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Analysis of the Effect of Cisplatin on Prolongation of the Survival Duration
Period in Ovarian Cancer Cases

Yuuji Oishi, Maki Ugaji, Hideaki Yamauchi, Satoshi Sawada, Yukiko Okano,
Yoshiyuki Komoto, Michihisa Fujiwara, Mamoru Sugiyama,
Makoto Katayama and Shigeo Ogawa

The survival prolongations of cases with ovarian cancer in one group re-
ceiving CDDP chemotherapy and in another receiving other antineoplastic agents
were compared with respect to clinical stage, cytological grading, pattern grading
and histologic types. The results obtained were as follows: '

1. As for clinical stage, the survival prolongation in stage II of the group given

CDDP differed statistically from that not receiving CDDP.
2. With regard to cytological grading, the survival prolongation of the group
receiving CDDP differed statistically in G,.

3. With regard to pattern grading, the survival prolongation of the group

given CDDP differed statistically in a well differentiated pattern.

4. As for histological types, in cases of serous cystadenocarcinoma including

stages I, I and II, the survival prolongation of the group receiving CDDP
differed statistically from that not receiving the therapy, but there was no

significant difference in the stage II and I groups. (Accepted on March 10, 1989)
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DR X3 2 SRIBFALEREE L TR
4 CDDP # x t L # CDDP+ adriamycin+
cyclophosphamide (LT CAP & Bg) ¥k A%

FRTHBECIMENL ., Fh, FHELHE
W% W7 & LT BRI ED 3o BikE
D HFE i £ L TD cytological grading =
pattern grading @ Fihi: T oW 3T
HEOEH LY FEEZIhT W5, 4m

Table 1. Ovarian cancer case

CDDP-treated group

No CDDP-treated group

AR | EATHA [MLAT R Cyto | Patt \EfF AR
fEO | 61 | Ia s Gz | w 58
B8O | 46 s Gs m 69
HO | 68 m Gz w 26
KO | 55 m Gs w 26
HO | 48 c G w 59
IO | 54 c G2 w 63
FHO | 14 emb G, p 50
O | 40 | Ib s Gs m 47
#O | 55 Ic m G w 20
1O | 55 m Gs w 38
O | 47 c Gs w 3
B8O | 22 emb Gs P 1 4
O | 42 | IIb S Gy m 38
#O | 73 s G: | m 72
HO | 41 | Ic endo G4 m 25
BO | 66 | TMc s Gs m (i 4
=O | 74 s G3 w 10
O | 54 s Gs m 12¢
HO | 56 s Gs P 13¢
#O | 69 s Gs m 7@
NO | 61 s Gs m 18¢
#O | 61 s Gs | m 19¢
IO | 56 s Gs m 209
RO | 69 s (e m 22
5O | 60 s Ge w 22
O | 50 S Gs w 209
#FO | 49 s Ga p 28@
= 46 m Gs w X 2
g0 | 34 m Gs m L 2
= 30 emb Gs P 114
#0 | 51 und Gs | P 5¢
HO | 57 und Gy P 4@

i | HE T URAT R Cyto | Patt [fF AN
wO | 28 | Ia m G w 122
$#O | 45 m G | W | 128
O | 51 meso | Gs | m | 106
HgO | 71| Ib s Gs | m 14
o | 38 | Ic m G2 m 110
#O | 58 | Ib S Ge w 1 4
F#O | 48 s Gs | W L 2
HO| 73 S Gs w 304
KO | 46 endo | Gg | W S
#O | 38 | Ic s Gz | W (2 2
+O | 56 | IMa s Gy p 13¢
HO | 47 | Wb S Gs m 27¢
BO | 72 | Tc s Gs p 11¢
F0O | 51 s G: | W 154
IO | 4 s Gs m 13¢
=O | 53 meso | Gs w 164
&0 | 70 und Ge | P 209
MO | 38 v S Gs m 4@
BO| 79 s 2¢
#O | 70 m Gz | W 5¢
S ceeeeen serous cystadenocarcinoma
bs s ERTPPRIPH mucinous cystadenocarcinoma

clear cell carcinoma

meso ---mesonephroid carcinoma
endo-----endometroid carcinoma
emb:----- embryonal carcinoma

und ------ undifferentiated carcinoma

Woeeereronn well
Meeveevenn moderate
P oeeeeeeees poor
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P21k CDDP {#HFRE & FE(E R O FEARIA
cytological grading %I| » pattern grading JIj «
BB ki 5 AfFR O FEE KD cyto-
logical grading & pattern grading o4 73Kk
ENOBHEIC O TR LD THETS.

¥R EFHE

1. RGREG . JNBERRIR S PE i AR B E
TR \WT19744E 6 B X » 19884E 5 A F T APRE
IR L 7 DNBYSIER ©, T OANFRIL Table 1
TRLT.

2. CDDP {#if#s & L€ CAP ik & #IRL
7-. CDDP 125 mg » aclarubicin 40mg « cyclo-
phosphamide 500 mg % 5 AR © AEH5 L
fo. LB EEHX 1 2 —~RAELT3~4BZE
CHEDRL, 62— A{To7.

3. CDDP JE{FRR & L T FAMT #% %
3384R L 7. fluorouracil 500 mg « mitomycin
2mg « cyclophosphamide 200 mg « toyomycin
0.5mg & H2@E&E L, 10E %1 a2~-2&
L.

4. BERHETTI & LT FIGO (1985) o ¥ifig
RIBISHET X 5 7.

5. cytolegical grading & U Ti%, fHAgEA
HDOFHNLDE Gy, gﬁb‘i) DHE Gse L, Gi )
HGs LA B L. Ll Giik low
potential malignancy W41, ABERES
X Ge~Gs RPAAL T2,

6. pattern grading & U Ti¥ RS DA
Bicd ox well, R/ d D% poor &L,
well « moderate « poor & 3 BYRSC/rE L 7.
T A g Kaplan-Meier #:i2 & b FoR
L, BEEZDOHEIL Logrank test i1z X -7z,
¥7: CDDP {gH# K 0 CDDP 3EfF R
VTR RO ORI A £ DT\

EHRHER LIz

= R

1. BIRKETHIC 1% CDDP ozh#
SFEFNC D\ TR RAETT W I A fR 3 % T
Licezh, T hoEERIC T EHE

(p<0.0D) EFHRERIFTH -7, T MIT
BEEERIAD R oo, VoK
CHNTEE (p<0.05) & FEARR THo
7= (Fig. 1).

W M w3\~ CDDP of#f « FEEHIC
I AEERYHE L L 25, CDDPHEHRC
p<0.054 TEEERNEL N (Fig. 2).
I RO MRt CDODP (A « SR L b
BERERIIEBOIch T,

2. cytological grading Hj it 5 CDDP
DRHF

BIEGI% G b G L, ThZhodg
FRABFLIEZH, Go& Ga T Pp<0.05
T G RBERBRIBORIE, G & G R
O Gs & G TIIAEBEIIBL ) -1z (Fig.
3). ¥, MPRKBFSG: & Gs& G, DREIC
LAEBEIEOR, ST

. 1
L lon
L
v LI
12 2 36 48 60 72
A
Fig. 1. Survival curve by stage
o CDDP (+)
%
# 50
E:
CDDP (—)
12 24 36 48 60 72
A

Fig. 2. Survival curve of CDDP-treated
group and no CDDP-treated group
with stage II




290 ' JIl B B 2% &

RIZ G2\ ~T CDDP ffiFd « FEFERIC X
DATERY L7 & =5, CDDP AT
p<0.05CHETH -7 (Fig.4). Gs & G« T
itz CDDP {fH « SHERIC X » BEHERLE

12 24 36 48 60 72

A
Fig. 3. Survival curve by cytological
grading
e CDDP (+)

S

fF 504
E

CDDP (—)

12 24 36 48 60 72
A

Fig. 4. Survival curve of CDDP-treated
group and no CDDP-treated group

with G,
1004
%

*

# 504 well

# |_moderate
l
]

12 24 36 48 60 72

Fig. 5. Survival curve by pattern grading
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bhieh 7. FEEREAR]+ cytological grading

Bkt % CDDP {#H « JEERIC X % Hilkix

MERZ BN TORAETH - 72, BELER

FELRE ST
1001
%
CDDP (+)
3
% 50
#
CDDP (—)

12 24 36 48 60 72

Fig. 6. Survival curve of CDDP-treated
group and no CDDP-treated group
with well

100
%

Mucinous cystadenocarcinoma

Serous cystadenocarcinoma

L 1 1 1 '

12 24 36 48 60 72
A

Fig. 7. Survival curve of serous cystadeno-
carcinoma and mucinous cystadeno-

carcinoma
100-
%
£
50 :
# 50 CDDP (+)
E:33
CDDP (—)
12 24 36 48 60 72
A

Fig. 8. Survival curve of CDDP-treated
group and no CDDP-treated group
by serous cystadenocarcinoma
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3. pattern grading iz &i+% CDDP »
R :

£ 5EFI% well « moderate « poor Z4¥EL,
ThERDOEFER ¥ BafLice 2 h, well &
moderate TIX BFEXE L/t vtz well &
poor T{% p<0.077 ‘¢, moderate & poor
Tt p<0.05 THEB TH -7 (Fig. 5). Fi
MHEA W 51T 5 well & moderate & poor »
ICIXEBZ T 5T,

wiz well 12 3\~ T CDDP o (i « FE {#
HeX AR5 Lo & 25, CDDP {f
ARt p<0.05 THE TH - 1= (Fig. 6).
moderate K F poor Tk CDDP o{Ff - Ik
R X D BERISKERIBLher -1z, BK
A+ pattern grading Blic ki % CDDP {#
A e SEM AT X % B I s\ s T DR T RE
TH o BN FBERBERIIE LN 570,

4. EF Rk % CDDP opE

&% 3 Tix serous cystadenocarcinoma J%
" mucinous cystadenocarcinoma Z ¥\ C
DAL LTz, serous cystadenocarcinoma
1% advanced stage »3, mucinous cystadeno-
carcinoma (¥ early stage 23 &\ MEHEIA AR D
nich, R CHFEE X EDLRISh ST
(Fig. 7).

W EFEERC s % serous cystadeno-
carcinoma ¢ CDDP {EH « JEERIIC X % i
*fi-7c £ 25, CDDP {FR#fc p<0.01 T
ERETH-Ic (Fig. 8). L»L, THROM
Mo AEEIELR 5T,

mucinous cystadenocarcinoma T ¥ fEf

CBIdIs e, RIS TOR RS
W T H o3, CDDP {FH « JEFHC X D
BELBRIBO R ST,

% =
SRR Xt 35 (b & LT CDDP
FEE L SFIGRCERE » BR THoH L
DW|ED B\, SEIOFER Tk BRI -
cytological grading G, « pattern grading well
iZ kT CDDP A EHFHIRIERIC R T

H5EORERNEBN, CODP OBZIMEH TR
Xht-. LaL advanced stage F F high
grade Tix CDDP DFzhMENGED b FHERA
ELTFBEARRTH 5. SHICKL Tl fEFR
Cli¥ advanced stage K " high grade i@\
T B BDT L DREISh o 1o, D710
T OB R TIRATH 5.
INEBEDOFHICEET AR FO—> L L TR
HRGER BT Hh, BEEEHITERAT L
O ETVELS ZER bR TED, BfkE
DEMEHEEREE L COMLEDHN X hEE
THHE VbR T W5 SLED Sk
LTk —onFENHH, —oik Allan and
Hertig A58 L T35 0T, FoLE - &
A o KT D 3BT EE % FHEch P
pattern grading & M T 5. flio—>
X Broders ¥ TH Y, KofilaoLs s
#&© grade 1~4 O 4 P HET 5 HiETH
h cytological grading & §, FEEh T W52
Day & % 250 6l © JRHSE C O\ T LR
% grade ] (well differentiated), grade I
(moderately differentiated), gradell (poorly
differentiated) W3 L T FH L O REFEAT
Vv grade M LI BT ONTHEERA TS
HECH D &, HEx bhiclERE Tl grade
DELIBIEE FREARRTH D Z L% #EG
LTWw5.® %1, Malkasian &% 730 o 5p
HyE#% Broders 8% A\ CH{LE% grade
1 ~4 CHEL TR ZITY, £D 5% 492 6]
@ serous cystadenocarcinoma {2\~ Tk
stage I Tix grade 1 »M3» X h FHREIF,
stage T Ti% grade 2 E e 5 E ETFERR
DA ZRL, stage M, IVTIXFRIC grade
DETe D E EFRAR A & /R & #
HELTW5. P Fi, 154 ] mucinous cyst-
adenocarcinoma &> \~Ti¥, stage I Tk
grade 1282 kb FHREM, stage I T
grade 1 L 21 HFEZE LA D b I, stage
I, IV-Cix grade 25 FAEHFR T EBE® R
X Ik EL T, Sorbe B ik 501
B D IR w o\ T LR grade 1 (well
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differentiated), grade 2 (moderately dif-
ferentiated), grade 3 (poorly differentiated)
AL THE OB % 7\ grade 23E <
LI EFERIRR /BT L, stage TRUT
Tk grade 2 FH LB IEEFHERRTH 54
stage M, IV Tk FHIC £ % B E#
HL T35, % Jacobs & % CDDP i@ T i
Ihic stage M, IV OIPBIECOWTHILE
% well differentiated, moderately differen-
tiated, poorly differentiated o 3 BT/ L
THEL TV, MEEL FHRITE SBRR
WEEELTWB. 1 Ozols B3 stage M -
W 82 | PREJEIC D\~ T pattern grading
T 0¥ cytological grading i@ >\ TCF & DB
FREBE L, grade 23 {7 5O TFER
Rl e xHEL T3P
PLEDfEROBE NI TE T, &

X

(1% H2%5 1989

e X b L © S EEE N ETRILS
Z & BEE 0BG RO EFE o performance
status D& FOERO—W L Ex b,
SHINLERIBCHAR~y F VIO R
W oA BREE Bbhs. ZOBRTIE
1 BT O INBREGI DINER VB TH B
RIv&Ez, FERORXERL CEHEBETOW
FHFFRPLETH D EEL bhie. SEIOKFH
Tz CDDP oF#ht—IGRd b, &
HFHRCBL CTIBD CTFERBETH B &1L
HRCHLDEVHBLRNDLEETH 5.
Ffz, CDDP L&D EFIAF—T b Lhickt
THRRZMELE A DEFI TR D Z &, fittEo
RELBOLNZBEDOH DL EFD, 58K
LRI e PiEFIOBR R OB R e G R
FBL, LD EURBREROMEINTICE T
5.
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