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1-1 EITRABEOBEMT T ICBIT 2 FETFRHOERS

TR ABEORER T TIZBW T, EFEHRANA - Ml 7 o hmtE, BiEE2525

52?%%%@&@%?%5 LU, TR ABE ORI TIZBT 5 P THEE, 2
DLW, 1EF L T 5 AR 22 <. 2015 4E 4 A BIFE, Medline O T, 2Hr
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(2 B9 SCiikiE 1,267,874 R ThH o 7=,

(1)$%-%ﬁ"fé%%%ﬂ®%ﬁ

DABEIT, LIXULIEX, TERIZE, L ERCTHVORFRDE STV D2y D 72n
EESZENHY 1, %ﬁxgob\f%ﬁ*‘%@ AN DWW TR L72WF9E Tik, ©< 22 SR
D | ZRFICLTENVWEEZZTWDZEBRHLMNI/R->TND 2, LT, BFIFKRS
NI T, BOOMERBNWEZIRZ 2D | HFCEERED L2 H LW ERD
LD, RINEREEEREEBGPMO LN TEXALZEITEETHSL, £,
M ABRE D% TR OEIT & & BITIRIE - 77 OBIRDBHEEZ 22 > T 3 34, THED
il L OBREE & A2 B IBIR OB OV TR L7298 Tl T4 o [l L o FRfR A
X, BEDLVETRIERERINT 2 Z LI EL 52D L SN TINS5,

I BT, BE - EE, EM, ERUSOEEEEH 255 L LT, End of life ® QOL (2
B2 R 7 2 A L72AFE Tid, B3 - FIROZ I TFRICET R A RO TS Z
ERALMNT/Ro>TWS 6, 7o, T Endoflife 1295 aI 2= —3 3 2O T
BE - FENEDLIITE L TNDENE N ZEICKTHRMAL Ea—TlE, B - K
TRIZFHSCBLE 206K - 7 7 ORPFULICET 21FHRE I 72> Tnd &V 2 & b
LT TWND T, ZL T, ad— MIET, PHRIL TR R EE 2Rk ->TL
F 9 &I, FIED D OIRCEMMEAREDRRIZ 72 5 Z E BB BN TVND 8, Zib
DHFFERERN D, BE - FIRIZE o T TR TIIEERO D DERHRERTHLEEZZ L
N5,

(2) BEREZT 0BT TR THIOER

THEWER - T T OIT—VZOWTEE LA D 2 LM 7 OEEREE O 1 >TH D
O, T AV ADERMEZGE LR T, ERETRIZEAT25E L EWVWELTH 2 LIZin
WEEEZ L TWD Z EBH LN TWND 101, F7= 7 A U I OEEHRPE TIThi
A T, FEFT TITHRIT SN D BRI, [ERE T — L0 DIEIREERIC B 2 MakiE 2 »
(79%)23, THOVRIE - 777 O T — /BT HHIRIEZE < 70 @3%) L Vv o R H D 12, T
BICEAT2EENE L W ER RIS D, BBROBITIX, TRICET H1E®RIT
BRET R ZBWTEHERERTHY . TRIZOWVWTEELE D ZLITL - T, IR



EARELSELINDAREELH D720, PRICET D HITEE - FiE, EREFEED
ICHEAEINTVWAZERMETHD, £ LT, TRICHTIERBIEFINZET, &
B OIRERERIZONT, BEOHFHATEREREL TWS ZENEELNEEZZHND 13,
Fio, T AV IOHERFECIBN T, EBRISEMT 7 RS — A DK 95% T 1%
VEWE T DTN TEE LA TV E W MENDH D 14, 25 ORFFERE R
5. EEEEHIL. THRICETIHLAWVICNEERZ R U, s 7 D% EICR 5 8BE8T
HTFRICONWTEZDVENEE LD Z L3 nb oo, EEICHEM, 7 243 548
A, BE - FIREASBROIFFESERIIOVTE X, FRICHETIHELAVEIT>TNDH D
EMBNEEZONDTD, ERUEEEICE > TP R A2 T 5 2 LI EEREZHFHE
ThdreBEZLND,

(3) IEfE/ T TZAT O B

THTRIOBEEMZR LIZFZE0 1212, 7 A Y B T{THoi72"Study to Understand
Prognoses and Preferences for Outcomes and Risks of Treatment (SUPPORT) study” 7%
bDH, ZOWFIE, TRTHOKELZLE L, BEOMER. BEMZH LRI LIZOBIT,
FTH TR —ORE OMEEL, EIaNCBE T 2 M ERICIREET 5 2 & T, EROREK
WA BT D Z & ARRGE LT ABIFE T 5, SUPPORT study @ 1212, BE A 90%
U EDOERT2 y HEGFTE 2 LES 2 L LIEMLEBEEZFHETHZ LITITIEORER S 5
ZENHALMILTEERSH D (OR2.295%CI11.6-3.0) 15, 7=, BENHSHHIL2 »
HOFHNH DHEFRDN 90%LL 72 o TWBIEE, 22% D BE D UifFAE 2 HE L
DIZXF LT, 2 7 ADTHN & DHERD 25%LL T2 L o TV DA 48%D A MY Lififis
ArEmBLRNENS ZELHEINTND 16, — 5T, #ITHERIBENAOBEIZBNT,
90%LL EDOFERT 2 r AEGFTE D EZEZ TV DHEIRITEREN 82% THHDIZK LT, £
DBREBEOFREIT 22% L WE SN, ZNHDZ b, BEICTHRTHZEAZ 81X
BRBIERD DD EEZ LN L0, B & ERMEFEE O THRES B L TR ATRErE
NdHb,

F LT, B - FhE, EEEEEEZX5 L LT Endof life IZBIF5EREZHLNIT D
ZEEHME LTT AU A TITOIV AN & BN e T% THIE. B -
FIRIZT TRBE - FIROBIRELIET DEREFHICL > THHRETHD Z &M
LMo TG 2,

o, EATHAUBFIZBWTIEMAR TR TRIZITO 2 &%, BATRREMEFRIE T
WTH VMU TIIRWEITH D Z L AR 2 2 & 317200 NARKIE, MoHME, £
L CHRADRE b U e BB A58k L. A7 7 ~B179 208 U 72 Ry ) 4 B4
HZ &2 BT T T A0 bR T O (B, . BT TR AR
THILICBWTHERR®D EEZOND 22, £ LT, EEe TH RN REICR D Z &
T, [EHITEE - FESAFOWMI L2552, BRIREZ T HBICHNT & 72 2 5H A 1



&, BHE - FIRIL end of life (Z351F 2 BLFER 72 fHEXC spiritual 72 MEIZEHT 5 Z &
NTED,

1-2 EITRABEICBIT S FETART
TR AUBEICB T2 PHTHITIE, FTRLoBHEANTHTHIR & LOEHSND Z &
AE AR
OERmNRER 72 P12 FE-SVT1T 9 ”Clinical prediction of survival (CPS)”
@Performance Status
@I IRFEIR - 18lge, FEHREIR
@Y7 HIFEIE

ZLT, ZNHOFHTFRIRFAEMS LITEAMIIER SN, a2 T% Ty —
BT STV 5,

(1) ERmNERERZ P12 TYT 9 ”Clinical prediction of survival (CPS)”

ERTAS B OFRESSBIEORIR, ARG RZR &, ERINNIE LB X D e fFRIc S
WTCTFHI L7 F%# % Clinical prediction of survival (CPS) & FES, Z @ CPSIX, &b E<
Ao 7% TFHERFO12THLD, THETHICGZ2A Uy b« 72U v MZOW
Tl #kx eigamnid 5 12324, CPS DA Y » M, kBkx RERRBIG CICHTE | BIFRC
P CE M THDH, T AU v hELTE, CPSoMMTHRITIEL 2L, EEOTH%
(Actual survival: AS) LV BE< RS Do EmNH 5 Z X CPS O IEREMIT 20%FEE T
bHEINTVWDHZ &, LT, EM - BEBROBIMN 1 FIEDD L. CPS BEREDO T
%LV EAED DD REMEN 1.12 15(95% CI 1.02-1.22)I27 5 L EShTWnWH Z &
M HIVTND 2427, 2 U C RN ABE 1563 4 &2 x5 & Lo Rl L B = — T,
HYEMOTHZTINIEREO TR I VESRDZENRHLNE /-T2 28, ZOWFSE T, &
FIOHEE LIS T1413 42 BE 72 0ICkt L, EBEOTHRITEH 29 A TH Y | 4L LR
SFRILIEBAN 21%H 7228, ZNHDZ NG, EMTTHE2E AL 2HE1H
LHZEEBRELTDOZTCPSATEHT I ENMETHL EEZ LD,

o, T e b 24 RefHAT, 48 WfHATIX, EATD CPS IZH~THERM O CPS D IERMEM:
NAEITE (24 FERFIAT : 71% v.s 91%, p<0.001, 48 KifEIR{ : 66% v.s 86%, p<0.001) &
W REDND DA, TAUTFEMPNEF T 2 EHENR T 2B L TEL R HATDM A
PRERARIEIR « AR T D2 Z e M TEDLDDL EEZ BTN D 272931

CPS & P THlY — L OFHTFHEEDELIZONTIE, WL ODDOEANH D, CPS I
Karnofsky Performance Status (KPS)32 (2 L 2 P Tl L © T FHIREN S 5 (FHEIfREK
0.44v.s 0.56) &3 HAF%EBNH DT, CPSOFHRTHIEED TN KPS LV EATWD

(FHBAfR%L 0.51v.s0.37) &V IH#HE 34, CPS EDHDONMNL L= T THIKR - Th 5



2, PRTY —VHABIAENDNE LT 2ER G H D 3586, £ LT, IETE, #@Y)
RYHTHY —NEHWD Z LT CPS DIEfMEZKETE D (8% v.s T7%, p<0.01) e
DRI TND T2 3637 B iRILIZ S W TP RZICEET 5 [RF 2B 62z L, CPS
LHBBEDETTFRTHY — V2R T L Z LRI TN D 22

(2) Performance Status (PS)

PS AP THIR & LTHOWOND R E LT, DAEE TIX, FECEAEMATE T ADL
DHEFF STV DA NE L HEEANI /> TREICENAT L2 ENMLNTWND 2D
Thn 38, LT, PSIdkkA 5t A4 L C, M L2 T PRI 7LD 2 L AFE &
NTnpd 1, ZLT, PSIIMFAEIC K o> TRRAFHMIEA 7 — /L TRAES IV TN A3, FEe A
47—/ & LT Karnofsky Performance Status (KPS) (3% 1) 32, Activities of Daily Living
(ADL)39, Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group (ECOG) PS (% 2) 40, ZL T, KPS %
FEF0 A 7RIS A o Tk ZE L 7= Palliative Performance Scale (PPS) (3% 3) 4142 78 —fi%
BICIEH ST 5,

(3) HIRAEIR - f#fee, HEFREIR

Reuben & OAFFETIZ, 14 FIHDIERDFAL S 4L, £ 0 5 HIFFRNEE, SAIK T, HET
. AV, REREDO S HENMY L7 PR TPRIKF-E S Tngd 8, ZLT, ZD5
HHOD S HIEREREELSNO 4 L, DABREICHE Y IER - B Z 2 o, W< 2»
DIATHFETIZ, DABERE OFERD T2 L AERBEAZFFO Z L PRI TN D 354344,
o, EHFEONIZET, FETEANIHEER « BESRETTH S, FETFRI~OIR
AR SN TG 4548, ZH 5O TIE, BEN I HLUMNIZEL 25 2 LT 5
il & U, EROBIE TR S LTV ERTHEIS, FHAML, 577/ —X | BEE Ehikfh
HAREICINA T, SREOIRT, wolfE, FENTHIIT 2 O8I T, SRR kT
T HRIEDIE T 72 ERHE T 5D 49,

(4) EW5aFEE
HILEREEN, U >/ NEREA . CRP P& TR 2 EMEREIE & ShTng 1822
05 b HEMEREIE ALFHRIEIC & > TREEZZ T D720 ALERIEZAT > TORWERE,
b L <iE, ALERIER TR, T 2B HA R L TW D 5EEICERE L L THERTE %,

1-3 EITHRABEFIZBIT > FETFHIRTF & Tk & OREE
B3R X 9 ICHEAT R ABEICB WA 72 PR PIIR SR ST B2, TiieED
B 25 B 0T B R 00 bfi 28— L TR W R 3 HMc Sh TV b 22,



(1) Tt & OBEN &2 RK+
Maltoni & DRMAIL B 2—IZ K-> T2 FHEOBEEPHLNTHD L SN TWVDHRF
Wi, FTReObDORH 5,
+ Clinical prediction of survival
* Performance status
« DS AR O SEIR - Bl
- HAE
- IR IR
- AEWTERORRER - BIEREEIN, U > oSERE . CRP
- THRTHA =T
(2) THOBEN TSNS I TR WET, b LITHEKT SRR RSN
TWAIKRF
Maltoni & DRZAH L B 2 —IT K- T 22, Fi% & OBJEITIRE STV DA, #FHERIIC
FE S TW WA 7T T DM ER- RPN RENTWD 2D, PR TRICBIT S
Pl —E L CWRWKFE LTI b DR H D,

« i H ART VTS U ME

CIEA ART VT U ME O R
R - EHAR

- FEEN - MG S T N

- DA - fEF B Y T AR

R RER s - LDH 7¢ ¥ Ok

- A - BEE R (P, YR, BEIRIRBLEE)

1-4 EITHABEICRBIT 5 TFRTFRIRFOERGE
EITHAVBEIZBT 2 TR THIZENT, PRTHIRF, PETRIY —LZ2 DX 51z
TERT 2L RO E WS RICDV T, Maltoni H ORFAI L E 2 — T it 6 A HELE ST

W5 22,

OEITRABE OB N T, [EAiIL QOL & T# %2 BB L TR A L &7 7 OFTIC
DWTHWT§_ETH D,

OQCPS X2k 72 T &2 TN 2 %472 Y — L Th DM, ZTORBEIFRENTH D720,
fDOFH T RN 1 & HICHND Z & 2 H#fE5ET5,

QEMITT#% L BET 25 Z L GEH SN TV A EEDOBEERBECIERZ VWD Z LN TE
%, BlZ1X. Performance status, 75 ASEREITHE D SEIR - f8fee, PEURIANEE, SRANFEE
HLLLIFEAETHD,

DERNETH% EBEET L2V D00 MKT —F ZHN0WH Z &N TE S, FlAiX, HilEkE
my VR, CRP BA-Th 5, MIKRA OMLENET, BRRIIZ2AIEE L DT



AHBETHRETHY, BHITEML TUIR LRV,

OEMIXT% TR — L A2EH L CGREZR TH% TRINAETHY . PENARESERDLE
FHERETHZ ENTE D, CUBDIEFE 472 2005 441 TlE) PaPs M H %< D
KrA2EHLRDE, FRIJEHATE L TR TR —LThD,

®OTHEHLNZT 2DITIERO—MTH L, BEIIAHFOTHREMDHERNbHLH—FT
O SNBRWHER b H D, TRICETS2aIa=r—2a U &217H 2 LI3amEE, E5
P, BEPLOT Fo—FOXARCE EFHTL b,

K oT, EBITRABREIZBIT 2 FETHIL. THRTHEIETFORETH%TFHY — L OfR
REMM LI ECT, BE - FiELDaIa=r— g UERREICBW CEYNCIER &
DI EDRNETH D,

1-5 FH TR —/VOREHE & K

ETRABFIZBIT 2 PHTRITE, BIRICEEZR T% THIR - ICRER 2R L 21T
STHADTEZ LT, AaTfESNZFRTUY =LA bnD 2 LREu,

NABET 2RI L TRHREEINZY =10, FRICEBDOLTHREIN-EZIC, DA
BETHIEHTEDLZ W RENTY — AR D, BUE, DABEOTHRTHIZB W THE
HEnbd 2 ENEZWFH% MY — LT Palliative performance scale (PPS) (3% 3) 50,
Palliative Prognostic score (PaPs) (3 4) 3651 Palliative Prognostic Index (PPI) (3
5) 52, Prognosis Palliative Care Study (PiPS) predictor models? TH %, F£7=. IENA
RO T THY —/L & L CBA% &4 7= Surprise Question5455 |14, TN AEHFOT
B“TPHNCIIT A MG RIS TIRY 5657 fER TR THY — e LT, T~
DFHTFRNFIH ST AIREMHED Y B 5,

(1) Palliative performance scale (PPS : ¥ 3)

PPS X KPS # B L CBEhRE /), 5@ & HRIER, ADL, #OEH, Bk L~ 4 3
TLFPHTHY =L ThHdH, PPSOTFHRTHREITFEH S TR 5860 PPS X227 % 10
~30%. 40%. 50~100%\Z/7F 7=, FIEIZEE A 26 OAEFHIR O RfERZ £ 9
H, 14 H, 38 BLENTWn5 6, LavL, PPS A7 7 30~40%, 50~70% Cix Tk L D
FHBEAN SRV & 5 i 620, PPS A a7 N WIRHIREM AN HE L &V S iR 5 60, F
7o RIS e DM A B 7882 4 DIETCTHI 6 4 A D PPS & 3f~7- 24— MMFFFE T, PPS
FEBED 1 7 A CRRICET 2 2 LR ENTWAH T2 38 BNABEDOEART~1 » HHl
O PPS OZAGIZ % THNCIE T & 2 AlREMEDSRIZ ST 5 63,



(2) Palliative Prognostic score (PaPs : 3 4)

PaPs 13540 4 OHETN AR (EFHBOTHRAIM : 32 H) Zxt5Re LTA ¥ U 7 OHf
FETN—TIT K- CRRAFE A7z 3651, FHMEE B IL, FRIRAYZe T Tl KPS, BACRIR, FF
WREE, AifEkEL, Vo oSEROBIGTH Y | #ﬁ, \Z& - T30 RAGFREZHWT 5, %
M H OfF AR 4-1 DX IR0 GEMEAIZ L D 30 HAEFME, AFWIR O 95%/F
FEX I OBRIZFER 42 D X H T/ > TV D 51, EW“E’J@%?&%?EMV*\%H%ME@%< RO
o O FBMEIT NS OB TR E N @2 & MRRESLHETHDHZ L, £ LT,
RO TZTHICHN OGN DOBRRETH D,

(3) Palliative Prognostic Index (PPI : & 5)

PPLIZAARTHBEEINITETHY —LThO | PPS, ROERE, ZME, ZZH R A
¥ ARETHET 5 52, FRUERICESWTTHIT 2720 FBMEILEVR, RIITFH%OT
PSR T E < 72 <. 3WEMILIN. 6 ELINDOAFETHNC WS, PPI OGEHFRA 6 LV
REWGE, BEN IMLINITIET T D MERITEEE 80%, FFEEL 85%, AitfFan 4 LY
REWGE, BED 6 EELNICH T T D HERITEE 80%, R 77% & STV 5 52,

(4) Prognosis Palliative Care Study (PiPS) predictor models

PiPS model (213, MiEHRAE LE L L2V PIPS-A & MERELA S E L35 PiPS-B
D 2FE B 5, PIPS-A 1TFH . WO R TR B iR 58 EE (Abbreviated
Mental Test) . ARiE%, SRR, BOUK, MERAEE, W NREE, KERD . ECOG O
performance status, global health, Z§Hii L., PiPS-B I3, W) OEEER- .,
i, FRFNEEE (Abbreviated Mental Test) . A%, BREKAHIK, B2, ECOG @
performance status, global health, HMEREL, AFHERE. U o Bk, M/, JR3E.
ALT, ALP, 7/v7' 3 | CRP Zalfli L THmiz R L, P#& 14 HLUF, 15 A5 55 H,
56 HLL EOREREZ RTS8, 72720, 2O model DFHHRUIHEMER DA STV D
7= 7% A b ( http///lwww.pips.sgul.ac.uk/ ) (7 7 BA L THEETOIMNERH D,

PiPS predictor model OFHIIEHE D 5 5, §RFHEFE (Abbreviated Mental Test) D FFAM
J515% 25 L 7= modified PiPS predictor model OFGEMFZE TlX, EEOAEGFHIR & O—
# X PiPS-A model T 56-60%. PiPS-B model T 60-62% & i & S 41 64, JaRE/Rp S /IE fife 1k
1%, PiPS-A model T 54-65%/80-89%/73-80%, PiPS-B model Tid, 65-73%/84-87%/77-81%
EHEE STV D 65,

(5) Surprise Question

Surprise Question |, 7 AU DT T A<V « ST OB T, 5% OEEICETHEL
BVRER ST 7 —EADIERICOWTEE LA I LERH D BEEFET 2 7DICBRE S
iz —/To 5 66, Surprise Question TlL, [ ZDEF I AN 1HELUNIZEL RoTa b,



HRTITEEE TN EOOEMICH LT, FREN oz, BxFHA) &2
B, BROBERSEMT 7T P—E2ADIEMIZOVWTELE ) ZEREE LN E ST
% 66, % LC, Surprise Question (X, T#% TH>Y—/v & L TEICEARE, LA, FFER
EOBEERGE U THRAMENRGES LTS A8 545567 ST4EIE, BNSABEIZRBIT 54 Mk
BHRRGES L TUND 5657, SefTafFseTld, Wiz, BExEH A, & ERENEZT-BITEE
X TAELNIZ T K 72 D=5 3.5 {5 m&éﬂM DABFIZBNTE, Wz, BxFE
Tl EFERENEZTBEN 1TFEUNICTE 72 58 EI1E 75-84% FFEEIX 70-90% & =
j/L“C[,\é 56’570

(6) Japan Palliative Oncology Study-Prognostic Index (JPOS-PI)

JPOS-PLIZHARTHBE SN THRTHY — L THY ., BRI T% TR, BKITE. Bk
WRe, AmEkE, U o EROEIG 2R3 2 68, filf L7z PaPs & RIERICERIRAY 12 THI-°
HMERE, U o EROFEIGNEENDS —FH T, ZLOTFHRTHY — L TERHASATHD
Performance Status (23 2K 7233 £ TWRWZ E DX TH 5, Performance
Status (2T B RF23E EN7R0 2 IOV T IR B X FFRAY T THIIZ Performance
Status DER NV IAEN TV D ATREMEZ fifi L T\ 5 68, JPOS-PI 2 =27 T 3 BEIZH3 1T
7e¥%at. 30 HAFT HMFRIEA =27 0-3.0 T81%, A=7 3.5-55 T48%, £ LT, A=
7 6.0-13 T11%EHEIN TS,

TNENDY =IO, HRH Y, TAbEE LDt bDEE6ITITT,

1-6 EEF TITBIT 5 THRTHEY —LVOF A

FEREICENT, ERO 54.6%0HETHEMEZTZ L LEFLELTNDLHDD 69 E
BRICHECTRMZIZ TOWDDIEIRILLEED 12.8% ThH D E WV I BURMNS 10, 5% BA
BEIC LU CTESEREMZ 7 218t L, BE TR ZHZ ONAEHN S 52RO 5T
T enFfans,

ZLT, EEXTIZBWTHIEK, 77 Oa—/, FEBFTOE®E, T LT, AROS
RIS 5 9 2 THMY A PR PIIZEE TH LY, L, BE - FHRILHEAAD
LW s T BRECEDSEMEICL > Th, BRERAXRRERTH D

LU, BERO %Y — A DIF & A E3SVREE . ABLEE %2 X128 FAMEDMREE
ENTZbDOTHD, £ LT, HREF, ABLBE LETRETIE, EMTERERDL2D
INHOTHTHY =NV E2ZOEEMEERFITIEHTLHZ EITEE LV,

Fo, EEEROL T, WERICHANTIIRRES L > o2 EOBRE/FIZ N
LR, *"Eiﬁk%%%k L7 WD IERE 7R T2 T — A DB TH D,
INLORNEZBE LSGE, PPLIL, L R U FORBEHNRELZLEL LR
wkw\%@f%D\E%E%@ﬁ%f%ﬁ%b%ﬁwkwoﬁﬁéﬁoo%@*ﬁ?\



FEANEDOIEEER DB T, MmO FTHFHY — AT AMENMEO FTREME D3 R
MENTVDR, bAREICET 2 ER-IFH 50> TORNTS, 20750, FREOE
FEEBFEOBIT D PPLOF ML BFET 2 & L biT, & HICUBEMA T EEERDOY
TVEM T E Ll DIEMER TR THY — VOB R ULETH 5,

1-7 FEEERDOE TIEH T & 2EERK Palliative Prognostic Index @ BE %%

1ERD PPI OFHIIEE Th 5 THAZ] ZMOFMEEICTHZ &, b LI, 1EkD
PPI ®FMMSE HIZ TADL GHli) 2872 2 L3, FEEEEOL THEH T & & 1EM PPI
DRI N B EEZEZ2LND, AR ZMOFMERICT 28 B & LT, EEERE
TIXERMOFHIRE LOFHE A TE W=, K ORM 2 ENEfEICHEETCE T, A%
ZHELTWDAREMER B 2 b D 2 & BT 7RI LR TIEER ABE TR RO &
DEWERNOIEET 72525 2 %<, TAZDOHEWRENEL D AHEENE 2 61
HT EMFETFToND, £7-, TADLFHE ZEMT28E & LTiE, DAERFITEL D1
~2 7 HAMZZ0EIZ ADL 25K T L, ADL OZAL AR I A BFE O T4 TRl ISV TE M
THHEWVIENRINTWND Z ENRZEIF HD 637475
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2-1 AHFZED BHHY

FHTHY — XD PR TN, EITRAREOBRICE W CEEREFRTH DA,

VU Ko TE, FHliTRERTFNE L, MEREZR SREN2RESLETHDZ &
Worhd, LT, EEMRICIRO T, BEC/#EMR I Ekx R CEE A H T 50
AT L o T PP O L 9 IC ik &I G A 2 LB & LRWEERY — AR EE L
WS, DY — T PP OEER LT L b < W\ 2 EREEEFEROZIZE W TH
RPEDMERDATREME MR ST D 113, 2 Z ¢, PPLICBAL T, LA OSUIZ W TR
THIEEARMEOHRE LTz,

1 (EEEROGICEIT 28T AVBE L X5 L Lz PPI Of HYEORGE
1.1 BITHAIRRGE
1.2 B HARRRE
2 PPl Zck B L7y —/LOR%E & BFE
2.1 HAEZITIa=r—vaUEHFHIICES B Y—L
2.2  Modified Katz index? CT&EAfi L7~ ADL /b DIEHE Z BN L 7= —/L
R4 RERGET 2 Z LIk 0 | TR ABEFEOTETINCEIT S PPL OfF AMHECUGE
DO ABEMEIZES U CTREFHIRIL A LL> CRHMIi T & . A% DO FE TR — LV ORBICEHEHT 5
TENAFRRIIRD EBZLND,
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3-1 EENAVBEITEIT S Palliative Prognostic Index D& FAMIZ T 5% 5
HARE
(2% ik : The American journal of hospice & palliative care. 2013 Jun ;30(3):264-267.)

3-1-1 HKY

FLIETHRANZ L DI, PETHITEE - FRIZL > THHARERNRERTH Y,
MIBEZENRE L2 OTHTHY — VBRI ST\ 5365058, L, £OF Ak
DRRFES LTV D DX RITHKREFE . ABRBETHY . IEEEREOGIZHBIT 54 HMEICE
TOWE T EIEF AR,

PPL IR MoV > U 7p EORBERREZ LE L LRV RIZB W T EENABREIC
BWTHHMAAREZRY — L TH H 23, Stone HIE, TEENABHEN25.8%F I HEMIZE
WT PPLI OFMAMEZRREL TWD HDODB, [EENRABEE DA ZXRE LT PPI OA M
ZRRGE L7298 72 0, £ 2 C, Al FTEENABREIZBIT 5 PPLOFHAMEEZA ST
5729012, PPI OB FRELEE A% HHBICHGEET 2 2 & 2 B & L ORMIEA F2ii L 7=,

3-1-2 xtg L HiE

1) %4

RIFRINTHICH D K2 U = 27 T20074F4 A 7> 5200946 H £ CEMI 732 E %
ZFTOWEEITAABED YL, HEL LR TEL Ro 22 TORE (664) Zxt
B Lz, Kz )=y 71, FEEREEMERIOES L2 3 AOFEEERMIZ L > T
SRR LR 21T - T Y | HIRF1204 2 DIEERE 22 L TV D, (EEBE DI0%
FFERAVBETH DD, 24K OFMZFE AR TE 5720, BETEMZDZ 20
MR - FIEP DHIMBIROKEEZ T 5 2 L b2, FM404 1% O i % AT THEI
D, ZDILALFEBIBALBETHD, TLT, Hﬁ%ﬁ@*%kbf\éf®7%x
IZBWT, YIRIOFRZHREC PP ICKERHE (PPS, #ROEEUE, ZEFfiRe e R EE o
A, FEOFE, TAZOFE) ZFHIL TV 5,

2) Hik

20106 H 12 1 AODAFFEH Y3 (JHEF) 23, XPEE654 O MEk | Filn, MERI, g
BOBGRABEAA R, FECH, ETHHEMR L, PPI 237 2% Lz, T# FHliZ PPI %
a7 =687 DIFSHMIAI M, PPI A 207 =487 5 1 X6 AR & &8 U CRUE, FFREL 5
H L7, & TOfENTIE SPSS-J, ver.21.0, IBM (Tokyo, Japan) & fv 7=,

3-1-3 R
WBFEDHH, PPHCKLEREE RHRTX o BB LW o220, iR ELE
TRNTRISRE & LT,
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1) EAREME

KRECSHLD DB, BT Th o7, FHFEIT73.5112.15%, 254 (38.4%) 2370
kR 1444 (21.5%) 23805k Td o 7o, JRIEBLIL, H - BB 131244 (18.4%) | JiiH31144 (16.9%) .
K« B - FLF9A3114 (16.9%) Tdh o 7o, ARG O AT HIRIZS5A TH 0 |
S [RIARTw 732240  (33.8%) . 6 [H KT 23354% (53.8%) Td -7z, (F7-1)

2) fEtrtg#E o Performance Status & JiER

%R 654 D H HAIEIFRIEF O PPS 10-20%74364: (9.2%) . 30-50%743514, (78.5%). #%H
BIENE AR Th > 72D A3 1144 (16.9%), FEELT LT od3364 (60%) . VHIEA
RDT= D224, (33.8%) ., LHHRFIFN R #HE 2 FRD 7= DNR144 (215%), HAREZHDT-
D64 (9.2%) ThoT-, (FE7-2)

3) FENTHRE ORIRIZLEH MO OEFHIR & PPI A 27 O34
K RFE654 DYNEIFLEE H D> D DAL O34 X, EFARRTEN184 (27.7%). 6K
lifi73244, (36.0%) . 8IHAIMGA 314, (46.8%) . 8WLL 17232340 (35.7%) Th o7z, (F8)
F7o. ABEESL D H L PPL A7 Z6503214 (32.3%) . =4/573294, (44.6%) ToH -
7o AT OHAIE 3.5=PPI A7 <43234 (35.4%) tHxH %<, KW T, 6=PPI %
a7 <8M13%4 (20.0%). 4=PPI 2 =17 <6D8% (12.3%) Th -1z, (38, K1)

4) FIEZEA N OAEFHM E PPI 2 27 OBf%

WIEIRSEH DS OELFHIRE & PPL A 20 7 OBIRIZ OV T, PPL A 3 7 Z 6452474
M3 AT 231240 (18.4%) . PPI 2 ot 7 =45 0> A A6 [ AT 732240 (33.8%) T
Hoto, (F£9-1,2)

5) FRNTXIGFIZIIT D PPL A a7 ORKE, FREE BHIERI R, RrErh
KIRFEOSA IS D PPT A a7 DKL, FrBEE, Bty rhaR, B =R, A AF 03

HRA (PPI A 27 =Z64%) 128\ T, 54.5%, 79.0%, 57.1%., 77.2%CH v, £E17HiHe6

WA (PPI A2 7 =4:5) I2BWT, 62.8% | 76.6% . 75.8%, 63.8% CTdh 7=, (£10)

3-1-4 B
1) TEENABEEIZEBIT S PPI A HMEIZ DN T

AWFSE IR AEEN AVBF T 2 PPLIL, T4 3 MR 2 75 2555 D 54.5%,
T4 6 BRI Z TR DA DRRE 62.8% Th - 72, Z OREFIIARM D23, FEF147 7 i
WCABEL TV DB ABF EXMGUAT o T RICEB N T 4, % 3 AR ORE 83%, T
#% 6 BMARTE ORE 79% & HE SN TWND Z LI TRWEE L 22> 72, F7=. Stone
BRI ABE L TV 5 B L EERABE EZMRIIT > TAFFRICB N T B, T 3
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BRI ATE OB 56%, T4 6 M AR DRE 63% L ME SN TND 2 & & T H/ER L
o7,

FEFN 7 7RI ABE LT D A BEIZ BT D PPI ORI A TARIFFE O R AR
JRRIZ DWW TCIE, (EE T, BFEOREZFICHET L2 ENHELVWO T, FARD LD
IR DB T D2 EREICHTT 5 Z &L <, AEE RS Z &7 2n
72, FERT TR R TR E MK e o TV D AREMENRE 2 Db,

AHFZETIL, HABRDHIREIL92%TH DL DD, FEM7 7RO ABLBE E 65 L L
T2 2R B OFATHIE TIX, 38% & A STV D 4, F7-, T4, HATITOIL Zhiak it
[FIAFFEIZ U T B IC ABE R CRERN 7 7 F— LRI S U= T S AV BBE . $Bfr 7
FRIC AR OMEITHRARE ., £ LT, HEEOEITHNABRE BT 2HRZEEOTAE
DAL, THEI 22.6%, 28.6%, 13.6% & i STV D 65, ZiL D DT HIETE
TIHABRICHNRTEAZEZ RIKL T B ATRE R H 5 Z & L FIE LR,

o, BAREDRRLPZL 12| TAEBEROFIRENTET LRI TR D TREMED
Ez L, TOHRAIC, EEBAVBREICEIT S PPI OENMEL 258 B L LT, EER
ARBE T 2 IRIEN BV EBIORIEN S 7 7 MR S iR, AR ABE I
NTAEGHBORWVERZIMEL TS L W) ZE BB LTV A AREELE X b5,

7p¥. FRREEICEIL QIR ZRE D OATHIZE T 77%, Stone © DJEATAIFE Tl 85% & #t
HINTWDR, RBFFEICENTEH, FRREIL 76.6%-79.0% & 72> TWDH T, IEENAR
FDOFBTH PPLIOFFRET—EHL TE, ABE, fEEICED 5T PPI A 4 AR D EE I
BWTTED 6 BHELL L, £72, PPI 2 6 iR OMBE TN T T2 3L RIC2 5 2
EETUTHRICBWTUIFHTHLI EBE 2D,

2) AWFFEOIRA

AAFFENT MR BT DD ANBOBEELRG L LT T2 TV D72, AIFFROR R Z —
LT 2 Z SITIERAR S 5, Fio, AFRITE T RRIED T2, DWERE e 5 B
BT T ANEL D ATREMEDN S 5,

3) b

AIFRIZ L > T BB TIRBUCAPE L TWABE LT, EENABRE TIZPPIO
JRE DMK L 72 5 ATREME A R ST,
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3-2 FEENABEIZEBIT B Palliative Prognostic Index OF FHEIZEE 4 215K
HARE
(2% ik : The American journal of hospice & palliative care. 2014 Aug ;31(8):820-824.)

3-2-1 HHY

3-1Clt, % HEIRREEC AR A B TS TIEE R A BF it PPL O AT
LWV ERNPEL NN, T HUE, BRI A RFET DB TONS T AR TE TR
Wb, ARFZE TR, (EERABEICEIT S PPI ORE, R 2 5 FHICMEET 5 =
LEAMET D,

3-2-2 XtH L Hik

1) xts

HIREBHICH 2 KR 2 U = 7 T, 2010443 7> 52012466 H £ CE M2 s
AT TEITRABED S L, HESL LR TEL Ron 2 THOBRE (664) Z x4
LTz, KfnZ Y =y 7 IIFKREER & RMERICHEE L723ANOFEEEMIC X > T KRR
LHMBEEAITo TR, ZThEROEMIT, BHEDHEO—BELE LT, 2TORFICEN
TPPLZiHlid 252 LWTED,

2) Hik

AWFFETIX, WIRIOFLRIZHRINCR2 5 U2 =2 o MERI, RS E, SARBEAG A, PPI
B IHE (PPS, #% BT, %%H#ﬂ‘j’“%ﬁl%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ\ HEOFE, CAZOHE) %
FTEOREMRICEHIH L7z, T LT, 1 AOFFFEMEYSE (EH) SHFEEHKNS PPI 22
TaRREM U, BECKIZET A, SECHFT R OWIEELM A 226 OAEF B Z i L,
T4 TN PPI= 64170 O X3 A . PPI=4,572 & (X638 AT & 2 L T PPI O,
FRELEE . IEMEME. Area under the curve (AUC)ZH M L7, F7-. @M. & L <II6:EM
DALFHIRNC BE T 2 R 12 DWW CHE BT 21T - 72,

SEM. b L <IX6EMOAFFHIRICBIE T 5K 72OV T, t MEL D x 2E, £7-
X7 4 v v — D EMWRRE T2, 2 TOMNTIE SPSS-J, ver.21.0, IBM (Tokyo,
Japan) & 72,

3-2-3 FER
1) EAREME

HHRERBEOPPI LT H, FECGITEZMET 2 2 LN TEZ, MREF6LD I B, Bk
13484 (72.7%) T > 7=, FEH4ERRITT5.6+11.37%, 284 (42.4%) 737048, 154 (22.7%)
N8O TH -7, JFRBIL, Minv174 (25.8%), H - BRIEMN124 (18.2%) . K5 - EG
HTF9731044 (15.2%) T > 7o, AhRR2IRBHARTE O A7 HIMIZ72.98 (Pl 40H) Th
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D, WA 204 (30.3%) ., 6HEA 23344 (51.5%) Th-o7-, (F11)

2) Mg o Performance Status & JiEdR

% RF664 D H HAIEIFRIEF O PPS 10-20%74334: (4.5%) . 30-50%743524, (78.8%). #% M
EIREN R OBRE Th - 71- D294 (13.6%), TEEELT LTV =mD2343%4, (65.1%) . ##iE%
RDTZD3274 (40.9%) | ZHHIFIFR IR EE 2RO T D3 114 (16.7%) . A RZRBOT
D124 (18.1%) ThoT-, (F12)

3) WIEIZEZH D OALFHIMIC L 2 HAJEME, Performance Status & JiE K DE
HIBIESEL A 2> B OAEFHIR 23R A 0204 0 5 B, BYEIXI54 (75.0%) ThoT,
FHIEERITT3.08%, 114 (55.0%) 2370m%fR. 34 (15.0%) 2380k Th -7, JFIEHEIT
K « B - NLM7235544(25.0%), T - HIE R 23544 (25.0%). ifiZs44: (20.0%) “CEi’?)Of_o
(#£13) #IEIFLRIFED PPS 10-20%73344 (15.0%) . 30-50%73164 (80.0%) . #% M 4EHEA
BAFLEE Th > 72D )3844(40.0%), FHEALT L TWed23124 (60.0%) . FIEAZFEH =D
3114 (55.0%) | Z2EFHRFIPIR [R 8 2 38,60 7= D 53844 (40.0%) |t A E & 588 7= D 384 (40.0%)
Thoto, -, EFHHE6HEMANM D64 D S B, BHEIF334 (71.7%) Thotz, T
EHRIX76.65%. 1740 (37.0%) 23705, 1240 (26.1%) 23805k T o7z, JRFEHIT, Mins
134 (28.3%)., H - BiEN 114 (23.9%) ., & - JREEFAR D64 (13.0%), KA - B - fLFA35
£(10.9%) TH - 7=, (F£13) WIEFHIIFD PPS 10-20%4304 . 30-50%73364; (78.3%) . #%
OHERENBARRE TH - =014 (2.2%), TEFEIRT L TW=0n314 (67.4%) ., T#IE
ZROT-DN164 (34.8%) . LHHIFIER KA RBOT=D1334 (65%) . TALEZRDT-
D84 (8.7%) Th-oTo,

4) fEirstgess o PPL A 27 D43 AR

k586640 D 5 H PPI 2 276,884 1231844 (27.3%) | 4584 E733344 (50.0%) Toh -7z,
A 3T DhyAiIE 35=PPI<473204 (30.3%) & & b %< IR\ TA=PPI<6D 154 (22.7%) .
6=PPI=808% (12.1%) Th -7, (F14, [X2) WIEZLANDLOAFHME PPI 2 =
T DA ONTIE, PPIZ 624 RSl A 23124 (18.2%) . PPI=4x/»24
TrHIMI6 [ A 23244 (36.4%) TH -7,

5) WIEIZEZE AL OAEFHMIC LD PPL 2 27 O34

WIRIRZEE B 7 & O A 233 ARG 0204 0 5 6 PPI A 22 76414 E23124 (60.0%)
450 E73184 (90.0%) Th o7z, A a7 Oyl 4=PPI<6064 (30.0%) &b <.,
RUNT, 6=PPI=8D4%4 (200%) Th o7z, £7=. EFEHIM6EM AT D464 D 5 5, PPI
Z a7 6L EA64 (18.0%) . 4401 BS54 (326%) Th oz, A3 T DO4IE 35=
PPI<47318%4 (39.1%) & HEb%< ., 4=PPI<6D9% (19.6%) Th-7-, (F14)
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6) FRNTH BRI D PPL A a7 DR, R BIEA PR, YRR,

EfeM:, AUC

HHREC64IZF1T D PPL A a7 OREEE, FpipE | BBMERYhR MR IEMEMI
AFHIRI SR E ARG (PPI=6.45) 128\ T, 60.0%, 87.0%, 66.7%, 83.3%. 78.8%. AUC
130.735CTh v | AEfFHIE6IE AW (PPI=4,7) (28T, 70.6%, 71.9%. 72.7%. 69.7%.
71.2%, AUC (30.673Ch 7=, (F15)

7) PIEIZE AL OAEFHIM & PPIIHE OBEIZ- DV T
PPI o%IHE (PPS, ROERUR, V#iE, f%ﬁ@%l% ﬁh%)kﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ%
U< 1d. AAF6H AT OB OV TR L7 fE R, I PPS, R DB R, i
R, A ZICB W THEE 2B Mﬁgmto@a&w)

3-2-4 Z£

1) EENABEICE T 5 PPIOAFAMEIZONT

ARHFZE Dk AT kmf%ﬁ#«%ﬁiaﬁhé 1HIE, 3-1 THE L% H A0SR
ERERIZ, AWFZEICHB N TS PPLIZ P4 3 WA, T4 6 M8 A 4 TR 2 A
ITRFFRICHER TRV E WS S TH D,

AW CIEAEEN ABFITEBIT 2 PPLIL, 7% SEMARR 2 77 2 556 DORE 60.0%,
IEHEE 78.8%., T4 6 AR 2 T4 258 ORKE 70.6%, EMENE71.2%TH 7=, 2D
FERIL 3-1 THE L7 T4 3 WA ORKE 54.5%, T4 6 B A DKL 62.8% & —Ed

HFER L InoT,

TR T IR ABE L TV 2 BN ABEIZEIT 5 PPI OEE IR TIEERABEICE
% PPI OEE DMEWRRIC W T, EENSABE TR 2 S RREN BV R ok
677#%&%&5%%\ﬂhﬁh%%qufiﬁ%ﬁ®ﬁwﬁl%ﬁﬁbfwékw
IZEHEBRLTWDAREER S B,

AL TIE, PPS=20 OEEDOEIAIL 4.5% L 72> T D23, ARH D OAFIE TIE 23%44,
Maltoni & OBFFETIL 41.3% &L ME SN TND 2, ZOEWVDOFRRKE LTI, £EFAHOF
JAEDABFZETIL, 40 B7ZAY, ZRH O OMFSETIiE 27 H 44, Maltoni 6 OHFFETIT 22 A &
WESNTWDZ b 2, FEERABEIL. WO XD ROWERECIEE 7 7 23Bbs S 4L,
PPI 233l S 4L TW D ATREMEN B 2 B D,

Fio, BOBEUR T, ., ZFREERREL A3 588 OEEIL. AFETIE. i
ZI13.6%, 40.9%., 16.7% TdH 525, FRH LOHIZETIE, T LH 38%, 35.4%, 18%%,
Maltoni & DOHFZETIE, FALEH 27.7%. 33%. 24.4% & W STV 5D 72,

INHDOZEND, TEENABEIX, BT THBUCABL L TV DB ABE &34 FH
M3 B7e D RHEM TH 2 AR B 2 DD, T4, Hﬁfﬁbnkgmﬂhﬂﬁw
BT —IRBRIC ABE T TRER 7 7 F— LK S VT EA TN AR RN 7 LT
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BErR OBEITHABE, £ LT, IEEOETTH BT ITEBIT 2 BEE R, £ B PPI 0K
FE72 EISHERREE S LT\ 5, ZORFZET, &7 7 & I8 IT D2k D
Palliative Performance Status 434 Palliative Performance Status=60 [3#zf17 7
R 14.6%., 1EE 22.9%, Palliative Performance Status =20 |3¥2F17 7 it 26.5%. 7E
E13.8% L MESNTND 65, Fio, AF RO T RAIIER 7 7 itk 25.0 A(95% CI :
22.6-27.4 A), 7E% 37.0 H (95% CI: 382.1-41.9 H) &WESH TS 6, £ LT, &
7RI TC DA% 3 1 FIATE O KL 65.8%, 1% 6 I [FIAT DR 61.4%., {EETOTH#% 3
B A O 50.0%, T4 6 MR ORE 71.9% L WL Sh T %,

Ko T, EEVBAEE T, s 7o EE & ik LT Performance Status 73 HLigHY)
B, TRELEVRENEEN., EFHFOIE L X BRKEVERTH D AREENRE XD
N5, TOh, EEPABFIZBNT PPLOEENE 202 Lk, AFHEOIES o
EMREWVEFIZIB W T PPLIZTEPENEE Z BT 25 Z L1 L TV W ATEEMEA /R
BIibd,

AR TIE P14 3 WA 2 Tl 5856 O PP DR FREED 90%i1E VA3, Z4UE 3-1 T
HE LIERICBNTH 719% L 2> TR, 26D Lnb, EENABEICENT
PPI <6 D355, 3WMML LAFT 2BELFRET 2 2 LIZBWTIAMNTH D Z & DRk
LY

KIFFRNZIB N TR T NE 2 O ORI, EENABEICBWT, T% 3HEMBARN, T
#% 6 WA & Palliative performance scale DR % 115 H & | 22 55 IR0 DR 84 o> A 48 |
HAROFEIIARICEEST 27, FEOFEIAREICEELRVWNRTHD, KIHL O
ZETIE, ABEHRONRABFICEWNT, HEOAGEIIT% EARICEET S EMEI T
DM 68 ZAUTABEMN AT ETEEDRAVBEICEB W TCEREOE R RN R/ D Z ENRBERL T
WD RREMENE X Bl D,

AT BN THRFE T N & 3 DHDAIE, BRABIENER 272 14 L 2B PIHZE
A2D 3L EOEFHMNH 72 Th D, AT TIL, EEDAVBEIZBIT 5%
OEREORE & % ORBIIRIEI N TRV, FEENABZIZBWTIE, B OB
BN EEIREZAIMEICKMR L TW A AREER S D, —FH T, ABFOBFIZBW T, &
HOWELREDRVATRER, IEEDO L) ITARNDHRIZEDEZ A IV T TORFE
MPAREETH L Z LR 80D, ABRBEOROEBIEIX, 2 REBEZ AR L TV
WATREME S Z 2 B D,

Lo T AT R DAEBIZEB W TR AEIREN ER Th 5 B3 3 HWFELL Lo T
DEIAD D AIREMED FWVE B X B, ZAUTEFE - FIEICE > THRESD DD T W FEEE
THY, BANICEREOH LR TH D,
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2) AWFFEDORS

ARFFETIT 2 DOR{EDRH 5, 1 DHIT AWFRITKINZ U = 7 Blggll 1) 5858 T
b, K7V =7 POLET 2 BT ITRER 7 7 RN 22D | OBz e~ T4
ERIENERIE CTHEE X 7T AT 5 2 ENZ VAR H D . AARDEENAVBE %
RETHEMTIT RN L THD, 20T, RUFFEIZ. K2 U = 7 Hfigx O B3 % %f
G L LTUToTNDTeD, [EENRABE DRBIAMITHAT, AFFEORESMIME > T
WAHRIEEMEN DD Z & Th S,

3) i

ARBFFEIC & - T, FEF7 7RIS ABE L TV BB & T, (EENABE TIETPE 3
F AR, 7% 6 BRI ZNEIUTEB T, PPI OBENMRWZ ERHALNC - Te, F
7o TS 7 BIGRHCR DB EEN ER Ch 5 B3 13 3 HELL EOT#% 23 A D 5 rraeM:
DEWNZ EDRHALNTR ST,
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3-3 TR ABEITEIT S Palliative Prognostic Index D f{EH: D EizBE4 5
2 hEE% A5 R A BRAE
(Z7%& 3CHk : J Pain Symptom Manage. 2015;50(4):542-547.)

3-3-1 HEY

3-1,3-2 T~/ L D IZ PPLIEER ABH B W TERE R m < WA DR H Y 2D
HED1-S5E LTHEAZEZ R I L TWDAREMENE X bitlc, SEITHRICEW T, —fix
ICEAZITRIE S SNDHMNH D Z LR ERM I TR Y 880 KR, BABEITEN
TIHEAZDOZKDBNERGEN DD Z EREH SN TWS 81, £/, 3-1,3-2 T &
INTKEFN T TR EEE TR, TARDHRENER DM, £72, EENABEIT.
IO L0 BDEERED GRS TV D A[RENE S & 5 728 | PPL OF MR REREEIC L -
THERRDLAEENEZ DD,

PPI TiX. Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, 4th edition
DSM-IVIZ L > THAZZFM L, FERPHIMOKFE L 72> TWD HDERINT D L ER
L T2, DSM-IV IZ X B23HiliClk, TAZNRRZ N0 | /NGl S 405 ATREMEDS
bDHZENEME I8 KRHZ, BABE T, ZOMmAHRNE STV D 8,

Z T, AT R TEAROBEEE 27l 5 Y — /A & LTORYSME, FEEINRSh
TV % Communication Capacity Scale (CCS)82 Tt A T 7l L. itk PPI O FFH{fHE B
WCEENTWDHHEAZEE CCS 121 X # 2 7= Simplified Palliative Prognostic Index

(Simplified PPI) @ 1% THIEEA KD PPI (Original PPI) & Lbigd 5 2 & &2 AKWF5ED
HEY & LTERT 5,

CCSlHh#FH L DaIa=r—a  BhHEdHh T2 Y —1Thy, DSM-IV IZEIT5E
NE DM EZ [k U 7o A= O BE LR R 77— /L C & % Memorial Delirium
Assessment Scale (MDAS)83 & CCS IZITHERHENH L Z &R SN > TND 82,

ZL T, BREREICL>TL, WP RLD2BEEALZZ T D RELER LT, K
WHFEIE. 3-1,3-2 LIS Y | BT 7RIS ABE T OBE A7 7 F— LG LT
LHEBF, FE, EETEMZ T 22T TS BEEDO IBEMNRE L THEETDHZ LIl
7o

3-3-2 xtF L FHE

AWFRIL, DABFITBWTHEERO 7% TRl — v Of A E BREES 2 2 hsk LR
DO—f L U CHEM S ALz 64, ARWFFEIE, 2012 49 H 5 2014 4F 4 A £ TOHIRIIZ, A AE
N 58 R (BEPNFEFN 7 7 F-— 4 1 19 Jitigk, $EF07 79 : 16 gk, TEEHEMr 7
23 fisk) ZHR VT ENE S AT RBERE Ch D, TN EREEE O 7 7 Y
— BRI THRIT ST fR A 7S 3 T4 TRl — VIS BERTHA 72 8 %
M LB L7, £ LT, EETHET, b LI, BERL 6 » A £ TOERIFIZONTE
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B L 7o, IR, BRE GO, MRS T Dl OIRRZ =TT,
AWFZEIE, ~V T R EF EIRAETGEE DED LEFIEE T D MR > TE
i Uiz, £, FEFEEBEOMEIE BRI L > TANHED Fhi 37K S iz,

1) %%

RIS, BFZESINIERR (A& CHRA S AL7- R3S 2 BN 1 [l 0D A B 9718
T 5, PIRIZEEIT o7 BICFHE AT o 72, T X COMRRS ML, EFRHER OB
IS UT, TOMERGREEE (204, 404, 604, 804, 100 4:) ZRD HiL, LEE
FENTET D F TRE AT 7o, BRI TRROMEY & L, BRIANEEITER T 2o T,
(7) i 20 Ll B B
(1) Mk, MW, BEZEOWThNC ko TRFTETT - BRER0H 5

ZEDBM SN TV DD ABE
(7) REFNo 7 F— LG U—BRHIC AR, E72id, o 7RIS AR
FolE, EETEMEEREZZIT TV D EE

2) Jiik

BT, WA B0, RSB T 285 OB E 3T 7o, RIFFED =01
Fel 72t N3 — 8T 07270 - 7o, BB BRERITHTA & ISR N E DTV, LIS &
NICBEOREBERIZEEE R - HAEA 2R Lo, BERHC TRE RGN 2t
JEHEH T FAX Tk L, 3% GEC L72EFE T ICHEEB O—fo %
GRRE D 3WMOIRDL] (TREUT DB AR Lo, BT, FIBER%6 » H ol
JRRERR A & L, BB~ ORAZ TR L, WHEFH R E THETRE L, Bk 6 -
ARICAEF LTS HAIE, 180 HAF L L TR LT,

3) wHmEHA

KWFFED T Z A~V « 77 kF#A0%, Original PPI & Simplified PPI @ 71% T HIEE % b
BT HZ b, BH XY - T RIAL CCSICLDHAZDRKIEEZILNITH
L& Ll

AWFZECTlE. Original PPI OFEIA H % Palliative Performance Scale, #%H#EHiE, #
L, 22 R T IR B A & 36 L Simplified PPI ORHiZH H %z Palliative Performance
Scale, ®&HERE, FIE, MK R#E CCS @ Item 482 (£ 18) L EFE LT,
PPI OFHIi I - T, R AEREIL, EE., B, AL E L, HILEHZEDT-OIC
B ) =R AT o TV DGE - W FREDZOICRE - BRIBRBELZT> TV DH5E X

MER ] & U7e, @iEIE, Bk, TROmEMZH L b0, 7203, mHRIZRD2b0 8 L,
RN DI OFFNEIEERS LTz, LR RS, @ F SR COBE ~DRZ &2 H e ERI D
T, ERT2SFEER L 72, Original PPI TRHii¥ 2 A %13, PPI OERIZHER L T IDSM-
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IVIZEASWTRET L, EHRIDBEMOFK ER> TN D bDERATH] 2L L Lz,

CCS 82 (£ 18) 1L, RARMNABEFED I 2=/ — a3 ViEHZ2ERLT 2 KEMH
A=)V, FIRTEEIEE A Z ORI A2 BB S v, FHIEE E X, ERRKE,
Open-ended Question (2% 5 [E%, Closed-ended Question (2% 3 A A%, HIFEH /o
Ra=r—vay, BENREESOSHENSGRY | EEENHET S 82,

CCS L, 1M HE&EEFL ., MV —EM%ZFF> (Cronbach’ s alpha : 0.91), %&1T
5 CIE, CCS OAHBEABMTHEMATE 22 LAGEHINTIY 84, ARUFFL CTITERRM
I ATAIZ e b TBIEEE & UG TE 2% Ttem 4 2395 Z & & L7z, Ttem 4 i,
HIEMNZRaIa=r—va U ENZ 4B, 10: B MR = 2= —va Ul 1
HOHMAR I 2= —a UNATRE] 12 0RO L oENEDLRY, E2id, T2
WLEENHDREDAI 2= —vayaRE] 13 aia=r—arRad TER
VW CREf S 82, £ LT, ARlm, MR IR, WREOAE, PN ARNEROGERE
DBBEGFIZHOVTHIHE L7z,

4) HEEHENT

Palliative Performance Scale, #%AfEHUE, V#IE, ZHEFERNEE, & AZOGHEH
M5 72 5 Palliative Prognostic Index (Original PPI) &, HA %% CCS @ Item 4 |Z{&E =
#2 2 C. Palliative Performance Scale, #% AR, {#E, ZHFERAE, CCS @ Item
4 OFHMIMIEH A5 72 5 Palliative Prognostic Index  (Simplified PPI) #&+5H L7,

Simplified PPI TiX, CCS ® Item 4 IZBWT, 2 Ia=r—a VEBHEDINT D v
NAET&2EYIER LIz, 1213 T1: BOHlia I a=r—a URafE] [2: 000
COoOENRGhRV, 720, BT ZENRBEERHLIBED I 2= — 9 V)3 A[EE)

B:ala=r—varpnElTERW] & HARDHY | ITEEHZ (cut-off of 0/123
WRE=2)0 B 1D0F 12 RO U 2EREDLRY, i, (RTZENUELERH D
BEDaIa=r—varyiPaEe] 3: aia=r—varPned TEhn] & [HAR
bV | ZEEH 2T (cut-off of 01/23 /X% —2),

% L T, cut-off of 0/123 /X% — >~ & cut-off of 01/23 /X% — L CH AL Z 2T D855 DI
FE RS B R BRI R IEREME 2 B L7, %tV T Original PPI & Simplified
PPI ZZN DA 2T LHEZER D @ﬁifﬂ}qﬁ'ﬁ@ﬁ%@%*ﬁﬁfﬂ‘é 7o JeATHIFRICHE T
TAaT7 % 3% (ARE: 0240, BREE: 214 8, CHE: 4.1-15 40) (201 4, BER O A7
MR i L7z,

F 72, Original PPI X =7, cut-off of 0/123 /X% — > Simplified PPI X =27, & L T,
cut-off of 01/23 /X4 — > ® Simplified PPI A 27 ®ZF 11U\ T, 3 MEEALE. 6 HHE
A7 DA BEZ DU T Costatistics ##1% L. Delong’ method8s z H\ T Ebig L 7,

S 512, Original PPI 2 227, cut-off of 0/123 /X4 — > ™ Simplified PPI A =27 % L C,
cut-off of 01/23 /X% — @ Simplified PPI 2 27 OZFNLHIZEBNT, ZAaT7dDh v b4
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T&>3, >4, >5, >6, >7T L LT 2RI, PRIBERME A= T7>5, >6, >7#,
FTHEBERME AT >3, >4, >5HOENEIUTIHVCRE, FRE GIEMPER B
PEROFRR IEMEME 2 B U2, 200 S OFEHIENTIZ SPSS-J (ver. 22.0; IBM, Tokyo, Japan)
& R software % 7=,

3-3-3 FER

AWFFETIX 2425 4 DBEEPRIGR L Ie o7, WHIIBRNREM 7 7 F— L 0 964 44, #EF
T 903 44, TEEAEFN T 1558 4 Th oz, THHDH H 62 LML HOBHINT
TR oTlzb, BN LERIN STz, 5D D 23634 D 5 H 20 4 1%, PPI 227 OREHIC
VEZRRRIE H 3K LT 7o, FEIT BRI S iz, Fofils, ARBFSECid 2343 4
(BEPNFRERD - 7 F— 1 0 907 44 KEFNZ 79t - 891 44, TEEARFNT 7 1 545 44) MRHT &
i,

1) XBEOIEAREME

HRE OFEFEUNT 69.1 % TH O . FUEH E U TIE, 1ML A, FERERDS Ay B - BT -
MBS A DINE TS D3 o 1=, F12. 1877 44 (79.4%) TRl 2 38  fTiss (836 4 ;35.4%) .
filiisf (785 4 ; 33.2%). ‘Hisf (699 4 ; 29.6%) DIETZL)-7-, Performance Status
{22\ TIE, Eastern Co-operative Oncology Group (ECOG)Performance Status 3 73 859
4 (36.4%) b <, IRWT, ECOG Performance Status 4 738354 (35.3%) Tdh o
7o, (3% 19)

HAE LB SN BFIL 4704 (19.9%), CCS @ Item 4 1281 543401k, 10 : B
@%ﬁﬂln%7~V5/ﬁﬂ%Ji L%Z%Gm%)ﬁ.ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ3\1:7~v
3 UMNERE] 1E. 43244 (18.2%), 2 : oo L oENA LRV, Foid, BT 2 &0
EROLHBEDaI a=r—Ta URARE) (X, 4164 (176%), 13: 23a=F—Ta >
ML TERY X, 1464 01%Tho7z, (3 20)

F 72, RTS8 O PPL A 27 O3 AR 1L, 6=PPI=8 (3% 4T 5 HRED K Lo 127,
R 7 F— AT, 1=SPPI=2, 7 7R TIE, 6=PPI=8, 1EE/EM 7 TIiL 3.5
=PPI<4 (Z%YTHEENPRK Lo, (X3-1, 2, 3, 4)

H

2) CCS @ Item 4 |2 XD HAZZWORE, R, BT, BRENTER, Eretk
CCS @ Item 4 |Z331F % cut-off of 0/123 /X% —> & cut-off of 01/23 /X% — L CH AR %
ZWirT 254, cut-off of 0/123 /X% — > TiE, & 93.2% (95% C190.6-95.1), 5L

70.5 %(95% CI1 69.9-71.0) C& ¥ | cut-off of 01/23 /X% — > TiL, Ji&E 76.7% (95% CI 73.4-79.7).

R FLEE 89.3% (95% CI 88.5-90.0) T~ 7=, (3 21)

3) Tk TR
BTOE YT 4 v T R OMRNGER 7 7 F— I, §BRY7 T, [EEE7 T OFNF
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DY v 47T, Original PPI 2 =7 & Simplified PPI 22713, h 7T~ A v —/4
AW T, ARE (0-2 5) 13, Lo 2 BEXL W A REICAEFHFEAE . BRE (2.1-4 5)
X CH#E (4.1-15 ) LV ABICAGFHMBENE -7, (X4-1,2,3,4)

FEAT SR B RARIZEB W T, T4 3O FHIREIZ- DUV TiE, Original PPI @ C-statistics
75 0.801 (95% CI 0.783-0.819) . cut-off of 0/123 /<% — > Simplified PPI Ti%, 0.800 (95%
C10.782-0.819) . cut-off of 01/23 /<% —> ™ Simplified PPI Ti%.0.800(95% CI 0.782-0.818)
Thotz, T# 6 BEDOTHIFEIC OV TIL, Original PPI ¢ C-statistics 7% 0.800 (95% Cl
0.782-0.818) . cut-off of 0/123 /<& —> ™ Simplified PPI T/, 0.781 (95% Cl 0.763-0.800)
cut-off of 01/23 /X% — > ® Simplified PPI T%, 0.787 (95% Cl 0.769-0.805) T& ¥ . cut-off
of 0/123 /X% — > & cut-off of 01/23 /3% — > DFE(T 0.02 Kiii TH > 7=,

T4 3 WA TR 554 Original PPLIX, Wy M4 7% 5 1ET 25 EEE 66.2% (95%
Cl 63.7-68.6%) . HFFLE 77.6% (95% CI 75.2-78.0%) To~7=, —J7 T, cut-off of 0/123 /X
% —> @ Simplified PPL X, By N4 7% 6 5i& T2 &EE 72.9% (95% Cl 70.4-75.2%) |
K HLEE 67.6% (95% Cl 66.1-68.9%) T -7z,

£7o. TH6EETHT 554, Original PPLIE, By b4 7% 4 L5 LRE 742%
(95% C1 72.6-75.7%) . 45 5L 72.8% (95% CI 70.7-74.8%) T ~7=, —J5 . cut-off of 0/123
/% —> @ Simplified PPLIZ, 7 v b A7 Z 4595 LIKE 80.3%(95% Cl 78.7-81.8%) .
FPHLEE 61.8% (95% CI159.7-63.8%) T o7z, (F23-12) Kt v T 4 7H (BelNFEM S
T F— I, KBRS T IR, fEERE 7)) @ Simplified PPI & 1% T #IfEI%. Original PPI
ERAMICFRIC Th o7, (55 24-1,2,3)

3-3-4 BR
(1) Communication Capacity Scale % H\ 7= Simplified PPI OF HTEIZ oW T

AWFFEDRERITIB W TRIFL T R E AL 2 b 5, 1-2HIL, Original PPI OFHMEIEHE @ 9
H, HAE% CCS @ Item 4 |21 % #t 2 7= Simplified PPI 7% Original PPI & F&RAICITZ
PIRWTFHRTIEEZAT D LN L TH D,

Original PPI & Simplified PPI @ C-statistics % Delong’ method85 % F\ T bu# L 725465
R, T#%3EETRT %A, WO Costatistics $ 0.8 LA E2>D7E1% 0.01 AN, T4 6
Wz FRT 25813, WITo C-statistics & 0.75 LA EDO7E1T 0.02 LINTH U | BRKAY
WIEER RN TR THREE B2 b,

F 7z, B2IEEREEAIIC Original PPI & Simplified PPI @ C-statistics % Delong’ method8s
Z TR L7 G BRNERAN - 7 F— A SRR TR, IEEREMT 7 Zn ik
WTF 3 %Z TR 584, WTho C-statistics & 0.75 LL_EA»> Original PPI & 07
(3 0.02 LIN, T 6 2 T 256, By 7 F— A8 T, Wiho
C-statistics & 0.8 LA E7>D Original PPI & @713 0.01 AN, $&F07 7 i B8 ) T,
WL Crstatistics ® 0.7 BL_E72> Original PPI & d 7513 0.035 LIN, fEEFEF 7 712
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BT W C-statistics $ 0.75 LA 72> Original PPI & D Z13 0.02 AN TH Y |
BRARANZIZZEN W TR THIEE L Z 2 b7,

KIRFBIRIZIBUV T, cut-off of 0/123 /3% — > @ Simplified PPI O, R E BT L
TiX, By P THEOREIZL > TEWIH S OO, HARIZIE Original PPT O &
RREELFAFTHY, Zuk, Ei, F#E, TOMOERIEFEDEAZL W5 2
EBHNEESRBUC I N T S, BHEMNR A I 2 =7 — 3 9 &9 % Simplified PPI %/
WHZ LT, KVBEICHAABFEOTERETEITO ZENARETHL 2 L2ERT 5,

Fo. PREENICKREE L2356, EEEMT 7128V T, Original PPI O 55.7%
\ZEE_C cut-off of 0/123 /X% — > @ Simplified PPT DN 70.1% & @2 &%, 3-1, 3-2
TIR~_7= X ITEEEM 7 7281 5 Original PPI DJEFE 23 < Z2 W AREME &0 5 50D
WRERNDD &2 b5, LaL, Simplified PPI @ C-statistics (35 < 72> Ty
RN, THTHREEERITELE R, BENEL ROV ICRRENMET LTS
RICHETAORERS D EEZZ DD,

(2) CCSIZLDHEAZDZWREEIZDOWNT

KIFFEDFERNT B NTHFRL T RE . $ 9 1 o041, CCS D Item 4 128\ T, 4 BEpEdH
Ltz 2380 O 2 EEKEZEFR L, TARE DSM-IVIZESWTZI L, [TH—0HEHC
E2bD) #ERINLID) OBWREEEZRGE LR TH D,

cut-off of 0/123 /X% — > "CiX, J&HE 93.2 %, FFHJE 70.5 %, [EfEME 75.0%TH Y | cut-off
of 01/23 /XK — > TiX, K 76.7%. FFFJE 89.3%, IEMENE 86.8%TH V., \WIiLh MDAS
IZ X 2R AZDOBWIEE 2 314M U 72 e TR 88 & REX RENRVWBWBE & & x b,
IEMEMEIE, cut-off of 01/23 /3% — L DI MRRREVMEIZ 22 > TV DS, FEATATREME L W\ 5 Bl
RN B, cut-off of 0/123 /X7 —> DN, L VHETH VBN E S THHZ L. Z LT,
FNEND/RE— % H iz Simplified PPI (3352 Original PPI & [R5 O 1% THIGE & 7~
TG, BRKRMIZIE, HA %% Communication Capacity Scale @ Item 4 @ cut-off of
0/123 /3% — | & #2 2 7= Simplified PPI {95 Z &3, K@= EZ 65,

(3) ARWFFEDORRF

AMFRIZIT 2 DORARSH 5, 1 OHIL, 624 (2.6%) OEFIZBWTHTHDOT —X
BIATERNST2ZETHD, Ll AMFFRICEBW TR, MHFHREIS & LTIRE
RN, AFFROFERITITEEEE 5 2 W ATREMEA EV, 2 DHIX, R CEMAE A%
ECCSZFHMEI LTV D Z & TH DA, CCSITEBUIENFRN =D, AAFILOFERITITRE 72
WARE 5 Z IO ATREMEDS B,

(4) FEm
Original PPI (23517 5 A% % CCS @ Item 4 @ cut-off of 0/123 /X% — T B X#i Z 7~
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Simplified PPI |%, Original PPI & RSO FPH FHEELZA LTV D, ZiHud, EAZEDZ
Wr 23R 22 G 50, EARDORZBNIIEN TWORWERIESEH D, Simplified PPT A {14
52 LT, KVBEICHAABEDOTFRETHITELEEZDND,

F 72, Original PPTIZHATREEN E235 Z &%, Simplified PPI %, EAZO#/ N
iz L, PROBEWAABEZRBLIZSSTDHLEELLND,
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3-4 EITHABEITEIT S Palliative Prognostic Index (Z ADL LD ER % BN
LG E0OF% FHIBREOELIZEET 5 Z sk Al F RRIRRGE
(ZE 3k : Palliative Medicine A #tHT)

3-4-1 HEY

3-1,3-2 TR/ X 512 PPLIFEEN ABE T W TRED @ < RO ATREMED B 2 73
3-1 THEA7 X 912 PPLIE, MikMRAESCHBMRE L LE L LWEERY -1 ThD, €D
728 PPI D A [A] S5 2 &8 CTEAUT ERBERIICIR &3, B B0/ ik 7o Eikx
REBRFE CREBELZHT DNAVBERCFRE, £ LT, BE - FEICHDLAEREEEICE - T
fEEPAOIEMR TR T — L& | B - 77 OBEOR ERERTE 5,

3 AU BFE D Activities of Daily Living (ADL) % 39~ 5 > — /LI < s S vt
%, BARMIZIX, Katz index®6.87, Modified Katz index’6, Karnofsky Performance Status
(KPS)88 . Palliative Performance Scale (PPS)50, Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group
(ECOQ) performance statuss? 72 & CTéh 5, = L T, PPS & ECOG performance status ™
ZACITHERIIN VBE O TETIIZB W TANTH D LG ST 5D 687475, F7- PPI
ZeAERER AR 0 IR LRI L. PPI O 2 a7 Z{b S ERMIN A BE O TR THIZAHTH D &
WO ERE D B D 9092

PPI iZi%. ADL %#§Hi3 5 PPS A& £ TV 572, fMEkRFAYIZ PPI Z#5Hlid5 Z & T,
ADL Z{EHaHIi T & 528, PPI 24V ik LEHli¢ 2 2 L3l Tide <, £/, 1HOZ
LZTITRHIAE T LigWniew, {EHTE DRGSR ON TS D2 LBZ2 615, £DT
O, WERLTETHY — L TdhHD PPLIZ, 1 [RIOBZLETHAMTE 5 ADL Z{bDERZ NN 2
52 LT, BENPOHEDORWTRTHY —VZBRRETE HWREMENDH D, 1 HOBET
ADL ’Eﬂﬁ%?ﬂﬂﬁﬁ‘éiﬂA FATAIREME A B 2 5 LB, b LIIFEBRICEM T 5 HiEnE
FLL, ZOLEDITIE, L0 fEEN SR ADL 27 2 02203 & 5, filik L7z ADL
RIS 5 — v OFCliE, Modified Katz index 238 A¥g, A& 4. HEit, BFE, BFE
o5 HAIZBWT, A b L ITENBOHBNLETH 525 i KPS <° PPS, ECOG
performance status (2% L EZAHFEA < EHFHMi LT W EEZ BN D, £,
FEATHFFE T, ABEhs & BBERFIZA N, FIEIZ Modified Katz index™ < Z & T, 14
BOFRTY A7 ZFHI L TE Y, EEHZ LIS Modified Katz index™ & 3Afi 32 Z & 13 A]
RRIEEEZLND, Fio, BT TIE, Modified Katz index Tl L 7= ADL 21 k231
BICBHET 5 L@ STV A0 9, PPIIZ Modified Katz index™ #8145 Z & 1%
BRIRELYS CFATHREN D, PPI O T THIGEZ ] LS ¥ 2 alaEMEDN & 5,

AUFgeIE, EITHAEEIZE VT, PPIIZ Modified Katz index (23517 5 ADL Z1{t.D
B %LJJD L 7= Modified Palliative Prognostic Index & . i3 ® PPI O T4 THIHE % kit
THIEEAME LTERT 5, £/2, BFEEICK > T, PPLOTETFHEEN LR L H]
REMEZ B LT, AWFSEIE, 3-3 LRARIC, $&F7 7MBRIC A OB #&f 7 7 F— L
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DHY L TWHEE, Z LT, HETHEMZ T 2% T TCWHEBEED 3L S E L CEE
TAHZ LT,

3-4-2 xtH L Fik

ABFZEIE, 3-3 LA U< RABFICEWDTERO T T — A Of M EBEES 5 2
BILREBFZED 80 & U CEME S 64, MRk - IRFICOVTIE, 3-3 (22-23 H) &
FLTHD,

1) FHEEHE

PPI OFHMH L 3-3 (23 H) &ML THD, ADL L, Modified Katz index7 % 7Fffi L
72, Modified Katz index (%, /A7 /7728835 ADLSHHE (GEEx. HEit, BRE, &
FERL AR & TE) b LT (BRSE o 2 Bl iy 5y —1Th o 1,
ADL %, A% - FIRICx LT, PIE2EEH & FIRZEH 5 2 BREANZOWTER L,
HIEZEH D 2 HERTO ADL IFFREICE S <M & L7z, ADL O&HEBIXZNnEi, “H
b UL “NBIBSNEE” O 2 DI Lis, E7e, Fln, PERL JFRE, BREO
HIE HIRAFNEREOEE ¥ O EBEFSZITHOWNT HEHE L7,

2) HEHRHT

Original PPI (Z Modified Katz index? @ 5 IHH (& Z. HEilt, BF, £ FER AR)
D9 H 1HEOZELEIBEN L 7= Modified Palliative Prognostic Index (Modified PPI) %
5 fFEfER L7z, (3] : Original PPI+ 5% 2 %2k, Original PPI+ 8kt 254k)

Modified Katz index’ ® 5 JHH (Fi& 4. Hhft, B, BFEER. AR OZiX, 7
B“TPHNZIBWTEHAHTNTED LT, BIRIICTPRICEET L LB 0N REICHE
DWTTRED 3 B DI Z — A2 LTz,
(DADL HEAGEE « 3l A 25 2 BRI E L, FH0 B I3 B w3
OQOADL K M MEReRE - FHMEE 20 2 AT . FEm A B2
QADL ZERE - #Hl A 25 2 BWEATS . #HE & B2, b L <EEHl A 25 2 BEFTIIT
PRV N o b/ N & i Tl = Y = VA

Z O, ADL 2D R b REWERE, B2 L TWe ADL 23, 2 B LINIZITBh A3 24
Bl ookl e B 2T TADL A L) CRELTc, F£72, FHlA 25 2 @FERFTS - A
bl T BB &Rl A 25 2 BWEATS A & B2, b L <IEEHMI A 226 2
BRI BRI S 7225 Bl HIZE S LTV AREGE, Wit ADL 238/ L Tw
IRV END BBRTITMmAE & B[R U, HL LIIREEASEEW TV BRI K 0 S Bh S a3 7
IREEDE N TN D F7 23 ADL OIRRENTENEE 272728, BIOREL LTI 21T - 72,

% L C. Palliative Performance Scale, #% &R, FH#E, ZFFREFFRIREE, A %D
FHIMIE B 26 72 5963k PPI (Original PPI) % H L7-, Modified PPI (23517 5 ADL 4
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{LTEH O S 2R T 572912, “validation by calibration”* &\ 5 F¥E% W T,
Original PPI ®IHH & ADL Z{LIHH I L D2 2L &MT 21T > 7= 9,

Z ®“validation by calibration™ %, &K O T THIE T /WIZ, M7 L7 fho 7% Tl
K280 L T, EROTHRTHET VEAAEE LIS T% TRIET V2 ERCT 2 BRI
BEEMICHOWON D FIETH D, BT, B2 TH TR 2807 55, o T%
LB 72 & THE TR TR FOELMTE2ITI & RO TR THET VBT 4T
BTHRAOELMFT ERRLZERH LN, ZOFELZHND Z & THERO % THIE
TINZRT 28 THRTIKFOBELM T 2MERF LT E £ 2 PRIKEF OB\ 2k
ETEXHZEN, ZOFEOFETH D,

Modified PPI (23317 5 ADL ZA LI H OFEL AL, JeATHISE 96 [ ZHE T T TR FIRIC XL -
THEHL
1. Weibull survival regression model ¢ ADL Z{t® regression coefficient Z 5 H (D)
2. Original PPI ®JFZ 44|25 %5 PPITHE D 9 5., £ b/ &) regression coefficient &
Weibull survival regression model T Original PPI @ regression coefficient % #7F % (@)
3. FRROZOTHIS

Fo, B AT 4 v 7 [ERSHTIZ T, Original PPI }2 OY 5 f&$H D Modified PPI (2351) %
T4 3 M, 6 HENZEILD ROC #hi#f FifE (The area under the receiver operating
characteristic curve) %K, C-statistics % Delong’ method®5 |Z £ - Th#g L7,

S 512, Original PPI &Y 5 fiFHD Modified PPI (Z8W T, Aa7Oh v b4 7 %> 3,
>4, >5, >6, >7L LT, PHRIBERMEA=T>5, >6, >TH:, TREBEAKHE A=
T>3, >4, SH5HOENEIICIWCRE, FrRE BT R, BHRhER, EMttEr
FH U7z, Original PPI & 5 ffifH ™ Modified PPI Z L2120 T, Fi& THIOFBIREIX
AT kRO K D BUEIZ TR L 72, 20 b OFEFHIENTIZ SPSS-J (ver. 22.0; IBM,
Tokyo, Japan) & STATA version 13 (College Station, TX, USA)% 7=,

3-4-3 FER

ARAFFETIX 2425 4 DBEDKRIG L 72 o7z, WRRITBEWNFER 7 7 F— 4 0 964 44, §EF1
T 903 4, TEERERZ T B8 4 Tholz, B D HH 62 LM H OBHINT
Xlpholold, KBNSz, 55D D 2363 4D 5 5 20 4%, PP A7 OFH
(BRI H A KIE L TNz, T2 HERSN Sz, Boféroic, ARBFZETI 2343
% (BENFERN 7 7 F— 4 0 907 44, KEFN 7 9ikd 0 891 44, TEEAEFNT T : 545 4) DEAT
STz,

1) *t&EOEAKREM
RIRE DOTFHFERIL 69.1 M TH Y, JFREE LTk, HILEN A, FEREEA A, HE - ITF -

REE N ADIETE o712, £12. 18774 (79.4%) TimfEinf 280, izt (836 4 ;
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35.4%) . MifisfEs (785 4 ;33.2%) . ‘HisfE (699 4 ;29.6%) DIETZEh -7, Performance
Status (22 Tlix., ECOG Performance Status 3 7% 859 4 (36.4%) L& H%< . KT,
ECOG Performance Status 4 7% 8354 (35.3%) T -7-, (3 25)

ADL Z(bIZOWTIEL, BN OB LEIZR 72 DiE, A 2D 361 4(15.3%). HE
23 37244 (15.7%) B e S 381 44 (16.1%) . B FHEHLD 286 (12.1%) . A3 33344 (14.1%)
Tho7o, (5&26)

2) ADLZ{bDA=T
Original PPI (2B 9% ADL Z{bd A2 271X, #ijuk L 7= “validation by calibration”®4
TR L, JEATHIZE 9 IZHEC T 0.5 BL TRbITWEEZ FHA D227 & Lz, (3 26)

3) Original PPI & Modified PPI D&, FpRLE, R HFR, BRI, BN

fEHT 5 S #RIZF 1T 5 Original PPI & Modified PPI (CBE-4 28, FREE . BN
MR RRMER TR IEMEMEIZER280D K 5 I o 70, P& 3 A 2 Tl 53554, Original
PPLiX, #v bA T %68 T2 LIEE 60.8%, FiE80.6%., BHMEMIT R 64.0%, FEMEN
H278.3%, IEMEMT3.4% Th -7, —J7 T, Modified PP i, J&E 71.8-76.7%,FF &
67.8-72.9%. [HMERIHE56.1-59.7%. F2MERyH1#282.3-84.5%, IEMEMET0.9-73.3% CTh - 7z,

T, T4 6 BRI Z THIT 584, Original PPLIE, B v A7 2458835 &E
74.2%., FPFET2.8%, BERITE 78.3%, [EMERITIHRE8.0%, EMEMT3.6% Tho7Tz, —
77C, Modified PPI 1%, & 70.8-79.4%, FFHEE65.0-74.1%. BPEAIH=73.9-77.9%.
MR 3266.3-71.0%, IEMEMET1.7-73.1% Th o7, (FK27)

4) Original PPI & Modified PPI @ C-statistics

FRMT R R B BIRIZEBUV T, Original PPI & Modified PPI T 1% 3 # A& &2 THl45

C-statistics % 0.793-0.801, T4 6 H A 2 T3 % C-statistics 13 0.791-0.802 T > 7=,
(% 28-12) £/, P& 3 WA, T 6 EAFOTHICE T, Delong’ methodss (2 & -

T C-statistics % i U 7=5E 5. Modified PPI 78 Original PPI X W &2\ C-statistics

ERT I EX ot

5) Original PPI & Modified PPI ® ¥ THIZES T % @k5IHE
BEADIT k £2%% HV T Original PPI & Modified PPI @ 1% T & SZEE D T1% OikAl
B L 725 5 Modified PPI O 4517 k #2113, Original PPI @ weighted kappa %
BLom<hbighotz, (F29)
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3-4-4 B

(1) ADL 24k » %3 %81 L 7= Modified PPI O HMH:IZ 2\ T

BTCOE YT 4 7IZBNWT, T 3R, LOT#% 6 HARIZ % Modified PPI
@ C-statistics 120.790L4 - TdH - 7223, Original PPI @ C-statistics £ W AEICEm< 725
Z EiE o Tz, TR TlE, PPS X° ECOG Performance Status 7¢ & ADL FEE DA
bix, EITEIRABREDOTETHICEBWTHHTH D & LTV D637 REFFEOREFIT,
Original PPI |Z Modified Katz index {2 & 5 ADL Z D %EFE%ENM L TH, Original PPI
DOFHTFREEIZA LRV A REME 2 RIE T 5,

(2) ADL 24t d %3 %381 L 7= Modified Palliative Prognostic Index ® 7% F#IIZ
B9~ 2 RBIREIC DWW T
BTCOR YT 4 7IZBWT, T 3R, LOT#% 6 A ICKT 2 Modified PPI
DEHST k 4F8E, Original PPI % E[RIG 72 vo 70, ZOfERIE, Palliative Prognostic
Score [ZHAZDELZEZBINT S Z LIZX > THFEFHOBRBIREN [ E L7z & v 9 JetTaf
596 L I IR TH D,

(3) ADL Z{b» % B1 L 7= Modified PPI OF# FHIFENH L L7222 L1220 T

ADLZ{bp3FE %181 L T % Original PPI O F# FHIGEN 7] B L2 » =B & LTI
3ODAREMEN B 2 bivd, 1 DHIE, FIERZEBICEE - ZIEORLEICEESWT 2 HAFT
DO ADL Z5HMiliLTH 5 9 Z L1E, recall FHliD 7=, ERfEZR ADL 323 T& TUWM R NVA]
REPER®H 5, 2 oHIE, 2HEO ADL Z1{kix, T#% 3. b LULTFH 6 LD bW
MOTHERKBL TWDHRENRE X bD, £ LT, 32T, AFETHEMLE
Modified Katz index (2 & % ADL Z b OFHiE F#% Flligzm ESE 5 BAYE LTl
G2 o T2 w8 B

(4) AHFFRORF

AEFIEDORFIE, 6 24 (2.6%) DREFICBW I HOT —XBEIR TEX 2o 2
ETHD, LML, RFFRICBWTL, AxiREE E LTIRE L RWZH, RIFED
FERIITREE 5 2 I W ATREME S B,

(5) i

PPI IZ Modified Katz index (2 & 5 ADL Z8{bDEFR A BN L THETRABE DO TET
B OREEE 1 X8 L, 5%, AT RRFRE I TEIT A B O 7% TIIC 381 T Modified
Katz index (2 & 5 ADL 21t & 53Hli4 2 = & OFHMEZBRGET 2 & FREZ, PRZICBEET S
ADL ZAb & @i 2R 2 [FET 5 2 L BB TH D,
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4-1 fEENABEITEBT 5 PPI OF AEIZ DN T

IEMEZR T TN, FEAOTERR DMk OuEfr » ffAEALEIZ B 5 R e B IR E 720
T, BE - FERIAFOBI L EFE5 2, BIENRBER SICETT 5 2 & & AlElIC
THEZEZOLN TS, £LT, PHRTHY —UWZIE, EEOEB2T% TR, Mg
AT — % 72 EORBER &L VD TR TR — VBB I T D, LT, f#ifE
OEBIN 72 TH TR — & LT, PPL S STV 523, PP SKEFN S 7 iU AR
LTCWORABEZRNGE LTHRBINEREL DD . EENABE TR 2 F AMH®ICS
W, BEES TV, E£72, PPLITMKIRA 2 E 20N LT, & 5 5 BB CfiifE
IRl CE D PR T — L Th D720, EENPAVBRFIZBWTHAEHTH D Z L1500

UL, Bix RREREE, IR EREICB W TIEL SRR 2 TR TN ATREIC 2 D & B 2
bivd,

AT TIE, EEBABEICBT S PPLOFRAMEICOWT, BIHFHRAN, B RICHRGE
L7223, %AFHE - B FRTHEO WU T S T4 3 BT, %%6LW$%
B9 DR IE, RN 7RI ABE L TV AN AR LR TE L 202 E LM
S 77, 2, PPI S BHZE S V-7 7RI b~ C  TEE S 7 Tl, Performance Status
MR, PRLEVWEEREG N, AFEHHOIES X N KREWEMTH 5 alhEr:
NEZ LTz, 20720, PPLIL, EFHMOIIE D5 DX MR/ 72 WERFN 7 7 IR C 1%
NHEWNBREZBSOTAZLICELTWALDD, FEES T O X HIEFHF OIS > &)
REWEMIZEW T, PROBWEEEZ RO 5 2 &0 S W ATREMES R S 7z,

Fo, EES T TR, BREERAR O, HAZRORMEAHE L e, HAEZ /NG
ML CWDAEEELEZ bR, 2O~ T, HEENAVBEICBW TR OBRENSER T
o 5B 3 ML, EOFPHE DA D ATHEMEDN RN T & DARME S AV A, ZAULERIRTY
ICEEOHDHMA TH D LFARFIC, [EBIZBIT 2 PR TRAMRIET 2 L THEERMAT
»Hb,

4-2 PPI O fEMEAZ ] EEE D720 DT FHIY — /L DBRFEIZ OV T
FAZE, ETRAVBREOTHETHICBWTEERK T THDLZ ENRRMAIL E2—T
BRI IVTND D 22, RIFGE TIT > TeAEE N AVRBEIZE T 5 PP OF ATEICEE T 2 R T
T, CAEDENTHE S TS Z &3 PPLORKEZ K LTWHHERKD 1> Th D nlHE
WERZZ DN, T T, TAZOFMPHE LW EZEXLNLLATH, PPLAZ XV IEHT
EHR9ICT D70z, PPLOFHMIEEBIZE END HAE] ZaIa=r—Ta VD
FHICE S CH MR RGE LT, FOFEE, Simplified PPI O 1% 3 i [E A0 O F#
THIEEIE. Original PPT & bl L TRES AL LW Z ERH LN o7, 2, T4 6
B E AR O % THEEIZ SOV T, Simplified PPI /% Original PPI & bz U TR X 722208
72 BRRBG THOIEHTE 5 Z &R ENT, £ LT, fEENRABFIZBW T,
Simplified PPI ® 7% 6 #[E A O % THIAEIL. Original PPI @ 7 FHIREMEIL TV
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HZEBHLMNIRoT, AR, BT EN S D EF BN T, KIFEMETAZD X
INZFHEREH LW EAZETH- T, aIa=br—ra rZiMiid 52 & T, Bk
BlbE RO 52 EmMTE, THRTHICKMSEOLNDAREEEZRLTND EEZLND,
Flo, ZORRIE. FHMEEOFAZEBWT HRICRHEER, £ LT THILEWTE
OIS U TFHRTRY — VA2 BRIRT 52 LT, PR THZSETE Sl REMEZ R L
TW5,

4-3 PPl DRKE A 7] E S W 2720 D T4 TR — VORI DWW T

LT A BE O TRV T Performance status ([ZfAFE S5 ADL 1%, F# LD
BIENHOL/NTHH E SN TS 22, £7-, PPS & ECOG performance status D2k L&
KEINABEOTH TN THEHTH D LG STV 637475, Z 16 DT A
2T, AR TIEL, PPI OEE Z A EXE 572912, PPI @ 5 HBEIZH 7212 ADL (kD
fREEZ BN L2y — V&2 B% L, ARMEZRRGE L7223, 16RO PP % LR 2 & E T4 T
HREZFD Z LIXTE 027, TORRIT, AWFFETIZ, ADL Z{b Ol F I L 5
recall FHMI7Z - 72 2 & 3528 L T 5 alEetE, AHFFE THV 2 Modified Katz index 723, 2%
A BE OIRFEEAKIZ L D ADL 21 kA2 5Hi 32 BAIZI W T, ANEEI7E > 72 ATREMEAN B 2
bb, F£7-. PPLIZIZ. PPS 2L % ADL ORMBSEH BBEICE N TWAH T, ADLE
{LOEBZMZATH, TEHRTHROERDIUFEICESL RS- REERE X b,

4-4 KWFRORR & 5% DRE

AAFFECTHWZ PPLICIEL, ADL, & H#8EE, 2L T, EMREBOFHMENE EhTnD
PPS 2% C, BOERE, TAZEML T\ D72, FEl L72iHiE B 2 S50 5
LTWDEWIETHINEAECRY NECTW L AR L E 2 bR D, TD=Hh, ADL
AL ORI Z PPLIZEMNT 5 Z &1, PPLOPH THIEZSESE D Z LICBWT, H%
TIE Do mlReMEN B U . PPL O P& FRIBEOWEICE T 2 5% OISRt L LT,
PPS TRl SN CWRWH =R HZBINT 5 2 & bRat T2 0 ERH DL EE X HNLD,
F 7. ADL #¥fiz & £ 721> Surprise Question @ X 9 72 F#H) 72 T TH> — /2 ADL
ZALOFHI 28NS 2 Z & TP % TRIBEOICERHIR TE LAt H V. 5% OWF7ER
BIZ D EEZ DD,

Z LT, A%, PRREIZEA SNRWEERTETHY — L ORREe, koY —
VDX D IZFHMBE B OGFE THIRINIC T 2220 8 & BT 5 5iETIER <, filx
X, BEEPT R - #0535 L7= decision tree &7 /L CflE & O & NHIBINIZ T < 722 DR
ZREMT 2 EERRET 5 . KV ERAHBIC KR CE, B - ZEOBRIREICHIE
ATE2Y—LVORBLLERD D EEZ LD,

¥, AT, PERTHY — O FH THIBBIC OV THREE L7223, P THEY —L
ERWD ZENBE FRIZE S THIETH DM O TIE, BID IR > Tz ®d,
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S8BT, THRTHY —LVEHWDL LT, BF - FRIZL-T, EDXO5R AV vy FMRd
LMEN) T EIZONTHRGENRKLETH S, T LT, BRARTETHY —LOT% T
REICBET 2 k721 T, BE - FIEICE > TORBEELE W HIHE T, EoFE Ty
—VEHWSE, LVEBE - FEICES>THRTHDLNEWD Z & & HEREE L TV <
HhbhobeBEZHND,
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EE IR O T, BB/ HEMR R Sk x REREE CREBARUT 2 NABEIZ L o T,
PPI @ X 9 I MERESCEIG R 2 FH W e W2 PR TR — ARV ETH D EE XD
NDBN, AHFFRICE > T, EENABREITBW L, BR7 TIRBICABEL T D8 A K
FAZHAT, PPI OEEMENZ LB BT o T,

Flo EETFTEEZD T, W - FEGIEBITL T ZEBRZVETHRABEIZE
ST, BEEEICL O TR TE 2R THRTHY — T, BRRRERPRKENESE
ZHivh, AW TiE, PPl Offiffittzm EXw 52 &2 BBy & L7z Simpified PPI, = L
T. PPI O E#m Exw5 2 L2 HRE L7- Modified PPI #BA%& L. & DH HM: %2 MAE
L7273, Simplified PPI |2 & > CTTF#% THIBEZ MR Lo E £, PPI OffifEtEZm S5
ZEMNTEDLZ EITHLNZR T2 DD, Modified PPI IZ K > TEE AR EXE5 2 &
ILTERNWZ ERghoTz,

ST, EITNRARBRE O TRICEET HEEOR 12 A G5 Z &<, decision tree
ETNVEIER LY — VOB R EOME 2B, L0 EREEO W% T — /2 ICB
TOMRBZED TV LERH D, o, PETHY —LTHLNTRERE, BE - FIk
\CEYNAR 2 DIERIIERCIGZ D Z LICk > Th 126 SE L HE - FEOARMEICET S
IR EDTIT< 2 & T, BEF - Fik - BFREFICLaIa=r—va el BF
AL OB R ES R A TR L TS BERH D,
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FHEOE HWEE

AR HZATT DITHTIZ0 , O LDz bR RS, THIFE N & o 7o sk i REHEE
PR MR ES A BREEERRE BlbeR BRASCRHARA ARMEheA, AR
FRFFEEFNITER Sk MERY: KERZBIR, FEAT 4 v 72—k El
bk SERRLEEIEHZLET,

S BT, MXTERRICH T2 . O ENTc/e bR THRE, JTHIE T S o 72 RFER A
IR BB AU SER U ER BT AEF S SERRAT, AT BRI IEH O e L £,

Z LT, AWMEOZIT, faCAERZ I8 L T R T35 2 TH T2 SO R B s e
WEZHEE WE AEFRICOIVEHROBEZHETET,
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£15 PPIROTORE, BHEE., GHEMPER, ZHMPER, EHEME. AUC

<3 i@ (95% CI) <6 & (95% CI)
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24K (N=2,363)

MY 7 F— L (n=913)

&4 7 AR (n=896)

HEEHEMT T (n=554)

n or mean % or S.D. n or mean % or S.D. n or mean % or S.D. n or mean % or S.D.
F#n 69.1 12.8 65.5 12.6 71.0 12.3 73.0 12.4
B4 1,359 57.5 528 57.8 483 53.9 348 62.8
B - Kin- B 630 26.7 250 27.4 221 24.7 159 28.7
fiti - [E 508 21.5 211 23.1 180 20.1 117 21.1
fHi - BRE - EZE - FERR 452 19.1 173 18.9 175 19.5 104 18.8
FLAR 119 5.0 45 4.9 55 6.1 19 3.4
Bt - RE - BEht 112 47 34 3.7 47 5.2 31 5.6
BISZAR - 58 57 2.4 18 2.0 18 2.0 21 3.8
F= - & 136 5.8 55 6.0 61 6.8 20 3.6
FERSER 85 3.6 27 3.0 43 4.8 15 2.7
mi& 53 2.2 32 35 7 0.8 14 2.5
Z Db 153 6.5 52 5.7 68 7.6 33 6.0
ERE
=fRERTS & Y 1,877 79.4 763 83.6 696 77.7 418 75.5
FFE5%% 836 35.4 347 38.0 311 34.7 178 32.1
IR 699 29.6 327 35.8 242 27.0 130 235
ffi#n%% 785 33.2 303 33.2 312 34.8 170 30.7
inEnts - gEIR 1% 273 11.6 103 11.3 116 12.9 54 9.8
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£19 FEEFER (&E)
21K (N=2,363) &7 7 F—L (n=913) #&*0/7 7 7mE (n=896) HEEHM77 (n=554)
n or median % or S.D. n or median % or S.D. n or median % or S.D. n or median % or S.D.
ECOG Performance Status
0-1 243 10.3 162 17.7 35 3.9 46 8.3
2 423 17.9 208 22.8 125 14.0 90 16.3
3 859 36.4 289 317 362 40.4 208 375
4 835 35.3 253 27.7 374 41.7 208 375
nAFLER
(=23 515 21.8 359 39.4 76 8.5 80 14.5
R bERE 34 1.4 16 1.8 7 0.8 11 2.0
IREHRIA R 118 5.0 91 10.0 4 0.4 23 4.2
AFB#EDRE (95% Cl) 33.0 31.6-35.4 45.0 40.4-49.6 24.5 22.7-27.3 37.0 32.1-41.9
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3—3 PPIXRaA70OHM (MHR3-4 EM77HE
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% 2 0 Communication Capacity Scale item4 & A XD %R

BT 7F—L (n=912) B4 7 HE (n=893) HEEHMT T (n=550)

TAEHY HTAEGL TAEHY TAELZL TAEHY TAELGL
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

(n=151) (n=761) (n=249) (n=644,%) (n=68,%) (n=482,%)
ccs' item4 0 8 (5.3) 624 (82.0) 19 (7.6 396 (61.5) 5 (74) 310 (64.3)
ccs' items 1 21 (13.9) 104  (13.7) 47 (18.9) 145 (22.5) 9 (13.2) 106  (22.0)
ccs' item4 2 86 (57.0) 19  (2.5) 137  (55.0) 73 (11.3) 44 (64.7) 56 (11.6)
ccs' items 3 36 (23.8) 14 (1.8) 46 (18.5) 30 (4.7) 10 (14.7) 10  (2.1)

t:Communication Capacity Scale
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# 2 1 Communication Capacity Scale item 4 DHAZICEITHRE. HEE. EHEMNPER, [ZHabER, EFHEM

BE HEE f& 14 By o 32 PE MRy 3R IEfEMHS
(%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl)
CCStitem4 MDAy b4 7 0/123 93.2 (90.6-95.1) 70.5 (69.9-71.0) 43.9 (42.7-44.8) 97.7 (96.8-98.3) 75.0 (74.0-75.7)
CCStittm4 MH v k747 01/23 76.7 (73.4-79.7) 89.3 (88.5-90.0) 64.0 (61.2-66.5) 93.9 (93.1-94.7) 86.8 (85.5-88.0)

TCCS: Communication Capacity Scale

78



B 4-1 Original PPl X 27 & Simplified PPl RO 7 DA TS5 o3 A4 Y—4EFHR (£2EIRE)
Original PPIT Simplified PPI (CCSfitem 4 3wbA 7 0/123) Simplified PPI (CCSfitem 4 737vbA7 01/23)
104 _TL'“ 1.04 +—;~,L 07 o™,
B \ LY \ N
05 11.7_ H\LL o .I .I."‘- ] l.l Y \
L L Y -
N ARt \ P <0.001
W P <0.001 SN P <0.001 N \
1_._11” ; B E’;‘é \\\\ ‘11‘1%“ . — Y 1 , Hﬁ‘k‘_‘
o4 I-_"'-,-.__ T — " _H"‘u, \\ ™ ‘_\\““\ ——
CB - . - A

T PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
I CCS: Communication Capacity Scale
A (PPIRO7 :025)B& (PPIRO7 :21-4%),C# (PPIRO7 : 4.1-15 &)
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E4-2 Original PPI X a7 & Simplified PPI RAT7DH TS5 o34 v—4FHE @ENTy7F—L)

Original PPIY Simplified PPI (CCSfitem 4 737wbA7 0/123) Simplified PPI (CCSfitem 4 737vbA7 01/23)
1.0 '—‘:-.1_‘1 1.0 —':IL-:L__IH 1.0 ‘_':L‘"H
05 Y 0.8 \ L\\ 05 N
A AR NN 1"1 . P<0.001
\ P <0.001 Lﬁ“fj 0001 o '
0.6 "—_I ﬁ_‘ﬁ_‘ ' 0.6 lh'-. . 0.6+ | ‘L“\_ —
.'L|__II Bﬁ 1\;‘\%_ L‘-‘ \x\\\\ L ‘—H‘-—L
e T L, S . T
04 S 0.4 i . 0.4 S
(oF : e
0.2 S 0.2 T 0.2 T +
0.0 0.0 0.0

T PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index

I CCS: Communication Capacity Scale

AE PPIRO7 :02H2).BH PPIRO7 :2.14%5),C#¥ PPILRa7

:4.1-15 &)
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B 4-3 Original PPl X3 7 & Simplified PPI RA7DH TS <A v—E7F88R GEMT 7HRE)

Original PPIt Simplified PPI (CCSfitem 4 737vbA7 0/123) Simplified PPI (CCSfitem 4 737vbA7 01/23)
1.0 \,T 1.0 \..'_ 1.0
1.1.111 W ]-TL-
] Llj | ! L 1
0.5 ! \,_\‘ 05 K_Ij 0.5 L\
iy .I'l_l .1“
0.6 11':'- 1\1\_‘ 0.6 IH\—L‘ 06 IL1'- —\‘
-7__] 1_L_ A ﬁi -': \—L'\_‘L‘ -___“ .
0.4 L 0.4 § 0.4 h -~ P<0.001
o L\\\_L ‘ ".|\LL|—.£< Gt . s \"I“_\
B#E P <0.001 e s
0.2 S 0.2 ‘LL_‘_P i T H‘_'L«_'—-—

T PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
I CCS: Communication Capacity Scale
A (PPIRO7 :025)B& (PPIRO7 :21-4%),C# (PPIRO7 : 4.1-15 &)
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B 4-4 Original PPl X 37 & Simplified PPI RA7DH TS5 oA VY—EFHR (EEREMTT)

Original PPIY Simplified PPI (CCSfitem 4 737vbA7 0/123) Simplified PPI (CCSfitem 4 737vbA7 01/23)
o ] ﬁ"T“wl i ﬁﬂi
] k\k l L |__ _Lll
| o N
08 i L,kLLl 05 \ “']11 057 N \\1
IL'H_:_ S . MN 1“1-
05 -"'___I — A ﬁ 064 . :;H e 0.5 ™
H s P <0.001 H& 0.001
| ;3; . P<0.001 T e B N
04 B - 1, 0.4+ B L 4 1__|_| -ll
e . — —- . — -.
- kI_LH_‘_\_‘—_ﬁ - _ e ‘_|_|—x _T_: 1—'\—._|1 S
0.2+ C ﬁ'\f S —ﬁ_:: 02 ' B __“"‘ 0.2 i ._::
0.04 0.0 0.0
.UIU SU!UU 100‘.00 150I oo 200‘.00 _EIIEI SD!UU 1UUI.UU 1SUI.EIU ZDUI_EIU DIU SDIDD 1DDI 0o 1ﬁd 0o QDDI oo

T PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
I CCS: Communication Capacity Scale
AZ (PPIRO7 :022),BE (PPIRO7 : 214 %), C# (PPIRO7 : 4.1-15 5)
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& 2 2 Original PPI X 37 & Simplified PPI X 3 7 ) C-statistics

2K BT 7F—L BT 7w TERNMTT
P-value * P-value * P-value * P-value *
(95% CI) (95% CI) (95% CI) (95% CI)
F % 3 ERM
o 0.801 0.840 0.763 0.769
Original PPIt - - - -
(0.783-0.819) (0.812-0.868) (0.732-0.794) (0.728-0.811)
S 0.800 0.846 0.751 0.780
Simplified PPl (CCStitem4 71y k74 27 0/123) 0.863 0.359 0.218 0.495
(0.782-0.819) (0.818-0.873) (0.718-0.783) (0.740-0.821)
S 0.800 0.842 0.760 0.768
Simplified PPI (CCStitem4 h v k74 7 01/23) 0.802 0.679 0.808 0.739
(0.782-0.818) (0.814-0.869) (0.729-0.791) (0.726-0.810)
T 6 HERH
o 0.800 0.834 0.753 0.770
Original PPIt - - - -
(0.782-0.818) (0.808-0.860) (0.719-0.786) (0.731-0.809)
S ) 0.781 0.825 0.718 0.755
Simplified PPl (CCStitem4 71y k74 2 0/123) <0.001 0.094 0.001 0.170
(0.763-0.800) (0.798-0.852) (0.684-0.753) (0.715-0.795)
S ) 0.787 0.827 0.736 0.750
Simplified PPl (CCStitem4 v k74 7 01/23) <0.001 0.079 0.083 0.017

(0.769-0.805)

(0.801-0.854)

(0.702-0.771)

(0.710-0.790)

t PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
1 CCS: Communication Capacity Scale
*: vs. Original PPI
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£23 FHIAMKRE -6 BARRGICETIRE., FEE. BHEMPER, BHEMPER, EEYE (22FKRE, n=2345)

#23-1 FHRIBEMKRBICHITIRE. FEE. BEMBE, EHdE, EHESE
297 R HEE R& 14 B 3R PE MR 3R EffEsE

(%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl)

Original PPIt o4 81.3 61.6 54.7 85.3 68.8
(79.0-83.5) (60.3-62.8) (53.1-56.1) (83.5-87.0) (67.1-70.3)

.- 66.2 76.6 61.7 79.9 72.8
(63.7-68.6) (75.2-78.0) (59.4-63.9) (78.5-81.3) (71.0-74.6)

6 60.8 80.6 64.0 78.3 73.4
(58.4-63.2) (79.2-81.9) (61.5-66.5) (77.0-79.6) (71.6-75.1)

o _ 76.0 64.7 55.2 82.6 68.8

Simplified PPI (CCSfitem4 71+ b7 7 0/123) >5

(73.6-78.3) (63.4-66.1) (53.4-56.8) (80.8-84.2) (67.1-70.5)

.6 72.9 67.6 56.2 81.4 69.5
(70.4-75.2) (66.1-68.9) (54.2-58.0) (89.7-83.0) (67.7-71.2)

. 68.4 73.2 59.3 80.2 71.4
(65.9-70.8) (71.8-74.6) (57.1-61.3) (78.7-81.7) (69.6-73.2)

t PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index

$CCS: Communication Capacity Scale
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£23-2 FEo6AMEKGCETIEE.

REE. BErhE, bR EEME

297 R HEE [ZRkd: S PE MR 3R IEHEHS
(%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%CI)
N 89.1 51.7 71.0 78.1 73.0
Original PPIt >3
(87.7-90.4) (49.8-53.4) (69.9-72.0) (75.3-80.8) (71.4-74.5)
4 74.2 72.8 78.3 68.0 73.6
>
(72.6-75.7) (70.7-74.8) (76.6-79.9) (66.0-69.9) (71.8-75.3)
c 56.5 84.4 82.7 59.4 68.5
>
(55.0-57.8) (82.4-86.2) (80.6-84.7) (58.0-60.7) (66.8-70.0)
o _ 90.0 45.6 68.7 77.4 70.9
Simplified PPI (CCSfitem4 71w k74 7 0/123) >3
(88.6-91.2) (43.8-47.3) (67.6-69.7) (74.3-80.3) (69.3-72.3)
4 80.3 61.8 73.6 70.3 72.3
>
(78.7-81.8) (59.7-63.8) (72.1-75.0) (67.9-72.6) (70.5-74.1)
. 67.0 72.4 76.3 62.3 69.3
>
(65.4-68.6) (70.2-74.5) (74.4-78.1) (60.4-64.1) (67.4-71.1)

t PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index

$CCS: Communication Capacity Scale



F24 ZERRENOFEIERKE - 63

BRREICET SFE. BEE.

K24—1 TF%3BEEKE -6 BERHIEIIHRE. HEE.

BSitrrhae, (2R, RS

BBiER R, REMRR, E#E NS5 7F—4,

297 RRE HEE (Rkd: e S PRI EREM
(%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl)
F 1% 3 AR
. 67.6 81.7 61.6 85.3 77.4
Original PPIt >5
(63.2-71.8) (79.7-83.5) (57.5-65.4) (83.3-87.2) (74.7-79.9)
o _ 71.2 79.3 5.8 86.4 76.8
Simplified PPI (CCSfitem4 71+ k74 7 0/123) >6
(66.7-75.3) (77.4-81.1) (56.0-63.3) (84.3-88.4) (74.1-79.3)
F 1% 6 BRI
N 73.6 78.6 75.7 76.6 76.2
Original PPIt >4
(70.6-76.4) (75.8-81.1) (72.6-78.6) (74.0-79.1) (73.3-78.9)
o _ 78.2 735 72.8 78.8 75.7
Simplified PPI (CCSfitem4 71+ b7 7 0/123) >4
(75.2-81.0) (70.8-76.1) (70.0-75.4) (75.9-81.5) (72.9-78.4)

t PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
$CCS: Communication Capacity Scale



®24—2 FiRIBEREKE-6HERBICEHTOIRE, BEE. BIEMRER, EtEMhR, EM#ME BN 7HE n=892)

297 RRE HEE (Rkd: e S PRI EREM
(%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%Cl)
F 1% 3 AR
N 69.7 67.5 63.9 73.0 68.5
Original PPIt >5
(66.3-73.0) (64.7-70.2) (60.7-66.8) (69.9-75.9) (65.4-71.4)
o _ 75.2 52.9 56.8 72.1 63.0
Simplified PPI (CCSfitem4 71+ k74 7 0/123) >6
(71.8-78.4) (50.1-55.5) (54.3-59.3) (68.2-75.7) (59.9-65.9)
F 1% 6 BRI
. 775 62.5 81.9 55.9 72.8
Original PPIt >4
(75.4-79.4) (57.9-66.8) (79.7-84.0) (51.8-59.8) (69.9-75.5)
o _ 827 44.6 76.5 54.1 70.7
Simplified PPI (CCSfitem4 71+ k74 7 0/123) >4
(80.6-84.6) (40.2-48.9) (74.6-78.3) (48.8-59.3) (67.9-73.4)

t PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
$CCS: Communication Capacity Scale



F24-3 TFRIEMRE-6BRERGICETIRE. BEE. BEMhR, [FEMhR, E#E (BEEMT 7, n=545)

297 R HEE gk Ok PR R ERE
(%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI)
F % 3 BRI
. 55.7 80.0 56.4 79.6 72.3
Original PPIT >5
(50.0-61.2) (77.3-82.5) (50.6-61.9) (76.9-82.1) (68.7-75.8)
70.1 66.8 49.8 82.7 67.9
Simplified PPI (CCStitem4 5w k74 7 0/123) >6
(64.2-75.5) (64.1-69.4) (45.6-53.6) (79.3-85.8) (64.1-71.3)
F 1% 6 BRI
L 68.1 73.2 74.7 66.4 70.5
Original PPIT >4
(64.5-71.5) (69.0-77.1) (70.7-78.4) (62.6-70.0) (66.6-74.1)
78.6 58.6 69.0 70.0 69.4
Simplified PPI (CCStitem4 5w k74 7 0/123) >4
(75.0-81.9) (54.3-62.5) (65.8-71.9) (65.0-74.7) (65.5-73.0)

t PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
$CCS: Communication Capacity Scale



®25 BELS=

24K (N=2,363)

MY 7 F— L (n=913)

&4 7 AR (n=896)

HEEHEMT T (n=554)

n or mean % or S.D. n or mean % or S.D. n or mean % or S.D. n or mean % or S.D.
F#n 69.1 12.8 65.5 12.6 71.0 12.3 73.0 12.4
B4 1,359 57.5 528 57.8 483 53.9 348 62.8
B - Kin- B 630 26.7 250 27.4 221 24.7 159 28.7
fiti - [E 508 21.5 211 23.1 180 20.1 117 21.1
fHi - BRE - EZE - FERR 452 19.1 173 18.9 175 19.5 104 18.8
FLAR 119 5.0 45 4.9 55 6.1 19 3.4
Bt - RE - BEht 112 47 34 3.7 47 5.2 31 5.6
BISZAR - 58 57 2.4 18 2.0 18 2.0 21 3.8
F= - & 136 5.8 55 6.0 61 6.8 20 3.6
FERSER 85 3.6 27 3.0 43 4.8 15 2.7
mi& 53 2.2 32 35 7 0.8 14 2.5
Z Db 153 6.5 52 5.7 68 7.6 33 6.0
ERE
=fRERTS & Y 1,877 79.4 763 83.6 696 77.7 418 75.5
FFE5%% 836 35.4 347 38.0 311 34.7 178 32.1
IR 699 29.6 327 35.8 242 27.0 130 235
ffi#n%% 785 33.2 303 33.2 312 34.8 170 30.7
inEnts - gEIR 1% 273 11.6 103 11.3 116 12.9 54 9.8
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#25 FEEFER (E)
21K (N=2,363) &7 7 F—L (n=913) #&*0/7 7 7mE (n=896) HEEHM77 (n=554)
n or median % or S.D. n or median % or S.D. n or median % or S.D. n or median % or S.D.
ECOG Performance Status
0-1 243 10.3 162 17.7 35 3.9 46 8.3
2 423 17.9 208 22.8 125 14.0 90 16.3
3 859 36.4 289 317 362 40.4 208 375
4 835 35.3 253 27.7 374 41.7 208 375
nAFLER
(=23 515 21.8 359 39.4 76 8.5 80 14.5
R bERE 34 1.4 16 1.8 7 0.8 11 2.0
IREHRIA R 118 5.0 91 10.0 4 0.4 23 4.2
AFB#HDRE (95% Cl) 33.0 31.6-35.4 45.0 40.4-49.6 24.5 22.7-27.3 37.0 32.1-41.9
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26 ADLZEIEDH % EEIFFRE

ADL Z1t n (%) ADL LD EIIFHRE (+S.E.*) Original PPI M EIIF{%EL (+S.E.*)  Partial score P value
o MBI—9rB1 980 (41.5%) 0.13 +0.06 0.18 +.0.01 2.5 0.029
Bi—frB1 361 (15.3%) 0.34 +0.07 0.18 £ 0.01 6.0 <0.001
. NBI—9Bh 895 (37.9%) 0.09 + 0.06 0.18 +£0.01 1.5 0.123
et Bi—fB1 372 (15.7%) 0.34 +0.07 0.18 +0.01 6.0 <0.001
NEBI—4Bh 935 (39.6%) 0.13 +0.06 0.18 +£0.01 2.5 0.024
BR Hi—rB1 381 (16.1%) 0.39 +0.07 0.18 +0.01 7.0 <0.001
@Oy NBI—9Bh 586 (24.8%) 0.10 + 0.06 0.18 +£0.01 2.0 0.094
BHi—fB1 286 (12.1%) 0.47 +0.07 0.18 +0.01 8.5 <0.001
o~ NEI—AB) 1370 (58.0%) 0.27 +0.06 0.18 +0.01 5.0 <0.001
AE BIiI—fB1 333 (14.1%) 0.48 +0.08 0.18 +0.01 8.5 <0.001

*S.E.: Standard error
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£27 2PERREICETLFRIEMKE - 6 BAREKRGEICET HIRE. BHEE. BEMPER, EEMTdE, EREYE

£27-1 £PEBEICHTLP%3EMKBICETHBE, BEE. BIEMhER, (MR, Er
297 BB FRERE lkd:plesES PEiERI R IERETE
(%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI)
. 81.3 61.6 54.7 85.3 68.8
Original PPIt >4
(79.0-83.5) (60.3-62.8) (53.1-56.1) (83.5-87.0) (67.1-70.3)
. 66.2 76.6 61.7 79.9 72.8
>
(63.7-68.6) (75.2-78.0) (59.4-63.9) (78.5-81.3) (71.0-74.6)
6 60.8 80.6 64.0 78.3 73.4
>
(58.4-63.2) (79.2-81.9) (61.5-66.5) (77.0-79.6) (71.6-75.1)
n . 79.9 65.6 55.7 85.8 70.6
Original PPI + dressing >6
(77.5-82.1) (64.3-66.9) (54.0-57.3) (84.1-87.4) (68.9-72.2)
. 74.1 72.9 59.7 83.9 73.3
(71.7-76.5) (71.5-74.2) (57.7-61.6) (82.4-85.4) (71.6-75.0)
-8 69.6 74.7 59.8 82.0 72.9
(67.1-72.1) (73.3-76.0) (57.6-61.9) (80.5-83.4) (71.1-74.6)
. . 80.3 64.6 55.1 85.9 70.1
Original PPI + toileting >5
(77.9-82.6) (63.3-65.8) (53.4-56.6) (84.1-87.5) (68.4-71.7)
6 74.4 70.9 58.1 83.7 72.2
>
(71.9-76.8) (69.6-72.2) (56.1-59.9) (82.1-85.2) (70.4-73.8)
. 70.4 74.1 59.5 82.3 72.8
>
(67.9-72.8) (72.7-75.4) (57.4-61.6) (80.7-83.7) (71.0-74.5)
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F27-1 2ZHRRRICETLIFRIBEREICEHT IBRE. BEE. Biiayhx, [EtEahR, EEME &)

297 R HEE R PR R EREE
(%, 95%CI) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI)
. . 80.0 65.5 55.5 85.9 70.6
Original PPI + transferring >6
(77.6-82.3) (64.2-66.7) (53.9-57.1) (84.2-87.5) (68.9-72.2)
. 74.1 725 59.2 83.9 73.1
>
(71.6-76.5) (71.2-73.8) (57.2-61.1) (82.4-85.4) (71.3-74.7)
.8 70.3 75.0 60.2 82.5 73.3
(67.8-72.8) (73.6-76.3) (58.0-62.2) (81.0-83.9) (71.6-75.0)
. . 86.9 54.6 50.6 88.6 65.9
Original PPI + feeding >4
(84.8-88.9) (53.4-55.6) (49.4-51.8) (86.7-90.3) (64.3-67.2)
ot 76.7 67.8 56.1 84.5 70.9
(74.2-79.1) (66.5-69.1) (54.3-57.8) (82.8-86.0) (69.2-72.6)
o6 719 73.5 59.3 83.0 73.0
(69.4-74.3) (72.2-74.8) (57.2-61.3) (81.5-84.5) (71.2-74.6)
. . 82.3 60.6 53.0 86.3 68.2
Original PPI + bathing >9
(79.9-84.5) (59.3-61.7) (51.5-54.4) (84.5-88.0) (66.5-69.7)
10 71.8 70.8 57.1 82.3 71.2
>
(69.3-74.2) (69.4-72.1) (55.1-59.0) (80.7-83.8) (69.4-72.9)
11 66.9 74.8 58.9 80.7 72.0
(64.3-69.4) (73.4-76.1) (56.7-61.1) (79.2-82.1) (70.2-73.7)

t PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
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F27-2 2ZHRIRRICETLTFREMREICHET IRE. BEE. BiEayhx, [EtEaohR, EFEMS

297 R HEE R R PR R EREE
(%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%CI)
- 89.1 51.7 71.0 78.1 73.0
Original PPIt >3
(87.7-90.4) (49.8-53.4) (69.9-72.0) (75.3-80.8) (71.4-74.5)
A 74.2 72.8 78.3 68.0 73.6
>
(72.6-75.7) (70.7-74.8) (76.6-79.9) (66.0-69.9) (71.8-75.3)
ot 56.5 84.4 82.7 59.4 68.5
(55.0-57.8) (82.4-86.2) (80.6-84.7) (58.0-60.7) (66.8-70.0)
. i 84.7 55.5 71.0 73.8 72.0
Original PPI + dressing >4
(83.2-86.2) (53.6-57.4) (69.8-72.3) (71.2-76.3) (70.2-73.6)
c 76.8 65.0 73.9 68.5 717
>
(75.2-78.4) (62.9-67.1) (72.3-75.4) (66.3-70.7) (69.8-73.4)
6 69.7 74.5 77.9 65.6 71.8
(68.0-71.2) (72.4-76.5) (76.1-79.6) (63.8-67.4) (70.0-73.6)
n . 82.9 60.5 73.0 73.3 73.1
Original PPI + toileting >4
(81.4-84.4) (58.4-62.4) (71.6-74.3) (70.9-75.7) (71.3-74.8)
c 70.8 74.1 77.9 66.3 72.2
>
(69.1-72.3) (72.0-76.1) (76.1-79.6) (64.4-68.1) (70.4-74.0)
6 63.7 79.1 79.7 62.8 70.4
>
(62.1-65.2) (77.0-81.0) (77.7-81.6) (61.2-64.4) (68.6-72.1)
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F27-2 2ZRIRRIETLTFReEMREICEHTIRE. BEE.

BBiErgp R, 2EMhE, EHEE @S

297 R HEE R PR R EREE
(%, 95%CI) (%, 95%Cl) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI) (%, 95%CI)
. . 84.4 55.5 70.9 735 71.8
Original PPI + transferring >4
(82.9-85.9) (53.5-57.4) (69.6-72.1) (70.9-76.0) (70.0-73.4)
. 76.5 65.4 73.9 68.4 71.6
>
(74.9-78.1) (63.3-67.4) (72.3-75.4) (66.2-70.6) (69.8-73.4)
6 69.9 74.7 82.7 78.0 72.0
>
(68.3-71.5) (72.6-76.7) (80.6-84.7) (76.2-79.7) (70.2-73.8)
. i 90.1 49.1 69.5 79.4 72.1
Original PPI + feeding >3
(88.7-91.3) (47.3-50.8) (68.4-70.4) (76.5-82.0) (70.6-73.6)
A 79.4 65.0 74.5 71.0 73.1
>
(77.7-80.9) (63.0-67.0) (72.9-75.9) (68.8-73.2) (71.3-74.8)
ot 65.9 75.6 71.7 63.3 70.2
(64.3-67.5) (73.5-77.7) (75.7-79.5) (61.6-65.0) (68.3-71.9)
n . 83.5 56.4 71.1 72.6 71.6
Original PPI + bathing >8
(81.9-85.0) (54.4-58.3) (69.8-72.4) (70.0-75.1) (69.9-73.3)
9 74.3 71.0 76.7 68.2 72.8
>
(72.6-75.8) (68.9-73.0) (75.0-78.3) (66.2-70.1) (71.0-74.6)
10 62.1 78.9 79.1 61.8 69.4
>
(60.5-63.6) (76.9-80.9) (77.1-81.1) (60.2-63.3) (67.6-71.2)

t PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
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28

#£28-1 ZEREEANDFH% 3 BEREEKHEIZEI S Original PPI X 37 & Modified PPI X 3 7 0 C-statistics

ZERBRENOF% 3 BRKRR - 6 BEFREIZEET S Original PP X 31 7 & Modified PPI X 3 7 0 C-statistics

EERIRIE ®BM7r7F—L &7 7w THERMTT
P-value * P-value * P-value * P-value *
(95% CI) (95% CI) (95% ClI) (95% ClI)
o 0.801 0.842 0.765 0.768
Original PPIT - - - -
(0.784-0.820) (0.814-0.870) (0.734-0.796) (0.726-0.809)
o _ 0.800 0.840 0.748 0.783
Original PPIT + F& % 0.709 0.835 0.022 0.033
(0.782-0.819) (0.812-0.868) (0.716-0.780) (0.742-0.823)
. . 0.797 0.838 0.749 0.792
Original PPIt + it 0.308 0.631 0.046 0.208
(0.779-0.816) (0.811-0.866) (0.717-0.780) (0.752-0.832)
. 0.800 0.841 0.756 0.780
Original PPIt + % 0.634 0.926 0.233 0.325
(0.781-0.818) (0.813-0.869) (0.724-0.787) (0.739-0.821)
. 0.805 0.840 0.770 0.782
Original PPIT + #2OEEY 0.475 0.78 0.557 0.129
(0.787-0.823) (0.812-0.868) (0.739-0.801) (0.741-0.823)
. . 0.793 0.830 0.745 0.789
Original PPIt+ A& 0.046 0.126 0.006 0.064

(0.774-0.811)

(0.802-0.858)

(0.712-0.777)

(0.749-0.829)

T PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
*: vs. Original PPI
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#£28-2 ZEFEEANDTH® 6 BEREZKEIZEI S Original PPI X 37 & Modified PPI X 3 7 0 C-statistics

L EIRE BNy 7F—L BT 7w TEERENTT
P-value * P-value * P-value * P-value *
(95% CI) (95% CI) (95% ClI) (95% ClI)
o 0.802 0.839 0.755 0.767
Original PPIT - - - -
(0.784-0.820) (0.813-0.865) (0.722-0.789) (0.728-0.806)
o _ 0.796 0.830 0.747 0.775
Original PPIT + B& X 0.193 0.142 0.288 0.473
(0.778-0.814) (0.803-0.856) (0.713-0.780) (0.736-0.813)
o . 0.795 0.830 0.742 0.779
Original PPIt + it 0.131 0.145 0.117 0.230
(0.777-0.813) (0.804-0.857) (0.708-0.776) (0.740-0.817)
o 0.792 0.824 0.753 0.762
Original PPIT + #% 3 0.05 0.029 0.822 0.675
(0.774-0.810) (0.797-0.851) (0.720-0.787) (0.723-0.802)
o 0.799 0.829 0.766 0.767
Original PPIt + #FOEHL 0.506 0.078 0.121 0.951
(0.781-0.817) (0.802-0.855) (0.734-0.798) (0.728-0.805)
o . 0.791 0.823 0.755 0.759
Original PPIt+ A% 0.032 0.04 0.932 0.356

(0.773-0.809)

(0.796-0.849)

(0.721-0.788)

(0.717-0.797)

T PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
*: vs. Original PPI
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£ 29 Original PPl R 37 & Modified PPl R a7 NDEH DI+ « 1R

BEH#DITc&E Pvalue
Original PPIT 0.510 <0.001
Original PPIT + F& % 0.504 <0.001
Original PPIT + #ttt 0.505 <0.001
Original PPIT + &3 0.500 <0.001
Original PPIT + #ZO{EER 0.508 <0.001
Original PPIT + A& 0.484 <0.001

t PPI: Palliative Prognostic Index
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