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Worldwide ovarian cancer affects over 200,000 women per year. Overall survival rates 
are poor due to two predominate reasons. First, the majority of patients present with 
advanced disease creating significant difficulty with effecting disease eradication. 
Second, acquisition of chemotherapy resistance results in untreatable progressive 
disease. Advances in treatment of advanced ovarian cancer involve a spectrum of 
interventions including improvements in frontline debulking surgery and combination 
chemotherapy. Anti-angiogenic factors have been shown to have activity in frontline 
and recurrent disease while novel chemotherapeutic agents and targeted treatments 
are in development particularly for disease that is resistant to platinum-based 
chemotherapy. These developments aim to improve the progression-free and overall 
survival of women with advanced ovarian cancer
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Ovarian cancer is the third most common 
gynecological malignancy worldwide but it 
is the most lethal, responsible for 160,000 
deaths per year [1]. Following surgical deb-
ulking, response rates to initial chemotherapy 
are high with up to 75% of patients having a 
complete clinical response [2]. However, the 
majority of patients will still go on to relapse. 
Once relapse has occurred treatment is not 
curative and unfortunately cure rates have 
changed little in the last 20 years. Ovarian 
cancer frequently responds to multiple lines 
of chemotherapy and new discoveries have 
increased the progression-free survival (PFS) 
and overall survival (OS) [3]. In this review, 
we discuss the recent discoveries and changes 
in the management of advanced ovarian can-
cer that have improved survival and we shed 
light on novel treatments and current areas 
of research.

Advances in surgery
Primary – maximal effort – cytoreductive 
surgery followed by chemotherapy is the 

mainstay of initial treatment for advanced 
ovarian cancer; Féderation Internationale 
de Gynécologie et d’Obstétrique (FIGO) 
stage IC-IV. Research in the 20th century in 
Europe and USA demonstrated that removal 
of as much visible (macroscopic) tumor as 
is technically possible prior to systemic che-
motherapy was the most important factor 
in improving patient outcomes [4]. Initially, 
optimal debulking was defined as residual 
disease of less than 2 cm in the lesion of 
greatest diameter. More recently it has been 
shown that those patients who have no mac-
roscopic disease at the end of surgery have 
greatly improved survival compared with 
those who were debulked with residual dis-
ease [5]. Data analysis has shown that patients 
who have no visible postoperative residual 
disease have a 5-year survival of 63%, but 
in those where the largest residual lesion is 
1–10 mm this falls to 28.6%; demonstrat-
ing the poor prognosis for any residual dis-
ease however small [6]. Therefore complete 
macroscopic debulking surgery has become 
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Figure 1. Overall survival at 1–5 years is dependent 
upon the size of largest residual tumor deposit 
following debulking surgery.  
Data taken with permission from [6].
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the target for primary surgery. Five-year survival falls 
further to 21.3% when residual disease is greater than 
10 mm indicating that upfront surgery cytoreduction 
is of value even if total macroscopic tumor clearance is 
not feasible. This reduction in survival with increasing 
residual disease is demonstrated in Figure 1. The ben-
efit of optimal surgical debulking within the peritoneal 
cavity is present even in patients with FIGO stage IV 
disease [7]. However, the reason for being classed as 
stage FIGO IV disease is important; stage IV due to 
positive pleura cytology alone (now stage IVA) is asso-
ciated with a much higher OS than that due to intra-
parenchymal hepatic metastases (now stage IVB) and 
this finding is reflected in the 2014 update in FIGO 
staging [8].

As surgery is operator dependent, improving surgi-
cal skill and technique may improve outcomes if all 
patients are operated on with the aim of achieving no 
macroscopic residual disease. A large metanalysis of 
3126 patients [6] showed that postoperative residual 
disease overrides the FIGO stage in terms of predict-
ing prognosis, with advanced stage optimally debulked 
patients showing higher survival rates than subop-
timally debulked patients of a lower stage. However, 
there is a subset of patients in whom complete mac-
roscopic debulking is not technically possible due to 
distribution of disease and therefore these patients have 
poorer outcomes. It is not clear whether these patients 
are disadvantaged because their disease is unresectable 
and therefore improvement in surgical technique may 
improve their outlook or whether such patients have 
disease in which inability to carry out resection is a 
surrogate marker of unfavorable disease biology.

A review of the data of SCOTROC by Craw-
ford et al. [7] shed light on this issue of favorable versus 
unfavorable disease. It first showed that patients in 

the UK generally had a lower proportion of patients 
that were optimally debulked compared with similar 
patients in Australia and the USA, which is an ongo-
ing area of controversy. It also showed that optimal 
debulking was associated with improved PFS mainly 
in patients with less extensive disease at diagnosis, 
rather than across all patients as might be expected 
if degree of debulking is a universally critical issue 
in ovarian cancer. This suggests that more extensive 
disease may represent a more aggressive subtype of 
disease and that the poor outcomes from incomplete 
debulking in these patients may be due to differences 
in tumor biology rather than lack of technical skill. 
This may also suggest why complete removal is asso-
ciated with better PFS; because it is a less aggressive 
subtype of disease. Definitive evidence for this theory 
is still sought.

Neoadjuvant chemotherapy
Although primary cytoreductive surgery is considered 
the standard of care in many centers there has been 
considerable interest in the use of neoadjuvant chemo-
therapy followed by interval debulking surgery, due to 
the morbidity associated with maximal effort cytore-
ductive surgery. In their 2010 paper, Vergote et al. [9] 
presented a randomized trial in which patients with 
stage IIIC and IV ovarian cancer were randomized to 
primary cytoreductive surgery or neoadjuvant chemo-
therapy followed by interval debulking. The results 
showed no difference in survival between the two 
groups suggesting that neoadjuvant chemotherapy 
followed by interval debulking was not inferior. Since 
primary cytoreductive surgery carries greater morbid-
ity and mortality risk due to the extent of surgery, it 
may be interpreted that neoadjuvant chemotherapy 
is preferable. However, in this trial surgical quality 
was strongly inhomogeneous with total macroscopic 
tumor clearance rates ranging from 3.9 to 63%. In 
addition OS was just 29 months in the upfront sur-
gery group, compared with 49 months in a compa-
rable group in the GOG172 [10] study carried out in 
the USA. These differences in survival are believed by 
many practitioners to be primarily due to a lower rate 
of low-volume debulking in the Vergote et al. study 
which contributed to the view held by the majority 
of US practitioners that primary debulking surgery 
is still the best practice for most women with ovar-
ian cancer. This leaves unanswered the question of 
adequate timing of surgery with standardized total 
macroscopic debulking. The differences between US 
and European philosophies mean that neoadjuvant 
chemotherapy remains controversial and surgical 
management of ovarian cancer is typically much less 
aggressive in Europe than in the USA.
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In Vergote et al. 80.6% of the neoadjuvant group of 
patients were resected to less than 1 cm with no con-
current increase in OS, as compared with expectations 
from upfront surgery. This suggests that the survival 
advantage of being optimally debulked is lost if neo-
adjuvant chemotherapy has been given and therefore 
that the definition of postoperative residual disease 
after chemotherapy is not the same as the definition 
of residual disease in chemo-naive patients. This poses 
the question of oncologic safety and validity of surgery 
at a delayed time point and the need to redefine the 
meaning of optimal surgery in the neoadjuvant setting.

This view is supported by the Gynecologic Oncology 
Group (GOG) 152 trial in which patients with advanced 
ovarian cancer and residual tumor exceeding 1 cm after 
primary surgery despite maximal surgical effort in the 
hands of experienced surgeons, were randomized after 
three cycles of adjuvant chemotherapy to interval cyto-
reductive surgery plus three further cycles of chemother-
apy or to chemotherapy alone [11]. In this study patients 
had higher optimal debulking rates after three cycles of 
chemotherapy compared with their initial surgery, but 
there was no survival advantage of reoperation after sub-
optimal initial debulking. This study emphasizes the 
point that the impact of tumor residual disease depends 
on the timing of the cytoreductive procedure. In order 
to address the issue of survival benefit of upfront deb-
ulking counterbalanced with higher surgical morbidity, 
a further trial is currently being developed with strictly 
defined qualification criteria for the participating centers 
to ensure surgical quality. This will answer the ques-
tion of the optimal timing of chemotherapy. The study 
is planned as a collaboration between the GOG, AGO, 
GINECO, NOGGO, MITO and MANGO organiza-
tions and is expected to include more than 700 primary 
patients with advanced stage III and IV disease

Secondary debulking surgery
Despite the strong evidence for primary cytoreduc-
tive surgery in ovarian cancer, the evidence for sur-
gery after disease relapse is less well defined. Surgery 
at relapse has two aims; cytoreduction or palliation of 
otherwise untreatable symptoms. Even in cases where 
cytoreduction is the aim, surgery is not curative.

In many centers relapses are surgically excised 
based on local practice before further chemotherapy is 
administered in the belief that this improves survival. 
Retrospective analysis of the DESKTOP dataset of 
patients who have undergone selective secondary deb-
ulking surgery has shown significant improvement in 
survival if recurrent disease was completely resected; 
median survival in complete resection 45.2 versus 
19.7 months if incomplete (hazard ratio [HR]: 3.71; 
95% CI: 2.27–6.05; p < 0.001) [12]. A study prospec-

tively randomizing resectable patients to secondary deb-
ulking surgery or chemotherapy, DESKTOP III [13], 
has been designed to directly compare these strategies. 
In this trial patients with presumed resectable disease 
are randomized between second-line chemotherapy or 
secondary debulking followed by chemotherapy. This 
trial, together with the equivalent American trial GOG 
213 [14] will define the prospective value of surgical 
cytoreduction in platinum-sensitive relapse.

Of note, in all retrospective series so far, cytoreduc-
tive surgery at relapse has been shown to be associated 
with prolongation of OS and PFS only if a total macro-
scopic tumor clearance could be obtained. However, it 
is difficult to predict this preoperatively. Based on the 
DESKTOP dataset the German Arbeitsgemeinschaft 
Gynäkologische Onkologie (AGO) defined a clinical 
‘AGO score’ which could predict total macroscopic 
tumor clearance in more than two of three patients if 
all of the following factors were met; ascites less than 
500 ml, tumor-free surgery at initial presentation of 
disease and good performance status at relapse. The 
number and localization of the relapsed lesions were of 
no significant value if total macroscopic tumor clear-
ance could be obtained. Interestingly, in the DESK-
TOP series the patients with disseminated peritoneal 
carcinomatosis at relapse had the same survival as 
those without peritoneal carcinomatosis if they had no 
macroscopic disease postoperatively [15].

There is also evidence that the value of cytoreductive 
surgery holds beyond first disease recurrence, such that 
wherever complete surgical resection of disease is pos-
sible and the disease is responsive to platinum chemo-
therapy it may be recommended, since surgical effort 
appears to be associated with significantly prolonged 
OS and PFS [16].

Intraoperative mapping
Given the importance of complete macroscopic cyto-
reductive therapy for prolonged survival in ovarian 
cancer, advances that can improve the visualization 
of miniscule tumor deposits during surgery would 
be beneficial. Ovarian cancer cells are known to over 
express folate receptors and intra-operative visualiza-
tion of cancer cells by the development of a folate 
receptor-α-targeted fluorescent agent has shown exper-
imental potential in these patients. By helping to guide 
surgeons in their debulking efforts these experiments 
aim to increase the degree of tumor clearance and 
therefore survival [17]. Other agents such as integrin 
fluorescent imaging are in development and may come 
to play an important role in fully resecting advanced 
ovarian cancer [18]. However, all of the agents described 
in this section are in the early stages of research and 
development.
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Adjuvant chemotherapy
Adjuvant chemotherapy results in a long-term cure 
in 10–15% of advanced ovarian cancer patients and 
improves OS in the remainder [3]. For more than 
a decade platinum analog-based adjuvant chemo-
therapy regimens have been the standard of care fol-
lowing primary cytoreductive surgery. Carboplatin 
which has equivalent efficacy and comparatively less 
toxicity compared with cisplatin has become the most 
widely used platinum-based agent [3]. Many differ-
ent platinum containing combinations have been 
investigated and carboplatin plus paclitaxel given on 
a 3 weekly basis has become the consensus frontline 
treatment [19]. Despite this consensus there is evidence 
that the benefit of adding paclitaxel to a carboplatin 
regimen is small and that in patients who are unable 
to tolerate paclitaxel, carboplatin alone is a reasonable 
first-line option [20]. The most important dose limiting 
toxicity of paclitaxel is neuropathy, the risk of which 
can be reduced with the substitution of docetaxel but 
at the cost of increased myelosuppression [21].

Dose dense regimes
A study by Katsumata et al. [22] in Japan has sug-
gested that dose dense paclitaxel may provide a sig-
nificant survival advantage over standard treatment. 
In this trial women were randomized to a conven-
tional regimen of 3 weekly carboplatin and pacli-
taxel or a dose dense regimen of weekly paclitaxel 
plus 3 weekly carboplatin. Median OS was higher in 
the dose dense regimen group (100.5 months) than 
in the conventional treatment group (62.2 months; 
HR: 0.79; CI: 0.63–0.99; p = 0.039) [23].To confirm 
these findings in a wider ethnic group the Interna-
tional Collaboration on Ovarian Neoplasm (ICON)8 
study [24] is currently trialing conventional 3 weekly 
carboplatin and paclitaxel, to dose dense paclitaxel, 
with conventional and dose dense carboplatin. Two 
trials have already published further data on dose-
dense paclitaxel. The completed Multicenter Italian 
Trials in Ovarian Cancer (MITO-7) study showed 
no difference between its trial arms of three weekly 
carboplatin (AUC 6) plus paclitaxel (175 mg/m2) 
versus weekly carboplatin (AUC 2) plus paclitaxel 
(60 mg/m2) [25]. However, the lower total dose of 
weekly paclitaxel used in this study may have been 
responsible for the negative study findings. GOG262 
has published preliminary results [26]. This study 
compared dose-dense weekly paclitaxel (80 mg/m2) 
and carboplatin (AUC 6) with a conventional three 
weekly carboplatin and paclitaxel. Preliminary results 
show no difference between the two arms. However, 
crucially both arms provided the option of additional 
bevacizumab. This addition makes results difficult to 

interpret as it appears that bevacizumab may reduce 
the advantage of dose dense paclitaxel.

Angiogenesis inhibitors
Despite the improvement in chemotherapy regimens 
the overall improvement in PFS since the discovery of 
the platinum agents has been disappointing. There-
fore, recent research has been focused on understand-
ing the biology of ovarian cancer in order to discover 
new methods of targeting the disease.

Angiogenesis is a complex process regulated by a 
number of endogenous pro- and anti-angiogenic fac-
tors and plays a key role in the growth and metastases 
of solid tumors including ovarian cancer. VEGF is a 
key mediator of angiogenesis and expression of intra-
tumoral VEGF and its receptor are associated with 
poor prognosis in ovarian cancer [27]. Bevacizumab 
is a monoclonal antibody that binds to the isoform 
VEGF-A and has proven efficacy in a range of cancers. 
The ICON7 [28] and the GOG 218 study [29] were two 
landmark trials that defined the role of bevacizumab 
in front-line treatment of advanced ovarian cancer. 
Patients were randomized to three weekly carbo-
platin and paclitaxel with or without bevacizumab. 
Median PFS was improved by 1.5 months in ICON7 
(HR: 0.81; 95% CI: 0.70–0.94; p = 0.004) and 3.8 
months in GOG218 (HR: 0.72; 95% CI: 0.62–0.82; 
p < 0.001) and was restricted to those patients who 
received maintenance bevacizumab for a year or more. 
Although PFS was improved with bevacizumab in 
GOG218 and ICON 7, a benefit in OS has not been 
shown. The PFS advantage then appeared to wane 
once bevacizumab was discontinued and the optimal 
period of time to continue the drug remains unclear. 
Bevacizumab is usually well tolerated but common 
toxicities include hypertension and proteinuria. An 
increase in the frequency of bowel perforation has also 
been observed. Bevacizumab is the first anti-angio-
genesis drug to show an improvement in PFS and on 
the basis of these trials the EMA has approved beva-
cizumab for front line use. In contrast the National 
Institute for Clinical Excellence has not provided 
funding on the basis of lack of cost–effectiveness [30], 
as bevacizumab costs GB£128,000–£161,000 per 
quality-adjusted life year (QALY) gained. The appro-
priate role for bevacizumab in ovarian cancer in the 
up-front adjuvant setting is not yet determined.

A number of VEGF pathway inhibitors have been 
trialed besides bevacizumab. Pazopanib is an oral tyro-
sine kinase inhibitor that inhibits several kinase recep-
tors including VEGF, PDGF and FGF. The PDGF 
and FGF pathways have been shown to be involved 
in angiogenesis and may be involved in the resis-
tance mechanisms to VEGF receptor inhibitors [27]. 
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AGO-OVAR-16 [31] is a large Phase III trial compar-
ing 24 months of maintenance pazopanib vs placebo 
in 940 women with advanced ovarian cancer. Patients 
in the pazopanib arm had a PFS of 17.9 months ver-
sus 12.3 months in the placebo arm (HR: 0.76; 95% 
CI: 0.64–0.91; p = 0.002). The most common tox-
icity was hypertension (31% grade 3/4), with other 
toxicities including diarrhoea, hepatic impairment 
and neutropenia. The result of this trial suggests that 
maintenance pazopanib is a potential oral alternative 
to bevacizumab, although head to head comparison 
trials have not been undertaken. However, as the use 
of VEGF antagonists in the up-front setting remains 
controversial, they have not been incorporated into 
clinical trials as the ‘standard’ arm in the treatment of 
advanced disease.

Alternative angiogenic pathways are also being tar-
geted as potential treatments for ovarian cancer. One 
of these pathways involves angiopoietins; which are 
cytokines involved in the regulation of angiogenesis 
and inflammation. Novel peptibodies which selec-
tively neutralize specific angiopoietins have shown 
promise in Phase II clinical trials in recurrent ovarian 
cancer [27] and in the future may provide new adjuvant 
treatments.

Intraperitoneal chemotherapy
As the development of new targeted therapies for ovar-
ian cancer has been limited, research has also focused 
on delivering existing chemotherapeutic agents in 
novel ways. Since ovarian cancer frequently has an 
intraperitoneal distribution at diagnosis, intraperi-
toneal instillation of chemotherapy has been investi-
gated as a way of exposing tumor tissue to extremely 
high levels of chemotherapy. Studies have shown that 
intraperitoneal concentrations of intraperitoneal cis-
platin may reach 12–21-fold the concentration of the 
plasma [32]. Therefore the intraperitoneal route may be 
expected to have improved disease control in addition 
to reduced systemic adverse effects. The first random-
ized trial of intraperitoneal chemotherapy, published in 
1996 GOG 104 [33], supported both of these aspects. In 
this trial patients were given the same dose of cisplatin 
(100 mg/m2) intraperitoneal or intravenous (iv.) along 
with cyclophosphamide iv. for six cycles. Median sur-
vival in the intraperitoneal arm was significantly longer 
at 49 months compared with 41 months in the iv. arm 
(HR: 0.76; CI: 0.61–0.96; p = 0.02). Grade III/IV 
neutropenia, clinical hearing loss, and neuromuscu-
lar toxic effects were all reduced in the intraperito-
neal group. Two subsequent trials; GOG114 [34] and 
GOG172 [10] confirmed the finding of increased sur-
vival. However, they showed increased grade III/IV 
adverse effects, particularly fatigue, gastrointestinal 

and hematological effects. As a result of these adverse 
effects only 18% and 42% of patients completed the 
assigned intraperitoneal chemotherapy in the respec-
tive trials leading to serious concerns about intraperi-
toneal toxicity. An additional problem of GOG172 and 
GOG114 trials lay in their design. While GOG104 
was a simple substitution of iv. for intraperitoneal che-
motherapy, both of the subsequent trials had unequal 
control and treatment arms (Figure 2) such that it is dif-
ficult to be certain that the positive results of these tri-
als were due to superiority of the intraperitoneal route. 
Consistent evidence of significantly increased survival 
led the National Cancer Institute (NCI) in the USA to 
recommend the use of frontline intraperitoneal chemo-
therapy in 2006 [35]. Improvements in port placement 
and management may significantly reduce toxicities 
and there are a number of centers worldwide that use 
and develop this promising form of therapy. However, 
lack of experience with this route of chemotherapy and 
uncertainty over its risk of complications has meant 
that it has yet to be widely adopted.

Areas for further research include substituting cis-
platin with carboplatin to look for reduced intraperi-
toneal toxicity and a definitive trial with balanced che-
motherapy doses to confirm that intraperitoneal is a 
superior route of administration.

In an exploratory retrospective subanalysis of 
GOG172 by Lesnock et al. the tumors were analyzed 
for expression of the Breast Cancer 1 (BRCA1) pro-
tein [36]. This study showed that patients with tumors 
that had reduced BRCA1 expression had longer OS in 
response to intraperitoneal chemotherapy (84 months) 
than iv. (47 months; HR: 0.67; 0.67 CI: 0.47–0.97; 
p = 0.03). However, the benefit of intraperitoneal vs. iv. 
chemotherapy was lost in tumors with normal BRCA1 
expression. It would therefore appear that the benefit 
of intraperitoneal chemotherapy may be restricted to 
those with reduced BRCA1 expression. Prospective 
trials are needed to confirm this finding and with a 
36 month survival advantage it would appear prudent 
to design trials involving intraperitoneal treatment in 
those with aberrant BRCA1 expression, particularly 
those with inherited BRCA1 mutations.

BRCA1- & BRCA2-related disease
BRCA1 and BRCA2 are dominantly inherited can-
cer susceptibility genes that were first discovered in 
families with high rates of breast cancer. Mutations in 
these genes have been found to be common in women 
with high-grade serous cancer (HGSC), which is the 
most common histological subtype of ovarian can-
cer. BRCA germline mutations are seen in 13–16% of 
HGSC and somatic mutations are detected in another 
6% of cases. The lifetime risk of HGSC is up to 60% 
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Figure 2. Design of GOG114and GOG172.  
ip.: Intraperitoneal; iv..: Intravenous. 
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in BRCA1 mutation carriers, and up to 27% in those 
with BRCA2 [37]. Women who are known carriers are 
offered pre-emptive salipingo-oophrectomy after com-
pletion of their families to substantially reduce their 
risk of developing ovarian cancer.

Patients with HGSC that carry BRCA muta-
tions have been shown to be particularly sensitive to 
platinum-based chemotherapy, and frequently have 
sustained response to repeated treatments with these 
agents [38]. This increased sensitivity to platinum 
agents may explain the prolonged survival in the intra-
peritoneal trials mentioned previously, since BRCA 
patients may have particular sensitivity to the higher 
intratumoral concentrations of platinum agents.

PARP inhibitors
The BRCA genes encode proteins that sense DNA 
damage and are involved in double standed (ds)
DNA repair via homologous recombination. Cell 
lines carrying these mutations are therefore deficient 
in dsDNA repair and rely upon single stranded (ss)
DNA repair mechanisms to resolve DNA damage. 
Poly(ADP-ribose) polymerase (PARP) enzymes are a 
family of proteins shown to be involved in ssDNA 
repair. PARP inhibitors are a new class of drug that 

prevent PARP enzyme activity leading to persistence 
of spontaneous ssDNA breaks that progress to dsDNA 
breaks on replication [39]. BRCA mutated cells cannot 
repair these breaks leading to cell death, while nor-
mal cells are spared. This targeting of BRCA mutated 
cells by exploitation of their specific sensitivity to 
PARP inhibitors is called ‘synthetic lethality’ and has 
been the focus of a great deal of research in recent 
years. Olaparib is one of a number of PARP inhibi-
tors that have been investigated. A Phase III study 
of maintenance olaparib versus placebo has already 
been completed in women with recurrent HGSC [40]. 
Women receiving olaparib had an improvement in 
PFS which was much more pronounced in those who 
harboured a BRCA mutation (11.5 vs 5.6 months; 
p < 0.00001) [41]. This evidence, although involving 
retrospective BRCA evaluation, suggests that testing 
for BRCA status in women with HGSC has clinical 
significance. A Phase III trial called SOLO (Study of 
OLaparib in Ovarian cancer) has been designed to 
determine the benefit of olaparib as a maintenance 
monotherapy specifically in BRCA mutated ovar-
ian cancer patients. This strategy will be evaluated 
in both the first-line (SOLO1) [42] and second-line 
(SOLO2) [43] setting.
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Predicting relapse
Unfortunately the majority of patients with advanced 
ovarian cancer will go on to have relapse of their dis-
ease after frontline surgery and chemotherapy. There are 
many options for surveillance to detect relapse including 
serial measurement of the tumor marker cancer antigen 
125 (CA125), physical exam and a number of imaging 
modalities. Significant controversy exists about the rela-
tive effectiveness of each modality and their effect on 
survival and whilst detection of recurrences by physical 
exam alone is rare (4% of relapses), the combination of 
examination, history and elevated CA125 will detect up 
to 90% of recurrences [2].

CA125 is a glycoprotein which is elevated in up to 
88% of advanced ovarian cancers and has a role in both 
monitoring disease response and in follow-up. Rising 
CA125 may precede development of symptoms by a 
number of months and represents a significant manage-
ment dilemma; whether to treat when CA125 is first 
elevated or on the development of symptoms? This was 
addressed in a study by Rustin et al. [44] in which women 
who were in complete remission were randomized to 
early treatment of relapse on asymptomatic CA125 rise 
or treatment only on symptomatic recurrence. There 
was no significant difference between the two treatment 
arms (median survival: 25.7 vs 27.1 months) but women 
in the early treatment arm received more chemotherapy 
overall and had an earlier deterioration in quality of life. 
Therefore measuring CA125 alone is not sufficient to 
dictate timing of further treatment but must be used 
in conjunction with other investigations. Continuing 
developments in chemotherapy treatment and increas-
ing use of secondary debulking constantly change the 
options for disease treatment and mean that early detec-
tion may in the future allow improved outcomes

Although there are many imaging modalities avail-
able for ovarian cancer, there has been no OS benefit 
shown for serial radiological studies [2]. The most com-
monly used modality to guide treatment is computer 
tomography (CT). However, as an elevated CA125 
may precede CT findings by many months alternative 
imaging has been investigated to decide who requires 
immediate treatment. 18Fluorine deoxyglucose PET is 
a method of imaging based on the increased glucose 
metabolism of malignant tumors. It has been shown to 
detect ovarian relapses at an earlier stage during follow-
up with a sensitivity of up to 96% [45]. This suggests 
that fluorine deoxyglucose PET could play a role in early 
detection of relapses but it has yet to been proven to be 
useful in clinical trials.

Platinum-sensitive relapse
At relapse the period of time that has elapsed since last 
treatment with platinum-based compounds is prog-

nostic [3]. Patients who have relapsed more than 1 year 
after their last platinum-based treatment are classified 
as platinum sensitive and have approximately a 60% 
chance of response to further platinum containing 
chemotherapy. If relapse occurs following a platinum-
free interval (PFI) of 6–12 months patients are classi-
fied as partially platinum sensitive and have a reduced 
response rate of 25–40% to platinum agents. Patients 
who relapse with a PFI of less than 6 months are clas-
sified as platinum resistant and are not rechallenged 
with platinum-based regimes due to unacceptably low 
response rates.

In platinum sensitive relapse, second-line treatment 
will most commonly involve carboplatin. Research 
into combination therapy has shown that the addi-
tion of paclitaxel to a platinum regime gives superior 
survival at relapse [46]. However, this combination is 
accompanied by significant toxicity including periph-
eral neuropathy, neutropenia and alopecia. Carbopla-
tin plus gemcitabine is one alternative regime which 
has also shown superiority to carboplatin alone [47]. 
The CALYPSO [48] study compared the combination 
of pegylated liposomal doxorubicin (PLD) and carbo-
platin with standard carboplatin and paclitaxel at first 
relapse. The PLD arm had superior PFS (HR: 0.82; 
95% CI: 0.72–0.94; p = 0.005), although in subse-
quent analysis there was no difference in OS, poten-
tially due to unequal post study cross-over [49]. Overall 
more patients discontinued treatment in the standard 
arm due to severe nonhematologic toxicity, with the 
PLD arm having significantly less neuropathy and 
alopecia, but more nausea, mucositis and hand-foot 
syndrome. Therefore in the relapse setting carboplatin 
plus PLD is less toxic and likely more effective than 
carboplatin plus paclitaxel.

Angiogenesis inhibitors
Anti-angiogenic agents are known to have activity in 
the setting of platinum sensitive recurrence. The larg-
est randomized Phase III trial is the OCEANS trial [50] 
in which carboplatin and gemcitabine was trialled 
with and without the addition of concurrent bevaci-
zumab, which was continued until disease progression. 
PFS was superior in the bevacizumab arm (HR: 0.48; 
95% CI: 0.39–0.60; p < 0.0001) and has therefore been 
approved for use by the EMA and the cancer drugs 
fund (CDF) for first-line platinum-sensitive relapse in 
conjunction with carboplatin and gemcitabine only. 
There is currently no published data on the effective-
ness of bevacizumab for relapse after having received 
the drug in the first-line setting.

Cediranib is an oral tyrosine kinase inhibitor that 
also has inhibitory effects on VEGF/PDGF/FGF 
receptors and is similar in action to pazopanib [27]. 
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The ICON6 study enrolled patients following their 
first relapse with ovarian cancer. The control arm was 
standard chemotherapy, with two experimental arms 
of concurrent cediranib plus placebo maintenance 
or concurrent plus 18 months maintenance cedira-
nib. The trial showed the combination of cediranib 
and chemotherapy provided a 2.7 month advantage 
in OS (17.6 vs 20.3 months; HR: 0.7; p =0.04) and 
also extended PFS by 3.1 months (9.4 vs 12.5 months; 
HR: 0.68; p = 0.0022) thus showing a significant 
survival benefit to cediranib use [51].

The OCEANS trial which showed improvement in 
PFS but not OS and the ICON 6 trial which showed 
modest OS and PFS improvement strengthen the evi-
dence for a benefit from targeting the angiogenesis 
pathway in recurrent ovarian cancer, in addition to 
the evidence for targeting it in the frontline setting. 
On publication of the final results of ICON6 cedira-
nib will likely be an oral alternative to bevacizumab in 
recurrent ovarian cancer.

Partially platinum-sensitive relapse
The trials thus far described in this section primarily 
recruited patients with platinum-sensitive recurrence. 
For patients that relapse with a PFI of 6–12 months 
there is less consensus regarding rechallenge with plat-
inum-based regimes due to decreased response rates. 
In addition, platinum-based toxicities may be greater 
with a short PFI and therefore there is need for alter-
native nonplatinum agents. Trabectedin is a chemo-
therapy agent originally derived from the sea squirt 
Ecteinascidia turbinate, that has proven efficacy in 
relapsed ovarian cancer [52]. In the OVA-301 trial tra-
bectedin plus PLD was shown to have superior activity 
to PLD alone in relapsed ovarian cancer [53]. A total of 
214 patients in this study had partially platinum sensi-
tive disease and a subanalysis of these patients showed 
a median PFS of 7.4 months in the combination arm 
versus 5.5 months in the PLD arm (HR: 0.65; 95% 
CI: 0.45–0.92; p = 0.015) [54]. This was the largest dif-
ference for all PFI subsets analyzed therefore showing 
evidence for a specific benefit of trabectedin/PLD in 
partially platinum-sensitive disease. In addition, clini-
cal data suggest that the artificial expansion of PFI 
with an intervening nonplatinum therapy may be ben-
eficial [55], possibly by reversing platinum resistance. 
Within OVA-301 partially platinum sensitive patients 
in the trabectedin/PLD arm survived significantly 
longer after subsequent platinum treatment (HR: 
0.63; p = 0.0357; median: 13.3 vs 9.8 months) than 
those on PLD alone, thus supporting the hypothesis 
that artificially increasing PFI is important. The addi-
tional benefit for trabectedin/PLD therapy in terms 
of PFS and survival after further platinum therapy 

provides a new option for partially platinum-sensi-
tive patients. However, because platinum containing 
regimes remain a reasonable treatment option in this 
group and the evidence is based on subset analysis 
only, a trial is planned comparing carboplatin/PLD 
using the regimen evaluated in the CALYPSO trial 
with trabectedin/PLD [54].

Platinum-resistant relapse
Where the PFI is less than 6 months platinum agents 
have low response rates and the median survival is 
less than 12 months [56]. The mainstay of treatment 
is single agent therapies which have varying levels of 
activity. Weekly paclitaxel appears to have response 
rates of up to 25% [57]. Other commonly used thera-
pies such as topotecan and PLD have response rates 
of 10–15% [56]. Improvements on these poor response 
rates have been sought by adding anti-angiogenic fac-
tors. The AURELIA study investigated the addition 
of bevacizumab to single agent therapy from any of 
the previous mentioned single agents. Choice of ther-
apy was investigator directed depending on previous 
patient treatment tolerances. The addition of bevaci-
zumab showed a PFS advantage with a median PFS of 
6.7 months with chemotherapy plus bevacizumab ver-
sus 3.4 months with chemotherapy alone (HR: 0.48; 
95% CI: 0.38–0.60; p < 0.001) [58]. The improve-
ment in PFS is not dissimilar to the 1.5–3.8-month 
improvement in PFS seen in the adjuvant use of beva-
cizumab [28,29]. However, in the platinum-resistant set-
ting there is considerably less exposure to bevacizumab 
to gain the same improvement in PFS. This shows that 
anti-angiogenic treatment is active in all presentations 
of ovarian cancer resulting in an approximate 3 month 
improvement in PFS independent of PFI.

Novel chemotherapeutic agents
In the search for novel nonplatinum-based chemo-
therapeutic agents various lines have been investi-
gated. Over 80% of ovarian cancers overexpress the 
membrane bound folate receptor (FR), whereas it is 
poorly expressed or absent in most normal cells mak-
ing it an excellent candidate for targeted therapy. 
Farletuzumab, an FR targeted antibody, has shown 
disappointing results in Phase III trials [18]. How-
ever, vintafolide, a folate conjugated with the vinca 
alkaloid desacetylvinblastine monohydrazine, is spe-
cifically designed to target the FR delivering potent 
chemotherapy directly to cells overexpressing FR. 
PRECEDENT [59] is a Phase II study which assessed 
vintafolide with PLD versus PLD alone in recur-
rent ovarian cancer. This showed an improvement 
in PFS with a median survival of 5.0 months for the 
combination arm versus 2.7 months for the PLD 
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alone arm (HR: 0.63; 95% CI: 0.41–0.96; p = 0.031). 
This trial was run alongside evaluation of etarfolatide, 
which is a folate-technetium conjugate imaging agent 
that selectively binds FR-expressing cells analogous 
to the action of vintafolide. This allowed imaging 
of FR-expressing tumors via single photon emission 
computed tomography. Patients who had 100% of 
lesions positive for FR, had an improved PFS median 
of 5.5 months in the experimental arm compared with 
1.5 months for PLD alone. PROCEED, a random-
ized placebo controlled trial of vintafolide alongside 
etarfolatide imaging has been undertaken [60], but 
enrolment has been suspended due to a disappointing 
interim analysis. It is hoped that future developments 
of FR targeted drugs may be more successful.

Another area of interest has been in inhibition of 
the Phosphoinositide 3-kinase (PI3K)/AKT pathway. 
This has been shown to be overactive in ovarian can-
cer and may be involved in the resistance of ovarian 
cancer to platinum agents [61]. Inhibition of AKT is 
postulated to reverse chemotherapeutic resistance and 
therefore a Phase I/II study is underway to investi-
gate a novel AKT inhibitor GSK2110183 when given 
alongside carboplatin and paclitaxel [62].

Immunotherapy
There is evidence that the human immune system 
generates tumor reactive immune cells that have 
anti-tumor potential. Therefore modulation of this 
response represents a rational therapeutic approach 
to the treatment of ovarian cancer [18]. The most well 
developed area of research in ovarian cancer immu-
notherapy is dendritic cell (DC)-based vaccines. 
DCs capture, process and present antigens including 
tumor-associated antigens thereby inducing the gen-
eration of effector and memory T cells [63]. The activ-
ity of these cells is believed to be responsible for the 
observed antitumor effects. The design of DC therapy 
in ovarian cancer is in the early stages but there have 
been encouraging findings in the treatment of pros-
tate cancer [64]. DC vaccines are usually prepared ex 
vivo. Autologous immune cells collected from patients 
are treated with a range of peptides, mRNA, proteins, 
tumor lysates or other agents before reintroduction 
to the patient [63]. The best immunizing antigens are 
currently unknown but the use of a cell surface associ-
ated mucin 1 dendritic vaccination is the most exten-
sively studied and CA125 responses have been seen in 
response to their use [65]. A Phase II trial (CAN-003) 
randomizing 56 patients in remission after first or sec-
ond-line therapy to DC vaccine or standard observa-
tional care has demonstrated safe use of a mucin 1 DC 
vaccine and a significant increase in PFS in patients 
after second-line therapy (median PFS for observation 

4.94 months vs ‘not reached’ but greater than 12.91 
months for DC vaccine [p = 0.04]) [66]. A larger ran-
domized Phase II trial called CANVAS has been initi-
ated to further investigate this vaccine’s effectiveness 
in first- and second-line remission [67].

Programed cell death 1 (PD-1) is an inhibitory 
surface receptor expressed by a number of immune 
cells including B and T cells that binds to the pro-
gramed cell death ligand 1 (PD-L1). The expression 
of PD-L1 in tumors is inversely correlated with sur-
vival of patients, as tumor cells are believed to activate 
the PD-1 inhibitory pathway to evade the immune 
response. In animal models antibody mediated PD-1 
blockade enhanced tumor immunity [68], suggesting 
that targeted interventions against this pathway may 
increase antitumor immunity in ovarian cancer and 
may compliment developments in DC vaccination.

Future perspective
As we begin to understand how different ovarian can-
cers respond to standard chemotherapy, novel agents 
and targeted agents, the tailoring of treatment to a 
cancer’s histological and genetic makeup will become 
increasingly important. Whole-exome DNA sequenc-
ing of 316 ovarian cancer samples has shown that 
TP53 mutations occur in virtually all (96%) patients 
and that a number of genes are mutated in a subset 
of high-grade serous ovarian cancers. BRCA1 and 
BRCA2 had germline mutations in 9 and 8% of cases, 
respectively, and there were somatic mutations in a 
further 3% of cases. Six other genes were also shown 
to be statistically recurrently mutated: RB1, NF1, 
FAT3, CSMD3, GABRA6 and CDK12 [69]. Although 
the clinical significance of these mutations has yet to 
be fully elucidated, it lends credence to the theory that 
there may be other genetic mutations besides BRCA 
that could be targeted to improve outcomes. Spatial 
heterogeneity of cancer mutations within the same 
person suggests that single biopsies should not be used 
as the sole specimen when deciding on personalized 
medicine [70].

The TP53 tumor suppressor gene is a key regulator 
of cell cycle arrest or cell death upon oncogenic stress. 
Most TP53 mutations are missense mutations that 
result in dysfunctional p53 protein allowing cell survival 
and division. Restoration of wild type p53 function can 
therefore induce cell death and tumor regression. APR-
246 is a compound that can restore wild type confor-
mation to mutant p53. It has been tested in a Phase I/II 
clinical trial involving 22 patients with hematological 
malignancies or hormone-refractory prostate cancer. 
Drug safety has been confirmed and clinical effects 
have been observed [71]. Due to the frequency of TP53 
mutations in ovarian cancer, restoring p53 activity with 
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APR-246 is an area of current research. PiSARRO, a 
Phase Ib/II study assessing carboplatin combination 
chemotherapy with or without APR-246 in relapsed 
platinum-sensitive disease has been designed [72] spe-
cifically to investigate the effectiveness of modifying 
dysfunctional p53 to attain disease control.

A potential barrier to targeted therapy is that the 
mutations may change over time, such as when the tumor 
becomes resistant to chemotherapy treatment. There-
fore, a method of detecting these changes is important 

and in early development are techniques such as cir-
culating tumor DNA analysis [73]. The ALFApump® 
system provides an alternative way to obtain whole cell 
DNA. It has been developed to continuously drain asci-
tes into the bladder [74] and is currently being trialed in 
advanced ovarian cancer. An exciting possibility is to 
continuously monitor the genetic mutations of cancer 
cells present within urine due to the presence of the 
pump. As the urine may include cells from multiple 
tumor sites within the peritoneal cavity it may provide 

Executive summary

Advances in surgery
•	 Primary cytoreductive surgery to no macroscopic disease shows the greatest improvements in 5-year survival.
•	 The benefit of optimal surgical debulking within the peritoneal cavity is present even in patients with stage IV 

disease.
•	 Neoadjuvant chemotherapy reduces morbidity due to surgery but there are concerns that surgery at a delayed 

time point may compromise effective surgical disease clearance.
•	 Debulking surgery at relapse may be indicated if complete macroscopic tumor clearance can be achieved. 

Ongoing trial DESKTOP III.
Adjuvant chemotherapy
•	 Carboplatin and paclitaxel three weekly is the standard of care. The intraperitoneal route may be considered 

in selected patients.
•	 Dose dense paclitaxel given with carboplatin may have a survival advantage. Ongoing research is with ICON8.
•	 Bevacizumab and pazopanib in addition to standard chemotherapy improve progression-free survival.
•	 Intraperitoneal chemotherapy has superior efficacy at the potential cost of increased adverse effects.
Breast cancer (BRCA)-related disease
•	 BRCA-related disease is more sensitive to platinum-based chemotherapy.
•	 Intraperitoneal platinum chemotherapy may be more effective in BRCA mutation carriers.
•	 PARP inhibitors show an improvement in progression-free survival on initial trials. Further research will be 

undertaken in the SOLO 1 & SOLO 2 trials.
Predicting relapse
•	 The majority of patients with advanced ovarian cancer will go on to have relapse of their disease.
•	 There is evidence that CA125 monitoring is not necessary during follow-up.
•	 An asymptomatic CA125 rise with no lesion on imaging represents a prognostic dilemma and current 

information indicates they do not need treatment until symptomatic.
Platinum & partially platinum-sensitive relapse
•	 Rechallenge with a platinum-containing regime is mandatory if tolerated.
•	 The combination of pegylated liposomal doxorubicin and carboplatin is less toxic and likely more effective 

than carboplatin paclitaxel.
•	 Use of bevacizumab or cediranib show a progression-free survival advantage when given with standard 

chemotherapy.
•	 Trabectedin is a novel chemotherapy agent with appears most effective in partially platinum-sensitive disease.
Platinum-resistant relapse
•	 Where the platinum-free interval is less than 6 months platinum agents have low response rates.
•	 Chemo-monotherapy is the mainstay of treatment.
•	 The addition of bevacizumab to chemo-monotherapy in the AURELIA study showed a progression-free survival 

advantage similar to that seen in the adjuvant setting.
•	 Folate-receptor targeted chemotherapy agents are an area of current interest.
•	 Immunotherapy using dendritic cell vaccines is a promising area of future research.
Future perspective
•	 The use of targeted therapies based on the detected mutations of the tumors will be of increasing importance 

in tailoring anticancer therapy.
•	 TP53 is almost ubiquitously mutated in ovarian cancer and drugs that can modify dysfunctional p53 are an 

important area of research. Ongoing trial PiSARRO.
•	 Spatial and temporal variation in tumor characteristics and mutations is a significant barrier to effective 

personalized medicine.
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a method to monitor both spatial and temporal genetic 
change allowing a more comprehensive assessment for 
personalized medical care.

In summary the treatment of ovarian cancer draws 
on a wide knowledge of expertise. Advances in its 
treatment are diverse and include new surgical treat-
ments, use of an increasing number of imagining 
modalities, new uses of existing therapies and the 
development of novel chemotherapeutic agents and 
targeted therapies. It is likely that each of these will 
have an impact on the disease such that there will 
be a continued improvement in 5-year survival and 
a gradual increase in the percentage of patients who 

achieve a long-term cure. The future is promising, 
and with each step forward the lives of patients will be 
inexorably improved.

Financial & competing interests disclosure
S Blagden has received an honorarium from Roche and re-

search funding from Merck. The authors have no other rele-

vant affiliations or financial involvement with any organization 

or entity with a financial interest in or financial conflict with 

the subject matter or materials discussed in the manuscript 

apart from those disclosed.

No writing assistance was utilized in the production of this 

manuscript.

References
Papers of special note have been highlighted as: 
• of interest; •• of considerable interest

1 Lozano R, Naghavi M, Foreman K et al. Global and 
regional mortality from 235 causes of death for 20 age 
groups in 1990 and 2010: a systematic analysis for the 
Global Burden of Disease Study 2010. Lancet 380(9859), 
2095–2128 (2012).

2 Marcus CS, Maxwell GL, Darcy KM, Hamilton CA, 
Mcguire WP. Current approaches and challenges in 
managing and monitoring treatment response in ovarian 
cancer. J. Cancer 5(1), 25–30 (2014).

3 Cannistra SA. Cancer of the ovary. N. Engl. J. Med. 
351(24), 2519–2529 (2004).

4 Hacker NF, Berek JS, Lagasse LD, Nieberg RK, Elashoff 
RM. Primary cytoreductive surgery for epithelial ovarian 
cancer. Obstet. Gynecol. 61(4), 413–420 (1983).

5 Eisenkop SM, Nalick RH, Wang HJ, Teng NN. Peritoneal 
implant elimination during cytoreductive surgery for 
ovarian cancer: impact on survival. Gynecol. Oncol. 51(2), 
224–229 (1993).

6 Du Bois A, Reuss A, Pujade-Lauraine E, Harter P, 
Ray-Coquard I, Pfisterer J. Role of surgical outcome as 
prognostic factor in advanced epithelial ovarian cancer: 
a combined exploratory analysis of 3 prospectively 
randomized Phase 3 multicenter trials: by the 
Arbeitsgemeinschaft Gynaekologische Onkologie 
Studiengruppe Ovarialkarzinom (AGO-OVAR) and the 
Groupe d’Investigateurs Nationaux Pour les Etudes des 
Cancers de l’Ovaire (GINECO). Cancer 115(6), 1234–1244 
(2009).

••	 Evidence	that	the	goal	of	primary	surgery	should	be	
complete	macroscopic	clearance.

7 Crawford SC, Vasey PA, Paul J, Hay A, Davis JA, Kaye 
SB. Does aggressive surgery only benefit patients with less 
advanced ovarian cancer? Results from an international 
comparison within the SCOTROC-1 Trial. J. Clin. Oncol. 
23(34), 8802–8811 (2005).

8 Mutch DG, Prat J. 2014 FIGO staging for ovarian, fallopian 
tube and peritoneal cancer. Gynecol. Oncol. 133(3), 
401–404 (2014).

9 Vergote I, Trope CG, Amant F et al. Neoadjuvant 
chemotherapy or primary surgery in stage IIIC or IV 
ovarian cancer. N. Engl. J. Med. 363(10), 943–953 (2010).

10 Armstrong DK, Bundy B, Wenzel L et al. Intraperitoneal 
cisplatin and paclitaxel in ovarian cancer. N. Engl. J. Med. 
354(1), 34–43 (2006).

11 Rose PG, Nerenstone S, Brady MF et al. Secondary surgical 
cytoreduction for advanced ovarian carcinoma. N. Engl.  
J. Med. 351(24), 2489–2497 (2004).

12 Harter P, Du Bois A, Hahmann M et al. Surgery in recurrent 
ovarian cancer: the Arbeitsgemeinschaft Gynaekologische 
Onkologie (AGO) DESKTOP OVAR trial. Ann. Surg. 
Oncol. 13(12), 1702–1710 (2006).

13 ClinicalTrials Database: NCT01166737.  
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01166737

14 ClinicalTrials Database: NCT00565851.  
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT00565851

15 Harter P, Hahmann M, Lueck HJ et al. Surgery for recurrent 
ovarian cancer: role of peritoneal carcinomatosis: exploratory 
analysis of the DESKTOP I Trial about risk factors, 
surgical implications, and prognostic value of peritoneal 
carcinomatosis. Ann. Surg. Oncol. 16(5), 1324–1330 (2009).

16 Fotopoulou C, Zang R, Gultekin M et al. Value of tertiary 
cytoreductive surgery in epithelial ovarian cancer: an 
international multicenter evaluation. Ann. Surg. Oncol. 
20(4), 1348–1354 (2013).

17 Van Dam GM, Themelis G, Crane LM et al. Intraoperative 
tumor-specific fluorescence imaging in ovarian cancer by 
folate receptor-alpha targeting: first in-human results. Nat. 
Med. 17(10), 1315–1319 (2011).

•	 Early	indication	that	the	development	of	intraoperative	
tumour	imaging	may	revolutionize	debulking	surgery.

18 Schmid BC, Oehler MK. New perspectives in ovarian cancer 
treatment. Maturitas 77(2), 128–136 (2014).

19 Du Bois A, Quinn M, Thigpen T et al. 2004 consensus 
statements on the management of ovarian cancer: final 
document of the 3rd International Gynecologic Cancer 
Intergroup Ovarian Cancer Consensus Conference (GCIG 
OCCC 2004). Ann. Oncol. 16(Suppl. 8), viii7–viii12 (2005).

20 Group TICONI. Paclitaxel plus carboplatin versus standard 
chemotherapy with either single-agent carboplatin or 

https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01166737
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT00565851


366 Womens Health (2015) 11(3) future science group

Review    Openshaw, Fotopoulou, Blagden & Gabra

cyclophosphamide, doxorubicin, and cisplatin in women 
with ovarian cancer: the ICON3 randomised trial. Lancet 
360(9332), 505–515 (2002).

21 Vasey PA, Jayson GC, Gordon A et al. Phase III randomized 
trial of docetaxel-carboplatin versus paclitaxel-carboplatin 
as first-line chemotherapy for ovarian carcinoma. J. Natl. 
Cancer Inst. 96(22), 1682–1691 (2004).

22 Katsumata N, Yasuda M, Takahashi F et al. Dose-dense 
paclitaxel once a week in combination with carboplatin every 
3 weeks for advanced ovarian cancer: a Phase 3, open-label, 
randomised controlled trial. Lancet 374(9698), 1331–1338 
(2009).

•	 Initial	evidence	for	frontline	dose	dense	paclitaxel.

23 Katsumata N, Yasuda M, Isonishi S et al. Long-term results 
of dose-dense paclitaxel and carboplatin versus conventional 
paclitaxel and carboplatin for treatment of advanced 
epithelial ovarian, fallopian tube, or primary peritoneal 
cancer (JGOG 3016): a randomised, controlled, open-label 
trial. Lancet Oncol. 14(10), 1020–1026 (2013).

24 ClinicalTrials Database: NCT01654146.  
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01654146

25 Pignata S, Scambia G, Katsaros D et al. Carboplatin plus 
paclitaxel once a week versus every 3 weeks in patients 
with advanced ovarian cancer (MITO-7): a randomised, 
multicentre, open-label, Phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol. 15(4), 
396–405 (2014).

26 Chan J, Brady MF, Penson R et al. Phase III trial of every-
3-weeks paclitaxel vs. dose dense weekly paclitaxel with 
carboplatin +/- bevacizumab in epithelial ovarian, peritoneal, 
fallopian tube cancer: GOG 262 (NCT01167712). Int. J. 
Gynecol. Cancer 23(Suppl), 9–10 (2013).

27 Burger RA. Overview of anti-angiogenic agents in 
development for ovarian cancer. Gynecol. Oncol. 121(1), 
230–238 (2011).

28 Perren TJ, Swart AM, Pfisterer J et al. A Phase 3 trial of 
bevacizumab in ovarian cancer. N. Engl. J. Med. 365(26), 
2484–2496 (2011).

29 Burger RA, Brady MF, Bookman MA et al. Incorporation of 
bevacizumab in the primary treatment of ovarian cancer.  
N. Engl. J. Med. 365(26), 2473–2483 (2011).

30 Dyer M, Richardson J, Robertson J, Adam J. NICE 
Bevacizumab in combination with paclitaxel and carboplatin 
for first-line treatment of advanced ovarian cancer. Lancet 
Oncol. 14(8), 689–690 (2013).

31 Du Bois A, Floquet A, Kim JW et al. Randomized, double-
blind, Phase III trial of pazopanib versus placebo in women 
who have not progressed after first-line chemotherapy for 
advanced epithelial ovarian, fallopian tube, or primary 
peritoneal cancer (AEOC): Results of an international 
Intergroup trial (AGO-OVAR16). Program and Abstracts of 
the 49th Annual Meeting of the American Society of Clinical 
Oncology. Chicago, IL, USA, 2013 (Abstract LBA5503).

32 Howell SB, Pfeifle CL, Wung WE et al. Intraperitoneal 
cisplatin with systemic thiosulfate protection. Ann. Intern. 
Med. 97(6), 845–851 (1982).

33 Alberts DS, Liu PY, Hannigan EV et al. Intraperitoneal 
cisplatin plus intravenous cyclophosphamide versus 

intravenous cisplatin plus intravenous cyclophosphamide 
for stage III ovarian cancer. N. Engl. J. Med. 335(26), 
1950–1955 (1996).

••	 Initial	evidence	of	the	improved	efficacy	of	chemotherapy	
via	the	intraperitoneal	route.

34 Markman M, Bundy BN, Alberts DS et al. Phase III trial 
of standard-dose intravenous cisplatin plus paclitaxel versus 
moderately high-dose carboplatin followed by intravenous 
paclitaxel and intraperitoneal cisplatin in small-volume 
stage III ovarian carcinoma: an intergroup study of the 
Gynecologic Oncology Group, Southwestern Oncology 
Group, and Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group. J. Clin. 
Oncol. 19(4), 1001–1007 (2001).

35 Institute NC. NCI clinical announcement: intraperitoneal 
chemotherapy for ovarian cancer. (2006). 

36 Lesnock JL, Darcy KM, Tian C et al. BRCA1 expression 
and improved survival in ovarian cancer patients treated 
with intraperitoneal cisplatin and paclitaxel: a Gynecologic 
Oncology Group Study. Br. J. Cancer 108(6), 1231–1237 
(2013).

37 George SH, Shaw P. BRCA and early events in the 
development of serous ovarian cancer. Front. Oncol. 4, 5 
(2014).

38 Foulkes WD. BRCA1 and BRCA2: chemosensitivity, 
treatment outcomes and prognosis. Fam. Cancer 5(2), 
135–142 (2006).

39 Liu JF, Konstantinopoulos PA, Matulonis UA. PARP 
inhibitors in ovarian cancer: current status and future 
promise. Gynecol. Oncol. 133(2), 362–369 (2014).

40 Ledermann J, Harter P, Gourley C et al. Olaparib 
maintenance therapy in platinum-sensitive relapsed ovarian 
cancer. N. Engl. J. Med. 366(15), 1382–1392 (2012).

41 Ledermann J, Harter P, Gourley C et al. Olaparib 
maintenance therapy in patients with platinum-sensitive 
relapsed serous ovarian cancer: a preplanned retrospective 
analysis of outcomes by BRCA status in a randomised Phase 
2 trial. Lancet Oncol. 15(8), 852–861 (2014).

•	 Evidence	for	the	increased	efficacy	of	poly(ADP-ribose)	
polymerase	inhibitors	in	breast	cancer	(BRCA)-mutated	
patients.

42 ClinicalTrials Database: NCT01844986.  
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01844986

43 ClinicalTrials Database: NCT01874353.  
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01874353

44 Rustin GJ, Van Der Burg ME, Griffin CL et al. Early versus 
delayed treatment of relapsed ovarian cancer (MRC OV05/
EORTC 55955): a randomised trial. Lancet 376(9747), 
1155–1163 (2010).

45 Zimny M, Siggelkow W, Schroder W et al. 2-[Fluorine-18]-
fluoro-2-deoxy-d-glucose positron emission tomography in 
the diagnosis of recurrent ovarian cancer. Gynecol. Oncol. 
83(2), 310–315 (2001).

46 Parmar MK, Ledermann JA, Colombo N et al. Paclitaxel 
plus platinum-based chemotherapy versus conventional 
platinum-based chemotherapy in women with relapsed 
ovarian cancer: the ICON4/AGO-OVAR-2.2 trial. Lancet 
361(9375), 2099–2106 (2003).

https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01654146
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01844986
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01874353


www.futuremedicine.com 367future science group

The next steps in improving the outcomes of advanced ovarian cancer    Review

47 Pfisterer J, Plante M, Vergote I et al. Gemcitabine plus 
carboplatin compared with carboplatin in patients with 
platinum-sensitive recurrent ovarian cancer: an intergroup 
trial of the AGO-OVAR, the NCIC CTG, and the EORTC 
GCG. J. Clin. Oncol. 24(29), 4699–4707 (2006).

48 Pujade-Lauraine E, Wagner U, Aavall-Lundqvist E et al. 
Pegylated liposomal doxorubicin and carboplatin compared 
with paclitaxel and carboplatin for patients with platinum-
sensitive ovarian cancer in late relapse. J. Clin. Oncol. 28(20), 
3323–3329 (2010).

49 Wagner U, Marth C, Largillier R et al. Final overall survival 
results of Phase III GCIG CALYPSO trial of pegylated 
liposomal doxorubicin and carboplatin vs paclitaxel and 
carboplatin in platinum-sensitive ovarian cancer patients.  
Br. J. Cancer 107(4), 588–591 (2012).

50 Aghajanian C, Blank SV, Goff BA et al. OCEANS: a 
randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled Phase III trial 
of chemotherapy with or without bevacizumab in patients 
with platinum-sensitive recurrent epithelial ovarian, primary 
peritoneal, or fallopian tube cancer. J. Clin. Oncol. 30(17), 
2039–2045 (2012).

51 Ledermann JA, Perren TJ, Raja FA. Randomised double-
blind Phase III trial of cediranib (AZD 2171) in relapsed 
platinum sensitive ovarian cancer: Results of the ICON6 
trial. Presented at: The 17th European Cancer Congress 
(ECC2013). Amsterdam, Netherlands,  
27 September–1 October 2013.

52 Ferrandina G, Salutari V, Vincenzi B et al. Trabectedin 
as single agent in the salvage treatment of heavily treated 
ovarian cancer patients: a retrospective, multicenter study. 
Gynecol. Oncol. 130(3), 505–510 (2013).

53 Monk BJ, Herzog TJ, Kaye SB et al. Trabectedin plus 
pegylated liposomal doxorubicin (PLD) versus PLD in 
recurrent ovarian cancer: overall survival analysis. Eur.  
J. Cancer 48(15), 2361–2368 (2012).

54 Poveda A, Vergote I, Tjulandin S et al. Trabectedin plus 
pegylated liposomal doxorubicin in relapsed ovarian cancer: 
outcomes in the partially platinum-sensitive (platinum-free 
interval 6–12 months) subpopulation of OVA-301 Phase III 
randomized trial. Ann. Oncol. 22(1), 39–48 (2011).

55 Kavanagh J, Tresukosol D, Edwards C et al. Carboplatin 
reinduction after taxane in patients with platinum-refractory 
epithelial ovarian cancer. J. Clin. Oncol. 13(7), 1584–1588 
(1995).

56 Davis A, Tinker AV, Friedlander M. “Platinum resistant” 
ovarian cancer: what is it, who to treat and how to measure 
benefit? Gynecol. Oncol. 133(3), 624–631 (2014).

57 Markman M, Hall J, Spitz D et al. Phase II trial of weekly 
single-agent paclitaxel in platinum/paclitaxel-refractory 
ovarian cancer. J. Clin. Oncol. 20(9), 2365–2369 (2002).

58 Pujade-Lauraine E, Hilpert F, Weber B et al. Bevacizumab 
combined with chemotherapy for platinum-resistant 
recurrent ovarian cancer: the AURELIA Open-Label 
Randomized Phase III Trial. J. Clin. Oncol. 32(13), 
1302–1308 (2014).

59 Naumann RW, Coleman RL, Burger RA et al. 
PRECEDENT: a randomized Phase II trial comparing 
vintafolide (EC145) and pegylated liposomal doxorubicin 

(PLD) in combination versus PLD alone in patients with 
platinum-resistant ovarian cancer. J. Clin. Oncol. 31(35), 
4400–4406 (2013).

60 ClinicalTrials Database: NCT01170650.  
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01170650

61 Yuan ZQ, Feldman RI, Sussman GE, Coppola D, Nicosia 
SV, Cheng JQ. AKT2 inhibition of cisplatin-induced JNK/
p38 and Bax activation by phosphorylation of ASK1: 
implication of AKT2 in chemoresistance. J. Biol. Chem. 
278(26), 23432–23440 (2003).

62 Clinicaltrials.Gov. Dose-finding Study in platinum-resistant 
ovarian cancer NCT01653912.  
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01653912

63 Stiff PJ, Czerlanis C, Drakes ML. Dendritic cell 
immunotherapy in ovarian cancer. Expert Rev. Anticancer 
Ther. 13(1), 43–53 (2013).

•	 Important	reading	on	the	devlopment	of	immunotherapy	
in	ovarian	cancer.

64 Kantoff PW, Higano CS, Shore ND et al. Sipuleucel-T 
immunotherapy for castration-resistant prostate cancer.  
N. Engl. J. Med. 363(5), 411–422 (2010).

65 Mitchell PL, Quinn MA, Grant PT et al. A Phase 2, single-
arm study of an autologous dendritic cell treatment against 
mucin 1 in patients with advanced epithelial ovarian cancer. 
J. Immunother. Cancer 2, 16 (2014).

66 Gray JH, Gargosky SE. Progression-free survival in ovarian 
cancer patients in second remission with mucin-1 autologous 
dendritic cell therapy. Presented at: The 50th Annual Meeting 
of the American Society of Clinical Oncology. Chicago, IL, 
USA, 31 May 2014 (Abstract 5504).

67 ClinicalTrials Database: NCT01521143.  
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01521143

68 Duraiswamy J, Freeman GJ, Coukos G. Therapeutic PD-1 
pathway blockade augments with other modalities of 
immunotherapy T-cell function to prevent immune decline 
in ovarian cancer. Cancer Res. 73(23), 6900–6912 (2013).

69 Network. CGaR. Integrated genomic analyses of ovarian 
carcinoma. Nature 474(7353), 609–615 (2011).

••	 Significant	advances	in	the	understanding	of	genetic	
mutations	in	ovarian	cancer.

70 Gerlinger M, Rowan AJ, Horswell S et al. Intratumor 
heterogeneity and branched evolution revealed by 
multiregion sequencing. N. Engl. J. Med. 366(10), 883–892 
(2012).

71 Bykov VJ, Wiman KG. Mutant p53 reactivation by small 
molecules makes its way to the clinic. FEBS Lett. 588(16), 
2622–2627 (2014).

72 ClinicalTrials Database: NCT02098343.  
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02098343

73 Dawson SJ, Rosenfeld N, Caldas C. Circulating tumor DNA 
to monitor metastatic breast cancer. N. Engl. J. Med. 369(1), 
93–94 (2013).

74 Bellot P, Welker MW, Soriano G et al. Automated low flow 
pump system for the treatment of refractory ascites: a multi-
center safety and efficacy study. J. Hepatol. 58(5), 922–927 
(2013).

https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01170650
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01653912
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01521143
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02098343

