HAFEMR R 22 MRS (Jpn. J. Pharm. Palliat. Care Sci.) 7:7-12 (2014)

(R & & 3]

FEFA FEHTO I — VDY AT LEADS

FEFA KA PL—

R R R e
R WS SEHE
Nty Z ((EEE =

RGNS 7

Kl sE= BREHEALE
e OBHE EET
SRE DI AR \U S P

S AR SRS S
 RIRTBEIRGER o 7 F — &
A R A

(2013 411 A 1 H32H)

[EE]

FEA A FEH T ba— (OIP) 2HTAZ LKA XA FE A L —3 3 VADEEL)

WiL7z., BPAKRI Y b= LB RBOZDIZHEF 4 FEHHCEE 24 b L =3 3 V3 EE X W72 fER 2 W5 &
LC, OIP #flifH L 7=%ER (OIP #F) 32 f5il, Xk &E & 1 RADORRERIZIED W -CAREE L 7R (JE OIP #F) 29 fiilic
SHEUTHBL 7= ZOME, WHEAORFARE, OIP Hrhdfii4 (2~7) H, JEOIP Bukfiis (2 ~ 28)
H& OIP HECHBIZHEN 72 (p=0.022). 7z, MFREAOFERZ, 3 HH (37.5% vs. 20.7%), 4 HH (53.1%
vs. 31.0%), 5 HH (78.1% vs. 51.7%), 6 HH (90.6% vs. 65.5%), 7 HH (93.8% vs. 69.0%) &, OIP i 47
IZEETH 572 (p<0.01). ULEOFER,2S, OIPHHIZE D RO 2 4 b L = 3 YAFEBETE 5 ulfEM2R

Y (0

F—TJ—K:1FEXAF, Fara—, EFH 24 rv—2ay, BT T

e

FEXA FIE, DABEDRAZ L DR Z2OICHAHL
HEITH D, World Health Organization (WHO) Jii»8
ABEFERFREIC BT EEAREE Y 3. Lk
No, HHAGEERS &EHREAE <, SLHPIEOB N2
5, —OX XA FEBRWT, FOEHIIERTRL <
Rl hTnb, X512, REEEEMORBERCRA S »
0, AIOREN L RIZEEFEOTTEE L Ak L?,
F VA A FOMIHEHGET 57201213, RN o iht & 57
HirTRE & 4 B ERRAE AL TN D, ZOFHKE LT,
i, A EA A FBEARICEH$T2 20 =203 208 %
PWE IR TE Y, RO A A FEARO YRR
PREEMEL 52T, —EULOWBFIREH THZ &
B IR T3, — T, BARER, FHOhTHA
VRS IR B Y b AR K R0 i i R 5, e T DA #ESE O B I
LT, NWIRN#EEE KB Z &P, £/, LIFL
WWRIOA A A ISk 25Ty ba—uIc#ikL, + v
A A NEFHANOETHE KL ENDILnbb. AL
4 FESOBEIIZBI LT, AARBRIEREES Y [HAK

il

WA AHIAT T 446-8602 ZliZ&emin] SUARE 28 F it
LIRS AR EFEA - (EAG

E-mail : kazuyuki@kosei.anjo.aichi.jp

SFEDMYIEEIZBET 5054 F54 V] 2w, Kiay
b= L DOREE GG AR S s HIEOHRE L2 VEE T 5
WA, BOEBE 252 LVTVEY. X512,
European Society for Medical Oncology (ESMO) %, %
RO A BB A EE T BIERITIE, KR
EEIRNIE S KB 44 FL—Y g VEHEL T3,

TIRTEAERE (DU, Wbt Tid, BN 2 iGEk o
VAT K D EFHEOER A PIICHEAT S Z L ABfFL T,
2010 - &0, A XA FEHEFHATIEOFEL A4 F
W87 a b 2 — )L (Opioid Injection Protocol) (LL T,
OIP) #fE L CHMHL T3, ZhET, A4 FiEk
ABHCHHT 227 ) =082 7u—Fv— L, 7a b
TV E WS FEICBIL TR, AIcs0nTn On
ARG S TWE> ™Y Ly, 2he FHEEH
WA ZEIZK > THERLEZAL L=V 3 YREBITE S
T AMERL S 13, RO EA A FICRE X R
LDOTHD. £z, AL FEHFOLA L —2 g Vik
ARG L 228513 5 <Y X 512 OIP DA AL
AP 2A ML= 3 VICHZ 2B AL 2GR
Wizbkn. 2 Z2THN, bhvbhid, DAKIRICRL T
FEX A FEGHAEEA U 72JER]E 3R & U T retrospective
BHA ATV, MEICER L 72 OIP 28, MAERRD & 4
L= aVilB2 3 BERELZOT, Z2ITHRET



8 W - TR - ORI - fth

;] &

1. OIP (Opioid Injection Protocol) DE

1-1. OIP O F k& FHRNE

OIP i, WM OX — &4 —12MA T, OV AFa2—
F =R, @ HEAHE, MEAE O 2o, R
SHEIRINS. Tho 4550 UHET H1LT (EGMAIN-
EX: i) oty MUFE L TERL, HHKIZ G
B¢ 5 Z & CHREICEMT 2. K112, Ybicii
LTCWB 7L~y Vv ) v VO OIP &7RF. 44
F VS OIS EE S TE L 72854, EERTIE OIP 458 L
PG R AR T 5.

O VAF 21— F=XDR

VAFa— F—2 (LrpME), #AMR (3045), f#
HER (ERZEL) 28552 U0IERSEHEINTED, K
F g 2 BARR 2 xbin sk & Bsc b LT 5.

@ e L Rk

BRI, L 2 F 2 — F = X OIS U TERE
LTWw3., §4b5, TH3MPYEOVZAF 12— F—X%
Fhi L 72358, o2 L 0ED LR EHERFEIZIOS &
D, 1BHOMEETS. &k, “alo®lkirs, 10

3ERELL Lo m SR s B, RAIANORE &2 2L L
TW3,

® Zofth

OIP B AKED BRI NOFRITIE, WEHGOEELE
UCIEI NS 5 2 &, £ 72R00206 U T i
W, PR PO SR AE T REA L 5, H5H L
DIRERRL T 5.

1-2.  OIP iZ¥\) 5 K UkFHD 12 &

KA, YA A4 FEHFOECRENBEL ZEA
OIP %M 5. %7, WHOIPIZX3&EMaY hua—
LAEE=F—L, LEISUCTEAA SR, WS
2179, FHibhlilid, OIP OHF/RICHE, BHL X F 2 —
F—Z&MHT 5. BRIz L2a, MRhEo
FoRIcED &, I EATS . AN, b, #Eo
OFBEIZOWCERL, REREL2IMT 2. 612,
WEHR, BWERT=42) v 242475, Sk A6 -
LT, OIP Ik AW Y P a— L2713 5.

1-3.  MEETO OIP i HR

Wk, 2010 41 AIZ OIP ZEALTW5. X212,
2009 41 H~ 2010 4 12 A 2 4EMEI, DBSAKIRICSKT L
TAHEF A PSR S 720ER &, OIP 0@ AIRMN

Y. sk, OIP fiHOREIE, SEADOFIWIZ L >

[eoos11713(2) v|
E¥E [ BRE

EEGK

@tgiﬂa B
—g S EES
FH#
=2
Bt
, — JU-
; e
i P Etr
S TaoE
L BERENCHE || o - A
0o e
-0 BEReERSY
-0 PRLABRIS— 8% 1
& iR
[0 e - AR

EXBES®

Dty +BHESNT-0 1 PERUHT
@o 1 PEEA CEfiA—4—. ETMEM) | °
Q#EM. BILEEAL

2009/11/27(%) 00:00 kE:01
FRTHERE:2009/11/27 (&) 00:00
DIVL#EZE]
ERF L/ A FE0mg A 5ml
18 1E: #5EES
G~/ =7y HER
1 F53E 1 0.08m1 /h—0.1-0.15-0.2-0.25—0.5—
0.35—0.4—0.45-0.5—0.55-0.6—0.65—0.7 - - -
{ET1ER (00:00~-00:00)
Fr= ]
2009/11/27(%) 10:54 kR:01
T8RS [BFE]
[/ v MER
SHESE
0.05m1 /h—0.1—-0.15—0.2-0.25—0.3—0.35
—0.4-0.45—0.5—0.55—0.6—0.650.7—> - - -
#H
EELZL
& &6
2009/11/27(£) 10:45 kR:01
g [HFRE]
SEHEEOET
=k Okul/ h LYURSES
S LAF2 DT
DLAFa —JIEEEEFEY
@305 BIF L EEERET
DLAFa - HRIIGL
@FFFILAFa —1TAD F L
W27y TORE
DLRFa —1HETIRF v ST
@1H2R 7o FETHEB. ThilESEMmRE
B0.dnl /LA LT Ty SIEADTIYE AT
[ S0
DBRESIC LRSS
ﬁg:wa: LUNGERTONGRRE T X

EHiz@a#F
EEER: EEGT

Hizdd
EEET: EERT

Hiz#d
EERR: EEGT

L R

5 mL

L3 R

L R

e r

1 LR VEEYY VYO OIP

(OTIP DA77k & AN DIRNE) .



FEFAA PR T ra—nicks a4 rL—2 g Y 9

LR TIbh, Zhai@ildsZePHliRehs Z &l
T,
2. WRIEGIDBIRELE LR ELE

x5k, FA R (2009/01/01 ~ 2010/12/31) 12,
MAFREDO Y P a—LARBODIZAEX A FIEFHI &
584 b —Y g YHREEENIREFE U iR,
I R RS, ISP S RIRBE N O U T B A PTG
BEALUZZRERNIRI L2, X602, A EA A PG
DT 2 3% 5 72812 7 HIEI DA B U 720 % 5%
RU, BRI CEREIS T U T8 E MIE T REED &
B REAT A (BaHRERE, TS, SEH OO 25l &
IIER, PG & BRI L 72
3. MEFZE

OIP % ffif L 724 (BLF, OIP #F), OIP & ffiffi+ 3
ZHER & 6 D S ERATOFRERIZHE SO THIIZA B4 4 P
& A — & — L5 f (DU, JEOIP#F) (/ML ¢,
HT AT XD retrospective IZF A L 72, FAEHEHE 1L,
i N2 A A P oMM R5HW, ibhe, M
W, Kii»5DERNEE L. 77, fMiFEICBLT
1%, Liverpool Care Pathway (LCP) HAGEMMHH~ =
7 WY Mucci-LoRusso 5% O & 212, 48 BRI
bz THREREIZED 2L, 2OV AF 12— F—XOff
FABEA T H 2B T AR CE L 2D/ 5L ER
U7z, Bihes, MEFEsICBI L TIE, Mann-Whitney's U

test & AV THEEME # 1T\, fERRE 5% A & F &%
B0 EHEL 7.
4. OIPIC&LB 441 bL—2 arDREEAEE

OIP Iz &k B 44 b L —Y 3 VADOEEERGET %
HAL LT, HRERAOBFEHE, #HFRAOIERIZD
W, OIP fif & JIE OIP H#F CILLEME 217 > 7=, MEFRrs~
D FEH BE, Mann-Whitney’s U test 12 & O #E[5 Hbig %
oy, falis 5% Kl AREZES D LHE L 2. HMRE
DREFRIL, > #E (chi-square for independence test)
I2&D 2~7HHF CRIFICAER 2 HMILEL, &
Fre 5% Kz GREEH D LHE L2, &, IhbOf
ML, SPSS Statistics 19 & HWTEE L 7-.
5. fRIEMVECE

ARWFFEIE, THRIRTTZEIC B3 2 fm i dE &t OBSm7E T
b 5. EFIRE Z GO R KU 2R a i RIC
BII27 743y —(RIEIZBIT 2 58] TIEREE - /TR 6k
HEH BT A ROMEY) NP AND 72D D H A F 7
A v icEDE, MAGBRIGESTREALL T, BED
T T ANy — R STELRE L 7=

o R

1. X &% IEBH
X BIERFNE, 61 %1 (OIP #F 32 {51, IF OIP #¥ 29 i),
- fn i b e fi 61 (15 ~ 93) ik, OIP #F 64.5 (15~ 93)

OIPf& Y
(N) m OIPEFRSEH!
30 oOIPKRERES |
25
* _
£
4 2
4 — — _ —
S
¥ —
BHHHHHH =
5t
i
A e I
ﬁ10
£l
E 5 4 H H H H H — — — —
0 e I e o o e LI S S e e o o L S m m ey e |
D D DN N N NN N N DN N N N N KN N N N N N N N N N
S o Qo O O o o o o oo o o o o o o o o o o o o o o
oS O O O O O O O O O O 9O = H = =2 =2 =2 =2 =2 = &= = ##
©C © © © © © © © © © © © o o o o o o o o <o o o <o
I N I < N - LB I N - L B ¢ N+ . N | B N - oI R
o b wm B @D EBSLEumbEanemewsCE
:m:m:m:m:m:m:m:m:m:m:m:m S o m
S EEREEERER Lo BEEEREEEE oo o
Il 1l 1l Il 1l 1l Il Il = B B 1l Il Il 1l 1l 1l 1l 1l = B B
=N N = N = = = =N = = N = NN = =
© O H &0 O © = ot 00 N H =2 9 &0 © O © 9 &0 © 9N NN
vvvvvvvvv AR T R B o

2 HAFRICHR LT EA A FEMHEI X 7 hE BB e OTP OEARKNL (2009 -1 H~ 2010 4F- 12 A).



10 HRAIT - TR

i, JEOIPH 65 (40 ~80) MTHh 7. A+ A FH
FREARERNE 29 Bl (OIP #F 14 f5il, Jk OIP % 15 i), ft
DFEFA K26 0Y) 0z RER» 32 1 (OIP ¥ 18 i,
JEOIPRE14B) Th -7 fHI XL A FOFE
M, PG, Gk, MERRRL PERATA S ORRNE AL
1127”89, PR E L OIP Bf 24 (12 ~ 240) mg, JE OIP
24 (12 ~192) mg, #MEFFE % OIP B 72 (24 ~ 480)
mg, JEOIP 72 (24 ~624) mg &, WFhIZEHEHE
B 572 (Mann-Whitney’s U test).

2. MHFEANOEEZERH

HMEH BB U 22 5EBNE, OIP #F 30 51 (93.8%), Jk
OIP B 26 ffl (89.7%) Td - 7=. HMEFFEADRNE MBI,
JEOIP B hdfli 5 (2 ~28) HIZX LT, OIP #iAsrh
Y4 2~7) HEFRIZEH L (p=0.022 ; Mann-
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Effects of New Opioid Injection Protocol System on

Opioid Titration
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Abstract: Review of the effects of an Opioid Injection Protocol (OIP) on achieving titration. Due to the poor
control of opioid injections for cancer pain, it was determined that a controlled injection protocol was needed in
order to improve titration rates. We compared 32 OIP use cases with 29 standard cases (non-OIP). The median
maintenance dose achievement rate was 4 days (2-7) for OIP and 5 days (2-28) for non-OIP. With p=0.022, there is
a clear advantage to the OIP methodology. Additionally, the daily maintenance dose achievement rates were higher
for OIP cases at 3 days (37.5% vs. 20.7%), 4 days (53.1% vs. 31.0%), 5 days (78.1% vs. 51.7%), 6 days (90.6% vs.
65.5%), and at 7 days (93.8% vs. 69.0%). Again, the OIP methodology showed a clear advantage of p<0.01. The above
results indicate that implementation of the OIP methodology enables faster achievement of the maintenance dose for

opioid medication in cancer patients.

Key words: opioid, protocol, pain, titration, palliative care



