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CQ40 : BERAIKN FI—F, DADEAICHD?

)3 S B IV F b 2 — (percutaneous cordotomy : PCC) &, i
DFFFAREFEAME L T2 A 2 0w L, BRI o> SO o )1 6 PR 72 B &
BaHETHY, BIEE, 1, 62 SHEE 2 582 A 5 FEA—IWIAT
bITBY, H5FMEL ) RO AMEHIHESDH 5.

PCC DI L H 55, RCT, A ¥ T7F 1) Y RI%HWVA, ik, 22001
Ca—BEINTE"Y. PCCIE, EHAGIHETHOWN? S, Ok
BIASELVIEIE 22 A . Raslan” O prospective study Ti&, 41 %@ Fr D% & D
BFHIZPCC 2 HifTL, VAS (0~10FKid) KX 2HAOMSIE, MifTaio 8.5+
0.8705, MFH1.2+1.06, 1 W H#%1.7+x1.2, 36 W H#% 1.8*x1.16 7 H#
2.3%£0.6 1234 L, %o ADL & Karnofsky Performance Scale T55.5+6.7
5, MIEE76.97.6 (ZUE L, MENIKE R ASHTAT 3.25 W[ A S AR 8 1% 7 IRgfH
WWIERL, 6 7 HRICIZ 4.8 IC ko2 L E L TWw5 (EV : 1Va, G2).

Frl O AU PCC & 1tidT L 72358 1IN H 72 i AN Z 2 550D
%. Nagaro 5”12 X % &, 4556 33461 (73.3%) CIEBRIE 1256 A 2% H
HL, JTOR A &AL DS 28 BT, FAMAS5HERIT, 7 REHITIdE A IE
—REEETH Y, 25 EFITIIITLORA L VEEL, 5P TILOMA L FELT
HolzlMELTWAH (EV:IVh, G2).

PCC O#ii513%6% £ & % 7%, retrospective study 25KF-TH 0, HhzhRIX
~RUDBHTHALN, F YA FPERTE2 LA L, HAOEHFD 4~
88%THY, TORADMIL, @H, +TE¥F S FTHEHEIATELHDOTHHo 7.
PCC OEPHIE L L TAZME (10%LIN), HERBESE (15% LAN), IR (10%
DI i S hTwnwa ™ (EV 1V, G4).

il PCC I22WCiE, Amano 5" 1&, WA D 2 BFH WM PCC %
JEfT L, 60 FEBIH 95% TE#ENAIRDH D, Fll PCC TIE 82% Tdh - 7z L kX T
W5 (EV:1Vh, G2). —7, Sanders 5” &, 18 fEBIICHH PCC 2 Mifr L, 94
BIAw R R B AME D, 6 FEFIARIT N R R S, 3ERI T TH D,
I, CEEAERMEORS R MHATE D b &S o7z & WE L, Wil PCC TIEk
WBIA % <, EHHEDHED O TEIO v L i LTwb (EV @ 1Vh, G2).

F L& HIBEMIAVEI— (PCC) BEAADTAIHEHTHY, FEITHM
DORAMIEIH L THERTS 205, BN H 72 i ADHEZ 5 RADH 5.

#EE C

BEXMW

1) Vissers KC, Besse K, Wagemans M, et al: Pain in patients with cancer.
Pain Pract 11 :453-475, 2011 (EV:V, G4)



16. BEBIAILF I —

2) Raslan AM, Cetas JS, McCartney S, et al: Destructive procedures for
control of cancer pain: The case for cordotomy. J Neurosurg 114 :155-
170, 2011 [EV :1Va, G2)

3) Nagaro T, Adachi N, Tabo E, et al: New pain following cordotomy : Clin-
ical features, mechanisms, and clinical importance. J Neurosurg 95 : 425~
431, 2001 (EV:1Vb, G2)

4) Amano K, Kawamura H, Tanikawa T, et al:Bilateral versus unilateral
percutaneous high cervical cordotomy as a surgical method of pain re-
lief. Acta Neurochirurgica 52 (Suppl) : 143-145, 1991 (EV :1Vb, G2)

5) Sanders M, Zuurmond W : Safety of unilateral and bilateral percutaneous
cervical cordotomy in 80 terminally ill cancer patients. J Clin Oncol
13:1509-1512, 1995 [EV :1Vh, G2)

-2 BRI FI—EMETOY 7 EORE

B BRIV NI— (PCC) Lot 7 oy 7 2 g L 72351
A7, Nagaro 5 1%, FHMERHICHN T4 PCC L T 72/ — 70y
7 O TIE, FEWARIZIIIZE T TH > 725, PCC TIEIAEMBEAY 2 JEH,
EHBERACIEFI TR Y, ZOMKE, ADL V4 EFI T T L7225, < BT
T /)= N7y 7 TREEN o7z WAL, FHWEREICA LT, %
T, KDETF 72/ =nv7ay 7 %2Ed T3 (EV:1Vb, G2).

£ LD EHICNT ALY T 72— T ay 20 k52, SHEDE
MDD 71y 7 D5HIS T & IERTIE, BEEREHEDGHRIED D 5 FE5%
IV rI—XmiEray 7 2857 5.
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