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1) MARELFERE

N2 - BRI CTIIFRREERELZ R L Y Ve VERIFIREREEFE (ALP,
»-GTP, AST, ALT % &) O ERZMEIHELH B, IO ORFEMEO NP
BT AEEMNPREPILTLHRL VDI FINRENRIFE TV 2w, L
L, EUILE Sl AR ARG 12 b 5 2 5\ IR % 45 2 T R
ALY BRI ) Ve o RRMER & ER & R BEEAVR S Tw Y,
T 72, MAERESRE (MERE) 070 AL ESPIFIZH 25
FERMEFRIT L Th R B,

2) BE~N—H—

M3~ — 71—\ E— MRS 5 HEAT 3 5 1 HE o TR PERAS LA B I TH b,
B ORRICZZOAHEMENZ L, D720, Jll~— 7 — ORI 5
BARLHHEMA L OMAG DRI L 2HBNZH L LCoEHTH 2, 72, R
FHoOlER~— 7 — EHICE, OEWFNEEREOFI, @FEREOTFH, GE#E
DFR, ALFREOEHRIR, OBHFBEREOE=5") 7, OFHFN, OF%
ORI R SWCE RSB b5,

REORBBHFETRO LN TV LB OES~—» —1&, CEA, CA19-9,
DUPAN-2, SPan-1, NCC-ST-439, TPA T 2% (% CA125 3Bt L LTtk X
NTWZWn), BB 2 ES~ — 7 — OME Tid, CAL19-9 %113 80.2%,
WREAT796% TH Y, CEA OEIEIX742%, HREN8LI%TH 72, 72,
CA19:9 & CEA DA A DL TIZRE L 874%, FFREHT756%, area under the
curve (AUC) 0869 THh 729, F 72, FFHIHERICIR - 723 & TOBEIZ D D8,
55 20 [l 4z [E FISPEIFRE B BR R A (2008~2009) 12 X AU, FFPIIREREIC B 2 1
B~ —H—D 5L CAL99 (# v M4+ 7437 U/mL) T541%, CEA (v b+ 7
fili5 ng/mL) T336% 2D HN7T, 7275, HEZBBIIBVTIZHARADK 14
BNAZABUETHEILIIRETNETH D, VA AR EE TIZ CA19-9
S E T RRISE WA TDH % 72 SPan-1 DAL EEIC % 5,
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PHICHERTERREAD ?

BIRE, CT, MRIDZHICERREBRIRETH %, GRUHELR)

B DH e

FFPIEAE 3 O PR 080, TERE Y (mass forming type), HH45iA! (periduc-
tal infiltrating type), PR E M (intraductal growth type) [CKBIEX 5, %
MRFFNIBERE D% < AIERIER M OTEREZ R 2 LA 5, DT ICHERIERAIZ O W
TIHFZATI o

A OLFIAIET, BFUIHBRW A 2 ERMERAETH D, LId LIZRRERE
OFEEIED Y WHBE A (B US) TIRADHIRD LLRSEREREL, W
WA — Ll L L TR0 55V 3 US TIEBIIREEN M CIEELB O — 7%
YL, B TOZEW R KIBEDHTH VY, 3 US 12 X 5 IFNIIERE O bk
(&, REE 60~90%, REE 65~98% & SN B, 72751, 3 cm Kio NS T3 NER
SRR BT BAEBIADH 0, WL & OB A B L 72 5,

B CT CIMERINZ /R L, & CT CORMMICB T2 ¥ 7Kg0 REIX
60%, HERIEIE655% L 3NB™, 22751, 3cm ﬂ%iﬁ@ﬂmﬂﬂﬁ’:rfm%%z‘%%f

XY Y TRP O —ETERTH LI LICHELATNER S50, F72,
fﬁﬁﬂ*ﬁ’(“o)%fﬁﬂwﬁ%f‘%é%;i_’fi‘ofz% 367%THOOND s T DIEMEN: Y3 I
BRI B B EE 2 ME RO AREL Tw Y,

MRI T T1 #FH W5 TR S, T2 BB TRE 2L, MlashitksER
#l% v 72 dynamic MRI OFFIE CT L BB L T 5102, FllatE A <d %
Gd-EOB-DTPA #% MRI (EOB-MRI) Td, @SR cidigshmtses & Flkk
DR 2T 5705, B47HH (transitional phase) TIZIHZEJE PH O RN 2 375 R4 ASHL
DAFNDZ LI LS pseudo washout pattern 273, L7225 C, Bl L o
N2 7 washout O FFi AT CTZ% < FIIRM (portal venous phase) TIT9 D
AEE LW, 72, FFPHERICIZOATPILID b T Y AR —F =3 w2 e h b,
EOB-MRI @H?%HH@*E“C“TEHEF%IT%O L2 L, #HEALHSEE 2 — o g Cldr
DEBICHR VIR A R T 2 EAH D B 20 X 9 R FLLFIR THULEROH AT
MR OMTH H 25, F7-, HERFm# (diffusion-weighted imaging) T
ES 29~52%Tlﬁ/ﬂ\ﬂ#ﬁ@%%%%ﬁ@‘“—"mm 72720, WA RICAET 5 HFES

DWW IS & IFPIIRE G & O BN UEN 2 2705, FWT 202 23 256
IR AN EE & 7 5%, MRIC X % I & o 5Iik1E, &% 688~935%,
EHEF*F 862~97.7% & & 51BN
JFFIEASSE T FDG @ BIF 2 B2 S WEIETRT I EAMONTE Y, i
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cm ML OJERIEERIZ 31T 5 PET OIEEEIE 100%, FHREAT85~90% & Sh 527,
72721, PET oA REEZHICOWTE VWS OO, FFEMOEINITAR) %1%
WAL v, FO720, BREHEGIZBIT A PET OEEICO W TIEHASRIE b it
TEBT HLEND 5.
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&% CT, Gd-EOB-DTPA iE% MRI (EOB-MRI) WS N %, BBEZELEED
N35RICFBEZFHET 2EHRRENERTH %, (GRULHERR)
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JEFEVEIFHE IR BRI & 2 BRSO T P13, MR & BRI 8 B &
JEGE, IRERBOFIICL o THESND Z L6, ThL ZBIRMIZEHEYT 2 2
EDRDOEN D,

1) IEBEEDZM

JFIEAE S (R (20 2 s B RO WIRAT A, BB 2K o7
FEUEETH D, LaL, SMEEEEEL AL 2w & o mERAs (M CT, B
MRI, JE#ER US) TRIEEBERAVP LIELIEARHEETH 5720, EEMRENLETDH
%o

i, WM, I A MR EoBlE»S, &2 CT IR EOENZH B L
RAEFHGICIA AT THB DY, MIRM B X OFiAH T ORI OARUR D)5 235 )
%% o TRIEFMGA %2 S b, 21T, GA-EOB-DTPA 3% MRI (EOB-MRI) Tl
AR CHESS S G 5 & L TR SN D 2 & SN RFEBRICAR T
H5Y, E# US ® Kupffer HlTEMINE 2 RIEG L LTS I S, 2 oRHEE
BEWZ ERHE STV EY, L L, &% USI3FEMA RO BB O Bk H
535 CT/MRI ORI ENC & & F 5, F72, IBERBEEICOWTIZ 7Y v Vo
EEAEGREET RN Z LW &2 ol H O CT/MRI TIZZH T4 2 &L
W75, PET R MRI O350 3 1 (58 R AE O R 5E (A 2 35 5033 %°

2) IREREEDZHA

AZTFYI RIS [HRGER] 3 FHBERT (pooled hazard ratio 1.87,
95% EHEIX ] 144-242) O—>TH Y, IRERBOAMZIEMHEICHET 5 2 LIFHEE
TH5bo

FVWIEREZ A9 5 MDCT & w736 TOMIRR RO L 89%, FFHEEIZ
92%C, NFBHIREEHE ORKIE X 84%, HFSIEIX 93% & OHEDH S, £ 512, multi-
planar reconstruction (MPR) f%%° maximum intensity projection (MIP) %% fi\»
5 BB EIND Z D LRERBOHMDIES L 5, $72, @ MRIIZX
% IRERBOFMIE CT LITIZA% L SNY, REBBOBMICFALLAHHATH 2.
—F, % US TIRXZDEWERSFIED Sl CT/MRI TR Z A 2 ENTELRVE
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U I\EiEnie D2 (CH ATERIRE LD ?

CT, MRI, FDG-PET »’Y YV /\EIERBDEZMICERTH %, L, EEZXRED
FLERCBVWT EICEBRT %, CGEL\HEER)
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£ 20 [l A EEUSE A B B R A RS (2008~2009) 12 XU, FIEEZREIRGIC BT 5
FPIHAERE DV > BRI 15% 12780 Y, ) v SHilEB O f WASHR T # %
RKELELATHZENS, NHTOWENZINIIIEFICEETHSY, CT 2 MRI O
EFMRATHIB S NI2) Y 3FIZOWTRISEER L iE ) V@i &EilT 5K 4~
FELT, OKREZ, QEEAAB IU@ABOMIR (HiyHEH) 23887 oh b,

—MEIYIZ, V) VORI KE L B HIZoNTY YoSHIERE OSSN A Em o 72
B, Y URHORE I BN IEEBOBEIAEE LTINS, RIS, [HEE
A1 em B ED) UREiER ZEBEME] & BT 5 BESEIRMIIE S HVWLRT
Whe LAL, TOKEEITE B BWHMETIZIEE 20~61%, FHHIE 864~88%° &
FWEEIE LT LD R v,

72, @Y U NEITIE MRIOILHGRF R TR T2 2T 5 2 LA o RIEMEOHK
BIATHETH Y, L L, AE%) YoS@IMHNETSH ), MG LT
5% %

R YT E R OB G L - TR AT 58D L IIHBMIEONE
BERL, V) UNEINIBOARE — LSRR ¥ SRR GIIIER ) VN 2RI T
AR TH D, B ICXBBWHEICDOWT, KRES50%, FrEE 83.3~89% &
a0,

FDG-PET (2 & %) ¥ /5Hififs D IEIE I3 33~875%, KR EIX 75.0~923% TH V),
CT® MRI & 0 b BIFEENBT, 12721, HERLEEZHET H5ETIRBETE
2% )15 2 EH 5, FDGPET % PET/CT 125V T b ZWRAIAIET 5o

WY YR OMANZEIZ, V) Y SHOAHBRLER L HENOER VLR Z L
POBTEEHITE, —BRIICEINEIEIZY YR HiOKE S EIEOMBELH 5%, L
2L, BEREOSVIEE TIZHEN/NS 2 YHTHEMNREEZ R THEDH 5,

Db, OK&E, QOEEHAEB X UCOEHIMREZ &N R E Lz v iR o mifg
MEZEVEREZRT—FHT, REOKINENTHS, TOHEHELE LT, RO
) YONEICHEFTRE BT 5 2 LIIMZDS, BERERS VNS YONEEE
RN RS (micrometastasis) & BRICIERH T2 2 L3R EEZHASTHE, 2
Dz, NEAFZHMOEZRZILTLIEL LW LICHABT I LEND S,
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v I=fEEE DERTICERITEFRRE [ TH ?

REBODHICIE, CTHAERTH 3. GRLHEE)
BEBERSBAIIIBYYF Y ST 1P FDG-PET BEATSH 3,

GRUHELR)

B oo

JFMNIRE G O /B S O S, 4 20 Il & R S8 BT B R R A iy (2008~
200912 X B & 175% (164/936) TV, FIFEMEAE Y »/SHi 37.8%. i 25.0%. M
B 165%, B 11.6%, B 06% & 3N b, Tz, 72 HE&KE®D SEER (Surveillance
Epidemiology and End Results) program {238\ T 2010 425 2012 4E F TIZAFAIAE
B LB SNz 986 Bl S B, mbEiRFE % ok L7 Ias 130 27.6%, & 189%, (b
D) )Y 11A% L HE SR TW Y, 2070, UWTICEBREL LTEETH
LR B L BRI O WTHIT 5,

1) Ffi#Esi%

iR OMFEEE LT, W CT AEEMICHV SR Tw2Y, ZoMiie LT,
ORI O B I R i W 2 MR BE AT S B . 72, JEER dynamic CT (22
T H AR D FEhi T, IR E L T2 i cE 2202 ) v bbb dH
bo —77, MRIIZX BiSHiOBMIECT £0%2L8h5Y, MRIIZCT (2T
Z2M G RREDSR A B 2 &, IR VIR, BB X O MRIIC X 215755
B AR CIIiERO BESRENICRAEARH L L, @BFEOAY Y - T a—
TIXRHITR T OHffh SIFREEBORBEEZZ A2 L, RENERL TS, &
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T 72, PR ONES %A RFA OB L OEAFRISHEL LIZ LMY, #smEsk
DFEFITIE TTEELE 3 cm DI ] ORGSR - TR F IR E S HIFOIER & M5 08
B E R L 728 T 55 S H A5, BB - MBI 5 5 G205 i s o i i 4
BT W3R, BISHEEICHT 2 ME VS HROBETDH 5,

HFPIIRAE R\ 2 SERURIIREO = ¥ 7 v AOBERICE L T, B 2 IS PIRE
¥ % SH GG R TR & AVEHE) B & 72555 TR 1710 (B R AR © AV
YIBk =154 :1,533), ERIFHTHEEEICB W TR & 2256 TH 1/20 (IFNARE
FE MR =154 :3148) THh b, 72, FRIRIFEEO#RETIZRFAICHTS D
ORFLTH Y <4 7 aPEEEFDE (MWA) TS 5IC4%v, BREE T, Wk
BGAEO P IRAERE 209 2 2R Tt L RFA 23— S s,

PDLED S, PR BRI P AER T 0 7- O IFEIBR B & O HEAS#E I A O RE B 12
st U CHERRAHENIFAE SN EZ R L CTwb, LarL, MEBETEZH LD
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VIBRANEERT AR E R [CHER SN D EMECAIIMH ?

YVIBRTFEERFREEREICHRE I NI EYE AL, TLAVIEV+IV R TSF U +S-1
HEEE TLAVIEV+IRTSFUHRBESL £ETLVYEY+S-1 A
BETH D, (ERUVHEEE)
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e b pei: & i LT, MHIERE X3 2 P A b ek o BB T 5, JH
BEREE Vo ThH, BIETHLLH, MWEHFM M= A WA B b & 2 A&
WA F LD TUEEBEERABINTETBY, FNIEEEICEE LT, (bR
BENDZ LEhhoTze LehoT, RCQ THHFMIBENR TN T 2L ETI
<, HERESRITT AEFEEICOVWTOIEF Y AR BB L7, 727°L, TN
AN DB G SN SN 2 A L.

WE TIRYBRAREIER ST 275 LAYy v HMRE L F A SV + VAT T
F U PRIEEE (GC#E) % T % 45 MARRER (ABC-02 3BR) VAl X h7z. GC
PERE (204 1)) DA YLl (MST) 1%, ¥4 % ¥ v BpgkiE (206 1) o
MST & Wi L CHBICRIFCTH 5 2 LA sz (MST 117 A H vs. 81 7 A,
INF— R 064, 95%EHEXE 0 052-080)0 LX), GC#eE:E, YIBRAREANENE
DOREHERIR & T2 5 720 73, ABC02 ERIZ BT 5 IFAHASHE O 1413 80/410(195%)
THhoTl

AETY, 84 BIOYIRARIER T % 5~ 7 2408 TR (BT22 3 E)2 53
fibN, ABC02 3Bk & MM OMITH 5 &G S 7z (MST : 11.2 4 H vs. 7.7
HH, A= FH 069, 95%EHXM 1 042-1.13)0 %3, BT22 RERICHIT 5 IFHIHE
EREOEIEIE, 28/83 (337%) Th -7z

F 72, ABC-02 3Bk & BT22 SERDME & D5 % I 72 A AT O, IFPIIRGS
FIZOWTOHF TN =T TH, 27 v JgEE L T GCEED
MST AMENL TV B HHE Z /R LTz (O — FH 054, 95%EHEIXH : 0.36-0.81),

H A RIS 22 27V — 7 (Japan Clinical Oncology Group : JCOG) D #Ex &
LT, GCEIEIIT A5 LY 7Er+S1 R (GS#iE) oL LBtz
MAET 2 E MMEE TH 5 JCOGL113 (FUGA-BT) R BE2TFE M X I 72
(UMINO000010667) . 2 D%, GC #Ed: (175 61) x4 2 GS#E: (179 1) oIk
SUEAREH S 7-As, B SN ko7 MST 1 151 7 A vs. 134 7 H, M
H— NI 0945, 90%fEHEIX I : 0.777-1.149), %3, JCOG1113 (FUGA-BT) #Bric
B HIFNIHEREOEI AT, 94/354 (266%) THolzo MEHORYEL L WEHES
RICKELEIRDO LD o720 GSHIEIE, GCHE L T aEREM2EM s h, 4b
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FALF L E TOMEREM b EH SN 5720, BEOAEEIIE V. —FH, YA 77
FrbS1d, BRERESIHEFICIBELR EOMNICHLETH 570, BHkER
ELSHOFE, HHFBIROBEOREICIE R DIZ v B Er S, GS#EITYVBRARE
NRERE KT BB D—D L o 72,

FRYEEFFHYTTF 2 EOHEDE (GEMOX #ik) 2o O
LY A ZIZDWT T v ¥ MERIRRERAT ATV 555 BIfE F T4 AR
2BV, GCHEEICH L TRFMHENA BICEN e R 2 R L2 EBREE R o
72

BAVGITFREE + ~ 2 1 ¥ — 77— 7 (Kansai Hepatobiliary Oncology Group : KHBO)
DOERRBE LT, GCRFEICHTEITLA I+ Y AT 5 F v +S-1 BE#E
(GCS #i%) ® MST 2B 2 #H M % MGk L 72 48 AR T 2 KHBO1401-MIT-
SUBA iRBRAEM S N7z (NCT02182778)1, ZdfkH:, GC #Ei: (123 6) 13§ %
GCS ##: (123 61) DEEEMEAFE S (MST 1135 7 H vs. 126 7 H, N¥—Fit
0.79, 90%EHXH : 0.628-0.996), GCS HriEId, CIBRARENHERE \Z0h 3 2 B 7z 2 Fr e
B L 2 o720 73, KHBO1401-MITSUBA ERIC BT 5 FHIHEROE&1E, 78/
246 (31.7%) Tdh o720 GCIEDZIHTIZ150% TH 5 DITH L, GCS WEDZER)
T 415% LENRTW/z—T), NCI-CTC (ver40) THESIN/zZ7L—F3LULEDH
EHREL LT, GCSHFLETIRONE, THI, KBEIHFEIIEL L, GCHETIIREM
RBEENL Doz F/z, GCSHEL, 3HPHTH L —F, WlARSGTHLZLE
ERETAHE, BHEOBHIEIERINS,

Db, CIBRAREDRFNIRERECHESE SN A bpiih (—REH#) L LT, 74
VIV TVATIF U ASIBRERE, YAV I+ VAT IF U, F
72T AT EE U+ S BEHEBEENBIT NS,

WA, BEEEBEAILEDO IKIEFICOWTOHEIRTH 505, KBEL S » 5 2 1kkt
BB A%, HERTLIMIPELE 2L 8T A2 L, RIETIE, YIBRAREIRE
BT LT, SIARASNTEY, ¥4Y ¥ U RIBOHERIINT 285031,
40~227% EWH STV B,

F72, 2018 4F 12 HITHE b e I L 728697 - B~ A 7u¥ 7714 M A
TEMEOFE (MSI-High #434) BEEMEICH LT, & Mtk b PD-1$ikTH %
NRATOY) AT AWIGIEKR SNz, BiiEHE THEAT % 889 72 MSI-High BRI BT
HRATHY) X< THMEEOHE TR T, BEE 46, FLEDE 46 E2ET 12
FEHE 86 BIASEER S, MST IZRFE, 24EAEGFEHEIT64%, BHEEI1I58% L Sh
TWaY, %, M 4619 1 Bl RRMPE O (BREA 25%) &S
NTBY, FENRBREPRELRSGEICRD, #EIND,

NTRK (neurotrophic tyrosine receptor kinase) &G EIET 2 AT 5 BIEHEL %
e LCTRKBEHEOL X ML 7 F =725 L7255 1 AHRER & 565 D AR O
BN T, FFAIBEE 1 B2 &t 10 fsds, 19 0T o 54 FILSENT S 7z MST
E21 7 A, BRI 10 4 A, SEREALFHIMIE 1L 2 A, BHERIES7%, ) bs
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nase-1) IR TZERZ AT 5 #EFTIEREICB VT, IDHL %S ivosidenib 13 75 &R
WL, MERSEAELAIE (PFS) 2B B2 RS 2 e Sz, 4B, JH
EREOK 20% DIEGIT, IDHI BIETEREAT 5 2 L ST b2,

D

2)

3)

4)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

i}%jﬁk ..................................................................................................

Valle J, Wasan H, Palmer DH, et al. Cisplatin plus gemcitabine versus gemcitabine for biliary
tract cancer. N Engl ] Med 2010; 362: 1273-81. PMID: 20375404

Okusaka T, Nakachi K, Fukutomi A, et al. Gemcitabine alone or in combination with cisplatin in
patients with biliary tract cancer: a comparative multicentre study in Japan. Br J Cancer 2010:
103: 469-74. PMID: 20628385

Valle JW, Furuse ], Jitlal M, et al. Cisplatin and gemcitabine for advanced biliary tract cancer: a
meta—analysis of two randomized trials. Ann Oncol 2014; 25: 391-8. PMID: 24351397

Morizane C, Okusaka T, Mizusawa J, et al. Combination gemcitabine plus S-1 versus gem-
citabine plus cisplatin for advanced/recurrent biliary tract cancer: the FUGA-BT (JCOG1113)
randomized phase II clinical trial. Ann Oncol 2019; 30: 1950-8. PMID: 31566666

Sharma A, Dwary AD, Mohanti BK, et al. Best supportive care compared with chemotherapy
for unresectable gall bladder cancer: a randomized controlled study. J Clin Oncol 2010; 28:
4581-6. PMID: 20855823

Falkson G, MacIntyre JM, Moertel CG. Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group experience with
chemotherapy for inoperable gallbladder and bile duct cancer. Cancer 1984; 54: 965-9. PMID:
6235908

Takada T, Kato H, Matsushiro T, et al. Comparison of 5-fluorouracil, doxorubicin and mitomycin
C with 5-fluorouracil alone in the treatment of pancreatic-biliary carcinomas. Oncology 1994;
51: 396-400. PMID: 8052479

Glimelius B, Hoffman K, Sjodén PO, et al. Chemotherapy improves survival and quality of life in
advanced pancreatic and biliary cancer. Ann Oncol 1996; 7: 593-600. PMID: 8879373

Raderer M, Hejna MH, Valencak JB, et al. Two consecutive phase II studies of 5-fluorouracil/
leucovorin/mitomycin C and of gemcitabine in patients with advanced biliary cancer. Oncol-
ogy 1999; 56: 177-80. PMID: 10202270

Kornek GV, Schuell B, Laengle F, et al. Mitomycin C in combination with capecitabine or
biweekly high-dose gemcitabine in patients with advanced biliary tract cancer: a randomized
phase I trial. Ann Oncol 2004; 15: 478-83. PMID: 14998852

Ducreux M, Van Cutsem E, Van Laethem JL, et al. A randomised phase 1I trial of weekly high-
dose 5-fluorouracil with and without folinic acid and cisplatin in patients with advanced biliary
tract carcinoma: results of the 40955 EORTC trial. Eur J Cancer 2005; 41: 398-403. PMID:
15691639

Rao S, Cunningham D, Hawkins RE, et al. Phase Il study of 5FU, etoposide and leucovorin
(FELV) compared to epirubicin, cisplatin and 5FU (ECF) in previously untreated patients with
advanced biliary cancer. Br J Cancer 2005; 92: 1650-4. PMID: 15856037

Lee ], Park SH, Chang HM, et al. Gemcitabine and oxaliplatin with or without erlotinib in
advanced biliary—tract cancer: a multicentre, open-label, randomized, phase 3 study. Lancet



14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

CQl1z 65

Oncol 2012; 13: 181-8. PMID: 22192731

Sakai D, Kanai M, Kobayashi S, et al. Randomized phase II study of gemcitabine, cisplatin plus
S-1 (GCS) versus gemcitabine, cisplatin (GC) for advanced biliary tract cancer (KHBO1401-
MITSUBA). Ann Oncol 2018; 29 (Suppl. 8) : viii205-70.

Kobayashi S, Ueno M, Ohkawa S, et al. A retrospective study of S-1 monotherapy as second-
line treatment for patients with advanced biliary tract cancer. Jpn J Clin Oncol 2012; 42: 800-6.
PMID: 22826349

Katayose Y, Ohtsuka H, Kitamura Y, et al. An analysis of a second-line S-1 monotherapy for
gemcitabine-refractory biliary tract cancer. Hepatogastroenterology 2012; 59: 691-5. PMID:
22469710

Sasaki T, Isayama H, Nakai Y, et al. Multicenter phase II study of S-1 monotherapy as second-
line chemotherapy for advanced biliary tract cancer refractory to gemcitabine. Invest New
Drugs 2012; 30: 708-13. PMID: 20924641

Le DT, Durham JN, Smith KN, et al. Mismatch repair deficiency predicts response of solid
tumors to PD-1 blockade. Science 2017; 357: 409-13. PMID: 28596308

Doebele RC, Drilon A, Paz-Ares L, et al. Entrectinib in patients with advanced or metastatic
NTRK fusion-positive solid tumours: integrated analysis of three phase 1-2 trials. Lancet
Oncol 2020; 21: 271-82. PMID: 31838007

Ross JS, Wang K, Gay L, et al. New routes to targeted therapy of intrahepatic cholangiocarcino-
mas revealed by next—generation sequencing. Oncologist 2014; 19: 235-42. PMID: 24563076
Abou-Alfa GK, Macarulla T, Javle MM, et al. Ivosidenib in IDH1-mutant, chemotherapy-refrac-
tory cholangiocarcinoma (ClarIDHy) : a multicentre, randomised, double-blind, placebo-con-
trolled, phase 3 study. Lancet Oncol 2020; 21: 796-807. PMID: 32416072



66  Clinical Questions

R EEEEGHRESI N D ?

He 22
MR EREOERAEZXFI D ITET Y RFEL, (HEEETIE L)

B DH e

M bR, AR BIBRBGRE D1 B A Hig & Lz 8IBRvl gesl 2 x4 & L 724l
B (RO &, ALPRIEDZR) L 72556 OFVFHEIER (conver-
sion) % HAY& L7-YIBASEER 2 0h 5 & U7 b2 (L ROMaibaamed:) 2 fefe
T2, BRERTIIRIZEOMBEIXIZL A LR, AT, LFZOMRILERDL D 5O
TIRHT B, 5RO L 5 IHFWNIRERICHB T borderline & unresectable
DEZRZWUSPICT HLEND S,

YIBRRER &2 MR & LR b2 o T €7 v ZIFFE L v, 72720, 450
IR L 7-D121%, YIBRBEEAA R TH %) ¥/ SElRRER] % FERE B & W5
& LR b Akt s s, 2Ok, PRINT-E LTEH SN Y ¥ /3 HifEE
OFM, WHNEROAE, REREOFME, M~ —»— 2B JUEEL LTHV L
Ed bV, T2, YRWRHZ NG E T 572012, MLk c WA & 74
BAREEDFIET b0 £33, RV L W2 MBI E & L 72 BiR O F it
PR SN S,

YIBRANHE &I S M2 REBNC BT, LRI X ) RO/, IRERED
%)%, FDGPET 2B 2F1E, @MY v 3HioRw ERHBIT oW k% 2D, YRR
BED S YIBR T D conversion D b L SN 52, RFETIE, WIBRABEANERE L1
3 A LR (5 ATy ¥ MR O conversion 313 364% & i ST
57, WP DA OGRS L% AT Th 57, 4k, IFPIBE RS
2B 2 MBI OB NG 3 BN AHIAIRERE, 1B BRERIFEROARLT
bho —Ji, BEDIFNIHENEDAZ NG E L72ETId, conversion 313 53% (39/
74) T, MR EERER] (82 1) @ MST 25.7 /1 A 2% L T conversion JiE#1 > MST
F241 71 (p=0391) Ty, MHFALFPHITI TS MREM CRETAIA &%
BRSNS OMIIE, YIRS PR 0T 2 AL 0 A 7k % R ¢
5H5DTIEDH BN, BHMSHENTH ) MHALAFEOZREWSNIZL72b DT
B\,

Ltk ML ERE T 5 720121, SRV SIRBREGE oM EE HiwE L28)kK
TREE 23R & LAl b8 &, conversion # HIW & L7z UIBRARRESI 2084 & L
7ALF LR X L7299 2°C, il & #BRIC & 2 MEEDSLETH o
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BREDLER SN, BMENTBRINZLIAYDNH S EHDSMEFEBLFEE
EEEZEBELTHLL, (5L ViEER)
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FEN IR RE 209 2 Pl O HRBGE O W 1S, B EsRESEEEsh Tn
5o REINIBWTIE, MBHMEEICIOWTERS FHAIRERE IR 2 izl
HOWSEL, 3L ALDHBRAMEMEH T, ML LTI MBEECIBEE %2 & O aE
B9 50988, BB OAZ WML L LTITo 2RISR S N5, BEE %
SR ELTHREZT - 72561, HFHIEER L L CORFIFITIIThA T RWnwZ &
DL WtEHIBII L, (LR, BUNRGAIRE, AL RO MR, R BIIR L2
e, SERE, JGRIFENEEO 6 DI I NG A, AbFEEEDANIIZEAL
IYETF VAP RV, MERMILFEREE PO EX%,

MHBMILFHEEICBWTIE, YAy 7y 2l LBREIRLE L, 20
T79LE Y I VU RBHDMEHENT WS, (FEALDHBANXEN T, FEEHMN
ERFIZOWTIIERD D, BIRNA TALREPTEINMELRETLTD, A
WVEIZOVTHERDOWIZ E 2R LADREEL WY, BANXEIT LDV AT
F A4y 7 LEa=CBW T, MM R EO AR IR THE 00,
PP RE 2 0t B & LBITCId R, Y AT T4 v 27 LEa—TRHSRZ@m L
BERNTFREENA TAPELS L) BT THY, TEF AL LTIEHH,

B2\ 7 23 ST & SRERRC AN & HEBGAB D ITh T 5, HilA & RO 2 20121
WML R EO AR R B L WA L2 HE b 524, Ritsh7zL Y
YIE, LAYy E MR, SR, SAY S+ Y AT T F IR
(GCHE) Thbo —HDL I X LITBWTIE, MRS Tl &
WHEENTVERY, I FEALEDL Y X VBTGB RE L L ToXEER
MERINT WD, Al S LEGERBETIE, WNBEEREOAZ LR E LSz R, 1
ERHO—FIRE LTHRF STV, 5, WgulilbsEftike LTorxy ¥
Y B DSAN BR & i U CAEFIIMAER T A 2 L AR T HTRET S vz
HEPRAFSE (BILCAP iBR) 2BV TIE, MMEMERRE LTy, FEFMEA T
% intention-to-treat fJRNTOHEFNI BT 2 AF WM OERIZFED SN - 7245, per
protocol set [ZBWT/AF— FH 0.75 THEAEY B OEREHED 57, JHEHE I
T HMEMAL R BT 2 AR L e 2RSS H O, NI BITEHA FF
£ U THHEIRENSY, 72720, BUEERF S CARIRIC BT A HEBEHIE Ve BB, T
WIREREIC BT B2 RBIZOVTERT S &, ARUFFRICB T 5 ITFHIRE R 8 ERIE R 4
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RO 20% TH Y, BRI CTENTF— FIIZ 1T RBETH-72d 00, Ml
ERBLNTVARV, VT, FAYIEY+FFH) 75F VHHHBED, T
MERBE LA, BERSEAMHOER %2R T W TEG S h 7z BRFZE
(PRODIGE 12-ACCORD 18) IZBWTld, Y22 ¥y +4 %) 75 F U HEH#E
BOERNER SN o 72100 ARRFFE TR 45% AR CTd - 7225, F B
Wi CH MR SN h o7z ORI S IEHEE LCid, FTMHRBRTIEH 2
2%, KHBO1208 iBRTT, 723 & ¥ v Wik L S-1 Mttt s h T a9,

P<01 2 BB L3 HE CTREHEBIEA R E S Nzo S HMRERIZ 7 A e
OB ERE & e U C BN — FI 0477 TH 72 (p=00606), 72721, 1
HREETH 5 2 L, IFHIREROIEREIL 40% TH 722 L 2 EBT 2 LEN D 5,

b, MGERICE TN LIHEN - W - FLETREEz 0 R E LTA b vy
C+5FU A%k % WL L7 Takada & 085, WFAMREH - SLEREZ PO e T
5 PEFLBHEB ISR IS L5 FU+ 7 4 ) YR L IET A3 % © X ORI % BGiE L
72 ESPAC-3 BV, FFAMHER AN R E LTr Ay s ¥y oR M RGEL 72
BCAT RE? 2BV TIE, WR b intention-to-treat N TOH IR E N D o
72500, FHIRERZSRICEDTBES T, TOMBRICIZEFEESLETH D,

Dibofsz s s, WHBERZ ZOERICBWT, ks yer
Bl s, wiI & KRR D per protocol set DFFEFTIZ B W TOARELLYHOEE
BRIl MRS LAYV +F XV T F U HEEO AR R h o
2Zed, BROLBEEOBHVWIEF Y ATH L, T2, WEMhbEmEsir) 2k
BEE LVIEFIHEORMICET 2 MGV TN BION, T AL ENKREL, HOH
WIE T Y R L e d o 7,

AT DR ARBR & U CiThe S-1 HUARED: & T4l HLAh % Heit§ 2 ASCOT skl
R, Witk GC ek & TATHMZ KT 5 ACTICCA-1 R HH ), wFhbids
FONEDND 5,

Pk, FNIRERM I BT 2 WL REOZ B IS 2 TH Y, i
] & B % & & — S O Ml TR R ML LI L 0 A IER § 5 Z & At
RENTWS 720, WML FREOFERIIZEE L TLIVWbDLEx b, 72721,
B & 212 intention-to-treat fMT CHEAEBM 2 LR TAH I L AR L2V I X VITHFAEL
m\ied, BIRERUTIRERRIIZEE LTITH) TR E L,
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