£8o] S22} AR Ea el A g

o g% 2

o] 7F=3lid A AN A H(stereotactic radio-

therapy)7t ¥%(head) ¥ 413 (whole body) 2.2 A}
£o] 7hsdteizla BE e A8 A7t oln] Hax 1 gl
7R A=A A5 A go] 7hestdAd 53] IyE A+
gt AL A TN F& AFHE 7HAL Fol), of %
2] stereotactically guided conformal therapy7} 414
o2 AMEHZ AFeld AR FEA ARE & E59
=71 it
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E%i(organ preservatlon), chemopreventlo n 2 3t
sonl/iAad 89 Efx|8e] 448 95| §40
E}. Eae 83 T8 R HXd ZAglol F
Hof HAF 2284 o g HPAI Y (squamous  cell
carcinoma)®] gt ool vrAQl Ay HIo F

Aol di3) 71edct,
SRRSO Fgeist ey g v 22 A7EA
HEE yoh
1) Ao] T2 Aqgd 3¢
2) FAaHo 7 AFYH 7%
3) ojuH(chemprevention)

T2 B2 ¥ (Chemotherapy
for metastatic or recurrent disease)

1) SYURAC 8t g3 _
Aol Z& Aty FARGLE AFAHQ YLt
FH FHgZo] "t oA FE BiEe= 1A XE
(palliative therapy) 24 Z/4gst 2 FH Aot Fo
AE717e ek o7l gola 13 A2 EL 20%F =olth. 3
L

ke

1. [O| 22 M

slgtayio] o] #xlwe] AEV|IHE HFEAE oHE
X %9_‘/} 22 randormzed AT-oM AR R
o wgte 55 2asln ok 9 A
A= B3 °LF4 L methotrexate, bleomycin, cis-
platin, 5fluorouracil, taxanes°|tH(Table 1).
cisplatin®] @4 AAZE 7P F83 A QA A+2
ol Wt 14~41% =Y B EE BT iR 23R
AFEBAZ 80~100mg/m*S AHE3 60mg/m*S AHS-
3 -9} 120mg/m*E AH8-E A58 vlad dTrddAe
A&7zl 2}o]7} glol dose-response relations £
¢4t} Methetrexater= 44 X 88 2ole EFHU
oA 9] sl i 40mg/m2°ﬂ*1 AlAFste) dose-res—
ponse relation®] U-5-& w2 dle] 60mg/m® 714 S%3t
AEAsE Aol Bol A=HU. o= paclitaxel
docetaxele] =50} o]d AHES Hojd AHAE B
olx gleyt ofd A7|zte] #EAAFE gtk o]¢e py-
rimidine antimetabolite®! gemcitabine, topoisomer-
ase9! topotecan, vinorelbinesel MEA =UHA 71dl
He E3E Holm it} ol st ddAAl e e A 5 ET}
£ randomized® WREATNA FHB(CRI= B
olx| gtz F-EHs| (PR) A #Ha&-2 30%°IHel =

Table 1. Single agents in recurrent or metastatic head and neck
squamous cell carcinoma(HNSCC)

Chemotherapy No. of patients Response rate(%)
Methotrexate 988 31
Bleomycin 347 21
Cisplatin 288 28
5-Fluorouracil 118 15
Paclitaxel 65 38
Docetaxel 58 38
Carboplatin 169 22
Ifosfamide 99 26
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Ex Hduration of response)= 2~6704 & %ol

HEE712
AR =t

2) B&3}st 29 (Combination chemotherapy)

ol2jgt T A7 BHIL v Aol ¥
£ AE7IME w719t /A AAE SR
#gsleta S A=t ked GdAAC vlske] Fofdt
W3-E9] gge Holz gtk A&7t A ATl
o Be nRAQ dTHREC| glort ol =] gl
Yot} 7ol AlAEAE B8 FTAE cisplatin
£ FH23 eyo] Hk3-E (response rate)o] $3H| o
71l infusional 5-FUE F7}3t Ao} 713 e Al =s S
o} o]# 3t 5-FU/cisplatin® & 8% A gHS-Eo] 11~
79% (33 32%), AT &0l 5~15%°] 0|28 oJE} v}
Z AA e Z2FET 53 EES Holn OP%H H) w3
ABAUE AHE BHolm Yot 22t ol2fdt e A
Aol = EFsta HA A FTYE7]ZH) Tr«]?} 7k
Holz| gk}, o) the 239] X 8ollx w7 ld of
nkE o2 gk 1Al FAsteta ol g dFe B
Tl RS SR FHAT o|FA TS NGES E
d § e #Ae GE=(performance status)7} S
22, oldell FARFEAo| w=Fo| HAYHD AL, tu-
mor burden©] 3282} FURCE Ho|= 2 gtslstg
He] AR o] HE nefsid &9 o) BE 1Y
& v FE|AQ Mgold Roltt. o| gt FtslEta Ao
9]l interferon, interleukin-2, retinoic acid$2| bio-
logical therapy”t A== o] €5 ZFE Koz glrt.

2. TAMOZ NYE LY y&Ate 2B (Chemothera-
py for locally advanced disease)
A3 A WA A5 FA3teHS Sk
o AE7IE s T Ay &3S FHiE
(organ preservation)3dt7| 9ste] Aldgst=d] thet &

& A WA A Al@Et 1) induction(neoadjuva-

=

BOS e e o

nt) chemotherapy — &¢It AP X BHe ¢talet

awog Foko ﬂ7]E Hig 221}, 2) adjuvant che-
motherapy - € & A A% FFIANEE AA
gt 3) Fesistay 9 A A s B AR A
29 AEEAHE F7R7IA Aol TAX 85 H
A WA d o] ¥ & (microscopic metastasis) &
i Lis=y

ol L.
AT

1) Induction(neoadjuvant) chemotherapy(M% 22 §&
sjst Q)
o]de] ofAlell =EEA %A M previously untre-
ated patients)E tlFe =3l 5FU(infusional)/cis-
platin®3r 8ol 7b 58 A4S Bol=d 257] A8
Al AARS-E 88% (A B 19%), 3F71A188A AA|ke-
E 93% (A7) 54%) 1Yt AT 10871 HaEA A

AL 357 ool FgtayE AANVLES 60~90%, &
Al 20~50% H=eltt 72l AL B gAt
o} 30~70%¢4 Aol e HyHor: SR
A ol L of2F A G A 87t FF9 ot
AR B BT WES seAgHER T £ A
SRRl kS ALl vlgte] 5] AMIA B
AN Asa@drt Fob sl o] & S HEH

o o]& xlelnlal FE7|70o] vldT} Ty o}F 7kA|
olgj g T2 A= B3} induction chemother-
apy’t FEolv AKX & gETou|E {3t AE7[7E
AREWL deAle BEA ST ol ofntx HaPstEta
ol d4xole HAE FofstAl AT (daFd L3t
ey Aldste nEeAbe 1/48 20t o] EFE 7digt
I A FaroR Py Wele] Xzoe JIE v
A FBtBE FARUARA] HhAAAI oA L
N 232 Z8l7] o)k AlRdrt. mEA o] &

HYA| dFe] FAN &5& LU A &5
% (preformance status), tumor site, TN stage, &%3}
gragioo] WA Fo] EX RN BEVNLE /HEH
T U d3AE & F o AR e & dgsEte
HE ZFEAHQ Q¥o] ol Aldste AR A&7

L

L.

Table 2. Randomized trials of comparing chemotherapy combinations in recurrent and metastatic HNSCC

Regimen Patients Response rate(%) Survival(mo)
Cisplatin+5-FU(bolus) 20 20 5.0
Cisplatin+ 5-FU(infusional) 18 74 6.7
Methotrexate + bleomycin +vincristine 75 29 73
Methotrexate+bleomycin+ vincristine +cisplatin 68 51 8.5
Methotrexate 4 5-FU(sequential) 14 43

Methotrexate + 5-FU(simultaneous) 27 63

Cisplatin+5-FU 28 46 6.0
Cisplatin + 5-FU + methotrexate+bleomycin 27 63 6.0
Cisplatin + methotrexate+ bleomycin 19 31

Epirubicin+ methotrexate + bleomycin 32 47
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AFEChes Fu dddome g A (quality of life)
9] M=} 7| BEZE(organ preservation) S &0 2 sl
o] Fer of= &3] larynx, hypopharynxdl] 871 o
AT FEG O Z Belr},

2) Adjuvant chemotherapy

Fed dgggEage 1) FEXdy sl o
I, 2) A o] 4FA FEdAH] B 27t
A3 3) Urobr}t S whet ARFRH(~20%) A £
F=g ANE 7o) o] FEF YLREAE S AP
& g St o] A5E FeF YA A Foluh A
AAQA AE7|HY] AFFEIE= glok. AAF e SAHEA
A &4 (resection margin negative), extracapsular
extension WA L2 NO & N1)olAE 4eje] ¢l
I nET FAHEAA FY, 2Hol e FAYRAE F
Ayl Frag Zed Holn o A 4% 5FU
(infusional)/cisplatin8 o] YAAC]E FosHA £o]
I YR IAHHAR I e ReE gAYt
T3 gzt ayd WA EE Wisly Foldie
A5 manio] A3 aAFTAM FH U At §le
Y A2+ mucositis, AFARTE] FZE dlE F97}
Z a3t}

3) Concurrent chemoradiotherapy

g A o BAARA 5] FA] FAe F4AHH (local
ly advanced lesion)®] ASEHE Eolx dAANE &
ol &3t vk VUM sttt ddAAl = 9
HolZ Zole AHol9d radiosensitizer24 &6 9
& she Aoz F4HE 9 AAEE methotrexa-
te, bleomycin, 5-FU, cisplatin#|4], hydroxyurea, pa-
clitaxel, topotecan gemcitabines°] WAMS oA E
e SV &3} sl olF 5-FUZL 78 Bel A3
Het o] 5 92 FAAAY B3R R AlEHE
5-FU/cisplatin®§e] 7 AR a7}t 435t} duts
o2 WMMIA TG ST Hgte X BNEES
o} AA| 9] FHAAEFE EX YoM oA =
o] E7Ms%t locally advanced diseased] &-&ol¥x
om A Misstad o] A SR §48
8470 Basa Q7|=d} o] 8L AT £ AT
9l AR & 2A1E (hyperfractionations) e 4o
A8 YA glon] PeAlAle] Aeguchs WAt
AR Fol G 2AEF T4 93 B Aoz Bt

5]
_)[\—

o B 30 ) 32

3. Chemoprevention
FAEE AFAQ AB% E7sta oo s
27 Y¥EUd(second primary tumor : SPT)o] & 3~

%9 AN DS v} aerodigestice tractyil
thibgd o 2 A7]E multistep carcinogenesis?t 745
Ax LA den leukoplakiasel 72U HipEE W
gt 13-cis-retinoic acid(cRA.isotretinoin)® ¥t
ol gt WS Fola Yol7} SPTY HAS &<t} 13-
cRA°)9l9) beta carotene®™ EFH7} AAHT glon
2ol tamoxifen, NSAID % =3} (green tea)7}A] o4
At e Ao F4H 1 st

4.4 o
TR dig Fgastaye s ¥wgE(respon-
se rate), A& 2 Fo2 JrHE NS EA= vt &
A R 2AE Aol ot Wol FAHA U dF
T-9] ¢33 YA o= Bpstn F5E SR o3 Y&
713ke] gl
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HEF= g ofy A3 AEV A A7 SHEA
Botr B2 Aol % Eeta obd EFAA A gE oY
. °]& larynx cancers°lAl organ preservationsoll
719E g Zo= Bt £e% HEyugay 9A 44
Aol Fo| gz £t o7 fo3t A7 A
AR FAA Y} getslsta o Wil x5 W
T 43 X BAA L Hol=d 0 Aatd A&
2AEo| ot A BAA e A7) Qi) o]ide A
BEYL g8 dRME AEIEHE 5
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Management of the Clinically
Negative(N0O) Neck

I
Agtistn e ol F 3t

* Introduction

WFH oz AR} gl FAEY 84
A A2 A7} g o) Ho] He Hof
@& Agste SHAA Bapd 28 sheAdo]
717 87] YeiMe Ao s ARYTH dald A&
steoF & Aot Xg2 A% B=e] morbidityWt 7%
TS A7) 2% 4 gloh. Salol ey o] THAA
FA T vgo] HIole HAX B goraleha Tl
Haagol MEEUAM 75 BEPIME F48 X8
9 AL Eolv 4HE A% Yoy A 3087 £
o @xtel E AAe 2| F718A gstthe ARle

oI},

1}
=]

A 1971 (stage 1)< A28 7](stage 1) FA= NO
necks 43 A83H] &g A ¥ A7 ARG
© NO neck22HE 9] AR Az Algshes H] 8o 44X
o w3 gelA o (Myers & Cunningham, 1988).
FRFGAM AR Hojzh dlew duwidow Qzge
50% % Attt o|MY ZAK Mol X g TR 3
BollA wl$- Fod a2 2gsin] FUd e A 2=
7b & SAE F e P 2 v1F e AeE n8
o oA A RA 2% (elective neck dissection, END)
= X A ANA 80 il 228 3 Al
Eojo} b A B =28 4 it

Ty dPA AR Ee g A3 FRA A

7t e EolA oA AR Le D oA AR
=2,
X

2418 FouH Felsh 42o) FHETHE FAE o
glom el 49 4, $o 2 IS we AUE 5 5

Aoz nelske) Boselol Ak,

* Definition of the NO Neck
=2, BAPIAANCT, MRI), A EAHAHENA) S £
A 2713 FEd Aol A7} gl AY

S L

ks

FENOIY MMM | &

1. 32 A7) level T4+ 15mm, T levelol =
10mm °}3d

2. 37 & 2 o] borderline node’} F2lAo] ¢
[e]
<

3. =7l BAGle] 44 It Je Ay

4. tissue plane(fat plane)°] 24 =YL 1)

* 4 options for clinically negative(NO) neck

1. 32 (Watchful waiting)

2. oA A5 A% (Elective neck dissection, END)

3. o A5 AR E(Elective neck irradiation,
ENID)

4. AR ARALen WAMA RS H-4(Combina-
tion of ENI & END)

* Clinically negative(NO) neck®| U4 % Ao 2ot =2t
1. 35 R-Ao)7t #xle] A2E g drjt 288
71

2. Qdste) ofw o] 22 ARA|S] B L oS}

Table 1. Sensitivity of palpation versus CT/MRI

Source, Year Palpation(%) CT/MRI(%)
Stevens et al, 1985 70 93~-95 (CT)
Close et al, 1989 77 86.5 (CT)
Feinmesser et al, 1987 62 60 €N
Van den Brekel et al, 1990 68 87 (MR
Feinmesser et al, 1987 67 76 (MRI)
Friedman et al, 1990 71 92 (CT/MRI)

Table 2. Comparison of modalities used in evaluating the clin-
ically negative(NO) neck{adapted from van den Brekel

et al. 1993)
Technique Neck sides(n) Accuracy(%)
Palpation 88 59
Computed tomography 86 66
Magnetic resonance imaging 83 75

cf. MRIE neck nodeE 37}3}7] 938t protocol & AF&31A) & m
routine protocol& AHE-8 29 2ghe] HBE = CTY fabsth
A2 P=do tiate] US-guided FNAZ A a3t 7 the)
AT Fr19.
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