CSC@‘EQ

1 O 9 M B R R IE R 518y T IR

EHME RS EWEEE LA EE, 4 20%~40%
WRIERERERES, A LR TR EEHRMIALIGERY,
TR SERAP AR 2 RSB REIN—E RO, B—
KR AHE R, BREBRL. 100 EFLE WEBRER
HAER LW AR SRERRRERES, kG —LU L8
EHRWBIER, Bl — R0 BEAY SRS HAE, I
AR, 10%~20% MBERLBIFERA.

ERAFE—ER ®XI

FEHEBMB PRWB 2MBT (WBRT) f5 80 R 5L, # A
FEROLS H 0~4 43 SHEF+ BRI A FFRELBHE (R 109-2)s
RTOG R4 8T AR BRIy, R A R L X I B B
RAYBRW; {EX RTOC S & HUE MR RMOIHTER,
RBALBE 14 2-3 4, gl 34, UG A M E
P4 RO R R B R R A R B R U (R o

*109-1 RBR RTOG RPA 44

—. PEBRNHREE 2% FOEA MST(A)
1 KPS=70 7.1
MR R E TS — RS, BEANTE AN RS
R EBEHSME NS (RTOG) 483 197 8157 (RPA) EH %5 %
%, BREREWSHAER A LTSMEBLL KBRS FREMEER
P4 (KPS) RIFERALHPREL, K TR 50 3 & B A BB G KMSES
B (F109-1), BEXNMIHOERBEHHBEPMLER
123 <71 M. Sperduto BIRAE RTOC MEBRBEMS SRR 42
FERENAFTNREET, B 3 ML MiTHEITRE 3 KPS<70 23
)5 ¥4t & % (Graded Prognostic Assessment,GPA), FIR 5 RPA: i35} #4347 ( Gaspar, 1997)
£109-2 RHBM RTOG GPA BiG {594
S M
GPA 2% MST{R) -k
0 05 1.0
F£ih () >60 50~59 <50 0~1 26 143
KPS <10 70-80 90~100 1.5-2.5 38 666
CNS #B% >3 2-3 1 3 69 168
SRS E< — x 3.4~40 1 102
GPA : BiJ7 P4 B & (Sperduto, 2008)
Bk BEEHS &4 B0 B A M E A BRERRD
= BB AR R MM, i PRBREARASENERRELRE, 55

E2WRAEB A, W & 30%-~60%, FoAb R R 1%
e REXE. FAKRMS 4 EHERREEAE (R
109-3), REBLREEBAFREEKORXFAL, LR

NEVEEB. DALY ERAREES EERSESE, K4
80% BYBRFE B RAETEKIRAIR, 15% $oRpht AL 76/ VI, I
FHAh <5% WHH, f1F MRI XTI B R BREET CT,
Hit, MRl REHBEH B E SR RET &,
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wP R a7 2
%1093 RHEBENRZS

FRMmEER FIFE% (%) BT RS

fit 39%

—NSCLC 24% G
—SCLC 15% &
g 17% ]
Rexm 11% &
%#EH 6% &
FE KA 5% e

(Nusshaum, 1996)

AT BENEE HMRE KBS HR M ME R,
£ A 1 B % B ( BBB) BIFEEE , TR T ALST 25 IE R, RA TR
SHATF AN BBB AR, Xt hsiss B4 A B ROALR . MUTHEN
KEpE A A TRl , BT R AT AR R E R I 4, IR IE# I
HGHRGFERIBALRIE, BN AR A 45 3
2T A PR, B LA S RS T 8 U

534 7T 28 BB ¥ P WBRT, L AK 8 160 5 5 A0 B
(SRS) 143K SRS, R ¥ HHIT . 3 BT i BuE=£ %
P ERI M4 R I RAE, WBRT R 545 | RINES
RO b 2 A P B 2SR HE, R HUT IO B AT BB 1 B
FEBREHLE L RO R, R AE R E .=
AR R, EZZERAMER. SRS fRIHHEE
KFBRBSES IiFEHER, 65 R EENERILE
k-, [F) e A AT B/ ] BB 1 6 i 4 B SR R, TR
TEWEM. 4 KEHAMITEHAA AT AR RIS
BRI, TR LR ANIRTTER . BARHEARE
HERR ,BXHERRES, M 90% 5 80% HEH /X
TR 20% LTSRN BEX, FENY Smm 245, FIRBE
B E (dose falloff) WL E K, AT 1677 i AL RO AL T7 7 B
51857 I8 B BB RUR L, B/ AL (1 <2em) T RE1E-S1
BRNNR, AR,

SRS X MBIATT A MBI H R E LW H BRATES
BRI DNA A%, BB R RRE RS w7 AEH
JE, Wit; DNA MRIERAIHr3E , 35 AR DNA TEE HHEE . 15,
TSR 2 PP I B 45485 , SRS TR T I B I A 4 T L o 6
PR AR SR B S RERR AR, B St — R4 X IR T
S B i 2 BRIV

=. 2wy

SCERIR A R — A B R & & Wikt WBRT 2
B b HE169F , WBRT /& MST 2 4~6 1B, WBRT B £Fh
EREMPRT R, BT REERE BEYL . IR R
RAFRIUE, SEFRARFRAEEE—F REEEE
B L ETHM TR, KA ¥ BETERITTRNE
R E, FEREAOMETKITER 3000:6y/10 K
3750cGy/15 K.

# 88 RTOG RPA SMRARME, A ME B E R A ENFR
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DA RRIZRES FH— MG E B H(PS B EE,
HLEH L) B R RIAT R EE (B 1), MFHE
BifiyRE, Y% & WBRT B0M SA1E R, 1089 £ %
B CHREEA T 12 B8 E, FIFK 300cCy BT R, HARH
K BEAMBER, Bit, 55058 A% 5 WBRT £ £ M H
A (H)3),

B1: 38,70 %, 2 00H 4 MR, TR, MRI & |
MBI FEAR, SEHEBIB KR 1~3em. KPS 50, FEFHRE
T.N,, FlBt & B FfF

B OF %% T B
B.F WBRT 20Gy/5 8  KPSE, HEBhMMMHK
30Gy/10f 8 . BARBEKELEH
315Gynst 6 APREYIESR, AR A T
40Gy/20f 2 KR FRMIELHEA,
FLAE st R T R
SRS LA SRS 1 A SRS GEM@ATF
SRS+WBRT 2 BAE RESFMENE
B, BA KRR IR
BER URIER 1 LEREHRAELME
1t BIBTT RS, FREBR
DRFFER 1 &8
t
Begtie s +WBRT 1 KiESEEEEATH,
RAFAR
pI% -3 4 HBEBENRATER
M FPENRFNG

Yrssr B AEM
BEER: L BOER 9. EHEE
2.8 50 %, 5L WA 2 MREE# MR £ &, febsgg ml

FAR,KPS 90, HFHXHEBAL Jom, W/NRHE B <lem, LI
KB, 6 A ARTLHTAIGIRAE TN, Bt e 200, RESHB,

- i d %% T B
8 ] WBRT 20Gy/5f 3 FERERSMERFE
30Gy/10f 7 B % B WBRT £ &1,
375Gyltst 7 RERBEIERERS
40Gy/20f 3 KREBRYTY
SRS B SRS 6  ERIARVERHER, IR
SRS+WBRT 8 AHEBRW, AHEEK
BRI EMER ANFH
WAL AR SRS+WBRT, 18
R R SRR EME
REGBAYHE
BER YIREER 2 FBRNERAFAM LE
kt RAZ BRI
BT HR +WBRT 1 AR
A, R Tl
pUIE -4 1 KPS RHBXINEE

#13: 5,50 & . FLWHE 6 MEF B, TAER, MR %
BB EFARRMAEFERIBRE 3 1),KPS 90,



FiARAE (T:N,) B2 VIBR. KLHHM&RR.

- S i d - 27] F R
] WBRT 20Gy/Sf 4 WBRTREZ R WNEBH
30Gy/10f 8 N EHERT B R
37.5Gy/15f 8 R# T KPS, BARHLIE
40Gy20f 2 .5k Eitig—1
Bt b
SRS L SRS 1 FHBEMEEEME
SRS+WBRT 2 Walivpig ol X N- 53
FeBEF SRS
BFER YREER 1 I E, TRLAER,
t AN S XY SIpre-S
NRFEAR 1 BT A
xt
ST +WBRT 1 WA E A THEIESE,
HEB#fTiAe
b/ =3 1 BELER KPS &, ¥
N

Bl 4:%,35 %  FoWA 2 ANIRER , RIER, 8 LHH
i, BEFARYIBR, MRI K/b <3em, KPS 100, F¥) EZHIBRA
F1AR BERME, Clark VR, TS,

- 7 5 T B
HF] WBRT 20Gy/5sf 2 2ANBEAEWES, 8
30Gy/10f 5 F3 WBRT BRAH M1
37.5Gy/15f 5 b rg
40GyRof 2
SRS B SRS 7 SRS+WBRT K1ERIH &
SRS+WBRT 8 o WIFOHRBRERE,
ZAER . KPS, TS
B U 2REB
GRERE AT A
§ %, KF¥¥M WBRT
BFER YRFER 2 BB AR, BB F
i AR
DRFAR 2
i
BTSN +WBRT 1 FAEFIA T RGERR, R A8
W 1 #HRE

—4# 7 WBRT(30Gy/10 R) B R T IR, iFtSH 20088
BORITHE I 3K 40 B RIS5E M2 e Stk a %, iR
WBRT B AE v, M2\ ol BE5E4F, MR BHiR
B, MR8 BABITHA TR RIEK, Li S,
AT E WA ThEETR 2 B FR g sk R X M 2 ThBRAY
BB BT MIRAEW, N REARLRENSSFH
feiE Bt s B R N ER T HE, K44
FET- R Bl — % (26%~70%),

%t WBRT BIfE P18 B A9IAIR, FL7E 1989 4F DeAngeles #
it A WBRT &4 11% 3™ E %K ; Surmaaho 7 2001
R KIS RS B EARRHIT &9 R IANARHE; Welzel £

i CSC@E% —
2008 £F4R & WBRT /5 6~8 Ji & tH B W Stk IA A1 85 ; Chang
%(2010) %% SRS+WBRT K4 #22i\ IR 31K 49%; Bantzen
£ (2007) #4& WBRT f5 3~5 ™7 ic1Z 119 B FE(K.

CABDREEMNSEE F S EH%, B85
WAL T B R# 2T 4N & A4 3 A0 LA, 76 M 80T ) 2
AR EE R IO 97%, /I FE 2 IS B ML RO TS HE
m, WS EEMKFREEZBHERRER, B REVLH
W, EERHTRAPE DR, #RE SR ZERSAR
BIRHER , R ILE R A AR T AR, 5 2B ) A
bk, EE X ARG, RTOG 0933 —#AidR#RiE
KA,

M. srHErBas

SLARE PSS BE(SRS) AIM E L Z B K FER
7 AN BAAR 3em LA B9 kE, BLFR{E R B/ (P& RS
<lem), MG FRRIRER—AR <10cm®, 2006 4 3 5 g%
£: (ASTRO) FI X E ML FIZ L (AANS) M HHLIMHE
Ui £: (CNS) —B R & SRS K€ LA AR M BIRFIE
SRS, i B1¥E 2~5 IR AR I SRS (HSRS),

TIT RS R TN N BT I SR T G B
HRRRAL: ¥ A ST R A 2R TR R, B
3t WBRT #1 SRS AT i 3f F LR Hi# B . WBRT #93& R
RMNE B RFEBE AW RALL:, B 5 20 8.
SRS W] FH 28 K 3 1K 43 1K 7 ) VAT AR A sl LA
ML, ERRBRASIERE, AR SR RBER TR,
FEALEBERK, REMERBEHE, Ry rERIE
HHE, BEBETHAARMERKSTROAEEE, R
b B KR 3~dem, SRS BURKHI BTGB EMELIBERM K
B RAEFIETES R, HSRS MIBE4R T X Lo fa i , i AT FR1GHE
0] S LS b

HSRS A FEMHEAR, RA SRS MHRTHRXR MK
WITHIE IR R 4 RIS BIBATAI49T o SRS OB KIF
REBHMEXAEMPAEIEL. SRS fl HSRS K T i@
FOIE BN 2 B3 AR R BB, T2 RN
KHE(LQ), H o/f HiRMEMEEIES, EXRASRR
RIBIRE R, /B HH 2Gy; MR o/B LR 10Gy, IE
WAL P B AR KT IE , BT R Z 8, MR
THEARGUIERARNEE . Bie, EF LR ANEBITF M
JEgat, HSRS Al EAFHR P IE R IR A

RV AR RIETT 7 RAGFF R, LB T R E R MK
FERG MR R, Big, RE QAR FRE—-FR
19 4 91 % 3 B (biologically effective dose,BED), 2 Fil 5
AR BB 2 69 5 {5 48 [R] 33 & (equivalent uniform dose for tumer,
EUD), Bi&EATHIE Hizneaibsr FRKE . LRARR%
ST REFTR, Be¥ A EUD, B AN HSRS R, A¥H
BITE K 2Gy HLEMIT EUD,,, 1B N3 BAPR M, 1457
EFERENBETHNER R X RS & E%
ALK L AR S RFER BRI RN TI/E SRS(GKSRS),
SR 156Gy YUY 5 WBRT 37.5Gy/15 IREYAE Wk
BT EBARNESMEE, RTOG 9508 iELX M HIRLS
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-
- 2010 TEEHRTLR
BN,

SRS WIS BB R R R FH 2 (MRI & CT) 1
SR HE R RN EERRIRLL, SHR MR KEZ /DT 4em,
BARHRE MTKARLER. —BSRSEATF4MUT
HZ &R,

RTOG 9505 77 R 1T SRS E R A R A XL, LR
i 8 <2em 2~3cm 3~dem Y it 3% ) B 4 51 4 24Gy . 18Gy,
15Gy. KA SRS # HSRS, 1% 5 GKSRS 15Gy/1 %k & WBRT
37.5Gy/15 K8 EUDES] T3 109-4, SRS F1 HSRS(HART)
AFR AR Ex E# N RN EUD E5)F& 109-5,

% 109-4 HSRT(HSRS)5 GKSRS,

WBRT %&£ MMt
-
Bk kM ﬁ@g‘ s aem
(Gy)  (EUDy,)Gy

GKSRS 1 15 15 422
HSRT 1 17.2 172 38.6
2 11.0 218 33.7

3 83 24.6 31.1

4 6.7 26.8 289

5 5.7 28.6 277

6 50 29.8 26.4

7 4.4 30.8 253

8 4.0 31.8 24.6

9 3.6 324 23.8

10 33 332 233

11 3.1 33.6 226

12 28 34.2 222

% 109-5 HSRT(HSRS)S5E¥MAAN

BT ER YRR
Jvn arAk  ERHAR ERRALSTZR
(Gy) (Gy) {EUD,, )Gy
1 18.5 18.5 40.3
2 127 253 44.6
3 10.1 303 474
4 8.6 342 50.2
5 7.5 37.6 524
6 6.7 405 54.2
7 62 431 55.9
8 5.7 454 573
9 53 415 58.7
10 49 495 59.9
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gR
11 47 513 61.1
12 44 530 62.1
13 4.2 54.6 63.1
14 4.0 56.1 64.1
15 38 57.5 65.0

fi. AT B RIERR RS R B

BB AR EME RS PR RAME M. HY
ZHIRYT F RIRE, RESUE NS BRIISITE R, Ml
Tk A0 5 R HEE, AANS/CNS Bt 4 47 2% 9 LU IE B 2
MERLEIRTT G R, X — 0 R IR

(1) WBRT 7ESRITRF B HITER : KWILAK, WBRT & 2
RS BIRREIRTT -

B WM B FEARYER +WBRT us 88§ WBRT K945
K. HI1MHRFELETIEABGME, 6 MR, 14
RUBR. K3 ZHTHE BEYL. 3T (RCT), Kentucky
KEZHITH RCT X%, FAR +WBRT vs 81 WBRT £ MST 40
J& vs 15 A (P<0.0001), Ri%EBIALE K 4K 20% vs 52%
(P<0.02), X—% WBRT #|& % 36Gy/12f, Netherlands # 17
#9%.0> RCT, WBRT 40Gy/20f, FR +WBRT vs 82 WBRT £
MST 10 /™A s 6 4~A (P=0.04), LK Mintz SRE L0
RCT, FAR +WBRT vs 32 WBRT,MST5.6 M H vs 6341 H, =
HOoSTXFH, Fif 34 RCT 3L 0 KiFR, EHF ALY
% +WBRT EH# f] WBRT i,

HRFETWBRTHAIE /A RFTR, {85 B3IMARA
HHPUARB—B,6 MRAMHM. 17 ME—HTF
FOEAEESE, 1 1. MESH 1076 M0 14, B
AEFE /2R R, LHF BED fl LQ(&4: k@) it
#. BED=nd [ 1+d/(a/B)],n= 1§97 K& .d= KA R, %t o/
B=10Gy, HLEHIARIES K& 30Gy/10f, F BED AR E  i5kE
77 R #9 BED=39Gy,q, LA X - #5 # 55 #E (8, BED<39Gy,, A
R B IR BED>30Gy,, HHFIBE TR, 3#F 27 MEEH
WIXHFATFEMT. TSR, ENBUARENEH S
FIEML,.6 AT £551% RR 1.05(95%CT 0.90,1.23)
(P=0.52) #1 RR 1.05(95%C1 0.94,1.18) (P=0.39), £ 5.

BJE, HA BT WBRT 8950, F§ AANS/CNS E 4%
DR REXBGRPEE | DRFENEX. RE 15
XREHER YNSRI, SR 0S ERHER X
it 3R MR

fEH Gaspar BLEWIAKR, FA +WBRT vs B WBRT,
A EEHE D ITRTHEE. FAMGREEROE M BT
i, T BRH LR MENBEERELENWEMN
B, FAEREM. EERLKIERENIES [ ZkTH
EFAR +WBRT A TR &GRS, R A £, BbkafE]



<50% , BSMRAL RIBR OO B o

(2) FRYIBRIERTT B PR X TREMES,
FRUKRGERAHAER RAFEFRASHITNES
§¥7 AANSICNS BIFEREHEAT T FFAE 297

B, FARYIB vs FARYIK +WBRT, 135 1 4~ RCT 13
ANEIRBAFI 4T Patchell Zif{TRIZ P.LRE , FRUIBRE
WBRT £ 7 & 50.4Gy/28f; 5 —H ARG A B IF. WBRT 4l Lt
BERAE RZH,9/49 (18%) vs 32/46 (70%) ( P<0.001); T
PIEERE 7149 (14%) vs 17/46(37%)( P<0.01 ); i & % B 1B] WBRT
H K (P<0.001), B9 i % B I B & B8 18] (P<0.001) J2 i
PIERLE K (P=0.04) ¥%K, WBRT HETHA¥FRENE
E 5V ,6/43(14%) vs 17/39(44%) (P=0.003), 2 HEHF R L
B A, WBRT 9 MST %47 .48 B vs 43 [

HK,FAR £ WBRT/ ER5MGHBIT vs SRS + WBRT/ S84
BT X WA AL SCRRALEE 1A RCT A 9 A (a1 B BA 51 43
¥r. £%HA SRS, BF 1 AM24HK SRS, Bl 1 (A 2~5 K(5MK)
B R MBI . OF RYIBR +WBRT vs SRS, 4 1 MUY
RCT A1 2 Al B BAFI BF 5T . & E Muacevi F £ .0 RCT, X
R B E KIS AR R, FAR +WBRT s SRS # MST
954 A vs 1031 H, EH BXF, B4 PFS THX . 14
R 82% vs 96.8%, @F R +WBRT vs SRS+WBRT, /&
HERCT %, A 4 MEEAFIBIR ., K+ 3 MRS
P A0S KX HI,1 MBFRFAR +WBRT i SRS+WBRT #J
0S §¢ K- (P=0.0018), H J5 8 X & & Bt 18] .4 & (P=0.0001),
Schoggl % % 45 #1 57 . SRS+WBRT i /5 #8 & & & B ] & &
(P<0.05), Garell X #&X M. @FRYIK + WBRT
vs FARYIB +SRS, WA LR

TERMRRER GHOT AT HEEEENT . F
ARYIB +WBRT AJ A 1 RIS T 5, b8 F AR I BR S0 A% IR
REBIO AT EHMEH, HILTEY | RIEHHEE,
[F#, XA B4 PS MA R SIMRIAENBRERFRY
[} +WBRT, E tt %/ WBRT §F, A | Rl i, dEN |
Ficm#, F AU +WBRT s SRS+WBRT, & HEH
BB RIT i, B HALMEER, IMER 2 RIGH &R Xt
F >3em B4, 78 9 B AR IERBORAL (PR >lem),
FH RN SRS HITIEIEEZ MM, BMNEBMEE BH
SRS IRITINEE B SFEAR IR +WBRT a2, RA ERA—HM
M RIEH, Bt REEfER 3 BIEmEHAE,

(3) SRS FEHYT HBHHIER : MR, FRYD
B3 SRS 1897, BB H R 0s WE KBS, FRAF
A3 >3em, BRF, EA VIR, AR T UESZE  FETH
R, SRS FTFIRTFAE & VIBR AL , vt & MUB T Ui
BRI BRSNS, &R BER B R8T,
] BEHER M R HUATT 9 WBRT, SRS BEA0ATT INES
B E, RELRE TR, B WBRT s WBRT+SRS, 15
24 RCT( [ RIE4R) iF B 1~3 MIi%E ¥ , WBRT+SRS [ 8 Fi
WBRT F B2/ R, HEATKPS=1008%, 8
EETFHHBER, EE22 M MNMEBE EHEROTAL,
GEEDS

1) %57 SRS vs WBRT+SRS: 1 4> RCT #1 8/10 Bl AFITF
FER D RIERE, ITARRNESR - ORBERNER.H

i csca&é -
2 A~ E B S 28k 8 SRS B9 RSB & SRR 1, tm
F—N X | EREE R SRS X 22% vs WBRT+SRS 4
6%; 18 6/10 B EIBRRR TN B RNIGST kR E R ERBA
HEAH. FINERNESHBEETE, WREH SRS,
HELFH—HBH SRS M EFBAARR, Q2WMTNEE
Hfek. B SRS HFER, RHMTAL LS H R B
B2 410 HEERBAFIRRSE , BIHIAE R F—WK B SRS RS
B}, 437 AR 2 R 5K SR B BN, A 2010 HKRIRE AL
W ZFH, HE V0EMMEREEX . B LA
FEPEEHRS SRS+WBRT X MIZ A I BIWER

2) B SRS 58 WBRT 4 4 1 RiFEEMGH
KR SRS vs B8 WBRT, 77 | MREEZMMHEB, 41
WRGARRZLE, REGIH AN SRSEAFH L& H
SRS HIX YRR AEFE 3 REHIET. 10 Lee TR
4 SRS vs WBRT,MST 29 ~H »s 6 ™H , B S HI{L 15 Filsp
B ERE, ARG MR, Li #4349 RCT,2 4 SRS
514 WBRT,MST93 M vs 5.7 H, K CRMPR K
87% vs 38%, & Pt R ET 18] 6.9 A vs 4.0 M A,

3) SRS+WBRT & F R YIBX +WBRT £ b 55 : 4 4N EEF
48 X s (1 RAEE),3 MERR 2 M RZ BB A B
BAFHESR. Hb 2 Bl F SRS+WBRT 5 47,1 MM
FFR+WBRTEF, A 1 MARFR+WBRTEH B E
KA F R4, Bindal % [ BA 51 i 48, F A H1 5% +WBRT
vs SRS+WBRT £ MST 16.4 ™A vs 754 A, B M@
19% vs 50%, H SRS+WBRT & 12.9% & MGHEIRFE, X
MHR A MRUEHEKF . FAMBITHRHEREEANERTIBR
+WBRT {EX 2 RiEMHRE,

4) SRS 5F AT +WBRT K8 : —4 | RIFEHHR
INHEARYIBE +WBRT A BIFHSE R, Muacevic 2 (2008) 1)t
4> RCT, FAR +WBRT vs SRS £ MST 27 9.5 1A 45 10.3
MA L EARE % (3% vs 25.8%), FARYIB +WBER 38 1,2
REWIHRAE, BH 2 MBS (1 FIEHR), Kk 2
HAMST.| EAFR N ERBEREHLHERXF, AR
R R BN, 5, Shinoura % (2002) =B 5T
k1 A HE M, FARYIES +WBRT vs SRS ) MST 2§
344 4NH vs 82N H P E AREI 25 A s 720 A ),

@) FRFHENEREBPHNA: ZRDT4L
(Motexafin-gadolinium , MGd ) ZE 78 P9 49 FE e IE M AR 9K
FER B RRE R 825, B RILEIARE, 14
BIBEBT I (MESR) # 2 ANREHLA BRBFSE (1 RAES), #17
WBRT vs WBRT+MGd, 25 5 #i 41 MST #1598 S i R 1 T 2
Blo BA Meyers ik %y MG T HEXT iR 55 55 BB {740
1ZFERAETHAE, SE K W28 1 B A R AT ) A 44 . MGd B9%5
WS WBRT+ & KA MGd, A4 7ot 8] ( 1 L),

2.3 % % (Efaproxiral, RSR13) £ 1 41 & F 7% My i i e,
FAAESEnIEASSNESARS HNALESE R
FHU @4, Shaw % 3BT, WBRT+ ZIEE %  MST 6.4
AMH. WRTOC LM 4l MHET, BRA-KEARRA
FRAERSE T  MST By i o 4 sk R

MGd #1 RSR13 B | RAEHE ¥R AR R S8 iow)
HTEA.
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o EI PR P 8 2 3 PR

B RI0g i (TMZ), B 25 MBS T™Z (9 3Caik, b 2 A
£ kg, 2 N2 0 iE#, 210 M MRiET, #mEaT
(Fotemustine), & 6 MFFE, i 1 4~ T Rik#,5 N MAIERE,
¥ 2 MESFZ5Y 5 WBRT & RiEf, Rt BE R B HE
AU E MR,

(5) KERARERIET AR R R # AR A
FHRHRUK MRS BIHRIT, SR BB & R N X
R RER, —RE#ER I ZEX (DF), BEED
BItE AR 4. A 8RB i BT Bk
ARITEERIGIT. KERBEVGEAREX 4-8mg, 475
24~72 /NBHIG , 75% BORREE RS 1 B B AR B ol , CAE
WAV PIER B FHZE TR ER. NI, s BMEA
KRR YUER 3 RIRTHH, AR KB A MR
BRG] BIER R BAIE R . Ak A a R
3RIEFER DF, 40 EHEAER, A AN 38 5 B Bk B, BT
B DF #X 16mg RE %, DF HGMNE 2 ANEHEE, &
FLERMEMLAAH R,

(6) fLITFEMS5 BB IRTT R - £ SURR , R 1L 77
44094,

1) WBRT vs WBRT+ 137 4 5 MRRFFA ABARAE,
HA 4 MR [ RIEH,2 2 M RCT,2 MR T RCT, B
MR FIEA T, [ RiEHE, Guerrieri % (2004) K R %
.0 RCT, (LiF 5k R 4. MST. R FEHFEE R, Ushio
S RLST 25 % £ w1 T 2825 (B 2k CCNU & ACNU), sk #
E + BEAIT, W& 2R MST # XK %), Antonadou
% (2002) i AL 77 75 #F 35 ¢ (Temozolomide , TMZ ), MST %
HERK B, (VR FLH K 67% vs 96% (P=0.017), MFI TMZ %
oA £ (B P RO, TMZ SO T B2 TheE, 3% 1 B
B ASRRAABEEEM, Verger % (2003) {LI7H TMZ,
PiH MST R ;33 X 5, X 90 Kif it g 54% vs 70%
(P=0.03),TMZ A A Fl, BEFEHFET 69% vs 41% (P=0.029)
& T™MZ 45 & . Kim % (2005) [ 57 BA 51 8 38, L. 7F
DDP,MST 19 /& vs 58.1 J& (P<0.001),

2) 4L 57 vs £ JF +WBRT:Moroex % (2003) #% % RCT T
WA, B2 F1JT +WBRT »s B AT, SR HAEE
BRI, (HAeE Rt E HZ5H R T (56 K s 105 K)
(P=0.028), J& T ZLik4%, Postmus (2000)$R45 %k RCT iK%,
48 SR I HF ( Teniposide) vs 35 JB 1f1 # +WBRT, %1 MST 48
Bl 1 iF4B. Moscetti % 1B RAFIHFFT, 6 4~ B0 B F A,
WITR DDP R EH B ER, TRIEHE,

3) k7RI WBRT vs {k57 iR WBRT: Robinet £1998),
L5777 R DDP+NVB (K BHiiE). &S LHAEHEMN
Rt R, 1 Rl

4) fk57 +WBRT vs WBRT+ (LT IBIFIE B K Lee %
(2008), fL.57 Fif2+% +NVB., Bt PFS.0S BIEARE, Lir7E
BRI R R A R, B RAE T &, AEFESER
e, HANZSEHERT A TAT SO id, inE
MRS RS, ULBFR AR A& NSCLC, IR S A%
B. Rt hReaiE. SRMFBREREIREMkE
EHRH4Y.
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BL(ECCO 15-ESMO 34) L, il & KX Mason % 1) % ,EORTC/
NCIC BF 5Bl 5 SE M55 2 ,GBM A3 M ALS7 + TMZ 6 4
J A BT B B s BBUTHY 5 SEETER 9.8% s 1.9%
(P<0.0001) (3 109-6), BE& TMZ H93557 1 GBM B &K
2%,

£ 109-6 TMZ+ BT HCRIFT 3 (EORTC/NCIC)

5% BHIF(n=286)  HFF +TMZ (287 B1)
24 10.9% 27.2%
3 4.4% 16.4%
44 3.0% 12.1%
54 1.9% 9.8%

FHMAE 28 —BRAE FEBEERMNERES,
1Bl T™MZ B2 98 47 B, 7T A TMZ 88 RkSt ), T™MZ ZEAM B
HEAREEE R, TFFERE,30%~40% AT %% BBB, &
S TRBIRMAM, AR TR R,

67 TMZ S5 o1 BB R 8, 44 e B 3897 A IRAR 7 3
R FAMERAFI L, Brandes Z7E 2001~2007 ERIME T
GBM B &  HUTERA TMZ 167T)5 31% B Z HBBEHER,
MBI AR B E MST 38 M H , B TR R R ML
ReEE ., EH RN WE MGMT HE 69%% MCMT B3I F
B B b A R 4t O J L 490 G (91.3%), T LTS 1, MST 43.6
Ao BRIMSTERELESREEMBIE R, B, 5
AT +TMZ B9 B % 1 MOMT JE3h FR &1L, BB THE
HaHRERTHER TMZ,

TMZ W& - B RN T 1Rt E, 8 8 KN
BT a0 %A SR Fik, TMZ KI5 & g 40 A mT
BETHER MGMT B9S2 M, TMZ 15 X4 BhLs7, 528 K #121/28
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