7)#HE(organ preservation) 2 SE&¢eH
Edojt}, tAHAE oY AES AE
AR A% 7157, A% ol WiEe A% ¥
et S oA Dk ARG5S (reconstructive sur-
gery) 3 A 29| WAl x B8, 524 (aryngec-
tomy), A A (glossectomy) & W2 FAEL o7 4
Z4gk Aol g ZHA Aok EWIAL 71#T 7)e BEY F
QAL &3] FAHL Qick B SifEo] 9 &S 7

FH07 vt g3} "ol HAM] dEXEE FA
T glom, BRE2 Azhst 29d TR5E Rk A
717k) PR TRs AJE717E] dEolgis A3l AWst
gk FAE ¢ AFEr F N1BRES 3 doA -
AMAA| & (chemoradiotherapy) &) 914 T FAHEX R
(sequential or concomitant) ¢l th3t <17} ghlslct. ofA
dATE AEE FFS AR godA e Fx
£ FABEE AZHH, olgd 1 X5l E-83AY A
B SRS TAIE] A8 S A AT AAECh

S %W Z(laryngeal preservation)2 7|#RES % &

o rlo 1o

X
£ B

o ¥ ok

P
::)\
i

é rh] [0 m?\_l’ k

of

%X & (organ—preservation chemotherapy)% 78 &3
2 A& Alelck 28 FFHT3I-4/8=E Ho]elx A
S F4A (total laryngectomy) & oiFolzhs Fa5T
78 AE7IRME AT W, MARIA RS AE
7137} 25X 248 A ¢ Utk PAHARES

1. %5 2ES 95 29| guen

48 BIE e AL 430 Wisrt &
7] ol AE7IZI0] R FFEolth. TFEE gL
2 AT A% M 28 FHFTE Ado5EY Aol
o 7 9% TEFL 9% neck stoma’} R WA
2 @AY A & S glom, vz et A8y
o} Zg) Edk v AEd FHFe] AL + Y
th 3o gxlolA SARES oW 7|7 Bt N8 F
Q3 EAolARE H o] BAl g Bt B 34
o] AZHx gtk o8] FH T 1 oM E A 7
& AT g AL AT st B 9
HA AAE Zol= Aol glor YA 47t E5F
Ape] AR BED et Ak R Eo|th

Jacob $Vo] fEaetA go MY A3 FF <
A AN HAKIR RS HAjete] FFAAE & F

£S5 Brad & olgd X a/ds Ak M
04 93T Astgo] HEHHTH??. Veterans Admini-
stration larynx cancer trial& E3}] o]ggt 71do] 34
Hog AZHon 1 F 93} A} 7bed ABY F
T ok BRIF el FFERES A% 59 vl

AT AFE0] BuHYH 7 (Table 1).
1. VACSP(Veterans Affairs Cooperative Studies Pro-

A NEE B Ho| Y= Fa AANS TR

A2} g i A8 2 3 §5 BHES =5 %)
. . PF — RT 53% 3yr
VSCSP
Gloftis & supragloftis S > RT 332 66% 56% Byr
Hypopharynx & PF — RT 57% 3yr
Lefi X A i b
efebvre, et al epilanynx S = RT 202 28% 43% 3y
PF — RT 19% Syt
Mahe, K
ahe, et al Hypopharynx PF—> S — RT 91 NR 37% 5yr
PF — RT
Forastiere, et al.® Glottis & supraglottis P—-RT 547 58% 66%
RT

P=cisplatin; F=5-fluorouracil; S=surgery; RT=radiotherapy, NR= not reported; NS= not significant *p<.05
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s

N FTFRES S0 F W 729 IAE S A4
At MBS Fed T F PAMARAETE AA
¥ BEFX 8T cisplatint5-FU #5818 roe &
zZ9) wiAE T FEFAR T HhE-3E SAjoA = HHA}
AXEZL AAH O Fe Ay
53 3F dolv FAaAL 1l dsie FAER
9)#A Al (salvage surgery) 7t AAHUAT & F 8
A FHA3 FEAAE 73 vwEle] kAl -}
A AEF] FoA gL S7kst 480 Aast
BIHQUP, wal kx| E vheFa BT AEFO
Hjslo] A 2ol WESBEA] 3 BRlA FAXES] A
ol A8 AFel VR JEE AA] FEE HAFTh
8\ AEEL oF 30%E ¥Tol ME HlxEIgon, 3¢t
287 60%I FFRFEC] 7hsEth A& et
A)—ALA L2 8 (sequential chemoradiotherapy) & 2
B FA(TH), FAAZN2, N3) oA i w30

3
mu
o
>
=
_N_n‘
b
of

7} SEAAE) AN v 50% A% B8k, 29
Aga L 156%, BE7173e) 32 ¢l
o BE7)%] i3t R Itk H&N Intergroup
H
Q

%
A7 PP FAX B T2 WY, BA) 7}
5 T ST Al /B BES A% Hud 5

(alternative standard care)7} 2 5 U2S 2udi),

3|

b

ou, o]5 &) 50% oIl TAl HAo FEHA
7} Bosoict. VACSP 97 AHE eoksid §EagH]
5§ A&Hoz ANY AKX ES} B FEQ Bk
gN FF BES 7heA she A X guo|gon,
AA A5 A AAFR] Yttt

2. H&N Intergroup Yo7

VACSP @7olM #EZPAE F A54Q gAA R
7t HA BEANERD AREASY F& F PR ¢
F adFolgid, FUAFE AAR ojf IZE sh= R
A7t tigt ojFo] A7|A Aok FLEaNE Rrkske A
W EE s T E oS TP o] Y

o thst @& d7) 98 T2—3N0—3 supraglottic, glottic
cancer 59l oist H&N Intergroup UAAAT7}F AA|
H3ith. cisplatint5-FU F+EF4AE 33 AXF 2
A FEE AN 2, WA —cisplatin FAIX BT, YA &
EXET F 371A g 84Ae vmsidP.
719+ A3 cisplatin—9AM FAAETY 29 S %R
£0] 88%E FEFLIAT AR (74%), WA
7 @569% l vls 49538 £3}tHp=0.005). %3t

EFRE 3 cisplatin—"%AM] FAIAE ol A
FEAA|4 (total laryngectomy) 9] Hl-&o] 50%04F 24
33Tk 371 AE Alolells FEFAAE BE7 1 (ary-
ngectomy—free survival) 3 HA] ME717 M overall sur-
vivaD & ztol7} QIsith A FFAAE7IA 9] 717k
FEFUX Z70) vl cisplatin—TAM] FA] X7 oA
453] JFEUG(P=0.0094). FAFoZ 43 XEF

ok B

>,
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3. TFA YL

A2 a3 2R 2719 Y YT AadE 718
BE g Bo} A3 g Fofsta givk. ZepioA
1A cigplatin 4] carboplatin® ARE3I3
AR o] ZFEF k= AolH S AgJstalE
Alslth, 24 A8 A9 AR AR
FlAls2 AUAE & BF FAXET(152%)
X7 (1547%) o7 29 Wi F=
¥ o & carboplatintb—FU2 AA wg-&3
F-5-2 747} 57%, 31%Rth BF FAXETH 1|
kA HAA X279 4d BEE(49% vs. 38%,
053)3 718 HEE(48% vs. 20%, p=0.001)°] &
oJatA F71aIie.

4. EORTC gyoi+

EORTCE =473 il & tes 73 MY
AAATE AAEl] 1 AFAE B3 ; 10089 24}
7} SekA - P EAIXE & 5—FU+cisplatin XS0l Hl
AEQT, 97H0] EFILAE &, AFFHA, & AF
AR, FHY AREA T PR E ol 724w
qck o] AFA 239 cisplatint5-FU F+23¢2
HE gdAukSo] v|x|x] E3 = ulE 97d AAE
AAEG 39 AT F A5 YSES v
on, e 28%71 FHEAHE SN &

T8 REY S QAT

JEEZQ AT YT ANATS WY
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o o dnke-&-S 9V g Fusietee o9, 2)
ANEE 83 drPZAfractionated—radiation scheme)
of izt A7, 3) HARA-EHA FAXE Z2 T o
3t Hrph desiet FERELNY FoF EARE S
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A7) ae fEeren ¢
ofof gtk ojze) AN i,
PPATY SRS &

HHkg-go] 50%5 |
PAMA dif-2 04
t°: T A BuEe] M Ao
Fe B3tk d4 7ldE 2ow gl
’ﬂr‘—i‘% R AL el A A
) E2E 98 dAAHT Qok
‘Q’b‘?ﬂ'—ﬁﬂw 5-FUS NESAS F7A17)7) 93t A)
o) A=A &, 5-FU &% Aol reduced fo-
lates (leucovorin) & FoI8H 2 24 thymidylate synthase
9} HAJH active ternary complex? FFAEL ZIIAA
5—FU WAe] S5H = glgol SHHU. o3 ?ﬂ‘?
ATE 122 leucovorin, cisplatin, 5~FU(PFL) =
PFL~Interferon ¥-&&eraHel thdt AAAT7} 7~16§Q
7 QYoo
T3 HZoE cisplatin/s~FU ®-€X) 29 taxanes (pac-
litaxel ¥ docetaxel) S F7Fehe= dAFAE7 M=
em E3), Dana Farber Cancer Institute®] d37.&
PFLRW ) docetaxel 3713t HE2Wo T4 9A4ATF
A =& W& SARke, TRAQ AE7|7 S B
wEgich @A, fREEdeRio s MY JQAATe B4t
X0 FRE 7R Aol A7-axr) a2,
FUA AP SR B T4 WAL R AET]
s TV Ag 4 JdiE Row Qe 14 39
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%XIEA A?ﬂgt - 7}11 X]E”c}‘@o] s
o] AYPH= FAXE T M2 FEER YT A3yx
T Zdelow EREY, T A Jg2AEE A%A
ol vl 2o &4E A2adE Bty 2] QAdT
e AR FFAE 03k Pt AMEE A,
FHoE FA, YA F AR g¥e %awc}_t,:_g
g S7H1717] 3 Ag2AFe) dAign )
T I 9T E A Hexgd s 34
A A3E Bty glon, TEHE EAol glvk= 4
= FA|, YA F 7R ]E“‘a‘o] AEHA £ 2
A& _,]u]sh:} thekz) g}olA uw\w tg%.j]e(conco_
mitant multiagent chemoradiotherapy) 2] 23t BA44

< oA FAAES Foishy| dio] A 25 Ze
Eoof 3b o2 A& FA AFEI ] AR IS
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