEE§
5. BRSTER IR (BB, SEEREED) & B
VyEiEED, ORESBIERT 2. 2B, HEEKRE
TR EDD L, TEMA, %L, hiEE
&, MEEBORS L HICBHTFICED 5.

JRFEREANFRGHT & 5/ L CB IS 285413, Wil Dfibro-
sisRCFHMEIOWED ) A 2 2 R/ANRIZE D B 725 1210MV
XHDMHHPLENS. FI2RAELEREAL, MR
12 & % FEA RS R B A RGHRIGH I X 0 BInd T bhTwn
B, i, BIPHEY) 7S~ OB I E T4 % st |6
5. F7z, HEHEDnon-CRD ) ¥ 3R (20~50%) O
WHEIA LIEREZFLTH S, EEBHELITI P il
Wy 2UENH 5.

MRS (BSOS RSB Y S WEETH
D, PilsFlOEI NN, %< DuialdTbh T &
7. MAVIAZ IS & L7z Intergroup Study (0099) 12 5\ T

8

LEEoma | —REEIRE=21%,
1 (O‘Z") [umoms 3 EEREGRT4%
3
F £
-
50 : -
=
$ EEEEEE
0 ; ; : ; ; ; ; —
0 50 100
BB AEEIC 5115 EHOEIL (%)

Fig. 8 Inter- institutional comparison of treatment methods and
results of oropharyngeal cancer

CDDP® [AE¢ff ] & CDDP + SFU®aduvant % Il 2 7= BEAS
70Gy O BE ST BAMEE & ol U € BT il 21572 & 3RS &
NTW5B, 7272, WA R B O EREC Z 2D
"), Princess Margaret®Chow &' |3 B4 LT § Intergroup
Study DB FHTE & @584 % s L Twa, LH L, Lin
SO|ET 2 /5B L, BURTldchemoradiationAVEHE & &
ERHBRETHAH. B, LWEMRIIEIEREL C, 1L
SEIRE & DRI L 2 ERUES MV 720, Z8BRE
(Alternating chemoradiotherapy) b % Tdh 5 &3 2 ik b
Hb.

C. IHsER=

IR (LB BE (DE Ak, RHkes, NS, SR
&, WUEE(HIR, WEDIEA, WRDIERTME), LEEEOET
M, H#FE), HEED4MICRFSNT VA, Z DL
(&0 BURRUSSEEAAD I R 1), F P IREISEAY 7 dE e
PRI & D I RGER IS MR A hbEdfTbh T 5,
BRI T, RIS LR Z 5o 2 fIBE R 3
SRR LEREA% (, LEERICII B LB R b
BefES %\, #5 U CRIBER] &L RTRERNZ, | & MR
SRR & TR 3 LR & SRR X 1) (3 LIRSEATE .

SEER ) o SETHRRE O T W EF O BRET OFEPR IR L T,
Waldeyeri & 1) 584 L -85 URF LR Tl TEEA~ D
HaG L7 DS B, SMEBRTEEEB TR L - IR Y
YN EREALCBATTOERSNS, B EPORE L
FiprflERLd 2 REHET 50T, BEIHEECOEED
ez BT, 40~50Gy DEE TFiTE 3 5 2 B8 % BiT3
APERETRETH L. RIGREZROBFFHNTIEIME
BOEEDS < 2B, PIHTERE OWHE T EHIERMTAE L
B, BEAGSEE D AL NBEOGE L Yo
A G L7 b D% Fig. 6 IIRTH, —RBEWIBITS
UIBRER (320~ 80% DERSR S B9,

PRI GERE (R AR R T AR ERE LTS

HERERE® 64k £75
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%, BBETCEAMEME ST R BRI AIRMICHE L T
b, PEIPL2ERIIERTHIL DL, LEDDIGH
DL FER S B\, FRAFIES I BB IGEHRIE T
INBTBIEIE R FRNAE D) SR L PR BH, BET
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