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Current Status of Radiation Therapy
—Evidence-based Medicine (EBM) of Radiation Therapy —

Uterine Cervical Cancer

Takafumi Toita

Most practice standards have been determined empirically
in radiotherapy for uterine cervical cancer. On the other hand,
a large volume of clinical data on cervical cancer has been
published. A practice of evidence-based medicine (EBM)can
offer the most suitable management for individual patients
with cervical cancer.
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FEER I 1004ERT 2 S G EI bR, &b
TEHEA AL, SN TELLELZONTWABETH
5. LaL, BETY M ARIREL L BEALERER
(RCT) R BN FH A DIk — MFFEICTHERN - BY
HAHHREIZ SN TV ABETAE IR, BROEE 2
BROBETBENCOD T IIHEEL o> TV ALHRENS
W, FOLRDBEERICE, N)Z—YardilhhrsT
FoOoh, HWHEK)FES LR, —F, ELFE
BT E S BT 5 RS - IO T — 7 (diith
THEY, FNoOFEEZEHEICHEEIR LIRRTOEE S A
DBRIFEPTRETHE. Z0E) RRROPT, 75
FhdiE O LA 12 31T AEBM (Evidence-Based Medicine)
DUFEEDN B 5.

EBM & 1

EBM®D ') — ¥ —D & 1) Th S A F ¥ McMaster KFED
Sackett 512 & A&, EBME U, [H4DBEZEDOIART A
MIBWT, BUEDERKREFMED 515 5 N5 HE DR
(evidence) & B.0YIZ, Z L CREREfioTn{Z L]
ERENTWAY, bbb, Stepl : [RATOEES ADR
MOERAL, Step2 . FOREE R - EEEOEVEERE
7§ evidence (ICHE) ORI AT, Step 3 1 IUE L 7zevi-
dence (3CHK) DB Z 4 1 OFFH & A WitatE O RANZ D -
& o HEHIBOIGER, Step 4 @ 15§ 5 M 7zevidence DHRRAT D EE
EANDBHE (FFOF- 2 0E) OHIWT, Lo 4 BRED—E
DTt - TEHEEHNEBMTH 52,

HHETEBM &\ & EEEDStep 2 DAV S, [
VE5 B (RCT) 12 & 0 15 5 Nizevidence DA 12 BHEIZ
RO EROER | ENERIZLLZONMNFETH D, K
EIAHRGIZ X Aevidence level 548 D ADS— AHE & LTw
BIEN D ) FEEFLETHS. T, IEONRER, T
%, ZWE) XY, HBEINBPETESRLLZEEH
HYUENRH L, EEOxford KFEBMY ¥ ¥ —I24L D), BI%E
x4 Bl Devidence level Y SRE SN TB NV EEIT b,

HAEREHE H62% E55
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fe& 21X, FHRRBUNICET AFE TERCTIIVLER W E
SNTWwaE, FAEIIRCTTH-TD, (evidence level A5 T
fZicdh s & shb) 3k — MFFE L b SEEEIEV RS
PLTHLL BT L 2BMT HLENDHDH. RCTOMFE
LV YT, HHIICERTAIHIIEECERTD
b, FD7z®IZStep 3 D LD E OHLHI BN (A F- 24
DOFHM) IZETH Y, EBMOERICBWTRLEELR S
OLATHAD. iz, [FELEBIC L 2HMFIE—0AE
PTHNETHL L) ITBRENIETH L, Hohi:
evidence DFEE D BH & ANDMIEDH K (Step 4) 12 B\ T
HETHAD, BHEIAOHSKISCER - MifEf, M
~OEE, LTk (EH, A% v 7)DRETREREKS]
ANDOHREDLETH), ZTIEREE LTORRE &
YAMEREND, EMNLBEEEE LoD, HRRY
Zrevidence ¥fE N2 2§ &\, LB OHITER
Sha?,

EBMDERE

RAB ) & % L CFEEBOGFHHEICBIT 5
EBM % Ei% L TAIz W,

R8>+ =)

ASAS2E, FESH BN, ERAREL Y FHz4T
OONDPHEE L, BEHRGELHLE LN SN/, MRI
I THEGORAZEIZ46mMmTH 1), AABEFEIR) /8o
15 % 12mmPJEKRE 1 272, THEGEEICE LA
ETHHD, ASATEANZH T VMW TLR L, WA
L ZT L BV EEoTWw A, BEORGHREHRETIT,
{, BERBELGOLTIIIVLELEDNEY, LDk
TG HEEDAS AHEY DS S 5 ?

(Step 1 EEfIADIME)

9, BEIAOHBEENHS IR > TE LD THR
DE N HEDPEAMEDL, Thbb, Stepl | BESADH
BOER, ThHs. HMEOERID 3 EEIX, LALE
%12 (patient), % 3 5% & (exposure), &9 %5 H»
(outcome) TH 59,

ASADEGE,

Patient : SR OMEEZEIKE {, F&N) ¥/ B
PRELN 525, TESME IBHOEE I AL

Exposure : 8 OBREHIGEGRICINZ, E0 L) 2GR
TRET 2 (+ar)

Outcome : 1 H DBATHRIGEE & B L TREIFHICE
Shan?

PEo kS cRESIERLS 5. T Z Toutcome Dend-
point& L THBAHIHZFED M L & AFROM EOTMWEIE
ZbNBD, I TIIHEEEEDend-point& L7z, 7z,
EHHEDERE D EET A L & L.

FE 1444 H25H

(Step 2 Xt DH&FHR)

RO X, MEDLINE (PubMed) & FIVT479) b0 &
L7z, SZOY+1)FDEHIZ, exposure I D EIRfE A
BESNDHE, EBMOE 2 5, K 54
(clinical decision analysis) 2SH#IL & %25 L E 2 6D, [
PREIRT AT &0, BERN, B RER(7—5) 23k,
ED XD RHIB A T o 72 & HERMICHFI RERME SN
AVGIT A HETHAY, ¥, FEEROHEHIAREIC
BT B RE AT 5 B Z HREE L TA72A (MeSHD
“decision-support-technique” CH#3%), #2472 k% B ol
HIENRTELRPoIz. ZZT, [+al BRI E LT,
Altered fractionation, {mZLERE, £EKEINRY > /3857 FhiE
5, LHRERRHHASEZI) £, ThoiionT—F
L CH SRR 5 2 A2 OIE L Z 2 SN 5798,
FEEFVTOHERE THEMBL TRV TS EITE
&Lz, 20720, ERFAFROBEFIZOWT, ElF
HED @\ FER & 7R T evidence (OLHL) DIRFE LTV, TNH0
gERABLZE L LT,

MEILHIzo T, HEOFHMEICHT 2LV =
& T, RCT®H A\ idmeta-analysis & 5 & L7,

1) Altered fractionation
RCTDFGICAHT 2 Dt 7278, JEBIE DL \T) % 58
RL7.

2) imERHR

RCTOFICAHS 2 2l SN 7z919, FEGIERDE\10) %

R 7.
3)BERENR ) > SET T BEERET

RCT T DGHRARE B ICAT3 Dt S hufz-19),

D)L, FEFEDE 2 DWW EEIR L 72,

4) TR L 0 R R O

— & bR
Cochrane Library & PubMed |2 Tmeta-analysis D LAY 1 2
FTOWBRBEINSLD, BERF—Thol7:®, HED
AR BN L7,

— BRI

RCTOFH XA 1 2l S hfze),

(Step 3 evidence D' M EFi)

Step 2 IZBWTHIH Sz FNFNOFILIZDWTHEH
BRSEREMZ, Fxv )R MR I T LR
#TablelZ/R T (meta-analysis?®15 %R (). FNIZLB &,
7), 12), 16) Diw3CiE, PR LI FHIENH L LEZ S
i, FEROBRIIEE & Lz, 10) OiRSEEESFHE I BT 5
FOCIE, AMZLEICHEN W EEZHREFER L
M, ZOmXIE, ERE, BEMRE, FERESNRERo
TS, FESBICEE LIRS, £HFRIC,DDRela-
tive Risk (RR) 130.66 (95%CI: 0.40~1.09), Relative Risk Re-
duction (RRR) 120.34 (95%CI: 0.08 ~0.60), Absolute Risk
Reduction (ARR) 120.23, Number Needed to Treat (NNT) i1
43(95%CI: 2.45~18.7) L VIR T H o7z, 11) DEEKRE)

15
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Table Checklists for assessment of the internal validity of evidence

Question

References

10) 11) 12) 16)

-~
—

Is randomization procedure adequate?
Is inclusion/exclusion criterion clearly defined?
Are outcome measures clearly defined?

Are follow-up periods adequate?

Is concealment adequate?

Is intention-to-treat analysis performed?
Are any co-interventions performed?

Are pretreatment characteristics well balanced between the groups?

c 3 3= =< =< I3 o
C 3 0 =W = = <= <
C = I = = = = <
C 3 3O O W g e =D
S £ I3 €& 3= I3 C

y = yes, n = no, u = unclear

Ik > 7 BRI T B RS ORI Z A IO W TIZR
I &Gl S 7z, BRYEREREZR LTz 15) Ot
SRR F R (& FLF#E) O CHkidmeta-analysis TH
D, RHZLEHEDT ¥ 7 3FEFICHVEEZEZ O GF
WRAE % W T O TiE, RRIX0.71(95%CI: 0.68~
0.87), RRRIX0.29(95%CI: 0.15~0.32), ARRIZ0.09, NNT
1311(95%CI: 7.7~16.8) TH o 7z. BRAASHHEIZ DWW TIX
TR ERVRENTBLTRHMECE b o/, BEX
D, GESHRIEED O (LRI AR b BIF2#i R &
Z 2 H5NTH, H—ORCTOHH (evidence level 1b) TH
Y, meta-analysis®DiE 5 (evidence level 1a) T 5 HU#AL
PR Devidence 25 b B HETEATE V&I L 7z,

(Step 4 evidence M5 A %K)

PEDFatAns, AS A L TIdBEHRIbERSE
DFEPAEEETAIEE L. 22T, 857 7evidence
DA S ANDERVE SR L) e L7z,

%—12, exposured % b L PAHRILEREDANE € IGIK
THLENH L. BILL % o 7zmeta-analysis TERIN S L7z
WML OKES T, BEARPERESR(LDR)THA. H
RTHEEHV SN TV S EHESE (HDR) BRI T [H
CRIEAES NS L vy Jevidenceld vy, F72, CDDPDOIE
BAyrZa—V—LTB6T, AT 2—IViiH
TRV, S5, BHEHHE skl TIE+40%
evidenceS W I L LT RETH 5.

Kz, BEOEFRMRCEME L TORET 2 SR HIBT
TELENSHS. I, FEERIIB W TIBENBHOF
EHRREVO, BOOEFHM OB % ZH09IZFHE L
RIFER bR, b L, BRBSOBERICZLWEEC
iE, U E®mevidence®#HT A Z EIZHEEETH Y, MiEE
OB EEE LY, BEICL o TS, FERGHHIAR(E
MUZERERFAMSE) O % 23EIC, R, evidence
DEDOFHEZ LD TITH) &0 L\,

B%IC, BESADMER~NOREILETHS. Wi
BALEREICE L TOh o2 kid, ke LT bk
EBERTAZLTIRETABESAIIMR LD, BFHLT

16

LIBBEETHETLERBEEAIRCS L, BEHEEZTT
DIETABELIAN VL EVW) T ETHDH., NNTI1IEW
HZ i, NMEERELHFHTAILETI ARCTSE
ZEARROEDLEVW)ZETHAE, T/, HFHEETIE
B S IZBIER (B PERISRETH S, ETTE
ZEL, BRICHEDVEBNTLRVASAILE S N zevi-
dence T LT RENL ) MERBIIHEIL, X5 %L<
EBM® 70t AT 5.

BhYIC

1RAB S 51) o %58 U CHER L 7 i b s iIoon T
(, #ELODORCT & meta-analysisiZ & 5 B Zevidence D FF-1E
L7295, ZOMOIERICE L TORCTIIEZ 21T L Laaw
18,19 1T & A L DHIBIZEET AR CIdphase IR (evidence
level 2b-c) TdH ), DX RKROHF TFETHRIGRICE
T AEBM A EET A 721218, Al L7Step 3, 4 AUFICE
b, 7ok 21X, TEESZE LVWIMRT (intensity-modu-
lated radiation therapy)|Z 2T b, FSCORHIBIETR & H H
HOHIMAWLETH B, ZNE TIZFEFROIMRTIZDOW
THESN TV Sevidence 1, IEFIESHEERGE & 2MEHME
DEFE VI ALY FRA Y FIZBWTOATH Y, B
HAPHEOERSB L CRFTHHEOm EL V) [HOL Y F
BA 7 MOV TEHEEBOR TR, $72, RO
JIEEET) (= 2237 =) R B H (5770) SR BEGRA © DHIMT b L E
THb. DEDEEEDT) 2 TRAMICEHRKE L T30
DEBMTH%. —F, B FRICHT 2L, S OE
N7z 3k — MiffZE (evidence level 1b) 453 1), meta-analysis®”
(evidence level 1a) b R Z & 5T& 4. L L, HBED
Ba AR, FOREROBEROBRIZIEStep 3, 4 AMLHAT
H5DHZ LI FTH %\, FiliThe American Brachytherapy
Society (ABS) 75, HDR/LDR brachytherapy D& 47 1 K F
A PRABPHRNTARE SN, ZheDFHDRN 597
HEY - B LHEOERYPNETHLDIEH ELADZ
L, A4 FF4 OFHICE Y BE S ADoutcome D TLET
BEDOFHED, SHEBMOVSEIHLEEER S,

HAERSE #6258 Hs5 5
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